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Abstract

Higher-order scalar field models in two dimensions, including the ϕ8 model, have been researched.

It has been shown that for some special cases of the minima positions of the potential, the explicit

kink solutions can be found. However, in physical applications, it is very important to know all

the explicit solutions of a model for any minima position. In the present study, with the help of

some deformation functions, we have shown that higher-order scalar field theories can be obtained

with explicit kinks. In particular, we introduced two deformation functions that, when applied to

the well known ϕ4 and ϕ6 models, produce modified ϕ8 and ϕ10 models, respectively, with all their

explicit kink-like solutions which depend on a single parameter. Since this parameter controls the

position of the minima of the potential, we have found interesting new solutions in many distinct

cases. We have also studied the kink mass, the behavior of the excitation spectra and several

kink-antikink collisions for these two new modified models. The collision outcome is determined

by the initial configuration, specifically the sequence in which the kink-antikink and antikink-kink

pairings emerge. Another interesting finding is the suppression of resonance windows, which may

be explained by the presence of a set of internal modes in the model.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Topological configurations such as stable particle-like objects with smooth structure and

finite mass, may play important role in physics. They are solutions of field-theoretical models

that have been used for at least sixty years on different scales [1–10], and are of interest

to cosmology, high energy physics, condensed matter physics and optics. Scientists have

always tried to introduce models that can describe the physical behavior of real examples,

and they usually start with simple models in (1 + 1) dimensional space-time and gradually

add new degrees of freedom and dimensions to achieve more complex situations. Among the

several possibilities, famous models such as the integrable sine-Gordon system [3, 4, 8, 12–

14] and non-integrable models such as ϕ4 [9, 11, 15–24] and ϕ6 [22, 23, 25–34] have been

investigated in the field of nonlinear physics. By deforming these models or creating different

conditions, more complex models are obtained, which are usually closer to reality. The

models obtained by changing the sine-Gordon model, such as the double sine-Gordon model,

belong to this category [35–42]. Different models, whether periodic or polynomial, are

obtained by deformation procedure, which have applications in different fields [43–48]. For

example, black holes, tachyon matter cosmology and quintessential inflation can be studied

with hyperbolic models [49–51]. Although more complex models are richer in explaining the

physical behavior of various examples, it becomes more difficult to obtain analytical solutions

for them. For example, in solving the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation for potentials of order

eight and higher, there are analytical solutions just for some cases where the minima of the

potential are located in specific positions; see, e.g., Refs. [46, 52, 53].

Kink scattering in many models has revealed the complexities of the outcomes. In par-

ticular, in Ref. [15] the study shows the kink-antikink scattering in the ϕ4 model. The

explanation for the appearance of the two-bounce windows is related to the presence of

the shape mode. In another important work [25], the formation of resonant windows was

analyzed, however, the explanation was based on the presence of vibrational states due to

a perturbation potential for the antikink-kink pair. Another counterexample to the mech-

anism of energy exchange between translational and vibrational modes can be seen in Ref.

[54]. Notably, two-bounce windows are suppressed even when internal modes are present.

Other works that address the collision of kinks and depict various types of outcomes can also

be cited. For instance, the scattering between wobbling kinks [55, 56], investigation of mod-
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els with more scalar fields [58–60] and a kink-antikink scattering scenario with an additional

scalar field located in its quantum vacuum [61]. In addition, it is worth noting that kink

scattering may appear under the presence of a spectral wall, giving rise to interesting new

results [62–65]. Moreover, a recent investigation has examined how a deformation function

in scalar field models can change the solution, mass, internal structure and collision process

of kinks, also leading to new results of current interest [48].

Motivated by the above new results, in this work we study properties of two polynomial

potentials, the deformed ϕ8 and ϕ10 models, described by deformations of the standard ϕ4

and ϕ6 models. To do this, we organize the paper as follows. In section II, we review the

general statement of the deformation procedure. Then, in the next two sections III and IV,

we define two deformation functions dependent on real parameter a, and introduce modified

deformed ϕ8 and ϕ10 models. There, we also explore the scattering of kinks. The impact of

the internal modes and the distinctions between kink-antikink and antikink-kink collisions

are also studied in these two Sections. We also investigate the explicit kinks, their masses,

the stability potentials and the values of the internal modes. These two new deformed

models, are obtained via a deformation function that depends on a single real parameter,

which is used to control the positions of the minima of potentials and can affect the main

features of the models and guide us to investigate the two models. The work is closed in

Section V, where we add our conclusions and comment on issues concerning future directions

of new research on the subject.

II. DEFORMATION PROCEDURE

Let us start reviewing the methodology related to the deformation procedure. The dy-

namics of the real scalar field for a field theoretical model in (1 + 1) space-time dimensions

is described by the Lagrangian density

L =
1

2

(
∂ϕ

∂t

)2

− 1

2

(
∂ϕ

∂x

)2

− V (ϕ). (1)

It yields the Klein-Gordon equation of motion

∂2ϕ

∂t2
− ∂2ϕ

∂x2
+

dV (ϕ)

dϕ
= 0. (2)
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In the static case, ϕ = ϕ(x), this equation can be reduced to the following first-order

equations
dϕ

dx
= ±

√
2V (ϕ). (3)

We suppose we can solve these equations to find static solutions analytically. In this case,

by applying a deformation function, f(ϕ), on the potential V (ϕ) [43–47], a new deformed

model with the deformed potential, Ṽ (ϕ), is formed

Ṽ (ϕ) =
V [ϕ → f(ϕ)]

[f ′(ϕ)]2
, (4)

such that, in the new model the new static kinks are given by

ϕ̃K(x) = f−1[ϕK(x)]. (5)

For solutions that solve the above first-order equations, we can obtain the kink energy or

kink mass as follows

mass =

∫ +∞

−∞

(
∂ϕ

∂x

)2

dx. (6)

Also, after adding a small perturbation to the static kink, in the form ϕ(x, t) = ϕK(x) +

η(x) cos(ωt), one can find the Schrödinger-like equation which allows studying linear stability

and kink excitation spectra

−d2η

dx2
+ Uη = ω2η, (7)

where U = U(x) is the kink stability potential, which is obtained from the second derivative

of the potential V (ϕ) (or Ṽ (ϕ) for modified model), with respect to the kink ϕK(x) (or

ϕ̃K(x))

U(x) =
d2V (ϕ)

dϕ2

∣∣∣∣
ϕ=ϕK(x)

. (8)

The above Eq. (7) and the corresponding stability potential are important for the scattering

process, since they provide the number of internal modes, which directly influence the output

of the collision.

With the above methodology, we can now discuss the modified ϕ8 and ϕ10 models, as well

as their respective collision results.
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III. MODIFIED ϕ8 MODEL

First, we introduce the deformation function f1[ϕ], see Fig. 1(a)

f1[ϕ] = ± tanh

(
a

a− 1

(
tanh−1(ϕ)− tanh−1(aϕ)

)
− c1

)
. (9)

where a is a real parameter and c1 is an arbitrary constant. Now, by using of Eq. (4), this

deformation function can change the ϕ4 model with the potential V (4) = 1
2
(1 − ϕ2)2 to the

following modified ϕ8 model

Ṽ (8) =
1

2

(1− ϕ2)
2 ( 1

a2
− ϕ2

)2(
1
a
+ ϕ2

)2 . (10)

This potential has four minima at ϕ = ±1,± 1
a
. We consider the parameter equal or

greater than one, a ≥ 1, without changing the generality of the problem. The potential

profiles for a = 2 and a = 3 are shown in Fig. 1(b). We notice that the point of maximum

potential in the central region decreases with increasing a. From Eq. (5), one can find all

explicit kinks solution of the model

ϕ̃(8) →



ϕ̃
(8)
AS(

1
a
, 1) = (1−a)

2a
tanh

(
(1−a)

a
x
)
+

√(
1−a
2a

)2
tanh2

(
(1−a)

a
x
)
+ 1

a
,

ϕ̃
(8)
S (− 1

a
, 1
a
) = 1

2

(
e
(2(a−1))x

a −1

)
((

1
a
− 1
) (

e
(2(a−1))x

a + 1
)

+

√
4

(
e
(2(a−1))x

a −1

)2

a
+
((

1− 1
a

) (
e

(2(a−1))x
a + 1

))2)
,

ϕ̃
(8)
AS(−1,− 1

a
) = (1−a)

2a
tanh

(
(1−a)

a
x
)
−
√(

1−a
2a

)2
tanh2

(
(1−a)

a
x
)
+ 1

a
.

(11)

These kinks include a symmetric kink, ϕ̃
(8)
S , which is in between the minima − 1

a
and

1
a
, and two similar asymmetric kinks, ϕ̃

(8)
AS, which are located in the sectors (−1,− 1

a
) and

( 1
a
, 1). As a result of this asymmetry, the behavior of the collision will depend on the

initial configuration, since the kink-antikink case differs from the antikink-kink one, yielding

different effects. The symmetric and asymmetric solutions are depicted for a = 2 and a = 3

in Figs. 1(c) and 1(d), respectively.

In the case of a = 1, the expressions for the potential and kink solution are given byṼ (8)(a = 1) = 1
2

(ϕ2−1)
4

(ϕ2+1)2
,

ϕ̃
(8)
S (−1, 1) =

√
4x2+1−1

2x
.

(12)
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a = 3

(a) Deformation function (plus sign, c1 = 0)

1.0 0.5 0.5 1.0
0.0

0.5

V(8), a = 2
V(8), a = 3
V(4)

(b) Potentials

6 3 0 3 6
x

1.0
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0.5

1.0
(8), a = 2
(4)

(c) Modified ϕ8 kinks for a = 2

6 3 0 3 6
x

1.0

0.5

0.5

1.0
(8), a = 3
(4)

(d) Modified ϕ8 kinks for a = 3

FIG. 1: (a) The deformation function f1[ϕ] as a function of ϕ, (b) modified ϕ8 potential and

modified ϕ8 kinks for (c) a = 2 and (d) a = 3. The ϕ4 model is represented by the dashed red line.

In Fig. 2 one depicts the potential and kink solution for a = 1. It should be emphasized

that the potential contains only two minimum at ±1. Furthermore, only symmetric kink

remain after the loss of asymmetric kinks. It is interesting to see that the minima are

flatter. This behavior results in defects with long-range tails. In Refs. [66, 67], the authors

studied in detail the scattering of kinks with long- and short-range tails. In Ref. [66], the

results revealed the existence of resonant windows due to the presence of the bound state.

In Ref. [67], the output showed the decay of the pair in radiation, favoring the appearance

of kink-antikink pairs. A novel technique is required for the development of collisions with

long-range tails, as described in Refs. [68, 69]. We shall not handle kink-antikink collisions

for the scenario a = 1. This work proposes to investigate scattering in the presence of both
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1 1
0.0

0.5

V(8), a = 1
V(4)

(a) Potential

6 3 0 3 6
x

1

0

1
(8), a = 1
(4)

(b) Kink

FIG. 2: Deformed ϕ8 potential and kink in the case of a = 1 compared well known ϕ4 model.

symmetric and asymmetric kinks.

When a → ∞, the modified ϕ8 potential (Eq. (10)) tends to well known ϕ4 potential,

with the symmetric kink solution ϕ(4) = tanh(x), the mass of 4/3 and the only shape mode

with frequency ω2
1 = 3. In this case, the potential has just two minima, and the asymmetric

kinks disappear.

Different values of parameter a provide the examination of the changes of the kinks

relative to each other from the point of view of mass, internal mode and stability potential,

as well as the examination of different scatterings. In this general case, the kink masses are

obtained in terms of parameter a. They are

mass =

∫ +∞

−∞

(
∂ϕ

∂x

)2

dx →


M̃

(8)
S =

6
√
a(a+1)2 tan−1

(
a√
a3

)
−6a(a+1)−4

3a3
,

M̃
(8)
AS = − (a+1)2 tan−1

(
a−1
2
√
a

)
a5/2

− 2
3a3

+ 2
3
,

(13)

where M̃
(8)
S is the mass of symmetric kink in sector (− 1

a
, 1
a
) and M̃

(8)
AS is the mass of asym-

metric kinks in the sectors (−1,− 1
a
) and ( 1

a
, 1). As Fig. 3(a) shows, at a = 3.243327 all

kinks of this model have the same mass, M̃ = 0.117684, and for values greater than this

value of a, the mass of asymmetric kinks is greater than the mass of symmetric kinks. In

fact, the parameter a controls the mass ratio of symmetric and asymmetric kinks, which

provides different cases in the scattering of kinks. In the limit of a → 1, the asymmetric

kink mass tends to zero. In the case of a = 1, only the (symmetric) kink in the model has

a mass of M̃
(8)
S = 2

3
(3π − 8).
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S
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(b)
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a = 1.2
a = 2.0
a = 4
a = 10

(c)

5 10 15 20
a

1

2

3

4

2 1

Asymmetric kink
Symmetric kink
Continuum spectrum

(d)

FIG. 3: Deformed ϕ8 model: (a) kink mass, (b) and (c) quantum mechanical potential for sym-

metric and asymmetric kinks, respectively, as a function of x and (d) the squared frequencies ω2
1

of the vibrational states as a function of the parameter a.

Apart from the mass, another quantity that is affected by the parameter a is the stability

potential. Considering small fluctuations around the static solution and substituting in the

equation of motion, we arrive at the Schrödinger-like equation with the following effective

potential

Ũ (8) =
d2Ṽ (8)(ϕ)

dϕ2

∣∣∣∣
ϕ=ϕ̃(8)(x)

. (14)

Figs. 3(b) and 3(c) show the stability potential for different values of a for symmetric

and asymmetric kinks, respectively. The value of the potential at the limits of x → ±∞ in
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both cases is 4(a−1)2

a2
. The Fig. 3(b) depicts a volcano-shape Schrödinger-like potential with a

deep minimum for small a values. In particular, the potential with this behavior allows the

formation of resonances, making it difficult for internal modes to be present. On the other

hand, an increase in the parameter causes a change in the shape of the potential. We can

observe an increase in the asymptotic maximum and a reduction in the potential minimum.

Now, the linear perturbation analysis for the asymmetric kink is not symmetrical relative

to the reflection x → −x, see Fig. 3(c). It is worth noting that increasing a promotes the

development of a maximum point in the potential as well as a rise in depth, permitting the

presence of vibrational states.

From translational invariance, we may infer the existence of the zero mode (ω0 = 0), which

corresponds to the derivative of the solution, as follows η0(x) = dϕ/dx. We numerically

investigated the occurrence of internal modes for both potentials. The Fig. 3(d) depicts the

spectrum for some a values. We observe the occurrence of vibrational modes in asymmetric

kink, as indicated by the red line. Moreover, the dashed black line represents the beginning

of the continuous spectrum. It is worth noting that when a increases, the frequency squared

approaches the continuous mode. However, for the symmetric case, no bound states are

observed for small values of a. Only values greater than a ∼ 4.6 exhibit these states. In

addition to the analysis of the modes for an individual kink or antikink, we carried out

the investigation for the collective kink-antikink and antikink-kink pairs for the asymmetric

case. However, we discovered no additional states in any scenario.

In the following, we will discuss the kink-antikink and antikink-kink scattering process

of the asymmetric and symmetric solution. Due to the non linearity of the model and

solution behavior, the results are particularly complex. In addition, the modification of the

parameter a and the initial velocity produce intriguing effects. In this sense, we solved the

equation of motion with 4th order finite-difference method with a spatial step δx = 0.05.

For the time dependence we used a 6th order symplectic integrator method with a time step

δt = 0.02. We fixed x0 = ±10 for the initial position of the pair.

A. Asymmetric kink scattering

In this section, we initially investigate the kink-antikink collision process of the solutions

obtained from the deformation of the ϕ4 model. We first investigate the asymmetric kink
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collision ϕ̃
(8)
AS(

1
a
, 1). For numerical solutions, we used the following initial conditions

ϕ̃(x, x0, v, 0) = ϕ̃
(8)
AS(x+ x0, v, 0)− ϕ̃

(8)
AS(x− x0,−v, 0)− 1, (15)

˙̃ϕ(x, x0, v, 0) = ˙̃ϕ
(8)
AS(x+ x0, v, 0)− ˙̃ϕ

(8)
AS(x− x0,−v, 0). (16)

The time evolution in included with a boost for the static solutions, with γ = (1 − v2)−1/2

and v standing for the velocity.

0.16 0.18 0.20 0.22 0.24 0.26
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800
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0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

(a)

0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14

v

0

100
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500
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700

800

t

−1.5

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

(b)

FIG. 4: Kink-antikink - Evolution of scalar field ϕ̃
(8)
AS(

1
a , 1) at the center of mass as a function of

time and initial velocity v for (a) a = 2 and (b) a = 3.

The structure of scattering for some values of a is depicted in Fig. 4. Figures 4(a) and

4(b) correspond to a = 2 and a = 3, respectively. It is worth noting that both have a single

vibrational mode. For a = 2, we observe the formation of two-bounce windows. This figure

shows the evolution of scalar field at the center of mass as a function of time and initial

velocity. The white lines correspond to the interactions between the kinks. Resonance

windows are visible when we have only two white lines horizontally followed by a vertical

blue range. When the second horizontal line diverges, the critical velocity is reached. For

a = 3, however, we do not notice the presence of the resonant windows. In this case, for

v < vc ≈ 0.1203, only bion states are achieved and for v > vc, the output corresponds

to inelastic scattering between the pair. Some kink-antikink scattering results for the case

where a = 2 are shown in Fig. 5. We can observe the two-bounce behavior for the first

(v = 0.1930) and second (v = 0.2240) resonance window, respectively, in Figs. 5(a) and
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5(b). Additionally, we observe the development of the bion, where the field oscillates and

emits radiation (see Fig. 5(c)), as well as the emergence of an inelastic scattering, as we can

see in Fig. 5(d).

0 50 100 150 200
t

100

50

0

50

100

x

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

(a)

0 50 100 150 200
t

100

50

0

50

100

x

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

(b)

0 50 100 150 200
t

100

50

0

50

100

x

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

(c)

0 50 100 150 200
t

100

50

0

50

100

x

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

(d)

FIG. 5: Kink-antikink - Evolution of scalar field ϕ̃
(8)
AS(

1
a , 1) in spacetime for a = 2 with (a) v =

0.1930, (b) v = 0.2240, (c) v = 0.1660 and (d) v = 0.2598.

An unusual pattern appears as the value of a increases. The resonant windows are com-

pletely suppressed even when the internal mode is present, and the kink-antikink scattering

results in an antikink-kink pair. In this sense, our numerical results for some values of a are

depicted in Fig. 6. We see that when a = 4, the kink-antikink pair approaches, collides once

and then separates on a new vacuum. We can realize the result of the asymmetric kink-

antikink collision produces an antikink-kink pair that visits the vacuum of the symmetric

kink. These behaviors are related to the massive character of the solutions. In the small a

region, the asymmetric kink is lighter than the symmetric kink, which makes it impossible

to change sectors. However, as the parameter increases, the asymmetric kink becomes more

massive, so sector switching becomes possible [67].

Notice that the increase in a causes the formation of new antikink-kink pairs. Conse-

quently, the parameter a has a bigger influence on the development of new pairings, compared

to the initial velocity. In particular, compare Fig. 6(b) and Fig. 6(c). Although the latter

has a small velocity, the outcome reveals the development of two pairs. The generation

of new pairs was also seen in Ref. [70], where large kink scattering produces new pairs.

The presence of simply the zero mode, followed by the continuum mode, is reported by the

authors. On the other side, the model considered in this paper, has a zero mode and an

internal mode for the asymmetric kink. Additionally, we further observe the appearance
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of an oscillating pulse after the collision at x = 0 - see Fig. 6(d). The presence of this

oscillation causes the development of a new pair as a result of the disturbance it causes.

This phenomenon of oscillations at the collision center causing the development of new kink

pairs was also described in Ref. [71].
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FIG. 6: Kink-antikink - Evolution of scalar field ϕ̃
(8)
AS(

1
a , 1) in spacetime for (a) a = 4 with v = 0.20,

(b) a = 5 with v = 0.50, (c) a = 6 with v = 0.18 and (d) a = 7 with v = 0.30.

In the following, we shall now consider antikink-kink scattering, due of the asymmetric

nature of the solution ϕ̃
(8)
AS(

1
a
, 1). We used the following initial conditions

ϕ̃(x, x0, v, 0) = ϕ̃
(8)
AS(x− x0,−v, 0)− ϕ̃

(8)
AS(x+ x0, v, 0)−

1

a
, (17)

˙̃ϕ(x, x0, v, 0) = ˙̃ϕ
(8)
AS(x− x0,−v, 0)− ˙̃ϕ

(8)
AS(x+ x0, v, 0), (18)

where ϕ̃(x, x0, v, t) = ϕ̃(γ(x−vt)) means a boost for the static solution with γ = (1−v2)−1/2.

We present a summary of the antikink-kink interaction findings for certain values of a

in Fig. 7. In this figure we show the evolution of the scalar field as a function of initial

velocity and time. The collisions are illustrated by the horizontal blue lines and the two-

bounce windows are distinguished by their diverging bands. For small values of a, we

can observe the presence of resonant windows. However, as the value of this parameter

increases, the number of windows decreases until they are completely suppressed - see Fig.

7(a)-7(d). Additionally, the disappearance of the first two-bounce windows leads to the

emergence of false resonance windows. The peak at v ≈ 0.28 in Fig. 7(b) represents this

false window behavior. In this case, the antikink-kink pair approaches, collides twice and

separates. However, after one period, it collides again and forms an oscillatory state. The

appearance of false two-bounce windows was reported in Ref. [25]. Furthermore, increasing
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this parameter contributes to an increase in the critical velocity, which leads to a larger

region with bion states.
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FIG. 7: Antikink-kink - Evolution of scalar field ϕ̃
(8)
AS(

1
a , 1) at the center of mass as a function of

time and initial velocity for (a) a = 2, (b) a = 3, (c) a = 4 and (d) a = 10.

Unlike the asymmetric kink-antikink collision, the antikink-kink configuration does not

allow the pair to visit the symmetric vacuum, as we can seen in the Fig. 8(a) and Fig. 8(b).

We show the occurrence of two-bounce for a = 2 and a = 3, respectively and the one-bounce

behavior for a = 10 (Fig. 8(c)). Furthermore, we report the production of oscillating pulses

for a = 10 - see Fig. 8(d). Similar solutions were discovered in Ref. [71]. As a result of the

collision of the antikink-kink pair, we observe two waves that scatter almost harmonically.

The reason why kink-antikink and antikink-kink scattering yield different results has to

do with how the solutions are placed on the line that defines the initial configuration. For

instance, in the kink-antikink collision, the region connecting the kink to the antikink does

not vary with the change in a. However, in the antikink-kink case, changes in a alter the

tails of the antikink and kink. Moreover, the suppression of the resonance windows for the

collision of the asymmetric solution can be explained by the presence of the set of internal
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modes of the model. For small values of a, the asymmetric kink has just one internal

mode. However, when the value increases, it favors the occurrence of a vibrational state

for the symmetric kink. As a result, the internal mode of the symmetric solution influences

the vibrational state of the asymmetric kink. Consequently, the mechanism for exchanging

resonant energy between translational and vibrational modes become frustrated.
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FIG. 8: Antikink-kink - Evolution of scalar field ϕ̃
(8)
AS(

1
a , 1) in spacetime for (a) a = 2 with v = 0.25,

(b) a = 3 with v = 0.3320 and a = 10 with (c) v = 0.70 and (d) v = 0.64.

B. Symmetric kink scattering

Now, we investigate the kink-antikink collision process of the symmetric solutions

ϕ̃
(8)
S (− 1

a
, 1
a
). The kink-antikink and antikink-kink scattering both generate the same out-

comes. For this reason, we shall exclusively study the kink-antikink collision. We used the

following initial conditions

ϕ̃(x, x0, v, 0) = ϕ̃
(8)
S (x+ x0, v, 0)− ϕ̃

(8)
S (x− x0,−v, 0)− 1

a
, (19)

˙̃ϕ(x, x0, v, 0) = ˙̃ϕ
(8)
S (x+ x0, v, 0)− ˙̃ϕ

(8)
S (x− x0,−v, 0), (20)

where ϕ̃(x, x0, v, t) = ϕ̃(γ(x−vt)) means a boost for the static solution with γ = (1−v2)−1/2.

In the first moment, we examine the scattering by altering the parameter a while keeping

the initial velocity constant. Some of these examples are illustrated in Fig. 9. For a = 2,

we see the production of two antikink-kink pairs after collision. Importantly, the scattered

pairs are asymmetric kinks in the topological sector (− 1
a
,−1). In addition, the increase in a

results in the development of a single antikink-kink pair, as reported in Fig. 9(b) for a = 3.

It is worth noting that in this region, the symmetrical kink is more massive and becomes
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lighter as a increases. There are no two-bounce windows or bion development in this region

of a values. On the other hand, larger values of a modify this pattern and reveal the presence

of a bion at the center of the collision, as seen in Fig. 9(c) for a = 5. The emergence of the

vibrational state for symmetric kink is associated with the alteration in behavior.
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FIG. 9: Kink-antikink - Evolution of scalar field ϕ̃
(8)
S (− 1

a ,
1
a) in spacetime for (a) a = 2, (b) a = 3

and (c) a = 5 with v = 0.20.

In order to better understand the impact of the parameter a, we developed a outline for

identifying the formation of the two-bounce windows by looking at the number of bounces

as a function of the initial velocity. This resonant structure, as we know, may be constructed

by counting the bounces of the scalar field at the center of mass ϕ(0, t). We only include

the structure corresponding to one and two collisions in Fig. 10. The absence of any

regions suggests either the production bion or higher order collisions. In regions with high

velocities, only inelastic collisions are observed (Nb = 1). Furthermore, for intermediate

velocities, peaks can be seen in the pictures depicting the region corresponding to two

collisions (Nb = 2). In our investigation, we see that when the parameter increases, the

number of two-bounce windows increases. Specifically, with a = 5, we observe the formation

of only a few windows. However, for a = 12, the number of windows is higher, and these

become wider. Clearly, the model contains two vibrational modes for both symmetric and

asymmetric kink at values around a ∼ 4.6. The presence of this set of internal modes in

the model difficulties the energy exchange mechanism during the collision. Consequently,

creating resonant windows is more challenging. On the other hand, increasing a shows that

ω2
1, for the asymmetric solution, tends to approach the continuous mode even more. Thus,

for larger values of the parameter, there is a greater contribution from the vibrational mode
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of the symmetric kink. Therefore, the energy exchange mechanism between the translational

and vibrational modes is more effective, and there is an increase in the number of two-bounce

windows. In addition, with a → ∞, the deformed ϕ8 tends towards the ϕ4 model. One effect

of this outcome is decrease in critical velocity. The critical velocity approaches vc ≈ 0.2598

as a increases.
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FIG. 10: Kink-antikink - Number of bounces versus initial velocity of scalar field ϕ̃
(8)
S (− 1

a ,
1
a) for

(a) a = 6, (b) a = 7, (c) a = 10 and (d) a = 12.

IV. MODIFIED ϕ10 MODEL

Second, we introduce the deformation function f2[ϕ], as we can see in Fig. 11(a)

f2[ϕ] =
1− (1 + e2a)ϕ2

1− (1− e2a)ϕ2
. (21)

Here, a is a real parameter. By using of Eq. (4), this deformation function can change

the ϕ4 model with the potential V (4) = 1
2
(1 − ϕ2)2 to the ϕ6 model with the potential

V (6) = 1
2
ϕ2(1−ϕ2)2. We can use again f2[ϕ] in ϕ6 model and find the following modified ϕ10

model,

Ṽ (10) =
ϕ2 (ϕ2 − 1)

2
((e2a + 1)ϕ2 − 1)

2

2 ((e2a − 1)ϕ2 + 1)2
. (22)

This potential has five minima, at 0,± 1√
1+e2a

, and ±1. The behavior of the potential is

shown in Fig. 11(b). We consider positive values for the parameter a.
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For this model, the kink solutions are written as

ϕ̃(10) =


ϕ̃
(10)

(0, 1√
e2a+1

)
=
√

2e2x

2(e2a+1)e2x+
√

4e2(a+x)+1+1
,

ϕ̃
(10)

( 1√
e2a+1

,1)
= 1√

2

√√
4e2(a−x)+1+2e2(a−x)+2e−2x+1

2e2(a−x)+e4a−2x+e−2x+1
.

(23)

In Figs. 11(c) and 11(d) one shows these kinks for two different values of parameter a. The

configuration of the solution reveals a kink that varies between the minima 1√
e2a+1

and 1,

which we refer to as up kink. In addition to this, we can also see another kink between 0

and 1√
e2a+1

, which will be referred to here as down kink. The behavior of collision will also

depend on the initial configuration, therefore, kink-antikink scattering differs from antikink-

kink collision.

In particular, at a → ∞, the modified ϕ10 potential tends to well known ϕ6 potential,

V (6) = 1
2
ϕ2(1−ϕ2)2 with the asymmetric kink solution ϕ(6) =

√
1+tanh(x)

2
, the mass of 1

4
and

without any shape mode for a single kink or antikink [25]. As the parameter a increases,

only up kink ϕ
(10)

( 1√
e2a+1

,1)
remains while down kink ϕ

(10)

(0, 1√
e2a+1

)
is eliminated.

The mass of these kinks are as the following, which is plotted in Fig. 12(a).

mass =

∫ +∞

−∞
(
∂ϕ

∂x
)2dx

=


M̃

(10)

(0, 1√
e2a+1

)
=

−4e2a+e4a+2e6a−4e4a(e2a+1) log
(

2e2a

e2a+1

)
+1

4((1−e2a)3(e2a+1))
,

M̃
(10)

( 1√
e2a+1

,1)
= 1

16
eacsch2(a)

(
sinh(a)+cosh(a)+sech(a)+2csch(a) ln

(
tanh(a)+1

e2a

))(24)
We can check that at a ≈ 0.471354, modified ϕ10 kinks have the same mass, mass ≈
0.0562126.

Finally, similar to the previous section, we deal with the stability potential and we arrive

at the Schrödinger-like equation

−ηxx + Ũ (10) = ω2η (25)

where the effective potential is given by

Ũ (10) =
d2Ṽ (10)(ϕ)

dϕ2
|ϕ=ϕ̃(10)(x). (26)
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FIG. 11: (a) The deformation function f2[ϕ] as a function of ϕ, (b) modified ϕ10 potential and

modified ϕ10 kinks for (c) a = 0.5 and (d) a = 1.0. The ϕ6 model is represented by the dashed red

line.

These potentials are plotted in Figs. 12(b) and 12(c) for up and down kink, respectively.

It is important to note that the potential Ũ (10) is not symmetrical with respect to the

reflection x → −x. The potential Ũ
(10)
up for the kink is similar to that obtained in Ref. [25]

for the ϕ6 model for small values of a. The increase in the parameter shows the appearance

of a maximum in the potential. The numerical analysis of this potential only favors the

appearance of the zero mode for the individual kink or antikink. However, while examining

the collective antikink-kink pair, some internal modes can be found. The potential for the

down kink Ũ
(10)
down is depicted in Fig. 12(c). Note the presence of equal asymptotic limits and

a minimum that moves away from the origin with increasing a. Here, we also investigated

19



0.471 1.000 1.500 2.000
a

0.021

0.056

0.100

0.150

0.200

0.250 M(0, )

M( , 1)

(a)

4 2 0 2 4 6 8
x

1

0

1

2

3

4

U
(1

0)
up

a = 0.5
a = 1.0
a = 1.5
a = 2.0

(b)

8 6 4 2 0 2 4
x

1.00

0.75

0.50

0.25

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

U
(1

0)
do

w
n

a = 0.5
a = 1.0
a = 1.5
a = 2.0

(c)

0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0
a

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

2 1

(d)

FIG. 12: Deformed ϕ10 model: (a) kink mass, (b) and (c) quantum mechanical potential for up and

down kinks as a function of x, respectively, and (d) the squared frequencies ω2
1 of the vibrational

state as function of parameter a for down kink.

the occurrence of bound states. The results are depicted in Fig. 12(d) and show that the

value of ω2
1 approaches to the continuous mode as a decreases.

Now let us investigate the kink scattering process for the ϕ10 modified model. We obtain

several outcomes by varying the parameter a and the initial velocity. In this sense, we solved

the equation of motion with 4th order finite-difference method with a spatial step δx = 0.05.

For the time dependence we used a 6th order symplectic integrator method with a time step

δt = 0.02. We fixed x0 = ±10 for the initial position of the pair.
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A. Down kink scattering

We will discuss here the kink-antikink collision of the down solution ϕ̃
(10)

(0, 1√
e2a+1

)
. For

the sake of simplicity, the kink is expressed as ϕ̃K
d and the antikink as ϕ̃K̄

d . For numerical

solutions, we used the following initial conditions

ϕ̃(x, x0, v, 0) = ϕ̃K
d (x+ x0, v, 0) + ϕ̃K̄

d (x− x0,−v, 0)− ϕµ, (27)

˙̃ϕ(x, x0, v, 0) = ˙̃ϕK
d (x+ x0, v, 0) +

˙̃ϕK̄
d (x− x0,−v, 0), (28)

where ϕ̃(x, x0, v, t) = ϕ̃(γ(x−vt)) means a boost for the static solution with γ = (1−v2)−1/2

and ϕµ = 1√
e2a+1

is one vacuum of the theory.
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FIG. 13: Kink-antikink - Evolution of scalar field ϕ̃d in spacetime for a = 1.0 with (a) v = 0.05

and (b) v = 0.10.

We start the analysis of collisions by varying the initial velocity v. The Fig. 13 depicts

two forms of behavior when a = 1. Fig. 13(a) corresponds to the bion state, where the scalar

field oscillates erratically at the center of mass after the interaction. The other behavior for

this scattering is marked by topological sector changing. In this case, the pair approaches,

collides and the scalar field exchanges vacuum - see Fig. 13(b).

Additionally, we altered the value of the parameter and performed exhaustive collisions

for various initial velocity values. The scattering of this configuration showed the appearance

of few two-bounce behaviors, indicating that the two-bounce windows for this case are very

sensitive. Note the need for a high value of the final time in order to observe scattering

completely. For instance, in Fig. 14 we note that the kink-antikink pair approaches, collides,

and after a long period, collides again and then entirely moves away. Notice that the value
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of the field decreases as the value of a increases, compare Fig. 14(a) for a = 3 with Fig.

14(b) for a = 6.
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FIG. 14: Kink-antikink - Evolution of scalar field ϕ̃d in spacetime for (a) a = 3.0 with v = 0.0934

and (b) a = 6.0 with v = 0.0936.

We shall now explore the antikink-kink scattering of the solution ϕ̃K
d . The initial condi-

tions used in this problem are given by

ϕ̃(x, x0, v, 0) = ϕ̃K̄
d (x− x0,−v, 0) + ϕ̃K

d (x+ x0, v, 0), (29)

˙̃ϕ(x, x0, v, 0) = ˙̃ϕK̄
d (x− x0,−v, 0) + ˙̃ϕK

d (x+ x0, v, 0), (30)

where ϕ̃(x, x0, v, t) = ϕ̃(γ(x − vt)) means a boost for the static solution with γ = (1 −
v2)−1/2. In this scenario, two-bounce windows are absent for small values of a. However,

the development of the resonant structure is facilitated by the increase of this parameter.

The number of bounces relative to the initial velocity is computed in Fig. 15. Take note

that there is no two-bounce window for a = 1 Figs 15(a). Only two regions are created

for this value of a, the region with inelastic collisions for velocities greater than the critical

velocity and the region with bion states for v < vc = 0.532. In contrast, as illustrated in

Figs. 15(b) and 15(c), double collisions happen for greater values of a. We can see that

at certain velocity levels, the kinks collide twice and then separate. The behavior with two

collisions is denoted by Nb = 2, whereas the behavior with only one collision is marked by

Nb = 1. The value of the critical velocity increases as a result of increasing the parameter.

The proximity of the vibrational mode value to the continuous spectrum serves as the

basis for the explanation of why the two-bounce windows vanish for small values of a. The

continuous mode in this configuration is obtained for frequencies higher than ω2 > 1. Notice
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FIG. 15: Antikink-kink - Number of bounces versus initial velocity of scalar field ϕ̃
(10)

(0, 1√
e2a+1

)
for

(a) a = 1, (b) a = 3 and (c) a = 6.

that the value of ω2
1 gets closer and closer to 1 as a decreases. As a result of the elimination

of the bound mode in the continuum, a quasinormal mode forms. This is a necessary

component of the phenomenon known as spectral walls [62].

Again, the scattering results are affected by how the initial condition is established. The

kink-antikink configuration, for example, has its asymptotic values invariant, however, the

center of the collision shows the field value decreasing as a increases. In contrast, the

antikink-kink scattering has its center of mass invariant and the variation of a causes the

asymptotic values of the defect to change.

B. Up kink scattering

In this section we will study the kink-antikink and antikink-kink collision of the up

solution ϕ̃
(10)

( 1√
e2a+1

,1)
. For the sake of simplicity, the kink is written as ϕ̃K

u and the antikink

as ϕ̃K̄
u . In this first part, the kink-antikink scattering we will be examined. We used the

following initial conditions

ϕ̃(x, x0, v, 0) = ϕ̃K
u (x+ x0, v, 0) + ϕ̃K̄

u (x− x0,−v, 0)− 1, (31)

˙̃ϕ(x, x0, v, 0) = ˙̃ϕK
u (x+ x0, v, 0) +

˙̃ϕK̄
u (x− x0,−v, 0), (32)

where ϕ̃(x, x0, v, t) = ϕ̃(γ(x−vt)) means a boost for the static solution with γ = (1−v2)−1/2.

It is important to note here that there is no vibrational mode in this configuration, even

for the kink-antikink pair. A center barrier is produced by the perturbation potential for

23



the collective kink-antikink pair, making the presence of bound states impossible. This

behavior is similar to the potential in Ref. [25]. As a consequence, the two-bounce windows

are absent.
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FIG. 16: Kink-antikink - Evolution of scalar field ϕ̃u in spacetime for (a) a = 0.4 with v = 0.45

(b) a = 0.5 with v = 0.2, (c) a = 0.9 with v = 0.16 and (d) a = 1.0 with v = 0.1.

Some results are achieved when we vary the values of the initial velocity and the parameter

a. For instance, the kink-antikink pair approaches, collides, and eventually separates from

one another in Fig. 16(a) when a = 0.4. This result occurs for velocities above the critical

velocity v > vc = 0.4332. On the other hand, when the collision occurs for small values of

the initial velocity, we observe only a bion behavior. The behavior of the scattering begins

to change when a > 0.5. In this case, we realize only the formation of an antikink-kink down

pair after the collision, as shown in Fig. 16(b). It should be noted that the velocity after

the collision is greater than the approach velocity of the kink-antikink pair. This is due to

the up kink being more massive than the down kink. Consequently, there is kinetic energy

to accelerate the newly formed anti-kink-kink pair. Additionally, the increase in a causes

an oscillation at the center of mass - see Fig. 16(c). This behavior favors the perturbation

of the pair and consequently, we note the presence of a double antikink-kink Fig. 16(d).

Notice that the kinks are now part of the other topological sector. Another feature is that

the new pair scatters with less radiation. These behaviors are comparable to those observed

in reference [70].

Let us now examine the antikink-kink scattering process of the up solution ϕ̃
(10)

( 1√
e2a+1

,1)
.
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The initial conditions for this configuration are expressed as follows

ϕ̃(x, x0, v, 0) = ϕ̃K̄
u (x− x0,−v, 0) + ϕ̃K

u (x+ x0, v, 0)− ϕµ, (33)

˙̃ϕ(x, x0, v, 0) = ˙̃ϕK̄
u (x− x0,−v, 0) + ˙̃ϕK

u (x+ x0, v, 0), (34)

where ϕ̃(x, x0, v, t) = ϕ̃(γ(x−vt)) means a boost for the static solution with γ = (1−v2)−1/2

and ϕµ = 1√
e2a+1

. Once again, an excited mode is not revealed by the perturbation analysis

for a single kink or antikink. However, the Schrödinger potential ensures the existence of

numerous bound states when we analyze the collective antikink-kink pair. This is favored

due to the configuration of how the initial condition is written, generating a perturbation

potential with a central well and asymptotic to Ũ
(10)
up → 4 with x → ±∞. The Ref. [25] also

exhibits this feature.
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FIG. 17: Antikink-kink - Number of bounces versus initial velocity of scalar field ϕ̃
(10)

( 1√
e2a+1

,1)
for

(a) a = 0.1 and (b) a = 0.3.

The presence of vibrational modes therefore denotes the emergence of two-bounce win-

dows. However, due to the complexity of the resonant energy exchange between the extra

bound modes, such resonance windows are extremely thin. The Fig. 17 depicts the struc-

ture of antikink-kink scattering, which includes the number of collisions relative to the initial

velocity. The result for a = 0.1 is shown in Fig. 17(a). For v > vc = 0.0746, it describes

the region with just one collision (Nb = 1). For velocities smaller than the critical velocity,

we observe the bounces structure between the bion region and with more collisions. One

can see that the critical velocity decreases with increasing parameter a. This can be seen in

Fig. 17(b) for a = 0.3, where vc = 0.0476. The critical velocity continues decreasing as a
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increases, for instance, for a = 1.0, we realize that vc = 0.0379. This illustrates the zone of

bion states contracting and the region of inelastic collision expanding.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work we have used the deformation procedure to introduce two new models, the

modified ϕ8 and ϕ10 models. These models are respectively obtained by deforming models ϕ4

and ϕ6 with the aid of deformation techniques. The models contain a real parameter a. We

have shown that this parameter controls the potentials, the kinklike solutions, their masses,

the stability potentials and the internal modes associated to the stability of the systems.

The modified ϕ8 model contains both types of symmetric and asymmetric kinks. The

stability analysis showed that the asymmetric kink has a shape mode, while the symmetric

kink has an internal mode for a ≥ 4.6. We performed the kink collision for both solutions. We

investigated the kink-antikink and antikink-kink collision processes in the asymmetric case.

For small values of a, we observe two-bounce windows for kink-antikink. However, increasing

the parameter starts the process of suppressing the resonant windows and the formation of

new antikink-kink pairs. This behavior is related to the massive character of the asymmetric

kink, allowing sector exchange. When we consider the antikink-kink interaction, we also see

the presence of two-bounce windows for small values of a. The increase in this parameter

shows the appearance of false two-bounce windows, until the complete annihilation of the

resonances. The significance of the parameter in the initial configuration accounts for the

difference in the results between kink-antikink and antikink-kink scattering. The increase

in a favors the appearance of a new vibrational mode for the symmetric kink, which in turn

influences the internal mode of the asymmetric kink. Consequently, the resonant energy

exchange mechanism between the modes is frustrated. Now, the scattering analysis for the

symmetrical kink revealed the absence of fractal structures for small values of a. However,

the formation of antikink-kink pairs in the asymmetrical sector was noticeable. Furthermore,

large values of the parameter modify the results, indicating the presence of a resonant

structure. In addition, with a → ∞, the deformed ϕ8 tends towards the ϕ4 model.

The ϕ10 model contains five minima and two forms of asymmetric kinks known as down

and up kink. Considering small perturbations around the static solutions, we arrive at a

Schrödinger equation with different perturbation potentials for the down and up kink. We
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numerically investigated the occurrence of vibrational modes at both potentials. However,

we observed the presence of only one shape mode for the potential for an individual down

kink. Numerical analysis of kink-antikink and antikink-kink scattering showed complete

suppression of the resonant windows for small values of a. However, as this parameter

increased, some two-bounce behavior was observed. The proximity of the square frequency

to the continuous spectrum serves as the basis for explaining why the two-bounce windows

disappear for small values of a. Furthermore, we investigated the kink-antikink collision for

the up kink. The results in this scenario reveal the emergence of a more accelerated antikink-

kink down pair after the collision. This is due to the up kink being more massive than the

down kink. Resonant windows are absent in this case because the perturbation potential of

the kink-antikink pair generates a barrier, which inhibits the presence of the bound modes.

Finally, antikink-kink scattering indicates the appearance of two-bounce windows. We can

notice that the excited modes for this case are revealed by the perturbation analysis for the

antikink-kink pair.
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