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Abstract

This paper is devoted to the modeling of longitudinal strain waves in a rod composed of a non-

linear viscoelastic material characterized by frequency-dependent second- and third-order elastic

constants. We demonstrate that long waves in such a material can be effectively described by a

damped Boussinesq-type equation for the longitudinal strain, incorporating dissipation through

retarded operators. Using the existing theory of solitary wave solutions in nearly integrable sys-

tems, we derive a slowly-decaying strain soliton solution to this equation. The derived soliton

characteristics are shown to be in a good agreement with results from full 3D simulations. We

demonstrate the importance of taking into account the frequency dependence of third-order elastic

constants for the description of strain solitons.

Keywords: strain soliton, viscoelastic waveguide, nonlinear viscoelasticity

1. Introduction

The study of solitonic structures and localized waves continues to attract the researcher’s at-

tention [1, 2]. One of the ongoing studies is devoted to the strain solitary waves (solitons) in

structural elements or waveguides such as bars, plates and shells [3, 4, 5]. This research ex-

tends to microstructured materials and acoustic metamaterials [6, 7, 8, 9, 10], where the nonlinear

and dispersive properties that balance to form solitons can be even more pronounced. Addition-

ally, solitons are being explored for potential applications in nondestructive evaluation (NDE)

tasks [11, 12, 13, 14, 15], which is complementary to the current development of nonlinear NDE

techniques [16, 17, 18].

Theoretical models of strain solitons and nonlinear strain waves often assume the waveguide

material to be purely elastic or, at most, incorporate simple linear viscoelasticity [19, 20, 21, 22].

However, recent studies have shown that certain polymers and soft materials exhibit strongly
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nonlinear viscoelastic properties, characterized by the pronounced frequency dependence of their

third-order elastic constants (TOEC) [23, 24, 25]. For instance, in polystyrene low-frequency

TOEC values turned out to be an order of magnitude larger in absolute value than high-frequency

values [24, 25]. To model these effects, we developed a second-order nonlinear generalization of the

standard linear solid within the framework of multiple-integral approach, providing an adequate

description of the experimental observations [26].

The purpose of the present study is to comprehensively extend the theory of strain solitons in

elastic waveguides to nonlinear viscoelastic waveguides, and also to show how the general viscoelas-

tic model, which we proposed in Ref. [26], can be applied for the modeling of strain waves. This

work complements other theoretical studies on strain waves in nonlinear viscoelastic solids [27, 28],

motivated by reported nonlinearity and viscoelasticity of geomaterials [29, 30] and soft biological

tisues [31, 32].

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 presents the general three-dimensional equations

of motion for isotropic nonlinear viscoelastic solids. Section 3 derives a single wave equation from

the general 3D framework, governing longitudinal strain waves in thin viscoelastic waveguides.

The decaying solitary wave solutions of this equation are studied in Sec. 4. In Section 5, the

derived theory is compared against the results of numerical simulations of the full 3D equations

of motion. The paper concludes with a summary of findings in Section 6 and additional technical

details provided in the Appendix.

2. General equations

The equations of motion of a deformable body and the free surface boundary conditions have

the following form:

ρ
¨⃗
U = divP, x⃗ ∈ Ω, (1)

P · n⃗ = 0, x⃗ ∈ ∂Ω, (2)

where x⃗ represents the material coordinates, ρ is the material density, and U⃗ is the displacement

vector. The top dot denotes a time derivative, while the central dot represents an inner product.

The vector n⃗ is the unit normal to the body surface, P is the first Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor,

and the divergence of a tensor is defined as (divP)i =
∑

j ∂jPij.

Tensor P is connected to the second Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor S via the deformation gradient
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as:

P = (I+ grad U⃗) · S, (3)

where I is the identity tensor, and grad U⃗ represents the displacement gradient, whose elements

are of the form (grad U⃗)ij = ∂jUi.

2.1. General constitutive equation

The current state of a viscoelastic material is inherently dependent on its strain history. To

capture this behavior, internal state variables are introduced, each of which describes some relax-

ation process occurring during deformation. The constitutive model applied in this work is based

on power series expansion of stress tensor in the internal state variables [26, 33, 34]:

S =

q∑
s=0

Cs : Es +

q∑
s=0

q∑
u=0

Nsu :: EsEu. (4)

Here, Es are the internal strain tensors (internal state variables), Cs are the fourth order tensors

of linear viscoelastic moduli, Nsu are the sixth order tensors of nonlinear viscoelastic moduli. The

operators : and :: denote double and quadruple contractions, respectively. In the coordinate form,

these contractions are defined as (A : B)ij =
∑

klAijklBkl and (F :: BD)ij =
∑

klmn FijklmnBklDmn,

where A, B, D, and F are arbitrary tensors.

The internal strains, Es, encapsulate the relaxation processes that occur during deformation

and are subject to the following evolution equations:

Ės +
Es

τs
= Ė, s = 1, . . . q, (5)

where τs is the characteristic relaxation time of the s-th process and E is the Green-Lagrange finite

strain tensor defined as follows:

E =
1

2

[
grad U⃗ +

(
grad U⃗

)T
+
(
grad U⃗

)T · grad U⃗
]
. (6)

Integration of Eq. (5) provides the explicit dependence of the internal strains on the strain history:

Es =

∫ t

−∞
e−

t−t1
τs Ė(t1) dt1 . (7)

As follows from Eq. (5), there are q relaxation processes in the model. The process with number

s is responsible for attenuation of harmonics with frequencies close to (2πτs)
−1 and the number of

relaxation processes to include in the model is defined by the range of frequencies that needs to
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be covered [35]. If certain processes have significantly larger relaxation times than the modeling

timescale, they can be incorporated into the model as quasi-static elastic properties corresponding

to the infinite relaxation time:

τ0 = ∞, E0 = E. (8)

The described model represents the nonlinear generalization of the generalized standard linear

solid. The latter, in the case of one-dimensional deformations, is usually illustrated by the spring-

dashpot system in Fig. 1. The nonlinear model described by Eqs. (4) and (5) captures the nonlinear

influence of relaxation processes on the total stress. As highlighted in Ref. [26], an additional

nonlinear effect may arise from the coupling between relaxation processes. However, this effect is

not considered in the present study and its implications remain a subject for future research.

C0

C1 τ1

C2 τ2

. . .
Cq τq

Figure 1: Schematic of the generalized standard linear solid. Variables Cs denote the spring stiffnesses and τs

represent the spring-dashpot relaxation times.

2.2. Isotropic material

In this paper, we consider an isotropic material, thus the elements of the fourth-order linear

viscoelastic tensor Cs are defined only by two independent moduli λs and µs, and the elements of

the sixth-order nonlinear viscoelastic tensor Nsu can be expressed, in general, via the four moduli.

However, as we discussed in Ref. [26], it could be a challenging problem to estimate all four moduli

independently from the experimental data, and it is much easier to measure only the three of them.

Therefore, we assume that an isotropic tensor Nsu is defined by only the three moduli lsu, msu,
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and nsu, so that the viscoelastic tensors take the following form:

(Cs)ijkl =λsδijδkl + 2µsIijkl, (9)

(Nsu)ijklmn =
(
lsu −msu +

nsu

2

)
δijδklδmn +

(
msu −

nsu

2

)
(δijIklmn + δklIijmn + δmnIijkl)

+
nsu

4

(
δikIjlmn + δjkIilmn + δilIjkmn + δjlIikmn

)
, (10)

where δij denotes the Kronecker delta, Iijkl =
1
2
(δikδjl + δilδjk), and the sets of viscoelastic moduli

posses the following properties:

lsu = lus, msu = mus, nsu = nus. (11)

More on this can be found in Ref. [26]. We leave the investigation of the case of four moduli in

the nonlinear viscoelastic tensor for future work.

Under the above assumptions, the stress-strain relation in an isotropic material can be expressed

as follows:

S = Iλ̂[trE] + 2µ̂[E] + I

(
l̂ − m̂+

n̂

2

)
[trE, trE] + I tr

((
m̂− n̂

2

)
[E,E]

)
+2

(
m̂− n̂

2

)
[E, trE] + n̂[E,E], (12)

where I is the identity tensor, λ̂ and µ̂ are the linear retarded integral operators, and l̂, m̂, and n̂

are the similar bilinear operators. These operators act on arbitrary functions f and g as follows:

λ̂[f ] =

q∑
s=0

λsR̂s[f ], µ̂[f ] =

q∑
s=0

µsR̂s[f ], (13)

l̂[f, g] =

q∑
s=0

q∑
u=0

lsuR̂s[f ] · R̂u[g], (14)

operators m̂ and n̂ are defined similarly, and the definition of the retarded operators R̂s follows

from Eq. (7):

R̂s[f ] =


t∫

−∞

e−
t−t1
τs ḟ(t1) dt1, s ⩾ 1,

f, s = 0,

(15)

with R̂0 being simply the identity operator which helps to take into account the quasi-static elastic

properties.

We notice that if no relaxation process occurs in the material (q = 0) then Eq. (12) describes

an absolutely elastic isotropic material, the properties of which are characterized by the two Lame
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elastic moduli λ0 and µ0 and the three Murnaghan moduli l00, m00, and n00. This model was

typically used in the previous studies on solitons in isotropic elastic waveguides [3, 5].

3. Longitudinal waves in thin waveguides

Here, we describe derivation of the asymptotic model for longitudinal waves in a thin cylindrical

rod shown in Fig. 2, however the similar model can be derived for other thin waveguides, such as

bars, plates and shells. The model derivation is based on the systematic asymptotic analysis of

the full 3D equations of motion and boundary conditions in the limit of long waves, small strains

and small dissipation. Here, we follow the derivation described in our previous work in Ref. [5]

for the case of absolutely elastic material. We note that other approaches are also possible based

on the asymptotic analysis of the equivalent variational problem formulation [3, 9] as well as the

lattice models [36].

Figure 2: Schematic of the circular cylindrical rod and the cylindrical coordinates.

In the present study, we consider longitudinal axisymmetrical waves, thus rod’s torsion is

negligible and the displacement of rod’s points is characterized by only the axial displacement U

and the radial displacement V . The equations of motion for the cylindrical rod take the following

form:

ρÜ = ∂xPxx + ∂rPxr +
Pxr

r
, (16)

ρV̈ = ∂xPrx + ∂rPrr +
Prr − Pφφ

r
, (17)

where Pij denote components of the stress tensor P, and the free surface boundary conditions at

the rod’s radius R are given by

Prr = 0 at r = R, (18)

Pxr = 0 at r = R. (19)
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Since the component Pφr ≡ 0 due to the axial symmetry, the third boundary condition Pφr = 0 at

r = R is always satisfied.

Axial symmetry of the problem allows application of the following power series expansions of

the axial and radial displacements in the radial coordinate r:

U(x, r, φ, t) = U0(x, t) + r2U2(x, t) + . . . (20)

V (x, r, φ, t) = rV1(x, t) + r3V3(x, t) + . . . , (21)

Substituting these expansions into equations of motion (16) and (17) and setting to zero all coeffi-

cients near different powers of the radial coordinate r yields the following set of equations for the

components introduced in these expansions:

ρÜk = (λ̂+ µ̂)
[
(k + 2)∂xVk+1 + ∂2xUk

]
+ µ̂

[
(k + 2)2Uk+2 + ∂2xUk

]
+ ⟨nonlin. terms⟩, (22)

ρV̈k+1 = (λ̂+ µ̂) [(k + 2)(k + 4)Vk+3 + (k + 2)∂xUk+2]

+ µ̂
[
(k + 2)(k + 4)Vk+3 + ∂2xVk+1

]
+ ⟨nonlin. terms⟩, k = 0, 2, 4, . . . , (23)

where we do not write the nonlinear terms for brevity.

The above set of equations can be asymptotically solved for Uk+2 and Vk+3 in the limit of

small strains and small dissipation. To make the analysis systematic, we introduce the following

dimensionless scaled variables denoted by tilde:

x =
R∗x̃

δ
, r =

R∗r̃

δ
, t =

R∗t̃

δc
, τs =

R∗τ̃s
δc

,

Uk =
εR1−k

∗ Ũk

δ
, Vk+1 = εR−k

∗ Ṽk+1, ε, δ ≪ 1, (24)

where the small parameter δ takes into account that the characteristic wavelength R∗/δ is much

larger than the gyration radius R∗ of the waveguide cross-section, while the small parameter ε

is introduced due to the small strains regime. For the circular cross-section of radius R and the

uniform density, the gyration radius writes as:

R∗ =
R√
2
. (25)

Thus, according to the introduced scaling, the dimensionless radial coordinate r̃ can only take

values of order δ. The characteristic velocity c in Eq. (24) denotes the velocity of longitudinal

infinitesimal waves in an infinitely thin rod, which has the following form:

c2 =
E0

ρ
, E0 =

µ0(3λ0 + 2µ0)

λ0 + µ0

, (26)
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where E0 is the quasi-static Young’s modulus. In the case of small dissipation, the retarded part

of the linear operators λ̂ and µ̂ is assumed to be small:

λ̂[f ] = λ0f +

q∑
s=1

λsR̂s[f ], λs ≪ λ0, (27)

and similarly µs ≪ µ0 for µ̂.

Solving Eqs. (16) and (17) asymptotically for U2 and V3 and substituting them into the first

boundary condition (18) yields:

2(λ̂+ µ̂)[Ṽ1] + λ̂[∂x̃Ũ0] + εfnl[∂x̃Ũ0, Ṽ1] +
δ2

8

(
ρc2∂2

t̃

(
(4λ0 + 6µ0)Ṽ1 − (λ0 + 3µ0)∂x̃Ũ0

)
λ0 + 2µ0

+(λ0 + 3µ0)∂
3
x̃Ũ0 + 2λ0∂

2
x̃Ṽ1

)
+ · · · = 0, (28)

fnl[u, v] = (4l̂ + 2m̂)[v, v] + (4l̂ − 2m̂+ n̂)[u, v] + l̂[u, u] + 3(λ0 + µ0)v
2 + λ0uv +

λ0
2
u2,

where dots denote smaller terms of higher orders with respect to small parameters ε and δ. This

equation can also be solved asymptotically for Ṽ1 leading to the following form of the second

boundary condition (19):

∂2t̃ ũ− ∂2x̃

(
ũ+

q∑
s=1

γsR̂s[ũ] + ε

q∑
s=0

q∑
u=0

βsuR̂s[ũ]R̂u[ũ] + δ2ν20∂
2
t̃ ũ+ . . .

)
= 0. (29)

Here, the coefficients γs and the nonlinear parameters βsu are defined as follows:

γs =

(
2(1 + ν0)

2

3(1 + νs)
+

(1− 2ν0)
2

3(1− 2νs)

)
Es

E0

, (30)

βsu =
3

2
δs0δu0 +

(1− 2ν0)
3lsu + 2(1 + ν0)

2(1− 2ν0)msu + 3ν20nsu

E0

, (31)

where δsu denotes the Kronecker delta, and for convenience we introduced the viscoelastic Young’s

moduli Es and Poisson’s ratios νs defined as follows:

Es =
µs(3λs + 2µs)

λs + µs

, νs =
λs

2(λs + µs)
. (32)

Note, that Eq. (29) implies the following asymptotic relation:

∂2t̃ ũ = ∂2x̃ũ+O(ε, δ2, γs), (33)

which was used to merge all the dispersive terms (fourth order derivatives) arising in the equation

into the single term ∂2x̃∂
2
t̃
ũ. We also note, that if Poisson’s ratio does not exhibit notable frequency
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dependence then all the values νs are equal to each other, which simplifies the form of parameters

γs:

γs =
Es

E0

, νs = ν0, s = 1, 2, . . . (34)

The Boussinesq-type equation (29) can be used as a model of the long longitudinal waves in

nonlinear viscoelastic waveguides. In dimensional form it writes as:

1

c2
∂2t u− ∂2x

(
u+

q∑
s=1

γsR̂s[u] + ε

q∑
s=0

q∑
u=0

βsuR̂s[u]R̂u[u] +
R2

∗ν
2
0

c2
∂2t u

)
= 0. (35)

Despite being derived for the circular cylindrical rod, this equation should also be valid in the case

of other shapes of cross-section, e.g. the rectangular bar. The waveguide shape is accounted for

through the gyration radius of its cross-section R∗, thus affecting only the dispersive coefficient,

while the nonlinear coefficients remain unchanged for the waveguides of different shapes [3, 9].

4. Slowly decaying solitary waves

The Boussinesq-type equations, which have the form of the wave equation with the addition

of nonlinear and dispersive terms, are known to possess the solitary wave solutions. These waves

propagate with constant speed and shape due to the balance between the effects of dispersion and

nonlinearity, however, if dissipation is present in the model the waves are subject to attenuation.

There are two terms in Eq. (29) containing the retarded operators which are responsible for dissi-

pation: the first one is linear and the other is nonlinear. Our further asymptotic analysis will be

focused on the study of slowly decaying solitons due to the presence of the linear and nonlinear

dissipation.

4.1. Linear dissipation

We begin the analysis from the case of small linear viscoelastic dissipation, neglecting the

nonlinear dissipative effects. In this case, the linear viscoelastic moduli are small compared to the

linear quasi-static moduli and all coefficients βsu ecxept for β00 vanish:

γs ≪ 1, s ⩾ 1 and βsu = 0, (s, u) ̸= (0, 0), (36)

so that Eq. (29) after neglecting higher-order terms takes the following form:

∂2t̃ ũ− ∂2x̃

(
ũ+

∑
s⩾1

γsR̂s[ũ] + εβ00ũ
2 + δ2ν20∂

2
t̃ ũ

)
= 0. (37)
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In other words, the above assumptions imply that the linear elastic moduli weakly depend on wave

frequency while the nonlinear moduli are frequency independent.

Solitary waves in nonlinearly elastic and linearly viscoelastic materials were studied in other

works [19, 20, 21], however, only the cases of high- and low-frequency dissipation were consid-

ered there. In these cases relaxation times are assumed to be either small or large compared to

the characteristic time-width of a soliton, which allows derivation of asymptotic damped models

without the retarded integral operators. In the preset study, we consider the more general case of

arbitrary relaxation times including those of the same order as the soliton time-width.

To find the approximate decaying solitary wave solutions of Eq. (37) we assume balance between

the nonlinear and dispersive terms (ε ∼ δ2) and smallness of dissipation (ε2 ≪ γs ≪ ε). Then,

we apply the standard method of multiple scales to derive an asymptotic model for the waves

propagating in one (say, positive) direction of the x-axis [37, 38]. It yields the Korteweg-de Vries

(KdV) equation with small dissipation, the derivation of which is presented in the Appendix. Using

the theory presented in Ref. [39], the slowly decaying, widening, and decelerating solitary wave

solution is obtained. In the dimensional form it writes

u(x, t) = A(t) cosh−2 x− x0(t)

L(t)
, A(t) =

6ν20R
2
∗

β00L2(t)
, (38)

where the width and position of the wave are subject to the following ordinary differential equa-

tions:

L′(t) =
c

2

∑
s⩾1

γsI1,lin

(
cτs
L(t)

)
, (39)

x′0(t) = c

(
1 +

2ν20R
2
∗

L(t)2
+

1

2

∑
s⩾1

γsI2,lin

(
cτs
L(t)

))
. (40)

The introduced functions I1,lin and I2,lin define the widening and deceleration rates and take the

following form:

I1,lin(θ) =
Ψ(θ)

2θ4
, Ψ(θ) = 2θ + 2θ2 +

4θ3

3
− ψ′((2θ)−1

)
, (41)

I2,lin(θ) =
Ψ′(θ)

4θ2
, (42)

where ψ(x) = Γ′(x)/Γ(x) is the digamma function and the prime denotes derivative. The details

of the derivation are given in the Appendix.
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Functions I1,lin and I2,lin have the following asymptotics:

I1,lin(θ) ∼
8θ

15
, I2,lin(θ) ∼

4θ2

3
at θ → 0, (43)

I1,lin(θ) ∼
2

3θ
, I2,lin(θ) ∼ 1 at θ → ∞. (44)

The plots of these functions together with their asymptotics are shown in Fig. 3.

Figure 3: Plots and asymptotics of the functions I1,lin(θ) and I2,lin(θ).

Let us analyze the limiting cases of a long and a short solitary wave (compared to cτ1) in the

case of a single relaxation time τ1. Note that in both cases soliton width is still assumed to be

larger than the waveguide thickness L ≫ R∗ since the Boussinesq-type model (37) was derived

under this assumption.

In the first case (L ≫ cτ1) the system (39) and (40) can be solved exactly, resulting in the

explicit expression for the time-dependent soliton width and position:

Llong(t) = L0

√
1 +D1t, D1 =

8γ1c
2τ1

15L2
0

, (45)

x0,long(t) = c

(
t+

2ν20R
2
∗

L2
0D1

ln(1 +D1t)

)
, (46)

where L0 = L(0) is the initial width of the soliton. This was obtained assuming I1(θ) ≈ 8θ/15,

I2 ≈ 0 (θ is small), and that initially the soliton was at the origin: x0(0) = 0. This solution coincides

with the one obtained for the case of high-frequency dissipation described by the Korteweg-de Vries-

Burgers equation [39]. Here, the soliton propagates with velocities slightly greater than the linear

velocity c but approaching c in the process of decay.
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In the second case (a short soliton, L≪ cτ1) the result is as follows:

Lshort(t) = L0e
D2t
2 , D2 =

2γ1
3τ1

, (47)

x0,short(t) = c

(
t
(
1 +

γ1
2

)
+

2ν20R
2
∗

L2
0D2

(1− e−D2t)

)
, (48)

where the linear (infinitesimal strain wave) velocity is c(1 + γ1/2).

The evolution of a soliton is perhaps easier to understand in terms of its signed amplitude A(t),

related to width L(t) via Eq. (38), and velocity x′0(t):

Along(t) =
A0

1 +D1t
, x′0,long(t) = c

(
1 +

A0β00
3

1

1 +D1t

)
(49)

Ashort(t) = A0e
−D2t, x′0,short(t) = c

(
1 +

γ1
2

+
A0β00
3

e−D2t

)
(50)

Interestingly, the short soliton decays exponentially, while the long soliton decays as inverse time.

The difference in linear wave velocities can be intuitively explained using the spring-dashpot

model. Consider the system shown in Fig. 1, with only the upper spring and a single spring-

dashpot (Maxwell) element. For slow deformations (much slower than the relaxation time), the

dashpot deforms fully, and the system behaves as if only the upper spring is active. Conversely,

for fast deformations (much faster than the relaxation time), the dashpot almost does not deform,

and the system effectively acts like two springs connected in parallel, increasing the stiffness and,

therefore, the strain wave velocity.

4.2. Nonlinear dissipation

Here we consider the more general case of nonlinear but still relatively small dissipation. In

other words, we assume that both linear and nonlinear elastic moduli are weakly dependent on

wave frequency, so that instead of Eq. (36) the following holds:

γs ≪ 1, βsu ≪ 1, (s, u) ̸= (0, 0). (51)

Under these assumptions all dissipative terms in Eq. (29) are small. Then, assuming ε ∼ δ2 and

ε2 ≪ γs ≪ ε, and repeating the asymptotic analysis carried out in the previous section, we derive

the more general equations compared to Eqs. (39) and (40), which govern the decay of the soliton

in Eq. (38):

L′(t) = c

(
1

2

∑
s⩾1

γsI1,lin

(
cτs
L

)
+
ν20R

2
∗

2L2

∑∑
(s,u) ̸=(0,0)

βsuI1,nl

(
cτs
L
,
cτu
L

))
, (52)

x′0(t) = c

(
1 +

2ν20R
2
∗

L2
+

1

2

∑
s⩾1

γsI2,lin

(
cτs
L

)
+
ν20R

2
∗

2L2

∑∑
(s,u) ̸=(0,0)

βsuI2,nl

(
cτs
L
,
cτu
L

))
. (53)
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The introduced functions I1,nl and I2,nl define the nonlinear corrections to the widening and decel-

eration rates of the soliton and take the form:

I1,nl(θ, η) = 2

+∞∫
−∞

cosh−2 z tanh z J(θ, z)J(η, z) dz, (54)

I2,nl(θ, η) = 2

+∞∫
−∞

(z tanh z − 1) cosh−2 z J(θ, z)J(η, z) dz, (55)

J(θ, z) =
1

θ

(
1− tanh z −

2e−2z
2F1(1, 1 +

1
2θ
, 2 + 1

2θ
;−e−2z)

1 + 2θ

)
− cosh−2 z. (56)

Unfortunately, we did not find a simple representation of these functions even with the help of

special functions. The plots of these functions are shown in Fig. 4.

(a) (b)

⩽

Figure 4: Heatmaps of functions I1,nl(θ, η) (panel a) and −I2,nl(θ, η) (panel b).

5. Comparison with 3D simulations

In this section we compare the derived theory of solitary wave decay with the results of the

direct 3D simulation of the equations of motion (1) with the boundary conditions (2).

The linear viscoelastic moduli and density of the rod’s material used in the simulations are listed

in Tab. 1. Consistent with our previous studies on waves in glassy polymers, we set the relaxation

times to be equidistantly distributed in logarithmic space, with the same linear viscoelastic moduli

assigned to each relaxation time. However, the values of the linear viscoelastic moduli were chosen

to be significantly smaller than those typically observed in real glassy polymers [22]. This choice

ensures that the model is tested within its range of validity, requiring the ratio γs = Es/E0 to be

much smaller than the characteristic strain.
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Parameter Symbol Value

Density ρ 1 mg/mm3

Radius R 1 mm

Gyration radius R∗ 0.7 mm

Poisson’s Ratio ν0 0.33

Quasistatic Young’s modulus E0 4 GPa

Viscoelastic Young’s moduli E1, . . . E7 1.3 · 10−3 GPa

Linear viscoelastic parameters γ1, . . . γ7 0.33 · 10−3

Relaxation times τ1, . . . τ7 0.1, 0.3, 1, 3, 10, 30, 100 µs

Table 1: Density, geometry of the rod’s cross-section and linear viscoelastic parameters of the rod’s material used

in simulations.

The nonlinear parameters are defined by the three symmetric 8× 8 matrices {lsu}, {msu}, and

{nsu}, each corresponding to one of the nonlinear Murnaghan moduli. The size of these matrices

is determined by number of relaxation times: there are 7 relaxation times listed in Tab. 1 and the

additional infinite τ0 = ∞ is used to account for quasistatic elastic properties. Each component of

these matrices, say lsu, is related to two relaxation times τs and τu. We assume that the components

of these matrices are nonzero only for τ0 = ∞ and τ3 = 1 µs, since this was shown to be enough

to describe experimentally measured frequency-dependent Murnaghan moduli [26]. Thus, each

matrix has only 4 nonzero components, which are listed in Tab. 2.

Parameter Symbol Value

Murnaghan modulus l l00, l03 = l30, l33 −20, 1, −1 GPa

Murnaghan modulus m m00, m03 = m30, m33 −15, 1, −1 GPa

Murnaghan modulus n n00, n03 = n30, n33 −10, 1, −1 GPa

Nonlinear viscoelastic parameters β00, β03 = β30, β33 −5.5, 0.4, −0.4

Table 2: Nonlinear viscoelastic parameters of the model material used in simulations.

In 3D simulations, the initial condition for the longitudinal displacement U was set such that

the longitudinal strain remained uniform across the cross-section. This strain profile was given the

solitary wave shape defined in Eq. (38) with the amplitude 2 · 10−3:

∂xU(x, r, φ, 0) = A0 cosh
−2 x

L0

, L0 =
R∗|ν0|√
A0β00/6

, A0 = −2 · 10−3. (57)
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The radial displacement was determined based on the leading-order term in expansion (21), com-

monly referred to as Love’s hypothesis [40], which can be derived from Eqs. (27) and (28):

V (x, r, φ, 0) = −ν0r∂xU(x, r, φ, 0), (58)

and the internal variables E1, . . .E7 were set to zero.

The rod was modeled with a radius of 1 mm and a length of 300 mm, with periodic boundary

conditions imposed along its longitudinal edges, which allowed the soliton to propagate indefinitely.

To ensure that any waves emitted by the soliton did not interfere with it, a sponge layer was added

at the ends of the 300 mm window, moving with the linear wave velocity c.

For spatial discretization, we used the multidomain pseudospectral method used in our previous

works [38, 22] and described in [41]. The mesh consisted of 300 domains along the rod’s axis (x),

with each domain containing 10 points in both the axial (x) and radial (r) directions. Due to axial

symmetry, the angular axis (φ) was discretized with a single point. For temporal discretization,

we applied Runge-Kutta 8(5,3) method with adaptive time step.

Comparison of the 3D simulation with the theory, derived in the previous section, is shown in

Fig. 5. Since the initial conditions in Eqs. (57) – (58) for the 3D simulations describe the solitary

wave only approximately, it takes some time for the initial wave to evolve into the slowly decaying

soliton, emitting radiation in the process. For this reason, in Fig. 5(a) the results are shown for

t ⩾ 5.4 ms when the soliton becomes clearly separated from the oscillations radiated by the initial

wave.

Figure 5a shows the negative linear strain at the rod’s axis obtained in the 3D simulations,

together with the theoretical decaying solitary wave solutions obtained by integrating Eqs. (39)

and (40) for the linear theory and Eqs. (52) and (53) for the nonlinear theory. Figure 5b displays

the phase portrait of equations governing the soliton decay rate (Eqs. (39) and (52)) in terms of

amplitude parameter A(t) instead of the width parameter L(t). The relationship between A(t)

and L(t) is established in Eq. (38). It is evident that the nonlinear theory demonstrates better

agreement with the 3D simulation, particularly regarding the relationship between A′(t) and A(t).

We could have also shown the dependence of x′0(t) on A(t) to check the applicability of Eqs. (40)

and (53). However, the curves corresponding to the linear and nonlinear dissipation theories, as

well as the 3D simulations, would be nearly indistinguishable on such a plot. Therefore, we have

opted not to include it.
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Figure 5: Comparison of 3D simulation results with the theoretical models of solitary wave decay. (a) Wave

profiles at different time moments, plotted as functions of the moving coordinate. To differentiate the curves, the

vertical shift by 1.5 is applied. The 3D simulation curve represents the negative linear strain at the rod’s axis,

−∂U(x, 0, 0)/∂x. (b) Phase portrait of Eqs. (39) and (52) governing the soliton decay rate expressed in terms of

the amplitude parameter A(t) (related to L(t) via Eq.(38)) compared to the phase portrait obtained from the 3D

simulation.

The developed theory can be extended further to describe also the tail behind the soliton [42]

in addition to the soliton itself, however, we leave it for future work.

Several published works have provided estimates for the linear [22] and nonlinear [26, 25]

viscoelastic parameters of polystyrene. These estimates differ significantly from the values listed

in Tables 1 and 2, particularly in the viscous Young’s moduli E1, E2, . . . , which are two orders of

magnitude larger. Similarly, the nonlinear moduli lsu, msu, and nsu are much larger in these works.

These higher values exceed the limits required for the assumptions of sufficiently small dissipation

(Eq. (51)) to hold, at least for reasonable strain soliton amplitudes (≲ 10−3). Nevertheless, we

tested the developed theory in this context. Two cases were considered: the first involved increasing

the linear viscous moduli while keeping the nonlinear moduli as given in Tab. 2, and the second

involved increasing both the linear and nonlinear moduli. In the first case, the linear moduli

E1, . . . E7 were scaled up by a factor of 100 compared to the values in Tab. 1, while the increased
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nonlinear moduli for the second case are listed in Tab. 3.

Parameter Symbol Value

Murnaghan modulus l l00, l03 = l30, l33 −800, 780, −780 GPa

Murnaghan modulus m m00, m03 = m30, m33 −600, 585, −585 GPa

Murnaghan modulus n n00, n03 = n30, n33 −400, 390, −390 GPa

Nonlinear viscoelastic parameters β00, β03 = β30, β33 −219, 215, −215

Table 3: Increased nonlinear viscoelastic parameters of the material used in simulations.

The results are presented in Fig. 6. For the case of increased linear viscous moduli (Fig. 6a),

the predictions of the linear and nonlinear theories are nearly identical within the considered

range of amplitudes and closely match the 3D numerical simulation results. When both the linear

and nonlinear moduli are increased (Fig. 6b), both theories show notable discrepancies from the

3D simulation results. Nevertheless, the nonlinear theory produces the phase portrait that is

qualitatively similar to the one obtained from the 3D simulation and offers a significantly more

accurate quantitative description compared to the linear theory.

Figure 6: Phase portraits of soliton decay in rods with different material properties. (a) Material with parameters

from Tabs. 1 and 2, but with linear viscous moduli E1, . . . , E7 increased by a factor of 100. (b) Same material as

in (a), but with nonlinear moduli replaced by those listed in Tab. 3.

Let us now address the limitations of the developed model of nonlinear dissipation. A notable

drawback of this theory is that it yields nonphysical results at sufficiently large soliton amplitudes,

manifesting as negative dissipation (see Fig. 7). The critical point, where the dissipation in non-

linear model vanishes, corresponds to the non-zero steady-state solution of Eq. (52), and at larger

amplitudes the soliton becomes unstable. These limitations are similar to those associated with
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the Murnaghan elastic model, which assumes a cubic expression for the specific elastic energy. In

both cases, the assumptions inherent to the model lead to instability at sufficiently large strain

amplitudes, highlighting the need for caution when applying these models.

nonphysical (unstable)

Figure 7: Same as in Fig. 5b, but in wider amplitude range.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we systematically developed the model for the longitudinal waves in thin rods

and bars made of nonlinear viscoelastic materials (damped Boussinesq-type equation (35)). The

linear dissipation is modeled using linear retarded operators acting on the longitudinal strain, while

the nonlinear dissipation is represented as similar bilinear operators.

The solitary waves governed by the derived equation, propagating in one direction, can be

approximated by the damped KdV equation. By assuming small dissipation, we treated this

equation as nearly integrable, allowing us to apply established theoretical methods to derive the

decaying solitary wave solution (Eqs. (38), (52), and (53)).

The developed theory of decaying solitons was compared against the solitary wave propagation

data obtained in 3D simulations. The inclusion of nonlinear dissipation in the theoretical model

showed excellent agreement with the 3D simulations (Fig. 5), validating the proposed approach.

We showed that the theory can give a reasonable description of soliton dissipation even when the

values of viscoelastic moduli do not satisfy the assumptions of the model (Fig. 6).

We have demonstrated that the frequency dependence of the third-order elastic constants (Mur-

naghan moduli) has a significant impact on the soliton decay rate. Specifically, for viscoelastic

moduli similar to those estimated for polystyrene, the decay rate is several times smaller than
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predicted by the linear dissipation model (Fig. 6b). This finding is particularly important for po-

tential applications of solitons, as it highlights the need to account for nonlinear dissipation effects

to achieve more accurate predictions.
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Appendix A. Derivation of the decaying solitary wave solution

Appendix A.1. Linear dissipation

Assume the function ũ to have the following form:

ũ(x̃, t̃) = ũ(ξ, T ), ξ = x̃− t̃, T = εt̃, (A.1)

which describes waves propagating along the characteristic ξ, and the slow-time variable τ allows to

capture the slow deviation of this wave from the D’Alambert solution of the simple wave equation.

With this assumption, Eq. (37) is satisfied in the leading order in ε. In the next order it takes the

form of the Korteweg–de Vries equation with dissipation:

∂T ũ+ β00ũ∂ξũ+
q

2
∂3ξ ũ =

∑
s⩾1

γs
2ε
∂ξR̂s[ũ], (A.2)

where we remind that γs ≪ ε and the retarded operator in the introduced coordinates takes the

following form:

R̂s[ũ] =

+∞∫
ξ

exp

(
ξ − ξ1
τ̃s

)
∂ξ1ũ(ξ1, T ) dξ1 . (A.3)

To use the results of the adiabatic approximation for solitons presented in Ref. [39], we trans-

form the KdV part of Eq. (A.2) to the standard form:

ũ = − 6

β00
ŭ(ξ̆, T̆ ), ξ =

√
q

2
ξ̆, T =

√
q

2
T̆ , τ̃s =

√
q

2
τ̆s, γs = 2εγ̆s, (A.4)

∂T̆ ŭ− 6ŭ∂ξ̆ŭ+ ∂3
ξ̆
ŭ =

∑
s⩾1

γ̆s∂ξ̆R̂s[ŭ]. (A.5)

The solitary wave solution can be expressed as follows:

ŭ(ξ̆, T̆ ) = − 2

L̆2(T̆ )
cosh−2 z, z =

ξ̆ − ξ̆0(T̆ )

L̆(T̆ )
, (A.6)
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where the width L̆ and position ξ̆0 are subject to the following system of ordinary differential

equations:

L̆′ =
L̆3

4

∫ ∞

−∞
R̂[ŭ](z) cosh−2 z dz, (A.7)

ξ̆′0 =
4

L̆2
− L̆3

4

∫ ∞

−∞
R̂[ŭ](z)

(
z +

sinh 2z

2

)
cosh−2 z dz, (A.8)

and R̂[ŭ] denotes the total operator in the right-hand side of the damped KdV equation (A.5)

acting on the function in Eq. (A.6). As a function of the introduced coordinate z in Eq. (A.6), it

takes the following form:

R̂[ŭ](z) = − 2

L̆3

∑
s⩾1

γ̆s∂z

∫ +∞

z

exp

(
(z − z1)L̆

τ̆s

)
∂z1 cosh

−2(z1) dz1 .

= − 2

L̆3

∑
s⩾1

γ̆s∂zJ

(
τ̆s

L̆
, z

)
, (A.9)

where the expression for function J(θ, z) is written in the main text in Eq. (56). Substitution of

the function in Eq. (A.9) into Eqs. (A.7) and (A.8) leads to the following system:

L̆′ =
∑
s

γ̆sI1,lin

(
τ̆s

L̆

)
, (A.10)

ξ̆′0 =
4

L̆2
+
∑
s

γ̆sI2,lin

(
τ̆s

L̆

)
, (A.11)

where the functions I1,lin and I2,lin are given in the main text (Eqs. (41) and (42)).

To derive the dimensional form of the soliton solution presented in the main text, we have to

descale it according to Eq. (A.4):

ũ(ξ, T ) = Ã(T ) cosh−2 ξ − ξ0(T )

L̃(T )
, Ã(T ) =

6q

β00L̃2(T )
, (A.12)

L̃′ =
∑
s⩾1

γs
2ε
I1

(
τ̃s

L̃

)
, (A.13)

ξ′0 =
2q

L̃2
+
∑
s⩾1

γs
2ε
I2

(
τ̃s

L̃

)
. (A.14)

Finally, the dimensional form in Eqs. (38) – (40) can be obtained by descaling the above equations

once again using the scales in Eq. (24).

Appendix A.2. Nonlinear dissipation

In the case of nonlinear dissipation the KdV equation takes the following form:

∂T ũ+ β00ũ∂ξũ+
q

2
∂3ξ ũ =

∑
s⩾1

γs
2ε
∂ξR̂s[ũ] +

∑∑
(s,u)̸=(0,0)

βsu
2
∂ξ
(
R̂s[ũ]R̂u[ũ]

)
. (A.15)
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Then we repeat the same steps as in the case of linear dissipation. First, we transform the KdV

part of this equation to the standard form:

∂T̆ ŭ− 6ŭ∂ξ̆ŭ+ ∂3
ξ̆
ŭ =

∑
s⩾1

γ̆s∂ξ̆R̂s[ŭ] +
∑∑
(s,u)̸=(0,0)

β̆su∂ξ̆
(
R̂s[ŭ]R̂u[ŭ]

)
, β̆su =

3βsu
β00

, (A.16)

using the scales in Eq. (A.4). Then, we consider the r.h.s. of this equation for the solitary wave

solution in Eq. (A.6):

R̂[ŭ](z) = − 2

L̆3

∑
s⩾1

γ̆s∂zJ

(
τ̆s

L̆
, z

)
+

4

L̆5

∑∑
(s,u)̸=(0,0)

β̆s∂z

(
J

(
τ̆s

L̆
, z

)
J

(
τ̆u

L̆
, z

))
. (A.17)

Finally, substitution of this function into Eqs. (A.7) and (A.8) leads to the system in Eqs. (52)

and (53) written in the main text in dimensional form.
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