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EXTREME SUPERPOSITION: HIGH-ORDER FUNDAMENTAL ROGUE WAVES IN THE
FAR-FIELD REGIME

DENIZ BILMAN AND PETER D. MILLER

ABSTRACT. We study fundamental rogue-wave solutions of the focusing nonlinear Schrédinger equa-
tion in the limit that the order of the rogue wave is large and the independent variables (x, t) are
proportional to the order (the far-field limit). We first formulate a Riemann-Hilbert representation
of these solutions that allows the order to vary continuously rather than by integer increments. The
intermediate solutions in this continuous family include also soliton solutions for zero boundary con-
ditions spectrally encoded by a single complex-conjugate pair of poles of arbitrary order, as well as
other solutions having nonzero boundary conditions matching those of the rogue waves albeit with
far slower decay as x — 4oo. The large-order far-field asymptotic behavior of the solution depends
on which of three disjoint regions C, S, and £ contains the rescaled variables. On the regions C and
S we show that the asymptotic behavior is the same for all continuous orders, while in the region £
the discrete sequence of rogue-wave orders produces distinctive asymptotic behavior that is different
from other cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is a continuation of a study, begun in [5], of high-order rogue-wave solutions of
the focusing nonlinear Schrodinger equation. As in [5], the starting point is a Riemann-Hilbert
problem characterization of the fundamental rogue wave of order k, k > 0, which was originally
obtained in [4] and which we now describe. Let X denote a Schwarz-symmetric simple arc con-
necting endpoints A = +i with upward orientation, let p : C \ £. — C be the analytic function sat-
isfying p(A)? = A2+ 1and p(A) = A + O(A~!) as A — o, and let &, denote a Schwarz-symmetric
Jordan curve with X in its interior and let £, have clockwise orientation. Also, let

111 -1
1) Q::ﬁll 1

and let E(A) denote the matrix function defined for A € C \ X by

7

. 1 i(A=p(A))
@ E(V) = F(A) liu—pm)) PO decys,
where f(A) is the function analytic for A € C \ Z. that satisfies
3) FA)? = A;;(‘)A(;‘) and f(A) = 1as A — oo,
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This matrix E(A) is analytic in its domain of definition and has unit determinant. It is convenient
to introduce a sign s = (—1)* and express the order k € Z~ in terms of another integer n € Z
and s by

) k:2n+%(s—1) = = @k+1-s)
Each value of n € Z-( corresponds to two consecutive values of k, one of each parity; however
n = 0 corresponds to k = 0 only. Finally, let B(A) denote the elementary Blaschke factor
A—i
A+
In the following problem as in the rest of the paper, boundary values taken from the left/right are

(5) B(A) :

denoted with a subscript +/—, and 03 denotes one of the Pauli matrices:

© e R L AT

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 1 (Rogue wave of order k). Let (x,t) € R? be arbitrary parameters, and
let k € Z>. Find a 2 x 2 matrix M) (A; x, t) with the following properties:
Analyticity: M®)(A; x,t) is analytic in A for A € C\ (Z, U Z,), and it takes continuous
boundary values on X, U Z..
Jump conditions: The boundary values on the jump contour X, U X are related as follows:

7) MB (A x, 1) = MBI (A2, 1) 2o DA ) e 3
and

(8) Mg’f) (/\,. X, t) — M(_k) (/\’. X, t) e*ip()\)(x+/\t)(73QB()L)S1’l0'3 QflE(/\) eip()\)(x+/\t)¢73’ AEY,,
where s = £1 is the parity index of k, and n is given by (4).

Normalization: M*)(A; x,t) — Tas A — co.

The fundamental rogue wave of order k is then defined by the limit
9) 9(xt) = Yulx ) :=2i lim AMPB (A;x,), ke Zs,
— 00
and it is a rational solution of the focusing nonlinear Schrodinger equation in the form

(10) i+ 3¢ + (9[> — 1)y =0,

that tends to the background solution ¥ = (x,t) = 1 as (x,t) — oo in IR%. It is this feature of
simultaneous spatio-temporal localization that explains the terminology of rogue waves for such
solutions.

As the parameter k increases, the fundamental rogue wave has increasing amplitude (see [5,
Proposition 2] and also [1, 16]). This large maximum amplitude is achieved exactly at the origin
(x,t) = (0,0), and the aim of the previous paper [5] was to study the fundamental rogue wave
of order k in a small neighborhood of this amplitude peak. It was discovered in [5] that for fixed
s = (=1)F, sn~ Yy (n~1X,n2T) converges as n — oo to a limiting function ¥ (X, T), the rogue
wave of infinite order, that solves the focusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation in the form i¥r +
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3¥xx + |¥[*¥ = 0. This limiting function is a highly-transcendental solution having a number
of remarkable properties described in [5], for instance: (i) it satisfies also ordinary differential
equations of Painlevé type in the two independent variables, (ii) it has its own Riemann-Hilbert
representation, and (iii) ¥ (X, T) — 0 for large X and T (even though ; — 1 for large x and t). The
decay for large X is sufficient for the function ¥ (-, T) to lie in L?>(RR) for every T € R, but ¥ (-, T) ¢
L'(R), and the decay in T is even slower. The function ¥ (X, T) has recently also been shown to be
important in several other problems; for the same equation it describes also high-order multiple-
pole soliton solutions [2] and self-similar focusing in the setting of weak dispersion [15, 8], and
for the sharp-line Maxwell-Bloch system in characteristic coordinates it models initial /boundary
layers [10].

1.1. Reformulated characterization of fundamental rogue waves. The purpose of this paper is
to describe the fundamental rogue-wave solution of high order k in a different regime for the
independent variables on which both x and ¢ are instead proportional to k. To this end, in place of
MK (A; x,t), consider the matrix Pk (A; x, t) defined by

11) PO (A;x,t) = eritvMB(A; x, ¢)

e~ iP(N)(x+Ahgs s @i(Ax+A*)as A inside %,
. ei[/\x+/\2t—p(/\)(x—o—)\t)]asB(/\)—m@w(/\) —s¢73, A exterior to Zo/

where we recall that s = +1 is the parity index of k, where 7 is defined by (4), and where

(12) w(A) := f(A) (I +i(A = p(A))).

An alternate formula for w(A) can be found as follows. First we observe that w(A) is analytic for
A € C\ X and satisfies w(A) — 1as A — oo. Using (3) and p(A)? = A? + 1, we easily calculate
that

(13) w(M)* = B(A).
In particular, it follows from this that, recalling the upward orientation of %,
(14) wi(A) =iw_(A), A EZX.

It is easy to check that P(k)(/\; x,t) is an analytic function of A for A € C \ X, i.e., the jump
of M) (A; x,t) across the cut X, between =i is removed by the substitution, and no additional
singularities are introduced. Since Ax + A%t — p(A)(x + At) = —3t + O(A 1) as A — oo, it is easy
to check that PK)(A; x,t) — T in the same limit. One directly calculates that the jump condition
satisfied by P (A; x,t) across the closed curve X, with clockwise orientation is then

15) PV (A;x,t) =
P(,k) ()L; X, t) e—i(/\x+/\2t)¢73Q—5QB(A)sn@Q—lE(A)w(/\)—sUsB(/\)—nag ei(/\x+)\2t)03,
A€ 2.

But the eigenvalues of E(A) are precisely w(A)*! and E(A) is diagonalized by the constant orthog-
onal eigenvector matrix Q, so Q 'E(A) = w(A)®Q~!. Using this identity as well as Q* = —io
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along with (4) and (13), we see that P(A; x,t, G, M) = pK) (A; x, t) solves the following Riemann-
Hilbert problem with matrix G and positive parameter M determined from k € Z-, by

(16) G:=Q° and M::n+%s:%k+%.

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 2 (Reformulated problem for rogue waves). Let (x,t) € R>and M € R
be arbitrary parameters, and let G be a 2 x 2 matrix satisfying det(G) = 1 and G* = 02Go». Find
a2 x 2 matrix P(A) = P(A; x, t, G, M) with the following properties:

Analyticity: P(A) is analyticin A for A € C \ X, and it takes continuous boundary values
on 2.
Jump conditions: The boundary values on the jump contour X, are related as follows:

(17) P.(A) =P_(A) efi(Ax+A2t)U3B(/\)M@GB(/\)fM@ ei(Ax+A2t)J3, AcEx,,

where scalar powers of the Blaschke factor B(A) are analytic for A € C \ X and tend to 1
as A — co.
Normalization: P(A) — Tas A — .

It follows from (9) and the substitution (11) that ¢ (x, t) can be recovered from P (A; x, t) by
the formula
(18) ge(x,t) = 2ie " lim APY (A;x,1).
— 00
Note that to prove Theorem 1.6 below, it will be useful to work with a limiting case for the Jordan
curve X, in which it is squeezed into a dumbbell shape; on the “neck” of the dumbbell there is
then a different form of the jump condition. See Section 4.1.

1.2. Continuous interpolation between rogue waves and multiple-pole solitons of arbitrary or-
ders. Even though it is only related to fundamental rogue waves when the parameters G and M
are related to the order k € Z> by (16), more generally it follows from the vanishing lemma [17]
that Riemann-Hilbert Problem 2 is uniquely solvable globally in (x,t) € R? for any M € R and
matrix G with det(G) = 1 and G = 02,G*0». From the dressing method it then follows that the
function

(19) g=4q(x,t;,G,M):=2i )}im APp(A; x,t, G, M)

—00
is a well-defined solution of the focusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation in the form
(20) iq: + 29x + 9% = 0.

This implies, in particular, that g(x,t; G, M) provides a continuous interpolation via solutions of
(20) of fundamental rogue waves of different (integral) orders. The intermediate interpolating
solutions can be of independent interest. For instance, noting that a general matrix G satisfying
det(G) = 1 and G = 0,G*0, can be written in the form

*

1

Vlal?> + 162

a

21 G =
@) —b a*

], a,beC,
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comparing with [3] one sees that if M € Z~, then q(x,t; G, M) is a multiple-pole soliton solution
of (20) of order 2M, which satisfies quite different boundary conditions than do rogue waves.
In fact, it is easy to see directly that the jump matrix in Riemann-Hilbert Problem 2 is single-
valued meromorphic if only M < %Z, with poles of order 2|M| at A = +i. This immediately
allows the problem to be reduced to the solution of a finite-dimensional linear system for all such
M, and hence q(x, t; G, %k) is a k™ order pole soliton solution for k € Z>¢. In this way, we see
that as M > 0 continuously increases, 4(x,t; G, M) remains a solution of the same equation (20)
that satisfies zero boundary conditions for M & %Zzo and satisfies constant-amplitude nonzero
boundary conditions for M € 1Z~( + 1. This proves the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a 2 x 2 constant matrix with det(G) = 1 and G = 0»G*0y, and let M > 0 be
arbitrary. Then the function q(x, t; G, M) given in terms of the well-defined solution of Riemann-Hilbert
Problem 2 by (19) is a global solution of the focusing nonlinear Schridinger equation in the form (20) that
is a rogue wave of order k € Z> whenever M = Jk + } and that is a multiple-pole soliton solution of
order k for k € Z>o whenever M = %k.

This strikes us as a remarkable result. For instance, it asserts that in a precise sense the famous
Peregrine solution ¢ (x, t) can be regarded as a soliton of order 3, because M = 2 (Peregrine) lies
halfway between M = ; (stationary simple-pole soliton for zero boundary conditions) and M = 1
(stationary double-pole soliton for zero boundary conditions). For values of M > 0 corresponding
to neither solitons (M € %Zzo) nor rogue waves (M & %Zzo + %), q(x,t; G, M) satisfies the same
nonzero boundary conditions as |x| — oo as in the rogue-wave case, except that the decay to the
background is so slow that the difference is not even in L2(IR); by contrast it is well-known that for
rogue waves the difference is in L!(R). We will give the proof of this slow decay in a subsequent
paper devoted to the study of the solutions for general M > 0.

Despite the fact that the boundary conditions are quite different, because the solitons and rogue
waves have now been placed within the same family of solutions, they have certain properties in
common. From [2, 5] it is known that both types of solutions exhibit the same asymptotic behavior
in the large-M limit near the peak amplitude point. Choosing X, in Riemann-Hilbert Problem 2
to be a circle of radius M and scaling (x,t) by x = M~'X and t = M 2T produces a limiting jump
condition in the A = M~!A plane that shows immediately that the same limiting behavior near
the peak in terms of the rogue wave of infinite order is also valid in the limit M — oo along any
sequence, so the “near field” behavior is universal with respect to M. We will show in this paper
that this common asymptotic behavior for the whole solution family extends to a large region of
the (x, t)-plane, expanding in size as M — +co at a rate proportional to M. Within this region,
the large-M asymptotic behavior of q(x, t; G, M) is rather insensitive to any particular choice of
specific unbounded and increasing sequence { M} ;. On the other hand, in the complementary
region one sees qualitatively different asymptotic behavior along different sequences. See Figure 1.

1.3. Symmetry assumptions. The function q(x, ; G, M) is obviously unaffected by any transfor-
mation of P(A; x, t, G, M) within the interior of ¥.; furthermore, it is easy to see that the form of
the jump condition and the symmetry property G* = 02Goy are both preserved if the latter trans-
formation is taken to be right-multiplication by w” where w is any constant with |w| = 1. Thus
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FIGURE 1. Top row: amplitude density plots of the fundamental rogue wave of
order k = 8 (left) and a multiple-pole soliton of order k = 8 (right). Bottom row:
as in the top row, but closeup plots showing the region (bounded by yellow curves
with red vertices) on which we prove common asymptotic behavior as k — +co for
both types of solutions (see Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.7 below).

one sees easily that there is no loss of generality in assuming a > 0 in the form (21). Under this
assumption, there are only two matrices G that build in additional useful symmetries, namely
G=QandG=0Q L

Proposition 1.2. For all M > 0 and arbitrary sign s = %1,
(22) q(—=x,Q7°, M) =q(x,;Q7°, M) and ¢(x,—t;Q"°,M) = q(x,,Q"°, M)".

The proof is an elementary application of the representation of q(x, t; G, M) via Riemann-Hilbert
Problem 2 and can be found in Appendix B. The specific choice of G = Q~° with s = +1 in
Riemann-Hilbert Problem 2 makes the rogue wave (for M = 1k + 1 and k € Z~o with s = (—1)¥)
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or soliton (for M = 1k with k € Z>( and s = =+1 arbitrary) “fundamental”. For rogue waves the
correlation of the sign s with the order k is important' to fix the boundary conditions.
This result allows us to assume, as we do for the rest of this paper, that x > 0and ¢ > 0.

1.4. The far-field regime. A more important reason for characterizing rogue waves and solitons
via Riemann-Hilbert Problem 2 is that its jump condition is well-suited for steepest-descent as-
ymptotic analysis in the large M > 0 regime where x and t are proportional to M. Indeed, intro-
ducing rescaled variables by setting

x t
(23) X = i and T:= M
and then defining
(24) (N x, T) i= xA + TA® +ilog(B(A)),

in which the logarithm is taken to be the principal branch (i.e., log(B(A)) is analytic for A € C \ X,
and log(B(A)) — 0as A — o), we set

(25) S\ x, T, G, M) :=P(A; My, Mt,G, M).
Then the jump condition for S(A; x, T, G, M) on the jump contour X, reads
(26) S.(AxT,G M) =S_(Ax T,G,M)e MAXTBG (MINXTI ) o3

Thus the large parameter M > 1 enters only via an exponential conjugation. In general, a solution
q(x,t; G, M) of (20) is obtained from S(A; x, T, G, M) via

(27) g(Mx, Mt; G, M) = 2i Alim AS1 (A x, T, G, M).
— 00

To obtain the fundamental rogue wave of order k we tie G and M to k via (16) and include an
additional exponential factor:

(28) e (Mx, MT) = 2ie MT Ahm AS(Ax,T,Q5 M), s=(-1)f M=1lk+1
—00

The regime in which the independent variables (x,t) are proportional to the order k (or more
generally, to the parameter M) when the latter is large is called the far-field regime. The near-field
regime where x and t are small when k or M is large was studied for high-order multiple-pole
solitons in [2] and for fundamental rogue waves in [5]. It is important to observe that the near-
tield and far-field regimes do not actually overlap. There is, however, no expectation of any new
phenomena occurring in the intermediate region; the near-field and far-field asymptotic formulee
extend consistently to an expected overlap domain, but the conclusion of common validity over
such a domain does not follow from the proofs we will give below.

IThe alternation of sign in the exponent of Q° is necessary to achieve the correct boundary condition ¢ (x,t) — 1 as
(x,t) — co. Using Q™! = i™3Qi~ it is easy to see that exchanging Q for Q! at fixed M = 1k + % corresponds to
the transformation P — i”3Pi~% which implies via (19) that 4 — —g and hence yields a rogue wave solution satisfying
Pr(x,t) = —las (x,t) — co.
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1.5. The basic exponent function #(A; x, T) and the domain C. The exponent function #(A; x, T)
has been studied before in the context of high-order multiple-pole soliton solutions of the focus-
ing nonlinear Schrédinger equation [3]; in the notation of that reference, we have ¢(A; x, 7,1) =
id(A; x, T). In particular, it is known that ¢(A; x, T) has simple critical points except when (x, 7) €
R>p X R>q are related by the equation

(29) 1674 + (8x2 — 72x +108)T% + x* —2x% = 0.
Clearly we can only have T = 0 for x > 0 if x = 0 or x = 2. Solving for T2 gives
(30) 2 = %[—2;(%18;(—2712(9—4%)%}.

9

Reality of 72 for x > O requires 0 < x < 7. If2 < x < 2

47
non-negative. The values of 72 coincide only at the upper endpoint x = 3 with common value

2 _ 27
T = G

0 < x < 2, only the branch of T2 with the “+” sign in (30) is nonnegative (and strictly positive

then both solutions for 72 are
and at the lower endpoint y = 2 the smaller value of T changes sign. On the interval

except at the lower endpoint x = 0). Counting with multiplicity, ¢(A; x, T) has three critical points
for T # 0, two critical points for T = 0 and x > 0, and no critical points for T = x = 0. The critical
points A satisfy the cubic equation

(31) 2TAS 4 A2+ 2TA+x —2 =0,

and having real coefficients the roots are in general either all real or form a conjugate pair and an
isolated real root. However, in the special case that T = 0 and 0 < x < 2, there are only two roots,
and the critical points are exactly the opposite real numbers

(32) A:i,/i—l, 0<x<2 t=0.

It follows that the graphs of the positive square roots of the positive branches of (30) border a
bounded and relatively open subset C of the quadrant (x,7) € R>o X R>g such that (x,7) € C
implies that all critical points of #(A; x, T) are real and distinct. In [3] C is called the “algebraic-
decay region”. The same graphs border on the exterior an unbounded and relatively open subset
of R>p x R>g on which ¢(A; x, 7) has a conjugate pair of critical points with nonzero imaginary
part. The boundary of C (shown with a red curve in Figure 2 below) defined by the relation (29)
or (30) is smooth except for one point (x*, t#) with coordinates

— (9 3/3
(33) (o, 7) = (5. 38).
Although it plays no role in the analysis of high-order fundamental rogue waves, on the exterior

of C there is a distinguished curve emanating from (x*, t¥) that we denote by s, along which the
level set Re(i®(A; x, T)) = 0 is connected. This curve is determined by the condition

(34) lso1 : Re </ i’ (A; x, ) dA) =0,
r

where I is any Schwarz-symmetric contour avoiding A = +i and having endpoints equal to the
complex-conjugate critical points of ¢(A; x, 7). The curve (g, is shown with a black dotted line
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in Figure 2 below; it is important in the asymptotic description of g(x,t; G, M) for large M ¢
1 1
s4>0+ ;.
24201 g

1.6. Genus-zero modification of 9(A; x, T) and the regions S and £. When (x,7) € (R X
R>0) \ C it will be necessary to modify the phase #(A; x, T) with a genus-zero g-function. Let %,
be a Schwarz-symmetric sub-arc of the jump contour for S(A; x, T, G, M) with complex-conjugate
endpoints Ag(x,7) = A(x,T) +1B(x, 7) and Ao(x,7)* = A(x,T) —iB(x, 7), and let g(A; x, 7)
be bounded and analytic for A € C\ X with g(A;x,7) — 0as A — co. Consider the matrix
T(A; x, 7, G, M) defined in terms of g and S(A; x, T, G, M) by the formula

(35) T(Ax, T, G, M) := S(A; x, T, G, M) M8ixm)e,

Then using (26), we see that on the jump contour we have

(36) T.(Ax T, G,M) =T_(A;x, T, G, M) e M-(AixT)os G oI Mhs (M T)os,
where

(37) h(AxT) =0AxT)+8Mx 1), AeC\ (ZgUX)

is the modification of 9(A; x, T) referred to in the section title. We impose the additional condition
that the sum of boundary values i (A; x, T) + h—(A; x, T) is independent of A € ¥, which simpli-
fies the jump condition (36) for A € L, C X.. Thus, h'(A; x, T) is analytic for A € C\ (£, U {i, —i}),
satisfies 1/, (A; x, T) + 1 (A; x, T) = 0 on ¢, has simple poles inherited from ¢'(A; x, T) at A = =i
with

38 Res 1'(A; x, T) = +i,
(38) Res 1'(A; x,7) = i

and has the large-A expansion

(39) WA xT)=2tA+x+0(A72), A — oo
Letting R(A; x, T) be the analytic function for A € C \ ¥, satisfying
a X7 = (A =200, 1))(A = Ao(x, 7)")
=(A—A(x,7))*+B(x,7)>, and R(A;x,T) =A+O(1)as A — oo,
it follows that h'(A; x, T) necessarily has the form

2
) (i) = TR D p ),

where A(x,7) € R, B(x,7)* > 0, u(x,7) € R, and v(x,7) € R are to be determined (uniquely,

see Section 3.1) so that i’(A; x, T) has the desired residues (38) and large-A expansion (39). This
determination also places conditions on the location of the branch cut X, relative to the points
A = &i; see Remark 3.2.

It turns out that the boundary curve (29) reappears in the analysis of the modified phase func-
tion (A; x, T) as the condition that B(x, 7)? = 0. In other words, the roots of R(A; x, T)? form a
well-defined conjugate pair for all (x, 7) in the part of the first quadrant complementary to the
domain C on which the unmodified phase #(A; x, T) has three real critical points, and both A(x, T)
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and B(x, ) > 0 are real analytic functions of (x, T) € (Rsg X R>¢) \ C. It is easy to show from the
construction of h'(A; x, T) in Section 3.1 that if one introduces polar coordinates via y = rcos(6)
and T = rsin(f), then A(x,7) £iB(x,7) — =i as r — oo uniformly with respect to 6. Also,
A(x,t)£iB(x,T) — c0as (x, T) — 0 from the exterior of C.

In the study of high-order multiple-pole soliton solutions of the focusing nonlinear Schrédinger
equation carried out in [3], the exterior of C is further divided into three sub-regions, two un-
bounded and one bounded, on each of which a different modified phase function is needed (trivial
modification, genus zero as described above, and genus one). The rogue wave problem is simpler
in that the single genus-zero phase function (A; x, T) suffices to control the large-k asymptotics
throughout the exterior of C; however on the bounded component of the exterior identified in [3]
(where it is called the “non-oscillatory region” and which we denote by S) (i) an additional O(1)
contribution to the phase appears in the leading term and (ii) the higher-order correction takes
a different form than on the remaining unbounded component of the exterior, which we denote
by £. The latter effect is observable in plots for finite order k. The domain S abuts the domain C
along the curve given by (30) taken with the “+” sign, and the other part of its boundary in the
first quadrant consists of a curve connecting the point (x*, t¥) defined in (33) with (0,1). While
on the interior of S the roots of the quadratic factor in the numerator of (41) are real and distinct,
denoted by a(x, T) < b(x, T), the quadratic discriminant vanishes on this second boundary curve,
which is shown with a solid blue line in Figure 2.

14}
12+ &

L 08"
0.6 S
04 &
02+ c

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
X

FIGURE 2. The first quadrant in the (), 7)-plane and the regions C, S, and £ (which
is further divided into £; and &,). The red curve is given by (29) or (30). The dis-
tinguished point (x*,7*) defined by (33) is indicated with a red dot. Along the
solid and dotted blue curves, I'(A; x, T) given by (41) has a (real) double root. Im-
portant phase transitions for high-order fundamental rogue waves occur along the
red curve and solid blue curve; the unbounded dotted blue curve in £ separating
&r from &, is of mere technical significance in our analysis. The dotted gray line
X = V8t is an asymptote for large x to the unbounded branch (see Section 3.1.1).
The curve /., emanating from (x*, %) into & and shown with a black dotted line is
of no importance at all for high-order fundamental rogue waves but it is crucial in
the study of high-order multiple-pole solitons and of secondary importance in the
study of q(x, t; G, M) for other solutions characterized by Riemann-Hilbert Prob-
lem 2.
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Exiting S through that curve, the roots of the quadratic factor become a complex-conjugate pair.
There is one additional unbounded curve emanating from (x*, t¥) into the exterior (denoted &) of
C U S along which the discriminant vanishes again. Crossing this curve (shown as a dotted blue
curve in Figure 2), the roots of the quadratic factor become real once again. We refer to the two
unbounded components of £ separated by this curve as £, (the unbounded component abutting
the positive x-axis for x > 2) and &; (the unbounded component abutting the positive T-axis for
T > 1). The roots of the quadratic factor 2TA? + u(x, T)A + v(x, T) appearing in (41) are real when
(x,T) € £ U S and form a complex-conjugate pair when (x, 7) € &;.

Remark 1.3. Although the bounded domain & coincides exactly with the “non-oscillatory region”
identified in [3], the curve separating &; from £, is not the same as the curve /. separating the
two unbounded components of £ (the “oscillatory region” and the “exponential-decay region”)
identified in [3] and relevant for the study of q(x, t; G, M) for large M € %Zzo- The latter curve is
shown with a black dotted line in Figure 2.

A discussion of the qualitative features of high-order fundamental rogue waves can be found
in [5, Section 1.1]. Near the origin in the (x, t)-plane one observes a narrow wedge-shaped region
centered on each half of the x-axis containing small-amplitude oscillations and larger complemen-
tary regions centered on each half of the f-axis containing waves of higher amplitude. In [5, Section
1.1] these types of regions near the origin were called “channels” and “shelves” respectively. The
channels and shelves were proven in [5] to have significance for the asymptotic behavior of the
rogue wave of infinite order. In this paper we show that the channels and shelves extend also to
the macroscopic regime of bounded (x, T) as C and S respectively. As the paper [5] was concerned
with fundamental rogue waves in a neighborhood of the origin only, the identification of the ex-
terior domain £ is new in this work. Note that by definition C, S, and £ are all relatively open
pairwise disjoint subsets of the closed first quadrant, whose union excludes only the boundary
curves shown with solid lines in Figure 2. Likewise £, and £; are relatively open disjoint subsets
of £, whose union excludes only the dotted blue curve shown in Figure 2.

The significance of these regions for high-order fundamental rogue waves can be seen in Fig-
ure 3.

14

12

!

. 08

06

0.4
0.2

FIGURE 3. Density plots of |¢(My, MT)| with the region boundaries superim-
posed for k = 8 and M = 4.25 (left), for k = 16 and M = 8.25 (center), and for
k =32 and M = 16.25 (right).

1.7. Results.
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1.7.1. Asymptotic behavior of q(x,t; Q~°, M) and fundamental rogue waves for (x,7) € C. Recall from
Section 1.5 that when (x,7) € C, the phase ¢(A; x, T) defined in (24) has only real and simple
critical points. When also T = 0, there are precisely two of them, given by (32). We denote
the unique continuation of these critical points to the domain C by a = a(x,7) and b = b(x, 7)
with a < b. For T # 0 there is a third critical point born from A = oo, with leading asymptotic
A= —x/(21) + O(1) as T — 0. Hence this critical point lies to the left of A = a for T > 0 and
to the right of A = b for T < 0, since x > 0 holds throughout C. For M > 0, define real phases
G)L[zc} (x, T; M) and @LC] (x, Tz M) by

0110, M) 1= Mo (1, 1) — In(M)"22 1)y, ),

In(2
@EJC} (x, Tz M) = M@l[jc} (x,T)+ ln(M)Z(n) + m[,c] (x,7T),

(42)

in which, noting that 9(a(x, 7); x, ) and 9(b(x, 7); x, T) are both real,

[C](X, T):==20a(x, T);x, T),

o (x,T) = —20(b(x, )i x, T)
and, noting that ¢ (a(x, 7); x, T) < 0and 8" (b(x, 7);

(43)

; X, T) > 0 (derivatives with respect to A),

100 7) =~ 1n (b, 7) — a0 a7 7))
In(2)> 1 iln(2)
(44) Y —47r+arg<r< 27 ))'
1900 7) = o In((bx, 7) — alx, 02 (b(x, ;7))
In(2)2 1 iln(2)
2 +47T—arg<T< o ))

Also, define two positive amplitudes by

¢ B In(2)
Fuc (X/ T) T \/_ 7'[19”(61()(, T)}X/ T)’

¢ B In(2)
Fbc (x,7) = \/nﬁ”(b(X/T)?X/T)‘

Our first result is then the following;:

(45)

Theorem 1.4 (Far-field asymptotics of q(x,; Q~°, M) for (x, T) € C). Let s = £1 be arbitrary. Then,
as M — oo through an arbitrary sequence of values, g(My, Mt;Q ™5, M) = elf! (X, T; M) + O(M~2),
where

(46) et M) = sM [y, 1) €0 W) E ) (3, ) Ol (]
and where the error term is uniform for (x, T) in any compact subset of C.

We present the proof in Section 2. Note that as this result allows for M to take any positive val-
ues tending to +oo, it describes both high-order multiple-pole soliton solutions and fundamental
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rogue waves over the same domain C (as well as many other families of solutions interpolating
between the two types); hence C with its reflections in the coordinate axes forms a component of
the region bounded by the yellow curves in Figure 1. For the high-order multiple-pole soliton
case corresponding to large M & %Zzoz it implies one of the results in [3], although we sharpen
the error estimate from O(M~1) to O(M~3). For the rogue wave case of most interest to us here,
we need to correlate the values of M and the index s to the order k and include an additional
exponential factor:

Corollary 1.5. The fundamental rogue wave of order k € Z~q satisfies Pp(Mx, MT) = L,[{C} (x,7)+
O(k™3), where

(47) LGor) = e Mg mM), s=(-1)f M=1k+},

in which £ (x, T; M) is given by (46) and where the error term is uniform for (x, T) in any compact subset
of C.

When 7 = 0, the two oscillations in the leading term have a common amplitude, and the for-
mula simplifies further. Indeed,

€y )= /22 2 _In(2) B
48) L, '(x,0) = ™ 12 )} cos(ZMF()() o In(M) — Q(x) —|—CI>0), 0<x<2,
where
(49)
B _ 2 ~In(2) 31In(2) 2
F(x) —XF+N—2tan 1<\/;>, Q(x) —Tln(){) I ln( X—l),
and

(50) Dy 1= <k — i) m— 312;2)2 + arg <F<11;7(T2)>)

1.7.2. Asymptotic behavior of fundamental rogue waves for (x, T) € £. Unlike the analysis for (x, T) €
C, our next result pertains to fundamental rogue waves only, i.e., we cannot allow M to tend to oo
in an arbitrary fashion without making substantial modifications that are beyond the scope of this
work. Let y(x, T) be defined on & by

C Mo da [ dA
(51 (X, 1) = XA T) +T(A(x, T)* — 3B(x, T)%) + 1/—1 RO 01) + 1/%(“) RO 1)
in which the path of integration in each integral is arbitrary in the part of the upper/lower half-
plane complementary to X,. (In practice, to compute (), T) for x > 0in £ it suffices to let
R(A; x, 7) have a vertical branch cut connecting Ag(x, T) and Ag(x, T)*; recall that A(x,7) =
Re(Ao(x, 7)) and B(x, ) = Im(Ao(x, 7)).)
Theorem 1.6 (Far-field asymptotics of ¢ (x,t) for (x,T) € &). The fundamental rogue wave Py (x,t)
of order k € Z~ satisfies P (M), MT) = L,[(g] (x,T) + O(k™1), where
(52) L,[f} (x,7) :==B(x, 1) e IMT o= 2MY(xT) - M = %k + %,

and where the error term is uniform for (x, T) in compact subsets of .
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This result shows a marked difference between high-order fundamental rogue waves and high-
order soliton solutions of the focusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation. Indeed, for (x,7) € &,
fundamental rogue waves behave like a slowly-modulated plane-wave solution of the same equa-
tion. By contrast, high-order multiple-pole solitons behave like a slowly-modulated elliptic func-
tion solution or decay exponentially to zero on complementary subregions of £ [3]. It is not
difficult to show that v(x,7) + 3T — 0 as (x,T) — o in £&. In conjunction with the fact that
A(x,t) £iB(x,7) — £ias (x,T) = o in &, this shows that the leading term LI[(S} (x, T) tends to
the background solution 9 = 1 as (x, T) — oo in £, a result that is consistent with the known as-
ymptotic ¢ (x,t) — 1as (x,t) — oo in R?, although our proof of Theorem 1.6 as given in Section 4
does not allow (), T) to become unbounded.

It is also worth noting that the leading term L[ ]( X, T) becomes explicit if T = 0. Indeed, using
(148) below, one sees that A(x,0) = 0and B(x, T ) =1—4/x? for x > 2, and hence also from (51)
one obtains (), 0) = 0. Therefore,

4
(53) L (0, 0) = [1- X2

a formula that, in light of Theorem 1.6, describes precisely how ¢ (My, 0) rises from being small
of size k=2 for 0 < X < 2 (as given in Corollary 1.5 and (48)—(50)) to ultimately approach the unit
background value for large x.

1.7.3. Asymptotic behavior of q(x,t; Q~°, M) and fundamental rogue waves for (x,7) € S. The next
results again allow M to become large in an arbitrary fashion, and they concern the asymptotic
description of g(x,t;Q~°, M) for rescaled coordinates (), T) € S. An obvious feature of the plots
shown in Figure 3 as well as similar plots of high-order multiple-pole solitons [3] is that in the
domain S there are evidently amplitude oscillations of small (on the scale of x and T) wavelength
and period. To capture these oscillations it is necessary to include both a leading term and a first
error term in an asymptotic formula for q(x,t; Q°, M). To formulate our result, we first define
some quantities. Recall that for (x,7) € S, the function /'(A; x, T) has two real simple zeros
a(x,7) < b(x, ), as well as a conjugate pair A(x, T) £iB(x, T) of branch points. For such (x, T)
we assume that the Schwarz-symmetric logarithmic branch cut X. connecting +i with upward
orientation crosses the real axis at a unique point between a(x, t) and b(x, 7). First, set
6wl = xA0 )+ (AT’ - 2BOG DY) 1 [ R(Adir) (1) €S,
which is well defined under the assumption that the path of integration X lies to the right of the
Schwarz-symmetric branch cut X, of R, which we assume crosses the real axis only at A = a(x, 7).
Then define

(55) n(x, 7)== >0,

In(2) /b(X/T) dA
27 Ja(x7) R(A X, T)

where the integration is on the real line where the integrand is strictly positive. Next, we set

. ln(2)| (X, 7) A (x, 1) —a(x,7) dA
0 Rlem= : / (A b(x, ))R(A;x,r)(ft—a(x,f))
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and

. In(2) [b(x, 7) A (x, 7| X, T) dA
57 Kol 1) = — . / <7t b(x, T )>R(A;X,T)(A—b(7m))'

where the contour C lies to the left of Zg with the same endpoints and orientation, and where the

logarithm is cut on the real line in [a(x, T), b(x, T)] and tends to zero as A — co. Now we define
real phases @LS] (x, T; M) and @%8] (x, T; M) by (compare with (42))

In(2
oL (x, ; M) := M@ (x, 1) — ln(M)r;(n) + 158 (1)

0 (1,7 M) = Mo (1, 7) + (M) 22 4 419, 7)
in which, noting that h_(a(x, 7); x, T) and h(b(x, T); x, T) are both real and comparing with (43),
@7 (3, 7) = 2 (alx, 7)1, 7)
o7 (x,7) = ~2h(b(x, ) . 7)
and, noting that h” (a(x, 7); x, T) < 0and k" (b(x, 7); x, T) > 0 and comparing with (44),

B 00 ) =~ in(— (b3, 7) — alr, ) (a7 7))

1n2(72T)2 — 41171 + arg <F <11;7(_[2)> > ,
In(2)

my (0 7) = — - In((b(x, 7) — alx, 7)) (b(x, 7);x, 7))
In(2)> 1 iln(2)
+ o +47T—arg<1"<27_[ .
We also define additional real phases by

ba(X, T) 1= 71 = 2(Ka(x, T) + p(x, 7)),
Op (X/ T) = _2(Kb (X/ T) + V(X/ T))
By analogy with (45) define positive amplitudes by

ElS) In(2)
’ (1) = \/_ h" (a(x,7); x,T)’

A = ¢ Wy
Finally, define four positive modulation factors with range [0, 1] by
mg (X, ) = 3(1 % cos(arg(a(x, T) — Ao (X, 7)),
mE () = 31 cos(arg (b(x, T) — Ao, 7).

Our main result for the region S is then the following.

(58)

(59)

(60)

(61)

(62)

(63)

Theorem 1.7 (Far-field asymptotics of q(x,t;,Q~°, M) for (x,7) € S). Let s = =+1 be arbitrary.
Then, as M — +oo through an arbitrary sequence of values, g(My, MT; Q™5 M) = ¢lfl (x, M)+
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& (x, 7; M) + O(M™1), where
(64) ££S] (Xr T;M) — B(X/ ’L’) e—2i(MK()(,T)+}1()(,T)+%S7‘L’),

and
(65) & (x, ;M) =M [m;* (x, T) D ES] (y, ) ¢ (xTM)
+ (3, 7) @ @DES (3, 7) i (M)
—m, (x,7) e 10 (X,7) Pa[S] (x,7) e—i[@LS] (X, T:M)+4Mx(x,7)+4p(x,7)]

— iy (x, 7) e 0T ELS) (3, 1) @100 (o) +4M (1) +an(r ]|

and where the error term is uniform for (x, T) in any compact subset of S.

This result therefore provides both a leading term Sgﬂ (x, T; M) (which in the case of high-order

multiple-pole solitons with M € Z- was obtained in [3]) and a sub-leading term 6@ (x, T; M).
As with Theorem 1.4, this result applies to the full family of solutions including both solitons
and rogue waves, and hence & with its reflections in the coordinate axes forms the remaining
components of the region bounded by the yellow curves in Figure 1. To write the formula in the
rogue wave case requires just cosmetic modification; the analogue of Corollary 1.5 when (x, 7) €
S is the following.

Corollary 1.8. The fundamental rogue wave of order k € Z~q satisfies P.(My, Mt) = L,[(S] (x,t)+
S,ES} (x, ) + O(k™1), where

(66)

L,ES} (x,7):= e’iMTSLS] (x, T; M), S,[(S] (x,7):= e*iMTGLS] (x, M), s= (-1 M= Tk+1,

in which ELS] (x, T; M) and GL‘S] (x, T; M) are given by (64) and (65) respectively, and where the error term

is uniform for (x, T) in any compact subset of S.

The first correction on the domain S resolves the obvious oscillations visible in plots of high-
order multiple-pole soliton solutions [3] and in plots of high-order fundamental rogue waves such
as those shown in Figure 3. On two-dimensional plots such as these, one observes that these fluc-
tuations form a highly-regular interference pattern. To see how Theorem 1.7 yields such a pattern,
we can rewrite the combination £, (x, TM)+ sl (x, T; M) in a different form by factoring out a
phase factor, which has the effect of producing some symmetry in the four phases present in (65).

Therefore, using s = £1, we write:
(67) Sg‘ﬂ (x, ;M) + GLS] (x, Tz M) =s e 2¢(xTM) [ —iB(x, 1)
+ M2 (7 (0, 1) B (1, 1) @00 — g (3, 1) B (1, 7) @b

00 DR 1) 0T — (o, 0 F ) g, ) e i )],
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in which
¢(x, T M) := Mx(x, T) + p(x, 1),
(68) $a(x, T M) = @, (x, T M) + 2Mx(x, T) + 8a(x, T) + 2(x, 7).
¢s (0, T M) = O (x, 7; M) + 2Mx(x,7) + 8, (x, T) + 21 (x, 7)-

Using the fact that m, (x, T) +m, (x,T) = m} (x,T) +m, (x, T) = 1to expand the square modulus
of the right-hand side of (67) through terms proportional to M ~2,and combining with Theorem 1.7
then gives the following.

Corollary 1.9. Let s = £1 be arbitrary. Then as M — oo through an arbitrary sequence of values,

69) |qg(Myx, MT;Q 5, M)|> = B(x, 7)?
—2M 2B 7)) 7 sin(ga (r, T M) + B, 7) sin(gu (75 M)) | + O(M ),

where the error is uniform for (), T) in compact subsets of S.

Since |q|?> = |¢x|> when's = (—1)* and M = 1k + 1, this result explains the interference pattern
seen in amplitude plots of high-order fundamental rogue waves such as in [5, Figure 2] and in Fig-
ure 3 of this paper. However, as it is valid for arbitrary M — +oo, the same formula also explains
the similar patterns observed in plots of k'-order pole solitons for M = lk large such as can be
found in [2, 3]. It is equally valid for all other increasing sequences of M-values that do not corre-
spond to either type of solution. Corollary 1.9 shows that for (x, ) € S, the squared modulus of
q(Mx, Mt;Q*, M) consists of a slowly-varying “shelf” of size O(1) and a rapidly-varying per-
turbation proportional to M ~2. To leading order, this perturbation is a superposition of two sine
functions with different phases ¢,(x, T; M) and ¢, (x, T; M) whose derivatives are large for M > 1
due to the presence of the terms 2M(x(x, T) — h_(a(x, T); x, T)] and 2M[x(x, T) — h(b(x, T); X, T)]
respectively, see (58), (59), and (68). Since Fu[s] (x, ) and FlES] (x, T) are both positive, the two terms
proportional to M~z in (69) are individually maximized when ¢,(x, T; M) € (—1 +2Z)m and
where ¢, (x, T; M) € (—3 4+ 2Z)7, each condition of which produces a (M-dependent) system of
curves that can be plotted over the region S in the (y, T)-plane. Provided that V¢, (x, T; M) and
V¢,(x, T; M) are linearly-independent vectors near a given point (x,7) € S, the two systems of
maximizing curves will intersect each other transversely and there will be isolated local maxima
of |g|? that form a locally-regular parallelogram lattice of increasing density as M — +oco. When
M > 0 is large, the gradient vectors of the phases ¢,(x, T; M) and ¢, (x, T; M) are dominated by
the terms proportional to M. Then, since in the limit that (), ) approaches the common bound-
ary of S and & the real critical points a(x, T) < b(x, T) coalesce, one can see that these leading
terms coincide at the boundary curve, implying that the systems of maximizing curves nearly co-
incide at this boundary of S. Therefore, in this limit, the lattice of local maxima degenerates into
a pattern of stripes instead, such as can be seen along the blue curves in Figure 3. For high-order
multiple-pole solitons, the stripes in the square modulus |g|> grow as (), T) exits S and form a
stripe pattern of O(1) size that are modeled by an elliptic function in the “oscillatory region” that
is a proper subset of £ abutting S [3]; for high-order fundamental rogue waves the stripes instead
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decay away as (x, T) exits S, leaving only the slowly-varying background amplitude B(x, t) > 0
as described on the whole of £ by Theorem 1.6. See also Figure 1.

As a final corollary of Theorem 1.7, we present a space-time localized asymptotic formula for
q(Mx, Mt;Q %, M).

Corollary 1.10. Let s = £1 be arbitrary, and fix (xo, T0) € S. Then, as M — oo through an arbitrary
sequence of values,
(70)

7(Mixo + Ax, M1y + A5 Q %, M) = Q(Ax, A1) (14 M3 (pa(Ax, Af) + py(Ax, At)) ) +O(M 1)

holds uniformly for bounded (Ax, At), where

(71) Q(Ax, At) = Aei(g‘)Ax*Q”At), A= —is e’Zi‘P(XO'TO"M)B()(O, ),
and
F¥ (x0, 0) i M) i 0
pa(Ax, At) == iiB(X ;_) [m;r(XO,To)el‘P”(XO’TO’M) el(Cadx—0,At)
0, 40

— m; (xo, T) e X0 T0:M) e—i(é‘”Ax_QuAt):| ,
(72)

£, (xo, 0) - :
Ax,At) = jb A Tyt T ol (X0, 10:M) (& Ax—pAL)
po( ) B(x0, ) { » (X0, 10)

—my (X0, 0) e i (X0, ;M) e*i(ébebeAt)] )

in which real local wavenumbers are defined by
Go == —2xx (X0, T0),
(73) Ga = 2(1x (X0, T0) — Iy (a(X0, 0); X0, 0)),
v = 2(xx (X0, T0) — My (b(X0, 10); X0, 0)),
and real local frequencies are defined by
Qo = 2x:(x0, 0),
(74) Q= —2(r(x0, 10) — I (a(x0, 0); X0, 0)).
Qp := —2(xr(x0, 10) — he (b (X0, T0); X0, T0))-
Moreover, Q(Ax, At) is a plane-wave solution of the focusing nonlinear Schrodinger equation in the form
(75) iQat + 1Qaxaxr + |QPQ =0,

and both p,(Ax, At) and p,(Ax, At) are particular plane-wave solutions of the formal linearization of (75)
about Q(Ax, At) written in the frame rotating with the phase of that solution:

(76) ipat +1iopax + 3Paxax + AP (p+p*) =0.
The relative wavenumbers ¢, and y, also satisfy the inequalities

(77) E>4|AP? and & > 4]A2
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Note that in defining the local wavenumbers and frequencies, it makes no difference whether
one first evaluates h(A; x, T) at A = b(x, T) or h_(A; x,T) at A = a(x, T) € X; and then differenti-
ates with respect to x or 7, or the other way around. This is because A = a(, T) and A = b(x, 7)
are the roots of the quadratic factor in the numerator of (41).

The well-known theory of plane-wave solutions of the focusing nonlinear Schrodinger equa-
tion of arbitrary amplitude |A| and the formal linearized theory of their perturbations is briefly
summarized in Appendix A. A key result of that theory is the existence of an unstable band of
relative wavenumbers ¢ given by the inequality ¢? < 4|A|?. It follows from (77) that the solu-
tions p,(Ax,At) and py(Ax, At) are linearly stable perturbations of the underlying plane wave
Q(Ax, At).

The proof of Corollary 1.10 is given in Section 5.5 below.

1.7.4. Relations between asymptotic formule for q(My, MT;Q~°, M) on C and S. The asymptotic de-
scription of g(Mx, MT; Q°, M) when (x, T) € S given in Theorem 1.7 is substantially more com-
plicated than for (x, T) € C (cf., Theorem 1.4). However, comparing (46) and (65), one notices that
the part of GLS] (x, T; M) written on the first two lines of (65) bears a striking resemblance to the
leading term ££C] (x, T; M) valid on the other side of the S—C boundary curve. Indeed, h(A; x, T)
degenerates at this curve into the unmodified phase #(A; x, T), making the indicated terms match
except for the slowly-varying complex factors m;tb (x, T) €% () present within S. Approaching
this same curve from S, B(x,7) — 0, so it is also true that the leading term SL‘S} (x, T; M) van-
ishes in the limit. However, it is difficult to compare the two asymptotic formulae quantitatively
near the S—C boundary because ¢ (a(x, 7); x, T) and " (a(x, T); x, T) both vanish as the boundary
curve is approached from C and from S, respectively (we also note that (x, T) — a(x, T) denotes
two different real-analytic functions on C and S that happen to agree along the common bound-
ary curve). This makes one of the terms in SLC] (x, T; M) and two of the terms in GLS] (x, ;M)
blow up at the boundary curve. Of course, neither Theorem 1.4 nor Theorem 1.7 accurately de-
scribes q(My, Mt; Q %, M) near this curve, so this blow up merely signals the need for further

double-scaling asymptotic analysis to resolve the wave field in its vicinity.

1.7.5. Relations between the asymptotic formula for y.(My, MT) on € with those valid on C and S. To
discuss the region £ in light of Theorem 1.6, we need to restrict attention to the fundamental
rogue-wave solutions ¢, (My, MT) where M = 3k + ;. As the region £ abuts both C and S, it is
interesting and useful to compare asymptotic formulae for ¢ (My, M7) valid on all three regions.

The simplest observation is that since B(), 7) | 0 as (), T) approaches C from anywhere in the
exterior, in particular from &, L,[f] (x, T) — 0 also in this limit. This fact is consistent with the fact
that L,[(C] (x, T) is small of order k2. However, we note that neither Corollary 1.5 nor Theorem 1.6
is valid on a neighborhood of any common boundary point of C and £. Like the problem of
studying g(My, Mt; Q %, M) near the common boundary of C and S, some new phenomena may
be uncovered by a suitable double-scaling analysis to zoom in on points on the curve separating
& from C.

We can give a more quantitative comparison between the asymptotic formulee for y(My, MT)
on the domains £ and S. First, note that the integral in (51) originally defined for (x,7) € &



20 DENIZ BILMAN AND PETER D. MILLER

admits continuation to (R>¢ x R>g) \ C as a real analytic function, and the latter domain contains
also S. Thus for (x, 7) € S, v(x, T) and k(x, T) given by (54) can be compared. Indeed, deforming
the integration path X in (54) leftward to lie partly along the right edge of the branch cut X, by
its upward orientation, one can replace the resulting integral along ¥ of 1/R_ (A; x, T) by half
of the integral of 1/R(A; x, T) over a positively oriented loop enclosing X,. Evaluating the latter
integral by residues using R(A; x,7) = A + O(1) as A — oo and comparing with (51) one obtains
the following identity:

(78) k(x, 1) =7x,7)—m (x,7) €S

We then have the following, which uses the fact that M = %k + % and s = (—1)F for the funda-
mental rogue wave of order k.

Corollary 1.11. The phase and amplitude of the leading term L,[(g] (x, T) admit real analytic continuation
from & into S, in which the following identity holds:

(79) L,[(S] (x,7) = e’ZiV(X'T)L,[f} x.t), (x,1)€Ss.

Therefore, for fundamental rogue waves of high order k, the leading terms agree for (x,t) € & and for
(x,T) € S, up to a phase —2u(x, T) that vanishes as the common boundary is approached from S.

The amplitude | (My, MT)| is compared with that of the common leading term, namely B(x, T),
on the exterior of C in Figure 4.

141
121

- 08}
0.6
04+
02t

X X

FIGURE 4. Left: same as the right-hand panel of Figure 3. Right: amplitude
B(x,7) > 0 of the leading term as a function of (x,7) € SUE. Both plots em-
ploy the same colormap.

In terms of derivatives with respect to (x, T) rather than (x, t), the focusing nonlinear Schrodinger
equation (20) satisfied by g takes the rescaled “semiclassical” form:
. 1
(80) ieqe +1e%qy + 197 =0, €= u < 1.
To study this equation for small € it is convenient to introduce in place of § Madelung’s real vari-
ables p and U given by

(81) o(x,7):=|g/* and U(x,7):= eIm(lZC).
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Then, without approximation (80) can be written in the form

2
(82) pr+(pU)y =0 and Ur+ (JU*—p), = JFlolyy, where Flo] ::pz);(_(%)'

Assuming that p # 0, it may appear reasonable to neglect the formally small term in (82) and
hence obtain the approximating system

(83) pr+ (pU)y =0 and U,+ (AU - 0), = 0.

This is an elliptic quasilinear system on p and U known as the (focusing) dispersionless nonlinear
Schrodinger system. Now, observing that p and U defined by (81) are invariant under g — ¢ :=
e 7/, we may apply these definitions to the leading terms L,[f] (x,7) and L,[f] (x,T) of Py on &
and S, respectively. Up to a correction term in U proportional to € that is only present when
(x, T) € S (originating from the phase correction —2u(x, 7)), the formulee in both regions read

(84) p(x,T) =B(x,7)* and U(x,7) = —27x(x, 7).

Corollary 1.12. The expressions (84) satisfy the dispersionless nonlinear Schrodinger system (83) for
(x,T) € (Rso x R>0) \ C, ie., for (x,T) € Eor (x,T) € S, or on the common boundary curve.

Note that the elliptic nature of (83) is consistent with the real analyticity of A(x, T) and B(x, 7)
(and, via (51), v(x, T)). The dispersionless nonlinear Schrédinger system (83) is also sometimes
called the genus-zero Whitham modulation system. In the Whitham modulation theory it arises
from an ansatz of a solution of (80) in the form of a modulated plane wave. The proof of Corol-
lary 1.12 relies on the identity v, (x, T) = &, (x, T) = A(x, T) that is established in Lemma 5.2, and
is given in Remark 5.3 below.

Remark 1.13. A version of Corollary 1.12 holds more generally for p and U extracted from the
leading term ¢lfl (x, T; M) valid as an approximation for q(My, Mt; Q°, M) for general large M
when (), 7) € S. One need only replace v, (x, T) with «,(x, T) in the definition (84). As such it
also holds for the high-order multiple-pole soliton solutions studied in [3].

1.8. The behavior of g(My, M1;Q %, M) for (x,T) € £ for general large M. It is shown in [3]
that in the unbounded domain &, high-order multiple-pole solitons behave quite differently from
high-order fundamental rogue waves as reported in Theorem 1.6. For the soliton solutions, the
domain £ is divided into two components by the curve ¢, described by (34) and shown with
a dotted black line in Figure 2. On the component adjacent to the positive x-axis, the solution
is exponentially small when M = %k — +o00. This is consistent with the exponential decay of
q(x,;,Q7°, %k) as x — oo for fixed ¢, although for technical reasons the proof given in [3] does
not allow (x, T) to become unbounded. On the complementary component adjacent to the positive
T-axis, the solution behaves completely differently. Here q(3kx, 1kT; Q %, 1k) is approximated by
a modulated elliptic function of amplitude asymptotically independent of M = Jk. The elliptic
modulus m = m(y, T) approaches m = 0 as (), T) approaches the common boundary with S,
while it approaches m = 1 instead as (), T) approaches the curve /y,. In the former limit the
elliptic wave degenerates onto the trigonometric plane-wave leading term given in all cases of



22 DENIZ BILMAN AND PETER D. MILLER

M — oo in Theorem 1.7, and in the latter limit the elliptic wave degenerates into a train of isolated
solitons (which explains our notation fg).

When we consider solutions g(x, t;Q~°, M) that do not fit into either family, we see both com-
mon features and substantial differences comparing with the special cases of solitons and rogue
waves. The way to take the limit M — oo in this situation is to represent M in modular form as
M = %k + r with quotient k € Z > and remainder 0 < r < % Then we fix the remainder and let
k — +oco. Of course the soliton case is ¥ = 0, and the rogue wave case is r = %. When r # 0 and
r# %, the large-M asymptotic behavior of q(My, Mt; Q*, M) for bounded (x, T) in £ depends
on whether (x,7) € £ or (x,7) € & (see Figure 2). Because we think it will be interesting for
the reader, in the following paragraphs we describe what we have learned about these solutions;
however full details and proofs will be given in a subsequent paper devoted to the case of general
M > 0.

If (x,T) € &, then a version of Theorem 1.6 applies to e MTg(Myx, MT;Q 5, M) for r # 0 and
r # 1, in which the leading term is multiplied by an M-independent but (, T)-dependent phase
factor, and in which the error term is larger, of size O(M*%). The sub-leading term proportional
to M~ is simpler than for (y, T) €S, consisting of only one of the two waves present for instance
in (72); this means that the amplitude fluctuations will form a stripe pattern rather than an inter-
ference pattern such as occurs in S. The approximation of e*iMTq(Mx, Mt;Q~°, M) tends to the
background plane wave i = +1as (x, T) — o in &, which is consistent with the exact boundary
conditions satisfied by the fundamental rogue-wave solutions occurring for r = }; however the
proof we have in mind of this result is not valid for technical reasons when (x, T) become un-
bounded. Nonetheless, it follows from a different proof that, like the rogue-wave solutions, all
solutions g(x,t; Q*, M) for remainder r # 0 satisfy nonzero boundary conditions with unit lim-
iting amplitude as x — F-c0; however for r # ; the decay is so slow that the difference between g
and the background does not even lie in L?(IR).

On the other hand, if (x, T) € &, thenas M — cowithr # Oand r # % fixed, g(Mx, Mt;Q~°, M)
is approximated by a modulated elliptic function of amplitude neither small nor large. In the part
of £; above (i.e., for larger T) the curve /g, the leading term of the approximation differs from that
valid in the same region for the multiple-pole soliton case of r = 0 only in phase modifications
that are independent of M > 1. However the error term is of order O(M~?) rather than O(M™1).
In the part of &; lying below the curve /g, the solution q(My, Mt; Q %, M) evidently behaves
neither like the rogue-wave solutions for r = 1 (approximated by modulated plane waves) nor
like the multiple-pole soliton solutions for r = 0 (exponentially small). The elliptic modulus varies
with (x, T) from m = 1 on the curve /4, to m = 0 on the curve 9€, N &, (the blue dotted curve in
Figure 2).

The asymptotic description of the solution q(My, Mt; Q %, M) for remainder r # 0 and r # }
and (), 7) € & is consistent with the universal long-time asymptotics for solutions of the focus-
ing nonlinear Schrodinger equation with nonzero boundary conditions at x = £oo established
by Biondini and Mantzavinos [6]. These authors showed that for a wide variety of initial condi-
tions, the solution depends asymptotically only on the ratio ¢ := x/t = x/7, and as a function
of ¢ is approximated for |¢| < /8 (translating to our scaling of the equation from theirs) by a
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modulated elliptic function solution with elliptic modulus m(¢) varying between m(0) = 1 and
m(+/8) = 0, and approximated for |¢| > /8 by a plane-wave solution of constant amplitude
equal to that specified by the large-x boundary conditions. This is consistent with our description
of g(My, Mt;Q %, M) for remainder r # 0 and r # } because

e the condition x/T = /8 is precisely the linear asymptote valid for large T (dotted gray line
in Figure 2) for the curve d&, N d&; (dotted blue curve in Figure 2), and

e the condition m(0) = 1 is consistent with m(x,T) — 1 as (x,T) — {so because the latter
curve, while not asymptotic to any line for large 7, satisfies y = In(7) +O(1) as T — +oo.
Hence the whole region above the curve /4, in Figure 2 can be found to the left of ¢ = o
for any ¢o > 0, asymptotically in the large-T limit.

On the other hand, the class of solutions considered in [6] does not contain g(x, t;Q~%, M) for re-
mainder r # 0 and large M because increasing M by half-integer increments amounts to iteration
of a Darboux transformation [4] that injects solitons/rogue waves into the solution at the distin-
guished value of the spectral parameter corresponding to the nonzero background solution (here,
A = +i). The slow decay to the background as x — oo for r # 0, ; also obstructs analysis by
inverse-scattering methods. There are some extensions of the results of [6] that allow for finitely
many solitons with generic spectral parameters but no results for the case that the injected solitons
are at the distinguished value. It is also true that, as has been mentioned several times already,
it is not possible to directly compare large-(x, t) asymptotics with large-M and bounded (x, 7)
asymptotics without additional arguments that are not part of our proofs.

The reason why the solution q(My, MT; Q~%, M) is so sensitive to the value of the remainder r
when (x,T) € £ is that in this domain we need to use the limiting form of the jump contour X,
in which it is deformed into a dumbbell shape consisting of two loops connected by a “neck” that
we denote by N in Section 4.1. When A € N, the algebraic form of the jump condition for this
deformed problem depends explicitly on r; see Remark 4.1 below. In particular, for the cases r = 0
and r = ] the jump matrix has two elements that vanish exactly, which prohibits the use of two of
the four canonical factorizations of unit-determinant 2 x 2 matrices:

o b] [ 1 0] ,[1 ba?

— , 0, (“LDU"),
c d ca~1 1]a [0 1 a7 ( )
vl [ 1 ol[ o w»l[1 o

— L b#£0, (“LTL),
c d db—1 1] [—bl 0] [abl 1] 7 ( )

(85) - . - . . )

a b 1 ac™ 0 —c 1 dc™

— , O, ”UTU”,
cdl "o 1 ”c 0 ”0 1 ] c70 ( )
e | 1 pd? 1 0

— 4= , d+40, (“UDL").
c d 0 1 ] [cd‘1 1] 7 ( )

It turns out that for r = 0 (multiple-pole soliton case) only the LDU and UDL factorizations are
possible and they are both trivial as the jump matrix on N is already diagonal. Similarly for r =
(rogue wave case) only the LTL and UTU factorizations are possible and they are both trivial as the

jump matrix on N is already off-diagonal. On the other hand, for r # 0 and r # ; there are four
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nonzero pivots and hence all four factorizations are admissible; moreover all four are essential to
the steepest-descent arguments behind the proofs.

As they do not concern rogue waves and require substantially different proofs, all of the results
reported in Section 1.8 describing q(My, Mt; Q—°, M) for large M with remainder r # 0 and r # %
and (x, ) € £ will be given in more detail and fully proven in a forthcoming paper.

1.9. Numerical illustration of the results. We now illustrate the accuracy of the asymptotic for-
mulee obtained for the fundamental rogue waves ¢ (Mx, M1), M = %k + %, for (x, ) in the
regions C, £, and S. In each subsubsection that follows, we first plot the exact solution 1 against
the approximation provided by the asymptotic formulee for certain values of k. Second, we study
the trends in the relevant error sizes by comparing the approximations with the family of exact
solutions i as the value of k increases over a set of positive integers K. The solutions ¢, are com-
puted by numerically solving linear systems system obtained from their representations given by
Riemann-Hilbert Problem 1. We refer the reader to [4, Section 3.5] for the derivation of the linear
system used in this work.

1.9.1. Numerical illustration of the asymptotic formula for p(My, M) in C. Here we give numerical
evidence confirming Corollary 1.5. Recall the leading term approximation of i, (M, M) denoted
L,[cc} (x, 7) and defined in (47).

Comparison plots. We first consider T = 0, in which case C comprises the open interval 0 < x < 2,
and we fix the proper subset [0.25,1.75] of values for x. We plot ¢ (M), M) versus LI[(C} (x, ) for
k = 15 and for k = 32 in Figure 5. Note that the solution is real-valued for T = 0 hence no plots for
the imaginary parts are given. Next, we set T = 0.125 and consider the range 1 < x < 1.75 which

050 0‘47H
—~ g ©
5 0.25F & o02f
t\. : S
& :
X 0F <
gt g oo
N —0.25F S
5 : )
B : 8 —-02f
= [
-0.50F =
-0.75 , Approx. ] —04r U Approx.
025 050 075 100 125 150 175 025 050 075 100 125 150 175
X X

FIGURE 5. Comparison of the exact solution ;. (My, Mt) (dots) with the approx-

imation L][(c} (x,T) (solid curve) at T = 0 for 0.25 < x < 1.75. Left panel: k = 15,
right panel: k = 32. The solution is real-valued for T = 0.

lies inside the region C. Figure 6 presents plots of the real and imaginary parts of ¢ (My, MT)
with those of L,[(C] (x, ) for k = 31 and Figure 7 presents the same comparisons for k = 32.

Error plots. To validate the size of the error term O (k_%) predicted in Corollary 1.5, we fix T = 0.125
and the range 1 < x < 1.75 for the values of x. We construct a grid Gy on this interval with step

size 5y = (4M) ! starting at the left endpoint y = 1. We then compute the absolute errors made
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in approximating the fundamental rogue waves ;(My, M) with the leading terms L,
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FIGURE 6. Comparison of the exact solution ¢, (M), M) (dots) with the approxi-
mation L,[(C] (x, 7) (solid curve) for k = 31, at T = 0.125 for 1 < x < 1.75. Left panel:

real parts, right panel: imaginary parts.
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FIGURE 7. Comparison of the exact solution (M), Mt) (dots) with the approxi-
mation L,[{C] (x, T) (solid curve) for k = 32, at T = 0.125 for 1 < x < 1.75. Left panel:

real parts, right panel: imaginary parts.
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measured in the sup-norm over the grid Gy, for k ranging over the set K := {16, 32,48, 64,80,96}:

(86)

E = sup lye(My, M) — L (x,7)|, kek, T=0125.
XEGk

We plot ln(E][(c}) versus In(k) in Figure 8 and perform linear regression, which yields the best-fit
line ln(EIEC]) = 0.518758 — 1.48135In(k) with R-squared value of 0.998502. The slope of this line

recovers approximately the exponent —% in the error term predicted in Corollary 1.5.

1.9.2. Numerical illustration of the asymptotic formula for . (My, M) in €. Next, we give numerical
evidence confirming Theorem 1.6. Recall the leading term approximation of ¢ (M), M7) denoted
Ll[f} (x, T) and defined in (52).
Comparison plots. We fix T = 1.25 > 1 and consider the range 0 < x < 4, which contains points

(x, T) from &, and from &, and plot the real and imaginary parts of . (My, M) and its approxi-

mation Lk

€]

(x, 7) for k = 16 in Figure 9 and for k = 31 in Figure 10.
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FIGURE 8. Plot of ln(E,[(C}) versus In(k) (diamond markers) for k € K. The dashed
line is the best-fit line for the plotted data set.

of 10} N\
E ’:\I: Approx. R ‘."‘...
g 05f g 05 Y ! '-.
o) ©
4 ~ N ' | Y
§ 0r § 0 e ! ¢ f N
< ‘% .'. s ! .',
£ 05 £ —05f \ / A S
E E \ J L Exact
-1.0¢ -1.0¢ A\ ¢ Y
c‘ P
..‘
0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
FIGURE 9. Comparison of the exact solution (M), Mt) (dots) with the approxi-
. £ .
mation L,[( }()(, T) (solid curve) for k = 16, at T = 1.25 for 0 < x < 4. Left panel:
real parts, right panel: imaginary parts.
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FIGURE 10. Comparison of the exact solution ¢, (M), M) (dots) with the approx-

imation L,[f] (x, T) (solid curve) for k = 31, at T = 1.25 for 0 < x < 4. Left panel:

real parts, right panel: imaginary parts.

Error plots. We now validate the size of the error term O(k~!) predicted in Theorem 1.6. We fix
T = 1.25 and the range 3 < x < 4 for the values of x, and again construct a grid G on this
interval with step size dy = (4M)~! starting at the left endpoint x = 3. We then compute
the absolute errors made in approximating the fundamental rogue waves ¢, (My, M7) with the
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leading terms L,[(g] (x, 7) measured in the sup-norm over the grid Gy, for k ranging over the set

K = {16,32,48,64,80,96}:

(87) E¥ = sup‘qu(Mx, mr) - L (1), kek, T=125

XEGk
We plot In(E ,[f}) versus In(k) in Figure 11 and perform linear regression, which yields the best-fit
line ln(El[{g]) = —1.98314 — 0.927044 In(k) with R-squared value of 0.999274. The slope of this line
recovers approximately the exponent —1 in the error predicted in Theorem 1.6.
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FIGURE 11. Plot of ln(E,[f]) versus In(k) (diamond markers) for k € K. The dashed
line is the best-fit line for the plotted data set.

1.9.3. Numerical illustration of the asymptotic formula for P(My, M) in S. Finally, we turn to the

illustration of Corollary 1.8, recalling the approximate formula L][(S] (x, )+ S][(S} (x,7) defined in

(66).

Comparison plots. We fix T = 0.5 for which S consists of the interval (0,2) for the values of .
We consider the range 0.25 < x < 1.75 which is a proper subset of (0,2) and plot the real and
imaginary parts of x(My, M) and of L,[(S} (x,T) + S][CS] (x,7) for k = 23 in Figure 12 and for
k = 32 in Figure 13.
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FIGURE 12. Comparison of the exact solution ¢ (My, M) (dots) with the approx-

imation L,[(S} (x,7)+ S,ES} (x,T) (solid curve) for k = 23, at T = 0.5 for 0.25 < x <

1.75. Left panel: real parts, right panel: imaginary parts.
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FIGURE 13. Comparison of the exact solution ¢ (My, M) (dots) with the approx-

imation L,[(S] (x,7)+ S,[(S} (x,T) (solid curve) for k = 32, at T = 0.5 for 0.25 < x <
1.75. Left panel: real parts, right panel: imaginary parts.

Error plots. To validate the size of the error term predicted in Corollary 1.8, we fix T = 0.5, consider
the range 0.5 < x < 1.5 corresponding to a line segment contained in S, and construct a grid Gy
on this interval with step size 6§y = (4M)~! starting at the left endpoint y = 0.5. We then again
compute the absolute errors made in approximating the fundamental rogue waves . (My, MT)
with L,[(S] (x,7) + SIES] (x, T) measured in the sup-norm over the grid Gy, for k ranging over the set
K = {16,32,48,64,80,96}:

(88) B = sup (M M) — (L (0.0 + 557G 7))
XEYk

, ke, T=0.5.

We plot In(E ,[(S}) versus In(k) in Figure 14 and perform linear regression, which yields the best-fit
line ln(E,LS]) = —0.366203 — 1.01873 In(k) with R-squared value of 0.995771. The slope of this line
recovers approximately the exponent —1 in the error predicted in Corollary 1.8.
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FIGURE 14. Plot of ln(E,[{S}) versus In(k) (diamond markers) for k € K. The dashed

line is the best-fit line for the plotted data set.

Interference pattern. We now illustrate how Corollary 1.9 accurately predicts the complicated wave
pattern seen in the plots in Figure 3 for (x, 7) € S. Although Corollary 1.9 applies to more general
solutions, in keeping with the setting we restrict attention to special case of the fundamental rogue-
wave solutions. Thus, we compute the following M-dependent unions of level curves inside S in
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the (), 7)-plane:

(89) Mo = {0 T) € S: gulx, T M) = =7 + 27},
jez
(90) My = {0 ) € S: ol TiM) = =7 + 27},
jez
so that sin(¢.(x, T; M)) = —1 for (x,7) € M, and sin(¢s(x, ; M)) = —1 for (x,T) € M,.

Accordingly, the claim is that the intersection points of M, and M, locate the amplitude peaks
formed by |y (My, Mt)|2. To verify that this is the case, we fix the box [0.2,1.2] x [0.2,0.8] C S
and plot | (My, MT)|? and the set of points M, U M. Figure 15 illustrates this formation as it

is described.
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FIGURE 15. Monochrome density plot of |g(My, Mt)|? and plots of the unions of
level curves M, (red contours) and M} (cyan contours) for values of k = 4,8, 16.
The brighter colors correspond to larger amplitude, and hence the white spots are
where the peaks are formed. Left panel: k = 4, center panel: k = 8, right panel:
k =16.

2. FAR-FIELD ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR IN THE DOMAIN C

In this section we prove Theorem 1.4. Our analysis is driven by the sign chart of Re(i®(A; x, 7))
in the A-plane. The function A — Re(id(A; x, 7)) is odd with respect to Schwarz reflection A +— A*.
It follows that the whole real A-axis is a component of the zero level curve Re(id(A; x, 7)) = 0, so
all three critical points lie on the zero level. Since each critical point is simple when (x,7) € C,
from each of them a unique arc of the zero level curve emanates locally into the upper half-plane
with a vertical tangent. From (24) one sees easily that as x > 0 holds in C, Re(i®(A; x,0)) is
negative (resp., positive) for sufficiently large A in the upper (resp., lower) half-plane; on the other
hand Re(i%(A; x, 7)) is always positive (resp., negative) near A = i (resp., near A = —i). From
this and the fact that Re(id(A; x, 7)) is harmonic away from A = =i it follows that when 7 = 0
the two arcs of the zero level curve emanating into the upper half-plane from A = a(x,0) and
A = b(x,0) actually coincide and close around the singularity at A = i. This structure persists
under perturbation for T # 0, as the arc of the zero level curve emanating into the upper half-plane
from the newly-born large critical point must tend to A = oo vertically without intersecting the arc
we denote by I'" = I't (x, 7) joining a(x, ) and b(), T) in the upper half-plane. Therefore, for all
(x,T) € C, the zero level curve of A — Re(id(A; x, 7)) is the disjoint union RUTH LT~ Lt L4,
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where ¢ denotes the unbounded arc in the upper half-plane emanating from the third critical
point that is large when T # 0 is small (we take /T = @ when T = 0) and I'” and ¢~ are the
Schwarz reflections of I'" and ¢* respectively.

2.1. Steepest descent deformation of the Riemann-Hilbert problem. Since ™ UT~ is a simple
closed curve with the points A = =i in its interior, we use this curve as X, in the formulation
of Riemann-Hilbert Problem 2. As X, has clockwise orientation, we assume that '™ is oriented
from a to b while I'” is oriented from b to a in the lower half-plane. In the jump condition (26)
for the matrix S(A; x, T, Q~°, M) equivalent to P(A; x, t,Q ™%, M) by (25), we factor the matrix Q~*,
s ==1,as

1
pyra 1 3s 1 0 ’ AeT+,
- Q- 0 1| |-s 1
i, |1 0|1 s _
272% , AeT™.
\ —3s 1[]0 1

Based on these two factorizations, we define a new unknown W(A) = W(A; x, 7, Q ™%, M) related
to S(A; x, 7,Q°, M) by first introducing “lens” domains L* and R™* to the left and right respec-
tively of I'* (so thin as to exclude the points +i and to support a fixed sign of Re(id(A; x, 7))) and
we let QF denote the domain between R* and the real line. See Figure 16, left panel. Then, we

0 . 0 .
N\
\
al : b
!
1
]
-2 _ -2
. L -
1_,_
-3 L L L L L 3L
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

FIGURE 16. Left: for (x,7) = (1,0.145) € C, the regions in the A-plane where
Re(id(A; x, 7)) < 0 (shaded) and Re(id(A; x, 7)) > 0 (unshaded), and the curve
Y, = ' UT". The jump contour X. for #(A; x, 7) is indicated with a red dashed
line terminating at the endpoints A = =+i. Critical points of #(A; x, T) are shown
with black dots. Also shown are the “lens” regions L* and R* lying to the left and
right respectively of I'*, and the domains OF lying between R* and the real axis
and containing the points A = +i. Right: the jump contour for W(A).
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define W(A) by
_ 1 0
(92) W(A):=S(Ax,1,Q % M) [S C2MO(7) 1] , AELT,
1. o—2iMO(Ax,T)

(93) W(A) :=S(Ax, T,Q*S,M)Z%”3 [(1) 2%€ . ], A €RT,
(94) W(A) :=S(Lx,7,Q 7%, M)2i%, A e,
(95) W(A) :=S(AxT,Q 5, M)2° 2%, AeQ,

_ 1 1 0 _
(96) W(A) :=S(Ax,7,Q %, M)272% !_;S 2iMO(7) 1] , A€eR, and

B 1 —sg efziMﬁ(/\;)(,T) B

97) W(A):=S(Ax,1,Q°°% M) 0 1 , Ael,

and we take W(A) := S(A; x,7,Q°, M) whenever A € C\ LY URTUQTUQ~UR~ UL~. Then
it is easy to check that W(A) may be defined for A € T'" UT ™ to be analytic there, so that W(A) is
analytic in the complement of the jump contour C;” UCg UIU Cx UC; shown in Figure 16, right
panel. The jump conditions satisfied by W(A) on the arcs of this jump contour are then:

1 0

(98) Wi (A) =W-(A) [_SeziMﬂ(A;x,r) 1] . AEC

1 15672iM19(/\;)(,T)
(99) Wi (A)=W_(A) 0 2 , , AeCy,
(100) Wi(A)=W_(A)2%, A€,

1 0 _

(101) Wi (A) =W_(A) [—%s C2ME(A ) 1] , AeCq,, and

1 s efZiMﬁ(/\;x,T) B
(102) W (A) =W_(A) 0 . , Ae(C.

It follows from the sign chart of Re(i®(A; x, 7)) as shown in Figure 16 that as n — o0, the jump
matrix for W(A) is an exponentially small perturbation of the identity everywhere on the jump
contour except on the interval I = [a,b] and in neighborhoods of its endpoints.
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2.2. Parametrix construction. To deal with those jump matrices that are not near-identity, we first
construct an outer parametrix WOU(A) by setting

(103) WO ()) = G:i’gg) _IWS, p = 12(73) >0, AeC\L

Here, the power function is the principal branch, making WO‘“()\) analytic in the indicated do-
main. Furthermore it is clear that W"{(1) = W24t(1)2% holds for A € I, so the jump condition
in (100) is satisfied exactly by the outer parametrix, which also tends to the identity as A — co.
However, W°U() is discontinuous near the endpoints of I, making the outer parametrix a poor
model for W(A) near these points.

We can construct inner parametrices near A = a, b that locally satisfy the jump conditions for
W(A) exactly. Let D,(6) and Dy (9) be disks of radius é centered at A = a, b respectively, where
0 > 0 1is sufficiently small but independent of n. We first define conformal coordinates f,(A; x, T)
and f;,(A; x, T) in these disks by setting

104)  fa(Ax, 1) =2[0.(x,T) - 8(Ax,T)] and  fi(Ax,1)* = 2[0(Ax, 1) — % (x, )],

where &,(x, 7) := %(a(x, 7); x, T) and & (x, T) := 9(b(x, 7); x, T), and then taking analytic square
roots in each case so that the inequalities f;(a(x,7);x,7) < 0 and f;(b(x,7);x,T) > 0 both
hold. This is possible because a and b are simple critical points of ¢(A; x, ), with 9/ (x, ) :=
" (a(x, 7);x,7) <0and 8 (x, 7) := ¢"(b(x, T); x, T) > 0. In fact, one has the formulae

(105) faa(x, )i x, 1) = =/ =07 (x,T) and  fr(b(x, T); X, T) = /8 (X, O)-

Next, define M-independent holomorphic matrix valued functions in D,(6) and D, (J) by

(106) (3) i (L2 b1 ) i), 2 € Dy
and
(107) HY(A) = (%)1pUS(A —a(x,7))"", A € Dy(5).

Note that in both cases, the diagonal prefactor is an analytic function nonvanishing in the relevant
disk for J sufficiently small. In particular,

H'(a(x, 7)) = (—f1(a(0, i, 1) 77 (b(x, T) — alx, 7)) % (i02)

(108) 1 .
= (=8 (. 1) P (0(x, 1) — alx, 7)) 7" (i02)
and
H(b(x, 7)) = f3(b(x, 0); x, T)*" (b(x, T) — a(x, T))*"
(109)

— 9/ (x, T) 2P (b(x, T) — a(x, T)) P,
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where on the second line in each case we used (105). Letting {,, = M > fap(A; x, T) denote rescal-

ings of the conformal coordinates, we then define the inner parametrices by setting

(110)
WwW* ()\) — M—%ip@ e—iMﬁﬂ ()(,T)O’gi% (1—5)0'3Ha (/\)U(Ca) (iaz)—li—%(l—s)% eiMﬁﬂ()(,r)agl A e D, (5)

and
(111) Wb<}\) e M%ip@ efiMﬂb()(,T)@i%(175)(73Hh(A)U(gb)if%(lfs)@ eiMﬂh(X,T)@’ = Db((5>

Here the factors to the left of U({,;) in each case are analytic on the relevant disk and there-
fore have no effect on the jump conditions, and the matrix function U({) is defined in terms of
parabolic cylinder functions as the solution of Riemann-Hilbert Problem 5 in [5] (for example; a
development of the solution of this problem is given in [11, Appendix A] taking T = 1 in the
notation of that reference). The main properties of U({) that we need to refer to here are
e U({) is analytic for |arg({)| < im, 17 < |arg({)| < 3w, and 37 < |arg({)| < 7 (five
sectors);
e U(() takes continuous boundary values from each of the five sectors related by jump con-
ditions U, ({) = U_({)VP(2), where VIC(7) is defined in terms of the exponentials eid?
on the five complementary oriented boundary rays as shown in [5, Figure 9];
e U({) has uniform asymptotics in all directions of the complex plane given by

vy, 1[0 &] [0 o@) N
(112) V@O =T+ ol o) O(gz)], [ oo,
where
(113) N = 2;({? il Q27" _ mgei(iﬂﬂﬂﬁ—arg@(ip))), B = —a*.

In particular, the analyticity and jump conditions satisfied by U(() imply that the inner paramet-
rices W?(A) and WP () exactly satisfy the jump conditions for W(A) within their respective disks
of definition (here we assume that the jump contours for W(A) within each disk have been de-
formed to agree with preimages under A — (,; of the straight rays across which U(() has jump
discontinuities).

A global parametrix is then constructed from the outer and inner parametrices as follows:

W (1), A € Da(9),
(114) W)= (WP (L), A e Dy(d),
Wout()), A€ C\ (IUD,(6)UDy(6)).

2.3. Small norm problem for the error and large-M expansion. We now compare the (unknown)
matrix W(A) = W(A; x, 7, Q %, M) with its global parametrix by defining the error as

(115) F(A) := WA)W(A) L

Since the parametrix is an exact solution of the Riemann-Hilbert jump conditions for W(A) within
the disks D, ;,(d) and across the part of I = [a, b] exterior to these disks, F(A) can be extended to
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an analytic function of A € C with the exception of the arcs of Ci* and Ci lying outside of the
disks D, ;(¢), and the boundaries 0D, ; (), which we take to have clockwise orientation. Because
0 is fixed as M — +o0, and since Wom(/\) is independent of M, there is a positive constant v > 0
such that F; (1) = F_(A)(I + O(e “M)) holds uniformly on the jump contour for F(A) except on
the circles 0D, ;(d). On the circles, we calculate the jump matrix for F(A) as follows:

(116) Fi(A) = F-(A)- W ()W (M) !, A € aD,;(6),

because W(A) is continuous across 0D, ,(5). Now we use the fact that by comparing the definition
(103) of the outer parametrix WO (1) with the definitions (106)—(107) of H%(A) and H?(A), we
have

(117) WOU()) e iMB4(x,7)0343 (1-5)03 (ioy) = M 3ipes e—iMl%(x,T)Ugi%(l—s)agHa(A)g;ilﬂ%,
AeD,(0)\1

and

(118) Wout(/\) efiMﬂb()(,T)%i%(lfs)@ _ M%ipag efiMﬂb(X,T)@i%(l—s)@Hb(A)gb—iposl A€ Dy(8)\ L.

Therefore, using (110) and (112) and the fact that , = M3 fa(A; x, T) while f,(A; x, T) is bounded
away from zero on dD,(6) for ¢ sufficiently small independent of M,

(119) F,(A) = F_(A\)M 2% ¢ iMBa(x1)os3 (1-s)ospge 1)
o(M™) o<M—%>D

3

4 1 0 «a
2iM3 f(A;x,T) [—B 0]  |O(M™2) O(M™)
. H* (A)flif%(lfs)@ eiMl%()(,T)Ug,M%ip(Tg,’ = aDa((5>‘

Likewise, using (111) and the fact that {;, = M2 f(A; x, T) with f,(A; x, T) bounded away from
zero on Dy (9),

(120) F.(A) = F_(A) M2 e MO (x D)5 (1-s)os b))

3

4 1 0 «
2iM: f,(A; x,T) | =B 0]  |O(M™2) O(M™)
. Hb(/\>flif%(1fs)(73 eiMﬂb()(,T)(@M*%in, = an((5>

oM™ O(M—i)D

In particular, it follows that F; (A) = F_(A)(I + O(M~2)) holds uniformly on the compact jump
contour for F(A), which otherwise is analytic and tends to I as A — co. By small-norm theory for
such Riemann-Hilbert problems, it follows that F_(-) =T+ O(M _%) holds in the L? sense on the
jump contour, in the limit M — +-co.

2.4. Asymptotic formula for q(My, Mt;Q*, M) for (x,7) € C. Beginning with (27) and using
the facts that S(A; x, 7,Q 5, M) = W(A) = W(A; x, T,Q %, M) and W(A) = W4 (L) both hold for
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|A| sufficiently large, we obtain the exact formula
g(Myx, Mt;Q°, M) = 2i )}im AW12(A)
—00

(121) - irout prout
= 2i lim A [Fi (MWi3"(A) + Fia (M) Waz*(A)].

Since W°U(A) is a diagonal matrix tending to I as A — oo, this formula simplifies to
(122) q(Mx, Mt;Q %, M) = 2i Alim AFpp(A).
— 00

If VF(A) denotes the jump matrix for F(A), i.e., F1(A) = F_(A)VF()) holds on the jump contour
2, then it follows from the Plemelj formula that

F _
(123) F(A) =1+ Zlm/)2 F(”);V_(A”) D4y, rec\z,
and therefore
1
29 My MGQ™, M) =~ | [Fu-(DVi(n) + Frz- () (Vi () = 1)] dy.

Since V5 (-) —1 = O(M™1) holds uniformly on X, as X is compact we also have V5(-) — 1 =
O(M~1) in L?(Zf). Using that Fj,_(+) = O(M~z) in L2(Z) as well, by Cauchy-Schwarz,

1 3
(125) A(Mx, MT;Q 5, M) = —— [ P () Vi (n) dy+O(M ).

A similar argument allows Fj;_(77) to be replaced with 1 at the cost of an error term of the same
order. Indeed, taking a boundary value on X in (123) gives for ¢(A) := Fj;—(A) — 1 the integral

equation
eV -1
where
_ 1 V() -1 1 Fio (17) V3 ()

The small-norm theory is fundamentally based on the fact that the Cauchy projection operator

1 om(n) dy
(128) mA) = o | o AeTr
is bounded on L?(Xf) with norm depending only on the geometry of the contour X, which is
independent of any large parameter. Since Vi () —1 = O(M™!) in L®(Zf) it follows easily from
(126) that ¢(-) = O(f(+)) in L?(Z§) as M — oo. Likewise, from (127) we see that f(-) = O(Vf (+) —
1) +O(Fp— () VE () in L*(ZF). Since VE () — 1 = O(M™1) in L*(ZF), compactness of L implies
that V(1) =1 = O(M™!) in L?>(Zf). Also, since V() = O(M~2) in L®(Zg) while Fip_ () =
O(M~2) in L?(Zg), we consequently have Fip— (1)VE(:) = O(M™1) in L?(Zf) as well. Therefore
() =F1-()—1=0(M 1) in L*(Z). As V5 (-) = O(M~12) in L®(Z§) and hence also in L?(XF)
it then follows by Cauchy-Schwarz that

1 3
(129) 9(Mx, M7;Q7%, M) = —— [ VE(y) dyj+0(M ).
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The dominant contribution to the integral comes from 9D,(6) U dD;(8) where VE(+) is propor-
tional to M~2, while contributions from the rest of f are uniformly exponentially small. There-
fore, we may modify the integration contour to consist of just two small circles:

l 3
130 My, Mt;Q°, M V() dp +O(M™2).

(130) q(Mx, M7;Q™*, M) = 9D, (6).9Ds(0) 12(17) dip +O(M™2)

Now, using the jump conditions (119)-(120) and the fact that H’(-) is off-diagonal while H’(-) is
diagonal, one easily finds that

M—ip e—ZiMﬂa(X,r) (_1)%(1—5)

2iMz f,(1; X, T)

(131) vE() = BH, ()2 +O(M™2), 1 € aD,(6),

MiP e—21M19b()( T) ( 1)%(1—5)

21M2fb(17,)(, T)
Therefore, since fa,b(- ; X, T) are analytic functions with simple zeros at 4 and b respectively, a

(132) VE(n) = aHY (1) +O(M™2), 1 € dDy(6).

residue calculation gives

_1)3(1-s)
(133) q(MX,MT;Q*S/M) — (1)1|:M 1Pe*21Ml9aXT ﬁH12( (X/ ))

M fa( ( ) T)
ip o—2i HY, (b(x, 7))? s
+ MiP e 2iM8(x.7) Aty Lo,
oo | oM
Since s = +1, we then use (105), (108)—(109), and (113) to obtain
e 2iMB, (,T) (_ g ip
(134) g(My, MT;Q~% M) = /2 | gig € (=800 1)
Mz T (=8(x,7))?
. —21M19b X,T) 9"
+ e ¢ bE/ ) oM™ %)
8 (x,7)2

where, recalling the value of p from (103), a real angle ¢ is defined by

n n n(2)2 iln
(135)  ¢:= _&h‘(M) - 17(.52)1n(b(?(17) —a(x, 7)) — In2)7 _ %n—i— arg<l’<1(2)>)-

27 27 27

We may further observe that the numerator of each of the fractions in square brackets above has
unit modulus, so upon identifying the angles of those phase factors the proof of Theorem 1.4 is
complete, with a standard argument to supply the local uniformity of the error estimate for (x, 7)
in compact subsets of C (which can include points on the positive x-axis).

2.5. Simplification for T = 0. The further simplification mentioned at the end of Section 1.7.1, so
that (x,7) € C with T = O means 0 < x < 2, is accomplished by noting that the phase function
¥(A; x,0) defined by (24) is an odd function of A for each x € (0,2), and we recall that the critical
points A = 4, b in this case are given by (32):

(136) b(x,0) = ,/fC ~1, a(x,0) = —b(x,0).
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A computation then shows that

(BﬂIMMWZﬂwxmmﬁﬁww;—1+ﬂ—ﬂm”<wi—Q,1%%@2—%%ﬁ%

and that

(138) 9 (0, 0) = 8"(b(x,0);x,0) = x>/ = =1, 97(x,0) = =8, (x,0).
Therefore, in this special case, the leading term denoted L,[(C] (x, T) in (47) reduces for T = 0 and
0 < x < 2to (48).

3. PROPERTIES OF h(A; x,T) FOR (x,T) € EUS

3.1. Unique determination of /'(A; x, T) for (x,7) € £ US. Here we show how (x,7) € EUS
determines a unique function /' (A; x, T) of the form (41) that satisfies the residue and asymptotic
conditions (38) and (39) respectively.
We first use (39) with (41) to explicitly eliminate A(x,T) and B(x, T)? in favor of u(x, ) and
v(x, T):
u(X/ T) —X
Alx,T) = o

AMJV+BWJVZ3W%ﬂZ_dmﬂ

(139) >
Lo T X
472 T T2 472’
Then, the residue conditions (38) become (—27 +iu(x, ) + v(x, 7))R(£i; x, T) = —2. Imposing
2

instead the squares of these conditions” one arrives at two complex-conjugate equations, which

amount to two real equations by taking real and imaginary parts. The real part equation reads
R = 0, where
(140) R :=3u* — 3u?v? — 4xu® + 410° + 4xuv® + x*u® — x*v* — 8xTuv + 87%uU* — 207%*0?
+ 4x%10 + 327 — 16T* + 1672 — 4) %12,
and the imaginary part equation reads Z;Z, = 0, where
(141) Ty :=u?— xu—2t0+4t* and T, :=3uv —4tu — v+ 2)T.
Note that for T = 0,
(142) R|._y= (u+0)(u—v)Bu—x)(u—x), Zil,g=u—x)u, and Ip|,_,= Bu—x)v,

so one solution is to choose u(),0) = x and v(x,0) = 0. In order to apply the implicit function
theorem to continue this solution to T # 0, it is necessary to discard the factor Z; and enforce only
the conditions R = 0 and Z, = 0. Then a calculation shows that the Jacobian is

Ru Rv

(143) det
IZu IZU

7=0,u=x,v=0

2Later, getting the signs right for the residues is accomplished by choosing the location of the branch cut 2 in relation
to the points A = +i. See Remark 3.2.



38 DENIZ BILMAN AND PETER D. MILLER

which is nonzero for x > 2. Moreover, the equation Z, = 0 can be used to explicitly eliminate v by
2u—x

144 =0 & 0v=2 .
(144) 2 0=ty

With v eliminated, the equation R = 0 reads P(u; x, T) = 0, where P(u; x, T) is the septic polyno-
mial

(145) P(u;x, 7) := 81u” — 189xu® + (162x> + 727%)u° — (66x°> + 12072) yu*
+ (13x* + 56) 212 + 16T* + 4327%)u® — (x* + 8x>1% + 167* 4 4327%) yu?
+ 144)°7%u — 16x°72.

Note that P(u; x,0) = (u — x)(3u — x)*u?, soif x > 0, u(x,0) = x is a simple root hence continu-
able to T > 0 (sufficiently small, given x > 0) by the implicit function theorem. In the limit T | 0
we can compute as many terms in the Taylor expansion of u(, T) about u(x,0) = x as we like; in
particular it is easy to see that

2
(146) u(x, 1) =x - 8;3 +0(th), Tl0, x>2

which implies via (144) that

473
(147) o(x,T) =T — oy +0(7°), tl0, x>2

From (139) we then also find that
(148) Alx, 1) = —‘; +0(7%) and B(x,1)’=1- ;2 +0(t?), tl0, x>2

In the special case that T = 0 and x > 2, it follows that u(x,0) = x, v(x,0) = 0, A(x,0) = 0 and
B(x,0)> = 1—4/x* < 1. We claim that this solution can be uniquely continued not just locally
near T = 0 but also to the entire unbounded exterior region £ as well as through its common
boundary with the bounded region S into that entire region. We have the following result, the
proof of which can be found in Appendix B.

Proposition 3.1. Let (x,T) € EUS. Then P(u; x,T) has a unique real root of odd multiplicity, denoted
u=u(x, t)withu(0,7) =0fort > 0and u(x,0) = x for x > 2. There exists a value Ty > 0 such that
except for x = 0 and possibly three or fewer points (x, T) with x > 0and T = Ty, u(x, T) is the only real
root of P(u; x, T) and it is simple.

Remark 3.2. In the case T = 0 and x > 2, Y, is an arc connecting the two points A = +iB(x,0).
If we take X, to be the purely imaginary straight-line segment connecting these points, then from
the prescribed large-A asymptotic behavior of R(A; x,0) we find that R(+i; x,0) = +2i/), from
which it follows directly via the formula (41) that the residue conditions (38) hold, so the signs
of the residues which had been conflated in squaring the residue conditions are indeed correctly
resolved with the indicated choice of ¥,. To ensure that this successful resolution is maintained
upon continuation of the solution from 7 = 0 it is then sufficient that %, deform continuously
with (x, 7) without ever contacting the poles A = +i. This is feasible because the endpoints
A(x,7) £iB(x, 7) lie in the left half-plane for all (x,7) € £US with x > 0and T > 0; indeed
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from (139), A(x, T) = 0 holds if and only if u(x, T) = x and P(x; x, T) = 1287%x> which vanishes
only on the coordinate axes. Therefore A(), T) has one sign on the interior of £ U S, and by (148)
we see that A(x, 7) < 0. Note that when x | 0 for given T > 0, the proof of Proposition 3.1 shows
that B(), T)? tends to a value strictly greater than 1 while A(x, ) — 0, so in this limiting situation
we should choose %, to lie in the left half-plane except for its endpoints.

We are now in a position to show that, as claimed in Section 1.6, B(x, 7)?> > 0 holds for all
(x,T) € EUSU (€N 3S) and B(x, 7)* = 0 holds on the common boundary of the union with
C. Indeed, expressing B? explicitly in terms of u, x, and T using (139) and (144), one finds that
B? = 0 implies 3u3 — 4yu? + (472 + x?)u = 0. The resultant between this equation and P(u; x, T)
vanishes on the open quadrant (x, 7) € R x R+ exactly where (29) holds.

3.1.1. Critical points of h'(A; x, T) for (x,7) € £US. Observe that while the coefficients u(x, 7)
and v(x, T) in the quadratic factor in the numerator of #’'(A; x, T) defined in (41) depend real-
analytically on (x, T) € (R0 X R>0) \ C, the quadratic discriminant vanishes to first order along
two curves in this domain so the roots undergo bifurcation upon crossing these curves. Eliminat-
ing v via (144), the quadratic discriminant u?> — 87v is seen to vanish only if 3u® — yu? — 327%u +
16)x7? = 0. The resultant of this cubic polynomial with P(u; x, T) vanishes for (x,7) € R~ X R~
exactly where D(x, T) := Hio(x, T) + Hs(x, T) + He(x, T) + Ha(T) = 0, in which the H; are homo-
geneous polynomials

Hio(x, 7) := —(87% — x?)(1007% + x?)%,
Hg(x, T) := 2x® + 1040x°72 + 1741728 ** — 125516800>T° + 7308800007%,
He(x,7) := x° + 504x*1% 4 3103488x>1* + 676270087°,
Hy(7) := 14929927*.

(149)

There is one unbounded arc in the first quadrant where this condition holds (see the dotted blue
curve in Figure 2) and it is governed far from the origin by the highest-order homogeneous terms
Hyo(x,T) ~ 0; this arc is therefore asymptotic to the line y = V8T (see the dotted gray line
in Figure 2). The cusp point (x,7) = (x%, t¥) (see (33)) on the boundary of C is a non-smooth
point on the locus D(x,t) = 0 because the gradient vector vanishes there as well. In fact, setting
(x,T) = (x* + Ax, % + AT), one computes that

3948901875

(150) D(x,7) = =g

2
<\%Ar - Ax> +O((AY* + AT2)2).
The leading terms describe two curves tangent to the line Ay = %Ar, and along this line the
cubic correction terms are proportional to AT® by a negative coefficient. Therefore the two curves
both emanate from the cusp point (Ax, At) = (0,0) along this tangent line in the direction At > 0,
entering the exterior of C from the cusp point. Since D(0, T) = 2048(1 — t2)t*(62572 + 27)?, an arc
along which this condition holds exits the quadrant (), 7) € R x R on the T-axis at the point
(x,7) = (0,1). This is the arc separating S from &, and is shown as a solid blue curve in Figure 2.

3.1.2. Construction of g(A; x, T) when Ly N X, = @. Since h'(A; x, T) is now well-defined for all
(x,7) € EUS, wehave g'(A; x, T) = W'(A; x, T) — ¢ (A; x, T) which has removable singularities at
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A = =i according to (38) and hence is an analytic function for A € C \ X with, according to (39),
the asymptotic behavior ¢’(A; x, T) = O(A72) as A — 0. Since ¢'(A; x, T) is integrable at A = oo,
the contour integral

A
(151) sx 1) = / g (n;x,7) dy

is independent of path in the domain C \ X, and defines the unique antiderivative analytic in
the same domain that satisfies the condition g(oo; x, T) = 0. It is easy to check that g(A*; x, T) =
g(A; x, 7)* holds for each A € Xg and (x,7) € £ US. Obtaining g(A; x, T) from (151) is a bit of a
subtle calculation, because the integrability at # = oo and 5 = =i relies on cancellations arising
from the equations satisfied by the parameters u,v, A, B. Another approach is to assume that ¢
is determined by solving those equations, and then to note that ¢(A; x, 7) is a function analytic for
A e C\Z,with g(A; x,7) = O(A™!) as A — co and whose boundary values on ¥, satisfy

stMx ) +g-(Mx 1) =h (Lx,T)+h(Ax, ) —20(A x, T)

(152)
=2k(x, T) —20( X, T), AEX,

for some integration constant x(x, T) (because the sum of boundary values of & is constant along
Y¢). This formula (152) assumes that ¢(A; x, T) is analytic on the subset ¥¢ of the jump contour
for S(A; x, 7, G, M). As the jump contour for ¢(A; x, T) is X, we are assuming that the latter is
contained in the interior of the Jordan curve ¥, which guarantees that ¥, N ¥. = @. Another situ-
ation, in which X, is deformed into a dumbbell-shaped jump contour with a Schwarz-symmetric
neck that is necessarily a subset of ¥, will be required to prove Theorem 1.6. We will describe
how the procedure needs to be modified for that case in Section 3.1.3 below.

Returning to (152), to determine the constant «(x, 7) and simultaneously obtain g(A; x, T) with-
out using (151), we represent g(A; x, T) in the form g(A; x,7) = R(A; x, T)k(A; x, T), from which
it follows that k(A; x, T) is analytic for A € C\ Z,, with bounded boundary values except at
the branch points A = A £ iB where it is only required that the product R(A; x, T)k(A; x, T) is
bounded. We also require that k(A; x, T) = O(A2) as A — oo, and that the boundary values taken
by k(A; x, T) along X, are related by

2k(x, ) —20(A x, T)
Ry(Ax, ) ’

as implied by (152). It follows that k(A; x, T) is necessarily given by the Plemelj formula:

(153) k(M x,T) —k-(Lx,T) = A€ X,

. _ 1 ox(x1) 85X T)
(154) k(A x, T) = m/zé R o @1 AEC\Zy

It is not hard to see that this formula automatically gives the condition that R(A; x, T)k(A; x, T)
is bounded at the branch points A = A +iB. However the condition k(A;x,7) = O(A72) as
A — oo remains to be enforced, and this will determine the integration constant x(x,T). Indeed,
the coefficient of the leading term proportional to A~! in the Laurent expansion of k(A; x, T) about
A = oo must vanish, i.e.,

K(X/ T) — 19()\, X T) _
(155) /Z S i dA=0
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Note that letting L denote any clockwise-oriented loop surrounding the branch cut X, of R(A; x, 7),
a residue computation at A = co where R(A; x, T) = A + O(1) shows that

dA 1 7{ dA
£, Re(Mx, 1) 2JLR(A X, 1)
This being nonzero shows that x(, T) will indeed be determined by the condition (155). Then,
9 x, )

(156) = —im.

157 dA = L(x, L(x, 1),
where
2
(158) Li(x,7):= XA+ Th dA and DL(x, 1) =1 log(B(A)) dA.

£, R (A%, T) £, R (A%, T)

A similar residue calculation using two more terms in the large-A expansion of R(A; x, T), specifi-
cally that R(A; x, 7)1 = A1+ AV "2+ (A2 — 1B*)A 3 + O(A~*) shows that

(159) Lx,7) = —im(xA+7(A*—1B%), A=A(x,7t), B*=B(x, 1)

Now assuming that the loop L excludes the branch cut X of the logarithm and that L’ is a counter-

clockwise oriented contour that encircles X but that excludes X, we use the fact that the integrand
for I, is integrable at A = co to obtain

1. [ log(B(A)) 1. [ log(B(A))
1 I = —o TN — “o\ENVH T
(160) 2(07) 2'h R(Ax,T) 2 R(Ax, T)
Then, collapsing L’ to both sides of X, where R(A; x, T) is analytic but the boundary values of the
logarithm differ by 27i,

dA dA.

dA
Zc R()\; X/ T) '

where we recall that X is a Schwarz-symmetric arc oriented from —i to i. Therefore, L(x, 7) is

(161) Lx,7)=mn

purely imaginary and is computable in terms of A(x, T) and B(x, T)? via hyperbolic functions. We
have therefore obtained a formula for the integration constant x(, T) in the form (54) written in
Section 1.7.3. According to (154) and g(A; x, T) = R(A; x, T)k(A; x, T) we have (evaluating the term
proportional to «(x, T) by residues):
R(A; %, 7) 901 x,7) dy

it Jr R () (n = A)
3.1.3. Construction of g(A; x, T) when Ly C L. If the Schwarz-symmetric jump contour X, is to be

(162) sxt)=x(x,T)—

taken as a subset of ., then some modification of the construction of g(A; x, T) is needed. Indeed,
in this situation the phase function ¢(A; x, T) defined in (24) takes two distinct boundary values at
each point of X, so instead of (152) the condition that the sum of boundary values of 1(A; x, T) is
constant along ., now reads

g+(A;XIT> +g—<A;X/T> = h.,.(/\;X,T) +h—<)‘;X/T) - 19-5-()‘;)(/1—) - 19—(/\;?(/1—)

(163)
=29(x,7) =0+ (X T) =0 (X, T), AEXgCL
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where the constant value of i, + h_ is now denoted 2y(x, T). As before, we write ¢(A; x, 7) =
R(A; x, T)k(A; x, T) and find that the analogue of (154) reads

1 () = 384X ) = 39-(1x, T)
i Js, Ry (m;x,T)(n —A)

where y(x, T) is to be chosen to enforce the condition analogous to (155):

Y T) — 394 (A X, T) — 9 (A X, T)

(164)  k(AxT) =

dj, A€C\Z,

(165 dA = 0.
) Yo R+ (AI X T)
By residue calculations, this can be written in the form
1
(166) 1(07) = XA T) + (A 1) = 3B 1)) = —h(x ),

where now I(x, T) is given by a modification of the formula in (158):

110 1o
(167) b(x,7) ::i/)2 21 g+<B(1;\+)2;}?’1T)g(B(A))

Taking L to be a clockwise-oriented loop passing through the endpoints A 1B of ¥; and enclosing

dA.

Y, but with the two arcs of X \ X, in its exterior, and taking L’ to be a pair of counterclockwise-
oriented loops each enclosing one of the arcs of X \ X, and passing through the corresponding
endpoint of X, we again arrive at the identities (160). Then collapsing the loops of L’ to both sides
of the arcs of X \ X, we obtain

: dA
168 Lix,7) = / _a
( ) Z(X T) us ZC\ZQ R()\;X, T)
leading to the analogue of (54):
dA
_ 2_1p2 i -
(169) Y(x,T) = xA+T(A— 1B )ﬂ/ng RO

This is equivalent to the form written in (51) in Section 1.7.2.

3.1.4. Structure of the zero level curve Re(ih(A; x, 7)) = 0. A consequence of the choice of integration

constant to ensure that ¢(A; x, T) — 0as A — oo is that both g and h have even Schwarz symmetry
forall (x,7) € EUS:

(170) SASx, ) =gMx 1) and h(ASx,T)  =h(Mx 1), (x,T) € EUS.
It follows that Re(i(A; x, 7)) = O holds for all A € R, A ¢ ;. We also have the following.

Lemma 3.3. Forall (x,7) € EUS, Re(ih(A+iB; x, 7)) = 0, where A £iB = A(x, T) £iB(x, T) are
the complex-conjugate endpoints of L.

Proof. Let AR € R with AR ¢ L. Since h(AR; x, T) is purely real,

A+iB

Re(ih(A+1iB;x,7)) = Re (1/ W (A x, ) d)\)
(171) I

atis 1 [ [A+iB *
/ '(Aix,T) dA — =i U WA x,7) dA|
AR 2 |J/a

R
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where due to (38) the path of integration L : AR — A +iB is arbitrary in the upper half plane,
except that it is chosen so that the pole at A = i does not lie between L and ¥,. Using the even
Schwarz symmetry of 1’ (A; x, T) and a contour integral reparametrization,

A+iB * A+iB
[/ W (A; x, ) d}\} :/ W(A; x,T)" dA*
AR AR
A-+iB
(172) = (A x, T) dA*
AR
AR
— / W (A x,T) dA,
A—iB
where in the final integral the path of integration is L* but with opposite orientation. Combining

these results, and taking into account that /’(A; x, T) changes sign across X, we have
(173) Re(ih(A +iB; x, 7)) = ii F i a,
)

where O is a simple closed contour enclosing ¥, but excluding A = =i, the orientation of which
depends on whether AR lies to the left or right of the point where X, intersects the real axis. Using
(38), without changing the value of the integral we may replace O by another contour surrounding
Y, with the same orientation but now also enclosing A = +i. Since there are no longer any
singularities of h'(A; x, T) outside of O, we may evaluate the integral over O by residues at A =
co. Using (39) one sees that the residue of 1'(A; x, T) at A = oo vanishes, so we conclude that
Re(ih(A +1iB; x,T)) = 0. Using (170) then gives also Re(ih(A —iB; x, T)) = 0. O

This result implies that the level curve Re(ih(A; x, T)) = 0 does not depend substantially on the
choice of branch cut X;. Indeed, the differential in’(A; x, T) dA can be extended from A € C\ X, to
the hyperelliptic Riemann surface R of the equation R> = (A — A)? + B? just by adding a second
copy of C \ £, on which R(A; x, T) is replaced with —R(A; x, T). Since R has genus zero and hence
has trivial homology, and since the residues of h'(A; x, T) (see (38)-(39)) are imaginary, the real part
of an antiderivative of ih'(A; x, T) dA is well defined up to a constant as a harmonic function on R
with the four points corresponding to A = £i omitted. By Lemma 3.3, if the constant of integration
is determined by fixing the base point of integration to be one of the two branch points, the real
part vanishes at both branch points and on the principal sheet of R this function coincides with
Re(ih(A; x, T)) while on the auxiliary sheet it coincides with —Re(il(A; x, 7)). It follows that the
projection from each sheet of R to C of the zero level is exactly the same. Since the choice of branch
cut X, for R(A; x, T) only affects the value of Re(il(A; x, T)) up to a sign, the zero level curve is
essentially independent of the location of X, (technically, Re(ik(A; x, T)) is undefined on X, but
the zero level curve can be extended unambiguously to ).

As noted above, the zero level set Re(il(A; x, T)) = 0 always contains the real axis as a proper
subset, as well as the branch points A = A £iB. Since ih(A;x,7) = i0(Ax, 1) +ig(A x, 7) =
i0(A;x,7) +O(A 1) = ixA +itA2 + O(A 1) as A — oo, for T # 01in £US there is exactly one
Schwarz-symmetric pair of arcs of the zero level set that are asymptotically vertical, one in each

half-plane. All other arcs of the level set in C \ R are bounded. These arcs are necessarily “hor-
izontal” trajectories of the rational quadratic differential 1’ (A; x, T)2 dA?, ie., curves along which
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W'(A; x,7)%> dA?2 > 0. By Lemma 3.3, some of the arcs of the zero level set are so-called critical

trajectories, i.e., those emanating from zeros of 1'(A; x, T)>.

By Jenkins’ three-pole theorem [9,
Theorem 3.6] and the basic structure theorem [9, Theorem 3.5], the union of critical trajectories
of I'(A; x,T)? dA? has empty interior and divides the complex A-plane into a finite number of
domains. Two of these domains, one in each half-plane, are so-called circle domains each con-
taining one of the poles A = =i and each having at least one of the zeros of (A x, T)2 on its
boundary. Furthermore, from each of the simple roots A = A 4 iB of I/(A; x, T)? emanate locally
exactly three critical trajectories, and from each of the double roots of WA x, T)2 (i.e., the roots of
27A% +u(x, T)A + v()x, T)) emanate locally exactly four critical trajectories.

Suppose first that (), 7) € £ US. Then the double roots of 1'(A; x, T) (two for T # 0 and one
for T = 0) are real, and therefore two of the four trajectories emanating from each coincide with
intervals of R (that are contained in the level set Re(i(A; x, 7)) = 0, and the closure of the union
of which is exactly R). In this case, by Lemma 3.3 all critical trajectories are included in the level
set Re(ih(A; x, 7)) = 0. The level curves entering the upper and lower half-planes vertically from
A = oo for T # 0 can only terminate at one of the roots of h'(A; x, T)Z. These trajectories either
terminate at one of the real double roots, or at the conjugate pair of simple roots A = A +1iB.

o If they terminate at one of the two real double roots, then the non-real trajectories emanat-
ing from the other real double root can only terminate at the simple roots A = A +£1iB. It
follows that the two additional trajectories emanating from each of these simple roots must
coincide and form a closed curve in each half-plane. By Teichmiiller’s lemma [12, Theorem
14.1], this curve must be the boundary of the circle domain containing the pole A = +i.
If T = 0 and hence there are no unbounded arcs of the level set in the open upper and
lower half-planes, then by the same arguments the non-real trajectories emanating from
the unique real double root terminate at the simple roots A = A +iB, and the remaining
two trajectories from each of these coincide and enclose the poles at A = =£i. The zero level
Re(ih(A; x, T)) = 0 consists of the real line, a Schwarz-symmetric pair of arcs connecting a
real double root with the conjugate pair of simple roots A = A +iB, a Schwarz-symmetric
pair of loops joining each simple root A = A £ iB to itself and enclosing the poles at A = =i,
and (if T # 0) a Schwarz-symmetric pair of unbounded arcs emanating from the second
real double root and tending vertically to A = co. This topological configuration of the zero
level set holds on the domain &, (as one can see from the limiting case of T = 0, where the
zero level set acquires additional Schwarz reflection symmetry in the imaginary axis).

o If they terminate at the conjugate pair of simple roots A = A £ iB, then the remaining two
trajectories emanating from each simple root terminate at the two real double roots, and
the boundary of the circle domain in each half-plane consists of three distinct trajectories,
one of which is the interval of the real axis between the two real double roots and is com-
mon to the boundaries of both circle domains. (The other apparent possibility, that the
two additional trajectories emanating from A = A £iB coincide and that the two trajec-
tories emanating into each half-plane from the two real double roots also coincide, can be
ruled out by Teichmiiller’s lemma since two closed curves formed by critical trajectories
would appear in each half-plane, only one of which can contain a pole.) The zero level set



EXTREME SUPERPOSITION: HIGH-ORDER FUNDAMENTAL ROGUE WAVES IN THE FAR-FIELD REGIME 45

Re(ih(A; x, T)) = 0 consists of the real line, a Schwarz-symmetric pair of arcs from each of
the two real double roots to the conjugate pair of simple roots, and a Schwarz-symmetric
pair of unbounded arcs emanating from the conjugate pair of simple roots and tending ver-
tically to A = co. This topological configuration of the zero level set holds on the domain
S (as one can see from the limiting case of x = 0, where again the zero level set acquires
additional Schwarz reflection symmetry in the imaginary axis).

Next suppose that (x, ) € £;. Then the double roots of i’(A; x, T)? form a conjugate pair that
we denote by A = C £ iD. By Lemma 3.3, the simple roots A = A £iB are on the zero level
of Re(ih(A; x, 7)) and therefore at most one trajectory from each can be unbounded. If none of
the three trajectories emanating from A = A £iB is unbounded, then at least one of them must
terminate at A = C £ 1D implying that Re(i#(C = iD; x, 7)) = 0 and hence the unbounded arc
of the level curve in each half-plane terminates at this point as well. If it is exactly one trajectory
from A = A £ iB that terminates at A = C £ iD, then the other two coincide forming a loop, and
the remaining two bounded trajectories emanating from the latter must coincide forming a second
loop; however only one of these loops can contain the pole at A = =i so the existence of both is
ruled out by Teichmiiller’s lemma. If it is exactly two trajectories from A = A +iB that terminate at
A = C £1iD, then the third trajectory would have to be unbounded contradicting the assumption
that all trajectories from A & iB are bounded. If all three trajectories from A = A +iB terminate
at A = C £1iD, then we again form two domains bounded by trajectories only one of which can
contain a pole leading to a contradiction with Teichmiiller’s lemma. We conclude that exactly one
of the trajectories emanating from each simple root A = A £iB is unbounded. It then follows
that the other two trajectories emanating from A = A £ iB must coincide. Indeed, otherwise they
must both terminate at the double root A = C £iD in the same half-plane from which we learn
that Re(in(C £1iD; x, 7)) = 0 which implies that neither of the remaining two trajectories from
A = C+£1iD can be unbounded or terminate at A & iB, so they must coincide. It is then apparent
that each half-plane contains a domain bounded by the two curves connecting A £iB with C £iD
and a domain bounded by the trajectory joining C £ iD to itself; however the pole A = =+i can
only lie in one of these two domains, so the existence of the other leads to a contradiction with
Teichmiiller’s lemma. The zero level set Re(ih(A; x, 7)) = 0 is then the disjoint union of three
components: the real line and a Schwarz-symmetric pair of components each consisting of a loop
trajectory joining A = A £ iB to itself and surrounding A = i and an unbounded trajectory
emanating from A = A £ iB. In this case, the double roots A = C +iD do not lie on the zero level
of Re(ih(A; x, T)), and the level set is not connected.

4. FAR-FIELD ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF ROGUE WAVES IN THE DOMAIN &

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.6. Since that result is specialized to the case of fundamental
rogue waves of order k € Z - for which G = Q~° withs = (—1)¥ and M = Jk + ] (assumptions
that are essential to the proof), in this section we will write Sk (Lx,T)=SMx T, Q7% M).

4.1. Deformation to a dumbbell-shaped contour. When (x, 7) € £, we will find it useful to begin
by replacing the Jordan jump contour X, for S®)(A; x, T) with a dumbbell-shaped contour consist-
ing of a closed loop I'" in the upper half-plane surrounding the point A = i in the clockwise sense,
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its reflection I' ™ in the real axis (also oriented in the clockwise sense), and a “neck” N consisting of
an upward-oriented arc against the left side of the branch cut X for ¢(A; x, 7) and a downward-
oriented arc against the right side of the same cut. Combining these two jump conditions with
the jump discontinuity of the function 9(A; x, T) across the central arc X of the neck, we can write
a single jump condition for S%)(A; x, T) across N, which we take to be oriented in the upward
direction. For this calculation, we assume that initially the Jordan curve X, contains IT UN UT~
in its interior and we introduce a substitution by setting

(174) S(k) ()\; X, ’L') — s(k) ()\; X, ’L') e—iMl?(/\;)(,T)U3Q—s eiMﬂ(/\;)(,T)agl

for A between ¥, and TT UN UT™, and we set SK) Ax 1) = SW(Ay, T) elsewhere, i.e., in
the exterior of ¥, and in the interior of I'" and of I'". Dropping the tilde, the jump contour
for S®(A; x,7) becomes T UN UT~. The jump condition for S®)(A; x, ) across I'* and I'~
reads exactly the same as the original jump condition (26) across .. To compute the jump of the
redefined S (A; x, T) across N, we start from its definition and using the fact that 9(A; x, T) takes
distinct boundary values on N from either side we get

(175) S(f) ()\,. X, T) — S(,k) (A; X ’L') e—iMﬂ,(/\;X,T)ag Qs eiMﬂ,(A;X,T)@ e—iMlh(/\;)(,r)ag Q—s eiMﬂ+()\;X,T)0’3

= Sg()(A;X,T)%

14 e2IM(8+ (A1) —0- (A7) S(e—ZiMlL(/\;X,T) _ e—ZiMﬁ_(/\;)mr))
_S<e21M19+(/\;)(,T) _ eZiMIL(A;X,T)) 14+ e 2M(B:(Ax1)—0- (A1) ,
A € N.

But by (24) we have ¢4 (A; x, T) — 9-(A; x, 7) = —27. Since M = %k + i for k € Z-, this easily
reduces to

—2iM9; (A7)
® oy ) a®(y. 0 se =
S+ (/\/ X/ T) - S_ (/\/X/ T) !_SeZiMﬂ+(A;X,T) 0 ]
(176) 0 —2iMY_(A;x,T)
_g® (). mse T
=S= ()‘/7(' T) [S e2iMB_(A;x,7) 0 ]’ AEN.

Remark 4.1. The fact that the jump matrix on N is off-diagonal is a consequence of the quantization
of M >0viaM = %k + i, k € Z~o, and the choice of “core” matrix G = Q~° for s = (—1)". More
generally, if we express M > 0 in the modular form M = %k +rwithk € Z>pand 0 <r < %, then
for G = Q™° with s = +£1 arbitrary we obtain

(177) S.(Ax,T,Q 75, M)=S_(Ax,7,Q°°,M)e M-Nxtlosz (MO (NxT)os ) ¢ N
in place of (176), where Z is the constant matrix

(—1)*cos(2mrr)  s(—1)kisin(27rr)

(178) 2= ls(c1)Msin@ar)  (=1)Fcos(2rr) |

It is then clear that the only values of M > 0 for which Z is off-diagonal are those corresponding to
rogue waves. This is the reason why fundamental rogue waves behave differently for (x, 1) € £
than other solutions obtained from Riemann-Hilbert Problem 2 for different parameters as de-
scribed in Section 1.2, such as the high-order multiple-pole solitons for which M € 3Z-. The
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latter solutions are special once again, in that they are precisely the solutions for which Z is diag-
onal (in fact Z = (—1)T). In the general case, all four entries of Z are nonzero and hence available
for use as pivots in matrix factorizations, and this distinguishes the asymptotic behavior on £ from
both special cases as described in Section 1.8.

Next, we explain how the contours I't and N should be chosen (recall that I'~ is the Schwarz
reflection of I'" with clockwise orientation). Recall from Section 3.1.4 that as (), T) ranges over &,
there exists a simple closed curve surrounding the point A = i and passing through the point A =
A + iB such that all roots of 2tA% 4+ uA + v = 0 are in the exterior of this curve, and importantly,
such that 1/ (A; x, T) dA is purely real along the curve. In other words, the circle domain for the
rational quadratic differential 1’ (A; x, T)* dA? containing the pole A = i (reality of the residue due
to the condition (38) guarantees that this point is indeed contained in a circle domain) has only
the critical point A = A +iB on its boundary. We take the boundary curve, which is a critical
trajectory for 1'(A; x, T)2 dAZ, to be the loop I'". Then we choose N to be any Schwarz-symmetric
arc from A = A —iB to A = A + iB that lies in the exterior of both loops I't UT'". Later we will fix
its direction near the endpoints of N. See the left-hand panels of Figures 17-18.
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1 (@)
|
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FIGURE 17. Left: for (x,7) = (2.5,0.7) € &,, the regions in the A-plane where
Re(ih(A; x, 7)) < 0 (shaded) and Re(ih(A; x, 7)) > 0 (unshaded), and the modified
jump contour I'" U N UT ™. The jump contour X for 9(A; x, T) consists of the union
of N and the dashed red arcs terminating at A = =+i (red dots). Critical points
of h(A;x,T) are shown with black dots. Also shown are the “lens” regions L*
and R* lying to the left and right respectively of I'*. Right: the jump contour for
W® (A; x, 7). Note that for (x,7) € & we may choose the branch cut N = X,
(highlighted in orange) to coincide with a level curve of Re(ik(A; x, T)) and with
this choice Re(ik(A; x, T)) is a continuous function with the exception of the points
A = &i.
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FIGURE 18. As in Figure 17 but now for (x,7) = (2.0,1.2) € &;. In this case a
pair of real critical points of i(A; x, T) on &, have merged and split into a conjugate
pair that is necessarily on a nonzero level of Re(ik(A; x, T)). The consequence is
that it is no longer possible on &; to choose the branch cut N = %, to be a level
curve of Re(ih(A; x, T)) which therefore experiences a jump discontinuity across
the cut. We illustrate this fact in this figure by taking N as a somewhat arbitrary
union of straight line segments instead of any natural trajectory of #'(A; x, T)? dA2.
Crucially, this issue plays no role in the subsequent analysis, because it is never
necessary to factor the jump matrix carried by N.

4.2. Introduction of ¢ and steepest descent deformation of the Riemann-Hilbert problem. Now
with the contours T'* and N set up in this way, we introduce the g-function via the transformation
(35) taking S(k)(/\; X, T) to T(k)(A; X, T). We assume that the Schwarz-symmetric arc X, where
2(A; x, 7) fails to be analytic coincides with N, which in turn is a sub-arc of X.. Therefore, we need
the version of the construction of g(A; x, T) described in Section 3.1.3. Recalling from (163) that
he(Mx,T) +h(Ax, 1) = 29(x, T) for A € Xy = N, where (x, T) is a real quantity given by
(169) we obtain from (176) the jump condition for T®)(A; x, T) along N in the form

0 ie—2iMy(x.7)

(179) i @MY (x,7) 0

Tgf)()\;)(,r) = T(_k)()\;)(,l') , AEN.

We next take advantage of the fact that Re(i(A; x, 7)) = 0 on I'* to transform T (A; x, T) ex-
plicitly into wk) (A x T) by a substitution based on the same elementary factorization (91) used
in Section 2. Let OF denote small disks centered at A = +i and enclosed by I'* respectively, let
R* denote the interior of T'* with the closure of QF excluded, and let L* denote lens-shaped re-

gions on the exterior of I'* as shown in the left-hand panels of Figures 17-18. Then, we make the
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following definition (compare with (92)—-(97)):

1 0
®) (1. k) (Y. n
(180) W <A/X/ T) =T (/\1 X T) Se2iMh()‘?XrT) 1] ’ A € L ’
1o a—2iMh(A;x,7)

(181) WH (4 x, 1) = TH (4 x, 7)2:% [O o ] A€ R,
(182) WO x 1) = TR (A x, 7)28%, A e,
(183) WO 1) = TR (A x,T)272%, Aeq,
(184) WO (A;x, 1) :=TO (A; x, 7)27 2% ! Ol Aer, and

IXI . /XI —%S eZiMh(A;X,T) 1 7 7

o a—2iMh(Ax,T)

(185) WO x, 1) =TO (A x,7) (1) o ] Ael,

and elsewhere that T®)(A; x, ) is defined we set W*)(A; x, 1) := TW(A; x, 7). One can check
that W) (A; x, T) can be defined on I'* to be analytic there. Taking into account that e*#M/ (A7)
has jump discontinuities across arcs N* within the annular domains R*, the jump contour for
W (A; x, T) is as shown in the right-hand panels of Figures 17-18. The jump conditions satisfied
by w) (A; x, T) are then the following. Firstly, since wk Ax ) = T® (A; x, T) holds for both
boundary values taken along N, the same jump condition (179) holds for W) (A; x, T) also. Next,
comparing with (98)—(99) and (101)—(102), we have

(186) W x 1) =W x 1) [_ s eZiA}Ih(A;X,T) (1)] rec,
(187) W) =wh x| 2 e‘Ziffh(A;X’T)] , Aecy,

(k) (k) 1 0 -
(188) WY (Ax 1) =W (A x 1) _%SeZiMh(/\;x,T) 1], A e Cq, and
(189) W(f)(A;x, T) = W(,k)()»;)c, T) [(1) Se_mih(A;X’T)] , AeC;.

Finally, for A € N* we compute

AeN', and

1 lg( e 2iMhi(Ax,T) _ o—2iMh-(A;x,T)
190) WP x 1) = w0 7) (e e )|
0

1
2
1
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1

_%S(eZiMm(/\;x,T) _ eZiMh,()\,-X,T)> 1] , AEN".

(191) WPt = w9 1)

Then, since for A € N*, g(A; x, T) has no jump discontinuity and 9. (A; x, ) — 90— (A; x, T) = —27,
and since M = 1k + 1 for k € Z, these simplify to

i e~ IM(hy (Mx,T)+h-(Ax, 1))
(192) wf)(A,-x,r)zw(_’”(A;X,r)é e

], AeNt, and

1
(193) WO x 1) = WP (A x, 1) ! O ren-
+ A = WX T M () +h-(xT) 1|7 '

4.3. Parametrix construction. From the sign structure of Re(i/(A; x, 7)) as indicated with shading
in Figures 17-18, it is then clear that the jump matrices are exponentially small perturbations of
the identity matrix except when A € N = ¥, and in small neighborhoods of the branch points
A = A £ iB. To deal with these, we first construct an outer parametrix denoted W(k)'o‘“()\; X, T)
designed to solve the jump condition (179) for A € X, exactly, to be analytic for A € C\ Z¢, and
to tend to the identity as A — oo. This is easily accomplished simply by diagonalization of the
constant jump matrix, the eigenvalues of which are +i. All solutions of the jump condition (179)
have singularities at the endpoints of ¥, and we select the unique solution with the mildest rate
of growth at these two points:

(194) wik )Out(/\ X, T) = e*iMW(X'T)%Qy(/\;X, T)Ue,Qflein(m)tfal

where Q is the matrix defined in (1), and where y(A; x, T) is the function analytic for A € C\ X,
determined by the conditions

A —Ao(x, T)
A—=Ao(x, T)*
Note that the only dependence on M enters via the oscillatory factors e
parametrix W(*)-0ut(); y ) isbounded as M — oo, provided that A is bounded away from Ag(x, T)
and Ag(x, T)*.

Next, we let D () and D, (6) =
at A = Ao(x, 7) = A(x, 7) +1iB(
like a square root as A — Ag(x, 7) and hy (Ao(x, T); x, T) + h—(Ao(x, T); x, T) = 27(x, T), there is a
univalent function f,,(A; x, T) defined on D, (6) with fi,(Ao(x, T); x, T) = 0 such that

(195) y(Ax 1)t = and y(A; x,7) — las A — oo

+iM
iMY(x1)% g0 the outer

D,,(9)* be disks of small radius ¢ independent of M centered
X, T) and A = Ag(x, T)* respectively. Since h'(A; x, T) vanishes

(196) ffto ()\/ X/ T)3 = = (h+(/\; X/ T) + h- ()\/ X/ T) - 2’)’(){/ T))Zl S D)\o (5)/
in which the sum of boundary values of & is analytically continued from N to D, (6) \ N by
means of the identity hy(A; x,7) — h—(A;x,7) = —2m for A € NT. Moreover, the univalent

solution of (196) and the jump contours N N D, (), NT N D, (), and C;" N D,,(6) can be chosen
so that A € NN D, (6) implies fy,(A;x,T) < 0, A € Nt N D,,(6) implies f,(A; x,T) > 0, and
A € C} N Dy, (8) implies that either arg(fa,(A;x, 7)) = 37 or arg(fa,(A; x, 7)) = —%7. Define a
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matrix X¥)(A; x, T) within D, (6) by
(197) X®(A;x, 1) := WH(A; x, 7) e M glines ) € D) (5).

Then, using again M = %k + 411 for k € Z~, the jump conditions satisfied by X(k)(/\; X, T) can
be written in a simple form, in terms of the variable (rescaled conformal coordinate on D, (J))
{ = M’ fr,(A;x, 7);

3
-2
(198) xﬁ“(mx,r):x(")m;x,r)é ° ] arg({) =0,
() () L0 >
(199) XY (xT) =X (AxT) —egg ar arg({) = £5m, and

(200) XP;x 1) =xB (4 x,1)

0 3], wnn-o

where for uniformity all four rays are taken to be oriented away from the origin in the {-plane.
There exists a unique matrix function A(¢) with the following properties:

e A(Q) is analytic for 0 < |arg({)| < 37 and 37t < |arg({)| < 7 (four sectors);

e A(() takes continuous boundary values from each sector satisfying the same jump condi-
tions written in (198)—(200);

e A({) has uniform asymptotics in all directions of the complex plane given by

1+0(7%) o

200 ARt = 1605 T o)

§— oo,

where Q is the matrix defined in (1).

It is well-known that the unique solution of these Riemann-Hilbert conditions can be written ex-
plicitly in terms of Airy functions, and the reader can find a complete development of the solution
in [7, Appendix B]. Next, we define the matrix function

(202) H()\; X T) . eiM’y(x,r)@W(k),out (/\/. X T) e—iM’)/(X,T)(Ts Qon ()\; X T)—%l@ 3}11”03

and note that it follows from the definition of the conformal map A — f,(A; x, T) and the defi-
nition (194) of WKout(A; » 1) that H(A; x, T) is analytic for A € D, (d) and is independent of M.
We use H(A; x, T) and A(() to define an inner parametrix on D,,(6) as follows:

(203)

WO (A, 7) o= e IMTWDBH(A; y, T)M 6B A(ME £y, (A x, T)) e 17 M100D%, ) € D, (5).

It is easy to check that W) (A; x, T) takes continuous boundary values that satisfy exactly the
same jump conditions within D, (8) as do those of W) (A; x, T) itself. Also, since { is large of size
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2
M3 when A € 9D, (9),

204) WEAo (A 5 TYWEIout () o 7)~1
_ efiM'y()(,T)@H(/\; X, T)Mf%@.A(g) ef%imf_o,Q e%iﬂ()’gg*%(@M%(@H()\; X, T)fl eiM’y(X,T)(T?,

1+0(7%) oM=3¢)
O(M3{7%) 1+0(7?)

=T1+0(M™), A€aDy,(9).

_ e—in(x,r)osH(/\,. P H(A; x, T)—l eMr(x,T)es

Since the matrix W®) (A; x, T) satisfies w k) AM5x, 1) = WK (A; x, T)*02, we may define a second
inner parametrix for A € D) (J) to respect this symmetry.
We combine the inner and outer parametrices into a global parametrix by setting

W k) Ao (A x T), A € Dy, (6),
205)  WHWAx1) = WO A% x, 1) s, A€ Dy (6),
WUt (A ¥, T), A € C\ (D) () UDy;(8) ULg).

4.4. Error analysis and asymptotic formula for ¢, (My, M1) for (x,7) € £. Asin Section 2.3, we
define an error matrix to compare W) (A; x, T) with its global parametrix defined in (205):

(206) FO (A x,7) = WO, )W (A; x, 1) 7

This matrix can be considered to be analytic in A except on a contour X consisting of the union
of (i) those arcs of the jump contour for W) (A; x, T) other than X, outside the disks D,,(6) and
D, () and (ii) the disk boundaries 9D, (6) and 9D, (), which we take to have clockwise orienta-
tion. Also, F¥)(A; x, T) takes continuous boundary values on X from each connected component
of C \ X, and F(k)()\; X, T) — Tas A — oo. Because § > 0 is held fixed as M — oo and because
the outer parametrix is uniformly bounded on arcs of type (i), there is a constant v > 0 such
that on those arcs we have the uniform estimate FSf)(A; X, T) = F® (A x, T) (I 4+ O(e vM)). On
the circular arcs of type (ii), the estimate (204) and its Schwarz reflection guarantee that on those
arcs we have the uniform estimate Fglf) AxT) = F (A x, T)(T+O(M™1)). By small-norm the-
ory it then follows that r (A;x,T) = T+ O(M™1) holds in the L? sense on the union of arcs of
types (i) and (ii) as M — +oo. Using the Cauchy integral representation (123) then shows that
FOAx, 1) =1+ A_ngk) (x,T) + O(A72%) as A — co where ng) (x, ) = O(M™1) holds uniformly
for (x, T) in compact subsets of £.

Using the fact that for |A| sufficiently large, S®)(A; x,7) = WW®(A; x, 7) e MEWNX D% while
WO (A; x, ) = WEOU (A x ), from (28) we have the following exact formula

Pe(My, MT) = 2j e~ iMT )}g{}o /\Wl(fg)m; X, 7) eiMg(Aix,T)

(207) =2ie” ™" lim A [EY (s W (A x,T)

+R5 (0 T)WG ™ (A, T)] Mg ),
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Since F(k)()\; x,T) — 1, W(k)'o‘“()\; x,7) = I, and g(A; x, 7) — 0 as A — oo, this simplifies to
(208) Pe(My, MT) = 2ie M7 lim A [Wf’z‘)"’“t(A; 1) +ED s, r)} .

A—00
Using (194) and that ng) (x,T) = O(M™1), recalling B(x, T) = Im(Ao(x, 7)) > 0 we obtain
(209) Ye(My, MT) = B(x, ) e MTe 2M1T) L (M),

which completes the proof of Theorem 1.6.

5. FAR-FIELD ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR IN THE DOMAIN S

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.7 and its corollaries. Our analysis is valid for all M € Z-,
with G = Q7% s = £1 in contrast to that in the preceding section. The analysis will be guided
by the sign chart of Re(ih(A; x, 7)), h(A; x, T) = g(A x, T) + 8(A; x, T). Recall from the discussion
in Section 3 that for (x,7) € S, I'(A; x, T)? has 2 real double roots denoted by a(x, ) < b(x,T),
and two simple roots A(x, T) £1B(x, T) for which we write Ag(x, 7) := A(x, T) +1iB(x, T), where
B(x,T) > 0, and we also have A(), T) < 0 because the endpoints A(), T) iB()x, ) of X, along
which ¢(A; x, T) has a jump discontinuity, lie in the left half-plane for all (x, T) in the interior of
S. We recall from the beginning of Section 3.1.4 that Re(ik(A; x, 7)) = 0 holds for all A € R\ X,.
Therefore, both h_(a(x, 7); x, T) and h(b(x, T); X, T) are real-valued. We also note the facts

(210) W (a(x,7);x,T) <0 and HK'(b(x,7);x,T) >0,

which follow from the formula (41) since T > 0 and a(x, 7), b(x, T) are real roots of the quadratic
in the numerator of (41) for (), ) in the interior of S.

Recall from Section 3.1.4 that there is a Schwarz-symmetric arc of the zero level curve of A —
Re(ih(A; x, 7)) that connects Ag(x, T) to Ag(x, T)* and passes through the point a(x,7) € R. We
place the branch cut X, on this curve, denote by Zét its subarcs that lie in the half-planes C*,
and orient ¥ from Aj to Ag. The other bounded trajectory of the zero level curve in the upper
half plane is one that connects Ao(x, T) to b(x, T). We denote this arc by I'" = I'"(x, 1), and its
Schwarz reflection by I~ = I'"(x, 7), both with downward orientation. We also set I' := rtu
I~ uU{b(x,t)}. Wesetl := [a(x,T),b(x, 7)] to denote the only remaining bounded component
of Re(ih(A; x, 7)) = 0. For the analysis that follows we take X, to be the clockwise-oriented loop
Y, = g UT. We choose X to be a Schwarz-symmetric arc that connects the points A = +i while
passing through the point A = 1(a(x,7) + b(x, 7)), say (any point in (a(x, 7),b(x, 7)) would
suffice), with upward orientation. See the left-hand panel of Figure 19 for an illustration of these
arcs.

5.1. Introduction of ¢ and steepest descent deformation of the Riemann-Hilbert problem. With
contours chosen this way, we have Yo UX = @©; therefore, we need the version of the construc-
tion of g(A; x, T) described in Section 3.1.2. We introduce the g-function and the matrix func-
tion T(A; x, 7,Q°, M) by the global substitution (35). We let O denote the domain enclosed by
Zg UT* U I which contains A = iand £, NC*, and let O~ be its Schwarz reflection. We let Ly and
L (resp., RE and Rf) denote lens-shaped regions lying to the left (resp., right) of Zgi and I'* with
respect to orientation, as depicted in the left-hand panel of Figure 19. The lens-shaped regions
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FIGURE 19. Left: the initial jump contour and sign chart of Re(ik(A; x, T)) (shaded
for negative, unshaded for positive) for (x,7) = (2,0.8) € S, showing also the
regions where explicit transformations are made. Right: the resulting jump contour
after the transformations.

are chosen to be so thin as to exclude the points A = +i and X while supporting a fixed sign of
Re(ih(A; x, T)). On I'%, we will use the two-factor factorizations of the central factor Q %, exactly
as written in (91). However, along X, we will employ the following additional factorizations

2%03 1 —%s 0 s| |1 -s Aes
s 0 1 ||-s ofllo 1] 8
(211) Q=
1 oollo sl B
272% , AEZg.
35 1| |—=s 0] |s 1

Taking advantage of the two-factor matrix factorizations (91), we define W(A) = W(A; x, 7,Q°, M)
in the lens-shaped regions surrounding I'* by:

_ 1 0
] 1 lse—ZiMh(/\;)(,T)
(213) W(A) =T\ x,7,Q %, M)22% 0 2 . , AERE,
(214) W(A) :=T(A;x,7,Q 75, M)2:%, A e,

(215) W(A):=T(A;x,7,Q 5 M)27 1%, AeQ,
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_ _ 1 0 _
(216) W(A) = T(A;x,T,Q %, M)2 /2 [—1seziMhu;X,T> 1]’ t el
2
B 1 —s efZiMh(A;)(,T) B
(217) W(A) == T(A;x,7,Q %, M) [O , , A€l

Note how the definitions above compare with (180)-(185) which use the same factorizations of
Q~°: the regions L* and R* are merely replaced with Lljf and lef, respectively. In the lens-shaped
regions surrounding X, on the other hand, we make use of the factorizations (211) and define:

(218) W(A) := T(A;x, 7,0, M) lé Semihw'ﬂ], A e L,

(219) W(A) = T(A; x,7,Q 5, M)24s [(1) _ésejmm’”], AERE,
(220) W(A) =T\ x,1,Q°°, M) [—s ezm}m()\;x,r) (i)] , AeLyg, and
(221) W(A) := T(A;x, 7, Q %, M)2 2% [%S eZiZ\/}h(A;X,T) (1)] , AERg.

We simply leave W(A) := T(A; x, 7,Q %, M) elsewhere. It is now easy to see that W(A) extends
to A € TTUT™ as an analytic function, so that W(A) is analytic in the complement of the jump
contour C;{/L U C;,,R UCy UCsrUZ,UTU CF,L U C;“/R UCrp UCr g, the arcs of which are depicted
in the right-hand panel of Figure 19. Across these arcs W(A) satisfies the following jump relations:

1 0
(222) W (A) =W-(A) [_S Q2iMh(A;x,7) 1] , AEC,
1 15 e—ZiMh()\;)(,T)
(223) W, (1) = W_() [O =0 , AEeChy
1 0 _
(224) W, (L) =W_(A) 1AMt |’ A€ Crg, and
1 Se—ZiMh(A;)(,T)
(225) WL () =W_(1) | . , AeC,

which are again in parallel with the jump conditions (186)—(189), and
(226) W, (A)=W_(1)2%, Acl,

1 —s e—ZiMh(/\;Xfr)

(227) W.(A) = W_(A) [0 )

], reCyy,
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1 —1g efZiMh(A;)(,T)
(228) W) =W, T , AeChy
1 0 -
(229) Wi(A)=W_(A) S 2MAOT) 1|7 A€Cy;, and
230 Wi(A)=W_(A L 0] AeCy
( ) +( )_ —( ) %SeziMh()‘;X’T) 1_/ € Y,R*

Finally, along the branch cut ¥, we have

s e—ZiMK()(,T))
0

0

(231) g o2iMr(x,7)

s /\Ez‘g:z‘guz‘;’

Wi (A) =W_(A) [
where 2x(x, T) is the real constant value of i (A; x, T) +h—(A; x, T) for A € Xy and x(x, T) is given
in (54). It follows from the sign chart of Re(ik(A; x, 7)) as shown in Figure 19 that all of the jump
matrices above except for those supported on [ U X, tend to the identity matrix exponentially fast
as M — +oo for A on the relevant supporting arcs away from the points A = Ag(x, 7), Ao(x, 7)",
a(x,7) and b(x, 7). In sufficiently small neighborhoods of these points, we will construct local
parametrices that satisfy the jump conditions exactly.

5.2. Parametrix construction.

5.2.1. Outer parametrix construction. We start with construction of an outer parametrix denoted

WOUE(A) := WOU(A; x, T, Q %, M) satisfying exactly the jump conditions on I and ¥ (cf., (226) and

(231)) that do not become asymptotically trivial as M — 4-oco. The procedure follows closely the

construction in [5, Section 4.2.2] and it can be viewed as a combination of the outer parametrices

constructed in Section 2 and in Section 4 together with a new diagonal factor which is intrinsic

to S. Indeed, the jump condition (226) on I is identical for (x,7) € C and (x,7) € S, hence we
A—a(x,T)

e =g (A=t )

where the power function is defined as the principal branch and p > 0 was defined in (103). Then,
J(A) = J(A x,7,Q %, M) extends analytically to I, and we will assume that it is bounded near
A =a(x, 7),b(x, 7) in particular making it analytic at A = b(x, 7). Therefore, J(A) is analytic for
A € C\ X; and tends to the identity as A — co. Across X, the constant jump condition (231)
required of W°Ut()) becomes modified for J(A):

employ the outer parametrix (103) to write WOu(A) as

(232)

A—a(x,T) 0

J+(A) =T-(4) <)\—b(){,’f)

(233) |
ipos
)"

e2iMx (x,7)

s efziMK()(,’()
0

A—a(x,T)

7ip0'3
— , AEX,
A— b(X! T) ) © g

I
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and we will convert this back into a constant jump condition on Z¢ alone by introducing a Szegdé
function K(A; x, T), which we define by

(234) KA x 1) = Pl"g(m)

b(X/T) d17
+ R/\, ,T/ s
PR(AX )aom R(m; x,T)(n — A)

in which the logarithm is taken to be the principal branch, —7t < Im(log(-)) < 7. It is straight-
forward to confirm that K(A; x, T) has the following properties. Recalling the definition (55) of
the constant u(x, ), K(A; x,T) = —u(x,7) + O(A71) as A — co. Despite appearances, K(A; x, T)
does not have a jump across I as is easily confirmed by comparing the boundary values of the
logarithm and using the Plemelj formula. The apparent singularities at A = a(x, 7),b(x, T) are
removable, so the domain of analyticity for K(A; x,7) is A € C\ Z,, and K(A; x, T) takes continu-
ous boundary values on X, including at the endpoints. These boundary values are related by the
jump condition

. . _ A— H(X, T)
(235) Ki(Ax, 1)+ Ko(Mx,T) =2p log(A “b(x, T)), A€ Zg.
One can indeed check that K(A; x, T) has the alternate representation obtained by the Plemelj for-
mula:
R(A;x,7) n—a(x,7) 2pdy
(236 K(A; ,T:./10< ,
’ WD = e = et ) R =)

which confirms the properties stated above. The values of K(A; x, T) at A = a(x, ), b(x, T) will be
useful in obtaining the asymptotic formula for g(My, Mt;Q~°, M), and they can easily be com-
puted from the representation (236). Using

(237)  R(b(x,7);x,7) = [b(x, T) = Ao(x, T)| and  R-(a(x,7);x,7) = |a(x, 7) — Ao(x, )],

we arrive at the formulee (56)—(57) for K, (x, 7) := K_(a(x, 7); x, T) and K, (x, 7) := K(b(x, 7); X, T)
respectively.
Preserving the normalization at infinity, we introduce K(A; x, T) in the construction of WU(A)

by

(238) J(A) = L(A) e LKD) +u(x1))0os

It then follows that L(A) = L(A; x, T,Q™°, M) is a matrix function analytic for A € C \ X, that
tends to [ as A — oo, and that satisfies the jump condition

0 s e~ 2(Mr(LO+(xT)

(239) L,(A)=L_(A) _ g @2(Mx (1) +p(x,7)) 0 '

A€ X
L(A) is given by
(240) L()\) = e—i%sm@ e—i(MK(XrT)+V(X:T))‘73Qy(A; X T)%Q-l el Mr(x,T)+1(x,7))o3 ei%sm@/

where y(A; x, 7) is defined in (195). This solution clearly relates to (232) in exactly the same way
that (194) relates to (179) with T replaced by W, and obviously L(A) — I as A — oo. Combining
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(232), (238), and (240) completes the construction of the outer parametrix WOut(A):

. Zi(K(A: A—a(x, 1)\
wyout _ i(K(Ax 1) +u(x))os [ 22—\ V)
(241) (M) =LN)e ()\ —b(x, T)) '

Note that the only dependence on M enters via the oscillatory factors e*M*(X7)% in L(A). Thus,
WOUt(A) = Weut(); x, 7,Q %, M) is bounded as M — oo, provided that A is bounded away from
Ao(x, ) and Ag(x, T)*.

While the outer parametrix exactly satisfies the same jump conditions satisfied by W(A) on X,
and I, it is discontinuous near the endpoints of these arcs. Thus, the problem at hand requires four
inner parametrices W*(1), W?(1), WA (1), and W*i (1) to be defined in disks D, (5), centered at
the points A = a(x, T), b(x,7), Ao(x, T), Aj(x, T), respectively, where § = 5(x,7) > 0 is chosen
sufficiently small but independent of M. We take the circular boundaries of these disks to have
clockwise orientation.

5.2.2. Inner parametrix construction near the points a(x, T) and b(x, 7). To define an inner parametrix
WP(A) = WP(A; x, 7,Q7%, M) in Dy (6), first note that the properties of h(A; x, T) summarized at
the beginning of this section imply that h(A; x, T) — h(b(x, T); x, T) is an analytic function of A that
vanishes precisely to second order as A — b(x, 7). We introduce an M-independent conformal
coordinate f; by setting

(242) frAix, T =2(h(Ax,T) —hp(x, 7)), A € Dy(9),

where hy(x, T) := h(b(x, T); x, T), and choose the solution with f;(b(x, T); x, T) > 0. To see why
this choice is possible, note that repeated differentiation in (242) results in the relation

(243) foo(x,0); x,7)% = 1" (b(x, 7); x, T) > 0.

With this choice the arc I N Dy (d) is mapped by A — f(A; x, T) locally to the negative real axis.
Then, in the rescaled conformal coordinate g, := Mz fp, the jump conditions satisfied by the matrix
function

(244) UY(A) := W(Q)i2(0-9)% o= iMi(x D ) ¢ Dy (5)

coincide exactly with those of U({) described right before (112) when expressed in terms of the
variable { = {}, and the jump contours are locally taken to coincide with the five rays arg({) =
+17, arg({) = £3m, and arg(—¢) = 0 as shown in [5, Figure 9]. Therefore, the construction of
WP (A) follows mutatis mutandis that of the local parametrix near b in Section 2.2. Indeed, replacing
0, with h;, and taking into account the fact that WOU()) in this section differs from the outer
parametrix (103) in Section 2.2 by multiplication on the left by J(A), one obtains (compare with
(111))

(245) WP (L) := YV (A)U(gy)i 20197 iMinxm)es
where Y?(A) is the prefactor that is holomorphic in the disk D}, (8) and is given by
(246) Yb()t) = J(/\)M%ipag efiMhh()(,T)@i%(lfs)@ Hb()x),
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in which H?(A) is given exactly as in (107) with the conformal map f;(A; x, T) being based on & as
in (242) rather than on ¢ as in Section 2. H?(A) is holomorphic in the disk Dj(8). It is now easy to
verify (by drawing a comparison with the construction in Section 2.2) that W?(1) exactly satisfies
the jump conditions for W(A) in Dy (d). Comparing the this parametrix with the outer parametrix
(which is unimodular) on the boundary of D, (J), we see that

(247) W)W ()T = Y )U(G)Z/ Y (A)

and using the asymptotic expansion (112) in (247) yields the estimate

(248) sup [|[WP(A)WOU(A) "L —T|| = O(M"2), M — oo,
A€aD,(8)

where || - || denotes the matrix norm induced from an arbitrary vector norm on C?.

Constructing an inner parametrix W*(A) = W%(1)(A; x, 7,Q %, M) in the disk D,(6) requires
a bit more work due to the presence of the cut X¢ inside D,(J). Note that for A € D,, h(A; x, T)
comprises two different functions that are both analytic in the entire disk D,(6). We will use +
subscripts to denote these functions: h_(A; x, T) (resp., h+(A; x, T)) coincides with h(A; x, T) for A
to the right (resp., left) of X, with respect to (upward) orientation. These functions are of course
related by hy(A;x,T) +h- (A x, T) = 2k(x, 7) for A € D,(6), where the (real-valued) constant
«(x, T) is given in (54). By analogy, we denote by D, (6) (resp., Da+(0)) the part of D,(6) that lies
to the right (resp., left) of X, with respect to orientation. We use the same notational convention
for the boundaries of these half-disks: 9D, + (4) denotes the circular boundary of D, + () (omitting
o).

We base the definition of a conformal mapping on the analytic function A — h_(A; x, 7). Again
by the properties of i summarized at the beginning of this section, h_(A; x,T) —h_(a(x, 7); x, T)
vanishes to second order as A — a(x, T). We introduce an M-independent conformal coordinate
fa by setting

(249) fa(Xx, 1) = 2(ha(x, T) = h-(A; X, 7)), A € Da(6),

where h,(x, T) := h_(a(x, 7); x, T), and choose the solution with f}(a(x, 7); x,7) < 0. This is again
possible as one obtains by repeated differentiation in (249) the relation

(250) fala(x, 1) x, T)* = =h" (a(x,7); x, T) >0,

see (210). With this choice, the arc I N D,(9) is mapped by A — f,(A; x, T) locally to the negative
real axis. In the rescaled conformal coordinate {, := M : fa, the jump conditions satisfied by the
piecewise-defined matrix function

W(A)i2(1-9)93i05 @~ iMha (x,1)05 (g7, ), A€ D, (6),
1

W(/\)ii(l_s)‘73 e—iMK()(,T)173 (—i(Tz) eiMK(X,T)U3i03 e—iMha (x, 7)o (i(Tz), = Da,-l— (5)

(251) U"(A):= {

coincide exactly with those of U({) described right before (112) again when expressed in terms of
the variable { = {, and the jump contours are locally taken to coincide with the five rays arg({) =
+1im, arg({) = 37, and arg(—{) = 0 as shown in [5, Figure 9]. In light of the transformation
(251), for W(A)W?(A)~! to be analytic in D, (5) we take the parametrix W4 (A)=W*(A; x, T, Q~%, M)
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to be of the form

Wi(A) = {“(A)U@axim oM (1005 -)i -1 (1-5), A€ D, (),

(252) .
Y (A U(Z,) (—iop) Mo (=) K (x, 7)i" 2079, A € D, (5),

where we have set
(253) K(x,7):= e IMr(xT)os (i02) elMr(xT)os

for brevity in the expressions, and where Y?(\) is a matrix function that is holomorphic in D,(4),
to be determined by requiring W*(A)WOU(A)~1 =T+ 0(1) for A € dD,(5) as M — +co. We note
that J(A) given in (232) defines two functions that are analytic in the entire disk D,(6), and we
again use + subscripts consistent with their boundary values taken on X, to label them: J. (A)
coincides with J(A) for A € D, +(6). It follows from (232) and (252) that for A € 0D, _(6) we have
(254)
1p0o3
AT Arout -1 _ _ iMh, (x,T)03 (:—03\;— % (1—5)03 A— LZ(X, T) -1

W OWE (1) = XU() (i) 00 - enji-it-sin (2 F0 ) Ty ),

On the other hand, the definition (232) also yields for A € D, () \ I

(255) Wout(/\) 11— 5)031¢73 —iMh,(x,7)03 (iO’z) _ ]7( ) 11— 5)03103 iMhﬂ()(,T)@M—%ip@Ha(A)éa—ipﬂsl

where H” () is given exactly by the formula (106) except with the different conformal map f,(A; x, 7)
whose construction (249) is based on h_(A; x, T) rather than #(A; x, T) as in Section 2. H?(A) is
holomorphic in the entire disk D, (J). Using (255) in (254) guides us to choose the prefactor Y*(A)
to be

(256) Ya()\) =7 ()\)M—%ip(@ e—iMhn(x,T)U;;i%(1—5)031173Ha(A),

which is holomorphic in the entire disk D,(d) and unimodular. Since Y?(A) is now determined,
W?(A) is determined according to (252) and it follows that the mismatch (254) between the inner
parametrix and the outer parametrix along 0D, — (J) reads:

(257) W ()W ()71 = Y (N UGS "Y' (V) 7, A €D, (9).

However, we have used only the information in the right half-disk D, g(6) to construct W*(A),
and one needs to check whether (257) actually holds on the entire disk boundary 9D, (). This can
be verified by a direct calculation using the relation (231), and we indeed have

(258) W)W ()7 = YA U(Z)Z DY (M), A € aD4(9).
By construction, W () exactly satisfies the jump conditions for W*(A) in D,(d). Then using the

asymptotic expansion (112) in (258), we obtain the estimate

(259) sup  [[WH (AW (A) 1 —T|| = O(M~2), M — +oo.

A€aD, (6)
5.2.3. Inner parametrix construction near the points Ao(x, T) and Ao(x,7)*. We now let D, (J) and
Dj:(6) = Dy, ()" denote disks of small radius ¢ independent of M centered at A = Ao(x, T) and
A = Ao(x, T)* respectively. Recalling that h(Ao(x, T); x, T) = «(x, T) and h'(A; x, T) vanishes like a
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square root as A — Ag(x, T), a procedure almost exactly like the one following (196) in Section 4.3
(replacing both of the boundary values h+ in (196) with ) leads to the construction of an inner
parametrix W9(A) on D,,(6) in terms of Airy functions which takes continuous boundary val-
ues and satisfies exactly the same jump conditions within D, (J) as W(A). Moreover, across the
boundary 0D, (0) this inner parametrix satisfies

(260) sup [[WRAWOHA) T 1| =0(M™Y), M — +co.
A€aD,,

Since the matrix W(A) satisfies W(A*) = 0, W(A)*02, we may define as in Section 4.3 a second
inner parametrix for A € D A (6) to respect this symmetry, which, of course, satisfies

(261) sup [|[WA(A)WOA) L —T|| =0(M™), M — +co.
)\EaD/\a

A global parametrix W(A) = W(A; x,T,Q %, M) is finally constructed by assembling the outer
and inner parametrices as follows:

Wh(A), A€ Dy(0),
WH(A), A e Dyld),

(262)  W(A) := < W2(A), A € Dy(6),

WP(A), A € Dy(9),

WoUt(1), A € C\ (ZgUTUDy,(8) UDy:(6) UD4(6) UDy(5)).

5.3. Small norm problem for the error and large-M expansion. To analyze the accuracy of the
global parametrix W(A) for (x, 7) € S, we define the error

(263) F(A) := WA)W(A)™L.

As W()\) satisfies exactly the same jump conditions as W(A) inside the disks D, (6), A = a,b, Ag, A§,
and on portions of the arcs X, and I exterior to these disks, F(A) can be taken as an analytic func-
tion of A € C with the exception the contour system X, which consists of the portions of the arcs
C%L, C%R, Czi, L C§ & lying outside the disks D, ;,(6) and Dy, 1+ (6) along with the four disk bound-
aries 0D, ;(6) and D), 1:(6). We denote by VE(A) the jump matrix for F(A), which is supported

on Xg. On the arcs CfF,L, CIjF,R, Cg Lr Ci  outside the four disks, we can express VF (A) as
26 VE(A) = F_(A)'F (M)
264 . .

= WO M)W (A) TW (L) WUt (1)L,

Since W°"()) remains bounded with unit determinant as M — +o0 and ¢ is fixed, there exists
a positive constant v > 0 such that VF(1) — T = O( e ¥M) holds uniformly on the jump contour
Zr for F(A) except on the circles 9D, ;,(0) and 9D, 1; (0). On the circles, the jump matrix for F(A)
takes the form:

(265) Fi(A) =
(266) Fy(A) =

C(A) - WERQOWOR(A) T, A € 9D, ,(5),
L (A) - WS QWO (A) !, A € 9D a5 (6),
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because W(A) is continuous across each of the four circles. Recalling the estimates (248) and
(259), it is seen from (265) that VF(A) — 1 = O(M~2) holds uniformly on the circles 9D, ;(9).
Similarly, we see from (260)-(261) and (266) that VE(A) — T = O(M~!) holds uniformly on the
circles 9D, 1 (0). Thus, it follows that F (A) = F_(A)(T+ O(M~1)) holds uniformly as M — +oco
on the compact jump contour 2. Standard small-norm theory for such Riemann-Hilbert problems
implies that F_ (1) = I +O(M2) holds in the L? sense on L, in the limit M — +-co.

5.4. Asymptotic formula for g(x,t;Q°, M) and fundamental rogue waves for (x,7) € S. We
note that for the matrix function W(A) = W(A; x, 7,Q %, M)

(267) W(A) = T(A) = S(A) M8 T)es

holds for |A| sufficiently large; therefore, from (27) we have the formula

(268) 7(My, MT;Q™, M) = 2i lim (AW (1) M5

On the other hand, we see from the definitions (262) and (263) that

(269) W(A) = F(A)W°(A)

also holds for |A| sufficiently large; therefore, (268) is expressed as:

(270) q(Mx, M7;Q™%, M) = 2i lim (AR (AW (A) + AF(A) Wt (A)).
Now WO () tends to the identity as A — oo, and from (263) so does F(A). Therefore,
(271) g(Myx, Mt;Q %, M) = 2i lim (AWPSH(A) 4+ AFi2(A)).

Recalling that K(A; x, T) + u(x, 7) = O(A7!) as A — oo, it is easily seen from the definitions (240)
and (241) that

(272) 2i lim AW§3*(4) = B(x, 7) e AMr(xDFu(xD+ism) — oSl 7 pp),

producing the leading term for q(My, MT; Q~°, M) given in (64).

It now remains to compute the contribution in (270) coming from AFj(A; x, T) as A — co. For-
mulating the jump condition for F(A) in the form F; — F_ = F_(VF — 1) and using the fact that
F(A) — I as A — oo, we obtain from the Plemelj formula the same representation as in (123) for
F(A). It then follows that F(A) has the Laurent series expansion which is convergent for suffi-
ciently large |A|:

@y FW =1z YA [ F V) -Dpd 2> (2] = sup gl
2711 ‘r]EZF

We obtain from this expansion the integral representation

1

274)  lim AFpp(A) = — —
(274)  lim APip(A) = —5 =

L[ an = v ay

+ [ vhmars [ Fa-p(vE@m - D).
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We recall that F(A) — I = O(M~?) in the L? sense and VF(A) —I = O(M~?) in the L* sense on
¥F in the limit M — +o0. As the L! norm is subordinate to the L2 norm on the compact contour
*F direct application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows that the first and the last integrals in
(274) are both of size O(M~!) as M — +o0. Combining this fact with (272) in the formula (271)
yields
@5 e MuQ M) = e mM) - - [ VB O, M oo

F
Note that V(1) is O(M™!) on the circles dD),1:(6) as M — +ooand itis O( e M) on the portions
of the arcs C%L,C%R, Ci L,Ci r lying outside the four disks, whereas VE(A) is O(M*%) on the
circles 0D, ; (). Therefore, the same formula as above holds with a different error of the same size
when the integration contour X is replaced with 0D,(6) U dDy(d):

(276) q(Mx, Mt;Q % M) = ¥ (x, ;M) —

VEMdn+Oo(M™), M— )
ném@wm@ % () dip + O(M™1) to0

Using the asymptotic expansion (112) in the formule (247) and (258) and recalling that VF(1) =
WL (A )WOut(A) =1 for A € 9D, ;(J), we see that

2iM? fap(Ax,T)
The definition (246) for Y!(A) together with the fact that H’(A) is a diagonal matrix directly gives

1 YA (A)2 4+ BYSP ()2
(277) VEA) = (“ i (M) F A () >+O(M1), M — +0o, A €D, (0).

. 2ip
(278) Ylbl (A)Z = sl (A)Z e—Zi(K(/\;X,T)—l-y(X,T)) e—2iMhb(X,T)Mip (/\ _ ﬂ(X, T))Zip ( fb(/\, % T) ) ,

A— b(X/ T)
. —2ip
b 2 _ 2 2i(K(Ax1)+u(x 1)) o20Mhy(x,70) af—ip(y _ —2ip fh(/\rXr T)
(279)  Y{h(A)? =sLip(A)“e e MP(A—a(x, 1)) (A— b0x,7) ,

where to arrive at the latter formula we have used s = 1. Similarly, the definition (256) for
Y?(A), this time together with the fact that H?(A) is off-diagonal and with perhaps more tedious
arithmetic gives

(280)
% (/\>2 — L (A)z 2i(K_ (A, )+u(x,7)) ZiMha(X,T)Mip<b( 7) — /\)Zip a(x, t) —A A
T e e © v fix 1))
(281)

. . . . ) a(x, ) — A 2ip
Y{zz(/\)Z _ _SL—,ll ()\)2 ele(K,(/\,X,T)*FH(X,T)) efZIMh“(X’T)Mﬂp(b(X, T) B A)le( f()g)\ic T) > ,

and to obtain the former formula we have again used s = £1. Here L_(A) and K_(A; x, T) are
the functions analytic for A € D,(6) coinciding with L(A) = L(A;x,7,Q %, M) and K(A; x, T),
respectively, in D, —(6). Thus, with (278) and (279), we see from (277) that V(1) on the circle
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9Dy () is given by:

(282)
s(xMiF’ e_ZiMhh(XzT) iy ) ) )\; T 2ip
VE(A) = 25 Ly (A)2 e 2KAXT) 06T (A — a(y, 7))2P ( M )
2iM2 f,(A; x, T) (X, T)
sa*M—ip eZiMhb()(,T)

. ) . —2ip
le(A)z eZl(K(/\;X,T)+;l()(,T)) (/\ - a(X/ T))721p ( fb()\/ X, T) >

2iM: £, (A; x, T) A=b(x,7)

+0O(M™), inL®(0Dy(5)) as M — +oo,

where we have used the property p = —a*. Similarly, we see from (280) and (281) that V(1) on
the circle 90D, () is given by:

(283)
_ ip o2iMy (x,7) . . A\
Vle()\) = S‘D‘N{ € L—,1z()\)2 eZI(Kf(A;x,T)w(x,T))(b(X,T) _ ;\)2119 (“(X'T)A>
2iMz f(A; x, T) fa(Xix,7)
* Af—ip A—2iMh, (x,T) ) ) _ 2ip
SK M X e L_,ll(A)z8721(K7(?\;x,r)+;4()(,7))(b(X’ T) - A)le(W)
2iMz f, (A x, T) fa(A X, T)

+O0(M™Y) in L®(dD,(5)) as M — +oo.

Note that f;,(A; x, 7) in the leftmost factor of (282) has a simple zero at A = b(x, ) and f,(A; x, T)
in the leftmost factor of (283) has a simple zero at A = a(, T), while the rest of the factors in (282)
and (283) are holomorphic within the relevant disks. Recalling the clockwise orientation of the
circles 0D, ;(6) and using

(284) flaGe D2, T) = —(—H (0, 0) = =y (a2, T) <0,

(285) filb(e05200) = (1) =\ (b(x, 05, 7) > 0,

a simple residue calculation in (282)—(283) yields

(286)
_ l V1Fz(77) dy = : S . [‘XMip o2iMha(x,7) Lot (x, ’L')2 e2i(Ka(X,T)+‘u()(,T))Xa (x, ’L')ip
oo ME (=1 (7))}
_a*Mfip e72iMha (X/T) La,ll (X’ T)Z efZi(Ku (X/T)+H(X/T))Xa (X/ T) 7ipj| + O(M71> and
(287)
1 S . i . )
- VE =2 |aMPe2iMh(xT)L 1)2e 2Kt X, (x, )P
7 Joy o) 12(17) g M%hg(x,r)% [ e p11(x, 7)€ (X, T)

—a*MIP GZiMhh()(,T)Lb 1 (X/ T)2 eZi(Kl,()(,T)—l—y()(,T))Xb (X, T)—ip] + O(M_l),
where we have set

(288) Xa(x,7) := —(b(x,7) —a(x,7))*h; (x,7), and X,(x,7) = (b(x,T) —a(x, 7))’y (x, 7),

(289) L.(x,7):=L_(a(x,7);x,7,Q % M), and Ly(x,7):=L(b(x,7);x,7,Q ° M),
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and used the notation in (56) and (57). Recalling the definitions of the four positive modulation
factors in (63), we obtain from (240) the (well-defined) expressions

090 Lyn(u) =5 + 4 000 T 2+ y(bG 00 1) =m0 0),

and similarly

(291) Lya2(x, ©)% = —myf (x, ) e MDD o),

(292) Lon(x,7)* =m; (x,7), and

(293) Lopa(x, T)2 = —my (x,7) e S tnlom) t3em),

Recalling that p = % and a(x, 7) < b(x, T) for (x, T) € S together with the signs (243) and (250),

we write

(294) MFP — (M) 52
(295) Xa(x, 7) P = eii%ln(—(b(x,r)—a(x,f))zh;/(xlf))’ nd
(296) X, (x, T)P = eFi'te m(((un) () (),

Now substituting (290)—(296) along with (113) for « in (286) and (287) yields

1 S| _
297 . VE(m) dn = 6 (x, ; M) + O(M™Y), M — oo,
(297) 7 Jo,6y00046) 12(17) dny (x, M) +O( ) +00

in which GE] (x, T; M) is the sub-leading term defined in (65). Substituting (297) back in (276)

finishes the proof of Theorem 1.7.

Remark 5.1. In practice, one needs to evaluate the derivatives k), (x,t) = h’ (a(x,7);x, 7) and
hy(x,t) = h"(b(x,T); x, T) to use the approximation given in Theorem 1.7. These can be com-
puted in a straightforward manner from (41) and using (237):

(299 (000 7) = 2O S, 1) — o)
29) e i) = e B g, 1) — ()L

5.5. Wave-theoretic interpretation of the asymptotic formula for q(My, M7;Q %, M) in S. In
this subsection we prove Corollary 1.10. As we will be working in a relative perturbation regime
of the leading term in the large-M asymptotic expansion of q(My, Mt; Q~°, M), we compare with
the formula (67) and write the leading term in the form

(300) el (x, T, M) = —isB(x, T) e 2¢xTM)

We then fix (xo, ) € S, and write x = xo + Ax and T = 1 + At. Noting that Ay = M~'Ax and
At = M~ !At, and recalling the assumptions Ax = O(1) and At = O(1), it is easy to see that the
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phase ¢(x, T; M) (see (68)) admits the following Taylor series expansion about (x, T) = (xo, T0)

(301)
¢(x, T; M) = Mx(x0, ) + (X0, T0)Ax + K (X0, T0) At + O(M ™ 'Ax?) + O(M~'AxAt) + O(M1A#)

+ p(x0, ) + O(M™'Ax) + O(M'At)
= ¢(x0, T0; M) + K (X0, T0) Ax + K (0, T0) At + O(M 1), M — +o0,
which implies
(302) e 290TM) — o-20(0miM) GilE0dx—008) 4 (M), M — too,

in which real local wavenumber ¢y and real local frequency () are defined in (73)—(74). On the
other hand, Taylor expansion of B(, T) in (300) around the same point (xo, o) gives

(303) B(x,T) = B(xo, ) + O(M™"), M — +co.
Combining (302) and (303) in (300) yields the expansion
(304) 28 (vo + M~ Ax, 10+ M~'AL M) = Q(Ax, Af) + O(M™), M — +oo,

valid uniformly for (Ax, At) bounded, where Q(Ax, At) is given in (71). We proceed in a similar
manner and obtain Taylor series expansions of the terms in the sub-leading term in (67) around
the same fixed point (xo,7) € S. Recall the definitions (68) of the symmetrical phases ¢, and ¢.
For bounded (Ax, At) as before, we have

(305) a7 M) = palx0,T0; M) + (PEX (0, T0) + 28 (x0,0) ) Ax
+ (@500, ) + 2xc (0, ) ) At + O(M ).

Substituting (59) in this expression and recalling the definitions (73)—(74) for the real local wavenum-
ber ¢, and real local frequency (), gives

(306) eiiqba()(,T;M) — eii%()(o,To}M) eii(gananAt) + O(Mil), M — +oo.

An identical calculation for the phase ¢, (x, T; M) gives

(307) eFP(XTM) — o FHipr (0 0iM) @Hi(EA =) L O(M™1), M — +oo.

On the other hand, for the amplitude factors in (67) we have the expansions

(308) m O OF (0 ) = mg (xo, 0)ES (xo, ) + O(M™),

(309) mit (0 E (0 7) = mif (x0, 0)F (x0, 1) + O(M 1),

Using (306)—(309) in the sub-leading term 6£S] (x, T; M) written in the form (67), taking into ac-
count the overall multiplicative factor M ~2in (67) for the error terms in (306)—(309), and factoring
out Q(Ax, At) to express the sub-leading term as a relative perturbation results in the expansion
(70), which proves the first statement in Corollary 1.10.

To show that Q(Ax, At) is a plane-wave solution of (75), we need the following lemma concern-
ing the partial derivatives g, (A; x, T) and g-(A; x, 7).
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Lemma 5.2. The partial derivatives g, (A; x, T) and g-(A; x, T) are given for (x,T) € S by

(310) Sx(Ax, 1) =A(x, 1) = A+ R(A X, T),

@) §e(Ax ) = AGG )~ 3BOG T — A2+ (AQr ) + DR( 7).
Also, the partial derivatives . (x, T) and x.(x, T) are given by

(312) k(X T) = A(X, T),

613) k() = AQp 1)~ 2B

2

Proof. As Ag(x, T) is a real analytic function of x and 7 for (x,7) € S, it follows from Morera’s
theorem that g, (A; x, T) and g:(A; x, T) are functions that are analytic for A € C\ ;. Recall the
definition of #(A; x, T) from (24), and also recall that g(A; x, T) behaves like the sum of a constant
and the product of (A — Ag)? with an analytic function in a neighborhood of Ag in C \ L, (with
the same behavior near Aj by symmetry). Now it is seen from (152) that g, can be obtained as the
function analytic for A € C \ X, satisfying the jump condition

(314) S+ (M X, T) + &x— (X, T) = 2k (X, T) = 20x (A x,T), A€ 2,

that is bounded at the endpoints A = Ao (), T), Ao(x, T)* and is normalized as g, (A; x, T) = O(A™ 1)
as A — co. Similarly, g can be obtained as the function analytic in the same domain satisfying the

jump condition
(315) (M X, T) + 8- (X, 1) = 2k (X, T) = 20: (M X, T), A € X,

and that is again bounded at the endpoints and normalized as ¢+ (A; x, T) = O(A~1) as A — 0. Itis
easy to see that the unique functions satisfying the analyticity, jump conditions, and boundedness
conditions alone are

(316) SxMx,T) =1(x, T) —A+R(Mx,7), AeC\X,,
(317) (A x,T) =1e(x, T) = A2+ (A(x, T) + MR(A; x,T), A €C\Z,

for instance by writing g, and g as R(A; x, T) times an unknown function in (314) and (315) and
solving the resulting jump conditions for the new unknowns by a Cauchy integral that can be
evaluated by residues. Enforcing the heretofore neglected normalization conditions by using the
expansion R(A; x,7) = A — A(x, 7) + 2B(x, 7)2A" 1 + O(A72) as A — oo in (316) and (317) results
in the formulee (312) and (313). 0

Remark 5.3. Since x (), T) is a smooth function of both variables, its first order partial derivatives
with respect to x and T commute, which in light of the expressions (312) and (313) implies the
partial differential equation

d0A 0

(318) I =
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Similarly, taking the coefficients c*) (x, T) and c(?) (x, T) of the (leading) term proportional to A~

(x) (1)

in g, (A; x, T) and g¢(A; x, T) respectively, we obtain the consistency relation ¢y’ = c, ' which is

equivalent to the partial differential equation

d 2 d 2
(319) 5B = a(2AB ).

Under the identifications p = B> and U = —2A, the two equations (318)—(319) are equivalent to
the dispersionless nonlinear Schrodinger system (or genus-zero Whitham system) written in (83).
As a2 x 2 quasilinear system, it can be written in Riemann invariant (diagonal) form; in particular,
the variables Ag = A +iB and Aj = A — iB are Riemann invariants for this system, in terms of
which it becomes
20, Ao+ (=340 = 3A5) A5, =0

Adr + (=240 = 2A0) A5, = 0.
Since «(x, 7) and v (x, 7) differ by a constant according to (78), this proves Corollary 1.12.

Substituting (312) and (313) in (73) and (74), we see that

(321) o = —2A(xo0, ),
(322) Qo = 2A(x0, 10)* — B(x0, 10)*.

Using these expressions and noting from (71) that |A| = B(xo, T), it is straightforward to show
that the wavenumber §y, the frequency (), and the modulus |A| of the complex amplitude for
Q(Ax, At) satisfy the nonlinear dispersion relation

(323) Oy — 1+ |AP = 0.

This proves that Q(Ax, At) is a plane-wave solution of (75).

We will now prove the claim that each of the functions p,(Ax, At) and p,(Ax, At) in the ex-
pansion (70) defines a solution of the linearization (76) of (75) about the plane-wave solution
Q(Ax, At). Observe that the expansion (70) is of the form (342) in the treatment given in Appendix
A and hence gives a relative perturbation expansion of Q(Ax, At) for M > 1. We let r, ;,(Ax, At)
and s, , (Ax, At) denote the real and imaginary parts of p,;(Ax, At), respectively. For convenience
and brevity in the calculations to come, we set

S
(324) Z%, = £F5 (x0, 0)mt, (xo, ).
Then r,,(Ax, At) and s, ,(Ax, At) are expressed in terms of these quantities as
Zop = Zap
(325) Ta b(Axl At) =i N Sin((f)a b(XO; To; M) + GapAx — (Y bAt)/
’ B(XO/ TO) 7% ’ ’
Zopt Zap
(326) Sap(Ax, At) = ———2cos(¢pap (X0, To; M) + EppAx — O p Al).
’ B(XO/ TO) ’ ’ ’

In view of Appendix A, to prove that p,(Ax, At) and p,(Ax, At) solve (76), it suffices to show that
the pairs (r,(Ax, At),s,(Ax, At)) and (r,(Ax, At),s,(Ax, At)) satisfy (345) (written in the variables
(Ax, At) instead of (x, t)). Suppressing the dependencies on the fixed point (o, 7o) for brevity, it
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is easy to see using |A|?2 = B2 = B(xo, 10)? that (r,,(Ax, At), s, ,(Ax, At)) satisfies (345) if and only
if
(327) (850 +2(808ap = Qup)) 25, + (Sap — 2(GoSap — Qup)) Zgy = 0,

(328)  (E0p+2AGofab — Qup) = 4B ZS, + (= 80y + 2(Golap — Qup) +4B%)Z,, = 0.
Note that (327)—(328) constitute two homogeneous systems of linear equations for (Z;b, Z,,), one

for each choice of subscript a, b. These systems have nontrivial solutions if and only if they are
singular, which amount to the conditions

(329) 4(G0Gap — Qup)® = Cap(Crp —4B%).

Again recalling that B> = |A|?, these are precisely two instances of the linearized dispersion
relation (348) to be satisfied by the pairs (¢, 5, 2, ) of relative local wavenumbers and frequencies.
We will first show that the conditions (329) hold, and then show that the pairs (Z;b, Z;b) lie in the
(nontrivial) nullspaces of the coefficient matrices for the systems (327)—-(328). To prove (329), we
refer back to Lemma 5.2 and use the expression (310) for g, (A; x, T) together with ¢, (A; x,7) = A
and (312) in the definitions (73) of ¢, to see that

(330) a = —2R_(a(Xx0; 10); X0, T0) and & = —2R(b(x0; T0); X0, 0)-
Similarly, using the expression (311) for g.(x, T) together with 9:(A; x,7) = A% and (312) in the
definitions (74) of (), , yields

Qa = 2(A(x0, ) + a(xo, 7)) R-(a(x0; 10); X0, T0),

Qp = 2(A(x0, ) + b(x0, 7)) R(b(x0; 0); X0, T0)-

Now, to show that (329) holds, we recall the definition of ¢ in (73), and use (330) and (331) to
observe that

(332)
4(EoEa — Q)? = 4(4A (X0, ) R(a (X0, T0); X0, T0) — 2(A (X0, T0) + a(x0, 0))R=(a(x0, T0); X0, T0))°
= 16R_(a(x0, 10); X0, ) (a(x0, T0) — A(x0, 10))".
Next, the right-hand side of (329) reads

&2(&2 — 4B(x0,1)%) = 4R_(a(x0, ™); X0, 10)* (4R (a(x0, T0); X0, T0)* — 4B(x0, T0)*)
= 16R_(a(x0, T0); X0, 0)(a(x0, T0) — Alx0, 7)),

since R(A; x,7)2 = (A — A(x, 7))% + B(x, 7)?. The identities (332)—(333) prove that the linearized
dispersion relation (329) holds for ({4, Qs). A completely analogous calculation having the point
b(xo, 1) in place of a(xo, 7o) shows that (329) holds for (&, )p).

As we have now established that the linear systems (327)—(328) are both singular, it remains

(331)

(333)

to show that the pairs of quantities (Z "

a,b’

suffices to verify that (327) holds. Using the definitions (63) in (324) and noting that Fa[S] (x0, 0)

Z,,) lie in the corresponding nullspaces. To do so, it
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and FEES} (X0, T0) are nonzero, it is seen that verifying (327) amounts to showing that
—2(G0Ca —
(334) cos(arg(a(xo, ) — Ao(X0, 0))) = @ng),
-2 -Q
(335) cos(arg(b(xo, ) — Ao(Xo, T0))) = (Co?zb)
b

However, according to (321), (330), and (331), we obtain for the right-hand side of the purported
identities (334)—(335) that

—2(G0¢a — Q) a(xo, 1) — A(Xo, T0)

(336)

& ~ R_(a(xo0, 0); X0, 10)
—2(GoGp — Q) b(xo,10) — A(X0, T0)
(337 & ~ R(b(xo0, ) x0,T0)

Since R_(a(xo, 10); X0, T0) and R(b(xo, 0); X0, To) are both positive, while a(xo, T) and b(xo, T)
are real and A(xo, 7)) = Re(Ao(xo, T0)), we see that the identities (334)—(335) indeed both hold:

—2(808a — Q) _ Re(a(xo, ) — Ao(Xo, 1))

(338) C% - ‘a(XO/ TO) — )\O (XO/ TO)‘ - cos(arg(a()m, TO) - )\O(XO/ TO)))/
—2(GoGs — ) _ Re(b(x0, ) — Ao(Xo, ) _ B
(339) é% - ‘b(XO/ TO) — )\0 (XO/ TO) ’ - cos(arg(b(xo, TO) )\0 (XO/ TO)))‘

Thus, we have shown that (Z;,Z; ) and (Z;", Z; ) are non-trivial solutions of the linear homoge-
neous systems (327)—(328). This implies that p,(Ax, At) and p,(Ax, At) are solutions of (76).

Remark 5.4. Requiring instead any of the individual plane waves
-[S
1Fz£ ](XOr ) 4 Figa (x0,70;M) AHi(EsAx— QAL
(Ax, At) — —2 222 Zm=(xo, To) e P e or
B(X0, )
-[S
i, (1o, )
B(Xo, )

in (72) to be solutions of (76) forces B(xo, Ty) = 0, which is a contradiction. Therefore, one indeed
needs to form the combinations p,(Ax, At) and p,(Ax, At) as in (72).

(340)

(Ax, At) — m;}( X0, T0) oEi06 (X0, 70:M) oHi(EAx—QpAl)

Finally, we show that the relative wavenumbers ¢,; do not lie in the band of modulational
instability (—2B(xo0, 0), 2B(x0, 1)) in view of the well-known theory summarized in Appendix A.
This result follows from the identities (330) in a straightforward manner. Indeed,

&2 = 4(a(x0, 1) — A(x0, ™))" + 4B(x0, 0)* > 4B(x0, 10)%,

(341) )
& = 4(b(x0, 1) — A(xo,10))” +4B(x0,10)* > 4B(x0, 70)*-
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APPENDIX A. RELATIVE PERTURBATIONS OF PLANE WAVES AND LINEAR INSTABILITY BANDS

In this section of the Appendix we consider relative perturbations of a plane-wave solution g =
Q(x,t) := Ael@x=Dh of the focusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation in the form (20), having
complex-valued amplitude A, wavenumber ¢, € R, and frequency )y € R necessarily linked by
the nonlinear dispersion relation Qg — 1¢2 + |.A|? = 0. Requiring more generally that

(342) g(x,t) = Q(x, t)(1 +ep(x,t)+o(e)), 0<ex]1,

also solves (20) and formally retaining terms up to o(e) yields the differential equation

(343) ip: +iGopx + 3Pl AP (p+p*) = 0,

which is real-linear, but not complex-linear. We split p(x, t) into its real and imaginary parts:
(344) r(x,t) := 3(p(x,t) + p(x,)") and s(x,t) := —iz(p(x,t) = p(x,1)"),

giving rise to the following system of coupled linear differential equations with real-valued coef-
ficients for (7, s):

e+ COrx + %Sxx =0,
(345) . )
st + Cosx — 37xx — 2| A|7r = 0.

We will now carry out a Fourier analysis to determine the instability bands for relative pertur-
bations p(x,t) of Q(x,t). To this end, we suppose p(x,t) is a plane-wave solution of (343). For
convenience we drop for the moment the reality condition for (7, s) and work with the ansatz

T’(X,t) | % iEx—0r)
(346) L(xlt)] = H el(ex—0Q

for some complex constants « and B, and ¢ € R, () € R. Substituting (346) in (345) yields the
homogenous linear algebraic system

SiQ-5 -2 T[] o
347 = .
o [—;mzw i~ 0)] [8] |0
This system has a nontrivial solution (&, §) if and only if
(348) 4(Q —208)* = &(2% - 4|AP),

which is the linearized dispersion relation for the relative wavenumber ¢ and the relative fre-
quency Q. As ¢, & € R, we see that Im(Q)) # 0if &% < 4|A|2. Therefore, the plane-wave solutions
of (345) with relative wavenumbers ¢ lying in the band (—2|.A[, 2|.A|) exhibit exponential growth
in time t > 0. This is the well-known modulational (or sideband, or Benjamin-Feir) instability of
plane-wave solutions for the focusing nonlinear Schrodinger equation.

APPENDIX B. PROOFS OF SOME ELEMENTARY RESULTS

B.1. Symmetries of q(x,t;Q~°, M): Proof of Proposition 1.2.
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Proof of Proposition 1.2. For this proof, we assume without loss of generality that X, is a circle
centered at the origin of arbitrary radius r greater than 1 with clockwise orientation. Taking
G = Q ® for s = %1, the jump condition (17) in Riemann-Hilbert Problem 2 for P(A; x,t) =
P(A; x,t,Q %, M) can be written as

(349) P (A;x,t) = P_(A;x,t) e WARNBB(A)MBQTB(A) M5 elfAx s,
where 0(A; x,t) := Ax + A%t. Define R(A; x, t) in terms of P(A; x, t) by

(350)

—s03P(A; x, t) e 20N os g Al <,
R(A;x, t) = B ) ! Al
a3P(A; x, 1) B(A)* M3, A| > 7.

R(A; x,t) is obviously analytic for A € C \ X, and since powers of B(A) tend to 1 as A — oo
we have R(A;x,t) — Tas A — oo. To compute the jump across the circle X, we use the jump
condition (17) for P(A; x, t) to obtain, using (1) in the last step,

R (A;x,t) = 03P (A;x, £) B(1)2M7 gy
= o3P_ (/\,, X, t) e—ie(/\;x,t)z73B (/\)M¢73 Q_SO'gB()\)MU3 eie(/\;x,t)a3
(351) — —sR_ (/\,, X, t)(?’l eie(/\;x,t)U3B(/\)M03 Q—SO,SB(A)M@ eie(/\;x,t)zr3
—R_ (A} X, t) e—ie(/\;x,t)(73B(/\)—M03 [—SO’1Q_SO'3] B(A)MU3 eiB(A;x,t)Ug
—R_ (A} X, t) e—ie(/\;x,t)a3B (/\) —Mos Q_SB(A)MU3 eie()\;x,t)ag.
Now 0(A; —x,t) = 0(—A;x,t) and B(A) = B(—A)~!. Therefore, we see that P(A; —x,t) and

R(—A; x, t) satisfy exactly the same analyticity, jump, and normalization conditions and therefore
by uniqueness P(A; —x,t) = R(—A; x, t). Thus,

g(—x, Q7 °, M) = 2i)}im AP (A; —x, t)
—00
=2i lim )\Ru(—)&; X, t)
A—00
(352) = —2i lim )\Rlz()\; X, t)
A—r00
=2i lim Aplz()t,' x,t)
A—r0c0
=q(x,£;Q°, M).
Since B(—A*) = B(A)*, it is even easier to see that P(A;x, —t) and P(—A*; x, t)* solve the same
Riemann-Hilbert problem and hence are equal. Therefore
g(x,—;Q°, M) =2i Alim AP (A; x, —t)
—00
=2i lim AP (=A% x, t)*
A—00
(353) = —2i lim [A*Ppp(A%; x, )]"

A—ro0
*

= |2i lim )\Plz()\,' x,t)
A—r00

=q(x, Q% M)".
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This completes the proof of Proposition 1.2. O

B.2. Continuation of u(), T) to £ U S: Proof of Proposition 3.1.
Proof of Proposition 3.1. We first examine P(u; x, T) near the positive x and T axes.

Lemma B.1. Fix x > 0. Then for T > 0 sufficiently small there exists a unique and simple real root of
P(u; x, 7).

Proof. Since the simple root at u = x for T = 0 persists for small 7, we need to show that the four
roots of P(u; x,0) near u = 1y and the two roots of P(u; x,0) near u = 0 become complex roots of
P(u; x, T) for T # 0 small.

To study the roots of P(u; x, T) near u = %X, we set u = %)( + Au and then express P(u; x, T) in
terms of Au:

(354) 27P(3x+ Au; x,T) = 2187Au” — 243(3x* — 87%)Au® — 162)°Au*
+2167%(54 — 3y + 27%) Au® — 144) 3 T2 Au® — 144) T Au — 32)3 T4

For small 7, the dominant balance in which Au is also small is Au = 7 for a new unknown
¢ = 0O(1) as T — 0. Then we find that we can divide by t* for T # 0 and obtain

(355) 27T P(Ix + T x T) = —2x° (9 +4)* +O(1), T—0, T#O.

So, to leading order, we have double purely imaginary roots at { = £3i, which can split apart
at higher order in 7. This shows that the four roots of P(u; x, T) near u = % x for small T have
nonzero imaginary parts.

To study the roots of P(u; x, T) near u = 0 we observe that the dominant balance in P(u; x, T) =
0 in which u and 7 are both small for x > 0 fixed occurs with 1 = 7 with new unknown ¢ = O(1)
as T — 0. Dividing by 72 after the substitution yields

(356) T P(tgx,T) = — (x> +8x(54 + XA)TF + 16xTH P —16)° + O(1), T—=0, TH#O.
So, to leading order, we have a purely imaginary pair of simple roots at { = +4ix~!. This shows

that the two roots of P(u; x, T) near u = 0 for small T have nonzero imaginary parts. O

Lemma B.2. Fix T > 0. Then for x > 0 sufficiently small there exists a unique and simple real root of
P(u; X, T)-

Proof. 1t is easy to see that since P(u;0,7) = u®(81u* + 727%u? + 4327% + 167%), for all T > 0,
P(u;0,7) has a triple root at u = 0 and no other real roots. To unfold the triple root for small x, set
u = x{ and assume that the new unknown ( is bounded as x | 0. Thus one finds that one may
divide by x? for x # 0 and obtain

(357) XP(xGxT) = PR(GT)+0(x), x10, x#0,
where P is a cubic polynomial in {:

(358) Py(Z;T) = (43272 + 1674) 7% — (43277 + 167%) 7% + 14472 — 167>
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The discriminant of Py({; T) is proportional to 277'% 4 7!* which vanishes for no T > 0. Therefore
as T varies between T = 0 and T = +o0, the root configuration of Py({; T) (i.e., three real roots or
one real root with a complex-conjugate pair with nonzero imaginary part) persists for all T > 0.
In the limit T — oo, the dominant terms in Py(Z; T) are 167#(Z> — ¢?), so there is one real root near
¢ = 1 and two small roots of size { = O(t~!). We may write { = 7~ !; to separate them:

(359) Po(t12;1) = —1673(3 +1) +O(1), T — o0,

so {1 = +i+ O(t!)as T — oo. Therefore, Py({; T) has a unique simple real root denoted Z(7)
and a conjugate pair of complex roots for all T > 0. It is easy to see that

1

(360) I(t) = 3+ O(t?), 710 and Z(t)=14+0(t2), T1co.
Since neither Py(3;T) = —357* nor Py(1;T) = 1287 can vanish for any T > 0, it then follows that

1 < Z(1) < 1holds for all T > 0. This proves that the triple root of P(1;0, T) originates in the limit
X 4 0 as the collision of a conjugate pair of roots and a real simple root having the expansion

(361) u(x,t) = xg(t)+0(x*), x10, T>0.

Since the remaining quartet of complex roots of P(u; x, T) for x = 0 remains complex for small yx,
the proof is finished. O

It then follows via (144) that

(362) o(x,T) = 2r§28:1 +0(x%), x40, >0,
and then from (139),
(363) A(x,T) =0(x) and B(x,1)* = ?);(CT()TL +0(x*), x40, T>0.

Note that B(0,7)? > 1 for all T > 0, and that B(0,7)?> — 1 as T 1 +oo while B(0,7)?> — oo as
Tl 0.

By Lemma B.1 and Lemma B.2, P(u; x, T) has a unique simple real root u = u(x, 7) for (x, 7) in
the open first quadrant near each of the coordinate axes. Next we show that this situation persists
throughout (R~¢ X R~g) \ C by studying the resultant 6(x, ) of P(u; x,7) and P'(u;x, T) with
respect to 1, a polynomial in (), T) the zero locus of which detects repeated roots u of P(u; x, 7).
We consider the renormalized resultant

- cT16x6”
where ¢ := 539122498937926189056 is a constant that factors out of é(, T) along with the product
7166, The renormalized resultant 6X is even in y and T and so can be expressed as
(365)
SR(X, T) =16X7 + 304TX® + 24T (98T + 1011) X° + T(9488T2 — 380376 T — 19683) X*
+ 64T2(332T? — 18009T + 57645)X> + 384T2(68T> — 2553T2 + 159246T — 59049) X>

+16384T3 (T — 54)(T +27)>X + 4096 T3 (T +27)%,

(364) 5= AT
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where X = x? and T = 2. Since we have already shown that P(u; x, T) has a unique and simple
real root for (), T) near the coordinate axes, we can study the equation 6% (x2, t2) = 0 rather than
d(x,T) = 0.1If, as (x, T) is taken out of one or the other region near the axes where it is known that
P(u; x, T) has a unique real and simple root, P(u; x, T) does not acquire any repeated roots then in
particular it does not acquire any repeated real roots and hence the number of real roots cannot
change.

Therefore, it would be sufficient to prove that the renormalized resultant 6% (x2, 72) does not
vanish in the unbounded region (x, 7) € (R} x Ry )\ C. With this goal in mind, we view 68 (X, T)
as a polynomial in X with coefficients polynomial in T. Then it is easy to see that for T = 72
sufficiently large, all of the coefficients of powers of X in 6%(X, T) are positive, so there are no
nonnegative roots X > 0 of 68(X, T). Looking on the T-axis, we see that 68(0, T) = 4096T°(T +

27)4, which does not vanish for any T = T2

> 0. Therefore, as T is decreased, the only way a
positive value of X > 0 for which 6®(X, T) = 0 can occur is if first there is a positive repeated
root, i.e., a positive value X > 0 for which both 6%(X, T) = 0 and 5§ (X, T) = 0. Setting to zero the
resultant of the latter two polynomial equations with respect to X gives the condition on T = 2
for which there exist repeated roots X (possibly negative or complex) of §®(X, T). This condition

factors as:
(366) T'®(T +27)°(243T + 1)%(64T — 27)°Q5(T)* = 0,
where Qs(T) is a quintic polynomial:

(367) Qs(T) := 663552T° + 954511200T* + 829508109289T° — 14696124806763T>
+ 82617806699739T — 205891132094649.

For T = 12 > 0, the first three factors on the left-hand side of (366) are nonzero, and the fourth
factor vanishes exactly for T = T? = (Tﬁ)z, ie., for T = +1¢, where 7¢ is defined in (33). So it
remains to determine whether Qs(T) = 0 holds for any T > 0. In fact Q5(0) # 0 and Qs(T*) # 0
by direct computation, so we will apply the theory of Sturm sequences (see Definition C.1) to count
the number of real roots T in the intervals (0, T*) and (T*, +-c0). We thus obtain the following sign
sequences at the points T =0, T = T* = (%)%, and T = co:
E[QS] (0) = (_I +I +/ A +);
(368) E‘[Q5](Tﬁ> - (_I +/ +1 T +);
E[QS] (+OO) = (+I +I Y +)
Since #(Z[Qs5](0)) — #(E[Q5](T*)) = 3 — 3 = 0, by Sturm’s theorem (see Theorem C.2) Qs(T) has
no real root in [0, T#]. We also see that #(E[Qs](T*)) — #(2[Qs](+0)) = 3 — 2 = 1, which similarly
proves that there exists exactly one real root of Qs(T) in the interval (T%, 4+o0); we denote it by Tj.
One can easily check numerically that Ty ~ 10.232235 > T*, which gives 7y := /T; & 3.198786.
So as T decreases from T = oo, the first possible bifurcation point at which positive solutions X
of 8(X, T) = 0 might appear is T = Tj.
Next, one checks directly that 5¥(X, T*) factors as the product of a quintic polynomial in X with
strictly positive coefficients and (16X — 81)2. Referring to (33), this means that X* = (x%)?is a
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positive double root of X +— (SR(X, Tﬁ), and that there are no other positive roots. We now show
that this double root splits into a pair of real simple roots as T decreases from T* and into a pair
of complex-conjugate simple roots as T increases from T*. Indeed, if we write X = X* + AX and
T = T* + AT for AX and AT small, then the dominant terms in 6% (X, T) are those homogeneous in
(AX, AT) of degree 2 and these terms turn out to be proportional to a perfect square: (AX —4AT)?.
Therefore AX = 4AT + 0o(AT) as AT — 0. To split the double root present for AT = 0 therefore
requires continuing the calculation to higher order; for this purpose we write X = X* + AX with
AX = 4AT + C and discover that the dominant terms in §%(X, T) are now proportional to 364572 +
8192AT?3. Setting these to zero gives distinct real solutions for  only if AT < 0. This perturbative
analysis proves that near T = T* there only exist positive real solutions X of 68(X,T) = 0 for
T < T*?, and these roots satisfy

3 3
(369) X=X +4(T-T) £ /82(T" -~ T)2 +o((T* - T)2), T1 T

Then, since we have already shown that there can be no repeated roots of X +— dR(X,T) for
T? < T < Ty, there are no positive roots X at all for T in this range. Therefore, for T > T, only for
T = T is it possible for there to be any positive roots X of X — d%(X, T), and no such root can be
simple. Since 5®(X, Ty) is a polynomial in X of degree 7, for this special value of T = T there are
at most finitely many positive and necessarily repeated roots X = X; > 0, i < 3, corresponding to
Xi = v/X;. Numerically, one sees that in fact the only repeated root of X + 6X(X, Ty) (recall that
this map must have one or more repeated roots, possibly negative real or complex, by choice of
Ty) is a positive number X = X; ~ 31.8597 corresponding to x; = /Xj & 5.64444 and that there
are no other positive roots.

Finally, we consider the range T < T*. The two simple roots of X ~ dR(X, T) with the ex-
pansions (369) cannot coalesce, nor can any new roots appear, for 0 < T < T* as has already
been shown. We will show that the two simple roots with the expansions (369) are contained
within the domain C for all T € (0, Tﬁ). To show this, we look for simultaneous solutions of the
condition (29) describing the boundary of C, expressed as a polynomial condition in (X, T), and
SR(X,T) = 0 by computing the resultant with respect to X. The latter resultant is proportional to
T2 (64T — 27)°Qq(T) where Qo(T) is a ninth-degree polynomial having the Sturm sequences

(370) E[Qo](0) = E[Qo)(T*) = (+,+,+, — — +,+, — +,+)

from which it follows by Sturm’s theorem that there are no values of T € (0, T*) for which roots
X of X = R(X,T) can coincide with points of the boundary of C. It therefore remains to de-
termine whether the expansions (369) give values of X that lie in the interior of C. But near
(X, T) = (X*, T%) a similar local analysis of the condition (29) as already performed for the con-
dition 68(X, T) = 0 shows that (29) only has real solutions X for T < T* and that these solutions
have the expansions

(371) X = X4 4(T =T+ /82(TF - T)> +o((TF = T)3), T4 T
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For T* — T small and positive, the interior of C lies between these latter two curves. Comparing
with (369) we then see that locally the roots X of X ~— 6%(X, T) are indeed contained within C,
and this necessarily persists throughout the whole interval T € (0, T*).

Therefore, the only points (), T) € R-¢ X R+ in the exterior of C where the resultant 6(x, T) of
P(u; x, ) and P’'(u; x, T) vanishes are (x;, 71), i < 3. Since by Lemmas B.1 and B.2 it is known that
P(u; x, T) has a unique real and simple root for points (x, T) in the exterior sufficiently close to the
coordinate axes, and since complex-conjugate roots of P(u; x, T) are prevented from bifurcating
onto the real axis under continuation in (), T) unless p()x, T) vanishes, it follows that P(u; x, 7) has
a unique real and simple root for all (), T) in the part of the open first quadrant exterior to C with
the possible exception of only the points (x;, 71), i < 3. For these exceptional isolated points it can
in principle happen that one or more complex-conjugate pairs of roots of P(u; x, T) coalesce on the
real axis, but these are either roots of even multiplicity or in the case of a collision with the simple
root they may add an even number to its multiplicity.

Letting u(), T) denote the unique real root of odd multiplicity, we extend u(x, 7) to the coordi-
nate axes within (R~ x R~g) \ C by continuity: u(0,7) = 0 for T > 0 and u(x,0) = x for x > 2.
Note that #(0, T) is non-simple root of P(u;0,7), but u(x,0) is a simple root of P(u; x,0). This
completes the proof of Proposition 3.1. O

Remark B.3. As pointed out earlier, numerics suggest that there is only one positive value of
X = x1 for which there are repeated roots of P(u; x,T) for T = 7. Numerical calculations also
show that there are two repeated roots of P(u; x1, T1) forming a complex-conjugate pair. Therefore
P(u; x1, 7 ) also has just one real root and it is simple. Thus apparently there is just one exceptional
point, and in fact it is not really exceptional after all.

APPENDIX C. SOME USEFUL FACTS ABOUT POLYNOMIALS WITH REAL COEFFICIENTS

We remind the reader that the discriminant A¢ of a polynomial f(z) = a,z" + a,_1z" ' +-- - +
az+ag, n > 1,a, # 0, with roots (counted with multiplicity) ¢1,¢»,...,¢, € C can be expressed as
(372) Ap=a2"2 [T (&-a&)™

1<j<k<n
We assume that the coefficients a;, k = 1,...,n of the polynomial f are real in the rest of this
appendix. In this case, the representation (372) provides information about the number of non-
real roots of f. Since the non-real roots of f come in complex conjugate pairs, it is seen from (372)
that Ay > 0if and only if f has all distinct real roots or the number of non-real roots are a multiple
of 4. On the other hand, in case n > 2, Ay < 0 if and only if the number of non-real roots of f is
2 mod(4).

The following method is useful for obtaining information about the real roots of a univariate
polynomial f(z). We first give a definition ([13], see also [14, Section 1.3]).
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Definition C.1 (Sturm sequence). Given a polynomial f(z) of degree n, define polynomials fi(z),
k=0,1,2,... by

fo(z) == f(2),
(373) fiz) = f(2),
fr(z) := —Rem(fr_2(2), fr-1(2)), fork >2,

where Rem(fy_2(z), fr—1(z)) denotes the remainder arising in the division of f;_»(z) by fr_1(z).
For sufficiently large k we have fx(z) = 0, so let m be the index of the last non-trivial polynomial
fm(z). The Sturm sequence of f(z) is the finite sequence of polynomials (fy(z), f1(2),..., fu(z)),
where necessarily m < n = deg(f).

We denote by E[f](a) the sequence of signs of the Sturm sequence of f(z) evaluated at a point
aeR:

(374) E[f](a) := (sign(fo(a)),sign(fi(a)),sign(f2(a)), ..., sign(fu(a))),

and we let #(Z[f](a)) denote the number of sign variations in E[f](a), i.e., the number of sign
changes ignoring any zeros when counting. For instance, for f(z) = 4z° + z2 — 2, we have the
Sturm sequence

(375)

fo(z) =428+ 22 =2, fi(z) := 122> +2z, fo(z):= %82-+2, f3(z) := —15480, fu(z) :=0,

and hence at z = 4, for example, we have
(376) E[f](4) = (sign(—30), sign(44),sign(17/9),sign(—15480)) = (—, +, +, —),

which gives #(Z[f](—2)) = 2. As a more complicated example, we obtain #(E[f]|(a)) = 3 if
E[f](a) = (+,+,0,+,—,0,+,4,0,—). The following theorem ([13], see also [14, Theorem 1.4])
gives an exact count of real zeros of f(z) weighted by multiplicity in an interval using #(Z[f](+)).

Theorem C.2 (Sturm’s Theorem). Suppose that a < b and neither a nor b is a zero of f(z). Then
#(E[f](a)) > #(E[f](D)), and the number of real zeros, weighted by multiplicity, of the polynomial f(z)
in the interval [a, b] is equal to #(Z[f](a)) — #(E[f]()).

The theorem also applies to the case where 4 = —oo or b = 400 by considering the asymptotic
behavior of the polynomials in the Sturm sequence, which amounts to looking at the signs of the
leading coefficients of the polynomials fi(z) in the Sturm sequence of f.

Another result on the real roots of a polynomial is the following;:

Theorem C.3 (Déscartes’ Rule of Signs). Let f(z) = a,z" + Ap_1z2" '+ -+ mz+ag, a, # 0.
The number of positive real roots of f is at most the number of sign variations in its coefficient sequence
(ay,an-1,...,a1,a0). Moreover, the number of positive real roots of f differs from the the number of sign
variations of the coefficients sequence by an even (nonnegative) integer.
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