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EXACT DIATOMIC FERMI-PASTA-ULAM-TSINGOU SOLITARY WAVES
WITH OPTICAL BAND RIPPLES AT INFINITY

TIMOTHY E. FAVER AND J. DOUGLAS WRIGHT

ABSTRACT. We study the existence of solitary waves in a diatomic Fermi-Pasta-Ulam-
Tsingou (FPUT) lattice. For monatomic FPUT the traveling wave equations are a reg-
ular perturbation of the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation’s but, surprisingly, we find that
for the diatomic lattice the traveling wave equations are a singular perturbation of KdV'’s.
Using a method first developed by Beale to study traveling solutions for capillary-gravity
waves we demonstrate that for wave speeds in slight excess of the lattice’s speed of sound
there exists nontrivial traveling wave solutions which are the superposition an exponentially
localized solitary wave and a periodic wave whose amplitude is extremely small. That is to
say, we construct nanopteron solutions. The presence of the periodic wave is an essential
part of the analysis and is connected to the fact that linear diatomic lattices have optical
band waves with any possible phase speed.

We consider the problem of traveling waves in a diatomic Fermi-Pasta-Ulam-Tsingou
(FPUT) lattice. The physical situation is this: suppose that infinitely many particles are
arranged on a line. The mass of the jth (where j € Z) particle is

my1  when 7 is odd
m; =

! mo when j is even.
Without loss of generality we assume that m; > my > 0. The position of the jth particle at
time ¢ is g;(f). Suppose that each mass is connected to its two nearest neighbors by a spring
and furthermore assume that each spring is identical to every other spring in the sense that
the force exerted by said spring when stretched by an amount r from its equilibrium length
ls is given by

Fy(r) := —kgr — byr?

where ks > 0 and b, # 0 are specified constants. Such a system is called a “diatomic lattice”
or “dimer.” Newton’s law gives the equations of motion for the system:

d*y;
m,— =

7 dt?

(0.1) —ksSj1 — bsSj_1 + kS + bs5;
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where 5; := yj1 — y; — Ls.

In the setting where my; = ms it is well-known that there existE] localized traveling wave
solutions of (0.I]), see the seminal articles of Friesecke & Wattis [FW94] and Friesecke &
Pego [FP99]. Here we are interested in extending this result to the diatomic case where
my > mso. There has been quite a bit of interest in the propagation of waves through poly-
atomic FPUT lattices. Such systems represent a paradigm for the evolution of waves through
heterogeneous and nonlinear granular media (see [Bri53] and [Kevli] for an overview).
There are several existence proofs for traveling spatially periodic waves for polyatomic prob-
lems [BP13] [Qin15], a number of semi-rigourous asymptotics for solitary wave solutions
in various contexts [JSVG13], as well as both formal and rigorous results which state that
polyatomic FPUT with periodic material coefficients is well-approximated by the soliton
bearing Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation over very long time scales [PFR86] [CBCPS12]
[GMWZ14]. While all of this previous work strongly suggests that localized traveling waves
for polyatomic FPUT will exist, the question of whether a truly localized traveling wave akin
to those developed in [FP99] remains open. In this article we demonstrate that the answer
to this question—at least for waves which travel at a speed just a bit larger than the speed
of sound—is “sort of.”

As it happens, the existence problem is inescapably singular. This is particularly surprising
because the existence proof of small amplitude solitary waves for monatomic FPUT in [FP99)
goes through using regular perturbation methods. In that article, the equation for the solitary
wave’s profile ¢ is shown to be equivalent to ¢ = p.(¢?) where p, is a Fourier multiplier
operator and c is the speed of propagation. Making the “long wave scaling” ¢(z) = €2®(ex)
and ¢ = Cyouna + € yields ® = P.(®?). The hinge on which their result turns is the fact that
the operator P, converges in the operator norm to (1 —9%)~! as ¢ — 07. Which means that
the traveling wave equation at € = 0 can be rewritten as ®” —®+®? = 0. This is the traveling
wave equation for KdV and has sech? type solutions. Moreover, using classical results from
quantum mechanics, they show that the linearization of the equation ® = Py(®?) at the
KdV solitary wave results in an operator which is invertible on even functions. This, with
the uniform convergence of P., allows them to extend the wave’s existence to € > 0 using a
quantitative inverse function theorem:.

This process goes awry in the diatomic setting. In this case the dispersion relation for
the linearization of has two parts. The “acoustic” band, which is more or less just like
the dispersion relation for the monatomic problem, and the “optical” bandﬂ which does not
exist in the monatomic problem at all. Roughly speaking, we are able to decompose our
problem into a pair of equations, one for the acoustic part and another for the optical part.
The analysis for the acoustic part goes forward along lines much like in the monatomic case
of [FP99]; it limits to a KdV traveling wave equation. On the other hand, the equation for
the optical part is classically singularly perturbed in the sense that the highest derivative of
the unknown is multiplied by the small parameter €.

IThis result is true for much more general (but still spatially homegeneous) forms of the spring force than
the one we have here.

2The language “acoustic” and “optical” bands is taken from Brillouin’s foundational text on wave propa-
gation in periodic media [Bri53]. This book contains a detailed discussion of waves in linear diatomic lattices
and in particular contains an excellent treatment of the dispersion relation.
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The possible outcomes for singularly perturbed problems like this is pretty vast, of course.
Many of the approaches for sussing out the consequences are either geometric or dynamical
in nature. Our problem is nonlocal and as such it is not obvious to us how to use, say,
geometric singular perturbation theory (as in [AGJ90] for instance) or fast-slow averaging
(e.g. [BYBI0]) to our setting. And so we turn to the functional analytic approach developed
by Beale to prove the existence of solitary capillary-gravity waves in his staggering article
[Bea9d1].

Here is what we discover:

Theorem 1. Suppose that m; > mo > 0. For wavespeeds ¢ sufficiently close to, but larger
than, the speed of sound of the lattice, Cspung := \/2ks/(m1 + my), there exist traveling wave
solutions of the diatomic FPUT problem which are the superposition of two pieces. One
piece is a nonzero exponentially localized function that is a small perturbation of a sech®
profile which, in turn, solves a KdV traveling wave equation. This whole localized piece has
amplitude roughly proportional to (¢ — Csouna) and has wavelength roughly proportional to
(c— csound)_l/Q. The other piece is a periodic function, called a “ripple.” The frequency of
the ripple is O(1) when compared to (¢ — Csouna). Its amplitude is small beyond all orders of

(C - Csound) .

As we shall see, the periodic part is fundamentally tied to the optical branch of the
dispersion relation. Moreover we expect that the periodic part is exponentially small in
(¢ — Csouna)- Solutions of this type—a localized piece plus an extremely small oscillatory
partﬁkare sometimes called nanopterons [Boy90].

It is because the solutions we discover do not converge to zero at spatial infinity that we
were cagey about our answer to the existence question earlier; our result raises as many
questions as it answers. Chief of these is whether or not the ripple at infinity is genuine or
merely a technical byproduct of our proof. After all, we do not provide lower bounds on
its size, only upper bounds; perhaps the amplitude is zero! While we do not have the right
sort of estimates at this time to answer this question either way we point out that Sun, in
[Sun91], showed that the ripple for the capillary-gravity waves studied in [Bea91] was in fact
non-zero. And so we conjecture that the same happens here, at least for almost all wave
speeds.

This article is structured in the following manner.

e In the next section we nondimensionalize and rewrite the resulting system in
terms of the relative displacements.

e In Section |2l we make the traveling wave ansatz and get the traveling wave equations.
We then diagonalize the resulting system using Fourier methods. It is during the
diagonalization that the structure of the branches of the dispersion relation becomes
apparent. Then we make a useful “long wave” rescaling. It is during this part that
the singular nature of the problem comes into sight.

e In Section |3| we analyze the rescaled system in the limit where ¢ = csounq; We find
that the problem in this case reduces to a single KdV traveling wave equation.

30r, equivalently, a heteroclinic connection between small amplitude periodic orbits.
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e In Section [] we construct exact traveling wave solutions which are spatially peri-
odic. These will ultimately be the ripples. A major difference between our results
and the extant existence results for periodic traveling waves in polyatomic FPUT
(|Qin15],[BP13]) is that we prove estimates on their size and frequency which are
uniform in the speed c¢. This is done using a Crandall-Rabinowitz-Zeidler bifurcation
analysis [CRT71] [Zei86].

e In Section [5| we make what we call “Beale’s ansatz.” That is, we assume the solution
is the superposition of (a) the KdV solitary wave profile from Section[3] (b) a periodic
solution from Section [4] with unknown amplitude and (c) a small, localized remainder.
We then derive equations for the remainder and the amplitude of the periodic part.
This derivation can be viewed as Liapunov-Schmidt decomposition, albeit a somewhat
atypical one.

e In Section [6] we state the main estimates we need and then, given those estimates,
prove our main results using a modified contraction mapping argument. Specifically
we prove Theorem [I6]and Corollary 17}, which are the technical versions of Theorem 1]

e Sections and [9] contain the proof of the main estimates; these are the technical
heart of the paper.

e Finally Section [10] presents some comments on our results, avenues for further inves-
tigation and concluding remarks.

1. NONDIMENSIONALIZATION AND THE EQUATIONS FOR RELATIVE DISPLACEMENTS.
We can simplify (0.1]) somewhat by putting y; = z; — jl;. Then (0.1]) is equivalent to

2_
d .I’j

(1.1) Myt = =k = bl + kT + bsT

where 7; := Z;1; — Z;. Note that the system is in equilibrium when Z; = 0 for all j.
Next we nondimensionalize by taking z,(t) = a1z ;(ast) where a;, as are nonzero constants.
This converts (1.1]) to

j 2
— = —kyrj_1 —arbgrj_1 + kerj + albsrj where 1, = x4 — ;.

Note that here t = ast.
Selecting a; and as such that mlag = ks and a,bs = k yields

ij=—rj1—ri_y+r;+r; when jisodd
(1.2) 1. ) 9 .
= e +r;+r; when jis even.
In the above,
w = m >1
ma

because m; > ma.
It is both traditional and technically advantageous to express the equations of motion
for lattices in terms of the relative displacements, 7;, instead of in the displacements from
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equilibrium, z;. We find that
Fj=—1+w)(r;+ 7‘?) +w(rjp + 7“]2-+1) + (rj_1 + 7“]2-_1) when j is odd

1.3
- i =—1+w)(r;+ 7"32) + (rje + 7“]2-+1) +w(rj—1 + 7“]2_1) when j is even.

2. DERIVATION OF THE TRAVELING WAVE EQUATIONS
We are interested in traveling wave solutions and so we make the ansatz

ri(t) = {pl(j —ct)  when j is odd

2.1 =
21) p2(j —ct) when j is even.

Here ¢ € R is the wave speed and p;,p. : R — R. Putting this into (1.3)) gives us the
following advance-delay-differential system of equations for p; and ps:

*pf = —(1+w)(p1 +p1) + wS (P2 +p3) + 5 (p2 + )
c’py = —(1+w)(p2 +p3) + 5" (p1 + pi) + wS™ (pr + p}).
Above, S is the “shift by d” operator. Specifically:

Sf() = f(+d).

(2.2)

If we let
I 1+ w —(wSt 4+ 571
T —(wSTt+ 8 14w
then we can compresﬂ (2.2)) to
(2.3) p” + L(p +p?) = 0.

2.1. Diagonalization of the linear part. We can diagonalize (2.3)) using Fourier analysis
and the first step is to compute the action of L on complex exponentials. We find that for
any vector v € R? and k € R that

Lle™**v] = [L(k)v]e™*

where N
7 l+w  —B(k) 3 k| ik
L(k) := ~ and k) = we™ + e "".
®=| 5% T 5
A routine calculation shows that the eigenvalues of Z(k‘) are given by
(2.4) Xe(k):=14+w=xp(k) where g(k):=+/(1—w)?+ 4w cos?(k).

The following lemma contains many of the properties of Xi(k) we will need (the proof is in

Section E[)
Lemma 2. The following hold for all w > 1.
(i) A_(0) = 0 and X4 (0) = 2 + 2uw.

4Note the for 2-vectors x and y we use the notational convention that x.y is component-wise multiplication.
Likewise x'2 is component-wise squaring.
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(ii) There exists 7o > 0 such that As(z) are uniformly bounded complex analytic function
in the closed strip ¥, = {2z € C: |Sz| < 7}

(iii) As(2) are even and Ap(z +7) = Ao(z) for all z € 5.

(iv) For all k € R we have

(2.5) 0< A (k) <2<2w< A (k) <2+ 2w.
(v) For all k € R we have
(2.6) No(k) <2 and [N.(k)| < 2c2]K]
where

— ]' " . 2w _ . - . ”
Co = \/2)\_ (0) = v the (nondimensionalized) speed of sound.
Additionally ¢, > 1.

(vi) There exists c. € (0,1) and ly > 0 such that for all ¢ > c_ there exists a unique
nonnegative k. for which

(2.7) k2 — X (ko) = 0.
Moreover

(2.8) ke € [V2w/c, V24 2w/ (]
and

(2.9) 12¢2ke — Ay (k)| > lo.

Lastly, the map ¢ — k. is C*°.

Remark 1. The eigenvalues Xi(k) are tied to the dispersion relation for (1.3)). To be precise,
we have plane wave solutions for the linearization of (1.3|) at r =0 of the form

v *3I=t)  when j is odd
ri(t) =

V2" FI=9t)  when j is even

if and only if w and k satisfy the dispersion relation
(2.10) (@ = (1+w))* = B(k)B(—k) = 0

and (v1,v5) is a an appropriately chosen eigenvector of L(k). (See, for instance, [Bris3].)
The set of such w and k which meet (2.10) has two connected components with w > 0. (It
is obviously even in w.) These are

W= X_(k:), in which case we say w is on the “acoustic” branch of (2.10)),

and w = \/XJr(k:), in which case we say w is on the “optical” branch.

In the monatomic problem, the dispersion relation has but one branch and is akin to
w? —sin®(k) = 0, see [FP99]. Plotting A_(k) and sin®(k) will show that the two functions are

SWe extend Ax (k) and g(k) to functions of z = k + it € C in a simple way by using the extension of
cosine to complex inputs.
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FIGURE 1. Sketch of the phase speeds for the different branches of the dis-
persion relation.

qualitatively much alike. The phase speed of the monatomic problem is maximum at k = 0;
this maximum speed is called the speed of sound. The same is true for the phase speed of
waves associated to the acoustic branch. Specifically, corollary to the second estimate in
is the fact that that the phase speed, w/k, of plane waves associated to the acoustic branch
1s no bigger than c,.

The solitary waves for the monatomic problem have speeds which are strictly supersonic;
the reason for this is discussed further below. In any case, the nonlinear waves move faster
than the linear wavesﬁ But in the dimer problem we consider there are optical branch linear

waves with all possible phase speeds, as can be seen by plotting \/ A (k)/k. The point is
this: if we search for a localized acoustic wave that travels with a supersonic speed ¢ > ¢,
then there will necessarily be an optical branch linear wave whose phase is exactly c. See
Figure . Equating the solitary wave’s speed to the optical phase speed yields the relation
Ak? — Ay (k) = 0. As stated in Lemmaé there is a unique monnegative solution of this:
k = k.. In a very rough sense, then, we expect the localized acoustic wave with speed ¢ to
excite a mode in the optical branch with wavenumber k.. Making this intuition rigorous is,

of course, a substantial part of our analysis.

The inequalities in (2.5)) imply X,(k) < X+(k) for all £ € R. Thus Z(k) is diagonalizable
for all k. Towards this end, we compute that the eigenvectors of L(k) are scalar multiples of

{gég ] (for A (k) and {fggj (for Xy (k)).

6This fact is crucial to the proof of the stability of the solitary waves in [FP02] [FP04a] [FP04b] and
[HW13].
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We can diagonalize L by dropping these into a matrix. It will be advantageous to renor-
malize them first, though. Let

and put

Its inverse is

Tulk) = T (k) = [ (AMB) T (2(R)ak)) ] |
Then we have

0 (k)

The reason we choose to normalize the eigenvectors with 7 is obviously non-obvious. Here
is what is special about 7:

(2.11) F(=k)B(=k) = F(k)a(k).
This property—easily checked—will imply a certain symmetry below, specifically in the proof

of Lemma [4] B
A short computation indicates that neither ¥ nor  vanish when k € R. In fact, we have:

z(k)Z(k)i(k)—K(k):—[X(M 0 ]

Corollary 3. If w > 1 then there exists 7 € (0,70] such that ?(z),N%'*l(z), B(2) and

B7Y(z) are uniformly bounded analytic functions for z € iﬁ; Moreover Jy(z) and (72(2) are
uniformly bounded matriz valued analytic functions for z € ¥, .

We do not provide a proof, as it is more or less immediate from the definitions and

Lemma Pl Note also that
- 1
(2.12) 7,(0) = [ bl

A1 +w) |1 —1} and «72(0>=2<1+w>{1 1}.

1 -1

Since J; and J diagonalize Z, we can use Fourier multiplier operators to diagonalize L.
We use following normalizations and notations for the Fourier transform and its inverse:

Fk) = $1010) = 5 [ flae™de and i) =5 al(o) = [ g)ea.

Likewise, we use the following normalizations and notations for the Fourier series of a 2P-
periodic function:

f(k) = % / }; fx)e ® ™ Pdy and  f(x) =) F(k)eitmalP.

keZ

We have used the same “hat” notation for the Fourier transform and the coefficients of the
Fourier series; context will always make it clear which we mean.
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Definition 1. Suppose that we have i : R — C. The “Fourier multiplier with symbol j1” is
defined as follows.

(i) If f: R — C has a well-defined Fourier transform then

(213) pf (@)= [ ) Fbdn
R
(ii) If f : R — C is 2P-periodic then
(2.14) pf () = 3 Pk P F(R).
kEZ

(i1i) If f = fi1 + fo where fi : R — C has a well-defined Fourier transform and fo : R — C
is 2P-periodic then we have uf = pfi+ pfo where pfy is computed with (2.13) and pfa
is computed with (2.14)).

Remark 2. An alternate way to express goes as follows. Since f(x) is 2P-periodic
we know f(z) = ¢(wz) for some 2m-periodic function ¢(y) and w = w/P. In this case
wf(x) = (u¥¢)(wx) where pu* is a Fourier multiplier with symbol 11*(k) = p(wk). The nice
thing here is that
pep(y) = e (k)(k),
kEZ
a slightly less complicated formula than .

Note also that if we put a 2P—periodic function into the Fourier transform integral §
then we can interpret the output as a distribution. Specifically, it will be a superposition of
delta-functions situated on (w/P)Z C R. In this case we can apply the formula [2.13). The
outcome of this coincides exactly with . In this way we can see that the formula in
Part (i) is the “correct” way to apply Fourier multipliers to sums of decaying and periodic
functions.

_Solet Ay, o, B, 7, A and J, be the Fourier multiplier operators with symbols Xi, 0, E, 7,
A and J,, respectively. Put p := Joh. If p solves (2.3) then we find that h solves

(2.15) c®h” + Ah + AB(h,h) =0
with
s by (h, h) s
B(h,h) .= T = h.Jsh).
k)= (a5 ) o= s

Written out component-wise this is
(2.16) AR+ A_hy+A_bi(h,h) =0 and Rl + Ay hy + Ay by(h, h) = 0.

Remark 3. Since A_ is associated to the acoustic branch of the dispersion relation and A
to the optical branch, we informally think of hy as the “acoustic part” of the solution and hsy
as the “optical part.” What we shall see down the line is that the dominant part of hy is a
sech? traveling wave, whereas the periodic solutions will be largest in h.
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2.2. The Friesecke-Pego cancelation. Applying § to the first equation in (2.16|) gives

—

(2.17) (—ch2 + X,(k)) 1 4+ A (k)b (h, h) = 0.

Since A_(0) = 0 and is even, it is roughly quadratic in k near the origin. Obviously so is
k2. Which indicates that we can cancel a k? out of the above if we chose. We do not do
precisely this, but instead employ a similar approach inspired by the proof of the existence
of low energy solitary waves for monotomic FPU in [FP99].

We know that A_(0) = 0 . We also know from (2.6) that [N_(k)| < 2¢2|k|. And so the
FTOCﬂ implies:

(2.18) Ak? = A_(k) >0 for all k # 0 provided ¢ > ¢2.
This allows us to divide through in (2.17), not by &%, but rather by —c*k? + X_(k)
So put
A_(k)
k2 (k)
This function has a removable singularity at & = 0 when ¢® > ¢Z and no other singularities

for k € R. Then (2.17) is equivalent to f; + %c(k)bﬁl,\h) = 0.
Let w.f be the Fourier multiplier operator with symbol .. The above reasoning shows

we can rewrite (2.16) as
(2.19) hi+wbi(h,h) =0 and Rl + Ay ho + Ay by(h,h) =0

w.(k) =

or alternately as:

1 0 w. 0 B

Remark 4. We will henceforth require ¢ > ¢2 so that our map @, is well-defined; this is
the technical reason why we look for (and why the authors of [FP99] looked for) nonlinear
waves which are supersonic. Unraveling the scalings that lead to from shows that
the traveling wave solutions under investigation here will, in the physical coordinates, travel

with a speed faster than cspung = \/ks/m, where m is the average of the two masses.
We have the following nice symmetry result for H..

Lemma 4. If hy is even and hy is odd, the first and second components of H.(h) are,
respectively, even and odd.

Proof. For a function f(y) let Rf(y) = f(—y). If f is even then f = Rf. If f is odd then
f=—Rf. If pis a Fourier multiplier with symbol z then

(2.20) R(uf)(z) = (Ru)Rf(x).
By Rp we mean the Fourier multiplier with symbol Ru(k) = u(—k).

"The Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, of course
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If the symbol p is even then this implies R(uf) = p(Rf). This in turn implies that such
a p will map even functions to even functions and odd functions to odd functions. Thus A,
0? and @, all “preserve parity.”

Informally, we say h € E x O if hy is even and hy is odd. The preceding comments imply
that we will have our result if we can show that B(h,h) maps F x O to itself since the
remaining parts of H, will not flip an F to an O or vice versa. Note that h € E x O if and
only if Rh = I1h where [; = diag(1, —1). Thus our goal is to show that if Rh = I;h then
RB(h,h) = I;B(h,h).

So suppose that Rh = I1h. Using we have RB(h,h) = (RJ,)R[(J:h)?]. It is easy
to see that R(fg) = RfRg and so the above gives RB(h,h) = (RJ))[(R (JQh)) ?]. Then
we use again to get RB(h,h) = (RJ1)[((RJ:)(Rh))?]. Since Rh = I}h we have
RB(h,h) = (RJ,)[((RJ2)(I1h))?]. Then associativity gives:

(2.21) RB(h ) = (R1)[(RA1)R)?).
The multiplier for R.Js is, using ([2.20)),

== [ A(=k)B(=k)  F(—k)B(—k
RJy(k) = Jo(—k) = { %((—k))@'((—k‘)) jé(_lz;)é'(—lz) } )

Now we use the special property of 7 in (2.11)) to convert this to:

= Y(k)a(k)  y(k)elk) }
RIy(k)=| -, PN .
6= | i S5
01
10
RJy = Iy Jo1y. Since J; = J; ', I7 = I, and I;* = I, this gives. RJ; = I,J, L.

Using these relations in (2.21)) gives us RB(h,h) = I,J,L[(I;J213)h)?]. Since I? is the
identity this is RB(h,h) = I .J115[(I2J2)h)?]. Also, it is easy to check that (If)? = I(f?).
Thus we have RB(h,h) = I,J113[(Joh)?]. Since I? is the identity this is RB(h,h) =
I J1[(Joh)?] = I; B(h, h). This was our goal and so we are done. O

If we let I, = [ } then the above relation implies, after a short calculation, that

In light of this result, we restrict our attention henceforth to looking for solutions which
are even in the first component and odd in the second.

2.3. Long wave scaling. Now make the long wave scaling (inspired by the classical multi-
scale derivation of the Korteweg-de Vries equation from monotomic FPU in [Kru74])

hi(z) := 201 (ex), ho = Oy(ex) and ¢ =c2 + €
where 0 < e < 1.

Remark 5. Note that if p is a Fourier multiplier operator with symbol (k) and if f(z) =
d(wzx) then pf(x) = (u9¢)(ex) where p is a Fourier multiplier with symbol 1 (k) = p(wk).

After the scaling, (2.19) becomes
(2.22) 01+ @V (0,0) =0 and €(c;, + )05 + X\ 02 + 2\, 05(0,0) = 0
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229 ) = 08 o) =~
(2.24) NL(K) = Ag(eK),

(2.25) Ti(K) = Ty(eK)

and

(2.26) B6,0) = < 2;533? ) = J; [ 730.750]

Of course @w®, \¢ and J; are Fourier multiplier operators with the symbols taken in the
obvious way. Note that since we assume the € € (0, 1), the scaling implies, via Lemma and
Corollary , that A\ (Z) and J5(Z) are analytic for |[(Z)] <7 < 7 /e

Remark 6. The equation for 0y (which is the part associated to the optical branch) is clas-
sically singular when € ~ O because of the term

(2 + €°)05.

Had we not performed the Friesecke-Pego cancelation earlier, the 6 equation would have a
similarly singular term. But the cancelation desingularizes that equation as we shall demon-
strate below. Of course this why they made that cancelation in their work [FP99] and why
we do so here. But because A\ (0) # O there is no chance to make a similar cancelation in
the second component.

We can write (2.22)) as:
1 0 wt 0
T 0 R+ )+ A ] o+ { 0 e

The long wave scaling does not effect the symmetry mapping properties that H. had. To
wit:

(2.27) 0.(6) } B(0,8) = 0.

Lemma 5. If 0, is even and Oy is odd, the first and second components of ©.(h) are,
respectively, even and odd.

3. THE FORMAL LONG WAVE LIMIT

In this section we naively set € = 0 in 1) This is mostly routine. For instance, given
the definitions in (2.24) and (2.25), we set A} (K) := A (0) and JO(K) := J;(0). So we

define, (using (2.12]

~—

1 1 1 1 1
0. 0. 0.
AL =242w, J) = 1+ w) [ 1 1} and J; :=2(1 4 w) { 1 1}.
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This in turn leads to the definition
, b0(6,6) . 610, + 620
B%6,0):=( 1\ = JY1J%9.796| = 2(1 ORI
(6.6) ( bg(@,@) ) ! [ 2ue } (1+w) 0105 + 020,

Blindly setting € = 0 in @*(K’) will not work; a “0/0” situation occurs. Computing the
Maclaurin expansion of A, (k) gives

where

Thus we have

5(K) GQX_(EK) el K2+ O (e9)
w = — = = —
(2 + K2~ A _(eK) (e +)K? — € K2 + oyt K* 4 Of(°)

By “Oy(e")” we mean terms which are formally of order €.
After some cancelations this becomes

et K2 + O (%) B 2 K? + O ()
K2+ a,et K4+ Op(8) K2+ K4+ Oy (€2)

Now we set € = 0 to get

& (K) =

C2

(31) %O(K) = _HTU]W and wo = —Ci(l — Ckwagc)il.

Remark 7. We will give precise estimates on the operator norms of w® — ", A — )\3_ and
so on in Section[7.

With all of this, if we put € = 0 in (2.22]) we arrive at:
4w
1 — 0%

To solve this we take 85 = 0 and #; a solution of

0, — (67 +63] =0 and (2+ 2w)by = 0.

4w

0, — ———[#?] =0.
Lo 0% [ J 0
Applying 1 — ,,0% to the above results in
(3.2) b — 01 + dwb; = 0.

This is a rescaling of the nonlinear differential equation whose solutions give the profile for
the KdV solitary waves. It has an explicit solution given by

1
N

3
(3.3) 01(X) = o(X) := ogsech®(2¢oX) where op:= 5w and ¢ :=

Note that if we put o := (0,0)" then we have shown:

(3.4) o+ @b (o,0) =0.
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Remark 8. Observe that in the limit ¢ — 0% the part of the solution associated to optical
branch, 0, plays no role. All the action is happening for the acoustic part ;.

Remark 9. In [GMWZ14] the authors use homogenization theory to show that solutions
of (1.3) with initial data of the form r(j,0) = €*R(ej) and ©(j,0) = 2V (ej) are well-
approximated over long times by a pair of solutions of KdV. Specifically they show that

r(j,t) = EU_(e(j — cut), ) + EU(e(j + cut), ¥t) + O(€¥?)  for all |t| < Ce3
where Uy solve the KdV equations
i@TUi + thag){Ui + 4w8X(Ui) =0.

Making a traveling wave ansatz for these of the form Uy (X,T) = (X FT) results in (3.2));
the coefficients match exactly. Which is to say the results here are consistent with those in
[GMWZ14].

4. PERIODIC SOLUTIONS

In this section we prove the existence of spatially periodic solutions of ([2.22]). To this end,
we first compute the linearization of that equation about 8(X) = 0 to get

01 =0 and €*(c +€)05 + X, 0, = 0.
We are looking for solutions where 6, is odd and periodic. Thus we can take 0(X) =

sin(K . X) for some K, € R. Inserting this into the second equation above, and recalling that
A< is a Fourier multiplier operator with symbol A, (eK), gives

(A + VK2 — X\ (eK,) = 0.
If we put ¢ = ¢, := /% + €2 and
K. =k /e,

this last equation is exactly (2.7)). Which is to say, by virtue of Part (vi) of Lemma [2 that
K, is its unique nonnegative solution.
Thus we have odd periodic solutions of the the linearization of (2.22)) of the form

0(X) =v.(X) :=sin(K.X)j.

We can extend the existence of periodic solutions for the linear problem to the full non-
linear problem ([2.22)) by means of the technique of “bifurcation from a simple eigenvalue,”
developed by Crandall & Rabinowitz in [CR71] and Zeidler in [Zei95]. Here is what we find:

Theorem 6. For all w > 1 there exist ¢ > 0, ag > 0 and 0 < C; < Cy such the following
holds for all for € € (0,€y). There exist maps

K [—ao,ag] — R

€

(4.1) Vet [—ao, a] — O, N {even functions}

per

eyt [—ao, a0] — Chp, N {odd functions}

per

with the following properties.
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(i) Putting
0(X) = ap’(X) = a < sin( ig? ) ) +a < 1E§§; ) — av(KOX) + 9 (K X)

€1 €
solves (2.22) for all |a| < ay.

(ii) K? = K. where K, is the unique positive solution of
(4.2) £ Jaralek) = —(c, + @)K + Xy (eK) = 0.
Moreover K. = O(1/¢) in the sense that
Ci/e < K. < Cy/e  foralle € (0,¢).

(m) w?@ = 22 =0.

(iv) /7r Uy (y) sin(y) dy = 0 for all |a| < ay.

(v) For all r > 0, there exists C,. > 0 such that for all |a|, |a] < ay we have
(4.3) €K+ 1l ey, vy, < Cr

per

and
(4.4) K¢ — K2+ [|obe — ¢

The remainder of Section 4] is dedicated to the proof of this theorem.

o < Crla—al.

C{;erx per

4.1. Frequency freezing. We begin by making the additional scaling

P2
where ¢(Y) is 2m-periodic. By Remark [f our system ([2.27) becomes

(4.5) 0(X) = pwX) with ¢ i ( o1 ) L wER,

WY

1 0 ““ 0 w B
(4.6) Q. (P, w) = { 0 Ew?(c2 + )02 + A ] ¢+ { 0 e } B“(¢,¢) = 0.
where w is the multiplier with symbol
oK) := o (wK),

and the multipliers A¢” and B’ conform to their prior definitions.
Since B“ is quadratic in ¢, it is easy to see that

1 0
Dy®(0,w) = {O ew?(c? + €)0% + )\i“] :

When w = K., one may show that zero is a simple eigenvalue of D,®.(0, K.) when the
operator is restricted to a suitable function space; this is essentially just the calculation
carried out at the start of this section. Consequently, the classical bifurcation results in
[CR71] and |Zei95] can be used to show that there exists a nontrivial family of solutions to
®.(¢p,w) = 0 branching out of (0, K.). Unfortunately, those classical results do not provide,
in an easy way, estimates on the solution which are uniform in €. And so, while our strategy
is modeled on the proofs of the results in [CR71] and [Zei95], we carry out the proof from
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scratch and always with our eyes on how quantities depend on e. Our first step is to convert

(4.6)) to a fixed point equation.

4.2. Conversion to a fixed-point problem. Let
Y = (HZ,. N {even functions}) x (H2, N {odd functions}),

per

where H'_ is the Sobolev space of 27-periodic functions ¢ such that

. 1/2
ol = (Za . k2>r|a<k>|2) .

keZ

With v(Y) :=sin(Y)j, we have the direct sum decomposition ) = N & Z, where Z C )

is the orthogonal complement of N := span({r'}) in the standard HZ,, x HZ,, inner product,
ie.,

<¢’¢>H§crxH30r = <¢1>¢1>H§0r + <¢2,¢2>chr with (¢, ¢>H§cr = Z(l + k2)2$(k>?2(k)
keZ
We may then write any ¢ € ) as

(4.7) ¢=av+ap forsome a€R, PecZ.
Observe that if 1 € Z, then (£1) - j = 0. Set
(4.8) X =ZxR.

Since the trivial solution ¢ = 0 already solves (4.6)) for any choice of w, we will assume
a # 0. After factoring and dividing by a, the problem

P (), K. +t) =P (av +ap, K. +1) =0
becomes
(4.9) U1+ aw T (1 p oy ap) = 0
and
(4.10) (E(K A1)+ AN (sin(Y) +40) + a2 A5 (1 ap vy ap) = 0.
Let II; be the Fourier multiplier with symbol

_ 1 —
0, [k #1
and set Il = 1 — II;. Then (4.9) and (4.10) are equivalent to
(4.11) U1+ aw KA (1 ap vt p) = 0,

(4.12) ((K. + )22 + €)0% + A sin(V) a6 E ) (4 4 gp v+ 4p) =0
and
(4.13)  (E(K.+1)*(AE + )% + ANy + a?TA TN (1 4 gp v 4 4p) = 0.

Condition (4.11)) immediately gives a fixed-point equation for 1, and we see that (4.12)
holds if and only if the Fourier transform of its left side evaluated at k = 41 is zero. Because
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bg(KEH)(V + 4, v + 1) is odd by (the proof of) Lemma 4} we need only consider this Fourier
transform at k = 1. With

{\/m(k) = =&, + ) (k) + Ay (ck)
as in (4.2) and ¢, := /2 + €2, set

(4.14) £ (k) = & (e(Ke + )k)
so that (4.12) is equivalent to
1~ € €
(4.15) 5611 + 0’ [Hl)\ (Rt OpelKetd) (1, 1y 4 ap)| (1) = 0.

Taylor’s theorem tells us that

(1) =&, (K, + et) = E{:E(eKe)(et) + Re(et)(et)?,
and Part (vi) of Lemma [2| provides a number I, > 0 such that
€, (K| = o
for all e sufficiently close to zero. So, we may rewrite (4.15)) as
9
Ro(et)t? — =2
Sée(EKE)
Finally, we will show that g”(k) # 0 for k # 41, which means that the multiplier (£5%)~!

with symbol (Ee’t)—l is well-defined on the range of 115 for suitably small € and ¢. Then (4.13)
becomes

(4.17) Uy = —ae? (ge,t)*l HQ)\i(Ke-H)b;(Ke-H)(V +ap,v+p).
We have arrived at our ultimate fixed-point problem. Set ¥, := (V. 1, U 5, U, 3) with

Vo i(1h,t,a) = —aw KA E T (4 g v 4 ap)

€

4.16 t=—x
1) e (eKe)

5 [HMi(KeH)bZ(KEH)(V + v+ ¢)] (1)

Uo(th, t,a) = —ae? () MLA BT () 4ap v + o)

€ 2iea

o—_ 2 -
\11573('¢7 t, a) = ze(eKe) Re(et)t g’ze(€Ke)

We will solve this problem by applying the following lemma, whose proof is given in Section
[4.4] to the map W, for e sufficiently small.

ST (1 4ap v 4 4p)](1)

Lemma 7. Let X be a Banach space and let B(r) = {x € X : ||z|]| <r}. For 0 <e < ¢ let
F.: X xR — X be maps with the property that for some Cy,a1,m > 0, if x,y € B(r1) and
la| < aq, then

(4.18) sup [[Fe(z,a)|| < C1 (Jal + lall|z]| + [|=]*)

0<e<eg
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(4.19) sup [|[Fe(z,a) = Fe(y, a)|| < Gy (|af + [lz]| + l[y]}) [l — v

0<e<ep

Then there exist ag € (0,a1],79 € (0,71] such that for each 0 < € < €y and |a| < ay, there is
a unique ¢ € B(rg) such that F.(z%,a) = x¢.

Suppose as well that the maps F.(-,a) are Lipschitz on B(rg) uniformly in a and e, i.e.,
there is Ly > 0 such that

(4.20) sup ||Fe(z,a) — Fe(z,a)|| < Li|la — af
ei<ne
I||STo

for all |al, |a| < ag. Then the mappings [—aog, ag) — X : a — % are also uniformly Lipschitz;
that s, there is Lo > 0 such that

(4.21) sup ||z¢ — a:‘j|| < Lola — a|

0<e<ep

for all |al, |a] < a;.

4.3. Application of Lemma [7. We begin with a general observation about Fourier multi-
pliers. The proof of this lemma follows from direct calculations with the norm

[l = S0+ Kk,

keZ

and so we omit it. Throughout this section, we denote by B(U, V) the space of bounded
linear operators between normed spaces U and V and set B(U) := B(U,U).

Lemma 8. Let p be a Fourier multiplier with symbol 1 € L®(R) and let w € R. As in
Remark [3], let u be the Fourier multiplier with symbol [ (k) = fi(wk). Then

(i) supyper 117 Bery,) < Al ). \ \

(i1) If @ is Lipschitz, i.e., there is Lip(n) > 0 such that |p(k) — (k)| < Lip(g)|k — k|, then

(1 — )y, < Lip(f)w — [ |¢]] gro

for all w,w,r € R and € H"}L.

per

(i1i) If there exist C,p > 0 such that

C

for all k € R, then ||[L||B(H;€T ity < C.

yLdper

Remark 10. Informally, Part (i) of Lemma @ means that taking a Lipschitz estimate for
the map w — p* costs us a derivative.

The following two lemmas on the Fourier multipliers < and (£5)1II, are the keys
to our application of Lemma|7] to the maps W.. They follow directly from the corresponding
results for the symbols ¥ and (£9')~!, which are stated below as Lemmas and
and proved in Section [9.2]
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Lemma 9. (i) There exist €11, Comax > 0 such that

e, K+t
sup || gy, 2y < Comar.
0<e<err
[t]<1
reR

(ii) There exists Coyrip > 0 such that if |t|,|t] < 1, then

sup oKt — O F g, ) < Copiplt — 1.
0<e<err
reR

Lemma 10. (i) There exist €19, Cemax > 0 such that
sup. €)Myl

0<e<ern
[t|<1
reR

(11) There exists Cerip > 0 such that
sup [|€*(67) 7MLy — (€)' e|lpry,,) < Ceviplt — 1

per
0<e<era
reR

Hr+2) S C{maw

L per

for all |t],|t| < 1.

Lemma 11. There exists €11 > 0 such that the following hold.
(i) There is Czmax > 0 such that

C’~
4.22 sup |@oftt(k)| < =2
( ) O<6<Iz11 | ( )| o 1+ k2
keZ
t<1
(11) There is Czrip > 0 such that
(4.23) sup |@ Kt (k) — @Kt (k)| < Copplt — 1

for all |t|,|t| < 1.

Lemma 12. There exists €15 > 0 such that the following hold.
(i) There is Cg,,,, > 0 such that

(4.24) sup  |= < Cgma);.
0<e<ern é‘e,t(k) 1 + k
keZ\{—1,1}
<1
(it) There is Cgy > 0 such that
1 1 N
4.25 sup — — = < Cx . |t —t.
t(k (ke ¢ Lip
peeseo |81 (k) &ot (k)

19

Last, Taylor’s theorem provides the following useful decomposition of E&vt, which we prove

in Section
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Lemma 13. For 0 < e < €15 and 7 € R, we have
(4.26) EoleKo +7) = & (K7 + Ro(T)7°,

where the functions R, have the following property: there exist Crmax, Crrip > 0 such that
when 0 < € < €19,

(4.27) sup |Re(7)| < Crmax and sup |Re(7) — Re(7)| < Cruip|T — 7|

0<e<eln 0<e<ern

for all 7,7 € R.
We are now ready to apply Lemma [7| to our map ¥..

Proposition 14. Let ¢g = min{ei1, €10}, The maps ¥, 0 < € < €, satisfy the conditions

(4.18), [@.19), and (4.20) of Lemma[] on the space X defined in (4.8) when ag =1y = 1.

Proof. We begin with some additional notation. Set H" := H, x H ., [|9||, := ||[¥|#-, and
(4.28)
we,Ks—l-t 0 1 0

€ € e(Ke € e(K.
T5(t) == 0 2 (ge,t)—l HJ , Ti(t) == [O )\i(KEth)} J1( H)» T5(t) = J2( ),

Lemmas [9] and combine to produce constants Cy, C7,Cs > 0 such that the following
estimates hold:

(4.29) sup [ T5(4)[[Baer3r+2) < Co
0<e<eg
[tI<1
reR
0<e<eg
[tI<1
reR
(4.31) sup || T5(t) — T5(t) sy < Colt =1, [t], [ < 1
0<e<eg
reR
(4.32) 0sup | T5(t) — 7—;-6<i)HB('Hr,’Hr—1) < Cilt =1, |t |t <1,i=1,2.
R

Define
(4.33) G(¢.t) = T{(t)(T3(t) (v + 9))*

(4.34) F(¢,t) = T5(t)Ge(¥, 1).

The estimates (4.30)) along with the Sobolev embedding estimate
(4.35) |4, < Csonrll@ll-|¥llr, P90 €HT, > 1,
give Mis, > 0 such that
(4.36) S (|G, )l < Muz ([l + [l + 1).

<e<e€p

lt|<1
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We then use (4.29) to find
sup [[Fe(ep, )l < sup [IT5(1) B2 |Ge(h, D)lli—2 < CoMa([[9]l7 + [ [lr—2 + 1).

0<e<eg 0<e<eg
[t<1 [tI<1

Set M()lg = C()Mlg‘ Since

(a0 (wealie ) = e

we find
\1151(?,/),75,(1)> 2
4.38 S ’ < M, ot r—2 +1).
(139 S (vt} < Mol + 102+
t<1

We will return to the estimate (4.38) when we prove the bounds (4.3)) for our fixed points.
For now, we take » = 2 to obtain a constant M, > 0 such that

sup e 1 d) t CL
0<e<eg 6 2 ,11[) t a
l¥ll2,]t]]al<1

This implies the first estimate (4.18]) of Lemma [7] for the components ¥, ; and W, .
To prove the second estimate (4.19) of Lemma , we first rewrite

< M2|CL|.

(4.39) Fo(,t) — Fe(1h, 1) = T5(£)(Ge(¥, 1) — Ge(t,1)) + (T5(t) — T5()Ge (9, 1)
and then find

G(9,1) — G4, 1) = TH(O([T5 () (v + ) + T5 (1) (v + )L [(T5(1) — T5(2) (v + )
+ TE(O[T5 () (v + ) + T3 (1) (v + )L[T5(8) (3 — )]
+ (T5(8) = TL T (D) (v + )

We estimate the third term above; estimates for the first two terms follow by similar tech-
niques. We have

(T () = T ) Ts ) (v + )2 —2 < Cilt = H[(T5(E) (v + ) *[l—1 by
< CyClob 1| T (1) (v + )17, by (E35)
< C1Cyopr—1Ch |l + ¢’H12n—1 by
< C1Cuopra G (19171 + 2[w [l alleb s + [[2]17-1)

< C1Ciopyr—1C5 max (2|l (19171 + ll9bl—1 + 1).
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After comparable work on the other two terms, we ultimately arrive at a constant Lz, > 0
such that

(4.40)  sup [ Ge(3,)=Ge(h, )lr—2 < Lioy (174140l 1190l 1) (|80 =2l -1 -]t —E1)

0<e<eg

We will need this estimate below when we work on U, 3. For now, we return to (4.39) and
find

IF (b, ) =F (@, D)l < |5 () [ mr—2300) |G (8, 8) = Ge(8p, D) |2+ ]| T (8) = T5 () |mury | Ge (3, D) -
Combining (4.31)), (4.36)), and (4.40) produces Lpia, > 0 such that
(4.41) sup [|Fe(sh,)=Fe(p, D)l < Lowz, ([ 17412+ e+ 1) (1= |1+ —E1).-

0<e<eg

Taking r = 2 and assuming ||%||2, |[|1]]2 < 1, we find L, > 0 such that
sup [|Fe(th, 1) — Fel(9h,1)[|> < Lo(llgp — bllo + |t — 1)),

0<e<eg

This together with (4.37)) proves the second estimate (4.19) of Lemma 7| for ¥, ; and W, .
Now we proceed to study W, 3. Set

o[y )

and keep 77 and 715 as in (4.28]). Here, however, we will only care about the case r = 2.
Using the general bound

(4.42) ISR < 1 flleg, < Csoball fllmz
we find

C max 2050
(W s(1p,t,a)| < £ lR 2 bl,2€0|a|
0 0

er’

LA AT (1 4 ap v 4 )| 2

per

€0C R max 2Cson.260|a
< - lR t* + bl’2 o |||T4Ge(¢>t)||2
0 0

GOCRmaxtQ n 2Csob,r || T4 B3r)y Mi26€0|al

o lo (113 + %[> + 1) by (4.36).

Thorough rearrangement of this last line, as well as the assumption ||2)||2, |a| < 1, produces
a constant M3 > 0 such that
sup [Pes(v,t,a)] < Ly(la] + |9l +12), (|92, [¢], |a] <1

0<e<eg

and this is sufficient to obtain the estimate of Lemma [7| for ¥ 3.

The proof of estimate for W 5 is similar to the work above; we omit the details
but mention that it uses the Fourier transform estimate (4.42)), the uniform bounds on the
functions R, from Lemma |13} and the Lipschitz estimate (4.40]) for the functions G..

Last, the final bound (4.20)) of Lemma is easily established for the components VU, ; using
the uniform bounds on the operators 7} developed above; again, we omit the details. 0

<
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Lemma 7] I thus provides a number ag > 0 and, for all 0 < € < ¢ and |a| < ag, a unique

pair (0, 12) € {(,1) € & : [|(s,£)]lx < 1} such that W, (3, 2,a) — (W, ). We way
reverse each step of the conversion in Section E 2| and we recall the scaling (4.5) and the
decomposition (4.7)) to find that the function

0(X) :=ap?(X) = av(e(K. +t2)X) + ap(e( K. + t2)X)
solves (4.6)). Defining K¢ := K. + t?, we have the maps (4.1) and property (i) of Theorem
[6 We prove the rest of the theorem below.

Proof. (of Theorem [6, Parts (ii), (iii), (iv) and (v)) When a = 0, the fixed-point property of
(2, 1p25,t?) and the definition of W, give

4.43 Y s 10 =W (2 10,0 0,0, — Re(et?)(t9)? | .
(4.43) (V70 Vg0 te) = We( ) = 5’(eK)<>()
We see immediately that ¢?, = ¢2, = 0, which is Part (iii), and also
€
0= —= R (et?)(t2)*.
s (ete)(te)

Scaling both sides by € and rearranging, we find
0 = & (eK)(et?) + Re(et®)(et?)? = & (eK. + et?)

by (4.26). We may assume that we have taken ¢y to be so small that eK. + et > 0 for any

0 < €< ¢ and [t] < 1, thus eK, + €t? > 0. By the uniqueness of positive roots of &.. given
in Part (vi) of Lemma [2| we have e, + ¢t = eK,, hence t® = 0 and K? = K,. So, Part (ii)
holds. e

For Part (iv), since ¥¢ € Z, we know ¢ (+£1) - j = 0, thus

/ Veo(y) sin(y) dy = Z¢ sm =0.

keZ

Last, for Part (v), by (2.8 in Lemma [2| we have positive constants m.(w) and m*(w),
depending only on w, such that

my(w) < e, <m*(w), 0 <e<1.
This shows K. = O(1/e€) and also allows us to estimate
(4.44) |eK2| = |eK + et?] < m*(w) + 1.
Next, relying on the notation of the proof of Proposition (14, when r = 2 we have

sup [[¢lls < 7o <1
0<e<eg
la|<ao

by Lemma , and when r > 2, (4.38)) implies the bootstrap estimate

et = | (Gertuio s )| < Mosllzs+ el + 1),
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We induct on 7, bound |eK?| by (4.44)), and use the Sobolev embedding theorem to produce

=)
For the uniform Lipschitz bound (4.4]), we first apply the uniform Lipschitz condition
(4.21)) guaranteed by Lemma [7] to the fixed points (¢,t%) and compute

(4.45) e o R e P LA A N [ Py PR
for some L; > 0. For r > 2, the estimate (4.41]) gives
¢ — el < [Fe(pd, ) = Fe(bd, 1)),
< Lova o (192117 + 10 117 + 1021l + b 1) (l1h? = abellr—r + |62 = £21)
for each 0 < € < ¢9. We bound the factor
107+ ell? + el + Il
by (4.3) and estimate |t? — t2| < Li|a — a| as before to find
[ — el < Lo(l[4 = el + [a —al)

for some L, > 0 and all 0 < € < €. Taking the existing Lipschitz estimate on |K% — K|

from (4.45)), using the Sobolev embedding theorem, and inducting on r produces the final
Lipschitz estimate (4.4) of Part (v). O

4.4. Proof of Lemma [7. We set

. 1 d . To 1
To=mMminsg§ ——.,7 an Qo= MIN§ ——, ——,a .
0 601 s 11 0 601 ) 601 s W1

Then whenever 0 < € < €, ||z|| < 70, |a|] < ag, we have

|Eu(z, )| < Ci(ao + agro + 1) < C ( o oo Lo > 1o

6C. T 6Ch 6,

Moreover,

N —

6C, 60y 6
whenever |a| < ag, ||z||, [|[y|| < 0. So, (4.19)) gives

1
(4.46) |Fe(z,a) = Fe(y, a)|l < Sllz =yl

1 1 1
CWMHMHMMSQ( N ):

for all such a, x,y. Thus have the uniform contraction condition.

We conclude that for each 0 < € < ¢ and |a| < ag, F.(-,a) maps B(ry) into itself and
is a contraction (with uniform constant 1/2). By Banach’s fixed point theorem, for each
0 < €< ¢ and |a| < ag, we then have a unique ¢ € B(rg) such that F.(z% a) = x2.

For the Lipschitz estimate on the mappings a — x%, compute, for |a| < aq,

¢ — 2|l = [|Fe(2?, a) — Fe(ag, a)|

< ||Fe(xf, a) = Fo(zl, a)|| + || Fe(zf, a) — FE(xa a)l

€)
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1 .
< Lila = a| + 5 |la2 - a2 by @29 and E18)

Hence
o — 2|l < 2LiJa — af
for all |a| < ap and 0 < € < €.

5. THE NANOPTERON EQUATIONS
5.1. Beale’s ansatz. Following [Bea91], we let
m(X) )
X) =
n(X) ( 172(X)
and look for a solution of (2.27)) of the form
(5.1) 0 =o0+ap!+n.

In the above there are three unknowns:

e the function 7, (which will be an even exponentially decaying function),
e the function 7y (which will be an odd exponentially decaying function) and
e the amplitude of the periodic part, a € R.

Remark 11. Since o = oi and ¢° = sin(K.X)j, we see that the principal contribution in
the first slot is connected to the acoustic branch and to the optical branch in the second slot,
as described above.

One finds that 1) solves the system:
m A+ 41+ w)@’ (om) = j1 + ja + Js + Ja + Js

(5:2) (2 + ey + A = (L + o+ I3+ 1y + 1)

where
g1 =— (0 +wbi(o,0)) L= —=X\\b5(0, o)
Jo i = — (205 (o, m) — 200°) (0, 1)) ly == =2\ b5(0,m)
js 1= —2awbi(o, ¢¢) I3 := =2 by(0, ¢7)
ja = —2awbi(n, @) ly == —2aX b5(n, ¢7)
Js 1= —2wbi(n,n) l5 = —ALb5(n,m).

We used the fact that 20 (o,n) = 4(1 + w)=@° (on1) .
The operator

(5.3) A=1+414+w)z" (o)

was studied in [FP99] and is invertible the class of even functions. This is made precise
below in Theorem [20} Thus we can rewrite the first equation in (5.2) as

(5.4) m=A"(j1+ ja+ js + ja+ js) = Ni(m,a).
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5.2. The solvability condition of 7.. On the other hand

(5.5) To = + )% + X,

is not so nice. If we take the Fourier transform of the equation
(5.6) Tf=g

we find that

(5.7) T(K)J(K) = §(K)

where T;(K) = —eX(? + ) K? + i (eK).
In (4.2) in Theorem @, we saw tliat there exists a unique K, > 0 such that T, (+K.) = 0.
Also K. = O(1/¢). Since we have T (£K.) = 0 we see, by virtue of (5.7)), that

(5:8) Tf =9 = g(£K) =0.

Which is to say that 7; in not surjective. (It is injective.) The appropriate way to view
is as a pair of solvability conditions for ; it turns out that if the integral conditions are
met then there is a solution f of T.f = g. In this case we write f = 7_"'g. This is made
precise below in Lemma

Note that if f is odd, so is ¢ = Tcf. And therefore so is g(/K). Which means that we can
eliminate one of the solvability conditions in . In particular, if f is odd then

(5.9) Tf=9 = tlg] = /Rg(X) sin(K . X)dX = 0.

5.3. The modified equation for 7, and an equation for a. Thus (5.9) implies any
solution of (5.2)) has

(510) Le[ll —{—12 +13+l4+l5] =0.

Following [Bea91] and [AT92], we will use this condition to “select the amplitude a.”
Toward this end, we let

Xe(X) = AT (Jo.Jsve) -j where v (X):= @?(X) = sin(K.X)j.
We claim that
31 := I3+ 2ax.

is “small”, though we hold off on a precise estimate for the time being. Roughly what we
mean is that l3; contains terms which are either of size comparable to €, or are quadratic
in a. We also claim that

Re i = Le [Xe]
is large in the sense that it is strictly bounded away from zero by an amount that does not
depend on e. Both these claims are verified below (in and (7.27))). With this definition
we can rewrite as

1
(5.11) a = g—telli+ 12+l + b + 5] = Ni(n, a).
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Next we modify the second equation in (5.2)) to

Tene = — 2ax. + € (I + 1o + lag + 1y + I5)

5.12 1
( ) _ K_Le [_262@(6 e (lh+ 1o+ 131 + g+ 55))] Xe-

€

By design,
1
Le |—2axe + (I + 1y +1gp + 1y +15) — L [—262@(6 + & (L + o+ + 1y + l5))} Xe| = 0.

Which is to say that the right hand side of (5.12)) meets the solvability condition ([5.9)) and
we can apply 77! to it. Also, if (5.11)) is met then the term in the second row of ([5.12)
vanishes and so the right hand side of (5.12]) agrees exactly with the right hand side of the

1
second equation in (5.2). Also note that 2¢?ay, — —tc[2¢%ax ]x. = 0.
,{/6
So if we put

1
Pt =T (1= i)
then (5.12)) is equivalent to
(513) T = 62736 (11 + lg + 131 + l4 + 15) = Ngg('l’], a).

Remark 12. Stating things more abstractly, what we know is that the cokernel of diag(.A, T;)
is nontrivial, due to the solvability conditions (5.8)). The classical method for the analysis
of nonlinear problems where the cokernel (or, more typically, the kernel) of the linear part
1s montrivial is the Liapunov-Schmidt decomposition, like we used in the construction of the
periodic solutions. But in our case we have the additional complication that diag(A,T.) is
ingective. Which means that its Fredholm index is negative. It is this feature that results
in having different pieces of our problem living in different sorts of function spaces (namely
localized and periodic) as opposed to the whole argument taking place in E; X O;.

Another less precise, but perhaps more evocative way, of saying this is to say that we want
to do a regular old Liapunov-Schmidt analysis but the function we want to be the basis for the
kernel of Tc—specifically sin(K.X)—is not in our function space. And so we need to come
up with a way to include periodic functions in the solution at the same time as the localized
functions. Which leads us to Beale’s ansatz . At the end of the day, the equation for
the periodic amplitude a, , can viewed as being the replacement for “the projection of
(5.2) onto the kernel” which would appear in a more standard Liapunov-Schmidt analysis.
Likewise n1, (5.4)) and, more relevantly, ns, are the replacements for “the projection
onto the orthogonal complement of the kernel.”

5.4. The final system. In short, if we can solve the system
m = Ni(n, 12, a)

(5.14) 12 = Ny(m1, 12, a)
a = N5(m,n2,q)

then we will have found a solution of our problem. Observe that (5.14)) is written such that
solutions are fixed points of the map N¢ := (Ny, N5, N5). We would achieve our goal if we
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could show that N€is a contraction on a suitable function space. It turns out that the right
hand side has some problems in that regard, due principally to the terms j, and l4. These
have a Lipschitz constant with respect to a that depends in a bad way on 7). Nevertheless,
a modified contraction mapping argument will get the job done. But first we need many
estimates.

6. EXISTENCE/UNIQUENESS/REGULARITY /MAGNITUDE

6.1. Function spaces. For r > 0 and p € [1,00], let W"?(R) be the usual Sobolev space
of r-times (weakly) differentiable functions in L”(R). The norms on these spaces will be
denoted by || - [|wr». Put H"(R) := W™?(R), per the usual convention.

For » > 0 and ¢ > 0, let

Hy:={f € H'(R):cosh(q')f(-) € H'(R)}.

HY consists of those functions in H"(R) which, roughly speaking, behave like e~ as |-| — oo.
Let
E} = H,; N {even functions} and O := H; N {odd functions} .

Each of these is a Hilbert space with inner product given by

(f+9)rq == (cosh(q:) f, cosh(g-)g) ur(w)

where (-, ) gr(r) is the usual H"(R) inner product. Of course we denote |||, := /(f, f),.,-
We abuse notation slightly and, for elements u of H; x Hy, write |[ullg;xu; = [[ull., We
will show that (5.14) has a solution in E; x O} x R for some ¢ > 0.

6.2. Key estimates. As mentioned above, the existence proof is an iterative argument
modeled on the proof of Banach’s contraction mapping theorem. The following proposition
contains all the necessary estimates for proving existence and uniqueness. It also contains
estimates which will be used in a bootstrap argument which will show that the solution is

[P}

smooth and, more interestingly, that the amplitude of the periodic piece “a” is small beyond
all orders of e.

Proposition 15. For all w > 1 there ezists €, € (0,1), ¢ > 0 and C, > 1 such that we
have the following properties.

(i) (Mapping estimates) For all
1
MEE;x0; 0<e<e, q.<q<q and —ay<a<ag
we have Ni(n,a) € E, and N5(n,a) € O, together with the estimate:

(6.1)  [INE(1, @) ll1q + IN3(m, 0)ll1q + [N5(m, 0)| < Ci (e + ellnllvg + elal + [mlli 4 + a”) -
(i7) (Lipschitz-type estimates) For all

1
MNEE, x Oy 0<e<e, S6.<q¢<qd<¢ od —a<a<a<a
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we have

INT(n,a) = Ni (1, 0)|l1q + [IN5(n, @) = N5 (3, 0) |14 + [N3(n, a) — Ny(ip, a))|

(6.2) \ \
| (€ + 1mllrg + [10llg +lal +1a]) (la = af + [l — 7ll,)-

=l q|
(i1i) (Bootstrap estimates) For all v > 1 there exists Cy, > 1 such that for all
T T 1
77€Eq><0q7 0 <e<e, §Q*SQSQ* and —ap<a<ag
we have Ni(n,a) € Bt and N5(n,a) € O together with the estimates:
(6.3) [INT (1, @)llr110 + [IN3(0, @) |41
< Cor (et nllrg + € lal + €7a® + e alllnllng + [Inll;,)
and
64)  INS(ma)| < Cup (€

The proof of this proposition is lengthy, byzantine and postponed to until Sections [7] and
below. Onward to existence.

ra  clal + @ + Jal |7l + € llnl17,) -

6.3. Existence. Let
X, =E); x O, xR.
This is a Banach space with norm || - ||y, defined in the obvious way.
Fix w > 1 and take €, and g, as in Proposition [15] If we put n = (n,a) and h = (9, )
then the estimate (/6.1]) is compressed to

(6.5) IN“()[, < Cule + eln|x, + [nl[l%,).
Similarly, (6.2]) implies

€ €/ C* N N
(6.6) [N(n) = N°(n)]lx, < m@ +elnllx, + [Inlx,)ln -0,

Here we have the same restrictions on ¢, ¢/, € as in the proposition, of course.
Put

1 .
o <€*’ 2(C, +2C?)" 8(C, i 403)) '

Henceforth we assume that e € (0,€]. Suppose that
(6.7 Inll,, < 2C,e.
Then , and the definition of € imply
(6.8) IN“(n)|x,, <C.(e+2C.+4C7e*) < Che (14 (20, +4C)E) < 2Ce.

Now select n' € X, with ||n'||,, < 2C,e. For j > 1, put
(6.9) n’tt = N¢(n?).
A simple induction argument using shows that, for all j € N, we have
(6.10) 07"y, <2C.e
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Thus we see that {n’} jen is a uniformly bounded sequence in X, (and therefore uniformly
bounded in all spaces X, with ¢ < ¢, too).
We now demonstrate that this sequence is Cauchy in X5y, 4. Fix j > 2. Then and

(6.6) (with ¢ = 3¢./4 and ¢’ = ¢.) imply
[/t — njHqu*/zx = [|N“(n’) - Ng(nj_l)HXSq*/zl
<40.q;" (e + [0 |la, + 077 x,, ) [0
We use use in the first term to get
It — |, . < 4Cq; " (e +4C,e) 0!

- nj_legq*M‘

_ it

= ||X3q* P

Using the fact that € € (0, €| and the definition of € we see that 4C,q;* (e + 4C\e) < 1/2.
Thus

+1 —1 .
0™ — |y, < 3 |n? — n? Hqu*M for j > 2.

Also, (6.10) and the triangle inequality give: [[n* —n'|x, , < 4C.e. A classic induction
argument then shows that
(6.11) 0/t — 0|y, <8C.e277.

for all j > 1.
Now fix m > n > 1. The triangle inequality, followed by (6.11)) and the geometric series
summation formula give:

" . m—1 ™ ; m—1 » o) » 160*6
||1’1 —n ”qu*/4 < Z ||n —n ||X3q*/4 < 80*6 Z 2 < 80*622 = on -
j=n j=n j=n

Thus we can make ||n™ —n"| v, , as small as we like by taken m,n sufficiently large, which
means that the sequence is Cauchy. Which means it converges. Call the limit n, = (1., a.) €

X34, /4. Because of ([6.10), we have

(6.12) Hne||/y3q*/4 < 2C.e.
Now we claim that
(6.13) n. = N(n.)

which would imply that n, is the solution we are looking for. Since the convergence of n’
is in Asg, /4, if we knew that N¢ was continuous on that space we would have our claim by
passing the limit through N€ in . But N€ is not obviously continuous. One can see this
in the fact that the Lipschitz constant in depends on [|n[lx, with ¢" > ¢. We do know
that N°(n.) € A%, /4 by virtue of .

But nonetheless we have . Since n? converges in Xs,, /4, the scheme implies

(6.14) N¢(n?) — n,
too. This convergence takes place in X for all g € [0, 3¢,/4]. So look at
[N(ne) — nel|,

/2"
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Note that we are estimating this in the bigger space &7, /2, not X3, /4. The triangle inequality
shows that

IN(ne) —nellx,, , < [N“(ne) = N(0)||x,,, + [N (07) — nclx,

The second term can be made as small as we like by taking j big enough because of (6.14]).
For the first term we use :

*/2°

V() = N o < ACa" (e Il + 10, ) e — 09,
Using (6.10) and (6.12)) this becomes:
IN“(ne) = N°(0)|x,, ,, < 4Csq; "€ (1 +4Cse) [ne — 17|,

/2"

Since n’ — n, in X34, /4 it also converges in Xy, . And thus we can make the above term as
small as we want by taking j sufficiently large. Which is to say that ||N“(n.) —n[x, , = 0.

/2
Thus we have (6.13]). Which is to say, there exists a solution of ((5.14)).

6.4. Uniqueness. Suppose that n. € Xj,, /4 has the property that n = N¢(n.) and ||n,
2C,e and € € (0, €. Clearly

||X3q*/4 S

n.—n. = N(n.) — N(n,).
Applying with ¢ = ¢./2 and ¢’ = 3¢, /4 gives:
[ne — HEHXq*/z < 4C*q*_1 (6 + ||h€||X3q*/4 + ||n5||X3q*/4> e — ne”xq*m :

Since [|n, <2Cse and |n||x,,, ,, < 2C.e we have

HX3q*/4
e —nelx,, , <4Cq7" (e +4Ce) e —nel, -

As above, we saw that € € (0, €] implies 4C,q; ! (¢ +4C,e) < 1/2. Thus we have

. L.
”ne - neHXq*/g S éHne - nﬁH-Xq

«/2

which implies n. = n.. And so n. = (1., a.) is the unique fixed point of N¢ in the ball of
radius 2C,e in X3y, /4.

6.5. Regularity of n. and the size of a.. We claim that for all » > 1, there exists C}. > 0
such that for all € € (0, €] the fixed points (n,,ac) constructed above satisfy

(6.15) IMellrag e < Cre and  a| < Che”.

We prove this by induction. The original construction of (7., a.) was done in the ball of
radius 2C,e in the space X, /4 and so we have the r = 1 base case:

IMll130,4 < 2Cse and  |ac| < 2C,e.

Now suppose that (6.15) holds for some r > 1. We know that (n.,a.) = N¢(n.,a).
Therefore, using (6.3)) we see:

||"7€||r+1,3q*/4 :“NlE("?ea ae)||7"+1,3q*/4 + ”Nze("?ev a6)|’7“+1,3q*/4
<Cur (€ + [0ellrzq./a + € ac] + e7"aZ + € acl||n.

r3q./4 T Hm”?,?,q*m) .
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Using the inductive hypothesis (6.15]) gives:
Mellrt130, /2 < Coy (€+ Cre+ Cre+ C2e + C2e + C2e?) < Crpqe.

We are half way done.

Using (6.4) we have

lac] = [N5(Ne, ae)] < Cup (€71 + €nlrq. 74 + elac] + lacl® + lael [mellr3q. /2 + € 1M]17 5. /1)
Using the inductive hypothesis (6.15]) gives:
lac| < Cyp (6r+1 + Cre™™ + Cpe™t + C2e* + C2 T CferH) < Cryqe™

Thus we have established (6.15) with for » + 1 and we are done.

6.6. The main result. Summing up, we have proven our main result, stated here in full
technicality.

Theorem 16. For all w > 1 there exists € > 0 and q > 0 such that the following holds for
all € € (0, €).
(i) There exists n. € Ny (EL x OF) and a. € |ag, ag) such that

0(X) = 0.(X) = o(X) +n.(X) + acp (X)
solves .

(11) For all v > 0 there exists C,. > 0 such that, for all € € (0,€):
||,r’e||"’,(7 S C"I’6 and |ae| S CTET-

(111) O is unique in the sense that m. and a. are the only choices for which 0. is a solution

of (2.27) and the estimates in (ii) hold.

Remark 13. The uniqueness result above does not rule out two interesting possibilities. The
first is that there could be a different choice for n and a where n € E; X O; with q € [0, Q).
That is, § — 0 at infinity at a rate slower than e~9X|. We consider this to be unlikely; our
conjecture is that the solution is in fact unique in the class of L?> x L? functions.

The other possibility is there are solutions of which converge to ap®(X + Xy) as
X — +o0, for some Xy € R. That is to say, the solution 0 converges to a phase-shifted
member of the family of periodic solutions. This almost certainly will happen; the analogous
result is shown to be true for gravity-capillary waves in [Bea91] and [Sun91] and the singularly
perturbed KdV-type equation studied in [AT92]. To prove such a result can be achieved
(following [AT92]) by making an adjustment to Beale’s ansatz (5.1)). Specifically, replacing
ap?(X) with ap?(X +sgn(X)Xo)Z(X) where Z(X) is a smooth positive C™ function which
is zero at X = 0 and ezxactly equal to one for | X| large. Obviously this generates more than
a few extra terms in and complications in proving estimates down the line!

Theorem (16{implies, after undoing all the changes of variables that led from ([1.3)) to (2.27)):

Corollary 17. For all w > 1 there exists € > 0 and q such that the following holds for all
€ € (0,€). Let cc := /2 + €. There is a solution of (1.3|) of the form

‘ (j + cJ)) +vi(e(j £ cet)) + p5(J £ cct)

3
r(j,t) = 162(1 + w) sech? (

w
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where:
(i) v5,9(X) = v5(X) and p,o(X) = p§(X) for all j € Z and X € R.
(ii) For allr > 0 we have |[v§||gr + [[v5]|mr < Cre®. Cp > 0 depends only on r and w and
not on €.
(1i1) p§ and p§ are periodic with period P, € I,, where I, is a closed bounded subset of R*.
L, depends only on w and not on €.
(w) For all r > 0 we have ||p§|lwre + ||ps|lwre < Cre". C, > 0 depends only on r and w
and not on €.

It is this corollary which is paraphrased nontechnically in Theorem [1}

7. BASIC ESTIMATES

7.1. Estimates on o. Since o(X) = ogsech?®(2¢yX), for all r > 0 there exists C, > 0 such
that

(7'1) HUHW = HUHNJ <C,

holds for all ¢ € [0, qo]. In fact o is in Hj for all ¢ € [0,2q0), but by restricting the interval
for ¢ we can ensure that the constant C, does not depend on g. The constant does depend
on r, of course. Obviously it does not depend on € since ¢ does not.

7.2. Estimates for ap?. The estimates for ¢? in Theorem [6] are valid for rescaled versions
which are 2m-periodic. They are not scaled in this way when they appear in the expressions
Jn and I, and so we need to “translate” the estimates from Theorem [0, The chief difficulty
here—which is in fact one of the chief difficulties in the whole argument—is that the frequency
of ¢* depends on a. This frequency mismatch will ultimate lead to the loss of spatial decay
in the Lipschitz estimates . Here is the result.

Lemma 18. For allr > 0 there exists C, > 0 such that for all e € (0,1) and a,a € [—ay, ag)
we have

(7.2) e lwree + (| J3pellwroe < Cre™”
and, for all X € R,
(7.3) |05 J5 (02 — )| < Cre™"|a — a(1 + | X]).

Proof. The estimate (7.2) follows directly from the estimates in Theorem @ the fact that

J5(k) is uniformly bounded and the fact that K. = O(1/¢). We skip the details and instead
focus on ([7.3). We make the decomposition

PUX) — QUX) = A1+ Ay + Ay
where
(74) Ay 1= v(KOX) = p(K2X), Ay = g2 (K2X) — (K2 X)
and Ay 1= PA(KIX) — A(KIX).
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We start with JSA,. Since J5[ue™X] = [J(ew)u]e™~X and since v(X) = sin(X)j, we see
11~ , 11~ .
(7.5) Jsv(wX)] = % [Jg(ew)j} e X — % |:J2(_EW)j] e WX,
Thus
€ L1+ as| JIKAX L1+ ays| LiKeX
J2A1 = Z |:J2(€KE )J] e < — Z |:J2(€K6 )J] e ¢

1 ~ s rrq 1 ~ N croa
~ 5 [JQ(—ng)j} e X 4 % [Jg(—er)j] e X,
We add a lot of zeros and do a lot of rearranging to get:

5 = o [(Tter) = e 3] e

11~ . o .
4 o Jg(er)j} (ezKeX _ 61K5X>
(7.6) L N
+ % (Jg(—ng) — JQ(_6K3)> ‘]} e X
1 [~ N gt SIS
+ 2— J2<—€K6a)j:| (eilKeX — 671K5X> .
1L

We know from Corollarythat <72(k?) is analytic and, since it is periodic for £ € R, globally
Lipschitz on R. Thus we can estimate the term in the first line as

17/~ = ; Ko

5 | (alere) = Taferct ) i e
i

The uniform Lipschitz estimate (4.4) for K¢ in Theorem |§| then gives
]_ -~ -~ Py S TCa

o [(JQ(ng) . JQ(ng)) j} cileX
i

Exactly the same reasoning leads to the following estimate on the third line:
1

21

To estimate the second line of (7.6)), first we use the fact that J5(k) is uniformly bounded
for k € R:

< Ce|K* — KY.

< Cela — al.

< Cela — al.

[(jz(—er) — jz(—er)) J} oikex

1 g S iICa FICa
o [J2(€Kf’)j} (ezKeX _ ezK€X>
i

Then we use the global Lipschitz estimate for the complex exponential: |e® —e'| < 2|y —y/|
for y,y’ € R. This gives

1~ . - .
? |:J2(€Kg>j:| (é‘KsX . 61K5X>
2

Then, as above, the Lipschitz estimate (4.4]) for K¢ gives:

1 ~ N SICa 7€
i ] (e -e)
(4

<C

GiKeX _ ez’KgX’ '

< C|K!X - K!X|.

< Cla—a||X].
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In exactly the same fashion we can estimate the term in the fourth line to get:

1~ \ . .
’? [Jz(—ng)j} (wKeX . e—leX) < Cla—2||X].
i
Thus all together we have:
(7.7) [581(X)] < Cela —af + Cla —a||X] < Cla —a|(1 + | X]).

We also want to estimate d%.JsA;. Each term in J5A; contains e X or e ¢X and thus
taking r derivatives with respect to X will produce additional terms like (K%)". We know

that K? = O(1/¢) and the Lipschitz estimate (4.4]) for K¢ implies that K¢ = O(1/e) as well.
Thus (K%)" = O(e™"). This results in the following estimate:
(7.8) 0% J381(X)| < Cre"|a — af(1 + | X]).

Now look at J§A,. We know that ¥¢(y) is 2r—periodic and, moreover, smooth in X. Thus

we can expand it in its Fourier series: 9¢(y) = > .z @(j)e”y. Noting that both terms in
Ay are periodic with the same frequency, we see that:

Da(X) = D (IG) — BEG.
JEZ
Applying J§ gives
(X)) = 30 B K2 GR) — ()X
JEZ

Since ¢ is smooth, classical Fourier series estimates give

—

WL = v < G+ 1) = g o,

where we make take r as large as we wish. The uniform Lipschitz estimate (4.4]) for ¥¢ in
Theorem [6] then implies:

BE) - $i6)| < C+ ) Ma—al
Thus, since {(1 + j*)},.5 is summable,
(7.9) |J3082(X)] < Cla — al.

As above if we differentiate JSAs 7 times with respect to X (each of which produces one
power of K%) and repeat the same steps we find:

(7.10) 0% JEAS(X)| < Cre|a — .

To handle Aj is basically a combination of how we dealt with A; and A,. Using the
Fourier expansion for ¢ from above we see that:

B8 = 3 (TR — (KRG

JEZ
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Adding zero and rearranging terms gives:

Jite = S e KGR (755 — oont)
JEZ
+ 3 (B = TG K2)) ()] €752,
JEZ
Using (as we did when estimating A; above) the fact that (72 and e are globally Lipschitz
together with the estimate |[K¢ — K% < C|a — | implied by Theorem [6, we have

T585(X)] < Cla = al(1+X]) Y [wi(7)| 1]
JEZ
Next (as we did when estimating A,) we use the rapid decay of the Fourier coefficients of
® to conclude that Z ‘1,0?(])‘ |7] < C. This gives

JEZ
(7.11) J586(X)] < Cla—al(1+ |X]).
In exactly the same fashion, we can establish
(7.12) |0% J5sAs| < Cre"|a — al(1+ | X]).
Thus all together we have shown . 0

7.3. Product estimates. Since our nonlinearity is quadratic we need good estimates for
products of functions. In particular we need estimates that keep track of decay rates. First
we note the famous Sobolev inequality || f||z~m®) < || f||#2®) implies

(7.13) | cosh(q:) fllwree < Crll fllrt1.q
for all » > 0 and ¢ > 0. Then we have:

Lemma 19. For all r > 0 there exists C, > 0 such that following estimates hold for all
q,¢ > 0. If > ¢ then

(7.14) 1£9llr.q < Crllfllvaq || cosh(lg — q'[-)gllwree.
If g < ¢ then

(7.15) 19l < Coll fllrg | sech(lg = ql-)gllwroe.
Lastly, if r > 1 and 0 < ¢ < q:

(7.16) 1£9llrq < Coll fllrg N 9llrg—q-

Proof. Definitionally || fg||., = || cosh(q-) fg||zr- We multiply by one inside as follows:

1/9llrq = I (cosh(g-) sech(q"-) cosh((¢" — q)-)) (cosh(q"-) f)(sech((q" — ¢)-)g) | ar--
The estimate ||uv| gr < Cl|ul|gr||v||wre is well-known and using it here gives:

1/ 9llrg < Il cosh(q-) sech(q"-) cosh((q" — q)-)[[wro|| cosh(q") fI| - || sech((q" = q)-)gllwre=.
Routine calculus methods shows that the condition ¢ < ¢’ implies

| cosh(g-) sech(g’) cosh((q’ — g)-) lwn < C
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for a constant C, which depends only on r. This gives ([7.15)).
If instead we multiply by one inside like:

1 £9llrq = |l (cosh(g-) sech(q"-) sech((¢' — q)-)) (cosh(g") f)(cosh((¢" — ¢)-)g) | -
then the estimate

|| cosh(g-) sech(q"-) sech((¢ — q)-) [l < Cr,
which holds when ¢ > ¢, gives (7.14)).

The remaining estimate ((7.16)) follows from (|7.14)) and ((7.13]). O

Remark 14. Note that we we sometimes refer to (7.15)) as a “decay borrowing” estimate,
since it allows growth in g at the expense of extra decay in f. On the other hand, the estimates

(7.14) and (7.16)) require both f and g to decay.

7.4. Estimates for A. The next result confirms the earlier claim that A is invertible on
even functions.

Proposition 20. There exists q > 0 such that A is a bijection from Ej to itself for all
q € [0,q1] and r > 1. Additionally, for each r > 1, there exists C > 0 such that

(7.17) A Fllvg < Cllfllvg
forallq € [0,q1] and f € E.

Proof. This is shown to be true in [FP99] for the special case when ¢ = 0. The extension to
q > 0 can be achieved by using the now classical technique of operator conjugation [PW94].
We omit the details. 0

7.5. Estimates for ... The following estimate is a version of the famous Riemann-Lebesgue
Lemma:

Lemma 21. There exists C' > 0 such that for any f € H}, withr >0, ¢ > 0 and |w| > 1
we have:

- C
a:)e“"xdx‘ < v
w'/q

Proof. Assume that f is a Schwartz class function and |w| > 1. Then integration by parts

gives:
1 dr 7,UJ$
/ fl@ wr da:’“
Next we use the trlangle inequality to get:
r< el [ 150@)de
R
Multliplication by one and Cauchy-Schwartz yields:
I< |w|_r/ | £ ()| cosh(qx) sech(gz)dz < |w|™"|| £ |04l sech(g-)]| 2.

Of course ||f™log < |Ifllrg and || sech(q-)|lzz = ¢ */?||sech(-)||z2. This establishes the
conclusion for Schwartz class functions. A classical density argument completes the proof.
O

de = |w|™" Ye“rdr| .
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Since K, = O(1/¢), Lemma [21] implies

Ce"
[ £llrq-

(7.18) el f]] < 7

7.6. Estimates for Fourier multipliers. The following result of Beale (specifically, Lemma
3 of [Bea91]) will be used repeatedly.

Theorem 22. Suppose that i(z) is a complex valued function which has the following prop-
erties:

(i) 1i(2) is meromorphic on the closed strip ¥, = {|Sz| < q} € C where g > 0;
(it) there exists m > 0 and ¢, (. > 0 such that |z| > ¢, and z € X, imply [(2)| < c/|R2|™;
(iii) the set of singularities of j1(z) in ¥, (which we denote P,) is finite and, moreover, is
contained in the interior X,;
(iv) all singularities of fi(z) in 2, are simple poles.
Let

U;7q::{f6Hg:z€Pﬂ = f(z)zO}.

Then the Fourier multiplier operator p with symbol i is a bounded injective map from U} ,
into H™™. Additionally, for all m'" € [0,m], we have the estimates:

(7-19) HNerer’,q < Cu,m’Hf”nq

where

(7.20) Chrm = sup | (1 + [k[)™?1i(k + iq)| .
keER

The first consequence of this is:

Corollary 23. For all w > 1 we have the following.

(i) There exists C' > 0 and 15 > 0 such that the following holds for all T € (0,7] and
r € R. The operators A\ are bounded linear maps from H — HT. Likewise, J; and
Jo are bounded maps from H x HI — HT x HT. We have the estimates:

(7.21) A Fllrr +MAS e < Clifllrr and ([ Lf]lrr + (| 2f [l < ClE]lrq-

(i1) There exists C > 0, €; € (0,1) and g2 > 0 such that the following holds for all q € [0, g2},
r € R and ¢ € [0,e1]. The operators Ny are bounded linear maps from H; — H].
Likewise Ji and J5 are bounded maps from Hy x Hy — H; X H;. We have the estimates:

(7.22) G Fllrg + ANl < Clifllrg —and [ Tiflrg + [[13E g < CllE]lg-

We do not provide the details of the proof. All the operators have symbols which are
bounded analytic functions on strips (Lemma [2| Corollary |3) and thus everything follows
directly from Theorem [22]
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7.7. Estimates for y.. Restrict ¢ € [0,¢]. Using the definition of y. and the triangle
inequality gives ||xe[lrq < [|A%J5 (JSU.JQEVe)HTq. Corollary [23| tells us that for A% and J}

are operators from H to itself which are bounded independently of e. Thus |[xc[l., <
C||J3e.Jsv,, - Using the product inequality (7.14) gives ||xcllrq < C | J3a |, , [ T5Vellyyroe -
Using ((7.1) and ([7.2)) gives:

(7.23) IXellrg < Cre™™

for any r > 0, ¢ € [0, ¢2] and € € (0, ¢].

7.8. Estimates for k.. A rather tedious computation shows the unsurprising result that
Xe(X) is an odd function of X; we omit it. Given this, we have

Ke = Le[Xe] = 2mixe(KL).

Since x.(X) = AL J(J3oJ5.v.) - j and A¢ and Jf are Fourier multipliers we have

TK) = Ay (eK.) (i(eKE)S[JSJ.JQEVE](Ke)) .
By definition

1 ,
o Jsv](K.) = 7 / Jlo(X).Jsv (X)e HrdX.
T JR

and
T (X) = 2(1 + w)o(X) < . ) |
Thus
0. 7€ L+w € —iKX
§lAo v d(K) =~ [ a(X)Jw(X)e F¥ax,
R
Since v (X) = (2i)7HeX — e7<X]j and J§ is a Fourier multiplier, the last becomes
1 ~ . ~ . .
Sl T (K) = — / o(X) (To(eRo)je™ > = Jo(—eK )je X ) e HXax,
T Jr

After rearranging terms in this we have

14w

8l Jsv (K. = ( | a(X)dX) (Ta(erc)i)

211
14w 2K X T .
= (/RJ(X)e dX) (JQ( EKE)J).

Recalling the definition of the Fourier transform, the above can be written as:

F 00 Jiv(K.) = —i(1+ w)5(0) (JQ(EKE)J') (1 + w)F (2K,) (Jz(—dg)j) .

Since o(X) > 0 for all X, we have 5(0) > 0. Since o(X) is analytic and square integrable,
classical Fourier analysis can be used to show that there is a constant C' > 0 for which
5(k)| < Ce C. Since K. = O(1/¢) this means that |5(2K.)| < Ce~/c. That is to say, it
is exponentially small in €. Thus we have shown that

(7.24) ke — KI| < Ce™ 9/
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where
ko= 2m(1+ )G (0)As (K [T (eKo) o(eK)j] - J.
It has been some time, but Ji = j;_l. Thus
re = 21 (14 w)F(0)A (eK.).

We also saw in Lemma [2| that 2w < X+(k:) for all £ € R. Thus & is strictly bounded away
from zero. This, with (7.24), demonstrates that there is constant C' > 0 and e € (0,1) for
which

(7.25) |ke] > C for all € € (0, ).

7.9. Estimates and solvability conditions for 7.. Theorem [22] allows us establish the
features of 7. described in the previous section. In particular we have:

Lemma 24. There exists €3 € (0,1) and g3 > 0 such that for all ¢ € (0,qs] there exists
Cy > 0 such that for all € € (0, €] the following hold.

(i) There exists f € H;*? such that T.f = g € H} if and only if g(£K.) = 0.
(i) If g(£K.) =0 then the solution f is unique. We denote the solution by f =T g
(111) If g(£K.) = 0 then the solution f satisfies the estimates

C, .
(7.26) 1 lrti0 = 17 0llrg < 5 llgllng - where j = 0,1 or 2.

1
(iv) For all g € O there exists a unique f € Og” such that T.f = g— —tc[g]x.. We denote
Re

the solution by f = Peg.
(v) We have the estimates

Cy .
(7.27) |Pe gHT-‘rJq = g+l ||g||r,q where j = 0,1 or 2.

(vi) Lastly,
C,—~ o0 asq— 0",

To prove this, we need the following result, which is proved in Section [0}

Lemma 25. Let

£(2) == =222 + M4 (2).
There exists 6 > 0, o > 0, R > 0, 73 > 0 and C' > 0 such that the following hold when
lc — cu| <6 and || < 73.

(i) |§C( )| is analytic on the closed strip X, == {|Sz| < 13} and is even.
(ii) |&c(2)| = C|zP* for |2 = R.
(111) If 7 = 0,1 or 2 then

(7.28) inf (1+ k)2 (k +iT)| > C|rl.
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Proof. (of Lemma [24) Suppose that € € (0, e3) where €3 := min(1, €1, €2,0) and ¢ € (0, g3] :=

min(71, 72, 73, 4o, 41, G2)-
The map 7. can be viewed as a Fourier multiplier with symbol

T(Z) :g\/m(t?z)

From Part (vi) of Lemma |2 I and the estimate (7.28) we know that that T( ) has exactly
two zeros, both real and simple, at 7 = +K, = £k \/—/e in ¥, C ¥,/ Thus we see

that if f € HJ*?, with 0 < ¢ < g3, then ﬁ(iKe)f(j:Ke) = 0; this is “only if” of Part (i).
(This is also equivalent to the condition that ¢.[g] = 0 discussed above, if g is odd.)

And so we see that 1/7;(Z) has two simple poles at P. = {£K.} and no other poles in 3,
when ¢ € (0,¢s). Similarly, Part (i) of Lemma [25| indicates that 1/|7.(Z)| < C|RZ|72 for
| Z| large enough. Thus 1/7,(Z) satisfies all the conditions of the multiplier in Theorem
for any decay rate ¢ € (0, gs], m = 2 and pole set {£K.}.

And so we have a well-defined map 77! from U, := {g € H] : g(+K,) = 0} into H*?
which inverts 7. Specifically 7.7.~" is the identity on U/ ,. Putting f = 7" gives the other
implication in Part (i). The uniqueness of Part (ii) follows from the injectivity of 7.

The estimates in Part (iii) follow from (7.19)), (7.20)) and the estimate in ((7.28)).
Specifically, fix ¢ € (0, ¢s]. The formula (7.20) tells that |7, " g[/,1j,q < Ce;ll9llrq Where

Ceg 1= sup |(1+ [K[2)72T (K + i)
KeR

when j = 0,1 or 2. Thus to get (7.26) we need to show that C,; < C,/e/ .
Letting k = e K we see:

(L IR (i)

Then we multiply by one on the inside and use elementary estimates to get:

C..=sup |[(1+ K|?2)1/2¢-1 eK + e ‘:su
J KGIP)( ( | ‘ ) gm( Q) kelg

(1 + ‘k’/eP)j/Z 2\j/25-1 .
C. —_— 1+ k%)7/ k
Jo= :g‘g (1 + kg)]/g 21615 ( + ) g /—cﬁ)—keZ( +lEQ)
<eIsu 1+ k2 i/2¢=1 k + e ‘
< keg ( ) gm( Q)

Then we use ([7.28) with 7 = €q to get
Cej < Celeq|™ = Clg| e

Thus we have, using ) and (| -,

Cy
17 gllrsia < 35190

which was our goal. Note that C;, = C/|q| and so we have C; — oo as ¢ — 07, as stated in
Part (vi).
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To prove parts (iv) and (v) we first observe that 7 (and therefore 7.7!) maps odd functions
to functions. For odd functions, a short computation shows that ¢.[g] = 2mig(K,). Thus

1
S {g - _LE[Q]XE} (:l:K€> =0.
So we can apply parts (i)-(ii) to get Part (iv). The estimate in Part (v) is shown as follows.
The Riemann-Lebesgue estimate (7.18) implies that |ec[g]] < Cue"[|g]lrq- And so if we use
this, the estimate in Part (iii), (7.23) and (7.25]), we have:

1
g — —te[g]Xe
K

€

. cC
rg T |Le[9]|€ ) < Ej_fl”g”hq'

C C
||Peg||7’+j7q < ejJrql < 6jJrql (Hg

T7q

O

7.10. Symbol truncation estimates. In this subsection we prove a series of results which
give estimates the operator norm of things like Jf — J{ when ¢ is small.

Lemma 26. Suppose that ji meets the hypotheses of Theorem with P, = {-} and m = 0.
(That is to say, Ji is bounded.) Let (p(z) = Ji(z) — > o117’ where the constants yi; € C
are the coefficients in the Maclaurin series of . Then the Fourier multiplier operators (,
with symbols Zn are bounded from HZI"+”+1 to Hy and satisfy the estimate

16 llng < Cull £V g
The constant C,, > 0 s independent of r.

Proof. Within the radius of convergence of the Maclaurin series we have:

Cul2) = Z szj = 2" Zﬂj+n+12j-
j=n+1 J=0
So if we put
Tn(2) = Gu(2) /2"
then clearly the singularity at z = 0 is removable. This implies that on any closed disk
containing the origin and with radius smaller than the radius of convergence, ¥(z) is analytic
and bounded. Outside this disk, but within 3,, we have 0(2) = (f(z) — Y7o p;27) /2"
In this case, all of the functions on the right hand side are analytic. Moreover they are all
bounded since fi(2) is bounded and |z| is smallest on the boundary of the disk. In short,
U(z) meets the hypothesis of Theorem [22[ on fq with an empty pole set, m = 0. Let v be

the operator associated to ©. Observing that ¢, f = (—i)"v, f™*Y and applying the results
of Theorem [22] finishes the proof. O

This result implies the following:

Lemma 27. There exists C > 0 such that for q € [0, 7] and € € (0,1) we have the following
for allr >0,

(7.29) ()5 = Tl < Cellullirg  and [[(Jz = J3)ullng < Cellullirrg.



DIATOMIC FPUT SOLITARY WAVES WITH OPTICAL RIPPLES 43

Proof. We prove the estimates for » = 0. That multipliers commute with derivatives will
extend this case to the general. So

1= 3l = [ 1075 = T cosh(gX)ax.
If we let u‘(x) = u(ex) then the discussion in Remark [5| implies that
1(JE — J) u||0q / { TUX/e) ‘ cosh?(¢X)dX.
We make the change of variables X = ex in the integral to get:
15 = 3l = ¢ [ 10 = I2u)a) P cosh )X = ey = Tl

Since ¢ € [0,75 and € € (0,1) we have g¢ < 7. We know that J, is analytic on >,
from Corollary . Thus we can use Lemma 26| to get [|(J5 — J)ull§, < Cellouc|§ .. A
routine calculation show that [|0,u||§ . = €[[0xul|§,. Thus we have the 7 = 0 estimates
1075 = T2)ullog < Cellulli,:

U

7.11. Estimates for w®. In this subsection we shall prove some useful estimates for w¢®
and, in particular, show that it converges in the operator norm topology to @ as e — 0F.
This result is similar to one employed in [FP99] and stands in contrast to the results from
the previous subsection where the the approximation of Ji by JJQ comes at the cost of a
derivative. We have:

Lemma 28. There exists C' > 0, ¢4 € (0,1) and g4 > 0 such that following hold for all
e €10,e4] and q € [0, q4).

(i) @ is a bounded map from H] to H;™, for anyr > 0.

(ii) For all v > 0 we have

(7.30) 1 fllr+2.4 < Cli fllrq
(iii) For all v > 0 we have

(7.31) | — @°|lrg < CE[| flrg-
(iv) For all w > 1 we have

(7.32) 1= (fe*) g < Cw™ (| fll2g-

To prove this we need the following result, which is proved in Section [9]

Lemma 29. There exists C > 0, ¢4 € (0,1) and g4 > 0 such that following hold for all
€ €10,¢e4] and q € [0, q4.

(i) @(Z) is analytic and bounded in the strip 3.

(ii) |@(Z)| < C’/( +1Z%) for all Z € %,.
(iii) |@°(Z) — @°(Z)| < Ce® for all Z € 3.
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Proof. (Of Lemma Parts (i)-(iii) of Lemma [28| follow from Parts (i)-(iii) of Lemma
and an application of Theorem 22 We spare the details.

Part (iv) is proven using an idea employed from [AT92]. Let (1 — a,,0%)7" (fe™*) = g.
Equivalently, ag” — g = —fe™“*. Put ¢, :== g + —Qfe“"X. Then
Qyw

w

1 - : 2 . 1 .
Qg — g1 =g — g — ——5 fe X + fel X 4 T el X o — freieX
QW w w
1 , 2 . 1 .
— _ _fesz + _f/esz 4 _f/lesz
Oéwu-}2 w w2
or rather

2\—1 twX ! _twX 1" _iwX
gl——(]_—()éqa)() (—?76 + —7Je +—2?€ )

1 , 2i . 1 ,
:c;2w0 (_ 2f€sz + _Zflesz + _Qfllesz) ]
QW w w

Then we use Part (i) to conclude that
lg1ll2q < Cw™ || fllzg-
Next, naive estimates show that || fe™||; , < Cw|| f|l1,. And since (1 — a,,0%) 7 (fe™X) =

5 e“* we have

g=aqg —
OlyyW

11 = 00 0%) (e ) l1g < llgillig + Co?(1fe™ [l < Co™ (| fll2g-
This establishes the estimate for @ = —c? (1 — a,,0%)~!. To establish it for @ observe that

the estimates in Part (i) give ||(1 — aw0?)@ f (g < C/f|lrq- Thus we can reduce the w*
estimate to the @” case in a simple way. 0

7.12. Estimates for B¢. Finally we have several basic estimates for B¢. First we have some
straightforward upper bounds.

Lemma 30. For all r > 0 there exists C,. > 0 such that for all q,q" € [0,q] and € € [0, €]
we have the following estimates. If ¢ > ¢' then

(7.33) 1B°(0,0)llrq < Crll6llrql| cosh(lq — q'|-) J50|wro
for allr > 0. If ¢ < ¢ then

(7.34) 1B(8,0)]1q < Cr]|0]]1g || sech(|q — ¢'|) J56]|wrs
for allr > 0. Lastly, if 0 < ¢ < q andr > 1 then

(7-35) ||B€(evé)||r,q < O||0||r,q’||\0||nq—q"

Proof. First use the bound on J{ in (7.22)) from Corollaryto get || B(6,0)|,.q < || J50.50),.q-
Using the various product estimates in Lemma followed by the bound on J§ in ([7.22)) from
Corollary [23| gives the estimates.

OJ

The next result deals with approximation of B¢ by B°.
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Lemma 31. There exists €5, q5 > 0 such that for all r > 0 there exists C,. > 0 such that for
q €10,q5] and € € (0, €3] we have the following inequality

(7.36) 1B°(8,8) — B%(0,0)|lr.g < Crel|]|s1,¢ (18]l -+1,0-
Here ¢ + ¢" = q € [0, q4] and both are positive.
Proof. Let €5 := min(1, ¢;) and g5 := min(go, 72). The triangle inequality gives

1B0.0) = B0.0)], = || 7; (J50.750) — Jp (30.730) |

o
i <||5 (750.550) — 5 (6. 0)’7”
+ |5 (50.738) g5 (3e.20) |
+ | (JOH 700 ) (JSB.JSO) .

For the first term, we use the bound on Jf in - from Corollary [23| to get

) i (J;@.J;é) .y (J;@.Jgé) 0. (J;é - JQ@)
4

Then we use the product inequality ([7.14])

where we have ¢’ + ¢” = ¢ and both are positive. The Sobolev embedding theorem applied
to the first term on the right hand side gives:

T?q

Js0 — J%0

Je (J;O.J;é) G (J;Q.J§4‘9>

< C'lcosh(g" ) J56) . |

1
r,q 9

‘ ‘ (J;Q.J;@)) .y (J;@.Jgé) <O\ 5501, || 756 — 750
7‘,(1 7,‘7q//
Using the boundedness of J5 we get
( TS (J;Q.J;é) .y (J;G.Jgé) <Cl0), 11 || 750 — 730
T,q T’q//

On the second term we use the estimate ((7.29) from Lemma [27| to arrive at:

So the first term in (7.37)) is handled.
The rest of the terms in ([7.37)) are estimated in the same way, and we leave out the details.
O

J (J;B.J;é) i (J;O.J§i9>

< CelO], 41,4 104107

T7q

8. THE PROOF OF PROPOSITION [13]
We are now in position to estimate N and prove Proposition [15| Put

dx ‘= min(QO>(J17QQa(]3aQ47Q5) and €x = min(€07€17627637647€5)'

In this section we restrict
e (07 6*] and q E [q*/27 q*] °
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We have the lower bound on ¢ in place so that the constant C, in the estimates for 7! and
P. in Lemma [24] is bounded above. In this way, any constant C' > 0 which appears below
is independent of €, ¢, g (which is E; x O,) and a (which is in [—ag, ao]). Note that it is a
consequence of Lemma [5| that if 7, is even and 7, is odd that Ny and NS are even and odd,
respectively.

8.1. The mapping estimates. In this subsection we prove the estimate (6.1)). The defini-
tions of Nj, N5 and N§ give us:

INf(m,a)|l1.q < A il + A Gellng + 1A dsll1g + A dallig + A 5]l
INs(1,0)||1.q < |€Peill1,q + |€Peloll1,q + [|€Pelsill1,g + [|€Pelal|1,q + |€¥Pels|1q

and
|N§(n,a)\ < ‘Lell| + ’L6l2’ + |L€l31’ + ’L€l4‘ + ‘L€l5’.
Using the uniform bound (7.17) on A~! from Lemma [20| we have
INT (M, a)ll1g < C(lli1llig + [172llg + sllig + allg + [175]10) -
In Lemmal[24] the estimate (7.27) gives || Pef|l14 < Ce || f|l1,4- Thus
[Nz (1, 0)ll1,q < Ce(lllallig + M2llig + [sillg + [[lallrg + [1l5]]1q) -
And the Riemann-Lebesgue estimate for ¢, (7.18]), following Lemma [21| gives (for r = 1)
[N5(n,a)| < Ce(llallig + [12llg + llsillng + lallrg + [1ls]lq) -
Thus we will have (6.1)) if we can show that each of the ten terms

illvas i2llvas Wsllvgs alligs 1dsllg, €llillg, €llallig, €lllsillig: €lllallq and €llis]l1

is bounded by C|RH Syap|, where
|RH Sinap| = € + €llnll1q + elal + [Imll7, + o

8.1.1. Mapping estimates for j; andl;. The choice of o was made so that o +@" (o, o) = 0.
See (3.4). Which means that we have

j1 = (0,0) — @V (0,0) = (@° — @) (0,0) + = (b](o,0) — bi(0,0)) .

Call the terms on the right hand side [ and I respectively.
To estimate I, we first use the estimate (7.31]) for @ —@" to get |11, < CE||L) (o, o)|1,4-
(735

Then we use the estimate for B° from (7.35) and get [|I[|1, < Ce¢*||a ][}, ,- Then the uniform
bounds for o give ||I]]1, < Ceé.

For II we use the smoothing property of @w® and the associated estimate to get
| 11]]1, < Ot (o,0) —b5(0,0)|0s Then we use the approximation estimates for B¢ by B°
in to get || 11|14 < Cella|]?,/,- Then the uniform bounds for o give ||11]|;, < Ce.
Thus we have

7114 < Ce < C|RH Spaap)-

To estimate I, = A\, b5(0, o) is very easy using the bounds for A in , the bounds on

B¢ in and the bounds on o in (7.1)). We get [/l1]l1,, < C. And so

6”[1”17(1 S Ce S C‘RHSmap’
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8.1.2. Mapping estimates for jo and ly. By adding zero we see
j2 = _Z(WE - wo)bi(a, 7’) - 2’@'0 (bi(aan) - b(l](a-7n)) :

Call these two terms [ and I1 respectively.

To estimate I, we first use the estimate (7.31)) for w®—w@? to get ||I]|1, < Ce*||0) (o, 1)||1,4-
Then we use the estimate for B from (7.35)) and get |11, < Cé*||o|l14]lm]l10- Then the

uniform bounds (7.1]) for o give [|I||1, < Ce*||n|l10-

For I1 we use the smoothing property of @ and the associated estimate ((7.30) to get
111]]1, < C||65(a,m) — (o, m)|lo, Then we use the approximation estimates for B¢ by
BY in (7.36) to get || 11|14 < Céello|liqlmlli0. Then the uniform bounds (7.1) for o give
1 11||1,4 < Ce||nll1,0. Thus we have

(8.1) 72111, < Celln

To estimate I, = A, b5(0,m), as with [y, is very straightforward using the bounds for A} in

(7.22)), the bounds on B¢ in (7.35)) and the bounds on o in (7.1). We get ||l21., < C||nl10-
And so

(8.2) €lllall1g < Cellm

1,9

10 < ClRHS 4y

1,0 S C’RHSmap‘

8.1.3. Mapping estimates for js and l3;. Recalling the definition of j3, we have
js = —2aw"J; (JJo.Jsve) -i— 2aw J; ((J5 — J3)o.Jsv.) -1 — 2aw B (o, ¢ — ¢?) - i
=: Jso0 + Ja1
with 3o := —2awJ¢ (JYo.Jiv,) - 1 and js; is the rest.

First we will estimate B(a,p? — ¢°). Using the “decay borrowing estimate” (7.34]) for
B¢ we have

1B(a, ¢ = @)lng < Crllollaoll sech(lgo — al-) J5(f — @) [wree.
Using the definition of the W norm we get:

r

I sech(lgo — ql-) J5(#f — @)llwree < C; sup |sech(lgo — g|.X) D (@%I5( = #0))|-

n=0

We estimated 9% J5(p® — ¢?) above in (7.3) in Lemma We use that estimate here to get
Isech(lgo — ql) J3 (@7 — @) llwroe < Cre™ sup Jsech(jgo — gl X)(1+ | X[ |al.
S

Our restrictions on ¢ imply |go — ¢| is strictly bounded away from zero in a way independent
of g or e. Thus supycg [sech(|go — ¢|X)(1 +|X]|)| < C. And so we see that

Isech(lgo — gl-) J5(¢ — @) [wree < Cre"al
which in turn gives
(8.3) 1B(a, ¢ = @)lrg < Cre"lal.

This estimate is one of the keys for estimating j3; and, as it happens, l3;.
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Estimation of j3; goes as follows. First we use the smoothing estimate (7.30]) for @ from
Lemma 28

731ll1q < ClalllwJ5 ((J5 — J3)o . Jsve) |liq + Clal|[w B (o, ¢ — ¢?)l1.q
< ClalllJ; ((J5 = J)o . Jsve) llog + Clal|B (o, 0 — @2) 0.4
Then we use (8.3]), with » = 0, on the second term to get
Ijs1ll1q < ClalllJ5 ((J5 — J9)o . Jsve) llog + Ca®.

As for the first term, first we use the boundedness of Ji from ([7.22)) followed by the product
estimate ([7.14)):

i31llq < Clal| (75 = B llogll Jsvellwos + Ca®.
Using the estimate for v, = ¢V in (7.2)) gives
liz1ll1q < Clalll(J5 = J2)ollog + Ca®.
Then we use the estimate (7.29)) for JS — JY from Lemma [27| and the bounds on o in (7.1]):

(84) ||j31||1,q S C€|CL| + CCL2 S O|RHSmap|
Next we estimate jzo. Estimates like the ones we just used give
(8.5) liz0ll1q < Clalll=® Ji(Jyo.J3ve)lhg < Clal|lJi(o . J5vd)lloq < Clal.

This is not less than C|RHS,,4,|. It turns out this estimate is not good enough for our
purposes; basically, with this estimate jsp looks like an O(1) linear perturbation in our
equation and will ruin our contraction mapping argument. But we can improve this using

the estimate (7.32) from Lemma [2§|
To wit ||j30ll1.q = 2|al||l@*Jf (Jo.J5v,) - i]|14. Using the boundedness (7.22)) of J! from
Corollary 23| we have ||j3o]l1., < Clal||@*(Jo.Jsv.) - i||14- Then we apply J5 to v, (as in

(7.5)) and J3 to & to get ||jaoll1y < Clal||w(ce™)|1, Then we use the estimate of
Lemma 28] with w = K, to see ||jzoll1q < Clal|Ke| ™ [|o]|2,4- And since K, = O(1/e) we have
l730]l1,¢ < Celal. This is one whole power of € better than the naive estimate (8.5). With
(18.4) we have

(8.6) 173]l1.4 < Céelal + Ca® < C|RH Spnap|-

To estimate I3 is much the same, though recall that we do not need to estimate all of I3,
rather just the term l3;. As with j3 above, we have:

I3 = =2aX, Jf (J3o.J5v.) - j — 2aX, Jf ((Js — J))o.Jsv.) - j — 2a), B (0, ¢ — @?) -}
Since x. := —2a\,Jf (JYo.J5v) - j we see that
(8.7) l31 = —2aX,Jf ((J5 — J3)o . Jsve) - j — 2aX, B (o, ¢! — ¢?) - J.
Now that we have an explicit formula for l3;, we use the boundedness of \:
1]l <ClalllJi ((J5 — J)o-Jsve) g + Clall| B(o, ©F — ©7)
Then we use , with » = 1, on the second term:
lgunllg <ClalllJ; ((J5 = J3)o.Jsve) [l + Ceta®.

1,g-
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For the first term, first we use the boundedness of Jf from (7.22) followed by the product
estimate ([7.14)):

ls1llg <Clalll(J5 = ) llLgll Jovellwre + Ce a®.
Using the estimate for v, = ¢ in (7.2), with r = 1, gives
31111, <CeHall|(J5 = J3)o|log + Ce'a’.

Then we use the estimate (7.29) for JS — J? from Lemma [27| and the bounds on o in (7.1])
Hl31H1?q S C|CL‘ + C€_1CL2. Thus

(8.8) ellls1llig < Cela] + Ca* < C|RHSpap|-

and we can move on.

8.1.4. Mapping estimates for j4 and ly. Applying the estimate (7.33)) for B gives || B (1, ¢2)||rq <
Crl|||rqll J5 %]l wroe. Then (7.2)) gives

(8.9) 1B(1, )l < Cre™"[|nllrg-

And so, using the same steps as in the previous subsubsection, we get:

l7alle < Clallle b5 (n, @)1 < Clall[b5(n, ©)ll0q < Clallnllog < CIRH Syl

and

€lllallrg < Celal[|bs(n, 0 ll1,q < Clall[nll1g < CLRH Spapl.

2

8.1.5. Mapping estimates for js and l5. Using (7.35) we have ||B(n,n)|., < Cilln a2

Thus B

Iislle < Clinllig2 < CIRH Smep|  and  ellls|lg < Cellnli, /2 < CIRH Spap-

With these estimates, the validation of the mapping estimate (6.1) is complete. We move
on to the Lipschitz estimates.

8.2. The Lipschitz estimates. Now we prove the estimate . In this subsection j, is
the same as j, but evaluated at 1) and a instead of at  and a. Likewise l,, is the same as [,,
but evaluated at 1 and & instead of at n and a. Also we have ¢,/2 < ¢ < ¢’ < g,.

We have by definition and the triangle inequality:

INT(n,a) = Ni(7,4)|14
< A7 G2 = 2)llg + A7 Gs = d)llg + A7 Ga = g g + 1A (s — Js) g

N3 (m,a) — N5(1,0)|l14
<NEPe(ly — 1) [|1g + 1€ Pe(lsr — ls) g + 1€ Pela = L)l1,q + [|€Pels = I5) 114

and

|N§(77; CL) —Nze(’fl;d)’ < Le[l2 _Z2] + Le[l31 —Z31] + Le[l4—z4] +

Le[l5 — i5]‘ .
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Using the uniform bound on A™! from Lemma [20{ we have

IV (3, 0) = N (i1, ) g < © (12 = Follg + s = ol + s = Jallg + s = sl ) -
In Lemma 24] the estimate gives || Pcfll1g < Ce || fll1,4 Thus

|N5(m, @) = N5, )l < Ce (Il = bl + st = ol + Na = allig + s = s lhq)
And the Riemann-Lebesgue estimate in Lemma ﬂ 21| gives (with r = 1)

N5, 0) = N5, 0)| < Ce (Il = ballug + o = Istllvg + 1 = dallg + s = Tsllg) -

Thus we will have (6.2)) if we can show that each of the eight terms

|72 — 32”1,@ |js — 33“1,(17 |74 — 34||1,q7 |75 — 55”1417
llls — lol|1,qr €llls — lallrgs €llla — lallrgs and e]lls — Is]1q

is bounded by C|RH S};p|, where
1 . N . .
| RH Siip| := = (€ +lnllg + 0lle +lal +lal) (ja —al + ln = 9l[1.q)-
8.2.1. Lipschitz estimates for jo and . Note that jo and [y are linear in 1 and do not depend

at all on a. Thus we can use the estimates ) and . to get:
lj2 = Jallg < Celln = Nll0 < CIRHSy,| and  €l|ly = ba]l14 < Celln —9ll1,0 < C|RHSy3|.
8.2.2. Lipschitz estimates for js3 and l3. Explicit computations give
js — js = —2(a — a)w J¢ (Jo.Jsve) -i—2(a — &)@ J; ((J5s — J3)o.Jsv.) - i
—2(a — a)w B (o, ¢! — @) - i+ 2w B (0, pf — ¢f) -1
and
ln — I3 = —2(a — W)X JTS ((J5 — T Jv,) - j
—2(a = WA, B (0, 9! — /) -j+ 200 B0, ¢! — ¢7) - .

We begin with an estimate of B¢(a, p%—?). This estimate parallels the one for B¢(a, p%—
@) in (8.3). Using the “decay borrowing estimate” m ) for B we have

1B(0, 7 = ) lrg < Crllollaoll sech(lao — al-) J5(¢ — @) [wres.
Using the definition of the W™ norm we get:

T

Isech(lao — al-)J5(6% — @2)llwree < C; sup sech(jgo — g1 X) Y (9% J5(? — 1)) -

n=0
We estimated 9% J5(¢? — %) above in (7.3) in Lemma [18 We use that estimate here to get
($:10)  [1sechllan = ) 5(spt = ) hwree < Coe™ sp sech(lgo — gl X)(1 + X D) fa = il
S
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We know that supycg [sech(]go — ¢|X)(1 + |X]|)| < C and so
Isech(lgo — al) J5 (2 — @2)lwree < Cre™a — 4l

which in turn gives

(8.11) 1B(o, 2 — ?)

The formulas for j5 — js3 and l3; — I3 differ only slightly from those for j3 and l3;. Any
differences there are can be handled with (8.11)); we leave out the steps. The results are

i3 = Jsllg < Cela —a +C (la| + [a]) |a — &| < C|RH Sy

rg < Cre"a — al.

and
6”[31 — l31H17¢1 S CE’CL — d| + C(\a! + |d’) |a — &| S C’RHSZW‘

8.2.3. Lipschitz estimates for j, and l;. Much of this parallels the earlier treatment of j3
and [3, just swapping out o for . There is one major wrinkle however: varying a results in
a loss of decay rate ¢ for 1. This is not terribly suprising given the estimate (7.3]). Thus we
must keep careful track of the decay rates. So fix ¢ € [¢./2, q.).
We look at Bf(n, ¢ — ). We use the decay borrowing estimate to get, if ¢ > q,
1B(n, 0¢ = #)llrg < Crllnllng | sech(lq — 1) J5 (08 — @) [[wree.
As with the estimates that led to , we can use to get

Isech(lq — ¢'[-) J5 (2 — @2)lwree < Ce™” sup [sech(lg — ¢'|X)(1 + |X])| |a — al.

Now, however, we do not know that |¢ — ¢’| is bounded strictly from zero.
Elementary calculus can be used to show that

sup |(1+ |X]|) sech(lg — ¢'|X)| < Clg — ¢| .
XeR
Thus we have
(8.12) 1B, ¢ = )lra < Ce g — | Hnllrgla —al  when ¢ > q.
Now the triangle inequallity and binliearity of B¢ give:

|1B(n, ap?) — B0, ap?)|lrq < lall| B (. @2 — &)|lrq
+[a —al[|B(n, ¥¢)

rq + 1B (n —n, &SO?)HT,Q
So if we use and (8.12) we get:
1B(n, a?) = B, ap)llng < Ce"lg = ¢'| " [nllrglalla — al
+Ce " ([[nllrgla — al + |allln — Alln,)  when ¢ > q.
This estimate, together with the sorts of steps we have used above, lead to:

1 < Cla = (Il lalla = &l + [mllgla — al + fallln = 1ll,) < CIRHS,,)

1 = Ja
and
ellls = lalh g2 < Cla = 17 (Inlh.glalla = a| + [Inlligla = al + [alln = 0lh,) < C|RH S|
so long as ¢./2 < ¢ < ¢ < q..
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8.2.4. Lipschitz estimates for js and l5. Using ([7.35]) from Lemma |30| gives

1B(m,m) — B0, 1)l < CUMllrgs2 + [10lrg/2) 1 = 71ll1,q/2-
Thus
s = J5ll1q < CUImllvgsz + 10ll1.q/2) 11 = 7ll1.g/2 < C|RH Sy
and
ellls = Isllg < Ce(lmllvgz + 19ll1g2)Im = Allig2 < CIRHSky|.

This completes the estimate that give rise to (6.2) and we move on to the bootstrap
estimates.

8.3. The bootstrap estimates. In this section we prove the estimates (6.3)) and (6.4). The
triangle inequality gives:

||N1(777 a)”H—Lq < HA_lleH-l,q + HA_lj?HH—l,q + ||A_1j3||r+1,q + ||A_1j4||r+1,q + ||A_1j5”r+laq

| Na(m, a)HH—l,q < H€2P6l1”r+l,q + H€2P6l2”r+1,q + Hegpél?)l’lr-i-l,q + H62P€l4“r+l,q + HGZIPJSHH—LQ
and
IN3(n, )| < |echi| + [ecla| + [eelzi| + |eela| + [eels]
Using the bound ([7.17) for A~! we have
INL (1, a)llrs1.0 < Cr (171 llr41.g + 1T2llr1.g + Nsllrr1g + Ndallrrag + 1sllr11.q) -

As seen in Lemma [24] the operator P, is smoothing by up to two derivatives. However each
derivative of smoothing comes at a cost of an additional negative power of €. Choosing to
smooth by just one derivative we have:

IN2(n, @)[|r11.q < CUlhllrg + [2llrg + (131 llrg + [allrg + 1slrq)-
And the Riemann-Lebesgue estimate ([7.18]) in Lemma
[N3(n, )] < C€(llallrg + allrg + Msallrg + [[lallrg + llLs]lr.q)-
Thus we will have (6.3) and (6.4]) if we can show that each of the ten terms

il d2llria dslleirg Ndallriag [dslrag

1lillrgs allrgs [1s1llrgs lallrg, and [[T5]rq

is bounded by C,.|RH Spoet|, where
|RH Spoot| := € + |nllrg + € "al + €770 + ¢ al|nllrq + 17117,

8.3.1. Bootstrap estimates j; and l;. Since o is a smooth function, the estimates on j; and
[y can be improved from above more or less for free. Specifically we have, for any » > 0, we
have

100 + Nallrgo < Cre < Cr| RH Syoot.
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8.3.2. Bootstrap estimates for jo and ly. Recall that jo = —2@bS (o, n)+ 2w (o, n). From
the estimate (7.30) in Lemma [28 we see that the operators @ and @® smooth by up to two
derivatives at no cost in €. Thus we conclude, with the help of ([7.35),

itllr+1.q < ColIB (. 1)llrg + Crllbi (. m)llrg < Crllmllng < Crl RH Spoo.

Since ly = 2b5(0, m), we use ([7.35)) and see that
l2llrg < Crllnllrg < Cr|RH Spoot-

8.3.3. Bootstrap estimates for j3 and l3;. Since w® smooths by up to two derivatives we have,
using (7.30), ||73/lr+1.4 < Clall|b{ (o, ¢2)||r-1,4- Then using the product inequality for B¢ in
(7.33]) followed by the estimate for J5¢? in (7.2) gives

isllr+1.4 < Clalllollr—1.qll /562 lwr-1.00 < Cre'"lal.

We saw above that l3; = —2aJ{ ((J§ — J)o.Jsv.) - j — 2aB (o, * — @) - j. The estimate
of this in H; is not much different than our earlier estimate in H,. I Specifically, using

and (T10):

175 ((Jz = J3)er le/e) “llg < Cls = T)o el Jovellwros.

Using the approximation inequality (7.29) on the first term and then the bounds on ¢? in
(7.2)) for the second gives

IBR (( J2)0' Jz”e) Jllrg < Ce' .
Then we recall (8.3) gives ||B(a, ¢ — @2)||,» < Cre"|a| and so all together we find that
H131H7‘,q < Orelir‘a’ + CreiTGQ < C|RHSboot’-

8.3.4. Bootstrap estimates js and ly. Since w® smooths by two derivatives we have after

using (7.30), ||7allr+1.4 < Clall|b(n, ¢2)||;4- Then using the product inequality (7.33]) and
the ¢ bound ([7.2)) gives.

lgallr41.a < Clallnllrgll Joplllwree < Crelall|nllrg < ClRH Stoot-

The term [4 has no smoothing operator attached, but is otherwise estimated in the same
way. We have

[lallrg < Clall[nllrqll@llwree < Cre™lallnllrg < ClRH Spoora|-

8.3.5. Bootstrap estimates for j5 and l5. Since w* smooths by up to two derivatives we have,
after using ([7.30)) and ((7.35)),

175 /|r+1,4 < C”nHrq/Q < C|RH Spoot|-

The term [, has no smoothing operator attached, but is otherwise estimated in the same
way. We have

||l5 C||n||rq/2 < C|RHSbOOt|’
That completes our proof of (/6.3] , and Proposition .
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9. FUNCTION ANALYSIS

In this section we prove Lemmas [2| [11], [I2] [13] [25] and Each of these lemmas gives
quantitative estimates for some specific meromorophic function. We use little more than
foundational methods from real and complex analysis here though their implementation is
sometimes complicated.

9.1. Multiplier properties in C. This subsection contains the proofs of Lemmas [2]
and 291

Proof. (of Lemma [2)) Parts (i), (iii) and (iv) are easily inferred from properties of cosine.

For Part (ii) note that so long as R((1 — w)? + 4w cos?(z)) > 0 we can use the prinicipal
square root to extend g(k) analytically into the complex plane. Complex trigonometry
identities show that

R((1 — w)* + 4w cos?(k +i7)) = 1 + w?® + 2w cos(2k) cosh(27)
> 1+ w? — 2wcosh(27) =: f(7).

Note that f(0) = (1 —w)?. Since w > 1, this is strictly positive. Thus we can find 75 > 0
such that f(7) > (1 — w)?/2 when |7]| < 7. In turn this implies that 9(z) (and thus A\s(2))
is analytic when |(z)| < 7p. Since the functions are periodic in the real direction and the
strip X, is bounded in the imaginary direction, the extreme value theorem implies that the
functions (and all their derivatives) are uniformly bounded on it. Thus we have (ii).

For Part (v), we compute

4w sin(k) cos(k)
V(1 +w)? — 4wsin®(k)

cos(k)

= 2¢2 | sin(k)| :
\/1 — i sin? (k)

X, ()| :'

It is clear that
1—s

<1
1—rs| —

sup
s€[0,1]

when 0 < r < 1. The fact that w > 1 implies that 0 < 4w/(1 + w)? < 1. Thus

1 — sin?(k)
1 — v sin?(k)

(14w)?

cos(k) B
sup = sup

keR \/1 _ (11—1:0)2 sin?(k)| keR

<1

Since |sin(k)| < |k| for all k, this gives ’X’i(k)’ < 2¢2 |k|, the second inequality in Part (v).
The first inequality is simpler and omitted. Since ¢? = 2w/(1 + w) and w > 1 we have
2 > 1.

For Part (vi), by (iv) we have A, (k) € [2w,2 + 2w] for all k. We have ¢2k? < 2w when
k| < V2w/c =: k; and *k? > 2 + 2w when |k| > /2 + 2w/c =: ky. Since our functions are
continuous, the intermediate value theorem implies that there is at least one value of k such

that ¢?k* = A\, (k) in [k, ko]. Likewise, there can be no solutions of outside [ky, k.
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Now put c_ = 5/4v/2 € (0,1) and assume ¢ > c_. If k > ki, and because w > 1, we have
2%k > 2%k, = 2cv 2w > M2 = 3

This implies that

o)

when k > k. This implies that there can be at most one solution of k2 — A(k) = 0 for

k > ki and also gives the estimate for |2¢?k, — X;(kc)| The smoothness of the map ¢ — k.
follows in a routine way from this derivative estimate and the implicit function theorem.
Thus we have all of Part (vi).

202/@—}\1(@ 2§—2:l0>0

(9.1) .

O

Proof. (of Lemma Take c_ as in the proof of Lemma [2 and let ¢, = y/c2 + 1 when

¢ > c_. Note that Part (vi) of that lemma tells us that &.(k ) = 0 and |§’( Dl > .
Henceforth assume ¢ € (c_,c;). Clearly ¢, € (c_,c;). Parts (i) and ( i) follow 1mmediately
from Lemma . And so all that remains is to prove the estimate | in Part (iii)

Estimates when |z| is large: First, note that since A\, (z) is bounded in X, there exists
kpig > 0 such that |Rz| > Ky, and J(z) < 79 implies

~ 1
£ > 5lel?
for any ¢ € (c_,cy). So clearly, for j = 0,1,2, we have
(9.2) nf (14 k)72 (k+ir)| > C, >0

bzg

where € does not depend on c¢. Thus we only need to concern ourselves with [R(z)| < kyg.
Our next stop is near k..

Estimates when z ~ k. Since £/(z) = —2¢2 + Xﬁ’r(z) there exists Cy < 0 such that
€"(2)| < Cy for all z € 5., and ¢ € (c_, ¢;). This implies [€.(2) — €.(2')| < Cy|z — 2/| for all
2,2 €35, Thus if |z — k.| < 8, := ly/2C, this implies ‘gg(z) — &(k.)| < lo/2. Note that 4,
does not depend on c. The reverse triangle inequality gives

€)1 = 1€/ (ko) - |€(2) — (k)
provided |z — k.| < §;. The FTOC then implies

~ [
€)= 51z = ke

>3
-2

for all |z — k.| < 6y and ¢ € (c_, c4).
Thus if z = k + 7 and |z — k.| < é; then

l
(9.3) €e(2)] = 20 — kel = SI7]

for any ¢ € (c_,cy).
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Estimates for 2z everywhere else: Now we know that k. depends smoothly on c¢. So
select § > 0 such that |c—c,| < & implies |k, — ke, | < 14501. Let K := [0, ke, — 61/2]U [ke,, +
51/2, kbig]‘ Let

m, = inf inf |&(k)]

|k|eK,kER |c—cw|<o
This number is strictly positive, since the only real zeros for gc(k’), by the definition of 9, lie
outside of K, which is compact.

In the set {|R(2)| < kg, |S(2)| < 70}, which is compact, £.(z) is Lipschitz with a constant
(say C5 > 0) that, so long as ¢ lies in a compact set, is bounded independent of c¢. Thus, if
|k| € K and |7]| < m./2C5 we have

ek +i7) — Eu(k)| < Chl7] < m.f2.
The reverse triangle inequality then gives
(9.4) [Ee(k +im)| = [&e(R)| — Csl7| = m. /2.

Overall estimates: So put 73 := min(d,/2, 79, m./2C3). If z = k + i7 with |7| < 73 then
notice that we have either (a) |k| € K, (b) |k — k.| < 61 or (c) |k| > kpiy. Thus we can use

either (9.2)), (9.3)) or (9.4) to see that
(1+ k) 92|E(k +im)] = O]
where C' > 0. This completes the proof.

U
Proof. (of Lemma [29) We have the series expansion A_(z) = 222 — a2t +- - - . So if we put
+ X_(2)
i) =24

we see the singularity at z = 0 is removable. Since A (z) is analytic and uniformly bounded

in the strip 3,,, we have the same for ¢(z). With this, we rewrite ¢ as:
2 (ez 2((eZ

s D) len)

(2 4+ €2)e2Z? — \(eZ) 2 +e2—((eZ)

Obviously ((z) = ¢ — a,z? + -+ - . And so Taylor’s theorem (with the uniform bound) then

w_

implies there exists C; > 0 such that for all z in the strip ¥, we have:

(9.5) C() < Cry [C(2) =l < Cil2[C(2) = ¢, + aw2®| < G|,
Likewise, the uniform bound on Z’ (z) implies
(9.6) C(2) = C(2)] < Cu|z = 2|

for all 2,2’ in the strip 3.
Estimates near Z = 0: The reverse triangle inequality gives:

(9.7) |2+ —((eZ)| = | + EZ® + (¢, — EanZ? — ((e2)]
> 1+ a2 — | — EapZ? — ((e2))
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If Z = K +1q, then we have
11+ @ Z? > 14+ a,RZ% = |1+ a,(K* — ¢*)].
If we restrict |g| so that 1 — a,,q* > 1/2 then we see that
1
(9.8) 11+ awZ? > 5(1 + 200, K?) >

for all Z.
From ({9.5) we have

N | —

2 — Ea, 22 — ((eZ)] < CLet| Z)%.
So let us demand that 5
1Z) < —.
€

We will specify §; > 0 in a moment. Then
0164’Z‘4 S Cl(S%GZIZ‘z = 01(5362(1{2 —+ q2)
Of course there exists 5 such that

K%+ ¢* < Cy(1 + 20, K?)

Thus
Ciet|Z|* < CLC10%7€% (1 4 20, K?).
1
Then take 0 = ———== so that
en take 0y SNGeXeS so tha
1
(9.9) Ciet|Z)* < 162(1 + 20, K?).
Putting (9.7)), and together gives, for all € € (0, 1),
~ 1 1
(9.10) 2+ —((eZ)| > Z62(1 + 20, K?) > Zez
so long as
(9.11) 13(2)| < min | — and |Z] < 01
. N = r —_
= (g51 \/m; 0 = ¢
And so, if Z meets (9.11)) then (9.10) and the first estimate in (9.5 give
GZZ(EZ)‘ 4C 8.
(9.12) &(2)] = < — s ST
‘Caﬂz —C(EZ)’ 1+20,K2 = 1+ K
Next look at
~ _ ~ 2((eZ 2
P(2) =5 (2) - ) = D)

2+ —((ez) 1+anZ?
Adding zero and the triangle inequality gives:

C(e2) - c,
1+ a2 22

€2 1

2 +e—C(ez) 1+aZ?

7(2)l < + |Clez)|

= I+1I.

57
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The second estimate in (9.5)) gives

I < 0162|Z|2
R
Then if we assume ((9.11)) and apply we have:
K?+¢*
[ <Cé———— <O,
= Tt 2a,K2 = ¢

Next, combining fractions gives:
{(ez)|
2 te— Z‘(GZ)‘ 1+ 22|

C(eZ) — 2 + 6204w22’

[I:‘

Using the first and third inequalities in (9.5)) gives:
Ce'|Z]*
24— Z(EZ)] 1+ a,2?|
Then if we assume ((9.11)) and apply and ((9.10) we have:
2 Z 4
e _celz
(14 20, K?)

17 <

Then we see
< Ce3(K? + ¢*)?
T (14 20, K2)?
Therefore, if (9.11)) is met, we have

(9.13) | (2) - &°(Z)| < Cé€.

< Cé.

Estimates far from Z = 0: We saw in (2.18) that ¢2k2 — A_(k) > 0 with equality only
at k = 0. This implies that

(9.14) C(k) < A
for all k # 0 and k € R. Take &, as above and put (; := SUD| >, /2 g(k) Because we have
(9.14), we know that
C?U — Zl =:03 > 0.
It should be obvious that d3 does not depend at all on e.
Suppose that Z = K + iq with |K| > d§;/2¢. Then the reverse triangle inequality gives:
(9.15) ‘c;i e E(EZ)‘ > Hcfu et Z(GK)] - ‘Z@K) ~ (K + ieq)H

Since €| K| > d§1/2 we have

(9.16) 24— C(EK)‘ > 6.
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Then we use to see that
C(ek) = C(eK + ieq)| < Cirelg].
Thus if we restrict |¢| < gso := min(d3/2C1, 79) we have
(9.17)

for all € € (0,1).
Thus if we have

then (§.15), (9-16) and (9.17) give:
(9.19)

Ce) = C(ek +ieq)| < b2

2+ e — C(eZ)’ > —03.

N | —

This gives

‘X,(EZ )}
1Z?

when we have . The uniform bound on A_ converts this to

C

(e2)| < 1zm

B (2) < ce[lez)| <c

&°(2)| < Ce*

But since we have (9.18]), clearly
Ji

1
P> K?’+¢*> -K?>+ L
212 Ko+ q = 5K+ 15

This implies
Ce? C

2 o (Z)] < <
(9:20) B < e < T

Along the same lines we can prove
c? Cé?
9.21 =(Z)| = Y <
( ) }w( >‘ 14+ @, Z?] =~ 1+ 2K?
provided we have (9.18)).
Overall estimates: Let g5 := min(gs1, gs2). If S(Z) < g5 the observe that Z satisfies

either (9.11)) or (9.18). Thus putting (9.12)) together with (9.20]) yields

C
o (Z)] < ——.
)< 5o
This estimate holds for all € € (0,1). This is Part (ii) of the lemma and it implies Part (i).

Putting (9.13) with (9.20)), (9.21]) and the triangle inequality gives

Cé?
~ € ~0

This estimate holds for all € € (0,1). This implies Part (iii) and we are done.
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U

9.2. Multiplier properties in R. This subsection contains the proofs of Lemmas [T,
and [I3] We begin with two more lemmas to prove Lemma [T1]
Lemma 32. \”(k) <0 for k € (0,7/2).
Proof. We find
16w sin(k) cos(k)
o(k)®

N(k) = ¢u(cos®(k)),

where ¢, is the quadratic
Gu(X) = 4w X% + (2u® — 4w® + 2u) X + (w* —w® —w + 1).
The discriminant of g, is
A(w) = (2w’ —4w?+2w) —4(4w®) (v —w’ —w+1) = =120 +24w* - 120* = —12w* (v —w?+1),
and when w > 1,
w —w? +1>w' - 2w +1=(w?—1)* >0,

hence A(w) < 0, and so g, is either strictly positive or strictly negative. Since g, has positive
leading coefficient 4w?, g, is strictly positive, and because sin(k) cos(k) > 0 on (0,7/2), we

conclude X" (k) < 0 on (0,7/2). O

Lemma 33. For all 6 > 0 there exists Cyuaas > 0 such that Cyeask® < 2 k* — X_(k) for all
k € [0, 00).

Proof. Without loss of generality, suppose 0 < § < 7/2. From the proof of Lemma [29| the
function

k40

2 k=20

is bounded, analytic, and nonnegative on R, and it is an easy computation to see that Z is

Lipschitz as well. Next,

~ k2N (k) — 2kX_(k)
C/(k) = k2 7k 7é O

We will show kN_(k) — 2X_(k) < 0 for all k € (0,7/2), which implies ¢'(k) < 0 on (0, 7/2)

and therefore that ( is decreasing there. First, Taylor’s theorem gives

A(K)=X2_(0)+ X _(0)k + k2/ (1 —t)\" (sk) ds = k:Q/ (1 —t)\" (sk) ds.
0 0
Then differentiating under the integral, we find

N (k) = 2k /1(1 — )\ (sk) ds + k> /1 s(1— s)N"(sk) ds,



DIATOMIC FPUT SOLITARY WAVES WITH OPTICAL RIPPLES 61

hence )
X (k) — 23 (k) = K / s(1— $)V"(sk) ds < 0
0

by Lemma [32}
So, ( is decreasing on (0,7/2), and therefore

¢z, = €(0) > {(8) > ((k)
for k € (d,7/2), from which

(9.22) 0<c— (Ci_l—g@) —C(k), k € (5,7/2).

The inequality (9.22)) remains true at k = m/2 since ((7/2) = 0. When k > /2, observe
that

& 77
2

by (2.5)), thus

>9cfv L LY8 9 (2w ) L8
10 10/ 72 10 \w+1 10 \ 72

since w > 1. So, we take Cyuaas = (¢2 — (6))/10. O

Proof. (of Lemma [L1)) We begin with some comments on our choice of €5. From (2.8)) in
Part (vi) of Lemma |2, we have

(9.23) ma(w) = | C;i) LSk, < —V2:;2“’ = m*(w), 0<e< 1.
By taking e, = €.(w) close to 0, we will have

(9.24) K.>2 and my(w)—e, > 0.

Consequently,

(9.25) Kc+t>1 and eK.+et >m,(w)—e, for |t] <1,0 <€ <e,.

With ¢4 as in Lemma , set €17 = min{e,, ¢4}. Then Lemma [29| gives C' > 0 such that

sup @ (K)| <

, K € R.
0<e<err 1 + K2

Then for each k € Z,

C
~ e, K+t ~€
sup | TH(k)| = sup |@ (K. +t)k)| < )
0<5<Iz11 | ( )| 0<6£0 | << ) >| 1 + ((K6 + t)k)Q
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Using (9.25)), we have
C C

L+ (K +t)k)? =7 + k2
for all k € Z. This proves the first estimate for the multiplier <+t
We prove the Lipschitz estimate only when £ > 1 as when k = 0 the left side of this
inequality is zero, and evenness takes care of k < —1. Fix 0 < € < €19,k > 1, and |t| < 1
and abbreviate K = (K, + t)k and K := ¢(K, + 1)k to find

A (K) - A (K)
(2 + K2 = A_(K) (A +e)K?— ) _(K)

we,Ke-i-t(k,) _ we,KE—i—i(k, —

A (K) B A (K)
(2 4+ )K= _(K) (2 +e)K2—_(K)

_ ) 3 ()
(2 + )K? — A_(K)

. EXN(K)(2 +)K? = A (K)) — X (K)((2 + ) K? — X_(K))

(2 + K2 =2 _(K))((2 + ) K2 — A_(K))
Call the last two terms above I and I1. Set § = m,(w) — €, and invoke Lemma to find
Cquad,s > 0 such that
(9.26) Couaas K2 < A K? = X_(K) < (& + )K* — A_(K)
for all K € [0,00). By we haze e(Ke+t)k>dforall0<e<1,|t] <1,k >1. Then

using the additional estimates Lip(A_) < 2 from (2.5) and K.+ ¢ > 1, which is (9.25)), we
estimate I by

20 (K) — A (K 22K — K 263 k||t — 1 X

Il < — —
S Tk =3 (K)| = Comaol K~ Comase? (K. + 022

Next, we rewrite I as
P s eZ)X_(K)u‘(?: K?) + 2A_(K) \(}V\_(IE) —\X_(m)
(2 +e)K2 =2 (K)) (2 +e)K2 = A (K))

hence JU ~ .~ ~ s
(6, + E)A(K) I ~ K| | EA-(K)A(K) — A (K))|
Cguad,é‘KP’KP Cc21uad,5‘K‘2’K’2

Labeling these two terms as I11 and IV, we find
2¢4 (2 + R?|(K. +t) + (K + )|t — ¢
C2 a o€ F (Ko + 1) (K. +1)?

11| <

1111] <
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2(c2 + %) ( | K+t | K, + 1| ) o2
=02 (K6+t)2(Ke+f)2 (Ke—i—t)?(Ke—i—t)?

quad,d

4(63) + 6%1)
OQ

quad,d

IN

[t — 1]
and, since K2((K) = X_(K),

~

2¢2| K2||C(K)||K — K| _ 20K+ DR -1 2chen

[1V] < S < — < It — 1.
Cguad,§|K’2|K‘2 Cguad,5€4k4(K€ + t)Q(K€ + t)2 Cguad,é
Together, the estimates on I, I11, and IV give (4.23)) for k£ > 1, which satisfies our purposes.

O

Proof. (of Lemma
(i) Since IIy(£1) = 0 and &, (0) = 2 + 2w, we show

(9.27) 0< o<1£fm e (e(Ke + t)k)| = mg
|k[>2
[t[<1

for an appropriate €5 > 0 and set

(9.28) Cepn = min{mgz, 2+ 2w} and Cz . = Og‘;ﬁn.
We begin with some seemingly unrelated calculations which result in our choice of
€12. Set
4aw? 16w?
= —(1+7)° 242 d = li =— 24 2w.
Few) =~ (e ) #2420 and )= T f(w) =~ 4242

Elementary algebra shows that for w > 1, g(w) < 0 if and only if 5w? — 4w — 1 > 0,
and it is the case that this quadratic is positive on (1,00). So, we may find some
Ve = Y(w) € (0,1) such that f(y,w) < 0.

Let €19 = €19(y, w) > 0 be so small that the inequalities from the proof of Part
(i) of Lemma 11| above hold with €, = €15. Furthermore, require €15 to satisfy

(9.29) 2my(w) — 2e, > (1 4 vo)ma(w).
and suppose that €15 is small enough that |c. — ¢,| < § for 0 < € < €19, where § is from
Lemma 25|

Then for k > 2,[t| < 1,0 < € < €., we have
(K. +t)k =eK (k— 1)+ etk + €K,
> m(w)(k — 1) — ek + m(w)
= (m.(w) — €.k
> 2(my(w) — €,k



64 TIMOTHY E. FAVER AND J. DOUGLAS WRIGHT

> (14 7.)ma(w) by [@29).

Now, observe that g: is increasing on (0,00) whenever ¢ > ¢, as from (2.6]), when
k > 0 we have

(9.30) & (k) =2k — XN (k) > 22k — X, (k) > 22 [k| — [N, (k)| > 0.

Then the work above shows

1+ v )m.(w))
(w)]* + A (1 + 3)ma(w))
—2 (1 + v )ma(w)]* +2 + 2w

Thus (9.27) follows with 0 < [f (v, w)| < mg
(ii) To prove the Lipschitz estimate (4.25]), note that it already holds when k& = 0, so for

k>2set K =e(K, +t)k, K = (K. + 1)k and compute

11
E(K) & (K)

(2 +e)K? - L(NK) — (e + K> — A4 (K)) ‘
& (K& (K)

(G AR K P () A (K)
ERE)| e K& ()

Call the two terms above I and 1. By choice of €15 above, Lemma 25| furnishes C, R > 0
such that when £ > R and 0 < € < 2, then

(9.31) LI
€ ()] — OF°
Since mu(w) — €12 > 0 by (9.24), we may set R. = R/(m.(w) — €12) to see that when
k > R,, then

R < (m.(w) — en)k < e(K, + t)k.
Estimates when 2 <k < R,. With Cf ; as in (9.28), we bound

) < (2 + €)|K + Kle|k||t — 1] (A + )ek?|2eK, + et + €|t —
— 2 o C?2

gmin gmin

2
Cfgmin

S (2@233@3 T ) (Bw) +m>> P
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and using Lip(\s) < 2,
2 T 7 3
11l < 2655 K — K| _ 2efklllt =1l _ (26121%*) il

C2 C? C?

£min £min £min
Estimates when k£ > R,. Using we have
(2 + )| K + {?HK — K| S+ AR (K + 1) + (K. + ||t — 1| < (2(cﬁ, + efz)) |
C?|K|?|K|? C2e k4 (K, + t)? (K. + 1)? - ’
since by

1] <

(K. +t) + (K. +1)]
(K. +1t)2(K.+ i)2

~ N

Next, adding and subtracting K'((K) and using the triangle inequality in the numer-
ator of II and (9.31)) in the resulting denominators gives

~

21 127 72
111 < CHCAR) — 2G|
C?|KPP|K]?

L RN = S| | ) |2~ i)
T CUKPIEP C*| KK P

e Lip(C)|K — K| LS K||K — K|
C2| K [? CK2|K

S|k|Lip(O)t — 1 Eek2|(K. +t) + (K. + )|t — 1
= C22| K, + t?|k[? 0264k4(K6+t)2(K6+i)2

() 2
< (Llp(C)EIQ + 20w> ‘t _ i‘
C?

by reasoning similar to that above.

Proof. (of Lemma Taylor’s theorem and some straightforward algebra imply

E (K +7) —E (K )T =77 (/1(1 — )N (K, + s7) ds — (2 + 62))
0
Set
1 ~
Ro(r) = / (1= )M (K, + s7) ds — (& + &2).
0

The estimates (4.27)) for R, follow directly from properties of N 50 long as € is bounded. [
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10. CONCLUSIONS/QUESTIONS/FUTURE DIRECTIONS

We have considered a diatomic lattice where the only spatially variable material property
was the particles’” masses. We also took a very basic form for the spring force Fy(r) =
—kyr — bsr?. We are confident that the results here can be extended to much more general
situations, be it including more complicated and spatially heterogeneous springs or assuming
that the number of “species” of masses and springs is greater than two, i.e. a polymer lattice.

As mentioned above, we do not yet have lower bounds for the size of the periodic part’s
amplitude, though the methods used in [Sun91] provide a roadmap for establishing them.
Again, we expect that those methods will show that that the periodic part is genuinely
non-zero, at least for almost all e. But if the periodic part is non-zero then necessarily the
total mechanical energy of the nanopteron solution will be infinite. This stands in stark
contrast to the solitary waves for monatomic FPUT, which are not only finite energy but
also constrained minimizers of an appropriate related energy functional [F'W94].

Nonetheless we contend that the nanopteron solutions we construct are essential for under-
standing the long time behavior of small amplitude long wave solutions for diatomic FPUT.
It is known that the monatomic solitary waves are asymptotically stable [FP02]-[FP04b]
and, moreover, there are stable multisoliton-like solutions [HWQ09] [Miz11]. It is widely held
that all small, long wave initial conditions for monatomic FPUT will satisfy that the soliton
resolution conjecture, which is to say that they will converge to a linear superposition of
well-separated solitary waves plus a dispersive tail, also called “radiation.”

But if, as we expect, there are no localized traveling long wave solutions in diatomic
FPUT then clearly some other asymptotic behavior takes place. We know, by virtue of
the approximation results in [GMWZ14] and [CBCPS12], that long wave initial data for
remains close to suitably scaled solutions of the KdV equation for very long times.
Specifically for times ¢ up to O(1/€*) where € is consistent with its meaning here. And since
the soliton resolution conjecture is known to be true (via integrability) for KAV that means
we can expect the solution of diatomic FPUT to resolve, at least temporarily, into a sum of
sech? like solitary waves. But on time scales beyond this those approximation theorems tell
us nothing.

There are any number of possibilities for what happens afterwards. One possibility, which
we favor, is that there is a very slow “leak” of energy from the acoustic branch into the optical
branch that will eventually erode the solution into nothing but radiation. That is to say, we
conjecture the existence of metastable solutions which look for very long times like localized
solitary waves but eventually converge to zero. Another possibility is that there is a heretofore
unknown finite energy coherent structure with a more complicated temporal behavior to
which the solution converges—for instance something akin to the traveling breathers that
exist in modified KdV or a localized quasi-periodic solution. Yet another scenario is that
there are a discrete set of choices for ¢ where the ripple vanishes. These waves would then,
in a rough sense, quantize the possible behavior as t goes to infinity.

These questions are likely very difficult to settle. Note that the time scales are so long
that only very careful numerics performed on very large domains will shed any light. And
so, as we stated in the introduction, we feel our work here raises many interesting questions.
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