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Abstract: In this work, we introduce an innovative analytical-numerical approach to solv-
ing nonlinear fractional differential equations by integrating the homotopy perturbation
method with the new integral transform. The Kawahara equation and its modified form,
which is significant in fluid dynamics and wave propagation, serve as test cases for the
proposed methodology. Additionally, we apply the fractional new integral transform—
homotopy perturbation method (FNIT-HPM) to a nonlinear system of coupled Burgers’
equations, further demonstrating its versatility. All calculations and simulations are per-
formed using Mathematica 12 software, ensuring precision and efficiency in computations.
The FNIT-HPM framework effectively transforms complex fractional differential equa-
tions into more manageable forms, enabling rapid convergence and high accuracy without
linearization or discretization. By evaluating multiple case studies, we demonstrate the
efficiency and adaptability of this approach in handling nonlinear systems. The results
highlight the superior accuracy of the FNIT-HPM compared to traditional methods, making
it a powerful tool for addressing complex mathematical models in engineering and physics.

Keywords: nonlinear fractional differential equations; Kawahara equation; fractional
calculus; perturbation-based approach; nonlinear Burgers’ equations

1. Introduction

Fractional differential equations (FDEs) have received a lot of attention because of how
well they simulate certain complicated systems in physics and engineering [1,2]. These
equations, which incorporate fractional-order derivatives, give a more thorough framework
for explaining phenomena, including signal processing, diffusion-reaction dynamics, and
electrical networks. As interest in fractional calculus rises, academics continue to develop
new analytical and numerical techniques for finding correct and practical solutions to
FDE:s [3].

Several well-established mathematical approaches were introduced to approximate
time—fractional differential equations, including the homotopy analysis method [4], the
Laplace transform [5], the Adomian decomposition method [6], the variational param-
eter method [7], the promoted residual power series method [8], the homotopy pertur-
bation method [9], the differential transform method [10], and various other iterative
techniques [11]. The bilinear neural network method and the bilinear residual network
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method employ approximate solutions to complex equations, providing an efficient and
accurate alternative to traditional numerical approaches [12]. Additionally, local fractional
integral transforms have been frequently employed to derive numerical solutions for these
equations [13]. Recent studies highlight the technique of residual power series in solv-
ing relaxation—oscillation equations with a fractional derivative, providing highly precise
results with improved computational efficiency [14].

In a recent study, new mathematical methods have been used to better comprehend
complex systems in fields such as fluid dynamics, nonlinear optics, and quantum mechanics.
Kasinathan et al. (2025) investigated the controllability of higher-order fractional neutral
stochastic systems, focusing on non-instantaneous impulses and state-dependent delays,
using numerical simulations to mimic processes such as hearth wall disintegration [15].
Gao (2025) contributed to the study of shallow water wave equations by examining bilinear
auto-Béacklund transformations and similarity reductions in an extended time-dependent
(3 + 1)-dimensional framework, thereby improving our understanding of fluid behavior
in dynamic contexts [16]. Furthermore, Gao (2024) investigated hetero-Backlund transfor-
mations, bilinear forms, and multi-soliton solutions in a (2 + 1)-dimensional generalized
modified dispersive water-wave system, which provided fresh insights into shallow water
waves [17]. Furthermore, Gao (2024) used symbolic computation to examine a generalized
nonlinear evolution system by combining fluid dynamics, plasma physics, nonlinear op-
tics, and quantum mechanics [18]. These papers demonstrate the continuous evolution of
mathematical tools used to solve challenging scientific problems across fields.

Integral transforms are widely used across multiple scientific and engineering fields,
including applied mathematics [19], mathematical physics [20], optics [21], and image
processing [22]. Classical transforms, like the Laplace [23], Sumudu [24,25], and Elzaki
transforms [26], have been extensively explored for their ability to simplify complex dif-
ferential equations. However, to overcome the computational limitations associated with
traditional transforms, new integral transforms have been introduced to enhance accuracy
and efficiency [27].

The homotopy perturbation technique (HPM) has been shown to be a very useful tool
for solving nonlinear differential equations, covering ordinary, fractional, and partial differ-
ential equations. Unlike many traditional numerical techniques, the HPM does not rely on
linearization or small perturbation assumptions, giving it a versatile and dependable tool
for generating approximate answers [28]. It can be applied to different problems, including
nonlinear wave equations [7], differential equations [8], partial differential equations [9],
Volterra integral equations [10], Laplace equations [11], Burgers” equations [13], diffusion
equations [14], and predator—prey models [19].

This study aims to refine and extend existing numerical and analytical methods to
deal with fractional differential equations, with an emphasis on improving computational
accuracy, and demonstrating the effectiveness of these advanced solution techniques. In
particular, we build upon the previous work of [27] by integrating the homotopy per-
turbation method (HPM) with a newly developed integral transform to efficiently solve
time—fractional partial differential equations, specifically the modified Kawahara equation,
together with the nonlinear system of coupled Burgers’ equations.

A key contribution of this research is the introduction of a new integral transform with
the homotopy perturbation method (FNIT-HPM), which offers a powerful mathematical
framework for handling complex differential equations in both engineering and science.
By combining the HPM with the new integral transform (NIT) [27,28], and incorporating
fractional derivatives in the Caputo sense, this approach provides a systematic and flexible
method for addressing nonlinear problems with fractional components. The HPM uti-
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lizes perturbation-based approximations, while the NIT facilitates the transformation and
simplification of differential equations, enhancing their solvability in fractional-order cases.

The primary objective of this work is to apply the FNIT-HPM to efficiently solve two
variations of the Kawahara equation and obtain approximate solutions. The accuracy
and effectiveness of the method are evaluated through numerical examples where exact
solutions are known. Additionally, an error analysis is conducted to assess the reliability of
the proposed approach.

This paper is structured as follows: Section 2 presents the mathematical preliminaries.
Section 3 provides a detailed justification of the fractional new integral transform-homotopy
perturbation method. Section 4 discusses the application of the proposed technique to the
modified Kawahara equation, while Section 5 explores its application to the homogeneous
form of the coupled Burgers’ equations. Finally, Section 6 summarizes the findings and
conclusions of this research.

2. Mathematical Preliminaries

Definition 1 ([29]). The fractional integral operator of order w, based on the Riemann—Liouville
approach, is expressed as follows:

IR0, 1) = D1 15,0 = i [ (6= 0 i e Q0

T (p)

where I' («) represents the Gamma function. This operation is applied to a function f(x,t) over a
time interval from O to t, where £ is the variable of integration.

Definition 2 ([5]). For the function f(x, t), the definition of the Caputo time—fractional derivative
of order & > 0 is as follows:

t m
DI ] = F gy, (0= 0 e @

where m is an integer greater than «. In the case where w is an integer, the derivative is taken as the
usual integer-order derivative.

Definition 3. The new integral transform NIT of a function f (x), denoted by F(u), is defined by
the following equation [27]:

- o x
— — —xp(X
F) = T} = [ e 5(3)dx x>0 )
where s is a real number, at which the improper integral converges.

Theorem 1 (Sufficient condition). For a function & that is piecewise continuous on R*and

exhibits exponential growth, the transform of & will exist for some s > sq is a threshold.

Theorem 2 (Linear combination). If the transforms of the functions T(U) and T(v) are well-
defined, then for constants k1, ky, the linearity property holds:

T{x10+ v} = 5 T{U} + 1o T{v}. 4)

Theorem 3 (m th Derivatives). If the functions T U, T U/, ...are well defined, m = 1,2,3,.. . then
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T{U"} = "T{U} - Y ) s* 700 (0). 5)

Definition 4. Homotopy Perturbation Approach.

The homotopy perturbation method (HPM) is founded on the principle of homotopy
within topological spaces. Consider two topological spaces, X and Y, along with two
continuous functions, f and ¢, mapping X to Y. These functions are considered homotopic if
3 a continuous function F : X x [0,1] — Y that satisfies F(x, 0) = f(x) and F(x, 1) =d(x)
for all x € X. Essentially, this function F establishes a continuous transformation, or
deformation, connecting f and d.

To provide a more detailed algebraic explanation, take the following basic equation:

L(s) =0 (6)
with L as any differential operator. Furthermore, a convex homotopy is defined as follows:
H(s,p) = (1 = p)E(s) +p L(s), )

where F(s) is a functional operator with an accepted solution vy and p is an embed parame-
ter with a very tiny value in the [0, 1] range.
Respectively, for H(s, p) = 0, we obtain the following:

H(s,0) = F(s), H(s,1) = L(s) 8)

This indicates that the function H(s, p) continuously traces a curve path defined im-
plicitly from an initial point H(vg, 0) to a solution function H(f,1), So, the HPM represents
the solution in a power series:

fac ) =fo+phitphat.. =) P fa(xt) )

As p converges to 1 we obtain the most accurate approximated solution:
. (e}
Sl t) = Imf=) "o fu- (10)

Finally, by assuming that the non-linear part of any differential is Mf(x, t), so it can be
handled by the use of He’s polynomial Hy, (f)[28] where,

Mf(x,t) = Y 7 P Ha(), (11)

and H,(f) is expressed as follows:

1 0 o0
Hn(“Or uy, Uz, ..., u}’l) = E apn [Zi:O pnfn} ’ (12)

wheren =0,1,2,....

3. Investigation of the Fractional New Integral Transform-Homotopy
Perturbation Method

In this part, we introduce a distinctive approach for solving fractional differential
equations by integrating the new integral transform with the homotopy perturbation
method (FNIT-HPM). This innovative merger serves as a powerful analytical technique
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H(f(x,1),p) =

for obtaining approximate solutions. The process begins with the formulation of the given
fractional differential equation along with its initial conditions, followed by the construction
of the corresponding homotopy equation. The solution is expressed as a power series
expansion, where individual components are systematically derived using the fractional
new integral transform and its inverse. Through iterative computations and decomposition
of nonlinear terms, an approximate analytical solution is achieved. Ultimately, by summing
the series components, the final solution is obtained, demonstrating the effectiveness and
practicality of this hybrid method.
Consider the next differential equation:

tF(x t 4 Rf(x, t) + Mf(x, t) = dd(x, ), (13)

with initial conditions as follows:

§(x,0) = h(x), (14)

where f(x, t) is an unknown function, D} = % is the Caputo fractional derivative of order
« with regard to time, 0 < &« < 1, and R, M indicate both nonlinear and linear portions,
and d(x, t) is a source function.

Using the homotopy technique, we may create the following homotopy:

(1=p)[ Df [f(x,t) — £(x,0)] + P[DFf(x, ) + Rf(x, £) + Mf(x, t) — g(x, £)], (15)

when p = 1, Equation (15) returns to the original Equation (13).
The following form can be used to rewrite Equation (15), since f(x,0) is a function of
x only:

t§(x,t) + PIRf(x, £) + Mf(x, 1) — d(x, )] = 0, (16)

The homotopy technique assumes that the answer to problem (13) can be expressed as
a sequence of powers in th as follows:

HEAIED I L EH)) (17)

where §,, (x, t) is the unknown function.
Given the initial circumstances (14), the new transform for Equation (16) produces
the following:

SUT{§(x, 1)} — Y g P* 714 (x,0) + pTIRS(x, t) + Mf(x,t) — g(x, )] =0,  (18)

Using the inverse of the new transform for Equation (18), we orbtain the following:

T o | T TR ) + M) — gl | =0, 19

Equation (17) can be placed into Equation (19), which results in the following:

00 n—1 00
E -1 H(Epieo) )
n=0 K=0 n=0 (20)

T EPTHRE P (5, 1) + M(E0 P (5, 1) — g, )} | =0,
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and the non-linear part will be decomposed as follows:

Mf(x,t) = Y7 o P Ha(f), (21)

Additionally, by substituting the source function and initial condition terms in
Equation (17), we obtain the following;:

_ 1
Gx,t) =T~ | h(x) + ZTlg(x,1)] |, (22)
Following some computations for the new transform and its inverse, we obtain
the unknown functions fy, f1, f5, .... Equation (18) with p = 1 yields the solution of

Equations (13) and (14) after equating the same powers of p.
Substituting Equations (18)—(20) into Equation (17) we obtain the final form, as follows:

Yo #5a(00) = Gl )~ p{ 0| ST[RE b+ Koo Hat0)] |}, 29

We obtain the following approximations by comparing the coefficients of similar
powers of the variable th', as follows:

' fi(e ) = T & TIRfo(x, ) + Ho(f)]
P*: fa(xt) = T-H |G T[RA (x, 1) + i ()]
: (24)
P a3 t) = T[R4 06 t) + Hu 1 ()]
Finally, the approximated solution will be obtained as follows:
F0ot) = Lo fulot) = fo(w,t) + 2 (x,6) + fax 1) + ... (25)

To validate the efficiency and practicality of this innovative approach, we apply the
fractional new integral transform-homotopy perturbation method (FNIT-HPM) to solve
two well-known fractional differential equations: the modified Kawahara equation and the
coupled Burgers’ equation. The above formulas serve a significant role in mathematical
physics and fluid dynamics, making them excellent benchmarks for assessing the proposed
method. By implementing the FNIT-HPM on these models, we aim to showcase its preci-
sion, computational efficiency, and capability in handling nonlinear fractional systems. The
obtained approximate analytical solutions will be compared with the existing techniques to
highlight the advantages and reliability of this newly developed methodology.

4. Modified Kawahara Equation

The Kawahara equation and its modified form are fundamental nonlinear partial dif-
ferential equations (PDEs) widely used in mathematical physics to model the propagation
of long water waves influenced by mild surface tension effects. Named after Professor
Toshiaki Kawahara, this equation extends the classical Korteweg-De Vries (KdV) equation
by incorporating higher-order dispersive terms. These additional terms allow for a more
precise representation of wave dynamics, particularly in scenarios where surface tension
significantly impacts wave profile evolution.
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The Kawahara equation is useful in explaining nonlinear wave behavior, particularly
in shallow water dynamics, where surface tension and dispersion effects are essential. One
important application is in coastal and ocean engineering, where it aids in understanding
capillary gravity waves. These waves affect sediment transport, coastline erosion, and the
construction of maritime infrastructure, like breakwaters and seawalls [30-35].

Accurate solutions to the fractional form of the Kawahara equation are critical for
forecasting wave behavior in real-world situations. Traditional numerical methods are
computationally demanding and may not always produce stable results. The fractional
new integral transform—homotopy perturbation method (FNIT-HPM), presented in this
paper, provides a more efficient alternative by translating complex equations into solvable
forms with higher precision and convergence. This breakthrough improves wave modeling,
which is useful for environmental studies, coastal infrastructure design, and natural hazard
prediction, including tsunamis.

The standard Kawahara equation is frequently applied in fluid mechanics and non-
linear wave theory to describe capillary—gravity waves, plasma wave propagation, and
shallow water wave interactions. The modified version enhances this framework by
accounting for stronger nonlinear effects, providing a more comprehensive model for
analyzing complex wave behaviors. The mathematical formulation of these equations is
given as follows [28,29]:

Dif + kffy + lf3, — mfs, =0, (26)

The modified Kawahara equation form is as follows [23]:
Dif + kf*fy + lfay — mfs, =0, (27)

where k, [ and m are constants.

In this part, we apply the fractional new integral transform—homotopy perturbation
method (FNIT-HPM) to find estimated analytical results to the fractional form of the
modified Kawahara equation. To evaluate the proposed approach’s accuracy and efficiency,
we conduct a thorough error analysis, comparing our results to exact solutions as well as
previously established analytical and numerical methods [30-35], such as the Adomian
decomposition method (ADM) [35], the variational iteration method (VIM) [34], and the
homotopy perturbation method (HPM) [34].

A detailed examination of the absolute error is conducted for various amounts of x
and f, demonstrating the effectiveness of the suggested technique in terms of precision
and convergence. The numerical comparisons highlight the reliability of the FNIT-HPM in
handling nonlinear fractional PDEs, underscoring its potential for broader applications in
nonlinear wave dynamics.

4.1. Case Study 1

Consider the fractional order modified Kawahara equation as follows:
Di*f + £fx + fox = f5 = 0, (28)

With the initial condition:

72 420 (Sechlgx] )2

169 ' 169 2’

§(x,0) = (1 + (Sech[qx])z)

(29)
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which has an analytic solution as follows [5]:
36 2
72 420 Sech[ g5 + 577]
(6 t) = =765+ 1g9 X - 5 (30)
X
(1+ Sech[1g5 + 57551)

whereax =1land g = ﬁ,
Start by taking The new integral transform NIT on both sides of Equation (28) we
obtain the following;:

TIf(x 1)) = §(6,0) = S T[R%] = Tl Sl 61

Apply the initial condition and taking the inverse of New Integral Transform NIT, we
obtain the following:

(Sech[gx])?

H =15 +1%
F(x,t) T e X (1+(Sechlga])?)”

169 169
(32)
_Til [S%T [JCZJCX} } - Til [S%T[J%x - fo]} ’
Now, by substituting He’s polynomials and the HPM concepts on Equation (32), we
obtain the following;:

n _ -72 420, _ (Sechgx])®
ZOP fa(x,t) = 55 + oo ¥ (1+(Sechigx])?)’

(33)

b {Tl [ (T[ZZ"_O P"Ha(f)] + T[Z5o b (f@@)} }
* — (T30 P" ()]

As H,(f) represents He’s polynomials of the non-linear part f2f, in Equation (28):

Hotioort) = e | (Do i) (E2ab50),| o 69

Noticing that the differentiation is for x, we obtain the following:
Ho(fo) = fo*fox
Hi(fo, 1) = 2fofifox + fo 1
Hy (fo, 1, §2) = (1% + 2fof2) Fox + 2f0f1f1x +f02f2x,

) 35
(f%2+2f%,1f%+1+...+2f0.]cn).]c0x )

Hogeoon) (- r8) = | + (265 1fy + 20y 1fy1 + -+ 2fofut ) x|
+--~+f02fnx

(Zf%f%l t2fua gfup g+ o+ 2fofn fox
Hy(oday(for - -1 Jn) = +(fnT—12 T2 g gt 2ofu Jfix
+... +f02fnx
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So, by equating the coefficients of p with the same powers in (33), it leads to
the following:

0 : ,t _ ﬂ (Sech[qx])
b (x 1 169 (1+(Sech[gx])?)’

1. [Ho( Xt )+ T[(fo) 3y
brhilx [ ( ~T((Fo)ss] )]

= ((630t*Cosh]| \/7](196051nh[2\/7] +1256Sznh[2\/>]
+5723Sinh| ;2] — 357Sinh] f] 5Sinh| f] 5Sinh| %]))

/(28561v/13(3 + Cosh[ =) T[1 + a)

b fo(x, ) = —((9451* (1284143952 + 2784098226Cosh[ L] + 2521768480Cosh| 2L | +

)

ﬂ

599380590Cosh| 3% ]
(36)

—1519463424Cosh [4—"

3x
\/ﬁ} — 599380590Cosh |35

wiclke 1519463424Cosh[ -2

i3]

1447647424Cosh[ -8 | — 48896059Cosh| 2] + 2342064Cosh[-8X ] —

]

£ Vs
1033640901Cosh| 2% — 22023Cosh[-2% ] + 800Cosh[1%] — 25Cosh| 1L£]))

12
/(501988136 (3 + Cosh| x| ) "T[1 +24]))

3o gy — ] 4 (T2 D]+ T((R)s] ]
b foled) = =T “( ~T((f)s,] )_

.. a1 (TH (] T(()s]
b*: falx,t) = =T S“( —[(f3)s4] )

Finally, the approximated solution is the summation of all components of the previous
series in Equation (36) as follows:

foxt) =fo(x, t) +f1(x,t) + fo(x, 8) + ... (37)

By calculating and summing up the first 15 iteration terms, we were able to obtain a
suitable solution and visualize it in Figure 1.

15
Fulx,t) = Zln 0 fi(x, 1) (38)
Also, we derived the absolute error for the different values of t and x, as follows:
Absolute Error = |F(x,t) — f,(x, )] (39)

where F(x,t) is the given exact solution.
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(c) (d)
— a=1 — Exact — az1 — =09 — a=08 — a=0.7
0.20pr T
0.15 :
g 0.10f g

0.05 :
o-oo .l 4

-10 -5

(e) (f)

Figure 1. Shows the surface of the exact (a) and numerical approximated solutions of the Kawahara
Equations (28) and (29) at (b) x =1, (¢) « = 0.9, and (d) &« = 0.8. (e) Compares the exact and
approximated solutions at —20 < x < 20, « = 1. (f) Comparison of solution of the fractional Kawahara
equation with different fractional order of $ at x = 5.

We derived the first 15 iteration terms to obtain a suitable solution, and visualized it
in Figure 1; the absolute error was also derived in Table 1.
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Table 1. Absolute error when implementing the Kawahara Equations (28) and (29) via the FNIT-HPM,
the VIM [34], the HPM [34], and the ADM [35].

X t |fexact - fFNIMfHPMI Ifexuct *fRSPMI |fexact - fVIM [ Ifexact *fHPMI

0.1 4.78919 x 10712 7.95296 x 1010 7.82552 x 1077 7.95395 x 1077

0.2 457886 x 10~ 11 1.61492 x 10° 1.56394 x 10~ 8 1.61571 x 10~8

—20 0.3 1.79695 x 1010 2.45886 x 10~? 2.34416 x 108 246153 x 108
0.4 6.89615 x 107 3.32711 x 1077 3.12321 x 108 3.33346 x 108

0.5 1.04554 x 10~? 421967 x 1077 3.90108 x 108 4.23207 x 108

0.1 3.8441 x 1011 453022 x 10~10 452809 x 10~° 452965 x 1077

0.2 2.76887 x 10~ 11 9.06454 x 1010 9.05602 x 10~ 9.05996 x 10~

—10 0.3 1.90344 x 1010 1.36030 x 10~° 1.35838 x 1078 1.35875 x 1078
0.4 5.63816 x 10~ 1.81456 x 10~° 1.81115 x 10~8 1.81090 x 10~8

0.5 1.00256 x 10?2 2.26924 x 1077 2.26392 x 108 2.26209 x 108

0.1 5.3306 x 10~15 2.00000 x 1010 2.00000 x 10~10 2.00000 x 10~10

0.2 7.1306 x 10714 2.00000 x 10~10 2.00000 x 1010 2.00000 x 1010

0 0.3 2.01022 x 10713 1.20000 x 10~° 1.20000 x 10~? 1.20000 x 10~°

0.4 6.51022 x 1012 2.90000 x 10~? 2.90000 x 10~ 2.90000 x 10~?

0.5 2.22045 x 10~12 7.40000 x 10~? 7.40000 x 10~ 7.40000 x 10~?

0.1 3.8441 x 1011 452616 x 10~10 452828 x 10~° 452558 x 1077

0.2 2.76887 x 10~ 11 9.04828 x 1010 9.05680 x 10~ 9.04371 x 10~

10 0.3 1.90344 x 1010 1.35664 x 10~° 1.35856 x 1078 1.35510 x 10~8
0.4 5.63816 x 10~ 1.80806 x 10~° 1.81146 x 10~8 1.80440 x 108

0.5 1.00256 x 10~° 2.25908 x 107 2.26440 x 108 2.25193 x 108

0.1 4.78919 x 10712 7.70965 x 10~10 7.83709 x 10~ 7.71064 x 10~?

0.2 457886 x 1011 1.51759 x 10~° 1.56857 x 108 1.51839 x 108

20 0.3 1.79695 x 1010 2.23988 x 1077 2.35457 x 108 2.24256 x 108
0.4 6.89615 x 10~ 2.93782 x 1077 3.14172 x 108 2.94417 x 108

0.5 1.04554 x 10~? 3.61140 x 10~? 3.92999 x 108 3.62381 x 108

4.2. Case Study 2

Consider the fractional order Kawahara equation is:

Dta.]c‘i‘ffx +f3x —f5¢ =0, (40)

In a simple form with the initial condition:
105 4
= — 41
f(x,0) 1695ech (wx), 41)
An analytic solution at « = 1 as follows [33]:
1
f(x, 1) = %sech‘l(w(x + bt)). (42)

— _1 — 36
where w = 2\/ﬁ,b— 160+

Start by taking NIT on both sides of Equation (40) we obtain the following:

IS5 )] = §(5,0) = STl = S Tl — Fosl )
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Apply the initial condition and take the inverse technique’s effectiveness, as demon-
strated through applying the NIT, as follows:

105 1 1
f(x,t) = @SeCh4[wx] T L“T[f x}:| -7 LaT[f3x Jf5x]:| , (44)

Now, by substituting He’s polynomials and the HPM concepts on Equation (44), we
obtain the following;:

5 b (x, 1) = Wsech? [wa]

n=0

(45)

b {T_1 [1 (T[ZZO_O P" ()] + T[Z?_op"@n)ax]ﬂ }

! _T[ZZO:O pn (Jcn)Sx]
As H,(f) represents the non-linear term f f, in Equation (40)
Hufor -1 f) = k—,$ Lo bl n (ESpen) | (46)
where
Ho(fo) = fofox

Hi(fo, f1) = fifor + fofis

. (47)

Hy(for - -1 n) = fufox +fn-1frx + -+ fifu1y + fofnx

So, by equating the coefficients of p with the same powers in (45), it leads to
the following:

b folx t) =18 (sech4 wx)

e = gt [ (Tl 0]+ TiG),
prnte = “ ~Tl{50)s ﬂ

4
_ 7560t sech [ﬁ ] tunh[ﬁ]

285611/13 I'[1+4«]

13608012% (—3+2cosh( =] )sech ]6 (48)
p*: falx,t) = 62748517 F\[/lz-Za] {2f ’
3. _ 3u _ x | _ _x_ _x_ 2
P%: fa(x, 1) = (2041206 (765 — 650cosh | 2 | — 9cosh| i | F6eosh[ )y

]10

140(—3 + ZCosh[\/%])F[l +2a])sech( 2

tanh[=2—1)/ (10604499373@ I[1+a I+ 3¢x]))

2V/13

Similarly, the values of f;(x,t); f5(x,t);. ... can be obtained.
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Finally, the approximated solution is the summation of all components of the previous
series in Equation (48) as follows:

(e, 8) = fo(x,8) + f1(x, 1) + (3, 1) + f3(x,8) + ... (49)

As with the previous application, we derived the first 15 iteration terms to obtain a
suitable solution and visualized it in Figure 2; the absolute error was also derived in Table 2.

Exact(x,t)

(0) (d)
— a=1 Exact — a=1 a=09 — a=0.8 — a=0.7
0.6 3 ) ) ) 0275}
05F
0.270F
04F
Zoaf = 0265}
02F
0.260}F
01F
O s T 9:256 .. M M M 2 N
-20 -10 0 10 20 0.0 0.2 04 06 08 1.0
x Time
(e) (f)

Figure 2. Shows the surface of the exact (a) and numerical approximated solutions of the Kawahara
Equations (40) and (41) at (b) x =1, (¢) « = 0.9, and (d) « = 0.8. (e) Compares the exact and
approximated solutions at —20 < x < 20, « = 1. (f) Comparison of solution of the fractional Kawahara
equation with different fractional order of $ at x = 5.



Fractal Fract. 2025, 9, 212

14 of 20

Table 2. Absolute error of applications (40) and (41) by the FNIT-HPM, the VIM [34], the HPM [34],

and the ADM methods [35].

|fexact B fFNIMfHPM I

|fexact - frspm I

|fexact - fVIM [

Ifexact - fHPM [

—20

0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5

3.48919 x 10~12
6.97886 x 10712
1.04695 x 1011
1.39615 x 10~10
1.74554 x 10~10

1.58361 x 1011
8.28473 x 10~ 11
5.38679 x 1010
2.82485 x 1077
7.28460 x 10~?

3.97274 x 10~ 1
3.13089 x 1010
1.05406 x 10?7
2.49070 x 10~
485110 x 10~°

1.01469 x 10~8
4.04332 x 108
9.06246 x 108
1.60493 x 107
2.49809 x 10~7

—10

0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5

6.3441 x 10~ 1
1.26887 x 10~10
1.90344 x 107
2.53816 x 1077
6.90256 x 108

8.29485 x 1010
483572 x 10~
1.63892 x 1078
7.04823 x 108
347678 x 1077

2.46593 x 10~
1.92434 x 1078
6.48336 x 1078
1.53132 x 107
2.98332 x 1077

1.53191 x 10~°
6.11064 x 10~°
1.37103 x 107>
2.43056 x 107>
3.78709 x 107>

0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5

3.3306 x 1016
0
1.11022 x 1016
1.11022 x 1016
2.22045 x 1016

2.00732 x 10~10
8.48329 x 1010
3.18473 x 1077
9.48372 x 1077
4.03846 x 108

1.74165 x 10710
1.77754 x 10?2
9.03168 x 10~?
2.82581 x 108
6.90256 x 108

5.42153 x 10~°
2.16847 x 107>
4.87858 x 10~°
8.67179 x 10~°
1.35472 x 104

10

0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5

6.3441 x 1011
1.26887 x 1010
1.90344 x 10~?
2.53816 x 1077
6.90256 x 108

6.03826 x 1010
2.94573 x 1077
9.89347 x 1077
428345 x 108
1.38277 x 107

241376 x 10~°
1.94624 x 10~8
6.58172 x 108
1.56456 x 107
3.06352 x 107

1.54059 x 10~°
6.17975 x 10
1.39436 x 10>
2.48584 x 107>
3.89507 x 10~°

20

0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5

3.48919 x 1012
6.97886 x 10712
1.04695 x 1011
1.39615 x 1010
1.74554 x 1010

2.28467 x 10~ 11
8.68913 x 10~ 11
5.03682 x 10710
2.00384 x 10~?
7.28395 x 10~?

3.98825 x 10~ 1
3.16631 x 10710
1.07259 x 10~°
2.54866 x 10~
499298 x 10~°

1.02266 x 1078
410637 x 108
9.27540 x 108
1.65539 x 107
2.59666 x 10~7

The accuracy of the FNIT-HPM method is assessed by calculating absolute errors, as
presented in Table 2. These errors represent the difference between the exact solution and
the approximated values at various points. The results indicate that the proposed method
produces highly precise solutions, showing significantly lower error values compared to
other approaches, such as the VIM, the HPM, and the ADM.

From the data, we observe that the error remains minimal for smaller values of ¢,
suggesting that the FNIT-HPM method converges quickly in the early stages. As t increases,
a slight rise in error is noted, which is expected due to the accumulation of small numerical
approximations over iterations. However, the error remains well within acceptable limits,
demonstrating the robustness of the method.

Additionally, the nature of the Kawahara equation, particularly the presence of higher-
order derivatives, influences the observed error patterns. Nonlinear terms tend to introduce
numerical sensitivity, which can impact the precision of traditional methods. By leveraging
its integral transform properties, the FNIT-HPM approach effectively reduces these errors
and enhances stability.

This evaluation confirms that the FNIT-HPM is a reliable and efficient tool for solv-
ing fractional nonlinear differential equations, maintaining accuracy while improving
computational efficiency.
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5. Homogeneous Form of Fractional Coupled Burgers” Equations

Now consider the solution of the homogeneous form of the coupled Burgers” equations:

o
With the initial condition:
i
Which has an analytic solution as follows [28]:
$(x,t) = d(x, 1) = e~ "cos(x) (52)

Assume that the solutions of Equation (50) can be written as a power series as follows:

§x,6) = £l 1), )
{g(x/ t) = Z:,o:() b"g’n(x, t), (53)

As illustrated in case study 1, start by taking FNIT on both sides of Equation (50) we
obtain the following;:

Tlf(x, )] = §(x,0) = e [Tlfar + ffx + (F 9]l (54)
Tlg(x,1)] = 9(x,0) — & [Tl + 9 + (F )],
Next, apply the initial condition and take the inverse of the FNIT:
1 1
i 0) = cos(a) = T4 L7l | - 0| S0+ G 55

Now, by substituting He’s polynomials and the HPM concepts in Equation (53), we
obtain the following:

£ P t) = T Heos(0)} +p4 T |

o (56)
» p"d(x,t) = T"H{cos(x)} +p{ T} 1 TL@ZOP Hi( )} + TL; ol:n( dn)a }
- ) ”[E P"(dn (9 ﬂ + T[ngop”gng’n)x}

As H, (f) represents He’s polynomials of the non-linear part ff,, ddy, (f d), in Equation (56):

Hy (fo, 1 fn) = p ap [(ZZO Pifi(x,t)) (ZZO bifi(x,t)>x]pzo, (57)
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So, by equating the coefficients of p with the same powers in (56) leads to the following:

P {fo(x, t) = T~ {cos(x)} = cos(x),
"1 do(x,t) = T~ Hcos(x)} = cos(x),

Filxt)=T71 [sia{TpfOJ(‘Ox — dofox — fodox + (fo)z;c]}} =T! —%cos(x)],
: 1

1.
{Eﬁ(xft) =T! [sla{T[Zgo%x — fodox — dodox + (go)zx]}] =T! [—gcos(x)],

o [ BED=T" [ AT 2Aox — Gudox + 2fodix — Gofi — Fidox —fodis + (F)2l}],  (58)
Ny =171 [s%{T[ZSﬁSfOx — f1dox + 2dof1x — fodix — J1dox — Jofix + (Sfl)zx]}] ,

f(x ) = T-1 [101 {T [Zfza‘bx = afox + 2f1f1x — ifix + Zfofox
’ —dJo92x — fofox — f192x — fodox + (f2)2x

(e t) = T-1 [1“ { T |29290: — 2900 + 2160 — 16z + 20
° —fofox — J2dox — J1fox — Jofox + (92)2x

b

Finally, the approximated solution is the summation of all components of the previous series in
Equation (58) as follows:

Fx ) = folx,t) + f1(x, 1) + o2, 1) + f3(x, 1) + ... (59)
foot) = do(x, 1) + d1 (%, 8) + da (%, 1) + g3 (x, ) + ...

As with the previous application, we derived the first 15 iteration terms, to obtain a suitable

solution and visualized it in Figure 3.

{f(x,t) = cos(x)[[l —t+ %Z, -5+ ff,]] = e fcos(x),

(x,t) = cos(x) (60)

Figure 3. Cont.



Fractal Fract. 2025, 9, 212

17 of 20

— a=1 Exact — a=1 Exact

05p 05F

fix)
oix)

0.0 0.0
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x

(d)

Error [f(xt)]

()

Figure 3. (a) The surface of the approximated solutions at = 1 for f(x, t) of the fractional Burgers’
equation. (b) The surface of the approximated solutions at § = 1 for d(x,t). (c,d) Comparison
between exact and approximated solution at —2 < x < 2,3 = 1. (e) Comparison of solution of the
fractional Burgers’ equation with different fractional order of § at x = 5. (f) Explains the surface
errors for f(x, t).

6. Discussion

This study focuses on solving fractional partial differential equations, particularly the modified
Kawahara equation and the coupled Burgers’ equation, utilizing fractional derivatives in the Caputo
sense. To achieve this, we introduce the fractional new integral transform-homotopy perturbation
method (FNIT-HPM), an innovative approach that effectively integrates the new integral transform
with the homotopy perturbation method. This hybrid technique establishes a structured and compu-
tationally efficient framework for deriving approximate analytical solutions to nonlinear fractional
differential equations. The FNIT facilitates the simplification of complex differential operators, while
the HPM ensures rapid convergence without the need for perturbation assumptions or linearization.

To evaluate its performance, the FNIT-HPM is applied to two case studies for the modified
Kawahara equation and the homogeneous coupled Burgers’ equations, both formulated with Caputo
fractional derivatives. These equations play a critical role in modeling nonlinear wave phenomena
and fluid dynamics. The approximate solutions obtained using the FNIT-HPM have been contrasted
with exact solutions and outcomes from established numerical techniques, including the variational
iteration method (VIM), the homotopy perturbation method (HPM) alone, and the Adomian decom-
position method (ADM). Numerical tables and graphical representations of error analysis indicate that
the FNIT-HPM outperforms the existing methods in terms of accuracy and convergence speed. The
reported absolute errors, particularly for small values of x and ¢, reach as low as 1012, demonstrating
the method’s superior precision and reliability for solving fractional differential equations.

A key advantage of the FNIT-HPM is its ability to handle fractional-order differentiation, making
it highly effective for physical models that exhibit memory effects and anomalous diffusion. As
shown in Figures 1 and 2, the approximate solutions closely align with exact solutions, especially as
the fractional order parameter 3 approaches one. This demonstrates the versatility of the FNIT-HPM



Fractal Fract. 2025, 9, 212

18 of 20

for solving time—fractional nonlinear wave equations, as well as its capacity to simulate complex
physical processes that are not covered by classic integer-order differential equations.

Additionally, the successful application of the FNIT-HPM to coupled Burgers’ equations high-
lights its potential for addressing nonlinear coupled systems with
fractional derivatives.

The efficiency of the FNIT-HPM lies in its synergistic integration of the FNIT with the homo-
topy perturbation approach. By simplifying the governing equations before applying perturbation
techniques, the FNIT minimizes the computational burden associated with complex numerical cal-
culations. Unlike conventional numerical methods that rely on discretization or iterative schemes
prone to instability, the FNIT-HPM produces highly accurate approximations with fewer iterations
and reduced computational effort.

In conclusion, the FNIT-HPM offers a powerful mathematical framework for solving nonlin-
ear fractional partial differential equations in the Caputo sense. Its applications extend to wave
propagation, fluid mechanics, and nonlinear dynamics, where high accuracy, fast convergence, and
computational efficiency are essential. Given its advantages over traditional techniques, the FNIT-
HPM stands as a promising alternative for fractional differential equation modeling. Future research
could extend this approach to higher dimensional fractional systems, nonlinear Schrodinger equa-
tions, and chaotic fractional-order models, further solidifying its relevance in applied mathematical
modeling.

7. Conclusions

This research presents an enhanced variant of the homotopy perturbation method (HPM),
achieved by incorporating a novel integral transform. The proposed approach facilitates exact so-
lutions for the Kawahara equation and nonlinear coupled systems when the derivative order is an
integer (« = 1), while also yielding approximate solutions for fractional-order derivatives. The accu-
racy and efficiency of the FNIT-HPM method were assessed through various examples, illustrating
its effectiveness in approximating both linear and nonlinear differential equations. By integrating the
new integral transform with the HPM within the framework of Caputo fractional derivatives, we
establish a reliable and efficient numerical methodology for handling partial differential equations,
both independently and within system-based contexts.

The proposed methodology utilizes the FNIT-HPM to transform partial differential equations
into a system of ordinary differential equations. This technique produces numerical results that
closely align with established analytical and benchmark solutions. A comparative assessment reveals
that the introduced approach outperforms conventional numerical methods in both accuracy and
computational efficiency, positioning it as a promising alternative for tackling complex nonlinear
partial differential equations.

The integration of the new integral transform (NIT) with the HPM under the Caputo fractional
derivative framework enhances the precision and robustness of the proposed numerical method. By
converting partial differential equations into a solvable set of ordinary differential equations and
applying the HPM for iterative approximations, the numerical results closely align with established
analytical solutions. Given its superior performance over conventional numerical techniques, the
FNIT-HPM presents itself as a useful and promising option for tackling nonlinear fractional partial
differential equations. In future studies, the FNIT-HPM approach could be used in more complex
systems, such as higher-dimensional and multivariable partial differential equations. Furthermore,
incorporating machine learning techniques into the FNIT-HPM may increase its flexibility and
effectiveness in tackling a wider range of nonlinear issues. Further research could look into the
practical use of the FNIT-HPM in real-world engineering and physics contexts, providing more
insight into its possible applications.
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