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Abstract

The addition of higher order asymptotic corrections to the Korteweg-de Vries equation
results in the extended Korteweg-de Vries equation. These higher order terms destabilise
the dispersive shock wave solution, also termed an undular bore in fluid dynamics, and
result in the emission of resonant radiation. In broad terms, there are three possible
dispersive shock wave regimes: radiating dispersive shock wave (RDSW), cross-over dis-
persive shock wave (CDSW) and travelling dispersive shock wave (TDSW). While there
are existing solutions for the RDSW and TDSW regimes obtained using modulation the-
ory, there is no existing solution for the CDSW regime. Modulation theory and the
associated concept of a Whitham shock are used to obtain this CDSW solution. In addi-
tion, it is found that the resonant wavetrain emitted by the extended Korteweg-de Vries
equation with water wave coefficients has a minimal amplitude. This minimal amplitude
is explained based on the developed Whitham modulation theory.

This paper is dedicated to Gerald B. Whitham, FRS whose prophetic speculations on dis-

persive shocks in the 1960s and 1970s have been verified by this and other publications.

1 Introduction

A solitary wave is the standard solution of nonlinear, dispersive wave equations, intensively
studied since the 1960s, when it was found that certain solitary wave supporting equations
are integrable via the method of inverse scattering [1]. A solitary wave is termed a soliton
as for such equations solitary waves interact cleanly, with no change of form (other than
a phase shift), the word soliton then chosen due to its connotation with interacting sub-
atomic particles. The dispersive shock wave (DSW), also termed an undular bore in fluid
mechanics, is another generic solution of nonlinear, dispersive wave equations which has been
receiving increased study. In its standard form a DSW is a non-steady modulated wavetrain,
consisting of solitary waves at one edge and linear dispersive waves at the opposite edge,
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connecting two distinct flow states. The separation between these two edges continuously
increases. DSWs are formed due to the dispersive resolution of a discontinuity, with the
simplest initial condition generating one being a step. Undular bores were first observed as
the tidal bores which occur in coastal areas of strong tide and appropriate topography, for
example in Australia, Brazil, Canada, China, France, the United Kingdom and the United
States. However, DSWs are more widely observed in nature, with applications to water waves
[2, 3], meteorology [4, 5, 6], oceanography [7], geophysics [8, 9, 10], solid mechanics [11],
nonlinear optics [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19], Bose-Einstein condensates [21] and Fermionic
fluids [22].

DSW solutions are found using Whitham modulation theory [1, 23, 24]. Whitham mod-
ulation theory is an asymptotic technique used to study slowly varying periodic wave solu-
tions of dispersive wave equations and gives partial differential equations, termed modulation
equations, for the slowly varying parameters of the wavetrain, for instance its amplitude,
wavelength and mean height. In the case for which these modulation equations form a hy-
perbolic system the underlying periodic wavetrain is modulationally stable. A simple wave
solution of these hyperbolic modulation equations is then the DSW solution of the underlying
equation [26, 27]. Such simple wave solutions are easy to determine if the modulation equa-
tions can be set in Riemann invariant form, which is guaranteed if the underlying equation
is integrable [28], but is difficult for non-integrable equations. It has been found that in the
solitary wave and linear wave limits modulation equations have degenerate forms, from which
it was shown that the solitary wave and linear wave edges of a DSW can be determined
without knowledge of the full modulation equations or their Riemann invariant form [29]. An
extensive review of DSWs, their physical applications and the connections between Whitham
modulation equations and DSWs can be found in [30].

This standard view of DSWs substantially alters for nonlinear, dispersive wave equations
with non-convex dispersion. This non-convex dispersion allows dispersive radiation to be in
resonance with solitary waves, so that the solitary wave sheds dispersive radiation and so
is nonlocal [31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36]. The solitary wave then radiates away. As a DSW is a
modulated wavetrain with solitary waves at one edge, non-convex dispersion means that a
DSW can also be resonant, shedding radiation, with the individual waves of the DSW being in
resonance, not just the solitary wave at one edge. As the DSW connects distinct flow states,
it does not radiate away as the mass shed in radiation is replaced by that of the flow state into
which it expands. The addition of higher order dispersion to standard nonlinear, dispersive
wave equations, such as the Korteweg-de Vries equation [37, 38] and the nonlinear Schrödinger
(NLS) equation [39, 40, 41, 42, 43], results in their DSWs being resonant. In addition, the
DSW solution of the equations governing nonlinear optical beam propagation in nematic liquid
crystals can be resonant or non-resonant [16, 18, 19, 20], depending on the size of the jump of
beam power across it. The extended Korteweg-de Vries (eKdV) equation is an extension of
the standard Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation for which the next higher order dispersive,
nonlinear and nonlinear-dispersive terms are included in the asymptotic expansion [1] which
yields the KdV equation from more general equations, such as the water wave equations
[44]. The eKdV DSW solution, undular bore, is resonant [38], with the higher order, fifth
order, dispersion being a major driver of this [37]. This resonance has a profound effect on
the structure of the DSW, with the classical structure outlined above destroyed if the higher
order terms are strong enough. Three regimes have been identified, radiating dispersive shock
wave (RDSW), see Figure 1(c), crossover dispersive shock wave (CDSW), see Figure 1(b), and
travelling dispersive shock wave (TDSW), see Figure 1(d). An RDSW occurs when the effect
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Figure 1: DSW types. (a) classical KdV DSW with ci = 0, i = 1, . . . , 4, (b) non-classical
CDSW with c1 = −1, c2 = c3 = 1, c4 = 0.4, (c) non-classical RDSW with c1 = −1,
c2 = c3 = 1, c4 = 0.3, (d) non-classical TDSW with c1 = −1, c2 = c3 = 1, c4 = 2.0 . In these
figures, t = 50, ǫ = 0.15 with u− = 0.5 and u+ = 0.

of the higher order terms is weak and so is a perturbed, radiating version of the classical
DSW. Above a threshold the resonance completely destroys the classical DSW structure,
leaving a non-oscillatory jump between the initial levels of the step generating it. Essentially,
the classical DSW is radiated away by the dominant resonant wavetrain. Between these
two regimes, there is the CDSW, illustrated in Figure 1(b). The classical DSW, illustrated in
Figure 1(a) by the KdV DSW, is destabilised by the shed resonant wavetrain, which results in
a structure similar to that for the focusing NLS equation with the amplitude ordered classical
DSW of Figure 1(a) replaced by an amplitude disordered CDSW of nearly constant average
amplitude at its leading edge, but with a rapid decrease to the level behind over its trailing
edge, as seen in Figure 1(b), so that a CDSW has a nearly constant amplitude over much
of its length [45]. That is, both the unstable focusing NLS DSW and the CDSW are large
genus wavetrains (multi-phase wavetrains) that result in the long term formation of a so-called
soliton gas (a large number of randomly interacting solitary waves) [45, 46, 47]. However,
the latter sheds resonant radiation due to the non-convex dispersion effect. The connection
between a soliton gas and a CDSW deserves more detailed study, which is beyond the present
work . Figure 1(d) displays the time evolution of the resonant wavetrain propagating ahead of
the CDSW to emphasise details of its modulational instability. This instability is analogous
to the Benjamin-Feir instability observed in water waves as sideband perturbations [1, 25],
see [48] for experimental photographs of this phenomenon. The underlying high frequency
resonant wavetrain with its unstable amplitude modulation is clear.
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The eKdV equation RDSW can be found as a perturbation of the KdV equation DSW [49].
The TDSW solution has also been found as a TDSW is essentially a jump between two levels
connected to the resonant wavetrain [37, 50, 51]. The present work will determine the eKdV
equation CDSW solution based on Whitham modulation theory and the associated concept of
a Whitham shock, which is a shock in the modulation variables [24, 1, 51] and links the CDSW
to the resonant wavetrain. When Whitham developed modulation theory he speculated on
the role of shocks in the case for which the modulation equations were hyperbolic, so that
the underlying periodic wavetrain is stable [24], but did not explore the topic in extensive
detail. The use of shocks in hyperbolic modulation equations has only recently been developed
[51, 52], with applications to the Kawahara equation [51], the fifth order KdV equation [51]
and the BBM equation [53]. Finally, it has been previously found that there is a resonant
wave amplitude minimum for the CDSW solution of the eKdV equation with water wave
coefficients [38]. This amplitude minimum is deduced as a result of the developed modulation
theory.

2 Extended Korteweg-de Vries equation

The Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation arises as an asymptotic approximation to more general
equations in the long wavelength, weakly nonlinear limit when weak nonlinearity is balanced
with weak dispersion [1]. If this asymptotic expansion is taken to one order beyond the KdV
approximation, the result is the extended Korteweg-de Vries (eKdV) equation [44]

ut + 6uux + uxxx + ǫ
[

c1u
2ux + c2uxuxx + c3uuxxx + c4uxxxxx

]

= 0. (1)

Here, ǫ is a parameter measuring the weak nonlinearity, which for water waves is the ratio of
the wave amplitude to the undisturbed fluid depth. In the particular case of surface water
waves the higher order coefficients are c1 = −3/2, c2 = 23/4, c3 = 5/2 and c4 = 19/40
[44]. The eKdV equation also arises in the nonlinear optics of coherent beam propagation
in nematic liquid crystals [19], for which ǫ is the ratio of the optical beam amplitude above
a background level to this background level, and nonlinear elasticity [11]. The higher order
coefficients ci, i = 1, . . . , 4, are involved in this case and can be found in the original work.
The Kawahara equation is the special case for which there is only fifth order dispersion [31],
ci = 0, i = 1, 2, 3, and c4 6= 0,

ut + 6uux + uxxx + ǫc4uxxxxx = 0. (2)

The Kawahara equation arises for gravity-capillary waves for which the Bond number is near
1/3 [37]. In the present work, to generate a DSW the step initial condition

u(x, 0) =

{

u+, x > 0
u−, x < 0

(3)

will be used, with u− > u+.
The eKdV equation has the mass conservation equation

∂

∂t
u+

∂

∂x

[

3u2 + uxx + ǫ

(

1

3
c1u

3 + c3uuxx +
1

2
(c2 − c3) u

2
x + c4uxxxx

)]

= 0. (4)
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The eKdV energy conservation is less straightforward to derive [19]. On multiplying the eKdV
equation (1) by u and integrating by parts gives

∂

∂t

1

2
u2 +

∂

∂x

[

2u3 + uuxx −
1

2
u2x + ǫ

(

1

4
c1u

4 +
1

2
c2u

2uxx + c4uuxxxx − c4uxuxxx

+
1

2
c4u

2
xx

)]

+ ǫ

(

c3 −
1

2
c2

)

u2uxxx = 0. (5)

To set the final term in conservation form we use the fact that ǫ is small. The first order
equation, the KdV equation (ǫ = 0), gives

∂

∂t
u3 = −3u2 (6uux + uxxx) = − ∂

∂x

9

2
u4 − 3u2uxxx, (6)

so that (5) becomes the eKdV energy conservation equation

∂

∂t

[

1

2
u2 − 1

3
ǫ

(

c3 −
1

2
c2

)

u3
]

+
∂

∂x

[

2u3 + uuxx −
1

2
u2x + ǫ

(

1

4
c1u

4

+
1

2
c2u

2uxx + c4uuxxxx − c4uxuxxx +
1

2
c4u

2
xx −

3

2

(

c3 −
1

2
c2

)

u4
)]

= 0, (7)

which is valid to O(ǫ2). We note that if c2 = 2c3, then this energy conservation law is exact.
However, this relation does not hold for the eKdV equation with the water wave coefficients.

The mass (4) and energy (7) conservation equations are of the form

∂Pm

∂t
+

∂Qm

∂x
= 0,

∂Pe

∂t
+

∂Qe

∂x
= 0, (8)

where Pm, Pe and Qm, Qe are the mass and energy densities and fluxes,

Pm = u, (9)

Pe =
1

2
u2 − 1

3
ǫ

(

c3 −
1

2
c2

)

u3, (10)

Qm = 3u2 + uxx + ǫ

(

1

3
c1u

3 + c3uuxx +
1

2
(c2 − c3)u

2
x + c4uxxxx

)

, (11)

Qe = 2u3 + uuxx −
1

2
u2x + ǫ

[

1

4
c1u

4 +
1

2
c2u

2uxx + c4uuxxxx − c4uxuxxx +
1

2
c4u

2
xx

+
3

2

(

1

2
c2 − c3

)

u4
]

, (12)

respectively.

3 Resonant wave Stokes expansion

It can be seen from Figure 1 that the amplitude of the resonant wavetrain generated by
a CDSW is small, certainly smaller than the amplitude of the DSW itself. The resonant
wavetrain can then be taken as a Stokes wave expansion of the form

ur = ūr + ar cos θr + a2ru2 cos 2θr +O(a3r), ωr(kr, ar) = ω0 + arω1 + a2rω2 +O(a3r), (13)
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where ūr is the mean height of the wavetrain. Here, ar is the amplitude of the resonant
wavetrain and ωr and kr are its frequency and wavenumber, with θr = krx−ωrt. Substituting
this Stokes wave expansion into the eKdV equation (1), separating out the resulting equation
at O(ǫn), n = 0, 1, 2, and eliminating secular terms gives

ω0 = (6ūr + ǫc1ū
2
r)kr − (1 + ǫc3ūr) k

3
r + ǫc4k

5
r , ω1 = 0, (14)

ω2 =
36 + 24ǫc1ūr − ǫ (48c3 − 6c1 − 6c2) k

2
r

24kr − ǫ (120c4k3r − 24c3ūrkr)
+O

(

ǫ2
)

=
3

2kr
+ ǫ

[

1

4
(c1 + c2 − 8c3 + 30c4) kr +

(

c1 −
3

2
c3

)

ūr
kr

]

+O
(

ǫ2
)

(15)

and

u2 =
6 + 2ǫc1ūr − ǫ(c2 + c3)k

2
r

12k2r + 12ǫ (c3ūr − 5c4k2r ) k
2
r

=
1

2k2r
− 1

12
ǫ

[

c2 + c3 − 30c4 − 2 (c1 − 3c3)
ūr
k2r

]

+O
(

ǫ2
)

.

(16)
The reason that the Stokes wave coefficients are expanded for small ǫ in (14)–(16) is to make
the Whitham modulation jump conditions that connect the bore with the resonant radiation
ahead in the CDSW regime as simple as possible.

4 CDSW equal amplitude approximation

As seen from the example shown in Figure 2 the eKdV CDSW is unstable, as is its generated
resonant wavetrain, see Figure 2(b), and does not exhibit the standard KdV DSW structure,
as discussed in Section 1. The amplitudes of the waves of the CDSW do not decrease mono-
tonically from the leading to the trailing edges. The amplitudes of the waves are random due
to the instability, but distributed around a constant mean, with a rapid decrease to u− at the
trailing edge [45]. This broad structure of a CDSW can be exploited to obtain an approximate
solution for it [18, 19, 54], which can then be linked to loss radiated in the resonant wavetrain
[18, 19]. In essence, the CDSW is approximated by a train of uniform solitary waves, with
mass and energy conservation used to determine the amplitude and spacing of these waves.

The basis of the equal amplitude approximation is the solitary wave solution of the eKdV
equation. While there is no exact solitary wave solution of this equation, there is a perturba-
tion solution based on ǫ small [49]

us = ūs +
(

as + ǫc6a
2
s

)

sech2 wsθs + ǫc7a
2
s sech

4 wsθs +O(ε2), (17)

with phase θs = x− Ust, inverse width ws =
√

as/2 and velocity Us = 2as + 4ǫc4a
2
s +O(ǫ2),

for which the new constants c6 and c7 are

c6 = −1

6
c1 +

1

6
c2 +

2

3
c3 − 5c4, c7 =

1

12
c1 −

1

4
c2 −

1

2
c3 +

15

2
c4. (18)

Let us assume that in the CDSW regime the solution consists of the level ahead u+,
joining to a resonant wavetrain of amplitude ar, wavenumber kr and mean height ūr (the
frequency ωr given by the Stokes wave dispersion relation (13)), followed by a uniform train
of N(t) equal solitary waves of amplitude as on a mean level ūs, which then links to the level
u− behind. This matches the general form of the example CDSW solution shown in Figure
1.
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Figure 2: Example CDSWs. (a) Detail of CDSW at t = 50, (b) evolution detail of resonant
wavetrain. In these figures, c1 = −1, c2 = c3 = 1, c4 = 0.4 with ǫ = 0.15 and u− = 0.5,
u+ = 0.

The eKdV mass and energy conservation equations (4) and (7) are now integrated in x
from the level behind u− to the trailing edge of the resonant wavetrain, giving

N

∫

∞

−∞

us dx =

[

3u2
−
+

1

3
ǫc1u

3
−
− Q̄mr

]

t, (19)

N

∫

∞

−∞

[

1

2
u2s −

1

3
ǫ

(

c2 −
1

2
c2

)

u3s

]

dx =

[

2u3
−
+

1

4
ǫ (c1 + 3c2 − 6c3)u

4
−
− Q̄er

]

t. (20)

Here, Q̄mr and Q̄er are the mass and energy fluxes (11) and (12) averaged over the Stokes wave
(13), respectively. Dividing these mass and energy results and evaluating the mass and energy
fluxes over the resonant wavetrain gives a relation linking the solitary wave amplitude as and
mean height ūs to the amplitude ar, wavenumber kr and mean height ūr of the resonant
wavetrain. As this expression is involved, particularly the energy density, the relation is
detailed in Appendix A. Dividing the mass and energy results (19) and (20) gives the implicit
relation

∫

∞

−∞
us dx

∫

∞

−∞

[

1

2
u2s − 1

3
ǫ
(

c2 − 1

2
c2
)

u3s
]

dx
=

3u2
−
+ 1

3
ǫc1u

3
−
− Q̄mr

2u3
−
+ 1

4
ǫ (c1 + 3c2 − 6c3) u4− − Q̄er

, (21)

which determines the amplitude of the CDSW.
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5 Modulation theory for CDSW and resonant wavetrain

The resonance condition between the CDSW and the resonant wavetrain is that the solitary
wave velocity Us equals the Stokes wave velocity, so that

2as + 4ǫc4a
2
s = c =

ω0 + a2rω2

kr
, (22)

where ω0 and ω2 are given by the dispersion relation (13).
The example numerical solution of the eKdV equation in the CDSW regime shown in

Figure 1 shows that it consists of five distinct regions. The initial level behind u− links to
an unstable DSW, which then shows a sharp jump to the shed resonant wavetrain, which is
here modelled by a Whitham shock. The resonant wavetrain then transitions to the initial
level ahead u+ via a “partial DSW” [50, 55]. A “full DSW,” as for the standard KdV DSW,
is a transition between two uniform levels via a modulated wavetrain with solitary waves at
one edge and linear waves at the opposite edge. A partial DSW links two uniform wavetrains
via a modulated wavetrain whose amplitude, wavenumber and mean height are continuous
at the two edges. A full DSW is a limit of a partial DSW with no steady wavetrains at its
edges. The partial DSW smoothly raises the initial level ahead u+ to the mean level of the
resonant wavetrain ūr, which then jumps discontinuously to the mean level of the CDSW
ūs via the Whitham shock joining the resonant wavetrain to the CDSW. To fully determine
the partial DSW the Whitham modulation equations for the resonant wavetrain need to be
calculated [55]. This results in an involved system of equations [55] when the jump conditions
across the Whitham shock are included. However, ūr is very close to u+ [50] and to a good
approximation can be set to u+ and the extra accuracy obtained by the inclusion of the
partial DSW is minimal. Indeed, the mean level will be found to have minimal change over
the Whitham shock.

It can be seen from Figure 1 that the DSW and its associated resonant wavetrain are
unstable in the CDSW regime. The Whitham modulation equations can then be assumed
to be elliptic [1, 24], even though they have not been calculated. Although this ellipticity
conclusion comes from numerical observations and not from an exact calculation of the as-
sociated Whitham modulation system, it was analytically verified in [50] that the Whitham
modulation system becomes fully elliptic when the stable Kawahara DSW regime approaches
the CDSW regime. Extending the modulation theory work of [50] to eKdV CDSWs is outside
the scope of the present study and will not be dealt with here. It is another topic for future
study.

In theory elliptic systems do not have discontinuous solutions with shock waves. However,
Figure 1 shows that there is a clear rapid connection between the CDSW and the resonant
wavetrain, which we shall model as a discontinuity. We shall then model this connection by
a Whitham shock based on the conservation of mass and energy across it as these quantities
have to be conserved for any valid solution. This approach was found to be successful in the
study of the DSW solution of the nematic equations [18, 19].

Averaging the mass and energy conservation equations (8) over the resonant wavetrain
ahead of the Whitham shock and the CDSW behind the shock gives the jump conditions
across the shock. As the CDSW is led by solitary waves, the Whitham shock velocity is equal
to the solitary wave velocity Us [1]. The jump conditions are then

− Us

[

P̄mcdsw − P̄mr

]

+
[

Q̄mcdsw − Q̄mr

]

= 0, −Us

[

P̄ecdsw − P̄er

]

+
[

Q̄ecdsw − Q̄er

]

= 0,
(23)
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where P̄mcdsw, P̄ecdsw and P̄mr, P̄er denote the mass and energy densities (9) and (10) averaged
over the CDSW regime and the Stokes wave, respectively. Similarly, Q̄mcdsw, Q̄ecdsw and
Q̄ecdsw, Q̄er denote the mass and energy fluxes (11) and (12) averaged over the bore in the
CDSW regime and the Stokes wave, respectively. Here, Us denotes the Whitham shock
velocity.

The CDSW amplitude relation (21), the resonance condition (22) and the jump conditions
(23) give four relations for the five unknowns as, ar, ūs, ūr and kr. With the approximation
that ūr = u+, this gives a complete system of equations. This system of equations to determine
the resonant CDSW were solved numerically using Newton’s method. It was found to be
sufficient to keep terms up to the orders O(ǫ) and O(a2r) in the CDSW amplitude relation
(21), the resonance condition (22) and the mass jump condition of (23) in order to keep
these equations as simple as possible. We note that the eKdV equation (1) as a reduction
of the water wave equations is asymptotically valid to O(ǫ). However, it was found to be
essential to keep all terms in the Whitham energy jump condition of (23) in order to obtain
good agreement with numerical solutions. Indeed, Newton’s method had a tendency to not
converge if all energy terms were not included. Including higher order terms in the CDSW
amplitude relation (21), the resonance condition (22) and the mass jump condition of (23)
resulted in no graphical difference in the resulting solution. Indeed, if the theoretical resonant
wave amplitude is truncated to the linear value Ar = ar, there is no observable difference in the
comparisons with numerical solutions. As the full detailed jump conditions, particularly the
energy jump condition, are then extensive, they are given in Appendix B. A similar situation
was encountered in the study of nematic CDSWs when the nonlocality of the nematic medium
is decreased to the local optical limit [19].

6 Comparisons with numerical solutions

The eKdV equation (1) was solved numerically using the pseudo-spectral method of Fornberg
and Whitham [27] as extended to enhance stability at high wavenumbers, particularly due
to the higher order fifth order dispersion [56, 57]. The spatial derivatives were calculated
in Fourier space, with the equation propagated in time using the fourth order Runge-Kutta
method in Fourier space. As stated, to enhance stability linear dispersion was propagated
using an integrating factor [56, 57]. Numerical solutions generated using this numerical scheme
will now be compared with solutions of the modulation theory of Section 5. As can be seen
from Figure 1 that the resonant wavetrain is unstable. The resonant wave amplitude was
then calculated by averaging the amplitude over the resonant wavetrain up to its front.

Figure 3 shows comparisons between full numerical solutions of the Kawahara equation
(2) and modulation theory for the resonant wavetrain amplitude

Ar = ar + a2ru2, (24)

see (13), the CDSW solitary wave amplitude

As = as + ǫ (c6 + c7) a
2
s, (25)

see (17), the resonant wavetrain wavenumber kr and the Whitham shock velocity Us. In
general, the agreement between modulation theory and numerical solutions is excellent across
the CDSW regime. The agreement even extends beyond the CDSW regime into the RDSW
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Figure 3: Comparison between numerical solutions of the Kawahara equation (2) and modu-
lation theory. Numerical solution: ◦ (red circle); modulation theory solution: red (solid) line;
boundaries between DSW regimes: green (dashed) line. (a) resonant wave amplitude Ar, (b)
solitary wave amplitude of CDSW As, (c) wavenumber of resonant wavetrain kr, (d) velocity
of Whitham shock Us. Here, c4 = 1, u− = 0.5 and u+ = 0.

and TDSW regimes, particularly for the wavenumber of the resonant wavetrain kr. We
note that the resonant radiation is an unstable wavetrain (multi-phase wavetrain), so there
exists no single dominant wavenumber. The numerical values of kr were then determined by
averaging over the resonant wavetrain. It was found that averaging over 10 to 20 crests was
sufficient. The agreement is good in the TDSW regime, which is expected as modulation
theory in the TDSW regime is the limit of the present modulation theory if the amplitude
As of the solitary waves vanishes and the mean level becomes the level behind u− [51]. In
this context, it should be noted that in the present work the solitary wave amplitude As is
measured from the level ahead u+ = 0 as the equal amplitude approximation is based on the
leading edge of the DSW, so that in the TDSW limit As → u−, while in the work of Sprenger
and Hoefer [51] the wave amplitude is measured from the local mean level. The agreement
for the solitary wave amplitude As is less good in the RDSW regime as the DSW cannot
be approximated by a train of equal amplitude solitary waves since the DSW is a perturbed
KdV DSW in this regime [44].

The present modulation theory gives that the amplitude Ar of the resonant wavetrain
rapidly approaches zero in the RDSW regime, as expected, but less rapidly than the numerical
amplitude. Similarly, the modulation and numerical Whitham shock velocities Us are in
excellent agreement in the CDSW regime, and even in the RDSW regime. The latter is
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ǫ = 0.01 ǫ = 0.03 ǫ = 0.05 ǫ = 0.1 ǫ = 0.2

ūs = 5.03 × 10−6 ūs = 9.6 × 10−5 ūs = 3.05× 10−4 ūs = 1.1 × 10−3 ūs = 3.20 × 10−3

Table 1: Modulation mean level ūs of CDSW for Kawahara equation (2). Here, c4 = 1,
u− = 0.5 and u+ = 0.

c1 = 0.006 c1 = 0.660 c1 = 1.333 c1 = 2.000 c1 = 2.266

ūs = 3.4× 10−4 ūs = 5.3× 10−4 ūs = 9.3 × 10−4 ūs = 1.58 × 10−3 ūs = 1.96 × 10−3

Table 2: Modulation mean level ūs of the CDSW for the eKdV equation (1). The coefficients
c1, c2 and c3 are taken equal, while c4 is fixed at c4 = 0.351. Here, ǫ = 0.15, u− = 0.5 and
u+ = 0.

expected as the RDSW solution is a perturbation of the generic DSW solution. In the TDSW
regime, the modulation Whitham shock velocity differs slightly from the numerical velocity.

Table 1 displays the modulation theory solution for the mean level ūs of the Kawahara
CDSW for a range of ǫ. As stated above, the Whitham shock results in a very small change
in mean level from that ahead, u+, which validates the assumption above used to solve the
system of modulation equations for the CDSW.

Table 2 shows the modulation solution for the mean height ūs of the CDSW solitary waves
for a general eKdV equation. As for the Kawahara equation results of Table 1, the jump in
mean height across the Whitham shock is minimal, so much so that it is difficult to measure
from numerical solutions. We then conclude that the resonant wavetrain is again essentially
linear. As the mean level and the wave propagating on this mean level do not couple at
the linear level [1], the minimal variation of ūr from u+, as assumed in order to solve the
modulation equations, is then clear.

Figure 4 shows similar comparisons as Figure 3 for the Kawahara equation, but for a
general eKdV equation with c1, c2 and c3 non-zero. The overall agreement is similar to that
for the Kawahara equation in the CDSW regime. The modulation theory resonant wave
amplitude Ar is in excellent agreement with the numerical amplitude, with reasonable agree-
ment even in the RDSW regime, as for the Kawahara equation. In contrast, the modulation
solitary wave amplitude As is in excellent agreement with the numerical amplitude, even in
the RDSW regime, for which good agreement is not expected, as discussed above for the
Kawahara equation results. Figures 4(c) and (d) show similar excellent agreement for the
resonant wavetrain wavenumber kr and the Whitham shock velocity Us, with the excellent
agreement holding into the RDSW regime. The Whitham shock velocity Us and the resonant
wavenumber kr are connected through the resonance condition (22), so this similar agreement
with numerical solutions is expected.

To additionally ensure the validity of the equal amplitude approximation used for the
unstable bore of the CDSW, we report a few comparison cases for the number of leading,
randomly distributed solitary waves N , on neglecting the descending waves near the trailing
edge which take the solution down to the initial level behind u−, as compared with numerical
results. In theory, N is given by equation (19) or equation (20). For example, with ǫ = 0.04,
c4 = 1 (ǫ = 0.14, c4 = 1) at t = 30, Kawahara CDSWmodulation theory gives N = 8.6580 ≈ 9
(N = 10.16 ≈ 10) and numerical solutions give N ≈ 9 (N ≈ 11). Similarly, with ǫ = 0.15,
c1 = c2 = c3 = 0.006 (c1 = c2 = c3 = 1.333), c4 = 0.3513 at t = 30, eKdV CDSW modulation
theory gives N = 8.9041 ≈ 9 (N = 8.463 ≈ 8), and numerical solutions give N ≈ 10 (N ≈ 8).
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Figure 4: Comparison between numerical solutions of the eKdV equation (1) with c1 = c2 = c3
and c4 = 0.351 with modulation theory. Numerical solution: ◦ (red circle); modulation theory
solution: red (solid) line; boundaries between DSW regimes: green (dashed) line. (a) resonant
wave amplitude Ar, (b) solitary wave amplitude of CDSW As, (c) wavenumber of resonant
wavetrain kr, (d) velocity of Whitham shock Us. Here, ε = 0.15, u− = 0.5 and u+ = 0.

7 Water Waves

One of the motivations behind the present work is the observed resonant wave amplitude
minimum for the eKdV equation (1) with the water wave coefficients [38]. This is illustrated
in Figure 5 based on two values of the nonlinearity parameter ǫ. Figure 5(a) displays the
water wave bore for ǫ = 0.15. The bore is in the RDSW regime and the resonant wavetrain
has amplitude ∼ 6 × 10−3. To illustrate the effect of the higher order coefficients on the
bore structure, Figure 5(b) displays the bore solution for the water wave coefficients c1, c2
and c4, but with c3 = 0. The coefficient c3 was varied as this coefficient was found to have
the greatest effect on the resonant wave amplitude. The bore has become unstable and is
bordering on the CDSW regime with the resonant wavetrain having amplitude ∼ 2 × 10−2.
The increase of ǫ to 0.3 shows the same overall behaviour. The bore with the water wave
coefficients, Figure 5(c), is bordering on the CDSW regime, with the resonant wavetrain still
having minimal amplitude ∼ 1 × 10−2. In contrast with c3 = 0, Figure 5(d), the bore is
bordering on the TDSW regime, with the waves of the bore having much reduced amplitude
and extent, and the resonant wavetrain having amplitude ∼ 4 × 10−2. As well as greatly
reducing the resonant wave amplitude, the water wave coefficients delay the onset of the
transition between the bore regimes, RDSW to CDSW to TDSW. As the resonant wavetrain
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Figure 5: Dependence of bore structure on higher order parameters with c1 = −3/2, c2 = 23/4
and c4 = 19/40. (a) c3 = 5/2, ǫ = 0.15, (b) c3 = 0, ǫ = 0.15, (c) c3 = 5/2, ǫ = 0.3, (d) c3 = 0,
ǫ = 0.3. Here, u− = 0.5, u+ = 0 and t = 10.

amplitude increases on transition from RDSW to CDSW to TDSW, these two effects are
connected. The modulation theory of the present work will now be used to analyse the effect
of the values of ci, i = 1, . . . , 4, on the bore structure.

The modulation equations with the Whitham shock jump conditions for the eKdV equa-
tion do not have a (real) solution when the coefficients ci, i = 1, . . . , 4, take the water wave
values. However, a solution of the modulation equations does exist for ranges of the higher
order coefficients. To be specific, the dependence of the existence of modulation theory so-
lutions on the higher order coefficients will be explored by varying the nonlinearity ǫ with
c1, c2 and c4 taking the water wave values and determining the existence ranges in the final
higher order coefficient c3. Figure 6(a) shows the existence range of the modulation theory
solution for a range of the nonlinearity ǫ, up to high values which are outside the range of
asymptotic validity of the eKdV equation, noting that the water wave value is c3 = 5/2.
Figure 6(b) shows a bore for c3 = 3.5 and ǫ = 0.3, which is in the region for which the
modulation equations do not have a solution. The location of this c3 value is shown by the
upper black dot in Figure 6(a). Comparing with Figure 5(d) it can be seen that the reso-
nant wavetrain has greatly reduced amplitude, in agreement with modulation theory. The
location of the c3 value used for Figure 5(d) is shown by the lower black dot in Figure 6(a).
The resonant wave amplitude of Figure 6(b) is of the same order as the example shown in
Figure 5(c), which is for the water wave coefficients for the same value of ǫ. While this is not
conclusive justification for the low resonant wave amplitudes seen in Figures 5(a) and (c) and
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6(b) as the bore for ǫ = 0.15 is in the RDSW regime and for ǫ = 0.3 is just in the CDSW
regime and the present modulation theory is for the CDSW regime, it is consistent with the
observed numerical results and provides justification to some degree. A final observation from
these modulation theory results is that the minimal resonant wave amplitude exists for an
unbounded range of c3. This is in contrast to the conclusion of [38] that an amplitude node
exists for a discrete combination of the higher order coefficients ci, i = 1, . . . , 4, with small
amplitude in a neighbourhood of this node. This conclusion was based on previous results for
resonant solitary waves governed by the eKdV equation, as detailed in this work. It can then
be concluded that results for solitary waves do not necessarily transfer to bores governed by
the same equation.
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Figure 6: (a) Existence interval for the modulation solution as the nonlinearity ǫ and c3 vary.
The modulation solution exists in the red (shaded) region. (b) Example of bore for c3 = 3.5
and ǫ = 0.3 at t = 10. The other coefficients are the water wave values c1 = −3/2, c2 = 23/4
and c4 = 19/40. Here, u− = 0.5 and u+ = 0.
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Figure 7: (a) Resonant wave amplitude Ar just below the existence borderline of Figure 6.
(b) Resonant wave amplitude Ar as c3 varies with ǫ = 0.13. Modulation theory amplitude:
red (solid) line; numerical amplitude: ◦ red circle. The other coefficients are the water wave
values c1 = −3/2, c2 = 23/4 and c4 = 19/40. Here, u− = 0.5 and u+ = 0.

Figure 7(a) shows the resonant wave amplitude Ar just below the modulation theory cutoff
of Figure 6(a) as given by modulation theory and full numerical solutions. It can be seen
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that the agreement between theory and numerical solutions is excellent and that the resonant
wave amplitude is small, even up to very large values of the nonlinearity parameter ǫ. Figure
7(b) details the rapid decrease of the resonant wave amplitude Ar as the modulation theory
borderline of Figure 6(a) is crossed. For this figure the higher order coefficient c3 was varied,
while c1, c2 and c4 were kept at their water wave values. The nonlinearity parameter used
was ǫ = 0.13, for which modulation theory gives the borderline c3 = 2.1. The rapid decrease
of both the numerical and modulation theory amplitudes as the theoretical borderline is
approached as c3 increases is clearly visible, with the numerical amplitude being very small
above c3 = 2.1. Indeed, as c3 increases above 2.1, the numerical amplitude continues to
decrease. Finally, the agreement between the numerical and modulation theory resonant
wave amplitudes is good up to the cut-off.

8 Conclusions

Whitham modulation theory has been developed to obtain the cross-over dispersive shock
wave (CDSW) solution of the extended Korteweg-de Vries equation. The DSW itself in this
regime is unstable and has a different structure to the standard Korteweg-de Vries DSW,
consisting of a train of solitary waves of equal amplitude on average, instead of a modulated
train of waves of nearly linearly decreasing amplitude from leading to trailing edges. This
non-standard structure has been exploited to obtain an approximate solution for the DSW.
The resonant wavetrain was obtained as a Stokes wave. The key concept of a Whitham
shock, a jump in the modulated parameters of a wavetrain, was used to link the CDSW
and the resonant wavetrain. It was found that this combination of modulation theory and
approximate theory gave solutions in excellent agreement with full numerical solutions of the
eKdV equation.

The modulation theory developed in the present work was used to successfully explain the
numerically observed minimal resonant wave amplitude when the higher order coefficients in
the eKdV equation (1) take the water wave values. Previous work to explain this minimal
amplitude based on resonant solitary wave theory predicted that this amplitude vanishes for a
fixed combination of the higher order coefficients, with minimal amplitude in a neighbourhood
of this node [38]. However, the present modulation theory predicts that the resonant wave
amplitude is minimal for regions in the higher order coefficient parameter space, as also shown
by full numerical solutions of the eKdV equation.

The combination of modulation theory with the concept of a Whitham shock and approx-
imate theory can be used for other problems which involve resonant dispersive shock waves.
These include resonant optical dispersive shock waves in nematic liquid crystals [18, 19, 20].
These are governed by the eKdV equation for small steps in the optical beam power which
generates them, but for general initial steps the governing equations are more complicated,
consisting of a nonlinear Schrödinger-type equation for the optical field and an elliptic equa-
tion for the nematic response [58].
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A CDSW equal amplitude relation

The averaged mass and energy densities for the eKdV solitary wave are, respectively,
∫
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The averaged mass and energy fluxes for the resonant Stokes wave are, respectively,
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B Modulation theory jump conditions

The averaged mass density for the resonant Stokes wave and the bore in the CDSW regime
to O(ǫ) are, respectively,
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The averaged mass flux for the resonant Stokes wave and the bore in the CDSW regime to
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3

2
a2r + ǫ

[

1

3
c1ū
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The averaged energy density for the resonant Stokes wave and the bore in the CDSW
regime, with all terms taken into account for the CDSW, as discussed in Section 5, are,
respectively,
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ūsa
7/2
s +

8

5

√
2

(

1

3
c2c

2
6 −

2

3
c3c

2
6 +

4

7
c2c6c7 −

8

7
c3c6c7

)

a9/2s ,

P̄ecdsw,4 = 8
√
2

[

1

45
c2c

3
6 +

2

35
c2c

2
6c7 +

16

315
c2c6c

2
7 +

32

2079
c2c

3
7 −

2

45
c3c

3
6 −

4

35
c3c

2
6c7

− 32

315
c3c6c

2
7 −

64

2079
c3c

3
7

]

a11/2s .

The averaged energy flux for the resonant Stokes wave and the bore in the CDSW regime,
with all terms taken into account for the CDSW, as discussed in Section 5, are, respectively,
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