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Abstract. We analyze the scattering of linear internal waves in a two dimensional

channel with subcritical bottom topography. We construct the scattering matrix for

the internal wave problem in a channel with straight ends, mapping incoming data

to outgoing data; this operator turns out to differ by a smoothing operator from

the pullback by the “bounce map” for boundary data obtained by ray-tracing. As a

consequence we obtain unique solvability of the inhomogeneous stationary scattering

problem subject to an appropriate outgoing radiation condition.

1. Introduction

Linear internal waves with forcing in a 2D domain Ω are described by the following

Poincaré equation with a Dirichlet boundary condition:

(∂2t∆+ ∂2x2
)ψ(t, x) = F (t, x), ψ|∂Ω = 0, ψ|t=0 = ∂tψ|t=0 = 0. (1.1)

Here F (t, x) is a forcing term and ψ is the stream function of the fluid such that the

velocity of the fluid is given by (∂x2ψ,−∂x1ψ). For the derivation of (1.1), we refer to

[Sob54, Ral73, MBSL97, Bro16, DJOV18, CdVSR20]. The evolution of internal waves

in a bounded domain with periodic forcing has been the focus of considerable recent

interest [DWZ21, Li23, CdVL24, Li24].

Figure 1. Scattering of a low-frequency incoming wave (traveling from

left to right in both figures) by smooth bottom bumps (black). Colors

represent the velocity of the internal waves. Left: the topography is sub-

critical (see Definition 1.1 below). Right: the topography is supercritical.

Figure from [MCP14] (reproduced with permission).
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Here we study 2D internal waves in an unbounded channel with flat horizontal ends.

That is, we consider

Ω := {x ∈ R2 | G(x1) < x2 < 0} with G ∈ C∞(R;R), G < 0, G|R\[−R0,R0] = −π

for some R0 > 0.

Formal Fourier–Laplace transform of (1.1) in time, with zero forcing, yields the

stationary equation

(−λ2∆+ ∂2x2
)ψ̂(λ, x) = 0, ψ̂(λ, x)|∂Ω = 0,

which we rewrite as

P (λ)uλ = 0, uλ|∂Ω = 0 (1.2)

with

P (λ) := −λ2∂2x1
+ (1− λ2)∂2x2

,

and where uλ(x) = ψ̂(λ, x). Note that for λ ∈ (0, 1) this is a hyperbolic equation, hence

the usual results of stationary scattering theory, usually formulated in the context of

elliptic operators with a spectral parameter (e.g., the Helmholtz equation), do not ap-

ply. In this note, we nonetheless pursue the basic constructions of stationary scattering

theory in the hyperbolic context.

In the flat ends of the channel, it is easy to solve (1.2) exactly, and we show below

(Definition 1.2) that we may split the solution into incoming and outgoing parts in that

region; this decomposition is phrased in terms of the Neumann data of the solution

along the flat upper boundary component. Between the flat ends, the boundary of

course varies and we have no closed-form solution. If we view (1.2) as a wave equation,

this corresponds to a boundary of a one-dimensional region that evolves in time. An

important hypothesis in what follows is that the boundary should not move faster

than the speed of propagation; such a boundary is called subcritical (see Definition 1.1

below).

Our main result, stated more precisely below as Theorem 1.1, is as follows:

Theorem A. Suppose Ω is subcritical for a given λ ∈ (0, 1). Incoming scattering data

qi ∈ L2 determines a unique solution to (1.2), with outgoing scattering data

qo =: S(λ)qi.

The operator S(λ) (the scattering matrix) is given modulo a smoothing operator by

pullback along the multiple bounce map b given by ray-tracing along characteristics.

We moreover show below that S(λ) is unitary on an appropriately chosen Sobolev

space (see Theorem 1.1 for details).
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An important consequence of this theorem is the following corollary concerning the

associated inhomogeneous problem; a complete statement of this result is below in

Theorem 1.2.

Theorem B. Suppose Ω is subcritical for a given λ ∈ (0, 1). Let f(x) ∈ L2
comp(Ω).

There exists a unique outgoing solution u to the inhomogeneous equation

P (λ)u(x) = f(x).

The outgoing condition thus plays the role of the usual Sommerfeld radiation con-

dition in conventional Euclidean scattering theory.

We now describe in more detail the geometry of characteristics for the equation

P (λ)u = 0, as well as the outgoing condition. For λ ∈ (0, 1), the characteristic lines of

P (λ) are level sets of ℓ±λ : Ω → R where

ℓ±λ (x) := ±x1
λ

+
x2√
1− λ2

. (1.3)

These characteristic lines have constant slopes ±c(λ) with

c(λ) :=

√
1− λ2

λ
. (1.4)

Definition 1.1. We say a channel Ω is subcritical for time frequency λ if max |G′| <
c(λ); we say Ω is supercritical for λ if max |G′| > c(λ).

Subcriticality is an open condition: if λ ∈ (0, 1) is subcritical, then there exists an

open interval I ⊂ (0, 1) containing λ such that Ω is subcritical with respect to λ′ for

all λ′ ∈ I.
If Ω is subcritical for λ, then each characteristic line of P (λ) intersects each of the

upper domain boundary

∂Ω↑ := {(x1, 0) | x1 ∈ R}

and the lower domain boundary

∂Ω↓ := {(x1, G(x1)) | x1 ∈ R}

precisely once. Therefore, there exist unique involutions γ±λ : ∂Ω → ∂Ω that satisfy

ℓ±λ (x) = ℓ±λ (γ
±
λ (x)), γ

±
λ (∂Ω↑) = ∂Ω↓. (1.5)

Composing the two involutions, we define the single bounce chess billiard map

bλ := γ−λ ◦ γ+λ : ∂Ω↑ → ∂Ω↑. (1.6)

See Figure 2, and [NT22] for an explanation of the terminology and its history. In

the following we usually identify ∂Ω↑ with R through (x1, 0) 7→ x1. Then bλ can be
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γ−(θ) γ+(θ)

Figure 2. Diagram of Ω. Level lines of ℓ+λ are in red and level lines of

ℓ−λ are in blue. For a point θ ∈ ∂Ω↑, the location of γ±(θ) and bλ(θ) are

indicated. A choice of fundamental intervals JL and JR is also labeled.

regarded as an orientation preserving diffeomorphism on R. Let M > R + 3π/c(λ).

Then a direct computation shows that

bλ(x1) = x1 +
2π

c(λ)
when |x1| ≥M.

Moreover, there exist open intervals JL,JR ⊂ ∂Ω↑ such that

JL ⊂ (−∞,−M), JR ⊂ (M,∞), |JL| = |JR| =
2π

c(λ)
, JR = bNλ (JL), N ∈ N. (1.7)

In the following we fix JL, JR and call them left fundamental interval and right funda-

mental interval respectively. Later we identify JL, JR with the torus Tλ := R/( 2π
c(λ)

Z).
We also denote

bλ := bNλ : ∂Ω↑ → ∂Ω↑

where N is the same as in (1.7), and call it the multi-bounce chess billiard map. Clearly

bλ : JL → JR.

We consider solutions to the inhomogeneous equation

P (λ)u(x) = f(x), u|∂Ω = 0, λ ∈ (0, 1) subcritical,

f ∈ L2
comp, supp f ⊂ Ω ∩ {|x1| ≤M}.

(1.8)

Here L2
comp(Ω) is the space of compactly supported L2 functions on Ω. Note that we

may always choose M sufficiently large so that this is the same M as in the definition

of JL and JR in (1.7).

On the flat ends of the channel (|x1| ≫ 0), f vanishes, and solutions to (1.8) can be

expanded as Fourier sine series in x2, with solutions arising as superpositions of single

vertical mode solutions

u(x1, x2) =
∞∑
k=1

(
A+

k e
ikc(λ)x1 + A−

k e
−ikc(λ)x1

)
sin(kx2)

with c(λ) given by (1.4).
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The bookkeeping of the incoming and outgoing parts of the solution is most easily

phrased in terms of the Neumann data

∂x2u|x2=0 =
∞∑
k=1

kA+
k e

ikc(λ)x1 + kA−
k e

−ikc(λ)x1

on JL and JR, which we may regard as a periodic function of mean zero on the torus,

or, if we prefer, as an exact one-form on the circle (after multiplication by dx1). Let

Π± be the projection map onto the positive (+) or negative (−) Fourier modes of such

a function (so Id = Π+ +Π−).

Definition 1.2. A solution u to (1.8) is called incoming if

Π−(∂x2u|JL
) = Π+(∂x2u|JR

) = 0.

and outgoing if

Π+(∂x2u|JL
) = Π−(∂x2u|JR

) = 0.

More generally, splitting

∂x2u|JL
= Π+qi +Π−qo, ∂x2u|JR

= Π−qi +Π+qo,

we refer to qi resp. qo as the incoming resp. outgoing data of the solution.

Our main result is that for given incoming data, there exists a unique solution to

the homogeneous equation (1.2), hence the outgoing data is uniquely specified. The

scattering matrix is the operator that maps the incoming data to the outgoing data.

More precisely, let L̊2(Tλ) consist of L
2 functions on the torus Tλ with zero mean value.

We denote H̊− 1
2 (Tλ;T

∗Tλ) the homogeneous Sobolev space of order −1
2
, consisting of

one-forms of mean zero with norms defined by

∥q∥
H̊− 1

2 (Tλ)
=

∑
k∈Z

|k|−1|q̂(k)|2, q̂(k) := c(λ)

2π

∫
Tλ

e−ic(λ)kθq(θ).

(See §1.2 for a brief discussion of the notation used for all the Sobolev spaces used in

this paper.) The precise statement of our main theorem is then the following.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose Ω is subcritical for λ ∈ (0, 1). Then for any qi ∈ L̊2(Tλ), there

exist unique qo ∈ L̊2(Tλ) and u ∈ Ḣ1
loc(Ω) such that

P (λ)u = 0,
−2

c(λ)
∂x2u|JL

= Π+qi +Π−qo,
−2

c(λ)
∂x2u|JR

= Π−qi +Π+qo.

The resulting map

S(λ) : L̊2(Tλ;T
∗Tλ) → L̊2(Tλ;T

∗Tλ), qidx1 7→ qodx1,

is called the scattering matrix for P (λ) in Ω. Moreover, there exists a smoothing

operator R : D′(Tλ;T
∗Tλ) → C∞(Tλ;T

∗Tλ) such that

S(λ) = Π+b∗
λΠ

+ +Π−(b−1
λ )∗Π− +R.
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Furthermore, S(λ) has the improved mapping property

S(λ) : H̊s(Tλ;T
∗Tλ) → H̊s(Tλ;T

∗Tλ) (1.9)

for all s ∈ R and is in fact a unitary operator on H̊− 1
2 (Tλ;T

∗Tλ).

(The normalizing constant −2/c(λ) is explained below in Remark 2.1.)

Using the scattering matrix constructed in Theorem 1.1, one can find purely outgoing

solutions to the inhomogeneous stationary problem (1.8).

Theorem 1.2. Suppose Ω is subcritical for λ ∈ (0, 1). Then there exists a map

R(λ) : L2
comp(Ω) → Ḣ1

loc(Ω)

such that for any f ∈ L2
comp(Ω), the function u := R(λ)f is the unique solution to (1.8)

satisfying

Π+(∂x2u|JL
) = Π−(∂x2u|JR

) = 0.

1.1. Relation to the oceanographic literature. The oceanographic literature con-

tains some explorations of the scattering problem as discussed here (it is of consider-

able importance, e.g., in the study of mixing in the ocean [ML00b]). Longuet-Higgins

[LH69], for example, considers the approximation to the scattering given by ray-tracing,

as motivated by WKB solutions. This was clearly understood as a high-frequency ap-

proximation: Müller–Liu [ML00a, §5c] note that “One expects reflection theory to do

the worst for low incident modenumbers. This is indeed the case.” Indeed, Baines

[Bai71] performed a more refined analysis of plane-wave scattering that involved a

Fredholm integral operator correcting the ray tracing approximation, which he too

noted is inaccurate, especially at low wavenumbers. Baines worked in an ocean with

no surface, however, rather than the finite channel under consideration here. Our ap-

proach is morally similar, but involves rigorous discussion of uniqueness of outgoing

solutions. Our results on the scattering matrix quantitatively justify the assertion that

the reflection theory approximates the scattering matrix, by showing that the error

in this approximation is rapidly decaying in the wavenumber parameter (this is the

frequency-domain manifestation of the fact that the remainder term R is smoothing).

We remark that a previous version of this manuscript contained an account of the lim-

iting absorption principle, concerning the convergence of limε↓0 P (λ−iε)−1 to the outgo-

ing resolvent described above, together with consequences for the long-time asymptotics

in the time-dependent problem with periodic forcing. We have, however, discovered an

error in this work, and anticipate returning to the question of the limiting absorption

principle in a future work, employing a parametrix based on the bounce map similar

to that in [DWZ21].
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1.2. Some Sobolev spaces. Before moving on, we fix the notation for various Sobolev

spaces on manifolds with boundary. If F ⊂ D′(R2) is a closed linear subspace of

Schwartz distributions, we denote by Ḟ (Ω) ⊂ F the subspace of F supported on Ω,

and F̄ (Ω) = F/Ḟ (R2 \ Ω) the space of extendable distributions on Ω. For instance,

Ḣ1(Ω) denotes the set of functions in H1(R2) whose support lies in Ω. In particular,

Ḣ1(Ω) ≃ H1
0 (Ω), where H

1
0 (Ω) denotes the usual space of trace-free H

1 functions on Ω.

We also remark that L̇2(Ω) = L̄2(Ω) = L2(Ω). For more details, see [Hör85, Appendix

B]. We will also use the subscripts loc or comp to denote local and compactly supported

Sobolev spaces respectively. Finally, we denote by H̊s(T;T ∗T) to be the subset of

distributional one-forms v ∈ Hs(T;T ∗T) such that
∫
v = 0.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank Semyon Dyatlov and Carl

Wunsch for helpful discussions. J. Wunsch acknowledges partial support from NSF

grant DMS–2054424 and from Simons Foundation Grant MPS-TSM-00007464. Z. Li

acknowledges partial support from Semyon Dyatlov’s NSF grant DMS–2400090.

2. Characteristics and Cauchy data

Let us start by analyzing (1.8) in the characteristic coordinates of (1.3), i.e., in

coordinates

y± := ℓ±λ (x) = ±x1
λ

+
x2√
1− λ2

.

In these coordinates,

P (λ) = 1
4
∂y+∂y− .

The upper boundary is given by

∂Ω↑ = {(y+, y−) | y+ + y− = 0}

and we parametrize ∂Ω↑ by

y : R → ∂Ω↑, θ 7→
(

θ√
1− λ2

,− θ√
1− λ2

)
.

The lower boundary is given by

∂Ω↓ = {(y+, y−) | K(y1, y2) = 0}

where

K(y1, y2) :=

√
1− λ2

2
(y+ + y−)−G(λ(y+ − y−)/2);

hence

Ω = {K ≥ 0} ∩ {y+ + y− < 0}.
See Figure 3 for a diagram of the domain in y± coordinates. Subcriticality implies that

there exists εG > 0 such that

∂y1K ≤ −εG, ∂y2K ≤ −εG
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y+

y−

suppf

∂Ω↑

∂Ω↓

Figure 3. Domain Ω in y± coordinates. The support of the forcing

profile f is shaded and labeled, and the rectangular shaded region is the

integration kernel in (2.3).

hence

(y1, y2) ∈ ∂Ω↓, y
′
1 < y1, y

′
2 < y2 =⇒ (y′1, y

′
2) /∈ Ω, (2.1)

and more generally there exists RG > 0 such that

(y1, y2) ∈ Ω =⇒ {(y′1, y′2) | y′i ≤ yi} ∩ Ω ⊂ B2((y1, y2), RG). (2.2)

Returning to (1.6), we see that under this parametrization there exists M > 0

depending on the topography G such that

bλ(θ) = θ + 2π for all |θ| ≥M

We use J± to denote the pre-image of the left/right fundamental intervals defined in

§1 when there is no ambiguity.

2.1. Reduction to the boundary. In (y+, y−) coordinates, (1.8) becomes

∂y+∂y−u = 4f, u|∂Ω = 0.

Let

U0(y+, y−) := 4

∫ y+

−∞

∫ y−

−∞
f(s+, s−)ds+ds−. (2.3)

See Figure 3 for a diagram of the integration kernel with respect to the domain and f .

By (2.2), the integral is in fact over a compact region for any given (y+, y−), hence it is

well-defined. Likewise, (2.2) implies that suppU0 ∩Ω is compact, since f is compactly

supported. By the subcriticality assumption, (2.1) implies that the support of U0 is
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inside K ≥ 0. Note that U0 ∈ H1(Ω) since ∂yiU0 ∈ L2, i = 1, 2. Moreover, one can

check that

g := U0|∂Ω↑ ∈ H1
comp(∂Ω↑)

retains the same regularity as U0 despite the restriction. Thus, summing up, we have

established the following.

Lemma 2.1. Let U0 be given by (2.3). Then

P (λ)U0 = f, U0 ∈ H1
comp(Ω), U0|∂Ω↓ = 0, g = U0|∂Ω↑ ∈ H1

comp(∂Ω↑). (2.4)

Now to solve u in (1.8), one only needs to solve for w := U0 − u that satisfies the

homogeneous boundary value equation

∂y+∂y−w = 0, w|∂Ω↓ = 0, w|∂Ω↑ = g ∈ H1
comp(∂Ω↑) (2.5)

Lemma 2.2. Suppose Ω is subcritical for λ ∈ (0, 1) and w ∈ Ḣ1
loc(Ω) solves (2.5).

Then there exist w± ∈ Ḣ1
loc(R) such that

w(y+, y−) = w+(y+) + w−(y−).

Proof. Define w1
+ := ∂y+w. Then we know

w1
+ ∈ L2

loc(Ω), ∂y−w
1
+ = 0.

The second equation together with the assumption that Ω is subcritical shows that

w1
+ depends only on y+. Since y+ can take any value in R, we know w1

+ defines a

function on R. For every a > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that the parallelogram

Ωa,δ := {(y+, y−) | |y+| ≤ a, −y+ − δ ≤ y− ≤ −y+} is a subset of Ω. Thus we see that

∥w1
+∥2L2([−a,a]) ≤ δ−1∥∂y+w∥2L2(Ωa,δ)

≤ δ−1∥w∥2H1(Ωa,δ)
<∞.

This shows that w1
+ ∈ L2

loc(R). Define

w+(y+) :=

∫ y+

0

w1
+(s)ds.

Then w+ satisfies

w+ ∈ H1
loc(R), ∂y+(w(y+, y−)− w+(y+)) = 0.

This shows that w− := w−w+ is a function depending only on y−. Moreover, ∂y−w− =

∂y−w. Similar argument as above shows that w− ∈ H1
loc(R). □

By abuse of notation, we also denote the pullbacks y∗±w± by w±, where y
∗
± denote

projections (y+, y−) 7→ y±, so that w± can be viewed as elements of H̄1
loc(Ω). In this

sense, w± can be restricted to ∂Ω, and the restrictions lie in H1
loc(∂Ω). Note that

w±|∂Ω = (γ±)∗(w±|∂Ω)
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by (1.5). Applying the boundary conditions in (2.5) we have

w+|∂Ω↑ + w−|∂Ω↑ = g, w+|∂Ω↓ + w−|∂Ω↓ = 0.

Therefore, using the y parametrization (2) of ∂Ω↑, we have

w±|∂Ω↑(θ) =w±|∂Ω↓(γ
±(θ)) = −w∓|∂Ω↓(γ

±(θ)) = −w∓|∂Ω↑(γ
∓ ◦ γ±(θ))

=− w∓|∂Ω↑(b
±1(θ)) = w±|∂Ω↑(b

±1(θ))− g(b±1(θ)).

That is,

w±|∂Ω↑ − (b±1)∗(w±|∂Ω↑) = −(b±1)∗g. (2.6)

Iterate (2.6) N times, restrict w+ to the left/right fundamental intervals JL, JR (see

§1), then differentiate both sides, and we find

vL − b∗vR = g. (2.7)

Here b = bNλ is the multi-bounce chess billiard map defined in §1 (we now suppress the

λ subscript) and

v• :=dw+|J• ∈ L̊2(J•;T
∗J•), • = L,R,

g :=−
N∑
k=1

(bk)∗dg|JL
∈ L̊2(JL;T

∗JL).
(2.8)

Let us take a step back and interpret all the new objects we have defined. We

claim that vL and vR are essentially the Neumann data of the solution u on JL, JR

respectively.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose u ∈ Ḣ1
loc satisfies the stationary internal wave equation (1.8).

Then

v↑ := j∗(∂y+u dy+)

is well-defined in L2
comp(∂Ω↑;T

∗∂Ω↑), where j : ∂Ω↑ → R2 is the canonical embedding.

Furthermore,

v• = −v↑|J• , • = L,R

where vL and vR are as defined in (2.8).

Remark 2.1. It is easy to check that in the x1 coordinates on ∂Ω, v↑ is given by

v↑ =
c(λ)
2
∂x2u|∂Ω↑dx1.

Therefore, vL and vR are simply a multiple of the Neumann data.

Proof. Recall that

u = U0 − (w+ + w−)

where w± depends only on y±. Therefore,

∂y+u(y+, y−)dy+ = ∂y+U0(y+, y−)dy+ − dw+.
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Since U0 ∈ H1
comp(Ω), it follows that v↑ is well-defined in L2

comp. The relationship to vL

and vR follows from the fact that U0 vanishes in a neighborhood of JL ∪ JR. □

Motivated by the above lemma, we call vL and vR the Neumann data at left and

right infinity respectively. Next, we retrace our steps and verify that if (2.7) is satisfied,

we indeed have a solution with the given Neumann data.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that f ∈ H̄s
comp for some s ≥ 0. Let vL ∈ H̊s(JL;T

∗JL) and

vR ∈ H̊s(JR;T
∗JR). If vL and vR satisfies (2.7), then there exists u ∈ Ḣ1

loc(Ω) ∩
H̄s+1

loc (Ω) that satisfies (1.8) with vL and vR as the Neumann data on the left and the

right fundamental intervals respectively.

Proof. Let U0 and g be as defined in (2.3) and (2.4). Let JL = [θ0, θ0 + 2π) be the

left fundamental interval defined in (1.7) using the parametrization y defined in (2).

Notice that bk(JL), k ∈ Z, tiles ∂Ω↑. Then we can define a function ϖ on ∂Ω↑ by

ϖ|JL
(θ) :=

∫ θ

θ0

vL,

ϖ|bk(JL) :=(b−k)∗(ϖ|JL
),

ϖ|b−k(JL) :=(bk)∗(ϖ|JL
)−

k∑
n=1

(bn)∗g|b−k(JL), k ≥ 1.

(2.9)

One can check that ϖ satisfies

ϖ − b∗ϖ = −b∗g. (2.10)

Note that since f ∈ H̄s
comp, we have g ∈ Hs+1

comp(∂Ω↑). Combined with the assumption

that
∫
vL = 0, it follows that ϖ is in fact continuous on the circle, as well as lying in

Hs+1
loc (∂Ω↑). Observe that there exist unique w± ∈ H̄s+1

loc (Ω) such that for (y+, y−) ∈ Ω,

w+(y+, y−) := ϖ(θ), when y+ = y+(θ),

w−(y+, y−) := g(θ)−ϖ(θ), when y− = y−(θ)
(2.11)

where y(θ) = (y+(θ), y−(θ)). We claim that

u := U0 − (w+ + w−)

is our desired solution. Clearly, P (λ)u = f , u ∈ H̄1
loc(Ω), and u|∂Ω↑ = 0. Since

(γ+)∗w+(y+) = w+(y+),

while

(γ+)∗w−(y−) = w−(y− ◦ γ+) = w−(y− ◦ γ− ◦ γ+) = b∗w−(y−),

the relations (2.11) together with (2.10) yield

(γ+)∗(u|∂Ω↓) = 0− (ϖ + (b∗g − b∗ϖ)) = 0.
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Since (γ+)2 = Id, we conclude that u|∂Ω↓ = 0. Thus we have u ∈ Ḣ1
loc(Ω) ∩ H̄s+1

loc (Ω).

Finally, by the second equation in (2.9) with k = N , the right Neumann data of the

solution u is precisely given by vR satisfying the relation (2.7). □

3. Scattering matrix

We now consider the homogeneous stationary internal wave equation (1.2). The the

left and right Neumann data defined in (2.8) satisfies

vL − b∗vR = 0. (3.1)

Using the parametrization y in §2, we can identify JL and JR with S1 = R/2πZ so

that vL,vR ∈ L̊2(S1;T ∗S1) and b ∈ C∞(S1;S1). Then taking the positive and negative

Fourier projectors Π±, the outgoing data can be expressed as(
Π−vL

Π+vR

)
=

(
Π−b∗vR

Π+b−∗vL

)
(3.2)

=

(
0 Π−b∗Π+

Π+b−∗Π− 0

)(
Π−vL

Π+vR

)
+

(
Π−b∗Π− 0

0 Π+b−∗Π+

)(
Π−vR

Π+vL

)
(3.3)

where b−∗ := (b−1)∗. We rewrite the equation as(
Id −Π−b∗Π+

−Π+b−∗Π− Id

)(
Π−vL

Π+vR

)
=

(
Π−b∗Π− 0

0 Π+b−∗Π+

)(
Π−vR

Π+vL

)
. (3.4)

Our goal is to recover the outgoing data

(
Π−vL

Π+vR

)
uniquely in terms of the incoming

data

(
Π−vR

Π+vL

)
; to do so it suffices to invert

T : Π−L2(S1;T ∗S1)× Π+L2(S1;T ∗S1) → Π−L2(S1;T ∗S1)× Π+L2(S1;T ∗S1),

T :=

(
Id −Π−b∗Π+

−Π+b−∗Π− Id

)
.

(3.5)

To invert T we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let φ be an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism of S1 and let v ∈
L2(S1;T ∗S1). Then

Π−φ∗Π−v = 0 implies Π−v = 0,

Π+φ∗Π+v = 0 implies Π+v = 0.

Proof. We treat the first case; the proof of the second is virtually identical. Assume

for the sake of contradiction that Π−v ̸= 0 and

Π−φ∗Π−v = 0,
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hence

φ∗Π−v = (Id−Π−)φ∗Π−v. (3.6)

The operator on the right-hand-side of (3.6) is a smoothing operator (by the calculus

of wavefront sets, using the fact that φ is orientation-preserving), hence φ∗Π−v ∈
C∞(S1;T ∗S1). Thus also Π−v ∈ C∞(S1;T ∗S1).

Note that
∫
Π−v = 0. We can then define the function

w(θ) =

∫ θ

0

Π−v ∈ C∞(S1).

Clearly, ŵ(k) := 1
2π

∫
S1 e

−ikθw(θ) dθ = 0 for all k > 0. Therefore,

F(w) :=
1

i

∫
S1
wdw = 2π

∑
k≤0

k|ŵ(k)|2 < 0.

Note that F(w) = F(φ∗w). Therefore, there exist k− < 0 such that φ̂∗w(k−) ̸= 0.

Since

φ∗Π−v = dφ∗w

it follows that φ̂∗Π−v(k−) ̸= 0, which contradicts Π−φ∗Π−v = 0. Therefore we must

have Π−v = 0. □

Now it follows that T is invertible.

Lemma 3.2. The nullspace of T on Π−L2(S1;T ∗S1)× Π+L2(S1;T ∗S1) is trivial.

Proof. Let

(
v−
v+

)
∈ Π−L2(S1;T ∗S1)×Π+L2(S1;T ∗S1) be such that T

(
v−
v+

)
= 0. Then

we must have

v− = Π−b∗Π+b−∗Π−v−.

Let v := b−∗Π−v−. Then v− = Π−b∗Π+v, from which we see that

Π−b∗v = Π−b∗(b−∗Π−v−) = Π−v− = Π−b∗Π+v. (3.7)

Note that the zeroth Fourier coefficient of v vanishes since b∗ is the pullback on 1-forms,

so v − Π+v = Π−v. Then it follows from (3.7) that

Π−b∗Π−v = 0.

By Lemma 3.1, it follows that Π−v = 0. In particular, this means that Π−b−∗Π−v− =

0. Apply Lemma 3.1 again, and we see that v− = Π−v− = 0. A similar argument

shows that v+ = 0, so the nullspace is indeed trivial. □

Let us now complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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Proof. Suppose qi ∈ L̊2(Tλ). We regard qi as an element in Π−L2(S1;T ∗S1)×Π+L2(S1;T ∗S1)

through

qi 7→ (y∗(Π−qidx1),y
∗(Π+qidx1)) =: (qi

R,q
i
L).

Note then that

Π−qi
L = 0, Π+qo

R = 0.

By Lemma 3.2, we can define (qo
L,q

o
R) and qo such that(

qo
L

qo
R

)
:= T−1

(
Π−b∗Π− 0

0 Π+b−∗Π+

)(
qi
R

qi
L

)
, qo := qo

L + qo
R. (3.8)

Define

vL := qi
L + qo

L, vR := qi
R + qo

R.

Since

T

(
qo
L

qo
R

)
=

(
Π−(•)
Π+(•)

)
,

examination of (3.5) shows that

Π+qo
L = 0, Π−qo

R = 0,

hence (
Π−vL

Π+vR

)
=

(
qo
L

qo
R

)
,

(
Π−vR

Π+vL

)
=

(
qi
R

qi
L

)
.

Hence (3.8) implies that vL, vR satisfy (3.4) and hence also (3.2). This yields the two

relationships

Π−(vL − b∗vR) = 0, Π+(vR − b−∗vL) = 0.

Setting

v = vL − b∗vR

and rewriting the latter equation gives

Π−v = 0, Π+b−∗v = 0.

Since the first of these equations implies v = Π+v, we now have

Π+b−∗Π+v = 0,

hence by Lemma 3.1, Π+v = 0 and so v = 0, i.e., (3.1) holds.

Now Lemma 2.4 yields the existence and uniqueness of u ∈ Ḣ1
loc such that u solves the

homogeneous equation (1.2) and vL, vR as the Neumann data on JL, JR respectively.

Rewriting the map (3.8) from incoming to outgoing data qo = qo
L + qo

R, we conse-

quently obtain an expression for the scattering matrix S in the form

S =
(
Id Id

)
T−1

(
Π−b∗Π−

Π+b−∗Π+

)
. (3.9)
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To see the microlocal structure of S, note that by the calculus of wavefront sets on S1,

T is of the form Id+R with R a (vector-valued) smoothing operator. Since smoothing

operators form an ideal, the inverse must then be of the same form. Hence the form of

the scattering matrix as well as the mapping property (1.9) follows from the definition

(3.9).

Let us now show that S is unitary on H̊− 1
2 . For that we define

w• :=

∫ θ

0

v• =
∑
k ̸=0

v̂•(k)

ik
(eikθ − 1) ∈ C∞(T), • = L,R.

We compute the flux of w•

F(w•) =
1

i

∫
S1
w•dw• = 2π

∑
k ̸=0

|v̂•(k)|2

k
= 2π

(
∥Π+v•∥2

H̊− 1
2
− ∥Π−v•∥2

H̊− 1
2

)
Since vL = b∗vR, we must have F(wL) = F(wR). Thus,

∥Π+vL∥2
H̊− 1

2
+ ∥Π−vR∥2

H̊− 1
2
= ∥Π+vR∥2

H̊− 1
2
+ ∥Π−vL∥2

H̊− 1
2
.

This shows that S is unitary on H̊− 1
2 . □

4. Outgoing resolvent

4.1. Outgoing solutions. Let us now construct outgoing solutions to the inhomo-

geneous problem (1.8) and thus obtain the proof of Theorem 1.2. We first have the

following lemma about the boundary reduced equation (2.7):

Lemma 4.1. Suppose g ∈ L̊2(S1;T ∗S1). Then there exist vL,vR ∈ L̊2(S1;T ∗S1) such

that (2.7) holds and

Π+vL +Π−vR = 0.

Proof. Using Theorem 1.1, we can construct unique (v0
L,v

0
R) such that v0

L − b∗v0
R = 0

and has incoming part given by

(Π+v0
L,Π

−v0
R) = (0,−Π+g).

Now one can check that (vL,vR) := (v0
L + g,v0

R) satisfies the conditions of the lemma.

□

The construction of the outgoing solution operator R(λ) then follows from the above

lemma, together with Lemma 2.4 and the uniqueness from Theorem 1.1:

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For f ∈ L2
comp, define g ∈ H1

comp(∂Ω↑) by (2.4), and let g ∈
L̊2(S1;T ∗S1) be as in (2.8). With such g, we can construct vL,vR ∈ L̊2(S1;T ∗S1) as

in Lemma 4.1. Therefore, it follows from Lemma 2.4 that there exists u ∈ Ḣ1
loc(Ω) to
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(1.8) with vL and vR as the Neumann data on the left and right fundamental intervals

respectively. It follows from Lemma 4.1 that

Π+(∂x2u|JL
) = Π−(∂x2u|JR

) = 0. (4.1)

Furthermore, it follows from Theorem 1.1 that a solution to (1.8) satisfying (4.1) is

unique. Setting

R(λ)f := u,

we have constructed the desired outgoing solution operator. □
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