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SPIKE SOLUTIONS TO THE SUPERCRITICAL FRACTIONAL
GIERER-MEINHARDT SYSTEM

DANIEL GOMEZ, MARKUS DE MEDEIROS, JUN-CHENG WEI, AND WEN YANG

ABSTRACT. Localized solutions are known to arise in a variety of singularly perturbed reaction-
diffusion systems. The Gierer-Meinhardt (GM) system is one such example and has been the focus
of numerous rigorous and formal studies. A more recent focus has been the study of localized
solutions in systems exhibiting anomalous diffusion, particularly with Lévy flights. In this paper we
investigate localized solutions to a one-dimensional fractional GM system for which the inhibitor’s
fractional order is supercritical. Using the method of matched asymptotic expansions we reduce the
construction of multi-spike solutions to solving a nonlinear algebraic system. The linear stability
of the resulting multi-spike solutions is then addressed by studying a globally coupled eigenvalue
problem. In addition to these formal results we also rigorously establish the existence and stability
of ground-state solutions when the inhibitor’s fractional order is nearly critical. The fractional
Green’s function, for which we present a rapidly converging series expansion, is prominently featured
throughout both the formal and rigorous analysis in this paper. Moreover, we emphasize that the
striking similarities between the one-dimensional supercritical GM system and the classical three-
dimensional GM system can be attributed to the leading order singular behaviour of the fractional
Green’s function.

Keywords: Gierer-Meinhardt system, fractional Laplacian, Lévy flights, localized solutions, singu-
lar perturbation.

1. INTRODUCTION

Reaction diffusion systems have consistently been at the forefront of pattern formation research
since Alan Turing’s seminal paper in 1952 [23] in which he demonstrated that sufficiently large
differences in the diffusivities of reacting agents can lead to the formation of spatial patterns. By
specifying reaction-diffusion systems either phenomenologically or from first principles, studies have
used linear stability analysis to explore pattern formation in complex systems with applications to a
variety of biological phenomena [16]. While these studies have traditionally assumed that individual
agents undergo Brownian motion in which the mean squared displacement (MSD) is a linear function
of the elapsed time, a recent growing body of literature has considered pattern formation in the
context of anomalous diffusion in which there is alternative nonlinear relationships between the MSD
and the elapsed time [9, 5, 31, 13]. Such anomalous diffusion may be better suited for describing
the spatial distribution of agents in complex biological environments such as those found within
individual cells [1, 19].

Of particular importance, and relevance to the present paper, is the case of anomalous superdif-
fusion with Lévy flights for which a heavy-tailed step-length distribution leads to an unbounded
MSD. In this case the resulting fractional reaction-diffusion system features the fractional Laplacian
which for one-dimensional problems is given by
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where 0 < s < 1 and I'(z) is the Gamma function. A growing number of studies have considered
such fractional-reaction diffusion systems with different reaction kinetics and using linear stability
analysis have demonstrated that the introduction of anomalous diffusion can have a pronounced
effect on pattern formation[5, 13]. Furthermore by considering parameters near the Turing stability
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threshold the authors in [13] used a weakly nonlinear analysis to investigate the resulting near
equilibrium patterns that emerge after the onset of linear instabilities. An increasing number of
studies have also analysed far from equilibrium solutions arising in the singularly perturbed limit
where one of the diffusivities is asymptotically small [17, 30, 7, 15] and it is this latter thread of
inquiry which we continue in this paper.

First proposed by Gierer and Meinhardt in 1972 [1], the Gierer-Meinhardt (GM) system is a
canonical reaction diffusion system that addresses the consequences of short range activation and
long range inhibition on pattern formation. In this paper we will be interested in the fractional GM
system which is given by

up 4 €2 (= A) w4 u — v u? =0, -l<z<1, (1.2a)
T + D(=A)20 4+ v —u® =0, -l<z <1, (1.2b)

where u(x,t) and v(x,t) correspond to the activator and inhibitor concentrations respectively, 7 > 0,
D >0, and 0 < € < 1. In this paper we impose periodic boundary conditions,

u(z +2,t) = u(x, t), v(x 4+ 2,t) = v(x,t), (1.3)

which allows us to avoid the technical difficulties in assigning Dirichlet or Neumann boundary
conditions [14] and with which (1.1) simplifies to
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(A p(x) = C, / K,(z — 7) () — p(3))dz,
1

Ks(z) = 2] 1+2s

When s; = s3 = 1 in (1.2) we recover the classical one-dimensional GM system which has been
the focus of numerous studies. Specifically, in the classical case both rigorous [29] and formal
asymptotic methods [12, 25] have been used to study the existence and stability of spike solutions.
The analogous system in two- and three-dimensions have also been studied in [27, 28, (], while the
system posed on a two-dimensional Riemannian manifold was considered in [22]. In both rigorous
and formal approaches the activator’s asymptotically small diffusivity leads to a separation of spatial
scales which yields a tractable reduction of the full system. More recently spike solutions have been

analysed for s € [1/2,1) and so = 1 [17], s1 = s2 € [1/2,1) [30], s1 € (1/4,1) and s2 € (1/2,1)
[7], and for s = so = 1/2 [15]. The case of anomalous subdiffusion, in which the time derivative
is of fractional order, was also considered in [18]. The individual treatment of each range of s;

and s9 values stems from differences in the singular behaviour of the outer inhibitor solution in a
leading order theory. This is closely related to the limiting behaviour of the Green’s function G(z)
satisfying
(-A)2G+D'Gp=6(z), O<xz<l,  Gp(z+2)=Gp(x),

as x — 0. In particular as discussed further in §2.4 and Appendix A below, the Green’s function
remains bounded for subcritical values of so € (1/2,1] but has a logarithmic singularity at the
critical value of sy = 1/2. There is a suggestive analogy here with the singular behaviour of the
classical free space Green’s function in one- and two-dimensions which we elaborate in §2.4 below.

In this paper we use the method of matched asymptotic expansions to study the existence and
stability of spike solutions to (1.2) in the parameter regime

1/d<s1 <1, 0<sy<1/2. (1.5)

As discussed in §2.4 and Appendix A, the Green’s function in this regime has an algebraic (and
in some cases an additional logarithmic) singularity as * — 0 and for this reason we refer to the
resulting fractional GM system as being supercritical. Consequently the asymptotic analysis of spike
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FIGURE 1. (A) Numerically calculated profile of the activator in a symmetric
two-spike solution undergoing (A) a competition instability using parameters
51 =0.5, 55 =039, ¢ =0.01, 7 = 0.1, and D = 1.095¢2*2~! and (B) slow dynamics
over an 0(5232_3) timescale using parameters s; = 0.4, so = 0.35, e = 0.01, 7 = 0.1,
and D = 0.768¢2*2~1, The solid blue and dashed orange curves in the (z,t) plane
in (B) indicate the numerically and asymptotically calculated spike locations.

solutions in this regime is analogous to that found in the classical three dimensional Schnakenberg
[24] and Gierer-Meinhard systems [6]. Using the method of matched asymptotic expansions we
thus construct multi-spike solutions by deriving an appropriate nonlinear algebraic system (NAS).
From the NAS we identify two distinguished parameter regimes: the D = O(1) regime and the
D = O(£?271) regime. Whereas in the former the NAS admits only symmetric solutions, we
find that in the latter it admits both symmetric and asymmetric solutions. The stability of the
resulting multi-spike solutions can then be determined by studying a globally coupled eigenvalue
problem (GCEP). From the GCEP we deduce that asymmetric solutions are always linearly unstable
while symmetric solutions are susceptible to two types of bifurcations: competition instabilities (see
Figure la for an example), and Hopf bifurcations. In addition to these bifurcation which occur
over an O(1) timescale, otherwise stable multi-spike solutions can also undergo drift motion over
an O(2%273) timescale (see Figure 1b for an example). This paper thus fully characterizes the
equilibrium solutions to (1.2) and their linear stability, while also identifying key parameter regimes
for the diffusivity D.

The bulk of this paper uses formal asymptotic methods to characterize localized solutions as
discussed in the preceding paragraph. While a rigorous justification of these results remains open
for the full range of values 0 < sy < 1/2 there are some results that we can rigorously prove when
sg < 1/2is close to so = 1/2. Specifically, for such values of sy we can rigorously prove the existence
and stability of ground state solutions to the core problem considered in §2. Specifically we have
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. There exists an €9 > 0 such that for each s € (%(1 —€9), %) the core problem
(—A)U+U -V U2 =0, (-AFV-U2=0, —00 < < 00, (1.6a)

UV >0, —00 <z < 00, (1.6b)
UV =0, as |z| = +oo, (1.6¢)
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admits a solution (U, V') such that

lim |7, 'U(z) — w(z)| =0, lim I 'V(z) -1 =0, (1.7)

e0—0 EQ—

uniformly in compact sets in x. Here U is the ground state solution of

(—A)%w +w—w? =0,

o (r(1 — 25) sin(sm) /R w2(2) dx) o

and

™

Interestingly, we can also study the stability and instability of the ground state solution con-
structed in Theorem 1.1. Writing the associated eigenvalue problem for the system as

(~A)Zp+¢— 2V o + V2R + Ao = 0, —00 < & < 00, (1.8a)
(=A)*p —2U¢ + TAs1h =0, —00 < ¥ < 00, (1.8b)

where \; € C. Here we say (U, V) is linearly stable if the real part of each eigenvalue is negative,
while (U, V) is called linear unstable if there exists a As such that its real part R(As) > 0.

Theorem 1.2. Let (U,V) be the solution constructed in Theorem 1.1. There exists 11 such that
the solution is linearly stable for any ™ < 7.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In §2 we construct multi-spike quasi-
equilibrium solutions by first considering the relevant core problem in §2.1 and then deriving the
NAS in §2.2. This is followed by §2.3 where we specifically consider symmetric and asymmetric
solutions in the D = O(e%%271) regime and by §2.4 where we discuss in more detail the singular
behaviour of the Green’s function and its connection with higher dimensional problems. In §3 we
study the linear stability of multi-spike solutions by deriving the GCEP and focusing in particular
on the D < O(e%*271) and D = O(?%271) regimes in §3.1 and §3.2 respectively. This is followed by
§4 where we derive an ordinary differential equation (ODE) system governing the slow dynamics
of multi-spike solutions. In §5 we then perform full numerical simulations of (1.2) to validate our
asymptotic theory. In §6 we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Finally in §7 we summarize our results
and make some concluding remarks.

2. ASYMPTOTIC APPROXIMATION OF N-SPIKE QUASI-EQUILIBRIUM SOLUTIONS

In this section we will use the method of matched asymptotic expansions to calculate asymptotic
approximations of N-spike solutions to

e (—A) 'y +u— v u? =0, -l<x<1, (2.1a)
D(—=A)*2p 4+ v —u? =0, -l<z<l, (2.1b)

with periodic boundary conditions

u(z +2) = u(x), v(x +2) = v(x). (2.1c)

The successful use of the method of matched asymptotic expansions relies on the asymptotically
small activator diffusivity 2! < 1 which leads to the emergence of two distinct length scales.
Specifically the activator concentrates at N points —1 < 1 < ... < zy < 1 that are well separated
in the sense that |z; — ;| > ¢ for all i # j as well as x1 + 1> e and 1 — xny > €. Over an O(e)
length scale centred at each z1,...,zy the system (2.1) is approximated by a core problem in R
whose solutions yields the local profile of the activator and inhibitor. This core problem depends
on an undetermined spike strength parameter whose value determines the far-field behaviour of
the core solution. On the other hand over an O(1) length scale away from each spike location
x1,...,xn the nonlinear term appearing in (2.1b) can be approximated, in the sense of , by a sum
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of appropriately weighted Dirac delta functions centred at each x1,..,zy. As a consequence the
inhibitor can be approximated as a weighted sum of Green’s functions over an O(1) length scale.
By matching the behaviour of this sum of Green’s functions as x approaches each spike location
with the far-field behaviour of each core solution we can then derive a NAS of N equations in the N
undetermined spike strength parameters. The method of matched asymptotic expansions therefore
reduces the original PDE system (2.1) to a finite number of nonlinear algebraic equations whose
solutions yields an asymptotic approximation of an N-spike solution.

Guided by the preceding discussion, in the remainder of this section we will first discuss the
core problem and highlight some of its key properties. We will then use the method of matched
asymptotic expansions as outlined above to derive the NAS. The remainder of the section will then
be dedicated to a discussion on the existence of symmetric and asymmetric N-spike solutions as
well as to some of the peculiarities of the fractional Gierer-Meinhardt system which distinguish it
from the classical one- and three-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt systems.

2.1. The Core Problem. The core problem is one of the key ingredients in deriving an asymptotic
approximation of an N-spike quasi-equilibrium solutions as outlined above. It is given by

(A U +U. -V IU2=0, (-A)2V.—-U?=0, —00 < Y < 00, (2.2a)
U, ~ v(8)|y|"OF20) | Vo~ () + Sly|>*2 71, as |y| — oo. (2.2b)

where S > 0 is a parameter which we refer to as the spike strength while v(S) and p(S) are two
S-dependent constants. Solutions to (2.2) will be denoted by U.(y; S) and V.(y;.S) to make explicit
the dependence on the parameter S. The core problem (2.2) is a leading order approximation of
(2.1) after the rescaling y = e~ !(z — ;) and its solutions yield the local profile of each spike in an
N-spike quasi-equilibrium solution of (2.1). The far-field behaviour of U.(y;S) and V.(y;S) is a
consequence of the following lemma

Lemma 2.1. Let 0 < s < 1/2 and suppose that f(y) = O(|ly|~7) as |y| = oo for o > 0.
(1) If 0 > 1+ 2s then the solution to
(A9 +d=f for —co<y<oo;  ¢—=0, asly — oo,

decays like ¢ ~ C|y|~'=2% as |y| — oc.
(2) If o > 1 then the solution to

(Ay¢=f, for —co<y<oo;  ¢—0, asly — oo,
decays like ¢ ~ Cly|**~1 as |y| — .

Proof. The conclusion follows easily by using classical potential analysis and the decay properties of
the Green’s functions associated with the operators (—A)®+ I and (—A)®. Specifically the Green’s
function G(z,y) of (—A)® 4 I has the asymptotic behaviour
lim G(z)|z|'™ = C, (2.3)
|z|—o00

for some constant C' > 0, while the Green’s function Go(z,y) of (—A)*® has the form

1
Go(z,y) = =T(1 — 2s) sin(sm)|z|*5 L. (2.4)

7r
We refer the readers to [30, Section 2] and [20, Section 1.12] for the proof of (2.3) and (2.4)
respectively. O

We can in fact be more explicit about the solution V. of (2.2) by taking the Fourier transform of
the second equation in (2.2a) to get

V::(y; S) =C+ Qs / ‘y - g‘%zilUc(g; S)ng7 as, = _277718F(_252) Sin(ﬂ-SQ)' (25)

—0o0
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FIGURE 2. Plots of core problem far-field constants p(.S) and v(5) for distinct
values of 1/4 < s1 < 1. In each plot the darkest and lightest curves corresponds to
s = 0.2 and s9 = 0.49 respectively, with the intermediate curves corresponding to

0.01 increments in so.

Taking the limit as |y| — oo then yields as a special case of Lemma 2.1 the limiting behaviour
Ve(y; S) ~ C + ag,|y[*271 [%°_ Ue(y; S)*dyj. Comparing this with the far-field behaviour of the core
solution given in (2.2b) we deduce the useful identity

o0
S=a. [ UL SPdy (2.6
—00
which in particular reinforces our assumption that S > 0 since as, > 0 for s < 1/2.
In light of the above discussion the specification of the parameter S is equivalent to fixing the
L?*(R) norm of U,.. By solving (2.2) for a fixed value of S we can then extract the values of the
far-field constants v(S) and p(S) by taking the limits

v(S) = lim [yl Uy, 8),  p(S) = lim (Ve(y; S) — S|y[*71). (2.7)
Yy—00 Yy—0o0

The nonlinearity in the first equation of (2.2a) implies that we must have V.(y;S) > 0 for all y € R
and this leads us to the constraint p(5) > 0. We next have to determine whether there any values
of S > 0 for which this constraint holds. To address this we first consider the small S-asymptotics.
Specifically if S < 1 then (2.6) implies that U.(y; S) = O(v/S) and by balancing terms in (2.2) we
also deduce that V.(y; S) = O(v/S) and u(S) = O(V/S). It is then straightforward to see that to
leading order in S < 1 we have the asymptotic expansions

Uey) ~ yJoamwa (), VeW) ~ o m(S) ~ /55 (2.8a)




FRACTIONAL GIERER-MEINHARDT SYSTEM - SUPERCRITICAL CASE 7

S. Scrit U, (solid) and V. (dashed)
0. 0.06 1
031 0.04
0.2

0.02
0.1 1 \
0.0 | | ™ 0.00 . . A
0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0 5 10 15 20
S S2 y
(A) (B) (©)

FIGURE 3. Plots of the critical values (A) S = S, and (B) S = Sgit at which the
far-field constant u(S) vanishes and attains its global maximum respectively. In
both plots the darkest and lightest curves corresponds to values of s; = 0.3 and
s1 = 0.7 respectively with the intermediate curves corresponding intermediate
values in increments of 0.05. (C) The core solution for s; = 0.5 and sy = 0.4 at the
indicated values of S.

where
bs, = / ws, (y)*dy, (2.8D)
and wg, (y) is the fractional homoclinic solution satisfying
(—A)* wg, +ws, — w2, =0, —00 < y < 00, (2.9a)
ws (y) = O(ly|~1+20), as  [y| — oo (2.9b)

We refer the reader to Section 4 in [30] for further properties of the nonlinear problem (2.9). The
small-S asymptotics (2.8a) imply that p(S) > 0 for 0 < S < 1. A numerical continuation in S then
further extends the range of S values for which p(.S) > 0 holds (see Appendix B.2 for details).

Plots of the numerically calculated far-field constants ;(S) and v(S) are shown in Figure 2. These
plots indicate that there exists a value of S = S, > 0 beyond which u(S) > 0 no longer holds. In
Figure 3a we plot S, as a function of sy for select values of s;. In addition the plots in Figure 2
indicate that ©(S) attains a unique global maximum in 0 < S < S, at some value S = S¢it which
we plot for distinct values of s; in Figure 3b. This critical value of S = St plays a crucial role
in the leading order stability theory of multiple spike solutions as will be further discussed in §3
below. Finally, in Figure 3¢ we plot the profiles of the core solutions for select values of S > 0 when
s1 = 0.5 and s9 = 0.4.

We conclude by remarking that our preceding discussion has thus far been limited to numerical
calculations of solutions to the core problem (2.2). In §6 we rigorously prove the existence and
stability of ground state solutions, i.e. those for which u(S) = 0, when sy &~ 1/2. For more general
values of sy < 1/2 the rigorous justification of such solutions remains an open problem. We remark
also that the existence of a ground state is not guaranteed as can be seen, for example, in the case of
the core problems associated with the three-dimensional Gray-Scott, Schnakenberg, and Brusselator
systems [0].

2.2. Asymptotic Matching and the Nonlinear Algebraic System. We now consider the
asymptotic construction of an N spike solution to (2.1). Assuming that the N-spikes concentrate
at N well separated (in the sense made precise above) points —1 < 21 < ... < zny < 1 we begin by
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making the ansatz that
u(z; +ey) ~ De™ 252 (U (y) + 0(1)) v(z; +ey) ~ De =252 (Vl-(y; Si) + 0(1)). (2.10)
A simple change of variables then yields that U; and V; must satisfy
(=AU + U =V 'UE =0, (mA)2Vi+ D 1e®2V, U2 =0 —(1+z)<ey<l—u,.
(2.11)
Approximating the domain —e~!(1 4+ z;) < y < e }(1 — 2;) with —c0 < y < oo and dropping the
D~'2%2 term in the V; equation we deduce that
Ui(y) ~ Ue(y; Si) +o(1),  Vily) ~ Ve(y; Si) + o(1), (2.12)

where U.(y; S) and V,(y; S) are the solutions of the core problem (2.2) discussed and S; > 0 is an
as-of-yet undetermined constant. Implicit in the asymptotic approximation (2.12) is the assumption
that the inner profiles interact only through the far-field behaviour constants .S;, the nature of which
is revealed by formulating the outer problem and deriving an appropriate matching condition.

Next we derive an outer problem valid for values of —1 < x < 1 such that |z — x;| > ¢ for all
1=1,..., N. We first make note of the limit

1432D2Z/ dyé(x—:c,)— 1432D2 71286

as € — 07 which is to be understood in the sense of distributions and for Wthh we have used (2.6)
in the equality. The outer inhibitor solution must then be a 2-periodic function satisfying

N
(—A)2v+ Do =20 DY " Sid(x —2;),  xe(—1,1)\{z1,...,2n}, (2.13a)

and having the limiting behaviour

v ~ De2%2 (61723251"% — xi|252*1 + u(Si)), as T — x;, (2.13b)

for each i = 1, ..., N obtained from the far-field behaviour of the inner solution (2.2b). We let Gp(z)
be the the 2-periodic fractional Green’s function satisfying

(=A)2Gp+ D7 'Gp=6(z), —l<xz<1l,  Gplz+2)=GCGpx), (2.14)
which can be written as (see Appendix A)

kmax

ak’s s .
DZ 2| |2k2 1+RD( ) Emax = [ﬁfl-‘, (215)

where as, = —2k327r_1f(—2k32)51n(7rk.92) and Rp(z) is given explicitly by (A.7b). In terms of
this Green’s function the solution to (2.13a) can be explicitly written as

N
v(z) =e'""a D Z SiGp(x — x;). (2.16)
i=1

Comparing the limiting behaviour of (2.16) as  — x; with the limiting behaviour (2.13b) from the
inner solution yields the algebraic equation

7232 kmax
,LL(Si) + 51_2$2S¢|x — ZE@"282_1 <DS Z ak52 | @"%52_1 + SZ'RD(O)
(2.17)

38,6 (i — 5]) + O — m)
J#i
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The S|z — 2;/?*27! term on the left-hand-side cancels the & = 1 term in the sum on the right-
hand-side while the remaining singular terms corresponding to k = 2, ..., kyax are cancelled out by
higher order corrections to the inner solution. On the other hand the constant term u(S) on the
left-hand-side must be balanced with the constant terms appearing on the right-hand-side. Since
this must hold for each value of ¢ = 1, ..., N we are thus led to the NAS

1—2s2
1(S;) = € - <SZ-RD(O) + ZSJ‘GD(|«T1‘ - a:j\)>, i=1,..,N. (2.18)
* J#i
Note that this NAS must in general be solved numerically since u(S) can only be computed numer-
ically (see §2.1). It nevertheless provides a substantial reduction in the construction of multi-spike
solutions to the equilibrium equation (2.1).

We remark that the NAS (2.18) is e-dependent and yields distinct leading order approximations
depending on whether D = O(1) or D = Dye?2~! where Dy = O(1). Indeed in the former case
(2.18) implies that u(S;) = 0 to leading order and hence S; ~ S, + O(De!72%2). On the other hand
if D = Dpe?2~! >> 1 then the asymptotics

1 1
Rp(0) ~ §D +0(1), Gp(|lzi — xj]) ~ §D +0(1) fori#y (D>1), (2.19)
imply that S1,.., Sy > 0 must solve the leading order system

ND,
2a,,

N
K
S =D S (2.20)
j=1

for each i = 1,..., N with the next order correction being O(Dy'e!~2%2). The shape of p(S) illus-
trated in Figure 2 suggests the possibility that Si,...,Sy € {5}, S} for some 0 < S} < S, < Ss.
Thus whereas the D = O(1) regime supports solutions in which the profiles of each spike are iden-
tical, i.e. the N-spike solution is symmetric, the D = Dye?*2~! regime may admit both symmetric
and asymmetric N-spike solutions which we discuss further in §2.3 below.

While the leading order approximations discussed above are suggestive of the solutions we may
encounter it is important to highlight that their associated errors are O(De!7252) when D = O(1),
and O(Dalgl*%?) when D = Dge?%271. Although these errors are small in the limit e — 0 they
may in practice be unacceptably large. For example if € = 0.01 and so = 0.4 then £!72%2 ~ 0.4. In
contrast if we solve the e-dependent NAS (2.18) directly then the next order correction to the inner
problem can be deduced from the matching condition (2.17) and is either O(D~1252) if sy < 1/4
or O(De?7252) if 1/4 < s < 1/2. In particular this yields an O(g) error when D = Dye?2~! and
For this reason we will be using the D = Dge?*2~! regime when we perform numerical simulations
of (1.2) in §5 below.

2.3. Symmetric and Asymmetric Solutions in the D = Dye?2~! Regime. As discussed
above, the leading order equation of the NAS (2.18) in the D = D221 regime given by (2.20)
admits both symmetric and asymmetric N-spike solutions. In the following section we will explore
these two types of solutions in more detail while also drawing parallels to the analogous solutions
encountered in the case of the three-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt system [6].

Symmetric N-spike solutions are perhaps the easiest to analyze since in this case the spike
strengths are all equal, S; = ... = Sy = S, and the leading order NAS (2.20) reduces to the
scalar equation

w(Se) = KSe, 0< S8, <8S,. (2.21)

From the plots of x(.5) in Figure 2 it is clear that S, — S, as Dy — 0 thereby providing a connection
between the D = O(1) and D = O(£%271) regimes. On the other hand as Dy — oo we obtain S — 0
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Sc(k) for s=0.45 S/(S;) for s;=0.45 S/(S,) for s7=0.45
0.0

-0.2 1

—-0.4 1

—0.6 1
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K S s
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FIGURE 4. Plots of (a) the common spike strength in a symmetric solution, (b) the
small spike strength value corresponding to the large spike strength value in an
asymmetric solution, and (c) its derivative. In each plot the darkest and lightest
curves corresponds to so = 0.2 and s = 0.49 respectively, with the intermediate

curves corresponding to 0.01 increments in s

and in particular using the small-S asymptotics (2.8a) we find that S ~ (bs,as,x%) 1. In Figure 4a
we plot S, versus k for a selection of s; and s9 values.

In addition to symmetric N-spike solutions the leading order NAS (2.20) and plots of pu(.S)
in Figure 2 further suggest the possibility of asymmetric N-spike solution. Specifically, recalling
that 0 < Serit < Sy is the value where u(S) attains its unique maximum we deduce that for any
Sy € [Serit, S¢) there is a unique S;(S;) € (0, Serit) which we plot for* s; = 0.45 and a selection of s
values in Figure 4b. Notice from its definition that S;(Serit) = Serit Whereas S;(S,) = 0. Moreover,
by differentiating 1(S9;(S(r)) = u(S,) we obtain S](S,) = [/ (Si(Sr))] 7 1/ (Sr) so that in particular
S/(Sr) — 0 as S, — S, due to the small S asymptotics (2.8a). Plots of S/(S,) in Figure 4c further
indicate that —1 < S}(S,) <0.

We next consider the construction of asymmetric N-spike solutions consisting of 1 <n < N —1
large and N — n small spikes by letting

Sa(l) == Sa(n) =S, Sa(n—i—l) == SO'(N) = Sl(Sr)a Serit < Sp < S,

where o is a permutation of {1, ..., N}. With this assumption the leading order system (2.20) reduces
to the scalar equation

N(ST) = /{f(STa %)a f(Sv 9) =05+ (1 - Q)SZ(S) (2'22)

This scalar equation was previously encountered in the classical 3D Gierer-Meinhardt model [0].
For that model two key properties of u(S) and S;(S,) allowed for a complete characterization of
the bifurcation structure of (2.22), the first being that p/(S) < 0 for Seit < S < Sy, and the second
that —1 < S(S,) < 0 for all St < Sy < Si. Since these properties likewise hold for the ;(.S) and
S1(Sy) in our present case we will simply state the results from [0], referring the interested reader
to Section 2.3 of [6] for more details. The first result states that if

0<hk<Kel = H(SCT‘it)/Scritv (223)

then (2.22) has a unique solution for any 1 <n < N — 1. In addition if n > N —n then (2.22) does
not have a solution for any k > k.. If on the other hand n < N — n then (2.22) has exactly two
distinct solutions for

Kel < Kk < kg = pu(Sy)/f(Sy,n/N), (2.24)
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Regular Part Threshold Dg(s>)

4 /

0 T
- 1/16 1/14 1/12 1/10 1/8 1/6 1/4 12
S2

FIGURE 5. Plots of the threshold Dg(s2) (solid black) and its limiting behaviour

as sy — (2%)_ for odd values of » > 1 and as sy — (%)Jr for even values of r > 1
(dashed red).

where Sqit < Sy < S, is the unique solution to

FOSE /N (ST) = f1(SF,n/N)u(Sy), (2.25)

and no solutions if Kk > K.

2.4. On the Fractional Green’s Function. The preceding sections have highlighted the impor-
tance of the fractional Green’s function satisfying (2.14) in the asymptotic construction of quasi
equilibrium solutions. We conclude this section by highlighting some of the key properties of the
fractional Green’s function and relating them to the behaviour of the classical Green’s function in
one-, two-, and three-dimensions.

The limiting behaviour of Gp(z) as  — 0 plays a crucial role in the existence and stability
of multi-spike solutions. Interestingly this behaviour is markedly different when sy € (1/2,1],
s2 € (0,1/2)\ {& |r € Z, r > 1}, and s3 € {5 |r € Z, r > 1}. In particular when s, € (1/2,1) the
Green’s function is not singular with Gp(z) ~ as,|z[*27t + O(1) as z — 0 [7]. On the other hand,
referring to Propositions A.1 and A.2 in Appendix A, we have

kmax (71)k_1ak52

Gp(x) k=1 DFT z|?*s2=1 £ O(1), s2 € (0,1/2)\ {2—1T |reZ,r>1},
D ~ _1)k-1 r
2;} %m%”_l + % log|z|+O(1), sy= 4 forreZ,r>1,

20

(2.26)

where kpax = [ﬁ — 1]. The singular behaviour in each of these cases has direct analogies with

the singular behaviour of the non-fractional Green’s function in one-, two, and three-dimensions.
Specifically, we may view the fractional Green’s function as analogous to the one-, two-, and three-
dimensional non-fractional Green’s function when sy € (1/2,1), s = 1/2, and s5 € (0, 1/2)\{% |r e
Z, r > 1} respectively. This analogy further extends to the methods used in the analysis of spike
solutions as is evident by the similarities between the analysis in [7] for so € (1/2,1) and the
classical Gierer-Meinhardt system (e.g. in [12]), that in [15] for so = 1/2 and the two-dimensional
Gierer-Meinhardt system [27, 28], and that in the present paper with the analysis of spike solutions
in the three-dimensional Schnakenberg [21] and Gierer-Meinhardt [6] systems. For the remaining
values of s € {% |r € Z, r > 2} the mixing between logarithmic and algebraic singularities leads
to problems which don’t appear to have a clear classical analog. The analysis of the fractional
Gierer-Meinhardt system for these remaining parameter values is not addressed in this paper but
is an interesting direction for future research.
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We now consider the regular part of the Green’s function Rp(x) which can be computed using
the series expansion (A.7b). Numerical calculations indicate that Rp(0) > 0 for all D > 0 when

sy € (ﬁ7 5-) for even values of r > 1, whereas there is a threshold Dg(sz) > 0 for which

Rp(0) < 0 for all D < Dpg(s2) when sy € (ﬁ,%) for odd values of » > 1. The threshold

Dpr(s2) can be numerically computed using (A.7b) and is plotted in Figure 5. Note that special
care must be taken when using the series (A.7b) as so — %4' for any integer r > 2. Specifically,

i — 1] < r so that in the limit the second term in (A.7b) does not converge.
This is easily fixed by letting kn.x = 7 when so is sufficiently close to % and we use this in
our numerical computations. In addition our numerical calculations indicate that Dg(s2) — +o00

as so — (ﬁrr and so — (%)_ for odd values of kK > 1. This diverging behaviour can be
explicitly characterized by balancing dominant terms in the series (A.7b). Specifically by noting
that I'(—z) ~ —(1 — 2)~! as z — 1 we deduce that a,s, ~ 77 1(1 — 2rsy) " as s, — 5. Assuming

that D = Dpg(s2) > 1 in (A.7b) and balancing dominant terms then implies that

in this case kmax = [

o) 1/1”7 as sy — (%)  for oddr,
m) y as Sz — (ﬂ) for even r.

which we plot using dashed lines in Figure 5. This diverging behaviour of the threshold Dg(s2) is
suggestive of an alternative scaling that arises in this limit. Indeed the appearance of a logarithmic

singularity at values of so = % for integer r > 1 suggests that an additional small parameter v =

_loés
asymptotic regimes for the diffusivity.

We conclude by remarking that the negativity of Rp(0) for D < Dg(0) and sy € (ﬁ, %)
for even values of r > 1 poses a challenge to the application of our asymptotic theory. Indeed,
recalling the NAS (2.18) we observe that Rp(0) < 0 in this regime contradicts the positivity of
w(S). By restricting our attention to the case D = Dge?*2~! this difficulty can be circumvented at
least in theory when ¢ < 1 and for which D > Dpr(s2). However to validate our asymptotic theory
with numerical simulations we have to use a finite value of ¢ > 0 which may lead to D < Dpg(s2)
especially as sy approaches any of the values for which Dg(s2) diverges. Such behaviour is not in
the range of validity of our asymptotic theory and we will henceforth ignore it though we would
be remiss to not at least suggest approaches for handling this issue. One possibility is to develop
a higher order asymptotic theory though this falls out of the scope of this paper. An alternative
approach is to consider a e-dependent core problem (2.2) posed on the truncated domain |y| < L/e
for some L > 0 in which case negative values of u(S) are permissible provided that the solution V,
remains positive. This approach however has two major shortcomings: it requires an appropriate
assignment for V. in |y| > L/e in order to have a well-posed problem, and the core problem will
need to be recomputed anew for different values of e.

must be incorporated into the asymptotic theory, likely leading to alternative distinguished

3. LINEAR STABILITY: THE LARGE, O(1), EIGENVALUES

In this section we consider the linear stability on an O(1) timescale of the N-spike equilibrium
solution ue and v, constructed in Section 2 above. We proceed by substituting into (1.2) the
perturbed solutions u = u, + e*¢ and v = v, + e*M1p where |¢|, || < 1. To linear order in ¢ and v
we then have the spectral problem

b+ 251 (= A1 + ¢ — 207 et + v 2uY =0, ~l<x<l, (3.1a)

A + D(=A)24 + b — g = 0, l<az<1,  (3.1b)
¢($ + 2) = ¢($)7 ¢($ + 2) = ’l/J(fL‘), —l<z<l, (31(3)
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for which we seek A = O(1) eigenvalues. If R(\) > 0 (resp. R(A) < 0) then the N-spike equilibrium
solution is linearly unstable (resp. stable) and we will commonly refer to such an eigenvalue as being
unstable (resp. stable). Noting that the diffusivity 25! < 1 appearing in (3.1a) is asymptotically
small we will use the method of matched asymptotic expansions to derive a globally coupled eigen-
value problem (GCEP) from which distinct modes of instabilities and their respective thresholds
can be determined.

For each i = 1,.., N and y = O(1) we begin by substituting

o(x; +ey) = D5 (y), Y(wi+ey) = Ui(y),
into (3.1) to get
AD; + (A1 D, + O, — 2V, U, + V7 2UPT, =0, —l4az<ey<l—z;  (3.2a)
A2 DI, + (= A)2U + 22Dy, — 2U;®; = 0, 14z <ey<l—z.  (3.2b)

Assuming that D > O(¢?%2) and exploiting the homogeneity of this system we obtain the leading
order asymptotic expansion

OF ~ Xy S) +o(1), W5 ~ G U(y; Si) + o),

where @) (y; S) and ¥ (y; S) satisfy

(=A)10N + DX — 2V UDN + V. 2UU) = —AD), —00 <y < 00, (3.3a)

(=A)*2T) — 2U, 92 = 0, —00 <y < 00, (3.3b)
where we assume the general far-field behaviour

P2 =0, W)~ B()\S)+o(l), as |y| — oo. (3.4)

The undetermined constants ci, ..., cy correspond to distinct instability modes and moreover yield
additional degrees of freedom with which we can normalize the behaviour of solutions to (3.3). We
can solve (3.3b) explicitly as
* Ue(2;5)®2(% 8)
ly — 2[' 722

TN y; S) = B(\, S) + 2a, / dz. (3.5)

—o
Substituting this back into (3.3) then results in the inhomogeneous equation

MD) = \O) + B(\, S)V,2U? (3.6a)
where the nonlocal operator .# = .#(5) is defined by
= Ue(2)®(2)
[e'e) ‘y - Z|172S2 .

Observe that if B(\,S) = 0 then \ is an eigenvalue of .#(S) and ®)}(y;S) the corresponding
eigenfunction. If \ is not an eigenvalue of .# then we can uniquely solve (3.6a) for ®, which gives

MO =—(—A)D — D)+ 2V UD — 2a52VCQUC2/

(3.6b)

_ _ 2
Xy, S) = B\, S) (A — N (Vely; )" Ue(y; 9))” (3.7)
In addition we make note of the far-field behaviour
\Ili‘ ~ B(\,S) + 2a52\y]2521/ Uc(z; S)@é(z; S)dz as |y| — oo,

in which the second term vanishes if ®)(-;S) is odd. On the other hand if ®)(y; S) is not odd then
using the additional degrees of freedom granted by cj, ..., cy we can normalize ®)(y; S) such that

/OO Ue(2;8)®(2; S)dz = ! (3.8)

- )
NS 2a,,
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with which we get the far-field behaviour

\If? ~ B\, S) + |y|252_1 as |y| — oo. (3.9)

Note in addition that such a normalization fixes B(\, S)which we obtain by multiplying (3.7) by
U.(y; S) and integrating to get
o0 ~1
B(\,S) = <2a82/ Ue(z; S) (A — )\)_I(VC(Z;S)_IUC(Z;S))2dZ) . (3.10)
—0oQ

We next consider the distributional limit
N o
2%¢%%“MD§)g/ Uely: 58 (y: S:)dyd (x — x:)
i=1 -

from which we observe that any i € {1,...,N} corresponding to odd-valued ®)(y;S;) will not
contribute to the outer problem. A modification of the proceeding calculations in which we keep
track of such odd-valued ®.(-, S;) reveals that such terms do not contribute to the linear stability
over an O(1) timescale, though they do contribute to drift instabilities considered in §4 below.
Without loss of generality we therefore assume that none of the ®(y;S;) (i = 1,..., N) are odd-
valued. Using the normalization (3.8) we thus obtain the outer problem

14+7A
D

N
(—A)*2) + wzsl_Qszas_QlZci(S(x—xi), ze (-1,1)\{z1,...,zN}, (3.11a)
i=1

together with the singular behaviour
() ~ (BN, S) + e 722z — a2 7Y,z — ay, (3.11b)

for each i = 1,..., N. The solution to (3.11a) can then be expressed in terms of the Green’s function
satisfying (2.14) as

cl-2s2 N D
= ZG - Z 5 D = . 3-12
P(x) ™ ;:1 ¢;iGp,(z — ;) A= T (3.12)

Using (2.15) the matching condition (3.11b) then becomes

— kmax p—
1—2s5 2s2—1 gl—2s2 Z (—1)" Ly, kso—1
C@(B()\,Sl)—{—g |l’—:vl‘ ) ~ a C; T|$—l’l| +CZRD)\(0)
52 k=1 A

+ 3 ei6, (i~ ) + Olfa ~ i) )

J#
as x — x; for each i = 1,..., N. The leading order singular behaviour immediately balances whereas
balancing the leading order constants for each i = 1, ..., N yields the GCEP

B(\,S)e =e'"*2a_'Gp,ec, (3.13a)
where S = (51, ..., Sn)T, e = (c1,...,en)T, and B(A,S) and Gp, are N x N matrices with entries

0, i # J, PTGy (wi — ), i # .

In the following subsections we consider the leading order behaviour of the GCEP (3.13) when
D < O(g?271) and when D = Dye?*2~!. This leading order behaviour will provide insights into the
modes of instabilities arising in each of these asymptotic regimes. However, as in the case of the NAS
(2.18) analyzed in §2 we remind the reader that the errors in such leading order approximations will
typically be unacceptably large for moderately small value of € > 0. Therefore when we perform full

(B(A,8))ij = { (3.13b)
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s1=0.45and s; =0.20 51 =0.45 and s, =0.30 51 =0.45 and s, = 0.40 0.0 RApatS=S.
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FIGURE 6. (A)-(C) Plots of the real part of the eigenvalues of .# versus
0 < S < 5, at the indicated values of s; and s9. In each plot the dashed vertical
line corresponds to the value of S = S¢;it at which p/(Seit) = 0. (D) Plots of ®Aq
at S =S, versus 0.2 < sy < 0.5 for different values of s;. The darkest (uppermost)
and lightest (lowermost) curves correspond to values of s; = 0.4 and s; = 0.49
respectively, with the intermediate curves being separated by intervals of 0.01.

numerical simulations of (1.2) to support our asymptotic predictions in §5 we will be numerically
computing the relevant stability thresholds from the e-dependent GCEP (3.13) directly.

3.1. Linear Stability in the D < O(¢?%2~!) Regime. We consider first perhaps the simplest case
which is when D < O(e%271) or D = O(1) in particular. From our discussion in §2 we know that
in this case all N-spike solutions are symmetric to leading order in ¢ < 1 with S; = ... = Sy = 5,.
Moreover in this regime the GCEP (3.13) reduces to the single scalar equation B(\,Sy) = 0.
Therefore A must be an eigenvalue of the operator .Z(S,) defined in (3.6b) above with the far-field
asymptotics (3.4).

By numerically calculating the spectrum of .# as outlined in Appendix B we have observed that
the dominant eigenvalue is always stable when S = S,. In Figures 6a-6¢ we plot the three largest
eigenvalues of .#Z. Note that A = 0 is always an eigenvalue of .Z but that this corresponds to the
translational mode ® = 9U./0y and ¥ = 9V, /0y whose analysis is deferred to §4 below. Therefore
A1 is the appropriate eigenvalue for which (3.4) is satisfied when S = S, and the plot of RA; at
S = 5, versus 0.2 < s9 < 0.5 for select values of s1 in Figure 6d indicates that this eigenvalue is
always stable. In summary, when D < O(¢2%271) all N-spike solutions are linearly stable to leading
order in € < 1.

3.2. Linear Stability in the D = O(¢?*27!) Regime. In this section we consider the case when
D = Dye?2~! and for which we will consider the case Dy — 0o as a special case. Using the large
D asymptotics of the Green’s function (2.19) the GCEP (3.13) becomes to leading order in ¢ < 1

K 1 7
pu— e . 4
B(\,8)e o 7_)\SNc, EN vee (3.14)
where e = (1,---,1)7 and where we remind the reader that x = NDg/(2as,). In this section we

will consider the linear stability of both the symmetric and asymmetric solutions described in §2.3.
We demonstrate that the symmetric N-spike solutions are susceptible to two types of instabilities:
oscillatory instabilities arising through a Hopf bifurcation, and competition instabilities arising
through a zero eigenvalue crossing. On the other hand we will show that asymmetric solutions
are always linearly unstable with respect to competition instabilities. The proceeding analysis
closely follows previous work done on the three-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt model [6] with its
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FIGURE 7. (A) Leading order competition instability threshold x.; versus so. The
darkest (uppermost) and lightest (lowermost) curves correspond to values of
s1 = 0.3 and s; = 0.7 respectively, with the intermediate curves corresponding to
increments of 0.05. The dashed line corresponds to s; = 0.5. (B) The leading order
Hopf bifurcation threshold 7, at s; = 0.5. The darkest and lightest curves
correspond to s = 0.3 and so = 0.48 respectively, with the intermediate curves
corresponding to 0.02 increments in sy. (C-D) The leading order Hopf bifurcation
threshold 7, at indicated values of sy = 0.45 and so = 0.40. The darkest and
lightest curves in both plots correspond to s; = 0.3 and s; = 0.7 respectively, with
the intermediate curves corresponding to 0.05 increments in si.

successful adaptation to the present one-dimensional fractional case being due to the properties of
w(S) described in §2.1.

3.2.1. The Shadow Limit Dy — oo. Before analyzing (3.14) in general we first consider the shadow
limit obtained by letting Dy — oo. As discussed in §2.3 all N-spike solutions are then symmetric
with S. ~ (bs,as,k2) "1 < 1. Moreover by using the small S asymptotics (2.8a) and the definition
of 4 given in (3.6b) we readily deduce that

MO~ LD +O(K™Y),  LD=—(—A)P1D— D+ 2w, . (3.15)
From (3.10) we obtain

fif ws, (Y y

KZ —1
B()\,(bslas2 ) ) 2f ws, (y (g /\) 1w81(y)2d?/

)

with which (3.14) becomes

ffo w81( )2dy 1
1 CcC = NC
2 f ws, (y (g )‘) wg, (y)2dy L+7A

(3.16)

Note that the shadow limit case is independent of so. If N > 2 then this equation is satisfied if ¢ is
any competition mode satisfying ¢; + ... +cy = 0 and \ is the dominant eigenvalue of .. Since the
dominant eigenvalue, Ag, of . has a positive real part (see Section 4 of [3]) we therefore deduce
that multi-spike solutions in the Dy — co are always linearly unstable. We refer to the resulting
instabilities as competition instabilities since the condition c¢; + ... + ¢y = 0 leads to the growth of
some spikes at the expense of the decay of others. If on the other hand N = 1 then (3.16) becomes
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the scalar nonlocal eigenvalue problem (NLEP)

2[R wa )L V) e )y
1+ 7A J2o0 wsy (y)2dy N

Following the arguments used in the classical one-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt system in [20] it
can be shown that there is a Hopf bifurcation threshold 77° such that all eigenvalues are stable if
T < 77° whereas there is exactly one complex conjugate pair of unstable eigenvalues when 7 > 7,°.
To calculate this Hopf bifurcation threshold we substitute the purely imaginary eigenvalue A = i\
into (3.17) and isolate real and imaginary parts to get the system

{%R(fi)ooo Wsy (y) ("E’ﬂ - Z‘)‘I) _lwsl (y)Zdy) = ffooo Wsy (y)Qdy’ (3.18)

0. (3.17)

2%(]520 ws, (y) (Z — i)\[)_lwsl(y)zdy) =TA] ffooo ws, (y)2dy.

We can then find the Hopf bifurcation threshold by numerically solving the first equation for A\j =
A°(s1) and then substituting into the second equation to get a value for the Hopf bifurcation
threshold 7 = 77°(s1) (for plots of 77° and Ap° see Figure 1A of [7]).

In summary, when Dy — oo multi-spike solutions are always linearly unstable due to competition
instabilities whereas single spike solutions are linearly stable provided 7 does not exceed the nu-
merically calculated Hopf bifurcation threshold 7 = 77°(s1). We now address the question of what
happens to these competition instability and Hopf bifurcation thresholds for symmetric N-spike
solutions when Dy is finite.

3.2.2. Stability Threshold for Symmetric Solutions. We now consider the linear stability of sym-
metric N-spike solutions for which we remind the reader that S; = ... = Sy = S. where S, satisfies
(2.21). To determine the linear stability of these solutions with respect to competition modes we
first let ¢ satisfy ¢1 + ... + ¢y = 0. It follows that (3.14) reduces to B(\,S.) = 0 so that A is an
eigenvalue of .# whose eigenfunction satisfies the far-field behaviour (3.4). Numerical calculations
of the spectrum of .# indicate that this eigenvalue is positive if § < Scyy whereas it is negative
if Sait < S < Sx (see Figure 6a-6¢). From (2.21) and the plots of u(S) in Figure 2 we therefore
conclude that symmetric N-spike solutions are linearly stable with respect to competition insta-
bilities if kK < k., and linearly unstable otherwise. Recall that k.1 = p(Serit)/Serit Was previously
encountered in (2.23) when considering the existence of asymmetric solutions. From the definition
of k we can alternatively express this threshold for x as a threshold for the diffusivity

2a52 N(Scrit)
N Scrit

As in the classical Gierer-Meinhardt model (and other singularly perturbed reaction diffusion sys-
tems) the stability of multi-spike solutions decreases as the number of spikes increases. In Figure
T7a we plot the leading order competition instability threshold k., versus ss for several values of
s1. From which we observe that the competition instability threshold is monotone decreasing in
s1. Moreover the threshold decreases monotonically with so for s; > 0.5 whereas we see that for
s1 < 0.5 it is non-monotone, increasing for smaller values of s and then decreasing.

Since c¢1 + ... + ey = 0 spans an (N — 1)-dimensional subspace of R it remains only to consider
the synchronous modes ¢ for which ¢; = ... = ¢y. By substituting such a synchronous mode ¢ into
(3.14) we get

DO,comp = (319)

K
T+7A 0
First we show that A = 0 is not a solution of (3.20). Differentiating the core problem (2.2) with
respect to S we first make the observation that B(0,S.) = 1/(S.) so that after solving (2.21) for
(3.20) becomes

B(A, Se) — (3.20)

Sett (S2) — u(S2) =0,
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for which we claim the left-hand-side is strictly negative. This is clearly true for S. > S since
1 (Se) < 0 (see Figure 2). On the other hand for S. < Sct the claim follows by observing that
the derivative of the left-hand-side is p”(S.) < 0 whereas the small S asymptotics (2.8a) imply
Set(Se) — p(Se) ~ —31/Se/(bs 0s,) < 0 as S, — 0. Therefore instabilities with respect to the
synchronous mode must arise through a Hopf bifurcation. Seeking purely imaginary eigenvalues
A = iA; and separating the real and imaginary parts of (3.20) we obtain the system

IB(iAr, SO ulSe) _ Im[B(i);, S,)]
Re[B(iAr,S.)] S ArRe[B(iAr, Sc)]’

which we can numerically solve for A\; = A, (S, s1, s2) from the first equation and then calculate
the Hopf bifurcation threshold 7 = 7,(S, s1, s2) from the second equation. The first equation is
numerically solved using Newton’s method by slowly increasing S, starting from a small value for
which the shadow-limit value A}°(s1, s2) provides an accurate initial guess. The resulting (leading
order) Hopf bifurcation thresholds 73,(S., s1, s2) and associated eigenvalue Ay (S, s1, s2) are plotted
in Figures 7b and 7c. In all cases we observe that the Hopf bifurcation threshold diverges toward
+00 as S. — S_;; and this is a consequence of the nonlocal operator .# having a zero eigenvalue
for this value of S.. As discussed in §5 the Hopf bifurcation threshold can be extended beyond
this critical value of S, = S¢;it but this requires calculating the Hopf bifurcation threshold from the
e-dependent GCEP (3.13) directly.

=0, (3.21)

3.2.3. Asymmetric N-Spike Solutions are Always Unstable. We conclude this section on the leading
order stability of multi-spike solutions by adapting the analysis for the three-dimensional Gierer-
Meinhardt model [6] to show that the asymmetric solutions of §2.3 are linearly unstable. The
analysis follows closely that previously done in [6] so we provide only an outline, highlighting the
key properties of u(S) which allow the adaptation of the analysis in [0].

The key idea in showing that the asymmetric solutions are always linearly unstable is to construct
specific modes ¢ for which an instability is guaranteed. Assuming without loss of generality that

S1=..=85,=5> Sait and Sy 41 = ... = Sy = 5i(S,) the leading order GCEP (3.14) becomes

B(/\, Sr)zn On N—n R
; - .22
< ON-nn B\ Sl(Sr))IN—n) °TIT T)\ch’ (3.22)

where 7,, is the n x n identity matrix and O, ,, is the n x m zero matrix. If 1 <n < N — 2 then
the mode ¢ with ¢; = ... = ¢, =0 and ¢,4+1 + ... + ¢y = 0 is immediately seen to be unstable since
(3.22) reduces to B(A,S;(Sy)) = 0 and S;(S,) < Serit implies the dominant eigenvalue of .# with
the far-field behaviour (3.4) is unstable (see Figures 6a-6¢). Thus, competition between the N —n
small spikes is always destabilizing.

Since the modes considered above are trivial when n = N — 1 a different argument must be used
to show the instability of asymmetric solutions in this case. In particular if n > N — n then it it
was shown in [0] that unstable modes of the form ¢; = ... = ¢, = ¢ and ¢py1 = ... = ey = ¢
can always be found. The argument used in [0] relies on the some key properties of 1(S) and the
spectrum of .#. First it requires that p/(S;) > 0, 1/(S,) < 0, and S}(S,) > —1 all of which our
numerical calculations indicate are satisfied in the present case (see Figures 2 and 4c). Second it
requires that the eigenvalues of .# satisfying the appropriate far-field behaviour (3.4) are stable
for S, > Seit. Since this condition is likewise satisfied (see for example Figures 6a-6¢) we are able
to adapt the argument from [6] and therefore conclude that all asymmetric N-spike solutions are
linearly unstable.

4. SLOW SPIKE DYNAMICS AND THE EQUILIBRIUM CONFIGURATIONS

It is well known that localization solutions to a variety of singularly perturbed reaction diffusion
systems exhibit slow dynamics [11, 24, (]. Similar behaviour has likewise been observed for the
fractional Gierer-Meinhardt system in one-dimension when s > 1/2 [7]. In this section we establish
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that these slow dynamics persist in the case 1/4 < sy < 1/2 albeit at a different time scale. The
dynamics in this parameter regime share qualitative similarities with their classical counterparts
in one-, two-, and three-dimensions. Specifically the dynamics are determined by the gradient
of the Green’s function which leads to a mutual repulsion between spikes. The derivation of the
slow dynamics however more closely resembles that for the three-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt
and Schnakenberg systems [, 24] owing to, as in previous sections, the strong coupling between
the activator and inhibitor in the inner region. In this section we formally derive the equations
governing the slow dynamics of a multi-spike solution and in §5.3 we validate our theory with
numerical examples of two-spike solutions (see also Figure 1b in §1).

Slow spike dynamics are the result of higher order corrections so we begin by first substituting
x = x; + ey into (2.16) to obtain the higher order expansion

k

max _1 k+1

v~ 51_452Da8_21 [Sza<z ( l))k_laksg ly[2ks2 L2k =1 L RO (0) 4+ eRp(0)y + 0(52)>
k=1

+ Z S5Gp(x; — x5) + eBiny + O(e?) |,
J#
where we have defined
Bia = S5Gp(x; — ). (4.1)
J#i
Note that due to the periodic boundary conditions we have R’,(0) = 0. This implies, as subsequent
calculations will show, that the dynamics of individual spikes are independent of their absolute

position in the interval —1 < x < 1 but are due solely to interactions between spikes. Next we
refine the inner expansion (2.10) by letting

u(x; + ey) ~ 5_252D(Uf + ®; + h.o.t.), (4.2a)
v(w; + ey) ~ e 22 D(VFE + U5 + 222018, 1y + ho.t.), (4.2b)
where U7 = Uc(y:55), V& = Ve(y;55), |9f] < U and |¥5| < VS, and where h.o.t. refers to

higher order terms whose order will become evident after the asymptotic expansions are carried
out. Substituting (4.2) into (1.2) we find that ®; = (&5, U5)7 satisfies L5®;° = f5, where

e (( A) 41— 20k (%)2) o= (iddt T () 5’”’) (4.3)

(3 s (3 2s
~2Uf (~A)» ey

(2

We observe that ( Ui (Z/ V)T is in the kernel of £ and assume that the kernel of (£5)7 is likewise

one-dimensional and spanned by P = (Pf, Q5 )T. We can then impose the solvability condition

o0 (o] (o]
dU¢ _ _ Uf\2 s
0= [T eyromiay =14 [T ey - e ts [ ori (-5 [ ovay
— 0o —00 —00

Numerical calculations indicate that P; and ()7 are odd so that the final term vanishes and therefore

U¢

~

dt Gs2 f Pa dU 6

2
>@ o .

> SiGh(wi —a;),  (i=1,..,N). (4.4)
J#i

Together with the NAS (2.18) this constitutes a differential algebraic system for the IV spike locations
x1,...,xy and their strengths SY, ..., S%.
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We immediately observe that (4.4) implies that the slow dynamics occur over a slow O(g25273)
timescale. Furthermore since P} is odd in y we also have

S5 B (7F) dy
ffooo P;d‘;]yf dy >

(4.5)

(2

If 2; 2 xj then G'5(z; — ;) < 0 and we thus conclude that spikes are mutually repulsing. In
particular it is easy to see from (4.4) that two-spike solutions are stationary if and only if |z —xzo| =
1. In §5.3 we compare the slow-dynamics predicted by the differential algebraic system (4.4) and
(2.18) with numerical simulations of (1.2) for two spike solutions that are initially separated by a
distance |z1(0) — 22(0)] < 1.

We conclude this section by outlining how to calculate the function P; needed to evaluate the
coefficient appearing in (4.4). Following the analysis of §3 we write

Q= CF —ay, /°° (U (2)/ Vi (2))* PE (2)

oo ’y _ Z|1—282

dz,

from which we deduce that P solves .#*(S5)Pf = —2C;U; where we define the adjoint operator
M* = M*(S) by

U, © (Uu(2)/Va(2))?P(z
M(S)P=—(—A)"P—-P+ QVCP - 2c152U/_C>O ( (]y)/— zl(l_)g” ( )dz. (4.6)

Numerical calculations (not included) indicate that the adjoint operator .#*, like .# in §3, has
exactly one zero eigenvalue for all 0 < .S < Sy except at S = St for which it has exactly two zero
eigenvalues. In particular assuming S5 # Serit we may set C; = 0 and thus deduce that P; is in the
kernel of .Z*(S5).

5. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section we numerically simulate the fractional Gierer-Meinhardt system (1.2) to support
our asymptotic calculations in the preceding section. Using the asymptotically constructed solutions
from §2 as initial conditions we choose parameter values to support the stability thresholds found
by numerically solving (2.18). We proceed in three parts. In the first we consider Hopf bifurcations
of single spike solutions, in the second we consider competition instabilities of two-spike solutions,
and in the third and final part we consider the slow dynamics of two-spike solutions. In the first
two parts we will first numerically compute the corresponding e-dependent stability thresholds and
compare them with their leading order counterparts. As emphasized in §3, due to the fractional
powers of € in the asymptotic expansions of the stability thresholds we anticipate that the leading
order thresholds deviate substantially from those obtained by solving (2.18) directly. Finally, when
considering the slow-dynamics of two-spike solutions in the third part we will choose parameter
values for which the two-spike solutions are linearly stable with respect to Hopf and competition
instabilities.

5.1. Hopf Bifurcation of One-Spike Solutions. We first verify the Hopf bifurcation threshold
for a single spike solution centred, without loss of generality, at z = 0. With N = 1 the NAS (2.18)
and GCEP (3.13) become

,U«(Sc) = a';21€17252RD0€252*1(0)SC7 (5,1a)
a71€17282
. Uy
B(Z)\], SC) = TZ’T)\IRDOE2S2_1 (0), (51b)

1+iT>\[
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FIGURE 8. (A)-(D) Hopf bifurcation thresholds for a one-spike solution obtained
by numerically solving the e-dependent system (5.1) with e = 0.01. (E)-(F) Plots of
u(0,t) from numerically simulating the fractional Gierer-Meinhardt system with
e =0.01, s; = 0.5, s = 0.34, and indicated values of Dy with 7 = 0.957;;(Dy) (top)
and 7 = 1.057;(Dp) (bottom). In each case a single spike solution (obtained using
the asymptotics of §2) centred at z = 0 with multiplicative noise was used as the
initial condition.

where we remind the reader that Rp(z) is given by (A.7b). For a given value of Dy we first solve
(5.1a) for S, = St. Separating real and imaginary parts in (5.1b) we can then numerically solve
for the Hopf bifurcation threshold 7 = 7, and accompanying eigenvalue A\; = Aj. Specifically we
solve the resulting system with Newton’s method starting with a large value of Dy for which the
shadow limit solutions 7;° and A$° are good initial guesses. Using € = 0.01 the resulting e-dependent
Hopf bifurcation thresholds are shown in Figures 8a-8d which illustrate the persistence of the Hopf
bifurcation threshold for S > Sgit not captured by the leading order theory. To support our
asymptotically predicted threshold we performed several numerical simulations of the full system
(1.2) with € = 0.01 and using a single spike solution centred at the origin as an initial condition.
In Figures 8e-8h we plot u(0,t) when s; = 0.5 and sg = 0.34 for select values of Dy and values of
7 slightly below and slightly above the Hopf bifurcation threshold, all of which validate the Hopf
bifurcations thresholds from the asymptotic theory.

5.2. Competition Instabilities of Two-Spike Solutions. Turning our attention now to the
case of a symmetric N = 2-spike solution we perform numerical simulations to verify the onset of
competition instabilities as predicted by our stability theory. We assume that |21 — z2| = 1 so that
there are no small eigenvalues or, equivalently, there are no slow dynamics as discussed in §4. In
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FIGURE 9. (A)-(D) Competition instability thresholds for a two-spike solution
obtained by numerically solving the e-dependent system (5.2) with e = 0.01.

(E)-(F) Plots of u(x1,t) (solid blue) and u(z2,t) (dashed orange) from numerically
simulating the fractional Gierer-Meinhardt system with e = 0.01, s; = 0.5, at the
indicated values of s3 with Do = 0.95D§ .o, (top) and Do = 1.05D( .oy, (bottom).

In each case a two spike solution (obtained using the asymptotics of §2) separated
by a distance of |1 — z2| = 1 with multiplicative noise was used as the initial
condition.

this case the NAS (2.18) and GCEP (3.13) with A = 0 become
/J/(SC) = as_21€1_282 (RD()8232_1 (0) + GD08232_1 (1)) Sc, (52&)
/.L,(SC) = as_21€1_282 (RD0£25271 (0) - GD0823271 (1)) (52b)

We can numerically solve this system for Dy as a function of s at select values of s;. Doing so with
€ = 0.01 we obtain the higher order competition instability threshold shown in Figures 9a-9d. In
contrast to the leading order competition threshold which can be calculated as in §3.2.2 there is an
upper limit to the value of sy for which we can compute the higher order e-dependent threshold from
(5.2). This is a consequence of the change in sign of Rp(0) for smaller values of D as described in
§2.4. For sufficiently small values of ¢ the value of D = Dye?2~! will always exceed this threshold
and a competition instability threshold Df ..., can be calculated for values of sy closer to 1/2.
Otherwise higher order correction terms need to be calculated or the inhibitor in the numerical
discretization of the core problem (2.2) needs to be allowed to become negative as described in §2.4.
We will not address these additional technical difficulties further.

To support our asymptotically calculated higher order competition instability threshold we per-
formed several numerical experiments. In each experiment we use the methods of §2 to asymp-
totically construct a symmetric two-spike solution with spikes centred at 1 = —0.5 and x2 = 0.5.
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FIGURE 10. Time evolution of spike locations z1(t) and x2(t) in a two-spike

solution. In each example 7 = 0.1, € = 0.01, and D = Dye?%2~! where
Doy = 0.8D§ comp and Dg copp, is the corresponding two-spike competition instability

threshold.

Using this solution as the initial condition we then solve (1.2) numerically for select values of s;
and s and with small value of 7 = 0.05 (so that there are no Hopf bifurcations) as well as values
of D = Dge?2~! such that Dy is either slightly below or slightly above the numerically calculated

competition instability threshold Df .- In each case we found good agreement with the higher

order calculated threshold D .., and in Figure 9e-9h we show a sampling of numerically calcu-
lated values of the spike heights u(z1,t) and u(x2,t) for values of Dy = 0.95Df .., (top) and

Do = 1.05D§ (o (bottom).

5.3. Slow Dynamics of Two-Spike Solutions. We conclude the numerical validation of our
asymptotic theory by considering the slow dynamics of symmetric two-spike solutions. Using the
translational invariance granted by the periodic boundary conditions we reduce the differential
algebraic system (4.4) and (2.18) to the pair of scalar equations

oo e (US\2
d(zs — 1) 590 e ¥PE(vE) dy
—=——= = 2q,,e” %2 s = G'p(r2 — 21), (5.3a)
dt 2 f_oo Pc(:‘ d(gj dy
51_252
u(Se) = (Rp(0) + Gp(|z2 — z1])) Sc. (5.3b)

52

We remind the reader that the NAS (second equation) determines the common spike strength S¢
for a given spike separation distance |zo — x1|. The common spike strength is then used to solve
(2.2) for UE and V£ as well as to solve for PS in the adjoint problem of §4. We implement this
system numerically by pre-computing S¢ as a function of 0 < |xg — 21| < 2 and then computing
each of UZ, V7, and P; as functions of 0 < S. < S,. The differential algebraic system can then be
easily solved with any standard ordinary differential equation library (we used solve_ivp from the
SciPy integrate library).

To validate our asymptotic theory we performed multiple numerical simulations of (1.2) with
an initial condition consisting of a symmetric two-spike solution constructed using the methods in

§2 where the spikes are concentrated at ;1 = —0.2 and x2 = 0.2. For each of our simulations
we set ¢ = 0.01 and used values of 7 = 0.1 and D = O.8D87comp5232_1 with which we can avoid

Hopf bifurcations and competition instabilities (see Sections 5.1 and 5.2). These simulations were
completed for the pairs (s1,s2) = (0.4,0.35), (0.4, 0.3), (0.46,0.3), and (0.46,0.35) and the resulting
spike trajectories are shown as solid blue lines in Figure 10. In each of these plots the trajectories



24 D. GOMEZ, M. MEDEIROS, J. WEI, AND W. YANG

predicted by solving (5.3) are shown as dashed orange lines. We see that in each case the asymptotics
provide good qualitative agreement of the spike trajectories. Finally we direct the reader to Figure
1b where have plotted in more detail the time evolution of the activator to accompany Figure 10a.

6. RIGOROUS RESULTS FOR sg &~ 1/2

In this section we shall rigorously study the existence and stability of the ground state solution
to the core problem

(—AU+U -V U2 =0, (-A)}V-U%*=0, —00 < T < 00, (6.1a)
UV >0, —00 < T < 00, (6.1b)
UV —0, as |z| = +o0. (6.1c)

We proceed by first presenting in § 6.1 several known results which will be used throughout this
section. Then in § 6.2 and § 6.3 we provide the rigorous study on the existence and stability of the
ground state solution respectively.

6.1. Preliminaries.
Lemma 6.1. Let s < % and G(x) be the Green’s function of the equation

(—=A)°G(x) = §(x). (6.2)
Then

['(1 —2s)sin(sm) 9,4
L
m

G(x) =
Proof. Using the Fourier transform, we can write the (6.2) as

€1#G(€) = 1. (6.3)

Therefore, we have

1 [ cos(x€) 9511 [ cos& I'(1 —2s)sin(sm) 9,4
= — dé = x5+ = dé = s 4
Gla) =1 [~ de—a oS DGm ar (G
where we used [;° Cg’;fd{ =T'(1 — 2s)sin(sm) if 2s < 1. O

We introduce the transformation

: -1
U=nl, V=rnV 7= <F(1 - 2?’) e /RwQ(y)dy> - 2I'(1 — 22) sin(sm)’ (6:5)

where w is the unique ground state solution to

(~A)Y2w4+w—uw?=0 in R, w(z) >0 as |z] — oo. (6.6)

In this case we can give the explicit form of w and the integral of w? on the real line

2 2
w(z) = 1522 and /Rw dx = 2. (6.7)
Based on (6.5) we can write (6.1) as
(A2 U+U -V WU2=0, (-A)V-rU%*=0, —00 < T < 00, (6.82)
UV >0, -0 < T < 00, (6.8b)

UV =0, as |z| = oo. (6.8¢)
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We look for a solution to (6.8) in the form U = w + ¢ with ¢ being a lower order term. Denoting
by T'(h) the unique solution of the equation

(=A)°’V =71sh in R, V(z) =0 as |z] — oo, (6.9)
for h € L>°(R), then formally we have

T(U?) = T(w?) + 2T (we) + h.o.t., (6.10)

where h.o.t. indicates the higher order terms. We denote v,, = T(w?) so that using the Green’s
function given in Lemma 6.1 we have

vy = T(w?) = Ts/sz(y)G(x —y)dy. (6.11)

Expanding the Green function in the following way

G(:L‘) _ F(l — 28) Sin(Sﬂ—) ‘l’|25_1 _ 6(25—1) log |z|+log I'(1—2s) sin(s7) /7

" (6.12)
_ra- 2? sin(sm) (14 (25 — 1)log [z| + (25 — 1)*(log|])?/2+---)

and then using the fact T'(1 — 2s) ~ (1 —2s)7! as s — 1 we get that

I'(1 — 2s)si
T(w?) = 7t ‘;)Sln(”) / w?(y)dy + O(2s — 1). (6.13)
R
As a consequence when z is bounded we have
1
v =T(W?)=1+0(2s—1) and T(wep) = 5 / wody + 0(2s — 1), (6.14)
Jrw? Jr
then the nonlinear term of the first equation in (6.8) can be written as
U? w? + 2we + h.o.t. w? [ wody
— = = — +2w¢ — 2°F——"w? + h.o.t. 25 — 1). 1
V T ow + 2T(wd) + hod. vy T 20T 2T gy Tt O2s —1) (6-15)
Substituting it into the first equation of (6.8) we get
wod
L(¢) = (-A)z¢+ (1 —2w)¢—|—2fR7fyw2 = S(w) + N(¢), (6.16)
Jp widy
where
2
Sw) = —(—A) 2w —w+ 2,
Vw
and
(w+¢)? W Jrwédy
N@) = o——te — — —2 9sR 777
O = F T om v 2T gy

and represents the higher order terms in ¢.
Concerning the ground state w and the non-local linearized operator L, we have the following
result
Proposition 6.1. Let w be the unique, positive, radially symmetric solution to (6.6).
(a) Let Lo = (—A)% + (1 — 2w)id. Then we have

dw
Ker(Lg) = — .
er(Lo) Span{dm}
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(b) Let L be the lineazied operator defined in (6.16) and

* L % f]R w2<z5dx
Then
Ker(L) = Ker(L*) = Span { Cj;) } (6.17)

Proof. The proof of part (a ) is given by [3, Proposition 1.1 and Theorem 2.3]. To prove part (b) we
first notice that Low = —w?. If ¢ € Ker(L) then

2fR wodx
B Jp wida

Therefore, by conclusion (a) we get ¢ — c(¢)w € Ker(Lg) and in particular
6= 852 4 clou

for some constant 3. As a consequence, we have

Lop = —c(p)w?, where c(¢) = (6.18)

which implies ¢(¢) = 0. Hence, ¢ € Ker(Lg) and we get that ¢ € Span{%’}. Similarly, if
¢ € Ker(L*) then

L*¢ = —ci1(p)w, where c1(¢) =

Using the fact
Lo(w+ z - Opw) = —w,

we have

&2¢ ) Ker(L

o — f P (w + z - O,w) € Ker(Ly). (6.19)
R
Then ) ) ,
Jg(w + z - dyw)wdx 3 Jgpwidx
where we used
/ widx = 3, / wlde = 2.

R R

Thus ¢1(¢) = 0 and ¢ € Span {%’} which proves the third conclusion. O

In the end of this subsection, we provide the analysis of the linear operator L in a framework of
weighted L™ spaces. For this purpose we consider the following norm for a function defined on R.

We define

1

_ -1 - -
J6ll. = o) ol where ple) =

Given a function h with |||, < oo, due to the fact that Ker(L) = Span {22}, we need to study
the related linear problem in the following form

<p<2. (6.20)

d
Ld):h+c£ — 00 < x < 00, ¢(x) = 0 as |z| = oo, (¢, 22y = 0. (6.21)

Our aim is to find (¢, ¢) such that (6.21) holds. Concerning (6.21) we have the following existence
result and a-priori estimate for which a proof can be found in [30, Theorem 4.2].
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Theorem 6.1. If h satisfies ||h||« < oo then problem (6.21) has an unique solution ¢ = T (h) and
¢ = c(h). Moreover there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any such h

I Thl[« < C|R]|s (6.22)

6.2. The rigorous proof of the existence results. In this section we shall give rigorous proof
of Theorem 1.1.

6.2.1. Error estimates. We begin by studying v, (z) for which we prove improved estimates. By
the definition (6.11) we see that

(—A)*vy = Tw?,  vy(z) =0 as |z| — +oo, (6.23)

where 75 is given in (6.5). We will consider v, (z) in the two disjoint regions = € Iy and = € R\ I
where we define the interval

I, = [-100(1 — 2s)~1, 100(1 — 2s)7]. (6.24)

Starting with « € I; we use the Green representation formula (6.11) and the asymptotics (6.12) to
get

va(e) = 2T [y s - )n SO g yluay
+ (2 - 1P T2 ) togle — )2y + ol (25— 1)
. ® ; (6.25)
=1+ (2s— UM(?J)dy/Rlog |z — y|lw*(y)dy
(2s —1)? 1 2.2 2
T Ty L0081~ YRy ol (25~ 177
Next we define
Hiw) = I w?(y)(log |z — y)'dy (6.26)

fR w? (y)dy ’
and readily deduce that H;(z) is even since w(y) is even. Furthermore, as |x| is sufficiently large,
by standard potential analysis we can write

H(x) = (log|a|)’ + f(x), (6.27)
where f is an even function and itself with its first derivative are uniformly bounded.

While for |z| > 100(1 — 2s)~!, using the potential analysis, we get that

V() > erg|z|*71 for |z > 100(1 — 2s)7 L. (6.28)

Summarizing the above estimates, we have the following conclusion.

Lemma 6.2. Letting vy, be defined as in (6.11) we have the following estimates:
(a). If x € I, then
(25 —1)2

5 Ha(w) +o((1 - 25)3). (6.29)

vy(x) =14 (28 — 1)Hi(x) +
(b). If x € R\ I, then
v (z) > erglz]? ! (6.30)

for some constant ¢ > 0.
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We now focus on estimating the quantity S(w) = —(—A)%w —w+ v, 'w? which, using (6.6), can

be rewritten as )

w
S(w) = — —w?

(w) =2

Let us first analyze the term S(w) in the interval I introduced in (6.24). It is easy to see that in

this region we have
V() =1+ 0 ((1 - 25)1—5) ,

where 0 is any small positive number, and therefore

L—wvy o o162
o w-O((l 2s) w).
Writing
1—vy o
S(w) = . (6.31)
we deduce that for x € I
1S(w)] = O ((1 - 23)1—%(@) for [1—2s| < 1. (6.32)

On the other hand, by Lemma 6.2 we find that for x € R\ I
|S(w)| < C(1 = 2s) ' 2w? = C(1 — 25) | 2p(x) = O(1 — 25)p(x). (6.33)
In conclusion, we have
Lemma 6.3. Let u = 2 in the definition of || - ||«. If 1 — 2s is sufficiently small then we have
IS(w)llx < (1 —25)'°,
where C' is some constant independent of € and § is any small positive number independent of ¢.

6.2.2. The existence of solution. Recall that the original problem was cast in the form

U2

1
_A 2 — — = (. . 4
(=AU +U TV 0 (6.34)
Rather than solving (6.34) directly we consider instead the problem of finding A satisfying
1 A2 dw
—AZA+A— —— =c— .
(—A)zA+ T(AD) e (6.35)

for a certain constant ¢, and such that (A — w,Z) = 0. Rewriting A = w + ¢ we get that this
problem is equivalent to

(—A)%¢+¢—2w¢+2w2m
:—(—A)iw—w+i+m—i—2w¢+2w2%+c§; (6.36)
= 5(w) + N(6) + e
and 2 2
N(¢) = m - :)iw —2we + QMQW' (6.37)

Using the operator T introduced in Theorem 6.1, we see that the problem is equivalent to finding
a ¢ € H so that

¢ = Q(¢) = T(S(w) + N(¢))-
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We shall show that this fixed point problem has a unique solution in the region of the form
D={oeH||ol.<C—-5)'"}, (6.38)
for any small positive constant §, provided that 1 — 2s is sufficiently small. Here

H={oecL=(o,q) =0} (6.39)

We have already proved that ||S(w)|l, < C(1 — 25)'7%. In the following lemma we estimate the
higher order error term N (¢).

Lemma 6.4. Assume that ¢ € D, then for 1 — 2s sufficiently small, we have

IN@)l« < C(llll« + o (1 = 25))l|9]+, (6.40)
where o(1 —2s) < C(1 —25)°% as 1 — 25 — 0.

Proof. Let us assume first z € R\ I;. In this region we have w(z) < Cp(z). Combined with the
standard potential analysis one can show that

T((w+¢)%) > C(1 — 25>,
T(wé) < C(1 = 2s)|x|* o],
T(¢%) < C(1—25)* |||

As a consequence,

2WVy Vp®? — 20T (wed) — w2T(P? wedx
IN(¢)] < ( o+ fwT((er;)j;) (¢°) —2w¢+2wQM)
=C ((1 - 28)2)1(1—2 |z|)2s+1 * (1— 23)2)1(? |2[)25+1 Hé‘*) ] + Cp(a)?|| ¢

Therefore we have
I N(@)] < Cl¢llx + (1= 25)%72) |9, (6.41)

provided s — %
Considering next the case = € I; we decompose N(¢) in the form

N(¢) = Ni(¢) + Na2(9),

where
1 1 2T(w 9T (w
N6) = o+ 0 gy o+ g o
and
wodx 2
Na(¢) = —2¢w <1 - vi) +2U° (‘jﬂiwf;lx - T(ngs)) + fw

It is known that
ve(z) =1+ 0((1 — 25)179)

and

d
(o) =

and in particular |T(w¢)| = O(||¢||+). Likewise, T(¢?) = O(||¢||?). Combining these facts we obtain
IN1(@)] < Clw+6)*T(6%) + C (2we + ¢%) T(we) < Cp(x)|¢ll3-
A similar analysis yields

IN2(¢)] < C(1 = 25)'7° (|p|w + p?||8]l+) + Clo|*,

+0((1 —25)179).
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and therefore

IN@)l« < Clll + (1 —25)]6]l.)
for x € I. Together with (6.41) this proves the lemma. O

With Lemma 6.4 we are able to give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Using the definition of the corresponding norms, repeating almost the same
arguments as Lemma 6.4 one can prove that if ||¢;||« < C(1 —2s)179 for i = 1,2, then, given any
small x € (0,1), we have the following inequality

IN(61) = N(d2) ]|« < £lldr — ¢alls, (6.42)

provided 1 — 2s is sufficiently small. As a consequence, we get that the operator () is a contraction
mapping in the set D defined in (6.38). On the other hand, we also get from Lemma 6.4 that @
maps D into itself. Thus, by using the Banach fixed point theorem, we get the existence of a unique
fixed point of ) in D, that is,

sz wodx B dw

(—A)2¢+ ¢ — 2we + 2w Trotds = S(w) + N(¢) + c— (6.43)

dzx’

Next, we notice that S(w) is an even function and the linearized problem can be solved in the even
symmetric function class. Without loss of generality, we can pose the further restriction on the set
‘H that all the perturbations ¢ are even symmetric functions. As a consequence, we see that apart

for the term % all the remaining terms are even symmetric and this implies that ¢ = 0. Hence
w + ¢ is a solution to the original Gierer-Meinhardt system (6.1). O

6.3. Stability Analysis: large and small eigenvalues. In this section we characterize the linear
stability of the ground state solution constructed in §6.2 above by considering both large and small
eigenvalues.

6.3.1. Large eigenvalue. Linearizing (6.1) about the equilibrium solution (u,v) we obtain the fol-
lowing eigenvalue problem

(~A)2p+ ¢ —2V U+ V2U + Asp = 0, oo < & < o0, (6.44)
(=A)*p —2U¢ + TAs1h =0, —00 < 7 < 00, (6.44b)

where \s € C, ¢ € HY(R), and v € H?**(R). Let
U=r'U, V=1V
Then (6.44) can be rewritten as

(~A)2¢ + ¢ — 2V 106 + V20%) + Aeg = 0, —00 < 7 < 00, (6.45a)
(—A)*y —21,U¢ + TAs) = 0, —00 < T < 0. (6.45b)

Our aim is to study the large eigenvalues, i.e. those for which we may assume that there exists ¢ > 0
such that [As| > ¢ > 0 for 1 — 2s is small. If R(As) < —c then we are done and we therefore may
assume that R(\s) > —c. For a subsequence 1 — 2s — 0 and A\s; — Ao we shall derive a limiting
NLEP satisfied by Ag.

To simplify our argument, we shall assume 7 = 0 and the general case can be proved by a
perturbation argument. When x € I, we calculate

Jp wody

T way T O 25) )6l my-  (6.46)
R

() = 27, /R Gz — y)U(w)é(y)dy = 2
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Substituting this into (6.45a), and letting 2s — 1 — 0, we derive the following nonlocal eigenvalue
problem

f]R wedx
Jp w?dx

By Theorem 3.2 in [7] we see that Ao < 0, which implies that the large eigenvalues are stable.

(—A)2¢ + ¢ — 2we + 2 w? + Ao = 0. (6.47)

6.3.2. Small eigenvalue. We next consider the small eigenvalues of (6.45), i.e. those for which
As — 0 as s — 3. In last section, we have already shown the existence of solutions (U, V) to (6.8).
We notice that this equation is translation invariant. By differentiating (6.8) we derive that

o
a3d0  dU UdO | U2av

- — —2— — = =0 - 6.48
(—A) da:+dm de+V2d96 , 00 < x < 00, (6.48a)
dv - dU
(—A)sa - QTSU% =0, —00 < T < 00. (6.48b)
This suggests that (¢,1) of (6.45) can be written as
dU dv
gzﬁza%—i—(;ﬁj‘, and zp:a%—i—wL, (6.49)
where ¢ L % and 1 satisfy
L1 il 177 L Yr—2772,,L U 1
(=A)2¢p~ + ¢ =2V Up~ + VU +/\S%+/\S¢ =0, —o0o <z <oo, (6.50a)
(=AYt — 27, Uyp* =0, —o0 <z <o0o. (6.50b)
As s — %, we know that
U U2 td
— —w and = @ZJL jﬁwiﬁyw?
v V2 Jr w?dy
Multiplying (6.50a) by ¢+ we have
12 11 1 U il U* 1) 1
As [ o |Pde = — (=A) 2~ 4+ ¢ —2—<¢ + —¢~ | ¢ dx. (6.51)
R R 14 V2
From Lemma A.2 in [7] we have that
J_d 2 J_d
Letoh = [ <|<—A>i¢i|2 gt = 2ujptp 4 2 I
R wa dx

S Jp wPdz ([ w¢:dm)2
(fR w?dz)

X, = Span{w, dw} .

+ a1 inf qu —
a11/11€X1 | ¢||L2(R),
where al > 0 and

dx
Since ¢ L % and U is well approximated by w, we get from (6.51) that
)\s/ |pt 2dz < 0. (6.52)
R

Hence, we have shown all the small eigenvalues are stable. Thus, Theorem 1.2 follows by combining
the conclusions of the last two sections.
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7. DISCUSSION

In this paper we have used formal asymptotic methods to study the existence and linear sta-
bility of localized solutions for the fractional Gierer-Meinhardt system where the fractional order
of the inhibitor is sp € (0,1/2). These results extend those previously obtained in [7] and [15] for
s € (1/2,1) and s = 1/2 respectively. Using the method of matched asymptotic expansions the
construction of localized solutions was reduced to solving a system of nonlinear algebraic equations
while the study of their linear stability was reduced to analyzing a globally coupled eigenvalue prob-
lem. We found that when D = O(g%*17!) both symmetric and asymmetric multi-spike solutions
can be constructed though the latter were found to always be linearly unstable. On the other hand
symmetric spikes were found to have stability regions outside of which they may undergo either
a competition instability or a Hopf bifurcation. Using a leading order theory we found that the
competition instability threshold is monotone decreasing in s; and it is either monotone decreasing
in so when s; > 0.5 or non-monotonic (first increasing and then decreasing) when s; < 0.5. In
addition we found that the Hopf bifurcation threshold increases with 1/4 < s; < 1 provided s and
k are large enough, whereas it decreases with 0 < sy < 1/2 for all values of s; and k. We also
computed higher-order stability thresholds for specific cases of one- and two-spike solutions and
these were supported by full numerical simulations of the system (1.2). Finally, in addition to the
linear stability over an O(1) timescale we also determined that spike solutions may be susceptible to
drift instabilities leading to mutual repulsion between spikes, though these arise over a much slower
O(372%2) timescale.

A key component in the formal construction of multi-spike solutions is the core problem (2.2)
which was considered in detail numerically in §2.1 for general sy € (0,1/2) and rigorously in §6
for sy &~ 1/2. We found that the behaviour of the far-field constant p(S) shares some properties
with its counterpart in the three-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt system previously studied in [6]. In
particular we used numerical continuation to deduce the existence of a value S = S, for which the
core problem admits a ground state solution (i.e. one for which u(Ss) = 0). The existence and
linear stability of such a ground state was then rigorously established in §6 for so ~ 1/2.

Finally, throughout our paper we have highlighted the similarities between both the analysis and
structure of localized solutions for the one-dimensional fractional Gierer-Meinhardt system when
so € (0,1/2) and the corresponding localized solutions in the three-dimensional Gierer-Meinhardt
system [6]. This connection is a result of the leading order algebraic singularity of the Green’s
function which in particular fixes the far-field behaviour of solutions to the core problem (2.2) and
also plays a key role in the asymptotic matching. In Appendix A we provide an expression for the
Green’s function which makes explicit its singular behaviour, showing in particular that the singular
behaviour consists of multiple algebraic singularities when sp € (0,1/2) \ {3 |7 € Z,r > 1} (see
Proposition A.1) as well as logarithmic singularities for sy = % for r € Z with r > 1 (see Proposition
A.2) We believe that these expressions for the Green’s function will be particularly useful for future
studies of localized solutions in one-dimensional fractional reaction-diffusion systems.

We conclude by highlighting some outstanding problems and suggestions for future research. One
of the first outstanding problems is to derive a higher-order asymptotic theory in the case when
Sg = 2—1,'« for r = 1,2,.... The key hurdle in this direction is the emergence of both logarithmic
and algebraic singularities in the Green’s functions and we believe that a resolution of this would
spark some interesting mathematics. Additionally, it would be interesting to provide a rigorous
justification for the existence and linear stability results we have formally derived for general values
of 0 < s9 < 1/2. Extensions of the current model to incorporate non-periodic boundary conditions
as well as different reaction-kinetics would also be an interesting direction for future research.
Moreover the consideration of such fractional problems in two- and three-dimensional domains will
also lead to interesting mathematical questions.
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APPENDIX A. A RAPIDLY CONVERGING SERIES FOR THE GREEN’S FUNCTION

In this appendix we derive a rapidly converging series expansion of the periodic fractional Green’s
function satisfying (2.14). We begin by formally computing the Fourier series

o) =30+ 3 (14 pronges) o (A1)

In contrast to the classical Green’s function, the fractional Green’s function contains multiple sin-
gular terms. By identifying and removing these singular terms from the series expansion (A.1) we
can therefore obtain a rapidly converging series expansion

We will first restrict so to be such that so 7& for any integers r > 1, returning to the remaining
cases at the end of this appendix. We first note that for any [ > 1 and sufficiently large values of
n > 0 such that D(7n)?? > 1 we have

—1 _ l s
(1 + (71'71)232) (1 + (71'77/)2‘52) (D(ﬂ.nl)QSQ) 2 2 Z 7TTL)2‘52

Substituting into (A.1) then gives

[e.9] kmmx
1 kmax —1 T ™
Gp(x) = 5 + G D (L+ pims) ity — D}jDkgjmﬂ; (A2)

n=1

where we choose kyax to be the smallest positive integer such that 2(1 + kmax)s2 > 1, i.e. kpax =
[E —1]. This choice of kpax guarantees the second term in (A.2) converges. We remark that other
choices are also possible. For example, if second order derivatives at £ = 0 are needed then it will
be more convenient to choose knax to be the smallest integer such that kpax > % — 1.

To determine the singular terms from the remaining sum in (A.2) we first let 5 > 0 and consider

the series expansion

™
wW1%2Z%ﬁwx = [ aP cosada (43)
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Repeated integration by parts yields the identities

cpn = (~1)"(8 — D(nm)P 2 = (B = 1)(B - 2)cg—2n, B> 2,
g =—(B-1) [ P2 sin zdz, g > 0.

Letting ¢ > 1 be the largest positive integer such that 8 — 2(¢ — 1) > 0 the above identities give

2r—1 2q—1

Com = n+1z ()= [T 8 -0+ (12 [ B-1) /mxﬂ—zq sin zdz. (A.4)
0

=1 =1

Note that if 5 > 0 is an integer then (A.4) yields an explicit expression for cg, Indeed if 3 is an
odd integer then 8 —2(¢ — 1) = 1 so that the product in the second term of (A.4) vanishes whereas
if § is an even integer then 5 — 2(¢ — 1) = 2 and the integral in the second term of (A.4) evaluates
to 1 — (—1)". In particular when 5 = 3 we obtain the useful series

> COS ™X
|z|? = Z : (A.5)
=1

If instead 8 > 0 is not an integer then we first write

o o o0
/ 2872 sin vdx = / 2220 sin xdx — / 2820 gin v dz.
0 0 nmw

Since in this case —1 < f —2¢+ 1 < 1 we can use standard properties of the Gamma function (see
equations (5.9.7) and (5.5.3) in [2]) to write

/ P2 sin pdx = il (1) azl
0 2I'(2q — B) cos(m(B — 2q + 1)/2) 2H2q 1( 0) B2

where ag/y = —7m~1BI(—B) sin(73/2). Moreover since 3 — 2¢ < 0 we can integrate by parts to get

00 o
/ 22 sin xdr = (—1)"(nm)? 724 + (6 — 2(1)/ =2 cos wd,
ni nm

where we remark that the last term is O(nﬁ_Qq_Q). In summary, for non-integer values of 5 > 0 we
have the expression

1

Con = + (=1)™(8 = 1)(7n)? 72 + ag ., (A.6a)
’ 2Cl/3/2
where
2r—1 2q 00
agn = (—1)"* Z (mn)P=2r H (B—1)+ (—1)7! H(B — l)/ 2P20" L coszdr.  (A.6D)
=1 =1 nr

The constant term appearing in (A.6a) allows us to relate |2|°~! with the series (A.2) whereas
the decay ag,, = O(n?~2472) from (A.Gb) yields a quickly converging series. Specifically, since our
choice of kpax = [ﬁ — 1] implies that g < 1 — 2s9 we deduce that 5 = 2ksy < 1 — 2s9 is not an
integer for all 1 < k < kyax. Therefore for any 0 < sy < 1/2 we can rewrite the summands in the
rightmost term of (A.2) as

>\ CoS TN 1 2ks 1 COS TNX
_ 2ksa—1 2 —
> o = (1 i = S () 2 )

n=1

Substituting this back into (A.2) we reach our final result.
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Proposition A.1. Let sy € (0,3)\ {5 |7 € Z, r > 1}. Then the Green’s function satisfying (2.14)
s given by

kmax J—
G . (_1)k 1ak52 2kso—1 R A7
pa)= 3 CL e a4 ) (A7a)
k=1

where kmax = (ﬁ — 1] and the regular part Rp(x) is given by

_ k
1 (—1)kmax & 1 b cosmna 18K (—1)kas
Rp(z)=-D+ "% (1 R N S
p(z) 27 Dl — + D(7n)?s2 (7n)2(1+kmax)s2 + 259 ; kDk—1
" - (A.7D)
kmax 2]{752 _ l)aks 2 kmux aks Aoks
2 2 2,1
+ Z 9 Dk—1 ( ) + QZ< Dk YT ) cos Tnz,
where aggs, n 15 given by (A.6b) with § = 2ksy and g = [ksﬂ, while ags, is given by
2k
Qhsy = — WSQF(—2]€82) sin(mksa). (A.7¢)

We Conclude this appendix by revisiting our restriction that s 7é for all integers » > 1. If in-
stead 53 = 5 L for some integer r > 1, then kmax = 7 and we see that akmst = —2kmaxSoml'(—1) sin(7/2)
is undefined. This extends beyond a technical difficulty and is closely tied to the singular behaviour
of the Green’s function (2.15). Indeed when so > 1/2 the Green’s function has no singular terms,
but if 1/4 < sy < 1/2 then it has one singular term, when 1/6 < s2 < 1/2 it has two, and
so on. At the transition points, i.e. sp = 271,471,671, etc., the Green’s function has an addi-
tional logarithmic singularity. One way to see this formally is to observe that if so — % then
|z|?7527 ~ (2rsy — 1) log || whereas a,5, ~ 7 1(1 —2rs2) ™! so that the k = kpayx = 7 term in (A.7)
behaves like (—1)" D!'="7~!log |z|. To make this more precise we can calculate the Fourier series of
log |z| and integrate by parts to get

o
cos NTx cos NTx
= ——l - == Si(nm) — = A8
3o og Z(lm ) (A8)
n=1
where Si(z foz S”tltdt is the Sine integral. Note that the rightmost term converges for all —1 <

x < 1 since Sl( )~ 7/24+0(271) as z — 4o00. Comparing (A.8) with the rightmost term in (A.2)
we readily deduce our next result.

Proposition A.2. Let sy = % for some integer r > 1. Then the Green’s function satisfying (2.14)
s given by

— (1) ta,, okso—1 , (—1)
Gp(a) =) 2l + —5, o1 logle| + Rp(x) (A.9a)
k=1

where Rp(x) is given by

1 (—1)" & 1 ! cosmne = (=1 a/(2r)
RD(x> 2 + Dr Z( + D(ﬂ.n)l/r> (ﬂ.n)l—ﬁ—l/T + rz ke Dk—1

n=1 —1
r—1 -
(—=1)*(k/r = 1)ag @ Vg (2) O
A.9b
+; 2Dk—1 < >+QZ<Z Dk— l(ﬂ'n)k/r )COSTFTL,CE ( 9 )
4 (=" - 2%(5'( ) - E)cosnTra:
TI'DT_l — unm 2 n )

where Si(z) is the sine integral and where ay )., and a2, are defined as in (A.7).
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APPENDIX B. NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATION

In this appendix we outline the numerical methods used for the numerous computations in this
paper. Specifically we first describe the numerical implementation of the fractional Laplacian in
both R with a prescribed far-field behaviour as well as in the interval —1 < x < 1 with periodic
boundary conditions. We then outline the key steps in the numerical continuation used to construct
solutions to the core problem (2.2). This is followed by a discussion of the numerical computation
of the spectrum of the nonlocal operator .# defined in (3.6b) as well as its adjoint .#* from §4.
We then outline the implementation of IMEX methods for numerically simulating (1.2).

B.1. Numerical Computation of The Fractional Laplacian. To numerically solve the core
problem (2.2) as well as to determine the spectrum of the nonlocal operator .# defined in (3.6b)
and its adjoint .Z™* considered in §4 we must first calculate an appropriate discretization of the
fractional Laplacian in R. On the other hand to numerically simulate the full system (1.2) we must
discretize the fractional Laplacian on —1 < x < 1 with periodic boundary conditions.

B.1.1. The Fractional Laplacian in R. We use the finite-difference method of Huang and Oberman
[10] to calculate the discretized fractional Laplacian. For completeness we include here the most
important details in the implementation. To simplify our presentation we consider the problem of
discretizing (—A)%¢ for 0 < s < 1/2 when ¢ satisfies the far-field behaviour ¢ ~ a+ + by |y|™? for
constants a, b4, and S > 0. We first introduce the truncated domain —L < y < L and consider
the approximate boundary conditions ¢(y) ~ ax + bs|y|™” for £y > L. Next we introduce the
discretization y; = ih for i = —2N,...,2N where h = L/N. This leads to the computational domain
—2L < y < 2L which has been expanded from the original truncated domain to account for nonlocal
contributions. For each i > N we impose a fixed value for ¢1; = ¢(y+;) that depends on its value
at ¢ = £ N in one of two ways

if ax = 0 then by = iy LP and pi; = @iy|ysi /LI 75, (Case 1), (B.1)

if by is given then ax = @iy — b L™ and @iy = pin + bx(Jyws|™® — L78), (Case 2). '
These two cases account, respectively, for the activator and inhibitor in the core problem (2.2). We
next let v,(y) = Csly|~( (1+2) ) and for each |i| < N we decompose (1.1) as

(—A) oly:) = / (o) ol = )+ /

va(y)dy — / olyi — yra@)dy.  (B2)
ly|>2L ly|>2L

I; II I11;

The first integral in (B.2) is approximated by performing a piecewise quadratic interpolation of
 which gives us

2N
L ~ Z (pi — wi—j)wJQ, (B.3)
j=—2N

where wJQ (j = —2N,...,2N) are the quadratic interpolation weights calculated using Definition 3.2

of [10] with a = 2s and explicitly given by

e a5 — G"(1) = 3(G'(3) +3G"(1)) + G(3) - G(1), j ==+l
Wi = 1o 2+ 1)+G(G-1)-GH+ 1)+ Gy - 1)), j =42 +4,.. (B.4da)
G (+2)+6G'()+G(G—-2)+G[H+2)—G(j—2), j==3,45, ..,
where
G(t) = {WW%’ T (B.4b)
t —tlog|t|, s=1/2.

Note that some of the entries in (B.3) will have |[¢ — j| > N and for these we use (B.1).
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Next, by using the definition of v4(y) we readily calculate

Cs

= e (B.5)

To calculate II1; we first consider the portion of the integral for which y > 2L and hence y; —y <
—L so that by using (B.1) we calculate

o o NLP [T i =y Pus(y)dy, (Case 1),
(P(yi - y)VS(y)dy =931 -8 00 -8
oL 5(p-n = b L)+ b_ [57 lyi — yl Prs(y)dy, (Case 2).

The rightmost integral in both cases can be written in terms of the Gauss Hypergeometric function
2Fi(a, b, c, z) which we recall has the integral representation (see (9.111) in [])

F(c) 1 tb_l(l _ t)c_b_l
oFi(a,b,c,z) = TOT(e =) /0 (1= 2t)¢ dt, (b,c>0).

A simple change of variables then immediately yields that for any 5 and a with §+ a >0

o0
1
—y| Py Ty = F 1, (2L) "y B.6
/2L lyi =yl ™1yl Y= GL a1 B)’ 1B, + B, a+B+1,120) yi),  (B.6)
with an analogous result for the integration over —oo < y < —2L. Thus for Case 1 and Case 2 we

respectively obtain

L ~ . $=N2F1(B, B+ 25, B+ 25 + 1, (2L)'y;) + onaF1 (B, B+ 25,6+ 25 + 1, —(20) " y;)
o 26+25[25(53 + 25)

(B.7a)

and

I ~L (oo n + on — (b + by ) L7P)IT

b_oF1(B,8+425,8+2s+1,(2L) ty;) + byoFi(B, 8425, 8+ 25 + 1, —(2L) 'y) (B.7b)
(2L)P+25( 4 2s) '

+ O

Substituting equations (B.3), (B.5), and (B.7) into (B.2) thus yields a discretization of the frac-
tional Laplacian incorporating the relevant far-field behaviour for the core problem and spectrum
calculations. We conclude by remarking that in Case 1 this discretization leads to multiplication by
a dense matrix whereas for Case 2 the discretization involves both multiplication by a dense matrix
as well as the addition of an inhomogeneous term that captures the far-field behaviour.

B.1.2. The Periodic Fractional Laplacian in —1 < x < 1. We now consider the discretization of
(—A)*¢(x) in —1 < x < 1 with periodic boundary conditions. In contrast to the discretization of
the fractional Laplacian in R considered above, periodic boundary conditions lead to a significantly
simpler implementation. We discretize the domain —1 < x < 1 by letting x; = —1 + 2ih for
i=0,..,N —1 where h = 1/N. By approximating ¢ with a piecewise quadratic interpolator and
letting ¢; = p(x;) we then get

N—1 00
(—A)p(z;) ~ Z (pi — (Pi—j)nga n w + Z wk+Nn + wk Nn)s (B.8)
j=0 k=1
where wiQ are again the quadratic weight functions found in [10]. This discretization is readily

implemented and leads to a dense matrix. To compute W,? we truncate the sum by taking the first
103 terms.
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B.2. Solving the Core Problem. In this section we outline the key steps for calculating pu(.S)
and v(S) for S > 0. This computation has two main steps. In the first step we numerically compute
the fractional homoclinic ws, satisfying (2.9) for values of 1/4 < s; < 1. In the second step we use
the S < 1 asymptotics (2.8a) to initiate a numerical continuation in S to solve (2.2) from which
p(S) and v(S) can then be computed from (2.7).

The fractional homoclinic solution to (2.9) was previously numerically computed for values of
1/4 < 51 < 1 in Appendix B of [7] and therefore we provide only an outline here and refer the reader
to that paper for more details. The first step is to discretize (2.9) using the method in Appendix
B.1.1. This yields a nonlinear system for the discretized solution which we can solve using Newton’s
method. Next we note that the exact solution to (2.9) when s1 = 1/2 is wy/5(y) = 2/(1 + y?).
Letting (s1)o = 1/2 < (s1)1 < ... < (s1)a < 1 for a large M > 0 we can then numerically solve the
discretized nonlinear system for sy = (s1); when ¢ = 1,--- , M by using the solution for s; = (s1);—1
as an initial guess where the exact solution is used for ¢ = 1. A similar continuation is likewise
performed for values of 1/4 < 51 < 1/2.

The numerical solution of the core problem (2.2) follows a similar procedure. Numerically dis-
cretizing both the fractional Laplacians appearing in (2.2) using the method in (B.1.1) yields a
nonlinear system for the discretized solutions. Note that when performing the discretization the
far-field condition for Case 1 and Case 2 (see Equation (B.1)) is used for U, and V, respectively. It
is then straightforward to perform a numerical continuation in S > 0 by slowly incrementing it and
using the small S asymptotics (2.8a) as the initializing guess.

B.3. Computing the Spectrum of .Z. In this section we consider the numerical computation
of the spectrum of the nonlocal operator .# defined in (3.6b). This is done by discretizing .# and
then calculating the spectrum of the resulting matrix operator using standard eigenvalue libraries
(we used the eig function from the SciPy linalg library). In this section it therefore suffices
to describe the discretization of .#. The operator .# consists of two nonlocal contributions: the
fractional Laplacian (—A)* and the convolution with the fractional Green’s function. The numerical
discretization of the former was considered in detail in Appendix B.1.1 and so it remains only to
discuss the discretization of the latter.

To simplify (and generalize) our presentation we henceforth focus on numerically approximating

oo
¢(2)
J = —————d B.9
A= [ Foga, (B.9)
where 0 < s < 1/2 and ¢ is assumed to have the far-field behaviour

oY) ~ proolyl ™’ as y — oo, (B.10)

where @4, are unknown. Note that we use s = s9 in the discretization of both .# and .#Z™* whereas
we use o(y) = Uc(y; S)®2(y; S) so that 5 = 24251 in the former and ¢(y) = (Uc(y; S)/Ve(y; S))*P(y)
so that 8 = 3+ 3s;1 in the latter. We fix our notation by introducing the discretization y; = ih and
letting ®; = ¢(y;) for i = —2N,...,2N where h = L/N. Then we decompose

e(yi — z) e(yi — z) e(yi — 2)
Tle) (v :/ dz+/ P Z) gy P E) g, B.11
R e T i R (4D

~~

J1[e)(yi) T2l (y:) Tl (vi)

The first integral is easily approximated using a Taylor series as

h o h D — o ()2 2 2s
el(yi) = /_h %dz = /_h ly:) ‘TZT?)QSJFO( )iz = %¢i+0(h2+28). (B.12)

The approximation of the remaining two integrals proceeds as for the fractional Laplacian above.
Specifically imposing that ; = ¢4 y|y;/L| = for all £5 > N we first approximate Jo with the finite
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sum
Bl ~ Y iy, (B.13)
1<]j|<2N
where 1IJJQ (j = —2N,...,,2N) are the quadratic interpolation weights given by
~G"(1) — 3(G'(3) + 3G'(1)) + G(3) — G(1), j=+1,
WP =h*2AG(j+1)+G'(j 1)~ G + 1)+ G(j - 1)), j=42,44, .., (B.14)

—3(G([G+2)+6G()+G (1 —2)+G(+2) —G(j—2), j==£3,45, ..,

where G(t) is given by (B.4b). Observe that the multiplicative factor Cy as well as the (2 — 2s)~!
term for the j = £1 case present in (B.4) are omitted in (B.14). The former is omitted because it
is specific to the definition of the fractional Laplacian while the latter is omitted because it arises
from a finite difference approximation for the singular part of the fractional Laplacian which in the
present case is contained in the J; contribution.

The remaining integral contributions J3 are then computed using (B.6) which yields

@7N2F1(575_2876_23+172y%)+80N2F1(ﬁ7ﬁ_287ﬂ_28+17_2y%)

J3lel(ys) = L** 26-25(3 — 2s)

(B.15)

B.4. Time Stepping of the Fractional Gierer-Meinhardt System. We performed full numer-
ical simulations of (1.2) by first discretizing the system using the methods in §B.1.2 which yields a
system of 2N ordinary differential equations of the form

% +A® + N (@) =0. (B-16)

In this expression ®(t) = (u(wo,t), - ,u(xn_1,t),v(z0,t), - ,v(zN_1,t))T approximates the so-
lution at the discretization points x; = —1 4 2¢th for ¢ = 0,..., N — 1 as in §B.1.2. The 2N x 2N
block-diagonal matrix A then has entries corresponding to the discretization (B.8) while the 2V
dimensional vector N (®) accounts for the nonlinearities in (1.2). We integrate the ODE system
using a second-order semi-implicit backwards difference scheme (2-SBDF) [21] which leads to the
linear system

(3T — 2AtA) P11 = 4B, — B,y + AAIN (D)) — 2AN (P11), (B.17)

where At > 0 is the time-step size and ®,, = ®(nAt). The initial condition is given by ®( and
since 2-SBDF is second-order we also need ®;. We obtain this second initial value by integrating
(B.16) using the first-order semi-implicit backward difference scheme (1-SBDF) with a smaller time
step At/ N for N > 0 steps. Specifically, we do this by solving
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for n = 1,..., N. For our numerical simulations we used N = 2000, N = 5, and At = 0.01. Moreover
in the spatial discretization of the fractional Laplacian we truncated the infinite sum appearing in
(B.8) after 250 terms.
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