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ABSTRACT

We study an integrable equation whose solutions define a triad of one-forms de-
scribing a surface with Gaussian curvature -1. We identify a local group of diffeo-
morphisms that preserve these solutions and establish conserved quantities. From
the symmetries, we obtain invariant solutions that provide explicit metrics for the
surfaces. These solutions are unbounded and often appear in mirrored pairs. We in-
troduce the “collage” method, which uses conserved quantities to remove unbounded
parts and smoothly join the solutions, leading to weak solutions consistent with
the conserved quantities. As a result we get pseudo-peakons, which are smoother
than Camassa-Holm peakons. Additionally, we apply a Miura-type transformation
to relate our equation to the Degasperis-Procesi equation, allowing us to recover
peakon and shock-peakon solutions for it from the solutions of the other equation.

Keywords Integrable equations · Equations describing pseudospherical surfaces · Symmetries ·
Conserved quantities · Blow up of solutions · Shock-peakonsar
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the equation

ut − utxx = 16uux − 8uxuxx + 2u2xx − 4uuxxx + 2uxuxxx, (1.1)

where u = u(x, t) is a field variable, while t and x can be regarded as temporal and spatial variables,
respectively.

This equation was studied a couple of years ago in [28–30] from a qualitative perspective. More
precisely, these references showed that Cauchy problems involving (1.1) are well-posed in certain
Besov spaces [29, Theorem 3.1] whereas global weak solutions were considered in [30]. Moreover,
it also has solutions blowing up in finite time in the form of wave breaking [29, Theorem 4.1], see
also [30, Section 3].

Despite these results of more qualitative nature, the equation first appeared in the context of
integrable systems, having been discovered by Novikov, see [21, Equation 16]. It has an infinite
hierarchy of symmetries [21, Theorem 3], and is Lax integrable in the sense that it is the compatibility
condition for the system

ψx − ψxxx − λ(2m−mx)ψ = 0,

ψt =
2

λ
ψxx + 2(2u− ux)ψx − 2

(
2ux − uxx +

2

3λ

)
ψ,

(1.2)

where m = u− uxx.

System (1.2) implies (1.1) as the resulting compatibility condition of a sl(3,R) valued zero curvature
representation (ZCR).

While (1.2) is enough to prove the existence of a Lax pair for the equation, it is also a strong
indication of that (1.1) could not describe two-dimensional objects emerging from the compatibility
of sl(2,R)−valued ZCR, as observed in other integrable models like the famous Korteweg-de Vries
or Camassa-Holm equations [2, 24–26]. Surprisingly, we have discovered that (1.1) can also be
obtained from a 2× 2 ZCR, which in some sense violates what would be expected from an equation
having a third order Lax pair like (1.2).

In the next section we explore this unexpected geometric nature of the equation, exhibiting a triad
of one-forms satisfying the structure equations for a pseudospherical surface, in the sense of the
works by Chern and Tenenblat [2] and Reyes [24, 25].

In Section 3 we classify the characteristics for conservation laws of the equation up to second order.
We were able to find five characteristics for conservation laws, three of them having second order
terms. Next, we use them to establish conservation laws and then, conserved quantities.

Lie symmetries are obtained in Section 4. From them we obtain some solutions, that we explore in
connection with the pseudospherical structure of the equation to provide explicit metrics for the
corresponding surfaces.

We have noticed that some of the invariant solutions could be combined in order to give rise to
new solutions compatible with some of the conservation laws. We have named this new procedure
as collage process. In particular, such a process can also derive the famous peakon solutions for
the Camassa-Hom and Degasperis-Procesi equation (this is explained in the Discussion). In our
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particular case, it has as an outcome the emergence of continuously differentiable peakon-shaping
solutions for the equation.

Although these “peakons” are differentiable (C1 regularity), they are not strong solutions for (1.1),
since their second derivatives have jumps. Remarkably, we also obtained a system of ODEs to what
we might call “2 continuously differentiable peakon-like” solutions. These additional solutions
leave invariant some of the conserved quantities we report in section 3. However, we also succeeded
in finding non-conservative peakon like solutions, that unlike their conservative siblings, may blow
up in finite time. These results are shown in Section 5.

The solutions obtained in Section 5 belong to the Sobolev space H3/2+ϵ(R), ϵ ∈ [0, 1), as long as
they exist. This motivates us to look for generalisations of them. In Section 6 we report a class
of conservative C1 solutions and, more interestingly, we also obtained C1 solutions blowing up in
finite time.

In Section 7 we look for a sort of multi-peakon analogous for the solutions we found in sections 5
and 6. We obtained two types of solutions: those leaving invariant some functional and globally
well-defined, and others developing singularities in finite time.

We use a linear operator between Sobolev spaces applying Hs(R) into Hs−1(R), and show relations
between solutions of (1.1) and the famous Degasperis-Procesi (DP) equation

ut − utxx + 4uux = 3uxuxx + uuxxx. (1.3)

As a result, from solutions of (1.1) we obtain solutions for the DP equation (1.3) in Section 8.

Our results are discussed in Section 9, while our conclusions are given in Section 10.

2 Relations with pseudospherical surfaces

By a differential function we mean analytic functions depending on (x, t, u) and derivatives of
u of finite order, but arbitrary. Here u is assumed to be a function of (x, t). Their collection is
denoted by A. We say that a differential function f ∈ A has order k, where k is a non-negative
integer, if the highest derivative appearing in f is of order k. For the particular case whenever k = 0,
that is, f = f(x, t, u), then f is said to be a 0−th order differential function. For further details,
see [22, Chapter 5] and [31].

A differential equation for a function u = u(x, t), E = 0, is said to describe a pseudospherical
surface (PSS equation for short) if there are one-forms

ωi = fi1dx+ fi2dt, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, (2.1)

where fij ∈ A and the triple {ω1, ω2, ω3} satisfies

dω1 = ω3 ∧ ω2, dω2 = ω1 ∧ ω3, dω3 = ω1 ∧ ω2 (2.2)

modulo E = 0. In consequence, regions (simply connected open sets) of the domain of the solution
u for which (ω1 ∧ ω2)(u(x, t)) ̸= 0 everywhere enable us to define a Riemannian metric

g = ω2
1 + ω2

2

determining a surface of constant Gaussian curvature K = −1. Surfaces of constant and negative
Gaussian curvature are called pseudospherical surfaces (PSS). For further details on PSS equations,
see [2, 24–26].
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We want to avoid problems regarding regularity of solutions when treated from a geometric
viewpoint (for a better discussion, see [14]). Therefore, throughout this paper, whenever we
consider (1.1) in connection with PSS, we will always assume C∞ solutions.

Consider the one-forms

ω1 = −2dx,

ω2 = ω3 =
(
1− 2u+ ux + 2uxx − uxxx

)
dx

+
(
16u2x − 16uux + 16uuxx − 16uxuxx − 4uuxxx + 2u2xx + 2uxuxxx

)
dt.

(2.3)

A lengthy, but simple, calculation shows that

dω1 − ω3 ∧ ω2 ≡ 0,

dω2 − ω1 ∧ ω3 = dω3 − ω1 ∧ ω2

= (2− ∂x)
(
ut − utxx −

(
16uux − 8uxuxx + 2u2xx − 4uuxxx + 2uxuxxx

))
dx ∧ dt.

(2.4)

Therefore, on the solutions of (1.1) the set of equations (2.4) is equivalent to (2.2). This proves the
following result.

Theorem 2.1. Equation (1.1) is the compatibility condition for the one-forms (2.3) to describe a
PSS.

Not all solutions of an equation lead to a PSS structure. Actually, in order for a solution to define a
PSS structure, it has to satisfy the condition (ω1 ∧ ω2)(u(x, t)) ̸= 0 on the region u is evaluated.
Such solutions are called generic, whereas those for which (ω1 ∧ ω2)(u(x, t)) = 0 are called
non-generic solutions.

Let us characterise the non-generic solutions of (1.1).

Theorem 2.2. Let Ω ⊆ R2 be an open and simply connected set, and u : Ω → R be a solution
of (1.1). Then u is a non-generic solution of (1.1) if and only if u satisfies (1.1) and the ODE
∂x(2− ∂x)(ux − 2u)2 = 0 as well.

Proof. A solution u of (1.1) is a non-generic solution for (1.1) if and only if ω1 ∧ ω2

∣∣
Ω
≡ 0. From

(2.3) we conclude that

ω1 ∧ ω2 = 8(ux − 2u)(uxx − 2ux)− 4(ux − 2u)(uxxx − 2uxx)− (2uxx − 4ux)
2,

that, after rearranging, is equivalent to

ω1 ∧ ω2 = 2∂x(2− ∂x)(ux − 2u)2. (2.5)

As a result, from (2.5) and (1.1) we conclude that u is non-generic if and only if u solves (1.1) and
also ∂x(2− ∂x)(ux − 2u)2 = 0.
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In consequence of the above results, if u is not a solution as described in Theorem 2.2, then

g =
(
4 +

(
1− 2u+ ux + 2uxx − uxxx

)2)
dx2 + 2

(
1− 2u+ ux + 2uxx − uxxx

)
×

×
(
16u2x − 16uux + 16uuxx − 16uxuxx − 4uuxxx + 2u2xx + 2uxuxxx

)
dxdt

+
(
16u2x − 16uux + 16uuxx − 16uxuxx − 4uuxxx + 2u2xx + 2uxuxxx

)2

dt2

(2.6)

defines a metric on any open and simply connected subset of the domain of u in which it does not
agree with the solution characterised in Theorem 2.2 at any point.

3 Conserved quantities

Let E = E(t, x, u, · · · ), C0, C1 and ϕ be differential functions satisfying the relation

DtC
0 +DxC

1 = ϕE . (3.1)

On the solutions of the differential equation E = 0 we have DtC
0 +DxC

1 ≡ 0. We then say that
the pair (C0, C1) is a conserved current for the PDE E = 0, whereas the function ϕ in (3.1) is
called characteristic of the conservation law (characteristic, for short). In particular, (3.1) is called
characteristic form of the conservation laws. For further details, see [22, page 266].

Very often, we know the equation, but not necessarily its conserved currents nor the corresponding
characteristics. Usually we can determine the characteristics of the conservation law using the fact
that total derivatives belong to the kernel of the Euler-Lagrange operator [22, Theorem 4.7, page
248]. Finding these differential functions is, definitively, not an easy task but, fortunately, there
are some symbolic packages available at our disposal enabling us to obtain characteristics for an
equation algorithmically once the order of the characteristic is fixed, see [3–7]. With their help, we
have the following result.
Theorem 3.1. Up to second order, the characteristics of any conservation law for (1.1) are

ϕ1 = 1, ϕ2 = e2x, ϕ3 = u,

ϕ4 = −4u2 + u2x + 2uuxx − uxuxx −
1

2
utx,

ϕ5 = e−2x (3u2 − 4uux − u2x + ut − 4uuxx + 2uxuxx + utx) .

(3.2)

In consequence, we have the following conservation laws for (1.1):
Theorem 3.2. The corresponding conservation laws for (1.1), determined by the characteristics
given by Theorem 3.1, are DtC

0 +DxC
1 = 0, where the components C0 and C1 of the conserved

current (C0, C1) are, given by

1. For ϕ1 = 1, we have

C0
1 = u,

C1
1 = −8u2 + 2u2x + 4uuxx − 2uxuxx − utx.
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2. For ϕ2 = e2x, we have

C0
2 = e2xu,

C1
2 =

2

3
e2x

(
4uux − 2uuxx − 2u2x + uxuxx +

1

2
utx − ut

)
.

3. For ϕ3 = u, we have

C0
3 =

1

2
u2 +

1

2
u2x,

C1
3 = −16

3
u3 − 2uuxuxx +

2

3
u3x + 4u2uxx − uutx.

4. For ϕ4 = −4u2 + u2x + 2uuxx − uxuxx −
1

2
utx, we have

C0
4 = −4

3
u3 +

1

6
u3x − uu2x,

C1
4 = 16u4 − 8u2u2x − 2uutxuxx −

1

4
u2t − 16u3uxx − 2u3xuxx −

1

2
u2xut + 4u2u2xx

+ u2xu
2
xx +

1

4
u2tx + 8u2uxuxx − 4uuxu

2
xx + 4uu2xuxx + 2uuxut + uxuxxutx + u4x

+ 4u2utx − u2xutx.

5. For ϕ5 = e−2x (3u2 − 4uux − u2x + ut − 4uuxx + 2uxuxx + utx), we have

C0
5 = −3e−2x

(
u3 + uu2x +

1

3
u3x

)
,

C1
5 =

1

2
e−2x(48u3ux + 24u3uxx + 8u2u2x − 44u2uxuxx − 16u2u2xx − 8uu3x + 8uu2xuxx

+ 16uuxu
2
xx − 4u4x + 4u3xuxx − 4u2xu

2
xx + 8uuxut + 8uutuxx + 8uuxxutx + 2u2xut

− 4uxutuxx − 4uxuxxutx − u2t − 2ututx − u2tx + 8uuxutx − 6u2utx − 12u2ut + 2u2xutx).

Equation (1.1) can be seen as a non-local evolution equation (when its solutions are restricted to
certain function spaces) and, as we have already mentioned, its variable t can be interpreted as
time. The conservation laws are then particularly useful for the construction of quantities that
are conserved on the solutions of the equation as long as they exist. Its worth pointing out that,
differently from a conservation law, that is an intrinsic property of an equation, a conserved quantity
is a property of the solution.

Integrating (3.1) with respect to x, and commuting time derivatives with spatial integration, we get

d

dt

∫
R
C0dx+ C1

∣∣+∞
−∞ =

∫
R
ϕEdx.
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If u is a solution of E = 0 for which C1 vanishes at infinity, we conclude that

d

dt

∫
R
C0dx = 0,

meaning that the quantity

t 7→
∫
R
C0dx

is time invariant, or in other words, it is a conserved quantity.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that u is a solution of (1.1) such that u, ux → 0 as |x| → ∞ and its second
order derivatives are bounded. Then

H0(t) =

∫
R
u(x, t) dx, (3.3)

H1(t) =

∫
R
e2xu(x, t) dx, (3.4)

H2(t) =
1

2

∫
R

(
u2 + u2x

)
(x, t) dx, (3.5)

H3(t) =

∫
R

(
− 4

3
u3 +

1

6
u3x − uu2x

)
(x, t) dx (3.6)

and

H4(t) =

∫
R
e−2x

(
u3 + uu2x +

1

3
u3x

)
(x, t) dx, (3.7)

are conserved quantities for the equation obtained from the conservation laws with characteristics
ϕi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, respectively.

For the quantities (3.4) and (3.7) it is additionally assumed that e|x|u, e|x|ux, e2|x|ut, e2|x|utx→ 0 as
|x| → ∞.

The characteristics presented in Theorem 3.1 were first obtained using the packages [3–7]. They
can be easily, but tediously, proved applying the Euler-Lagrange operator to (3.2) and taking (1.1)
into account. It is equally straightforward to check that the conserved currents, their corresponding
characteristics and (1.1) satisfy (3.1), what concludes the proof of Theorem 3.2. Theorem 3.3 is an
immediate consequence of Theorem 3.2.

Remark 3.1. Let −∞ ≤ a < b ≤ ∞. The Sobolev space H1(a, b) is the set of distributions f such
that ∫ b

a

(f(x)2 + f ′(x)2)dx <∞,

the derivative above being considered in the distributional sense. Whenever a = −∞ and b = ∞
we simply write H1(R), that is endowed with the norm

∥f∥H1(a,b) =

√∫ b

a

(f(x)2 + f ′(x)2)dx.

From Theorem 3.3, if u is a solution of (1.1) such that (3.5) is conserved, then u(·, t) ∈ H1(R).
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4 Lie symmetries, reductions and explicit metrics

In this section we find Lie symmetries of (1.1). Similarly to the characteristics, finding symmetries
involves time consuming calculations (for further details, see [22]). Fortunately, likewise the
characteristics, we have at our hands some packages [12, 13] that make easier the calculations for
the generators. For this reason, below we present them without further discussion.

Using [12, 13] for finding the local group of diffeomorphism leaving invariant solutions of the
equation, we can find the following generators

X1 =
∂

∂x
, X2 =

∂

∂t
, X3 = t

∂

∂t
− u

∂

∂u
, X4 = e2x

∂

∂u
. (4.1)

The Lie algebra determined by (4.1) is summarised in Table 1.

Table 1: Commutator table of the generators (4.1)

[Xi, Xj] X1 X2 X3 X4

X1 0 0 0 2X4

X2 0 0 X2 0
X3 0 -X2 0 X4

X4 −2X4 0 −X4 0

Below we summarise the corresponding local group of diffeomorphisms determined by the genera-
tors (4.1) and their corresponding solutions obtained from a known solution u(x, t) = f(x, t).

Table 2: Summary of local transformations and corresponding new solutions. Below ε ∈ R is an
arbitrary parameter and u = f(x, t) is a known solution.

Generator Transformation New solution

X1 (x+ ε, t, u) ū(x, t) = f(x− ε, t)
X2 (x, t+ ε, u) ū(x, t) = f(x, t− ε)
X3 (x, eεt, e−εu) ū(x, t) = eεf(x, eεt)
X4 (x, t, u+ εe2x) ū(x, t) = f(x, t)− εe2x

4.1 Reductions

Table 2 shows how we can obtain a new solution from a known one through the fluxes determined
by the generators (4.1). However, we can also find solutions from the generators using the following
scheme: if X denotes a linear combination of (4.1), we can then obtain a function u = θ(x, t)
invariant under X , in the sense that X(u− θ(x, t)) = 0 whenever u = θ(x, t). We then require this
function to be a solution for (1.1). The main problem of such a process is the fact that we have an
infinite number of possible linear combinations of the generators (4.1).

Applying the procedure described in [22, section 3.3], among the arbitrary number of possibilities
of linear combination of the generators (4.1) to seek invariant solutions, we can restrict ourselves to
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those given by
αX1 + βX3 +X4, αX1 +X3, αX1 +X2 e X1, (4.2)

where α and β are arbitrary parameters.

Table 3: Adjoint representation. Below ε is a parameter.

Ad(eεXi)Xj X1 X2 X3 X4

X1 X1 X2 X3 2e−2εX4

X2 X1 X2 X3 − εX2 X4

X3 X1 eεX2 X3 e−εX4

X4 X1 + 2εX4 X2 X3 + εX4 X4

Using the invariance condition, we can transform the original PDE (1.1) into an ODE for a new
variable θ. Below we present schematically the ODE satisfied by the new dependent variable θ and
its relation with the original variable u:

• For the generator αX1 + βX3 +X4, the corresponding ODE is

α2(α2 − 4β2)θ′ − α2β2z(5θ′′ + zθ′′′) + 4β(4α3 − 3αβ2 − β3)θ2

−8β3(3α + 4β)z2(θ′)2 − 2β4z4(θ′′)2 + 4β(4α3 − 15αβ2 − 7β3)zθθ′

−16β3(2α + β)z2θθ′′ − 2β3(2α + β)z3θθ′′′ − 8β3(α + 3β)z3θ′θ′′

−2β4z4θ′θ′′′ = 0,

(4.3)

where θ = θ(z), z = te−βx/α and

u(x, t) = e−βx/αθ(z) +
e2x

2α + β
; (4.4)

• For the generator αX1 +X3, the corresponding ODE is

α2(α2 − 4)θ′ − α2z(5θ′′ + zθ′′′) + 4(4α3 − 3α− 1)θ2 − 8(−3α + 4)z2(θ′)2

−2z4(θ′′)2 + 4(4α3 − 15α− 7)zθθ′ − 16(2α + 1)z2θθ′′ − 8(α + 3)z3θ′θ′′

−2(2α + 1)z3θθ′′′ − 2z4θ′θ′′′ = 0,

(4.5)

where θ = θ(z), z = te−x/α and

u(x, t) = e−x/αθ(z); (4.6)

• For the generator cX1 +X2 (note we have replaced α by c), the corresponding ODE is

−c(θ′ − θ′′′)− 16θθ′ + 8θ′θ′′ − 2(θ′′)2 + 4θθ′′′ − 2θ′θ′′′ = 0, (4.7)

where θ = θ(z), z = x− ct and
u(x, t) = θ(z); (4.8)

• For the generator X1, the corresponding ODE the trivial solution u(x, t) = c, where c is an
arbitrary constant.

9
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4.2 Explicit solutions and their corresponding metrics

Even though the solutions of the ODEs in the previous subsection led to solutions of (1.1), they are
still quite complicated to be solved in general. We could try to use symmetries again and obtain
simpler ODEs to be solved, and then return to the original ODE to obtain its solution, leading to the
corresponding solution for (1.1). This would make this a longer paper focused on solutions obtained
from symmetries, that although valid, is not our purpose. Our focus is not in proceeding with
extensive classifications of solutions obtained from symmetries neither are the invariant solutions
our main goal.

The symmetries and their corresponding solutions have, however, a twofold importance for us:
despite the problems mentioned above, we are still able to obtain some solutions in a fairly simple
way from what we have obtained sor far. These solutions then enables us to find explicit metrics
given by (2.6). We are about to do this. The second relevant fact is that, combined with the
conserved quantities we established in the precedent section, the invariant solutions give us clues to
find unexpected but remarkable weak solutions for (1.1). This is the subject of the coming section.

4.2.1 Solutions from (4.3) and (4.5)

If we substitute θ(z) = az into (4.3) we obtain a solution provided that α = 2β. As a result, by
(4.4) we have

u(x, t) = ate−x +
e2x

5β
, (4.9)

where a ∈ R and β ̸= 0 are arbitrary constants. Using the last transformation shown on Table 2 we
can remove the term e2x/(5β) and get a simpler solution

u(x, t) = ate−x (4.10)

to (1.1).

According to Theorem 2.2, both (4.9) and (4.10) are generic solutions for (1.1). Choosing
a = 1/

√
72, from solution (4.10) we obtain the following first fundamental form g = 5dx2 +

2t2e−2xdxdt+ t4e−4xdt2 for the region t ̸= 0.

4.2.2 Solutions from (4.7)

Equation (4.7) can alternatively be rewritten as(
− c(θ − θ′′)− 8θ2 + 2(θ′)2 − 2θ′θ′′ + 4θθ′′

)′
= 0, (4.11)

that, once integrated, yields

−c(θ − θ′′)− 8θ2 + 2(θ′)2 − 2θ′θ′′ + 4θθ′′ = c1, (4.12)

where c1 is an arbitrary constant. For c1 = 0 we can obtain two solutions, namely,

θ1(z) = α1e
−z (4.13)

and

θ2(z) = −α2e
2z +

√
−3cα2

2
ez. (4.14)
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Although the − sign in (4.14) is not mandatory, it is convenient due to coming calculations, so that
we will work with it in that way.

Solution (4.14) is meaningless as long as cα2 > 0. For this reason, henceforth we only consider the
constants satisfying the constraint cα2 ≤ 0.

A straightforward calculation shows that ∥θ1∥H1(a,b) = |α1|
√
e−2a − e−2b, meaning that θ1 ∈

H1(a,∞), for any a ∈ R, but θ1 /∈ H1(R). Similarly, we have θ2 ∈ H1(−∞, b), for any b ∈ R, but
θ2 /∈ H1(R). Observe, however, that both θ1 and θ2 are members of H1

loc(R).
The corresponding solutions for (1.1) obtained from (4.13) and (4.14) are, respectively, given by

u1(x, t) = α1e
ct−x (4.15)

and

u2(x, t) = −α2e
2(x−ct) +

√
−3cα2

2
ex−ct. (4.16)

While (4.15) is a generic solution for α1 ̸= 0, (4.16) is non-generic meaning that the 1-forms ω1 and
ω2 are such that ω1 ∧ ω2 = 0. For (4.15), let us exemplify the metric determined by it. By choosing
α1 = 1/

√
72, we get g = 5dx2 + 2e2(ct−x)dxdt+ e4(ct−x)dt2.

Remark 4.1. Taking into account the comments above regarding the Sobolev norms of (4.13) and
(4.14), we conclude that t 7→ ∥ui(·, t)∥H1(a,b) is not constant for any a, b ∈ R, i = 1, 2.

5 The collage process and a new conservative solution

The solutions we found in the previous section are enough to provide us concrete examples for
metrics (2.6) of PSS. Unfortunately, they are not compatible with the conserved quantities (3.3)–
(3.7) since none of them belong to L∞(R) for fixed t.
Remark 5.1. From Remark 4.1 we could have piecewise bounded functions locally behaving like
solutions if we suitably cut off solutions (4.15) and (4.16), namely,

ũ1(x, t) =

 u1(x, t), for x > ct,

0, otherwise,
ũ2(x, t) =

 u2(x, t), for x < ct,

0, otherwise,

but the paid price would be an eventual loss of continuity of these functions along the straight line
x = ct. Therefore, although serving as solutions on some open sets of R2, they cannot be regarded
as such on R2.

Returning our eyes back to (4.11)–(4.14) and the reported sequel, our results were only obtained
by setting the constant of integration c1 as being 0. We can, however, provide a better justification
for that choice by imposing that u and its derivatives vanish as |x| → ∞. Although we have not
succeeded in finding solutions vanishing for both x→ ∞ and x→ −∞. On the contrary, we only
obtained unbounded solutions, as previously mentioned.

Solution (4.13) is unbounded for z → −∞, but vanishes for z → +∞, whereas (4.13) has a
complementary behaviour. Moreover, suitably calibrating the constants α1 and α2 we can make
them agree at z = 0, providing us a continuous function that solves the equation for both z < 0
and z > 0 regions, but potentially having some issues at z = 0. Such a function cannot be a strong
solution for (see equation (4.12))

−c(θ − θ′′)− 8θ2 − 2(θ′)2 − (θ′2)′ + 2(θ2)′′ = 0, (5.1)

11
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but we may have some hope that it could serve as a (conservative) weak one taking remarks 4.1 and
5.1 into account.

Multiplying (5.1) by φ ∈ C∞
0 (R), where C∞

0 (R) denotes the set of C∞(R) compactly supported
functions and proceeding with integration by parts, we obtain the weak formulation for (5.1):

−
∫
R

(
cθ + 8θ2 + 2(θ′)2

)
φdz +

∫
R
(θ′)2φ′dz +

∫
R

(
cθ + 2θ2

)
φ′′dz = 0. (5.2)

A straightforward calculation shows that if θ ∈ C3(R) is a solution for (5.1), then (5.2) is satisfied
for any φ ∈ C∞

0 (R), showing that any strong solution for (4.11) is a weak solution for (5.1).

The way we cut the functions in Remark 5.1 is not usually compatible with continuity (except for
trivial solutions, that are, of course, out of our interest), but those new functions give us some clues
about how to proceed to look for at least a continuous function from those two we already know.

Let H(x) be the Heaviside step function, that is,

H(x) =



1, if x > 0,

1

2
, if x = 0,

0, if x < 0,

(5.3)

and consider the functions (4.13)–(4.14). They have three constants involved, being c the one
corresponding to the wave speed, see (4.15) and (4.16). Then we fix it, but we still have two degrees
of freedom, that we reduce to one by choosing α2 compatible with the constraint cα2 ≤ 0.

We can use the Heaviside function to produce two bounded, but discontinuous, new functions

Θ1(z) = α1e
−zH(z) and Θ2(z) =

( c
3
e2z − c

2
ez
)
H(−z). (5.4)

Function Θ1 is nothing but θ1 cut by H(x) while Θ2 is obtained from (4.14) after choosing
α2 = −c/3, c > 0, and then cutting it by H(−x), see figures 1a and 1b.

We can “create” a new function Θ “satisfying” (5.1) for both x < 0 and x > 0 by adding Θ1 and
Θ2, that is, Θ = Θ1 +Θ2. Moreover, we can make Θ continuous at z = 0 by choosing α1 = −c/6,
namely,

Θ(z) = − c
6
e−zH(z) +

( c
3
e2z − c

2
ez
)
H(−z). (5.5)

The steps we took for obtaining (5.5) from (4.13) and (4.14) are shown the Figure 1.

We can go even further and conclude that Θ is continuously differentiable (C1) by noticing the
following: first, Θ1 and Θ2 are C∞ for z > 0 and z < 0, respectively. Second, we have

Θ′(ϵ) =
c

6
e−ϵ and Θ′(−ϵ) = 2c

3
e−2ϵ − c

2
e−ϵ,

for any ϵ > 0, which implies the continuity of Θ′(·) at z = 0, since

Θ′(0+) = lim
ϵ→0

Θ′(ϵ) =
c

6
= lim

ϵ→0
Θ′(−ϵ) = Θ′(0−).

12
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(a) Function (4.13) with α1 = −c/6 for different values
of c > 0. The light solid part of the function becomes
unbounded as z → −∞, whereas the dashed part remains
bounded.
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2

4

6

8

(b) Function (4.14) with α2 = −c/3, for different values
of c > 0. The light solid part of the function becomes un-
bounded as z → +∞, whereas the dashed part is bounded.

-1.0 -0.5 0.5 1.0
z

-2

-1

1

2

θ

(c) A surgery fusing two solutions giving rise to a new function: we divide the solutions
with respect to z = 0 and discard their unbounded parts. The two remained bounded
parts are continuously glued at z = 0 using the weak formulation. The result is a
bounded and continuous solution of the weak formulation (5.2).

Figure 1: Figure 1c shows how the collage process eliminates unbounded parts in a continuous
process and produces a new, continuous and bounded, weak solution for (5.1) from the classical
and unbounded functions (4.13) and (4.14).

We cannot go beyond C1 regularity since (5.5) has a jump at z = 0, see Figure 2.

The new function above, emerging from the fusion between the bounded parts of Θ1 and Θ2 in such
a way that continuity is preserved, somewhat behaves like a strong solution for (5.1) outside z = 0.
We can precisely make it a solution throughout our coming result.

Theorem 5.1. Let Θ : R → R be the function given by (5.5). Then it is a weak solution for (5.1).

Proof. All we need to do is to show that (5.5) satisfies (5.2). At first glance one should expect it to
have problems in view of the presence of the term Θ′ in (5.2). However, we observe that (5.5) is a
C1 function and, as a such, that term is well behaved and does not bring any issue at all.

13
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Θ

Θ'
Θ''

-2 -1 1 2

-0.5

0.5

Figure 2: The light blue line represents the graph of the function Θ (5.5) while the dashed line
shows its first derivative Θ′. The peak at z = 0 for Θ′ makes evident issues at z = 0, which is
shown by the graph of the second derivative (red dotted line).

Let φ ∈ C∞
0 , Θ and c as in (5.5), and define

I :=

∫
R

(
cΘ+ 8Θ2 + 2(Θ′)2

)
φdz −

∫
R
(Θ′)2φ′dz −

∫
R

(
cΘ+ 2Θ2

)
φ′′dz.

Our goal is to show that I ≡ 0. To this end, let us first fix ϵ ∈ (0, 1) and split I as

I = I−(ϵ) + I+(ϵ) + I(ϵ),

where

I−(ϵ) =

∫ −ϵ

−∞

(
cΘ+ 8Θ2 + 2(Θ′)2

)
φdz −

∫ −ϵ

−∞
(Θ′)2φ′dz −

∫ −ϵ

−∞

(
cΘ+ 2Θ2

)
φ′′dz,

I+(ϵ) =

∫ ∞

ϵ

(
cΘ+ 8Θ2 + 2(Θ′)2

)
φdz −

∫ ∞

ϵ

(Θ′)2φ′dz −
∫ ∞

ϵ

(
cΘ+ 2Θ2

)
φ′′dz

and

I(ϵ) =

∫ ϵ

−ϵ

(
cΘ+ 8Θ2 + 2(Θ′)2

)
φdz −

∫ ϵ

−ϵ

(Θ′)2φ′dz −
∫ ϵ

−ϵ

(
cΘ+ 2Θ2

)
φ′′dz.

Since ϵ ∈ (0, 1), Θ ∈ C1(R) and φ ∈ C∞(R), we can take

M := max
x∈[−1,1]

{|Θ(x)|, |Θ′(x)|, |φ(x)|, |φ′(x)|, |φ′′(x)|}

and define
K := 2(2cM2 + 13M3).

A straightforward manipulation shows that

|I(ϵ)| ≤
∫ ϵ

−ϵ

(
|c||Θ|+8|Θ|2+2|Θ′|2

)
|φ|dz+

∫ ϵ

−ϵ

|Θ′|2|φ′|dz+
∫ ϵ

−ϵ

(
|c||Θ|+2|Θ|2

)
|φ′′|dz ≤ Kϵ,

14
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showing that I(ϵ) → 0 as ϵ→ 0. All we have to do is to show that I+(ϵ) + I−(ϵ) go to 0 as ϵ→ 0.

A fairly lengthy calculation shows that

I+(ϵ) = c2
( 5

36
e−2ϵ − 1

6
e−ϵ

)
φ(ϵ) + c2

(1
6
e−ϵ − 1

18
e−2ϵ

)
φ′(ϵ)

ϵ→0−−→ − c2

36
φ(0)− c2

9
φ′(0)

and

I−(ϵ) = c2
(
− 1

2
e−ϵ +

17

12
e−2ϵ − 4

3
e−3ϵ +

4

9
e−4ϵ

)
φ(−ϵ)

+c2
(1
2
e−ϵ − 5

6
e−2ϵ +

2

3
e−3ϵ − 2

9
e−4ϵ

)
φ′(−ϵ) ϵ→0−−→ c2

36
φ(0) +

c2

9
φ′(0),

implying that I+(ϵ) + I−(ϵ) → 0 as ϵ→ 0 and so does I ≡ 0.

Let us find the Fourier transform Θ̂ of the function (5.5). A simple calculation shows that

Θ̂(k) =
1√
2π

∫
R
e−ikzΘ(z)dz =

c

6
√
2π

∫ 0

−∞
e−i(k+1)zdz

= +
c

6
√
2π

∫ +∞

0

(
2e−i(k−2)z − 3e−i(k−1)z

)
dz =

i√
2π

1

k3 − 2ik2 + k − 2i
.

Calculating |Θ̂(k)|2, multiplying by (1 + k2)s, s ∈ R, and integrating the result over R, we obtain∫
R
(1 + k2)s|Θ̂(k)|2dk =

1

2π

∫
R

(1 + k2)s

(k3 + k2)2 + (2k2 + 2)2
dk.

For |k| ≫ 1, the corresponding leading terms of the polynomials appearing in the integral above are
k2s and k6. Therefore, the integral above is convergent provided that 2s− 6 < −1, that is, s < 5/2.

We recall that given s ∈ R, the Sobolev space Hs(R) is the set of distributions f for which
(1 + k2)s/2f̂(k) ∈ L2(R). Moreover, for s ≥ t we have Hs(R) ↪→ H t(R) and the comments above
then show that (5.5) belongs to Hs(R), for any s < 5/2. Essentially, we proved the following result.

Theorem 5.2. For any ϵ ∈ [0, 1), the solution (5.5) for the weak formulation (5.2) of the equation
(1.1) belongs to H

3
2
+ϵ(R), ϵ ∈ [0, 1).

According to the Sobolev Embedding Theorem, see [11, Theorem 6.21]) or [27, Proposition 1.2,
page 317], if s > m+1/2, for some integer m ≥ 0, then f ∈ Hs(R) implies f ∈ Cm(R)∩L∞(R).
Combining this fact with Theorem 5.2, we have

Corollary 5.1. Solution (5.5) is a C1 function.

We have proved that (5.5) is a weak solution for (5.1). It is then natural to ask if it might provide a
weak solution for (1.1).

Equation (1.1) can formally be rewritten as a non-local, fully non-linear evolution equation, that is,

ut − 4uux + u2x − ∂xΛ
−2
(
6u2 + 2u2x

)
− Λ−2u2x = 0, (5.6)
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where the operators Λ−2 and ∂xΛ−2 are, respectively, given by the convolutions

Λ−2(f) = g ∗ f and ∂xΛ
−2(f) = g′ ∗ f,

g(x) =
e−|x|

2
, (5.7)

and

g′(x) = −sgn (x)
e−|x|

2
, (5.8)

the latter derivative being taken in the distributional sense.

Multiplying (5.6) by φ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, T )× R), where C∞

0 ([0, T )× R) means that the set of infinitely
smooth compactly supported functions defined on [0, T )×R, integrating with respect to t from 0 to
T and x over R, respectively, we obtain∫

R
u(x, 0)φ(x, 0)dx+

∫ T

0

∫
R

(
Λ−2u2xφ

)
(x, t)dxdt

+

∫ T

0

∫
R

(
uφt − 2u2φx − u2xφ− Λ−2(6u2 + 2u2x)φx

)
(x, t)dxdt = 0.

(5.9)

A function u = u(x, t) satisfying (5.9) is said to be a local weak solution for (5.6) whenever it can
only be defined for some 0 < T <∞, being called global whenever T = ∞.

It is again straightforward to check that any strong solution for (1.1) satisfies (5.9) (begin local for
T < ∞ or global otherwise). Moreover, if we define u(x, t) = Θ(x − ct), where Θ is given by
(5.5), we then easily check that

u(x, t) = − c
6
ect−xH(x− ct) +

( c
3
e2(x−ct) − c

2
ex−ct

)
H(ct− x) (5.10)

is a global weak solution for (1.1).

We have u ∈ C0([0,∞), H
3
2
+ϵ)∩C1([0,∞), H

1
2
+ϵ), ϵ ∈ [0, 1) that, in particular, tells us that u is a

strong solution for (5.6), but it cannot be a strong solution for (1.1) because it is not C3 with respect
to x.

In line with Corollary 5.1, we prove the following:
Theorem 5.3. Function (5.10) is a C1([0,∞)× R) global strong solution for the non-local, fully
non-linear equation (5.6). Furthermore, it is a global weak solution for (1.1).

Even though (5.10) is a weak solution for the original equation (1.1), it is simultaneously a strong
solution for the corresponding non-local evolution form of this equation. To make things even more
curious, the shape of the solution has a smooth peak, see Figure 1c, but rather than only continuous,
it is a smoother peakon, or a “C1 peakon”.

This phenomenon seems to be hardly previously observed, but not completely unseen. The paper by
Li and Qiao [16] is the first work mentioning such a fact, whereas [17] seems to be the first reporting
an explicit form for this sort of solution. The authors of [16, 17] coined the term pseudo-peakons to
name that sort of solutions. We shall maintain the same terminology in the present work as well as
the term C1 peakon as used before.
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Remark 5.2. The Heaviside function H(·) can be removed from (5.5) so that it can equivalently be
rewritten as

Θ(z) = − c
2
e−|z| +

c

3
e−

|z|
2
(3−sgn (z)), (5.11)

that makes evident the peakon behavior of (5.5).

In spite of the presence of the sgn function in (5.11), it is still continuous at z = 0. In fact, if ϵ > 0,
then

Θ(ϵ) = − c
6
e−ϵ ϵ→0−−→ − c

6
and Θ(−ϵ) = c

3
e−2ϵ − c

2
e−ϵ ϵ→0−−→ − c

6
,

showing its continuity at z = 0.

The distributional derivative of Θ is given by

Θ′(z) =
c

2
sgn (z)e−|z| +

c

6
(1− 3sgn (z))e−

|z|
2
(3−sgn (z)).

Once more we have the presence of the sgn function in Θ′, that might bring issues at z = 0.
However, if ϵ > 0, then

Θ′(ϵ) =
c

2
e−ϵ − c

3
e−ϵ ϵ→0−−→ c

6
and Θ′(−ϵ) = − c

2
e−ϵ +

2

3
ce−2ϵ ϵ→0−−→ c

6
,

and thus, Θ′ is still continuous.
Remark 5.3. Due to the presence of the sgn function in (5.11), we would expect the presence of a
delta function δ in Θ′. However, we observe that (|z|sgn (z))′ = 1.

6 Generalisations of the pseudo-peakon solution

Solution (5.5), found by the collage process, leads us wonder if we might extend it to a more general
solitary weak wave solution for (1.1). Let us consider the ansatz

u(x, t) = p1(t)e
−x+q(t)H(x− q(t)) +

(
p2(t)e

x−q(t) + p3(t)e
2(x−q(t))

)
H(q(t)− x), (6.1)

where q, p1, p2 and p3 are C1 functions to be determined and H denotes again the Heaviside step
function, and seek for a conservative solution. By conservative we mean a solution having some
invariant conserved quantity.

Taking the distributional derivatives of (6.1), we obtain

ut(x, t) = p′1(t)e
−x+q(t)H(x− q(t)) +

(
p′2(t)e

x−q(t) + p′3(t)e
2(x−q(t))

)
H(q(t)− x)

+q′(t)p1(t)e
−x+q(t)H(x− q(t))− q′(t)(p2(t)e

x−q(t) + 2p3(t)e
2(x−q(t)))H(q(t)− x)

−q′(t)p1(t)δ(x− q(t)) + q′(t)(p2(t) + p3(t))δ(q(t)− x),
(6.2)

and

ux(x, t) = (p1(t)− p2(t)− p3(t))δ(x− q(t))

−p1(t)e−x+q(t)H(x− q(t)) +
(
p2(t)e

x−q(t) + 2e2(x−q(t))p3(t)
)
H(q(t)− x),

(6.3)
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where δ denotes the Dirac delta function, whose presence makes the term u2x in (5.6) ill defined in
view of the product of the distribution. We can overcome this problem by assuming

p1(t) = p2(t) + p3(t) (6.4)

and removing it from (6.2) and (6.3).

It is worth mentioning that condition (6.4) makes function (6.1) continuous along the curves
t 7→ (q(t), t). Moreover, substituting (6.2)–(6.3) into (5.6) (or even into (5.9)), taking into account
(5.7)–(5.11), and proceeding with all due calculations, we conclude that (6.1) is a solution for (5.6)
provided that p1, p2, p3 and q satisfy the continuous dynamical system

p′2(t) + p′3(t) + (p2(t) + p3(t))q
′(t) +

14

3
p2(t)

2 + 9p2(t)p3(t) +
9

2
p3(t)

2 = 0,

p′2(t)− p2(t)q
′(t)− 6p2(t)

2 − 9p2(t)p3(t)−
9

2
p3(t)

2 = 0,

p′3(t)− 2p3(t)q
′(t) +

8

3
p2(t)

2 = 0,

(6.5)

jointly with the constraint (6.4).
Remark 6.1. The last two equations in (6.5) imply that if p2p3 ≡ 0, then p2 = p3 = 0, that jointly
with (6.4) yield u ≡ 0. Therefore, we assume p2p3 ̸≡ 0.

We want a C1 solution and a careful analysis on (6.3) tells us that it must be continuous along the
curve t 7→ (q(t), t), so that we require

−p1(t) = p2(t) + 2p3(t), (6.6)

that, in conjunction with (6.4), yield

p1(t) = −p3(t)
2

and p2(t) = −3

2
p3(t). (6.7)

Let us now consider the quantity (3.3) and assume that H0(t) = −c/2, where c is a constant. By
(3.3), we have

H0(t) =

∫ ∞

q(t)

p1(t)e
q(t)−xdx+

∫ q(t)

−∞

(
p2(t)e

x−q(t) + p3(t)e
2(x−q(t))

)
dx

= p1(t) + p2(t) +
p3(t)

2
,

(6.8)

and taking into account (6.7) and the fact that H0(t) = −c/2, we conclude that

p1 = − c
6
, p2 = − c

2
, p3 =

c

3
. (6.9)

Calculating (3.4), we get

H1(t) =

∫ ∞

q(t)

p1(t)
2e2(q(t)−x)dx+

∫ q(t)

−∞

(
p2(t)e

x−q(t) + p3(t)e
2(x−q(t))

)2

dx

=
p1(t)

2

2
+
p2(t)

2

2
+

2

3
p2(t)p3(t) +

p3(t)
2

4
,

(6.10)
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that, jointly with (6.9), implies

H1(t) =
c2

18
,

meaning that it is also a conserved quantity.

Summarising, substituting (6.9) into (6.1) and taking all the comments above into account, we just
proved the following.
Theorem 6.1. The only C1 solution of (5.6) of the form (6.1) leaving (3.4) invariant is given by the
pseudo-peakon

u(x, t) = − c
6
e−x+ct+q0H(x− ct− q0) +

( c
3
e2(x−ct−q0) − c

2
ex−ct−q0

)
H(ct+ q0 − x), (6.11)

q0 ∈ R and c ̸= 0. In particular, these two facts imply that (3.3) is invariant.

Theorem 6.1 tells us that the continuity of the first derivatives of (6.1) implies the invariance of (3.4).
We might naturally wonder what happens if we no longer require a solution to be continuously
differentiable, but still requiring continuity.

Due to the exponential decay of (6.8) we infer that u(·, t) ∈ L1(R), while (6.10) says that u(·, t) ∈
L∞(R). Similarly, from (6.3) we conclude that ux ∈ L1(R) ∩ L∞(R). Altogether, they tell us
that both u(·, t) and ux(·, t) belong to Lr(R), 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞, within the interval of existence of the
solution.

For this reason, we shall seek what sort of solutions like (6.1) we may have whenever H′
1(t) ̸= 0.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that H0(t) = H0, where H0 is a constant. From (6.8) and
(6.10) we obtain

p1(t) + p2(t) +
p3(t)

2
= H0,

H1(t) =
p1(t)

2

2
+
p2(t)

2

2
+

2

3
p2(t)p3(t) +

p3(t)
2

4
.

(6.12)

Taking (6.4) into account we can eliminate p1(t) from the two equations above, and get

p2(t) =
H0

2
− 3

4
p3(t) (6.13)

and
p2(t)

2 +
5

3
p2(t)p3(t) +

3

4
p3(t)

2 = H1(t). (6.14)

Remark 6.2. Adding the first two equations in (6.5) and then summing the result equation to the
third multiplied by 1/2, we obtain an equation equivalent to (6.13), showing that (3.3) is conserved
for any solution of (5.6) of the type (6.1).

Substituting (6.13) in (6.14) we obtain

p3(t)
2 +

4

3
H0p3(t) = 4(4H1(t)−H2

0 ),

whence from we conclude that p3(t) cannot be a constant as long as H′
1(t) ̸= 0, and neither can

p2(t) in view of (6.13). Altogether, the conditions on p2(t) and p3(t), jointly with (6.5) and the
condition H0 = −c/2, provide the solution

p1(t) =
1

6

1

t− t0
− c

6
, p2(t) = −1

2

1

t− t0
− c

2
, p3(t) =

2

3

1

t− t0
+
c

3
, q(t) = ct+ q0, (6.15)
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that, substituted into (6.1), yield

u(x, t) =
1

t− t0

(eq0+ct−x

6
H(x− ct− q0) +

(2e2(x−ct−q0)

3
− ex−ct−q0

2

)
H(q0 + ct− x)

)
− c
6
eq0+ct−xH(x− ct− q0) +

( c
3
e2(x−ct−q0) − c

2
ex−ct−q0

)
H(q0 + ct− x).

(6.16)

System (6.5) does not have any other non-constant and non-conservative solution (in the sense that
H′

1(t) ̸= 0), meaning that u given by (6.16) is also unique up to the choice of the parameters q0, t0
and c.

If t0 > 0, then (6.16) blows up in finite time when t approaches t0, and its maximal interval of
existence is [0, t0). In case t0 < 0, then it is defined for any positive time.

We observe that u is piecewise C1(R × [0, t0)). In fact, from (6.3) we infer that for x > q(t) we
have

lim
x→q(t)

ux(x, t) =
c

6
− 1

6

1

t− t0
,

whereas for x < q(t), we have

lim
x→q(t)

ux(x, t) =
c

6
+

5

6

1

t− t0
.

As a result, for each t for which u is defined, we have

lim
n→∞

(
ux

(
q(t) +

1

n
, t
)
− ux

(
q(t)− 1

n
, t
))

= − 1

t− t0
.

For t0 > 0, the relation above also shows that for any ϵ > 0, the quantity ux(q(t)+ ϵ, t)−ux(q(t)−
ϵ, t) is unbounded as t approaches t0.

The blow up shown above is not surprising since we can easily infer that u given by (6.16) is
unbounded when t→ t0 for t0 > 0 and then,

lim
t→t0

∥u(·, t)∥∞ = ∞, (6.17)

where ∥ · ∥∞ denotes the usual norm in L∞.
Theorem 6.2. Up to a choice of the constants c, t0 and q0, any weak solution for (5.6) of the form
(6.1) satisfying the condition H′

1(t) ̸= 0 and u(x, 0) ∈ L∞(R) is piecewise C1 as long as it exists.
If t0 < 0 it is a global solution, whereas for t0 > 0 its maximal interval of existence is [0, t0) and
(6.17) holds.

7 Two pseudo-peakon solutions

Let us now assume a solution of the form

u(x, t) = p1(t)u1(x, t) + p2(t)u2(x, t), (7.1)

where p1 and p2 are C1 functions and

ui(x, t) = −1

6
eqi(t)−xH(x− qi(t))−

1

2
ex−qi(t)H(qi(t)− x) +

1

3
e2(x−qi(t))H(qi(t)− x), (7.2)

20



AN INTEGRABLE PSEUDOSPHERICAL EQUATION WITH PSEUDO-PEAKON SOLUTIONS SEPTEMBER 10, 2024

i = 1, 2. Again, H(·) denotes the usual Heaviside step function and q1 and q2 are assumed to be C1

functions satisfying the conditions

p1p2 ̸≡ 0 and q1(t) ≤ q2(t). (7.3)

Substituting (7.2) into (5.9) we will obtain an equation having several products involving the
Heaviside step functions. We take into account (7.2) to derive the following relations:

1. The set of functions {H(q1(t)− x), H(x− q1(t))H(q2(t)− x), H(x− q2(t))} is linearly
independent;

2. H(x− q1(t)) = H(x− q1(t))H(q2(t)− x) +H(x− q2(t));

3. H(q2(t)− x) = H(x− q1(t))H(q2(t)− x) +H(q1(t)− x);

4. H(x− q1(t))H(x− q2(t)) = H(x− q2(t));

5. H(q1(t)− x)H(q2(t)− x) = H(q1(t)− x);

6. H(q1(t)− x)H(x− q2(t)) = 0.

Bringing this information to the equation obtained from (5.9) after the substitution of (7.1), we
obtain[(

1

3
p′1 −

2

3
p1q

′
1 +

2

3
p21

)
e−2q1 +

(
1

3
p′2 −

2

3
p2q

′
2 +

2

3
p22

)
e−2q2 +

4

3
p1p2e

−q1−q2

]
e2xH(q1 − x)+[(

−1

2
p′1 +

1

2
p1q

′
1 −

1

2
p21

)
e−q1 +

(
−1

2
p′2 +

1

2
p2q

′
2 −

1

2
p22 −

3

2
p1p2

)
e−q2 +

1

2
p1p2e

q1−2q2

]
exH(q1 − x)+[(

−1

6
p′1 −

1

6
p1q

′
1 +

1

6
p21 +

1

2
p1p2

)
eq1 +

(
−1

6
p′2 −

1

6
p2q

′
2 +

1

6
p22

)
eq2 − 1

6
p1p2e

2q1−q2

]
e−xH(x− q2)+[(

−1

6
p′1 −

1

6
p1q

′
1 +

1

6
p21

)
e−x+q1 +

(
1

3
p′2 −

2

3
p2q

′
2 +

2

3
p22

)
e2x−2q2

]
H(x− q1)H(q2 − x)+[(

−1

2
p′2 +

1

2
p2q

′
2 −

1

2
p22

)
ex−q2 +

1

2
p1p2e

x+q1−2q2 − 1

6
p1p2e

−x+2q1−q2

]
H(x− q1)H(q2 − x) = 0.

Equating each term multiplied by a Heaviside step function to 0 and rearranging terms, we obtain
the following dynamical system:



p′1 + p1q
′
1 − p21 + p1p2e

q1−q2 = 0,

p′2 − p2q
′
2 + p22 − p1p2e

q1−q2 = 0,

p′2 − 2p2q
′
2 + 2p22 = 0,

p′1 + 2p1q
′
1 − 2p21 = 0,

p′1 + 2p1p2e
q1−q2 = 0,

p′2 − 2p1p2e
q1−q2 = 0.

(7.4)

The last two equations in (7.4) tell us that

p1 + p2 = k0, (7.5)
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for some constant k0. Whenever k0 = 0, we conclude from (7.5) that p1 = −p2 and we can simplify
(7.4) 

p′2 + p2q
′
1 + p22 + p22e

q1−q2 = 0,

p2(q
′
1 + q′2) = 0,

p′2 − 2p2q
′
2 + 2p22 = 0,

p′2 + 2p22e
q1−q2 = 0.

(7.6)

The second equation in (7.6) says that p2 = 0 or q1 + q2 = k1, for another constant k1. Upon
substitution of q1 = k1 − q2, the resulting system to be solved is{

−p′2 + p2q
′
2 − p22 − p22e

k1−2q2 = 0,

p′2 + 2p22e
k1−2q2 = 0.

(7.7)

Solving (7.7) we conclude

p2(t) =
c1

ek1+2c1t+2c2 − 1
and q2(t) = −c2 − c1t,

where c1, c2, k1 are constants. Therefore,

p1(t) = − c1
ek1+2c1t+2c2 − 1

and q1(t) = k1 + c2 + c1t.

Substituting these functions into (7.1), we obtain the solution

u(x, t) = − c1
ek1+2c1t+2c2 − 1

(
− 1

6
ek1+c2+c1t−xH(x− k1 − c2 − c1t)

−1

2
ex−k1−c2−c1tH(k1 + c2 + c1t− x) +

1

3
e2(x−k1−c2−c1t)H(k1 + c2 + c1t− x)

)
+

c1
ek1+2c1t+2c2 − 1

(
− 1

6
e−c2−c1t−xH(x+ c2 + c1t)

−1

2
ex+c2+c1tH(−c2 − c1t− x) +

1

3
e2(x+c2+c1t)H(−c2 − c1t− x)

)
.

(7.8)

8 Solutions for the Degasperis-Procesi equation

Let us explore some connections between (1.1) and the DP equation (1.3). With little effort we can
rewrite (1.1) as

ut − utxx = ∂x(2 + ∂x)[(∂x − 2)u]2. (8.1)

Let us define a new field variable v from a solution u of (8.1) by

v = 2(∂x − 2)u. (8.2)
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(a) Solution (7.8) for different values of t: the brown, red
and blue dashed lines represent t = −1, t = −1/2 and
t = −1/4, respectively, whereas the continuous brown, red
and blue lines show the cases t = 1/4, 1/2 and t = 1.

(b) Behavior of (7.8) for t = ±1,±1/2,±1/4. The colors
represent the same solutions as in 4a.

Figure 3: Figures 4a and 4b show (7.8) for k1 = c2 = 0 and c1 = 1. While 4a shows the behavior for
fixed times, 4b show how they are evolving along time. Observe that a blow up occurs at t = 0 and
∥u(·, t)∥L∞(R) ≤ (1− e2t)−1, implying that the solution vanishes as t→ ∞. This is also inferred
from the figures, where the continuous lines represent the solutions for different values of t > 0.

At least formally, we have

u =
1

2
(∂x − 2)−1v, (8.3)

that, substituted into (8.1), yields

vt − vtxx =
1

2
∂x(∂

2
x − 4)v2, (8.4)

that is nothing but the DP equation (1.3). Note that solutions of the DP equation are less regular
than those of (8.1).

Let us give meaning to (8.3). To this end, we first find the Green function g of the operator
L := 2(∂x − 2), that is,

2(∂x − 2)g = δ(x). (8.5)

Applying the Fourier transform to (8.5) we find

ĝ(k) = − 1√
2π

1

2(2 + ik)
,

whereas making use of the inverse Fourier transform to the expression above, we obtain

g(x) = −1

2
e2xH(−x). (8.6)

We observe that g ∈ L1(R) ∩ L∞(R), meaning that Tg(ϕ)(x) := (g ∗ ϕ)(x) is well defined for
ϕ ∈ Hs(R). Then, we have

F
(
Tgϕ

)
(k) = − 1√

2π

1

2(2 + ik)
ϕ̂(k).

As a consequence of the equality above, we have

(1 + k2)s+1
∣∣∣F(Tg(ϕ))(k)

∣∣∣2 = 1

8π

1 + k2

4 + k2
(1 + k2)s|ϕ̂(k)|2
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and thus, ∥Tg(ϕ)∥Hs+1 ≤ ∥ϕ∥Hs , showing the continuity of Tg.

Let ϕ ∈ Hs+1(R), s > 1/2. Then Lϕ ∈ Hs(R) and

Tg(Lϕ)(x) = (g ∗ (Lϕ))(x) =
∫
R
g(x− y)

(
2(∂y − 2)ϕ(y)

)
dy

= 2

∫
R
g(x− y)ϕ′(y)dy − 4

∫
R
g(x− y)ϕ(y)dy.

(8.7)

Let ϵ > 0 and define

I(x) := 2

∫
R
g(x− y)ϕ′(y)dy = −Iϵ1 − Iϵ2 − Iϵ3,

where

Iϵ1 =

∫ x−ϵ

−∞
e2(x−y)H(y − x)ϕ′(y)dy

Iϵ2 =

∫ x+ϵ

x−ϵ

e2(x−y)H(y − x)ϕ′(y)dy

Iϵ3 =

∫ ∞

x+ϵ

e2(x−y)H(y − x)ϕ′(y)dy

Since H(y − x) vanishes for y < x, we conclude that Iϵ1 = 0, whereas the fact that g ∈ L∞(R) and
ϕ′ ∈ Hs(R), s > 1/2, imply ϕ′ ∈ L∞(R) as well. Therefore, we have

|Iϵ2| ≤
∫ x+ϵ

x−ϵ

|g(y − x)||ϕ′(y)|dy ≤ 2∥g∥L∞(R)∥ϕ∥L∞(R)ϵ
ϵ→0−−→ 0.

In regard to Iϵ3, integration by parts reads

Iϵ3 =

∫ ∞

x+ϵ

e2(x−y)ϕ′(y)dy = −ϕ(x+ϵ)+2

∫ ∞

x+ϵ

e2(x−y)ϕ(y)dy
ϵ→0−−→ −ϕ(x)+2

∫ ∞

x

e2(x−y)ϕ(y)dy.

Therefore, we conclude that

I(x) = ϕ(x)− 2

∫ ∞

x

e2(x−y)ϕ(y)dy.

Substituting I(x) into (8.7), we get

(Tg(Lϕ))(x) = ϕ(x)− 2

∫ ∞

x

e2(x−y)ϕ(y)dy − 4

∫
R
g(x− y)ϕ(y)dy

= ϕ(x)− 2

∫ ∞

x

e2(x−y)ϕ(y)dy + 2

∫ ∞

x

e2(x−y)ϕ(y)dy = ϕ(x),

meaning that Tg : Hs(R) → Hs+1(R) is surjetive. In particular, since ϕ(x) = (δ ∗ ϕ)(x) and
(Lg)(x) = δ(x), we can simply write

Tg(L(ϕ))(x) = (g ∗ (Lϕ))(x) = ((Lg) ∗ ϕ)(x) = (δ ∗ ϕ)(x) = ϕ(x).
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On the other hand, if Tg(ϕ) = 0, then we have

0 = L(Tgϕ) = L(g ∗ ϕ)(x) = ((Lg) ∗ ϕ)(x) = (δ ∗ ϕ)(x) = ϕ(x),

and we are forced to conclude that Tg is injective. Moreover, we easily conclude thatL : Hs+1(R) →
Hs(R) is bounded for s > 1/2.

Altogether, these notes prove the following.
Theorem 8.1. Let s > 1/2. Then Tg : Hs(R) → Hs+1(R) and L : Hs+1(R) → Hs(R) are
bounded operators and inverses one from another.

The non-local form of (8.1) is given by (5.6), whereas the non-local form of the DP equation is

vt + vvx +
3

2
∂xΛ

−2v2 = 0. (8.8)

From (8.2) we see that strong solutions of (5.6) may not be transformed into strong solutions of the
DP equation (8.8). Our aim in the remaining of this section is to understand the sort of solutions for
the DP equation we can obtain from those for (5.6) we obtained in the two previous sections.

Applying the operator L into the pseudo-peakon (6.11) we obtain

v(x, t) = cex−ctH(ct− x) + cct−xH(x− ct) = ce−|x−ct| =: vc(x, t), (8.9)

that is nothing but the well known one-peakon solution for the DP equation.

-6 -4 -2 2 4 6
x

-1.0

-0.5

0.5

1.0

v

(a) Solution (8.10) for different values of t: the
brown, red and blue dashed lines represent t = −1,
t = −1/2 and t = −1/4, respectively, whereas the
continuous brown, red and blue lines show the cases
t = 1/4, 1/2 and t = 1.

(b) Behavior of (8.10) for t = ±1,±1/2,±1/4. The
colors represent the same solutions as in 4a.

Figure 4: Figures 4a and 4b show (8.10) for k1 = c2 = 0 and c1 = 1. While 4a shows the behavior
for fixed times, 4b show how they are evolving along time. Observe that a blow up occurs at t = 0
and ∥u(·, t)∥L∞(R) ≤ (1 − e2t)−1, implying that the solution vanishes as t → ∞. This is also
inferred from the figures, where the continuous lines represent the solutions for different values of
t > 0.

The pseudo-peakon solution (7.8) provides the two-peakon solution for the DP equation

v(x, t) =
c1

1− e−2c1t+k1+2c2
(e−|c2−k1+c1t+x| − e−|c2+c1t−x|). (8.10)

A more interesting solution is obtained by considering (6.16). Although it does not satisfy the
regularity conditions in Theorem 8.1, we can still consider v = Lu, where u is given by (6.16). Of
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course we cannot expect a continuous function, but the new solution of the DP equation is given by

v(x, t) = ce−|x−ct| − 1

t− t0
sgn (x− ct)e−|x−ct|, (8.11)

that has to be understood in the sense of weak solutions.

If we define

vs(x, t) = − 1

t− t0
sgn (x− ct)e−|x−ct|,

then (8.11) can be written as v(x, t) = vc(x, t) + vs(x, t), where vc is the peakon given in (8.9),
whereas vs correspond to a function having an evident sudden change of behavior near the dis-
continuity line x = ct. This sort of solutions for the DP equation was predicted by Coclite and
Karlsen [9, 10] and explicitly discovered by Lundmark [18].

Unlike peakons, that remain bounded for any t, solution (8.11) blows up in finite time for t0 > 0,
which is a feature rather different from that involving peakon solutions. As long as t0 < 0, (8.11)
exists for any t > 0. As a result, for t≫ 1, the solution approaches, or is dominated by, the peakon
solution for the DP equation, that is, v(x, t) ≈ vc(x, t), t≫ 1.

(a) Solution (8.11) with c = 1 and t0 = 3.
Here t varies within [0, 2.75]

(b) Solution (8.11) with c = 1 and t0 = −3. Here t varies
within [0, 3]

Figure 5: Figure 5a shows the behavior of (8.11) with t0 = 3. The solution start increasing fast as
t approaches t = 3, that is precisely its blow up. Figure 5b, on the other hand, shows (8.11) with
t0 = −3. Such a choice for t0 implies the global existence for t > 0 and the solution asymptotically
approaches the peakon solution for the DP equation.

Remark 8.1. Solutions (8.11), for t0 > 0, as illustrated in Fig 5a does not qualify to be understood
as an entropy solution in the sense [9]. The situation is radically different for t0 < 0, as the situation
in Fig 5b. As long as the condition t0 < 0 is satisfied, (8.11) is an entropy solution. Essentially, in
the first situation the solution jumps from lower to higher values, whereas in the second case the
jump discontinuity goes downwards. See [18, Theorem 2.3] and [10] for further details.
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9 Discussion

Equation (1.1) was first deduced in [21] in a classification of integrable equations, where the Lax
pair (1.2) was also reported. The existence of the Lax pair implies, in particular, the existence of an
infinite number of conserved quantities. Despite their existence, very few of them have been known,
most of them being obtained from the perspective of analysis of PDEs, see [28–30].

Our Theorem 3.2, on the other hand, presents six conserved currents, leading to the six conserved
quantities in Theorem 3.3, that are obtained from the multipliers, or cosymmetries, up to second
order in Theorem 3.1.

Among the quantities (3.3)–(3.7), two are not new: the first one, that reflects the fact that the
equation itself is a conservation law, and the quantity H2, see (3.5), that is nothing by the square
of the Sobolev norm, was first obtained in [28, Lema 4.1]. While some of the quantities showed
theorem 3.3 are not necessarily new, the approach used to establish them are rather different from
that in [28], since we used ideas from symmetries and integrable systems, see [22, 31], to find the
cosymmetries and ultimately, the conserved quantities.

Still about symmetries, our results show that the generators of group of diffeomorphisms leaving the
set of solutions invariant is spanned by four vector fields, given in (4.1), whose actions on solutions
are given in Table 2. Generators X1, X2 and X3 correspond to translations in x, t and a scaling
in the (t, u)−plane, that are symmetries that (1.1) shares with both CH and DP equations [8]. In
closing note, we observe that X1, X2 and X3 are common generators to all equations discovered by
Novikov with quadratic non-linearities [19, 20].

Few explicit solutions for (1.1) seem to have been discovered until now. The only ones we are
aware of are given in [30], but that solution is not compatible with the regularity required by the
coefficients of the first fundamental form (2.6). The symmetries, on the other hand, naturally lead to
the investigation of invariant solutions, that we carried out in Section 4 and we used to show explicit
first fundamental forms for the PSS determined by the solution of the equation. Such a geometric
nature of the equation seems to have been unnoticed so far.

The triad of one-forms defining the PSS structure of the equation does not depend on any arbitrary
parameter. Moreover, relations between (1.1) and the DP equation, discussed in Section 8, jointly
with the results recently reported in [15], do not allow us foreseeing (1.1) as a geometrically
integrable equation, in the sense of [24, 25], at least with a sl(2,R) representation. This is also
reinforced by the nature of the Lax pair (1.2).

Coming back to solutions, we observed that some of the solutions of ODEs obtained from symme-
tries have a significant change of behavior with respect to the axis z = 0, see Figure 1. In particular,
the families of pairs (4.13) and (4.14) have a sort of symmetry with respect to z = 0 regarding
their bounded and unbounded parts. Since for both z > 0 and z < 0 regions (4.13) and (4.14) are
solutions for (4.12), and then they provide solutions for (1.1), we started wondering if we could
eliminate the unbounded parts of the solutions and glue them in a smooth process. In particular, this
would produce solutions compatible with some conserved quantities we had previously found.

The main problem of such an idea is just z = 0, that could lead to a line of discontinuity. Although
this would not necessarily be a problem considering conserved quantities, it might lead to a function
that does not solve the equation in any sense.
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In order to glue these two different solutions and yet produce a solution for the equation, we
considered its weak formulation. The main reason for that is the following: any strong solution is a
weak solution for the equation, but we may have weak solutions less regular than the strong one.
The former could have more chances of success in surviving the surgery for removing unbounded
parts of a pair of solutions, gluing them somehow so that the emerging function serves as a solution
for the equation. Such a dramatic process cannot be fully executed without any price, that in our
case, is the loss of regularity of the solution. The process developed in section 5 – cutting off
unbounded parts of the solution and glue them in a continuous way – we named collage.

Solution (5.5) was earlier obtained (up to notation) in [30], but in a different way. In our framework
it is a consequence of the collage process. More importantly, (5.5) lead us to find (6.16) and (7.8),
that are new solutions for (1.1).

The collage process did not allow us to produce arbitrary new solutions. On the contrary, in order
for a new solution to emerge, it selected from potential pairs those compatible with continuity,
imposing strong restrictions on the original pair.

The collage process, though carried out in the present paper for (1.1), can be applied to a large class
of equations. In fact, we can interpret the famous peakon solutions of several non-local evolution
equation, such as the b−equation and Novikov equation, as the resulting of the collage process
applied to the solutions u1(x, t) = αex−ct and u2(x, t) = βect−x, α, β ∈ R, for these equations.

Last but not least, we explored connections between (1.1) and the DP equation. In particular, we
showed that solutions of these equations in the Sobolev class Hs(R) are in 1− 1 correspondence, at
least for s in the range required by Theorem 8.1. More interestingly, by relaxing this condition we
obtained less regular solutions for the DP equation, more precisely, we got back the shock-peakon
solution derived by Lundmark [18].

We observe that (8.11) can be seen as a combination of a peakon solution with the discontinuous
function vs (see the function given after (8.11)). The fact that we have a solution combining a
peakon with another function like shown in (8.11) is not new in the literature of the DP equation.
A similar fact was reported by Qiao [23, Proposition 1], although Qiao’s solution has a different
qualitative nature. However, unlike the findings in [23], the solution (8.11) has a significant different
behavior:

• it develops a shock;

• for t0 < 0 it is asymptotically dominated by the peakon solution outside the line of disconti-
nuity as t≫ 1;

• for t0 ≥ 0 the solution develops a blow up in finite time.

Further details on shock-peakon solutions can be found in Lundmark’s paper [18].

10 Conclusion

In this paper we showed that equation (1.1) is PSS equation, in the sense its solutions endow certain
regions of the (x, t)−space with a Riemannian metric. We found Lie symmetries of the equation,
that lead us explicit solutions for the equation, as well as inspired us to develop the collage process,
that produced many weak solutions for the equation, such as pseudo-peakon and shock-pseudo-
peakon solution. We also established conserved quantities for the equation and showed that some of
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the weak solutions we obtained are compatible with them. Finally, we explored relations between
the weak solutions of (1.1) with weak solutions of the DP equation.
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