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An amplitude equation for the conserved-Hopf bifurcation

Nonreciprocal interactions and conservation laws both play an important role
in out-of-equilibrium pattern formation processes, e.g., in biochemical systems.
The generic oscillatory instability in such systems — the conserved-Hopf insta-
bility — is increasingly being studied as a central organizing element for the
ongoing dynamic patterning. We employ a weakly nonlinear multi-scale analy-
sis to obtain a closed-form (but nonlocal) slow-time evolution equation for the
spatio-temporal dynamics of the amplitude of fast-time oscillations for a two-
species Cahn-Hilliard model with nonreciprocal interactions. A comparison of
analytical results for the reduced model and numerical results for the full model
reveals excellent agreement. The derived amplitude equation will allow for a sys-
tematic study of universal behavior occurring in the vicinity of conserved-Hopf

instabilities.

I. INTRODUCTION

For spatially extended dynamical systems, multiscale analyses represent a powerful tool
to identify universal behavior close to the onset of linear instabilities, i.e., in the vicinity of
local bifurcations.'™® Independently of the specific system or instability, this relies on two
key observations: On the one hand, the growth rates of the mode(s) destabilized at the
bifurcation are small, i.e., there dynamics occurs on a much slower timescale than the one of
the stable modes. The latter relax on a fast timescale implying that they are slaved to the
slow modes” On the other hand, in pattern forming systems unstable modes only occur in
a small band of wavenumbers about the critical one. This results in the emergence of length
scales and typically results in a scale separation between the length scale of a pattern and
the length scale over which its amplitude or phase are modulated.**

The ensuing scale separation in space and/or time is then employed through various
multiscale expansions, for systems that develop spatial structures or patterns resulting in
amplitude (or envelope) equations. These are of reduced complexity with reduced order pa-
rameter and control parameter sets, and allow for analytical insights into universal behavior
beyond linear approximations and may as well dramatically reduce the numerical effort.

A prominent classification of instabilities in spatially extended systems by Cross and

Hohenberg? distinguishes three types (I, IT and III) with two respective flavors: stationary (or
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monotonic) and oscillatory — in total, six categories of generic codimension-one instabilities.
However, it has turned out that this traditional classification is not ideally suited when
systematically considering systems with conservation laws that have come into sharper focus
over the past two decades.¢010

In consequence, a recent alternative classification into eight categories is based on three
dichotomous properties, namely, large scale (L) vs. small scale (S) instability, stationary
(s) vs. oscillatory (o) instability, and nonconserved (N) vs. conserved (C) dynamics of rele-
vant mode(s). A table that lists the resulting eight instability types, the employed naming
convention and their relation to the traditional classification is given in the supplementary
material of Ref. [16. Here, it is reproduced in appendix [A] as Table [[] together with some
further remarks.

Here, we solely focus on length- and timescales that arise from the dispersion relations and
their implications for the corresponding amplitude equation obtained by a weakly nonlinear
approach. They are well known for the four cases without conservation law: Turing (small-
scale, stationary) and Hopf (large-scale, oscillatory) instability give rise to the real and
complex Ginzburg-Landau equation, respectively, that effectively describe the respective
spatio-temporal modulation of harmonic spatial modulations and of harmonic temporal
oscillations on large length- and slow timescale. Because no fast time- or short lengthscale
is induced by the dispersion relation, in the case of the Allen-Cahn instability (large-scale,
stationary) the relevant “amplitude” is a simple scalar order parameter field, resulting in
the Allen-Cahn equation as “amplitude equation”. In the case of a wave instability (small-
scale, oscillatory) the amplitude equation corresponds to coupled complex Ginzburg-Landau
equations for the amplitudes of left- and right-traveling waves. They are, however, only
valid at small group velocity (see, e.g., section VL.LE of Ref. [I7). Otherwise, the amplitude

1'%, These cases are all well covered by the Cross-Hohenberg classification

equation is nonloca,
and extensively analyzed in the literature.

However, this is less so for the four cases with conservation laws. There, one has to addi-
tionally account for the slow relaxation of the large-scale modes near-zero wavenumber. In
the case of the conserved-Turing instability the real Ginzburg-Landau equation then couples
to a nonlinear diffusion equation”, while the case of the conserved-wave instability results in

two complex Ginzburg-Landau equations coupled to an nonlinear diffusion equation.” The

Cahn-Hilliard instability is the conserved equivalent of the Allen-Cahn instability, imply-
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ing that the relevant amplitude is also a simple scalar field and the amplitude equation is
a Cahn-Hilliard equation™, explaining the coarsening behavior for many reaction-diffusion
systems with one conservation law, in particular, in the vicinity of a large-scale stationary
instability®20 22

In the final case of a conserved-Hopf instability, two conservation laws are needed to allow
for a large-scale oscillatory instability of a conserved mode. Although such instabilities and
the resulting nonlinear oscillatory behavior have been described for a number of systems with

TOIT2123H 28

at least two conservation laws a systematic understanding of the underlying univer-

sal behavior has still to emerge. A particular case that has recently attracted considerable
attention is the nonreciprocally coupled Cahn-Hilliard mode] 10%240

Ref. [16 has shown that a general nonreciprocal two-component Cahn-Hilliard model cap-
tures the universal behavior in the vicinity of any conserved-Hopf instability in terms of the
dynamics of two density-like scalar fields that directly correspond to the trivial amplitudes
of the relative zero-modes as in the corresponding stationary case. However, although the
resulting “amplitude equation” captures the corresponding behavior of many specific sys-
tems and encodes their parameters in its universal but still extremely rich parameter set
it does not correspond to an amplitude equation in the spirit of a Ginzburg-Landau-type
equation. Actually, the equation derived in Ref. [16] instead corresponds to the amplitude
equation for an instability of higher codimension because it encompasses further primary
bifurcations beside the conserved-Hopf instability, e.g., a codimension-two Cahn-Hilliard
instability. Therefore, the corresponding proper amplitude equation is still missing.

Our present work develops such an amplitude equation and in this way hopefully com-
pletes the set of eight such equations for the eight above discussed linear instabilities. Our
approach is based on a close inspection of the dispersion relation that implies the occur-
rence of two different timescales. On the one hand, there are the frequencies of the unstable
modes. They scale with £2 where ¢ represents the distance to the onset of the conserved-Hopf
instability. On the other hand, the fastest growing unstable mode has a growth rate of order
e*. We show that these timescales can be separated ultimately resulting in an amplitude
equation that captures the nonlinear behavior of the slowly evolving amplitude of the modes
with e2-frequencies in the vicinity of the conserved-Hopf bifurcation.

This work is structured as follows. In section [[I] we discuss the scaling properties re-

sulting from the dispersion relation of the conserved-Hopf bifurcation, and introduce the
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relatively simple but instructive example of a symmetric Cahn-Hilliard model with purely
nonreciprocal linear coupling. We identify the resulting linear problem as a free-particle
Schrodinger equation and discuss the resulting multi-scale ansatz in real and Fourier space.
Subsequently, in section [[TI we derive the leading-order amplitude equation and briefly
discuss its structure and properties. In section [[V] we proceed by determining analytic so-
lutions of the obtained amplitude equation, their linear stability and resulting bifurcation
structure. The discussion carries over to section [V] where we quantitatively compare states,
bifurcation structure and time evolution of the solutions of the amplitude equation and of
the fully nonlinear model. Finally, we lift the restrictions imposed by the simplicity of the
case considered in sections [[] to [V] and extend the developed approach towards the generic

case. We summarize and conclude in section [VIII

II. SCALING, ANSATZ AND SYMMETRY
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FIG. 1. Dispersion relation of the conserved Hopf bifurcation. The growth rate A is shown in blue,
purple and red for g < 0, u = 0 and g > 0 respectively. The dotted lines indicate the frequencies
+Q.

We consider a system of spatially and temporally homogeneous and parity symmetric
kinetic equations of first order in time for scalar fields. For simplicity, we consider a large,

one-dimensional domain of size [ with periodic boundary conditions. The Taylor-expanded
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dispersion relation for a conserved-Hopf bifurcation is®

Ax (k) = A(k) £iQ(k)
A(k) = pk? — §'k* + O(k5) (1)
Q(k) = wk? — W'k* + O(K9),

where y = £2ji < 1 and O(w) = O(f1) = O(1). In other words, the system is close to the
onset of a conserved, large-scale, oscillatory instability, where for g > 0 modes with complex
conjugate pairs of eigenvalues with & < k., = 5\/W will exponentially grow whereas all
other modes will decay exponentially, see Fig.[T, A simple example, that, similar to the Swift-
Hohenberg model for the Turing instability, directly and without Taylor-expansion yields
the dispersion relation (1)), is the symmetric Cahn-Hilliard model with purely nonreciprocal

linear coupling
Ot = Oy (—ppt + U — Opptt — W)

O = Oy (—pv + 0> — Oy + wur), (2)

! !
in the particular case / udr = / vdr =0
0 0

which is a special case of the models analyzed in Refs. 29-34 and 139, where sometimes
additional noise is added. Further simplified versions are obtained by linearizing the second
equation #PH8HOAL Using a vector notation u = (u,v) and employing the usual ansatz u(t) =
wy + du(t) with du(t) ~ ee*** < 1 in (), i.e., adding a small perturbation du to the
trivial solution w(z,t) = v(z,t) = 0, we obtain the dispersion relation (/1)) with ' = 1 and
W' =0.

Next, we observe that the fastest growing wavenumber k.. is of O(e) which implies
that dynamics occur on the length scale X = ex. This implies that the leading order
oscillation in occurs on the timescale 7 = %t, whereas the first contribution of the
growth rates occur on the timescale T' = £*. Then, we perform a weakly nonlinear analysis
for the symmetric model with the scalings 0, = €0x and 9; = €20, + €10 and u(t) =
eui(X,7,T) + h.o.t.. The first nonvanishing contribution occurs at O(e?) and yields the
homogeneous linear problem

Lu, =0
0 —w (3)

with L:l&— GXX
w 0
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This corresponds, up to prefactors, to the linear, i.e., free-particle Schrodinger equationﬂ.

Its general solution is
w (X, 7,T) = “T%X A(X, T)e, + e “T%X A*(X Te_, (4)

where e; = (44,1)/v/2 (ie., e, L e_). In other words, ¢“7xx corresponds to a time
evolution operator, where —w0dy y is the free-particle Hamiltonian and the slowly varying
amplitude A(X,T) takes to role of the initial wavefunction that (on the fast timescale 7)
freely propagates in space.

Next, we pause briefly to discuss the consequences of the ansatz that arises from
the linear problem at leading order. In general, the underlying symmetry of the original
system, i.e., parity symmetry and homogeneity in space and time combined with the relation
between amplitude and original variables implies consequences for the form of occurring
nonlinearities. For instance, for the standard Hopf instability without conservation law, the
usual ansatz is u(z,t) = ee“'A(X,7)e, + c.c.. Here, homogeneity in time implies that
the equations are invariant under the shift ¢ — ¢ 4+ t;,. Hence, on the amplitude level, the
amplitude A picks up a global phase A(X,7) — e“%A(X, 7). From this we can conclude
that the simplest occurring nonlinearity is ~ A|A|? as it transforms like the linear term,
i.e., A|A|? — e“™ A|A|?, whereas quadratic or other cubic terms are forbidden, because e.g.,
A? — % A% shows a different transformation behavior P

We transfer this argument to the ansatz for the conserved Hopf instability. Here and
in the following, it is instructive to discuss the problem in terms of Fourier modes, i.e., we
introduce the usual Fourier transform A(K,T), which fulfils A(X,T) = 3", A(K, T)e5X,

where K = 2mz/L, with L = ¢l and z € Z. Hence, the amplitude transforms under

! The fields u correspond to the real and imaginary part of a wave function 1, i.e., the Schrédinger equation

in its common form can be brought into this form via adding and subtracting its complex conjugate:

Imy 0 1 Imy
Zatw = - a:ocw <~ 6t = a;z:c
Re) -10 Rey

2 Analogously, for Turing instabilities, where u(z,t) = ce'** A(X,7)e, + c.c.., the combination of homo-
geneity in space with additional parity invariance yields that the simplest nonlinearity is ~ A|A[* with a

real coefficient.
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T — T+ Tg as

A(X,T) — e“™%xx A(X T)
— einoaXX Z A<K7 T)eiKX

Z ﬂmoKQ A(K, T>eiKX.

K
In other words, by the convolution theorem each Fourier mode fl(K ,T) of the amplitude
transforms individually as A(K,T) — e “™X* A(K,T). This has dramatic consequences for
nonlinearities of the amplitude equation. Especially, it rules out all local nonlinearities, as
they generically couple distinct Fourier-modes with non-uniform transformation behavior.
However, (nonlocal) nonlinearities compatible with the symmetry can be explicitly con-
structed based on their Fourier space representation, like, e.g., F ’1[121|A|2] Next, we will

derive the amplitude equation, i.e., a dynamical equation for A(X,T) at leading order.

ITI. LEADING ORDER AMPLITUDE EQUATION: SIMPLE CASE

At O(e') we obtain a similar homogeneous linear system for u, as Egs. for uy at
O(e?). Here, it is not considered further as it does not contribute at O(e®). At O(£°), we

obtain the inhomogeneous linear system

Lus = g5 with
—/lul + Ui’ — 8XXU1 8Tu1 (6)

g5 = Oxx ~ 5 -
—fivy + vy — Oxx1 Orv;

To apply a Fredholm alternative, we define a “spatiotemporal scalar product” in the function

space of spatially L-periodic and temporally 1/Q-periodic functions

L 1/Qmin
(F:G) = Qz / dx / drFiG, (7)
0 0

where Qi = WKI%iin/(27T) = 2nw/L?. Then, the integral of a harmonic function is only

1/Qmm d iKX IQT

nonzero, i.e., m“‘ dX f = 1 if both spatial and temporal frequencies

vanish (K = Q = 0). It is zero otherwise.
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By the Fredholm alternative, Eq. @ only has a solution if g is orthogonal to the kernel

of the adjoint linear operator L, given by

0 w
L' =-10, — Oxx = —L. (8)
—w 0

In line with Egs. and at O(&3) the kernel of this linear operator is given by
m = %X B(X)e, +e T (X)e_, (9)

where B(X) and C(X) are arbitrary functions. To obtain an equation for the amplitude
A(X,T) we choos B(X) = §(X — X) and C(X) = 0. Then, applying the Fredholm
alternative for the linear contributions in g;, i.e., evaluating their scalar product with

Eq. @D and substituting w; with the amplitude , we obtain

(
< (10)
(XX A(X, T)ey + e “™OXX A*(X, Te_))

(

=(—fdg 5 — Ogx5x — Or) AKX, T),

where we employed the orthogonality of e, and e_, and used the unitarity of the operator
e~ wr9xx or, more specifically, applied (infinitely many) partial integrations in space. Next,

we consider the cubic nonlinearities within g;. Inserting the amplitude A(X,T") from

yields
Ui{) . 3
Ox x 5|~ Oxx {(6IWT8XXA(X7 T)) w'V
Uy
+3 (e7WOxx A%(X, T)) (7xX A(X, T))” w® (11)

+3 (6—iw7-axx A* (X, T>)2 (einaxx A(X7 T)) w(3)

+ (e—inaxx A* (X7 T))S w(4):| .

3 This is meant in the sense that X is a free parameter, i.e., we choose a specific point in space, where
we want to evaluate the amplitude. As the Fredholm alternative can be applied for any X , the derived

amplitude equation holds everywhere in space.
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The w® are given by

w(l) _ (e-l—)? ’ w(2) _ (64_)%(6_)1

(e+)s (e4)3(e-)s 12
w(g) _ (e+)1(e_) and w(4) _ (e—)?

(e4)2(e-) (e-);

where (e4); and (e)s refer to the first and second component of ey, respectively. For
the presently considered simple non-generic choice of linear and nonlinear terms, we obtain
wl) =w® =e_/2 and w? = w? = e, /2.

First, we deal with the second term ~ w® in , as it results in the dominant nonlinear
contribution. We use the identity §(X — X) = > e ~%) and again express all occurring
amplitudes by their Fourier transform A(X,T) = 3, A(K,T)e X to evaluate the scalar
product

. ~ . . 2
3 <€1WT8XX5(X N X)e.,.; aXX (e_MTBXXA*(X, T)) (eleaXXA(X’ T)) w(2)>

2
3/ iwr iQ(X—X —iwT 1* i —iwT i i
=5 <e Oxx ZeQ(X Ne,:0xx (e Oxx ZA (K,T)eKX> <e Oxx ZA(K,T)@ KX) e+>
3

Q K K

BN GON AR, YA T)A(K, T)
Q7K7K/7K//

1/Qmin L
x (—QQ)// eiwr(Q2+K2—K’2—K”2)d7_/ X (—Q-K+K'+K") 4 x
0 0

lgze@x AQ.1) Y A%(K TJAK,T) = Y ¥ (~Q)AQ )AQ, T)A"(Q.T)
K

S (2?1[A<K7 )" A(K, 7))~ FAGK, T A(K, T)ﬁ) .
o

(13)
Here, the key observation is that the two integrals in the third line are zero, whenever

one of the integrands has a nonzero phase. Therefore only terms with
Q*+K*=K?+K"” and Q+K=K +K" (14)

contribute. Egs. have a strong analogy to an elastic collision, i.e., they correspond
to the nonrelativistic, elastic 2 — 2 scattering of particles with equal mass, incoming mo-

menta (), K and outgoing momenta K’, K”. In one dimension, the only possibilities are

10
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that the two particles exchange momenta or pass unhindered, i.e., the momenta are pairwise
equal Q = K’ and K = K" or Q = K” and K = K’. After inserting into Eq. , both
options yield the same contribution. However, if () = K the two solutions are idetical,
i.e., we have to account for overcounting, which is done by the second term in the fourth
row of Eq. . Due to Parseval’s identity, the first term transforms into real space, as
FUAK,T) Y. o |A(K', T[] = A(X,T)]A(X,T), ie., as a coupling to the mean am-
plitude squared. In real space the second term can be expressed as the double-convolution
FHAJAPX) = [A(X)*xA(X)*A*(—X)](X), but we will keep the first notation for brevity.
A similar consideration for the three remaining nonlinearities yields that they correspond
to elastic 4 — 0, 3 — 1 and 1 — 3 scatterings of particles with equal masﬁ in one di-
mension. Trivial solutions, where some of the momenta equal zero do not contribute, since
A(K = 0,T) = 0 which results from the mass conservation of the underlying system. Fur-
ther, the latter two contributions are also negligible compared to the 2 — 2 scattering if
the amplitude is sufficiently localized in Fourier space, which we assume. Finally, collect-
ing all terms and reintroducing the original scales, i.e., introducing a = €A, we obtain the

amplitude equation

Oy = 0, (—ua + 2 (2alaP - 7 alaft) - a) , (15)

were the coefficient(s) are all real. The amplitude equation is related to the dynamics of the

original fields w via
w(z,t) = ¥ gz t)e, + e W0 (1 t)e_ (16)

The dispersion relation of equation is \(k?) = pk? — k%, i.e., compared to the general
Eq. the frequencies =+ wk? on the fast timescale do no longer appear, i.e., the fast
timescale has been fully separated. In the considered case, the instability is even stationary,
i.e., the eigenvalues are real. However, this is a nongeneric consequence of our minimal
choice , i.e., without a contribution ~ k* to the frequency, i.e., ' = 0 in Eq. . The
general case is treated below in section [V

Remarkably, the obtained amplitude equation with real coefficients has the structure of

4 Here, elastic means that energy and momentum are both conserved. However, mass is not conserved, e.g.,
for the 1 — 3 case, one particle splits into three particles, where each has a similar mass as the incident

particle.
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a gradient dynamics for a conserved complex field, i.e., it can be written in the form

)
o0 = 0,0, (17)
where the underlying energy functional is
12 1/2 2
Gla) = [ (-ulaP +l0.aP)do 5 | 5 [ s
—1/2 —l/2 (18)
7 /// Na(z")a(x — 2’ — 2")dx da'da” .

—L13
22

The energy is more intuitively understood, if it is expressed by the Fourier amplitude a,

where a(z,t) = >, a(k,t)e™™ . It reads

_zz{ (—p+ k) ]a|2——|a|4] 3 (Zmy?) | (19)

As (30, 1a]?)? > >, |al*, for large values of a the energy is dominated by the strictly positive
last term. This shows that it is bounded from below. The variational character of has

important implications: The evaluation of the total time derivative of Glal, i.e.,

5(} da 59 da q
5a dt v

1/2
0G 0G pl.
o (250) + 5 (i) o= =

demonstrates that Gla] is a Lyapunov functional. This implies that the amplitude a(x,t)

2

09 de <0,

8,6%

o] (&
g

will always eventually approach a stable steady state, and all stable steady states will only
show eigenmodes with real eigenvalues, i.e., no oscillatory dynamics occurs on the level of

the amplitude equation.

Next, we will analyze the analytical solutions of the amplitude equation and relate
them to the dynamics of the full model.

12
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IV. STATES AND THEIR STABILITY

Before entering fine details, we discuss the simple harmonic solution to the amplitude

equation . As shown below it is given by

- 1)

where |q| € (0, /p) for p > 0. Using Eq. to translate this back into the original fields,

a(x,t) = ape'®™  with |ag|* =

i.e., applying the linear Schrodinger-like time evolution yields

" \/§]CL0| sin(qz + wg*t + ¢) (22)
cos(qr + wqgt + @)

Therefore a single-mode harmonic solution of the amplitude equation corresponds to a trav-
eling wave with velocity —wgq, where the fields u; and uy are phase shifted by /2. Left-
traveling [right-traveling| waves are hence given by ¢ > 0 [¢ < 0]. The global phase ¢ is
undetermined and reflects translational symmetry.

To find the general solution of the steady state equation, i.e., Eq. with d,a = 0,
we integrate twice. The first integration constant is zero as we request the net flux to be
zero. Remarkably, here we can also eliminate the second integration constant as we have to

request @ = 0, because the amplitude a defines the perturbation with respect to the mean

value of the original field. As a result we have
—pa + 3alal? — —.7: Yalal’] — Opea = 0. (23)

To solve it, we reintroduce the Fourier-transform, i.e., we substitute a(z,t) =3, a(q)el?” to

obtain
Z ( o+ 32 la(k)|” — —!a( )P+ qQ) a(g)e" = 0. (24)

Since the €'%* are hnearly independent, all contributing modes, i.e., all modes where a(q) # 0
satisfy —p+3 >, |a(k)[* = 3|a(q)[*+¢* = 0. We can therefore construct solutions as follows:
We pick an arbitrary set of NV pairwise distinct contributing modes ¢, ..., ¢y. Then the mean

squares of their amplitudes aq, ..., ay are determined by the linear system

% 1 1 ’C~L1|2 H— Q%

1 4 1 {2 1 — 2
3 .« . .

11 z |an|? = qk

13
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e
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FIG. 2. Scheme of the corresponding states in the nonreciprocal Cahn-Hilliard model and the
obtained amplitude equation with real coefficients . The blue rectangle highlights the states
captured with numerical path continuation, whereas the right rectangle displays states that are

obtained from analytic considerations in section [[V]

and the phases are left arbitrary. As the solutions have to fulfill |@;|* > 0 for all 4, for each
configuration there exists a threshold value p,, such that the solution exists if p > ;. Note
that the single-mode solution arises as the special case for N =1, i.e., 1]a1|> = 5(u—q7). To

illustrate the procedure and its result, we also detail the case N = 2 where Eq. reduces

to
s L) [l 1 f{n-d
1 ~ 19 = g 9 ) (26)
1 3) \lazl 1= as
and is solved by
a*\ 2 (n+dl—26 27)
@) 9 \n—2q+a
For ¢ = —¢» =: ¢5 the two equations reduce to
_ g 2 2
a1 2]” = §(M—qs)- (28)

Notably, the condition for the existence of the solution is u — ¢? > 0 and is therefore the

same as for the single harmonic mode with the same wavelength. Specifically, if @; = as the

14
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solution reads
a(2,t) = @y cos(kx) with |a[? = g(u _ 3. (29)

For this solution the original fields become

(1) = v/3Ja cos(he) | @O (30)

cos(wq?t + @)

which is a standing wave, where independently of space and time, the two fields are phase-
shifted in time by 7. Note that this state can be seen as a superposition of the left and
right traveling waves, i.e., the already discussed single-mode states. For the case ¢ > ¢y,
Eq. has a solution, when p — 2¢3 + ¢ > 0, i.e., it only exists for u-values that are
strictly larger than the critical ones for the individual modes with wavenumbers ¢; and ¢s.
Further we note that any (multi-mode) steady state of the amplitude equation corresponds
to a superposition of traveling waves in the full model. Here we call them oscillatory states.
Fig. [2| gives a schematic overview of the discussed states on the two levels of description,
i.e., the full dynamic equation and the amplitude equation with real coefficient.

To analyze the stability of the single-mode states described above, we introduce a small
complex perturbation ea,(z,t) with e <1

2 2\ ,iqx
a(x,t) = g(u — @) + cay(z,t) (31)

with a,(z,t) ~ e,

Inserting into ((15)) and linearizing in € yields the dispersion relation
Ak) = K [=0q(n — ¢*) — p+2¢° — k7] . (32)

The discontinuity, i.e., the term ~ ¢, , arises from the evaluation of integrals ~ fol elb=Dzdy.
Examples of dispersion relations are given in Fig. [3]

For a specific ¢ the single-mode solution is stable if the square bracket in Eq. is
negative for all k. Since p — ¢* > 0 is necessary for the existence of the single-mode solution
with wavelength ¢, the discontinuity is always stabilizing. Therefore, Eq. has a large-
scale instability if —u + 2¢* — k? > 0 for some k. In a finite system of size | the spectrum of
wavenumbers is discrete, such that the first allowed perturbation occurs at k = kp, = 27/1,
see Fig. 3| (c). In other words, ¢ is linearly stable if

1
g’ <

<5 (ki) - (33)
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FIG. 3. Shown are selected dispersion relations of the single mode-solution according to Eq. .
Panels (a) and (b) show the stable and unstable case respectively. Panel (c) illustrates the effect
of the discretized wavenumbers on the linear stability, i.e., in the displayed dispersion relation
the wavenumber ¢ is unstable in the infinite-system limit but stable for a finite domain of length

27T/kmin-

In the limit of an infinite system, i.e., for k.,;, — 0, the condition for linear stability reduces

to

¢ <

N |=

: (34)

This is remarkable, since the spatial periodicity of the amplitude equation transfers to the
full dynamics. Therefore, if the system is sufficiently extended, stable states exist that
have a periodicity larger than one. This is in stark contrast to the amplitude equation for
the stationary large-scale instability with conservation law, i.e., the Cahn-Hilliard equation,
where the only stable state has a structure length of system size.

Note that the present finding also differs from the suppression of coarsening for stationary
states of the NRCH model studied in Ref. 31l There, different rigidities in the two coupled
Cahn-Hilliard equations are necessary (equivalent to two distinct diffusion constants in the
case of a Turing instability in a two-field reaction-diffusion system®#). In contrast, in the
simple case considered here, both rigidities are set to one.

The multistability of traveling wave solutions naturally raises the question of wavelength
selection, i.e., as there exist stable single-mode states of various different wavenumbers, it
is an intriguing question, which one a system is likely to realise as a function of the initial
condition. To investigate this question and further validate our findings we continue with a

numerical comparison of the dynamics as captured by the amplitude equation and by
the full model .
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V. BIFURCATION ANALYSIS AND TIME SIMULATIONS

4344 and direct time simula-

For the numerical analysis we employ bifurcation techniques
tions. Both are applied to the full dynamics and the amplitude equation .

Remarkably, all steady states of the amplitude equation can be analytically determined
as superpositions of (arbitrarily many) harmonics, as discussed in section . As the NRCH
dynamics contains various oscillatory states that are not easily tracked by numerical con-
tinuation, we restrict ourselves to simple steady states and traveling waves. As solution
measures we employ the L2-norms of the amplitude and of the original fields, i.e.,

1
1/2 2

2
lallis = | 7 [ laPda

e (35)

[SIE

1/2
1
and ||u||2 = 7/(u2+02)dx :
—1/2

respectively. To account for the relation between a and w = (u,v), the norm of a is
scaled by a factor v/2, such that the single-mode solution of the amplitude equation and
the corresponding travelling wave in the full dynamics have the same norm. The numeri-
cal continuation of the NRCH dynamics is performed employing the finite element library
pde2path*>

For the time simulations, we use a pseudo-spectral, semi-implicit Euler method for both
the amplitude equation and the full dynamics. To allow for a comparison we match the
initial condition by projecting u(x,t = 0) onto the initial amplitude a(x,t = 0), apply
the respective nonlinear time-evolution at both levels of description, and then calculate the
approximated solution from the amplitude equation w,(x,t) using the linear-Schrédinger
relation (16)).

We start with a discussion of the bifurcation structure. Fig. [l(a) collects the analyti-
cal considerations from section [[V]in a bifurcation diagram whereas Fig. [f{b) presents the
homogeneous steady state and traveling wave states of the full model as obtained by path

continuation. In Fig. (a), at ¢ = 0.01 the homogeneous state becomes unstable with respect

2

to the system-spanning mode with ki, = 5F in a pitchfork bifurcation. Beyond the bifur-

cation, the homogeneous state has a fourfold degenerate positive eigenvaluef] corresponding

5 Note that for a more transparent comparison with the real fields of the nonreciprocal Cahn-Hilliard equa-
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to real and imaginary perturbations with +£,,;,. At the bifurcation, three branches emerge,
corresponding to the linearly stable harmonic functions a ~ e**min® and their unstable su-
perposition a ~ cos(kpinz). Note that the former two have identical norms as they are
related by symmetry.

Similar bifurcations occur on the homogeneous steady state branch (primary branch) for
the modes with k, = nkyy,, in Fig. 4] shown up to n = 6, each further destabilising the
trivial state (with fourfold degeneracy). Next, following the secondary (n = 2)-branch, we
observe another pitchfork bifurcation. At p & 0.06 three tertiary branches emerge from the
secondary branch, corresponding to the linear combinations of modes with wavenumbers
n = 1 and n = 2. There, the fourfold degenerate eigenvalue changes its sign from positive to
negative and the secondary (n = 2)-branch is stabilised. Something similar occurs for the
secondary (n = 3)-branch that emerges from the primary branch with two fourfold degen-
erate positive eigenvalues. Following the branch, we see that first the two-mode solutions
with n = {1,3} emerge stabilizing the first eigenvalue and second the two-mode solutions
with n = {2, 3} emerge, stabilizing also this secondary branch, see inset in Fig. [d|(a). Sim-
ilar successive stabilization occurs for every secondary branch, e.g., the (n = 4)-branch is
stabilized via three consecutive pitchfork bifurcations.

Our analytic consideration allows us to find further branches — in fact all branches —
for example, those with three contributing modes, that emerge from the ones with two
contributing modes in further bifurcations, indicated by the small circles in Fig. (a).

Next, turning to the bifurcation diagram of the corresponding NRCH system displayed
in Fig. [f|(b), we see that each pitchfork bifurcation of the trivial branch in Fig. [4f(a) exactly
corresponds to a Hopf bifurcation in Fig. (b) At each bifurcation four complex eigen-
values cross the imaginary axis, corresponding to two identical pairs of complex conjugate
eigenvalues, one for the left- and one for the right-traveling wave. Despite our technical
restriction to the continuation of traveling wave states, it is obvious that another branch
will emerge the corresponds to standing wave states formed by the superposition of right-
and left-traveling wave. In fact the degeneracy is a general consequence of the translation-
and parity invariance of the system, i.e., it is guaranteed by the underlying O(2)-symmetry

and can be rigorously proven as the equivariant Hopf-theorem 2047

tion we count real degrees of freedom. Therefore, every eigenvalue of the complex equation is twice
degenerate as any complex perturbation corresponds to an arbitrary linear combination of real and imag-

inary part.
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FIG. 4. Bifurcation diagrams obtained for (a) the amplitude equation and (b) the NRCH
model (2). Solid [dashed| lines represent stable [unstable| states. The light gray lines in (b)
reproduce the single-mode branches from (a) to allow for direct comparison. The inset in panel
(b) shows the velocity vy of traveling waves. Large circles and diamonds mark pitchfork and
Hopf bifurcations, respectively, while the small circles indicate bifurcations on two-mode branches.
Panel (a) additionally includes cosine modes (red), the superposition of harmonic modes with two
[three| distinct spatial frequencies (green [purple|) and superpositions of cosine and harmonic modes
(brown). Panels (c), (d) and (e) show u-profiles for the traveling wave states at loci marked by the
crosses in (b), thereby the light gray curves reflect the real and imaginary part of the corresponding
steady states in the amplitude equation (rescaled by a factor v/2). The dotted vertical lines in (a)
and (b) indicate the parameter values where the time simulations in Fig. |§| are performed. The

domain size is [ = 207.
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FIG. 5. Spacetime plots for the amplitude (left column), the approximate full dynamics recon-
structed from the amplitude equation (middle column) and the full dynamics obtained with the
NRCH model (right colum) with different initial condition, namely white noise (first row), an un-
stable traveling wave (second row) and a standing wave (third row). Panels (a), (¢) and (el) show
Im(a), whereas (e2) shows Re(a). Panel (b), (d) and (f) display u. The parameters are y = 1/16,

w =1 and | = 50m. The spatial discretisation consists of 512 points.

Following the emerging traveling wave branches, we see that, analogously to the amplitude
equation, the (n = 1)-branch is unconditionally stable, whereas branches for higher n are
at first unstable but stabilize in a sequence of Hopf bifurcations. With the exception of
the (n = 2)-branch, where the numerical precision is not sufficient to unambiguously tell,
the degeneracy is partly lost, i.e., the (n = 3)-branch stabilises in four consecutive Hopf
bifurcations, where at each time only one complex conjugate pair of eigenvalues crosses

the imaginary axis. In the case of the amplitude equation the degeneracy is due to the
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relative sign of the superposed harmonic mode having no impact, i.e., the superpositions
of the contributing modes {ko, k1} and {ko, —k;} behave identically. In the case of the
full dynamics this would mean that the superposition of a right-traveling wave with a left-
traveling wave behaves analogously to the superposition of a right-traveling wave with a
right-traveling wave. As the corresponding degeneracy is not seen in the full dynamics we
speculate that it will also be lifted if the weakly nonlinear analysis is expanded up to a
higher-order.

Figs. 4] (c)-(e) show three examples of traveling wave states obtained by numerical con-
tinuation. The underlying grey lines show the steady states as obtained from the imaginary
and real part of the corresponding solution of the amplitude equation, demonstrating that
they also quantitatively match. Note that further away from the primary instability, the
traveling waves are deformed, i.e., they do not have an exact harmonic shape as predicted by
the amplitude equation. The inset of Fig. (b) shows that the velocity of the traveling waves
does not depend on the control parameter and scales linearly with the periodicity n. This
quantitatively agrees with the dispersion relation that yields the phase velocity vy, = 2wk,,.

Next, we discuss time simulations performed close to the critical point, here at p = 1/16,
to verify that the amplitude equation also correctly reflects the transient dynamics from an
arbitrary initial condition toward a stable traveling wave. We chose the domain size | = 50,
such that the previous analytical consideration predicts, that the (n = 4)-traveling wave is
the stable solution with the largest wavenumber. Fig. |5 shows spacetime plots for various
initial conditions, namely (top) white noise, (center) an unstable (n = 6)-traveling wave
solution and (bottom) an (n = 4)-standing wave solution. The latter two are superposed
with white noise of small amplitude (~ 107%). Panels (b1), (d1) and (f1) show the field
u, predicted from the amplitude equation, whereas panels (b2), (d2) and (f2) show the full
dynamics of u. As we cannot visually resolve all oscillations over the whole simulation time,
we show intermediate time intervals at critical times, i.e., when transitions occur. With the
exception of (e) we only show Im(a) and u because Re(a) and v are qualitatively similar due
to the underlying symmetries.

As w and wu, are visually indistinguishable in all panels, we conclude that the dynamics
is well described by the amplitude equation, even after long simulation times. The absolute
deviation between u, and w is about 1% of the maximal attained values. All the considered

initial conditions settle to the (n = 4)-traveling wave state. Simulations with white noise
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FIG. 6. Spacetime plots for the amplitude Im(a) (left column), the approximate dynamics for
ug obtained from the amplitude equation (middle column) and the full dynamics u of the NRCH
model (right colum) with white noise initial condition (~ 1073) at u = 0.28 (first row) and p = 0.32

(second row) and | = 207. The spatial discretisation consists of 512 points.

are repeated 10 times (not shown), and always yield the same final state, with left- and
right-traveling waves appearing approximately equally often. This indicates that the basin
of attraction of the (n = 4)-solution is large compared to the one of the stable traveling
wave states of lower periodicity. This is supported by the fact that it has the largest growth
rate in the linear regime.

In the case of the unstable (n = 6)-traveling-wave in Fig|5| (¢c) and (d) one observes that
it does not transition to an intermediate (n = 5)-state, but after nearly staying the same
until ¢ &~ 5 x 10® directly transitions into the (n = 4)-state. The standing wave solution
in panels (e) and (f) also remains nearly unchanged until at ¢ ~ 10* it transitions into a
traveling wave. As the standing wave initial condition here corresponds to a vanishing real
part of the amplitude, real and imaginary part show qualitatively different behavior, with
the imaginary part staying unchanged and the real part growing until it reaches the same
magnitude at ¢t ~ 1.5 x 10%. As expected for a single mode, real and imaginary part of the
amplitude are phase shifted by /2.

To conclude the discussion of the behavior close to the onset of the instability, we em-

22



An amplitude equation for the conserved-Hopf bifurcation

phasise that time simulations have to be treated with special care when judging the stability
of time periodic states. All intermediate states in panels (b), (d) and (f) stay qualitatively
unchanged for many periods, here up to 50 periods for the standing wave state, despite
being unstable. This is not unique to the conserved-Hopf bifurcation as any multiscale anal-
ysis aims to separate a slow transient at the onset of instability. However, here the linear
Schrodinger-type relationship between fast and slow timescales causes intricate transient
oscillations on the fast timescale. In contrast to this, in panels (a), (c), and (e) of Fig. 5]
i.e., on the slow timescale, the dynamics looks surprisingly simple.

Finally, we briefly demonstrate that further away from the onset of the instability we
start to see qualitative differences between the amplitude equation and the full dynamics.
Following the previous discussion of the bifurcation analysis, we note in Fig. [4] that at
i = 0.28 both models predict the (n = 4)-traveling wave state to be unstable. At y = 0.32
though, the amplitude equation predicts it to have stabilised, whereas the full model predicts
it to be still unstable (see the dotted vertical lines in Fig.[d). The results of time simulations
at these two p-values with white noise initial conditions are displayed in Fig.[6] The observed
final states are in all cases in line with the stability results of the respective bifurcation
analysis.

Figs. @(a,b) at u = 0.28 retain the qualitative agreement between amplitude and full
dynamics. Note that during the formation of the pattern, i.e., at ¢t &~ 350 intermediate
(n = 4)-structures appear that due to their instability later give way to the final (n = 3)-
state. These (n = 4)-structures similarly appear in Figs. [6(c,d) at g = 0.32, with the
difference that there they are stable and represent the final state obtained with the amplitude
equation, but not with the full model. Until ¢ ~ 500 panels (d1) and (d2) look qualitatively
similar. Although both then transition into an (n = 4)-traveling wave state, there the full
dynamics in panel (d2) starts to show a modulation, i.e., individual peaks become thinner
[wider| and higher [lower| with a higher period than the traveling wave, until at ¢t ~ 1500

two peaks merge and the dynamics settles to a stable (n = 3)-traveling wave state.

VI. LEADING ORDER AMPLITUDE EQUATION: GENERIC CASE

As shown in Ref.[10, a scalar (multi-field) model that features a conserved-Hopf instability,

i.e., a large-scale oscillatory instability involving two conservation laws, can in the vicinity
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of the instability’s onset always be reduced to a dynamical equation for two conserved scalar
order parameter fields with nonlinearities up to third order in the fields. The NRCH model
(2) we treated in section has an additional “odd” field-exchange symmetry (u,v) —
(—v,u). In consequence, the resulting nonlocal amplitude equation has a gradient
dynamics structure that is not generic as will be shown next.

To treat the generic case we break the mentioned field-exchange symmetry by considering
the system

Ot = Oy (—01u + u* — Oppu — (p + )v)

OV = Ope(— 020 + V* — KOppv — (p — Q)u),

1/ 1/
with —/udx:ﬂ and —/vdx:@.
L Jo [ Jo

Note that we do not use the general system obtained in Ref. [16. Instead, to keep the

(36)

calculations manageable, we only additionally introduce the rigidity ratio x and a reciprocal
linear coupling of strength p beside the nonreciprocal one of strength «. Further, we use
two different self-interactions o; and o,. ﬁ

Furthermore, non-zero mean concentrations u,v break the field inversion symmetry
(u,v) = (—u,—v) that equivalently can be broken by introducing quadratic nonlinearities,
i.e., one may employ an affine transformation (u,v) — (u — u,v — ¥) to retain zero mean
values but incorporate quadratic nonlinearities 3zu? and 3vv?.

Linearizing about the trivial state (u,v) = (u4,?) and expanding for k& < 1 yields the
dispersion relation of the conserved Hopf instability, see appendix . In contrast to

section [[TT| here, the coefficients are

01+ 30 + 0y + 307 5o LT
H= 2 ’ T
1—
w=+a2—p*—c* and w'zc(z—wﬁ) (37)

01 +3ﬂ2 — 09 — 31_)2
2
Breaking the field inversion symmetry results in rather tedious calculations. Therefore, next

where ¢ =

we focus on the case of zero mean values, i.e., Eq. (36) with « = v = 0. The consequences

of lifting this restriction are discussed in the conclusion.

6 Although, in principle, one could still eliminate one of the ¢’s via a proper rescaling of time, we abstain
from doing this as it is advantageous if both these parameters are able to smoothly cross zero. Specifically,

all nondegenerate cases could be rescaled such that o; = +1.
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A. General case with field inversion symmetry

Proceeding analogously to the minimal example in section [[II, we obtain an amplitude
equation of similar form as the previous amplitude equation . However, due to the
more general setting, the inner gradient term and the nonlinearity pick up prefactors that
algebraically depend on the parameters in Eq. . Again, applying a Fredholm alternative

at order €°, we obtain as amplitude equation

8ta - 3m —/LCL - Va;rxa + 27 (2GW - ]:_l[d|a’2]>} <38)

with the complex coefficients

v=4¢§—iw and 7:1—12 (39)
aw

where the expressions are derived in appendix . Note that the fields in Eq. are
scaled such that the cubic nonlinearities have prefactor one. For the amplitude equation
this implies Rey = 1.

The dynamics of the amplitudes a(z,t) is related to the original dynamics via the linear

Schrodinger-type relation

ctiw

u(z,t) = gz t)e, + e “Pg* (2, t)e. with e = a2— Prlor]. (40)
@ 1

Here we only discuss key properties of equation , and leave an exhaustive study of its
solutions and their stability for the future. First, we note that linearising about the
trivial solution a = 0, we obtain the dispersion relation A(k?) = k?u—vk* = k*u—'k*—iw'k?,
which corresponds to Eq. without the fast timescale oscillation ~ iwk?. In other words,
again, the fast timescale is fully separated and the equation only captures the slow timescale
dynamics that may now include oscillations.

Further, since v and ~ are complex parameters, the gradient dynamics structure shown
by equation ((15) is lost in Eq. . Due to the complex coefficients, harmonic solutions
of Eq. become traveling wave states a(x,t) = aoe!**~/*) for Eq. . Inserting this

ansatz and treating real and imaginary part separately, we obtain

Re(@38): 0= —u+k25’+;]a0]2 (41)
o(i20 3 2P
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Hence, for a traveling wave with wavenumber k, the amplitude |ag| is determined by Eq.
and then the frequency f is determined by Eq. and features quartic and quadratic
dependencies on wavenumber. Further, Eq. ensures supercriticality, i.e., all bifurcations
on the trivial branch are supercritical as |ag|* = 2(u — pe)/3 with u. = k5.

In terms of the fields v and v of the full nonreciprocal Cahn-Hilliard model , the

relative modulation strength ||u||z2/||v]|z2, as well as the phase shift A¢ between u and v

are encoded in the eigenvector e in Eq. , namely

||u||L2: ¢+ iw :\/w2+c2:\/042—,02: a—i—p' (13)
olle [a—p la —pl la —pl a—p
an(Ad) = e _w (44)
Re C@%‘; c’
Hence, while purely nonreciprocal coupling (p = 0) results in identical modulation

strength of u and v, any reciprocal coupling (p # 0) gives rise to a difference in modula-
tion strength of the two original fields. Equally, while identical (symmetric) self-interactions
(01 = 09 — ¢ = 0) result in a phase shift between u and v of 7/2 any asymmetry in the cou-
pling (¢ # 0) implies a phase shift that differs from 7/2. Note that the introduced measures
(43) and are well behaved as for a conserved-Hopf instability always |a| > |p|.

To test our predictions for the generic case, we fix 4 = 1/16 as in Fig. , i.e., we stay close
to the onset of the conserved-Hopf instability (¢ = 1/4), choose a generic set of parameters
and a larger domain [ = 1007. The results are shown in Fig. [} Again, the reconstructed
dynamics obtained via Egs. and shows excellent agreement with the full model
(36). Both, transients and the final states, coincide and only at very late times (¢ ~ 8 x 10%,
panels (f1) and (f2)) the reconstructed and the full dynamics have run slightly out of phase.
Further, we find the relative modulation strength of the final state, ||u||zz/||v||L2 = 1.733,

= /3 = 1.732.

to be in very good agreement with the theoretical prediction, here atp

Similarly, a numerical estimate of the phase shift gives A¢ = 2.160[7 also in good agreement

with the theoretical prediction of 2.186 obtained from Eq. .

b, uwvda

——L——  which becomes exact, if v and v are
lullp21vll 127 ’

7 Numerically, we calculate the phase shift as cos A¢ =

harmonic functions, i.e., u = Acos(kx + A¢), v = B cos(kx).
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FIG. 7. Space-time plots of (a) the amplitude Im(a), (bl) the dynamics of uj, reconstructed from
the amplitude equation and (b2) the full dynamics u; of the NRCH model, all with identical white
noise initial condition (~ 107!). Panels (c)-(f) show corresponding example profiles at (second
row) t = 1.5 x 103 and (third row) ¢ = 8 x 10%. The parameters are oy = 17/16, 0o = —15/16,
p=1,a=2and k =0.1. The corresponding parameters of the amplitude equation are u = 1/16,
v = 0.55 4+ 0.318i and v = 1 + 0.354i. The domain size is [ = 1007 with a spatial discretisation of

2048 points.
VII. CONCLUSION

We have considered a large-scale oscillatory instability with conservation laws, i.e.,
the conserved-Hopf instability, that may occur in a wide spectrum of systems featuring
(at least) two conservation laws. Examples of such systems include liquid two-layer films
heated from below®® where spatio-temporal oscillation patterns may be readily observed 2627
and a full cell polarity mode? that represents a reaction-diffusion (RD) systems with
more than one conservation law. Recently, RD systems with conservation laws gained
re-newed prominence as they are highly relevant for spatio-temporal protein patterns in
biochemical processes. There, reactions result in the switching of protein conformations
on a time scale where the overall protein density is conserved, e.g., MinkE and MinD
in ATP-driven Min oscillations 12285052 Fyrther examples include two-species chemotac-

23]

tic systems,*” mechanochemical waves in cytoskeleton and cytosol as modeled by active
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4

poroelastica, ' oscillations in lipid-protein dynamics in cell membranes,** as well as liquid

layers covered by self-propelled surfactants.??

Although such an oscillatory instability with conservation laws has been mentioned in
the classification of instabilities in spatially extended systems by Cross and Hohenberg? it
was not yet been systematically studied. One may in general say that the role of con-
servation laws in pattern formation still holds quite a number of open questions.”® A re-
cently proposed alternative classification of instabilities in homogeneous isotropic systems

10533 (based on three properties: large vs. small scale, stationary vs.

into eight categories
oscillatory, and nonconserved vs. conserved) focused attention on the fact that weakly non-
linear theories (amplitude equations) were developed for all of them with the exception of
the conserved-Hopf instability. Although, a general nonreciprocal Cahn-Hilliard model was
recently derived as a generic weakly nonlinear model valid in the vicinity of a conserved-
Hopf instability (using reaction-diffusion systems with two conservation laws as example)
it is not the minimal amplitude equation for the instability. Instead, it corresponds to a
higher-order amplitude equation as it features further bifurcations, i.e., corresponds to an
expansion about a high-codimension point (see conclusion of Ref. [16]).

We believe that here we have provided the missing amplitude equation number eight that
can now be employed to investigate the universal behavior in the vicinity of the onset of
a conserved-Hopf instability. A key observation on the linear level has been that in the
conserved case the slow and the fast dynamics of amplitude equation and original system,
respectively, are related via a linear Schrodinger equation, i.e., reconstructing the full multi-
scale dynamics from the dynamics of the complex amplitude obtained in the weakly nonlinear
model is similar to applying a quantum-mechanical time evolution operator in the case of
a free-particle hamiltonian. It will be interesting in the future to investigate whether this
analogy can be further exploited.

The proper amplitude equation we have obtained as result of intricate calculation up to
fifth order. We have discussed it in two flavors: First, we have considered a nonrecipro-
cal Cahn-Hilliard model with a field-exchange symmetry and obtained the evolution equa-
tion for the complex amplitude that features only real coefficients. Second, breaking
the field-exchange symmetry, we have obtained the evolution equation for the complex
amplitude that features complex coefficients and is nonvariational. In both cases we have

still assumed that the two field of the full model have zero mean. In appendix we
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sketch the calculation for the case when this restriction is lifted. Conceptually, one again
obtains an amplitude equation at order € with additional terms arising from the quadratic
nonlinearity. However, they are rather involved, limiting the practical use of the obtained
equation.

Note that the operator-like relation between the levels of description was also noted by
Fortsch and Zimmermann **% However, in contrast to our exact approach they expand
and truncate the exponential operator, finally obtaining a local amplitude equation with
ten complex parameters [Eq. (10.23) of Ref. 4] that is hard to analyze. The amplitude
equation obtained here has much fewer parameters but features two types of nonlocal terms:
one involves the mean value of a squared amplitude and the other is cubic in Fourier space,
i.e., corresponds to a double convolution. Terms similar to the first one have also been
discussed by Knobloch®® for counterpropagating wavetrains with velocities of order one in
systems without conservation laws. There, the resulting amplitude equations are two com-
plex Ginzburg-Landau equations with mean-field coupling®® Such equations are also derived

in the context of waves along certain combustion fronts.”®
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FIG. 8. Energy density G/, i.e., Eq. , for all steady states of the amplitude equation that

are included in Fig. [ff(a) shown here with identical line styles.

Analyzing the two obtained amplitude equations we have found that the version with
real coefficients is of variational structure, i.e., can be written as a gradient dynamics on
the underlying energy functional . Further, we have shown that all its steady states
can be analytically obtained as combinations of harmonic modes with amplitudes given as

solutions of an inhomogeneous linear system of equations. They correspond to various wave
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states of the full dynamics. The energy functional allows one to predict which wave state
will ultimately be selected in a long-time limit. For wave number ¢ the single-mode states
correspond to a mean energy density of G/l = —(u — ¢*)?/3, i.e., the domain-filling mode
always ultimately dominates. The full spectrum of all energies of steady states included
in Fig. [4[(a) are given in Fig. [§ using identical line styles. We believe that two-mode state
that bifurcates from a one-mode state at the respective final stabilizing pitchfork bifurcation
corresponds to the threshold state that has to be overcome to transition to a state of lower
energy. Therefore, the corresponding nondimensional energy difference AG will allow one
to obtain an estimate for the probability of remaining in a local energy minimum (as 1 —
exp(—AG)). Additionally, we have determined the linear stability of single-mode states.
The obtained dispersion relation for perturbations of the single-mode state shows that it
is a stationary large-scale instability not unlike the Eckhaus instability®, however, with a
different prefactor in the condition for onset and a different meaning of the wavenumber
of the considered mode. For the Eckhaus instability it corresponds to the offset w.r.t. the
finite critical wavenumber while here it is the offset w.r.t. zero. A subsequent comparison
of analytically and numerically obtained bifurcation diagrams for the steady states of the
amplitude equation and the traveling waves of the full model, respectively, has has shown
excellent agreement with only small differences emerging when moving away from the onset
of the first mode. We have also compared transient dynamics for various initial conditions

and also found very good agreement.

The generic amplitude equation with complex coefficients has a nonvariational structure.
Here, we have only analytically determined single-mode traveling wave states of the ampli-
tude equation. Further, we have compared the transient toward such a state as obtained
from the reconstructed dynamics of the amplitude equation and from the full model. Also
here the agreement has been very good. A discussion of further states and of their stability is
left for the future. It will be particularly interesting to explore whether the derived complex
equation allows for chaotic dynamics similar to its counterpart for nonconserved dynamics,

the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation.t”

In general, we believe that the approach can be further developed in several directions:
On the one hand, employing a more general scaling (i.e., not fixing the prefactors of the
cubic terms to one) one can assess how the amplitude equation simplifies when considering

the “Minimal Model” of Ref. 41] that couples a Cahn-Hilliard equation nonreciprocally to a
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linear equation. This model is also investigated in some detail in Ref. [40. One the other
hand, further cubic coupling terms may be introduced into the derivation, e.g., to assess how
the parameters of the complex amplitude equation change when considering the complex
Cahn-Hilliard equation that is a limiting case of a model studied in Ref. [57 or other versions
of the NRCH model considered in Ref. 30, 39, and 58.

Finally, we point out that Ref. 26 presents a review of models that show large-scale
oscillatory behavior “outside the world of the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation”, namely,
for systems with conservation laws. Examples mostly include nonisothermal layers of simple
and complex liquids prone to long-wave Marangoni and buoyancy instabilities. Ref. 26/ and
the work cited therein discuss several weakly and strongly nonlinear approaches, and it will
be interesting to determine detailed relations to the here discussed real and complex versions
of a generic amplitude equation for the conserved-Hopf instability. Overall, the approach
we have presented may prove useful to gain a more unified understanding of all mentioned

cases of large-scale oscillatory pattern formation.

Appendix A: Classification into eight instability types

nonconserved dynamics| conserved dynamics

homogeneous/large-scale, stationary|  Allen-Cahn (IIIg) Cahn-Hilliard (IIg)

homogeneous/large-scale, oscillatory Hopf?| (I11,,) conserved-Hopf (I1,)
small-scale, stationary Turing (Ig) conserved-Turing (-)
small-scale, oscillatory wave®| (Io) conserved-wave (-)

& Also known as “Poincaré-Andronov-Hopf”.

b Also called “finite-wavelength Hopf” or “oscillatory Turing”.

TABLE I. Overview of the classification and employed naming convention of linear instabilities and
corresponding bifurcations of spatially extended homogeneous isotropic systems based on the three
dichtomous properties: large-scale (L) vs. small-scale (S) instability, stationary (s) vs. oscillatory
(o) instability, and nonconserved (N) vs. conserved (C) dynamics of relevant linear mode(s). For
comparison, in parentheses the (incomplete) classification of Cross and Hohenberg? is also given.
The table is reproduced from the supplementary material of Ref. [I6. Also see the discussion in

Ref. 33l
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Table [[] lists the eight instability types aluded to in Section [[] and their relation to the
traditional classification. Each of eight types is characterized by the linear modes that
dominate at and close to the corresponding instability threshold. Here, we also follow the
naming convention given in the table. The traditional classification by Cross and Hohenberg?
only distinguishes six cases. It is included for reference. We remark that the statement
“type II can often be scaled to resemble type I” on page XX of Ref. 2is not correct, otherwise
Cahn-Hilliard and Swift-Hohenberg equations would have simiar dynamics close to onset.
Furthermore, their remarks on frequencies in the context of the oscillatory case II should be

replaced by the present discussion in Section [[I]

Appendix B: Calculations for the generic case

In section we have explained how to derive the amplitude equation as weakly
nonlinear model in the vicinity of a conserved-Hopf bifurcation for a nonreciprocal Cahn-
Hilliard model with a field-inversion symmetry and an additional field-exchange symmetry.
Here, we generalize the procedure to the case where the field-exchange symmetry is broken,
i.e., we show how to obtain the version with complex coefficients as amplitude equation
in the vicinity of the conserved-Hopf bifurcation for the more general nonreciprocal Cahn-

Hilliard model , however, with the condition of zero mean values of the two fields.

1. Dispersion relation

Inserting the ansatz u = wugy + e §u, with ug = (a4, ) into and linearizing in e

yields the linear eigenvalue problem

o1 + 3u* — k? (p+ )
MNu = k? du, (B1)
(p—a) o2+ 30% — Kk?

with eigenvalues

Ma(k?) = k2 [u — 0K £ /(c— k)2 + p? — a2] (B2)
where we introduced
01+ 30% + 0y + 307 5/_1_1_,@
a i I (B3)
o1 + 3u? — a9 — 30°  1—x
c= i
2 2
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The condition for large-scale oscillatory modes is a negative discriminant at k? < 1, i.e., the
contribution of the nonreciprocal coupling o has to be sufficiently large. Expanding the

root for k? < 1 we obtain
Ma(k?) =k [p— 0k +i(w—w'k)] (B4)

where we furthermore introduced

cc
w=yat—p*—c W'=— and (B5)
w
This corresponds to the dispersion relation (1)) without the O(k%) terms that are not relevant

for our calculation. The system is close to the onset of a conserved-Hopf instability if |p| < 1

and w ~ O(1).

2. Case of intact field inversion symmetry

First, we retain the field inversion symmetry by assuming v = @ = 0. Using the introduced

parametrization, the system reads

c —(p+ ) 10 u? (B6)

with D = , D, = , and Nz(u) =

—(p—a) —c 0 K v3

Then, we again formally expand the field in orders of € = /|| and introduce the scalings
Oy = €20, + &'0r and 9, = edx with u = eu (X, 7,T) + h.o.t.. We start solving Eq.

order by order. The linear equation arising at O(e®) reads

This equation is of linear Schrédinger-type and solved by

u; = XX A(X, T)e, + c.c.
 Ja—p [ (B8)
eL =/ ——

2a0 1
where e, are normalized eigenvectors of D with eigenvalues +iw. To apply the Fredholm

alternative at higher orders we need the kernel of the adjoint linear operator LT = —19, —
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D'0xx. The modes in the kernel are given by

—ctiw
m = eiWTBXXB(X)Gj_ + e*inaxxC(X)eT_ with e:rl: — 052—;p a+p , (Bg)
L,

where el are eigenvectors of DY with eigenvalues Tiw. Further note that <el;e,> = 0.
Hence, we can project Eq. (B8 onto the amplitude A(X ,T) using B(X) = §(X — X ) and
C(X)=0.

At O(£%), we obtain the system
Lu; = —D,0xxxxu1 — ildxxu; — Oruy + Oxx N3(uq) (B10)

As in the main text, we treat linear and nonlinear terms separately. For the linear terms,

the Fredholm alternative yields

0= <€iWTaXX5(X — )A()ei, (_226XXXX’U'(1) — ﬁ@XX'u,(l) — 8T’U,1)€+>
& (elie)orAd = —(eliDye )i i A~ (ehier)idg A
(B11)

Next, we deal with the cubic contributions dx x N3(u). Expressed by the amplitudes, they

read

Uu .
OxxNa(w) = Oxx | | | = dx | (47 A(X, 7)) w®
U1
+3 (e_imaXXA*(X, T)) (ei“”aXXA(X, T))2 w? (B12)
+3 (efiw‘raxxA*(X’ T>)2 (eiWTaXXA(X, T)) w(3)
+ (eiiWTaXXA*(X, T))3 w(4) ’
where w® are given by
'w(l) _ (e—&-)? : w(2) _ (e-i-)%(e—)l w(g) _ (84_)1(6_)% and w(4) _ (‘9—):1S
(e4)s (e4)3(e-) (e4)2(e-)3 (e-)3
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The Fredholm alternative for the term ~ w® then yields the contribution.

3(TN5(X = X)el s O (7N AN(X, T)) (7O AX,T)) w)

2
3/ . . > . ~ . . - .
25 <€1w76XX Z GIQ(X_X)GL; aXX (e—lmaxx ZA*(K7 T)e—lKX> <€1w7-8XX ZA(K7 T)elKX) w(2)>
Q K K
Qmin i0X 7 e e
Bl el )Y ONA (K, T)AGK TYA(K" T) (~Q%) %
Q’K7K/’KN

1/Qrﬂin L
: 2 2__ g2 g2 : _O_ / 1
X/ ele(Q +K*-K'"*-K )dT/ elX( Q-K+K'+K )dX
0 0

=3(el; w®) [2 SN (—QHAQT) Y ANK, TAK, T) = > Y (~QHA(Q, T)A(Q, T)A*(Q, T)
Q K

=3(el; w®)og ¢ (2?1[/1([(, 7)Y JAK', T)P) = FHA(K, T)|A(K, T)|2]> :
(B14)

Collecting all terms and introducing the original scales, we obtain the amplitude equation

00 = Oy | —pa — VOypa + 27 <2aW — ]-"1[&|&]2]>} (B15)

where the general complex coefficients are given as

V= T

e ;e

< +?2 + . (B16)
7= el w®) =1-iL

(elsey) aw

The particular coefficients arise from the NRCH model (36)), i.e.,
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a—i—p —c—iwc+iw
eJr,eJr +1
a+p a—p
Va —c? +a — p? — 2iwce

2a — p?

D _ jatrp \/ —c—iwec+iw
Vo — & + k(a? — p?) — 2iwc

2a a? — p?

W2 atR)  20-k) o
_ 2 2
o /a2—p2
W2 atR)  20-k) o
— — 2 2
v w? — iwe
1 1 1— 1 1—
:w4+w202 lw4( ;ﬁ)+w2c2( zli)+w2c2+iwc(w2( "2‘“)_62( 2“)_&)2)}

/
. . 2 .
—c—1lw [c+ 1w c— 1w
( ) i1

<ei;w(2)> \/O‘+p\/ a+p \a—p/) a—p
_ Vo= Pla-p) oSzt T

4o (a2 — p?) (o — p)?
a2 —p? , ‘ )
:m [w —c —21wc—|—(a_p)}
a?—p* oy .
a0t (¥ T e i
_— _2(0‘2_P2)042—02—p04—iwc
T 20(a = p) w? — iwe
1
- Oé():;)p W2 + 2 [wa? — we® — paw + we® + iwc(a® — & — pa — w?)]
—1_i
aw

(B17)

3. Case of broken field inversion symmetry

Finally, we break the field inversion symmetry by assuming v # 0 and u # 0. We use an

affine transformation (u(x,t),0(z,t)) = (u(z,t) — u,v(x,t) — v), where the new fields (with

36



An amplitude equation for the conserved-Hopf bifurcation

tilde) represent the deviations from the average of the old fields. From Eq. we obtain
the system

Oy
0y

1 /! 1 [
with —/ udx =0 and —/ odx = 0.
L' Jo L' Jo

where we already dropped all constant terms from the brackets as they are eliminated by

s3]
I

Opa [(01 + 30%) 0 + 3ud® + @° — Dyt — (p + )7

N

(09 + 30%)0 + 3007 + 0° — KD,y — (p — Q)] (B18)

the outer derivatives. Dropping the tildes, the system reads

3uu? (B19)

3vv

The remaining expressions (D, D,, No(u)) are as in Eq. (B6)), i.e., the quadratic nonlinearity

Oz IN2(w) is the only difference to the previous case. The linear problem at O(¢) is the same
as before. However, now we have to refine our ansatz to u = su; + £2us.

However, now we have to refine our ansatz to u = eu; + €?u, to deal with the inhomo-

geneity that appears at O(g?), where the corresponding equation reads
Luy; = OxxNa(u) (B20)

The Fredholm alternative at O(e?) is automatically fulfilled. To demonstrate that, we
pick an arbitrary quadratic term in the amplitudes that arises after inserting the amplitudes

uy into No(uwi (X, 7,7')) and multiplying out the binomial.
(m;0xx (e7“7A(X,T)) (“"A(X,T)) w)

_ <61W7’8XX ZeiQ(X—X’)eTJr; aXX (e—iwrﬁxx ZA*(K’ T)e—iKX) (eiwraxx ZA<K7 T)eiKX> ,&)>
K

Q K
~ Z eiQX,/I*(K,T)A(K/,T) (—(Q)Q)/eiWT(QQJerKlQ)dT/eiX(Q+KK/)dX.

QKK

Hence nonzero contributions have to fulfill

QP*+K*~-K?=0 and Q+K-K =0, (B22)
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which can only hold if either Q@ =0 and K = K’ or K =0 and @ = K’. The two terms do
not contribute as the first one vanishes due to the factor Q2 in (B21]) and the second one as
A*(0,T) = 0. A similar argument holds for all contributions in IN,. Hence, the solvability
conditon is always fulfilled. In other words, there is no nontrivial elastic 1 — 2 or 2 — 1
scattering process of particles with equal mass in one dimension.

To solve the inhomogeneous linear PDE at O(e*), we insert the Fourier-transformed

amplitudes into N5 and express the vectorial parts in the basis {e,,e_}

3uu?
2 — _
30Uy
3u(e,)?
! AN 2 "2 +/1
_ § :A K// iX(K'+K )e iwr(K2+K"?#)
K/K// 317(e+)%

KIK//

e I X (K~ K7 —iore2—xc) [ SU(er)1(e)
+22A(K’)A (K")elX (K=K gl (KE-K )( o

B ) (B23)
+ Z A* A* K//) K’fK”)ein(KQJrK”Q) 311,(6_)1
K/K// 3’[}(6_)%
_ Z A K// 1X(K/JrK")efiw‘r(K’Q+K”2)(?heJr +772€7)
K/K/l
+2 Z A(K/)A*(K//)eiX(K’—K”)e—in(K’Q—K”Q)(7736+ + 77;6_)
K/K//
+ ) AN(K) AKX R RN er (KBS (e 4 ptel),
K/K//
where the coefficients are given by
Sa 2 2
m = E(U(eﬁl(e—)z v(ey)z(e-)1)
3o, _
N2 = —E(U(e+)%(e+)2 - U(e+)§(e+)1) : (B24)
3o
s = (et )2(e-)a(e-)1 — ales)i(e-)i(e-)2)

The occurence of the complex conjugated factors arises from the fact that N, € R2.
We can then find a solution for each contribution, e.g., for the for the first term, we

employ the ansatz

Uy ~ Z f(K/, [(//)eiX(K’-I—K”)e—io.m‘(K’2—|-K”2)e+ (B25)
K/K//
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Then, applying L, we obtain

L’UIQ — Z f(K/, K//)Z'w [(K/ + K//)Q o (K/2 + K//Q)] eiX(K/—‘rK”)e—in(K,2+K”2)e+ (B26)
K'K"

and comparison to the first term in Oxx N5 yields that

n _(K/ + K//)2
K' K"y = =—A(K"A(K" B2
f( I ) iw ( ) ( )(K/ + K//)Q o (K/z ‘l’ K//z) ( 7)
Therefore, we find the solution
_ 1 / i AX(K'+K") | —iwr (K2+K''2)
uy = KZ;; E{A(K JA(K")e e
2 | Ui 12
(K/ + K”) _(K’2 + K//2) _ (K/ + K//)2e+ + (K’2 + K//Z) + (K/ + K”)2 €:|

+ 2A(K/)A*(K//>eiX(K’fK”)efin(K’QfK”Q)

o [ 13 3
(K/ - K”) (K/Q _ K//2) _ (K’ _ K//)2 e+ (K/2 _ K//z) + (K/ _ K//)2 e}

+ A*(K/)A*(K//)eiX(fK’fK”)efiw‘r(fK’QfK’Q)

K—/ K// 2 77; 771 B
( + ) {(K’2+K”2)+(K’+K’/)26++ —(K’2+K”2)—|—(K—|—K”)26

1 : ! 1 H 12 12
_ —~ L A(KNA(K" iIX(K'+K") —iwr(K?+K'"?)
K/ZKNZM{ (K'Y A(K")e ‘

_K/K//e+ + K2+ K'K" + K" ~
+ 2A(K/)A*(K//>eiX(K/—K”)e—in(K/Q—K”Q)

(K/—I—K//)Q |: T 2 e ]

+ A*(K/)A*(KI/)eiX(fK’fK”)e*in(lesz"Q)

2 75 m
(K/+ K”) |:K/2 —|—K’K”—}-K”2€+ + K/K//e:| }

(B28)

At O(£°) the relevant contributions arise from the combinations of the first term with A*
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and from the second term with A. These read

Suuyuy 1 * / M X (—K+K'+K")  —iwr(—K2+K"?+K"?)
= > AY(K)AK)A(K")e e

3@7)1 (%) KK'K"

2 Ui M2
(K/_'_KH) |:K’K”y1 + K2 —}-K'K”—{—K”QyQ

]. 3 ! 1" H 2 12 12
- AK N A* m\ iX(K+K'—K") —iwr(K?+K"?—K"?)
P ST AR AR A (K)e ’
KK/K//
K"K

1 : / " : 2 12 12
_ A*(K)A K/ A K// iX(—K+K'+K") —iwr(—K*+K'"?+K"?)
5 O ARAK)AUR): ‘

(K/—f— K//)Z *K/ - K (K’+K”)2 K/ - K
Ui K'K" + 2773 K! Y1 + 2 K,2 I K'K" + K”2 + 2773 K Yo ¢

(B29)

(K/_K//)|:773y Ey1:|+---

Finally, we apply the Fredholm alternative, where only the combinations with @ = K’ and
K =K"or Q= K" and K = K' survive, and we again have to account for the overcounted

contribution. We therefore obtain the additional terms
1 2 iQX
— XA A(KYA* (K
o 2 QP AQ S AU (1)

{teboun [0 8 8K el gy 2 D[ o)

QK Q PRI QK T K? K
—i«ei; Y+ (el mn)) Y Q2N AQ)|AQ)P
Q

in the amplitude equation. Conceptually, these terms represent the proper contribution from
the quadratic nonlinearity at O(c®). However, this is of little practical use, since these terms
are both hard to analyze and to compute, arguably even more than the original dynamics.
Therefore, one might consider further approximations (with or without asymptotical rigor)

to obtain a proper contribution from the quadratic nonlinearity.
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