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Solitary wave solutions of a generalization of
the mKdV equation

J. Noyola Rodriguez * G. Omel’yanov*

Abstract

We consider a generalization of the mKdV equation, which con-
tains dissipation terms similar to those contained in both the Benjamin-
Bona-Mahoney equation and the famous Camassa-Holm and Degasperis-
Procesi equations. Our objective is the construction of classical (soli-
tons) and non-classical (peakons and cuspons) solitary wave solutions
of this equation.
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1 Introduction

We consider a generalization of the modified Korteweg-de Vries (gmKdV)
equation
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which describes unidirectional propagations of shallow water waves. Here «,
Co,...,C3, 7 are real parameters and ¢ characterizes the level of dispersion.
The constants @ > 0 and v > 0 are associated with different characters
of the linear dispersion manifestation, whereas the terms with ¢, > 0 and
c3 > 0 can be treated as representations of “nonlinear dispersion”. In the
Green-Naghdi approximation ¢ 4+ ¢3 > 0 [I].

It is obvious that for &« = ¢o = ¢3 = 0 equation (Il) coincides with the
mKdV equation. The main feature of the inclusion of the “nonlinear dis-
persion” terms in the gmKdV model is the description of a fundamental
phenomenon in the theory of water waves: the appearance of the breaking
effect. Such a mechanism has been studied in detail for the famous Camassa-
Holm (CH) equation (with u? instead of u?, ¢y = ¢3/2, and v = 0; see [2]-[7]);
and for the Degasperis-Procesi (DP) equation (with u? instead of u?, ¢y = ¢,
and ¢y = v = 0; see [7]-[11]). The same should be true for the equation ()
in view of the balance law

% / (02 + a2 (cup)? Y dz + e 1 (265 — c3) / (cuyPde =0,  (2)
which makes () related to the “general Degasperis-Procesi” (gDP) model
(with u? instead of u®, see [12]-[15]).

Furthermore, it is well known that the CH and DP (as well as the KdV)
equations are completely integrable and admit “long-living” solutions: soli-
tons and continuous solitary waves called peakons (the first derivative is
bounded) and cuspons (the first derivative is unbounded). It is well known
also that these waves collide in the “elastic” manner (like KdV solitons, see
e.g. [2,13,6], [§]-[10], and [16]-[19]). Similar solitary wave solutions were also
constructed for the gDP equation [12] [I3]. In addition, for non-integrable
cases, it was proved for ¢ << 1 that gDP solitons collide “almost elasti-
cally”: they pass through each other, but with the appearance of a small
oscillating tail, the so-called “effect of radiation” [14], 15].

The main object of the present paper is to construct solitary wave so-
lutions for gmKdV equation (Il). It turned out that the correspondence
between the equations gmKdV and gDP is more unexpected than the cor-
respondence between the equations mKdV and KdV. Firstly, as it proved,
in the gmKdV model there are two different mechanisms for the formation
of solitons and anti solitons, however, in contrast to gDP and KdV equa-
tions, both waves move with positive velocities. Further, if we neglect the
Benjamin-Bona-Mahoney effect, assuming that o = 0, then a very strange



cuspon wave formation is detected: by setting the initial condition, we should
determine the cuspon amplitude as an only one possible value, but the initial
wave profile can be set almost arbitrarily, and as a result, there appears a
family of waves of the same amplitude but with almost arbitrary propaga-
tion speeds. Let us recall that the standard process of a self-similar wave
construction is as follows: by setting an initial wave amplitude, we uniquely
determine both the wave profile and wave velocity.

In order to construct soliton-type solutions of gmKdV equation we use
the approach developed in [12]. Concerning the weak solution construction,
we use an approach based on the algebraic point of view. Indeed, non-
classical traveling waves u = u(x — Vt) of () should be distributions such
that (u(n);)* € ©'(R"), in other words u(n) and wu(n); should belong to a
subalgebra in ©’(R'). We use two of them. The first one has the generators
{1, H(n)}, where 1 denotes the space of smooth functions and H(n) is the
Heaviside function: H(n) = 0 for n < 0, and H(n) = 1 for n > 0. The

Heaviside function is associated with the sequence

tt Uss H(U)> 5(77)’ 6,(77)> M) (3)

where 1, = nH(n); d(n) and §'(n),... are the Dirac delta-function and its
derivatives. This subalgebra allows us to construct peakon-type solutions.
The second subalgebra has the generators {1,717} }, where A € (0,1) (see
e.g. [20]). Respectively, the distribution 77 is associated with the sequence
oo Ty T T (4)
and it allows us to construct cuspon-type solutions.
In what follows we assume

>0, aa>0, v+a>0, ¢>0 ¢>0 k=123, (5)

and treat € # 0 as a fixed parameter.

The paper contents is the following: Section 2 is devoted to solitons, in
Subsection 3.1 we present the construction of peakons and obtain explicit
formulas for such waves. Cuspons are considered in Subsection 3.2. In addi-
tion, in each section we describe the procedure for numerical calculation of
the corresponding wave. In Conclusion, we summarize all the results found
for solitary wave solutions of ([I]) and present a list of open problems for this
equation.



2 Smooth solitary waves

The soliton construction seems to be quite traditional. We set the ansatz
u=Aw(B(x - Vt)/e, A), (6)

where w(n, A) is a smooth function such that

w(=n,A) =w(n,A), wmnA)—0 as n— +oo, (7)
w(0,A) =1, (8)

the amplitude A and the scale g are free parameters, and the velocity V =
V(A) # 0 should be determined.
Let
v+ a®V > 0. (9)

Then, substituting () into Eq. (), integrating, and using the second assump-
tion in (7)), we obtain the following version of the inverse scattering problem:
Determine the velocity V' such that the equation

{1_ csA w}dzw_ A dw 2
y+a2V S dn?2 vy +a?V \dy

1
eV — e —ad?), peRl (0

admits a nontrivial smooth solution with the properties () and (g]).
To simplify formulas we choose the scale

p= \/01(7+0z2V)/rc§, where r = c3/(ca + ¢3), (11)
and define the notation

c3A GV -«)

e bl — . 12
v+ a2V’ 4 (7 + a?V)? (12)

W =pw, p=

Then we transform the equation (I0) to the following form
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The terms WW” and (W’)? prevent integration of (I3) in a standard way.
To avoid this obstacle, we use substitution [12]

Win)=1-gn), (14)

which allows us to eliminate the first derivative from the model equation
(I3). Consequently, after the integration we obtain the first order ODE

dg 2 1
) =F R 15
(m) (9.q9), nmeR, (15)
where
1—q 54 3—q o 2 2,
F == T2 1" 4+ 3¢° — ——g*T" — C(q). 16
9a)=1—19 50 T30~ 50 (9) (16)

To satisfy the second assumption in (), let us choose the constant of inte-
gration C(q) setting F'|,—; = 0. Then
T

Cl) = =y (3 a2+ 1) (17

Furthermore, simple calculations imply the equality

dF —r( _—r r * r *
i 29" (97" = 1)(9" — 95)(9" — 91), (18)
where
9=1-va gi=1+/4q (19)
Now we assume the inequality
q>0, (20)

which guarantees both g; € R and the fulfillment of condition V' > ¢o > 0,
which ensures that the assumption ([) is satisfied. Simple calculations imply

d*F d*F

Tl = 21> 0 G| =4l <0 k=01 (2D)

9 =g}

Since F' — —o0 as g — 00, and F|,—o < 0 for C' > 0, we obtain that there
exist three zero points, ¢ = gg, ¢ = 1, and g = gy, of the right-hand side
F(g,q), see Fig.1.



F(g,q)

9o 1 g1

~C(q) |

Figure 1: Right-hand side of the equation () in the case r = 1/2, ¢ ~ 0.148.
Here go ~ 0.175, g1 ~ 2.455, and C(q) ~ 1.964.

Recall now that a solution of the equation

j—f’] = JFlg.0)., 1€ (0,00), (22)

can be continued onto left semi-axis in a smooth even manner if and only if all
odd derivatives g**1|,_, are zero. For the equation (22) this means that g(0)
should be a zero point of F'. Thus, in contrast with the standard situation
(like equations KdV, mKdV, gDP and others, see e.g. [12]), it is possible
now to construct two different solutions, for g € (go,1) and g € (1,¢91). We
are considering these options separately.

2.1 Problem A, solitons for g € (go, 1), go > 0.

Suppose
C >0, (23)
then the condition
Pl (24)
q 247

appears. Forr € (0, 1) we have 3r? < (2+7), so that ¢ < 1; and automatically
go € (0, ¢3) for ¢ > 0. Thus, we can pass from the inverse scattering problem
() to the equation (22)) supplemented by the initial condition

9l=0 = 9o- (25)
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In view of denotation (I2)), (I4]), the assumption (&) implies

r def c3A

1—gr Epg= —— . 26
90 Po fY+OK2V ( )

Obviously, F(g,-) € C(R,), thus the solution of the problem (22), ([25) exists
for n > 0 and any g = const € (0, 1), however, it is unique for n > const >
0 only since F(g,-) doesn’t satisfy the Lipschitz condition for g|,—o = go.
Indeed, the problem (22), (25) has two solutions: g = go and an increasing
function.

Note now that in view of (I4]), (23]), and (24])

r

r=1pr 0 <0 27
2pog (g>Q)|g—go ) ( )

W|77:0 = 1, w'|n:0 = 0, w”|,7:0 =

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to n. Obviously, the
function w(n) admits the smooth even continuation on the negative half-axis.
Note next that for g =1 — 2, 0 < z << 1, the equation ([22]) yields

2= —z\/rq. (28)

Thus, for n >> 1 we obtain

g(n) ~ 1 —exp(—y/rqn), w(n) ~ exp(—/rqn), (29)

which implies that w(n) satisfies the assumptions ().
Now it remains only to analyze the restrictions (20), (24]). Let

a>0. (30)

Then the equality (28) allows us to obtain the relation between the velocity
and the wave amplitude:

1 C3
V:—-—A—}. 31
a{Aa (31)

Consequently, this and the last equality in (I2]) imply the following represen-
tation of the coefficient ¢:

def _ Do _
q = q(gOaA) = m{c?,/l po%}, (32)



where
Yo =7 + oo (33)
Recall that our choice of the initial datum in (28) assumes that pg > 0. This
and (20), (32)) imply the condition A > Af, where
Ay = po 2 (34)
C3

Next, the assumption (24)) for ¢ of the form (32]) is equivalent to the inequality
EA? — pocsA + pive >0, € =3r%a’c/(2+T). (35)

Let
cg > 49, (36)

Then (B3) requires: A < Ay or A > Af, where

Aj = St E - 1en), (37)

Obviously, q(go, A7) = 0, ¢'|a=4; > 0, whereas q(go, AF) > 0. Thus, A; < AT
and we obtain the restriction for the case ([B0), (36

A€ (A5, 49) U(4g, 00). (38)
It is clear that for
c3 = 467, (39)
instead of ([BY) we get
A>A;, A# ch, where ng = pocs/2€, (40)
whereas for
5 < 4€9,, (41)
we assume only
A > A (42)

Finally, we obtain that the amplitude A defines in the case ([BQ) both the
velocity V' ([BI) and the coefficient ¢ = q(go, A) B2). Thus, to complete the
statement of the problem (22]), (23]) it remains to determinate gy = go(A) as
the root of the equation

F(g0,q(g0, A)) =0 with go € (0,1). (43)
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Assume now

a=0. (44)
Then the equality (26]) uniquely defines the root go = go(A)

go(A) = (1 — e A/m) /" (45)

Consequently, instead of ([@3]) we obtain the inverse problem: find a coefficient
q = q(A) such that the go(A) will be the root of F,

F(g0(A), q) = 0. (46)
Obviously, to satisfy the condition gg € (0, 1) we should assume
A€ (O, AO*), /io* = ’}//03. (47)

It is clear also that by determining the coefficient ¢ = g(A) we get both the
velocity

c _
V= Cco + %Q(QQ(A)), (48)
3
and the solitary wave profile.
We come to the following statement

Lemma 1. Under the assumptions ({3), (30) we assume the fulfilment of the

restrictions (38), (38); or (39), (40); or (41). (43). Under the assumptions
(@), (#4) we assume the fulfilment of the condition {Z7). Then the Cauchy

problem (22), (23) determines the soliton solution (@) with the velocity V =
V(A) > ¢o defined in ({31) in the case (30) and in {{8§) in the case (4)).

2.2 Problem B, anti solitons for g > g;.

Assumption (20) guarantees the existence of a real root g; for any value of
the constant C'. We set

dg
a F(g,q), n€(0,00);  gly=o = g1- (49)
Since g; > 1, instead of (28) we obtain now the condition

def c3A

P1=1—9I:m<0- (50)
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Consequently, (B0) requires the restriction
A<O. (51)

Let us assume the fulfilment the conditions (Bl), (B0). Then we obtain the
formula for the wave speed

V:i{ﬁA—y}, (52)

a? Up

and the counting formula for the root ¢y

. b1
F(g1,4(91,A)) = 0 with g1 > 1 and ¢(g1, A) = m{%z‘l —pﬂa}- (53)

In turn, condition (20) reinforces constraint (&Il) and entails the assumption
A< A, where A =p17ya/cs <O0. (54)

Next, in the case o = 0, the amplitude A again determines the root g, =
g1(A) > 1 of F by the formula similar to ({#&). Thus, as in the previous
case, we should look for the coefficient ¢ = ¢(g1(A)) such that F(g1(A),q) =
0. In turn, for negative amplitudes ¢(g1(A)) > 0. Therefore, we uniquely
determine the wave profile and the velocity

V =+ o) (55)

It remains to cheque properties (), ([§). Similarly to (Z7]) we obtain

r

r=1pr —0. < 0. 56
o (9, D |g=0 (56)

W|77:0 = 1, w'|n:0 = 0, w”|,7:0 = —
Thus, the function w(n) also admits the smooth even continuation on the
negative half-axis. Next, for ¢ = 1 4+ 2z and 0 < z << 1 the equation (Z9)
implies again the relation w(n) ~ exp(—./Tqn).

We come to the following analogue of Lemma 1

Lemma 2. Under the assumptions ({3), (30) we assume the fulfilment of
the restriction (54)), and in the case (3), (44) we assume (21). Then the

Cauchy problem (49) determines the soliton solution (@) with the wvelocity
V =V(A) > ¢y defined in (23) and in (53) respectively.

10



3 Non smooth solitary waves

In order to consider non smooth waves, let us firstly transform the original
equation () to the divergent form

0 0*u
& {U — a252@} (57)

9, 3 ou\? 0 cs o\ |
—l-%{coujtclu —(02—03)<5%> +e %<7u—§u) =0,

that does not require uu,, € ®'(R'). We use the ansatz ({@)-(8) and notation
(II), (I2) again and pass to the following version of the inverse scattering

problem (I0):
Determine the velocity V' so that for any test function o the equation
1 co—¢C
(W= 5W2e") = (r@W = W) + =——(W)%, ) =0 (5§)

admits a nontrivial continuous solution with the properties () and (8.

3.1 Peakons

Peakons, that is, continuous solitary waves with discontinuous, but bounded
first derivative, belong to "regular distributions” [20]. To construct such
solution of (B7)) let us define the notation

1= fem) = =), [fllo = f+()lpmso = f=()]p——o, (59)
for arbitrary functions fi(n). Next we write the ansatz
u(z,t, ) = A{w-(n) + [WH(z = Vi) }i=pa-vyye (60)
where wy = wy(n) € C'(RL) are functions such that:
Wilp=to =1, wi(n) =0 as n— Foo. (61)

We assume also that the functions wi are extended on qu: in a smooth
manner. Similarly to Section 2, the amplitude A here is a free parameter,
and the velocity V' = V(A) should be determined. Obviously, (GIl) implies
that [w]|o = 0, however, to obtain a peakon we should suppose

[w]ln=0 # 0. (62)
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Note now that H* = H, k > 1, thus
uH(at,e) = AL () + W H (e — VO ypomvnee (63)

Let us define Wi = pw with p described in (I2)), and recall how to calculate
the weak derivative for a function of the form (€0): for any ¢(n) € C§°

dp(n) A

_ ? J) ) =5 B = (W) =s0 = W-()la—0) £(0)

22 [ T an+ [ iy

on
A/OW_  [OW

=l )+ 2+ [ )
Wm0 (5. () + (5= + | 5o | H - (0)
Calculating next all the terms in (58], we obtain a linear combination of
H(n), 1—H(n), 6(n), and 0'(n) functions. Then the result of substitution of

(©0) into (&) can be easily transformed to the following form:

{0+ )} + {7l — 1070}

" Co —C / 1 "
Wl = == (V)] = 5[(W*)Tlo}6 =0, (64)
3
where
_ d 3 " Co — C3 7\2 1 2\"
QB:I:—d—n{TWi—qui+Wi— —S iy -5 () } (65)

Recall that the distributions H, ¢, and ¢’ are linearly independent. Thus, by
virtue of (I2), ([, and (64) we deduce that:
Co

(L =WVl =0, (1=Wlo)[Wlo— =[(W)*]lo=0.  (66)

C3
Clearly, for peakons we conclude:
p=1 W.(0)=-W.(0). (67)

Consequently, (64)) - (67) imply the equations 20+ = 0 for the functions W.
Furthermore, setting Wy = 1 — ¢, and analyzing the equation of the form
(22), we obtain the condition C' < 0. Let

C =0. (68)
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Then wy |40 — 1, however the first derivative is not continuous,

Wilyszo = Froh VElpmso = Fry/(1- )/ (1= 7).
On the contrary, if
C <0Oandp=1, then VF|,—o # 0and «'|, =0 — Foo. (69)

Let @ > 0. Then the condition (68) and the second equality in (I2) allow us
to determine the wave velocity

1
V= ?(03A —-), (70)
and the right-hand side of the equation (I3l
2 3
F:—2—2T1_7‘21 Zr—a). 1
o0 (=g (15— (71)

Accordingly, we obtain the desired problem for the function w,

dw 3r
d—q;:—éw+\/w++?7 n>0, wWilp=o=1, (72)
where ( = ry/2/(2 +r). Therefore,

3
Wy = Er sinh_z(cln +c), nE€E ]Rli, (73)

where (; = ¢ \/W and the constant of integration cq is such that
sinh?(cy) = 3r/2.
In turn, the equalities ([I2)), (€X), and (70) are compatible if and only if
for >4y, A=Al or A= A7, (74)
for i =4&y, A= /Ioi, (75)
where A7 and fioi are defined in ([B7), @0) with po = 1. Note that if

2 < 4€9,, then the condition C' = 0 cannot be realized.
If @ = 0, then the equalities (I2) and (68) imply the restrictions

2.2
2 ey
A=-"L v = 31— 76

Thus, we establish
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Lemma 3. Let o > 0 and the wave amplitude satisfy the conditions (7)),

(73). Then the equation (27) has the peakon solution (00), (Z3) with the
velocity (70). If a = 0, then the peakon solution exists in the case (76) only.

3.2 Cuspons

To construct a cuspon-type traveling wave we take into account (69) and use
the ansatz (G0) again setting

wx(n) =Wx(n) =1-gi(n), 9+(0) =0, g+(n) = Lasn — +oo.  (77)

For @ > 0 the second assumption in (77) and (I2) imply the Rankine-
Hugoniot type condition (70) for the cuspon speed. Therefore, the main
question for such waves is the smoothness of w; and the sense in which
equation (B8) should be understood. The smoothness of the functions w. ()
depends on the parameter r. Let us consider the possible cases separately.

3.2.1 The case c3 > ¢

In view of (), (T7) we obtain that r > 1/2 and w/, ~ &|n|"~! for |n| << 1.
Thus, w, € L*(RL). Therefore, all singularities in (58] are regular, which
allows us to convert (G8)) into the standard for distributions like n}, A € (0, 1),
form: for each test function ¢ = ¢(n)

: o > 1 2 "
ti{ [ H (s = 34t)e
2Ol = 0. (78)
Next, taking into account the conditions ([7) we get
1
2 [ Y- im0
- {/ +/oo}<wi wiwi) " dn
oo Ju
/
= [0 - w4 { [ T [T (et~ (t) )ean (70)

Thus, the equality (63]) can be converted to the form

— (rqwi — rwi + c
3

lim { + / W, 'dn = 0, (80)

u—>0
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where 20, is defined in ([63]). It is clear that (80) implies the equations of the
form (I3) for the functions Wi (n), n € RL. Consequently, we get again the
problem (22)), (28) with go = 0. It is easy to establish now that for |n| << 1

g=(n) = /|ClInl + O(n>=*"), wi(n) = Fr|CI?nl" " + O(n[""").  (81)
Thus, if r € (1/2,1), then g3 € C*(RL) and v/, € L*(RL).

3.2.2 The case c3 < ¢y

Now 7 € (0,1/2) and w/. ~ +|n|"72 is derived from the regular distribution
Wy ~ £[n|"~! but it is not a regular distribution in itself. Let us recall the
standard definition [20] of functions 2~ = n* ' H(n) with A € (—1,0)

(1)), () & =2, ' () = —(12, (9 (n) — (0))")

=~ lim [ 0 oln) — 0(0)) (82)
=~ im {"(e(m) — (D[ = [ (") (e) — o10)) )

= [ (Y (elm) = ¢(0))dn = A, () = (0)).

Similarly (82)) we define

(W1 pln)) = ~(eor 0" () = i [~ () = £(0))

n—0

= i {w, () — PO = [Tl (P - g O)dnf (3

— — () — 2(0)).

Furthermore, for W, (11, n) = [(w} (2))?dz we get

(w4 (0,m)",0(m)) = (W(0,7), ¢"(n))

= Jim [0 ) ()~ 0)) dn (54)
= —lim [ (@1 0)" (2 0) 2 0)dn = (@, (). (£ () = £10))).
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3.2.3 The case c3 = ¢y

When ¢, = c3, the term (u,)? disappears from the equation (57]). Thus, in
contrast to the general case, it is sufficient to assume only that

u e RY, o cDRY. (85)

Obviously, this restriction permits not only cuspons, but also much more sin-
gular solutions. In particular, the DP equation have discontinuous solutions,

the so called shockpeakons [10].
Finally let us note that

q>3r?/(2+7)>0 (86)

for C' < 0. Thus we obtain only the following existence condition for cuspons
in the case a > 0
3> A6y, A€ (A7, AD), (s7)

where AT are defined in (B7) with py = 1. At the same time, cuspons do not
exist in the case ¢ < 4&7,.
If @ = 0, then the equalities (I2) and (69) imply the restrictions

2

A=2L V=c+2lg (88)

C3 C3

Therefore, in this case cuspon can only have a fixed amplitude, whereas the
parameters ¢ and V' are related only by the second equality (88]) under the
condition (86l). This means a rather unusual situation of the existence of a
family of waves with the same amplitude, but moving at different speeds and
having different shapes. Indeed, by choosing any value of the parameter ¢
and calculating the function g(n, ¢) in accordance with the problem (22I), (25])
for gy = 0, we set the wave profile in the initial condition for the equation

(B7). According to (8Y), the cuspon will move at a speed of V(q).

peakon peakon

cuspons solitons

~ : : A

Ay~ A0 4 Ay Ag A"

antisolitons solitons

Figure 2: Wave type dependent on the amplitude in the case a > 0, ¢3 >
47,
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By combining all related to cuspon, we get the statement

Lemma 4. Assume that condition (&74) is fulfilled for o« > 0 or condition

(88) for o = 0. Then the equation (37) has the cuspon solution (60), (73)
moving at the speed of V.=V (A) (€3) or V =V (q) (88) respectively.

4 Conclusion

Let us summarize all the results of the previous sections.

Theorem 1. Let the conditions specified in one of Lemmas 1 - 4 be fulfilled.
Then the equation (¢gmKdV) (1) admits a soliton, peakon, or cuspon solution,
respectively.

As examples, we present the diagrams in Fig.2 and Fig.3, which illustrate
the existence of different types of traveling waves solutions in dependence
on the wave amplitude in the case @ > 0, ¢ > 4&7,. For a > 0, 3 < 4&7,
solitons exist for any amplitude A € R\ [A}, Af], whereas non smooth waves
don’t exist in this case.

antisolitons solitons peakon solitons
> l A
Ay A0 A4 Ay A

Figure 3: Wave type dependent on the amplitude in the case a > 0, 3 =
4€Ya-

Finally, let us list open problems for the modified Korteweg-de Vries
equation:

1. Existence and uniqueness theorems for the corresponding Cauchy prob-
lem.

2. Integrability of gmKdV equation, at least for some special items of
this family.

3. Scenario of solitary wave collisions.

4. Existence of other types of traveling wave solutions.
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