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Abstract: We determine completely the Tracy-Widom distribution for Dysons S-ensemble with
B = 6. The problem of the Tracy-Widom distribution of -ensemble for general 5 > 0 has been
reduced to find out a bounded solution of the Bloemendal-Virag equation with a specified boundary.
Rumanov proposed a Lax pair approach to solve the Bloemendal-Virdg equation for even integer 5. He
also specially studied the g = 6 case with his approach and found a second order nonlinear ordinary
differential equation (ODE) for the logarithmic derivative of the TracyWidom distribution for 8 = 6.
Grava et al. continued to study 8 = 6 and found Rumanov’s Lax pair is gauge equivalent to that
of Painlevé IT in this case. They started with Rumanov’s basic idea and came down to two auxiliary
functions «(t) and ¢2(t), which satisfy a coupled first-order ODE. The open question by Grava et al.
asks whether a global smooth solution of the ODE with boundary condition a(w0) = 0 and g2(0) = —1
exists. By studying the linear equation that is associated with g2 and «, we give a positive answer to
the open question. Moreover, we find that the solutions of the ODE with a(c0) = 0 and g2(c0) = —1 are
parameterized by ¢; and cy. Not all ¢; and ¢y give global smooth solutions. But if (c¢1,¢2) € Remooth,
where Rgmootr, 18 & large region containing (0,0), they do give. We prove the constructed solution is a
bounded solution of the Bloemendal-Virdg equation with the required boundary condition if and only if
(Cl, 02) = (0, 0)

1 Introduction
In the one dimensional case, the interaction energy of two point charges is

))

where k. is the electric force constant, rg is the distance that the interaction energy is 0, 4 and xp are
the positions of the two point charges. Dyson’s Coulomb gas model is N particles with like charges, i.e.,
k. > 0, in an external field V' = V(z). By the canonical ensemble, the probability that the first particle
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where kp is the Boltzmann constant, T is the temperature, and Zy is the normalization constant. Here
we assume V' is Gaussian, i.e.,
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A system of random variables A1, Ag, -+, Ay with distribution (2)) is called the -ensemble. The (-
ensemble, 5 = 1,2, 4, describes the joint density of eigenvalues of the three classical matrix models, i.e.,
the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble(GOE), Gaussian unitary ensemble(GUE) and Gaussian symplectic
ensemble(GSE), respectively. For general 8 > 0, the S-ensemble can be realised as the joint density of
eigenvalues of the spiked 8-Hermite matrix ensemble [2]. S-ensemble for general 5 has also other physical
applications, for example, it can be mapped to a chiral Liouville theory with central charge [8]. Also,
in some sense, the harmonic potential (LI is not so serious a limitation since the universality of the
B-ensemble had been proved by Bourgade et al. [4].

The interesting case is the thermodynamic limit N — oo. Almost all particles distribute in [— V2N, v2N N]
obeying the Wigner semicircle law with an approximate density o(\) = 7=1v/2N — \2 [17], i.e., the par-
ticle number in [A, A+dA] is about o(A)dA. But few particles may lie out81de [—V2N,+/2N]. It is proved
that near the edge a proper scaling limit is the soft edge probability distribution [16]

Fs(t) = lim ES"“( (FJF\/NUG’ ))

where . ;
ESOft (O7 (t’oo))ZJ‘ J‘ ﬁ()\l, ,)\N)d)\ld)\N

AN=—00 A1=—00
Fp(t) is called the Tracy-Widom distribution.
The explicit expressions for Fpg(t) for 8 = 1,2, 4 are classical |19, 20} [10]
¢
exp %Sw(s—t)u(s) )exp( S u( ),
Fs(t) =% exp Szo(s — t)u(s)st) ,
2/3 2/3
exp (% Sio (s — 22/3t)u(s)2ds) cosh (% Sfo tu(s)ds) ,
Also F5(t) has a Fredholm determinant representation Fy(t) = det(I — A;), where A; is the Fredholm

Ai(z)Ai' (y)—Ai' (z)Ai(y) )
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integral operator on (t,00) with the Airy kernel

The expansions of Fg(t) at t = —oo are of special interests. In [19] and [20], Tracy and Widom
obtained and proved Fg(t) for § = 1,2,4 without the constant term. They also conjectured the values
of the constant term ¢g for 5 = 1,2,4. By the Deift-Zhou nonlinear steepest descent method [6], Deift et
al. [B] proved the constant term for S = 2 and Baik et al. [I] proved the constant terms for 5 = 1,2,4.
Finally Borot et al. [3] derived an amazing asymptotic expression of F(t) for general § > 0 at ¢t = —©
by the loop-equation technique. Their asymptotic expression is

V2 3 s,
2

(13)  Fp(t) = exp (%W o R 3)n t] + 5 + 0<|t|-%>> :
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where the constant term cg is

¢ = 'g—§+<5§(§ 6))1 2~ L) - 1“(2”)+§<i<’<1>)

| 1 t t
1.4 = —1+4- dt.
(1.4) +L ﬁwm_1<a—1 ta- u)

Here g denotes the Euler’s constant and ¢ refers to the Riemann zeta function. Note the prime ’ will
always be used to denote derivative.

But the asymptotics (3] is only valid at ¢ = —oo and can not be continued to finite ¢. In fact, even
with infinite terms (L3]) can not determine F3(t), see Theorem below. So we still need the explicit
expression for Fj(t) beyond 5 = 1,2,4. Following the pioneering work of Dumitriu and Edelman [7],
Bloemendal and Virdg [2] finally found out a representation of Fg(t) in terms of the solution of a linear
partial differential equation(PDE). They represent Fg(t) by the limit of F(8;,t)

(15) Fy(t) = lim F(3;.1),
where F(8;,t) is a special solution of the linear PDE

8F 2 0°F oF
1.6 t—2%)— =0.
(1.6) 5t tgae T,

More precisely, they proved the following theorem.



Theorem 1.1. [2/ PDEFE (1.4) with boundary

{ F(B;a,t) 22222,

F(ﬁ, x, t) xr——00,t fixed

has a unique bounded smooth solution. Fjs(t) is represented by the solution through (17).

(1.7) )

So the remaining problem is to find a bounded solution of the Bloemendal-Virdg equation (L) with

the boundary condition (I7). In [17], Rumanov proposed a Lax representation of (L) for even integer
B. Let

U, =LV, U, =BU

be Rumanov’s Lax pair, where L and B are 2 x 2 matrices. ¥ can denote both a 2 x 2 non-singular
matrix or a 2 x 1 column vector. Here we assume it is a column vector

(1.8) U(x,t) = ( ]g:((;”f)) )

The key of Rumanov’s scheme is to let F satisfy the rescaled Bloemendal-Virag equation

BOF 0*F 2\ OF
(1.9) 5o T o +(t—z )ax =0.
Combining some other considerations, Rumanov concluded
(1.10) F(B;x,t) =f<(§)§x, (g)gt).

In [18], Rumanov studied the f = 6 case and expressed Fp(t) by an auxiliary function 7(t) and the
solution of Painlevé IT

(1.11) u” (t) = tu(t) + 2u(t)?,

which he deduced as the Hastings-McLeod solution [I2]. The auxiliary function 7(t) satisfies a second
order ODE that can be linearized.

Grava, Its, Kapaev and Mezzadri [I1] found Rumanov’s Lax pair for 8 = 6 is gauge equivalent to the
Lax pair of Painlevé II. Their gauge transformation is of form

s L, 1+g2(t) . _ _
(112 w<x,t>=e%m<t>< T Ol>w<t>dwo<x,t>,
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where k(t) and ¥(t) are scalar functions, and g (z,t) is the 2 x 1 column vector of the wave function of

Painlevé II, and o3 is the Pauli matrix o3 = (1) —01 ) They also suggested ¢ = —ﬁ, where u is the
Hastings-McLeod solution of Painlevé II. Then they showed g¢2(t) and «(t) satisfy the ODE

! u'(1+42)(2~¢)
1.13 ) == _
( ) QQ( ) 3(1(]2 + u 3 ’

2 w2 —qo t u?

1.14 "(t) = - — - -1 - —(3 .
(114) @0 =a(a+ D252 < L0t w) - FE )

Moreover, they proved that
(1.15) @) =5 —1+40(1),  alt) =25 o(1).

It is straightforward to verify that

ol e 20, g 1707 g, 49123 g

(1.16) et) = H TP+ T4 B ()T e ()T
at) = = (2 = L 2 3Ty 3T Ly

(1.17) (1) = (=02 = 5= = s ()7 = SR+

is an asymptotic solution of Equation (LI3)-(TI4) at ¢ = —oo.
The open question in [IT] contains two parts:



(1). Prove the system (LI3)-(TI4) with (II5) has a smooth solution on (—oo, c0).
(2). Assume (1) succeeds. Prove the solution in (1) has expansions (LI6)-(LIT) at ¢t = —oo

In this paper we Will show that there are a 2-parameter family of solutions of (LI3))-(LI4) that satisfy
t—

Q2 2%, 1 and o =25 0. More precisely, at t = oo these solutions have asymptotics

(1.18) @2(t) = —1 + Ai(t) [ClBl( f/g)+ ez Ai( 5/3)+01M2( )] +o(e—%t3/2),
(1.19) a(t) = -2 A [clBi’( ) + oAl Qt/g)Jrchz(t)] wolet™),

where My(t) = o (Ai(5%5)) and Ny(t) = o (Ai'(325)). The detailed expressions of Ms(t) and Ny (t) will
be given in Section Bl If ¢; # 0 or ¢z # 0, the leading terms in the asymptotics (I.I8) and (LI9) are
obvious. If ¢; = 0 and ¢y = 0, the leading terms for the asymptotics of g2 + 1 and « are

i . t t . t C (S
w1 = greit)| (0 ) [ A () s 41 (353 ) [ aitom () a5

(1.20) +o (67%’53/2) )

(1.21) +o (\/Ze st3/2).

Not all solutions with asymptotics of (ILI8) and (LI9) at ¢ = oo can be smoothly evolved to ¢t = —o0
It may develop to singularity at ¢t = tg, which depends on ¢; and c. Our first main result of this paper
is the following.

Theorem 1.2. There is a region Rsmootn that is the neighbourhood of the positive co-axis including the
origin (0,0) in the (c1,c2)-plane, such that if (c1,c2) is in the region Rsmootn then the solution defined by
the asymptotics of (LI8)-(119) att = o0 is smooth for t € (—o0,0) and has asymptotics of (L10)-(1.17)

at t = —o0.
In fact, the region Rgnootn is very large. The numerical results for Rgp,00tn are shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Rgemooth and Rsinguiar- Rsmooth is the light green region. If (c1,c¢2)
belongs to Rsmooth, the solution defined at ¢ = oo by this (¢1,c2) is smooth on
(—00,0). Else if (¢1,¢2) belongs to Rsinguiar (the light yellow region), the corre-
sponding solution must have singularity at some finite ¢ = ¢tg. The red curve is the
boundary between Rgpo0th and Rginguiar- Pe is a special point on the boundary
curve: the boundary curve becomes straight on the right of P, .

Theorem [[2] gives positive answers to the open questions (1) and (2) of [IT]. But the non-uniqueness
of g2 = ¢a2(c1, c2;t) causes the non-uniqueness of Fg(t). In fact, by formula [T1]

nen () gt (g e SR
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where w(s) = u(s)* + su(s)? —u/(s)?, we can verify that Fs(t) is indeed dependent on ¢; and cp. So we
have to determine the values of ¢; and ¢y to guarantee there is only a unique Fg(t). To determine ¢y
and ¢z, we rely on Theorem [[TIl Grava et al. [I1] have formulated F(8 = 6;x,t) from ¢ and « as

t 1
(1.23) F (ﬁ = 6; % W) = Ku? [u—1 ( J;fhx — a) VO (z,4) + y2<§>(;c,t)] , =0,

x ot 128 | 1+ 3 3
(1.24) F <ﬁ = 6; 3175 m) = —KkuZes T [u 1 (T:E — a> Yl(l)(x,t) + Y'Q(l)(x,t)] , x<0,
where Y®) and Y (©) are 2 x 2 matrices of the wave function of the Painlevé I1. By (L23)-(L24), F(3 =

6; x,t) contains parameters ¢; and c¢. By ([LI8)-([I9) and ([23)-([I24), we can prove ¢; = 0 is enough
to guarantee the boundary condition (7). But if ¢o # 0, F (6 = 6; 3173, 32%) will grow exponentially

near the line x = —+/t for t — 0.
The second main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem 1.3. If and only if ¢c1 = co = 0, the resulting F(8 = 6;x,t) is bounded at the boundary
22 +12 = 0.

Now all requirements of Theorem [[LT] are satisfied: F(8 = 6;x,t) given by (L23)-(124) satisfies the
Bloemendal-Virdg equation (L6l); ¢; = 0 guarantees it satisfies the boundary condition (I7)); Theorem
[[3] guarantees it is a bounded solution. So F(8 = 6;x,t) is indeed given by (L23) and ([24) with
c1 = cg = 0. We also note that Fg(t) is given by ([222)) with the hidden parameters ¢; = c¢o = 0.

2 Derivation of the ODEs of ¢,, o and «

The Flaschka-Newell Lax pair of Painlevé II is [9]

(2.1) % = Loto,
(2.2) % = Buoth
where
_ [ Folz,t)

(23) w=( g ).

. a2? 0 ult) —s—u(t)? —u(t)
(2:4) Lo = 73 e ( u(t) 0 ) + ( u'(t) L+ u(t)? ) ’
(2.5) By=—%os - < u?t) u(()t) > .
By (L8) and ([I2)), we get
(26)  Flot) = %e___ (@2(D)7 + 7 — 2a(t)) R ()W) Fo(z, t) — 5~ Zi’;)) Gol, 1)

Grava et. al suggested

(2.7) -

Substituting (2.6]) and (1) into (LI) with 8 = 6, we immediately obtain (LI3)-(LI4) and

K 2 1 u 1
28 — = ——a — —(t 2 2 _2 71 - 12.
(2.8) - 3¢ 3(+U)u +6u(Q2 )+3(U)

T—00,t—00

By requiring F(x,t) 1, Grava et. al [I1] proved (LI5]) and

(2.9) kuz 229, 1.

Equation ([2.8) with boundary condition (2.9]) determine x completely if a smooth solution of (a, g2) has
been obtained under the boundary condition (LI5]), more precisely, the asymptotics of (LIS)-(T19).
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The expansion of x(t) at t = —oo can also be obtained. By (28], (ILI6)-(I7) and the asymptotics

of Hastings-McLeod solution u, the asymptotics of % at ¢ = —o0 is obtained as
"(t) ¢ 2 1 5 7 .
K(t) 12 3 24 324/2
Therefore
(2.10) K(t) = Cy X o 36 (P BE ()Y (D) 5 (-0
Assuming (L3]), we get
In3 5
2.11 e, = ¢ — — + 2 1In2.
= nER =G Ty Ty

For 8 = 6, Borot et al. [3] was able to simplify (L4) to

97 7 In(27) InT(2) ¢'(-1)
2.12 g=——1In2— —1n3— 3 )
(2.12) h=6 = T Mo 36 6 T3 T3
So we have

7 2 In(27r) WD(3)  ¢(-1)
2.13 InC,=—-——In2—=In3 — 3 )
(2.13) " 2 g 6 3 3

The value of In C,; can be obtained by numerical experiments similar to the ones in Section [ with
c1 = cg = 0. Our numerical experiments give

(2.14) InC\, = —0.3445050500286934815501994065702518 - - - .

In fact, In C,; from our numerical experiments coincides with (2I3)) for more than 100 digits, which gives
a numerical verification of (IL3]) and (L4]) for 8 = 6.

Altogether, the algorithm is as following. First give the ansatz for F(z, t) as ([2.6]); then by (9] obtain
the ODEs for the unkowns; next by the boundary condition for F(xz,t) get all boundary conditions for
the unknowns, which should determine all unknowns uniquely; at last prove the obtained F(x,t) satisfies
all the requirements for it.

3 Asymptotics of ¢ and a at t = —©

In this section we will show by linearization analysis that the asymptotics (ILI0)-(II1) are not the
asymptotics of a specific solution of (LI3)-(TI4), but of a general solution of (LI3)-(LI4). More detailed
analysis of these asymptotics will be given in Section

Suppose (gz20(t), ap(t)) is a smooth solution of (LI3)-(TI4) with asymptotics of (LI6)-(LIT7). Let
(g2(t), a(t)) be a solution of (LI3)-(LI4) near (g20(t), ao(t)). Then (ga(t), a(t)) can be expressed as

2(t) = qa0(t) + € 2(2),
at) = ap(t) + e A (t),

where € — 0 is infinitesimal.

So (2, o) satisfies the ODE

3 3 3
() = —% (u—/ao + % +u2) 2+ <%a0 + %23(]20) o
At t = —o0, the expansions of u, %, g and gog are known
u = __tJr...’ u_/:_+...7 qQOZL(,t)—%Jr..., ag = __t+
u 2t A2 2
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Therefore, 2 and & satisfy

2(t) = (@jL)ng (?(—t)% +...)M,

() = (%(Qt)—% +~~~>£+ <2*/?+---)m

Now it is clear that the solution (g, ) is exponentially close to the solution (g20, ) in an order of
_ 242 (_4\3/2

(1)
e~ .

So we reach the following result.

Theorem 3.1. If a solution (g20(t), ao(t)) is nonsingular on (—0,ty] and has asymptotics (L16)-(1.17),
then the general solutions that are close to (gao(t), ag(t)) are all non-singular on (—o0,tg] and also have

asymptotics (L16)-(1.17) at t = —co.

4 The linear variables and the integral equations

At t = o0, it is convenient to work with o and

G2 =1+ qa.

Also it is helpful to remember
(4.1) u(t) = Ai(t) + (m%/gt—% +- ) e85t 4

The ODEs for ¢ and « are

2 '3—¢G
(4.2) B(t) = 5@~ Do+ — 570,
(4.3) o (t) = (§a+%3;q2)a—é(b—2—;q2u2.
Equations (£.2)-(@3)) are linearized by
oy Out) _ $2(t)

where ¢1, ¢2 and ¢y satisfy
(4.5) 8(t) = ~2a(0),
(4.6) 64(0) = —Su(t)go(t) — 5 (¢ + 2u(t))n (),
(4.7 Bh(8) = S (D6r(8) — Zu(t)a(r).

To analyze (@A)-(@1), we need the following estimations.
Proposition 4.1. There exists tf, such that for t >t} :

e |Bi(t)| < e3t™” and IBi'(t)| < e%tm\/%;

243/2

o [Ai(t)| < e 3t and |AT(t)] < e~ 3" VE;
o |u(t)] < e 3t and [W/(t)] < e~ 3t V.
The proof is routine. Thus we omit it.

Remark 4.2. For example, we can take t§ = 1. By numerical results, t& = 1 satisfies all requirements
for t& in Proposition [£1 We assume t¥ is sufficiently large. Also, the actual value of t& is never needed
in the following proofs.



4.1 The three independent solutions defined near ¢t =

For convenience, denote

91(t) = Bilgyp), ga(t) = Ailgz). 90(t) = 0.

We will show, for k£ = 1,2, 0, the following integral equations

0u(t) = ) + o Aot [ Bt (- 2uoheats) - Jutsren(s) ) ds
(4.8) 7B1(32—t/3) L: Ai(=) (%u(s)@ok(s) - %U(S)Q@lk(s)> ds] ,

Bop(t) — fggﬁc(t) - [Ai’(y%) f; Bi(=) (%u(s)@ok(s) - %U(S)Q@lk(s)> ds
(4.9) 431’(32%) fo Ai(z2) <§u(s)@ok(s) - %u(s)%lk(s)) ds] ,
(4.10)  Dop(t) — &0+ fo (%u’(s)@lk(s) - %u(s)q)gk(s)) ds.

define three independent solutions for (LR)-ET), i.e., (¢1(t), d2(t), do(t)) = (P1x(t), Par(t), Por(t)),

k=1,2,0, solves ([@3)-([@T).
For k =1,2,0, define

(4.11) O (1) = (1= 8w (1),
(4.12) (1) = 5 (1~ gk (1),
(1.13) o) =0+ [ (e - 2ueelo) ) s
Whereégz{ (1) A
For j > 0, define
U@y = gu(t) + % [Ai(32—t/3) fo B1(32—‘°’/3) <§u(s>q>gﬂ,‘g (s) — %u(s)%y,’j(s)) ds
(4.4 i) [ it (- Rueef) ) - Jutsrel ) as]
o0 = S - [41GE) [ i) (~Ruee) - furelle) ds
(4.15) i) [ i) (“Fuef o) - Jutsrel) as.

. t /1 . ) .
(4.16) ®UT (@) = 62+ f <§u/(s)q>§f,j1>(s) - gu(s)d)éjkﬂ)(s)) ds.
Proposition 4.3. Fort > tl,
@5 () - @R ()] < Ve GHERDEE ol (1) - 0f) (1) < CHTViE e Gk,

@6 () — @ (1)] < O Ve Btk D,

where
o) = o0l = 7igF ﬁ m ) = iz ]j %
09 — 20l — pig ﬁl 3;(5;;11), o) — %ng%" ﬁ %
off =208 ~swin? L [T oy - wa S]] 25

8



Theorem 4.4. (@83, @gg, @83), k=1,2,0, defined by ([{.11)-(4.16) converge to the solutions of ({{.5))-
@A) fort = tb.

5 Asymptotics of ¢ and o at ¢t = ©

At t = oo, it is straightforward to verify

(5.1)  @u(t) = Bl(32t/3) +O(e= "),

(5:3)  Qoi(t) = f; (%Ai’(S)Bi(gz%) + 321/3A (s)Bi’ (32/3)) ds + O(e= %1%,
(54)  @ua(t) = Ai(z) + O ),

59 0ml) = ~L Al G + i)

(5.6)  Poa(t) = f; <%Ai’(s)Ai(32%) + ?)Q%A (s) AV (32/3)> ds + O(e= 1",

(5.7) @w(t)r% <Ai(32%> f Bi(g575) Ai(s)ds Bl<3§/s>f Ai( ) Ai(s)ds )+0<e-2f‘”2>,

(5:8)  @20(t) = 2% (Ai/(#)f Bi (32/3)A1( s)ds — Bi (35/3)J Al (32/3)A1( s)d ) + O(\/Z(f%m)7

t q
843/2

(5.9) CIDOO(t)zlJrJ (%Ai'(s)éﬁ}(s)%Ai(s)&)gy(s)> ds +O(e 34",

o0

where CTD%) and i)%) are defined by dropping the error terms of (5.7) and (5.8]) respectively.

Lemma 5.1. The asymptotics of a solution of [{.2)-(4.3) at t = 00 must belong to one of the following
three classes.

t—0 t—0

Class A:  G¢2(t) — 0 and a(t) —— 0.
~ . t . t 217 7§t3/2 4t3/2
(5.10) @) = (eBilgg) + eAi(gy) + dihme 3 ) i) + o( ) ,

31/3 t t -
(5.11) aft) = —2— (clBi’(W) + cQAi’(m) + chQ(t)e—%t3/2> Ai(t) + o (e—%t‘”z) :

where

S

My(t) = 431(32%)[@ (%Ai’(s)Bi(W) + 321/3A( )Bi’ (32/3)) ds

No(t) = —Bi’(%)ﬁo (%Ai’(s)Bi(BQ%) - 321/3A( )BY’ (32/3)> ds.

Class B:  2(t) 2%, 0 and a(t) 20, .

(0)
q(t) = lB (35/3) +co <A1(32t/3) B-(32t/3)‘1>02 (ﬂ)

+ole 9
of(t)) ] @§ (1)
31/3 l t t t a0m\] Ai@ 8 32
alt) = —— B'/( )+ c2 (Al (==)— Bi’(—) 02 +0 t
7 st (gt s )| o)

Class C:  §(t) =% 2 and a(t) =2 V4.



Proof. The general solution of (L0)-@T) is (¢1, P2, o) = (c1 P11 + caP12 + co P10, €1 P21 + c2aPaz + coPoo,

s ca®PiritceaPiotcoPio _ c1Po1+coPostcoPao
c1®Po1 + c2Po2 + coPoo). So §2 = oY e el and o = oy e ey w2 If ¢g # 0, co can

be taken as 1. By (&I)-(E3), we have ¢ = (c1P11 + c2P12 + 0(67§t3/2))(1 —c1Po1 + o(efgt'd/z))u =
(e1D11 + ca®ry — 211 Doy + o(e= 3" ))u. Also considering u(t) = Ai(t) + o(e=2t"") and (5I)-(G3), we
finally get (5.10). We can verify directly My (t) = O(Ai(#)). Similarly, (5I1) is obtained. Therefore,
the Class A describes the asymptotics of ¢2(¢) and «(t) at t = oo for ¢y # 0. If ¢g = 0 and ¢; # 0, ¢; can
be taken as 1. Then we can prove the asymptotics belong to Class B in this case. At last, if ¢ = ¢; = 0,
co can be taken as 1. Class C describes the asymptotics of this case. O

Proposition 5.2. A solution of (L13)-(1.14), which has property (L13), must have asymptotics (L18)-

Proof. Let (¢1, ¢2,Po) and (c1,cz,co) be the ones defined in the proof of Lemma BIl By (LI5) and

G2 = g2 + 1, we know G¢a(t) 429, 0 and a(t) £2%, 0. This is the Class A case. The only remaining

problem is to verify ([L20)-(L2I) for ¢; = co = 0. It is straightforward to verify this by (G.7)-E3). O

Remark 5.3. The error terms of (L20)-(L.21) are not optimal. In fact, the error terms can be shown
to be O (t*%e*%ts/z) and O (t*Qe*%tS/z) respectively by a tedious calculation from (f.11)-(Z-10)).

6 Proof of Theorem

Proposition 6.1. There exists a minimal ko > 0 so as to t + kou(t)> = 0 for all t.

Proof. Tt is obvious kg > 0. Let f(t) = t + 2u(t)?. f(t) has minimum since f(0) > 0, f(—o0) = 0 and
f(t) < 0 for large negative enough ¢. Since u(t) # 0 for t < oo, there exists k such that t+2u(t)?+ku(t)? >
0 for all t. Obviously, such k£ has minimum. O

Remark 6.2. By the preceding proof, we know kg > 2. To calculate kg numerically, we use ko =
— min (ut—2), by which kg is calculated up to more than 100 digits. Though kg is so accurately known, its
“closed form” is still unknown. ko ~ 2.1228589561253469 is achieved at t ~ —1.188111911480737877.
In the following, ko < % is needed. The proof of kg < % is somewhat technical and digressed, so we put
it in Appendiz [4l.

A visualized estimation of kg is given by Figure 2.

§N| o+

t—2

Figure 2. Estimate kg by the graph of ut—z The green curve is the plot of u—tZ and
t

the horizontal red line is y = —2.2. By the graph, it is obvious min (F) > —2.2,
ie., ko < 2.2.

Lemma 6.3. If a solution of (£.0)-({{.7) has properties ¢1(to) > 0, ¢2(to) > 0 and ¢o(to) > 0 and
2go(to) — 2=2u(t)py(to) > 0, then

(1) ¢1(t), ¢2(t), ¢o(t) and 2¢o(t) — k"G_Qu(t)qﬁl (t) are all monotonic decreasing on (—o0,to];

(2) ¢1(t) == 0, $a(t) —— o0 and ¢y (t) ——> o.

(3)

$1(t)

, . a(t)
tEIPOO Bo(t) ! :

’ t*{IP(D o (t)

10

(6.1)

u(t) =




Correspondingly, near t = —o0,

=)
—~
~
~
I
)
—~
—
~—
Q
—~
~
~
I
+
)
—~
[
~
~
vl
~—

(6.2)

di( do(to) — kOG_QU(t)%(tO))
2
3

= (;U/(t)¢1 (to) — %U(to)%(to)) u' (to) 1 (to) — kOG_ 2U(on) (—§¢2(t0))
= 1)1 (10) — T u(to)a(to).

By Remark G2 ko < 2. Therefore, % (200(to) — 22=2u(to)¢1(to)) < 0. So we have ¢1(tg — €) >
$1(t0) > 0, ga(to — €) > ¢2(to) > 0, ¢o(to —€) > ¢s(to) > 0 and 2¢o(t) — L2u(t) s (t)]e=to—c >
2go(t) — k"G_Qu(t)qﬁl (t)|t=t, > 0. This process can be repeated endlessly. So the first statement of the

lemma is proved.
(2) By the preceding proof, ¢1(t) > 0, ¢a2(t) > 0, ¢\ (t) = f§¢2(t) < 0 and ¢,(t) < f%(
kou(t)?)¢1(t) < 0. So both ¢1(t) and ¢2(t) grow exponentially to infinity as t — —oo. By ¢ (t)
3/ ()1 (8) = Fu(t)d(t), do(t) ——=> o0 is got.
(3) Let 1 = hm ilggu( ) and x9 = hm iigtg We apply L’Hospital’s rule to obtain the values

of 1 and xo. It is legal since ¢1 (¢)u(t) t_)—oo> 0, ¢a(t) =55 o0, ¢o(t) ==L 0 and #p(t) < 0 for

t < tg. Then by L’Hospital’s rule and (£.5)-([47)), we obtain the algebram equations for z1 and o

+

(63) xr1 = w )
3 u((tt)) 1= Fu(t)ze
1 t+2u(t) 2
6 u(®) 1= g’u(t)
(64) To = 1u w(t
3

1~ 2u(t)ws

Note t in ([63)-(G4)) should be understood as t — —oo. The algebraic equations (6.3)-([6.4) for z; and x9
have 3 set of solutions. Considering

(6.5) u(t) = %t (1 - %(—t)_?’ _ 17_238(_t)—6 _ %2547(_0—9 + ) ’

we can write out explicitly the 3 set of solutions as following.

1 3 1 3
Set A: 1 =14+ —(-t) 2 +--+, o=1——%(—t)"2+---
! \/5( ) 2 4\/5( )
57 3 39 3
Set B a1 = —8(—t) + 2L by — 2B(—)E - Sty
1 3 1 3
Set C: z1=1——(—t)"2+-+, a90=—-1——(—t)"2+---
= : NoA
The solutions of Set 2 and Set 3 are contradictory with the fact that z; > 0 and zo > 0. So we get (6.1)).
Considering g2(t) = G2(t) — 1 and u(t) ~ 4/ 3¢, (62) is immediately obtained. O

By Proposition [6.6] we will see (G.I)) is the general case.

Proposition 6.4. Fori=1,2,0 and j = 2,0, ®;; are all positive and monotonic decreasing. Further-
more, all of them approach to positive infinity as t — —o0.
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Proof. (1) j = 2 case.

t—0 t—0

Both @12( ) 2% 04 and ®oy(t) =25 0, are obvious. By ®py(t) =2 %e*%tsﬂt*%, we get
Doy (t) 22 o+ Further, 2®0y(f) — f=2u(t)®15(t) = gizho_e= 57173 + O(t™2)). Thus 2®ps(t) —
k“6 u(t)P12(t) 2%, 04. By Lemmam we proved the proposition for j = 2.

(2) j =0 case.

From

4 ot b ot boos _243/2 3 s _nu
_W (Al(w)J;oBl(m)u(S)dS—Bl(w)J;oAl(m)u(S)dS) =e 3 (mt 4 +O(t 4))

and

2; (Al(gf/g)ﬁ&(gfm) (s)ds B1(3f/3)f;Ai(32%)u(s)ds> _ 3 (sj—t__ O(t_%)>7

dyy 22 0, and P9 oo, 04 are obtained. Obviously, ®go(t) 1201 > 0. Also, @00(15) —
k“(;Qu(t)CI)lo(t) L=, 2 > 0. By Lemma [6.3] the proposition is also true for j = 0. O

[~

Proposition 6.5. For any fixed finite real to, if co = 0, ¢ > 0 and c1 is sufficiently small, then
c1 P11 4+ caPio + co P10, c1 P21 + caPao + coPag and c1Po1 + caPo2 + coPoo are all monotonic decreasing
and positive on (—0,to]. Furthermore, c1Pp1 + c2a®o2 + coPoo > 0 for t = to.

Proof. Let ¢ (t) =c1P11 + 2P + P10, Qﬁg(ﬁ) = 1DPao1 + caPos + coPoo and Qﬁo(t) =c1Po1 + 2P +
co®go. It is obvious there exists 1 > 0 such that ¢1(tg) > 0, ¢2(to) > 0, do(to) > 0 and %gbo(to) —
k06—2u(t0)¢1 (to) > 0 for any |c1| < d1, since they are all greater than 0 for ¢; = 0. By Lemma[6.3] ¢ (),
@2(t) and ¢g(t) are positive and monotonic decreasing for ¢ < ty. By (B.6), there exists d > 0 such that
@o(t) > 0 for all t € [tg, ) for |c1]| < da, since ca®Poa(t) + coPoo(t) > 0 for all t > tg. Let 6 = min(dy, d2).
Then, if |c1] < 3, ¢1(¢), ¢2(t) and ¢o(t) have all the desired properties. O

After changing of variables s = 1/—t, G1(5) = d1(t), da(s) = da(t), do(s) = do(t), we can see the ODE
system for ¢1(s),p2(s) and ¢o(s) satisfies all the requirements of Theorem 12.3 of [21]. After changing
the variables back, we get the following result.

Proposition 6.6. Att= —o0, ¢1(t) and ¢=2(t) and ¢o(t) have asymptotics

(6.6) $1(t) ~ kp x @1p(t) + ko x p10(t) + kn x p1n(1),
(6.7) ¢2(t) ~ kp x ap(t) + ko x pa0(t) + kn x pan (1),
(6.8) Po(t) ~ kp x pop(t) + ko x poo(t) + kn x won (1),
where
_ (Vo r £ By 20T -t L) (LB eBE e
09 eup(t) = (Va0 07w St ) (B0
(15 py-g 1018 g 254TIOL s )b (-
(6:10) 2 (t) = { 1= 222 (=) = 3005 (=)™ ~ 5om0ava ") ) (=t)re !

s 145
48+/2 1024(
551671
10368 2239488
1 1273 20411827

(
(
( |
(6.13) p20(t) = <4(t)1 — S 07 - Tm(t)7+"'> (—0)t,
(
(
(
(

—t —3+7t_§+...
) 13271044/2

(—=t)7%+

(6.11) @op(t) =

1496311 9 )
9

22894539769
(6.12) p10(t) = T 930IR8

(=) +

1 5 1009 un 6873355 17 1
6.14 )=—=(-t) "2+ ——=(—t)"2 + ————(=t)"2 +--- | (=t)75,

(6.15) pun(t) = —\/5(—1&)_%4——(—15)_2—159312\7/5(—15)_%+--->(—t)ﬁe_¥(_t)3/2,

(—=t)7% +

N . 1013
48+/2 3072

2547101 9
6.16 t) = T (—8)T2 4+
(616) ot riorvs Y
7T s 145 _ 1496311 o 1 23 32
t72 — ——(—t 3+7t2+... —t)12 o (=1 .
48+/2 1024( ) 1327104+4/2 ) (=t)re
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(6.17) @on(t) =



Remark 6.7. Proposition gives a straightforward explanation for the 3 sets of solutions appearing
in the proof of Lemma 63 If kp # 0, the limits are given by the Set A. If kp = 0 and ko # 0, the
limits are given by the Set B. Else if kp = ko = 0, the limits are given by the Set C. There is no other
possibility for the limits. However, the understanding of Proposition[6.0l is subtle: for example, if in case
the best approzimation (obtained by optimal truncation) of u(t) by its asymptotic series has an error

g(—t)w, the lower order terms in (6.0)-(6.8) lost their meaning for REAL t.

Fortunately, the error order of the best approximation of u(t) by its asymptotic series is e~ (=" 8o all

terms in (6.0)-(68) are contributing.

So we have constructed two sets of solutions for (LO)-[T): at t = o, we have (1, P2, Po i),
i = 1,2,0; and at t = —oo, we have (914,92, %0,), i = P,O,N. Therefore, they only differ by a
constant matrix

more than the order of e~

Q11(t) Pi2(t) Pio(t) e1p(t) @i0(t) @in(t) kp1 kp2 kpo
(6.18) D1 (t) Poa(t) Pao(t) | = | w2r(t) @20(t) wan(t) ko1 ko2 koo
o1 (t) Po2(t) Poo(t) wor(t) woo(t) won(t) kn1 kn2 kno

D;;(t) 2P, wfori = 2,0 and j = 1,2,0 mean kps > 0 and kpg > 0. In fact, their approximate values

are kpa ~ 0.1678571 and kpg ~ 0.6235798. More accurate values of them are given in Section [l where
they are determined up to more than 100 digits.
Now we are able to prove Theorem

Proof. Let co = 0 and ¢; be sufficiently small. Define ¢;(¢) = ¢1P11 + c2a®P12 + 1o, d2(t) = 1 P2y +
02@22 + @20, ¢0(t) = 01@01 + 02@02 + q)oo. Then ¢1 (t), ¢2(t) and ¢0(t) satisfy m—m Next define
@) = SHFu(t) and a(t) = S2u(t). By @), Go(t) and oft) satisfy @2)-@3). By Proposition
63 G2(t) and «(t) are smooth on (—oo, ). By Proposition and [6.6) G2(t) and «(t) have desired
asymptotics at t = 00 and t = —o0. O

7 Numerical experiments about Figure 1

In this section, we give the details to generate Figure 1. A few important data, such as the numerical
values of the connection data, are also given, as well as some interesting observations from the numerical
experiments.

7.1 Description of the procedure

By Section [l we know the singularities of ¢2(¢) and «(t) are completely determined by the zeroes
of ¢o(t) = Poo(t) + c1Po1(t) + caPo2(t). So our first step is to obtain the numerical solutions of ®;;(¢),

i,7 =1,2,0, for t € [tn,tp]. Since ¢o(t) £2%, 1 > 0, we must require ¢o(—0) = 0 in order that ga(¢)

and «(t) have no zeroes for t € (—o0, 00). Therefore, our second step is to compute the matrix elements
kpi, kps and kpg, which will reflect the main behaviors of the solution near ¢ = —oo. For moderate
t, we use the numerical solutions to resolve if ¢¢(t) has zeroes, which constitutes our last step. More
precisely, we determine the boundary between Rgmooth and Rginguiar by seeking the minimal ¢y such that
Do (t) + c1Po1(t) + c2Po2(t) = 0 for all t € (—o0, ) for given ¢; € R. Since Pga(t) > 0, the problem is

simplified to find the minimum of % + 01% for given ¢y, i.e., cg = — WE?POI&OO) (% c1 %).

Obviously, we have to do numerical integration of ODEs. Currently, the most precise ODE integrator,
such as Taylor[I4] or high-order Runge-Kutta, can integrate an ODE numerically with precision up to
1000 digits. For convenience, we use the build-in ‘NDSolve’ of Mathematica to do the numerical inte-
gration for ({.2)-(43). The default option of ‘NDSolve’ is inappropriate to do high-precision numerical
integration. By explicitly giving the ‘Method’ option of ‘NDSolve’, we can force it to use the Gauss-
Legendre Runge-Kutta method, which is suitable for the high-precision purpose. To save running time,
we manage to let the typical precision be of order 107120 [ . The stages of the Runge-Kutta method
are set according to the precision goal of the numerical integration. As a rule, we always let the stages
greater than 100, i.e, the order of the numerical scheme is always more than 200. The step-sizes h are
chosen as 0.01 < h < 0.05. By rough but careful estimations for each case, we guarantee that the errors

Tt does not mean the final error or final relative error is less than 107120, Tt just mean, the relative error is less than
10~120 for every step.
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generated by the numeric scheme itself are always negligible, comparing to the errors that exist on the
boundaries and are propagated by the ODE system.

7.2 Determine Tp

Tp is determined by two key factors: the truncation orders of ®;; at t = o0 and the precision goal of
the numerical integration. We use (&.I))-(5.9) as the truncation of ®;; since the higher order truncation
will involve multiple integrals, which is difficult to get satisfactory high-precision results.

We demand the error of ®;;(¢) at ¢t = 0 is of order 107'2%. For the solution ®;;(¢), we can show their

3/2 /
o t

B 3/2 120 ;
g P = 107", we get tp ~ 45.888. For convenience, we

errors at ¢ = 0 are of order e~ . Solving e~ b
set tp = 46, at which the relative errors are of order e~ 546" ~ 2.19 x 107181, So we set the precision goal
of the numeric scheme as 107%2 in computing ®;;(t). By a similar way, we could show it is appropriate
to set tp = 36 and the precision goal as 107!2° in computing ®;2(t). In computing ®;0(t), we also use

tp = 36 and the precision 107120,

7.3 Determine Ty

B0 R

By ([6.6)-([E.8), each ko term contributes to a portion of order e~ . By solving e~
107129, we get t ~ —91.7761. This means the ko terms can be neglected when ¢t < —91.7761. For
convenience, we set Ty = —92.

7.4 The numerical solution of w(t)

For computation efficiency, the numerical solution of w(t) is first obtained independently on [tas, ty].
We demand the max error of u(t) is of order 107120, Since the best approximation of u(t) by (6.5 has
an error of order e~(=9””, ¢, is obtained by solving e~(=9"* = 107120, i.e., t3; ~ —42.42. For safety,
we set tyy = —44. So, for ty <t < tpr, we use the asymptotic expansion ([G.5) up to the (=)~ term
to compute u(t). For tpr <t < ty, u(t) is obtained by the high-precision numerical integration of (IIT]).

Let

u(t) = u(t) + eZ (t),

where € is an infinitesimal, and @ also satisfies (LTT)). Then % (¢) satisfies

" (t) = (t+ 6u(t)’) % (t).

As u(t) =22, St+---, % (t) is of order 3(=20"" Tn the numerical experiments, € (t) is understood
as the error. So € ~ 3 x 107240 in order that at t = —44 the error is of order 10712°, Then the error of

u(t) at t = 0 should be of order 10724°. The computational error of u(t) behaves like €, Ai(t) for ¢ > 0.
So, the relative error at ¢ = tz; should also be of order 107240, For safety, we manage the relative error
at t =ty to be of order 10250,

The value of ¢y is related to how u(t) is approximated near ¢ = co. We take

t t

(7.1) u(t) ~ Ai(t) — 27rAi(t)f Bi(s)Ai(s)*ds + ZwBi(t)f Ai(s)'ds
a0 a0
as the approximation of u(t). The error order of the approximation (Z.I) is about e~ % " So the

relative error is of order e~ 5¢"*. By solving e— 5t = 107250, ¢ty ~ 35.985 is obtained. For convenience,
we set tg = 36. We use 250 digits in computing the numerical solution of w(t).

7.5 Transformations to avoid small step size

Fixing the step size, the Runge-Kutta method will be generally more accurate to integrate a slow-
varying system. To see the crux, let us consider the approximation of et"” by polynomials. It is easy
to see that the relative error of the approximation on interval [100,100.01] is almost the same as the one
on interval [1,1.1] when using the same degree of approximation polynomials. This means smaller step
size is needed for large t if the system increases or decreases too fast. To avoid the small step size for
large |t|, we use Table 1 to transform the fast variables to slow ones.
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Table 1: Transformations used to transform the fast variables to the slow ones
fast variables t<—1 -1<t<1 t>1
u u(t) u(t) a(t) = u(t)eit”
B11(t) = Byp(t)e=5t"
. = _ ,2\_/5(,15)3/2 ~4 _ ,2,53/2
q)ila 1= 1, 2,0 q)zl(t) = @il(t)e 9 q)zl(t) (1)21 (t) = (I)Ql(t)e 9
(i)()l(t) = @01 (t)eétd/z
B1a(t) = Pya(t)edt’”
Bip, i =1,2,0. | Bin(t) = Bin(t)e 0 D (t) Boa(t) = oy (t)edt””
Boa(t) = Poa(t)est™”
(i)lo(t) = @10@)6%)53 :
B, i =1,2,0. | Dig(t) = Byo(t)e (D M) Bog(t) = oo (t)edt””
Boo(t) = (Boo(t) — 1)est””
7.6 Numerical results
The main numerical results are displayed in Figure 1.
7.6.1 The values of kpy, kps and kpg
In principle, kp;, i = 1,2,0, can be computed by any of tEr_noo %, t_;_oo %((tt)) or tli)r_noo %. In

our numerical experiments, we use

_ Doi(tn)

(72) ke = wor(tn)’

which is a little more accurate than the other two choices. In (Z.2), ®o;(tx) are obtained directly from
the numerical integration of ODEs of ®,;, while pop(tx) is calculated by its asymptotic expansion (G.1T]),
where @op(t) is computed up to the term ¢y, x (*t)354(*t)ﬁ6¥(7t)3/2. It is not surprising that 3y,
is very large since (G.I)) is an asymptotic expansion. In fact, the term ¢35, x (—¢)35* contributes about
1.74545 x 107126 at t = —92. So kp; is determined with an approximate precision of 107120, The final

numerical results of kp; are

(7.3) kp1 = —0.0969123435570255523226380385083332 - - - ,
(7.4) kpo = 0.167857102921338590132168687360301197 - - - |
(7.5) kpo = 0.62357981669501424223251084362366955 - - - .

7.6.2 ®,;(t) near t =0
By @I)-ET), @39)-@I1) and C3)-(Z5), the main behaviors of ®,;(t) at t = +0o have been de-

scribed. We demonstrate their behaviors on the “transition zone” by Figures 3, 4 and 5.

31 Dy
2 L
1 L

0 Doy

o
(V)
ot
=
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Figure 3. Plots of ®1;1 (red), P21 (green) and Pgy (blue). At any ¢, P11(¢) is
always the largest. ®g;(t) and ®2;(t) intersect at ¢ ~ —4.3166745.

4 4
Dp2
3 L
\ |
Do 012 L
\
+ + + + t t — t
-4 -3 -2 -1 O 1 2 3 4

Figure 4. Plots of @15 (red), P22 (green) and Pg2 (blue). All of them are posi-
tive. There are 4 intersections in the figure: ¢; ~ 3.30090866, to ~ —1.7223227,
ts3 ~ 735443904, ty ~ —3.72852126. For t > tl, (I)Qg(t) > (I)lg(t) > @02(15).
For th >t > tQ, (I)lg(t) > @22(15) > (I)OQ(t). For to >t > t3, (I)lg(t) >
(I)OQ(f) > @22(15) For t3 >t > f4, (I)OQ(t) > (I)lg(f) > (I)Qg(t) For t < f4,
(I)OQ(f) > (I)Qg(f) > @12(15)

+ + + + t t t 1t
-4 -3 -2 -1 O 1 2 3 4

Figure 5. Plots of @19 (red), ®39 (green) and P®go (blue). All of them are
positive. For all ¢, ®go(t) > Poo(t) > P1o(t).

7.6.3 The critical point P,

In Section [Z.I] we have explained ¢ = — min ((C}I;L(? +c iL(t)) on the boundary between
Vte(—00,00) 02() 02(t)

Rsmooth and Rgingular. Given ci, let the minimum is achieved at ¢ = ¢,. The numerical results show the
t. is unique for any given c¢;. So, on the boundary cure, ¢, = ¢,(c1). It is obvious that both ¢, and co
must approach to 0 when ¢; — —o0. As ¢ increases gradually to P, t, decreases and finally approaches
to —oo as displayed by Figure 6.

Cc1

_210 1 2 P,
C2

Figure 6. Plots of ¢y (red) and ¢, (green). The co curve, which is the boundary
between Rgpooth and Rginguiar, is smooth. Though it looks very like a straight
line, it is indeed a curve. The ¢, curve has apparently a singularity near ¢; =
—1Ee0 & 3.217236287.

kp1
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On the right of P., the minimum is always achieved at ¢t = —o0, i.e., t, = —00. So we have

kpo kp1 kpo  kp1
7.6 02=—<—+01— =——— — ——¢q,
(7.6) kpo kpa kpa  kpo
which is the straight line right of P. in Figure 1. For the critical point P., the interesting observation
from the numerical experiment is ¢; = —%% Then, from ([Z), ¢z = —% zig at P..

7.6.4 The values of k01, k/’og, koo, kNl, kNQ and kNO

Integrating u(t) and ®;;(t) numerically along the path O-A-B in Figure 7, we have obtained the
values of kp1, kps and kpg with about 120 digits of precision. But ko1, ko2, koo, kn1, kn2 and kno
can not be obtained in this way. To calculate them, we have to extend our numerical integration from
the real line to the complex plane of ¢t as displayed by Figure 7.

B Im(t)
D \\\
C \\
B A X Re(t)
92 —4 70
. //
A /
Figure 7. Paths used to integrate ®;;(t). /ZBOD = L and /BOE =
%arccos(%) ~ 0.879372. The boundary between the light yellow region

W. ®;; at point D are used to cal-
culate ko1, ko2 and kog. kn1, kn2 and kng are calculated from ®;; at point
E. For precision reason, we use path O-C-D rather than arc BD to numerically
integrate the ODEs for ®;;. Path O-E is used for the same reason. u(t) on the
path in the light green region is obtained by the numerical integration of (LII))
while on the path in the light yellow region it is calculated by the expansion

6.3) up to the (—t)~** term.

and the light green one is r =

We compute ko; by ko; = %W, where ¢ is chosen as the point D. The argument of

D is chosen by solving e B2 (92)” cos(30+3) _ 1090, ie., m — 6 ~ 0.699535. For simplicity, we choose
T—0= %. It is easy to show that i)ij lost their precision when they are integrated numerically along
arc BD starting from B. So we integrate them numerically along the ray O-D, by which @j can be
guaranteed to have about 120 digits of precision. kp; obtained by this way can be shown to have about
60 digits of precision, which is almost the best that we can expect for the computation of ko; when u(0)
is computed with about 240 digits of precision.

To compute ky;, we use ky; = ®2i(t)—kp: fo‘zﬁg)_kmxwo
2‘7/5(92)3/2 cos($6+3F) _ 1030

, where t is chosen as the point E. The

argument of E is chosen by solving e . At the first sight, one may want to

evaluate ky; from ®;; on the dotted line. But [10] has proved

(7.7) u(t) = \/; (1 + 0((ft)“°’/2>) + Q;ﬁ(t)-%e—%—t)“ (1 + o(t—%)) ,

for 2& < arg(t) < 4E. So we should not use the expansions (6.9)-(6I7) near § = 2F. Considering the

exponential term of (7)), we can show ky; are best calculated near E. Also, it can be shown that ky;
calculated in this way have about 30 digits of precision.
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The final numerical values of k;;, i = O, N, j = 1,2,0, are

(7.8) kb, = (k51)* = 0.474787653555570800096 - - - + i x 0.091372926529406526556 - - - ,
(7.9) kly = (kaz)* = 0.274118779588219579669 - - - — i x 0.158262551185190266698 - - - ,
(7.10) klo = (kaz)* = —1.018336045084649924885 - - - — i x 0.58793658975512151298 - - - |
(7.11) ki, = (k;,l)* = —0.19583328674156168848 - - - + i x 0.048456171778512776161 - - -,
(7.12) ko = (k;m)* = 0.0484561717785127761613 - - - + 1 x 0.083928551460669295066 - - - ,
(7.13) ko = (k;,o)* = —0.360023975030083963185 - - - .

From our numerical results, we observe that k:;\r,l = (77‘{5 — %1) kp1, k:;\r,Q = (% + %1) kpsy and
k;{,o = *%kpo with the errors less than 1073°, which are consistent with the estimated precision of
the numerical k7, ki, and k;{,o. Also it is observed that (:éi)* = f% with more than 60 digits of
precision.

7.6.5 The solution corresponding to P,

Let us consider the solutions of ([@H)-([@7T) described by Figure 1. We note that the solution corre-
sponding to P. in Figure 1 has a special property. For simplicity, we scale the solution as

(I)c = ((I)lca (I)Qca (I)Oc)
2 1 1
= — (P10, P20, Poo) — 7— (P11, P21, Po1) — 7— (P12, P22, Po2) -
kpo kp1 kp2
By the numerical connection data (T3WZ.H) and (C])-(TI3), it is easy to verify (within the tolerance of

precision) @,(t) ~——2> —24/3 (p1n (1), wan (), on (£)). So this special solution decreases exponentially

to 0 as t — —oo. We also note the other bounded solutions at ¢ = —oo, which are spanned by ®. and
k—il (P11, Po1, Po1) — k_iu (P12, Pag, Po2), decrease algebraically@ to 0.

8 The wave function of Painlevé 11

The Lax pair of Painlevé II is

Ay -
8.1 — = LoV
(3. 0 = Low,,
Ay -
8.2 — = By
(32) )

where Lo and By are defined by 24) and (ZH). Unlike in Section 2] where g is vector, here, ¥y is a
2 X 2 matrix.
Define the six regions in the complex z-plane as

Qj={$

Equation ([8J]) has 6 canonical solutions \ng)(x) defined in the regions Q;, j =1,---,6,

9 )
g+JT7T<argx<g+%ﬂ'}, j=12..--,6.

, s 23 _at), j— 2 j
) (2) w,([+%+...)e(6 2)3, g+jT7r<argx<g+%ﬂ'.

For convenience, we denote Q7 = €1 and \1187) = \Ilél). If Uy is known, then u(t) can be recovered by
U = (m1)21 = *(m1)12-
The sector Q; overlaps with €2;11. In the crossover region,

(8.3) D

1
2Just as the asymptotic series hints, the numerical results show the decrease looks very like (—t)~ 6.
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For the case that u(t) is the Hastings-McLeod solution,

s =( 4 1) s -ma s - (

1

1

1 -1 1

Sé4) = ( 0 1 ) ’ S(()5) = 12><27 S(()6) = ( 0

Define Y (2,t) by

— = = O
N

3
x zt
2 )"3

(8.4) YO (z,t) = 09 (a, pe(

For convenience, we call both \Il((Jj ) and Y as the wave functions of Painlevé II.
By ®3), YY) satisfy the Riemann-Hilbert problem illustrated by Figure 8.

+Im(z)

1 0 1 eze'—sfwt
23
| ) 0 1

Yy (@) Yy (6)
Y2 = y®) vy = y(6) )
Re(x)
y(®3) y (5)

1 0 Y 4) 1 _e%g—zt
3
e*t=F 1 0 1

YO 225 1.,

Figure 8. The original Riemann-Hilbert Problem.

To prove Theorem [[L3] a detailed analysis for the case t — o0 is needed. So we deform the original
Riemann-Hilbert problem to Figure 9.

1 0 . 1 -
. m Ly €
( _emt=5 ) YWey ( 0 1

Y3 = y®) vy (6) — y(6)

v Ly@

YO y® y©) Z2% 1,
Figure 9. The final Riemann-Hilbert Problem.

By solving the Riemann-Hilbert problem of Y, one gets the following result.
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Lemma 8.1. Y and Y®) have the following asymptotics:

(A) For x — o and fized t, Y ©) (x,t) has expansion YO (x,t) = Iy + m) 4 ...

x

(B) For x — —co and fized t, Y3 (z,t) has expansion Y ®)(x,t) = Irxo + mlT(t) +--

(C) lim Y (z,t) = Ixo and lim Y (2,t) = Ioxo.

1 1
T—>00,t—00,t 7 |z —~/t|—00 T——00,t—00,t % |z+1/t| >0

1 ﬁfxt
R N

1 1 0
(E) Fortﬁocand\/f+t€_2<:c<0,Y(3)H< 5 )

761157% 1
(W) —ut —t? —u
In both cases (A) and (B), mi(t) = ( u — ()2 4t tu?

Lemma [BT]is already known, see for example [10].

Remark 8.2. Because of (Z10), at t = —o0, k(t) is ‘smaller’ than other quantities in the formulae. It
18 unnecessary to estimate Y3 and Y© so accurately at t = —o0.

Lemma BJ] fulfils parts of our purpose to prove (L3)). In fact we still need more detailed behaviour
of Y®) on & = k+/t. For completeness, we also give the results for Y ().

Before we study the asymptotics of Y (6) (x,t) and y®) (z,t) along x = k+/t, let us first write down
the ODEs for them, which our study will rely on.

By &), Y satisfies

vy . t 2 ,
d:c = Loy(k) + (5 — %) Y(])O'g,
ay . T
— B YR L 2y,
dt R

The detailed formulae are

oo a6 (it 2 (G )
S0)- (o ) ()
() - (uanay ) (08,
w 2(08)-(3 ) (%)

Along the line z = k+/t, by

YD (kNVEE)  k dYY)(x,t) N dY' W) (z,t)

N , j=3,6,
dt 24/t dz - dt -
we get
j —ku(t)? 2_ .
(59) d ( i ) _ ( ) — ) ) ( v )
dt Y2(1]) E=2(t) + %u’(t) fk% Y2(1J)
d(v9\ () E2y () - (1) vo)
(810) dt (7) - k2_92 k , ku(t)2 0 .
Yo) =u(t) + eV (t) NG v,
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8.1 The asymptotics of Y% (2, ¢) for 2 — o0 and t — o« along = = k+v/t

In this case k > 0. First let us assume k # 1. By Lemma Rl we know Y1(16) — 1 and Y2(26) — 1.
Therefore, the approximate differential equations for Y2(16 ) and Y1(26 ) along = = k+/t are

dy©) _ B=k)k 1@ k=2 k
11 —Y, = ————VtY; —Ai —A
(8.11) PTRLI! 5 ViYy” + 5 (t)+2\/1()
d e (k*—3)k ©  K—2
(8.12) Y = T\/ZY12 + =5 Ait) - WAI (t),
while the approximate differential equations for Y2(16 ) and Y1(26 ) for fixed but large ¢t are
d
(8.13) EYQ(E) = (t — )Y, + zAi(t) + Al'(2),
d
(8.14) TV = (2 + zAi() - AT(0).
x
8.1.1 v,Y

Case 0 <k < 2:
In this casdd, the solution of ®ID) is

¢
(8.15) 5/2(16) _ Tl(k)eg<3_k2)t3/2 +€§(3—k2)t3/2J' RGO k2 _2A( )+ iAl( ) ds.
o 2 2V/s
The solution of (8I3) is
(8.16) V9 = oy (t)etr—37° 4 e’ J et 5% (sAQ(t) + AT (1)) ds
Vi

(8I8) and (BI6) must coincide at x = k+/t. Therefore, we have

Cr(t) = Ta(k) = f 535772 <’€ — 2 Ais )+%Al( )) ds
k/t 5
(8.17) - L{ 35 (5Ai() + AT (1)) ds.

Note that the right-side of (8I7) is a solution of akat (k,t) = 0. So (BIT) determines Ci(t) and
Y1 (k) up to a constant. But we know Y;(k) = 0 for k € (0,/3]. So we get

(8.18) Cit) = L: e~ 3o (lAl( )+ ﬁAl( )) ds.

Taking the ¢t — oo limit of (8I7) and considering (8IF]), we obtain
(8.19) Ti(k) =0, ke(0,2).

Therefore, the final result for 0 < k < 2 is

t 2
2\,3/2 2 3/2 k — 2
V{9 o 8 B-R)E f e§(k*=3)s” ( Ai(s) + = A )) ds.
2t 0 2 ( 2\/_ (

Case k = 2:
Similar to the case 0 < k < 2, we can also derive

T1(2) = 0.

Thus

t
2,3/2 2 .3/2 . 1 .
Y2(1) ~ e 3t J es? <A1(s) + —AI/(S)) ds.
) Vs
3By the result of Riemann-Hilbert problem, Y2(16) — 0 and Y2(26) — 1 are still true for & = 1.
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Case k > 2:
In this case, the solution of (8IT]) is

¢ 2
(8.20) Y2(16) = T1(k)e§(3_k2)t3/2 + 5Bk f 5 (k7 =3)s% (k _ 2Ai(s) + LAi’(s)) ds.
¢ 2 2./s

Clearly, the first term can be neglected. Thus for k > 2,

S 32 (k2 —2
(8.21) V{9~ e8E—R)E f 5 (k7 =3)s” ( Ai(s) + 5= A¥ (s )) ds.
ta

Note t4 is a fixed arbitrary real number.

Remark 8.3. As k — o0, (821) is consistent with Yyy) =% 2]

8.1.2 Y.
For all k£ > 0, (812)) has the solution

t 2
(8.22) ( ) Tg(k)e§<kz—3)t3/2 +€§(k2_3)t3/2J' eh(3-k")sY? (k — 2Ai(s) _ iAi’(s)) ds.
0

Since ([822) has to approach 0 as t — o, we have To(k) = 0 for k > /3.
The solution of ([814) is

(8.23) Y1(26) = Cz(t)(ftﬁém3 + eftH%zsf ets =55 (sAi(s) — Ai'(s)) ds
Vit

By the consistence of (822) and (823) for = = kv/t, we get

Co(t) — YTalk) = f §(3-K7)s"? <k22Ai( )——A (s )) s

. 2

k\/i 1.3
(8.24) — L/Z e 75 (sAi(s) — Ai'(s)) ds

Unlike the case of Y2(16 ), we can not recklessly take the k — 1 limit of B24).
Let us fix k, k > 1. Consider the asymptotics of (824 as ¢ — c0. The first term of the right-side of
(B24) can be neglected since it is exponentially small for ¢ — c0. So we have

NG
Ca(t) — To(k) ~ —f s 15" (Ai(t)s — A¥(t))ds

Vi
k—1
_ J A (i) VAL 4 ) - ())\/—dr
0
© 3/2 2 2 3
~ —f e T (1 Tp2g o ) WL+ 1) — ()x/dr
0
11 .
2 e =4
(8.25) 5 1ovym 1728f T

By the condition that To(k) = 0 for k > V3, we get

(8.26) Co(t) = —= — T

Similarly, for 0 < k& < 1, we have

(8.27) O (t) — Ta(k) =



Therefore,
To(k)=-1, 0<k<l.

Thus,

0, k>1,
(8.28) T2(k) = { ~-1, 0<k<l.

One should not try to get the expression of Ca(t) by setting k = 1 in (824)), since YT2(1) is not defined.
We claim that

(8.29) Colt) = f% - % L: e3e (Ai(s) + %Ai’(s)) ds.

Proof. Let kp = 1+6—%+%63+- - and ky = 1—6—%—%634—- -+ be the two roots Of%(3—k2)/€ = %—62,
€ > 0. Then

1

1
Cg(t)Jr = = —(Cz(t)fTQ(kp)JrCQ(t) 7T2(l€N))
2 2
t ./ ./
_ (2752)53/2 71 A Al (S) i 2 . Al (S) o

Loe 3 ( 5 < i(s) + 7 + 3¢ 4Ai(s) + 7 + ds
kp\/i kN\/{

_f "'ds‘f o ds,
Vit Vi

Since 4Ai(s)+% — e—35°7 (%s_i — #S_% + - -), we only need to show 11_1,% € SZO e=<s smids =

2.3/2 1

0. But €2 Szo e sTads = Zey/m (Erf(et%) - 1). Therefore, we set € = €(t) smaller than ¢t~™ for any
n > 2 for example, €(t) = e~*. Then the terms Sf}%ﬂ -ds, Sf}:ﬂ --ds and St L2 (4Ai(s) + #) ds

o 12 s

can all be neglected. So (829) is obtained. O

Remark 8.4. For k — oo, (823) with (828) is consistent with Y1(26) ~ -2

Altogether, (822) with (828) is convenient for estimating Y1(26 ) on z = kvt k # 1, and B23) with
(B29) is proper for estimating Y1(26 ) near z = /1.

8.2 The asymptotics of Y® (z,t) for + — —c0 and ¢t — o along = = kv/t

The behaviour of Y (3) are similar to Y (®) presented in Section 11

In this case, k < 0. x = —+/t is the dividing line. By Lemma [81] we know Yl(lg) — 1 and Y2(23) — 1.

Therefore, the approximate differential equations for Y2(13 ) and Y1(23 ) along z = k+/t are

d 3—k2k k2 —2 k
(8.30) %y;? — %mﬁ + AN + Q—ﬁAi’(t),
d (3) (/{32 - S)k (3) -2 k iy
8.31 —YV = ——2\/tY. —A — ——A
( ) PTREE 5 ViYy, + 5 i(t) W i'(t)

The approximate differential equations for V3 and Vi) for fixed but large ¢ are
21 12 g

d

(8.32) d—Y2(13> = (t —2*)Y,P + zAi(t) + Al(2),
X
d

(8.33) TV = (2 + zAi() - A1),
X

8.2.1 vY

The behaviour of Y1(23 ) is similar to Y2(16 ),
Case -2 <k < 0:
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In this case, the solution of (831 is

t 2
(8.34) VLY = Ta(k)efW - | 58 f chErs (K 220500 K avis)) ds.
© 2 2¢/s

The solution of (833) is

(8.35) VS = Cy(t)etotae’ 4 omtatye’ f €55 (sAi(t) — Ai'(t)) ds.
Vi
So we have
t c 2y .3/2 k2 - 2 k:
Cs3(t) — Y3(k) = Jeé<3k)5/< Ais—Ai’s)ds
3(t) — Ts(k) . 5 Alls) NG (s)

k\/i 1.3
(8.36) — f €75 (sAi(t) — Ai'(t)) ds.

—Vi

By T3(k) = 0 for k € [-+/3,0), we get

2 .3/2

t
(8.37) Cs(t) = J e 3° <—Ai(s) + —Ai’(s)) ds.
0
Taking the ¢t — co limit of (830) and considering (83T), we obtain

(8.38) Ts(k) =0, ke (-2,0).

Therefore, the final result for —2 < k < 0 is

¢ 2
Y1(23) ~ eH (-9 J ¥ (B=K)s"? M= 2Ai(s) - LAi’(s) ds.
o 2 2¢/s
Case k = —2:
Y1(23) ~ e 5 Jt 5™ (Ai(s) + LAi/(s)) ds.

o Vs

Case k < —2:
In this case, the solution of (83T is
¢ 2
3) ﬁ(k273)t3/2 E(k273)t3/2J‘ 5(37k2)53/2 (k} —2 . k ./ )
8.39) Y5 = Ts(k)es +e3 e3 Ai(s) — —=Ai'(s) | ds.

( 9 = 1ak) ) T Ai(s) = AT ()
Thus, for £ < —2, Y1(23 ) is approximated by

¢ 2

2 3/2 2\ .3/2 k< —2 k

8.2.2 v,Y
For all k < 0, (830) has the solution

24\4.3/2 c 2\,3/2 t 2 3/2 kQ - 2
(8.41) Y2(13) = T4(k)e§(37k )td/ + e%(gik )td/ J eg(k 73)53/ (TAi(S) + 2—Ai/(s)> ds.
a0
The solution of (832) is

8.42 V.3 = ¢y (t)etr—32° 4 gta—3a’ et (sAQ(t) + Ai'(t)) ds.
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By the consistence of (841]) and (842) for x = kv/t, we get

Cy(t) — Tu(k) = f (R =3)s"? <k2 —2 pis) + iAi’(s)) ds

k\/i 1.3
(8.43) - f 135 (5Ai(t) + AT(8) ds.
Vi

Let us fix k, k < —1. Near t = o0, the first term of the right-side of (8Z43]) can be neglected since it
is exponentially small. Therefore, we obtain

kvt 1.3
Cult) — Tak) ~ — f et 5" (Ai(t)s + Ai'(t))ds

-Vt
k+1 2,3/2 ,3/2.2,1,3/2 3
_ 7} AR (N () V-1 4 1) + AT (1)) Vidr
0
—® £3/2,2 1 3/2 3 243/2 !
~ _J- et (1+§t/r +...>@3 (Ai(t)\/%(r—l)‘f'Ai(t))\/%dr
0
1 1 3 35 9
m _ L —= " 4+ 7 PN
(8.44) IR o W

By the condition that T4(k) = 0 for k < —+/3, we get

Yuk) =0, k<-—1,

1 1 3 35 9

8.45 Cy(t) = —=— t 2 t7a 4
(8.45) W=—5-n& "t Tt

Similarly, for —1 < k < 0, we have

1 1 3 35 9

8.46 Cy(t) —Yy(k) = = — t 2 tTe 4
(8.46) O -TaW) =5 -7 s T

Therefore,

Ty(k)=-1, -1<k<0.
Thus,
0, k< —1,

(847) Talk) = { ~1, -1<k<0.

We claim that

L1 1

(8.48) Cy(t) = 373 LO e3s™” (Ai(s) + ﬁAi/(s)) ds.

The proof is similar to the case in Section [R] and thus we omit it.

9 Proof of Theorem 1.3

By (LI0), we only need to prove that F(x,t) satisfies the Bloemendal-Virdg boundary (L) and that
F(z,t) is bounded at 22 + 2 = o0.

25



Figure 10. Diagram of the boundary z? + t*> = co. AB: & — o0 and t — o0;
BC: fixed z and t — o0; CD: & — —0 and t — w0; DE:  — —o0 and fixed
t: EF: ©# — —o0 and t —» —o0; FG: fixed ¢ and t — —o0; GH: 2 — o and
t —» —o0; HA: x — o0 and fixed .

By considering F(x,t) on the boundary AB, [I1] proved

( Folw, 1) ) _ [ o)
Go(w, 1) Uips(,t) )
where Fy and Gy are defined by ([2.3]), and \Ilgﬁ) is a canonical wave solution of Painlevé II.
By @), we get
1
(9.1) Fla,t) = ku? [u_l (%x — a) Yl(g)(x,t) + Y;g)(x,t)] :

Formula (@) is proper for « > 0.
The expression of F(z,t) for < 0 has also been given by [11]

1w 1
(9.2) F(z,t) = _rube ot [u_l (%x — a) Yl(lg) (x,t) + Y2(13) (m,t)] :

Note a = 1 has been applied to the expression in [II]. By B3) and &4), (@I) and ([@2) coincide on
z=0.

9.1 Boundedness of F(z,t) toc¢; =0 and ¢; =0

Let us investigate F(z,t) at the boundary of C'D, i.e., x — —c0 and ¢t — oo simultaneously.

23
It is convenient to study the case along x = k+v/t, k € (—\/g, 0). In this case, e’3 ~%! is very large:

3

ot _ o BR(KP=3)tY?
The largest case is k = —1, i.e.,
3 3/2
e%_lt = e%t /

23
By (B4I), we know fnu%eT*“YQ(f)(:c,t) only contributes a finite term —Y4(k). Thus we can
temporally neglect it.

Also we know for t > 0, Yl(lg)(x,t) 227%, 1. Then by (23), we have

lim Flz,t) = —Ty(k) + lim fe%k(ﬁ*g)twu(t)*l <k\/¥1+7q2(t) - oz(t)) .
r=kv/T,ke(—/3,0),t—00 ke(—+/3,0),t—00 2

Since k(k* — 3) varies in (0, 2] for k € (—/3,0) and u(t)~! has order of 3" we have to require
k\/ZHqTZ(t) — a(t) has order of e=3*"*. By (IIR) and (II9), we find it is only possible for ¢; = ¢5 = 0.
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9.2 ¢ =cy =0 to boundedness of F(3 = 6;z,t) at 2% + > = w0
9.2.1 On HA

In this case, t is fixed, x — o0,

1 1
Flat) = nud [u (%x _ a> YO (@, t) + ¥ (o, t>] |

Recall Yl(QG) — —@ and YQ(QG) — 1 in this case, we get

(9.3) tim Flat) = —sOut 2O smum = Leoumnia - wo).

It is straightforward to verify that (@3] is the same as ([L22]).

9.2.2 On AB

1 1
F(x,t) = ku? [u_l (%x - a> YI(QG) (x,t) + YQ(QG) (z,t)] .
By YQ(QG)(x,t) — 1 on AB, we know

(9.4) Clim k(tu(t) 2V (1) = 1.
By Y1(26)(:c,t) — 0 on AB, we have

(9.5) m  —s(t)u®) 2at)Y 9 (z,t) = 0.

r—00,t—00
Then we will show

1 t 1
(9.6) dim w(tu(t) ‘D(%xygi) (1) = 0.

To prove ([@.0]), we divide the problem into 2 casedd: (1) x = t; (2) x < t. In the case (1), by the
Riemann-Hilbert problem of Y, it is easy to show Y1(26) =o0(1) x 27! | and thus ([@6) is true. In the case

(2),

1 t 1
Hm  |k(t)u(t) 2Tx5/1(26)(x,t)’ < lim H(t)u(t)*%% <t x Y9 (z,1)].

r—00,t—00 r—00,t—00

Considering Y1(26 ) 5 0 for z > 0, we know (@0) is also true in this case. Thus (@) is proved.

Gathering ([@.4]), (O.5) and ([@.6), we get
lim  F(x,t) = 1.

r—00,t—00

Remark 9.1. By Lemmal8.1), (8.22) and Remark[8.4), we know c1 = 0 is enough to guarantee lim  F(z,t) =

T—00,t—00
1 on AB.

9.2.3 On BC

Case = > 0.
14 qo

Fla,t) = ku? [u_l ( x — a> YI(QG) (x,t) + YQ(QG) (z,t)] .

In this case, z is finite and ¢ is positive infinite. So, Yl(f)(x, t)’ <1 and YQ(QG) (x,t) — 1. Therefore,

. . N 6 6
thﬁn@lQ Flx,t) = thﬁanQ Ku? [u ! <Tz - a) Y1(2)(x,t) + YQ(Q)(:E,t)]
= 1, x=0.

1 1
4The division is at liberty. For example, for given € > 0, any division of z > ¢t2 7€ and = < t2 "¢ works.
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Case z < 0.

=

Fla,t) = —r(t)u(t)d st [u(t)l <L‘W)x - a(t)) VP (a,t) + Y2(13)(:c,t)] .

2
By Lemma Bl we know Yl(lg)(x,t) ~ 1 and 5/'2(13)(90,1?) ~ —e=57° S0 we get

o —at [u(t)l (”T@(% - a(t)) VO (2,t) + VD (.t )] :

=

lim F(z,t) = lm —k(t)u(t)

t—0 t—0
z < 0.

9.2.4 OnCD

NG

F(x,t) = —r(t)u(t)

o ot [u(t)_l (”Tq?(t)x - a(t)) VO (2,) + V3D (2, )] :

This is the most complicated case. The result is

+/%
0, ””tf‘%[ — —o0,
lim  F(z,t) =< 1 eVt o
T——00,t—00 ’ =4 ’

€(0,1), mnearr = —+/t.

The corresponding proof is given in Appendix [Cl

9.2.5 On DE

(NG

Flx,t) = —w(t)u(t) st [u(t)_l (L‘”(t)x - a(t)) VO (2,t) + Vi (2, )] :

2
Since ¢ is finite, Y1(13) (z,t) == 1 and Y2(13) (z,t) === 0, we obtain
hr£1 F(z,t) =0.
9.2.6 On EF
g 1 t
Fat) = —n(u®e? a7 (20— a0) 00 + 1D @)

Let us first evaluate Yl(lg)(x,t) and Y2(13) (z,t) along the curve x = —+/2y/Aj +t for t € [—Ay,0] with
A >» 1.
Along the curve,

(9.7) dlvPwm\y_ 1 ( u(t)? /(1) ) v ()
. dt Y2(13) (t) \@m —u'(t) —t— u(t)2 }/'2(13) (t) :
By m, we get
1[0 —s— s+ 2u(s)?

1 Y(B) +Y3) 1 Y3) Y(B) t2+—
n\/ll() 1’1\/ 21() 2t ﬁm

But VP (0) = VP (2 = —v2VAL,t = 0) ~ 1 and Y2 (0) = VP (& = —v2y/A7,t = 0) ~ 0. So

—s—|s+2u(s)? —s=ls+2u()?] 4

VY02 + 1 2 < BT

1 St —s—|s+2u(s)?|

Since s+2u(s)? ~ 0 for large negative s, we assume e* °  V2VA1+s ® < 1. Thus \/Yl(f’) (t)2 + Y2(13)(t)2 <
1 for large negative ¢. Also considering (LI6)-(LI7), 2I0) and (6.5), we immediately obtain
lim F(x,t) = 0.

r——00,t——00
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9.2.7 On FG

Case z < 0.

=

Flx,t) = —r(t)u(t)beT 2t [u(t)l (L@(t)x - a(t)) VO (2,t) + V3D (2, )] :

dv}} (z,t)
dt
Yy} (,t)
dt

3
= —u(t)Ya; (a,1),
3 3
= aY D (@, t) —u(®)Y (2, 1).
At t = —o0, by (63), we know

’ 2 + 9v/22° 2_gpyi2
Y1(13)(507t) — Cl(x) x X T 8\/74’9\/71' > % €2+ (I Qt)d/ +

14— L2 _OVITIVAY
( " 2\/5(—15)1/2 T 192(—t)3/2 *
2 —8\/5 + 9\/§.T3 3/2
y.® _ 1— FoTeveTOvar 2+ 3 (2 -21)
o1 (2,t) = Ci(x) x ( 2{( OE + 16t + 192(—)32 + X e +
Also considering (LI6)-(CI7), @3) and (ZI0), we finally get
lim F(z,t) =0, z<0,
t——0

which, actually, has been proved in Section [0.2.6]
Case z = 0.

Fla,t) = ku? [ul (—

A9 (z,t
Do 08 oy () — u¥S (,0),

dt
a9 (z,t) 6
T = ()Y (1),
Similar to the case x < 0, we get
2 8\/54-9\/5.%‘3 te o 102 3/2
V{9 (z,t) = C 14— % 4y Svetdvar —g+3("-2t)
12 (,1) = Ca(z) x | 1+ N ETE + 16 192(—1)772 + X e G +

Yoy (1) = Ca(z) x

2 3 ;
1,#4, x +M+... Xeft;+%(m2*2t)3/2+
2v2(—t)1/2 " 16t 192(—)3/2

Therefore, we also have
lim F(z,t) =0, x>0,

t——0o0

which can also be inferred from Section [9

9.2.8 On GH

Fla,t) = r(t) <u(t)-% (MT“;E - a(t)) v (e, 1) + u(t) Y (@, t)) .

Along the curve © = v/2¢/Ag + 1 Y1(2 (x,t) and YQ(Q)(:E, t) satisfy

9.8) dvPw ) ___ 1 ( —(t+2u(t)?) () ) Yy (t)
' dt\ vt ) VavAa+i u'(t) e+2u®? )\ vOu )
By (B.5) and (B.6),
(6) ©) () 6) (1y2 % s + 2u(s)’|
ln\/Y12 (0)2 + Yy, ln\/Y )2 + Y55 (1) + ;) A2+sd
) (02 1 v ()2 ©) (12 o v O ()2 * s +2u(s)?|
In \/YIQ (0) + }/22 (0) = In \/Y12 (t) + Y22 (t) \/_\/md

29



Considering ([6.5]), for a large Ay, we have

0 |s + 2u(s)?|

t \/5\//\2 + s

Also we know Y2 (0) = V& (2 = v2yAs,t = 0) ~ 0 and Y (0) = V¥ (z = v2v/As,t = 0) ~ 1.
Therefore,

ds =~ 0.

(9.9) VS (1) +Yay () ~ 1
on the curve x = v/2y/Ay + ¢, t € [~A2,0]. By (LI6)-(CI7), @I0), (6.5) and ([@3), we obtain
1 t 1 1
dim Fa) = lim k() <u(t)—a (Q(%z - a(t)) V9 (2,t) + u(t)2 VS (, t))
1 1
(9.10) = m_)oéi?i)_oo §ﬁ(t)u(t)_5$Y1(26)(x, t).

W=

By @I0) and (G5, if —¢t » (181nAg)3, we have F(t) ~ 0.
Now let us prove when —t < 2 x (18lnA2)%, F(t) > 0ast— —oo.
By the mean value theorem,

v = vPo+ (vE) o
- VP RVEL0 + e (e 2@ O - v v O )
whe;e t<¢<0.
rorm
we know 2 2

R(Ou(t)FYS Oa(t)] < |e(ou(t)*

(1001 + |51€ + 20w () + VP ).
By t < ¢ < 0, @I0), (€3) and (@9), we have

lim ‘n(t)u(t)*%

t——0o0

(o)1 + |5t¢ + 2062w () + v 0 ) - .

Thus
K(tyu(t) 2V (t)a(t) ~ 0,

when ¢ > —2 x (181n Ag)% but large negative enough.
Altogether, we have
lim  F(z,t) =0.

xr—00,t—>—00

Appendix A ky < %

From ky = — min (ut—2), we know
—2

(A1) ko = 2 x | min | — . te (—m,0).
—t

2

u
—t

2

for

Following the original arguments of [12], we give a lower bound for the local minimum of

large negative t.

Proposition A.1. If there is a local minimum of ﬁ fort < —%, it must be greater than 4/ %.
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Proof. Let u(t) = 4/ 5tz(t). Obviously, z(t) > 0. Then z satisfies z”(t)—l—@ = (g2 —t(2()* = 1)) 2(t).

12
At a local minimum7 we have u/(t) = 0 and «”(¢) > 0. Then, we have ﬁ —t (z(t)2 - 1) > 0, ie.,

z(t) > 4/1+ 5. Since t < —4L, the local minimum is greater than 4/ 1355. O

1203

Note that Proposition[A.T]does not mean \/“j > A/ 1537 for t € (—oo, _u
=

8

) since \/— may be smaller
2

1203
1331

near the boundary t = —%. But if we could also prove \/“? > for t e [—% 0), then we can still

1203

> /1331 for t € (—0,0). The next proposition fulfills this aim.

conclude \/Lj
=

Proposition A.2. Forte [,%,0)’ u_ o>, /1203

\/%; 1331

Proof. Huang et. al [I3] proved

1
(A.2) ’u(O) — % <11 x 107, |u/(0) + 5—?2‘ <12x107*
They also defined the approximate solution as
t15 t14 t13 t12 tll 13t10 39t9 18t8

t) =

bs(t) 13206825 ' 717099 ' 81755 ' 15201 ' 47200 ' 24088 ' 53333 ' 61523

LT 930 2247 36011 203° 335307 153t , 98
20578 35306 30615 36911 ' 10806 = GSS889 518 ' 267

and the remainder term as

(A.4) Ry(t) = yy (t) — tys(t) — 2us(t)°.
We can verify &

(A.3)

11
(A.5) |R4(t)] <2x 1073, te[——

0.
8’]

Let d4(t) = u(t) — yp(t). It is easy to show
55(t) = (6ys(t)* + t)0a(t) + 6ys(t)0a(t)* + 264(t)° — Ra(t).

Next, we will show d4(¢) is sufficiently small for ¢ € [—4,0].
yo(t) <

We can verify 2 < 6y,(t)> + 1t < % and & < 6y (t B for t € [-4,0]. Therefore, we have
04(t) = p(t) in the interval, where 0;(t) is defined by
13 49 1 11 3
A6 Sl(t) = —0p(t) — =6 (t)? + 25(1)° — —, &(0) = ———, 6,(0) = —.
(A6) ) = 0(0) — T + 200 — = (0) = —qos, 5H(0) = oo
So we have
13 49 183310481923 11
A7 6’t=\/—5 t)2 — —5 (1) + 0p(t)* — =4 ————— x10716 §H(0) = ———.
(A7) 6,(t) 5b() 15b()+b() 250b() 3 X , 6p(0) 10000
By
—120x10~% -3
1 4 18331048192 2 11
J ( 35b*—95§+5§*—5b 183310481923 ><1016> déy < ——,
ia0s \B 15 250 3 8
we obtain 8, (t) > —120 x 107 = —52; for t € [-4,0].
When ¢ € [— 181,0], we can show Wfﬁ > % . Therefore, for ¢t € [f%, 0), we have
2
t t) + 0alt t) + op(t t) — 52 12
min u(®) = min M > min M > min vo(t) ~ 5 > 03.
—t —t —t —t 1331
2 2 2 2
O

Combining Proposition [A] and [A2] we obtain min <\/(t;)) > 4/%. By (AJ), ko < % is

obtained.

5Since R4(t) is a polynomial, Sturm’s theorem applies. The following several cases of verification can also be done in
this way.

31



Appendix B The growth rate estimate for the solution of a sec-
ond order linear ODE

Fora>0,c>0, b*> —4ac <0 and V = (z,y)T, let us define

V| = vaz? + bry + cy?,

where |V can be understood as the length of vector V. Denote
M = mi1 Mmi2 ,
ma21 M2z

2 _ |MV]?
VPR

then

has both a minimal value M; = r} and a maximal value My = r3. These two extreme values satisfy

(B.1) AM? +26M + AD? =0,
where
A =b? — 4dac,
D = det M,
0= —b2(m11m22 + myama1) — 2b(amiz — emay) (M — mas) + 2a°m?2y + 2¢*m3, + 2ac(mfl + m3,).

Assume the linear ODE is of form

9 D) < (o ety (w0,
‘We know

SC(tl) - 1 1+ hfn(to + (N - 1)h) hf12(t0 + (N - 1)h) .
y(ty) ) NS hfai(to + (N —1)h) 1+ hfo(to+ (N —1)h)

. ( 1 + hfn(to + h) hflg(to + h) ) ( 1 + hfll(to) hflg(to) ) ( SC(to) )
hfa1(to + h) 1+ hfaa(to + h) hfa1(to) 1+ hfaal(to) ’

where h = 82 Then by (B.), for ¢; > to, we can prove

t1

(B.3) In [(2(t1), 5(t2))7| < In |(x(to). y(t0))"] + f

to

1
<§(f11(5) + fa2(s)) + A ) ds,

1
<§(f11(5) + fa2(s)) — Ny ) ds,

t1

(B.4) I |(2(t1), 5(t2))7| > In |(2(to). (t0))"]| + f

where
H(s) = ac(fi1(s) — f22(s))? = b(afia(s) — cf21(5)) (f11(s) — fo2(5)) + (afi2(s) + cfa1(5))* — b* f12(s) f21 (5).
Ifa=c=1,b=0,for t; > ty, (B3) and (B.4) are reduced to

(et g0)] < 5 | (Aals) + foal) + V(o) = Foalo)P = (Fialo) + F(5)2) s

0

(8.5) +in(a(to). u(t0)) .
inl(et) )] > 5 | (Fr(o) + foals) = V() = Falo))? + (Frale) + Fn(s)?) s
(B.6) (ol y(t0) "
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Appendix C  F(x,t) on CD

N

Flx,t) = —r(t)u(t) ex_;fzt [u(t)1 (LqQ(t)x — a(t)) Y(B)(x t) + YQ(B)( )] )

2

We divide the region CD into two parts: x < -3 Vtand z > -3 A/t.
C.1 Case = < —/3/1.
a:3
In this case, Yii) (z,¢) — 0 and e 2! < 1, so

1 x
lim —k(Du(t)zeT otyd) x,t) = 0.
s reS D o

By Yl(f)(x,t) — 1, we know

lim k(t)u(t)zeT Tty (t)ta(t) Y, z,t) = 0.
L dm su e u) a0y e

Thus
. : 1oa® e+l s
lim Flz,t) = lim —k(t)u(t)zes Ttu(t 1L 2V x,t
e (z,1) e pm ()u(t) (t) 5 1 (1)
o t)+1
(C.1) = lim xeTS*Itu(t)fqu( ) +
<3t t—0 2

(CI) can be proved to be 0 by diving the region x < —/34/t into two parts, for example z < —2+/t and

—2v/t < x < —+/3+/t. In both parts, v Tty )~ 1%2”1 — 0 is obvious.
Therefore, we have

lim F(z,t) =0.
zsfx/g\/f,tﬁso

C.2 Case = > —/3V1 .

First we show

[SIE

(C.2) lim —r(t)u(t)

3 -1 (1 + qa(t)
mﬁfoo,tﬁso,mzfx/g\/f

e ~Thy(t) 5 &~ a(t)) Yl(lg)(x,t) =0.

In fact, by (L20) and (L21]), we obtain their expansions at ¢ = o0 as

4,3/2 1 3 59
: t)+1l=e3"" [ —=t72 - ——t70 4.
(C3) a(t) +1 =€ <87r ST lo2a T )
4,3/2 3 29 5
4 — o~ 3t 4127 43 . .
(C.4) a(t) =e7s (167rt 1287rt z + )

Also we have

1 2,3/2 1 5 5
)"t~ =e3t [ 2ymtT =Tt ).
R (ﬁ N A )
Therefore,
1 2% 1+ ¢a(t) > (3)
lim —k(t)u(t)2e’s Tyt <7:cozt Y (z,t
o dm e(tuore i (e — o) v )

1
_ lim ety (*q? - @)
xﬁfoo,tﬁso,m27\/§\/_

= lim S e (—t—%x— —t_2> .
mﬁfoo,tﬁso,mzfx/g\/f 4ﬁ 8\/%
33



But % —xt — %t% < 0 in this case and also |z| < v/3t2. So we get (C2).
3

By [41), we have

(C.5) ol —r(t)yu(t)FeT YD (2, 1) = —Ta(k).

Near z = —+/t, by (842)), we get

11 (" 280 1 “ L3
C.6 %—+—J e3’ (Ais +—Ai’s)dsj e 5357 (sAi(t) + A'(t)) ds
(©6) 543 @)+ Al s [ (i) + AV(1)
Lf+1 2,3/2 3/2,..2 1.3/2_3
(C.7) ~ % - J\[ e3Pt 02y (Ai(t)\/g(r -1)+ Ai'(t)) Vitdr.
0

23
By (C4), we see —fi(t)u(t)%eT_thﬁ’) (x,t) is monotonic increasing with z. So it must lie in (0,1).
(C) is convenient for estimating its value.

C.2.1 Case kvt <z <0, k> —1.
[RB33) is valid for a large positive ¢. So does (833). Along the line that ¢ is fixed, by (8353]) we get

d mS 1,..3
(C.8) - (—erw%(f” (:c,t)) — —etE (2AN(E) + AT (1)) .
As AV
i(t 1 t _s
= At— — 4+ —t72 4.
Ai(t) Vi xRt

(C8) never vanishes in the region. Thus —eT_thQ(lg ) (x,t) is monotonic increasing in the region. But it
is known
=22 gt (3)
—e T Yo (@ )i L k> -1,
and
22 _ oy (3)
—e T Yo (@, ) |a=0 ~ F(2,t)|2=0 ~ 1.

‘We must conclude
lim F(x,t) =1.

kv/t<x<0,k>—1,t—00
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