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Abstract

We consider weakly interacting diffusions on the torus, for multichromatic inter-
action potentials. We consider interaction potentials that are not H-stable, leading
to phase transitions in the mean field limit. We show that the mean field dynamics
can exhibit multipeak stationary states, where the number of peaks is related to the
number of nonzero Fourier modes of the interaction. We also consider the effect of a
confining potential on the structure of non-uniform steady states. We approach the
problem by means of analysis, perturbation theory and numerical simulations for the
interacting particle systems and the PDEs.

1 Introduction

Nonlinear and nonlocal Fokker-Planck (advection-diffusion) equations appear in several
applications, including stellar dynamics [6], plasma physics [2], mathematical biology [30,
33], active matter [32], biophysics [18][Sec 5.3], nematic liquid crystals [11] and models for
opinion formation [22]. Such PDEs can exhibit nontrivial, i.e. non-uniform, stationary
states, describing collective behaviour and the emergence of coherent structures, as an
effect of interactions between agents at the microscale. In recent years, great progress
has been made towards the understanding of the emergence of such collective behaviour.
The purpose of this paper is to study the creation and stability of multimodal/multipeak
stationary states for nonlinear, nonlocal Fokker-Planck equations on the torus.

In this paper, we will consider nonlinear, nonlocal Fokker-Planck equations of the form

∂ρ

∂t
= β−1∆ρ+∇ · (∇V ρ) +∇ · ((∇W ⋆ ρ)ρ), ρ(x, 0) = ρ0(x), (1)

on Td := [0, 2π]d with periodic boundary conditions. We will focus on the one dimensional
problem. Here ρ denotes the density/distribution function, ρ0 the initial condition, β the
inverse temperature and V and W the confining and (symmetric) interaction potentials,
respectively. Examples of dynamics described by (1) are the Haken-Kelso-Bunz model from
biophysics [18] with V (x) = −α cos(x)− γ cos(2x) and W (x) = −K cos(x), where α, γ,K
are constants. We also mention the XY (O(2)) model with an external magnetic field that
was studied in [14], corresponding to V (x) = −α cos(x) andW (x) = −K cos(x), as well as
the the noisy Kuramoto/Brownian mean field model [5, 10], V ≡ 0 and W (x) = − cos(x)
and the noisy Hegselmann-Krause model for opinion dynamics [19, 22]. Several additional
examples can be found in [9][Sec. 6]. A very nice presentation of the nonlinear Fokker-
Planck equation on the torus from a theoretical physics perspective can be found in [18,
Sec. 5.3] and in [10].
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As is well known [9], the McKean-Vlasov PDE has a gradient structure:

∂tρ = ∇ ·
(
ρ∇δF

δρ

)
, (2)

where F denotes the free energy

F(ρ) = β−1

∫
Td

ρ(x) log(ρ(x)) dx+

∫
Td

V (x)ρ(x) dx+
1

2

∫
Td

∫
Td

W (x− y)ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy.

(3)

Stationary states of the mean field dynamics can be characterized as critical points of the
free energy [9]. The main goal of this paper is to study the dynamical stability of such
states, in particular of stationary states that describe collective, organized behaviour.

Stationary states of the McKean-Vlasov PDE satisfy the Kirkwood-Monroe/generalized
Lane-Emden integral equation [4, 9, 18, 25]

ρ =
1

Z
e−β(V+W⋆ρ), Z =

∫
Td

e−β(V+W⋆ρ) dx. (4)

In the absence of an external potential, the uniform distribution, describing the disordered
state, is always a stationary state of the Fokker-Planck equation (1). Collective, organized
behaviour, described by localized or multipeak solutions, becomes possible when the dis-
ordered state becomes unstable.

As is well-known, the Fokker-Planck equation (1), arises in the mean field limit of a
system of weakly interacting diffusions [8, 10, 26, 29]. In particular, we consider a system
of interacting diffusions of the form:

dxi(t) = −∇V (xi) dt−
1

N

N∑
j=1

∇W (xi − xj) dt+
√

2β−1 dBi(t), xi(0) ∼ ρ0, (5)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ N , where Bi(t) denote standard d-dimensional independent Brownian motions.
Under appropriate assumptions on the confining and interaction potentials, and for chaotic
initial conditions, the sequence of empirical measures ρN := 1

N

∑N
i=1 δxi(t) converges to

the solution of the mean field PDE (1). Equivalently, the N -particle distribution function
for the interacting particle system (5) can be written as ρN (x1, . . . xN , t) ≈ ΠN

j=1ρ(xj , t).
Rigorous convergence results, either at the level of the empirical measure or of the product
measure structure of the N -particle distribution function, are by now well-estabilished and
we refer to, e.g. [8, 24, 29]. We will refer to this equation as the McKean-Vlasov PDE.

1.1 Literature Review

There is extensive literature on the calculation of stationary states for the McKean-Vlasov
PDE and on the study of their stability as well as on applications to mathematical biology,
in particular mass-selection in alignment models with non-deterministic effects and in
active matter. The number of stationary states of the McKean-Vlasov PDE and their
stability has been studied extensively, either by studying the Kirkwood-Monroe map [4], or
by studying critical points of the free energy functional [25] or by studying the stationary
McKean-Vlasov PDE.1 The existence and stability of multipeak solutions, the problem
that we will primarily focus on in this paper, was studied in [20, 33] using PDEs/ODEs
techniques. In [33], the existence of a 2-peak steady state is proved under appropriate
assumptions on the interaction potential. The stability of steady states was investigated

1All these approaches are, of course, equivalent; see [9, Prop. 2.4].
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numerically; the simulations presented in this paper suggest that only 1 and 2-peak steady
states can be stable, while solutions with 4 peaks are always unstable. The work in [20]
builds on these results. Bifurcation theory for the stationary McKean-Vlasov equation
for multichromatic interaction potentials was recently analysed in [35]; in this paper the
Hodgkin-Huxley oscillator model is studied, with an interaction potential consisting of
two Fourier modes with opposite sign, W (θ) = − cos(θ) + ε cos(2(θ − α)), ε ≥ 0, α ∈
(−π/2, π/2). Critical points of the free energy functional for the Onsager model for liquid
crystals, W (x) = | sin(x)| have been studied extensively. See, e.g. [16, 17, 25] and the
references therein.

A quite comprehensive theory of bifurcations from the uniform distribution and of
phase transitions for the McKean-Vlasov PDE on the torus was developed in [9]. The goal
of the present paper is to study, by means of analysis, systematic perturbation theory and
numerical simulations, the stability of non-uniform states, and in particular of multipeak
solutions. The stability of the non-uniform state for the noisy Kuramoto model was studied
using spectral theoretic arguments in [5]. One of the goals of the present study is to extend
the analysis from this paper to multichromatic interaction potentials.

1.2 Our Contributions

In this paper we consider the stability of multipeak stationary solutions for the one-
dimensional McKean-Vlasov PDE, both in the presence or absence of a confining potential.
Our main contributions are the following:

• We provide a detailed stability analysis of the non-uniform state for multichromatic
potentials.

• In particular, we find that the uniform state changes stability at some critical value
of the temperature β, and that multi-peak stationary states are unstable.

• We calculate the eigenvalues of the linearized McKean-Vlasov operator above the
bifurcation.

• We present very detailed numerical experiments by solving the evolution PDE, the
SDEs for the interacting particle system, and the eigenvalue problem for the lin-
earized operator.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the models that we
will consider in this paper and we analyse the self-consistency equation(s). In Section 3 we
study the stability of stationary states by either calculating the second variation of the free
energy or by linearizing the McKean-Vlasov PDE. Peturbative results for the eigenvalues
of the linearized McKean-Vlasov operator close to the bifurcation point are presented in
Section 4. The results of extensive numerical simulations based on both the PDE and
SDE formulations are shown in Section 5. Conclusions and comments on future work are
presented in Section 6.

2 Set-up and self-consistency equations

2.1 Phase transitions, stability analysis and the self-consistency equa-
tion

For H-stable potentials, i.e. interaction potentials with non-negative Fourier coefficients,
and in the absence of a confining potential, the free energy functional is convex and the
uniform distribution is the unique, globally stable stationary state [4].
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For monochromatic interaction potentials of the form W (x) = − cos(kx), k ∈ N, and
in the absence of a confining potential, a detailed characterization of stationary states was
given in [9]. In particular, we have the following:

Proposition 2.1. The generalised Kuramoto model W (x) = − cos(kx), for some k ∈ N,
k ̸= 0 exhibits a continuous transition point at the linear instability threshold κc = κ♯.
Additionally, for κ > κc, the equation F (ϱ, κ) = 0 has only two solutions in L2(U) (up
to translations). The nontrivial one, ϱκ minimises Fκ for κ > κc and converges in the
narrow topology as κ→ ∞ to a normalised linear sum of equally weighted Dirac measures
centred at the minima of W (x).

We will consider even confining and interaction potentials with a finite number of
non-zero Fourier modes:

V (x) =

m∑
k=1

vk cos(kx), and W (x) =

n∑
k=1

ak cos(kx),

with {vk}mk=1 real-valued and {ak}nk=1 non-positive.
The main objective of this paper is to study the nature and stability of stationary states

of the McKean-Vlasov PDE by analysing the Kirkwood-Monroe integral equation (4). We
reiterate that, for nontrivial confining potentials V (x), the uniform state is no longer a
stationary state. In particular, if W (x) =

∑n
k=1 ak cos(kx), V (x) =

∑m
k=1 vk cos(kx), then

the stationary state is:

ρ =
1

Z
exp

β max{m,n}∑
k=1

(vk + rkak) cos(kx)

 ,

where Z =
∫ 2π
0 exp

(
β
∑max{m,n}

k=1 (vk + rkak) cos(kx)
)
, and we set vk = 0 for k > m, and

ak = 0 for k > n.
The Fourier coefficients of ρ, rk =

∫ 2π
0 cos(kx)ρ(x) dx, solve the self-consistency equa-

tions:

rl =
1

Z

∫ 2π

0
cos(lx) exp

β max{m,n}∑
k=1

(vk + rkak) cos(kx)

 ,

for 1 ≤ l ≤ max{m,n}
These self-consistency equations, in the absence of a confining potential, were first

derived in [3].
We are interested in the number of critical points of the steady states of the McKean-

Vlasov equation (1). When there is no external potential, it is conceivable that one may
relate this to the number of Fourier modes of the interaction potential. However, as we
show below, even if one fixes W , then this is not possible for general external potentials.
As a particular example, one may fix W and (smooth, non-negative) ρ and then choose V
such that ρ is a steady state, irrespective of the number of peaks it contains.

Lemma 2.2. Let ρ̂ be a smooth, non-negative, 2π-periodic function and fix the interaction
kernel W . Then there exists an external potential, V , such that ρ̂ is an equilibrium of the
McKean-Vlasov equation (1).

Proof. By the non-negativity of ρ̂, we may write ρ̂(x) = exp
(
−βf(x)

)
for some f(x), which

is fixed by the choice of ρ̂. Similarly, by (4), if ρ̂(x) = exp
[
−β
(
V +W ⋆ρ− ln(Z)

)]
, then

ρ̂ is an equilibrium of (1). Note that, for convenience, we have written the normalization
constant in the exponent. Hence it is clear that we want f(x) = V (x)+(W ⋆ρ)(x)− ln(Z),
which can be achieved by taking V (x) = f(x)+(W ⋆ρ)(x)−c, where c is a constant chosen
to ensure the correct normalization.
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We note that, in fact, the maximum number of non-zero Fourier modes required to
produce an equilibrium distribution with M non-zero Fourier modes under a kernel with
n non-zero Fourier modes is max{n,M}.

There are many well-known results for the interaction potential W (x) = − cos(x),
which gives rise to the Kuramoto model. In particular, it is known (see [5]) that the
Fokker-Planck PDE for the Kuramoto model undergoes a phase transition. This means
that there exists a critical value βc of the inverse temperature β such that, for β < βc, the
PDE admits a unique stationary solution (the uniform state 1/(2π)), while for β > βc,
the PDE has multiple stationary states. Each of these stationary solutions can be written
as q(x) = ρ(x+ x0) for some x0 ∈ (0, 2π), where

ρ(x) =
1

Z
exp(βr cos(x)),

with Z =
∫ 2π
0 exp(βr cos(y)) dy. Here r is a solution of the self-consistency equation:

r =

∫ 2π
0 cos(x) exp(βr cos(x)) dx∫ 2π

0 exp(βr cos(x)) dx
. (6)

The number of stationary solutions is then given by the number of solutions r to the self-
consistency equation. As an example in which the self-consistency equation can be solved
analytically, we consider the following Brownian mean field model in a magnetic field
studied in [14], for the confining and interaction potentials V (x) = −η cos(x),W (x) =
−a cos(x), example from Michela’s paper. This can be written as an unbounded spin
system with Hamiltonian, with si = (cos(x), sin(x)):

H = −
N∑
i=1

J · si −
2

N

N∑
i,j=1

si · sj , (7)

where J = −η(1, 0). In this case we can calculate the stationary states analytically [14]:
for β < βc there exists a unique steady state

ρmin(x) =
1

Zmin
ea

min cos(2πx), Zmin =

∫
T
ea

min cos(2πx) dx, (8)

Furthermore, for β > βc there exist at least two steady states; in addition to (8), we
have

ρ∗(x) =
1

Zmin
ea

∗ cos(2πx), Z∗ =

∫
T
ea

∗ cos(2πx) dx, (9)

for some a∗ = a∗(β), with a∗ < 0 < amin. ρmin is the unique minimizer and ρ∗ is a
non-minimizing critical point of the periodic mean field energy.

Our aim is to extend this type of result to more general interaction potentials W
with a varying number of Fourier modes, such as the bichromatic potential W (x) =
a1 cos(x) + a2 cos(2x), a1, a2 < 0. We address the question of existence and uniqueness of
stationary states and their stability.

Following the same calculations as the ones done in [5] for the Kuramoto model, we
find that invariant measures for the corresponding Fokker-Planck PDE are given by:

ρ(x) =
exp(β(a1r1 cos(x) + a2r2 cos(2x)))∫ 2π

0 exp(β(a1r1 cos(y) + a2r2 cos(2y))) dy
, (10)

with r1 and r2 satisfying the self-consistency equations:

r1 =

∫ 2π
0 cos(x) exp(β(a1r1 cos(x) + a2r2 cos(2x))) dx∫ 2π

0 exp(β(a1r1 cos(y) + a2r2 cos(2y))) dy
,
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and

r2 =

∫ 2π
0 cos(2x) exp(β(a1r1 cos(x) + a2r2 cos(2x))) dx∫ 2π

0 exp(β(a1r1 cos(y) + a2r2 cos(2y))) dy
.

We will prove this result for the more general n-modes potential in the next section.
In this case, it is harder to rigorously deduce results about r1 and r2. However, as

this potential only induces two self-consistency equations, we can solve these numerically.
We take, for example, a1 = a2 = −1. The number of solutions of these equations will
determine the number of stationary distributions of the Fokker-Planck PDE. It is easy to
notice that for any value of β, r1 = r2 = 0 is a solution, which corresponds to the uniform
stationary state ρ = 1/(2π). Numerical experiments indicate that for β < 2, this is the
only solution. However, when β > 2, we start seeing two other pairs of solutions (r1, r2);
substituting these into (10) gives us three different steady states. In Figure 1 we show
these steady states for for β = 3 and β = 10, along with the corresponding values for r1
and r2.

Figure 1: Probability distributions corresponding to the three different solutions for (r1, r2)
for β = 3 (left) and β = 10 (right).

Note that, alongside the uniform distribution, there is a one-peak steady state (as
also seen for the Kuramoto model), and we now have a further solution with two peaks,
reflecting the multichromatic nature of the interaction potential.

In the following section we aim to address the question of stability of such solutions.

3 Stability Analysis

We perform the stability calculations in two ways. As before, for interaction potentials
that are not H−stable we expect a critical value of β above which the McKean-Vlasov
PDE admits stationary solutions other than the uniform state. This critical value is
given by βc =

1
Tc
, where Tc = min1≤k≤n

{
−ak

2 : 1 ≤ k ≤ n
}
. We will identify this critical

temperature in three ways: firstly we analyse the second variation of the free energy, then
we perform a linear stability analysis of the PDE, and finally we analyse the problem
numerically. These methods will also give us an insight on the stability of the states we
find.

3.1 Second variation of the free energy

The first approach we use to perform the linear stability analysis and to identify the contin-
uous phase transition, based on the one used in [10], consists in analysing the eigenvalues
of the second variation of the free energy. We first present the calculation in the absence
of a confining potential. We recall that the free energy of this system is given by

F (ρ) =
1

2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0
W (x− y)ρ(x)ρ(y) dx dy + β−1

∫ 2π

0
ρ(x) log(ρ(x)) dx.

6



Its second variation is

δ2F [δρ, δρ] =
1

2

∫
δρδϕdx+

β−1

2

∫
(δρ)2

ρ
dx,

where δρ is the perturbation and:

δϕ(x) =

∫ 2π

0
W (x− y)δρ(y) dy.

For our interaction potential W (x) = −
∑n

k=1 ak cos(kx), this is equal to:

δ2F = (2π)2
∞∑
j=1

(
β−1 +

aj
2

)
|δρ̂j |2.

We then write:

δρ =
dq

dx
, where q(x) =

∫ x

0
δρ(y, t) dy,

to obtain:

δ2F =
1

2

∫ 2π

0
δρδϕdx+

β−1

2

∫ 2π

0

(δρ)2

ρ
dx.

This gives, for the first integral:

1

2

∫ 2π

0
δρδϕdx =

1

2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0
q(x)

d

dx

d

dy
W (x− y)q(y) dx dy,

and for the second integral:

β−1

2

∫ 2π

0

(δρ)2

ρ
dx = −β

−1

2

∫ 2π

0
q(x)

d

dx

(
1

ρ(x)

d

dx
q(x)

)
dx.

Therefore, the second variation of the free energy can be written as a quadratic for-
m/integral operator:

δ2F [q, q] =

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0
K(x, y)q(x)q(y) dx dy,

where the kernel is defined as

K(x, y) =
1

2

n∑
k=1

k2ak cos(k(x− y))− β−1

2
δ(x− y)

d

dx

(
1

ρ

d

dx

)
.

We are therefore led to considering the eigenvalue problem:

2π
d2q

dx2
+ β

∫ 2π

0
q(y)

(
n∑

k=1

k2ak cos(k(x− y))

)
dy = −2λq. (11)

The eigenmodes are qm = Am cos(mx), qm = Bm sin(mx), where Am, Bm ∈ R. It is suffi-
cient to consider the even eigenfunctions. Using trigonometric identities, we can compute
the eigenvalues of the integral operator. We first conclude that, for n < |m|, we have
λm = πm2 > 0, so these modes do not induce instability. For |m| ≤ n, we have

λm = −1

2

(
−2πm2 − βm2amπ

)
= πm2 (2 + βam)

7



This is positive for βam < −2, so β < −am
2 . As we are concerned with the first point of

linear instability, the critical temperature is βc := mink{− 2
ak

: 1 ≤ k ≤ n}, see also [9].
As an example, we note that by setting a1 = −1, ak = 0 for 2 ≤ n, we obtain the known
result for the Kuramoto model, βc = 2. Similarly, for the interaction potentials W (x) =
−3 cos(x) − cos(2x) or W (x) = − cos(x) − cos(2x) − 3 cos(3x), the critical temperature
is βc = 2

3 , as the critical value is not influenced by which Fourier mode has the highest
coefficient, but rather by the magnitude of the coefficient itself. Critical temperatures for
more examples can be found, together with the corresponding numerical simulations, in
Section 5.

Our goal is now to extend this method to study the stability of nonuniform steady
states. This extension is not straightforward, and the details will be presented in future
work. Here we present only a specific example. We consider W (x) = − cos(x)− 1

2 cos(2x),
V (x) = 0. The nonuniform stationary state is given by ρ̃ = 1

Z exp
(
β
(
−r1 cos(x)− r2

2 cos(2x)
))

with r1, r2 ̸= 0. The eigenvalue problem for the second variation of the free energy, com-
puted at the nonuniform steady state, becomes:

d

dx

(
1

ρ̃

dq

dx

)
− β

∫ 2π

0
q(y)(cos(x− y) + 2 cos(2(x− y)) dy = −2λq.

We need to consider the following operator:

d2q

dx2

(
Zeβf(x)

)
+

dq

dx

(
Zβf ′(x)eβf(x)

)
− β

∫ 2π

0
q(y) (cos(x− y) + 4 cos(2(x− y))) dy

where f(x) := −r1 cos(x)− r2 cos(2x).
We study the eigenvalue problem numerically for fixed values of β and r1 and r2. Let

us first consider the pair (r1, r2) that appears immediately above the critical temperature,
i.e. the pair for which r1, r2 ̸= 0, and which corresponds to the one-peak steady state. In
this case, we identify a change in the behaviour of the eigenvalues at around β = 4.5. This
is the point at which the self consistency equations go from having two solutions to three.
For β < 4.5, all eigenvalues are negative, while at β = 4.5 we start seeing some positive
eigenvalues as well, indicating that the stability of this steady state changes as the third
stationary distribution appears. On the other hand, the operator corresponding to the
multipeak solution (i.e. to the pair of coefficients (0, r2)) seems to have a mix of positive
and negative eigenvalues for any value of β.

3.2 Linearisation of the Fokker-Planck equation

We can calculate the value of the critical temperature also by looking at the Fourier modes
of the linearisation of the Fokker-Plank PDE:

∂ρ

∂t
(t, x) =

∂

∂x

[(∫
ρ(t, x− y)W ′(y) dy

)
ρ(t, x)

]
+ β−1 ∂

2ρ

∂x2
(t, x).

Following the method in [19], we decompose ρ = ρ0+ρ1 =
1
2π +ρ1, where ρ1 is a small

perturbation of ρ so that O(ρ21) is negligible. In the Fourier domain the PDE becomes:

∂ρ̂1(t, j)

∂t
=

[
iρ0j

∫
e−ijyW ′(y) dy − β−1j2

]
ρ̂1(t, j),

where ρ̂1(j) is the j-th Fourier coefficient of ρ1. Therefore, the Fourier modes have growth
rates:

γj = Re

[
iρ0j

∫
e−ijyW ′(y) dy − β−1j2

]
= ρ0j

∫
sin(jy)W ′(y) dy − β−1j2.

8



Substituting W ′(x) = −
∑n

k=1 kak sin(kx), our problem reduces to studying the sign
of:

γj = − j

2π

∫ 2π

0
sin(jy)

n∑
k=1

kak sin(ky) dy − β−1j2,

as β varies. For j > n, the integral term above is equal to 0. Hence:

γj = −β−1j2.

As this is always negative, these modes do not induce instability. For j ≤ n:

γj = − 1

2π

∫ 2π

0
sin(jy)

n∑
k=1

kak sin(ky) dy − β−1j = −jaj
2

− β−1j.

This is positive for 2β−1 < −aj , i.e. for β > − 2
aj
, as expected from the calculations in

the previous sections.

4 Perturbation analysis

Our next goal is to study the stability of non-uniform stationary states close to the critical
interaction strength. One approach would be to linearize the McKean-Vlasov operator

Lρ = β−1∂2xρ+ ∂x (∂xV ρ) + θ∂x ((∂xW ⋆ ρ)ρ) (12)

around the (non-uniform) stationary state ρ∞, the solution of the stationary McKean-
Vlasov PDE

β−1∂2xρ∞ + ∂x (∂xV ρ∞) + θ∂x ((∂xW ⋆ ρ∞)ρ∞) = 0, (13)

on [0, 2π] with periodic boundary conditions, and where θ denotes the interaction strength.
The linearized operator is

Lρ∞ρ = β−1∂2xρ+ ∂x(∂xV ρ) + θ∂x((∂xW ⋆ ρ∞)ρ) + θ∂x((∂xW ⋆ ρ)ρ∞)

=: β−1∂2xρ+ ∂x(Uθρ) +

∫
κθ(x, y)ρ(y) dy. (14)

In writing the above, we have introduced the effective potential Uθ. This is an integro-
differential Fokker–Planck operator. Via the standard ground state transformation we can
map it to a nonlocal Schrödinger operator [31][Sec. 4.9], of the form considered in [12, 13],
albeit with different boundary conditions. The spectral properties of (14) will be studied
elsewhere.

Instead of considering (14), we follow [5][Sec. 2.5] (Eqn (2.57)) and perform the ground
state transformation before the linearization to map the McKean-Vlasov operator to a
nonlinear and nonlocal Schrödinger operator. The nonlinearity and nonlocality enter
through the dependence on the Fourier modes of the stationary states that satisfy the
self-consistency equations. See also [34, Sec. 3].

The Schrödinger operator for the noisy Kuramoto model is:

Hf = f ′′ − 1

2

(
β2

2
r2 sin2(x) + βr cos(x)

)
f.

We consider the self-consistency equation (6) close to the critical inverse temperature
β = 2(1 + ε), for a small ε > 0. For β close to 2, we use the approximation r(β) ≈√
1− 2

β [5][Sec. 2.5]. Substituting these values of r and β in the expression for H:

Hf = f ′′ −
(
ε sin2(x) + ε2 sin2(x) +

√
ε(1 + ε) cos(x)

)
f.

9



Now, using the Taylor expansion for
√
1 + ε, we have

√
ε(1 + ε) =

√
ε+O(ε

√
ε). We set

δ =
√
ε and can then rewrite the equation for H as:

Hf = f ′′ − δ cos(x)f − δ2 sin2(x)f +O(δ3) =: H0 + δH1 + δ2H2 +O(δ3).

Therefore, we can consider H as a small perturbation of the operator H0f = f ′′. Our goal
is to calculate the eigenvalues of H perturbatively for small δ. We consider the eigenvalue
problem

Hψ = Eψ. (15)

We expand E and ψ in power series in δ:

ψ = ψ0 + δψ1 + δ2ψ2 + . . .

E = E0 + δE1 + δ2E2 + . . .

We substitute these expansions into (15) to obtain the following sequence of equations.
Order O(1): H0ψ0 = E0ψ0.
The eigenvalues of H0 are given by E(m) = −m2 for m ∈ N, and the corresponding

eigenfunctions are ψ(m)(x) = Am cos(mx) + Bm sin(mx), Am, Bm ∈ R. Due to the sym-
metry of the interaction potential, we will only consider even eigenfunctions, i.e. Bm = 0
for all m ∈ N. We take Am = 1√

π
so that ⟨ψ0, ψ0⟩ = 1.

Order O(δ): H0ψ1 +H1ψ0 = E0ψ1 + E1ψ0.
We take the inner product of both sides with ψ0 to obtain:

⟨ψ0, H0ψ1⟩+ ⟨ψ0, H1ψ0⟩ = E0⟨ψ0, ψ1⟩+ E1⟨ψ0, ψ0⟩.

Since H0 is self-adjoint in L2(0, 2π), we obtain:

E1 =
⟨ψ0, H1ψ0⟩
⟨ψ0, ψ0⟩

= 0,

Order O(δ2): H0ψ2 +H1ψ1 +H2ψ0 = E0ψ2 +E1ψ1 +E2ψ0 = E0ψ2 +E2ψ0. We take
again the inner product with ψ0 and use the self-adjointness of H0 to obtain:

E2 =
⟨ψ0, H1ψ1 +H2ψ0⟩

⟨ψ0, ψ0⟩
= ⟨ψ0, H1ψ1 +H2ψ0⟩.

We now calculate ψ1. It satisfies the equation

H0ψ1 +H1ψ0 = E0ψ1,

which takes the form

ψ′′
1 +m2ψ1 =

1√
π
cos(x) cos(mx),

in (0, 2π) with periodic boundary conditions. This is a second order inhomogeneous ODE;
its solution is:

ψ1(x) =
1

(4m2 − 1)
√
π

(
2m sin(x) sin(mx) + cos(x) cos(mx)

)
+ C2 sin(mx) + C1 cos(mx),

for C1, C2 ∈ R.
We can now calculate ⟨ψ0, H1ψ1⟩:

⟨ψ0, H1ψ1⟩ =

{
− 5

12 if m = 1

− 1
2(4m2−1)

if m ̸= 1.
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Similarly, we have:

⟨ψ0, H2ψ0⟩ =

{
−1

2 if m ̸= 1

−1
4 if m = 1.

We conclude that for m = 1 the second order perturbation is E2 = −2
3 , and for m ̸= 1:

E2 = − 1

2(4m2 − 1)
− 1

2
,

The eigenvalue of the perturbed operator H is hence given by: E = E0+δE1+δ
2E2 =

−m2 + δ2E2.
We are primarily interested in the first nonzero eigenvalue. We plot the asymptotic

formula E = −1 − 2
3δ

2 versus the numerically obtained ones. The latter are obtained by
using Matlab’s eig function on the operator Hf = f ′′ − δ cos(x)f − δ2 sin2(x)f

Figure 2: First eigenvalue as a function of δ, W (x) = − cos(x).

4.1 A higher order harmonic potential

We now consider the interaction potential W (x) = − cos(nx). The Schrödinger operator
becomes:

Hf = f ′′ − n2

2

(
β2

2
r2 sin2(nx) + βr cos(nx)

)
f(x).

Writing β = 2(1 + ε) and using the same expansion as before, we obtain:

Hf = f ′′ − δn2 cos(nx)f(x)− δ2n2 sin2(nx)f(x) +O(δ3) =: H0 + δH1 + δ2H2 +O(δ3).

We note that we can indeed use the same expansion for r as before, as this comes from
using the Taylor expansion on exp(βr cos(kx)) and all terms involving the cos(kx) terms
simplify. More precisely, we now have:

r =

∫ 2π
0 cos(nx) exp(βr cos(nx)) dx∫ 2π

0 exp(βr cos(nx)) dx
.

Approximating ex ≈ 1 + x+ x2

2 :

r =

∫ 2π
0 cos(nx) + βr cos(nx)2 + β2

2 r
2 cos(nx)3 dx∫ 2π

0 1 + βr cos(nx) + β2

2 r
2 cos(nx)2 dx

=
βrπ

2π + β2

2 r
2π
.

11



Substituting β = 2(1 + ε), we deduce that

r =

√
ε

1 + ε
.

We study again the equations corresponding to different orders of δ =
√
ε.

Order O(1): H0ψ0 = E0ψ0. As before, this is just the eigenvalue equation for the
unperturbed operator H0f = f ′′. Therefore, ψ0(x) = − 1√

π
cos(mx) for m ∈ N.

Order O(δ): H0ψ1 + H1ψ0 = E0ψ1 + E1ψ0. Using the same reasoning as with the
previous case, we obtain:

E1 = ⟨ψ0, H1ψ0⟩ =

{
0 if n ̸= 2m

−n2

2 if n = 2m.

Therefore, when n is even, we now have a non-zero first order perturbation; the corre-
sponding eigenvalues of H are:

E = −n
2

2

(
1

2
+ δ

)
.

Order O(δ2): H0ψ2 +H1ψ1 +H2ψ0 = E0ψ2 + E1ψ1 + E2ψ0.
As before:

E2 = ⟨ψ0, H1ψ1 +H2ψ0⟩

We only look at the second perturbation in the case where E1 = 0, i.e. when n ̸= 2m.
Performing the same calculations as in the previous subsection, we obtain that for n ̸= m:

E2 =
n2

(n2 − 4m2)

(
n2

2

)
− n2

2
,

while for n = m:

E2 = −5n2

12
− n2

4
=

2n2

3
.

Therefore, we obtain the following eigenvalues for H:

• For n ∈ N even, En = −n2

2

(
1
2 + δ

)
;

• For n,m ∈ N, m ̸= n
2 , En = −m2 + δ2

(
n2

(n2−4m2)

(
n2

2

)
− n2

2

)
;

• For n ∈ N, En = −n2 − δ2
(
n2

6

)
.

Table 1: Eigenvalues for W (x) = − cos(2x), δ = 0.1.

m Perturbation eigenvalue Numerical eigenvalue

1 -1.2 -1.2154
2 -4.0267 -4.0267
3 -9.0225 -9.0221
4 -16.0213 -16.0213
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Table 2: Eigenvalues for W (x) = − cos(3x), δ = 0.1.

m Perturbation eigenvalue Numerical eigenvalue

1 -0.964 -0.9653
2 -4.1029 -4.1015
3 -9.06 -9.0600
4 -16.0524 -16.0524

Table 3: Eigenvalues for W (x) = − cos(4x), δ = 0.1.

m Perturbation eigenvalue Numerical eigenvalue

1 -0.9733 -0.9739
2 -4.8 -4.8615
3 -9.144 -9.1434
4 -16.067 -16.067

4.2 Multichromatic potentials

We now consider W (x) = − cos(x)− 1
2 cos(2x). We recall that now the stationary distri-

bution is given by:

ρ∞(x) =
exp(β(r1 cos(x) +

r2
2 cos(2x)))∫ 2π

0 exp(β(r1 cos(x) +
r2
2 cos(2x))) dx

(16)

with r1 and r2 satisfying the self-consistency equations:

r1 =

∫ 2π
0 cos(x) exp(β(r1 cos(x) +

r2
2 cos(2x))) dx∫ 2π

0 exp(β(r1 cos(x) +
r2
2 cos(2x))) dx

(17)

and

r2 =

∫ 2π
0 cos(2x) exp(β(r1 cos(x) +

r2
2 cos(2x))) dx∫ 2π

0 exp(β(r1 cos(x) +
r2
2 cos(2x))) dx

(18)

We need to find approximations for r1 and r2 near the critical value of β. Using that
exp(x) ∼ 1 + x+ x2

2 in equations (17)-(18), we obtain that, close to β = 2, r22(β) behaves
linearly, and that

r1 =

√
r2

(
r2 +

2

β

)
. (19)

To obtain an explicit expression for r2(β) we use a basic fitting algorithm to obtain
that the best approximation is given by

r2(β) =

√
3

2
− 3

β
.

Substituting this in (19), we obtain the corresponding approximating function for r1:

r1(β) =

√
3

2
− 3

β
+

2

β

√
3

2
− 3

β

We now use these approximations to study the Schrödinger operator forW = − cos(x)−
1
2 cos(2x). With ρ∞ as in (16), we have that:

U(x) :=
β

2
W ∗ ρ∞(x) = −β

2
r1 cos(x)−

β

4
r2 cos(2x)
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Therefore:

Lf = f ′′ −
(
(U ′)2

4
+
U ′′

2

)
f

= f ′′ −
(
β2

4
(r1 sin(x) + r2 sin(2x))

2 +
β

2
(r1 cos(x) + 2r2 cos(2x))

)
f

We now substitute β = 2(1 + ε), η = ε1/4, use the above expressions for r1(β), r2(β) and
ignore terms of order higher than O(η3). After long calculations, we obtain the following
expression for the perturbed operator:

Hf := f ′′ −

(√
3

2
η2 sin2(x) +

(
3

2

)1/4

η cos(x) + 2

√
3

2
η2 cos(2x)

)
f

=: H0 + ηH1 + η2H2,

where

H0f = f ′′;

H1f = −
(
3

2

)1/4

cos(x)f(x);

H2f = −
√

3

2

(
sin2(x) + 2 cos(2x)

)
f(x) = −1

2

√
3

2
(1 + 3 cos(2x))f(x).

We do the usual perturbation argument to find the eigenvalues E and eigenfunctions ψ
solving Hψ = Eψ. We solve the equation order by order.

Order O(1): H0ψ0 = E0ψ0.
As usual, this gives us ψ0 =

1√
π
cos(nx), E0 = −n2.

Order O(η): H0ψ1+H1ψ0 = E0ψ1+E1ψ0. Performing the same steps as before gives
us E1 = 0 again.

Order O(η2): H0ψ2+H1ψ1+H2ψ0 = E0ψ2+E1ψ1+E2ψ0 = E0ψ2+E2ψ0. We again
take the inner product with ψ0 and use that H0 is Hermitian to obtain:

E2 = ⟨ψ0, H1ψ1 +H2ψ0⟩

Solving similar equations as in the previous subsections we have, for n = 1:

E2 = −(36)1/4

12
− 3

2

√
3

2

and for n ̸= 1:

E2 = −1

2

√
3

2

(
1

4n2 − 1
+ 1

)
Therefore, the eigenvalues of H are E = −1− η2

(
(36)1/4

12 + 3
2

√
3
2

)
and, for n ̸= 1:

E = −n2 − η2
1

2

√
3

2

(
1

4n2 − 1
+ 1

)
Fixing η (for example, η = 0.5) and calculating a few values, we can see that they are

in very good agreement with the eigenvalues found numerically by MATLAB. As before,
we provide a plot to illustrate the behaviour of the first eigenvalue as η varies.
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Figure 3: First eigenvalue as a function of η, W (x) = − cos(x)− 1
2 cos(2x).

5 Numerical experiments

In this section we consider both steady states and the dynamics of the Fokker-Planck equa-
tion (1) by solving it numerically using pseudospectral methods [7, 21, 28]. Furthermore,
we compare the solution of the PDE to results obtained from Monte-Carlo simulations
using the Euler-Maruyama method [23].

5.1 Steady states and intermediate dynamics

As described in Section 2, we expect there to be a qualitative change in the nature of
the steady-state solution of the PDE (1) at βc = T−1

c . Due to the gradient structure
of the PDE, (numerical approximations to the) steady states can be determined either
by solving the PDE directly over a long time interval, or by solving the self-consistency
equation (4) iteratively, for example via Picard iteration. A key difference here is that
iterative approaches can converge to unstable steady states, whereas the PDE method
always approaches a stable steady state. This motivates our choice in this section to use
the long time PDE solutions.

In order to focus on the effects of the choice of the interaction parameters on the
dynamics, in this section we consider dynamics with no external potential. We will rein-
troduce the external potential in the following section when comparing against stochastic
dynamics.

We reiterate from above that for for β < βc, we expect the uniform state to be stable,
corresponding to the long time solution of the PDE being ρ∞ = 1/(2π). In contrast, for
β > βc, we expect to observe the other, peaked solutions. Furthermore, as β grows larger,
we expect the steady state to be more strongly peaked.

In Figures 4–7 we show ‘intermediate’ and ‘long’ time dynamics of the PDE for various
interactions, W , and a range of β. The particular choices of W are somewhat arbitrary;
we have chosen interactions with n = 2 and n = 3 coefficients, with the values chosen to
result in a range of different dynamics.

We start with an initial condition that is a small perturbation of the uniform state -
ρ0(x) = 1

2π + 0.01 sin
(
x− π

2

)
. We note that the particular form of the initial condition

dictates the position of the peak in the steady state; we have chosen it such that the peak
is located at θ = π for clarity. Due to the translational invariance of the problem, this
perturbation can, in principle, be chosen to control the position of the peak(s); we will make
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use of this in the following section when comparing to the SDE dynamics. One may think
that, in parameter regimes where the uniform state is unstable, a deliberate perturbation is
not necessary to see dynamics, as this should be produced by the accumulation of numerical
errors. However, due to the very high accuracy of the chosen numerical schemes we find
that it is necessary to deliberately perturb the uniform state in order to induce dynamics
in reasonable computational times.

As can be seen in the figures, for β < βc, the long time solution is indeed the numerical
steady state. As expected, for β > βc we see a more interesting range of long time
solutions, which (for the examples below) have a single peak. Note that for β close to βc
the convergence to equilibrium can be very slow; this is demonstrated in the right hand
plots of Figures 6 and 7 where the solutions for β close to βc have not yet converged to
the final steady state. This effect is due to the exponential slowing down of the dynamics
near the critical value of β.

Considering now the ‘intermediate’ dynamics in the left hand plots of Figures 6 and 7,
we note that there are transient regimes where where the number of peaks is the value of
k corresponding to the largest |ak|. However, these states appear to be unstable as the
long time dynamics results in a single peak. The instability of multi-peak steady states
was also observed in [33], [20].

Looking at the dynamics in a bit more detail, we see that for the interactions in
Figures 4 and 5, the largest (in magnitude) coefficient is a1, which corresponds to a single
Fourier mode. As expected, this leads to relatively simple dynamics in which the solution
quickly converges to a single peak. As shown in Figure 5 adding a third non-zero coefficient
does not change the critical value βc, nor the qualitative nature of the solution. However,
it does affect the quantitative dynamics, for example by decreasing the width of the final
solutions for fixed β. There is also a more obvious three-peaked state during the dynamics
for β = 2, although it is possible that this arises at a different time for the dynamics in
Figure 4.

In Figures 6 and 7 we consider interactions where the largest magnitude coefficient
corresponds to a higher Fourier mode. In these cases, we clearly see the transient states
which have a number of peaks corresponding to the Fourier mode with the coefficient with
the largest magnitude. However, the steady state solution is dominated by the lowest
non-zero Fourier mode, which in the cases shown here results in a single peak.

Figure 4: PDE dynamics for different values of β for the interacting potential W (θ) =
−3 cos(θ) − cos(2θ), V (θ) = 0 for times T = 5 (left) and T = 103 (right). The critical
temperature is βc =

2
3 .
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Figure 5: PDE dynamics for different values of β for the interacting potential W (θ) =
−3 cos(θ) − cos(2θ) − cos(3θ), V (θ) = 0 for times T = 5 (left) and T = 103 (right). The
critical temperature is βc =

2
3 .

Figure 6: PDE dynamics for different values of β for the interacting potential W (x) =
− cos(x)− 2 cos(2x), V (x) = 0, for times T = 103 (left) and T = 106 (right). The critical
temperature is βc = 1.

Figure 7: PDE dynamics for different values of β for the interacting potential W (x) =
− cos(x) − cos(2x) − 3 cos(3x), V (x) = 0, for times T = 103 (left) and T = 106 (right).
The critical temperature is βc =

2
3 .

Figures 4-7 only show stable steady states with one single peak. It is possible to con-
struct models with stable multipeak stationary distributions by simply rescaling the do-
main of the interaction potential, i.e. by considering potentials with higher harmonics and
with a zero first Fourier mode. For example, the interaction potential W (x) = − cos(2x)
will have a two-peak stable steady state.

5.2 Comparison with Monte Carlo Simulations

In this section we compare the dynamics of the PDE, (1), with those of the underlying
interacting particle SDE, (5). The aim here is twofold: we will (i) demonstrate the effects
of translational invariance on the results of stochastic sampling, and (ii) compare the PDE
and SDE dynamics directly for a single initial condition with a large number of particles;
this is a numerical demonstration of the mean-field limiting dynamics agreeing.
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We will also investigate systems which have a non-zero confining potential. For a non-
trivial potential, this breaks the translational invariance and allows us to demonstrate very
good agreement between the two solutions by performing multiple runs of the stochastic
dynamics and averaging. This is computationally much cheaper than performing a single
run with a larger number of particles: For N particles and R runs, the computational cost
scales approximately as N2R (where the N2 scaling results from having to compute the
interaction potential), so increasing the number of runs is much cheaper than increasing
the number of particles.

To numerically solve the SDE (5), we use the Euler-Maruyama method [23] and
compare our findings with the results obtained from the PDE solver. Unless otherwise
stated, in all the simulations we use 500 particles, and a timestep of 0.01. The initial
condition is generated by sampling from the same initial condition ρ0 as for the PDE
given in Section 5.1 using Monte-Carlo slice sampling [27].

We first consider the interaction potential W (x) = − cos(x)− 1
2 cos(2x), with no con-

fining potential, an interaction strength K = 1, and inverse temperature β = 3. We run
the dynamics up to a final time T = 200.

As mentioned, in the absence of a confining potential, the problem is translationally
invariant. This means, in particular, that above the phase transition we have infinitely
many stationary states parameterized by an angle θ ∈ [0, 2π] [5]. Consequently, when
performing particle simulations, if we average over many realizations of the noise, we
obtain (approximately) the uniform distribution; see the left plot in Figure 8. On the
other hand, if we perform a single simulation, with a sufficiently large number of particles,
then the results of the stochastic simulations are in good agreement with the results of
the PDE, up to a translation in space; see the right plot in Figure 8. Note that, in order
to more clearly demonstrate the agreement, we have adjusted the PDE initial condition
through a translational shift so that the positions of the peaks (approximately) align.
This gives exactly the same result as simply re-plotting the PDE (or SDE) solution on a
translated axis.

Figure 8: PDE and SDE dynamics for W (x) = − cos(x)− 1
2 cos(2x) for 500 particles and

100 runs (left) and 1 run (right).

We now compare the PDE and SDE dynamics for a range of other interactions and
no external potential. Our next example concerns the interaction potential W (x) =
−1

4 cos(4x) −
1
6 cos(6x), and is chosen to demonstrate the agreement for multi-peaked

solutions. We integrate up to T = 200, with a timestep ∆t = 0.01. As can be seen in
Figure 9, the agreement between the PDE and SDE is very good. Note that here we did
not need to shift the PDE solution to align the peaks; this would not be true for a different
realisation of the noise.
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Figure 9: PDE and SDE dynamics with one run forW (x) = −1
4 cos(4x)−

1
6 cos(6x), V (x) =

0, β = 10.

Our next example is chosen from [35] concerning Hodgkin-Huxley oscillators, where
the second Fourier mode now has positive sign. We take W (x) = − cos(x) + 1

2 cos(2x).
Our numerical experiments (not shown) agree with the result of the paper that there is a
phase transition at βc = 2. We plot here the density for β = 3, with 100, T = 200, and
∆t = 0.01. The results are shown in Figure 10; again, the agreement between the SDE
and PDE is very good.

Figure 10: PDE and SDE dynamics for W (x) = − cos(x) + 1
2 cos(2x), V (x) = 0, β = 3.

In contrast to the examples presented so far, the presence of an external/confining
potential breaks translation invariance. Consequently, averaging over many realization
of the noise in the particle simulations leads to a non-uniform stationary state. We now
consider two such examples, averaging solutions for 500 particles over 10 runs in each case.

For the first example we consider the Brownian mean field model in a magnetic field,
(7), with W (x) = − cos(x) and V (x) = 0.2 cos(x + π). We integrate up to T = 1000
with ∆t = 0.01. The results are shown in Figure 11, where we once again have excellent
agreement between the PDE and SDE.
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Figure 11: PDE and SDE dynamics for W (x) = − cos(x) with confining potential V (x) =
0.2 cos(x+ π), β = 3, 500 particles, 10 runs.

Finally for long time solutions, we consider an example taken from [1]. Here W (x) =
−2 cos(2x) and V (x) = cos(x). In this case the dynamics converge more slowly and we take
a final time of T = 7000 and ∆t = 0.01. Figure 12 demonstrates the excellent agreement
between the dynamics at long times.

Figure 12: PDE and SDE dynamics forW (x) = −2 cos(x) with confining potenital V (x) =
cos(x+ π), β = 3, 500 particles.

Of course, one is often interested not only in long time dynamics, but also in the
full evolution of the density. In Figure 13 we compare the PDE and SDE dynamics at
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a number of times for two different combinations of interaction and external potentials.
As previously discussed, the agreement between the two dynamics is better in the second
picture as we have a confining potential which breaks translation invariance, and a simpler
interaction potential.

Figure 13: PDE and SDE dynamics for a different range of times, β = 3, for W (x) =
− cos(x) − 1

2 cos(2x), V (x) = 0 (left) and for W (x) = − cos(x), V (x) = 0.2 cos
(
x− π

2

)
(right).

5.3 PDE simulations for the HKB model

Another model with confining potential is the Haken–Kelso–Bunz (HKB) (see Chapter 5,
[18]). Here W (x) = − cos(x), V (x) = −α cos(x + π) − γ cos(2x). We plot the stationary
states of the Fokker-Planck PDE for different values of α, γ.

Figure 14: PDE dynamics for the HKB model with α, γ = 1, β = 3.
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Figure 15: PDE dynamics for the HKB model with α = 1, γ = 1
8 , β = 3.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we studied the stability of steady states for McKean-Vlasov dynamics on
the torus, for interaction potentials that contain multiple non-zero Fourier modes. It was
shown, through the study of the self-consistency equations, of the free energy of the system
and through a linear stability analysis, that there is a critical temperature value at which
the constant stationary state of the system becomes unstable. Furthermore, the stability
of non-constant stationary states was analysed by means of perturbation theory for higher
harmonic and multichromatic interaction potentials. Finally, we verified these results with
extensive numerical simulations of both the Fokker-Planck PDEs and the systems of SDEs
involved.

The work presented in this paper can be extended in several interesting directions.
First, we would like to study the effect of inertia on the formation and stability of multipeak
solutions by considering the kinetic mean field PDE. Second, the impact of colored noise on
the stability on the phase transitions and on the stability of non-uniform steady states is an
important question, motivated by recent work on the modeling of collective organization
in cyanobacteria [15]. More generally, we aim at applying our analytical and numerical
methodologies to the study of active matter, e.g. [32]. All these topics are currently under
investigation.
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