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Abstract. We consider the Boussinesq equation on the line for a broad class of Schwartz
initial data for which (i) no solitons are present, (ii) the spectral functions have generic
behavior near ±1, and (iii) the solution exists globally. In a recent work, we identified
ten main sectors describing the asymptotic behavior of the solution, and for each of these
sectors we gave an exact expression for the leading asymptotic term. In this paper, we
give a proof for the formula corresponding to the sector x

t
∈ (0, 1√

3
).
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1. Introduction

Because of the great complexity of the water wave problem, several approximate models
have been considered. One famous such model is the Boussinesq equation [5]

utt = uxx + (u2)xx + uxxxx. (1.1)

Here u(x, t) is a real-valued function and subscripts denote partial derivatives. This nonlin-
ear equation models small-amplitude dispersive waves in shallow water that can propagate
in both the right and left directions [23]. The Boussinesq equation is ill-posed, and is there-
fore often referred to as the “bad” Boussinesq equation. Partly due to this ill-posedness,
the mathematical literature on (1.1) is limited: we refer to [1, 3, 20] for results on soliton
solutions, to [32] for a Lax pair, and to [24, 31] for nonexistence results of global solutions
for certain initial-boundary value problems. Until recently [9], the problem of obtaining
long-time asymptotics for the solution of (1.1) was still open, see e.g. Deift’s list of open
problems in [13].

In [9], we developed an inverse scattering approach to the initial value problem for (1.1).
Among other things, we proved in [9] that for a large class of initial data, the solution is
unique and exists globally. The asymptotic behavior of such solutions is described by ten
main asymptotic sectors, and for each of these sectors the leading asymptotic term was
given in [9, Theorem 2.14]. For reasons of length, the proofs of some of these asymptotic
formulas were omitted in [9]. The purpose of this paper is to give the proof for the formula
corresponding to the sector x

t ∈ (0, 1√
3
) (this sector was denoted “sector V” in [9]).

Results on long-time asymptotics for other integrable equations can be found in e.g.
[2, 4, 6–8, 12, 14–19, 21, 25, 27–30].

E-mail address: christophe.charlier@math.lu.se, jlenells@kth.se.
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2. main results

We consider real-valued initial data in the Schwartz class,

u0(x) := u(x, 0) ∈ S(R), u1(x) := ut(x, 0) ∈ S(R). (2.1)

We further assume that
∫
R u1(x)dx = 0. As noted in [9], this assumption is natural because

it ensures that the total mass
∫
R u(x, t)dx is conserved in time. The approach of [9] provides

a representation for the solution to the initial value problem in terms of the solution n of
a row-vector Riemann–Hilbert (RH) problem. This RH problem depends on two scalar
reflection coefficients, r1(k) and r2(k), which are defined as follows (see [9] for details).

2.1. Definition of r1 and r2. Let ω := e
2πi
3 and define {lj(k), zj(k)}3j=1 by

lj(k) = i
ωjk + (ωjk)−1

2
√
3

, zj(k) = i
(ωjk)2 + (ωjk)−2

4
√
3

, k ∈ C \ {0}. (2.2)

Let P (k) and U(x, k) be given by

P (k) =

 1 1 1
l1(k) l2(k) l3(k)
l1(k)

2 l2(k)
2 l3(k)

2

 , U(x, k) = P (k)−1

 0 0 0
0 0 0

−u0x
4 − iv0

4
√
3

−u0
2 0

P (k),

where v0(x) =
∫ x
−∞ u1(x

′)dx′. Define X(x, k), XA(x, k) as the unique solutions to the
Volterra integral equations

X(x, k) = I −
∫ ∞

x
e(x−x

′)L(k)(UX)(x′, k)e−(x−x′)L(k)dx′,

XA(x, k) = I +

∫ ∞

x
e−(x−x′)L(k)(UTXA)(x′, k)e(x−x

′)L(k)dx′,

where (·)T is the transpose operation and L = diag (l1, l2, l3). Define s(k) and sA(k) by

s(k) = I −
∫
R
e−xL(k)(UX)(x, k)exL(k)dx, sA(k) = I +

∫
R
exL(k)(UTXA)(x, k)e−xL(k)dx.

The two spectral functions {rj(k)}21 are defined by{
r1(k) =

(s(k))12
(s(k))11

, k ∈ Γ̂1 \ Q̂,
r2(k) =

(sA(k))12
(sA(k))11

, k ∈ Γ̂4 \ Q̂,
(2.3)

where the contours Γ̂j = Γj ∪ ∂D and the set Q̂ are defined in Section 2.4.

2.2. Assumptions. As in [9, Theorem 2.14], our results will be valid under the following
assumptions:

(i) There are no solitons: we suppose that s(k)11 is nonzero for k ∈ (D̄2∪∂D)\ Q̂, where
D2 is the open set shown in Figure 1 and ∂D is the unit circle.

(ii) The spectral functions s and sA have generic behavior near k = 1 and k = −1: we
suppose for k⋆ = 1 and k⋆ = −1 that

lim
k→k⋆

(k − k⋆)s(k)11 ̸= 0, lim
k→k⋆

(k − k⋆)s(k)13 ̸= 0, lim
k→k⋆

s(k)31 ̸= 0, lim
k→k⋆

s(k)33 ̸= 0,

lim
k→k⋆

(k − k⋆)s
A(k)11 ̸= 0, lim

k→k⋆
(k − k⋆)s

A(k)31 ̸= 0, lim
k→k⋆

sA(k)13 ̸= 0, lim
k→k⋆

sA(k)33 ̸= 0.

(iii) There exists a global solution to the initial value problem (1.1)–(2.1): we suppose
that r1(k) = 0 for all k ∈ [0, i], where [0, i] is the vertical segment from 0 to i.

We emphasize that Assumption (ii) is generic. Let us also comment on Assumptions (i)
and (iii):
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Figure 1. The contour Γ = ∪9
j=1Γj in the complex k-plane (left) and the open sets Dn,

n = 1, . . . , 6, together with the sixth roots of unity κj, j = 1, . . . , 6 (right).

• In [10], the long-time asymptotics for the solution to the initial value problem (1.1)–
(2.1) is obtained in the sector x

t ∈ ( 1√
3
, 1) in the case when solitons are present. The

solitonless assumption (i) is made here for simplicity; we believe that the case when
solitons are present can be handled using similar ideas as in [10].

• The Boussinesq equation is ill-posed and admits solutions that blow up at any given
positive time [9]. Assumption (iii) ensures that the solution belongs to the physically
relevant class of global solutions. It follows from [9, Theorems 2.6 and 2.12] that this
class is large. More precisely, associated to any functions r1, r2 satisfying Assumption
(iii) and the conditions stated in [9, Theorem 2.3], there exist Schwartz class initial
data u0, v0 such that rj(k;u0, v0) = rj(k), j = 1, 2, and such that the initial value
problem (1.1)–(2.1) with u1 := ∂xv0 admits a global Schwartz class solution.

2.3. Statement of main result. We now introduce the necessary material to present our
main result. For easy comparison, we use the same notation as in [9]. Let ζ := x/t and
assume that ζ ∈ (0, 1√

3
). For k ∈ C \ {0}, define Φij(ζ, k) for 1 ≤ j < i ≤ 3 by

Φij(ζ, k) = (li(k)− lj(k))ζ + (zi(k)− zj(k)). (2.4)

The function k 7→ Φ21(ζ, k) has four saddle points {kj = kj(ζ)}4j=1 given by

k2 =
1

4

(
ζ −

√
8 + ζ2 − i

√
2

√
4− ζ2 + ζ

√
8 + ζ2

)
, (2.5a)

k4 =
1

4

(
ζ +

√
8 + ζ2 − i

√
2

√
4− ζ2 − ζ

√
8 + ζ2

)
, (2.5b)

k1 = k2, and k3 = k4. Moreover, |k2| = |k4| = 1, arg k2 ∈ (−3π
4 ,−

2π
3 ), and arg k4 ∈

(−π
4 ,−

π
6 ). Define also δj(ζ, k), j = 1, . . . , 5, by

δ1(ζ, k) = exp

{
1

2πi

∫ i

ωk4

ln(1 + r1(ω
2s)r2(ω

2s))

s− k
ds

}
,

δ2(ζ, k) = exp

{
1

2πi

∫ ω2k2

i

ln(1 + r1(s)r2(s))

s− k
ds

}
, δ3(ζ, k) = exp

{
1

2πi

∫ ω2k2

i

ln f(s)

s− k
ds

}
,

δ4(ζ, k) = exp

{
1

2πi

∫ ω

ω2k2

ln f(s)

s− k
ds

}
, δ5(ζ, k) = exp

{
1

2πi

∫ ω

ω2k2

ln f(ω2s)

s− k
ds

}
, (2.6)
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where the paths follow the unit circle in the counterclockwise direction, the principal branch
is used for the logarithms, and

f(k) := 1 + r1(k)r2(k) + r1(
1
ω2k

)r2(
1
ω2k

), k ∈ ∂D. (2.7)

Various properties of r1, r2, and f have been established in [9, Theorem 2.3 and Lemma

2.13]. In particular, r1, r2, f are well-defined on ∂D\Q̂ and the arguments of all logarithms
appearing in the above definitions of {δj(ζ, k)}5j=1 are > 0. Define

D1(k) =
δ1(ω

2k)δ1(
1
ωk )

2δ1(ωk)

δ1(
1
k )δ1(

1
ω2k

)

δ2(k)δ2(ω
2k)δ2(

1
k )

2

δ2(ωk)2δ2(
1
ω2k

)δ2(
1
ωk )

δ3(ωk)δ3(ω
2k)δ3(

1
ωk )

2

δ3(k)2δ3(
1
k )δ3(

1
ω2k

)

×
δ4(ω

2k)2δ4(
1
k )δ4(

1
ωk )

δ4(k)δ4(ωk)δ4(
1
ω2k

)2
δ5(ωk)

2δ5(
1
ωk )δ5(

1
ω2k

)

δ5(k)δ5(
1
k )

2δ5(ω2k)
,

D2(k) =
δ1(ω

2k)2δ1(
1
ωk )δ1(

1
ω2k

)

δ1(k)δ1(
1
k )

2δ1(ωk)

δ2(
1
k )δ2(

1
ωk )

δ2(ωk)δ2(
1
ω2k

)2δ2(ω2k)

δ3(ω
2k)2δ3(

1
ωk )δ3(

1
ω2k

)

δ3(
1
k )

2δ3(ωk)

×
δ4(ω

2k)δ4(
1
ωk )

2

δ4(ωk)2δ4(
1
ω2k

)δ4(
1
k )

δ5(ωk)δ5(
1
ω2k

)2δ5(ω
2k)

δ5(
1
k )δ5(

1
ωk )

.

Define χj(ζ, k), j = 1, 2, 3, and χ̃j(ζ, k), j = 4, 5, by

χ1(ζ, k) =
1

2πi

∫ i

ωk4

lns(k − s)d ln(1 + r1(ω
2s)r2(ω

2s)),

χ2(ζ, k) =
1

2πi

∫ ω2k2

i
lns(k − s)d ln(1 + r1(s)r2(s)),

χ3(ζ, k) =
1

2πi

∫ ω2k2

i
lns(k − s)d ln(f(s)),

χ̃4(ζ, k) =
1

2πi
−
∫ ω

ω2k2

l̃ns(k − s)d ln(f(s))

:=
1

2πi
lim
ϵ→0+

(∫ ei(
2π
3 −ϵ)

ω2k2

l̃ns(k − s)d ln(f(s))− l̃nω(k − ω) ln(f(ei(
2π
3
−ϵ)))

)
,

χ̃5(ζ, k) =
1

2πi
−
∫ ω

ω2k2

l̃ns(k − s)d ln(f(ω2s))

:=
1

2πi
lim
ϵ→0+

(∫ ei(
2π
3 −ϵ)

ω2k2

l̃ns(k − s)d ln(f(ω2s))− l̃nω(k − ω) ln(f(e−iϵ))

)
, (2.8)

where the paths follow the unit circle in the counterclockwise direction. For s ∈ {eiθ | θ ∈
[π3 ,

2π
3 ]}, k 7→ lns(k−s) = ln |k−s|+i args(k−s) has a cut along {eiθ | θ ∈ [π2 , arg s]}∪(i, i∞)

if arg s > π
2 , and a cut along {eiθ | θ ∈ [arg s, π2 ]}∪(i, i∞) if arg s < π

2 , and the branch is such

that args(1) = 2π. Also, for s ∈ {eiθ : θ ∈ [π2 ,
2π
3 ]}, k 7→ l̃ns(k−s) := ln |k−s|+ i ˜args(k−s)

has a cut along {eiθ : θ ∈ [arg s, π]} ∪ (−∞, 0), and satisfies ˜args(1) = 0. In the definitions
of χ̃4, χ̃5, a regularized integral is needed because f(1) = f(ω) = 0 (see [9, Lemma 2.13
(i)]). Let the functions {νj}4j=1 and ν̂2 be given by

ν1(k) = − 1

2π
ln(1 + r1(ωk)r2(ωk)), ν2(k) = − 1

2π
ln(1 + r1(ω

2k)r2(ω
2k)),

ν3(k) = − 1

2π
ln(f(ωk)), ν4(k) = − 1

2π
ln(f(ω2k)), ν̂2(k) = ν2(k) + ν3(k)− ν4(k).
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The following functions d̃1,0 and d̃2,0 appear in our final result:

d̃1,0(ζ, t) = e−4πν1(ω2k4)e2χ1(ζ,ωk4)e−2iν3(ω2i) lni(ωk4−i)t−iν1(ω
2k4)z

−2iν1(ω2k4)
1,⋆ D1(ωk4), (2.9)

d̃2,0(ζ, t) = e−2χ2(ζ,ω2k2)+χ3(ζ,ω2k2)−χ̃4(ζ,ω2k2)+2χ̃5(ζ,ω2k2)

× eiν3(ω
2i) lni(ω

2k2−i)ti(ν4(k2)−ν3(k2)−ν2(k2))z
2i(ν4(k2)−ν3(k2)−ν2(k2))
2,⋆ D2(ω

2k2), (2.10)

where z1,⋆, z2,⋆ are given by

z1,⋆ = z1,⋆(ζ) :=
√
2e

πi
4

√
ω
4− 3k4ζ − k34ζ

4k44
, −iωk4z1,⋆ > 0,

z2,⋆ = z2,⋆(ζ) :=
√
2e

πi
4

√
−ω2

4− 3k2ζ − k32ζ

4k42
, −iω2k2z2,⋆ > 0,

and the branches for the complex powers zαj,⋆ = eα ln zj,⋆ are fixed by

ln z1,⋆ = ln |z1,⋆|+ i arg z1,⋆ = ln |z1,⋆|+ i
(
π
2 − arg(ωk4)

)
, arg(ωk4) ∈ (π3 ,

π
2 ),

ln z2,⋆ = ln |z2,⋆|+ i arg z2,⋆ = ln |z2,⋆|+ i
(
π
2 − arg(ω2k2)

)
, arg(ω2k2) ∈ (π2 ,

2π
3 ).

Finally, define also

q̃1 = |r̃(k4)|
1
2 r1(k4), q2 = r̃(ω2k2)

1
2 r1(ω

2k2), q5 = |r̃(ωk2)|
1
2 r1(ωk2), q6 = |r̃( 1

k2
)|

1
2 r1(

1
k2
),

where

r̃(k) :=
ω2 − k2

1− ω2k2
, k ∈ C \ {ω2,−ω2}. (2.11)

We now state our main result, which establishes the long-time behavior of u(x, t) in the
sector ζ ∈ (0, 1/

√
3). The statement involves the Gamma function Γ(k), as well as the

square roots of ν̂2(k2) and ν1(ω
2k4). These square roots are well-defined and ≥ 0 thanks

to the inequalities ν̂2(k2) ≥ 0 and ν1(ω
2k4) ≥ 0 established in Lemma 6.3 below.

Theorem 2.1. Let u0, u1 ∈ S(R) be real-valued and such that
∫
R u1dx = 0. Let v0(x) =∫ x

−∞ u1(x
′)dx′ and suppose that u0, v0 are such that Assumptions (i), (ii), and (iii) are

fulfilled. Let I be a fixed compact subset of (0, 1√
3
). Then the global solution u(x, t) of the

initial value problem for (1.1) with initial data u0, u1 enjoys the following asymptotics as
t→ ∞:

u(x, t) =
Ã1(ζ)√

t
cos α̃1(ζ, t) +

A2(ζ)√
t

cos α̃2(ζ, t) +O

(
ln t

t

)
, (2.12)

uniformly for ζ := x
t ∈ I, where

Ã1(ζ) :=
4
√
3
√
ν1(ω2k4) Im k4

−iωk4z1,⋆|r̃( 1
k4
)|

1
2

sin(arg(ωk4)),

A2(ζ) :=
−4

√
3
√
ν̂2(k2)|r̃( 1

k2
)|

1
2 Im k2

−iω2k2z2,⋆
sin(arg(ω2k2)),

α̃1(ζ, t) :=
3π

4
− arg q̃1 + arg Γ(iν1(ω

2k4)) + arg d̃1,0 − t ImΦ31(ζ, ωk4),

α̃2(ζ, t) :=
3π

4
− arg(q6 − q2q5) + arg Γ(iν̂2(k2)) + arg d̃2,0 − t ImΦ32(ζ, ω

2k2).
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2.4. Notation. We use the following notation throughout the paper.

− C > 0 and c > 0 denote generic constants that may change within a computation.
− [A]1, [A]2, and [A]3 denote the first, second, and third columns of a 3× 3 matrix A.
− If A is an n×m matrix, we define |A| ≥ 0 by |A|2 = Σi,j |Aij |2. For a piecewise smooth

contour γ ⊂ C and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, if |A| belongs to Lp(γ), we write A ∈ Lp(γ) and define
∥A∥Lp(γ) := ∥|A|∥Lp(γ).

− D = {k ∈ C | |k| < 1} denotes the open unit disk and ∂D = {k ∈ C | |k| = 1} denotes the
unit circle.

− f∗(k) := f(k̄) denotes the Schwarz conjugate of a function f(k).
− Dϵ(k) denotes the open disk of radius ϵ centered at a point k ∈ C.
− S(R) denotes the Schwartz space of all smooth functions f on R such that f and all its

derivatives have rapid decay as x→ ±∞.

− κj = e
πi(j−1)

3 , j = 1, . . . , 6, denote the sixth roots of unity, see Figure 1.

− We let Q := {κj}6j=1 and Q̂ := Q∪ {0}.
− Dn, n = 1, . . . , 6, denote the open subsets of the complex plane shown in Figure 1.
− Γ = ∪9

j=1Γj denotes the contour shown and oriented as in Figure 1.

− Γ̂j = Γj ∪ ∂D denotes the union of Γj and the unit circle.

3. The RH problem for n

The proof of Theorem 2.1 is based on a careful analysis of a RH problem derived in [9].
We now recall this RH problem, whose solution is denoted by n. Let θij(x, t, k) = tΦij(ζ, k).
For j = 1, . . . , 6, let us write Γj = Γj′ ∪Γj′′ , where Γj′ = Γj \D and Γj′′ := Γj \Γj′ with Γj
as in Figure 1. Because r1(k) = 0 for all k ∈ [0, i] (by Assumption (iii)), the jump matrix
v(x, t, k) is given for k ∈ Γ by

v1′ =

1 −r1(k)e−θ21 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 , v1′′ =

 1 0 0
r1(

1
k )e

θ21 1 0
0 0 1

 , v2′ =

1 0 0
0 1 −r2( 1

ωk )e
−θ32

0 0 1

 ,

v2′′ =

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 r2(ωk)e

θ32 1

 , v3′ =

 1 0 0
0 1 0

−r1(ω2k)eθ31 0 1

 , v3′′ =

1 0 r1(
1
ω2k

)e−θ31

0 1 0
0 0 1

 ,

v4′ =

1 −r2( 1k )e
−θ21 0

0 1 0
0 0 1

 , v4′′ =

 1 0 0
r2(k)e

θ21 1 0
0 0 1

 , v5′ =

1 0 0
0 1 −r1(ωk)e−θ32
0 0 1

 ,

v5′′ =

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 r1(

1
ωk )e

θ32 1

 , v6′ =

 1 0 0
0 1 0

−r2( 1
ω2k

)eθ31 0 1

 , v6′′ =

1 0 r2(ω
2k)e−θ31

0 1 0
0 0 1

 ,

v7 =

 1 −r1(k)e−θ21 r2(ω
2k)e−θ31

−r2(k)eθ21 1 + r1(k)r2(k)
(
r2(

1
ωk )− r2(k)r2(ω

2k)
)
e−θ32

r1(ω
2k)eθ31

(
r1(

1
ωk )− r1(k)r1(ω

2k)
)
eθ32 f(ω2k)

 ,

v8 =

 f(k) r1(k)e
−θ21

(
r1(

1
ω2k

)− r1(k)r1(ωk)
)
e−θ31

r2(k)e
θ21 1 −r1(ωk)e−θ32(

r2(
1
ω2k

)− r2(ωk)r2(k)
)
eθ31 −r2(ωk)eθ32 1 + r1(ωk)r2(ωk)

 ,

v9 =

 1 + r1(ω
2k)r2(ω

2k)
(
r2(

1
k )− r2(ωk)r2(ω

2k)
)
e−θ21 −r2(ω2k)e−θ31(

r1(
1
k )− r1(ωk)r1(ω

2k)
)
eθ21 f(ωk) r1(ωk)e

−θ32

−r1(ω2k)eθ31 r2(ωk)e
θ32 1

 ,

(3.1)
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where vj , vj′ , vj′′ denote the restrictions of v to Γj , Γj′ , and Γj′′ , respectively. Let Γ⋆ =
{iκj}6j=1 ∪ {0} denote the set of intersection points of Γ, and define

A :=

0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0

 and B :=

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1

 . (3.2)

The RH problem for n is as follows.

RH problem 3.1 (RH problem for n). Find a 1× 3-row-vector valued function n(x, t, k)
with the following properties:

(a) n(x, t, ·) : C \ Γ → C1×3 is analytic.
(b) The limits of n(x, t, k) as k approaches Γ\Γ⋆ from the left and right exist, are continuous

on Γ \ Γ⋆, and are denoted by n+ and n−, respectively. Furthermore,

n+(x, t, k) = n−(x, t, k)v(x, t, k) for k ∈ Γ \ Γ⋆. (3.3)

(c) n(x, t, k) = O(1) as k → k⋆ ∈ Γ⋆.
(d) For k ∈ C \ Γ, n obeys the symmetries

n(x, t, k) = n(x, t, ωk)A−1 = n(x, t, k−1)B. (3.4)

(e) n(x, t, k) = (1, 1, 1) +O(k−1) as k → ∞.

Recall that u0, v0 are such that Assumptions (i), (ii), and (iii) hold, and that u1(x) :=
v′0(x). Hence, it follows from [9, Theorems 2.6 and 2.12] that RH problem 3.1 has a unique
solution n(x, t, k) for each (x, t) ∈ R× [0,∞), that

n
(1)
3 (x, t) := lim

k→∞
k(n3(x, t, k)− 1)

is well-defined and smooth for (x, t) ∈ R× [0,∞), and that u(x, t) defined by

u(x, t) = −i
√
3
∂

∂x
n
(1)
3 (x, t) (3.5)

is a Schwartz class solution of (1.1) on R× [0,∞) with initial data u0, u1.
Note that v in (3.1) obeys the symmetries

v(x, t, k) = Av(x, t, ωk)A−1 = Bv(x, t, k−1)−1B, k ∈ Γ, (3.6)

and that v depends on x, t only via the phase functions Φ21, Φ31, and Φ32. As mentioned
in Section 2, the saddle points of Φ21 are given by {kj}4j=1. From the relations

Φ31(ζ, k) = −Φ21(ζ, ω
2k), Φ32(ζ, k) = Φ21(ζ, ωk), (3.7)

we then conclude that {ωkj}4j=1 are the saddle points of Φ31 and that {ω2kj}4j=1 are the
saddle points of Φ32. The signature tables for Φ21, Φ31, and Φ32 are shown in Figure 2.

Our proof employs the Deift–Zhou [15] steepest descent method and involves a series of

transformations n 7→ n(1) 7→ n(2) 7→ n(3) 7→ n̂. These transformations are invertible, mean-
ing that the RH problems satisfied by n(1), n(2), n(3), n̂ are equivalent to the original RH
problem 3.1. In the sector ζ ∈ I considered here1, it turns out that the main contribution
to the long-time asymptotics of u(x, t) come from a global parametrix ∆ and from twelve
local parametrices near the saddle points {kj , ωkj , ω2kj}4j=1.

The jump contours and jump matrices for the RH problems for n(1), n(2), n(3), n̂ will be
denoted by Γ(1),Γ(2),Γ(3), Γ̂ and v(1), v(2), v(3), v̂, respectively. The symmetries (3.4) and
(3.6) will be maintained after each transformation, so that, for j = 1, 2, 3,

v(j)(x, t, k) = Av(j)(x, t, ωk)A−1 = Bv(j)(x, t, k−1)−1B, k ∈ Γ(j), (3.8)

1Recall that I denotes an arbitrary compact subset of (0, 1√
3
).



8 BOUSSINESQ’S EQUATION: ASYMPTOTICS FOR x
t
∈ (0, 1√

3
)

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

k1

k2

k3

k4

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

ωk1

ωk2

ωk3

ωk4

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

ω2k1

ω2k2

ω2k3

ω2k4

Figure 2. From left to right: The signature tables for Φ21, Φ31, and Φ32 for ζ = 1
2
√
3
. The

grey regions correspond to {k |ReΦij > 0} and the white regions to {k |ReΦij < 0}. The
saddle points k1, k2, k3, k4 of Φ21 are blue, the saddle points ωk1, ωk2, ωk3, ωk4 of Φ31 are
red, and the saddle points ω2k1, ω

2k2, ω
2k3, ω

2k4 of Φ32 are green. The black dots are the
points iκj, j = 1, . . . , 6.

n(j)(x, t, k) = n(j)(x, t, ωk)A−1 = n(j)(x, t, k−1)B, k ∈ C \ Γ(j), (3.9)

and similarly for n̂ and v̂. These symmetries will save us some efforts, because (i) we
will only need to construct explicitly two local parametrices near ωk4 and ω2k2, and (ii)

we will only have to define the transformations n(j) 7→ n(j+1) and n(3) 7→ n̂ in the sector
S := {k ∈ C| arg k ∈ [π3 ,

2π
3 ]}. In the rest of the complex plane, the local parametrices and

the transformations will be defined using the A- and B-symmetries.
The analysis of the asymptotic sector ζ ∈ I considered in this paper involves two main

difficulties (which are not present for ζ > 1): (i) the opening of the lenses can only be
implemented by introducing poles in the jump matrices, which complicates considerably
the constructions of the global and local parametrices, and (ii) the model RH problem used
for the local parametrix near ω2k2, albeit using parabolic cylinder functions as in earlier
works such as [22], involves jump matrices of a much more complicated nature than in the
previous literature (see Lemma A.2).

4. The n→ n(1) transformation

The following properties of r1 and r2, which were proved in [9, Theorem 2.3], will be

used throughout the steepest descent analysis: r1 ∈ C∞(Γ̂1), r2 ∈ C∞(Γ̂4 \ {ω2,−ω2}),
r1(κj) ̸= 0 for j = 1, . . . , 6, r2(k) has simple poles at k = ±ω2, and simple zeros at k = ±ω,
and r1, r2 are rapidly decreasing as |k| → ∞. Furthermore,

r1(
1
ωk ) + r2(ωk) + r1(ω

2k)r2(
1
k ) = 0, k ∈ ∂D \ {ω,−ω}, (4.1)

r2(k) = r̃(k)r1(k̄−1), r̃(k) :=
ω2 − k2

1− ω2k2
, k ∈ Γ̂4 \ {0, ω2,−ω2}, (4.2)

r1(1) = r1(−1) = 1, r2(1) = r2(−1) = −1. (4.3)

The first transformation n → n(1) consists in opening lenses around ∂D \ Q. For j = 1, 2,
define

r̂j(k) :=
rj(k)

1 + r1(k)r2(k)

and let

rj,1(k) := rj(k), rj,2(k) := r̂j(k), rj,3(k) :=
rj(k)− rj(

1
ωk )rj(

1
ω2k

)

1 + r1(
1
ωk )r2(

1
ωk )

,
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Figure 3. The open subsets {U ℓ1}5ℓ=1 of the complex k-plane.

rj,4(k) :=
rj(k)

f(k)
, rj,5(k) =

rj(k)− rj(
1
ωk )rj(

1
ω2k

)

f(k)
.

Since the above spectral functions are (in general) not defined in a neighborhood of ∂D, we
need to decompose them into an analytic part and a small remainder. Let M > 1 and let
{U ℓ1 = U ℓ1(ζ,M)}5ℓ=1 be the open sets defined by (see Figure 3)

U1
1 = {k|ReΦ21 > 0} ∩

(
{k| arg k ∈ (5π6 , π] ∪ [−π, arg(ω2k4)), M

−1 < |k| < 1}
∪ {k| arg k ∈ (−π

2 , arg k4), 1 < |k| < M}
)
,

U2
1 = {k|ReΦ21 > 0} ∩

(
{k| arg k ∈ (arg k4,−π

6 ), M
−1 < |k| < 1}

∪ {k| arg k ∈ (π2 , arg(ω
2k2)), 1 < |k| < M}

)
,

U3
1 = {k|ReΦ21 > 0} ∩ {k| arg k ∈ (arg k1,

5π
6 ), M−1 < |k| < 1},

U4
1 = {k|ReΦ21 > 0} ∩ {k| arg k ∈ (arg(ωk2),

π
6 ), M

−1 < |k| < 1},
U5
1 = {k|ReΦ21 > 0} ∩ {k| arg k ∈ (arg(ω2k2), arg k1), 1 < |k| < M)}.

It is known from [9, Lemma 2.13] that 1 + r1(k)r2(k) > 0 for all k ∈ ∂D with arg k ∈
(π/3, π) ∪ (−2π/3, 0), and that f(k) = 0 if and only if k ∈ {±1,±ω}. Hence, for each
ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3}, r1,ℓ is well-defined for k ∈ ∂U ℓ1∩∂D; r1,4 is well-defined for k ∈ (∂U4

1∩∂D)\{1};
and r1,5 is well-defined for k ∈ (∂U5

1 ∩ ∂D) \ {ω}. Let n1 ≥ 0 be the smallest integer such
that (k − 1)n1r1,4(k) remains bounded as k → 1, k ∈ ∂D, and let nω ≥ 0 be the smallest
integer such that (k − ω)nωr1,5(k) remains bounded as k → ω, k ∈ ∂D.

The next lemma establishes decompositions of {r1,ℓ}5ℓ=1; we will then obtain decompo-
sitions of {r2,ℓ}5ℓ=1 using the symmetry (4.2). Let N ≥ 1 be an integer.
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Lemma 4.1 (Decomposition lemma). There exist M > 1 and decompositions

r1,ℓ(k) = r1,ℓ,a(x, t, k) + r1,ℓ,r(x, t, k), k ∈ ∂U ℓ1 ∩ ∂D, ℓ = 1, . . . , 5, (4.4)

such that the functions {r1,ℓ,a, r1,ℓ,r}5ℓ=1 have the following properties:

(a) For each ζ ∈ I, t ≥ 1, and ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , 5}, r1,ℓ,a(x, t, k) is defined and continuous for

k ∈ Ū ℓ1 and analytic for k ∈ U ℓ1.
(b) For each ζ ∈ I, t ≥ 1, and ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , 5}, the function r1,ℓ,a satisfies∣∣∣r1,ℓ,a(x, t, k)− N∑

j=0

r
(j)
1,ℓ(k⋆)

j!
(k − k⋆)

j
∣∣∣ ≤ C|k − k⋆|N+1e

t
4
|ReΦ21(ζ,k)|, k ∈ Ū ℓ1 , k⋆ ∈ Rℓ,

where R1 = {e5πi/6, ωk3,−1, ω2k4,−i, ω2k3,−ω, k4}, R2 = {i, ω2k2, k4, e
−πi/6}, R3 =

{k1, e5πi/6}, R4 = {ωk2, ω2k1, e
πi/6}, R5 = {ω2k2, k1}, and the constant C is indepen-

dent of ζ, t, k. Furthermore, for ζ ∈ I and t ≥ 1, we have∣∣∣r1,4,a(x, t, k)− N+n1∑
j=0

[(· − 1)n1r1,4(·)](j)(1)
j!

(k − 1)j−n1

∣∣∣ ≤ C|k − 1|N+1e
t
4
|ReΦ21(ζ,k)|,

∣∣∣r1,5,a(x, t, k)− N+nω∑
j=0

[(· − ω)nωr1,5(·)](j)(ω)
j!

(k − ω)j−nω

∣∣∣ ≤ C|k − ω|N+1e
t
4
|ReΦ21(ζ,k)|,

and these inequalities hold for k ∈ Ū4
1 and k ∈ Ū5

1 , respectively.
(c) For each 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , 5}, the Lp-norm of r1,ℓ,r(x, t, ·) on ∂Ū ℓ1 ∩ ∂D is

O(t−N ) uniformly for ζ ∈ I as t→ ∞.

Proof. For each ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , 5}, θ 7→ ImΦ21(ζ, e
iθ) = (ζ − cos θ) sin θ is monotone on each

connected component of ∂U ℓ1 ∩ ∂D. Hence the claim can be proved using the techniques of
[15]. Since these techniques are rather standard by now, we omit the details. □

Note that r̃(k) ∈ R for k ∈ ∂D \ {−ω2, ω2} and that r̃(k) = r̃( 1
ωk )r̃(

1
ω2k

). By (4.2), we

thus have r2,ℓ(k) = r̃(k)r1,ℓ(k̄−1), k ∈ ∂D∩U ℓ1 , ℓ = 1, . . . , 5. Using this symmetry, for each

ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , 5} we let U ℓ2 := {k|k̄−1 ∈ U ℓ1} and define a decomposition r2,ℓ = r2,ℓ,a+ r2,ℓ,r by

r2,ℓ,a(k) := r̃(k)r1,ℓ,a(k̄−1), k ∈ U ℓ2 , r2,ℓ,r(k) := r̃(k)r1,ℓ,r(k̄−1), k ∈ ∂U ℓ2 ∩ ∂D.

We now proceed with the first transformation n 7→ n(1). As explained in Section 3, we
will first define this transformation in the sector S, and then appeal to the symmetries (3.4)
to extend it to the whole complex plane. Since we will need to open lenses differently on
four subsets of ∂D∩ S, we find it convenient to introduce a new contour Γ(0). This contour
coincides as a set with Γ ∩ S, but is oriented and labeled differently, see Figure 4. We let

Γ
(0)
j denote the subcontour of Γ(0) labeled by j in Figure 4. We emphasize that

Γ
(0)
11 := {eiθ | θ ∈ (arg(ω2k2),

2π
3 )}, Γ

(0)
2 := {eiθ | θ ∈ (π3 , arg(ωk4))}.

On Γ
(0)
2 , we will use the factorization

v9 = v
(1)
3 v

(1)
2 v

(1)
1 ,

where

v
(1)
3 =

 1 0 −r2,a(ω2k)e−θ31

r1,a(
1
k )e

θ21 1 r1,a(ωk)e
−θ32

0 0 1

 , v
(1)
1 =

 1 r2,a(
1
k )e

−θ21 0
0 1 0

−r1,a(ω2k)eθ31 r2,a(ωk)e
θ32 1

 ,
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Figure 4. The contour Γ(0) (solid), the boundary of S (dashed) and, from right to left, the
saddle points k3 (blue), ωk4 (red), ω2k2 (green), and k1 (blue).

v
(1)
2 = I + v

(1)
2,r , v

(1)
2,r =

r1,r(ω2k)r2,r(ω
2k) g2(ωk)e

−θ21 −r2,r(ω2k)e−θ31

g1(ωk)e
θ21 g(ωk) h1(ωk)e

−θ32

−r1,r(ω2k)eθ31 h2(ωk)e
θ32 0

 , (4.5)

and

h1(k) = r1,r(k) + r1,a(
1
ω2k

)r2,r(ωk), h2(k) = r2,r(k) + r2,a(
1
ω2k

)r1,r(ωk),

g1(k) = r1,r(
1
ω2k

)− r1,r(ωk)
(
r1,r(k) + r1,a(

1
ω2k

)r2,r(ωk)
)
,

g2(k) = r2,r(
1
ω2k

)− r2,r(ωk)
(
r2,r(k) + r2,a(

1
ω2k

)r1,r(ωk)
)
,

g(k) = r1,r(k)
(
r1,r(ωk)r2,a(

1
ω2k

) + r2,r(k)
)

+ r1,a(
1
ω2k

)r2,r(ωk)
(
r1,r(ωk)r2,a(

1
ω2k

) + r2,r(k)
)
+ r1,r(

1
ω2k

)r2,r(
1
ω2k

).

On Γ
(0)
5 , we will use the factorization

v−1
9 = v

(1)
4 v

(1)
5 v

(1)
6 , v

(1)
5 =

 1
1+r1(ω2k)r2(ω2k)

0 0

0 1 0
0 0 1 + r1(ω

2k)r2(ω
2k)

+ v
(1)
5,r ,

v
(1)
4 =

1 c12,ae
−θ21 c13,ae

−θ31

0 1 0
0 c32,ae

θ32 1

 , v
(1)
6 =

 1 0 0
c21,ae

θ21 1 c23,ae
−θ32

c31,ae
θ31 0 1

 , (4.6)

where

c12 = −r2( 1k ), c13 = r̂2(ω
2k), c23 = r2(

1
ωk ),

c21 = −r1( 1k ), c31 = r̂1(ω
2k), c32 = r1(

1
ωk ),

and cij,a, cij,r denote the analytic continuation and the remainder of cij from Lemma 4.1,
i.e., c12,a = −r2,1,a( 1k ), c12,r = −r2,1,r( 1k ), c13,a = −r2,2,a(ω2k), etc.

On Γ
(0)
8 , we will use the factorization

v7 = v
(1)
7 v

(1)
8 v

(1)
9 , v

(1)
8 =


1

f(k) 0 0

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

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

+ v
(1)
8,r ,
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v
(1)
7 =

1 a12,ae
−θ21 a13,ae

−θ31

0 1 0
0 a32,ae

θ32 1

 , v
(1)
9 =

 1 0 0
a21,ae

θ21 1 a23,ae
−θ32

a31,ae
θ31 0 1

 , (4.7)

where

a12 = −r̂1(k), a13 = −
r1(

1
ω2k

)

f(k)
, a23 =

r2(
1
ωk )− r2(k)r2(ω

2k)

1 + r1(k)r2(k)
,

a21 = −r̂2(k), a31 = −
r2(

1
ω2k

)

f(k)
, a32 =

r1(
1
ωk )− r1(k)r1(ω

2k)

1 + r1(k)r2(k)
.

and aij,a, aij,r denote the analytic continuation and the remainder of aij from Lemma 4.1,
e.g., a13,a = −r1,4,a( 1

ω2k
) and a23,a = r2,3,a(

1
ωk ).

Finally, on Γ
(0)
11 , we will use the factorization

v7 = v
(1)
10 v

(1)
11 v

(1)
12 , v

(1)
11 =


1

f(k) 0 0

0 f(k)
f(ω2k)

0

0 0 f(ω2k)

+ v
(1)
11,r,

v
(1)
10 =

1 b12,ae
−θ21 b13,ae

−θ31

0 1 b23,ae
−θ32

0 0 1

 , v
(1)
12 =

 1 0 0
b21,ae

θ21 1 0
b31,ae

θ31 b32,ae
θ32 1

 , (4.8)

where

b12 = −
r1(k)− r1(

1
ωk )r1(

1
ω2k

)

f(k)
, b13 =

r2(ω
2k)

f(ω2k)
, b23 =

r2(
1
ωk )− r2(k)r2(ω

2k)

f(ω2k)
,

b21 = −
r2(k)− r2(

1
ωk )r2(

1
ω2k

)

f(k)
, b31 =

r1(ω
2k)

f(ω2k)
, b32 =

r1(
1
ωk )− r1(k)r1(ω

2k)

f(ω2k)
,

and bij,a, bij,r denote the analytic continuation and the remainder of bij from Lemma 4.1,

e.g., b12,a = −r1,5,a(k) and b23,a = r2,5,a(
1
ωk ). The long expressions for v

(1)
5,r , v

(1)
8,r , and v

(1)
11,r

are similar to v
(1)
2,r and are omitted, but we mention that Lemma 4.1 ensures that

∥v(1)j,r ∥(L1∩L∞)(Γ
(0)
j )

= O(t−1), as t→ ∞, j = 2, 5, 8, 11.

Let Γ(1) be the contour shown in Figure 5. Define the piecewise analytic function n(1)

by

n(1)(x, t, k) = n(x, t, k)G(1)(x, t, k), k ∈ C \ Γ(1), (4.9)

where G(1) is defined for k ∈ S by

G(1)=


v
(1)
3 , k on the − side of Γ

(1)
2 ,

(v
(1)
1 )−1, k on the + side of Γ

(1)
2 ,

v
(1)
4 , k on the − side of Γ

(1)
5 ,

(v
(1)
6 )−1, k on the + side of Γ

(1)
5 ,

G(1)=



v
(1)
7 , k on the − side of Γ

(1)
8 ,

(v
(1)
9 )−1, k on the + side of Γ

(1)
8 ,

v
(1)
10 , k on the − side of Γ

(1)
11 ,

(v
(1)
12 )

−1, k on the + side of Γ
(1)
11 ,

I, otherwise,

(4.10)

and G(1) is extended to C \ Γ(1) by

G(1)(x, t, k) = AG(1)(x, t, ωk)A−1 = BG(1)(x, t, k−1)B. (4.11)

The functions G(1) and n(1) are analytic on C\Γ(1). Indeed, consider for example the small

region inside the lens on the − side of Γ
(1)
11 ; in this region G(1) = v

(1)
10 involves the functions



BOUSSINESQ’S EQUATION: ASYMPTOTICS FOR x
t
∈ (0, 1√

3
) 13

2

1

3

11

10

12

1′′

1′′r

4′

4′r
5

4

6

8

7

9

1s

2s

3s

4s

Figure 5. The contour Γ(1) (solid), the boundary of S (dashed) and, from right to left, the
saddle points k3 (blue), ωk4 (red), ω2k2 (green), and k1 (blue).

r1,5,a(k), r2,5,a(
1
ωk ), and r2,4,a(ω

2k), and these functions are all analytic in this region as a

consequence of Lemma 4.1 and the definitions of U5
1 , U

5
2 , and U

4
2 .

The next lemma easily follows from Figure 2. Note that v
(1)
10 , v

(1)
11 , v

(1)
12 (and hence also

n(1)(x, t, k)) are singular at k = ω, because f(ω) = f(1) = 0. This is why the disks Dϵ(ω
j)

have been excluded in Lemma 4.2.

Lemma 4.2. For any ϵ > 0, G(1)(x, t, k) and G(1)(x, t, k)−1 are uniformly bounded for

k ∈ C \ (Γ(1) ∪ ∪2
j=0Dϵ(ω

j)), t ≥ 1, and ζ ∈ I. Furthermore, G(1)(x, t, k) = I for all large

enough |k|.

By construction, n
(1)
+ = n

(1)
− v

(1)
j on Γ

(1)
j , where v

(1)
j is given by (4.5) for j = 1, 2, 3, by

(4.6) for j = 4, 5, 6, by (4.7) for j = 7, 8, 9, by (4.8) for j = 10, 11, 12, and

v
(1)
1′′ = v1′′ , v

(1)
4′ = v4′ , v

(1)
1′′r

= v
(1)
6 v1′′(v

(1)
9 )−1, v

(1)
4′r

= (v
(1)
4 )−1v4′v

(1)
7 ,

v
(1)
1s

= G
(1)
− (k)−1G

(1)
+ (k) = v

(1)
10 (k)

−1ABv(1)12 (
1
ωk )

−1BA−1

=

1 −(b12,a(k) + b32,a(
1
ωk ))e

−θ21 (v
(1)
1s

)13
0 1 −(b21,a(

1
ωk ) + b23,a(k))e

−θ32

0 0 1

 , (4.12)

(v
(1)
1s

)13 :=
(
b12,a(k)(b21,a(

1
ωk ) + b23,a(k)) + b21,a(

1
ωk )b32,a(

1
ωk )− b13,a(k)− b31,a(

1
ωk )

)
e−θ31 .

The expressions for v2s , v3s , v4s are similar to (4.12) and we do not write them down.

5. The n(1) → n(2) transformation

We now proceed with a second opening of lenses. We will use the following factorizations
(the matrices with subscripts u and d will be used to deform contours up and down,
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respectively, see (5.3) below):

v
(1)
1 = v

(2)
1 v

(2)
1u , v

(2)
1 =

 1 0 0
0 1 0

−r1,a(ω2k)eθ31 0 1

 ,

v
(2)
1u =

1 r2,a(
1
k )e

−θ21 0
0 1 0
0

(
r1,a(ω

2k)r2,a(
1
k ) + r2,a(ωk)

)
eθ32 1

 ,

v
(1)
3 = v

(2)
3d v

(2)
3 , v

(2)
3d =

 1 0 0
r1,a(

1
k )e

θ21 1
(
r1,a(ωk) + r1,a(

1
k )r2,a(ω

2k)
)
e−θ32

0 0 1

 ,

v
(2)
3 =

1 0 −r2,a(ω2k)e−θ31

0 1 0
0 0 1

 ,

v
(1)
4 = v

(2)
4u v

(2)
4 , v

(2)
4u =

1 c12,ae
−θ21 0

0 1 0
0 c32,ae

θ32 1

 , v
(2)
4 =

1 0 c13,ae
−θ31

0 1 0
0 0 1

 ,

v
(1)
6 = v

(2)
6 v

(2)
6d , v

(2)
6 =

 1 0 0
0 1 0

c31,ae
θ31 0 1

 , v
(2)
6d =

 1 0 0
c21,ae

θ21 1 c23,ae
−θ32

0 0 1

 ,

v
(1)
7 = v

(2)
7u v

(2)
7 , v

(2)
7 =

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 a32,ae

θ32 1

 , v
(2)
7u =

1 (a12,a − a13,aa32,a)e
−θ21 a13,ae

−θ31

0 1 0
0 0 1

,
v
(1)
9 = v

(2)
9 v

(2)
9d , v

(2)
9d =

 1 0 0
(a21,a − a23,aa31,a)e

θ21 1 0
a31,ae

θ31 0 1

 , v
(2)
9 =

1 0 0
0 1 a23,ae

−θ32

0 0 1

 ,

v
(1)
10 = v

(2)
10uv

(2)
10 , v

(2)
10 =

1 0 0
0 1 b23,ae

−θ32

0 0 1

, v(2)10u =

1 b12,ae
−θ21 (b13,a − b12,ab23,a)e

−θ31

0 1 0
0 0 1

,
v
(1)
12 = v

(2)
12 v

(2)
12d, v

(2)
12d =

 1 0 0
b21,ae

θ21 1 0
(b31,a − b21,ab32,a)e

θ31 0 1

 , v
(2)
12 =

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 b32,ae

θ32 1

 . (5.1)

Let Γ(2) be the contour displayed in Figure 6, and let Γ
(2)
j be the subcontour of Γ(2) labeled

by j in Figure 6. Define the piecewise analytic function n(2) by

n(2)(x, t, k) = n(1)(x, t, k)G(2)(x, t, k), k ∈ C \ Γ(2), (5.2)

where G(2) is defined for k ∈ S by

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


(v

(2)
1u )

−1, k above Γ
(2)
1 ,

v
(2)
3d , k below Γ

(2)
3 ,

v
(2)
4u , k above Γ

(2)
4 ,

(v
(2)
6d )

−1, k below Γ
(2)
6 ,

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



v
(2)
7u , k above Γ

(2)
7 ,

(v
(2)
9d )

−1, k below Γ
(2)
9 ,

v
(2)
10u, k above Γ

(2)
10 ,

(v
(2)
12d)

−1, k below Γ
(2)
12 ,

I, otherwise,

(5.3)

and G(2) is extended to C\Γ(2) using the A- and B-symmetries (as in (4.11)). The following
lemma follows easily from Lemma 4.1 and Figure 2.
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Figure 6. The contour Γ(2) (solid), the boundary of S (dashed) and, from right to left, the
saddle points k3 (blue), ωk4 (red), ω2k2 (green), and k1 (blue).

Lemma 5.1. For any ϵ > 0, G(2)(x, t, k) and G(2)(x, t, k)−1 are uniformly bounded for

k ∈ C \ (Γ(2) ∪ ∪2
j=0Dϵ(ω

j)), t ≥ 1, and ζ ∈ I. Furthermore, G(2)(x, t, k) = I for large

enough |k|.

The jumps v
(2)
j of n(2) are given for j = 1, . . . , 12 by (5.1) and by

v
(2)
2 = v

(1)
2 , v

(2)
5 = v

(1)
5 , v

(2)
8 = v

(1)
8 , v

(2)
11 = v

(1)
11 , v

(2)
j = v

(1)
j for j = 1s, . . . , 4s,

v
(2)
5s

= v
(2)
1u v

(2)
4u , v

(2)
6s

= v
(2)
6d v

(2)
3d , v

(2)
7s

= (v
(2)
7u )

−1v
(2)
10u, v

(2)
8s

= v
(2)
12d(v

(2)
9d )

−1. (5.4)

The jumps on the parts of Γ(2)∩S that are unnumbered in Figure 6 are small as t→ ∞,
so we do not write them down. The matrix v(2) on Γ(2) \ S can be obtained using (3.8).
The next lemma is proved in the same way as [9, Lemma 8.5].

Lemma 5.2. The L∞-norm of v(2) − I on Γ
(2)
4′r

∪ Γ
(2)
1′′r

is O(t−N ) as t → ∞ uniformly for

ζ ∈ I.

The next lemma shows that the jumps v
(2)
j , j = 1s, . . . , 8s, also are small for large t.

Lemma 5.3. It is possible to choose the analytic approximations so that the L∞-norm of

v
(2)
j − I on Γ

(2)
j , j = 1s, . . . , 8s, is O(t−N ) as t→ ∞ uniformly for ζ ∈ I.

Proof. In the case of compactly supported data u0, v0, we can choose r1,a = r1, r2,a = r2
and aij,a = aij , bij,a = bij , cij,a = cij for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3, and then long but straightforward
calculations using (4.1) show that v

(2)
js

= I for j = 1, . . . , 8. In the general case of non-
compactly supported data, the matrices v

(2)
js

are non-trivial, but it is still possible to choose
decompositions such that they remain close to I as t→ ∞. The proof is similar to [9, Proof
of Lemma 9.2] so we omit it. □

Thus v(2) − I is O(t−N ) as t → ∞, uniformly for k ∈ Γ(2) \
(
∪2
j=0 ∪4

ℓ=1Dϵ(ω
jkℓ) ∪ ∂D

)
.

The next transformation n(2) → n(3) makes v(3) − I uniformly small as t→ ∞ for k ∈ ∂D.
To prepare ourselves for this transformation, we first construct a global parametrix.
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6. Global parametrix

For each ζ ∈ I, let

δ1(ζ, ·) : C \ Γ(2)
5 → C, δ2(ζ, ·), δ3(ζ, ·) : C \ Γ(2)

8 → C, δ4(ζ, ·), δ5(ζ, ·) : C \ Γ(2)
11 → C

be analytic with continuous boundary values {δj,±}5j=1 satisfying

δ1,+(ζ, k) = δ1,−(ζ, k)(1 + r1(ω
2k)r2(ω

2k)), k ∈ Γ
(2)
5 ,

δ2,+(ζ, k) = δ2,−(ζ, k)(1 + r1(k)r2(k)), k ∈ Γ
(2)
8 ,

δ3,+(ζ, k) = δ3,−(ζ, k)f(k), k ∈ Γ
(2)
8 ,

δ4,+(ζ, k) = δ4,−(ζ, k)f(k), k ∈ Γ
(2)
11 ,

δ5,+(ζ, k) = δ5,−(ζ, k)f(ω
2k), k ∈ Γ

(2)
11 ,

and such that

δj(ζ, k) = 1 +O(k−1), k → ∞, j = 1, . . . , 5. (6.1)

By [9, Lemma 2.13],

1 + r1(ω
2k)r2(ω

2k) > 0 for all k ∈ Γ
(2)
5 , 1 + r1(k)r2(k) > 0 for all k ∈ Γ

(2)
8 ,

f(k) > 0 for all k ∈ Γ
(2)
8 , f(k) > 0 for all k ∈ Γ

(2)
11 \ {ω}, f(ω2k) > 0 for all k ∈ Γ

(2)
11 \ {ω}.

Hence the solutions to the RH problems for δ1, δ2, δ3 are unique and given by (2.6). It
also follows from [9, Lemma 2.13] that f(ω) = f(1) = 0, and therefore the solutions to the
above RH problems for δ4, δ5 are not unique. It turns out that the solutions relevant for
us are those defined in (2.6).

The next lemma establishes several propreties of {δj}5j=1. We omit the proof which

consists of an analysis of the definitions (2.6) and uses the assumption that r1 = 0 on [0, i].

Lemma 6.1. The functions δj(ζ, k), j = 1, . . . , 5, have the following properties:

(a) The functions {δj(ζ, k)}5j=1 can be written as

δ1(ζ, k) = exp
(
− iν1 lnωk4(k − ωk4) + iν3 lni(k − i)− χ1(ζ, k)

)
,

δ2(ζ, k) = exp
(
iν2 lnω2k2(k − ω2k2)− χ2(ζ, k)

)
,

δ3(ζ, k) = exp
(
− iν3 lni(k − i) + iν4 lnω2k2(k − ω2k2)− χ3(ζ, k)

)
,

δ4(ζ, k) = exp
(
− iν4 lnω2k2(k − ω2k2)− χ4(ζ, k)

)
,

δ5(ζ, k) = exp
(
− iν5 lnω2k2(k − ω2k2)− χ5(ζ, k)

)
,

where the branches for the logarithms are described below (2.8), the functions {χj}3j=1

are defined in (2.8), the functions {χj}5j=4 are defined in the same way as {χ̃j}5j=4 in

(2.8) except that l̃ns is replaced by lns and l̃nω is replaced by lnω, and

ν1 := ν1(ω
2k4) = − 1

2π
ln(1 + r1(k4)r2(k4)), ν2 := ν2(k2) = − 1

2π
ln(1 + r1(ω

2k2)r2(ω
2k2)),

ν3 := ν3(ω
2i) = − 1

2π
ln(f(i)) = − 1

2π
ln(1 + r1(ω

2i)r2(ω
2i)),

ν4 := ν4(k2) = − 1

2π
ln(f(ω2k2)), ν5 := ν3(k2) = − 1

2π
ln(f(ωk2)).
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(b) The functions {δj(ζ, k)}5j=2 can be written as

δ2(ζ, k) = exp
(
iν2 l̃nω2k2(k − ω2k2)− χ̃2(ζ, k)

)
,

δ3(ζ, k) = exp
(
− iν3 l̃ni(k − i) + iν4 l̃nω2k2(k − ω2k2)− χ̃3(ζ, k)

)
,

δ4(ζ, k) = exp
(
− iν4 l̃nω2k2(k − ω2k2)− χ̃4(ζ, k)

)
,

δ5(ζ, k) = exp
(
− iν5 l̃nω2k2(k − ω2k2)− χ̃5(ζ, k)

)
,

where the branches for the logarithms are described below (2.8), and χ̃j(ζ, k) is defined

in the same way as χj(ζ, k) except that lns is replaced by l̃ns and lnω is replaced by l̃nω.
(c) For each ζ ∈ I and j ∈ {1, . . . , 5}, δj(ζ, k) and δj(ζ, k)

−1 are analytic functions of k
in their respective domains of definition. Furthermore, for any ϵ > 0,

sup
ζ∈I

sup
k∈C\Γ(2)

5

|δ1(ζ, k)±1| <∞, sup
ζ∈I

sup
k∈C\Γ(2)

8

|δ2(ζ, k)±1| <∞, sup
ζ∈I

sup
k∈C\Γ(2)

8

|δ3(ζ, k)±1| <∞,

sup
ζ∈I

sup
k∈C\Γ(2)

11
|k−ω|>ϵ

|δ4(ζ, k)±1| <∞, sup
ζ∈I

sup
k∈C\Γ(2)

11
|k−ω|>ϵ

|δ5(ζ, k)±1| <∞. (6.2)

(d) As k → ωk4 along a path which is nontangential to ∂D, we have

|χ1(ζ, k)− χ1(ζ, ωk4)| ≤ C|k − ωk4|(1 + | ln |k − ωk4||), (6.3)

and as k → ω2k2 along a path which is nontangential to ∂D, we have

|χj(ζ, k)− χj(ζ, ω
2k2)| ≤ C|k − ω2k2|(1 + | ln |k − ω2k2||), j = 2, 3, 4, 5, (6.4)

where C is independent of ζ ∈ I.

Remark 6.2. The identity f(i) = 1+ r1(ω
2i)r2(ω

2i), which is used in the above definition
of ν3, is a consequence of Assumption (iii) and the symmetries (4.1)–(4.2). Indeed, by
Assumption (iii) we have r1(i) = 0. This implies by (4.2) that r2(i) = 0. We then find
using (4.1) that r1(ω

2i)+ r2(
1
ω2i

) = 0 and r1(
1
ω2i

)+ r2(ω
2i) = 0. This implies in particular

that r1(
1
ω2i

)r2(
1
ω2i

) = r1(ω
2i)r2(ω

2i), from which f(i) = 1 + r1(ω
2i)r2(ω

2i) follows.

The following inequalities will be important for us.

Lemma 6.3. For all ζ ∈ (0, 1√
3
), the following inequalities hold:

ν1 ≥ 0, ν̂2 := ν2 + ν5 − ν4 ≥ 0.

Proof. For ζ ∈ (0, 1√
3
), we have arg k4 ∈ (−π

4 ,−
π
6 ) and arg k2 ∈ (−3π

4 ,−
2π
3 ). Hence, the

inequality for ν1 follows from (4.2) and the fact that r̃(k) ≤ 0 for k ∈ {eiθ : θ ∈ (−π
3 ,

π
3 )},

and the inequality for ν̂2 follows from [9, Lemma 2.13 (iv)]. □

In what follows we drop the ζ-dependence of {δj(ζ, k)}5j=1 for conciseness. For k ∈ C\∂D,
we define

∆33(ζ, k) =
δ1(ω

2k)δ1(
1
ωk )

δ1(k)δ1(
1
k )

δ2(k)δ2(
1
k )

δ2(ωk)δ2(
1
ω2k

)

δ3(ω
2k)δ3(

1
ωk )

δ3(k)δ3(
1
k )

δ4(ω
2k)δ4(

1
ωk )

δ4(ωk)δ4(
1
ω2k

)

δ5(ωk)δ5(
1
ω2k

)

δ5(k)δ5(
1
k )

.

This function satisfies ∆33(ζ,
1
k ) = ∆33(ζ, k), and

∆33,+(ζ, k) = ∆33,−(ζ, k)
1

1 + r1(ω2k)r2(ω2k)
, k ∈ Γ

(2)
5 , (6.5a)

∆33,+(ζ, k) = ∆33,−(ζ, k)
1 + r1(k)r2(k)

f(k)
, k ∈ Γ

(2)
8 , (6.5b)
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∆33,+(ζ, k) = ∆33,−(ζ, k)
1

f(ω2k)
, k ∈ Γ

(2)
11 . (6.5c)

Define also ∆11(ζ, k) = ∆33(ζ, ωk) and ∆22(ζ, k) = ∆33(ζ, ω
2k). We now define the inverse

of the global parametrix by

∆(ζ, k) =

∆11(ζ, k) 0 0
0 ∆22(ζ, k) 0
0 0 ∆33(ζ, k)

 , ζ ∈ I, k ∈ C \ ∂D. (6.6)

The function ∆ satisfies

∆(ζ, k) = A∆(ζ, ωk)A−1 = B∆(ζ, 1k )B,

and possesses the jumps

∆11,+(ζ, k) = ∆11,−(ζ, k)(1 + r1(ω
2k)r2(ω

2k)), k ∈ Γ
(2)
5 , (6.7a)

∆11,+(ζ, k) = ∆11,−(ζ, k)f(k), k ∈ Γ
(2)
8 , (6.7b)

∆11,+(ζ, k) = ∆11,−(ζ, k)f(k), k ∈ Γ
(2)
11 , (6.7c)

and

∆22,+(ζ, k) = ∆22,−(ζ, k), k ∈ Γ
(2)
5 , (6.8a)

∆22,+(ζ, k) = ∆22,−(ζ, k)
1

1 + r1(k)r2(k)
, k ∈ Γ

(2)
8 , (6.8b)

∆22,+(ζ, k) = ∆22,−(ζ, k)
f(ω2k)

f(k)
, k ∈ Γ

(2)
11 . (6.8c)

The next lemma follows from (6.6) and Lemma 6.1.

Lemma 6.4. For any ϵ > 0, ∆(ζ, k) and ∆(ζ, k)−1 are uniformly bounded for k ∈ C\
(∪2

j=0Dϵ(ω
j) ∪ ∂D) and ζ ∈ I. Furthermore, ∆(ζ, k) = I +O(k−1) as k → ∞.

7. The n(2) → n(3) transformation

Let n(3) be the piecewise analytic function given by

n(3)(x, t, k) = n(2)(x, t, k)∆(ζ, k), k ∈ C \ Γ(3), (7.1)

where Γ(3) = Γ(2). It satisfies n
(3)
+ = n

(3)
− v(3) on Γ(3), where v(3) = ∆−1

− v(2)∆+.

Let X ϵ
1 and X ϵ

2 be small crosses centered at ωk4 and ω2k2, respectively. More precisely,
X ϵ
1 := ∪4

j=1X ϵ
1,j , where

X ϵ
1,1 = Γ

(3)
1 ∩Dϵ(ωk4), X ϵ

1,2 = Γ
(3)
4 ∩Dϵ(ωk4),

X ϵ
1,3 = Γ

(3)
6 ∩Dϵ(ωk4), X ϵ

1,4 = Γ
(3)
3 ∩Dϵ(ωk4),

are oriented outwards from ωk4, and X ϵ
2 := ∪4

j=1X ϵ
2,j , where

X ϵ
2,1 = Γ

(3)
7 ∩Dϵ(ω

2k2), X ϵ
2,2 = Γ

(3)
10 ∩Dϵ(ω

2k2),

X ϵ
2,3 = Γ

(3)
12 ∩Dϵ(ω

2k2), X ϵ
2,4 = Γ

(3)
9 ∩Dϵ(ω

2k2),

are oriented outwards from ω2k2. Let X̂ ϵ =
⋃2
j=1

(
X ϵ
j ∪ ωX ϵ

j ∪ ω2X ϵ
j ∪ (X ϵ

j )
−1 ∪ (ωX ϵ

j )
−1 ∪

(ω2X ϵ
j )

−1
)
be the union of all the small crosses centered at the twelve saddle points.
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Lemma 7.1. v(3) converges to the identity matrix I as t → ∞ uniformly for ζ ∈ I and
k ∈ Γ(3) \ X̂ ϵ. More precisely, for ζ ∈ I,

∥v(3) − I∥(L1∩L∞)(Γ(3)\X̂ ϵ) ≤ Ct−1. (7.2)

Proof. From the expressions for v
(1)
j , j = 2, 5, 8, 11, in (4.5), (4.6), (4.7), and (4.8) together

with (5.4), (6.5), (6.7), (6.8), we deduce that

v
(3)
j = ∆−1

− v
(1)
j ∆+ = I +∆−1

− v
(1)
j,r∆+, j = 2, 5, 8, 11. (7.3)

By Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 6.4, the matrices ∆−1
− v

(1)
j,r∆+, j = 2, 5, 8, 11, are small as t→ ∞.

Using also Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3, we infer that the L1 and L∞ norms of v(3)− I tend to 0 as
t→ ∞, uniformly for k ∈ S ∩ Γ(3) \ X̂ ϵ. Then (7.2) follows from the symmetries (3.8). □

To define the next transformation n(3) → n̂, we need to construct local parametrices near
{kj , ωkj , ω2kj}4j=1. Thanks to the A- and B-symmetries, we can focus on the construction

of the parametrices near ωk4 and ω2k2. The construction of these two parametrices is the
content of Sections 8 and 9. We will then show in Section 10 that these parametrices are
good approximations of n(3) in Dϵ(ωk4) and Dϵ(ω

2k2).

8. Local parametrix near ωk4

As k → ωk4, we have

− (Φ31(ζ, k)− Φ31(ζ, ωk4)) = ϕωk4(k − ωk4)
2 +O((k − ωk4)

3), ϕωk4 := ω
4− 3k4ζ − k34ζ

4k44
.

Let z1 = z1(ζ, t, k) be given by

z1 = z1,⋆
√
t(k − ωk4)ẑ1, ẑ1 =

√
2i(Φ31(ζ, ωk4)− Φ31(ζ, k))

z21,⋆(k − ωk4)2
,

where the principal branch is chosen for ẑ1 = ẑ1(ζ, k), and

z1,⋆ =
√
2e

πi
4

√
ϕωk4 , −iωk4z1,⋆ > 0.

We have ẑ1(ζ, ωk4) = 1 and t(Φ31(ζ, k)− Φ31(ζ, ωk4)) =
iz21
2 . Let ϵ > 0 be fixed and small

enough that the map z1 is conformal from Dϵ(ωk4) to a neighborhood of 0. The asymptotic
behavior of z1 as k → ωk4 is given by

z1 = z1,⋆
√
t(k − ωk4)(1 +O(k − ωk4)).

For all k ∈ Dϵ(ωk4), the following identity holds:

lnωk4(k − ωk4) = ln[z1,⋆(k − ωk4)ẑ1]− ln ẑ1 − ln z1,⋆ + 2πi,

where ln is the principal logarithm. Shrinking ϵ > 0 if necessary, the function k 7→ ln ẑ1 is
analytic in Dϵ(ωk4), ln ẑ1 = O(k − ωk4) as k → ωk4, and

ln z1,⋆ = ln |z1,⋆|+ i arg z1,⋆ = ln |z1,⋆|+ i
(
π
2 − arg(ωk4)

)
,

where arg(ωk4) ∈ (π3 ,
π
2 ). Using Lemma 6.1, we obtain

δ1(ζ, k) = e−iν1 ln z1t
iν1
2 eiν1 ln ẑ1eiν1 ln z1,⋆eiν3 lni(k−i)e−χ1(ζ,k)e2πν1 .

For conciseness, we from now on, for a ∈ C, use the notation za1 := ea ln z1 , za1,⋆ := ea ln z1,⋆ ,

and ẑa1 := ea ln ẑ1 . Using (6.6) and the above expression for δ1(ζ, k), we get

∆33(ζ, k)

∆11(ζ, k)
=

D1(k)

δ1(ζ, k)2
= d̃1,0(ζ, t)d1,1(ζ, k)z

2iν1
1 , (8.1)
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d̃1,0(ζ, t) = e−4πν1e2χ1(ζ,ωk4)e−2iν3 lni(ωk4−i)t−iν1z−2iν1
1,⋆ D1(ωk4),

d1,1(ζ, k) = e2χ1(ζ,k)−2χ1(ζ,ωk4)e−2iν3
[
lni(k−i)−lni(ωk4−i)

]
ẑ−2iν1
1

D1(k)

D1(ωk4)
,

D1(k) =
δ1(ω

2k)δ1(
1
ωk )

2δ1(ωk)

δ1(
1
k )δ1(

1
ω2k

)

δ2(k)δ2(ω
2k)δ2(

1
k )

2

δ2(ωk)2δ2(
1
ω2k

)δ2(
1
ωk )

δ3(ωk)δ3(ω
2k)δ3(

1
ωk )

2

δ3(k)2δ3(
1
k )δ3(

1
ω2k

)

×
δ4(ω

2k)2δ4(
1
k )δ4(

1
ωk )

δ4(k)δ4(ωk)δ4(
1
ω2k

)2
δ5(ωk)

2δ5(
1
ωk )δ5(

1
ω2k

)

δ5(k)δ5(
1
k )

2δ5(ω2k)
. (8.2)

Define Y1(ζ, t) by

Y1(ζ, t) = d̃1,0(ζ, t)
σ
2 e−

t
2
Φ31(ζ,ωk4)σλσ1 ,

where σ = diag (1, 0,−1) and λ1 is a free parameter that will be fixed later. Let

ñ(x, t, k) = n(3)(x, t, k)Y1(ζ, t), k ∈ Dϵ(ωk4),

let ṽ be the jump matrix of ñ, and let ṽj be the restriction of ṽ to Γ
(3)
j ∩Dϵ(ωk4). By (5.1),

(7.1), and (8.1), we can write

ṽ1 =

 1 0 0
0 1 0

−d−1
1,1λ

2
1r1,a(ω

2k)z−2iν1
1 e

iz21
2 0 1

 , ṽ3 =

1 0 −d1,1λ−2
1 r2,a(ω

2k)z2iν11 e−
iz21
2

0 1 0
0 0 1

 ,

ṽ4 =

1 0 d1,1λ
−2
1 r̂2,a(ω

2k)z2iν11 e−
iz21
2

0 1 0
0 0 1

 , ṽ6 =

 1 0 0
0 1 0

d−1
1,1λ

2
1r̂1,a(ω

2k)z−2iν1
1 e

iz21
2 0 1

 .

The matrices ṽj , j = 1, 3, 4, 6, suggest to approximate ñ by (1, 1, 1)Y1m̃
ωk4 , where m̃ωk4(x, t, k)

is the solution of the 3 × 3 RH problem with m̃ωk4(x, t, k) → I as t → ∞ uniformly for
k ∈ ∂Dϵ(ωk4) and whose jumps on X ϵ

1 are

ṽωk4X ϵ
1,1

=

 1 0 0
0 1 0

−λ21r1(ω2k⋆)z
−2iν1
1 e

iz21
2 0 1

 , ṽωk4X ϵ
1,2

=

1 0 λ−2
1 r̂2(ω

2k⋆)z
2iν1
1 e−

iz21
2

0 1 0
0 0 1

 ,

ṽωk4X ϵ
1,3

=

 1 0 0
0 1 0

λ21r̂1(ω
2k⋆)z

−2iν1
1 e

iz21
2 0 1

 , ṽωk4X ϵ
1,4

=

1 0 −λ−2
1 r2(ω

2k⋆)z
2iν1
1 e−

iz21
2

0 1 0
0 0 1

 ,

(8.3)

where k⋆ = ωk4. We fix the free parameter λ1 as follows:

λ1 = |r̃(k4)|
1
4 = |r̃( 1

k4
)|−

1
4 . (8.4)

Lemma 8.1. The function Y1(ζ, t) is uniformly bounded:

sup
ζ∈I

sup
t≥2

|Y1(ζ, t)±1| ≤ C. (8.5)

Moreover, the functions d̃1,0(ζ, t) and d1,1(ζ, k) satisfy

|d̃1,0(ζ, t)| = 1, ζ ∈ I, t ≥ 2, (8.6)

|d1,1(ζ, k)− 1| ≤ C|k − ωk4|(1 + | ln |k − ωk4||), ζ ∈ I, k ∈ X ϵ
1 . (8.7)
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Proof. Standard estimates yield (8.5) and (8.7). Let us show (8.6). Observe that

|d̃1,0(ζ, t)| = e−4πν1e2Reχ1(ζ,ωk4)e2ν3 argi(ωk4−i)e2ν1 arg z1,⋆ |D1(ωk4)|. (8.8)

We infer from Lemma 6.1 that, for k ∈ ∂D \ {arg k ∈ (arg(ωk4), π/2)},

|δ1(ζ, k)| = eν1
argi(k)+arg(ωk4)+π

2
−ν3

argi(k)+arg(i)+π

2
−Reχ1(ζ,k) (8.9)

where argi(k) ∈ (π/2, 5π/2). It follows from the definition of χ1 in (2.8) that the right-hand
side of (8.9) is independent of k ∈ ∂D\{arg k ∈ (arg(ωk4), π/2)}. Similar calculations show
that |δj(ζ, k)|, j = 2, 3, 4, 5, are independent of k for k ∈ ∂D \ {arg k ∈ (π/2, 2π/3)}. Thus

|D1(ωk4)| = |δ1(ζ, ωk4)|2 = e2ν1
2 arg(ωk4)+3π

2
−2ν3

arg(ωk4)+arg(i)+3π
2

−2Reχ1(ζ,ωk4).

Substituting this expression for |D1(ωk4)| as well as the expressions argi(ωk4 − i) =
arg(ωk4)+arg(i)+3π

2 and arg z1,⋆ =
π
2 − arg(ωk4) into (8.8), we obtain |d̃1,0(ζ, t)| = 1. □

The local parametrix mωk4 is defined by

mωk4(x, t, k) = Y1(ζ, t)m
X,(1)(q, z1(ζ, t, k))Y1(ζ, t)

−1, k ∈ Dϵ(ωk4), (8.10)

where mX,(1) is the solution to the model RH problem of Lemma A.1 with

q = |r̃(k4)|
1
2 r1(k4), q̄ = −|r̃(k4)|−

1
2 r2(k4).

Note that, for ζ ∈ I, we have |q| < 1 and

q = λ21r1(ω
2k⋆),

−q̄
1− |q|2

= λ−2
1 r̂2(ω

2k⋆), q̄ = −λ−2
1 r2(ω

2k⋆),
q

1− |q|2
= λ21r̂1(ω

2k⋆),

so that the jump matrices in Lemma A.1 agree with those in (8.3) if z = z1 and ν = ν1.

Lemma 8.2. For each t ≥ 2 and ζ ∈ I, mωk4(x, t, k) defined in (8.10) is analytic for
k ∈ Dϵ(ωk4) \ X ϵ

1 . Moreover, mωk4(x, t, k) is uniformly bounded for t ≥ 2, ζ ∈ I, and

k ∈ Dϵ(ωk4) \ X ϵ
1 . On X ϵ

1 , m
ωk4 satisfies mωk4

+ = mωk4
− vωk4, where the jump matrix vωk4

obeys {
∥v(3) − vωk4∥L1(X ϵ

1 )
≤ Ct−1 ln t,

∥v(3) − vωk4∥L∞(X ϵ
1 )

≤ Ct−1/2 ln t,
ζ ∈ I, t ≥ 2. (8.11)

Furthermore, as t→ ∞,

∥mωk4(x, t, ·)− I∥L∞(∂Dϵ(ωk4)) = O(t−1/2), (8.12)

mωk4 − I =
Y1(ζ, t)m

X,(1)
1 Y1(ζ, t)

−1

z1,⋆
√
t(k − ωk4)ẑ1(ζ, k)

+O(t−1) (8.13)

uniformly for ζ ∈ I, and mX,(1)
1 = m

X,(1)
1 (q) is given by (A.3).

Proof. The proof is almost identical to [9, Lemma 9.10], so we omit it. □

9. Local parametrix near ω2k2

The construction of this local parametrix is similar to the one in [9, Section 9.6] (the
difference is that the functions {δj}5j=1, d2,0, d2,1,D2 appearing in [9, Section 9.6] need to

be defined differently here). For convenience, we provide details of the construction. As
k → ω2k2, we have

−(Φ32(ζ, k)− Φ32(ζ, ω
2k2))=ϕω2k2(k−ω

2k2)
2+O((k−ω2k2)

3),

ϕω2k2 := −ω2 4− 3k2ζ − k32ζ

4k42
.
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Let z2 = z2(ζ, t, k) be given by

z2 = z2,⋆
√
t(k − ω2k2)ẑ2, ẑ2 =

√
2i(Φ32(ζ, ω2k2)− Φ32(ζ, k))

z22,⋆(k − ω2k2)2
,

where the principal branch is chosen for ẑ2 = ẑ2(ζ, k) and

z2,⋆ =
√
2e

πi
4

√
ϕω2k2 , −iω2k2z2,⋆ > 0.

We have ẑ2(ζ, ω
2k2) = 1 and t(Φ32(ζ, k)−Φ32(ζ, ω

2k2)) =
iz22
2 . Let ϵ > 0 be fixed and small

enough that the map z2 is conformal from Dϵ(ω
2k2) to a neighborhood of 0. As k → ω2k2,

z2 = z2,⋆
√
t(k − ω2k2)(1 +O(k − ω2k2)).

For all k ∈ Dϵ(ω
2k2), the following identities hold:

lnω2k2(k − ω2k2) = ln0[z2,⋆(k − ω2k2)ẑ2]− ln ẑ2 − ln z2,⋆,

l̃nω2k2(k − ω2k2) = ln[z2,⋆(k − ω2k2)ẑ2]− ln ẑ2 − ln z2,⋆,

where ln0(k) := ln |k|+i arg0 k, arg0(k) ∈ (0, 2π), and ln is the principal logarithm. Shrink-
ing ϵ > 0 if necessary, the function k 7→ ln ẑ2 is analytic in Dϵ(ω

2k2), ln ẑ2 = O(k − ω2k2)
as k → ω2k2, and

ln z2,⋆ = ln |z2,⋆|+ i arg z2,⋆ = ln |z2,⋆|+ i
(
π
2 − arg(ω2k2)

)
,

where arg(ω2k2) ∈ (π2 ,
2π
3 ). Using Lemma 6.1, we obtain

δ2(ζ, k) = e−χ2(ζ,k)t−
iν2
2 ziν22,(0)ẑ

−iν2
2 z−iν22,⋆ ,

δ3(ζ, k) = e−iν3 lni(k−i)e−χ3(ζ,k)t−
iν4
2 ziν42,(0)ẑ

−iν4
2 z−iν42,⋆ ,

δ4(ζ, k) = t
iν4
2 z−iν42 ẑiν42 ziν42,⋆e

−χ̃4(ζ,k),

δ5(ζ, k) = t
iν5
2 z−iν52 ẑiν52 ziν52,⋆e

−χ̃5(ζ,k),

where we have used the notation za2,(0) := ea ln0 z2 , ẑa2 := ea ln ẑ2 , za2,⋆ := ea ln z2,⋆ , za2 := ea ln z2

for a ∈ C. Using (6.6) and the above expressions for {δj(ζ, k)}5j=2, we get

∆33

∆22
=
δ2(k)

2δ4(k)

δ3(k)δ5(k)2
D2(k) = d̃2,0(ζ, t)d2,1(ζ, k)z

i(2ν5−ν4)
2 z

i(2ν2−ν4)
2,(0) , (9.1)

d̃2,0(ζ, t) = e−2χ2(ζ,ω2k2)+χ3(ζ,ω2k2)−χ̃4(ζ,ω2k2)+2χ̃5(ζ,ω2k2)

× eiν3 lni(ω
2k2−i)ti(ν4−ν5−ν2)z

2i(ν4−ν5−ν2)
2,⋆ D2(ω

2k2),

d2,1(ζ, k) = e−2χ2(ζ,k)+2χ2(ζ,ω2k2)+χ3(ζ,k)−χ3(ζ,ω2k2)−χ̃4(ζ,k)+χ̃4(ζ,ω2k2)+2χ̃5(ζ,k)−2χ̃5(ζ,ω2k2)

× eiν3[lni(k−i)−lni(ω
2k2−i)]ẑ

2i(ν4−ν5−ν2)
2

D2(k)

D2(ω2k2)
,

D2(k) =
δ1(ω

2k)2δ1(
1
ωk )δ1(

1
ω2k

)

δ1(k)δ1(
1
k )

2δ1(ωk)

δ2(
1
k )δ2(

1
ωk )

δ2(ωk)δ2(
1
ω2k

)2δ2(ω2k)

δ3(ω
2k)2δ3(

1
ωk )δ3(

1
ω2k

)

δ3(
1
k )

2δ3(ωk)

×
δ4(ω

2k)δ4(
1
ωk )

2

δ4(ωk)2δ4(
1
ω2k

)δ4(
1
k )

δ5(ωk)δ5(
1
ω2k

)2δ5(ω
2k)

δ5(
1
k )δ5(

1
ωk )

. (9.2)

Define

Y2(ζ, t) = d̃2,0(ζ, t)
σ̃
2 e−

t
2
Φ32(ζ,ω2k2)σ̃λσ̃2 ,



BOUSSINESQ’S EQUATION: ASYMPTOTICS FOR x
t
∈ (0, 1√

3
) 23

where σ̃ = diag (0, 1,−1) and λ2 is a free parameter that will be fixed later. Let

ñ(x, t, k) = n(3)(x, t, k)Y2(ζ, t), k ∈ Dϵ(ω
2k2),

let ṽ be the jump matrix of ñ, and let ṽj be the restriction of ṽ to Γ
(3)
j ∩ Dϵ(ω

2k2). By

(5.1), (7.1), and (9.1), we can write

ṽ−1
7 =

1 0 0
0 1 0

0 −d−1
2,1λ

2
2

( r1( 1
ωk

)−r1(k)r1(ω2k)

1+r1(k)r2(k)

)
a
z
−i(2ν5−ν4)
2 z

−i(2ν2−ν4)
2,(0) e

iz22
2 1

 ,

ṽ10 =

1 0 0

0 1 d2,1λ
−2
2

( r2( 1
ωk

)−r2(k)r2(ω2k)

f(ω2k)

)
a
z
i(2ν5−ν4)
2 z

i(2ν2−ν4)
2,(0) e−

iz22
2

0 0 1

 ,

ṽ12 =

1 0 0
0 1 0

0 d−1
2,1λ

2
2

( r1( 1
ωk

)−r1(k)r1(ω2k)

f(ω2k)

)
a
z
−i(2ν5−ν4)
2 z

−i(2ν2−ν4)
2,(0) e

iz22
2 1

 ,

ṽ−1
9 =

1 0 0

0 1 −d2,1λ−2
2

( r2( 1
ωk

)−r2(k)r2(ω2k)

1+r1(k)r2(k)

)
a
z
i(2ν5−ν4)
2 z

i(2ν2−ν4)
2,(0) e−

iz22
2

0 0 1

 .

The above expressions for the matrices ṽj , j = 7, 9, 10, 12, suggest that we approximate

ñ by (1, 1, 1)Y2m̃
ω2k2 , where m̃ω2k2(x, t, k) is the solution to the 3 × 3 RH problem with

m̃ω2k2(x, t, k) → I as t→ ∞ uniformly for k ∈ ∂D(ω2k2) and whose jumps on X ϵ
2 are

ṽω
2k2

X ϵ
2,1

=

1 0 0
0 1 0

0 −λ22
r1(

1
ωk⋆

)−r1(k⋆)r1(ω2k⋆)

1+r1(k⋆)r2(k⋆)
z
−i(2ν5−ν4)
2 z

−i(2ν2−ν4)
2,(0) e

iz22
2 1

 ,

ṽω
2k2

X ϵ
2,2

=

1 0 0

0 1 λ−2
2

r2(
1

ωk⋆
)−r2(k⋆)r2(ω2k⋆)

f(ω2k⋆)
z
i(2ν5−ν4)
2 z

i(2ν2−ν4)
2,(0) e−

iz22
2

0 0 1

 ,

ṽω
2k2

X ϵ
2,3

=

1 0 0
0 1 0

0 λ22
r1(

1
ωk⋆

)−r1(k⋆)r1(ω2k⋆)

f(ω2k⋆)
z
−i(2ν5−ν4)
2 z

−i(2ν2−ν4)
2,(0) e

iz22
2 1

 ,

ṽω
2k2

X ϵ
2,4

=

1 0 0

0 1 −λ−2
2

r2(
1

ωk⋆
)−r2(k⋆)r2(ω2k⋆)

1+r1(k⋆)r2(k⋆)
z
i(2ν5−ν4)
2 z

i(2ν2−ν4)
2,(0) e−

iz22
2

0 0 1

 , (9.3)

where k⋆ = ω2k2. We fix the free parameter λ2 as follows:

λ2 = |r̃( 1
ωk⋆

)|
1
4 = |r̃( 1

k2
)|

1
4 . (9.4)

The local parametrix mω2k2 is defined by

mω2k2(x, t, k) = Y2(ζ, t)m
X,(2)(q2, q4, q5, q6, z2(ζ, t, k))Y2(ζ, t)

−1, k ∈ Dϵ(ω
2k2), (9.5)

where mX,(2) is the solution to the model RH problem of Lemma A.2 with

q2 = r̃(k⋆)
1
2 r1(k⋆), q̄2 = r̃(k⋆)

− 1
2 r2(k⋆) = r̃(k⋆)

1
2 r1(k⋆),
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q4 = |r̃( 1
ω2k⋆

)|
1
2 r1(

1
ω2k⋆

), q̄4 = −|r̃( 1
ω2k⋆

)|−
1
2 r2(

1
ω2k⋆

) = |r̃( 1
ω2k⋆

)|
1
2 r1(

1
ω2k⋆

),

q5 = |r̃(ω2k⋆)|
1
2 r1(ω

2k⋆), q̄5 = −|r̃(ω2k⋆)|−
1
2 r2(ω

2k⋆) = |r̃(ω2k⋆)|
1
2 r1(ω2k⋆),

q6 = |r̃( 1
ωk⋆

)|
1
2 r1(

1
ωk⋆

), q̄6 = −|r̃( 1
ωk⋆

)|−
1
2 r2(

1
ωk⋆

) = |r̃( 1
ωk⋆

)|
1
2 r1(

1
ωk⋆

).

Using (4.1) and the relation∣∣r̃( 1
ω2k

)
∣∣− 1

2 =
∣∣r̃(ω2k)

∣∣ 12 = |r̃(k)|−
1
2

∣∣r̃( 1
ωk )

∣∣ 12 , k ∈ C \ {−1, 1},

we see that q4 − q̄5 − q2q̄6 = 0, so that the condition (A.5) holds as it must. Moreover, for
ζ ∈ I, we have 1 + |q2|2 − |q4|2 = f(k⋆) > 0, 1− |q5|2 − |q6|2 = f(ω2k⋆) > 0, and

q6−q2q5
1+|q2|2 = λ22

r1(
1

ωk⋆
)−r1(k⋆)r1(ω2k⋆)

1+r1(k⋆)r2(k⋆)
, − q̄6−q̄2q̄5

1−|q5|2−|q6|2 = λ−2
2

r2(
1

ωk⋆
)−r2(k⋆)r2(ω2k⋆)

f(ω2k⋆)
,

q6−q2q5
1−|q5|2−|q6|2 = λ22

r1(
1

ωk⋆
)−r1(k⋆)r1(ω2k⋆)

f(ω2k⋆)
, q̄6−q̄2q̄5

1+|q2|2 = −λ−2
2

r2(
1

ωk⋆
)−r2(k⋆)r2(ω2k⋆)

1+r1(k⋆)r2(k⋆)
,

so that the jump matrices in Lemma A.2 agree with those in (9.3) if z = z2.
The next lemma is proved in the same way as [9, Lemma 9.9].

Lemma 9.1. Y2(ζ, t) satisfies supζ∈I supt≥2 |Y2(ζ, t)±1| ≤ C. Furthermore,

|d̃2,0(ζ, t)| = eπ(2ν2−ν4), ζ ∈ I, t ≥ 2, (9.6)

|d2,1(ζ, k)− 1| ≤ C|k − ω2k2|(1 + | ln |k − ω2k2||), ζ ∈ I, k ∈ X ϵ
2 . (9.7)

The following lemma can be proved in the same way as [9, Lemmas 9.10 and 9.12].

Lemma 9.2. For each t ≥ 2 and ζ ∈ I, the function mω2k2(x, t, k) defined in (9.5) is

analytic for k ∈ Dϵ(ω
2k2) \ X ϵ

2 . Moreover, mω2k2(x, t, k) is uniformly bounded for t ≥ 2,

ζ ∈ I, and k ∈ Dϵ(ω
2k2)\X ϵ

2 . On X ϵ
2 , m

ω2k2 satisfies mω2k2
+ = mω2k2

− vω
2k2, where the jump

matrix vω
2k2 obeys{

∥v(3) − vω
2k2∥L1(X ϵ

2 )
≤ Ct−1 ln t,

∥v(3) − vω
2k2∥L∞(X ϵ

2 )
≤ Ct−1/2 ln t,

ζ ∈ I, t ≥ 2. (9.8)

Furthermore, as t→ ∞,

∥mω2k2(x, t, ·)− I∥L∞(∂Dϵ(ω2k2)) = O(t−1/2), (9.9)

mω2k2 − I =
Y2(ζ, t)m

X,(2)
1 Y2(ζ, t)

−1

z2,⋆
√
t(k − ω2k2)ẑ2(ζ, k)

+O(t−1) (9.10)

uniformly for ζ ∈ I, where mX,(2)
1 = m

X,(2)
1 (q2, q4, q5, q6) is given by (A.7).

10. The n(3) → n̂ transformation

Using the relations

mωk4(x, t, k) = Amωk4(x, t, ωk)A−1 = Bmωk4(x, t, k−1)B,

mω2k2(x, t, k) = Amω2k2(x, t, ωk)A−1 = Bmω2k2(x, t, k−1)B,

we extend the domain of definition of mωk4 and mω2k2 from Dϵ(ωk4) and Dϵ(ω
2k2) to Dωk4

and Dω2k2 respectively, where

Dωk4 = Dϵ(ωk4) ∪ ωDϵ(ωk4) ∪ ω2Dϵ(ωk4) ∪Dϵ(
1
ωk4

) ∪ ωDϵ(
1
ωk4

) ∪ ω2Dϵ(
1
ωk4

),

Dω2k2 = Dϵ(ω
2k2) ∪ ωDϵ(ω

2k2) ∪ ω2Dϵ(ω
2k2) ∪Dϵ(

1
ω2k2

) ∪ ωDϵ(
1

ω2k2
) ∪ ω2Dϵ(

1
ω2k2

).



BOUSSINESQ’S EQUATION: ASYMPTOTICS FOR x
t
∈ (0, 1√

3
) 25

Figure 7. The contour Γ̂ = Γ(3)∪∂D for arg k ∈ [π6 ,
5π
6 ] (solid), the boundary of S (dashed)

and, from right to left, the saddle points k3 (blue), ωk4 (red), ω2k2 (green), and k1 (blue).

We will prove that

n̂ :=


n(3)(mωk4)−1, k ∈ Dωk4 ,

n(3)(mω2k2)−1, k ∈ Dω2k2 ,

n(3), elsewhere,

(10.1)

satisfies a small-norm RH problem as t → ∞, ζ ∈ I. Let Γ̂ = Γ(3) ∪ ∂D with D :=
Dωk4 ∪Dω2k2 be the contour represented in Figure 7. We orient the circles that are part of
∂D in the clockwise direction, and define v̂ by

v̂ =



v(3), k ∈ Γ̂ \ D̄,
mωk4 , k ∈ ∂Dωk4 ,

mω2k2 , k ∈ ∂Dω2k2 ,

mωk4
− v(3)(mωk4

+ )−1, k ∈ Γ̂ ∩ Dωk4 ,

mω2k2
− v(3)(mω2k2

+ )−1, k ∈ Γ̂ ∩ Dω2k2 .

(10.2)

The function n̂ satisfies the following RH problem: (a) n̂ : C \ Γ̂ → C1×3 is analytic,

(b) n̂+ = n̂−v̂ for k ∈ Γ̂ \ Γ̂⋆, where Γ̂⋆ is the set of self-intersection points of Γ̂, (c)

n̂(x, t, k) = (1, 1, 1)+O(k−1) as k → ∞, and (d) n̂(x, t, k) remains bounded as k → k⋆ ∈ Γ̂⋆.

Lemma 10.1. Let ŵ = v̂ − I. Uniformly for t ≥ 2 and ζ ∈ I, we have

∥ŵ∥(L1∩L∞)(Γ̂\(∂D∪X̂ ϵ)) ≤ Ct−1, (10.3a)

∥ŵ∥(L1∩L∞)(∂D) ≤ Ct−1/2, (10.3b)

∥ŵ∥L1(X̂ ϵ) ≤ Ct−1 ln t, (10.3c)

∥ŵ∥L∞(X̂ ϵ) ≤ Ct−1/2 ln t, (10.3d)
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Proof. Since Γ̂ \ (∂D∪ X̂ ϵ) = Γ(3) \ X̂ ϵ, (10.3a) is a consequence of (10.2), Lemma 7.1, and

(for the part inside D) the uniform boundedness of mωk4 and mω2k2 . The estimate (10.3b)
follows from (10.2), (8.12), and (9.9). Finally, (10.3c) and (10.3d) follow from (10.2), (8.11),

(9.8), and the uniform boundedness of mωk4 and mω2k2 . □

For a function h defined on Γ̂, we define Ĉh by

(Ĉh)(k) = 1

2πi

∫
Γ̂

h(k′)dk′

k′ − k
, k ∈ C \ Γ̂.

Lemma 10.1 implies that{
∥ŵ∥L1(Γ̂) ≤ Ct−1/2,

∥ŵ∥L∞(Γ̂) ≤ Ct−1/2 ln t,
t ≥ 2, ζ ∈ I. (10.4)

Therefore, using the estimate ∥f∥Lp ≤ ∥f∥1/p
L1 ∥f∥

(p−1)/p
L∞ , we find

∥ŵ∥Lp(Γ̂) ≤ Ct−
1
2 (ln t)

p−1
p , t ≥ 2, ζ ∈ I, (10.5)

for each 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. It follows from (10.5) that ŵ ∈ L2(Γ̂) ∩ L∞(Γ̂), and therefore

Ĉŵh := Ĉ−(hŵ) is well-defined as an operator Ĉŵ = Ĉŵ(x,t,·) : L2(Γ̂) + L∞(Γ̂) → L2(Γ̂).

It also follows from (10.5) that there exists a T > 0 such that I − Ĉŵ(x,t,·) ∈ B(L2(Γ̂)) is

invertible whenever t ≥ T and ζ ∈ I, where B(L2(Γ̂)) denotes the space of bounded linear

operators on L2(Γ̂). By standard theory for small-norm RH problems, we have

n̂(x, t, k) = (1, 1, 1) + Ĉ(µ̂ŵ) = (1, 1, 1) +
1

2πi

∫
Γ̂
µ̂(x, t, s)ŵ(x, t, s)

ds

s− k
(10.6)

for t ≥ T and ζ ∈ I, where

µ̂ = (1, 1, 1) + (I − Ĉŵ)−1Ĉŵ(1, 1, 1) ∈ (1, 1, 1) + L2(Γ̂). (10.7)

Moreover, since ∥Ĉ−∥B(Lp(Γ̂)) < ∞ for p ∈ (1,∞), we infer from (10.5) and (10.7) that for

any p ∈ (1,∞) there exists Cp > 0 such that

∥µ̂− (1, 1, 1)∥Lp(Γ̂) ≤ Cpt
− 1

2 (ln t)
p−1
p (10.8)

holds for all sufficiently large t and all ζ ∈ I. Now, we turn to the problem of finding
asymptotics for n̂. We introduce the following nontangential limit:

n̂(1)(x, t) :=
∠
lim
k→∞

k(n̂(x, t, k)− (1, 1, 1)) = − 1

2πi

∫
Γ̂
µ̂(x, t, k)ŵ(x, t, k)dk.

Since

n̂(1)(x, t) =− (1, 1, 1)

2πi

∫
∂D
ŵ(x, t, k)dk − (1, 1, 1)

2πi

∫
Γ̂\∂D

ŵ(x, t, k)dk

− 1

2πi

∫
Γ̂
(µ̂(x, t, k)− (1, 1, 1))ŵ(x, t, k)dk,

we conclude from (10.8) and Lemma 10.1 that

n̂(1)(x, t) = −(1, 1, 1)

2πi

∫
∂D
ŵ(x, t, k)dk +O(t−1 ln t) as t→ ∞, (10.9)

uniformly for ζ ∈ I. Let us define {F (l)
1 , F

(l)
2 }l∈Z by

F
(l)
1 (ζ, t) = − 1

2πi

∫
∂Dϵ(ωk4)

kl−1ŵ(x, t, k)dk = − 1

2πi

∫
∂Dϵ(ωk4)

kl−1(mωk4 − I)dk,
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F
(l)
2 (ζ, t) = − 1

2πi

∫
∂Dϵ(ω2k2)

kl−1ŵ(x, t, k)dk = − 1

2πi

∫
∂Dϵ(ω2k2)

kl−1(mω2k2 − I)dk.

Using (8.13), (9.10), and ẑ1(ζ, ωk4) = 1 = ẑ2(ζ, ω
2k2), and recalling that ∂Dϵ(ωk4) and

∂Dϵ(ω
2k2) are oriented clockwise, we find

F
(l)
1 (ζ, t) = −i(ωk4)lZ1(ζ, t) +O(t−1) as t→ ∞, (10.10)

F
(l)
2 (ζ, t) = −i(ω2k2)

lZ2(ζ, t) +O(t−1) as t→ ∞, (10.11)

uniformly for ζ ∈ I, where

Z1(ζ, t)=
Y1(ζ, t)m

X,(1)
1 Y1(ζ, t)

−1

−iωk4z1,⋆
√
t

=
t−

1
2

−iωk4z1,⋆

 0 0
β
(1)
12 d̃1,0λ

2
1

etΦ31(ζ,ωk4)

0 0 0
β
(1)
21 e

tΦ31(ζ,ωk4)

d̃1,0λ21
0 0

, (10.12a)

Z2(ζ, t) =
Y2(ζ, t)m

X,(2)
1 Y2(ζ, t)

−1

−iω2k2z2,⋆
√
t

=
t−

1
2

−iω2k2z2,⋆


0 0 0

0 0
β
(2)
12 d̃2,0λ

2
2

etΦ32(ζ,ω
2k2)

0
β
(2)
21 e

tΦ32(ζ,ω
2k2)

d̃2,0λ22
0

 ,

(10.12b)

and, letting q̃1 := q = |r̃(k4)|
1
2 r1(k4),

β
(1)
12 =

e
3πi
4 e

πν1
2

√
2π ¯̃q1

(eπν1 − e−πν1)Γ(−iν1)
, β

(1)
21 =

e−
3πi
4 e

πν1
2

√
2πq̃1

(eπν1 − e−πν1)Γ(iν1)
, (10.13a)

β
(2)
12 =

e
3πi
4 e

πν̂2
2 e2π(ν4−ν2)

√
2π(q̄6 − q̄2q̄5)

(eπν̂2 − e−πν̂2)Γ(−iν̂2)
, β

(2)
21 =

e−
3πi
4 e

πν̂2
2 e2πν2

√
2π(q6 − q2q5)

(eπν̂2 − e−πν̂2)Γ(iν̂2)
,

(10.13b)

and ν1, ν2, ν4, ν̂2 have been defined in Lemmas 6.1 and 6.3.

Lemma 10.2. For l ∈ Z and j = 0, 1, 2, we have

− 1

2πi

∫
ωj∂Dϵ(ωk4)

klŵ(x, t, k)dk = ωj(l+1)A−jF
(l+1)
1 (ζ, t)Aj , (10.14)

− 1

2πi

∫
ωj∂Dϵ((ωk4)−1)

klŵ(x, t, k)dk = −ωj(l+1)A−jBF (−l−1)
1 (ζ, t)BAj , (10.15)

− 1

2πi

∫
ωj∂Dϵ(ω2k2)

klŵ(x, t, k)dk = ωj(l+1)A−jF
(l+1)
2 (ζ, t)Aj , (10.16)

− 1

2πi

∫
ωj∂Dϵ((ω2k2)−1)

klŵ(x, t, k)dk = −ωj(l+1)A−jBF (−l−1)
2 (ζ, t)BAj . (10.17)

Proof. This follows from the symmetries ŵ(x, t, k) = Aŵ(x, t, ωk)A−1 = Bŵ(x, t, k−1)B
valid for k ∈ ∂D. The proof is identical to [9, Proof of Lemma 9.10], so we omit further
details here. □

Using Lemma 10.2, we obtain

−1

2πi

∫
∂D
ŵ(x, t, k)dk =

2∑
j=0

−1

2πi

∫
ωj∂Dϵ(ωk4)

ŵ(x, t, k)dk −
2∑
j=0

1

2πi

∫
ωj∂Dϵ((ωk4)−1)

ŵ(x, t, k)dk

−
2∑
j=0

1

2πi

∫
ωj∂Dϵ(ω2k2)

ŵ(x, t, k)dk −
2∑
j=0

1

2πi

∫
ωj∂Dϵ((ω2k2)−1)

ŵ(x, t, k)dk
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=

2∑
j=0

ωjA−j(F (1)
1 (ζ, t) + F

(1)
2 (ζ, t)

)
Aj −

2∑
j=0

ωjA−jB
(
F

(−1)
1 (ζ, t) + F

(−1)
2 (ζ, t)

)
BAj .

Hence, by (10.9), (10.10), and (10.11), we obtain n̂(1) = (1, 1, 1)m̂(1), where

m̂(1)(x, t) =
2∑
j=0

ωjA−jF
(1)
1 (ζ, t)Aj −

2∑
j=0

ωjA−jBF (−1)
1 (ζ, t)BAj

+

2∑
j=0

ωjA−jF
(1)
2 (ζ, t)Aj −

2∑
j=0

ωjA−jBF (−1)
2 (ζ, t)BAj +O(t−1 ln t)

= −i(ωk4)1
2∑
j=0

ωjA−jZ1(ζ, t)Aj + i(ωk4)
−1

2∑
j=0

ωjA−jBZ1(ζ, t)BAj

− i(ω2k2)
1

2∑
j=0

ωjA−jZ2(ζ, t)Aj + i(ω2k2)
−1

2∑
j=0

ωjA−jBZ2(ζ, t)BAj +O(t−1 ln t)

(10.18)

as t→ ∞ uniformly for ζ ∈ I.

11. Asymptotics of u

Recall from (3.5) that u(x, t) = −i
√
3 ∂
∂xn

(1)
3 (x, t), where n3(x, t, k) = 1+ n

(1)
3 (x, t)k−1 +

O(k−2) as k → ∞. Using (4.9), (5.2), (7.1), and (10.1) to invert the transformations

n 7→ n(1) 7→ n(2) 7→ n(3) 7→ n̂, we obtain

n = n̂∆−1(G(2))−1(G(1))−1, k ∈ C \ (Γ̂ ∪ D̄),

where G(1), G(2), ∆ are defined in (4.10), (5.3), and (6.6), respectively. Using that ∂x =
t−1∂ζ , it follows that

u(x, t) = −i
√
3
∂

∂x

(
n̂
(1)
3 (x, t) +

∠
lim
k→∞

k(∆33(ζ, k)
−1 − 1)

)
= −i

√
3
∂

∂x
n̂
(1)
3 (x, t) +O(t−1), t→ ∞, (11.1)

where n̂3(x, t, k) = 1 + n̂
(1)
3 (x, t)k−1 +O(k−2) as k → ∞. Utilizing (10.12) and (10.18), we

obtain, as t→ ∞,

n̂
(1)
3 = Z1,13(i(ωk4)

−1 − i(ωk4)
1) + Z1,31(iω

2(ωk4)
−1 − iω1(ωk4)

1)

+ Z2,23(i(ω
2k2)

−1 − i(ω2k2)
1) + Z2,32(iω

1(ω2k2)
−1 − iω2(ω2k2)

1) +O(t−1 ln t).

By Lemma 6.3, ν1 ≥ 0 and ν̂2 ≥ 0. We also have ν2, ν4 ∈ R. Hence (10.13) shows that

β
(1)
12 = β

(1)
21 and β

(2)
12 = e−2π(2ν2−ν4)β

(2)
21 . Since λ1 = |r̃(k4)|

1
4 > 0 and λ2 = |r̃( 1

k2
)|

1
4 > 0

by (8.4) and (9.4), we conclude with the help of (8.6) and (9.6) that Z1,13 = λ41Z1,31 and

Z2,23 = λ42Z2,32. Using also that λ41 = −r̃(k4) and λ42 = −r̃( 1
k2
), it follows that

n̂
(1)
3 = 2i Im

(
Z1,13(i(ωk4)

−1 − i(ωk4)
1) + Z2,23(i(ω

2k2)
−1 − i(ω2k2)

1)
)
+O(t−1 ln t)

= 2i Im

[
β
(1)
12 d̃1,0(i(ωk4)

−1 − i(ωk4)
1)

−iωk4z1,⋆
√
tetΦ31(ζ,ωk4)

∣∣r̃(k4)∣∣− 1
2

+
β
(2)
12 d̃2,0(i(ω

2k2)
−1 − i(ω2k2)

1)

−iω2k2z2,⋆
√
tetΦ32(ζ,ω2k2)

∣∣r̃( 1
k2
)
∣∣− 1

2

]
+O

( ln t
t

)
,
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X1X2

X3 X4

0

Figure 8. The contour X = X1 ∪X2 ∪X3 ∪X4.

as t→ ∞. Employing (10.13) and the relations

d̃1,0(ζ, t) = ei arg d̃1,0(ζ,t), d̃2,0(ζ, t) = eπ(2ν2−ν4)ei arg d̃2,0(ζ,t),

i(ωk4)
−1 − i(ωk4)

1 = 2 sin(arg(ωk4(ζ))), i(ω2k2)
−1 − i(ω2k2)

1 = 2 sin(arg(ω2k2(ζ))),

|β(1)12 | =
√
ν1, |β(2)12 |e

π(2ν2−ν4) =
√
ν̂2, |r̃(k4)|−

1
2 = |r̃( 1

k4
)|

1
2 ,

we get

n̂
(1)
3 =

4i
√
ν1

−iωk4z1,⋆
√
t|r̃( 1

k4
)| 12

sin(arg(ωk4)) sin(
3π
4 − arg q̃1 + arg Γ(iν1) + arg d̃1,0 − tImΦ31(ζ, ωk4))

+
4i
√
ν̂2|r̃( 1

k2
)| 12

−iω2k2z2,⋆
√
t
sin(arg(ω2k2)) sin(

3π
4 − arg(q6 − q2q5) + arg Γ(iν̂2) + arg d̃2,0 − tImΦ32(ζ, ω

2k2))

+O(t−1 ln t),

as t→ ∞ uniformly for ζ ∈ I. Formula (2.12) now directly follows from (11.1) (as in [11],
we can prove that the above error O(t−1 ln t) can be differentiated with respect to x without
getting worse) and the fact that d

dζ [ImΦ31(ζ, ωk4(ζ))] = −Im k4 and
d
dζ [ImΦ32(ζ, ω

2k2(ζ))] =

Im k2. This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Appendix A. Model RH problems

Let X = X1 ∪ · · · ∪X4 ⊂ C be the cross defined by

X1 =
{
se

iπ
4

∣∣ 0 ≤ s <∞
}
, X2 =

{
se

3iπ
4

∣∣ 0 ≤ s <∞
}
,

X3 =
{
se−

3iπ
4

∣∣ 0 ≤ s <∞
}
, X4 =

{
se−

iπ
4

∣∣ 0 ≤ s <∞
}
, (A.1)

and oriented away from the origin, see Figure 8.

Lemma A.1 (Model RH problem needed near k = ωk4). Let q ∈ D, and define

ν = − 1
2π ln(1− |q|2).

Define the jump matrix vX,(1)(z) for z ∈ X by 1 0 0
0 1 0

−qz−2iνe
iz2

2 0 1

 if z ∈ X1,

1 0 −q̄
1−|q|2 z

2iνe−
iz2

2

0 1 0
0 0 1

 if z ∈ X2,

 1 0 0
0 1 0

q
1−|q|2 z

−2iνe
iz2

2 0 1

 if z ∈ X3,

1 0 q̄z2iνe−
iz2

2

0 1 0
0 0 1

 if z ∈ X4, (A.2)
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where ziν has a branch cut along (−∞, 0], such that ziν = |z|iνe−ν arg(z), arg(z) ∈ (−π, π).
Then the RH problem

(a) mX,(1)(·) = mX,(1)(q, ·) : C \X → C3×3 is analytic;

(b) on X \ {0}, the boundary values of mX,(1) exist, are continuous, and satisfy m
X,(1)
+ =

m
X,(1)
− vX,(1);

(c) mX,(1)(z) = I +O(z−1) as z → ∞, and mX,(1)(z) = O(1) as z → 0;

has a unique solution mX,(1)(q, z). This solution satisfies

mX,(1)(z) = I +
m
X,(1)
1

z
+O

(
1

z2

)
, z → ∞, m

X,(1)
1 :=

 0 0 β
(1)
12

0 0 0

β
(1)
21 0 0

 , (A.3)

where the error term is uniform with respect to arg z ∈ [−π, π] and q in compact subsets of
D, and

β
(1)
12 :=

e
3πi
4 e

πν
2

√
2πq̄

(eπν − e−πν)Γ(−iν)
, β

(1)
21 :=

e−
3πi
4 e

πν
2

√
2πq

(eπν − e−πν)Γ(iν)
. (A.4)

(Note that β
(1)
12 β

(1)
21 = ν because |Γ(iν)| =

√
2π√

ν(eπν−e−πν)
.)

Lemma A.2 below was also used in [9] for the local analysis near k = ω2k2 when x
t ∈

( 1√
3
, 1). We provide here a proof of this lemma.

Lemma A.2 (Model RH problem needed near k = ω2k2). Let q2, q4, q5, q6 ∈ C be such
that 1 + |q2|2 − |q4|2 > 0, 1− |q5|2 − |q6|2 > 0, and

q4 − q̄5 − q2q̄6 = 0. (A.5)

Define ν2, ν4, ν5 ∈ R by

ν2 = − 1
2π ln(1 + |q2|2), ν4 = − 1

2π ln(1 + |q2|2 − |q4|2), ν5 = − 1
2π ln(1− |q5|2 − |q6|2).

Define the jump matrix vX,(2)(z) for z ∈ X by

vX,(2)(z) =




1 0 0

0 1 0

0 − q6−q2q5
1+|q2|2 z

−i(2ν5−ν4)z
−i(2ν2−ν4)
(0) e

iz2

2 1

 , z ∈ X1,


1 0 0

0 1 − q̄6−q̄2q̄5
1−|q5|2−|q6|2 z

i(2ν5−ν4)z
i(2ν2−ν4)
(0) e−

iz2

2

0 0 1

 , z ∈ X2,


1 0 0

0 1 0

0 q6−q2q5
1−|q5|2−|q6|2 z

−i(2ν5−ν4)z
−i(2ν2−ν4)
(0) e

iz2

2 1

 , z ∈ X3,


1 0 0

0 1 q̄6−q̄2q̄5
1+|q2|2 z

i(2ν5−ν4)z
i(2ν2−ν4)
(0) e−

iz2

2

0 0 1

 , z ∈ X4,

(A.6)

where ziν has a branch cut along (−∞, 0] and ziν(0) has a branch cut along [0,+∞) such that

ziν = |z|iνe−ν arg(z), arg(z) ∈ (−π, π), and ziν(0) = |z|iνe−ν arg0(z), arg0(z) ∈ (0, 2π). Then

the RH problem
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(a) mX,(2)(·) = mX,(2)(q2, q4, q5, q6, ·) : C \X → C3×3 is analytic;

(b) on X \ {0}, the boundary values of mX,(2) exist, are continuous, and satisfy m
X,(2)
+ =

m
X,(2)
− vX,(2);

(c) mX,(2)(z) = I +O(z−1) as z → ∞, and mX,(2)(z) = O(1) as z → 0;

has a unique solution mX,(2)(z). This solution satisfies

mX,(2)(z) = I +
m
X,(2)
1

z
+O

(
1

z2

)
, z → ∞, m

X,(2)
1 :=

0 0 0

0 0 β
(2)
12

0 β
(2)
21 0

 , (A.7)

where the error term is uniform with respect to arg z ∈ [−π, π] and q2, q4, q5, q6 in compact
subsets of {q2, q4, q5, q6 ∈ C | 1 + |q2|2 − |q4|2 > 0, 1 − |q5|2 − |q6|2 > 0, q4 − q̄5 − q2q̄6 = 0},
and

β
(2)
12 :=

e
3πi
4 e

πν̂2
2 e2π(ν4−ν2)

√
2π(q̄6 − q̄2q̄5)

(eπν̂2 − e−πν̂2)Γ(−iν̂2)
, β

(2)
21 :=

e−
3πi
4 e

πν̂2
2 e2πν2

√
2π(q6 − q2q5)

(eπν̂2 − e−πν̂2)Γ(iν̂2)
,

(A.8)

where ν̂2 := ν2 + ν5 − ν4. (Note that β
(2)
12 β

(2)
21 = ν̂2.)

Proof. Uniqueness of mX,(2)(z) follows from standard arguments. Let us temporarily as-

sume that mX,(2)(z) exists. Define m(X1)(z) := mX,(2)(z)zi(ν5−
ν4
2
)σ̃z

i(ν2− ν4
2
)σ̃

(0) e−
iz2

4
σ̃ where

σ̃ = diag (0, 1,−1). We verify that

m
(X1)
+ (z) = m

(X1)
− (z)v(X1)(z) for z ∈ (X ∪ R) \ {0},

where R is oriented from left to right and v(X1) is given by1 0 0
0 1 0
0 − q6−q2q5

1+|q2|2 1

 if z ∈ X1,

1 0 0
0 1 − q̄6−q̄2q̄5

1−|q5|2−|q6|2
0 0 1

 if z ∈ X2,

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 q6−q2q5

1−|q5|2−|q6|2 1

 if z ∈ X3,

1 0 0
0 1 q̄6−q̄2q̄5

1+|q2|2
0 0 1

 if z ∈ X4,

eπ(ν4−2ν5)σ̃ if z ∈ R−, eπ(2ν2−ν4)σ̃ if z ∈ R+.

We next collapse the contours X1 and X4 onto R+ and the contours X2 and X3 onto R−.
To this end we let

ψ(z) = m(X1)(z)B(z), (A.9)

where B(z) is equal to1 0 0
0 1 0
0 − q6−q2q5

1+|q2|2 1

 ,

1 0 0
0 1 q̄6−q̄2q̄5

1−|q5|2−|q6|2
0 0 1

 ,

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 q6−q2q5

1−|q5|2−|q6|2 1

 ,

1 0 0
0 1 − q̄6−q̄2q̄5

1+|q2|2
0 0 1


for arg z ∈ (0, π4 ), arg z ∈ (3π4 , π), arg z ∈ (−π,−3π

4 ), arg z ∈ (−π
4 , 0), respectively, and

B(z) = I otherwise. The function ψ satisfies ψ+(z) = ψ−(z)v
ψ(z) for z ∈ R \ {0}, where

vψ is piecewise constant and defined by

vψ(z) =

1 0 0
0 1 q̄6−q̄2q̄5

1+|q2|2
0 0 1

 eπ(2ν2−ν4)σ̃

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 − q6−q2q5

1+|q2|2 1


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=

1 0 0

0 eπ(2ν2−ν4) − e−π(2ν2−ν4) |q6−q2q5|
2

(1+|q2|2)2 e−π(2ν2−ν4) q̄6−q̄2q̄5
1+|q2|2

0 −e−π(2ν2−ν4) q6−q2q5
1+|q2|2 e−π(2ν2−ν4)

 , z ∈ R+,

vψ(z) =

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 − q6−q2q5

1−|q5|2−|q6|2 1

 eπ(ν4−2ν5)σ̃

1 0 0
0 1 q̄6−q̄2q̄5

1−|q5|2−|q6|2
0 0 1


=

1 0 0

0 eπ(ν4−2ν5) eπ(ν4−2ν5) q̄6−q̄2q̄5
1−|q5|2−|q6|2

0 −eπ(ν4−2ν5) q6−q2q5
1−|q5|2−|q6|2 e−π(ν4−2ν5) − eπ(ν4−2ν5) |q6−q2q5|2

(1−|q5|2−|q6|2)2

 , z ∈ R−.

Using (A.5), it is a simple calculation to verify that vψ(z) is constant on the whole real
line. This implies that (∂zψ)ψ

−1 is an entire function. Note that

ψ(z) = (I +m
X,(2)
1 z−1 +O(z−2))zi(ν5−

ν4
2
)σ̃z

i(ν2− ν4
2
)σ̃

(0) e−
iz2

4
σ̃B(z) as z → ∞. (A.10)

Hence, assuming that the asymptotics can be differentiated termwise,

(∂zψ)ψ
−1 = − iz

2
σ̃ +

0 0 0

0 0 iβ
(2)
12

0 −iβ(2)21 0

 , (A.11)

for some β
(2)
12 , β

(2)
21 ∈ C. Differentiating a second time we get{

∂2zψ33 + ( z
2

4 − i
2 − β

(2)
12 β

(2)
21 )ψ33 = 0,

∂2zψ22 + ( z
2

4 + i
2 − β

(2)
12 β

(2)
21 )ψ22 = 0,

z ∈ C \ R.

By [26, Chapter 12],

ψ33(z) =

{
c1D−iν(e

3πi
4 z) + c2D−iν(e

−πi
4 z), Im z > 0,

c3D−iν(e
3πi
4 z) + c4D−iν(e

−πi
4 z), Im z < 0,

(A.12a)

ψ22(z) =

{
c5Diν(e

− 3πi
4 z) + c6Diν(e

πi
4 z), Im z > 0,

c7Diν(e
− 3πi

4 z) + c8Diν(e
πi
4 z), Im z < 0.

(A.12b)

for some constants {cj}81, where ν := β
(2)
12 β

(2)
21 and Dν denotes the parabolic cylinder func-

tion. The 23 and 32 entries of ψ can be found directly using (A.11):

ψ23(z) =
iψ′

33(z) +
z
2ψ33(z)

β
(2)
21

, ψ32(z) =
−iψ′

22(z) +
z
2ψ22(z)

β
(2)
12

,

where primes denote derivative with respect to z. Hence, we find

ψ =


1 0 0

0 ψ22
iψ′

33+
z
2
ψ33

β
(2)
21

0
−iψ′

22+
z
2
ψ22

β
(2)
12

ψ33

 , z ∈ C \ R. (A.13)

From (A.10), we obtain

ψ33(z) = z−i(ν5−
ν4
2
)z

−i(ν2− ν4
2
)

(0) e
iz2

4 (1 +O(z−1)) =

z−i(ν2+ν5−ν4)e
iz2

4 (1 +O(z−1)),

e−π(ν4−2ν2)z−i(ν2+ν5−ν4)e
iz2

4 (1 +O(z−1)),
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ψ22(z) = zi(ν5−
ν4
2
)z
i(ν2− ν4

2
)

(0) e−
iz2

4 (1 +O(z−1)) =

zi(ν2+ν5−ν4)e−
iz2

4 (1 +O(z−1)),

eπ(ν4−2ν2)zi(ν2+ν5−ν4)e−
iz2

4 (1 +O(z−1)),

as z → ∞, where in each bracket the first and second lines apply for arg z ∈ (ϵ, π − ϵ) and
arg z ∈ (−π + ϵ,−ϵ), respectively (for any ϵ ∈ (0, π2 )). Since

Dν(z) = zνe−
z2

4 (1 +O(z−2)),

as z → ∞, arg z ∈ (−3π
4 + ϵ, 3π4 − ϵ), these asymptotic formulas are consistent with (A.12)

provided that we choose ν = ν2 + ν5 − ν4 and

c1 = 0, c2 = e
πν
4 , c3 = e−

3πν
4 e−π(ν4−2ν2), c4 = 0,

c5 = e−
3πν
4 , c6 = 0, c7 = 0, c8 = e

πν
4 eπ(ν4−2ν2).

With this choice, we get

ψ33(z) =

{
e

πν
4 D−iν(e

−πi
4 z), Im z > 0,

e−
3πν
4 e−π(ν4−2ν2)D−iν(e

3πi
4 z), Im z < 0,

(A.14a)

ψ22(z) =

{
e−

3πν
4 Diν(e

− 3πi
4 z), Im z > 0,

e
πν
4 eπ(ν4−2ν2)Diν(e

πi
4 z), Im z < 0.

(A.14b)

and evaluation of the jump relation ψ+ = ψ−v
ψ at z = 0 then gives (A.8). The expressions

in (A.14) lead to an explicit formula for mX,(2) in terms of parabolic cylinder functions.
This expression was established under certain assumptions. However, it can now be verified
directly that the constructed function mX,(2)(z) indeed satisfies the stated RH problem and
the asymptotic formula (A.7). □
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