arXiv:1902.00601v2 [math-ph] 1 Jun 2019

Well-posedness, travelling waves and geometrical aspects of generalizations of the Camassa-Holm equation

Priscila Leal da Silva^{∗1} and Igor Leite Freire^{†2,3}

1Departamento de Matemática, Universidade Federal de São Carlos, Brasil 2Mathematical Institute, Silesian University in Opava, Na Rybníčku, 1, 74601, Opava, Czech Republic 3Centro de Matemática, Computação e Cognição, Universidade Federal do ABC, Avenida dos Estados, 5001, Bairro Bangu, 09.210 − 580, Santo André, SP - Brasil

Abstract: In this paper we consider a five-parameter equation including the Camassa-Holm and the Dullin-Gottwald-Holm equations, among others. We prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions of the Cauchy problem using Kato’s approach. Conservation laws of the equation, up to second order, are also investigated. From these conservation laws we establish some properties for the solutions of the equation and we also find a quadrature for it. The quadrature obtained is of capital importance in a classification of bounded travelling wave solutions. We also find some explicit solutions, given in terms of elliptic integrals. Finally, we classify the members of the equation describing pseudo-spherical surfaces.

2010 AMS Mathematics Classification numbers: 35A01, 35L65, 37K05. Keywords: Camassa-Holm type equation, well-posedness, Kato’s approach, conservation laws, travelling wave solutions, pseudo-spherical surfaces. Dedicatory: This paper is dedicated to Professor Nail Ibragimov.

∗pri.leal.silva@gmail.com †igor.freire@ufabc.edu.br and igor.leite.freire@gmail.com

Contents

1 Introduction 3 1.1 Contributions of the paper and its outline . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

2 Well-posedness 8 2.1 Preliminaries . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 2.2 Kato’s approach . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 2.3 Auxiliary results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 2.4 Proof of Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 2.5 Consequences of Theorem 1.2 and proof of Theorem 1.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

3 Conservation laws 14

4 Properties of solutions derived from the conservation laws 16

5 Classification of bounded travelling wave solutions 19 5.1 Quadrature of (1.0.4) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 5.2 Preliminaries and types of waves . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 5.3 Case ϵ = 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 5.4 Case ϵ ≠ 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27

6 Explicit travelling waves solutions 37 6.1 Travelling waves I: elliptic integrals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37 6.2 Travelling waves II: peakons with exponential shape . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39

7 Members describing pseudo-spherical surfaces 42 7.1 Technical results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42 7.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44

8 Discussion 44

9 Conclusion 46

1 Introduction

The Camassa-Holm (CH) equation

m_t + um_x + 2u_xm = 0, m = u − u_{xx},

was named after the pioneering work of Camassa and Holm [7]. Despite the fact that the equation itself was discovered earlier from the investigation of equations having Hamiltonian representations [28], it was the work of Camassa and Holm that derived the equation with a physical background and showed its relevance in the physics of fluids. Since then, this sort of equation has been subject of intense research, which is easy to understand due to its physical relevance [7,24,37], and also the rich mathematical structures behind the equation [12–17, 25, 33, 41, 55, 57, 63].

From the myriad of properties of the CH equation, we point out its solutions [12–17, 33, 57] and, in particular, the fashion and attractive peakon solutions [16, 41]. However, its algebraic properties [50, 63] and geometrical aspects [25, 55] are equally rich and interesting.

Since its derivation, other equations sharing common properties with the CH equation have been discovered and investigated from both mathematical or physical motivations [3,19,20,23,24,30,31,35,50,66], which are also subject of interest for a wide spectra of researchers and from different frames, see [3,5,19–22, 32–34, 45, 49, 50, 56, 57, 63] and references therein. Moreover, modifications, extensions and generalizations of these equations have also been intensely studied, see [3, 20, 32, 45, 49, 50, 63] and references thereof.

More recently, a Camassa-Holm type equation incorporating Coriolis effects^1 was proposed [10,30,31,66]:

m_t + um_x + 2u_xm + cu_x − β_0 β u_{xxx} + ω_1 α^2 u^2u_x + ω_2 α^3 u^3u_x = 0, (1.0.1)

where m = u − u_{xx}, c = √ 1 + Ω^2 − Ω, α = c^2 1 + c^2

, β_0 = c(c^4 + 6c^2 − 1) 6(c^2 + 1)^2 , β = 3c^4 + 8c^2 − 1 6(c^2 + 1)^2 ,

ω_1 = −

3c(c^2 − 1)(c^2 − 2) 2(1 + c^2)^3

, ω_2 =

(c^2 − 1)^2(c^2 − 2)(8c^2 − 1) 2(1 + c^2)^5

(1.0.2)

and Ω is a parameter related to the Coriolis effect. We recall that the Coriolis effect is typically a manifestation of rotation when Newton’s laws are applied to model physical phenomena on Earth’s surface.

Throughout this paper, both ∂_z(·) or (·)_z mean partial derivative with respect to a generic variable z. In (1.0.1), u = u(x, t) is the dependent variable, which may physically describe the elevation of the water surface, while x and t are variables related to space and time, respectively. In the remaining of our work, we shall maintain these variables for the equations we want to investigate.

In view of the constants in (1.0.1), we observe that the β_0, ω_1 and ω_2 in (1.0.2) cannot vanish simultaneously and c > 0. Therefore, although from a physical framework it is relevant to consider (1.0.1) with the parameters (1.0.2), from a mathematical perspective these constraints impose restrictions on (1.0.1).

In [31], the authors classified the types of travelling wave solutions that (1.0.1) can admit. The classification carried out in that reference is influenced, as should be expected, by the constraints (1.0.2). However, the classification in [31] was made under a very restrictive condition, which led to a partial classification of

1We are following the notation in [66]. In the other references the constants appearing in the equation (1.0.1) are slightly different, but the difference is a scaling in space-time variables

the travelling wave solutions admitted by the equation. For example, periodic waves are not obtained in their results, and this is due to a very specific choice they made in [31] to analyse solutions.

One of the interesting properties of the CH equation is the fact that it describes pseudo-spherical surfaces, as proved by Reyes in [55], see also [56]. Then, a natural question about (1.0.1), since it generalizes the CH equation, is if it shares this property with the CH equation. This point was not investigated in [10,30,31,66].

Another thought-provoking point is the local well-posedness of the equation (1.0.1) once it is well-known that the CH equation is well-posed under mild conditions on the initial data (e.g., see [25, 49, 57]). This result can be proved using Kato’s theory [38], as it was done in the mentioned references. However, in [31] the local well-posedness of (1.0.1) is claimed, but not proved, whereas in [10, 30, 66] it is considered in a different perspective.

A third appealing aspect of the CH equation is the existence of peakons, which are weak peaked solutions [7, 41]. In [7] it was shown the solitonic behaviour of certain non-periodic peakon solutions (see also [3, 23]), whereas in [41] periodic peakon solutions to the CH equation were proven to exist. Regarding equation (1.0.1), differently from the CH equation and other CH type equations deduced over time, it does not admit peakons with decay shaping like e^{−|x|} , see [31], whilst the existence of periodic peakons of (1.0.1) was not considered previously.

This paper is strongly motivated by references [30, 66], and here we consider the equation

m_t + u m_x + 2u_xm = αu_x + βu^2u_x + γu^3u_x + Γu_{xxx}, m = u − ϵ^2u_{xx}, u = u(x, t), (ϵ, Γ) ≠ (0, 0) (1.0.3)

from the point of view of local well-posedness, existence of bounded travelling wave solutions and geometrical integrability. In (1.0.3), the real parameters α, β, γ, Γ and ϵ are independently considered, that is, no dependences among them are being imposed. For the calculations that will come, the following form of (1.0.3) is convenient:

u_t − ϵ^2u_{txx} = ϵ^2uu_{xxx} + 2ϵ^2u_xu_{xx} + (α − 3u + βu^2 + γu^3)u_x + Γu_{xxx}. (1.0.4)

We observe that (1.0.4) includes the CH equation (β = γ = Γ = 0), the Dullin-Gottwald-Holm (DGH) equation (β = γ = 0), the KdV equation (ϵ = β = γ = 0), Gardner equation (ϵ = γ = 0) and, more generally, it is a particular case of the generalized KdV equation [39] when ϵ = 0. Clearly, the restrictions (1.0.2) imply that (1.0.1) is a very particular case of (1.0.3).

Although we avoid any restriction on the parameters in (1.0.4), we want to impose a weak but very technical restriction: (ϵ, Γ) ≠ (0, 0). This is taken because if both ϵ and Γ vanish, then (1.0.3) and (1.0.4) are reduced to a transport equation. We observe that ϵ may be 0, which makes (1.0.3) an evolution equation.

Our first result deals with the existence and uniqueness of solutions to (1.0.4). To achieve this goal, we make use of the machinery developed by Kato [38], which was a tool for proving similar results to KdV type equations [25, 38, 39], the CH equation [25, 57] and generalizations of the latter [45, 49].

The fact that ϵ is arbitrary brings some nuance to the problem and, in essence, our result of Hadamard well-posedness will depend on whether ϵ ≠ 0 or not. Whereas we should be careful regarding this parameter, we have the following existence result for (1.0.4):

Theorem 1.1. Given (ϵ, Γ) ≠ (0, 0), there exist Hilbert spaces H_1 = H_1(ϵ, Γ), H_2 = H_2(ϵ, Γ) and T > 0 such that, if the initial datum u_0 ∈ H_1, then the problem

u_t − ϵ^2u_{txx} = ϵ^2uu_{xxx} + 2ϵ^2u_xu_{xx} + (α − 3u + βu^2 + γu^3)u_x + Γu_{xxx},

u(x, 0) = u_0(x)

(1.0.5) has a unique solution u ∈ C^0(H_1, [0, T )) ∩ C^1(H_2, [0, T )). Moreover, T depends only on ‖u_0‖_{H1} .

As we will show, if ϵ = 0, then H_1 = H^s(R) and H_2 = H^{s−3}(R), with s > 3/2, where H^s(R) denotes the Sobolev space of order s, see Subsection 2.1. This is actually a particular case of the results of Kato [39], see Lemma 2.6 in Subsection 2.2. What remains to be proved is the case ϵ ≠ 0, which is more delicate. We will show that for this case we can take H_1 = H^s(R) and H_2 = H^{s−1}(R), s > 3/2.

The following result is of crucial importance for the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. Let m ≥ 2 be a natural number, s ∈ (3/2, m), and h, g ∈ C^{m+3}(R), with h(0) = 0. If u_0 ∈ H^s(R), there exists a maximal time T = T (u_0) > 0 and a unique solution u to the Cauchy problem u_t − u_{txx} + ∂_xh(u) = ∂_x ( g^′(u) 2 u^2_x + g(u)u_{xx} ) , u(x, 0) = u_0(x),

(1.0.6)

such that u = u(·, u_0) ∈ C^0(H^s(R); [0, T )) ∩ C^1(H^{s−1}(R), [0, T )). Moreover, the solution depends continuously on the initial data, in the sense that the mapping u_0 → u(·, u_0) : H^s(R) → C^0(H^s(R); [0, T )) ∩ C^1(H^{s−1}(R), [0, T )) is continuous.

A strong consequence of this result is given by

Corollary 1.1. Assume that m, s, h, g and u_0 satisfy the conditions in Theorem 1.2 and assume that Γ is a constant. Then the initial value problem u_t − u_{txx} + ∂_xh(u) = ∂_x ( g^′(u) 2 u^2_x + g(u)u_{xx} ) + Γu_{xxx}, u(x, 0) = u_0(x),

(1.0.7)

has a unique solution u = u(·, u_0) ∈ C^0(H^s(R); [0, T )) ∩ C^1(H^{s−1}(R), [0, T )) depending continuously on the initial data.

Although similar results of Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.1 are known (e.g., [32, 45, 49]), they impose the restriction g(0) = 0, as in [45], or take g(u) = u, as in [49], a restriction that is eliminated in our demonstration. Therefore, Theorem 1.2 improves and generalizes these previous results, while, at the same time, not only proves Theorem 1.1 (which is a very particular case of Corollary 1.1), but also other results regarding CH type equations, see [22,25,57]. The proofs of theorems 1.1, 1.2 and Corollary 1.1 are done in Section 2.

In Section 3 we consider conservation laws of (1.0.4) up to second order. The restriction to second order means that we construct vector fields whose components are functions of t, x, u and derivatives of u up to second order and whose divergence vanishes on the solutions of the equation. From these conservation laws, in Section 4, we explore some properties of the solutions of (1.0.4).

The conservation laws enable us to find a quadrature to (1.0.4), which represents a cornerstone to proceed with a deep investigation of bounded travelling waves of equation (1.0.4) following the ideas developed in [41]. Our classification splits in several cases, depending on the values of the parameters and the zeros of the polynomial P (ϕ) = B + 2Aϕ + (c + α)ϕ^2 − ϕ^3 + βϕ^4 + γϕ^5. (1.0.8)

It is worth emphasizing that in [31] the authors carried out a classification of bounded traveling wave solutions for the equation (1.0.1) with the restrictions given by (1.0.2). However, during the integration process to obtain the quadrature form of the equation (namely equation (5.4) in the aforementioned paper), the constants of integration are neglected in order to obtain a polynomial equivalent to

p(ϕ) = ϕ^2(a_3ϕ^3 + a_2ϕ^2 + a_1ϕ + a_0), (1.0.9)

where a_3, a_2, a_1 and a_0 are given coefficients, eventually depending on the constants of (1.0.1). Therefore, by neglecting the constants of integration, the authors cannot guarantee the existence of periodic solutions (see Section 5 for more details).

In our work, we shall classify the bounded travelling waves of equation (1.0.4) using (1.0.8). We observe that the set of zeros of (1.0.8) englobes those of (1.0.9). and as a consequence, we have:

• 139 cases analysed, see theorems 5.1 – 5.10;

• classification of bounded travelling waves for the case ϵ = 0, see Subsection 5.3;

• classification of the bounded travelling waves for the case ϵ ≠ 0, see Subsection 5.4. Here we not only recover the results in [31], but as already mentioned, we classify the periodic waves, which have not been previously considered.

In Section 6 we find some explicit travelling wave solutions for (1.0.4). We show that this equation can only admit peakon solutions shaping like e^{−|x|} [3, 7, 21] when equation (1.0.4) is reduced to the Dullin- Gottwald-Holm equation [24]. We also find some solutions expressed in terms of elliptic integrals.

Geometrical aspects of equation (1.0.4) are also studied in our work. More precisely, we investigate members of this class that describe pseudo-spherical surfaces (PSS) [11, 54–56, 62]. Such equations have a beautiful geometric structure, since the domain of their solutions can be endowed with a Riemannian metric of constant Gauss curvature K = −1. It is known [11] that several integrable equations (see [1, 2, 47, 51] for a better discussion about this subject) have this property, although not all equations describing PSS are integrable, as some examples can be found in [62]. To pursue this goal, we make use of some recent contributions due to Silva and Tenenblat [62], where they investigated equations describing PSS of the form u_t − u_{txx} = λuu_{xxx} + G(u, u_x, u_{xx}) (1.0.10) with associated 1-forms

ω_1 = f_{11}dx + f_{12}dt, ω_2 = f_{21}dx + f_{22}dt, ω_1 = f_{31}dx + f_{32}dt, (1.0.11)

where the coefficient functions f_{ij}, i = 1, 2, 3 and j = 1, 2, depend on x, t, u and derivatives of u. In Section 7 we will introduce and explain all information needed regarding these concepts.

We observe that if ϵ ≠ 0 in (1.0.4), we can transform it into (1.0.10) by scaling time and taking the shift u → u − Γ. In the case ϵ = 0, however, our main ingredient to classify the members of the class (1.0.4) (with ϵ = 0) describing PSS is another work, due to Rabelo and Tenenblat [54]. There it was investigated whether the class of evolution equations u_t = u_{xxx} + G(u, u_x, u_{xx}) describes PSS. In this case, we can eliminate the constant α by making a suitable shift in u, in a similar form as described above. Our main contribution regarding PSS described by members of (1.0.4), which will be proved in Section 7, is the following

Theorem 1.3. Equation (1.0.4) describes PSS in the following cases:

1. if ϵ = 0, after eliminating α, and ω_2 = ηdx + f_{22}dt,

2. if ϵ ≠ 0, after eliminating Γ, if and only if β = γ = 0. In this case, the associated one-forms (1.0.11) are given by ω_1 = (u − u_{xx} + b) dx − [u(u − u_{xx} + b + 1) + b ∓ ηu_x]dt, ω_2 = η dx − [η(1 + u) ∓ u_x]dt, ω_3 = ± (u − u_{xx} + b + 1) dx + [ηu_x ± uu_{xx} ∓ (u + 1)(u + b + 1)] dt,

where b = −1 + (η^2 − α)/2.

If ϵ = 0, equation (1.0.4) becomes a member of a family of evolution equations considered in [54]. Then, the first part in Theorem 1.3 is a consequence of the results proved in [54]. The particular case α = β = γ = Γ = 0 corresponds to the CH equation and such equation is known to describe PSS, see [55].

1.1 Contributions of the paper and its outline

Our goal in this paper is the investigation of equation (1.0.4), which is a mathematical extension of the model (1.0.1) recently proposed and studied in [10, 30, 66]. The equation we pay attention to, however, is mathematically richer than (1.0.1) once it is not under the restrictions imposed by the constraints (1.0.2). Our contributions in this paper can be summarized as follows:

• we prove a local well-posedness result to (1.0.4). To achieve this purpose, we generalize a theorem presented in [45]. As a consequence of this generalization, we have the local well-posedness of (1.0.4) guaranteed, and the same result to (1.0.1) as an immediate implication. In essence, the result originally proved in [45] was similar to the one presented in Corollary 1.1, but with the strong condition g(0) = 0. In our case, we removed this restriction, which makes our result applicable to a larger class of equations of the type (1.0.6). Note that (1.0.7) is a particular case of the former equation under the shift g → g + Γ. We observe that in [31] the local well-posedness of (1.0.1) is claimed, but its demonstration is omitted. This part is the subject of Section 2.

• we establish conservation laws for equation (1.0.4). We observe that the task of finding conservation laws is not simple from a practical point of view, see [51,53]. Then, we impose the following restrictions on the conserved currents we look for: they should depend up to second order derivatives, with particular emphasis to case ϵ ≠ 0. These results will be obtained in Section 3. Case ϵ = 0 is barely considered because the conservation laws for the family obtained with this condition has been widely investigated along the last five decades. To cite a few, several conservation laws for this case can be found in [1, 2, 26, 27, 48, 51, 53, 65] and references therein.

Moreover, if we do not impose the restriction ϵ = 0 we are able to find useful conservation laws to obtain qualitative information about the behaviour of solutions of (1.0.4), such as preservation of the sign of the initial condition and a quadrature that holds for any value of ϵ. These results are proven in Section 4.

• The quadrature is crucial in the classification of bounded travelling wave solutions of (1.0.4). For the case ϵ = 0 we have classified 25 cases of travelling wave solutions, whereas for ϵ ≠ 0 we have classified 114 cases of wave solutions. We observe that in [31] a classification of travelling waves were carried out as well, but the quadrature the authors considered is a very restrictive case of ours. Then, our classification, presented in Section 6, is more complete than the one carried out in [31].

• In Section 7 we provide a complete description of members of (1.0.4) describing PSS. As an application of our result, we find the members of (1.0.1) that can describe this sort of surfaces. This is done by imposing (1.0.1) to satisfy certain conditions, which implies on restrictions on the parameters (1.0.2). Consequently, we find the values of the physical variable Ω that allow (1.0.2) to be compatible with the fact that (1.0.1) describes PSS.

• We discuss our results in Section 8, whereas in Section 9 we present our conclusions.

2 Well-posedness

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1. Our main ingredient is Kato’s approach [38, 39], which we shall summarize in the subsection 2.2. Firstly we present a short review on function space and fix the terminology. Then, in Subsection 2.3 we prove some technical results that will be used in subsections 2.4 and 2.5 to prove theorems 1.2 and 1.1, respectively.

2.1 Preliminaries

It will be convenient to recall some terminology on function spaces and also fix some notation and terminology. For further details on these topics, see [4, 36, 60].

The Hilbert space of all square integrable equations on the real line R is denoted by L^2(R) and is endowed with the norm ‖f‖_L2 = √∫ R |f|^2dx. More generally, given p ∈ [1, ∞), by L^p(R) we denote the space of functions f : R → R such that ∫ R |f|^pdx < ∞. It has the structure of a Banach space when endowed with the norm ‖f‖_Lp :=^p √∫ R |f|^pdx. For p = ∞, we have the Banach space (L^∞(R), ‖ · ‖_∞), where ‖f‖_∞ := esssup|f(x)|. Let C^p_0 (R), 0 ≤ p ≤ ∞, be the set of C^p functions f : R → R with compact support. The set of infinitely many smooth functions decaying as faster as any power to 0 at infinity, with the same property holding to any of their derivatives, is denoted by S(R) and is referred as the Schwartz space. We observe that C^∞_0 (R) = S(R) and an element of S(R) is called test function.

The dual topological space of S(R) is denoted by S^′(R) and its members are called tempered distributions. Given a tempered distribution ϕ, its Fourier transform F(ϕ) is denoted by ϕ̂. Explicitly, we have ϕ̂(ξ) = 1√ 2π ∫_{+∞} −∞ ϕ(x)e^{−ixξ} dx.

Moreover, its inverse is given by ϕ(x) = 1 √ 2π ∫_{+∞} −∞ ϕ̂(ξ)e^{ixξ}dξ. Very often in this work, given a function u = u(x, t), we shall consider the function x → u(x, t) and consider its Fourier transform, to each fixed value of t.

Given s ∈ R, the space H^s(R) of the tempered distributions u ∈ S^′(R) such that (1 + |ξ|^2)^{s/2}û(ξ) ∈ L^2(R) is a Hilbert space when endowed with the inner product ⟨u, v⟩_Hs := ∫ R (1 + |ξ|^2)^sû(ξ)v̂(ξ)dξ. More generally, throughout this paper, if X is a Banach space, its norm will be denoted by ‖ · ‖_X , whereas if H is a Hilbert space, its inner product will be referred as ⟨·, ·⟩_H .

Consider the family {H^s(R), s ∈ R}. We recall the following facts (see [64], chapter 4, or [25]):

F1: We have the sequel of continuous and dense embeddings for s ≥ t: S(R) ⊆ H^s(R) ⊆ H^t(R) ⊆ S^′(R);

F2: the dual of H^s(R) is H^{−s}(R), that is, (H^s(R))^′ = H^{−s}(R);

F3: ∂_x : u → ∂_xu := u_x is a linear and continuous operator between H^s(R) and H^{s−1}(R);

F4: For each s, let Λ^su := F^{−1}((1 + |ξ|^2)^s2 û), where F^{−1} means the inverse Fourier transform. For all s and t, Λ^s is an isomorphism between H^t(R) and H^{t−s}(R) and its inverse is denoted by Λ^{−s}. In particular, the space H^s(R) can be seen as H^s(R) = Λ^{−s}(L^2(R)) and ⟨u, v⟩_Hs = ⟨Λ^su, Λ^sv⟩_L2 ;

Although we have a family of operators Λ^s, s ∈ R, the most important one for our purposes is Λ^2, which can be identified as the differential operator 1 − ∂^2_x, while its inverse is given by Λ^{−2}f = p ∗ f, where p(x) = e^{−|x|}/2 and ∗ denotes the usual convolution. Instead of Λ^1, through this paper we will simply use Λ. Given an operator A, by dom(A) we mean the domain of A. If A and B are two operators with the same domain and range, their commutator is defined by [A, B]g := A(B(g)) − B(A(g)). Identifying a function f as the multiplication operator M_f , we have [A, f] ≡ [A, M_f ], which acts ad the follows: [A, f]g = A(fg) − f A(g). Moreover, we shall make use of the estimates [40,44,64]: ‖Λ^{−2}f‖_Hs ≤ ‖f‖_Hs−2 , ‖∂_xf‖_Hs−1 ≤ ‖f‖_Hs and ‖∂_xΛ^{−2}f‖_Hs ≤ ‖f‖_Hs−1 . Lemma 2.1. For s > 1/2, there is a constant c_s > 0 such that ‖fg‖_Hs ≤ c_s‖f‖_Hs ‖g‖_Hs .

Proof. See [44], Theorem 3.5 on page 51, or [64], Exercise 6 on page 320.

Lemma 2.1 is also known as Algebra Property.

Lemma 2.2. If s > 1/2, then there exists c_s > 0 such that ‖fg‖_Hs−1 ≤ c_s‖f‖_Hs ‖g‖_Hs−1 .

Proof. See Lemma A1 in [38].

Lemma 2.3. If s > 1/2 and u ∈ H^s(R), then u is bounded and continuous. Moreover, in case we have s > 1/2 + k, then H^s(R) ⊆ C^k_0 (R).

Proof. See [44], theorem 3.2, page 47, or [64], Proposition 1.3, page 317.

Lemma 2.3 is nothing but a Sobolev Embedding Theorem. We observe that if u ∈ H^s(R), with s > 1/2 + k, for a certain natural number k, then u ∈ C^k_0 and ‖u‖_Ck ≤ ‖u‖_s.

Lemma 2.4. Let m be a positive integer and F ∈ C^{m+2}(R) be a function such that F (0) = 0. Then, for every r ∈ (1/2, m] and u ∈ H^r(R), we have ‖F (u)‖_Hr ≤ F̃ (‖u‖_∞)‖u‖_Hr , for a certain monotonic and increasing function F̃ depending only on F and r.

Proof. See [18].

By Lemma 2.4, if F satisfies its conditions, then F (u) ∈ H^r for any u ∈ H^r, r ∈ (1/2, m]. Moreover, by the Mean Value Theorem and assuming that ‖u‖_Hr and ‖v‖_Hr are bounded, we have ‖F (u) − F (v)‖_Hr ≤ M‖u − v‖_Hr , for a certain positive constant M.

The following diagram is also important to understand some of the demonstrations we shall present in the next section. H^s(R) ∋ u ∂_xu ∈ H^{s−1}(R)

Λ^{−2}∂_xu ∈ H^{s+1}(R)

∂_xΛ^{−2}∂^xΛ^{−2}

Figure 1: Diagram illustrating the composition of the operators Λ^{−2} and ∂_x, which will be useful in Lemma 2.9.

In view of F1, H^{s+1}(R) ⊆ H^s(R) and then ‖Λ^{−2}∂_xu‖_Hs+1 ≤ c‖u‖_Hs , for any u ∈ H^s(R) and a certain constant c > 0. Let F be a function satisfying Lemma 2.4. Then, not only the diagram holds with u replaced by F (u), u ∈ H^s(R), s ∈ (1/2, m], but also ‖Λ^{−2}∂_xF (u)‖_Hs ≤ M‖u‖_Hs , (2.1.1) for a certain positive constant M.

2.2 Kato’s approach

To begin with, let X and Y be two Banach spaces. Consider the problem du dt + A(u)u = f(u) ∈ X, t ≥ 0, u(0) = u_0 ∈ Y,

(2.2.1)

where A(u) is a linear operator.

In [38] Kato proved that if certain conditions are satisfied, then the problem (2.2.1) has a unique solution. We are now in position to recall Kato’s conditions. The first one is:

Condition 2.1. Let X and Y be reflexive Banach spaces, such that Y ⊆ X and the inclusion Y → X is continuous and dense. In addition, there exists an isomorphism S : Y → X such that ‖u‖_Y = ‖Su‖_X .

We observe that any Hilbert space is reflexive. Moreover, in view of F1 and F4, X = H^s(R), Y = H^{s−1}(R) and S = Λ satisfy Condition 2.1

Condition 2.2. There exist a ball W of radius R such that 0 ∈ W ⊆ Y and a family of operators (A(u))_{u∈W} ⊆ L(X) such that −A(u) generates a C_0 semi-group in X with ‖e^{−sA(u)}‖_{L(X)} ≤ e^{βs}, for any u ∈ W , s ≥ 0, for a certain real number β.

We recall that if H is a Hilbert space over R or C , an operator (bounded or not) A : dom(A) ⊆ H → H is called m−dissipative (in the sense of Philips [52], see also [25]) if and only if Re⟨Ax, x⟩ ≤ 0, for all x ∈ dom(A) (here Re means the real part of a given complex number), and range(λI − A) = H, for some λ > 0. A densely defined operator A is m−dissipative if and only if A and its adjoint A^∗ are dissipative.

Condition 2.3. Let S be the isomorphism in Condition 2.1. Then B(u) := [S, A]S^{−1} ∈ L(X). Moreover, there exist constants c_1 and c_2 such that ‖B(u)‖_{L(X)} ≤ c_1, ‖B(u) − B(v)‖_{L(x)} ≤ c_2‖u − v‖_Y , for all u, v ∈ W Condition 2.4. For any w ∈ W , Y ⊆ dom(A(w)) and ‖A(u) − A(v)‖_{L(Y ;X)} ≤ c_3‖u − v‖_X , for any u, v ∈ W . Condition 2.5. The function f : X → X satisfy the following conditions:

1. f|_W : W → Y is bounded, that is, there exists a constant c_4 such that ‖f(w)‖_Y ≤ c_4, for all w ∈ W ;

2. f|_W : W → X is Lipschitz when taking the norm of X into account, that is, there is another constant c_5 such that ‖f(u) − f(v)‖_X ≤ c_5‖u − v‖_X , for all u, v ∈ W .

We would like to observe that the constants mentioned in the conditions above depend on the radius R of W , see [25, 38, 49, 57].

The following result was proved in [38] (see Theorem 6), and is the basis to the proof Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.5. Consider the problem (2.2.1) and assume that conditions 2.1–2.5 are satisfied. If u_0 ∈ W , then there is T > 0 such that (2.2.1) has a unique solution u ∈ C^0(W, [0, T )) ∩ C^1(X, [0, T )), with u(0) = u_0.

A final, but crucial observation: several evolution equations u_t = F [u] can be seen as a system of the form (2.2.1), for each fixed x. For this reason, Kato’s approach is a useful tool for dealing with these equations, e.g, see [25, 32, 45, 49, 57]. Equation (1.0.4), at first sight, is not eligible to the application of Kato’s approach since it is not an evolution equation if ϵ ≠ 0 and, therefore, not in the form (2.2.1). On the other hand, we observe that (1.0.4) can be rewritten as

(1 − ∂^2_x)u_t = F [u_{(3)}],

where we took ϵ = 1 (and this will be enough as we will show in Subsection 2.4) and F [u_3] is the right side of (1.0.4). Remembering that the operator 1 − ∂^2_x can be identified with the operator Λ^2, the last equation can be put in the following form u_t = Λ^{−2}F [u_{(3)}],

which is nearly in the form (2.2.1). We will show very soon, in Subsection 2.4, that (1.0.4) can be seen as an equation of the form (2.2.1).

2.3 Auxiliary results

In this section we present some technical results needed to prove Theorem 1.1. To prove it, we must split the demonstration in two main cases: ϵ = 0 and ϵ ≠ 0. For the first case, we have the following result:

Lemma 2.6. Let s > 3/2 and u_0 ∈ H^s(R). Then, the problem u_t + u_{xxx} + ∂_xg(u) = 0, x ∈ R, t ∈ [0, T ), T > 0, u(x, 0) = u_0(x)

(2.3.1)

has a unique solution u ∈ C^0([0, T ), H^s(R)) ∩ C^1([0, T ), H^{s−3}), with T having a lower bound depending only on ‖u_0‖_Hs . Moreover, the map u_0 → u(·, u_0) is continuous in H^s(R).

Proof. See [39], Theorem I.

This lemma is actually enough to prove our Theorem 1.1 for the case ϵ = 0. For the remaining part we need a little more effort to prove it. The next results will play a vital role to this end.

Lemma 2.7. Let b be a constant, g ∈ C^{m+3}(R), with m ≥ 2 and g(0) = 0, and u ∈ H^s(R), with s > 3/2. Then the operator A(u) = (b + g(u))∂_x (2.3.2)

satisfies conditions 2.2 and 2.4.

Lemma 2.8. Let b, g and A(u) as in Lemma 2.7. Then the operator B(u) := [Λ, A(u)]Λ^{−1}, with u ∈ H^s(R) and s > 3/2, satisfies condition 2.3.

The proofs of lemmas 2.7 and 2.8 can be found in [45] and, therefore, are omitted here, see Lemmas 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 in the mentioned paper. In the same reference is proven that the function

f(u) := Λ^{−2}(g(u)u_x) + Λ^{−2}∂_x ( bu − h(u) − g^′(u) 2 u^2_x ) (2.3.3)

satisfies condition 2.5. Although we confirm the result announced there, the demonstration presented in [45] seems to have a small mistake. Then we present a new demonstration, which follows closely the spirit of [45], but corrects the problem.

In what follows we will employ several different constants, arising from estimates. To avoid a tedious notation, we shall make use of the following convention: we write ‖u‖_X ≲ ‖v‖_Y meaning that ‖u‖_X ≤ c‖v‖_Y , for some constant c > 0.

Lemma 2.9. Assume that b, g and s are as in Lemma 2.7, and h ∈ C^{m+3}(R), m ≥ 2, with h(0) = 0. Then the function in (2.3.3) satisfies condition 2.5.

Proof. Due to the comments at the end of subsection 2.1, we can choose s such that if u ∈ H^s(R), then f(u) ∈ H^s(R), for a suitable choice of f. Let us rewrite f(u) = f_1(u) + f_2(u) + f_3(u), where f_1(u) = Λ^{−2}∂_xg(u), f_2(u) = Λ^{−2}∂_x(bu − h(u)) and f_3(u) = −Λ^{−2}∂_x(g^′(u)u^2_x/2), where g is a function such that g^′ = g. This condition does not guarantee the existence of a unique function g, but we can take it unique if we impose the condition g(0) = 0. In particular, this choice makes g a function satisfying Lemma 2.4. In addition, since u ∈ W , then ‖u‖_s ≤ R and |g^′(u)| ≤ sup{|g^′(y)|, |y| ≤ R} =: κ. A similar argument also applies to the function g.

Let us estimate ‖f_i(u) − f_i(v)‖_s, i = 1, 2, 3, where ‖ · ‖_s denotes the norm ‖ · ‖_Hs for sake of simplicity. We have ‖f_1(u) − f_1(v)‖_s ≲ ‖g(u) − g(v)‖_s ≲ ‖u − v‖_s. Also, ‖f_2(u) − f_2(v)‖_s ≲ ‖u − v‖_{s−1} + ‖h(u) − h(v)‖_{s−1} ≲ ‖u − v‖_{s−1} ≲ ‖u − v‖_s, and, finally, ‖f_3(u) − f_3(v)‖_s ≲ ‖g^′(u)(u^2_x − v^2_x) + (g^′(u) − g^′(v))v^2_x‖_{s−1} ≲ ‖g^′(u)∂_x(u + v)∂_x(u − v)‖_{s−1} +‖(g^′(u) − g^′(v))v^2_x‖_{s−1} ≲ ‖∂_x(u + v)‖_{s−1}‖∂_x(u − v)‖_{s−1} + ‖v^2_x‖_{s−1}‖u − v‖_{s−1}, where we used Lemma 2.2 and the fact that ‖g^′(u) − g^′(v)‖_s ≤ M‖u − v‖_s, for some constant M > 0. Therefore, ‖f_3(u)−f_3(v)‖_s ≲ ‖u−v‖_s. As a consequence of these facts, we conclude that ‖f(u)−f(v)‖_s ≲ ‖u − v‖_s. This proves part 3 of condition 2.5.

Now, let u ∈ H^{s−1}(R). Similarly to what we have done for u ∈ H^s(R), we easily conclude that f(u) ∈ H^{s−1}, which proves part 1 of condition 2.5. Moreover, the proof that ‖f(u)−f(v)‖_{s−1} ≲ ‖u−v‖_{s−1} is very similar to the previous one and we omit its demonstration. Noting that f(0) = 0, the previous inequality, jointly with the fact that u ∈ W , implies part 2 of the condition 2.5.

2.4 Proof of Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.1 Let b := g(0), G(u) := g(u) − b and m := u − u_{xx}. Then G satisfies the conditions in Lemma 2.4.

We note that m_t + ∂_xh(u) − ∂_x ( g^′(u) 2 u^2_x + g(u)u_{xx} ) = m_t + ∂_xh(u) − bu_{xxx} − ∂_x ( G^′(u) 2 u^2_x + G(u)u_{xx} )

= m_t + Λ^2 (bu_x + G(u)u_x) − G(u)u_x −∂_x ( bu − h(u) − G^′(u) 2 u^2_x ) . Application of the operator Λ^{−2} to both sides of the last equation enable us to consider the problem

u_t + (b + G(u))u_x = Λ^{−2} ( G(u)u_x + ∂_x ( bu − h(u) − G^′(u) 2 u^2_x )) , u(x, 0) = u_0(x).

(2.4.1)

Note that (2.4.1) is equivalent to (1.0.6) and it is, therefore, enough to prove the well- posedness for (2.4.1). We now observe that (2.4.1) is of the form (2.2.1), with

A := (b + G(u))∂_x, f(u) := Λ^{−2}(G(u)u_x) + Λ^{−2}∂_x ( bu − h(u) − G^′(u) 2 u^2_x ) , (2.4.2)

and h and G satisfy the conditions in Lemma 2.4. This implies that A and f satisfy lemmas 2.7–2.9. Then, by Lemma 2.5 we have granted the existence and uniqueness of solutions to (2.4.1), which implies Theorem 1.2.

Corollary 1.1 can be demonstrated by replacing g by g − Γ and applying Theorem 1.2 to the shifted function.

2.5 Consequences of Theorem 1.2 and proof of Theorem 1.1

As consequences of Theorem 1.2, we have the following two corollaries:

Corollary 2.1. (Liu, Yin, [45]) Assume that h, g ∈ C^{m+3}(R), m ≥ 2 and h(0) = g(0) = 0. Given u_0 ∈ H^s(R), 3/2 < s < m, there exists a maximal time T = T (u_0) > 0, and a unique solution u to (1.0.7) such that u = u(·, u_0) ∈ C^0(H^s(R); [0, T )) ∩ C^1(H^s(R), [0, T )), continuously dependent on the initial data.

We observe that in Theorem 1.2 we removed the limiting condition g(0) = 0, which makes an improvement in the results in [45]. Another consequence of Theorem 1.2 is (below W is a ball in H^{s−1}):

Corollary 2.2. (Mustafa, [49]) Assume that u_0 ∈ W . Then the problem (1.0.7), with Γ = 0 and g(u) = u has a unique solution in C^0(W, [0, T ]) ∩ C^1(H^{s−1}(R), [0, T ]] such that u(x, 0) = u_0(x) for a certain T > 0, and the solution depends continuously on the initial data.

Now we prove Theorem 1.1. To do it, we only need to consider the cases ϵ = 0 and ϵ ≠ 0. The first case is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.6, as we have already pointed out in the comment after Lemma 2.6. Regarding the case ϵ ≠ 0, let us take the global diffeomorphism (x, t, u) → (x/ϵ, t/ϵ, u), which makes possible to rewrite the equation (1.0.5) (or (1.0.4)) as

u_t − u_{txx} = uu_{xxx} + 2u_xu_{xx} + (α − 3u + βu^2 + γu^3)u_x + Γ ϵ^2 u_{xxx}, which is nothing but (1.0.7) with Γ replaced by Γ/ϵ^2 and h(u) = −αu + 3 2 u^2 − β 3 u^3 − γ 4 u^4 and g(u) = u.

Then Theorem 1.1 is an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.2.

3 Conservation laws

Let x and t be independent variables and u = u(x, t) be a field variable. A smooth function P depending on x, t, u and derivatives of u with respect to the independent variables up to a finite, but unspecified, order is called differential function. We shall denote by P [u] a general differential function and, when its order play some relevance, we simply write P [u_{(n)}], meaning that P is a differential function up to n−th order. For further details, see [51], page 288.

We observe that any n−th order differential equation in two independent variables t and x can be generically written as E[u_{(n)}] = 0.

A conservation law for an equation E[u_{(n)}] = 0, with two independent variables (x, t) and a field variable u = u(x, t), is a divergence expression

D_tC^0 + D_xC^1 = 0 mod E[u_{(n)}] = 0. (3.0.1)

The sentence expressed in (3.0.1) should be understood as follows: the divergence D_tC^0 + D_xC^1 does not necessarily need to be 0 everywhere, but it must vanish on the set (manifold) determined by E[u_{(n)}] = 0 and on all of its differential consequences.

In (3.0.1),

D_t = ∂ ∂t + u_t ∂ ∂u + u_{tx} ∂ ∂u_x + u_{tt} ∂ ∂u_t + · · · , and D_x = ∂ ∂x + u_x ∂ ∂u + u_{xx} ∂ ∂u_x + u_{xt} ∂ ∂u_t + · · · are the total derivative operators with respect to t and x, respectively. For further details, see [51], chapter 5. The pair (C^0, C^1) satisfying (3.0.1) is called conserved current (of the equation E[u_{(n)}] = 0) and both of them are differential functions. We are in position to make three important observations. Remark 3.1. While the operator d/dt is a vector field (from a geometrical point of view), the operator D_t above is a contact distribution on the r−jet (for some r) J^r(R, n). Roughly speaking, the final result obtained after applying both operators is the same. However, they are conceptually different. For further details, see [46].

Remark 3.2. Under the very mild hypothesis that C^0 and C^1 are continuous, we can integrate equation (3.0.1) over a domain Ω = (a, b) ⊆ R and interchange the total derivation and the integral over the domain, which gives d dt ∫ Ω C^0 dx = − C^1 | |^b_a . (3.0.2)

Here we indeed allow a = −∞ and b = ∞. In (3.0.2), C^1 is the flux across the boundary and C^0 is the conserved density. Whenever the condition C^1 | |^b_a = 0 is satisfied to a certain solution u of the equation E[u] = 0, we conclude that the functional u → J[u] := ∫ Ω C^0 dx is independent of t.

Remark 3.3. Condition (3.0.1) can be rewritten as

D_tC^0 + D_xC^1 = Q[u]E[u].

Above, the differential function Q is called characteristic of the conservation law, see [51], chapter 5. Let E_u = ∂ ∂u − D_t ∂ ∂u_t − D_x ∂ ∂u_x + · · · be the Euler-Lagrange operator. From Theorem 4.7 of [51], we know that E_u(L) = 0 if and only if there exist differential functions P^0 and P^1 such that L = D_tP^0 + D_xP^1. Therefore, this result and the above equation read E_u(Q[u]E[u]) = 0. Moreover, we observe that if Q_1[u] and Q_2[u] are characteristics of conservation laws of E[u] = 0, then Q = αQ_1[u] + βQ_2[u], for any scalars α and β, is also a characteristic of a certain conservation law of the same equation. This can be seen from the following fact: the linear combination of any conserved current of a given equation is still a conserved current of the same equation, see, e.g., [53]. Theorem 3.1. Let m = u − ϵ^2u_{xx}, (C^0, C^1) a conserved current for equation (1.0.4), with ϵ ≠ 0, and Q[u] a characteristic up to second order. Then Q = c_1 + c_2u, where c_1 and c_2 are arbitrary constants, for any values of the constants in (1.0.4). In the particular case where β = γ = 0 and Γ = −αϵ^2, we have a third characteristic given by Q[u] = m^{−1/2}.

Furthermore, the components C^0 and C^1 corresponding to the characteristics are:

1. For the characteristic Q = 1 we have the components

C^0 = u and C^1 = 3 2 u^2 − ϵ^2u_{tx} − ϵ^2uu_{xx} − ϵ^2 2 u^2_x − αu − β 3 u^3 − γ 4 u^4 − Γu_{xx}. 2. For the characteristic Q = u we have the components

C^0 = u^2 + ϵ^2u^2_x 2 and C^1 = u^3 − ϵ^2u^2u_{xx} − ϵ^2uu_{tx} + Γ u^2_x 2 − Γuu_{xx} − α u^2 2 − β u^4 4 − γ 5 u^5.

3. For the characteristic Q =^1_2 (u − ϵ^2u_{xx})^{−1/2} we have the components

C^0 = √ m and C^1 = (u − α) √ m, where m = u − ϵ^2u_{xx}, β = γ = 0 and Γ = −αϵ^2.

Proof. Let Δ = m_t + u m_x + 2u_xm − αu_x − βu^2u_x − γu^3u_x − Γu_{xxx} and Q = Q[u_{(2)}]. From Remark 3.3 and the condition E_u(Q[u_{(2)}]Δ) = 0 we obtain a system of differential equations to Q, whose solution is Q = c_1 + c_2u, under no restrictions on the parameters, and Q = (u − ϵ^2u_{xx})^{−1/2} provided that β = γ = 0 and Γ = −αϵ^2.

For the explicit form of the components C^0 and C^1, it is enough to multiply Δ by the respective characteristics and manipulate the resulting expression.

Remark 3.4. We note that the last conserved current is formal. However, it is truly a conserved current whenever m is non-negative/non-positive, eventually replacing m by −m in case m ≤ 0. The same observation is also applied to the characteristic m^{−1/2} in Theorem 3.1.

Remark 3.5. The fact that m is non-negative/non-positive is of importance to prove global properties of the solutions of the CH equation, e.g, see Theorem 7 of [25], or Theorem 4.1 of [57]. We will also explore similar facts in Section 4.

Remark 3.6. The classification of conservation laws for the case ϵ = 0 is richer than the case considered in Theorem 3.1. Actually, if ϵ = β = γ = 0, we have the KdV equation, which is known to have an infinite hierarchy of conservation laws [48]. Moreover, even the case ϵ ≠ 0 is very rich, since we then have the CH equation when α = β = γ = Γ = 0, which has an infinite hierarchy of conservation laws, see [7] and [42].

4 Properties of solutions derived from the conservation laws

Given a function u = u(x, t), it is sometimes natural to ask whether the function u(·, t) belongs to ∈ H^1(R), for t ∈ [0, ∞) fixed. Moreover, in case this fact holds to each value of t, we say that u ∈ H^1(R).

Theorem 4.1. Let u be a solution of (1.0.4), with ϵ ≠ 0, satisfying u(x, 0) = u_0(x), u_0 ∈ H^1(R), and such that u(x, t), u_x(x, t) → 0 as x → ±∞ and whose second derivatives are bounded on the entire real line, for any t ∈ [0, ∞). Then u ∈ H^1(R).

Before proving Theorem 4.1, the following observation is necessary: if ϵ ≠ 0, then ∫ R ( u^2(x, t) + ϵ^2u^2_x(x, t) ) dx = 1 |ϵ| ∫ R ( u^2(x/ϵ, t) + u^2_x(x/ϵ, t) ) dx. It means that we can identify the space of functions u such that ∫ R ( u^2(x, t) + ϵ^2u^2_x(x, t) ) dx < ∞ with H^1(R). Moreover, we have indeed

min{1, ϵ^2} ∫ R ( u^2(x, t) + u^2_x(x, t) ) dx ≤ ∫ R ( u^2(x, t) + ϵ^2u^2_x(x, t) ) dx ≤ max{1, ϵ^2} ∫ R ( u^2(x, t) + u^2_x(x, t) ) dx, and we can now proceed with the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Proof. Let us first define J[u] = 1 2 ∫ R (u^2 + ϵ^2u^2_x)dx and J[u_0] = 1 2 ∫ R (u^2_0 + ϵ^2u^2_{0x})dx, u_{0x} := u_x(x, 0) = u^′_0(x).

We observe that if we prove that J[u] is constant, then we automatically show that u(·, t) ∈ H^1(R), for any t, since ‖u‖^2_{H1} = 2J[u].

Integrating the conservation law obtained from the characteristic Q = u, we have d dt J[u] = ∫ R D_t ( u^2 + ϵ^2u^2_x 2 )

= − ( u^3 − ϵ^2u^2u_{xx} − ϵ^2uu_{tx} + Γ u^2_x 2 − Γuu_{xx} − α u^2 2 − β u^4 4 − γ 5 u^5 )| | | +∞ −∞ = 0.

This implies that J[u] = c and, at t = 0, we have c = J[u_0], meaning that J[u] = J[u_0], for all t.

Theorem 4.2. Let u=u(x,t) be a solution of (1.0.4), u_0(x) := u(x, 0), such that u(·, t), u_x(·, t) and u_{xx}(·, t) are integrable and vanishing at ±∞, for all t ∈ [0, ∞). Let m = u − ϵ^2u_{xx} and m_0 := u_0 − ϵ^2u^{′′}_0 . Then ∫ R m dx = ∫ R m_0 dx. Proof. Let us consider the first conserved current in Theorem 3.1. We have

0 = D_t(u) + D_x ( 3 2 u^2 − ϵ^2u_{tx} − ϵ^2uu_{xx} − ϵ^2 2 u^2_x − αu − β 3 u^3 − γ 4 u^4 − Γu_{xx} )

= D_t ( u − ϵ^2u_{xx} ) + D_x ( 3 2 u^2 − ϵ^2uu_{xx} − ϵ^2 2 u^2_x − αu − β 3 u^3 − γ 4 u^4 − Γu_{xx} )

=: D_tm + D_xC̃,

(4.0.1)

after transferring the term ϵ^2u_{tx} from the second part of the first equation to the first part of the second equation above. We observe that C̃ → 0 as |x| → ∞ with our assumptions.

Define A(t) := ∫ R m(x, t) dx.

Then A(0) = ∫ R m(x, 0) dx = ∫ R m_0 dx and dA dt = ∫ R D_tm dx = C̃ | | |^{+∞}_{−∞} = 0,

which means that A(t) = A(0), for all t.

We observe that both theorems 4.1 and 4.2 are valid for ϵ = 0. In the case of Theorem 4.2, H^1(R) is replaced by L^2(R). More interestingly, although these results were already known for the CH equation, they were proven previously using slightly different methodologies and conditions, after proving the existence of solutions to a initial problem involving (1.0.4) and using that m_0 does not change its sign. Thus, in that case one can use the monotone convergence theorem, and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem. See, for instance, [12].

Corollary 4.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 4.2, ∫ R u dx = ∫ R m dx. Proof. Integrating equation (4.0.1) over R, we conclude that d dt ∫ R u dx = d dt ∫ R m dx = 0. Noticing that u = m + ϵ^2u_{xx} and remembering that u and its derivatives vanish at infinity, the last equality and Theorem 4.2 yields ∫ R u dx = ∫ R u_0(x) dx = ∫ R (m_0 + ϵ^2u_{xx}(x, 0)) dx = ∫ R m_0 dx = ∫ R m dx.

In what follows, sgnx denotes the sign function, that is, sgn(x) = +1, if x > 0, and sgn(x) = −1, if x < 0. Corollary 4.2. Let u be a solution of (1.0.4) in R × [0, T ), for a certain T > 0, u_0(x) := u(x, 0), m := u − ϵ^2u_{xx}, m_0 = u_0 − ϵ^2u^{′′}_0. Assume that m_0 ∈ L^1(R) ∩ H^1(R), its sign does not change and sgn(m) = sgn(m_0), for any (x, t). Then

1. sgn(u) = sgn(u_0) and they do not change;

2. −ϵ^2u_x(x, t) ≤ ‖m_0‖_L1 , for any (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ).

Proof. The first part follows from the fact that u = p ∗ m, where p(x) = e^{−|x|}/2. Since p > 0, then sgn(u) = sgn(m), for any (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ).

To prove the second part, let us first assume m_0 ≥ 0. By Theorem 4.2 we have

‖m_0‖_L1_{(R)} = ∫ R m_0 dx = ∫ R m dx ≥ ∫_x −∞ m dx = (∫_x −∞ u ) − ϵ^2u_x(x, t).

Since u ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ ∫_x −∞ u dx ≤ ∫ R u dx < ∞, we have ‖m_0‖_L1_{(R)} ≥ −ϵ^2u_x(x, t).

Let us now prove the inequality whenever m_0 ≤ 0. In this case, we have −m ≥ 0 and −u ≥ 0 as well. Then − ∫ R udx = − ∫ R mdx = − ∫ R m_0dx < ∞. Since 0 ≥ ∫_x −∞ mdx = ∫_x −∞ (u − ϵ^2u_{xx})dx = ∫_x −∞ (u − ϵ^2u_{xx})dx, we have −ϵ^2u_x(x, t) ≤ − ∫_x −∞ u dx ≤ − ∫ R m_0 dx. As a consequence we have −ϵ^2u_x(x, t) ≤ − ∫_x −∞ u dx ≤ ∫ R −u dx = ∫ R −m_0 dx = ‖m_0‖_L1_{(R)}.

5 Classification of bounded travelling wave solutions

Here we proceed with a qualitative analysis of the travelling wave solutions of equation (1.0.4). We shall closely follow the ideas developed by Lenells in [41] for the Camassa-Holm equation. Let us first recall that for α = β = γ = Γ = 0 and ϵ = 1, the classification of bounded traveling wave solutions was made in [41]. For β = γ = 0 corresponding to the Dullin-Gottwald-Holm equation, the analysis was recently considered by the first author in [21]. Therefore, in what follows, we will only consider (γ, β) ≠ (0, 0).

Our strategy to classify the bounded travelling waves for (1.0.4) is the following: firstly we use the first conservation law in Theorem 3.1 to obtain a quadrature to equation (1.0.4). Then we carry out a classification of the waves following the ideas of [41], see also [21].

5.1 Quadrature of (1.0.4) Let us now consider the conservation law obtained from the first conserved current in Theorem 4.2, that is,

D_t(u) + D_x ( 3 2 u^2 − ϵ^2u_{tx} − ϵ^2uu_{xx} − ϵ^2 2 u^2_x − αu − β 3 u^3 − γ 4 u^4 − Γu_{xx} ) = 0. (5.1.1)

Let z := x − ct, c ≠ 0, u = ϕ(z). Equation (5.1.1), after integration, reads: − cϕ + 3 2 ϕ^2 − ϵ^2ϕϕ^{′′} − ϵ^2 2 (ϕ^′)^2 + cϵ^2ϕ^{′′} − αϕ − β 3 ϕ^3 − γ 4 ϕ^4 − Γϕ^{′′} = A, (5.1.2)

where A is a constant of integration. Multiplying the latter equation by ϕ^′ and integrating again, we have:

(ϕ^′)^2(ϵ^2(c − ϕ) − Γ) = B + Aϕ + (c + α)ϕ^2 − ϕ^3 + β 6 ϕ^4 + γ 10 ϕ^5, (5.1.3) where B is another constant of integration. Renaming the constants, we can rewrite (5.1.3) in the following more convenient form

(ϕ^′)^2 = P (ϕ) ϵ^2(c − ϕ) − Γ

, with P (ϕ) = B + 2Aϕ + (c + α)ϕ^2 − ϕ^3 + β 6 ϕ^4 + γ 10 ϕ^5. (5.1.4)

5.2 Preliminaries and types of waves Before proceeding with the results, we shall consider some aspects of the theory that will be used here. In some parts of the text we follow closely the presentation in [21, 41, 43].

We begin with notation: z ↑ z_0 means that z < z_0 and z → z_0, whereas z ↓ z_0 means z → z_0, but z > z_0. The space H^1_{loc}(R) is consisted of functions u which belong to the space H^1(K) for every compact subset K ⊂ R.

Definition 5.1. A function ϕ(z) ∈ H^1_{loc}(R), where z = x − ct and c denotes the wave speed of ϕ, is said to be a traveling wave solution for (1.0.4) if it satisfies (5.1.2) in the sense of distributions.

In [41], the author classified the existence of traveling wave solutions of the quadrature form (ϕ^′)^2 = F (ϕ), (5.2.1) where F represents a rational function of ϕ, based on a qualitative analysis of real zeros and poles of the function F . The discussion presented in [41] can be summarized as the following:

1. If F has only a simple zero at z_1 and F (ϕ) > 0 for z_1 < ϕ, then no bounded traveling wave solutions will exist for ϕ > z_1.

2. If F has two simple zeros z_1 and z_2 and F (ϕ) > 0 for z_1 < ϕ < z_2, then there exists a smooth periodic traveling wave solution ϕ of (5.2.1) with z_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and z_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

3. If F has a double zero z_1, a simple zero z_2 and F (ϕ) > 0 for z_1 < ϕ < z_2, there exists a smooth solution ϕ of (5.2.1) with z_1 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), z_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ z_1 as z → ±∞.

In terms of weak solutions, the following discussion can be drawn for the poles of F : 4. Peakons will exist when ϕ satisfies (5.2.1) and the pole a of F is removable: 0 ≠ lim_{z↑z0} ϕ^′(z) = − lim_{z↓z0} ϕ^′(z) ≠ ±∞,

where z_0 ∈ R is such that ϕ(z_0) = a.

5. Cuspons will exist when ϕ satisfies (5.2.1) and the pole a = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) (or taken as the maximum) of F is non-removable:

lim_{z↑z0} ϕ^′(z) = − lim_{z↓z0} ϕ^′(z) = ±∞.

Regarding the existence of weak solutions, we observe that it is necessary to analyse their behaviour before and after points z_0 such that ϕ(z_0) = a, where a denotes a pole of F . As we will see for the case ϵ ≠ 0, weak solutions will lose differentiability only on z_0. Consequently, apart from the fact that a zero can remove the singularity of F and lead to peakons or cuspons, the zeros of F will only tell the smooth qualitative behaviour (e.g. periodic, with decay) of ϕ away from z_0, while the weak feature of solutions is determined by the existence of poles in F .

Before proceeding with the classification results, we observe that any constant function u(x, t) = u_0 is a solution of (1.0.4) for any choice of the parameters and for this reason we make the weak assumption that solutions found in the classifications are not constant.

Consider equation (5.1.2). Since the analysis of existence of bounded traveling waves will be purely qualitative, from now on we shall conveniently take the scalings γ → 10γ and β → 6β when necessary to write

−2cϕ + 3ϕ^2 − 2ϵ^2ϕϕ^{′′} − ϵ^2(ϕ^′)^2 + 2cϵ^2ϕ^{′′} − 2αϕ − 4βϕ^3 − 5γϕ^4 − 2Γϕ^{′′} = 2A (5.2.2)

and the quadrature (5.1.4) in the form

(ϕ^′)^2 = P (ϕ) ϵ^2(c − ϕ) − Γ

, P (ϕ) = γϕ^5 + βϕ^4 − ϕ^3 + (c + α)ϕ^2 + 2Aϕ + B. (5.2.3)

If ϕ is a bounded smooth solution of (5.2.3), let m = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), M = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z). Then we use the fact that ϕ is continuous and ϕ^′ → 0 as z → m or z → M to obtain that the infimum and supremum of smooth solutions ϕ are zeros of P (ϕ). At points where ϕ = (ϵ^2c − Γ)/ϵ^2, the behaviour of infimum and supremum may change since ϕ^′ blows up.

According to the theory briefly discussed, we must analyse the zeros and the sign of P (ϕ) based on the placement of ϕ among the zeros. However, it is important to observe that, from the quadrature form (5.1.4), we must guarantee that the condition

F (ϕ) = P (ϕ) ϵ^2(c − ϕ) − Γ > 0 holds. However, whenever ϵ = 0, the pole of F (ϕ) is removed, no weak solutions will exist and we can proceed with the classification.

In what follows, we separately prove the classification for ϵ = 0 and ϵ ≠ 0.

5.3 Case ϵ = 0

The choice ϵ = 0 leads to the quadrature

(ϕ^′)^2 = − P (ϕ) Γ , where P (ϕ) is given as in (5.2.3), poles are removed and no bounded weak traveling wave solutions will exist. Observe that this quadrature makes sense since we assumed (ϵ, Γ) ≠ (0, 0).

Now consider the polynomial P (ϕ) and observe that it will have one, three or five real zeros if γ ≠ 0 and none, two or four real zeros if γ = 0. Before proceeding with our classification results, we shall take a look into compatibility conditions according to the number of zeros of each case.

Firstly assume γ ≠ 0 and suppose that P (ϕ) has three real zeros r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 counted without their multiplicities and a complex zero z_0 in such a way we can write γϕ^5 + βϕ^4 − ϕ^3 + (α + c)ϕ^2 + 2Aϕ + B = γ(ϕ − r_1)(ϕ − r_2)(ϕ − r_3)|ϕ − z_0|^2.

Comparing the coefficients of ϕ^4, ϕ^3, ϕ^2 and ϕ, the compatibility conditions will be given by 2Re(z_0) = − β + γ(r_1 + r_2 + r_3) γ , γ(r^2_1 +r^2 + r^2_3) + β(r_1 + r_2 + r_3) + γ(r_1r_2 + r_1r_3 + r_2r_3) − γ|z_0|^2 = 1, γ|z_0|^2(r_1r_2 + r_1r_3 + r_2r_3) − γr_1r_2r_3(r_1 + r_2 + r_3) − βr_1r_2r_3 = 2A,

(5.3.1)

while the constant term yields B = −γr_1r_2r_3|z_0|^2. (5.3.2) For the sake of classification, two cases will arise:

1. all real zeros are simple: r_1 < r_2 < r_3. In this case, we can have r_1 < ϕ < r_2 < r_3 or r_1 < r_2 < ϕ < r_3.

• If r_1 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_2 < r_3, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ := γ/Γ < 0. For this case we know that there will exist a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

• If r_1 < r_2 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_3, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ := γ/Γ > 0. In this case there will exist a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z), finishing the case of three simple zeros.

2. only one real zero is double: r_1 = r_2 < r_3 or r_1 < r_2 = r_3. The possibilities for ϕ are now r_1 = r_2 < ϕ < r_3 or r_1 < ϕ < r_2 = r_3.

• If r_1 = r_2 < ϕ ≤ r_3, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ > 0 and there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞.

• If r_1 ≤ ϕ < r_2 = r_3, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ < 0 and there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞.

These two cases prove the following theorem:

Theorem 5.1. (Case γ ≠ 0 with three real zeros) Let γ ≠ 0, γ̃ = γ/Γ and suppose r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 ∈ R and z_0 ∈ C \ R satisfy (5.3.1) and (5.3.2). Then

1. smooth periodic travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if r_1 < r_2 < r_3 and

(a) γ̃ > 0, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) γ̃ < 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

2. smooth travelling wave solutions ϕ with horizontal asymptotes will exist if

(a) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 and γ̃ > 0 with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 and γ̃ < 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞.

Still for γ ≠ 0, assume now that P (ϕ) has all five real zeros r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 ≤ r_4 ≤ r_5 counted without their multiplicities. In this case, we write

γϕ^5 + βϕ^4 − ϕ^3 + (α + c)ϕ^2 + 2Aϕ + B = γ(ϕ − r_1)(ϕ − r_2)(ϕ − r_3)(ϕ − r_4)(ϕ − r_5).

After a new comparison of coefficients, we obtain the following compatibility conditions:

r_1 = − β + γ(r_2 + r_3 + r_4 + r_5) γ , γ(r^2 +r^2_3 + r^2_4 + r^2_5) + β(r_2 + r_3 + r_4 + r_5) + γ(r_2 + r_3)(r_4 + r_5) + γ(r_2r_3 + r_4r_5) = 1, β(r_2+r_3)(r_4 + r_5) + β(r_2r_3 + r_4r_5) + γ(r_2 + r_3)(r_2r_3 + r_4r_5)

+ γr_2r_3(r_2 + r_3) + γ(r_2 + r_3)(r^2_4 + r^2_5 + r_4r_5) + γ(r_4 + r_5)(r^2 + r^2_3 + r_2r_3) = c + α, 2A = − βr_2r_3(r_4 + r_5) − βr_4r_5(r_2 + r_3) − γ(r_2r_3 + r_4r_5)(r_2 + r_3)(r_4 + r_5) − γr_2r_3(r_4 + r_5)^2 − γr_4r_5(r^2 + r^2_3 + r_2r_3), B = − γr_1r_2r_3r_4r_5.

(5.3.3)

In this case, we have more possibilities regarding the existence of double zeros. In summary, we must have one of the following

1. all zeros are simple: r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5. For all the possible distributions of ϕ among the zeros, we have the cases:

• if r_1 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ < 0. In this case there exists a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

• if r_1 < r_2 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_3 < r_4 < r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ > 0 and there exists a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

• if r_1 < r_2 < r_3 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_4 < r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ < 0 and there exists a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

• if r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ > 0 and there exists a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ with r_4 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

2. three zeros are simple and one is double:

• if r_1 = r_2 < ϕ ≤ r_3 < r_4 < r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ > 0, and there exists a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞;

• if r_1 ≤ ϕ < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 < r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ < 0, and there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞;

• if r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < ϕ ≤ r_4 < r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ < 0, and there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3 as z → ±∞;

• if r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < ϕ ≤ r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ > 0, and there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_4 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_4 as z → ±∞;

• if r_1 < r_2 ≤ ϕ < r_3 = r_4 < r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ > 0, and there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞;

• if r_1 < r_2 < r_3 ≤ ϕ < r_4 = r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ < 0, and there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_4 as z → ±∞.

3. only one zero is simple and two are double:

• if r_1 = r_2 < ϕ < r_3 = r_4 < r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ > 0, and there will exist a smooth traveling wave solution ϕ with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2, ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞; • if r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < ϕ < r_4 = r_5, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if γ̃ < 0, and there will exist a smooth traveling wave solution ϕ with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3, ϕ ↑ r_4 as z → ±∞. The cases obtained above lead to the following theorem:

Theorem 5.2. (Case γ ≠ 0 with five real zeros) Let γ ≠ 0, γ̃ = γ/Γ and suppose r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 ≤ r_4 ≤ r_5 ∈ R satisfy (5.3.3). Then

1. smooth periodic travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and (a) γ̃ > 0, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) γ̃ > 0, with r_4 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) γ̃ < 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (d) γ̃ < 0, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

2. smooth travelling wave solutions ϕ with horizontal asymptotes will exist if (a) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and γ̃ > 0, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < r_5 and γ̃ > 0, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3, ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞. (c) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < r_5 and γ̃ > 0, with r_4 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_4 as z → ±∞; (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < r_5 and γ̃ > 0, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞; (e) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and γ̃ < 0, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3 as z → ±∞; (f) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and γ̃ < 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (g) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 = r_5 and γ̃ < 0, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_4 as z → ±∞;

(h) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 = r_5 and γ̃ > 0, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_4 and ϕ ↓ r_3 as z → ±∞. The classification presented so far for γ ≠ 0 does not contain the case where P (ϕ) has only one real zero. In fact, it P (ϕ) has only one real zero r so that P (ϕ) = γ(ϕ−r)|ϕ−z_0|^2|ϕ−z_1|^2, for certain complex numbers z_0, z_1, then both conditions ϕ > r or ϕ < r will lead to the non-existence of bounded solutions.

Now consider γ = 0 and β ≠ 0 and suppose the polynomial P (ϕ) has two real zeros r_1 ≤ r_2 counted without their multiplicities and one complex zero z_0 so we can write

βϕ^4 − ϕ^3 + (α + c)ϕ^2 + 2Aϕ + B = β(ϕ − r_1)|ϕ − z_0|^2.

The compatibility conditions read

Re(z_0) =

1 − β(r_1 + r_2) β , β|z_0|^2 − β(r_1 + r_2)^2 + βr_1r_2 + r_1 + r_2 = c + α 2A = βr_1r_2(r_1 + r_2) − r_1r_2 − β(r_1 + r_2)|z_0|^2, B = βr_1r_2|z_0|^2

(5.3.4)

In this case, the only possibility will be that the zeros are simple and r_1 < ϕ < r_2. Then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if β̃ := β/Γ > 0 and we have the following result:

Theorem 5.3. (Case γ = 0 with two real zeros) Let γ = 0, β ≠ 0 and suppose r_1 < r_2 satisfy (5.3.4). If β̃ = β/Γ > 0, then there exists a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ of (1.0.4) with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

Moving on to the case where γ = 0 and P (ϕ) has all four real zeros r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4, the compatibility conditions are given by

r_1 =

1 − β(r_2 + r_3 + r_4) β , r_2 + r_3 + r_4 − β(r^2 + r^2_3 + r^2_4) − β(r_2r_3 + r_2r_4 + r_3r_4) = c + α, 2A = β(r3 + r_4)r^2 + β(r_2 + r_4)r^2_3 + β(r_2 + r_3)r^2_4 − r_2r_3 − r_2r_4 − r_3r_4 + 2βr_2r_3r_4, B = βr_1r_2r_3r_4,

(5.3.5)

and the following conditions are possible:

1. all four zeros r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 are simple:

• if r_1 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_2 < r_3 < r_4, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if β̃ > 0, and there will exist a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

• if r_1 < r_2 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_3 < r_4, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if β̃ < 0, and there will exist a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

• if r_1 < r_2 < r_3 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_4, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if β̃ > 0, and there will exist a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

2. two zeros are simple and one is double:

• if r_1 = r_2 < ϕ ≤ r_3 < r_4, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if β̃ < 0, and there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞;

• if r_1 ≤ ϕ < r_2 = r_3 < r_4, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if β̃ > 0, and there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞;

• if r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < ϕ ≤ r_4, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if β̃ > 0, and there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3 as z → ±∞;

• if r_1 < r_2 ≤ ϕ < r_3 = r_4, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if β̃ < 0, and there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞.

3. two zeros are double: if r_1 = r_2 < ϕ < r_3 = r_4, then −P (ϕ)/Γ > 0 if and only if β̃ < 0. In this case there will exist a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2, ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞. The following result comes from the discussion presented above.

Theorem 5.4. (Case γ = 0 with four real zeros) Let γ = 0, β ≠ 0, β̃ = β/Γ and suppose r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 ≤ r_4 satisfy (5.3.5). Then

1. whenever β̃ > 0

(a) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4, there is a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ of (1.0.4) with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

(b) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4, there is a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ of (1.0.4) with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞;

(a’) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4, there is a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ of (1.0.4) with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

(b’) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4, there is a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ of (1.0.4) with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞.

2. whenever β̃ < 0 and

(a) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4, there is a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ of (1.0.4) with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

(b) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 < r_4, there is a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ of (1.0.4) with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞;

(c) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 = r_4, there is a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ of (1.0.4) with r_1 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), with r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2, ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞;

(b’) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4, there is a smooth travelling wave solution ϕ of (1.0.4) with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞;

Theorem 5.4 is the last result regarding case ϵ = 0. As we have just shown, due to the absence of poles in this case, it was enough to look at the sign of P (ϕ) and its relation to γ̃. When ϵ ≠ 0, as we will discuss in the next subsection, although the analysis of P (ϕ) is necessary, it is not sufficient to guarantee that the entire term P (ϕ)/ϵ^2(c̃ − ϕ) is positive. However, since our discussion on the sign of P (ϕ) presented in this subsection will also be necessary, most of the calculations are similar to the ones we have just carried out.

5.4 Case ϵ ≠ 0 Differently from the evolutive case, the case ϵ ≠ 0 has a pole and this will lead to the existence of weak travelling wave solutions. However, we need to know how those weak solutions will behave when ϕ approaches the pole. The next lemma will be of extreme importance for weak solutions as it tells that any travelling solution ϕ will be smooth with the exception of points x_0 such that ϕ(x_0) = c.

Lemma 5.1. Let α ∈ R and, for ϵ ≠ 0, let c̃ =^{ϵ2c−Γ}_{ϵ2} . A function ϕ ∈ H^1_{loc}(R) is a travelling wave solution for (1.0.4) with γ → 10γ and β → 6β if and only if the following conditions hold

(a) There are disjoint open intervals E_i, i ≥ 1, and a closed set C such that R \ C =^∞ ⋃ i=1 E_i, ϕ ∈ C^∞(E_i) and { ϕ(z) = c̃, z ∈ C, ϕ(z) ≠ c̃, z ∈ R \ C. (b) There is a constant A ∈ R such that for each i ≥ 1 there exists b_i ∈ R such that

(ϕ^′)^2 = 1 ϵ^2 P (ϕ) c̃ − ϕ , ϕ → c̃ at any finite endpoint of E_i, (5.4.1)

with P (ϕ) = γϕ^5 + βϕ^4 − ϕ^3 + (c + α)ϕ^2 + 2Aϕ + B_i.

(c) If the Lebesgue measure of C is not zero, then for the same A of item (b), we have

2A = −5γc̃^4 − 4βc̃^3 + 3c̃^2 − 2(α + c)c̃.

(d) (ϕ − c̃)^2 ∈ W^{2,1}_{loc} (R).

Proof. First observe that [ ϵ^2 (ϕ − c̃)^2 ]_{′′} = 2ϵ^2(ϕ^′)^2 + 2ϵ^2ϕϕ^{′′} − 2(ϵ^2c − Γ)ϕ^{′′},

and then equation (5.2.2) can be written as

2A + [ ϵ^2 (ϕ − c̃)^2 ]_{′′} = ϵ^2(ϕ^′)^2 − 5γϕ^4 − 4βϕ^3 + 3ϕ^2 − 2(α + c)ϕ. (5.4.2)

From [41] (Lemma 1, page 404), taking v = ϕ−c and p(v) = − 1 ϵ^2

(5γϕ^4 + 4βϕ^3 − 3ϕ^2 + 2(α + c)ϕ − 2A) we conclude that ϕ is smooth with the exception of points z_0 ∈ R where ϕ(z_0) = c̃.

Using continuity of ϕ, the set C := ϕ^{−1}(c̃) is closed and, therefore, there are disjoint open sets E_i, i ≥ 1, such that R \ C =^∞ ⋃ i=1 E_i, ϕ ∈ C^∞(E_i) and { ϕ(z) = c̃, z ∈ C, ϕ(z) ≠ c̃, z ∈ R \ C, finishing the proof of item (a).

Fixing i ≥ 1, consider the set E_i and observe that (5.4.2) holds pointwise in E_i. After multiplying (5.4.2) by ϕ^′ and integrating, we obtain a constant B_i such that

(ϕ^′)^2 = 1 ϵ^2 γϕ^5 + βϕ^4 − ϕ^3 + (c + α)ϕ^2 + 2Aϕ + B_i c̃ − ϕ (5.4.3)

on E_i and the proof of item (b) is complete.

For the item (d), observe that the RHS of (5.4.2) is locally integrable, which means that ((ϕ − c̃)^2)^{′′} is also locally integrable and (ϕ − c̃)^2 ∈ W^{2,1}_{loc} (R).

Assume that the Lebesgue measure of C is not zero. Since ϕ ∈ H^1_{loc}(R) and (ϕ − c̃)^2 ∈ W^{2,1}_{loc} (R), from Lemmas 1 and 2 (page 405) of [41] we have that

ϕ^′ = 0, [(ϕ − c̃)^2]^{′′} = 0, a.e on C.

Furthermore, since (5.4.2) holds on R and ϕ ≡ c̃ on C we have

2A = −5γc̃^4 − 4βc̃^3 + 3c̃^2 − 2(α + c)c̃ on C

and item (c) is proven.

Conversely, suppose ϕ satisfies (a)-(d). Let C, E_i (i ≥ 1) be as in (a) and A as in (b)-(c). Differentiation of (5.4.2) shows that (5.4.3) holds on R \ C. If the Lebesgue measure of C is zero, then we have that (5.4.3) holds a.e on R. Now using that (ϕ − c̃)^2 ∈ W^{2,1}_{loc} (R) we conclude that ϕ is a solution of (1.0.4) subject to the scalings γ → 10γ and β → 6β.

Now assume the Lebesgue measure of C is not zero. Then using Lemmas 1 and 2 (page 405) of [41], we have that ϕ^′ = 0 and [(ϕ − c̃)^2]^{′′} = 0 a.e on C and, joining these conditions with item (c) we conclude that (5.4.2) holds a.e on C and, therefore, ϕ is a solution of (1.0.4) subject to the scalings γ → 10γ and β → 6β. Similarly to the case ϵ = 0, we will once again analyse the number of zeros of the polynomial P (ϕ) and its sign. However, since the quadrature here is given by

(ϕ^′)^2 = P (ϕ) ϵ^2(c̃ − ϕ) =: F (ϕ), we are obligated to consider the sign of c̃ − ϕ and its implications on the sign of F (ϕ). As mentioned previously, the case (γ, β) = (0, 0), which has its classification given in [21], will not be considered in this paper.

The first case here considered will be γ ≠ 0. Firstly, assume that P (ϕ) has only one real zero r so it can be written as P (ϕ) = γ(ϕ − r)|ϕ − z_0|^2|ϕ − z_1|^2, where z_0, z_1 denote the complex zeros of P (ϕ). We then observe that if r < ϕ < c̃ or c̃ < ϕ < r, then no matter the sign of γ, no bounded solutions will exist.

Now assume P (ϕ) has three real zeros r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 and a complex zero z_0 satisfying (5.3.1) so that we can write F (ϕ) = γ ϵ^2

(ϕ − r_1)(ϕ − r_2)(ϕ − r_3)|ϕ − z_0|^2 c̃ − ϕ . The calculations for the existence of smooth solutions are quite similar to the ones presented in the evolutive case ϵ = 0. For example, if r_1 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_2 < r_3, then

F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if { γ > 0 and c̃ > r_2, γ < 0 and c̃ < r_1.

Therefore, a smooth periodic travelling wave solution ϕ will exist in this case with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) if γ > 0 and c̃ > r_2 or γ < 0 and c̃ < r_1. The remaining cases of smooth solutions for the case of three real zeros are proven similarly and the proof will be omitted.

We shall consider now the existence of weak solutions. Peakon solutions will exist whenever the pole is removed and F (ϕ) > 0. Firstly, assume all three zeros are simple.

• If c̃ = r_1 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_2 < r_3, then the pole of F (ϕ) is removed and F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ < 0. For these choices, there will exist a periodic peakon solution ϕ with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

• If r_1 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_2 = c̃ < r_3, then F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ > 0, and there will be a periodic peakon solution ϕ with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

• If r_1 < c̃ = r_2 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_3, then F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ > 0, and there will exist a periodic peakon solution ϕ with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

• Finally, if r_1 < r_2 ≤ ϕ ≤ r_3 = c̃, then F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ < 0, and there will exist a periodic peakon solution ϕ with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z), completing the case of periodic peaked solutions.

The case of peakon solutions with decay can be proven under the condition that one of the zeros is double:

• If c̃ = r_1 ≤ ϕ < r_2 = r_3, then F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ < 0 and there will exist a peakon solution ϕ with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞;

• If r_1 = r_2 < ϕ ≤ r_3 = c̃, then F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ < 0 and there will exist a peakon solution ϕ with r_1 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_1 as z → ±∞.

For cuspon solutions, we must assume that ϕ reaches the value c̃ (which is its maximum or minimum at the cusp) so that ϕ^′ can blow-up at this point and the pole is not removed:

• If r_1 ≤ ϕ ≤ c̃ < r_2 < r_3, then F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ > 0, and there will exist a periodic cusped solution ϕ with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

• If r_1 < c̃ ≤ ϕ ≤ r_2 < r_3, then F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ < 0, and there will exist a periodic cuspon solution ϕ with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

• If r_1 < r_2 ≤ ϕ ≤ c̃ < r_3, then F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ < 0, and there will exist a periodic cuspon solution ϕ with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

• If r_1 < r_2 < c̃ ≤ ϕ ≤ r_3, then F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ > 0, and there will exist a periodic cuspon solution ϕ with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

Similarly to peakon solutions with decay, cuspon solutions with decay will occur when one of the zeros is double:

• If r_1 = r_2 < ϕ ≤ c̃ < r_3, then F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ < 0, and there will be a cuspon solution ϕ with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞;

• If r_1 < c̃ ≤ ϕ < r_2 = r_3, then F (ϕ) > 0 if and only if γ < 0 and there will be a cuspon solution ϕ with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞.

The next theorem summarizes the discussion presented above. Theorem 5.5. (Case γ ≠ 0 with three real zeros) Let γ, ϵ ≠ 0, c̃ = ϵ^2c − Γ ϵ^2 and r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 ∈ R satisfy (5.3.1). Then

1. smooth periodic travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if r_1 < r_2 < r_3,

(a) γ > 0 and c̃ > r_2, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) γ > 0 and c̃ < r_2, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) γ < 0 and c̃ < r_1, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (d) γ < 0 and c̃ > r_3, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

2. smooth solutions ϕ with horizontal asymptotes will exist if

(a) r_1 = r_2 < r_3, γ > 0 and c̃ < r_2, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) r_1 < r_2 = r_3, γ > 0 and c̃ > r_2, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) r_1 = r_2 < r_3, γ < 0 and c̃ > r_3, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (d) r_1 < r_2 = r_3, γ < 0 and c̃ < r_1, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

3. periodic peaked travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if

(a) r_1 < r_2 = c̃ < r_3 and γ > 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

(b) r_1 < c̃ = r_2 < r_3 and γ > 0, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) c̃ = r_1 < r_2 < r_3 and γ < 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = c̃ and γ < 0, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

4. peaked travelling wave solutions ϕ with decay will exist if

(a) c̃ = r_1 < r_2 = r_3 and γ < 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 = c̃ and γ < 0, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞.

5. periodic cusped travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if

(a) r_1 < c̃ < r_2 < r_3 and γ > 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) r_1 < r_2 < c̃ < r_3 and γ > 0, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z). (c) r_1 < c̃ < r_2 < r_3 and γ < 0, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (d) r_1 < r_2 < c̃ < r_3 and γ < 0, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

6. cusped travelling wave solutions ϕ with decay will exist if

(a) r_1 < c̃ < r_2 = r_3 and γ < 0, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 = r_2 < c̃ < r_3 and γ < 0, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞.

To finish the case where γ ≠ 0, we present the existence classification for when P (ϕ) has all five zeros r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 ≤ r_4 ≤ r_5 ∈ R satisfying (5.3.3) so that

F (ϕ) = γ ϵ^2

(ϕ − r_2)(ϕ − r_2)(ϕ − r_3)(ϕ − r_4)(ϕ − r_5) c̃ − ϕ . We will omit the proof due to the exhaustive use of the same arguments of Theorem 5.5 (and all other previous theorems in this section) that lead to a quite long and repetitive proof. We decide, however, to separate the classification of this case in two different but complementary results: γ > 0 and γ < 0, respectively.

Theorem 5.6. (Case γ > 0 with five real zeros) Let γ > 0, ϵ ≠ 0, c̃ = ϵ^2c − Γ ϵ^2 and r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 ≤ r_4 ≤ r_5 ∈ R satisfy (5.3.3). Then

1. smooth periodic travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and (a) c̃ > r_2, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) c̃ < r_2, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) c̃ > r_4, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (d) c̃ < r_4, with r_4 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

2. smooth travelling wave solutions ϕ with horizontal asymptotes will exist if (a) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and c̃ < r_2, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and c̃ > r_3, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (c) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and c̃ > r_4, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3 as z → ±∞; (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 = r_5 and c̃ > r_4, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_4 as z → ±∞; (e) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < r_5 and c̃ < r_2, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞; (f) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < r_5 and c̃ < r_4, with r_4 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_4 as z → ±∞; (g) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < r_5 and c̃ < r_2, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2, ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞; (h) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 = r_5 and c̃ > r_4, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3, ϕ ↑ r_4 as z → ±∞. 3. periodic peaked travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if

(a) r_1 < r_2 = c̃ < r_3 < r_4 < r_5, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) r_1 < c̃ = r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 = c̃ < r_5, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < c̃ = r_4 < r_5, with r_4 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

4. peaked travelling wave solutions ϕ with decay on infinity will exist if (a) r_1 < c̃ = r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < r_5, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 = c̃ < r_5, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3 as z → ∞.

5. periodic cusped travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if

(a) r_1 < c̃ < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) r_1 < r_2 < c̃ < r_3 < r_4 < r_5, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < c̃ < r_4 < r_5, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < c̃ < r_5, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

6. cusped travelling wave solutions ϕ with decay on infinity will exist if (a) r_1 < r_2 < c̃ < r_3 = r_4 < r_5, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < c̃ < r_4 < r_5, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3 as z → ∞.

We shall now present the version of Theorem 5.6 for γ < 0.

Theorem 5.7. (Case γ < 0 with five real zeros) Let γ < 0, ϵ ≠ 0, c̃ = ϵ^2c − Γ ϵ^2 and r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 ≤ r_4 ≤ r_5 ∈ R satisfy (5.3.3). Then

1. smooth periodic travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and (a) c̃ < r_1, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) c̃ > r_3, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) c̃ < r_3, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (d) c̃ > r_5, with r_4 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

2. smooth travelling wave solutions ϕ with horizontal asymptotes will exist if (a) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and c̃ > r_3, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and c̃ < r_1, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (c) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 < r_5 and c̃ < r_3, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3 as z → ±∞; (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < r_5 and c̃ > r_3, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞; (e) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < r_5 and c̃ > r_5, with r_4 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_4 as z → ±∞; (f) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 = r_5 and c̃ < r_3, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_4 as z → ±∞; (g) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < r_5 and c̃ > r_3, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2, ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞; (h) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 = r_5 and c̃ < r_3, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3, ϕ ↑ r_4 as z → ±∞. 3. periodic peaked travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if

(a) c̃ = r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = c̃ < r_4 < r_5, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) r_1 < r_2 < c̃ = r_3 < r_4 < r_5, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5 = c̃, with r_4 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

4. peaked travelling wave solutions ϕ with decay will exist if

(a) c̃ = r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 < r_5, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 = c̃ < r_4 < r_5, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞; (c) r_1 < r_2 < c̃ = r_3 < r_4 = r_5, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_4 as z → ±∞; (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < r_5 = c̃, with r_4 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_5 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_4 as z → ±∞.

5. periodic cusped travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if

(a) r_1 < c̃ < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < r_5, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) r_1 < r_2 < c̃ < r_3 < r_4 < r_5, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < c̃ < r_4 < r_5, wtih c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 < c̃ < r_5, with r_4 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

6. cusped travelling wave solutions ϕ with decay will exist if

(a) r_1 < c̃ < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 < r_5, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 = r_2 < c̃ < r_4 < r_5, with r_1 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_1 as z → ±∞; (c) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < c̃ < r_4 = r_5, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_4 as z → ±∞; (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4 < c̃ < r_5, with r_4 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_4 as z → ±∞.

With the last two theorems we finish the classification for γ ≠ 0. We now proceed with the case where γ = 0 and the quartic term u^3u_x is eliminated from the equation. The proofs for this case will also be omitted due to their lenght and repetition of the arguments of previous theorems. Theorem 5.8. (Case γ = 0, β ≠ 0 with two real zeros) Let γ = 0, ϵ ≠ 0, β ≠ 0, c̃ = ϵ^2c − Γ ϵ^2 and r_1 ≤ r_2 ∈ R satisfy (5.3.4). Then

1. smooth periodic travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if r_1 < r_2 and

(a) c̃ < r_1 and β > 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) c̃ > r_2 and β < 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

2. periodic peaked travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if

(a) c̃ = r_1 < r_2 and β > 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) r_1 < r_2 = c̃ and β < 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

3. periodic cusped solutions ϕ will exist if r_1 < c̃ < r_2 and

(a) β > 0, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) β < 0, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

Next we consider the case of four real zeros and also separate the cases β > 0 and β < 0: Theorem 5.9. (Case γ = 0, β > 0 with four real zeros) Let γ = 0, ϵ ≠ 0, β > 0, c̃ = ϵ^2c − Γ ϵ^2 and r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 ≤ r_4 ∈ R satisfy (5.3.5). Then

1. smooth periodic travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 and

(a) c̃ < r_1, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) c̃ > r_3, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z). (c) c̃ < r_3, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

2. smooth travelling wave solutions ϕ with horizontal asymptotes will exist if

(a) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 < r_4 and c̃ > r_3, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 and c̃ < r_1, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (c) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 and c̃ < r_3, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3 as z → ±∞; (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4 and c̃ > r_3, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞; (e) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 = r_4 and c̃ > r_3, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2, ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞. 3. periodic peaked travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if

(a) c̃ = r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = c̃ < r_4, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = c̃ < r_4, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

4. peaked travelling wave solutions ϕ with decay will exist if

(a) c̃ = r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 = c̃ < r_4, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞;

5. periodic cusped travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if

(a) r_1 < c̃ < r_2 < r_3 < r_4, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) r_1 < r_2 < c̃ < r_3 < r_4, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < c̃ < r_4, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z);

6. cusped travelling wave solutions ϕ with decay will exist if

(a) r_1 < c̃ < r_2 = r_3 < r_4, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 = r_2 < c̃ < r_3 < r_4, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞.

With the next theorem we finish the results concerning the classification of bounded travelling wave solutions.

Theorem 5.10. (Case γ = 0, β < 0 with four real zeros) Let γ = 0, ϵ ≠ 0, β > 0, c̃ = ϵ^2c − Γ ϵ^2 and r_1 ≤ r_2 ≤ r_3 ≤ r_4 ∈ R satisfy (5.3.5). Then

1. smooth periodic travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 and (a) c̃ > r_2, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) c̃ < r_2, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) c̃ > r_4, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

2. smooth travelling wave solutions ϕ with horizontal asymptotes will exist if (a) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 < r_4 and c̃ < r_2, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 and c̃ > r_2, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_2 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (c) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 and c̃ > r_4, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_3 as z → ±∞; (d) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 = r_4 and c̃ < r_2, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞; (e) r_1 = r_2 < r_3 = r_4 and c̃ < r_2, with r_2 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2, ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞. 3. periodic peaked travelling wave solutions ϕ will exist if

(a) r_1 < r_2 = c̃ < r_3 < r_4, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_2 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) r_1 < c̃ = r_2 < r_3 < r_4, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < r_4 = c̃, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

4. peaked travelling wave solutions ϕ with decay will exist if

(a) r_1 < c̃ = r_2 < r_3 = r_4, with r_2 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_2 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < r_4 = c̃, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_4 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞.

5. periodic cusped solutions ϕ will exist if

(a) r_1 < c̃ < r_2 < r_3 < r_4, with r_1 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (b) r_1 < r_2 < c̃ < r_3 < r_4, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and r_3 = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z); (c) r_1 < r_2 < r_3 < c̃ < r_4, with r_3 = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z).

6. cusped travelling wave solutions ϕ with decay will exist if

(a) r_1 < r_2 < c̃ < r_3 = r_4, with c̃ = min_{z∈R} ϕ(z), r_3 = sup_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↑ r_3 as z → ±∞; (b) r_1 < r_2 = r_3 < c̃ < r_4, with r_3 = inf_{z∈R} ϕ(z), c̃ = max_{z∈R} ϕ(z) and ϕ ↓ r_2 as z → ±∞.

To finish this section, we would like to discuss the possibility of composing weak solutions to obtain new waves called composite waves. In [41], the author shows that provided that the constant A in the quadrature form for the Camassa-Holm equation (see equation (1.0.3) with γ = β = 0) satisfies a certain condition (see item (c) of Lemma 5.1 with the same choices for γ and β) and the Lebesgue measure of the set C = ϕ^{−1}(c̃) is zero, then one can glue peaked and cusped solutions to obtain composite wave solutions for the Camassa-Holm equation. If the Lebesgue measure of C is not zero, then one can glue cusped solutions to obtain the stumpon solutions provided that the coefficients are in a certain ellipsoid. In our case we strongly believe that this will also happen, but so far we have not been able to explicitly obtain the manifold from the geometrical conditions. For this reason we leave the results of composite wave solutions for an upcoming paper.

6 Explicit travelling waves solutions

In this section we look for explicit travelling waves of equation (1.0.4). Our main tool for constructing such types of solutions are the conservation laws we established in Section 3 and their consequences.

6.1 Travelling waves I: elliptic integrals

Let P (ϕ) be given by (5.1.4) and c be such that P (ϕ_c) = 0, where ϕ_c := c − Γ/ϵ^2. We can rewrite P (ϕ) as P (ϕ) = −ϵ^2(ϕ − ϕ_c)q(ϕ) and by deg(q) we denote the degree of q. We observe that 2 ≤ deg(q) ≤ 4.

Theorem 6.1. Let u = ϕ(x − ct), c ≠ 0, be a travelling wave solution of (1.0.4), P (ϕ) be the polynomial defined in (5.1.4) and q(ϕ) such that P (ϕ) = −ϵ^2(ϕ − ϕ_c)q(ϕ), where ϕ_c = c − Γ/ϵ^2.

1. If (β, γ) ≠ (0, 0), then 3 ≤ deg(q) ≤ 4 and we have a solution given in terms of elliptic integral ∫ dϕ √ q(ϕ) = ±z + λ, (6.1.1)

where λ is a constant.

2. If β = γ = 0, then q(ϕ) = ϕ^2/ϵ^2 + bϕ + d, where b = (ϕ_c − (c + α))/ϵ^2, ϵ^2ϕ_cd = B, and ∫ dϕ √_{ϕ2} ϵ^2 + bϕ + d

= ±z + λ. (6.1.2)

Proof. The proof is straightforward and is omitted.

Remark 6.1. If β = γ = 0, then we have the following compatibility conditions in the case 2 above: ϕ_c − bϵ^2 = c + α, (b − d)ϵ^2 = 2A and ϵ^2ϕ_cd = B. We note that both A and B are constants of integration, see the comments between equations (5.1.3) and (5.1.4). Then we have some freedom to choose them and this freedom is inherited by b and d.

Remark 6.2. Equation (6.1.2) can be integrated, providing

ϵ ln ( ϵ^2b + 2ϕ + 2ϵ √ ϕ^2 ϵ^2 + bϕ + d ) = ±z + λ̃, where λ̃ is a constant of integration. Solving the last equation for ϕ, we obtain two families of equations parametrized by a new constant λ ≠ 0 ϕ_{±,λ}(z) = ( b^2ϵ^2 − 4d 4λ ) ϵ^2e^{± zϵ} + λ 4 e^{∓zϵ} − ϵ^2b 2 . Assume that ( b^2ϵ^2 − 4d 4λ ) ϵ^2 = λ 4 . This means that d, Γ and λ describes the hyperbolic paraboloid d = ( Γ + αϵ^2 2ϵ^3

)_2 − ( λ 2ϵ )_2

with center (Γ, λ, d) = (−αϵ^2, 0, 0), where we used the fact that b = −(Γ + αϵ^2)/ϵ^4. In this case, the two families of solutions degenerate in a single even function, given by ϕ(z) = λ 2 cosh (z ϵ ) + Γ + αϵ^2 2ϵ^2 . On the other hand, assuming that ( b^2ϵ^2 − 4d 4λ ) ϵ^2 = − λ 4 , then d, Γ and λ describes the elliptic paraboloid d = ( Γ + αϵ^2 2ϵ^3

)_2 + ( λ 2ϵ )_2 , with center (Γ, λ, d) = (−αϵ^2, 0, 0) and we have two families of corresponding solutions given by

ϕ_±(z) = ± λ 2 sinh (z ϵ ) + Γ + αϵ^2 2ϵ^2 . Let us analyze the results we have just obtained. To this end, we focus on the solution ϕ(z) = λ 2 cosh ( z ϵ ) + Γ + αϵ^2 2ϵ^2 and the two-parameter family of paraboloids P_{ϵ,α} = { (Γ, λ, d) ∈ R^3 such that d = ( Γ + αϵ^2 2ϵ^3

)_2 − ( λ 2ϵ )_2}

We can embed each member of these paraboloids into a two-parameter family of four-dimensional manifolds M_{ϵ,α} = { (x, t, Γ, λ, d) ∈ R^5 such that d = ( Γ + αϵ^2 2ϵ^3

)_2 − ( λ 2ϵ )_2} .

To each point of M_{ϵ,α} we can associate a solution of (1.0.3), given by u(x, t) = λ 2 cosh ( x − ct ϵ ) + Γ + αϵ^2 2ϵ^2 . In particular, each point p = (Γ, λ, d) ∈ P_{ϵ,α} gives a solution u(x, t) as above and while p varies on P_{ϵ,α} we have a family of solutions of (1.0.3), with β = γ = 0, parameterized by the paraboloid P_{ϵ,α}.

Finally, let us now consider travelling wave solutions using the third conserved current provided by Theorem 4.2. If u(x, t) = ϕ(z), z = x − ct, for some c ≠ 0, equation D_t √ m + D_x((u − α) √ m) = 0 reads d dz ( (ϕ − α − c) √ M ) = 0, M = ϕ − ϵ^2ϕ^{′′}, which yields (ϕ − α − c)^2(ϕ − ϵ^2ϕ^{′′}) = k_1 2 , (6.1.3)

where k_1 is a constant of integration. We note that

ϕ − ϵ^2ϕ^{′′} = k_1 2(ϕ − α − c)^2 =⇒ ϕϕ^′ − ϵ^2ϕ^′ϕ^{′′} = k_1ϕ^′ 2(ϕ − α − c)^2 , which, after integration, reads (ϵϕ^′)^2 = ϕ^2 + k_1 ϕ − α − c . (6.1.4)

Let w := 1/(ϕ − α − c). From equation (6.1.4) we obtain ϵ dw dz = ±w √ k_1w^3 + ((α + c)w + 1)^2,

which gives the solution in terms of the elliptic integral ∫ dw w √ k_1w^3 + ((α + c)w + 1)^2 = ± z ϵ + k_2,

where k_2 is another constant of integration.

6.2 Travelling waves II: peakons with exponential shape In this subsection we will use the third conservation law resulting from Theorem 4.2 to guide us to construct an explicit travelling wave solution to (1.0.4). As naturally expected due to the restriction of the respective conserved current, the solution is firstly obtained assuming that some parameters in the equation are 0. After, we prove that such a type of solution, with exponential shape, can only be obtained with those restrictions.

We begin with equation (6.1.3), which is a consequence of the conservation law already mentioned. If we suppose ϕ, ϕ^′, ϕ^{′′} → 0 as |z| → ∞, we then conclude that k_1 = 0. This implies that either ϕ = α+c, which means that ϕ is an arbitrary constant (in view of the arbitrariness of the constant c), or ϕ(z) = Ae^z +Be^{−z}. None of these solutions satisfy the property of vanishing at infinity, unless A = B = α + c = 0.

Let us then consider solutions of (6.1.3) with k_1 = 0 in the weak sense. We begin with the following auxiliary equation ψ(z) − ϵ^2ψ^{′′}(z) = λδ(z), (6.2.1) where δ(z) is the well known Dirac delta function and λ ≠ 0 is a constant. Applying the Fourier transform F to both sides of (6.2.1) we obtain F(ψ) = λ √ 2π 1 1 + ϵ^2ξ^2 ⇒ ψ(z) = λ 2ϵ e^{− |z|ϵ} . Based on the latter fact, let ϕ(z) := λe^{−|z|/ϵ}. Then ϕ(z) − ϵ^2ϕ^{′′}(z) = 2λδ(z) and equation (6.1.3), with k_1 = 0, is compatible provided that λ = α + c. Therefore, if β = γ = 0 and Γ = −αϵ^2, equation (1.0.4) admits the travelling wave solution u(x, t) = ϕ(x − ct), with ϕ(z) = (α + c)e^{−|z|/ϵ}. This is, actually a particular case of the following stronger result:

Theorem 6.2. The function u : R^2 → R, defined by u(x, t) = (α + c)e^{−|x−ct|}, with α ≠ c, is a weak solution to the equation (1.0.4) if and only if β = γ = 0 and Γ = −αϵ^2.

Before proving Theorem 6.2, we need to recall a couple of classical results. To begin with, we fix the following notation: by C^∞_0 ([a, b]) we mean the members of C^∞_0 (R) whose support is contained in the set [a, b], with a < b.

Lemma 6.1. Let α be a continuous function on [a, b]. Assume that ∫_b a α(x)f(x) = 0, for every continuous function f. Then α(x) = 0, for all x ∈ [a, b].

Proof. See [29], Lemma 1, on page 9.

Lemma 6.2. Let A, ϵ be two real constants such that Aϵ ≠ 0, and ϕ : R → R be defined by ϕ(z) = A e^{−|z|/ϵ}. Then ϕ^′(z) = −sgnz ϕ(z)/ϵ in the weak sense. In particular, (ϕ^′(z))^2 = ϕ(z)^2/ϵ^2.

Proof. Let ϕ be any test function. Then ∫_{+∞} −∞ ϕ(z)ψ^′(x)dx = ∫_0 −∞ Ae^{z/ϵ}ψ^′(z)dz + ∫_{+∞} 0 Ae^{−z/ϵ}ψ^′(z)dz

= − 1 ϵ ∫_0 −∞ Ae^{z/ϵ}ψ(z)dz + 1 ϵ ∫_{+∞} 0 Ae^{−z/ϵ}ψ(z)dz

= ∫_{+∞} −∞ sgn(z) ϵ ϕ(z)ψ(z)dz and ϕ(z) = −sgn(z)ϕ(z)/ϵ.

Lemma 6.3. Under the conditions of Lemma 6.2, if ψ ∈ S(R) and

J_n(ψ) := ∫_∞ −∞ ϕ^n(z)ψ(z)dz and I_n(ψ) := ∫_∞ −∞ ϕ^n(z)ψ^{′′}(z)dz, then I_n(ψ) = −2 ( n ϵ ) A^nψ(0) + (n ϵ )_2 J_n(ψ).

Proof. We only need to integrate I_n(ψ) by parts to obtain the result.

We recall that if ϕ is a distribution, its nth derivative ϕ^{(n)} satisfies the relation ∫_{+∞} −∞ ϕ(z)ψ^{(n)}(z)dz = (−1)^n ∫_{+∞} −∞ ϕ^{(n)}(z)ψ(z)dz, for any test function ψ.

We are bound to prove Theorem 6.2. To do it, we assume that u(x, t) = Ae^{−|z|/ϵ}, with z = x − ct, is a solution of (1.0.4). Among the many alternatives to prove Theorem 6.2, we will consider once more our second conservation law given in Theorem 4.2. More precisely, we will examine equation (5.1.2) after plugging the function ϕ(z) = Ae^{−|z|/ϵ} in such a way that the peakon solution will be forced to satisfy the resulting equation with the right hand side equals 0.

Taking A = 0 in equation (5.1.2), from Lemma 6.2 we have the following weak formulation for (5.1.2): ∫_{+∞} −∞ ( (α + c)ϕ − 2ϕ^2 + β 3 ϕ^3 + γ 4 ϕ^4 ) ψdz + ϵ^2 2 ∫_{+∞} −∞ ϕ^2ψ^{′′}dz + (Γ − cϵ^2) ∫_{+∞} −∞ ϕψ^{′′}dz = 0, (6.2.2)

for any test function ψ ∈ S(R). The demonstration is concluded if we prove that the function ϕ(z) = Ae^{−|z|/ϵ} solves Eq. (6.2.2) if and only if β = γ = 0, Γ = −αϵ^2 and A = α + c.

Proof. (of Theorem 6.2): By Lemma 6.3, we can rewrite equation (6.2.2) as 2A ( ϵA + Γ − cϵ^2 ϵ ) ψ(0) − Γ + αϵ^2 ϵ^2

J_1 − β 3 J_3 − γ 4 J_4 = 0. (6.2.3)

Observe that the contribution of J_2 vanishes, once the coefficients of this term cancel one to each other. Finally, equation (6.2.3) can be rewritten as 2A ( ϵA + Γ − cϵ^2 ϵ ) ψ(0) − ∫_{+∞} −∞ ( Γ + αϵ^2 ϵ^2 ϕ + β 3 ϕ^3 + γ 4 ϕ^4 ) ψdz = 0. (6.2.4)

Note now that equation (6.2.4) must be valid for any test function ψ. Restricting ourselves firstly to ψ ∈ C^∞_0 ([a, b]), with 0 < a < b or a < b < 0, we are forced to conclude, in view of Lemma 6.1, that Γ + αϵ^2 ϵ^2 ϕ + β 3 ϕ^3 + γ 4 ϕ^5 = 0,

which implies that Γ = −αϵ^2, β = 0 and γ = 0. Then, with these restrictions, equation (6.2.3) is consistent provided that A = α + c. This proves the if part. The only if part is proved noticing that if β = γ = 0, Γ = −αϵ^2 and A = α + c, then equation (6.2.4) is automatically satisfied, as well as equation (6.2.2).

Remark 6.3. Under the restrictions of Theorem 6.2, equation (1.0.4) can be transformed into the Camassa- Holm equation under the change u → u − α. Therefore, not only the equation has peakon solutions as the one given in Theorem 6.2, but also multipeakon solutions [7]. We, however, do not consider them here because they are, in essence, the same of the Camassa-Holm equation, taking into account weak derivatives and the shift u → u − α.

Remark 6.4. Theorem 6.2 assures that equation (1.0.4) has peakon solutions of the type u(x, t) = Ae^{λ|x−ct|} if and only if A = α + c and λ = −1/ϵ. However, the same theorem does not imply on the nonexistence of other peakon solutions. In fact, Theorem 5.8 assures the existence of other peakon solutions, such as the periodic ones. Combining Theorem 5.8 and Theorem 6.2, we conclude that if u = u(x, t) is a peakon solution of (1.0.4) with β ≠ 0, then u cannot be of the form u(x, t) = (α + c)e^{−|x−ct|/ϵ}.

7 Members describing pseudo-spherical surfaces

Here we investigate the geometric integrability of equation (1.0.11). Following Reyes [55], an equation is geometrically integrable if it describes a non-trivial one-parameter family of pseudo-spherical surfaces.

A two-dimensional manifold M is a PSS if there exist one-forms ω_1, ω_2, ω_3 on M such that ω_1 ∧ω_2 ≠ 0 and dω_1 = ω_3 ∧ ω_2, dω_2 = ω_1 ∧ ω_3, dω_3 = ω_1 ∧ ω_2. (7.0.1)

Conditions (7.0.1) are structure equations of M, which endows M with the metric ds^2 = ω^2_1 + ω^2 having constant Gaussian curvature K = −1.

Assume that F [u_{(n)}] = 0 is a differential equation, where the unknown u is assumed to depend on two variables, say x and t. This equation is said to describe a PSS if there are one-forms (1.0.11), with smooth coefficient functions, such that the triple {ω_1, ω_2, ω_3} satisfies (7.0.1) whenever u is a solution of F = 0. We note that conditions (7.0.1) can be rewritten as

dΩ = Ω ∧ Ω,

where Ω is the matrix whose entries are one-forms, namely, Ω = 1 2 ( ω_2 ω_1 − ω_3 ω_1 − ω_3 −ω_2 ) =: (Ω_{ij} ), (7.0.2)

and Ω ∧ Ω := ( ∑ k Ω_{ik} ∧ Ω_{kj}) and dΩ := (dΩ_{ij} ). In view of (7.0.2), we can see that ω_2 is related to the spectral parameter from the theory of integrable systems, see [11]. For further details about equations describing PSS, see [8, 9, 11, 54–56, 62]. The interested reader is also referred to [58, 59], where this topic is extensively covered.

7.1 Technical results

We observe, from a pragmatic point of view, that the coefficient functions of the one-forms are arbitrary, which may bring (and it really does!) practical and computational complications. This is usually overcome imposing some restrictions on the differential functions involved [54, 62]. Therefore, in our analyses we employ the same restrictions used in [8, 9, 54, 62] to investigate the geometric integrability of third order equations describing PSS.

We have the following result from [54].

Lemma 7.1. Let u_t = u_{xxx} + G(u, u_x, u_{xx}) be a differential equation describing P SS with associate oneforms (1.0.11) satisfying ω_2 = λdx + f_{22}dt, in which λ is a real parameter. Then G is independent of λ if and only if, up to a change of the dependent variable, the aforementioned equation is one of the following:

u_t = u_{xxx} + au^2u_x + buu_x + cu_x, u_t = u_{xxx} + au_{xx} − 3b(uu_x)x + buu_x(3bu − 2a), u_t = (u_x − ℓ(u))_{xx} − [(δu + μ)u_x − ℓ(u)]_x, u_t = u_{xxx} + au_{xx} + bu_x + cu + η,

(7.1.1)

where a, b, c, δ, μ and η are constants, with abδ ≠ 0, and ℓ(u) is a differentiable function.

Proof. See [54], theorems 3.1 and 4.1. See also Theorem 2.13 of [56].

Our next result is an extremely useful one, but the notation might be very hard and difficult. Therefore, in order to make it easier as possible, we will follow conventions used in [11, 54, 62]: z_0 := u, z_1 := u_x, z_2 := u_{xx} and z_3 = u_{xxx}.

Lemma 7.2. A necessary condition for an equation z_{0,t} − z_{2,t} = λ z_0z_3 + G(z_0, z_1, z_2), G ≠ 0, λ ≠ 0 (7.1.2) to describe P SS with associated one-forms (1.0.11) satisfying f_{i1} = μ_i f_{11} + η_i, μ_i, η_i ∈ R, i = 2, 3, is the existence of smooth functions ψ = ψ(z_0, z_1) and h = h(z_0 −z_2), with h^′ ≠ 0, and these two functions and G satisfy at least one of the following conditions:

1. G = (z_1 ψ_{z0} + z_2ψ_{z1} + m ψ)/h^′, where 0 ≠ m ∈ R;

2. G = −λ(z_1 h + z_0z_1h^′ + m_1z_1 + m_2z_2)/h^′, where m_1, m_2 ∈ R and m_2 ≠ 0;

3. G = [z_2 ψ_{z1} + z_1ψ_{z0} + m_1 ψ − λz_0z_1h^′ − (λz_1 + λm_1z_0 + m_2)h]/h^′, where m_1 and m_2 are constants such that (m_1, m_2) ≠ (0, 0);

4. G = λ(z_1z_2 − 2z_0z_1 − mz_1/τ ∓ z_2/τ) + τe^{±τ z1} (τz_0z_2 ± z_1 + mz_2)φ(z_0) ± e^{±τ z1} (τz_0z_1 + τz_1z_2 + mz_1 ± z_2)φ^′(z_0) + z^2_1 e^{±τ z1} φ^{′′}(z_0), where m, τ ∈ R, φ(z_0) ≠ 0 and τ > 0;

5. G = λ(2z_1z_2 − 3z_0z_1 − m_2z_1) + m_1θe^{θz0} (θz^3_1 + z_1z_2 + 2z_0z_1 + m_2z_1), where m_1, m_2, θ ∈ R, with θ ≠ 0.

Proof. These are conditions requested in theorems 3.2, 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5 of [62] for the equation describes pseudo-spherical surfaces. Therefore, we omit the proof and refer the reader to the original work by Silva and Tenenblat.

Lemma 7.3. Assume that the equation u_t − u_{txx} = λuu_{xxx} + G(u, u_x, u_{xx}) is such that condition 5 in Lemma 7.2 is satisfied. Then the function f_{ij} in (1.0.11) are given by

f_{11} = a(z_0 − z_2) + b, f_{21} = μf_{11} + η, f_{31} = ± √ 1 + μ^2f_{11} ± θ ± a η μ 1 + μ^2 ,

f_{12} = −λ z_0 f_{11} + a m_1θ e^{θ z0} z^2_1 + (m_1 θ e^{θ z0} − λ) [ a z_0 + b θ ± ( μ − a η θ ) z_1 √ 1 + μ^2 ] ,

f_{22} = −λ z_0 f_{21} + μ a m_1 θ e^{θ z0} z^2_1 + m_1θ e^{θ z0} − λ θ [ μ(az_0 + b) + η ∓ (θ − μ a η) z_1 √ 1 + μ^2 ] , f_{32} = −λ z_0 f_{31} ± √ 1 + μ^2 a m_1 θ e^{θ z0} z^2_1

− ( m_1 θ e^{θ z0} − λ θ ) { a η z_1 ∓ 1 √ 1 + μ^2 [ (1 + μ^2)(az_0 + b) + μη + θ a ]} , and the constants a, b, μ, η, θ and m_2 are related by the relation b = a 2θ [ (μθ − aη)^2 a^2(1 + μ^2) − a θ + m_2θ − 1 ] . (7.1.3)

We observe that the parameter λ in Lemma 7.1 and η_2, in Lemma 7.2, are related to the spectral parameter in the literature of integrable systems [1, 2].

7.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let us now assume ϵ ≠ 0. Making the changes x → x/ϵ, t → t/ϵ and next u → u − Γ/ϵ^2, (1.0.4) is transformed into, after renaming the constants,

u_t − u_{txx} = uu_{xxx} + 2u_xu_{xx} + (α − 3u + βu^2 + γu^3)u_x, (7.2.1)

which is of the type (7.1.2) with G(z_0, z_1, z_2) = 2z_1z_2 + (α − 3z_0 + βz^2_0 + γz^3_0 )z_1 and λ = 1.

We have the following preliminary result:

Proposition 7.1. The only condition in Lemma 7.2 satisfied by equation (7.2.1) is number 5 if and only if β = γ = 0 and m_2 = −α.

Proof. Substituting G(z_0, z_1, z_2) = 2z_1z_2 + (α − 3z_0 + βz^2_0 + γz^3_0 )z_1 and λ = 1 into the possible forms listed in Lemma 7.2, we will conclude that conditions 1 to 4 lead to contradictions. Substituting into the last one, we have the following identity:

2z_1z_2 − 3z_0z_1 − m_2z_1 + m_1θe^{θz0} (θz^3_1 + z_1z_2 + 2z_0z_1 + m_2z_1) = 2z_1z_2 + (α − 3z_0 + βz^2_0 + γz^3_0 )z_1,

which implies

−m_2z_1 + m_1θe^{θz0} (θz^3_1 + z_1z_2 + 2z_0z_1 + m_2z_1) = αz_1 + βz^2_0 z_1 + γz^3_0 z_1.

From the coefficient of z^3_1 we conclude that m_1θ = 0, which implies that m_1 = 0 in view of the constraints in Lemma 7.2. As a consequence, m_2 = −α and β = γ = 0.

Corollary 7.1. Under the restrictions from Proposition 7.1, the constraint (7.1.3) can be reduced to b = −1 + (η^2 − α)/2.

Proof. By Proposition 7.1, we have m_1 = 0 and m_2 = −α. Choosing a = 1, θ = 1 and μ = 0 we obtain the desired result.

Proof of Theorem 1.3: Let us begin with the case ϵ = 0. Making a suitable choice of the constant u_0, the shift u → u − u_0 transforms the resulting equation (after renaming constants) in the first equation in (7.1.1). The result of this part is then an immediate consequence of Lemma 7.1.

Now assume ϵ ≠ 0. As previously shown, we can transform equation (1.0.4), with ϵ ≠ 0, in (7.2.1). By Proposition 7.1, we conclude that (1.0.4) describes a PSS if and only if β = γ = 0. Substituting a = θ = 1, μ = m_1 = 0 and m_2 = −α into Lemma 7.3 we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.3.

8 Discussion

Our work about equation (1.0.4) was motivated by the recent equation (1.0.1) introduced in [66] and later considered in [30]. These two papers led us to consider equation (1.0.4), which is structurally the same as (1.0.1), but without the physical constraints given by (1.0.2).

In our case, as mentioned in the Introduction, equation (1.0.4) not only is a mathematical generalization of the physical model (1.0.1), but also splits in two significantly large families of equations (after suitable scalings, shifts and eventually renaming the constants)

u_t = u_{xxx} + (α − 3u + βu^2 + γu^3)u_x (8.0.1) and u_t − u_{txx} = uu_{xxx} + 2u_xu_{xx} + (α − 3u + βu^2 + γu^3), (8.0.2) where we took ϵ = 1 for convenience. This division is, in particular, evident in the demonstration of local well-posedness (Theorem 1.1), conservation laws and its consequences (sections 2, 3 and 4), and of extreme importance in the classification of travelling wave solutions carried out in Section 5. Moreover, if ϵ = 0 we do not have the emergence of “purely” weak solutions, whereas the case ϵ ≠ 0 has peakons and cuspons (both periodic and non-periodic), as shown in theorems 5.5 and 5.6. In addition, the classification of members of (1.0.4) describing PSS also depends on the values of ϵ that, although not the only relevant parameter, is certainly the most special one.

Sometime after we initiated our investigation, we discovered the reference [10], where the local wellposedness of an equation analogous to (1.0.1) is claimed, but omitted. We then proved the local wellposedness for (1.0.4). To pursue this goal, we removed some restrictions in the main result of [45] and as a consequence of Theorem 1.2 we not only recover the local well-posedness to the CH equation, e.g, see [25, 49, 57], but also obtain corollaries 2.1 and 2.2, which are nothing but the results proved in [45] and [49]. Moreover, as a consequence of Theorem 1.2, if u_0 ∈ H^s(R), s > 3/2, and h is a C^∞(R) function such that h(0) = 0, then the initial value problem u_t − u_{txx} + ∂_xh(u) = ∂_x ( e^u 2 u^2_x + e^uu_{xx} ) , u(x, 0) = u_0(x),

(8.0.3)

is well-posed in H^s(R). Although this fact is a trivial consequence of our theorem, it cannot be recovered by invoking corollaries 2.1 and 2.2 of [45] and [49], respectively. This example shows that Theorem 1.2 is not a small improvement on the mentioned results, but actually an extension that, in particular, implies the local well-posedness of the problem (1.0.5). We observe that we were able to remove the condition g(0) = 0 in the results proved in [45], but we could not do the same regarding the function h in corollaries 2.1 and 2.2. We conjecture that it might be possible by following similar steps of Theorem 1.2 to relax the conditions for g, but this is an open problem to be considered in another moment.

We established conservation laws for equation (1.0.4) with ϵ ≠ 0 in Section 3. The case ϵ = 0 was not considered because the choice transforms the equation into a three-parameter evolution equation, and the literature about this sort of equation is very vast. It is well-known that the KdV and other evolution equations have an infinite hierarchy of symmetries and conservation laws [1, 2, 26, 27, 48, 51, 53, 61, 65], meaning that a study of these sort of equations would not bring anything new, see, for instance, [53]. Moreover, some of the equations in (1.0.4) with ϵ = 0 can be derived as hydrodynamical models [1, 2, 6], which usually have some conservation laws as a consequence of their physical backgrounds.

On the other hand, in the case ϵ ≠ 0, the conservation laws enabled us to obtain several properties of the solutions, as presented in Section 4, but more importantly, led us to obtain the quadrature (5.1.4), which makes a classification of bounded travelling wave solutions of (1.0.4) possible, as shown in Section 5.

In [31] the authors performed a classification of bounded travelling wave solutions of equation (1.0.1). However, their classification is a very particular case of ours because in [31] the authors reduced the quadrature (5.1.4) to the particular case of two real zeros. In fact, they considered a quadrature with the polynomial in (5.1.4) replaced by the one given in (1.0.9). As a consequence of this simplification, the periodic travelling wave solutions do not appear in their classification. Our results, therefore, not only recover the one proved in [31], but also describe periodic travelling wave solutions admitted by (1.0.4). Opposed to [21, 41], we have not found the composite travelling wave solutions of (1.0.4) because the computations required needed a deeper understanding of certain underlying geometric conditions that are beyond the scope of this paper. We observe that we have classified 139 possible cases of travelling wave solutions of (1.0.4), whereas in [31] only 15 were obtained. Our classification includes the case ϵ = 0, while the one carried out in [31] only considers ϵ ≠ 0. Even if we restrict our results for ϵ ≠ 0 we still have a larger classification when compared with the one presented in [31], since we also analyse the existence of periodic solutions.

We also investigated the existence of members in (1.0.4) describing PSS. For ϵ = 0 this is a mere consequence of the results proved by Rabelo and Tenenblat [54], while for the case ϵ ≠ 0 we have a more interesting and rich situation. In case this condition is satisfied, equation (1.0.4) can be transformed into equation (8.0.2). This equation includes the CH equation and its relations with PSSs were firstly investigated in [55], see also [56]. The question that remained to be investigated was if there were other members of (8.0.2) (or (1.0.4)) that would also have this property. The answer is given by Theorem 1.3.

A natural and interesting question that emerges from Theorem 1.3 is if equation (1.0.1) might describe PSS. The answer is positive, but with limitations on the values given by (1.0.2). Making the shift u → u − β_0/β in (1.0.1), we have the following equation u_t − u_{txx} + 3uu_x − 2u_xu_{xx} − uu_{xxx} = ( ω_2β^3_0 β^3α^3

− c + 3 β_0 β − ω_1β^2_0 α^2β ) u_x

+ β_0 β ( 2 ω_1 α^2 − 3 β_0 β ) uu_x + ( 3 β_0ω_2 βα^3 − ω_1 α^2 ) u^2u_x

− ω_2 α^3 u^3u_x.

(8.0.4)

In view of the constraints (1.0.2), if c^2 = 1 or c^2 = 2, then ω_1 = ω_2 = 0 and equation (8.0.4) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 1.3. If c^2 = 1, then Ω = 0 from (1.0.2), which is equivalent to say that we do not have Coriollis effect in (1.0.1). If c^2 = 2, then Ω = ± √ 2/4. The negative value must be discarded since Ω is a positive physical variable [31].

9 Conclusion

In this paper we generalized a previous result in [45] regarding the local well-posedness of equations of the type (1.0.7). As a consequence of this generalization, we have immediately assured local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem (1.0.5). We also found some conservation laws for (1.0.4), which provided us some qualitative information about the solution of the equation, see theorems 4.1, 4.2, corollaries 4.1, 4.2 and, more importantly, theorems 5.1–5.10. Moreover, we also determined the constraints on the parameters in (1.0.4) that would enable the emergence of peaked solutions (see Theorem 6.2) as weak soliton solutions. Finally, we also classified the members of (1.0.4) that can describe pseudo-spherical surfaces.

Acknowledgements

The idea of this paper occurred during the period the second author was as a visiting professor at Silesian University in Opava, and the majority of the theorems reported in this paper were proven there. Both authors gratefully acknowledge the warm hospitality of Silesian University in Opava, Czech Republic, during the time of their respective visits.

P. L. da Silva would like to thank Programa de Pós-Graduação em Matemática from Departamento de Matemática of Universidade Federal de São Carlos for the financial support to her short research visit in the Silesian University in Opava. P. L. da Silva is also thankful to CAPES for her post-doctoral fellowship.

I. L. Freire is thankful to the participants of the Seminář z diferenciální geometrie a jejich aplikací of the Department of Geometry and Mathematical Physics of the Silesian University in Opava, where parts of the results of this paper were presented. Special thanks are given to Prof. A. Sergyeyev, Prof. R. Popovych, Prof. D. Catalano Ferraioli and Prof. M. F. da Silva for their useful discussions and comments. I. L. Freire’s work is partially supported by CNPq (grants 308516/2016-8 and 404912/2016-8).

Finally, both authors would like to express their deep gratitude to the reviewer for their acute and detailed reading of the manuscript, which resulted in a considerable improvement of the paper.

References

[1] M. J. Ablowitz and H. Segur, Solitons and the Inverse Scattering Transform, SIAM Studies in Applied Mathematics, (1981).

[2] M. J. Ablowitz and P. A. Clarkson, Solitons, nonlinear evolution equations and inverse scattering, Cambridge University Press, (1991).

[3] S. Anco, P. L. da Silva and I. L. Freire, A family of wave-breaking equations generalizing the Camassa- Holm and Novikov equations, J. Math. Phys., vol. 56, paper 091506, (2015).

[4] H. Brezis, Functional Analysis, Sobolev Spaces and Partial Differential Equations, Springer, (2011).

[5] Y. Bozhkov, I. L. Freire and N. Ibragimov, Group analysis of the Novikov equation, Comp. Appl. Math., v 33, 193–202, 2014.

[6] G. I. Burde and A. Sergyeyev, Ordering of two small parameters in the shallow water wave problem, J.

Phys. A: Math. Theor., vol. 46 (2013) 075501 (15pp).

[7] R. Camassa, D.D. Holm, An integrable shallow water equation with peaked solitons, Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 71, 1661–1664, (1993).

[8] D. Catalano Ferraioli and L. A. de Oliveira Silva, Second order evolution equations which describe pseudospherical surfaces, J. Diff. Equ., vol. 260, 8072–8108, (2016).

[9] D. Catalano Ferraioli and L. A. de Oliveira Silva, Local isometric immersions of pseudospherical surfaces described by evolution equations in conservation law form, J. Math. Anal. Appl., vol. 446, 1606–1631, (2016).

[10] R. M. Chen, G. Gui and Y. Liu, On a shallow-water approximation to the Green–Naghdi equations with the Coriolis effect, Adv. Math., vol. 340, 106–137, (2018).

[11] S. S. Chern and K. Tenenblat, Pseudo-spherical surfaces and evolution equations, Stud. Appl. Math., vol. 74, 55–83, (1986).

[12] A. Constantin, J. Escher, Global existence and blow-up for a shallow water equation, Annali Sc. Norm.

Sup. Pisa, vol. 26, 303–328, (1998).

[13] A. Constantin and J. Escher, Wave breaking for nonlinear nonlocal shallow water equations, Acta Math., vol. 181, 229–243 (1998).

[14] A. Constantin and J. Escher, Well-Posedness, Global Existence, and Blowup Phenomena, for a Periodic Quasi-Linear Hyperbolic Equation, Commun. Pure App. Math., Vol. LI, 0475–0504 (1998).

[15] A. Constantin, Existence of permanent and breaking waves for a shallow water equation: a geometric approach, Ann. Inst. Fourier, vol. 50, 321-362, (2000).

[16] A. Constantin and W. Strauss, Stability of peakons, Commun. Pure App. Math., Vol. LIII, 063–0610, (2000).

[17] A. Constantin and W. Strauss, Stability of Camassa-Holm solitons, J. Nonlin. Sci., vol. 12, 415–422, (2002).

[18] A. Constantin, L. Molinet, The initial value problem for a generalized Boussinesq equation, Differential Integral Equations, vol. 15, 1061–1072, (2002).

[19] P. L. da Silva and I. L. Freire, On the group analysis of a modified Novikov equation, in Interdisciplinary Topics in Applied Mathematics, Modeling and Computational Science, Springer Proceedings in Mathematics & Statistics 117, (2015), DOI 10.1007/978-3-319-12307-3_23.

[20] P. L. da Silva and I. L. Freire, An equation unifying both Camassa-Holm and Novikov equations, Discreted and Continuous Dynamical Systems, 304–311, (2015), DOI: 10.3934/proc.2015.0304.

[21] P. L. da Silva, Classification of bounded travelling wave solutions for the Dullin–Gottwald–Holm equation, J. Math. Anal. Appl., vol. 471, 481–488, (2019), doi: 10.1016/j.jmaa.2018.10.086.

[22] A. Darós and L. K. Arruda, On the instability of elliptic travelling wave solutions of the modified Camassa–Holm equation, J. Diff. Equ., vol. 266, 1946–1968, (2018), DOI: 10.1016/j.jde.2018.08.017.

[23] A. Degasperis, D. D. Holm and A. N. W. Hone, A new integrable equation with peakon solutions, Theor. Math. Phys., 133, 1463–1474, (2002).

[24] H. Dullin, G. Gottwald, D. Holm, An integrable shallow water equation with linear and nonlinear dispersion, Phys. Rev. Lett., 87, Article 194501, (2001).

[25] J. Escher, Breaking water waves, In: Constantin A. (eds) Nonlinear Water Waves. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol 2158. Springer, Cham, (2016), DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-31462-4_2.

[26] I. L. Freire and J. C. Santos Sampaio, Nonlinear self-adjointness of a generalized fifth-order KdV equation, J Phys A: Math Theor, vol. 45, (2012), paper 032001.

[27] I. L. Freire and J. C. Santos Sampaio, On the nonlinear self-adjointness and local conservation laws for a class of evolution equations unifying many models, Commun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simulat., vol. 19, 350–360, (2014).

[28] A. S. Fokas and B. Fuchssteiner, Sympletic structures, their Bäcklund transformations and hereditary symmetries, Physica D, 47–66 (1981).

[29] I. M. Gelfand and S. V. Fomin, Calculus of Variations, Dover, (2000).

[30] G. Gui, Y. Liu and J. Sun, A nonlocal shallow-water model arising from the full water waves with the Coriolis effect, arXiv:1801.04665 (2018).

[31] G. Gui, Y. Liu and T. Luo, Model equations and traveling wave solutions for shallow-water waves with the Coriolis effect, J. Nonlin. Sci., (2018), DOI: doi.org/10.1007/s00332-018-9510-x.

[32] S. Hakkaev, I. D. Iliev and K. Kirchev, Stability of periodic traveling shallow-water waves determined by Newton’s equation, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor., vol. 41, paper 085203, (2008).

[33] A. A. Himonas, C. Kenig and G. Misiolek, Non-uniform dependence for the periodic Camassa-Holm equation, Commun. Partial Differ. Equations, vol. 35, 1145–1162, (2010).

[34] A. A. Himonas and D. Mantzavinos, The initial value problem for a Novikov system, J. Math. Phys., vol. 57, paper 071503, (2016).

[35] A. N. W. Hone and J. P. Wang, Integrable peakon equations with cubic nonlinearity, J. Phys. A: Math.

Theor., 41, 372002, (2008).

[36] J. K. Hunter, B. Nachtergaele, Applied analysis. Singapore, World Scientific, (2005). [37] R. S. Johnson, Camassa-Holm, Korteweg-de Vries and related models for water waves, J. Fluid. Mech., 63–82, vol. 455, (2002).

[38] T. Kato, Quasi-linear equations of evolution, with applications to partial diOerential equations. in:

Spectral theory and differential equations, Proceedings of the Symposium Dundee, 1974, dedicated to Konrad Jrgens, Lecture Notes in Math, Vol. 448, Springer, Berlin, 1975, pp. 25–70.

[39] T. Kato, On the Korteweg–de-Vries equation, Manuscripta Math., vol. 28, 89–99, (1979). [40] T. Kato and G. Ponce, Commutator estimates and the Euler and Navier-Stokes equations, Commun.

Pure Appl. Math., vol. 41, 891–907, (1988).

[41] J. Lenells, Travelling wave solutions of the Camassa–Holm equation, J. Diff. Equ., vol. 217, 393–430, (2005).

[42] J. Lenells, Conservation laws of the Camassa–Holm equation, J. Phys. A, vol. 38, 869–880, (2005). [43] J. Lenells, Traveling wave solutions of the Degasperis–Procesi equation, J. Math. Anal. Appl., vol. 306, 72–82, (2005).

[44] F. Linares and G. Ponce, Introduction to Nonlinear Dispersive Equations, Springer, (2015). [45] X. Liu and Z. Yin, Local well-posedness and stability of peakons for a generalized Dullin–Gottwald–Holm equation, Nonlin. Anal., vol. 74, 2497–2507, (2011).

[46] G. Manno, F. Oliveri and R. Vitolo, On differential equations characterized by their Lie point symmetries, J. Math. Anal. Appl., vol. 332, 767–786, (2007).

[47] A.V. Mikhailov, V.V. Sokolov, Symmetries of differential equations and the problem of integrability, in:

Integrability, ed. by A.V. Mikhailov, Lecture Notes in Phys., 767, Springer, Berlin, 2009, 19–88. [48] R. M. Miura, C. S. Gardner, M. D. Kruskal, Korteweg–de Vries Equation and Generalizations. II.

Existence of Conservation Laws and Constants of Motion, J. Math. Phys., vol. 9, 1204-1209, (1968).

[49] O. G. Mustafa, On the Cauchy problem for a generalized Camassa–Holm equation, Nonlin. Anal., vol.

64, 1382–1399, (2006).

[50] V. Novikov, Generalizations of the Camassa–Holm equation, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor., 42, 342002, (2009).

[51] P. J. Olver, Applications of Lie groups to differential equations, Springer, 2nd edition, 1993. [52] R. S. Phillips, Dissipative operators and hyperbolic systems of partial differential equations, Trans. Am.

Math. Soc., vol. 90, 193–254, (1959).

[53] R. O. Popovych and A. Sergyeyev, Conservation laws and normal forms of evolution equations, Phys.

Let. A, vol. 374, 2210–2217, (2010).

[54] M. Rabelo and K. Tenenblat, A classification of pseudspherical surface equations of type u_t = u_{xxx} + G(u, u_x, u_{xx}), J. Mth. Phys., vol. 333, 537–549, (1992).

[55] E. G. Reyes, Geometric integrability of the Camassa-Holm equation, Lett. Math. Phys., vol. 59, 117– 131, (2002).

[56] E. G. Reyes, Equations of pseudo-spherical type (After S. S. Chern and K. Tenenblat), Results. Math., vol 60, 53–101, (2011).

[57] G. Rodriguez-Blanco, On the Cauchy problem for the Camassa–Holm equation, Nonlinear Anal., 46, 309–327 (2001).

[58] C. Rogers and W. F. Shadwick, Bäcklund transformations and their applications, Academic Press, (1982).

[59] C. Rogers and W. K. Schief, Bäcklund and Darboux Transformations: Geometry and Modern Applications in Soliton Theory, Cambridge University Press, (2002).

[60] L. Schwartz, Mathematics for the physical sciences, New York, Dover, (2008). [English translation of Schwartz L. 1966. Méthodes mathematiques pour les sciences physiques].

[61] A. Sergyeyev, On symmetries of KdV-like evolution equations, Rep. Math. Phys., vol. 44, 183–190, (1999).

[62] T. C. Silva and K. Tenenblat, Third order differential equations describing pseudospherical surfaces, J.

Diff. Equ., vol. 259, 4897–4923, (2015).

[63] I. A. B. Strachan and B. M. Szablikowski, Novikov algebras and a classification of multicomponent Camassa-Holm equations, Stud. Appl. Math., vol. 133, 84–117, (2014).

[64] M. E. Taylor, Partial Differential Equations I, 2nd edition, Springer, (2011). [65] R. Tracinà, I. L. Freire and M. Torrisi, Nonlinear self-adjointness of a class of third order nonlinear dispersive equations, Commun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simulat., vol. 32, 225–233, (2016).

[66] X. Tu, Y. Liu, C. Mu, Existence and uniqueness of the global conservative weak solutions to the rotation–Camassa–Holm equation, J. Diff. Equ., vol. 266, 4864–4900, (2019).