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Abstract: Breathers have been experimentally and theoretically found in many physical systems – in par-

ticular, in integrable nonlinear- wave models. A relevant problem is to study the breather gas, which is the

limit, for N → ∞, of N-breather solutions. In this paper, we investigate the breather gas in the frame-

work of the focusing nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) equation with nonzero boundary conditions, using the

inverse scattering transform and Riemann-Hilbert problem. We address aggregate states in the form of

N-breather solutions, when the respective discrete spectra are concentrated in specific domains. We show

that the breather gas coagulates into a single-breather solution whose spectral eigenvalue is located at the

center of the circle domain, and a multi-breather solution for the higher-degree quadrature concentration

domain. These coagulation phenomena in the breather gas are called breather shielding. In particular, when

the nonzero boundary conditions vanish, the breather gas reduces to an n-soliton solution. When the dis-

crete eigenvalues are concentrated on a line, we derive the corresponding Riemann-Hilbert problem. When

the discrete spectrum is uniformly distributed within an ellipse, it is equivalent to the case of the line do-

main. These results may be useful to design experiments with breathers in physical settings.

1 Introduction

In 1834, solitary waves were discovered by Russell [1], and Korteweg and de Veris established the KdV

equation to describe this wave phenomenon in 1895 [2]. However, these significant results did not receive

enough attention at that time. Until 1955, Fermi, Pasta and Ulam [3] numerically investigated the thermal-

ization process of a solid, which was called the Fermi-Pasta-Ulam (FPU) problem, and broke new branches

of nonlinear science (e.g., solitons and chaos), and numerically simulating scientific problems [4]. In 1965,

Zabusky and Kruskal, motivated by the Fermi-Pasta-Ulam-Tsingou (FPUT) problem [3], coined the con-

cept of ‘solitons’, as elastically interacting solitary-waves solutions of the KdV equation (continuum limit

of FPUT problem) with periodic initial data [5]. In 1967, Gardner et al [6] discovered the inverse scattering

transform (IST) to produce exact N -soliton solutions of the KdV, starting from its spectral problem (alias

the Lax pair [7]), as elaborated in detail in the classical work of Ablowitz et al [8]. Parallel to that, the in-

tegrability of the nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) equations and solitons produced by them were discovered

by Zakharov et al in 1971 [9]. The discovery was an incentive to predict NLS solitons in nonlinear optical

fibers by Hasegawa et al [10, 11]. The predicted fundamental bright solitons and breathers (periodically

oscillating N th-order solitons, which are also exact solutions of the NLS equation with the self-focusing

nonlinearity [12]) were created in optical fibers, for N = 1, 2 and 3 by Mollenauer et al [13]. The N th-order

breather may be considered as a bound state of N fundamental solitons with unequal amplitudes, the ra-

tios between which are 1 : 3 : 5 : · · · : 2N − 1. These bound states are fragile ones, in the sense that

their binding energy is zero [12]. Nevertheless, they can be readily stabilized in fiber lasers [14–17], where

breathers are basic operation modes [18].

Another fundamentally important realization of the NLS equation (alias the Gross-Pitaevskii equation)

is provided by quasi-one-dimensional Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs) with attractive inter-atomic inter-
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actions [19]. Fundamental solitons in BECs were first observed in 2002 in condensates of 7Li atoms [20, 21].

Breathers of orders 2 [22, 23] and 3 [23] have been experimentally demonstrated more recently. Moreover,

solitons also appear in many fields of nonlinear science [24, 25].

The interaction among multi-soliton solutions is a topic of fundamental significance in the theory of

nonlinear waves [14–17, 19, 24–36]. In 1971, Zakharov first proposed the concept of soliton gas, defined as

the large-N limit of the N-soliton solution of the KdV [37]. It is relevant to stress that, although collisions be-

tween solitons governed by integrable nonlinear wave equations are elastic, collisional effects in the soliton

gas are not trivial, as the elastic collisions give rise to phase shifts of solitons [6, 8, 9, 27] (an exception is the

2D KP-I equation, where collisions between weakly localized lump solitons yield zero phase shifts [38]).

Afterwards, the concept was extended to investigate the fluid dynamics of soliton gases, breather gases,

and dense soliton gases for other nonlinear wave equations [39–49]. Especially, El et al elaborated the spec-

tral theory [50] and numerical experiment [51] of soliton and breather gases for the NLS equation. Suret et

al developed the nonlinear spectral synthesis of the soliton gas in deep-water surface gravity waves [52].

There were some related soliton gas experiments in optics [53–55] and shallow water regime [56]. In par-

ticular, the concept of soliton and breather gases is relevant for the implementation in fiber lasers, where

it is possible to create chains composed of large numbers of solitons and breathers [49]. Recently, Girotti

et al first presented the soliton gas of the KdV and modified KdV equations, respectively, starting from

N-soliton solutions via Riemann-Hilbert (RH) problems [57, 58]. Bertola et al further proposed the effect

of soliton shielding, alias “soliton coagulation”, in dense soliton gases governed by the NLS with zero back-

grounds [59]. The effect implies that the field generated by a superposition of a large set of specially placed

solitons may become tantamount to a few-soliton configuration. However, the “coagulation” was not stud-

ied for large sets of NLS breathers, rather than fundamental solitons via RH problems. Compared to zero

boundary condition of NLS equation, the discrete spectrum with nonzero boundary condition exhibit more

symmetry. It is worth studying whether there is a phenomenon of breather-shielding effect in this case.

In this paper, motivated by Ref. [59] for the soliton gas of the NLS equation with zero backgrounds, we

would like to analyze the breather-shielding effect and breather gas (the N → ∞ limit of the N-breather

solutions) of the focusing NLS equation with nonzero boundary conditions (BCs) of the Dirichlet type at

infinity [9]: 



iqt + qxx + 2(|q|2 − q2
0)q = 0, (x, t) ∈ R2,

lim
x→±∞

q(x, t) = q± = const, |q±| = q0 > 0.
(1)

Our starting point is the Zakharov-Shabat (ZS) scattering problem (i.e., the Lax pair) [9, 26, 60]





Ψx = UΨ, U =
i

2

(
k −

q2
0

k

)
σ3 + Q,

Ψt = WΨ, W = −
i

2

(
k2 +

q4
0

k2

)
σ3+iσ3

(
Qx−Q2

)
,

(2)

where Ψ = Ψ(x, t; k) is a second-order matrix-valued Jost function, k is a complex spectral parameter, and

the potential function matrix and σ3 are given by

Q =

[
0 q(x, t)

−q∗(x, t) 0

]
, σ3 =

[
1 0

0 −1

]
, (3)

with ∗ denoting the complex conjugate. Notice that Eq. (1) is the compatibility condition (or zero-curvature

equation) Ut −Wx + [U, W] = 0 of the Lax pair (2).

Different types (Kuznetsov-Ma-type [61,62], Akhmediev-type [63]) of breathers were found for the NLS

equation. Moreover, their parameter limits could generate its new non-periodic rogue wave (RW) [64]. Re-

cently, a powerful approach was proposed for applying IST and obtaining exact solutions to the focusing

and defocusing NLS equations with the nonzero BCs, in terms of RH problems and their extensions, includ-

ing the discrete case, multi-component systems, and nonlocal equations [65–70]. Deift et al proposed the
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steepest-descent approximation for RH problems to explore the long-time asymptotics of the modified KdV

equation [71]. Techniques based on IST and RH problems were developed in other directions [72–81]. In

particular, Bilman et al combined the robust IST and Darboux transform to obtain RW solutions of the NLS

equation [82]. The asymptotics of multi-soliton solutions to the NLS equation was addressed [83,84]. Later,

a scale transform and RH technique were applied to an N-RW solution of the NLS equation to analyze its

near- and far-field asymptotic behaviors [85]. Recently, Romero-Ros et al experimentally demonstrated the

RW dynamics in a 3D coupled BECs [86].

The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. In Sec. 2, we simply recall the direct and inverse scat-

tering transforms and the corresponding RH problem of the NLS equation with nonzero backgrounds. In

Sec. 3, we analyze the breather gas, which is the limit of the N-breather solution at N → ∞, via the mod-

ified RH problem. Moreover, we address aggregate states in the form of N-breather solutions, when the

respective discrete spectra are concentrated in specific domains. We show that the breather gas coagulates

into a single-breather solution whose spectral eigenvalue is located at the center of the domain for the cir-

cle domain, and a multi-breather solution for the higher-degree quadrature concentration domain. These

coagulation phenomena in the breather gas are called breather shielding. In particular, when the nonzero

boundary conditions vanish, the breather gas reduces to an n-soliton solution. When the discrete eigenval-

ues are concentrated on a line, we derive the corresponding Riemann-Hilbert problem. When the discrete

spectrum is uniformly distributed within an ellipse, it is equivalent to the case of the line domain. Finally,

we present some conclusions and discussions in Sec. 4.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the basic properties about the direct and inverse scattering problems and RH

problem of the NLS equation with nonzero BCs given by Eq. (1) (see [60] for the details). As x → ±∞, the

ZS scattering problem (or Lax pair) (2) becomes the asymptotic form





Ψ
bg
x = UbgΨbg, Ubg =

i

2

(
k −

q2
0

k

)
σ3 + Q±,

Ψ
bg
t = WbgΨbg, Wbg = −

i

2

(
k2 +

q4
0

k2

)
σ3−iq2

0σ3,

(4)

which admits the solution

Ψ
bg
± (x, t; k) =





P±(k) eiϑ(x,t;k)σ3, k 6= 0, ±iq0,

I2 + (x − 2k t) (ikσ3 + Q±), k = ±iq0,
(5)

where Q± = lim
x→±∞

Q(x, t) = Q(x, t)
∣∣
q=q±

and

P± (k) = I2 +
i

k
σ3Q±, ϑ (x, t; k) =

1

2

(
k +

q2
0

k

)[
x −

(
k −

q2
0

k

)
t

]
, (6)

with I2 is a 2 × 2 unit matrix.

Let Σ = R ∪ C0, Σ̂ = R\{0} ∪ C0, Σ0 := Σ\{±iq0} with C0 = {k ∈ C : |k| = q0}. The continuous

spectrum of X± = limx→±∞ X is the set of all values of k satisfying k + q2
0/k ∈ R, i.e., k ∈ Σ = R ∪ C0,

which are the jump contours for the related Riemann-Hilbert problem (see the inverse scattering problem).

Let D+ ≡ {k| Im(k)(1 − q2
0/|k|2) > 0}, D− ≡ {k| Im(k)(1 − q2

0/|k|2) < 0}. Thus, one can simultaneously

determine the Jost and modified Jost solutions Ψ±(x, t; k) and µ±(x, t; k) of the Lax pair (2) satisfying the

boundary conditions

Ψ±(x, t; k) = P±(k) eiϑ(x,t;k)σ3 + o (1) , x → ±∞,

µ±(x, t; k) = Ψ±(x, t; k) e−iϑ(x,t;k)σ3 → P±(k), x → ±∞,
(7)
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where

µ±(k)=





P±(k)

{
I2+

∫ x

±∞
exp

(
i

2

(
k +

q2
0

k

)
(x − ξ)σ̂3

)[
P−1
± (k)[Q(ξ, t)− Q±] µ±(ξ, t; k)

]
dξ

}
,

k 6= 0, ±iq0, q − q± ∈ L1
(
R

±) ,

P±(k)+
∫ x

±∞
[I+(x−ξ)(Q± ∓ q0 σ3)][Q(ξ, t)− Q±] µ±(ξ, t; k)dξ,

k = ±iq0, (1+|x|)(q−q±) ∈L1
(
R

±)

(8)

with eασ̂3 A := eασ3 Ae−ασ3 .

Let Ψ±(x, t; k) = (Ψ±1(x, t; k), Ψ±2(x, t; k)) and µ±(x, t; k) = (µ±1(x, t; k), µ±2(x, t; k)). Then for the

given q − q± ∈ L1(R±), the Jost functions Ψ±2(x, t; k) and modified forms µ±2(x, t; k) given by Eqs. (7)

and (8) both possess the unique solutions in Σ0. Moreover, µ+1,−2(x, t; k) and Ψ+1,−2(x, t; k) (µ−1,+2(x, t; k)

and Ψ−1,+2(x, t; k)) can be extended analytically to D+ ( D−), and continuously to D+ ∪ Σ0 (D− ∪ Σ0).

Since Ψ±(x, t; k), k 6= 0, ±iq0 are both fundamental matrix solutions of the Lax pair (2), thus there exists a

constant scattering matrix S(k) between them

Ψ+(x, t; k) = Ψ−(x, t; k) S(k), µ+(x, t; k) = µ−(x, t; k)eiϑσ̂3 S(k), k ∈ Σ0, (9)

where S(k) =
(
sij(k)

)
2×2

with the scattering coefficients sij(k)’s with s11(k) and s22(k) in k ∈ Σ0 being

extended analytically to D+ and D−, and continuously to D+ ∪ Σ0 and D− ∪ Σ0, respectively, and s12(k)

and s21(k) not being analytically continued away from Σ0. The reflection coefficients are defined as ρ(k) =
s21(k)
s11(k)

, ρ̂(k) = s12(k)
s22(k)

, k ∈ Σ0. The Jost solutions Φ(x, t; z), µ±(x, t; z), the scattering matrix S(z), and reflection

coefficients admit the following symmetries

Φ±(x, t; k) = σ2Φ∗
±(x, t; k∗)σ2 =

i

k
Φ±

(
x, t;−

q2
0

k

)
σ3Q±, Φ± = Ψ±, µ±, σ2 = antidiag(−i, i),

S(k) = σ2S∗(k∗)σ2 = (σ3Q−)−1S

(
−

q2
0

k

)
σ3Q+, ρ(k) = −ρ̂∗(k∗) =

q∗−
q−

ρ̂

(
−

q2
0

k

)
.

(10)

Moreover, the asymptotic behaviors for modified Jost solutions and scattering matrix are found by





µ±(x, t; k) = I2 +O

(
1

k

)
, S(k) = I2 + O

(
1

k

)
, k → ∞,

µ±(x, t; k) =
i

k
σ3 Q± +O (1) , S(k) = diag

(
q−
q+

,
q+
q−

)
+ O (k) , k → 0.

(11)

The discrete spectrum of the focusing NLS equation with nonzero BCs (1) is the set

K = K+ ∪ K−, K+ =
{

kj, −q2
0/k∗j

}N

j=1
⊂ D

+, K− =
{

k∗j , −q2
0/kj

}N

j=1
⊂ D

−, (12)

where s11(kj) = 0, s′11(kj) 6= 0.

We construct a piecewise meromorphic function:

M(x, t; k) =





(
µ+1(x, t; k)

s11(k)
, µ−2(x, t; k)

)
=

(
Ψ+1(x, t; k)

s11(k)
, Ψ−2(x, t; k)

)
e−iϑ(x,t;k)σ3, k ∈ D+,

(
µ−1(x, t; k),

µ+2(x, t; k)

s22(k)

)
=

(
Ψ−1(x, t; k),

Ψ+2(x, t; k)

s22(k)

)
e−iϑ(x,t;k)σ3, k ∈ D−.

(13)

Then, the matrix function M(x, t; k) satisfies the following RH problem:

Riemann-Hilbert problem 1 Find a 2 × 2 matrix M(x, t; k) that satisfies the following conditions:
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• Analyticity: M(x, t; k) is meromorphic in {k|k ∈ C \ (Σ ∪ K)} and takes continuous boundary values on Σ;

• The jump condition: the boundary values on the jump contour Σ are defined as

M+(k) = M−(k)J(k), J(k) = eiϑ(x,t;k)σ̂3

(
1 − ρ(k)ρ̂(k) −ρ̂(k)

ρ(k) 1

)
, k ∈ Σ, (14)

• Normalization:

M(x, t; k) =





I2 + O (1/k) k → ∞,

i

k
σ3 Q− +O (1) , k → 0.

(15)

• The residue conditions: M(x, t; k) has simple poles at each point in K := {kj,−
q2

0
k∗j

, k∗j ,−
q2

0
k j
}N

j=1 with

Res
k=k j

M(x, t; k) = lim
k→k j

M(x, t; k)

[
0 0

cje
−2iϑ(k j) 0

]
,

Res

k=−
q2
0

k∗
j

M(x, t; k) = lim

k→−
q2
0

k∗
j

M(x, t; k)




0 0

−
q2

0q∗−
k∗2

j q−
c∗j e

−2iϑ(−
q2
0

k∗
j
)

0


 ,

Res
k=k∗j

M(x, t; k) = lim
k→k∗j

M(x, t; k)

[
0 −c∗j e

2iϑ(k∗j )

0 0

]
,

Res

k=−
q2
0

kj

M(x, t; k) = lim

k→−
q2
0

kj

M(x, t; k)


 0

q2
0q−

k2
j q∗−

cje
2iϑ(−

q2
0

kj
)

0 0


 ,

(16)

with cj’s being complex constants.

Then for the reflectionless case ρ(k) = 0, the N-breather solution q(x, t) of the focusing NLS equation

with nonzero BCs is given by

q(x, t) = −i lim
k→∞

(kM(x, t; k))12 , (17)

where M(x, t; k) is determined by Eqs. (16) and (15) as

M(x, t; k) = I +
i

k
σ3 Q− +

2N

∑
j=1




[
uj(x, t; η) 0
vj(x, t; η) 0

]

k − ηj
+

[
0 v̂j(x, t; η̂)
0 ûj(x, t; η̂)

]

k − η̂j


 , (18)

with uj = uj(x, t; η), vj = vj(x, t; η), ûj = ûj(x, t; η̂), v̂j = v̂j(x, t; η̂) that can be found from Eq. (16), Q− =

antidiag(q−,−q∗−), and ηj = kj, ηN+j = −q2
0/k∗j , η̂j = −q2

0/ηj , η̂N+j = −q2
0/ηN+j, (j = 1, 2, ..., N). Note

that the limiting M(k) satisfies, in general, a ∂̄ problem.

3 Breather gas: the limit of the N-breather solution at N → ∞

Below, we consider the ZS spectral problem for a reflectionless potential (ρ(k) = 0, k ∈ Σ) with simple

poles, which corresponds to focusing NLS equation with nonzero BC. We define a closed curve Γ1+(Γ2+)

with a very small radius encircling poles {kj}
N
j=1({−

q2
0

k∗j
}N

j=1) counterclockwise in the upper half plane D+,

and a closed curve Γ1−(Γ2−) with a very small radius encircling the poles {k∗j }
N
j=1({−

q2
0

k j
}N

j=1) clockwise in

the lower half plane D−.
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Based on the RH problem 1, we consider following transformation:

M1(x, t; k) =





M(x, t; k)




1 0

−
N

∑
j=1

cje
−2iϑ(k j)

k − kj
1


 , k within Γ1+,

M(x, t; k)




1 0

N

∑
j=1

q2
0q∗−

k∗2
j q−

c∗j e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

k∗
j
)

k +
q2

0
k∗j

1




, k within Γ2+,

M(x, t; k)




1
N

∑
j=1

c∗j e
2iϑ(k∗j )

k − k∗j

0 1


 , k within Γ1−,

M(x, t; k)




1 −
N

∑
j=1

q2
0q−

k2
j q∗−

cje
2iϑ(−

q2
0

kj
)

k +
q2

0
k j

0 1




, k within Γ2−,

M(x, t; k), otherwise.

(19)

Therefore, according to RH problem 1, we know that the matrix function M1(x, t; k) satisfies the following

RH problem:

Riemann-Hilbert problem 2 Find a 2 × 2 matrix function M1(x, t; k) that meets the following conditions:

• Analyticity: M1(x, t; k) is analytic in C \ (Γ1± ∪ Γ2±) and takes continuous boundary values on Γ1± ∪ Γ2±.

• The jump condition: The boundary values on the jump contour Γ1+ ∪ Γ1− are defined as

M1+(x, t; k) = M1−(x, t; k)V1(x, t; k), λ ∈ Γ1± ∪ Γ2±, (20)

where

V1(x, t; k) =








1 0

−
N

∑
j=1

cje
−2iϑ(k j)

k − kj
1


 , k ∈ Γ1+,




1 0

N

∑
j=1

q2
0q∗−

k∗2
j q−

c∗j e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

k∗
j
)

k +
q2

0
k∗j

1




, k ∈ Γ2+,




1 −
N

∑
j=1

c∗j e
2iϑ(k∗j )

k − k∗j

0 1


 , k ∈ Γ1−,




1
N

∑
j=1

q2
0q−

k2
j q∗−

cje
2iϑ(−

q2
0

kj
)

k +
q2

0
k j

0 1




, k ∈ Γ2−.

(21)
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• Normalization:

M1(x, t; k) =





I2 + O (1/k) k → ∞,

i

k
σ3 Q− +O (1) , k → 0.

(22)

According to Eq. (17), we recover q(x, t) by means of the following formula:

q(x, t) = −i lim
k→∞

(kM1(x, t; k))12 . (23)

Proof Without loss of generality, it suffices to consider the case of k ∈ Γ1+:

M1+(x, t; k) = M(x, t; k)




1 0

−
N

∑
j=1

cje
−2iϑ(k j)

k − kj
1




= M1−(x, t; k)




1 0

−
N

∑
j=1

cje
−2iϑ(k j)

k − kj
1


 .

(24)

Then we have

V1(x, t; k) =




1 0

−
N

∑
j=1

cje
−2iϑ(k j)

k − kj
1


 , k ∈ Γ1+. (25)

3.1 Quadrature domains

In this subsection, we address the limit of N → ∞, under the additional assumptions:

• The discrete spectra kj, j = 1, · · · , N with the norming constants cj, j = 1, · · · , N fill uniformly com-

pact domain Ω1 which is strictly contained in the domain DΓ1
bounded by Γ1, that is,

Ω1 := {k| |(k − s1)
m − s2| < s3}, Ω1 ⊂ D+, (26)

where m ∈ N+, s1 ∈ C+ and |s2|, s3 are sufficiently small (see Figure 1). Note that Bertola et al [59]

has discussed the soliton shielding of the NLS equation with zero BC in the domain Ω1.

• The normalization constants cj, j = 1, · · · , N have the following form:

cj =
|Ω1|r(kj, k∗j )

Nπ
. (27)

where |Ω1| means the area of the domain Ω1 and r(k, k∗) := n(k∗ − s∗1)
n−1r1(k) is a smooth function

of variables k and k∗ and function r1(k) is subject to the symmetry relation r∗1(k) = r1(k
∗).

7



Figure 1: (a) The distribution of discrete spectrum K, the parameters being s1 = 2i, s2 = 1
4 , s3 = 1

2 , m =
1, q0 = 1. (b) The 1-breather solution with the same parameters and r(k) = 1.

Proposition 1 For any open set B+ containing the domain Ω1, the following identities hold:

lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

cje
−2iϑ(k j)

k − kj
=
∫∫

Ω1

r(λ, λ∗)e−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ∗ ∧ dλ,

lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

q2
0q∗−

k∗2
j q−

c∗j e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

k∗
j
)

k +
q2

0
k∗j

=
∫∫

Ω1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
r∗(λ, λ∗)e−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ∗ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗ ∧ dλ,

lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

c∗j e
2iϑ(k∗j )

k − k∗j
=
∫∫

Ω1

r∗(λ, λ∗)e2iϑ(λ∗)

2πi(k − λ∗)
dλ∗ ∧ dλ,

lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

q2
0q−

k2
j q∗−

cje
2iϑ(−

q2
0

kj
)

k +
q2

0
k j

=
∫∫

Ω1

q2
0q−

λ2q∗−
r(λ, λ∗)e2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ )

dλ∗ ∧ dλ.

(28)

uniformly for all C \ B+. The boundary ∂Ω1 has the counterclockwise orientation.

Proof Using Eq. (27), we have

lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

cje
−2iϑ(k j)

k − kj
= lim

N→∞

N

∑
j=1

|Ω1|

N

r(kj, k∗j )e
−2iϑ(k j)

π(k − kj)
=
∫∫

Ω1

r(λ, λ∗)e−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ∗ ∧ dλ. (29)

Thus the proof is completed.

Proposition 2 The following identities hold:

∫∫

Ω1

r(λ, λ∗)e−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ∗ ∧ dλ =

∫

∂Ω1

(λ∗ − s∗1)
nr1(λ)e

−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ,

∫∫

Ω1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
r∗(λ, λ∗)e−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ∗ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗ ∧ dλ = −
∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
(λ − s1)

nr∗1(λ)e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ∗ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗,

∫∫

Ω1

r∗(λ, λ∗)e2iϑ(λ∗)

2πi(k − λ∗)
dλ∗ ∧ dλ = −

∫

∂Ω1

(λ − s1)
nr∗1(λ)e

2iϑ(λ∗)

2πi(k − λ∗)
dλ∗,

∫∫

Ω1

q2
0q−

λ2q∗−
r(λ, λ∗)e2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ )

dλ∗ ∧ dλ =
∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q−

λ2q∗−
(λ∗ − s∗1)

nr1(λ)e
2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ )

dλ,

(30)

uniformly for all C \ Ω1. The boundary ∂Ω1 has the counterclockwise orientation.
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Proof Note that r(k, k∗) := nk∗(n−1)r1(k), using Green theorem, we have

∫∫

Ω1

r(λ, λ∗)e−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ∗ ∧ dλ =

∫∫

Ω1

∂((λ∗ − s∗1)
n)r1(λ)e

−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ∗ ∧ dλ

=
∫∫

Ω1

∂

(
(λ∗ − s∗1)

nr1(λ)e
−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)

)
dλ∗ ∧ dλ

=
∫

∂Ω1

(λ∗ − s∗1)
nr1(λ)e

−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ,

and

∫∫

Ω1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
r∗(λ, λ∗)e−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ∗
)

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗ ∧ dλ =
∫∫

Ω1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
∂((λ − s1)

n)r∗1(λ)e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ∗
)

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗ ∧ dλ

=−
∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
(λ − s1)

nr∗1(λ)e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ∗
)

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗.

Thus the proof is completed.

According to RH problems 1 and 2, we arrive at the following RH problem M2(x, t; k) := lim
N→∞

M1(x, t; k):

Riemann-Hilbert problem 3 Find a 2 × 2 matrix function M2(x, t; k) that meets the following conditions:

• Analyticity: M2(x, t; k) is analytic in C \ (Γ1± ∪ Γ2±) and takes continuous boundary values on Γ1± ∪ Γ2±.

• The jump condition: The boundary values on the jump contour Γ1+ ∪ Γ1− are defined as

M2+(x, t; k) = M2−(x, t; k)V2(x, t; k), λ ∈ Γ1± ∪ Γ2±, (31)

where

V2(x, t; k) =








1 0

−
∫

∂Ω1

(λ∗ − s∗1)
nr1(λ)e

−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ 1


 , k ∈ Γ1+,




1 0

−
∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
(λ − s1)

nr∗1(λ)e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ∗ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗ 1




, k ∈ Γ2+,




1
∫

∂Ω1

(λ − s1)
nr∗1(λ)e

2iϑ(λ∗)

2πi(k − λ∗)
dλ∗

0 1


 , k ∈ Γ1−,




1
∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q−

λ2q∗−
(λ∗ − s∗1)

nr1(λ)e
2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ )

dλ

0 1




, k ∈ Γ2−.

(32)

• The normalization:

M2(x, t; k) =





I2 + O (1/k) k → ∞,

i

k
σ3 Q− +O (1) , k → 0.

(33)
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According to Eq. (23), we recover q(x, t) by means of the following formula:

q(x, t) = −i lim
k→∞

(kM2(x, t; k))12 . (34)

To restrict the values of n and m, we analyze the following three situations.

Case I. The single-breather solution. In this case, we choose n = m = 1. Then we arrive at the following

Proposition.

Proposition 3 Let λ0 := s1 + s2, then the solution of the RH problem 3 is a single-breather solution q1(x, t) with

the discrete eigenvalue λ0 and normalization constants c1 = s2
3r1(λ0).

Proof The boundary of Ω∗
1 , which is the complex-conjugate domain of Ω1, defined by

k∗ = s∗1 +

(
s∗2 +

s2
3

(k − s1)m − s2

) 1
m

= s∗1 +

(
s∗2 +

s2
3

k − λ0

)
, k ∈ ∂Ω1. (35)

Substituting Eq. (35) into Eq. (32), we obtain

∫

∂Ω1

(λ∗ − s∗1)r1(λ)e
−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ =

s2
3r1(λ0)e

−2iϑ(λ0)

k − λ0
,

∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
(λ − s1)r

∗
1(λ)e

−2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ∗ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗ = −

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2
0 q−

s2
3r∗1(λ0)e

−2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ∗0
)

k +
q2

0
λ∗

0

,

∫

∂Ω1

(λ − s1)r
∗
1(λ)e

2iϑ(λ∗)

2πi(k − λ∗)
dλ∗ = −

s2
3r∗1(λ0)e

2iϑ(λ∗
0)

k − λ∗
0

,

∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q−

λ2q∗−
(λ∗ − s∗1)r1(λ)e

2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ )

dλ =

q2
0q−

λ2
0q∗−

s2
3r1(λ0)e

2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ0
)

k +
q2

0
λ0

,

(36)

uniformly for all C \ Ω1. Then Eqs. (32) can be rewritten as:

V2(x, t; k)|m=n=1 =








1 0

−
s2

3r1(λ0)e
−2iϑ(λ0)

k − λ0
1


 , k ∈ Γ1+,




1 0

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2
0 q−

s2
3r∗1(λ0)e

−2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ∗0
)

k +
q2

0
λ∗

0

1




, k ∈ Γ2+,




1 −
s2

3r∗1(λ0)e
2iϑ(λ∗

0)

k − λ∗
0

0 1


 , k ∈ Γ1−,




1

q2
0q−

λ2
0q∗−

s2
3r1(λ0)e

2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ0
)

k +
q2

0
λ0

0 1




, k ∈ Γ2−.

(37)
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Then, we consider following transformation:

M̂2(x, t; k) =





M2(x, t; k)




1 0

s2
3r1(λ0)e

−2iϑ(λ0)

k − λ0
1


 , k within Γ1+,

M2(x, t; k)




1 0

−

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2
0 q−

s2
3r∗1(λ0)e

−2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ∗0
)

k +
q2

0
λ∗

0

1




, k within Γ2+,

M2(x, t; k)




1 −
s2

3r∗1(λ0)e
2iϑ(λ∗

0)

k − λ∗
0

0 1


 , k within Γ1−,

M2(x, t; k)




1

q2
0q−

λ2
0q∗−

s2
3r1(λ0)e

2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ0
)

k +
q2

0
λ0

0 1




, k within Γ2−,

M2(x, t; k), otherwise.

(38)

Through the above transformations, we can obtain the residue condition for the matrix function M̂2(x, t; k).

M̂2(x, t; k) has simple pole at point k := λ0 with

Res
k=λ0

M̂2(x, t; k) = lim
k→λ0

M̂2(x, t; k)

[
0 0

s2
3r1(λ0)e

−2iϑ(λ0) 0

]
,

Res

k=−
q2
0

λ∗0

M̂2(x, t; k) = lim

k→−
q2
0

λ∗0

M̂2(x, t; k)




0 0

−
q2

0q∗−
λ∗2

0 q−
s2

3r∗1(λ0)e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ∗0
)

0


 ,

Res
k=λ∗

0

M̂2(x, t; k) = lim
k→λ∗

0

M̂2(x, t; k)

[
0 −s2

3r∗1(λ0)e
2iϑ(λ∗

0)

0 0

]
,

Res

k=−
q2
0

λ0

M̂2(x, t; k) = lim

k→−
q2
0

λ0

M̂2(x, t; k)


 0

q2
0q−

λ2
0q∗−

s2
3r1(λ0)e

2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ0
)

0 0


 ,

(39)

Therefore, the solution of RH problem 3 is the single breather q1(x, t) with the eigenvalue λ0 with the normaliza-

tion constants s2
3r1(λ0).

In particular, we take q0 = 1. When s1 + s2 → i, we obtain the Peregrine’s rational solution (rogue

wave) qrw(x, t) of the focusing NLS equation [64]:

qrw(x, t) = 1 −
4(4it + 1)

4x2 + 16t2 + 1
.

Case II. The n-breather solution. In this case, we choose n = m. Then we arrive at the following Proposition.

Proposition 4 If {λ1, λ2, · · · , λn} is a solution to equation (k − s1)
n = s2, then the solution of the RH problem

3 is the n-breather solution qn(x, t) with discrete eigenvalues λj, j = 1, · · · , n and the normalization constants

cj =
s2

3r1(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)
, j = 1, · · · , n.
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Proof The boundary of Ω∗
1 , which is the complex-conjugate domain of Ω1, is defined by

k∗ = s∗1 +

(
s∗2 +

s2
3

(k − s1)m − s2

) 1
n

, k ∈ ∂Ω1. (40)

Substituting Eq. (40) into Eq. (32), we obtain

∫

∂Ω1

(λ∗ − s∗1)
nr1(λ)e

−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ =

n

∑
j=1

s2
3r1(λj)e

−2iϑ(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)(k − λj)
,

∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
(λ − s1)

nr∗1(λ)e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ∗ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗ = −
n

∑
j=1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2
j q−

s2
3r∗1(λj)e

−2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ∗
j
)

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k)(k +
q2

0
λ∗

j
)

,

∫

∂Ω1

(λ − s1)
nr∗1(λ)e

2iϑ(λ∗)

2πi(k − λ∗)
dλ∗ = −

n

∑
j=1

s2
3r∗1(λj)e

2iϑ(λ∗
j )

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k )(k − λ∗
j )

,

∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q−

λ2q∗−
(λ∗ − s∗1)

nr1(λ)e
2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ )

dλ =
n

∑
j=1

q2
0q−

λ2
j q∗−

s2
3r1(λj)e

2iϑ(−
q2
0

λj
)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)(k +
q2

0
λj
)

,

(41)

Then Eqs. (32) can be rewritten as

V2(x, t; k)|m=n =








1 0

−
n

∑
j=1

s2
3r1(λj)e

−2iϑ(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)(k − λj)
1


 , k ∈ Γ1+,




1 0

n

∑
j=1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2
j q−

s2
3r∗1(λj)e

−2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ∗
j
)

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k )(k +
q2

0
λ∗

j
)

1




, k ∈ Γ2+,




1 −
n

∑
j=1

s2
3r∗1(λj)e

2iϑ(λ∗
j )

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k )(k − λ∗
j )

0 1


 , k ∈ Γ1−,




1
n

∑
j=1

q2
0q−

λ2
j q∗−

s2
3r1(λj)e

2iϑ(−
q2
0

λj
)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)(k +
q2

0
λj
)

0 1




, k ∈ Γ2−.

(42)
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Then, we consider following transformation:

M̃2(x, t; k) =





M2(x, t; k)




1 0

n

∑
j=1

s2
3r1(λj)e

−2iϑ(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)(k − λj)
1


 , k within Γ1+,

M2(x, t; k)




1 0

−
n

∑
j=1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2
j q−

s2
3r∗1(λj)e

−2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ∗
j
)

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k )(k +
q2

0
λ∗

j
)

1




, k within Γ2+,

M2(x, t; k)




1 −
n

∑
j=1

s2
3r∗1(λj)e

2iϑ(λ∗
j )

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k )(k − λ∗
j )

0 1


 , k within Γ1−,

M2(x, t; k)




1
n

∑
j=1

q2
0q−

λ2
j q∗−

s2
3r1(λj)e

2iϑ(−
q2
0

λj
)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)(k +
q2

0
λj
)

0 1




, k within Γ2−,

M2(x, t; k), otherwise.

(43)

Through the above transformations, we can obtain the residue condition for the matrix function M̃2(x, t; k).

M̃2(x, t; k) has simple poles at each point in {λj}
n
j=1 with

Res
k=λj

M̃2(x, t; k) = lim
k→λj

M̃2(x, t; k)




0 0

s2
3r1(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)
e−2iϑ(λj) 0


 ,

Res

k=−
q2
0

λ∗
j

M̃2(x, t; k) = lim

k→−
q2
0

λ∗
j

M̃2(x, t; k)




0 0

−
q2

0q∗−
λ∗2

j q−

s2
3r∗1(λj)

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k)
e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ∗
j
)

0


 ,

Res
k=λ∗

j

M̃2(x, t; k) = lim
k→λ∗

j

M̃2(x, t; k)




0 −
s2

3r∗1(λj)

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k )
e

2iϑ(λ∗
j )

0 0


 ,

Res

k=−
q2
0

λj

M̃2(x, t; k) = lim

k→−
q2
0

λj

M̃2(x, t; k)


 0

q2
0q−

λ2
j q∗−

s2
3r1(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)
e

2iϑ(−
q2
0

λj
)

0 0


 ,

(44)

Therefore, the solution of the RH problem 3 is the n-breather state qn(x, t), with discrete eigenvalues λj, j =

1, · · · , n and normalization constants
s2

3r1(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)
, j = 1, · · · , n.

Case III. The n-soliton solution. Note that the solution of RH problem 3 with q0 → 0 can reduce to the

known n-soliton solution qn(x, t) [59], which can be also directly derived as the limit for q0 → 0 of the

obtained n-breather solution. Here we choose n = m. Then we arrive at the following Proposition.

Proposition 5 If {λ1, λ2, · · · , λn} is the solution to equation (k − s1)
n = s2 and q0 → 0, then the solution of the

RH problem 3 is the n-soliton state qn(x, t) with discrete eigenvalues λj, j = 1, · · · , n and normalization constants

cj =
s2

3r1(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)
, j = 1, · · · , n.
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Proof Using Eqs. (41), we obtain

lim
q0→0

∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
(λ − s1)

nr∗1(λ)e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ∗ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗ = 0,

lim
q0→0

∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q−

λ2q∗−
(λ∗ − s∗1)

nr1(λ)e
2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ )

dλ = 0.

(45)

Substituting Eqs. (41)and (45) in Eq. (32), we obtain

V2(x, t; k)|m=n,q0→0 =








1 0

−
n

∑
j=1

s2
3r1(λj)e

−2iϑ(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)(k − λj)
1


 , k ∈ Γ1+,




1 −
n

∑
j=1

s2
3r∗1(λj)e

2iϑ(λ∗
j )

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k )(k − λ∗
j )

0 1


 , k ∈ Γ1−.

(46)

Therefore, we can rewrite the RH problem for matrix function M2(x, t; k) as follows: Find a 2× 2 matrix function

M2(x, t; k) that satisfies the particular conditions:

• Analyticity: M2(x, t; k) is analytic in C \ Γ1± and takes continuous boundary values on Γ1±.

• The jump condition: The boundary values on the jump contour Γ1+ are defined as

M2+(x, t; k) = M2−(x, t; k)








1 0

−
n

∑
j=1

s2
3r1(λj)e

−2iϑ(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)(k − λj)
1


 , k ∈ Γ1+,




1 −
n

∑
j=1

s2
3r∗1(λj)e

2iϑ(λ∗
j )

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k )(k − λ∗
j )

0 1


 , k ∈ Γ1−.

(47)

• The normalization:

M2(x, t; k) = I2 +O (1/k) , k → ∞. (48)

Then, we consider following transformation:

M2(x, t; k) =





M2(x, t; k)




1 0

n

∑
j=1

s2
3r1(λj)e

−2iϑ(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)(k − λj)
1


 , k within Γ1+,

M2(x, t; k)




1 −
n

∑
j=1

s2
3r∗1(λj)e

2iϑ(λ∗
j )

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k )(k − λ∗
j )

0 1


 , k within Γ1−,

M2(x, t; k), otherwise.

(49)

Through the above transformations, we can obtain the residue condition for the matrix function M2(x, t; k).
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M2(x, t; k) has simple poles at each point in {λj}
n
j=1 with:

Res
k=λj

M2(x, t; k) = lim
k→λj

M2(x, t; k)




0 0

s2
3r1(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)
e−2iϑ(λj) 0


 ,

Res
k=λ∗

j

M2(x, t; k) = lim
k→λ∗

j

M2(x, t; k)




0 −
s2

3r∗1(λj)

∏k 6=j(λ
∗
j − λ∗

k )
e

2iϑ(λ∗
j )

0 0


 ,

(50)

Therefore, the solution of the RH problem 3 is the n-soliton state qn(x, t)with discrete eigenvalues λj, j = 1, · · · , n

and normalization constants
s2

3r1(λj)

∏k 6=j(λj − λk)
, j = 1, · · · , n.

3.2 The line domain

In this section, we address the limit of N → ∞, under the additional assumptions:

• Poles {kj}
N
j=1 are sampled from a smooth density function ρ(k) so that

∫ −ik j
a ρ(λ)dλ = j

N , j = 1, · · · , N.

• The coefficients {cj}
N
j=1 satisfy

cj =
i(b − a)r(kj)

Nπ
, b > a > 0, (51)

where r(k) is a real-valued, continuous and non-vanishing function of k ∈ (ia, ib), subject to the

symmetry relation, r(k∗) = r(k) = r(−
q2

0
k ) = r(−

q2
0

k∗ ).

Proposition 6 For any open set A+(B+) containing the interval [ia, ib]([−
iq2

0
a ,−

iq2
0

b ]), and any open set A−(B−)

containing the interval [−ib,−ia]([
iq2

0
b ,

iq2
0

a ]), the following identities hold:

lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

cje
−2iϑ(k j)

k − kj
=
∫ ib

ia

r(w)e−2iϑ(w)

π(k − w)
dw, (52)

uniformly for all C \ A+.

lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

q2
0q∗−

k∗2
j q−

c∗j e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

k∗
j
)

k +
q2

0
k∗j

=
∫ −

iq2
0

b

−
iq2

0
a

q∗−r(w)e−2iϑ(w)

q−π(k − w)
dw, (53)

uniformly for all C \ B+.

lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

c∗j e
2iϑ(k∗j )

k − k∗j
= −

∫ −ia

−ib

r(w)e2iϑ(w)

π(k − w)
dw, (54)

uniformly for all C \ A−.

lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

q2
0q−

k2
j q∗−

cje
2iϑ(−

q2
0

kj
)

k +
q2

0
k j

= −
∫ iq2

0
a

iq2
0

b

q−r(w)e2iϑ(w)

q∗−π(k − w)
dw, (55)

uniformly for all C \ B−. The open intervals (ia, ib), (−
iq2

0
a ,−

iq2
0

b ), (
iq2

0
b ,

iq2
0

a ) and (−ib,−ia) are both oriented up-

wards.

15



Proof Using Eq. (51), we have

lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

cje
−2iϑ(k j)

k − kj
= lim

N→∞

N

∑
j=1

i(b − a)

N

r(kj)e
−2iϑ(k j)

π(k − kj)
=
∫ ib

ia

r(w)e−2iϑ(w)

π(k − w)
dw,

and

lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

q2
0q∗−

k∗2
j q−

c∗j e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

k∗
j
)

k +
q2

0
k∗j

= lim
N→∞

N

∑
j=1

−
i(b − a)

N

q2
0q∗−

k∗2
j q−

r(kj)e
−2iϑ(−

q2
0

k∗
j
)

π(k +
q2

0
k∗j
)

=−
∫ −ia

−ib

q2
0q∗−

λ2q−
r(λ)e−2iϑ(−

q2
0

λ )

π(k +
q2

0
λ )

dλ

=
∫ −

iq2
0

b

−
iq2

0
a

q∗−r(w)e−2iϑ(w)

q−π(k − w)
dw,

Thus the proof is completed.

At N → ∞, according to Proposition 6, the jump matrix V1(x, t; k), defined by Eq. (21), can be rewritten

as:

V1(x, t; k)|N→∞ =








1 0

−
∫ ib

ia

r(w)e−2iϑ(w)

π(k − w)
dw 1


 , k ∈ Γ1+,




1 0

∫ −
iq2

0
b

−
iq2

0
a

q∗−r(w)e−2iϑ(w)

q−π(k − w)
dw 1


 , k ∈ Γ2+,




1
∫ −ia

−ib

r(w)e2iϑ(w)

π(k − w)
dw

0 1


 , k ∈ Γ1−,




1 −
∫ iq2

0
a

iq2
0

b

q−r(w)e2iϑ(w)

q∗−π(k − w)
dw

0 1


 , k ∈ Γ2−.

(56)
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Apply the following transformation:

M3(x, t; k) =





M1(x, t; k)




1 0
∫ ib

ia

r(w)e−2iϑ(w)

π(k − w)
dw 1


 , k within Γ1+,

M1(x, t; k)




1 0

−
∫ −

iq2
0

b

−
iq2

0
a

q∗−r(w)e−2iϑ(w)

q−π(k − w)
dw 1


 , k within Γ2+,

M1(x, t; k)




1
∫ −ia

−ib

r(w)e2iϑ(w)

π(k − w)
dw

0 1


 , k within Γ1−,

M1(x, t; k)




1 −
∫ iq2

0
a

iq2
0

b

q−r(w)e2iϑ(w)

q∗−π(k − w)
dw

0 1


 , k within Γ2−,

M1(x, t; k), otherwise.

(57)

Then the matrix function M3(x, t; k) satisfies the following RH problem:

Riemann-Hilbert problem 4 Find a 2 × 2 matrix function M3(x, t; k) that satisfies the particular conditions:

• Analyticity: M3(x, t; k) is analytic in C \ ((ia, ib)∪ (−
iq2

0
a ,−

iq2
0

b )∪ (−ib,−ia) ∪ (
iq2

0
b ,

iq2
0

a )) and takes contin-

uous boundary values on (ia, ib) ∪ (−
iq2

0
a ,−

iq2
0

b ) ∪ (−ib,−ia) ∪ (
iq2

0
b ,

iq2
0

a )(Directions of these open intervals

are all facing upwards).

• The jump condition: The boundary values on the jump contour (ia, ib)∪ (−
iq2

0
a ,−

iq2
0

b )∪ (−ib,−ia)∪ (
iq2

0
b ,

iq2
0

a )

are defined as

M3+(x, t; k) = M3−(x, t; k)V3(x, t; k), λ ∈ (ia, ib) ∪ (−
iq2

0

a
,−

iq2
0

b
) ∪ (−ib,−ia) ∪ (

iq2
0

b
,

iq2
0

a
),

where

V3(x, t; k) =





[
1 0

−2ir(k)e−2iϑ(k) 1

]
, k ∈ (ia, ib),




1 0

2iq∗−r(k)e−2iϑ(k)

q−
1


 , k ∈ (−

iq2
0

a ,−
iq2

0
b ),

[
1 −2ir(k)e2iϑ(k)

0 1

]
, k ∈ (−ib,−ia),




1
2iq−r(k)e2iϑ(k)

q∗−

0 1


 , k ∈ (

iq2
0

b ,
iq2

0
a ).

(58)

• The normalization:

M3(x, t; k) =





I2 + O (1/k) k → ∞,

i

k
σ3 Q− +O (1) , k → 0.

(59)
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Proof Using the Plemelj formula, we have

M3+(x, t; k) = M1+(x, t; k)




1 0
∫ ib

ia

r(w)e−2iϑ(w)

π(k+ − w)
dw 1




= M1−(x, t; k)




1 0
∫ ib

ia

r(w)e−2iϑ(w)

π(k− − w)
dw 1



[

1 0

−2ir(k)e−2iϑ(k) 1

]
, k ∈ (ia, ib),

(60)

Then, we have

V3(x, t; k)

[
1 0

−2ir(k)e−2iϑ(k) 1

]
, k ∈ (ia, ib). (61)

Using the same method, we can prove other cases as well.

According to Eq. (23), we recover q(x, t) by the following formula:

q(x, t) = −i lim
k→∞

(kM3(x, t; k))12 . (62)

Then the RH problem 4 for the matrix function M3(x, t; k) represents the breather gas.

3.3 The elliptic domain

In this section, we consider the limit of N → ∞, under the additional assumptions:

• Discrete eigenvalues kj, j = 1, · · · , N with normalization constants cj, j = 1, · · · , N fill a uniformly

compact domain Ω2 of the complex upper half plane C+, that is,

Ω2 :=

{
k ∈ C|

Re(k)2

b2
2

+
(2Im(k)− a1 − a2)

2

4b2
1

< 1

}
, Ω2 ⊂ D+, (63)

where ia1 and ia2 (a2 > a1) are the focal points of the ellipse ∂Ω2, b1 =
√

b2
2 + ( a2−a1

2 )2, and b2 is

sufficiently small so that Ω2 lies in domain D+.

• The normalization constants cj, j = 1, · · · , N have the following form:

cj =
|Ω2|r1(kj)

Nπ
. (64)

where |Ω2| means the area of the domain Ω2 and r1(k) is an analytic functions in domain Ω2, subject

to the symmetry condition r∗1(k) = r1(k
∗).

According to RH problems 1 and 2, we arrive at the following RH problem M4(x, t; k) := lim
N→∞

M1(x, t; k):

Riemann-Hilbert problem 5 Find a 2 × 2 matrix function M4(x, t; k) that meets the particular conditions:

• Analyticity: M4(x, t; k) is analytic in C \ (Γ1± ∪ Γ2±) and takes continuous boundary values on Γ1± ∪ Γ2±.

• The jump condition: The boundary values on the jump contour Γ1+ ∪ Γ1− are defined as

M4+(x, t; k) = M4−(x, t; k)V4(x, t; k), λ ∈ Γ1± ∪ Γ2±, (65)
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where

V4(x, t; k) =








1 0

−
∫

∂Ω2

λ∗r1(λ)e
−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ 1


 , k ∈ Γ1+,




1 0

−
∫

∂Ω2

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
λr∗1(λ)e

−2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ∗
)

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗ 1




, k ∈ Γ2+,




1
∫

∂Ω2

λr∗1(λ)e
2iϑ(λ∗)

2πi(k − λ∗)
dλ∗

0 1


 , k ∈ Γ1−,




1
∫

∂Ω2

q2
0q−

λ2q∗−
λ∗r1(λ)e

2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ )

dλ

0 1




, k ∈ Γ2−.

(66)

• The normalization:

M4(x, t; k) =





I2 + O (1/k) k → ∞,

i

k
σ3 Q− +O (1) , k → 0.

(67)

Proposition 7 The following identities hold:

∫

∂Ω1

λ∗r1(λ)e
−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ =

∫ ia2

ia1

∆F(k)r1(λ)e
−2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ,

∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q∗−

λ∗2q−
λr∗1(λ)e

−2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ∗ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ∗ )

dλ∗ =
∫ −

iq2
0

b

−
iq2

0
a

q∗−
q−

∆F∗(−
q2

0
w∗ )r1(w)e−2iϑ(w)

2πi(k − w)
dw,

∫

∂Ω1

λr∗1 (λ)e
2iϑ(λ∗)

2πi(k − λ∗)
dλ∗ = −

∫ −ia1

−ia2

∆F∗(k)r1(λ)e
2iϑ(λ)

2πi(k − λ)
dλ,

∫

∂Ω1

q2
0q−

λ2q∗−
λ∗r1(λ)e

2iϑ(−
q2
0

λ )

2πi(k +
q2

0
λ )

dλ = −
∫ iq2

0
a

iq2
0

b

q−
q∗−

∆F(−
q2

0
w )r1(w)e2iϑ(w)

2πi(k − w)
dw,

(68)

where ∆F(k) = F+(k) − F−(k), and the function F(k) is analytic in complex plane C away from the segment

[ia1, ia2], with boundary values F±(k).

Proof The boundary of the complex-conjugate domain Ω∗
2 of Ω2 is described by

k∗ =

(
1 −

8b2
1

(a2 − a1)2

)(
k −

i(a1 + a2)

2

)
+

8b1b2

(a2 − a1)2
F(k)−

i(a1 + a2)

2
, k ∈ ∂Ω2, (69)

where F(k)2 = (k − ia1)(k − ia2). Using Eq. (69), one can obtain Eq. (68).

According to Proposition 7, we find that the RH problem 5 for matrix function M4(x, t; k) is equivalent

to the one in case of the line domain.
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4 Conclusions and discussions

Based on the IST and RH problems, we have investigated a breather gas represented by the N∞-breather so-

lution of the focusing NLS equation with nonzero BCs. In terms of scattering data of IST, the N-breather so-

lutions are based on the set of discrete eigenvalues K ≡ {kj,−
q2

0
k∗j

, k∗j ,−
q2

0
k j
}N

j=1with normalization constants.

{cj,−
q∗2
− c∗j

k∗2
j

,−c∗j ,
q2
−c j

k2
j

}N
j=1. By concentrating the set of {kj}

N
j=1 in different domains, we have produced differ-

ent types of breather gases which coagulate into thefollowing effective forms: i) The concentration domain

in the form of a disk condenses the gas into the single-breather solution with the spectral eigenvalue lo-

cated at the disk’s center; ii) The quadrater domain with m = n and q → 0 leads to the coagulation of

the gas into the n-breather solution. These are examples of the breather-gas shielding. The discrete spec-

tra concentrated in line domains imply solving the corresponding RH problems. The case of the discrete

spectra lying on an ellipse is tantamount to the case of the line domain. When discrete spectra are uni-

formly distributed within a specified region, the interaction among breathers manifests itself in the form

of n-breathers, where parameter n is correlated with the region in question. The phenomenon of breather

shielding can explain the distribution of the breathers when the discrete spectrum is densely distributed.

The methodology presented here can be extended to other integrable equations and can also be employed

to investigate the asymptotic behavior of breathers in different regions. For the phenomenon of breather

shielding, we have developed here only the analytical framework. Verification of the findings by means of

numerical methods is a subject for a separate work.

The breather-gas shielding predicted by the present analysis can be observed in fiber optics, BEC, and

other physical realizations of the NLS. The approach developed in this work can be extended to other

integrable models – first of all, those based on ZS-type spectral problems. A challenging possibility is

to extend the analysis of the shielding phenomenology to quantized NLS fields, in which breather states

feature specific fluctuations [87].
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[80] R. Jenkins, J. Liu, P. Perry, C. Sulem, Global well-posedness for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation,
Commun. Math. Phys. 363, 1003-1049 (2018).

[81] K. Grunert and G. Teschl, Long-time asymptotics for the Korteweg de Vries equation via nonlinear steepest de-
scent, Math. Phys. Anal. Geom. 12, 287-324 (2009).

[82] D. Bilman and P. D. Miller, A robust inverse scattering transform for the focusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation,
Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 72, 1722 (2019).

[83] D. Bilman and R. Buckingham, Large-order asymptotics for multiple-pole solitons of the focusing nonlinear
Schrödinger equation. J. Nonlinear Sci. 29, 2185-2229 (2019).

[84] D. Bilman, R. Buckingham, and D. Wang, Far-field asymptotics for multiple-pole solitons in the large-order limit,
J. Differ. Equ. 297, 320 (2021).

[85] D. Bilman, L. Ling, and P. D. Miller, Extreme superposition: rogue waves of infinite order and the Painlevé-III
hierarchy, Duke Math. J. 169, 671-760 (2020).

[86] A. Romero-Ros, G. C. Katsimiga, S. I. Mistakidis, S. Mossman, G. Biondini, P. Schmelcher, P. Engels, and P. G.
Kevrekidis, Experimental realization of the Peregrine soliton in repulsive two-component Bose-Einstein conden-
sates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 033402 (2024).

[87] O. V. Marchukov, B. A. Malomed, M. Olshanii, J. Ruhl, V. Dunjko, R. G. Hulet, and V. A. Yurovsky, Quantum
fluctuations of the center-of-mass and relative parameters of NLS breathers, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 050405 (2020).

23


	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Breather gas: the limit of the N-breather solution at N
	Quadrature domains
	The line domain
	The elliptic domain

	Conclusions and discussions

