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CONVEX WAVES GRAZING CONVEX OBSTACLES TO HIGH

ORDER

JIAN WANG AND MARK WILLIAMS

Abstract. For large classes of convex incoming waves and convex obstacles, we

verify the grazing sets are C1 co-dimensional two submanifolds, and the reflected

flow maps are diffeomorphisms in the illuminable region and homeomorphisms up to

the shadow boundaries. We also construct explicit examples of convex obstacles with

smooth boundaries, for which the grazing set for planar or spherical incident waves

are not C1. As an application, we state a theorem on the propagation of semilinear

wave oscillations grazing a convex obstacle to arbitrary high finite or infinite order in

low regularity spaces.
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1. Introduction

In the paper [WW23] we provided a geometric optics description in spaces of low

regularity of the transport of oscillations in solutions to linear and some semilinear

second-order hyperbolic boundary problems along rays that graze the boundary of a

convex obstacle to arbitrarily high finite or infinite order. The fundamental motivating

example is the case where the spacetime manifold isM = (Rn \O)×Rt, where O ⊂ R
n

is an open convex obstacle with C∞ boundary, and the governing hyperbolic operator

is the wave operator � := ∆− ∂2t .

The main theorem of [WW23], which applies to quite general second-order hyper-

bolic operators, obstacles, and incoming waves, showed that high frequency exact so-

lutions with high order grazing rays are well approximated in spaces of low regularity

by approximate solutions constructed from fairly explicit solutions to simple profile

equations. The theorem has two main assumptions, both of a geometric nature, which

need to be verified for each choice of hyperbolic operator, obstacle, and incoming wave.

The first is that the grazing set, that is, the set of points on the spacetime boundary at

which incoming characteristics meet the boundary tangentially, is a codimension two,

C1 submanifold of spacetime. The second is that the reflected flow map, which sends

points on the spacetime boundary forward in time to points on reflected and grazing

rays, is injective and has appropriate regularity properties near the grazing set. These

two assumptions are in general hard to verify.

In §2 we explain how to distinguish different orders of grazing. The orders may be

2, 4, 6, . . . or ∞. We showed in [WW23] that when the order is 2, the reflected flow

map (RFM) and grazing set (GS) assumptions always hold for very general second

order hyperbolic operators, obstacles, and incoming waves. When the order of grazing

is higher than two, the GS assumption can fail even for �, strictly convex obstacles,

and incoming plane waves, and the RFM assumption becomes much harder to verify

even in such cases. In [WW23] we identified large classes of strictly convex obstacles

in all dimensions for which both assumptions are satisfied when incoming plane waves

for � graze the obstacle to arbitrarily high finite or infinite order.

Plane waves may be thought of as being produced by a point source at infinity. Much

of this paper is concerned with verifying the RFM and GS assumptions for incoming

spherical waves for �, which may be viewed as arising from a point source at a finite

distance from the obstacle. This is done in §§3–4. The incoming waves we consider in

this paper are associated to phase functions of the form

φi(t, x) = −t + ψi(x),

where ψi : Ω → R, Ω ⊂ Rn, is a smooth convex function that satisfies the eikonal

equation

(∂x1
ψi)

2 + |∇ψi|2 = 1, ∇ := (∂x2
, · · · , ∂xn

).
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These are the convex waves referred to in the title. When ψi(x) = θ · x for θ ∈ Sn−1

we obtain plane waves; when ψi(x) = |x− b| we obtain spherical waves associated to a

source at b ∈ Rn. §5 verifies the RFM assumption for general convex incoming waves.

Many examples of such waves are provided in Remark after Assumption 5.1.

While the RFM assumption turns out to hold for general convex waves and convex

obstacles, this is not the case for the GS assumption. In §4 we verify the GS assumption

for incoming spherical waves for a large class of convex obstacles, but we also present

examples for which the assumption fails for incoming plane and spherical waves; in

these examples the grazing set is cusped ; roughly, it is the graph of a function that

is continuous, but not C1. We also present examples for which the grazing set is C1

but not twice differentiable, so the GS assumption holds, but just barely. It is perhaps

surprising that these examples of nonsmooth grazing sets occur even in problems where

the convex obstacle has C∞ boundary and the incoming waves are plane waves or

spherical waves. Moreover, for a given obstacle the GS assumption can fail or not

depending on the location of the source b of spherical waves with phase −t + |x− b|.
We think that the study of the reflected flow map and the grazing set are of inde-

pendent interest, apart from the connection to the main theorem of [WW23]. So we

have tried to write this paper so that it can be read independently of [WW23].

Remark on notations.

1. For the dot product of vectors u, v ∈ Rk we use both u · v and 〈u, v〉.
2. We denote x = (x1, x) ∈ R1+(n−1). Except for Definition 2.1, we denote ∇ = ∇x =

(∂x2
, · · · , ∂xn

).

2. Definitions, results, and applications

In this section we explain the RFM and GS assumptions. We begin by clarifying the

definition of C1 convex (concave) functions and strictly convex (concave) functions.

Definition 2.1. Let U ⊂ R
n be an open convex set.1

(1) A C1 function f : U → R is said to be convex (or convex on U) if for any

z1, z2 ∈ U ,

f(z2)− f(z1) ≥ 〈∇f(z1), z2 − z1〉; (2.1)

here ∇f = (∂x1
f, · · · , ∂xn

f). A C1 function is said to be concave if ≥ in (2.1)

is replaced by ≤.

(2) A C1 function f : U → R is said to be strictly convex/convave, if (2.1) (resp.

(2.1) with ≤) holds for all z1, z2 ∈ U with equality holding if and only if z1 = z2.

1This means that if x, y ∈ U , then the segment [x, y] is contained in U .
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Remarks. 1. This definition appears to be standard. For example, it is the one

given in [RV73]. For f : U → R as above and any subset V ⊂ U , we say that f is

convex/concave on V if it is convex/concave on U .

2. A C2 function on U is convex/concave if and only if its Hessian matrix is posi-

tive/negative semi-definite.

3. If a C2 function has a positive/negative definite Hessian matrix, then it is strictly

convex/concave. The converse is not true.

4. The function, f(z) = e−
1

|z| , z 6= 0; f(0) = 0, is strictly convex but has vanishing

Hessian at z = 0. The function, g(z) = |z|a, a > 1, a ∈ R, is C1 and strictly convex.

Denote by O ⊂ Rn a convex obstacle given by

O := {(x1, x)| x1 < F (x), x ∈ R
n−1} (2.2)

where F : Rn−1 → R is a C∞ strictly concave function, and set M := (Rn \ O) × Rt.

We can arrange by translation and rotation of O so that F has a max at x = 0 with

F (0) = 1. The tangent plane to ∂O at x = (x1, x) = (1, 0) is then x1 = 1.

2.1. Incoming and reflected phases. The “waves” that we consider are solutions

to a continuation/reflection problem on MT := (Rn \ O)× [−T, T ] of the form2











�uǫ = f(x, t, uǫ,∇x,tu
ǫ) in MT , (2.3a)

uǫ = 0 on ∂O × [−T, T ], (2.3b)

uǫ ∼ u1(x, t) + ǫU1(x, t, φi/ǫ) in MT ∩ {t < −T + δ} . (2.3c)

Here the functions u1 and U1(x, t, θi) have (x, t)-support strictly away from ∂M , the

function U1(x, t, θi), called the incoming profile, is 2π-periodic in θi, and φi(x, t) =

−t + ψi(x), where ψi : U → R is a smooth convex function that satisfies the eikonal

equation

(∂x1
ψi)

2 + |∇ψi|2 = 1

where ∇ := (∂x2
, · · · , ∂xn

), on some convex open set U ⊂ Rn, U ∋ x = (1, 0). We

express condition (2.3c) by saying that the wave uǫ oscillates with the incoming phase

φi in t < −T + δ (the past). The function f(x, t, p, q) is Lipschitz in the argument

(p, q).

The reflected phase φr needed to describe uǫ in the future is constructed using null

bicharacteristics of �. To describe these we let ξ = (ξ1, ξ) ∈ Rn, τ ∈ R and write the

symbol of � as p(x, t, ξ, τ) = ξ21 + |ξ|2 − τ 2. Null bicharacteristics of � are integral

curves γ : R → T ∗M of the Hamiltonian vector field Hp = 2ξ1∂x1
+ 2ξ∂x − 2τ∂t such

2The exact meaning of “∼” in (2.3c) is not important for this paper and can be found in [WW23,

Definition 1.3].
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that γ(s) ∈ p−1(0) for all s. Thus, the components of γ(s) = (x(s), t(s), ξ(s), τ(s))

satisfy

ẋ(s) = 2ξ, ṫ(s) = −2τ, ξ̇(s) = 0, τ̇ (s) = 0; |ξ(s)| = |τ(s)|.
Note that null bicharacteristics are straight lines, and that the direction of (x(s), t(s))

is given by (2ξ(0),−2τ(0)) for all s. Let us set

ξi1(x) := ∂x1
ψi(F (x), x), ξ

i
(x) := ∂xψi(F (x), x).

For points x such that

ξi1(x)−∇F (x) · ξi(x) ≤ 0 (2.4)

we define the forward incoming null bicharacteristic associated to φi, which hits ∂M

at (F (x), x, t) when s = 0, to be3

γi(s; x, t) = (F (x) + 2sξ1i (x), x+ 2sξ
i
(x), t+ 2s, ξ1i (x), ξ

i
(x),−1),

and the associated forward incoming characteristic to be π(x,t)γi, the projection onto

the (x, t) coordinates. In terms of φi the direction of π(x,t)γi is thus

2(∂xφi(F (x), x, t),−∂tφi(F (x), x).

In the case < the condition (2.4) means that π(x,t)γi enters M
c := Rn+1 \M for small

s > 0, while in the case = the condition means that π(x,t)γi is tangent to ∂M at s = 0.

To identify reflected null bicharacteristics we introduce the inclusion map i : ∂M →
M , which induces the pullback map i∗ : ∂T ∗M → T ∗∂M . If we use the map (x, t) →
(F (x), x, t) to parametrize ∂M , then i∗ is given in coordinates by

i∗(F (x), x, t, ξ1, ξ, τ) = (x, t, ξ1∇F (x) + ξ, τ).

Thus, the kernel of i∗ is N∗∂M , that is:

(ξ1∇F (x) + ξ, τ) = 0 ⇔ (ξ1, ξ, τ) ‖ (1,−∇F (x), 0)
⇔ (F (x), x, t, ξ1, ξ, τ) ∈ N∗∂M.

(2.5)

Now set φ0(x, t) := φi(F (x), x, t) and observe that γi “passes over” the point

(x, t, ∂x,tφ0(x, t)) ∈ T ∗∂M

in the sense that

i∗γi(0; x, t) = (x, t, ξi1(x)∇F (x) + ξ
i
(x),−1) = (x, t, ∂x,tφ0(x, t)) := σ(x, t).

From (2.5) we see that for x such that (2.4) holds with <, there is another forward null

bicharacteristic that passes over σ(x, t) at s = 0, namely

γr(s; x, t) := (F (x) + 2sξr1(x), x+ 2sξ
r
(x), t+ 2s, ξr1(x), ξ

r
(x),−1),

3Here “forward” means that t increases as s increases. We sometimes suppress the (x, t) dependence

and write just γi(s).
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where ξr(x) satisfies for some c(x) 6= 0:

ξr(x)− ξi(x) = c(x)(1,−∇F (x)) and |ξr(x)| = 1. (2.6)

The equations (2.6) are readily solved to yield

ξr1 = ξi1 −
2

1 + |∇F |2 (ξ
i
1 − 〈ξi,∇F 〉),

ξ
r
= ξ

i
+

2∇F
1 + |∇F |2 (ξ

i
1 − 〈ξi,∇F 〉).

Observe that equality holds in (2.4) ⇔ ξ
r
(x) = ξ

i
(x), the case where both π(x,t)γi and

π(x,t)γr are tangent to ∂M at (F (x), x, t). We call γr the reflected null bicharacteristic

corresponding to γi. This discussion motivates the following definition.

Definition 2.2. (a) The grazing set and the illuminable region are respectively

Gφi
:= {(F (x), x, t)| 〈ξi,∇F 〉 − ξi1 = 0},

I− := {(F (x), x, t)| 〈ξi,∇F 〉 − ξi1 > 0}.
(2.7)

In (2.7) we require that x ∈ B(0, R) and t ∈ [−T, T ] for some positive R, T that may

vary from one example (that is, choice of O and φi) to another.

(b) For s0 > 0 the reflected flow map is the map4

Zr : [0, s0]× (Gφi
∪ I−) → M where

Zr(s, x, t) := π(x,t)γr(s; x, t) = (F (x) + 2sξr1(x), x+ 2sξ
r
(x), t+ 2s).

(2.8)

With our normalization that F has a max at x = 0 with F (0) = 1, we usually choose

the incoming phase φi so that (1, 0, t) ∈ Gφi
for all t. The incoming characteristic

π(x,t)γi(s; 0, t) is then tangent to ∂M at (1, 0, t).

Assumption 2.3 (Reflected flow map assumption (RFM)). There exist s0 > 0 and

positive constants R, T as in Definition 2.2 such that the map Zr is a C∞ diffeo-

morphism from [0, s0] × I− onto its range, which extends to a homeomorphism from

[0, s0]× (Gφi
∪ I−) onto its range.

Let us denote the ranges of Zr on [0, s0]× (Gφi
∪ I−) and [0, s0]× I− by Jr and J ′

r

respectively. Write the map Z−1
r defined on Jr as

Z−1
r (y1, y, t

′) = (s, x, t) ∈ [0, s0]× (Gφi
∪ I−). (2.9)

The method of characteristics (see [Wil22], for example) constructs the reflected phase

φr on Jr so that the following properties hold when (2.9) holds:

φr(y1, y, t
′) = φi(F (x), x, t), dφr(y1, y, t

′) = (ξr(x),−1). (2.10)

4Here we use the map (x, t) → (F (x), x, t) to identify Gφi
∪ I− with a subset of x, t space.
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So φr is a characteristic phase (that is, p(y, t′, dφr(y, t
′)) = 0) such that both φr and

dφr are constant along any particular reflected characteristic π(x,t)γr(s; x, t).

Remark. When Assumption 2.3 holds, the formulas (2.10) show that

φr ∈ C∞(J ′
r) but we just have φr ∈ C1(Jr).

In fact, φr generally fails to be in C2(Jr); the singularity in φr is due to the singularity

of Z−1
r at [0, s0]×Gφi

.

2.2. Orders of grazing. To formulate the grazing set assumption GS, we first recall

the classical decomposition

T ∗∂M \ 0 = E ∪H ∪G
into elliptic, hyperbolic, and glancing sets. If σ ∈ T ∗∂M \ 0, we say that σ belongs

to E, H , or G if the number of elements in (i∗)−1(σ) ∩ p−1(0) is zero, two, or one

respectively. The sets E and H are conic open subsets of T ∗∂M \ 0, and G is a closed

conic hypersurface in T ∗∂M \ 0.
Below we let β(x, t) := x1 − F (x) denote the defining function of ∂M .

Definition 2.4 ([MS78]). Let σ = (m, ν) ∈ G and suppose (i∗)−1(σ) ∩ p−1(0) = {ρ},
where ρ ∈ T ∗

mM . We say σ ∈ Gl, the glancing set of order at least l ≥ 2, if

p(ρ) = 0 and Hj
pβ(ρ) = 0 for 0 ≤ j < l.

Thus, G = G2 ⊃ G3 ⊃ · · · ⊃ G∞.

We say σ ∈ Gl \ Gl+1, the set of glancing points of exact order l, if σ ∈ Gl and

H l
pβ(ρ) 6= 0. Consider points σ ∈ G2k \ G2k+1, k ≥ 1, such that H2k

p β(ρ) > 0. When

k = 1, such a point σ is a classical diffractive point as studied in [Mel75] or [Che96].

When k ≥ 1 we refer to σ as a diffractive point of order 2k, and we write

σ ∈ G2k
d \G2k+1 ⇔ p(ρ) = 0, Hj

pβ(ρ) = 0 for 0 ≤ j < 2k, and H2k
p β(ρ) > 0.

Remarks. 1. If σ ∈ G2k
d \ G2k+1, let γ(s) denote the bicharacteristic of p such that

γ(0) = ρ. Then γ is tangent to ∂T ∗M at ρ and lies T ∗M̊ for small s 6= 0.

2. Gliding points of order 2k, σ ∈ G2k
g \G2k+1, are defined as in (5.15) with the single

change H2k
p β(ρ) < 0. If σ ∈ Gl \ Gl+1 for some odd l, we call σ an inflection point of

order l.

Definition 2.5 (Diffractive points of order ∞). Let σ ∈ G∞ and suppose (i∗)−1(σ) ∩
p−1(0) = {ρ}. We say that σ is a diffractive point of order ∞ and write σ ∈ G∞

d if the

bicharacteristic γ(s) of p such that γ(0) = ρ lies T ∗M̊ for small s 6= 0.

Definition 2.6 (Glancing points of diffractive type). We denote by

Gd := ∪∞
k=1

(

G2k
d \G2k+1

)

∪G∞
d
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the set of glancing points of diffractive type.

For a fixed t ∈ R let ρ = (1, 0, t, ξi1(0), ξi(0),−1) ∈ ∂T ∗M ∩ p−1(0) and observe that

(1, 0, t) ∈ Gφi
⇔ ξi(0) · ∇F (0)− ξi1(0) = 0

⇔ 0 = Hpβ(ρ) = 2ξi1(0)−∇F (0) · 2ξi(0)

⇔ i∗ρ = (0, t, ξi1(0)∇F (0) + ξ
i
(0),−1)

= (0, t, dφ0(0, t)) := σ ∈ G.

(2.11)

We now state the grazing set assumption, letting β, (1, 0, t), σ and ρ be as in (2.11)

except that now we require σ ∈ Gd (Definition 2.6); recall φ0 = φi ◦ i : ∂M → R.

Assumption 2.7 (Grazing set assumption (GS)). Suppose σ ∈ Gd. There exists an

open set U ∋ (1, 0, t) in Rn × Rt and a C1 function ζ : U → R with dζ 6= 0 on U such

that:

(a) Gφi
∩ U = {(x, t) ∈ U : ζ(x, t) = 0 and β(x, t) = 0};

(b) Hpζ(ρ) 6= 0;

(c) There exists an open set V ∋ σ in T ∗∂M such that G ∩ Graph dφ0 ∩ V ⊂ Gd.

Thus, the assumption requires that Gφi
be a C1 codimension two submanifold of

Rn ∩Rt near (1, 0, t). In various examples of §4 where the assumption holds, condition

(c) follows from convexity ofO, and the transversality condition (b) needs to be checked

in each case.

For σ ∈ G as in (2.11) it will be convenient to have a simple reformulation of the

condition that σ ∈ G2k
d \G2k+1 in terms of F . Let

γi(s; 0, t) = (1 + 2sξi1(0), 2sξ
i
(0), t+ 2s, ξi1(0), ξ

i
(0),−1)

be the incoming null bicharacteristic such that γi(0; 0, t) = ρ. From (2.11) we see that

σ ∈ G⇔ 0 = Hpβ(ρ) =
d

ds
β(γi(s))|s=0.

A direct computation usingHj
pβ(γi(s)) =

(

d
ds

)j
[

(1 + 2sξi1(0))− F (2sξ
i
(0))

]

now shows

that5

(a) Hj
pβ(ρ) = 0 for 1 ≤ j < 2k and H2k

p β(ρ) > 0 if and only if

(b) ξi1(0)−∇F (0) · ξi(0) = 0, ∇jF (0)(ξ
i
(0), . . . , ξ

i
(0))j = 0 for 2 ≤ j < 2k

and ∇2kF (0)(ξ
i
(0), . . . , ξ

i
(0))2k < 0.

(2.12)

5Here the subscript j in (2.12)(b) indicates that ξ
i
(0) occurs j times in the argument of the j-

multilinear form ∇jF (0).
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2.3. Main results. §3 proves a strengthened, global version of the reflected flow map

assumption (RFM) for spherical incoming waves.

Theorem 1. Let the convex obstacle O ⊂ Rn be as (2.2), and consider incoming waves

associated to the spherical phase function φi(x, t) = −t + |x − b|, where b ∈ Rn \ O.

In the definition of the grazing set Gφi
and the illuminable region I−, Definition 3.2,

allow R and T to be any positive numbers. Then the RFM assumption, Assumption

2.3, holds with s0 any positive number.

The main result of §5 is a verification of the RFM assumption for general convex

incoming waves.

Theorem 2. Let the convex obstacle O ⊂ Rn be as (2.2), and consider incoming

waves associated to any incoming phase function of the form φi(x, t) = −t+ ψi, where

ψi : Ω → R is C∞, convex, and satisfies

(∂x1
ψi)

2 + |∇ψi|2 = 1

on some Rn-open set Ω ∋ (1, 0). Then the RFM assumption, Assumption 2.3, holds

with s0 and T any positive numbers provided R is taken sufficiently small.6

Unlike the RFM assumption the GS assumption becomes more difficult to study and

is more likely to fail as the dimension n of the obstacle increases.

In §4 we study properties of the grazing set when n = 3 for both spherical and plane

incoming waves, mostly spherical. One might hope that the GS assumption is always

satisfied; after all, the obstacles are convex with C∞ boundaries and the incoming

waves are spherical. But we provide examples to show this is not the case. We are

mainly concerned in §4 to provide large classes of examples where the GS assumption

holds.

Proposition 4.2 rules out branching for a class of convex obstacles and spherical

incoming waves for which grazing can occur to any finite or infinite order at x = (1, 0).

Branching occurs when πxGφi
consists of more than two smooth curves which meet

and terminate at x = (1, 0). In any such case the GS assumption fails of course. Even

when branching does not occur, the GS assumption may fail when the set πxGφi
has a

cusp; such examples are given in §4.3 for both spherical and planar incoming waves.

In Proposition 4.3 we write x = (x2, x3) = (u, v) and suppose that the obstacle O as

in (2.2) is defined by a function F : R2 → R of the form

F (u, v) = 1− (c0u
2k + c1u

2k−2v2 + c2u
2k−4v4 + · · ·+ ck−1u

2v2k−2 + ckv
2k)

:= 1−G(u, v), k ≥ 1,
(2.13)

6Here again R and T are the parameters appearing in Definition 3.2.
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where ∇2G(u, v) > 0 for (u, v) 6= 0 and all cj > 0.7 The proposition shows that when

the incoming phase is taken to be φi(x, t) = −t + |x − b| with b = (1, b) = (1,−1, 0),

the GS assumption is satisfied with σ = (0, t,−b,−1) ∈ Gd. Using the formula for F

and (2.12) we see that σ ∈ G2k
d \G2k+1. Proposition 4.4 shows that the GS assumption

continues to hold for φi(x, t) = −t+ |x− b| when F as in (2.13) is modified by adding

any finite number of polynomial terms of order ≥ 2k + 1.

2.4. Applications. The results of this paper extend the range of application of the

main result of [WW23]. [WW23, Theorem 2] gives an explicit geometric optics de-

scription of solutions to the initial boundary value problem (2.3a)–(2.3c) whenever the

RFM and GS assumptions are satisfied by the obstacle O and incoming phase φi. In

[WW23] we verified these assumptions for some families of convex obstacles O, but

only for planar incoming waves associated to linear phases φi(x, t) = −t+θ ·x, |θ| = 1.

The results of §§3–4 of this paper show that both assumptions hold for certain families

of convex obstacles with grazing points of arbitrarily high order, when the incoming

phases are the nonlinear phases that describe spherical waves, φi(x, t) = −t+ |x− b|.8

We now restate, somewhat informally, the main result of [WW23] for the problems

considered here, referring the reader to that paper for a more precise and general

formulation.

Theorem 3 ([WW23, Theorem 2]). Consider the initial boundary value problem (2.3a)–

(2.3c) under the RFM assumption, Assumptions 2.3. Suppose the initial oscillatory

profile U1(x, t, θi) is supported near a characteristic of φi that grazes ∂M (possibly to

high order) at the point (x1, x, t) = (1, 0, 0) ∈ Gφi
. Assume that the GS assumption,

Assumption 2.7, is satisfied near σ = (0, 0, dφi(0, 0)) ∈ Gd. Then if T > 0 is small

enough, the solution uǫ ∈ H1(MT ) satisfies

uǫ(x, t)|MT
∼H1 u(x, t) + ǫUr(x, t, φr/ǫ) + ǫUi(x, t, φi/ǫ). (2.14)

Here Uk(x, t, θk) for k = r, i is periodic in θk with mean zero, and the functions

u ∈ H1(MT ), ∂θrUr ∈ L2(MT × T), ∂θiUi ∈ L2(MT × T) (2.15)

are constructed to satisfy the profile equations [WW23, (4.4)–(4.6)].

Remarks. 1. The meaning of “∼H1” in (2.14) is explained in [WW23, Definition 1.3].

Roughly, it means that the leading part of uǫ has the given form up to an error that is

small in H1 when the wavelength ǫ is small.

7The condition ∇2G(u, v) > 0 for (u, v) 6= 0 implies G(u, v) > 0 for (u, v) 6= 0. The property

G(u, v) > 0 implies that c0 and ck are positive (so take c0 = 1).
8When σ ∈ G2

d \G3, the results of [Che96] and [WW23] show that the RFM and GS assumptions

are satisfied for any incoming characteristic phase; moreover, the grazing set is C∞, not just C1.
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2. The profile equations referred to in the theorem are a coupled system for the

functions u, Ur, Ui in (2.15) in which the equations for Ur, Ui describe transport along

the characteristic vector fields associated to φr and φi:

Tφk
= 2∇xφk∂x − 2∂tφk∂t, k = r, i.

3. We have seen that the RFM assumption allows us to construct the reflected phase

φr as a C
1 function on Jr, the range of Zr as in (2.8). The GS assumption implies that

the union of the forward and backward flowouts of the grazing set Gφi
under Tφi

is a

C1 hypersurface in R
n+1
x,t . We write this union as SB = SB+ ∪ SB− and refer to SB+,

the forward flowout, as the “shadow boundary”. From the profile equations [WW23,

(4.4)–(4.6)] we can read off the property that Ur(x, t, θr) and Ui(x, t, θi) have their

supports inside the set of points of MT that can be reached by starting from points

(x, t) in the support of the initial profile U1(x, t, θi) as in (2.3c), then flowing forward

along Tφi
, and continuing along Tφr

in any case where a characteristic of Tφi
hits the

boundary. With (2.14) this shows that the exact solution uǫ has no high frequency

oscillations in the shadow region adjacent to SB+ that are detectable in the H1 norm.

3. Reflected flow maps for spherical incoming waves

As in §2, we assume O is a convex obstacle given by

O := {(x1, x) | x1 < F (x), x ∈ R
n−1}

where F : Rn−1 → R is a C∞ strictly concave function.9 We consider the following

phase function for spherical incoming waves

φi(x, t) = −t + |x− b|, b ∈ R
n \ O.

We define

ρ(x) := |(F (x), x)− b|
and

α(x) := (α1(x), α(x)) ∈ S
n−1, α1(x) :=

F (x)− b1
ρ(x)

, α(x) :=
x− b

ρ(x)
. (3.1)

According to Definition 2.2, the grazing set and the illuminable regions are given by

Gφi
={(F (x), x, t) | α1(x) = 〈∇F (x), α(x)〉},

I− ={(F (x), x, t) | α1(x) < 〈∇F (x), α(x)〉}. (3.2)

Fix any R > 0 and any T > 0. In (3.2) and throughout §3 we allow x ∈ B(0, R) ⊂ Rn−1

and t ∈ [−T, T ].
9The normalization that F has a max at x = 0 with F (0) = 1 is actually not used in §3, but the

reader is free to assume that.
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For t0 ∈ R, x0 ∈ Rn \ (O ∪ {b}), we have

∇x,tφi(x
0, t0) =

(

x0 − b

|x0 − b| ,−1

)

.

The incoming bicharacteristic passing (x0, t0, x0−b
|x0−b|

,−1) is

γi(s) =

(

x01 + 2s
x01 − b1
|x0 − b| , x

0 + 2s
x0 − b

|x0 − b| , t
0 − 2sτ,

x01 − b1
|x0 − b| ,

x0 − b

|x0 − b| ,−1

)

.

Suppose γi(s) intersects ∂T ∗((Rn \ O) × R) at (F (x), x, t′, ξi1, ξ
i
,−1), then ξi(x) =

x0−b
|x0−b|

= α(x). Let ξr(x) be the reflected direction, then

(ξi,−1)− (ξr, τ r) = c(1,−∇F, 0), |ξr| = |τ r|.

From here we solve

ξr1(x) =α1(x) +
2

1 + |∇F (x)|2 (〈∇F (x), α(x)〉 − α1(x)) ,

ξ
r
(x) =α(x)− 2∇F (x)

1 + |∇F (x)|2 (〈∇F (x), α(x)〉 − α1(x)) .

(3.3)

The reflected flow map is then given by

Zr(s, x, t) = (F (x) + 2sξr1(x), x+ 2sξ
r
(x), t+ 2s).

Proposition 3.1. Fix any s0 > 0 and take x ∈ B(0, R), t ∈ [−T, T ] for any positive R

and T . The reflected flow map Zr is a diffeomorphism from [0, s0]× I− onto its range

and extends to a homeomorphism from [0, s0]× (Gφi
∪ I−) onto its range.

Proof. It suffices to show the following two claims

1. Zr is injective on [0, s0]× (Gφi
∪ I−);

2. The Jacobian j of Zr is non-zero on [0, s0]× I−.

1. Injectivity. We claim that the following holds when x∗ 6= x

〈ξr(x∗)− ξr(x), (F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x)〉 > 0.

Indeed, using (3.1) we have

ξ
r
(x) = α(x)−∇F (x)(ξr1(x)− α1(x)) (3.4)
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and the same equality holds when x is replaced by x∗. Equation (3.4) implies that

〈ξr(x∗)− ξ
r
(x), x∗ − x〉

=〈α(x∗)− α(x), x∗ − x〉
+ 〈∇F (x∗), x− x∗〉(ξr1(x∗)− α1(x

∗)) + 〈∇F (x), x∗ − x〉(ξr1(x)− α1(x))

≥〈α(x∗)− α(x), x∗ − x〉
+ (F (x)− F (x∗))(ξr1(x

∗)− α1(x
∗)) + (F (x∗)− F (x))(ξr1(x)− α1(x))

=− (F (x∗)− F (x))(ξr1(x
∗)− ξr1(x))

+ (F (x∗)− F (x))(α1(x
∗)− α1(x)) + 〈α(x∗)− α(x), x∗ − x〉.

Since F is strictly concave, we know the equality holds if and only if

ξr1(x
∗) = α1(x

∗) and ξr1(x) = α1(x). (3.5)

Next we show that

(F (x∗)− F (x))(α1(x
∗)− α1(x)) + 〈α(x∗)− α(x), x∗ − x〉 ≥ 0,

that is,

〈α(x∗)− α(x), (F (x∗), x∗)− (F (x), x)〉 ≥ 0.

Using definitions of α and ρ, we need to show

〈α(x∗)− α(x), ρ(x∗)α(x∗)− ρ(x)α(x)〉 ≥ 0.

A direct computation shows that the left-hand side is

(ρ(x∗) + ρ(x))(1− 〈α(x∗), α(x)〉)

which is non-negative and equals zero if and only if

α(x∗) = α(x). (3.6)

Thus we have shown that

〈ξr(x∗)− ξr(x), (F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x)〉 ≥ 0

and equality holds if and only if both (3.5) and (3.6) hold. It remains to show that the

equality can not hold. Otherwise, combining (3.5) and (3.6), we know

α(x∗) = α(x) and ξr(x∗) = ξr(x).

But this implies that

∇F (x∗) = ∇F (x)
which is impossible when x∗ 6= x.

The map Zr is continuous and injective on the compact domain [0, s0]× (Gφi
∪ I−),

and hence is a homeomorphism on this domain.
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2. Diffeomorphism. As in the plane wave case [WW23, Proposition 8.10], we have

j(s, x, t) = 2ξr1 det(A), A := I − ξ
r ⊗∇F
ξr1

+ 2s

(

∂ξ
r

∂x
− ξ

r ⊗∇ξr1
ξr1

)

.

We first differentiate the identity (ξr1)
2 + |ξr|2 = 1 with respect to x to obtain

ξr1∇ξr1 + ξ
r ∂ξ

r

∂x
= 0 ⇒ ∇ξr1 = −ξ

r

ξr1

∂ξ
r

∂x
.

Thus
∂ξ

r

∂x
− ξ

r ⊗∇ξr1
ξr1

=

(

I +
ξ
r ⊗ ξ

r

(ξr1)
2

)

∂ξ
r

∂x
.

In the following we denote

B := I − ξ
r ⊗∇F
ξr1

, C := I +
ξ
r ⊗ ξ

r

(ξr1)
2
.

Then

A = B + 2sC
∂ξ

r

∂x
.

2.1 Computation of ∂ξ
r

∂x
. Differentiate (3.4) with respect to x and we find

∂ξ
r

∂x
=
∂α

∂x
+ (α1 − ξr1)∇2F +∇F ⊗∇(α1 − ξr1). (3.7)

Differentiating the first equation in (3.3) with respect to x gives

∇(α1 − ξr1) = − 2ξ
r

1 + |∇F |2∇
2F − 2

1 + |∇F |2
(

∇F +
α

α1

)

∂α

∂x
. (3.8)

In the computation we used |α| = 1, which implies that

∇α1 = − α

α1

∂α

∂x
.

Putting (3.7) and (3.8) together gives

∂ξ
r

∂x
=

(

I − 2∇F ⊗ (α1∇F + α)

α1(1 + |∇F |2)

)

∂α

∂x
+

(

(α1 − ξr1)I −
2∇F ⊗ ξ

r

1 + |∇F |2

)

∇2F.

In the following we denote

K :=

(

I − 2∇F ⊗ (α1∇F + α)

α1(1 + |∇F |2)

)

∂α

∂x
, L :=

(

(α1 − ξr1)I −
2∇F ⊗ ξ

r

1 + |∇F |2

)

∇2F.

A direct computation using the definition (3.1) of α gives

∂α

∂x
=
I − α⊗ (α1∇F + α)

ρ
.
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Inserting this in the expression of K gives

K =1
ρ

(

I − 2∇F⊗(α1∇F+α)
α1(1+|∇F |2)

)

(I − α⊗ (α1∇F + α))

=1
ρ

(

I − 2∇F⊗(α1∇F+α)
α1(1+|∇F |2)

− α⊗ (α1∇F + α) + 2〈α1∇F+α,α〉∇F⊗(α1∇F+α)
α1(1+|∇F |2)

)

=1
ρ

(

I − 2∇F⊗(α1∇F+α)
α1(1+|∇F |2)

− α⊗ (α1∇F + α) + 2(1+α1(〈∇F,α〉−α1))∇F⊗(α1∇F+α)
α1(1+|∇F |2)

)

=1
ρ

(

I − α⊗ (α1∇F + α) + 2(〈∇F,α〉−α1)∇F⊗(α1∇F+α)
(1+|∇F |2)

)

= I−ξ
r
⊗(α1∇F+α)

ρ
.

Now for L, we write

L = (α1 − ξr1)

(

I − 2∇F ⊗ ξ
r

(α1 − ξr1)(1 + |∇F |2)

)

∇2F.

Use the first equation in (3.3) and we have

L =

(

I +
∇F ⊗ ξ

r

〈∇F, α〉 − α1

)

2(〈∇F, α〉 − α1)

1 + |∇F |2 × (−∇2F ).

We need the following lemma to proceed.

Lemma 3.2. Let a, b ∈ Rn−1 be row vectors, then

det(I + a⊗ b) = 1 + 〈a, b〉.
Moreover,

(I + a⊗ b)−1 = I − a⊗ b

1 + 〈a, b〉
as long as 〈a, b〉 6= −1.

Proof. For the first part, see [WW23, (8.50)]. For the second identity, we compute

directly

(I + a⊗ b)

(

I − a⊗ b

1 + 〈a, b〉

)

= I +

(

1− 1

1 + 〈a, b〉

)

a⊗ b− 〈a, b〉a⊗ b

1 + 〈a, b〉 = I.

This completes the proof. �

Apply Lemma 3.2 to B and we find that

det(B) =
ξr1 − 〈ξr,∇F 〉

ξr1
=

〈∇F, α〉 − α1

ξr1
.

Moreover,

BT = I − ∇F ⊗ ξ
r

ξr1
, (BT )−1 = I +

∇F ⊗ ξ
r

ξ1 − 〈∇F, ξr〉
= I +

∇F ⊗ ξ
r

〈∇F, α〉 − α1
.
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As a result, we have10

BTK =1
ρ

(

I − ∇F⊗ξ
r

ξr
1

)(

I − ξ
r ⊗ (α1∇F + α)

)

=1
ρ

(

I − ∇F⊗ξ
r

ξr
1

− ξ
r ⊗ (α1∇F + α) + |ξ

r
|2∇F⊗(α1∇F+α)

ξr
1

)

=1
ρ

(

I − ∇F⊗ξ
r

ξr
1

− ξ
r ⊗ (α1∇F + α) +

(1−(ξr
1
)2)∇F⊗(α1∇F+α)

ξr
1

)

=1
ρ

(

I + ∇F⊗(α1∇F+α−ξ
r
)

ξr
1

− (ξ1∇F + ξ
r
)⊗ (α1∇F + α)

)

= I+∇F⊗∇F−(α1∇F+α)⊗(α1∇F+α)
ρ

.

(3.9)

From here we can see that BTK is symmetric. We claim that BTK is also positive

definite. Indeed, for any v ∈ Rn−1, there holds

ρ〈BTKv, v〉 =|v|2 + |〈∇F, v〉|2 − |〈α1∇F + α, v〉|2

=|v|2 + |〈∇F, v〉|2 − |〈(α1, α), (〈∇F, v〉, v)〉|2 ≥ 0.

Equality holds if and only if for some c 6= 0

α1 = c〈∇F, v〉 and α = cv,

which implies

α1 = 〈∇F, α〉.
But the latter can not happen in I− according to (3.2).

The formulæ for (B−1)T and L tell us

BTL = −2(〈∇F, α〉 − α1)

1 + |∇F |2 ∇2F.

Notice that 〈∇F, α〉 − α1 > 0 on I− and −∇2F is positive semi-definite, thus BTL is

symmetric and positive semi-definite.

Finally, we conclude that

j(s, x, t) =2ξr1 det(A) = 2ξr1 det(B + 2sC(K + L))

=2ξr1 det(B) det(I + 2sB−1C(B−1)T (BTK +BTL))

=2(〈∇F, α〉 − α1) det(I + 2sB−1C(B−1)T (BTK +BTL)).

Notice now that both B−1C(B−1)T and BTK +BTL are symmetric and positive def-

inite. A similar argument as in the plane wave case [WW23, Proposition 8.10] shows

that the product of these two matrices has positive eigenvalues. Thus we conclude that

j(s, x, t) ≥ 2(〈∇F, α〉 − α1) > 0.

This completes the proof. �

10For the last equality in (3.9) we used ξ1∇F + ξ
r
= α1∇F + αr.
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4. The grazing set for spherical waves hitting a convex obstacle

In this section we present a number of examples of the diffraction of spherical waves

by strictly convex obstacles in 3D where we can verify that the grazing set satisfies

[WW23, Assumption 2.10], including examples where the grazing set is C1 but not

twice differentiable. The operator in question is the operator on Rn+1 given by

� = ∂2x1
+ · · ·+ ∂2xn

− ∂2t .

As before we allow arbitrarily high order grazing. We also present examples where the

grazing set is continuous but not differentiable, so [WW23, Assumption 2.10] fails to

hold. In general it is challenging to understand the nature (regularity, branching,...) of

the grazing set near a point of high order grazing because the implicit function theorem

cannot be used.

4.1. Branching does not occur. The first proposition rules out branching of the

grazing set for a large class of strictly convex obstacles O ⊂ Rn defined by x1 = F (x)

as in [WW23, Proposition 8.1]. Let us explain what this means.

We write x = (x1, x), where x = (x2, x3) ∈ B(0, r) for some small enough ball

B(0, r) = {x : |x| < r}. We take a “spherical” incoming phase φi = −t+ |x− b|, where
b = (1, b) = (1,−1, 0). The obstacle corresponding to F has σ = i∗ρ ∈ G2k

d \ G2k+1,

where ρ = (1, 0, 0, t0, 0,−b,−1). To see this note that with x0 = (1, 0, 0), the incoming

bicharacteristic passing through (x0, t0, x0−b
|x0−b|

,−1) at s = 0 is

γi(s) = (1, 2s(−b), t0 + 2s, 0,−b,−1),

and repeat the computation [WW23, (8.5)] with −b in place of θ.

Assumption 4.1. We take F as in [WW23, Definition 8.1], but require also that for

x near 0,

(a) ∇2F (x) < 0 for x 6= 0,

(b) ∂x3
F (x) = 0 ⇔ x3 = 0.

(4.1)

Later in this section we provide many examples of functions F satisfying Assumption

4.1.

The grazing set near (x0, t0) is

Gφi
= {(F (x), x, t) | F (x)− 1−∇F (x) · (x− b) = 0, x near 0, t ∈ R}.

We claim that for F as above, the set

πxGφi
:= {x near 0 | H(x) := F (x)− 1−∇F (x) · (x− b) = 0}

consists of a single continuous curve through x = 0.
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Proposition 4.2. Let F be as in [WW23, Definition 8.1] and also satisfy Assumption

4.1. Then the set πxGφi
\ {0} consists of two C∞ curves, one in x3 > 0 and one in

x3 < 0. The set πxGφi
is a single continuous curve through x = 0.

Each curve in πxGφi
\ {0} lifts under the map x 7→ (F (x), x) to a curve in πxGφi

.

The proposition rules out the possibility that the set πxGφi
\ {0} consists of more than

two smooth curves that meet and terminate at x = 0. That possibility is what we refer

to as branching.

Proposition 4.2 leads us to expect, but does not claim, that near x = 0 the set πxGφi

is either the graph of a continuous function x2 = x2(x3) such that x2(0) = 0, or the

graph of a continuous function x3 = x3(x2) such that x3(0) = 0.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. 1. Smoothness of πxGφi
away from x = 0. For x near 0,

x 6= 0 we compute

∇H(x) = ∇F (x)−∇2F (x)(x− b)−∇F (x) = −∇2F (x)(x− b) 6= 0, (4.2)

since ∇2F < 0 for x 6= 0.

2. The curve C(A∗). In the x1, x2 plane fix a point A∗ = (F (x∗2, 0), x
∗
2) near

(x1, x2) = (1, 0) with x∗2 < 0 on the strictly concave curve x1 = F (x2, 0), and draw

the infinite ray from (1,−1) toward A∗.11 This ray intersects x1 = F (x2, 0) at A∗

and at a second point B∗ = (F (x∗∗2 , 0), x
∗∗
2 ) in x2 > 0; see Figure .... Let P (A∗)

denote the half-plane in x−space consisting of all points that project to this ray under

(x1, x2, x3) → (x1, x2). We have

P (A∗) = {(x1, x2, x3) : (x1 − 1)(x∗2 + 1) + (x2 + 1)(1− F (x∗2, 0)) = 0.} (4.3)

Recall from Definition 8.1 of [WW23] that the obstacle O has ∂O = {(F (x), x) : x ∈
B(0, r)} for some r > 0. Set

C(A∗) = P (A∗) ∩ ∂O =

{(F (x), x) : K(x) := (F (x)− 1)(x∗2 + 1) + (x2 + 1)(1− F (x∗2, 0)) = 0}. (4.4)

We will show that C(A∗) is a C∞ closed strictly convex curve that contains exactly

two points in πxGφi
.

3. Smoothness of C(A∗). We show that

∇K(x) = (Fx2
(x)(x∗2 + 1) + (1− F (x∗2, 0)), Fx3

(x)(x∗2 + 1) (4.5)

is nonzero at any x where K(x) = 0. If Fx3
(x) 6= 0, then ∇K(x) 6= 0, so suppose

Fx3
(x) = 0. By (4.1)(b) this implies x3 = 0. We show now that the conditions

(a)x3 = 0, (b)K(x) = 0, (c)Kx2
(x) = 0 (4.6)

11Recall b = (1,−1, 0).
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are incompatible. Conditions 4.6(b), (c) imply

Fx2
(x) =

F (x∗2, 0)− 1

x∗2 + 1
=
F (x)− 1

x2 + 1
< 0. (4.7)

A Taylor expansion gives

1− F (x) = F (0)− F (x) = −∇F (x)x+
∫ 1

0

(1− s)〈∇2F (x(1− s))ds x, x〉 =

− Fx2
(x)x2 +

∫ 1

0

(1− s)Fx2x2
(x(1− s))ds x22,

(4.8)

where we used (4.6)(a) to get the third equality. From (4.7) and (4.8) we obtain

Fx2
(x)(x2 + 1) = Fx2

(x)x2 −
∫ 1

0

(1− s)Fx2x2
(x(1− s))ds x22 ⇒

Fx2
(x) = −

∫ 1

0

(1− s)Fx2x2
(x(1− s))ds x22 > 0,

(4.9)

which contradicts (4.7).

4. Nonvanishing curvature of C(A∗). Let Q = (F (x), x) ∈ C(A∗) be a point

where Kx2
(x) 6= 0.12 Near x the curve πxC(A

∗) is the graph of a C∞ function x2 =

x2(x3).. Differentiating K(x2(x3), x3) = 0 twice with respect to x3 we obtain

Kx2
x′2 +Kx3

= 0

〈∇2K(x2(x3), x3)(x
′
2, 1), (x

′
2, 1)〉+Kx2

x′′2 = 0 ⇒ x′′2 6= 0.
(4.10)

Here we used ∇2K(x) = ∇2F (x)(x∗2 + 1) < 0. Near Q we can parametrize C(A∗) by

r(x3) = (F (x2(x3), x3), x2(x3), x3), (4.11)

with which we compute

r′(x3) = (Fx2
x′2 + Fx3

, x′2, 1) := (a, x′2, 1)

r′′(x3) := (b, x′′2, 0),
(4.12)

so r′ × r′′ = (−x′′2, b, ∗) 6= 0.13 Now apply the curvature formula for a parametrized

curve

κ(x3) =
|r′(x3)× r′′(x3)|

|r′(x3)|3
6= 0. (4.13)

5. Grazing points on C(A∗). We now show that C(A∗) contains one grazing point

in x3 > 0 and one in x3 < 0. The infinite ray from (1,−1) toward A∗ described in step

1, ray(A∗), makes an angle of θ = 0 with the x1x2 plane. Keeping b = (1,−1, 0) fixed,

we now increase the angle θ that ray(A∗) makes with the x1x2 plane, always keeping

12Points where Kx3
(x) 6= 0 are treated similarly.

13We have Fx2
(x∗

2, 0) =
∫ 1

0 Fx2x2
(s(x∗

2, 0))ds · x2 > 0, so Kx2
(x∗

2, 0) > 0 by (4.5). This implies

x′′

2 > 0 at (x∗

2, 0) by (4.10).
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the rotated ray, ray(θ), in the plane P (A∗). As θ increases let A(θ) denote the point

closer to b at which ray(θ) intersects C(A∗). Denote by m(θ) the slope of the tangent

vector to C(A∗) at A(θ).14 So m(0) > 0 and by step 4 m(θ) strictly decreases as θ

increases.15 The strict monotonicity of m(θ) implies that if there is a positive angle θ,

call it θg, where tan θg = m(θg), then θg is unique. The point A(θg) is then the unique

grazing point on C(A∗) in x3 > 0.

To see that θg exists, we use Assumption 4.1 and (4.4) to write

C(A∗) ∩ {x3 > 0} = {(F (x2, x3(x2)), x2, x3(x2)) : x∗2 < x2 < x∗∗2 }, (4.14)

where x3(x2) is a C
∞ function constructed by concatenation using the implicit function

theorem. Setting r(x2) = (F (x2, x3(x2)), x2) we obtain from (4.4) that

r′(x2) =

(

F (x∗2, 0)− 1

x∗2 + 1
, 1

)

:= (C∗, 1). (4.15)

Let s(x2) =
∫ x2

x∗
2

|r′(x2|dx2 = |(C∗, 1)| (x2 − x∗2) and define the open s−interval

I = (0, |(C∗, 1)| (x∗∗2 − x∗2)) .

We can view C(A∗) ∩ {x3 > 0} as a graph above the interval I of the function

x3 = f(s), where f(s) := x3(x2(s)). (4.16)

If ray(θ) intersects C(A∗) at a point corresponding to (s, f(s)), then tan(θ) = f(s)
s+a

:=

g(s), where a is the length of the segment from (1,−1) to A∗.16 The existence of θg is

equivalent to the existence of sg such that

f(sg)

sg + a
= f ′(sg). (4.17)

Now g′(s) = 0 ⇔ f ′(s) = f(s)
s+a

. Since g vanishes at the endpoints of I, Rolle’s theorem

implies the existence of sg ∈ I.

A similar argument yields a unique grazing point on C(A∗) in x3 < 0.

6. No branching. With (4.4) we see that P (A∗) contains exactly two points of

πxGφi
, one in x3 > 0 and one in x3 < 0. Moreover,

∪A∗ near (1,0), x∗
2
≤0 (P (A∗) ∩ πxGφi

)

is equal to the set of points in πxGφi
near (1, 0, 0). Step 1 implies that as x∗2 ր 0, the

points of P (A∗) ∩ πxGφi
trace out two curves that are C∞ away from (1, 0, 0). The

curves approach (1, 0, 0) continuously as x∗2 ր 0, since P (A∗) approaches the plane

x1 = 0.

14“Slope” here means the change in x3 divided by the magnitude of the change in (x1, x2) along

the tangent vector.
15To see this use (4.12).
16The map s → (F (x2(s), x3(x2(s))), x2(s), x3(x2(s))) is bijective from I onto C(A∗) ∩ {x3 > 0}.
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�

4.2. Examples of good grazing sets. The next Proposition gives a large class of

examples that satisfy the conditions of Proposition 4.2 as well as [WW23, Assumption

2.10]. We then extend this class much further in Proposition 4.4. It will be convenient

below sometimes to write x = (x2, x3) = (u, v). In these examples the set πxGφi
turns

out to be given near x = 0 by the graph of a C1 function u = u(v) with u = u(0).

Proposition 4.3. Suppose

F (u, v) = 1− (c0u
2k + c1u

2k−2v2 + c2u
2k−4v4 + · · ·+ ck−1u

2v2k−2 + ckv
2k)

:= 1−G(u, v), k ≥ 1,
(4.18)

where ∇2G(u, v) > 0 for (u, v) 6= 0.17 Suppose all cj > 0. Define the obstacle O as in

[WW23, Definition 8.1] by x1 = F (x), and take the incoming phase to be φi = −t +
|x − b|, b = (1,−1, 0) as before. This class of problems satisfies [WW23, Assumption

2.10].

Proof. 1. We know that branching does not occur, but we do not know yet that the

continuous curve described in Proposition 4.2 can be realized as the graph of a function

u = u(v) or v = v(u). For the moment we regard πxGφi
as defining a relation.

2. Estimate of |u| for points in πxGφi
. The next step is to estimate |u| in terms

of |v| for points (u, v) ∈ πxGφi
. I’ll write the details for the case k = 3; but the same

argument clearly works for any k. So we take

G(u, v) = u6 + c1u
4v2 + c2u

2v4 + c3v
6, cj > 0

The grazing set is defined by the equation

H(u, v) := (F (u, v)− 1)−∇F (u, v) · ((u, v)− (−1, 0)) = 0 (4.19)

or equivalently

(2k − 1)G(u, v) +Gu(u, v)

= 5(u6 + c1u
4v2 + c2u

2v4 + c3v
6) + (6u5 + 4c1u

3v2 + 2c2uv
4) = 0.

Rewrite this as

u
[

u4(6 + 5u) + v4(2c2 + 5c2u) + u2v2(4c1 + 5c1u)
]

= −5c3v
6, (4.20)

where c2, c3 > 0. The quantity in brackets is & u4 + v4 for |(u, v)| small, so for |(u, v)|
small, v 6= 0 we have18

|u| . |v|6
u4 + v4

. v2. (4.21)

17The condition ∇2G(u, v) > 0 for (u, v) 6= 0 implies G(u, v) > 0 for (u, v) 6= 0. The property

G(u, v) > 0 implies that c0 and ck are positive (so take c0 = 1).
18Note that for solutions (u, v), u = 0 ⇔ v = 0.
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3. A relational formula. Dividing (4.20) by v4 and rearranging slightly we obtain

u(2c2 + 5c2u) + 5c3v
2 + r4(u, v) = 0, where

r4(u, v) =
u5

v4
(6 + 5u) +

u3

v2
(4c1 + 5c1u) = O(v6) +O(v4) = O(v4)

(4.22)

by step 2. From (4.22) and (4.21) we immediately obtain

u =
−5c3v

2

2c2
+O(v4). (4.23)

At this point we know that the O(v4) term is a function of (u, v), not necessarily just

of v.

4. The relation is a function. Now we use step 3 to show that πxGφi
is given

by a function u = u(v) near x = 0. We show that there exists r > 0 and a function

u = u(v) such that

πxGφi
∩ B(0, r) = graph of u.

Observe first that for (u, v) ∈ πxGφi
, u = 0 ⇔ v = 0. For a given small r > 0

suppose there exist points (u1, v), (u2, v) in πxGφi
with u1 > u2 and (say) v > 0. Then

0 =H(u1, v)−H(u2, v)

=

∫ 1

0

∇H(u2 + t(u1 − u2), v)dt · (u1 − u2, 0)

=(u1 − u2)

∫ 1

0

〈−∇2F (u2 + t(u1 − u2), v)(u2 + t(u1 − u2) + 1, v), (1, 0)〉dt

=(u1 − u2)

∫ 1

0

〈−∇2F (u2 + t(u1 − u2), v)(1, 0), (1, 0)〉dt

+ (u1 − u2)

∫ 1

0

〈−∇2F (u2 + t(u1 − u2), v)(u2 + t(u1 − u2), v), (1, 0)〉dt

= : A1 + A2,

(4.24)

where we used (4.2) for the third equality. We have

A1 = −(u1 − u2)

∫ 1

0

Fuu(u2 + t(u1 − u2), v)dt > 0. (4.25)

By step 3 we can write (u2 + t(u1 − u2), v) = v(O(v), 1), so

A2 = −(u1 − u2)v

∫ 1

0

[Fuu(u2 + t(u1 − u2), v)O(v) + Fuv(u2 + t(u1 − u2), v)]dt.

(4.26)
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For functions F (u, v) satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 4.3, it is easily checked

that there exists C > 0 such that

|Fuu(u, v)| ≥ C|v||Fuv(u, v)| (4.27)

for |(u, v)| small. Thus, if r > 0 is small enough, the formulas (4.25), (4.26) imply

|A2| ≤
1

2
|A1|.

Hence A1 + A2 > 0; so (4.24) implies 0 > 0, a contradiction.

5. Check u(v) is C1. With slight abuse we now write r4(u(v), v) = r4(v). Using

(4.2), (4.27), and the implicit function theorem we see that u(v) is C∞ in v 6= 0.

Computing u′(0) = r′4(0) = 0 using difference quotients, (4.22), and (4.23), we obtain

that u and r4 are differentiable on an open v interval containing 0 and C∞ away from

v = 0.19 To show u(v) is C1 near zero we now estimate u′(v) by differentiating (4.20)

with respect to v, using the positivity of the bracketed term on the left, and using

(4.21). After a straightforward computation this gives

|u′(v)| = O(|v|),

so u(v) (and hence r4(v)) are C
1 near v = 0.

5. Check Hp(ζ)(ρ) 6= 0. We have

Hp = 2ξ1∂x1
+ 2ξ∂x − 2τ∂t and ρ = (1, 0, 0, t0, 0,−b,−1),

where b = (−1, 0). Let ζ(x, t) : x2 − u(x3), where u(·) is the C1 function just con-

structed. Then

Hpζ(ρ) = (2∂x2
+ 2∂t)(x2 − u(x3))|ρ = 2.

6. Points near σ in G ∩Graph dφ0 lie in Gd. We have

φi(x, t) = −t + |x− b|, so φ0(x, t) = −t + |(F (x)− b1, x− b)| := −t +D(x).

Points σ ∈ Graph dφ0 near σ = (0, t0,−b,−1) have the form σ = (x, t,∇D(x),−1),

where x, t lie near 0, t0 respectively. Such a point lies in G if and only if

(i∗)−1(σ) ∩ p−1(0)

consists of a single point. The possible elements of this set were computed just before

Proposition 3.1 to be

(F (x), x, t, ξi(x),−1) and (F (x), x, t, ξr(x),−1),

19These properties and the estimate (4.22) do not imply that r4 is C1 near v = 0. Consider the

example p(v) =

{

v4 sin(1/v4), v 6= 0

0, v = 0
.
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where ξi(x) = α(x) and ξr(x) are as in (3.3).20 Clearly, these points coincide if and only

if x = (u, v) satisfies the equation (4.19). In that case we set ρ := (F (x), x, t, α(x),−1).

If x = 0 then obviously σ ∈ G2k
d \G2k+1, just like σ. If x 6= 0, setting β := x1−F (x)

we compute

Hpβ(ρ) =

[

2
F − 1

D
∂x1

+ 2
x− b

D
· ∇x + 2∂t

]

(x1 − F )(ρ)

=
2

D
[F (x)− 1− (x− b) · ∇F (x)] = 2H

D
(x) = 0

and

H2
pβ(ρ) =2

x− b

D
· ∇x

(

2H
D

)

(x) = 4
x− b

D
· ∇xH
D

(x)

=− 4

D2
∇2F (x)(x− b) · (x− b) > 0.

(4.28)

Here we used H(x) = 0 to get the second equality in (4.28). This shows σ ∈ G2
d \ G3

when x 6= 0. �

Remark. The condition that cj > 0 for all the coefficients cj that appear in G can

clearly be relaxed, but it must be relaxed carefully. For example, if c1 < 0 with |c1|
too large, the bracketed factor on the left in (4.20) will no longer be & u4 + v4 for

|(u, v)| small. But such properties of c1 might be incompatible with the requirement

that ∇2G > 0 for (u, v) 6= 0. We shall not pursue this direction any further at the

moment. Recall that the coefficients of u2k and v2k must be positive, since G(u, v) > 0

for (u, v) 6= 0.

The next proposition shows that adding higher order terms to a function F as in

Proposition 4.3 does not affect the conclusion of that proposition.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose F = 1 − G is exactly as in Proposition 4.3. For some

N ∈ N let

Gmod = G+G2k+1 + · · ·+G2k+N ,

where for j ≥ 2k + 1 the function Gj(u, v) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree j.

Define the obstacle O as in Definition 8.1 of [WW23] by x1 = Fmod(x) = 1−Gmod(x),

and take the incoming phase to be φi = −t + |x− b|, b = (1,−1, 0) as before.

This class of problems satisfies [WW23, Assumption 2.10].

Sketch of proof. The proof is a straightforward repetition of the proof of Proposition

4.3, where one checks at each step that the terms coming from G in Gmod dominate the

terms coming from G2k+1+ · · ·+G2k+N when x is small. One point to note is that the

20Recall α(x) = 1
D(x) (F (x)− b1, x− b).
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condition (4.1)(b) in Assumption 4.1 may fail now. For example, if Fmod = 1− Gmod,

where

Gmod(u, v) = (u6 + c1u
4v2 + c2u

2v4 + c3v
6)− vu6, cj > 0,

then Fmod does not satisfy (4.1)(b). This causes no difficulty, since Proposition 4.2 was

not used in the proof of Proposition 4.3. Step 4 of that proof proves not only that

branching does not occur, but that πxGφi
is the graph of a function u = u(v) near

x = 0. �

Remark. The argument of step 4 of the proof of Proposition 4.3, or a slight modi-

fication thereof, can be used to show that πxGφi
is the graph of a function u = u(v)

near x = 0 for spherical waves diffracted by convex obstacles that are defined by some

functions F (u, v) as in [WW23, Definition 8.1], which are not necessarily of the form

(4.18), but which satisfy |Fuu| ≥ C|v||Fuv| near x = 0. We omit such verifications in

the examples of the next section.

4.3. Examples of bad grazing sets. We now present examples showing that there

exist C∞ strictly convex obstacles for which the grazing set for incoming spherical

waves is continuous but not differentiable at a high-order grazing point. We also give

such examples for incoming planar waves.

Figure 1. Cusped grazing set for the obstacle given by x1 = 1−(x42+x
2
3)

with light source b = (1,−1, 0).

Figure 2. Cusped grazing set for the obstacle given by x1 = 1− (x42 +

x22x
2
3 + x23) with light source b = (1,−1, 0).
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4.3.1. Cusped grazing sets: examples where the grazing curve is continuous but not

differentiable at v = 0: spherical waves. The simplest example is probably F (u, v) =

1 − G(u, v), where G(u, v) = u4 + v2. In this case the obstacle is strictly convex near

x = (1, 0, 0), so F satisfies [WW23, Definition 8.1], but we don’t have ∇2G(u, v) > 0

for (u, v) 6= (0, 0). Again we take the incoming phase to be φi = −t + |x − b|, where
b = (1, b), b = (−1, 0).

We have

ρ = (1, 0, 0, t0, 0,−b,−1) ∈ G4
d \G5.

The equation (4.19) is

3u4 + 4u3 + v2 = 0.

This gives u = −v2/3(4 + 3u)−1/3 ⇒ |u| ∼ v2/3 for (u, v) small. Expanding we obtain

u = −4−1/3v2/3 +O(v4/3),

which implies u′(0) does not exist.

Here is another example of a cusped grazing set, but where ∇2G(u, v) > 0 for

(u, v) 6= (0, 0), Take F (u, v) = 1 − G(u, v), where G(u, v) = u4 + u2v2 + v2. The

function F satisfies Assumption 4.1. Here again ρ ∈ G4
d \G5. Now the equation (4.19)

is

3(u4 + u2v2) + 4u3 + 2uv2 + v2 = 0, (4.29)

so

u3(4 + 3u) = −v2(1 + 2u+ 3u2). (4.30)

Arguing as above, we find

u = −4−1/3v2/3 +O(v4/3). (4.31)

From (4.31) it is clear that the limit defining u′(0) does not exist. We can get more

information if we rewrite (4.29) as

u[(4u2 + 2v2) + 3(u3 + uv2] := uB(u, v) = −v2, (4.32)

and note that B(u, v) & u2 + v2 ∼ v4/3 for (u, v) small. Now differentiate (4.32) with

respect to v, divide by B, and use |v/u2| ∼ v−1/3 to obtain |u′(v)| ∼ |v|−1/3 for v 6= 0.

One can analyze u′′(v) in a similar way to see that 0 < u′′ ∼ v−4/3 for v 6= 0, so the

graph of u = u(v) is concave up viewed from the positive u−axis. Thus, u(v) “behaves”

near v = 0 just like the function w(v) = v2/3.
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Figure 3. Cusped grazing set for the obstacle given by x1 = 1− (x42 +

2x22x
2
3 + x2x

2
3 + x23) with light source at infinity.

4.3.2. Effect of changing source location on regularity of the grazing set. It is clear that

the grazing set depends on source location. Here we show that the regularity of the

grazing set can also depend on source location.

Again take F = 1 − G(u, v) where G(u, v) = u4 + v2, but now put the source at

c = (1, 0, 1) := (1, c), so the incoming phase is φi = −t + |x− c| and

ρ∗ = (1, 0, 0, t0, 0,−c,−1) ∈ G4
d \G5.

The equation (4.19) is now

3u4 + v2 − 2v = 0,

which implies the grazing set is given near (u, v) = (0, 0) by v = 2 −
√
4− 12u4, a

C∞ function. Recall that when b = (1,−1, 0) we get a cusped grazing set for this

obstacle.21

4.3.3. Grazing curves that are continuous, but not differentiable at v = 0: source at

infinity. We return for the moment to the case of a wave source at infinity. Take

F (u, v) = 1 − G(u, v), where G(u, v) = u4 + 2u2v2 + uv2 + v2. The incoming phase is

φi = −t + (u, v) · θ, where θ = (1, 0). Here the point

ρ = (1, 0, 0, t0, 0,−b,−1) ∈ G4
d \G5

and ∇2G(u, v) > 0 for (u, v) 6= (0, 0). When the source is at infinity the grazing curve

is defined by ∇G(u, v) · θ = Gu = 0 instead of (4.19). In this case we obtain

v2 + 4uv2 + 4u3 = 0; that is 4u3 = −v2(1 + 4u).

This is similar to (4.30). The same analysis shows we have a cusped grazing curve.

21The grazing set for b = (1, 1, 0) has a cusp similar to that for b = (1,−1, 0).
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Figure 4. C1 grazing set for the obstacle given by x1 = 1−(x42+x2x
4
3+

x22x
4
3 + x23) with light source at infinity.

4.3.4. Grazing sets that are C1 but not twice differentiable at v = 0: source at infinity.

Take F (u, v) = 1−G(u, v), where G(u, v) = u4+uv4+u2v4+ v2. The incoming phase

is φi = −t+ (u, v) · θ, where θ = (1, 0). Here again ρ ∈ G4
d \G5 and ∇2G(u, v) > 0 for

(u, v) 6= (0, 0). In this case the grazing curve is

Gu = 4u3 + v4 + 2uv4 = 0 ⇒ 4u3 = −v4(1 + 2u) ⇒ u = 4−1/3v4/3 +O(v8/3), (4.33)

so |u| ∼ |v|4/3.
Since u(0) = 0, this implies u′(0) = 0. We know u is C∞ for v 6= 0 (by the implicit

function theorem), so now we have u is differentiable near v = 0.

To see that u is C1 rewrite Gu = 0 as u(4u2 + 2v4) = −v4, and differentiate with

respect to v obtaining

u′(4u2 + 2v4) + u(8uu′ + 8v3) = −4v3. (4.34)

Divide by 4u2 + 2v4 and use (4.33) to see that

|u′(v)| ∼ |v3/u2| ∼ v1/3. (4.35)

Thus u is C1.

From (4.35) it is clear that the limit defining u′′(0) does not exist. We can get more

information by differentiating (4.34) with respect to v to obtain

|u′′(v)| ∼ v−2/3 for v 6= 0.

5. The reflected flow map for general convex incoming waves

We show in this section that the computations in the previous section can be gen-

eralized to a larger class of incoming waves. Suppose O is a convex obstacle given

by

O := {(x1, x)| x1 < F (x), x ∈ R
n−1}

where F : Rn−1 → R is a C∞ strictly concave function. We can arrange by translation

and rotation of O so that F has a max at x = 0 with F (0) = 1. The tangent plane to

∂O at (x1, x) = (1, 0) is then x1 = 1.
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We consider incoming phases of the form

φi(x) = −t + ψi(x), (∂x1
ψi)

2 + |∇ψi|2 = 1, (5.1)

where ψi is a convex function. In what follows the notation ∇ always means ∇x.

Assumption 5.1. Let F and O be as just described. Assume there exists r > 0, an

Rn−open set Ω ∋ (1, 0), and a C∞ function ψ : Ω → R such that

(a) Ω ∩ ∂O = {(F (x), x) : x ∈ B(0, r)}
(b) |∇ψi| = 1 and ψi is convex on Ω.

(5.2)

Remark. We can obtain a large supply of functions ψi satisfying the conditions of

Assumption 5.1 as follows. Let C ⊂ Rn be any open convex set with C∞ boundary

∂C. It is well-known that the distance-to-the-boundary function ψi(x) = −dist(x, ∂C)

is smooth, convex, and satisfies |∇ψi| = 1 for points of C sufficiently near ∂C. When

∂C is a plane, the incoming waves determined by (5.1) are plane waves; when ∂C is a

sphere, the incoming waves are spherical waves, and so on.

If the incoming bicharacteristics γi hit the cotangent bundle on the space-time bound-

ary at (F (x), x, t, ξi1(x), ξ
i
(x),−1), then there must hold

ξi1(x) = ∂x1
ψi(F (x), x), ξ

i
(x) = ∇ψi(F (x), x).

The grazing set and the illuminable set are

Gφi
= {(F (x), x, t)| 〈ξi,∇F 〉 − ξi1 = 0}, I− = {(F (x), x, t)| 〈ξi,∇F 〉 − ξi1 > 0}. (5.3)

Fix any T > 0 and any r1 < r for r as in Assumption 5.1. In (5.3) and the rest of this

section we take x ∈ B(0, r1) and t ∈ [−T, T ].
Lemma 5.2. Let Ψ(x) := ψi(F (x), x). If the incoming phase satisfies Assumption 5.1,

then:

1. The matrix

∇2Ψ− ξi1∇2F =
∂ξ

i

∂x
+∇F ⊗∇ξi1

is symmetric and positive semi-definite.

2. The incoming directions ξi are non-focusing: for x∗, x in the x-projection of

Gφi
∪ I, the following holds

〈(F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x), ξi(x∗)− ξi(x)〉 ≥ 0.

Proof. 1. We have ∇Ψ = ξi1∇F + ξ
i
. Differentiate this to obtain the given identity.

On the other hand a direct computation shows

∇2Ψ =(∂2x1
ψi)∇F ⊗∇F +∇F ⊗∇∂x1

ψi +∇∂x1
ψi ⊗∇F +∇2ψi + (∂x1

ψi)∇2F

=
(

(∇F )T I
)

(

∂2x1
ψi ∇∂x1

ψi

(∇∂x1
ψi)

T ∇2ψi

)(

∇F
I

)

+ (∂x1
ψi)∇2F.
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The result follows since the first matrix on the right is symmetric and positive semi-

definite.

2. Using the formula ξi(x) = (∂x1
ψi,∇ψi)(F (x), x) and the convexity of ψi, we find

〈(F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x), ξi(x∗)− ξi(x)〉
= −〈(∂x1

ψi,∇ψi)(F (x
∗), x∗), (F (x), x)− (F (x∗), x∗)〉

− 〈(∂x1
ψi,∇ψi)(F (x), x), (F (x

∗), x∗)− (F (x), x)〉
≥ −(ψi(F (x), x)− ψi(F (x

∗), x∗))− (ψi(F (x
∗), x∗)− ψi(F (x), x)) = 0.

This completes the proof. �

Let ξr(x) be the reflected covector field on the boundary, then

ξr − ξi = c(1,−∇F ), |ξr| = 1.

From here we solve

ξr1 = ξi1 −
2

1 + |∇F |2 (ξ
i
1 − 〈ξi,∇F 〉),

ξ
r
= ξ

i
+

2∇F
1 + |∇F |2 (ξ

i
1 − 〈ξi,∇F 〉).

(5.4)

We obtain the following identities from (5.4):

ξi1∇F + ξ
i
= ξr1∇F + ξ

r
, ξr1 − 〈∇F, ξr〉 = −(ξi1 − 〈ξi,∇F 〉). (5.5)

The reflected flow map is then given by

Zr(s, x, t) = (F (x) + 2sξr1(x), x+ 2sξ
r
(x), t+ 2s) for s ∈ [0,∞), x ∈ B(0, r), t ∈ R.

Proposition 5.3. Fix any s0 > 0. The reflected flow map Zr is a diffeomorphism from

[0, s0] × I− onto its range and extends to a homeomorphism from [0, s0] × (Gφi
∪ I−)

onto its range.

Proof. Injectivity. It suffices to show that

z(s, x) := (F (x), x) + 2sξr(x)

is injective from the (s, x)-projection of Gφi
∪ I− to its range. Suppose the contrary,

then there exists (s, x) 6= (s∗, x∗) in the (s, x)-projection of Gφi
∪ I− such that22

z(s, x) = z(s∗, x∗), i.e., (F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x) = 2sξr(x)− 2s∗ξr(x∗). (5.6)

Using the second equation in (5.6) we find

〈(F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x), ξr(x∗)− ξr(x)〉 = −2(s+ s∗)(1− 〈ξr(x∗), ξr(x)〉) ≤ 0 (5.7)

22This assumption implies x 6= x∗.
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with equality holding if and only if

ξr(x∗) = ξr(x). (5.8)

On the other hand, we show that for all x, x∗, there holds

〈(F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x), ξr(x∗)− ξr(x)〉 ≥ 0, (5.9)

with equality holding if and only if

ξi1(x)− 〈ξi(x),∇F (x)〉 = ξi1(x
∗)− 〈ξi(x∗),∇F (x∗)〉 = 0, and

〈(F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x), ξi(x∗)− ξi(x)〉 = 0.
(5.10)

Indeed, we have

〈(F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x), ξr(x∗)− ξr(x)〉
(5.5)
= (F (x∗)− F (x))(ξr1(x

∗)− ξr1(x)) + 〈x∗ − x, ξ
i
(x∗)− ξ

i
(x)〉

+ (ξr1(x
∗)− ξi1(x

∗))〈∇F (x∗), x− x∗〉+ (ξr1(x)− ξi1(x))〈∇F (x), x∗ − x〉

≥ (F (x∗)− F (x))(ξr1(x
∗)− ξr1(x)) + 〈x∗ − x, ξ

i
(x∗)− ξ

i
(x)〉

+ (ξr1(x
∗)− ξi1(x

∗))(F (x)− F (x∗)) + (ξr1(x)− ξi1(x))(F (x
∗)− F (x))

= 〈(F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x), ξi(x∗)− ξi(x)〉 ≥ 0.

(5.11)

Here we used (5.4) and the definition of Gφi
∪ I−, which imply that

ξr1(x
∗)− ξi1(x

∗) =
2

1 + |∇F (x∗)|2
(

〈ξi(x∗),∇F (x∗)〉 − ξi1(x
∗)
)

≥ 0,

ξr1(x)− ξi1(x) =
2

1 + |∇F (x)|2
(

〈ξi(x),∇F (x)〉 − ξi1(x)
)

≥ 0.

(5.12)

Since F is strictly concave, with (5.12) we conclude that overall equality holds in (5.11)

if and only if

ξi1(x)− 〈ξi(x),∇F (x)〉 = ξi1(x
∗)− 〈ξi(x∗),∇F (x∗)〉 = 0, and

〈(F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x), ξi(x∗)− ξi(x)〉 = 0.

Combining (5.7) and (5.9), we conclude that (5.8) and (5.10) must be true. The first

condition in (5.10), (5.4), and (5.8) together imply that

ξi(x∗) = ξr(x∗) = ξr(x) = ξi(x). (5.13)

This and (5.6) give

(F (x∗)− F (x), x∗ − x) = 2(s− s∗)ξi(x). (5.14)

From (5.10) we have ξi1(x) = 〈ξi(x),∇F (x)〉. Multiplying this equation by 2(s − s∗)

and using (5.14), we obtain

F (x∗)− F (x) = 〈∇F (x), x∗ − x〉.
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Since F is strictly concave, this can be true only if x = x∗, which implies that (s, x) =

(s∗, x∗) by (5.6). This contradicts the assumption.

The map Zr is continuous and injective on the compact domain [0, s0]× (Gφi
∪ I−),

and hence is a homeomorphism on this domain.

Diffeomorphism. Recall that

A = I − ξ
r ⊗∇F
ξr1

+ 2s

(

∂ξ
r

∂x
− ξ

r ⊗∇ξr1
ξr1

)

.

Differentiating |ξr|2 = 1 we find

A = I − ξ
r ⊗∇F
ξr1

+ 2s

(

I +
ξ
r ⊗ ξ

r

(ξr1)
2

)

∂ξ
r

∂x
. (5.15)

Recalling (5.5), we differentiate

ξ
r
= ξ

i
+ (ξi1 − ξr1)∇F

to obtain

∂ξ
r

∂x
=
∂ξ

i

∂x
+∇F ⊗∇(ξi1 − ξr1) + (ξi1 − ξr1)∇2F.

Differentiate the defining formula (5.4) of ξr1 to find

∇(ξi1 − ξr1) =2
∇ξi1 −∇F ∂ξ

i

∂x
− ξ

i∇2F

1 + |∇F |2 − 2
ξ
r − ξ

i

1 + |∇F |2∇
2F

=− 2
ξ
i
+ ξi1∇F

ξi1(1 + |∇F |2)
∂ξ

i

∂x
− 2ξ

r∇2F

1 + |∇F |2 .

Therefore we find

∂ξ
r

∂x
=
∂ξ

i

∂x
− 2∇F ⊗ (ξ

i
+ ξi1∇F )

ξi1(1 + |∇F |2)
∂ξ

i

∂x
− 2

1 + |∇F |2 (∇F ⊗ ξ
r
)∇2F + (ξi1 − ξr1)∇2F

=

(

I − 2∇F ⊗ (ξ
i
+ ξi1∇F )

ξi1(1 + |∇F |2)

)

∂ξ
i

∂x
+ (ξi1 − ξr1)

(

I − 2∇F ⊗ ξ
r

(1 + |∇F |2)(ξi1 − ξr1)

)

∇2F.

In the following we denote

B :=I − ξ
r ⊗∇F
ξr1

, C := I +
ξ
r ⊗ ξ

r

(ξr1)
2
,

K :=

(

I − 2∇F ⊗ (ξ
i
+ ξi1∇F )

ξi1(1 + |∇F |2)

)

∂ξ
i

∂x
,

L :=(ξi1 − ξr1)

(

I − 2∇F ⊗ ξ
r

(1 + |∇F |2)(ξi1 − ξr1)

)

∇2F.
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This allows us to rewrite A as in (5.15) as

A = B + 2sC
∂ξ

r

∂x
= B + 2sC(K + L) = B[I + 2sB−1C(B−1)T (BTK +BTL)].

We compute

BTK =

(

I − ∇F ⊗ ξ
r

ξr1
− 2∇F ⊗ (ξ

i
+ ξi1∇F )

ξi1(1 + |∇F |2) +
2〈ξr,∇F 〉∇F ⊗ (ξ

i
+ ξi1∇F )

ξi1ξ
r
1(1 + |∇F |2)

)

∂ξ
i

∂x
.

By the definition of ξ
r
(5.4) we have

〈ξr,∇F 〉 =〈ξi,∇F 〉+ |∇F |2(ξi1 − ξr1)

=
1 + |∇F |2

2
(ξr1 − ξi1) + |∇F |2(ξi1 − ξr1) + ξi1

=
1 + |∇F |2

2
ξi1 +

1− |∇F |2
2

ξr1.

This implies23

BTK =

(

I − ∇F ⊗ ξ
r

ξr1
+
ξi1 − ξr1
ξi1ξ

r
1

∇F ⊗ (ξ
i
+ ξi1∇F )

)

∂ξ
i

∂x

=

(

I +
∇F ⊗ ((ξi1 − ξr1)∇F − ξ

r
)

ξi1

)

∂ξ
i

∂x

=

(

I − ∇F ⊗ ξ
i

ξi1

)

∂ξ
i

∂x
=
∂ξ

i

∂x
+∇F ⊗∇ξi1 = ∇2Ψ− ξi1∇2F.

(5.16)

Now apply Lemma 5.2 to see that BTK is symmetric and positive semi-definite.

We now simplify BTL. Notice that

(B−1)T = I +
∇F ⊗ ξ

r

ξr1 − 〈∇F, ξr〉
= I − ∇F ⊗ ξ

r

ξi1 − 〈∇F, ξi〉
.

On the other hand, using the definition (5.4) of ξr1, we have

L = (ξi1 − ξr1)

(

I − ∇F ⊗ ξ
r

ξi1 − 〈ξi,∇F 〉

)

∇2F = (ξi1 − ξr1)B
−T∇2F.

Thus we have

BTL = (ξi1 − ξr1)∇2F ≥ 0. (5.17)

23To obtain the second equality in (5.16), use (5.5) to replace ξ
i
+ ξi1∇F by ξ

r
+ ξr1∇F .
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Arguing as in the case of spherical waves, we obtain

j(s, x, t) =2ξr1 detA = 2ξr1 det(B) det(I + 2sB−1C(K + L))

=2(〈ξi,∇F 〉 − ξi1) det(I + 2sB−1C(B−1)T (BTK +BTL))

≥2(〈ξi,∇F 〉 − ξi1) > 0.

This completes the proof. �
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