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Abstract. We consider the Cauchy problem for the integrable nonlocal nonlinear Schrödinger
equation

iqt(x, t) + qxx(x, t) + 2q2(x, t)q̄(−x, t) = 0,

subject to the step-like initial data: q(x, 0) → 0 as x → −∞ and q(x, 0) ≃ Ae2iBx as x → ∞,
where A > 0 and B ∈ R. The goal is to study the long-time asymptotic behavior of the solution of
this problem assuming that q(x, 0) is close, in a certain spectral sense, to the “step-like” function

q0,R(x) =

{
0, x ≤ R,

Ae2iBx, x > R,
with R > 0. A special attention is paid to how B ̸= 0 affects the

asymptotics.
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1. Introduction

Nonlinear evolution partial differential equations with nonzero boundary conditions as the spatial
variable approaches infinity, particularly when the conditions differ at opposite infinities (known as
step-like conditions), have captured the attention of researchers, physicists as well as mathemati-
cians, since the 1970s [5, 26, 27, 31, 32, 41]. This interest stems from the remarkable properties
of their solutions, including the wide variety of patterns observed in their large-time behavior. In
particular, when the nonlinear equation turns to be integrable (in the sense that it possesses the
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Lax pair representation), it is the inverse scattering transform (IST) method that have proved its
extreme efficiency in studying the relevant asymptotic pictures in details.

It is generally recognized that the simplest (although fundamental in many aspects) scalar inte-
grable nonlinear equations arise as reductions of the two-component system of nonlinear Schrödinger
equations (a.k.a. the Ablowitz–Kaup–Newell–Segur (AKNS) system [2])

iqt(x, t) + qxx(x, t) − 2q2(x, t)r(x, t) = 0,

irt(x, t) − rxx(x, t) + 2r2(x, t)q(x, t) = 0.
(1.1)

Namely, the reductions r(x, t) = q̄(x, t) and r(x, t) = −q̄(x, t) of (1.1) (bar stands for the complex
conjugation) give rise to respectively the defocusing and focusing nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS)
equations

(1.2) iqt(x, t) + qxx(x, t) ∓ 2|q(x, t)|2q(x, t) = 0.

The IST method for the NLS equations (on the zero background) was developed by Vladimir
Zakharov and Alexei Shabat in 1971 [45].

On the other hand, the reductions r(x, t) = ±q̄(−x, t) lead to the nonlocal (two-place) versions
of these equations

(1.3) iqt(x, t) + qxx(x, t) ∓ 2q2(x, t)q̄(−x, t) = 0,

whose detailed study by the IST method was initiated by Ablowitz and Musslimani in [3]. We
provide further contextual information about the NNLS equations later in the introduction.

Since the conventional (local) nonlinear Schrödinger equations (1.2) don’t support constant so-
lutions, the simplest nonzero solutions for them have the form q(x, t) = Ae2iBx+2iωt+iϕ, where the
(real) constants A ≥ 0, B, ω, and ϕ are related as ω = ∓A2 − 2B2. Respectively, the simplest non-
decaying initial conditions q0(x) for the Cauchy problem for the nonlinear Schrödinger equations
are those approaching the corresponding exponentials fast enough when x → ±∞:

q0(x) ≃

{
A1e

2iB1x+iϕ1 , x → −∞,

A2e
2iB2x+iϕ2 , x → ∞.

Regarding the local nonlinear Schrödinger equations (1.2), their focusing and defocusing versions
are substantially different in many aspects. Particularly, this is due to the fact that the Zakharov-
Shabat systems playing the role of the spatial equation of the Lax pair are either formally self-adjoint
(in the defocusing case) or not (in the focusing case). In the defocusing case, the IST method for the
problems with the boundary conditions of the finite density type (A1 = A2 ̸= 0, b1 = B2 = 0) was
initiated by Zakharov and Shabat in [46]. Since then, an extensive literature devoted to problems
on nonzero backgrounds has been developed. Without pretending to give a comprehensive review,
we note that the solution of the defocusing NLS equation with asymmetric (A1 ̸= A2) nonzero
boundary conditions was studied by IST methods in [13] (see also [9]), and extensive results on its
long-term behavior were presented in [22, 29].

The first studies of the focusing NLS equation with nonzero boundary conditions by the IST
method were presented in [30, 35], with a single background that can be characterized by A1 = A2,

ϕ1 = ϕ2, and B1 = B2 = 0 (i.e., the solution is assumed to approach Ae∓2iA2t). In particular, the Ma
soliton [35] (also discovered in [30]) was introduced. It was also mentioned in [35] 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 [25], where
particular attention was paid to the stability of the Ma soliton. The results of the Whitham theory
for the focusing NLS with step-like data can be found in [6].

An IST approach for initial data with A1 = A2, ϕ1 ̸= ϕ2, and B1 = B2 = 0 was presented in
[8], and was further developed in [10, 11]. In particular, it was shown in [10, 11] that for such
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initial data, the long-time behavior is described by three asymptotic sectors in the (x, t) half-plane
t > 0: two sectors adjacent to the half-axes x < 0, t = 0 and x > 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. The IST formalism for the case of asymmetric nonzero boundary
conditions (A1 ̸= A2, B1 = B2 = 0) was presented in [20].

In [14] (see also [17]), the long-time asymptotics for the focusing NLS equation was studied for the
so-called “shock case” characterized by B1 = −B2 > 0 (which can be achieved, by a linear change
of independent variables starting with any B1 > B2), with A1 = A2 and ϕ1 = ϕ2 (notice that B in
the present paper corresponds to −B in [14]). In this case, a rich panorama of asymptotic scenarios
was discovered. Namely, whereas the long-time behavior along the t-axis is always described by a
genus 1 wave, the asymptotics along the lines x/t = const can be either a genus 0, a genus 1, a
genus 2, or a genus 3 wave depending on the value of Aj/(B2 −B1).

The long-time asymptotics in the case when the left background is zero (i.e., when A1 = 0 and
A2 ̸= 0) was analyzed in [15]. It was shown that the asymptotic picture involves three sectors in
this case: a slow decay sector (adjacent to the negative x-axis), a modulated plane wave sector
(adjacent to the positive x-axis), and a modulated elliptic wave sector (between the first two).

Returning to the nonlocal NLS equations (1.3), we notice that it satisfies the parity-time (PT)
symmetry condition: q(x, t) is a solution of the NNLS equations along with q̄(−x,−t) [3]. Therefore
the NNLS equations are closely related to the theory of PT-symmetric and non-Hermitian systems,
which describe various phenomena in both classical and quantum physics, see, e.g., [12, 16, 21, 24,
33, 48] and references therein. The other examples of the nonlocal reductions of the two-component
integrable systems can be found in, e.g., [4, 34].

The study of problems with step-like initial data for nonlocal equations was initiated in [38], in
the case of the initial data satisfying the boundary conditions

q0(x) ≃

{
0, x → −∞,

A x → ∞,

and assuming that this large-x behavior is preserved for any t. Notice that in contrast with the
local NLS equations, the behavior of a solution to the nonlocal NLS equation at one infinity cannot
be prescribed independently of its behavior at another infinity. In particular, assuming the solution
to satisfy

(1.4) q(x, t) = O(1), x → −∞, q(x, t) = Ae2iBx+2iωt + O(1), x → ∞,

for all t ∈ R and substituting the “limiting” functions into the “focusing” NNLS equation (see (1.6a)
below), the parameters in the second condition in (1.4) have to satisfy 2B2 + ω = 0 and thus (1.4)
reduces to

(1.5) q(x, t) = O(1), x → −∞, q(x, t) = Ae2iBx−4iB2t + O(1), x → ∞.

In the present paper we consider the following Cauchy problem for the nonlocal nonlinear
Schrödinger equation

iqt(x, t) + qxx(x, t) + 2q2(x, t)q̄(−x, t) = 0, x, t ∈ R, i2 = −1,(1.6a)

q(x, 0) = q0(x), x ∈ R(1.6b)

in the class of functions q(x, t) satisfying the boundary conditions (1.5). Accordingly, the initial
data q0(x) is assumed to be a (generalized) step-like function:

(1.7) q0(x) = O(1), x → −∞, q0(x) = Ae2iBx + O(1), x → ∞.

Notice that, in contrast with the local NLS equations, the “focusing” and “defocusing” variants of
the NNLS equations (1.3) with boundary conditions (1.5) with B = 0 exhibit quite similar properties
(cf. [37] and [40]).
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In [38, 39, 40] the step-like problems for the NNLS equation were considered in the case B = 0
(concerning the NNLS with nonzero background see, e.g., [1, 42, 43, 44] and references therein).
Particularly, in [40] it was shown that there is a variety of scenarios of the long-time behavior of
solutions of step-like problems depending not only on the parameters of the step (as it takes place in
the case of the local NLS equation), but also on details of the initial data, such that the “location” of
the step-like form of the initial function. The latter is because the NNLS equation is not translation
invariant, which is in contrast with their local counterparts. Consequently, considering the initial
data close, in some sense (the exact meaning will be given in what follows), to the “shifted step”
initial data

(1.8) q0,R(x) =

{
0 x ≤ R,

Ae2iBx x > R,

with some R ≥ 0, it is natural to expect that the resulting large-time behavior of q(x, t) will depend
on R.

The main goal of this paper is to investigate the effect of non-zero B on the asymptotic picture
for q(x, t) depending on A and R. The following proposition illustrates this effect in the case of
pure step initial values:

Proposition 1.1 (Rough asymptotics for pure step initial values). Consider the Cauchy problem
(1.6) with boundary conditions (1.5). Assume that the initial datum q0(x) has the form (1.8) with
0 < R < π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
, 0 < 4|B|R ≤ π and that either (i) 4B2 − A2 < 0 or (ii) 4B2 − A2 > 0 and

π−2R2(4B2−A2) is not a squared integer. Then we have the following rough (up to decaying terms
O(1)) long-time asymptotic behavior of q(x, t), as t → ∞, along the rays ξ = x

4t = const, depending
on the sign of B (see Figure 1):

1) If B > 0, then

q(x, t) =

{
O(1), ξ < B, ξ ̸= −B, ξ ̸= 0

Aδ2(−B, ξ)e2iBx−4iB2t + O(1), ξ > B;

2) If B < 0, then

q(x, t) =


O(1), ξ < B,

16AB2δ̂2(−B,ξ;B)e2iBx−4iB2t

16B2−A2
(
δ̂
)2

(−B,−ξ;B)δ̂2(−B,ξ;B)e4iBx
+ O(1), 0 < |ξ| < −B,

Aδ2(−B, ξ)e2iBx−4iB2t + O(1), ξ > −B;

Here δ(−B, ξ) and δ̂(−B, ξ;B) are given in (3.4) and (3.21), respectively, in terms of the associated
spectral data. The asymptotic formula in item 2 for 0 < |ξ| < −B holds uniformly in x, t away from
arbitrarily small neighborhoods of possible zeros of the denominator.

Moreover, in the case (ii), i.e., if 4B2 − A2 > 0 and π−2R2(4B2 − A2) is not a squared integer,
we obtain the asymptotics along the ray ξ = 0 for both B > 0 and B < 0, which is consistent with
those in the sectors 0 < |ξ| < |B| (see Theorem 3.4 below for details).

Remark 1.2. Notice that the asymptotics in the middle sector in Proposition 1.1, item 2), is
described in terms of periodic elementary functions. This contrasts with the conventional NLS
equations, where the asymptotics in sectors between the plane wave sectors exhibits more complicated
behavior involving theta functions of various genera [14, 17, 29].

The paper is organized as follows. Our analysis is based on a RH formalism of the IST method,
which is developed in Section 2. A detailed account of the case of pure step initial data (1.8) is
given in Subsection 2.3, where special attention is payed to the location of zeros of the dedicated
spectral function and the associated winding of its argument. These properties are then used in the
formulation of assumptions which characterize the “closeness” of general initial data to a particular
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Figure 1. Asymptotics of the pure step initial data, described in Proposition 1.1.
The left figure illustrates the case B > 0, and the right corresponds to B < 0.

pure step one in the sense that the associated spectral data share similar properties. In Section 3, we
analyze the long-time behavior of the solution of the Cauchy problem (1.6) with boundary conditions
(1.5). Particularly, in Subsections 3.2–3.3, we present a detailed proof of the asymptotics of the
solution with the initial data close to the pure step considered in Proposition 1.1 (i.e., with relatively
small R > 0). Referring to the rigorous asymptotic analysis presented in [38, 39], we specify the
decaying terms in the asymptotics and obtain Theorems 3.4, 3.5. In Concluding Remarks (Section
4) we present the long-time asymptotic formulas in the case of the initial data close to pure step
(1.8) with a general value of R > 0, see Proposition 4.1. Finally, Appendices A and B present
details on deriving properties of the spectral function a1 stated in Propositions 2.4 and 2.6.

Notations. I is the 2 × 2 identity matrix; 02×2 denotes the zero 2 × 2 matrix; σ1 = ( 0 1
1 0 ) and

σ3 =
(
1 0
0 −1

)
are the Pauli matrices; C± = {k : ±Im k > 0}; C± = C± ∪ R; the set of numbers

{zi}n1
i=n0

, n0, n1 ∈ Z is empty if n1 < n0 and
m2∏

s=m1

Fs = 1 if m1 > m2; X
(i) is the i-th column of a

matrix X; Xi,j is the i, j-th entry of a matrix X. For any a ∈ R we write k → a± i0 if k → a and
k ∈ C±.

2. Inverse scattering transform and the Riemann-Hilbert problem

2.1. Eigenfunctions. Being a particular case of the AKNS system, the NNLS equation (1.6a) has
a Lax pair, which reads

Φx + ikσ3Φ = U(x, t)Φ,

Φt + 2ik2σ3Φ = V (x, t, k)Φ,
(2.1)

where Φ(x, t, k) is a 2 × 2 matrix-valued function, k ∈ C is an auxiliary (spectral) parameter and
the matrix coefficients U(x, t) and V (x, t, k) are given in terms of a function q(x, t):

(2.2) U(x, t) =

(
0 q(x, t)

−q̄(−x, t) 0

)
,

(2.3) V (x, t, k) =

(
Ã B̃

C̃ −Ã

)
,

with Ã = iq(x, t)q̄(−x, t), B̃ = 2kq(x, t) + iqx(x, t), C̃ = −2kq̄(−x, t) + i(q̄(−x, t))x. Direct cal-
culations show that the compatibility condition of (2.1) (here [X,Y ] = XY − Y X is the matrix
commutator)

(2.4) Ut − Vx + [U − ikσ3, V − 2ik2σ3] = 0,

is equivalent to (1.6a).
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Introduce U± and V± as the limits of U and V , respectively, as x → ±∞ with the fixed t, k:

U(x, t) = U±(x, t) + O(1), x → ±∞, V (x, t, k) = V±(x, t, k) + O(1), x → ±∞,

Taking into account boundary conditions (1.5), we conclude from (2.2), (2.3) that U± and V± have
the following form:

U+(x, t) =

(
0 Ae2iBx−4iB2t

0 0

)
, U−(x, t) =

(
0 0

−Ae2iBx+4iB2t 0

)
,(2.5)

V+(x, t, k) =

(
0 2A(k −B)e2iBx−4iB2t

0 0

)
, V−(x, t, k) =

(
0 0

−2A(k + B)e2iBx+4iB2t 0

)
.

Introduce the following functions:

(2.6) Φ±(x, t, k) = e(±iBx−2iB2t)σ3N±(k)e−(i(k±B)x+2i(k2−B2)t)σ3 ,

with

(2.7) N+(k) =

(
1 −iA

2(k+B)

0 1

)
, N−(k) =

(
1 0

−iA
2(k−B) 1

)
.

Then direct calculations show that Φ± solves (2.1) with U and V replaced by U± and V± respectively.
Define (formally) the 2 × 2 matrix-valued functions Ψj(x, t, k), j = 1, 2, as the solutions of the

following Volterra integral equations:

Ψ1(x, t, k) = e(−iBx−2iB2t)σ3N−(k)

+

ˆ x

−∞
G−(x, y, t, k) (U − U−) (y, t)Ψ1(y, t, k)ei(k−B)(x−y)σ3 dy,

(2.8)

Ψ2(x, t, k) = e(iBx−2iB2t)σ3N+(k)

−
ˆ ∞

x
G+(x, y, t, k) (U − U+) (y, t)Ψ2(y, t, k)ei(k+B)(x−y)σ3 dy,

(2.9)

where N± and U± are given in (2.7) and (2.5), respectively, and (see (2.6))

G±(x, y, t, k) = Φ±(x, t, k)Φ−1
± (y, t, k).

The functions Ψj(x, t, k), j = 1, 2, will be the main ingredients of the basic RH problem (see below).
Let us establish the connection between Ψj , j = 1, 2, and the solutions of Lax pair (2.1). Also

we obtain important analytical and symmetry properties of matrices Ψj , j = 1, 2. Here and below

we will denote by X(i) the i-th column of matrix X, and C± = {k ∈ C | ± Imk > 0}.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that xq(x, t) ∈ L1(−∞, a) and
(
q(x, t) −Ae2iB(·)−4iB2t

)
∈ L1(a,∞)

with respect to the spatial variable x, for all fixed t ∈ R and a ∈ R. Then the matrices Ψj(x, t, k),
j = 1, 2, given in (2.8) and (2.9), have the following properties:

(1) the functions Φj(x, t, k), j = 1, 2, defined by

(2.10) Φj(x, t, k) = Ψj(x, t, k)e−(i(k+(−1)jB)x+2i(k2−B2)t)σ3 , k ∈ R \ {(−1)j+1B}, j = 1, 2,

are the (Jost) solutions of Lax pair (2.1), which satisfy the following boundary conditions
for all fixed t, k ∈ R (recall (2.6)):

Φ1(x, t, k) = Φ−(x, t, k) + O(1), x → −∞,

Φ2(x, t, k) = Φ+(x, t, k) + O(1), x → ∞;



NNLS WITH OSCILLATORY BOUNDARY CONDITIONS 7

(2) the columns Ψ
(1)
1 (x, t, k) and Ψ

(2)
2 (x, t, k) are analytic in C+ and

Ψ
(1)
1 (x, t, k) =

(
1
0

)
+ O

(
k−1

)
, k ∈ C+, k → ∞,

Ψ
(2)
2 (x, t, k) =

(
0
1

)
+ O

(
k−1

)
, k ∈ C+, k → ∞;

(2.11)

(3) the columns Ψ
(2)
1 (x, t, k) and Ψ

(1)
2 (x, t, k) are analytic in C− and

Ψ
(2)
1 (x, t, k) =

(
0
1

)
+ O

(
k−1

)
, k ∈ C−, k → ∞,

Ψ
(1)
2 (x, t, k) =

(
1
0

)
+ O

(
k−1

)
, k ∈ C−, k → ∞;

(2.12)

(4) Ψj(x, t, k), j = 1, 2, satisfy the following symmetry relation:

(2.13) σ1Ψ1(−x, t,−k)σ−1
1 = Ψ2(x, t, k), k ∈ R \ {B,−B},

where σ1 =
(
0 1
1 0

)
is the first Pauli matrix;

(5) Ψ1(x, t, k) and Ψ2(x, t, k) have the following asymptotic expansion at the points k = B and
k = −B, respectively:

Ψ
(1)
1 (x, t, k) =

(
v1(x,t)
k−B
v2(x,t)
k−B

)
+ O(1), Ψ

(2)
1 (x, t, k) =

2i

A

(
v1(x, t)
v2(x, t)

)
+ O(k −B), k → B,

Ψ
(1)
2 (x, t, k) = −2i

A

(
v2(−x, t)
v1(−x, t)

)
+ O(k + B), Ψ

(2)
2 (x, t, k) =

(
−v2(−x,t)

k+B
−v1(−x,t)

k+B

)
+ O(1), k → −B,

(2.14)

where vj(x, t), j=1,2, solve the following linear Volterra integral equations:

v1(x, t) =

ˆ x

−∞
e−iB(x−y)q(y, t)v2(y, t) dy,

v2(x, t) = −i
A

2
eiBx+2iB2t + eiBx

ˆ x

−∞

(
AeiBy(e4iB

2t − 1) − e−iBy q̄(−y, t)
)
v1(y, t) dy;

(2.15)

(6) det Ψj(x, t, k) = 1, x, t ∈ R, k ∈ R \ {B,−B}, j = 1, 2.

Proof. Items (1)–(3) follow directly from the definitions of Ψj , j = 1, 2, given in (2.8), (2.9).
Item (4) follows from the symmetry relations

σ1e
aσ3σ−1

1 = e−aσ3 , σ1N−(−k)σ−1
1 = N+(k), σ1U(−x, t)σ−1

1 = −U(x, t).

Let us prove item (5). Assume that Ψ1(x, t, k) has the following asymptotic behavior as k → B:

(2.16) Ψ
(1)
1 (x, t, k) =

(
v1(x,t)
k−B
v2(x,t)
k−B

)
+ O(1), Ψ

(2)
1 (x, t, k) =

(
w1(x, t)
w2(x, t)

)
+ O(k −B), k → B.

From symmetry (2.13) we conclude that the expansion of Ψ2(x, t, k) as k → −B is given by

(2.17) Ψ
(1)
2 (x, t, k) =

(
w2(−x, t)
w1(−x, t)

)
+ O(k + B), Ψ

(2)
2 (x, t, k) =

(
−v2(−x,t)

k+B
−v1(−x,t)

k+B

)
+ O(1), k → −B.

Observe that G−(x, y, t, k) can be written in the following form:

G−(x, y, t, k) =

(
e−iB(x−y) 0

−A(x− y)eiB(x+y) eiB(x−y)

)
+ O(k −B), k → B.
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Comparing the coefficients of (k − B)−1 for the first column in (2.8), we conclude that vj(x, t),
j = 1, 2, satisfy the following system of integral equations:

v1(x, t) =

ˆ x

−∞
e−iB(x−y)q(y, t)v2(y, t) dy,

v2(x, t)e
−iBx = −i

A

2
e2iB

2t +

ˆ x

−∞

(
AeiBy+4iB2t − e−iBy q̄(−y, t)

)
v1(y, t) dy

−A

ˆ x

−∞
(x− y)eiByq(y, t)v2(y, t) dy.

(2.18)

Taking the derivative in x of the second equation in (2.18), we obtain

∂x
(
v2(x, t)e

−iBx
)

=
(
AeiBx

(
e4iB

2t − 1
)
− e−iBxq̄(−x, t)

)
v1(x, t),

which, together with (2.18), implies (2.15).
Then equating the coefficients of (k −B)0 for the second column in (2.8), we obtain

w1(x, t) =

ˆ x

−∞
e−iB(x−y)q(y, t)w2(y, t) dy,

w2(x, t)e
−iBx = e2iB

2t +

ˆ x

−∞

(
AeiBy+4iB2t − e−iBy q̄(−y, t)

)
w1(y, t) dy

−A

ˆ x

−∞
(x− y)eiByq(y, t)w2(y, t) dy.

(2.19)

Combining (2.18) and (2.19), we arrive at(
w1(x, t)
w2(x, t)

)
=

2i

A

(
v1(x, t)
v2(x, t)

)
,

which, together with (2.16) and (2.17), implies (2.14).
Finally, to prove item (6). Observe that the matrices in the right-hand side of (2.1) are traceless.

Thus, using the Liouville theorem, we conclude that

det Ψj(x, t, k) = lim
y→(−1)j∞

det Ψj(y, t, k), x, t ∈ R, k ∈ R \ {B,−B}, j = 1, 2.

Using expansions (2.14), we have that det Ψj(x, t, k) = O(1), as k → ±B, j = 1, 2. Thus, we
establish item (6) for all k ∈ R. □

2.2. Scattering data. Since the functions Φ1(x, t, k) and Φ2(x, t, k) satisfy both equations in sys-
tem (2.1), we have the following relation for Φ1 and Φ2:

(2.20) Φ1(x, t, k) = Φ2(x, t, k)S(k), k ∈ R \ {B,−B},
for all x, t ∈ R. Taking into account items (1) and (4) in Proposition 2.1, we conclude that Φj ,
j = 1, 2, satisfy the following symmetry relation:

(2.21) σ1Φ1(−x, t,−k)σ−1
1 = Φ2(x, t, k), k ∈ R \ {B,−B}.

Using (2.21), we can write the scattering matrix S(k) in the following form:

(2.22) S(k) =

(
a1(k) −b̄(−k)
b(k) a2(k)

)
, k ∈ R \ {B,−B},

with some b(k), a1(k) and a2(k).
Relation (2.20) yields that the spectral functions aj(k), j = 1, 2, and b(k) can be defined in terms

of the following determinants:

a1(k) = det
(

Ψ
(1)
1 (0, 0, k),Ψ

(2)
2 (0, 0, k)

)
, k ∈ C+ \ {B,−B},(2.23a)

a2(k) = det
(

Ψ
(1)
2 (0, 0, k),Ψ

(2)
1 (0, 0, k)

)
, k ∈ C−,(2.23b)
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b(k) = det
(

Ψ
(1)
2 (0, 0, k),Ψ

(1)
1 (0, 0, k)

)
, k ∈ R \ {B},(2.23c)

where we have used that Ψj(0, 0, k) = Φj(0, 0, k). Notice that (2.23) implies that the spectral data
can be found in terms of the known initial data q0 only. In view of (2.14), we have the following
expansions of a1(k) and b(k) as k → B and/or k → −B:

(2.24) a1(k) =
a±B
1

k ∓B
+ O(1), k → ±B, b(k) =

bB

k −B
+ O(1), k → B,

with some a±B
1 , bB ∈ C.

Leveraging determinant relations (2.23) and the properties of Ψj given in Proposition 2.1, we can
obtain important analytical, continuity and symmetry properties of the spectral functions, which
are summarized in the proposition given below.

Proposition 2.2. The spectral functions aj(k), j = 1, 2, and b(k) satisfy the following properties:

(1) analyticity: a1(k) is analytic in k ∈ C+ and continuous in C+ \ {B,−B}, while a2(k) is

analytic in k ∈ C− and continuous in C−;
(2) behavior for the large k: a1(k) = 1 + O

(
k−1

)
, k → ∞, k ∈ C+, a2(k) = 1 + O

(
k−1

)
,

k → ∞, k ∈ C− and b(k) = O
(
k−1

)
, k → ∞, k ∈ R;

(3) symmetries: a1
(
−k̄
)

= a1(k), k ∈ C+ \ {B,−B} and a2
(
−k̄
)

= a2(k), k ∈ C−;

(4) determinant relation: a1(k)a2(k) + b(k)b̄(−k) = 1, k ∈ R \ {B,−B}.
(5) the coefficients in (2.24) satisfy the following relations:

(2.25) aB1 = −A

2i
b̄(−B), a−B

1 = −aB1 , aB1

(
a2(B) − 2i

A
bB
)

= 0.

Proof. Item (1) follows from the analytical properties of the columns Ψ
(j)
i , i, j = 1, 2, see items (2)

and (3) in Proposition 2.1. Asymptotic behavior of Ψ
(j)
i , i, j = 1, 2, given in (2.11)–(2.12), yields

item (2). Item (3) and (4) follows from (2.13) and item (6) in Proposition 2.1, respectively.

Let us prove item (5). Symmetry relation a1
(
−k̄
)

= a1(k) implies that a−B
1 = −aB1 . From the

determinant relation, see item (4), we conclude that

(2.26) a2(B)aB1 + b(−B)bB = 0.

Combining (2.23a), (2.23c) and (2.14), we obtain that

a−B
1

k + B
+ O(1) = det

(
(Ψ1)1,1 (0, 0,−B) −v2(0,0)

k+B

(Ψ1)2,1 (0, 0,−B) −v1(0,0)
k+B

)
+ O(1),

b(−B) = det

(−2i
A v2(0, 0) (Ψ1)1,1 (0, 0,−B)
−2i
A v1(0, 0) (Ψ1)2,1 (0, 0,−B)

)
,

which implies that a−B
1 = −A

2ib(−B). Recalling (2.26) and that a−B
1 = −aB1 , we arrive at (2.25). □

2.3. Pure step initial data. In this subsection we explicitly calculate the spectral functions aj(k),
j = 1, 2, and b(k) for the “shifted step” initial data q0,R(x) given in (1.8).

Proposition 2.3. The spectral functions associated to the step-like initial data given in (1.8) have
the following form:

(2.27) a1(k) = 1 +
A2e4ikR

4(k2 −B2)
, a2(k) = 1, b(k) =

−iAe2iR(k−B)

2(k −B)
.

Proof. Combining (2.10) and (2.20) we obtain the following representation for S(k):

(2.28) S(k) = e−i(k+B)Rσ3Ψ−1
2 (−R, 0, k)Ψ1(−R, 0, k)ei(k−B)Rσ3 .
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Taking into account that the matrix U(x, 0) with q(x, 0) = q0,R(x) has the form (see (2.2), (1.8))

U(x, 0) =



(
0 0

−Ae2iBx 0

)
, x < −R,

02×2, −R ≤ x ≤ R,(
0 Ae2iBx

0 0

)
, x > R,

we have from (2.8) that

(2.29) Ψ1(−R, 0, k) = eiBRσ3N−(k).

Equation (2.9) implies that Ψ2(x, 0, k) satisfies the following integral equation for −R ≤ x ≤ R:

Ψ2(x, 0, k) = eiBxσ3N+(k) +

ˆ x

R

(
0 −Ae−ik(x−y)+2iBy

0 0

)
Ψ2(y, 0, k)ei(k+B)(x−y)σ3 dy,

which can be solved explicitly as follows

(2.30) Ψ2(x, 0, k) =

(
eiBx −iAeiBx

2(k+B) e
2i(k+B)(R−x)

0 e−iBx

)
, −R ≤ x ≤ R.

Combining (2.28), (2.29), (2.30) and recalling notation (2.22), we arrive at (2.27). □

Now let us study zeros of a1(k) for k ∈ C+ ∪ R and the winding of the argument of a1(k) along
R in the case of the pure step initial data. These properties will motivate the formulation of the
associated (basic) RH problem for the Cauchy problem (1.6) with general initial data.

Proposition 2.4 (Zeros of a1(k)). The function a1(k), given in (2.27), can have the following zeros
for k ∈ C+ ∪ R:
1) real zeros of a1(k):

1.1) if there exists n ∈ N such that π2n2 = R2(4B2 −A2), then a1(k) has two simple real zeros,
which read

k = ±πn

2R
= ±1

2

(
4B2 −A2

)1/2
;

1.2) if there exists n ∈ Z such that π2(1/2 +n)2 = R2(4B2 +A2), then a1(k) has two simple real
zeros, which read

k =
π(1 + 2n)

4R
= ±1

2

(
4B2 + A2

)1/2
;

1.3) if 4B2 = A2, then a1(k) has one real zero of multiplicity two at k = 0;

2) purely imaginary zeros of a1(k) for Im k > 0:
2.1) if 4B2 −A2 < 0, then a1(k) has one simple zero k = ik0, where k0 > 0 is a unique solution

of the following transcendental equation:

(2.31) A2e−4kR = 4(B2 + k2), k > 0, R ≥ 0;

2.2) if 4B2 −A2 ≥ 0, then a1(k) has no imaginary zeros for Im k > 0;

3) assume that 0 ≤ 4|B|R ≤ π. Then depending on the values of A2, B2 and R, a1(k) has the
following zeros for k ∈ C+, Im k ̸= 0:
3.1) if 0 ≤ R ≤ π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
, then a1(k) has no zeros for k ∈ C+, Im k ̸= 0;

3.2) if there exists n ∈ N such that (2n−1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
< R ≤ (2n+1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
, then a1(k) has 2n simple

zeros {pj ,−pj}nj=1, such that

Re pj ∈
(
− jπ

2R
,

(1 − 2j)π

4R

)
, j = 1, . . . , n.
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Here Re pj =
τj
4R and Im pj =

yj
4R , j = 1, . . . , n, where (τj , yj) is a unique solution of

transcendental equation (A.5) considered for τ ∈ (2πj − π, 2πj).

Proof. The details of the proof can be found in Appendix A. □

Remark 2.5. Notice that the properties of zeros of a1(k), obtained in Proposition 2.4, are consis-
tent, in the limit B → 0, with [40, Proposition 2], where it was considered the “shifted step” (1.8)
with B = 0.

Proposition 2.6 (Winding of the argument of a1(k)). Assume that 0 < 4|B|R < π. Then the
winding of the argument of the function a1(k) for k ∈ (−∞, 0) \ {−|B|}, given in (2.27), has the
following properties:

1) if 0 < R < π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
, then

ˆ k

−∞
d arg(a1(s)) ∈ (−π, π), k ∈ (−∞,−|B|),

lim
k↑−|B|

ˆ k

−∞
d arg(a1(s)) = −θ−|B|, θ−|B| ∈ (0, π),

(2.32)

and

lim
k↓−|B|

arg(a1(k)) = π − θ−|B|,

ˆ k

−|B|
d arg(a1(s)) ∈ (0, π), k ∈ (−|B|, 0);

(2.33)

2) if (2n−1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
< R < (2n+1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
for some n ∈ N, then, using notations

(2.34) ωn+1 = −∞, ωj =
−(2j − 1)π

4R
, j = 1, . . . , n, ω0 = −|B|,

we have ˆ ωn−j+1

−∞
d arg a1(k) = (2j − 1)π, j = 1, . . . , n,

ˆ k

−∞
d arg a1(k) ∈ (2πj − π, 2πj + π), k ∈ (ωn−j+1, ωn−j), j = 0, . . . n,

lim
k↑−|B|

ˆ k

−∞
d arg(a1(s)) = 2πn− θ−|B|, θ−|B| ∈ (0, π),

(2.35)

and

lim
k↓−|B|

arg(a1(k)) = 2πn + π − θ−|B|,

ˆ k

−|B|
d arg(a1(s)) ∈ (2πn, 2πn + π), k ∈ (−|B|, 0);

(2.36)

3) depending on the sign of
(
4B2 −A2

)
and the value of R, we have the following winding of the

argument at k = 0:

if 4B2 −A2 > 0, then(2.37a)

ˆ 0

−|B|
d arg(a1(k)) =

0, 0 < R < π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
,

2πn, (2n−1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
< R < (2n+1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
,

if 4B2 −A2 < 0, then(2.37b)
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ˆ 0

−|B|
d arg(a1(k)) =

π, 0 < R < π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
,

2πn + π, (2n−1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
< R < (2n+1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
.

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix B. □

Remark 2.7. Notice that we choose the argument of a1(k) as k ↓ −|B| in (2.33) and (2.36) in

such a way that arg a1(k) is continuous for k ∈ {0 < |k + |B|| < ε} ∩ C+.

Motivated by the properties of the spectral functions for the pure step initial data (1.8), in what
follows we impose the restrictions for aj(k), j = 1, 2 described below:

Assumptions A:
A.1) a±B

1 ̸= 0, see (2.24);
A.2) a1(k) ̸= 0 for all k ∈ R \ {B,−B} and a2(k) ̸= 0 for all k ∈ R;
A.3) a2(k) has no zeros for k ∈ C−;
A.4) b(k) has no zeros for k ∈ R;
A.5) Fix the argument of the product a1(k)a2(k) at k = −∞ as follows:

(2.38) lim
k→−∞

arg(a1(k)a2(k)) = 0

and assume that one of two cases below holds:

Case I:
I.1) a1(k) has 2n + 1, n ∈ N ∪ {0}, simple zeros in C+ at k ∈

{
ik0, {pj ,−pj}nj=1

}
, where

k0 > 0, Im pj > 0, j = 1, . . . , n, Re pn < · · · < Re p1 < 0;

I.2) there exist ωj < 0, j = 0, . . . , n + 1, such that

(2.39) −∞ = ωn+1 < Re pn < ωn < Re pn−1 < ωn−1 < · · · < Re p1 < ω1 < ω0 = −|B|,

and (cf. (2.35))ˆ ωn−j+1

−∞
d arg (a1(k)a2(k)) = (2j − 1)π, j = 1, . . . , n,

ˆ k

−∞
d arg (a1(k)a2(k)) ∈ (2πj − π, 2πj + π), k ∈ (ωn−j+1, ωn−j), j = 0, . . . n,

lim
k↑−|B|

ˆ k

−∞
d arg(a1(s)a2(s)) = 2πn− θ−|B|, θ−|B| ∈ (0, π),

(2.40)

as well as (cf. (2.36) and (2.37b))

lim
k↓−|B|

arg(a1(k)a2(k)) = 2πn + π − θ−|B|,

ˆ k

−|B|
d arg(a1(s)a2(s)) ∈ (2πn, 2πn + π), k ∈ (−|B|, 0),

(2.41)

and

(2.42)

ˆ 0

−|B|
d arg(a1(k)a2(k)) = 2πn + π.

Case II:
II.1) a1(k) has 2n, n ∈ N ∪ {0}, simple zeros in C+ at k ∈

{
{pj ,−pj}nj=1

}
, where

Im pj > 0, j = 1, . . . , n, Re pn < · · · < Re p1 < 0;
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II.2) there exist ωj < 0, j = 0, . . . , n + 1, such that (2.39), (2.40), and (2.41) hold and
(cf. (2.42))

(2.43)

ˆ 0

−|B|
d arg(a1(k)a2(k)) = 2πn.

Remark 2.8. Consider the spectral functions a1(k) and a2(k) given in (2.27), which correspond to
“shifted step” initial data (1.8). Then Propositions 2.4 and 2.6 imply that

(i) if 0 < R < π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
, 0 < 4|B|R ≤ π, and 4B2 − A2 < 0, then aj(k), j = 1, 2, satisfy

Assumption A and Case I with n = 0;

(ii) if (2n−1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
< R < (2n+1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
for some n ∈ N, 0 < 4|B|R ≤ π, and 4B2 − A2 < 0, then

aj(k), j = 1, 2 satisfy Assumption A and Case I with the same n;
(iii) if 0 < R < π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
, 0 < 4|B|R ≤ π, 4B2−A2 > 0, and π−2R2(4B2−A2) is not a squared

integer, then aj(k), j = 1, 2 satisfy Assumption A and Case II with n = 0;

(iv) if (2n−1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
< R < (2n+1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
for some n ∈ N, 0 < 4|B|R ≤ π, 4B2 − A2 > 0, and

π−2R2(4B2 − A2) is not a squared integer, then aj(k), j = 1, 2, satisfy Assumption A and
Case II with the same n.

2.4. Basic Riemann-Hilbert problem. Define a sectionally meromorphic matrix-valued function
M(x, t, k) as follows:

(2.44) M(x, t, k) =


(

Ψ
(1)
1 (x,t,k)
a1(k)

,Ψ
(2)
2 (x, t, k)

)
, k ∈ C+,(

Ψ
(1)
2 (x, t, k),

Ψ
(2)
1 (x,t,k)
a2(k)

)
, k ∈ C−.

Combining (2.44) and scattering relation (2.20), we conclude that the boundary values of the matrix
M(x, t, k), relative to the contour R \ {−B}, satisfy the following multiplicative jump condition
(notice that (2.14) and (2.24) imply that M± is bounded at k = B):

(2.45) M+(x, t, k) = M−(x, t, k)J(x, t, k), k ∈ R \ {−B},
where

(2.46) J(x, t, k) =

(
1 + r1(k)r2(k) r2(k)e−2ikx−4ik2t

r1(k)e2ikx+4ik2t 1

)
, k ∈ R \ {−B},

with the reflection coefficients r1(k) and r2(k) given by (see also (2.47) below)

r1(k) =
b(k)

a1(k)
, r2(k) =

b̄(−k)

a2(k)
, k ∈ R \ {−B}.

Taking into account Assumptions A.1)–A.3), we have (see (2.24))

r1(k) =
bB

aB1
+ O(k −B), k → B, r1(k) =

b(−B)

a−B
1

(k + B) + O(k + B)2, k → −B,

r2(k) =
b̄(−B)

a2(B)
+ O(k −B), k → B, r2(k) =

−bB

a2(−B)(k + B)
+ O(1), k → −B.

(2.47)

Observe that the symmetries described in Proposition 2.2, item (3) and (2.24) imply that

(2.48) r1(−k)r2(−k) = r1(k) r2(k), k ∈ R,

while the determinant relation, see Proposition 2.2, item (4), yields

(2.49) 1 + r1(k)r2(k) =
1

a1(k)a2(k)
, k ∈ R.
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Behavior of Ψj and aj , j = 1, 2, for the large k, see (2.12)–(2.11) and Proposition 2.2, item (2),
implies the following normalization condition:

(2.50) M(x, t, k) = I + O
(
k−1

)
, k → ∞.

The matrix function M(x, t, k) has the following residue conditions at the zeros of a1(k):
Case I:

Res
k=ik0

M (1)(x, t, k) =
γ0

ȧ1(ik0)
e−2k0x−4ik20tM (2)(x, t, ik0),

Res
k=pj

M (1)(x, t, k) =
ηj

ȧ1(pj)
e2ipjx+4ip2j tM (2)(x, t, pj), j = 1, . . . , n,

Res
k=−pj

M (1)(x, t, k) =
η̂j

ȧ1(−pj)
e−2ipjx+4ip2j tM (2)(x, t,−pj), j = 1, . . . , n.

(2.51)

Case II:

Res
k=pj

M (1)(x, t, k) =
ηj

ȧ1(pj)
e2ipjx+4ip2j tM (2)(x, t, pj), j = 1, . . . , n,

Res
k=−pj

M (1)(x, t, k) =
η̂j

ȧ1(−pj)
e−2ipjx+4ip2j tM (2)(x, t,−pj), j = 1, . . . , n.

(2.52)

Here γ0, ηj and η̂j are defined in terms of the initial data as constants of proportionality of the
following columns:

Ψ
(1)
1 (0, 0, ik0) = γ0Ψ

(2)
2 (0, 0, ik0),

Ψ
(1)
1 (0, 0, pj) = ηjΨ

(2)
2 (0, 0, pj), Ψ

(1)
1 (0, 0, pj) = η̂jΨ

(2)
2 (0, 0,−pj), j = 1, . . . , n.

Then symmetry relation (2.13) implies that

|γ0| = 1, η̂j =
1

ηj
, j = 1, . . . , n.

Finally, M(x, t, k) has the following singularity as k approaches −B from the upper half-plane:

M(x, t, k)

(
(k + B)−1 0

0 k + B

)
= O(1), k → −B + i0,

M(x, t, k) = O(1), k → −B − i0.

The solution of the Cauchy problem (1.6) can be retrieved in terms of M(x, t, k) as follows:

(2.53) q(x, t) = 2i lim
k→∞

kM1,2(x, t, k),

and

(2.54) q(−x, t) = −2i lim
k→∞

kM2,1(x, t, k).

3. Long-time asymptotics

3.1. Phase function and jump factorizations. Introduce the variable ξ := x
4t and the phase

function θ as follows:

(3.1) θ(k, ξ) = 4kξ + 2k2.

Then the jump matrix J(x, t, k), see (2.46), can be written in the form of triangular factorizations:

J(x, t, k) =

(
1 0

r1(k)
1+r1(k)r2(k)

e2itθ 1

)(
1 + r1(k)r2(k) 0

0 1
1+r1(k)r2(k)

)(
1 r2(k)

1+r1(k)r2(k)
e−2itθ

0 1

)
(3.2a)

=

(
1 r2(k)e−2itθ

0 1

)(
1 0

r1(k)e2itθ 1

)
.(3.2b)
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Figure 2. Signature table of θ(k, ξ).

Notice that the phase function θ as well as triangular factorizations (3.2) are similar as in the case
of the conventional NLS equation, see [19]. The sign of Im θ(k, ξ) depending on k ∈ C (the so-called
signature table) is given in Figure 2.

3.2. Asymptotics in Case II with n = 0.

3.2.1. Region |ξ| > −B, B < 0. Taking into account (2.53) and (2.54), it is enough to consider
−ξ < B only. Then in order to apply the “opening lenses” procedure, one should get rid of the
diagonal factor in factorization (3.2a). To this end we define an auxiliary scalar sectionally analytic
function δ(k, ξ), which satisfies the following RH problem:

δ+(k, ξ) = δ−(k, ξ)(1 + r1(k)r2(k)), k ∈ (−∞,−ξ),

δ(k, ξ) = 1 + O
(
k−1

)
, k → ∞.

(3.3)

Scalar RH problem (3.3) can be easily reduced to the additive one, which is then solved by the using
the Plemelj-Sokhotski formula. Thus, the solution is given in terms of the Cauchy type integral as
follows:

(3.4) δ(k, ξ) = exp

(
1

2πi

ˆ −ξ

−∞

log(1 + r1(ζ)r2(ζ))

ζ − k
dζ

)
.

Integrating by parts, we obtain the following representation for δ:

(3.5) δ(k, ξ) = (k + ξ)iν(−ξ)eχ(k,ξ),

where

(3.6) χ(k, ξ) = − 1

2πi

ˆ −ξ

−∞
log(k − ζ)dζ log(1 + r1(ζ)r2(ζ)),

and (see (2.38) and (2.49))

ν(−ξ) = − 1

2π
log(1 + r1(−ξ)r2(−ξ))

= − 1

2π
log |1 + r1(−ξ)r2(−ξ)| − i

2π

ˆ −ξ

−∞
d arg(1 + r1(ζ)r2(ζ)).

(3.7)

Notice that the assumption on the winding of the argument, see II.2) in Case II, and (2.49) imply
that Im ν(−ξ) ∈

(
−1

2 ,
1
2

)
.

First transformation. Using δ(k, ξ), define M̃(x, t, k) as follows:

M̃(x, t, k) = M(x, t, k)δ−σ3(k, ξ).

Then M̃(x, t, k) satisfies the following RH problem:

RH problem for M̃(x, t, k), −ξ < B < 0:
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(1) jump condition:

(3.8) M̃+(x, t, k) = M̃−(x, t, k)J̃(x, t, k), k ∈ R \ {−ξ,−B},

with (we drop the arguments of J̃ here)

(3.9) J̃ =



(
1 0

r1(k)δ
−2
− (k,ξ)

1+r1(k)r2(k)
e2itθ 1

)(
1

r2(k)δ2+(k,ξ)

1+r1(k)r2(k)
e−2itθ

0 1

)
, k ∈ (−∞,−ξ),(

1 r2(k)δ2(k, ξ)e−2itθ

0 1

)(
1 0

r1(k)δ−2(k, ξ)e2itθ 1

)
, k ∈ (−ξ,∞) \ {−B};

(2) normalization condition at infinity:

M̃(x, t, k) = I + O
(
k−1

)
, k → ∞;

(3) singularities at k = −ξ and k = −B (see (3.7)):

M̃(x, t, k)

(
(k + ξ)−Im ν(−ξ) 0

0 (k + ξ)Im ν(−ξ)

)
= O(1), k → −ξ,

and

M̃(x, t, k)

(
(k + B)−1 0

0 k + B

)
= O(1), k → −B + i0,

M̃(x, t, k) = O(1), k → −B − i0.

(3.10)

Second transformation. Now we are at the position to transform the RH problem for M̃ in
such a way that the jump matrix of the transformed problem converges, as t → ∞, to the identity
matrix. Let us define M̂ as follows (see Figure 3):

(3.11) M̂(x, t, k) =



M̃(x, t, k), k ∈ Ω̂0,

M̃(x, t, k)

(
1 −r2(k)δ2(k,ξ)

1+r1(k)r2(k)
e−2itθ

0 1

)
, k ∈ Ω̂1,

M̃(x, t, k)

(
1 0

−r1(k)δ−2(k, ξ)e2itθ 1

)
, k ∈ Ω̂2,

M̃(x, t, k)

(
1 r2(k)δ2(k, ξ)e−2itθ

0 1

)
, k ∈ Ω̂3,

M̃(x, t, k)

(
1 0

r1(k)δ−2(k,ξ)
1+r1(k)r2(k)

e2itθ 1

)
, k ∈ Ω̂4.

Then using (3.8), (3.9) and (3.11), we obtain that M̂(x, t, k) satisfies the following jump condition

on the cross Γ̂ =
4⋃

j=1
γ̂j (see Figure 3):

(3.12) M̂+(x, t, k) = M̂−(x, t, k)Ĵ(x, t, k), k ∈ Γ̂,
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γ̂4

γ̂1 γ̂2

0

γ̂3

ℝ

Ω̂2

Ω̂3

Ω̂0

Ω̂0

Ω̂1

Ω̂4
−ξ B −B

Figure 3. Contour Γ̂ = γ̂1 ∪ · · · ∪ γ̂4 and domains Ω̂j , j = 0, . . . , 4 in Section 3.2.1.

with the jump matrix Ĵ(x, t, k) given by (we drop the arguments of Ĵ here)

(3.13) Ĵ =



(
1 r2(k)δ2(k,ξ)

1+r1(k)r2(k)
e−2itθ

0 1

)
, k ∈ γ̂1,(

1 0

r1(k)δ−2(k, ξ)e2itθ 1

)
, k ∈ γ̂2,(

1 −r2(k)δ2(k, ξ)e−2itθ

0 1

)
, k ∈ γ̂3,(

1 0
−r1(k)δ−2(k,ξ)
1+r1(k)r2(k)

e2itθ 1

)
, k ∈ γ̂4.

Let us study the behavior of M̂ in a neighborhood of the singular point k = −B. From (3.11),
(3.10) and (2.47) we have

M̂(x, t, k)

(
(k + B)−1 0

b(−B)

a−B
1

δ−2(−B, ξ)e2itθ(−B,ξ) k + B

)
= O(1), k → −B + i0,

M̂(x, t, k)

(
1 bB

a2(B)δ
2(−B, ξ)e−2itθ(−B,ξ)(k + B)−1

0 1

)
= O(1), k → −B − i0.

(3.14)

Using (2.25) and recalling that a2(−B) = a2(B), we obtain

(3.15)
a−B
1

b(−B)
=

bB

a2(−B)
= −A

2i
.

Combining (3.14) and (3.15), we conclude that M̂ (2) satisfies the following residue condition at
k = −B:

(3.16) Res
k=−B

M̂ (2)(x, t, k) =
A

2i
δ2(−B, ξ)e2iBx−4iB2tM̂ (1)(x, t,−B).

Thus we arrive at the following

RH problem for M̂(x, t, k), −ξ < B < 0:

(1) jump condition (3.12)–(3.13) on the cross Γ̂ given in Figure 3;
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(2) normalization condition at infinity:

M̂(x, t, k) = I + O
(
k−1

)
, k → ∞;

(3) residue condition (3.16) at k = −B;
(4) singularity at k = −ξ (see (3.7)):

M̂(x, t, k)

(
(k + ξ)−Im ν(−ξ) 0

0 (k + ξ)Im ν(−ξ)

)
= O(1), k → −ξ.

Recalling that Im ν(−ξ) ∈
(
−1

2 ,
1
2

)
, we conclude that the RH problem on the cross for M̂ vanishes,

as per [36]. Then using inverse transform (2.53) and (2.54), we obtain the rough asymptotics for
the solution q(x, t) presented in Proposition 1.1, item 2), for |ξ| > −B.

3.2.2. Region 0 ≤ |ξ| < −B, B < 0. For such values of ξ the main challenge is to get rid of the
diagonal factor in (3.2a). Here the jump matrix of the RH problem for the auxiliary scalar function
δ has a zero on the contour at k = B, see (3.3) and (2.49). Therefore one cannot directly apply
the Plemelj-Sokhotski formula to this problem (cf. (3.4)) and should take additional care of the
singularity at k = B.

Take arbitrary k̃0 ∈ C+. Define a scalar function δ1(k, ξ;B) as a solution of the following RH
problem:

δ1+(k, ξ;B) = δ1−(k, ξ;B)
k + k̃0
k −B

(1 + r1(k)r2(k)), k ∈ (−∞,−ξ) \ {B},

δ1(k, ξ;B) = 1 + O
(
k−1

)
, k → ∞.

(3.17)

Since the jump matrix in (3.17) is nonzero at k = B (see (2.49) and Assumption A.1)–A.2)) and it
converges to 1 as k → −∞, we have, by the Plemelj-Sokhotski formula, that

δ1(k, ξ;B) = exp

 1

2πi

ˆ −ξ

−∞

log
(
ζ+k̃0
ζ−B (1 + r1(ζ)r2(ζ))

)
ζ − k

dζ

 ,

δ1(k, ξ;B) = O(1), k → B.

(3.18)

Then define a scalar function δ2 as a solution of the RH problem on the contour (−ξ,∞), which
reads:

δ2+(k, ξ;B) = δ2−(k, ξ;B)
k + k̃0
k −B

, k ∈ (−ξ,∞),

δ2(k, ξ;B) = 1 + O
(
k−1

)
, k → ∞.

(3.19)

A unique solution of (3.19) is given by

(3.20) δ2(k, ξ;B) = exp

 1

2πi

ˆ ∞

−ξ

log
(
ζ+k̃0
ζ−B

)
ζ − k

dζ

 .

Finally, using δ1 and δ2, we define δ̂(k, ξ;B) as follows:

(3.21) δ̂(k, ξ;B) =

{
k−B
k+k̃0

δ1(k, ξ;B)δ2(k, ξ;B), k ∈ C+,

δ1(k, ξ;B)δ2(k, ξ;B), k ∈ C−.

Integrating by parts in (3.18) and (3.20), we conclude that the product δ1δ2 has the following
behavior at k = −ξ (cf. (3.5))

(3.22) δ1(k, ξ;B)δ2(k, ξ;B) = (k + ξ)iν(−ξ)eχ1(k,ξ;B)+χ2(k,ξ;B),
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γ̂3

ℝ

Ω̂2
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Ω̂0

Ω̂0

Ω̂1

Ω̂4
−ξB −B

Figure 4. Contour Γ̂ = γ̂1 ∪ · · · ∪ γ̂4 and domains Ω̂j , j = 0, . . . , 4 in Section 3.2.2.

where ν(−ξ) has the same expression as in (3.7) and (cf. (3.6))

χ1(k, ξ;B) = − 1

2πi

ˆ −ξ

−∞
log(k − ζ)dζ log

(
ζ + k̃0
ζ −B

(1 + r1(ζ)r2(ζ))

)
,

χ2(k, ξ;B) = − 1

2πi

ˆ ∞

−ξ
log(k − ζ)dζ log

(
ζ + k̃0
ζ −B

)
.

(3.23)

Therefore δ̂ can be written in the form (see (3.7) and (3.23))

(3.24) δ̂(k, ξ;B) =

{
(k + ξ)iν(−ξ) k−B

k+k̃0
eχ1(k,ξ;B)+χ2(k,ξ;B), k ∈ C+,

(k + ξ)iν(−ξ)eχ1(k,ξ;B)+χ2(k,ξ;B), k ∈ C−.

Combining (3.17), (3.19) and (3.21), we conclude that δ̂ satisfies the following scalar RH problem:

RH problem for δ̂(k, ξ;B):
(1) jump condition:

(3.25) δ̂+(k, ξ;B) = δ̂−(k, ξ;B)(1 + r1(k)r2(k)), k ∈ (−∞,−ξ) \ {B};

(2) normalization condition:

(3.26) δ̂(k, ξ;B) = 1 + O(1), k → ∞;

(3) behavior at k = B:

δ̂(k, ξ;B) = (k −B)
δ1+(B, ξ;B)δ2(B, ξ;B)

B + k̃0
+ O

(
(k −B)2

)
, k → B + i0,

δ̂(k, ξ;B) = δ1−(B, ξ;B)δ2(B, ξ;B) + O(k −B), k → B − i0;

(4) singularity at k = −ξ is described in (3.24).

Now we make the same transformations M ⇝ M̃ ⇝ M̂ as in Section 3.2.1, but with δ̂(k, ξ;B)

instead of δ(k, ξ) and with domains Ω̂j , j = 0, . . . , 4, and contour Γ̂ given in Figure 4. Direct

calculations show that M̂(x, t, k) has the following behavior at k = B (we drop the arguments of
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M̂(x, t, k) and write δ1±(B, ξ) = δ1±(B, ξ;B), δ2(B, ξ) = δ2(B, ξ;B) here):

M̂

(
k−B
k+k̃0

(δ1+δ2)(B, ξ)
aB1

k+k̃0
(r2a2)(B)(δ1+δ2)(B, ξ)e−2itθ(B,ξ)

0 k+k̃0
k−B (δ1+δ2)

−1(B, ξ)

)
= O(1), k → B + i0,

M̂

(
(δ1−δ2)(B, ξ) 0

− aB1
k−B (r1a2)(B)(δ1−δ2)

−1(B, ξ)e2itθ(B,ξ) (δ1−δ2)
−1(B, ξ)

)
= O(1), k → B − i0.

(3.27)

Expansions (3.27) imply that the residue condition of M̂ (1) can be written as follows:

(3.28) Res
k=B

M̂ (1)(x, t, k) = −(B + k̃0)
2 (δ1+δ2)

−2 (B, ξ;B)

aB1 (r2a2)(B)
e2iBx+4iB2tM̂ (2)(x, t, B),

or

(3.29) Res
k=B

M̂ (1)(x, t, k) = aB1 (r1a2)(B) (δ1−δ2)
−2 (B, ξ;B)e2iBx+4iB2tM̂ (2)(x, t, B).

Taking into account the jump condition of δ1 at k = B (see (3.17), (2.49) and (2.24))

δ1+(B, ξ;B) = δ1−(B, ξ;B)
B + k̃0

aB1 a2(B)
,

and using (2.25), (2.47), we conclude that (see (3.28); for simplicity we drop the third argument of
δ1±(B, ξ;B) and δ2(B, ξ;B) here)

−(B + k̃0)
2 (δ1+δ2)

−2 (B, ξ)

aB1 (r2a2)(B)
= −aB1 a2(B)

(δ1−δ2)
−2 (B, ξ)

r2(B)
=

A

2i
a22(B) (δ1−δ2)

−2 (B, ξ).

Using (2.25) and (2.47) in (3.29) we obtain

aB1 (r1a2)(B) = bBa2(B) =
A

2i
a22(B),

which implies that (3.28) and (3.29) are consistent. Thus, eventually we arrive at the following
residue condition at k = B:

(3.30) Res
k=B

M̂ (1)(x, t, k) =
A

2i
a22(B)δ̂−2

− (B, ξ;B)e2iBx+4iB2tM̂ (2)(x, t, B).

The Riemann-Hilbert problem for M̂ reads as follows:

RH problem for M̂(x, t, k), 0 ≤ |ξ| < −B:

(1) jump condition (3.12)–(3.13) with δ̂(k, ξ;B) (see (3.21)) instead of δ(k, ξ) on the cross

Γ̂ given in Figure 4;
(2) normalization condition at infinity:

M̂(x, t, k) = I + O
(
k−1

)
, k → ∞;

(3) residue condition (3.30) at k = B;

(4) residue condition (3.16) at k = −B with δ̂(k, ξ;B) instead of δ(k, ξ);
(5) singularity at k = −ξ (see (3.7)):

M̂(x, t, k)

(
(k + ξ)−Im ν(−ξ) 0

0 (k + ξ)Im ν(−ξ)

)
= O(1), k → −ξ.

Now let us calculate the rough asymptotics of q(x, t) as t → ∞.

Proposition 3.1 (Rough asymptotics, 0 ≤ |ξ| < −B). In the Case II with n = 0 and B < 0 we
have the long-time asymptotic behavior of q(x, t) given in Proposition 1.1, item 2) for 0 ≤ |ξ| < −B:

(3.31) q(x, t) =
16AB2δ̂2(−B, ξ;B)e2iBx−4iB2t

16B2 −A2
(
δ̂
)2

(−B,−ξ;B)δ̂2(−B, ξ;B)e4iBx

+ O(1), t → ∞.
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Here the asymptotic formula is valid away from the arbitrary small neighborhoods of possible zeros
of the denominator, and δ̂(k, ξ;B) is given in (3.21) (see also (3.25)).

Proof. Since the jump matrix in the RH problem for M̂ vanishes as t → ∞, we have

M̂(x, t, k) = M̂as(x, t, k) + O(1), t → ∞,

where M̂as is a meromorphic 2 × 2 matrix which satisfies the following conditions:

Res
k=B

(
M̂as

)(1)
(x, t, k) = c1(x, t)

(
M̂as

)(2)
(x, t, B),

Res
k=−B

(
M̂as

)(2)
(x, t, k) = c2(x, t)

(
M̂as

)(1)
(x, t,−B),

M̂as(x, t, k) = I + O
(
k−1

)
, k → ∞,

(3.32)

where (see (3.30) and (3.16) with δ̂ instead of δ)

c1(x, t) =
A

2i
a22(B)δ̂−2

− (B, ξ;B)e2iBx+4iB2t,

c2(x, t) =
A

2i
δ̂2(−B, ξ;B)e2iBx−4iB2t.

(3.33)

Let us seek the solution of (3.32) in the form

M̂as(x, t, k) =

(
k+A1
k−B

A3
k+B

A2
k−B

k+A4
k+B

)
,

with some Aj = Aj(x, t), j = 1, . . . , 4. From the residue conditions in (3.32) we conclude that

A1(x, t) =
B(c1c2)(x, t) − 4B3

4B2 + (c1c2)(x, t)
, A2(x, t) =

4B2c1(x, t)

4B2 + (c1c2)(x, t)
,

A3(x, t) =
4B2c2(x, t)

4B2 + (c1c2)(x, t)
, A4(x, t) =

4B3 −B(c1c2)(x, t)

4B2 + (c1c2)(x, t)
.

(3.34)

We conclude from (2.53) that

q(x, t) = 2i lim
k→∞

kM̂as
1,2(x, t, k) + O(1) = 2iA3(x, t) + O(1),(3.35)

as t → ∞, for 0 ≤ |ξ| < −B. To simplify the expression for A3 given in (3.34), let us show that (in

what follows we will drop the third argument of δ̂(k, ξ;B) and δj(k, ξ;B), j = 1, 2)

(3.36) a2(B) = δ̂−(B, ξ)δ̂(−B,−ξ), 0 ≤ |ξ| < −B.

Indeed, using the Plemelj-Sokhotski formula, we obtain from (3.18), (3.20) and (3.21) (recall (2.49))

δ̂−(B, ξ) = δ̂1−(B, ξ)δ̂2(B, ξ)

= exp

−1

2
log

(
B + k̃0

aB1 a2(B)

)
+

1

2πi
v.p.

ˆ −ξ

−∞

log
(
ζ+k̃0
ζ−B (1 + r1(ζ)r2(ζ))

)
ζ −B

dζ


× exp

 1

2πi

ˆ ∞

−ξ

log
(
ζ+k̃0
ζ−B

)
ζ −B

dζ

 ,

(3.37)
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and

δ̂(−B,−ξ) = exp

−1

2πi

ˆ ξ

−∞

log

(
ζ+k̃0
ζ−B (1 + r1(ζ)r2(ζ))

)
ζ + B

dζ



× exp

−1

2
log

(
B − k̃0

2B

)
− 1

2πi
v.p.

ˆ ∞

ξ

log

(
ζ+k̃0
ζ−B

)
ζ + B

dζ

 .

(3.38)

Using symmetry relation (2.48), we conclude from (3.37) and (3.38) that

δ̂−(B, ξ)δ̂(−B,−ξ) = exp

−1

2
log


(
B + k̃0

)(
B − k̃0

)
2BaB1 a2(B)



+
1

2πi
v.p.

ˆ ∞

−∞

log

(
(ζ+k̃0)

(
ζ−k̃0

)
(ζ−B)(ζ+B) (1 + r1(ζ)r2(ζ))

)
ζ −B

dζ

 .

(3.39)

Now we rewrite (2.49) as a Riemann-Hilbert problem for a−1
1 (k) and a2(k) as follows:

a−1
1 (k) = a2(k)(1 + r1(k)r2(k)), k ∈ R.

Using the Plemelj-Sokhotski formula, we obtain the following expressions for aj(k), j = 1, 2 (recall

that k̃0 ∈ C+):

a1(k) =

(
k + k̃0

)(
k − k̃0

)
(k −B)(k + B)

× exp

 1

2πi

ˆ ∞

−∞

log

(
(ζ+k̃0)

(
ζ−k̃0

)
(ζ−B)(ζ+B) (1 + r1(ζ)r2(ζ))

)
ζ − k

dζ

 , k ∈ C+,

and

(3.40) a2(k) = exp

 1

2πi

ˆ ∞

−∞

log

(
(ζ+k̃0)

(
ζ−k̃0

)
(ζ−B)(ζ+B) (1 + r1(ζ)r2(ζ))

)
ζ − k

dζ

 , k ∈ C−.

Combining (3.39), (3.40) and (2.49), we arrive at (3.36). Finally, equations (3.35), (3.34) and (3.36)
yield (3.31). □

Remark 3.2. The asymptotics of the solution q(x, t) in the region 0 ≤ |ξ| < −B can be found also
from (2.54) in terms of A2(x, t) as follows (cf. (3.35))

(3.41) q(x, t) = −2i lim
k→∞

kM̂as
2,1(−x, t, k) + O(1) = −2iA2(−x, t) + O(1).

Let us show that (3.35) and (3.41) are consistent. Observe that the equality A3(x, t) = −A2(−x, t)
is equivalent to the following equation (see (3.34) and (3.33))

4B2(c1(−x, t) + c2(x, t)) + c1(−x, t)c2(x, t)(c1(x, t) + c2(−x, t)) = 0.
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γ̂4

γ̂1 γ̂2

0

γ̂3

ℝ

Ω̂2

Ω̂3

Ω̂0

Ω̂0

Ω̂1

Ω̂4
−ξ B−B

Figure 5. Contour Γ̂ = γ̂1 ∪ · · · ∪ γ̂4 and domains Ω̂j , j = 0, . . . , 4 in Section 3.2.4.

Equality c1(x, t) + c2(−x, t) = 0 follows from (3.36) and thus we have that A3(x, t) = A2(−x, t) for
all ξ such that 0 ≤ |ξ| < −B.

Remark 3.3 (Independence of (3.31) of k̃0). In the definition of δ̂(k, ξ) we have used an auxiliary

point k̃0 ∈ C+, see (3.21). Taking into account that δ̂ satisfies the same RH problem (3.25)–(3.26)

for any k̃0 ∈ C+, we conclude that it does not depend on the choice of k̃0.

3.2.3. Region |ξ| > B, B > 0. In this region the asymptotic analysis of the basic RH problem
follows the similar lines as in the case B < 0, see Section 3.2.1. Thus, we obtain the same asymptotic
behavior of q(x, t) as described in Proposition 1.1, but with B instead of −B:

3.2.4. Region 0 ≤ |ξ| < B, B > 0. As in Section 3.2.2, the jump matrix of the auxiliary scalar RH
problem for δ has a simple zero on the contour at k = −B, see (3.3) and (2.49). Substituting −B

instead of B in (3.17)–(3.24), we obtain the auxiliary function δ̂(k, ξ;−B) defined in (3.21) (see also
(3.24)), which solves the following scalar RH problem (cf. Section 3.2.2):

RH problem for δ̂(k, ξ;−B):
(1) jump condition:

(3.42) δ̂+(k, ξ;−B) = δ̂−(k, ξ;−B)(1 + r1(k)r2(k)), k ∈ (−∞,−ξ) \ {−B};

(2) normalization condition:

(3.43) δ̂(k, ξ;−B) = 1 + O(1), k → ∞;

(3) behavior at k = −B:

δ̂(k, ξ;−B) = (k + B)
δ1+(−B, ξ;−B)δ2(−B, ξ;−B)

k̃0 −B
+ O

(
(k + B)2

)
, k → −B + i0,

δ̂(k, ξ;−B) = δ1−(−B, ξ;−B)δ2(−B, ξ;−B) + O(k + B), k → −B − i0;

(4) singularity at k = −ξ is described in (3.24) with −B instead of B.

Making the same transformations M ⇝ M̃ ⇝ M̂ as in Section 3.2.1, but with δ̂(k, ξ;−B) instead

of δ(k, ξ) and with domains Ω̂j , j = 0, . . . , 4, and contour Γ̂ given in Figure 5, we conclude that

M̂(x, t, k) is bounded at both points k = ±B and it solves the following RH problem:

RH problem for M̂(x, t, k), 0 ≤ |ξ| < B:
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(1) jump condition (3.12)–(3.13) with δ̂(k, ξ;−B) (see (3.21)) instead of δ(k, ξ) on the cross

Γ̂ given in Figure 5;
(2) normalization condition at infinity:

M̂(x, t, k) = I + O
(
k−1

)
, k → ∞;

(3) singularity at k = −ξ (see (3.7)):

M̂(x, t, k)

(
(k + ξ)−Im ν(−ξ) 0

0 (k + ξ)Im ν(−ξ)

)
= O(1), k → −ξ.

Thus, the solution q(x, t) decays in the region 0 ≤ |ξ| < B.
Now we are at the position to formulate the main result of Section 3.2. Applying the Deift-Zhou

nonlinear steepest decent method [18] to the RH problem for M̂ , we obtain the following long-time
asymptotic behavior of q(x, t) along the rays ξ ∈ R \ {B,−B}:

Theorem 3.4 (Case II, n = 0). Consider the Cauchy problem (1.5)-(1.7) with B ̸= 0, where the
initial datum q0(x) satisfies the following properties:

i) q0(x) a compact perturbation of pure step function (1.8);
ii) spectral data a1(k), a2(k) and b(k), associated to q0(x), satisfy Assumptions A;
iii) q0(x) is such that a1(k) satisfies properties described in Case II with n = 0.

Then the main long-time asymptotic terms of the solution q(x, t) along the rays ξ = x
4t = const read

as follows (see Figures 6 and 7 for n = 0):

1) if ξ < −|B|, then for any B ̸= 0 the asymptotics is described by the Zakharov-Manakov type
formula:

q(x, t) = t−
1
2
−Im ν(ξ)α1(ξ) exp

{
4itξ2 − iRe ν(ξ) ln t

}
+ R1(ξ, t);

2) if ξ > |B|, then for any B ̸= 0 the asymptotics is described by the plane wave with modulated
amplitude:

q(x, t) = Aδ2(−B, ξ)e2iBx−4iB2t + O
(
t−

1
2
+|Im ν(−ξ)|

)
;

3) if 0 ≤ |ξ| < |B|, then
3.1) for B > 0 the asymptotics is described by the Zakharov-Manakov type formula:

q(x, t) = t−
1
2
+Im ν(−ξ)α2(ξ) exp

{
4itξ2 − iRe ν(−ξ) log t

}
+ R2(ξ, t);

3.2) for B < 0 the asymptotics has the form of the periodic oscillations:

q(x, t) =
16AB2δ̂2(−B, ξ;B)e2iBx−4iB2t

16B2 −A2
(
δ̂
)2

(−B,−ξ;B)δ̂2(−B, ξ;B)e4iBx

+ O
(
t−

1
2
+|Im ν(−ξ)|

)
.

Here ν(−ξ), δ(−B, ξ) and δ̂(−B, ξ;B) are given in (3.7) (3.4) and (3.21), respectively. The asymp-
totic formula in item 3.2) holds uniformly in x, t away from arbitrarily small neighborhoods of the
possible zeros of the denominator. Notice that assumption iii) yields −1

2 < Im ν(ξ) < 1
2 , ξ < −|B|.

Constants αj(ξ) and remainders Rj(ξ, t), j = 1, 2, are as follows:

α1(ξ) =

√
π exp

{
−π

2 ν(ξ) + πi
4 − 2χ(ξ,−ξ) − 3iν(ξ) log 2

}
r2(ξ)Γ(−iν(ξ))

,

α2(ξ) =

√
π exp

{
−π

2 ν(−ξ) + πi
4 + 2(χ1 + χ2)(−ξ, ξ;−B) − 3iν(−ξ) log 2

}
r1(−ξ)Γ(−iν(−ξ))

,

and

R1(ξ, t) =


O
(
t−1
)
, Im ν(ξ) > 0,

O
(
t−1 log t

)
, Im ν(ξ) = 0,

O
(
t−1+2|Im ν(ξ)|) , Im ν(ξ) < 0,



NNLS WITH OSCILLATORY BOUNDARY CONDITIONS 25

R2(ξ, t) =


O
(
t−1+2|Im ν(−ξ)|) , Im ν(−ξ) > 0,

O
(
t−1 log t

)
, Im ν(−ξ) = 0,

O
(
t−1
)
, Im ν(−ξ) < 0,

with χ(ξ,−ξ) and χj(−ξ, ξ;−B), j = 1, 2 given in (3.6) and (3.23) respectively.

Proof. Here the implementation of the Deift-Zhou nonlinear steepest decent method is based upon
the approximation, as t → ∞, of the RH problem for M̂ in the vicinity of the stationary phase
point k = −ξ, see Figures 3–5. To this end we introduce the so-called local parametrix, which is
explicitly defined, as for the NLS equation, in terms of the parabolic cylinder functions [28]. This

parametrix provides good estimates for the RH problem for M̂ as t → ∞ and, consequently, for the
solution q(x, t) retrieved from M̂ as follows (see (2.53)–(2.54)):

q(x, t) = 2i lim
k→∞

kM̂1,2(x, t, k),

q(−x, t) = −2i lim
k→∞

kM̂2,1(x, t, k).

The details and peculiarities of the construction and asymptotic estimates of parametrix for the
nonlocal NLS equation are presented in [36, 38]. Adhering to the analysis in [36, 38], we arrive at
the long-time asymptotic expansion of q(x, t) given in the Theorem. □

3.3. Asymptotics in Case I with n = 0. The difference between Case I, n = 0, and Case II,
n = 0 consists in (i) the additional point of discrete spectrum at k = ik0, k0 > 0 and (ii) the winding
of the argument at k = 0, see (2.42). Since the corresponding residue condition, see (2.51), vanishes

exponentially fast as |x|, t → ∞ along the rays ξ ̸= 0, we obtain the same problem for M̂ in the
regions |ξ| > |B| and 0 < |ξ| < |B| as in Sections 3.2.1, 3.2.3 and 3.2.2, 3.2.4, respectively, for the
large x, t. Thus, the asymptotic behavior of q(x, t) in Case I with n = 0 is the same as in Theorem
3.4 for all ξ ̸= 0, and we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5 (Case I, n = 0). Consider the Cauchy problem (1.5)-(1.7) with B ̸= 0, where the
initial datum q0(x) satisfies the following properties:

i) q0(x) a compact perturbation of pure step function (1.8);
ii) spectral data a1(k), a2(k) and b(k), associated to q0(x), satisfy Assumptions A;
iii) q0(x) is such that a1(k) satisfies properties described in Case I with n = 0.

Then the main long-time asymptotic terms of the solution q(x, t) along the rays ξ = x
4t = const in

the regions ξ < −|B|, ξ > |B| and 0 < ξ < |B| are given in items 1), 2) and 3) of Theorem 3.4.

4. Concluding remarks

i) Transition regions. In both Cases I and II with n = 0, the resulting asymptotic picture lacks the
description of the behavior of q(x, t) along the rays ξ = ±B. From the perspective of the RH
approach, these transition regions correspond to merging of the stationary phase point k = −ξ
and the singularities at k = ±B, see (2.24). On the other hand, taking the limits ξ ↑ ±B and
ξ ↓ ±B in the main asymptotic terms in the corresponding regions, one concludes that the
solution exhibits increasing oscillations. A partial description of the transition region of this
type can be found in [39] in the case B = 0.

In Case I we have, in addition, a transition at ξ = 0. It is evident from Theorem 3.5 that
the asymptotics in the regions −|B| < ξ < 0 and 0 < ξ < |B| matches as ξ → 0. On the other

hand, we cannot directly analyze the RH problem for M̂ asymptotically at ξ = 0, since for
such value of ξ we have Im ν(0) = −1

2 (see (2.42) and (3.7)), where the asymptotic analysis of

the problem on the cross Γ̂ fails, see [36]. Therefore the description of the transition zone(s) at
ξ = 0 remains an open question.
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ii) Case I, II with arbitrary n ∈ N. In the region |ξ| > |B|, the major challenge is related to the
winding of the argument of 1 + r1(k)r2(k) at k = ωj , j = 1, . . . , n, see items I.2), II.2) and
(2.49). The “intermittency” property of ωj and Re pj , see (2.39), is pivotal for resolving this
problem, as discussed in [40] (see also [37]). Following, almost literally, the analysis of [40], it
can be shown that the asymptotic regions ξ < −|B| and ξ > |B| split into 2n+1 sectors having
qualitatively different behavior. Namely, for ξ < −|B| we have n+1 decaying and n modulated
plane wave regions, while for ξ > −|B| we have n decaying and n + 1 modulated plane wave
regions, altering each other (see Figures 6 and 7 for the illustration).

Concerning the region 0 < |ξ| < |B|, the main difficulty consists in zero of 1 + r1(k)r2(k) at
k = −|B|, which is resolved in Section 3.2.2 (the singularity corresponding to the winding of
the argument can be resolved in the same way as in [40, 37]).

Since the asymptotic analysis for n ∈ N essentially repeats the methodology in Section 3.2
and [40, 37], we omit details here, and give the rough asymptotic formulas for the solution in
the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1 (Rough asymptotics in Cases I,II, n ∈ N). Consider the Cauchy problem
(1.5)-(1.7) with B ̸= 0, where the initial datum q0(x) satisfies the following properties:
i) q0(x) is a compact perturbation of pure step function (1.8);
ii) spectral data a1(k), a2(k) and b(k), associated to q0(x), satisfy Assumptions A;
iii) q0(x) is such that a1(k) satisfies properties described in either Case I or Case II with some

n ∈ N.
Then the long-time asymptotic behavior of the solution q(x, t) along the rays ξ = x

4t = const
has the following form (see (2.39); to simplify notations we set Re p0 := −|B|):
1) if −Re pn−m < ξ < −ωn−m+1, m = 0, . . . , n then for any B ̸= 0

q(x, t) = Aξ2mδ2(−B, ξ)

(
m−1∏
s=0

p−2
n−s

)
e2iBx−4iB2t + O

(
t−

1
2
+|Im ν(−ξ)−m|

)
;

2) if ωn−m+1 < ξ < Re pn−m, m = 0, . . . , n, then for any B ̸= 0

q(x, t) = O
(
t−

1
2
−Im ν(ξ)+m

)
;

3) if −ωn−m < ξ < −Re pn−m, m = 0, . . . , n− 1, then for any B ̸= 0

q(x, t) = O
(
t−

1
2
+Im ν(−ξ)−m

)
;

4) if Re pn−m < ξ < ωn−m, m = 0, . . . , n− 1, then for any B ̸= 0

q(x, t) =

−4

(
m∏
s=0

p2n−s

)
e−2iBx−4iB2t

Aξ2mδ
2
(−B,−ξ)

+ O
(
t−

1
2
+|Im ν(−ξ)−m|

)
;

5) if 0 < |ξ| < |B| in Case I or 0 ≤ |ξ| < |B| in Case II, then
5.1) for B > 0

q(x, t) = O
(
t−

1
2
+|Im ν(−ξ)−n|

)
;

5.2) for B < 0

q(x, t) =

16AB2(B − ξ)2n
n−1∏
s=0

(B + pn−s)
−2 · δ̂2(−B, ξ;B)e2iBx−4iB2t

16B2 −A2
(
B−ξ
B+ξ

)2n(n−1∏
s=0

B−pn−s

B+pn−s

)2 (
δ̂
)2

(−B,−ξ;B)δ̂2(−B, ξ;B)e4iBx

+ O
(
t−

1
2
+|Im ν(−ξ)−n|

)
.
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Here ν(−ξ), δ(−B, ξ) and δ̂(−B, ξ;B) are given in (3.7) (3.4) and (3.21), respectively. The
asymptotic formula in item 5.2) holds uniformly in x, t away from arbitrarily small neighbor-
hoods of the possible zeros of the denominator. Notice that assumption iii) yields that in all
considered asymptotic regions one has −1

2 < Im ν(ξ) − m < 1
2 for the corresponding value of

m = 0, . . . , n.
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Figure 6. Asymptotics in Case II, B > 0, for n = 0 (left) and n = 1 (right).
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Figure 7. Asymptotics in Case II, B < 0, for n = 0 (left) and n = 1 (right).

iii) The Zakharov-Manakov type asymptotic formulas obtained in Theorems 3.4 and 3.5 differ
qualitatively from the classical one for the NLS equation [47]. Namely, the power decay rate
of the solutions depends, in general, on the direction ξ, along which we calculate the long-time
asymptotic behavior of the solution.

iv) The long-time asymptotic formula of q(x, t) given in Theorem 3.4, items 1) and 3.2) and in
Proposition 4.1 can be extended by adding at least one precise decaying term, which is of the
Zakharov-Manakov type, as detailed in [38, 40, Theorem 1].
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Appendix A.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Introduce notation k = k1 +ik2, where k1 ∈ R and k2 ≥ 0. Then equation
a1(k) = 0 for k ∈ C+∪R\{B,−B} is equivalent to the following system of transcendental equations
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(see (2.27)):

A2e−4k2R cos(4k1R) = 4B2 − 4k21 + 4k22,

A2e−4k2R sin(4k1R) = −8k1k2.
(A.1)

To prove item 1), we take k2 = 0 in (A.1) and obtain the equation

A2 cos(4k1R) = 4
(
B2 − k21

)
, with 4k1R = πn, n ∈ Z,

which directly yields items 1.1)–1.3).
Item 2) follows from (A.1) with k1 = 0 and k2 > 0.
Let us prove item 3). For R = 0, (2.27) implies that a1(k) can have real or purely imaginary

zeros only and thus we have 3.1) for R = 0 and any B ∈ R.
Now consider R > 0.
Step 1. Observing that (k1, k2) and (−k1, k2) satisfies (A.1) simultaneously (cf. symmetries in

Proposition 2.2, item (3)), it is enough to study (A.1) for k1, k2 > 0 only. Introduce notations

τ = 4k1R, y = 4k2R, τ, y > 0.

Then (A.1) reads

4A2R2e−y cos τ = 16B2R2 − τ2 + y2,

4A2R2e−y sin τ = −2τy.
(A.2)

Since τ, y > 0, the second equation in (A.2) implies that

(A.3) τ ∈ (2πn− π, 2πn), n ∈ N.
Dividing the first equation in (A.2) by the second one, we arrive at the following quadratic equation
for y:

y2 + 2τy cot τ − τ2 + 16B2R2 = 0,

which has a single positive solution

(A.4) y = −τ cot τ +
(
τ2 cot2 τ + τ2 − 16B2R2

)1/2
.

Combining (A.2), (A.3) and (A.4), we obtain the following system:

y = −τ cot τ +
(
τ2 cot2 τ + τ2 − 16B2R2

)1/2
, τ ∈ (2πn− π, 2πn), n ∈ N,

yey = −2A2R2 sin τ

τ
.

(A.5)

Notice that since we assume that 4R|B| ≤ π and τ > π, the function under the square root in (A.5)
is always positive.

Step 2. Let us investigate the behavior of y = y(τ) for τ ∈ (2πn− π, 2πn), n ∈ N. It is evident
that

lim
τ↑2πn

y(τ) = ∞, n ∈ N.

Taking into account that

(A.6)

(
1 +

τ2 − 16B2R2

τ2 cot2 τ

)1/2

= 1 +
τ2 − 16B2R2

2τ2 cot2 τ
+ O

(
cot−4 τ

)
, τ ↓ −π + 2πn, n ∈ N,

we obtain the following limit:
lim

τ↓−π+2πn
y(τ) = 0.

Step 3. Now we study y′(τ), τ ∈ (2πn− π, 2πn), n ∈ N. Direct calculations show that

y′(τ) =

(
τ − 1

2 sin(2τ)
)

(τ cos τ + d(τ)) − τ sin3 τ

d(τ) sin2 τ
,

d(τ) =
(
τ2 − 16B2R2 sin2 τ

)1/2
.

(A.7)
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It is easy to see that

lim
τ↑2πn

y′(τ) = ∞, n ∈ N.

Using the following relations:

τ − 1

2
sin 2τ = 2πn− π + O

(
(τ + π − 2πn)3

)
,

cos τ +
d(τ)

τ
= cos τ +

(
1 − 16B2R2 sin2 τ

τ2

)1/2

=

(
1

2
− 8B2R2

π2(2n− 1)2

)
(τ + π − 2πn)2 + O

(
(τ + π − 2πn)4

)
,

where τ → 2πn− π, n ∈ N, we obtain

(A.8) lim
τ↓2πn−π

y′(τ) =
π2(2n− 1)2 − 16B2R2

2π(2n− 1)
, n ∈ N.

Step 4. Let us prove that y(τ) is convex for τ ∈ (2πn − π, 2πn), n ∈ N. Direct computations
show that

y′′(τ) =
−g(τ)

d3(τ) sin3 τ
,

g(τ) = d2(τ)
(
τ2(1 + cos2 τ) + d(τ)(2τ cos τ − sin τ) − τ sin(2τ) + sin2 τ

)
− τ sin τ

(
τ − 8B2R2 sin 2τ

)
(sin τ − τ cos τ),

(A.9)

where d(τ) is given in (A.7). We must prove that g(τ) ≥ 0 for τ ∈ (2πn− π, 2πn), n ∈ N. It is easy
to compute that

g(2πn− π) = 0, g(2πn) = 26(πn)4, n ∈ N.
The most involving task is to show that g(τ) ≥ in the vicinity of τ = 2πn− π. Using the following
expansions:

cos τ = −1 +
(τ + π − 2πn)2

2
+ O

(
(τ + π − 2πn)4

)
,

sin τ = −(τ + π − 2πn) +
(τ + π − 2πn)3

6
+ O

(
(τ + π − 2πn)4

)
,

d(τ) = τ − 8B2R2

τ
(τ + π − 2πn)2 + O

(
(τ + π − 2πn)4

)
,

where τ → 2πn− π, n ∈ N, we conclude that

g(τ) =
τ

6

(
144B2R2 + 17τ2

)
(τ + π − 2πn)3 + O

(
(τ + π − 2πn)4

)
, τ → π − 2πn, n ∈ N

and thus g(τ) > 0 for τ near 2πn− π.
Step 5. Now we are at the position to study the solutions of (A.5). Using (A.6) and (A.8), we

obtain

(A.10) lim
τ↓2πn−π

(
y(τ)ey(τ)

)′
=

π2(2n− 1)2 − 16B2R2

2π(2n− 1)
, n ∈ N.

Also we have the following identity:

(A.11) lim
τ↓2πn−π

(
sin τ

τ

)′
=

−1

π(2n− 1)
, n ∈ N.

Then we notice that

(i) y(τ)ey(τ) is convex for τ ∈ (2πn− π, 2πn), see Step 4 above;
(ii)

(
− sin τ

τ

)
has a unique maximum point τ∗n on the interval (2πn − π, 2πn), which is a unique

solution of the equation τ∗n = tan τ∗n, τ∗n ∈ (2πn− π, 2πn− π/2);
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(iii)
(
− sin τ

τ

)
is concave for τ ∈ (2πn− π, τ∗n).

Leveraging (i)–(iii) above and using (A.10) and (A.11), we conclude that
if 4A2R2 ≤ π2(2n− 1)2 − 16B2R2 for some n ∈ N, then (A.5) has no solutions for such a n, while
if 4A2R2 > π2(2n− 1)2 − 16B2R2 for some n ∈ N, then (A.5) has a unique simple solution for such
a n. This yields item 3). □

Appendix B.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Notice that

(B.1) Re a1(k) = 1 +
A2 cos 4kR

4(k2 −B2)
, Im a1(k) =

A2 sin 4kR

4(k2 −B2)
.

Step 1. Consider the case 0 < R < π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
. Then we have from (B.1) that Re a1(−π/4R) >

0, which implies that Re a1(k) > 0 for all k ∈ (−∞,−π/4R] and therefore
´ k
−∞ d arg(a1(k)) ∈

[−π/2, π/2], k ∈ (−∞,−π/4R]. Taking into account that sin 4kR < 0 for all k ∈ (−π/4R,−|B|),
we conclude that

´ k
−∞ d arg(a1(k)) ∈ (−π, 0) for all k ∈ (−π/4R,−|B|) and the first statement in

(2.32) is established.
Observing that

lim
k↑−|B|

tan (arg a1(k)) = − tan(4|B|R), 4|B|R ̸= π

2
,

lim
k↑−|B|

tan (arg a1(k)) = −∞, 4|B|R =
π

2
,

we arrive at the second equation in (2.32). Then using that sin 4kR
k2−B2 > 0 for k ∈ (−|B|, 0), we obtain

(2.33). Finally, since a1(0) > 0 and a1(0) < 0 for 4B2 − A2 > 0 and 4B2 − A2 < 0 respectively, we
conclude (2.37) for 0 < R < π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
.

Step 2. Consider (2n−1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
< R < (2n+1)π

2(4B2+A2)1/2
for some n ∈ N. Taking into account that

(see (2.34))

(i) Re a1(k) > 0 for all k ≤ ωn − π/2R and k = ωn − π/4R,
(ii) sin 4kR < 0 for k ∈ (ωn − π/2R,ωn − π/4R) and sin 4kR > 0 for k ∈ (ωn − π/4R,ωn),

we conclude that
´ k
−∞ d arg a1(k) ∈ (−π, π) for k < ωn and

´ ωn

−∞ d arg a1(k) = π, see (B.1). Thus,

the first and the second equations in (2.35) are proved for j = 1 and j = 0 respectively.
Then using that

(i) Re a1(k) < 0 for all k = ωj , j = 1, . . . , n,
(ii) sin 4kR < 0 for k ∈ (ωj+1, ωj+1 + π/4R) and sin 4kR > 0 for k ∈ (ωj+1 + π/4R,ωj), j =

1, . . . , n− 1,
(iii) sin 4kR < 0 for k ∈ (ω1,−|B|),
we arrive at (2.35) for all j. The proofs of (2.36) and item 3) are the same as in Step 1 above. □
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