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THE FOCUSING NLS EQUATION WITH STEP-LIKE OSCILLATING
BACKGROUND: SCENARIOS OF LONG-TIME ASYMPTOTICS

ANNE BOUTET DE MONVEL, JONATAN LENELLS, AND DMITRY SHEPELSKY

ABsTrRACT. We consider the Cauchy problem for the focusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation
with initial data approaching two different plane waves Ajei¢j e 2B i =1,2 as ¢ — +oo.
Using Riemann—Hilbert techniques and Deift—Zhou steepest descent arguments, we study the
long-time asymptotics of the solution. We detect that each of the cases B1 < B2, B; > B2, and
B1 = B> deserves a separate analysis. Focusing mainly on the first case, the so-called shock case,
we show that there is a wide range of possible asymptotic scenarios. We also propose a method
for rigorously establishing the existence of certain higher-genus asymptotic sectors.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Cauchy problem for the focusing nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation
igi + qee +2la)?¢ =0, zER, >0, (1.1a)
q(z,0) = qo(x), x € R, (1.1b)

with initial data approaching oscillatory waves at plus and minus infinity:

Ajel1e=2Biz g5 oo,
qo(x) ~ { (1.2)

AgelP2e72B22 gy oo,

where {A;, B;,¢;}% are real constants such that A; > 0. Our goal is to describe the long-time
behavior of the solution ¢(z,t) for different choices of the parameters {4;, B, ¢;}1. The tools we
use are Riemann—Hilbert (RH) techniques and Deift—-Zhou steepest descent arguments.

In order for the formulation of the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) to be complete, it has to be
supplemented with boundary conditions for ¢ > 0. These boundary conditions are the natural
extensions of (1.2) to t > 0 and are given by

(1) 0
/ lg(x,t) — qoj(z,t)|de < oo forall t >0, j=1,2, (1.3a)
0
where qoj(z,t), j = 1,2 are the plane wave solutions of the NLS equation satisfying the initial
conditions qo;j(x,0) = Aje'%e~2Bi% that is,
qoj (ZE, t) = A]’eid)j eiQiBjermwjt, Wy = A? — 2B]2 (13b)

The RH formalism, which can be viewed as a version of the inverse scattering transform (IST)
method, is well-developed for problems with “zero boundary conditions”, that is, for problems where
1
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the solution is assumed to decay to 0 as x — Foo for each ¢t > 0. In particular, detailed asymptotic
formulas can be derived by employing the steepest descent method for RH problems introduced
by Deift and Zhou [15]. The adaptation of the RH formalism and the Deift-Zhou approach to
problems with “nonzero boundary conditions” has been the subject of more recent works.

1.1. Previous work on the focusing NLS with nonzero boundary conditions. The first
studies of the focusing NLS equation with nonzero boundary conditions by the IST method were
presented in [23,27], where initial profiles satisfying (1.2) with A; = A, ¢1 = ¢2, and By = B, =0
were considered. In particular, the Ma soliton [27] (also discovered in [23]) was introduced. It
was also mentioned in [27] that a plane wave solution corresponds to a one-band potential in the
spectrum of the Zakharov—Shabat scattering equations, whereas the cnoidal wave (elliptic function)
and the multicnoidal wave (hyperelliptic function) solutions correspond to two-band and N-band
potentials, respectively. A perturbation theory for the NLS equation with non-vanishing boundary
conditions was put forward in [20], where particular attention was paid to the stability of the Ma
soliton. Whitham theory results for the focusing NLS with step-like data can be found in [1].

An IST approach for initial data satisfying (1.2) with A; = As, ¢1,¢2 € R, and By = Bo =0
was presented in [4], and was further developed in [5,6]. In particular, it was shown in [5,6] that
for such initial data, the long-time behavior is described by three asymptotic sectors in the (z,t)
half-plane ¢t > 0: two sectors adjacent to the half-axes z < 0, ¢ = 0 and « > 0, t = 0 in which
the solution asymptotes to modulated plane waves, and a middle sector in which the solution
asymptotes to an elliptic (genus 1) modulated wave. An IST formalism for the case of asymmetric
nonzero boundary conditions (A1 # A, ¢1, 2 € R, By = By = 0) was presented in [16].

In [11], the long-time asymptotics was studied for the symmetric shock case of A; = As,
¢1 = ¢2, By = —B3 < 0. In this case, the asymptotic picture is symmetric under z — —z. Five
asymptotic sectors were described in [11]: a central sector containing the half-axis z =0, ¢ > 0 in
which the solution ¢(x,t) asymptotes to a modulated elliptic (genus 1) wave [11, Theorem 1.2],
two contiguous sectors (the transition regions) in which the leading asymptotics is described by
modulated hyperelliptic (genus 2) waves [11, Theorem 1.3], and two sectors adjacent to the z-axis
in which ¢(z,t) asymptotes to modulated plane (genus 0) waves.

The long-time asymptotics in the case when the left background is zero (i.e., when 4; = 0 and
As # 0) was analyzed in [8]. It was shown that the asymptotic picture involves three sectors in
this case: a slow decay sector (adjacent to the negative z-axis), a modulated plane wave sector
(adjacent to the positive z-axis), and a modulated elliptic wave sector (between the first two).

Remark. Although we only consider the focusing version of the NLS equation in this paper, it
is worth mentioning that the solution of the defocusing NLS equation with asymmetric nonzero
boundary conditions was studied by IST methods in [7] and that extensive results on its long-time
behavior were presented in [21].

1.2. Summary of results. The main takeaways of the present paper can be summarized as
follows:

(a) Whereas earlier studies focused on specific choices of the parameters A;, B;, and ¢;, we
introduce a RH approach for the solution of (1.1) with (solitonless) initial data satisfying (1.2) for
general values of {A4;, B}, ¢;}} with By # Bs.

(b) We show that the panorama of asymptotic scenarios arising from (1.1)-(1.2) is surprisingly
rich (some of them can be qualitatively caught using the Whitham modulated equations [3]). In
fact, we detect several new scenarios even in the symmetric shock case studied in [11]. More
precisely, our analysis in Section 5 shows that the scenario presented in [11] is only one of five
different possible scenarios in this case. Whereas the long-time behavior along the t-axis is always
described by a genus 1 wave, the asymptotics along the lines x /¢ = ¢, for small values of ¢, can be
either a genus 1 (as in [11]), a genus 2, or a genus 3 wave depending on the value of A;/(By — Bi).
Asymmetric parameter choices may give rise to an even wider range of possibilities.

(c) For each scenario we associate to each asymptotic sector a corresponding g-function, which is
the basic ingredient of a rigorous asymptotic analysis: it determines a sequence of transformations
(“deformations”) of the original RH problem leading to an exactly solvable “model RH problem”,



NLS WITH STEP-LIKE OSCILLATING BACKGROUND: LONG-TIME ASYMPTOTICS 3

in terms of which the main asymptotic term can be expressed, through the (now standard)
procedures of (i) “making lenses” and (ii) estimating the solutions of associated local RH problems
(“parametrices”’). In the present paper, we give some details of the realization of this approach
for the “rarefaction case” (with By > Bs) and we give references to the existing literature where
particular cases arising within the “shock wave case” (with By > Bj) were treated.

The asymptotics obtained in this way (in particular, [9,10] for the case of By > Bj), similarly to
other cases treated in the literature (e.g., [5,6] for the case of By = B;) do not depend on details
of the corresponding initial data and thus manifest the universality of the asymptotics.

(d) We propose an approach for rigorously establishing the existence of certain higher-genus
asymptotic sectors. A sector in which the leading asymptotics of the solution can be expressed
in terms of theta functions associated with a genus g Riemann surface is referred to as a genus g
sector. At a technical level, such sectors arise when the definition of the so-called g-function involves
a Riemann surface [14]. In order for the g-function to be suitable for the asymptotic analysis,
certain parameters appearing in its definition need to satisfy a nonlinear system of equations. The
relevant asymptotic sector exists only if this system has a solution. For example, the asymptotic
analysis for the genus 2 sector carried out in [11] implicitly assumes that the system of equations
[11, Egs. (3.29)] has a solution. In Section 6, we establish the existence of this genus 2 sector
rigorously. Although we only provide details for this particular genus 2 sector, we expect that our
approach can be used to show existence also of other genus g sectors appearing in this paper and
elsewhere. The approach can be described very briefly as follows. We first show that the existence
of a solution of the above-mentioned nonlinear system is equivalent to the existence of a branch of
the zero set F' = 0 of a certain mapping x — F(x) emanating from a point xq. The existence of
such a branch cannot be immediately deduced from the implicit function theorem because some
of entries of the Jacobian matrix of F' have singularities at xg. The central idea of the approach
is to introduce a suitably renormalized version F of F which is more amenable to analysis. The
construction of F' can be illustrated by the following simple one-dimensional example. Consider
the function f: (0,1) — R defined by f(z) = 2Inz. This function extends continuously to zy = 0,
but its first derivative f’(z) = 1 + Inz does not. However, the function f: (0,1) — R defined by
f(z) = f(z/|Inx|) is such that both f(z) and f'(z) extend continuously to zo = 0.

1.3. Organization of the paper. Our analysis is based on a RH formalism which is developed in
Section 2. In Sections 3-5, we analyze the long-time behavior of the solution ¢(z,t) of (1.1)—(1.2).
In Section 3, we show, for any choice of the parameters A;, ¢;, and By # By, that the leading
behavior of ¢ near the negative and positive halves of the z-axis is described by the plane waves
go1 and qg2, respectively.

Away from the z-axis, the asymptotic analysis turns out to be very different in the two cases
Bi1 > By and B; < Bsy. Section 4 is devoted to the case B; > Bs, called the rarefaction case. In
this case, the asymptotic picture resembles two copies of that found in [8], namely, the solution is
slowly decaying near the t-axis and in two transition sectors the asymptotics has the form of elliptic
waves. Section 5 is devoted to the case By < Bs, called the shock case. Restricting ourselves to
the symmetric case of Ay = As, ¢1,¢P2 € R, and B; = — By (the latter actually being no loss of
generality), we describe all the possible asymptotic scenarios that can occur. Finally, in Section 6,
we establish the existence of the genus 2 asymptotic sectors featured in [11]. Forthcoming papers
will be devoted to a detailed analysis of the asymptotics in a genus 3 sector |9, 10].

1.4. Assumptions. Our results are subject to a few assumptions. These assumptions will be
stated whenever they are introduced, but are also summarized here for convenience.

(a) Throughout the paper, we assume that the initial data is such that no solitons are present.

(b) The case of By = By has already been studied extensively in the literature, see [4—6,16]. Thus,
from Section 2.5.2 and onwards, we will assume that B; # By for conciseness.

(¢) From Section 2.5.3 and onwards, we will assume that the initial data go(z) is identically
equal to the backgrounds outside a compact set, i.e., that there exists a C' > 0 such that
qo(z) = qo1(=,0) for x < —C and go(x) = qo2(x,0) for x > C. This allows us to avoid the
technical work associated with the introduction of analytic approximations or 0 extensions of
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the jump matrices to perform the steepest descent analysis. This assumption is made purely
for convenience and can be relaxed without affecting the structure of the final asymptotic
formulas.

(d) As already mentioned, when treating the shock case in Section 5, we will restrict ourselves
to the symmetric case of Ay = A; and By = —B; > 0. Asymmetric cases in which A; # A,
and/or By # —Bj can be analyzed by similar methods, but since the symmetric case is already
very rich, we restrict ourselves to this case for definiteness.

2. THE RIEMANN—HILBERT FORMALISM

2.1. Notation. As above, we let {A;, B;,¢;}1 denote real constants such that 4; > 0. We let
Y, = [E;, Ej], where E; := B;j +1A;, denote the vertical segment ¥; = {B; +is | |s| < A;} oriented
upwards; see Figure 2.1 in the cases By < By (rarefaction) and By < By (shock).

We let Ct = {Imk > 0} and C~ = {Imk < 0} denote the open upper and lower halves of the
complex plane. The Riemann sphere will be denoted by C = C U {oco}. We write Ink for the
logarithm with the principal branch, that is, Ink = In|k| 4+ iarg k where argk € (—m,7]. Unless
specified otherwise, all complex powers will be defined using the principal branch, i.e., z& = e®?%,
We let f*(k) := f(k) denote the Schwarz conjugate of a function f(k).

Given an open subset D C C bounded by a piecewise smooth contour ¥, we let £2 (D) denote
the Smirnoff class consisting of all functions f(k) analytic in D with the property that for each
connected component D; of D there exist curves {C), }$° in D; such that the C,, eventually surround
each compact subset of D; and sup,,>1||f|lz2(c,) < oo. All RH problems in the paper are 2 x 2

matrix-valued and are formulated in the L2-sense as follows (see [25,26]):

m eI+ E*C\Y),
my(k) =m_(k)J(k) forae. keX,

(2.1)

where my and m_ denote the boundary values of the solution m from the left and right sides of
the contour . All contours will be invariant under complex conjugation and the jump matrix
J = J(k) will always satisfy

* ke ¥\R —
J= 02" 0z, €I\R, where o9 = (O 1) . (2.2)
oa(J*)"loy, kKEXNR, i 0
Together with uniqueness of the solution of the RH problem (2.1), this implies the symmetry
m =oam* oy, keC\X. (2.3)

Remark. Smirnoff classes were first introduced in the 1930s [28] (see also [24]) as generalizations
of the Hardy spaces HP, p > 0. Whereas Hardy spaces consist of functions analytic in the open
unit disk, Smirnoff classes involve functions analytic in a more general open subset D. Typically,
the Smirnoff class EP(D), p > 0, is defined whenever D is a simply connected domain D C C
with rectifiable Jordan boundary, see [17]. In the context of RH problems, the subset D is
often unbounded because the contour passes through infinity. The definition of EP(D) can be
naturally extended to include unbounded domains D by imposing invariance under linear fractional
transformations. Moreover, in the context of RH problems involving functions normalized at infinity,
it is convenient to use a slight modification EP(D) of the Smirnoff class E?(D), where EP(D)
consists of all functions f such that both f(z) and zf(z) belong to E?(D). We think of E?(D) as
the subspace of EP(D) of functions that vanish at infinity. If D is bounded, then EP(D) = E?(D).
We refer to [26] for further information on Smirnoff classes in the context of RH problems.

2.2. Reduction. The study of (1.1)-(1.2) can be reduced to one of the following three cases,
depending on whether By < Bs, By > Bs, or By = Bs:

(i) Bi =—1, By =1, and ¢ = 0;

(i) By =1, By = —1, and ¢5 = 0;

(ifi) By = By = ¢ = 0.



NLS WITH STEP-LIKE OSCILLATING BACKGROUND: LONG-TIME ASYMPTOTICS 5

To see this, note that if g(x,t) satisfies (1.1a), then so does the function ¢(z,t) defined by
G(z,t) == Aq(A(z + 4Bt), A%t)e21B@+251)
for any choice of A > 0 and B € R. If g satisfies (1.2), then gy satisfies
. A'lei¢1e_2iBi“”, T — —00,
qo(z) ~ I i —2iBla
Abe'®2e 21— +00,
where
Al = AA;, Al = AA,, B} = B1A+ B, B, = BoA+ B.
If B, > By, then, by choosing

2 B1 + Bs
A= ———F >0, B=——72=,
B2 — Bl Bl - BQ
we can arrange so that B = —Bj] = 1. Similarly, if By < By, then, by choosing
2 By + Bs
A= —— >0, B=—"—72=,
By — By By — By
we can arrange so that Bf = —B) = 1. On the other hand, if By = By, then by choosing A = 1 and
B = —B; = — By, we can arrange so that B} = B = 0. Furthermore, in either of these cases, due

to the invariance of (1.1a) under the global symmetry ¢ — ge!?, we may also assume that ¢o = 0
(and thus denote ¢1 = ¢). Therefore we may, without loss of generality, restrict our attention to
solutions whose initial data satisfy one of the following conditions:

o If By < BQ, then

A% x5 —o0,
T) ~ i 2.4
%0(z) {Age_m, T — +00. (24)
o If By > Bs, then
Ajel%e=%E x5 o0,
xT) ~ ) 2.5
%0(®) {Ageg‘x, T — +00. (2:5)
o If Bl = BQ, then
Ael®t x — —c0
x) ~ ] ’ 2.6
() {A261¢2, x — +o0. 2.6)

However, in what follows we often prefer to keep the setting with arbitrary B; and ¢;.

2.3. Background solutions. The IST formalism in the form of a RH problem requires that the
solution ¢g(x,t) can be represented in terms of the solution of a 2 x 2-matrix RH problem whose
formulation (jump conditions and possible residue conditions) involves only spectral functions
which are defined in terms of the initial data. In the adaptation of the IST to case of “nonzero
backgrounds”, the first step is to find a convenient description of the background solutions of the
Lax pair equations (see, e.g., [8, Egs. (1.4)-(1.5)]), i.e., the solutions ®¢;(z,t,k), j = 1,2 of the
equations

O, (z,t, k) =U(x,t, k)P(x,t, k), with U= —ikos + (_Oq g) , (2.7a)

2
O, (x,t, k) = V(z,t,k)®(x,t, k), with V = —2ik%0s + 2k (Oq g) +i ('Z_' CII;F) . (2.7b)
where o3 := (§ %) and g(z,t) = qo;(z,t) with go; as in (1.3b). These solutions ®g;(z,t, k) of (2.7)
will play the role that el-ize—2iz"t)os plays in the case of decaying initial data.
In view of the central role of the RH problem in the IST method, it is natural to try to
characterize the background solutions in terms of the solutions of appropriate RH problems.
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For j = 1,2, we introduce the functions

X;(k) = \/(k — Ej)(k—Ej),  Q(k) =2(k + B;)X;(k), (2.8)
_EN\7T vi+uvt v -yt
vi(k) = (: — ?) , Ei(k) = % <Vj flj_l V; N ,f—l) : (2.9)

We choose the branches of the square and fourth roots so that these functions are analytic in C\ ¥;
and satisfy the large k£ asymptotics

X;(k)=k—B; +O(k™),  Qj(k) =2k*+w; + O(k™1),

vi(k) =1+0(k™"), Ej(k)=T+O0(k™).
We denote by X+, Q;4, v+, and &+ their boundary values from the left and right sides of ;.
Note that X7 = X;, QF = Q;, vi = v ! and &} = 02€;02. The background solutions ®g;(z,t, k),

30 Y J
j =1,2 are defined as follows:

(boj (l’, t, k) — e(*iBja:Jriwjt)o'gNj (k)e(fiX]’(k:)xfin(k‘)t)Jg,’ (210&)

ig,; ld)j
Nj(k) =e=Z 73 (k)e” = . (2.10Db)
The functions N; and ®y; are analytic in k € C\ £;. They satisty the relations det ®; = det N; =
det £ =1 and the symmetry (2.3). Since X is oriented upwards (see Figure 2.1), v;4 (k) = iv;_ (k)
for k € ¥; and thus N;, j = 1,2 satisfies the RH problem

N; € I+ E*(C\ %)),

0 el (2.11)
Njy (k) = N;_(k) < o ) keyx;.
ie™'%i 0

2.4. Jost solutions and spectral functions. Assuming that ¢(x,t) satisfies the Cauchy problem
defined by (1.1) and (1.3), define the Jost solutions ®; = ®;(xz,t, k), j = 1,2 of the Lax pair
equations (2.7) by

D;(x,t, k) == pj(x,t, k)el TN Rz=i(k)Hos (2.12)
where X, Q; are as in (2.8), and p;, j = 1,2 solve the Volterra integral equations

122 ({L‘7 t, k) = e(_iBjI+iwjt)03 Nj (k)

+ 1 y (DOj (JC, t, k)(bajl (y7 t, k)[(Q - QOj)(y7 t)],u’] (ya t, k)eiin(k)(yiz)ag dy (213)
—1)ico

with N; as in (2.10b) and
_ (0 q _( 0 %j)
Q - (fj 0) ’ QO] - (le] 0 .

The symmetry properties of ®g;, N;, X;, and ; imply that ;1; and ®; satisfy the symmetry (2.3).
Observe that ®;, j = 1,2 solve the Volterra integral equations

T

(I)j<x7t7k> = (I)Oj(xﬂt7k) + / ¢Oj(x7t>k)(1)6j1(y>t7k)[(Q - QOj)(y7t)]q)j(yut7k) dy. (2'14>

(—1)ioco
In what follows (9 denotes the i-th column of a matrix .

Proposition 2.1 (analyticity). The column ugl) is analytic in CT \ Xy with a jump across 3.

The column ,qu) is analytic in CT \ X with a jump across Ya. The column ,u§2) is analytic in

C~\ X1 with a jump across 31. The column ,ugl) is analytic in C~ \ Yo with a jump across Xa.

Proof. The first and second columns of (2.13) involve the exponentials e =% (F)(¥=2) and ¢lX: (k) (y—2)
§i) are determined by the sign of
Im X;. For example, since the Volterra equation of ugl) involves the exponential e~2X1(F)(y—2)
pgl) is defined and analytic in the domain C* \ ¥; where Im X7 (k) > 0. O

respectively. Hence the domains of definition of the columns p
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For k € ¥4 U X, one can define the 2 x 2 matrices p;+ as solutions of (2.13) with N;, X;, Q;,
and ®¢; replaced by N+, X+, Q4+, and Ppj4, respectively. We also define

D (x,t, k) = pjx (2, t, k)Xot (R2=ix (k)os

The symmetry properties of Nju, X;x, Q,1, and ®g,+ imply that u; and ®; also satisfy (2.3).

For k € R, ®y(x,t, k) and P4 (z, ¢, k) are related by a scattering matrix S(k), which is independent
of (z,t) and has determinant 1. The symmetry (2.3) implies that S(k) has the same matrix structure
as in the case of zero background:

Oy (x,t, k) = By (2,t,k)S(k), kER, k+# By, B,
a*(k)  b(k) (2.15)
Stk = (—b*(k) a(k)) '

By Proposition 2.1, a(k) and a*(k) are analytic in C* \ (X; UX5) and C™ \ (21 U X2), respectively,
with jumps across ¥1 U Xy. Moreover, a(k) =1+ O(1/k) as k — oo in CT and b(k) = O(1/k) as
k — oo for k € R. Setting t = 0 in (2.15), it follows that a(k) and b(k) are determined by go(z).

2.5. The basic RH problem. As in the case of zero background, the analytic and asymptotic
properties of @, suggest that we introduce the 2 x 2 matrix-valued function m(z,t, k) by

(1) o
D @;2) e(1k£+21k2t)03’ ke (C-l—,

m(x,t, k) = (2.16)

a
1) o ikz+2ik2t -
oy 2 elikz+2ik"t)os L c C—

and that we characterize m(z,t, k) as the solution of a RH problem whose data are uniquely
determined by go(z). Since ®; and P, satisty (2.3), so does m.

Es Es

_ L
S ]

Es E»

Yo

FIGURE 2.1. The contour ¥ = R U X; U X5 for the basic RH problem in the
rarefaction case (left) and shock case (right).

For simplicity, we make the following “no soliton” assumption:
Assumption. We assume that a(k) # 0 for k € CTUR, k # Ey, Es.

For the behavior of a(k) at the end points of X1 and Yo, see Section 2.5.5 below.
The function m satisfies the following conditions which will be part of the basic RH problem:

m(z,t,-) € I + E*(C\ ), (2.17)
my(z,t, k) =m_(z,t,k)J(x,t, k) forae ke, )
where ¥ := RU X; U ¥ and
J(z,t,k) = Cf(ikr+2ik2t)03Jo(k)e(ikz+2ik2t)ag (2.17h)

for some matrix Jo(k) yet to be specified. Since m obeys (2.3), the matrices J and Jy satisfy the
symmetries (2.2). Our next goal is to determine Jo(k) on each part of the contour X.
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2.5.1. Jump across R. Introduce the reflection coefficient (k) by

_ (k)
r(k) = o)’

k € R, k‘#Bl,BQ. (218)

The scattering relation (2.15) can be rewritten as a jump condition.

Lemma 2.2. For k e R, Jy = Jy(k) is given by

_f14rr o\ (1 ¥ 1 0
o= (Y (Y (), ke kb e

2.5.2. Jumps across 1 and 9. When determining the jump of m(z,t, k) across 31 and Xg, two
cases are to be distinguished.

1. 21 n 22 % (Z), ie. Bl = BQ.
2. 21 n 22 = (Z), i.e. Bl 7é B2.

As already noticed, the first case has attracted more attention in the literature, see [4—6, 16].
Henceforth, we therefore only consider the second case, that is, the case By # Bs.

1 ieid)l
<() aila*> , ke¥inNC,

Lemma 2.3. Suppose By # By. Then

1 0
(ie—i¢1 1) , keXin (C+,

Jo = Ea}ei o Jo = @ (2.20)
ot , keX,nCH, aZ ) key -
0 ot ) ’ A R ©

Proof. For k € ¥; U X, introduce the solutions =;(x,t, k), j = 1,2 of the integral equations
Ej (:ZZ, t, k’) =

=I+/( y Do; (. 8, k)P (y,, k) [(Q — Qoj) (y, )] 25 (y, t, k) Doy (y, £, k) By (8, k)dy.
—1)ioo

For each fixed (y,t), the function ®g;(x, ¢, k)<I>aj1 (y,t,k) is a solution of the z-part (2.7a) with ¢
replaced by go;. Since this solution equals the identity matrix at = y and the matrix U in (2.7a)
is a polynomial in k, we conclude that ®o;(z,¢, k)@(jjl(gh t, k) is an entire function of k, well defined
for k € ¥1 U Xy. Thus, ®;+ and E;®P;+ solve the same integral equation for k € ¥;, and ®; and
Z,®g; solve the same integral equation for k € Xj, j’ # j. Hence, ®14(x,t, k) and P4 (x,t, k) can
be written as follows for k € 31 U Xo:

D1y =Z1Pg1+ and Dy = ZoPo, ke Xy, (2.21a)
Doy =Z9Pper and @y = =Dy, k€ Xo. (2.21b)
Next, introduce the scattering matrices Sy (k) on X1 U Xo:
Doy (x,t, k) = Oy (x,t, k)SL(k), k € Yo, (2.22a)
Dy (x,t, k) = D14 (z,t, k) St (k), ke ¥. (2.22b)

Notice that det Sy (k) = 1. Let us consider the two cases k € X5 and k € ¥ separately.
(1) For k € ¥y, we use (2.22a) and (2.21b) to write Sy (k) = &7 (2,1, k)Za(2, t, k) Poos (, ¢, k).
Setting x = t = 0 we have Sy (k) = Pa(k)Nox(k), with Py(k) = ®71(0,0,k)Z2(0,0, k). Hence,
using (2.11),
S.)=s ([ 0, kex (2.23)

P e 0 )0 - '
In particular,

512+ = i€i¢2 Sn_, S22+ = iei¢2 Sgl_. (224)
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By (2.16) the jump relation across o N CT reads as follows for x =t = 0:

<I>(1) @)\ _ @(1) (2)> Z; Co
(22 o) = (2 o) o

a—

for some function cg = co(k). Thus

2 2
cI)éjB B <I>§,) __C (I)(l)
a; a_  aya_

Let us calculate cy. From the scattering relation (2.22a) we have

) = 5155 01 4 55,0 0, (2.25)
Since det ®; = 1 we thus have det (tl)gl) fbg) = So9. Since a == (P Py)20 (see (2.15)), we also
have det (@gl) <I>§2i)) = a4. Therefore,

Soor =ax, keXyNCT. (2.26)
From (2.25) and (2.26) we obtain

<I>§2+) B ol <S12+ B 512—) o
=

a4 a_ SQQ+ 522_
Using (2.24) and the fact that det S_ =1 we have
S+ Si2- it S11-S22— — S12-521— _ ielf2
Soor S Sa4+ S22 aya_

and thus ¢y = iel®2.
(2) For k € 1, we use (2.22b) and (2.21a) to write Si (k) = &5 (v,t, k)=] (=, t, k) Po(z, t, k).
Setting # = ¢ = 0, this relation reads S+ (k) = (Ny+(k)) ™" Py (k) with Py (k) := Z7(0,0, k)®5(0, 0, k).
Hence, by (2.11),
FalP1
§-83t = (Vi) Niy = <ieoi¢1 leo¢ > ’
so we have

0 ieif
S_ (k) - iefi‘;sl 0 S+(l€), k' € 21. (227)

In particular,
So1_ = ie_1¢1511+, Soo_ = ie_1¢1512+, ke . (2.28)
By (2.16) the jump relation across ¥; N C* has the form

(3 )= (32 o) (o, )

for some function ¢; = ¢1(k). Thus,

M oM
Bt & R S 01(1’52)-
ay a_
On the other hand, from the scattering relation (2.22b) and det S1 = 1, we get
oY) = Sy @8 — Sy11 0%, (2.29)

Since det @5 = 1, this relation gives det (@g ¢>§2)) = Sa21. Since det (@ﬁ{@ <I>é2)) = ay we get

Soor = a4+, keXiN ct. (2.30)
By (2.30) and (2.29),

a4 a_

‘I’glﬁ ¢§1_) _ (521— B 521+> 3@
Saa— Saoy .
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As above, using (2.28) and the fact that det S; = 1, we arrive at

Sor— Sorq deTin

522_ 522+ aya—

i

. The expressions for k € £; N C~ follow from the symmetry (2.3). O

and thus ¢; =

2.5.3. Jumps across 31 and Yo when a and b have analytic continuation. The analytic properties
of the eigenfunctions and spectral functions discussed in sections 2.4, 2.5.1, and 2.5.2 are satisfied
if the initial data go(x) approach the backgrounds in such a way that the difference is integrable
(in L'(£00,0)), see (1.2) and (1.3). However, in the remainder of the paper, we make the following
assumption on ¢qq for simplicity.

Assumption (on gp and B;). Henceforth, we will assume that By # Bs, that gy is smooth and
that

A i¢1 72131I < _C
e :{ e-e » ’ (2.31)

Agelt2e=2%B22 0 5 (O
for some C' > 0, i.e., that go(z) = go1(x,0) for z < —C and qo(z) = qo2(z,0) for z > C.
Then, a(k) and b(k) are both analytic in C\ (X7 U 33), and the scattering matrices Sy = S (k)
on Y7 U Xy can be written as
Sy = (_ai bi) . (2.32)

+ O+

Accordingly, the relations (2.23) and (2.27) between Sy and S_ imply relations amongst a4 (k)
and by (k):

— _jeidip_ — _jeibap
d = e C ke, Gr= 7070 p e, (2.33)
by = —iel%1a_, b, =iel®2a*,
Moreover, in this case, using that det S_ =1,
k k fo 1% kes 2.34
T+()—T—()—m7 € 2, (2.34)
Fo (k) — 7o (k fe'?2 kes 2.35
T+( )77‘—( ) a+(k‘)a,(k’)’ € 2o, ( . )
where
b* (k) - b(k)
r(k) = 7(k) = —%, (2.36)
a(k)’ a(k)
so that the jump matrix Jo = Jy(k) can be written as follows for k € ¥; U Xs:
( > keXin (C+,
ry —Tr—
Jo = . (2.37)
<0+ (P =7 )a+a> , keT,nCH
and

(1 > keX, NnC—,
0

Jo = (2.38)
( , keXanC.

—T+ a+a7

o

| *

S]

+*



NLS WITH STEP-LIKE OSCILLATING BACKGROUND: LONG-TIME ASYMPTOTICS

11

2.5.4. Behavior at infinity. Since qq is smooth, then, as for the problem with zero background

[18, Part one, Chapter I, §6],

a(k) =1+0(k™"), ke CTUR, k— oo,

b(k) = O(k™1), k € R, k — oc.
Thus,

r(k) = O(k™1), k €R, k — oc.

Lemma 2.4. Under assumption (2.31) on qo,

eA4CIIm k| e4CIm k|

a(k):1+0( . ) and b(k):O( . ) keC, k- oo

Moreover,
e4C Im k

r(k) =0 (£5™), keCtUR, k- .

Proof. We first estimate ®4(z,0, k). Introduce
Py (2, k) = P17 P (2,0, k), Doy (2, k) = P12 @, (2,0, k),

(2.39)

(2.40)

(2.41)

Gr(r,k) = Nu(R)e MO NA k), Qu(a) = P3(Q(r,0) — Qoa(a, 0))e™ P77,

Then, under assumption (2.31), the integral equation (2.13) can be written for ¢ = 0 as a Volterra

integral equation for ®:
By (2, k) = oy (2, ) + / G ( — 3, )01 ()1 (. Ry,
—-c

or, in operator form,
D) = Py + K191,
where K is an integral operator acting on C(R) as follows:

T Gi(x — ,k ) d , T > —C,
(Ko f)e) = Lo G =0 DQi)f )y .
0, otherwise.
Let || || denote some 2 x 2 matrix norm and g := |Im X;(k)|. We have the estimate

|Gi(7, k)| < De7, 720
for some positive constant D. Moreover, from (2.10), enlarging D if necessary, we get

DemC —C <z <0,

o1 (2, k)| < Detrl*l <
o1, D) < {D R

provided k is far from E; and E;. Equation (2.42) can be solved by the Neumann series

[e.e]
b, = Z Kn'®,.
n=0
We will now prove the estimate
L
n!

where p;(z) = fchQl(y)de For n =1 and —C < z < 0 we indeed have
151 Pos (a2, k)| < / D=9 Qq (y)|| Dt € < D2t 52D, (x).
o]
Moreover, for x > 0,
0 T
[Krdor(a, k)] < [ DGy )| Do Cdy+ [ Do | u () | Der ey
—-c 0

< D2€y1(m+2C)p1 (.CE)

(2.42)

(2.43)

(2.44)
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Thus, we are done for n = 1. Then, using (2.44) for n — 1 we get the estimate for n:
| K1 (K (1) ) | < / 1G1 (@ = 9, W) IIQu )T bor (k) dy

—1
D pi(z—y) D"e ul(y—i-QC)pl (y)
/ e (1) iy

_ Dn+1e,u1(£+20)p1 (.13) )

n!

Hence, the solution ®; of (2.42) satisfies |®; (z, k)| < DePPr(#)em (#+2C) for 4 > —C, and thus

[@1(z,0,k)|| < DePPr@em@+20) = 4 5 0, (2.45a)
Since det ®; = 1 we have the same estimate for ||®; " (x,0, k)||. Similarly, we get the estimate

[@2(x, 0, k)|| < DePPe@en2(2C=2) = 4 < O (2.45b)
where ps(z f |Q2(y)||dy and po == [Im X5 (k)|. Now, setting z =t = 0 in (2.15) and using
(2.45) we arrive at the estimates

la(k)| < De*C*,  |b(k)| < De'“*, kecC, (2.46)

where g == max(p1, p2) = [Imk| 4+ O (%) Further, taking into account the estimates
Gl(T, k) _ e—iX1(k)T<73 +0 (e“kl7> , k — oo,
Dy (z, k) = e X1(Kees L O (L:M) .k — o0,

one can estimate (K1®o;)(xz, k) for z > —C as follows:

(K1901) (2, k) :/

—-C

T
eu(r+2c)

ein(k)(yfa:)UsQl(y)e*in( )uosdy +0 ( ) , k — oo.

Since Ql is off-diagonal, integrating by parts in the integral produces a factor % ~ %, then, the
eH1(z+20)

total estimate for (K1®o1)(z, k) takes the form O ( -

(i)l = (i)(]l + ZZOZI Kf’(i)()l, we get

). Hence, writing the series (2.43) as

®1(2,0,k) = @ou(2,0,k) + 0 (L2572 ) |k oo,
By similar arguments,
By (2,0, k) = Do (2,0, k) + O (#) k= oo
Using these estimates at z = 0 we get
71(0,0,k)02(0,0,k) = (1+0 (4) +0 (£°)) (1+0 (}) + 0 (<52)) = 1+ 0 (£5+).

Thus, estimates (2.46) can be improved to

(k)—1+0( “+1), b(k)zo(e“c%} k — oo.

This proves (2.40). Using (2.39), the estimate (2.41) follows. O

2.5.5. Behavior at the ends of X1 and Xo. We have shown (see (2.21) and (2.22) in the proof of
Lemma 2.3) that the scattering matrices on ¥; and X5 can be represented as follows:

o for k € 5o, Sc(k) = Py(k)e 7 Exp (ke *"’%203, Where Py(k) = ®71(0,0,k)Z2(0,0, k) is non-
singular at k = Fy and k = Ey with det Py(k) =

igg

o for k € Xy, Si(k) = e 2 E (ke _7"5P( ) here Py (k) == E71(0,0,k)®5(0,0, k) is non-
singular at k = F; and k = E; with det P, (k) =
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Under assumption (2.31), the integral equations determining ®; and Z;, j = 1,2 involve integration
over finite intervals and thus the functions P;(k) are analytic in C\ (37 U X2) whereas the Z; are
entire functions. Moreover, ®1, and thus P, is analytic in a vicinity of Fs, and ®5, and thus P, is
analytic in a vicinity of E;. Consequently, S(k) = (_ab*(éck)) ZEZ%) is analytic in C\ (31 U X5), and
the behavior of its entries near E; and E; is determined by the behavior of v;(k) involved in &;(k).

Namely, for k in a vicinity of Es, the representation S(k) = P, (k)eh%"%'g(k)e*Kﬁ%"3 implies
1 1/2(]{3) ;
k) = s— Py(k))21€'%* + (Py(k))22) -
ok) = 2o 5 ((P2(k)21€ + (Py(k))22)
Thus we have two possibilities:
(i) (generic case) if (Py(E2))2a — (P2(E2))21€%2 # 0 then

a(k) = cg(k — B2) ™% + O((k — E2)%),

where ¢; = §(Ey — E2)1 ((P2(E2))22 — (P2(E2))21€92) # 0;
(ii) (virtual level case) if (P2(Es3))22 — (P2(E2))21€'%? = 0 then
a(k) = cv(k — By)7 + O((k — Ea)*),
where ¢y = (Ey — F2) 77 (P3(E3))a # 0 (the latter inequality is due to det Py = 1).
Similarly for k near Fj.

In the same way, the Jost solutions ®;, j = 1,2 also inherit from v; their singularities at k = E;
and k = Ej, see Proposition 2.5 below. Consequently, the singularities (if any) of the entries of
m(z,t,k), defined by (2.16), at k = E; or E; are, generically, all of order at most |k — Ej\_i or
|k — Ej|*i.

In the case with virtual level at k = E;, m") can have a stronger singularity, of order |k — Ey |_%
at k = By (then m® has a singularity of order |k — E1|~2 at k = E). If this is the case, then
introducing m = mv{?, where v (k) is defined by (2.9), reduces the order of singularities to —%
and also makes the jump matrix (for m) bounded at k = Fy and k = F;. Indeed, by (2.20) the (21)
entry of the jump matrix for 7/ near k = F; involves ie 1%t X2+¥1= which is bounded at k = F;.

ajya_

(= (Pa(k))21€'% + (Pa(k))22) +

Remark. Under our assumptions, the possible singularities of m(x, ¢, k) (or m, in the virtual level
case), constructed from the Jost solutions, at the end points of ¥; and ¥, are sufficiently weak to
make it possible to proceed with the L? setting for the RH problem. This is in contrast with other
settings of problems with nonzero boundary conditions, e.g., with the case considered in [2], where
B; = By =: B (and A; = Ay =: A), where a stronger singularity at E := B + iA (taking the RH
problem out of the L? setting) may correspond to soliton-like structures like rogue waves.
Remark. It is possible to control the behavior of the Jost solutions and the spectral functions
at the end points of ¥; and Y5 under much weaker assumptions on the behavior of go(z) than
(2.31), with the same results concerning the singularities. Actually, this can be done assuming
that z(qo(z) — qo;()) is in L'(0,(—1)700). More precisely, we have the following result whose
proof is an easy adaptation to the focusing NLS equation of an argument presented in [19] for the
defocusing NLS equation.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose that (1+|z])[(go—qo1)(x)] € L*((—00,0]). Fizz € R and € € (0,Im Ey).
Let B(Ey) and B.(E}) be the disks of radius ¢ centered at Ey and Ey, respectively. The Jost
function ®, satisfies the following estimates for k near the branch points E, and E\ :

(1) _ —1/4
y Uy >~ 1 ) € ) .
|21 (2,0,k)| < Clk — Ei| k€ BJ(E1)\ 2y (2.47a)
10(2,0,k)| < Clk — 1|74, ke B(Ey)\ 2. (2.47b)

Proof. Let x € R be arbitrary and n(z, k) := u(ll) (2,0, k). The first column of the Volterra equation
(2.13) for pq evaluated at ¢ = 0 reads

) =mla) + [ B RQ — Qo). Oy, k), (2.48)
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where no(z, k) == e*iBl"w‘q’Nl(l)(k) and
E(:I?, Y, k) = ein(k)(a:—y) (pOl (1’, Ou k)q)all (yu 07 k)
Using (2.10), we get that
Bz, y, k) = '3 70e TP B (g, y, kel Prioe 5 oo
where
F(x,y,k) = ei(w—y)Xl(k)gl(k)e—i(w—y)X1(k)0351 (k)_l.
Fix € € (0,Im E;). We will show that
|E(z,y, k)| <C(l+|r—y|]), —oco<y<z keDB(E)\Z. (2.49)
Since we have F(z,y,k) = f(x — y, k) with
Fla k) = Ex(k)err OUo0 g (k)=

the estimate (2.49) will follow if we can show that

|f(z, k)| < C(+x), x>0, ke B(E)\X:. (2.50)
Differentiating f with respect to x, we obtain
o2 X1 (k) X1(k) — k+ By —iA
folz, k) = ( iA, Xi(k)+k—Bi )" (2.51)
Hence, using that [e2#X1(®)| <1 for z > 0 and k € C*\ £1, we get
|fo(z, k)| < C, x>0, keB(E1)\ZZ:. (2.52)

Since f(z,k) =1+ [; fo(y,k)dy, the estimate (2.50) follows.

Using the estimate (2.49) of E, the solution of the Volterra equation (2.48) can be constructed
in the standard way. Let K (x,y, k) = E(z,y, k)[(Q — Qo1)(y,0)] and define 7, (z, k) for any integer
n > 1 by

nn(z, k) ::/ (H K(xﬂ_l,xi,k))n (z1,k)dzy - - - dzp. (2.53)
001 <Ly <Tpy1=2 i=1

Let z € R be fixed. Since no(x1,k) =€~ - "3)e*11131”35(1)( k)=0(k—E)) Y% ask — E;

uniformly for z; € R, we find, using (2.49)

< . e
|77n(x7 k>| - /OO<’I‘1< Lxy<Tpi1= ’I'(H xl+1’x“ k>|) ‘T]O(wl, k>|dx1 dxn

n

|
< o0——=na C(1+ |zit1 — z:)(Q — Qo1)(w4,0)| )day - - - day,
|k - E1‘1/4 —oo<x1 <Lz <Tpp1=2 (rL];Il i )

n

C
SWI/ o (HC’ 1+ |z — 2 ) (Q — Qo1) (s, )|)dx1-~d;z:n

L, <Tpy1=x i=1

¢ O+ Q= Qo)+, 071 (—coa
ST l ’

Hence the Neumann series

ke BE(El) \ Y.

o0
= Z 77n($7 k)
n=0
converges, and its sum, which solves the Volterra equation (2.48), can be estimated as follows:

> < O (14| - D@~ Qo) (-, 0) 24 (e
|n<x,k>|§n§=jomn<z7k>|<‘k E|1/4Z -

O D@ Qe Ol (oo <
k— E,|1/4 Ik — By|1/4
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uniformly for k € B.(E1) \ £;. Recalling that n = u(ll), where p; is related to ®; via (2.12), we
have |<I>§1)(x, 0,k)| = e® ™ X1(R)|p(z, k)|, and this proves (2.47a). The estimate (2.47b) follows in
the same way using that no(x1,k) = O((k — E1)~Y/*) as k — Ej. O

2.5.6. Spectral functions for pure step initial conditions. For pure step initial conditions, i.e.,

{Alei%e_mBlz, z <0,

. . 2.54
Agel?2e72B22 25 ), ( )

qo(x) =

the spectral functions can be calculated explicitly. In this case, (2.15) evaluated at x =t = 0 gives

509 = (00 o) = N BN = o F e e E (e

where ¢ := ¢1 — ¢p2. Thus a = a(k) and b = b(k) are explicitly given by
a=— [—e_iq5 (1/1 - 1/1_1) (1/2 — V2_1) + (1/1 + 1/1_1) (VQ + y2_1)] ,

b= 1 [ei(ﬁ2 (1/1 + 1/1_1) (VQ - V2_1) — el (1/1 — 1/1_1) (VQ + Vz_l)] ,
where v; = v;(k), j = 1,2 are given by (2.9).

2.5.7. Summary. The basic RH problem is the RH problem defined by (2.17) with jump Jy given
by (2.19) and (2.20), and complemented by the condition that the possible singularities at the end
points of ¥; and X9 are of order at most |k — Ej|*i or |k — Ej|*i. The latter condition implies
that the L2-theory is applicable for the underlying RH problem. In particular, since we assumed
that a(k) # 0 for all k € CT (except, possibly, for k = Ej, see Section 2.5.5), the solution of this
problem is unique.

Recall that the scattering data a(k), b(k), and r(k) are uniquely determined by go(z).

Basic RH-problem. Given r(k) for k € R, a4 (k) and a_ (k) for k € ($1UX2)NCT, find m(z, ¢, k)
analytic in k € C\ ¥ that satisfies

(i) the jump condition (2.17) completed by (2.19) and (2.20),

(ii) the normalization condition m(z,t,k) — I as k — oo,

(iii) the condition that possible singularities at the end points of 3 and X5 are of order at most

|k — E;|% or |k — Ej| 3.

Proposition 2.6. Let m(z,t, k) be the solution of the basic RH problem. Then, the solution q(x,t)
of the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) is given by

q(z,t) = 2i lim kmqo(z,t, k).
k— o0

3. ASYMPTOTICS: THE PLANE WAVE REGION

3.1. Preliminaries. The representation of the solution of the Cauchy problem for a nonlinear
integrable equation in terms of the solution of an associated RH problem makes it possible to
analyze the long-time asymptotics via the Deift—Zhou steepest descent method. Originally, this
method was proposed for problems with zero background [15]. Its adaptation to problems with
nonzero background has required the development of the so-called g-function mechanism [14]. This
mechanism is relevant when some entries of the jump matrix grow exponentially or oscillate as
t — +oo.
The general idea consists in replacing the original “phase function”

in the jump matrix (see (2.17b))
J(g';7 t, k;) — e*ite(g’k)ff?,Jo(k)eiw(.f,k)ag

by another analytic (up to jumps across certain arcs) function g(&, k) chosen in such a way
that, after appropriate triangular factorizations of the jump matrices and associated redefinitions
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Im# <0 Imé >0 By Im# <0 Imé >0 E»
1 E; 1 E;
1 1
1 1
1 Yo D 1 D DN
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————— o Ry S S —— 0 O . Ny - e -
_£& B2 B] _& B] B2
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3 Ey Ey ¢
Im6# >0 Im# <0 P, Im6# >0
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FIGURE 3.1. Signature table of Im6(&, k) for £ > 0: rarefaction (left), shock
(right)

(“deformations”) of the original RH problem, the jumps containing, originally, exponentially growing
entries, become (piecewise) constant matrices (independent of k, but dependent, in general, on x
and t) of special structure whereas the other jumps decay exponentially to the identity matrix.
The structure of the “limiting” RH problem is such that the problem can be solved explicitly in
terms of Riemann theta functions and Abel integrals on Riemann surfaces associated with the
limiting RH problem. For different ranges of the parameter £ = x/t, different Riemann surfaces
(with different genera) may appear [6,8, 11].

According to the values of the parameters A;, Bj;, there are different scenarios. Each of them is
characterized by the set of appropriate g-functions that we are led to introduce to perform the
asymptotic analysis. All these g-functions have two properties in common:

(i) the symmetry g = g*,
(ii) the asymptotics
g (k) =0(6k)+0(k™?) =4k +£+0(k™2), k— oo, (3.2)
where ¢’ and 0’ denote the derivatives of g and 6 with respect to k.
These properties imply that the level set Im g(€, k) = 0 has two infinite branches: the real axis
and another branch which asymptotes to the vertical line Re k = —£/4. In what follows the term

“infinite branch” always refers to this last branch and we call the intersection points of the real axis
with the other branches of the level set Im g = 0 “real zeros” of Im g.

Remark. There are different conventions in the literature for the definition of a g-function. In many
references, it is the function g = %(9 — g) that is referred to as the g-function.

3.2. Asymptotics for large |£|: Plane waves. A common fact concerning the long-time asymp-
totics (that holds for any relationships amongst B; and A;) for problems with backgrounds satisfying
(1.2) is that for £ < Cy and for £ > Cs, with some C; that can be expressed in terms of B; and Aj,
the solution asymptotes to the corresponding plane waves, with additional phase factors depending
on &. See Figure 3.3.

Indeed, the “signature table” (the distribution of signs of Im #(&, k) in the k-plane) shows that
J(&, k) contains exponentially growing entries if |£] > 0. More precisely, for £ < 0, the jump across
¥ is growing whereas the jump across the complementary arc Xs is bounded, and for £ > 0, the
jump across ¥ is growing whereas the jump across the complementary arc ¥, is bounded (see
Figure 3.1). For such values of ¢, we introduce the g-functions

9; (&, k) = Q;(k) + £X;(k), (3.3)
with j =1 for £ < 0 and j = 2 for £ > 0. These g-functions satisfy the above properties g = g*
and (3.2). Thus, besides R, the level set Im g; = 0 has another infinite branch asymptotic to the
line Rek = —%. It also has a finite branch 3; connecting E; and E; (see Figure 3.2).
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Imgs > Imgs <0 ® E, Imgs > Imgs <0 E, 7
Ez EZ

FIGURE 3.2. Signature table of Im go(, k) for £ > 0: rarefaction (left), shock
(right)

Remark. Here and below, the division of the complex k-plane into the regions where Im g > 0 and
Im g < 0 depends on the chosen branch cuts for the square roots involved in the definition of the
corresponding g-function. In particular, here the cut for g; (i.e., for ; and X;) connecting E; and
Ej is the line segment (E;, E;).

We consider m(!) defined by

mW (z,t, k) = e719 O (g ¢, k)elt(9:(ER) =0 M)

where j is as above and gj(.o)(f) =w; —EBj = A? — 2B.72' — ¢B; is defined in such a way that

g; (6 k) =2k + ¢k + g7 () + O(k™), k — oo. (3.4)

J

In terms of m(Y), the jump relation becomes

m(x, t, k) = mD (@, 6, k) TV (z,t,k), ke
For & > 0, the jump J™M)(z,t, k) decays to the identity matrix I as t — 400 for k € ¥;, whereas
for k € ¥ N C* we have (taking into account (2.33) and (2.36))

a’—%eit(gﬂ(g’k)_g?—@’k” jei®2 )

1) — | a+
J (Qf,t,k) = < 0 ‘1+E’de—it(92+(§7k‘)—92—(5716'))

- 1 0N/ 0 i 1 0
T\ (k)e?ite- (k) 1 ) \jemiP2 0 7y (k)e?itoz+(&k) 1 )

and similarly for k£ € 3o N C~. The triangular factors above can be absorbed into a transformed
RH problem when “making lenses” (see [6,8,11] for details), which finally leads to two model RH
problems (j = 1,2) of the form (2.11):

mmod—j c [+E2((C\27),

od. i od. i 0 iel% (3.5)
(k) = m I <¢ . ) ke,

which apply for (—1)7¢ > 0 and are explicitly solvable. Returning to m(z,t, k), one obtains the
large t asymptotics for

q(z,t) = 2i lim kmqs(z,t, k)

k—o0
in the form

qlz,t) = Aje—ziBja:+21wjt+i¢j(f) + O(t_%), (_1)1'5 >0, j=1,2, (3.6)
where 1 (—00) = ¢1 and 2(+00) = ¢s.



18 A. BOUTET DE MONVEL, J. LENELLS, AND D. SHEPELSKY

t E=0C,

&<y &> Oy
plane wave plane wave
genus 0 genus 0

0 xT

FIGURE 3.3. The large |¢| sectors

3.3. Asymptotics in other domains. The g-function presented above is inappropriate in the
region between the plane wave sectors £ < C7 and £ > Cs. The asymptotic picture in this region is
sharply different for the two cases

e B > By, rarefaction case,
e B < Bsy, shock case.

In the following two sections, we study these two cases separately.

4. ASYMPTOTICS: THE RAREFACTION CASE

In the rarefaction case B; > Bs, the asymptotic picture does not qualitatively depend on the
values of the amplitudes A; and A5 and is actually a doubling of that found in the case where one
of the backgrounds is zero, see [8]. The asymptotic picture in the half-plane ¢ > 0 consists of five
sectors: two modulated plane wave sectors, a slow decay sector, and two modulated elliptic wave
sectors (also known as transition regions). See Figure 4.1.

§=—41B; t E=—4B,
slow decay
O(t71 /2)
£=a i
elliptic wave elliptic wave
genus 1 genus 1
plane wave plane wave
genus 0 genus 0
4 a7
C1 = —4B; — 424, 0 Cy = —4Bs + 4124,

FIGURE 4.1. The different sectors in the rarefaction case

4.1. Plane waves: £ < —4B; — 4v/2A, and & > —4B; + 4v/2A,. We already know that
the asymptotics has the form of plane waves for £ < Cy and £ > Cj, see section 3.2. Here C; and
Cy are given by the same expressions as when one of the backgrounds is zero [8]:

Cy = —4B; — 4V2A;, Co = —4By + 4v/24,.
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Indeed, suppose first that £ > 0. Let g = g2(&, k) be the plane wave g-function given by (3.3) and
let ¢’ be its derivative with respect to k. In this case,

(k — 11 (€)(k — pa(©)) W
V (k= E3)(k — E)
where 11; = 11;(€), j = 1,2, are the two self-intersections of the curve Im go(§, k) = 0:

=228 L e amye s - % - g + é\/(5+432)2 C 3242 (42)
Therefore, 7% < pp < p2 < Ba. As £ decreases, the infinite branch of Im g moves to the right
and ¢ remains an appropriate g-function until the infinite branch hits the finite branch, i.e., until
the zeros p1; and p2 merge, which happens at £ = {nerge = —4B82 + 4245 = Cs (see Figure 4.2).
This indicates the end of the right plane wave sector and that a new g-function is required for the
asymptotic analysis when & < Cy. A similar analysis for £ < 0 shows that C; = —4B; — 4v/24,.

g k)=4

E2 E2
[ [
’ E, S, 7 E;
\ s,/ v
27
\ [
\ ; by % v/ ) P
\ ’l ‘:’
\ [l
B e e S el e e e ) e Tl el ]
_£ M1 M2 By B _ fnTg /"1,"\712 B- B1
4 1 1
1 AN [N
1 1
1 \\ 1 \\
\ E S E
) 1 » 1
EQ E2

FIGURE 4.2. Rarefaction: £ > &nerge (left), & = Emerge (right)

4.2. Elliptic waves: —4B; — 4v/2A; < £ < —4B; and —4B; < £ < —4B; + 4v/2A;. As
& decreases from Cs, a new g-function g = go is needed. The transition from the right plane wave
sector to the contiguous sector is reflected in the derivative ¢’ by the emergence of two complex
conjugate zeros  and [, and the merging of the two real zeros p; and jus into a single real zero pu:

(k — p()(k — BE)(k — A(E). (13)
vk = B2)(k = B2)(k = B€)(k = B))’
where the parameters p(§) and §(£) are subject to the conditions:

g k)=14

(i) Behavior at k = oo:
JER)=0(&k)+0(k™?) =4k +£+0(k72), k— oo (4.4)
(ii) Normalization:

/E2 dg = 0. (4.5)

E;
The existence of such a g-function can be proved using the arguments in [8, Section 4.3.1].
This new g-function is appropriate for the analysis of the long-time asymptotics in the sector
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£ € (—4By,—4Bs + 4\@142). Further deformations of the RH problem (see [8, Section 4.3]) lead to
the model RH problem:
mmod € [ 4 B2(C\ (51 UT)),

0 ieiDl$+iGlt+¢l
—iDjz—iGit—¢; 0 9 ke El, = ]., 2.

Thus, the leading term of the asymptotics is given in terms of modulated elliptic waves attached to
the genus 1 Riemann surface w? = (k — Es)(k — E2)(k — B(€))(k — B(€)) (see |8, Theorem 3|):
+ O(Bat + v2)
x,t) = Ag——"——==
=) 20(Bat + 72)
A similar analysis applies to the transition from the left plane wave sector to the contiguous sector
—4B; — 4V2A, < £ < —4B,.

(4.6)

mPed(k) = m™mod (k) (ie

eiugt + O(t_l/Q).

4.3. Slow decay: —4B; < £ < —4Bs3. As £ | —4Bs, the zero §(€) approaches Fs and u(€)
approaches —¢. As a result, at £ = —4Bs the derivative of the g-function g = §o takes the form

9'(& k) =4k + &= 0'(&, k).
This is consistent with the fact that for —4B; < £ < —4Bs, the original phase function 0(&, k) is

such that the off-diagonal entries of the jump matrices in the original RH problem (2.17) across both
arcs X7 and Xy decay (exponentially) to 0 as ¢ — 4+00. This suggests keeping g(&, k) = 6(, k) for

i
Es :
¢ i B,
Imé <0 : Imé# >0 °
22 : E1
1
————————————————— -4——————-4—————————————-4——————————————
B2 _§| Bl
4|
1
[}
Imé6 >0 { Imé <0 2
¢ | o
Es 1
1
I

FIGURE 4.3. Signature table of Im6(&, k) for —4B; < £ < —4B»

this range (see Figure 4.3), which implies that the asymptotics for £ € (—4B;, —4Bs) is essentially
the same as in the case of zero background, i.e., q(z,t) = O(t~/?) and this estimate can be made
more precise by detailing the main contribution from the critical point k = —£/4 € R (see [13]).

Proposition 4.1 (slow decay). For —4B; < £ < —4Bs, the long time asymptotics of q(x,t) has
the form of slow decaying oscillations of Zakharov—Manakov type:

t) = C(i%) ellcr(@trea(@)logttes(€)) 4 o(3=1/2) (4.7)

where the coefficients c;(§) are determined in terms of the spectral functions a(k) and b(k) associated
with the initial data q(x,0), see (4.14).

q(x,

Proof. The proof is similar to the analogous proof in the case of zero background [13]; it is based
on deformations of the original RH problem by “opening lenses” (from —oo to 7% and from 72 to
+00), which leads to a RH problem on a cross centered at k = —% with jump matrices decaying to

the identity matrix uniformly outside any vicinity of —%. A specific feature of the present case of
nonzero background is that one also needs to take care of the jumps across ¥; and ¥5. To deal
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with these jumps, we first introduce the function d(k) = d(&, k) which solves the scalar RH problem
relative to the contour ¥4 = (—o0, —%) U X with the jump condition d4 (k) = d_(k)Ja(k), where

1+]r?% ke (—o0, —%),

Jy = Z—;, kEEQﬂCJr, (48)
’+, kex,nC,

a‘_

and the normalization condition d(k) — 1 as k — oco. Its solution is given by the Cauchy integral

(k) = exp {1. / lg"”d} — do (k) (k) da(k),

2mi s—k
with
£
_ 1 [ log(1+ |r(s)”)
do(k‘)—exp{%/_oo ?ds 5
a_(s) 1 ajr(s)
1 [l log 05 ai(s) 1 [0 o8
dl(k) = exp %A sk ds y dg(k) = exp % / - ﬁds
The behavior of dy(k) as k — 7% is the same as in the case of zero background:
¢ iv(-£/4)
do(k) = <k + 4> eX(k),
where
1
v(=€/4) = —5-log (L+ [r(=¢/4)) € R
1 —£/4 )
x(k) = o log(k — s)d(1 + |r(s)]?) € iR.
On the other hand,
a_ (iT)
5 5 - a+(1‘r
dy <4 dsy ~1 = exp fIm P 5
Then, introducing m™M (z,t, k) = m(x,t,k)d(£, k)%, k € C\ ¥ we have
m(j)(x, t,k) = m(,l)(x,t, k)eit0(&k)as Jél)(k)eiw(f’k)”s, keXx, (4.9)

where the jump Jél) = d? Jod[?® has the form of either triangular matrices whose diagonal part
is the identity matrix (for k € ¥ U X3), or products of such matrices (for k € R):

1 r*d? 1 0
ke (=£/4
S [

1 0 * _

: D) ke (oo, —g/a),
T 1 0 1

+

I = 1 0 (4.10)
l;::j a2 1/ keXin CJr,
1 iel®2d,.d_
S ke S,nCT,
0 1
0'2:](51)*0'2, ke (21 U 22) NnC—.
The second transformation reduces the jump to the cross X¢, = U _1L; centered at k = _17 see

Figure 4.4. Introduce

m® (x,t,k) = mW (x,t, k)e HERTG()lt0(ERos (4.11)
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E
D3 Dl
1
[ ]
B,
Dy Dg o
By

FIGURE 4.4. Contour deformation for —4B; < £ < —4By

where G = G(k) is chosen as follows:

1 0
) keD )
—rd—? 1) !
1 —7 272
L N
0 1
G= 1 0 (4.12)
) keD )
,}:*a*Qd—Z 1> 4
1 * 72
b k € Ds,
0 1
1, k € Dy U Ds.
Recall that 7#(k) := %. Then
mf)(aﬁ,t, k) = m(f)(ac,t, ke it0(&k)os JéQ)(k:)eiw(é’k)”S, ke XUX, (4.13)

where Jé2) = G:lj(gl)G+ is as follows:

(1) For k € R, Jé2) = I by the very construction of G.
(2) For k € ¥; U Xy, we also have J(gz) = I. Indeed, it follows from (4.10) and (4.12) that for

kesinCt g% = (L9) with

in view of (2.34). Similarly, it follows from (4.8) and (2.35) that for k € ¥3NC™, J(gz) ="
with

. eld2
f=7_a’d® —Fyaldl +ie”d d_ =ara_dyd_ (F_ — iyt - ) =0.

Then, by symmetry, Jé2) =T also for k € (X UX)NC™.
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(3) For k € Zep,

1 0
, ke Ly,
rd 2 1 !

1 7a?d?
re s ke LQ,

o 1 0

, k€ Ls,
_f*a*Qd—Q 1) 3

1 —r*d?
" s ke Ly.

0 1

The RH problem for m(?) is the same as in the case of zero background (see [13]), the only difference
being an additional factor (depending on £ only) in the approximation

g iv(=¢/4) B 5
d(k) ~ (k + 4> XM -2

where
a_(it)

C(—£/4) ( 5/4)+11 /+0010ga+(i-r)d
- = x(— —1lm ——dar.
X X - ; .

It follows that the asymptotics of ¢(z,t) has the form (4.7) with co, ¢1, c2, and c3 given by

1/2
o(©) = (- 081+ -/ )

2
a(é) = %, (4.14)

e2(§) = —v(=¢/4),
¢s(§) = ~8log20(~¢/4) + T + arg D(iv(~€/4)) — argr(~€/4) — 24¥(~&/4).

4.4. Summary. In the rarefaction case there is only one asymptotic scenario.

Theorem 4.2 (rarefaction). Suppose By > Bs. The long-time asymptotics is then as follows.

(i) Plane wave region: £ < —4B;+4v2A; (j=1) and € > —4By+4v2 Ay (j = 2). The leading
term is a plane wave of constant amplitude:

ala,t) = Aje BB BT © L O@h), =12,

(ii) Elliptic wave region: —4B; —4v/2 A} < € < —4B; (j =1) and —4By < £ < —4By +4v/2 A,
(j =2). The leading term is a modulated elliptic wave:

7 OBt +75) e —1/2
q(z,t) = Aj et + Oft ,
(5.0 =4 OBt +7;) e
where all coefficients depend on §. Moreover, ©(z) = 2im(gTm*+m2) s the Jacobi theta

function with modular invariant 7 = 7(§) and Aj is of the order of A;.
(iii) Slow decay region: —4B; < & < —4Bs. The leading term is a modulated plane wave whose
amplitude is slowly decaying:

q(z,t) = L@)ei(cl(f)tﬂz(é) log t+e3(€) | o(4=1/2) = O(t~1/2).

: =
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5. ASYMPTOTICS: THE SHOCK CASE

The shock case By < Bs turns out to be much richer than the rarefaction case. There are several
asymptotic scenarios depending on the values of A;/(By — By) and As/(By — By), see Section 2.2.

Assumption. Henceforth, for simplicity, we assume we are in the symmetric shock case, i.e.,
A=A =A>0 and By=-B;=B>0. (51)
Asymptotic scenarios then depend only on the ratio A/B.

5.1. Plane waves: |£| > 0. As already seen in Section 3, and as in the rarefaction case, appro-
priate g-functions for |£| > 0 are still g;, j = 1,2 given by (3.3), and the asymptotics are plane
waves of type (3.6). The asymptotics is characterized by two properties:

(i) the infinite and finite branches of Im g;(§, k) = 0 defined by (3.3) cross the real axis at two

distinct points, uq(§) and ps(€), respectively;

(ii) the points Ey and Es are located on the same side from the infinite branch of Im g; (&, k) = 0.
As [€| decreases, the end of the plane wave asymptotic region is associated with the violation of
either (i) or (ii).

For large positive values of &, let g = g2(&, k) be the plane wave g-function given by (3.3). The
two real zeros p; = p1;(€), j = 1,2 of Img(&, k) are given by (see (4.2))

=2 S LVETABY B, = -4 LT IBE - BA,  (52)
and
Jer) - 4= m O = m(©) 53

V(k = Ep)(k — Es)
As £ decreases, the infinite branch of the curve Im g = 0 moves to the right. In contrast with

B E £, B
/] - /s
DI 31 Zz'/
Pt / P2} p%Y / D)
‘ [}
1 ]
———4———;— ————————————— b - — ) - - N A T
—% 1M B 12 |‘ By 75% B 121 By
,’ \ \
\ \
\ \
\ \
\1 \\
B B 2 E;

FIGURE 5.1. Shock, case 1, g, > &merge: € > &g, (left), € = &g, (right)

the rarefaction case where there was only one possibility, there are now three possibilities (see
Figures 5.1 and 5.2):

Case 1. The infinite branch hits E; and E; before the two real zeros w1 and po merge.

Case 2. The two real zeros p1 and ps merge before the infinite branch hits £ and Ej.

Case 3. The infinite branch hits F; and F; at the same time as the two real zeros p; and po merge.

Remark. To clearly see that the events listed in Cases 1 to 3 are the only events that signify the
ending of the plane wave sector, it is better to first deform the part 3; of the contour of the RH
problem which connects E; with E; into an arc ¥ = (Eq, Ey) which is located to the right of
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the infinite branch of Img = 0. Under assumption (2.31), this deformation can be made in a
particularly simple way, replacing the branch cut £1 by 3 in the definitions of X1(k), Q1(k), and
Ny (k), see (2.8)—(2.10). Then in all cases, the jump matrix on ¥ decays to the identity matrix as
t — 400 and thus does not contribute to the main asymptotic term. Consequently, the ending
of the plane wave sector related to the interaction of the infinite branch with the jump contour
connecting the branch points E; and Ej is as described in Cases 1 and 3 (but not with the moment
when the infinite branch touches the line segment ¥,).

The infinite branch hits E; and E; for £ = ¢ B, Where
€p, = 2(B+ /A2 + B2). (5.4)
On the other hand, the two real zeros of ¢’ merge for { = &mnerge Where
Emerge = 4(—B + V2A). (5.5)
Hence the infinite branch of Im g = 0 hits E; and E; before the zeros merge if £z, > Emerges 1€, if

A 2
— < =(2 2) ~ 1. .
5 <5 +3v2) ~ 1.7836

Thus:
e Case 1 occurs if % < 2(2+3v2),
e Case 2 occurs if % > 2(243v/2),

e Case 3 occurs for 4 = 2(2+ 3v/2).

2(
2

1 |
\ 1
1 1
1 \
\ Ey Ey VB Ey
1 \
\ ’ \ /
\ .7 W\ /
\ 5y, W\
\ B 722
\ ¥ 1 > H
\ ! 1
\ I Sil e o
\ 1
\ :_ 1
——— ) - —————————— - - - —— e - ————— e e - e - —— o - -
3 rﬂl By| M2 Bo morge| By| jH2 By
4 1 1
1 \ \
I \ “
[} \
] \ \
] \ 1 \
1 \ h .\
h \ ! \
] A ] \,
1 ¢ e 1® ¢
1 FEy Ey 1 B4 FEs
1 I
1 1
1 1
1 1

FIGURE 5.2. Shock, case 2, {merge > €By0 € > Emerge (left), & = Emerge (right)

Each of these cases signifies the ending of the plane wave sector, because the g-function gs(&, k)
from (3.3) stops to provide a signature table appropriate for subsequent deformations (see, e.g.,
[8,11] for details) and thus a more complicated g-function is required. In particular, Case 1 was
addressed in [11, Section 4], where a genus 2 region adjacent to the plane wave region was specified.
In [11], this region was characterized as the values of ¢ for which a system of nonlinear equations
[11, Egs. (4.12)—(4.15)] is solvable, giving the parameters of the asymptotics in this region. The
solvability issue for this system was not addressed in [11]. The value of £ separating the plane wave
sector from the genus 2 sector was given, in our notation, as the value for which p;(§) = —B, i.e.,
the value at which the infinite branch of Im g2 = 0 touches the vertical segment (FE7, El). This
value, which in our notation is 4B + %f, is strictly greater than the correct value {g, given by
(5.4). Also notice that the other two possibilities were not considered in [11]. One can show that in
Case 2, the asymptotics in the adjacent sector is given in terms of a genus 1 elliptic wave (here



26 A. BOUTET DE MONVEL, J. LENELLS, AND D. SHEPELSKY

the transition is similar to that occurring in the rarefaction case, see [8]), whereas in Case 3, the
asymptotics in the adjacent sector is given in terms of a genus 3 hyperelliptic wave.
A similar analysis applies to the left plane wave sector.

5.2. Asymptotics for small |£|. We next analyze the possible asymptotic scenarios in the
“middle” domain. The distribution of the asymptotic sectors is expected to be symmetric under
& — —¢, and thus special attention will be paid to the case ¢ = 0, i.e., to the asymptotics along
the t-axis.

] i
1 ]
1 I
1 1
1 1
1
Img<0 1 Img>0 Img <0 ,’ Img>0
N : 4 \ ! /
b)) X d / b)) b)) N l' / D)
L AN 1 R b t IR ; . R
\ L ] \ b’- -3 1
- . o) A STt U — s A B ——— - . o) [y =y — S E———
711 0) ~ " o(0) O A SRTTIEE iRl
— I \ 4 — \ \ 4
’ 1 \ ’ \ \
’ 1 \ ’ \ \
’ I \ ’ \ \
Img >0 : Img <0 Img >0 “ Img <0
1 \
1 [}
po(0) =0 1 1
11(0) = —/BZ — A2 1 1
12(0) = VB? — A7 : .

FIGURE 5.3. Signature table of Im g(&, k) in case A < B: £ =0 (left), 0 < £ < &
(right)

5.2.1. Case 4 <1 and [¢] < &. In [11, Section 3], the asymptotics in the sector {¢ : |¢| < &} (for
some &y > 0) was actually discussed under the assumption that the signature table of Im g for the
associated g-function was as in [11, Figure 3.3 (a)]; see also Figure 5.3 (right). In terms of the
derivative ¢’ = dg/dk of the associated g-function, it means that ¢’(£, k) has the form

(kb — p1(€))(k — po(€))(k — pa(§))
V(&= E)(k — B)(k — Ea)(k — Ea)’

where the branch cuts for ¢’ are 31 and 35 and u1(€) < po(€) < p2(€) are all real: they are the
self-intersection points of the curve Im g(&, k) = 0. In [11, Formula (3.27)] the associated g-function
is of the form f + 2G, with f(&, k) = 92(£/2,k), and G = O(1) as k — oo.

Let us check the validity of this assumption considering £ = 0. In this case, the symmetry
implies that 1o(0) = 0 whereas p2(0) = —p;1(0) > 0, and the signature table has the form indicated
in Figure 5.3 (left). Then, as k — oo, from (5.6) we have

g'(&k)=14

(5.6)

g (0,k) = 4k (1 + %[—;@(0) + B2 - A% + O(lc_?’)) . (5.7)
Comparing this with
g' (& k) =4k + €+ O(k?), (5.8)

which follows from (3.4) (we indeed have g = g2 + O(1) as k — 00), we obtain that
J2(0) = B? — A2,

which can only be valid in the case A < B (recall that p2(0) is real and nonzero).

The signature table for small enough |£| has a similar structure, see Figure 5.3 (right), and, as it
was shown in [11, Section 3|, a g-function with derivative of the form (5.6) is indeed suitable for
the asymptotic analysis in the sector |£| < &, leading to genus 1 asymptotics in this sector.

On the other hand, in the case A > B, the situation is different.
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5.2.2. Case % >1and £ =0.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that (5.1) holds with % > 1. Then, for £ =0 an appropriate g-function
has a deriwative of the form

g/<0,k’) =

4

k(K% + ad)

where ag = VA% — B2, generating genus 1 asymptotics for x = 0.

V(k = Ey)(k — B)(k — E)(k — Ea)’

(5.9)

Comment. The proof of Proposition 5.1 consists in performing the asymptotic analysis for £ = 0
using the g-function (5.9) and showing that it leads to genus 1 asymptotics, expressed in terms of
elliptic functions attached to the Riemann surface w? = (k — E1)(k — E1)(k — E2)(k — Es3). Details
will be given elsewhere.

NP
. T 9.9.9.9,8,0.9-9-9 4 $.¢.9-9.¢)
LN

.

Img >0

Img <0

>
Img<0
Img>0
aO:\/A27B2
(=0, A>B

B

+

~
~
~

1
1

1

1

1

1

L )
1 ~,
1

1

1

1

1

FIGURE 5.4. Signature table of Im ¢(0, k) in cases A = B (left) and A > B (right)

The signature tables are shown in Figure 5.4 in the cases

Img<0 =
Img >0
ag = VA% - B?
£=0, A>B

o

Img >0

B

A _1

2

(left) and 4 > 1 (right).

by
2 Img >0

FIGURE 5.5. Signature table of Im g(&, k) in case A > B: £ =0 (left), 0 < £ < &

(right)

5.2.3. Case % >1and 0<e < |£] <&. The form of the derivative of a g-function given by (5.9)
is unstable with respect to £. In particular, in the case A > B we have the following.
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Proposition 5.2. Assume that (5.1) holds with 4 > 1. Then, for all £ with € < || < &, for
some & > 0 and any € € (0,&), an appropriate g-function has a derivative of the following form,
generating genus 3 asymptotics (see Figure 5.5 (right)):

6,1 = 4= O =000k = SOk~ 5= B0) 5.0
where w® = (k — E1)(k — E1)(k — Ea)(k — Ea)(k — a(€))(k — a(€))(k — B(E))(k — B(€)). As & — 0,
a(§) and B(€) approach a(0) = B(0) = iag = iV A2 — B2. Here the branch cuts for ¢’ are ¥1, 3o,
(a, B), and (&, B).

Thus, the long-time asymptotics of ¢ is given in terms of hyperelliptic functions attached to
the genus 3 Riemann surface M = M (€) defined by w? = (k — Ey)(k — E1)(k — E2)(k — E2)(k —
a(§)(k — a(€))(k = B(&))(k = B(£))-

Comment. The proof of Proposition 5.2 relies on the solvability of a system of equations which
characterize genus 3 asymptotics (see [9]):

/dg—/ dg—/ dg =0, (5.11a)

kh—{go (jilk — 4k:) =&, hm k (k — 4k — §) (5.11b)
where (/15 denotes the differential on M given by dg on the upper sheet and —dg on the lower
sheet, and a1, ag, ag are certain paths on M. The definition (5.10) of ¢’ depends on five real
parameters a; = Rea, ag = Ima, 1 = Re 3, fo = Im 3, and p, and (5.11) is actually a system of
five equations. The proof of solvability reduces to the application of the implicit function theorem
for the vector function g(&) = {a1(§), a2(§), £1(£), B2(£), n(§)}. Details are given in [9].

Proposition 5.2 justifies the importance of studying the genus 3 sector as well as the merging
of a(€) and (&) characterizing a transition zone (smaller than any sector || < € for any € > 0)
connecting the axis & = 0, where the asymptotics is genus 1, to the genus 3 sector € < £ < &
(similarly for the negative values of £). Details are given in [10].

5.3. Overview of scenarios in the symmetric shock case. In this subsection, we describe
the five possible asymptotic scenarios that may arise in the symmetric shock case. The first three
scenarios correspond to Case 1, the fourth to Case 3, and the fifth to Case 2. There are two
“bifurcation values” of %: the first, % = %(2 +34/2), determines the three cases 1, 2, and 3, the
second, % = 1, determines the three subcases of Case 1. By symmetry, it is enough to consider
£>0.

5.3.1. Ist Scenario. This is the scenario developed by Buckingham and Venakides in [11].

OS§<§Q gzga §a<§<€E1 §:€E1 £>§E1
genus 1 genus 2 genus 0

residual region | «, & merge into | transition region | infinite branch | plane wave
a third real zero hits Eq, F; region

TABLE 5.1. 1st scenario: 0 < % < 1.

We are in Case 1. As & decreases from +o0o, the g-function g can be used to carry out the
asymptotic analysis until the infinite branch of Im go = 0 hits F; and Ej, i.e., as long as £ > g, .
For £ < €g,, a new g-function is needed, whose existence is established in Section 6. The derivative
of this g-function has two real zeros p; and ps, and two nonreal zeros a and @ which emerge from
E1 and El at g = €E1:

g'(& k)=

(k= m @)k — @)k —al@)k—aE)
V= B0k — Bk~ B2)(k - B)(k - a@) (k- a(©))
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Img >0 Img >0
LB o3 o B>
_____ TS S [ 17 S 7= S
El LBy E1 ‘B,
. Img <0 : Img <0
(A) §>¢&m (B) §=¢n
Img >0 Img >0
El‘ o ‘-Eg E]_o ',': '-EQ
............. [ 3 - e NHo=mpel
By O:Z\ “’E_‘2 En. ! ‘\\ VE,
‘3 Img <0 1 Img <0
(€) a <€ <&my (D) £ =¢&a
' Img>0
By s>
____________ VHoim  paf
B Vi,
‘ Img <0
(B) 0< &< &

FIGURE 5.6. Signature tables of Im g(§, k) corresponding to the five columns of
Table 5.1 of the 1st scenario. Each figure shows the zero level set Im g = 0 (dashed)
and the regions where Img < 0 (shaded) and Img > 0 (white) in the complex
k-plane for ¢ as indicated.

genus 1
elliptic wave
region

genus 0
plane wave
region

genus 0
plane wave
region

0 T

FIGURE 5.7. 1st scenario (symmetric shock case): 4 < 1

The asymptotic analysis associated with (5.12) is developed in [11], assuming implicitly that the
system of associated equations [11, Eqgs. (3.29)] determining the parameters involved in (5.12) has a
solution. It leads to genus 2 asymptotics for ¢(z, t), in terms of functions attached to the hyperelliptic
Riemann surface M (&) defined by w? = (k — Ey)(k — Ey)(k — Es)(k — Es)(k — a(&))(k — a(€)).
This new g-function remains appropriate until the nonreal zeros a(€) and @(§) merge into a third
real zero (&), which happens for £ = £,. The real zeros o and pq coincide for £ = &, but they
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move away from each other as £ decreases further. A numerically generated sequence of snapshots
showing the zero level set Im g = 0 for different choices of £ corresponding to the five columns of
Table 5.1 are displayed in Figure 5.6. The structure of the associated asymptotic sectors in the
(z,t)-plane are shown in Figure 5.7.

For 0 < & < &,, the asymptotic analysis can be carried out as in [11, Section 3], using a g-function
whose derivative is as in (5.6):

(k = 1 (©)(k — p2(O))(k —po(€))
V(k = E)(k - E))(k — Ez)(k — Ez))
It is this scenario, with the g-functions (5.12) and (5.13), that is presented in detail in [11].

g'(& k) =4 (5.13)

5.3.2. 2nd Scenario. This is a limit case of the first scenario. In this case, £, becomes 0 and thus
the genus 1 range from the previous case shrinks to the single value £ = 0, with ¢’(0, k) given by
(5.9) and «(0) = &(0) = u1(0) = 0.

§=0 0<&<&m §=¢m §>¢&m
genus 1 genus 2 genus 0
a, a, p all the infinite branch
merge at the origin hits Fy, E;

TABLE 5.2. 2nd scenario: % =1.

Img>0 Img>0
E1 E2 El l‘, E2
________ S 23 S e p2f
El O E2 El ,‘: U E2
Img <0 " Img < 0
(A) §> £E1 (B) §= £E1
i Img>0 Img >0
E; F Es Ey- Es
""Oé
______________ il
_ ,——-':'07 N B N
Eim N By By N B
Img <0 Img <0
(€) §a <€ <&m (p) £=0

FIGURE 5.8. Signature tables of Im g(&, k) corresponding to the four columns
of Table 5.2 of the 2nd scenario. Each figure shows the zero level set Img = 0
(dashed) and the regions where Img < 0 (shaded) and Img > 0 (white) in the
complex k-plane for £ as indicated.
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genus 0
plane wave
region

genus 0
plane wave
region

FIGURE 5.9. 2nd scenario (symmetric shock case): 4 = 1

5.3.3. 3rd Scenario. We are still in Case 1. As £ decreases from +00, the g-function g, is appropriate
as long as &€ > &g,. Then, a new g-function is required whose derivative ¢’ has the form (5.12) and
thus the asymptotics can be computed as in [11, Section 4]. This g-function remains appropriate
until the two real zeros p1(§) and p2(§) of ¢’ merge, which happens for { = §,. Finally, for
0 < ¢ <&, a third g-function is to be considered with derivative of the form (5.10), that is,

(k — n(&)(k — a(€)) (k — a(&)) (k — BE))(k — B(&))
w(&, k) ’

g k) =4
with

w? = (k — B1)(k — E1)(k — E2)(k — Ez)(k — a()(k — a(€))(k = BE)(k - (). (5.14)

This leads to a genus 3 asymptotic formula, expressed in terms of hyperelliptic functions attached
to the Riemann surface defined by (5.14). All details are given in [9]. Results on the asymptotics
in the transition zone near £ = 0 where the Riemann surface degenerates from genus 3 to genus 1
can be found in [10].

£§=0 0 <& <& §=¢&u §u <€ <&m £=¢m £>¢m
genus 1 genus 3 genus 2 genus 0
«, B merge the real zeros the infinite branch
1, o merge hits E4, By

TABLE 5.3. 3rd scenario: 1 < 4 < 2(2+3V/2).

520 0<€<§E1 §:£E1 :fmerge §>§merge
genus 1 genus 3 genus 0
a, B merge the infinite branch hits Ey, F4
and the real zeros pi, pe merge

TABLE 5.4. 4th scenario: 4 = 22+ 3v/2).

5.3.4. 4th Scenario. We are in Case 3, where {g, = {merge- This is a limiting case of the third
scenario when &, = {g,. Thus, the genus 2 sector collapses and the genus 3 sector 0 < § < ¢,
becomes directly adjacent to the plane wave sector.
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\ Img>0 Img >0 Img >0
LBy S B B} ) Ey o E>
L p2f l_{l_l' ______ 2 F T BN py e
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FIGURE 5.10. Signature tables of Im g(&, k) corresponding to the six columns
of Table 5.3 of the 3rd scenario. Each figure shows the zero level set Img = 0
(dashed) and the regions where Img < 0 (shaded) and Img > 0 (white) in the
complex k-plane for £ as indicated.

t
1
1genus 1
p—

|
genus 3 I genus 3
hyperelliptic, hyperelliptic
wave region | wave region

genus 0 genus 0
plane wave plane wave
region region
0 x

FIGURE 5.11. 3rd scenario (symmetric shock case): 1 < 4 < 2(2+ 3v/2)

5.3.5. 5th Scenario. We are in Case 2. As £ goes down from +oo, the g-function gy is appropriate
until the two real zeros p; and s of g5 (see (4.1)) merge, that is, as long as £ > &merge- Then, a
new g-function g = g5V is required whose derivative ¢’ has the same form as in the rarefaction
case:

(k — u(&)(k = B(E)(k — B(©)) (5.15)

/7k:4 = = 9
S = - Bk - BE)h - 7))
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FIGURE 5.12. Signature tables of Im g(¢, k) corresponding to the four columns
of Table 5.4 of the 4th scenario. Each figure shows the zero level set Img = 0
(dashed) and the regions where Img < 0 (shaded) and Img > 0 (white) in the
complex k-plane for £ as indicated.
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FIGURE 5.13. 4th scenario (symmetric shock case): 4 = 2(2+3v?2)

and thus the asymptotics is given in terms of elliptic functions, as in [8] . This new g-function
remains appropriate until the infinite branch of Im ¢5°" = 0 hits E; and E;, which happens for
§=¢&". Finally, for 0 < § < £, a third g-function is to be considered with derivative of the
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£=0

0<&<&E” £=¢&g" £ <& <&merge | & = Emerge | &> Emerge
genus 1 genus 3 genus 1 genus 0
«, B merge the infinite branch the real zeros
hits F4, E4 U1, fo merge
TABLE 5.5. 5th scenario: 4 > Z(2 + 3v/2).

\ Img >0 \ Img >0 \ Img >0
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{ B “E» ;B pyo? {*Bn By
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FIGURE 5.14. Signature tables of Im g(&, k) corresponding to the six columns
of Table 5.5 of the 5th scenario. Each figure shows the zero level set Img = 0

(dashed) and the regions where Img < 0 (shaded) and Img > 0 (white) in the
complex k-plane for £ as indicated.

form (5.10):

(k — n(©)(k — a(§)) (k — a(&)) (k — B(E)) (k — B(&))

g(h) =4 S B

(5.16)

)

where

w? = (k= E1)(k — Ex)(k — Ea)(k — E2)(k — a(&))(k — a(€))(k — B(€))(k — B(€)),
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FIGURE 5.15. 5th scenario (symmetric shock case): 4 > 2(2 + 3v/2)

and where a(§) emerges from F; at § = 37", As above, the parameters p(), a(§), and 5(€) of
this genus 3 sector are determined by the system of equations (5.11). The left end of the range
characterized by (5.16) is £ = 0. As £ — 0, a(£) and S(&) both approach a single point icg with
ag =V A? — B? whereas u(€) — 0. At £ = 0 the g-function takes the genus 1 form (5.9):

k(k? + a%)

g0k = 4\/(k? — E)(k— E1)(k— Ey)(k — E)

6. EXISTENCE OF A GENUS 2 SECTOR

The first three scenarios in the symmetric shock case presented in the previous section include
genus 2 sectors. We arrived upon these sectors by studying the dependence of the g-function on &,
and their existence is clearly confirmed by numerical computations. However, to actually prove
that these sectors exist, it is necessary to show that the system of equations characterizing the
parameters (see (6.1)) has a solution. In this section, we show that these genus 2 sectors actually
exist by establishing solvability of this system. Even though we restrict attention to these particular
sectors for definiteness, it seems clear that our approach can be used to show existence also of other
similar higher-genus sectors. A key point in the approach is the introduction of an appropriate
local diffeomorphism (see (6.34)) which makes it possible to apply the implicit function theorem.

Our approach can be compared with an approach of [29], where a determinantal formula for the
g-function is exploited to prove a similar result, and the approach developed in [22, Section 7.2],
where a normal form method is used to show existence in a different way.

6.1. Genus 2 Riemann surface and associated g-function. We consider the Cauchy problem
for NLS defined by (1.1) and (2.31) for parameters satisfying (5.1) and 4 < Z(2 + 3v2). In
particular, we have £y = —B +1iA and E> = B +1iA with B > 0 and A > 0. These assumptions
correspond to the first three scenarios of the symmetric shock case.

Let X, be the genus 2 hyperelliptic Riemann surface with branch points at E, £, Ey, Es, a,
a for some nonreal complex number « with Ima > 0. Let C C C be the union of the cuts [Ey, E1],
[Es, Es], and [a, @] (see Figure 6.1):

C=%1U% U], al.

Define the meromorphic differential dg on X, as follows:

@wy—4“‘“”@‘ja$‘a“k‘@dh

where B, p2 € R7 B < p2, and

w(k) = \/(k — B)(k — B0)(k — Ea)(k — Ba)(k — a)(k - a).

We view %, as a two-sheeted cover of the complex plane such that w(k*) ~ k3 as k — oo, where
k* denote the points on the upper and lower sheets which project onto k.
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The definition of dg depends on the four real numbers p1, o, a1, as, where a; and as denote
the real and imaginary parts of a:
a=qay +iag, ag > 0.

These four real numbers are determined by the four conditions

/ dg :/ dg =0, (6.1a)
aq a

. dg B . dg B
kl;ngo (dk — 4k> =¢, khﬁrgok: (dk — 4k — 5) =0, (6.1b)
where we let a;, 7 = 1,2, be a counterclockwise loop on the upper sheet enclosing [E’j, E;] and no

other branch points, see Figure 6.1. We let ¢ = ((1,(2) be the normalized basis of H'(X,) which is
dual to the canonical homology basis {a;,b;}? in the sense that {¢;}? are holomorphic differentials

such that
/ Cj:(;ija 27]:172

The basis {¢; 2 is explicitly given by ¢ = 212:1 Aﬂél, where

(= Edk: (6.2)

w
and the invertible matrix A is given by

(A, = / é. (6.3)

Note that A, ¢, and é depend on a.

a1 'y

FIGURE 6.1. The homology basis {a;,b;}? on the genus 2 Riemann surface 3.

The conditions in (6.1b) can be formulated as

%(k*) Ak 40D, k- oo (6.4)
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The solvability of the system of equations (6.1) characterizes the genus 2 sector. Since
dg
dk

=2k, kec\c (65

we have ff dg = ff dg where the contour in the second integral is the complex conjugate of the
contour in the first integral. This implies that

/dgeiR, =12, (6.6)

J
so the conditions in (6.1a) are two real conditions. B
As ¢ decreases from +oo, the infinite branch hits £; and E; when £ = g, , where

e, = 2(B + |EL]). (6.7)
For £ > &g, , we are in the genus 0 sector and the g-function is given by (see (5.3))
Ak = pa) (k= p2)
k= Bk - Ba)
where p; < pg are given by (5.2). For £ = g, , we have
_ B—|Ey|— /2B (3|E1| + 5B) — 7A2

)

pi(ée,) = : | )
M2(€E1):B_|E1|+\/2B(3‘E1|+5B)—7A2. (6.8)

As ¢ decreases below g, , we expect to see a genus 2 sector. We will show that the system (6.1)
indeed has a unique solution for £ € (§g, — 9,&g,) for some § > 0 and that this solution can be
extended until the qualitative structure of the g-function changes (see item (f) below).

Theorem 6.1 (Existence of genus 2 sector). Suppose 0 < % < %(2 +3v/2). Then there exists a
&m < &g, and a smooth curve

€= (a1(8), a2(§), m1(€), n2(€)) € R
defined for £ € (&,&R,) such that the following hold:
(a) For each € € (Em,£r,), (€ ar(€), 0(€), 1 (€), 12(€)) is a solution of the system of equations
(6.1).
(b) The curve & — (u1(€), u2(€)) is a smooth map (&, €p,) — R? such that

p(§) < pa(§)  for €€ (&m:ér,)-

(c) The curve & — a(§) = ai(€) +iaa(€) is a smooth map (&m,Er,) — CT\ {E1, Ea}.
(d) As &1 &g, we have

a(§) = B, w(§) = e ),  p2(8) = pe(és), (6.9)

where p1(Ep,) and p2(Ep,) are given by (6.8), i.e., there is a continuous transition from the
genus 0 sector & > g, to the genus 2 sector at £ =g, .

(e) For all € € (&,,&m,) sufficiently close to {g,, we have a1(€) > Re Eq so that the branch cut
[@, a] lies to the right of the cut [Ey, Ey]. In fact, as € 1&g,

_ §E1 _5 §E1 _g
&) =Bt e, ") +°<|1n<5E1 —fs))’ (6.10)

_ 2BE,
‘17 A2 { {iAB — 3B — B|E,)]
has strictly positive real and imaginary parts.
() As & &n, at least one of the following occurs:
(i) the zeros py and ps merge,

(ii) a(&) and a(§) merge at a point on the real awxis, i.e., az(§) 10,

where
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(iil) «(€) approaches Ey or Es.

(g8) a(§) = a1(§) +iaa(§) satisfies the following nonlinear ODE for & € (&m, &, ):
, k?(k—on)
(a1(§)> _ *PilG o P*lA <fa1 k2él;€(k) dk) , (611)

a5(§) b o dk
where
e The matriz P(€, a1, as) and the vector G(ay,as) are defined by
P (ij; f_i;) . G- (g;) 7 (6.12)
where the entries {Pij(€, o1, 02)}7 ;=1 and {Gj(o1,2)}7 are polynomials given by
P = 1204:1)’ + 20@5 + 6a1a§ + 40, A% + a§§ — 4o, B2,
Py = —1203 — 201 & — 4A% 4 603 + 4B2,
Py = ay (an & +4A% — 603 — 4B?)
Py = as(12a3 + &), (6.13)
and
Gi(ar,a2) = ai(af + a3), Go(ar,a2) = a3 — af. (6.14)
o The zeros p; = p;(€) are expressed in terms of & and o; = «;(§) by
= é (4a1 . \/74804% — 8a1€ — 6442 + 3203 + 6452 + g?) : (6.15a)
1
po =3 (—4a1 y \/—480@ ~8ai€ — 6442 + 3203 + 64B2 + g?) . (6.15b)

Remark 6.2. Numerical simulations strongly suggest that as £ | &, (see item (f))
e case (i) (the zeros y; and pg merge) occurs if 1 < 4 < 2(2 4 3/2),

e case (ii) (a(¢) and «a(§) merge at a point on the real axis) occurs if 0 < % <1,
e whereas we expect both (i) and (ii) to occur for % =1.

6.2. Proof of Theorem 6.1. The conditions in (6.1b) can be written more explicitly as

d(on + 1+ p2) = =€,
2oy 4 pu1) + 2001 — 24% + a2 +2B% = 0.

Solving these two equations for uq and ua, we find (6.15).

We write o = a1 +iag and let x = (£, a1, a2) € R3 denote the vector with coordinates (&, aq, aa).
Let W denote the open subset of R? consisting of all points x = (£, a1, az) € R3 such that ag > 0,
a ¢ {F1, Ex}, and the expression under the square roots in (6.15) is strictly positive. If we want
to emphasize the dependence on x = (£, a1, a3), we will write dg = dg(k;x), 1 = p1(x), and
1o = po(x), where dg(k;x) is evaluated with uq, uo given by (6.15).

We define the map F': W — R? by (see (6.6))

05 (1 i)

and let D, F denote the Jacobian matrix

_ 8041 Fl 6(12F1 _ 1 fal aaldg fal aang
DaF(x) = (aale 8a2F2> i ( Ji Ooydg [, aydg)” (6.16)

where 0,,; = 2 =12

L)
da
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Remark. The function F is in general multivalued on W, because of a monodromy as « encircles F
or Es. Strictly speaking, we should therefore define F': W — R2, where W denotes the universal
cover of W. However, it can be proved using (6.4) that F' — MF for some matrix M under such a
monodromy transformation. In particular, the zero locus of F' is a well-defined subset of WW. Thus,
this distinction is of no consequence for us and will be suppressed from the notation.

Lemma 6.3. F: W — R? is a smooth map such that det D, F # 0 at each point of W.

Proof. Smoothness follows directly from the definitions. We will prove that det D, F # 0. For
each x € W, dg(k;x) is a meromorphic differential on ¥, whose only poles lie at oo™ and whose
singular behavior at co® (which is prescribed by (6.4)) is independent of a; and . It follows that
Oa,dg and 0,,dg are holomorphic differentials on ¥,,. More precisely, a direct computation gives

P+ kP Py 4 kPy

a(xldg = 'U}(k) dk7 8062dg = 'UJ(k)

dk, (6.17)

where {P;;(&, 1, 2)}7 ;—; are the polynomials defined in (6.13).
i,j=1,2and §, | = 1,2 (defined in (6.2)), we can write (6.17) as

<8a1dg> _ (P11§i1 + P21§2)
Oa,dg PiaCi + P2
Substitution into (6.16) yields

DoF(x) = L [T Jo Gt P [, & P f, G+ P, G
a i\Pu [, G+Pu [, G Pof, G+Polf, G

_1 <P11 (A7) +Por (A7), Pro (A71) + Py ("41)12)
i \Pi (A7), + Por (A1), Pro (A71)y, + P (A71),,

=—iA"'P. (6.18)

In terms of P,

We conclude that D, F' is invertible if and only if the matrix P is invertible. A straightforward
computation using (6.13) gives

det P = [16A4 +164% (a1 (601 + €) — 302 — 2B2) + 36 (40t + o) + 48a%¢
+€2 (402 + 02) + 16B* — 162 (o (60 + &) — 302) }
Recalling the expressions (6.15) for p1, u2, this can be rewritten more concisely as
det P =160 ((a1 — p1)* + 03) ((a1 — p2)® + 03)
= 16as]a — pu1[*la — pof*.

In particular, det P > 0 on W (on which as > 0). O

If x = (§,a1,2) € W is a solution of F(x) = 0, then Lemma 6.3 and the implicit function
theorem implies that the level set F' = 0 locally near x can be parametrized by a smooth curve
g = (57 al(f)» 052(5)) such that

GEN _ p preanter oot (0P
(68 = ~partc.an©).aae (51 (6.19)

) ’(éyal(ﬁ)»M(E))

where 0¢ := a%' A computation shows that
k k— ay)? 2 . . K2k —
agdg: ( +0£1)(( al) +Ol2) :G1C1+G242+wdk‘,
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where the polynomials {Gj(ay,az)}7 are given by (6.14). Thus
<8§Fl) = 1 <fa1 afdg> = 1 Gl fal 61 + G2 fal CAQ + fm : Ef(;‘)ll)dk
OFo) i \[o,0%d9)  T\Gi [, {1+ Gaf, Gdg+ [, FUo0dk
1 (GHA + GalA e + [, e
G1(A™ o1 + Ga(A™ e + fa2 : Sf(;;ll)dk

kz(k—al)dk
s 41 : f 1 w(k
= —I.A G —1 ( a kZ(k;(ft)xl) dk) s (620)

a2 w(k)

G = (g;)

dk is a meromorphic differential on ¥, of the second kind (i.e., all residues are

i

where

Note that k2(ulf(7€;“)

zero) which is holomorphic except for two double poles at co* such that

k2 (kj — 041)
w(k¥)

Substituting (6.18) and (6.20) into (6.19), we find
k2 (k—aq)
) = —iPlA (—iA‘lG —i (f‘“ kzz;’c(kll)dk>>
faQ w(k) dk

k2 (k—ay)
=-P7'G-P'A (f‘“ i) )dk> :
fag w(k) =dk

=+1+0(k™?), k — oo.

which is the ODE in (6.11).

We have shown that the nonlinear ODE (6.11) describes the solution curves of F' = 0 whenever
such curves exist. By Lemma 6.3, each solution curve can be continued as long as it stays in
W and the zeros {4;}7 remain bounded. We will show in the next lemma that «, yq, po remain
bounded on the zero set of F' unless || — oo. Therefore, the solution curve can either be extended
indefinitely to all £ € (—00,£g,) or it ends at a point £ = §,,, where at least one of the following
must occur:

(i) the zeros u; and po merge,
(ii) a2 0 (i.e., @ and & merge),
(iii) « hits one of the branch points E; or Fs.

Lemma 6.4. As a = oy + ias — 00, the function F satisfies
|F(§7a13 CV2)| — 00,

uniformly for € in bounded subsets of R and arga € [0, w]. In particular, if F (&, a1(€), @2(€)) =0,
then (), p1(§), and pa(§) remain bounded whenever £ does.

Proof. Let wi(k) = V(k — E)(k — Ey)(k — E)(k — Ey) with branch cuts along [Ey, E1] and
[E2, E5] and the branch fixed by the condition that wy (k) ~ k? as k — oo. As a — oo along the
ray a1 = qae, ¢ € R, we have

6qk dk
dg(k:;x) = |:2(2q2 — 1)\/ 1+ qzag + (m + 5(]\/ 14 q2>a§] m + O(Ozz),

uniformly for ¢ and ¢ in bounded subsets of R and for k in compact subsets of C\ {Ey, E, Eo, Eo}.

Letting
1 dk 1 kdk
J'::T/ ) K'::T/ ) .:1127
AR AT 1) K A T (R
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we find, for j = 1,2,

) 69K
Fj(x) = 2(2¢° = )V1+¢%03J; + <\/1q+—JQ +E&qV1+ qQJj)ai +0(az),
q
uniformly for ¢ and £ in bounded subsets of R. Using that
Ji=—-J2#0, K=Ky #0,

we infer that

Fi(x) — Fo(x) = 4(2¢*> — 1)\/1 + 2 Jy + 26q\/1 + ¢2J1a3 + O(aw), (6.21a)
12(]K1

V14 ¢?

uniformly for ¢ and ¢ in bounded subsets of R. Equation (6.21a) implies that |F'(£, a1, as)] — oo
as @ — oo, uniformly for ¢ in compact subsets of R\ {£1/4/2} and ¢ in bounded subsets of
R. Equation (6.21b) implies that |F(§, a1, a2)] — oo as @ — o0, uniformly for ¢ in compact
subsets of R \ {0} and & in bounded subsets of R. Combining these two conclusions, we find that
|F (&, a1, 0)] — 00 as a — oo for arga € [e,m — €.

To show that |F(§, a1, a2)] — 00 as @ — oo also for arga € [0,€] U [ — €, 7], we instead use
the fact that, as @« — oo along the ray as = gaq, ¢ € R, we have

dk
dg(k;x) =22 - @)V1+ 62\a1|3m +0(a3),

uniformly for ¢ and ¢ in bounded subsets of R and k in compact subsets of C \ {E1, E1, Eo, Ea}.

We conclude that F(§,a1,22) — oo as @ — oo, uniformly for ¢ in bounded subsets of R
and arga € [0,7]. The second statement follows because, by (6.15), u1 and pe remain bounded
whenever a and ¢ stay bounded. O

Fi(x) + Fy(x) = a3 + O(ag), (6.21b)

It remains to show that the zero set F' = 0 contains a curve which satisfies (6.9) and (6.10) as
£ 1 &r,. The limits limgre, p15(§) = 1 (€x, ), j = 1,2, are a consequence of (6.15) if we can show
that the zero set of F' contains a smooth curve (&, a;(€), a2(§)) which approaches the point

x0 = ({g,,Re E1,Im E7) € OW

as £ 1 &g,. To prove this, we will first show that F' has a continuous extension to xq such that
F(x¢) = 0 and then apply a boundary version of the implicit function theorem at the point xg.
The proof is complicated by the fact that the Riemann surface 3, degenerates to a genus zero
surface as a approaches F;. This implies that the partial derivatives J,, F} and 04, F1 blow up
like In | — E4| in this limit. Therefore, we cannot apply the implicit function theorem at the point
xg € OW directly to F'; instead we will introduce a function F, which is a modified version of F,
and apply the implicit function theorem to this modified function.

We begin by establishing the behavior of F' and its first order partial derivatives as &« — E;. The
analysis of the second component F; is easier than the analysis of F}, because Fy is nonsingular at
a = E;. We therefore begin with Fb.

Let Br C R? denote the open ball of radius R > 0 centered at x¢. Let L C R? denote the line
on which o = Fy:

L={(¢ReFE;,ImE;) | & €R}.

Let x;, = (£,Re E1,Im E;) denote the orthogonal projection of x = (£, a1, as) onto L. Note that
dist(x, L) = |a — Ey|. By choosing R > 0 sufficiently small, we may assume that Br \ L C W and,
say, R < min{A4, B,1}/2.

Let ¥y denote the genus 0 Riemann surface with a single cut from Fy to E5 defined by

wi = (k — Eq)(k — Es).

We view this as a two-sheeted cover of the complex plane such that wq (k) = \/(k — Ez)(k — Eq) ~ k
as k — oo on the upper sheet.
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Lemma 6.5 (Behavior of F5(x) as a — E1). The function Fy: Br \ L — R extends to a smooth
function Bgr — R. Moreover, the following estimates hold uniformly for x € Bg:

Fy(x) = O(la — Ey) (6.22a)
O¢ Fa(x) = O(la = Erl), (6.22b)
Oa, F2(x) = ¢;(§) + O(la — Exl), J=12 (6.22¢)

where {q;(£)}? are linear functions of £ € R given by

au(€) = —= Im{éﬁ%}, a(€) =7 Re{\/%j%},

with
Q(€) == —2iA% + A(¢ — 12B) + 2iB(4B — ¢) (6.23)
and the principal branch is used for \/Ey. For & = &g, , it holds that ¢1({p,) # 0 and ¢2(Eg,) # 0.

Proof. In the limit as x € Br \ L approaches L, we have a — E; and & — E}, so that the Riemann
surface Y, degenerates to the genus zero surface ¥y. With appropriate choices of the branches, we
have

Fy(x) =

1 / Ak — m(x))(k — p2(x)V(k — QJ(k —a) .,
1 Ja (k= E1)(k — E1)(k — Ea)(k — Ey)
We see that the integrand is smooth as a function of x € Br and analytic as a function of k for
k in a neighborhood of the contour as. This shows that F»: B \ L — R extends to a smooth
function Bg — R.
To prove (6.22a), we note that a Taylor expansion gives
dg

v Ak = (xp))(k — pa(xc))
(k%) = Zo(k) 22 (14 0(ja — Ey)), (6.24a)

uniformly for x € Br and k on as. Similarly we also have

dg . 4k — pi(x))(k — p2(x)) oa—E a—FE 2
o) = o) {1 - st—B ~ 20i—5y * Ol Bl )}, (6.24D)

uniformly for x € Bg and k on as. It follows from (6.24a) that

Fz(x):%/ dg(k; x) = %/ 4(k_“1(";2)(;’;_“2(”))dk+0(a_Ell).

Deforming the contour to infinity and using that

Ak — pa (x2))(k — pa(x1))
’wo(k)

=4k — 4(p(xL) + p2(xz) — B)

+ M) = B)(pa(xe) — B) — 242
k

=4k + £+ O(k7?), k — oo,

+O(k™?)

we find that the integral over as vanishes. This proves (6.22a).
To derive the expansions of the first-order partial derivatives, we use (6.24) to compute

dg k —pi(x))(k — p2(x))(k — a)(k — @)
dk w(k; x)

4
O == (k; x) = O¢ ( = Xo + O(|a — E1)

and, similarly,
dg

6(”&(]“)() = Xj + O(‘Oé - E1|)a .] = 1a2a
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where the error terms are uniform with respect to k € as and {X;}2 are short-hand notations for
the expressions

k—B
A )
A%(—10B + 2k + &) + 2B(B + k) (£ — 4B)
X1 = = ,
(k)—E1>(k—E1)w0(l€)
X A (242 +4B? + B(12k + €) — k¢)
2= =

(k — El)(k — El)wo(k')
Consequently, deforming the contour to infinity and noting that the residue of X; at k = oo

vanishes for each j, we obtain

O Fy(x / Xodk + O(ja — Ei|) = O(|a — Ey),

Ony Fa(x) = T/ X1dk +O(Ja — E4|) = 27T(R€Sk_E1 +Res,_g, >X1 + O(Jao — E4])
= q1(§) + O(|e = Enl),
1
Oy Fo(x) = T/ Xodk 4+ O(Jae — Eq|) = —27r(Resk_E1 + Res;_g, )Xg + O(|la — E4]),

= q2(6) + O(Je = Erl),
uniformly for x € Bg. This proves (6.22b) and (6.22c).
In order to prove that ¢;(£g,) # 0 and ¢2(€g,) # 0, it is sufficient to verify that BQ—EZQ ¢ R. But
evaluation at £ = g, gives
Qép,) = 24 (| Bs| = 5B) —4iB (| B| — B) — 2i4°
and then a computation yields
Im{Q*E,»} = 16[4AB®(|E»| — B) + A’B(3|E»| — 5B)].

The right-hand side is strictly positive for A, B > 0. This proves that ¢;({g,) # 0 for j = 1,2 and
completes the proof of the lemma. O

We next consider the first component F(x) for (£, «) near (£g,, E1). Since it is enough for our
purposes, we will for simplicity restrict attention to a such that a; > Re Ep; this will simplify the
specification of some branches of square roots. As above, we let R > 0 be small. We recall that
xo = (£g,,Re E1,Im E}) € L and let Sp C R? denote the open half-ball

Sr = BgrN {Oél > ReEl}.
Square roots and logarithms are defined using the principal branch unless specified otherwise.

Lemma 6.6 (Behavior of F(x) as @ — Ey). Asx € Sg\ L approaches the line L (in other words,
as o — Fy), F1(x) admits an asymptotic expansion to all orders of the form

Fi(x) ~ Im { Z [Cnm (€) + dpm (&) (a — Ey) In(a — Eq)] (o — Ey)™ (& — E_’l)’”}, (6.25)
n,m=0
where {cnm (€), dnm(§) om0 are smooth complez-valued functions of §. Moreover, the expansion
(6.25) can be differentiated termwise with respect to ay, az, and §. In particular, the following
estimates are valid uniformly for x = (§,a1,a2) € Sg\ L:

F1<x> — f0(€) + O(Ja — E1|(1 + | In]a — B1])), (6.262)
eFL(%) = f5(6) + Ol — Bl(1+ | nfa — By))), (6.26b)
8a1F1(x) = Im{doo(&) In(ax — E1)} + f1(€) + O(Ja — E1|(1 + |In|o — E1]])), (6.26¢)
Doy F1(x) = Im{idoo (&) In(a — E1)} + f2(£) + Ol — Ev|(1 + |In]a — E4]])), (6.26d)
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where

o fo(&) is the linear real-valued function defined by

fo(€) = =8VB(Im /E») (€ — £g,). (6.27)

o doo(&) is the linear function of £ € R given by

doo(§) = \/%\ﬁ% (6.28)
2
with Q(&) defined in (6.23).
o {f;(&)}? are smooth real-valued functions of & € R.

Proof. In order to derive (6.25), we fix a large negative number p < 0. For zg, 21 € C, we let [z0, 21]
denote the straight line segment from zg to 21, and we let [2q, 21]T denotes its preimage in the
upper sheet under the natural projection ¥, — C. Deforming the contour and using the symmetry

dg(k) = dg(k), we see that, for x € Sg \ L,

1 2
Fl(x):f/ dgz—,(/ dg+/_ dg):lm{—4/ dg}. (6.29)
1 Jay 1 [p,E1]t [E1,p]* [p, E1]*

Defining the function h(k;x) for k in a neighborhood of [p, F1] by
Ak = (X)) (k= pe(x))vVa -k

) = R B - R B
we have
h(k;x) = Bk dg(k+;x) for k € [p, E1].

Va—k dk
Here and elsewhere in the proof, the principal branch is adopted for all square roots and logarithms.
The function h depends smoothly on x € Sk and is analytic for k in a neighborhood of [p, E].
Defining I;(a) by

I(a) ::/ (B, — k)" 3vVa—kdk, 1=0,1,...,
[p1,E1]
and employing the expansion
hkix) ~ S Bt (€)@ — By)™ (@ — Ey)™ (By — k).,
n,m,l>0

where A, (€) are smooth functions, we infer that if p; € [p, 1] is a point sufficiently close to Eq,
then we have the expansion

/ dg(k;x) = / h(k;x)@ dk
[p1,E1]t [p1,E1] m

~ Y hmi(€) (= E1)"(@ — E1)™ () (6.30)

n,m, >0
and this expansion can be differentiated termwise with respect to aq, as, and &.
We claim that there exist complex coefficients {¢;};>0 and {rs;}; j>0 such that

o0
L(e) ~ qla— B In(a — Ey) + Y rijla— By (6.31)
j=0
for each integer [ > 0 as & — F;. Indeed, the statement is true for [ = 0 by direct computation.
Moreover, an integration by parts gives, for [ > 1,

Ii{e) = _g(El —p) i) - & ; . /[ E ](El — k)5 (a—k)3dk
_1
= —;(El _pl)l—z(a _pl)% . 2(l - 2) {(a — E1)Il,1(a) +Il(04)}-
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Solving for I;(«), we obtain

1 2 1

L) = { —2(BEr—p)' 2 (a—p)
ETET

and hence (6.31) follows for all integers [ > 0 by induction.
Equations (6.30) and (6.31) imply that, as @« — Ey,

—4/[pE]+dg(k;X)~ D [enm(€) + dum(€)(a — Er) In(a — Ey)] (o — Ey)"(a — E1)™, (6.32)

n,m>0

(NI

- ;(l - %)(a - El)fl—l(o‘)}’

where ¢pm (€), dnm (€) are smooth complex-valued functions of ¢ which are independent of «; and
a2, and the expansion can be differentiated termwise with respect to aq, ao, and €. The existence
of the expansion (6.25) now follows from (6.29).

The rest of the lemma follows from (6.25) if we can verify the expressions (6.27) and (6.28) for
fo and dgg. To derive the expression (6.27) for fy, we note that by (6.29) (see also (6.24a))

fO(s) :ali>HEl1 Fl( _2104]i>HE1‘1 </ E /E ]+)dg k X)
- - 4(k — pa(xr))(k — pa(xr))
=2i dg(k;xr) = —2i = dk.
</[1J7E1]+ ’ /[E1 S > olhxe) [E1,E1] V(B2 —k)(Ey — k)

Substituting in the expressions for u;(xy) and uo(xy) and integrating, we find

[ 242 (BoR(k+o)
fo©) = 21/[E1,E1] e

E;
- —21[(23 2k +€)\/A2 1 (B — k)ﬂ

k=E;
=16AvVBRe/E; — 8VBIm/E.

Observing that the definition (6.7) of £g, can be rewritten as

24 RevEy
£E1 = 1 AN 24 )
tan(; arctan %) Im v/ E>

the expression for fy in (6.27) follows.
We finally derive the expression (6.28) for dgp(§). Using (6.32) and then (6.17), we see that

. _ P11 (x)+kPa1(x)
doo(€) = lim 4y O doki) lim R T
00 a—Ey In(a — Ey) a— By In(ae — E4)
Consequently,
4] Py (x1)+kP2i(x1) dk
: P B1] /By —F\/B1—kVEa—kv/ Ba—kv/a—k\/B1—k
doo(f) = lim
a—FEq IH(OL — El)
P11 (x1)+E1Po1(x1) f dk
— lim \/El Elm\/EQ El\/El E, [p.Er] VE1—kVa—k
o a—FEq ln(a — El) '
Using that
dk B
— = 2In(VE —k+Va—k
/[p,El] VE| — kvVa—k ( ) k=p
= —2In ( o )
VEL —p++a—p
we find
Pll(XL>+E1P21(XL) 2A2+1A(12B—£)+23(§—4B>
doo(§) = —4— = = = ;

(Er —E1)mm VBV E,



46 A. BOUTET DE MONVEL, J. LENELLS, AND D. SHEPELSKY

which proves (6.28). O

~ Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6 show that the smooth map F': Sk \ L — R? extends continuously to a map
Sr — R? (i.e., F can be continuously extended to the set where a = E;) and that on the line L
where oo = F; this extension is given by

F(¢,Re E1,Tm E)) (8\@( Im JOE) (& — ¢, )) .

In particular, F(¢,Re Eq,Im E;) vanishes if and only if £ = £g,. This suggests that the zero set
of F indeed contains a curve starting at the point xg = ({g,,Re E1,Im E;). However, Lemma
6.6 also implies that the extension of F to Sg is not C!, because the partial derivatives Ou,; F1,
j = 1,2, are singular as & — F;. Thus, in order to apply the implicit function theorem, we will
define a modification F of F. The singular behavior of Ou,; F1 stems from the existence of a term
proportional to (aw — E1) In(ae — E1) in the expansion (6.25) of Fy. As motivation for the definition
of F, we therefore consider the following simple example.

Ezample 6.7. Consider the function f: (0,1) — R defined by f(x) = xInz. Although f(z) has a
continuous extension to z = 0, the derivative f/(z) = 1+ Inz is singular at z = 0. However, the
modified function f: (0,1) — R defined by

o= 1 (i) = o+ Znline)

| In z| Inz

is such that both f(z) and its derivative f/(z) = —1 4 1={n m(jr};_;‘;(“”“ extend continuously to
z =0.

Employing the standard identification of C with R2, we can write F(£,a) = F(€, a1, a). Let
R > 0 be small. We define the modified function F': Sg \ L — R? by

I _ Fl(é?@(a))
(&) = <F2(€,<p(a))l In o - E1||) ! (6.33)

where

p(a) = By + (6.34)

There is an r € (0, R) such that (£, ) — (£, p(a)) is a diffeomorphism from S, \ L onto a subset of
Sr\ L. Then, since F': Sg \ L — R? is smooth, F': S, \ L — R? is also smooth. The next lemma
shows that I extends to a C'! map S, — R2.

Remark 6.8. In addition to incorporating the dilation defined by ¢, the definition of F' also includes
a factor of |In|a — F1]| in the second component. This factor has been included in order to make
the partial derivative OF /Oay nonzero at xo (so that we later can apply the implicit function
theorem at xg).

Lemma 6.9. The map F: S, \ L — R? and its Jacobian matriz of first order partial derivatives

= (0cF OuFL Oa, B
DE (X)_(agﬁg O, P aan)

can be extended to continuous maps on S,. Moreover, this extension satisfies

F(x¢) =0,  DF(x0) = (fé(gEl) *h;é)zf&) Rqez((ig;EgEl)) _

Proof. The proof consists of long but straightforward computations using the Taylor expansions of

Lemma 6.5 and Lemma 6.6. Since
a—F
pla) — By =

- |In|a — Eql|
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)
)

which shows that these functions have continuous extensions to S,. Write () = ¢1(a) + ipa(a).
Using that

we find from the Taylor expansions (6.22) and (6.26) that
o — E1

— |1+ n|——m—
In|a — E| ( +nln|a—E1\
B afEl Othl
F — £/ _— 1 In|————
O¢F1(x) f0(§)+0<‘ln|a—E1| ( +n In|a— E|

FQ(X) :O(a—El), 8§ﬁ’2(x) :O(Oé—El),

A = 1) + 0| 1

a1 — Re By
|OL—E1|2 ’

Qg — Im E1

Oa, In|a — En| = Ta—E?

O, In|av — Ey| =

we find
- 1 + (oq — ReE1)2
fa—E " [nfa - ByPla - B

S +o( ! )
T Mfa-&] " \ja-E}?)’

- 1 T (Oég—IHlEl)Q
~nja— £l [In|a - Ei[)?la - Eif?

B 1 o 1
~ Tfa— Bl Qmm—EuQ’

(a1 —ReEy)(az —ImEy) 1
[nfa—EilPla— B (Hﬂa—Em»'

an 501(04)

Do pa()

6(12501(04) = 60&1 @2(06) =
Hence, by (6.26),

aa1F1 (57 a) = achl (57 @(a))aou ®1 (a) + 8062F1 (67 (p(a))aaﬁDQ(a)

— [ (@) - £} +00)] | i + O e )|

- {Im{idoo(f) In(p(a) = E1)} + O(l)} O(M)

_ Im{dyo (&) In(a — Ey)} JrO<1n|1n|oz—E1|)
[In|a — E4] In | — E|
In|ln|a — E]
In |a — E| )

= —Imdy(§) + O(
and
Doy F1 (€, @) = Dy F1 (€, 0(@)) Dy 01 () + Doy F1 (€, () Dy p2 ()

= [Im{doo(f) In(p(a) — E1)} + O(l)]0<lnaiEl||2)

=B \[fa—E1|P
_ Im{idoo(§) In(a — Ev)} O(lﬂlﬂa —E1||)
|In|a — B4 In|a — E|
In|ln|a — F4]|
In|a — E| )

+ [Im{idoo(ﬁ) In(p(a) —EO}+O(UH : O( : ﬂ

= —Redoo(f) + O(
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Similarly, by (6.22),
Do 2 (€, @) = By F2 (&, 9()) Dy 01 (@) | I | = B[] + By F2 (€, 9()) Dy p2(@) | In | = B |
+ Falepta) (- e

CJa—Ef

= 0@+ (i) [ (e =)
# oo+ om0 (mrmsn)
0 < | 1r|f|ya—E131||) < - a|a—I1{~J|E>

=q(§) + O<|ln|al—El|>

and

8a2ﬁ2(€7a) = 8041F2(£7 (P(a))aoéz(pl(a) In |a - E1| + aa2F2(§7 @(a))BOQQPQ(a) In |a - E1|

+F2(57<P(oz))<_ W)

= [0+ (T | (e
+ [Cp(f) +O<M>} {1 +O<lrlozl—E1||ﬂ
o(wnmr) (- Fmr)
—0©)+ 0 )

The statements of the lemma follow from the above expansions. O

Lemma 6.9 implies that F: S, — R? is a C' map such that F(xo) =0 and

afpl aa2F1 _ f/(é.El) *Redoo(gEl) .
det (6§F2 8@2F2) = det ( ' 0 q2(£E1) ) N _8\/E(Im E2)q2(£E1) 7é 0;

where we have used the fact that ¢2(£g,) # 0 (see Lemma 6.5) in the last step. Hence we can apply
the implicit function theorem to conclude that there exists a 6 > 0 and a C'-curve

v [ReEl,ReEl —‘r(ﬂ — S_’T

a1 = (o) = (§(ar), a1, ag(ar))

such that v(Re Ey) = xo, the function F vanishes identically on the image of v, and

()--(3% ) (&
ag(ar) ) \OeFo Oa,Fo O, Fo)
The technical complication that xg lies on the boundary of S, can be overcome either by appealing
to a boundary version of the implicit function theorem (see [12, Theorem 5]) or by first constructing
a C extension of F' to an open neighborhood of xq (the existence of such an extension follows, for
example, from the Whitney extension theorem) and then applying the standard implicit function
theorem.

It follows from the definition (6.33) of F that F' vanishes on the image of the curve ® oy, where
® denotes the map (£, ) — (&, p(a)) which is a bijection from S, to a subset of Sg. At the
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endpoint xg, a computation gives

—1
(fl(Re El)) _ <f6(5E1) —Re doo(ﬁ&)) (— Im doo(§E1)>
ay(Re En) 0 2(8e,) @ (8e,)
—3A*+7A%B(|E2|-5B)—8B>(|E2|+3B)
2B2(9A2+8B?)
A(|E2|-B)
B(B+3|E2])
In particular, ¢'(Re E1) < 0 and o) (Re Ey) > 0.
We finally show (6.10). Let ¢ — ~(¢) be a parametrization of v such that «(0) = x¢. Since v is
C*, we have

~(t) = x0 + (at, bt, ct) + o(t) tl0,
where +'(0) = (a, b, c¢) with b > 0 is proportional to (¢'(Re E1), 1, a4(Re E1)); in particular, a < 0
and ¢ > 0. Letting w := b + ic, we find

wt + o(t) wt t
d(v(t)) = t t)y ——— | = t t), —— — ] .
(00 =50+ (a4 000, 2y ) =0 (a4 0007585 o))
Introducing a new parameter s by s = —at + o(t), this becomes
18 s
q)(’y(t)):x()+<_sa|ln8|+0(|1n8|)>7 Siov
where w 1+iah(ReE 2BE
Y 2 1) _ 1
ATy &Re Ey) A2 4iAB — 3B° — B|E,)]

satisfies Rec; > 0 and Im ¢y > 0. In terms of the curve a(§) in (6.9), this can be expressed as (let

S:£E17§)

Oé(g):El‘f’Cl £E17€ +O< §E17£

s &8k,
| 1n(£E1 - 6) ‘ 1n(§E1 - €)>
which proves (6.10). This completes the proof of Theorem 6.1.
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