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Abstract

Multiple-spiral-wave solutions of the general cubic complex Ginzburg-Landau equation
in bounded domains are considered. We investigate the effect of the boundaries on spiral
motion under homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, for small values of the twist
parameter q. We derive explicit laws of motion for rectangular domains and we show that
the motion of spirals becomes exponentially slow when the twist parameter exceeds a critical
value depending on the size of the domain. The oscillation frequency of multiple-spiral
patterns is also analytically obtained.

1 Introduction

The complex Ginzburg-Landau equation has a long history in physics. It arises as the amplitude
equation in the vicinity of a Hopf bifurcation in spatially-extended systems (see for instance §2
in [18]), and so describes active media close to the onset of pattern formation [7, 16]. The sim-
plest examples of such media are chemical oscillations such as the famous Belousov-Zhabotinsky
reaction [27]. More complex examples include thermal convection of binary fluids [26], trans-
verse patterns of high intensity light [19]; more recently, it has also been used to model the
interaction of several species in some ecological systems [20].
The general cubic complex Ginzburg-Landau equation is given by

%‘f — W~ (1+ia) [UPE + (14 ib) V2, (1)

where a and b are real parameters and ¥ is a complex field representing the amplitude and
phase of the modulations of the oscillatory pattern.

Of particular interest are “defect” solutions of (1) in R2. Solutions with a single defect are
characterised by the fact that ¥ has a single zero around which its phase varies by an integer
multiple of 27 (that we shall denote as n), known as the winding number. When a = b the
isophase lines of such a solution are straight lines emanating from the zero (see [15, 22] for
more details). If a # b, the isophase lines bend to form spirals, left-handed or right-handed
depending on the sign of n. The time dependence of this type of solution appears as a global
oscillation, so that W(x,t) = e~ “!)(x), where w is not free but needs to be determined as part
of the problem. Moreover (x) = f(r)e"*+¥(") with r and ¢ the polar radial and azimuthal
variables respectively, where f and ¢ satisfy a system of ordinary differential equations (see [15]
for the derivation and asymptotic properties of these solutions and [17] for a result on existence
and uniqueness of solution).

We are concerned here with solutions containing multiple defects or spirals (we use the terms
interchangeably). Such complex patterns may be understood in terms of the position of the



centres of the spirals—if the motion of the defects can be determined, much of the dynamics of
the solution can be understood.

Although the time-dependence is now more complicated, it is still convenient to factor out
a global phase oscillation from the wavefunction by writing
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in (1) to give
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where ¢ = (a — b)/(1 + ab) and k is such that
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The parameters g and k are usually referred to as the twist parameter and asymptotic wavenum-
ber respectively. We note that ¢ is a parameter of the problem, but k, like w, is not free but
determined as part of the solution.

Solutions with finitely-many zeroes evolve in time in such a way that the spirals preserve
their local structure (at least for |n| = 1, which is the case we consider here). When the twist
parameter vanishes (that is if @ = b), multiple-spiral solutions in R? move on a time-scale that is
proportional to the logarithm of the inverse of the typical spiral separation [21]. As ¢ increases
the interaction weakens and eventually becomes exponentially small in the separation. When ¢
becomes of order one numerical simulations reveal that the dynamics becomes “frozen”, evolving
on a very long timescale, with a set of virtually independent spirals separated by shock lines
[10, 12]. The singular role of the twist parameter, as pointed out in [23], is to interpolate between
these two very dissimilar behaviours, namely a strong (algebraic) interaction for small values of
g and an exponentially weak interaction as g approaches the critical value of ¢. = 7/(2logd),
where d is the spiral separation, as is shown in [2, 3].

For a finite set of spirals in the whole of R?, the asymptotic wavenumber k represents the
wavenumber of the phase of ¢ at infinity, that is to say, k = lim,_,~ arg(¢)/r. Thus expression
(3) represents a dispersion relation. For small ¢, on an infinite domain, it turns out that k is
exponentially small in q.

The earliest work on a law of motion for spirals is that of Biktashev [9], who derived a law
of motion and the asymptotic wavenumber k in the limit ¢ — O for a pair of spirals separated
by a distance large compared to e™/24 (or equivalently for a spiral in a half-space, far from the
boundary). In [24] Pismen & Nepomnyashchy extend the results of Biktashev to a pair of spirals
separated by distances of O(e’r/ 24). Rather than deriving a law of motion, their main aim was
to establish the non-existence of a bound state, that is, a solution in which the spirals move at
uniform speed in the direction perpendicular to the line of centres. Unfortunately there are a
number of mistakes in [24], which we elaborate on in Appendix A. In Aranson et al. [5, 6] two
spirals are again considered, and in the latter a law of motion is derived in the limit in which
the separation is much greater than e™/2¢. However [6] does not require ¢ to be small. On the
other hand [6] seems to assume that the wavenumber £ is the same as that of a single spiral.
Brito et al. [11] consider the motion of a system of n spirals. They take the equations for a pair
of spirals derived in [6] and sum over all pairs to calculate the motion of each. As in [6], they
take the wavenumber k to be the same as that for a single spiral, and again the equations used
are valid only when the separation of spirals is much greater than ¢™/24. The methods in all of
these works do not easily generalise to more than two spirals, to spirals in bounded domains,
or to spirals not so widely separated.



In our previous work [2, 3] we used perturbation techniques to determine the asymptotic
wavenumber and to obtain a law of motion for the centres of an arbitrary arrangement of
spirals in the whole of R%. In this paper we focus on multiple-spiral solutions on a bounded
domain in R? when the twist parameter ¢ is small. We consider homogeneous Neumann (zero
flux) boundary conditions; the extension to periodic boundary conditions is easy to make, and
together these cover the vast majority of numerical computations and physical applications. We
extend our results in [2, 3] to derive laws of motion for spirals confined to a general bounded
domain ). The law of motion we find will be given in terms of the Green’s function for a
modified Helmholtz equation on €2, which encodes how the shape of the domain affects the
motion of defects. By way of illustration, we then focus on rectangular domains where we
obtain explicit laws of motion for a finite set of spirals.

In the limit ¢ — 0 the interaction of spirals passes from algebraic to exponentially small
as separation between spirals increases. To simulate (1) numerically one usually assumes that
a large rectangular domain will suffice to approximate the solution on R?. The question then
arises as to whether any interesting observed behaviour, such as bound states or a change in
the direction or sign of the interaction between spirals, is actually present in R? or is an artifact
of truncation.

One of our main results is to show how the size of the domain affects the interaction between
spirals. In particular, we find that the motion of spirals becomes exponentially small only when
the diameter of the domain approaches e™/2¢, which gives an indication of the difficulty of
approximating the solution on an infinite domain with that on a truncated domain.

A second important goal of this paper is to describe the role of the boundaries as a selection
mechanism for the oscillation frequency w, and hence for the asymptotic wavenumber k, which
we also obtain. In this case we find that as the diameter of the domain approaches e™/2¢, the
asymptotic wavenumber k also shifts from being algebraic to becoming exponentially small in
q.

For ease of exposition we shall take b = 0 so that, dropping the primes henceforth, the
equation we consider is

D~ 9 (1 [P g1~ K — [P, (1)
The extension to b # 0 is briefly analysed in Appendix B.

The paper is organised as follows. Sections 2 and 3 are devoted to obtaining expressions
for the laws of motion of the centres of the spirals in general bounded domains. We start in
Section 2 by considering what we denote as the canonical or far-field scale, which corresponds
to considering domains of diameter ¢™/24. Then, in Section 3, we consider domains of diameter
< €™/24_ which provides a new set of equations for spiral motion in what we denote as the near
field. In Section 4 we consider the particular case of rectangular domains and we obtain explicit
laws of motion in both the far and near field. In particular we find that the interaction between
the spirals changes from being exponentially small and mainly in the azimuthal direction when
the parameters are in the far field regime to becoming algebraic and with a radial component in
the near field. Furthermore, the asymptotic wavenumber of the patterns is exponentially small
in the far-field scaling but proportional to the square root of ¢ and the diameter of the domain
in the near field. To reconcile these two regimes, a composite law of motion that is valid in both
near and far fields is proposed. In Section 5 this composite law of motion is used to compare
the trajectories of the spirals with direct numerical simulations of the original system of partial
differential equations (4). Finally, in Section 6, we present our conclusions.



2 Interaction of spirals in bounded domains at the canonical
scale

In this section we derive laws of motion for the centres of a finite set of spirals with unitary
winding numbers confined in general bounded domains with homogeneous Neumann boundary
conditions. The law of motion and the corresponding asymptotic wavenumber, k, are given
explicitly in terms of the parameter ¢, which is assumed to be small.

In what follows we assume that the centres of the spirals are separated from each other
and from the boundaries by distances which are large in comparison with the core radius of
the spirals. By core radius we mean the lengthscale over which the modulus of ¢ recovers its
equilibrium value close to one (for small ¢) from its value of zero at the spiral centre. We see
from (4) that the core radius is O(1), which means we need the domain to be large if the spirals
are to be well-separated. We quantify this by introducing the inverse of the domain diameter
as the small parameter €, and we suppose that spirals are separated by distances of O(1/¢).

We therefore consider the system

Yr =1 = [Y*) +igyp(1 -k —[9) + V¥ in Q

9 ()
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with parameters 0 < ¢ < 1 and 0 < k < 1. As in unbounded domains (see [2] and [3]), the
relationship between €, ¢ and k plays a special role giving place to different types of interaction.
In particular, we shall show it is the combination o = kq/e that determines the nature of the
interaction between spirals. In this section we shall assume that « is an order-one constant,
and we shall show that this is equivalent to assuming that 1/e is of order e™/ (9.

2.1 Outer solution

We follow the same notation as [2] and [3], denoting by X = ex the outer space variable and
T = pet the slow time scale on which the spirals interact. At this stage u is an unknown small
parameter. We will later determine that p = 1/log(1/¢).

Since in this section we are assuming that o = kq/e = O(1), we write (5) in the outer region
as

62012
Cupr = (141 ¥(1 = W) —i— =y + V7, inQ (6)

along with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions at the domain boundaries, where V
now represents the gradient with respect to X. We express the solution in amplitude-phase
form as ¢ = fe'X, giving

pefr = EVif—EfIVxP+ f(1— ), (7)

e2a?
pe fixr = EV-(f2Vx) +af*(1- f?) - —f7 (8)
in , where now the boundary conditions for f and x are

of _ ox _
8n_8n_0 on 0.

Expanding in power series in € as

f(Xa T;QQ) ~ fO<X7T; Q) + Ezfl(xa T; Q) + 64f2(X7T§ q) + ...



XX, Tie,q) ~ xo(X,T59) + €x1(X, T3 q) + € x2(X, T59) + . ...,

the leading and first-order terms in (7) give

1
fo=1, f= —§’VX0’2- (9)
Substituting (9) into (8) gives
0 a?
pE = V0 + g VxoP - S i 0

o ’ (10)
X0 _0 on 9.
on

We proceed as in [3] and expand xp in terms of the small parameter g as xo ~ Xo0/¢+ Xo1+ - - -
to find, at leading order,

0= V?x00 + ]VX00|2 —a? in Q,

11
m:O on Of. (1)
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Using the Cole-Hopf transformation xgp = log hg, equation (11) is transformed into the linear
problem

0=V?ho—a’hy in Q,
% =0 on 09, 12)
on
Note that although x¢ is multivalued, xqo is single-valued (the n;¢ terms in the phase appear
in x01) so that there is no issue with applying the Cole-Hopf transformation. If we had not
expanded in ¢ but written simply xo = (1/¢) log(h) as in [24], then the multivaluedness of xg
would induce a multivaluedness in log(h) which precludes the superposition of spiral solutions,
even though the equation for h is linear. Of course, the multivaluedness and its associated
complications have not disappeared, but will appear in the correction term yo1. However, we
will find that we can determine the asymptotic law of motion of spirals without calculating xo1 -
In order to match to a spiral solution locally near the origin hg should have the form
ho ~ —(log|X| as X — 0 for some constant 3 [3]. Thus, a solution with N spirals at positions
Xi,..., Xy should satisfy (12) along with

how—ﬁjlog|X—Xj|asX%Xj, fOI"jzl,...,N. (13)

The solution to (12)-(13) is therefore
N
ho = =21 B;Gu(X;X;) = G (X;(T), Bi(T), - .., BN (T), Xa (T), Xo(T), ..., Xn(T)), (14)
j=1

say, where G (X;Y) is the Neumann Green’s function for the modified Helmholtz equation in
), satisfying

0Gy,
on
and we have been explicit about the dependence of G on the value of «, the weights ;, and the
position of the spirals X, all of which may depend on T'.

VG, —a?Gr=6(X-Y) in Q

=0 on 09, (15)



2.2 Inner solution

We rescale close to the centre of a spiral X, by writing X = X, 4+ ex to give

dX, B
6“<€T_01T'Vf> = V= fIVxP+ (- ),

dX 2 22
nf? <exT - dTE-vX> = Vv b - L
or equivalently
2. 2
e (evr — gt V) =92+ (ki1 - o) - 150, (16)

where V represents now the gradient with respect to the inner variable X. Since we assume that
the distance between the spiral centre and the boundary is much greater than the core radius,
the inner equations must be solved on an unbounded domain, with conditions at infinity that
come from matching with the outer solution. Thus the solution in the inner region mirrors that
in [3].

Expanding f ~ fo(X,T;q,p) + f1(X, T5 ¢, 1) + € fo(%,T; ¢, 1) + ... and x ~ x0(X, T; ¢, p) +
ex1(X,T;q, 1) + ..., or equivalently ¢ ~ (X, T;q, 1) + €1 (X,T;q, 1) + ..., the leading-order
equation is

0 = V4o + (1 +ig)vo(1 — [tho[*), (17)

with solution fo = fo(r;q) and xo = ned + po(r,T;q), where r and ¢ are the radial and
azimuthal variables with respect to the spiral’s centre, |ns| = 1 is the spiral’s winding number,
and fo and ¢q satisfy ordinary differential equations in r which, as indicated, also depend on
the small parameter g. Note that, although (17) does not depend on 7', the matching condition
with the outer solution causes ¢y to depend parametrically on T'. Expanding further in ¢ as

fo ~ foo+ forq+ fo2g®+- -+ and @o ~ ©o0/q+Po1+po2q+- - -, gives oo = woo(T), po1 = ¢o1(T)
and also

foo  foo

00 + o2 T (1 — £3) foo = 0, (18)
, Lo
Phalr) =~y / Sf2 (1 12))ds, (19)

with boundary conditions fpp(0) = 0 and, to match with (9), lim,_, foo(r) = 1. Note that we
allow the (constant in space) terms ¢oo/q and g3 in order to enable ¢ to match with the outer
solution xo ~ xo00/¢ (though in fact we will not worry about these terms further since we can
obtain all the information we need by matching derivatives of ¢). The existence of a unique
solution for fyo has been shown in [14].

At first order in € we find

dX . x
~pgg Vo = V21 + (1+ig)(en (1 = 20eol®) — wui), (20)
or equivalently, in terms of f; and x1,
dX
—MTTK Vo = V2fi— filVxol* = 2fVxo - Vxa + f1 — 3f3 f1, (21)
dX
—p gdiTZ Vxo = V-(fiVx1)+ V- (2fofiVxo) +2qfofr — 4qf5 fr. (22)

Note that we retain the terms proportional to p in these equations since we will later find that
1= 0(q) = O(1/[logel)).



2.3 Inner limit of the outer solution
We define the regular part of the outer solution G near the £th spiral by setting
Gres(X) = G(X) + e log|X — X(T)]. (23)
Then, from (14), as X approaches X, we find
ho ~ —Blog |X — Xo| + Gley (Xo) + (X — Xy) - VG, (X) +
Thus, written in terms of the inner variables,

ex - VGoo(Xy)
q (*BK log(e’r) + gfeg(Xé))

1 1
X0~ logho ~ - Tog (—BeTog(er) + Ghegl(X0)) + Fo, o (24)

where r = R/e = |X — X(T)|/e.

2.4 Outer limit of the inner solution
Using (19) along with the fact that foo ~ 1 — 1/r% as r — oo, it is found that

o2 logr + ¢1
~ — e 25
or q T + (25)

as r — 0o, where ¢; is a constant given by [15]

= lim (/ fi(s 1 —fo( ) )sdslogr) ~ —0.098.
r—00

However, in order to match with the outer expansion we need the outer limit of the whole
expansion in ¢. This can be found to be of the form

fo ~ 1+ 220 logr—l—cl))i—l—---, (26)

P ,
& ~ ——ZD logr+cl))2z+1+~--, (27)

where C; > 0 and D; > 0 are constant values independent of q. The necessity of taking
all the terms in ¢ when matching can be seen, since the expansion in ¢ is valid only when
q(logr +c1) < 1. When a = O(1), ¢ turns out to be O(1/loge) and thus all the terms in (26)-
(27) are the same order. We can sum all these terms in the outer limit of the inner expansion
using the same method as in Section 3.3.1 in [3]. The idea is to rewrite the leading-order (in €)
inner equations in terms of the outer variable R = er to obtain

0 = E(Vfo— folVxol®) + (1 — f3)fo, (28)
0 = EV-(f§Vxo)+all— f3)f5. (29)

We now expand again in powers of € as xo ~ Xoo(r,#;q) + eXo1(r,¢;q) + --- and fo ~
foo(r, ;. q) + € for(r, ¢;q) + ---. The leading-order term in this expansion Yoo(r, ¢;q) is just
the first term (in €) in the outer expansion of the leading-order (in €) nner solution, including
all the terms in ¢. Substituting these expansions into (28)—(29) gives foo = 1, fo1 = —%|V§<\00\2
and

0 = V?Xo0 + ¢|VXoo|?,



that is a Riccati equation which can be linearised with the change of variable Xoo = (1/¢) log ho
to give V2hg = 0. R
Since Xoo = n¢¢ + p(R) we set hg = etne?eaP() — e?? Hy(R) to give

H Hy
H// 10 2779 0
0 + R + q R2 )
with solution ‘ . . ‘
Hy = Ay(q)e " RY™ 4 By(q)e ™ R (30)

where Ay and By are constants that depend on ¢ which may be different at each vortex, and
the factors €9 are included to facilitate their determination by comparison with the solution
in the inner variable. To determine A, and B, we need to write Yqo in terms of r, expand in
powers of ¢, and compare with the limit as » — oo of the expansion in powers of q of ¢q, that
is, with (27). Since we do not know all the terms D;, only that Dy = 1 (from (25)), we will only
be able to determine the first two terms in the g expansion of Ay and B,. However, this will be
enough to determine the leading-order law of motion.

Writing the constants in powers of ¢ as Ay(q) ~ Aw/q + An + qAp, + -+ and By(q) ~
By /q+ By + qBya + - - -, and expressing Hy in terms of r we find

H()(T) — Az(q)eiqng logr + Be(q)efiqng logr
A + B _
~ % + Ap + Boy + (Ao — Beo)inglogr

. Ap+ B
+4q (AZQ + Byo + (A — Bpy)inglogr — (802£0)log2r) +o,

so that
oo _ Hy(r)  ne(Aw — Bw)i ((Am —Bp)nid  logr
or qHo(r)  r(Aw + Buw) (Aeo + Bu) 7 r
. (Ao = Bu)’logr <1(Azo — Bu)(An + Ba)) W) .
(Aw + Be)? 7 (Awo + Bu)? r
Comparing with (25) (and recalling that dygo/0r = Ope1/0r = 0 and ny = +1) we see that
Ay — By =0, (31)
(An — Bn).
Al e OVF for £ =1,...,N, 32
A0 1 Buo i ngcy  for (32)

where IV is the total number of spirals. The remaining equations determining A, and B, will
be fixed when matching with the outer region.

Outer limit of the first-order inner solution We do the same with the first-order (in €)
inner solution. The details of the calculations, which we summarize in what follows, are the
same as in Section 4.3.4 in [3]. We first write equation (21)-(22) in terms of the outer variable
to give

dX
—€MTTZ Vo= V21— f1|Vxol* — 26 foVx0 - Vx1+ f1 — 3f3f1,

dX
—enf§ g VX0 = €V (f§V) + €V - (2fof1Vx0) + 2affs — A4S r.



We now expand in powers of € as x1 ~ X10(r, ¢;q)/e + X11(7, ¢5¢) + -+ and fi ~ Fro(r, ¢;q) +
efui(r,¢;q) + -+ to give fio =0, fir = —VXoo - VXi0 and

dX,

AT VXoo = VX10 + 2¢VX00 - VX10- (33)

Motivated by the transformation we applied to Xgo we write X109 = h1/(qho) = hie 9% /q and
(33) becomes

dX, R e—dXo00 N
—p— - = hi.
T VXoo Vohy
Writing Yoo in terms of ho gives
dX ~ ~
_’“‘TTE - Vho = Vhy. (34)
Writing the velocity as
dX
diTe = (W1, V)

and recalling that hg = e?9 Hy(R), the left hand side of (34) gives

T (qnzeqanO(R) ey + Hé(R)eq"WeR)

ar R
qufeqnéd) id pigng —iqny . —ip p—igny iqng .
— P (ORI AT (Vy o 1VA) — ORI Bt (Vy — iVA) )
since
HO}(‘ZR) _ Ag(q)e—iqngRiqng—l +Bg(q)€ianR_iqnl_1,
HY(R) = igneAdlq)e ™ R — iqngBy(q)e™ R

Therefore, writing
hy = —pqneAge M (Va + iVi)gr (R) el — pigny By ™ (Vy — iV1)ga(R) (@72,
yields a system of ordinary differential equations for g7 and g9, whose solution gives

ﬁl _ _,U«Age*lqnz (V1 — 1V2) (Rian’_l X 71R1_iqnz) olane+i)e
4
By (Vi + iVh)

4

(Rfiqnfrl + 72R1+iqng) e(qngfi)qb_ (35)

where v and 72 are unknown constants that will be determined by matching to the inner limit
of the outer solution.
2.5 Leading-order matching: determination of the asymptotic wavenumber

Using (30) and (31), the leading-order (in €) outer limit of the leading-order inner solution is
found in the limit ¢ — 0 to be

N 1 1 A e—iqngloge+A eiqn;_zloge
X00 ~ 5logHo +0(1) ~ glog < 0¢ . 0¢

¥ 0<1>) ,



while the leading-order inner limit of the leading-order outer solution, according to (24) reads
1
X00 ~ 5log (—ﬂg log(er) + gfeg(Xg) + O(er)) ) (36)

Hence, in order to match, the order 1/¢ term inside the logarithm in the outer limit of the inner
must vanish, so that

e laneloge y planclose — (g)  or equivalently g¢|loge| = g + qu, (37)

where v is order one as ¢, € — 0 (recall also that |ng| = 1). This expression sets the relative size
of the two small parameters ¢ and € needed for a to be an order one constant. It is equivalent
to assuming that the typical size domain is 1/e = O(e™/?9).

The leading-order outer limit of the leading-order inner solution now reads

~ 1 :
Xoo ~ 6log (=2Agev +ing(Arg — Bre) — 2Agelog R+ ...),

and matching with (36) provides the conditions Ay = f¢/2 and
Gleog(X¢) = —2A0w + ing(A1g — Buy).
Eliminating A1y — By using (32) gives
Glog(X0) + Belcr +v) = 0. (38)

With v given by (37), and for a given set of spiral positions X, equation (38) provides a set
of N equations for the N 4+ 1 unknowns « and Sy, £ = 1,..., N (recall that gfeg(Xg), defined
through (14), (15) and (23), depends on « and f(,...,8y). However, since gfeg(Xg) is a
homogeneous, linear function of f1,...,Bx (see (14)), the system (38) is a homogeneous linear
system of N equations for 31, ..., 8n. There exists a solution if and only if the determinant of
the system is zero, which provides an equation for . This in turn determines the asymptotic
wavenumber, k = «e/q, and therefore the oscillation frequency w. The coefficients 5y, ..., Sy

are then determined only up to some global scaling (which is equivalent to adding a constant
to Xoo).

2.6 First-order matching: law of motion for the centres of the spirals

We now compare one term of the outer e-expansion with two terms of the inner e-expansion (in
the notation of Van Dyke [25], we equate (2 terms inner)(1 term outer) with (1 term outer)(2
terms inner)). This matching will eventually provide a law of motion for the spirals.

The two-term inner expansion of the one-term outer expansion for x is given in (24). We
must compare this with the one-term outer expansion of the two-term inner expansion yg+ €x1.
From §2.4 the one-term (in €) outer expansion of this is

~

1 ~ h1
—log(hg) + —. 39
. (ho) 7o (39)
Comparing this with (24) gives the matching condition
ringA : . _i .
% VGl (Xe) = ~F0 2 (00 W51+ ) — e OV +iV) (14 0)) . (40)

Note that this equation implies that ;= O(q), as we have been supposing. Solving for 7; and
~2, substituting into (35), writing Y19 in terms of the inner variable and expanding in powers
of ¢ finally gives, to leading order in g,

X10 ~ —%(W cos ¢ + Vasin @) + %ngeg(xé) "€ as r — o0. (41)
0

10



Solvability condition and law of motion Equation (41) provides a boundary condition on
the first-order inner equation (20). However, there is a solvability condition on (20) subject to
(41), which determines V; and Vs, thereby providing our law of motion for the spiral centres.
The analysis in this section summarises the corresponding analysis in [3].

Multiplying equation (20) by the conjugate v* of a solution v of the adjoint equation

V20 + (1 —iq) (v(1 = 2fhol*) — Y5v*) =0

integrating over a disk B« of radius r*, and using integration by parts gives, after some ma-
nipulation,

_/BT*%{(l_iQ) v % w,o} /BBT*%{(l_iq) (m%‘j’; %ﬁ: >}ds, (42)

where R denotes the real part. A straightforward calculation shows that directional derivatives
of 1 are solutions of the adjoint problem if ¢ is replaced by —gq, i.e. v =d - Vi)y|q——q, where
d is any vector in R2. To leading order in ¢ and p the solvability condition (42) is

_ 9Py 9(d- Vi)
0_/8&*3%{@ Vi) 5 — wl}ds.

on

Letting the disk radius r* tend to infinity gives
27

lim [ (es-d) (8"10 X;°> dé = 0. (43)

r—00 Jq 87”

Now using (41) gives the law of motion, to leading order in g,
ng 2qnf P
— =——V X 44
dT ,BZM greg( E) ( )
where V+ = (=9y,0,).

Summary The parameter a and the coefficients 3; are determined (up to a scaling) by the
linear system (38), which is

N

273G reg(Xﬁa XZ + 2m Z 5] XE» ) Bﬁ(cl + V) =0, (45)
J=Lj#L

where :
Ghrea(X;Y) = Gu(X;Y) — 5—log[X — Y,

is the regular part of the Neumann Green’s function Gy, for the modified Helmholtz equation

0Gy,
V3G, —a?Gy=6(X-Y) in Q, 5 =0 on 09, (46)
and v = log(1/e) — w/2q. The law of motion (44) may be written, to leading order in ¢, as
N
dX 4 4
Lo T N BV GuX X)) + LT Gy e (X3 X) (47)
dr Bew . =
J=14#L
As the size of the domain tends to infinity,
1
Cu(X:Y) ~ — 5 Ko(alX — Y], (15)

where K| is the order zero modified Bessel function of second kind, and equation (47) agrees
with that given in [2] for spirals in an infinite domain.
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3 Interaction of spirals in bounded domains in the near-field

In the previous section we assumed the parameter « is order one as ¢ — 0, which led to ¢ and ¢
being related by (37), which implies that the separation of spirals, and therefore the size of the
domain, is exponentially large in q.

We now consider smaller domains, in which a will be small. In the limit ¢, ¢ — 0 with
0 < qlog(1/e) < 7/2 we will find that a = O(¢'/?). This is in contrast to spirals in the near
field in the whole of R?, where « is found to be exponentially small in ¢ [2].

3.1 Outer region

As before we rescale time as T' = pue’t and use X = ex as the outer variable, to give

2.2
YV i Q.

Eppr = (L +ig) (1 —[¢?) —i .

Recall that 1/e is the typical domain diameter in x, so that the diameter of the domain is O(1)
in terms of X. Expressing the solution in amplitude-phase form as ¢ = fe'X yields

pe’ fr = EV2f — € fIVx> + f(1 - f2), (49)
62a2

nefPxr = EV - (V) +af (L= ) = = = F (50)
in ), where, as before, the boundary conditions for f and x are

of  ox
%—%—0 on 89

Expanding in asymptotic power series in € as f ~ fo +¢€2f1 + ... and x ~ xo + €x1 + ..., the
leading- and first-order terms in f give

1
fo=1, f1=—§|VX0|2~

The equation for the leading-order phase function, xq, is

Ixo ) 2 a? .
Por = V<xo0 + q|Vxol v in
85;0 =0 on 9.

So far the analysis is exactly the same as before. However, we know that a cannot be O(1)
this time, and so must be some lower order in ¢. The natural assumption is that a? = O(q),
which we will verify a posteriori. We thus rescale o = ¢*/2a. We note that a being of order
q'/? is consistent with the value of o that is found in [1] for a single spiral in a finite disk with
homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions.

Expanding xo in terms of ¢ as xg ~ %(Xoo +gxo1 + ...) as in §2 gives, at leading and first
order in g,

0 = Vo0 +|Vxool% (51)

_0 _
M% V%xo01 + 2Vx00 - Vo1 — &2, (52)
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in Q, with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, where i = p/q. Integrating (51) over
Q and using the divergence theorem and the boundary conditions gives

/ [Vxool* dS =0,
Q
so that in fact xoo = C1(7). Now (49)-(50) are invariant with respect to the transformation

XHX*Cl(T)/q, 0524>Ol2+:u01(T)’

so that we may take Cy = 0 without loss of generality. In fact, if C7(T") # 0 it means we have
not factored out all the global oscillation when making the change of variables which leads to
(2). However, we must be careful when matching with the inner region near each spiral, since
changing C] is equivalent to scaling A, in the inner region. With € = 0 we will find that the
inner expansions for A, and By start at O(1) rather than O(1/q) as they did in §2.4.

The first-order equation (52) becomes

2 ~2 .
v)(01:057 IHQ,

Oxor =0 on 09, (53)
on

xo1 ~ Co;(T)log Rj + njp;, asR; -0, forj=1,...,N,

where R; = |X — X;(T')| and ¢; are polar coordinates centred on the jth spiral, and we have
assumed that the singularities due to the spirals are locally of the same form as the corresponding
singularities when 2 = R? [2]. We thus have a set of unknown slow-time-dependent parameters,
C9;(T), one for each spiral, which are determined by matching at each spiral core.

To determine & we integrate equation (53) over the domain Vs = Q\ Zjvzl Bs(X;(T)), which
is the domain that is left after removing disks of radius ¢ centred at each spiral. Applying the
divergence Theorem on this domain (on which solutions are regular), and then taking the limit
0 — 0, gives

0 0 0
a%Q| = lim XL g = / XL 4 +3 hm X014 —2772023, (54)
6—0 Vs on 5%0 8Bj(X; (T)) on

|Q:/dX:€2/dX:62|Q|,
Q Q

is the area of the domain in terms of the outer variable X.

where

3.2 Inner region

The inner region is exactly the same as in §2.2.

3.3 Inner limit of the outer

The solution to (53) may be written as

X01—27r2023 )Gn(X;X) —|—27TZn] (X;X;) =G,
Jj=1 J=1

13



say, where G,(X;Y) is the Neumann Green’s function for Laplace’s equation in Q, satisfying

— 1 oG
Go=6X-Y)— = inQ 2= 9)
veG ( ) Ql in Q, o 0 on 09, (55)
and H satisfies
_ H _
VEZH =0 in Q\{Y}, O _ on 00), T asX oY,
on 27

where ¢ is the azimuthal angle centred at Y. If G4(X;Y) is the Dirichlet Green’s function,
satisfying B B
V3G =06(X-Y) inQ, Ga=0 on 99,

then H is its harmonic conjugate, so that, with X = (X,Y),
oF _ 0G,  OoF G,

oX oY’ 9y  9X’

Defining the regular part of G, H and G4 as

_ 1 _

Gh(X;Y) = o log [ X — Y|+ Ghreg(X;Y),
HX;Y) = % + Freg(X; Y),

_ 1 _

Gd(X; Y) = o log ]X — Y‘ + Gd,reg(X§ Y),

and

greg = 27TCZZ(T)én,reg (X, XZ) + 27Tnéﬁreg(X; Xﬁ)

N N
+ 27 Z ng (T)@H(X; Xj) + 27 Z njF(X; Xj), (56)
j=Lj#t j=Lj#t
we find that as X — X,(T),
=t —4

xo ~ e+ Colog|X — Xp(T)| + Greg(Xe) + (X = Xp(T)) - VG (Xe) + -+ (57)

Written in terms of the inner variable ex = X — X,(T') this is

=t _ —V

Xo ~ ngp + Cop lOg(GT‘) + greg(XZ) +ex- Vgreg(Xf) +o (58)

where r and ¢ are the polar representation of X.

3.4 Outer limit of the inner solution

We sum the g-expansion of the outer limit of the inner solution in exactly the same was as in
§2.4 to give Xoo = n¢¢ + (1/q) log Hy with

Hy = Ay(q)e '™ R 4 By(q)ddme R—1ame,

To determine Ay and By we need to write xoo in terms of r, expand in powers of ¢, and compare
with (25). Crucially though, as mentioned in §3.1, and in contrast to §2.4, the expansions for

14



Ay and By proceed now as Ay(q) ~ Ay + qAn + -+ and By(q) ~ By + qBep + - - - . Expressing
Hj in terms of r we find

Ho(r) ~ Aw+ B+ q(An + Bn) + q(Aw — Buy)inglogr

. A + B
+¢? <Ae2 ¥ Bt (A — Bp)imglogr — A0 o)y r) +oe o (59)
so that
OXoo _ Hy(r)  ne(Aw — Bw)i 4 ((Am — Bp)ngd  logr
ar  qHy(r) 7(Aw + Bu) (Aw + Bew) 7 r

L, (Aw— By)*logr  i(Aw — Buw)(Aa + Ba) W) b

(A + Be)? r (Ago + Bio)? r

Comparing with (25) (and recalling that ny = +1) we see that

Ago — By =0, (60)
(Apn — Bo).

Ay = — for ¢ =1,...,N. 61

A0 1 Buo i necy for (61)

The remaining equations determining A, and B, will be fixed when matching with the outer
region.

Using (60) we now find that (59) gives the outer limit of the leading-order inner expansion
as

Alge_iqn[ loge + Bueiqng loge
AOZ (efiqng loge + elqne log e)

R 1 , .
Koo~ log (Aag(e 70184 61 18) ) 4

(e—iqng loge __ eiqng loge (62)

+in log R+ O(q).

(e—iqng loge + elgnylog e)
Similarly, the leading-order outer limit of the first correction to the inner expansion Yo is now

_ o, (e OSE(V —iVo) (1 4 y1)el? | el 108 (V) +iVh) (1 + yg)e?
X~ =R “iqn1 iqng 1 T “ignel iqng 1 :
q e~ lqneloge | plgngloge e~ lqneloge | plgngloge

(63)

3.5 Leading-order matching: determination of the asymptotic wavenumber

Matching (58) with (62) gives

0 = log <Aoe(e—iqngloge _i_eiqnglog;e>>7 (64)

(e—lqng loge eldne log e)

Cor = iny = ny tan(gnyloge), (65)

(efiqng loge + elqne log 6)

G (X, = Aue I 4 Byelinelone (66)
reg{Ae) = Agg(e—iane loge 1 pignglog ‘) '

Equation (64) gives 24 = cosec(qnsloge). When |n;| = 1 equation (65) implies the constants
Cy; are all equal and given by

Cyj = —tan(qlog(1/¢)) V3.
Equations (54) and (65) together determine & via

N

~2 _ 2m an tan(gn;log(1/e)) =

2N
af = — -
] &

Q tan(qlog(1/e)). (67)
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The asymptotic wavenumber is related to a by k = ae/q and so, since a = ¢/?a,

_ 1/2 1/2

k= qi% = q16/2 (27&\[ tan(qlog(l/e))> : = (ZTSJI\( tan(qlog(l/e))) / . (68)
As qlog(1/e) — m/2 this expression matches smoothly into that given by (38); we demonstrate
this in Section 4.3 when we develop a uniform composite approximation.
3.6 First-order matching: law of motion for the spirals
Matching (58) with (63) gives
1 <e_iq"4 loge(1] —iVa) (1 4 71)re'? N eltneloge (1 +iVa) (1 + Vg)re_id’)

_ —{
X Vgreg(xé> ~ _Zq e—lgneloge 1 gigneloge e—igneloge | pigneloge

Solving for 7; and -2 and substituting into (39) using (35) gives, finally,

X100 ~ —% (Vicos¢ + Vasing) + % (Vi cos(¢ — 2gneloge) + Vasin(¢p — 2gng loge))

G, Gy o .
+7 cos(gngloge) (X¢) cos(¢ — gneloge) + (Xy) sin(¢ — gneloge) | (69)
0X oy
as r — 00. The compatibility condition (43) then gives the law of motion as
X 2 _
% = ﬁ cot(gny log e)Vlngg(Xg). (70)
Using (56) and (65) we may write this as
[ dX — —
Etan(gneloge) = = 2m(ng tan(qne10g €) V- Cneg(Xei Xe) + 21V Hreg (X Xo)

N
+ 2 Z (n; tan(gn; log €)) V- Gu(Xy; X;)
J=Li#t

N
+ 27 Z njVLF(Xg;Xj)
=150
= 2mngtan(gnglog e)VLémeg(Xg; Xy) — 27mgVéd,reg(Xg; Xy)
N
+ 2 Z njtan(gn; log €) VG (Xy; X;)
=1,

N
—2r Y nVGa(XyX;). (71)
=10
Thus we see the motion due to each spiral is a combination of the gradient of the Dirichlet
Green’s function and the perpendicular gradient of the Neumann Green’s function.
Since we are considering only the case that |n;| = 1 for all j we may simplify to

ng% tan(qlog e)% = 27 tan(qlog €) V"G reg (Xe; Xp) — 2710V G reg (Xe; Xo)
N
+ 2 tan(qlog €) Z V4G (X4; X;)
=1
N
—or Z n;VG4(Xy; X;) (72)

J=Ly#t
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As the size of the domain tends to infinity both the Neumann and Dirichlet Green’s functions
tend to

1
—log [ X —Y]|.
5 08| |
Equation (71) then becomes
. N N
iy dX, nj tan(gn; log €) n;
= 1 = _ ——€,.
2 an(gngloge)— T | g X, - X, e¢J—|—' E |Xg—Xj|eT]
J=1,#L j=1,j7#L

in agreement with [2].

4 Rectangular domains

In this section we evaluate our results for a rectangular domain with sides of length L, and L,,
in preparation for a comparison with direct numerical simulations in §5. As we have shown in
the previous sections, we find two different laws of motion for spirals depending on the relative
sizes of the domain and the parameter q. We first evaluate these two laws of motion for the
case of a rectangle, before formulating a uniform approximation valid in both regimes.

4.1 Canonical scale

For spirals in a rectangular domain in which L, L, ~ 1/e ~ e™/24 the motion takes place in the
canonical scaling. Recalling that the outer variable is defined as X = ex, equation (15) for the
Neumann Green’s function Gp(X; X) for the modified Helmholtz equation is, in this case

V3G, —a’Gy = (X —=X) in [0,eL,] x [0,€L,],

0Gy
ax 0 on X =0and X =¢€L,,
%C;n = 0 on Y=0andY =e€L,,

where X = (X,Y) and X = (X,Y). Using the method of images, and noting that the free
space Green’s function is given by (48), the solution is

- 1 > . N 1/2
Gu(X;X) = —- Z Ko <a ((X — X +2nel,)* + (Y - Y + 2meLy)2> )

m,n=—o0

1 > 2 5 2\ /2
-5 <X+X+2neLm) +(Y—Y+2meLy)>

Q m,n=—0oo

1 % 2 9 2 1/2
-5 (X—X+2neLm) +(Y+Y+2meLy))

@ m,n=—0o0

1 % 2 9 2 1/2
-5 <X+X+2neLx) +(Y+Y+2meLy)) .

7T m,n=—0o0

The series are rapidly convergent since Ky(z) decays exponentially for large z. We also defined
the regular part of the Green’s function by

S - 1 N
Ghnreg (X5 X) = Gn(X; X) — o~ log [X — X].

17



In order to compare with direct numerical simulation, we rewrite GG, in terms of the original
variable x by setting

Gh(x:€) = Gnlex; ef) = —% i Ko (gk (2 = €+ 2nL0) + (y — n + 2mL,)2) ?)

~ 5 i Ko (qk((x+§+2an)2+(y—n+2mLy)2)1/2>
ey i Ky (qk ((:n—{—i—Qan)z + (y+77+2mLy)2)1/2>

— o i Ko (qk((w+§+2an)2+(y+n+2mLy)2)”2>,

m,n=—00

where X = €€ = €(&,n), and we have written ea = gk. Then
, , 1 1
Gn,reg(x; S) = Gn(x; E) - % log ’X - £| = Gn,reg(@(; 66) + % log €.

With a single spiral. In the particular case where there is only one spiral at position X;
with unitary winding number nj, the law of motion (47) simply reads

dX1 47an1 L
v n,re: X ;X 5
dT L V G y g( 1 1) (73)
and « is given by
—27Gh reg(X1; X1) + ¢1 + log(1/€) — 7/2q = 0. (74)

Written in terms of the original variables x, ¢ and k equation (73) becomes

dX1

i Amqni VG oo (X13X1) (75)

n,reg
where V now represents the gradient with respect to x. Equation (74) becomes

—27G Lo (X15%1) + €1 — /2q = 0.

n,reg

Note that neither of these equations depends on the scaling parameters € or u, as expected.

With two spirals Written in terms of the original coordinate x, with spirals at positions x;
and xo, (45) gives

27rB1G;17reg(x1; Xl) + QWBQG;(Xl; XQ) — 51 (Cl — 71'/2(]) = 0,
27 B2 G, reg (X23X2) + 21 01GY (X5 %1) — fa(er — 7/2q) =

The equation for k is thus

(270G, e (x15%1) + 1 — 7/2q) (=27 pog (X2 X0) + €1 — 7/2q) = 4Gl (x2;x1) G (15 X2),

n,reg

while ,
/82 N 27an,reg(X1; Xl) —c1+ 71'/2(] - 27TG;1 (XZ; Xl)

B 271G (x1;X2) B 210G, g (X25X2) — €1 +7/2q
Note that GIH(XQ;Xl) = G;(Xl;XQ).

18



Written in terms of the original variables x and ¢ the law of motion (47) for two spirals is

d
ﬂ = 47an1@le;(xl§ XQ) + 47an1VLG;1 re (Xl; Xl)
dt p1 e

d
% = 4qu2§1VlG£(xQ;X1)+47rqn2VLG' (x2; X2).

72 n,reg

Remark 1 We note that if initially x1 + x2 = (L, Ly), so that the spirals are placed symmet-
rically with respect to the centre of the domain, then if n1 = no they keep this symmetry during
the motion. In this case G, oo (X15X1) = Gy, 1op(X2;X2) 50 that B2/B1 = 1.

4.2 Near-field scale

In the near field scaling the relevant Green’s functions are the Neumann and Dirichlet Green’s
functions for Laplace’s equation. We rewrite these in the original variables as a;(x;ﬁ) =
Gr(ex;e€), é:i(x; €) = Gq(ex; e€). As before, we evaluate the Green’s functions by the method
of images. However, we must be a little careful, because the sums over images for the Green’s
functions themselves do not converge. However, the corresponding sums over images for the
derivatives of the Green’s functions do converge, and these are what we need for the law of
motion. Defining

(e 9]

) 1 xr—&+4+2L,n
Vx(X,&??) T or nmgoo (J) — ¢+ Qan)Q + (y —n+ 2mLy)2
L& msin(m(x — &)/ Ly)
T oor m:zoo 2L, (cosh(m((y —n) + 2Lym)/Ly) — cos(m(z — §)/Ly))’
) _ 1 ad y—n+2L,m
Vy(Xafvn) - 27_‘_”7;00 (l’—£+2an)2 + (yy—n—l—ZmLy)2
_ 1 i msin((y —n)/Ly)
2r 2 3L cosh(n((z — &) + 2Lun)/ Ly) — cos(ny — 1)/ Ly))
then
W (1) = Valbs€om) + Valoxi ~6.m) + Valox € —) + Valoci—€, —n),
G,
6; (x:8) = Vy(x:&m) +Vy(x=&m) + Vy(x:§, —n) + Vy (x5 =&, —n),
‘ﬁd(x; £ = Valx&m) = Va(xi =€ m) = Va(x: & —n) + V(x5 =€, =),
ag;d(X; §) = Vy(x6m) = Vy(x6 =&,m) = Vy(x;6, —n) + Vy (x5 =€, —n).

Note that the final sums above again converge exponentially quickly. In terms of x and t the
law of motion (72) is

ﬂtan(qlog e)@ = 2nmtan(qlog e)VLGL voo (X023 X0) — 27mgV§fi voe (X03 X0)
2q dt ee ee
N N
+ 27 tan(qloge) Z VLGL(X@XJ‘) — 27 Z njva:i(xng). (76)
j=1j#¢ J=1j#L
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Recall also that 1/2
2N
k= ——tan(glog(1l/e > )
(2 tancatox(1/0)

where |(2| is the area of Q in the original variable x.

With a single spiral Written out in component form, the law of motion (76) for a single
spiral at x; with winding number |n;| =1 is

d G, on(x1:% Gy ron (13X
7;;1 = —4mgn———>——= g; 1%1) — 47rq cot(qlog e)—d’ gi ! 1),
d 8@;” X1;X 8§,r X1;X
% = 47rqn1’egill) — 4mq cot(q log e)d’eg(yll).

With two spirals Written out in component form, the law of motion (76) for spirals at

positions x; and x2 with winding numbers |n;| = |ng| =1 is
d 8§/r X1;X 8§/r X1;X
7;;1 = —dpqn—"28 "~ eg(y 1i%1) — 4mq cot(q log e)—d’ eg(x 1i%1)
G, (x1; G (x1;
gy 2 X1X2) o cot(glog ) 204K X2).
y ox
d oG, X1;X oG, X1;X
7dytl = 4qu1n’regi 1%1) — 4mq cot(qlog e)d’re%(y %)
G, (x1; G (x1;
Ox oy
d OG, . (x2; % OG . (X2; X
dos _47mzqn,reg<y?2> g cot(qlog E)d,regy‘z)
G, (x3; Gy (x2;
gy 22X cot(glog ) 20K X1
dy or
d 8@lr X2; X 6@lr X2; X
W 4ﬂqn2megfx22> g eot(glog e)cte%fy?ﬁ
G, (x2; G (x2;
 amgny 280 BX) e cot(glog e) 202X
Ox oy

4.3 A uniform composite expansion

To compare with direct numerical simlulations we combine the expansions of Sections 4.1 and
4.2 into a single composite expansion valid in both regions. We first consider the asymptotic
wavenumber. As o — 0 in (46) we find

Gn(X;Y) ~ +Gn(X;Y) 4

Qa2
where G,(X;Y) is the Neumann Green’s function for Laplace’s equation given by (55). Thus
(45) implies that the 5y are all equal to leading order and « is given by

9 2mNgq
[€(7/2 — gl log e])’

(07
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We see that this matches smoothly into the near-field o we found in (67), since

2nNq
|€2(7/2 — qllog €])

as q|loge| — m/2. We may generate a uniform approximation to « by taking

2mqgN

2 =2

o = qa = —
it

tan(qlog(1/€)) ~

2t Nq
2 a2 2 ar — = ’
Q" = Qganonical T Onear ’Q‘(';T/Q — Q| 10g6|)

The corresponding uniform approximation to k is given by

2N
q|Q(7/2 — q|loge|)’

For the law of motion the simplest uniformly valid composite expansion is

27N
kQ = k?anonical + L tan(q IOg(l/E)) -

q|9| (77)

N

dxy 4mqny
i = Z /BjVLG;(X% Xj) + 47an€VLG;1,reg(XZ§ )

Be

J=1j#L
4mqcot(qloge) al
— 4mq cot(q log E)VGé’reg(Xg; Xy) — E— Z n;VGy(xe;x5),  (78)
=157

where G, is the Dirichlet Green’s function for the modified Helmholtz equation given by
VG, - PGy =6d(x—y) in Q, =0 on 0, (79)

with )
Gireg(X3y) = Ga(x;y) — 5-log[x —y|,

and By and k are given by the canonical approximation in §4.1.

4.4 Choice of €

In order to plot the trajectories obtained from the uniformly valid asymptotic approximation
to the law of motion we need to make one final choice as to the value of €, which is the inverse
of the typical separation between spirals (and their images). In principle, the full asymptotic
expansion is independent of ¢ when written in the original coordinates (note that e disappears
from the approximation for k£ in the canonical region, for example, when it is rewritten in the
original variables)—this is reflected in the law of motion by the fact that € only appears in (77)
and (78) as log e: multiplying e by any factor does not change the law of motion asymptotically.
However, € will only disappear from the near-field (and uniform) law of motion if we include
the full expansion to all powers of loge (i.e. all powers of ¢). Since this is not possible, we must
choose an appropriate lengthscale to use for e. In principle any choice will do (all lead to the
same law of motion at leading order).

In our numerical comparisons we consider two natural choices for €. The first is simply
to choose € to be a constant proportional to the inverse of the domain diameter—we take
e =4/(Ly + Ly), which is 0.01 for the square domain of side length 200 we consider in §5. The
second natural choice is to take € to be proportional to the inverse distance from a spiral to the
boundary or between spirals. For a single spiral at (z,y) we approximate this by setting

1 1 1 1 1/2
_ (L1 ISR S R 80
‘ (w2+|Lz—x|2+y2+|Ly—y|2> (80)



For two spirals at (z,y) and (L, — z, L, — y) we take

< CHE ! )1/2 (81)
€ = —_— _— —_— .
a? Ly —z* Y Ly —yl?  |Le/2— [P+ |Ly/2 -yl

In this case € evolves slowly as the spirals move.

5 Comparison with direct numerical simulations

To test the accuracy of our results, numerical simulations were carried out for the Neumann
problem. Letting ¢(z,y,t) = e‘ikQ‘Jt@E(x, y,t), equation (5) becomes

A . co s 2 s o

Py =1414q)(1 —|Y|*)v+ VY in Q, 8—n:0 on 09, (82)
Numerical simulations of equation (82) were carried out using finite differences applied to the
coupled reaction-diffusion equations for the real and imaginary parts of zﬂ subject to homoge-
neous Neumann boundary conditions on a large square domain. A uniform spatial discretization
was used with Ay = Az. Following the approach described in [13, 8], a nine-point stencil for
the Laplacian operator was used to obtain more accurate approximations of the oscillating solu-
tions. Explicit timestepping using Euler’s method with a small timestep, At = (Ax)?/20, was
found to be stable and computationally efficient.

Initial conditions were chosen to have zeros with a unit winding number at the desired initial

location of the spirals. In particular, for a single spiral, initial data at ¢ = 0 was chosen as

A~

Po(x) = fry)eXr1o0)

where (r1,0;) are polar coordinates with respect to the intended starting position, x;, for the
centre of the spiral, f(r) = tanh(Ar) where A = 0.583189 was chosen to match f(0) with
the solution for a steady spiral in an infinite domain [15], and the phase x varies by 27 as
x1 is circled anticlockwise. Since the leading-order equation for the phase in the outer region
((11) and (53) in the canonical and near-field scalings respectively) is quasi-steady, in principle
any initial condition x will do, since x will equilibriate over a short timescale. However, since
the timescale for evolution of x is logarithmically smaller (i.e. O(1/|loge|)) than that for the
motion of spirals, in practice initial transients in x can significantly perturb the motion. To
eliminate this as much as possible we choose the initial ¥ to be given by either the near-field
Xo1 corresponding to the initial position of the spiral (the solution of (53)) or the canonical
01 + x00/q corresponding the initial position of the spiral (where yqo is the solution of (11)). In
the near-field this requires us to choose a value of €; we take ¢ = 0.01 for simplicity.
For pairs of spirals starting at x; and xs, the initial condition was given as

A~

do(x) = f(r1)f(r2) exp(i[R(r1, 61) + X(r2, 62)))-

It was observed that this choice of initial data led to brief transients after which 7,2 was smooth,
slowly-evolving and satisfied the boundary conditions. For the most part the transients caused
only relatively small changes to the starting positions x; of the spirals. However, when the
near-field initial condition for x was used with too large a value of ¢ (in which ¢|loge| is too
close to 7/2) it was observed that many more zeros of 1) were generated locally during the initial
transient, and that these additional spirals did not always annihilate with each other. We used
this behaviour to determine when to switch from the near-field initial condition to the canonical
initial condition: for a single spiral we use the near-field initial condition for ¢ < 0.3 and the
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canonical initial condition for ¢ > 0.35; for two spirals we use the near-field initial condition
for ¢ < 0.2 canonical initial condition for ¢ > 0.25. Figure 1 shows a snapshot of the real and
imagainary parts and the phase of 1/} for an example with two spirals.

In order to compare the simulations with the asymptotic predictions in Section 4.3 we need
to calculate the trajectories of the spiral centres, x;(¢). From the simulations, at regularly
spaced times, t;, the positions of local minima of || were interpolated to sub-grid resolution by
fitting computed values at grid points surrounding the discrete minimum to a paraboloid. In
Figure 2 we show some examples of the trajectories obtained from this procedure, for a single +1
spiral with various starting positions. This figure illustrates the effect that the initial condition
on the phase y can have on the trajectory of the spiral. It also illustrates a difficulty we will
have when comparing our asymptotic trajectories to the numerically determined trajectories:
because trajectories from nearby initial conditions are diverging, any small differences in the
velocities will be compounded over time so that small errors in velocity may lead to large errors
in position and quite different paths.

In Figure 3 we show a comparison between the numerically determined velocity (by finite
differencing and smoothing [4] the numerically determined path in time) and the velocity pre-
dicted by the uniform asymptotic approximation described above, as a function of time along
the numerically determined spiral trajectory. The numerical solutions are for a single +1 spi-
ral in the square domain 0 < z,y < 200 with grid resolution Ax = 0.5. For each value of ¢
the = and y velocities for two different trajectories (i.e. two different starting positions) are
shown. The asymptotic results are shown for the two choices of € described in §4.4. We see
that there are still some initial transients in the velocities, but that on the whole the asymp-
totic approximation does quite well. The approximation gets better as ¢ increases, which seems
slightly counter-intuitive since the asymptotic approximation is in the limit ¢ — 0. This can
be explained by the fact that in the near-field scaling the 1/log e correction terms play a more
significant role than they do in the canonical scaling (in the canonical region e disappears from
the law of motion when written in terms of the original variables, while in the near field region it
does not). From Figure 3 we also see that the green curves, corresponding to choosing € = 0.01,
fit less well at higher values of ¢, particularly near the end of the trajectory in which the spiral
is approaching the boundary. On the other hand the blue curves, which take the distance to
the boundary into account in e through (80), fit very well.

In Figure 4 we compare directly the numerical trajectories (dashed lines) and those given by
the uniform asymptotic approximation with e given by (80) (solid lines), for a single 41 spiral
in a square domain 0 < z,y < 200. Numerical trajectories are shown starting from positions
(110,100), (120,100),...,(170,100). Because of the initial transients in the numerical results,
and to mitigate the effects of diverging trajectories mentioned earlier, we solve the asymptotic
trajectories backwards from a point on the numerical trajectory near the boundary of the
domain'!. Specifically we find the asymptotic trajectory which coincides with the numerical
trajectory on the smooth closed curve (x — 100)* + (y — 100)* = 90%.

For small ¢ we see that the spiral is attracted to the boundary whatever its inital position.
However, as ¢ is increased there is a Hopf bifurcation with the appearance of an unstable
periodic orbit. Trajectories starting outside this periodic orbit are attracted to the boundary
of the domain, but those starting inside it spiral in to the origin. As ¢ is increased further the
periodic orbit grows in size and develops a more squareish shape. This can be understood as
the spiral interacting with its images predominantly in the near-field limit, in which the motion
is perpendicular to the line of centres. With the motion dominated by the nearest image the
spiral will move parallel to the nearest boundary until it nears the corner, when a second image
takes over. We see that the asymptotic law of motion captures the appearance of the perioidic

'For trajectories which do not leave the domain we solve forwards from the initial position.
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orbit. In Fig. 4e the amplitude of the asympotic periodic orbit is not quite right (it crosses the
line y = 100 close to & = 110 rather than = = 130), but in Fig. 4f the periodic orbit is captured
well quantitatively as well as qualitatively.

In Figure 5 we compare the trajectories provided by a direct numerical simulation of (5)
(dashed lines) and those given by the uniform asymptotic approximation (solid lines) for a pair
of +1 spirals in the same square domain 0 < x,y < 200. We position the spirals symmetrically
at positions (100 — z,100) and (100 + x, 100), where we choose z = 10,20,...,70. We see that
the agreement is qualitatively very good, again improving as ¢ increases. The spirals attempt to
circle around each other, as the near-field interaction would indicate, but gradually drift apart
until the image spirals take over and force the pair to rotate in the opposite direction.

6 Conclusions

We have developed a law of motion for interacting spiral waves in a bounded domain in the
limit that the twist parameter ¢ is small. We find that the size of the domain is crucial in
determining the form of this law of motion. Our main results can be summarised as follows.
For 0 < g < 1, given a set of +1-armed spirals in a domain of diameter O(1/¢), the positions
xy of the spirals evolve according to the following laws of motion:

(i) For a so-called canonical domain size, which corresponds to ¢|loge| = 7/2 4+ quv with

v=0(1) as ¢,e = 0,

@ _ Amgny
By

N

D BVIGL e x)) + ATqne VG g (30 %0) (83)
=Lt
where V4 = (-9,,0,) and G)(x;y) is the Neumann Green’s function for the modified
Helmholtz equation on 2, satisfying
oG,
on

V3G — ¢*k*Gl = 6(x—y) in Q, =0 on Of. (84)
with )

Ghreg(x5y) = GL(x5y) — 5 loglx —yl.
The coefficients [3; are given (up to an arbitrary and irrelevant scaling factor) as solutions
of the linear system of equations

N
QWﬂgG;’reg(Xg; Xg) + 27 Z 5]'G;(X4; Xj) - ,Bg(cl - 71'/2q) = 0, (85)
Jj=1,5#¢

where ¢; &~ 0.098, whose solvability condition (the condition for a non-zero solution)
determines the eigenvalue k.

(ii) For a so-called near-field domain size, which corresponds to 0 < ¢|loge| < /2,

N
dx — —
(th = dmgne Y VG (xe%)) + 4mqneVE Gl e (X6 %)
J=1j#L
4mq cot(qloge) a
— —
—47rqcot(qloge)VGd’reg(Xg;Xg)—n—Z Z n;VGq4(xe%;), (86)
=LAt
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where é;(x; y) and é; (x;y) are the Neumann and Dirichlet Green’s functions for Laplace’s
equation on 2, satisfying
1 oG,

V2§; =d(x—y)— Q) in Q, 8nn =0 on 09, (87)
VG, =6(x—y) inQ, Gy=0 on 9, (88)
and
Chreg5y) = Galy) — 5-loglx—yl,  Gheglsy) = Galxiy) — 5~ loglx— yl.

(iii) A uniform approximation, valid in both regions, is given by

N
dx dmgn
Tf = qne Z BjVLG;(Xg;Xj) +47angVJ'G;7reg(Xg;Xg)
Be
J=1,j#¢
4mq cot(qloge) ol
747TqCOt(q10g€)VG:i7reg(Xg;Xg) B — Z n;VGy(x%5), (89)
=174

where G is the Dirichlet Green’s function for the modified Helmholtz equation given by
VG, - PRG =0(x—y) in Q, =0 on 09, (90)
with
areg(Xy) = Ga(x;y) — % log [x —yl,
and S, and k given by (85).
Although we have focussed on Neumann boundary conditions for the complex Ginzburg-

Landau equation (4), the extension to periodic boundary conditions is straightforward.
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Figure 1: A snapshot of a simulation with two spirals for ¢ = 0.1.
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Figure 2: Numerical trajectories for a single spiral starting at positions y = 100 and = = 110,

130, 150 and 170. The different colours correspond to different initial conditions for the phase
x: blue is the canonical initial condition, red is the near-field initial condition with ¢ = 0.01,
and green is the near-field initial condition with € = 0.005.
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Figure 3: A comparison between the numerically-determined velocity (red), the predicted
asymptotic velocity with e = 0.01 (green), and the predicted asymptotic velocity with e given
by (80) (blue), as a function of time along the numerically-determined spiral trajectory, for a
single spiral in the square domain [0,200] x [0,200]. The starting y-value for each trajectory
is y1(0) = 100. The numerical results have been locally averaged to reduce some of the noise.
The trajectories themselves may be seen in Figure 4.
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Figure 4: Comparison between the trajectories provided by a direct numerical simulation
of (82) (dashed lines) and the uniform asymptotic approximation of §4.3 (solid lines) for a
single spiral in a square domain of side 200. Numerical trajectories starting from positions
(110,100), (120, 100),...,(170,100) are shown; € is given by (80). Note the appearance of an
unstable periodic orbit in (e) and (f) which is captured by the asymptotic law of motion. An
extra orbit starting from position (161,100) is shown in (f)—the periodic orbit crosses the line
z = 100 somewhere between 160 and 161.
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Figure 5: Comparison between the trajectories provided by a direct numerical simulation of (82)
(dashed lines) and the uniform asymptotic approximation of §4.3 (solid lines) for a pair of spirals

in a square domain of side 200. Spirals are placed symmetrically at positions (100 — x, 100) and
(100 4 z,100) with = 10,20, ...,70; € is given by (81).
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A Comment on [24]

As the only published work (other than our previous papers [2, 3]) to consider the motion of
spirals whose separation is not large by comparison to e™/24 [24] is an important reference
in the field, even though their approach does not generalise easily to more than two spirals
or to bounded domains. Unfortunately it seems [24] make a number of mistakes right at the
beginning of their paper. Equations (8) and (9) in [24] are incorrect, and should read

. ) —= 2 . 92_ 2_,02772
npv-V0 = Vip+ (1-[VO["—p )P

—nv-Vp = 2V0-Vp+pV?0 —q(1—ki—p?)p,

It seems that in [24] the authors mistakenly applied the transformation u — ue™“**7V*/2 rather
than u — ue™ “HV%/2 which they had intended. Equation (10) in [24] also seems incorrect,

and should instead read )
~ n—q(l—kp)

 1+ng(l - k)
There are further errors in deriving (14) and (15) from (8) and (9) (two sign errors in (14) and
a missing term in (15)), but since (8) and (9) are themselves incorrect that is rather academic.
We do not follow through the implications of these mistakes, since the configuration of spirals
they consider is a special case of the much more general setting considered here, so that their
results are in any case superceded by ours.

B The law of motion when b # 0

If b # 0, equation (2) reads

(185 = V2 (1 [9P)o + iap(1 — K2 — o), 1)

which after writing 1 = felX and a = kq/e yields the system
ftbixe = VA IR+ - f) (92)
Pru-bffi = VPV - 1) - SO (93)

Writing T' = pe?t and X = ex the outer equations (7)-(8) now read
pe(fr+bfxr) = EVAf—EfVx* + f(1 - f?), (94)
e2a?
ne(f2xr = bffr) = EV-(2Vx) +af* (A= [*) = =%, (95)

which, expanding in asymptotic power series in € as f ~ fo+e>fi+--- and x ~ xo+€>x1+-- -,
gives, in place of (9),

1
fOZ ]—) fl :_5 (MbXOT—f_‘VXOF)v
so that equation (10) for the leading-order (in €) phase becomes
pxor(1 — gb) = Vxo0 +|Vxol* — a?/q.

We see that the correction due to nonzero b is of O(ugb), so that the equations for xgp and xo1
in both the canonical scaling and the near field scaling are unchanged if b = O(1).
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In the inner region, if b # 0, equation (16) becomes

dX, e2a?

ep(1 — ib) <6¢T - w) = V2 + (1+ig)(1 — [¢[*)y —i .

.

The leading order equation (17) is unchanged, while the first order equation (20) becomes

ax,

—p(1 = ib)— - Vb = V21 + (1 +iq) (1 (1 — 2o *) — 5eb7).

or equivalently, in terms of f; and x;,

dX,
—Har
_MfO% (foVxo —bVfo) = V-(f5Vx1)+ V- (2fofiVxo) + 2qfofi1 — 4af; fi.

(Vo+bfoVxo) = V2fi— filVxol> = 2f6Vx0 - Vxi + f1 — 3f3 fi,

When calculating the outer limit of the first order inner equation (33) is now modified to

—p(l — qb)% - VX0 = VZXo1 + 24V X00 - VX10-
It is now clear that when b is O(1) as ¢ — 0, a non-zero b modifies the law of motion only
at O(q), not at leading order. To have an effect on the leading-order law of motion b needs
to be O(1/q). We outline here the modification to our calculations in this latter case, and the
resulting modified law of motion.
Writing b = B/q, i = fiq, the outer equation (6) reads

ie2a?

i (q—1b) vr = V20 + (1 +iq)(1 = [y — 0, (96)

and (7)-(8) in terms of the modulus f and phase x become
A (qfr +bfxr) = EVAf = €IV + (1 - ), (97)
Fafxe 85 1) = V- (V) 4 a1 - 1) - @ (95)

Expanding x and f in powers of € we find that equation (10) for leading-order phase becomes
afixor(1 —b) = V2x0 + q|Vxo|? — o?/q.

Expanding in powers of ¢ as usual we find that the terms involving b still do not contribute at
the relevant order in either the near-field or canonical separation.

In the inner region the leading-order equation (17) is unchanged, while the first-order equa-
tion (20) becomes

- dX
il — 1) g - Vo = V1 + (14 i) (41 (1 = 20 *) = 00]).

or equivalently, in terms of f; and x1,

_dXy

“Har
dX ~

*ﬂfodiTe . (QfOVXO - beo) = V- (fiVxi)+ V- (2fofiVixo) + 2qfofr — 4af fr.

' (qvfo + BfOVXO) = V2fi — filVixol* = 2f0Vx0 - VX1 + fi — 3f3 f,
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When calculating the outer limit of the first-order inner equation (33) is now modified to

. - dX ~ ~ ~ ~
—qp(l— b)diTK - VXo0o = V?Xo1 + 2¢VX00 - VX10-

so that the solution (35) is modified to

~ qii(1 — b) Age™19m (V) — V)

hy = — (R 4y R0 glaneti)e
4
gl - b>B€€;qW(V1 + V%) (Rime+l 4 o, Rl+iane) olane=0¢, (99)
where ~
N hy e~ 4X00
X10=—"—"

At this point the analysis for spirals at canonical separation and those at near field separation
differs, and we treat the two cases separately.

Canonical separation Since the leading-order inner equation is independent of b, the leading-
order matching is the same, giving glog(1/e) = m/2 + vq as before. Matching the new solution
(99) to the inner limit of the outer as in §2.6 we find that (41) becomes

i(1—b
M(2)T(Vl cos ¢ + Vasing) + %ngeg(Xg) e as r — oo.

X10 ~ —

The solvability condition (43) is modified to

- dX , 2 Oy
_Hbﬁd—Té dt = Tli}rgo ; (ep-d) ( 8;0 + Xrlo> do, (100)

where d- = (—dy,d;). The terms in b cancel, leaving the law of motion unchanged as
dXy, _ 2ny
dT ABe
We note that in [3] there is a sign error which resulted in the terms involving b adding up rather
than cancelling, leading to an incorrect factor 1 — 2b in the law of motion.

ngfeg(Xf)'

Near field separation In this case the computations follow similarly to the ones shown for
the canonical separation. In particular, with b non-zero the first order matching between the
inner limit of the outer and outer limit of the inner (69) becomes

<. ngeg(xe) _[L(l — l~)) (e_iq”f loge(1 —iV) (1 + y1)re'® N elanelose (1 4 iVh) (1 + 72)re_i¢> ‘

4 e—ignyg loge + elqnye loge e—igne loge + elqne loge

Solving for 41 and 9 and matching in the same way as done in §3.6 now gives

(1l —0b
X100 ~ —%(Vlcosqﬁ—i—%sin@
i(l —b)r .
t— (Vi cos(¢ — 2gngloge) 4+ Vasin(¢ — 2gngloge))
reostanetond) {20 ()t analoge) + 295 X, s o
r cos(qneloge X ¢) cos(¢p — qnyloge BY% ¢)sin(¢ — gnygloge) | .
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Then, using the solvability condition (100), the law of motion reads

dXy 2 cos(gny loge) <~ ,
ar - 7 bcos(gqnglog ) VG, (X
dr fi(b? cos?(qny log €) + sin?(gny log €)) (qneloge) eg( 0)

+ sin(gny log e)ngfeg (X[)) .

Again we note that the corresponding expression for an infinite domain in [3] is incorrect because
of the aforementioned sign error.
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