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THE KDV EQUATION ON THE HALF-LINE: THE DIRICHLET TO
NEUMANN MAP

JONATAN LENELLS

ABSTRACT. We consider initial-boundary value problems for the KdV equation
Ut Uy +6Ulz +Uzzz = 0 on the half-line z > 0. For a well-posed problem, the initial
data u(z,0) as well as one of the three boundary values {u(0,t), us(0,t), uzz(0,1)}
can be prescribed; the other two boundary values remain unknown. We provide a
characterization of the unknown boundary values for the Dirichlet as well as the
two Neumann problems in terms of a system of nonlinear integral equations. The
characterizations are effective in the sense that the integral equations can be solved
perturbatively to all orders in a well-defined recursive scheme.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The main difficulty when analyzing initial-boundary value (IBV) problems for in-
tegrable PDEs is that only a subset of the boundary values can be prescribed for a
well-posed problem—the remaining boundary values are initially unknown and must
be determined as part of the solution. The characterization of the unknown boundary
values in terms of the prescribed data is referred to as the (generalized) Dirichlet to
Neumann map. Here we analyze the Dirichlet to Neumann map for the Korteweg-de
Vries (KdV) equation posed on the positive half-line:

U + Ug + 6Uly + Ugyr = 0, x>0, t>0. (1.1)

For the Dirichlet problem, the initial data u(x,0) as well as the boundary data (0, t)
are prescribed, whereas the Neumann data u,(0,t) and 1z, (0, t) are initially unknown.
Similarly, for the first (resp. second) Neumann problem, u(z,0) and u;(0,t) (resp.
Uz (0,t)) are prescribed, whereas the boundary values u(0,t) and uz;(0,%) (resp.
uz(0,t)) are unknown. By analyzing the so-called global relation associated with the
IBV problem , we present a characterization of the unknown boundary values for
the Dirichlet as well as the two Neumann problems in terms of a system of nonlinear
integral equations. The characterizations are effective in the sense that the integral
equations can be solved perturbatively to all orders in a well-defined and constructive
recursive scheme.

The well-posedness of the IBV problem was analyzed in [2, 4] using methods of
functional analysis. It was shown in [2] that the Dirichlet problem is locally well-posed

for initial data in H*(R) and boundary data in H %(Rﬂ provided that s > 3/4.
More recently, well-posedness results requiring even lower degrees of regularity have
been obtained in weighted Sobolev spaces [3].

Our approach is based on the integrability of and utilizes ideas from the
unified transform methodology introduced by Fokas in [7]. Within this framework,
the problem of solving the KdV equation on the half-line was first considered in
[8], while the Dirichlet to Neumann map of was studied in [I4], where inte-

gral equations characterizing the unknown Neumann values {uz(0,t), uz,(0,¢)} for
1
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the Dirichlet problem were derived using the so-called Gelfand-Levitan-Marchenko
(GLM) representations of the eigenfunctions of the associated Lax pair. The ap-
proach of [I4] was first developed for the nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation in [5]
and subsequently implemented also for the modified KdV and sine-Gordon equations
[9]. Recently, in [10], a more direct approach to the Dirichlet to Neumann map was
presented in which the derivation takes place entirely in the spectral space, avoiding
in particular the need for any GLM representations. This approach was implemented
for the NLS equation on an interval in [13] and for an equation with a 3 x 3 Lax
pair in [12] (an early version of the approach was implemented for the derivative NLS
equation on the half-line in [11]).

The purpose of the present paper is to employ the ideas of [I0] to analyze the
IBV problem . In particular, we derive new characterizations of the Dirichlet to
Neumann map for the Dirichlet and Neumann problems for (for the Dirichlet
problem, an alternative characterization was already obtained in [14]). Compared
with the investigations of [I0HI3], the analysis of is complicated by the fact that
the Lax pair of is singular at £k = 0, and also by the fact that the dispersion
relation entering the Lax pair is not a simple power, w(k) = k™, but has the form
w(k) = k — 4k3. In the case of a simple power, certain formulas simplify since k" is

invariant under the rotations k — e k. The case of k — 4k3 is more involved, but
represents a more generic situation.

The KdV equation first appeared in work by Boussinesq and Korteweg and de
Vries as a model for waves of small amplitude propagating on the surface of shallow
water. In the context of wave propagation, IBV problems for the KdV equation
arise naturally, the boundary data typically being obtained from measurements of
an incoming wave shape at a fixed point in space. Examples of situations where
the IBV problem is relevant include the modeling of near-shore wave motion
generated by waves propagating from deep water, as well as the generation of waves
in laboratory experiments where a wave maker is mounted at one end of a wave tank
[, 2].

Finally, we mention that the KdV equation is often brought to the form
U + 6uly + Uz = 0 by means of a Galilean transformation. If the wu,-term is re-
moved from , the dispersion relation reduces to w(k) = —4k® and the analysis
below simplifies accordingly. However, we emphasize that such a Galilean transfor-
mation when applied to turns the half-line problem into a problem with moving
boundary, which is typically not the situation relevant for applications. Therefore,
we choose to keep the u,-term in .

2. LAX PAIR AND EIGENFUNCTIONS

Let u(z,t) be a real-valued solution of the KdV equation (l.1)) in the half-line
domain

Q={(r,t)eR*|0<xr <00 and 0 <t <T},

where 0 < T < oo denotes a given final time. Let {g;(¢)}3 denote the boundary
values of u(z,t):

gﬂ(t) = U(Ov t)’ 91 (t) = UI(Ov t), gZ(t) = uxw(07 t)-
Equation (1.1) admits the Lax pair

pa + ik[og, p] = Vip,
Ut + 7’(4]{;3 - k) [037 M] = ‘/2”5
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Figure 1. The domains {Dj}i1 in the complex k-plane with D1 = Dy U D} and
Dy =D, uDV.

where u(x,t, k) is a 2x 2-matrix valued eigenfunction, k € C is the spectral parameter,
the functions Vi (z,t, k) and Va(x,t, k) are defined by

u

Vlzﬁ(

o9 —i03),

2 2

Vo = 2kuoy + ugzoq + W(i@ — 09),
and {o;}? denote the standard Pauli matrices. We define three eigenfunctions {p;(z,t, k)}3
of (2.1) as the solutions of the Volterra integral equations

(@t) . o
pi(z,t k) =1 —i—/ e~ thlw—a’)os (4> k) (t—t VoYWt k), (x,t) €Q, (2.2)

(z;.t5)
where W; = (Vidx + Vadt)pj, (x1,t1) = (0,1, (z2,t2) = (0,0), (x3,t3) = (00, t), and
&3 acts on a 2 x 2 matrix A by 634 = [03, A], i.e. €73 A = e Ae~73. These functions
satisfy the symmetry

wi(z,t, k) = o1z, t, k)oy, j=1,2,3. (2.3)
We define the spectral functions a(k) and b(k) by
a(k) b(k)
nx) = 115(0,0, k), 2.4
(b(k) (k) 13(0,0, k) (2.4)

and the open subsets {D;} of the complex k-plane by

Dy = {Imk > 0NIm(4k® — k) >0}, Do = {Imk > 0NIm(4k> — k) < 0},

D3 ={Imk < 0NIm(4k® — k) >0}, Dy = {Imk <0NIm(4k*> — k) < 0}.
Let D; = D{UD! where D} = DiN{Rek > 0} and D] = D1N{Rek < 0}. Similarly,
let Dy = D)) U DY with D}y = DyN{Rek > 0} and D} = DyN{Rek < 0}, see Figure

The functions a(k) and b(k) are analytic and bounded in D; U Dy except for a
possible singularity at k = 0.
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2.1. The global relation. Let ®,(t, k) and ®2(¢, k) denote the (12) and (22) entries
of p2(0,t,k). Then ®1(t,k) and ®(t,k) are analytic in C \ {0} and bounded as
k — oo in Dy U Dy. Moreover, the spectral functions {®;}% and {a(k),b(k)} satisfy
an important global relation. More precisely, define R(t, k) by

b(k)®a(t, k)
a(k)

Then the function ¢(t, k) defined by

R(t, k) = , 0<t<T, Imk>0.

c(t,k) = ®1(t, k) + R(t, k)e 2 =Rt 0t <T, Imk>0,  (2.5)

satisfies

c(t, k) = (2.6)

where F'(t, k) is a function which is analytic in Im & > 0, continuous in {Imk > 0, k #
0}, and F(t,k) = O(k2) as k — co in Im k > 0 cf. [I0]. We will use these properties
of ¢(t, k) to characterize the Dirichlet to Neumann map.

2.2. Asymptotics as kK — oo. The eigenfunctions {,uj}? admit the asymptotics
(2 (3) 4)
M 12($ t) ,u-w(x,t) M'12($>t) 1

k5
672ik(z—wj)72i(4k37k)(t7tj) .
+ O( k? >’ 7=12 k— oo, (2.7a)
0, j=3.
1) (2)
Pioa(T,t)  prign(T, 1) 1
(st )2z = 1+ =22 == 4 2 +0(?), k= oo, (2.7b)
where
(2) u (3 _ Yz U (1) 4) Ugz U (2) (1)
Pji2 = =4 M2 = "% aHa22 M2 = g + 16 A H522 + 87%22’ (2.8a)
() (z,t) 2
m _ & / 2 _ 1 ( / )
Fjioa = 5 A, Fjoa = —¢ Al (28b)
! 2 S t5) ! 8 \Jiwjte)

the closed one-form A is defined by
A = udz — (u+ 3u® + ugy)dt,

and the expansions in (2.7) are valid for k approaching oo within the regions of

boundedness of (4;)12 and (45)22. Indeed, integration by parts in the (12) entry

of the Volterra integral equation 1) yields ([2.7a]) with the u(1% s given by ([2.8a]).

Substitution of this expansion into the (22) entry of (2.2) shows that (2.7b) holds
with the u§2; S glven by (|2.8b).

Equations (2.7) imply that {®; }2 admit the following asymptotics as k — oo,
k € Dy U Dy:

2 (t) o3 (t) ¥ (t) 1 o—21(4k3—k)t
ult k) = 1k2 * 1k3 * 1k4 +O<k5) +O(T)’ (2.92)
(1) )
_ 3 () | P57 (1) 1
(th) =1+ =22 4 =25 +o(k3>, (2.9b)
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In particular, we find the following expressions for the boundary values:

g0 = —40Y, (2.10a)
g1 = 2igo®S + 8id!®) (2.10D)
g2 = 160 — 242 4 49, 0P) + 2igy BV (2.10¢)

For j = 3, the equations in ({2.7]) are valid for Imk > 0 and evaluation at z = ¢ = 0
gives
#i(0.0) | 01 1
alk) = 1+ B2 22 +O(ﬁ>, b(k) = o(ﬁ» koo, Imk > 0.
We will also need the following result describing the asymptotics of the function

c(t, k) defined in ([2.6]).
Lemma 2.1. The global relation implies that

(2) (3) (4)
O (t)  D7(t)  Dy(b) 1 _
elt, k) = =Lz + =Lt ¢ 2 o(ﬁ), k—oo, keDy. (211)
Proof. The proof is similar to the proof in Appendix B of [10]. O

2.3. Asymptotics as k£ — 0. Since the functions V7, V5 have simple poles at k£ = 0,
the solutions of (2.1)) will, in general, be singular at k& = 0.

Lemma 2.2. We have

Pq(t,k)\  dalt) (1
where a(t) is a real-valued function. Moreover,
b(k) B[ 1
(a(k)) =7 <1> +0(1), k—0, Imk>0, (2.13)

where B € R is a constant.
Proof. The second column of the z-part of the Lax pair is
{ﬂl?x + 2ikpiz = — 2 (p1a + pi22),
o2z = 5y (H12 + H22).
It follows that the function f = (us3)12 + (u3)oo satisfies
Joa + 2ik fo +uf =0

and f ~1asx — o0, i.e. fisa Jost f_unction. Standard Sturm-Liouville theory (see
Lemma 1 in [6]) implies that f and f := df /dk are continuous in Imk > 0 for any
(x,t) € Q and that

flx,t, k) = f(x,t,0) + f(z, 1,00k + O(k?),  k—0, Imk>0. (2.14)
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The reality condition f(z,t,k) = f(z,t,—k) implies that f(z,t,0) € R whereas
f(z,t,0) € iR. Since, for Imk > 0,

_ L > 2ik(x’' —x) ’ ’
3Ly by - s by
(us(x,t, k)12 Qk/ e (uf)(z',t, k)dx
1

T 2%k

_ Qik/ 2ch (z'—z) </ / uf /// )dm”’daz") dx’

(/Lg(l’t k :_/ Uf l’,t,k‘
equation (2.14)) and the symmetry (2.3)) yield

_dag(x,t) (101 Bs(x,t) ~y3(x,t)
ot =252 (40 4 ) () B E) oo

k—0, Imk>0, (2.15)

[T wn @ k) da — / h / S uf) @t k) da

and

Where as(x,t) =3 f uf) (2 t O)da; and (s, 7y 3 are real-valued functions. Evaluating

at x =t =0, we obtam . Using (|2 in the relation
—i(kz+(4k3—k)t)63 ( a(k) —b(k?)>

—b(k) a(k)
evaluated at x = 0, we find . |

K2 = H3e

3. THE GENERALIZED DIRICHLET TO NEUMANN MAP

We can now derive an effective characterization of the generalized Dirichlet to
Neumann map for the Dirichlet (go prescribed), the first Neumann (g; prescribed),
and the second Neumann (g prescribed) problems. The derivation relies heavily on
the invariance properties of the dispersion relation w(k) = k — 4k3.

For each k € C, let v; = vj(k), j = 1,2,3, denote the three roots of the following
cubic equation in v:

43 — v — (4K — k) = 0.

It is not possible to choose a consistent numbering of the vj(k)’s as k varies over the
whole complex plane. Indeed, one of the v;(k)’s equals k and the two other roots are
given by —%(/{: + V1 — 3k2). Hence, as k encircles one of the points k = il/\/g, the
other two roots are interchanged. However, it is possible to fix a numbering of the
roots {vj(k)}3 for k lying in the restricted set D1 U Ds. For k € Dy U Ds, each of the
three sets D}, DY, and D3 contains exactly one rootﬂ; we denote these roots by v (k),
va(k), and v3(k) respectively. Identification of the coefficients of v™, n =0,1,2, in

4P — v — (4K — k) = 4(v — (k) (v — va(k)) (v — v3(K)) (3.1)
1y (k) = 1/V/3, then 1
va(k) = v3(k) = “5v3 € DY N D;
is a double root, whereas if v2(k) = —1/+/3, then
vi(k) = v (k) = 2—\1/3 € D\ N Ds

is a double root.
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Figure 2. The contours 9D and ODs.

yields the identities

vi(k)va(k)vs(k) = 4k34_ L walk) + va(k)us(h) + va(R)a (k) — _i,

Vl(k) + I/z(k) + Vg(k) =0. (32)

Since {®1, P2} have simple poles at k = 0, we will occasionally need to deform
the integration contours so that they pass around the points k = 0, k = v1(0) = %,

and k = 11(0) = —%. Thus, let D3 and dD5 denote the contour dD3 with a small

indentation inserted at k£ = 0 such that the indentation lies in Dy for 8ﬁ3 and in Dg
for D3, see Figure[2l More generally, if either of the points {0, :t%} lies on a contour
v, then 4 and ¥ will denote the contour ~ with small indentations inserted at the
points {0, :l:%} such that the indentations lie in Dy U Dy for 4 and in Dy U D3 for 4.
Note that as k traverses the contour 9Ds, v1(k) and v2(k) traverse the contours 9D}
and 0D/ respectively.

Let {xj,X;j» Xj>X;j}3 denote the following symmetric combinations formed from

(@}

Xt k) = i%(/ﬂ)@j(h vm(k)), 7 =1,2,

Xj(t, k) = ivm(k)%(k)@j(tvvm(k))v =12,

X;(t, k) = i%(k)v{n(k)@j(t,vm(k)), =12,

X5t k) = ilv;i(k)%(k)@j(t,vm(k))v j=12 (3.3)

The nonlinear integral equations presented in the following theorem characterize
the generalized Dirichlet to Neumann map for the Dirichlet as well as the two Neu-

mann problems for (1.1).

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 < T < oo. Let qo(x), x > 0, be a function of Schwartz class.
For the Dirichlet problem it is assumed that the function go(t), 0 < t < T, has
sufficient smoothness and is compatible with qo(x) at x =t = 0. Similarly, for the
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first and second Neumann problems it is assumed that the functions gi(t) and gs(t),
0 <t < T, have sufficient smoothness and are compatible with qo(z) at x =t = 0,
respectively. Suppose that a(k) has a finite (possibly empty) set {k;} of simple zeros
i D1 U Dy; assume that no zeros occur on the boundaries of D1 and Do.

Then the complez-valued functions ®1(t, k) and Po(t, k) satisfy the following system
of nonlinear integral equations:

t
. _ ’_ 1
Dy (t, k) =/ 2 =R)(t t)[2k(go+2go + g2)®4
0

+ ( — 2ikgo + g1 + —(go + 267 + 92)>¢’2} (' k)dt’, (3.4a)

2k
t i
Dot k) =1 +/ [(2711490 +91 - ﬂ(go + 243 +g2)>‘1>1
0

~ o7 (g0 +293 + 92)(1’2} (. k)dt, 0<t<T, keC, k#0. (3.4b)

(a) For the Dirichlet problem, the unknown Neumann boundary values g1(t) and
g2(t) are given by

2g0(t) / 4 / . 12k% — 1 go(t)
t) = t,k)dk + — kx1(t, k) + ——————=|dk
g1(t) T -~ x2(t, k)d +7T D, Xt k) + 4k2 -1 4 d

. Lo — va(les)) Joso—20(4K3 —k;)t tk
+ 8i Z (kj — va(ky))kje ! RkesR(, )

kjeDy !
=2 [ e R )~ ko (B (R) R 1 ()
T JoDs
+ (va(k) — k)va(k)vy(k)R(t, v2(k))] dk (3.5a)
and
ga(t) = i - {k” (t,k) +k12:2__11‘q°f) dk
+ 16 Z —v3(kj))k; ¢~ 24k )tRes R(t, k)

kj€D1
. [ B W k)~ (B () R(E 1 (1)
+ (3 (k) — K2 o (k)va (k) R(t, va (k)] dk
—292(t) + 49,07“) /M) Xo(t, k)dk + 2971T(t) /(m xa(t, k)dk. (3.5b)

17T

(b) For the first Neumann problem, the unknown boundary values go(t) and go(t)
are given by

2 1 1
- _ = 4 2 _—2i(4k )t
go(t) — k;Xl(t k)dk — P geD ( ki Vg(kj)>k]e Res R(t, k)

2 I A | ,
42 8D3€ 2i(4k3—k) [(14(1{) - k)y%(l{:)yl(k)R(t,ul(k))

1 1 ,
+ (1/2(@ — k>y§(k)u2(k:)R(t, Vg(k))} dk (3.6a)
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12k2 — 1
g2(t) = — - [lﬂzl(t;k’) T AR 1 (91 — 970‘ xa(t, k)dk‘)} dk
3

8 Ami Jop,
+16 Y (k- yg(k;j))k]?e—?““k?—kj)t}{kesR(t, k)
J

—— [ TPy (k) — k)R (k)i (k) R (¢, 1 (k)
+ (va(k) — k)3 (k)vs(k)R(t, va(k)) | dk

“ag2(t) + 20l) /a ) Solt, K)dk + 200 /a altR)dk (300

(2 ™

(¢) For the second Neumann problem, the unknown boundary values go(t) and
g1(t) are given by
2 1.

go(t) = — — - Xt k) dk
_ 36—2z‘(4k§’—kj)t os
4k%;) < ] ky)>kj R’fi Rl k)
2 o~ 2i(4k3— k)t L3N sy, ,
* i 954 [(uf(k) /<:2> L (k) (k) R(E, vi(k))
+ (oo - ) AOABIRE (1) 370)
and
gl(lt)—igo/mj x2<t,k)dk+i/ab %xl(t,k)dk
+8¢k%; <klj i ))k3 204k =k )tR?sR(t k)
4 3 1 ,
-2 [ e (= )RR (0
+ (o — 1) R0 . (3.7)

Proof. (a) In order to derive (3.5a)), we note that equation (2.10b]) expresses g; in
terms of <I>§1) and <I>§3). Furthermore, equations 1) and Cauchy’s theorem imply

y
SEral 0 =2 [ @a(tk) - ik = [ (@aftk) - Udk
8D2 8D4
and
el -2 [k2<1>1(t, B)+ gof)]dkz / [k2¢1(t, B) + gof)}dk.
8D2 3D4
Thus,

ind{) () = — (/M +/8D4> (@ (t, k) — 1]dk = </8D +/8D3> (@ (t, k) — 1]dk

_ / (Do (L, 11 () — 1]/, (k) dk + / (Do (t, v (k) — 1] () dk
0D3

D3
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+ /8[)3 [Do(t, k) — 1]dk = /8[)3 x2(t, k)dk. (3.8)

In order to obtain an effective construction of the Dirichlet to Neumann map for

the Dirichlet problem (see Section , we seek an expression for <I>53) depending on

the eigenfunction ®1(¢, k) only via the symmetric combination Y (¢, k). Therefore we
write

0= (], /m) ey + 20
- (/anl vi(k) +/aD,, VQEQ * /aD) {’“2@1 (8, k) + gof)] dk +1()
— /aD3 {kf(l(t,k)+k< '2’8 '(Z; E:Dgoit)]dkﬂ(t)
= /aDS {kf(l(tak)-i‘ fg_llgof)}dk—i—f(t), (3.9)
where I(t) is defined by

- ([, (1580, (-5 oo 1

and we have used the identity
vi(k) | vh(k) | vi(k)  12k* —1
vi(k)  wvo(k)  ws(k)  4k3 —k
The next step consists of using the global relation to compute I(t):

0=, (-2) [, 0-20)) [k2 )+ 232 a
(L, (-2)+ [, (- ) e me .

Let a = ¢*™/3. Using the asymptotics |D of ¢(t, k), Cauchy’s theorem, and the
limits

(3.10)

v3(k) v3(k)
121 (k‘) 1) (k)
we find that the first term on the right-hand side of (3.11)) equals

~ a2 1-)oP @) + 2mi > <1 - Z E: ;)k‘?e_%(% —hi )tRes R(t, k)
k€D 1\ ki

. v3(kj)\ 12 —2i(ak k)t
+27TZ Z <1_]/2<k]) k]e J J ];{ISSR(tyk)

=a’+0(k™?), =a+0(k™?), k — oo, (3.12)

Thus, combining the two residue sums and using the invariance of 4k® — k under
k — vj(k), j =1,2,3, in the second term on the right-hand side of ([3.11)),

1(t) = — in® P (8) + 2mi > (kj — ws(ky)) ke 2R~ )tResR(t k)
k €D,

B / 6_2i(4k3_k)t[(yl(k) —v3(k))v1(k)vi(k)R(t,v1(k))
0Ds3

+ (va(k) — v3(k))va(k)va(k)R(t, v2(k))] dk. (3.13)
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Equations (3.9) and (3.13)) imply
3) 1 . 12k% — 1 go(t)
P (t) = — kxi1(t, k) + ——— dk
1() 27_”/8D3|:X1(7 )+4k2_1 4
+ 3 (kj — vsky)) kje 2O M) Res Rt k)
k€D ki
1

-5 o~ 2i(4k° —k)t [(n1(k) — k)i (k)vy (k) R(t, vi (k)
e 8Ds

+ (va(k) — k)va(k)vh (k) R(t, va(k))] d.

This equation together with (| m ) and (3.8)) yield (3.5al).
In order to derive 1-) we note that (2.10c|) expresses go in terms of @g ), (2),

and <I>§ ), Furthermore, equations 1' and Cauchy’s theorem imply
2w

S0y = 2/617 [k3<1>1(t,k)+kgo4m<1>§3)(t)}dk

3
_ 3 go(t) &3
= E°®q(t, k) + k — 7 () |dk
0Dy 4
and

(2) (1)
—7§> (t) = 2/@2 (kDo (t, k) — k — BS ()] dk

_ /a N (ko (t, k) — k — @5 (1) dk.

in®$P (t) = — < /8 . /a D) [k®s(t, k) — k — @5 ()] dk
_ (/m n /{m) [k®s(t, k) — k — @8 ()] dk:

= [ @m0 - ) - 2 0] 0k

Thus,

+ / (s (k) Ba(t, v (K)) — va(k) — ®5 (8)] v (k) dk
0D3

e — W _ .
+/8D3 [k®@y(t, k) — k — @57 (t)] dk /(‘)D3 Ra(t, k)dk. (3.14)

Similarly,

il (1) (/ODI /6D>[k3 (t, k) + kg(’() (3)()}51{

2 _ -
— /a N {kaa(t k)+k12: = 11 g“i ) 4 (ﬁlj ; o) (¢ )} dk + J(1), (3.15)

where J(t) is defined by

10 (g (- 50) # o (- 50)) [t 252 - s

T
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and we have used (3.10]) as well as the identity

vi(k) vh(k) (k) _ 12k% — 1
vi(k)  vi(k) © vi(k)  RP(4R7—1)*

(3.16)

The contribution from the term involving @53) on the right-hand side of 1| vanishes
due to Cauchy’s theorem. The next step consists of using the global relation (2.5)) to
compute J(t):

0= (-9 ) s e
2

)
YRGS DR MG ) K

Using the asymptotics (2.11)) of ¢(¢, k), Cauchy’s theorem, and the limits (3.12), we
find that the first term on the right-hand side of 1' equals

—%Z(l—a+1—a2)®() +27rzz <

k;jeD}

X

J

)

+ 2mi g 1- v3 () k3e 214Kk} Reg R(t, k)
2(L. J : e
vy (k;) kj

Thus, combining the two residue sums and using the invariance of 4k® — k under
k — vj(k), j =1,2,3, in the second term on the right-hand side of (3.17)),

J(t)=-— Z'7T(I)§4) (t) + 2mi Z (k‘]2 - Vg(kj))k:je_%(%?_kj)tRkes R(t, k)
Z

kj€D1
= [ k) = 0 (B (B R(E 1 (1)
Hﬁm—ﬁmmw%@mmmmwh (318)

Equations (3.15)) and (3.18) imply

()4 1 2. 12k% — 1 go(t)
0 — k t, k ki dk
+ Z k2 —v3(kj))kje 204k =k )tRes R(t, k)
kj€D1
1

— g [ e PR (k) — kKP)ua (k) (R) R(E, v (k)
Tl 8Ds

+ (3 (k) — kz)ug(/c)yg(k)R(t, va(k))] dk. (3.19)

Substltutlng the expressions , and (| ) for @gl), @g ), <I)(4) into 1}
we obtain

(b) In order to derlve the representation ([3.6a)) for go relevant for the first Neumann

problem, we note that equation 1’ expresses go in terms of <I>§2). Furthermore,
equations (2.9) and Cauchy’s theorem imply

2T

—?@(““)() 2/ k:cbl(t,k:)dk:/ k® (t, k)dk.
8D2 aD4
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i (¢) </ +/ )k(l)l dk:_(/ / >kcl>1tk
0D> 0Dy 0Dy 0D3

_ </8D’1 Vg(g +/8D¥ Z;Eg +/8D3>k¢>1(t k)dk + I(1)

_ /8 ) %Xl(t, k)dk + 1(¢), (3.20)

where I(t) is defined by

100 (= 50) g (= i) o

The next step consists of using the global relation (2.5 to compute I(¢):

1) = </8D’1 <1 N Z;E:D i /aD’{ <1 N Zz(:)»’““’ k)ak
v ( k)

- </an1 <1 N u3(113> * /6,3,1, <1 - Z(k)>)k€_2i(4k3_’“”R(t, k)dk. (3.21)

Using the asymptotics (2.11)) of ¢(¢, k), Cauchy’s theorem, and the limits (3.12), we
find that the first term on the right-hand side of (3.21]) equals

M —a+1-0?)0? 4 2m > (1 _ J)>kje—2%<4k§’-’—kn>tResR(t, k)
3 N vs(k;) kj

Thus,

. _ VQ(kj) L —2i(4k3—k;)t
+ 2mi Z (1 Vsl kje J RISSR(t,k).

. (2) . 1 1 2 —2i(4k3—kj)t
I(t) = —in® + 27 E — — R R
(t) 1Py (t) 1 <k: Vg(h))k] es (t /-c)
kjeD1 J J

—2i(4k3— 1 1 /
_/3[736 2i(4k k)t[(ul(k) _ Vg(k)>y12(k)ul(k)R(t, vi(k))

1 1 2 /
T (Vg(k) - V3(k)>l/2(k)uz(k‘)R(t, V2(k))] dk. (3.22)

Equations (3.20) and (3.22)) imply
(2) 1 1 1 2 —2i(4k3—k;)t
D7 (t) = / kX1(t k)dk + Z ( K kie (4k5 —k;) f{k?SR(t,k)

2mi v Vg(kj)
- L 214k k)t 1 1 vi (k) v
270 Jop, - [( (%) k) L (k) (k) R(t, v1(k))
1 1\ 5
+ (i~ 1) IR (1)

In view of (2.10a)), this yields (3.6a)).

In order to derive ([3.6b]), we note that (3.15)) implies

= ([, f, om0 oo
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=y 00 * g oy * o) [P0 4127 w00 a0
- /M [k;gl(t,k)klfk’f__; ”()}de() (3.23)

where J(t) is defined by

10 (L (=5 + Ly (5o a2 - o0 o

and we have used the identity (3.10). The next step consists of using the global
relation (2.5) to compute J(t):

J(t) = </<9D’1 < E?) + /{m <1 — f:;)) [kf”’c(t, k) + kg(’ll(t) - <I>§3)(t)] dk
(

N </an <1 N Zlgko + /aD,, <1 - Zz(:;))k?’e‘%(“’“g"“)tl%(t,k:)dk. (3.24)

Using the asymptotics (2.11)) of ¢(¢, k), Cauchy’s theorem, and the limits (3.12), we
find that the first term on the right-hand side of (3.24]) equals

<1 B ug(k:j))k3€_2i(4k§’—k]-)tReS R(t, k)
vi(k;) &

14

- %(1 —a?4+1- a)@@(t) + 2mi Z
ijDll

) v3(kj) ) 13 —2i(ak k)t
omi 3 (1 - g .
+ 2mi < vo(k) ke =\ Rkt;;sR(t,k)

_ q) 92 _ 2 —2i(4k3—k;)t
J(t) = —ir )4 2mi Y (ks — vs(ky))kge 2 Rk(st(t,k)

kjeD1

- /8 e () — v ) () () R(E 1 )

+ (V2(/€) - V3(k))V§(k)Vé(/€)R(t7 va(k))]dk. (3.25)
Equations (3.23)) and ({3.25)) imply
2
oY i ke (1, ) — kol L (91 905040 | g
1) =55 6D3[ k) =k g s 7% O
+ 37 (ks — va(ky)) ke 20k - k)tResR(t k)
kje€D1
1 ,
— g [ e PP (k) — Ry (k) (R)R(E 01 (K)
YW OD3
+ (v2(k) — k)yg(k)ué(k)R(t yg(k))]dk. (3.26)
Substltutmg the expressions , and (| ) for <I>(1), <I>g2), <I>§4) into 1}
we obtain

(¢) In order to derive the representation (3.7a)) for gy relevant for the second Neu-
mann problem, we note that (3.20) implies

Zﬂ'(I) (/ / >k<I>1 t,k)d
0Dy 0D3
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- (/aD Z?%E:; + /abi, ,,j;gg + /6 D3>k<1>1(t, k)dk + I(¢)

1
_ / Lt kydk + 1(t), (3.27)
oDs k
where I(t) is defined by
vi (k) v3 (k)
I(t) = / (1— L >+/ (1— >>k<1> (t, k)dk.
0= (L, (= 507) + Ly (- 5205 i
The next step consists of using the global relation (| @ ) to compute I(t):
vi (k) v3(k)
I(t) = / <1— 1 >+/ (1— 2 ))kc(t,k)dk:
0= (L, (= 53) + Ly (- 50

QUG NS

Using the asymptotics (2.11)) of ¢(t, k), Cauchy’s theorem, and the limits (3.12), we
find that the first term on the right-hand side of (3.28)) equals

—io
X

. 2(L.
- ﬂ(l —a?4+1- a)<I>(2) (t) + 2mi -4 () Joje 2k )tRes R(t, k)
1 k) )
J

1 1 : .
I(t) = — in®P (1) + 2mi > (2 - — >k?e_22(4k13 _kﬁ)tRkes R(t, k)
j ' 7

—2i(4k3—k)t 1 1 /
o e (CoRr ) ECRCE

+ (ik) - ngi,g))us’(k)ué(km(t, u2<k:>>] k. (3.29)

Equations (3.27) and ({3.29)) imply

1 1 1 -
() = — t,k)dk k3e 24K ~k)IR os R(t, K
U0 =50 o, +k§ k TRy )¢ R RER)

1 —2i(4k3—R)t L 1N 5
o aD3€ 2 R vy (k)vy (k) R(t, v1(k))

1 1Y 3.,
+ <y§(k) - k?) ug(k)VQ(k)R(t,ug(k))] dk.

In view of ([2.10al), this yields (3.7a)).
In order to derive (3.7b]), we note that (3.9)) implies

ind(¥ </8D1 /6D3> [mltk) ()]dk

(L o * Lo oty + ) [+ 28 a0
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_ /8 ) %gl(t, k)dk + J(8), (3.30)

where J(t) is defined by

0= ([ (=50, (-2 e 2

The next step consists of using the global relation (2.5 to compute J(¢):

10 (L (55 L () e+ 57

(g (=) Ly (= ) oo e oan

Using the asymptotics (2.11)) of ¢(¢, k), Cauchy’s theorem, and the limits (3.12), we
find that the first term on the right-hand side of (3.31]) equals
- 7T—l(l —a+1-— a2)(1>§3) (t) + 2mi Z 1-— v (ky) k2e 214K} —ki) Reg R(t, k)
J 1

. B va(kj)\ 2 —2i(4k3—k;)t
+ 2mi Z <1 vs(ky) kje J RéSR(i,k).

11
ki ws(kj)

) ke ik *’“ﬂtRkes R(t, k)
J

—2i(4k3— 1 1 )
e kﬁ[(ul(k:) ) u3<k>>“?““)”1(’€>R“’ 1))
1 _ 1 1/3 I// U
Equations and imply

1 1.
o) (1) = / St k)dk
0Ds3

21

1 1 AL
+ g — - k3e 24k kit Res R(t, k
Py (kj V3(kj)> ’ oo BB
J 1

_ 1 o204k k)t 1 () ,
210 Jop, Kul(k) k:> i (k)i (R)R(t,v1(F))

11N
- — E)vy(k)R(t, v2(k)) | dk.
+ (o~ 1) A6p3 R ()]
This equation together with (2.10b]) and (3.8)) yield (3.7b]). O

4. EFFECTIVE CHARACTERIZATION

The nonlinear system for ®; and ®5 obtained by substituting the expressions (3.5|)
for g1 and go into (3.4) provides an effective characterization of the Dirichlet to
Neumann map for the Dirichlet problem for the KdV equation. Similarly, substituting

the representations (3.6 and (3.7)) into (3.4)) yields an effective characterization of the
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(generalized) Dirichlet to Neumann map for the first and second Neumann problems
respectively. Indeed, substituting into the system (3.4]) the expansions

<I>]-:<I>jo+6‘1)j1+€2‘1)j2+"'7 Jj=12
gj = €gi + €gjo+ -+, J=0,1,2,

where € > 0 is a small parameter, we find that the terms of O(1) give ®19 = 0 and
®9y = 1, while the terms of O(e) give

t
(I)ll(t,k:) :/ 621(4k3_k)(t —t) <2ikg01(t/) +911(75/) 4+ o (901( /) +g21(t/))> dt/,
0
t

o (t, k) = (901( ")+ g1 (t))dt, (4.1)

i
2k
We let x; = xj1e+ Xj2€2 + -+ denote the perturbative expansion of x;, j = 1,2, and
adopt similar notation for the other symmetric combinations defined in (3.3]). Then,
using the following identities which are a consequence of (3.2]):

23: 11 Z vj( 12k2 —1
= v;(k) AR -k < vj(k k3 —k’
3 3 3
12k2 — 1 12k2 — 1
S AR = T Y AmE =0 S vk =
j=1 j=1 j=1
we discover that
i12k2 —1 [t . s ,
x11(t, k / Bk —R) (=) go1(t') + ga1(t))dt’, 4.2a
R =507 |, (g01(t') + g (t)) (4:22)
t
Gt k) = —%(1%2 —1) / 2RI =0) g0 ()t (4.2b)
0
122 -1 [t .. ,
0
12k2 — 1 , ,
x11(t, k) = 28/ 2i(4k%—k)(t 7t)921(t/)dt,. (4.2d)
0

4.1. The Dirichlet problem. The Dirichlet problem can now be solved perturba-
tively as follows. Let

a=1+aje+age® -, b=bre+be®+---, e— 0,

denote the expansions of a(k) and b(k). Expanding (3.5a)) and (3.5b|) and assuming
that a(k) has no zeros (note that a(k) ~ 1 in the linear limit), we find

4 . 12k% — 1 go1 (1)
gll(t) = ; /8D3 |:]€X11(t7 k) + m 1 :|dk'

o A (ORI GAGIEA()
0Ds3

+ (va(k) — k)va(k)vy(k)b1 (v2(k))] dk, (4.3a)

2
921(t) :Tré . |:]€2)A(11(t k?)+]{i12]f_119014(t)
= k) — K (4 () 04 8)

|
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+ (V3 (k) — K*)wa (k) (k)b (va(K)))] dk. (4.3b)

Using equation to determine x11, we can determine gi1, go1 from ; then
®1; and ®9; can be found from (4.1)). These arguments can be extended to higher
orders and thus yield a constructive scheme for computing the Dirichlet to Neumann
map to all orders. Indeed, the terms of order O(e"™) yield

i12k%2 —1

t
2i(4k3—k)(t'—t) ( ’ / ’
e gon(t') + gon(t'))dt’ + lower order terms,
24K — k /0

(4.4a)

Xln(t k)

. t ) )
Xin(t k) = —%(12k2 - 1)/ e2i(4K>=R)(t “Dgon(t')dt’ + lower order terms,  (4.4b)
0
1267 =1 [ giame_mw
Xin(t k) = — / 24K =R)(t g1, (t')dt’ + lower order terms, (4.4¢)
0

12k;2 b i akd )@
Xin(t k) = 8/ e2i(4K>=R)(t ) go (t')dt’ + lower order terms, (4.4d)
0

where ‘lower order terms’ denotes an expression involving known terms of lower order.

Moreover, (3.5)) yields

4 12k% — 1 gon(t)
t) = — kxin(t, k) + —5—— dk
gln() 77»/8D3|:X1( )+4k2—1 4
4

= /aD o 20(4K3 k)t [(yl(k:) — k)1 (k) (k)b (v1(k))
+ (a(k) — k)VQ(k)Vé(k)bn(VQ(k))]dk + lower order terms,

8 9. 12k2 — 1 gon(t)
an(t) = i 9D [k Xln(t, k) +k A5k2 — 1 4 dk
= e 02k — K)o (k) (R (1 ()
0D3

+ (V3 (k) — k*)vo (k)b (k)bn (va(k))]dk + lower order terms.

Since x1, and b, can be computed from the given initial and Dirichlet boundary
conditions, we can find g1, and go, and then proceed to the next order.

4.2. The first Neumann problem. For the first Neumann problem, the terms of

O(e™) of (3.6) yield
2 1
g(m(t) - - — B *y(ln(u k)dk
T 8D3 k
2 —2i(4k3—k)t [( 1 1) 2 /
_|_7. e — — vy (k)vy(k)b, (11 (k
. 5~ ) AR )
1
+ ( B k:) y%(k)yé(k:)b (Vg(k))] dk + lower order terms, (4.5a)
8 / [ 12132 1g1n]
g?n dk
8

—2i(4R3 k)t [(yl(k:) k)vi (k)vh (k)bn (v (k)
0D3

+ (Vg(k‘) — k)3 (k) (k)b (v2(k))] dk + lower order terms. (4.5b)
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In this case, we use equation (4.4c) to determine Yi,; we then determine go,, gon
from (4.5)); then ®1,, and P9, can be found from the O(e") terms of the system ((3.4)).

4.3.

The second Neumann problem. For the second Neumann problem, a similar

argument shows that the terms of O(e™) of (3.7)) yield expressions for gg, and g1, in
terms of x1, and b, as well as lower order terms. Since Y1, can be computed from
(4.4d) in terms of the given Neumann data g2 alone, we can proceed to the next order.

Acknowledgement The author is grateful for support from the EPSRC, UK.

1]
2]

[13]

[14]

REFERENCES

J. L. Bona, W. G. Pritchard, and L. R. Scott, An evaluation of a model equation for
water waves, Philos. Trans. Roy. Soc. London Ser. A 302 (1981), 457-510.

J. Bona, S. M. Sun, and B.-Y. Zhang, A non-homogeneous boundary-value problem for
the Korteweg-de Vries equation in a quarter plane, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 354 (2002),
427-490.

J. Bona, S. M. Sun, and B.-Y. Zhang, Non-homogeneous boundary value problems for
the Korteweg-de Vries and the Korteweg-de Vries-Burgers equations in a quarter plane,
Ann. Inst. H. Poincar Anal. Non Linéaire 25 (2008), 1145-1185.

J. Bona and R. Winther, The Korteweg-de Vries equation, posed in a quarter-plane,
SIAM J. Math. Anal. 14 (1983), 1056-1106.

A. Boutet de Monvel, A. S. Fokas, and D. Shepelsky, The analysis of the global relation
for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation on the half-line, Lett. Math. Phys. 65 (2003),
199-212.

P. Deift and E. Trubowitz, Inverse scattering on the line, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 32
(1979), 121-251.

A. S. Fokas, A unified transform method for solving linear and certain nonlinear PDEs,
Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 453 (1997), 1411-1443.

A. S. Fokas, Integrable nonlinear evolution equations on the half-line, Comm. Math.
Phys. 230 (2002), 1-39.

A. S. Fokas, A generalised Dirichlet to Neumann map for certain nonlinear evolution
PDEs, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. LVIII (2005), 639-670.

A. S. Fokas and J. Lenells, The unified method: I Non-linearizable problems on the
half-line, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 45 (2012), 195201.

J. Lenells, The solution of the global relation for the derivative nonlinear Schrodinger
equation on the half-line, Physica D 240 (2011), 512-525.

J. Lenells, Initial-boundary value problems for integrable evolution equations with 3 x 3
Lax pairs, Physica D 241 (2012), 857-875.

J. Lenells and A. S. Fokas, The unified method: III Non-linearizable problems on the
interval, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 45 (2012), 195203.

P. A. Treharne and A. S. Fokas, The generalized Dirichlet to Neumann map for the KdV
equation on the half-line, J. Nonlinear Sci. 18 (2008), 191-217.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, BAYLOR UNIVERSITY, ONE BEAR PLACE #97328, WAco, TX
76798, USA, AND DEPARTMENT OF APPLIED MATHEMATICS AND THEORETICAL PHYSICS, UNIVER-
SITY OF CAMBRIDGE, CAMBRIDGE CB3 OWA, UK.

E-mail address: Jonatan _Lenells@baylor.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. Lax pair and eigenfunctions
	2.1. The global relation
	2.2. Asymptotics as k 
	2.3. Asymptotics as k 0

	3. The generalized Dirichlet to Neumann map
	4. Effective characterization
	4.1. The Dirichlet problem
	4.2. The first Neumann problem
	4.3. The second Neumann problem

	References

