arXiv:2202.12444v1 [nlin.PS] 25 Feb 2022

Superposed Hyperbolic Kink and Pulse

Solutions of Coupled ¢*, NLS and MKdV
Equations

Avinash Khare

Physics Department, Savitribai Phule Pune University
Pune 411007, India

Avadh Saxena
Theoretical Division and Center for Nonlinear Studies, Los Alamos
National Laboratory, Los Alamos, New Mexico 87545, USA

Abstract:

We obtain novel solutions of a coupled ¢*, a coupled nonlinear Schrédinger
(NLS) and a coupled modified Korteweg de Vries (MKdV) model which can
be re-expressed as a linear superposition of either the sum or the difference of
two hyperbolic kink or two hyperbolic pulse solutions. These results demon-
strate that the notion of superposed solutions extends to coupled nonlinear
equations as well.

1 Introduction

Superposition principle is the hallmark of linear theories and it has helped
us in understanding various features of such theories. In contrast, because
of the nonlinear term, the nonlinear theories lack such a superposition prin-
ciple. This we believe is one of the reasons why until now we only have
a limited knowledge of such theories. Undoubtedly, during the last five
decades substantial progress has been made in understanding several novel
features of a number of nonlinear models but even at present new features of
nonlinear theories are being uncovered. In a recent paper [I] we have shown
that a large number of nonlinear equations, including both symmetric and
asymmetric ¢*, MKdV, NLS and several other nonlinear equations, many
of which have found wide application in physics, admit superposed periodic
kink and periodic pulse solutions.
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By superposed here we mean that a solution is a linear combination of
two kink solutions or two pulse solutions. However, only one hyperbolic
superposed solution was obtained by us in some of these models as the
difference of two kink solutions. In fact, even before us a number of previous
researchers [2, [3] 4] 5] 6] [7] had obtained such a superposed kink solution in
a variety of physical models. However, to the best of our knowledge, to date
no one has been able to obtain solutions which can be re-expressed either as
the sum of two (hyperbolic) kink solutions or the sum or difference of two
pulse solutions. The purpose of this paper is to partially fill this gap.

We present three well known coupled models, i.e. a coupled ¢*, a coupled
NLS and a coupled MKdV, which have found widespread applications in
ferroelectric [§] and multiferroic [9] phase transiitons, signal propagation in
optical fibers [10], etc. We then obtain novel solutions which can be re-
expressed either as the sum or the difference of two (hyperbolic) kink or two
pulse solutions. Needless to say that these models also admit novel solutions
which can be re-expressed as the sum or the difference of two periodic kink
or two periodic pulse solutions. However, in this paper we only confine
ourselves to the superposition of hyperbolic kink and pulse solutions. In a
subsequent paper we hope to address the question of the superposition of
periodic kink and pulse solutions in these models.

The plan of the paper is the following. In Sec. II, we discuss a coupled
#* model which has received attention previously [11] and obtain seven so-
lutions which can be re-expressed as either the sum or the difference of two
kink or two pulse solutions. In Sec. III, we discuss a coupled NLS model,
also popularly known as the Manakov model [12] and show that it admits
seven solutions (which are similar to the corresponding solutions of the cou-
pled ¢* model) which can be re-expressed as the sum or the difference of
two kink or two pulse solutions. In Sec. IV we discuss a coupled MKdV
model [I3] and show that this model admits four solutions which can be re-
expressed as the sum or the difference of two kink solutions. Finally, in Sec.
V we summarize our main results and point out some of the open problems.

2 Novel Superposed Solutions of a Coupled ¢* Model
Let us consider the following coupled ¢* equations [I1]
Grae = 191 + [b197 + di 9301 , (1)

P2ae = 22 + [bag} + dadb3] 2 . (2)



Before we discuss the superposed kink and pulse solutions, let us note that
the coupled Egs. (1) and (2)) admit the following kink and pulse solutions.
It is well known that Egs. (1) and () admit a kink solution in both ¢

and ¢, i.e.
¢1(x) = Ay tanh(Bz), @9 = Agtanh(Bx), (3)

provided
ay = ag = —20%, b1 A? + d1 A3 = by AT 4 dy A2 = 257 (4)

It is also known that Egs. () and (2]) admit a pulse solution in both ¢
and ¢, i.e.
¢1(x) = Aysech(Bz), ¢2 = Agsech(Bz), (5)

provided
ay = ay = %, biA? +dy AL =byA? + dy A3 = —253%. (6)

Finally, Eqs. () and (2) are also known to admit a mixed kink-pulse
solution, i.e. say a kink solution in ¢; and a pulse solution in ¢o or vice
versa. In particular, they admit

¢1(z) = A tanh(Bx), ¢2 = Agsech(Bz), (7)
provided

biA — di A3 = by A} — da A3 = 262,
boA? = 8% —ay, diA%=—a; —25%. (8)

We now show that the coupled Egs. (1) and (2)) in fact also admit novel
solutions which can be re-expressed as the sum or the difference of the above
kink and pulse solutions.

Let us first note that in case ¢o(x) = agy(x), where « is a real number,
then Eq. (2)) is identical to Eq. (Il) provided

ag =ay, by +ad; = by +a’dy, 9)

and in this case we only need to solve Eq. (Il which as we have recently
shown [I] does not admit superposed hyperbolic solutions.

We now show that instead when ¢9 and ¢ are not proportional to each
other then the coupled Eqgs. (Il) and (2) admit seven distinct solutions which
can be re-expressed as the sum or the difference of either two kink or two
pulse solutions.



Superposed Solution I
It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (II) and (2]) admit the superposed
hyperbolic solution

A _D cosh(Bx) sinh(Bx)

M) B reot®(@0)” T T B v cost(Bo)

, B>0, (10)

provided

ay =ap =26%, 01A2=—-2B(B+1)5%, diD*=—-652,
boA? = —6B(B +1)5?, dyD?* = —242%. (11)

Thus for this solution by, dq, be, ds are all negative while a1, as are positive.
Now on making use of the addition theorem for tanh(a + b), one can
derive two novel identities

tanh(z + A) — tanh(z — A) = sinh(24)

_ _SER) g ginh?(A), (12
B + cosh?(x) sinh™(4) (12)

tanh(z + A) + tanh(z — A) = 2 sl;ni(z;;;s(l;():n)

On comparing the solution (I0) with the identities (I2]) and (I3)), solution I
as given by Eq. (I0) can be re-expressed as

, B=sinh*(A). (13)

(25 xTr) = anh /33;‘ + A) — tanh /3$ —A
= \/_ an T + tan T —

where sinh?(A) = B.

Superposed Solution II

It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (II) and (2]) admit the superposed
hyperbolic solution

A _ Dsinh(fBx)

"~ Bt cosh?(fz)’ 92(w) = B + cosh?(Bz)’ B>0, (15)

¢1()

provided

ay = —43%, b A2 =22B?+5B +3)3?, d,D*=6(2B +1)5?,
ag = —fB?, A2 =6(B+1)5%, dyf*=2(3+4B)F>. (16)



Thus for this solution by, dy, bs, ds are all positive while a1, as are negative.
Now on making use of the addition theorem for sech(a + b), one can
derive two novel identities

sech(x — A) — sech(z + A) = 28;]0:1_(2:11122(7?) , B =sinh?(A), (17)
sech(z + A) +sech(z — A) = 2 C;S:l_(i)slclg?};;x) , B=sinh?(A). (18)

On comparing the solution (I5]) with the identities (I2) and (I7)), solution
IT as given by Eq. (I5) can be re-expressed as

b)) = —38

ne v/2bg sinh(A)
B 3cosh(2A)p

Po(z) = th(A)[sech(ﬂx — A) —sech(Bz + A)], (19)

where B = sinh?(A).

Superposed Solution III

It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (II) and (2]) admit the superposed
hyperbolic solution

[tanh(Bz 4+ A) — tanh(Bz — A)],

A _ Dcosh(Bz)

é1(@) = B + cosh?(Bz)’ 92(®) = B + cosh?(fz)’

B>0, (20)

provided

ay = —4B%, bA?=2B(2B —1)3?, d\D?=6(2B +1)3?,
ag = —f%, byA®? = —6BpB?, dof* =2(1 +4B)B%. (21)

Thus for this solution while dy,dy < 0, ay,a2,be < 0 while by > (<) 0
depending on if B > (<) 1/2 while by =0 at B =1/2.

On comparing the solution (2I]) with the identities (I2]) and (I8]), solution
III as given by Eq. (20) can be re-expressed as

V35
V/2]ba| cosh(A)
~ /3cosh(2A)p
do(x) = m[sech(ﬁx + A) +sech(fz — A)], (22)

where B = sinh?(A).

o1(x) = [tanh(Bx + A) — tanh(Bz — A)],



Superposed Solution IV
It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (II) and (2]) admit the superposed
hyperbolic solution

~ Asinh(Bx) _ Dsinh(j3z) cosh(Bz)
¢1($) - B +COSh2(53§‘) ) ¢2($) - B+ COSh2(ﬁJE) ) B> 07 (23)
provided
_ (- B)p? 2 _ 2 2 2 _ 2
ag = —B%, A2 =6(B+1)8%, do? =2(3+4B)5>%. (24)

Thus for this solution by, dy, bs, ds are all positive while a1, as are negative.
On making use of the novel identities (I3]) and (7)), one can then re-
express solution IV as given by Eq. (23] as

B
V/2b2 coth(A)
v/3cosh(24)

T[‘canh(ﬁx + A) 4+ tanh(Bz — A)],  (25)

o1(x) = [sech(Bz — A) — sech(Bz + A)],

p2(x) =

where B = sinh?(A).

Superposed Solution V

It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (II) and (2]) admit the superposed
hyperbolic solution

~ Acosh(pz) _ Dsinh(3z) cosh(Bz)
hi(@) = B + cosh?(fz) P2(@) = B + cosh?(Bz) B>0, (2)
provided
B)s? B 4B 2
SRS TPl CESVCL R )
2 2(2B + 3)beta’
d1D2:%7 = ( +B3) eta ’
2 2
po? — 2287+ 11;)’3 I e aB)st. (2)

Thus for this solution by, dy, bs, ds are all positive while a1, as are negative.



On making use of the novel identities (I3]) and (I8]), one can then re-
express solution V as given by Eq. (20]) re-expressed as

\/4sinh?(A) + 34
o1(x) = [sech(Bx + A) + sech(fz — A)],

V/2b1 sinh(A)

\/4sinh?(A) + 34 A A
pa(z) = Vadysinh(A) [tanh(Bx + A) + tanh(Bz — A)], (28)

where B = sinh?(A).

Superposed Solution VI

It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (II) and (2]) admit the superposed
hyperbolic solution

_ Asinh(Bx)
$1(@) = B + cosh?(Bz)

o) = D cosh(Sx)

_ ) g, 29
B + cosh?(Bz) (29)

provided

ap = —f%, 0 A®=2BB*, diD*=6(B+1)5?,
az=—F, bA*=6B3*, doff? =2(B+1)5%. (30)
Thus for this solution by, dq, be, ds are all positive while a1, ay are negative.

On making use of the novel identities (I7) and (I8]), one can then re-
express solution VI as given by Eq. (29) as

_ B
o1(z) = ﬁ[sech(ﬁzn — A) —sech(Bx + A)],

__b _
¢o(x) = m[sech(ﬁx + A) +sech(fx — A)], (31)

where B = sinh?(A).

Superposed Solution VII

It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (II) and (2]) admit the superposed
hyperbolic solution

A D

d1(@) =1~ B + cosh?(Bz) 92(e) = B + cosh?(Bz)

A,B,D >0, (32)
provided

1+2B) + 8+ 2B+ 1)?
4 )

b1:—a1:252, A:3(



2 3AB2 2
diD*=1[\/84+ (2B+1)2— (2B +1)] 5 by + ay = 457,

boA =3(2B +1)8%, byA? +dyD* =8B(B +1)3>. (33)

Thus for this solution by, dy, as, be are all positive, a; < 0 while the sign of
ds depends on the value of B.

On comparing the solution ([B2) with the identity (I2]), solution VII as
given by Eq. (2] can be re-expressed as

-0 anh(fSz — tanh(8z —
pa(z) = z\f/gdiil([tanh(ﬂx + A) — tanh(Bx — A)], (34)
where sinh?(A) = B and
K = [cosh(2A) 8 + cosh?(2A) — [2 4 cosh?(2A))] 1/2. (35)

3 Hyperbolic Superposed Solutions of the Cou-
pled NLS Model

Let us consider the following coupled NLS equations [12]
iurg + Uiee + (911 |ur]* + gralual*Jus (36)

itgy + Uggpe + [go1|u1|? 4 goz|ua|*]us . (37)

Before we discuss the superposed kink and pulse solutions, let us note
that the coupled Egs. (B6) and [B7) admit the following kink and pulse
solutions. In particular, it is well known that Eqs. (36) and ([B87) admit a
kink solution in both uq and wus, i.e.

ui(z,t) = Are™ tanh(Bz), wuo(z,t) = Aye™? tanh(fz), (38)
provided
wi=ws =—26%, guA] + g12A3 = gn Al + gnA3 =25". (39

It is also known that Egs. ([B6]) and (87) admit a pulse solution in both
u1 and ue, i.e.

up(z,t) = Are™lsech(Bz), wuo(z,t) = Ase™?!sech(Bz), (40)



provided
w1 =wy = B2, g11A3 + g1aAS = go1 AT + gop A3 = —257. (41)

Finally, Eqs. (B8] and (B7) are also known to admit a mixed kink-pulse
solution, i.e. say a kink solution in u; and a pulse solution in us or vice
versa. In particular, they admit

up(x,t) = Aqetrt tanh(Bz), wa(x,t) = Agei‘“?tsech(ﬂx), (42)
provided

g11AT — 91243 = g AT — gn A3 = 2537,
g1 A3 = B2 —wa, g12A3=—w; —2B%. (43)

We now show that the coupled Eqs. (36) and ([B7) in fact also admit
novel solutions which can be re-expressed as the sum or the difference of the
above kink and pulse solutions.

Let us first note that in case ug(z,t) = auq(z,t), where « is a real

number, then Eq. (37) is identical to Eq. (36]) provided

g1 + Oz2912 =go1 + a2922 ) (44)

and in this case we only need to solve Eq. (36) which as we have recently
shown [I] does not admit superposed hyperbolic solutions.

We now show that instead when us and u; are not proportional to each
other then the coupled Eqs. (B6) and (B7) admit seven distinct solutions
which can be re-expressed as the sum or the difference of either two kink or
two pulse solutions.

Superposed Solution I

It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (B and (37]) admit the super-
posed hyperbolic solution

- A .+ Dcosh inh
ul(x,t) _ ezwlt : ’ ’LLg(l‘,t) — EMQt COS (B$) S21H (B$) ’ B> 0’
B + cosh®(Bx) B + cosh*(px)
(45)
provided
wi =wy =282, gnA*=-2B(B+1)*, g12D*=—-63,
gnA* = —6B(B+1)3°, gnD®=—-24%. (46)



Thus for this solution g1, g12, g21, g22 are all negative while wy = wo are
positive.

On comparing the solution ([@5]) with the identities (I2]) and (I3]), the
solution I as given by Eq. ([@5) can be re-expressed as

w1t B
2|g11
iwat \/gﬁ
V2]g12]

[tanh(Bx + A) — tanh(Bz — A)],

ui(z,t) =e

:

ug(z,t) =e [tanh(Sz + A) + tanh(Sz — A)],  (47)
where sinh?(A) = B.

Superposed Solution II

It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (B and (37]) admit the super-
posed hyperbolic solution

A
B + cosh?(j3z)

D sinh(Bx)
B + cosh?(Bz)’

iwt iwot

B>0,
(48)

ul(x7t) =€ > ’LLg(l‘,t) =e

provided

wy = —48?, g A2 =22B?+5B+3)3%, g12D*=6(2B +1)5?,
wy=—P%, gnA®=6(B+1)5*, gaf*=2(3+4B)5>. (49)

Thus for this solution g11, g12, g21, g22 are all positive while w1, ws are nega-
tive.

On comparing the solution (48] with the identities (I2]) and (7)), solution
IT as given by Eq. ([A8]) can be re-expressed as

L
V2g21 sinh(A)

3cosh(2A)4
V/2g12 sinh(A)

uy(z,t) = et [tanh(Sz + A) — tanh(Bx — A)],

twat

ug(z,t) =e [sech(Bz — A) —sech(Bz + A)], (50)
where B = sinh?(A).

Superposed Solution 111

It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. ([B6) and ([B7) admit the super-
posed hyperbolic solution

S N
B + cosh?(Bz)

D cosh(Sx)

’ 7t = wat )
up(w,t) =e B + cosh?(Bz)

up(z,t) = ! B >0,

(51)

10



provided

w1 = —4p8%, g A®> =2B(2B —1)3?, g12D* =6(2B +1)5?,
wy = —B, gnA®=—6Bp*, gnB®=2(1+4B)s". (52)

Thus for this solution while g12,g22 < 0, w1,w2,g21 < 0 while g;; > (<) 0
depending on if B > (<) 1/2 while g;1 =0 at B =1/2.

On comparing the solution (52)) with the identities (I2]) and (I8]), solution
IIT as given by Eq. (BI)) can be re-expressed as

iwit \/gﬁ
V/2|g21| cosh(A)

s, ) = eiwzt\/_—% [sech(Bx + A) 4+ sech(Bz — A)], (53)

ui(z,t) =e [tanh(Sz + A) — tanh(Bx — A)],

where B = sinh?(A).

Superposed Solution IV

It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (B and (37]) admit the super-
posed hyperbolic solution

uy(z,t) = gent_Asinh(fr) Slnh(fx) , up(z,t) = gt D5inD(5T) C2OSh(ﬁx) , B>0,
B + cosh®(px) B + cosh*(px)
(54)
provided
— B)32
W) = 6-B)F , gnA*=22B*+5B+3)B*, gi2D*=6(2B +1)57,
(1+ B)
wy=—F, gnA®=6(B+1)8%, gnp*=23+4B)5. (55)

Thus for this solution g¢11, g21, 921, g22 are all positive while w1, ws are nega-
tive.

On making use of the novel identities (I3]) and (7)), one can then re-
express solution IV as given by Eq. (54)) as

iwltﬂ

V2921 coth(A)

3cosh(2A)4
2012

uy(x,t) = e [sech(Bx — A) — sech(Bz + A)],

ug(z,t) = 2! [tanh(Bx + A) + tanh(Bx — A)], (56)

where B = sinh?(A).

11



Superposed Solution V
It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (B and (37)) admit the super-
posed hyperbolic solution

. A h . Dsinh h
ul(x,t) — ezwlt COS (2/8‘7:) 7 UQ(Z',t) — ezwgt s (51’) C2OS (/B‘T) , B > 07
B + cosh®(px) B + cosh*(px)
(57)
provided
(6 + B)3? 5 2(B+1)(4B +3)3?
= - A =
w1 B y g1 B )
632 2(2B + 3)beta’®
912D2:%7 sz—%a
2(2B% +13B + 3)3?
g A? = ( L , g2 =2(34+4B)B". (58)

B

Thus for this solution g11, g12, g21, g22 are all positive while w1, ws are nega-
tive.

On making use of the novel identities (I3]) and (I8]), one can then re-
express solution V as given by Eq. (57) as

inh?
_ \/mﬁ [sech(Bx + A) + sech(Bz — A)],

() = e A
B 4sinh?(A) + 33 L A b AV (59
ug(z,t) = NN [tanh(Bz + A) + tanh(Bz — A)], (59)

where B = sinh?(A).

Superposed Solution VI

It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. [B6) and ([B7) admit the super-
posed hyperbolic solution

Asinh(fx)
B + cosh?(Bz)

. up(z,t) = et D cosh(Sx) CB>o0,
B + cosh?(Bz)
(60)

up(z,t) = et

provided

w1 = _ﬁ27 911A2 — 2Bﬁ27 912D2 = 6(B + 1)527
wy = —F%, guA?=6BB*, gnp®=2(B+1)5%. (61)

Thus for this solution g11, g12, g21, g22 are all positive while w1, ws are nega-
tive.

12



On making use of the novel identities (I7) and (I8]), one can then re-
express solution VI as given by Eq. (60) as

ui(x,t) = SeCh 53; - A - SeCh /3:1: —|— JAN
T, t) = SeCIl T SeCh Xr — 2

where B = sinh?(A).

Superposed Solution VII

It is easy to check that the coupled Egs. (II) and (2]) admit the superposed
hyperbolic solution

. A . D
,t — plwil _— ], — ngt—7 A,B,D>0,
wife,1) = e B+ COSh2(ﬁ:E)] b2(w) =c B + cosh?(Bz)
(63)
provided
3(1+2B)+ 8+ (2B +1)?
911:_w1:2ﬁ27 A= ( ) T ( ) ,
3A3?
912D* = [\/8 + (2B +1)? = (2B +1)] 25 . g2 uwn =457,
g21A=3(2B+1)B*, ga1A®+ gD*=8B(B+1)3>. (64)

Thus for this solution gy1, g12, w2, go1 are all positive, wi < 0 while the sign
of goo depends on the value of B.

On comparing the solution (63) with the identity (I2]), solution VII as
given by Eq. (63]) can be re-expressed as

up(z,t) = ™11 — %[tanh(ﬁm + A) — tanh(Bz — A)]],

ug(z,t) = Q%K[tanh(ﬁx + A) — tanh(fz — A)], (65)
where sinh?(A) = B and

K = [cosh(2A) 8 + cosh?(2A) — [2 4 cosh?(2A))] v . (66)

4 Hyperbolic Superposed Solutions of the Cou-
pled MKdV Model

Let us consider the following coupled MKdV equations [13]
U1y + Uizea + 6[g1107 + grous]ui, =0, (67)

13



Usp + Uz + 6[ga1ut + gaoullug, =0, (68)

Before we discuss the superposed kink and pulse solutions, let us note
that the coupled Egs. (@7) and (G8) admit the following kink and pulse
solutions. In particular, it is well known that Eqs. (67) and (G8) admit a
kink solution in both uq and wus, i.e.

ui(x,t) = Ay tanh(), we(x,t) = Agtanh(€), &= B(x —vt), (69)
provided
v=—28%, guA]+ g12A} = g1 A} + gao A} = —°. (70)

It is also known that Eqgs. (67]) and (68) admit a pulse solution in both
u1 and uo, i.e.

ui(x,t) = Ajsech(§), wug(z,t) = Agsech(§), (71)

provided
v=P3%, giAl+ g1243 = g AT + g A3 = 25°. (72)

Finally, Egs. ([€7) and (68]) are also known to admit a mixed kink-pulse
solution, i.e. say a kink solution in w; and a pulse solution in wug or vice
versa. In particular, they admit

ui(z,t) = Ay tanh(§), wa(z,t) = Agsech(§), (73)
provided

91243 — g1 A} = g0 A3 — gn Al = 57,
v = 6991 AT + 5% = 691243 — 28%. (74)

We now show that the coupled Egs. (67) and (68) admit four novel
solutions which can be re-expressed as the sum or the difference of the above
kink solution.

We start with the ansatz

ur(@,t) = ¢1(§), ua(w,t) = ¢2(§), £=PBx—vi). (75)
On substituting the ansatz (75) in the coupled Eqs. (67) and (68) we get
B rece = vo1c — 691101 + g1203] 012 (76)

B2 pogee = vdog — 6[ga1 BT + gr203] P2 - (77)

14



We now show that the coupled Egs. (76]) and (7)) and hence coupled
Eqgs. ([©7) and (68]) admit four hyperbolic superposed solutions in terms of
tanh(z + A) £ tanh(z — A). Out of these four solutions, while the first
solution is obtained when ug(x,t) o uy(z,t), for the other three solutions,
up(z,t) and ug(z,t) are not proportional to each other.

Solution I

It is easy to check that

=1 1) = 1), AB>0, (78
uy(z,t) Bt cosh?(6) uz(z,t) = auy (x,t) (78)

is an exact solution to the coupled Eqs. (€7) and (68]), where « is any real
number provided

2 2__(23‘1‘1)2 2
g11 + a”gi2 = go1 + gna” = 74B(B—|—1)ﬁ ,
4B(B + 1 4B% + 4B +3
A= iBBAY - (@B +4B+3) g (79)
2B + 1 2B(B+ 1)

On comparing it with the identity (I2), we can re-express solution (78] as

up(z,t) =1— M[‘canh(& + A) —tanh(é — A)], B =sinh?(A),
lg11 + a?g12]
(80)
with £ = B(z — vt) and ug(x,t) = auq(x,t) .
Solution II
Yet another solution to the coupled Egs. (67) and (68) is
ur(z,t) =1— %, ug(x,t) = D cosh(¢) 512nh(£) , A,B,D >0,
B + cosh?(§) B + cosh?(§)
(81)
provided

v =45% + 6g11 + 6g12D*, g11 + g12D* = go1 + g2 D?,
g11A% — B(2 + B)g12D* = 4B(B+1)3?, (2B + 1)g11A? +2B(B +1)Ag1;
10B2 +12B +3) ,

(2B +1)? s
B(B +1)(14B% + 12B + 3) B(14B? + 12B + 3)

gn A= - (2B +1)? A= BT B B (82)

=2B(B+1)(2B +1)3?, g2 D?* = !

Note that for this solution go1, g22, g12 < 0 while g11 > 0.
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On comparing it with the novel identities (I2)) and (I3]) we can re-express
solution (BI]) as the superposed solution

Bltanh(¢ + A) — tanh(€ — A)]

e, t) =1- 2sinh(A)+/]go1 cosh(2A) (83)
_ By/cosh(A)
ug(x,t) = TamTcosh(20) [tanh({ + A) 4 tanh(€ — A)], (84)

where B = sinh?(A).
Solution III
Yet another hyperbolic superposed solution is

A aA

p1(§) =1 - g —, ¢2(£):B—I—Tsh2(f)

- LA B >0, 85
B + cosh?(¢) (85)

provided

v =482 4+6g11, go1 =911 <0, go2=g12, Agi = —(2B + 1)52 )
(g1 + a%g12) A% = —4B(B +1)32. (86)

On comparing it with the identity (I2]), we can re-express solution (85))
as

up(z,t) =1— L[‘canh(& + A) —tanh(§ — A)], (87)
911 + a?goz|
and
ug(x,t) = ap [tanh(£+A)—tanh(§—A)], B =sinh?(A), (88)
l911 + % gas]

where B = sinh?(A).
Solution IV
Yet another hyperbolic superposed solution to the coupled Eqgs. (67]) and
(8] is
A aA

ul($7t):1_B—|—TS}12@, ¢2(£):_b_B—|-TSh2(§)7 A7B7b>0 (89)

provided

v —46% = gia + b2g22 = g1 + V2g12,
A(g11 — graab) == A(ga1 — gasab) = —(2B +1)5?,
(g11 + @?g12) A% == (go1 + @ go2) = —4B(B + 1)52. (90)
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On comparing it with the novel identity, we can re-express solution (88))
as

up(z,t) =1-— L[‘canh(f + A) —tanh({ — A)],  (91)
lg11 + a2 g2
and
ug(x,t) = —b— Oé—ﬂ[tamh(é’ + A) —tanh(§ — A)], (92)
lg11 + o2 g2

where B = sinh?(A).

5 Conclusion and Open Problems

In this paper we have considered a coupled ¢* [11], a coupled NLS [12] and
a coupled MKdV [13] model and demonstrated that all of them not only
admit single kink and single pulse solutions but also admit novel solutions
which can be re-expressed in terms of the sum or the difference of two kink
or two pulse solutions. For the coupled ¢* and the coupled NLS models,
we have obtained six superposed solutions essentially covering all possible
cases among tanh(x 4+ A) £ tanh(z — A) and sech(x — A) £sech(x + A) with
the two coupled members (or fields) being distinct. On the other hand, for
the coupled MKdV we have only one such solution involving tanh(z + A) £+
tanh(x — A). Besides, we have obtained one superposed solution each of
the coupled ¢* and the coupled NLS models and three superposed solutions
of the coupled MKdV model where both the coupled members (or fields)
involve only tanh(z + A) — tanh(x — A).
This paper raises several questions some of which are:

1. How many of these superposed solutions are stable in each coupled
model? If stable, where can one look for such structures experimen-
tally, e.g. in photonics [10]7 What is the connection of such superposed
solutions vis a vis a single kink or a single pulse solution?

2. So far, except for tanh(z+A)—tanh(z—A), no one has been able to find
superposed hyperbolic solutions of the form tanh(x+ A)+tanh(z—A)
or of the form sech(x + A) £ sech(z — A) in any uncoupled model. It
would be worthwhile finding such solutions in uncoupled models. This
will enable the physical interpretation of such superposed solutions in
comparison to the corresponding single kink or single pulse solution.
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3. Presumably there are other coupled systems, e.g. coupled KdV arising

in two-layer fluids [14], which might admit solutions similar to those
presented in this paper. It would be desirable to find such models and
the corresponding superposed solutions.

The three coupled models considered in this paper will obviously also
admit superposed periodic kink and pulse solutions in terms of Jacobi
elliptic functions. It would be interesting to find such solutions and
see how many of them smoothly go over to the hyperbolic superposed
solutions obtained in this paper. We hope to address this issue in the
near future.
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