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Abstract

We study traveling waves for reaction diffusion equations on the spatially discrete domain Z2. The
phenomenon of crystallographic pinning occurs when traveling waves become pinned in certain
directions despite moving with non-zero wave speed in nearby directions. In [I] it was shown that
crystallographic pinning occurs for all rational directions, so long as the nonlinearity is close to the
sawtooth. In this paper we show that crystallographic pinning holds in the horizontal and vertical
directions for bistable nonlinearities which satisfy a specific computable generic condition. The
proof is based on dynamical systems. In particular, it relies on an examination of the heteroclinic

chains which occur as singular limits of wave profiles on the boundary of the pinning region.



1 Introduction

The setting for this paper is traveling waves for lattice differential equations of reaction diffusion
type. A lattice differential equation (LDE) is an infinite system of coupled ordinary differential
equations, where each ODE represents the dynamics at a single point on a spatial lattice. A simple
LDE is

U = d(uigr1 +ui—1 — 2u;) — f(uy) (1.1)

where i € Z is a spatial index, d € R is the coupling constant, f : R — R is a given function,
and each wu; is a function of a single variable t. If d > 0 then equation ([I)) may be regarded as
a reaction-diffusion equation: The first term d(u;+1 + u;—1 — 2u;) is a discrete second derivative
which provides the diffusion, while the second term f(u;) is the reaction term.

If we denote d = %, then equation ([I.])) is obtained from the PDE

Up = Ugy — f(u) (1.2)

upon replacing the term u,, by a standard central difference approximation with grid size h. The
limit A — 0, that is d — oo in equation (I.I]), corresponds at least formally to equation (L.2]). In
this study we are interested in spatially discrete systems such as (II) which are not necessarily
close to the PDE limit in this sense, namely d need not be large, although we do assume d > 0. In
fact, without loss we may take d = 1 by rescaling time and redefining f. This normalization serves
to emphasize that the grid is not particularly small and is not meant to approximate a continuum.
Thus we study the equation

U = Wir1 + wi—1 — 2u; — f(u;) (1.3)

and its higher-dimensional analogs in what follows.
Lattice models are widely used in applications such as solid state physics, materials science,
and physiology; see [2, Bl 4, 5 [6] and the references therein.

We assume the nonlinearity f is of bistable type, in particular that
fE) =0, fla)=0, f(#1)>0,  fa) <O,
f(u) >0 for u € (—1,a) U (1,00), (1.4)
f(u) <0 for u € (—o0,—1) U (a, 1),

for some a € (—1,1). Generally, only the values of u for |u| < 1 will be relevant for our arguments,

but in several places (in particular some arguments by contradiction) it will be convenient to assume



that f(u) is smoothly extended for |u| > 1, with the sign condition as in (L.4]). We in fact take
a family of bistable functions f = f(u,a) parameterized by a € (—1,1), in addition satisfying the

monotonicity condition

%(u, a) >0 forue (—1,1) and a € (—1,1) (1.5)

in a. To be precise, let us define a set A of functions by

N ={f:[-1,1] x (=1,1) = R | f(-,-) is C? smooth, with f(-,a)

satisfying (L) for every (u,a) € [—1,1] x (=1,1), and (LX) holding}.

We say that f:[—1,1] x (—=1,1) — R is a normal family if f € N. We do not endow the set N
with a topology, although we shall do so with certain subsets of /. The parameter a € (—1,1) is

known as the detuning parameter. The function
f(u,a) = (u* = 1)(u—a)

furnishes a simple example of a normal family.

The bistable reaction term f in equation (3]) pushes the system toward spatial heterogeneity;
it forces u; toward 4+1 when u; > a and toward —1 when u; < a. By constrast, the diffusion term
uiy1 + u;—1 — 2u; promotes spatial homogeneity, forcing u; toward the average %(qu + u;—q1) of
its neighbors. This competition between reaction and diffusion, spatial heterogeneity and spatial
homogeneity, is what gives reaction diffusion equations of bistable type the richness to support
both spatially chaotic patterns and traveling waves [I].

By a traveling wave solution of equation (L3]) we mean a solution of the form
u;i(t) = (i — ct), i €Z, (1.6)

for some function ¢ : R — R, the so-called wave profile, and some ¢ € R, the wave speed. In this
paper we consider monotone traveling waves which connect the spatially homogeneous equilibria

at +1, that is, ¢ satisfies the boundary conditions

¢p(—o0) = -1,  ¢(0) =1, (1.7)

and ¢(&) is monotone in &.
Substitution of (I.6]) into (3] shows that the function ¢ must satisfy the wave profile equa-
tion

—c¢/(§) = d(E+1) + o(§ — 1) — 26(§) — f((8),a) (1.8)



for ¢ e Rif ¢ # 0, or for £ € Z if ¢ = 0. Conversely, any solution of (L8] generates a traveling
wave solution of (L3]). Note that equation (L.§]) is a differential-difference equation if ¢ # 0, and a
difference equation if ¢ = 0. This difference in character of the wave profile equation between ¢ = 0
and ¢ # 0 is one of the chief reasons that the LDE (L3]) exhibits behavior which is not present in
the PDE (L.2).

In the PDE case (L2)) with x € R, traveling wave solutions have the form u(t,z) = ¢(z — ct)

where ¢ satisfies the ordinary differential equation

—c¢' =¢" — f(,a). (1.9)

For both the LDE (3] and PDE (L.2]) problems above, it is known that there is a unique
wavespeed ¢ at which a monotone traveling wave exists, that is, a monotone solution to either
equation (L8) or (L9]), which satisfies the boundary conditions (7). Of course the wave speed
¢ = c(a) depends on the parameter a € (—1,1) as does the wave profile ¢(¢) = ¢(; a). Moreover,
the wave speed is continuous and nondecreasing in a. In the PDE case ¢(a) is strictly increasing, in
fact ¢(a) > 0 for all a € (—1,1). The LDE case differs from the PDE case in that the wave speed

may be zero for an open set of a. In particular, there are quantities
-1 S a_ S a4 S 1

such that
cla) =0fora € fa_,as]N(—1,1),

c(a) >0 for a € (aq,1),

c(a) <0forae(—1,a_),
with ¢(a) depending smoothly on a and ¢/(a) > 0, both whenever c¢(a) # 0. In case a strict
inequality a_ < a4 holds, we say that pinning or propagation failure occurs; the wave is pinned
and cannot propagate when a is between these values. The interval (a_,ay) is called the pinning
interval and its length measures the severity of the pinning. Pinning was observed by Bell [2], Bell
and Cosner [7], and Keener [8] and has been studied extensively (see for example [9], 10, 11, 12]).
To see why pinning can occur in the LDE case, observe that when ¢ = 0 equation (L8] reduces

to a pure difference equation

0=0(+1)+ (€ —1) —20() — f(0(&),a), €,



which is equivalent to the discrete-time dynamical system

dn+1 = 2Q7L —Tn + f(%u CL),

Tn+1 = dn
under the transformation 7, = ¢(n) and ¢, = ¢(n+1). A solution of (L.8) satisfying the boundary
conditions (7)) thus corresponds to a heteroclinic connection between the equilibria (—1, —1) € R?
and (1,1) € R? in this dynamical system. As both these equilibria are saddles, such a heteroclinic
connection may lie on a transverse intersection of their stable and unstable manifolds, in which
case this connection will persist as a varies in some interval, with ¢(a) = 0 throughout this interval.
The maximal interval on which the connection persists is thus [a_, a4 ].

By contrast, pinning does not occur for the PDE (.2]) because here the traveling wave corre-
sponds to a saddle-saddle connection in the continuous time planar dynamical system ([9). Such
heteroclinic solutions do not generally persist under perturbations, and in fact ¢(a) = 0 for a unique
value of a.

Our interest is in propagation failure for LDE’s as it occurs in higher-dimensional lattices such
as ZF C R*. The phenomena here are more subtle because all of the quantities mentioned thus far
— the wave speed ¢, the wave profile ¢, and the pinning interval (a_,a;) — depend now on the

direction of propagation. We take the lattice Z2, for which the analog of equation (L3 is
Ui = (Au)ij — f(uij,a), (1.10)

with the nonlinearity f as before. Here the coordinate (4,7) indexes a spatial point in Z?, each U, j

is a function of ¢ as before, and the discrete laplacian A is given by
(Aw)ij = Uip15 + Wim1j + Ui j+1 + Wi j—1 — du, 5. (1.11)
A traveling wave solution of (I.I0]) is a solution of the form
ui ;(t) = ¢(ik + jo — ct)

for some (k,0) € R%\ {(0,0)}, termed the direction vector, and some function ¢ : R — R. The

wave profile equation satisfied by ¢ now takes the form

—c¢/(§) = ¢+ 0) + d(§ — o) + B(§ + 1) + B(§ — 1) —40(8) — f((6), a). (1.12)

It is known that for each direction vector (x,c) € R?\ {0} and each a € (—1,1), there is a unique

wave speed ¢ = ¢(a, (k,0)) such that equation (II2) admits a monotone solution satisfying the



boundary conditions (7). Moreover, when ¢ # 0 this solution ¢ = ¢(&;a, (k,0)) is unique up to
translation. The wave speed c¢(a, (k,0)) depends continuously on a and on (k, o). For each (k,0) it
is nondecreasing in a, and as before is smooth in ¢ and satisfies W > 0 when ¢(a, (k,0)) # 0.

Also as before, we have quantities ayx = a4 (k, o) characterized by
[a’—("ia U)a a-‘r(’%a U)] N (_17 1) = {CL € (_17 1) ‘ C(CL, (H7 U)) = O}

Writing (k,0) = (rcos6,rsinf) for some r > 0 and 6 € R, one easily checks by rescaling the
independent variable ¢ in (LI2]) by a factor r that

c(a, (rcos@,rsinf)) = re(a, (cos 0, sin b)), ax(rcos@,rsinf) = ay(cosb,sinf).

We will sometimes abuse notation by writing a4 (6) instead of a4 (r cos,rsin6).

The functions a4 () are the central objects of study in this paper. For definiteness we study
a4 (6). Although c(a, (k,0)) depends continuously on both a and (k, o), the function a(f) need
not depend continuously on #. However, a () is upper semi-continuous in 6, that is,

limsup a4 (0) < ay(6p) (1.13)

9—)90

holds for every 6. This is an immediate consequence of the continuity of the function c(,-).

Definition. We say that crystallographic pinning occurs for the system (L.I0) in the direction
0y in case either the inequality (LI3]) is strict, or the analogous inequality for a_(#) is strict.

It has been established in [I] that for f sufficiently close to the sawtooth function fo(u,a) =
u — sgn(u — a), crystallographic pinning occurs in every direction 6y for which tan 6y is rational.
Numerical studies [13] suggest that crystallographic pinning occurs in the vertical and horizontal
directions when f is the cubic nonlinearity.

The goal of this paper is to give a specific generic condition on a general nonlinearity f under
which crystallographic pinning occurs at 6y = 0, that is, with (k,0) = (1,0). This is given in
Theorem 1.1 below. Before stating that result, let us introduce two conditions which will be
needed. These conditions do not necessarily hold for an arbitrary f, but rather will be taken as

hypotheses in our main result.

Condition A. There exists p € £*°(Z), denoted p = {pn }nez, satisfying

Pn+1 + Pn—1— 2pn = f(pTH a+(0)), ne Z7 (114)



and which also satisfies the boundary and monotonicity conditions
lim p, = +1, Pn < ppyq for n € Z. (1.15)

Moreover, such p is unique up to a shift in the index n.

Condition B. Condition A holds. Further, if v € £>°(Z) \ {0} satisfies

Va1 + Vn_1 — 20n = f'(pn,as(0))vy, n € Z, (1.16)
where p is as in Condition A and where we denote f'(u,a) = W, then the quantity
1 o
B=3 n:Z_oo " (pny a1 (0))vy, (1.17)

satisfies B # 0.
We now state the main results of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that Condition B holds. Then the inequality (LI3) is strict at 6y = 0 and

so crystallographic pinning occurs in the direction 6y = 0.

Theorem 1.2. Condition B is generic in the following sense. Fiz any fo € N and define the set
03 ={y € C*[—1,1] | y(u) > 0 for every u € [~1,1]}, (1.18)

noting that for every v € C’i we have f € N, where f(u,a) = v(u)fo(u,a). Let the set C’i be
endowed with the usual C? topology, and so making it an open subset of the Banach space C*[—1,1].
Then the set G(fo) C C2 defined as

G(fo)={r € C’i | vfo satisfies Condition B}

is a residual subset of C_%.

Actually, we need the following two propositions in order to ensure the above conditions are

well-defined (for example, to ensure the convergence of the sum in Condition B).

Proposition 1.3. Assume that c(a,(1,0)) = 0, equivalently, that a € [a—(0),a1(0)]. Then there
exists p € £>°(Z) satisfying

Pn+1 +pn—l - 2pn = f(pTH a)7 ne Z7 (119)



along with (LI3). Moreover, any such monotone p is strictly monotone, that is p, < pp+1 for all
n e Z.

Proof. The difference equation (I.I9)) is nothing more than the wave profile equation (LI2]) with
¢ = 0and 6 = 0, that is, (k,0) = (1,0). As c(a,(1,0)) = 0, this equation has a monotone
heteroclinic solution joining 41. It only remains to show that this solution is strictly monotone.

To show strict monotonicity, suppose to the contrary that p,,11 = py, for some m € Z. Then

fPm: @) = pm—1 — pm < 0. But f(pm,a) = f(Pm+1,a) = pmi2 — Pms1 = 0. Therefore f(pp,a) =
f(Pm+1,a) = 0 and pm—1 = Ppm = Pm+1 = Pm+2. Continuing in this fashion, we see that p,
is constant in n, which contradicts the fact that it is a heteroclinic connection between —1 and
+1. O

Equation (II6) can be expressed as Lv = 0, with the operator L € L({>°(Z)) given by
L=S8+8"1—2I— f'(p,a.(0)). (1.20)
Here S € L£(¢*°(Z)) is the shift operator defined as
(SX)p = xpy1 for X = {z), ez € 0°(2),

and by a slight abuse of notation f'(p, a4 (0)) € L(¢*°(Z)) denotes the diagonal operator with entries
f'(Pn; a+(0)).

Proposition 1.4. Assume that Condition A holds, with p as stated there, and let L € L({*°(Z))
be as in (L20). Then there exists v € (*°(Z) \ {0} satisfying (LI6), that is, Lv = 0. The vector v

18 unique up to scalar multiple, and thus
ker(L) = {av | a € R}.

Further, v can be chosen to satisfy

v, > 0, n ez,
and its coordinates enjoys the estimate

v, < Kp™, n €7, (1.21)

for some K >0 and 0 < u < 1. Thus v € £(Z), and we may normalize v to satisfy (v,v) = 1
where (-,-) denotes the duality (dot product) between ¢*(Z) and {>°(Z). The operator L is Fredholm



with index zero, with range
ran(L) = {w € £>(Z) | (v, w) = 0},

and its spectrum satisfies
o(L) N (0,00) = 0.

Note that the exponential estimate (L2I]) on v, implies the absolute convergence of the sum
(LI7) defining the quantity B in Condition B.

The proof of Proposition 1.4 will be given in Section 3. We remark that even if Condition A
does not hold, so p in Proposition 1.4 is not unique, we believe the statement of this result to be
true, with v depending on p.

To prove crystallographic pinning as in Theorem 1.1 we must prove that the inequality (I3
is strict. In our proof of Theorem 1.1 we shall assume that (I.I3)) is an equality for 6y = 0 and
that Condition A holds, and proceed to show that B = 0. An important step in this proof is the

analysis of the second order difference equation
X1 + X1 = 2X0n + (S +S7' = 2D X0 — f(Xm,ap(0)) =0,  meZ, (1.22)

where X,,, € (*°(Z) for each m. We write the vector X,, in coordinate form as X, = {Zpm}nez
where each x, ,, is a scalar, and the operator S acts on the index n so that (SX.,), = Tp41,m. In
this way, equation ([.22)) is effectively a difference equation in z,, , involving both indices n and m.
The function f(-,a) : £>°(Z) — ¢>°(Z) in ([22]) is again a slight abuse of notation, where we evaluate
the nonlinear scalar function f(-,a): R — R coordinatewise, that is, f(Xy,a)n = f(@nm,a).
Equation ([.22]) arises when we consider the monotone traveling wave ¢° which propagates in
the direction (1,¢) with speed ¢, and we adjust the detuning parameter a = a(e) so that c is
appropriately small. This provides an infinite family of transition layers appearing at the integers
¢ = n (after an appropriate shift), and to capture these layers we let ¢5(() = ¢°(¢¢ +n). Under

this rescaling the differential-difference equation (I.I2]) becomes the infinite system

- g(éi)'(é) = On(C+ 1)+ Gp(C = 1) + G011 (O) + 01 (C) — 495, (C) = f(Pn(C),a),  (1.23)

where each ¢ (¢) corresponds to the layer at ¢ = n. By choosing a = a(¢) so that ¢ = 2, the system
(L23]) again develops an infinite family of transition layers spaced (in the limit) a unit distance apart,

that is, we have “layers within layers.” (This secondary scaling in our analysis takes the form ([212]).



Let us also remark that solutions of PDE’s with nested families of transition layers has been related
to solutions of variational problems on tori [14] 15, [16].) The vector X,,, = {iig%ﬂfz(m)}nez € (>*(2)
captures the values of the plateaus between these secondary layers, and if it is the case that (LI3]) is
an equality, then the sequence {X,, } ez satisfies equation (L22]). The vectors X,,, form a monotone
heteroclinic orbit, having limits X4,, which are approached from above as m — —oo and below as
m — 00, and in the event that Condition A holds, it is the case that X, = SX_o = p, with p
as in Condition A. Furthermore, the limiting point p possesses a two-dimensional center manifold
as an equilibrium of the difference equation ([22)). Theorem 1.1 is proved by showing that if
B # 0, then the dynamics on the center manifold has a Takens-Bogdanov normal form, specifically
(@3T), (432)), albeit for a difference operator. This in turn is shown to preclude the possibility of
monotone limits to p from both above and below, and thus to preclude the monotone heteroclinic
orbit { X, }mez. It follows that B = 0, as desired.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we construct the heteroclinic solution { X, }imez
to equation ([22]), assuming that (LI3]) is an equality and that Condition A holds. In Section 3
we prove Proposition 1.4, which develops information about the linearization of equation (L22])
at the equilibrium p. This proof relies on properties of resolvent positive operators. In Section
4 the center manifold reduction along with associated shadowing properties is given for equation
(C22). In Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.1 by showing that B = 0 must hold if (I.I3]) is an equality.
Finally, in Section 6 we use transversality methods to prove Theorem 1.2, namely that Conditions

A and B hold generically for normal families of operators.

2 Doubly Heteroclinic Orbits

Throughout this section we assume that f is a normal family, in particular satisfying (L4]) and
(L3). We study the LDE (I.I0)), keeping the notation as before.

Lemma 2.1. The inequalities —1 < a_(0) and a4 (0) < 1 are strict. That is, there is a § > 0 such
that c(a,(1,0)) <0 fora € (=1,—1+ 0] and c¢(a,(1,0)) >0 fora €[l —4,1).

Proof. Without loss we show that a4 (0) < 1. The conclusions about ¢ follow directly from this.
We proceed by contradiction. Assume that a4 (0) = 1. Thus ¢(a) < 0 for every a € (—1,1), where

we denote c(a) = ¢(a, (k,0)) with the horizontal direction (k,0) = (1,0). Thus the corresponding



wave profile ¢(§) = ¢(&; a, (1,0)) satisfies

€+ 1) +o(§ — 1) —20(8) — f(d(£),a) 20 (2.1)

by (I12). Without loss we may assume that
»(&) <0 for £ <0, ¢(&) >0 for £ >0, (2.2)

after an appropriate translation of {. Now take any sequence a,, — 1 and let ¢,(£) be the cor-
responding wave profile, which is monotone in £. By Helly’s theorem there exists a subsequence
(which we still denote by ¢,,(£)) such that

lim ¢ (£) = ¢« () (2.3)

n—o0

exists for all but countably many £ € R. Fixing such a subsequence, let
S = {{ € R| the limit ([23) exists}, T={{e€R|{+neS for every n € Z}.

Clearly the complement R\ T of T is countable. Then from (Z.II) we see that

¢n(§ + 1) + ¢n(€ - 1) - 2¢n(§) > Qn = min f(u,an),

u€[—1,1]

for every £ € R, where the above equality serves as the definition of «,,. Clearly a,, — 0 as n — oo,

so upon taking this limit we have

G4+ 1) + (6 —1) =20.(8) 20,  £¢4(§) 20, (2.4)

for £ € T, where (Z2]) has been used for the second inequality. Morever, the first inequality in
([24) is strict for those £ € T for which ¢.(§) # £1. One sees this from (2.1), since f(én(§),an)
is strictly positive and bounded away from zero for large n. Now take any £ € T and denote
On = ¢+(E0+n) — ¢u(€o+n —1). Then the first inequality in (2.4]) implies that 6,1 > J, for every
n € Z. Thus if §; > 0 we have

6«(€0+ 1) — du(S0) = Y 6k > ndy — o0

k=1

as n — 00, which contradicts the boundedness of ¢, (£). It follows that 6; = 0, and thus ¢.({+1) =
D« (&) for every £ € T. But if £ € T then also £+n € T for every n, and so in fact ¢.(§ +n) = ¢« (&)
holds, for every n € Z and & € T. This, and the monotonicity of ¢. on T, implies that ¢, () is

10



constant on 7. With this, the second inequality in (2.4]) implies that ¢.(§) = 0 on T, and so the
first inequality in (2.4]) is an equality for £ € T. But this contradicts our assertion above that the
first inequality in (2Z4]) is strict whenever ¢, (§) # +1. O

Lemma 2.2. Let q € (*°(Z) satisfy

Gn+1 + qn-1 — 2qn = f(Qm a)’ n € 7, (2-5)

for some a € (—1,1). Assume also that q, < Gn+1 for every n € Z. Then either

lim ¢, = +1, (2.6)

n—+oo

or else q is a constant sequence with q, = qo € {—1,a,1} for every n.

Proof. Denoting g4 = nli)g:looqn’ which are finite quantities, we have f(¢ic0,a) = 0 from (Z3),
and hence g1~ € {—1,a,1}. It is thus enough to prove that (a) it is impossible for both ¢_o, = —1
and ¢ = a to hold simultaneously; and (b) it is impossible for both ¢_., = a and g = 1 to hold
simultaneously. Without loss we only prove (a), so assume to the contrary that ¢_,, = —1 and
Jso = a. Noting that f(gn,a) > 0 for every n € Z and denoting d,, = ¢, — ¢n—1, we have from (23]
that

On+1 = 0pn + f(qn,a) > 0, > 0. (2.7)

As {gn}nez is not a constant sequence, necessarily d,, > 0 for some m. But then §,,1% > d,, for
every k > 0 by (2.7), hence

k
Gm+k — @m—-1 = Z5m+i > (k4 1)y — o0
i=0
as k — oo, contradicting boundedness of g1 k- O

Proposition 2.3. Assume that Condition A holds, with p as stated there. Then the {>°(Z)-valued
ODE
— 0 =(S+ S5 -2)® — f(®,a,(0)) (2.8)

admits a heteroclinic solution ® : R — (°°(Z) with limits

lim ®(¢) =S 'p, Jim 2(6) =p.

(——0

11



Moreover, there exists such a solution ®(¢) = {¢n(C) }nez satisfying the monotonicity condition

On(C) < dn(C +0) for 6 >0,

for everyn € Z and ¢ € R.

Proof. Choose b € (—1,1) \ {a} so that also b # p; for every j € Z, with p as in Condition
A. We shall consider the monotone traveling wave ¢ = ¢°(§) = ¢°(§;a%, (1,0)) traveling in the
direction (1,0) with appropriately chosen a® and normalized by a translation so that ¢°(0) = b.
For sufficiently small £ choose a® so that ¢ = ¢(a®, (1,0)) = €. Such a choice is possible by the
continuity of the function ¢ and by Lemma 2.1. Note that lima® = a4 (0).

e—0

Let ¢5(¢) = ¢°(e¢ + n), and substitute into (L8]) to obtain

—(85)'(€) = ¢r11(Q) + 8 1(C) — 204,(C) — F(#,(C), a%)

For each n, as € varies ¢S, constitute a bounded equicontinuous family and thus by Ascoli’s theorem

and a diagonalization argument, we have the limit
e
lim 67(¢) = 6 (C)

for some subsequence of ¢, holding uniformly on compact (-intervals for every n € Z. Letting
®(¢) := {¢dn(¢) }nez we obtain ([Z8]). The monotonicity of the original wave profile ¢° together with

the scaling { = €£ + n implies the monotonicity condition

gbn(C) < ¢n(< + 5) < @bn—i—l(C) >0 (2'9)

holds for all ( € R and all n € Z. We now show that this monotonicity is strict, as in the
statement of the proposition. Suppose to the contrary that ¢, (o) = én((op + 0) for some n € Z
and some 0 > 0, and some (y € R. Since each ¢, is non-decreasing we have ¢,,({) = ¢,((y) for
every ¢ € [(o,Co + d]. It is then a consequence of (2.8) that ¢,11(¢) + ¢n—1(¢) is constant in
[€o, Co + d], and so both ¢,,11(() are constant in that interval as these functions are nondecreasing.
By induction we see that the vector ®({) is in fact constant in this interval, and so (2.8]) at ¢ = (o
rewrites as (S + S — 21)®(¢y) — f(®(¢p),a+(0)) = 0. Thus the point ®((y) € £*°(Z) is an
equilibrium of equation (2.8)), and by uniqueness we must have ®(¢) = ®({p) for every ¢ € R.
Lemma 2.2 now applies to the vector ¢ = ®({y) due to the monotonicity of ¢,({y) in n. Because
qgo = ¢0(0) =b & {—1,a,1} it follows that (2.6) holds. Thus by the uniqueness (up to translation)
of the vector p in Condition A, we have that ¢ = S7p for some j € Z. But then b = ¢y = Dj
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contradicts the choice of b. Thus the first inequality in (2.9]) is strict, as desired. Note that the
second inequality in (2.9)) is also strict.

We now establish the boundary conditions for ®(¢). It is a consequence of (Z9) that the
limits ¢y, (+o0) = Cgliloogbn(ﬁ) exist. Taking these limits in (2.8) gives (S + S~ — 2I)®(do0) —
f(®(£00),a4(0)) = 0. Again Lemma 2.2 applies, and this time due to the strict monotonicity
we have (2.0]) for both vectors ®(+£o00). As ®(—00) < P(00) and P(—o0) # P(o0) it follows that
®(—o00) = S7p and ®(co0) = S¥p for some integers j < k, with p given by Condition A. However,
we also have that ®(c0) < S®(—o0) from the second inequality in (2.9]), and so £ < j + 1. Thus
k = j+1. By reindexing n, namely by replacing ®(¢) with S7*®((), we obtain the desired boundary

conditions. O

Proposition 2.4. Assume that the inequality (ILI3) is an equality at 6y = 0. Also assume that
Condition A holds, with p as stated there. Then the (>°(Z)-valued difference equation (L22]) admits
a heteroclinic orbit { X, bmez with limits

lim X, = Xioo, X_ =51, Xoo =, (2.10)

m—too

in the space (*°(Z). Moreover Xy, = {@n mnecz satisfies the lexicographic monotonicity property

Prn—1 = Tn,—0o < Tnm < Tnomtl < Tnoo = Pns n,m € Z. (2.11)

Proof. We shall consider the monotone traveling wave ¢° = ¢°(§) = ¢(&;a%, (1,¢)), which prop-
agates in direction (k,0) = (1,¢), taking an appropriately chosen a = a®. Note that the angle
0 corresponding to this direction is § = arctane, and so the upper value of the pinning range is
located at a = a4 (f) = a(arctane).

To be precise, fix a sequence e — 0 with 5 # 0 such that

lim a4 (0)) = a+(0)
k—o0

for 0, = arctaneg, by the equality assumption in (LI3]). For the remainder of this proof we
shall select € only from the sequence e, suppressing the index k for notational simplicity. For
sufficiently small ¢ choose a = a° so that the wave speed is given by c(af,(1,¢)) = 2. Such a
choice is possible by the continuity of the function ¢ = ¢(a, (k,0)) and by Lemma 2.1. Indeed, one

has c(ay (arctane), (1,¢)) = 0 while ¢(1 — 4,(1,¢)) > 0 is bounded away from zero as ¢ — 0, by
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Lemma 2.1. Let a = ;i_r%ae , where the limit is taken along a subsequence if necessary. Certainly
a® > a4 (arctane) for all € and therefore a > %ii)r(l)a_i_ (arctane) = a4 (0). Similarly, continuity of the
function ¢ implies that ¢(a, (1,0)) =0, so @ < a4 (0). Thus a = a(0).

Now fix b € (p—1,po) so that b # a;(0). Of course b # p,, for every n. By translating the

argument £ of ¢°, we may assume without loss that ¢°(0) = b. Let
nm(C) = 07 (%3¢ +em + n). (2.12)

As ¢°(¢) satisfies equation ([LI2) with ¢ = £2, with a = af, and with (k,0) = (1,¢), we see that the
functions ¢f, ,,,(¢) satisfy the LDE

- ( ;:L,m)/ = qb;:z,m—l—l + qb;:z,m—l + qb;:z—}—l,m + ¢;—1,m - 4¢;:L,m - f( ;,m’ a(e)). (213)

Note in particular that all arguments of the functions ¢ ; in ([2.I3)) are evaluated at the same
point ¢, and so (2.13]) is an infinite-dimensional ODE. By Ascoli’s theorem and a diagonalization

argument, we have the limit

lim (Zﬁfz,m(C) = ¢n,m(€)

e—0
for some subsequence of €, holding uniformly on compact (-intervals for every n and m. The
limiting function ¢y ,, satisfies the same LDE (2.13]), but with a4 (0) in the argument of f. Of
course, ¢o0(0) = b. The monotonicity of the original wave profile ¢°(£), and the particular scaling
€ = €2C 4+ em + n of the argument, imply that our limiting functions enjoy the lexicographic

montonicity condition

(bn,m(C) < (bn,m(c + 6) < (bn,m—l-k(C) < ¢n+1,m(< - 5) for k > 1 and 4> 07 (214)

and every n,m € Z and ( € R. Indeed, one sees that for any given such k, §, n, m, and (, the
inequalities (Z.I4]) hold for ¢f, ,, for small . Define now

Tnm = lim @n,m({)y Xm = {$n,m}n€Z € EOO(Z)'
(—o0

Certainly these limits exist, and of course |z, ,| < 1. Additionally Clim &, m(C) = 0 from the
—0oc0

differential equation (Z.I3]). From this one easily sees that taking the limit ( — oo in (ZI3]) yields
the difference equation (L.22)), which may also be written as

(AZ)pm = f(@nm,a(0)), (n,m) € Z2, (2.15)
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where A is the discrete laplacian (LI on Z?. The ordering Tnm < Tpmak < Tpg1m for k> 1,
which follows from (2.14]), implies that x, +oo = lm y, ,, exist and that

m—too

Tn,—co < Tnym < Tnmtl < Tnyocos Tnyoo < Tntl,—oco (216)

for every n and m. One sees that the vectors X_o = {@n, —cotnez and Xoo = {Zn 00 }nez both
satisfy the conditions of Lemma 2.2 with a = a4 (0).
Also observe that
x0,—1 < b <x0p. (2.17)

The second inequality in (ZI7)) holds because ¢ (¢) > ¢0,0(0) = b for ¢ > 0. The first inequality
in (2.I7) follows by taking (n,m) = (0,—1) with £ = 1, and ¢ = 0, in the second inequality of
([2.14), to give ¢ —1(0) < ¢0,0(0) = b. One then lets § — oo.

We next show that the first three inequalities in (2.I6]) are strict. Suppose that z, p, = Zp m+1
for some n and m. Then by equation (ZI5))

0 = (AZ)nm+t1 — (AZ)pm

= ($n+1,m+1 - xn—i—l,m) + (xn—l,m—i-l - $n—1,m) + (xn,m+2 - xn,m—l)-
Each of the three differences in the final line of the above equation are nonnegative by (2.16]), and

so we have that
Tn+1,m = Tn+lm+1, Tn—1,m = Tn—1,m+1,

Tnm—1 = Tnm = Tnm+l = Tnm+2-

It is clear by repeating the procedure that we may conclude that
Tnm = Tn,0 (2.18)

for every n and m, namely, that X,, = X is constant in m. Thus X1, = Xp, and as noted this
vector satisfies the conditions of Lemma 2.2 with a = a4 (0). We also have, from (2.1I7) and (2I]]),
that 209 = b & (—1,a4(0)) U (a4(0),1), and so it follows from Lemma 2.2 that nglilwxn70 = +1.
By the uniqueness assumption on p in the statement of the proposition, we have that Xo = S¥p
for some k € Z. But then b = x09 = px, which contradicts the choice of b. We thus conclude that
Tnm < Tnm+1 for every n and m, and hence the first three inequalities in (ZI6) are strict.

Onme thus has z, —oc < Tnoo < Tntl,—0o < Tptl,00 for every n, and this implies that z, o <
Tnt1,—c0 AN Tp oo < Tpi1,00- Applying Lemma 2.2 again, to both X_, and X, we conclude that

each of these vectors are shifts of p, say

Xoow=5p,  Xo =S,
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for some j and k. As z,, _oo < ZTp,00 We have that Sip < Skp with S7p # S*p, and so j < k. As
Tnoo < Tptl,—0o We have that Skp < S9*1p hence k < j + 1. Thus j = k — 1. Further,

pr1 = (S"71p)o = (57p)o = 20,00 < T0,0 = b < To.00 = (S*P)o = Pk,

and so k = 0 by the choice of b. This implies that =, o = pp—1 and T, o = pp, to give the
result. O

3 The Proof of Proposition 1.4

For each pair (¢, a) € £*°(Z)x(—1,1) we may linearize equation (2.5]) about ¢ to obtain an associated
operator Ly(a) € L({*°(Z)) given by

Ly(a) =S+ S —2I — f'(¢,a), (3.1)

where f’(q,a) denotes the diagonal operator with entries f’(g,,a). Proposition 1.4 concerns the
operator Ly(a) with @ = a4 (0) and with ¢ = p as in (LI4]), (II5). We first examine the spatial
dynamics associated with the difference equation Ly(a)v = 0.

Generally, we shall denote L, = L,(a) when the value of a is clear.

Lemma 3.1. Let D € L({*°(Z)) be the diagonal operator D = diag{d, }nez, where we assume the

existence of the limits and the sign conditions

lim d, = d4oo, d+oo > 0.

n—+oo

Then the operator T = S + S™' — 21 — D is Fredholm of index zero. Moreover, the dimension of
the kernel of T is either zero or one. Furthermore, elements v € ker(T) of the kernel enjoy the

estimate
o] < Kpl™, n €7, (3.2)

for some K >0 and 0 < pu < 1, and in addition,
vp, # 0 for all large |n| (3.3)
for nontrivial elements of the kernel. If v is a nontrivial element of the kernel then
ran(T) = {w € (*°(Z) | (v,w) = 0}, (3.4)
with ran(T") = ¢>°(Z) if ker(T') = {0}.
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If q € (>°(Z) satisfies nglilqu = 41 and a € (—1,1), then all the above claims hold for the
operator T'= X — L, where Ly = Ly(a), provided that A > max{—f'(1,a), —f'(—1,a)}.

Finally, the same conclusions hold if we consider the operator T', or A\l — Lg, lying in the space
L(Qo) instead of L({>°(Z)), where

Qo={x€l>*(Z)| lm z,=0}

n—+oo

Proof. The arguments below apply equally to operators in the space £(¢°°(Z)), and in the space
L(Qo)-

Consider the second order difference equation
Tpt1 + Tno1 — (2+dp)z, =0 (3.5)

associated to the operator T'. This difference equation is asymptotically hyperbolic, that is, all

roots u of the limiting characteristic equations
pA Tt = (24 dioo) =0 (3.6)

satisfy |u| # 1. Indeed, one easily checks this by noting the left-hand side of (B.6]) is negative

9 In fact the two roots of this equation have the form p = py and p = u;l,

whenever p = €
satisfying 0 < ptr <1< u;l, for each choice of sign + or —, and so this equation is of saddle type.

Asymptotic hyperbolicity of equation (3.5) now implies that this equation admits dichotomies
whose stable and unstable subspaces are each one-dimensional, both for n — oo and for n — —oo.
This and the above remarks about the roots of ([3.06) in turn imply that the kernel of T is at most
one-dimensional, that any kernel element necessarily decays at the rate ([8.2]) for some K > 0 and
0 < p < 1, and that T is Fredholm.

In particular, the proof that T is Fredholm follows by adapting the techniques of Palmer [I7]
for ODE’s to the setting of difference equations. Palmer proved that a differential operator of the
form Lx(t) = @(t) — A(t)x(t), where A(t) is a bounded continuous coefficient matrix, is Fredholm if
and only if it admits exponential dichotomies on both half lines. (Here the operator L acts from the
space of bounded C' functions on the line with bounded first derivative, into the space of bounded
continuous functions.) The techniques of Palmer’s proof carry over to difference operators of the
form (B.5]), with appropriate modifications. We omit the details.

To prove that the Fredholm index of T is zero, consider the operator T'— AI. For every A > 0

this operator satisfies the same conditions in the statement of the lemma as T' does, and so it too is
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Fredholm, necessarily with the same index as T. But 7' — AI is invertible for A\ > ||T'||, and so has
index zero. Thus the index of T" also is zero. In particular, if ker(7") = {0} then ran(T") = (*°(Z).

To prove (B4]) in the case that ker(7") contains a nontrivial element v, note that if w € ran(T),
say w = Ty, then (v,w) = (v, Ty) = (T*v,y) = 0, where T* € L({*(Z)) has the same formula as
does T, but considered in the space ¢!(Z). This now proves an inclusion for the formula (3.4). But
both spaces in this formula have the same codimension, in particular codimran(7") = dim ker(7) =
1, as the Fredholm index of T' is zero. We conclude that (4] is valid, as claimed.

To prove that ([B.3) holds for any nontrivial element of ker(7T), consider such an element v.
Suppose for some n > ng that v,+1 > v, > 0, where ng is large enough that d,, > 0 for every
m > ng. Then from the difference equation ([B.3]) at n + 1 we have that v,419 — vp41 > Upt1 — Up,
and SO Unpt2 > vpy1 > 0. Upon repeating this procedure, we conclude that v, — vpyp—1 is a
nondecreasing and strictly positive sequence for k > 1. But this forces v,, — o0 as m — oo,
which is false. Thus the assumption that v,+1 > v, > 0 for some n > ng is impossible. Similarly,
Upt1 < U < 0 cannot occur for any n > ng. Thus if v,, = 0 for some n > ng, necessarily v,+1 = 0.
However, in light of the difference equation (B.1), this forces v,, = 0 for every m € Z, which
contradicts the assumption that v is nontrivial. We thus conclude that v, # 0 for all n > ny.
Similarly, v, # 0 for all sufficiently large negative n, as claimed.

To establish the penultimate claim of the lemma, we note that the operator L, — AI has the

same form as 7" in the statement of the lemma, with
dioo = f'(qroo,a) + X = f/(£1,a) + .

Thus L, — I is Fredholm with index zero so long as A > max{—f’(1,a), —f'(—1,a)}, as desired. O

The proof of Proposition 1.4 relies on the theory of resolvent positive operators, which we now
briefly outline.

Recall that a closed convex subset K of a Banach Space X is called a cone if it is closed under
positive linear combinations and if also K N (—=K) = {0}. A cone K is a called a total cone if in
addition, its linear span {z1 — 22 | 1,22 € K} is dense in X.

Let I C X be a cone. An element x € X is called positive with respect to K, denoted x > 0,
if x € IC, and we write x1 > xo to mean x1 — xo > 0, for x1,x2 € X. The relation > thus defines
a partial order on X. A linear operator T' € L(X) is called positive if T'(K) C K, that is, Tz > 0
whenever x > 0. We similarly write 7' > 0 to denote that T is a positive operator, and 17 > T3

when 177 — 715 > 0. An operator T is called resolvent positive if there exists A € R such that
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A€ p(T) and (A —T)~ > 0 whenever A > A.
Resolvent positive operators satisfy the following nice property [I, I8 19]. A proof of the

following result can be found, for example, in Proposition 4.7 of [I].

Proposition 3.2. Let K be a total cone in a Banach Space X and let T € L(X) be resolvent
positive with respect to K. Then
a(T)NR # 0.

Further, let
Ao = sup(a(T) NR).

Then either \g is an eigenvalue of T and there exists an associated positive eigenvector v, that is
Tv = v, ve K\ {0},

or else the operator Aol — T is not Fredholm.

In what follows, whenever we take X' = (°°(Z), then we let I be the cone of non-negative

sequences, namely those x = {z, }pez with z,, > 0 for every n.

Lemma 3.3. If T € L(X) satisfies T > —ol for some o € R, then T is resolvent positive. In
particular, the operator Lq(a) in equation [B)) is of this form for any g € (*°(Z) and a € (—1,1),

and hence is resolvent positive.

Proof. For a general operator 7" as in the statement of the lemma, write I’ = B — ol where B > 0.
Then

. . 1 < B
M-T)""=(A+0o)l-B) " =
( )7 = +0) ) )\—I—sz_o()\—l—a)k
converges for A + o > || B||, and is a sum of positive operators hence is positive.
For the specific operator L, we see that taking o > 2 + max{f’(u,a) | —1 < u < 1} gives
L, > —ol, as desired. O

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that ¢ € (°°(Z) and a € (—1,1) are as in the statement of Lemma 3.1.
Then o(Lg) NR # (. Assume additionally that the quantity

Ao = sup(o(Lg) NR) (3.7)

19



satisfies
)‘0 > max{—f’(l,a),—f’(—l,a)}. (38)

Then \o is an eigenvalue of Ly and Aol — Ly has a one-dimensional kernel, and so
ker(Aol — Lg) = {av | a € R}

for some v € £>°(Z) \ {0}. Further, the eigenvector v can be chosen to satisfy v, > 0 for alln € Z,
and there are constants K > 0 and 0 < p < 1 such that v, < Ku™ for all n € Z, and so also
v € LY(Z). Finally, the operator Aol — L is Fredholm with index zero, with range

ran(Aol — Lg) = {w € (2(Z) | (v, w) = 0}. (3.9)

Proof. The operator L, is resolvent positive by Lemma 3.3 and so Proposition 3.2 implies that
o(Lqg) NR # (). Now assume that the inequality (3.8)) holds. Then Aol — L, is Fredholm with index
zero, by Lemma 3.1. Thus Proposition 3.2 implies that ) is an eigenvalue of L, with an associated
eigenvector v € K\ {0}, that is, with v # 0, and v, > 0 for every n € Z. It follows from Lemma 3.1
that A\ is simple and that v enjoys exponential decay in n, and that moreover the formula (3.9
for the range holds.

It remains to prove that the strict inequality v, > 0 holds for every n. If this is false, then
there exists some k € Z for which v = 0, and with either v 1 > 0 or vg_1 > 0. In any case, both
V41 => 0. But then

0= (()\0[ — Lq)v)k = AUk — Vg1 — Up—1 + (2 + f’(qk,a))vk <0,

a contradiction. Ol

Proof of Proposition 1.4. It follows from Proposition 3.4 that it suffices to show that A\g = 0
for the quantity in ([B7), taking ¢ = p and a = a4 (0), and thus with the operator L = L,(a4(0))
as in equation ([L.20)).

Let us first show that A\g < 0. Assuming to the contrary that A\g > 0, let v € £*°(Z) be the
associated positive eigenvector as in Proposition 3.4. Also let U({) = S®({) — p, with ®(¢{) as in
Proposition 2.3, so that ¥(¢) > 0 with ¥(¢) # 0. Then from equation (2.8)) we have

—U' = (S+ 5" =2V — f(¥+p,ai(0) + f(p,ai(0))
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which can be rewritten as

E(C) = f(¥(¢) +p,a+(0)) — f(p,a+(0)) — f'(p,a+(0))¥(¢)-
Now v € £1(Z) by the exponential decay of v, and so we may take the inner (duality) product (-, -)
of the above equation with v. Denoting this by w({) = (v, ¥({)), we have that

—w'(¢) = (v, LY(C)) — (v, E())
(3.10)

= (L0, ¥(()) = (v, E(Q)) = dow(¢) — e(C),
where e(¢) = (v, E(()). Also note that w(¢) > 0 for every (. Now

En(C) = f(¥n(C) + pn, a1 (0)) = f(pn, a4 (0)) = f'(pn, a4(0))¥n(C)

and so there exists K > 0 such that

1Bn (O] < K9pn()® < K[ T(O)]%n(C)

with || - || denoting the norm in ¢°°(Z). Thus

(e}

(OIS D vl En(OI S KNI Y onthn(Q) = K[ T(0)[lw(),

n=—oo n=—oo

where the positivity of v and of ¥(¢) is crucial in obtaining this inequality. From this and from
BI0) we have that

(€)= (ho — KIW(Q)w(c),

and in particular, —w'({) > %w(() for all sufficiently negative (, since ¥(¢) — 0 as { — —o0.
However, this is impossible as w({) — 0 as ( — —oo with w({) > 0 for every (. This contradiction
proves that Ay < 0.

To complete the proof that A\g = 0, we prove that Ag > 0. Assume to the contrary that Ay < 0.
Then 0 ¢ o(L) from the definition of Ag and so L is invertible. This fact together with the implicit
function theorem allows us to solve equation (2.5]) for ¢ = ¢(a) € ¢°°(Z) depending smoothly on
a, for a near ay(0), and with g(a) = p at a = a4(0). To be specific, assume that such ¢(a) is
defined for a € U, where U C (—1,1) is an open interval containing the point a4 (0). (We reserve
the right below to decrease U by taking a smaller neighborhood of a4 (0).) Let us recall here the

strict inequalities —1 < a4 (0) < 1 from Lemma 2.1, which will also be used below.
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It is enough to show that ¢, (a) depends monotonically on n, that is, ¢,(a) < ¢,+1(a) for every
n € Z and a € U. Indeed, if this holds then for every a € U we have a monotone solution of
equation ([LI2) at (k,0) = (1,0) with ¢ = 0, and this implies that U is a subset of the pinning
region (a—(0),a+(0)). However, this contradicts the fact that U is a neighborhood of a4 (0).

Let us prove strict monotonicity in n for n > 0, the proof of monotonicity for n < 0 being
similar. Fix a sufficiently large integer N and sufficiently small € > 0, such that

1+ a4 (0)

5 >a+e, llg(a) — p|| <&, Dntl — Pn > 26, (3.11)

PN >

holds for every a € U and for 0 < n < N. One easily does this by first choosing N to satisfy the
first inequality in (B.I1), then choosing e, and then possibly decreasing the neighborhood U. We
claim that ¢,+1(a) > gn(a) for every n > 0 and a € U. For such a, first observe that

qn+1(a) — qn(a) > pry1 — pn — 22 > 0, 0<n<N\,

by (BII)). Also observe that

1+ a4(0)

s~ —e>a, nxN, (3.12)

qn(a) >p,—e>py —e >

again by (3.I11]). Now assume for some a € U that there exists m > N such that g,,+1(a)—gm(a) < 0.
Take m to be the least such integer, and so gm(a) — gm—1(a) > 0. Then from equation (2.1 at
n = m we have that f(gmn(a),a) < 0, and so from ([B.I2) we have that ¢, (a) € (a,1). Two cases
now arise, and we shall rule out each of them in turn. For the first case, there exists 7 > m such
that ¢;11(a) —gj(a) > 0. Take j to be the least such integer, and so ¢j(a) —gj—1(a) < 0, which with
equation (23] implies that f(g;(a),a) > 0. However, from the choice of j and from (B.I2)) it follows
that a < g;j(a) < gm(a) < 1, which implies that f(g;j(a),a) < 0, a contradiction. We now consider
the second case, in which gj41(a) —g;(a) < 0 for every j > m. Then the limit g;(a) — g(a) exists
as a nonincreasing sequence for j > m, and upon taking the limit n — oo in equation (2.X]) we
have that f(gu(a),a) = 0, hence ¢ (a) € {—1,a,1}. But [BI2) implies that ¢(a) > a, and so
do(a) = 1. On the other hand, ¢oo(a) < gm(a) < 1, and this is a contradiction. With this, the

proof of the proposition is complete. O

The fact that A\g = 0 will allow us to make a center manifold reduction. The positivity of
the kernel element v will allow us to make use of the center manifold reduction to induce a sign

condition on f. The next section is devoted to constructing the center manifold.
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4 A Center Manifold Reduction

So long as Condition A holds and (L.I3)) is an equality at 6y = 0, then Proposition 2.4 guarantees
that the difference equation (L.22]) admits a monotone increasing solution X,, which converges to
p as m — oo. Similarly, the solution of (L.22]) given by SX,, is also monotone increasing in m and
converges (downward) to p as m — —oo. Our aim is to close the argument by showing that such
dynamical behavior can occur only when B = 0 for the quantity in Condition B, and thus can only
happen when Condition B fails. In other words, when Condition B holds and so B # 0, then the
inequality (LI3)) is strict at 6y = 0 and so crystallographic pinning occurs in the direction 6y = 0.
Our approach is to consider the difference equation
Yir1 = 2V — Y1 — (S + S7H = 21)Y,,
(4.1)
+f(p+ Ym,a4(0)) — f(p, a4(0)),
which is satisfied by both Y, = X,,, — p and also by Y,, = SX_,, — p whenever X,,, satisfies (.22]).
We shall show that when Condition A holds, then the system (AI]) possesses a two-dimensional
center manifold at the origin. Moreover, this center manifold contains two monotone orbits which
approach 0 from below and above, and toward which the orbits X,,, —p and SX_,, — p, respectively,
obtained in Proposition 2.4 converge exponentially fast as m — oco. A convexity argument then
shows that the existence of one of these orbits forces B < 0 and the other forces B > 0, thus B =0
must hold.
The first step in this process is the construction of a smooth center manifold. The following
theorem is a discrete-time version of Theorem 4.1 in [20]. For details see [21] in the case where X

is a Hilbert space.

Theorem 4.1 (Center Manifold Theorem). Let X be a Banach space and let A € L(X)
satisfy the following spectral gap condition: There exists o > 0 such that for each X\ € o(A) either
IA| = 1 or |log|)\|| > a. Denote by X¢ and X" the associated center and hyperbolic subspaces
of X, corresponding to spectra with |\ = 1 and |\| # 1, respectively. Assume that X€ is finite
dimensional. Let g : X — X be a C*-smooth function for some 1 < k < oo and satisfy g(0) = 0
and Dg(0) = 0. Then there exist neighborhoods Q¢ C X¢ and Q" C X" of the origin in these
subspaces, and a C* mapping 1 : Q¢ — QP with ¥(0) = 0 and D(0) = 0, such that the following
properties hold:
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o Ifzl € Q° for 0 <n < N+ 1 satisfies the reduced system
T = Awy, + mg(af, + ¥ (a7)) (4.2)
for 0 <n < N, and if we let x,, = x& + (), then x,, satisfies the full system
Tpy1 = Axy + g(x) (4.3)
for0<n < N.

o If z,, satisfies the full system [&3) and also x, € Q for alln € Z, then n'x, = ¢(r°x,) and
x$, = m¢x, satisfies the reduced system ([L2)) for every n € Z.

In the above statements, we let ¢ and 7" denote the canonical projections with respect to the
decomposition X = X° @ X", and A = 7°A and A" = 7" A are the corresponding operators on
these subspaces. We also denote Q = {x¢+ 2" | 2¢ € Q¢ and 2" € Q"}, which is a neighborhood of

the origin in X.

When Theorem 4.1 holds, we call the set
We={z°+(z° | 2°€ Q}CQ

a local center manifold for the full system (43]), and the system (2] restricted to this set
is called the reduced system. We only outline the proof of this result. For more details, see
[211 22| 20].

Sketch of Proof. The full evolution equation (4.3) may be written in terms of its center, stable,
and unstable parts, where we decompose X = X¢ @ X" = xX°¢ @ (X° @ &%) in this fashion. We
generally denote z° = 7°z, with A° = 7°A and ¢°(z) = 7°g(x), where 7° denotes the spectral

projection onto X'°, with o representing ¢, h, s, or u. We thus have
Ty = Ay + g (),
Tpyy = Aty + g°(2n),
Tpy = A'zy + g (),

for the full equation (A3]), and we have that x,, = x{ + xf + s¥. The corresponding variation of
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constants formulae are

n—1
26 = (A%)"f + Y (A g% (ay),
j=0
n—1 .
s = (A%)"z+ ) (A g0 (), (4.4)
7=0
n—1 .
2l = (A"l + Y (A g (),
7=0

where if n < 0 we interpret Z;L:_& = — Z;:ln, with Zj_:lo the empty sum. We begin the proof by
restricting attention to the case where the orbit {x, },cz is bounded for all n € Z. In this case,
upon multiplying the second (stable) equation in ([@4]) by (A%)~™ and letting n — —oo, and also
multiplying the third (unstable) equation in (44]) by (A")™" and letting n — oo, we obtain

-1

wh= > () ay)

j=—o00
(4.5)
af = =y (AY) g (),
§=0
and then substituting (4.35]) into the second and third equations of (4] gives
n—1 .
zo= Y (AT g (),
j=—00
(4.6)
Tl = —Z(A“)"_l_jg“(xj).
j=n
Combining (£.0) with the first equation in (£4]) thus gives
n—1 .
= (A" + ) (A g% ()
5=0
(4.7)

+Z Asnlj iAunlj xj)~

j=—o00

We regard (4.7 as a fixed point equation for the trajectory {xy}nez with zf as a parameter. For
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each ¢ > 0 define the Banach space Y; of sequences = {zy, }nez in X' by

Ye=Ax:Z— X ||zll¢ <oo},  zl¢= sup eIl |,
ne

with || - [|¢ being the norm in ). Also define G : X¢ x Y, — Yo to be the right hand side of
equation (A7), with arguments z§ € X°¢ and © = {zp}tnez € Vo, With « as in the statement
of the theorem. Thus the fixed points of G(xf,-) are solutions of (A7). It is not hard to show
that G(zf,-) is a contraction mapping, so long as the lipschitz constant of g is sufficiently small.
Assuming this, denote the unique fixed point of G(z{,-) by ¥(zf) € Va, and let ¢ : X¢ — XM be
given by ¥(z§) = T'[W(z§)o]. Observe that x¢ = 7¢[¥(x§),] solves the reduced system ([E2) and
that =, = m°[¥(z§)n] + Y (7[¥(2§)n]) solves the full system (ZL.3)).

The difficult part is proving that ¢ is smooth. Since we are using the uniform contraction map-
ping principle, we obtain that the fixed point W is only as smooth in zf as the uniform contraction
mapping G is. The Nemytskii operator associated to g is in general not smooth as a mapping from
YV, to itself. However, it is C*-smooth as a mapping from V¢ to Vo whenever k¢ < a. Using this
fact, one may show with a clever application of the fiber contraction theorem to the map G that
U: X¢ — Y, is CF-smooth, and thus ¢ : X¢ — X" is C*¥-smooth.

To complete the theorem, it remains only to remove the assumption that the lipschitz constant

of g is small. This is done by considering the modified system

Tpt1 = Axy + g(xn) (4.8)

llz<|l ll=" |

where g(z) = g(z)x(z). Here x(z) = xo(*=")Xxo(*=") where xq : [0,00) — R is a smooth cutoff
function which is identically 1 on [0, 1] and vanishes identically on [2,00). By choosing e small
enough, we can make the lipschitz constant of g as small as we wish on the region on which x(z) is
nonzero, and it follows from what we have sketched above that the system (48] has a global center
manifold. As for smoothness of this manifold, recall that in general Banach spaces need not have
smooth norms. However, as we have assumed that X¢ is finite dimensional, we may assume that
its norm is smooth. Thus x(z) depends smoothly on x¢, but in general is only lipschitz in 2. Tt
follows that y and thus G(x§,-) is smooth in the region ||2"|| < e where the cutoff function in the
hyperbolic direction is constant. One now uses exponential estimates on the map G to show that
| (z§)n]| < € for all coordinates of the fixed point ¥ (z§) of G(z§,-), whenever ||z§|| < . With
this and the above remarks about smoothness, it follows that 1 (zf) depends smoothly on zf for
|z§|| < e. Taking Q¢ and Q" to be the balls of radius & in X° and X" centered at the origin, the

result now follows. O
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In addition to the existence of a smooth local center manifold, our proof of Theorem 1.1 requires
the following shadowing lemma which guarantees that each orbit which stays close to the center
manifold approaches an orbit on the center manifold exponentially fast. This is classical, and
generally a consequence of the existence of a center-stable foliation. We do not require the full
apparatus here so we provide an independent proof for the specific estimate that we need. The

proof is similar to the construction of a stable manifold.

Lemma 4.2 (Shadowing Lemma). Consider the setting of Theorem 4.1, with o > 0 as in the
statement of that result. Then there exists a neighborhood 2 C X of the origin such that any forward
solution x = {xy}tn>0 C Q to the full system ([A3]) which lies in ) possesses an exponentially close
shadow on the center manifold. More precisely, there exists a positive constant K such that for
any such solution to equation [A3)), there exists a sequence y¢ = {yS tn>0 C X which satisfies the
reduced system ([A2)) and such that

[2n = yn — ¥(yp)l| < Ke™*"|lzo — 2 —P(zp)ll,  n=0.

Proof. The proof breaks up naturally into two parts. First we show that x,, approaches the center
manifold exponentially fast. Then we show that x, differs from a particular orbit on the center
manifold by an exponentially decreasing amount. Throughout, we work in a sufficiently small
neighborhood Q of the origin in X. In what follows we shall let Q denote the neighborhood which
was denoted by €2 in the statement of Theorem 4.1, and which contains the center manifold. We
shall let Q denote a (possibly) smaller neighborhood Q C Q which will be constructed below and
for which the statement of the present lemma is valid. We shall otherwise keep the same notation
as in the proof of Theorem 4.1.

We first introduce new coordinates (¢, w) replacing (x¢,z") in a neighborhood of the origin,
where w € X" replaces 2" and is defined by w = 2 —(x¢), and with the coordinate x¢ unchanged.
Thus w = 0 if and only if x lies on the center manifold, in this neighborhood, and we have
x = x4+ () +w. The evolution equation for the full system (4.3]) written in the new coordinates
takes the form

Ty = A%+ g%(af, + ¥ (a]) + wn),
Wpy1 = Alw, + APp(2) + oM (@ +p(2) + w,) (4.9)
— (A%, + g (a7, + P(7) + wa)).
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It is a consequence of the invariance of the center manifold that v satisfies the functional relation

Y(Afu+ g°(u+p(w) = A"p(u) + ¢ (u+ (),
and it follows from this that we may rewrite the system (4.9) as
T = A%y + §°(ah, w),
Wpi1 = Alw, + (28, wy),
where §¢ and §" are given by
9°(u,w) = g°(u + ¥ (u) + w),
7" (u,w) = g"(u+1(u) +w) — g"(u+ ()
TP (A% + g°(u+ h(u)) — (A% + g°(u + P (u) + w)).

Observe that §"(u,0) = 0 identically, and also that Dg"(0,0) = 0 since Dg(0) = 0 and D (0) =
Now let w® = 7w and w" = 7w"w denote the projections of w onto the stable and unstable

subspaces, and so w = w* + w*. Let §°(u,w) = 7°§"(u,w) and §*(u,w) = 7" (u,w), and note

that §°(u,0) = 0 and g“(u,0) = 0 identically, and that Dg*(0,0) = 0 and Dg"(0,0) = 0. Much as

in the proof of Theorem 4.1, we may write the variation of constants formulae

wfz — s +Z As n—1— ] ,wj)
(4.10)
wz:_ZAunlj 5, w;),

although we take a finite sum here for the stable part in contrast to the proof of Theorem 4.1. (We

have also omitted the formula for z¢ as it will not be needed here.) Adding the two formulae in

(#10) gives

wp = (A%)"w +ZAS"1J ) = D (AT g (s wy), (4.11)
j=n

for every n > 0, and which is valid for any forward orbit z = {z), },>0 lying in Q.
We wish to show that the coordinates w, decay exponentially to zero provided the sequence z,,

lies in a sufficiently small neighborhood €2 of the origin. Our approach is to regard the coordinates

28



x¢ and also w{ as known, and to consider equation (4.11]) as a fixed point problem for the bounded
sequence w = {wy, }n>0. More precisely, we shall show this sequence is in fact a fixed point both in
a space of bounded sequences, and also in a space of exponentially decaying sequences.

To this end, for any ¢ > 0 define the Banach space Z: of one-sided sequences in X h
={z:Ng = X" [[|z]l¢ <00}, |zlc= Sglgecn\lznllx,
n>

where Ng = {0,1,2,...}. (Contrast the definition of this space of one-sided decaying sequences,
with that of Y which has two-sided growing sequences. We trust that the same notation || - ||¢ for
the two norms will not lead to confusion.) Next, with a as in the statement of the theorem, there

exist v > a and C > 0 such that
A5, [[(A*) ™" < Ce™, n2>0. (4.12)

Now fix a neighborhood © C € of the origin and take small enough quantities & and & such that
the following all hold. First,

|lw?|| < % whenever z € Q, (4.13)

where as usual w® = 7w with w = 2" — ¥(2°). Next,

1D-g* (¢, 2)|l, [ D=g" (¢, 2)|| < 6
(4.14)
whenever z € Q and z € X" with ||z]| < e,

with D, denoting the derivative with respect to the second argument. Here z need not be the
w-coordinate arising from x as above, but rather is an arbitrary point in the closed e-ball about
the origin in X”. Finally, we require that the inequality (@IT) below with (@I5) should hold both
for ( = a and for ( = 0. It is easily seen that all this can be accomplished by first fixing 4, and
then €, and then taking ) sufficiently small.

Now let {z,}n>0 C Q be as in the statement of the lemma, with w, = 2! —(2¢) as usual.

Denote the closed e-ball about the origin in Z; by

Be(e) = {z ={zn}nz0 € Z¢ | I2lc <€},

and define a map G : B¢(e) — Z¢ by setting
G(Z) s +ZAsn1] ZAunlg :EZ])
j=n
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for n > 0. Of course it must be shown that G(z) actually lies in Z;. We show this, and will
also bound the lipschitz constant of the map G, which will give conditions under which G is a
contraction mapping.

Fix ( satisfying 0 < ¢ < v and take any 2,Z € B¢(¢). Then ||z, — Z,| < e "||z — Z||¢, and
using (4.12)) and ([4.14) we have that

1G(2)n — G(Z)anl|

n—1 o)
<Cé Z eV 1=0) =G|z — Zllc + Co Z e VUH=n) =i 5 — Zllc
7=0 j=n

< é(()Cde_C"Hz —Z||¢

after a short calculation, where

~ eC e_'y
¢le) = —e G0 T-e0t0 (4.15)
Thus we have that
IG(2) = @)l < C(OCH|z — 2
Next note that the sequence (A*)"w§, which is G(0), lies in the space Z¢ with the bound
s €
IGO0)ll¢ < Cllwgll < 5 (4.16)
on its norm, from (4.12)) and ([4.13]). It follows immediately that if
~ 1
C()Co < 3 (4.17)

holds, then G is a contraction mapping of B¢(¢) into itself, and thus has a fixed point. In fact,
we have assumed this to be the case for the choices ( = 0 and ( = «. Moreover, we have that
B, () C By(e) and so the fixed points in these two balls are identical, namely, the bounded sequence
{wp, }n>0 obtained from the original orbit {z, },>¢ and which satisfies (£.11]). Thus {wy, }»>0 in fact
lies in B, (e). Additionally, as the contraction constant of G in this ball is bounded by %, it follows
that [|w||o < 2||G(0)]|a, which with (4I6]) yields the bound

[wn| < 2Ce™*"[Jwill.

We now show the existence of a shadow orbit {yg },>0, as in the statement of the lemma. As

this part of the proof is very similar to the part above, and in particular involves a contraction
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mapping in the space Z,, we only sketch the argument. We write u,, = y5 — . As zf satisfies the

first equation in (£9]) and we wish y¢ to satisfy the reduced equation (4.2), then w, must satisfy
Upt1 = AUy + §(25,, Uun) + Gn (4.18)

where

9(@% u) = §°(2° +u,0) — §°(2%,0), g = g°(2°,0) — §°(z, wn).

A sufficient condition for (£I8]) to hold for n > 0, with w, decaying exponentially, is that

[e.e]

Un = Qn — Y (A" T g(5, uy) (4.19)
j=n
where -
Qn=—> (A" g;.
j=n

In particular, one has the (growing) estimate
(A" < Ce™,  n =0,

where £ > 0 can be taken arbitrarily small, and where C' = C(k). One checks that {g,}n,>0 and
thus {Qn}n>0 belong to the space Z,, and also that equation (4.I9]) possesses a fixed point near
the origin in this space. This concludes the sketch of the proof of the existence of a shadow orbit

and hence the proof of the lemma. O

The existence of a center manifold for our particular system ([.22]) follows from the center
manifold theorem upon checking that we have a spectral gap at the unit circle. The following
lemma establishes the existence of a spectral gap and in addition characterizes the center subspace

for a class of difference equations which includes (L.22]).

Lemma 4.3. Let L € L(X) be an operator for which 0 € o(L) is an isolated point of the spectrum,
and let 7% € L(X) denote the spectral projection onto the spectral subspace of X corresponding to
this point. Let Z = X x X and define A € L(Z) by

(2[—L —1)
A= .
I 0
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Then 1 € o(A) is an isolated point in the spectrum of A, and the spectral projection 11 € L(Z)

corresponding to this point is given by

m— ( ™0 ) (4.20)
0 =
Also, if there exists 51 > 0 such that
o(L) C{AeC| ReX < -3} uU{0} (4.21)
then there exists By > 0 such that
g(A) CT{AeC|||A =1 > B2} U{1}. (4.22)

Finally, if the operator L is Fredholm of index zero and has a one-dimensional generalized kernel
spanned by v € X \ {0}, that is ker(L) = {av | a € R} with v & ran(L), then

ran(n’) = {av | a € R}, ran(IT) = {col(av, bv) | (a,b) € R?},

are the above-mentioned spectral subspaces of L and A, and they have dimension one and two,

respectively.

Proof. We first show that
oAy c{reC\{0}|2—-A—- ) "Ttea(L)} (4.23)

Suppose that A # 0 is such that 2 — A — A™1 € o(L), and denote T'(A) = ((2 - X —A"1)I — L)L

We claim that
. ( —\ I > ( AT 0 )
(A — A)~! = , (4.24)
I (2-NI-L 0 AT

and thus A ¢ o(A). Indeed, this is straightforwardly proved by multiplying the above matrix
product by AI — A, to obtain the identity matrix after a brief calculation. We omit the details.
Thus (£23)) follows from this, and from the fact that 0 ¢ o(A), which holds because

e 0 I
o\ -7 21—-1 )

It now follows from ([#23)), and from the easily-checked fact that 2 — A — A~! # 0 whenever \ # 1,
that if A = 1 belongs to the spectrum of A then it is an isolated point of the spectrum.
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It is also easy to establish (4.22]) assuming that (£.21]) holds. Indeed, with (£.2I]) holding assume
that A € o(A)\ {1}. Then 2 — X — A~! € o(L) \ {0} and so 2 — Re(A + A\7!) < —3;. Writing

A= |\e?, we see that
A FIATE> (A F AT cosf =Re(A+ A7) > 2+ 5.

Denoting the two positive roots of r + 771 = 24 8; by r4 with r_ < 1 < ry, we have that either
|A| < 7_ or |A] > r4, and thus ([£22) holds with Sy = min{l —ry,74 — 1}.

We next calculate the spectral projection II for A corresponding to the point A = 1. (At this
point we do not yet know that 1 € o0(A), however, this fact will follow when we show that IT # 0.)
For sufficiently small » we have that

1
I =

= A — AL dA.
2mi \)\—1|:r( )

We calculate the above integral for each of the four block entries of the matrix (£24]), but for
simplicity we shall only provide the details for one of the entries, as the approach for the others is

similar. We take the lower right-hand entry
1

My = — (2= NI —L)ATIT(\) dx
i (4.25)
= ZLM " (L+ (v -1+ (v + 1)) dy,

with v = X\ — 1, as one sees after a short calculation using the above formula for I'(\). We apply

the projections 7° and 7!, where we denote 7! = I — 7%, to the second integral in [@25)) to get

My = —— [ (D + (= DDA + (v + 1)) dv (4.26)

' 270 Jjy)=r
for j = 1,2, where L’ = 7/L is regarded as an operator on the spectral subspace X C X,
and we separately calculate these contour integrals. Now 0 ¢ o(L'), and thus the integrand
(L' + (v — D) + (v+1)LY)~! in ([@26) is holomorphic in v in a neighborhood of v = 0. Thus
the integral vanishes by Cauchy’s theorem, and so 7'Ilz5 = 0. On the other hand, for the case
j = 0 we have (L) = {0}, and so the integrand is holomorphic for all complex v except v = 0.

In this case we may increase the radius r of the contour arbitrarily, again by Cauchy’s theorem.

Upon doing so, and then scaling v, we write the integral in the equivalent form
1

71'01_[272 =5 s V_l((ry)_lLO +(1- (7"1/)_1)[)(] + ((7"1/)_1 + (7‘1/)_2)[/0)_1 dv.
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In the limit » — oo we obtain
1

g = — v i dv =1,
27 lv|=1

which is the identity operator on the space 7°X. It thus follows that g5 = °. The proofs for the
remaining three cases are similar, in which one shows that II; ; = 7V and II; 5 = 157 = 0. This
establishes (4.20).

The final statement of the lemma follows immediately from the fact that with L having the
Fredholm properties described, we have X = ker(L) @ ran(L), and so the range of the spectral

projection 7° is the one-dimensional subspace ker(L) C X spanned by v. O

In the following proposition we construct a center manifold for the difference equation (@1l and
compute the reduced equations on it. To begin, let us rewrite ([£I]) as a system in the product
space Z = X x X where X = (*°(Z), namely

Yine1r = (21 — L)Y, — Wi + 9(Yin),

(4.27)
Wm+1 = Ymv
where L = Ly(a4(0)) is the operator in (L20) and where g : X — X is given by
9(Y) = f(p+Y,a1(0)) = f(p, a+(0)) = f'(p,a+(0))Y. (4.28)

Thus we have the system Z,,,1 = AZ,, + G(Z,,) with Z € Z, and A € L(Z) and G : Z — Z given

by
Y 2 — L —1I g(Y)
Z = , A= , G(Z) = .
w 1 0 0
The following center manifold reduction holds for this system.
Proposition 4.4. Let Condition A hold and take v as in Proposition 1.4. Then the system (4L.27),

(£28)) in the space Z satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.1 (the Center Manifold Theorem) with

the associated center and hyperbolic subspaces Z¢ and Z" of Z given by

Z¢ = X°¢x X°, X¢={av|a € R},
(4.29)
zZh = xh x xh, Xl ={zecX|(vz)=0},
and with a center manifold W¢ C Z given by
We = {C01(77U + 1/}1 (naw)7wv + ¢2(777w)) ‘ (777("')) € Qe - Rz} (430)
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for smooth functions 1p; : Q¢ — X" satisfying 1¥;(0) = 0 and D;(0) = 0, where Q¢ C R? is a
neighborhood of the origin. The reduced system on W€, in the coordinates (n,w) € Q°, has the form

m+1 = 277m — Wy + ’Y(Tlmawm)a
(4.31)

Wm+1 = Mm,

where v : Q¢ — R satisfies

v(n,w) = (v, g(nv +P1(n,w))) = By + o(|nl* + |w|?), (4.32)

where B € R is the quantity (LIT) in Condition B.

Proof. Proposition 1.4 implies that the operator L = Ly(a(0)) satisfies all the conditions of
Lemma 4.3, including (£2]]), along with the Fredholm condition and statements about its kernel
and range, and with the spectral projection 7° € L£(X) given by 7%z = (v, z)v. It thus follows by
Lemma 4.3 and because G(0) = 0 and DG(0) = 0, that the conditions of Theorem 4.1 (the Center
Manifold Theorem) hold for the system (£27)) with Z¢ and Z¢ as in (£29). Thus there exists a
center manifold (£30]) with functions v; as stated.

All that remains is to verify the form of the reduced system. We take

7z - ( Yo > _ ( Nm® + V1(Mms Wim) >
W, Win® + VY2 (Mm, W)
in W€ and similarly with Z,,,11, in the system ([@27)). We then apply the projection II given
by ([@20), that is, we take the inner product of each equation with v. In doing so we note that
(v,9;(n,w)) = 0 identically since the range of v; lies in X", and also that (v,2) = 0 for every
x € ran(L), by Proposition 1.4. This directly gives (£31]) with the first equality in (£32]). The

second equality in ([£32) follows from the fact that ¢(0) = 0 and Dg(0) = 0, and also %;(0,0) =0
and D1(0,0) = 0, which implies that

(0,90 + 10, 0))) = 2 (v, D9(0) (v, w))o” + ol + ],

where D?g(0)(-,-) denotes the usual bilinear form of the second derivative. Continuing, we have

(v, D%g(0)(v,v)) = (v, f"(p,a+(0))(v,0)) = Y f"(pn,a+(0))v;; = 2B,

n=—oo

to give the result as claimed. This completes the proof. O
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5 The Proof of Theorem 1.1

Theorem 1.1 now follows from a convexity argument applied to the reduced equations. The only
remaining preparatory results guarantee that the shadow orbits corresponding to X,, — p and
SX_,, — p are not identically zero.

The following lemma, which is related to an exercise in Coddington and Levinson’s classic text,
will allow us to prove that X, decays only polynomially fast, hence its shadow orbit on the center

manifold whose existence is guaranteed by Lemma 4.2 is not the zero orbit.

Lemma 5.1. Let d,, for n > 1 be a sequence of real numbers which satisfies

[o¢]
> ndldy| < oo, (5.1)
n=1
and consider the difference equation
Tyl = (2+ dp)xy — Tp_1. (5.2)

Then given any initial condition (xq,z1) € R2, there exist quantities (P,Q) € R? such that
Tn=Pn+Q+o(1) (5.3)

as n — co. Conversely, given any (P,Q) € R?, there exists a unique initial condition (zg,x1) € R?

such that (53) holds. In particular, if li_)m xy =0 then x, =0 for every n.

Proof. Let {x,},>0 satisfy (5.2]) and denote u,, = col(xy41,xy) for n > 0. Let U, be the transition

2 -1 10
Un:U+dn+1P, U: s F: ,
1 0 0 0

and so un4+1 = Upu,. Note here that

n+1 -n
o ( ) (5.4
n —-n—+1

for every integer n, as is easily proved by induction. Now let v,, = U~ ™u, and observe that v,

matrix

evolves according to the equation

—n(n+1 n?
Un1 = (I + Ry)vn, Ry =dppU "TITU" = dyyiy ( (1) ) :

—(n+1)2 nn+1)
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by a simple calculation. Next, if n > m > 0 let

with T, ,, = I, and so v, = T}, y,Vy,. Observe that

— n—1
[Tl < H L4 IR, ) <exp(ZuR H)

(5.6)
n—1 n—1
o =11 < (TTO+IRD) =1 o0 (IR0 - 1.
j=m j=m
The first inequality in the second line of (5.0)) may require a brief explanation. This inequality
is obtained by first expanding the matrix product in (53], then subtracting the term I, thereby
obtaining a polynomial in the matrices R;. Next one takes the norm of this polynomial, and passes
the norm across all the terms, obtaining the same polynomial but now in the scalar quantities || R;||.
The polynomial so obtained is the second term in the second line of (&.6]), as desired.
We have for some C; > 0 that |Ry,|| < C1(1 + n?)|dp41] for every n > 0, and so from (5.1]) and
(5:6) there exists Cy > 0 such that ||T}, ,,,|| < Cq for every n > m > 0. Further,

n—1
T~ Tnall = [T~ DTomall < Cal o (3 I51) - 1)

j=m

< & oo (L a0+ Aaul) ~1) =

j=m
with the above equation serving as the definition of the quantity r,,. As lim r, = 0, it follows
m—o0
that T, 0 is a Cauchy sequence of matrices, so the limit T, o = lim T}, o exists. The vectors v,, as
n—oo
well possess a limit

Voo = lim v, = T 00 = T'xo,0U0-
n—oo

Let us also note the estimate
(o @] o0
mrm <mCs Y j?ldja| < Cs ) 5°|d)]
j=m j=m
for some C3 > 0, which follows from the mean-value theorem, and which, with (51J), implies that
lim mr,,, = 0. We thus have that

m—0o0

Uy = UMy = UM + U (0, — Vs0),
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and as ||[U"|| < Cy(n + 1) for some Cyq > 0, by (5.4]), we have that

[U™ (0n = voo)|| < Ca(n+ 1)[[Tn0 — Too0ll[[uoll

< Cy(n+ D)ry|lugl| — 0, as n — oo.

Thus u, = UMvs +0(1), and denoting v, = col(A, B) it follows directly from (5.4)) that the second

coordinate of u,, which is x,,, has the form
xp =An— B(n—1)+o(1).

This proves (5.3) with P = A — B and Q = B.

The converse is proved more or less by following the above steps in reverse. Namely, given
(P,Q) € R?, then let vy, = col(A, B) where A = P+ Q and B = Q, and let uy = To_o}OUOO' We note
that the matrix Tw ¢ is invertible as det(I + R;) = 1 for every j, and thus det T, ,,, = 1 for every
n >m > 0, and thus det Tos o = 1. The required initial condition is thus ug = col(z1, zo), and we
see that it is unique.

The final sentence in the statement of the lemma follows in particular from the uniqueness of
(xg,x1) for a given (P, Q). O

Proposition 5.2. Let z,, forn >0 be a sequence of numbers satisfying

Tnt1 — 2xn + Tp—1 = M.Z'i + p(xn—laxnaxn-‘rl)a n > 17 (57)
and
Ty # 0 for infinitely many n, lim z, =0, (5.8)
n—oo

where M # 0 and where the function p : R? — R is C? and satisfies

p(B—, Bo, B+) = o(|B= > + |Bo|* + |8+ [) (5.9)

at the origin. Then
3Mx, > Mx, 1 > Mx, >0 for all large n.

Remark. We expect that in fact lim xm—”l = 1 should hold in the above proposition, although do

n—oo -
not need this fact.
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Proof. Without loss, we shall assume that M > 0, as the case M < 0 follows by considering the
sequence —, in place of x,,.
We first show that
(Tp—1,Tn, Tnt1) # (0,0,0) for all large n. (5.10)

If (5.I0) is false, then there are infinitely many n for which z,_1 = z, = x,41 = 0 but x,42 # 0,
in light of the first statement in (5.8]). For such n, equation (5.7]) with n + 1 replacing n takes the

form x,42 = p(0,0, 2,,42), and so
10(07 07 ﬂj‘n+2)
Tn42

=1. (5.11)

However, equation (B.11]) cannot hold for infinitely many n in light of (5.9 and the second statement
in (5.8). With this contradiction (5.I0)) is proved.

We next show that for all sufficiently large n, the two inequalities
Tn+1 < zp, Tpn—1 < Tnp, (512)
cannot simultaneously hold. Define a function H; : R — R by

H1(5+75075—) = /8-21- —i_/B3 + Mﬂg +P(/80 - /837507/80 - /8-21-)7

and note that H; has a strict local minimum H;(0,0,0) = 0 at the origin, by (5.9)). Now if n is
such that both inequalities in (B.12]) hold, let Sy = (x,, — xnil)l/ 2 and observe that equation &)
becomes Hi (B4, Ty, —) = 0 for this n. If n is large enough this forces S+ = x, = 0 due to the
strict local minimum of H; and the limit in (5.8]), and thus x,,—1 = x,, = 2,41 = 0. But this cannot
happen for infinitely many n by (.I0). Thus the inequalities (5.12)) cannot simultaneously hold for
arbitrarily large n.

It follows from the failure of (5.12)) for all large n that the sequence x,, is eventually monotone.
In fact, either

Ty > Tpy1 > 0 for all large n, (5.13)

or else

Tp < Tpa1 < 0 for all large n. (5.14)

We wish to prove (.I3]), so let us assume to the contrary that (.14 holds. We claim that

Tpa1l — 2@, + 1 < 0 for infinitely many n. (5.15)
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If (515) is false, then we have that x4+ — z, > x, — £,—1 > 0 for all large n. Thus there exists
d > 0 such that z,11 — x, > § for all large n. However, this forces x,, — 0o as n — oo, which is
false. This establishes (B.15)).

Still assuming (5.14]), for every n for which the inequality in (5.I5]) holds let S1 and Sy be such
that

2
ﬁ—l— = —Tn+1, ﬁO = Tn+1 — Tn, 5_ = —Tpq1 + 2Ty — Tp—1.

We have that 5, > 0 and 5y > 0, and from equation (7)) that
0= B2+ M(Bo+ B4)* + p(—B+ — 260 — B2, =B+ — Bo, —B+)
> B2 + MBE+ MBE + p(—B4+ — 280 — B2, =B+ — Bo, —B+) (5.16)

= H2(ﬁ+7507ﬁ—)7

with the above formula serving as the definition of the function Hy : R® — R. The function Hs has
a strict local minimum H5(0,0,0) = 0 at the origin by (5.9]), and with (5.16]) this forces S+ = Sy =0
if n is sufficiently large. But this contradicts 81 > 0 as noted above, and so (5.13)) is established,
as desired.

To complete the proof we must show that 3z, > x,_1 for all large n. Upon dividing equation

D) by 2,1, we have that
21'71 Tn+1 — 21'71 _ M.Z'% + p(xn—la Tn, xn-{—l)

+1
Tp—1 Tp—1 Tn—1

—0

as n — oo, in light of the ordering z,_1 > x, > z,4+1 > 0 established above. Thus 1 — % < %

for all large n, to give the result. O

It is a consequence of Lemma 5.1 that the orbits X,,, guaranteed by Proposition 2.4 decay to p

as m — 00, or to S~!p as m — —o0, at a subexponential rate, as the following result shows.

Proposition 5.3. Assume that the inequality (ILI3) is an equality at 8y = 0. Also assume that
Condition A holds, with p as stated there, and let X,, be the solution to (L22) guaranteed by
Proposition 2.4. Let Y, = X,, —p. Then

> mA Y = . (5.17)
m=0
The same conclusion holds if instead we let Y, = SX_,, — p.
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Proof. For definiteness we take Y, = X,,, —p. Also, we shall denote the coordinates of Y;,, € £*°(Z)
by Y = {Ynm}nez. Let v € £°°(Z) \ {0} be as in Proposition 1.4, so of course v € ¢}(Z), and let
Ym = (v,Yy,). From the strict positivity v, > 0 of Proposition 1.4 and the strict ordering (ZITI)
and the limits (2.10]) in Proposition 2.4, it follows that

Ym < 0, n}gnoo Ym = 0. (5.18)
Also, Y, satisfies (@1]), so it follows using (ILI6]) that y,, satisfies

Ym+1 = (2 + dm)ym ~—Ym—1
where

(0,1 (0 + Y, 05(0)) — F(.05(0)) ~ f' (.05 (0) Vi)
Ym

dy =
Here we have used the fact that
(v,(S+ 871 —20)Y,,) = ((S+ S~ —21)v,Y,,)
= (f'(p,a+(0))v,Yim) = (v, f'(p,a+(0))Yon).

We note that the conclusion of Lemma 5.1 fails for the sequence y,,, in light of (5.I8]), and so

necessarily
o0
> mPldy| = . (5.19)
m=0
By the mean value theorem there are quantities €y, p, € [Ym, n, 0] such that
f(pn + Yn,ms a+(0)) - f(pna a+(0)) - f,(pm a—l—(o))yn,m

= f”(pn + En,my A+ (0))yr2L,m7

and we note that p, + €,.m € [Pn + Ynm, Pn] = [Tnm, Pn] € [—1,1]. Thus

o0

1

‘ m’ = ﬁ Z Unf,/(pn+5n,m7a+(o))y721,m
= (5.20)
K|V <

where K > 0 is an upper bound for |f”(u,a(0))| in the interval [—1,1]. Note in particular, in the
final equality in (5.20]), that we have used the fact that v, > 0 and y,, ,, < 0. With this, the desired

conclusion (B.I7)) follows from (5.19) and (G.20). O
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With these rates of convergence established, we may now compare the orbit Y;, to its shadow

on the center manifold.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Suppose that Condition A holds but that the inequality (LI3)) is in fact
an equality, and so crystallographic pinning does not occur in the direction 6y = 0. We will show
that condition B fails, namely, that B = 0 for the quantity B in formula (LI7]). Therefore assume
to the contrary that B # 0.

With the above assumptions, let X, denote the solution of ([22]) guaranteed by Proposition
2.4. We first let Y;,, = X, — p, and so Y}, satisfies (@.1]), equivalently, Z,,, = col(Y;,, Y,,—1) satisfies
the system (427, (4.28]). Note also that Y, approaches 0 monotonically from below as m — oo.
It is a consequence of Lemma 4.2 (the Shadowing Lemma) and Proposition 4.4 that there exists a

sequence {Nm, }m>m, for some sufficiently large mg, such that

Nm+1 — 20m + Nm—1 = V(Umy nm—l) (521)

for m > mg + 1, and such that

”VmH < Ke—amj Vin = Yo — 0o — wl(nmanm—l)y (5.22)

for some positive constants K and «, where the above equality serves as the definition of V,, €
¢°(Z). Thus the sequence 1, v+11 (M, Nm—1) for large m is the shadow orbit on the center manifold
to the given orbit Y;,, with the function v (n,w) as in Proposition 4.4, and where equation (5:21])
is simply (A31]) rewritten.

Now Proposition 5.3 implies that we have the divergent sum (5.I7]). In light of the estimate

(:22)), the analogous sum for V,,, converges, so it follows that

v
Sy = H — 0 for some subsequence m = m; — oo,
m

where the above equality serves to define d,,. Note further that there exist arbitrarily large m such
that 7, # 0. Thus Proposition 5.2 applies to the sequence 7,,, using the form (£32]) of the function
~v(n,w) and the fact that B # 0 is assumed, and we thereby conclude that

3Bnym > Bnym—1 > Bny, > 0 for all large m. (5.23)

Dividing the equation in (5.22]) by 7,, and using the inequalities immediately above gives

lim Y= Vm _ v, (5.24)

m—0o0 ?’,m
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with the term arising from 1 (1), m—1) disappearing in the limit. Further, for terms with m = m;

in the subsequence we have

vaj ” = 57713- ”ij ” < 5mj ”ij - ij ” + 57713- ”Vm

"l

and hence
Vi | < =5 I1Yom; = Vi, | (5.25)
m;j
and so from (5.24) and (5.25)) it follows that
lim —2 =0, lim 2 =y, (5.26)
J—00 T]mj J—00 T]mj

Now let y,, = (v,Y,,). Then taking the inner product with v in the second limit in (5.26]) gives
lim 7;,'y,,. = 1, hence from (5.23)) that
j—oo 7T

Bypm; > 0 for all large j. (5.27)

Noting that X,,, < p with X,,, # p, hence Y,,, < 0 with Y, # 0, for every m, and because v,, > 0
for every n, we have that y,, < 0. Thus with (5.27)) we conclude that B < 0.

We now repeat the above argument but instead taking Y,, = SX_,, — p. The only difference
occurs at the end, when we note that Y, > 0 with Y,,, # 0, and so y,, > 0 for every m, which leads

to the conclusion that B > 0. This is a contradiction, and with this the theorem is proved. O

6 Genericity: The Proof of Theorem 1.2

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 1.2. Recall that we denote the set of normal families
of bistable nonlinearities by M. Given fo € N, we consider f € N of the form f(u,a) = v(u) fo(u,a)
where v € C’JZF, and we wish to show that Condition B holds for such f, for a residual set of v in
Ci. Below, Propositions 6.3 and 6.4 will establish that the set A of v for which Condition A holds
is a residual set. Then Propositions 6.5 and 6.6 will establish that Condition B holds on a residual
set of A, thereby completing the proof of Theorem 1.2.

The basic tool used here is the Abraham Transversality Theorem. If Y C X is a closed subspace
of a Banach space X, we say Y is complemented in X if there exists a closed subspace Z C X
such that X =Y @ Z. Certainly any subpace of either finite dimension or finite codimension is
complemented, but subspaces which are not complemented do exist. If F': U — W is a smooth map

between two Banach manifolds U and W, and M C W is a smooth submanifold of W (with these
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manifolds possibly infinite dimensional), then we say that F' is transverse to M on a set K C U if
whenever F'(x) € M for some z € K, then ran(DF(x)) + Ty M = Tr(y)W (this sum of subspaces
need not be a direct sum), and the space X, = {T € T,U | DF(2)T € T, M} is complemented in
T,U. (For purposes of this definition smooth means C!.) If F is transverse to M as above, then
for some neighborhood O C U with K C O, the set N = F_l(M) N O is a submanifold of U, with
T.N =%, for every x € N.

We also recall the Smale Density Theorem, which states that if F': U — W is a C" (for some
r > 1) map between Banach manifolds U and W, with U Lindelof, and if further DF(z) is a
Fredholm operator of index j for every x € U, then the set of regular values of F' is a residual

subset of W provided that r > j.

Theorem 6.1 (Abraham Transversality Theorem). Let F : U xV — W be a C" map,
where U, V, and W are C" Banach manifolds. Assume also that U and V are Lindeldf spaces (for
example, affine subspaces or open subsets of a separable Banach space). Suppose that M C W is
a C" submanifold of W and that F is transverse to M on U x V. Further suppose that for each
(x,\) € U x V for which F(x,\) € M, the map

mD1F(z,A) € L(T:U, Tr )W/ Tk M)
is Fredholm of index j, and that r > max{j,0}, where
7 € L(Tpe )W, Tre W/ Tk M)

is the canonical projection onto the quotient space, and where D1F (x,\) denotes the derivative with
respect to the first argument x. Let Fy : U — W denote the map Fy(x) = F(z,\) for each A € V.
Then

{\ € V' | F) is transverse to M on U}

s a residual subset of V.

Sketch of Proof. The set I' = F~'(M) is a submanifold of U x V with T{, y[' = {(Z,)) €
T,U x T\V | tDF (2, \)(%,\) = 0}. Consider the map IT: ' — V given by II(z,A\) = X\. Then one
shows that A € V is a regular value of II if and only if F) is transverse to M on U. Further, the
derivative DII(z,\) € L(T(, \I',T)\V) is Fredholm with index j. By Smale’s density theorem, the

set of regular values A of II is a residual subset of V. O
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In what follows we shall let

Qo ={qet>(Z)]| lim g, = 0},
Qu={¢el*2)] lm g,==l},

Q2 =1{(p,g) €Q1xQ1|p# Skq for every k € Z}.
Note that )1 is a Banach manifold which is Lindelof, and that 7,Q1 = Qo. The following result
implies that in a trivial fashion, ()s is also a Banach manifold which is Lindel6f, and that T(p7q)Q2 =

Qo x Qo-
Lemma 6.2. The set Q5 is an open subset of Q1 X Q1.

Proof. Take a sequence of points (pj,q;) € (Q1 X Q1) \ @2 in the complement of Q2, where p; =
{Pjntnez and q; = {qjn}nez. Assume these converge (p;,q;) — (po,qo) to some (po,qo) € Q1 x Q1.
We must show that (pg, qo) & Q2.

We have that p; = Ski g; for some sequence of integers k;, from the definition of QJ2. By passing
to a subsequence, we may assume that either k; = k € Z is independent of j, or else k; — oo as
Jj — o0, or else kj — —o0 as j — oo.

If k; = k, then clearly pg = S*qo, and so (po, qo) & Q2, as desired. Thus suppose that kj — o0

as j — oco. Then for any fixed n we have
1Pjn = Qonsk;| < Pjn = ks |+ |Qmrk; — Qonti]
< lpj — S*5q;ll + [15% (g5 — qo) || = 0
as j — oo. But also pjn — qon+k; — Pon — 1 as j — oo since qo € @1, and so pp, = 1. However,
this contradicts the fact that pg € Q1.

We omit the case in which k; — —oo0, as it is similar to the previous case. With this, the proof

is complete. O

In what follows we shall let D, denote the derivative with respect to the parameter a, with

prime ' denoting the derivative with respect to u as usual, for the two arguments (u,a) of f.

Proposition 6.3. Fiz any f € N, and define Gy : Q2 x (—=1,1) = Q1 x Q1 by

(S+ St —2)p— f(p,a) )

Gy(p g,a) = < (S+S7t—2Ig— f(q,a)
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Suppose that G is transverse to {(0,0)} on Q2 x (—1,1). Then Condition A holds.

Proof. We prove the contrapositive. Suppose that Condition A fails. Then there exists (p,q) € Q2
such that Gf(p,q,a+(0)) = (0,0). It suffices to prove that G is not transverse to {(0,0)} at the
point (p, ¢, a4 (0)), namely, that the derivative DGf(p,q,a+(0)) is not surjective. We have that

Lyp — Da f(p,a+(0))a
L@ - Daf(a,a (0))a

where the operators L, = L,(a4(0)) and L, = Ly(a+(0)) are as in ([B.1]), although here considered
as an element of £(Qo) rather than £(¢*°(Z)). By Lemma 3.1 both L, and L, are Fredholm with

index zero and kernels of dimension either zero or one. It follows from an implicit function theorem

DGy (p,q,a+(0))(p,q,a) = ( (6.1)

argument similar to that used in the proof of Proposition 1.4 that the dimension of the kernel of

each of these operators is in fact one, and thus
codimran(L,) = codimran(L,) =1

for the codimensions of the ranges in the space Qy. From this and the formula (6.1), it follows imme-
diately that the range of DG ¢(p, ¢, a+(0)) has codimension either one or two. Thus DG ¢(p, ¢, a+(0))

is not surjective, as desired. O
Recall now the set C_% given by (LI8), which is endowed with the usual C? topology.

Proposition 6.4. Fiz any fo € N, and define éfo (1 Q2 X (—1,1) x C’i — Q1 X Q1 by

(S+S~t—2I)p —v(p) fo(p, a) )
(S+S~' —2I)g —v(q) folg.a) )

Then G, is transverse to {(0,0)} on Qg x (—1,1) x C2.

G, (p,q,a,7) = (

Proof. Let us denote the dependence of the operator L, = L,(a) in ([B.]) on the nonlinearity f by
Lqu:Lﬁq(a) :S+S_1 _2I_f,(Q7a)7 (62)
for f € N. Now take any (p,q,a,7) € Q2 x (—1,1) x Cer for which éfo(p,q,a,’y) = 0. Denoting

flu,a) =~y(u)fo(u,a), we have that

DGy, (p,q,a,7)(P,7,3,7) = ( (6.3)

7
Lyq@ — Daf(q,a)a@ —7(q) fo(q, a)



By Lemma 3.1 both Ly, and Ly, are Fredholm with index zero and kernels of dimension either
zero or one, considered here as elements of £(Qg). We must prove that the operator DG 0 (pyq,a,7)
is surjective. Denote by v, any nonzero element of the kernel ker(Ly ), if such exists, and similarly
with v, as a nontrivial element of ker(Ly ).

Three cases now arise. In the first case we suppose that both Ly, and Ly, are isomorphisms,
and so surjectivity is immediate.

In the second case we assume exactly one of these operators is an isomorphism, say Ly, for
definiteness, and so the operator Ly, has a nontrivial kernel element v,. Moreover, the range of

Ly, is characterized as

ran(Ly ;) = {w € Qo | (vp, w) =0}
by Lemma 3.1. If it is not the case that DG #o(p,q,a,7) is surjective then the first line in (6.3)) is
annihilated by vy, for every choice of (p,@,7). In particular, taking p = 0 and @ = 0, and 7 to be a

function for which

I o
V)= 1, n=k, ’
for some integer k, we have that
0= (vp, () fo(p: @)) = vpxfo(pk, a). (6.5)

But fo(pk,a) # 0 for all large k, and so (G.5]) implies that v, = 0 for all large k. This contradicts
Lemma 3.1, which states that v, # 0 for all large k.

It remains only to consider the case where neither Ly, nor L, are isomorphisms, and so the
vectors v, and vy, respectively, annihilate their ranges of these operators. Then if the derivative
DG (P, ¢, a,7) is not surjective, its range is annihilated by some nontrivial nontrivial combination

of v, and v,. To be precise, there exist constants 7, and 74, not both zero, such that
0= Tp<Up7 Lf,pz_? - Daf(p7 a)ﬁ - 7(p)f0(p7 a)>

+74(vg, L@ — Daf(g;a)a—7(q)fo(g,a))

for every (p,q,a,7). Taking p =7 =0 and @ = 0 gives

[e.9]

0= Tp Z Up,ni(pn)fo(pm CL) + 7q Z Uq,ni(Qn)fO(Qm CL)

n=—oo n=—oo

for every 7. If one of the coefficients 7, or 7, is zero, say 7, = 0, then choosing a function 7% as

in (64) and arguing as before yields a contradiction. Thus assume that both 7, # 0 and 7, # 0.
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If there exist arbitrarily large k for which the point p;, is distinct from all the points g;, that is,
pi # q; for every j € Z, then we may choose 7 satisfying (6.4)) and additionally satisfying 7(g;) = 0
for every j € Z. This now gives equation (6.5]), and so v, = 0 for such k. However, this contradicts
Lemma 3.1.

Thus we have that for every sufficiently large integer k, there exists an integer j, such that
pr = qj. Necessarily j = jj, is uniquely determined from k, and j; — oo as k — oo. Reversing the
roles of p and ¢ imply that also, for every sufficiently large integer j, there exists an integer k = k;
such that g; = py,. It follows immediately that there exists some integer m such that py = qg4m
for all sufficiently large k. As both p and ¢ satisfy the difference equation (I.19), we conclude that
Pk = Qk+m for every k € Z, that is, p = S™q. But this contradicts the fact that (p,q) € Q2, and
completes the proof. O

In what follows, let us denote

Fred;; = {Q € L(Qo) | © is a Fredholm operator

of index zero, with dimker(Q2) = 1}.

It is known that Fred, ; is a C'*° submanifold of £(Qp) of codimension one. Moreover, if € Fred; ;

then the tangent space of Fred; ; at this point is given by

ToFred; 1 = {Q | Qv € ran(2) whenever v € ker(Q)}.

Proposition 6.5. Fiz any f € N, and suppose that Condition A holds for f. Define Fy :
Q1 x (—=1,1) = Q1 x L(Qo) by

(S+S571=20)p— f(p,a) )

Ff(p’a): ( S_|_5—1—21—f/(p,a)

Also define the manifold
M = {0} X Fred171 - Ql X ,C(Q())
Then f satisfies Condition B if and only if Fy is transverse to M at the point (p,a4(0)), where p

s as in the statement of Condition A.

Proof. In what follows p is as in Condition A, with L, = L,(a4+(0)), so L, € Fred; ;. Also, let

v € Qg be the kernel element as in the statement of Proposition 1.4. Then one sees immediately
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that
Tr,Fredi s = {Q € L(Qo) | (v, Q) = 0}, L,=S+S"1—2I - f'(p,ar(0)).

We now compute

L,p— Dof(p,ar(0))a
DFf<p,a+<o>><p,a>=< P~ Dai(z,a+(0) )

—f"(p,a+(0))p — Do f'(p, a1 (0))a

Thus FY is transverse to M at (p,a4(0)) if and only if, for every choice of w € Qo and Q € L(Qo),
there exists (p,a@) € Qo x R, and Q € Tt Fredy 1, such that

w = Lyp = Daf(p,a+(0))a,

(6.6)
Q = —f"(p,a4+(0))p — Daf'(p,a+(0))a + Q.
Note that the existence of  satisfying the second line in (6.6) is equivalent to the equation
<Ua QU> + <U7 f//(p7 a+(0))(p7 U)> + <U7 Daf/(p7 CL+(0))(6, U)> =0. (67)

Further note that we have
(v, f(p, a+(0))(v,v)) = 2B,
where B is the quantity (I.I7) in Condition B.
To prove the lemma, suppose first that Condition B holds, and let w and 2 be given as
above. Then the first equation in (6.6) can be solved for some p and @ if and only if (v,w) =
—(v, Do f(p,a+(0)))@, equivalently,

(v, w)
<U7 Daf(pa a+(0))> '

Here we have used the fact that f is a normal family, in particular that D, f(u,a) > 0in (—1,1) X

a=—

(6.8)

(—1,1), and also Proposition 1.4, in particular that v, > 0, to conclude that the denominator is
nonzero. With this choice of @ there exists P satisfying the first equation in (6.6]), and moreover, p
is uniquely determined up to an additive multiple of v. Thus fixing a particular choice p of p, we

see that the general form of p is p = p+ Av for arbitrary A € R. Thus equation (6.7)) takes the form

(v, ) + (v, f(p, a5 (0))(P,v)) + 2AB + (v, Do f'(p, a1 (0))(a,v)) = 0 (6.9)

with the above choices of @ and p. As B # 0 is assumed, there is a unique choice of A solving this

equation, as desired.
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Now assume that Condition B does not hold, and so B = 0. Taking w = 0 above forces @ = 0, by
(6.8]), and so necessarily p = Av to satisfy the first equation in (6.6]). Equation (6.9]) takes the form
(v, Q) = 0. However, this equation is not satisfied for every 2, which implies the transversality

condition fails, as claimed. O

Proposition 6.6. Fiz any fo € N, and define Ffo 1 Q1 x (—1,1) x C?r — Q1 x L(Qo) by
(S+ 857" =20)p —v(p) fo(p, a) )
S+ ST =2l = (y(p) fo(p,a)) )

Then Ffo is transverse to M on Q1 X (—1,1) x C’i, where M 1is as in the statement of Proposition
6.5.

Fyy(p,a,v) = <

Proof. As before, let Ly, = Ls,(a) denote the operator (6.2). Then, denoting f(u,a) =

v(u) fo(u, a) in what follows, we compute the derivative
Lypp = v(p)Dafo(p, a)a —7(p) fo(p, a)
—f"(p,a)p — Daf'(p, a)a — (F(p) fo(p, a))’
Thus Ffo is transverse to M at a point (p, a,~y) for which Ffo (p,a,v) € M if and only if, for every
choice of w € Qg and 2 € L(Qy), there exist (p,a,7) € Qo x R x C?[—1,1], such that

DFy,(p,a,7)(®,a,7) = <

w = Lf,p]_7 - ’Y(p)DafO(pa a)ﬁ - i(p)fo(p7 CL),
(v, Q0) + (v, f'(p,a)(P,v)) + (v, Daf'(p,a)(@,v)) (6.10)

+ <U7 (W(p)fO(ZL CL))/’U> =0,
much as in (6.6) and (6.7]). Here v is a nontrivial element of the kernel of Ly, and is is uniquely
determined up to scalar multiple (which we fix) as Ly, = S+ S~ —2I — f'(p,a) € Fred; ;. We
note that there is no assurance that v,, > 0 for the coordinates.
Given any such w and €2, first choose @ = 0. Next, fix k large enough that both vy # 0 (which

can be done by Lemma 3.1) and f(py,a) # 0, and choose ¥ € C?[—1, 1] to satisfy

_ 0, n#k, _, 0, n#k,

V(p’ﬂ) - { 70’ n— k’ Y (p”) - { 71’ n— k,’,
with the quantities v and «' to be chosen shortly. There exists P satisfying the first equation in
(610) if and only if (v, w) = —(v,5(p) fo(p,a)), or equivalently,

0 __ <U7 ’LU>

T T wfolpra)
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Taking this value for 4°, we now fix the choice of p as well. In particular, we note that although we
have not yet chosen !, the choice of this quantity will not affect p as the first equation in (G.10)
does not involve 7/ (p).

Finally, we make the unique choice of ! so that the second equation in (6.I0) holds, and one

sees that the required value is

1_ <U7 Q’U> + <U7 f”(p7 a)(ﬁ,v)) + v,%yof(’](pk,a)
’Y - 2 .
vi fo(pk, a)

With this, the proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. With f; € A, we apply the Abraham Transversality Theorem to the
maps G f, and F 't, in Propositions 6.4 and 6.6, respectively. What must be checked is that the
appropriate operators are Fredholm with the appropriate index. For the map G f, we consider the
derivative D1,27gé fo(psq,a,7) taken with respect to the first three arguments p, ¢, and a, but not
v (as 7 plays the role of A in the above statement of the Transversality Theorem). As noted in the
proof of Proposition 6.4, the operators Ly, and Ly, are Fredholm with index zero, and from this
it follows easily, using the formula (G.3]), that D1,273C~¥ #o(psq,a,7) is Fredholm of index one. Thus
the Transversality Theorem applies as the map G fo 18 C?.

For the map Ffo we must follow the derivative Dl,gﬁ’ % (P, a,7y) taken with respect to p and a,

with the projection which annihilates the tangent space T, Fred; ;. This gives the operator

Lyb — () Dafolp, a)a >
(v, f"(p, @) (B, v) + Daf'(p,a) (@ v)) )’
where v is the kernel element of Lf,. Again L¢, has index zero, and as the second coordinate in
the range of (G.IT)) is scalar, it follows that the operator (6.I1) has Fredholm index zero. Again

mD12Fy, (p, a,7)(P,a) = ( B (6.11)

the Transversality Theorem applies as the map FY, is C!. Tt follows directly that for a residual
set of v € C% the maps G, and F,y, are transverse to {(0,0)} and to M, respectively, on their
domains, and thus that Condition B holds for v fy. With this Theorem 1.2 is proved. O
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