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Abstract

In this work we consider model of asymmetric kinks, where the behavior of the solution in one

side is different from the other side. Also, the models depend of an integer n and, with the increase

of n, the constructed kink assumes a hybrid character: a compactlike profile on one side and a

kinklike profile on the other side. We investigate numerically the kink-antikink and antikink-kink

dynamics, with the aim to understand the effect of the transition of the usual kink to the semi-

compacton structure. The kink-antikink process shows the formation of one-bounce windows for

small values of n. The increase of n favors the breaking this structure and the appearance of

oscillatory modes. For antikink-kink collisions we report the appearance of two-bounce windows

for small values of the parameter. We also found an intricate structure of two-oscillation windows.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Solitons are solutions of nonlinear theories with special properties, such as topological

profile, concentrated energy density, and finite energy; also, they maintain their form even

after scattering with another soliton solution. More generally, solitary waves have concen-

trated energy density and finite energy, but they may not have topological profile and may

interact changing form. They appear in several contexts in nonlinear physics, including op-

tics [1], condensed matter [2, 3] and high energy physics [4, 5]. As examples of solitary waves

that may or may not be solitons, we have kinks, lumps, vortices, magnetic monopoles and

skyrmions [4]. Kinks are perhaps the simplest of these solutions, and they in general are not

solitons, although kinks in the sine-Gordon model are good and simple examples of solitons.

In fundamental physics, localized solutions are nicely considered in braneworld cosmology

[6–9]. Effects of small nonplanar fluctuations in the collision of planar domain walls in (3, 1)

dimensions were investigated in the Ref. [10]. Planar approximation for bubble collision is

justifiable for nucleated bubbles that has been expanded considerably before colliding [10].

Bubble collisions in first-order phase transitions in the ultrarelativistic limit were considered

in the Ref. [11]. Furthermore, domain walls have been used as a possibility to generate the

Big Bang conditions [12, 13].

Kinks (as well as the corresponding antikinks) in (1,1) dimensions are very interesting

localized structures, and have been studied in several distinct cases, in particular the scat-

tering of kinks and antikinks have been intensively investigated in the recent literature. In

integrable models like sine-Gordon [14] and KdV [15] the kink-antikink pair collide elasti-

cally and acquire at most a phase shift. However, kink scattering in non-integrable system

is rich and have several surprising effects. In particular, a well studied nonintegrable model

is the φ4 model [16–22]. The intricate kink-antikink (KK̄) scattering process depends cru-

cially on the initial velocity. In this sense, a critical value of velocity (vc) separates two

regions: i) inelastic scattering for v > vc, ii) formation of a bion state, for v < vc. There,

a composited kink-antikink state radiates until the complete annihilation of the pair. An

intriguing behavior is observed for some intervals of v . vc. In these intermediate values of

velocities there is the formation of two-bounce windows, where the kink-antikink pair collide

twice before receding each other. The appearance of such resonance windows is related to

the energy exchange mechanism between the translational and vibrational modes [19].
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Kink scattering has been investigated in several models. One can cite the polynomials

with one scalar field, for instance, modified φ4 model [23–25], φ6 model [26–28], φ8 model

[29–31], nonpolynomial [32–35], models which possess kinks with power-law tails [36–38] and

models with two scalar fields [39–44]. Furthermore, there are studies of kink collision with

a boundary [45–47], with impurities [48–52], multi-kink collision [53–56] and other models

[57–61].

In general, the presence of internal (vibrational) mode is an essential ingredient to un-

derstand the presence of two-bounce windows. However, in the Refs. [26, 31], two-bounce

windows were found despite the absence of an internal oscillatory mode. This can be un-

derstood if we consider the perturbation of the antikink-kink pair [26, 31, 62]. In [23], the

deformed φ4 model leads to appearance of more than one vibrational mode. There one

can observe the total suppression of two-bounce windows even with the presence of internal

mode. In the Refs. [63, 64], it was investigated the role of quasinormal modes in kink scatter-

ing. The Ref. [63] shows that the quasinormal modes can store energy during the collision.

However, these modes decay exponentially which leads to energy leakage. A similar behavior

is observed in Ref. [64], where the square well potential is modified allowing the appearance

of quasinormal modes. The effect of internal modes was also studied in the Refs. [52, 65].

The Ref. [52] shows the importance of oscillatory modes in the formation of spectral walls.

This phenomenon occurs after that the internal mode disappears into continuous spectrum.

Moreover, in the Ref. [66] is analyzed the kink-antikink collision in a Lorentz-violating φ4

model. In that work, the influence of the Lorentz term change the localization of the two-

bounce windows. Furthermore, the radiation emitted by the kink-antikink is asymmetric,

related by the birefringence phenomenon.

Compactons were proposed and studied in the Ref. [67] considering a Korteweg-de Vries-

like equation with nonlinear dispersion. The compacton has energy density that vanishes

outside of compact space. On the other hand, the energy density of the kink vanishes

asymptotically. The Ref. [68] analyzed the relevance of nonlinear stacking potential in

models of double-stranded DNA. They showed that this interaction has a fundamental role in

the location of energy along the biomolecule. Moreover, the choice of this potential provides

the appearance of compactons. Compact baby skyrmions with nontrivial topological charge

were obtained in the Ref. [69]. The Ref. [70] presented a route to transform kink solutions

in compacton structures. Moreover, the authors observed the behavior of this process in a
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braneworld scenario, revealing a symmetric hybrid brane configuration. In the Ref. [71] an

asymmetric compact structure was built in which the scalar field generates an asymmetric

hybrid brane. Recently, have been discussed the scattering of generalized φ4 model that

support kinks with a compact profile [72]. In particular, the authors show the emergence of

metastable structures with the formation of compact defects. Moreover, for small velocities,

are formed long-lived oscillating structure, named compactlike oscillons. The scattering of

generalized compact oscillons in the signum-Gordon model were studied in the Ref. [73],

showing the generation of oscillons in the form of jet-like cascates.

Oscillons appear in primordial cosmology models, mostly related with bubble collisions

[74] and the inflationary paradigm [75], but also with string cosmology [76]. It is of special

interest to identify the conditions that allow the production of oscillons [77, 78]. Some

works analyze the time evolution and decay of these solutions [79, 80]. Then it is of interest

to consider other aspects of models that lead the production of oscillons, as noted in the

kink-antikink scattering [34, 35] and multi-kink collisions [56].

In this work we consider the collision of defects that have a semi-compacton character. As

far as we know, scattering of this type of defects has not been reported before. In the section

II we consider the asymmetric compactlike structures proposed in the Ref. [71]. We analyze

the spectrum of linear perturbations for isolated kink/antikink solutions and the collective

kink-antikink and antikink-kink pair. In section III we present our results for kink-antikink

and antikink-kink collisions. In both cases we report the appearance of oscillating pulses

forming a structure of windows, whose richness can be related to the semi-compactness of

the solutions. Finally, we conclude the present work in section IV.

II. THE MODEL

We consider the following action with standard dynamics

S =

∫

dtdx

(

1

2
∂µ∂

µφ− V (φ)

)

, (1)

where the potential is given by [71]

Vn(φ) =
1

2
n2φ2[1− (φ2)

1

n ]2, (2)
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FIG. 1: (a) Potential V (φ) and (b) field configurations φ
(0,1)
n (x) for n = 1 (red solid), n = 2 (green

dash-dotted) n = 10 (blue dotted) and n → ∞ (black dash).

and n is a positive integer. For n = 1 we recover the φ6 model,

V1 =
1

2
φ2(1− φ2)2. (3)

whereas for n → ∞ we have

V∞ =
1

2
φ2 ln2(φ2). (4)

The Fig. 1a shows the plots of Vn(φ) for some values of n. Note that the potential is Z2

symmetric and has three minima {−1, 0, 1} and two local maxima that increase with n.

Then we have two topological sectors, and without loosing generality we will consider only

the sector 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1.

The equation of motion is given by

∂2φ

∂t2
−

∂2φ

∂x2
+ n2φ[1− (φ2)

1

n ]2 − 2nφ[1− (φ2)
1

n ](φ2)
1

n = 0. (5)

and the static kink solution in the sector 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 is given by [71]

φ(0,1)
n (x) =

[

1 + tanh
(

x− a
)

2

]
n

2

, (6)

where

a = arctanh
(2− n

2 + n

)

(7)

is a specific constant of integration chosen to guarantee that the local maximum of the
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potential V (φ) occurs at φ = φ
(0,1)
n (0) [71]. The antikink solutions are given by φ

(1,0)
n (x) =

φ
(0,1)
n (−x). The solution connecting the minima {−1, 0} can be found by taking φ

(−1,0)
n (x) =

−φ
(0,1)
n (x). The Fig. 1b shows the plots of the kink profile φn(0, 1) for the same values of n

considered in the Fig. 1a. Note that the increase of n gives solutions that approach faster

the minimum φ = 0. Indeed we have, for x . −1.5 and 1 ≤ n ≤ 6,

φ(0,1)
n (x) ≃

(

n

2

)n/2

enx. (8)

For larger values of n, this approximation is good only for even lower values of x. On the

other hand, the way the solution approach the minimum φ = 1 is independent of n. There

we have, for x & 1.5,

φ(0,1)
n (x) ≃ 1− e−2x. (9)

An interesting limit is given for n → ∞, where one has, for all values of x [71],

lim
n→∞

φ(0,1)
n (x) = e−e−2x

(10)

That is, the increase of n tends to form a half-compacton. Note that for n → ∞, the scalar

field is already too close from the minimum φ = 0 at a finite value of x < 0. In this case the

solution is compact-like for x < 0 and kink-like for x > 0. Note also from the Fig. 1b that

the behavior of the scalar field in the region x > 0 is almost independent of n for large x.

That is, the main influence of n is in the region x < 0 and in the vicinity of x = 0 (up to

x = 1.5 in the scale of Fig. 1b). Close to the vacuum φ = 1, the solutions are roughly the

same, independent of n.

Perturbing linearly the scalar field around the static kink/antikink solution φs(x) as

φ(x, t) = φs(x) + η(x) cos(ωt), we arrive at a Schrödinger-like equation

−
d2η(x)

dx2
+ Vsch(x)η(x) = ω2η(x), (11)

with Vsch(x) = Vφφ(φs(x)). The Schrödinger-like potentials for kink (φ
(0,1)
n ) and antikink

(φ
(1,0)
n ) solutions are depicted in the Fig. 2a and Fig. 2b, respectively. We see that Vsch(x →

−∞) (for the kink) and Vsch(x → +∞) (for the antikink), increases with n. Indeed, from

Eq. (2) we have for the squared mass m2
n of the elementary excitations at the vacuum φ = 0,
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FIG. 2: The Schrödinger potential Vsch(x) for (a) kink φ
(0,1)
n and (b) antikink φ

(1,0)
n . In all figures

we fixed n = 1 (red solid), n = 2 (blue solid) and 3 ≤ n ≤ 6 (black line).

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
n

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

2

FIG. 3: The squared frequencies ω2 of the vibrational states as a function of parameter n for an

isolated kink or antikink.

m2
n = Vφφ|φ=0 = n2. The asymptotic values of the kink stability potential correspond to

Vsch(x) = n2 for x → −∞ and Vsch(x) = 4 for x → +∞. Note also that Vsch(x) for the kink

corresponds to Vsch(−x) for the antikink.

We solved numerically the Eq. (11) for a single kink or antikink. For n ≥ 1 there is

always a zero-mode, responsible for the translational invariance of the solutions. For n = 1

there is no vibrational mode, as already known for the φ6 model [26]. For n ≥ 2 there is

always one vibrational mode. The Fig. 3 shows that the squared frequency of the vibrational

mode increases monotonically with n.

We also analyzed numerically the occurrence of vibrational states considering kink-

antikink and antikink-kink pairs.

The Fig. 4a shows the Schrödinger-like potential for the kink-antikink pair for some

values of n. The pair is separated by the distance 2x0, with x0 = 8. Note from the figure

that the potential is characterized by two minima at the positions of the centers of the kink
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FIG. 4: Schrödinger potential Vsch(x) for (a) kink-antikink φ
(0,1)
n (x + x0) + φ

(1,0)
n (x− x0)− 1 and

(b) antikink-kink φ
(1,0)
n (x+ x0) + φ

(0,1)
n (x− x0). In all figures x0 = 8. We fixed n = 1 (red solid),

n = 2 (blue solid), n = 3 (black line) and n = 4 (green line).

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
n

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

vi
br

at
io

na
l m

od
es

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
n

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

v
ib

ra
ti

o
n

a
l 

m
o

d
e

s

FIG. 5: Number of vibrational states for (a) kink-antikink and (b) antikink-kink, corresponding to

the Schrödinger potentials of Figs 4a-b.

and antikink. The value of the minima decrease slightly with n. In between the minima, the

potential acquires a plateau independent of n. The asymptotic values at x → ±∞ increases

with n. The number of vibrational modes for each value of n is depicted in the Fig. 5a.

Note that for n = 1 there is no vibrational mode for the kink-antikink pair, as known for the

φ6 model. It has only one mode for n = 2 and increases significatively with n for n ≥ 3. The

growing of x0 leads to the increasing in the number of vibrational states for n ≥ 3, whereas

the cases n = 1 and n = 2 is independent of x0, for the kink-antikink pair. The choice of x0

must guarantee that there is not a sensible overlap between the kink and antikink solutions.

This is a necessary condition for the linear stability analysis.

The Fig. 4b shows the Schrödinger-like potential for the antikink-kink pair for some

values of n. We also considered x0 = 8. The potential has two minima at the positions

of the antikink and kink, similarly to the observed for the kink-antikink pair. The central
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plateau between the minima increases with n, whereas the asymptotic value at x → ±∞ is

constant, independent of n. The number of vibrational modes for each value of n is depicted

in the Fig. 5b. Note from the figure that for n = 1 there are four vibrational modes. These

modes were considered in the Ref. [26] for explaining the occurrence of two-bounce windows

in the φ6 model. For each n ≥ 2 there is only one vibrational mode. The growing of x0 leads

to the increasing in the number of vibrational states for n = 1, whereas the cases n ≥ 2 is

independent of x0, since we are now dealing with antikink-kink pair.

Note that, despite the Schrödinger-like potential for the kink and antikink are related by

a x → −x transformation, there is no such symmetry for kink-antikink and antikink-kink

pairs. This means that the scattering process for the pairs must be considered separately,

as we will do in the following section.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Here we will discuss our main results of the kink-antikink and antikink-kink scattering in

the sector {0, 1}. We solved the equation of motion with a 4th order finite-difference method

with a spatial step δx = 0.05. We fixed x0 = 12 for the initial symmetric position of the

pair. For the time dependence we used a 6th order sympletic integrator method, with a time

step δt = 0.02.

A. Kink-antikink scattering

For solving the equation for kink-antikink scattering we used the following initial condi-

tions

φ(x, 0) = φ(0,1)
n (x+ x0, 0) + φ(1,0)

n (x− x0, 0)− 1 (12)

φ̇(x, 0) = φ̇(0,1)
n (x+ x0, 0) + φ̇(1,0)

n (x− x0, 0), (13)

where φ
(0,1)
n (x, t) ≡ φ

(0,1)
n (γ(x − vt)) means a boost of Lorentz for the static kink solution

φ
(0,1)
n (x) and γ = (1− v2)−1/2.

We analyzed the collisions varying the initial velocity v and the parameter n. First of

9



FIG. 6: Kink-antikink collisions for n = 1 with (a) v = 0.28 - bion and (b) v = 0.30 - one-bounce.
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n
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0.6

v c

FIG. 7: Kink-antikink collision. Critical velocity as a function of n.

all, we observe that when n = 1 we recover the same results achieved for the kink-antikink

collision of the φ6 model. In particular, for v < vc ≈ 0.289, the kink-antikink pair always

become trapped in x = 0, as we can see in the Fig. 6a. On the other hand, with v > vc, the

KK̄ pair escapes to the other vacuum after the first impact - see the Fig. 6b.

We illustrate in the Fig. 7 the dependence of critical velocity vc versus n. The plot shows

that vc has a minimum at n = 2, where vc = 0.1516. For n ≥ 3 we observe the enlargement

of the region of bion states.

Now we discuss our main results concerning the kink-antikink scattering for several values

of n ≥ 2. We report the production of oscillating pulses for some values of initial velocity

and n. Three examples for n = 7 are shown in the Fig. 8. For instance, we observe in Fig.

8(a) the presence of bion state in the center of collision for n = 7 with v = 0.3896. On the

other hand, for some ranges of initial velocity we can observe the formation of two and three

oscillating pulses - see Fig. 8(b)-(c) for n = 7 with v = 0.445 and v = 0.4562, respectively.

These pulses are almost harmonic oscillations of the scalar field around one vacuum. The
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FIG. 8: Kink-antikink collisions and formation of oscillating pulses for n = 7 with (a) v = 0.3896

- bion, (b) v = 0.445 - two pulses and (c) v = 0.4562 - three pulses.

0.26 0.28 0.3 0.32 0.34 0.36 0.38 0.4
v

n=
3

0.26 0.28 0.3 0.32 0.34 0.36 0.38 0.4
v

n=
4

FIG. 9: Kink-antikink collisions: bion state (white), two oscillations (red), three oscillations (blue)

and the KK̄ escapes to the other vacuum (green) for (a) n = 3 and (b) n = 4.
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FIG. 10: Kink-antikink collisions: bion state (white), two oscillations (red), three oscillations (blue)

and the KK̄ escapes to the other vacuum (green) for (a) n = 5, (b) n = 7 and (c) n = 9.

formation of these oscillating solutions resembles the behavior reported in Ref. [81], where

the authors noted the presence of an oscillon in the collision of two identical wave trains.

However, the oscillons could be identified when the leading frequency oscillates within the

mass gap [81].

For small values of n, for example, n = 2 these oscillations are absent. There, our results

show at most the formation of a central bion. The appearance of these oscillations is sensitive

to the value of the initial velocity and the n parameter. The increase of n contributes to the

appearance of an intricate structure with greater number of oscillating pulses. As we can see

in Fig. 5, the number of vibrational modes increase with the parameter n. As a consequence,

this new intricate structure may be connected with the extra internal states. In the Fig. 9

and 10 we summarize some results regarding the production of oscillations as a function of

the initial velocity. In both figures, we can see that the green region corresponds to v > vc,
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FIG. 11: Kink-antikink collisions: scalar field at the center of mass φ(0, t) as a function of t for (a)

v = 0.265, (b) v = 0.29 and (c) v = 0.299 with N = 3, N = 4 and N = 5 oscillations, respectively.
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FIG. 12: Number of oscillations during an one-bounce collision as a function initial velocity for

n = 3.

where there is the inelastic scattering of the kink-antikink pair, changing of topological

sector after the collision, in a behavior analogous to the described in the Fig. 6b for n = 1.

That is, we have the production of an antikink-kink pair: φ
(0,1)
n + φ

(1,0)
n → φ

(0,−1)
n + φ

(−1,0)
n .

The red and blue colors indicate the scattering of two and three pulses, respectively. The

oscillations appear from n ≥ 3. We can observe that the increase of n produces an increase

in the number of pulses formed.

Another type of structure also appears for v . vc: the presence of one-bounce windows.

This specific type of one-bounce collision is exemplified for n = 3 in the Figs. 11a-c, which

show the scalar field at the center of mass φ(0, t) as a function of t. There one can see that

after the collision, the scalar field oscillates one (Fig. 11a), two (Fig. 11b) or three (Fig.

11c) times around the minimum φ = −1, returning to the original minimum φ = 1 after

the bouncing. This pattern was already observed in hybrid models [28] and the modified

sine-Gordon [32] .

The number of oscillations during the bouncing has a structure, as shown in the Fig.

12. There one can see the number of oscillations in the one-bounce windows as a function

13



FIG. 13: Antikink-kink collisions for n = 1 with (a) v = 0.0228 - two-bounce and (b) v = 0.046 -

one-bounce.

of initial velocity. Note from this figure that the thickness of resonant structure decreases

with v, when the number of oscillations during the bouncing increases. In particular, the

scattering described in the Figs. 11a-c corresponds, respectively, to the first three one-bounce

windows from Fig. 12.

B. Antikink-kink scattering

For the antikink-kink scattering in the sector {0, 1}, the initial conditions are given by

φ(x, 0) = φ(1,0)
n (x+ x0, 0) + φ(0,1)

n (x− x0, 0) (14)

φ̇(x, 0) = φ̇(1,0)
n (x+ x0, 0) + φ̇(0,1)

n (x− x0, 0). (15)

For n = 1 we recover the known φ6 results [26], with the formation of resonance structure

even without the vibrational mode for a single kink or antikink for v < vc ≈ 0.0457 (see,

for example, see Fig. 13a). The reason for this was presented in Ref. [26] in terms of the

vibrational states of the antikink-kink pair. For v > vc there is an inelastic scattering of the

antikink-kink, as described for instance in the Fig. 13b.

For n = 2, we also note the appearance of the resonant window structure. For v > vc ≈

0.2598, the output is an inelastic scattering between the antikink-kink pair. On the other

hand, when v < vc usually occurs the production of bion states, where the scalar field φ(0, t)

oscillates erratically, decaying in the long run to the minimum φ = 1. Furthermore, for
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FIG. 14: Time to the first (black), second (red) and third (blue) antikink-kink collision as a function

of initial velocity v for (a) n = 3 and (b) n = 5.
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FIG. 15: Antikink-kink scattering: Scalar field φ(x = 0, t) at the collision center as a function of

time for three consecutive two-bounce windows for n = 3 with (a) v = 0.41, (b) v = 0.423 and (c)

v = 0.428.

some narrow intervals of velocity there is formation of two-bounce windows. This process is

related to a resonant energy exchange between the translational and vibrational modes [19].

It is interesting to note that the critical velocity observed for n = 2 is very close to the

critical velocity in collisions of kinks in the φ4 model. Also the squared frequency ω2 = 3

from Fig. 3 is the same from the φ4 model. Indeed, the transformation φ → φ− 1 turns the

model n = 2 to the φ4 model. However, despite the symmetry of the kink, the order in which

the kink-antikink or antikink-kink pair appears in the line shows the different structures in

the critical velocity. Probably, the difference is due to the behavior of the potential beyond

of the interval 0 < φ < 1, which contributes to the equation of motion.

An example of the structure of two-bounce windows is presented in the Fig. 14a, where we

plot the behavior of the times of first, second and third antikink-kink collisions as a function

of initial velocity of n = 3. Note that the thickness of each two-bounce windows decreases

with the velocity. For v < vc ≈ 0.4367, bion states or two-bounce windows occur. At the

edges of each two-bounce window one sees the presence of three and four-bounce windows.
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FIG. 16: Antikink-kink scattering: Scalar field φ(x = 0, t) at the collision center as a function of

time for n = 7 with v = 0.6.

Some examples of two-bounce collisions are depicted in the Figs. 15a-c. The two-bounce

windows can be analyzed counting the number M of cycle oscillations of φ(x = 0, t) between

each collision. Each window can then labeled by an integer m = M − 2. For instance,

Fig. 15a shows the plot of φ(x = 0, t) oscillates M = 3, corresponding to the expected first

(m = 1) two-bounce windows. In the Figs. 15b-c, the scalar field oscillates M = 4 and

M = 5 times around the vacuum φ = 0 during the bouncing, corresponding to the second

(m = 2) and third (m = 3) two-bounce windows, respectively.

An example of two-bounce window for a larger value of n is depicted in Fig. 16. In

this figure we describe the behavior of φ(x = 0, t) for the case n = 7 with v = 0.60. Note

that the two bounces are characterized by two peaks. There is no oscillation between the

bounces, that characterizes it as a zero-order window. The behavior is slightly different

when compared to the Fig. 15.

As we saw in the previous section, for n ≥ 2, an isolated antikink or kink has always

one vibrational state (see the Fig. 3). The same applies for the antikink-kink pair (cf. Fig.

5b). Then, one would expect the presence of two-bounce windows. However, as the value

of n increases, the higher order windows disappear, traded by false two-bounce windows

or quasiresonances [33]; see, for instance, the above Fig. 14b for n = 5. The absence of

the resonance windows is related to the approximation of the value of the energy of the

vibrational mode with the mass threshold - see Fig. 3. As a result, the translational and

vibrational modes are unable to perform the resonant energy exchange mechanism.

The antikink-kink scattering can also lead to the production of propagating oscillations.

One example of this is presented in the Fig. 17 for n = 6. The structure of the antikink-kink

scattering as a function of v and for several values of n is summarized in the Fig. 18. There

one can see the suppression of most of the two-bounce widows (green regions in the Fig.
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FIG. 17: Antikink-kink collisions and two pulses formation for n = 6 with v = 0.6267.

n=4
n=6

n=8

0.5 0.55 0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75
v

n=1
0

FIG. 18: Antikink-kink collisions: bion (white), two propagating oscillations (blue), two-bounce

windows (green) and inelastic scattering with one-bounce (red) for (a)n = 4, (b) n = 6, (c) n = 8,

and (d) n = 10.
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FIG. 19: Antikink-kink collision: critical velocity as a function of n.

18) with the increase of n. Also, one can see that for v > vc there is inelastic scattering of

the antikink-kink pair, and that vc increases with n (shown explicitly in the Fig. 19). The

process is characterized by the scalar field at the center of mass bouncing once (red region

in the Fig. 18). The region of production of two propagating oscillations is identified in

the diagrams in blue. The structure of the windows is intrincate, with no clear pattern for

low n. For n ≥ 8 one can see some similarity in the structure of the diagrams, with the

number of windows being preserved. We note the windows being pushed to larger velocities

for larger values of n (compare the Figs. 18c and 18d).

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work we considered a class of models that depends on a single parameter n, which

engenders an interesting property: for n = 1, it is the well-known φ6 model, and as n changes

to higher integers, it supports kinklike configurations that tend to acquire a semi-compact

profile when n is very large. Due to the richness of the solutions, the effects of n was

investigated both in the kink-antikink and in the antikink-kink collisions.

As we have shown, the kink-antikink scattering is characterized by the production of bion

states and propagating oscillations. The propagating oscillations are produced in windows of

velocities that increase in number and thickness with the increase of n. This effect was also

observed, but in lower extension, for antikink-kink scattering. There, beside bion states and

propagating oscillations (in an almost constant number for n ≥ 8), one can have two-bounce

windows in a reduced number for large n. The pattern of the diagrams that describe the

scattering (Figs. 9, 10 and 18) is intrincate, but the richness of the diagrams for large n
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that describe oscillations for kink-antikink scattering (Figs. 9 and 10) can be related to the

presence of more vibrational states for the kink-antikink pair (as seen in the Fig. 5a). Also,

the similarity for large n of the structure of the diagrams for antikink-kink scattering (see

the Fig. 18) can be related to the almost constant squared frequencies of the vibrational

states (cf. Fig. 3). That is, the linear stability analysis corroborates the observation that a

defect with a semi-compacton character present a rich pattern of scattering.

A result of particular interest is that the semi-compactness character of the kinklike

configuration for larger values of n is important for the production of multiple oscillations,

as it is evident from the richer structure of the kink-antikink scattering in comparison with

the antikink-kink collision. Indeed, as shown in the Sect. II, each solution is asymmetric

(except for the n = 2 case), with a kink profile on one side and an (almost) compact profile

one on the other side, as we increase n to larger and larger values. For this reason, in the

antikink-kink collision the left and right tails of the composed structure have the standard

kinklike profile. This does not occur for the kink-antikink collision, since for larger values

of n, the left and right tails of the composed structure engender the compact profile. As we

have shown, the difference appears as very distinct outcomes of the two collisions, and the

results may be of current physical interest. As we have shown in Eq. (6), the tail of the

compact portion of the solution has a very short double exponential range, which acts to

modify the results of the collision. This is somehow similar to the recent studies described

in [36, 37], which also found differences between kink and antikink scatterings, although

there the authors considered kinklike configurations with long range interactions. In this

sense, our results seems to close a gap, showing that asymmetric kinks produce distinct

outcomes when they collide: there are different collisions in the case of asymmetric kinks

with standard exponential interaction as in the φ6 model [26], with the long range polynomial

interactions considered in [37] for higher power in the scalar field, and also with very short

double exponential tails which we investigated in the present work. The collisions described

in [26], [37] and in the present work differ from one another, and can be used to describe

different situations of current physical interest.
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Phys. Rev. D 80, 105013 (2009).

[70] D. Bazeia, L. Losano, M.A. Marques, R. Menezes, From kinks to compactons, Phys. Lett. B

736 (2014) 515-521.

[71] D. Bazeia, M. A. Marques, R. Menezes, Models for asymmetric hybrid brane, Phys. Rev. D

92, 084058 (2015).

[72] D. Bazeia, T. S. Mendonça, R. Menezes, H. P. de Oliveira, Scattering of compactlike structures,

Eur. Phys. J. C (2019) 79:1000.

[73] F. M. Hahne, P. Klimas, J. S. Streibela and W. J. Zakrzewskib, Scattering of compact oscillons,

JHEP 01 (2020) 006.

24



[74] Edmund J. Copeland, M. Gleiser, H.-R. Muller, Oscillons: Resonant configurations during

bubble collapse, Phys.Rev. D 52, 1920 (1995).

[75] Mustafa A. Amin, Richard Easther, Hal Finkel, Raphael Flauger, Mark P. Hertzberg, Oscillons

After Inflation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 (2012) 241302.

[76] Stefan Antusch, Francesco Cefala, Sven Krippendorf, Francesco Muia, Stefano Orani, Oscillons

from String Moduli, JHEP 01 (2018) 083.

[77] Marcelo Gleiser, David Sicilia, A General Theory of Oscillon Dynamics, Phys.Rev.D 80 (2009)

125037.

[78] Gyula Fodor, Peter Forgacs, Zalan Horvath, Arpad Lukacs, Small amplitude quasi-breathers

and oscillons, Phys.Rev.D 78 (2008) 025003.

[79] Paul M. Saffin, Anders Tranberg, Oscillons and quasi-breathers in D+1 dimensions, JHEP 01

(2007) 030.

[80] Petja Salmi, Mark Hindmarsh, Radiation and Relaxation of Oscillons, Phys.Rev.D 85 (2012)

085033.

[81] T. Romanczukiewicz and Y. Shnir, Oscillon resonances and creation of kinks in particle colli-

sions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010) 081601.

25


	 Introduction 
	 The Model 
	 Numerical Results 
	 Kink-antikink scattering
	 Antikink-kink scattering 

	 Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References

