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Abstract

Thiswork proposesa new way forhandling obstaclesto asym p-

totic integrability in perturbed nonlinearPDE’swithin the m ethod

ofNorm alForm s(NF)forthecaseofm ulti-wavesolutions.Instead

ofincluding the whole obstacle in the NF,only its resonant part

(ifone exists)isincluded in the NF,and the rem ainderisassigned

to the hom ologicalequation. Thisleavesthe NF integrable and its

solutions retain the character ofthe solutions ofthe unperturbed

equation.

W e exploitthe freedom in the expansion to constructcanonical

obstacleswhich are con� ned to the interaction region ofthe waves.

For soliton solutions (e.g., in the K dV equation), the interaction

region is a � nite dom ain around the origin; the canonicalobsta-

clesthen do notgeneratesecularterm sin thehom ologicalequation.

W hen theinteraction region isin� nite(orsem i-in� nite,e.g.in wave-

frontsolutionsofthe Burgersequation),the obstaclesm ay contain

resonantterm s.

The obstacles generate waves of a new type which cannot be

written asfunctionalsofthesolutionsoftheNF.W hen theobstacle

contributesa resonantterm to theNF,thisleadsto a non-standard

update ofthe wavevelocity.

Keywords: nonlinearevolution equations,wave interactions,obstacles

to asym ptotic integrability,perturbed K dV equation,perturbed Burgersequa-

tion.

1 T he problem ofobstacles to asym ptotic inte-

grability

Theanalysisofthee� ectofaperturbation on wavesolutionsofevolution PDE’s

hasevolved in two di� erent approaches. In scattering approach,a solution of

the unperturbed equation is scattered o� a perturbation that is turned on at

t= 0.Astheunperturbed solution isnota solution oftheperturbed equation,

itsam plitudedecaysand itswavenum ber,velocity and phaseshiftarem odi� ed.

In addition,a soliton tailhasbeen found outside the soliton sectorin the case

ofthe perturbed K dV equation. The m ethods used have been a com bination
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ofthe theory ofinverse scattering and the m ultiple tim e expansion procedure

[1]-[8].

Thesecond approach dealswith adi� erentissue.Integrablenonlinearevolu-

tion equationsarelowest-orderapproxim ationsforthem orecom plicated equa-

tions ofthe fulldynam icalsystem s (e.g.,the equations ofFluid Dynam ics in

thecasesoftheBurgers& K dV equations,and M axwell’sequationsin thecase

oftheNLS equation).To im provetheapproxim ation,oneincludeshigher-order

e� ectsoftheoriginalphysicalsystem .In thiscasetheperturbation isnotturned

on att= 0.Itexistsforalltim es,going back to t= � 1 .

In this approach,one is searching for a zero-ordersolution,which has the

sam e wave structure as the solution ofthe unperturbed equation,except for

an update of the wave velocity by the higher-order e� ects. The m ethod of

Norm alForm swasused forthe analysisofsolition solutionsofthe perturbed

K dV and NLS equations[12]-[14],[17],[22]and frontsolutionsoftheperturbed

Burgersequation [11],[15],[20].Them ethod ofM ultipleTim eScaleswasused

in thecaseoftheperturbed K dV equation [18],[19],[21]and in thecaseofthe

perturbed NLS equation [23].

W efocuson problem sthatarisein theanalysisofwavesolutionswithin the

second approach. M ostintegrable nonlinearevolution PDE’s allow for single-

aswellasm ulti-wavesolutions.Them ulti-wavesolutionsusually asym ptoteto

well-separated single waves in the x � t plane,except for interaction regions,

where the m ulti-wave characterofthe solution islost. The interaction regions

m aybelocalized(e.g.,in thecaseofK dV-m ulti-solitonsolutions)orsem i-in� nite

(e.g.,Burgers-m ulti-fronts).Them ain purposeofthiswork isto investigatethe

e� ectofa perturbation thatisadded to the unperturbed equation on thewave

solutionsofnonlinearsystem s.

Theperturbed equationsareoften analyzed by them ethod ofNorm alForm s

(NF)[9]-[11],brie y described in the following.Let

wt = F
(0)[w]+

X

k= 1

�
k
F
(k)[w] (1)

be a perturbed nonlinear evolution PDE (square brackets im ply that the

corresponding term is a di� erentialpolynom ialin w (x;t)). W e assum e that

w (x;t)m aybeexpanded in apowerseriesin thesm allparam eter�ofdi� erential

polynom ialsofu(x;t)(NIT -Near-Identity Transform ation):

w =
X

k= 0

�
k
u
(k)[u] (u � u

(0)) (2)

Thetim eevolution ofthezero-orderterm ,u(x;t),isassum ed tobegoverned

by the Norm alForm (NF):

ut =
X

k= 0

�
k
�k S

(k)[u]; (a0 = 1) (3)
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Here,S(k) aretheresonantterm s usually called the sym m etries.Theirtim e

dynam icsisequivalentto thatofu(x;t)up to � rstorder,thatis,

�

u + �S
(n)
�

t
= F

(0)

h

u + �S
(0)

i

; (�� 1) (4)

Asa result,theirLie Brackets vanish:

h

F
(0)
;S

(n)
i

�
X

i

�
@F (0)

@ui
@
i
x S

(n)
�
@S(n)

@ui
@
i
x F

(0)

�

= 0 (5)

Thesym m etries(including F (0) itself)form hierarchies [30],[31].Itispossi-

bletoestablish recursion relationsam ongthesym m etriesin each hierarchy.For

m any equations(and alltheequationsourwork dealwith),the� rstsym m etry

is

S
(1)[u]= ux (6)

Substituting the NIT (2) and the NF (3) into (1) leads to a sequence of

hom ologicalequations for the tim e evolution ofu(n),which have to be solved

order-by-order.

Them otivation forassum ption (3)isthata perturbativeanalysisthatdoes

notinclude the rem ovalofresonantterm sfrom the hom ologicalequation into

theNF,usually yieldssecularities,thatis,unbounded term sin theapproxim ate

solution. O n the other hand,the NF isexpected also to be integrable and to

preservethenatureoftheunperturbed solution.Thisfeatureiscloselyrelatedto

anothersigni� cantone: thatthe m ain e� ectofadding the higher-orderterm s

to the NF is the update ofphysically-valuable param eters (usually the wave

velocity/thedispersion relation).

After rem oving the resonantterm s out ofthe hom ologicalequations,they

becom e:

h

F
(0)
;u

(k)[u]

i

+ T
(k)[u]= 0 (7)

whereT (k)[u]isthecontribution forallnonresonantterm soforderk.TheNIT

isconstructed from solutionsofthese equations.

However,theanalysism ay lead totheem ergenceofobstaclestointegrability

[12]-[22],beginningatsom eorderin theexpansion.Theseareterm s(di� erential

polynom ials)thatthe perturbative expansion ofthe dynam ic equation (Eq.1)

generates,which cannot be accounted for by the form alism . The di� erential

polynom ialstructureofthe obstaclesisnotunique and dependson the way in

which the NIT isconstructed.

To m ake the construction ofthe NIT possible,the usualpractice hasbeen

to includetheseunaccounted-forterm sin theNF.Thism akestheNF noninte-

grable,hence the nam e \obstaclesto integrability". Including the obstaclesin
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the NF,disturbs the wave character ofits solutions. The e� ect ofthe obsta-

clesin the caseofthe two-soliton solution ofthe norm alform ofthe perturbed

K dV equation [12]-[14]has been studied in [22]. The zero-ordersolution was

found to develop inelastice� ects:appearanceofa second-orderradiation wave;

fourth-order,tim e dependent,correctionsto each ofthe wavenum bersand the

generation ofan eighth-ordersoliton.

2 A pproach for overcom ing obstacles

2.1 T he generalideas

The necessity to include the obstaclesin the norm alform is a consequence of

the assum ption,usually m ade in the NF expansion,that allthe term s in the

NIT are di� erentialpolynom ials in the zero-order approxim ation (that is,in

u(x;t)) and do not depend explicitly on the independent variables,t and x.

O urapproach overcom esthisproblem by allowingthehigher-orderterm sin the

NIT to depend on these variables. To this end,we assum e for the k’th order

term in the NIT the following form :

u
(k) = u

(k)

d
[u]+ u

(k)
r (x;t) (8)

In Eq. (8), u
(k)

d
[u]is a di� erentialpolynom ialin u,and u

(k)
r (x;t) depends

explicitly on x and t,and isexpected to accountforthe obstacles.Thus,sub-

stituting the assum ption (8)in the hom ologicalequation (7),weobtain:

h

F
(0)
;u

(k)
r (x;t)

i

+ R
(k)[u]= 0 (9)

whereR (k)[u]standsforthe obstacleoforderk.

O wing to thefreedom inherentin theperturbativeexpansion,theconstruc-

tion ofu
(k)

d
[u]isnotunique.Unlessu

(k)

d
[u]ischosen in an appropriatem anner,

theresulting obstaclem ay notre ectthefollowing featuresofphysicalinterest:

(i) O bstaclesdo not em erge in the case ofsingle-wave solutions ofthe NF

[22];

(ii)Theexpectation thatobstaclesem ergeowingtointeraction am ongwaves

in the m ulti-wavecase[17].

Both features are realized ifu
(k)

d
[u]is chosen to have the structure ofthe

di� erentialpolynom ialthat solves the problem in the case of a single-wave

solution of the NF. The choice proposed for u
(k)

d
[u]leads to obstacles in a

"canonical"form ,expressedin term sofsym m etriesoftheunperturbed equation.

Theobstaclesnow vanish ifonesubstitutesforu thesingle-wavesolution ofthe

NF.M oreim portant,asa result,they areexpected to vanish away from regions

ofwave interaction in the m ulti-wave case. The reason is thataway from the

interaction regions,m ulti-wavesolutionsasym ptoteintoasum ofwell-separated

single-wavesolutions.
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2.2 C onstruction ofcanonicalobstacles

Starting with u
(k)

d
[u]that solves the hom ologicalequation (7) for the single-

wave,we� nd thatthecanonicalobstaclescan bewritten in the following form

R
(n)[u]=

n+ g
X

k= 3
i+ j= k


n
k fij[u;@x]R ij[u] (10)

R pq [u]= S(p)[u]G (q)[u]� S(q)[u]G (p)[u]

S(n)[u]= @x G
(n)[u]

(11)

where n
k
is a num ericalcoe� cient, fij[u;@x]- a di� erentialoperator ofan

appropriate weight and g is the gap between the index ofsym m etry and the

orderofperturbation. Forexam ple,ifwe de� ne F(0) asS(2) (thisisa widely-

accepted notation),then g = 2.

The obstaclesofEq. (10)vanish identically forthe case ofsingle-wave so-

lutionsofthe NF.To see this,we exploitthe factthatallthe sym m etriesare

proportionalto one anotherin the case ofthe single-wave solutionsofthe NF.

For\trivial" boundary condition,u(�! � 1 )= 0:

S
(n) = (� 1)

n+ 1
v
n+ 1
0

S
(1) (12)

Thism ay beproven by induction forany hierarchywhich isgoverned by alinear

recursion relation.

The proportionality ofallthe sym m etries leads to a sim ple update ofthe

velocity ofthe solutionsofthe NF:

v =
X

k� 0

�
k
vk ; vk = (� 1)

k
ak v

k+ 1
0

(13)

Eq.(13)alsodescribesthevelocityupdateofeach wavein am ulti-wavesolution.

2.3 R esonant contribution in obstacles?

Form ulti-wavesolutionsofthe NF,theobstaclesdo notvanish.An im portant

characteristic ofourcanonicalobstaclesisthatthey do notvanish only in the

interaction regionsin thex� tplane.Forexam ple,in thecaseofK dV solitons,

the interaction region isa � nite dom ain around the origin,whereasin the case

of Burgers fronts it consists of one ore m ore dom ains of � nite width along

sem i-in� nitelines.Thecanonicalobstaclesvanish exponentially fastaway from

the interaction regions,where the solution asym ptotesto well-separated single

waves. O n the other hand,non-canonicalobstacles are � nite also outside the

interaction region.
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A cardinalquestion thatnow arisesiswhethertheobstaclesgeneratesecular

term s in the NIT (2). A sym m etry,ifcontained in an obstacle,willgenerate

a secular term through Eq. (9). W e,therefore,propose to break an obstacle

into a sum ofa sym m etry plusa non-resonantterm . Thissym m etry,with its

coe� cient,m ustbe included in the NF (3).

O ur task is therefore to determ ine whether a canonicalobstacle has the

capacity ofgenerating secularterm s. A sim ple criterion fordetecting this ca-

pacity is that the obstacle spreads over an in� nite or a sem i-in� nite dom ain,

and asym ptotesto a sym m etry. (This criterion is sim ilar,although m uch less

rigorous,than the Fredholm AlternativeTheorem .)

W e focus on two-wave solutions oftwo equations: the K orteweg-de Vries

(K dV) equation with a two-soliton solution, with obstacle appearing in the

second order;and the Burgers equation,with a two-front solution,where an

obstaclearisesalready in the � rstorder.

Theinteraction region,and thustheobstacles,ofK dV arelocalized.Hence,

weexpectthesolution ofEq.9forthisproblem tobebounded.Thisexpectation

hasbeen veri� ed by solving thehom ologicalequation num erically.W eobtain a

new bounded soliton-likewave.

O n the other hand,the interaction region in the two-frontsolution ofthe

Burgersequation issem i-in� nite(thefrontsarewellseparated in onehalfofthe

x � tplane and m erge (interacting)in the otherhalf). The canonicalobstacle

asym ptotically approaches the sym m etry S(3)[u]. Therefore, we expect the

Burgers obstacle to generate a secular term in Eq (9). This expectation has

been veri� ed by num erically solving the equation.

W e "extract" the sym m etry S(3)[u]outofthe obstacle with itscoe� cient,

and transfer it into the NF (3). Thus,the NF rem ains solvable,but the co-

e� cient ofthe � rst-order term in the wave-velocity update is changed. The

rem ainder is not a canonicalobstacle,that is,it is not con� ned to the inter-

action region but rather spreadsoverallthe frontsofthe zero-ordersolution.

However,it does not contain a sym m etry. The solution of the hom ological

equation m ustbebounded.Thereisno closed form solution ofthehom ological

equation,butthe num ericalcalculationsshow thatthisprediction isveri� ed.

In thefollowingsection,thesetwoexam plesarebroughtin som edetail.The

fullresultsofourwork willbe broughtin furtherpublications. W e stressthat

ourresultscrusually depend on the wavenatureofthe solutions.

2.4 Sum m ary and C onclusions

1.Them ain e� ectofperturbationson theinteraction am ongwavesin m ulti-

wavesolutionsofNL EPDE’sistheem ergenceoftheobstaclesto integra-

bility.

2.Theproperplaceforhandlingobstacles,oncetheirresonantparthasbeen

shifted to theNF,isthehom ologicalequation.To thisend,itisnecessary

to allow the higher-order term s in the NIT (2) to be explicit functions

ofthe independentvariables.Actually,u(n) willconsistoftwo parts:the
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di� erentialpolynom ial,u
(n)

d
[u],whosestructurecorrespondstothecaseof

a single-wavesolution oftheNF (3)(in thiscase,thereareno obstacles);

and the function u
(n)
r (x;t)thatissupposed to accountforthe obstacle.

3.W hen the NIT is built in such a way,the obstacles (ifthey exist) are

obtained in the canonicalform (10). Canonicalobstaclesare con� ned to

the region ofinteraction am ong waves.

4.W hen theinteractionregionislocalized (e.g.,forK dV solitons),thecanon-

icalobstaclesdo notgenerate secularsolutionsofthe hom ologicalequa-

tions (9). The solution of the hom ologicalequation is then bounded,

usually unavailablein closed form .

5.W hen the interaction region spreads over a sem i-in� nite range,the ob-

stacles are expected to cause secular solutions. Then,it is necessary to

identify a sym m etry "hidden" inside the obstacleand rem oveitfrom the

hom ologicalequation into theNF.Therem ainderoftheobstaclerem ains

in the hom ologicalequation and yieldsbounded solutions.

In both situations,theobstaclesceaseto beobstaclesto integrability ofthe

NF.Thelatterrem ainsintegrable,and itssolutions(thezero-orderapproxim a-

tion)retain thecharacteroftheunperturbed solutions.Thedi� erencebetween

theitem s4 and 5 aboveisthatin # 5 thewavevelocity isalso a� ected,in the

orderin which the obstacle exists. Focusing on two-wavesolutions,itisfound

thattheobstacleusuallyyieldsan additionalwave,thatm aynotbeexpressed in

closed form .In general,the hom ologicalequation hasto besolved num erically.

3 T wo worked exam ples

3.1 T he perturbed K dV equation

Theperturbed K dV equation is

wt = 6wwx + wxxx + �
�

30�1w
2wx + 10�2wwxx + 20�3wxwxx + �4w5x

�

+ �2
�

140�1w
3wx + 70�2w

2wxxx + 280�3wwxwxx + 14�4ww5x

+ 70�5w
3
x + 42�6wxw4x + 70�7wxxwxxx + �8w7x

�

+ O
�

�3
�

(14)

W e assum ethe NIT

w = u + �u
(1)+ �

2
u
(2)+ O

�

�
3
�

(15)

and the NF

7



ut = S
(2)[u]+ ��4S

(3)[u]+ �
2
�8S

(4)[u]+ O
�

�
3
�

(16)

where

S(2)[u]= 6uux + uxxx

S(3)[u]= 30u2ux + 10uuxx + 20uxuxx + u5x

S(4)[u]= 140u3ux + 70u2uxx + 280uxuxx + 14uu5x
+ 70u3x + 42uxu4x + 70uxxuxxx + u7x

(17)

A single-wavesolution ofthe NF (16)isthe well-known K dV soliton:

u(x;t)=
2k2

cosh
2
[k(x � vt+ x0)]

(18)

and the two-wavesolution isgiven by the Hirota form ula [26]:

u(x;t)= 2@2x ln

n

1+ g1 (x;t)+ g2 (x;t)+

�
k1� k2
k1+ k2

�

g1 (x;t)g2 (x;t)

o

(gi(x;t)= exp[2ki(x � vit+ x0;i)])
(19)

A sam ple ofthissolution isshown in Fig. 1. The only di� erence between the

solutionsofthe unperturbed K dV equation,wt = 6wwx + wxxx;and the both

solutionsofthe NF isthe update ofthe wavevelocity:

vi = � 4k2i � 16��4k
4

i � 64�2�8k
6

i � O
�

�
3
�

(20)

Thereareno obstaclesin the� rstorderin theNorm alForm analysis.How-

ever,an obstacleappearsatthe second order.Choosing the second-orderterm

in the NIT to be

u(2) = u
(2)
r (x;t)+ B 1u

3 + B 2uuxx + B 3u
2
x + B 4uxxxx

+ B 5uuxq
(1)+ B 6uxxxq

(1)+ B 7uxxq
(1)

2

+ B 8uxq
(2)

�

q(1) � @� 1x u; q(2) � @� 1x

�

u2
��

(21)

with theappropriatesetofvaluesforfB kg based on theform ofu(2) in thecase

ofthe single-soliton solution,we obtain the canonicalobstacle

R
(2) = 

2

3uR 21 = 
2

3u
�

3u2ux + uuxxx � uxuxx
�

(22)

(23 isbuiltofacom bination ofcoe� cientsofEq.(14).Thisobstacleislocalized

(see Fig. 2) and hence cannot generate a secular solution in the hom ological

equation

8



@tu
(2)

r = 6@x

�

uu
(2)

r

�

+ @
3

xu
(2)

r + 
2

3uR 21 (23)

This equation can be solved in closed form by the G reen’s function m ethod

developed in the context ofthe Inverse Scattering approach [2],[32]-[34]. As

ourgoalisonly to show thatthesolution ofEq.(23),a num ericalsolution was

su� cientforourpurpose.Itshowsa new bounded soliton-likewave(Fig.3).

3.2 T he perturbed B urgers equation

Theperturbed Burgersequation isgiven by

wt = 2wwx + wxx + �
�

3�1w
2
wx + 3�2wwxx + 3�3w

2

x + �4wxxx

�

+ O
�

�
2
�

(24)

(wedon’twriteherethesecond-orderperturbation becausean obstacleem erges

already in the � rstorder).W e assum e,again,the NIT

w = u + �u
(1)+ O

�

�
2
�

(25)

and the NF

ut = 2uux + uxx + ��
�

3u2ux + 3uuxx + 3u2x + uxxx
�

+ O
�

�
2
�

(26)

Itssingle-wavesolution isthe shock front

u(x;t)=
kA exp[k(x � vt)]

1+ kA exp[k(x � vt)]
(27)

and the two-frontsolution isa straightforward extention ofEq.(27):

u(x;t)=
k1A 1 exp[k1 (x � v1t)]+ k2A 2 exp[k2 (x � v2t)]

1+ k1A 1 exp[k1 (x � v1t)]+ k2A 2 exp[k2 (x � v2t)]
(28)

(itssam ple isshown in Fig. 4,and one can see thatthe frontsare interacting

(i.e.m erged)overa sem i-in� niteregion).Thevelocity updateis,again,sim ilar

forthe both solutions:

vi = � ki� ��k
2

i � O
�

�
2
�

(29)

The obstacle appears in the � rst-orderanalysis. Ifwe m ove allthe linear

term uxxx from the� rstorderinto theNF,thatis,take�= �4,and alsochoose

9



u(1) in the form that solvesthe hom ologicalequation for the single-frontcase

plusan explicitfunction ofx and t:

u(1) = u
(1)
r (x;t)+ (�1 � 2�2 � �3 + 2�4)qux �

1

2
(2�1 � �2 + �3 � 2�4)u

2

�

q� @� 1x u
�

(30)

then the obstaclewillbe getitscanonicalform :

R (1) = 13R 21 = 13

�

S(2)G (1)� S(1)G (2)
�

= 13

�

uS(2)� uxG
(2)
�

�

13 = 2�1 � �2 � 2�3 + �4
� (31)

This obstacle is shown in Fig. 5,and one can see that itis � nite overallthe

interaction region.The hom ologicalsequation now reads

@tu
(1)

r = 2@x

�

uu
(1)

r

�

+ @
2

xu
(1)

r + 
1

3R 21 (32)

It should be rem arked that ofthe two term s ofR 21,only uS(2) m ay not

be accounted forby the di� erentialpolyom ialsin the NIT.O n the contrary,it

is easy to see that substituting u
(1)
r = G (2) into the hom ogeneouspart ofthe

hom ologicalequation yields

� @tG
(2)+ 2@x

�

uG
(2)

�

+ @
2

xG
(2) = 2uxG

(2) (33)

Asexpected,the num ericalsolution ofthe hom ologicalequation showsthe

existence ofa secularterm ,which indicatesthe presence ofa sym m etry inside

R 21.

In orderto extractthissym m etry,weusetherecursion relation am ong sym -

m etriesin the Burgershierarchy:

S
(n+ 1) = S

(n)
x + uS

(n)+ uxG
(n) = S

(n)
x + R n1 + 2uxG

(n) (34)

In particular,forn = 2,itreads

S
(3) = S

(2)

x + R 21 + 2uxG
(2)

) R 21 = S
(3)

� S
(2)

x � 2uxG
(2) (35)

and the hom ologicalequation (32)becom es

@tu
(1)

r = 2@x

�

uu
(1)

r

�

+ @
2

xu
(1)

r + 
1

3

�

S
(3)

� S
(2)

x � 2uxG
(2)

�

(36)
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Now,we choose�,the coe� cientofS (3) in the NF,to be

�= � 4 + 
1

3 = 2�1 � �2 � 2�3 + 2�4 (37)

hence correcting the update ofthe wavevelocity (Eq.29).Further,we add an

appropriate correction to u
(1)

d
in orderto accountforthe term � 213uxG

(2) in

Eq.(36),according to Eq.(33).

Now,the equation foru
(1)
r becom es

@tu
(1)

r = 2@x

�

uu
(1)

r

�

+ @
2

xu
(1)

r � 
1

3S
(2)

x (38)

Theterm S
(2)
x doesnotasym ptotetoany sym m etry.Thenum ericalsolution

ofEq.(38)showsthata new bounded waveappears(see Fig.6).
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5 Figures

Figure captions:

Fig.1: Two-solitonsolution oftheK dV NF (Eq.19);k1 = 0:3;k2 = 0:4:

Fig. 2: Canonicalobstacle uR 21 forthe K dV equation (Eq.22)fortwo-

soliton solution;param etersasin Fig.1.

Fig. 3: Contribution ofthis canonicalobstacle to u
(2)
r ofEq. (23) for

zero boundary condition forx ! � 1 ;k1 = 0:5;k2 = 0:75:

Fig.4: Two-frontsolution oftheBurgersNF (Eq.28);k1 = 2;k2 = � 2:

Fig. 5: Canonicalobstacle � R21 (with opposite sign) for the Burgers

equation (Eq.31)forthe two-frontsolution;param etersasin Fig.4.

Fig. 6: Bounded contribution ofthe obstacle S
(2)
x to u

(1)
r ofEq. (38);

param etersasin Fig.4.
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