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THE COUPLED HIROTA EQUATION WITH A 3 × 3 LAX PAIR: PAINLEVÉ-TYPE

ASYMPTOTICS IN TRANSITION ZONE

XIAODAN ZHAO AND LEI WANG∗

ABSTRACT. We consider the Painlevé asymptotics for a solution of integrable coupled Hirota equa-
tion with a 3 × 3 Lax pair whose initial data decay rapidly at infinity. Using Riemann–Hilbert
techniques and Deift–Zhou nonlinear steepest descent arguments, in a transition zone defined by

|x/t − 1/(12α)|t2/3 ≤ C, where C > 0 is a constant, it turns out that the leading-order term to the
solution can be expressed in terms of the solution of a coupled Painlevé II equation associated with a
3 × 3 matrix Riemann–Hilbert problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to probe into the asymptotics as t → ∞ of a solution to the Cauchy
problem for an integrable coupled Hirota equation [18, 19, 21],











iut +
1

2
uxx + (|u|2 + |v|2)u + iα[uxxx + (6|u|2 + 3|v|2)ux + 3uv∗vx] = 0,

ivt +
1

2
vxx + (|u|2 + |v|2)v + iα[vxxx + (6|v|2 + 3|u|2)vx + 3vu∗ux] = 0,

(1.1)

u(x, 0) = u0(x), v(x, 0) = v0(x), x ∈ R,(1.2)

where u(x, t), v(x, t) are the complex envelop functions, α > 0 is a small real parameter denoting
the strength of higher-order effects, u0(x) and v0(x) are sufficiently smooth and rapidly decaying
as |x| → ∞. The terms inside square brackets in Equation (1.1) account for the third-order dis-
persion, self-steepening, and delayed nonlinear response effect, respectively. For illustration the
transmission procedure when high intensity ultra-short pulses traverse an optical glass fiber [3],
they are turned out to be non-negligible in optics. Thus, compared with the simple Manakov sys-
tem (namely, α = 0), the coupled Hirota system can be considered to be a more accurate prototype
of the wave evolution in the real world.

Mathematically, thanks to the integrability, a series of important results have been obtained on
the coupled Hirota equation. Early in 1992, Tasgal and Potasek shown that Equation (1.1) can
be formulated in terms of an eigenvalue problem, and thus is solvable by the means of inverse
scattering transformation [21]. In [19], the bright and dark N-soliton solutions have been obtained
by using Hirota bilinearization derivable from the Painlevé-analysis. In 2006, Huo and Jia estab-
lished the local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for the coupled Hirota equation in Sobolev
spaces Hs × Hs (s ≥ 1/4) by the Fourier restriction norm method [11]. In addition, various rogue
wave solutions of the coupled Hirota equation (1.1), such as lowest-order fundamental, dark and
composite rogue waves as well as dark-bright-rogue waves and rogue-wave pairs were derived in
[6, 7, 22]. The interactional solutions between rogue waves and the other nonlinear waves such as
breathers and dark-bright solitons of (1.1) have been reported in [23]. In 2019, Zhang et al. studied
the modulational instability, multi-dark soliton and higher-order vector rogue wave structures of
the coupled Hirota equation via the Darboux transformation [26].

Key words and phrases. Coupled Hirota equation; Riemann–Hilbert problem; Asymptotics; Painlevé II equation.
∗Corresponding author.
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The study on long-time asymptotic behaviors is an important and challengeable topic in inte-
grable system. A powerful tool for analyzing the large-time asymptotics of the integrable non-
linear evolution equations is the nonlinear steepest descent method, which was firstly proposed
by Deift and Zhou [8]. Since then this new method has been widely applied to find numerous
new significant asymptotic results in a rigorous form for different nonlinear integrable models
[1, 5, 9, 14, 24, 25]. In particular, for the long-time asymptotic analysis of solutions to coupled Hi-
rota equation (1.1), the initial-boundary value problem on the half-line has been first considered
in [15] based on the nonlinear steepest descent analysis for an appropriate Riemann–Hilbert (RH)
problem characterization. Moreover, for the Schwartz initial values u(x, 0), v(x, 0) ∈ S(R), the
asymptotic behavior as t → ∞ for Cauchy problem of the coupled Hirota equation (1.1) was car-
ried out by Liu and the first author [16]. It turns out that there are two asymptotic sectors (a slowly

decaying of the order O(t−1/2), and a sector of rapid decay) with a transition region between the
adjacent sectors in (x, t)-half-plane, see Figure 1. More precisely, the two sectors are defined as
follows: (I) x/t < 1/(12α) − ε (oscillatory sector), (II) x/t > 1/(12α) + ε (sector of rapid decay
), where ε > 0. However, as far as we know, how to describe the asymptotics in the transition
region, x/t ≈ 1/(12α), still lies on the table. Thus, the primary target of our paper is to derive
the Painlevé-type asymptotics of the solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) in the transition
region defined by

T .
=

{

(x, t) ∈ R × R
+ :

∣

∣

∣

∣

x

t
− 1

12α

∣

∣

∣

∣

t
2
3 ≤ C

}

,(1.3)

where C > 0 is a constant.

FIGURE 1. The different sectors of the (x, t)-half-plane.

In the literature, we note that the Painlevé transcendents and their higher order analogues are
crucial in asymptotic analysis of many integrable nonlinear partial differential equations. The
Painlevé asymptotics was first appeared in the case of the Korteweg–de Vries (KdV) equation by
Segur and Ablowitz [20] and the modified KdV equation by Deift and Zhou [8] both in the self-

similar sector |x| ≤ Ct1/3. In 2010, Boutet de Monvel, Its, and Shepelsky computed the long-time
asymptotics of the solution of Camassa–Holm equation in two transition regions and shown that
in both regions the asymptotics is expressed in terms of second Painlevé transcendents [4]. More-
over, the Painlevé-type asymptotics was also discovered for an extended modified KdV equation
and defocusing Hirota in transition sector [14, 25]. The higher order Airy and Painlevé asymp-
totics for the modified KdV equation and modified KdV hierarchy were considered in [5] and
[10], respectively. Interestingly, the Painlevé III hierarchy has arisen in study of the fundamental
rogue wave solutions of the focusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation in the limit of large order
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[2]. It is noted that for the solutions of Sasa–Satsuma equation and matrix mKdV equation as-
sociated with higher order matrix spectral problems, there also exist Painlevé-type asymptotics
[9, 17]. Recently, considering the defocusing NLS equation with a nonzero background, Wang and
Fan found the Painlevé asymptotics in two transition regions [24]. The main result is now stated
as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let u0(x) and v0(x) be two functions in the Schwartz class and let ̺(k) =
(

̺1(k) ̺2(k)
)

be the reflection coefficient defined by (2.6). Assume that the (1, 1) entry s11(k) of s(k) described in (2.4)
is nonzero for Imk ≤ 0. Then, for any constant C > 0, the solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2)
to the coupled Hirota equation satisfies the following long-time asymptotic formula for (x, t) ∈ T , i.e.,
|x/t − 1/(12α)|t2/3 ≤ C,

u(x, t) =
2eiψ1(y,t)

(3αt)
1
3

up(y) + O(t−
2
3 ), v(x, t) =

2eiψ2(y,t)

(3αt)
1
3

vp(y) + O(t−
2
3 ),(1.4)

where

y =(3α)−
1
3

(

x

t
− 1

12α

)

t
2
3 ,

ψj(y, t) = arg ̺j

(

−2

3

)

+
1

216α2
t +

1

2
(3α)−

2
3 t

1
3 y, j = 1, 2,

and up(y), vp(y) denote the smooth solution of the coupled Painlevé II equation (A.6) corresponding to
s1 = |̺1(−2/3)|, s2 = |̺2(−2/3)| according to Theorem A.1.

Remark 1.1. Theorem 1.1 extends the result of the Painlevé asymptotics for the defocusing Hirota equation
with 2× 2 matrix Lax pair in [25] to the coupled Hirota equation (1.1) associated with 3× 3 matrix spectral
problem. In the case of the Hirota equation considered in [25], the corresponding final approximation RH
problem can be solved directly by the solution of the standard homogeneous Painlevé II equation. However,
the key ingredient of our analysis consists of proposing a new 3 × 3 matrix model RH problem and estab-
lishing the connection with the Painlevé II function (Theorem A.1), which are the main differences between
our proof and that in [25]. Moreover, in order to ensure the solvability of model RH problem, we need to
assume that the constants s1 and s2 are real in the jump matrices (A.2). Nevertheless, the entries at relevant
positions of the jump matrix in our final 3 × 3 matrix approximation RH problem are complex. With the
aid of a suitable gauge transformation, the solution of approximation problem is expressed in terms of the
solution of new model RH problem.

The structure of this paper can now be explained. In Section 2, we quickly review the presen-
tation of a basic RH formalism M(x, t; k) related to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) for the coupled
Hirota equation. For more details, see [16]. The asymptotics in the transition region will be dis-
cussed in Section 3. A substantial part of the work, namely, the constructions of appropriate local
models, is deferred to the two Appendices A and B.

2. THE BASIC RIEMANN–HILBERT PROBLEM

The system (1.1) is integrable and admits the following 3 × 3 Lax pair representation [23]

(2.1)











ψx(x, t; k) =
i

12α
kΣψ(x, t; k) + U(x, t)ψ(x, t; k),

ψt(x, t; k) =
i

192α2
(k3 + 2k2)Σψ(x, t; k) + V(x, t; k)ψ(x, t; k),
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where ψ(x, t; k) is a 3 × 3 matrix-valued spectral function, k is a complex iso-spectral parameter,
Σ, U(x, t) and V(x, t; k) are given by

Σ =





−2 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1



 , U =





0 −u −v
u∗ 0 0
v∗ 0 0



 ,(2.2)

V =
k2

16α
U + k

(

i

4
Σ1(U

2 − Ux) +
1

8α
U

)

(2.3)

+
i

2
Σ1(U

2 − Ux) + α
(

[Ux, U]− Uxx + 2U3
)

, Σ1 = diag(−1, 1, 1).

Given u0(x), v0(x) ∈ S(R), we can define the scattering matrix s(k) by

(2.4) s(k) = I3×3 −
∫ +∞

−∞
e−

i
12α kxΣ[U(x, 0)X(x; k)]e

i
12α kxΣdx, k ∈ R,

where the 3× 3 matrix-valued function X(x; k) is the unique solution of the Volterra integral equa-
tion

(2.5) X(x; k) = I3×3 −
∫ +∞

x
e

i
12α k(x−y)Σ[U(y, 0)X(y; k)]e−

i
12α k(x−y)Σdy, x ∈ R, k ∈ R.

Then the “reflection coefficient” is defined by

(2.6) ̺(k)
.
=
(

̺1(k) ̺2(k)
)

=
(

s12(k)
s11(k)

s13(k)
s11(k)

)

, k ∈ R.

It can be shown that the (1, 1) entry s11(k) of s(k) is analytic in the lower half-plane. Possible zeros
of s11(k) give rise to poles in the RH problem. For simplicity, we assume that there is no such pole
(solitonless case). Then the main RH problem associated with the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) is as
follows [16].

Theorem 2.1. Define the 3 × 3 matrix-valued function J(x, t; k) by

(2.7) J(x, t; k) =

(

1 + ̺(k)̺†(k) ̺(k)e−tΦ(k)

̺†(k)etΦ(k) I2×2

)

,

where “†” denotes the a matrix transpose conjugate and

(2.8) Φ(k) =
i

4α

[

x

t
k +

1

16α
(k3 + 2k2)

]

.

Then the following 3 × 3 matrix RH problem:
• Analyticity: M(x, t; k) is analytic for k ∈ C \ R and is continuous for k ∈ R;
• Jump relation: the boundary values M±(x, t; k) = limε→0 M(x, t; k ± iε) satisfy the jump condition
M+(x, t; k) = M−(x, t; k)J(x, t; k) for k ∈ R;
• Normalization: M(x, t; k) → I3×3 as k → ∞;
has a unique solution for each (x, t) ∈ R × R+. Moreover, the functions u(x, t) and v(x, t) defined by

(2.9) u(x, t) = − i

4α
lim
k→∞

(kM(x, t; k))12, v(x, t) = − i

4α
lim
k→∞

(kM(x, t; k))13

is a smooth function with rapid decay as |x| → ∞ which satisfies the coupled Hirota equation (1.1) for
(x, t) ∈ R × R+. Furthermore, u(x, 0) = u0(x), v(x, 0) = v0(x).

The nonlinear steepest descent approach for oscillatory RH problems consists in a battery of
transformations of the problem, so as to arrive at a model RH problem that can be solved explicitly.
The considerable contour transformation is determined by the signature table relative to the region
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-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

(a)

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

(b)

FIGURE 2. Signature tables for 0 < ( x
t − 1

12α )t
2
3 < C and −C < ( x

t − 1
12α )t

2
3 < 0.

The signs ± correspond to domains with ±ReΦ(k) > 0.

(in the (x, t)-half-plane) of interest, i.e., the distribution of the signs of ReΦ(k). For the transition
zone, the signature tables are shown in Figure 2, where

k1 =
2

3

(

−1 −
√

1 − 12α
x

t

)

,(2.10)

k2 =
2

3

(

−1 +

√

1 − 12α
x

t

)

.(2.11)

3. ASYMPTOTICS IN TRANSITION ZONE:
∣

∣

x
t − 1

12α

∣

∣ t
2
3 < C

In this section, our goal is to find the asymptotics of solution to Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) in
the transition region T defined by (1.3). We will derive the asymptotics in the two halves of Sector
T corresponding to x/t ≥ 1/(12α) and x/t ≤ 1/(12α) separately; we thus will use the notation

(3.1) T≥ .
= T ∩

{

x

t
≥ 1

12α

}

, T≤ .
= T ∩

{

x

t
≤ 1

12α

}

.

3.1. Asymptotics in Sector T≥. Suppose (x, t) ∈ T≥, which corresponds to the case in Figure 2(a).
In this region, two critical points k1 and −k2 defined in (2.10) and (2.11) are complex and approach

to −2/3 at least the speed of t−1/3 as t → ∞.

3.1.1. Modification to the basic RH problem. We will make the transformation to the basic RH prob-
lem in such a way that the new jump matrix approaches the identity matrix as t → ∞.

Let Γ ⊂ C denote the contour Γ = R ∪ {− 2
3 + e

πi
6 R} ∪ {− 2

3 + e−
πi
6 R} oriented to the right and

let Ω and Ω∗ denote the triangular domains shown in Figure 3. We then decompose ̺ =
(

̺1 ̺2

)

into an analytic part ̺a and a small remainder ̺r.

Lemma 3.1. (Analytic approximation) There exists a decomposition

(3.2) ̺1(k) = ̺1,a(t; k) + ̺1,r(t; k), k ∈ R,
5



FIGURE 3. The oriented contour Γ and sets Ω, Ω∗ .

where the functions ̺1,a and ̺1,r satisfy the following properties:
(i) For each (x, t) ∈ T≥, ̺1,a(t; k) is defined and continuous for k ∈ Ω̄ and analytic for k ∈ Ω.
(ii) The function ̺1,a satisfies

(3.3)















|̺1,a(t; k)| ≤ C

1 + |k|2 e
t
4 |ReΦ(k)|,

∣

∣

∣

∣

̺1,a(t; k)− ̺1(−
2

3
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

∣

∣

∣

∣

k +
2

3

∣

∣

∣

∣

e
t
4 |ReΦ(k)|,

k ∈ Ω̄.

(iii) The L1, L2 and L∞ norms of the function ̺1,r(t; ·) on R are O(t−3/2) as t → ∞.

Proof. See [1], Lemma 5.2 or [5], Lemma 4.1. �

The decomposition of ̺2(k) = ̺2,a(t; k) + ̺2,r(t; k) can be similarly found. Thus, we obtain a
decomposition ̺ = ̺a + ̺r by letting

̺a(t; k)
.
=
(

̺1,a(t; k) ̺2,a(t; k)
)

, ̺r(t; k)
.
=
(

̺1,r(t; k) ̺2,r(t; k)
)

.

Now we can deform the contour by setting

(3.4) M(1)(x, t; k) = e−
1
3 tΦ(− 2

3 )ΣM(x, t; k)G(x, t; k)e
1
3 tΦ(− 2

3 )Σ,

where

(3.5) G(x, t; k) =



























(

1 ̺a(t; k)e−tΦ(k)

02×1 I2×2

)

, k ∈ Ω,

(

1 01×2

−̺†
a(t; k∗)etΦ(k) I2×2

)

, k ∈ Ω∗,

I3×3, elsewhere.

It follows that M(1)(x, t; k) satisfies the 3 × 3 matrix RH problem:

• M(1)(x, t; k) is analytic off Γ, and it takes continuous boundary values on Γ;
6



• Across the oriented contour Γ, the boundary values M
(1)
± (x, t; k) are connected by the relation

M
(1)
+ (x, t; k) = M

(1)
− (x, t; k)J(1)(x, t; k);

• M(1)(x, t; k) → I3×3, as k → ∞;

where the jump matrix J(1)(x, t; k) is given by

J
(1)
1 =

(

1 01×2

̺†
aet(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2

3 )) I2×2

)

, J
(1)
2 =

(

1 ̺ae−t(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 ))

02×1 I2×2

)

,

J
(1)
3 =

(

1 ̺re−t(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 ))

02×1 I2×2

)(

1 01×2

̺†
r et(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2

3 )) I2×2

)

,(3.6)

where J
(1)
j denotes the restriction of J(1) to the subcontour labeled by j in Figure 3.

3.1.2. Local model. An important observation is that

(3.7) t

(

Φ(k)− Φ(−2

3
)

)

= 2i

(

yz +
4

3
z3

)

,

where z is the scaled spectral parameter

(3.8) z
.
=

1

8

(

3

α2

)
1
3
(

k +
2

3

)

t
1
3 ,

and

(3.9) y
.
= (3α)−

1
3

(

x

t
− 1

12α

)

t
2
3 .

Fix suitable ǫ > 0 and let Dǫ(−2/3) = {k ∈ C||k + 2/3| < ǫ}, see Figure 4. Let Γǫ = (Γ ∩
Dǫ(−2/3)) \ R. Then the map k 7→ z takes Γǫ onto Lǫ .

= L ∩ {|z| < 1/8(3/α2)1/3t1/3ǫ}, where

L is the contour defined in (A.1). Thus for fixed z and large t, the jump matrix J(1)(x, t; k) can be
approximated as follows:

(3.10) J(1)(x, t; k) →



















(

1 01×2

̺†
(

− 2
3

)

e2i(yz+ 4
3 z3)

I2×2

)

, z ∈ Lǫ
1,

(

1 ̺
(

− 2
3

)

e−2i(yz+ 4
3 z3)

02×1 I2×2

)

, z ∈ Lǫ
2.

Now, we write ̺j(−2/3) = |̺j(−2/3)|eiφj with φj = arg ̺j(−2/3) for j = 1, 2. We conclude

that as t → ∞, M(1)(x, t; k) in Dǫ(− 2
3) approaches the solution Mc(x, t; k) defined by

(3.11) Mc(x, t; k)
.
= e

iφ1
2 Ae

iφ2
2 BML(y; z)e−

iφ2
2 Be−

iφ1
2 A,

where

(3.12) A =





1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1



 , B =





1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −1



 ,

and M(y; z) is the solution of the coupled Painlevé II RH problem of Theorem A.1 with s1
.
=

|̺1(−2/3)|, s2
.
= |̺2(−2/3)|.

Lemma 3.2. For each (x, t) ∈ T≥, the function Mc(x, t; k) defined by (3.11) is an analytic function of k ∈
Dǫ(− 2

3) \ Γǫ such that |Mc(x, t; k)| ≤ C. Across Γǫ, Mc(x, t; k) obeys the jump condition Mc
+ = Mc

− Jc,
where the jump matrix Jc satisfies for each 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

(3.13) ‖J(1) − Jc‖Lp(Γǫ) ≤ Ct
− 1

3 (1+
1
p ).

7



FIGURE 4. The contour Γǫ = ∪2
j=1Γǫ

j and Γ̂.

In particular, as t → ∞,

(3.14) ‖[Mc(x, t; k)]−1 − I3×3‖L∞(∂Dǫ(− 2
3 ))

= O(t−
1
3 ),

and

(3.15)
1

2πi

∫

∂Dǫ(− 2
3 )

(

[Mc(x, t; k)]−1 − I3×3

)

dk = −8α
2
3 Mc

1(y)

(3t)
1
3

+O(t−
2
3 ),

where Mc
1(y) satisfies

(3.16) [Mc
1(y)]12 = ieiφ1 up(y), [Mc

1(y)]13 = ieiφ2 vp(y),

moreover, up(y) and vp(y) are the smooth solution of the coupled Painlevé II equation (A.6).

Proof. The analyticity and boundedness of Mc can be deduced from relating results about Theorem
A.1. Moreover, we have

(3.17) J(1) − Jc =



















(

0 01×2
(

̺†
a(t; k∗)− ̺†

(

− 2
3

))

et(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 )) 02×2

)

, k ∈ Γǫ
1,

(

0
(

̺a(t; k)− ̺
(

− 2
3

))

e−t(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 ))

02×1 02×2

)

, k ∈ Γǫ
2.

In the following proof of (3.13), we take the analysis of the case k + 2/3 = leπi/6 with l ≤ 0 as an
example. For x/t ≥ 1/(12α), since

(3.18) Re

(

Φ(k) − Φ(−2

3
)

)

= − l3

64α2
− l

8α

(

x

t
− 1

12α

)

≥ − l3

64α2
≥ |k + 2

3 |3
64α2

,

and hence,

(3.19) e−
3
4 t|Re(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2

3 ))| ≤ e−2|z|3 .
8



It follows from (3.17) and (3.3) that

|J(1) − Jc| ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

̺a(t; k)− ̺

(

−2

3

)∣

∣

∣

∣

e−tRe(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 ))

≤C
∣

∣

∣zt−
1
3

∣

∣

∣ e−
3
4 t|Re(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2

3 ))| ≤ C
∣

∣

∣zt−
1
3

∣

∣

∣ e−2|z|3 .(3.20)

Consequently, writing l = |z|, we get

(3.21) ‖J(1) − Jc‖L∞ ≤ C sup
0≤l<∞

(

lt−
1
3

)

e−2l3 ≤ Ct−
1
3 ,

and

(3.22) ‖J(1) − Jc‖L1 ≤ C
∫ ∞

0
lt−

1
3 e−2l3 dl

t
1
3

≤ Ct−
2
3 .

Therefore, (3.13) follows from the general inequality ‖ f‖Lp ≤ ‖ f‖1−1/p
L∞ ‖ f‖1/p

L1 .

If k ∈ ∂Dǫ(−2/3), the variable z tends to infinity as t → ∞. It follows from the asymptotic
expansion (A.4) and Cauchy’s formula that (3.14) and (3.15) hold. �

3.1.3. The final step. Set Γ̂ = Γ ∪ ∂Dǫ(−2/3) and assume that the boundary of Dǫ(−2/3) are ori-

ented counterclockwise, see Figure 4. Then the function M̂(x, t; k) defined by

(3.23) M̂(x, t; k) =











M(1)(x, t; k)[Mc(x, t; k)]−1, k ∈ Dǫ

(

−2

3

)

,

M(1)(x, t; k), elsewhere.

satisfies the following 3 × 3 matrix RH problem:

• M̂(x, t; k) is analytic outside the contour Γ̂ with continuous boundary values on Γ̂;

• For k ∈ Γ̂, we have the jump relation M̂+(x, t; k) = M̂−(x, t; k) Ĵ(x, t; k);
• M̂(x, t; k) → I3×3, as k → ∞;
where the jump matrix is given by

(3.24) Ĵ =



































Mc
− J(1)[Mc

+]
−1, k ∈ Γ̂ ∩ Dǫ

(

−2

3

)

,

[Mc]−1, k ∈ ∂Dǫ

(

−2

3

)

,

J(1), k ∈ Γ̂ \ Dǫ

(

−2

3

)

.

Let ŵ = Ĵ − I3×3. It then follows from the proof of Lemma 4.3 in [5] that we have the following
conclusion.

Lemma 3.3. For (x, t) ∈ T≥ and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

‖ŵ‖Lp(∂Dǫ(− 2
3 ))

≤Ct−
1
3 ,(3.25)

‖ŵ‖Lp(R) ≤Ct−
3
2 ,(3.26)

‖ŵ‖Lp(Γǫ) ≤Ct
− 1

3 (1+
1
p ),(3.27)

‖ŵ‖Lp(Γ̂′) ≤Ce−ct,(3.28)

where Γ̂′ = Γ̂ \ (R ∪ Dǫ(−2/3)).
9



We now derive the asymptotic formula of the solution of Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) for the

coupled Hirota equation in sector T≥. Let Ĉ be the Cauchy operator associated with Γ̂ and let

Ĉŵg
.
= Ĉ−(gŵ). Then by estimates (3.25)-(3.28), we can write

(3.29) M̂(x, t; k) = I3×3 +
1

2πi

∫

Γ̂

(µ̂ŵ)(x, t; s)

s − k
ds,

where the 3 × 3 matrix-valued function µ̂(x, t; k) is defined by µ̂ = I3×3 + Ĉŵµ̂. Moreover, the
Neumann series argument implies that

(3.30) ‖µ̂(x, t; ·)− I3×3‖L2(Γ̂) = O(t−
1
3 ), t → ∞.

By expanding (3.29) and inverting the transformations (3.4) and (3.23), we find the relation,

(3.31) lim
k→∞

k(M(x, t; k) − I3×3) = − 1

2πi
e

1
3 tΦ(− 2

3 )Σ
∫

Γ̂
(µ̂ŵ)(x, t; s)dse−

1
3 tΦ(− 2

3 )Σ.

By (3.15), (3.25) and (3.30), on the subcontour ∂Dǫ(−2/3), we have

(3.32)

− 1

2πi

∫

∂Dǫ(− 2
3 )
(µ̂ŵ)(x, t; s)ds =− 1

2πi

∫

∂Dǫ(− 2
3 )

ŵds − 1

2πi

∫

∂Dǫ(− 2
3 )
(µ̂ − I3×3)ŵds

=
8α

2
3 Mc

1(y)

(3t)
1
3

+O(t−
2
3 ).

In addition, the contributions from R, Γǫ and Γ̂′ to the right-hand side of (3.31) are O(t−3/2),
O(t−2/3) and O(e−ct), respectively. Recalling the reconstructional formula (2.9) and the definition
of Φ(k) in (2.8), we immediately obtain the asymptotic formula (1.4).

3.2. Asymptotics in Sector T≤. We now analyze the asymptotics in the Sector T≤. In this sector,
the critical points k1 and k2 given respectively in (2.10) and (2.11) are real and as t → ∞ approach

−2/3 at least as fast as t−1/3.

3.2.1. Modification to the basic RH problem. In this case, we define the oriented contour Ξ = R ∪
Ξ1 ∪ Ξ2 and open subsets Ω and Ω∗ as depicted in Figure 5, where

(3.33)
Ξ1 ={k = k2 + le

πi
6 |l ≥ 0} ∪ {k = k1 + le

5πi
6 |l ≥ 0},

Ξ2 ={k = k2 + le−
πi
6 |l ≥ 0} ∪ {k = k1 + le−

5πi
6 |l ≥ 0}.

Lemma 3.4. (Analytic approximation) There exists a decomposition

(3.34) ̺1(k) = ̺1,a(x, t; k) + ̺1,r(x, t; k), k ∈ (−∞, k1) ∪ (k2, ∞),

where the functions ̺1,a and ̺1,r satisfy the following properties:
(i) For (x, t) ∈ T≤, ̺1,a(x, t; k) is defined and continuous for k ∈ Ω̄ and analytic for Ω.
(ii) The function ̺1,a satisfies

(3.35)











|̺1,a(x, t; k)| ≤ C

1 + |k|2 e
t
4 |ReΦ(k)|, k ∈ Ω̄,

|̺1,a(x, t; k)− ̺(kj)| ≤ C|k − kj|e
t
4 |ReΦ(k)|, k ∈ Ω̄, j = 1, 2.

(iii) The L1, L2 and L∞ norms of the function ̺1,r(x, t; ·) on (−∞, k1) ∪ (k2, ∞) are O(t−3/2) as t → ∞.

Proof. See [13], Lemma 4.8. �
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FIGURE 5. The oriented contour Ξ and sets Ω, Ω∗.

Similar decomposition holds for ̺2(k), namely, ̺2(k) = ̺2,a(x, t; k) + ̺2,r(x, t; k). Then a decom-
position of ̺ = ̺a + ̺r is achieved by setting

̺a(x, t; k)
.
=
(

̺1,a(x, t; k) ̺2,a(x, t; k)
)

, ̺r(x, t; k)
.
=
(

̺1,r(x, t; k) ̺2,r(x, t; k)
)

.

Using the decomposition of ̺, we define M(1)(x, t; k) by (3.4) with G(x, t; k) given by (3.5).

Hence M(1) satisfies the RH problem:

• M(1)(x, t; k) is analytic for k ∈ C \ Ξ;

• The continuous boundary values M
(1)
± satisfy M

(1)
+ (x, t; k) = M

(1)
− (x, t; k)J(1)(x, t; k) for k ∈ Ξ;

• M(1)(x, t; k) → I3×3 as k → ∞;

where the jump matrix J(1)(x, t; k) is given by

J
(1)
1 =

(

1 01×2

̺†
aet(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2

3 )) I2×2

)

, J
(1)
2 =

(

1 ̺ae−t(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 ))

02×1 I2×2

)

,

J
(1)
3 =

(

1 ̺e−t(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 ))

02×1 I2×2

)(

1 01×2

̺†et(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 )) I2×2

)

,(3.36)

J
(1)
4 =

(

1 ̺re−t(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 ))

02×1 I2×2

)(

1 01×2

̺†
r et(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2

3 )) I2×2

)

,

with subscripts referring to Figure 5.

3.2.2. Local model. As in Subsection 3.1, we introduce the new variables z and y by (3.8) and (3.9),
respectively. We now have −C ≤ y ≤ 0. Define contour Ξǫ = (Ξ ∩ Dǫ(−2/3)) \ ((−∞, k1) ∪
(k2, ∞)), see Figure 6. Let X be the contour defined in (B.1) with z2 = 1/8(3/α2)−1/3(k2 +
2/3)t1/3 =

√−y/2 ≥ 0. The map k 7→ z maps Ξǫ onto Xǫ .
= X ∩ {|z| < 1/8(3/α2)1/3t1/3ǫ}.

11



FIGURE 6. The oriented contour Ξǫ = ∪3
j=1Ξǫ

j and Ξ̂.

Therefore, as t → ∞, we have

(3.37) J(1)(x, t; k) →







































(

1 01×2

̺†
(

− 2
3

)

e2i(yz+ 4
3 z3)

I2×2

)

, z ∈ Xǫ
1,

(

1 ̺
(

− 2
3

)

e−2i(yz+ 4
3 z3)

02×1 I2×2

)

, z ∈ Xǫ
2,

(

1 ̺
(

− 2
3

)

e−2i(yz+ 4
3 z3)

02×1 I2×2

)(

1 01×2

̺†
(

− 2
3

)

e2i(yz+ 4
3 z3)

I2×2

)

, z ∈ Xǫ
3.

The double (y, z2) belongs to the parameter set P in (B.4) whenever (x, t) ∈ T≤. Thus, by Theorem
B.1, we can choose

(3.38) Mr(x, t; k)
.
= e

iφ1
2 Ae

iφ2
2 BMX(y, z2; z)e−

iφ2
2 Be−

iφ1
2 A

to approach M(1)(x, t; k) in Dǫ(−2/3), where matrices A, B are given in (3.12) and MX(y, z2; z) is
the solution of the model RH problem of Theorem B.1 with z2 =

√−y/2 and s1
.
= |̺1(−2/3)|,

s2
.
= |̺2(−2/3)|.

Lemma 3.5. For each (x, t) ∈ T≤, the function Mr(x, t; k) defined in (3.38) is analytic for k ∈ Dǫ(−2/3) \
Ξǫ such that |Mr(x, t; k)| ≤ C. On the contour Ξǫ, Mr(x, t; k) satisfies the jump condition Mr

+ = Mr
− Jr

and the jump matrix Jr obeys the estimate for each 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

(3.39) ‖J(1) − Jr‖Lp(Ξǫ) ≤ Ct
− 1

3 (1+
1
p ).

In particular,

‖[Mr(x, t; k)]−1 − I3×3‖L∞(∂Dǫ(− 2
3 ))

= O(t−
1
3 ),(3.40)

1

2πi

∫

∂Dǫ(− 2
3 )

(

[Mr(x, t; k)]−1 − I3×3

)

dk = −8α
2
3 Mr

1(y)

(3t)
1
3

+ O(t−
2
3 ),(3.41)
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where Mr
1(y) satisfies

(3.42) [Mr
1(y)]12 = ieiφ1 up(y), [Mr

1(y)]13 = ieiφ2 vp(y).

Proof. We only give the proof of estimate (3.39). First, we know that
(3.43)

J(1) − Jr =











































(

0 01×2
(

̺†
a(x, t; k∗)− ̺†

(

− 2
3

))

et(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 )) 02×2

)

, k ∈ Ξǫ
1,

(

0
(

̺a(x, t; k)− ̺
(

− 2
3

))

e−t(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 ))

02×1 02×2

)

, k ∈ Ξǫ
2,

(

̺(k)̺†(k)− ̺
(

− 2
3

)

̺†
(

− 2
3

) (

̺(k) − ̺
(

− 2
3

))

e−t(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 ))

(

̺†(k)− ̺†
(

− 2
3

))

et(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 )) 02×2

)

, k ∈ Ξǫ
3.

For k = k2 + le−
πi
6 , 0 ≤ l ≤ ǫ, we obtain

(3.44) Re

(

Φ(k) − Φ(−2

3
)

)

=
1

64α2

(

l3 +
3
√

3

2
(k2 +

2

3
)l2

)

≥ |k − k2|3
64α2

.

If |k − k2| ≥ k2 + 2/3, then |k − k2| ≥ |k + 2/3|/2, and hence

(3.45) e
− 3

256α2 t|k−k2|3 ≤ e
− 1

1024α2 t|k+ 2
3 |3 .

If |k − k2| < k2 + 2/3, then |k + 2/3| ≤ 2(k2 + 2/3) ≤ Ct−1/3, and so

(3.46) e
− 3

256α2 t|k−k2|3 ≤ 1 ≤ Ce
− 1

1024α2 t|k+ 2
3 |3 .

Thus, for k = k2 + le
πi
6 , 0 ≤ l ≤ ε, we find

(3.47) e−
3
4 t|Re(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2

3 ))| ≤ e
− 3

256α2 t|k−k2|3 ≤ Ce
− 1

1024α2 t|k+ 2
3 |3 ≤ Ce−

1
6 |z|3 .

As a consequence, we have

(3.48)

∣

∣

∣

∣

̺a(x, t; k) − ̺

(

−2

3

)∣

∣

∣

∣

e−t(Φ(k)−Φ(− 2
3 ))

≤ C|̺a(x, t; k)− ̺(k2)|e−tReΦ + C

∣

∣

∣

∣

̺(k2)− ̺

(

−2

3

)∣

∣

∣

∣

e−tReΦ

≤ C|k − k2|e−
3
4 t|ReΦ| + C

∣

∣

∣

∣

k2 +
2

3

∣

∣

∣

∣

e−t|ReΦ| ≤ C
∣

∣

∣
zt−

1
3

∣

∣

∣
e−

1
6 |z|3 .

As in the proof of Lemma 3.2, this implies ‖J(1) − Jr‖L∞(Ξǫ
2)

≤ Ct−1/3, ‖J(1) − Jr‖L1(Ξǫ
2)
≤ Ct−2/3.

For k ∈ Ξǫ
3, we have ReΦ = 0, and so, by (3.43),

(3.49)

∣

∣

∣

∣

̺(k)− ̺

(

−2

3

)∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

∣

∣

∣

∣

k +
2

3

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Ct−
1
3 .

Thus, Equation (3.39) holds. �

3.2.3. The final step. Let Ξ̆ = Ξ ∪ ∂Dǫ(−2/3), see Figure 6. Define the new matrix-valued function

M̆(x, t; k) by

(3.50) M̆(x, t; k) =











M(1)(x, t; k)[Mr(x, t; k)]−1, k ∈ Dǫ

(

−2

3

)

,

M(1)(x, t; k), elsewhere,
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which satisfies the following 3 × 3 matrix RH problem:

• M̆(x, t; k) is analytic outside the contour Ξ̆ with continuous boundary values on Ξ̆;

• For k ∈ Ξ̆, M̆+(x, t; k) = M̆−(x, t; k) J̆(x, t; k);
• M̆(x, t; k) → I3×3, as k → ∞;
where the jump matrix J̆ is described by

(3.51) J̆ =



































Mr
− J(1)[Mr

+]
−1, k ∈ Ξ̆ ∩ Dǫ

(

−2

3

)

,

[Mr]−1, k ∈ ∂Dǫ

(

−2

3

)

,

J(1), k ∈ Ξ̆ \ Dǫ

(

−2

3

)

.

Write

Ξ̆1 = R \ [k1, k2], Ξ̆2 = Ξ̆ \
(

R ∪ Dǫ

(

−2

3

)

)

.

Lemma 3.6. Let w̆ = J̆ − I3×3. For (x, t) ∈ T≤, we have the following estimates for each 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞:

‖w̆‖Lp(∂Dǫ(− 2
3 )
≤Ct−

1
3 ,(3.52)

‖w̆‖Lp(Ξ̆1)
≤Ct−

3
2 ,(3.53)

‖w̆‖Lp(Ξ̆ǫ) ≤Ct
− 1

3 (1+
1
p ),(3.54)

‖w̆‖Lp(Ξ̆2)
≤Ce−ct.(3.55)

The remainder of the derivation in Sector T≤ now proceeds as in Sector T≥.

APPENDIX A. COUPLED PAINLEVÉ II RIEMANN–HILBERT PROBLEM

FIGURE 7. The oriented contour L.

Define the contour L = L1 ∪ L2, which is oriented as in Figure 7, where

(A.1)
L1 ={z = ǫe

πi
6 |ǫ ≥ 0} ∪ {z = ǫe

5πi
6 |ǫ ≥ 0},

L2 ={z = ǫe−
πi
6 |ǫ ≥ 0} ∪ {z = ǫe−

5πi
6 |ǫ ≥ 0}.
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Theorem A.1 (Coupled Painlevé II RH problem). Let s1, s2 be two real numbers and define two 3 × 3
matrices S1, S2 by

(A.2) S1 =





1 0 0
s1 1 0
s2 0 1



 , S2 =





1 s1 s2

0 1 0
0 0 1



 .

Then the following 3 × 3 matrix RH problem:
• Analyticity: ML(y; z) is analytic in C \ L with continuous boundary values on L;
• Jump condition: For z ∈ L, ML

+(y; z) = ML
−(y; z)JL(y; z);

• Normalization: ML(y; z) → I3×3, as z → ∞;
where

(A.3) JL(y; z) = e
2i
3 (

4
3 z3+yz)ΣSne−

2i
3 (

4
3 z3+yz)Σ, z ∈ Ln, n = 1, 2,

has a unique solution ML(y; z) for each y ∈ R. Moreover, there exists smooth functions {ML
j (y)} of y ∈ R

with decay as y → ∞ such that

(A.4) ML(y; z) = I3×3 +
N

∑
j=1

ML
j (y)

zj
+O(z−N−1), z → ∞.

The (1, 2) entry and (1, 3) entry of leading coefficient ML
1 are given by

(A.5)
[

ML
1 (y)

]

12
= iup(y),

[

ML
1 (y)

]

13
= ivp(y),

where the real-valued functions up(y) and vp(y) satisfy the following coupled Painlevé II equation

(A.6)
u

′′
p(y) + 8

(

u2
p(y) + v2

p(y)
)

up(y)− yup(y) = 0,

v
′′
p(y) + 8

(

u2
p(y) + v2

p(y)
)

vp(y)− yvp(y) = 0.

Proof. It first follows from the symmetry

(A.7) JL(y; z) =
[

JL(y; z∗)
]†

and Zhou’s vanishing lemma [27] that the solution ML(y; z) of RH problem exists and is unique,
and has an expansion of the form (A.4). On the other hand, the coefficients ML

j and their y-

derivatives have exponential decay as y → ∞ by a A Deift–Zhou steepest descent analysis.

Now we put Ψ(y; z) = ML(y; z)e
2i
3 (

4
3 z3+yz)Σ. Then the matrix-valued function U(y; z) defined by

(A.8) U .
= ΨyΨ−1 =

(

ML
y +

2i

3
zMLΣ

)

[

ML
]−1

is an entire function of z. Thus, we immediately find that U(y; z) = U1(y)z + U0(y), and hence
(A.8) becomes

(A.9) ML
y +

2i

3
zMLΣ = (U1z + U0)ML.

Substituting the expansion (A.4) into (A.9), the result implies that

(A.10) U1 =
2i

3
Σ, U0 = −2i

3
[Σ, ML

1 ].

Analogously, we construct another matrix-valued function V(y; z) as follows:

(A.11) V .
= ΨzΨ−1 =

(

ML
z +

2i

3
(4z2 + y)MLΣ

)

[

ML
]−1

,
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which also is entire, and hence, one can get

(A.12) V = V2z2 + V1z + V0 =
8i

3
Σz2 + 4U0z − 8i

3
[Σ, ML

2 ]− 4U0ML
1 +

2i

3
yΣ.

However, by substituting the Equation (A.4) into (A.9) and collecting term with O(z−1), we find

(A.13) ML
1y −

2i

3
[Σ, ML

2 ] = U0ML
1 ,

which implies that

(A.14) V0 = −4ML
1y +

2i

3
yΣ.

In fact, we have amazedly shown that Ψ admits a Lax pair

(A.15)

{

Ψy =UΨ,

Ψz =VΨ,

where U and V are expressed in terms of ML
1 (y). Thus, the compatibility condition

(A.16) Uz −Vy + UV − VU = 0

of the Lax pair (A.15) gives that

(A.17) 4MY
1yy +

8i

3
[Σ, ML

1 ]M
L
1y −

8i

3
ML

1y[Σ, ML
1 ] +

4

9
y[Σ, ML

1 ]Σ − 4

9
yΣ[Σ, ML

1 ] = 0.

Moreover, note that the jump matrix JL(y; z) obeys another symmetry

(A.18) JL(y; z) =
[

JL(y;−z∗)
]∗

,

which together with the relation (A.7) imply that ML(y; z) satisfies

(A.19) ML(y; z) =

[

(

ML
)†

(y; z∗)
]−1

=
[

ML(y;−z∗)
]∗

.

Therefore, the leading-order coefficient ML
1 (y) satisfies the symmetries

(A.20) ML
1 (y) = −

[

ML
1 (y)

]†
= −

[

ML
1 (y)

]∗
.

As a consequence, we can write

(A.21) ML
1 (y) =





f1(y) f2(y) f3(y)
f2(y) f4(y) f5(y)
f3(y) f5(y) f6(y)



 ,

where f j(y) ∈ iR for j = 1, · · · , 6.
In the following, substituting (A.21) respectively into (A.17) and (A.13), we obtain that

(A.22)

f ′′1 − 4i
(

f2 f ′2 + f3 f ′3
)

= 0,

f ′′2 − 2i
(

f2 f ′4 + f3 f ′5 − f2 f ′1
)

− y f2 = 0,

f ′′3 − 2i
(

f2 f ′5 + f3 f ′6 − f3 f ′1
)

− y f3 = 0,

f ′4 + 2i f 2
2 = 0, f ′5 + 2i f2 f3 = 0, f ′6 + 2i f 2

3 = 0.

In addition, since ML
1 (y) and its derivatives decay as y → ∞, we quickly find that

(A.23) f ′1 = 2i( f 2
2 + f 2

3 ).
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Thus, we obtain

(A.24)
f ′′2 (y)− 8

(

f 2
2 (y) + f 2

3 (y)
)

f2(y)− y f2(y) = 0,

f ′′3 (y)− 8
(

f 2
2 (y) + f 2

3 (y)
)

f3(y)− y f3(y) = 0.

Then the lemma follows by setting f2(y) = iup(y) and f3(y) = ivp(y). �

APPENDIX B. A MODEL RIEMANN–HILBERT PROBLEM IN SECTOR T≤

FIGURE 8. The oriented contour X.

Given two real numbers z2 ≥ 0 and z1 = −z2, let X denote the contour X =
⋃3

j=1 Xj shown in

Figure 8, where the line segments

(B.1)

X1 = {z = z2 + le
πi
6 |l ≥ 0} ∪ {z = z1 + le

5πi
6 |l ≥ 0},

X2 = {z = z2 + le−
πi
6 |l ≥ 0} ∪ {z = z1 + le−

5πi
6 |l ≥ 0},

X3 = {z = l|z1 ≤ l ≤ z2}.

Define a 1 × 2 row-vector p by

(B.2) p =
(

s1 s2

)

, s1, s2 ∈ R.

We consider the following family of 3 × 3 matrix RH problems parametrized by y ≤ 0, z2 ≥ 0:
• MX(y, z2; z) is analytic in C \ X with continuous boundary values on X;
• For z ∈ X, MX

+(y, z2; z) = MX
−(y, z2; z)JX(y, z2; z);

• MX(y, z2; z) → I3×3 as z → ∞;
where the jump matrix JX(y, z2; z) is defined by

(B.3) JX(y, z2; z) =







































(

1 01×2

p†e2i(yz+ 4
3 z3) I2×2

)

, z ∈ X1,

(

1 pe−2i(yz+ 4
3 z3)

02×1 I2×2

)

, z ∈ X2,

(

1 pe−2i(yz+ 4
3 z3)

02×1 I2×2

)(

1 01×2

p†e2i(yz+ 4
3 z3) I2×2

)

, z ∈ X3.

Define the parameter subset

(B.4) P = {(y, z2) ∈ R
2| − C1 ≤ y ≤ 0,

√

−y/2 ≤ z2 ≤ C2},

where C1, C2 are two positive constants.
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Theorem B.1. Let p be of the form (B.2). The RH problem for MX with jump matrix JX given by (B.2) has
a unique solution MX(y, z2; z) whenever (y, z2) ∈ P. There are smooth functions {MX

j (y)} such that

(B.5) MX(y, z2; z) = I3×3 +
N

∑
j=1

MX
j (y)

zj
+ O(z−N−1), z → ∞.

The (1, 2) entry and (1, 3) entry of leading coefficient MX
1 are given by

(B.6)
[

MX
1 (y)

]

12
= iup(y),

[

MX
1 (y)

]

13
= ivp(y),

where the real-valued functions up(y) and vp(y) are the smooth solution of the coupled Painlevé II equation

(A.6) associated with s1, s2 according to Theorem A.1. Furthermore, MX(y, z2; z) is uniformly bounded for
z ∈ C \ Z.

Proof. It follows the same line as Theorem 5.1 in [12] or Lemma B.1 in [14]. �
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[10] L. Huang and L. Zhang, Higher order Airy and Painlevé asymptotics for the mKdV hierarchy, SIAM J. Math. Anal.

54 (2022) 5291–5334. 2
[11] Z. Huo and Y. Jia, Well-posedness for the Cauchy problem of coupled Hirota equations with low regularity data,

J. Math. Anal. Appl. 322 (2006) 566–579. 1
[12] J. Lenells, The nonlinear steepest descent method: asymptotics for initial-boundary value problems, SIAM J. Math.

Anal. 48 (2016) 2076–2118. 18
[13] J. Lenells, The nonlinear steepest descent method for Riemann–Hilbert problems of low regularity, Indiana Univ.

Math. J. 66 (2017) 1287–1332. 10
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