arXiv:2207.12711v5 [math.AP] 31 May 2023

EXISTENCE OF GLOBAL SOLUTIONS FOR THE MODIFIED CAMASSA-HOLM EQUATION WITH A NONZERO BACKGROUND

YILING YANG, ENGUI FAN, AND YUE LIU

Abstract. Consideration in the present paper is the existence of global solutions for the modified Camassa-Holm (mCH) equation with a nonzero background initial value. The mCH equation is completely integrable and can be considered as a model for the unidirectional propagation of shallow-water waves. By applying the inverse scattering transform with an application of the Cauchy projection operator, the existence of a unique global solution to the mCH equation in the line with a nonzero background initial value is established in the weighted Sobolev space H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R) based on the representation of a Riemann-Hilbert (RH) problem associated with the Cauchy problem to the mCH equation. A crucial technique used is to derive the boundedness of the solution in the Sobolev space W^{1,∞}(R), then reconstruct a new RH problem for the Cauchy projection operator of reflection coefficients. The regularity of the global solution is achieved by the refined estimate arguments on those solutions of the corresponding RH problem.

Keywords: Modified Camassa-Holm equation; global solution; Riemann-Hilbert problem; Cauchy projection operator.

AMS Subject Classification 2020: 35P25; 35Q15; 35Q35; 35A01.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 2. Direct scattering transform 5 2.1. The Jost function 5 2.2. Scattering map 8 2.3. The RH problems 16 2.4. Reconstruction of the potential m 18 3. Inverse scattering transform 19 3.1. The Cauchy projection operator 20 3.2. Solvability of the RH problem 20 3.3. Time evolution 24 3.4. Estimates on solutions of the RH problem 27 4. Existence of global solutions 29 5. Regularity 31 5.1. Transitions of the spectral problem 31 5.2. A new RH problem 32 5.3. Proof of the main theorem 40 References 40 1

1. Introduction

The present paper is concerned with the existence of global solutions for the modified Camassa-Holm (mCH) equation [20, 33] , namely,

m_t + ( m ( u^2 − u^2_x )) x = 0, m = u − u_{xx}, (t, x) ∈ R^+ × R, (1.1) with nonzero background u(t, x) → 1 as |x| → ∞. It is known that the mCH equation (1.1) is an integrable modification to the well-known Camassa-Holm (CH) equation

m_t + (um)_x + u_xm = 0, m = u − u_{xx}, (1.2)

which was appeared in [21] as a integrable equation proposed by Fuchssteiner and Fokas and first introduced by Camassa and Holm as a model for the unidirectional propagation of shallowwater waves [5] (see also [13] for a rigorous justification in shallow-water approximation). The CH equation (1.2) has been attracted considerable interest and been studied extensively due to its rich mathematical structures and remarkable properties, such as Painleve-type asymptotics, peakon and multi-peakon solutions, bi-Hamiltonian structure, algebro-geometric solutions, wave-breaking phenomena [3, 5, 10, 11, 12, 14, 19, 22, 30, 31].

It is observed that all the nonlinear terms in the CH equation (1.2) are quadratic. Different from the CH equation (1.2), the mCH equation (1.1) contains the cubic nonlinearity which was introduced by Fuchssteiner [20], Olver and Rosenau [33] by applying the general method of tri-Hamiltonian duality to the bi-Hamiltonian representation of the modified Korteweg-de Vries equation (see also [35]). Applying the scaling transformation and taking parameter limit, the mCH equation (1.1) can be reduced a short pulse equation [37]

u_{xt} = u + 1 6 (u^3)_{xx}.

More recently, the mCH equation (1.1) was considered as a model for the unidirectional propagation for shallow-water waves of mild amplitude over a flat bottom [9], where the solution u is related to the horizontal velocity in certain level of water.

It was shown that the mCH equation (1.1) admits a Lax pair [35, 38]

Φ_x = UΦ, Φ_t = V Φ, (1.3)

where U = 1 2 ( −1 λm −λm 1 ) , λ = − 1 2 (z + z^{−1}), V = ( λ^{−2} +^1_2 (u^2 − u^2_x) −λ^{−1}(u − u_x) −^1_2 λ(u^2 − u^2_x)m

λ^{−1}(u + u_x) +^1_2 λ(u^2 − u^2_x)m −λ^{−2} −^1_2 (u^2 − u^2_x) ) , Φ is a complex matrix valued function of x, t and λ with the spectral parameter λ ∈ C independent of x and t, and the momentum potential m is the solution of the mCH equation (1.1).

It is noted that the global smooth one-soliton solution of the mCH equation (1.1) with nonzero background data was obtained by using the RH method [4]. On the other hand, the soliton of the mCH equation (1.1) with zero background data is a weak solution in the form of peaked wave, that is, φ_c(x − ct) = √_{3c} 2 e^{−|x−ct|}, c > 0. In addition, the quasi-periodic solutions with periodic background data were constructed by using algebro-geometric method [24].

The wave-breaking and those peakons for the mCH equation (1.1) with zero background data were also investigated in [23]. With the aid of reciprocal transformation, the Bäcklund transformation and nonlinear superposition formula for the mCH equation (1.1) were given [39]. The existence of the global peakon solutions and the large time asymptotic behaviour of these kind of non-smooth solitons were investigated in [6]. Recently the long time asymptotic behavior of the mCH equation (1.1) was established by using ¯∂-steepest decadent analysis in [40].

It is known that the Cauchy problem associated with the mCH equation (1.1) is the locally well-posed in the Sobolev space H^s(R), s > 5/2 [23]. However, to the best of our knowledge, the global well-posedness to the mCH equation (1.1) on the line seems still unknown.

The main purpose in the present paper is to establish the global existence of solutions to the mCH equation (1.1) with a nonzero background by applying inverse scattering theory. It is found, however, that directly using this approach to the mCH equation (1.1) will confront some substantial difficulties, which need to be overcome and are much different from the NLS, AKNS, derivative NLS equations [2, 15, 17, 27, 34, 42]. For example,

1) In the RH problem associated with the mCH equation (1.1), there are two singularities z = ±1, which give rise to difficulty in directly using Zhou vanishing lemma. However, to remove the singularity at z = ±1 by change of variable, the function η = 1 − 1/m will appear in the condition of the RH problem. The boundness and space estimate of η must be obtained to show that m − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R).

2) In the estimates of the Volterra integral and the Cauchy projector operators, there is an oscillating term e^{i(z−1/z)x}, which is difficult to directly apply the Fourier transform in real axis R. This technical difficulty could be conquered by splitting the original spectral problem into two new spectral problems by two transformations.

3) In the jump matrix, the reflection coefficient |r(z)| = 1, z = ±1, which prevents from establishing the Lipschitz continuous for solutions. To deal with this issue, we can take an advantage of the nice properties of the time evolution for scattering data to directly obtain estimates of the global solutions from the time dependent RH problems without a prior estimate on the potential function m.

In what follows, we address our main result on the existence of global solutions for the Cauchy problem associated with the mCH equation, namely, { m_t + ( m ( u^2 − u^2_x )) x = 0, m = u − u_{xx}, m(0, x) = m_0(x),

(1.4)

where m_0 = (1 − ∂^2_x)u_0 with u_0 = (1 − ∂^2_x)^{−1}m_0 = p ∗ m_0, p(x) =^1_2 e^{−|x|}, and the symbol ‘∗’ denotes the convolution product on R, defined by (f ∗ g)(x) = ∫ R f(y)g(x − y)dy. The principal result of the present paper is now stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that m_0(x) > 0, ∀x ∈ R and m_0 −1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R)∩H^{1,2} (R). Then there exists a unique global solution m of the Cauchy problem (1.4) such that m−1 ∈ C([0, +∞); H^{2,1}(R)∩ H^{1,2}(R)).

A crucial approach for proving this theorem is to establish a L^2-bijection map between solution m and scattering data by applying the inverse scattering transform theory to the Cauchy problem (1.4), see Figure 1. Starting from the given initial value m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R), the direct scattering transform gives rise to the scattering data and a RH problem associated with the Cauchy problem (1.4). Then the inverse scattering transform goes back to the global solution m(t) satisfying m − 1 ∈ C([0, +∞); H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R)) to the Cauchy problem (1.4) via the RH problem with associated with time-dependent scattering data.

Remark 1.1. Note that if m_0(x) > 0, ∀x ∈ R, then the solution m of (1.4) satisfies inf_{x∈R} m(t, x) > 0, for t ∈ [0, T ) with any given T > 0 [23]. Using the blow-up criterion in Theorem 4.2 [23] with the energy estimates, it follows from Theorem 1.1 that for any s ≥ 2, there exists a unique global

m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R) (r(0; z), {z_j , c_j (0)}^{2N0}_{j=1} ) ∈ Y m − 1 ∈ C([0, ∞), H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R)) (r(t; z), {z_j , c_j (t)}^{2N0}_{j=1} ) ∈ Y Time evolution Direct scattering

Inverse scattering

Figure 1. Bijective relation between potential m and reflection coefficients

solution m of the Cauchy problem (1.4) satisfying m − 1 ∈ C([0, +∞); H^{s,1}(R) ∩ H^{s−1,2}(R)), with the initial data m_0(x) > 0, ∀x ∈ R and m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{s,1}(R) ∩ H^{s−1,2}(R), ∀s ≥ 2.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give construction of the basic RH problems associated with the Cauchy problem (1.4) and establish a direct inverse transform from the initial value m_0 to the scattering data at t = 0. In Section 3, we carry out the inverse scattering transform from time-dependent scattering data and solvability of the regular RH problem. In Section 4, we show the existence of a unique global solution m − 1 ∈ C([0, +∞); W^{1,∞}(R)) to the Cauchy problem (1.4). In the last section, Section 5, we reconstruct a new RH problem to arrive at the regularity of the solution m − 1. Finally, we demonstrate the existence of a unique global solution satisfying m − 1 ∈ C([0, +∞); H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R)) via the new RH problem and refined estimates on the solution m.

Notations. Throughout, the norm in the classical space L^p(R) for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ will be written as ‖ · ‖_Lp . We use the normed spaces defined in the following. A weighted L^p(R) space for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ is specified by L^{p,s}(R) = {f ∈ L^p(R) | ⟨·⟩^sf ∈ L^p(R)} , s ≥ 0 with ⟨x⟩ = (1 + x^2)^12 equipped with the norm ‖f‖_{p,s} = ‖⟨·⟩^sf‖_Lp . The Sobolev space W^{k,p} is defined by W^{k,p}(R) = { f ∈ L^p(R) | ∂^j_xf ∈ L^p(R), j = 1, 2, ..., k } , equipped with the norm ‖f‖_W k,p = k∑ j=0 ‖∂^j_xf‖^p_Lp 1/p , and a weighted Sobolev space H^{k,s} is defined by H^{k,s}(R) = { f ∈ L^2(R) | ⟨·⟩^s∂^j_xf ∈ L^2(R), j = 0, 1, ..., k } , s ≥ 0 equipped with the norm ‖f‖_Hk,s = k∑ j=0 ‖⟨·⟩^s∂^j_xf‖_L2 , s ≥ 0. And the Fourier transform is normalized by

f̂(z) = (Ff)(z) = ∫ R f(s)e^{−2πisz}ds, ǧ(z) = (F^{−1}g)(z) = ∫ R g(s)e^{2πisz} ds. Let I be an interval on the real line R and X be a Banach space. We denote C_B (I; X) the space of bounded continuous functions on I taking values in X equipped with the norm ‖f‖_{CB (I;X)} = sup_{x∈I} ‖f(·, x)‖_X .

Define a Banach space Y = {( r, {z_j , c_j }^{2N0}_{j=1} ) ∈ ( H^{1,2}(R) ∩ H^{2,1}(R) ) ⊗ C^{2N0} ⊗ C^{2N0} } , (1.5)

equipped with the norm ‖ ‖ (r, {z_j , c_j }2N_{0j=1}) ‖ ‖ Y = ‖r‖_H1,2_{∩H}2,1 + 2N_0∑

j=1 |z_j | + 2N_0∑

j=1 |c_j |. (1.6)

In addition, for any vector or matrix A, the superscript A^T denotes the transpose of A. Denote f^∗(z) = f(z̄). Finally, the letter C will be used to denote universal positive constants which may vary from line to line. We also use the notation A ≲ B to denote the bound of the form A ⩽ CB. To emphasize the implied constant to depend on some parameter α, we shall indicate this by C(α).

2. Direct scattering transform

Our attention in this section is to consider the direct scattering transform for the spatial spectral problem in the Lax pair (1.3) as t = 0 with the initial value m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{1,2} ∩ H^{2,1}. The variable t is omitted as usual, for example, Φ(z; 0, x) is just written as Φ(z; x).

2.1. The Jost function. Following the approach on the scheme of construction of a basic RH problem [1, 4, 7, 8, 34, 40, 41], we define a transformation for m_0 − 1 ∈ L^1(R)

μ(z; x) = D(z)Φ(z; x)e^{p(z;x)σ3} , (2.1)

where D(z) = ( 1 −^{2λ}_{2+ik} −^{2λ}_{2+ik} 1 ) , k = z − z^{−1}, λ = − 1 2 (z + z^{−1}), (2.2) p(z; x) = ik 4 (x + ∫_x +∞ (m_0(s) − 1)ds).

Then the Jost function μ(z; x) satisfies the following spectral problem

μ_x(z; x) = − ik 4 m_0[σ_3, μ(z; x)] + P μ(z; x), P = m_0 − 1 ik ( 1 λ −λ −1 ) , (2.3)

where the Lie bracket [A, B] is defined by [A, B] = AB − BA. We now denote the matrix in column by μ^±(z; x) = ( μ^±_1 (z; x), μ^±_2 (z; x) ) , where the subscripts 1 and 2 denote the first and second columns of μ^±(z; x), respectively. Then (2.3) leads to two Volterra type integrals

μ^±_1 (z; x) = e_1 + ∫_x ±∞ diag(1, e^{2(p(z;s)−p(z;x))})P (z; s)μ^±_1 (z; s)ds, (2.4)

μ^±_2 (z; x) = e_2 + ∫_x ±∞ diag(e^{−2(p(z;s)−p(z;x))}, 1)P (z; s)μ^±_2 (z; s)ds, (2.5)

where e_1 = (1, 0)^T , e_2 = (0, 1)^T . Then the existence of μ^± and their analytic properties as functions of z are the subject of the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Let m_0 − 1 ∈ L^1(R). Then there exists unique solution μ^±(z; ·) ∈ L^∞(R) for every z ∈ R \ {±1}. Moreover, for every x ∈ R, z ∈ C^+ , μ^−_1 (z; x) and μ^+_2 (z; x) extend analytically into solutions of (2.4) and (2.5) respectively, while for every x ∈ R, z ∈ C^− , μ^+_1 (z; x) and μ^−_2 (z; x) extend analytically into solutions of (2.4) and (2.5) respectively.

Proof. It suffices to prove the statement by taking μ^−_2 as example. Rewrite (2.5) as μ^±_2 (z; x) = e_2 + T μ^±_2 (z; x), where T is a linear integral operator defined by T f(z; x) = ∫_x +∞ K(z; x, s)f(z; s)ds, (2.6) for any f(z; ·) ∈ L^∞(R) with integral kernel K(z; x, s) = diag(e^i2^{(z−1/z) ∫ sx m0(l)dl}, 1)P (z; s). Then T is a bounded integral operator on L^∞ for every z ∈ C^− \ {±1} with ‖T ‖ ≤ C(z)‖m_0 − 1‖_L1 . For every z ∈ C^− \ {±1}, any n = 2, 3, ..., f(z; ·) ∈ L^∞(R)

T^nf(z; x) = ∫_x +∞ ∫_{y1} +∞ · · · ∫_{yn−1} +∞ K(z; x, y_1) . . . K(z; x, y_n)f(z; y_n)dy_n . . . dy_1 := ∫_x +∞ K_n(z; x, y_n)f(z; y_n)dy_n, (2.7) with |K(z; x, y_n)| ≲ (∫_{+∞} y_n |m0(ζ) − 1|dζ )_{n−1} (n − 1)! |m_0(y_n) − 1|. Then T^n admits ‖T^n‖ ≤ C(z) ‖m_0 − 1‖^n_{L1} n! . Therefore, the series ∑_∞ n=1 T^n is absolute convergence such that μ^±_2 (z; ·) exists in L^∞ with

μ^±_2 (z; x) = ∞∑ n=0 T^ne_2(z; x),

for every z ∈ C^− \ {±1}. Analyticity of μ^±_2 (x; ·) in C^− for every x ∈ R follows from the absolute and uniform convergence of the Neumann series of analytic functions in z. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.1. □ Remark 2.1. Similar to Lemma 1 in [34], although the estimate in (2.31) requires ‖ m_0 −1 ‖_L1 < 1, real axis R can be split into a finite number of subintervals I_n such that ∫ I_n |m0(s) − 1|ds < 1 on each subinterval. Thus, through that T is a linear integral operator, Proposition 2.5 can be accomplished without any restriction on ‖m_0 − 1‖_L1 < 1.

Applying (2.4) and (2.5) also implies that as |z| → ∞, μ^±(z; x) = I + O(1/z), with lim_{z→∞} zμ^±_{12}(z) = η, η = 1 − 1/m_0. (2.8) On the other hand, the Jost functions exhibit singular behavior for z near ±1. The singular behavior of these solutions at z = ±1 plays a non-trivial and unavoidable role in our analysis. Proposition 2.2. Let m_0 − 1 ∈ L^{1,1}(R). Then μ^± have singularities on z = ±1 with a special structure μ^±(z; x) = iα_±(x) 2(z − 1) ( −1 1 −1 1 ) + O(1), as z → 1, μ^±(z; x) = iα_±(x) 2(z + 1) ( −1 −1 1 1 ) + O(1), as z → −1, where α_±(x) ∈ R.

Proof. We take z near 1 as an example. The property of z near −1 can be obtained from the symmetry immediately. Denote υ^± = (z^2 − 1)D^{−1}μ^± (2.9) with D defined in (2.2). Then the integral representations of μ^± in (2.4) and (2.5) give that the two columns of υ^± admit the following integral equations,

υ^±_1 (z; x) = ( (z − i)^2/2 i(z^2 + 1)/2 ) + ∫_x ±∞ m_0(s) − 1 2 Γ(z, x, s)υ^±_1 (z; s)ds, (2.10)

υ^±_2 (z; x) = ( i(z^2 + 1)/2 (z − i)^2/2 ) + ∫_x ±∞ (m_0(s) − 1)γ^2(z, x, s) 2 Γ(z, x, s)υ^±_2 (z; s)ds, (2.11) where Γ is a bounded analytic function with respect to z in a neighbourhood of z = ±1, Γ(z, x, s) = D^{−1}(z) ( 1 0 0 γ(z, x, s) ) D(z)σ_3 (2.12) = (z − i)^2 2(z^2 − 1) ( 1 − γ(z, x, s)d(z)^2 −d(z)(1 − γ(z, x, s)) −d(z)(1 − γ(z, x, s)) d(z)^2 − γ(z, x, s) ) , (2.13) and γ(z, x, s) = e^{12 (z−1/z)} ∫_s x m_0(η)dη , d(z) = z 2 + 1 i(z − i)^2 . (2.14)

The proof also resembles the analysis of the Jost function in [40] by taking υ^+_1 as an example. For any matrix function f(z; x) ∈ L^∞((1/2, 2) × R^+ ), define a integral operator T̃ T̃ f(z; x) = ∫_x +∞ m_0(s) − 1 2 Γ(z, x, s)σ_3f(z; s)ds. Noting that | | 1 z^2 − 1 (1 − γ(z, x, s)) | | = | | ∫_s x e^12^{(z−1/z) ∫ ξx m0(η)dη} m_0(ξ) dξ | | ≲ |s − x|, it is ascertained that ‖(m_0(·) − 1)Γ(z; ·)‖_L1 ≤ ‖m_0 − 1‖_L1 + 2‖m_0 − 1‖^2_L1 + 4‖m_0 − 1‖_L1,1 .

Then the similar process as one in Proposition 2.5 implies that (I − T̃ )^{−1} exists with ‖(I − T̃ )−1‖ ≤ exp{‖m_0 − 1‖_{L1} + 2‖m_0 − 1‖2_{L1} + 4‖m_0 − 1‖_{L1,1} }. This in turn implies that

υ^+_1 = (I − T̃ )^{−1}(e_1(z − i)^2/2 + e_2i(z^2 + 1)/2).

Furthermore, when z = 1, combining (2.9), D(1) = ( 1 1 1 1 ) , and det D(z) = −^{z2−2z−1}_{2(z2−1)} , it then follows that

μ^±_1 (z) =

(υ^±)_{11}(1) + (υ^±)_{21}(1)

2(z − 1) ( 1 1 ) + O(1).

Together with the symmetry (2.15), it is concluded that through denoting α_± = i(υ^±)_{11}(1) + i(υ^±)_{21}(1), we obtain the result of Proposition 2.2. □

In view of trU = 0 in the spectral problem (1.3), it follows from Abel’s formula that the determinant det(Φ^±(z; x)) = det(μ^±(z; x)) = 1. And from the symmetry of the function p and the matrix function P , the Jost functions μ^±(z; x) admit three kinds of reduction conditions

μ^±(z; x) = σ_1μ^±(z̄; x)σ_1 = σ_2μ^±(−z; x)σ_2 = σ_1μ^±(z^{−1}; x)σ_1. (2.15)

On the other hand, μ^±(z; x) satisfy a same special asymptotic as z → i. Based on the approach in [4], if m_0 − 1 ∈ L^1(R), then μ^±(z; x) have the following expansions as z → i,

μ^±(z; x) = e^{12} ∫_{±∞} x m_0(s)−1dsσ_3 + (z − i)e^{− 12} ∫_{±∞} x m_0(s)−1dsσ_3 ( 0 −^{u0(x)+∂xu0(x)}_2

∂_xu_0(x)−u_0(x) 2 0 ) + O ( (z − i)^2 ) . (2.16)

2.2. Scattering map. In this subsection, we will derive basic properties on the scattering data of the Lax pair for the general initial data m_0 in the weighted Sobolev spaces with m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R).

The Jost functions μ^±(z; x) satisfy a scattering relation on R by

μ^+(z; x) = μ^−(z; x)e^{p(z;x)^σ3} S(z), (2.17)

where S(z) is the scattering matrix independent of x and S(z) = ( a(z) b(z) b(z) a(z) ) , det(S(z)) = |a(z)|^2 − |b(z)|^2 = 1.

In addition, the relation formula (2.17) also gives that

a(z) = det(μ^+_1 , μ^−_2 ), b(z) = e^{−2p} det(μ^+_2 , μ^−_2 ). (2.18)

This thus implies that a(z) is analytical on C^− , and continuous up to R except at z = ±1. And |z| → ∞, a(z) → 1. And b(z) is continuous on R except at z = ±1, where z = ±1 are the only poles of a(z) and b(z) on R. Specially, at z = ±1, in the generic case, a(z) and b(z) have the same order singularities. While in the non-generic case, since a(z) and b(z) are both continuous at z = ±1, which can be dealt with in a standard approach [34], we only consider the generic case in the present paper.

The discrete spectrum. The function a(z) may have zeros on C^− . A point z_0 ∈ C^− satisfies a(z_0) = 0 if and only if z_0 is an eigenvalue of the spatial part of the Lax pair (1.3). This z_0 is called the discrete spectrum. In addition, the zeros of a(z) are important component of scattering data. The following proposition demonstrates that the zeros of a(z) take a very restricted form.

Proposition 2.3. The zeros of a(z) in C^− are simple and finite, and they are restricted to the unit circle.

Proof. Since a(z) is analytical and a(z) → 1 as |z| → ∞, then a(z) has only a finite number of zeros on C^− . Rewrite the spatial part in (1.3) as − i m_0 σ_2(2∂_x + σ_3)Φ = λΦ,

which is self-adjoint. So if z_0 is a zero of a(z), the eigenvalue λ(z_0) must be real. Together with |a(z)| ≥ 1 for z ∈ R, the zero z_0 must locate on the unit circle in C^−. Moreover, it is observed from (2.16) and (2.17) that a(−i) = exp{ 1 2 ∫ R (m_0 − 1)ds} ≠ 0. (2.19)

Thus z_0 ≠ −i. It is given by (2.17) that a(z) = det(D) det(Φ^+_1 , Φ^−_2 ). (2.20) So there exists a constant b_0 such that Φ^+_1 (z_0) = b_0Φ^−_2 (z_0). (2.21) Differentiating (2.20) with respect to z at z_0, it appears that

∂_z a(z_0) = det(D(z_0))(det(∂_zΦ^+_1 , Φ^−_2 )(z_0) + det(Φ^+_1 , ∂_z Φ^−_2 )(z_0)) ≜ A_1 + A_2. It is inferred from (1.3) that

∂_xA_1 = det(D(z_0)) det(∂_zU · Φ^+_1 , Φ^−_2 )(z_0), ∂_xA_2 = det(D(z_0)) det(Φ^+_1 , ∂_zU · Φ^−_2 )(z_0), where ∂_zU = −^{im0}_4 (1 −^1_{z2} )σ_2. Together with (2.21), it is deduced that

A_1 = det(D(z_0))(1 − z^{−2}_0 )b_0 ∫_{+∞} x m_0 4 ((Φ^−_{22})^2 + (Φ^−_{12})^2)dy,

A_2 = det(D(z_0))(1 − z^{−2}_0 )b_0 ∫_x −∞ m_0 4 ((Φ^−_{22})^2 + (Φ^−_{12})^2)dy.

In the above expression, D(z_0) is a real matrix. Via the symmetry of Ψ, it is ascertained that Ψ(z_0), b_0 ∈ R. It is thereby inferred that Φ(z_0) ∈ R. Hence, ∂_za(z_0) = det(D(z_0))(1 − 1 z^2_0

)b_0 ∫ R m_0 4 ((Φ^−_{22})^2 + (Φ^−_{12})^2)dy ≠ 0.

Simplicity of the zeros of a follows immediately. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.3. □ The zeros of a(z) in the fourth quadrant are denoted as z_1, ..., z_{N0} . Thus we define Z_0 = {z_j , −z̄_j}^{N0}_{j=1} as the set of 2N_0 zeros of a(z) on C^− . For convenience, we denote z_j = −z̄_{j−N0} , j = N_0 + 1, ..., 2N_0. Then Z_0 = {z_j }^{2N0}_{j=1}.

The reflection coefficient. We now define the reflection coefficient by r(z) = b(z) a(z) , z ∈ R. (2.22) From its definition, r(z) is continuous on R with r(1) = −r(−1) = −1. And r(z) admits symmetries r(z) = r(z^{−1}) = −r(−z). (2.23) This in turn implies from det(S(z)) = 1 that |a(z)|^{−2} + |r(z)|^2 = 1, z ∈ R. So |r(z)|^2, |a(z)|^{−1} ⩽ 1. Furthermore, |a(z)|^{−2} = 1 − |r(z)|^2 ≠ 0 for z ≠ ±1.

We analyze the boundedness and integrability of the reflection coefficient r(z) when t = 0, which is one of determining factors for the RH problem. The next lemma gives a property of the direct scattering map: m_0 → r.

Lemma 2.1. If initial data m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R), then the reflection coefficient r ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R).

The proof of Lemma 2.1 is approached via a series of propositions and follows a similar method to the Section 3 in [40]. By the symmetry of r in (2.23), it is adduced that ∫ R |r(z)|^2dz = ∫ R_− |r(z)|^2dz + ∫ R_+ |r(z)|^2dz = 2 ∫ R_+ |r(z)|^2dz

= 2 ∫_1 0 |r(z)|^2dz + 2 ∫_{+∞} 1 |r(z)|^2dz = 2 ∫_{+∞} 1 |r(z)|^2(1 + 1 z^2 )dz ⩽ 4 ∫_{+∞} 1 |r(z)|^2dz. Thus it suffices to consider the property of r(z) at the interval [1, +∞). We divide the interval [1, +∞) into two parts [1, C] and (C, ∞) for any constant C > 1. And we first analyze the property of r(z), namely, the function μ^±(z; x) at the interval z ∈ (C, ∞) for any constant C > 1. To simplify notation, without loss of generality, we take C = 2. In the following demonstration, our attention is now focused on three function spaces C_B ( R^± ; L^2(2, ∞) ) , L^∞ ((2, ∞) × R^± ) and L^2 ((2, ∞) × R^± ) with the norms ‖ · ‖_{CB} ,‖ · ‖_L∞ and ‖ · ‖_L2 respectively. We start with estimates obtained with the Fourier theory.

Proposition 2.4. For any f ∈ L^{2,1/2}(R), ‖ ‖ ∫_{+∞} x f(s)e^{2ik} ∫_s x m_0(l)dlds‖ C_B ≲ ‖f‖L^2 (2.24) ‖ ∫^{+∞} x f(s)e^{2ik} ∫_s x m_0(l)dlds‖ L^2((C,∞)×R^±) ≲ ‖f‖L^{2,1/2} . (2.25) Proof. For any g ∈ L^2, it transpires that | | ∫ R ∫_{+∞} x X_{(C,+∞)}(k)g(k)f(s)e^{2ik} ∫_s x m_0(l)dldsdk| = | ∫_{+∞} x ∫ R X_{(C,+∞)}(k)g(k)f(s)e^{2ik} ∫_s x m_0(l)dldkds|

= | ∫^{+∞} x f(s)(X_{(C,+∞)}g)^∨( ∫_s x m_0(l)dl π )ds | ⩽ ( ∫_{+∞} x |f(s)|^2ds)^{1/2}‖X_{(C,+∞)}g‖_L2 , where C is a real constant. where X_{(C,+∞)}(k) is the truncation function on interval (C, +∞). Then (2.24) follows directly. It also gives that ∫ R^+ ∫_{+∞} C | | ∫ R ∫_{+∞} x f(s)e^{2ik} ∫_s x m_0(l)dlds|dkdx ≤ ∫ R^+ ∫_{+∞} x |f(s)|^2dsdx ≲ ‖f‖^2_{L2,1/2} . Thus we complete the proof of Proposition 2.4. □

Proposition 2.5. If initial data m_0 −1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R)∩H^{1,2} (R), then there exists a unique the Jost function μ^±(z; x) with μ^±(z; x)−I ∈ C_B ( R^± ; L^2(2, ∞) ) ∩L^∞ ((2, ∞) × R^± )∩L^2 ((2, ∞) × R^± ) satisfying ‖ μ^±(z; x) − I ‖_L∞_{∩CB} ⩽ C(‖m_0 − 1‖_H2,1_{∩H}1,2 ) inf_{x∈R}m_0 , ‖ μ^±(z; x) − I ‖_L2 ⩽ C(‖m_0 − 1‖_H2,1_{∩H}1,2 ).

Proof. The proof basically follows the approach in Proposition 2.1. We prove this proposition only by taking the second column μ^+_2 (z; x) as an example. Denote

μ^+_2 (z; x) − e_2 ≜ h(z; x) = (h_1(z; x), h_2(z; x))^T .

The second column of the Volterra integral equation (2.5) can be written as an operator equation

h(z; x) = h^{(0)}(z; x) + T h(z; x), (2.26)

where T is defined in (2.6). And

h^{(0)}(z; x) = T e_2 = ∫_x +∞ i m_0(s) − 1 z^2 − 1

(_{z2+1} 2 e^i2^{(z−1/z) ∫ sx m0(l)dl} z ) ds ≜ (h^{(0)}_1 (z; x), h^{(0)}_2 (z; x))^T .

It is obvious that h^{(0)} ∈ L^∞((2, ∞) × R^+ ). Considering the first component of h^{(0)}(z; x) and integrating by parts yields

h^{(0)}_1 (z; x) =

(z^2 + 1)z (z^2 − 1)^2 m_0 − 1

m_0 − (z^2 + 1)z (z^2 − 1)^2 ∫_x +∞ e^{i2 (z−1/z)} ∫_s x m_0(l)dl∂ s ( m_0 − 1 m_0 ) ds, (2.27)

which implies that sup_{x∈R+} ∫ R |h^{(0)}_1 (z; x)|^2dz ⩽

‖m_0 − 1‖_H2,1 inf_{x∈R}m_0 .

Obviously, h^{(0)}_2 has the same estimate. Thus,

h^{(0)}(z; x) ∈ C_B ( R^+ ; L^2(2, ∞) ) ∩ L^∞ ( (2, ∞) × R^+ ) , with ‖h^{(0)}‖_L∞_{∩CB} ⩽^{2‖m0−1‖H2,1}_{infx∈Rm0} . Recall the change of variable k =^1_4 ( z −^1_z ) . When z ∈

(2, +∞), we have k ∈ (3/8, +∞). Note that^1_4 |dz| ⩽ |dk| ⩽^5_{16} |dz|. Then for any function f(z) well-defined in f(z(k)), it follows that f(z) ∈ L^2(2, +∞) ⇐⇒ f(z(k)) ∈ L^2(3/8, +∞). Under this change of variable, h^{(0)} ∈ L^2 ((2, ∞) × R^+ ) follows from Proposition 2.4 with ‖h^{(0)}‖_L2 ≤ C(‖m_0 − 1‖_H2,1_{∩H}1,2 ).

The next step is to prove that T is a bounded linear operator on C_B ( R^+ ; L^2(2, ∞) ) ∩ L^∞ ((2, ∞) × R^+ ) ∩ L^2 ((2, ∞) × R^+ ). In fact, for any f = (f_1, f_2)^T ∈ L^∞ ((2, ∞) × R^+ ), it appears that |T f(z; x)| = | | ∫_x +∞ m_0(s) − 1

z^2 − 1 ( e^i2^{(z−1/z) ∫ sx m0(l)dl}(−zf_1(z; s) +^{z2+1}_2 f_2(z; s)) zf_2(z; s) −^{z2+1}_2 f_1(z; s) ) ds | |

⩽‖ f ‖_L∞ ∫_{+∞} x |m_0 − 1|ds ⩽‖ m_0 − 1 ‖_L1 ‖ f ‖_L∞ . (2.28) For f ∈ C_B ( R^+ ; L^2(2, ∞) ) , it is inferred that (∫_{+∞} 2 |T f(z; x)|^2dz )_{1/2}

⩽ ∫_{+∞} x (∫_{+∞} 2 | | m0(s) − 1 z^2 − 1 ( e^i2^{(z−1/z) ∫ sx m0(l)dl}(−zf_1(z; s) +^{z2+1}_2 f_2(z; s)) zf_2(z; s) −^{z2+1}_2 f_1(z; s) ) | |^2dz )_{1/2} ds

⩽ ∫_{+∞} x |m_0(s) − 1| (∫_{+∞} 2 (|f_1(z; s)| + |f_2(z; s)|)^2dz )_{1/2} ds ⩽‖ m_0 − 1 ‖_L1 ‖ f ‖_{CB} . (2.29)

For f ∈ L^2 ((2, ∞) × R^+ ), it follows that (∫ R^+ ∫_{+∞} 2 |T f(z; x)|^2dzdx )_{1/2}

≲ ∫ R^+ (∫_{+∞} x |m_0(s) − 1| ∫_{+∞} 2 (|f_1(z; s)| + |f_2(z; s)|)^2dz)^{1/2}ds ) dx ⩽ (∫ R^+ ( ∫_s 0 |m_0(s) − 1| ∫_{+∞} 2 (|f_1(z; s)| + |f_2(z; s)|)^2dzdx)^{1/2}ds

)_2

⩽‖ m_0 − 1 ‖_L2,1/2 ‖ f ‖_L2 . (2.30)

In general, for T^n defined in (2.7), n = 2, 3, ..., it admits

|T^nf(z; x)| ⩽‖ f ‖_L∞ ∫_{+∞} x (∫_{+∞} s |m_0(ζ) − 1|dζ )_{n−1} (n − 1)! |m_0(s) − 1|ds ⩽ ‖ m_0 − 1 ‖^n_{L1} n! ‖ f ‖_L∞ , and (∫_{+∞} 2 |T^nf(z; x)|^2dz )_{1/2} ⩽ ∫_{+∞} x (∫_{+∞} s |m_0(ζ) − 1|dζ )_{n−1} (n − 1)! |m_0(s) − 1|ds ‖ f ‖_{CB} ⩽ ‖ m_0 − 1 ‖^n_{L1} n! ‖ f ‖_{CB} . So the operator (I − T )^{−1} exists on C_B ( R^± ; L^2(2, ∞) ) ∩ L^∞ ((2, ∞) × R^± ) and admits ‖ (I − T )^{−1} ‖⩽ e^{‖m0−1‖L1} . (2.31) And for the space L^2 ((2, ∞) × R^± ), a similar estimate gives that ‖T^n‖ ⩽ ‖ m_0 − 1 ‖^{n−1}_{L1} (n − 1)!

‖m_0 − 1‖L^{2,1/2}, (2.32)

which leads to ‖ (I − T )^{−1} ‖⩽ 1 + e^{‖m0 −1‖L1} ‖m_0 − 1‖L^{2,1/2}. Finally, it follows from the operator equation in (2.26) that h(z; x) = (I − T )^{−1}h^{(0)} (z; x) ∈ C_B ( R^+ ; L^2(2, ∞) ) ∩ L^∞ ( (2, ∞) × R^+ ) ∩ L^2 ( (2, ∞) × R^+ ) . This completes the proof of Proposition 2.5. □ Next, in order to obtain the property of z-derivative, we establish the following estimate of the Jost function μ^±(z; x) with initial data m_0(x) − 1.

Proposition 2.6. Let m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R). Then the z-derivatives of μ^±(z; x) admit the estimates ‖ ‖∂_zμ^±(z; x) ‖ ‖_{CB} , ‖ ‖∂^2_z μ^±(z; x) ‖ ‖_{CB} ⩽ C(‖m_0 − 1‖_{H2,1 ∩H1,2} , inf_{x∈R}m_0). (2.33)

Proof. By taking derivative in (2.26) with respect to z, it is found that

∂_zh(z; x) = h^{(1)}(z; x) + T (∂_z h)(z; x), ∂^2_z h(z; x) = h^{(2)}(z; x) + T (∂^2_z h)(z; x) (2.34) where h^{(1)}(z; x) = ∂_zh^{(0)}(z; x) + (∂_z T )h(z; x), h^{(2)}(z; x) = ∂^2_z h^{(0)}(z; x) + (∂_zT )(∂_z h)(z; x) + (∂^2_z T )h(z; x).

For h^{(1)}, ∂_zT is a linear integral operator from L^2 ((2, ∞) × R^+ ) to C_B ( R^+ ; L^2(2, ∞) ) defined by ∂_zT f(z; x) = ∫_x +∞ ∂_zK(z; x, s)f(z; s)ds, (2.35) where the concrete expression of ∂_zK is ∂_zK(z; x, s) = − 1 2 (1 + 1/z^2)( ∫_s x m_0(l)dl)e^{i2 (z−1/z)} ∫_s x m_0(l)dl(m 0(s) − 1) ( −^z_{z2−1}^{z2+1}_{2(z2−1)} 0 0 )

+ i(m_0(s) − 1)diag(e^{i2 (z−1/z)} ∫_s x m_0(l)dl, 1)(i∂ z ( z^2 + 1 2(z^2 − 1)

)σ_2 − ∂_z( z z^2 − 1

)σ_3).

For z ∈ (2, ∞), direct calculation gives that |∂_zK(z; x, s)| ≲ | ∫_s x m_0(l)dl||m_0(s) − 1| + |m_0(s) − 1|. Thus for f ∈ L^2 ((2, ∞) × R^+ ), it appears that ‖∂_z T f‖_{CB} = sup_{x∈R+}( ∫_{+∞} 2 | | ∫_x +∞ ∂_zK(z; x, s)f(z; s)ds | |^2dz)^{1/2}

⩽ sup x∈R^+ ∫_x +∞ ( ∫_{+∞} 2 |∂_zK(z; x, s)f(z; s)|^2dz)^{1/2}ds ≲ sup_{x∈R+} ∫_x +∞ (| ∫_s x m_0(l)dl||m_0(s) − 1| + |m_0(s) − 1|)( ∫_{+∞} 2 |f(z; s)|^2dz)^{1/2}ds ≤ (‖m_0(s) − 1‖_L2,1 + ‖m_0(s) − 1‖_L2 )‖f‖_L2 ,

which gives the boundedness of ∂_z T . Thus it follows that h^{(1)} ∈ C_B ( R^+ ; L^2(2, ∞) ) . By following the similar proof of Proposition 2.5, the estimate of ∂_zμ^± in Proposition 2.6 is obtained. And the proof of the estimate of ∂^2_z μ^± can be completed in the same way. □

By virtue of (2.4) and (2.17), the scattering data b(z) is expressed with b(z) = ∫ R e^{− i2 (z−1/z)(} ∫_{+∞} s (m_0(l)−1)dl−s) i(m0(s) − 1) 2(z^2 − 1) ( 2zμ^+_{12}(z; s) − (z^2 + 1)μ^+_{22}(z; s) ) ds, (2.36)

which reveals the following result.

Proposition 2.7. Let m_0(x) − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R). Then b(z) ∈ H^{1,2}(2, ∞) ∩ H^{2,1}(2, ∞) and ‖b‖_H1,2_{(2,∞)∩H}2,1_{(2,∞)} ⩽ C(‖m_0 − 1‖_H2,1_{∩H}1,2 , inf_{x∈R}m_0).

Proof. (2.36) can be rewritten in the form b(z) = ∫ R e^{− i2 (z−1/z)(} ∫_{+∞} s (m_0 (l)−1)dl−s) i(m0(s) − 1) 2(z^2 − 1) ( 2zμ^+_{12}(z; s) − (z^2 + 1)(μ^+_{22}(z; s) − 1) ) ds − ∫ R e^{− i2 (z−1/z)(} ∫_{+∞} s (m_0 (l)−1)dl−s) z 2 + 1 2(z^2 − 1) i(m_0(s) − 1)ds. (2.37)

Applying Proposition 2.5 thus yields the L^2-property of the first integral. As for the second integral, it suffices to give estimate of the integral ∫ R e^{− i}2^{(z−1/z)(∫ +∞s (m0(l)−1)dl−s)}(m_0 − 1)ds. Recall the change of variable k =^1_4 ( z −^1_z ) . Consequently, it suffices to show ∫ R e^{−2i·(} ∫_{+∞} s (m_0(l)−1)dl−s)(m 0 − 1)ds ∈ L^2(3/8, +∞). The proof resemble the one in Proposition 2.4. For any f(k) ∈ L^2(3/8, +∞), it transpires that | | | ∫_{+∞} 3/8 f(k) ∫ R e^{−2ik(} ∫_{+∞} s (m_0 (l)−1)dl−s)(m 0(s) − 1)dsdk | | | = | | ∫ R (m_0(s) − 1) ^f( 1 π ∫_{+∞} s (m_0(l) − 1)dl − s π )ds | |

⩽‖ m_0 − 1 ‖_L2 ‖ ‖ ^f( 1 π ∫_{+∞} s (m_0(l) − 1)dl − s π ) ‖ ‖_{L2} , ≲‖ m0 − 1 ‖_L2 ‖ ^f ‖^2_L2 . This in turn implies that b ∈ L^2(2, +∞).

Our attention is now turned to the estimate of weighted integral property of the function b. Applying integration by parts, zb(z) is rewritten as zb(z) = − z^3 (z^2 − 1)^2 ∫ R e^{− i2 (z−1/z)(} ∫_{+∞} s (m_0 (l)−1)dl−s)∂ s( 2(m_0 − 1) m_0 μ^+_{12})ds + (z^2 + 1)z^2 (z^2 − 1)^2 ∫ R e^{− i2 (z−1/z)(} ∫_{+∞} s (m_0 (l)−1)dl−s)∂ s( m_0 − 1

m_0

(μ^+_{22} − 1))ds + (z^2 + 1)z^2 (z^2 − 1)^2 ∫ R e^{− i2 (z−1/z)(} ∫_{+∞} s (m_0 (l)−1)dl−s)∂ s( m_0 − 1

m_0

)ds. (2.38)

By substituting (2.3) into the partial derivative in above expression, it is deduced that

∂_s(

2(m_0 − 1) m_0 μ^+_{12}) = −2∂_s( 1 m_0

)μ^+_{12} + i(m_0 − 1) 2 (z − 1 z )μ^+_{12} +

2i(m_0 − 1)^2 m(z^2 − 1)

(zμ^+_{12} − z^2 + 1 2 μ^+_{22}),

∂_s( m_0 − 1

m_0

(μ^+_{22} − 1)) = ∂_s( m_0 − 1 m_0

)(μ^+_{22} − 1) + m_0 − 1 m_0

(P μ^+)_{22},

which follows from Proposition 2.5 that the both expressions in the above belong to L^2, where (P μ^+)_{22} is the (2, 2)-entry element of matrix P μ^+. Specially, equations above give that the μ^+_{12} item in the integral representation (2.38) of zb(z) has − 3(z^2 − 1)^2

2z^2 ∫ R e^{− i2 (z−1/z)(} ∫_{+∞} s (m_0 (l)−1)dl−s) i(m0 − 1)zμ + 12 z^2 − 1 ds = ∫ R e^{− i2 (z−1/z)(} ∫_{+∞} s (m_0 (l)−1)dl−s)(2i(m0 − 1) 2 m_0(z^2 − 1)

(zμ^+_{12} − z^2 + 1 2 μ^+_{22}) − 2∂_s( 1 m )μ^+_{12})ds,

which belongs to L^2(2, ∞). Hence in view of (2.38), it is accomplished that ⟨·⟩b ∈ L^2(2, ∞). Similarly, continuously using integration by parts and the weight transform to x-derivative of m_0 again leads to ⟨·⟩^2b ∈ L^2(R). For the z-derivative of b(z), the estimate is obtained in the same way. Here, the essential tool is also that the norm of z-derivative of b(z) can be controlled by the weighted integral norm of m_0 − 1 from integration by parts and Proposition 2.4. In consequence, we obtain the desired result as indicated in Proposition 2.7. □ Similarly, from (2.4) and (2.17), the scattering data a(z) could be expressed by a(z) =1 − ∫ R i(m_0(s) − 1) 2(z^2 − 1)

(2zμ^+_{11}(z; s) − (z^2 + 1)μ^+_{21}(z; s))ds. (2.39)

According to Propositions 2.5 and 2.6, we have the following result.

Proposition 2.8. Let m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2} (R). Then a(z) is continuous up to the real line R, except at z = ±1. Moreover, a ∈ W^{2,∞}(2, +∞) with |a(z)| ≥ 1 on R.

The following proposition gives the property of r(z) near z = ±1.

Proposition 2.9. Let m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R). Then r, ∂_zr and ∂^2_z r are bounded near z = ±1.

Proof. The proof of this proposition resemble as the one in the case (2, +∞). In view of the definition of r in (2.22), it is necessary to analyze the integral property of the function b. Since b can be represented by the Jost function μ^±, the strategy is to first estimate μ^± in this proof. It is sufficient to prove this proposition near z = 1. As shown in Proposition 2.2, μ^± have singularities on z = ±1. Furthermore, by the symmtry of μ^± in (2.15), as z → 1,

μ^±(z; x) = iα_±(x) 2(z − 1) ( −1 1 −1 1 ) + μ^{±,(0)} + O(z − 1), (2.40) with μ^{±,(0)}_{11} = μ^{±,(0)}_{22} ∈ R, μ^{±,(0)}_{21} = μ^{±,(0)}_{12} ∈ R. From (2.18), it appears that a = μ^+_{11}μ^−_{22} − μ^+_{21}μ^−_{12}, b = e^{−2p}(μ^+_{12}μ^−_{22} − μ^+_{22}μ^−_{12}).

Then in view of (2.40), as z → 1, a(z) = ic^{(0)} 2(z − 1)

+ O(1), b(z) = −ic^{(0)} 2(z − 1)

+ O(1),

where c^{(0)} = α_−(μ^{+,(0)}_{11} − μ^{+,(0)}_{21} ) + α_+(μ^{−,(0)}_{12} − μ^{−,(0)}_{22} ). Therefore, the definition of r gives that r is bounded at z = 1. To analyze the z-derivative property of μ^± near z = ±1, the z-derivative of υ^± needs to be considered. To see this, it is found from (2.10) that

∂_zυ^±_1 (z; x) = ( z − i iz ) + ∫_x ±∞ m_0(s) − 1 2 ∂_zΓ(z, x, s)σ_3υ^±(z; s)ds + T̃ (∂_zυ^±)(z; x), (2.41)

where the calculation gives that ∂_zΓ can be divided into two parts by ∂_zΓ(z, x, s) = 1 z^2 − 1

Γ^{(1)}(z, x, s) + Γ^{(0)}(z, x, s).

Γ^{(1)} and Γ^{(0)} are both analytic and bounded matrix functions with respect to z near z = ±1 whose expressions are omitted for brevity. Apply a similar approach as z → 1 to get

(z − 1)∂_z υ^±_1 = υ^{±,(−1)} z,1 (x) 2 + O(z − 1). (2.42)

Therefore, it thereby follows again from the symmetry (2.15) and

∂_zμ^±(z; x) = − 2z (z^2 − 1)^2 D(z)υ^±(z; x) + 1 z^2 − 1

D(z)∂_z υ^±(z; x) + 1 z^2 − 1 ∂_zD(z)υ^±(z; x), that as z → 1

∂_zμ^±(z; x) = iα^{(1)}_± (x) 4(z − 1)^2 ( 1 −1 1 −1 ) + μ^{±,(1)}_z (x) z − 1 + O(1), (2.43)

with α^{(1)}_± = −i(2υ^±_{11} + 2υ^±_{21} + υ^{±,(−1)}_{z,11} + υ^{±,(−1)}_{z,21} ) ∈ R, μ^{±,(−1)} z,11 = μ ±,(−1) z,22 ∈ iR, μ ±,(−1) z,12 = μ ±,(−1) z,21 ∈ iR. Taking z-derivative of a and b in (2.18), it is deduced that

∂_za = ∂_zμ^+_{11}μ^−_{22} + μ^+_{11}∂_zμ^−_{22} − ∂_zμ^+_{21}μ^−_{12} − μ^+_{21}∂_zμ^−_{12}, ∂_zb = ∂_ze^{−2p}(μ^+_{12}μ^−_{22} − μ^+_{22}μ^−_{12}) + e^{−2p}(∂_z μ^+_{12}μ^−_{22} + μ^+_{12}∂_z μ^−_{22} − ∂_zμ^+_{22}μ^−_{12} − μ^+_{22}∂_zμ^−_{12}).

Thus by (2.40) and (2.43), as z → 1, we have ∂_za = ic^{(1)} 4(z − 1)^2 + O ( (z − 1)^{−1} ) , ∂_zb = −ic^{(1)} 4(z − 1)^2 + O ( (z − 1)^{−1} ) , (2.44)

where c^{(1)} = α^{(1)}_− (μ^{+,(0)}_{11} −μ^{+,(0)}_{21} )+α^{(1)}_+ (μ^{−,(0)}_{12} −μ^{−,(0)}_{22} )+2α_−(μ^{+,(−1)}_{11} −μ^{+,(−1)}_{21} )+2α_+(μ^{−,(−1)}_{12} − μ^{−,(−1)} 22 ). Then a∂_z b − b∂_za = O(z − 1)^{−2} as z → 1. This also gives the boundedness of ∂_zr = 1 a^2 (a∂_zb − b∂_z a). The analysis of ∂^2_z r resembles the methods shown above, which is omitted here. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.9. □

Proof of Lemma 2.1. In view of the definition of r in (2.22), the result of Lemma 2.1 is obtained directly from Proposition 2.8 and Proposition 2.7. □

The norming constant. We denote the norming constant c_j by

c_j = 1 b_ja^′(z_j )

, j = 1, ..., 2N_0, (2.45)

where b_j is the ratio of μ^+_1 and μ^−_2 such that μ^+_1 (z_j ) = b_j e^{−2p(zj )}μ^−_2 (z_j ). (2.46) The symmetry of μ^± implies that b_j ∈ R and μ^+_1 (−z̄_j ) = b_je^{−2p(−z̄j )}μ^−_2 (−z̄_j ). Thus c_j = c_{j+N0} . 2.3. The RH problems. By the Jost functions μ^±(z; x) and the function a(z), two piecewise analytical matrices are defined as follows,

M_l(z; x) = (_{μ−1 (z;x)} a^∗(z) , μ + 2 (z; x) ) , as z ∈ C^+ , ( μ^+_1 (z; x),^{μ−2 (z;x)}_{a(z)} ) , as z ∈ C^− , (2.47)

M_r(z; x) = ( μ^−_1 (z; x),^{μ+2 (z;x)}_{a∗(z)} ) , as z ∈ C^+ , (_{μ+1 (z;x)} a(z) , μ − 2 (z; x) ) , as z ∈ C^− . (2.48)

In order to construct the RH problem only depending explicitly on the scattering data, we introduce the space variable

y(x) = x + ∫_x +∞ (m(s) − 1)ds. (2.49)

Under this new scaling, when t = 0, the functions M_l and M_r denoting in (2.47) and (2.48) respectively become M_l(z) := M_l(z; y(x)), M_r(z) := M_r(z; y(x)) (2.50) Obviously, M_l(z; y) → I, y → ∞, and M_r(z; y) → I, y → −∞, which inspires us to consider M_l(z; y) on y ∈ [0, +∞) and M_r(z; y) on y ∈ (−∞, 0]. And from the property of μ^±(z; x), (2.17) and (2.46), it then is inferred that M_l(z) solves the following RH problem, The RH problem 1. Find a matrix-valued function M_l(z) = M_l(z; y) which satisfies • Analyticity: M_l(z) is meromorphic in C \ R;

• Symmetry: M_l(z) = σ_1M_l(z̄)σ_1 = σ_2M_l(−z)σ_2 = σ_1M_l(z^{−1})σ_1; • Jump condition: M_l(z) has continuous boundary values [M_l]_±(z) on R and [M_l]_+(z) = [M_l]_−(z)V_l(z), z ∈ R, (2.51) where V_l(z) = ( 1 − |r(z)|^2 r(z)e^{2θ(z)} −r̄(z)e^{−2θ(z)} 1 ) , (2.52)

with θ(z) = p(z; x(y)) = − 1 4 i ( z − z^{−1} ) y; (2.53) • Asymptotic behavior:

M_l(z) = I + O(z^{−1}), |z| → ∞; (2.54)

• Singularity: M_l(z) has singularities at z = ±1 with

M_l(z) = iα_+(x) 2(z − 1) ( −c 1 −c 1 ) + O(1), z → 1 in C^+ , (2.55)

M_l(z) = iα_+(x) 2(z + 1) ( −c −1 c 1 ) + O(1), z → −1 in C^+ , (2.56)

where c = 0 in generic case, while c ≠ 0 in non-generic case;

• Residue condition: M_l(z) has simple poles at each point in Z_0 ∪ Z̄_0 with

Res_{z=zj} M_l(z) = lim_{z→zj} M_l(z) ( 0 c_j e^{2θ(zj )} 0 0 ) , (2.57)

Res_{z=z̄j} M_l(z) = lim_{z→z̄j} M_l(z) ( 0 0 c̄_j e^{−2θ(z̄j )} 0 ) , (2.58)

where 2θ(z_j ) = 2θ(z̄_j ) = yImz_j.

The set (r, {z_j , c_j }^{2N0}_{j=1}) as the scattering data is crucial for construction of the RH problem 1. Analogously, it is also found that M_r(z) solves the following RH problem, The RH problem 2. Find a matrix-valued function M_r(z) = M_r(z; y) which satisfies the same analyticity, symmetry and asymptotic behavior as the RH problem 1, and • Jump condition: M_r(z) has continuous boundary values [M_r]_±(z) on R and [M_r]_+(z) = [M_r]_−(z)V_r(z), z ∈ R, (2.59) where V_r(z) = ( 1 r̃(z)e^{2θ(z)} −¯r̃(z)e^{−2θ(z)} 1 − |r̃(z)|^2 ) , r̃(z) = b(z) a^∗(z) . (2.60)

• Singularity: M_r(z) has singularities at z = ±1 with

M_r(z) = iα_+(x) 2(z − 1) ( −1 c −1 c ) + O(1), z → 1 in C^+ , (2.61)

M_r(z) = iα_+(x) 2(z + 1) ( −1 −c 1 c ) + O(1), z → −1 in C^+ , (2.62)

where c = 0 in the generic case, while c ≠ 0 in the non-generic case;

• Residue condition: M_r(z) has simple poles at each point in Z_0 ∪ Z̄_0 with

Res_{z=zj} M_r(z) = lim_{z→zj} M_r(z) ( 0 0 c̃_j e^{−2θ(zj )} 0 ) , (2.63)

Res_{z=z̄j} M_r(z) = lim_{z→z̄j} M_r(z) ( 0 ¯c̃_j e^{2θ(z̄j )} 0 0 ) . (2.64)

In the residue condition,

c̃_j = c̃_{j+N0} = b_j a^′(z_j )

, j = 1, ..., N_0, (2.65)

where b_j is defined in (2.46). Obviously, r̃(z) has the same properties as r(z).

If the RH problems 1 and 2 have solutions, it must be unique. In fact, If M_l and M̃_l both are solution of the RH problems 1, then it is verifies that M̃^{−1}_l M_l is a analytic function on C and tends to I as |z| → ∞. So by Liouvill’s theorem, it follows that M_l = M̃_l.

To overcome difficulties from the singularity conditions of the RH problems 1 and 2 on z = ±1, we consider a matrix function M^{(1)}_l (z) which is the solution of the following RH problem without singularity on z = ±1.

The RH problem 3. Find a matrix-valued function M^{(1)}_l (z) = M^{(1)}_l (z; y) having no singularity on z = ±1 and satisfying same analyticity, jump condition, Asymptotic behavior and residue condition as the RH problem 1, and

• Symmetry: M^{(1)}_l (z) = σ_1M^{(1)}_l (z̄)σ_1 = σ_2M^{(1)}_l (−z)σ_2.

And we will show in Section 3.1 that this RH problem exists a unique solution. Then it can easily verify that M_l(z; y) defined in the following transformation is the solution of the original RH problem 1: ( I − σ_1 z ) M_l(z; y) = ( I − σ_1M^{(1)}_l (0; y)^{−1} z ) M^{(1)}_l (z; y). (2.66)

Similarly, for y ∈ (−∞, 0], by means of the following transformation ( I − σ_1 z ) M_r(z; y) = ( I − σ_1M^{(1)}_r (0; y)^{−1} z ) M^{(1)}_r (z; y), (2.67)

it is easy to check that M_r(z) is the solution of the RH problem 2, where the matrix function M^{(1)}_r (z; y) satisfies the above similar type RH problem 3 under ( r̃, {z_j , c̃_j }^{2N0}_{j=1} ) by replacing M^{(1)}_l (z; y) with M^{(1)}_r (z; y).

2.4. Reconstruction of the potential m. The aim in this subsection is to give the reconstruction formula of m. By the construction of M_l(z; y) on y ∈ [0, +∞) and M_r(z; y) on y ∈ (−∞, 0] in (2.47) and (2.48) respectively, m_0 can be reconstructed from the behavior of the analytic continuations at z = ∞ and z = i of M_l(z; y) and M_r(z; y) from (2.8) and (2.16). Proposition 2.10. If M(z; y) is the solution of the RH problem 1 for y ∈ [0, +∞) or the RH problem 2 for y ∈ (−∞, 0], then the potential function m can be recovered from M(z; y) with m = (1 − η)^{−1} , η = lim_{z→∞} zM_{12}(z). (2.68)

Moreover, as z → i, M(z; y) has the following expansion: M(z) = ( a_1 0 0 a^{−1}_1 ) + ( 0 a_2 a_3 0 ) (z − i) + O ( (z − i)^2 ) , (2.69)

where a_j is a real function independent of z. In addition, u = (1 − ∂^2_x)^{−1}m is obtained from M directly, that is

u(y) = 1 − M_{11}(i) lim_{z→i} ( M_{12}(z) − M_{12}(i) z − i ) − M_{22}(i) lim_{z→i} ( M_{21}(z) − M_{21}(i) z − i ) , x = y + 2 log (M_{11}(i)) . (2.70) On the other hand, the following proposition reveals that the solutions reconstructed from two RH problems in Proposition 2.10 are actually same at y = 0.

Proposition 2.11. For y ∈ [0, +∞), denote u_l and m_l as those recovered from M_l(z; y), and for y ∈ (−∞, 0] denote u_r, m_r as those recovered from M_r(z; y). Then m_l(0) = m_r(0) and u_l(0) = u_r(0). Proof. Denote

ã(z) = a^∗(z), as z ∈ C^+ ,

a^{−1}(z), as z ∈ C^− , ã → I, |z| → ∞. (2.71) Then M_l(z; y) = M_r(z; y)ã(z)^{−σ3} with lim_{z→∞} (zM_{r,12}(z; y)) = lim_{z→∞} (zM_{l,12}(z; y)) for y = 0. And it is deduced from (2.70) that u_l(y) = u_r(y). □

Therefore, we define

M^{(1)}(z; y) =

M^{(1)}_l (z; y), as y ∈ [0, +∞),

M^{(1)}_r (z; y), as y ∈ (−∞, 0],

(2.72)

which is used to recover the solution m_0(x) through the following lemma, which is a directly result from Proposition 2.10 and (3.33).

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that M^{(1)}(z; y) is the solution of the RH problem 3. Then

M^{(1)}(0; y) = ( α(y) iβ(y) −iβ(y) α(y) ) , α^2 − β^2 = 1,

where α(y) and β(y) are two real functions. And when β ≠ 0, as z → i, M^{(1)}(z; y) has the expansion

M^{(1)}(z; y) = ( f_1(y)^{iβ}_{α+1} f_2(y) −^{iβ}_{α+1} f_1(y) f_2(y) )

+ (_{iβ} α+1 g_1(y) g_2(y) g_1(y) −^{iβ}_{α+1} g_2(y) ) (z − i) + O((z − i)^2),

where g_1(y), g_2(y), f_1(y) and f_2(y) are real functions. Then the following formula gives m_0(x) = m(x(y)) with

u_0(y) =1 − α_2(y)α_1(y) − α_3(y)α_1(y)^{−1}, (2.73) x(y) =y + 2 log (α_1(y)) , (2.74) m_0(y) =u_0(y) − u_{0,xx}(y), (2.75) where

α_1(y) = ( 1 − β α + 1 ) f_1, α_2(y) = β α + 1 f_2 + ( 1 − β α + 1 ) g_2, (2.76)

α_3(y) = −β α + 1 f_1 + ( 1 − β α + 1 ) g_1. (2.77)

Remark 2.2. In the case β = 0, then α = ±1. When α = 1, it only needs to take^β_{α+1} = 0 in the above formula. But when α = −1, by the symmetry of M^{(1)}(z; y), it appears that as z → i, M^{(1)}(z; y) has the expansion

M^{(1)}(z; y) = ( 0 f_1(y)i f_1(y)^{−1}i 0 ) + ( g_1(y)i 0

0 g_2(y)i ) (z − i) + O ( (z − i)^2 ) . Under this case, the function α_j in the reconstruction formula become

α_1(y) = f^{−1}_1 (y), α_2(y) = f_1(y) + g_2(y), α_3(y) = f^{−1}_1 (y) + g_1(y).

On the other hand, we declare that α_1(y) ≠ 0, which is from det(M^{(1)}(z; y)) ≡ 1.

3. Inverse scattering transform In this section, we shall provide a rigorous framework to study the inverse scattering transform based on the RH problem of complex analysis.

3.1. The Cauchy projection operator. For a given function f(z) ∈ L^p(R), 1 ⩽ p < ∞, the Cauchy operator C is defined by Cf(z) = 1 2πi ∫ R f(s) s − z ds, z ∈ C \ R. (3.1) The function Cf is analytic off the real line such that Cf(· + iγ) is in L^p(R) for each 0 ≠ γ ∈ R. When z approaches to a point on the real line transversely from the upper and lower half planes, that is, if γ → ±0 in the following expression, the Cauchy operator C becomes the Cauchy projection operator C_±:

C_±f(z) = lim_{γ→0} 1 2πi ∫ R f(s) s − (z ± iγ) ds, z ∈ R, (3.2) (C_±f)^∧(z) = X_±(z)f̂ (z), (3.3) where X_± denotes the characteristic function on R^± . The following proposition summarizes the basic properties of the Cauchy projection operators [18].

Proposition 3.1. [18] For any f ∈ L^p(R), 1 ⩽ p < ∞, the Cauchy integral Cf is analytical off the real line, decays to zero as |z| → ∞, and approaches to C_±f almost everywhere when a point z ∈ C^± approaches to a point on the real axis by any non-tangential contour from C^± . If 1 < p < ∞, then there exists a positive constant C_p such that ‖ C_±f ‖_Lp ⩽ C_p ‖ f ‖_Lp . (3.4) When f ∈ L^1(R), as z → ∞, Cf(z) = O(z^{−1}).

3.2. Solvability of the RH problem. In this subsection, we prove solvability of the RH problem 3 about M^{(1)}_l for y ∈ [0, +∞) under the given scattering data: R = ( r(·), {z_j , c_j }^{2N0}_{j=1} ) ∈ Y, where Y is a Banach space defined in (1.5), and r(z) admits the symmetries r(z) = r(z^{−1}) = −r(−z), r(1) = −r(−1) = −1. (3.5) For z ∈ R, denote w = w_+ + w_− with

w_+(z; y) = ( 0 0 −r̄(z)e^{−2θ(z;y)} 0 ) , w_−(z; y) = ( 0 r(z)e^{2θ(z;y)} 0 0 ) . (3.6)

Then in view of the Beals-Coifman theorem in [1], the RH problem 3 has a solution given by the Cauchy operator

M^{(1)}_l (z; y) = I + C(μw)(z; y) +

2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} z − z̄_j μ_2(z̄_j ; y), c_j e^{yImzj} z − z_j μ_1(z_j ; y) ) , (3.7)

if and only if there is a solution μ(z; y) of the Fredholm integral equation

μ(z; y) = I + C_wμ(z; y) +

2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} z − z̄_j μ_2(z̄_j ; y), c_j e^{yImzj} z − z_j μ_1(z_j ; y) ) . (3.8)

And μ_1(z; y) and μ_2(z; y) denote the first and second columns of μ(z; y) respectively, and C_wf(z; y) = C_+(fw_−)(z; y) + C_−(fw_+)(z; y).

Thus the attention turns to the estimate and solvability of the Fredholm integral equation (3.8). The proof basically follows the idea in [41, 42], which was later used in [15, 26] and so on. To this end, we take the first row of μ(z) as an instance. A simple calculation gives that ‖C_wI‖_L2 ⩽ 2‖R‖_Y for ‖R‖_Y in (1.6). We denote a new column vector function by N(z; y) := (N_{11}(z; y), N_{12}(z; y))^T , N_{11}(z; y) = μ_{11}(z; y) − 1, N_{12}(z; y) = μ_{12}(z; y). (3.9) Via (3.8), it admits that for z ∈ R:

N_{11}(z; y) = C_−(−r̄e^{−2θ(·;y)}N_{12}(·; y))(z; y) +

2N_0∑

j=1 N_{12}(z̄_j ; y)c̄_j e^{yImzj} z − z̄_j , (3.10)

N_{12}(z; y) = N_{0,2}(z; y) + C_+(re^{2θ(·;y)}N_{11}(·; y))(z; y) +

2N_0∑

j=1 N_{11}(z_j ; y)c_j e^{Imzj y} z − z_j , (3.11)

and for j = 1, ..., 2N_0,

N_{11}(z_j ; y) = C_−(−r̄e^{−2θ(·;y)}N_{12}(·; y))(z_j ; y) +

2N_0∑

j=1 N_{12}(z̄_j ; y)c̄_j e^{yImzj} z_j − z̄_j , (3.12)

N_{12}(z̄_j ; y) = N_{0,2}(z̄_j ; y) + C_+(re^{2θ(·;y)}N_{11}(·; y))(z̄_j ; y) +

2N_0∑

j=1 N_{11}(z_j ; y)c_j e^{Imzj y} z̄_j − z_j , (3.13)

where

N_{0,2}(z; y) = C_+(re^{2θ})(z; y) +

2N_0∑

j=1 c_j e^{Imzj y} z − z_j . (3.14)

Combining above equations, it immediately follows that N_{11}(z_j ; y) = C(N_{11})(z_j ; y), N_{12}(z̄_j ; y) = C(N_{12})(z̄_j ; y), (3.15) which inspires us to only consider N_{11}, N_{12} ∈ L^2(R). The integral equation (3.8) can be rewritten as N(z; y) = N_0(z; y) + KN(z; y), (3.16)

N_0(z; y) = (0, N_{0,2}(z; y))^T , K = ( 0 K^{(1)} K^{(2)} 0 ) , (3.17)

where K^{(1)}, K^{(2)} : L^2(R) → L^2(R) are two operators acting on scalar functions defined as follows. Denote h as a generic function in L^2(R). Then

K^{(1)} = K^{(1)}_1 + K^{(1)}_2 , K^{(2)} = K^{(2)}_1 + K^{(2)}_2 , (3.18)

K^{(1)}_1 h(z; y) = C_−(−r̄e^{−2θ(·;y)}h)(z; y), K^{(1)}_2 h(z; y) =

2N_0∑

j=1 C(h)(z̄_j ; y)c̄_j e^{yImzj} z − z̄_j , (3.19)

K^{(2)}_1 h(z; y) = C_+(re^{2θ(·;y)}h)(z; y), K^{(2)}_2 h(z) =

2N_0∑

j=1 C(h)(z_j ; y)c_j e^{yImzj} z − z_j . (3.20)

It is adduced that N_0 ∈ L^2(R). On the other hand, on account of ‖r‖_L∞ = 1, there exists a positive constant C(‖R‖_Y ) such that ‖K‖ = ‖K^{(1)}‖ + ‖K^{(2)}‖ ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ). Our expectation is to demonstrate N ∈ L^2(R) through (3.16). Owing to the special structure of K, we consider the operator

K^2 = ( K^{(1)}K^{(2)} 0 0 K^{(2)}K^{(1)} ) .

For simplicity of notations, we drop the dependence of the operator K, the functions μ, M^{(1)}_l and N from the variable of y.

The following proposition is given to show the invertibility of I − K.

Proposition 3.2. If R = ( r, {z_j , c_j }^{2N0}_{j=1} ) ∈ Y , then I − K is a bounded Fredholm operator:

L^2(R) → L^2(R) for y ∈ [0, +∞) with index zero. Moreover, (I − K)^{−1} exists and is also a bounded linear operator: L^2(R) → L^2(R). And ‖K^2‖ → 0, as y → ∞.

Proof. Note that operators K^{(1)}_2 , K^{(2)}_2 are both finite-rank. So it suffices to analyze the property of K^{(1)}_1 K^{(2)}_1 and K^{(2)}_1 K^{(1)}_1 . Take K^{(2)}_1 K^{(1)}_1 as an example. A simple calculation gives that ‖K^{(2)}_1 K^{(1)}_1 ‖ ⩽ 1 as |r| ⩽ 1. Recall the definition of X_±, that is, X_± is the characteristic function on R^± . For any f ∈ L^2(R),

(K^{(2)}_1 K^{(1)}_1 f̌)^∧(z) = ∫ R K(z, λ; y)f(λ)dλ, where the integral kernel is

K(z, λ; y) = X_+(z) ∫ R X_−(s)(r̄e^{−2θ(·;y)})^∧(s − λ)(re^{2θ(·;y)})^∧(z − s)ds. Since ‖K(·, ·; y)‖_L2_{(R⊗R)} ⩽ ‖(r̄e^{−2θ(·;y)})^∧‖_L2,1 ‖(re^{2θ(·;y)})^∧‖_L2,1 ⩽ C(y)‖r‖^2_W 1,2 for a positive constant C(y) which is finite for every y ∈ [0, +∞), it follows that K^{(2)}_1 K^{(1)}_1 is the Hilbert-Schmidt operator. It in turn implies that K^2 is compact. Therefore, it is inferred in [32] that I − K^2 is a Fredholm operator with index zero, and so is I − K. We now only need to prove that the operator I − K : L^2 → L^2 is injective. For convenience, take N_0 = 1. Suppose that ⃗f = (f_1, f_2)^T ∈ L^2 is the solution of the homogeneous equation: (I − K) ⃗f = 0. Denote ⃗g(z) = (g^∗_1 (z), g_2(z)) with

g_1(z) = C(−r̄e^{−2θ(·;y)}f_2)(z) + K^{(1)}_2 (f_2)(z), g_2(z) = C(re^{2θ(·;y)}f_1)(z) + K^{(2)}_2 ((f_1)^T )(z),

where g_1(z) and g_2(z) are analytic in C^− and C^+ respectively, and meromorphic in C \R. Thus, [g_1]_− = f_1, [g_2]_+ = f_2. Using the result in the Cauchy-Goursat theorem gives that 0 = ∫ R^+ ⃗g(z)[⃗g^∗(z)]^T dz. On the other hand 0 = ∫ R^+ ⃗g(z)[⃗g^∗(z)]^T dz = ∫ R |f_1|^2 + |f_2|^2 + 2Re ( f_1(z)f^∗_2 (z)r(z)e^{2θ(z;y)} ) dz ≥ ∫ R ( |f_1(z)|^2 + |f_2(z)|^2 ) (1 − |r|)dz. Note that 1−|r(z)| > 0, z ≠ ±1, and 1−|r(z)| = 0 if and only if z = ±1. So the above inequality implies that f_1(z) = f_2(z) = 0 for z ≠ ±1, namely, f(z) = 0, a.e. So ‖f‖_L2 = 0. The final step is to prove ‖K^2‖ → 0 as y → ∞. Because e^{yImzj} decays to zero exponentially as y → ∞, it is sufficient to demonstrate ‖K^{(1)}_1 K^{(2)}_1 ‖, ‖K^{(2)}_1 K^{(1)}_1 ‖ → 0 as y → ∞. Taking K^{(1)}_1 K^{(2)}_1 to give details, like in [41], r̄ can be approximated in L^∞ norm by a series of functions {r_n}^∞_1 . Here, r̄_n ∈ L^2 is a retinal function with simple poles {ξ^{(n)}_j } on C^+ .Then K^{(1)}_1 K^{(2)}_1 f is approximated in L^2 norm by C_−(−r̄_ne^{−2θ(·;y)}C_+(re^{2θ(·;y)}f)) uniformly for ‖f‖_L2 ⩽ 1. We denote the residue of r_n at ξ^{(n)}_j by r_{n,j}. Note that

(−(· − ξ^{(n)}_j )^{−1}e^{−2θ(·;y)})^∧(z) = ∫ R e^{−2πizs}e^{i(s−1/s)y/2} s − ξ^{(n)}_j ds = X_−(z)e^{−2πizξ(n)j +i(ξ(n)j −1/ξ(n)j )y/2}. There appears that

(−r̄_ne^{−2θ(·;y)})^∧(z) = ∑ ξ^{(n)}_j ∈C^+ X_−(z)r̄_{n,j}e^{−2πizξ(n)j +i(ξ(n)j −1/ξ(n)j )y/2}.

Therefore, ( C_−(−r̄_ne^{−2θ(·;y)}C_+(re^{2θ(·;y)}f)) )_∧ (z) = X_−(z) ( C_+(re^{2θ(·;y)}f) )_∧ ∗ (−r̄_ne^{−2θ(·;y)})^∧(z) = ∑ ξ^{(n)}_j ∈C^+ X_−(z)e^{i(ξ(n)j −1/ξ(n)j )y/2}r̄_{n,j} ( C_+(re^{2θ(·;y)}f) )_∧ ∗ (X_−e^{−2πi(·)ξ(n)j} )(z),

approaches zero in L^2 as y → ∞ uniformly for ‖f‖_L2 ⩽ 1. This completes the proof of Proposition 3.2. □ Proposition 3.2 also gives that I − K is uniformly bounded for y ∈ [0, +∞), and it transpires that there exists a constant C(‖R‖_Y ) such that ‖ (I − K)^{−1} ‖⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ). (3.21) As a consequence of this proposition, the solution of (3.16) exsits with N(z) = ((I − K)^{−1}(N_0))(z), (3.22) which leads to the following proposition immediately.

Proposition 3.3. If R = ( r, {z_j , c_j }^{2N0}_{j=1} ) ∈ Y , then there exists a unique solution M^{(1)}_l of the RH problem 3 with

M^{(1)}_l (z) = I + C(μw)(z) +

2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} z − z̄_j μ_2(z̄_j ), c_j e^{yImzj} z − z_j μ_1(z_j ) ) , (3.23)

where μ comes from the definition of N in (3.9).

Furthermore, it is adduced from (3.15) that |N_{11}(z_j ; y)| = |C(N_{11})(z_j ; y)| ≤ C(Imz_j )‖N_{11}‖_L2 , |N_{12}(z̄_j ; y)| = |C(N_{12})(z̄_j ; y)| ≤ C(Imz_j )‖N_{12}‖_L2 . Together with (3.16), it gives that ‖ μ − I ‖_L2 ⩽‖ (I − K)^{−1} ‖ (‖ C_wI ‖_L2 + 2N_0∑

j=1 c_j e^{yImzj} ‖ ‖ 1 z − z_j ‖ ‖ L^2

), (3.24)

2N_0∑

j=1 |μ_2(z̄_j )| +

2N_0∑

j=1 |μ_1(z_j ) − 1| ⩽ C(Imz_j ) ‖ (I − K)^{−1} ‖ (‖ C_wI ‖_L2 +

2N_0∑

j=1 c_j e^{yImzj} ‖ ‖ 1 z − z_j ‖ ‖_{L2} ).

(3.25) Meanwhile, there exists a positive constant C(‖R‖_Y ) such that

2N_0∑

j=1 |μ_2(z̄_j )| +

2N_0∑

j=1 |μ_1(z_j ) − 1|+ ‖ μ − I ‖_L2 ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ). (3.26)

Remark 3.1. Compared with derivative NLS equation [34], where the corresponding jump matrix admits positive definite part with reflection coefficient ‖r‖_L∞ < 1. So the norm of their corresponding (I − K)^{−1} can be directly controlled by (1 − ‖r‖_L∞ )^{−1}. However, for the mCH equation, its corresponding reflection coefficient r(z) satisfies |r(±1)| = 1. So we lose the Lipschitz continuity of the solution M^{(1)}_l with respect to reflection coefficient r(z).

When y ∈ (−∞, 0), following the same process as M^{(1)}_l (z), M^{(1)}_r (z) admits similar property in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4. If R ∈ Y , y ∈ (−∞, 0), then there exists a positive constant C(‖R‖_Y ), such that

‖ M^{(1)}_r − I ‖_L2 +

2N_0∑

j=1 |M^{(1)}_{r,2} (z̄_j )| +

2N_0∑

j=1 |M^{(1)}_{r,1} (z_j )| ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ), (3.27)

where M^{(1)}_{r,2} denotes the j-column of M^{(1)}_r .

3.3. Time evolution. The crucial argument of inverse scattering theory is how to recover the solution m(t, x) to the initial-value problem (1.4) from scattering data. It is necessary to give the time evolution of the RH problem from the time evolution of scattering data. According to the time spectral problem in the Lax pair (1.3) and scattering relation (2.17), it is found that the time evolution scattering data a(z; t) and b(z; t) satisfy the equations ∂_ta(z; t) = 0, ∂_tb(z; t) = − 2iz(z^2 − 1) z^2 + 1 b(z; t), z ∈ R, (3.28) which yields a(z; t) = a(z; 0), b(z; t) = e^{− 2iz(z} 2−1)t z2+1 b(z; 0), z ∈ R. (3.29)

Therefore, we define the time-dependent scattering data in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Define time-dependent scattering data R(t) = ( r(·; t), {z_j (t), c_j (t)}^{2N0}_{j=1} ) with

r(z; t) = exp ( − 2iz(z^2 − 1)t (z^2 + 1)^2 ) r(z; 0), z ∈ R, z_j(t) = z_j (0), c_j (t) = exp ( tImz_j Re^2z_j ) c_j (0).

For any T > 0, if R(0) ∈ Y , then for every t ∈ [0, T ), R(t) ∈ Y . Moreover, ‖R(t)‖_Y ⩽ C(T )‖R(0)‖_Y , (3.30) with a constant C(T ) > 0.

Proof. Since | |e^{− 2iz(z2−1)t} (z2+1)2 | | = 1, for z ∈ R, j = 0, 1, 2, we have

‖(·)^j r(·; t)‖_L2 = ‖(·)^j e^{− 2i(·)((·)} 2−1)t ((·)2+1)2 r(·; 0)‖

L^2 = ‖r(·; 0)‖L^{2,j} .

Note that for j = 0, 1, 2, z^j ∂_zr(z; t) = 2it z^j (z^4 − 6z^2 + 1) (z^2 + 1)^3 e^{− 2iz(z} 2−1)t (z2+1)2 r(z; 0) + e− 2iz(z2−1)t (z2+1)2 ∂zr(z; 0). It is thereby inferred that

‖(·)^j ∂_zr(·; t)‖^2_L2 ⩽ 2t sup_{z∈R}

|z^j (z^4 − 6z^2 + 1)| (z^2 + 1)^3

‖r(·; 0)‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_z r(·; 0)‖^2_L2 .

In the same way for j = 0, 1,

z^j ∂^2_z r(z; t) =(it z^{j+1}(z^4 + 2z^2 − 7) (z^2 + 1)^4 − t^2z^j (z^4 − 6z^2 + 1)^2 (z^2 + 1)^6 )4e^{− 2iz(z} 2−1)t (z2+1)2 r(z; 0) + 4it z^j (z^4 − 6z^2 + 1) (z^2 + 1)^3 e^{− 2iz(z} 2−1)t (z2+1)2 ∂zr(z; 0) + zje− 2iz(z2−1)t (z2+1)2 ∂2 z r(z; 0). Consequently,

‖(·)^j ∂^2_z r(·; t)‖^2_L2 ⩽4(t sup_{z∈R}

|z^{j+1}(−z^4 + 2z^2 + 7)|

(z^2 + 1)^4

+ t^2 sup_{z∈R}

|z|^j (z^4 − 6z^2 + 1) (z^2 + 1)^3

)‖r(·; 0)‖^2_L2

+ 4t sup_{z∈R}

|z^j (z^4 − 6z^2 + 1)| (z^2 + 1)^3

‖∂_z r(·; 0)‖^2_L2 + ‖(·)^j ∂^2_z r(·; 0)‖^2_L2 .

This in turn implies that r(·; t) ∈ H^{1,2}(R)∩H^{2,1} (R). The estimate of others scattering data can be accomplished in the same way from the fact that |z_j | = 1 with Imz_j < 0 and exp (_{tImzj} Re^2z_j ) < 1, which implies the desired result as indicated above. □ Therefore, invoking of Propositions 3.3 and 3.4, under time-dependent scattering data the RH problems 3 exists unique solution. We denote M^{(1)}(z; t, y) as the solution for the RH problem 3 under time-dependent scattering data R(t). And M^{(1)}_r (z; 0, y) also has a similar time evolution denoted by M^{(1)}_r (z; t, y) , which is omitted here. Thus the time evolution of M^{(1)} defined in (2.72) is given by

M^{(1)}(z; t, y) =

M^{(1)}_l (z; t, y), as y ∈ [0, +∞), M^{(1)}_r (z; t, y), as y ∈ (−∞, 0], (3.31)

The crux of the matter is whether the function m(t, y) reconstructed from the time-depended RH problem in (2.68) is the solution of the mCH equation (1.1). The approach is to demonstrate that M^{(1)}(z; t, y) satisfies some Lax pair equations with similar structure as (1.3) whose compatibility condition is the mCH equation (1.1). To achieve this aim, we first give the following proposition. Proposition 3.5. M^{(1)}(z; t, y) defined in (3.31) is differentiable with respect to t > 0. Proof. We give the details of the proof of the case y ∈ [0, +∞). In this case, under timedependent scattering data R(t), M^{(1)}(z; t, y) = M^{(1)}_l (z; t, y). From the definition of M^{(1)}_l (z; t, y) in (3.7), the existence of ∂_tM^{(1)}_l (z; t, y) is equivalent to the existence of ∂_tμ(z; t, y). By taking tderivative of the operator equation (3.16) under time-dependent scattering data R(t), it follows that ∂_tN(z; t, y) = (∂_tN_0(z; t, y) + (∂_tK)(N)(z; t, y)) + K(∂_tN)(z; t, y), (3.32) where ∂_tN(z; t, y) = 0, C_+(∂_tr(·; t)e^{2θ} )(z; t, y) +

2N_0∑

j=1 ∂_tc_j (t)e^{Imzj y} z − z_j T ,

∂_tK = ( 0 ∂_tK^{(1)} ∂_tK^{(2)} 0 ) . For brevity, we omit the concrete expression of operators ∂_tK^{(1)} and ∂_tK^{(2)}. From Lemma 3.1, ∂_tr(z; t) = − 2iz(z^2 − 1) (z^2 + 1)^2 exp ( − 2iz(z^2 − 1)t (z^2 + 1)^2 ) r(z; 0), z ∈ R

∂_tc_j (t) = Imz_j Re^2z_j exp ( tImz_j Re^2z_j ) c_j (0),

with |∂_tr(z; t)| ≲ |r(z; 0)|, |∂_tc_j(t)| ≲ |c_j (0)|. Therefore, ∂_tN_0(·; t, y) + (∂_tK)(N)(·; t, y) ∈ L^2(R). Then it is inferred from Proposition 3.2 that ∂_tN(z; t, y) exists with ∂_tN(z; t, y) = (I − K)^{−1} (∂_tN_0(z; t, y) + (∂_tK)(N)(z; t, y)) (z; t, y). It also implies the existence of ∂_tμ(z; t, y), from which we obtain the result of this proposition. □ Therefore, by standard processing (see for example [4, 16]), the following proposition can be verified.

Proposition 3.6. Assume that M^{(1)}(z; t, y) is the solution for the RH problem 3 under timedependent scattering data R(t). The matrix function M(z; t, y) is defined by ( I − σ_1 z ) M(z; t, y) = ( I − σ_1M^{(1)}(t, y; 0)^{−1} z ) M^{(1)}(z; t, y). (3.33)

Define M̆ (z; t, y) = M(z; t, y)e^{−p̆(z;t,y)σ}3 , (3.34) where p̆(z; t, y) = −^{i(z2−1)}_{4z} (−y +^{8z2}_{(z2+1)2} t). Then M̆(z; t, y) satisfies the system of linear differential equations M̆_y(z; t, y) = ŬM̆, M̆_t(z; t, y) = V̆ M̆ , (3.35) where

Ŭ = −i(z^2 − 1) 4z σ_3 + ih_1(t, y) z − 1 ( 1 −1 1 −1 ) + ih_1(t, y) z + 1 ( 1 1 −1 −1 ) + ih_1(t, y) ( 0 −1 1 0 ) , V̆ = 2i(z^2 − 1)z

(z^2 + 1)^2 σ_3 + ih_2(t, y) z − 1 ( 1 −1 1 −1 ) + ih_2(t, y) z + 1 ( 1 1 −1 −1 )

+ 1 z − 1 ( 0 h_3(t, y) h_4(t, y) 0 ) + 1 z + 1 ( 0 h_4(t, y) h_3(t, y) 0 ) ,

h_1(t, y) = − 1 2 lim_{z→∞} zM_{12}(z; t, y), h_2(t, y) = −i lim_{z→1}(z − 1)(M̆_t(z; t, y)^{−1}M̆(z; t, y))_{11},

h_3(t, y) = 2M_{11}(i; t, y) lim_{z→i}

M_{12}(z; t, y) z − i , h_4(t, y) = −2M_{22}(i; t, y) lim_{z→i}

M_{21}(z; t, y) z − i , and the subscript ij used above means the (i, j)-entry element of matrix. The compatibility condition between two equations in the system (3.35), namely, Ŭ_t − V̆_y + [Ŭ, V̆ ] = 0

yields the mCH equation (1.1) with the variables (t, y).

Consequently, under the time evolution of the scattering data in Lemma 3.1, it can be verified that the reconstruction formula remain accessible for M^{(1)}(z; t, y).

3.4. Estimates on solutions of the RH problem. In this subsection, to estimate the solution of the Cauchy problem (1.4) through reconstruction formula, a key step is to give the proof of estimates of M^{(1)}_l (z) for y ∈ [0, +∞) which is the solution of the RH problem 3 under scattering data R(t). (3.7) implies that as z → i, M^{(1)}_l (z) has the following expansion.

M^{(1)}_l (z) = M^{(1)}_l (i) + M^{(1),i}_l (z − i) + O ( (z − i)^2 ) , (3.36) with

M^{(1)}_l (i) = I + C(μw)(i) +

2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} i − z̄_j μ_2(z̄_j ), c_j e^{yImzj} i − z_j μ_1(z_j ) ) ,

M^{(1),i}_l = 1 2πi ∫ R μ(s)w(s) (s − i)^2 ds − 2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} (i − z̄_j )^2 μ_2(z̄_j ), c_j e^{yImzj} (i − z_j )^2 μ_1(z_j ) ) . Proposition 3.7. If R ∈ Y, y ∈ [0, +∞), there exists a positive constant C(‖R‖_Y ) such that M^{(1)}_l (i), M^{(1),i}_l and M^{(1)}_l (0) are estimated by

|M^{(1)}_l (i) − 1|, |M^{(1),i}_l |, |M^{(1)}_l (0)| ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ). (3.37)

Proof. From (3.24), for z = 0, ∑_{2N0} j=1 |^{c̄j eyImzj}_{z̄j} μ_2(z̄_j )| and ∑_{2N0} j=1 |^{cj eyImzj}_{zj} μ_1(z_j )| are bounded.

And the integral term becomes |C(μw)(0)| = | |C((μ − I)w) + Cw(0) | | ⩽ 1 2π (‖μ − I‖_L2 ‖w/z‖_L2 + ‖w/z‖_L1 ) . (3.38) It remains to analyze ∫ R |s^{−1}w(s)|ds and ∫ R |s^{−1}w(s)|^2ds. In view of the definition of w, |r| ⩽ 1 and the symmetry of r, it is sufficient to estimate ∫_{+∞} 0 |s^{−1}r(s)|ds and ∫_{+∞} 0 |s^{−1}r(s)|^2ds. Note that r(z) ∈ H^{1,2}(R). In order to estimate these two integrations near s = 0, namely, ∫_1 0 |s^{−1}r(s)|ds and ∫_1 0 |s^{−1}r(s)|^2ds, we use the symmetry of r, that is, r(z) = r(1/z), and change of the variable z → 1/z to obtain ∫_1 0 |s^{−1}r(s)|ds = ∫_{+∞} 1 s^{−1}|r(s)|ds ≲‖ r ‖_L2 , ∫_1 0 |s^{−1}r(s)|^2ds = ∫_{+∞} 1 |r(s)|^2ds ⩽‖ r ‖^2_L2 . Hence the estimate of M^{(1)}_l (0) is obtained immediately. For M^{(1)}_l (i) and M^{(1),i}_l , applying the Hölder inequality and the estimates in (3.24) gives the result in (3.37). □

Now take derivative of the inhomogeneous equation (3.16) in y to obtain ∂_yN(z) =∂_yN_0(z) + ∂_y(K)N(z) + K(∂_y N)(z), (3.39) ∂^2_y N(z) =∂^2_y N_0(z) + 2∂_y(K)(∂_y N)(z) + ∂^2_y (K)N(z) + K(∂^2_y N)(z). (3.40) From the definition of K and N_0, it transpires that

∂_yN_0(z) = 0, C_+(− i 2 (s − 1/s)re^{2θ})(z) + 2N_0∑

j=0 Imz_j c_j e^{Imzj y} z − z_j T ,

∂^2_y N_0(z) = 0, C_+(−1 4 (s − 1/s)^2re^{2θ})(z) +

2N_0∑

j=0 Im^2z_j c_j e^{Imzj y} z − z_j T ,

∂_yK = ( 0 ∂_yK^{(1)} ∂_yK^{(2)} 0 ) , ∂^2_y K = ( 0 ∂^2_y K^{(1)} ∂^2_y K^{(2)} 0 ) . For brevity, we omit the concrete expression of operators ∂_yK^{(1)}, ∂_yK^{(2)}, ∂^2_y K^{(1)} and ∂^2_y K^{(2)}. From r(z) ∈ H^{1,2}(R) ∩ H^{2,1} (R), ∂_yK and ∂^2_y K are also the bounded operators on L^2(R). Thus, ∂_yN_0 + (∂_yK)N belongs to L^2(R), which implies that ∂_yN(z) = (I − K)^{−1} (∂_yN_0 + (∂_y K)N)(z) ∈ L^2(R).

Namely there exists a positive constant C(‖R‖_Y ) such that ‖∂_y μ‖_L2 ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ). (3.41) So ∂^2_y N_0 + 2(∂_y K)(∂_y N) + (∂^2_y K)N also belongs to L^2(R) such that ∂^2_y N = (I − K)^{−1} (∂^2_y N_0 + 2(∂_yK)(∂_y N) + (∂^2_y K)N) ∈ L^2(R). (3.42) Therefore there exists a positive constant C(‖R‖_Y ) such that ‖∂^2_y μ‖_L2 ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ). (3.43)

We now consider the function M^{(1)}_l . A direct computation reveals that

∂_yM^{(1)}_l (z) = C(∂_yμ w)(z) + C(μ∂_yw)(z) + 2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} z − z̄_j (Imz_j μ_2(z̄_j ) + ∂_yμ_2(z̄_j )), c_j Imz_je^{yImzj} z − z_j (Imz_j μ_1(z_j ) + ∂_yμ_1(z_j )) ) , ∂^2_y M^{(1)}_l (z) = C(∂^2_y μ w)(z) + C(∂_yμ∂_yw)(z) + C(μ∂^2_y w)(z) + 2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} z − z̄_j (Imz^2_j μ_2(z̄_j ) + 2∂_yImz_jμ_2(z̄_j ) + ∂^2_y μ_2(z̄_j )), 0 )

+ 2N_0∑

j=1 ( 0, c_jImz_j e^{yImzj} z − z_j (Im^2z_j μ_1(z_j ) + 2Imz_j ∂_yμ_1(z_j ) + ∂^2_y μ_1(z_j )) ) . As z → i, they have the asymptotic expansions in the following, ∂_yM^{(1)}_l (z) = ∂_yM^{(1)}_l (i) + ∂_yM^{(1),i}_l (z − i) + O ( (z − i)^2 ) , (3.44)

∂^2_y M^{(1)}_l (z) = ∂^2_y M^{(1)}_l (i) + ∂^2_y M^{(1),i}_l (z − i) + O ( (z − i)^2 ) , (3.45) with

∂_yM^{(1),i}_l = 1 2πi ∫ R ∂_yμ(s)w(s) (s − i)^2 ds + 1 2πi ∫ R (μ(s) − I) ∂_yw(s) (s − i)^2 ds + 1 2πi ∫ R ∂_yw(s) (s − i)^2 ds − 2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} (i − z̄_j )^2

(Imz_jμ_2(z̄_j ) + ∂_yμ_2(z̄_j )), c_j Imz_j e^{yImzj} (i − z_j )^2

(Imz_jμ_1(z_j ) + ∂_yμ_1(z_j )) ) ,

∂^2_y M^{(1),i}_l = 1 2πi ∫ R ∂^2_y μ(s)w(s) (s − i)^2 ds + 1 2πi ∫ R ∂_yμ(s)∂_yw(s) (s − i)^2 ds + 1 2πi ∫ R (μ(s) − I) ∂^2_y w(s) (s − i)^2 ds + 1 2πi ∫ R ∂^2_y w(s) (s − i)^2 ds − 2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} (i − z̄_j)^2

(Imz^2_j μ_2(z̄_j ) + 2∂_yImz_j μ_2(z̄_j ) + ∂^2_y μ_2(z̄_j )), 0 )

− 2N_0∑

j=1 ( 0, c_j Imz_je^{yImzj} (i − z_j )^2

(Im^2z_j μ_1(z_j ) + 2Imz_j ∂_yμ_1(z_j ) + ∂^2_y μ_1(z_j )) ) .

Otherwise, the equation (3.7) gives that for |z| → ∞,

lim_{z→∞} z(M^{(1)}_l (z) − I) = − 1 2πi ∫ R (μ(s) − I) w(s)ds − 1 2πi ∫ R w(s)ds + 2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} μ_2(z̄_j ), c_j e^{yImzj} μ_1(z_j ) ) (3.46)

lim_{z→∞} z∂_yM^{(1)}_l (z) = − 1 2πi ∫ R ∂_yμ(s)w(s)ds − 1 2πi ∫ R (μ(s) − I) ∂_yw(s)ds − 1 2πi ∫ R ∂_yw(s)ds + 2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} (Imz_j μ_2(z̄_j ) + ∂_yμ_2(z̄_j )), c_j Imz_j e^{yImzj} (Imz_j μ_1(z_j ) + ∂_yμ_1(z_j )) ) . (3.47)

Similar to the proof in Lemma 2.2, combining the Hölder inequality, (3.24), (3.41) and (3.43), it transpires that for j = 1, 2,

|∂^j_yM^{(1)}_l (i)|, |∂^j_y M^{(1),i}_l |, |∂^j_yM^{(1)}_l (0)|, | lim_{z→∞} zM^{(1)}_{l,12}(z)|, | lim_{z→∞} z∂_yM^{(1)}_{l,12}(z)| ⩽ C (‖R‖_Y ) , (3.48) where the subscript 12 means the (1, 2)-entry element of matrix.

When y ∈ (−∞, 0), M^{(1)}_r (z) has a similar property, which we omit its proof.

Proposition 3.8. Supposed that R ∈ Y, y ∈ (−∞, 0). Then as z → i, M^{(1)}_r has the following asymptotic expansion, M^{(1)}_r (z) = M^{(1)}_r (i) + M^{(1),i}_r (z − i) + O ( (z − i)^2 ) , and there exists a positive constant C(‖R‖_Y ) such that for j = 0, 1, 2, ∂^j_yM^{(1)}_r (i), ∂^j_yM^{(1),i}_r , ∂^j_yM^{(1)}_r (0), lim_{z→∞} zM^{(1)}_{r,12}(z) and lim_{z→∞} z∂_yM^{(1)}_{r,12}(z) are bounded, that is,

|∂^j_yM^{(1)}_r (i)|, |∂^j_yM^{(1),i}_r |, |∂^j_yM^{(1)}_r (0)|, | lim_{z→∞} zM^{(1)}_{r,12}(z)|, | lim_{z→∞} z∂_yM^{(1)}_{r,12}(z)| ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ).

4. Existence of global solutions In view of the result in Section 3, we use M^{(1)}_l (z; t, y) to recover the solution m(t, x(y, t)) for y ∈ [0, +∞), and M^{(1)}_r (z; t, y) to recover the solution m(t, x(y, t)) for y ∈ (−∞, 0) through equations (2.73)-(2.74). The main aim of this section is to give the proof of the following lemma. Lemma 4.1. Assume that the initial data m_0 > 0 and m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2} (R). Then there exists a unique solution m(t) ∈ C([0, +∞); W^{1,∞}(R)) for the Cauchy problem (1.4).

The proof of Lemma 4.1 is approached via a series of propositions and lemmas. The estimates of the functions established in the following lemma will be used to reconstruct solution in (2.73). Lemma 4.2. Let R(0) ∈ Y. For every t ∈ [0, T ), T > 0, the functions η(t, y) and α_j (t, y), j = 1, 2, 3 defined in (2.68) with the scattering data R(t) in Lemma 3.1, (2.76)-(2.77) respectively satisfy ‖α^{−1}_1 (t, ·)‖_L∞ , ‖α_1(t, ·) − 1‖_W 2,∞ , ‖α_j (t, ·)‖_W 2,∞ ⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ), j = 2, 3, and ‖η(t, ·)‖_W 1,∞ ⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ). Moreover, |u(t, y) − 1| ⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ).

Proof. As shown in Lemma 3.1, for any t ∈ [0, T ), R(t) ∈ Y with ‖R(t)‖_Y ⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ). In view of Propositions 3.2 and 3.4, under the scattering data R(t), the RH problem 3 has a unique solution M^{(1)}_l (z; t, y) for every t ∈ [0, T ). Except for ‖1/α_1(t, ·)‖_L∞ , the other estimates can be obtained from Propositions 3.7 and 3.8 and (3.48) immediately. Now consider the boundedness of ‖1/α_1(t, ·)‖_L∞ . in fact, when α ≠ −1, apply Proposition 3.7 to give the boundedness of f_j(t, y) and^β_{α+1} f_j(t, y), j = 1, 2. This implies that^β_{α+1} is also bounded. On the other hand, detM^{(1)} ≡ 1, namely, α_1f_2(1 +^β_{α+1} ) = 1. Therefore, 1/α_1 = f_2(1 +^β_{α+1} ) is bounded. And when α = 1, the boundedness of 1/α_1 is a directly result from the boundedness of f_1. This completes the proof of Lemma 4.2. □

It then follows from Lemma 3.1, Lemma 4.2, and the reconstruction formulas (2.68), (2.73) and (2.74) that there exist u(t, y) and η(t, y) as the functions of y in W^{1,∞}(R) for t ∈ [0, T ), with any T > 0. However, the reconstruction formula of m in (2.68) is

m(t, y) = (1 − η(t, y))^{−1}. (4.1)

So it is hard to obtain the boundedness of m from the reconstruction formula directly. Therefore, our attention is focused on the definition of m in (1.1) with m = u − u_{xx}. Note that ∂_x = (1 + 2(∂_y α_1)/α_1)∂_y, so

u_x =(1 + 2(∂_yα_1)/α_1) ( −∂_y(α_2)α_1 − α_1∂_yα_2 − ∂_y(α_3)α^{−1}_1 + ∂_y(α_1)α_3α^{−2}_1 ) , u_{xx} =2(α_1∂^2_y α_1 − ∂_yα^2_1)α^{−2}_1 u_x + (1 + 2∂_y(α_1)α^{−1}_1 )^2 ( −∂^2_y (α_2)α_1 − 2∂_yα_1∂_yα_2 − ∂^2_y (α_1)α_2 ) + α^{−4}_1 (α_1 + 2∂_yα_1)^2 ( −α_1∂^2_y α_3 + 2∂_yα_1∂_yα_3 + ∂^2_y (α_1)α_3 − 2∂_y(α_1)^2α_3α^{−1}_1 ) . Similarly as the above analysis, applying (3.48) and Proposition 3.8 gives the boundedness of u_{xx}. In fact, for every T ∈ R^+ , t ∈ [0, T ), under the scattering data R(t) in Lemma 3.1, u_x(t, y), u_{xx}(t, y) defined above are bounded respectively. In addition, their L^∞-norm can be controlled by C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ) with |u_x(t, y)|, |u_{xx}(t, y)| ⩽ C(‖R(t)‖_Y ) ⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ), (4.2) Therefore, it is inferred that for every T > 0, t ∈ [0, T ), m(t, y) exists as a bounded function of y with |m(t, y) − 1| ⩽ C(‖R(t)‖_Y ) ⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ). (4.3) Together with Lemma 4.2, it appears that for every t ∈ [0, T ), m(t, ·) ∈ W^{1,∞}.

The final step of the proof of Lemma 4.1 is to verify the continuity of η(t, y) with respective to t. Analogously, we take the case y ∈ [0, +∞) as an example. The first step is to analyze the continuity about t of the RH problem.

Lemma 4.3. Both of the operator K(t) defined in (3.17) corresponding to scattering data R(t) and (I − K(t))^{−1} are continuous at t ∈ [0, T ), for any T > 0.

Proof. From the definition of K(t) in (3.17), it is sufficient to give the details of the proof of K^{(1)}_{11} (t) and K^{(1)}_{12} (t) when y ∈ [0, ∞). The others can be obtained analogously. For any t_0 ∈ R^+ and any f ∈ L^2(R),

‖K^{(1)}_{11} (t)f − K^{(1)}_{11} (t_0)f‖_L2 = ‖ ‖C_−(e_{−2θ}fr̄(z; 0)e−^{2iz(z2 −1)t0}_{(z2+1)2} (1 − e−^{2iz(z2−1)(t−t0)}_{(z2+1)2} )) ‖ ‖ L^2 ⩽ ‖ f ‖ L^2 ‖ e 2iz(z2−1)(t−t0) (z2+1)2 − 1 ‖ L^∞ ⩽ C ‖ f ‖ L^2 |t − t0|. So K^{(1)}_{11} (t) is continuous on t ∈ [0, T ). And for vector (f_1, ..., f_{2N0} )^T ∈ C^{2N0} ,

‖K^{(1)}_{12} (t)(f_1, ..., f_{2N0} )^T − K^{(1)}_{12} (t_0)(f_1, ..., f_{2N0} )^T ‖_L2

= ‖ ‖ ‖ 2N_0∑

j=1 f_jc̄_j e^{yImzj} z − z̄_j e^− 2iz(z2−1)t0 (z2+1)2 (1 − e− 2iz(z2−1)(t−t0) (z2+1)2 ) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2}

⩽ 2N_0∑

j=1 ‖ ‖fjc̄j e^{yImzj} z − z̄_j ‖ ‖ L^2 ‖ ‖1 − e−^{2iz(z2−1)(t−t0)} (z2+1)2 ‖ ‖ L^∞ ⩽ C(z_j^{2N0}_1 )|t − t_0|

2N_0∑

j=1 |f_j |. (4.4)

Since the map: K^{(1)} → (K^{(1)})^{−1} is a homeomorphism in the Banach algebra, (I − K(t))^{−1} is also continuous on t ∈ [0, T ). □

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that M^{(1)}(z; t, y) is the solution of the RH problem 3 with scattering data R(t) ∈ Y . Then M^{(1)}(z; t, y) is continuous on t ∈ [0, T ), for any T > 0.

Proof. Note that (I − K(t))^{−1} and N_0(t) are both continuous on t ∈ [0, T ). Thus continuity of the function N(z; t, y) on t ∈ [0, T ) follows from the expression N(z; t) = (I − K(t))^{−1} (N_0(t))(z).

From the definition of N(z; t, y) in (3.9) and

M^{(1)}_l (z) = I + C(μw)(z) +

2N_0∑

j=1 ( c̄_j e^{yImzj} z − z̄_j μ_2(z̄_j ), c_j e^{yImzj} z − z_j μ_1(z_j ) ) , continuity of M^{(1)}_l (z; t, y) on t ∈ [0, T ) is immediately accomplished. This completes the proof of Proposition 4.1. □

We are now in the position to prove Lemma 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Since the initial data m_0 > 0 with m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2} (R), applying Lemma 2.1 gives that the scattering data R(0) ∈ Y . Thus Lemma 3.1 also reveals that after time evolution, the scattering data R(t) ∈ Y . It is then adduced from Lemma 4.2 and the estimate in (4.3) that m(t, ·) ∈ W^{1,∞}, for any t ∈ [0, T ), T > 0. Moreover, it is deduced from Proposition 4.1 that M^{(1)}(z; t, y) is continuous on t ∈ [0, T ). In consequence, it follows from the reconstruction formula in (2.68) that η(t) and m(t) ∈ W^{1,∞}(R) are continuous on t ∈ [0, T ). This completes the proof of Lemma 4.1. □

5. Regularity The aim of this section is to derive the regularity of the solution m and show that m − 1 ∈ C([0, +∞); H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R)).

5.1. Transitions of the spectral problem. The first step is to establish a new RH problem by using the Lax pair (1.3). When t = 0, consider two column function vectors

Φ̃_1 = ( 1 0 −^{m0−1}_{m0} −2λ ) Ψ_1, Φ̃_2 = ( −2λ −^{m0−1}_{m0} 0 1 ) Ψ_2. (5.1)

Then a straightforward computation shows that they satisfy two new spectral problems

Φ̃_{j,x} = −1 4 ik m_0 σ_3Φ̃_j + P_jΦ̃_j, j = 1, 2, (5.2)

with

P_1 = i(m_0 − 1) 2k ( η − 2 1 −η^2 −^4_{m0} −η + 2 ) − ( 0 0 η_x 0 ) ,

P_2 = i(m_0 − 1) 2k ( η − 2 η^2 +^4_{m0} −1 −η + 2 ) − ( 0 η_x 0 0 ) , where η(0, y) =^{m0−1}_{m0} . Furthermore, define the functions ν^±_j (x; k), j = 1, 2 by the transformations ν^±_j (x; k) = e^{(−1)j−1 p(x;k)}Φ̃_j(x; k), (5.3) which satisfy the following Volterra integral equations,

ν^±_1 (x; k) = e_1 + ∫_x ±∞ ( 1 0 0 e^{2(p(x;k)−p(s;k))} ) P_1(s, k)ν^±_1 (s, k)ds, (5.4)

ν^±_2 (x, k) = e_2 + ∫_x ±∞ ( e^{−2(p(x;k)−p(s;k))} 0 0 1 ) P_2(s; k)ν^±_2 (s, k)ds. (5.5)

It then transpires from a direct calculation that Proposition 5.1. If initial data m_0−1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R)∩H^{1,2} (R), then the Jost functions ν^±_j (x; k), j = 1, 2 admit the following asymptotics ν^±_1 (x; k) = e_1 + O(k^{−1}), |k| → ∞, (5.6)

ν^±_2 (x; k) = e_2 + ( 2i^{∂xm0}_{m30} b_±(x) ) k^{−1} + O(k^{−2}), |k| → ∞, (5.7) with b_±(x) = i 2 ∫_x ±∞ m_0(s)^2 − 1

m_0(s) ds, and they satisfy the following limits along a contour in the domains of their analyticity

ν^±_1 (x, k) = − iα_± k ( 1 2 − η ) + O(1), k → 0, (5.8)

ν^±_2 (x, k) = iα_± k ( 2 − η 1 ) + O(1), k → 0. (5.9)

5.2. A new RH problem. We now define ν^−_1 a^∗(z) − ν^+_1 = r_2e^{iky/2}p^l_+, p^l_− a − p^l_+ = r_1e^{−iky/2}ν^+_2 , (5.10)

ν^−_1 − ν^+_1 a^∗(z) = r̃_2e^{iky/2}p^r_−, p^r_+ a = ν^+_1 a^∗(z) r_1e^{−iky/2}ν^+_2 + (1 − r_1r_2)p^r_−, (5.11)

where r_1(k) = z z^2 + 1 r(z), r_2(k) = z^2 + 1 z r(z), r_1(k)r_2(k) = |r(z)|^2, (5.12)

r̃_1(k) = z z^2 + 1 r̃(z), r̃_2(k) = z^2 + 1 z r̃(z), r̃_1(k)r̃_2(k) = |r(z)|^2. (5.13) Obviously, p_±(k; y) are both well defined under variable k = z −1/z. By using these two column vectors, we construct two functions by

M^{(2)}_l (k; y) = ( η − 2, 1 ) (_ν1_{1 (k)} a^∗(k) , p l +(k) ) , as k ∈ C^+ , ( η − 2, 1 ) ( ν^+_1 (k),^{pl−(k)}_{a(k)} ) , as k ∈ C^− , y ∈ R^+ , (5.14)

M^{(2)}_r (k; y) = ( η − 2, 1 ) ( ν^1_1 (k),^{pr+(k)}_{a∗(k)} ) , as k ∈ C^+ , ( η − 2, 1 ) (_ν+_{1 (k)} a(k) , p r −(k) ) , as k ∈ C^− , y ∈ R^− . (5.15)

It is easy to see that these two functions satisfy the following two RH problems, respectively.

The RH problem 4. Find a vector-valued function M^{(2)}_l (k) = M^{(2)}_l (k; y) which satisfies • Analyticity: M^{(2)}_l (k) is meromorphic in C \ R;

• Jump condition: M^{(2)}_l (k) has continuous boundary values [M^{(2)}_l ]_±(k) on R and

[M^{(2)}_l ]_+(k) = [M^{(2)}_l ]_−(k) ~V_l(k), ~V_l(k) = ( 1 − |r|^2 r_1e^{−2θ} −r_2e^{2θ} 1 ) ; • Asymptotic behavior:

M^{(2)}_l (k) = (η − 2, 1) + O(k^{−1}), |k| → ∞ in C ; (5.16)

• Residue condition: M^{(2)}_l (k) has simple poles at each point in {k_j , k̄_j }^{N0}_{j=1} with

Res_{k=kj} M^{(2)}_l (k) = lim_{k→kj} M^{(2)}_l (k) ( 0 d_j e^{2yImzj} 0 0 ) , (5.17)

Res_{k=k̄j} M^{(2)}_l (k) = lim_{k→k̄j} M^{(2)}_l (k) ( 0 0 d̃_j e2yImzj 0 ) . (5.18)

Here, k_j = z_j − 1/z_j , d_j = −z̄_j c_j and d̃_j = (2Rez_j )^2d̄_j for j = 1, ..., N_0. For j = 1, ..., N_0, the zeros z_j and z_{j+N0} of a in the z-plane condense to one point k_j in the k-plane.

The RH problem 5. Find a vector-valued function M^{(2)}_r (k) = M^{(2)}_r (k; y) which satisfies • Analyticity: M^{(2)}_r (k) is meromorphic in C \ R;

• Jump condition: M^{(2)}_r (k) has continuous boundary values [M^{(2)}_r ]_±(k) on R and

[M^{(2)}_r ]_+(k) = [M^{(2)}_r ]_−(k) ~V_r(k), ~V_r(k) = ( 1 r̃_1e^{−2θ} −r̃_2e^{2θ} 1 − |r|^2 ) ; (5.19)

• Asymptotic behavior:

M^{(2)}_r (k) = (η − 2, 1) + O(k^{−1}), |k| → ∞ in C ; (5.20)

• Residue condition: M^{(2)}_r (k) has simple poles at each point in {k_j , k̄_j }^{N0}_{j=1} with

Res_{k=kj} M^{(2)}_r (k) = lim_{k→kj} M^{(2)}_r (k) ( 0 0 d̄_j e−2yImzj 0 ) , (5.21)

Res_{k=k̄j} M^{(2)}_r (k) = lim_{k→k̄j} M^{(2)}_r (k) ( 0 ~d̄_j e^{−2yImzj} 0 0 ) . (5.22)

In view of the asymptotic expression of the Jost function in Proposition 5.1, construction of M^{(2)}_l (k) and M^{(2)}_r (k) in (5.14)-(5.15), it is thereby inferred that 2im_x m^3

= lim_{k→∞} k(M^{(2)}_1 − η + 2), b_+ = i 2 ∫_x +∞ m(s)^2 − 1 m(s) ds = lim_{k→∞} k(M^{(2)}_2 − 1), (5.23)

where M^{(2)} = M^{(2)}_l for y ∈ R^+ and M^{(2)} = M^{(2)}_r for y ∈ R^− with M^{(2)}_j as the j-element of M^{(2)}. Similar to Section 3, when y = 0, it is found that lim_{k→∞}[M^{(2)}_l (k; 0) − (η(0) − 2, 1)] = lim_{k→∞}[M^{(2)}_r (k; 0) − (η(0) − 2, 1)]. (5.24)

It is our purpose here to analyze the property of M^{(2)}. We only give the proof of case y ∈ R^+ , since the estimate of y ∈ R^− could be obtained using the same method. To see this, we have the following lemma derived from r ∈ H^{1,2}(R) ∩ H^{2,1}(R) and the symmetry of r. Lemma 5.1. If r ∈ H^{1,2}(R) ∩ H^{2,1}(R), then r_1(k) ∈ H^{1,3}(R) ∩ H^{2,2}(R), r_2(k) ∈ W^{2,2}(R) ∩ H^{1,1}(R), and there exists a positive constant C such that ‖ r_1 ‖_H1,3_{∩H}2,2 , ‖ r_2 ‖_W 2,2_{∩H}1,1 ⩽ C ‖ r ‖_H1,2_{∩H}2,1 . (5.25) For k ∈ R, denote

w̃ = w̃_+ + w̃_−, w̃_+(k) = ( 0 0 −r_2(k)e^{2θ} 0 ) , w̃_−(k) = ( 0 r_1(k)e^{−2θ} 0 0 ) , (5.26)

and C^k is the Cauchy operator on the k-plane. Then the RH problem 4 has a solution given by

M^{(2)}_l (k) = (η − 2, 1) + C^k(μ̃w̃)(k) +

N_0∑

j=1 ( d̃_j eyImzj k − k̄_j μ̃_2(k̄_j ), d_j e^{yImzj} k − k_j μ̃_1(k_j ) ) , (5.27)

if and only if there is a solution μ̃ of the Fredholm integral equation in the k-plane

μ̃(k) = (η − 2, 1) + C^k_{w̃}μ̃(k) +

N_0∑

j=1 ( d̃_j eyImzj k − k̄_j μ̃_2(k̄_j ), d_j e^{yImzj} k − k_j μ̃_1(k_j ) ) , (5.28)

with C^k_{w̃}f(z) = C^k_+(fw̃_−)(z) + C^k_−(fw̃_+)(z).

Introduce a column vector function Ñ(k) = (μ̃_1(k) − (η − 2), μ̃_2(k) − 1)^T , which satisfies the following equation,

Ñ(k) =Ñ_0(k) + K̃Ñ(k), K̃ = ( 0 K̃^{(1)} K̃(2) 0 ) , (5.29)

Ñ_0(k) =

(η − 2)C^k_−(−r_2e^{−2θ})(z) +

N_0∑

j=1 (η − 2) d̃_j eImzj y k − k̄_j , C^k_+(r_1e^{2θ})(z) +

N_0∑

j=1 d_j e^{Imzj y} k − k_j T . (5.30)

where the definitions of K̃^{(1)} and K̃^{(2)} are similar to (3.19)-(3.20). We now verify that Ñ ∈ L^2(R). In fact, it is shown in Proposition 3.2 that I − K and (I − K)^{−1} are two bounded linear operators on: L^2(R) → L^2(R) of the z-plane. It suffices to derive the estimate of bound for the integral operators on the k-plane.

In the following proposition, the superscript for the z-plane and the k-plane is used on two Cauchy projection operators with C^k_±, C^k and C^z_±, C^z. Proposition 5.2. If f ∈ L^p(R), 1 ⩽ p < ∞ and f(z) = f(−^1_z ), then

C^{z,(e)}_± f(z) = C^k_±f(k), (5.31) where C^{z,(e)}_± f(z) = 1 2πi (∫_{−1} −∞ + ∫_0 −1 + ∫_1 0 + ∫_∞ 1 ) f(s)ds s − (z ± 0i) . (5.32)

If g ∈ L^p(R), 1 ⩽ p < ∞ and g(z) = −g(−^1_z ), then

C^{z,(o)}_± g(z) = C^k_±g(k), (5.33) where C^{z,(o)}_± g(z) = 1 2πi (∫_{−∞} −1 + ∫_0 −1 + ∫_1 0 + ∫_1 ∞ ) g(s)ds s − (z ± 0i) . (5.34)

In addition, ( z + 1 z ) C^{z,(e)}_± f(z) = C^{z,(e)}_± ( (z + 1 z )f ) (z), (5.35) ( z + 1 z ) C^{z,(o)}_± g(z) = C^{z,(o)}_± ( (z + 1 z )g ) (z). (5.36)

This proposition is a directly consequence of 1 s − z + 1 s^2 · 1 −^1_s − z = 1 +^1_{s2} s −^1_s − z +^1_z . The following proposition about K̃ is deduced in the same way as Proposition 3.2. Proposition 5.3. The operator I − K̃ is invertible on L^2(R) and (I − K̃)^{−1} is also a bounded operator. Moreover, there exists a positive constant C(‖R(0)‖_Y ) such that ‖(I − K̃)^{−1}‖ ⩽ C(‖R(0)‖_Y ). (5.37)

Therefore, Ñ is solvable by Ñ(k) = (I − K̃)^{−1}(Ñ_0)(k), (5.38)

with ‖Ñ‖_L2 ⩽ C(‖R(0)‖_Y ‖Ñ_0‖_L2 . (5.39)

Proof. Same as in Proposition 3.2, K̃^2 is a compact operator, and I − K̃ is injective. In fact, if a vector function f̃(k) = (f_1(k), f_2(k))

is a solution of equation K̃f = f, it then follows from Proposition 5.2 that f(z) = ((z + 1/z)^{−1}f_1(z − 1/z), f_2(z − 1/z)) is a solution of Kf = f. Thus the kernel of K̃ must be trivial. So it is inferred that (I − K̃)^{−1} exists as a bounded operator. To obtain ‖K̃^2‖ → 0 as y → ∞, similarly it only needs to analyze the integral kernel of FK̃^{(2)}_1 K̃^{(1)}_1 F^{−1}: for f ∈ L^2(R),

(K̃^{(2)}_1 K̃^{(1)}_1 f̌)^∧(z) = ∫ R K̃(z, λ)f(λ)dλ, where

K̃(z, λ) = X_+(z) ∫_{−∞} −y r̂_2(z − s)r̂_1(s − λ)ds. Then it is concluded that as y → ∞, ‖K̃‖_L2_{×L}2 ≲ ⟨y⟩^{−1}‖r̂_2‖_L2 ‖r̂_1‖_L2,2 → 0.

This completes the proof of Proposition 5.3. □

In view of Proposition 5.3, it also gives solvability of μ̃ for the RH problem 4.

Lemma 5.2. For R ∈ Y , y ∈ R^+ , there exists a unique solution for the RH problem 4 with

M^{(2)}_l (k) = (η − 2, 1) + C^k(μ̃w̃)(k) +

N_0∑

j=1 ( d̃_j eyImzj k − k̄_j μ̃_2(k̄_j ), d_j e^{yImzj} k − k_j μ̃_1(k_j ) ) . (5.40)

Moreover,

‖ μ̃ − (η − 2, 1) ‖_L2 +

N_0∑

j=1 | |μ̃_1(k_j ) − (η − 2) | | + N_0∑

j=1 | |μ̃_2(k̄_j ) − 1 | | ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y )‖Ñ_0‖_{L2} . The estimates in the following lemma are decisively arriving at the y-integrability.

Lemma 5.3. For any f, g ∈ W^{1,2}(R), it appears that sup_{y∈R+} ‖ C_±(fe^{∓i·y/2})(·) ‖_L∞ ⩽ C ‖ f ‖_W 1,2 , (5.41) sup_{y∈R+} ‖ ⟨y⟩C_±(fe^{∓i·y/2})(·) ‖_L2 ⩽ C ‖ f ‖_W 1,2 , (5.42) sup_{y∈R+}⟨y⟩^2 | | ∫ R f(s)e^{±isy/2}C_±(−ge^{∓iky/2})(s)ds | | ⩽ C ‖ g ‖_{W 1,2} ‖ f ‖_{W 1,2} , (5.43)

where ⟨y⟩ = (1 + y^2)^{1/2} and C is a positive constant. Moreover, when f, g ∈ W^{2,2} sup_{y∈R+} ‖ ⟨y⟩^2C_±(fe^{i·y/2})(·) ‖_L2 ⩽ C ‖ f ‖_W 2,2 , (5.44) sup_{y∈R+}⟨y⟩^4 | | ∫ R^+ g(s)e^{−isy/2}C_+(−fe^{iky/2})(s)ds | | ⩽ C ‖ f ‖_W 2,2 ‖ g ‖_W 2,2 , (5.45)

Proof. Take C_− as an example. It is noted that C_−(fe^{iky/2})(k) = −(X_−(fe^{i·y/2})^∧)^∨(k). So ‖ C_±(fe^{∓i·y/2})(·) ‖_L∞ ⩽‖ X_±(fe^{i·y/2})^∧ ‖_L1 ⩽‖ f̂ ‖_L2,1 . On the other hand, ‖ C_±(fe^{∓i·y/2})(·) ‖_L2 = ‖X_±(fe^{i·y/2})^∧ ‖_L2 = (∫_0 −∞ | |f̂(z − y 4π ) | |^2dz )_{1/2}

= (∫_{− y4π} −∞ | |f̂(z) | |^2dz )_{1/2} ≲ ⟨y⟩^{−1} (∫_{− y4π} −∞ | |⟨z⟩f̂(z) | |^2dz )_{1/2} ⩽ ⟨y⟩^{−1} ‖ f ‖_W 1,2 . The last step follows from that ⟨y⟩ ≲ ⟨s⟩ for y ≥ 0. And for (5.43), we have ∫ R f(s)e^{isy/2}C_+(−ge^{−iky/2})(s)ds = − ∫ R ∫ R f(s)e^{isy/2}X_+(k)ĝ(k + y 4π )e^{2πiks}dkds = − ∫_{+∞} y 4π f̌(k)ĝ(k)ds. Then (5.43) is accomplished in the same calculation. And when f ∈ W^{2,2}, the above inequality becomes ‖ C_±(fe^{∓i·y/2})(·) ‖_L2 ≲ ⟨y⟩^{−2} (∫_{− y4π} −∞ | ⟨z⟩^2f̂(z) |_2 dz )_{1/2} ⩽ ⟨y⟩^{−2} ‖ f ‖_W 2,2 ,

| | ∫ R f(s)e^{isy/2}C_+(−ge^{−iky/2})(s)ds | | ⩽ ⟨y⟩^{−4} ‖ f ‖_{W 2,2} ‖ g ‖_{W 2,2} , thereby concluding the proof of Lemma 5.3. □ Applying Lemma 5.3 finally leads to for j = 0, 1, 2, ⟨y⟩^j ‖Ñ_0‖_L2 ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ). Combining with Lemma 5.2, it is deduced that ⟨y⟩^j ‖ μ̃ − (η − 2, 1) ‖_{L2} + N_0∑

j=1 | μ̃_1(k_j ) − (η − 2) | + N_0∑

j=1 | μ̃_2(k̄_j ) − 1 | ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ). (5.46)

Consider the y-derivative of M^{(2)}_l . Invoking Lemma 5.2, it is adduced that

∂_yM^{(2)}_l (k) =(∂_yη, 0) + C^k(∂_yμ̃w̃)(k) + C^k(μ̃∂_yw̃)(k) +

N_0∑

j=1 ( d̃_j eyImzj k − k̄_j ∂_yμ̃_2(k̄_j ), d_j e^{yImzj} k − k_j ∂_yμ̃_1(k_j ) )

+ N_0∑

j=1 ( Imz_jd̃_j e^{yImzj} k − k̄_j μ̃_2(k̄_j ), Imz_jd_j e^{yImzj} k − k_j μ̃_1(k_j ) ) , where ∂_yμ̃ satisfies that

∂_yÑ(k) = (∂_yμ̃_1(k) − ∂_yη, ∂_yμ̃_1(k_1) − ∂_yη, ..., ∂_yμ̃_1(k_{N0} ) − ∂_yη)^T ⊗ ( ∂_yμ̃_2(k), ∂_yμ̃_2(k̄_1), ..., ∂_yμ̃_2(k̄_{N0} ) )_T , ∂_yÑ(k) =∂_yÑ_0(k) + (∂_yK̃)Ñ(k) + K̃(∂_yÑ)(k), ∂_yK̃ = ( 0 ∂_yÃ ∂_yB̃ 0 ) , ∂_yÑ_0(k) =C^k_−(−( ik(η − 2) 2 + ∂_yη)r_2e^{−2θ})(z) ⊗ ( ((η − 2)Imz_1 + ∂_yη) d̃_1eImz1y k − k̄_1 , ..., ((η − 2)Imz_{N0} + ∂_yη) d̃_{N0} e^{Imz}N_0^y k − k̄_{N0} )_T

⊗ ( C^k_+(−ikr_1e^{2θ})(z),

Imz_1d_1e^{Imz1y} k − k_1 , ..., Imz_{N0} d_{N0} e^{ImzN}0^y k − k_{N0} )_T . It in turn implies from ‖∂_yK̃‖ ≲ ‖R(0)‖_Y that ∂_yÑ_0 + (∂_yK̃)Ñ ∈ L^2 and

∂_yÑ(k) = ( I − K̃ )_{−1} (∂_yÑ_0 + (∂_yK̃)Ñ)(k),

where ⟨y⟩^j ‖∂_yÑ_0 + (∂_yK̃)Ñ ‖_L2 ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ), for j = 0, 1. Therefore, same as the above estimates, the following norm of the variable k is bounded with ⟨y⟩^j (‖ ∂_yμ̃ − (∂_yη, 0) ‖_L2 + N_0∑

j=1 | |∂_yμ̃_1(k_j )∂_yη | | + N_0∑

j=1 | |∂_yμ̃_2(k̄_j ) | |) ⩽ C(‖R‖_Y ). (5.47)

And for y ∈ R^− , M^{(2)}_r admits the properties same as M^{(2)}_l .

Because the estimate in the above section is under the scaling transformation of y, the equivalency between the integral norm in R_x and R_y is first given to arrive at the L^2-estimate with respect to the variable x.

Lemma 5.4. For any function h(x(·)) ∈ L^p(R_y ), 1 ⩽ p ⩽ ∞, there appears that h ∈ L^p(R_x ).

Proof. When p = ∞, the result is obvious. On the other hand, it follows from (2.74) that dx = ( 1 + 2^{∂y α1}_{α1} ) dy. For 1 ⩽ p < ∞, from Lemma 4.2 it is ascertained that y + 2 − 2‖1/α_1‖_L∞ ⩽ x ⩽ y + 2‖α_1‖_L∞ . Therefore, ∫ R |h(x)|dx ⩽ ∫ R |h(x(y))| ( 1 + | |2^∂∂y α^1 α_1 | | ) dy < ∞. (5.48) □ We now establish the L^2-estimate on the solution m by using the reconstruction formula in (5.23).

Lemma 5.5. Assume that m_0(x) > 0, ∀x ∈ R such that m_0 − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2} (R). Then for every T > 0, t ∈ [0, T ), we have the following estimates ‖ m_x ‖_L2,2_{(R)}, ‖ m_{xx} ‖_L2,1_{(R)}, ‖ m − 1 ‖_L2,2_{(R)}⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ). (5.49)

Proof. It is known from Lemma 5.4 that the estimates in (5.49) are equivalent to those of integral norms on the variable y. Applying Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 3.1 gives that R(t) ∈ Y for every t ∈ [0, T ). Then from the RH problem 4 and RH problem 5, their solutions M^{(2)}_l (z; t, y) on y ∈ R^+ and M^{(2)}_r (z; t, y) on y ∈ R^− exist respectively. Resembling the procedure in Section 3.3, the reconstruction formula (5.23) is also practicable for every t ∈ [0, T ).

The first step is to prove m_x, m_{xx}, b_+ ∈ L^{2,2}(R). We only give the details of the case L^{2,2}(R^+ ), since the case y ∈ R^− can be shown in a similar way. For y ∈ R^+ , by using Lemma 5.2 and (5.23), it holds that

m_x = lim_{k→∞} k(M^{(2)}_{l,1} − (η − 2)) = 1 2πi ∫ R (μ̃_2(s) − 1)r_2(s)e^{2θ}ds + 1 2πi ∫ R r_2(s)e^{2θ}ds +

N_0∑

j=1 d̃_j e^{yImz}j μ̃_2(k̄_j ). (5.50)

For the first integral, it is inferred from (5.29) that ∫ R (μ̃_2(s) − 1)r_2(s)e^{2θ}ds = ∫ R r_2(s)e^{isy/2}C_+(−r_1e^{iky/2})(s)ds + ∫ R r_2(s)e^{isy/2}C_+((μ̃_2(s; y) − 1)r_1e^{−iky/2})(s)ds + ∫ R d_j e^{yImzj} s − k_j μ̃_1(k_j )r_2(k)e^{2θ} ds

≜ I_1(y) + I_2(y) + I_3(y). Note that |I_3| ⩽ |d_j |e^{yImzj} |μ̃_1(k_j )| ∫ R |r_2(k)| √ s^2 + Imk^2_j ds ⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y )e^{yImzj} , (5.51) which leads to I_3(·) ∈ L^{2,2}(R^+ ) immediately. It also implies from Lemma 5.3 that I_1(·) ∈ L^{2,2}(R^+ ). From Lemma 5.3, Lemma 5.1 and (5.46), applying the Hölder inequality yields | |⟨y⟩^4I2(y) | | = | |⟨y⟩^2 ∫ R (μ̃_2(s; y) − 1)r_1(s)e^{isy/2}C_+(r_2e^{−iky/2})(s)ds | | ⩽‖ ⟨y⟩^2(μ̃_2(·; y) − 1)r_1(·) ‖_L2 ‖ ‖⟨y⟩^2C+(r2e^{−i·y/2})(·) ‖ ‖_{L2} ⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖Y ), which in turn implies that I_2(·) ∈ L^{2,2}(R^+ ). The second integral in (5.50) can be controlled by ‖r‖_H1,2_{∩H}2,1 with the Fourier transformation and the third integral is bounded. It is then concluded that m_x ∈ L^{2,2}(R^+ ) and ‖m_x‖_L2,2_{(R}+_) ≤ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ).

Taking y-derivative of the first reconstruction formula (5.23) leads to

∂_y lim_{k→∞} k(M^{(2)}_{l,1} − (η − 2)) = − 1 4π ∫ R s(μ̃_2(s) − 1)r_2(s)e^{2θ}ds + 1 2πi ∫ R ∂_yμ̃_2(s)r_2(s)e^{2θ}ds − 1 4π ∫ R sr_2(s)e^{2θ}ds + N_0∑

j=1 d̃_j e^{yImz}j (Imz_jμ̃_2(k̄_j ) + ∂_yμ̃_2(k̄_j )) .

Similar to the above calculation, it appears from kr_2 ∈ W^{1,2}(R) that | |⟨y⟩_2∂_y lim k→∞ k(M^{(2)}_{l,1} − (η − 2)) | | ⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ). (5.52) Then from m_{xx} = α^{−1}_1 (α_1 + 2∂_yα_1)∂_ym_x, it is found that m_{xx} ∈ L^{2,1}(R^+ ) with ‖m_{xx}‖_L2,2_{(R}+_) ≤ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ). On account of the reconstruction formula (5.23) and Lemma 5.2, it is deduced that

b_+ = − 1 2πi ∫ R (μ̃_1(k) − (η − 2))r_1(k)e^{−2θ} ds − 1 2πi ∫ R (η − 2)r_1(k)e^{−2θ} ds +

N_0∑

j=1 d_j e^{yImzj} μ̃_1(k_j ). (5.53)

The estimate of |b_+| ⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ) is obviously a result from Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2. This thus implies that b_+ is uniformly bounded with respect to y. For its L^2-integrability, similar to the above step, combining the jump condition and the integral equation of M^{(2)}, it is deduced that ‖ b_+ ‖_L2,2_{(R}+_)⩽ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ). (5.54) The next step is to obtain m − 1 ∈ L^{2,2}. Since

∂_xb_+ = m^2 − 1 m , and ∂^2_xb_+ = m^2 + 1

m^2 m_x. Together with the boundedness of η = 1−^1_m shown in Lemma 4.2 and boundedness of m shown in Lemma 4.1, it is accomplished that ∂^2_xb_+ ∈ L^2(R). Then applying the Sobolev-Gagliardo- Nirenberg inequality yields^∂_{∂x} b_+ ∈ L^2(R), which means m − 1 ∈ L^2(R). To arrive at the weighted integrable property, one needs to consider the x-derivative for the function xb_+,

∂_x(xb_+) = x m^2 − 1 m + b_+, ∂^2_x(xb_+) = 2 m^2 − 1 m + x m^2 + 1 m^2 m_x. Then xb_+, ∂^2_x(xb_+) ∈ L^2(R). Analogously, by the Sobolev-Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, it is ascertained that ∂_x(xb_+) ∈ L^2(R), which implies x^{m2−1}_m ∈ L^2(R). Again we analyze x^2b_+,

∂_x(x^2b_+) = x^2 m^2 − 1 m + 2xb_+, ∂^2_x(x^2b_+) = 2b_+ + 4x m^2 − 1 m + x^2 m^2 + 1

m^2 m_x, and obtain that x^{m2−1}_m ∈ L^2(R). Therefore, m(t, ·) − 1 ∈ L^{2,2}(R) with ‖m(t, ·) − 1‖_L2,2_{(R)} ≤ C(T, ‖R(0)‖_Y ).

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.5. □

5.3. Proof of the main theorem. We are now in the position to give a proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. First, the estimate (5.49) in Lemma 5.5 implies that

m(t, ·) − 1 ∈ H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R), ∀t > 0. (5.55)

Next, the continuity of m on t > 0 follows from the same step in Lemma 4.1. In fact, the operator K̃(t) defined by (5.29) and function Ñ_0 defined by (5.30) corresponding to scattering data R(t) are continuous on t > 0. It also gives that M^{(2)}_l and M^{(2)}_r are continuous on t > 0. This in turn implies that all terms on the right of (5.50) and (5.53) are continuous on t > 0. This is concluded that the global solution m in the sense of norm ‖m(t, ·) − 1‖_H2,1_{∩H}1,2 is continuous on any t > 0 , which together (5.55) implies that

m − 1 ∈ C([0, +∞); H^{2,1}(R) ∩ H^{1,2}(R)).

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. □

Acknowledgements The work of Fan and Yang is partially supported by the National Science Foundation of China under grants 12271104, 51879045 and 12247182. The work of Liu is partially supported by the Simons Foundation under grant 499875.

References

[1] R. Beals and R. R. Coifman, Scattering and inverse scattering for first order systems, Comm.

Pure and Appl. Math., 37 (1984), 39-90.

[2] R. Beals and R. R. Coifman, Inverse scattering and evolution equations, Comm. Pure and Appl. Math., 38 (1985), 29-42.

[3] A. Boutet de Monvel, A. Its and D. Shepelsky, Painleve-type asymptotics for Camassa- Holm equation, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 42 (2010), 1854-1873.

[4] A. Boutet de Monvel, I. Karpenko and D. Shepelsky, A Riemann-Hilbert approach to the modified Camassa-Holm equation with nonzero boundary conditions, J. Math. Phys., 61 (2020), 031504.1-25.

[5] R. Camassa and D. Holm, An integrable shallow water equation with peaked solitons, Phys.

Rev. Lett., 71 (1993), 1661-1664.

[6] X. K. Chang and J. Szmigielski, Lax integrability and the peakon problem for the modified Camassa-Holm equation, Comm. Math. Phys. 358 (2018), 295-341.

[7] C. Charlier, J. Lenells, The "good" Boussinesq equation: a Riemann-Hilbert approach, Indina Univ. Math. J. , 71 (2022), 1505-1562.

[8] C. Charlier, J. Lenells, On Boussinesq’s equation for water waves, arXiv:2204.02365. [9] R. M. Chen, T. Hu and Y. Liu, The shallow-water models with cubic nonlinearity, J. Math.

Fluid Mech., 24 (2022), 49.

[10] A. Constantin, On the scattering problem for the Camassa-Holm equation, Proc. Royal Soc. A.

457 (2001), 953-970.

[11] A. Constantin and J. Escher, Global existence and blow-up for a shallow water equation, Annali Sc. Norm. Sup. Pisa, 26 (1998), 303–328.

[12] A. Constantin and J. Escher, Wave breaking for nonlinear nonlocal shallow water equations, Acta Math., 181 (1998), 229–243.

[13] A. Constantin and D. Lannes, The hydrodynamical relevance of the Camassa–Holm and Degasperis–Procesi equations, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 192 (2009) 165-186.

[14] A. Constantin and A. Strauss, Stability of peakons, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 153 (2000), 0603-0610.

[15] P. Deift and J. Park Long-time asymptotics for solutions of the NLS equation with a delta potential and even initial data. Int. Math. Res. Not., 24 (2011), 5505–5624.

[16] P. Deift and X. Zhou, Long-time behavior of the non-focusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation-a case study, Lectures in Mathematical Sciences, Graduate School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Tokyo, 1994.

[17] P. Deift and X. Zhou, Long-time asymptotics for solutions of the NLS equation with initial data in a weighted Sobolev space, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 56 (2003), 1029-1077.

[18] P. Duren, Theory of Hp Spaces, New York: Academic Press, 1970.

[19] J. Eckhardt and G. Teschl, On the isospectral problem of the dispersionless Camassa-Holm equation, Adv. Math., 235 (2013), 469-495.

[20] B. Fuchssteiner, Some tricks from the symmetry-toolbox for nonlinear equations: generalizations of the Camassa-Holm equation, Phys. D, 95 (1996), 229-243.

[21] B. Fuchssteiner and A. Fokas, Symplectic structures, their Backlund transforms and hereditary symmetries, Phys. D, 4 (1981), 47-66.

[22] F. Gesztesy and H. Holden, Soliton equations and their algebro-geometric solutions, Volume I: (1+1)-dimensional continuous models, Cambridge University Press, 2003.

[23] G. L. Gui, Y. Liu, P. J. Olver and C. Z. Qu, Wave-breaking and peakons for a modified Camassa-Holm equation, Comm. Math. Phys., 319 (2013), 731-759.

[24] Y. Hou, E. G. Fan and Z. J. Qiao, The algebro-geometric solutions for the Fokas-Olver- Rosenau-Qiao (FORQ) hierarchy, J. Geom. Phys., 117 (2017), 105-133.

[25] J. Li and Y. Liu, Stability of solitary waves for the modified Camassa-Holm equation, Ann. PDE 7, 14 (2021), 1-35.

[26] J. Q. Liu, Global existence for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation through inverse scattering. Thesis, University of Kentucky, (2017).

[27] J. Q. Liu, P. A. Perry , and C. Sulem, Global existence for the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation by the method of inverse scattering, Comm. Partial Differ. Equ., 41, 11(2016), 1692-1760.

[28] X. C. Liu, Y Liu and C. Z. Qu, Orbital stability of the train of peakons for an integrable modified Camassa-Holm equation, Adv. Math., 255 (2014), 1-37.

[29] Y. Matsuno, Smooth and singular multisoliton solutions of a modified Camassa-Holm equation with cubic nonlinearity and linear dispersion, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor., 47 (2014), 125203.

[30] H. P. Mckean, Breakdown of the Camassa-Holm Equation, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 57 (2004), 416-418.

[31] G. Misiolek, A shallow water equation as a geodesic flow on the Bott-Virasoro group, J. Geom.

Phys., 24 (1998), 203-208.

[32] B. Simon, Trace ideals and their applications, Second edition. Mathematical surveys and Monographs, 120, American Mathematical Society, Providence, 2005.

[33] P. J. Olver and P. Rosenau, Tri-Hamiltonian duality between solitons and solitary-wave solutions having compact support, Phys. Rev. E., 53 (1996), 1900-1906.

[34] D. E. Pelinovsky and Y. Shimabukuro, Existence of global solutions to the derivative NLS equation with the inverse scattering transform method, Int. Math. Res. Not., 18 (2018), 5663-5728.

[35] Z. J. Qiao, A new integrable equation with cuspons and W/M-shape-peaks solitons, J. Math.

Phys., 47 (2006), 112701.

[36] C. Z. Qu, X. C. Liu and Y. Liu, Stability of peakons for an integrable modified Camassa-Holm equation with cubic nonlinearity, Comm. Math. Phys., 322 (2013), 967-997.

[37] T. Schäfer and C. E. Wayne, Propagation of ultra-short optical pulses in cubic nonlinear media, Phys. D., 196 (2004), 90-105.

[38] J. Schiff, Zero curvature formulations of dual hierarchies, J. Math. Phys., 37(4) (1996), 1928–1938.

[39] G. H. Wang, Q. P. Liu and H. Mao, The modified Camassa-Holm equation: Backlund transformation and nonlinear superposition formula, J. Phys. A, 53 (2020) 294003 (15pp).

[40] Y. L. Yang and E. G. Fan, On the long-time asymptotics of the modified Camassa-Holm equation in space-time solitonic regions, Adv. Math., 402 (2022), 108340.

[41] X. Zhou, The Riemann-Hilbert problem and inverse scattering, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 20 (1989), 966-86.

[42] X. Zhou, L^2-Sobolev space bijectivity of the scattering and inverse scattering transforms, Comm.

Pure Appl. Math., 20 (1989), 697-731.

(Yiling Yang) School of Mathematical Sciences and Key Laboratory for Nonlinear Science, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, P. R. China.

Email address: 19110180006@fudan.edu.cn

(Engui Fan) School of Mathematical Sciences and Key Laboratory for Nonlinear Science, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, P. R. China.

Email address: faneg@fudan.edu.cn

(Yue Liu) Department of Mathematics, University of Texas at Arlington, TX 76019 Email address: yliu@uta.edu