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Abstract

We introduce a layer potential representation for the solution of the trans-
mission problem defined by two dielectric channels, or open wave-guides,
meeting along the straight-line interface, {x1 = 0}. The main observation is
that the outgoing fundamental solution for the operator ∆+k21+q(x2), acting
on functions defined in R2, is easily constructed using the Fourier transform
in the x1-variable and the elementary theory of ordinary differential equa-
tions. These fundamental solutions can then be used to represent the solution
to the transmission problem in half planes. The transmission boundary con-
ditions lead to integral equations along the intersection of the half planes,
which, in our normalization, is the x2-axis. We show that, in appropriate Ba-
nach spaces, these integral equations are Fredholm equations of second kind,
which are therefore generically solvable. We analyze the representation of
the guided modes in our formulation.
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1 Introduction

This paper is the first part of a three part series on scattering problems for open, or
dielectric wave-guides. In these papers we focus on the scalar case, so that an open
wave-guide is specified by perturbations of the background dielectric constant. We
work in the time harmonic setting, i.e. solutions of the form U(x, t) = e−iωtu(x),
where ω > 0, and u solves an equation of the form

(∆ + ω2ϵ(x))u = 0. (1)

The permittivity function, ϵ(x), is assumed to be a positive constant outside of a
compact set, union with tubular neighborhoods of a finite collection of semi-infinite
rays, {ℓ1, . . . , ℓN}, see Figure 4. In each tubular neighborhood the permittivity is
independent of the distance along the ray, depending only on variables in the or-
thogonal hyperplane. The solution is assumed to belong toH2

loc(Rn),which means
that it is continuous, and its gradient is continuous across jumps in the permittiv-
ity. Conceptually this is quite similar to the classical quantum-mechanical N -body
problem, see [12, 10, 11, 14].

In the first 2 parts of this series we consider a very simple, 2-dimensional model
case consisting of two semi-infinite strips of constant permittivity meeting along a
common perpendicular line, see Figure 1. Outside the strips the permittivity is a
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Figure 1: Two dielectric channels meeting along a straight interface. The x3-axis
is orthogonal to the plane of the image.

constant. The goal of this paper is to produce a layer potential representation for the
solution of this model problem, leading to Fredholm integral equations of second
kind. We assume that the refractive index inside the wave-guide is larger than the
surrounding space, which implies that wave-guide modes exist, see (12). Using the
layer potential representation, which is practicably computable, we derive integral
equations that lend themselves to numerical implementation for the approximate
solution of this basic, model problem. In the second part of the series we show
that our solution satisfies the natural outgoing radiation conditions, suggested by
similar results in N -body theory.

Finally, in the third part of this series, which is joint with Rafe Mazzeo, we for-
mulate the appropriate outgoing radiation conditions for the general n-dimensional,
open wave-guide problem, show that they imply uniqueness, and are satisfied by
the limiting absorption solution. Finally we show that the solutions found using
our method satisfy these conditions, and therefore agree with the limiting absorp-
tion solutions. We refer to the subsequent parts of this series as Part II, and Part III,
which are the papers [7], and [8].

This problem has already received a lot of attention in works of several authors,
for example, see [2, 3, 4, 5]. As explained in [5], the fundamental electro-magnetic
problem we are considering is that of scattering in R3 by a non-magnetic, dielectric
sheet, which is independent of the x3-variable in the TM, or transverse magnetic
mode. The electric field then takes the form E = (0, 0, u(x1, x2)) where u satisfies
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an appropriate Helmholtz-like equation

(∆ + k2(x))u = 0, with k2(x) = ω2ϵ(x). (2)

For the case of two semi-infinite, dielectric channels meeting along a common
perpendicular line, the precise formulation is in terms of a pair operators:

∆+ k21 + ql,r(x2), (3)

see Figure 1. Here, and throughout the paper, l refers to {x1 < 0}, and r refers to
{x1 > 0}. Though our method of solution applies to piecewise continuous q(x2)
with bounded support, for simplicity we usually assume that

ql,r(x2) = (k22;l,r − k21)χ[d−l,r,d
+
l,r]

(x2), (4)

with k2;l,r ≥ k1. This is essentially the same problem as that considered in [2], but
rather different from that considered in [5]. Chandler-Wilde and Zhang consider
more general potentials, but make assumptions that preclude the existence of wave-
guide modes. They also focus on incoming data similar to plane waves, whereas
we consider incoming fields that decay as |x2| → ∞, which includes wave-guide
modes as well as point sources and smooth wave packets formed from plane waves,
see Section 6.

For time harmonic solutions, with time dependence e−iωt, the wave numbers,
{k1, k2;l, k2;r}, are related to permittivity by k1 = ω

√
ϵ1, k2;l,r = ω

√
ϵ2;l,r, with

ϵ denoting the permittivities of the materials, which we assume are positive, real
numbers. We use a symmetric formulation of the transmission problem, which is
suggested by the symmetry of the operator itself.

Suppose that there are incoming solutions uinl,r, which satisfy

(∆ + k21 + ql,r(x2))u
in
l,r = 0, (5)

in a neighborhood of {x1 = 0}, we then look for “outgoing” solutions ul, ur, to
the equations

(∆ + k21 + ql,r)u
l,r = 0 where x1 < 0, resp. x1 > 0, (6)

with ul ∈ H2
loc((−∞, 0]×R) and ur ∈ H2

loc([0,∞)×R), satisfying the transmis-
sion boundary conditions

ur(0+, x2)− ul(0−, x2) = uinl (0, x2)− uinr (0, x2) = g(x2),

∂x1u
r(0+, x2)− ∂x1u

l(0−, x2) = ∂x1u
in(0, x2)− ∂x1u

in
r (0, x2) = h(x2).

(7)
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The regularity and boundary conditions then imply that the field

utot(x1, x2) =

{
ul(x1, x2) + uinl (x1, x2) for x1 ≤ 0,

ur(x1, x2) + uinr (x1, x2) for x1 > 0,
(8)

is a weak solution to

(∆ + q(x1, x2) + k21)u
tot = 0,

where q(x1, x2) = ql(x2)χ(−∞,0](x1) + qr(x2)χ(0,∞)(x1), (9)

which belongs to H2
loc(R2).

Our solutions are outgoing in a sense rather different from that in earlier pa-
pers on this problem. The outgoing condition we establish in Part III requires the
scattered fields to satisfy more or less classical Sommerfeld radiation conditions
outside the channels, with appropriate outgoing conditions within the channels,
see (14). Among other things this implies that along the line {x1 = 0} the solu-
tions must satisfy an estimate like

(∂x2 ∓ ik1)u
l,r(0, x2) = O((±x2)−

3
2 ). (10)

The transmission boundary condition then implies that

(∂x2 ∓ ik1)g(x2) = O((±x2)−
3
2 ), (11)

which shows that some conditions are required on the data for the solution to this
problem to be outgoing. This is extensively discussed in Parts II and III.

Under a different definition of outgoing, the existence and uniqueness of so-
lutions to this problem is established in [2]. We give a very different formulation
of the solution that we believe is better suited to numerical approximation. That
said, in this paper we only prove existence generically, and have not considered the
relationship between our solution and that found in [2]. In Part III we consider radi-
ation conditions for open wave-guides, and the problem of uniqueness using tools
from microlocal analysis pioneered in [10, 11, 14]. Our solutions will turn out to
satisfy the radiation conditions given in Part III, and are uniquely determined ac-
cording to this notion of outgoing. This will also imply that our integral equations
have a trivial null-space and are therefore always solvable.

For the applications of most immediate interest, the incoming field is a sum of
wave-guide modes. A single wave-guide mode for ∆ + k21 + ql(x2), is given by
uinl = eiξ0x1v0(x2), u

in
r = 0 where v0(x2) is an H2(R)–solution to

[∂2x2
− ξ20 + k21 + ql(x2)]v0(x2) = 0 (12)
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that is exponentially decaying outside the channel, which is the supp ql. If ξ0 > 0
then this mode is rightward moving, and if ξ0 < 0, leftward moving. For such a
single mode, the jump data is given by

g(x2) = v0(x2), h(x2) = iξ0v0(x2). (13)

For the data of this type we show, in Part II, that the solution found using our
method satisfies an analogue of the Sommerfeld radiation condition suggested by
the analysis of the N -body Schrödinger equation given by Isozaki, Melrose, Vasy,
et al., see [10, 11, 14]. We show that along rays rη = r(η1, η2), with η21 + η22 = 1,
η1 · η2 ̸= 0, the scattered fields satisfy

ul,r(rη) = O(r−
1
2 ),

(∂r − ik1)u
l,r(rη) = O(r−

3
2 ),

(14)

as r → ∞, uniformly as η1, η2 → 0±. Within the channels (η2 = 0) we also
have contributions from the guided modes, which do not decay, but are outgoing
in an appropriate sense: on the left a guided mode is outgoing if it is propor-
tional to v(x2)e−iξ0x1 , with ξ0 > 0, and outgoing to the right if is proportional to
v(x2)e

iξ0x1 , with ξ0 > 0.
Section 2 introduces our approach, which uses the fundamental solutions for

the perturbed operators, ∆+ k21 + ql,r(x2). In Sections 3 and 4 we provide details
for the construction of, and estimates for the kernels introduced in Section 2. In
Section 4.6 we show how these estimates extend to a half plane. In Section 5 we
examine the integral equations we need to solve and prove mapping results on the
operators defined by these kernels in Banach spaces of continuous functions with
specified rates of decay: For 0 ≤ α, let Cα(R) denote the subspace of functions
f ∈ C0(R) with

|f |α = sup{(1 + |x|)α|f(x)| : x ∈ R} <∞. (15)

We show that the integral equations obtained in Section 5 make sense in the
spaces Cα(R) ⊕ Cα+ 1

2
(R) for 0 < α < 1

2 . If the contrast, ql − qr, is sufficiently
small, then it easy to see these equations are solvable. We next show that, on these
spaces, these equations are of the form Id+ compact, and are therefore Fredholm
equations of second kind, which are generically solvable. In a final section we show
that the projections of the solutions onto the wave-guide modes are determined by
the projections of the source terms onto these modes. In Section 6 we consider
different kinds of physically interesting data that belong to Cα(R) ⊕ Cα+ 1

2
(R) for

an 0 < α < 1
2 . In Section 7 we derive equations that allow for the approximate
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determination of the scattering relation from incoming wave-guide modes to trans-
mitted and reflected modes, without solving the full system of equations. Several
appendices give background material and proofs of ancillary results used at various
points in the paper.
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2 A Layer Potential Approach

The starting point for our approach is the formula for the solution of the classical
transmission problem: find a function u that solves

(∆ + k2)u = 0, in R2 \ {x1 = 0},

and the transmission boundary condition

u(0+, x2)− u(0−, x2) = g(x2)

∂x1u(0
+, x2)− ∂x1u(0

−, x2) = h(x2).
(16)

The outgoing solution to this problem is given by

u(x) = −Dkg + Skh, (17)

where the single and double layers are given by

Skf(x) =

∫
{y1=0}

gk(x−y)f(y2)dy2, and Dkf(x) =

∫
{y1=0}

∂y1gk(x−y)f(y2)dy2,

(18)
with

gk(x− y) =
i

4
H

(1)
0 (k|x− y|),

the outgoing fundamental solution to ∆ + k2. That this gives a solution follows
from the classical jump formulæ for layer potentials, see [6].
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Our method for solving the transmission problem for 2 wave guides (6), and (7),
uses this general approach. Let El,r(x; y) denote the outgoing fundamental solu-
tions for the operators ∆+ k21 + ql,r(x2), acting on the whole plane. The kernels
of these operators take a rather special form:

El,r(x; y) =
i

4
H

(1)
0 (k1|x− y|) + wl,r(x; y), (19)

where wl,r satisfies the equation

(∆x + k21 + ql,r(x2))w
l,r(x; y) = − i

4
ql,r(x2)H

(1)
0 (k1|x− y|). (20)

The right hand sides of (20) are compactly supported in the x2-variable. As we
shall see, these equations can be solved quite explicitly by taking the Fourier trans-
form in the x1-variable, and solving frequency-by-frequency. The correction terms,
wl,r(x; y), are smooth away from the diagonal, and 2 orders smoother along the
diagonal, as distributions, than H(1)

0 (k|x − y|). Suppose that supp ql,r ⊂ [−d, d],
then, where x1 = y1 = 0, the singularities ofwl,r are contained within the compact
set Bd, where, for d > 0,

Bd
d
= [−d, d]× [−d, d]. (21)

Once the fundamental solutions are constructed we can express the right and
left portions of the solution as

ul,r = −E l,r ′
σ + E l,rτ, (22)

where

E l,rf(x) =

∫ ∞

−∞
El,r(x; 0, y2)f(y2)dy2 = Sk1f +W l,rf(x)

E l,r ′
f(x) =

∫ ∞

−∞
[∂y1E

l,r](x; 0, y2)f(y2)dy2 = Dk1f +W l,r ′
f(x),

(23)

with

W l,rf(x) =

∫ ∞

−∞
wl,r(x; 0, y2)f(y2)dy2,

W l,r ′
f(x) =

∫ ∞

−∞
[∂y1w

l,r](x; 0, y2)f(y2)dy2.

(24)

Using this representation we derive a system of equations for (σ, τ), which are
somewhat better behaved than usual in so far as the singularities of wl,r behave
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like |x − y|2 log |x − y|. The restrictions to the boundary, x1 = y1 = 0, are given
by

ur(0, x2)− ul(0, x2) = σ(x2)+∫ ∞

−∞
[∂y1w

l − ∂y1w
r](0, x2; 0; y2)σ(y2)dy2+∫ ∞

−∞
[wr − wl](0, x2; 0; y2)τ(y2)dy2 = g(x2),

∂x1u
r(0, x2)− ∂x1u

l(0, x2) = τ(x2)+∫ ∞

−∞
[∂x1w

r − ∂x1w
l](0, x2; 0; y2)τ(y2)dy2+∫ ∞

−∞
[∂2x1y1w

l − ∂2x1y1w
r](0, x2; 0; y2)σ(y2)dy2 = h(x2).

(25)

Only the H(1)
0 -terms have jumps across {x1 = 0}; as we show in Section 4.1

∂y1w
l,r(0, x2; 0, y2) = ∂x1w

l,r(0, x2; 0, y2) = 0, (26)

so these equations take the very simple form(
Id D
C Id

)(
σ
τ

)
=

(
g
h

)
. (27)

The behavior of these equations hinges on the analytic properties of the functions
wl,r along the plane where x1 = y1 = 0, which we analyze in the following 2
sections. It is an interesting feature of this approach, via the fundamental solutions
of ∆+ k21 + ql,r(x2), that if ql = qr, then these equations reduce to

ur(0, x2)− ul(0, x2) = σ(x2) = g(x2)

∂x1u
r(0, x2)− ∂x1u

l(0, x2) = τ(x2) = h(x2),
(28)

exactly as in (17).

3 The Structure of the Perturbed Green’s Function

In Sections 3–4 we simplify notation by dropping the l, r sub- and super-scripts.
We use the resolvent kernel for ∆ + k21 + q(x2) + iδ to find the kernel functions

9



needed to solve the transmission problem above; these functions are found by solv-
ing the equation

(∆ + k21 + q(x2) + iδ)wδ(x; y) = − i

4
q(x2)H

(1)
0 (
√
k21 + iδ|x− y|), for δ > 0.

(29)
If δ > 0, then, for fixed y, the right hand side belongs to L2(R2). We then let
δ → 0+, and denote this “limiting absorption solution” by w0+(x; y). This insures
that we get the desired outgoing solution. To solve the limiting equation we simply
take the Fourier transform in the x1-variable, and use the fact that, as δ → 0+, we
get

Fx1 [(i/4)H
(1)
0 (k1|x− y|)](ξ) = iei|x2−y2|

√
k21−ξ2e−iy1ξ

2
√
k21 − ξ2

. (30)

Let w̃0+(ξ, x2; y) denote the Fourier transform of w0+ in the x1-variable. For
ξ ∈ R, it is the outgoing solution to the ordinary differential equation

Lξw̃0+ = (∂2x2
− ξ2 + k21 + q(x2))w̃0+ = −q(x2)

iei|x2−y2|
√

k21−ξ2e−iy1ξ

2
√
k21 − ξ2

. (31)

The spectral theory of ∆ + q is reviewed in Appendix A, and we assume the
reader is familiar with this material. Let Rξ,0+(x2, z2) denote the “outgoing” re-
solvent kernels for the 1-dimensional operators Lξ. They are the limits of the re-
solvent kernels for (Lξ + iδ)−1 as δ → 0+, constructed out of the basic solutions,
ũ±(ξ, 0+;x2), of Lξ and their Wronskian, W (ξ), see (217), (218), (224). Using
this kernel we can write:

w̃0+(ξ, x2; y) = − ie−iy1ξ

2
√
k21 − ξ2

∫ d

−d
Rξ,0+(x2, z2)q(z2)e

i|z2−y2|
√

k21−ξ2dz2, (32)

where
√
k21 − ξ2 = i

√
ξ2 − k21, if |ξ| > k1.

Note that the integral in (32) extends over the finite interval [−d, d] ⊃ supp q,
which is extremely useful from the perspective of numerical solutions. Away from
the diagonal in [−d, d] × [−d, d], it also decays exponentially as |ξ| → ∞. We
reconstruct w0+ as a contribution from the continuous spectrum of Lξ, and a con-
tribution from the wave-guide modes. The continuous spectrum contributes

wc
0+(x; y) =

1

2π

∫
Γ+
ν

w̃0+(ξ, x2; y)e
ix1ξdξ for x1 > 0. (33)

The integral in (33) is over the contour Γ+
ν , which is defined below, see Figure 2.

In order to be able to deform the contour of integration and use (33) to represent
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Figure 2: The portion of Γ+
ν near to the positive wave-guide frequencies

w0+, it is necessary to assume that ±k1 are not roots of Wronskian, W (ξ), of Lξ,
see (225) and (231)–(233). If

q(x2) = (k22 − k21)χ[−d,d](x2), (34)

then this amounts to the requirement that

2d
√
k22 − k21 ̸= nπ for n ∈ N. (35)

In this case, as shown in Theorem 2, the roots of the Wronskian, {±ξn : n =
1, . . . N}, lie in (−k2,−k1)∪ (k1, k2). The contour Γ+

ν is defined by replacing the
intervals {[±ξn − ν,±ξn + ν] : n = 1, . . . , N} in R with the semi-circles in the
upper half plane

{±ξn + νeiθ : θ ∈ [0, π]}, (36)

with a clockwise orientation. We assume that ν > 0 is small enough so these semi-
circles are disjoint and intersect R within (−k2,−k1) ∪ (k1, k2). The contour Γ−

ν

is obtained by reflecting Γ+
ν in the real axis.

To wc
0+(x; y) we add a contribution from the wave-guide modes:

wg
0+(x; y) =

N∑
n=1

vn(x2)an(y2)e
iξn(x1−y1) for x1 > 0, (37)

which is i times the sum of the residues of w̃0+(ξ, x2; y)e
ix1ξ at the {ξn}. The

{vn(x2)} are normalized to have L2-norm 1. The coefficients of the wave-guide
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terms are given by

an(y2) = −1

2

∫ d

−d

e−
√

ξ2n−k21 |y2−z2|q(z2)vn(z2)dz2√
ξ2n − k21

. (38)

These contributions and their ∂x1-derivatives are in C1(R). Using the fact that
(∂2x2

+ k21 − ξ2n)vn(x2) = −q(x2)vn(x2), and integration by parts, we show that

an(y2) = vn(y2), (39)

and therefore

wg
0+(x; y) =

N∑
n=1

vn(x2)vn(y2)e
iξn(x1−y1) for x1 > 0. (40)

Hence this term and its x1-derivatives decay exponentially as |x2| + |y2| → ∞.
The fundamental solution for ∆+ k21 + q(x2) is given by

E(x; y) = gk1(|x− y|) + wc
0+(x; y) + wg

0+(x; y); (41)

the guided modes are entirely captured by wg
0+. This and the following section

describes the construction in the right half plane; the left half plane is obtained by
replacing (x1, y1) with (−x1,−y1), and Γ+

ν with Γ−
ν .

We need to analyze w0+, and certain of its derivatives, along the set x1 =
y1 = 0. First observe that outside the strip |x2| ≤ d, this function satisfies the
homogeneous elliptic equation (∆x+k

2
1)w0+ = 0, and is therefore a C∞-function

of x. From (30) and (33) it is clear that ∂x1w
c
0+(x; y) = −∂y1wc

0+(x; y), hence
it suffices to analyze the smoothness and decay properties of ∂jx1w

c
0+(x; y), for

j = 0, 1, 2.
As noted, away from x2 = y2, the functions ∂jx1w0+(0, x2; 0, y2) are C∞-

functions provided x2 ̸= ±d or y2 ̸= ±d. The function w0+ is C1 in a neighbor-
hood of these points with higher regularity determined by the regularity of q. If q
were a smooth function, then it would follow that

(∆x + k21 + q(x2))q(x2)|x− y|2H(1)
0 (k1|x− y|) =

4q(x2)H
(1)
0 (k1|x− y|) +O(1 + |x− y| log |x− y|), (42)

showing that the principal singularity along the diagonal would be given by

w0+(x; y) = −iq(x2)
16

|x− y|2H(1)
0 (k1|x− y|) +O(|x− y|3 log |x− y|). (43)

Even with q given by (34) this is essentially correct.
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4 Estimates for the Boundary Kernel

In this section we analyze the behavior of the functions

w[j](x2, y2) =

[
1

i
∂x1

]j
wc
0+(x1, x2; y1, y2) ↾x1=y1=0, j = 0, 1, 2. (44)

With these functions one can easily construct the kernel functions appearing in the
equations in (25). In the following section we explain why similar estimates hold
for w0+(x1, x2; 0, y2), and its derivatives

∂y1w0+(x1, x2; 0, y2), ∂x1w0+(x1, x2; 0, y2), and ∂x1∂y1w0+(x1, x2; 0, y2),

where x1 > 0. These estimates require tedious, but rather standard analysis, using
the properties of solutions to second order ODEs, stationary phase and integration
by parts. A reader only interested in the final results can safely skip to Section 4.5.

4.1 Estimates on the Wronskian and Basic Solutions of Lξ

We first spell out the properties of the basic solutions, ũ±(ξ, 0+;x2), and their
Wronskian, W (ξ), in greater detail. For these calculations we assume that q is
given in (34). Similar estimates hold for any piecewise continuous, bounded po-
tential, which is supported in an interval, though we can no longer rely on explicit
formulæ within the support of q.

The Wronskian is given by

W (ξ) =


−e2iBd

[
(2ξ2 − k21 − k22)

sin 2dA
A − 2iB cos 2dA

]
for |ξ| < k1,

−e−2B̃d
[
(2ξ2 − k21 − k22)

sin 2dA
A + 2B̃ cos 2dA

]
for k1 < |ξ| < k2,

−e−2B̃d
[
(2ξ2 − k21 − k22)

sinh 2dÃ

Ã
+ 2B̃ cosh 2dÃ

]
for k2 < |ξ|,

(45)
where

A =
√
k22 − ξ2, B =

√
k21 − ξ2,

Ã =
√
ξ2 − k22, B̃ =

√
ξ2 − k21.

(46)

These formulæ and those for ũ+ below are provided for the convenience of the
reader, as all can be derived from the formula for |ξ| < k1 by choosing the correct
branch of the square root:

√
z is defined in C \ (−∞, 0], with

√
x ∈ (0,∞) for

x ∈ (0,∞).
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The Wronskian is analytic in a neighborhood of ±k2, (where A, Ã vanish), but
has square root singularities at ±k1. It never vanishes at ±k2, and does not vanish
at ±k1, provided that

2d
√
k22 − k21 ̸= nπ for any n ∈ Z. (47)

As |ξ| → ∞, we have the lower bound

|W (ξ)| > M |ξ|. (48)

Since q is supported in [−d, d] the asymptotics of w̃0+ as |x2| → ∞ are given
by

w̃0+(ξ, x2; y) = − ũ+(ξ, 0+;x2)e
−iy1ξ

2W (ξ)
√
ξ2 − k21

×∫ d

−d
ũ+(ξ, 0+;−z2)q(z2)e−|z2−y2|

√
ξ2−k21dz2, for x2 > d,

w̃0+(ξ, x2; y) = − ũ+(ξ, 0+;−x2)e−iy1ξ

2W (ξ)
√
ξ2 − k21

×∫ d

−d
ũ+(ξ, 0+; z2)q(z2)e

−|z2−y2|
√

ξ2−k21dz2, for x2 < −d,

(49)

which shows that we need formulæ for ũ+(ξ, 0+; z2) for all z2 ≥ −d. We include
the formula for z2 < −d, with |ξ| < k1, as we need the analytic properties of
ũ+(ξ, 0+; z2) in the appendices. For |ξ| < k1,

ũ+(ξ, 0+; z2) =



eiBz2 , for z2 > d,

eiBd
[
cosA(d− z2)− iB sinA(d−z2)

A

]
for |z2| < d,

eiBd
[ (

cos 2dA cosB(d+ z2) +A sin 2dA sinB(d+z2)
B

)
+

iB
(
cos 2dA sinB(d+z2)

B − sin 2dA
A cosB(d+ z2)

) ]
for z2 < −d.

(50)
Note that for all z2 < d,

ũ+(ξ, 0+; z2) = ei
√

k21−ξ2d

[
θ(ξ, z2) +

√
k21 − ξ2φ(ξ, z2)

]
,

where θ and φ are entire functions ξ. For the convenience of the reader we include
certain formulæ for k1 < |ξ| < k2,

ũ+(ξ, 0+; z2) =

{
e−B̃z2 , for z2 > d

e−B̃d
[
cosA(d− z2) + B̃ sinA(d−z2)

A

]
for |z2| < d;

(51)
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and for k2 < |ξ|,

ũ+(ξ, 0+; z2) =

 e−B̃z2 , for z2 > d

e−B̃d
[
cosh Ã(d− z2) + B̃ sinh Ã(d−z2)

Ã

]
for |z2| < d.

(52)
If {ξn} are the positive roots of the Wronskian, then

γ−n = {−ξn + νeiθ : θ ∈ [0, 2π)} and γ+n = {ξn + νeiθ : θ ∈ [0, 2π)} (53)

are circles of radius ν centered in these roots. We let −γ±n+ denote the intersection
of these circles with the upper half plane, oriented from left to right. Before pro-
ceeding with this analysis, we observe that w̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2) = w̃0+(−ξ, x2; 0, y2),
which implies that, in the integral defining w[1], the contributions from Γ+

ν ∩R can-
cel exactly, and therefore

w[1] =
1

2π

N∑
n=1

[∫
−γ−

n+

ξw̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2)dξ +

∫
−γ+

n+

ξw̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2)dξ

]
.

(54)
Using the symmetries of the integrand it is not difficult to show that

w[1] =
1

2π

N∑
n=1

∫
−γ+

n

ξw̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2)dξ; (55)

where −γ+n indicates that the circles about the {ξn} are oriented in the clockwise
direction. This gives −i times the sum of the residues of ξw̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2) at the
{ξn}. It is not difficult to see that

iw[1] + ∂x1w
g
0+(0, x2; 0, y2) = 0, (56)

as the function ∂x1w
g
0+ is i times the sum of the residues of iξw̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2) at

the {ξn}. Hence the kernel w[1] does not play any role in the integral equations
derived in Section 5, nonetheless we include estimates for its behavior as we need
these results for the representation formula, which involves ∂y1w0+(x; 0, y2).

4.2 Asymptotics for |x2|, |y2| > d

For x2 > d, we write these functions in the form

w[j](x2, y2) =
1

2π

∫
Γ+
ν

ξjw̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2)dξ

=
1

2π

∫
Γ+
ν

ξj
ũ+(ξ, 0+;x2)A(ξ,

√
ξ2 − k21; y2)

W(ξ,
√
k21 − ξ2)

√
k21 − ξ2

dξ, (57)
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where, for |ξ| < k1,
√
ξ2 − k21 = −i

√
k21 − ξ2 and we write

A(ξ, η; y2) =

∫ d

−d
q(z2)e

−η|y2−z2|e−ηd

[
cosA(d+ z2) + η

sinA(d+ z2)

A

]
dz2.

(58)
We rewrite the Wronskian as W (ξ) = W(ξ,

√
k21 − ξ2), with

W(ξ, η) = −e2iηd
[
(2ξ2 − k21 − k22)

sin 2dA

A
− 2iη cos 2dA

]
for |ξ| < k1. (59)

These formulæ hold for other ranges of ξ by using the correct branch of B =√
k21 − ξ2; as noted these formulæ do not depend on the choice of branch for

A =
√
k22 − ξ2. We use this formulation, as A(ξ, η; y2), and W(ξ, η) are entire

functions of (ξ, η), which allows us to better keep track of the square root singu-
larities at ±k1 in our subsequent computations.

To analyze w[j] we split the integral over ξ into the segment where |ξ| < k1,
a segment with k1 < |ξ| < k2, and finally the segment where k2 < |ξ|. The
leading order behavior is largely determined, via stationary phase, by the integral
over small neighborhood of ξ = 0; whereas the diagonal singularities come from
large |ξ|.

We begin with ξ ∈ [−k1, k1], and denote these contributions by w
[j]
0 (x2, y2) :

w
[j]
0 (x2, y2) =

1

2π

∫ k1

−k1

ξjw̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2)dξ

=
1

2π

∫ k1

−k1

ξj
ũ+(ξ, 0+;x2)A(ξ,

√
ξ2 − k21; y2)

W(ξ,
√
k21 − ξ2)

√
k21 − ξ2

dξ. (60)

We first consider x2, y2 > d, so that

w
[j]
0 (x2, y2) =

1

2π

∫ k1

−k1

ξjw̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2)dξ

=
i

2π

∫ k1

−k1

ξj
ei
√

k21−ξ2(x2+y2)A0(ξ,−i
√
k21 − ξ2)

W(ξ,
√
k21 − ξ2)

√
k21 − ξ2

dξ, (61)

where

A0(ξ, η) =

∫ d

−d
q(z2)e

ηz2e−ηd

[
cosA(d+ z2) + η

sinA(d+ z2)

A

]
dz2. (62)

We split the integral in (61) into the part near to ξ = 0, denoted w
[j]
00, where the

phase is stationary and the part near to ξ = ±k1, denoted w
[j]
01, where the integrand
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appears to have a singularity. As we will see, this singularity is removable by
changing variables. Let ϕ ∈ C∞

c ((−1
2 ,

1
2)), be a non-negative, even function with

ϕ(t) = 1 for |t| < 1
4 . Using a standard stationary phase argument we see that there

are complete asymptotic expansions

w
[j]
00(x2, y2) =

i

2π

∫ k1

−k1

ξj
ei
√

k21−ξ2(x2+y2)A0(ξ,−i
√
k21 − ξ2)ϕ(ξ/k1)

W(ξ,
√
k21 − ξ2)

√
k21 − ξ2

dξ

∼ eik1(x2+y2)

(x2 + y2)
j+1
2

[
Mj0 +

∞∑
l=1

Mjl

(x2 + y2)l

]
for j = 0, 1, 2. (63)

To treat the other part of the integral we let s =
√
k21 − ξ2, to obtain a smooth

integrand that can be integrated by parts giving

w
[j]
01(x2, y2) =

i

π

∫ k1

0
(k21 − s2)

j
2
eis(x2+y2)A0(

√
k21 − s2,−is)[1− ϕ(

√
k21 − s2/k1)

W(
√
k21 − s2, s)

√
k21 − s2

ds =

− kj−1
1

π(x2 + y2)

A0(k1, 0)

W(k1, 0)
+O

(
(x2 + y2)

−2
)
. (64)

The leading term here will cancel with the leading contribution from this endpoint
for the integrals over set k1 < |ξ| < k2. So overall, the contribution of this endpoint
will be O

(
(x2 + y2)

−2
)
.

We next consider, w[j]
1 , the contributions from k1 < |ξ| < k2, which includes

small semi-circles around the zeros of the Wronskian. We first consider the por-
tions of these integrals from near to ξ = ±k1, which we denote w

[j]
10(x2, y2).

By evenness of the integrand it suffices to consider ξ ∈ [k1, k1 + µ]. Let ϕ ∈
C∞
c ([0, µ)), for an 0 < µ ≪ ξ1 − k1, with ϕ(t) = 1 for t ∈ [0, µ/2]. Set
s =

√
ξ2 − k21, and integrate by parts to get

w
[j]
10(x2, y2) =

1

π

∫ k1+µ

k1

ξj
e−

√
ξ2−k21(x2+y2)A0(ξ,

√
ξ2 − k21)ϕ(

√
ξ2 − k21)

W(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21)

√
ξ2 − k21

dξ =

1

π

∫ √
2k1µ+µ2

0
(s2 + k21)

j
2
e−s(x2+y2)A0(

√
s2 + k21, s)ϕ(s)

W(
√
s2 + k21, is)

√
s2 + k21

ds =

kj−1
1

π(x2 + y2)

A0(k1, 0)

W(k1, 0)
+O

(
(x2 + y2)

−2
)
. (65)

As stated above,

w
[j]
10(x2, y2) +w

[j]
01(x2, y2) = O

(
(x2 + y2)

−2
)
. (66)
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Figure 3: The blue contour is Γ+
ν,ϵ showing the smooth curves replacing intervals

[−ϵ − k1, ϵ − k1] ∪ [−ϵ + k1, ϵ + k1]. The roots of the Wronskian are shown as
asterisks, and ±k1 as diamonds.

In fact the sum of these terms vanishes to all orders. This can be proved by
using analyticity to deform the portions of the contour near to ±k1 : we replace an
interval [−ϵ − k1, ϵ − k1] with a smooth contour meeting the real axis smoothly,
lying in the upper half plane and an interval [−ϵ+k1, ϵ+k1] with a smooth contour
meeting the real axis smoothly, lying in the lower half plane. We call this contour
Γ+
ν,ϵ.An example is shown in Figure 3. On this contour the analytic continuation of√
k21 − ξ2 is smooth, has a positive imaginary part, and no critical points. Hence

ei
√

k21−ξ2(x2+y2) is exponentially decaying, and therefore

w
[j]
10(x2, y2) +w

[j]
01(x2, y2) = O

(
(x2 + y2)

−N
)

for any N > 0. (67)

A similar argument applies in all cases considered in the subsequent sections. To
treat the right half plane we use the contour Γ−

ν,ϵ, which is obtained by modifying
Γ−
ν is the same way, i.e. the change to the contour in the left half plane lies in

Im ξ > 0, and that in the right half plane lies in Im ξ < 0. Note: deforming the
contours from Γ±

ν to Γ±
ν,ϵ does not change the value of the integral, and therefore it

follows that all finite order contributions from near to ±k1 along Γ±
ν also cancel.

Now we need to estimate the contributions from the remainder of Γ+
ν,ϵ lying

over [k1 + µ/2, k2]∪ [−k2,−(k1 + µ/2)]. Other than the semi-circles centered on
the roots of the Wronskian,

N⋃
n=1

{±ξn + νeiθ : θ ∈ [π, 0]} =

N⋃
n=1

C±
n,ν , (68)

18



we use the evenness of the integrand to restrict our attention to [k1 + µ/2, k2].
To estimate the contributions from the semi-circles we need to estimate both

|A0(ξ,
√
ξ2 − k21)|, from above, and |W(ξ, i

√
ξ2 − k21)|, from below, on these

arcs. As the roots of the Wronskian are all simple, there is a constant M so that

|W(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21)| ≥Mν for ξ ∈ C±

n,ν . (69)

On the other hand, for ξ ∈ C±
n,ν ,

|A0(ξ, η)| ≤
∫ d

−d
q(z2)e

α(z2−d)

[
expβ(d− z2) + |η|expβ(d− z2)

|
√
k22 − ξ2|

]
dz2, (70)

where

α = Re

[√
(±ξn + νeiθ)2 − k21

]
and β =

∣∣∣∣Im [√k22 − (±ξn + νeiθ)2
]∣∣∣∣ . (71)

There is a constant, m so that, for θ ∈ [0, 2π], we have

α >
√
ξ2n − k21(1−mν) and β < mν. (72)

These inequalities rely on the fact that k1 < ξj < k2. If we choose 0 < ν suffi-
ciently small so that

mν −
√
ξ2n − k21(1−mν) < 0 for n = 1, . . . , N, (73)

then it follows that there exists a constant, M, so that

|A0(ξ, η)| ≤M for ξ ∈ C±
n,ν for n = 1, . . . , N. (74)

For sufficiently small ν we therefore have the estimates∣∣∣∣∣
N∑

n=1

∫
C±

n,ν

ξj
e−

√
ξ2−k21(x2+y2)A0(ξ,

√
ξ2 − k21)

W(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21)

√
ξ2 − k21

dξ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
M

N∑
n=1

e−
√

ξ2n−k21(1−mν)(x2+y2)

ν
. (75)

To treat Γ+
ν ∩ [k1 + µ/2, k2], we see that |A0(ξ, η)| is bounded by a constant on

this set and therefore∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Γ+
ν ∩[k1+µ/2,k2]

ξj
e−

√
ξ2−k21(x2+y2)A0(ξ,

√
ξ2 − k21)

W(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21)

√
ξ2 − k21

dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤M
e−µk1(x2+y2)/2

ν
.

(76)
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To summarize, we have shown that for x2, y2 > d, the contributions to the
integrals defining w[j](x2, y2), from frequencies ξ ∈ [−k2, k2] are given by the
asymptotic expansions in (63), with errors O((x2 + y2)

−N ), for any N > 0. We
conclude the discussion of this case by estimating the contribution from |ξ| > k2,

which we denote by w
[j]
2 (x2, y2). As before, by evenness, it suffices to consider

[k2,∞). Using the formulæ above we see that

w
[j]
2 (x2, y2) =

∫ ∞

k2

ξj
e−

√
ξ2−k21(x2+y2)A0(ξ,

√
ξ2 − k21)

W(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21)

√
ξ2 − k21

dξ, (77)

where

A0(ξ,
√
ξ2 − k21) =

∫ d

−d
q(z2)e

√
ξ2−k21(z2−d)×[

cosh
√
ξ2 − k22(d+ z2) +

√
ξ2 − k21

sinh
√
ξ2 − k22(d+ z2)√
ξ2 − k22

]
dz2. (78)

From this formula we can easily show that there is a constant M so that

|A0(ξ,
√
ξ2 − k21)| ≤

Me2d
√

ξ2−k21

1 + |ξ|
for ξ ∈ [k2,∞), (79)

and therefore, for x2, y2 > d, |ξ| > k2 we have the estimate

|w̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2)| ≤M
e−

√
ξ2−k21(x2+y2−2d)

(1 + |ξ|)3
. (80)

Hence

|w[j]
2 (x2, y2)| ≤M

∫ ∞

k2

ξje−
√

ξ2−k21(x2+y2−2d)

(1 + |ξ|)3
dξ

≤

 Me−
√

k22−k21(x2+y2) for j = 0, 1

Me−
√

k22−k21(x2+y2) log
(

2(x2+y2)
x2+y2−2d

)
for j = 2.

(81)

The calculation above indicates that the diagonal singularity should be |x−y|2 log |x−
y|, and this implies that we should expect a log-singularity in w[2] where x2+y2 =
2d.

Altogether we have shown that, for x2, y2 > dwe have the asymptotic formulæ

w[j](x2, y2) ∼
eik1(x2+y2)

(x2 + y2)
j+1
2

[
Mj0 +

∞∑
l=1

Mjl

(x2 + y2)l

]
for j = 0, 1, 2. (82)
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We can also analyze

∂x2w
[j](x2, y2)− ik1w

[j](x2, y2), and ∂y2w
[j](x2, y2)− ik1w

[j](x2, y2), (83)

which are only significantly different in the contribution from ξ ∈ [−k1, k1]. In this
interval we get an additional factor of i(

√
k21 − ξ2−k1) = O(ξ2) in the integrand.

From the usual stationary phase argument it will follow that, for j = 0, 1, 2,

∂x2w
[j](x2, y2)− ik1w

[j](x2, y2) ∼
eik1(x2+y2)

(x2 + y2)
j+3
2

[
M ′

j0 +
∞∑
l=1

M ′
jl

(x2 + y2)l

]
,

∂y2w
[j](x2, y2)− ik1w

[j](x2, y2) ∼
eik1(x2+y2)

(x2 + y2)
j+3
2

[
M ′′

j0 +
∞∑
l=1

M ′′
jl

(x2 + y2)l

]
.

(84)

It is not difficult to see that the same arguments apply if ±x2,±y2 > d to show
that the same expansions hold with (x2, y2) replaced with (|x2|, |y2|), for example:

w[j](x2, y2) ∼
eik1(|x2|+|y2|)

(|x2|+ |y2|)
j+1
2

[
M±,±

j0 +
∞∑
l=1

M±,±
jl

(|x2|+ |y2|)l

]
, for j = 0, 1, 2.

(85)
We can also show

∂x2w
[j](x2, y2)∓ ik1w

[j](x2, y2), for ± x2 > d, and

∂y2w
[j](x2, y2)∓ ik1w

[j](x2, y2) for ± y2 > d, (86)

have asymptotic expansions like those in (84), with (x2, y2) replaced by (|x2|, |y2|),
obtained by applying the appropriate operator, ∂x2 ∓ ik1, or ∂y2 ∓ ik1, to the ex-
pansions in (85). The function w[0](x2, y2) is continuous as (x2, y2) → (±d,±d),
and

|w[2](x2, y2)| ≤M | log(|x2 + y2| − 2d)|, as |x2 + y2| → 2d. (87)

There is no singularity as (x2, y2) → (±d,∓d). Similar conclusions hold for
w0+ = wc

0+ + wg
0+, as the contribution of the wave-guide modes is exponentially

decaying as |x2|+ |y2| → ∞.

4.3 Asymptotics for |x2| or |y2| < d

We now consider what happens if either |x2| < d, or |y2| < d. We start by as-
suming that y2 > d, but |x2| < d. For this case the integrals defining w[j] take the
form

w[j](x2, y2) =
i

2π

∫
Γ+
ν,ϵ

ξj
ei
√

k21−ξ2(y2+2d)B(ξ,
√
k21 − ξ2;x2)

W(ξ,
√
k21 − ξ2)

√
k21 − ξ2

dξ, (88)
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where

B(ξ, η;x2) =

x2∫
−d

[
cosA(d− x2) cosA(d+ z2)− i

η

A
sinA(2d+ z2 − x2)−

η2

A2
sinA(d− x2) sinA(d+ z2)

]
e−iz2ηq(z2)dz2+

d∫
x2

[
cosA(d+ x2) cosA(d− z2)− i

η

A
sinA(2d− z2 + x2)−

η2

A2
sinA(d+ x2) sinA(d− z2)

]
e−iz2ηq(z2)dz2. (89)

Again B(ξ, η;x2) is an entire function of (ξ, η). In the integral over Γ+
ν,ϵ we take

η =
√
k21 − ξ2 = i

√
ξ2 − k21 for k1 < |ξ|.

As before the principal contribution to w[j](x2, y2), as y2 → ∞, comes from
the stationary phase at ξ = 0. The function |B(ξ,

√
k21 − ξ2;x2)| is easily seen

to be uniformly bounded where |ξ| < k1, |x2| < d. We separate the contributions
from the stationary point at zero, and the contributions from endpoints ±k1. The
leading contributions from the stationary point are

w
[j]
00(x2, y2) = C ′

jk
j−1
2

1

eik1y2B(0, k1;x2)

W(0, k1) y
j+1
2

2

+O
(
|y2|−

j+3
2

)
for j = 0, 1, 2. (90)

As before, there are complete asymptotic expansions of the form

w
[j]
00(x2, y2) = k

j−1
2

1

eik1y2

W(0, k1) y
j+1
2

2

[ ∞∑
l=0

bjl(x2)

yl2

]
, for j = 0, 1, 2. (91)

The contributions from near to ±k1 are estimated as before by using the deformed
contour Γ+

ν,ϵ. The portions from δ > 0 to k1 + µ, and from −k1 − µ to −δ are
easily seen to be O(y−N

2 ), for any N > 0. We leave the details to the reader.
We next consider the integral over Γ+

ν,ϵ lying above k1 + µ < |ξ| < k2, which
is of the form

w
[j]
11(x2, y2) =

1

2π

∫
{k1+µ<|ξ|<k2}∩Γ+

ν,ϵ

ξj
e−

√
ξ2−k21(y2+2d)B(ξ, i

√
ξ2 − k21;x2)ϕ̃(ξ)

W(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21)

√
ξ2 − k21

dξ, (92)
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for a suitable cut-off function ϕ̃. As before we use the lower bound on the Wron-
skian, |W(ξ, i

√
ξ2 − k21)| > mν. We also need to bound B(ξ, i

√
ξ2 − k21;x2)

from above. For |x2| < d, we can easily show that there is a constant M so that

|B(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21;x2)| ≤Meρ(ξ)d, where ρ(ξ) = Re

(√
ξ2 − k21

)
. (93)

It then follows that

|w[j]
11(x2, y2)| ≤

M

ν

∫
k1+µ<|ξ|<k2

e−ρ(ξ)(y2+d)dξ (94)

If we set
α = min{ρ(ξ) : ξ ∈ Γ+

ν with k1 + µ < |ξ| < k2}, (95)

then α > 0, provided that ν is sufficiently small, from which it follows easily that

|w[j]
11(x2, y2)| ≤

Me−αy2

ν
. (96)

This leaves the integral over the set {|ξ| > k2}. In this set we can prove the
estimate∣∣∣∣B(ξ, i

√
ξ2 − k21;x2)

∣∣∣∣ ≤Me(2d+x2)
√

ξ2−k21

[
1

1 + |ξ|
+ (d− x2)

]
, (97)

and therefore, if either |x2| < d or |y2| < d, and |ξ| > k2, we have the estimate

|w̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2)| < M
e−

√
ξ2−k22 |x2−y2|

(1 + |ξ|)2

[
1

(1 + |ξ|)
+ |y2 − x2|

]
, (98)

and therefore for |x2| < d < y2, we have

|w[j]
2 (x2, y2)| =

∣∣∣∣∣ 12π
∫
k2<|ξ|

ξj
e
√

ξ2−k21(y2+2d)B(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21;x2)

W(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21)

√
ξ2 − k21

dξ

∣∣∣∣∣
≤M

∫ ∞

k2

e−
√

ξ2−k21(y2−x2)

[
1

(1 + |ξ|)3−j
+

y2 − x2
(1 + |ξ|)2−j

]
dξ.

(99)

An elementary calculation now shows that

|w[j]
2 (x2, y2)| ≤

 Me−
√

k22−k21(y2−x2) for j = 0, 1

Me−
√

k22−k21(y2−x2) log
(

2y2
y2−x2

)
for j = 2.

(100)
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We can again show that this analysis applies equally well if |x2| < d, y2 < −d,
and therefore we have the asymptotic expansions

w[j](x2, y2) ∼ k
j−1
2

1

eik1|y2|

|y2|
j+1
2

[ ∞∑
l=0

b±jl(x2)

|y2|l

]
, for ± y2 > d, j = 0, 1, 2. (101)

The functions w[0](x2, y2),w
[1](x2, y2) are continuous as y2 → x2, and

|w[2](x2, y2)| ≤M | log |y2 − x2||, as y2 → x2. (102)

As before we can show that

∂y2w
[j](x2, y2)∓ ik1w

[j](x2, y2) = O
(
|y2|−

j+3
2

)
, (103)

in fact these functions have complete asymptotic expansion obtained by applying
the operator ∂y2 ∓ ik1 to the expansions above.

The final case we need to treat is |y2| < d, |x2| > d. We begin with x2 > d.
For this case we write

w[j](x2, y2) =
1

2π

∫
Γ+
ν,ϵ

ξjei
√

k21−ξ2x2C(ξ,
√
k21 − ξ2; y2)

W(ξ,
√
k21 − ξ2)

√
k21 − ξ2

dξ, (104)

where

C(ξ, η; y2) = eiη(y2+d)

∫ y2

−d
e−iηz2

[
cosA(d+ z2)− iη

sinA(d+ z2)

A

]
q(z2)dz2+

eiη(d−y2)

∫ d

y2

eiηz2
[
cosA(d+ z2)− iη

sinA(d+ z2)

A

]
q(z2)dz2, with A =

√
k22 − ξ2.

(105)

As in the earlier cases, there is a stationary phase contribution from ξ = 0,

which we denote by w
[j]
00(x2, y2). The function C(ξ,

√
k21 − ξ2; y2) is an analytic

function of ξ in |ξ| < k1 − ϵ, for any ϵ > 0. The stationary phase contributions are

w
[j]
00(x2, y2) ∼

eik1x2

W(0, k1)x
j+1
2

2

[ ∞∑
l=0

cjl(y2)

xl2

]
for j = 0, 1, 2. (106)

The analysis for the contribution from δ < |ξ| <
√
k21 + ϵ2 is as before, and can

be shown to be O(x−N
2 ), for any N > 0.
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The remaining portion for
√
k21 + ϵ2 < |ξ| < k2 is given by

w
[j]
11(x2, y2) =

1

iπ

∫
{
√

k21+ϵ2<|ξ|<k2}∩Γ+
ν,ϵ

e−
√

ξ2−k21x2 ξjC(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21; y2)(1− ϕ̃(

√
ξ2 − k21))

W(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21)

√
ξ2 − k21

dξ,

(107)

where

C(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21; y2) = e−

√
ξ2−k21(y2+d)×∫ y2

−d
e
√

ξ2−k21z2

[
cosA(d+ z2) +

√
ξ2 − k21

sinA(d+ z2)

A

]
q(z2)dz2+

e−
√

ξ2−k21(d−y2)×∫ d

y2

e−
√

ξ2−k21z2

[
cosA(d+ z2) +

√
ξ2 − k21

sinA(d+ z2)

A

]
q(z2)dz2

with A =
√
k22 − ξ2. (108)

It is easy to see that for |y2| < d, |C(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21; y2)| is bounded, and the Wron-

skian satisfies |W(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21)| > Mν, on the part of Γ+

ν lying over
√
k21 + ϵ2 <

|ξ| < k2. Moreover Re
√
ξ2 − k21 > α > 0, therefore

|w[j]
11(x2, y2)| ≤

Me−αx2

ν
. (109)

Where |ξ| > k2 we have

C(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21; y2) = e−

√
ξ2−k21(y2+d)×∫ y2

−d
e
√

ξ2−k21z2

[
coshA(d+ z2) +

√
ξ2 − k21

sinhA(d+ z2)

A

]
q(z2)dz2+

e−
√

ξ2−k21(d−y2)×∫ d

y2

e−
√

ξ2−k21z2

[
coshA(d+ z2) +

√
ξ2 − k21

sinhA(d+ z2)

A

]
q(z2)dz2

with A =
√
ξ2 − k22. (110)
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The first term in (110) is bounded by

M
e
√

ξ2−k22y2

1 + |ξ|
; (111)

the other term requires somewhat more care. It is bounded by

Me
√

ξ2−k21y2

∫ d

y2

e(
√

ξ2−k22−
√

ξ2−k21)z2dz2 =

Me
√

ξ2−k21y2

[
e(
√

ξ2−k22−
√

ξ2−k21)d − e(
√

ξ2−k22−
√

ξ2−k21)y2√
ξ2 − k22 −

√
ξ2 − k21

]
. (112)

An elementary argument then shows that the expression in the bracket is bounded
by |d− y2| and therefore

|C(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21; y2)| ≤Me

√
ξ2−k21y2

[
1

1 + |ξ|
+ |d− y2|

]
. (113)

These estimates show that

|w[j]
2 (x2, y2)| =

1

π

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
k2<|ξ|

e−
√

ξ2−k21x2 ξjC(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21; y2)

W(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21)

√
ξ2 − k21

dξ

∣∣∣∣∣
≤M

∫ ∞

k2

e−
√

ξ2−k21(x2−y2)ξj−2

[
1

ξ
+ (x2 − y2)

]
dξ.

(114)

In the second line we use the fact that x2 − y2 > d − y2. It is easy to show that
the second term is bounded by Me

√
k22−k21(x2−y2) for j = 0, 2. We estimate the

contribution from the first term, as before, to obtain that for |y2| < d, x2 > d, we
have

|w[j]
2 (x2, y2)| ≤

{
Me−

√
k22−k21(x2−y2) for j = 0, 1

Me−
√

k22−k21(x2−y2) · log 2x2
x2−y2

for j = 2.
(115)

It is not difficult to show that the analogous estimates hold with x2 < −d, so
that

|w[j]
2 (x2, y2)| ≤

{
Me−

√
k22−k21 |x2−y2| for j = 0, 1

Me−
√

k22−k21 |x2−y2| · log 2|x2|
|x2−y2| for j = 2.

(116)

Altogether we have, for |y2| < d, |x2| > d,

w[j](x2, y2) ∼
eik1|x2|

|x2|
j+1
2

[ ∞∑
l=0

c±jl(y2)

|x2|l

]
, for ± x2 > d, j = 0, 1, 2. (117)
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The function w[0](x2, y2) is continuous as |x2 − y2| → 0, and

|w[2](x2, y2)| ≤M | log |x2 − y2||. (118)

As before we can show that

∂x2w
[j](x2, y2)∓ ik1w

[j](x2, y2) = O
(
|x2|−

j+3
2

)
as ± x2 → ∞, (119)

have asymptotic expansions obtained by applying ∂x2 ∓ ik1 to the expansions
in (117).

4.4 The Diagonal Singularity

The singularities of the function w(x; y) are confined to the set x = y where
|x2|, |y2| ≤ d. In this section we use the Fourier representation to study the nature
of this singularity. As expected from the discussion surrounding (42), the principal
singularity behaves like (x2 − y2)

2 log |x2 − y2|. Note that the discussion lead-
ing to (42) assumed that the potential q(x2) is smooth, whereas here we continue
working with q as defined in (34).

We start by assuming that −d < y2 < x2 < d, so that

w[j](x2, y2) =

∫
Γ+
ν

ξjD(ξ,
√
ξ2 − k21;x2, y2)

W(ξ,
√
k21 − ξ2)

√
k21 − ξ2

dξ, (120)

where

D(ξ, η;x2, y2) =

∫ x2

−d
ũ+(x2, 0+; ξ)ũ+(−z2, 0+; ξ)e−η|z2−y2|q(z2)dz2+∫ d

x2

ũ+(−x2, 0+; ξ)ũ+(z2, 0+; ξ)e−η|z2−y2|q(z2)dz2

=

∫ y2

−d
e−2ηd

[
coshA(d− x2) + η

sinhA(d− x2)

A

]
×[

coshA(d+ z2) + η
sinhA(d+ z2)

A

]
e−η(y2−z2)q(z2)dz2+∫ x2

y2

e−2ηd

[
coshA(d− x2) + η

sinhA(d− x2)

A

]
×[

coshA(d+ z2) + η
sinhA(d+ z2)

A

]
e−η(z2−y2)q(z2)dz2+∫ d

x2

e−2ηd

[
coshA(d+ x2) + η

sinhA(d+ x2)

A

]
×[

coshA(d− z2) + η
sinhA(d− z2)

A

]
e−η(z2−y2)q(z2)dz2, (121)
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withA =
√
ξ2 − k22.As usual D(ξ, η;x2, y2) is an entire function of (ξ, η); we use

η = −i
√
k21 − ξ2, for |ξ| < k1, and η =

√
ξ2 − k21, for |ξ| > k1. In the second,

more explicit expression, we use the conditions that −d < y2 < x2 < d, and
|ξ| > k2. The parts of the integrals in (120) where |ξ| < k2, defines C2-functions
of (x2, y2), so we focus our attention on |ξ| ≥ k2. In this set we have

w
[j]
2 (x2, y2) = −i

∫
|ξ|>k2

ξjD(ξ,
√
ξ2 − k21;x2, y2)

W(ξ, i
√
ξ2 − k21)

√
ξ2 − k21

dξ. (122)

Using the definition of D we see that, with B =
√
ξ2 − k21,

|D(ξ,B;x2, y2)| ≤M

[
e−(Ax2+By2)

∫ y2

−d
e(A+B)z2dz2+

e−(Ax2−By2)

∫ x2

y2

e(A−B)z2dz2 + eAx2+By2

∫ d

x2

e−(A+B)z2dz2

]
. (123)

Performing these integrals and using elementary estimates we see that

|D(ξ,B;x2, y2)| ≤Me−
√

ξ2−k22 |x2−y2|
[

1

1 + |ξ|
+ |x2 − y2|

]
. (124)

and therefore (98) holds if both |x2| < d, and |y2| < d. Inserting this into (122),
we see that

|w[j]
2 (x2, y2)| ≤M

∫ ∞

k2

ξj−2e−
√

ξ2−k22 |x2−y2|
[

1

1 + |ξ|
+ |x2 − y2|

]
dξ

≤

{
M for j = 0, 1

M | log(x2 − y2)| for j = 2.

(125)

It is straightforward to see that |D(ξ,B;x2, y2)| satisfies the same estimate if
−d < x2 < y2 < d, and therefore the estimates in (125) hold in this case as well.
It is easy to see that differentiating w[j](x2, y2) with respect to x2 or y2 has the
effect of increasing j by 1. Thus we see that ∂x2w

[0](x2, y2), ∂y2w
[0](x2, y2), are

uniformly bounded, and ∂x2w
[1](x2, y2), ∂y2w

[1](x2, y2), along with the second
derivatives of w[0](x2, y2) have a log |x2 − y2|-singularity along the diagonal.

4.5 Summary

Thus we see that the kernels that appear in the integral equations in (25) have a
very particular form. These kernels are smooth outside of Bd = [−d, d]× [−d, d];
the kernel w[j](x2, y2) has an (x2 − y2)

2−j log |x2 − y2|-singularity in Bd.
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1. Asymptotically, for ±x2 > d,±y2 > d, j = 0, 1, 2,

w[j](x2, y2) ∼
eik1(|x2|+|y2|)

(|x2|+ |y2|)
j+1
2

[
M±,±

j0 +

∞∑
l=1

M±,±
jl

(|x2|+ |y2|)l

]
, (126)

we also have

w[j](x2, y2) ∼
eik1|y2|

|y2|
j+1
2

[ ∞∑
l=0

b±jl(x2)

|y2|l

]
, where ± y2 > d, |x2| < d;

w[j](x2, y2) ∼
eik1|x2|

|x2|
j+1
2

[ ∞∑
l=0

c±jl(y2)

|x2|l

]
, where ± x2 > d, |y2| < d.

(127)

2. The kernels are outgoing: ∂x2w
[j](x2, y2)∓ik1w[j](x2, y2), ∂y2w

[j](x2, y2)∓
ik1w

[j](x2, y2) have asymptotic expansions obtained by applying ∂x2 ∓ ik1,
or ∂y2 ∓ ik1 to the appropriate expansion in (126), or (127). In particular

∂x2w
[j](x2, y2)∓ ik1w

[j](x2, y2) = O
(
(|x2|+ |y2|)−

j+3
2

)
as ± x2 → ∞,

(128)
∂y2w

[j](x2, y2)∓ ik1w
[j](x2, y2) = O

(
(|x2|+ |y2|)−

j+3
2

)
as ± y2 → ∞.

(129)

3. The kernel iw[1](x2, y2) + ∂x1w
g
0+(0, x2; 0, y2) = 0.

4.6 Estimates in the Right Half Plane

In this section we extend the estimates derived in the previous sections to |x1| > 0,
with x1 bounded. These estimates are essentially the same as those in the previous
section, as the principal term is a stationary phase contribution arising from ξ = 0.
The estimates for wc(x; 0, y2), ∂y1wc(x; 0, y2), with bounded x1, suffice to show
that the representations of ul,r in terms of (σ, τ) ∈ Cα(R) ⊕ Cα+ 1

2
(R) with 0 <

α < 1
2 , make sense, see (15). Using (33) we express the derivatives of wc

0+ as the
contour integrals:

∂jx1
wc
0+(x; 0, y2) =

1

2π

∫
Γ+
ν

(iξ)jw̃0+(ξ, x2; 0, y2)e
ix1ξdξ for x1 > 0. (130)

The only difference between these integrals and those estimated in Section 4 is the
factor of eiξx1 in the integrand. Recalling that ∂jx1w

c
0+(x; y) = (−1)j∂jy1w

c
0+(x; y);

it suffices to consider these expressions to estimate ∂x1w
c
0+, ∂y1w

c
0+ and ∂x1∂y1w

c
0+.
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The contribution from the guided modes is clearly infinitely differentiable in
the x1-variable for all x1, and satisfies the same estimates as for x1 = 0. It is easy
to see that the estimates derived in Section 4.2 for w[j], j = 0, 1, 2 hold equally
well for bounded x1, as the principal contribution comes from the stationary phase
at ξ = 0. The addition of the factor eiξx1 does not change the contribution from
the semi-circular components, {C±

j,ν}, as Im ξ ≥ 0, and therefore |eix1ξ| ≤ 1 on
this part of the contour. Where |x2|, |y2| > d, for bounded x1, the extension to the
right half plane satisfies the asymptotic expression

∂jx1
wc
0+(x1, x2; 0, y2) = Cj

eik1(|x2|+|y2|)

(|x2|+ |y2|)
j+1
2

+O
(
(|x2|+ |y2|)−

j+3
2

)
for j = 0, 1, 2.

(131)
It is similarly straightforward to handle the estimates where either |x2| < d, or

|y2| < d. Again, since the principal contribution comes from ξ = 0, for bounded
x1 > 0, we have

∂jx1
wc
0+(x1, x2; 0, y2) =

eik1|y2|b
[j]
± (x2)

|y2|
j+1
2

+O(|y2|−
j+3
2 ) where ± y2 > d, |x2| < d,

∂jx1
wc
0+(x1, x2; 0, y2) =

eik1|x2|c
[j]
± (y2)

|x2|
j+1
2

+O(|x2|−
j+3
2 ) where ± x2 > d, |y2| < d;

(132)

From ellipticity it follows that wc
0+(x1, x2; 0, y2) is a C∞-function if x1 > 0,

away from x2, y2 = ±d. It clear that if f(y2) is a bounded continuous function,
then for any finite L we have

lim
x1→0+

∂jx1

∫ L

−L
wc
0+(x1, x2; 0, y2)f(y2)dy2 =∫ L

−L
∂jx1

wc
0+(0, x2; 0, y2)f(y2)dy2 for j = 0, 1, 2. (133)

From the Fourier representations it is clear that the asymptotics, for |x2| + |y2|
large, hold uniformly as x1 → 0+. Hence if f is continuous and

|f(y2)| ≤M
(1 + |y2|)

j
2

(1 + |y2|)
1
2
+ϵ
, (134)
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for an ϵ > 0, then, for j = 0, 1, 2,

lim
x1→0+

∂jx1

∫ ∞

−∞
wc
0+(x1, x2; 0, y2)f(y2)dy2 =

lim
x1→0+

∫ ∞

−∞
∂jx1

wc
0+(x1, x2; 0, y2)f(y2)dy2

=

∫ ∞

−∞
∂jx1

wc
0+(0, x2; 0, y2)f(y2)dy2

=

[
∂jx1

∫ ∞

−∞
wc
0+(x1, x2; 0, y2)f(y2)dy2

]
x1=0

.

(135)

With these observations we can now show that the representation in (22) can be
used with solutions of the corresponding boundary integral equations to find and
represent the scattered fields, ul,r(x).

5 The Integral Equations

With the computations we have completed we now express the kernels appear-
ing in the integral equations, (25), in terms of w[j] and the guided modes for the
relevant equations. We reintroduce the l, r sub- and superscripts, letting w

[j]
l,r de-

note the kernels defined by ql,r and wg
l,r the contributions of the guided modes

{vl,rn (x2)e
±iξl,rn : n = 1, . . . , N l,r}, from (40). With this notation we have

W 0
l,r = wl,r(0, x2; 0, y2) = w

[0]
l,r(x2, y2) + wg

l,r(0, x2; 0; y2),

∂x1w
l,r(0, x2; 0, y2) = ∂y1w

l,r(0, x2; 0, y2) = 0,

W 2
l,r = ∂2x1y1w

l,r(0, x2; 0, y2) = w
[2]
l,r(x2, y2) + ∂2x1y1w

g
l,r(0, x2; 0; y2).

(136)

The integral equations therefore can be written(
Id W 0

r −W 0
l

W 2
l −W 2

r Id

)(
σ
τ

)
=

(
g
h

)
, (137)

which, to simplify notation, we rewrite as(
Id D
C Id

)(
σ
τ

)
=

(
g
h

)
. (138)

The analysis of w
[2]
l,r shows that the operator W 2

l − W 2
r is compact on L2(R),

amongst other spaces. While W 0
r −W 0

l is smoothing, the (|x2|+ |y2|)−
1
2 asymp-

totic behavior of w[0]
l,r prevents it from being defined on L2(R), let alone compact.

In the sequel we work with subspaces of C0(R).
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Definition 1. For α ∈ R, let Cα(R) denote continuous functions on R with

|f |α = sup{(1 + |x|)α|f(x)| : x ∈ R} <∞. (139)

These spaces are somewhat like Hölder spaces, in that, for α > 0, C∞
c (R)

is not dense in Cα(R) with respect to the | · |α-norm. A usable replacement is
the fact that C∞

c (R) is dense in Cα(R) with respect to the | · |α′-norm, for any
0 < α′ < α. It is important to have a criterion for when a bounded linear operator
A : Cα(R) → Cα(R) is compact. We give a simple sufficient condition.

Proposition 1. Let 0 < α < β, and let A : Cα(R) → Cβ(R) be a bounded linear
operator. Let Br = {f ∈ Cα(R) : |f |α < r}. If, for any 0 < X, the image
ABr restricted to [−X,X] is a uniformly equicontinuous family of functions, then
A : Cα(R) → Cα(R) is a compact operator.

Proof. To prove the proposition we need to show that if {fn} ⊂ Cα(R) is a
bounded sequence, then {Afn} has a Cα(R)-convergent subsequence. The hy-
potheses of the proposition imply that there are positive constants M, r so that
{fn} ⊂ Br and

|Af |β ≤M |f |α for all f ∈ Cα(R). (140)

The restriction of {Afn} to any interval [−X,X] is a bounded, uniformly equicon-
tinuous family. Hence a simple diagonal argument using the Arzela-Ascoli theorem
produces a subsequence {fnj} so that {Afnj} converges to g ∈ C0(R) uniformly
on any interval [−X,X]. In fact this sequence also converges in Cα(R).

For the terms of the sequence we have the estimate

|Afnj (x)|(1 + |x|)β ≤Mr. (141)

Letting j → ∞ shows that

|g(x)|(1 + |x|)β ≤Mr (142)

as well. These estimates and the triangle inequality show that

|Afnj (x)− g(x)|(1 + |x|)α ≤ 2Mr
(1 + |x|)α

(1 + |x|)β
. (143)

For an ϵ > 0, we can therefore choose X so that

|Afnj (x)− g(x)|(1 + |x|)α ≤ ϵ if |x| > X. (144)

As {Afnj ↾[−X,X]} converges uniformly to g ↾[−X,X], there is a J so that if j > J,
then

|Afnj (x)− g(x)|(1 + |x|)α ≤ ϵ if |x| ≤ X. (145)
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Together these estimates show that

|Afnj − g|α < ϵ if j > J, (146)

which completes the proof of the proposition.

In the estimates below the function m(ql, qr) is a continuous function of the
norms ∥ql∥L∞ , ∥qr∥L∞ , and ∥ql − qr∥L∞ , which satisfies:

m(q, q) = 0. (147)

The estimates on the kernels follow from the analysis in Section 4. The kernel,
kD(x2, y2), of D is at least C1 and satisfies an estimate of the form,

|kD(x2, y2)| ≤
m(ql, qr)

(1 + |x2|+ |y2|)
1
2

. (148)

The kernel, kC(x2, y2), of C is singular on the diagonal in Bd, with a singularity
of the form m(ql, qr) log |x2 − y2|χBd

(x2, y2) and

|(1− φ(x2, y2))kC(x2, y2)| ≤
m(ql, qr)

(1 + |x2|+ |y2|)
3
2

. (149)

Here φ ∈ C∞
c (Bd+2ϵ) for an ϵ > 0, with

φ(x2, y2) = 1 for (x2, y2) ∈ Bd+ϵ. (150)

We begin with the following boundedness result for the operator appearing
in (138).

Proposition 2. For 0 < α < 1
2 , there is a constant Mα so that if (σ, τ) ∈ Cα(R)⊕

Cα+ 1
2
(R), then

|Dτ |α + |Cσ|α+ 1
2
≤Mαm(ql, qr)

[
|τ |α+ 1

2
+ |σ|α

]
. (151)

The proof relies on the following lemma

Lemma 1. If 0 < α < 1, and α+ β > 1, then, for x2 > 0, we have the estimate∫ ∞

0

dy2
yα2 (x2 + y2)β

≤
Mα,β

xα+β−1
2

. (152)
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Proof of Lemma. If we let y2 = x2t, then the integral becomes

1

xα+β−1
2

∫ ∞

0

dt

tα(1 + t)β
≤

Mα,β

xα+β−1
2

. (153)

Proof of Proposition. We first consider Cσ, splitting it into a compactly supported
part, C0, whose kernel is given by φ(x2, y2)kC(x2, y2), and a part, C1, with kernel
(1− φ(x2, y2))kC(x2, y2). It is clear that the compactly supported part satisfies

|C0f(x2)| ≤ m(ql, qr)|σ|αχ[−(d+2ϵ),d+2ϵ](x2). (154)

To estimate the other part we observe that, if 0 < α < 1, then applying the
lemma gives

|C1σ(x2)| ≤
∫
R
(1− φ(x2, y2))|kC(x2, y2)||σ(y2)|dy2

≤
∫
R

m(ql, qr)|σ|αdy2
|y2|α(|x2|+ |y2|)

3
2

≤ K ′
α

m(ql, qr)|σ|α
|x2|α+

1
2

.

(155)

Which shows that
|Cσ|α+ 1

2
≤Mm(ql, qr)|σ|α. (156)

We now estimate |Dτ |α, assuming that 0 < α < 1
2 ; applying the lemma gives

|Dτ(x2)| ≤ m(ql, qr)|τ |α+ 1
2

∫
R

dy2

(1 + |y2|)α+
1
2 (1 + |x2|+ |y2|)

1
2

≤ Kα

m(ql, qr)|τ |α+ 1
2

|x2|α
.

(157)

The estimate in (151) follows from this and (156).

If Mαm(ql, qr) < 1, then the Neumann series,(
Id D
C Id

)−1

= Id+

∞∑
j=1

(−1)j
(
0 D
C 0

)j

(158)

converges uniformly in the space of bounded operators on Cα(R)⊕Cα+ 1
2
(R). This

proves:
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Theorem 1. For 0 < α < 1
2 , ifMαm(ql, qr) < 1, and (g, h) ∈ Cα(R)⊕Cα+ 1

2
(R),

then the equations in (137) (or (138)) have a unique solution (σ, τ) ∈ Cα(R) ⊕
Cα+ 1

2
(R).

Remark 1. As m(q, q) = 0, the smallness hypothesis is satisfied if the contrast
between the left and right channels is sufficiently small.

In fact we do not need to require the channels to have small contrast to prove
the generic solvability of (138) . To prove this it is easier to use the single equation
formulation

(Id−DC)σ = (g −Dh) (159)

obtained by multiplying (138) by
(
Id −D
0 Id

)
. If h ∈ Cα+ 1

2
(R), then Dh ∈

Cα(R). In the table below we show the leading order asymptotics for the kernels
of W j

l,r, for j = 0, 2, assuming the channel is centered at x2 = γ. The differences

between W j
l,r, and the leading terms, shown in Table 1, are O((|x2|+ |y2|)−

j+3
2 );

these differences are smoothing and improve decay and therefore Proposition 1
implies that they define compact operators from Cα(R) → Cα(R), Cα+ 1

2
(R) →

Cα+ 1
2
(R), resp. for any α < 1

2 .

cj−+
eik1(|y2−γ|+|x2−γ|)

(|y2−γ|+|x2−γ|)
j+1
2

eik1|y2−γ|bj+(x2−γ)

|y2−γ|
j+1
2

cj++
eik1(|x2−γ|+|y2−γ|)

(|y2−γ|+|x2−γ|)
j+1
2

eik1|y2−γ|cj−(y2−γ)

|x2−γ|
j+1
2

cj00(x2 − γ, y2 − γ)
eik1|x2−γ|cj+(y2−γ)

|x2−γ|
j+1
2

cj−−
eik1(|x2−γ|+|y2−γ|)

(|y2−γ|+|x2−γ|)
j+1
2

eik1|y2−γ|bj−(x2−γ)

|y2−γ|
j+1
2

cj+−
eik1(|x2−γ|+|y2−γ|)

(|x2−γ|+|y2−γ|)
j+1
2

Table 1: Schematic for the structure of the leading terms of W j
l,r assuming the

channel is centered on γ. If the channel has width 2δ, then + is the requirement
that a variable is greater than γ + δ, and − is the requirement that a variable is less
than γ − δ.

To analyze the kernel of composition DC, we choose d > 0 so that the sup-
ports of ql and qr are contained in (−d, d). As above we choose a function φ ∈
C∞
c (Bd+4ϵ), which equals 1 in Bd+2ϵ. We let C0 (resp. D0) have the kernel
φ(x2, y2)kC(x2, y2), (resp. φ(x2, y2)kD(x2, y2)), and C1 (resp. D1) have kernel
(1 − φ(x2, y2))kC(x2, y2), (resp. (1 − φ(x2, y2))kD(x2, y2)). The composition
then splits into the terms

DC = D0C0 +D0C1 +D1C0 +D1C1. (160)
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As the kernels of D0 and C0 are compactly supported and smoothing, and the
kernels of D1, C1 are smooth and have specified rates of decay it is not difficult to
show that

D0C0 +D0C1 +D1C0 : Cα(R) → Cα(R) is compact for any 0 < α <
1

2
. (161)

Using smooth cut-off functions, we now divideD1, C1 into operatorsD11, C11,
with kernels supported in the set {(x2, y2) : |x2| > d + ϵ, |y2| > d + ϵ}, and the
remaindersD10 = D1−D11, C10 = C1−C11. This additional splitting is useful as
the kernels for D11, C11 have simpler asymptotics outside of the channels centered
on the x2 and y2 axes. It is again not difficult to show that

D10C10 +D10C11 +D11C10 : Cα(R) → Cα(R) is compact for any 0 < α <
1

2
.

(162)
This leaves just theD11C11 term. If we suppose that the left channel is centered

at 0 and the right at γ, then, from Table 1, it follows that the leading terms of
kC11 , kD11 are given by

k̃0j =
∑

χ0,χ1∈{−,+}

ψ(χ0x2)ψ(χ1y2)

[
cl,jχ0χ1

eik1(|x2|+|y2|)

(|x2|+ |y2|)
j+1
2

−

cr,jχ0χ1

eik1(|x2−γ|+|y2−γ|)

(|x2 − γ|+ |y2 − γ|)
j+1
2

]
, (163)

with j = 0 for D and j = 2 for C, and ψ(z) ∈ C∞(R) is a non-negative, even
function supported where |z| ≥ d + ϵ and equal to 1 where |z| > d + 4ϵ. Note
that d is selected so that supp ql, supp qr are compact subsets of (−d, d). The very
simple form of these kernels allows us to estimate the leading order part of the
kernel of the composition, D11C11.

Proposition 3. There are positive constants m,M so that∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

−∞
k̃00(x2, z)k̃

0
2(z, y2)dz

∣∣∣∣ ≤ M

(|x2|+m)
1
2 (|y2|+m)

3
2

. (164)

Proof. From (163) it follows that the integral in (164) is a sum of integrals over
either (−∞,−d] or [d,∞) consisting of terms of the form

eik1(|x2−a|+|y2−b|) ψ(|z|)eik1(|z−a|+|z−b|)

(|x2 − a|+ |z − a|)
1
2 (|y2 − b|+ |z − b|)

3
2

, (165)
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where a and b equal either 0 or γ. Within the domain of integration neither z − a,
nor z − b changes sign. All of the various terms are estimated by integrating by
parts. For example, in case a = b = 0, an integration by parts shows that the
integral over [d,∞) equals

∫ ∞

d

ψ(z)e2ik1z

(|x2|+ z)
1
2 (|y2|+ z)

3
2

=
1

2ik1

[∫ ∞

d

−e2ik1zψ′(z)

(|x2|+ z)
1
2 (|y2|+ z)

3
2

+

1

2

∫ ∞

d

e2ik1zψ(z)

(|x2|+ z)
1
2 (|y2|+ z)

3
2

(
1

|x2|+ z
+

3

|y2|+ z

)
dz

]
. (166)

The first integral on the right is easily seen to satisfy an estimate like that in (164).
Integrating by parts one more time in the other terms gives a similar formula from
which the estimates follows easily. All other types of terms appearing in (165) are
estimated using the same integrations by parts.

We have the following corollary.

Corollary 1. For any 0 < α < 1
2 , the operator D11C11 : Cα(R) → C 1

2
(R) is

bounded, and therefore DC : Cα(R) → Cα(R) is a compact operator.

Proof. The first statement is an immediate consequence of the estimate in (164),
and the fact that the differences between kD11 and kC11 and their leading parts are
bounded by M

(1+|x2|+|y2|)
3
2

and M

(1+|x2|+|y2|)
5
2
, respectively. The x2-derivative of the

kernel of D11C11 is easily seen to satisfy the same type of estimates, hence Propo-
sition 1 applies to show that D11C11 : Cα(R) → Cα(R) is a compact operator. The
second statement follows from this observation along with (161) and (162).

This corollary immediately implies:

Corollary 2. (Id−DC) : Cα(R) → Cα(R) is a Fredholm operator of index 0.

Remark 2. To prove the solvability for arbitrary data we would still need to show
that the operator (Id−DC) has a trivial null-space, which we leave to Part III. It
will follow from the uniqueness of the outgoing solution to the scattering problem.

Suppose that (g, h) ∈ Cα(R)⊕Cα+ 1
2
(R), and (Id−DC)σ = g−Dh is solvable

for σ ∈ Cα(R), if we set τ = h−Cσ ∈ Cα+ 1
2
(R), then the pair (σ, τ) solves (138).

In this case the solution to the transmission problem is given by (23),

ul,r = −E l,r ′
σ + E l,rτ, (167)
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which implies that

ul,r(x) = Sk1τ(x) +

∫ ∞

−∞
wl,r(x; 0, y2)τ(y2)dy2−

Dk1σ(x)−
∫ ∞

−∞
∂y1w

l,r(x; 0, y2)σ(y2)dy2,

(168)

where ∓x2 > 0. The kernel for single layer satisfies the estimate∣∣∣∣∣H(1)
0 (k1|x− (0, y2)|)

4

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ M

[x21 + (x2 − y2)2]
1
4

. (169)

The kernel of the double layer is given by

∂y1
iH

(1)
0 (k1|x− y|)

4
↾y1=0= −i k1x1

4|x− (0, y2)|
∂zH

(1)
0 (k1|x− (0, y2)|). (170)

For x1 ̸= 0, as y2 → ∞, it satisfies the estimate∣∣∣∣∣∂y1H(1)
0 (k1|x− y|)

4
↾y1=0

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Mx1

[x21 + (x2 − y2)2]
3
4

. (171)

The estimates proved for wl,r(0, x2; 0, y2), ∂y1w
l,r(0, x2; 0, y2) also hold where

x1 ̸= 0,which, along with Proposition 2, shows that representations for ul,r(x1, x2)
in (168) are given by absolutely convergent integrals.

Remark 3. One can imagine other uses for the fundamental solution, E, of oper-
ators like (∆ + q(x2) + k21) constructed above. A simple example would be to
change the electrical properties of the wave-guide in a compact set replacing q(x2)
by q(x2) +Q(x1, x2), with Q a compactly supported function. Suppose that uin is
a solution to (∆ + q + k21)u

in = 0, and we seek an outgoing solution, uout, to

(∆ + q + k21 +Q)[uin + uout] = 0. (172)

Using the fundamental solution this can be rewritten as a Lipmann-Schwinger type
equation:

(Id+EQ)uout = −EQuin. (173)

At least for small Q, this equation can be solved using a Neumann series

uout = −EQ

∞∑
j=0

(−1)j(χQEQ)juin, (174)
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Figure 4: Three dielectric channels meeting in a compact interaction zone, D,
showing sectors S1, S2, S3.

where χQ is the characteristic function of suppQ. To compute the terms of the
sum only requires a knowledge of the kernel of E on suppQ× suppQ.

A similar approach can be used to study the effect of placing an non-transparent
obstacle in the channel. For these cases the scattered field can be represented in
terms of the sum of a single and double layer with respect to the kernel of E over
the boundary of the obstacle. This will lead to a second kind Fredholm equation
on the boundary of the obstacle.

A more ambitious application might be to study a network of channels meeting
in a compact set. Using an idea similar to that employed in [1] one can decompose
R2 into a collection of truncated sectors, {S1, . . . , SN} each containing a single
semi-infinite channel

{x : |⟨x, v⊥j ⟩ − cj | ≤ dj , ⟨x, vj⟩ > ej}, for vj ∈ R2 unit vectors,

with electrical properties modeled by an operator of the form

Lj = (∆+ qj(⟨x, v⊥j ⟩ − cj) + k21).

Here ⟨·, ·⟩ is the Euclidean inner product in R2. The channels meet in a compact
interaction zone, D. See Figure 4. Using our construction we can build a funda-
mental solution, Ej = Sk1 +Wj , for each operator Lj .

Solutions to Ljuj = 0 in Sj can then be written as sums of single and double
layers w.r.t. Ej integrated over ∂Sj . Imposing jump conditions across the common
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boundaries of the sectors would then lead to systems of integral equations over
∪∂Sj , analogous to (25). These would be supplemented with boundary conditions
on ∂D. As before, the kernels of the various Wj decay like (|s| + |t|)−

1
2 as one

goes out to infinity along components of the ∂Sj . Unfortunately, unless the ∂Sj is
orthogonal to the channel lying in Sj , the normal derivatives of these kernels will
also decay at this rate. Thus it seems unlikely that these integral equations will be
well posed in any useful function space. Adding a little dissipation does lead to
tractable integral equations.

6 Admissible Data

In general, our method for solving the transmission problem specified in (6)–(7)
is applicable to data (g, h) ∈ Cα(R) ⊕ Cα+ 1

2
(R), for some 0 < α < 1

2 . If the

incoming fields uinl,r are sums of wave-guides modes, then they decay exponentially
as |x2| → ∞, and are therefore admissible as data for our method. In general,
there are two other types of incoming data that naturally arise in this context: plane
waves, and point sources.

In this setting, point sources will arise from taking a fundamental solution for
a bi-infinite strip, El,r(x; y), which is precisely what we have constructed above.
Using our representation, we have

El,r(x; y) = gk1(x− y) + wl,r(x : y). (175)

If we fix a point y0 with y01 < 0, then we can use uinl (x) = El(x; y0) as point
source in the left half plane at y0; we can let uinr = 0. The data for the transmission
problem is then

g(x2) = El(0, x2; y0), h(x2) = ∂x1E
l(0, x2; y0). (176)

The analysis in Section 4.6 is easily adapted to show that g(x2) = O(|x2|−
1
2 ), and

h(x2) = O(|x2|−1). In fact, these functions are “outgoing,” and have complete
asymptotic expansions, as ±x2 → ∞, of the form

g(x2) ∼
eik1|x2|√

|x2|

∞∑
j=0

a±j
|x2|j

,

h(x2) ∼
eik1|x2|

|x2|

∞∑
j=0

b±j
|x2|j

.

(177)
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This sort of asymptotic behavior is needed in order for the solutions we obtain to
be outgoing. As we show in Parts II and III, this would imply

(∂x2∓ik1)g(x2) = (∂x2∓ik1)ul(0−, x2)−(∂x2∓ik1)ur(0+, x2) = O((±x2)−
3
2 ).

(178)
The case of incoming plane waves is similar. In the case that the wave-guide

is a bi-infinite channel, with k1 < k2, as described by (4), the scattering problem
for an incoming plane wave “from above” has an elementary solution: Let κ =
(κ1, κ2) satisfy

κ21 + κ22 = k21, κ2 < 0, (179)

then the function vin = eiκ·x is a reasonable incoming field “from above” for the
single channel modeled by (∆+ q(x2) + k21), with q(x2) = χ[−d,d](x2)(k

2
2 − k21).

We would like to find the outgoing scattered wave, vsc, produced by this incoming
field. We let κ′ = (κ1,−κ2), and κ̃ = (κ1, κ̂2), κ̃

′ = (κ1,−κ̂2), where κ̂2 =√
k22 − κ21 > 0. The scattered field can be found using the jump conditions directly

and takes the form predicted by the Fresnel relations

vsc(κ;x) =


α+(κ)eiκ

′·x where x2 > d,

α0(κ)eiκ̃·x + β0(κ)eiκ̃
′·x where |x2| < d,

α−(κ)eiκ·x where x2 < −d.
(180)

The determinant of the linear system that defines the coefficients, (α+(κ), α0(κ),
β0(κ), α−(κ)), is a non-zero multiple of 2κ2κ̂2 cos 2κ̂2d + i(k22 − k21) sin 2κ̂2d,
which does not vanish provided that κ2 ̸= 0. Hence if κ = k1(cos θ,− sin θ), then
these coefficients depend smoothly on θ ∈ (0, π). A general field incoming “from
above” takes the form

vinµ (x) =

∫ π

0
eik1(cos θ,− sin θ)·xdµ(θ), (181)

with dµ a finite measure on (0, π). By linearity, it produces an “outgoing” scattered
field of the form

voutµ =

∫ π

0
vsc(k1(cos θ,− sin θ);x)dµ(θ). (182)

While our method for analyzing a pair of intersecting semi-infinite wave-guides
does not apply to incoming fields that do not decay as |x2| → ∞, if dµ(θ) =
m(θ)dθ, with m ∈ C∞

c ((0, π)), then

vtotµ (x1, x2) = vinµ (x1, x2)χ[d,∞)(x2) + voutµ (x1, x2)
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satisfies the transmission boundary conditions and is a weak solution of the PDE
(∆+ q(x2)+ k21)v

tot
µ = 0. A stationary phase computation shows that voutµ (κ; rη)

satisfies the Sommerfeld radiation conditions if either η, or −η belongs to the
suppm, and is rapidly vanishing at infinity otherwise. Moreover we have asymp-
totic expansions

vtotµ (0, x2) ∼


e−ik1x2√

x2

∞∑
j=0

a−j

xj
2

+ eik1x2√
x2

∞∑
j=0

a+j

xj
2

for x2 > 0,

e−ik1x2√
|x2|

∞∑
j=0

b+j

xj
2

for x2 < 0,

∂x1v
tot
µ (0, x2) ∼


e−ik1x2

x2

∞∑
j=0

a
′−
j

xj
2

+ eik1x2
x2

∞∑
j=0

a
′+
j

xj
2

for x2 > 0,

e−ik1x2

x2

∞∑
j=0

b
′+
j

xj
2

for x2 < 0.

(183)

and therefore our method of solution, with ql = q, and data determined by uinl =
vtotµ , uinr = 0 does apply to this case. To obtain the needed estimates for our
approach to apply it suffices for m ∈ C2

c ((0, π)).
Unfortunately, as is clear from (183), data of this type is not outgoing along

the ray {x1 = 0, x2 > 0}, hence, from (178), it is clear that the solution found by
our method cannot be outgoing. This is where the symmetric formulation of the
transmission problem proves its worth. If we let voutµ;l , v

out
µ;r , denote the scattered

fields obtained using the foregoing method with q = ql, q = qr, respectively, then
we can let

uinl,r(x1, x2) =

{
vinµ (x1, x2)χ[d+l ,∞)(x2) + voutµ;l (x1, x2), for l, x1 < 0,

vinµ (x1, x2)χ[d+r ,∞)(x2) + voutµ;r (x1, x2), for r, x1 > 0,
(184)

where supp ql,r = [d−l,r, d
+
l,r]. These two fields have the same incoming component

where x2 ≫ 0, given by vinµ . Hence the data for the transmission problem has no
incoming part and, for x2 ≫ 0, is given by

g(x2) =

∫ π

0
(α+

l (θ)− α+
r (θ))e

ik1 sin θdµ(θ),

h(x2) = ik1

∫ π

0
(α+

l (θ)− α+
r (θ)) cos θe

ik1 sin θdµ(θ).

(185)

If dµ = m(θ)dθ, with m ∈ C∞
c ((0, π)), then g and h have asymptotic expansions

like those in (183), but with a−j = a
′−
j = 0, for all j. This data is therefore outgo-

ing, and the solution to the transmission problem produced by our method can also
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expected to be. It is worth mentioning that if m ∈ C∞
c ((0, π)), with suppm ⊂

[θ0, π − θ0], for a θ0 > 0, then the incoming wave packet vinµ (rη) = O(r−N ) for
any N > 0, if 0 < η2 < sin θ0.

Remark 4. I want to thank Manas Rachh for explaining the trick used here for
removing the incoming part of the data in a transmission problem.

7 The Projections onto Wave-Guide Modes

In the foregoing pages we have explained a method to find and represent solutions
to the transmission problem that results from two semi-infinite wave-guides meet-
ing along a common perpendicular line. The solution is represented in each half
plane by layer potentials along this line, with sources (σ, τ), see (168). The solu-
tions in each half plane can be split into a contribution from the wave-guide modes
and “radiation,”

ul,r(x) = ul,rg (x) + ul,rrad(x). (186)

If {(vl,rn , ξl,rn ) : n = 1, . . . , Nl,r} are the guided modes, normalized to have L2-
norms 1, then the projection into the guided modes is given by

ul,rg (x1, x2) =

Nl,r∑
n=1

vl,rn (x2)

∫ ∞

−∞
ul,r(x1, y2)v

l,r
n (y2)dy2 (187)

This has a very simple expression in terms of our representation, coming entirely
from the wg

0+-term in the expression for El,r, see (41).
We assume that ul,r is given by (168), with sources (σ, τ) ∈ Cα(R)⊕Cα+ 1

2
(R).

As noted in Section 5 the representations for ul,r and ∂x1u
l,r are in terms of abso-

lutely convergent integrals. The key observation is the following

Proposition 4. Let (σ, τ) ∈ Cα(R)⊕ Cα+ 1
2
(R) and let vl,rn (x2)e

iξl,rn x1 be a wave-

guide mode for ∆+ k21 + ql,r(x2), then, for all ±x1 > 0,

∞∫
−∞

∞∫
−∞

[gk1(|(x1, x2 − y2)|) + wc;l,r
0+ (x1, x2; 0, y2)]τ(y2)v

l,r
n (x2)dy2dx2 = 0,

∞∫
−∞

∞∫
−∞

∂y1 [gk1(|(x1 − y1, x2 − y2)|)+

wc;l,r
0+ (x1, x2; y1, y2)]y1=0σ(y2)v

l,r
n (x2)dy2dx2 = 0.

(188)
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Proof. We give the details for the right half plane. The estimates proved in the
previous sections show that these integrals are absolutely convergent and therefore
we can change the order of the integrations. To prove the proposition we show that,
for each y2 and x1 > 0, we have

∞∫
−∞

[gk1(|(x1, x2 − y2)|) + wc;r
0+(x1, x2; 0, y2)]v

r
n(x2)dx2 = 0,

∞∫
−∞

∂y1 [gk1(|(x1 − y1, x2 − y2)|) + wc;r
0+(x1, x2; y1, y2)]y1=0v

r
n(x2)dx2 = 0.

(189)

To prove these statements we use the Sommerfeld integral representation for the
free space fundamental solution, see (30).

We begin with the single layer term, which can be written as the iterated inte-
gral:

1

2π

∞∫
−∞

 ∞∫
−∞

iei|x2−y2|
√

k21−ξ2

2
√
k21 − ξ2

+

∫
Γ+
ν

w̃c;r
0+(ξ, x2; y2)

 eix1ξdξ vrn(x2)dx2. (190)

We would like to change the order of integrations in this integral, which would be
easily justified if the integral in ξ were over any finite interval. Note that

∞∫
k1+1

∣∣∣∣∣ ie−|x2−y2|
√

ξ2−k21e−iy1ξ

2
√
ξ2 − k21

∣∣∣∣∣ dξ ≤M [1 + | log |x2 − y2|]. (191)

Combining this with the estimates (80) and (98), and the fact that |vrn(x2)| ≤
Me−|x2|

√
ξr 2
n −k21 shows that these integrals are absolutely convergent and there-

fore we can interchange the order of the integrations. By analyticity we can also
replace the integral in the first term with an integral over Γ+

ν , to obtain

1

2π

∫
Γ+
ν

 ∞∫
−∞

iei|x2−y2|
√

k21−ξ2

2
√
k21 − ξ2

+ w̃c;r
0+(ξ, x2; y2)

 eix1ξvrn(x2)dx2dξ. (192)

Using the fact that ξr 2n vrn = (∂2x2
+ k21 + qr(x2))v

r
n and integrating by parts it

follows that
∞∫

−∞

[
iei|x2−y2|

√
k21−ξ2

2
√
k21 − ξ2

+ w̃c;r
0+(ξ, x2; y2)

]
eix1ξvrn(x2)dx2 =

ieix1ξvrn(y2)

ξr 2n − ξ2
.

(193)
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Hence the double integral is

1

2πi

∫
Γ+
ν

ieix1ξvrn(y2)dξ

ξ2 − ξr 2n
, (194)

which, using Cauchy’s theorem, is easily seen to vanish for x1 > 0.
The double layer is almost the same; the double integral in (190) is replaced by

i

2π

∞∫
−∞

 ∫
Γ+
ν

[
iei|x2−y2|

√
k21−ξ2

2
√
k21 − ξ2

+ w̃c;r
0+(ξ, x2; y2)

]
ξeix1ξdξ

 vrn(x2)dx2. (195)

The integral involving w̃c;r
0+(ξ, x2; y2) is again easily seen to be absolutely conver-

gent, but the additional factor of ξ makes the other term more subtle. We need an
estimate for this term that takes account of the fact that x1 > 0.

Lemma 2. For x1 > 0, λ > 0 and R > k1 let

f±R (x1, λ) = ±
±∞∫
±R

eix1ξ−λ
√

ξ2−k21ξdξ√
ξ2 − k21

. (196)

These functions satisfy the estimates

|f±R (x1, λ)| ≤
Me−λ

√
R2−k21

x1
(197)

Proof. As f−R (x1, λ) = f+R (x1, λ) it suffices to do the +-case. If we let s =√
ξ2 − k1, then

f+R (x1, λ) =

∞∫
√

R2−k21

eix1

√
s2+k21−λsds. (198)

Noting that

∂s

[√
s2 + k21
s

eix1

√
s2+k21

]
=

ix1e
ix1

√
s2+k21 − k21

s2
√
s2 + k21

eix1

√
s2+k21 , (199)
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integration by parts shows that

f+R (x1, λ) =
1

ix1

[
k1e

−λ
√

R2−k21+ix1R√
R2 − k21

+

∞∫
√

R2−k21

[
λ
√
s2 + k21
s

+
k21

s2
√
s2 + k21

]
eix1

√
s2+k21−λsds

]
. (200)

The integral is easily seen to be O(e−λ
√

R2−k21), which completes the proof of the
lemma.

We rewrite the integral in (195) as

i

2π

∞∫
−∞

∫
Γ+
ν

[
iei|x2−y2|

√
k21−ξ2

2
√
k21 − ξ2

]
ξeix1ξdξ vrn(x2)dx2 =

i

2π

∞∫
−∞

 ∫
Γ+
ν ∩DR

[
iei|x2−y2|

√
k21−ξ2

2
√
k21 − ξ2

]
ξeix1ξdξ + f+R (x1, |x2 − y2|) + f−R (x1, |x2 − y2|)

 vrn(x2)dx2.
(201)

In the part of the integral over Γ+
ν ∩DR we can interchange the order of the inte-

grations. We use the lemma to estimate the other terms∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫

−∞

[f+R (x1, |x2 − y2|) + f−R (x1, |x2 − y2|)]vrn(x2)dx2

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ M

x1

∫ ∞

−∞
e−

√
R2−k21 |x2−y2|e−

√
ξr 2
n −k21 |x2|dx2

≤ M

x1(
√
R2 − k21 −

√
ξr 2n − k21)

.

(202)
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Thus we see that

∞∫
−∞

 ∫
Γ+
ν

[
iei|x2−y2|

√
k21−ξ2

2
√
k21 − ξ2

+ w̃c;r
0+(ξ, x2; y2)

]
ξeix1ξdξ

 vrn(x2)dx2 =
lim

R→∞

∫
Γ+
ν ∩DR

∞∫
−∞

[[
iei|x2−y2|

√
k21−ξ2

2
√
k21 − ξ2

+ w̃c;r
0+(ξ, x2; y2)

]
vrn(x2)dx2

]
ξeix1ξdξ.

(203)

The x2-integral is computed in (193), giving

∞∫
−∞

 ∫
Γ+
ν

[
iei|x2−y2|

√
k21−ξ2

2
√
k21 − ξ2

+ w̃c;r
0+(ξ, x2; y2)

]
ξeix1ξdξ

 vrn(x2)dx2 =
lim

R→∞
vn(y2)

∫
Γ+
ν ∩DR

iξeix1ξ

ξr 2n − ξ2
dξ = 0. (204)

The last equality follows from Cauchy’s theorem. It completes the proof of (189)
and also of the proposition.

Using this proposition we can compute the projections of ul,r to the respective
right and left wave-guide modes given in (187). In our representation

ul,r(x) =

∫ ∞

−∞
El,r(x; 0, y2)τ(y2)dy2 −

∫ ∞

−∞
∂y1E

l,r(x; 0, y2)σ(y2)dy2. (205)

We give the details for {x1 > 0}; Proposition 4 and (40) show that

urg(x1, x2) =

Nr∑
n=1

[⟨τ, vrn⟩+ iξrn⟨σ, vrn⟩]vrn(x2)eiξ
r
nx1 , (206)

where

⟨f, g⟩ =
∞∫

−∞

f(x)g(x)dx. (207)

Hence the projections of ul,r onto the wave-guide modes are completely deter-
mined by the projections, {⟨τ, vl,rn ⟩, ⟨σ, vl,rn ⟩ : n = 1, . . . , Nl,r}, of the source
terms onto these modes.
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If these projections could be determined directly from the data, then we could
determine the scattering relation, from incoming wave-guide modes to outgoing
modes, without having to solve the complete problem. Starting with the equa-
tion (138) we can almost find equations for the coefficients in (206). Projecting
these equations into span of the wave-guide modes we obtain

P l,r
g σ + P l,r

g Dτ = P l,r
g g

P l,r
g Cσ + P l,r

g τ = P l,r
g h,

(208)

where we let

P l,r
g f =

Nl,r∑
n=1

⟨f, vl,rn ⟩vl,rn (x2). (209)

These equations can be rewritten as

P l,r
g σ + P l,r

g DP l,r
g τ = P l,r

g g − P l,r
g D(Id−P l,r

g )τ

P l,r
g CP l,r

g σ + P l,r
g τ = P l,r

g h− P l,r
g C(Id−P l,r

g )σ.
(210)

While this is not quite a system of equations for the projections (P l,r
g σ, P l,r

g τ), the
facts that P l,r

g (Id−P l,r
g ) = 0, and the norms of ∥D∥ and ∥C∥ are proportional

to m(ql, qr) suggests that, at least for two channels with small contrast, dropping
these terms leads to equations

P l,r
g σ̃ + P l,r

g DP l,r
g τ̃ = P l,r

g g

P l,r
g CP l,r

g σ̃ + P l,r
g τ̃ = P l,r

g h,
(211)

whose solutions, (P l,r
g σ̃, P l,r

g τ̃), should be very close to (P l,r
g σ, P l,r

g τ).

8 Some Concluding Remarks

In the foregoing pages we have constructed outgoing fundamental solutions for
operators of the form ∆ + k21 + q(x2), and shown how to use them to represent
the solution to the transmission problem defined by two semi-infinite wave-guides
meeting along a common perpendicular line. The construction of the “outgoing”
fundamental solution is in a form that should lend itself to numerical implementa-
tion. We have shown that the resultant system of integral equations is Fredholm of
second kind on the spaces Cα(R) ⊕ Cα+ 1

2
(R), with 0 < α < 1

2 , and are therefore
generically solvable.
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We have only presented a detailed analysis of this problem for the case of po-
tentials given by (4), though it is clear that our approach will apply, mutatis mutan-
dis, if q(x2) is a bounded, measurable function with bounded support. The princi-
pal difference will be that the basic solutions, ũ±(ξ, 0+;x2), of the ODE, and their
Wronskian no longer have explicit formulæ in terms of elementary functions within
the support of q. These formulæ need to be replaced by (standard) estimates. To
implement the method numerically, the functions ũ± have to be computed numer-
ically within the support of q. The problem of having 2 open wave-guides that are
of the form considered here outside a compact set, is a relatively compact pertur-
bation which, while requiring further analysis, should not pose serious additional
difficulties.

In Part II we show that under reasonable hypotheses on the data, which are
satisfied by wave-guide modes, points sources and wave-packets, the sources found
by solving the integral equations along {x1 = 0} satisfy many additional estimates
and even admit asymptotic expansions, that is

σ(x2) ∼
eik1|x2|

|x2|
1
2

N∑
l=0

a±l
|x2|l

+O
(
|x2|−N− 3

2

)
,

τ(x2) ∼
eik1|x2|

|x2|

N∑
l=0

[
b±l

|x2|l+
1
2

+
c±l
|x2|l

]
+O

(
|x2|−N−2

)
, as |x2| → ∞.

(212)

In some cases the coefficients c±l = 0.
Using these asymptotic expansions we show that the solutions given by ul,r

also have complete expansions that are uniformly correct as η1, η2 → 0±. The
existence of these expansions implies that the solutions satisfy precisely the sort of
outgoing radiation condition that one expects from the work of Isozaki, Melrose,
Vasy et al. The proofs of the asymptotic expansions use fairly classical techniques,
combined with a novel contour deformation argument. To complete this analysis,
and prove the uniqueness of the solutions found using our method, requires a much
more sophisticated, microlocal analysis of this class of problems, which is given in
Part III.
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Appendix
In these appendices we collect a variety of background results, and study the outgo-
ing properties of the limiting absorption solution in the case of a bi-infinite channel.

A The Planar Case

In order to estimate the correction terms wl,r(x; y) we need to have a good descrip-
tion of the limit of the kernels for (Dq + iδ)−1 as δ → 0+, where

Dq = ∆+ k21 + q(x2). (213)

We are employing the limiting absorption principle limit, which, more or less by
definition, gives the outgoing solution to

(∆ + k21 + q)u = f, (214)

for certain functions f, which includes, but is not limited to compactly supported
functions.

In this section we use the Fourier transform in the x1-variable and basic ODE
theory to construct the kernels for these operators where we usually take

q(x2) = (k22 − k21)χ[−d,d](x2). (215)

It would be more standard to consider the spectral theory and resolvent of the
operator ∆+ q(x2). However our analysis relies on detailed analyticity properties
of the kernel of (∆+ q+ k21 + iδ) for δ > 0, which is why we consider the shifted
operator. The substance of these results generalizes easily to piecewise continuous
functions, q(x2), with support in [−d, d].

With H2(R2) as the domain, Dq defines an unbounded self adjoint operator on
L2(R2). The spectrum of this operator, σ(Dq), is well known to lie in the interval
(−∞, k22]. In this section we present a construction for the resolvent kernel of this
operator, which allows for the construction of the perturbation termswl,r, by taking
for q either ql or qr. To that end we need compute the kernel of the limit

lim
δ→0+

(Dq + iδ)−1,

which we denote by R0+(x; y). This is the operator arising from limiting absorp-
tion principle applied to this case. By a small abuse of terminology, in the sequel
we refer to R0+ as the resolvent kernel, or outgoing resolvent kernel.
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Our construction of the resolvent kernel uses the partial Fourier transform in
the x1-variable, which we denote by

ũ(ξ, x2) =

∫ ∞

−∞
u(x1, x2)e

−iξx1dx1. (216)

To construct the resolvent kernel we the need kernels for inverses of the operators

Lξ + iδ = ∂2x2
+ k21 + q(x2)− ξ2 + iδ, ξ ∈ R,

with domain H2(R). These kernels are constructed from the basic solutions to

∂2x2
ũ±(ξ, δ;x2) + (k21 + q(x2)− ξ2 + iδ)ũ±(ξ, δ;x2) = 0, (217)

which satisfy

ũ±(ξ, δ;x2) = e±ix2

√
k21−ξ2+iδ for ± x2 > d. (218)

The
√
z is defined on C \ (−∞, 0], to be positive on (0,∞); for δ, ξ ∈ R,

sgn Im
√
k2 − ξ2 + iδ = sgn δ,

and therefore, for δ > 0, and ξ2 > k21,√
k21 − ξ2 + iδ = i

√
ξ2 − k21 − iδ. (219)

Hence, for δ > 0, ũ+(ξ, δ;x2) decays exponentially as x2 → ∞,whereas ũ−(ξ, δ;x2)
decays exponentially as x2 → −∞. Taking δ → 0+ we get the basic solutions that
satisfy

ũ±(ξ, 0
+;x2) =

{
e±ix2

√
k21−ξ2 for |ξ| ≤ k1,

e∓x2

√
ξ2−k21 for |ξ| > k1, as ± x2 → ∞.

(220)

The solutions ũ+(ξ, 0;x2) are outgoing as x2 → ∞, and ũ−(ξ, 0;x2) are outgoing
as x2 → −∞. If q(−x2) = q(x2), then it is easy to show that

ũ−(ξ, δ;x2) = ũ+(ξ, δ;−x2). (221)

Remark 5. It should be noted that while the families ũ±(ξ, δ;x2) are analytic as
functions of ξ2, their analyticity properties as functions of ξ are more complicated.
This is because, with our choice of square-root, the composition ξ 7→

√
k21 − ξ2 is
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analytic and single-valued in C\(−∞,−k1]∪ [k1,∞).We see that letting δ → 0+

implies that, for ξ real with for |ξ| > k1,√
k21 − ξ2 = i

√
ξ2 − k21,

where
√
ξ2 − k21 ∈ (0,∞). Fortunately our applications only require analyticity

for ξ in small neighborhoods of the intervals (k1, k2), (−k2,−k1) ⊂ R. Since
this avoids the branch points at ±k1, the

√
ξ2 − k21 has a single valued, analytic

determination in a neighborhood of these open intervals.
As solutions to an ODE, the functions ũ±(ξ, 0+;x2) are specified by their be-

havior for ±x2 > d, and therefore have analytic extensions to ũ±(ζ, 0+;x2), for ζ
in a neighborhood, U ⊂ C, of (k1, k2) ∪ (−k2,−k1). As these solutions are also
determined by their asymptotics, for small enough δ, these extensions satisfy

ũ(ξ, δ;x2) = ũ(
√
ξ2 − iδ, 0+;x2).

Note also that ũ±(ζ, 0+;x2) = ũ±(−ζ, 0+;x2), for ζ ∈ U . This does not require
q(x2) = q(−x2).

The simple case of the ∆+k2 is instructive. Constructing the outgoing solution
to (∆ + k2)u = f, via a 1-dimensional Fourier transform gives the formula

u(x1, x2) = − 1

4π

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

e−
√

ξ2−k2|x2−y2|eiξx1 f̃(ξ, y2)dy2dξ√
ξ2 − k2

, (222)

where
√
ξ2 − k2 = −i

√
k2 − ξ2 if |ξ| < k. The resolvent kernel of ∂2x2

− ξ2 +
k2 is an even function of ξ, and has an analytic extension to a neighborhood of
(−∞,−k) ∪ (k,∞). This is not the restriction of its analytic extension to the
upper, or lower half plane.

In order to satisfy the equation and boundary conditions at x2 = ±d, implied
by Dom(Lξ) = H2(R), it is necessary for ũ+ to have the form

ũ+(ξ, δ;x2) =

{
a0e

ix2

√
k22−ξ2+iδ + b0e

−ix2

√
k22−ξ2+iδ for |x2| < d,

a−e
ix2

√
k21−ξ2+iδ + b−e

−ix2

√
k21−ξ2+iδ for x2 < −d.

(223)

The claim for |x2| < d assumes that q is given by (215), which we assume for the
remainder of this section. If δ = 0+, and |ξ| < k1, then ũ+ oscillates as |x2| → ∞,
whereas if |ξ| > k1, then this solution decays exponentially as x2 → ∞, but
typically grows exponentially as x2 → −∞.
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Using the solutions described in (218)–(223), we now construct the inverse for
Lξ + iδ. The inverse is given by

Rξ,δ(f̃)(x2) =
1

W (ξ, δ)

[∫ x2

−∞
ũ+(ξ, δ;x2)ũ−(ξ, δ; y2)f̃(y2)dy2+∫ ∞

x2

ũ−(ξ, δ;x2)ũ+(ξ, δ; y2)f̃(y2)dy2

]
, (224)

where

W (ξ, δ) = u−(ξ, δ;x2)∂x2u+(ξ, δ;x2)− u+(ξ, δ;x2)∂x2u−(ξ, δ;x2), (225)

is the Wronskian, which is independent of x2. This operator agrees with the bounded
inverse of Lξ + iδ, where it is defined, but is also defined as an operator from
L2
comp(R) → H2

loc(R), even for δ = 0+, |ξ| < k1. We denote the operator by Rξ,δ,
with

Rξ,0+ = lim
δ→0+

Rξ,δ. (226)

The operator ∂2x2
+k21+q(x2), acting onH2(R) is self adjoint and its spectrum

is easily shown lie in the interval (−∞, k22]. Thus Lξ + iδ is invertible on L2(R)
provided δ ̸= 0, and also if δ = 0, but |ξ| > k2. Indeed it is also invertible with
δ = 0, for all but finitely ξ with k1 < |ξ| < k2. Because it is self adjoint we have
the norm estimate for (Lξ + iδ)−1 = Rξ,δ

∥Rξ,δ∥ ≤ 1

dist(ξ2 − iδ, (−∞, k22])
≤


1
|δ| for |ξ| < k2,

1√
(ξ2−k22)

2+δ2
for |ξ| ≥ k2.

(227)

If f ∈ L2(R2), then the L2-solution to (Dq + iδ)u = f is given by

u(x1, x2) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
eiξx1Rξ,δ(f̃)(x2)dξ, (228)

where
f̃(ξ, x2) =

∫ ∞

−∞
f(x1, x2)e

−iξx1dx1. (229)

Using Plancherel’s formula and (227) we see that, for δ ̸= 0,∫
R2

|u(x1, x2)|2dx ≤ 1

2π

∫
R2

|f̃(ξ, x2)|2

δ2 + (ξ2 − k22)
2
+

dx2dξ ≤
1

δ2

∫
R2

|f(x1, x2)|2dx.

(230)
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If q = 0, then the limit of (228) as δ → 0+, is just Sommerfeld’s integral ex-
pressing the outgoing fundamental solution to ∆+k21 as a Fourier transform in the
x1-variable.

Relation (221) shows that

W (ξ, δ) = 2u+(ξ, δ; 0)∂x2u+(ξ, δ; 0); (231)

from (223) we conclude that

W (ξ, δ) = 2i(a20 − b20)
√
k22 − ξ2 + iδ. (232)

It follows from Remark 5 and (231) that W (ξ, 0+) = limδ→0+ W (ξ, δ) has an
analytic extension to the open set, U , and, for ±

√
ξ2 − iδ ∈ U ,

W (ξ, δ) =W (
√
ξ2 − iδ, 0+). (233)

Suppose that W (ξ0, δ) = 0; this happens if and only if

ũ+(ξ0, δ;x2) = cũ−(ξ0, δ;x2) = cũ+(ξ0, δ;−x2), (234)

for some non-zero constant c. For x2 < 0, this shows

ũ−(ξ0, δ;x2) = e−ix2

√
k21−ξ20+iδ. (235)

If δ > 0, then Im
√
k21 − ξ20 + iδ > 0, and therefore ũ+(ξ0, δ;x2) ∈ L2(R),

would be an L2-eigenvector with eigenvalue k21 − ξ20 + iδ. As ∂2x2
+ k21 + q(x2) is

self-adjoint, its spectrum is real, and therefore such roots cannot exist. If a relation
like (234) holds, then δ = 0.

If k21 − ξ20 < 0, then

Im
√
k21 − ξ20 = lim

δ→0+
Im
√
k21 − ξ20 + iδ > 0. (236)

hence
ũ−(ξ0, 0

+;x2) = ex2

√
ξ20−k21 , (237)

which decays exponentially as x2 → −∞. The function, ũ+(ξ0, 0+;x2) is an L2-
eigenfunction of ∂2x2

+ k21 + q(x2) with eigenvalue ξ20 .

Definition 2. A wave-guide solution is a function v ∈ H2(R) that is a solution to

∂2x2
v − ξ2v + (k21 + q(x2))v = 0, (238)

which satisfies the estimate

|v(x2)| ≤ Ce−
√

ξ2−k21 |x2| for |x2| > d. (239)
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The functions e±iξx1v(x2) are solutions to the homogeneous equation Dqu =
0. These solutions are strongly localized within the channel |x2| < d. The solution
with 0 < ξ is a right-ward moving wave, and that with ξ < 0 is left-ward moving.

In Appendix A.1 we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2. If 0 < k1 < k2, for ξ ∈ R, and δ ≥ 0, there are finitely many simple
solutions, {±ξn : n = 1, . . . , N}, to the equation

W (ξ, δ) = 0, (240)

all of which satisfy δ = 0+, and

k1 < |ξn| < k2. (241)

These are the only solutions to equation (240). For 0 < k1 < k2, and any d > 0,
there is at least one non-trivial solution to W (ξ, 0+) = 0.

The number of solutions, N, is a non-decreasing function of d, the width of the
channel.

Remark 6. In the sequel we assume that 0 < k1 < ξn < k2, for n = 1, . . . , N. We
can show that

lim
δ→0+

(ξ − ξn)Rξn,δf̃(x2) =
ũ+(ξn, 0

+;x2)⟨ũ+(ξn, 0+; ·), f̃⟩
cWξ(ξn)

, (242)

where c is defined in (234). Following §2.6 of [13], we conclude that

vn(x2) =
ũ+(ξn, 0

+; ·)√
|cWξ(ξn)|

(243)

has L2-norm 1.

Our main interest is in analyzing the behavior of solutions to (Dq + iδ)uδ = f
as δ → 0+. In general, the limiting solution does not belong to L2(R2) and will not
exist unless f satisfies certain conditions. In Appendix A.2 we prove the following
estimates on the limits of the kernels of (Lξ + iδ)−1 as δ → 0+.

Theorem 3. For |ξ| > k2, we have the following estimates for the resolvent kernel:

|Rξ,0+(x2, y2)| ≤ C · (1 + |ξ|)−1×{
e−B̃|x2−y2| if both d < |x2| and d < |y2|,
e−Ã|x2−y2| otherwise;

(244)
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for k1 < |ξ| < k2, we have the following estimate

|Rξ,0+(x2, y2)| ≤ C
e−B̃|x2−y2|√

|ξ2 − k21|
∏N

n=1 |ξ2 − ξ2n|
, (245)

with analogous estimates for x2 < y2. If |ξ| < k1, then

|Rξ,0+(x2, y2)| ≤
C√

|ξ2 − k21|
. (246)

Here C are constants independent of x2, y2, ξ, and

Ã =
√
ξ2 − k22, B̃ =

√
ξ2 − k21. (247)

Remark 7. Somewhat more precise estimates are used in Section 4.

For δ ̸= 0, uδ ∈ H2(R2), and the PDE, (Dq + iδ)uδ = f, is equivalent to

(Lξ + iδ)ũδ = f̃ , for ξ ∈ R, (248)

which implies that
ũδ(ξ, ·) = Rξ,δf̃(ξ, ·). (249)

We consider what happens where the Wronskian vanishes. Using (234), we see
that at such a root the limit of W (ξ, δ)Rξ,δf̃ satisfies

lim
δ→0+

W (ξ0, δ)Rξ0,δ(f̃) =
1

c

∫ ∞

−∞
ũ+(ξ0, 0

+;x2)ũ+(ξ0, 0
+; y2)f̃(ξ0, y2)dy2.

(250)
From this relation it is clear that in order for limδ→0+ Rξ0,δf̃(ξ0, ·) to exist, where
W (ξ0, 0

+) = 0, it would be necessary for∫ ∞

−∞
ũ+(ξ0, 0

+; y2)f̃(ξ0, y2)dy2 = 0. (251)

In fact, we are only interested in the inverse Fourier transform,

lim
δ→0+

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
Rξ,δ(f̃)(ξ, x2)e

iξx1dξ, (252)

which may well have a limit even if limδ→0+ Rξ,δ(f̃)(ξ, x2) does not exist for all
real ξ. This is because for data analytic in ξ we can deform the contour and avoid
the singularities at {±ξn}.
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Proposition 5. Suppose that ±k1 are not roots of W (ξ, 0+). If f satisfies the fol-
lowing properties:

1. The supp f ⊂ R× [−L,L] for some finite L.

2. For each x2 ∈ [−L,L], the distributional partial Fourier transform of f in
the x1-variable, f̃(·, x2), is in L1

loc(R), and in L2(R \ [−k2, k2]).

3. The function ξ → f̃(ξ, x2) has an analytic extension to U , a complex neigh-
borhood of (−k2,−k1) ∪ (k1, k2).

4. f̃(ξ, x2) ∈ L1
loc(R2).

In this case the limit

v0+(x1, x2) = lim
δ→0+

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
Rξ,δ(f̃)(ξ, x2)e

iξx1dξ (253)

exists in H2
loc(R2) and defines an outgoing solution to Dqv0+ = f.

Proof. For δ > 0, the integral on the right hand side of (253), which we denote vδ,
satisfies

(Dq + iδ)vδ = f. (254)

Under the hypotheses on f we can express the Fourier transform in x1 as

Rξ,δ[f̃(ξ, ·)](x2) =
Uξ,δ[f̃(ξ, ·)](x2)

W (ξ, δ)
=
U√

ξ2−iδ,0+
[f̃(ξ, ·)](x2)

W (
√
ξ2 − iδ, 0+)

. (255)

In light of Remark 5, and the fact that the integrals definingU√
ξ2−iδ,0+

[f̃(ξ, ·)](x2)
extend over a compact interval, this function has an analytic extension as a function
of ξ to the neighborhood, U , of (−k2,−k1) ∪ (k1, k2). The denominator also has
an analytic extension, with simple zeroes at {±

√
ξ2n + iδ : n = 1, . . . , N}. Those

with +-signs lie in the upper half plane near to {|ξn|}.
Let ν > 0 be a small number so that, for all small enough δ, tending to 0+, the

numerator, Uξ,δ[f̃(ξ, ·)](x2), is analytic in

B2ν =
N⋃

n=1

D2ν(ξn) ∪D2ν(−ξn). (256)

Furthermore, assume that ν > 0 is less than 1/4 the minimum distance between
successive values of {±ξn}∪{±k1,±k2}. Let Γ+

ν be the contour, which lies along
the real axis, except for semi-circles, in the upper half plane, of radius ν centered
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on the zeros (both positive and negative) ofW (ξ, 0+). See Figure 2. For δ > 0, the
numerator of the integrand is analytic in the region between the real axis and Γ+

ν ,
and the denominator has simple zeroes at {±

√
ξ2n + iδ : n = 1, . . . , N}, which,

for small enough δ, lie in Bν .
For small enough δ > 0, we can therefore replace the integration along R

in (253) with an integral over the contour Γ+
ν . The residue theorem implies that

vδ(x1, x2) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
Rξ,δ(f̃)(ξ, x2)e

iξx1dξ =
1

2π

∫
Γ+
ν

Rξ,δ(f̃)(ξ, x2)e
iξx1dξ+

i

N∑
n=1

Uξn,0+(f̃)(
√
ξ2n + iδ, x2)e

i
√

ξ2n+iδ x1

Wξ(ξn, 0+)
.

(257)

From this expression it is quite clear that we can let δ → 0+, and vδ and its deriva-
tives converge locally uniformly to v0+ = R0+f and its derivatives, with

v0+(x1, x2) =
1

2π

∫
Γ+
ν

Rξ,0+(f̃)(ξ, x2)e
iξx1dξ + i

N∑
n=1

vn(x2)⟨f̃(ξn, ·), vn⟩eiξnx1 ,

(258)
where the {vn} are defined in Remark 6. Taking the limit in (254) in the weak
sense we deduce that Dqv0+ = f, weakly. The fact that v0+ ∈ H2

loc follows easily
from (258), and the estimates in Theorem 3. By elliptic regularity it follows that
Dqv0+ = f holds in the H2

loc–sense.
As Γ+

ν lies in the closed upper half plane, along the semi-circles eiξx1 is ex-
ponentially decaying as x1 → ∞. Hence this gives the correct asymptotics as
x1 → ∞, showing that the guided modes are outgoing to the right. To get the
asymptotics as x1 → −∞ we need to replace the contour with Γ−

ν , its reflection
across the real axis into the lower half plane. Using the analyticity properties of
the integrand in the set Bν , we see that this replaces the sum in (258) with

−i
N∑

n=1

vn(x2)⟨f̃(−ξn, ·), vn⟩e−iξnx1 , (259)

which shows that the guided wave contributions are also outgoing to the left.

A.1 Proof of Theorem 2

In this appendix we prove:
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Theorem 1. If 0 < k1 < k2, for ξ ∈ R, and δ ≥ 0, there are finitely many simple
solutions, {±ξn : n = 1, . . . , N}, to the equation

W (ξ, δ) = 0, (260)

all of which satisfy δ = 0+, and

k1 < |ξn| < k2. (261)

These are the only solutions to equation (260). For 0 < k1 < k2, and any d > 0,
there is at least one non-trivial solution to W (ξ, 0+) = 0.

Proof. From the discussion preceding the statement of the theorem in the previous
section, it is clear that we only need to consider the case that k21 < ξ2 < k22; we let

A =
√
k22 − ξ2, B̃ =

√
ξ2 − k21. (262)

Both A and B̃ are positive real numbers. To find a0, b0 we need to solve the linear
system: (

eiAd e−iAd

iAeiAd −iAe−iAd

)(
a0
b0

)
=

(
e−B̃d

−B̃e−B̃d

)
. (263)

Solving we see that (
a0
b0

)
=
ie−B̃d

2A

(
(A+ iB̃)e−iAd

(A− iB̃)eiAd

)
. (264)

Since W (ξ, 0+) = 2iA(a20 − b20); we have

2iA(a20 − b20) = 2ie−2B̃d[(A2 − B̃2)
sin 2dA

2A
− B̃ cos 2dA]. (265)

But for the points ξ = ±k2,±
√

(k21 + k22)/2 the equation a20−b20 = 0 is equivalent
to

tan 2d
√
k22 − ξ2 =

2
√

(k22 − ξ2)(ξ2 − k21)

k21 + k22 − 2ξ2
. (266)

Since this is an analytic equation (at least on a Riemann surface covering C) the
set of solutions is discrete. Indeed, for a given d, there is a finite set of points

{k1 ≤ ξj ≤ k2 : j = 1, . . . , N},

which solve this equation. Clearly {−ξj} are also solutions.
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(a) Plot showing left and right sides
of (266) with d = 0.05.
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Figure 5: Zeros of the Wronskian with k1 = 16, k2 = 18.

The right hand side of (266) goes from 0 to +∞ for ξ ∈ [k1,
√

(k21 + k22)/2),
and from −∞ to 0 ξ ∈ (

√
(k21 + k22)/2, k2]. The left hand side of (266) vanishes

at ξ = k2, and therefore, no matter how small d
√
k22 − k21 is, the graph of the left

hand side crosses that of the right hand side for some value of ξ ∈ (k1, k2). See
Figure 5(a).

If
d
√
2(k22 − k21) =

π

2
+ (n− 1)π, for some n ∈ N, (267)

then ξ = ±
√
(k21 + k22)/2 are roots of A(a20 − b20) = 0. It is easy to see that

ξ = ±k2 are never solutions to A(a20 − b20) = 0. It is possible that ξ = ±k1 are
roots, but only if

2d
√
k22 − k21 = nπ for some n ∈ N. (268)

That (266) has no positive solutions less than k1 follows from the observa-
tion that, for |ξ| < k1, the right hand side is a non-zero imaginary number, and
the left hand side is real. For ξ > k2, the left and right hand sides of (266) are
purely imaginary numbers with opposite signs. Hence, all roots of W (ξ) lie in the
intervals (−k2,−k1] ∪ [k1, k2).

Figure 5 shows plots of the two sides of (266) (left in blue, right in red) on a
single graph, with k1 = 16, k2 = 18 and d = 0.05 and 0.8.
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A.2 Proof of Theorem 3

In this appendix we prove:

Theorem 2. For |ξ| > k2, we have the following estimates for the resolvent kernel:

|Rξ,0+(x2, y2)| ≤ C · (1 + |ξ|)−1×{
e−B̃|x2−y2| if both d < |x2| and d < |y2|,
e−Ã|x2−y2| otherwise;

(269)

for k1 < |ξ| < k2, we have the following estimate

|Rξ,0+(x2, y2)| ≤ C
e−B̃|x2−y2|√

|ξ2 − k21|
∏N

n=1 |ξ2 − ξ2n|
, (270)

with analogous estimates for x2 < y2. If |ξ| < k1, then

|Rξ,0+(x2, y2)| ≤
C√

|ξ2 − k21|
. (271)

Here C are constants independent of x2, y2, ξ, and

Ã =
√
ξ2 − k22, B̃ =

√
ξ2 − k21. (272)

Proof. Since Rξ,0+(x2, y2) = Rξ,0+(y2, x2), it suffices to consider the case y2 <
x2. Using the calculations above we see that the Wronskian is given by (265):

W (ξ, 0+) = e2id
√

k21−ξ2

[
(k21 + k22 − 2ξ2)

sin 2Ad

A
+

2i
√
k21 − ξ2 cos 2dA

]
for |ξ| < k1, (273)

along with
√
k21 − ξ2 = i

√
ξ2 − k21 for |ξ| > k1. We see that the Wronskian has

square root singularities at ±k1, though not at ±k2. For |ξ| > k2

W (ξ, 0+) =
(3k21 + k22 − 4ξ2)e2d(

√
ξ2−k22−

√
ξ2−k21)√

ξ2 − k21
+O(e−2d(

√
ξ2−k22+

√
ξ2−k21)).

(274)
Since √

ξ2 − k22 −
√
ξ2 − k21 =

k21 − k22√
ξ2 − k22 +

√
ξ2 − k21

, (275)
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we see that there is a constant C > 0 so that

|W (ξ, 0+)| > C|ξ| for |ξ| > k2. (276)

As we are principally interested in the behavior of these solutions as |ξ| →
∞, we begin by assuming that |ξ| > k2, and rewrite the relations defining these
coefficients as

ũ+(ξ, , 0
+;x2) =


e−x2B̃ for x2 > d,

a0e
−x2Ã + b0e

x2Ã for |x2| < d,

a−e
−x2B̃ + b−e

x2B̃ for x2 < −d.
(277)

As |ξ| > k2,

Ã =
√
ξ2 − k22, B̃ =

√
ξ2 − k21. (278)

are positive real numbers. The jump relations imply(
a0
b0

)
= − 1

2Ã

(
(Ã+ B̃)e(Ã−B̃)d

(Ã− B̃)e−(Ã+B̃)d

)
, (279)

and (
a−
b−

)
=

1

4ÃB̃

(
(Ã2 − B̃2)e−2(Ã+B̃)d − (Ã+ B̃)2e2(Ã−B̃)d

(Ã2 − B̃2)e2Ãd − (Ã− B̃)2e−2Ãd

)
. (280)

From (279)–(280) we see that these coefficients are functions asymptotically ho-
mogeneous of degree 0, as |ξ| → ∞, times exponentials, which together with
1/W (ξ, 0+), are bounded by the function on the first line of (269). Below we refer
to these sorts of algebraic terms as “prefactors.”

We need to consider the products u+(ξ, , 0+;x2)u+(ξ, , 0+;−y2) for y2 < x2
in various ranges. To simplify the notation we largely suppress explicit mention of
ξ in the computations below. We start with 2 observations:

1. Ã < B̃.

2. 0 < B̃ − Ã =
(k22−k21)

Ã+B̃
≤ K

|ξ| , for a positive constant K.

We start with the case y2 < x2 < −d, where

u+(x2)u+(−y2) = ey2B̃(a−e
−x2B̃ + b−e

x2B̃), (281)

62



which gives

1

4ÃB̃

[
e−(x2−y2)B̃[(Ã2 − B̃2)e−2(Ã+B̃)d − (Ã+ B̃)2e2(Ã−B̃)d]+

e(x2+y2)B̃[(Ã2 − B̃2)e2Ãd − (Ã− B̃)2e−2Ãd]
]
. (282)

Since x2 − y2 > 0, x2 + y2 < −2d, it follows easily from 1. and 2. that, away
from x2 = y2, all terms are bounded by a prefactor times e−B̃(x2−y2).

We now consider y2 < −d < x2 < d :

u+(x2)u+(−y2) = ey2B̃(a0e
−x2Ã + b0e

x2Ã) =

− 1

2Ã

[
e−x2Ã+y2B̃(Ã+ B̃)e(Ã−B̃)d + ex2Ã+y2B̃(Ã− B̃)e−(Ã+B̃)d

]
(283)

The first term is exponentially decaying away from x2 = y2 = −d, as Ã < B̃
and d − x2 ≤ 2d, y2 − d ≤ −2d. The second term is exponentially decaying as
x2 − d ≤ 0. Indeed all terms are bounded by a prefactor times e−Ã(x2−y2).

Next we consider −d < y2 < x2 < d :

u+(x2)u+(−y2) = (a0e
−x2Ã + b0e

x2Ã)(a0e
y2Ã + b0e

−y2Ã)

= a20e
−(x2−y2)Ã + a0b0[e

(x2+y2)Ã + e−(x2+y2)Ã] + b20e
(x2−y2)Ã.

(284)

Inserting the coefficients gives

1

4Ã2

[
(Ã+ B̃)2e2(Ã−B̃)de−(x2−y2)Ã+

(Ã2 − B̃2)e−2B̃d[e(x2+y2)Ã + e−(x2+y2)Ã] + (Ã− B̃)2e−2(Ã+B̃)de(x2−y2)Ã
]
.

(285)

A careful examination shows that this term remains bounded as Ã → 0. Fact 2.
above and y2 < x2 shows that first term is exponentially decreasing away from
x2 = y2. As |x2 ± y2| ≤ d and Ã < B̃ the second term is exponentially decaying,
as is the third term. All terms are bounded by a prefactor times e−Ã(x2−y2).

In case y2 < −d < d < x2, u+(x2)u+(−y2) = e−B̃(x2−y2), which obviously
satisfies the desired estimate.

Next we turn to −d < y2 < d < x2 which gives

u+(x2)u+(−y2) = e−x2B̃(a0e
y2Ã + b0e

−y2Ã)

= − 1

2Ã

[
e−x2B̃+y2Ã(Ã+ B̃)e(Ã−B̃)d + e−x2B̃−y2Ã(Ã− B̃)e−(Ã+B̃)d

]
. (286)
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The first term decays exponentially as Ã < B̃ and x2 + d > y2 + d; as does the
second term since y2 + d ≥ 0. Indeed all terms are bounded by a prefactor times
e−Ã|x2−y2|.

This leaves the final case d < y2 < x2 :

u+(x2)u+(−y2) = e−x2B̃(a−e
y2B̃ + b−e

−y2B̃)

=
1

4ÃB̃

[
e−(x2−y2)B̃[(Ã2 − B̃2)e−2(Ã+B̃)d − (Ã+ B̃)2e2(Ã−B̃)d]+

e−(x2+y2)B̃[(Ã2 − B̃2)e2Ãd − (Ã− B̃)2e−2Ãd]
]

(287)

The first term is exponentially decaying away from x2 = y2; the second term is as
well because Ã < B̃ and 2d ≤ x2+y2. Indeed all terms are bounded by a prefactor
times e−B̃|x2−y2|.

Altogether we have shown that u+(ξ, , 0+;x2)u+(ξ, , 0+;−y2)χ({y2 < x2})
satisfies the estimates in (269). The estimate for the other term in the resolvent ker-
nel, u+(ξ, , 0+;−x2)u+(ξ, , 0+; y2)χ({y2 > x2}), follows from the symmetry of
the kernel. Using these formulæ we easily establish the estimate in (270). The es-
timate for |ξ| < k1 follows easily from the fact the eigenfunctions ũ± are bounded
and oscillatory in this range.
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