arXiv:2302.14593v1 [math.AP] 28 Feb 2023

DIRECT AND INVERSE SCATTERING FOR THE BOUSSINESQ EQUATION WITH SOLITONS

C. CHARLIER AND J. LENELLS

Abstract. In a recent paper, we developed an inverse scattering approach to the Boussinesq equation in the case when no solitons are present. In this paper, we extend this approach to include solutions with solitons.

AMS Subject Classification (2020): 35C08, 35G25, 35Q15, 37K40, 76B15. Keywords: Boussinesq equation, solitons, Riemann-Hilbert problem.

1. Introduction

In 1872, Joseph Boussinesq introduced an approximate model for the propagation of dispersive waves of small amplitude in shallow water [3]. In dimensionless units, this equation takes the form

u_{tt} = u_{xx} + (u^2)_{xx} + u_{xxxx}, (1.1)

where u(x, t) is a real-valued function and subscripts denote partial derivatives. The Boussinesq equation (1.1) is linearly unstable and is therefore also referred to as the “bad” Boussinesq equation. It was understood in the 1970’s that (1.1) is, at least formally, a completely integrable system. The construction of multi-soliton solutions of (1.1) by Hirota [7] and the derivation of a Lax pair by Zakharov [11] were the key steps leading to this understanding. Berryman [1] later showed that the solitons of (1.1) are linearly unstable (but left open the problem of their nonlinear stability). More recently, Bogdanov and Zakharov [2] studied solitons of (1.1) using a ¯∂-dressing method.

In [4], we developed an Inverse Scattering Transform (IST) approach to (1.1) in the case when no solitons are present. In particular, assuming no solitons, we obtained a representation formula for the solution of the initial value problem in terms of the solution of a 1 × 3 Riemann–Hilbert (RH) problem. The purpose of this paper is to extend these results to the case when solitons are present. The solitons correspond to zeros of certain spectral functions, and as is usual we will restrict ourselves to the generic case of a finite number of simple zeros. Our main results can be summarized as follows:

− Theorem 2.3 treats the direct problem: it shows how to construct appropriate scattering data from some given initial data {u_0(x) := u(x, 0), u_1(x) := u_t(x, 0)}.

− Theorem 2.6 solves the inverse problem: it shows that the solution u(x, t) can be recovered from the scattering data.

− Theorem 2.8 provides the solution of the initial value problem for (1.1) in the presence of solitons via inverse scattering.

− Theorem 2.9 is a blow-up result and Theorem 2.11 concerns the existence of global solutions with solitons.

Besides the objective of developing direct and inverse scattering transforms for the Boussinesq equation with solitons, an important motivation for this work is the larger goal of making progress on the soliton resolution conjecture for the Boussinesq equation. In fact, due to the ill-posedness of (1.1), the formulation of a soliton resolution conjecture for (1.1) requires some care, but roughly speaking, we expect that any generic solution of (1.1) within the 1

physically relevant class singled out by Assumption 2.10 below, eventually decomposes into a non-decaying soliton component superimposed on a decaying radiation component.

Another key motivation for the present paper is to cast light on the stability of soliton solutions of (1.1). We mentioned above that Berryman [1] proved that the solitons of (1.1) are linearly unstable. Berryman’s result is not surprising in light of the ill-posedness of (1.1). But it raises the question of whether the solitons of (1.1) can actually be observed. Equation (1.1) models the evolution of water waves [3] (see also e.g. [8]) and one would expect it to support soliton solutions that approximate Russell’s famous wave of translation, which is characterized by its remarkable stability [9]. So how can the solitons be linearly unstable? At the core of this apparent contradiction is the assumption made in the derivation of (1.1) that only low-frequency modes are present. Indeed, the ill-posedness of the Boussinesq equation is a consequence of the fact that high-frequency Fourier modes grow or decay exponentially in time. The solutions of (1.1) only remain good approximations of water waves as long as these high-frequency modes are suppressed. On the other hand, the nonlinearity of (1.1) makes arguments based on Fourier modes too simplistic. To treat the fully nonlinear problem, a more sophisticated analysis that incorporates the nonlinearity is required. The inverse scattering transform can be viewed as the construction of a nonlinear Fourier transform, and it is therefore perfectly suited to address this problem.

We intend to come back to the soliton resolution conjecture and to the stability of solitons for the Boussinesq equation in future publications.

The present paper is meant to be read in conjunction with [4]. Because of the similarities with [4, Sections 3–6], we will focus on novelties due to the presence of solitons, and we will omit proofs when they are identical (or very similar) to the corresponding proofs in [4]. Since the spectral problem associated to (1.1) is a third-order equation, the inclusion of solitons is not straightforward but involves several complications. Some of these complications are related to the fact that the basic eigenfunctions of the Lax pair, which we denote by X and Y , are not sufficient to construct a RH problem in the third-order case; it is also necessary to use another set of eigenfunctions, which we denote by X^A and Y^A. In the case of compactly supported initial data, the eigenfunctions X, Y, X^A, Y^A are defined in the whole complex plane except at isolated points, but in the general case the domains of definitions of their entries are much smaller. Much effort will be spent to handle these restricted domains of definition. In a few places, we will indicate how the arguments can be simplified in the case when the initial data has compact support.

Our main results are stated in Section 2. The direct and inverse scattering problems for (1.1) are treated in Sections 3 and 4, respectively. In the appendix, which is an important part of this work, we consider the regularity properties of the one-soliton solutions and single breather solutions of (1.1).

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

− D_ϵ(k) denotes the open disk of radius ϵ centered at a point k ∈ C . − S(R) denotes the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing functions on R. − κ_j = e^{πi(j−1)}3 , j = 1, . . . , 6, denote the sixth roots of unity, see Figure 1, and we let Q := {κ_j }^6_{j=1} and Q̂ := Q ∪ {0}.

− D_n, n = 1, . . . , 6, denote the open subsets of the complex plane shown in Figure 1. − Γ = ∪^9_{j=1}Γ_j denotes the contour shown and oriented as in Figure 1, and Γ̂_j = Γ_j ∪ ∂D denotes the union of Γ_j and the unit circle.

π 3Γ^8Γ_9 Γ7 Γ8 Γ9Γ7 Γ1Γ^2

Γ3Γ^4Γ5Γ_6 Γ4 Γ5 Γ6 Γ1Γ_2

Γ3 D1 D1 D2 D2 D3 D3 D4 D4 D5 D5 D_6 D6 π 3κ^1κ_2 κ3 κ4 κ5κ6

Figure 1. The contour Γ = ∪^9_{j=1}Γ_j in the complex k-plane (left) and the open sets D_n, n = 1, . . . , 6, together with the sixth roots of unity κ_j , j = 1, . . . , 6 (right).

2. Main results

Equation (1.1) can be rewritten as the system { v_t = u_x + (u^2)_x + u_{xxx}, u_t = v_x.

(2.1)

The initial value problems for (1.1) and (2.1) are equivalent, provided that the initial data u_1(x) := u_t(x, 0) satisfies the mass conservation condition ∫ R u_1(x)dx = 0. Physically, this condition ensures that the total mass ∫ R udx is conserved in time.

2.1. The direct problem. Let ω := e^{2πi}3 and define {l_j (k), z_j (k)}^3_{j=1} by

l_j(k) = i ω^jk + (ω^j k)^{−1} 2 √ 3 , z_j (k) = i

(ω^j k)^2 + (ω^j k)^{−2} 4 √ 3 , k ∈ C \ {0}. (2.2) Let P (k) and U(x, k) be given by

P (k) =

1 1 1 l_1(k) l_2(k) l_3(k) l_1(k)^2 l_2(k)^2 l_3(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 v_0(x) = ∫_x −∞ u_1(x^′)dx^′. Let X(x, k), X^A(x, k), Y (x, k), and Y^A(x, k) be the unique solutions of the Volterra integral equations X(x, k) = I − ∫_∞ x e^{(x−x′) ^L(k)}(UX)(x^′, k)dx^′, X^A(x, k) = I + ∫_∞ x e^{−(x−x′) ^L(k)}(U^T X^A)(x^′, k)dx^′, Y (x, k) = I + ∫_x −∞ e^{(x−x′) ^L(k)}(UY )(x^′, k)dx^′, Y^A(x, k) = I − ∫_x −∞ e^{−(x−x′) ^L(k)}(U^T Y^A)(x^′, k)dx^′, (2.3) ωSSω^2S ωSω^2S −ωS −S −ω^2S −ωS−S−ω^2S

Figure 2. The regions {±ω^j S}_{j=0,1,2}. The dots represent κ_j , j = 1, . . . , 6.

where L = diag (l_1, l_2, l_3), e^{L̂} is the operator which acts on a 3 × 3 matrix M by e^{L̂}M = e^LMe^{−L}, and U^T is the transpose of U. Define the scattering matrices s(k) and s^A(k) by s(k) = I − ∫ R e^{−x ^L(k)}(UX)(x, k)dx, s^A(k) = I + ∫ R e^{x ^L(k)}(U^T X^A)(x, k)dx. (2.4) The scattering data for the Boussinesq equation includes two spectral functions r_1(k) and r_2(k) which are defined by { r_1(k) =^{(s(k))12}

(s(k))_{11} , k ∈

Γ̂_1 \ Q̂,

r_2(k) =^{(sA(k))12}

(s^A(k))_{11} , k ∈

Γ̂_4 \ Q̂, (2.5)

where the set Q̂ and the contours Γ̂_j = Γ_j ∪ ∂D were defined in Section 1.1.

2.1.1. Solitons. Solitons correspond to zeros of the functions s_{11}(k) and s^A_{11}(k) appearing in the denominators in (2.5). It follows from [4, Propositions 3.5 and 3.9] that s_{11} and s^A_{11} have smooth extensions to ω^2Ŝ \ Q̂ and −ω^2Ŝ \ Q̂, respectively, where Ŝ := ∂D ∪ S̄ and S is the interior of D̄_3 ∪ D̄_4 (see Figure 2). For simplicity, we will restrict ourselves to the generic case where the zeros of s_{11} and s^A_{11} do not lie on the contour Γ. The symmetries s_{11}(k) = s_{11}(ω/k) and s^A_{11}(k) = s_{11}(k̄^{−1}) (which follow from [4, Propositions 3.5 and 3.9]) then imply that it is enough to consider the zeros of s_{11} in D_2.

We split the open set D_2 into three parts: D_2 = D_{reg} ⊔ D_{sing} ⊔ (D_2 ∩ R), where D_2 ∩ R = (−1, 0) ∪ (1, ∞) and

D_{reg} := D_2 ∩ ( {k | |k| > 1, Im k > 0} ∪ {k | |k| < 1, Im k < 0} ) , D_{sing} := D_2 ∩ ( {k | |k| > 1, Im k < 0} ∪ {k | |k| < 1, Im k > 0} ) . Furthermore, we denote the right and left parts of D_{reg} by D^R_{reg} and D^L_{reg}, respectively, and similarly for D_{sing}, see Figure 3. It turns out that − simple zeros of s_{11}(k) in D^R_{reg} correspond to right-moving breather solitons, − simple zeros of s_{11}(k) in D^L_{reg} correspond to left-moving breather solitons, − simple zeros of s_{11}(k) in (1, ∞) correspond to right-moving solitons, − simple zeros of s_{11}(k) in (−1, 0) correspond to left-moving solitons.

One may also consider the solitons of (1.1) generated by zeros of s_{11} in D_{sing}; however, we will show in the appendix (see Lemma A.4) that the solitons generated by such zeros are singular. More precisely, simple zeros of s_{11}(k) in D^R_{sing} and D^L_{sing} correspond to singular right- and left-moving breathers, respectively, where singular means that the solution is not

D^L_{reg}DR_{reg} D^L_{sing}D^Rsing

Figure 3. The open regions D^R_{reg}, D^L_{reg}, D^R_{sing}, and D^L_{sing}.

smooth as a function of x ∈ R but has poles on the real axis when viewed as a function of x for any fixed t.

In fact, some of the solitons generated by zeros of s_{11}(k) in (−1, 0)∪(1, ∞) are also singular. In the appendix (see Lemma A.3), we will derive a condition that exactly characterizes the zeros that give rise to non-singular solitons.

2.1.2. Scattering data. In addition to the functions r_1 and r_2, the scattering data includes the set Z of zeros of s_{11} and a set of corresponding residue constants {c_{k0} }_{k0∈Z} ⊂ C . In the case of compactly supported initial data u_0 and v_0, the residue constants are defined by

c_{k0} := { −^{s13(k0)}

ṡ_{11}(k_0) , k0 ∈ Z \ R,

−^{s12(k0)}

ṡ_{11}(k_0) , k0 ∈ Z ∩ R.

(2.6)

If u_0 and v_0 do not have compact support, then the entries of the matrix-valued function s(k) have limited domains of definition so the quantities s_{13}(k_0) and s_{12}(k_0) in (2.6) are in general not well-defined. Thus the following more complicated definition of the c_{k0} is required in the general case: Define the vector-valued function w(x, k) by w = Y^A_{21}X^A_{32} − Y^A_{31}X^A_{22} Y^A_{31}X^A_{12} − Y^A_{11}X^A_{32} Y^A_{11}X^A_{22} − Y^A_{21}X^A_{12}

. (2.7)

If k_0 ∈ Z \ R, then c_{k0} is defined as the unique complex constant such that w(x, k_0) ṡ_{11}(k_0)

= c_{k0} e^{(l1(k0)−l3(k0))x}[X(x, k_0)]_1 for all x ∈ R. (2.8a)

If k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, then c_{k0} is defined as the unique complex constant such that

[Y (x, k_0)]_2 ṡ^A_{22}(k_0)

= c_{k0} e^{(l1 (k0)−l2(k0))x}[X(x, k_0)]_1 for all x ∈ R. (2.8b)

We will show in Theorem 2.3 that the c_{k0} are indeed well-defined by these relations.

2.1.3. Assumptions. As mentioned above, we will show in the appendix that the breather solitons generated by zeros of s_{11} in D_{sing} are singular. We will also show that a zero k_0 of s_{11}(k) in (−1, 0) ∪ (1, ∞) gives rise to a non-singular soliton if and only if the associated residue constant c_{k0} ∈ C obeys the condition i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)c_{k0} /∈ (−∞, 0), see Lemma A.3.

We will restrict ourselves to the case when s_{11}(k) has a finite number of simple zeros corresponding to non-singular solitons. More precisely, our results will be valid under the following assumption.

Assumption 2.1 (Solitons). Assume that s_{11}(k) has a simple zero at each point in Z, where Z ⊂ D_{reg} ∪ (−1, 0) ∪ (1, ∞) is a set of finite cardinality, and that s_{11}(k) has no other zeros in k ∈ (D̄_2 ∪ ∂D ) \ Q̂. If k_0 ∈ Z \ R, then we also assume that s^A_{22}(k_0) ≠ 0. If k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, then we also assume that i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)c_{k0} /∈ (−∞, 0).

The symmetries s_{11}(k) = s_{11}(ω/k) and s^A_{11}(k) = s_{11}(k̄^{−1}) imply that if Assumption 2.1 holds then s_{11} is nonzero on ω^2Ŝ \(Q̂∪Z∪ωZ^{−1}) and s^A_{11} is nonzero on −ω^2Ŝ \(Q̂∪Z^{−∗} ∪ωZ^∗), where Z^{−1} is the image of Z under the map k → k^{−1}, Z^∗ is the image of Z under the map k → k, and Z^{−∗} := (Z^∗)^{−1}.

We further assume that the spectral functions s(k), s^A(k) have generic behavior at k = ±1. Assumption 2.2 (Generic behavior at k = ±1). Assume 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⋆} s^A(k)_{13} ≠ 0, lim_{k→k⋆} s^A(k)_{33} ≠ 0.

2.1.4. Statement of the theorem. The following is our main result on the direct scattering problem for (1.1).

Theorem 2.3 (Direct scattering). Suppose u_0, v_0 ∈ S(R) are two real-valued functions such that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold. Then the associated scattering data {r_1(k), r_2(k), Z, {c_{k0} }_{k0∈Z}} defined by (2.5) and (2.8) are well-defined and satisfy the following properties:

(i) r_1 and r_2 admit extensions such that r_1 ∈ C^∞(Γ̂_1)^1 and r_2 ∈ C^∞(Γ̂_4 \ {ω^2, −ω^2}). (ii) r_1(k) is bounded on the whole unit circle, and r_1(κ_j ) ≠ 0 for j = 1, . . . , 6. r_2(k) has simple poles at k = ω^2 and k = −ω^2, and simple zeros at k = ω and k = −ω. Furthermore, r_1(1) = r_1(−1) = 1, r_2(1) = r_2(−1) = −1. (2.9) (iii) r_1(k) and r_2(k) are rapidly decreasing as |k| → ∞, i.e., for each integer N ≥ 0, max j=0,1,...,N sup_{k∈Γ1}(1 + |k|)^N |∂^j_kr_1(k)| < ∞, max_{j=0,1,...,N} sup_{k∈Γ4}(1 + |k|)^N |∂^j_kr_2(k)| < ∞. (2.10) (iv) For all k ∈ ∂D \ {−ω, ω}, we have r_1(^1_{ωk} ) + r_2(ωk) + r_1(ω^2k)r_2(^1_k ) = 0. (2.11) In fact, (2.11) is also equivalent to any of the following two relations:

r_2(k) = r_1(ωk)r_1(ω^2k) − r_1(^1_k ) 1 − r_1(ωk)r_1(^1_{ωk} )

, r_1(k) = r_2(ωk)r_2(ω^2k) − r_2(^1_k ) 1 − r_2(ωk)r_2(^1_{ωk} )

. (2.12)

(v) r_1 and r_2 are related by the symmetry r_2(k) = r̃(k)r_1(k̄^{−1}) for all k ∈ Γ̂_4 \ {0, ω^2, −ω^2}, (2.13) where r̃(k) := ω^2 − k^2 1 − ω^2k^2 for k ∈ C \ {ω^2, −ω^2}. (2.14)

1At k_⋆ = ±i, the notation r_1 ∈ C∞(Γ̂_1) indicates that r_1 has derivatives to all orders along each subcontour of Γ̂1 emanating from k⋆ and that these derivatives have consistent finite limits as k → k⋆.

(vi) Z is a finite subset of D_{reg} ∪ (−1, 0) ∪ (1, ∞) and {c_{k0} }_{k0∈Z} ⊂ C . (vii) For every k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, the residue constant c_{k0} satisfies the positivity condition

i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)c_{k0} ≥ 0. (2.15)

The proof of Theorem 2.3 is presented in Section 3.3.

2.2. The inverse problem. We now consider the inverse problem of reconstructing the solution {u(x, t), v(x, t)} from the scattering data. Our solution of the inverse problem involves a row-vector RH problem, whose jump matrix is defined on a contour Γ in the complex k-plane and is expressed in terms of r_1(k) and r_2(k). The solution n(x, t, k) of this RH problem has poles at the points in Ẑ, where

Ẑ := Z ∪ Z^∗ ∪ ωZ ∪ ωZ^∗ ∪ ω^2Z ∪ ω^2Z^∗ ∪ Z^{−1} ∪ Z^{−∗} ∪ ωZ^{−1} ∪ ωZ^{−∗} ∪ ω^2Z^{−1} ∪ ω^2Z^{−∗},

with Z^{−1} = {k^{−1}_0 | k_0 ∈ Z}, Z^∗ = {k̄_0 | k_0 ∈ Z}, and Z^{−∗} = {k̄^{−1}_0 | k_0 ∈ Z}. The residue conditions for n at the points in Ẑ are expressed in terms of the residue constants {c_{k0} }_{k0∈Z}.

To state the RH problem for n, let θ_{ij}(x, t, k) for 1 ≤ j < i ≤ 3 be complex-valued functions given by

θ_{ij}(x, t, k) = (l_i(k) − l_j (k))x + (z_i(k) − z_j (k))t, (2.16)

where {l_j (k), z_j (k)}^3_{j=1} are defined by (2.2). The jump matrix v(x, t, k) is defined for k ∈ Γ by v_1 =

1 −r_1(k)e^{−θ21} 0 r_1(^1_k )e^{θ21} 1 − r_1(k)r_1(^1_k ) 0

0 0 1

, v_2 =

1 0 0 0 1 − r_2(ωk)r_2(^1_{ωk} ) −r_2(^1_{ωk} )e^{−θ32} 0 r_2(ωk)e^{θ32} 1 ,

v_3 =

1 − r_1(ω^2k)r_1(^1_{ω2k} ) 0 r_1(^1_{ω2k} )e^{−θ31} 0 1 0 −r_1(ω^2k)e^{θ31} 0 1

, v_4 =

1 − r_2(k)r_2(^1_k ) −r_2(^1_k )e^{−θ21} 0 r_2(k)e^{θ21} 1 0 0 0 1 ,

v_5 =

1 0 0 0 1 −r_1(ωk)e^{−θ32} 0 r_1(^1_{ωk} )e^{θ32} 1 − r_1(ωk)r_1(^1_{ωk} )

, v_6 =

1 0 r_2(ω^2k)e^{−θ31} 0 1 0 −r_2(^1_{ω2k} )e^{θ31} 0 1 − r_2(ω^2k)r_2(^1_{ω2k} ) ,

v_7 =

1 −r_1(k)e^{−θ21} r_2(ω^2k)e^{−θ31} −r_2(k)e^{θ21} 1 + r_1(k)r_2(k) ( r_2(^1_{ωk} ) − r_2(k)r_2(ω^2k) ) e^{−θ32} r_1(ω^2k)e^{θ31} ( r_1(^1_{ωk} ) − r_1(k)r_1(ω^2k) ) e^{θ32} f(ω^2k) ,

v_8 = f(k) r_1(k)e^{−θ21} ( r_1(^1_{ω2k} ) − r_1(k)r_1(ωk) ) e^{−θ31} r_2(k)e^{θ21} 1 −r_1(ωk)e^{−θ32} ( r_2(^1_{ω2 k} ) − r_2(ωk)r_2(k) ) e^{θ31} −r_2(ωk)e^{θ32} 1 + r_1(ωk)r_2(ωk) ,

v_9 =

1 + r_1(ω^2k)r_2(ω^2k) ( r_2(^1_k ) − r_2(ωk)r_2(ω^2k) ) e^{−θ21} −r_2(ω^2k)e^{−θ31} ( r_1(^1_k ) − r_1(ωk)r_1(ω^2k) ) e^{θ21} f(ωk) r_1(ωk)e^{−θ32} −r_1(ω^2k)e^{θ31} r_2(ωk)e^{θ32} 1 , (2.17)

where v_j denotes the restriction of v to Γ_j, and

f(k) := 1 + r_1(k)r_2(k) + r_1(^1_{ω2k} )r_2(^1_{ω2k} ), k ∈ ∂D . (2.18)

Let Γ_⋆ = {iκ_j }^6_{j=1} ∪ {0} be the set of intersection points of Γ.

RH problem 2.4 (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 ∪ Ẑ) → C^{1×3} 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, they are related by n_+(x, t, k) = n_−(x, t, k)v(x, t, k) for k ∈ Γ \ Γ_⋆. (2.19) (c) n(x, t, k) = O(1) as k → k_⋆ ∈ Γ_⋆. (d) For k ∈ C \ (Γ ∪ Ẑ), n obeys the symmetries n(x, t, k) = n(x, t, ωk)A^{−1} = n(x, t, k^{−1})B, (2.20) where A and B are the matrices defined by

A :=

0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 and B :=

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1

. (2.21)

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

(f) At each point of Ẑ, two entries of n are analytic while one entry has (at most) a simple pole. The following residue conditions hold at the points in Ẑ: for each k_0 ∈ Z \ R, Res_{k=k0}n_3(k) = c_{k0} e^{−θ31(k0)}n_1(k_0), Res_{k=ωk0}n_2(k) = ωc_{k0} e^{−θ31(k0)}n_3(ωk_0), Res k=ω^2k_0

n_1(k) = ω^2c_{k0} e^{−θ31 (k0)}n_2(ω^2k_0), Res_{k=k−1} 0 n_3(k) = −k^{−2}_0 c_{k0} e^{−θ31(k0)}n_2(k^{−1}_0 ), Res k=ω^2k^{−1}_0

n_1(k) = −^{ω2}_{k20} c_{k0} e^{−θ31(k0)}n_3(ω^2k^{−1}_0 ), Res_{k=ωk−1} 0 n_2(k) = −^ω_{k20} c_{k0} e^{−θ31(k0)}n_1(ωk^{−1}_0 ),

Res_{k=k̄0}n_2(k) = d_{k0} e^{θ32 (k̄0)}n_3(k̄_0), Res_{k=ωk̄0}n_1(k) = ωd_{k0} e^{θ32(k̄0)}n_2(ωk̄_0), Res k=ω^2k̄_0

n_3(k) = ω^2d_{k0} e^{θ32 (k̄0)}n_1(ω^2k̄_0), Res_{k=k̄−1} 0 n_1(k) = −k̄^{−2}_0 d_{k0} e^{θ32(k̄0)}n_3(k̄^{−1}_0 ), Res k=ω^2k̄^{−1}_0

n_2(k) = −^{ω2}_{k̄20} d_{k0} e^{θ32 (k̄0)}n_1(ω^2k̄^{−1}_0 ), Res_{k=ωk̄−1} 0 n_3(k) = −^ω_{k̄20} d_{k0} e^{θ32(k̄0)}n_2(ωk̄^{−1}_0 ), (2.22) and, for each k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, Res_{k=k0}n_2(k) = c_{k0} e^{−θ21(k0)}n_1(k_0), Res_{k=ωk0}n_1(k) = ωc_{k0} e^{−θ21(k0)}n_3(ωk_0), Res k=ω^2k_0

n_3(k) = ω^2c_{k0} e^{−θ21 (k0)}n_2(ω^2k_0), Res_{k=k−1} 0 n_1(k) = −k^{−2}_0 c_{k0} e^{−θ21(k0)}n_2(k^{−1}_0 ), Res k=ω^2k^{−1}_0

n_2(k) = −^{ω2}_{k20} c_{k0} e^{−θ21(k0)}n_3(ω^2k^{−1}_0 ), Res_{k=ωk−1} 0 n_3(k) = −^ω_{k20} c_{k0} e^{−θ21(k0)}n_1(ωk^{−1}_0 ), (2.23) where the (x, t)-dependence of n and of θ_{ij} has been suppressed for brevity and the complex constants d_{k0} are defined for k_0 ∈ Z \ R by

d_{k0} := k̄2_0 − 1 ω^2(ω^2 − k̄^2_0 ) c̄_{k0} . (2.24)

For simplicity, we will only deal with Schwartz class solutions in this paper. Definition 2.5. Let T ∈ (0, ∞]. We say that {u(x, t), v(x, t)} is a Schwartz class solution of (2.1) on R × [0, T ) with initial data u_0, v_0 ∈ S(R) if

(i) u, v are smooth real-valued functions of (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ). (ii) u, v satisfy (2.1) for (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ) and u(x, 0) = u_0(x), v(x, 0) = v_0(x), x ∈ R.

(iii) u, v have rapid decay as |x| → ∞ in the sense that, for each integer N ≥ 1 and each τ ∈ [0, T ), sup_{x∈R} t∈[0,τ ] N∑ i=0 (1 + |x|)^N (|∂^i_xu| + |∂^i_xv|) < ∞.

2.2.1. Statement of the theorem. We showed in Theorem 2.3 that initial data in the Schwartz class satisfying Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 give rise to scattering data with the properties (i)– (vii) of Theorem 2.3. Our next theorem establishes a converse of this result, namely it constructs a map from the set of scattering data satisfying (i)–(vii) of Theorem 2.3 to the class of Schwartz class solutions {u(x, t), v(x, t)} of the Boussinesq system (2.1).

Theorem 2.6 (Inverse scattering). Let {r_1(k), r_2(k), Z, {c_{k0} }_{k0∈Z}} be scattering data satisfying properties (i)–(vii) of Theorem 2.3. Define T ∈ (0, ∞] by

T := sup { t ≥ 0 | e^{|k|} 2 t 4 r_1(1/k) and its derivatives are rapidly decreasing as Γ_1 ∋ k → ∞ } . (2.25)

Then RH problem 2.4 has a unique solution n(x, t, k) for each (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ) and the function n^{(1)}_3 defined by n^{(1)}_3 (x, t) := lim_{k→∞} k(n_3(x, t, k) − 1)

is well-defined and smooth for (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ). Moreover, {u(x, t), v(x, t)} defined by { u(x, t) = −i √ 3^∂_{∂x} n^{(1)}_3 (x, t), v(x, t) = −i √ 3^∂_{∂t} n^{(1)}_3 (x, t),

(2.26)

is a Schwartz class solution of (2.1) on R × [0, T ).

The proof of Theorem 2.6 is given in Section 4.

2.3. Solution of the initial value problem for (1.1). Recalling the relation between (1.1) and the system (2.1), and using the solutions of both the direct and inverse problems, we can solve the initial value problem for the Boussinesq equation (1.1).

Definition 2.7. Let T ∈ (0, ∞]. We say that u(x, t) is a Schwartz class solution of (1.1) on R × [0, T ) with initial data u_0, u_1 ∈ S(R) if

(i) u is a smooth real-valued functions of (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ). (ii) u satisfies (1.1) for (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ) and

u(x, 0) = u_0(x), u_t(x, 0) = u_1(x), x ∈ R.

(iii) u has rapid decay as |x| → ∞ in the sense that, for each integer N ≥ 1 and each τ ∈ [0, T ), sup_{x∈R} t∈[0,τ ] N∑ i=0 (1 + |x|)^N |∂^i_xu(x, t)| < ∞.

Theorem 2.8 (Solution of (1.1) via inverse scattering). Let u_0, u_1 ∈ S(R) be real-valued and suppose that ∫ R u_1(x)dx = 0. (2.27)

Let v_0(x) = ∫_x −∞ u_1(x^′)dx^′ and suppose u_0, v_0 are such that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold.

Define the spectral functions r_j (k), j = 1, 2, in terms of u_0, v_0 by (2.5). Define T ∈ (0, ∞] by (2.25). Then the initial value problem for (1.1) with initial data u_0, u_1 has a unique Schwartz class solution u(x, t) on R × [0, T ). Moreover, u(x, t) can be recovered from the solution n(x, t, k) of RH problem 2.4 via the representation formula (2.26) for any (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ).

Proof. The key step is to show that the inverse scattering map of Theorem 2.6 at t = 0 is the inverse of the direct scattering map of Theorem 2.3. The proof of this fact is based on Proposition 3.9 and is analogous to the proof of [4, Theorem 2.8]. □

2.4. Blow-up. It follows from Theorem 2.6 that the solution u(x, t) of (2.1) exists at least as long as t < T where T is defined by (2.25). Our next theorem, whose proof is identical to the proof of [4, Theorem 2.9], reveals that the solution in fact ceases to exist at t = T if T < ∞. Theorem 2.9 (Blow-up). Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.6, if T defined by (2.25) satisfies T < ∞, then the Schwartz class solution {u(x, t), v(x, t)} defined in (2.26) blows up at time T .

More precisely, Theorem 2.9 states that there exists no Schwartz class solution {ũ, ṽ} of (2.1) on [0, T̃ ) with T̃ > T which coincides with {u, v} for t ∈ [0, T ).

2.5. Global solutions. Global solutions of (1.1) are obtained by assuming the following.

Assumption 2.10. The function r_1 : Γ̂_1 \ Q̂ → C satisfies r_1(k) = 0 for all k ∈ [0, i], where [0, i] denotes the vertical segment from 0 to i.

Assumption 2.10 implies that T = ∞ in (2.25) and therefore that the solution exists globally. The following theorem follows directly from Theorem 2.8.

Theorem 2.11 (Global solutions). Let u_0, u_1 ∈ S(R) be such that the assumptions of Theorem 2.8 are fulfilled. Assume also that Assumption 2.10 holds. Then the initial value problem for (1.1) with initial data u_0, u_1 has a unique global Schwartz class solution u(x, t). Moreover, u(x, t) can be recovered from the solution n(x, t, k) of RH problem 2.4 via the representation formula (2.26) for any (x, t) ∈ R × [0, ∞).

Finally, for completeness, we also state the following lemma, which will be used in [5] to obtain the long-time asymptotics of the solution in the presence of solitons. The proof is identical to [4, Proof of Lemma 2.13].

Lemma 2.12 (Inequalities satisfied by the spectral functions). Suppose u_0, v_0 ∈ S(R) are such that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold. Let {r_j }^2_1 be the associated reflection coefficients defined in (2.5).

(i) The function f : ∂D → C defined in (2.18) satisfies

(a) f(k) ≥ 0 for all k ∈ ∂D , (b) f(k) = 0 if and only if k ∈ {±1, ±ω}, and (c) f(k) ≤ 1 for all k ∈ ∂D with arg k ∈ (2π/3, π) ∪ (5π/3, 2π).

(ii) 1 + r_1(k)r_2(k) > 0 for all k ∈ ∂D with arg k ∈ (π/3, π) ∪ (4π/3, 2π). (iii) −^1_{2π} ln(1 + r_1(k)r_2(k)) ≥ 0 for all k ∈ ∂D with arg k ∈ (5π/3, 2π). (iv) The functions ν̂_1, ν̂_2 : ∂D → C defined by

ν̂_1(k) := ν_3(k) − ν_1(k), ν̂_2(k) = ν_2(k) + ν_3(k) − ν_4(k), (2.28)

where

ν_1(k) := − 1 2π ln(1 + r_1(ωk)r_2(ωk)), ν_2(k) := − 1 2π ln(1 + r_1(ω^2k)r_2(ω^2k)),

ν_3(k) := − 1 2π ln(f(ωk)), ν_4(k) := − 1 2π ln(f(ω^2k)). (2.29)

satisfy ν̂_1(k) ≥ 0 for all k ∈ ∂D with arg k ∈ (5π/3, 2π), and ν̂_2(k) ≥ 0 for all k ∈ ∂D with arg k ∈ (π, 4π/3).

3. The direct problem

Given initial data u_0, v_0 such that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold, we will construct a solution M(x, t, k) of a 3 × 3-matrix RH problem. Then we will obtain a solution n(x, t, k) of RH problem 2.4 by setting n = (1, 1, 1)M. Our main goals are to prove Theorem 2.3 and Proposition 3.9; the latter is a key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 2.8.

The construction of M and n was carried out in [4, Subsection 3.10] in the solitonless case. In what follows, proofs that are only minimally affected by the presence of solitons are omitted. In particular, various properties of X, Y, X^A, Y^A, s, s^A were established in [4, Propositions 3.2–3.9] in the case when no solitons are present. These propositions from [4] hold also under Assumption 2.1, i.e. in the presence of solitons, with the same proofs. To avoid repetition, we will not reproduce the statements of these propositions here.

3.1. Lax pair. The system (2.1) is the compatibility condition of the Lax pair equations { X_x − [L, X] = UX, X_t − [Z, X] = VX, (3.1)

where L := diag(l_1, l_2, l_3), Z := diag(z_1, z_2, z_3),

U := L − L, V := Z − Z, L := P^{−1}L̃P, Z := P^{−1}Z̃P, (3.2)

L̃ :=

0 1 0 0 0 1 λ 12i √ 3 −^{ux}_4 −^{iv}_4^√_3 −^{1+2u}_4 0 , Z̃ := −i^{1+2u}_2^√_3 0 −i √ 3 −^λ_{12} − i^{ux}_4^√_3 −^v_4 i^{1+2u}_4^√_3 0 −i^{uxx}_4^√_3 −^{vx}_4 −^λ_{12} +^{iux}_4^√_3 −^v_4 i^{1+2u}_4^√_3

and λ = (k^3 + k^{−3})/2.

3.2. Construction of M for t = 0. We start by constructing M at time t = 0. We let M_n be the restriction of M to the open region D_n, n = 1, . . . , 6. For each n = 1, . . . , 6, we define M_n(x, 0, k) for k ∈ D_n \ Q̂ as the 3 × 3-matrix valued solution of the following system of Fredholm integral equations:

(M_n)_{ij} (x, 0, k) = δ_{ij} + ∫ γ^n_{ij} ( e^{(x−x′) ^L(k)}(UM_n)(x^′, 0, k) ) ij dx^′, i, j = 1, 2, 3, (3.3) where γ^n_{ij}, n = 1, . . . , 6, i, j = 1, 2, 3, are defined by γ^n_{ij} = { (−∞, x), Re l_i(k) < Re l_j (k), (+∞, x), Re l_i(k) ≥ Re l_j (k), for k ∈ D_n. (3.4)

The definition (3.3) of M_n is extended by continuity to the boundary of D_n. Let Z be the zero set of the Fredholm determinants associated with (3.3).

Proposition 3.1. If u_0, v_0 ∈ S(R), then the following hold:

(a) The function M_n(x, 0, k) is defined for x ∈ R and k ∈ D̄_n \ (Q̂ ∪ Z). For each k ∈ D̄_n \ (Q̂ ∪ Z), M_n(·, 0, k) is smooth and satisfies (M_n)_x − [L, M_n] = UM_n.

(b) For each x ∈ R, M_n(x, 0, ·) is continuous for k ∈ D̄_n \ (Q̂ ∪ Z) and analytic for k ∈ D_n \ (Q̂ ∪ Z). (c) For each ϵ > 0, there exists a C = C(ϵ) such that |M_n(x, 0, k)| ≤ C for x ∈ R and for all k ∈ D̄_n with dist(k, Q̂ ∪ Z) ≥ ϵ.

(d) For each x ∈ R and each integer j ≥ 1, ∂^j_kM_n(x, 0, ·) has a continuous extension to D̄_n \ (Q̂ ∪ Z).

(e) det M_n(x, 0, k) = 1 for x ∈ R and k ∈ D̄_n \ (Q̂ ∪ Z).

(f) For each x ∈ R, the sectionally meromorphic function M(x, 0, k) defined by M(x, 0, k) = M_n(x, 0, k) for k ∈ D_n satisfies the symmetries M(x, 0, k) = AM(x, 0, ωk)A^{−1} = BM(x, 0, k^{−1})B, k ∈ C \ (Q̂ ∪ Z), (3.5a) (M^A)(x, 0, k̄) = { u_0(x) 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 + R(k)^{−1} } M(x, 0, k)R(k), k ∈ C \ (Q̂ ∪ Z), (3.5b)

where M^A := (M^{−1})^T and

R(k) := −4k^2

0^ω

(k^2−1)(k^2−ω^2) 0 ω^2 (k^2−1)(k^2−ω) 0 0

0 0^1_{(k2−ω)(k2−ω2)}

. (3.6)

In the solitonless case, the behavior of M as k → ∞ and as k → ±1 was described in [4, Lemmas 3.12 and 3.18]. The presence of solitons does not affect these lemmas, which we do not reproduce here.

Lemma 3.2 (Jump condition for M). Let u_0, v_0 ∈ S(R). For each x ∈ R, M(x, 0, k) satisfies the jump condition M_+(x, 0, k) = M_−(x, 0, k)v(x, 0, k), k ∈ Γ \ (Q̂ ∪ Z), where v is the jump matrix defined in (2.17).

Lemma 3.3. Let u_0, v_0 ∈ S(R). The functions M_2 and M^A_2 = (M^{−1}_2 )^T can be expressed in terms of the entries of X, Y, X^A, Y^A, s, and s^A as follows:

M_2 =

X_{11}^{Y12}_{sA22}^{Y A21 XA32−Y A31XA22}

s_{11}

X_{21}^{Y22}_{sA22}^{Y A31 XA12−Y A11XA32}

s_{11}

X_{31}^{Y32}_{sA22}^{Y A11 XA22−Y A21XA12}

s_{11}

, M^A_2 =

Y^A_{11} s_{11} X A 12 X_{21}Y_{32}−X_{31}Y_{22} s^A_{22} Y^A_{21} s_{11} X A 22 X_{31}Y_{12}−X_{11}Y_{32} s^A_{22} Y^A_{31} s_{11} X A 32 X_{11}Y_{22}−X_{21}Y_{12} s^A_{22}

, (3.7)

for all x ∈ R and k ∈ D̄_2 \ (Q̂ ∪ Z).

Lemma 3.4. Suppose u_0, v_0 ∈ S(R) are such that Assumption 2.1 holds. Then the statements of Proposition 3.1 and Lemmas 3.2-3.3 hold with Z replaced by Ẑ.

Proof. Since u_0, v_0 satisfy Assumption 2.1, Lemma 3.3 implies that M has no singularities apart from k = κ_j , j = 1, . . . , 6, and from k ∈ Z. Indeed, s^A_{11}(k) ≠ 0 for k ∈ D̄_5 \(Q̂∪Z^{−∗}) so s^A_{22}(k) = s^A_{11}(1/k) ≠ 0 for k ∈ D̄_2\(Q̂∪Z^∗) and thus M_2 has no singularities in D̄_2\(Q∪Z∪Z^∗). Using the symmetries (3.5a), we then infer that M_n has no singularities in D̄_n \ (Q ∪ Ẑ) for any n. Thus, for any n, M_n(x, 0, k) can be extended to any k ∈ (Z ∩ D̄_n) \ (Q ∪ Ẑ) by continuity, from which the claim follows. □

The following symmetry relation proved in [4, Proposition 3.9(h)] will be useful in the sequel:

s^A(k̄) = R(k)^{−1}s(k)R(k) for k ∈ ω^2Ŝ Γ̂_1 Γ̂_3 Γ̂_1 ωŜ Γ̂_5 Γ̂_3 Γ̂_5 Ŝ \ Q̂. (3.8)

More explicitly, we can write the relation in (3.8) as

m_{11}(s(k̄)) −m_{12}(s(k̄)) m_{13}(s(k̄)) −m_{21}(s(k̄)) m_{22}(s(k̄)) −m_{23}(s(k̄)) m_{31}(s(k̄)) −m_{32}(s(k̄)) m_{33}(s(k̄)) = s_{22}(k) r̃(^1_k )s_{21}(k) r̃(ωk)s_{23}(k) r̃(k)s_{12}(k) s_{11}(k) r̃(^1_{ω2k} )s_{13}(k) r̃(^1_{ωk} )s_{32}(k) r̃(ω^2k)s_{31}(k) s_{33}(k) ,

where r̃(k) is given in (2.14) and m_{jk}(s(k̄)) denotes the (jk)th minor of the matrix s(k̄).

The next lemma will be used in the proof of Theorem 2.3.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose u_0, v_0 ∈ S(R) are compactly supported and that s_{11} has a simple zero at some k_0 ∈ D_2 ∩ R. Then s_{13}(k_0) = s_{31}(k_0) = 0 and i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)^{s12(k0)}_{ṡ11(k0)} ∈ R. Proof. Since u_0, v_0 have compact support, all entries of s(k) are defined and analytic for k ∈ C \ Q̂ and the symmetry relation (3.8) holds for all k ∈ C \ Q̂.

Since s_{11}(k_0) = 0 and k_0 is real, we see from (3.8) that m_{22}(s(k)) = s_{11}(k)s_{33}(k) − s_{13}(k)s_{31}(k) also has a zero at k_0. Thus we must have either s_{13}(k_0) = 0 or s_{31}(k_0) = 0. Suppose first that s_{13}(k_0) = 0. Then, using (3.8) again, m_{23}(k_0) = 0. But m_{23} = s_{11}s_{32} − s_{12}s_{31}, so we conclude that either s_{12} or s_{31} must vanish at k_0. If s_{12}(k_0) = 0, then the first row of s(k) would vanish at k_0, which contradicts the fact that det s(k) is identically equal to 1. So we must have s_{31}(k_0) = 0. A similar argument shows that s_{13}(k_0) = 0 if s_{31}(k_0) = 0. It follows that both s_{13} and s_{31} vanish at k_0.

To prove the last assertion, we employ the R-symmetry (3.8) twice and the fact that s_{13}(k_0) = s_{31}(k_0) = 0 to get

i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω) s_{12}(k_0) ṡ_{11}(k_0)

= −i(ωk^2_0 − ω^2) s_{12}(k_0) ṡ_{11}(k_0) = i(ωk^2_0 − ω^2) r̃(k_0) m_{21}(s(k_0)) ∂_km_{22}(s(k_0))

= i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω) s_{12}s_{33} − s_{13}s_{32} ∂_k(s_{11}s_{33} − s_{13}s_{31}) | | |_{k=k0} = i(ω^2k^20 − ω) s_{12}(k_0) ṡ_{11}(k_0) , which gives the desired conclusion. □ 3.3. Proof of Theorem 2.3. By Assumption 2.1, the set Z ∩ Γ is empty. Hence the proof of properties (i)–(v) is identical to [4, Proof of Theorem 2.3 (i)–(v)].

Let us prove (vi). By Assumption 2.1, Z is a finite subset of D_{reg} ∪ (−1, 0) ∪ (1, ∞). We need to show that the complex constants {c_{k0} }_{k0∈Z} are well-defined by (2.8).

Suppose first that k_0 ∈ Z \ R. We will show that if w is defined by (2.7) then there is a unique complex constant c_{k0} such that (2.8a) holds. Let η ∈ C^∞_c (R) be a bump function such that η(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ 1 and η(x) = 0 for |x| ≥ 2. For j ≥ 1, let η_j (x) = η(x/j). If f ∈ S(R), then η_j f is a sequence in C^∞_c (R) converging to f in S(R) as j → ∞. Let X^{(i)}(x, k), Y^{(i)}(x, k), X^{A(i)}(x, k), Y^{A(i)}(x, k), s^{(i)}(k), s^{A(i)}(k) be the eigenfunctions and scattering matrices associated with (u^{(i)}_0 (x), v^{(i)}_0 (x)) := (η_iu_0, η_iv_0) ∈ S(R) × S(R). (3.9)

By [4, Lemma 3.13] with (u_0, v_0) replaced by (u^{(i)}_0 , v^{(i)}_0 ), we have, for all k ∈ D_2 except at the zeros of s^{(i)}_{11} and m_{22}(s^{(i)}),

M^{(i)}_2 (x, k) = Y^{(i)}(x, k)e^{x ^L(k)}S^{(i)}_2 (k) = X^{(i)}(x, k)e^{x ^L(k)}T^{(i)}_2 (k), (3.10) where

S^{(i)}_2 (k) = s^{(i)}_{11} 0 0 s^{(i)}_{21}^1_{m22(s(i))}^{m32 (s(i))}_{s(i)11}

s^{(i)}_{31} 0^{m22 (s(i))}_{s(i)11}

, T^{(i)}_2 (k) =

1 −^{m21(s(i))}

m_{22}(s^{(i)}) − s^{(i)}_{13} s^{(i)}_{11}

0 1 0 0 −^{m23(s(i))}

m_{22}(s^{(i)}) 1 .

The third column of (3.10) yields, for k ∈ D_2,

m_{32}(s^{(i)})e^{x(l2−l3)}[Y^{(i)}]_2 + m_{22}(s^{(i)})[Y^{(i)}]_3 = −s^{(i)}_{13} e^{x(l1−l3)}[X^{(i)}]_1 + s^{(i)}_{11} [X^{(i)}]_3. (3.11) Applying det(·, [X^{(i)}]_1, [Y^{(i)}]_2) to both sides of (3.11), we obtain m_{22}(s^{(i)}) det([Y^{(i)}]_3, [X^{(i)}]_1, [Y^{(i)}]_2) = s^{(i)}_{11} det([X^{(i)}]_3, [X^{(i)}]_1, [Y^{(i)}]_2).

Using the inner product notation u · v = u_1v_1 + u_2v_2 + u_3v_3 (no complex conjugate) for two vectors u = (u_1, u_2, u_3) and v = (v_1, v_2, v_3) in C^3 , we can write this as m_{22}(s^{(i)})[X^{(i)}]_1 · [Y^{A(i)}]_1 = s^{(i)}_{11} [Y^{(i)}]_2 · [X^{A(i)}]_2. (3.12) For k ∈ D_2, all quantities in this equation have well-defined limits as i → ∞, so letting i → ∞ gives

s^A_{22}(k)[X(x, k)]_1 · [Y^A(x, k)]_1 = s_{11}(k)[Y (x, k)]_2 · [X^A(x, k)]_2, k ∈ D_2. Evaluating at k_0 and using that s_{11}(k_0) = 0 and s^A_{22}(k_0) ≠ 0 by Assumption 2.1, we obtain [X(x, k_0)]_1 · [Y^A(x, k_0)]_1 = 0.

On the other hand, since det([X^{(i)}]_1, [X^{(i)}]_1, [X^{(i)}]_3)(x, k_0) = 0, we have [X(x, k_0)]_1 · [X^A(x, k_0)]_2 = 0.

It follows that [X(x, k_0)]_1 lies in the kernel of the linear map C^3 → C^2 defined by the matrix A = ( Y^A_{11} Y^A_{21} Y^A_{31} X^A_{12} X^A_{22} X^A_{32} ) (x, k_0). (3.13)

The vector w(x, k_0) also lies in the kernel of A (by a direct computation or by noting that it is the cross product of the two rows of A). If [Y^A(x, k_0)]_1 and [X^A(x, k_0)]_2 are linearly independent for some x then they are linearly independent for all x, because e^{−xl1(k0)}[Y^A(x, k_0)]_1 and e^{−xl2(k0)}[X^A(x, k_0)]_2 satisfy the same linear ODE in x. As x → −∞, [Y^A(x, k_0)]_1 → (1, 0, 0) and, by (2.3) and (2.4), X^A_{22}(x, k_0) → s^A_{22}(k_0) ≠ 0. Thus [Y^A(x, k_0)]_1 and [X^A(x, k_0)]_2 are linearly independent for large negative x. Hence rank A = 2 and so, by the rank-nullity theorem, dim ker A = 1. Since the vectors [X(x, k_0)]_1 and w(x, k_0) both lie in ker A, they are linearly dependent for each x. Hence there is a function c_{k0} (x) such that w(x, k_0) ṡ_{11}(k_0)

= c_{k0} (x)e^{(l1 (k0)−l3(k0))x}[X(x, k_0)]_1 for all x ∈ R.

Since the vectors e^{xl3(k0)}w(x, k_0) and e^{xl1(k0)}[X]_1(x, k_0) satisfy the same linear ODE in x, c_{k0} = c_{k0} (x) ∈ C is in fact independent of x. Since [X(x, k_0)]_1 is not identically zero, c_{k0} is uniquely determined. This shows that c_{k0} is well-defined in the case when k_0 ∈ Z \ R.

Suppose now that k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R. We need to show that there is a unique complex constant c_{k0} such that (2.8b) holds. By Assumption 2.1, s_{11} has a simple zero at k_0. The R-symmetry relation (3.8) gives s^A_{22}(k̄) = s_{11}(k), so that s^A_{22} also has a simple zero at k_0. In particular, ṡ^A_{22}(k_0) ≠ 0. Assumption 2.1 also shows that there exists an ϵ > 0 such that D_ϵ(k_0) ⊂ D_2 and s_{11}(k) ≠ 0 for all k ∈ D_ϵ(k_0) \ {k_0}. Since k_0 is a simple zero of s_{11}(k), we have 1 2πi ∫ ∂D_ϵ(k_0)

ṡ_{11}(k) s_{11}(k) dk = 1 and 1 2πi ∫ ∂D_ϵ(k_0)

kṡ_{11}(k) s_{11}(k) dk = k_0. The functions s^{(i)}_{11} converge uniformly to s_{11} on ∂D_ϵ(k_0) and thus s^{(i)}_{11} is nonzero on ∂D_ϵ(k_0) for all large enough i and 1 2πi ∫ ∂D_ϵ(k_0)

ṡ^{(i)}_{11} (k) s^{(i)}_{11} (k) dk → 1 and 1 2πi ∫ ∂D_ϵ(k_0)

kṡ^{(i)}_{11} (k) s^{(i)}_{11} (k) dk → k_0 (3.14) as i → ∞. For all large enough i, we thus have^1_{2πi} ∫ ∂D_ϵ(k_0) ṡ^{(i)}_{11} (k) s^{(i)}_{11} (k)

dk = 1 because the left-hand side takes only integer values, so the argument principle implies that s^{(i)}_{11} (k) has exactly one zero in D_ϵ(k_0) and that this zero is simple. Denoting this simple zero by k^{(i)}_0 , the second limit in (3.14) shows that k^{(i)}_0 → k_0 as i → ∞.

We now distinguish two cases: either there exist arbitrarily large indices i such that k^{(i)}_0 /∈ R or there do not. By picking subsequences, we see that it is sufficient to consider the following two cases: Case 1. k^{(i)}_0 ∈ R for all i. Case 2. k^{(i)}_0 /∈ R for all i.

Let us first consider Case 1. Since k^{(i)}_0 ∈ R for all i, we can deduce from Lemma 3.5 (applied with u_0, v_0 replaced by u^{(i)}_0 , v^{(i)}_0 ) that s^{(i)}_{13} (k^{(i)}_0 ) = s^{(i)}_{31} (k^{(i)}_0 ) = 0, and hence also m_{22}(s^{(i)}(k^{(i)}_0 )) = m_{23}(s^{(i)}(k^{(i)}_0 )) = m_{32}(s^{(i)}(k^{(i)}_0 )) = 0, (3.15) for all i. On the other hand, by considering the second column of the second equality in (3.10),

[Y^{(i)}]_2 = −m_{21}(s^{(i)})e^{(l1 −l2)x}[X^{(i)}]_1 + m_{22}(s^{(i)})[X^{(i)}]_2 − m_{23}(s^{(i)})e^{(l3 −l2)x}[X^{(i)}]_3 for k ∈ D_2. Evaluating this equation at k^{(i)}_0 and using (3.15), we obtain [Y^{(i)}(x, k^{(i)}_0 )]_2 = −m_{21}(s^{(i)}(k^{(i)}_0 ))e^{(l1 (k(i)0 )−l2(k(i)0 ))x}[X^{(i)}(x, k^{(i)}_0 )]_1.

Dividing by ṡ^A_{22}(k_0), we can write this as [Y^{(i)}(x, k^{(i)}_0 )]_2

ṡ^A_{22}(k_0)

= c^{(i)}_{k0} e^{(l1(k(i)0 )−l2(k(i)0 ))x}[X^{(i)}(x, k^{(i)}_0 )]_1, (3.16)

where

c^{(i)}_{k0} := − m_{21}(s^{(i)}(k^{(i)}_0 )) ṡ^A_{22}(k_0)

. (3.17)

Since X_{11}(x, k_0) → 1 as x → +∞, there is an x_0 such that X_{11}(x_0, k_0) ≠ 0. Consequently, the limit

lim_{i→∞} c^{(i)}_{k0} = lim_{i→∞}

Y^{(i)}_{12} (x_0, k^{(i)}_0 )e^{−(l1(k(i)0 )−l2(k(i)0 ))x0} ṡ^A_{22}(k_0)X^{(i)}_{11} (x_0, k^{(i)}_0 ) = Y_{12}(x_0, k_0)e^{−(l1(k0)−l2(k0))x0}

ṡ^A_{22}(k_0)X_{11}(x_0, k_0) exists as a finite number. Sending i → ∞ in (3.16), we conclude that (2.8b) holds with c_{k0} := lim_{i→∞} c^{(i)}_{k0} ∈ C .

We next consider Case 2. Recall that k^{(i)}_0 is the only zero of s^{(i)}_{11} (k) in D_ϵ(k_0). Since k^{(i)}_0 /∈ R and s^{A(i)}_{22} (k̄) = s^{(i)}_{11} (k), we see that k^{(i)}_0 is the only zero of s^{A(i)}_{22} (k) in D_ϵ(k_0), and that s^{(i)}_{11} (k^{(i)}_0 ) ≠ 0 and s^{A(i)}_{22} (k^{(i)}_0 ) ≠ 0. Thus, we may use (3.12) evaluated at k^{(i)}_0 and at k^{(i)}_0 to deduce that

[X^{(i)}(x, k^{(i)}_0 )]_1 · [(Y^A)^{(i)}(x, k^{(i)}_0 )]_1 = 0, [Y^{(i)}(x, k^{(i)}_0 )]_2 · [X^{A(i)}(x, k^{(i)}_0 )]_2 = 0. Taking the limits of these relations as i → ∞, we get [X(x, k_0)]_1 · [Y^A(x, k_0)]_1 = 0, [Y (x, k_0)]_2 · [X^A(x, k_0)]_2 = 0. (3.18)

On the other hand, taking the limits of the relations det([Y^{(i)}]_2, [Y^{(i)}]_2, [Y^{(i)}]_3)(x, k_0) = 0 and det([X^{(i)}]_1, [X^{(i)}]_1, [X^{(i)}]_3)(x, k_0) = 0 as i → ∞, we obtain

[Y (x, k_0)]_2 · [Y^A(x, k_0)]_1 = 0, [X(x, k_0)]_1 · [X^A(x, k_0)]_2 = 0. (3.19)

The relations (3.18) and (3.19) show that the vectors [X(x, k_0)]_1 and [Y (x, k_0)]_2 both lie in the kernel of the matrix A in (3.13). If rank A = 2 at some x_0, then [X(x_0, k_0)]_1 and [Y (x_0, k_0)]_2 are linearly dependent at x_0. If rank A < 2 at some x_0, then the two rows of A are linearly dependent, implying that w(x_0, k_0) = 0. But taking the residue of the third column of (3.5b) at k_0, recalling (3.7), and using that w(x_0, k_0) = 0, we find

(X_{21}Y_{32}−X_{31}Y_{22})(x_0,k_0) ṡ^A_{22}(k_0) (X_{31}Y_{12}−X_{11}Y_{32})(x_0,k_0) ṡ^A_{22}(k_0) (X_{11}Y_{22}−X_{21}Y_{12})(x_0,k_0) ṡ^A_{22}(k_0)

= 0,

so also in this case the vectors [X(x_0, k_0)]_1 and [Y (x_0, k_0)]_2 are linearly dependent. Thus, in either case, the vectors [X(x, k_0)]_1 and [Y (x, k_0)]_2 are linearly dependent for x = x_0. As above, it follows that they are linearly dependent for all x and that (2.8b) holds for some c_{k0} ∈ C independent of x. This completes the proof of assertion (vi) of Theorem 2.3.

It only remains to prove (vii). Since i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)c_{k0} /∈ (−∞, 0) by Assumption 2.1, (vii) will follow if we can show that i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)c_{k0} is real. In the case of compactly supported initial data, Lemma 3.5 implies that s_{13} and s_{31} vanish at k_0 and hence, using the identity X(x, k_0) = Y (x, k_0)e^{x ^L(k0)}s(k_0) (proved in [4, Proposition 3.5]) evaluated at a point x_0 for which X(x_0, k_0) = I, we get

c_{k0} = e^{−(l1(k0)−l2(k0))x0} Y_{12}(x_0, k_0) ṡ^A_{22}(k_0)X_{11}(x_0, k_0) = s^A_{21}(k_0) ṡ^A_{22}(k_0) = − s_{12}(k_0) ṡ_{11}(k_0) , in agreement with (2.6); thus the reality of i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)c_{k0} follows from Lemma 3.5.

In the general case, we proceed as follows. Considering the terms of O((k − k_0)^{−1}) and of O(1) of the first and second columns of (3.5b), respectively, and using (3.7), we find

[Y^A(x, k_0)]_1 = Q[Y (x, k_0)]_2, [X^A(x, k_0)]_2 = r̃(k_0)Q[X(x, k_0)]_1, (3.20)

where Q = Q(x, k_0) is short-hand notation for

Q :=

0 1 0 r̃(k_0) 0 0

0 0 r̃(^1_{ωk0} )

− 2ω^2k^{20} u^0(x) (k^2_0 − 1)(k^2_0 − ω)

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 .

Taking the complex conjugate of the relations in (3.20) and employing (2.8b), we obtain

[Y^A(x, k_0)]_1 ṡ_{11}(k_0)

= c̄_{k0}r̃(k_0)^{−1}e^{(l1(k0)−l2(k0))x}[X^A(x, k_0)]_2 for all x ∈ R, (3.21)

where we have also used that ṡ^A_{22}(k_0) = ṡ_{11}(k_0) (which follows from (3.8)). In particular, [Y^A(x, k_0)]_1 and [X^A(x, k_0)]_2 are linearly dependent, which implies that

w(x, k_0) = 0 for all x ∈ R if k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R. (3.22)

In light of (3.7), this means that [M(x, k)]_3 is analytic at k_0. Let u×v = (u_2v_3 −u_3v_2, u_3v_1 − u_1v_3, u_1v_2 − u_2v_1) denote the cross product of two vectors u = (u_1, u_2, u_3) ∈ C^3 and v = (v_1, v_2, v_3) ∈ C^3 . Taking the residue at k_0 of the identity

[M^A(x, k)]_1 = [M(x, k)]_2 × [M(x, k)]_3 and using (2.8b), (3.7), ṡ^A_{22}(k_0) = ṡ_{11}(k_0), [M^A(x, k)]_2 = −[M(x, k)]_1 × [M(x, k)]_3, and (3.20), we find

[Y^A(x, k_0)]_1

ṡ_{11}(k_0) = [Y (x, k_0)]_2

ṡ_{11}(k_0)

× [M(x, k_0)]_3 = c_{k0} e^{(l1 (k0)−l2(k0))x}[X(x, k_0)]_1 × [M(x, k_0)]_3

= −c_{k0} e^{(l1 (k0)−l2(k0))x}[X^A(x, k_0)]_2 = −c_{k0} e^{(l1 (k0)−l2(k0))x}r̃(k_0)Q̄[X(x, k_0)]_1. (3.23) On the other hand, by (2.8b) and (3.20), [Y^A(x, k_0)]_1 ṡ_{11}(k_0) = Q[Y (x, k_0)]_2 ṡ_{11}(k_0)

= Qc_{k0} e^{(l1(k0)−l2(k0))x}[X(x, k_0)]_1.

We also have l_1(k_0) − l_2(k_0) ∈ R. Thus the complex conjugate of (3.23) can be written as Qc_{k0} [X(x, k_0)]_1 = −c̄_{k0}r̃(k_0)Q[X(x, k_0)]_1.

Since det Q = −r̃(k_0)r̃(^1_{ωk0} ) ≠ 0 and [X(x, k_0)]_1 is not identically zero, we conclude that c_{k0} = −c̄_{k0}r̃(k_0), which is equivalent to i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)c_{k0} ∈ R. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.3.

3.4. Construction of M for t > 0. Let us now consider the time-dependence of M. Given a Schwartz class solution of (2.1) on R × [0, T ), {M_n(x, t, k)}^6_{n=1} is defined by replacing U(x, 0, k) with the time-dependent matrix U(x, t, k) in the integral equations (3.3). We let M(x, t, k) be the sectionally meromorphic function which equals M_n(x, t, k) for k ∈ D_n. We will prove that M(x, t, k) satisfies the following 3 × 3-matrix RH problem. RH problem 3.6 (RH problem for M). Find M(x, t, k) with the following properties: (a) M(x, t, ·) : C \ (Γ ∪ Ẑ) → C^{3×3} is analytic.

(b) The limits of M(x, t, k) as k approaches Γ \ (Γ_⋆ ∪ Q) from the left and right exist, are continuous on Γ \ (Γ_⋆ ∪ Q), and satisfy M_+(x, t, k) = M_−(x, t, k)v(x, t, k), k ∈ Γ \ (Γ_⋆ ∪ Q), (3.24) where v is defined by (2.17).

(c) As k → ∞, M(x, t, k) = I + M^{(1)}(x, t) k + M^{(2)}(x, t) k^2 + O ( 1 k^3 ) , (3.25)

where the matrices M^{(1)} and M^{(2)} depend on x and t but not on k, and satisfy M^{(1)}_{12} = M^{(1)}_{13} = M^{(2)}_{12} + M^{(2)}_{21} = 0. (3.26) (d) There exist matrices {M^{(l)}_2 (x, t), ~M^{(l)}_2 (x, t)}^{+∞}_{l=−1} depending on x and t but not on k such that, for any N ≥ −1, M(x, t, k) = N∑ l=−1 M^{(l)}_2 (x, t)(k − 1)^l + O((k − 1)^{N+1}) as k → 1, k ∈ D̄_2, (3.27)

M(x, t, k) = N∑ l=−1 ~M^{(l)}_2 (x, t)(k + 1)^l + O((k + 1)^{N+1}) as k → −1, k ∈ D̄_2. (3.28)

Furthermore, there exist scalar coefficients α, β, γ, α̃, β̃, γ̃ depending on x and t, but not on k, such that

M^{(−1)}_2 (x, t) = α(x, t) 0 β(x, t) −α(x, t) 0 −β(x, t) 0 0 0

, M^{(0)}_2 (x, t) = ⋆ γ(x, t) ⋆ ⋆ −γ(x, t) ⋆ ⋆ 0 ⋆ ,

~M^{(−1)}_2 (x, t) = α̃(x, t) 0 β̃(x, t) −α̃(x, t) 0 −β̃(x, t) 0 0 0

, ~M^{(0)}_2 (x, t) = ⋆ γ̃(x, t) ⋆ ⋆ −γ̃(x, t) ⋆ ⋆ 0 ⋆ . (3.29)

(e) M satisfies the symmetries M(x, t, k) = AM(x, t, ωk)A^{−1} = BM(x, t,^1_k )B and (M^A)(x, t, k̄) = { u(x, t) 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 + R(k)^{−1} } M(x, t, k)R(k), k ∈ C \ Γ, where M^A = (M^{−1})^T and R is given by (3.6).

(f) At each point of Ẑ, two columns of M are analytic while one column has (at most) a simple pole. Moreover, for each k_0 ∈ Z \ R,

Res_{k=k0}[M(x, t, k)]_3 = c_{k0} e^{−θ31(x,t,k0)}[M(x, t, k_0)]_1, (3.30)

and, for each k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R,

Res_{k=k0}[M(x, t, k)]_2 = c_{k0} e^{−θ21(x,t,k0)}[M(x, t, k_0)]_1. (3.31)

It can be shown that the conditions (3.26) make the solution of RH problem 3.6 unique, but we will not need this fact.

Proposition 3.7. Suppose {u(x, t), v(x, t)} is a Schwartz class solution of (2.1) on R×[0, T ) with initial data u_0, v_0 ∈ S(R) for some T ∈ (0, +∞] such that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold. Define {r_j (k)}^2_1 and {c_{k0} }_{k0∈Z} in terms of u_0, v_0 by (2.5) and (2.8). Define the sectionally meromorphic function M by M(x, t, k) = M_n(x, t, k) for k ∈ D_n \Ẑ. Then M(x, t, k) satisfies RH problem 3.6 for each (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ) and the formulas u(x, t) = −i √ 3 ∂ ∂x lim_{k→∞} k [ (M(x, t, k))_{33} − 1 ] = 1 − ω 2 lim_{k→∞} k^2(M(x, t, k))_{32}, v(x, t) = −i √ 3 ∂ ∂t lim_{k→∞} k [ (M(x, t, k))_{33} − 1 ] , (3.32)

expressing {u(x, t), v(x, t)} in terms of M are valid for all (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ).

Proof. The fact that M satisfies (3.32) and properties (a)–(e) of RH problem 3.6 can be proved as in [4, Proof of Proposition 3.21].

It remains to prove that M satisfies property (f) of RH problem 3.6. We define X(x, t, k) by replacing u_0, v_0 by u(·, t), v(·, t) in the definition (2.3) of X(x, k), and similarly for Y (x, t, k), X^A(x, t, k), Y^A(x, t, k), s(k; t), s^A(k; t), and w(x, t, k). We first establish a relation between s(k; t) and s(k). Let u^{(i)}_0 (·, t), v^{(i)}_0 (·, t) be a sequence converging to u(·, t), v(·, t) as in (3.9), and let X^{(i)}(x, t, k), Y^{(i)}(x, t, k), X^{A(i)}(x, t, k), Y^{A(i)}(x, t, k), s^{(i)}(k; t), s^{A(i)}(k; t) be the associated eigenfunctions and spectral functions. By replacing u_0, v_0 in the statement of [4, Proposition 3.5] by (u^{(i)}(·, t), v^{(i)}(·, t)), we obtain X^{(i)}(x, t, k) = Y^{(i)}(x, t, k)e^{x ^L(k)}s^{(i)}(k; t). (3.33) On the other hand, since {u(x, t), v(x, t)} solves (2.1), the matrices L and Z in (3.2) satisfy the compatibility condition L_t − Z_x + [L, Z] = 0. Thus ∂_tX̂^{(i)} − ZX̂^{(i)} and ∂_tŶ^{(i)} − ZŶ^{(i)}, where X̂^{(i)} = X^{(i)}e^{Lx+Zt} and Ŷ^{(i)} = Y^{(i)}e^{Lx+Zt}, obey the equation X̂_x − LX̂ = UX̂. In other words,

χ_X(i) := (∂_tX̂^{(i)} − ZX̂^{(i)})e^{−Lx−Zt} = ∂_tX^{(i)} − [Z, X^{(i)}] − VX^{(i)},

χ_Y (i) := (∂_tŶ^{(i)} − ZŶ^{(i)})e^{−Lx−Zt} = ∂_tY^{(i)} − [Z, Y^{(i)}] − VY^{(i)} obey the x-part in (3.1). Since V has fast decay as x → ±∞, χ_X(i) → 0 as x → ∞ and χ_Y (i) → 0 as x → −∞. Hence χ_X(i) and χ_Y (i) satisfy the homogeneous versions of the first and third Volterra equations in (2.3), respectively. Thus χ_X(i) = χ_Y (i) = 0, i.e., X^{(i)} and Y^{(i)} also satisfy the t-part in (3.1). It follows that X^{(i)}(x, t, k)e^{Lx+Zt} = Y^{(i)}(x, t, k)e^{Lx+Zt}Y^{(i)}(0, 0, k)^{−1}X^{(i)}(0, 0, k) = Y^{(i)}(x, t, k)e^{Lx+Zt}s^{(i)}(k), where we have used (3.33) with x = t = 0 for the last equality. Combining the above with (3.33), we conclude that s^{(i)}(k; t) = e^{t ^Z(k)}s^{(i)}(k), k ∈ C \ Q̂. Taking i → ∞ (and using [4, Proposition 3.5] to get the domains of definition of the entries of s), we arrive at s(k; t) = e^{t ^Z(k)}s(k) for k ∈ ω^2Ŝ Γ̂_1 Γ̂_3 Γ̂_1 ωŜ Γ̂_5 Γ̂_3 Γ̂_5 Ŝ \ Q̂. (3.34) We can show similarly that

s^A(k; t) = e^{t ^Z(k)}s^A(k) for k ∈

−ω^2Ŝ Γ̂_4 Γ̂_6 Γ̂_4 −ωŜ Γ̂_2 Γ̂_6 Γ̂_2 −Ŝ \ Q̂. (3.35) If k_0 ∈ Z, then (3.34) implies that s_{11}(k_0; t) = s_{11}(k_0) = 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ). On the other hand, by Lemma 3.3 (with (u_0, v_0) replaced by (u(·, t), v(·, t))), we have

M_2(x, t, k) = X_{11}(x, t, k)^{Y12(x,t,k)}_{sA22(k;t)}^{w1(x,t,k)}_{s11(k;t)} X_{21}(x, t, k)^{Y22(x,t,k)}_{sA22(k;t)}^{w2(x,t,k)}_{s11(k;t)} X_{31}(x, t, k)^{Y32(x,t,k)}_{sA22(k;t)}^{w3(x,t,k)}_{s11(k;t)} . (3.36)

Since [X]_1, [Y ]_2, [X^A]_2, [Y^A]_1 are analytic in D_2, this shows that [M]_1 is analytic at k_0 and that [M]_3 has (at most) a simple pole at each k_0 ∈ Z.

Suppose that k_0 ∈ Z\R. Then (3.35) and Assumption 2.1 imply that s^A_{22}(k_0; t) = s^A_{22}(k_0) ≠ 0, and hence [M]_2 is analytic at k_0. To prove (3.30), it is therefore enough to show that w(x,t,k_0) ṡ_{11}(k_0) = ck^0 e −θ_{31}(x,t,k_0)[X(x, t, k 0)]_1. This relation holds for t = 0 by the definition (2.8a) of c_{k0} . Since the vectors e^{xl3(k0)+tz3 (k0)}w(x, t, k_0) and e^{xl1(k0)+tz1(k0)}[X]_1(x, t, k_0) satisfy the same ODEs in x and t, it holds for all x and t. This completes the proof of (3.30).

Suppose now that k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R. By virtue of (3.22), [M]_3 is analytic at k_0. To prove (3.31), it is therefore enough to show that^{[Y (x,t,k0)]2}_{ṡA22(k0)} = c_{k0} e^{−θ21(x,t,k0)}[X(x, t, k_0)]_1 for all (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ). This relation holds for t = 0 by the definition (2.8b) of c_{k0} . Since the vectors e^{xl2(k0)+tz2 (k0)}[Y (x, t, k_0)]_2 and e^{xl1(k0)+tz1(k0)}[X(x, t, k_0)]_1 satisfy the same ODEs in x and t, it holds for all x and t. This completes the proof of (3.31). □

3.5. Construction of n. The following proposition can be proved in the same way as [4, Proposition 3.22].

Proposition 3.8 (Time evolution of the scattering data). Let T ∈ (0, ∞] and suppose {u, v} is a Schwartz class solution of (2.1) on R × [0, T ) with initial data u_0, v_0 ∈ S(R) such that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold. Let {r_j (k)}^2_1 be the reflection coefficients associated to {u_0, v_0} via (2.5) and let {r_j (k; t)}^2_1 be the reflection coefficients associated to {u(·, t), v(·, t)}. Then r_1(k; t) = r_1(k)e^{−θ21 (0,t,k)} and r_2(k; t) = r_2(k)e^{θ21 (0,t,k)}. (3.37)

The first and second identities in (3.37) are valid for k ∈ Γ̂_1 and k ∈ Γ̂_4 \ {ω^2, −ω^2}, respectively.

Define n = (1, 1, 1)M. It follows from (3.29) and the A- and B-symmetries M(x, t, k) = AM(x, t, ωk)A^{−1} = BM(x, t,^1_k )B that n has no singularities at the points κ_j . Proposition 3.9. Let T ∈ (0, ∞] and suppose {u(x, t), v(x, t)} is a Schwartz class solution of (2.1) on R × [0, T ) with initial data u_0, v_0 ∈ S(R) such that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold. Let M(x, t, k) be defined as in the statement of Proposition 3.7, and let n(x, t, k) := (1, 1, 1)M(x, t, k). Then n solves RH problem 2.4. Moreover, u(x, t) := −i √ 3 ∂ ∂x n^{(1)}_3 (x, t), v(x, t) := −i √ 3 ∂ ∂x ( n^{(2)}_3 (x, t) + u(x, t) + 1 6 ( ∫_x ∞ u(x^′, t)dx^′ )_2)

, (3.38)

where n^{(1)} and n^{(2)} are defined through the expansion

n(x, t, k) = (1, 1, 1) + n^{(1)}(x, t) k^{−1} + n^{(2)}(x, t) k^{−2} + O(k^{−3}) as k → ∞. (3.39) Proof. The proof is based on Proposition 3.7 and is similar to [4, Proof of Proposition 3.23]. □

4. The inverse problem Instead of working directly with n, we will work with an equivalent RH problem, whose solution we denote by ñ. The transformation n → ñ replaces the residue conditions (3.30) and (3.31) with jump conditions on small circles. We present the RH problem for ñ in Section 4.1. In Section 4.2, we establish a vanishing lemma for the RH problem for ñ. In Section 4.3, we explain where the proof of the vanishing lemma breaks down if s_{11} has zeros in D_{sing}. The proof of Theorem 2.6 is then given in Section 4.4.

4.1. The n → ñ transformation. The n → ñ transformation is defined as follows. For each k_0 ∈ Z, we let D_ϵ(k_0) be a small open disk centered at k_0 of radius ϵ > 0. We let D_ϵ(k_0)^{−1}, D_ϵ(k_0)^∗, and D_ϵ(k_0)^{−∗} be the images of D_ϵ(k_0) under the maps k → k^{−1}, k → k̄, and k → k̄^{−1}, respectively. If k_0 ∈ R, then D_ϵ(k_0)^∗ = D_ϵ(k_0). We assume that ∂D_ϵ(k_0), ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗ are oriented counterclockwise, and that ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^{−1}, ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^{−∗} are oriented clockwise. Let D = ⋃ k_0∈Z ⋃ j=0,1,2 ( ω^jD_ϵ(k_0) ∪ ω^jD_ϵ(k_0)^{−1} ∪ ω^jD_ϵ(k_0)^∗ ∪ ω^j D_ϵ(k_0)^{−∗} ) , (4.1)

∂D = ⋃ k_0∈Z ⋃ j=0,1,2 ( ω^j ∂D_ϵ(k_0) ∪ ω^j ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^{−1} ∪ ω^j∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗ ∪ ω^j ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^{−∗} ) . (4.2)

Since k → k^{−1} is a Möbius transformation, it maps the circle ∂D_ϵ(k_0) to a circle; hence ∂D is the union of 6|Z ∩ R| + 12|Z \ R| small circles. We choose ϵ > 0 sufficiently small such that none of these circles intersect each other, and such that they do not intersect Γ. Define the contour Γ̃ by (see Figure 4) Γ̃ = Γ ∪ ∂D. The function ñ(x, t, k) differs from n(x, t, k) only for k ∈ D, and for k ∈ D we define ñ(x, t, k) as follows. If k_0 ∈ Z \ R, we define ñ for k ∈ D_ϵ(k_0) ∪ D_ϵ(k_0)^∗ by ñ(x, t, k) = { n(x, t, k)Q_1(x, t, k), k ∈ D_ϵ(k_0), k_0 ∈ Z \ R, n(x, t, k)Q_7(x, t, k), k ∈ D_ϵ(k_0)^∗, k_0 ∈ Z \ R, (4.3)

π 3Γ^8Γ_9Γ_7

Γ8Γ^9 Γ^7 Γ1Γ^2

Γ3Γ^4Γ5Γ_6 Γ4 Γ5 Γ6 Γ1Γ_2 Γ3

Figure 4. The contour Γ̃ = Γ ∪ ∂D in the complex k-plane, in a case where |Z ∩ (1, ∞)| = 1 (i.e. one right-moving soliton, corresponding to blue circles), |Z ∩ (−1, 0)| = 1 (i.e. one leftmoving soliton, corresponding to red circles), |Z ∩ D^R_{reg}| = 1 (i.e. one right-moving breather, corresponding to green circles), and |Z ∩ D^L_{reg}| = 0 (no left-moving breather).

where

Q_1 := 1 0 −^{ck0 e−θ31(x,t,k0)} k−k_0 k^2−ω k^2_0 −ω

0 1 0 0 0 1 , Q7 := 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 −^{c̄k0 eθ32(x,t,} k̄0) k−k̄_0 k^2−1 ω^2(ω^2−k̄^2_0 ) 1

, (4.4)

and if k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, we define ñ for k ∈ D_ϵ(k_0) by ñ(x, t, k) = n(x, t, k)P_1(x, t, k), k ∈ D_ϵ(k_0), k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, (4.5) where

P_1(x, t, k) := 1 −^{ck0 e−θ21(x,t,k0)} k−k_0 k^2−ω k^2_0 −ω 0

0 1 0 0 0 1

. (4.6)

We then extend ñ to all of D by means of the symmetries ñ(x, t, k) = ñ(x, t, ωk)A^{−1} = ñ(x, t, k^{−1})B. (4.7) The function n satisfies RH problem 2.4 if and only if ñ satisfies the following RH problem.

RH problem 4.1 (RH problem for ñ). Find ñ(x, t, k) with the following properties: (a) ñ(x, t, ·) : C \ Γ̃ → C^{1×3} is analytic.

(b) The limits of ñ(x, t, k) as k approaches Γ̃ \ (Γ_⋆ ∪ Q) from the left and right exist, are continuous on Γ̃ \ (Γ_⋆ ∪ Q), and satisfy ñ_+(x, t, k) = ñ_−(x, t, k)v(x, t, k), k ∈ Γ̃ \ (Γ_⋆ ∪ Q), (4.8) where the jump matrix v is defined by (2.17) for k ∈ Γ, and v is defined on ∂D by setting v(x, t, k) = Q_1(x, t, k), k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0), k_0 ∈ Z \ R, Q_7(x, t, k), k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗, k_0 ∈ Z \ R, P_1(x, t, k), k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0), k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, (4.9)

and then extending it to all of ∂D by means of the symmetries v(x, t, k) = Av(x, t, ωk)A^{−1} = Bv(x, t, k^{−1})^{−1}B. (c) ñ(x, t, k) = O(1) as k → k_∗ ∈ Γ_∗. (d) For k ∈ C \ Γ̃, ñ obeys the symmetries (4.7). (e) ñ(x, t, k) = (1, 1, 1) + O(k^{−1}) as k → ∞.

Remark 4.2. A more naive choice for the jump matrix P_1, which would also remove the pole at k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, would be P_1(x, t, k) = 1 −^{ck0 e−θ21(x,t,k0)} k−k_0 0

0 1 0 0 0 1 . However, the resulting jump matrix v would not obey the R-symmetry of Lemma 4.3 below.

4.2. A vanishing lemma. In the rest of Section 4, we let {r_1(k), r_2(k), Z, {c_{k0} }_{k0∈Z}} be scattering data satisfying properties (i)–(vii) of Theorem 2.3. We assume that T ∈ (0, ∞] is defined by (2.25) and that v is the jump matrix given by (2.17) and (4.9).

Lemma 4.3 (Complex conjugation symmetry of v). The jump matrix v defined in (2.17) and (4.9) satisfies (v(k̄)^{−1})^T = R(k)^{−1}v(k)R(k) for k ∈ ∂D ∪ ∂D \ Γ_⋆ and (v(k̄)^{−1})^T = R(k)^{−1}v(k)^{−1}R(k) for k ∈ Γ \ (∂D ∪ ∂D ). Proof. By (2.15), we have that i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)c_{k0} ∈ R for each k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, or, equivalently, that c̄_{k0} = −r̃(k_0)c_{k0} for each k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R. Recalling that R(k) is given by (3.6) and that ∂D is oriented as explained at the beginning of Section 4.1, the statement follows from direct calculations using (2.11) and (2.13). □

The following vanishing lemma will be used to show existence of a solution n(x, t, k) of RH problem 2.4.

Lemma 4.4 (Vanishing lemma). Let (x, t) ∈ R × [0, T ). Suppose ñ^h(x, t, k) is a solution of the homogeneous version of RH problem 4.1, that is, suppose ñ^h satisfies (a)–(d) of RH problem 4.1 together with the homogeneous condition ñ^h(x, t, k) = O(k^{−1}) as k → ∞. Then ñ^h vanishes identically.

Proof. The strategy of the proof is the same as [4, Proof of Lemma 4.2], but the presence of solitons makes it technically more complicated. As in [4, Proof of Lemma 4.2], we write ñ^h(x, t, k) ≡ u(k) = (u_1(k), u_2(k), u_3(k)) and λ = (k^3 + k^{−3})/2. The mapping k → λ is represented in Figure 5; it is six-to-one except at isolated points. Let Γ^h be the contour in Figure 5, and let Γ^h_j be the subcontour labeled by j in Figure 5. For λ < −1, let k^h_2 (λ) ∈ Γ^h_2 be the unique solution of λ =^{k3+k−3}_2 in Γ^h_2 . Let δ_3 : C \ (−∞, −1] → C be given by

δ_3(λ) = e^{12πi} ∫_{−1} −∞ ln (_{ω2r̃(ωkh} 2 (λ^′)) )_{dλ′} λ′−λ , λ ∈ C \ (−∞, −1], (4.10) where the branch of the logarithm is fixed by the requirement that 1 2πi ln(ω^2r̃(ωk^h_2 (λ))) = 1 2π arctan ( √ 3 ( 2r^2 + 1 ) 2r^4 + 2r^2 − 1 ) ∈ (0, 1/6) (4.11)

109 871 234 5 6 U_1 U_2

U_3

U_4U^5U_6

U_7U_8U_9U^{10}U^{11}U^{12}Γ^h

−101 R

Figure 5. The map k → λ =^{k3+k−3}_2 maps the contour Γ^h to the real axis. In particular, the unit circle is mapped to the interval [−1, 1].

for λ < −1. Let δ_2 : C \ Γ^h → C and F : (U_1 ∪ U_6) \ (Γ ∪ ∂D) → C by δ_2(k) := r̃(ω^2k)δ_3(λ), k ∈ C \ Γ^h, (4.12)

F (k) := u(k)Δ_3(k)u(k̄)^T , k ∈ U_1 \ (Γ ∪ ∂D), u(k)Δ_2(k)u(k̄)^T , k ∈ U_6 \ (Γ ∪ ∂D), where U_1 and U_6 are the open regions displayed in Figure 5 and

Δ_2(k) =

0 δ_2(k) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

, Δ_3(k) =

0 δ_2(k) 0 0 0 0 0 0 δ_3(λ)

. (4.13)

In the same way as in [4, Proof of Lemma 4.2], we can prove that F extends to an analytic function F : (U_1 ∪ U_6) \ ∂D → C . We extend F to C \ (Γ^h ∪ ∂D) by means of the symmetries F (k) = F (ωk), F (k) = F (1/k). (4.14) These symmetries imply that F can be viewed as a function of λ for λ ∈ C \ (R ∪ λ(∂D)). Note that λ(∂D) is the union of |Z ∩ R| + 2|Z \ R| small closed loops, and that λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)) is oriented counterclockwise for all k_0 ∈ Z. Define the analytic function G : C \ R → C by

G(λ) := F (k) (λ + 1)^{2/3} , λ ∈ C \ R, where the principal branch is taken for the root. The same computations as in [4, Proof of Lemma 4.2] show that

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) = δ_3(λ) |λ + 1|^{2/3} |u_3(k)|^2, λ > 1, k = k^h_1 (λ) ∈ Γ^h_1 , (4.15)

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) = ω^2δ_{2+}(k) |λ + 1|^{2/3} |u_1(k)|^2, λ < −1, k = k^h_2 (λ) ∈ Γ^h_2 , (4.16)

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) = 1 |λ + 1|^{2/3} u^2(k)Q_1(k)u^2(k)^T , λ ∈ (0, 1), k = k^h_9 (λ) ∈ Γ^h_9 , (4.17)

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) = 1 |λ + 1|^{2/3} u^6(k)Q_2(k)u^6(k)^T , λ ∈ (−1, 0), k = k^h_{10}(λ) ∈ Γ^h_{10}, (4.18)

where Q_1(k) := Δ_3(k)R(k)^{−1}v_8(k)R(k)B − v_8(k)BΔ_2(1/k) is positive definite for k ∈ Γ^h_9 and Q_2(k) := v_9(k)Δ_3(k)B − BΔ_2(1/k)BR(k)^{−1}v_9(k)R(k)B is positive definite for k ∈ Γ^h_{10}. Furthermore, δ_3(λ) > 0 for λ > 1 and ω^2δ_{2+}(k) > 0 for k ∈ Γ^h_2 . In particular the right-hand sides of (4.15)–(4.18) are ≥ 0.

It remains to compute the jumps of G on ∂D. We first consider the jumps associated with k_0 ∈ Z \ R. We will use that

v(x, t, k) = Q_1(x, t, k), k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0), k_0 ∈ Z \ R, Q_2(x, t, k), k ∈ ω∂D_ϵ(k_0), k_0 ∈ Z \ R, Q_5(x, t, k), k ∈ ∂(ωD_ϵ(k_0))^{−1}, k_0 ∈ Z \ R, Q_7(x, t, k), k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗, k_0 ∈ Z \ R, Q_{11}(x, t, k), k ∈ (∂(ωD_ϵ(k_0))^{−1})^∗, k_0 ∈ Z \ R,

(4.19)

where Q_1, Q_7 are given by (4.4) and

Q_2(x, t, k) := A^{−1}Q_1(x, t, ω^2k)A =

1 0 0 0 1 0 0 −^{ck0 eθ32(x,t,ωk0)} k−ωk_0 ω^2(k^2−1) k^2_0 −ω 1 ,

Q_5(x, t, k) := BQ_2(x, t, k^{−1})^{−1}B =

1 0 0 0 1 0 −^{k−10 kck0 eθ31(x,t,ω} 2k−1 0 ) k−ω^2k^{−1}_0 ωk^{−2}−ω k^2_0 −ω 0 1 ,

Q_{11}(x, t, k) := R(k)(Q_5(x, t, k̄)^{−1})^T R(k)^{−1} =

1 0 0 0 1^{k̄−10 kc̄k0 e−θ32(x,t,ω} k̄−1 0 ) k−ωk̄^{−1}_0 1−ω^2k^{−2} ω^2(ω^2−k̄^2_0 )

0 0 1 .

Jump for λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), k_0 ∈ Z∩D^R_{reg}. Recall that both ∂D_ϵ(k_0) and ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗ are oriented counterclockwise. Letting k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0) correspond to λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), we find

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) = 1 (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( u_+(k)Δ_3(k)u_+(k̄)^T − u_−(k)Δ_3(k)u_−(k̄)^T )

= u_−(k) (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( Q_1(k)Δ_3(k)Q_7(k̄)^T − Δ_3(k) ) u_−(k̄)^T = 0, (4.20)

where we have used (4.12) for the last equality.

Jump for λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗), k_0 ∈ Z ∩ D^R_{reg}. Letting k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗ correspond to λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗), we find

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) = 1 (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( u_+(k)Δ_2(k)u_+(k̄)^T − u_−(k)Δ_2(k)u_−(k̄)^T )

= u_−(k) (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( Q_7(k)Δ_2(k)Q_1(k̄)^T − Δ_2(k) ) u_−(k̄)^T = 0. (4.21)

Jump for λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), k_0 ∈ Z ∩ D^L_{reg}. Recall that ∂D_ϵ(k_0) is oriented counterclockwise while ω^2∂D_ϵ(k_0)^{−1} is oriented clockwise. Letting k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0) correspond to λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), we find

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) =

F_+(k) − F_−(k) (λ + 1)^{2/3} = F_−(^1_{ωk} ) − F_+(^1_{ωk} ) (λ + 1)^{2/3} = 1 (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( u_−(^1_{ωk} )Δ_3(^1_{ωk} )u_−(^1_{ωk} )^T − u_+(^1_{ωk} )Δ_3(^1_{ωk} )u_+(^1_{ωk} )^T )

= u_−(^1_{ωk} ) (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( Δ_3(^1_{ωk} ) − Q_5(^1_{ωk} )Δ_3(^1_{ωk} )Q_{11}(^1_{ωk} )^T ) u_−(^1_{ωk} )^T = 0,

where for the last equality we have used (4.12).

Jump for λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗), k_0 ∈ Z ∩ D^L_{reg}. Letting k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗ correspond to λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗), we find

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) =

F_+(k) − F_−(k) (λ + 1)^{2/3} = F_−(^1_{ωk} ) − F_+(^1_{ωk} ) (λ + 1)^{2/3} = 1 (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( u_−(^1_{ωk} )Δ_2(^1_{ωk} )u_−(^1_{ωk} )^T − u_+(^1_{ωk} )Δ_2(^1_{ωk} )u_+(^1_{ωk} )^T )

= u_−(^1_{ωk} ) (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( Δ_2(^1_{ωk} ) − Q_{11}(^1_{ωk} )Δ_2(^1_{ωk} )Q_5(^1_{ωk} )^T ) u_−(^1_{ωk} )^T = 0.

We now consider the jumps associated with k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R. We will use that v(x, t, k) = P_1(x, t, k), k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0), k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, P_5(x, t, k), k ∈ ∂(ωD_ϵ(k_0))^{−1}, k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, P_6(x, t, k), k ∈ ∂(ω^2D_ϵ(k_0))^{−1}, k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R,

(4.22)

where P_1 is given by (4.6) and

P_5(x, t, k) := BA^{−1}P_1 ( x, t, 1 ωk )_{−1} AB = 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 −^{k−10 kck0 eθ32(x,t,ω} 2k−1 0 ) k−ω^2k^{−1}_0 ωk^{−2}−ω k^2_0 −ω 1 ,

P_6(x, t, k) := BAP_1 ( x, t, 1 ω^2k )_{−1} A^{−1}B = 1 0 −^{k−10 kck0 e−θ31(x,t,ωk} −1 0 ) k−ωk^{−1}_0 ω^2k^{−2}−ω k^2_0 −ω

0 1 0 0 0 1 .

We use the notation E_{k0} (x, t) := c_{k0} e^{−θ21(x,t,k0)} and note that e^{−θ21(x,t,k0)} > 0 for k_0 ∈ R. Jump for λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), k_0 ∈ Z ∩ (1, ∞), Im λ > 0. Recall that ∂D_ϵ(k_0) is oriented counterclockwise. Hence, letting k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0), Im k > 0 correspond to λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), Im λ > 0, we find

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) = 1 (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( u_+(k)Δ_3(k)u_+(k̄)^T − u_−(k)Δ_3(k)u_−(k̄)^T )

= u_−(k) (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( P_1(k)Δ_3(k)P_1(k̄)^T − Δ_3(k) ) u_−(k̄)^T = −E_{k0} (x, t)δ_2(k)(k^2 − ω^2) (λ + 1)^{2/3}(k − k_0)(1 − ω^2k^2_0 ) u_1(k)u_1(k), (4.23)

where for the last equality we have used (4.12) and the fact that u_{1,−} = u_{1,+} on ∂D_ϵ(k_0).

Jump for λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), k_0 ∈ Z ∩ (1, ∞), Im λ < 0. For k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0), Im k < 0,

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) = 1 (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( u_+(k)Δ_2(k)u_+(k̄)^T − u_−(k)Δ_2(k)u_−(k̄)^T )

= u_−(k) (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( P_1(k)Δ_2(k)P_1(k̄)^T − Δ_2(k) ) u_−(k̄)^T = −E_{k0} (x, t)δ_2(k)(k^2 − ω^2) (λ + 1)^{2/3}(k − k_0)(1 − ω^2k^2_0 ) u_1(k)u_1(k). (4.24)

Jump for λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), k_0 ∈ Z ∩ (−1, 0), Im λ > 0. Letting k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0), Im k < 0, correspond to λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), Im λ > 0, we find

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) =

F_+(k) − F_−(k)

(λ + 1)^{2/3} = F_−(^1_{ωk} ) − F_+(^1_{ωk} ) (λ + 1)^{2/3} = 1 (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( u_−(^1_{ωk} )Δ_3(^1_{ωk} )u_−(^1_{ωk} )^T − u_+(^1_{ωk} )Δ_3(^1_{ωk} )u_+(^1_{ωk} )^T )

= u_−(^1_{ωk} ) (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( Δ_3(^1_{ωk} ) − P_5(^1_{ωk} )Δ_3(^1_{ωk} )P_6(^1_{ωk} )^T ) u_−(^1_{ωk} )^T = −E_{k0} (x, t)δ_2(^1_{ωk} )(k^2 − ω^2)(ω − k^2) (λ + 1)^{2/3}(k − k_0)(1 − ω^2k^2_0 )ω^2(1 − k^2) u_3(^1_{ωk} )u_1(^1_{ωk} ), (4.25)

where in the last step we have used that u_{3,−} = u_{3,+} on (ω∂D_ϵ(k_0))^{−1} and that u_{1,−} = u_{1,+} on (ω^2∂D_ϵ(k_0))^{−1}.

Jump for λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), k_0 ∈ Z ∩ (−1, 0), Im λ < 0. Letting k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0), Im k > 0 correspond to λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), Im λ < 0, we find

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) =

F_+(k) − F_−(k)

(λ + 1)^{2/3} = F_−(^1_{ω2 k} ) − F_+(^1_{ω2k} )

(λ + 1)^{2/3} = 1 (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( u_−(^1_{ω2k} )Δ_2(^1_{ω2k} )u_−(^1_{ω2k} )^T − u_+(^1_{ω2k} )Δ_2(^1_{ω2k} )u_+(^1_{ω2k} )^T )

= u_−(^1_{ω2k} ) (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( Δ_2(^1_{ω2k} ) − P_6(^1_{ω2k} )Δ_2(^1_{ω2k} )P_5(^1_{ω2k} )^T ) u_−(^1_{ω2k} )^T = −E_{k0} (x, t)δ_2(^1_{ω2k} )(k^2 − ω^2) (λ + 1)^{2/3}(k − k_0)(1 − ω^2k^2_0 ) u_1(^1_{ω2k} )u_3(^1_{ω2k} ), (4.26)

where for the last equality we have used (4.12) and the fact that u_{1,−} = u_{1,+} on (ω^2∂D_ϵ(k_0))^{−1} and that u_{3,−} = u_{3,+} on (ω∂D_ϵ(k_0))^{−1}.

Equations (4.25) and (4.26) can be further simplified. Using the A-symmetry in (4.7), we infer that u_3(^1_{ω2k} ) = u_1(^1_{ω2k} ), u_3(^1_{ωk} ) = u_1(^1_{ω2k} ), and therefore (4.25) and (4.26) become

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) =

−E_{k0} (x, t)δ_2(^1_{ωk} )(k^2 − ω^2)(ω − k^2) (λ + 1)^{2/3}(k − k_0)(1 − ω^2k^2_0)ω^2(1 − k^2) u_1(^1_{ω2k} )u_1(^1_{ω2k} ), (4.27)

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) =

−E_{k0} (x, t)δ_2(^1_{ω2k} )(k^2 − ω^2) (λ + 1)^{2/3}(k − k_0)(1 − ω^2k^2_0) u_1(^1_{ω2k} )u_1(^1_{ω2k} ), (4.28)

respectively. Recall that (4.27) is valid for λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)) with Im λ > 0, while (4.28) is valid for λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)) with Im λ < 0. One can check that the right-hand side of (4.28) is the analytic continuation of the right-hand side of (4.27). Indeed, suppose that k ∈ (−1, 0) corresponds to λ ∈ (−∞, −1). Then k^h_2 (λ) =^1_{ωk} , so (4.10) implies that δ_{3,+}(λ) δ_{3,−}(λ) = ω^2r̃(ωk^h_2 (λ)) = ω^2r̃(k^{−1}).

Consequently, using (4.12), (4.27), and the fact that r̃(^1_{ω2k} ) =^{1−k2}_{ω(ω−k2)} , we obtain ( δ_2(^1_{ωk} )(ω − k^2) (λ + 1)^{2/3}ω^2(1 − k^2) ) + = δ_{3,+}(λ)r̃(^1_{ω2k} )(ω − k^2) ω|λ + 1|^{2/3}ω^2(1 − k^2) = δ_{3,−}(λ)r̃(^1_k ) ω^2|λ + 1|^{2/3} = ( δ_2(^1_{ω2k} ) (λ + 1)^{2/3} ) − . Final steps. The function G(λ) is analytic for λ ∈ C \ (R ∪ λ(∂D)) and has continuous boundary values on λ(∂D) ∪ R \ {−1, 0, 1}. Moreover, we saw above that G has no jump across λ[∂D_ϵ(k_0)] ∪ λ[∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗] for k_0 ∈ Z \ R. Consequently, since G(λ) = O(λ^{−4/3}) as λ → ∞, Cauchy’s theorem yields ∫ R\∪_{k0∈Z∩R}λ[(k_0−ϵ,k_0+ϵ)] G_+(λ)dλ − ∑ k_0∈Z∩R ∫ λ[∂D_ϵ(k_0)]∩{Im λ>0} G_−(λ)dλ = 0, (4.29) − ∫ R\∪_{k0 ∈Z∩R}λ[(k_0−ϵ,k_0+ϵ)] G_−(λ)dλ − ∑ k_0∈Z∩R ∫ λ[∂D_ϵ(k_0)]∩{Im λ<0} G_−(λ)dλ = 0, (4.30) ∫ ∪_{k0∈Z∩R}λ[(k_0−ϵ,k_0+ϵ)] G_+(λ)dλ + ∑ k_0∈Z∩R ∫ λ[∂D_ϵ(k_0)]∩{Im λ>0} G_+(λ)dλ = 0, (4.31) − ∫ ∪_{k0∈Z∩R}λ[(k_0−ϵ,k_0+ϵ)] G_−(λ)dλ + ∑ k_0∈Z∩R ∫ λ[∂D_ϵ(k_0)]∩{Im λ<0} G_+(λ)dλ = 0. (4.32)

Adding the four equations (4.29)–(4.32), we get ∫ R (G_+(λ) − G_−(λ))dλ + ∑ k_0∈Z∩R ∫ λ[∂D_ϵ(k_0)]

(G_+(λ) − G_−(λ))dλ = 0,

or, changing variables in the integral over λ[∂D_ϵ(k_0)], ∫ R (G_+(λ) − G_−(λ))dλ + ∑ k_0∈Z∩R ∫ ∂D_ϵ(k_0)

(G_+(λ) − G_−(λ)) dλ dk dk = 0. (4.33)

Using (4.23), (4.24), (4.27), (4.28), and the residue theorem to compute the integrals over ∂D_ϵ(k_0), we can write (4.33) as ∫ R (G_+(λ) − G_−(λ))dλ + ∑ k_0∈Z∩(1,∞) −2πiE_{k0} (x, t)δ_2(k_0)(k^2_0 − ω^2) (λ(k_0) + 1)^{2/3}(1 − ω^2k^2_0 )

|u_1(k_0)|^2λ^′(k_0)

+ ∑ k_0∈Z∩(−1,0) −2πiE_{k0} (x, t)δ_{2,+}(^1_{ωk0} )ω(k^2_0 − ω^2) |λ(k_0) + 1|^{2/3}(1 − k^2_0 )

|u_1(^1_{ω2k0} )|^2λ^′(k_0) = 0. (4.34)

For k_0 ∈ Z ∩ (1, ∞), we have λ^′(k_0) > 0, and thus −2πiE_{k0} (x, t)δ_2(k_0)(k^2_0 − ω^2) (λ(k_0) + 1)^{2/3}(1 − ω^2k^2_0)

|u_1(k_0)|^2λ^′(k_0)

= i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)E_{k0} (x, t)

2π|δ_3(λ(k_0))||u_1(k_0)|^2 |λ(k_0) + 1|^{2/3}|k^2_0 − 1| |λ^′(k_0)| ≥ 0, where we have used (2.15) for the last inequality. Recall from [4, (4.8)] that ω^2δ_{2+}(^1_{ωk0} ) > 0 for k_0 ∈ (−1, 0). For k_0 ∈ (−1, 0), it also holds that λ^′(k_0) < 0. Thus, for k_0 ∈ Z ∩ (−1, 0), we have −2πiE_{k0} (x, t)δ_{2,+}(^1_{ωk0} )ω(k^2_0 − ω^2) |λ(k_0) + 1|^{2/3}(1 − k^2_0)

|u_1(^1_{ω2k0} )|^2λ^′(k_0)

= i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)E_{k0} (x, t)

2πω^2δ_{2,+}(^1_{ωk0} )|u_1(^1_{ω2k0} )|^2 |λ(k_0) + 1|^{2/3}(1 − k^2_0 ) |λ^′(k_0)| ≥ 0, where we have used (2.15) for the last inequality. It follows that (4.34) can be rewritten as ∫ R (G_+(λ) − G_−(λ))dλ + ∑ k_0∈Z∩(1,∞) i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)E_{k0} (x, t)

2π|δ_3(λ(k_0))||u_1(k_0)|^2 |λ(k_0) + 1|^{2/3}|k^2_0 − 1|

|λ^′(k_0)|

+ ∑ k_0∈Z∩(−1,0) i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)E_{k0} (x, t)

2πω^2δ_{2,+}(^1_{ωk0} )|u_1(^1_{ω2k0} )|^2 |λ(k_0) + 1|^{2/3}(1 − k^2_0)

|λ^′(k_0)| = 0 (4.35)

But we have shown that G_+ − G_− ≥ 0 on R \ {−1, 0, 1} and that all elements in the above two sums are ≥ 0, so recalling the formulas (4.15)–(4.18) for G_+ − G_−, we find that

u_3(k) = 0 for k ∈ Γ^h_1 ; u_1(k) = 0 for k ∈ Γ^h_2 ; u^2(k) = 0 for k ∈ Γ^h_9 ; u^6(k) = 0 for k ∈ Γ^h_{10}.

In the same way as in the final steps of [4, Proof of Lemma 4.2], we conclude from these relations that u is identically zero for all k ∈ C \ (Γ ∪ ∂D). □

4.3. A remark about zeros in D_{sing}. As mentioned in the introduction, zeros of s_{11} in D_{sing} correspond to singular breather solitons. Such breathers are not global solutions of (1.1) (since they have singularities), and therefore one cannot guarantee existence of ñ for all x and t if such zeros are allowed. In this subsection, we explain where the proof of Lemma 4.4 breaks down if s_{11} is allowed to have zeros in D_{sing}.

Suppose that k_0 ∈ D^R_{sing} is a simple zero of s_{11}, and define ñ as in (4.3)–(4.5). Following the proof of Lemma 4.4, we are led to compute the jumps of G for λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), k_0 ∈ D^R_{sing}. Letting k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0) correspond to λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)), we find

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) = 1 (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( u_+(k)Δ_2(k)u_+(k̄)^T − u_−(k)Δ_2(k)u_−(k̄)^T )

= u_−(k) (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( Q_1(k)Δ_2(k)Q_7(k̄)^T − Δ_2(k) ) u_−(k̄)^T = c_{k0} e^{−θ31(x,t,k0)}δ_3(λ)(k^2 − ω) (λ + 1)^{2/3}(k − k_0)(k^2_0 − ω) u_1(k)u_3(k), (4.36)

where for the last equality we have used (4.12) and the fact that u_{1,+} = u_{1,−}, u_{3,+} = u_{3,−} on ∂D_ϵ(k_0). Similarly, letting k ∈ ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗ correspond to λ ∈ λ(∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗), we find

G_+(λ) − G_−(λ) = 1 (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( u_+(k)Δ_3(k)u_+(k̄)^T − u_−(k)Δ_3(k)u_−(k̄)^T )

= u_−(k) (λ + 1)^{2/3} ( Q_7(k)Δ_3(k)Q_1(k̄)^T − Δ_3(k) ) u_−(k̄)^T = −c̄_{k0} e^{−θ31 (x,t,k0)}δ_3(λ)(k^2 − ω^2) (λ + 1)^{2/3}(k − k̄_0)(k̄^2_0 − ω^2) u_3(k)u_1(k). (4.37)

To proceed, we would therefore have to add − ∑ k_0∈Z\R Im k_0<0

4π Im ( c_{k0} e^{−θ31(x,t,k0)}δ_3(λ(k_0))(k^2_0 − ω) (λ(k_0) + 1)^{2/3}(k^2_0 − ω) λ^′(k_0)u_1(k_0)u_3(k̄_0) )

to the left-hand side of (4.35). The issue is that one cannot guarantee in general that −4π Im ( c_{k0} e^{−θ31(x,t,k0)}δ_3(λ(k_0))(k^2_0 − ω) (λ(k_0) + 1)^{2/3}(k^2_0 − ω) λ^′(k_0)u_1(k_0)u_3(k̄_0) ) ≥ 0. There is a similar issue if k_0 ∈ D^L_{sing} is a simple zero of s_{11}.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 2.6. The open set C \ Γ̃ = Ω_+ ∪ Ω_− is the disjoint union of Ω_+ and Ω_−, where

Ω_+ = ( D_1 ∪D_3 ∪D_5 ∪ ⋃ j=0,1,2 k_0∈Z ( ω^jD_ϵ(k_0) ∪ ω^jD_ϵ(k_0)^∗ ) ) \ ⋃ j=0,1,2 k_0∈Z ( ω^jD_ϵ(k_0)^{−1} ∪ ω^jD_ϵ(k_0)^{−∗} ) ,

Ω_− = ( D_2 ∪D_4 ∪D_6 ∪ ⋃ j=0,1,2 k_0∈Z ( ω^jD_ϵ(k_0)^{−1} ∪ ω^jD_ϵ(k_0)^{−∗} ) ) \ ⋃ j=0,1,2 k_0∈Z ( ω^jD_ϵ(k_0) ∪ ω^jD_ϵ(k_0)^∗ ) .

In this proof, we orient Γ so that Ω_+ lies on the left and Ω_− lies on the right of Γ; this orientation differs from Figure 1 only in that Γ_2, Γ_4, Γ_6 are now oriented towards 0. Let the Sobolev space H^N (Γ) consist of all f ∈ L^2(Γ) with N weak derivatives in L^2. Let H^N_z (Γ) be the space of all f ∈ H^N (Γ) such that f satisfies the (N − 1)th-order zero-sum condition; see e.g. [10, Definition 2.47] for the formulation of this condition. Let

H^N_± (Γ) := {f ∈ L^2(Γ) | f ∈ H^N_z (∂D) for every connected component D of Ω_±}.

Lemma 4.5. For any integer N ≥ 1, there exist 3 × 3-matrix valued functions v^± such that (a) v = (v^−)^{−1}v^+ on Γ \ Γ_⋆, (b) v^±, (v^±)^{−1} ∈ I + H^N_± (Γ), (c) v^±(k) = Av^±(ωk)A^{−1} = Bv^∓(k^{−1})B for k ∈ Γ, and (d) w^+ := v^+ − I and w^− := I − v^− are nilpotent.

Proof. Let v^±_j be the restriction of v^± to Γ_j. The matrices {v^±_j }^9_{j=1} can be chosen as in [4, Proof of Lemma 4.3]. For k ∈ ∂D, we define

v^+(k) = v(k), v^−(k) = I, for k ∈ ⋃ j=0,1,2 k_0∈Z ( ω^j∂D_ϵ(k_0) ∪ ω^j∂D_ϵ(k_0)^∗ ) ,

v^−(k) = v(k)^{−1}, v^+(k) = I, for k ∈ ⋃ j=0,1,2 k_0∈Z ( ω^j∂D_ϵ(k_0)^{−1} ∪ ω^j ∂D_ϵ(k_0)^{−∗} ) .

The rest of the proof proceeds as in [4, Proof of Lemma 4.3]. □

Since Γ_2, Γ_4, Γ_6 are now oriented towards 0, Lemma 4.3 implies that

(v(k̄)^{−1})^T = R(k)^{−1}v(k)R(k)

on all of Γ̃ = Γ ∪ ∂D. Hence the rest of the proof of Theorem 2.6 follows in the same way as in [4, Section 4.2].

Appendix A. Pure soliton solutions In this appendix, we derive exact formulas for the one-solitons and the single breather solitons for (1.1) and study their regularity properties. Pure soliton solutions are constructed by solving RH problem 3.6 in the case when r_1 = 0, r_2 = 0, and α = β = α̃ = β̃ = 0. In this case v = I on Γ and the poles of M at {κ_j }^6_{j=1} are removable.

Let {Z, {c_{k0} }_{k0∈Z}} be scattering data satisfying properties (vi)–(vii) of Theorem 2.3, and define {d_{k0} }_{k0∈Z} as in (2.24). We are led to consider the following RH problem. RH problem A.1 (Pure soliton RH problem). Find M(x, t, k) with the following properties: (a) M(x, t, ·) : C \ Ẑ → C^{3×3} is analytic. (b) As k → ∞, M(x, t, k) = I + O(k^{−1}).

(c) M satisfies the symmetries M(x, t, k) = AM(x, t, ωk)A^{−1} = BM(x, t,^1_k )B. (d) At each point of Ẑ, two columns of M are analytic while one column has (at most) a simple pole. Moreover, for each k_0 ∈ Z \ R, Res_{k=k0}[M(x, t, k)]_3 = c_{k0} e^{−θ31(x,t,k0)}[M(x, t, k_0)]_1, Res_{k=k̄0}[M(x, t, k)]_2 = d_{k0} e^{θ32(x,t,k̄0)}[M(x, t, k̄_0)]_3, (A.1) and, for each k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, Res_{k=k0}[M(x, t, k)]_2 = c_{k0} e^{−θ21(x,t,k0)}[M(x, t, k_0)]_1. (A.2) Define C_{k0} (x, t) := c_{k0} e^{−θ31(x,t,k0)}, D_{k0} (x, t) := d_{k0} e^{θ32 (x,t,k̄0)}, E_{k0} (x, t) := c_{k0} e^{−θ21 (x,t,k0)}. Using the symmetries A- and B-symmetries together with (A.1) and (A.2), we can write the residue conditions for M at all of its poles as follows: For each k_0 ∈ Z \ R, Res_{k=k0}[M(k)]_3 = C_{k0} [M(k_0)]_1, Res_{k=ωk0}[M(k)]_2 = ωC_{k0} [M(ωk_0)]_3, (A.3a) Res k=ω^2k_0

[M(k)]_1 = ω^2C_{k0} [M(ω^2k_0)]_2, Res_{k=k−1} 0 [M(k)]_3 = −k^{−2}_0 C_{k0} [M(k^{−1}_0 )]_2, (A.3b) Res k=ω^2k^{−1}_0

[M(k)]_1 = −^{ω2}_{k20} C_{k0} [M(ω^2k^{−1}_0 )]_3, Res_{k=ωk−1} 0 [M(k)]_2 = −^ω_{k20} C_{k0} [M(ωk^{−1}_0 )]_1, (A.3c)

Res_{k=k̄0}[M(k)]_2 = D_{k0} [M(k̄_0)]_3, Res_{k=ωk̄0}[M(k)]_1 = ωD_{k0} [M(ωk̄_0)]_2, (A.3d) Res k=ω^2k̄_0

[M(k)]_3 = ω^2D_{k0} [M(ω^2k̄_0)]_1, Res_{k=k̄−1} 0 [M(k)]_1 = −k̄^{−2}_0 D_{k0} [M(k̄^{−1}_0 )]_3, (A.3e) Res k=ω^2k̄^{−1}_0

[M(k)]_2 = −^{ω2}_{k̄20} D_{k0} [M(ω^2k̄^{−1}_0 )]_1, Res_{k=ωk̄−1} 0 [M(k)]_3 = −^ω_{k̄20} D_{k0} [M(ωk̄^{−1}_0 )]_2, (A.3f)

and, for each k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R,

Res_{k=k0}[M(k)]_2 = E_{k0} [M(k_0)]_1, Res_{k=ωk0}[M(k)]_1 = ωE_{k0} [M(ωk_0)]_3, (A.4a) Res k=ω^2k_0

[M(k)]_3 = ω^2E_{k0} [M(ω^2k_0)]_2, Res_{k=k−1} 0 [M(k)]_1 = −k^{−2}_0 E_{k0} [M(k^{−1}_0 )]_2, (A.4b) Res k=ω^2k^{−1}_0

[M(k)]_2 = −^{ω2}_{k20} E_{k0} [M(ω^2k^{−1}_0 )]_3, Res_{k=ωk−1} 0 [M(k)]_3 = −^ω_{k20} E_{k0} [M(ωk^{−1}_0 )]_1, (A.4c)

where the (x, t)-dependence has been omitted for conciseness.

The following lemma establishes existence and uniqueness of a solution of RH problem A.1. This result is not only relevant for the construction of pure soliton solutions, but it also plays a role in the calculation of the long-time asymptotics for (1.1) in the presence of solitons [5].

Lemma A.2. For each (x, t) ∈ R × [0, ∞), the solution M of RH problem A.1 exists and is unique.

Proof. Let n be the solution of RH problem 2.4 with r_1 = 0 and r_2 = 0. It follows from Theorem 2.6 that n exists. Motivated by [4, Lemma 4.15], we define M by M(x, t, k) := P (k)^{−1} ne^{Lx+Zt} (ne^{Lx+Zt})_x (ne^{Lx+Zt})_{xx} e^{−(Lx+Zt)} = P (k)^{−1} n n_x + nL n_{xx} + 2n_xL + nL^2

. (A.5)

Clearly, M(x, t, ·) : C \ Ẑ → C^{3×3} is analytic. The fact that M(x, t, k) = I + O(k^{−1}) as k → ∞ can be proved as in [4, Lemma 4.15]. Using the symmetries n(k) = n(ωk)A^{−1} = n(k^{−1})B, L(k) = AL(ωk)A^{−1} = BL(k^{−1})B, Z(k) = AZ(ωk)A^{−1} = BZ(k^{−1})B, and P (k) = P (ωk)A^{−1} = P (k^{−1})B, it is easy to check that M verifies condition (c) of RH problem A.1. Let k_0 ∈ Z \ R. Since n_1 and n_2 are analytic at k_0 and n_3 has at most a simple pole at k_0, it follows that the first two columns of M are analytic at k_0 and that the third column of M has at most a simple pole. Moreover,

Res_{k=k0}[M(k)]_3 = P (k_0)^{−1}

Res_{k=k0}n_3(k)

∂_x Res_{k=k0}n_3(k) + l_3(k_0)Res_{k=k0}n_3(k)

∂_{xx}Res_{k=k0}n_3(k) + 2l_3(k_0)∂_x Res_{k=k0}n_3(k) + l_3(k_0)^2 Res_{k=k0}n_3(k) .

Since Res_{k=k0}n_3(k) = c_{k0} e^{−θ31(x,t,k0)}n_1(k_0), it follows that

Res_{k=k0}[M(k)]_3 = c_{k0} e^{−θ31(x,t,k0)}P (k_0)^{−1} n_1(k_0) ∂_xn_1(k_0) + l_1(k_0)n_1(k_0) ∂_{xx}n_1(k_0) + 2l_1(k_0)∂_xn_1(k_0) + l_1(k_0)^2n_1(k_0)

= c_{k0} e^{−θ31(x,t,k0)}[M(k_0)]_1.

The residues of M at k = k̄_0, k_0 ∈ Z \ R, and at k = k_0, k_0 ∈ Z ∩ R, can be computed similarly, and we find that M satisfies condition (d) of RH problem A.1. Thus we have proved that M exists.

The uniqueness of M can be proved by noting that if M and M̃ are two different solutions of RH problem A.1, then all the poles of MM̃^{−1} at points in Ẑ are removable by long but straightforward calculations which use the fact that det M̃ = 1. Since MM̃^{−1} → 1 as k → ∞, it follows that MM̃^{−1} = I for all k by Liouville’s theorem. An alternative proof transforms RH problem A.1 into an equivalent RH problem in which the poles are replaced by jumps on small circles (this transformation is similar to the transformation described in Section 4.1). The solution of the transformed RH problem (and hence also of RH problem A.1) is unique by standard arguments because the jump matrix has unit determinant. □

A.1. One-soliton. Let us consider the case when s_{11} has a single simple zero k_0 in (−1, 0)∪ (1, ∞). In this case, Z = {k_0} where k_0 ∈ (−1, 0) ∪ (1, ∞), and the residue conditions (A.4) together with the normalization condition M(x, t, k) = I + O(k^{−1}) as k → ∞ imply that

[M(k)]_1 = [I]_1 + ωE_{k0} [M(ωk_0)]_3 k − ωk_0 + −k^{−2}_0 E_{k0} [M(k^{−1}_0 )]_2 k − k^{−1}_0 , [M(k)]_2 = [I]_2 +

E_{k0} [M(k_0)]_1 k − k_0 + −ω^2k^{−2}_0 E_{k0} [M(ω^2k^{−1}_0 )]_3 k − ω^2k^{−1}_0 ,

[M(k)]_3 = [I]_3 + ω^2E_{k0} [M(ω^2k_0)]_2 k − ω^2k_0 + −ωk^{−2}_0 E_{k0} [M(ωk^{−1}_0 )]_1 k − ωk^{−1}_0 . We evaluate the first equation at k = k_0 and k = ωk^{−1}_0 , the second equation at k = ω^2k_0 and k = k^{−1}_0 , and the third equation at k = ωk_0 and k = ω^2k^{−1}_0 . For each j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, this gives six algebraic equations for the six unknowns M_{j1}(k_0), M_{j1}(ωk^{−1}_0 ), M_{j2}(ω^2k_0), M_{j2}(k^{−1}_0 ), M_{j3}(ωk_0), M_{j3}(ω^2k^{−1}_0 ). More precisely, with

A_{k0} := E_{k0}

0 0 0^{−k−20}_{k0−k−10}^ω_{k0−ωk0} 0 0 0 0^{−k−20}_{ωk−10 −k−10}^ω_{ωk−10 −ωk0} 0 1 ω^2k_0−k_0 0 0 0 0

−ω^2k^{−2}_0 ω^2k_0−ω^2k^{−1}_0 1 k^{−1}_0 −k_0 0 0 0 0

−ω^2k^{−2}_0 k^{−1}_0 −ω^2k^{−1}_0 0^{−ωk−20} ωk_0−ωk^{−1}_0 ω^2 ωk_0−ω^2k_0 0 0 0 0^{−ωk−20} ω^2k^{−1}_0 −ωk^{−1}_0 ω^2 ω^2k^{−1}_0 −ω^2k_0 0 0 0

,

we have ( [M(k_0)]_1 [M(ωk^{−1}_0 )]_1 [M(ω^2k_0)]_2 [M(k^{−1}_0 )]_2 [M(ωk_0)]_3 [M(ω^2k^{−1}_0 )]_3 )

= 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1

(I − A^T_{k0} )^{−1} =: B_{k0} .

Hence

[M(k)]_1 = [I]_1 + ωE_{k0} k − ωk_0 [B_{k0} ]_5 +

−k^{−2}_0 E_{k0} k − k^{−1}_0 [B_{k0} ]_4,

[M(k)]_2 = [I]_2 + E_{k0} k − k_0 [B_{k0} ]_1 +

−ω^2k^{−2}_0 E_{k0} k − ω^2k^{−1}_0

[B_{k0} ]_6,

[M(k)]_3 = [I]_3 + ω^2E_{k0} k − ω^2k_0

[B_{k0} ]_3 + −ωk^{−2}_0 E_{k0} k − ωk^{−1}_0 [B_{k0} ]_2.

Since n = (1, 1, 1)M, we get

n_1(k) = 1 + ωE_{k0} k − ωk_0 (1, 1, 1)[B_{k0} ]_5 +

−k^{−2}_0 E_{k0} k − k^{−1}_0 (1, 1, 1)[B_{k0} ]_4,

n_2(k) = 1 + E_{k0} k − k_0 (1, 1, 1)[B_{k0} ]_1 +

−ω^2k^{−2}_0 E_{k0} k − ω^2k^{−1}_0

(1, 1, 1)[B_{k0} ]_6,

n_3(k) = 1 + ω^2E_{k0} k − ω^2k_0

(1, 1, 1)[B_{k0} ]_3 + −ωk^{−2}_0 E_{k0} k − ωk^{−1}_0 (1, 1, 1)[B_{k0} ]_2,

and the Boussinesq one-soliton is given by u(x, t) = −i √ 3 ∂ ∂x n^{(1)}_3 (x, t),

where

n^{(1)}_3 (x, t) := lim_{k→∞} k(n_3(x, t, k) − 1) = ω^2E_{k0} (1, 1, 1)[B_{k0} ]_3 − ωk^{−2}_0 E_{k0} (1, 1, 1)[B_{k0} ]_2.

A calculation gives u(x, t) = 3 2 (k_0 − k^{−1}_0 )^2 ( f_{k0} e^− k20−1 4k0 (x−ct) + f −1 k_0 e k20 −1 4k0 (x−ct))2 , (A.6)

where

c := k_0 + k^{−1}_0 2 , f_{k0} := √ iω^2(k^2_0 − ω^2)c_{k0} √ 3k_0(k^2_0 − 1)

. (A.7)

It is not necessary to specify the branch of the square root in (A.7) because the value of u(x, t) does not depend on the choice of sign of f_{k0} . If f_{k0} = 0, then we interpret u(x, t) in (A.6) as the zero solution u(x, t) ≡ 0.

Lemma A.3. Let k_0 ∈ (−1, 0) ∪ (1, ∞). The following are equivalent: (a) The function u(x, t) in (A.6) is smooth and real-valued for all (x, t) ∈ R × [0, ∞). (b) f^2_{k0} ≥ 0.

(c) c_{k0} obeys the positivity condition (2.15), i.e., i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)c_{k0} ≥ 0. Moreover, u(x, t) is singular if and only if i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω)c_{k0} ∈ (−∞, 0).

Proof. Using the short-hand notation z := f_{k0} e^− k20−1 4k0 (x−ct), we can write (A.6) as u(x, t) = 3 2 (k_0 − k^{−1}_0 )^2 (z +^1_z )^2 . Hence u(x, t) is non-singular if and only if z ≠ ±i for all x, t. Since the exponential e^− k20 −1 4k0 (x−ct) takes on any value in (0, ∞) as x and t vary, we see that u(x, t) is singular

if and only if f_{k0} ∈ iR \ {0}.

The function u is real-valued if and only if z + z^{−1} ∈ R ∪ iR for all x, t. As x → +∞, we have

z + z^{−1} ∼ f^{−1}_{k0} e k20 −1 4k0 (x−ct), so if u is real-valued, then f_{k0} ∈ R ∪ iR. On the other hand, if f_{k0} ∈ R ∪ iR, then z + z^{−1} ∈ R ∪ iR. So u is real-valued if and only if f_{k0} ∈ R ∪ iR.

We conclude that u(x, t) is both real-valued and smooth for all x, t if and only if f_{k0} ∈ R, or, in other words, if and only if f^2_{k0} ≥ 0. This proves that (a) and (b) are equivalent.

The equivalence of (b) and (c) as well as the last claim follow from the fact that

iω^2(k^2_0 − ω^2) √ 3k_0(k^2_0 − 1) 1 i(ω^2k^2_0 − ω) = 1 √ 3k_0(k^2_0 − 1) > 0 for all k_0 ∈ (−1, 0) ∪ (1, ∞). □

Lemma A.3 shows that the general (non-singular) one-soliton is given by (A.6) for some f_{k0} with f^2_{k0} ≥ 0. Using x_0 ∈ R to parametrize the allowed values of f_{k0} according to f_{k0} = ±e k20 −1 4k0 x_0 ,

this leads to the following well-known expression for the one-soliton solution of (1.1) (see for example [6, Eq. (1.5)]):

u(x, t) = A sech^2( √ A/6(x − x_0 − ct)), (A.8) where A :=^3_8 (k_0 − k^{−1}_0 )^2 ≥ 0 (here the branch of √ A is defined such that √ A ≥ 0 and we have used that √ A = √_3 8 (k_0 − k^{−1}_0 ) because k_0 ∈ (−1, 0) ∪ (1, +∞)).

If k_0 ∈ (1, ∞), then c > 1, while if k_0 ∈ (−1, 0), then c < −1. Thus, as claimed in the introduction, the zeros of s_{11} in (1, ∞) give rise to right-moving solitons, while the zeros of s_{11} in (−1, 0) give rise to left-moving solitons. It is worth noting that both right- and left-moving solitons travel with speeds greater than 1.

A.2. Breather. Let us now consider the case when s_{11} has a single simple zero k_0 in D_2 \R, i.e., let Z = {k_0} with k_0 ∈ D_2 \ R. It is possible to proceed as we did above in the case of the one-soliton; however, the resulting calculations become cumbersome because one needs to solve an algebraic system with 12 equations. The following approach makes better use of the A- and B-symmetries and is more efficient.

The residue conditions (A.3) together with the normalization condition M(x, t, k) = I + O(k^{−1}) as k → ∞ imply that

[M(k)]_3 = [I]_3 +

C_{k0} [M(k_0)]_1 k − k_0 + −k^{−2}_0 C_{k0} [M(k^{−1}_0 )]_2 k − k^{−1}_0 + ω^2D_{k0} [M(ω^2k̄_0)]_1 k − ω^2k̄_0 + −ωk̄^{−2}_0 D_{k0} [M(ωk̄^{−1}_0 )]_2 k − ωk̄^{−1}_0 . (A.9)

The A- and B-symmeties (2.20) imply that n_3(k) = n_2(ωk) = n_1(ω^2k) = n_3(k^{−1}).

Hence (A.9) yields

n_3(k) = 1 +

C_{k0} n_3(ωk_0) k − k_0 + −k^{−2}_0 C_{k0} n_3(ωk_0) k − k^{−1}_0 + ω^2D_{k0} n_3(k̄_0)

k − ω^2k̄_0 + −ωk̄^{−2}_0 D_{k0} n_3(k̄_0) k − ωk̄^{−1}_0 and n^{(1)}_3 can be written as n^{(1)}_3 (x, t) = (1 − k^{−2}_0 )C_{k0} n_3(ωk_0) + (1 − ω^2k̄^{−2}_0 )ω^2D_{k0} n_3(k̄_0).

Moreover, since_{i(k2}

0 −1) 2 √ 3k^2_0

l_3(k) − l_3(k_0) = 1 k − k_0 + −k^{−2}_0 k − k^{−1}_0 , we obtain

n_3(k) = 1 +

i(k^2_0 −1) 2 √ 3k^2_0

l_3(k) − l_3(k_0)

C_{k0} n_3(ωk_0) +

i(k̄^2_0 −ω^2) 2 √ 3k̄^2_0

l_3(k) − l_3(ω^2k̄_0) ω^2D_{k0} n_3(k̄_0). (A.10)

Let c̃_{k0} :=^{i(k20 −1)}_2^√_{3k20} c_{k0} and d̃_{k0} :=^{i(k̄20 −ω2)}_2^√_{3k̄20} ω^2d_{k0} . Evaluating (A.10) at k = ωk_0 and k = k̄_0, we find the system

n_3(ωk_0) = 1 + c̃_{k0} e^{x(l1(k0)−l3(k0))+t(z1 (k0)−z3(k0))} l_1(k_0) − l_3(k_0) n_3(ωk_0) + d̃_{k0} ex(l3(^¯k0)−l2(^¯k0))+t(z3 (^¯k0)−z2(^¯k0)) l_1(k_0) − l_2(k̄_0) n_3(k̄_0),

n_3(k̄_0) = 1 + c̃_{k0} e^{x(l1(k0)−l3(k0))+t(z1 (k0)−z3(k0))} l_3(k̄_0) − l_3(k_0) n_3(ωk_0) + d̃_{k0} ex(l3(^¯k0)−l2(^¯k0))+t(z3 (^¯k0)−z2(^¯k0)) l_3(k̄_0) − l_2(k̄_0) n_3(k̄_0).

Multiplying the first equation by e^{xl1(k0)+tz1(k0)} and the second by e^{xl3(k̄0)+tz3(k̄0)}, we obtain ( e^{xl1(k0)+tz1(k0)}n_3(ωk_0) e^{xl3(k̄0)+tz3(k̄0)}n_3(k̄_0) ) = (I − B)^{−1} ( e^{xl1(k0)+tz1(k0)} e^{xl3(k̄0)+tz3(k̄0)} )

provided that the matrix I − B is invertible, where B = B(x, t) := c̃_{k0} e^{x(l1(k0)−l3(k0))+t(z1(k0)−z3(k0))} l_1(k_0)−l_3(k_0) d̃_{k0} ex(l_1(k_0)−l_2(^¯k_0))+t(z_1(k_0)−z_2(^¯k_0)) l_1(k_0)−l_2(k̄_0) c̃_{k0} e^{x(l3(k̄0)−l3(k0))+t(z3(k̄0)−z3(k0))} l_3(k̄_0)−l_3(k_0) d̃_{k0} ex(l_3(^¯k_0)−l_2(^¯k_0))+t(z_3(^¯k_0)−z_2(^¯k_0)) l_3(k̄_0)−l_2(k̄_0) .

Since, by (A.10),

n^{(1)}_3 (x, t) = − 2i √ 3 ( c̃_{k0} e^{x(l1(k0)−l3(k0))+t(z1 (k0)−z3(k0))}n_3(ωk_0)

+ d̃_{k0} e^{x(l3(k̄0)−l2(k̄0))+t(z3 (k̄0)−z2(k̄0))}n_3(k̄_0) ) , (A.11) we find

n^{(1)}_3 (x, t) = −2i √ 3 ( c̃_{k0} e^{−xl3(k0)−tz3(k0)} d̃_{k0} e^{−xl2(k̄0)−tz2 (k̄0)} ) (I − B)^{−1} ( e^{xl1(k0)+tz1(k0)} e^{xl3(k̄0)+tz3(k̄0)} )

= −2i √ 3tr { (I − B)^{−1} ( e^{xl1(k0)+tz1 (k0)} e^{xl3(k̄0)+tz3 (k̄0)} ) ( c̃_{k0} e^{−xl3(k0)−tz3(k0)} d̃_{k0} e^{−xl2(k̄0)−tz2(k̄0)} ) }

= −2i √ 3tr { (I − B)^{−1}B_x } , (A.12)

so the corresponding solution of (1.1) is u(x, t) = −i √ 3 ∂ ∂x n^{(1)}_3 (x, t) = −6 ∂ ∂x tr { (I − B)^{−1}B_x } . (A.13)

We refer to the solution (A.13) as a breather. Note that u(x, t) is well-defined by (A.13) whenever det(I − B(x, t)) ≠ 0. The next lemma shows that the breather (A.13) is welldefined for all x ∈ R and t ≥ 0 if k_0 ∈ D_{reg}. It also shows that if k_0 ∈ D_{sing}, then for each fixed t ≥ 0, there is an x ∈ R such that u(x, t) is not well-defined.

Lemma A.4. Let k_0 ∈ D_2 \ R = D_{reg} ⊔ D_{sing}.

(a) If k_0 ∈ D_{reg}, then det(I − B) > 0 for all (x, t) ∈ R × [0, ∞). In particular, the function u(x, t) in (A.13) is a smooth and real-valued solution of (1.1) for all (x, t) ∈ R × [0, ∞) if k_0 ∈ D_{reg}.

(b) If k_0 ∈ D_{sing} and c_{k0} ∈ C \ {0}, then for each fixed t ≥ 0, the function x → det(I − B) has at least one zero on R.

Proof. Let

A :=

(_1

l_1(k_0)−l_3(k_0) 1 l_1(k_0)−l_2(k̄_0) 1 l_3(k̄_0)−l_3(k_0) 1 l_3(k̄_0)−l_2(k̄_0) ) ( c̃_{k0} e^{−θ31(x,t,k0)} 0 0 d̃_{k0} e^{θ32(x,t,k̄0)} ) . Since B = ( e^{xl1(k0)+tz1(k0)} 0 0 e^{xl3(k̄0)+tz3(k̄0)} ) A ( e^{xl1(k0)+tz1(k0)} 0 0 e^{xl3(k̄0)+tz3 (k̄0)} )_{−1} , we have det(I − B) = det(I − A). Using that ¯c̃_{k0} = d̃_{k0} as a consequence of (2.24), we see that A = A(x, t) has the form A = A_{11}^{l3(k̄0)−l2(k̄0)}

l_1(k_0)−l_2(k̄_0)

Ā_{11}

l_1(k_0)−l_3(k_0) l_3(k̄_0)−l_3(k_0) A11

Ā_{11} .

Long but straightforward computations show that

det(I − A) = 1 − 2A^R_{11} + h(k_0)|A_{11}|^2, h(k_0) :=

(k^I_0 + √ 3k^R_0 )^2(1 + |k_0|^2 + |k_0|^4) 2k^I_0 ( √ 3k^R_0 − k^I_0 )(|k_0|^2 − 1)^2

, (A.14)

where (·)^R := Re (·) and (·)^I := Im (·). Introducing polar coordinates (r, α) for k_0 via k_0 = re^{iα}, we can write h(k_0) = f(r)g(α), where

f(r) := r^4 + r^2 + 1 (r^2 − 1)^2 , g(α) := (sin α + √ 3 cos α)^2 2 sin(α)( √ 3 cos α − sin α) . The function f(r) is a bijection from (1, ∞) onto (1, ∞). The function g(α) is a bijection from (0, π/6) onto (4, ∞), and a bijection from (−π/6, 0) onto (−∞, −1/2). We deduce that h(k_0) = f(r)g(α) satisfies h(k_0) > 4 for all k_0 ∈ D^R_{reg} = {re^{iα} | r > 1, α ∈ (0, π/6)} and h(k_0) < −1/2 for all k_0 ∈ D^R_{sing} = {re^{iα} | r > 1, α ∈ (−π/6, 0)}. Using the symmetry f(r)g(α) = f(1/r)g(α + π), we can extend these inequalities to D^L_{reg} and D^L_{sing}, which gives

h(k_0) > 4 for k_0 ∈ D_{reg}; h(k_0) < −1/2 for k_0 ∈ D_{sing}.

Suppose that k_0 ∈ D_{reg}. Since h(k_0) > 4, (A.14) yields

det(I − A) ≥ 1 − 2|A_{11}| + h(k_0)|A_{11}|^2 > 1 − 2|A_{11}| + 4|A_{11}|^2 = (1 − 2|A_{11}|)^2 ≥ 0,

showing that det(I − B) = det(I − A) > 0 for all x, t. By (A.12), u(x, t) is a smooth function of x, t as long as det(I − B) ≠ 0. The reality of u(x, t) is a consequence of Theorem 2.6, but can also be verified directly from (A.11) and (A.13) using the relations ¯c̃_{k0} = d̃_{k0} and ( n_3(ωk_0) n_3(k̄_0) ) = (I − A)^{−1} ( 1 1 ) . This completes the proof of (a).

Suppose now that k_0 ∈ D_{sing} and c_{k0} ∈ C \ {0}. In this case,

A_{11} = c_1e^{(l1(k0)−l3(k0))x+(z1(k0)−z3(k0))t},

where c_1 is a nonzero complex constant. Since Re (l_1(k_0) − l_3(k_0)) ≠ 0, we see that for each fixed t ≥ 0, |A_{11}| takes on any value in (0, ∞) as x ranges over R. Moreover, since h(k_0) < −1/2 is strictly negative, (A.14) shows that det(I − A) → 1 as |A_{11}| → 0 and that det(I − A) → −∞ as |A_{11}| → ∞. This shows that the function x → det(I − B) = det(I − A) has at least one zero for any fixed t ≥ 0. □

Acknowledgements. Support is acknowledged from the Novo Nordisk Fonden Project, Grant 0064428, the European Research Council, Grant Agreement No. 682537, the Swedish Research Council, Grant No. 2015-05430, Grant No. 2021-04626, and Grant No. 2021- 03877, and the Ruth and Nils-Erik Stenbäck Foundation.

References

[1] J. G. Berryman, Stability of solitary waves in shallow water, Phys. Fluids 19 (1976), 771–777. [2] L. V. Bogdanov and V. E. Zakharov, The Boussinesq equation revisited, Phys. D 165 (2002), 137–162.

[3] J. Boussinesq, Théorie des ondes et des remous qui se propagent le long d’un canal rectangulaire horizontal, en communiquant au liquide contenu dans ce canal des vitesses sensiblement pareilles de la surface au fond, J. Math. Pures Appl. 17 (1872), 55–108.

[4] C. Charlier and J. Lenells, On Boussinesq’s equation for water waves, arXiv:2204.02365. [5] C. Charlier and J. Lenells, The soliton resolution conjecture for the Boussinesq equation, in preparation.

[6] P. Daripa and W. Hua, A numerical study of an ill-posed Boussinesq equation arising in water waves and nonlinear lattices: filtering and regularization techniques, Appl. Math. Comput. 101 (1999), 159–207.

[7] R. Hirota, Exact N-soliton solutions of the wave equation of long waves in shallow-water and in nonlinear lattices, J. Math. Phys. 14 (1973), 810–814.

[8] R. S. Johnson, A modern introduction to the mathematical theory of water waves. Cambridge Texts in Applied Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997.

[9] J. S. Russell, Report on waves, Report of the fourteenth meeting of the British Association for the Advancement of Science, York, September 1844.

[10] T. Trogdon and S. Olver, Riemann–Hilbert problems, their numerical solution, and the computation of nonlinear special functions, Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics (SIAM), Philadelphia, PA, 2016.

[11] V. E. Zakharov, On stochastization of one-dimensional chains of nonlinear oscillations, Soviet Phys. JETP 38 (1974), 108–110.

CC: Centre for Mathematical Sciences, Lund University, 221 00 Lund, Sweden. Email address: christophe.charlier@math.lu.se

JL: Department of Mathematics, KTH Royal Institute of Technology, 100 44 Stockholm, Sweden.

Email address: jlenells@kth.se