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Abstract

We investigate kink-antikink collisions in a model characterized by two scalar fields in the pres-

ence of geometric constrictions. The model includes an auxiliary function that modifies the kine-

matics associated with one of the two fields. An important fact is that one of the fields can be

solved independently, being responsible for changing the internal structure of the second one. We

performed several collisions and observed the presence of resonance windows for small values of

the parameters. Furthermore, we have been able to show the alternation between the appearance

of oscillating pulses, as well as the annihilation and formation of kink-antikink pairs when the

geometric constriction is more pronounced. The study of kink dynamics in models with geometric

constrictions is connected with issues of interest such as domain wall formation and magnetization

at the manometric scale.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Topological defects have been the subject of extensive research over the years due to

their complex physical behavior and potential applications. In particular, defects appear

in high energy physics [1, 2] and also in the brane scenario, allowing the internal structure

of the brane to be controlled [3]. Additionally, defects can also be found in condensed

matter physics [4, 5]. In the interesting paper [6], for instance, the authors investigated the

configuration of a wall experimentally and by micromagnetic simulations in the presence of

constrained geometries. There, they identified an interesting behavior, the division of the

wall into a two-kink structure.

Kinks are topological defects generated by real scalar fields in (1, 1) spacetime dimen-

sions. The presence of two or more scalar fields brings higher complexity and may lead to

interesting developments. Over the last decades, collisions between kinks in theories with

scalar fields have attracted great interest. Most especially, in the set of works [7–9], the

authors demonstrated the appearance of resonance windows and a chaotic structure created

by kink-antikink collisions. In the present days, we know that the mechanism of resonant

energy exchange between translational and vibrational modes is responsible for the appear-

ance of this structure, with a standard linear perturbation theory used to obtain the internal

modes. Additionally, there are many other papers that discuss kink collision in various mod-

els as well; see, e.g., Refs. [10–14] and references therein. We can also mention works such

as the sine-Gordon model [15–18], non-integrable ϕ4 [19–21] and ϕ6 [22–24] models, and the

scattering of wobbling kinks [25–27].

As we increase the number of scalar fields, the field theory acquires much higher com-

plexity. Interestingly, field theories of two coupled scalar fields can be used to describe Bloch

walls [28] and Bloch branes [29]. The scattering between topological and non-topological

structures in such theories is a very rich field of research with highly nontrivial results. In

[30], the authors considered such scattering in a model containing one degenerate vacuum.

Cases containing two [31, 32], three [33] and four [34, 35] have also been considered. More-

over, the scenario where one of the fields is in its quantum vacuum was investigated in

Refs. [36, 37].

A subject that has been widely studied in recent years is the appearance of spectral

walls [38, 39], which correspond to a formed obstacle in kink-antikink collisions, that arises
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from the transition from normal mode to continuous mode. In particular, it was established

in Ref. [40] that the modes connected to antikink-kink collisions are responsible for the

appearance of the thick spectral walls. Furthermore, in models with two scalar fields, the

spectral wall phenomenon in kink dynamics can be observed [41].

A distinct class of multifield models was investigated recently in Ref. [42], with a special

focus on the case with two real scalar fields. There, the kinetic component of the model’s

Lagrangian was modified, resulting in the presence of an interesting internal structure. In

Ref. [6], for instance, the main ingredient for the appearance of the two-kink solution is

the presence of the geometric constriction, which was shown to be directly connected with

the kinetic modification introduced in [42]. Another work in which the use of constrained

geometries is important can be found in Ref. [43], where the authors discuss Ni81Fe19 thin

film magnetic structures that exhibit domain wall nucleation in clearly defined nanoscale

constrictions. Also, in Ref. [44] the process of fabricating nanostructures for constrained

domain walls was reported. Moreover, it is worth noting the investigation of confined domain

walls in magnetic nanotubes [45]. There, the simulations revealed that the magnetization

structure of the constrained domain walls is directly proportional to the size of the tubes.

Furthermore, one of the magnetization components was shown to exhibit two-kink behavior.

The study of kinks in systems with two scalar fields has been a topic of great interest in

theoretical physics for several decades. The dynamics of such kinks can become especially

fascinating under the presence of geometric constriction, and they might be extremely im-

portant in the formation of domain walls. The results of studying the collision of kinks in

a model with kinetic modifications deserve further attention, since the presence of geomet-

ric constrictions produces kink profiles with internal structure, consequently changing the

physical characteristics of the scattering. For instance, research on charge transfer at the

nanoscale results in a current with two-kink properties [46]. Additionally, it was investigated

in Ref. [47] that the presence of geometric modifications affects the behavior of fermions.

The main goal of the research is to comprehend how the dynamics of kinks in a model

with two scalar fields can be affected by the presence of geometric constrictions. In order

to implement the investigation, we organize the work as follows. In the next section, we

present the model and investigate its kink-like configurations, where a function is introduced

that modifies the kinematics of one of the scalar fields. In Sec. III, we analyze the behavior

of perturbations around the static solutions. In Sec. IV, we present an extensive numerical
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analysis of the kink-antikink scattering for several values of the pertinent parameters that

control specific properties of the system. We conclude the study in Sec. V, where we add

comments and suggestions for future work.

II. THE MODEL

We present a field theoretical model in (1, 1) dimensions with two scalar fields, ϕ and χ.

The Lagrangian density is described by

L =
1

2
f(χ)∂µϕ∂

µϕ+
1

2
∂µχ∂

µχ− V (ϕ, χ). (1)

This type of construction has already been investigated in Ref [42, 48]. The function f(χ)

only depends on χ, and it is in principle an arbitrary non-negative function that is in charge

of changing the kinematic component of the field ϕ. This function denotes geometrical

constrictions that change the internal structure of the kink-like structures. The real scalar

fields are also coupled through the potential V (ϕ, χ). We follow Refs. [42, 48], and consider

the potential in the form

V (ϕ, χ) =
1

2

W 2
ϕ

f(χ)
+

1

2
W 2

χ , (2)

where W = W (ϕ, χ), and Wϕ = ∂W/∂ϕ and Wχ = ∂W/∂χ.

The equations of motion for the scalar fields are given by

∂f

∂t

∂ϕ

∂t
− ∂f

∂x

∂ϕ

∂x
+ f

∂2ϕ

∂t2
− f

∂2ϕ

∂x2
+
∂V (ϕ, χ)

∂ϕ
= 0, (3)

∂2χ

∂t2
− ∂2χ

∂x2
+

1

2

df

dχ

[(
∂ϕ

∂x

)2

−
(
∂ϕ

∂t

)2]
+
∂V (ϕ, χ)

∂χ
= 0. (4)

The energy density can be expressed using the arbitrary function W; it is given by

ρ =
1

2
f(χ)

(
dϕ

dx
∓ Wϕ

f(χ)

)2

+
1

2

(
dχ

dx
∓Wχ

)2

± dW

dx
. (5)

Consequently, we are able to write the first-order, or Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-Sommerfield

(BPS), equations
dϕ

dx
= ±Wϕ(ϕ, χ)

f(χ)
,
dχ

dx
= ±Wχ(ϕ, χ). (6)
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FIG. 1: Potential surface as a surface and contour plots.

These equations minimize the energy to E = |W (ϕ(+∞), χ(+∞)) −W (ϕ(−∞), χ(−∞))|.
Therefore, the f(χ) function does not contribute to the energy, which depends only on the

asymptotic values of the field configurations. In this work, let us use the potential given by

Ref. [42]

V (ϕ, χ) =
1

2f(χ)
(1− ϕ2)2 +

1

2
α2(1− χ2)2, (7)

where α is a real and non-negative parameter and for χ = ±1 and f = 1, it is possible

to recover the standard ϕ4 model. The potential surface is shown in Fig. 1 and engenders

kinks and antikinks, which are solutions that interpolate two distinct minima. As there exist

four minima, there are in total 6 topological sectors, engendering 12 families of topological

solutions. They are related by the Z2×Z2 symmetry of the model. There are four symmet-

rically related solutions which are ϕ4 kinks and trivial in χ. Similarly, there are also four

symmetrically related solutions which are χ4 kinks with trivial ϕ. Finally, there are four

families of solutions that are nontrivial in both fields, which are also symmetrically related.

Notably, the last ones result in analytical solutions with internal structure, as we will show

below.

Now, we can rewrite the first-order equations given by

dϕ

dx
= ± 1

f(χ)
(1− ϕ2), (8)

dχ

dx
= ±α(1− χ2), (9)

the plus and minus signs corresponding to kinks and antikinks. The Eq. (9) for χ is
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FIG. 2: Kink solution for χ(x) (black solid) and for ϕ(x) with λ = 0.6 (red), λ = 2 (blue) and

λ = 10 (green) for (a) α = 0.5, (b) α = 1.0 and (c) α = 2.0. We fix y0 = 0.

independent of ϕ and can be readily solved. It leads to a kink-like solution connecting the

minima χ− = −1 to χ+ = +1

χK(x) = tanh(αx). (10)

Due to the translational symmetry, we may set the integration constant to zero. Similarly,

the minus sign in the antikink-like solution connects the minimum χ+ = +1 to χ− = −1.

In this work, we introduce a function that affects the internal structure of the ϕ field

f(χ) =
1 + λ

1 + λχ2
, (11)

where λ is a non-negative real parameter. The function written in this manner changes the

center of the ϕ field smoothly, as we vary λ; however, it does not change the tail of the

solution [48]. Next, we perform a change of variable x → y(x) in the first-order equation

(8) to transform it into dϕ/dy = ±(1 − ϕ2), which is solved by the kink-like configuration

ϕ(y) = tanh(y). We then use (11) to get to the explicit x−dependent solution

ϕK(x) = tanh

(
y0 + x− λ

α(1 + λ)
tanh(αx)

)
, (12)

where y0 is an integration constant, being responsible for shifting the center of the kink in

the vertical axis [47, 48]. It is important to note that the standard solution can be recovered
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FIG. 3: Energy density for ρ2 (black solid) and for ρ1 with λ = 0.6 (red), λ = 2 (blue) and λ = 10

(green) for (a) α = 0.5, (b) α = 1 and (c) α = 2. We fix y0 = 0.

when λ → 0. The kink profile for χ(x) and ϕ(x) is depicted in Fig. 2 for some values of α

and λ, and y0 = 0. The solutions become more localized at the origin as α increases; see

Ref. [42]. An interesting feature of the χ field is its independent character, and furthermore,

it can capture the ϕ field, creating an internal structure. We notice that as the value of

λ increases, it contributes to the appearance of a null derivative at the center of the kink,

leading to the formation of a two-kink structure. As seen in Ref. [6], the field χ simulates

the presence of geometric constrictions in the field ϕ.

The energy density can be rewritten as the sum of two contributions, ρ = ρ1 + ρ2, given

by

ρ1 =
W 2

ϕ

f(χ)
, ρ2 = W 2

χ . (13)

In Fig. 3, we depict the energy density for some values of α and λ, and y0 = 0. The structure

becomes more localized as the parameter α is increased. Additionally, we observe that for

small values of α, the contribution of the ϕ field outweighs that of the χ field and shows a

central maximum for small values of λ. We also notice that the formation of a plateau in

the center of the solution (Fig. 2) contributes to the appearance of two points of maximum

in the energy density in Fig. 3.

The results presented are governed by geometrical constriction and the choice of the f(χ)

modifies the center of the defect, however, it does not modify the tail of the solution. This

enables the energy density to be integrated, resulting in E1 = 4/3 and E2 = 4α/3. In Fig.
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FIG. 4: Energies or masses of the kinks as a function of α.

4, we depict the behavior of energy (mass) as a function of α. When α is small, the ϕ field

is heavier than the χ field. This is altered for larger values of α.

The above results were already discussed in Refs. [42, 48]. The intention here was to

make it clear that the parameters α and λ directly contribute to changing the behavior

of the solutions. In Ref. [6], the geometrical constriction effect is observed in magnetic

materials. In the present work, we want to investigate how the internal structure influences

the kink-antikink collision process due to modifications in the geometrical constriction. As

we can see, the kink-type configuration is a composed structure, governed by χK(x) in (10)

and ϕK(x) in (12). It is controlled by α and λ and aggregates distinct forms and energy

densities which deserve further investigation.

III. STABILITY ANALYSIS

In this section we investigate the classical stability of the solutions. Small perturbations

around the static solution are considered, therefore the fields can be represented as ϕ(x, t) =

ϕ(x) + η(x) cos(ωt) and χ(x, t) = χ(x) + ψ(x) cos(ωt). The classical stability of solutions in

a class of systems with two coupled scalar fields was explored in Refs. [49, 50]. In Ref. [41],

stability analysis has been performed to determine the flow of normal modes. The authors

showed that spectral walls are formed in models with multiple scalar fields with the presence

of two zero modes. A similar model, in terms of multiple zero modes, is presented in Ref.

[51].

Now, substituting ϕ(x, t) and χ(x, t) in the equations of motion (3) and (4), we obtain,
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up to first order in η and ψ

−fηxx − fχχxηx − fχϕxψx + Vϕϕη + (Vϕχ − ϕxχxfχχ − ϕxxfχ)ψ = ω2fη, (14)

−ψxx + fχϕxηx + Vχϕη +

(
Vχχ +

1

2
fχχϕ

2
x

)
ψ = ω2ψ. (15)

In general, these equations cannot be solved analytically. It is also a complicated task to find

the spectrum numerically, due to the coupling between the fields. Luckily, there are a few

special cases of interest where some analytical treatment is possible. We will first consider

the solution described by Eqs. (10) and (12). In such case, it is not possible to compute the

excited modes analytically, but the two zero modes are obtained as

η0 =

(
1 + λ tanh2(αx)

1 + λ

)
sech2

(
y0 + x− λ

α(1 + λ)
tanh(αx)

)
, ψ0 = sech2(αx); (16)

η0 = sech2

(
y0 + x− λ

α(1 + λ)
tanh(αx)

)
, ψ0 = 0. (17)

The first one is related to the translation of both fields simultaneously, and the second one is

related to the translation of only the first component, ϕ, in the direction of constant energy.

The second case of interest contains a trivial second component, χ(x) = ±1, and a kink

in the first component ϕ(x) = tanh(x). Then the stability equation becomes

−ηxx − fχϕxψx − 2ϕxxfχψ + (6ϕ2 − 2)η = ω2η, (18)

−ψxx + fχϕxηx − fχϕxxη +
[
4α2 + (fχ)

2 (1− ϕ2)2
]
ψ = ω2ψ. (19)

Again it is not possible to compute the excited modes analytically, but the zero mode is

obtained as

η0 = sech2(x), ψ0 = 0. (20)

Here there is only one zero mode because one of the fields is in a trivial configuration.

The third case of interest contains a trivial first component ϕ(x) = ±1 and a kink in the
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FIG. 5: Excitation frequencies ω for different values of λ and α.

second component χ(x) = tanh(αx). In such case, we obtain the decoupled equations

− 1

f

d

dx
(fηx) +

4

f 2
η = ω2η, (21)

−ψxx + α2(6χ2 − 2)ψ = ω2ψ. (22)

The discrete spectrum coming from Eq. (22) consists of a zero mode and a vibrational mode

with frequency ω2 = 3α2. They are

ψ0 = sech2(αx), ψ1 = tanh(αx)sech(αx). (23)

Moreover, Eq. (21) may lead to additional discrete modes depending on the values of α

and λ. We analyzed the behavior of the perturbation potential for values of α and λ. We

realized that for α = 0.5, we have a wider potential. On the other hand, an increase in

α indicates a thinner potential. This has consequences for obtaining vibrational states. In

order to solve the Schrödinger-like equation numerically, we use the finite element method

with quadratic approximation over a domain of x = [−L,L], where L = 20. In Fig. 5, the

discrete frequencies are illustrated as a function of λ for α = 0.5, 1.0, and 2.0. For nonzero

λ, a vibrational mode always exists. As observed, increasing λ increases the number of

vibrational states for λ = 0.5 and 1.0. Due to the extra number of bound states, the

exchange of energy between the kinks becomes complicated, leading to a suppression of the

two-bounce windows.
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IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Let us now describe the numerical results concerning the scattering process of kinks. First,

we discuss the possible collision scenarios on general grounds. On each topological sector,

it is possible to construct a kink-antikink collision. Due to symmetry, they are reduced to

three cases. The first possibility is to scatter BPS solutions with constant χ, and one may

also scatter solutions with constant ϕ. The final and more complicated scenario consists of

scattering the BPS solution described by Eqs. (10) and (12).

We will start our analysis with the more complicated scenario. In such a case, as there

are two zero modes, the collision is specified by 8 constants, four positions xL0 , x
R
0 , y

L
0 , y

R
0

and four velocities ẋL0 , ẋ
R
0 , ẏ

L
0 , ẏ

R
0 , where L (R) refers to the kink located on the left-hand

(right-hand) side. After changing coordinates to the center of mass frame, these are reduced

to 3 positions and 3 velocities. After fixing the relative position 2x0 and relative velocity 2v,

there are still 4 free parameters, which are highly impractical to be fully explored. Therefore,

we will focus on the case where the kinks are coincident and co-moving in both fields because

this is the case where the effects of the kinetic modification in our model are more evident.

In fact, in most cases without such restriction, the kinks in both fields are far apart and the

collisions will effectively be a sequence of isolated simple collisions with either constant ϕ

and χ, which will be considered subsequently (see Sec. IVC).

We proceed by solving the two equations of motion (Eqs. (3) and (4)) in a box in the

interval −100 < x < +100 with a space step ∆x = 0.05. The partial derivatives with

respect to x were approximated using the five-point stencil. The resulting set of equations

was integrated using a fifth-order Runge-Kutta method with adaptive step size. Moreover,

we considered periodic boundary conditions and we fixed x = ±x0 = ±10 for the initial

symmetric position of the pair. We used the following initial conditions for scattering

ϕ(x, 0, x0, v) = ϕK(x+ x0, 0, v)− ϕK(x− x0, 0,−v)− 1 (24)

ϕ̇(x, 0, x0, v) = ˙ϕK(x+ x0, 0, v)− ˙ϕK(x− x0, 0,−v), (25)
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and

χ(x, 0, x0, v) = χK(x+ x0, 0, v)− χK(x− x0, 0,−v)− 1 (26)

χ̇(x, 0, x0, v) = χ̇K(x+ x0, 0, v)− χ̇K(x− x0, 0,−v), (27)

where ϕK(x, t, v) = ϕK(γ(x − vt)) and χK(x, t, v) = χK(γ(x − vt)) means a boost for the

static solution with γ = (1 − v2)−1/2. In the following, we will discuss our main results of

the scattering of kinks with internal structure.

We vary the parameters α, λ, and initial velocity vi as a starting point for the analysis of

kink-antikink scattering. Particularly, the results are complex due to the high nonlinearity

and the presence of geometric constraints. The following discussion will be divided into two

parts, the first dealing with the kink-antikink collision for small values of λ, and the second

covering the interaction for large λ values. Then, we will inspect the collision scenarios with

either trivial ϕ or χ.

A. Small values of λ

Kink-antikink scattering for the case with internal structure and small values of λ will be

covered in this section. For λ = 0, we know that the ϕ4 model is recovered. As a result, for

this range of λ values, the contribution of geometric constriction to the internal structure

is lower. In the present case, the behavior of each field can be either annihilation with bion

formation, reflection after a single bounce, and reflection after multiple bounces. As there

are three possibilities for each field, there are nine possibilities in total. The collisions in ϕ

and χ occur at the same time in addition to the two fields being coupled, allowing the kinks

to exchange energy during the collision process. Several collisions with distinct parameters

are shown in Fig. 6, illustrating the six most common cases. For instance, Fig. 6(c) depicts

a collision with parameters vi = 0.2, α = 2.0 and λ = 0.01. In such case, a bion is formed in

the field ϕ, i.e., the field oscillates erratically after the collision, emitting radiation. On the

other hand, one also sees the field χ exhibits two-bounce scattering for the same parameters.

The structure of scattering for a small value of λ is depicted in Figs. 7, 8 and 9 for

α = 0.5, 1.0, and 2.0, respectively. The values of α were chosen in order to probe regimes

where the contribution to the energy from the field χ is respectively smaller, equal, and
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FIG. 6: Evolution of the scalar fields in spacetime. Several values of the parameters are considered

with small λ.

larger than the one from the field ϕ. In the figures, we show in each column, the values of

the fields at the center of mass as a function of time and the initial velocity vi, and we show

the final velocity at the bottom. The colormaps can be interpreted as follows. A white line

in the horizontal direction appears at every bounce, and blue (green) vertical lines appear

when a kink is formed in the field ϕ (χ). For easier visualization, the final velocities are only

shown for the cases where the kinks reflect after one or two bounces.

When λ = 0.01, we notice a resonant structure that is similar to the behavior of the ϕ4

model, as expected, but less so for α = 0.5. In particular, we observe that both the ϕ and

χ fields have two-bounce windows for small velocities. For α = 1.0 and α = 2.0, the fields

exhibit a slight shift in the location of the resonant structure compared to the ϕ4 model,

but it is less pronounced for the field χ. It indicates that χ influences more ϕ than the

opposite case, which is consistent with the role of the χ in providing a constriction for ϕ.

Recall that a localized structure in the field χ is used to trap the other field and modify its
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FIG. 7: (First and second row) Evolution of scalar fields at the center of mass as a function of time

and initial velocity. (Third row) Final velocity as a function of the initial one, using α = 0.5 and

λ = 0.01, 0.04, 0.1, from left to right.

configuration. There is one important detail, however. Although the boosted BPS solutions

are being used as initial conditions, the system deviates from the BPS regime when the

kinks superpose. One particular consequence is that the field χ cannot be considered to be

completely independent of ϕ in the collision process.

Comparing Figs. 7 and 9, we notice that the difference in mass between the fields plays

an important role as the lighter kink is always the first to separate. This defines the first

critical velocity, while the second one occurs when there is separation in both fields after the

first bounce. It is clear from the figures that both critical velocities exist in all cases, that is,

eventually the kinks separate as the initial velocity increases. Surprisingly, when the masses

are equal the behavior is drastically altered. As λ increases, a one-bounce window appears

in ϕ for very small values of vi (see Fig. 8 for λ = 0.08), and eventually one observes that

the kink separates in the field ϕ for all initial velocities. On the other hand, the behavior
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FIG. 8: (First and second row) Evolution of scalar fields at the center of mass as a function of time

and initial velocity. (Third row) Final velocity as a function of the initial one, using α = 1.0 and

λ = 0.01, 0.08, 0.1, from left to right.

in χ is not significantly altered. So we see that the separation of kinks in the field ϕ and χ

seem to occur independently. Such a result is expected because, as shown in Sec. III, the

configuration where the kinks are coincident contains two zero modes, which means that

there is a direction where they can be separated without energy cost.

The appearance of a fractal structure is clear from the colormaps and plot of the final

velocities. In fact, the fractal structure can be even more complex in the present model

because the resonance windows occur in both fields ϕ and χ. Interestingly, in the center

column of Fig. 7, the windows alternate between the two fields, forming an intricate pattern.

Moreover, as the first critical velocity is reached, the windows are strongly suppressed,

meaning that it originates from the coupling between the fields.

Another interesting effect is that the final velocities may not be monotonically increasing

after the critical values. The explanation comes one more time from the coupling between
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FIG. 9: (First and second row) Evolution of scalar fields at the center of mass as a function of time

and initial velocity. (Third row) Final velocity as a function of the initial one, using α = 2.0 and

λ = 0.01, 0.04, 0.1, from left to right.

the fields ϕ and χ. In Fig. 7, we notice that when λ = 0.04 and 0.1 the final velocity of the

field χ initially increases after the first critical velocity but then decreases when the second

critical velocity is approached. This is expected from the fact that a great amount of energy

is needed to separate the kink in the field ϕ, which, for α = 0.5, is heavier compared to the

kink in the field χ. The decrease shows that some amount of energy is taken from the field

χ. Interestingly, the second critical velocity can be significantly larger than the first one. In

Fig. 9 the final velocity is also not monotonic but in a different manner. The final velocity

of the field ϕ has a sudden change when it becomes equal to the one of the field χ. After

the second critical velocity, both kinks are moving away from the center of mass, but one

is more internal with respect to that point and the other is more external. When the two

final velocities are equal, these two roles are interchanged.

Our careful analysis shows that many intricate structures are formed in the present model
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due to its complexity and nonlinear character. The behavior is very rich, even when the

coupling parameter is small. Now, we turn to the more complicated scenario where the

coupling between the two fields is strong.

B. Large values of λ

In this section, we will discuss kink-antikink scattering for the case with internal structure

and large values of λ. In this range, the localized structure feels a stronger constriction.

Thus, the initial profile of the field ϕ is composed of two subkinks due to the appearance of

a plateau at the solution’s center. The energy density structure is also affected, since the

contribution from f(χ) leads to the formation of a central minimum in ρ1 for larger values

of λ.

In general, the scenarios reported above also occur for large values of λ. In addition, other

interesting scenarios are observed. In fig. 10, we illustrate a few examples. In panels (a)

and (b) annihilation into three and four oscillons are shown, respectively. We use the term

oscillon to designate long-lived oscillating pulses. In general, a strong constriction favors

the appearance of multiple oscillons. In panels (c), two kinks are formed in the field ϕ after

the collision, while the χ field is almost completely annihilated. In panel (d), two kinks are

also formed in the field ϕ after the collision and a bion is formed in the other component.

Interestingly, the bion also affects the field ϕ due to the strong coupling between the two.

An escape scenario of kinks in the field ϕ is shown in panel (e), but it is not possible to count

the number of bounces due to the highly nonlinear character of the model. The presence of

kinks in χ has a visible effect on ϕ. Finally, in panel (f), the scattering output is two pairs

of kinks in the field ϕ and almost complete annihilation in the other component.

The structure of the scattering process for α = 0.5 is presented in Fig. 11. It shows

the value of the fields at the collision center, ϕ(0, t) and χ(0, t), as a function of time t and

initial velocity vi. It is clear from the figure, that the system is drastically modified as λ

increases. For λ = 2.0, the first critical velocity occurs for the field ϕ, even though it does

not contain the lightest kink. However, the velocity is very large and the second critical one

was not observed in χ. Interestingly, a structure of higher-bounce windows is still visible

in the field ϕ near the first critical velocity. However, if λ is increased further, neither the

critical velocity nor the windows are observed anymore for the component ϕ. So, in essence,
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FIG. 10: Evolution of the scalar fields in spacetime. Several values of the parameters are considered

with large λ.

the only outcome is kink-antikink annihilation. On the other hand, a few isolated escape

windows are observed in χ in the three cases shown. For λ = 10.0, they are quite large, with

the smaller one on the left corresponding to the example given in Fig. 10(e). Therefore, for

large values of λ, critical velocities become ultrarelativistic, and complex escape patterns

are not observed. Loosely speaking, it is possible to say that the system is too far from

integrability for large values of λ.

Let us now examine the scenario with α = 1.0. In Fig. 12, scattering outputs are shown

for λ = 2.0, 5.0, and 10.0. Again the system is drastically altered as λ increases. For λ = 2.0,

there is a strong similarity between the outputs for α = 0.5 and 1.0. This is quite surprising,

given that the scattering outputs were quite distinct for small values of λ. One can see that

there is annihilation in the component χ for most initial velocities in all cases. For λ = 5.0,

the behavior changes considerably as the kinks always escape in the field ϕ after a single
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FIG. 11: Evolution of scalar fields at the center of mass as a function of time and initial velocity.

We set α = 0.5 and λ = 2.0, 5.0, 10.0.

bounce, and, increasing the velocity, there is a red region where an extra pair of kinks are

formed in the same component. The formation of extra pairs is illustrated in Fig. 10(f). As

discussed in Refs. [52, 53], the difference in mass between incoming and outcoming kinks

may result in oscillating pulses and extra kink-antikink pairs, such as the ones observed here.

Similar results were observed in Ref. [54], where the authors obtained the formation of kink

pairs from particle-like states via the excitation of oscillons. Moving on to the case with

λ = 10.0, the scattering output changes abruptly once more, illustrating the high sensitivity

of the present model on its parameters. The results show mostly annihilation and two escape

regions, one in ϕ and one in χ.

For α = 2.0, the scattering output is shown in Fig. 13. For λ = 2.0, the observed behavior

is still similar to the one for small λ. This indicates that the model is more robust for larger

values of α. The reason for this result is that the constricted field ϕ has a smaller back-

reaction on the constricting field χ when the latter becomes more massive. However, the

field χ eventually exhibits only annihilation if λ is further increased. Interestingly, the ϕ field

exhibits a rich pattern of one- and higher-bounce escape regions and even the formation of

two kink-antikink pairs, occurring in the large red region with λ = 10.0. The appearance of
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FIG. 12: Evolution of scalar fields at the center of mass as a function of time and initial velocity.

We set α = 1.0 and λ = 2.0, 5.0, 10.0.

one-bounce windows is an intriguing behavior of the present model. They are allowed here

because the initial kinks are more massive than the final ones. Therefore, the difference in

mass can be enough to allow the final kinks to escape. The existence or absence of a one-

bounce window depends on the complicated manner that the energy is redistributed after

the interaction. In some cases, they are also linked with the almost complete annihilation

occurring in the opposing field. Likewise, neither the second critical velocity nor the complex

outcome patterns were observed in the present case.

The lack of an ordered scattering output could also be linked to the excitation spectra

of the kink solutions. For instance, we saw in Sec. III that some kinks possess more than a

single vibrational mode. Such property is expected to suppress the appearance of a sequence

of ordered resonance windows in most cases. This is a possible explanation for some of the

behavior observed above.

After describing our results, a few comparisons are in order. The localized structures

discussed in Ref. [55, 56] shares similarities with the kink profile appearing here, also

showing rich and intricate behavior. Interestingly, our findings also share similarities with

those presented recently in Refs. [36, 37], which considered kink-antikink scattering coupled
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FIG. 13: Evolution of scalar fields at the center of mass as a function of time and initial velocity.

We set α = 2.0 and λ = 2.0, 5.0, 10.0.

to an additional quantum field. The additional field favors the annihilation of the kinks

in the original model, a tendency also observed here for large values of λ. Moreover, we

observe that the model under consideration shows a variety of behaviors for large values of

λ. We found that the formation of several oscillons is favored. They correspond to localized

oscillating configurations that radiate slowly, and are prominent in bubble collisions [57, 58].

In this range of parameters, the escape patterns are less complex in general. For large values

of α, the escape pattern of the field ϕ is still intricate, but, in general, only annihilation is

observed for the χ field.

C. Other kink-antikink collisions

The two remaining kink-antikink collisions are the ones with either trivial ϕ or trivial χ.

The two cases are not equivalent due to the different roles of ϕ and χ in the Lagrangian.

First, notice that setting ϕ = ±1 solves Eq. (3), and Eq. (4) reduces to the χ4 model.

Therefore, the behavior is already well-known. In short, the output alternates between

resonance windows and annihilation with bion formation for velocities below a critical one
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FIG. 14: Evolution of scalar fields at the center of mass as a function of time and initial velocity.

The initial condition is composed of kinks with trivial χ. We set α = 0.5 and λ = 2.0, 5.0, 10.0.

vc ≃ 0.26. Then, for larger velocities, the kinks reflect. For more details, we refer the reader

to Ref. [8].

The last case is the one with trivial χ. Setting χ = ±1 does not solve Eq. (4) in general.

Therefore, the fields do not decouple. The result for α = 0.5 and λ = 2.0, 5.0, and 10.0 is

shown in Fig. 14. After the first bounce, bions are formed in both fields. For this reason,

it is very difficult for the kinks to separate. Increasing λ, it becomes more likely to transfer

energy to the field χ. Thus, there exists one escape region in χ, which contains the lightest

kink, occurring for λ = 10.0 and vi ≃ 0.65.

The scattering output for α = 1.0 is shown in Fig. 15. The formation of bions in both

fields hinders the separation of the kinks, similar to the previous case. However, the kinks

in ϕ and in χ have the same mass now, and no escape windows are observed. One key

difference between the results in the current section and the previous one is that the mass

contained in the initial configuration is smaller because only one field component is nontriv-

ial. Accordingly, the separation of kinks becomes more difficult.

Finally, the case with α = 2.0 is presented in Fig. 16. Now, the kink in χ is more massive

than the initial ones. Similarly to Fig. 13, the field ϕ seems to be less affected by the
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FIG. 15: Evolution of scalar fields at the center of mass as a function of time and initial velocity.

The initial condition is composed of kinks with trivial χ. We set α = 1.0 and λ = 2.0, 5.0, 10.0.
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FIG. 16: Evolution of scalar fields at the center of mass as a function of time and initial velocity.

The initial condition is composed of kinks with trivial χ. We set α = 2.0 and λ = 2.0, 5.0, 10.0.
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other component, as the result for λ = 2.0 is not far from to ϕ4 model. However, very few

resonance windows are observed, which could be linked to the stability equation of the two

components being coupled and differing from the pure ϕ4 theory. For λ = 5.0 and 10.0, the

field χ is even more likely to be excited. Therefore, the separation of the kinks is hindered

again.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The purpose of this work was to investigate the kink scattering process in models with

two scalar fields in the presence of geometric constrictions. This model is characterized by

the introduction of an auxiliary function that modifies the kinematic part associated with

the other scalar field. Such a change in the Lagrangian generates interesting results on the

internal structure of the solution, such as the appearance of a two-kink structure, similar to

the case of magnetic domain walls [6]. Another possibility regarding the use of geometric

constrictions is that the function f(χ) can also be considered to control the internal structure

in brane scenarios [59]. It was demonstrated in Ref. [42] that the function f(χ) simulates

the presence of a geometric constriction; however, even though it appears in the equation

of motion, such function does not contribute to the BPS solution’s total energy, which is

solely dependent on the function W (ϕ, χ). In this case, the scalar field χ can be resolved

independently and gives rise to a kink that interferes with the configuration of the field ϕ.

The choice of f(χ) = 1+λ
1+λχ2 has a direct impact on the internal structure of this field.

We developed the linear perturbation study for the cases of interest. However, due to the

interaction between the fields, the stability equations are typically too complicated to yield

any analytical or even numerical solutions. As a result, we mainly highlight the presence

of the two zero modes in the scenario with internal structure and also the increase in the

number of bound states with the increase of λ in the scenario with trivial ϕ. The study of kink

collisions within geometrically constrained systems revealed rich and intricate dynamics. In

our numerical analysis, we observed how the presence of internal structure can influence the

propagation and formation of kinks. Importantly, the fields collide simultaneously, allowing

the kinks to exchange energy during the dynamics.

As a first example, we develop kink-antikink scattering for small values of λ. In that

case, the outcomes demonstrated that the fields can annihilate, reflect after a single bounce,
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or reflect after multiple bounces. We selected α values to examine how massive solutions

affect the collision process. The difference in mass between the fields plays an important

role as the lighter kink is always the first to separate. Moreover, rich resonant patterns are

observed, including a window structure that alternates between the two fields. In many

cases, the behavior in the component ϕ deviates more from the isolated ϕ4 theory, compared

to the component χ. This is related to the influence of the fields, where the χ is responsible

for promoting a constriction in ϕ.

In the region for higher λ values, the localized structure feels the geometric deformation

more strongly. The kink interaction process is richer and more intricate due to the higher

coupling between the fields. In particular, our results for both fields include oscillating pulses

formation, as well as an alternating behavior between escape and annihilation with bion

formation, forming a fractal structure. One explanation for the change in resonant windows

is related to the distribution of the large energy coming from the initial kink configuration.

Finally, we examined collisions of kinks with either trivial ϕ or χ. In the first case, the

well-known χ4 model is recovered. In the second one, kink annihilation is enhanced due to

the decrease in the mass of the initial kinks, combined with the possibility of the collision

in ϕ exciting the field χ and losing energy. The results obtained in this work contribute to

the theoretical framework of field theory and still have the potential to inspire advances at

the nanometric scale.
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25



Computação Cient́ıfica).

[1] N. Manton and P. Sutcliffe, Topological Solitons, Cambridge University Press, (2004).

[2] T. Vachaspati, Kinks and Domain Walls, Cambridge University Press, (2006).

[3] D. Bazeia, A. S. Lobão Jr., Mechanism to control the internal structure of thick brane, Eur.

Phys. J. C 82, 579 (2022).

[4] S. D. Pollard, J. A. Garlow, K.-W. Kim, S. Cheng, K. Cai, Y. Zhu, H. Yang, Bloch Chiral-

ity Induced by an Interlayer Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya Interaction in Ferromagnetic Multilayers,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 227203 (2020).

[5] J. Chen, S. Dong, Manipulation of Magnetic Domain Walls by Ferroelectric Switching: Dy-

namic Magnetoelectricity at the Nanoscale, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 117603 (2021).

[6] P.-O. Jubert, R. Allenspach, A. Bischof, Magnetic domain walls in constrained geometries,

Phys. Rev. B 69, 220410(R) (2004).

[7] T. Sugiyama, Kink-antikink collisions in the two-dimensional ϕ4 model, Prog. Theor. Phys.

61, 1550 (1979).

[8] D. K. Campbell, J. F. Schonfeld, C. A. Wingate, Resonance structure in kink-antikink inter-

actions in ϕ4 theory, Physica D 9, 1-2 (1983).

[9] P. Anninos, S. Oliveira, R. A. Matzner, Fractal structure in the scalar λ(ϕ2−1)2 theory, Phys.

Rev. D 44, 1147 (1991).

[10] Aliakbar Moradi Marjaneh, Fabiano C. Simas, D. Bazeia, Collisions of kinks in deformed ϕ4

and ϕ6 models, Chaos, Solitons and Fractals 164, 112723 (2022).

[11] E. Belendryasova, V. A. Gani, K. G. Zloshchastiev, Kink solutions in logarithmic scalar field

theory: Excitation spectra, scattering, and decay of bions, Phys. Lett. B 823, 136776 (2021).

[12] I. C. Christov, R. J. Decker, A. Demirkaya, V. A. Gani, P. G. Kevrekidis, A. Saxena, Kink-

antikink collisions and multi-bounce resonance windows in higher-order field theories, Com-

mun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simul. 97, 105748 (2021).

[13] V. A. Gani, A. Moradi Marjaneh, K. Javidan, Exotic final states in the ϕ8 multi-kink collisions,

Eur. Phys. J. C 81, 1124 (2021).

[14] M. Mohammadi, E. Momeni, Scattering of kinks in the Bϕ4 model, Chaos, Solitons and

Fractals 165, 112834 (2022).

26



[15] D. Bazeia, L. Losano, J. M. C. Malbouisson, J. R. L. Santos, Multi-sine-Gordon models, Eur.

Phys. J. C 71, 1767 (2011).

[16] Aliakbar Moradi Marjaneh, Alidad Askari, Danial Saadatmand, Sergey V. Dmitriev, Extreme

values of elastic strain and energy in sine-Gordon multi-kink collisions, Eur. Phys. J. B 91, 22

(2018).

[17] Marzieh Peyravi, Afshin Montakhab, Nematollah Riazi, Abdorrasoul Gharaati, Interaction

properties of the periodic and step-like solutions of the double-Sine-Gordon equation, Eur.

Phys. J. B 72, 269 (2009).

[18] E. Belendryasova, V. A. Gani, A. Moradi Marjaneh, D. Saadatmand, A. Askari, A new look

at the double sine-Gordon kink-antikink scattering, J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 1205, 012007 (2019).

[19] D. K. Campbell, M. Peyrard, Solitary wave collisions revisited, Physica D 18, 47 (1986).

[20] P. Dorey, A. Halavanau, J. Mercer, T. Romanczukiewicz, Ya. Shnir, Boundary scattering in

the ϕ4 model, J. High Energy Phys. 05, 107 (2017).

[21] A. Askari, A. Moradi Marjaneh, Z. G. Rakhmatullina, M. Ebrahimi-Loushab, D. Saadatmand,

V. A. Gani, P. G. Kevrekidis, S. V. Dmitriev, Collision of ϕ4 kinks free of the Peierls-Nabarro

barrier in the regime of strong discreteness, Chaos, Solitons and Fractals 138, 109854 (2020).

[22] P. Dorey, K. Mersh, T. Romanczukiewicz, Ya. Shnir, Kink-antikink collisions in the ϕ6 model,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 091602 (2011).

[23] H. Weigel, Emerging translational variance: Vacuum polarization energy of the ϕ6 kink, Adv.

High Energy Phys. 1486912 (2017).

[24] A. Moradi Marjaneh, V. A. Gani, D. Saadatmand, S. V. Dmitriev, K. Javidan, Multi-kink

collisions in the ϕ6 model, J. High Energy Phys. 07, 028 (2017).

[25] A. Alonso Izquierdo, J. Queiroga-Nunes, L. M. Nieto, Scattering between wobbling kinks,

Phys. Rev. D 103, 045003 (2021).

[26] João G. F. Campos, Azadeh Mohammadi, Wobbling double sine-gordon kinks, J. High Energy

Phys. 09, 67 (2021).

[27] João G. F. Campos, Azadeh Mohammadi, Fermions on wobbling kinks: normal versus quasi-

normal modes, J. High Energy Phys. 09, 103 (2021).

[28] D. Bazeia, M. A. Marques, M. Paganelly, Manipulating the internal structure of Bloch walls,

Eur. Phys. J. Plus 137, 1117 (2022).

[29] D. Bazeia, A. R. Gomes, Bloch brane, J. High Energy Phys. 05, 12 (2004).

27



[30] A. Alonso-Izquierdo, Non-topological kink scattering in a two-component scalar field theory

model, Commun. Nonlin. Sci. Numer. Simul. 85, 105251 (2020).

[31] A. Alonso-Izquierdo, Reflection, transmutation, annihilation, and resonance in two-component

kink collisions, Phys. Rev. D 97, 045016 (2018).

[32] A. Alonso-Izquierdo, Kink dynamics in the MSTB model, Phys. Scr. 94, 085302 (2019).
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