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Abstract:

Coupled discrete models abound in several areas of physics. Here we provide an extensive set of exact
quasiperiodic solutions of a number of coupled discrete models in terms of Lamé polynomials of order one
and two. Some of the models discussed are (i) coupled Salerno model, (ii) coupled Ablowitz-Ladik model,
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model. Furthermore, we show that most of these coupled models in fact also possess an even broader class

of exact solutions.
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1 Introduction

In a recent paper [I] we have obtained solutions of a coupled ¢* and and a coupled ¢% model in terms
of Lamé polynomials of order one and two even though most of these solutions are not the solutions of
the corresponding uncoupled problem. The purpose of the present paper is to carry out a similar study
for a number of coupled discrete field theory models. In particular, we obtain exact solutions of a (i)
coupled Ablowitz-Ladik (AL) model, (ii) coupled Salerno model, (iii) coupled saturated discrete nonlinear
Schrédinger equation (DNLSE), (iv) coupled ¢ model, and (v) coupled ¢* model. We also show that
unlike the continuum field theory models, many of the discrete coupled field theory models possess an even
broader class of exact solutions. Moreover, we show that as in the uncoupled case [2], even the coupled
AL, coupled Salerno and coupled DNLSE models follow from the same Hamiltonian but with a different
Poisson bracket (PB) structure.

The motivation for this work comes from the fact that there are many physical situations where a dis-
crete field theory is appropriate to model the phenomena of interest with a specific coupling between the
two fields. One such phenomenon of current intense interest is the coexistence of magnetism and ferroelec-
tricity (i.e. magnetoelectricity) in a given material. This is a highly desired functionality in technological
applications involving cross-field response, switching and actuation. In general, this phenomenon is re-
ferred to as multiferroic behavior [3]. Recently, two different classes of (single phase) multiferroics, namely
the orthorhombically distorted perovskites [4] and rare earth hexagonal structures [5], have emerged. The
latter show magnetic domain walls in the basal planes which can be modeled by a coupled ¢* model [6] in
the presence of a magnetic field. Coupled ¢* models [7, 8, [9] also arise in the context of many ferroelectric
and other second order phase transitions. The coupled ¢* model for multiferroics [6] has a biquadratic
coupling whereas the coupled ¢* model for a surface phase transition with hydration forces [J], relevant in
biophysics context, has a bilinear coupling. Other types of couplings are also known for structural phase
transitions with strain [10].

Examples of coupled discrete AL, coupled discrete Salerno and coupled saturated DNLS models are
also known [IT], 12} 13]. Similarly, there are analogous coupled models in field theory [14, [I5]. Several

related models have been discussed in the literature and their soliton solutions have been found [16] 17,



18, [19], 20, 21 22], 23] including periodic ones [24] 25, 26].

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we first show that the coupled AL, coupled Salerno and
coupled DNLSE models can all be obtained from the same Hamiltonian but with different PB structure.
We also obtain additional conserved quantities in these models. In Sec. III we provide the solutions for
the coupled Salerno model in terms of Lamé polynomials of order one and two as well as a broader class
of solutions. In Sec. IV we provide similar solutions for the coupled AL model. In Sec. V we show that
unlike the coupled Salerno and coupled AL cases, the coupled saturated DNLSE model only admits Lamé
polynomial [27] solutions of order one but not of order two. Besides, we have not been able to obtain a
broader class of solutions in this case. Section VI is devoted to solutions of a coupled discrete ¢ model
[1, 28] in terms of Lamé polynomials of order one and two and also a broader class of solutions. In Sec. VII
we discuss solutions of a coupled ¢* model introduced by us recently [29] in terms of Lamé polynomials
of order two as well as a broader class of solutions. Note that the solutions in terms of Lamé polynomials
of order one have already been obtained by us in [29]. Section VIII contains the summary of main results

and possible future directions.

2 The Model for Coupled saturated DNLSE, coupled AL and coupled

Salerno Equations

We have previously shown [2] that the uncoupled Salerno model [30], the uncoupled AL model [31] and

the uncoupled saturated DNLSE model can all be deduced from the same Hamiltonian
N v v
1= 3 [ = P = L+ (1 4 gl ). 0
n=1

but with different PB structure. We now show that even the coupled Salerno, coupled AL and the coupled

saturated DNLSE models can all be derived from the same Hamiltonian given by

N
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with the equations of motion in the two field variables u, and v, in all three cases being
Wy, = [up, H], 0, = [vn, H]. (3)

The difference in the equations of motion comes from a different definition of the PB and consequently a

different definition of the time derivative. The PB structure in all three cases can be compactly written as

[1+ Afunl® + Azloa ). (4)
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Coupled saturated DNLSE

On using Eqgs. @) to @) with Ay = Ay = 0 yields the coupled saturated DNLS equations

Vl(;“*l ’ Un, ’2 + 2 ‘ Un ‘2)11,”
p (14 pfun|? + polvn|?)

iduy, /dt + [ups1 + Up—1 — 2up] + =0, (5)
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idvy, /dt + [Up41 + Up—1 — 20,] =0. (6)

It is easily checked that in this case, apart from the Hamiltonian (), two other conserved quantities are

power P, and P, defined by
N N
Pu:Z’un’2v Pv:Z’UHP- (7)
n=1 n=1
Coupled Salerno Model

If instead, we use Eqs. (2)) to () with A\; = g1 and Ay = uo then we obtain the coupled Salerno model

with field equations

v — 2
Up+1 + Up—1 + T'uun} = 0, (8)

Zdun/dt + [un—l—l + Up—1 — 2un] + (:ul | Un |2 +p2 | Un |2)

. Vi V2 Vo — 2o
Zd’Un/dt+ Un+1 + Upn—1 — <2 + ,UIL; — E) Un] + (,u1 | U, |2 +L2 | Un |2) Un+1 + Up—1 + T'uvn} =0.
1

(9)
It is easily checked that in this case, apart from the Hamiltonian (), the other conserved quantity is power
P given by

N
P =>"In[1+ pfun|? + polvnl’]. (10)
n=1

Coupled AL Model



In the special case when vy = 2u1 and vo = 2us, then the coupled Salerno model reduces to the coupled

AL model with the field equations
idup [dt + [Unt1 4 tn—1 — 2un] + (11 | un |* +2 | vn [P [tns1 + tn-1] =0, (11)

idvy, /dt +

2
Vg1 Vit — ﬁu} - (ur [t 2 i | vn 2)[ongr + 0n 1] = 0. (12)

It is interesting to note that in this case, apart from the Hamiltonian ({l) and power P as given by Eq.

(I0)), generalized momentum P, given by

N

Py = i[/’l/l(unu;-‘rl — UpUnt1) + p2(Va¥p 1 — UpUng1)], (13)
n=1

is also conserved.

One remark is in order here. Just as the uncoupled Salerno model interpolates between AL and DNLSE,
it is easy to see that the coupled Salerno model as given by Eqs. (8) and (@) also interpolates between
coupled AL model (as given by Egs. (1)) and (I2)) and coupled DNLSE. In particular, in the limit 4 = 2p4
and v9 = 2u9, the coupled Salerno model Egs. (8) and (@) go over to the coupled AL model Eqs. (1)
and (IZ). On the other hand, in the limit p; = po = 0 but with pa/u; = c and vep? = vipu3 the coupled

Salerno model Eqgs. () and (@) go over to the coupled DNLS equations
idun/dt + [un—i-l + Up—1 — 2un] + Vl(‘ Unp ’2 +c ‘ Un lz)un =0, (14)

idvn /dt + [vnt1 + vn_1 — 20,] +vic(] up > e | vn [P)vn, = 0. (15)

3 Solutions of the Coupled Salerno Model

We now show that the coupled Salerno model as given by Egs. (8) and (@) has Lamé polynomial solutions
of order one as well as of order two. In fact, it turns out that the coupled model has an even broader
class of exact solutions of which Lamé polynomial solutions of order one and two are the special cases. We
remind that so far as we are aware of, the uncoupled Salerno model has no known exact solutions.

We start with the ansatz

Up = fn €Xp [_i(wlt + 61)] y Un = gn €Xp [_i(w2t + 52)] ’ (16)



with f, and g, satisfying
f24ag® =0b, a,b>0. (17)
Here a,b > 0 are two positive numbers while 61, do are two arbitrary parameters. On substituting this

ansatz in Egs. (8) and (@) we find that this is a consistent ansatz provided

1
a = a ) b=— y W1 = - , W2 = Vl/;2 . (18)
K1 K1 K1 251

This implies that such solutions are possible only if u1, ueo < 0. Further, since

“i_ M

, 19
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which is a real number, hence the solutions obtained from here are in general only quasiperiodic. Only if

g1
K2

is a rational number, will the solutions be periodic.
Clearly this is a very general ansatz which admits a broad class of solutions including Lamé polynomials
of order one and two.

Lamé polynomial solutions of order one

(1) One solution is

fn :Adn[ﬁ(n+62)vm]v In :B\/T_nsn[ﬁ(n+c2)7m]7 (20)

provided Eq. (I8]) is satisfied and further
b= A% nA® =B, (21)

Note that (3 is completely arbitrary. Using the fact that dn(z,m) has period 2K (m) while cn(z,m) and
sn(xz,m) are periodic functions with period 4K (m), it follows that for the solution (20)), u,, v, satisfy the
boundary condition

un+2K‘# = Un, Un+41<‘# = Up . (22)
Here K (m) is the complete integral of the first kind.

(ii) Another solution is

fn = A\/ﬁcn[ﬂ(n + 02),777,] y 9n = B\/ESH[IB(TI + 62),771] ) (23)



provided Eq. (I8]) is satisfied and further
b=mA?%, 1WA®=uB?.
For the solution (23]), u,, v, satisfy the boundary condition

’LLn+ 4K (m) = Up , ’Un+ 4K (m) — Up -

In the limit m = 1, both these solutions go over to the hyperbolic solution

fn = Asech[B(n + ¢2)], gn = Btanh[f(n + c2)],

Lamé polynomial solutions of order two

(iii) One solution is
fn - Adn2[/8(n + 02)7m] +B y Gn = F\/Esn[ﬂ(n + 02)7m]dn[/8(n + 62)7m] ’

provided Eq. (I8]) is satisfied and further

A?
b:T’ ﬂ1A2:M2F2, A=-2B.

For the solution (27)), uy,, v, satisfy the boundary condition (22I).

(iv) Another solution is

fo = Ad0®[B(n + c2),m] + B, gn = Fmsu[B(n + c2), mlen[B(n + c2),m]

provided Eq. (I8]) is satisfied and further

m2A2

b= T A2 = o F?, (2—m)A = —2B.

For the solution (29)), uy,, v, satisfy the boundary condition
’LLn+ 2K (m) — Up , ’Un+ 2K(m) — Up .

In the limit m = 1, both solutions [27) and (29]) go over to the hyperbolic solution

fn = Asech®[B(n +c2)] + B, g, = Ftanh[8(n + c3)]sech[B(n + ¢2)] .

(26)

(28)

(29)



(v) Apart from these, several other solutions are possible. For example one can have nonperiodic

solutions like
A Bn

fn: /—14—77,2’ 9n /—14—77,2’

provided Eq. (I8]) is satisfied and further
b= A%, mA*=psB*.

One can obviously write down a wider class of such solutions. For example

AvV1+n? Bn?

Vitztnt 7T VTinZtnt

provided Eqgs. (I8]) and (34]) are satisfied.

fn:

(vi) Yet another possible periodic solution is
fo=Acos[B(n + )], gn = Bsin[B(n+ )],
provided Eq. (I8]) is satisfied and further
b=A?, 1WA® = B2,

In this case both u,, v, satisfy the periodicity condition

(33)

(34)

(36)

(38)

It turns out that apart from the general solution as given by Eqs. ([I6) and (IT), there is another

possible general solution given by

Up = fnexp|[—i(wit + 01)], vp = gnexp|[—i(wat + d2)],

but now f, and g, satisfy

f2—ag>=0b, a,b>0.

On substituting this ansatz in Eqgs. (8) and (@) we find that this is a consistent ansatz provided

1
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M1 M1 M1 I25)
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This implies that such solutions are possible only if 1, 2 have opposite signs. Clearly this is a very general
ansatz which admits a broad class of solutions. As an illustration we discuss a few such solutions.

(vii) One solution is

A By/msn[B(n + ¢3), m|
fn = 5 n — ) (42)
dn[ﬁ(n—l—@),m] dn[ﬁ(n—l—@),m]
provided Eq. (4I) is satisfied and further
b:A27 M1<07 N2>07 |M1|A2:M2B2' (43)

In this case both w,, v, satisfy the periodicity condition (22)). Note that if we interchange f,, and g, then

w1 >0, s < 0. In the limit m = 1, this solution goes over to the hyperbolic solution
fn = Acosh[B(n+c2)], gn = Bsinh[B(n + c2)], (44)

(viii) Another solution is

A Fy/msn|f(n+ c3),m
Jn= 3 + B, gn= 2 Ll 2),m) (45)
dn [5(n+02),m] dn [ﬁ(n+c2)7m]
provided Eq. (4I) is satisfied and further
A? 2 2
b:Z, w1 <0, p2>0, |,U1|A = usF*, A=-2B. (46)

In this case both wu,,v, satisfy the periodicity condition (22]). In the limit m = 1, this solution goes over

to the hyperbolic solution
fn = Acosh®[B(n + )], gn = Bsinh[B(n + c2)] cosh[B(n + ¢3)] (47)

(ix) Apart from these, several other solutions are possible. For example one can have the following
nonperiodic solution
AV/(2 +n?) B

=T AT T i (48)

provided Eq. (4I) is satisfied and further
b:A27 M1<07 N2>07 |M1|A2:M2F2' (49)

One can, easily write down a wider class of such solutions.



4 Solutions of the Coupled AL Model

We show that for the coupled AL model characterized by Eqs. (IIl) and (I2]), one not only has solutions
similar to those in the previous section (for the coupled Salerno case), but just like the uncoupled AL case
[32], even coupled AL equations have moving periodic solutions in terms of Lamé polynomials of order one.

As in the previous section, if we start with the ansatz as given by Eqs. (I8) and (7)) or Egs. (89]) and
([Q)), then it is easy to show that the entire discussion of the previous section goes through except that
since in the coupled AL model v1 = 2u1,v9 = 2u9, hence in the coupled AL model with the above two
ansatze, wy = 2, wy = 2}% But for this minor change, all the nine solutions given in the previous section
are also solutions of the coupled AL model under the identical conditions (except wi = 2,wy = 2}%)

In addition to these nine solutions, we now show that as in the uncoupled case [32], the coupled AL

model also admits moving periodic solutions in terms of Lamé polynomials of order one.

(i) For example, it admits mixed moving periodic kink-pulse solution

un = Aexp[—i(wit — kin + 61)]dn[B(n — vt + d2),m],

vy = Bexp[—i(wat — kan + 03)]v/msn[B(n — vt + §),m], (50)

provided

or = 2 {1 . M232)cos(k1)dn(ﬁ,m)] 7

n2(B,m)
cos(ke)dn(B,m)
en(B,m) } ’
1= IU'1A2CS2(B7 m) - ,U,2B21182(B, m) ’
 2sin(ky)(1 + p2B?)
N cs(B,m) ’

wg =2 {& — (1+ u2B?)
H1

_ sin(kq)
sin(ky)’

cn(fB,m) (51)

where cs(8,m) = cn(f,m)/sn(B,m) and ns(8,m) = 1/sn(5,m). Note that since it is a moving periodic
kink-pulse solution, it must not only satisfy the periodicity condition (22 but it must also satisfy the
periodicity condition

Upygs =Un, VUpyzs =Un. (52)

The periodicity conditions ([22)) and (52) imply that w,,v, are periodic solutions provided there exist

10



integers n1,ng, n3, ng such that

2K(m) 2« 4K(m) 27
ny ,8 = N2 kl , N3 ,8 = Ny kg . (53)

(ii) Another mixed moving periodic kink-pulse solution that it admits is

up = Aexp[—i(wit — kin + 01)]vmen[B(n — vt + d2),m],

vy, = Bexp[—i(wat — kan + d3)]v/msn[B(n — vt + d3),m] , (54)

provided

N

dn?(8,m)

o [ a2 o, cos(k2)en (B, m)
or =2 [ = (1)
1 = mA*ds*(8,m) — o B?ns®(8,m),
_ 2sin(ky) 9 _ sin(kg)
Bv = 7ds(ﬁ,m) [14+ musB?], dn(8,m) = k) (55)

where ds(8,m) = dn(8, m)/sn(8, m). Note that since it is a moving periodic kink-pulse solution, it must
not only satisfy the periodicity condition (25]) but it must also satisfy the periodicity condition (52). The
periodicity conditions (25]) and (52]) imply that wu,,v, are periodic solutions provided there exist integers
ni,N9,n3g, ng such that

n1 4K(m) =N 2m ’I’L3%§m’) = 7”L42—7T (56)

275> .
B k1 ko
In the limit m = 1, both these solutions reduce to the moving pulse-kink solution

U, = Aexp[—i(wit — kyn + 61)|sech[B(n — vt + d2)],

vp, = Bexp[—i(wat — kan + 03)] tanh[B(n — vt 4 02)], (57)
provided

sinh?(3) = 1 A% — e B% cosh?(f) ,




Notice that in case k1 = ko = v = 0, the solutions (B0)), (54)) and (57)) become stationary coupled,
periodic pulse-kink solutions provided relations (5Il), (55) and (58) with k3 = ke = v = 0 are satisfied.
However, we have already shown (and it can also be verified from relations (&I, (55) and (GB8) that the

solutions (B0)), (54]) and (57) with k1 = ko = v = 0 also hold good under the stronger conditions as given

by Egs. (I8)), 2I) and 24) with v = 2uq, vo = 2us.

(iii) It also admits a coupled moving periodic pulse solution

un = Aexp[—i(wit — kin + 61)]dn[B(n — vt + d2),m],

vp, = Bexp[—i(wat — kan + d3)]dn[B(n — vt + d2), m], (59)
provided

klzkg, w1:2 1-—

cos(kl)dn(ﬁ,m)} o = 9 [@ _ cos(k1)dn(B8,m)
cn?(8,m) e PP cn?(B,m) ’
1= (A% + puaB*)cs*(B,m), Buv= i:(lgi(kni; . (60)

Note that since it is a moving periodic pulse solution, it must not only satisfy the periodicity condition
(BI) but it must also satisfy the periodicity condition (52]). The periodicity conditions (Bl and (52) imply
that u,, v, are periodic solutions provided there exist integers ni, ng,ng, n4 such that

2K(m 27 2K(m 27
n1 ( ):ngk—l, ns ( ):TL4—. (61)

B B ko

(iv) Another coupled periodic moving pulse solution is

up = Aexp[—i(wit — kin + 1)]vmen[B(n — vt + d2),m],

vy, = Bexp|—i(wat — kan + d3)]v/men[B(n — vt + 62),m], (62)

provided

k= ky. wy =21 cos(kj)cn(ﬁ,m)] gy = 2 lﬂ B cos(k1)en(B, m)

dn?(3,m) M1 dn’(3,m) ’

2sin(k
1= (11 A? + ua B?)ds*(8,m), Bv= %&;; . (63)

Note that since it is a moving periodic pulse solution, it must not only satisfy the periodicity condition

[25) but it must also satisfy the periodicity condition (52]). The periodicity conditions (25]) and (52) imply

12



that u,,v, are periodic solutions provided there exist integers nj, na,ns, n4 such that the condition (56l is
satisfied.

(v) Finally, it also admits a mixed coupled moving periodic pulse solution

un = Aexp[—i(wit — kin + 61)]dn[B(n — vt + d2), m],

Un = Bexp|—i(wat — kyn + 03)]y/men[B(n — vt + 65),m] | (64)
provided
w =2 == 1= (1—m)pB? 2coscif;1()§7n$’m) . wo— 2% =—[1- (- m)pB’] (2;%(]:;; ,
| = A28, m) + B (B,m), fo = if;;—% 11— (= m)ueB? |
sin(k1)en(8, m) = sin(kz)dn (8, m) . (65)

Note that since it is a moving periodic pulse solution, it must not only satisfy the periodicity condition
([22) but it must also satisfy the periodicity condition (52]). The periodicity conditions [22]) and (52) imply
that u,,v, are periodic solutions provided there exist integers nj, na,ns, n4 such that the condition (53) is
satisfied.

In the limit m = 1, these three solution (iii), (iv), and (v) reduce to

U, = Aexp[—i(wit — kin + 01)]sech[B(n — vt + d2)],

vp, = Bexp[—i(wat — kan + 03)]sech[S(n — vt + d2)], (66)
provided

ki =ky, sinh?(B) = (u1A? + poB?),

w1 = 2[1 — cos(ky) cosh(B)], wo =2 % — cos(ky)cosh(B)| , vB = 2sin(ky)sinh(B).  (67)
1

Thus the periodic pulse solutions exist provided at least one out of w1, po is positive. For an entirely
different coupled AL model, solution (66) has also been obtained in [33].
(vi) Finally, it also admits a coupled periodic kink solution
Uy = Aexp|—i(wit — kin + 61)]v/msn[B(n — vt + d2), m],

vy, = Bexp|—i(wat — kan + d3)]v/msn[B(n — vt + d2),m] (68)

13



provided

k1 =ky, wi =2[1—cos(ki)en(B,m)dn(B,m)], wy =2 H2 _ cos(ky)en(B, m)dn(B,m)| ,

H1
1 A% + e B? = —sn?(B,m), [v = 2sin(k;)sn(B,m). (69)

Thus this solution only exists if at least one out of u1, po is negative. Note that since it is a moving periodic
kink solution, it must not only satisfy the periodicity condition (25]) but it must also satisfy the periodicity
condition (52)). The periodicity conditions (25]) and (52]) imply that u,,v, are periodic solutions provided
there exist integers nq,ng,ns, ng such that the condition (B0 is satisfied.

In the limit m = 1, this solution reduces to

un = Aexp[—i(wit — kin + 61)] tanh[B(n — vt + d2)] ,

vp, = Bexp[—i(wat — kan + 03)] tanh[B(n — vt + 2)], (70)
provided

ki =ky, w; =2[1 —cos(k;)sech?(B)], wy =2 % — cos(ky)sech?(8)| ,
1

1A% 4+ e B? = —tanh?(3), Buv = 2sin(ky) tanh(B) . (71)

While obtaining these solutions, we have made use of several identities for the Jacobi elliptic functions

3.

5 Solutions of the Coupled Saturated DNLS equations

We show that unlike the coupled Salerno and the coupled AL case, the coupled saturated DNLS Eqs. (H])
and (6) while they admit Lamé polynomial solutions of order one, they do not admit general solutions
characterized by Eqs. (I6]) and (I7) or Egs. (39) and (0). In particular, this model does not admit Lamé
polynomial solutions of order two. It is worth noting here that the uncoupled saturated DNLSE model
does admit Lamé polynomial solutions of order one [35].

It is easy to check that the coupled Eqs. (@) and (6l have the following exact solutions in terms of

Lamé polynomials of order one.

14



(i) It admits a coupled mixed pulse-kink solution

U, = Aexp[—i(wit + d1)]dn[B(n + d2), m],

vp, = Bexp[—i(wat + d3)]v/msn[B(n + d2),m], (72)
provided
W1=2—%, W2=2—%, p2 = pren(B,m) ,
mﬁ:ﬁm—y MB?:%—L (73)

For the solution (73], uy,, v, satisfy the boundary condition (22I).

(ii) Another coupled mixed pulse-kink solution is

up = Aexp[—i(wit + 01)]vmen[B(n + 62),m],

vy, = Bexp[—i(wat + 3)]v/msn[B(n + d2),m], (74)
provided
w1:2—%, w2=2—%7 po = prdn(B,m),

For the solution (T4)), uy,, v, satisfy the boundary condition (25]).

In the limit m = 1, these two solutions (72]) and ([74]) go over to the mixed hyperbolic pulse-kink solution

u, = Aexp[—i(wit + d1)]sech[B(n + d2)],

vp, = Bexp[—i(wat + d3)] tanh[B(n + §2)], (76)
provided
w1 :2—%, w2:2—%, o = pysech(f),
MA?:%?(@—L ”232:2m+1s}1(5)_1' (77)

15



(iii) This model also admits two coupled pulse solutions. One solution is

U, = Aexp|—i(wit + d1)]dn[B(n + d2), m],

vn, = Bexp[—i(wat + 63)]dn[B(n + d2), m] (78)
provided
w1:w2:2[1—%] , VI=1a, 1= pe,
p1(A% 4 B?) = % . (79)

For the solution ([78)), uy,, v, satisfy the boundary condition (BTI).

(iv) Another pulse solution is

Un = AeXp[_i(wlt + 51)]\/ﬁcn[5(n + 62)7 m] ’

vy, = Bexp[—i(wat + d3)]v/men[B(n + d2), m] (80)
provided
w1=w2=2[1—%] , V1 =V2, f1 = U2,
2 2\ _ sn2(ﬁ,m)
(A + 5 = T (s1)

For the solution (8Q), uy,, v, satisfy the boundary condition (25]).

In the limit m = 1, these two solutions (78], (80) reduce to the coupled hyperbolic pulse solution

u, = Aexp[—i(wit + d1)]sech[B(n + d2)],

vp, = Bexp[—i(wat + 03)]sech[B(n + 2], (82)
provided

W1 = w2 = _2[COSh(/8) - 1]7 VG =vV2, M1 = M2,

p1(A? + B?) = sinh?(3) . (83)
Notice that the coupled pulse solutions are admissible only if pq = pe > 0.

16



(v) Finally, these coupled equations also admit a mixed kink solution

Uy, = Aexp|—i(wit + 61)]v/msn[B(n + &), m],

v, = B eXp[_i(OJQt + (53)]\/%811[,8(71 + 52)7 m] ) (84)
provided

wi = wy = 2[1 — cen(B, m)dn(B,m)],

vi =vy, 1 =pg, (A4 B?) =—sn’*(3,m). (85)

Thus unlike the coupled pulse solution, the coupled kink solution is only valid if uy = uo < 0. For the
solution (&4, u,, v, satisfy the boundary condition (25)).

In the limit m = 1, this solution reduces to the hyperbolic kink solution

uy, = Aexp[—i(wit + 1)) tanh[B(n + d§2)],

vp, = Bexp[—i(wat + 63)] tanh[B(n + d2)], (86)

provided

w1 =wy = 2tanh?(B), p1 =p2, vi=vy, ui(A%+ B%) = —tanh?(3). (87)

Before ending this section, it might be worthwhile explaining why this model (unlike coupled Salerno
or coupled AL models) does not admit Lamé polynomial solutions of order two. If we look at the field
equations which follow by using the general PB structure given by Eq. (), then it is easily seen that the

model admits Lamé polynomials of order two as solutions provided
L+ Mug? + Aojon > = 0. (88)

It is easily checked that while this condition can be readily satisfied in both coupled Salerno and coupled
AL models (where Ay = p1, 2 = pug2), this condition can never be satisfied in the coupled DNLS case
since in that case Ay = Ay = 0. Note, however, that in view of the nontrivial identities for Jacobi elliptic

functions [34] the coupled DNLS model still admits Lamé polynomial solutions of order one.
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6 Solutions for a Coupled Discrete ¢® Model

We start from the same continuum coupled ¢ model for which recently we have obtained Lamé polynomial
solutions of order two [I]. We now show that if we consider the following discrete variant of the same
model, then it has solutions not only in terms of Lamé polynomials of order one but even in terms of Lamé
polynomials of order two, even though the Lamé polynomials of order two are mot the solutions of the
uncoupled discrete ¢ model.

The field equations for the static coupled continuum model, which we had considered recently [I], are

given by (modulo a factor of 2 in the definitions of ¢y, co, e, f)

2
% = a1 — b1¢® + 2c16° + dpv® + 2e¢* P + 2f p)? (89)
d*y 3 5 2 4 2.3

Tz = a2t = by 4 2007 + YT + edy + 4f Y0 (90)

Let us consider the following coupled discrete model
i(<15 + Gno1 = 20n) = a1y — 16, + dndn + [c10p + ednn + fUR][dni1 + Pni] (91)
72 n+1 n—1 n) = A1Pn 1P, nPn C1Q, T EPY, n) [ Pn+1 n—1]

%(wn+1 + o1 — 20) = agthy, — bathd + dZeb, + (et + gﬁl + 2f 22 [Whns1 + Yn1], (92)

which in the continuum limit goes over to Egs. (89) and (@0). Here h denotes the discreteness parameter.
Solutions of the Uncoupled Model
Let us first note that the uncoupled field Eq. (@I]) for field ¢ (similar conclusion is also valid for the
field 1) given by
%(%H + Gn1 = 26n) = a1¢n — b1 + 1 Gp[Pni1 + dn1], (93)
has three solutions in terms of Lamé polynomials of order one. However, Lamé polynomials of order two

do not satisfy the uncoupled Eq. (@3]). In particular, it is easily shown that
an = Adn[ﬁ(n + 330)7 m] ) (94)
is an exact solution to the field Eq. (@3] provided

(95)

2 {dn(ﬁ,m) _1} G dn® (8, m)

412 4 _ = _ f—
AW e’ (Bm) =1, @ =55 | o G,m) Baer - n(B,m)[an(B, m) — 2 (B.m)]
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For the solution ([@4]), ¢,, satisfies the boundary condition

m) — QPn . 96
¢n+2f<é) ¢ (96)

Yet another solution to the field Eq. (93]) is given by

¢n = Av/men|[B(n + z9), m] (97)
provided
4,2 4 B 2 en(B,m) B b? B m2cen? (B, m)
AW eds'(f,m) =1, a = h? ldn%ﬂ,m) 11 " 2a1c1 dn®(B8,m)[en(B,m) — dn?(B,m)] (98)

For the solution (97]), ¢, satisfies the boundary condition

¢ axm) = Gn - (99)

In the limit m = 1, both these solutions go over to the pulse solution

¢n = Asech[B(n + x0)] , (100)
provided
2 b? cosh?(3)
h?A'c; = sinh? = —[cosh(8) — 1 L = : 101
¢1 =sinh*(8), a 2 [cosh(B) — 1] > 0, Sme ~ cosh(d) — 1 (101)
The third periodic solution to the field Eq. ([@3)) is given by
bn = Ayv/msn[B(n + xq),m|, (102)
provided
2 b? m?cn? (B8, m)dn? (5, m)
A'h?cins’ =1 =— d —-1]<0 L = ’ —~ . (103
c11s (/Bum) , ai h2 [Cn(57m) n(57m) ] ) 2|(11|Cl 1— cn(ﬁ,m)dn(ﬁ,m) ( )
For the solution (I02]), ¢,, satisfies the boundary condition (@9)).
In the limit m = 1, this solution goes over to the kink solution
¢n = Atanh[B(n + zo)], (104)
provided
h2A%c; = tanh?(B), a; = —ztanh2(5) <0 b = 1 (105)
’ h? " 2lajler  sinh?(28)
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Let us now discuss the solutions of the coupled Eqs. ([@1]) and (@2). It turns out that as in the coupled
AL case, the ¢ coupled equations have solutions satisfying the ansatz similar to (I7) (but no solutions
satisfying the ansatz similar to (40])), and also solutions in terms of Lamé polynomials of order one (by
making use of the identities for the Jacobi elliptic functions [34]).

Solutions of the Coupled Model Satisfying Ansatz Similar to (17

On substituting the ansatz

¢ +ay?=0b, a,b >0, (106)

(which is similar to the ansatz (7)) in the coupled field Egs. ([@I)) and (@2), we find that such solutions

exist provided

a=1, a1+ — = . (107)

This is a rather general ansatz and there are several solutions of this type which exist for this model.
Lamé polynomial solutions of order one

(i) One solution is

én = Adn[B(n + ¢2),m], b, = By/msn[B(n + c2),m], (108)

provided Eq. (I07) is satisfied and further
b=A% A*=DB?, a —bA?+2c,A"=0. (109)

Note that the width [ is completely arbitrary. For this solution, ¢,,, satisfy the boundary condition

given by Eq. (22)) with ¢, 1, replacing f,, g, respectively.

(ii) Another solution is

¢n = Amcn[ﬁ(n + 62)7m] y Yn = B\/Esn[ﬁ(n + Cg),TfL] ’ (110)

provided Eq. (I07) is satisfied and further
b=mA?, A?=DB?, a; —mhA%+2m%cA*=0. (111)
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For this solution, ¢y, 1, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. (28) with ¢,,, replacing f,, gn
respectively.

In the limit m = 1, both these solutions go over to the hyperbolic solution
fn = Asech[B(n + )], gn = Btanh[B(n + c2)], (112)

Lamé polynomial solutions of order two

(iii) One solution is given by
On = Adnz[ﬁ(n + 62)7 m] + B, n= F\/Esn[ﬁ(n + 62)7 m]dn[ﬁ(n + 62)7 m] ) (113)

provided Eq. (I07)) is satisfied and further

A2
b:z, A2=F% A=-2B, a1 —bB*+2¢,B*=0. (114)

For this solution, ¢y, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. ([22) with ¢,, v, replacing f,, gn
respectively.

(iv) Another solution is

¢ = AdD?[B(n + c2),m] + B, ¥, = Fmsn[B(n + c2), m]en[B(n + c2),m], (115)

provided Eq. (I07)) is satisfied and further

m2A?
b=—1—, A2 =F?, (2—m)A=—-2B, 8a; —2bym*F? + cym*F* = 0. (116)

For this solution, ¢,,, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. @BI)) with ¢,, ¥, replacing f,, gn
respectively.

In the limit m = 1, both the solutions (II3]) and (II5]), go over to the hyperbolic solution
n = Asech?[B(n + ¢2)] + B, b, = Ftanh[B(n + c3)|sech[B(n + ¢3)]. (117)

(v) Apart from these, several other solutions are possible. For example one can have the following

nonperiodic solution
A Bn

T e T Ve
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provided Eq. (I07) is satisfied and further
b=A?, A*’=DB2. (119)
(vi) Yet another solution is
¢n = Acos[B(n + c2)], ¥, = Bsin[B(n + c2)], (120)
provided Eq. (I07) is satisfied and further
b= A%, A*=RB2 (121)

For this solution, ¢,,, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. B8) with ¢,, ¥, replacing f,, gn
respectively.
Solutions following from identities for Jacobi elliptic functions

Using the identities for the Jacobi elliptic functions [34], we now show that there are six Lamé polynomial
solutions of order one to the coupled field Egs. ([@I]) and ([©2]).

Solution 1: It is not difficult to show that

én = Adn[B(n + x,),m], ¥, = Bymsn[B(n + x¢),m|, (122)

is an exact solution to the coupled field Eqs. (O1]) and ([02) provided

b1A? + dB? = 2(c; A + fBY — €A’ B?)ds(B, m)ns(8,m), (123)

a; + % +dB? 4+ 2(eA?B? — 2f BY)ds(8, m)ns(8,m) = 2(c; A* + fB* — eA2B?)ds(8, m)ns(B8,m)cs? (3, m)
(124)

% — fB*+ (eA’B* — 2f B*)cs*(B,m) = (c1A* + fB* — eA’B?)cs* (8,m) (125)

by B? +dA? = -2 (czB4 + §A4 - 2fA2B2) ds(8,m)cs(B,m), (126)

as + % +dA% —2(2f A’ B% — e AY)ds(B,m)cs(B,m) = 2(ca B + §A4 —2fA%2B%)ds(3, m)cs(B, m)ns*(8,m) ,
(127)

% - §A4 — (2fA?B? — eAYns?(8,m) = (0234 + §A4 - 2fAzB2> ns*(3,m). (128)
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For this solution, ¢y, 1, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. ([22) with ¢,,, replacing f,, gn
respectively.

These equations are of course trivially satisfied if relations (I07]) and (I09) are satisfied. It is worth
pointing out that while relations (I07]) and (I09]) are sufficient so that (I22]) constitutes an exact solution
to the coupled Eqgs. (@I]) and ([@2), it is not obvious if relations (I07) and (I09]) are also necessary. The
necessary relations are as given by Eqgs. (123]) to (I128).

Solution 2: Another solution is given by

én = Avmen|[B(n+ x,),m], 1, = By/msn[B(n + ), m], (129)
which is an exact solution to the coupled field Egs. (@II) and (02) provided
b1A? +dB? = 2(c;A' + fBY — eA2B?)cs(B,m)ns(8,m), (130)

a1—|—%+mdB2+2m(eA2B2—2fB4)cs(ﬂ, m)ns(B,m) = 2(c; A*+ f B —eA>B%)cs(B, m)ns(B, m)ds* (8, m) ,
(131)
% —m?fB* + m(eA’B? — 2fBY)ds*(8,m) = (c1 A + fB* — eA?B*)ds'(8,m), (132)

by B% 4 dA% = —2 (CQB‘1 + §A4 — 2fA2B2) ds(B,m)cs(B,m), (133)

a2+%+mdA2—2(2fA2B2—eA4)cs(5,m)cs(ﬂ,m) =2 (c2B4 + gA4 - 2fA2B2> ds(B,m)cs(8, m)ns?(8,m),

(134)

% — Al — (2f AB? - eA'ns*(8,m) = <c2B4 + oA - 2fA232> ns'(8,m). (135)

For this solution, ¢,,, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. (25) with ¢,,¥, replacing f,, gn
respectively.
These equations are trivially satisfied if relations (I07]) and (II1]) are satisfied.

In the limit m = 1, both the solutions ([I22]) and (I29]) go over to the hyperbolic soliton solution
¢n = Asech[B(n + x9)], ¥, = Btanh[B(n + x¢)], (136)

provided relations (I23]) to (I28)) with m = 1 are satisfied.
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Solution 3: It is not difficult to show that
¢n = Adn[ﬂ(n + .Z'O), m] ) wn = B\/ECH[,@(TL + xO)a m] )
is an exact solution to the coupled field Egs. (@I]) and (@2)) provided

b A? — dB? = 2(c1 A* + fB* + eA?B?)ds(B, m)ns(B,m)

a1+ 5 — (1= m)dB? — 2(1 — m)(eAB? 4 2f B)ds(8, m)ns(8,m)

2
= 2(01A4 + fB*+ eA2B2)ds(5, m)ns(f, m)cs2(5, m),

% - (1- m)sz4 —(1- m)(eAzB2 + 2fB4)cs2(5,m) = (61A4 + fB* + eAsz)cs4(5,m) ,
bgB2 - dA2 == —2 <62B4 + gA4 + 2fA2B2) HS(,B, m)cs(ﬂ, m) )
ag + % + (1= m)dA? +2(1 = m)(2f A*B? + eA")ns(3,m)cs (8, m)
=2 (B + ST+ 27 4257 ) ns( B, m)es(6,m)ds (5,m),

% — 51 =m)?A" (1= m)(2f AB + eA')dS*(B,m) = (eB + S A" + 2 A’ B*)ds" (8. m).

(137)

(138)

(139)

(140)

(141)

(142)

(143)

For this solution, ¢y, 1, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. ([22) with ¢,,, replacing f,, gn

respectively.

Solution 4: Another solution to the coupled Eqs. ([@]) and (@2 is given by
¢n = Adn[B(n + x,),m|, 1, = Bdn[B(n + x¢), m|,

provided
b1 A% — dB? = 2(c; A* + fB* + eA?B?)ds(3, m)ns(B,m)

2 = 2(01A4 + fB* + eAQBQ)ds(D, m)ns(f, m)cs2(5, m),

a1+h2

1
=5 = (@ A* 4+ [B 4 eA?B)es' (8,m),
b2 - aa? =2 (B4 SA* 4 2 A°B) (5, mpus(B,m).
2
as + e 2 (C2B4 + §A4 + 2fA2Bz) ns(B, m)ds(8,m)es*(8,m),
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1
= = <C2B4 +5AT+ 2fA2Bz) cs’(B,m) . (150)

For this solution, ¢y, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. @BI) with ¢,,, replacing f,, gn
respectively.

Solution 5: Yet another solution to the coupled Eqs. ([@Il) and (@2 is given by

én = Avmen[f(n+ x,),m], 1, = By/men[B(n + xo), m], (151)
provided
b1A? — dB? = 2(c; A' + fBY + eA2B?)cs(B,m)ns(8, m), (152)
a; + % = 2(c1 A" + fB* + eA2B?)cs(, m)ns(B,m)ds?*(8,m), (153)
% = (a1 A* + fB* + eA’B*)ds* (B, m) (154)
byB% — dA? =2 (6234 + §A4 + 2fA2B2) cs(B, m)ns(B,m), (155)
as + % =2 (6234 + §A4 + 2fA2B2) ns(3, m)cs(3, m)ds*(8,m), (156)
% = (CQB‘* + §A4 + 2fA2B2> ds*(B,m). (157)

For this solution, ¢y, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. (28) with ¢,,, replacing f,, gn
respectively.

In the limit m = 1, all three solutions given by (I37)), (I44]) and (I51]) go over to the hyperbolic soliton

solution
¢n = Asech[B(n + x¢)], ¥, = Bsech[B(n + xg)], (158)
provided
a1 = as = %[cosh(ﬂ) —1]> 0, bA? —dB?=0,B? —dA% = % sinh?(3) cosh(), (159)
el AY £ eA?B2 ¢ fBY = ;B + 2f A2B? + §A4 - Sml;l# . (160)
Solution 6: Finally, another solution to the coupled Egs. (@II) and (@2)) is given by
én = AvVmsn[B(n + x,),m], ¥, = Bymsn[f(n + xq),m], (161)
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provided

b A% — dB? = 2(c; A + fB* + eA2B?)cs (B, m)ds(B,m), (162)

a1 + % = 2(c1 A* + fB* 4+ eA2B?)cs(, m)ds(B, m)ns?(8,m), (163)
% — (1A' + fBY 4 e A B2)ns(8,m), (164)

by B2 — dA? = 2(ca B* + §A4 +2f A2 B2)cs(B, m)ds(B, m) (165)
as + % = 2(er B4 ST 4 27 AB)as(8, mes(8, mns (3, m) (166)
% = (2B' + SA 4 2f A B2)s (8, m). (167)

For this solution, ¢,,, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. (25) with ¢,, ¥, replacing f,, gn
respectively.

In the limit m = 1, this solution goes over to the hyperbolic soliton solution

¢n = Atanh[B(n + x9)], ¥, = Btanh[B(n + )], (168)

provided
ay =ag = —%[tanhZ(ﬁ)] <0, biA? —dB? = b,B? — dA? = —%% (169)
c1A* + eA?B? 4 fB* = oy B4 + 2fA2B% ¢ §A4 - mz& . (170)

7 Solutions for a Coupled Discrete ¢* Model

We start from the same coupled static discrete field equations as in our recent paper [29] for which we
had obtained six solutions in terms of Lamé polynomials of order one. We now show that the same model
also admits two Lamé polynomial solutions of order two, even though they are not the solutions of the

corresponding uncoupled problem. Let us start from the field equations considered in [29]
1
ﬁ(%ﬂ + Pn-1 — 2¢5) — 2006, — 28167 + VU2 [Pns1 + 1] =0, (171)

%(wn+1 + T;Z)n—l - 27;Z)n) - 2a2¢n - [252¢% + 7¢2L] W)n+1 + T,Z)n—l] =0. (172)
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Let us now discuss the solutions of the coupled Eqs. ([I7I) and ([I72). It turns out that as in the
coupled ¢% case, the ¢* coupled equations have solutions satisfying ansatz similar to the one given by Eq.
([I7) (but no solutions satisfying ansatz similar to ([@0))). Further, they also have solutions in terms of Lamé
polynomials of order one which we have already discussed in [29]. Note that these solutions were obtained
by making use of the identities for the Jacobi elliptic functions [34].

Solutions satisfying ansatz similar to (7))
On substituting the ansatz as given by Eq. (106 (which is similar to the ansatz given by Eq. (7)) in

the coupled field Egs. (ITI) and (I72]), we find that such solutions exist provided

1
2ﬁ1:252:’7, 011:0(2:—?, a=1. (173)

This is a rather general ansatz and there are several solutions of this type which exist in this model.
Lamé polynomial solutions of order one

(1) One solution is

On = Adn[ﬁ(n + Cg),TfL] y Yn = B\/ESHW(” + 62)7m] ) (174)

provided Eq. (I73]) is satisfied and further

b= A= !

2 _ p2
- A= (175)

Note that the width 5 is completely arbitrary. For this solution, ¢,, ¥, satisfy the boundary condition

given by Eq. ([22) with ¢, ¥, replacing f,, g, respectively.

(ii) Another solution is

on = Avmen[B(n + c2),m], ¥, = By/msn[B(n + c2),m], (176)

provided Eq. (I73)) is satisfied and further

1
b=mA? =

2 2
- A= (177)

For this solution, ¢y, 1, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. (28) with ¢,,, replacing f,, gn

respectively.
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In the limit m = 1, both these solutions go over to the hyperbolic solution
¢n = Asech[B(n + ¢2)], ¥, = Btanh[3(n + ¢2)], (178)

Lamé polynomial solutions of order two

(iii) One solution is given by
n = Adn?[B(n + co),m] + B, ¥, = Fy/msn[B(n + c2),m]dn[B(n + c),m], (179)

provided Eq. (I73)) is satisfied and further

A1
4 2B1h?’

A2 =F% A=-2B. (180)

For this solution, ¢y, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. (28) with ¢,,, replacing f,, gn
respectively.

(iv) Another solution is

¢n = Adn?[B(n + c2),m] + B, ¥n = Fmsn[B(n + c2), mlen[B(n + ¢2),m], (181)

provided Eq. (I73)) is satisfied and further

b m2 A2

, A2=F? (2-m)A=-2B. (182)

For this solution, ¢,,, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. @BI)) with ¢,, ¥, replacing f,, gn
respectively.

In the limit m = 1, both solutions (I79) and (I81]) go over to the hyperbolic solution
¢n = Asech®[B(n + ¢3)] + B, 1, = Ftanh[8(n + c3)]sech[B(n + ¢3)]. (183)

(v) Apart from these, several other solutions are possible. For example one can have a nonperiodic

solution
A Bn
= =2 184
= A T i (184)
provided Eq. (I73)) is satisfied and further
b= A%, A?=DB%. (185)
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(vi) Yet another solution is
¢n = Acos[f(n+c2)], ¥, = Bsin[f(n+ c2)], (186)
provided Eq. (I73)) is satisfied and further
b=A?, A2=DB?. (187)

For this solution, ¢y, satisfy the boundary condition given by Eq. @BI) with ¢,,, replacing f,, gn

respectively.

8 Summary

In this paper we have shown that for a number of coupled discrete models, e.g. coupled Salerno, coupled
Ablowitz-Ladik, coupled saturated nonlinear Schrédinger equation, coupled ¢%, coupled ¢*, while the
uncoupled equations do not admit solutions in terms of Lamé polynomials of order two, the coupled
models do admit such solutions. These solutions (with appropriate boundary conditions) have relevance
in physical contexts ranging from ferroelectric [7, 8, 9] to multiferroic [4, 5, 6] materials to the models in
field theory [10, 14] as well as for various discrete contexts [11, 12, 13].

The stability of various solutions found here remains an open issue to be explored numerically, par-
ticularly some solutions have an arbitrary soliton width. In addition, the scattering of solitons of various
discrete models is an important issue with these static solutions boosted with a certain velocity. Similarly,
the Peierls-Nabarro (discreteness) barrier for the solutions remains to be explored. Given the solutions in
terms of Lamé functions of order one and two, it is then worth enquiring if one considers coupling of three
discrete fields, would they admit solutions in terms of Lamé polynomials of order three? And if true, can

one generalize it to the case of IV coupled fields? We hope to address these issues in the near future.
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