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Abstract

In this paper we consider the transverse instability for a nonlinear Schrédinger
equation with a linear potential on R x Ty, where 2w L is the period of the torus
Tr. Rose and Weinstein [I8] showed the existence of a stable standing wave for
a nonlinear Schrodinger equation with a linear potential. We regard the standing
wave of nonlinear Schrédinger equation on R as a line standing wave of nonlinear
Schrodinger equation on R x Tr. We show the stability of line standing waves for all
L > 0 by using the argument of the previous paper [26].

1 Introduction
We consider the nonlinear Schrodiner equation with linear potential
10 = —Au+V(r)u — [ul "y, (t,z,y) € R xR x Ty, (1.1)

where p > 1, a potential V' : R — R and u = u(t,x,y) is an unknown complex-valued
function for t € R,z € R and y € T. Here, T;, = R/27LZ and L > 0.
We assume the following conditions for V.

(V1) There exist C' > 0 and a > 0 such that |V (z)] < Ce™l,
(V2) —02 +V has the lowest eigenvalue —\, < 0.

The Cauchy problem (ILT)) is locally well-posed in H'(R x Ty) by using the argument
in [7] and [24]. The equation (L)) has the following conservation laws:

1 1 1
Eu:/ (—Vu2+—Vx uz——u”“)dxd,
= [ (G Jy@ = ) dsay

1
Q) =5 [ luPdsdy
RXTL
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Transverse instability

where v € H'(R x Tp).
We define a standing wave u(t) as a non-trivial solution of (LT having the form u(t) =
ey, Then, ¢!y is a standing wave if and only if ¢ is a non-trivial solution of

—Ap+wp+V(z)e— el lo=0, (z,y) € RxT. (1.2)

Using the bifurcation theory, Rose and Weinstein [I8] showed the existence of the stable
standing wave ey, for the following nonlinear Schrodinger equation

10 = —02u+ V(z)u — |[ulPtu, (t,7) € R xR. (1.3)

Then, the standing wave ey, satisfies the following.

Proposition 1.1. Let v, be the eigenfunction of —0% + V(x) corresponding to —\, with
Yy >0 and ||| ;2 = 1. Then, there exists w, > A, such that for A\, < w < w., €“', is a
stable standing wave of ([IL3)) satisfying

p+1

— 1
Puw = ||¢*||Lpp+11(]R)(w - )\*)”’1%‘ + r((«d),

where [|7(w) | zr2ry = O((wo — )\*)ﬁﬂ). Moreover, L} = —0% +w +V — p|o,|P~! has the
exactly one negative eigenvalue —\,, and does not have the zero eigenvalue.

We define the line standing wave e™“!@,, of (L)) as

@w(z,y)zapw(x), (l’,y) € R x TL-

In this paper, we consider the transverse instability of the line standing wave e“!@,,. The
stability of standing waves is defined as follows.

Definition 1.2. We say the standing wave ¢ is orbitally stable in H! if for any ¢ > 0
there exists 6 > 0 such that for all up € H(R x Tp) with [Jug — ¢||;n < 0, the solution
u(t) of (ILT)) with the initial data u(0) = wug exists globally in time and satisfies

Stlzl%)) 96]1%,1’;2]1) HU(t, T y) o 67;6@(', T y)HHl <Eé.

Otherwise, we say the standing wave e™“!y is orbitally unstable in H?.

The transverse instability for KP-I or KP-II equation is treated in [Il, 15 [16} 19, 20,
211, 22]. In [1I], Alexander-Pego-Sachs studied the linear instability for line solitons of KP-I
and KP-II. In [16], Mizumachi-Tzvetkov proved the asymptotic stability for line solitons
of KP-II on R x T. Modulating the local phase and the local amplitude of line solitons,
Mizumachi showed the asymptotic stability for line solitons of KP-II on R? in [I5]. Rousset-
Tzvetkov proved the transverse instability for line solitons of KP-I on R? in [19] and on
R x Ty in [20]. In [22], Rousset-Tzvetkov showed the stability of line solitons for KP-I on
R x T, with small L > 0. Moreover, Rousset-Tzvetkov proved the existence of the critical
period 4/+/3 for the period L of the transverse direction. Namely, a line soliton for KP-I
on R x T, is stable for 0 < L < 4/+/3 and unstable for L > 4//3.
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Transverse instability

The transverse instability for a nonlinear Schrédinger equation is studied in [2] [19] 20,
25, 26]. In [2], Deconinck-Pelinovsky-Carter studied the linear stability for line standing
waves of a hyperbolic Schrodinger equation. Rousset-Tzvetkov proved the transverse in-
stability for cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation without linear potential on R? in [19]
and on R x Ty, in [20]. To prove the instability, Rousset-Tzvetkov applied the argument
of Grenier [9]. Rousset-Tzvetkov constructed the high order approximate solution with an
unstable eigenmode and showed a precise estimate of the growth of the semi-group gener-
ated by the linearized operator. To construct the high order approximate solution, we use
the regularity of the nonlinearity |u|?u in the sense of Fréchet differentiation. In [25], the
author studied the transverse instability for line standing waves of a system of nonlinear
Schrodinger equations on R x T;, which was treated in [4]. In [25], the existence of the
critical period for a period L was also proved, which was suggested by Rousset-Tzvetkov.
Constructing the estimate for high frequency parts of solutions and using the existence
of local solutions, the author showed the transverse instability for line standing waves of
equations with the general power nonlinearity. In [26], the author considers the stability
for a line standing wave of (1) with V' = 0. The application of the argument in [25] yields
the existence of the critical period for a line standing wave of (ILT)) with V' = 0. For (1))
with V' = 0 and the critical period, the linearized operator around the line standing wave is
degenerate. Therefore, we can not directly apply the argument in Grillakis-Shatah-Strauss
[10, 11]. Since the linearized operator around the line standing wave with the critical
period does not have any unstable eigenvalues, we can not show the instability by the
argument based on the occurrence of unstable eigenmode in [5], 10, 20, 25]. Moreover,
the third order term of the Lyapunov functional around the line standing wave with the
critical period does not appear. Thus, we can not apply the argument for the degenerate
case of the stability in [I4]. The transverse instability comes from the symmetry breaking
bifurcation. In [26], applying the bifurcation result for symmetry breaking bifurcation and
the stability result for the degenerate case in [I3], the author showed the stability for the
line standing wave with critical period for some exponents p > 2 of the nonlinearity.

The followings are our main theorems in this paper. In the first theorem, we show
the transverse instability of the line standing wave e“!@,, and obtain the critical period
between the stability and the instability.

Theorem 1.3. There exists w.o > Ay such that for A\, < w < wyo the followings two
assertions hold:

(i) If0 < L < (\,)"2, then the standing wave €', is stable.
(ii) If (\,)"2 < L, then the standing wave €*'@,, is unstable.

In the Second theorem, we show the stability for the line standing wave e“!@,, with
the critical period L = (\,)""/2.

Theorem 1.4. Let p > 2 and

_9+V5T7

==

Then there exists . < w, satisfying the following two properties:
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Transverse instability

(1) If p < p. and A\, < w < w,, then the standing wave '@, of (L) with L = (\,) /2
is stable.

(i) Ifp. <p and M\, < w < w,, then the standing wave ', of (LI) with L = (\,,)~1/?
is unstable.

The proof of Theorem [L.3] follows form the spectrum analysis of the linearized operator
and the estimate of high frequency parts of solution by the argument in [25]. To show the
growth of the semi-group generated by the linearized operator, we use the assumption of
the decay for the linear potential V. For the proof of Theorem [[.4] we apply the bifurcation
analysis for the symmetry breaking bifurcation and the argument for the stability in [26].
In [26], to prove the stability for the line standing wave with the critical period, we show
the increase of L?-norm of the symmetry breaking standing wave with respect to the
bifurcation parameter or the decrease of it. To show the increase of L?-norm, we need to
calculate an integral of a solution of an ordinary differential equation which comes from
the linearized equation of one dimensional Schrodinger equation around a standing wave.
Since it is difficult to obtain the explicit solution of the ordinary differential equation in
the argument in [25], we can not calculate the exact value of the integral and we estimate
the value of the integral. Therefore, it is not known whether the line standing wave is
stable or unstable for some nonlinear Schrodinger equations with the power nonlinearity
|u[P~*u which has some exponent p € (2,3). In the proof of Theorem [[L4, we treat the
small standing wave which bifurcates from the eigenfunction of —9? + V with respect to
the lowest eigenvalue. Since the line standing wave of the nonlinear Schrédinger equation
studied in [26] comes from the standing wave of the one dimensional nonlinear Schrédinger
equation which has the scale invariant, we need to study the fully nonlinear structure of
the Lyapunov functional around the line standing wave. In this paper, using the smallness
of the line standing wave of (LT)) and the expansion of the standing wave with respect to
the parameter w, we weaken the nonlinear structure of the Lyapunov functional around
the line standing wave of (IL1]). Therefore, we can evaluate a value of the integral and
make a close investigation into the stability for all exponents p > 2.

The rest of this paper consists of the following three sections. In Section 2, we show
the properties of the spectrum and the coerciveness for the linearized operator around
line standing waves. In Section 3, applying the variational argument in [10] [4] and the
spectrum argument in [25], we prove Theorem [[.3] In Section 4, combining the bifurcation
result and the argument for the degenerate case in [13], we prove Theorem [[.4l

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we investigate properties of the linearized operator of (IL1]) around the
standing wave Q.

Let HY(X) = {u : X — C| [(|Vu|* + |[u|*)dz < oo} and H'(X,R) = {u : X —
R [ (IVul? + |u|?)dz < co}. Let 1, be the eigenfunction of L} corresponding to —A\,
with [|¢o[[ 2 = 1 and 1, > 0. We define the action

Sw(u) = E(u) + wQ(u).
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Then, the action S, is a conservation law of (L)) and S/,($,) = 0, where S/, is the Fréchet
derivation of S,,. Moreover, we have

(S (Gw)u,v) -1 g1 = (L (Re u),Re v) g1 g1 + (L (Im w), Im ) gr—1 g1,

where
LI =-A+w+V —-pl@g.P, L=-A+w+V—|5,P"

T — i — 0 -1\ (Rewu
== 0 ) Umu)

For u,v € L*(R x Tp), we define

Let

(u,v)r2 = Re / uvdxdy.
RXTL

In the following proposition, we show properties of the spectrum of the linearized operator
for (LI]) around ¢,. This proposition follows Theorem 1.1 of [2I] and Lemma 3.1 of [22]
(also see Proposition 2.5 of [25].)

Proposition 2.1. Let A\, < w < w,.

(1) If0 < L < (\,)"Y2, then —JS"($.) has no positive eigenvalue.
ii) If0 < L < (\,)~"2, then
(i)

Kel‘(SZ(@w)) = Span {Z@u} .

(iii) If L = (M)~ Y2, then

"5 — . Yy sin?
Ker(S1(8.)) = Span { i, v cos 7 tsin L} .

(iv) If L > (\,)"Y2, then —JS"($.,) has a positive eigenvalue and the number of eigen-
value of —JS!"(p,) with a positive real part is finite.

Here, Span{vy,...,v,} is the real vector space spanned by vectors vq,. .., Uy.

S(a)u = L} +a? 0 Re u
U0 pre?) \mu)
where u € HY(R), L} = -2 +w+V —plo,[P"  and L, = —0? +w +V — |pu|P~". Then,
for u € H'(R x Tp)

Proof. We define

e = 3 5 (2) et

n=—oo

where

v = () = 2 (W) e = 3 me®, wemExm)

n=—oo

ot



Transverse instability

Therefore, —JS"($,,) has an eigenvalue A if and only if there exists n € Z such that
—JS(n/L) has the eigenvalue .

By Proposition [T, S(a) has no negative eigenvalues for a > (\,)'/?. By Theorem
3.1 in [I7], the number of eigenvalues of —JS(a) with the positive real part is less than
or equal to the number of negative eigenvalues of S(a). Thus, for a > (\,)"%, JS(a)
has no eigenvalues with the positive real part. (i) follows this. Moreover, the number of
eigenvalues of —JS”(,) with the positive real part is less than 1+ 2L/(\,)'/2. Since the
kernel of S(a) is trivial for a > (\,)"/2, the kernel of —JS(a) is trivial for a > (\,)"2.
Then the kernel of —JS(0) is spanned by i@,. Therefore, for a > (\,)'/?, the kernel of
—JS"(p) is spanned by i, and (ii) is verified.

The kernel of L} + )\, is spanned by v, and L + A, do not has zero eigenvalue. Hence,
the kernel of S!(.) with L = (A\,)™"/? is spanned by i@,,, 1, cos £ and ¢, sin £. This is
(ii).

Let

1/2

M(v,a,\) = S(a) (W + v) + J " AN(Wy, + ),

where v € {w € H*(R)|[(v,¥y)r2®) = 0} =t (¢b)" and a,A € R. Then, M is a C*
function with
M(0, (A\,)'?,0) = 0.

Since
oM

(v, @) | (y,0,0)=(0,0)172,0)

by the implicit function theorem, there exist a(\) € R and v(\) € H?*(R) such that
a(\),v()\) are the C* functions, where a(0) = (A,)"2, v(0) = 0 and M (v()\), a(A),\) = 0.
Then, we have

(w, 1) = 2(0) 2 pth, + S (M) ),

—J5(a(N) (s +v(A)) = At +v(N))

for sufficiently small |A|. Differentiating with respect to A, we obtain

%—]\f(vu), a(N), \) = 2a(N)d (N (¢, +v(N)) + S(a(M)v'(A) + T H(ahy, +v(X) + Av(N)) = 0.

Since v(0) = 0, we have

(2a(0)a’(0)tw, Yu) r2m) = 0,

and a/(0) = 0. Therefore, we have S((\,)"/?)v'(0 ) = —J 14, Since v'(0) € (¢,)* and
%j\\j (v(A), a(N), M) |azo = 2a(0)a” (0)th, + S((A,) )" (0) + T~/ (0) = 0,
v S (0),0'(0)) g1y, m)
a’(0) = — TEMEE < 0.

From the proof of (i), for a > (\,)"/?, —JS(a) has no positive eigenvalues. Hence, for suffi-

ciently small ¢ > 0 the function a(\) on (0, ¢) has the inverse function A(a) on (a(e), (A,)"/?)

and a(e) < (A\,)Y2. Namely, —JS(a) has the simple positive eigenvalue on (a(e), (\,)?).
Let

ag = inf{a > 0] — JS(b) has a simple positive eigenvalue for a < b < (A\,)"/?},
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Transverse instability

and for a € (ag, (A,)"/?) the value A(a) be the positive eigenvalue of —JS(a). We assume
ag > 0. By the perturbation theory, there exists {a,}°, C (ag, (A,)"/?) such that a, — ag

and
lim A(a,) =0

n—00
or

lim A(a,) = occ.
n—oo

Since there exists C' > 0 such that [(—JS(a)u, w)) p-1®),m®)| < Cllull g2z for a € R, Aa)
is bounded. Therefore,
lim A(a,) = 0.

n—s00
Then, there exists {c,}5Z; such that [[v]| g =1 and —JS(an)v, = A(an)v,. Here,
S(ao)v, = (a3 — a2)v, — J " N(an)vn.
Since S(ag) is invertible and (S(ag))™! is bounded,
vy, = (S(ao)) " ((ag — a2)v, — J ' Nan)v,) — 0 as n — oo.
This is contradiction. Therefore, ag = 0. O

Next we show the coerciveness of L} on a function space which follows the proof of
Theorem 3.3 in [10].

Lemma 2.2. There exist w.o > A\ and ko > 0 such that for \, < w < w,o and u €
Hl(R,R) with <90w7u>L2(]R) = O,

(LIu,u)H—l(R),Hl(R) > kOH“”?{l(R)’

where (u,v) 2wy = Re [ uvdz.

Proof. Let uw € H'(R,R) with (p,,u)2®) = 0. We decompose u = at), + u;, where
a = (u, ) 2wy and (Yy, w1 )2y = 0. From the spectrum of —92 + V + A,, there exists
k > 0 such that

(=2 +V + A)ur, ul) g1y m® > kauJ_Hiz(R)-
By ||V« < 00, we have for ¢ > 0
2 2
(= +V +AJuru)mr@me = (B = (Ve = M) luilzam + ll0eus |-
Therefore, there exists k' > 0 such that
(=0 +V + AJur, ur) gy m e > K5
By the assumption (., u)r2@) = 0, we have

(%n UJ_>L2(]R)

a=— .
(Pu ¢*>L2(R)

7
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Then

(LIu, u) g-1(r), (R =((=0? +V + \)uy, U1 ) H-1(R),H (R) + Aoa@’

<90wa uJ_>%2(R)
<§0w7 ¢*>L2(R)

ZkJHUJ_Hin + )\wa2 + ((w - )\* —p|g0w|p_1)ul,ul>H71(R),H1(R)

(W = A = Pl s, ur) gor@), mm — 2A

2 2
e[|z ) 19wl 22wy
(SOW ¢*>%2(R)

2
-2\, +o([lurllzam))-

If |w — A, is sufficiently small, then we obtain the conclusion. O

3 Proof of Theorem

In this section, we prove Theorem [[.3l The proof of Theorem is similar to the proof of
Theorem 1.5 in [25]. We write the detail of the proof of Theorem [[.3 for readers.

3.1 Proof of (i) of Theorem

In this subsection, we assume 0 < L < (\,)~2. The proof of (i) of Theorem L3 follows
Section 3.1 in [25].
The following proposition follows Grillakis-Shatah-Strauss [10] or Colin-Ohta [4](see

B]).

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢“'p be a standing wave of (IL1). Assume that there exists a
constant § > 0 such that (S"()u, u)g—1.m > 6|ul>n for all uw € HY(R x Ty) satisfying
(p,uyr2 = (Jp,u) 2 = 0. Then, the standing wave €'y is stable.

Let u € H'(R x Tp) satisfy (P, u)r2 = (J@u,,u)r2 = 0. Then, We have
<S‘Z(¢w)u’ u>H717H1 = Z(S(n/L)una un)Hfl,Hla
nez

where

u(z,y) =Y up(w)e’™.

nez
Since L and L} + ), are nonnegative, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

2
(S(n/L)v,v)p-1m),m®) = cl|v] g

for n € Z\{0} and v € H'(R). By Proposition [T and Lemma 2.2} there exists ¢ > 0
such that for v € H'(R) with (@,,v)2 = 27L [ p,(Re v)de = 0 and (J@,,v)2 =
21L [, pu(Im v)da = 0

(L (Re v),Re v) 1.1 > ¢||Re vl|71,
(L;(Im v), Im v) g1 g1 > ¢ ||[Tm 0|31

Therefore, (i) of Theorem [l follows from Proposition Bl

8
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Transverse instability

3.2 Proof of (ii) of Theorem

The proof of (ii) of Theorem follows Section 3.2 in [25].
In this subsection, we assume L > (\,)"2. We define

s = max{A > 0|\ € o(=JS"(¢u,))},

where o(—JS"(4,,)) is the spectrum of —JS”(p,). Then, there exist ky € Z and x €
HY(R x Ty) such that [|x||,;> = 1, x is eigenfunction of —JS”($,,) corresponding to u. and

ikgy —ikgy

X(@,y) = xa(@)e > + xa(w)er,

where x1, X2 € H?(R). We define the orthogonal projection P<j, as

k
Pou(z,y) = Z un ()™, (x,y) € R x Ty,

n=—=k

where
o0

u(xvy) = Z un(x>€% (,’L’,y) e R x TL.

n=—oo

A function u(t) is a solution of (1)) if and only if v(¢) is a solution of the equation
O = —J (S(u)v + g(v)), (3.1)
where u(t) = ™' (2, + v(t)),

g(v) _ v + ¢w|p_1(vR + Pu) — p|95w|p_1UR - |95w|p_1§5w
v+ ¢w|p_1vl - |95w|p_1vl 7

and vg = Re v and v; = Im v. We define us(t) as the solution of (LI]) with the initial
data @, + dx and vs(t) as the solution of ([B.I) with the data dy. Then, we have that
us(t) = € (@u + vs(t)).

We show the estimate of nonlinear term in the following lemma which follows Lemma
2.4 of [§].

Lemma 3.2. There exists C' > 0 such that

Cllolf, 1<p<2,
2
Cloll + olf), 2 <p.

lg(v)lz2 < {
Proof. We have

|a_b‘P—17 1 <p§27
p(lalP=2 + [bP~2)]a = b], 2 <p.

[ e [ {

Since

g(v(l’,y))Z/o (10v(@, y) + Gl y)I"™" = [ul@, y)I" v (@, y)db,

9
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1
ool < | [ 00+ 6t = foul=2yas
0

2
1
< [0+ el =gl ol

_fClol, 1<p<e,
= 2
Clllelld +llell), 2 <p.

In the following lemma, we estimate the low frequency part of the semi-group.

Lemma 3.3. For a positive integer k and € > 0, there exists Cy . > 0 such that

He—tJSL,’(¢w)p<kUHL2 < Ck,ae(u*ﬁ)tHUHLQ’ t>0,v¢€ L2(]R x Tp).

Proof. By the definition of S(a), we have

B 0 2 tw+at+V —|g,P!
—JS(a) = <8§ —w—a? =V +p|@g.Pt 0 :

Using the exponential decay rates of V' and ¢, and applying the argument for the proof
of Proposition [5] and Lemma 6 in [6], we obtain

O_(e—JS(a)> — ea(—JS(a)) )

By the definition of p,, we have that the spectral radius of e=7/%/%) is less than or equal

to et for n € Z. Therefore, by Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 in [23] we have
He_tJS(n/L)UHLQ(R) < Cn7€€(ﬂ*+€)t“,u||L2(R)’ t> O,n c Z,’U c L2(R)

Hence, for t > 0 and v € L?(R x Tp),

k
s . iny
e @I Py Y eS| < Cpce T ]|,

n=—*k

<
L2

L2

where

v(z,y) = Z vn(:c)e“#.

nez

In the following lemma, we estimate the high frequency part of vs(t).

Lemma 3.4. There exist a positive integer Koy and C > 0 such that for 6 >0 and t > 0

[0s ()]l 1 < CllPerovs(®)l 2 + 0(8) + ol[[vs (E)] s11)-

10
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Proof. By the Taylor expansion we have that for v € H'(R x T)

]' [~
S (S0(@u)0, 0) -1+ ool 7).

Su(Puw +v) = Su(Pw) + <S¢/u(95w)a U>H*1,H1 + 5

Since S,, is conservation law, we have S, (P, + dx) = Su(@u + vs(t)) for t > 0. Using
S’ (Pw) =0 and
(@)X, XY -1,m = (=T S(@u)Xe T X) -1, = (X, T~ X) 12 = 0,
we have
(S2(@u)vs(t), vs(t) 1,1 = o(|[vs(8)|[51) + 0(8%).
We define K as the integer part of 1+ L()\,)Y2. Since S(a) is positive for a > (\,)/?, we
obtain S/(¢,)(I — P<k,) is positive. By the definition of S(a) there exist ¢, C' > 0 such

that
2 2
(S(a)v,v)r-1w),m®) = cllvl[fw — Cllvllzag)

for v € H'(R) and a € R. Thus,
lvs(D 15 = 1 P<icovs(®) |3 + 111 = PexcyJus(t) 131
< CYSL(Pu)I = P<ko)vs(t), (I — Pery)vs(t)) -1 m
+ O (S () P<icys (), Pescyvs(t)) -1 + C" | Percyvs (8) | 7
< C"lus(t)[I72 + 0(6%) + o|[vs(t)[I7).
O

Let ¢ = min{(p — 1)ps/2, ps/2}. By Lemma B.2] Lemma and Lemma [3.4] we
obtain that

los ()l < Cer*

t
Wl 4 € [ [l P g(us(s) | ads + f6) + ol s8] )
0

t
§C56“*t+0/0 eIl (lus(s) [ + N[us(8) 51 )ds + 0(8) + o(l[us(t) | )-

There exists Cy > 0 such that for small § > 0 and ¢ > 0
vs(t) ]| ;1 < Coet+t,  for t € [0, 1., 6],
where

log(el/é)

Tt’-_‘l 6§ — /,,L*

Then,

106 vs(Tey 6)) 22| =

T51,6
Z 61 —_ C/ e(Tsl,ﬁ_S)u*(
0

Tsl 4 "
5€M*Tsl'6+/ < Je Tey5— s)Sy) (@w)g(U6($)>L2d8
0

05(3) 72 + llvs() 52 )ds

11
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Since P<yp, = @, there exists €; > 0 such that fore; >0 >0 and # € R

[us(Tz, 5) — €°@ul| 2 = || (I = P<o)(us(T, 6) — €°@u)||
= ||(I = Pp)e ™ r0u,(T, 5)|| .

= ||(I = P<o)(e ™ 10us(T2, 5) — @u)|| -
By the definition of x we have
[(P<ky — P<kg-1)0ll 2 > [{x, 0)12],  for v e L*(R x Tp).

Therefore,
€1

H(I - Pgo)(e_MTsl’éué(Tehé) - Sbw)HLz > |<X>U6(Ta176)>L2| > o

This implies that the standing wave ¢!}, is unstable.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we assume L = (\,,) "2 for 0 < wy — A, < 1.
The following lemma follows Proposition [l

Lemma 4.1.

pt+1 ptl

1 —
= el 5y @ = AT T+ [ iy (w0 — AP (PLHY, P T,
+o((w = A)FTH),

P+1

_pl 4.1
pr* H Lpp+11(R) ( )
-1

[Pl 7
%T(R(w — A7 N+

+o((w — A7)

Buipu = (w = A)7 1 (PLHy P .,

where ., = ||V ||L,,erl P — i, H, = —0%>+a+V fora € R and P} is the orthogonal

projection onto (1,)* {u € L*(R)|(u, ¥s) r2r) = 0}.
Proof. Let
+1

prl
QO%OZ(W_)‘*) plgpw_H?vb HLp ¢*+7“
By the bifurcation argument, (1., 7(w))2®) = 0. Since ¢, is C' with respect to w and

(—09% +w+ V)S%,o - |§0w|p_1§0w,0 - 0,

we have
0=0,((=02 + w4+ V)@uo — l@ul" " puo)
pt1 _p+l p—1 pt1
— gl i ¢ﬁw+H8rM%M#®%+f Qmmm %+0
p—1
—plo = A Il 7| O

12



Transverse instability

From (i, 7(w)) L2y = (¥x, ||¢*||Lpp+1 — ) 2wy = 0, we obtain

p+1

P = (18 iy (P PD T (1 8 v = ) + o(1).

In the following lemma, we obtain the derivative of the eigenvalue A,.

Lemma 4.2. Let p > 2. Then,

Yo = Ve + pw = M) (PLHAPL) iy + O((w — A7),

Mo =(p = 1w = o) + b2 — 1)fw = A2l / GP(PH, PYY ),
Fol(w = A2,

Proof. There exists §y > 0 such that {z € C||z + A\ < 26} No(—A+ V) = {—=A.}. Let
I'={z € C||z| = dp} be a simple closed curve and projections

1
P,=— [ (L} —2)dz.
2w Jr

Then, for w > A\, with 0 < w — \, < 1,

U = (u, ¢w>L2(R)ww-

Since p > 2, LT is C! with respect to w. Therefore, the projection P, is also C*. For
w,w' > A, ((Vor, Vo) r2w))? — 1 = (P, V) 12y — 1 = 0(1) as [w' — w| — 0. For w > A,,

Pw(ww‘l‘ww)_ (%+%)

Vor = % = L+ (Y, Vo) L2(w)

Thus, 1, is C' with respect to w. Let p, 0 = (w — )\*)_ﬁ@w. Since LI, = —A,tby,, we
have

= <LI¢M @bw)H*l(R),Hl(R)-

Therefore,

d p—1 2 p—2 2
=1 a0 e = [ 0= D - Al pan e
=1—-p+O0(w—\).

Since
(=P 4+ w+ I+ V —plesP Y, =0,

we have

O == (1 + aw)\w _p‘(pw,0|p_1 - p(p - 1)(&] )|90w 0‘p w(pw O)djw + L awww

13



Transverse instability

Therefore,
Outhe = p(PLH, PH T ([l 21 207 — ) + Ow = ML),
By (4.2) and lemma [T we obtain

d2
w)\w :2p(p - 1) /R(SOOJ,O)p_z(awgow,O)(¢w)2dx + 2p/R(§0w,0)p_l¢wawwwdx

1) / (0 = A () (Do) ()
Fpp—1) / (@ = A () 2 (0 p0) (1)
L oplp— 1) / (@ = A) (@) O buBitudd

—op(2p— 1) / | 2 (PLHy PYY ([ |21, 67 — )di + o(1).

The following corollary follows Lemma

Corollary 4.3. There exists w,1 > A, such that for A, < w < w1, Ay > 0. Moreover, if
A < wp < Wy, then the followings are hold.

(1) Ifwy < w < wy1, then L} has ezxactly two negative eigenvalue and no kernel.
(i) If \e <w < wy, then L} has exactly one negative eigenvalue and no kernel.
Applying Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition and Crandall-Rabinowitz Transversality in
[12], we show @, is a bifurcation point. In this paper, we only write the sketch of the

proof of the following proposition(see the proof of Theorem 4 in [I2] or Proposition 1 in
[26] for the detail of the proof of the following proposition).

Proposition 4.4. Let p > 2 and A\, < wy < wy1. There exist 6 > 0 and ¢, €
C*([-6, 8], H?) such that ¢,,(a) > 0,

P (@) (2, y) = duy(a) (=2, y) = duo(a)(z, —y), (z,y) € RX [-7L,7L],
— APy (@) + Wiy (@) Py (@) + V g (@) = [y (@)[P by (@) = 0
P (@) = Puy + athy, cOS % + (@),

Wi (0)

W (@) = wp + 5 + o(a?), (4.3)

where 1, () Libu, cos £, [|ru, (a2 = O(a?),

" _ —Pp ( 1) ~ \p— Y - ~ \p— g
0= g e (G cos LI (B s s
_ plp—1Dp—2) Yo (=~ \p-3 AV

3%‘w:onwwo COS%HiQ <(¢w0 cos L> 7(90400) (%0 cos L) >L )

(4.4)

14



Transverse instability

d\,
Xo(a) = o w:wowgo(O)aQ + o(a?), (4.5)
and R
Pun (@)l|72 = [|Puo 72 + %az + o(a?). (4.6)
Here,
dH%H

w=wq

and \y(a) is the second eigenvalue of L(a,wy) = —A + wyy(a) + V — |du, (a)|P7.

The sketch of the proof. Let F be the function from HZ, (R x Ty, R) — L2, (R x Ty, R)
satisfying
F(p,w) = —Ap +wp+ Ve — o[y,

where L2, (R x Ty, R) = {u € L*(R x Tz, R)[u(z,y) = u(—z,y) = u(z, —y), (z,y) €
R x [-7L,wL]}, H,, (R x Ty,R) = H*(R x Ty) N L2,,,(R x Ty, R) and L*(R x Ty, R)
is the set of real valued L?-function on R x Ty. Then, Ker(d,F (@, wo)) is spanned by
Yy cos %, Applying the Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition, we obtain that there exists a
function h(w,a) € HZ, (R x Tr,R) such that

sym
PJ_F(QOUJ() + a,lvbwo COS — I + h(w a) ) = 0,

where P, is the orthogonal projection onto {u € L*(R x Ty, R)|(u, th, cos )2 = 0}.
Then, the problem F(py, + ath,, cos % + h(w,a),w) = 0 is equivalent to the problem

F) (w,0) = (F (B + @t €08 & + h(w, @),w), iy cs )12 = 0.

We apply the Crandall-Rabinowitz Transversality and we consider the problem g(w, a) = 0,
where Fl\ 0r0)— F (0.0)
I )
w,a) = @
glw,a) {ai(w,O), a=0.

Here for a # 0, Fjj(w,a) = 0 if and only if g(w,a) = 0. If p > 2, then F), is a C* function
and ¢ is a C! function. In the case p = 2, by the positivity of (,, and the Lebesgue
dominant converge theorem, we can prove g is C*. Then,

Therefore, by the implicit function theorem there exists w,,(a) such that g(wy,(a),a) = 0.
Hence, ¢y (a) := @uy + a1huy, cos £ + h(wy,(a), a) is a solution of F(¢y,(a),w.,(a)) = 0 and

2 g
2 Oa

Y

09 oy O v
L

8_M(WO7O> = 8(,0 (WQ,O) =0.

Py, COS

w=wp

15



Transverse instability

Using certain upper and lower exponential decay rates and positivity of ¢,,(a), we can
obtain

/
1" T wwo(o)_ —1 ; 1@
Gl = T M

(W (@), @),
and (Z.4).

Since L(a,wp) is C', there exists an eigenfunction x.(a) of L(a,wy) corresponding to
Ao(a) such that || x.(a)|| 2 =1, x«(0) = wao oS %H;zl@% cos £ and x.(a) is C'! with respect
to a. In the case p > 2, since [} is C?, ¢y, (a) is C*. In the case p = 2, since L(a, wp) is
C! and

%(a) = 1, COS z—(PﬂL(a, wo)PL) Py (IL(a, wy )i, cos %+ww0(a)(<ﬁwo+h(wwo (a),a))),

Puo(a) is C?. Since

Y

Aa(a) = (L(a, wo)x«(a), x«(a)) L2,

we obtain
d>\2 " —2d¢w dX*
— = —2 —1 pme 0 2
T = W PP — 1){(Pus) 70 da X )L

- p(p - 1) <<(p - 2)(¢w0>p—3 (%) + (¢w0>p—2%> X X*> )

and (ZH). Finally, calculating %Hqﬁwo(a)ﬂiﬂazo, we get (0.
U

Lemma 4.5. Let p > 2. Then, there exists w, > A, such that for wy € (A, wp), wi, (0) >0
and
>0, 2<p< 2T
Tl<0, <),

Remark 4.6. The first term of R, ,,, with respect to wy — A, yields the critical exponent
ps«. In Lemma [L5, we show the following expansion:

(—4p* + 18p — 6)7
3(]9 _ 1)3/2(w — A*)1/2

R, = +O((w — )\*)1/2).

Proof. First, we prove the positivity of w;, (0). Let

= (s )12 (s ),

I = <(7vbwo CcOS %)27 (@wo)p_3 (¢w0 cos %)2>L2 '

Since (¢,,0(x))P~? is differentiable with respect to r € R and

1 _ —{e=9pt) _ _
o5 ()™ = Il (0F)] < Clenmala) ™ usmoa(o)l

W — A

16



Transverse instability

by the boundedness of [|0,,¢w,0l| 72 () With respect to w and certain upper and lower expo-
nential decay rates for ¢, and ), we have

3 p=3
I :§(w0 — )Pt / S%Oo woda:dy
RXTL
2(p+1) p-3
||¢*||Lp+1(R (wo — Ay)P?
3 5 3 7TL (p— 3)(P+1) p—3 _
T an oy (o= AT [ urPL P e
R

+o((wo — AP 1L,
where ¢, 0 = (W — X\)"YP Y, and A\, < §(w) < w. On the other hand,

<( o) ke (L) ™ (Bu ) 2005, e

+ ;((@wo)p 2¢w0a( + %)_1((¢w0)p_2wio)>L2

— I +1.

By H (L) M)t we obtain

2(p—2)

R e (D N R  [ERE TR T

; <<%O,o>p—2<wwo>2, (LE,)™! («owo,o)p—?(wwof - / <sowo,o>p‘2<¢wo>‘°’dww°> >}

2(p+1)
B 71-L(WO )p 1||¢ ||Lp+1
2(p—1)
(=5p% 4 9p — B)mLwo — AT Tard
—op P — o)7L \Wo — P *|lLp
+ ! Lol / YP(PLHy 1Y, o
2(29—1) R

+ o((wp — A*)Z%?“L),

where ()" = {u € L*(R)|(u,%u,) 12y = 0}. By the same calculation of I] and the

17



Transverse instability

boundedness of H(L;’O + %)_IMWH H,

2(p—2)
Wy — Ay) P 1 _ _ _
[1/ :( ° 8) <(S0wo,0)p 2('¢w0)2> (LIO +4/L2) ! </R(S0wo,0)p 2(¢wo)3dx) wwo> )
L
(wo — Ay) = p—2 2
+ 8 (‘Pwmo) (wwo) )
(22, + /27 (20" = [ (a0l ) )
L
s 2(p+1)
_WL(WO - ) H@b ||Lp+1
12(p 1)
(9% — 1Tp+ Ty Lo — M) el e
p? — 17p + T)mwL{wy — A.) 1 *LPHP P 1
(P H),P e
+ 20— 1) /w J_AJ_)¢P:C
+o((wo — M) L),
Since
1 1 Ci(wo — Ay) -1
= — +o((wg — M) L7H),
%)\onqﬂwo cos %H; (p— 1L (p— 1L ’
we obtain
w.,,(0)
2(p+1)
_p(p+3)(wo )” 1||w*||Lp+1(R
N 6
Ly Yoo = M) gy
20 + 3p? + 34p — 18)(wo — \,) 1 o1
_ e - Plirnin / Y2 (PLH, P, pda
12(p—1)

+o((wo — )Tt
where o+1)
B 2p(2p— 1)||¢*HLF£1 fR¢p PlH)\ Pl) 1¢*,pd$

Therefore, if 0 < wy — A, < 1, then w;, (0) > 0.
Next, we calculate R, . Since

dX, 2
_ %Lu:wo 7vbauo COS%HL2 = —2( — 1)7TL — 20 ( )WL(WO — )\*) —+ 0((W0 — )\*)L)
and d 9 2r41) s N
L ||w o2y (@0 — A) T+ o(wo — A)FTL),

18



Transverse instability

we have
2 3)mL
R, =—2(p—1)mL —2C,(p — )mL(wo — A\s) + % +0((wo — A L)
p(2p® + 3p* + 34p — 18) 7L (+1) . L
B 3(p—1)2 (wo )Hw*HLpﬁl(R @Dp (PLHA P )™ s pda
(—4p* +18p — 6)7L
= — X)L
p(—26p* + 57p® — 82p + 30)7 L
( 3(p— 1)2 7L = ) (el | YE(PLHL P by

(4.7)

Let

9+ /57

—

Since p, is the root of —4p? 4+ 18p — 6 = 0 with p > 1, the conclusion for p # p, follows
(7). Finally, we consider the case p = p.. By p, > 4, we have

P« =

—26p> + 57p? — 82p, + 30 < 0.

Therefore,

Pu(—=26p% + 5Tp2 — 82p, + 30)7L (w0 — A5 [ ;211

px+1 R
Rp*,wo = 3(p N 1)2 ( /wp PJ_H)\ PJ_) 1'¢1*p d:L’
+ o((wo — A L)
Ps(—26p3 4+ 57p? — 82p, + 30)7wL(wy — s 3
= ( 3(p — 1)2 ) ( 0 ) R@D*,p*(le_HA*le_) 1¢*,p*da7
+ o((wo — A)L)
The conclusion for p = p, follows this. O

Using Lemma and applying the argument in Section 3 of [26], we obtain Theorem
4

For the completeness of the proof of Theorem [I.4] we introduce the argument for the
stability of standing with the degenerate linearized operator in [13]26]. Using the following
proposition, we show Theorem [I.4

Proposition 4.7. Let A\, < wy < wip.

(i) ]f Ryuy > 0, then €', is a stable standing wave of (NLS) on R x Ty with

= (Awo)”

(ii) ]f R, ., < 0, then e™°tp,,, is an unstable standing wave of (NLS) on R x Ty with
%

= (Awo)”

m\»—t
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Transverse instability

To modulate the translation symmetry for y € Tr, we define the polar coordinate
d=(a1,a2) = (acos %, —asin 2) for @ € R? and

¢WO (C?)(ZL’, y) = ¢wo (a)(x, Y+ d)a Wag (6) = Wy (CL)

In the following lemma, we construct a curve which captures the degeneracy of the lin-
earized operator S/ (QPuy)-

Lemma 4.8. There exist a neighborhood U of (0,0) in R? and a C* function p : U — R
such that p(0,0) =0 and for @ € U

Q (o (@) + p(@) 0y Prsg) = Q(Puvy)
P(@)( Py OuwPun) 12 = Q(Puy) — Q¢ (@) + 0(p(a@)). (4.8)

Proof. Since
aﬁQ(¢w0 (C_i> + p&u@wo)‘f):(]ﬂ:o = <¢wov 8w@wo>L2 > Ov

the conclusion follows the implicit function theorem. O

Let
(@) = Pup (@) + p(@) 0 Puy -
foraeU.
In the following lemma, we capture the degeneracy of the action .S,,.

Lemma 4.9. Forad € U,

2
s Mo [V €08(y/ L) |12 Rop [t

— = + o(|@lh).
16<<Pw078w80w0>L2 (‘ | )

Swo(q)(i)) - Swo(‘:bwo) =

Proof. For a € U,
Swo(q)(a)) - Swo (@wo) :Swwo(ﬁ)(é(a)) - Swo (@wo) + (wO - ww()( ))Q(@wo)
=St (@) (P (@) = S (P ) + (Wo — iy (@) QP
(

L %(p(a)f(sgo(@wo)aw@wo, D Puo) 12 + o((p(@))?).

From w (0) > 0 and (#3), w.,(a) is increasing on a small interval (0, ). Therefore, there
exists the inverse function a™(w) of w,, (a) form [wo, w,,(0)) to [0,0). By the differentiability
of a™ for w > wy, ¢, (a™) is differentiable for w > wy. Thus, for w,w; with w # w;

S (@ (a7 (W))) = Sy (P (" (w1)))

= (le(ﬁbwo(aJr (W1)) Gy (@ (W)) = D (@™ (w1))), (Pup (@™ (W) = Gy (@™ (w1)))) 12
2(w —wr)
Qo (w))) + 2Ol :ff°(a+ (@1)))?)

—Q(Puy(a” (w1))) asw — wi.
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Transverse instability

Moreover, since 0, (a)|a=0 = Y, cos ¥, for w > wy

Sur(Pun (@ (w))) = Sy ()
_ <S(Zo(géwo)(¢w0 (a+) - ¢WO)> (¢WO (a+) - QEUJO))LZ
wy, (0)(a*)? + o((at)?)
—Q(Puwy)  as w | wo.

(D (@¥) = Puy)?)
Wi, (0)(a*)? + of(a*)?)

+ Q(Puy) +

Hence, S,,(¢y,(a™)) is C* and

dS.(pu,(a™))
dw

By the equation (&6), Q(P.,(a™)) is C* on (wp, wy,(d)) and
lim Q(¢wo(a+)) B Q(@wo) _ Rp,wo

wlwo W — Wo 2w (0)

= Q(¢uy(a™)).

Therefore, S,,(d.,(a™)) is C? with respect to w on (wp, W, (4)) and

- ~ R, .
S (Bun(a7)) = Sug(Puy) + (wo = W)Q(Pury) =77 (W — wo)® + o (w — wo)?)
40" (0)
=0l (Y4 o((at)).
16
From the equation (8], we have the expansion
(p(@)* (P OBy 12 = ~(Rp’w0>~2 jal* + o(]al). (4.10)
16(Pus, ; O Pusy ) 12
Since
Sevg (18 (P (18]) 4 (wWo = Wauo (|1)) Q(Pury) = Sy @) (D (@) + (wo = Wuy (@) Q(Pusy )
by (£9) and (£I0) we obtain the conclusion. O

We introduce the distance and tubular neighborhoods of ¢, as follows. Set for € > 0

it (1) = 0 o a1

N. = {u € H'(R x Ty)[diste, (u) < ¢},
Neo = {u € NE‘Q(U> = Q(@uJo)}‘

Modulating the symmetry, we eliminate the degeneracy of the linearized operator
around @,
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Transverse instability

Lemma 4.10. Let ¢ > 0 sufficiently small. Then, there exist C* function 6 : N, — R,
a:N,—R,@:N.—U andw: N, — H*(R x Tp) such that for u € N.

6i€(u)u — (I)(d‘(u)) + w(u) + Q(U)¢wo (5:(’&)),

where (w(u) + a(u)pu, (@(w)), Yu, cos(y/ L)) 12 = (w(u) + a(u)du, (@(w)), Yu, sin(y/L)) 2 =
(w(u), Puy(@(w))) 2 = (w(w), igu,(@(u))) 12 = 0.

Proof. Let 1.1 = tu, cos(y/L) and 1,2 = ¥y, sin(y/L). We define

(€u — (), iy (@) 2
G(uv 97 ay, a2) = <6 U= CI)((_L') wwo,1> s
<6 u— CI)((_I,') ww072>L2

where @ = (a1, az). Since G(Py,,0,0,0) = 0 and

~ 2
oG [ Puo II72 0 ) 0
8(9 a CI,) = 0 _wamlHL? 0 )
11 02) | 00,01,09) =7 0.00) 0 0 —lluoallze

by the implicit theorem for sufficiently small € > 0 there exist C? functions 6 : N, — R
and @ : N. — U such that for u € IV,

G(u,0(u),d(u)) = 0.

We define ' B B
a(u) _ <€Z6(u)u - q)(a(u)), (bwo (a(u))>L2
1 (@(w)) 172
and '
w(u) = ¢y — d(a@(u)) — a(u)du,(@(u)).
Then, the conclusion follows the definition of w. O

In the following lemma, we show the estimate of a(u) for u € N?.
Lemma 4.11. Let ¢ > 0 sufficiently small. There exists C > 0 such that for u € N2,
|a(u)| < Cllwu)ll2(p(a(w)) + [lw(w)]2)-
Proof. By Lemma 10, for u € N?,
Q(Puy) =Q(P(a(u)) + w(u) + a(u)pu, (@(u)))

=Q(Pun) + ()| Py (@(w)) |72 + p(G()) () (D Py G (@(w))) 12
+ p(@(u) ) (O, w(w)) 12 + Qw(w)) + () *Q(duy (@(w))).

Since p(d(u)) — 0 as € — 0, we obtain the conclusion. O

Next, we prove the coerciveness of the linearized operator around @,,.
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Transverse instability

Lemma 4.12. There exist kg > 0 and g9 > 0 such that for aj,as,a € (—¢q,e0), if
w € H'(R x Tp) with (w, ¢uy(@)) 12 = (W, iy (@)) 12 = (W + @y (@), Yy cos(y/L)) 12 =
<'LU + a¢wo (6)7 wwo Siﬂ(y/L))Lz =0, then

(S0 (®(@))w, w) 11 > Kolwl[ 1,
where d = (ay, az).

Proof. Let .1 = 1, cos(y/L) and 1,2 = 1, sin(y/L). For w € HY(R x T) with
<wa¢wo(6)>L2 = <w Z¢Wo( )>L2 = <w + Q¢WO(6)>wwo,l>L2 = <'LU + a¢W0(6)a¢WO,2>L2 =0, we
decompose w = by Py + 2@, + 03Uy, 1+ 0410 2+ w1, where (Wi, Pug)r2 = (W1, 1Puwy) 12 =
(Wi, Y1)z = (Wi, Yu2)r2 = 0, b; € R for j € {1,2,3,4}. By the non-negativeness
of L and Lf + Ay, Proposition 2] and Lemma 22, there exists ¢ > 0 such that
(S0 (Pup)wi, wi)g— 1 > c|lwy |3, where ¢ is independent of w,. Then, from the or-
thogonal conditions for w, we have for j € {1,2,3,4}, b; = O((|a| + |a|)||lwy];2) as
|d| + |a| = 0. Therefore, there exist €, kg > 0 such that for ay, as, o € (—eo, €o),

4
(St (®(@)w, w) 1,1 =(S, (Gup)wr, wi) -1 + Y 0+ o|wel7e)

j=1
> ko |w| 1.

In the following lemma, we investigate the variational structure of S,,, around @, .

Lemma 4.13. Let ¢ > 0 sufficiently small. For u € N?

~ 1 "o~ -
Sian (1) = Sy (Puso) =5 (55, (P w0 (1), (W) 1,11+ Cos Ry () |*
+of[fw(u)|[3) + o(la(u)[),
where w(u) and d(u) are defined by Lemma[{.10 and

o | g co8(y/L) |72

Ciw = — =
16(900.;0’ 8W¢WO>L2

Proof. Let u € N?. By Lemma and Lemma LTIl we have

St (W) = St (P

=Sy (P(@(1)) + w(w) + () Pu, (@(1))) = Suy (Puy)
=S ((@(1))) = S (Puy) + (S (R(@(w))), wt) + (u) Py (@(w)) 51,110
+%<S”( (@) yw(u), w(w)) g1, m + ol [[w(u) 7).
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Transverse instability

Since p(@(u)) = O(|a@(u)[?) as distu, (1) —= 0, (du, (@(w)), w(u))z2 = 0 and G (Puy) 0w, =

— Py, We have

L o(@(w) ( )+ (w0 — (@)@ @), w(u )10

S ) (B (@(1))) p(@(10)) DBy w (1)) 1,10 + 0|]*) + 0w () [ 372)
(S (@) (P (@(w))) = S5 (P )) (A1) Do Py w (W) 111 111

— pla(u ))(sowo—%(c?(u» w(u)) g2 + o(|@(u)|*) + o fw(w)|7:)
=o(|@(w)[*) + o(|[w(w) 7)-

By Lemma .11 and the continuity of S, (®(a@)) and ¢,(@) at @ = 0, we have

(S0 (2(a(w))), () fu (@(w)) 1,111 = 0(|G(w)|*) + ol w(w) | 7p2)-

Therefore, from Lemma [£.9] we have the conclusion. O

(5
{
{
{

4.1 The proof of (i) of Proposition [4.7]

In this subsection, we prove (i) of Proposition 1.7l Let 0 < ¢ < 1. By Lemma [£.13] and
Ry > 0, for small € we have that there exists ¢ > 0 such that for u € N?

S () = S (D) 2 e|lw(w)l[7 + |a(w)]"), (4.11)

where w(u),d(u) are defined by Lemma IOl We suppose that there exist ¢g > 0, a
sequence {u, }, of solutions and a sequence {t,}, such that ¢, > 0 and u,(0) = @,, in H'
and

0 ~

inf [|un(tn) = € o | > 20-

Let
Q(Puy)
Since Q(vn) = Q(Fuy) and Q(un) = Q(Fuy) 51 = 59, o — tn(t) | — 0 and Sy (vn) —

Swo(Puwy) — 0 as n — oo. By the equation (A1), d(u.(t,)) — 0, a(un(t,)) — 0 and
w(u,(t,)) — 0 in H' as n — oo. Therefore,

U (tn)-

Unp =

ézgﬂfg Hun tn) — ew@onHl — 0 asn — oo.

This is a contradiction. We complete the proof of (i).

4.2 The proof of (ii) of Proposition 4.7

In this subsection, we prove (ii) of Proposition 7l Let 0 < ¢ < 1. We define the functions
A(u) and P(u) as

Au) = (", —ifar (u) Doy D(@(w) + az(u) Doy ®(@(w))]) 22,
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P(u) = (S0, @) (W), 1A (W) r-1.m,

for u € N, where 0(u) and d(u) are defined by Lemma .10l
Then

A'() = — ie™" a1 (u) Doy ®(@(w)) + az(u) D, ®(a(u))]
(

+ (i€, —ifay (u)0a, ®(@(u)) + az(u)Da, ®(@(w))]) 26 ()
+ (", —i[0,, ®(@(w)) + a1 (u)a, Dy D(@(w)) + a2(1)Day Day P(@(1))]) 120 ()
+ (e, —Z[al(U)(?alaaz@(ﬁ(U))+(9a2<1>(5(U)) (1) Oy Oay @ (a@(w))]) r205(u),
v / / . dA(eleu)
1A (w), Q' (u)) 2 = —(A'(u), iu) 2 = = 0.
A ). Q)2 = ~{A ), i)y = Z ) <o
Therefore, for any solution u(t) of (I.1)
dA(CZ(t)) — (A'(u(t), =B (w(t))) g g =(A (u(D), B (u(t)) + w(@wt)Q (u(®)) g1 .m

=P(u(t)).
Next, we investigate the function P.
Lemma 4.14. Ford € U,

X

2
P(0(@)) = —[a]p(@) T2 oo [t cos 7| +0(p(@)).

PTOOf. Let 5:0 (0,1 0, a2 0) c U. Then ||<I>( )||L2 = ||S0WO||L2’ (@(60)) = 6() and 9((1)(6_1:0)) =
0. Therefore,

;wo(ﬁo)(q)( do)) =5, (@wo) (@0)0. Py — p(do)p(p — 1)(‘»5wo)p_2aw95wowwo <a1,0 COS% + a0 sin g
+ o(p(do)|dol),

(4.12)
iA'(®(dp))
:amﬁal@(&o) + Clgp@azq)(db)
=0 <a170 coS % + ag o sin %) + (1,004, p(Ap) + 2,004, (@) ) O Py
"o~ 2 ~ ~ \p—2,2 ) .Y 2
+ (S0 (Puo)) ™ [ |G| wp (0)Puy + (P — 1) (Pun )P 05, <a1,0 cos = + a3 8in E) ]
+o(|do[?)
(4.13)
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Hence, we have
P(®(do))

:<SZO(¢wo>p(aO)aw@wov (I <CL1,0 Cos % + ag,0 sin %) + (al,Oaal p(do) + a2,08agp(50))8w95w0>L2

2
({00 P Il Ly ()P + P(p = 1) (B )02, (@10 005 7 + arosin 7 ) )is

o ~ _ ~ ) .Y ) .Y
+ (—p(dp)p(p — 1)(Puwy)* 28ws0w0¢w0 (al,o cos 17 + agpsin Z) s Ui <a170 cos 17 + agsin f) )12
+ o(p(do) o)

= — p(@0)( Py OuwPrsg) 12(01,00a, p(0) + 2,004, p(o) + |To|wls, (0)) + o(p(do)|do|?)-

(4.14)
By (4.I0), we have
(P O Py ) 12(01,00a, P(G0) + 2,000, p(d0)))
aol* Ry .
_ | 0| : P50 +0(|a0|2)
_ o dA " . o
= — Jao? (= S | sy €08 2|+l (0) (DB P 2) + 0o,
Hence, the conclusion follows the equation (£I4]). 0O

Lemma 4.15. Let € > 0 be sufficiently small and u € N2 with S, (1) — Suy(Puy) < 0.
Then

dX,

Plu) = —[ao(@) o,

Y cos 2|+ olp(a(u)?) + ol () ).
Proof. By the Taylor expansion , we have
Pu) =(S,, @) (®@(u)) + w(u) + a(u)pu, (@), iA(S(d(u)) + w(w) + a(u)du, (@) g1, m
=( i}wo(d(u))(q)( a(u))) + Sgwo(a(u))(q)(a(u)))(w(u) + a(u)du, (@(u))),
A (®(@(w))) + A" (P(@(u)) (w(u) + a(u)du (@w) m1m + o(p(@(u)? + [[w(w)|[:)
By (£12), (£13), Lemma A1 and Lemma [£.14]
P(u) =P(®(a(u))) + (S, @) (2(@(w))), iA"(®(d(u)))w(w)) L2
+ (S0, @ty (®(@(w)))w (), iA (P(@(w))) -1 + 0(p(@(w))? + [[w(w)|[5:)
By the proof of Lemma .10, we obtain that

AN wjjefw((»
(0, a4, as) a’; - "ot wa; )
(®(a(u)))

Thus ' (®(a(u)), a} (P(d(u))) and ay(P(a(u))) are linear combinations of idy, (a(u)), Vw1
and 1y 2. Since (0'(®(a(u))), w(u))r> = (a) (B(a(u))), wu)) L2 = (a5(P(@(u))), wu))re =
O(a(u)||w(u)| 1), we have

iA"(@(d(u)))w(u) = O(a(u) [w(w)]|4)-
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Therefore, by the orthogonal condition of w(u) and A’(®(d(u))) = O(@(u)) we obtain

() + (wu (@) = wo) (w(w), iA'(D(a(u)))) 2
R(@())["™ = [Puo " Hw(w), 1A' (D(@(u)))) 2

—~

P(u) =P(®(a
(]

~—

S (P )w (1), g <a1( )cos%—i—ag(u)sin%))Hq,Hl
S (Pun)w(u), (ar () 0a, p(a(w)) + az(1) Oy p(@(1))) 0Py ) 111,110

w(u), ~1a() Pl (0)gn + 10— (@) 242, (ar(w) cos L + asuysin L)) yos
o(p(@(u))? + [w(w)ll)

=P(®(@(u))) + o(p(@(u))* + [[w(w)|7)
Hence, we obtain the conclusion. O

We assume e“0'@,, is stable. Let {@,}, be a sequence with @, — 0 and {u,}, be the
sequence of solutions with u,(0) = ®(d,). Since R, ., < 0 and there exists C' > 0 such
that

Swo(q)(an>> - Swo(‘:bum) = CRp,wo‘C_in‘Ll + O(‘Jn‘4)v

we obtain S, (Pu,) > Su,(P(d,)) for sufficiently large n > 1. From Lemma and
Lemma we have for sufficiently large n > 1

0 <Swo( ~w0) - Swo(q)(6n>>
:Swo( ~u)o) -5

= CuaRp ()] = Tl (un ()l + ollw(un ()1 71) + o|@(un(t))]).

IN

By the stability of e™°!p,,, and the equation (&I0), we obtain there exists ¢ > 0 such that
for sufficiently large n > 1

0 < S (Pup) = Sp (P(an)) < P (un(t)).

Since p(d(un(t))) is positive and bounded for ¢t > 0 and sufficiently large n > 1, there exists

6 > 0 such that fort > 0
dA(uy, (1))

dt

This contradicts the boundedness of A on N.. Hence, '@, is unstable.

= Plu,(t)) > 0.
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