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Abstract

Patterns and nonlinear waves, such as spots, stripes, and rotating spirals, arise prominently in many

natural processes and in reaction-diffusion models. Our goal is to compute boundaries between parameter

regions with different prevailing patterns and waves. We accomplish this by evolving randomized initial data

to full patterns and evaluate feature functions, such as the number of connected components or their area

distribution, on their sublevel sets. The resulting probability measure on the feature space, which we refer

to as pattern statistics, can then be compared at different parameter values using the Wasserstein distance.

We show that arclength predictor-corrector continuation can be used to trace out transition and bifurcation

curves in parameter space by maximizing the distance of the pattern statistics. The utility of this approach

is demonstrated through a range of examples involving homogeneous states, spots, stripes, and spiral waves.

1 Introduction

Many biological, chemical, physical, and social systems exhibit spontaneous self-organization on microscopic

scales that leads to coherent patterns and structures at macroscopic scales [19, 25, 39, 55]. Hexagonal cell

structures, directional stripes, and spiral waves are examples of these patterns that arise, for instance, in cardiac

tissue [22, 59], chemical reactions such as the chlorite-iodide-malonic acid reaction [16, 51], and fluid flow such

as the Rayleigh–Bénard convection [15]. Other examples are pigment patterns on zebrafish and other organisms

[45], vegetation patterns in semiarid environments [33], schools and swarms formed by animals [10, 42], and

collective cell structures formed by homogeneous or heterogeneous cell populations [14, 20, 30, 50, 72].

These systems often exhibit different spatial patterns that may occupy different regions in space, leading to the

formation of interfaces between them that may, or may not, propagate. We say that a spatial pattern A is

prevalent if it invades other spatial patterns so that the region occupied by pattern A increases in time until it

fills the entire domain; in other words, its interface with other patterns moves into the region occupied by these

other patterns. Depending on system parameters, different patterns may be prevalent in different parameter

regions, and the boundaries of these parameter regions correspond to coexistence of two such patterns where the

interface separating the spatial regions occupied by each pattern is stationary.

We are interested in determining the specific region in parameter space where a given pattern is prevalent and

delineating the bifurcation and transition curves that constitute the boundaries of these regions. This question is
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Figure 1: The panels illustrate (i) a color plot of the solution of the underlying PDE model at time that is so large

that spots and stripes have emerged, (ii) the corresponding sublevel set, (iii) the associated α-shape (a polygonal

approximation of the boundary of the sublevel set), and (iv) the distribution (histogram) of three different feature

functions evaluated on each of ten simulations that start from different random initial data, namely the areas of

the connected components of the α-shape (top), their perimeters (center), and the roundness score, which is the

inverse of the isoperimetric ratio or, equivalently, the fraction of area over perimeter and therefore measures of

how elongated each connected component is (bottom).

important in many applications. For instance, instabilities of spiral waves due to breakup or period doubling is

relevant for the onset of cardiac arrhythmias in realistic models [22, 59], the transition between heat conduction

and convection is relevant for mixing of fluid particles [15], different phenotypes of zebrafish can be linked to

different gene mutations [45, 72], and understanding different cell aggregation patterns may help with identifying

how heterogeneous cell populations, for instance epithelial cell populations during wound healing, interact [13].

To explore the dynamics of a given system, identify which patterns it may exhibit, and construct a coarse-grained

bifurcation diagram, a common strategy is to divide parameter space into a grid with a small spacing between

adjacent nodes. At each grid node, direct numerical simulations starting from random initial conditions will

likely produce the pattern that is prevalent at these parameter values. Comparing the resulting patterns by eye

will then provide a coarse-grained bifurcation diagram. This method provides an excellent overview of emerging

patterns and is relatively inexpensive, but it relies on visual inspection of the patterns emerging in the direct

simulations, and it may produce inaccurate results in bistable regions where more than one pattern is stable.

Accurate and efficient approaches for continuing patterns and their bifurcation as well as stationary or moving

interfaces between two patterns exist in situations where the underlying model is a partial differential equation

(PDE) and where these structures can be found as regular roots of an appropriate boundary-value problem.

Solving this boundary-value problem using Newton’s method and continuing these solutions using arclength

continuation, as implemented, for instance, in Auto07p [27] or pde2path [69], allows us to compute the corre-

sponding bifurcation or transition curves in parameter space. This approach is highly accurate and very effective

[11], and it has been used successfully to compute spiral waves and interfaces between domain-filling patterns

(see, for instance, [4, 5, 7, 21, 26, 43, 44, 47, 62] and references therein). The main disadvantage is that the

boundary-value problem needs to be set up separately for each specific bifurcation or interface computation.

While recent advantages in core-farfield decompositions [4, 44, 47] made this approach more applicable for in-

terface computations, they remain difficult to implement. For instance, bifurcations can be traced out only

when the underlying mechanism is known, and patterns can be continued only when we can identify the correct

boundary-value problem formulation as a Fredholm system with index zero: there are many cases where this

is difficult [4, 44, 47, 58]. In addition, domain-filling patterns typically exist for a range of wave numbers, and

there are no known criteria to determine which wave number will be selected in a given system, even in the case

of interfaces between wave trains with similar wave numbers [28, 40, 41, 57].

In this paper, we develop an alternative framework based on pattern statistics to characterize and distinguish

different patterns such as spots and stripes, different bifurcation and transition curves, and different dynamical

behaviors such as rotating, meandering, or turbulent spiral waves. We justify this approach by providing a

mathematically rigorous foundation for reaction-diffusion system. We apply the resulting continuation algorithm
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Figure 2: Shown is a segment of the transition curve that separates the regions in parameter space where, respec-

tively, spots and stripes are prevalent in the Brusselator model. The feature function is given by the roundness

scores of the connected components. Sample pattern statistics (given by histograms of feature evaluations of direct

simulations with an ensemble of randomized initial data) and sample patterns are included in the insets. The

colored disks correspond to parameter values where the pattern statistics was computed during continuation, with

colors indicating the expectation of the roundness score.

primarily to paradigm reaction-diffusion systems as this allows us to compare our results with known numerical

and theoretical results. We note that our approach is not limited to PDEs but can also be applied to stochastic

agent-based models such as those considered or reviewed in [13, 14, 17, 20, 30, 45, 50, 72], where the observed

patterns are often noisy and change from simulation to simulation. We demonstrate the utility of our algorithm

for tracing out transition curves in stochastic systems by applying it to a lattice model of zebrafish patterning.

Our proposed scheme relies on direct numerical simulations as these are inexpensive, relatively easy to implement,

and available for PDEs and stochastic agent-based models alike. To use direct simulations within a continuation

framework, we need to be able to characterize and differentiate the patterns we try to distinguish. One option

is to use topological data analysis as was done in [48, 64] for domain-filling hexagon patterns or in [13, 24, 45]

for heterogeneous cell populations arising in agent-based models. More generally, we can evolve an ensemble

of initial conditions until a fixed time that is chosen so large that patterns have emerged. We then consider

an appropriate sublevel set of the solution and evaluate a feature function on the sublevel set. Examples of

feature functions are the number of connected components of the sublevel set, their area distribution, or the

distribution of their roundness scores (which is the ratio of area and perimeter of a connected component or,

equivalently, the inverse of the isoperimetric ratio, thus reflecting its elongation); see Figure 1 for an illustration.

In practice, sublevel sets are approximated by α-shapes, which are polygonal approximations of the boundary

of the sublevel sets [29]. We consider feature functions that map into a metric space Z and conduct several

simulations starting from randomized initial data to obtain an empirical probability measure on Z, which we

refer to as the pattern statistics. We quantify the difference between two pattern statistics via the Wasserstein

distance. We choose feature functions tailored to specific bifurcations or transitions: for instance, the number

of connected components distinguishes spots and stripes, and the area of the region traced out by the tip of a

spiral waves differentiates rotating from meandering spirals. Maximizing the Wasserstein distance between the

pattern statistics computed at two nearby points in parameter space allows us to compute the corresponding

transition curve using predictor-corrector arclength continuation; see Figure 2 for a result for the Brusselator

model. The proposed methodology is purely data-driven and enables automated and efficient bifurcation tracing

with limited prior knowledge of the underlying system.
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Our manuscript is organized as follows. In the next section, we will introduce a probabilistic framework that

serves as a theoretical foundation for pattern statistics and their computation. In particular, we will show

that the pipeline from choosing an ensemble of initial data, evolving these for a fixed time T , mapping to the

sublevel set u−1((−∞, c]) for a fixed value of c, and evaluating a feature function on the resulting set with

values in a compact metric space Z will, under appropriate assumptions, yield a probability measure on the

feature space Z, our pattern statistics, that depends continuously on parameters in the Wasserstein metric.

Afterwards, we discuss how we can use pattern statistics to compute bifurcation and transition curves based

on predictor-corrector algorithms that utilize bisection and quadratic interpolation, and we also discuss the

accuracy, computational cost, and robustness under changes of the computational parameters of our algorithm.

Finally, we will demonstrate the utility and applicability of the proposed continuation framework through a range

of examples involving homogeneous states, spots, stripes, and spiral waves. Specifically, we will show that the

approach can be used to trace out

• curves corresponding to stationary interfaces between homogeneous states, spots, and stripe patterns,

• fold bifurcations of spots and stripes,

• boundaries of snaking regions, and

• transitions between rigidly-rotating, meandering, drifting, period-doubled, and turbulent spiral waves.

We will also outline how our approach via α-shapes can be used to compute spiral waves via the freezing method

[12, 66] without the need to implement solvers for algebraic-differential systems. Finally, we will describe other

potential applications and extensions to multi-parameter continuation in the discussion section.

Acknowledgments. Sandstede was partially supported by the NSF under grants DMS-2038039 and DMS-

2106566.

2 Pattern statistics: A probabilistic framework

Reaction-diffusion models

We consider nonlinear reaction-diffusion systems on bounded square domains with periodic boundary conditions

of the form
∂U

∂t
= D∆U +N (U, p), x ∈ D := (R/2πZ)2, U ∈ Rd, p ∈ P ⊂ R2. (2.1)

We note that our approach applies also to other bounded domains, but we will not consider these for simplicity.

We are interested in domains that are large compared to the typical wavenumber κ of patterns exhibited by

(2.1) and therefore assume that 0 < κ≪ 1. We also assume that the parameter region P is compact with open

interior. We denote the nonlinear semiflow associated with (2.1) by Φt(U0, p): standard regularity theory allows

us to view Φt for each t > 0 as a smooth map from H2(D,Rd)× P into C2(D,Rd).

Spaces of probability measures

We begin by briefly reviewing push-forward measures and spaces of probability measures equipped with the 2-

Wasserstein distance. If (Ω, σ) and (Ω̃, σ̃) are measurable spaces, F : Ω → Ω̃ is measurable, and µ is a probability

measure on (Ω, σ), then the push-forward F#µ, defined by F#µ(B) := µ(F−1(B)) for all B ∈ σ̃, is a probability

measure on (Ω̃, σ̃). From now on, let (Z, dZ) be a compact metric space equipped with the Borel σ-algebra. If

F : Ω → Z is measurable and g ∈ C0(Z,R), then we have∫
Z
g dF#µ =

∫
Ω

g ◦ F dµ. (2.2)
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We denote by Prob(Z) the space of probability measures on Z equipped with the Borel σ-algebra. We say that

a sequence (µn)n∈N of measures in Prob(Z) converges weakly to µ ∈ Prob(Z), denoted by µn ⇀ µ, if for each

g ∈ C0(Z,R) we have ∫
Z
g dµn −→

∫
Z
g dµ as n→ ∞. (2.3)

Given µ, ν ∈ Prob(Z), we denote by Π(µ, ν) := {π ∈ Prob(Z × Z) : (P1)#π = µ, (P2)#π = ν} the space

of couplings of (µ, ν), that is, the space of probability measures on Z × Z with marginals µ and ν, where

Pj : Z × Z → Z projects onto the jth component. We equip Prob(Z) with the 2-Wasserstein distance defined

by

dW(µ, ν) :=

(
inf

π∈Π(µ,ν)

∫
Z×Z

dZ(x, y)
2 dπ(x, y)

) 1
2

, µ, ν ∈ Prob(Z). (2.4)

The function dW is a metric on Prob(Z) that metrizes the weak convergence of measures on Z [71, Corol-

lary 6.13] (that is, µn ⇀ µ if and only if dW(µn, µ) → 0), and the metric space (Prob(Z), dW) is compact [2,

Theorem 5.1.3, Equation (5.1.20), and Proposition 7.1.5]. For empirical measures of the form µ = 1
N

∑N
n=1 δzn

and ν = 1
N

∑N
n=1 δz̃n with zn, z̃n ∈ Z, the Wasserstein distance becomes the discrete optimal-transport problem

dW(µ, ν) =

inf


N∑

m,n=1

ΓmndZ(zm, z̃n)
2 : Γ ∈ RN×N , Γmn ≥ 0,

N∑
j=1

Γjn =

N∑
j=1

Γmj =
1

N
∀m,n


 1

2

, (2.5)

which for the case Z = I ⊂ R gives

dW(µ, ν) =

(
1

N

N∑
n=1

|zn − z̃n|2
) 1

2

assuming the ordering z1 ≤ . . . ≤ zN , z̃1 ≤ . . . ≤ z̃N ; (2.6)

see [54, Remark 2.28]. Finally, when Z = I ⊂ R, the expectation

E : Prob(I) −→ I, µ 7−→ E(µ) :=

∫
I

z dµ(z) (2.7)

is continuous in the Wasserstein distance.

Sublevel sets and patterns

We focus on feature functions that operate on closed sublevel sets of, say, the first component U1 of U ∈
C2(D,Rd), that is on sets of the form {x ∈ D : U1(x) ≤ c} for some threshold c; we note that the same results

apply also to sets of the form {x ∈ D : U1(x) ≥ c}. To formalize our notation, choose a threshold c ∈ R, let
X := C2(D,R), and define

Xreg :=
{
u ∈ C2(D,R) : u−1(c) ̸= ∅, and ∇u(x) ̸= 0 for all x ∈ u−1(c)

}
(2.8)

to be the set of functions in C2(D,R) that have c as a regular value and attain this value. Since D is compact,

we know that Xreg is open in X . Throughout, we refer to sublevel sets of the form u−1((−∞, c]) for a function

u ∈ Xreg as a pattern.

For completeness, we first state a result on the existence of C2 tubular neighborhoods of compact one-dimensional

compact C2 submanifolds (or 1-manifolds, for short) of the torus. Note that each 1-manifold inside the torus is

the finite disjoint union of one-dimensional manifolds that are each C2-diffeomorphic to a circle.

Lemma 2.1 Let B be a one-dimensional compact C2 submanifold of D, then there exists an open neighborhood V

of B in D and a C2-diffeomorphism θ : B× (−1, 1) → V , (b, y) 7→ θ(b, y) so that θ|B×{0} is a C2-diffeomorphism

onto B. The map θ is referred to as a tubular neighborhood of B in D.
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Proof. From [38, Theorem 3.6 in Chapter 2], we know that there is a C∞ manifold pair (D∞, B∞) with

D∞ ⊂ R3 and a C2-diffeomorphism θ1 : (D
∞, B∞) → (D,B). Next, [38, Theorem 5.2 in Chapter 4] shows that

B∞ has a C∞ tubular neighborhood θ2 in D∞ so that θ2 : B
∞ × (−1, 1) → D∞ is a C∞ diffeomorphism onto

an open neighborhood of B∞ in D∞ and θ2|B∞×{0} is a diffeomorphism onto B∞. Hence, θ := θ2 ◦ θ1 is a C2

tubular neighborhood of B in D.

For u ∈ Xreg, we denote by A(u) := u−1((−∞, c]) the sublevel set of u. Our next result shows that A(u) is a

C2-submanifold with boundary ∂A(u) = u−1(c) and describes how A(u) changes as u varies in Xreg.

Lemma 2.2 For each u0 ∈ Xreg, the sublevel set A0 := A(u0) = u−1
0 ((−∞, c]) is a C2 submanifold of D with

boundary ∂A0 = u−1
0 (c). Furthermore, there are open neighborhoods V ⊂ D and U ⊂ C2(D,R) of ∂A0 and

u0, respectively, and a C2 map τ : A0 × U → D so that for each u ∈ U the map τ(·, u) : A0 → D is a C2-

diffeomorphism from (A0, ∂A0) onto (A(u), ∂A(u)) with τ(a, u) = a for all a ∈ A0 \ V and τ(a, u0) = a for all

a ∈ A0.

Proof. Since u0 ∈ Xreg, we have u−1
0 (c) ̸= ∅ and ∇u0(b) ̸= 0 for each b ∈ u−1

0 (c). Hence, u−1
0 (c) is a nonempty

C2 1-manifold inD. Furthermore, u0(a) assumes all values near c for appropriate values of a ∈ D near b ∈ u−1
0 (c),

and we conclude that u−1
0 ((−∞, c]) is a C2 submanifold with boundary ∂A0 = u−1

0 (c) as claimed.

Next, let I = (−1, 1) and denote by θ : ∂A0 × I → V a C2 tubular neighborhood of ∂A0 in D. Since ∇u0(b) ̸= 0

for all b ∈ u−1
0 (c), we can choose θ so that θ(∂A0 × (−1, 0]) = A0 ∩ V .

The evaluation map ev : ∂A0 × I × R × C2(D,R) → R given by ev(b, y, α, u) := u(h(b, y)) − α ∈ R is C2

by [23, Theorem 10.10 in Chapter 2] or [46, Corollary 11.7]. By definition, we have ev(b, 0, c, u0) = 0 with

evα(b, 0, c, u0) = −1 for all b ∈ ∂A0, and there is a δ0 > 0 so that | evy(b, 0, c, u0)| ≥ δ0 for b ∈ ∂A0 since ∂A0

is compact and ∇u0(b) ̸= 0 for all b ∈ ∂A0. Hence, we can apply the implicit function theorem to the equation

ev(b, y, α, u) = 0 near each point (b, 0, c, u0) with b ∈ ∂A0 to obtain the existence of a neighborhood U of u0

in C2(D,R), open intervals I, J ⊂ R with 0 ∈ I and c ∈ J , and unique C2 maps ψ0 : ∂A0 × J × U → I and

ψ1 : ∂A0 × I × U → J so that u(h(b, y)) = α for (b, y, α, u) ∈ ∂A0 × I × J × U if and only if y = ψ0(b, α, u) or,

equivalently, α = ψ1(b, y, u). In particular, the maps ψ0(b, ·, u) and ψ1(b, ·, u) are inverses of each other for each

fixed (b, u), and we have ψ0(·, c, u0) ≡ 0 and ψ1(·, 0, u0) ≡ c.

Let χ : J → [0, 1] be a C∞ cutoff function with χ(α) = 0 for α near c and χ(α) = 1 for α near ∂J . We define

τ̃ : ∂A0 × I × U −→ ∂A0 × I, (b, y, u) 7−→ (b, ψ1(b, y, u0), u) =: (b, α, u) 7−→ (b, ψ0(b, α, u+ χ(α)(u0 − u)))

so that τ̃ is a C2 diffeomorphism with τ̃(∂A0 × {0}, u) = θ−1(∂A(u)) and τ̃(∂A0 × (−1, 0], u) = θ−1(A(u) ∩ V ).

For each u, we define the diffeomorphism τ(·, u) by τ(·, u) := θ ◦ τ̃(·, u) ◦ θ−1 on A0 ∩ V and extend it to A0 \ V
by the identity.

Next, we will use the characterization ofA(u) = u−1((−∞, c]) provided in Lemma 2.2 to analyze feature functions.

Feature functions

The intuition from Lemma 2.2 is that each function that operates continuously on finite disjoint unions of

connected two-dimensional C2 manifolds with boundaries inside the torus D defines a feature function. Our

goal is to formalize this notion, give a few examples of feature functions that will be used later to distinguish

spatially homogeneous states, stripe patterns, and spot patterns, and prove that these feature functions satisfy

our formal definition.

We first formalize our notion of feature functions. Let Z be a compact metric space. We say that a function

f : Xreg → Z is a feature function provided f is continuous. Since Xreg is open in C2(D,R), we can extend each

6



feature function f : Xreg → Z to a measurable function f : C2(D,R) → Z by mapping C2(D,R) \ Xreg to an

arbitrary fixed element in Z.

We now introduce several functions that map Xreg into appropriate compact metric spaces Z. For each two-

dimensional C2 submanifold A with boundary of the torus D, we denote by µLeb(A) its Lebesgue measure. To

ensure compactness of the range of some of the feature functions we introduce, we choose an m ≫ 1 and cap

some of the quantities below at m. We will again use the notation A(u) := u−1((−∞, c]) for elements u ∈ Xreg.

With this notation, we define the following functions:

(1) fConn(u) := min{β(A(u)),m} ∈ ZConn := N∩ [0,m] is the zeroth Betti number β(A(u)), that is, the number

of connected components of A(u) (capped at m).

(2) fLeb(u) := µLeb(A(u)) ∈ ZLeb := [0, µLeb(D)] is the Lebesgue measure of A(u).

(3) fAreaDistr(u) :=
1

β(A(u))

∑β(A(u))
j=1 δµLeb(Aj(u)) ∈ ZAreaDistr is the probability measure with atoms on the areas

of the connected components Aj(u) of A(u), where ZAreaDistr := Prob([0, µLeb(D)]) is equipped with the

2-Wasserstein distance.

(4) fRoundDistr(u) := 1
β(A(u))

∑β(A(u))
j=1 δg(Aj(u)) ∈ ZRoundDistr is the probability measure with atoms on the

roundness scores

g(Aj(u)) := min

{
4πµLeb(Aj(u))

|Perimeter of Aj(u)|2
,m

}
∈ [0,m]

of the connected components Aj(u) of A(u) (capped at m), where ZRoundDistr := Prob([0,m]) is equipped

with the 2-Wasserstein distance.

For each connected C2 submanifold A with boundary in D, the individual roundness score g(A) will be close

to zero when A is an elongated stripe, while it will be close to one when A is close to a regular disk. The next

lemma shows that the functions defined in (1)-(4) are indeed feature functions.

Lemma 2.3 The functions defined in (1)-(4) are continuous from Xreg into their respective ranges and therefore

define feature functions.

Proof. We established in Lemma 2.2 that (A(u), ∂A(u)) is diffeomorphic to (A(u0), ∂A(u0)) for all u close to u0

in Xreg via the diffeomorphism τ(·, u) with τ(·, u0) = id. In particular, the number fConn(u) of connected compo-

nents of A(u) is locally constant in Xreg, and therefore continuous. Similarly, we can combine the diffeomorphism

τ(·, u) with the transformation formulas for path and area integrals to conclude that the perimeter and area of

each connected component of A(u) depend continuously on u. Finally, equation (2.6) shows that the map that

associated a vector z = (z1, . . . , zN ) ∈ RN to the discrete probability measure 1
N

∑N
j=1 δzj is continuous in the

2-Wasserstein metric. This completes the proof.

If Z = Prob(I) for a bounded interval I ⊂ R, and f : Xreg → Z is a feature function, then its composition

E ◦ f : Xreg → I with the expectation defined in (2.7) is also a feature function. In particular, we can define

the feature functions fEAreaDistr := E ◦ fAreaDistr and fERoundDistr
:= E ◦ fRoundDistr which map a pattern to the

expectation of, respectively, the area and roundness score distributions of its connected components.

Randomization of initial data

Our next step is to construct ensembles of initial data that generate ensembles of solutions on which we can

evaluate a given feature function. We accomplish this through randomization of initial data as in [18, 49]. Recall

that we pose the reaction-diffusion system (2.1) on the torus D = (R/2πZ)2. From now on, we use the notation

H2(D) := H2(D,Rd) and ℓ2(Z2) := ℓ2(Z2,Rd). We represent initial conditions U ∈ H2(D) via their Fourier

series. Let ek(x) =
1

1+|k|2 e
i⟨k,x⟩ with k ∈ Z2 be the standard orthonormal Fourier-series basis of H2(D).
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First, we choose two functions Ur, Ub ∈ H2(D): the base function Ub will represent the mean of the randomized

initial conditions, while Ur will be used for the actual randomization. We write Ur =
∑

k∈Z2 akek(x) ∈ H2(D)

so that (ak)k∈Z2 ∈ ℓ2(Z2) satisfies |Ur|H2(D) = |(ak)k|ℓ2(Z2).

Following [18, 49], we now randomize the fixed function Ur. We choose a probability space (Ω, σ, µΩ) and a

sequence of independent, zero-mean Rd-valued random variables (bk)k∈Z2 with the property that there is a

constant C0 > 0 so that ∫
Ω

|bk(ω)|2 dµΩ ≤ C0 for all k ∈ Z2. (2.9)

We define

ξ : Ω −→ ℓ2(Z2), ω 7−→ (ak ⊙ bk(ω))k∈Z2 , (2.10)

where ⊙ denotes elementwise multiplication of vectors in Rd (that is, for a, b ∈ Rd we set a⊙b := (ajbj)j=1,...,d ∈
Rd). Our first result shows that ξ is a well-defined measurable function and therefore defines an ℓ2-valued random

variable.

Lemma 2.4 The map ξ defined in (2.10) is measurable with ξ ∈ L2(Ω, ℓ2(Z2)).

Proof. For each N ≥ 1, we define ξN : Ω → ℓ2 by [ξN (ω)]k = 1|k|≤Nak ⊙ bk(ω) so that [ξN (ω)]k = 0 for all

|k| > N . These functions are measurable with ξN ∈ L2(Ω, ℓ2) for each N . Using (2.9), we have for each M ≥ N

that∫
Ω

|ξM (ω)− ξN (ω)|2ℓ2 dµΩ ≤
M∑

k=N+1

∫
Ω

|ak ⊙ bk(ω)|2 dµΩ ≤
M∑

k=N+1

|ak|2
∫
Ω

|bk(ω)|2 dµΩ ≤ C0

M∑
k=N+1

|ak|2 → 0

asM,N → ∞. Hence, ξN ∈ L2(Ω, ℓ2) is a Cauchy sequence, and we conclude that there is a function ξ ∈ L2(Ω, ℓ2)

so that ξN → ξ in L2 as N → ∞. Furthermore, there is a subsequence (Nn)n so that ξNn(ω) → ξ(ω) as n→ ∞
for almost every ω ∈ Ω, which shows that ξ is given by (2.10) almost everywhere.

We now use the linear isomorphism ι : ℓ2(Z2) → H2(D) provided by the Fourier-series expansion to define the

map

ι ◦ ξ : Ω −→ H2(D), ω 7−→ Uω := Ub + Uω
r with Uω

r :=
∑
k∈Z2

(ak ⊙ bk(ω))ek(x). (2.11)

Note that ι ◦ ξ is measurable and defines a H2(D)-valued random variable that lies in L2(Ω, H2(D)).

Finally, we remark that some of the transition curves we discuss below can be computed efficiently using a

single deterministic initial condition Ub instead of a randomization of initial data. These cases still fall into the

framework discussed above upon defining Ω to consist of a single point and ξ to map this point to Ub.

Ensembles of solutions

Next, we propagate the randomized initial conditions forward in time to create ensembles of solutions that are

parametrized by ω ∈ Ω. We fix a time T > 0 and note that the semiflow ΦT (U0, p) of the reaction-diffusion

system (2.1) is a smooth map from H2(D) × P into C2(D). We denote by P1 : C
2(D) → X = C2(D,R),

U = (U1, . . . , Ud) 7→ U1 the continuous projection onto the first component. The ensemble function

Ep := P1 ◦ ΦT (·, p) ◦ ι : ℓ2(Z2) → X

then maps initial data in Fourier space to the first component of the solution evaluated at time T , and we see

that the composite map

Ep ◦ ξ : Ω −→ X = C2(D,R), ω 7−→ P1ΦT (U
ω, p) (2.12)
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is measurable for each p ∈ P.

Recall that feature functions are assumed to be continuous only on the subset Xreg of functions in C2(D,R)
that attain c as a regular value. We will therefore assume that our randomization (consisting of our choices of

Ub, Ur ∈ H2(D) and the random variables (bk)k∈Z2), the constant c appearing in the definition (2.8) of Xreg,

and the time T > 0 can be chosen so that Ep ◦ ξ maps almost surely into Xreg for each p ∈ P. We formalize

this equivalently as follows. Since Ep ◦ ξ is measurable for each p, the push-forward µX (p) := (Ep ◦ ξ)#µΩ is

a well-defined probability measure on X = C2(D,R) equipped with the Borel σ-algebra. We assume that the

following hypothesis is met:

Hypothesis (H1) Assume that (bk)k∈Z2 are independent, zero-mean Rd-valued random variables that satisfy

(2.9). Furthermore, assume that these random variables, the functions Ub, Ur ∈ H2(D), and the constants c ∈ R
and T > 0 are such that µX (p)(Xreg) = 1 for each p ∈ P.

Our hypothesis essentially assumes that the set of ω for which the sublevel set of the solution at time T is not a

manifold (and instead undergoes a bifurcation) has measure zero. For fixed p, these bifurcations should occur at

most along codimension-one sets, so the hypothesis should be satisfied for generic systems (and generic choices

of the quantities mentioned in (H1)). We will assume from now on that (H1) is met.

Pattern statistics

For each given feature function f : Xreg → Z, where Z is a compact metric space, the composition

f ◦ Ep ◦ ξ : Ω −→ Z

is measurable. We define the pattern statistics to be the map

µf : P −→ Prob(Z), p 7−→ µf (p) := (f ◦ Ep ◦ ξ)#µΩ (2.13)

that associates to each p ∈ P the push-forward probability measure of µΩ under f ◦ Ep ◦ ξ. Thus, µf (p) is

the distribution of features of the ensemble of patterns generated by the randomized initial conditions at the

parameter value p ∈ P. If the feature space Z is a compact interval in R, we can also define the feature mean

Ef (p) ∈ R via

Ef : P −→ R, p 7−→ Ef (p) := E(µf (p)) =

∫
Z
z dµf (z; p) ∈ Z. (2.14)

Our next result shows that µf and Ef are continuous when we equip P and R with the standard Euclidean

metric and the space Prob(Z) with the 2-Wasserstein metric dW defined in (2.4).

Lemma 2.5 Assume that Hypothesis (H1) is met, then the map µf : (P, dEucl) → (Prob(Z), dW) is continuous.

Furthermore, if Z ⊂ R is a compact interval, then the map Ef : P → Z is continuous.

Proof. We focus first on continuity of µf . Using the results we quoted in our Digression, it suffices to show

that µf (q)⇀ µf (p) at q → p in P. Using the definition

F (ω; p) := (f ◦ Ep ◦ ξ)(ω)

we need to prove that for each fixed choice of g ∈ C0(Z,R) we have∫
Z
g(z) dµf (z; q) =

∫
Ω

g(F (ω; q)) dµΩ −→
∫
Ω

g(F (ω; p)) dµΩ =

∫
Z
g(z) dµf (z; p) as q → p in P. (2.15)

Thus, fix g ∈ C0(Z,R) and let m := maxz∈Z |g(z)|. Pick ϵ > 0 and define Xs := X \ Xreg. Since µX (p)(Xs) = 0

by Hypothesis (H1), there is a δ > 0 so that µX (p)(Uδ(Xs)) ≤ ϵ
4m , where Uδ(A) denotes the δ-neighborhood of
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a set A in X . Hence, by definition, Ωδ := (Ep ◦ ξ)−1(Uδ(Xs)) satisfies µΩ(Ωδ) ≤ ϵ
4m . We set Ωc

δ := Ω \ Ωδ and

claim that for each fixed ω ∈ Ωc
δ the function g(F (ω; q)) is continuous in q for all q ∈ P near p: this claim is true

since (Eq ◦ ξ)(ω) is continuous in q, the image lies in Xreg for all q near p since ω ∈ Ωc
δ, and g ◦ f is, by definition,

continuous on Xreg. Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem therefore implies that there is a δ̃ > 0 so that∫
Ωc

δ

|g(F (ω; q))− g(F (ω; p))| dµΩ <
ϵ

2
for all q ∈ P with |q − p| < δ̃.

On Ωδ, we have ∫
Ωδ

|g(F (ω; q))− g(F (ω; p))| dµΩ ≤ 2mµΩ(Ωδ) <
ϵ

2
for all q ∈ P.

We conclude that ∫
Ω

|g(F (ω; q))− g(F (ω; p))| dµΩ < ϵ for all q ∈ P with |q − p| < δ̃,

which establishes weak convergence of µf (q). Finally, if Z is an interval in R, the expression for Ef (p) from

(2.14) coincides with the left-hand side of (2.15) with g(z) = z, and continuity of Ef (p) therefore follows from

the arguments for weak convergence given above.

Empirical measures

In practice, given a reaction-diffusion model (2.1) and a feature function f , we will not be able to compute the

resulting pattern statistics analytically. Instead, we will approximate the pattern statistics numerically using

empirical measures. In (2.10), we defined the function ξ : Ω → ℓ2(Z2) that provided the randomization of initial

conditions. The empirical measure will be based on a sequence of random variables with the same distribution

as ξ.

Hypothesis (H2) Assume that (ξn)n∈N is a sequence of independent, identically distributed random variables

ξn : Ω → ℓ2(Z2) with ξn ∈ L2(Ω, ℓ2(Z2)) that satisfy ξn#µΩ = ξ#µΩ for all n.

We set ξn,ω := ξn(ω). For each fixed ω ∈ Ω and each N ≥ 1, we then define the empirical measure

µN,ω
ℓ2 :=

1

N

N∑
n=1

δξn,ω

on the space ℓ2(Z2). We can think of each empirical measure µN,ω
ℓ2 as arising from drawing N independent

samples from the space Ω with the measure µΩ and constructing the resulting push-forward measure on ℓ2(Z2)

under the map ξ. For each fixed N ∈ N and ω ∈ Ω, we can then define the empirical pattern statistics via

µN,ω
f : P −→ Prob(Z), p 7−→ µN,ω

f (p) := (f ◦ Ep)#µN,ω
ℓ2 =

1

N

N∑
n=1

δ(f◦Ep)(ξn,ω). (2.16)

As before, if the feature space Z is a compact interval in R, the empirical feature mean EN,ω
f (p) ∈ R is given by

EN,ω
f : P −→ R, p 7−→ EN,ω

f (p) :=

∫
Z
z dµN,ω

f (z; p) =
1

N

N∑
n=1

(f ◦ Ep)(ξn,ω) ∈ Z. (2.17)

Our next result shows that for almost every ω ∈ Ω these statistics converge to the full statistics as N → ∞.

Lemma 2.6 Assume Hypotheses (H1)-(H2) are met, then for each p ∈ P the sets

Ω1 :=
{
ω : dW

(
µN,ω
f (p), µf (p)

)
→ 0 as N → ∞

}
and Ω2 :=

{
ω :
∣∣∣EN,ω

f (p)− Ef (p)
∣∣∣→ 0 as N → ∞

}
satisfy µΩ(Ωj) = 1 for j = 1, 2. Furthermore, for each fixed p0 ∈ P and N ∈ N, the quantities µN,ω

f (p) and

EN,ω
f (p) are continuous in p at p = p0 for almost every ω ∈ Ω.
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Note that, for fixed N and ω, the empirical measure µN,ω
f (p) may not be continuous in p across open intervals

in p when the feature function f is integer-valued.

Proof. Weak convergence of empirical measures for almost every ω was established in [70, Theorem 3], which

yields convergence in the 2-Wasserstein distance by [71, Corollary 6.13]. As in the proof of Lemma 2.5, weak

convergence of µN,ω
f (p) implies convergence of EN,ω

f (p). It remains to prove continuity in p. We use again the

notation Xs := X \ Xreg. Since the random variables ξn have the same distribution as ξ, the set

Ω3 := {ω ∈ Ω: Ep(ξn,ω) ∈ Xs for some n ≥ 1} =
⋃
n≥1

{ω ∈ Ω: Ep(ξn,ω) ∈ Xs}︸ ︷︷ ︸
has measure zero by (H1)

has measure zero for each fixed p ∈ P. For each ω ∈ Ω3, we can now proceed as in Lemma 2.5 to prove continuity

in p for each N ≥ 1.

Objective functions

Next, we compare the pattern statistics for different parameter values using the Wasserstein distance. We define

the objective function Gf via

Gf : P × P −→ R, (p, q) 7−→ Gf (p, q) := dW(µf (p), µf (q)) (2.18)

and the empirical objective function GN
f via

GN
f : P × P −→ R, (p, q) 7−→ GN

f (p, q) := dW

(
µN,ω
f (p), µN,ω̃

f (q)
)
. (2.19)

In the empirical objective function, we use the same number of samples in both arguments as this allows us to

use the discrete optimal-transport formulation (2.5) for the Wasserstein distance. In contrast, we will typically

evaluate the two empirical measures in the argument at different elements ω, ω̃ ∈ Ω. If Z = [0,m], we will also

use the objective functions

GEf
: P × P −→ R, (p, q) 7−→ GfE(p, q) := |Ef (p)− Ef (q)| (2.20)

GN
Ef

: P × P −→ R, (p, q) 7−→ GN
Ef (p, q) :=

1

N

∣∣∣∣∣
N∑

n=1

(f ◦ Ep)(ξn,ω)−
N∑

n=1

(f ◦ Eq)(ξn,ω̃)

∣∣∣∣∣
that compare the feature means at different parameter values. Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 show that the objective

functions depend continuously on p (almost surely in the case of empirical objective functions) and that GN
f and

GN
Ef

converge to Gf and GEf
, respectively, as N → ∞ almost surely.

Bags and empirical pattern statistics

For the case where Z = Prob([0,m]), we can also use an empirical pattern statistics that aggregates feature

values of connected pattern components across samples. In this case, the empirical pattern statistics

µN,ω
f (p) =

1

N

N∑
n=1

δ(f◦Ep)(ξn,ω) ∈ Prob(Z)

has support on the elements (f ◦ Ep)(ξn,ω) ∈ Z = Prob([0,m]). We assume that these elements are finite sums

of δ-functions so that

(f ◦ Ep)(ξn,ω) =
1

mn,ω
p

mn,ω
p∑

j=1

δan,ω
j,p

∈ Z = Prob([0,m]), an,ωj,p ∈ [0,m] (2.21)
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as is the case for the feature functions fAreaDistr and fRoundDistr that we defined earlier. We use the collection

(the ”bag”) of feature values an,ωj,p ∈ [0,m] across the probability measures (f ◦Ep)(ξn,ω) on Prob([0,m]) to define

the probability measure

µN,ω
f,bag(p) :=

1

Nω
bag(p)

N∑
n=1

mn,ω
p∑

j=1

δan,ω
j,p

∈ Z = Prob([0,m]), Nω
bag(p) :=

N∑
n=1

mn,ω
p (2.22)

on [0,m]. The empirical measure µN,ω
f,bag(p) can therefore be thought of as the distribution of the feature values

of the individual connected components collected from the multiset of the N pattern samples. The objective

function

GN
f,bag(p, q) = dW

(
µN,ω
f,bag(p), µ

N,ω̃
f,bag(q)

)
compares the resulting empirical measures using the Wasserstein distance on Z = Prob([0,m]).

Note that empirical pattern statistics µN,ω
f,bag(p) cannot, to our knowledge, be interpreted as sampling from an

underlying distribution on Prob(Z). Furthermore, even though the sequence µN,ω
f,bag(p) will have convergent

subsequences as N → ∞ due to compactness of Z, it is not clear whether the sequence itself converges and what

the weak limit would be.

Illustration and intuition

We illustrate the concepts we introduced above through a very simple example. Consider a reaction-diffusion

system at a single parameter value and assume that the system generates only two distinct patterns A and B. We

assume that A has three connected components each with area a, while B is connected with area 1. We encounter

the set A with probability ρ ∈ [0, 1] and the set B with probability 1 − ρ. We set I := [0,m] and focus on the

feature function fA := fAreaDistr that associates to a pattern C the probability measure f(C) = 1
β(C)

∑β(C)
j=1 δ|Cj |

in Z = Prob(I) with atoms on the areas |Cj | of the connected components Cj of the pattern C, and its expectation

fEA
:= fEAreaDistr

= E(fAreaDistr) =
1

β(C)

∑β(C)
j=1 |Cj | in I.

We have fA(A) =
1
3

∑3
j=1 δa = δa and fA(B) = δ1 as well as fEA

(A) = a and fEA
(B) = 1. The pattern statistics

µfA associated with the feature fA is given by

µfA = ρδfA(A) + (1− ρ)δfA(B) = ρδδa + (1− ρ)δδ1 ∈ Prob(Prob(I)).

Furthermore, the feature mean of fEA
is given by EfEA

= ρfEA
(A)+(1−ρ)fEA

(B) = ρa+(1−ρ), which provides

the expectation of the average area of a single connected component in each individual pattern sample.

Next, we consider the empirical measure µN
fA,bag defined in (2.22) for the area distribution fA from N sampled

patterns with N ≫ 1. We obtain

µN
fA,bag =

1

1 + 2ρ
(3ρδa + (1− ρ)δ1) ∈ Prob(I), E(µN

fA,bag) =
1

1 + 2ρ
(3ρa+ (1− ρ)) =

1 + ρ(3a− 1)

1 + 2ρ
∈ I

for the empirical measure and its expectation. The expectation E(µN
fA,bag) gives the expected area of individual

connected components in the multiset (the ”bag”) of all connected components across N samples of the patterns

A and B. Note that E(µN
fA,bag) and EfEA

are not equal, since the former corresponds to the expected area in

the multiset of all connected components across all patterns, while the latter captures the expected area for the

connected components in a typical pattern.

Spatial discretization

We now discuss the numerical computation of pattern statistics, focusing first on the spatial discretization of

the reaction-diffusion system (2.1) and then on the numerical approximation of patterns and sublevel sets using

12



(ii)(i) (iii)

Figure 3: We illustrate the definition of α-shapes and their dependence on the radius α. Panel (i) shows the

original data set. The associated α-shapes for radii α1 and α2 with α1 < α2 are shown as polygons in panels (ii)

and (iii), respectively. The circles ∂Uα1,2 determine which data points are connected by edges.

α-shapes. To discretize (2.1) in space, we fix K and approximate solutions of (2.1) via the orthogonal projection

QK onto the closed subspace H2
K(D) := {U =

∑
k∈Z2,|k|≤K akek} of H2(D) so that (2.1) becomes

Ut = D∆U +QKN (U, p), U ∈ H2
K(D). (2.23)

The solutions of (2.23) are of the form UK(t) =
∑

k∈Z2,|k|≤K ak(t)ek ∈ H2
K(D) ⊂ H2(D), and we write

ΦK
T (UK(0), p) := UK(T ). We can use the randomization of initial conditions we introduced before projected

by QK onto the set of Fourier coefficients corresponding to wavenumbers k with |k| ≤ K. The remaining part

of the framework remains unchanged since ΦK
T (U, p) still lies in H2(D). For each fixed U0 ∈ H2(D), we have

ΦK
T (QKU0, p) → ΦT (U0, p) in H2(D) as K → ∞ (see [32, 35]). We note that choosing our randomized initial

data from H5(D) instead if H2(D) would also ensure regularity in C2(D) [37, §3.5]. Using these convergence

properties, we can proceed analogously to Lemma 2.5 to show that the pattern statistics associated with (2.23)

converges weakly, and hence also in the Wasserstein distance, to the statistics associated with (2.1) asK → ∞. In

particular, discretization of the reaction-diffusion system allows us to faithfully approximate the pattern statistics

of the full system.

Computation of feature functions via α-shapes

Next, we discuss the numerical computation of sublevel sets. We choose M ≥ 1 and define the finite lattice

DM consisting of M2 equally spaced points in the domain D = (R/2πZ)2. For u ∈ Xreg, the sublevel set

A := {x ∈ D : u(x) ≤ c} is a 2-manifold with boundary of class C2. The pattern belonging to u on DM is

then given by the discrete set AM := A ∩DM = {x ∈ DM : u(x) ≤ c} of points x on the lattice DM for which

u(x) ≤ c. We will use α-shapes to approximate the number of connected components of A, the length λ(∂A) of

its boundary, and its area µLeb(A).

Alpha-shapes are defined as follows (see also Figure 3 for an illustration). For fixed α > 0, the α-shape Sα(AM )

of AM is a disjoint union of polygons with vertices in AM whose edges are defined as follows [29]: two elements

xi, xj ∈ AM form an edge in Sα(AM ) if and only if there is an open ball Uα of radius α so that xi, xj ∈ ∂Uα and

AM ∩ Uα = ∅.

As shown in [29, §II and IV.B], there is a unique closed set F ⊂ D so that ∂F = Sα(AM ) and AM ⊂ F .

Furthermore, F has open interior. We set S̊α(AM ) := F and refer to it as interior face of Sα(AM ). In preparation

for the next lemma, we say that a set A satisfies the r-rolling condition if for each x ∈ A there is an open ball Ur

of radius r so that x ∈ ∂Uα and A ∩ Ur = ∅. It was shown in [73, Theorem 1] that if A is a compact 2-manifold

of class C2, then there is an r > 0 so that A and Ac satisfy the r-rolling condition: we denote this radius by

r(A).

Lemma 2.7 Let A be a 2-manifold with C2 boundary in D, and fix α ∈ (0, r(A)), then there are constants

C0,M0 that depend only on (α, r(A)) so that the following is true for all M ≥ M0. The set A and the interior
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face S̊α(AM ) have the same number β(A) of connected components, denoted by Aj and S̊j
α(AM ), respectively,

and these can be labeled so that Aj ∩DM ⊂ S̊j
α(AM ) for j = 1, . . . , β(A). Furthermore, we have∣∣∣µLeb(A)− µLeb(S̊α(AM ))
∣∣∣+ max

j=1,...,β(A)

∣∣λ(∂Aj)− λ(Sj
α(AM ))

∣∣ ≤ C0

M
(2.24)

for each M ≥M0.

Proof. The lemma follows from the results in [3]. While that paper focused primarily on the case of independent

samples from the uniform distribution in A, many of the results are for the deterministic case, and we will now

show how they can be used to prove our claims. We will be very brief and refer to [3] for details and notation.

First, we will show that the set Hc
ij,t ∩ Gij considered in [3, Proposition 5] is not just of small measure but is

indeed empty in our situation provided t ≥ 8πC1/M , where C1 = C1(α, r(A)) denote the constant defined in [3,

Lemma 5]. Assume that xi, xj form an edge in Sα(AM ) so that xi, xj ∈ Uα(z) for z /∈ S, where Uα(z) denotes

the open ball of radius α centered at z. If α−d(z, S) ≥ 8π/M , then we can follow the arguments in [3, Lemma 5]

to show that Uα(z) ∩ AM ̸= ∅, since each square of length 4π/M inside A necessarily contains an element in

AM . In particular, if t ≥ 8πC1/M and 0 < d(z, S) < α − t/C1, then we have 8π/M ≤ t/C1 < α − d(z, S)

and therefore Uα(z) ∩ AM ̸= ∅, which shows that the set Hc
ij,t ∩ Gij considered in [3, Proposition 5] is empty.

The arguments in [3, §4] now show that |λ(∂A) − λ(Sα(AM ))| ≤ C0t for all t with t ≥ 8πC1/M . Choosing

t = 8πC1/M completes the proof of the perimeter estimate. Using the fact that [3, Propositions 1 and 5] are

true in our situation provided t ≥ 8πC1/M , the statements in [3, Propositions 5 and 6] also hold and show that

the distance between ∂A and Sα(AM ) is bounded by C2/M , where C2 depends only on (α, r(A)). This fact can

now be used to establish the estimate for the difference of the areas of A and S̊α(AM ) and to show the statements

about their connected components.

In summary, the pattern statistics of (2.1) is accurately approximated under spatial discretization provided

K ≫ 1 is large enough. Similarly, the features of each fixed sublevel set are approximated at order O(1/M)

when we compute them using the α-shapes on the lattice DM with M2 points: we remark that we do not have

uniformity in A = u−1((−∞, c]), since u may be arbitrarily close to X \Xreg where c is no longer a regular value.

3 Tracing bifurcations using pattern statistics

We build on the framework outlined in §2 to trace out curves in the two-dimensional parameter space P ⊂ R2

that separate regions in parameter space with different prevailing patterns. If f is a feature function that

can distinguish the patterns we are interested in, we will argue in this section that the objective function

Gf (p, q) = dW(µf (p), µf (q)), which measures the difference between the associated pattern statistics µf at

different parameter values, can be used to characterize and compute transition curves using predictor-correct

continuation.

Bifurcation functions

We illustrate the concepts by focusing first on the feature function f = fConn that counts the connected compo-

nents in a given pattern. This feature function will distinguish spots and stripes. Assume that γ : R → P ∈ C1 is

a curve so that its trace Γ = {γ(s) : s ∈ R} ⊂ P separates regions of parameter space where each of these patterns

prevails; see Figure 4(i) for an illustration. For each fixed s ∈ R, we denote by n(s) the unit vector normal to the

tangent vector γ′(s) at a point γ(s) ∈ Γ and define L(s) := γ(s)+Rn(s) to be the line segment perpendicular to

the curve Γ at γ(s). As indicated in Figure 4(ii), the expectation E(µf (p)) of the pattern statistics µf (p) will

transition between two distinct states as the parameter p crosses Γ, and the function E(µf (p)) changes most
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L(s)(i)

γ(s)

Γ

(ii)E(μf)

γ(s)

Figure 4: Panel (i) illustrates the curve Γ that separates parameter regions where spots and stripes prevail. The

feature function fConn assigns to each pattern the number of its connected components: as indicated in panel (ii),

the expectation E(µf ) of its pattern statistics should therefore change from low to high values as we cross from the

stripe into the spot region.

rapidly at p = γ(s) as p varies in L(s). Alternatively, we can choose a small offset 0 < h ≪ 1 and consider the

rate of change of E(µf (p)) measured by the slope

1

2h
|E(µf (p+ hn(s)))− E(µf (p− hn(s)))|

of the secant of the graph of E(µf (p)): this slope will be largest at p = γ(s), reflecting the fact that E(µf (p))

changes most rapidly near γ(s). Thus, we can compute γ(s) via

γ(s) = arg max
p∈L(s)

1

2h
|E(µf (p+ hn(s)))− E(µf (p− hn(s)))| .

In general, we are interested in the pattern statistics µf (p), and the discussion above shows that we need to

identify points p where µf (p) changes most rapidly. To formalize this, we use the objective function

Gf : P × P −→ R+, (p, q) 7−→ Gf (p, q) = dW(µf (p), µf (q))

defined in (2.18), which measures the 2-Wasserstein distance between the pattern statistics evaluated at the two

parameter values p and q (in practice, we would use the empirical objective function GN
f defined in (2.19)).

Given a small offset 0 < h≪ 1, we then expect that the bifurcation function

g(p;h) :=
1

2h
Gf (p− hn(s), p+ hn(s)), p ∈ L(s), (3.1)

which measures the rate of change of µf (p) at p, is maximized at p = γ(s). In particular, given the line segment

L(s), we can find the intersection γ(s) = Γ ∩ L(s) by maximizing g(p;h) along L(s) so that

γ(s) = arg max
p∈L(s)

g(p;h). (3.2)

We now describe how we can use the arg-max formulation (3.2) to approximate Γ numerically.

Predictor-corrector continuation of pattern statistics

We outline our approach of using the bifurcation function g(p) defined in (3.1) to trace out a curve in parameter

space P that separates regions with different prevailing patterns. We will postpone a discussion of how the

function g(p) can be evaluated to the next section and instead focus here on predictor-corrector continuation,

assuming that we can evaluate g(p) numerically. The main issues we need to tackle are (i) that g(p) will be

continuous but not necessarily differentiable and (ii) that the definition of g as a distance requires the computation

of the pattern statistics at two distinct points.

We will assume that the feature function f can distinguish the patterns we are interested in. Our algorithm

depends on the choice of the stepsize s along the curve we want to compute and the offset h in the computation

of g. We assume that h and s have been chosen so that 0 < h, s≪ 1.
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Figure 5: Panel (i) outlines the geometry for the predictor-corrector step, where we omitted the subscript m in the

notation. Panel (ii) indicates at which points we evaluate the bifurcation function g(z) (labeled by disks) and how

this translates into evaluations of the pattern statistics µf (p) (labeled by crosses). The points in green correspond

to the initial bisection in step 1., while the points in blue correspond to the refinement in step 2. for the case σ = 1.

Initialization To initialize the algorithm, we need to find an inial point p0 ∈ P so that p0 lies on the transition

curve Γ we want to compute. We accomplish this by (1) selecting a line in the parameter space P, (2) evaluating

the selected feature function at equidistantly spaced points on the line (we choose the same distance h as in the

predictor-corrector algorithm), and (3) compute the Wasserstein distance of the resulting pattern statistics at

consecutive points on the line. Each point p0 at which the Wasserstein distance jumps is a potential bifurcation

point from which we can start predictor-corrector continuation. To do so, we pick a second point p1 ∈ P by

searching on the circle |p1 − p0| = s for a jump in Wasserstein distance and then apply the predictor-corrector

steps outlined next.

Predictor-corrector steps We assume that we have successively computed the distinct points p0, . . . , pm−1 ∈
P on the curve Γ for some m ≥ 2 and now outline how we determine the next point pm on the curve Γ. We

define

tm :=
pm−1 − pm−2

|pm−1 − pm−2|
, nm := t⊥m, p∗m := pm−1 + stm, Lm := {p ∈ P : p = p∗m + znm, z ∈ R}

and refer to Figure 5(i) for an illustration of the underlying geometry. Our goal is to find pm as the solution to

pm := arg max
p∈Lm

gm(p;h), gm(p;h) :=
1

2h
Gf (p− hnm, p+ hnm). (3.3)

Using the linear parametrization Pm(z) := p∗m + znm of Lm by z ∈ R, we rewrite (3.3) equivalently as

pm := Pm

(
arg max

z∈R
gm(z;h)

)
, gm(z;h) :=

1

2h
Gf (p

∗
m + (z − h)nm, p

∗
m + (z + h)nm). (3.4)

We showed in Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 that gm(z;h) is continuous in z. Even though we do not know whether this

function is differentiable, we will assume in step 3. below that gm(z;h) has a limit gm(z) as h → 0 and use

this limit to motivate the use of quadratic interpolation to find the maximum of gm(z;h). We approximate the

solution of (3.4) in the following three steps and refer to Figure 5 for an illustration of these steps:

1. Bisection: Evaluate g+ := gm(h;h) and g− := gm(−h;h).
2. Refinement: Set σ := sign(g+ − g−), and evaluate gσ/2 := gm(hσ2 ; h

2 ) and g3σ/2 := gm( 3hσ2 ; h
2 ).

3. Interpolation: Determine the quadratic function g
(2)
m (z) = a2z

2 + a1z + a0 that passes through the points

g−σ, gσ/2, and g3σ/2 defined in step 2. for z = −σh, z = σh
2 , and z = 3σh

2 , respectively. If a2 < 0 and

z∗m = −a1

2a2
∈ (min{−σh, 3σh2 },max{−σh, 3σh2 }), then we accept pm+1 = p∗m + z∗mnm.

We emphasize that step 1 requires the evaluation of the pattern statistics µf (p) at the points p = p∗m + jhnm

for j = 0,±1. To complete step 2, assuming for simplicity that σ = 1, we need to evaluate µf (p) only at

the additional point p = p∗m + 2hnm. We note that it is possible to replace the quadratic interpolation with
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additional bisection refinements: we found that quadratic interpolation produces better results in our numerical

case studies.

We refer to Figure 2 for a practical implementation of the algorithm described above: the colored disks in the

center panel correspond to the parameter values at which the pattern statistics was computed for predictor-

corrector step as outlined above.

4 Assessing dependence on algorithmic parameters

We now outline the parameters that enter the algorithm and discuss how they affect accuracy and computational

efficiency. The implementation of the continuation algorithm described above requires the following choices:

1. Feature function: We choose a feature function f that can differentiate between the patterns we want to

distinguish.

2. Spatial discretization: We choose the number K of Fourier modes so that we can resolve the nonlinearity

and the expected patterns at the expected wavelength. Alternatively, and this is how our numerical compu-

tations were conducted, we can use finite differences to solve the PDE model for a sufficiently small spatial

stepsize that resolves the patterns we are interested in and use the resulting grid also for α-shapes.

3. Initial data: We choose two fixed functions Ub(x) and Ur(x) to construct the initial data in (2.11). The

deterministic part Ub is selected to ensure that we reach the patterns we are interested in: for domain-filling

patterns, Ub is typically an unstable homogeneous rest state. The function Ur that will be used for the

randomized part is given by Ur(x) =
∑

|k|≤K akek(x) for a fixed nonzero choice of coefficients (ak)|k|≤K (we

set Ur = 0 for deterministic initial data).

4. Randomization: We select N samples of the random variables (bk(ω))|k|≤K from a uniform distribution

and form the ensemble of N randomized functions Uω
r (x) :=

∑
|k|≤K akbk(ω)ek(x). The resulting N functions

U0(x) = Ub(x) + Uω
r (x) are then used as initial data in the numerical solver. The number N of samples that

are used to calculate the empirical measure µN,ω
f (or the empirical feature mean EN,ω

f if applicable) can be

adjusted using, for instance, a small-sample paired t-test (which tests the null hypothesis that the mean of

the difference of feature samples is zero) to ensure that there is a statistically significant difference between

the two empirical measures in the argument of the bifurcation function g.

5. Integration time: The integration time T > 0 is chosen so that we reach the relevant pattern regime from

the initial data Ub + Uω
r within the time interval [0, T ]. It is possible to adapt T during continuation, for

instance by choosing shorter or longer values and comparing the resulting feature values.

6. Sublevel sets: We evaluate the feature function on the sublevel sets U−1
j ((−∞, c]) of the jth component of

the solution U to (2.1). We choose the index 1 ≤ j ≤ d and the threshold c ∈ R so that the corresponding

sublevel sets best reflect the patterns we are interested in.

7. Alpha-shapes: The evaluation of the feature functions we consider require the computation of the α-shapes

of the sublevel sets. We need to pick the radius α of the α-shape and the numberM2 of lattice points on which

we evaluate the solution to approximate the sublevel set. We usually choose M := K and set α = 10/M . We

note that we can adapt M and α by comparing the resulting pattern statistics using the Wasserstein metric

to ensure that they do not change upon increasing M or varying α.

8. Predictor-corrector steps: We need to choose the arclength stepsize s and the parameter offset h. We

normally pick h := s and note that the stepsize s can be adapted based on the successive changes of the angle

of the secants, which are indicative of the curvature of the curve Γ.

Our algorithm is robust with respect to these choices, and we never had to adjust them during continuation.

Generally, increasing the number K of Fourier modes (or mesh points when using finite differences) for the PDE

solver, the number M of lattice points on which we evaluate patterns and their features, and the ensemble size

N of randomized initial data will provide smoother and more accurate continuation curves. The algorithm is
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Figure 6: Shown are the results of tracing out the spot-stripe coexistence curve for the Brusselator when changing

the α-shape parameter α, the ensemble size N = Nsim, the stepsize s, threshold parameter c, grid size K = Ngrid,

and domain size L. The parameters are otherwise fixed at α = 1, N = 10, s = 0.5, c = 0.7, K = 50, and L = 50.

also robust with the respect to the choice of integration time T (as long as T is large enough so that the patterns

of interest can be reached from randomized data within time T ), the threshold c (as long as the threshold is

such that its sublevel sets contain the relevant information needed for the feature functions), and the parameter

α that is used for the computation of the α-shapes when evaluating feature functions. The default value we use

for α is α = 10/M . Lemma 2.7 states that, for each α that does not exceed the rolling-ball condition for any

sublevel set we want to capture, choosing M large will accurately capture the relevant geometric features such

as area and perimeter: choosing α too small for a given value of M will result in very rough α-shape boundaries

so that the perimeter cannot be computed accurately. In Figure 6, we show the effect of different choices of the

α-shape parameter α, ensemble size N , stepsize s, threshold parameter c, grid size K, and domain size L on the

coexistence curve between spots and stripes for the Brusselator model (this transition curve will be discussed in

more detail in the next section).

We will further validate the numerical accuracy of the proposed algorithm by comparing the results to numerical,

theoretical, and mean-field approaches in Figures 8, 9, 10, 12, 14, and 15 below. In each of these cases, our

algorithm reproduces known results accurately.

The proposed continuation algorithm is computationally efficient. Since the computation of α-shapes and Wasser-

stein distances is very fast, the main computational bottleneck are the direct PDE simulations. The time needed

to compute ensembles of N solutions can be reduced through the use of parallel processors and, as demonstrated

in Figure 6, the algorithm produces accurate results even for solutions that are not highly resolved due to the

statistical averaging effect across ensembles.
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Figure 7: Shown are curves that separate transitions from homogeneous states (which correspond to single-color

tiles) to spots or stripes (black circles), red spots to stripes (purple triangles), and stripes to blue spots (blue circles)

for the (i) Brusselator, (ii) Swift–Hohenberg, (iii) Gray–Scott, and (iv) Schnakenberg models. The tiles show the

results of direct numerical simulations for parameters set at the center of each tile to illustrate and validate the

computed transition curves. We remark that stable stripes can bifurcate in the Swift–Hohenberg equation near ν = 0

due to the additional reflection symmetry u 7→ −u; see [39, §5.4.1]. Since we use a square domain, the different

stability properties of rolls under square and hexagonal symmetries compete: on square domains, stable rolls can

bifurcate [39, §5.3] as seen in panel (iv); the codimension-two point at (a, b) ≈ (6, 6) in panel (iv) corresponds to

the transition from stable rolls to stable squares that occurs along the diagonal in [39, Figure 4.10].

5 Results

In this section, we summarize the results of computations of bifurcation and transition curves for several common

PDE models that utilize the predictor-corrector approach introduced in §3 to trace out curves based on feature

functions and pattern statistics. Details on the model systems to which we apply our approach can be found in

the appendix. Our code is publicly available [74], and we will therefore not discuss the numerical schemes we

used in detail.
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Figure 8: Panel (i) shows a larger region on the (F, k)-parameter space of the Gray–Scott model with an instability

curve of the blue rest state in blue, a transition curve from blue spots to stripes in red, and a transition curve

from stripes to red spots in purple, which were computed using the continuation approach proposed here. Panel (ii)

contains a comparison with the classification curves shown in [52, Figure 3], where the solid and dotted curves

correspond, respectively, to fold and subcritical Hopf bifurcations of the blue state; the red state is stable everywhere.

Boundaries of coexistence regions

First, we consider Turing bifurcations, along which a homogeneous rest state destabilizes and patterned states

emerge, and transition curves between spot and stripe patterns. For both scenarios, we use randomized per-

turbations of the homogeneous rest state to create an ensemble of initial conditions. The sublevel sets of the

resulting solutions are computed using either U−1
1 ([c(0.7),∞)) or U−1

1 ((−∞, c(0.3)]) with c(s) := smax(U1) +

(1−s)min(U1) depending on the type of spots we are interested in. To compute the pattern statistics, we use the

bagged empirical probability measure µN
fRoundDistr,bag

, defined in (2.22), for the roundness-score feature function

fRoundDistr of α-shapes.

Figure 7 shows our results for the curves that correspond to Turing bifurcations and transitions from spots to

stripes in the Brusselator, Swift–Hohenberg, Gray–Scott, and Schnakenberg models. The figure also contains

the results of typical direct numerical simulations as tiles to facilitate comparison of direct simulations with the

transition curves computed using continuation. Figure 8 contains a comparison of our continuation curves with

those in [52, Figure 3]. Figure 9 shows comparisons of the analytical expressions of Turing bifurcation curves

for the Brusselator and Schnakenberg models with the curves we computed numerically as well as a comparison

of the transition curve between spots and stripes in the Swift–Hohenberg equation with the associated Maxwell

curve. The Swift–Hohenberg equation is variational, and the Maxwell curve corresponds to parameter values

where spots and stripes, for the wave number that destabilizes first at the Turing bifurcation, have the same PDE

energy and Lagrangian, and should therefore co-exist along this curve. The results illustrated in Figures 7 and 9

show very good agreement between the curves computed using our approach and comparisons with direction

numerical simulations and analytical bifurcation curves. We note that the discrepancy between the Maxwell

curve and the transition curve for the Swift–Hohenberg equation is likely due to the fact that the wave number

selected by spots and stripes deviates from the wave number selected at the Turing bifurcation curve µ = 0.

Figure 10 shows an application to the two-dimensional incompressible Rayleigh–Bénard fluid flow. Depending on

the Prandtl and Grashof numbers (Pr and Gr, respectively), this fluid flow accommodates a temperature differ-

ence across the top and bottom of its surrounding container through heat conduction with a linear temperature
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Figure 9: In panels (i) and (ii), we compare the analytical Turing bifurcation curves, which correspond to transitions

from homogeneous states to spots or stripes, to the curves found using our numerical algorithm for the Brusselator

(left) and Schnakenberg (center) models. In panel (iii), we compare the numerically computed curve that delineates

transitions from spots to stripes in the Swift–Hohenberg model to the Maxwell curve along which spots and stripes

have the same PDE energy and Lagrangian, where we computed the Maxwell curve using AUTO [27].
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Figure 10: Shown is the transition curve between conducting and convecting patterns in the (Pr,Gr) parameter

space and its validation again the theoretically predicted curve for the Rayleigh–Bénard model.

profile in the vertical direction or through patterned convection states. Incompressibility adds a constraint that

is easier to accommodate in direct solvers than in nonlinear Newton solvers. Figure 10 demonstrates that the

predictor-corrector algorithm applied with a direct solver resolves the bifurcation from conducting to convecting

states well. We used the total area of the set {T > 0.7(Ttop − Tbottom)} as the feature function, which distin-

guishes well between conduction and convection, and the initial bifurcation point was found with a line search

of this feature function in the interval Gr ∈ [2.4] for Pr = 15 as outlined in the initialization section in §3.

Fold bifurcation curves

Next, we consider fold bifurcations of spots and stripes in the planar Swift–Hohenberg equation posed on a

square domain. For each of these two cases, we choose a single deterministic initial condition that consists of

spots (or stripes) in the left half of the square domain and the homogeneous rest state in the right half of the

domain. We apply the empirical measure µN
fRoundDistr,bag

to the α-shapes in the multiset of solution profiles to

trace out the bifurcation curves.

As shown in Figure 11(i), this approach accurately traces the fold bifurcation curve of spots that emerges from
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Figure 11: We illustrate the computation of fold bifurcations of spots and stripes in the planar Swift–Hohenberg

equation. Panel (i) contains the fold curve of spots, which emanates from the origin. Panel (ii) shows results for

stripes (starting from one-dimensional initial conditions): Below the line ν = ν∗ :=
√

27/38 ≈ 0.843, the curve

reflects the supercritical bifurcation of stripes along µ = 0 into the region µ > 0 where the rest state U = 0 is

unstable. At ν = ν∗ (shown as the dotted horizontal line), this bifurcation becomes subcritical, and an additional

bifurcation curve emerges at (µ, ν) = (0, ν∗) that corresponds to fold bifurcations of stripes.
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Figure 12: We compare the bifurcations curves for the (i) Brusselator, (ii) Gray–Scott, and (iii) Swift-Hohenberg

models obtained through the pattern statistics µN
f for the number f = fConn ∈ N of connected components in each

pattern and the roundness score distribution f = fRoundDistr ∈ Prob([0,m]) with the curves obtained using the

bagged empirical roundness score µN
fRoundDistr,bag

.

the origin in parameter space. Figure 11(ii) shows the results for stripes. For 0 ≤ ν ≤ ν∗ :=
√
27/38, stripes

bifurcate supercritically from the homogeneous rest state along the Turing bifurcation curve µ = 0. As ν crosses

ν = ν∗, the bifurcation to stripe patterns along the Turing curve µ = 0 becomes subcritical, and a genuine fold

bifurcation curve of stripe patterns emerges at (µ, ν) = (0, ν∗) and reaches into the region µ < 0. Since our

prepared initial condition consists of stripes and the homogeneous rest state in the left and right halves of the

square domain, our continuation framework first traces out the Turing curve µ = 0 before it picks up the fold

bifurcation curve of stripes at ν = ν∗.

Comparison of feature functions

So far, we used the bagged empirical pattern statistics µN
fRoundDistr,bag

derived from the roundness score distri-

bution. We illustrate now how the bifurcation curves obtained from different feature functions compare to each

other. Figure 12 contains a comparison of the curves obtained from µN
fRoundDistr,bag

in the preceding sections with

the curves obtained using the empirical measures µN
f for the number f = fConn ∈ N of connected components

and the roundness score distribution f = fRoundDistr ∈ Prob([0,m]). Overall, these curves agree well though the

curve associated with the roundness score distribution shows more variability compared to the other two curves.
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Figure 13: Panel (i) shows a space-time plot of a 1D source defect in the Brusselator model for the parameter

values from [53, Figure 3] with σ := D1/D2. Panels (ii) and (iii) show instability curves of these defects together

with the analytical Hopf (red) and Turing (blue) bifurcation curves of the homogeneous rest state in panel (ii) and

space-time plots shown in the inset tiles in panel (iii).
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Figure 14: Panel (i) contains the numerically computed curves that delineate the snaking region in the one-

dimensional Swift–Hohenberg equation together with fold bifurcation curves of localized roll patterns (a sample

profile is shown in panel (ii)) that were computed in AUTO. We also included direct simulations starting from

localized roll patterns: in the upper left region, the roll plateau expands in time, while it shrinks to zero in the lower

right region in parameter space.

Instability curves of 1D source defects

In addition to the domain-filling pattern discussed earlier, the one-dimensional Brusselator model also exhibits

complex spatio-temporal patterns that closely resemble experimental structures in the chlorite-iodide-malonic

acid reaction [53]. One example are the source defects shown in Figure 13(i), which arise close to a codimension-

two point where Hopf and Turing curves cross. Source defects are difficult to find analytically and to compute

numerically, and we refer to [61] for theoretical results. The results in [58, 68] indicate that source defects may

lie on complicated snaking branches similar to the simpler situation for localized roll patterns that we discuss

further below. Here, we apply our algorithm with deterministic initial data to trace out two instability curves

of source defects in the (σ, b) parameter space; see Figure 13. We conjecture that these curves are the first fold

curves in a complex snaking bifurcation diagram.
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Boundaries of snaking regions

The one-dimensional Swift–Hohenberg equation exhibits stationary solutions whose spatial profiles consist of a

spatially localized periodic plateau; see Figure 14(ii) for a sample profile. These localized roll solutions exist in an

open region in parameter space and, for each fixed parameter value (µ, ν) inside this region, there are countably

many localized roll solutions that differ by the length L ∈ ℓN of the spatially periodic plateaus where ℓ > 0.

The boundaries of the existence regions are delineated by bifurcation curves that correspond to folds of localized

roll solutions (and we note that there are infinitely many of these fold bifurcation curves, namely one for each

of the countable many localized rolls). We compute two of these fold bifurcation curves by selecting a single

deterministic localized roll profile that has five maxima and use the number of connected components of the

sublevel set u−1([ 12 maxu,∞)) measured by the feature function fConn of α-shapes to trace out the bifurcation

curve: note that this feature functions reflects the number of maxima of the solution after integrating in time.

The result is shown in Figure 14(i) and compared with AUTO computations of the same fold bifurcations. We

conclude that our approach captures the snaking region well.

Agent-based models

To illustrate the applicability of our approach to stochastic many-particle systems, we report on an application to

the Bullara–de Decker model [17], which is an agent-based lattice model designed to capture pigment patterns on

zebrafish. The model focuses on three cell types (precursor cells, yellow xanthophores, and black melanophores),

which interact with other over short and long spatial distances. It is inherently stochastic so traditional predictor-

corrector algorithms are not applicable. In Figure 15, we show the results of our algorithm for (1) Turing

bifurcations, (2) transitions from melanophore spots to stripes, and (3) transitions from stripes to xanthophore

spots in the two parameters (h, lx) that enter into the model. The parameters h and lx represent, respectively,

the spatial extent and the strength of the mechanism that facilitates the transition from precursor cells to

melanophores caused by long-range interactions with xanthophores. We note that mean-field theory [17] yields

a formula for the Turing curve, but we are not aware of any previous computational or theoretical results for

the spots-to-stripe transition curves. It is noticeable in Figure 15(i) that the transition curves begin to meander

towards smaller values of h: this is expected since h is linked to the spatial lattice wavelength of the patterned

states in this model, so that small values of h correspond to very fine-grained patterns. The continuation is

terminated if it fails to detect an interval on which the average number of shapes differs by one: setting instead

a condition based on the Wasserstein distance would have removed the bottom part of the two transition curves

where the pattern statistics can no longer be distinguished; see Figure 15(iii)-(iv). The initial bifurcation points

were found through a line search in lx for fixed h = 20. To continue Turing bifurcations, we use N = 5 simulations

with a binary value that identifies whether the final pattern is homogeneous or not. For the transition curves,

we use N = 15 simulations with the number of α-shapes (α = 2) of melanophores or xanthophores as the feature

function. The key challenge for this model is the presence of outliers, and we needed to postprocess the output

of the numerical simulations to remove these outliers: we follow the approach in [24, 45] and remove the 10%

cells of each cell type whose average distance to the nearest 10 cells of the same type is largest.

Detection of bifurcations of spiral waves

Next, we describe how our approach via feature functions can be used to trace out bifurcation curves of spiral

waves. We refer to [62, §12 and Figure 12.8] and the references therein for background and more details on the

bifurcations we consider here. Throughout, we use a single deterministic rigidly-rotating spiral-wave profile as the

initial condition. We characterize spiral waves through the shape of their tip trajectories. The location x(t) ∈ R2

of the tip of a spiral wave U(x, t) ∈ R2 can be defined, for instance, through the requirement that U(x(t), t) = Ū

for some fixed Ū ∈ R2 (if U ∈ Rd with d > 2, we define the tip position using two of the d components of U). The
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Figure 15: Panel (i) contains (1) the Turing curve in black, (2) the transition curve from melanophore spots

to stripes in blue, and (3) the transitition curve from stripes to xanthophore spots in purple for the Bullara–De

Decker model. The parameters h and lx represent, respectively, the spatial extent and the strength of the long-range

interaction mechanism that facilitates pattern formation. A comparison of the Turing curve with the mean-field

prediction derived in [17] is shown in panel (ii). As shown in panels (iii) and (iv), the Wasserstein distance of the

pattern statistics across the two spot-stripe transition curves decreases very significantly as h decreases below 10:

setting a stopping criterion based on a percentage of the initial Wasserstein distance at the start of the continuation

would have terminated the continuation when the pattern statistics become indistinguishable.

tip location x can be computed numerically using Newton’s method applied to the equation U(x, t)− Ū = 0 at

each time point t during a direct numerical simulation. Having computed the time-dependent tip location x(t),

we define the tip trajectory T by T := {x(t) : t ∈ [0, T ]}. The tip trajectory of a rigidly-rotating spiral wave is

a circle, and we focus first on bifurcations where the shape of the spiral tip trajectory ceases to be a circle. The

feature functions we choose to trace bifurcation curves will depend on the specific bifurcation scenario we are

interested in, and we now discuss these choices in detail and refer to Figure 16 for illustrations.

At retracting-wave bifurcations, the temporal frequency of a rigidly-rotating spiral wave approaches zero, and

the tip trajectory of the spiral wave changes from a circle to a semi-infinite line along which the spiral wave

retracts to the domain boundary. We could therefore use the length f̃retract(Sα(T )) := Perimeter(Sα(T )) of the

α-shape Sα(T ) of the tip trajectory as the feature function that distinguishes rigidly-rotating from retracting

spiral waves. Alternatively, and this is the feature function we used in our numerical computations, we can use

the Boolean function

fretract(u) :=

{
1 max(u)−min(u) < 0.01

0 otherwise,

which detects transitions between the spiral wave (fretract(u) = 0) and a homogeneous rest state (fretract(u) = 1).

Meandering instabilities correspond to Hopf bifurcations of rigidly-rotating spiral waves at which the tip trajec-

tory acquires a second temporal frequency and changes from a circle to an epicycloid. In particular, the α-shape
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Figure 16: Panel (i) shows the tip trajectories of a rigidly-rotating spiral (circle) and a retracting spiral (line)

with initial tip position indicated by a filled circle: the arc length of the tip trajectory can be used to distinguish

these cases. Panel (ii) illustrates the tip trajectories of rigidly-rotating and meandering spiral waves: here, the

area of the face of the α-shape can be used to distinguish these trajectories. Panel (iii) shows the transition from

inwardly meandering to drifting to outwardly meandering spiral waves: with the points xb and xb+1 in the feature

function fdrift defined in (5.1) as indicated, the function fdrift will be zero for the drifting tip trajectory in the

center, negative for the trajectory on the left and positive for the trajectory on the right.

Sα(T ) of the spiral tip trajectory changes from a circle with vanishing area to an annulus with strictly positive

area. This motivates the feature function

fmeander(Sα(T )) := tanh

(
4µLeb(Sα(T ))

d1d2

)
to detect transitions from rigidly-rotating to meandering spiral waves, where dj denotes the length of the interval

PjSα(T ) for the projection Pj of R2 onto the jth component for j = 1, 2.

Drifting spiral waves arise from meandering spiral waves when the tip trajectory becomes unbounded; see Fig-

ure 16 for a sketch. Drifting spirals exist along curves in parameter space, and we continue these curves as

follows. We compute the α-shape Sα(T ) of the spiral tip trajectory for a large value of α, so that the α-shape

is close to the convex hull of T . Denote by {xj}j=1,...,s the vertices of the polygon Sα(T ), which we order so

that xj and xj+1 are adjacent on Sα(T ), where we set xs+1 := x1. Let 1 ≤ b ≤ s denote the index for which

|xb+1 − xb| is largest. We then define the feature function

fdrift(Sα(T )) :=
1

s

s∑
j=0

sgn
〈
xj − xb, (xb+1 − xb)

⊥〉 (5.1)

to continue drifting spiral waves.

Spiral-wave turbulence arises when a large-scale spiral wave breaks up into many small spiral-wave segments. In

this case, each spiral-wave segment has its own tip, and the equation U1(x, t) − Ū = 0 that defines the tip will

therefore have many solutions. In our algorithm, we apply Newton’s method to the tip equation starting with

initial data on a grid that spans the domain and collect the resulting tip positions in the set Xt for each time t

during the direct simulation. Our feature function is then given by

fturbulence(U1) :=

{
1 diam(Xtmax

) > 10

0 otherwise,
Xt := {x : U(x, t) = Ū}, tmax := arg max

t
#{x ∈ Xt},

which tests whether multiple tips occur as some time point during the simulation. Though the feature function

fturbulence is not continuous, it allows us to delineate transitions to turbulence efficiently and accurately.

We apply our continuation framework with the feature functions described above to the Barkley and the Bär–

Eiswirth models, which exhibit retracting-wave instabilities, transitions to meandering and drifting spirals, and

the emergence of spiral-wave turbulence. The results of our numerical continuation are shown in Figure 17,

where we also include the results of direct numerical simulations as well as the bifurcation curves obtained in [7,

Figure 1] and [6, Figure 4] for comparison.
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Figure 17: Shown are retracting-wave bifurcation curves (R), curves corresponding to bifurcations from rigidly-

rotating to meandering spirals (M), existence curves of drifting spiral waves (D), and transition curves from regular

spiral waves to spiral-wave turbulence (T) for the Barkley model in panel (i) and the Bär–Eiswirth model in

panel (ii). The tiles show the tip trajectories of spiral waves in the different regions of parameter space obtained

from direct numerical simulations. Shown in gray dotted lines are the bifurcation curves obtained previously in

[7, Figure 1] for the Barkley model and in [6, Figure 4] for the Bär–Eiswirth model (reproduced via digitizing the

original images).

Period-doubling bifurcations of spiral waves lead to spiral waves with broken spiral-arm segments as shown in

Figure 18. These bifurcations cannot be detected easily by tip trajectories (while it is known that period-doubled

spiral waves will drift, the drift speed is typically very small), and we therefore rely on a feature function that is

based on the α-shape of the full spiral profile. For a fixed value 1 ≤ k ≤ d, we select the function

fpd(A) :=
1

β(A)

β(A)∑
j=1

µLeb(Aj), A := U−1
k ([0.1minUk + 0.9maxUk,∞))

that reflects the sum of the areas of the β(A) connected components of the set U−1
k ([0.1minUk+0.9maxUk,∞)),

which consists of points x for which Uk(x) is close to maxUk. Figure 18 shows the results of the continuation

of period-doubling bifurcations of spiral waves in the three-component Rössler system for which we take k = 3.

The comparison with direct numerical simulations indicates that our feature functions traces out the bifurcation

curve accurately.

Freezing method for spiral waves

The freezing method was developed in [12, 66] to compute relative equilibria of reaction-diffusion systems via

direct numerical simulations by adding algebraic constraints that keep the solution profile frozen at a specific

location in space. The advantage of this approach is that it can be used to compute traveling waves by fixing their

position and, at the same time, calculating their accumulated position (and velocity) without a prior knowledge

of their speed; the disadvantage is that the method requires the use of solvers for algebraic-differential systems

in order to account for the algebraic constraints that fix the location of the wave.

Here, we apply this approach to relative equilibria and relative periodic orbits in the form of rigidly-rotating as

well as meandering and drifting spiral waves. The advantage of using the freezing method is that the spiral waves

cannot leave the domain (which will happen for drifting spiral waves) and that this method directly generates

the frequency and tip position of the underlying spiral wave. The approach we propose here relies on α-shapes

and does not require the use of solvers for algebraic-differential systems.

Given the initial condition U(x, 0) of the spiral-wave solution we plan to compute using the freezing method,
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Figure 19: Shown are the cumulative angles θ(t) (top row) and the tip positions p(t) (bottom row) of rigidly-rotating,

meandering, and drifting spiral waves in panels (i), (ii), and (iii), respectively. The spiral waves were computed

using the implementation of the freezing method via α-shapes for the Barkley model posed on a disk.
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we define A(0) := Sα(U
−1
1 ((−∞, c]), 0)). We then integrate the underlying PDE from t = 0 to t = t1 and set

A(t1) := Sα(U
−1
1 ((−∞, c]), t1)). Next, we solve

(φ1, q1) := arg max
(φ,q)

Area(Overlap(Rφ(A(0) + q), A(t1))), Rφ :=

(
cosφ sinφ

− sinφ cosφ

)

by rotating and shifting the α-shape at t = t1 so that it aligns best with the α-shape at t = 0. After the optimal

transformation is obtained, we apply the inverse of the alignment transformation to the spatial grid at time t = 0

to obtain the grid xgrid1 := RT
φ1
xgrid − q1 on which the aligned solution at time t = t1 is defined. We use linear

interpolation to define the solution at time t = t1 on the original grid xgrid and repeat the process by solving

the PDE starting at time t = t1 and solving until t = t2, proceeding as above with t1 replaced by t2. At time

t = tn, we collected angles (φj)j=1,...,n and translations (qj)j=1,...,n, which we need to integrate in time to obtain

the cumulative angles θn and tip positions pn. This can be done by composing the inverses of the alignments

sequentially, and we obtain

θn =

n∑
j=1

φj , pn = R(φn)qn +R(φn−1)R(φn)qn−1 + . . .+R

 n∑
j=1

φj

 q1.

We apply this approach to rigidly-rotating, meandering, and drifting spiral waves in the Barkley model posed

on a disk of radius 30. The results are shown in Figure 19.

6 Discussion

In this paper, we outlined a framework that allowed us to trace out bifurcation and transition curves of patterned

states via feature functions and pattern statistics. The advantage of the approach discussed here is that we can

use randomized initial conditions and compare the values of measure-valued feature functions using Wasserstein

distances. The main disadvantages are (i) the lack of differentiability of the bifurcation functions and (ii) the

current restriction to two-dimensional parameter spaces. We note that the lack of smoothness is inherent to our

framework since we rely on Wasserstein distance in spaces of probability measures for which no differentiable

structure exists. Extensions to higher-dimensional parameter spaces might be possible using multi-dimensional

continuation algorithms as outlined in [1, 36] and the references in these papers.

We view unsupervised classification methods that are build, for instance, on the results of topological data

analysis as complementary to our approach. While unsupervised learning aids in the classification of patterns

and has been successfully used in the analysis of agent-based models [45], Turing bifurcations (see the recent

work [64]), and clustering of different cell configurations in heterogeneous cell populations [13], these approaches

do not lend themselves to the accurate delineation of boundaries of the classification regions. For instance, the

boundaries identified in [13] for heterogeneous cell populations consist of vertical and horizontal line segments

that provide very rough approximations of the actual boundaries.

There are several numerical parameters that affect the computational algorithm, including the feature function

itself, the randomization, the spatial step sizes, the integration time, the threshold for the sublevel sets, and the

radius used in the calculation of α-shapes. While we provided some results in §4 that assess the robustness of

our algorithm under changes of these parameters, we did not systematically explore the dependence on these

parameters, and we also did not explore systematic ways to calibrate and optimize them.

Finally, we briefly discuss extensions of the framework we introduced in this paper. We see stochastic agent-

based models (for instance, for the description of pigment patterns in zebrafish [17, 45] or of spatial aggregation

patterns of heterogeneous cell populations such as epithelial cells during wound healing [13]) as an interesting

area to which our framework could be applied. For PDEs, it would be interesting to use the proposed framework
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to numerically continue the contact defects that were found in the Brusselator [68] and analyzed in [58] without

using core-farfield decompositions [4, 44, 47], which are difficult to adapt to this case due to the stiffness of

the Brusselator model and the logarithmic phase corrections in the solution profiles. It should be possible to

use feature functions and pattern statistics also to infer and identify parameters in simulations. If a single

feature function is not able to distinguish patterns across the entire parameter space, it might be possible to use

”majority votes” of several feature functions to correctly classify patterns and infer parameter values. Another

potential application is to evaluate feature functions on solution trajectories to infer time dynamics from data

similar to how we used tip trajectories to classify spiral-wave dynamics. Finally, pattern statistics could be useful

to compare and fit models via parameter optimization; see [24] for initial work that pursues this idea.

Appendix A. Models

Barkley and Bär–Eiswirth models: Both models are examples of the Fitzhugh–Nagumo equation

ut = ∆u+
1

ϵ
u(1− u)

(
u− v + a

b

)
, vt = g(u, v).

Simulations for both models are carried out using Barkley’s code ezspiral [9]. The Barkley model [7, 8] is

characterized by the nonlinearity g(u, v) = u − v. We use the spatial domain [0, 100] × [0, 100] discretized with

501 points in each direction, choose ϵ = 0.02, and vary (a, b). The Bär–Eiswirth model [6] has the nonlinearity

g(u, v) = h(u)− v, h(u) =


0 u < 1

3

1− 6.75u(u− 1)2 u ∈ [ 13 , 1]

1 u > 1.

We use the domain [0, 50]× [0, 50] with 501 mesh points in each direction, choose a = 0.84, and vary (b, ϵ).

Brusselator: The Brusselator model [56] is defined by

ut = D1∆u+ a− (b+ 1)u+ vu2, vt = D2∆v + bu− vu2.

The homogeneous rest state (u, v) = (a, b/a) undergoes a Turing bifurcation along the curve b = (1+a
√
D1/D2)

2.

For the two-dimensional case, we set D1 = 4 and D2 = 32, pose the equation on the domain [0, 50] × [0, 50]

discretized with 50 mesh points in each direction, and evolve the system in time with step size dt = 0.005 until

T = 100. For the one-dimensional case, we use the parameter values in [53, Figure 3] with σ := D1/D2.

Bullara–De Decker: We refer to [17] for a detailed description of this model and to [17, Captions of Figures 1

and 2] for the parameter values we used.

Gray–Scott: The Gray–Scott model [34] is given by

ut = D1∆u+ uv2 + F (1− u), vt = D2∆v + uv2 − (F + k)v.

We pose this system on the domain [0, 2.5] × [0, 2.5] with diffusion constants D1 = 2 × 10−5 and D2 = 10−5.

We use a uniform spatial grid 200× 200 mesh points and evolve the system with temporal step size dt = 1 until

T = 10, 000. For the initial data, we perturb from the homogeneous rest state (u, v) = (1, 0) by creating ten

random spots of 0.0625 in the domain.
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Rayleigh–Bénard: The non-dimensional Rayleigh–Bénard system with Boussinesq approximation [67] is given

by
∂u

∂t
+ u

∂u

∂x
+ v

∂u

∂y
= −∇p+ 1

Re
∇2u,

∂v

∂t
+ u

∂v

∂x
+ v

∂v

∂y
= −∇p+ 1

Re
∇2v +

Gr

Re2
(T − T0),

∂u

∂x
+
∂v

∂y
= 0,

∂T

∂t
+ u

∂T

∂x
+ v

∂T

∂y
=

1

Pe
∇2T.

We use the system with Reynolds number fixed to Re = 100, spatial domain size [0, 0.82]× [0, 0.2] with a uniform

grid of size 100 × 67. The top wall temperature is set to 25, and bottom temperature is set to 70, and we use

Dirichlet conditions for all other boundaries. Starting from the initial condition (u, v) = 0 and T = T0 = 25

everywhere, solutions are evolved with step size 0.01 until t = 50.

Rössler: The Rössler model [31, 60] is given by

ut = 0.4∆u− v − w, vt = 0.4∆v + u+ av, wt = 0.4∆w + uw − cw + 0.2.

We use the domain [0, 250]× [0, 250] discretized with 526 mesh points in each direction.

Schnakenberg: The Schnakenberg model [63] is given by

ut = D1∆u− u+ u2v +
b− a

2
, vt = D2∆v − u2v +

b+ a

2
.

The homogeneous rest state (u, v) = (b, a+b
2b2 ) undergoes a Turing bifurcation when a = b2

√
D1

D2

(
2 + b

√
D1

D2

)
.

We set D1 = 0.005 and D2 = 1, pose the equation on the spatial domain [0, 4] × [0, 4], and discretize with 60

mesh points in each spatial dimension. Initial conditions are given by the homogeneous rest state with a small

amount of uniform noise added. Solutions are evolved with time step dt = 0.001 until T = 500.

Swift–Hohenberg: The Swift–Hohenberg equation [65] is given by

ut = −(1 + ∆)2u+ µu+ νu2 − u3.

The homogeneous rest state u = 0 undergoes a Turing bifurcation at µ = 0. We pose this equation on both

x ∈ R (to investigate localized roll solutions) and x ∈ R2 (to study spots and stripes). When x ∈ R, we chose the
domain [−32π, 32π] with a uniform grid of 512 points. Solutions were computed using the time step dt = 0.1 and

evolved until T = 50. To delineate the existence region of localized roll solutions, we chose the initial condition

u(x, 0) = (tanh(x+4π)− tanh(x− 4π)) cos(x). For x ∈ R2, we used the domain [0, 16π]× [0, 16π] with 128 mesh

points in each direction. Solutions are solved in time using an ETD scheme with time step 0.1 and evolved until

T = 500. Randomized initial data are sampled from U(0, 1.5), while we use the prepared initial conditions

uspots(x, 0) =
1

6

(
cos(x1) + cos

(
x1 +

√
3x2

2

)
+ cos

(
x1 −

√
3x2

2

))
, ustripes(x, 0) = 0.2 cos(x1)

for spots and stripes, respectively.
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[49] A. R. Nahmod, N. Pavlović and G. Staffilani. Almost sure existence of global weak solutions for supercritical

Navier-Stokes equations. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 45 (2013) 3431–3452.

[50] J. M. Osborne, A. G. Fletcher, J. M. Pitt-Francis, P. K. Maini and D. J. Gavaghan. Comparing individual-

based approaches to modelling the self-organization of multicellular tissues. PLOS Comput Biol 13 (2017)

1–34.

[51] Q. Ouyang and H. L. Swinney. Onset and beyond turing pattern formation. In: Chemical Waves and

Patterns (R. Kapral and K. Showalter, eds.). Springer Netherlands, Dordrecht, 1995, 269–295.

[52] J. E. Pearson. Complex patterns in a simple system. Science 261 (1993) 189–192.

[53] J.-J. Perraud, A. D. Wit, E. Dulos, P. D. Kepper, G. Dewel and P. Borckmans. One-dimensional “spirals”:

Novel asynchronous chemical wave sources. Physical Review Letters 71 (1993) 1272–1275. Tex.rating: 0.
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