arXiv:2308.00359v2 [math.AP] 5 Sep 2023

The asymptotic stability of solitons in the focusing Hirota equation on the line

Ruihong Ma^a, Engui Fan^{∗,a}

a School of Mathematical Sciences and Key Laboratory of Mathematics for Nonlinear Science, Fudan University, Shanghai,200433, China * Corresponding author and e-mail address: faneg@fudan.edu.cn

Abstract

In this paper, the ∂-steepest descent method and Bäcklund transformation are used to study the asymptotic stability of solitons to the Cauchy problem of focusing Hirota equation

iq_t + α(2|q|^2q + q_{xx}) + iβ(q_{xxx} + 6|q|^2q_x) = 0, q(x, 0) = q_0(x),

where q_0 ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R), s ∈ (^1_2 , 1]. It is shown that the solution of the Cauchy problem can be expressed in term of the solution of a Riemann- Hilbert (RH) problem. The solution of the RH problem is further decomposed into pure radiation solution and solitons solution obtained by using ∂-techniques and Bäcklund transformation respectively. As a directly consequence, the asymptotic stability of solitons for the Hirota equation is obtained.

Keywords: Hirota equation; Riemann-Hilbert problem; ∂-steepest descent method, Bäcklund transformation; asymptotic stability. Mathematics Subject Classification: 35P25; 35Q51; 35Q15; 35A01; 35G25.

Contents

1 Introduction and main results 2

2 Direct and inverse scattering transforms 4 2.1 Notations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 2.2 Jost functions and scattering data . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 2.3 A Riemann-Hilbert problem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

Preprint submitted to September 28, 2023

3 Dispersion for pure radiation solutions 14 3.1 A regular RH problem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 3.2 A mixed RH Problem and its decomposition . . . . . . . . . . 17 3.3 A solvable model near z_1 and z_2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 3.4 The ∂ argument . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

4 The asymptotic stability of the solitons 26 4.1 The Bäcklund transformation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 4.2 The proof of main result . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30

Appendix A A parabolic cylinder model 36

Appendix B RH problem under BT 37

1. Introduction and main results

In this paper, we apply ∂-steepest descent method and Bäcklund transformation (BT) to obtain the asymptotic stability of solitons to the Cauchy problem of the Hirota equation,

iq_t + α(2|q|^2q + q_{xx}) + iβ(q_{xxx} + 6|q|^2q_x) = 0, (1.1) q(x, 0) = q_0(x), (x, t) ∈ R × R^+ , (1.2)

where q_0 ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R), s ∈ (^1_2 , 1], the real constants α and β stand for the second-order and third-order dispersions. The Hirota equation (1.1) is a typically mathematical physical model, which encompasses the well-known NLS equation and derivative NLS equation [1, 2]. It is a more accurate approximation than the NLS equation in describing wave propagation in the ocean and optical fiber [3, 4, 5].

In recent years, much work has been done to study the various mathematical properties of the Hirota equation. For example, exact solutions such as multisoliton solutions, breather solutions, rational solutions and rogue wave solutions for the Hirota equation was widely studied [6, 7, 8, 9]. The N-soliton solutions for the Hirota equation with non-zero boundary condition were constructed by using the Riemann-Hilbert (RH) method [10]. The initial boundary value problem for the Hirota Equation on the half line was analyzed by using the Fokas unified method [11]. The long time asymptotics for the Hirota equation with decaying initial data was investigated via the nonlinear steepest descent method [12]. We further found the Painlevé asymptotics for the Hirota equation with Schwartz Cauchy data in the transition region [13]. It was shown that the Cauchy problem for the Hirota equation is globally well-posed in the space H^s(R), s ≥ 1 [14], and admits the L^2-conservation law ||q(t)||_L2 = ||q_0||_L2 , t ∈ R. Further the Cauchy problem for the Hirota equation is well-posed in the space H^s(R), s > 1/2 [15]. The orbital stability of solitons for the Hirota equation in Sobolev space H^1(R) was shown [16].

In this paper, we use the ∂-steepest descent method and Bäcklund transformation to acquire the asymptotic stability of solitons for the Hirota equation in Sobolev space H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R). The asymptotic analysis of solitons for focusing Hirota equation is necessarily more detailed than the defocusing case due to the presence of solitons which correspond to discrete spectrum of the non self-adjoint operator associated with (1.1).

We are interested in asymptotic stability of solitons in the Hirota equation (1.1) given by the explicit expressions [17] q_{(η,ξ,γ,β,α)}(x, t) = 2ηe^{2i(−ξx−4βξ3 t−2αξ2t+12βξη2 t+2αη2 t)+iγ} × sech(−2ηx − 24βηξ^2t + 8βη^3t − 8αηξt), (1.3) where λ = ξ+iη is a complex nonzero parameter that determines by solitons. We consider here the question of their asymptotic stability that is when q_0 is close to q_{(η,ξ,γ)} for a particular (η, ξ, γ). Our principal result is now stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let q_0 ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R) for fixed s ∈ (1/2, 1] and a soliton q_{(η,ξ,γ)}(0, x) of the Hirota equation. Then, there exist positive constants ϵ_0 = ϵ_0(η_0, ξ_0), T = T (η_0, ξ_0), C = C(η_0, ξ_0) and if

ϵ := ||q_{(η0 ,ξ0,γ0)}(·, 0) − q_0||_H1_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)} < ϵ_0. (1.4)

then there exist a state solution q_{(η1,ξ1,γ1)}(x, t) such that for the solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2), we have

|(η_1, ξ_1, γ_1, x) − (η_0, ξ_0, γ_0, , x_0)| < Cϵ, (1.5)

and for all |t| ≥ T , ||q(·, t) − q_{(η1,ξ1,γ1)}(·, t)||_L∞ < Cϵ|t|^{− 12} . (1.6) Organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we describe the inverse scattering transform to formulate the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) into a RH problem 2.1 (see below). In Section 3, with the ∂ analysis, we obtain a RH problem with pure radiation solution. Removing this component of the solution results in a ∂ problem which is analyzed in Subsection

3.4. In Section 4, a Bäcklund transformation is constructed to establish the relation between soliton and soliton free solutions. We estimates the norm of the transformation in Lemma 4.6, and further give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. Direct and inverse scattering transforms

In this section, we will analyze the spectral problem of the focusing Hirota equation (1.1) to obtain Jost functions and scattering matrix related to initial value q_0.

2.1. Notations

With regard to complex variables, given a variable z or a function f(z), we denote by z^∗ and f^∗(z) their respective complex conjugates; The symbol ∂ denoted the derivative with respect to z^∗, i.e. if z = x + iy, then ∂f = 1 2 (f_x + if_y).

We introduce the Japanese bracket ⟨x⟩ = √ 1 + x^2 and the following normed spaces: A weighted space L^{p,s}(R) defined with the norm ‖q‖_Lp,s_{(R)} := ‖⟨x⟩^sq‖_Lp_{(R)}; A Sobolev space W^{k,p}(R) defined with the norm ‖q‖_W k,p_{(R)} := ∑_k j=0 ‖∂^j q‖_Lp_{(R)}, where ∂^j q is the j^{th} weak derivative of q;

A Sobolev space H^k(R) defined with the norm ‖q‖_Hk_{(R)} := ‖⟨x⟩^kF(q)‖_L2_{(R)}, where F(q) is the Fourier transform of q;

Recall that L^{2,s}(R) is embedded into L^1(R) for any s >^1_2 . Based on this fact we consider the potential function q(x) ∈ L^1(R) for simplicity.

2.2. Jost functions and scattering data

The focusing Hirota equation (1.1) is just a compatibility condition of the system of linear partial differential equation

Ψ_x = M(x, t; z)Ψ, M(x, t; z) = −izσ_3 + Q, (2.1) Ψ_t = N(x, t; z)Ψ, N(x, t; z) = −i(4βz^3 + 2αz^2)σ_3 + V, (2.2)

where Ψ = Ψ(x, t; z) is a 2×2 matrix-valued eigenfunction, z ∈ C is a spectral parameter, and Q = ( 0 q(x, t) −q^∗(x, t) 0 ) , σ_3 = ( 1 0 0 −1 ) ,

V = 4βz^2Q + zV_1 + V_0, V_1 = 2αQ − 2iβ(Q_x + Q^2)σ_3, V_0 = −iα(Q_x + Q^2 + q^2_0)σ_3 + β[Q_x, Q] + β(2Q^3 − Q_{xx}).

The Lax pair (2.1)-(2.2) admits a Jost function with asymptotics Ψ(x, t; z) ∼ e^{−itθ(z)σ3} , |x| → ∞, (2.3) where θ = θ(x, t; z) = z x t + 2αz^2 + 4βz^3. (2.4) Define the eigenfunctions Φ(x, t; z) Φ(x, t; z) = Ψ(x, t; z)e^{itθ(z)σ3} , (2.5) then Φ(x, t; z) → I, |x| → ∞, and we obtain a equivalent Lax pair Φ_x + iz[σ_3, Φ] = QΦ, (2.6) Φ_t + i(2αz^2 + 4βz^3)[σ_3, Φ] = V Φ, (2.7) whose solutions can be expressed as Volterra type integrals

Φ_−(x, t; z) = I + ∫_x −∞ e^{−iz(x−y)σ̂3} Q(y, t)Φ_−(y, t; z)dy, (2.8) Φ_+(x, t; z) = I − ∫_{+∞} x e^{−iz(x−y)σ̂3} Q(y, t)Φ_+(y, t; z)dy, (2.9) where e^{σ̂3} A = e^{σ3} Ae^{−σ3} with A is 2 × 2 matrix.

Let Φ_{±,j}(x, t; z)(j = 1, 2) denote the j-th column of Φ_±(x, t; z), then it can be shown that Φ_{−,1}(x, t; z) and Φ_{+,2}(x, t; z) are analytic in C^+ = {z | Imz > 0} and continuous in C^+ ∪ R = {z | Imz ≥ 0}, Φ_{+,1}(x, t; z) and Φ_{−,2}(x, t; z) are analytic in C^− = {z | Imz < 0} and continuous in C^− ∪ R = {z | Imz ≤ 0}. Since Φ_+(x, t; z)e^{−itθ(z)σ3} and Φ_−(x, t; z)e^{−itθ(z)σ3} are fundamental matrix solution of the Lax pair (2.1)-(2.2), there exists a scattering matrix S(z) = (s_{ij} (z))_{2×2} satisfying Φ_−(x, t; z) = Φ_+(x, t; z)e^{−itθ(z)σ̂3} S(z), z ∈ R. (2.10) The scattering coefficients can be expressed by using Wronskians s_{11}(z) = det(Φ_{−,1}(x, t; z) Φ_{+,2}(x, t; z)), s_{12}(z) = e^{−2itθ(z)} det(Φ_{+,2}(x, t; z) Φ_{−,2}(x, t; z)), s_{21}(z) = e^{2itθ(z} det(Φ_{+,1}(x, t; z) Φ_{−,1}(x, t; z)), s_{22}(z) = det(Φ_{−,2}(x, t; z) Φ_{+,1}(x, t; z)), where scattering data s_{11}(z) is analytic in C^+ and continuous on C^+ ∪ R and s_{22}(z) is analytic in C^− and continuous on C^− ∪ R. In addition, s_{12}(z) and s_{21}(z) are continuous in R. It follows the symmetric relation

Φ(x, t; z) = σ_2Φ^∗(x, t; z^∗)σ_2, S(z) = σ_2S^∗(z^∗)σ_2.

We can obtain s_{11}(z) = s^∗_{22}(z^∗) and s_{12}(z) = −s^∗_{21}(z^∗). Define reflection coefficient r(z) := s_{21}(z) s_{11}(z) , z ∈ R, (2.11) then it can be shown that [18, 19].

Lemma 2.1. There exists an open dense set G ⊂ L^1(R) such that, for q ∈ G, the scattering function s_{11}(z) has at most a finite number of zeros forming a set Z_+ = {z_1, . . . , z_N } in C_+ , with s_{11}(z) ≠ 0 for all z ∈ R and s^′_{11}(z_k) ≠ 0 for all k. Denote Z_− = {z^∗_1 , . . . , z^∗_N } and the cardinality q → ♯Z is locally constant near q in G and the map G ∋ q → (z_1, . . . , z_N ) ∈ C^N_+ is locally Lipschitz.

We denote by G_N the open subset of G formed by the elements such that ♯Z = N. We call the potential in G generic. G_1 simply contains the soliton (1.3). It is shown that the solitons under small L^1-perturbations are still in G_1 [20] .

Lemma 2.2. Let s ∈ (^1_2 , 1]. For q ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R) ∩ G we have r ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R). Furthermore, the map H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R) ∩ G ∋ q → r ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) is locally Lipschitz.

Proof. For any fixed κ_0 > 0 there exists a positive constant C such that if ||q||_H1_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)} ≤ κ_0 satisfying ||Φ_{−,j}(x, ·) − e_j ||_Hs_{z (R)} ≤ C||q||_L2,s_{(R)}, ∀ x ≤ 0, j = 1, 2, ||Φ_{+,j}(x, ·) − e_j ||_Hs_{z (R)} ≤ C||q||_L2,s_{(R)}, ∀ x ≥ 0, j = 1, 2, ||Φ_{−,j}(x, ·) − e_j ||_L2,1_{z (R)} ≤ C||q||_H1_{(R)}, ∀ x ≤ 0, j = 1, 2, ||Φ_{+,j}(x, ·) − e_j ||_L2,1_{z (R)} ≤ C||q||_H1_{(R)}, ∀ x ≥ 0, j = 1, 2. (2.12) We now consider the case j = 1 and the minus sign only to prove (2.12). We based on the fact that if there is s ∈ (0, 1] such that for an f ∈ L^2(R) we have ||f(· + h) − f(·)||_L2_{(R)} ≤ C|h|^s, ∀h ∈ R, (2.13) then f ∈ H^s(R) = Ḣ^s(R) ∩ L^2(R) and there is a positive constant c independent of f such that ||f||_{Ḣs(R)} ≤ cC, where Ḣ^s(R) defined with ||q||_{Ḣs (R)} := |||x|^sF(q)||_L2_{(R)}. Define Kf(x, z) := ∫_x −∞ ( e^{−2i(x−y)z} 0 0 e^{2i(x−y)z} ) Q(q(y))f(y, z)dy. (2.14) According to the [21, 22] we obtain ||Ke_2||_L∞_{x (R,L}2_{z (R))} ≤ ||q||_L2_{(R)}, hence we acquire that ||(1 − K)^{−1}||_L∞_{x ((−∞,x0),L}2_{z (R)→L}∞_{x (−∞,x0),L}2_{z (R))} ≤ e^{||q||L1} , ∀x_0 ≤ +∞. We consider the case for x ≤ 0 we obtain

(1 − K)(Φ_{−,1}(x, z) − e_1) = Ke_1 = ∫_x −∞ ( 0 −q^∗e^{2i(x−y)z} ) dy, and ||Φ_{−,1}(x, z) − e_1||_L2_{z (R)} ≤ e^{||q||L1} | | | | ∫_x −∞ e^{−2i(x−y)z} q^∗(y)dy | | | |_{L2z (R)} ≤ e^{||q||L1} ( ∫ x −∞ ⟨y⟩^{2s}|q(y)|^2dy )_{1/2} ⟨x⟩^{−s} ≤ e^{||q||L1} ||q||_L2,s_{(R)}⟨x⟩^{−s}, (2.15) and ||Φ_{−,1}(x, z) − e_1||_L2,1_{z (R)} ≤ e^{||q||L1} | | | | ∫_x −∞ ze^{2i(x−y)z} q^∗(y)dy | | | | L^2_z (R) ≤ e^{||q||L1} ( ∫ x −∞ ze^{2i(x−y)z} q^∗(y) + q^∗(y)dy | | | |_{L2z (R)} ≤ e^{||q||L1} √ π||q||_H1_{(R)}. (2.16) Next we define N (x, z) := Φ_{−,1}(x, z + h) − Φ_{−,1}(x, z) for h ∈ R to estimate the form (2.13) by calculating the inequality C ≲ ||q||_L2,s_{(R)}, we have (1 − K)N (x, z) = ∫_x −∞ ( e^{−2i(x−y)(z+h)} − e^{−2i(x−y)z} 0 0 e^{2i(x−y)(z+h)} − e^{2i(x−y)z} )

Q(q(y))(Φ_{−,1}(y, z) − e_1)dy + ∫_x −∞ ( 0 (e^{2i(x−y)(z+h)} − e^{2i(x−y)z} )q^∗(y) ) dy. (2.17)

Using the Fourier transform F we have for x ≤ 0 the second term r.h.s (2.17) ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_x −∞ (e^{2i(x−y)(z+h)} − e^{2i(x−y)z} )q^∗(y)dy ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2z} = ‖F^∗[q(· + x)χ_{R−} ](z + h) − F^∗[q(· + x)χ_{R−} ](z)||_L2_z ≤ C||F^∗[q(· + x)χ_{R−} ](z)||_Hs_{z (R)}|h|^s = ||q(y + x)||_L2,s_{y (R−)}|h|^s ≤ ||q||_L2,s_{(R)}|h|^s, (2.18) and the first term r.h.s (2.17) is ∫_x −∞ ( e^{−2i(x−y)(z+h)} − e^{−2i(x−y)z} 0 0 e^{2i(x−y)(z+h)} − e^{2i(x−y)z} )

Q(q(y))(Φ_{−,1}(y, z) − e_1)dy ≤ 2^{(1−s)}|h|^s ∫_x −∞ |y|^s|q(y)||Φ_{−,1}(y, z) − e_1||_L2_{z (R)}dy ≤ 2^{(1−s)}|h|^se^{||q||L1} ||q||_L2,s_{(R)} ∫_x −∞ |y|^s⟨y⟩^{−s}|q(y)|dy ≤ 2^{(1−s)}|h|^se^{||q||L1} ||q||_L2,s_{(R)}||q||_L1 . (2.19) Then, we obtain ||Φ_{−,1}(x, z + h) − Φ_{−,1}(x, z)||_L2_{z (R)} ≤ C|h|^s||q||_L2,s_{(R)}, x ≤ 0, where C is a fixed constant for ||q||_H1_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)} ≤ κ_0, for a preassigned bound κ_0. This implies that for all x ≤ 0 we have ||m_{−,1}(x, z) − e_1||_{Ḣsz (R)} ≤ C||q||_L2,s_{(R)}, for some positive constant C and above the assume have been proved. The other cases similar. Now we conclude that (2.12) be established. Then s_{12}(z) ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) because

s_{12}(z) = det(Φ_{+,2}(0, z), Φ_{−,2}(0, z))

= det(Φ_{+,2}(0, z) − e_2, Φ_{−,2}(0, z) − e_2) + det(Φ_{+,2}(0, z) − e_2, e_2) + det(e_2, Φ_{−,2}(0, z) − e_2), (2.20)

and we notice that H^s(R) is a Banach algebra with respect to pointwise multipilication for any s >^1_2 . Similarly, (s_{11} − 1) ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) because s_{11}(z) = det(Φ_{−,1}(0, z), Φ_{+,2}(0, z))

= det(Φ_{−,1}(0, z) − e_1, Φ_{+,2}(0, z)) + det(e_1, Φ_{+,2}(0, z) − e_2) + det(e_1, e_2) = 1 + det(Φ_{−,1}(0, z) − e_1, Φ_{+,2} − e_2) + det(e_1, Φ_{+,2} − e_2) + det(Φ_{−,1}(0, z) − e_1, e_2). (2.21) We conclude that if q ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R) ∩ G then r ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) and this shows that we accquire a map H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R) ∩ G ∋ q → r ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R).The locally Lipschitz of the map H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R) ∩ G ∋ q → r ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) we skip.

2.3. A Riemann-Hilbert problem

Define the collection what we need in the space S(s, n) :={r(z) ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R), (z_1, . . . , z_n) ∈ C^n_+ , (c_1, . . . , c_n) ∈ C^n_∗ := C^n \ {0}}, (2.22) is called the scattering data for for initial data q_0 and the map P : q_0 → S is called the (forward) scattering map.

Proposition 2.3. If r(z) ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R), then for every t ∈ R, we have r(z, t) = r(z)e^{i(4βz3 +2αz2)t} ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R). Proof. By (2.11), we obtain ‖r(·, t)‖_L2,1_{(R)} = ‖zr(z)e^{i(4βz3 +2αz2)t}‖_L2_{(R)} = ‖zr(z)‖_L2_{(R)} = ||r(z)||_L2,1_{(R)}, and ‖r(·, t)‖_Hs_{(R)} = ‖z^sF(r(z)e^{i(4βz3 +2αz2)t})‖_L2_{(R)} = (2π)^{−1}‖z^sF(r(z)) ∗ F(e^{i(4βz3 +2αz2)t})||_L2_{(R)} = (2π)^{−1}‖r(z)‖_Hs_{(R)}.

Therefore, we completed the proof of Proposition 2.3.

The essential fact of integrability is that if the potential q_0 evolves according to (1.1) the the time evolution of the scattering data D is trivial and the collection D(t) :={r(z, t) ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R), (z_1, . . . , z_n) ∈ C^n_+ , (c_1e^{i(4βz31 +2αz21 )t}, . . . , c_ne^{i(4βz3n +2αz2n)t}) ∈ C^n \ {0}}. (2.23)

The inverse scattering map P^{−1} : D(r) → q(x, t) seeks to recover the solution of (1.1) from its scattering data.

We construct the function

M(z) := (_{Φ−,1(x,t;z)} s_{11}(z) , Φ+,2(x, t; z) ) , z ∈ C^+ , (Φ_{+,1}(x, t; z),^{Φ−,2(x,t;z)}_{s22(z)} ) , z ∈ C^− , (2.24)

which satisfies the following RH problem.

RHP 2.1. Find an analytic function M(z) : C \ (R ∪ Z ∪ Z^∗) → SL_2(C ) with the following properties

1. M(z) = I + O(z^{−1}) as z → ∞.

2. M(z) takes continuous boundary values M_±(z) which satisfy the jump relation M_+(z) = M_−(z)V (z), where V (z) = ( 1 + |r(z)|^2 r^∗(z)e^{−2itθ(z)} r(z)e^{2itθ(z)} 1 ) . (2.25)

3. M(z) has simple poles at each Z := Z_+ ∪ Z_− at which Res_{z=zk}M(z) = lim_{z→zk}M(z) ( 0 0 c_ke^{−2itθ(z)} 0 ) , (2.26) Res_{z=z∗k}M(z) = lim_{z→z∗k}M(z) ( 0 −c^∗_ke^{2itθ(z∗)} 0 0 ) . (2.27)

It’s a simple consequence of Liouville’s theorem that if a solution exist, it is unique. The existence of solutions of RHP 2.1 for any (x, t) ∈ R × R follows by means of Zhou’s vanishing lemma argument [23]. Expanding this solution as M(z) = I +

M^{(1)}(x, t) z + O(z^{−2}), z → ∞, and one can find the solution M(x, z) = I − ∑ ζ∈Z M_x(ζ)V (ζ) ζ − z + 1 2πi ∫ R M_x(V (ζ) − I) ζ − z dζ, (2.28)

where M_x(z) is defined for z ∈ R ∪ Z in the space M_{2×2}(C ) of complex 2 × 2 matrices and satisfies system (2.30) and (2.31) written below and it follows that the solution of (1.1) is given by

q(x, t) = 2i lim_{z→∞}(zM(x, t; z))_{12} = 2i(M^{(1)})_{12}. (2.29)

Lemma 2.4. Fix s ∈ (^1_2 , 1] and suppose that r ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R). Then, for any x ∈ R there exists and unique a solution M_x : R ∪ Z → M_{2×2}(C ) of the following system of integral and algebraic equation: M_x(z) = I − ∑ ζ∈Z M_x(ζ)V (ζ) ζ − z + lim_{ϵ→0} ∫ R M_x(ζ)(V (ζ) − I) ζ − (z − iϵ) dζ, z ∈ R, (2.30) and M_x(z) = I − ∑ ζ∈Z\{z} M_x(ζ)V (ζ) ζ − z + 1 2πi ∫ R M_x(ζ)(V (ζ) − I) ζ − z dζ, z ∈ Z, (2.31) such that (M_x(z) − I) ∈ L^2_z(R).

Proof.

The result of the Lemma 2.4 implies that the map G_N ∩H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s} (R) → S(s, n) is one-to-one. The result is due to Zhou [24], we just the completeness of it. Now we just consider the case of pure radiation solutions of the Hirota equation with N = 0. And the Lemma 2.5 establish the fact that the map G_0 ∩ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R) → S(s, 0) is only one-to-one but also onto.

Lemma 2.5. Let r ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R), Z = ∅ and consider the potential q defined by the reconstructing formula (2.29). Then q ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R). Furthermore, for any positive κ_0, there is a constant C such that for ||r||_L∞_{(R)} ≤ κ_0, we have ||q||_H1_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)} ≤ C||r||_Hs_{(R) ∩ L}2,1_{(R)}. Proof. We now construct the inverse scattering transform from H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) to H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R). Let r ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) be given. The inverse problem is formulated as RH Problem 2.1.

We factorize the jump matrix V (z) on the line z ∈ (−∞, z_1) ∪ (z_2, +∞) where

V (z) = V^{−1}_− (z)V_+(z) = ( 1 r^∗(z)e^{−2itθ(z)} 0 1 ) ( 1 0 r(z)e^{2itθ} 1 ) . (2.32)

This problem is adapted for studying the decay behavior of q as x → −∞. Next, we prove the decay behavior of q as x → −∞. The decay behavior of q as x → ∞ can be obtained in a similar manner. Let C_{wx} h := C^+(hw_{x−}) + C^−(hw_{x+}), where w_{x±} := ±(V_± − I). Then we consider a function μ ∈ I + L^2(R) such that (I − C_w)(μ_x)(z) = I. (2.33) We acquire the potential q(x, t) in (2.29) by w(ζ) := V_+(ζ) − V_−(ζ) in the case of c_j = 0 which can be expressed also as

M(x, z) = I + C^±(μ_x(ζ)w(ζ)) = I + 1 2πi ∫ R μ_x(ζ)w(ζ) ζ − z dζ. (2.34)

Then differentiating the jump relation M_+(z) = M_−(z)V (z), we obtain d dx M_+ + iz[M_+, σ_3] = ( d dx M_− + iz[M_−, σ_3])V. A simple calculation shows that iz[M_±, σ_3] = Q + C^±(i[μ_xw, σ_3]).

Thus M_± solve the differential equation^d_{dx} M_± = iz[σ_3, M_±] + QM_±. Set I(r) = q. The following results show that I maps H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) to H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R). For a fixed c_s and x ≤ 0, using the argument in Lemma 3.4 [21] we obtain ||C^±w(z)||_L2_{z (R)} ≤ c_s⟨x⟩^{−s}||r||_Hs_{(R) ∩ L}2,1_{(R)}, (2.35) which can be induced by the different definition of the operator in (2.1) from which we get ||C_wI||_L2_{(R)} ≤ 2c_s⟨x⟩^{−s}||r||_Hs_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)}. (2.36) Then we take into account the inequality μ_x − I = (I − C_w)^{−1}C_wI, (2.37) and correspondingly ||μ_x − I||_L2_z ≤ ||(I − C_w)^{−1}||_L2_{z →L}2_z ||C_wI||_L2_z . (2.38) For fixed c and from the Lemma 5.1 [25] we obtain ||(I − C_w)^{−1}||_L2_{z →L}2_z ≤ C⟨ρ⟩^2 where ρ := ||r||_L∞_{(R)}. We conclude that for x ≤ 0 and for any κ_0 there is a constant C such that ||μ_x − I||_L2_z ≤ C⟨x⟩^{−s}||r||_Hs_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)}, (2.39) for ρ ≤ κ_0. As above, we write M − I = ∫ R ((I − C_w)^{−1}(V_+ − V_−))dz = ∫ 1 + ∫ 2 + ∫ 3 , where ∫ 1 = ∫ (V_+ − V_−), ∫ 2 = ∫ (C_wI)(V_+ − V_−), ∫ 3 = ∫ (C_w)(I − C_w)^{−1}C_wI)(V_+ − V_−) = ∫ (C_w)(μ − I)(V_+ − V_−).

We remark that for calculating q, the estimate of ∫ 2 is not needed because it is diagonal and σ̂_3 ∫ 2 = 0. But the estimate is useful for other problems.

Clearly, ∫ (V_+ − V_−) ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) by the Fourier transform. Using the triangularity of V_±, the fact that C^+ − C^− = 1 Cauchy’s theorem, using Lemma 3.4 [21] we obtain for some c > 0 | ∫ 2 | = | ∫ [(C^+(I − V_−))(V_+ − I) + (C^−(V_+ − I)(I − V_−))] = | ∫ [C^+(I − V_−))(C^−(I − V_+)) + (C^−(V_+ − I))(C^+(I − V_−))]

≤ c(1 + x^2)^{−1}, and ||μ − I||_L2 = ||(I − C_w)^{−1}C_wI||_L2 ≤ c(1 + x^2)^{−1/2}, we have | ∫ 3 | = | ∫ [(C^+(μ − I)(I − V_−)(V_+ − I))] + (C^−(μ − I)(V_+ − I)(I − V_−))

≤ c(1 + x^2)^{−1}.

According to Theorem 3.6 [21], we have q ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R), moreover, ||q||_H1_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)} ≤ C||r||_Hs_{(R) ∩ L}2,1_{(R)}. For the case when z ∈ (z_1, z_2), we consider the second decomposition V = ( 1 0 r(z)e^{2itθ} 1+|r(z)|^2 1 ) ( 1 + |r(z)|^2 0 0^1_{1+|r(z)|2} ) ( 1^{r∗(z)e−2itθ} 1+|r(z)|^2 0 1 ) . Further the RH problem 2.1 can be changed into the RH problem 3.1 by using transformation M^{(1)} = Mδ^{−σ3} . Correspondingly we acquire estimates ||q̃||_H1_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)} ≤ C||r̃||_Hs_{(R)∩L}2,1_{(R)} ≤ c||r||_Hs_{(R)∩L}2,1_{(R)}, for the function q̃ = I(r̃) with r̃ := rδ_+δ_− and for fixed c when ρ ≤ κ_0 by proceeding as above. Finally, q̃ = q and more details see [21].

Rez − −+ +−+z^2 z_1

Figure 3.1: The function e^{2itθ} decay in yellow domains and increase in white domains.

3. Dispersion for pure radiation solutions

In this section, we consider the elements of G such that Z = ∅ generate pure radiation solutions of the Hirota equation.

3.1. A regular RH problem

From the function (2.4), we get two stationary points

z_1 = −α − √ α^2 − 3βx/t 6β , (3.1)

z_2 = −α + √ α^2 − 3βx/t 6β . (3.2)

The signature table of Re(itθ(z)) is given in Figure 3.1.

First we consider the scalar factorization problem

δ_+(z) = δ_−(z)(1 + |r(z)|^2), z ∈ (z_1, z_2), δ_+(z) = δ_−(z), R \ (z_1, z_2), δ(z) → 1, z → ∞, (3.3)

which admits a solution by the Plemelj formula

δ(z) = exp [ i ∫_{z2} z_1 ν(s) s − z ds ] , (3.4)

where ν(s) = − 1 2π log(1 + |r(s)|^2). (3.5)

Define z_0 =^{|z2−z1|}_2 then function δ(z) has an expansion

δ(z) = exp ( i ∫_{z2} z_1

ν(s) − χ(s)ν(z_2)(s − z_2 + 1) s − z ds + iν(z_2) ∫_{z2} z_0

s − z_2 + 1 s − z ds = exp{iβ(z, z_2) + iν(z_2) + iν(z_2)[(z − z_2) log(z − z_2) − (z − z_2 + 1) log(z − z_2 + 1) + iν(z_2) log(z − z_2)} = e^{iν(z2)+iβ(z,z2)}(z − z_2)^{iν(z2)}e^{iν(z2)[(z−z2) log(z−z2)−(z−z2+1) log(z−z2+1)]}, where χ(s) is characteristic function of (z_0, z_2) β(z, z_2) = ∫_{z2} z_1

ν(s) − ν(z_2)χ(s)(s − z_2 + 1) s − z ds. Let ρ := ||r||_L∞ (R), the function δ(z) satisfying the properties following:

• when z /∈ [z_1, z_2], we obtain δ(z)δ^∗(z^∗) = 1 and ⟨ρ⟩^{−1} ≤ |δ(z)| ≤ ⟨ρ⟩; • For ∓Imz > 0 we have |δ^±(z)| ≤ 1.

Next we just consider the stationary point z = z_2, and the point z = z_1 is similar.

Lemma 3.1. Define L_ϕ = z̃ + e^{−iϕ}R = {z = z̃ + e^{−iϕ}q : q ∈ R}. For s ∈ (^1_2 , 1] then there is a fixed C(ρ, s) such that that for any z̃ ∈ R and any ϕ ∈ (0, π) ||β(e^{−iϕ}·, z̃)||_Hs_{(R)} ≤ C(ρ, s)||r||_Hs_{(R)}, (3.6) |β(z, z̃) − β(z̃, z̃)| ≤ C(ρ, s)||r||_Hs_{(R) ∩ L}2,1_{(R)}|z − z̃|^{s− 12} , z ∈ L_ϕ. (3.7) Proof. When s = 1 there have ||C_Rf||_Hτ_{(Lϕ)} ≤ C_τ ||f||_Hτ_{(R)}, τ = 0, 1 which are proved in Lemma 23.3 [27]. By interpolation calculation we get the case τ = s where s ∈ (0, 1). And the (3.7) can be obtained from (3.6) of the following elementary estimate when s ∈ (1/2, 1] |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ C_s||f||_Hs_{(R)}|x − y|^{s− 12} , (3.8) for all x, y ∈ R and f ∈ H^s(R) for a fixed C_s. Noting that f(x + h) − f(x) = 1 √ 2π ∫ e^{ixξ}(e^{ihξ} − 1)f̂(ξ)dξ,

Then for any κ > 0 we have for a fixed C_s |f(x + h) − f(x)| ≤ ||f||_Hs √ 2π [( |h| ∫ |ξ|≤κ |ξ|^{2−2s}dξ ) 1_2 + ( ∫ |ξ|≥κ |ξ|^{−2s}dξ ) 1_2 ]

≤ C_s(|h|κ^{3−2s2} + κ^{1−2s2} )||f||_Hs . By Plancherel formula we have |f(x + h) − f(x)| ≤ C_s ||f||_L2,1 √ 2π [( |h| ∫ |ξ|≤κ |ξ|^{1−2s}dξ ) 1_2 + ( ∫ |ξ|≥κ |ξ|^{−2s}dξ ) 1_2 ]

≤ C_sκ^{1−2s2} ||f||_L2,1 , (3.9) which equals 2C_s|h|^{s− 1}2 ||f||_Hs for κ = |h|^{−1}.

We define a new unknown function

M^{(1)}(z) = M(z)δ^{−σ3} (z), (3.10)

which satisfies the following RH problem.

RHP 3.1. Find an analytic function M^{(1)}(z) : C \ R → SL_2(C ) with the following properties

1. M^{(1)}(z) = I + O(z^{−1}) as z → ∞.

2. M^{(1)}(z) takes continuous boundary values M^{(1)}_± (z) and satisfy the jump relation M^{(1)}_+ (z) = M^{(1)}_− (z)V^{(1)}(z), where

V^{(1)}(z) = δ^{σ3}_− V (z)δ^{−σ3}_+

=

( 1 r^∗(z)δ^2(z)e^{−2itθ(z)} 0 1 ) ( 1 0 r(z)δ^{−2}(z)e^{2itθ} 1 ) , z ∈ (−∞, z_1) ∪ (z_2, ∞), ( 1 0 r(z)δ^{−2}e^{2itθ} 1+|r(z)|^2 1 ) ( 1^{r∗(z)δ−2 e−2itθ} 1+|r(z)|^2 0 1 ) , z ∈ (z_1, z_2).

Rez Ω21Ω^{26} Ω2z3

z4z_2Ω_{23}Ω24

Ω11Ω^{16}

Ω5z_1Ω_{13}Ω14 Σ21 Σ11 Σ22 Σ12 Σ23 Σ13 Σ24 Σ14l_1l^2

Figure 3.2: The continuous extension domains Ωnj , n = 1, 2; j = 1, 3, 4, 6 and contour Σ^{(2)} for mixed RH problem M^{(2)}(z)

3.2. A mixed RH Problem and its decomposition

In this section we construct a mixed RH Problem by follow closely the argument of [26, 21, 29].

Fix a smooth cut-off function of compact support, with χ(x) ≥ 0 for any x and ∫ χdx = 1. Let χ_ϵ(x) = ϵ^{−1}χ(ϵ^{−1}x) for ϵ ≠ 0. We define r(z) as follows

r(z) = { r(Rez), for Imz = 0, χImz ∗ r(Rez), for Imz ≠ 0.

(3.11)

For convenience of expression, for j = 1, 2 we define rays

L_j = {z_j + R^+ e^{i π4} } ∪ {z_j + R^+ e^{i 5π4} } = Σ_{j2} ∪ Σ_{j3}, (3.12)

L_j = {z_j + R^+ e^{−i π4} } ∪ {z_j + R^+ e^{i 3π4} } = Σ_{j1} ∪ Σ_{j4}, (3.13) I_{12} = (z_1, 0), I_{22} = (0, z_2), I_{11} = (−∞, z_1), I_{21} = (z_2, ∞).

These rays divide the complex plane C into ten domains Ω_{ij}, i = 1, 2; j = 1, 3, 4, 6; Ω_2 , Ω_5. See Figure 3.2.

We define functions R_{ij} : Ω_{ij} → C , (i = 1, 2; j = 1, 3, 4, 6) and a constant c with boundary values satisfying

R_{j1}(z) = { r(z), z ∈ I_{j1}, r̂_0(z − z_j )^{−2iν(zj )}δ^2, z ∈ Σ_{j1},

(3.14)

R_{j3}(z) = {_{r∗(z)} 1+|r(z)|^2 , z ∈ Ij2, r̂^∗_0 (z) 1+|r(z_j )|^2 (z − zj ) 2iν(z_j )δ−2, z ∈ Σ j3, (3.15)

R_{j4}(z) = {_{r(z)} 1+|r(z)|^2 , z ∈ Ij4, r̂_0(z) 1+|r(z_j )|^2 (z − zj ) −2iν(z_j )δ2, z ∈ Σ j4, (3.16)

R_{j6}(z) = { r^∗(z), z ∈ I_{j6}, r̂^∗_0(z − z_j )^{2iν(zj )}δ^{−2}, z ∈ Σ_{j6},

(3.17)

where r̂_0 = r(z_j )e^{−2iν(zj )−2β(zj ,zj )} .

Proposition 3.2. Fix λ_0 > 0 and assume ||r||_Hs_{(R) ∩ L}2,1_{(R)} < λ a preassigned s ∈ (1/2, 1]. Then for j = 1, 2; j = 1, 2, 3, 4 there exist functions R_{ji} : Ω_{ji} → C such that forall z ∈ Ω_{ji} + z_j and ψ(x) = −χ(x) − xχ^′(x), we have for a fixed c |∂R_{ji}(z)| ≤ c||r||_Hs_{(R) ∩L}2,1_{(R)}|z − z_j|^{s− 32} + c|∂_{Rez}r(z)| + c|(Im z)^{−1}ψ_{Imz} ∗ r(Re z)|. (3.18) Proof. We consider the stationary point at z_2, the case at z_1 is similar. For ζ ∈ Ω_{13} we use 0 < arg(ζ − z_1) < π/4 and set G(ζ) := g(arg(ζ − z_1)) where the function g : [0, π/4] → [0, 1] is a smooth function such that g(ψ) = 1 for all ψ ∈ [0, π/6] and g(π/4) = 0. the function G is continuous in Ω_{13} \ {z_1} and fulfills G(ζ) = { 1, for ζ ∈ I_{12}, 0, for ζ ∈ Σ_{13},

(3.19)

Moreover, we can find a constant c such that |∂G(ζ) ≤ c|ζ − z_1|^{−1} Consider the function of R_{2i}(z) which can be defined explicitly by setting for z − z_2 = u + iv. For i = 1, 3 we obtain R_{21}(z) = G(ζ)r(z) + (1 − G(ζ)))f_{21}(u + iv),

R_{23}(z) = cos(2(arg(z − z_0) − π)) r^∗(z) 1 + |r(z)|^2 + (1 − cos(2 arg(z − z_0) − π))f_{23}(u + iv). (3.20)

For i = 4, 6 which can be defined similarly. Now we consider the boundary values and consider case i = 1 only. We have

∂R_{21} = (r − f_{21})∂b + b 2 (χIm_z ∗ r^′(Rez) + i(Imz)^{−1}ψIm_z ∗ r(Rez)),

with ψ(x) = −χ(x) − xχ^′(x) and f_{21}^{r̂∗0 (z)}_{1+|r(z1)|2} (z − z_1)^{2iν(zj )}δ^{−2}(1 − Ξ(ζ)). Notice that ψ̂(0) = 0. Then we have the bound |∂R_{21}| ≤ |χIm_z ∗ r^′(Rez)| + |(Imz)^{−1}ψIm_z ∗ r(Rez)| + c |z − z_2| |(r(z) − r(z_2)| + |f_{21}(z) − r(z_2)|). (3.21)

By (3.8) we acquire that |r(z) − r(z_2)| ≤ C|z − z_2|^{s− 12} ||r||_Hs_{(R) ∩ L}2.s_{(R)} to get the desired estimate for |∂R_{21}| we need to bound the last line. Then, we have

f_{21}(z) − r(z_2) = r(z_2) × [exp(2iμ(z_2)((z − z_2) log(z − z_2) − (z − z_2 + 1) log(z − z_2 + 1)) + 2(β(z, z_2) − β(z_2, z_2))) − 1]. (3.22) According to Lemma 3.1 we have β(z, z_2) − β(z_2, z_2) = C(ρ, s)||r||_Hs_{(R)∩L}2,1_{(R)}|z − z_2|^{s− 12} , and notice that both (z − z_2) log(z − z_2) and (z − z_2 + 1) log(z − z_2 + 1) are O(|z − z_2|^{s− 1}2 ) when z → z_2. We get the desired estimate for |∂R_{21}|.

Based on Proposition 3.2, we define a new unknown function

R^{(2)} =

( 1 0 R_{j1}e^{2itθ}δ^{−2} 1 )_{−1} , z ∈ Ω_{j1}, ( 1 R_{j3}e^{−2itθ}δ^2 0 1 )_{−1} , z ∈ Ω_{j3}, ( 1 0 R_{j4}e^{2itθ}δ^{−2} 1 ) , z ∈ Ω_{j4}, ( 1 R_{j6}e^{−2itθ}δ^2 0 1 ) , z ∈ Ω_{j6}, ( 1 0 0 1 ) , z ∈ Ω_2 ∪ Ω_5.

(3.23)

We introduce jump contour Σ^{(2)} = L_1 ∪ L_1 ∪ L_2 ∪ L_2 ∪ l_1 ∪ l_2, then it can be shown that M^{(2)}(z) = M^{(1)}(z)R^{(2)} (3.24) satisfies the following RH problem.

RHP 3.2. Find a continuous function M^{(2)}(z) : C \ Σ^{(2)} → SL_2(C ) with the following properties

1. M^{(2)}(z) = I + O(z^{−1}) as z → ∞.

2. For z ∈ Σ^{(2)}, the boundary values satisfy the jump relation

M^{(2)}_+ (z) = M^{(2)}_− (z)V^{(2)}(z), where

V^{(2)}(z) =

( 1 0 R_{j1}(z)δ^{−2}(z)e^{2itθ} 1 ) , z ∈ Σ_{j1}, ( 1 −R_{j3}(z)δ^2e^{−2itθ} 0 1 ) , z ∈ Σ_{j3}, ( 1 0 R_{j4}(z)δ^{−2}e^{2itθ} 1 ) , z ∈ Σ_{j4}, ( 1 −R_{j6}(z)δ^2e^{−2itθ} 0 1 ) , z ∈ Σ_{j6}, ( 1 (R_{23} − R_{13})e^{−2itθ}δ^2 0 1 ) , z ∈ l_1, ( 1 0 (R_{14} − R_{24})e^{2itθ}δ^{−2} 1 ) , z ∈ l_2.

(3.25)

3. For C \ Σ^{(2)} we have ∂M^{(2)}(z) = M^{(2)}(z)∂R^{(2)}(z), where

∂R^{(2)} =

( 1 0 −∂R_{j1}(z)e^{2itθ} δ^{−2} 1 ) , z ∈ Ω_{j1}, ( 1 −∂R_{j3}(z)e^{−2itθ} δ^2 0 1 ) , z ∈ Ω_{j3}, ( 1 0 ∂R_{j4}(z)e^{2itθ} δ^{−2} 1 ) , z ∈ Ω_{j4}, ( 1 ∂R_{j6}(z)e^{−2itθ} δ^2 0 1 ) , z ∈ Ω_{j6},

0, z ∈ Ω_{j2} ∪ Ω_{j5}.

(3.26)

Next we decompose M^{(2)} in the form M^{(2)}(z) = M^{(3)}(z)M^{rhp}(z), (3.27) where M^{rhp}(z) as a pure RH problem resulting from M^{(2)}(z) by setting ∂R^{(2)} ≡ 0, z ∈ C \ Σ^{(2)}, which satisfies the following RH problem RHP 3.3. Find a analytical function M^{rhp}(z) : C \ Σ^{(2)} → SL_2(C ) with the following properties

1. M^{rhp}(z) = I + O(z^{−1}) as z → ∞.

2. For z ∈ Σ^{(2)}, the boundary values satisfy the jump relation M^{rhp}_+ (z) = MM^{rhp}_− (z)V^{(2)}(z), where V^{(2)}(z) is given by (3.25).

While the M^{(3)}(z) defined by (3.27) satisfies the following RH Problem RHP 3.4. Find a continuous matrix-valued function M^{(3)}(z) : C → SL_2(C ) with the following properties:

1. M^{(3)}(z) = I + O(z^{−1}) as z → ∞. 2. For z ∈ C , we have ∂M^{(3)}(z) = M^{(3)}(z)W^{(3)}(z), where W^{(3)}(z) := M^{rhp}(z)∂R^{(2)}(z)M^{rhp}(z)^{−1} and ∂R^{(2)}(z) is defined by (3.26).

3.3. A solvable model near z_1 and z_2

We introduce jump contour Σ^{(3)} = L_1 ∪ L_1 ∪ L_2 ∪ L_2, and consider the following RH problem RHP 3.5. Find a analytical function M^{loc}(z) : C \ Σ^{(3)} → SL_2(C ) with the following properties

1. M^{loc}(z) = I + O(z^{−1}) as z → ∞.

2. For z ∈ Σ^{(3)}, the boundary values satisfy the jump relation M^{loc}_+ (z) = M^{loc}_− (z)V^{(2)}(z), where V^{(2)}(z) is given by (3.25).

This RH problem is solvable and its solution is given by M^{loc}(z) = M^{pc}(ζ_1) + M^{pc}(ζ_2), where M^{pc}(ζ_j ) is the solution of the parabolic cylinder model in Appendix A, and ζ_j = √ (−1)8t(α + 6βz_j )(z − z_j ), j = 1, 2.

Direct calculation shows that there is constant c > 0 such that ‖V_l − I‖_L∞_{(l1 ∪l2)} ≲ e^{−ct}, t → ∞. Further by using small RH problem, it can be shown that Proposition 3.3. M^{rhp}(z) = M^{loc}(z)(I + O(e^{−ct})).

3.4. The ∂ argument

It is well understood that the solution to the ∂ problem 3.4 can be given with the following Cauchy integral

M^{(3)}(z) = I + 1 2πi ∫ C M^{(3)}(z)W^{(3)}(z) ς − z dς. (3.28)

Let ||r||_Hs_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)} ≤ λ_0, define the following operator JH(z) := 1 π ∫ C H(ς)W (ς) ς − z dA(ς), (3.29)

then it can be shown that

Lemma 3.4. The operator J : L^∞(C ) → L^∞(C ) ∩ C^0(C ), and there exist a C = C(λ_0) such that ||J||_L∞_{(C )→L}∞_{(C )} ≤ Ct^{1−2s4} , t > 0. (3.30) Proof. For convenience of expression the proof below only consider the case when z = z_2 and from the defination of the operator of J we suppose H ∈ L^∞(Ω_{21}) then |JH(z)| ≤ ||H||_L∞_{(Ω21} )||δ^{−2}||_L∞_{(Ω21)} ∫ Ω_{21} |∂R_{21}(ς)e^{2itθ} | |ς − z| dA(ς), (3.31)

and from the properties of δ(z) we acquire that ||δ^{−2}||_L∞_{(Ω21)} ≤ 1. For j = 1, 2, 3 we have the bound of I_j from (3.18) following

I_j = ∫ Ω_{21} |X_j (ζ)e^{2itθ} | |ς − z| dA(ς), X_1(z) := ∂Re_zr(z),

X_2(z) := ||r||_Hs_{(R)}|z − z_2|^{s− 32} , X_3(z) := (Imz)^{−1}ψIm_z ∗ r(Rez). (3.32)

Following the prove in Section 2.4 [29] and recall the expression of z_2 we set ς − z_2 = u + iv and z − z_2 = α + iβ, the region Ω_{21} corresponds to u ≥ v ≥ 0 we have

I_1 = ∫ Ω_{21} |∂_ur(ς)|e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )uv} |ς − z| dudv ≲ ∫_∞ 0 dv ∫_∞ v |∂_ur(ς)|e^{−8tuv} e^{−tz2uv} |ς − z| du ≲ ∫_∞ 0 dve^{−8tv2} e^{−tz2v2} ||∂_ur(u, v)||_L2_{u (v,∞)}||((u − α)^2 + (v − β)^2))^{−1}||_L2_{u(v,∞)}. (3.33)

It is easy to check the relationship ||((u − α)^2 + (v − β)^2)^{−1}||_L2_{u(v,∞)} ≤ C|v − β|^{− 1}2 is achieved. For fixed C by using the Plancherel we obtain ||∂_ur(u, v)||_L2_u = ||∂_u ∫ R v^{−1}χ(v^{−1}(u − t))r(t)dt||_L2_u = ||ξχ̂(vξ)r̂(ξ)||_L2 ≤ v^{s−1}||ξ^{1−s}χ̂(ξ)||_L∞ ||r||_Hs ≤ Cv^{s−1}||r||_Hs . (3.34) Direct calculation yields I_1 ≲ ||r||_Hs ∫ R dve^{−8tv2} e^{−tz2 v2} |v|^{s−1}|v − β|^{− 12} ≲ ||r||_Hs ∫ R dve^{−t(1+z2 )v2} |v|^{s−1}|v − β|^{− 12} ≲ ((1 + z_2)t)^{1−2s4} ||r||_Hs ∫ R dve^{−v2} (|v|^{s− 32} + |v − √ tβ|^{s− 32} ) ≲ ( ∫ R e^{−v2} |v|^{s− 32} dv)||r||_Hs t^{1−2s4} . (3.35) For the last inequality we used the fact that for any c ∈ R ∫ R e^{−v2} |v − c|^{s− 32} dv ≤ ∫ |v|≤|v−c| e^{−v2} |v|^{s− 32} dv + ∫ |v|≥|v−c| e^{−(v−c)2} |v − c|^{s− 32} dv ≤ 2 ∫ R e^{−v2} |v|^{s− 32} dv. (3.36) The estimate for I_3 is similar after replacing (3.34) with ||v^{−2} ∫ ψ(v^{−1}(u − t))r(t)dt||_L2_u = ||v^{−1}ξ^{−s}ψ̂(vξ)ξ^sr̂(ξ)||_L2 ≤ v^{s−1}||ξ^{−s}ψ̂(ξ)||_L∞ ||r||_Hs ≤ Cv^{s−1}||r||_Hs , (3.37) the schwartz function ψ̂ with ψ̂(0) = 0 lead to the latter bound in above inequality. In the similar method we estimate the I_2 as

I_2 ≲ ∫_∞ 0 e^{−8tv2} e^{−tz2v2} dv|||ς − z_2|^{s− 32} ||_Lp_{(v,∞)}|||ς − z|^{−1}||_Lq_{(v,∞)}, (3.38) where^1_p +^1_q = 1. By [16] we get |||ς − z|^{−1}||_Lq_{(v,∞)} ≤ C|v − β|^{1q −1}, (3.39) and |||ς − z_2|^{s− 32} ||_Lp_{(v,∞)} = ( ∫^∞ v |u + iv|^{p(s− 32 )}du ) 1_p

= ( ∫^∞ v (u^2 + v^2)^{p 2s−34} du ) 1_p = v^{2s−32 + 1p} ( ∫^∞ v (u^2 + 1)^{p 2s−34} du ) 1_p . (3.40) So by(3.38) and using again (3.36), we obtain I_2 ≲ ∫_∞ 0 e^{−8tv2} e^{−tz2v2} v^{2s−32 + 1p} |v − β|^{1q −1}dv ≲ ∫_∞ 0 e^{−8tv2} e^{−tz2v2} v^{2s−32} dv ≤ Ct^{1−2s4} . (3.41) And by above estimates using standard facts, like dominated convergence we can proof the J(L^∞) ⊂ C^0 and the readers can prove it for themselves.

This lemma implies that the integral equation (3.28) has an unique solution, and we further obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.5. There exists ϵ_0 > 0 such that for ||r||_Hs_{(R)∩L}2,s_{(R)} < ϵ there exist constants T and c such that for t ≥ T and for z ∈ Ω_{j2} ∪ Ω_{j5} M^{(3)}(z) = I + M^{(3)}_1 z^{−1} + O(z^{−2}), (3.42) where |M^{(3)}_1 | ≤ c||q_0||_H1_{(R)∩L}2,s_{(R)}t^{− 2s+14} , for t ≥ T. (3.43) Proof. In general we just consider the case when j = 2, i = 1. According to M^{(3)}_1 =^1_π ∫ C M^{(3)}W dA we acquire that

|M^{(3)}_1 | ≤ ||M^{(3)}||_∞ π ∫ Ω_{21} |W |dA. By using ||e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )uv} ||_Lq_{u(v,∞)} = (8qt(α + 6βz_2)v)^{− 1q} e^{−8qt(α+6βz2 )v2} , We obtain ∫ Ω_{21} |X1(ζ)e 2itθ|dA ≤ ||r|| H^s∩L^{2,1} ∫_∞ 0 v^{s−1}||e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )uv} ||_L2_{u(v,∞)}dv ≲ t^{− 12} ∫_∞ 0 v^{s− 32} e^{−t(α+6βz2 )v2} dv||r||_Hs_{∩L}2,1 = C_st^{− 2s+14} ||r||_Hs_{∩L}2,1 .

For l = 2, we get ∫ Ω_{21} |X_2e^{2itθ}|dA ≤ ||r||_Hs_{∩L}2,1 ∫_∞ 0 |||ς − z_2|^{s− 32} ||_Lp_{(v,∞)}||e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )uv}||_Lq_{u(v,∞)}dv ≤ C||r||_Hs_{∩L}2,1 t^{− 1q} ∫_∞ 0 v^{2s−32 + 1p − 1q} e^{−t(α+6βz2 )v2} dv ≤ C_st^{− 2s+14} ||r||_Hs_{∩L}2,1 . Now we acquire (3.42) by the Lipschitz continuous of Lemma 2.2.

Theorem 3.6. Fix s ∈ (^1_2 , 1] and let q_0 ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s} (R) ∩ G_0 . Then there exist constants C(q_0) > 0 and T (q_0) > 0 such that the solution of the Hirota equation (1.1) satisfies

||q(t, ·)||_L∞_{(R)} ≤ C(q_0)t^{− 12} , for all |t| ≥ T (q_0). (3.44)

There are further constants C_0 > 0, T_0 > 0 and small ϵ > 0 such that for ||q_0||_H1_{(R)∩L}2,s_{(R)} < ϵ, we can take C(q_0) = C_0||q_0||_H1_{(R)∩L}2,s_{(R)} and T (u_0) = T_0.

Proof. Recalling a series of transformations (3.10), (3.24) and (3.27), we have M(z) = M^{(3)}(z)M^{rhp}(z)R^{(2)}(z)^{−1}δ^{σ3} .

Taking the limit z → ∞ along R^{(2)}(z) = I leads to

M_1 = M^{(3)}_1 + 2∑ j=1 M^{pc}_1 √ (−1)^j 8t(α + 6βz_j )

+ δ^{σ3} .

By using reconstruction formula (2.29), (3.43) for t ≥ T (s, λ_0) and a fixed C = C(s, λ_0), we have |q(t, x)| ≤ Ct^{− 12} , which proves Theorem 3.6 for q_0 ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R) ∩ G_0.

4. The asymptotic stability of the solitons

4.1. The Bäcklund transformation

In this section we consider scattering data {r ≡ 0, {(z_k , c_k)^N_{k=1}} for which the reflection coefficient vanishes identically correspond to N-soliton solution of (1.1). Especially when N = 1, the single soliton is given by (1.3), which is a localized pulse with speed v = −(12βξ^2 − 4βη^2 + 4αη^2) and maximum amplitude 2η. Since G_1 is an open subset of L^1(R) and the soliton (1.3) belong to it. If the value of ϵ_0 > 0 in the bound (1.4) is small enough, then the initial datum q_0 belong to G_1. Notice also that the positive constant ϵ_0 can be taken independent of (η_0, x_0).

In this section we consider the initial datum q_0 satisfying the bound (1.4) and the scattering datum associated with it belongs to the space S(1, 1) defined in (2.22) is close to those of the soliton q_{(η0,ξ0,γ0))}(0, x) by Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, we also obtain that when q_0 ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R) implies r ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R). Furthermore, by the Lipschitz continuity of q_0 → r and the fact that the soliton has r ≡ 0, we have ||r||_Hs_{(R)∩L}2,1_{(R)} ≤ Cϵ with C = C(η_0, ξ_0, γ_0) and the value of ϵ is given in (1.4).

We define now a map

G_1 × C_+ × C_∗ ∋ (q_0, z_s, c_1) → q̃_0 ∈ G_0, (4.1)

via the transformation r̃(z) := r(z) z − z_s z − z^∗_s . (4.2)

From its definition, we acquire that r̃ ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) if r ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) and there exist a constant C > 0 such that ||r̃||_Hs_{(R)∩L}2,1_{(R)} ≤ C||r||_Hs_{(R)∩L}2,1_{(R)}. Then we define q̃ ∈ G_0 ∩ H^1 ∩ L^{2,s}(R) by the reconstruction formula (2.29) with the corresponding RH problem is solved for the scattering datum in S(1, 0) = {r̃ ∈ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R)}. By Lemma 2.5 we know that q̃_0 ∈ G_0 ∩ H^s(R) ∩ L^{2,1}(R) with norm ||q̃_0||_H1_{(R)∩L}2,s_{(R)} ≤ C||r̃||_Hs_{(R)∩L}2,1_{(R)} ≤ Cϵ. The BT technique is a method that can derive multisoliton solution starting from a trivial seed solution in a purely algebraic procedure for a integrable equation. Main feature of BT is that the Lax pair associated with the integrable equation remains covariant under the gauge transformation.

Lemma 4.1. Define the BT that generates a new solution of the Hirota equation as q̃ = q − B, B := 2i(z_s − z^∗_s ) f_1f^∗_2 |f_1|^2 + |f_2|^2

, (4.3)

where f_1 := e^{−ixzs} m_{11}(t, x, z_s) − c_1m_{12}(t, x; z_s)e^{ixzs+i(4βz3s +2αz2s )t} 2iIm(z_s) ,

f_2 := e^{−ixzs} m_{21}(t, x, z_s) − c_1m_{22}(t, x, z_s)e^{ixzs+i(4βz3s +2αz2s )t} 2iIm(z_s) . The proof will be given in the Appendix B.

Remark 4.2. The soliton (1.3) can be recovered with the BT (4.3) by taking r = 0, z_s = ξ + iη, q̃ = 0, f_1 = e^{−ixzs} , and f_2 = − c_1 2iη e^{ixzs+i(4βz3s +2αz2s )t}. Lemma 4.3. Let z_s = α_1 + iβ_1 with β_1 > 0. There is ϵ_0 sufficiently small such that for ||q_0||_H1_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)} < ϵ_0, there is a constant C such that |I − V_+(z_s)| ≤ Ce^{−t8β21} ||q_0||_H1,s_{(R)}, if z_s ∈ Ω_{j1} + z_j, |I − U^{−1}_R (z_s)| ≤ Ce^{−t8β21} ||q_0||_H1,s_{(R)}, if z_s ∈ Ω_{j3} + z_j . (4.4) Proof. For j = 2, i = 1, 3 from (3.20) we obtain that ||R_i||_L∞_{(Ω2i+z2)} ≤ C^′||r||_Hs_{(R)∩L}2,2_{(R)} ≤ C||q_0||_L2,s_{(R)∩H}2_{(R)}. If z_s ∈ Ω_{21} + z_2 we have α_1 − z_2 ≥ β_1 and so |e^{−2itθ}| ≲ e^{−8t(α−z2 )β1} ≲ e^{−t8β21} . If z_s ∈ Ω_{23} + z_2, we have similarly |e^{2itθ}| ≤ e^{−t8β21} which yield (4.4).

By Theorem 3.6, we know that there exist constants C_0 and T > 0 such that for all t > T , we have ||q̃(t, ·)||_L∞_{(R)} ≤ C_0ϵ|t|^{− 12} . Since there is a constant C > 0 such that ||q̃_0||_H1_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)} ≤ Cϵ. In order to prove Theorem 1.1 we need to focus only on B, we focusing on t ≫ 1 we know that Lemma 4.4. Suppose that ||q_0||_H1_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)} < ϵ_0 and z_s ∈ C_+ , then there are a ϵ_0 > 0, a c > 0 and a T > 0 such that

|I − M^{(3)}(z_s)| ≤ ct^{− 2s+14} ||q_0||_H1_{(R)∩L}2,s_{(R)}, for t ≥ T. (4.5) Proof. Notice the function M^{(3)}(z) satisfying the inequality with |M^{(3)} − I| ≤ ||M^{(3)}||_∞ π ∑ i ∫ Ω_{2i} |W | |ζ − z_s| dA, and similarly as in Proposition 3.5 we just consider the case when j = 2, i = 1. We set z_s = α_1 + iβ_1 and for l = 1, 3 and just like the case in the (3.32) and (3.33) we obtain ∫ Ω_{21} |X_l(ς)e^{2itθ} | |ς − z_2| dA ≤ ||r||_Hs_{(R)}[A_1 + A_2], (4.6)

where

A_1 :=

∫ ρ1_2 0 v^{s−1} | | | | e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )uv} |ς − z_2| | | | |_{L2u(v,∞)}dv, and A_2 := ∫_∞ ρ1 2 v^{s−1} | | | | e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )uv} |ς − z_2| | | | | L^2_u(v,∞) dv. We get

A_1 =

∫ ρ1_2 0 v^{s−1} | | | | e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )uv} √ (u + z_2 − α_1)^2 + (v − β_1)^2 | | | | L^2_u(v,∞) dv

≤ C^′(β_1)

∫ ρ1_2 0 v^{s−1} | | | |e_{−8t(α+6βz2 )uv} | | | | L^2_u(v,∞) dv ≤ C(s, β_1)t^{− 4s+18} . (4.7)

By using (4.4) and consider the case when t ≥ 1 and e^{−8tv2} ≤ e^{−tγ21} e^{−4v2} for v ≥^{β1}_2 we acquire the bound for A_2 is

A_2 ≤ ∫_∞ ρ1 2 e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )v2} v^{s−1}|||ς − z_2|^{−1}||_L2_{u(v,∞)}dv ≤ C ∫_∞ ρ1 2 e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )v2} v^{s−1}|v − β_1|^{− 12} dv ≤ Ce^{−tβ21} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−4(α+6βz2 )v2} v^{s−1}|v − β_1|^{− 12} dv ≤ C^′e^{−tβ21} . (4.8)

For l = 2 we similarly have ∫ Ω_{21} |X_2(ς)e^{2itθ} | |ς − z_2| dA ≤ ||r||_Hs_{(R)}[B_1 + B_2], (4.9)

where

B_1 :=

∫ ρ1_2 0 ∫_∞ v |ς − z_2|^{s− 32} e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )uv} |ς − z_2| dv, and B_2 := ∫_∞ ρ1 2 ∫_∞ v |ς − z_2|^{s− 32} e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )uv} |ς − z_2| dv.

Then we obtain B_1 ≤ C(β, s)t^{− 2s+1}8 and |ς − z_2| ≥ β_1/2. And when t ≥ 1 we have

B_2 ≤ ∫_∞ ρ1 2 e^{−8t(α+6βz2 )v2} |||ς − z_2|^{s− 32} ||_Lp_{(v,∞)}|||ς − z_2|^{−1}||_Lq_{(v,∞)}dv ≤ Ce^{−tβ21 /2} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−4(α+6βz2 )v2} v^{2s−32 + 1p} |v − β_1|^{1q −1}dv ≤ C_se^{−ty21 /2}. (4.10)

Lemma 4.5. Fix λ_0 > 0. Then there is a C > 0 and a T > 0 such that for ||r̃||_Hs_{(R)} < λ_0 we have for t ≥ T | m_{11}(t, x, z_s) − δ(z_s) | + | m_{22}(t, x, z_s) − δ^{−1}(z_s) | ≤ C||r̃||_Hs_{(R)}t^{− 12} (||r̃||_Hs_{(R)} + t^{− 2s−18} ), (4.11) | |m_{12}(t, x, z_s) − δ^{−1}(z^s)β^{12} √ (−1)^j 8t(α + 6βz_j )(z_s − z_j ) | | + |m_{22}(t, x, z_s) − δ(z_s)β_{21} √ (−1)^j 8t(α + 6βz_j )(z_s − z_j ) |

≤ C(||r̃||_Hs_{(R)}t^{− 2s+18} ). (4.12)

Proof. We focus on j = 2 and recall the Lemma 4.4 we have the expansion of function M^{(3)} = I + O(||r̃||_Hs_{(R)}t^{− 2s+1}8 ) and Lemma 4.3 we get similar expansions for V_+(z_s) and U_R(z_s). We furthermore know by the property of |δ^±| ≤ 1 + ρ^2 for ρ = ||r̃||_L∞_{(R)} and we acquire |β_{12}| + |β_{21}| < C||r̃||_L∞_{(R)}. From Appendix A we have the expansion

M^{pc}(ζ_2) = I + M^{pc}_1 √ 8t(α + 6βz_2)(z_s − z_2) + O(||r̃||_Hs_{(R)}t^{−1}). These observations yield Lemma 4.5.

4.2. The proof of main result

Now we start to analyze the term B in (4.3). Consider the following inequalities: | |e^{−ixz}s m_{11}(t, x, z_s) | | > 10 | | c^1m^{12}(t, x; z^s)e^{ixzs+i(2αz} 2 s +4βz^3_s )t

2iIm(z_s) | |, (4.13)

10 | e^{−ixz1} m_{21}(t, x; z_s) | < |c_1m_{22}(t, x, z_s)e^{ixz}s^{+i(2αz2}s^{+4βz3}s^{)t} 2iIm(z_s) | . (4.14)

Lemma 4.6. Given ϵ > 0 small, there exist T (ϵ_0) > 0 and C > 0 such that if ||r̃||_Hs_{(R) ∩ L}2,s_{(R)} < ϵ_0 and if (t, x) is such that at least one of (4.13) and (4.14) is false, then we have |B| < Ct^{− 1}2 ϵ for t ≥ T (ϵ_0).

Proof. For the ϵ of (1.4) and ρ = ||r̃||_L∞_{(R)}. We are only consider the case when t is large by assuming that for (t, x) inequality(4.13) is false, Lemma 4.5 implies for t ≥ T

|m_{12}| ≤ (1 + ρ^2)|k_1|t^{− 12} + Cϵt^{− 2s+18} ≤ t^{− 12} ϵK (1 2 (1 + ρ^2)^{−1} − Ct^{1−2s8} − Cϵ ) ≤ t^{− 12} ϵK|m_{22}|, (4.15)

for a fixed and sufficiently large constant K. Then, if (4.13) is false and t ≥ T , both terms in (4.13) are bounded from above by | | c_1m_{22}(t, x; z_s)e^{ixzs+i(2αz2s +4βz3s )t} 2iIm(z_s) | |. For t ≥ T by the same argument of (4.15) we have also | e^{−ixz1} m_{21}(x, t; z_s) | ≤ t^{− 12} ϵK|e^{−ixzs} m_{11}(x, t; z_s) | . (4.16)

We conclude that for t ≥ T and if (t, x) is in the domain where (4.15) is false, we have for some fixed K |B| ≤ K | |m_{12}eixzs−i(2αz^2s +4βz^3s )tm∗_{22}e−ixz^∗s −i(2αz^{∗2}s +4βz^{∗3}s )t | | |m_{22}e^{ixzs+i(2αz2}s^{+4βz3}s^{)t}|^2 = K |m_{12}| |m_{22}| ≤ CK √ t ϵ. (4.17) Now we assume that (t, x) is such that (4.13) is true. Notice that by (4.13) and (4.16) we have for a fixed K |f_1e^{ixz∗s} m^∗_{21}| ||f||^2 ≤ K | |e−ixzs m_{11}e−ixz^∗s m∗_{21}| |e^{−ixzs} m_{11}|^2 = K |m_{21}| |m_{11}| ≤ CK √ t ϵ. (4.18)

Consider the suppose that (t, x) is such that (4.13) and (4.14) are not both true, we assume now that (4.13) is true and (4.14) is false. Then by (4.18), for a fixed K |B| ≤ 4|Imz_s| f_1f_2 ||f||^2 ≤ K |f_1e^{ixz∗s} m^∗_{21}| ||f||^2 ≤ CK √ t ϵ. (4.19)

This prove the Lemma 4.5 for values of (t, x) for which (4.13) and (4.14) are true.

Lemma 4.7. Fix ρ_0 > 0 and let ρ := ||r||_L∞_{(R)} and assume ρ < ρ_0, then for fix z_s = α_1 + iβ_1 with β_1 > 0 there exists a constant C independent from z_j such that |δ(z_s) − ν(z_s)| ≤ C||r||^2_L2 , where ν(z_s) := exp ( 1 2πi ∫_{α1} −∞ log(1 + |r(ς)|^2 ς − z_s dς ) , (4.20)

and fix K > 0 then for |z_j − α_1| ≤ K/ √ t there exists a constant C such that |δ(z_s) − ν(z_s)| ≤ C √ tβ_1 log(1 + ρ^2). (4.21)

Proof. According to the Proposition 3.5 and for a fixed c and for

γ(z) := 1 2πi ∫_{z2} z_1

log(1 + |r(s)|^2) s − z ds, rewrite as δ(z) = δ(z)^{γ(z)} and we obtain | |γ(z_s)− 1 2πi ∫_{α1} z_1

log(1 + |r(s)|^2) s − z_s ds | | = 1 2π | | ∫_{z2} α_1

log(1 + r(s)|^2 s − α_1 − iβ_1 ds | | ≤ c β_1 ||r||^2_L2 . (4.22) This yield (4.20) since the bound |δ(z)| ≤ (1 + ρ^2) is independent from z_2. Similarly (4.21) follows from | |γ(zs) − 1 2πi ∫_{α1} z_1

log(1 + r(s)|^2) s − z_s ds | | = 1 2π | | ∫_{z2} α_1

log(1 + |r(s)|^2) s − α_1 − iβ_1 ds | |. (4.23)

This yield Lemma 4.7.

Then, We assume that (4.13) and by (4.14) are true, from the inequality (4.17) and (4.18), up to terms bounded by Ct^{− 1}2 ϵ, what is left is the analysis of −2i e^{−ixzs} m_{11}c^∗_1m^∗_{22}e^{−ixz∗s −(2αz∗2s +4βz∗3s )t} ||f||^2 . (4.24)

Set now b^2 = | |e^{−ixz}s m_{11} | |^2 + | |c^1m^{22}e^{ixzs+(2αz} 2 s +4βz^3_s )t

2iIm(z_s) | |^2,

and expand ||f||^2 = b^2 ( 1 + O(b^{−1} | |c_1m_{12}e^{ixz}s^{+(2αz2}s^{+4βz3}s^{)t} | |) + O(b^{−1}|m_{21}(t, x; z_1)e^{−ixz}1 )).

Then the quantity in (4.14) is of the form −2ie^{−ixzs} m_{11} c^∗_1m^∗_{22}e^{−ixz∗s −(2αz∗2s +4βz∗3s )t} b^2 × ( 1 + O(b^{−1} | m_{12}e^{ixzs+(2αz2s +4βz3s )t} | ) + O(b^{−1}|m_{21}e^{−ixzs} ) ) . (4.25)

We claim that the quality in (4.24) equals −2i e^{−ixz1} δ(z_s)(δ(z_s))^{−1}c^∗_1e^{−ixz∗s −(2αz∗2s +4βz∗3s )t} b^2

(1 + O(ϵt^{− 12} )). (4.26)

To prove this claim, since m_{ii} = δ^{−(−1)i} (z_1) + O(ϵ^{− 1}2^) and |δ^{±1}(z_1)| ≥ ⟨ρ⟩^{−2}, we have

b^2 = ( | δ(z_s)e^{−ixzs} |_2 + |c_1δ(z_s)^{−1}e^{ixz}s^{+(2αz2}s^{+4βz3}s^{)t} 2iIm(z_s) |_2 )(1 + O(ϵt^{− 12} )).

We have O(b^{−1} | c_1m_{12}e^{ixzs+(2αz2s +4βz3s )t} | ) = O(ϵt^{− 1}2 ) by b^{−1} | |c_1m_{12}e^{ixz}s^{+(2αz2}s^{+4βz3}s^{)t} | | ≤ |m^{12}e^{ixzs+(2αz} 2 s +4βz^3_s )t| |m_{22}e^{ixzs+(2αz2}s^{+4βz3}s^{)t}| = |m_{12}| |m_{22}| ≤ Cϵt^{− 12} . We have O(b^{−1} | |m_{21}e^{ixz∗}s | |) = O(ϵt^{− 1}_2 ) by

b^{−1} | m_{21}e^{ixzs} | ≤ |m_{12}e^{−ixzs} | |m_{11}e^{−ixzs} | = |m_{21}| |m_{11}| ≤ Cϵt^{− 12} . hence (4.26) is proved. Consider the term in (4.26), now for z_s = ξ + iη and ν(z_s) defined in (3.5) and inserting trivial factors ν/ν = 1 and ν^∗/ν^∗ = 1, the expression in (4.26) equals 4ηe^{−ixzs−i(2αz2s +4βz3s )t}e^{−ixz∗s −i(2αz∗2s +4βz∗3s )t δ(zs)}_{ν(zs)}^{ν∗(zs)}_{δ∗(zs)}^{ν(zs)}_{ν(zs)} b̃2 , (4.27)

where b̃^2 = |e^{−2ηx−24βξ2 t+8βη3 t−8αηξt}|^2| δ(z^s) ν(z_s) ||ν(z_s)| + | e^{2ηx+24βξ2 t−8βη3 t+8αηξt} |_2 | ν(z_s) δ(z_s) ||ν(z_s)|^{−1}.

Now fix a constant κ > 0,Then (4.27) differs from the soliton solution 2ηe^{2i(−ξx−4βξ3t−2αξ2t+12βξη2 t+2αη2 t)+iγ} × sech(−2ηx − 24βξ^2t + 8βη^3t − 8αηξt + log(|ν(z_s)|)), (4.28)

by less than cκt^{− 1}2 ϵ by the sum of the following two error terms: notice the (4.27) and (4.28) can be bounded, up to a constant factor C = C(ξ, η, α, β), by the sum of the following two error terms: | |^{δ(zs)}_{ν(zs)}^{ν∗(zs)}_{δ∗(zs)} − 1 | | e^{8(3β|z2−ξ|2t−βη3 t+αη|z2−ξ|t)}(1 + ||r̃||^2_{L∞(R)})^{−1} , (4.29) and | sech(−8(3β|z_2 − ξ|^2t − βη^3t + αη|z_2 − ξ|t + log(|ν(z_s)|))

− sech(−8(3β|z_2 − ξ|^2t − βη^3t + αη|z_2 − ξ|t + log(|ν(z_s)|) + log ( |δ(z_s)| |ν(z_s)| ) ) | . (4.30)

At first we bounded (4.29) and for |z_2 −ξ| ≥ κt^{− 1}2 formula (4.29) is bounded by Ce^{8(3β|√tκ}e^{−βη3t+αηκ√t)}. For |z_2 − ξ| ≤ κt^{− 1}2 we bounded (4.29) by (4.21)

(1 + ||r̃||^2_L∞_{(R)}) | | | δ(z_s) ν(z_s) ν^∗(z_s) δ^∗(x_s) − 1 | | | ≤ 4 C √ t (1 + ||r̃||_L2_{∞(R)}) ≤ Kt^{− 12} ϵ^2.

According to Lagrange Theorem, (4.30) is bounded

sech(−8(3β|z_2 − ξ|^2t − βη^3t + αη|z_2 − ξ|t + log(|ν(z_s)|)

+ log ( |δ(z_s)| |ν(z_s)| ) ) | | log ( |δ(zs)| |ν(z_s)| )| |, for some c ∈ (0, 1). This satisfies bounds similar to those satisfied by (4.29).

We consider initial potential q_0 ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R) we need to show that when one of (4.13) and (4.14) is false to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1, then the function in (4.28) is O(ϵt^{− 1}2 ). By Lemma 4.5 the fact that (4.13) and (4.14) false means that for a fixed C = C(ρ_0) > 0 we have |e^{−2ixzs−2i(αz∗2s +2βz∗3s )t}| ≤ Cϵt^{− 12} , and |e^{2ixz∗s +2i(αz2s +2βz3s )t}| ≤ Cϵt^{− 12} .

Any of these yield our claim that the function in (4.28) is O(ϵt^{− 1}2^) Then we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 for q_0 ∈ H^1(R) ∩ L^{2,s}(R) and we notice that when |t| ≥ T (ϵ_0) the soliton in formula (1.3) is given by formula (4.28).

In the end of this paper of we will explain the ground states q_{ξ,η,γ±,α,β}(t, x− x_±) in the statement of Theorem 1.1 are in general distinct. The + ground state has been computed explicitly in (4.28).

Lemma 4.8. Considering t < −T (λ_0) ground state is given by formula (4.30) but with ν(z_s) replaced by

Λ(z_s) = exp ( 1 2πi ∫_∞ α_1

(log(1 + |r(s)|^2) s − z_s ds) ) . (4.31)

Proof. Notice that if q(t, x) solves (1.1) then u(t, x) := q^∗(−t, x) solves the Hirota equation with initial value q^∗_0(x), and if (r(z), z_s, c_1) are the spectral data of q_0 ∈ G_1, then we have q^∗_0 ∈ G_1 with spectral data (r^∗(−z), −z^∗_s , −c^∗_1). According to (4.28) we obtain when t → −∞ u(−t, x) ∼ −2ηe^{2i(ξx+4βξ3t+2αξ2t−12βξη2 t−2αη2 t)−iγ} × sech(−2ηx − 24βξ^2t + 8βη^3t − 8αηξt + log(|Λ(z_s)|)).

And the complex conjugate of Λ(z_s) can be written as

Λ^∗(z_s) = exp ( 1 2πi ∫_ξ −∞ (log(1 + |r(s)|^2) s + ξ − iη ds) ) . Then (4.31) is true and using q(t, x) = u^∗(−t, x) and so taking the complex conjugate of the above formula, we obtain for t → −∞ q(t, x) ∼ 2ηe^{2i(−ξx−4βξ3 t−2αξ2t+12βξη2 t+2αη2 t)+iγ} × sech(−2ηx − 24βξ^2t + 8βη^3t − 8αηξt + log(|Λ(z_s)|)).

thus completing the proof of Lemma 4.8.

Appendix A. A parabolic cylinder model

Here we describe the solution of the parabolic cylinder model problem [19]. Let Σ^{pc} = ∪^4_{n=1}Σ_j, where Σ_j denotes the complex contour

Σ_j = {ζ ∈ C | arg ζ = 2j − 1 4 π}, j = 1, . . . , 4. (A.1) Denote Ω_j , j = 1, . . . , 6 be the six maximally connected open sectors in C \ (Σ^{pc} ∪ R) where its labelled sequentially as one encircles the origin in a counterclockwise fashion. Finally, fix r_0 ∈ C and let κ := − 1 2π log(1 + |r_0|^2). (A.2)

Then consider the following RH problem.

RHP Appendix A.1. Fix r_0 ∈ C , find an analytic function M^{pc}(·) : C \ Σ^{pc} → SL_2(C )

1. M^{pc}(ζ) = I + ζ^{−1}M^{pc}_1 + O(ζ^{−2}) uniformly as ζ → ∞. 2. For ζ ∈ Σ^{pc}, the continuous values M^{pc}_± (ζ) satisfy the jump relation M^{pc}_+ (ζ) = M^{pc}_− (ζ)V^{pc}(ζ), where

V^{pc}(ζ) =

( 1 0 r_0ζ^{−2iκ}e^{iζ2/2} 1 ) , argζ =^π_4 , ( 1 r^∗_0ζ^{2iκ}e^{−iζ2/2} 0 1 ) , argζ = −^π_4 , ( 1^{r∗0}_{1+|r0|2} ζ^{2iκ}e^{−ζ2/2} 0 1 ) , argζ =^{3π}_4 , ( 1 0 r_0 1+|r_0|^2 ζ −2iκeiζ^2/2 1 ) , argζ = −^π_4 ,

(A.3)

See Figure A.1.

Re ζ Σ_{21}

Σ_{24} Σ_{23}

Σ_{22} 0Ω_1Ω_2Ω_3Ω_4Ω5Ω_6

Figure A.1: The contours Σj and sectors Ωj in the ζ-plane defining RHP A.1

The solution of the RH problem Appendix A.1 can be given by M^{pc}(ζ, r) = I + 1 ζ ( 0 −iβ_{12} iβ_{21} 0 ) + O(ζ^{−2}), (A.4)

where β_{12} and β_{21} are the complex constants

β_{12} = −i √ 2πe^{iπ/4}e^{−πκ/2} r_0Γ(−iκ) , β_{21} = i √ 2πe^{−iπ/4}e^{−πκ/2} r^∗_0Γ(iκ) = κ β_{12}

. (A.5)

It can be shown that

Lemma Appendix A.1. Let ρ = ||r||_L∞_{(R)}, there exists a C such that |M^{pc}(ζ)| ≤ C, for all ζ /∈ R, (A.6) | |M^{pc}(ζ) − I − ζ^{−1}M^{pc}1 | | ≤ Cρ|ζ|^{−2} for |ζ| ≥ 1. (A.7) Appendix B. RH problem under BT

The following calculations are standard and can be found in [25]. Let q(x) ∈ H^{1,1}(R) be given and consider the associated ZS-AKNS operator and its reflection coefficient function r(z) ∈ H^{1,1}(R). Support that for each x ∈ R, 2 × 2 matrix Φ(x, t; z) = Ψ(x, t; z)e^{itθ(z)σ3} solves the corresponding RH problem with a finite number of simple bound states at Z = {z | z = z_1, . . . , z_n ∈ C^+ }, Z^∗ = {z|z = z^∗_1 , . . . , z^∗_n ∈ C_− }.

RHP Appendix B.1. Find an analytic function Ψ : C \ (R ∪ Z ∪ Z^∗) → SL_2(C ) with the following properties

1. Ψ(x, z)e^{itθσ3} = I + O(z^{−1}) as z → ∞.

2. Ψ(x, z)e^{itθσ3} takes continuous boundary values Ψ_±(x, z)e^{itθσ3} which satisfy the jump relation Ψ_+(x, z)e^{itθσ3} = Ψ_−(x, z)e^{itθσ3} V (z) where

V (z) = ( 1 + |r(z)|^2 r^∗(z) r(z) 1 ) . (B.1)

3. Ψ(z) has simple poles at each z_k ∈ Z and z^∗_k ∈ Z^∗ (1 ≤ k ≤ n) at which Res_{z=zk}Ψ(x, z)e^{itθσ3} = lim_{z→zk}Ψ(x, z)e^{itθσ3} ( 0 0 c_k 0 ) , (B.2) Res_{z=z∗k}Ψ(x, z)e^{itθσ3} = lim_{z→z∗k}Ψ(x, z)e^{itθσ3} ( 0 −c^∗_k 0 0 ) . (B.3)

The goal is to add in another simple bound state at z = ξ ∈ C^+ \ {z_1, . . . , z_n} and simultaneously at z = ξ^∗ ∈ C^− \ {z^∗_1 , . . . , z^∗_n}. We use a Darboux transformation (z + P )(∂_x − L) = (∂_x − L)(z + P ) where P can chosen in the form P = b(x)P_0b^{−1}(x) and P_0 is a constant matrix and b = b(x) solves the equation b^′ = Qb − i^{σ3}_2 bP_0, here the approprate choice

here is P_0 = − ( ξ 0 0 ξ ) , where b is determined below. Set

Ψ̃(x, z) = b(x)μ(z)b^{−1}(x)Ψ(x, z)μ^{−1}(z), (B.4)

where μ(z) = z + P_0 = ( z − ξ 0 0 z − ξ^∗ ) . Note that Ψ̃(x, z)e^{itθσ3} → I as

z → ∞. Let c̃(ξ) be any nonzero constant. We want to choose b(x) so that Ψ̃ has a simple pole in the first column at z = ξ and a simple pole in the second column at z = ξ^∗ such that for x ∈ R, Res_{z=ξ} Ψ̃e^{itθσ3} = lim_{z→ξ}Ψ̃e^{itθσ3} ( 0 0 c̃(ξ) 0 ) ,

Res_{z=ξ∗}Ψ̃e^{itθσ3} = lim_{z→ξ∗}Ψ̃e^{itθσ3} ( 0 −c̃^∗(ξ) 0 0 ) . Since

b^{−1}Ψ̃ =

(b^{−1}Ψ)_{11} (b^{−1}Ψ)_{12}^{z−ξ}_{z−ξ∗}

(b^{−1}Ψ)_{21}^{z−ξ∗}_{z−ξ} (b^{−1}Ψ)_{21} , we have Res_{zξ} b^{−1}Ψ̃ = ( 0 0 (b^{−1}Ψ)_{21}(x, ξ)(ξ − ξ^∗) 0 ) , but lim_{z→ξ} b^{−1}Ψ̃ ( 0 0 c̃(ξ) 0 ) = ( 0 0 c̃(ξ)(b^{−1}Ψ)_{22}(x, ξ) 0 ) , and hence we must have

(ξ − ξ^∗)(e_2, b^{−1}Ψ(x, ξ)e_1) = c̃(ξ)(e_2, b^{−1}Ψ(x, ξ)e_2).

Therefore, it follows necessarily that

b(x)e_1 = c_1(x) ( Ψ(x, ξ)e_1 − c̃(ξ) ξ − ξ^∗ Ψ(x, ξ)e_2 ) , for some nonzero function c_1(x). Similarly for z = ξ^∗, we see that

b(x)e_2 = c_2(x) ( − c̃^∗(ξ) ξ − ξ^∗ Ψ(x, ξ^∗)e_1 + Ψ(x, ξ^∗)e_2 ) , for some nonzero function c_2(x), Observe that c_1(x) and c_2(x) factor out in the formula (B.1) for Ψ̃. Set b = ( Ψ(x, ξ) ( 1 −^{c̃(ξ)}_{ξ−ξ∗} ) Ψ(x, ξ^∗) ( −^{c̃∗(ξ)}_{ξ−ξ∗} 1 ) ) . (B.5)

From the symmetry we see that b_2 = ( 0 1 −1 0 ) b^∗_1, where b = (b_1, b_2).

Thus, detb(x) = |b_1)_1(x)|^2 + |(b_1)_2(x)|^2 > 0 and hence b(x) is invertible for all x ∈ R. The jump matrix Ṽ for Ψ(x, z) is given by Ṽ (z) = Ψ̃^{−1}_− (x, z)Ψ̃_+(x, z) = μ(z)V (z)μ^{−1}(z) (B.6) = ( 1 + |r̃(z)|^2 r̃^∗(z) r̃(z) 1 ) , z ∈ R, (B.7) where r̃(z) = r(z) z − ξ z − ξ^∗ . A straightforward calculation shows that for 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

Res_{zk} Ψ̃ = lim_{z→zk}Ψ̃ ( 0 0 c̃_k(z_k) 0 ) , Res_{z∗k} Ψ̃ = lim_{z→z∗k}Ψ̃ ( 0 −c̃_k(z_k)^∗ 0 0 ) , (B.8) where c̃(z_k) = c(z_k) z_k − ξ^∗ z_k − ξ . The above calculations show that M̃(x, z) = Ψ̃(x, z)e^{−itθσ3} solves the RH Problem 2.1. Note that ã(z) = z − ξ z − ξ^∗ a(z), where z(z) and ã(z) are the scattering functions for Ψ(x, z) and Ψ̃(x, z), respectively. From the fact that Ψ_x + iz[σ_3, Ψ] = QΨ, Q = ( 0 q −q^∗ 0 ) , we have Q = −i[σ_3, Φ_1], Ψ = I +

Φ_1 z + O(z^{−1}),

as z → ∞ in any cone |Imz| > c|Rez|, and c > 0. Let μ_1 ( ξ 0 0 ξ^∗ ) . For Ψ̃(x, z) = Φ̃(x, z)e−itθσ3 Φ̃ = b(I − μ^1 z ) b^{−1} ( I + Φ_1 z + O(z^{−1}) )( I − μ_1 z )_{−1} (B.9)

= I +

Ψ_1 − bμ_1b^{−1} + μ_1 z + O(z^{−1}), (B.10)

and hence

q̃(x) = −i[σ_2, Φ_1 − bμ_1b^{−1} + μ_1]_{12} (B.11)

= q(x) + i(ξ − ξ^∗)

(b_1)_1(b_1)^∗_2 |(b_1)_1|^2 + |(b_1)_2|^2

. (B.12)

One can also Darboux transformations similar to (B.1) to remove eigenvalues. We do not provide any further details, except to not that at each step, if the poles at z = z_k, z^∗_k are removed, then r(z) → r̃(z)^{z−z∗k}_{z−zk} , etc.

Acknowledgements

This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 12271104, 51879045). Data Availability Statements

The data that supports the findings of this study are available within the article.

Conflict of Interest

The authors have no conflicts to disclose.

References

[1] T. Ozawa, On the nonlinear Schrödinger equations of derivative type, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 45 (1996) 137-163.

[2] H. Takaoka, Global well-posedness for Schrödinger equation with derivative in a nonlinear term and data in low-order Sobolev Spaces, Electron. J. Differential Equations. 42 (2001) 1-23.

[3] A. Hasegawa, Y. Kodama, Nonlinear pluse propagation in a monomode dielectric guide, IEEE J. Quantum Electron. 23 (1987) 510-524.

[4] Y. Kodama, Optical solitons in a monomode fiber, J. Statist. Phys. 39 (1985) 597-614.

[5] R. Hirota, Exact envelope-soliton solutions of a nonlinear wave equation, J.Math. Phys. 14 (1973) 805-809.

[6] D. S. Wang, F. Chen, X.Y. Wen, Darbopux transformation of the general Hirota equation: multisoliton solutions, breather solutions, and rogue wave solutions, Advances in Difference Equations. 17 (2016) 67.

[7] A. Ankiewicz, C. Soto, N Akhmediev, Rougue waves and rational solutions of the Hirota equation. Phys. Rev. E. 81 (2010) 046602.

[8] Y. Tao, J. He, Multisolitons breathers and rougue waves for the Hirota equation generated by the Darboux transformation, Phys. Rev. E. 85 ( 2012) 026601.

[9] A. Chowdury, A. Ankiewicz, N. Akhmediev, Moving breathers and breather to soliton conservations for the Hirota equation, Proc. R. Soc A. 471 (2015) 20150130.

[10] G. Q. Zhang, S. Y. Chen, Z. Y. Yan, Focusing and defosuing Hirota equations with non-zero boundary conditions: Inverse scattering transforms and soliton solutions, Commun Nonlinear Sci Numer Similat. 80 (2020) 104927.

[11] L. Huang, The initial boundary value problems for the Hirota equation on the half line, Chinese Annals of Mathematics. 4 (2020) 117-132.

[12] L. Huang, J. Xu, E. G. Fan, Long-time asymptotic for the Hirota equation via nonlinear steepest descent method, Nonlinear Analysis: Real World Applications. 26 (2015) 229-262.

[13] W. K. Xun, L. M. Ju, E. G. Fan, Painleve-type asymptotics for the defocusing Hirota equation in transition region, Proc. R. Soc. A. 478 (2022) 20220401.

[14] Z. H. Huo, B. L. Guo, Well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for the Hirota equation in Sobolev Space H^s, Nonlinear Analysis. 60 (2005) 1093-1110.

[15] B. L. Guo, J. Wu Well-posedness of the initial-boundary value problem for the Hirota equation on the half line, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 504 (2021) 125571.

[16] Y.M. Xiao, B. L. Guo, Z. Wang, Nonlinear stability of multi-solitons for the Hirota equation, Journal of Differential Equations. 7 (2023) 369-417

[17] Y. S. Tao, J. S. He, Multisolitons, breathers, and rogue waves for the Hirota equation generated by the Darboux transform, Physical review E. 85 (2012) 026601.

[18] R. Beals, R. R. Coifiman, Scattering and inverse scattering for first order systems. Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 37 (1984) 39-90.

[19] S. Cuccagna, D. E. Pelinovsky, The asymptotic stability of solitons in the cubic NLS equation on the line. Appl. Anal., 2013, http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00036811.2013.866227

[20] D. Pelinovsky, C. Sulem. Eigenfunctions and eigenvalues for a scalar Riemann-Hilbert problem associated to inverse scattering. Commun. Math. Phys. 208 (2000) 713-760.

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

[22] M.J. Ablowitz, B. Prinari, A.D. Trubatch, Discrete and continuous nonlinear Schrödinger systems. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. (2004)

[23] X. Zhou, Direct and inverse scattering transforms with arbitrary spectral singularities, Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 42 (1989) 895-938.

[24] X. Zhou. L^2-Sobolev space bijectivity of the scattering and inverse scattering transforms. Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 51 (1998) 697-731.

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

[26] M. Dieng, K. McLaughlin, Long-time asymptotics for the NLS equation via ∂ methods, (2008) arXiv:0805.2807.

[27] R. Beals, P. Deift, C. Tomei. Direct and inverse scattering on the line.

Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society. (1988).

[28] G. Chen, J.Q. Liu, soliton resolution for the focusing modified KdV equation, Analysis Non Lineaire, 02 (2021) 0294-1449.

[29] P. Deift, X. Zhou, Long-time behavior of the non-focusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation, a case study. Vol. 5, New Series: Lectures in Mathematical Sciences. Tokyo: University of Tokyo. (1994).