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Abstract

We extend the mathematical model proposed by Ottaviano-Tabuchi-
Thisse (2002) to a multi-regional case and investigate the stability of
the homogeneous stationary solution of the model in a one-dimensional
periodic space. When the number of regions is two and three, the ho-
mogeneous stationary solution is stable under sufficiently high trans-
port cost. On the other hand, when the number of regions is a multiple
of four, the homogeneous stationary solution is unstable under any val-
ues of the transport cost.

Keywords new economic geography · differential equations · racetrack
economy · self-organization · spatial patterns · number of cities
JEL classification: R12, R40, C68

1 Introduction

In considering spatial economy, how the spatial structure formed by eco-
nomic factors (such as labor and capital) emerges has been a major theoret-
ical concern. Mathematically, the occurrence of such emergence of spatial
structure corresponds to the instability of the homogeneous (which means
spatially uniform in the current context) stationary solution of a mathemat-
ical model in study. Therefore, it is significant to pay attention to unstable
solutions of the model. In our study, we work with a mathematical model
that has been developed in new economic geography (NEG).

In NEG, the core-periphery model by Krugman (1991) is one of the stan-
dard models in the field, and various applied studies have been conducted
based on this model. The core-periphery model is very important in that it
facilitates the treatment of spatial economic phenomena in a general equi-
librium framework, but on the other hand, it lacks some realistic factors
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such as price competition among firms and the transport costs that depend
on the volume of transportation (Zeng and Takatsuka (2016, Chapter 8)).
Ottaviano et al. (2002) have proposed a mathematical model that incorpo-
rates the above factors and is easy to handle analytically by introducing a
quasi-linear utility function of consumers. The approach of Ottaviano et al.
(2002) is considered to be a complementary approach to modeling that relies
on the CES function such as the core-periphery model (Fujita and Thisse
(2013, Section 9.1)). There are various theoretical studies based on models
that use the quasi-linear utility functions similar to Ottaviano et al. (2002)
(See for example Picard and Zeng (2005), Zeng (2006), Takatsuka and Zeng
(2013)). The properties of the quasi-linear utility function have also been
investigated in detail in the field of industrial organization (See, for example,
Singh and Vives (1984) and Amir et al. (2017)).

The model by Ottaviano et al. (2002) (let us call it OTT model in short)
assumes a two-region economy, and it shows that the symmetric equilibrium
is stable when the transport cost is sufficiently high, and becomes unstable
when the transport cost falls below a certain value. As is well known, this
property is common to the basic models in new economic geography, such
as the core-periphery model.

One would expect this property to hold in a multi-regional version of the
OTT model. In this paper, we show that this expectation is true up to three-
regional case, but is no longer true for four-regional case. More precisely,
when the small perturbations around a homogeneous stationary solution are
decomposed into the Fourier series, all effective eigenfunctions are stable for
sufficiently high transport cost if the number of regions is up to three. On
the other hand, when the number of regions reaches four, an eigenfunction
that are unstable for any values of the transport cost appears for the first
time. More generally, we show that such an always unstable eigenfunction
appears when the number of regions is a multiple of four. Meanwhile, it is
difficult to make a general statement when the number of regions is five or
more and not a multiple of four. At least, we can argue that the appearance
of the always unstable eigenfunction of five regional model depends on the
population of immobile workers.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 derives the model.
Section 3 discusses a homogeneous stationary solution and investigates the
stability of it. Section 4 concludes. Section 5 is an appendix.

2 Model equations

This section derives the mathematical model we handle. We first review the
use of the Dixit-Stiglitz framework (Dixit and Stiglitz, 1977) by Ottaviano et al.
(2002), and then apply it to modeling multi-regional spatial economy.
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2.1 Dixit-Stiglitz framework

As in Ottaviano et al. (2002), we assume the following utility function for
consumers.

U = α

∫ n

0
q(i)di − β − γ

2

∫ n

0
q(i)2di− γ

2

[
∫ n

0
q(i)di

]2

+ q0. (1)

Here, q(i) and q0 are the quantity of variety i ∈ [0, n] of the manufacturing
goods, and the quantity of the agricultural good which is numéraire, respec-
tively. All the parameters are positive; α > 0, β > 0, and γ > 0. Then,
α > 0 stands for the intensity of preference for the differentiated product.
It is assumed that β > γ, which means that the consumers prefer to con-
sume a greater variety of goods. Each consumer faces the following budget
constraint.

∫ n

0
p(i)q(i)di + q0 = Y + q0, (2)

where Y is the income of the consumer, and q0 is the initial endowment
of the agricultural good. Here, q0 is assumed to be sufficiently large for
the individual consumption of the agricultural good to be positive in mar-
ket equilibrium (Ottaviano et al. (2002, p.414)). Maximizing (1) under (2)
yields the optimal consumption of the variety i as

q(i) = a− bp(i) + c

∫ n

0
[p(j) − p(i)]dj. (3)

The indirect utility of the consumer is given by

V = S + Y + q0, (4)

where S stands for the consumer surplus given by

S =
a2n

2b
− a

∫ n

0
p(i)di+

b+ cn

2

∫ n

0
p(i)2di− c

2

[
∫ n

0
p(i)di

]2

. (5)

2.2 Spatial modeling

The economy consists of R ∈ N discretely countable regions. These regions
are represented by indices such as x, y or z ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · · , R− 1}. Let φx ≥ 0
and λx ≥ 0 denote the immobile and mobile workers’ population in region x,
respectively. Let the total amount of each population be Φ ≥ 0 and Λ ≥ 0,
i.e.,

R−1
∑

x=0

φx = Φ,
R−1
∑

x=0

λx = Λ.

Let us denote the price in region y of the variety produced in region x
by pxy, and the demand in region y for the variety produced in region x by
qxy. By (3), for any regions x and y, the demand qxy can be represented as

qxy = a− (b+ cn)pxy + cGy, (6)
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where Gy stands for price index in region y given by Gy =
∑R−1

z=0 nzpzy.
Here, ny denotes the number of manufacturing firms in region y and is
assumed to be equal to the number of the varieties of the manufacturing
goods in the region.

Let us consider the profit-maximizing behavior of the manufacturing
firms. Each firm is assumed to be engaged in the production of one variety
of manufacturing goods. Thus, there are n firms in the whole economy with
equal number of the varieties. The number of the firms in region x is denoted
by nx. The firm is supposed to pay a transport cost for each unit of product
sold. The transport cost of transporting a unit of product from region x to
y is denoted by τ |x − y|, where τ > 0 and |x − y| is the distance between
the two regions defined in some sense1. It is assumed that F units of mobile
workers are needed as the fixed input, so the number of the firms in region
x is expressed by

nx =
λx

F
. (7)

It follows immediately from (7) that

n =
Λ

F
. (8)

The nominal wage of the mobile workers in region x is denoted by wx. Then,
the profit earned by each firm in region x is given by

Πx =

R−1
∑

z=0

(pxz − τ |x− z|) qxz (φz + λz)− Fwx. (9)

Each firm in region x sets price of its product to maximize the profit (9),
assuming that the price index Gy in (6) is given. The first-order condition
of optimality is

∂

∂pxy
Πx = 0.

for y = 0, 1, · · · , R − 1. It yields

pxy =
qxy

b+ cn
+ τ |x− y|. (10)

for any regions x and y. Moreover substituting (6) into (10) and using (7)
and (8), we obtain

pxy =
a

2(b+ cn)
+

c

2(bF + cΛ)

R−1
∑

z=0

λzpzy +
τ

2
|x− y|. (11)

for any regions x and y.

1We explicitly define the distance function |x− y| in a more specific setting later.
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Let us derive an equation for the nominal wage. Under the free entry,
the profit Πx = 0 in any region x. That is,

R−1
∑

z=0

(pxz − τ |x− z|) qxz (φz + λz)− Fwx = 0

Therefore,

wx =
1

F

R−1
∑

z=0

(pxz − τ |x− z|) qxz (φz + λz) . (12)

holds in each region x. It follows from (11) that

[

pxy −
τ

2
|x− y|

]

2(b+ cn) = a+
c

F

R−1
∑

z=0

λzpzy. (13)

Combining (13) with (6) yields

qxy = (b+ cn) (pxy − τ |x− y|) . (14)

Then, substituting (14) into (12), we obtain

wx =
b+ cn

F

R−1
∑

z=0

(pxz − τ |x− z|)2 (φz + λz) . (15)

in each region x.
Let us define the real wage. By (4) and (5), the indirect utility of the

mobile workers in each region x denoted by Vx is given by

Vx =
a2n

2b
− a

R−1
∑

z=0

nzpzx +
b+ cn

2

R−1
∑

z=0

nzp
2
zx −

c

2

[

R−1
∑

z=0

nzpzx

]2

+ wx + q0.

Then, it is natural to define the real wage ωx of the mobile workers in each
region x by

ωx = wx − a

R−1
∑

z=0

nzpzx +
b+ cn

2

R−1
∑

z=0

nzp
2
zx −

c

2

[

R−1
∑

z=0

nzpzx

]2

. (16)

Similar to Fujita et al. (2001, Chapter 5), we adopt an ad-hoc dynamics
for the migration of the population. We define the average real wage as ω̃ =
(1/Λ)

∑R−1
z=0 ωzλz, and assume the ad-hoc dynamics in which the population

flows out of regions where the real wage is lower than the average, and flows
into regions where the real wage is higher than the average.
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With (7) and (8), summarizing the above equations of the prices (11), the
nominal wage (15), the real wage (16), and the ad-hoc population dynamics,
we obtain the following system:



































































































pxy =
a

2(b+ cn)
+

c

2(bF + cF )

R−1
∑

z=0

λzpzy +
τ

2
|x− y|,

wx(t) =
b+ cn

F

R−1
∑

z=0

(pxz(t)− τ |x− z|)2 (φz + λz(t)),

ωx(t) = wx(t)−
a

F

R−1
∑

z=0

λz(t)pzx(t)

+
b+ cn

2F

R−1
∑

z=0

λz(t)pzx(t)
2 − c

2F 2

[

R−1
∑

z=0

λz(t)pzx(t)

]2

,

dλx

dt
(t) = v

[

ωx(t)−
1

Λ

R−1
∑

z=0

ωz(t)λz(t)

]

λx(t).

(17)

for (x, y) ∈ [0, 1, · · · , R − 1] × [0, 1, · · · , R − 1] with an initial condition
λ(0) ∈ R

R, where t ∈ [0,∞) stands for the time variable. In the differential
equation above, v > 0 denotes the adjustment speed of the migration of the
population.

In the following, we consider the system (17) with the racetrack setting.
That is, R regions are equidistantly distributed on a unit circle C. For any
two regions x and y on C, the distance |x − y| is defined by the shorter
distance between them along C. In addition, we focus on the case that the
immobile population is homogeneous among regions, so

φx ≡ φ =
Φ

R
, x = 0, 1, · · · , R− 1

is assumed. We refer the model (17) with these settings as racetrack OTT
model in the following.

3 Stability analysis of the homogeneous stationary

solution

This section considers the homogeneous stationary solution of the racetrack
OTT model, and investigates its stability for the cases of R = 2, 3, and 4.

3.1 Homogeneous stationary solution

We begin with looking for a stationary solution of (17) under the homoge-
neous mobile population distribution,

λx ≡ λ =
Λ

R
, x = 0, 1, 2, · · · , R − 1. (18)
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Let us denote the prices at this state by pxy. Then, from (11)

pxy =
a

2(b+ cn)
+

cλ

2(bF + cΛ)

R−1
∑

z=0

pzy +
τ

2
|x− y|. (19)

Summing both sides of (19) for x yields

R−1
∑

z=0

pzy =
aRF

2bF + cΛ
+

(bF + cΛ)τ

2bF + cΛ

R−1
∑

z=0

|z − y|. (20)

Substituting (20) into (19), we obtain

pxy =
aF

2bF + cΛ
+

cλτ

2(2bF + cΛ)

R−1
∑

z=0

|z − y|+ τ

2
|x− y|

= Θ+
τ

2
|x− y|.

(21)

Here, Θ = Θ(τ) is given by

Θ(τ) = Θ +
cλτ

2(2bF + cΛ)

R−1
∑

z=0

|z − y|, (22)

where

Θ =
aF

2bF + cΛ
.

In this state, from (15), the nominal wages become

wx =
b+ cn

F

R−1
∑

z=0

(pxz − τ |x− z|)2
[

φ+ λ
]

=
b+ cn

F

R−1
∑

z=0

(

Θ− τ

2
|x− z|

)2
[

φ+ λ
]

This does not depend on the spatial variable, so it can be written as wx = w
in any region x. From (16), the real wages at this state become

ωx = w − aλ

F

R−1
∑

z=0

pzx +
(b+ cn)λ

2F

R−1
∑

z=0

p2zx −
cλ

2F 2

[

R−1
∑

z=0

pzx

]2

.

Therefore, ωx is also a constant ω in any region x. Thus, the ad-hoc dy-
namics of migration of the mobile population implies that the homogeneous
population λ gives a stationary solution of the racetrack OTT model.
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3.2 Linearized system

Add small perturbations ∆λx, ∆wx, ∆pxy, and ∆ωx to each of the homo-
geneous stationary states λ, w, pxy, and ω. In particular, note that

R−1
∑

x=0

∆λx ≡ 0.

since the population is conserved through time. Substituting λx = λ+∆λx,
wx = w+∆wx, pxy = pxy +∆pxy, and ωx = ω+∆ωx for any regions x and
y into (17), and neglecting second and higher order terms such as ∆λz∆pzx,
we obtain the linearized equations of (17). For example, linearized price
equation (11) is given by

∆pxy =
c

2bF + cΛ

R−1
∑

z=0

pzy∆λz.

As is evident from the right hand side above, ∆pxy does not depend on y,
so it can be written as

∆pxy = ∆py.

Linearizing the other equations in (17) by the similar manner, we obtain the
linearized system as the following:







































































































































∆px =
c

2bF + cΛ

R−1
∑

z=0

pzx∆λz,

∆wx =
b+ cn

F

R−1
∑

z=0

(pxz − τ |x− z|)2∆λz

+
2(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)

F

R−1
∑

z=0

(pxz − τ |x− z|)∆pz,

∆ωx = ∆wx −
a

F

R−1
∑

z=0

pzx∆λz +
b+ cn

2F

R−1
∑

z=0

p2zx∆λz

− cλ

F 2

[

R−1
∑

z=0

pzx

]

·
R−1
∑

z=0

pzx∆λz

− aΛ

F
∆px +

bΛ

FR

R−1
∑

z=0

pzx∆px

d∆λx

dt
(t) = vλ∆ωx.

(23)

We can easily confirm that

R−1
∑

x=0

∆px =

R−1
∑

x=0

∆wx =

R−1
∑

x=0

∆ωx ≡ 0. (24)
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3.3 Fourier analysis

Let{fx}R−1
x=0 be a sequence of data defined over R points equidistantly spaced

on a unit circle. The sequence {fx}R−1
x=0 can be represented by the Fourier

series

fx =

R−1
∑

k=0

f̂ke
i2πkx/R,

where fk is the k-th Fourier coefficient given by f̂k = (1/R)
∑R−1

x=0 fxe
−i2πxk/R,

k = 0, 1, · · · , R−1. (See Stein and Shakarchi (2011, p.223) or Vetterli et al.
(2014, pp.252-255) for details.). We express the small perturbations as the
Fourier series and substitute them into (23). In the following let {λ̂k}R−1

k=0 , {p̂k}
R−1
k=0 , {ŵk}R−1

k=0 ,

and {ω̂k}R−1
k=0 denote the Fourier coefficients of {∆λx}R−1

x=0 , {∆px}R−1
x=0 , {∆wx}R−1

x=0

and {∆ωx}R−1
x=0 , respectively. Let us see the price equation. The left hand

side of the first equation of (23) is expressed by

R−1
∑

k=0

p̂ke
i2πkx/R. (25)

On the other hand, the right hand side of the first equation of (23) becomes

c

2bF + cΛ

R−1
∑

z=0

pzx

R−1
∑

k=0

λ̂ke
i2πkz/R

=
c

2bF + cΛ

R−1
∑

k=0

λ̂k

R−1
∑

z=0

pzxe
i2πkz/R

=
c

2bF + cΛ

R−1
∑

k=0

λ̂k

R−x−1
∑

m=−x

pmei2πk(m+x)/R

=
c

2bF + cΛ

R−1
∑

k=0

λ̂k

{

R−1
∑

m=0

pmei2πkm/R

}

ei2πkx/R,

(26)

where pm is naturally defined from (21) as

pm = Θ+
τ

2
|m|.

Given that (25) and (26) are equal,

p̂k =
c

2bF + cΛ

{

R−1
∑

m=0

pmei2πkm/R

}

λ̂k, k = 1, 2, · · · , R− 1 (27)

holds. In the following, we do not consider k = 0, because

λ̂0 = p̂0 = ŵ0 = ω̂0 ≡ 0

9



due to (24).
By the same manner, expressing the second and the third equations of

(23) as the Fourier series, we have

ŵk =
b+ cn

F

{

R−1
∑

m=0

(pm − τ |m|)2 ei2πkm/R

}

λ̂k

+
2(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)

F

{

R−1
∑

m=0

(pm − τ |m|) ei2πkm/R

}

p̂k,

k = 1, · · · , R− 1,

(28)

and

ω̂k = ŵk −
a

F

[

R−1
∑

m=0

pmei2πkm/R

]

λ̂k +
b+ cn

2F

[

R−1
∑

m=0

p2mei2πkm/R

]

λ̂k

− cλ

F 2

[

R−1
∑

z=0

pzx

] [

R−1
∑

m=0

pmei2πkm/R

]

λ̂k

+

[

−aΛ

F
+

bΛ

FR

R−1
∑

z=0

pzx

]

p̂k, k = 1, · · · , R− 1,

(29)

respectively. By (27), (28), and (29), we see that

ω̂k = Ωkλ̂k, k = 1, 2, · · · , R − 1 (30)

hold, where Ωk ∈ R, k = 1, · · · , R − 1 are some constants.
By expressing the last differential equation of (23) as the Fourier series,

we obtain
d

dt
λ̂k = vλω̂k

= vλΩkλ̂k, (k = 1, 2, · · · , R − 1),

which mean that the stability of the constant steady-state solution is deter-
mined by the sign of Ωk, i.e., the k-th eigenfunction is unstable if Ωk > 0
and stable if Ωk < 0.

3.4 Stability and instability

We calculate Ωk, k = 1, 2, · · · , R − 1 specifically for each case of R = 2, 3,
and 4.

3.4.1 R = 2

Let us consider the two regional case.

10



x = 0

x = 1

Figure 1: Equidistantly distributed two regions

We obtain the following theorem. See Subsection 5.1 for the proof.

Theorem 1. When R = 2, the function Ω1 = Ω1(τ) satisfies Ω1 = 0 at
only two points τ = 0 and τ = τ (2) > 0. In the interval (0, τ (2)), Ω1 > 0
holds, and in the interval (τ (2),∞], Ω1 < 0 holds.

See the sketch2 in Fig. 2 for the shape of the function Ω1(τ).
This theorem shows that the homogeneous stationary solution (18) is

stable if the transport cost is sufficiently high, and unstable if the transport
cost is sufficiently low when R = 2.

Remark: The statement is essentially included in Ottaviano et al. (2002,
Proposition 1). Here, however, it is discussed using the Fourier analysis,
which can be easily extended to multi-regional cases.

τ

O

Ω1

τ (2)

Figure 2: Sketch of the graph of Ω1 when R = 2

3.4.2 R = 3

Let us consider the three regional case. We obtain the following theorem.

2The following figures 2, 4, 6, 7, and 8 show only qualitative forms of Ωks and do not

display the exact value.
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x = 0

x = 1 x = 2

Figure 3: Equidistantly distributed three regions

Theorem 2. When R = 3, the functions Ωk = Ωk(τ), k = 1, 2 satisfy
Ωk = 0 at only two points τ = 0 and τ = τ (3) > 0. In the interval (0, τ (3)),
Ωk > 0 hold, and in the interval (τ (3),∞], Ωk < 0 hold for k = 1, 2.

See the sketch in Fig. 2 for the shape of the functions Ωk(τ), k = 1, 2.

τ

O

Ω1,Ω2

τ (3)

Figure 4: Sketch of the graph of Ω1 and Ω2 when R = 3

This theorem, of course, shows that the homogeneous stationary solution
(18) is stable if the transport cost is sufficiently high, and unstable if the
transport cost is sufficiently low when R = 3.

3.4.3 R = 4

Let us consider the four regional case.

x = 0

x = 1 x = 2

x = 3

Figure 5: Equidistantly distributed four regions
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When R = 4, the homogeneous stationary solution (18) is always unsta-
ble for any value of the transport cost. To be more precise, the following
theorem holds. See Subsection 5.3 for the proof.

Theorem 3. When R = 4, the functions Ωk = Ωk(τ), k = 1, 3 satisfy Ωk =
0 at only two points τ = 0 and τ = τ (4) > 0. In the interval (0, τ (4)), Ωk > 0
hold, and in the interval (τ (4),∞], Ωk < 0 hold for k = 1, 3. Meanwhile,
the function Ω2 = Ω2(τ) satisfies Ω2 = 0 at only τ = 0, and Ω2 > 0 for all
τ ∈ (0,∞].

See the sketch in Fig. 6 for the shape of the functions Ωk(τ), k = 1, 2, 3.

τ

O

Ω1,Ω3

Ω2

τ (4)

Figure 6: Sketch of the graph of Ω1, Ω2, and Ω3 when R = 4

3.5 When R ≥ 5

Finally, we discuss the case where R ≥ 5. We cannot consider all R ∈ N,
but we obtain relatively simple results as follows, at least for the case where
R is a multiple of four and for the case where R = 5.

3.5.1 The case where R is a multiple of four

When R ≥ 5 but is a multiple of four, the stationary solution is always
unstable. To be more precise, Theorem 4 below holds. See Subsection 5.4
for the proof.

Theorem 4. When R = 4l, l = 1, 2, · · · , the function Ω2l = Ω2l(τ) satisfies
Ω2l = 0 at only τ = 0, and Ω2l > 0 for all τ ∈ (0,∞].

See Fig. 7 for the shape of the function Ω2l(τ).

Remark: Note that this theorem does not refer to eigenfunctions with
k 6= 2l.
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τ

O

Ω2l

Figure 7: Sketch of the graph of Ω2l when R = 4l

3.5.2 The case where R = 5

In the cases we deal with so far (R = 2, 3, and 4l, l = 1, 2, · · · ), the stability
of the homogeneous stationary solution does not depend on the parameter
φ. However, in the case R = 5, the appearance of the always unstable
eigenfunction becomes dependent on φ. Simply stated, small values of φ
result in the emergence of the always unstable eigenfunctions, while large
values of φ allow the homogeneous stationary solution to be stabilized by the
sufficiently high transport cost, as in the cases of R = 2, 3. See Subsection
5.5 for the proof.

Theorem 5. When R = 5, the functions Ωk(τ) satisfy Ωk = 0 at only two
points τ = 0 and τ = τ (5) > 0 for k = 1, 4. In the interval (0, τ (5)), Ωk > 0
hold, and in the interval (τ (5),∞], Ωk < 0 hold for k = 1, 4. On the other
hand, the behavior of the functions Ω2(= Ω3) depends on the value of φ ≥ 0
as the following.

When φ is sufficiently large

The functions Ωk(τ) satisfy Ωk = 0 at only two points τ = 0 and τ = τ (5∗) >
0 for k = 2, 3. In the interval (0, τ (5∗)), Ωk > 0 hold, and in the interval
(τ (5∗),∞], Ωk < 0 hold for k = 2, 3.

When φ is sufficiently small

The functions Ωk(τ) satisfy Ωk = 0 at only τ = 0, and Ωk > 0 for all
τ ∈ (0,∞] for k = 2, 3.

See Fig.8 for the shape of the functions Ωk(τ), k = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Remark

Note that the value of τ (5) varies with the value of φ although τ (5) in Fig.8(a)
and that in Fig.8(b) are depicted as if they were the same value.
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τ

O

Ω1,Ω4

Ω2,Ω3τ (5)

τ (5∗)

(a) Under large φ

τ

O

Ω1,Ω4

Ω2,Ω3

τ (5)

(b) Under small φ

Figure 8: Sketch of the graph of Ω1, Ω2, Ω3, and Ω4 when R = 5

4 Discussion and conclusion

We extend the model by Ottaviano et al. (2002) to a multi-regional economy
and investigate the stability of the homogeneous stationary solution. The
results show that up to three regions, the stationary solution is stable when
the transport cost is high and unstable when the cost is low, which is a
common property of the standard models of new economic geography such
as the core-periphery model. However, when the number of regions reaches
to a multiple of four, an eigenfunction which is unstable under any values of
the transport cost appears, and thus the homogeneous stationary solution
is no longer stable.

A hypothetical explanation of the mechanism by which the homogeneous
stationary solution is always unstable when the number of regions is a mul-
tiple of four, although it is difficult to state it intuitively, may be as follows.
Basically, each region is considered to be in competition with each other for
population. Regions located near larger regions would be likely to have their
population absorbed by the larger regions. On the other hand, regions that
are far enough away from large regions may likely to keep their population.
When the number of regions is a multiple of four, for every region, there is a
“sister region” so to speak, located exactly opposite to it on the racetrack.
Such sister regions have the least growth-inhibiting effect on each other due
to their greatest distance. Therefore, there would be a potential for destabi-
lization in the form of pairs of such sister regions growing without interfering
with each other3. Indeed, the fact that the frequency of the destabilizing
eigenfunction is 2l (l = 1, 2, 3, · · · ) when the number of regions is 4l seems
to support this.

3In this case, regions adjacent to the growing sister regions may reduce their population.
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When R = 4l, the calculation of eigenvalue for the 2l-th eigenfunction is
greatly simplified. Especially, the effect of the Fourier coefficient p̂2l being
zero as in (51) is particularly significant. In other cases of R 6= 4l, the
coefficient p̂k expressed by (27) is not become 0 in general, and thus the
expression for the k-th eigenvalue is so complex that it becomes more and
more difficult to determine its sign as the number of regions increases. If
there is some regular relationship between the number of regions and the
eigenvalues, it would be possible to explore the stability of the homogeneous
stationary solution for the general cases of R ≥ 6.

The result of this paper suggests the theoretical possibility that the
number of regions itself can be a cause of economic agglomeration. The
property that the homogeneous stationary solution is always unstable when
the number of regions is a multiple of four does not hold for the standard
multi-regional core-periphery model on the racetrack. In fact, Ikeda et al.
(2012) have shown in the context of bifurcation analysis that when the num-
ber of regions is even, the homogeneous stationary solution of the racetrack
core-periphery model is stable for a sufficiently high transport cost. Further-
more, our result suggests that the characteristics of the OTT model, when
compared to the standard core-periphery model, become more pronounced
when considering its multi-regional version. It also may provide a criterion
to consider when modeling a multi-regional spatial economy as to whether it
is more appropriate to rely on the core-periphery model or the OTT model
(depending, of course, on the spatial economy itself being modeled).

5 Appendix

5.1 Proof for Theorem 1

The distances between two evenly distributed regions are

|x− y| =
{

|0| = 0, if x = y,
|1| = π, if x 6= y.

(31)

for x, y ∈ {0, 1}. From (21) and (31), we see that







p0 = Θ+
τ

2
|0| = Θ,

p1 = Θ+
τ

2
|1| = Θ+

π

2
τ.

(32)
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We only have to discuss the effective frequency k = 1. From (27) and (32),
we have

p̂1 =
c

2bF + cΛ

{

1
∑

m=0

pmeiπm

}

λ̂1

=
c

2bF + cΛ
{p0 − p1} λ̂1

= − cπτ

2(2bF + cΛ)
λ̂1.

(33)

Since
1
∑

x=0

|x− y| = 0 + π = π,

we see from (22) that

Θ(τ) = Θ +
cλπ

2(2bF + cΛ)
τ. (34)

Then, from (28), (32), (33), and (34), we have

ŵ1 =

[

b+ cn

F

{

Θπτ +
cλπ2τ2

2(2bF + cΛ)
− π2τ2

4

}

−2(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)cπ2τ2

4F (2bF + cΛ)

]

λ̂1

(35)

By the same manner, from (29), (32), (33), and (34). we have

ω̂1 = ŵ1 +
aπτ

2F
λ̂1 −

b+ cn

2F

[

πΘτ +
cλπ2τ2

2(2bF + cΛ)
+

π2τ2

4

]

λ̂1

+
cλ

F 2

[

πΘτ +
cλπ2τ2

2(2bF + cΛ)
+

π2τ2

4

]

λ̂1

+

[

aΛcπτ

2F (2bF + cΛ)
− bΛ

2F

(

Θcπτ

2F (2bF + cΛ)

+
c2λπ2τ2

2(2bF + cΛ)2
+

cπ2τ2

4(2bF + cΛ)

)]

λ̂1

(36)

Combining (35) and (36), we get

Ω1 = A(2)τ2 +B(2)τ,
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where










































































A(2) =
b+ cn

F

(

cλπ2

2(2bF + cΛ)
− π2

4

)

− 2(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)

F
· c

2bF + cΛ
· π

2

4

− b+ cn

2F

(

cλπ2

2(2bF + cΛ)
+

π2

4

)

+
cλ

F 2

(

cλπ2

2(2bF + cΛ)
+

π2

4

)

−
[

bΛc2λπ2

4F (2bF + cΛ)2
+

bΛcπ2

8F (2bF + cΛ)

]

< 0,

B(2) =
b+ cn

F
πΘ+

aπ

2F
− b+ cn

2F
πΘ+

cλ

F 2
πΘ

+
aΛcπ

2F (2bF + cΛ)
− bΛΘcπ

2F (2bF + cΛ)
> 0.

We can show by careful calculation that A(2) < 0 and B(2) > 0. These facts
show that Ω1 is a quadratic function passing through the origin with respect
to τ ≥ 0, and that Ω1 < 0 for sufficiently large τ and Ω1 > 0 for sufficiently
small τ . In addition, there is only one τ > 0 for which Ω1 = 0.

5.2 Proof for Theorem 2

The distances between three evenly distributed regions are

|x− y| =























|0| = 0, if x = y,

|1| = 2π

3
, if x = y + 1 (mod 3),

|2| = 2π

3
, if x = y + 2 (mod 3).

(37)

for x, y ∈ {0, 1, 2}. From (21) and (37), we see that























p0 = Θ+
τ

2
|0| = Θ,

p1 = Θ+
τ

2
|1| = Θ+

π

3
τ,

p2 = Θ+
τ

2
|2| = Θ+

π

3
τ.

(38)

We only need to discuss two effective frequencies k = 1 and 2. From (27)
and (38), we have

p̂1 =
c

2bF + cΛ

{

2
∑

m=0

pmei2πm/3

}

λ̂1

=
c

2bF + cΛ

{

p0 + p1

(

ei
2π

3 + ei
4π

3

)}

λ̂1

= − cπτ

3(2bF + cΛ)
λ̂1.

(39)
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Similarly,

p̂2 = − cπτ

3(2bF + cΛ)
λ̂2. (40)

Since
2
∑

x=0

|x− y| = 0 +
2π

3
+

2π

3
=

4π

3
,

we see from (22) that

Θ(τ) = Θ +
cΛ2πτ

9(2bF + cΛ)
. (41)

Then, from (28), (38), (39), (40), and (41), we have






















































ŵ1 =

[

b+ cn

F

{

2π

3
Θτ +

cΛ4π2

27(2bF + cΛ)
τ2 − π2

9
τ2
}

−2(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)

F
· cπ2

9(2bF + cΛ)
τ2
]

λ̂1,

ŵ2 =

[

b+ cn

F

{

2π

3
Θτ +

cΛ4π2

27(2bF + cΛ)
τ2 − π2

9
τ2
}

−2(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)

F
· cπ2

9(2bF + cΛ)
τ2
]

λ̂2.

(42)

By the same manner, from (29), (38), (39), (40), and (41), we have


































































































































































ω̂1 = ŵ1 +
a

F

[πτ

3

]

λ̂1

− b+ cn

2F

[

2π

3

(

Θ+
cΛ2πτ

9(2bF + cΛ)

)

τ +
π2τ2

9

]

λ̂1

+
cλ

F 2

[

3

(

Θ+
cΛ2πτ

9(2bF + cΛ)

)

+
2π

3
τ

]

[πτ

3

]

λ̂1

+

[

aΛcπ

3F (2bF + cΛ)
τ − bΛ

3F

(

Θcπ

2bF + cΛ
τ

+
c2Λ2π2τ2

9(2bF + cΛ)2
+

2π2cτ2

9(2bF + cΛ)

)]

λ̂1,

ω̂2 = ŵ2 +
a

F

[πτ

3

]

λ̂2

− b+ cn

2F

[

2π

3

(

Θ+
cΛ2πτ

9(2bF + cΛ)

)

τ +
π2τ2

9

]

λ̂2

+
cλ

F 2

[

3

(

Θ+
cΛ2πτ

9(2bF + cΛ)

)

+
2π

3
τ

]

[πτ

3

]

λ̂2

+

[

aΛcπ

3F (2bF + cΛ)
τ − bΛ

3F

(

Θcπ

2bF + cΛ
τ

+
c2Λ2π2τ2

9(2bF + cΛ)2
+

2π2cτ2

9(2bF + cΛ)

)]

λ̂2.

(43)
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Combining (42) and (43), we get

Ω1 = Ω2 = A(3)τ2 +B(3)τ,

where










































































































A(3) =
b+ cn

F
· cΛ4π2

27(2bF + cΛ)
− b+ cn

F
· π

2

9
− 2(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)

F
· cπ2

9(2bF + cΛ)

− b+ cn

2F
· cΛ4π2

9(2bF + cΛ)
− b+ cn

2F
· π

2

9

+
cλ

F 2
· cΛ2π2

9(2bF + cΛ)
+

cλ

F 2
· 2π

2

9

− bΛ

F

(

c2Λ2π2

9(2bF + cΛ)2
+

2π2c

9(2bF + cΛ)

)

< 0,

B(3) =
b+ cn

F
· 2π
3
Θ

− b+ cn

2F

2π

3
Θ +

cλ

F 2
πΘ

+
aΛcπ

3F (2bF + cΛ)
− bΛ

3F

Θcπ

2bF + cΛ
> 0.

We can show by careful calculation that A(3) < 0 and B(3) > 0. These
facts show that Ω1(= Ω2) is a quadratic function passing through the origin
with respect to τ ≥ 0, and that Ω1(= Ω2) < 0 for sufficiently large τ and
Ω1(= Ω2) > 0 for sufficiently small τ . In addition, there is only one τ > 0
for which Ω1(= Ω2) = 0.

5.3 Proof for Theorem 3

The distances between four evenly distributed regions are

|x− y| =































|0| = 0, if x = y,

|1| = π

2
, if x = y + 1 (mod 4),

|2| = π, if x = y + 2 (mod 4),

|3| = π

2
, if x = y + 3 (mod 4)

(44)

for x, y ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. From (21) and (44), we see that






































p0 = Θ+
τ

2
|0| = Θ,

p1 = Θ+
τ

2
|1| = Θ+

π

4
τ,

p2 = Θ+
τ

2
|2| = Θ+

π

2
τ,

p3 = Θ+
τ

2
|3| = Θ+

π

4
τ.

(45)
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We only need to discuss three effective frequencies k = 1, 2, and 3. From
(27) and (45), we have



















p̂1 = − c

2bF + cΛ

(πτ

2

)

λ̂1,

p̂2 = 0,

p̂3 = − c

2bF + cΛ

(πτ

2

)

λ̂3.

(46)

Since
3
∑

x=0

|x− y| = 0 +
π

2
+ π +

π

2
= 2π,

we see from (22) that

Θ(τ) = Θ +
cλπ

2bF + cΛ
· τ. (47)

Then, from (28), (45), (46), and (47), we have
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


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







































ŵ1 =

[

b+ cn

F

{

πΘτ +
cλπ2

2bF + cΛ
· τ2 − π2

4
τ2
}

−2(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)cπ2

4F (2bF + cΛ)
· τ2
]

λ̂1,

ŵ2 =
b+ cn

F

{

π2τ2

8

}

λ̂2,

ŵ3 =

[

b+ cn

F

{

πΘτ +
cλπ2

2bF + cΛ
· τ2 − π2

4
τ2
}

−2(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)cπ2

4F (2bF + cΛ)
· τ2
]

λ̂3.

(48)
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By the same manner, from (29), (45), (46), and (47), we have
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



















ω̂1 = ŵ1 +
aπ

2F
τλ̂1 −

b+ cn

2F

[

πΘτ +
cλπ2

2bF + cΛ
τ2 +

π2τ2

4

]

λ̂1

+
cλ

F 2

(

2πΘτ +
2cλπ2

2bF + cΛ
τ2 +

π2τ2

2

)

λ̂1

+

[

aΛ

F
· cπτ

2(2bF + cΛ)
− bΛ

F
Θ

cπτ

2(2bF + cΛ)

−bΛ

F
· c2λπ2τ2

2(2bF + cΛ)2
− bΛ

4F
· cπ2τ2

2(2bF + cΛ)

]

λ̂1,

ω̂2 = ŵ2 +
b+ cn

2F
· π

2τ2

8
· λ̂2,

ω̂3 = ŵ3 +
aπ

2F
τλ̂3 −

b+ cn

2F

[

πΘτ +
cλπ2

2bF + cΛ
τ2 +

π2τ2

4

]

λ̂3

+
cλ

F 2

(

2πΘτ +
2cλπ2

2bF + cΛ
τ2 +

π2τ2

2

)

λ̂3

+

[

aΛ

F
· cπτ

2(2bF + cΛ)
− bΛ

F
Θ

cπτ

2(2bF + cΛ)

−bΛ

F
· c2λπ2τ2

2(2bF + cΛ)2
− bΛ

4F
· cπ2τ2

2(2bF + cΛ)

]

λ̂3.

(49)

Combining (48) and (49), we get

Ω1(= Ω3) = A(4)τ2 +B(4)τ,

Ω2 = C(4)τ2,

where



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

A(4) =
b+ cn

F

(

cλπ2

2bF + cΛ
− π2

4

)

− 2(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)cπ2

4F (2bF + cΛ)

− b+ cn

2F

(

cλπ2

2bF + cΛ
+

π2

4

)

+
cλ

F 2

(

2cλπ2

2bF + cΛ
+

π2

2

)

− bΛ

F

c2λπ2

2(2bF + cΛ)2
− bΛ

4F

cπ2

2(2bF + cΛ)
< 0,

B(4) =
b+ cn

F
πΘ+

aπ

2F
− b+ cn

2F
πΘ+

cλ

F 2
2Θπ

+
aΛ

F
· cπ

2(2bF + cΛ)
− bΛ

F
Θ

cπ

2(2bF + cΛ)
> 0,

C(4) =
(b+ cn)π2

8F
+

b+ cn

2F
· π

2

8
> 0.
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We can show by careful calculation that A(4) < 0, B(4) > 0, and C(4) > 0.
These facts show that Ω1(= Ω3) is a quadratic function passing through the
origin with respect to τ ≥ 0, and that Ω1(= Ω3) < 0 for sufficiently large
τ and Ω1(= Ω3) > 0 for sufficiently small τ . In addition, there is only one
τ > 0 for which Ω1(= Ω3) = 0. The crucial difference from the case of R = 2
and 3 is that here Ω2 is positive for all τ > 0.

5.4 Proof for Theorem 4

The distances between R(= 4l) evenly distributed regions are

|x− y| =



















































|0| = 0, if x = y,

|1| = 2π

4l
, if x = y + 1 (mod 4l),

|2| = 2π

4l
× 2, if x = y + 2 (mod 4l),

...

|m| = 2π

4l
×m, if x = y +m (mod 4l)

(50)

for x, y ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · · , 4l}.
For k = 2l, the term

∑

m pmei2πkm/R in (27) becomes

R−1
∑

m=0

pmeiπm = p0e
0 + p1e

iπ + p2e
i2π + p3e

i3π + · · ·+ p2le
i2lπ + · · ·+ p4l−1e

i(4l−1)π

= p0 − p1 + p2 − p3 + · · ·+ p2l − · · · − p4l−1

= p0 − 2p1 + 2p2 − 2p3 + · · · − 2p2l−1 + p2l

= −2 (|1|+ |3|+ |5|+ · · ·+ |2l − 1|)
+ 2 (|2|+ |4|+ · · ·+ |2l − 2|) + |2l|

= −2 · 2π
4l

(1 + 3 + 5 + · · · + (2l − 1))

+ 2 · 2π
4l

(2 + 4 + · · ·+ (2l − 2)) +
2π

4l
· 2l

= −π

l
· l2 + π

l
· l(l − 1) + π

= 0.

Here we use the fact that 1+3+· · ·+2l−1 = l2 and 2+4+· · ·+2l−2 = l(l−1).
Therefore, we have

p̂2l =
c

2bF + cΛ

R−1
∑

m=0

pmeiπm

= 0.

(51)
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For k = 2l, the term
∑R−1

m=0(pm − τ |m|)2ei2πk/R in (28) becomes

R−1
∑

m=0

(pm − τ |m|)2eiπm =

R−1
∑

m=0

(

Θ− τ

2
|m|
)2

eiπm

=
τ2π2

8l

Here we use the fact that 12+32+· · ·+(2l−1)2 = 2
3 l(l+1)(2l+1)−2l(l+1)+l

and 22 + 42 + · · · (2l − 2)2 = 2
3 l(l + 1)(2l + 1)− 4l2. Therefore, we have

ŵ2l =
b+ cn

F

{

R−1
∑

m=0

(pm − τ |m|)2eiπm
}

λ̂2l

=
b+ cn

F
· τ

2π2

8l
λ̂2l.

(52)

Finally, for k = 2l the term
∑

m p2mei2πkm/R in (29) becomes

R−1
∑

m=0

p2meiπm =

R−1
∑

m=0

(

Θ+
τ

2
|m|
)2

eiπm

=

R−1
∑

m=0

(

Θ2 + τΘ|m|+ τ2

4
|m|2

)

eiπm

=
τ2π2

8l
.

by the same calculation as before. Therefore, from (29) with (51) and (52),
we have

ω̂2l =
τ2π2

8l
· 3(b+ cn)

2F
λ̂2l.

This shows that Ω2l(τ) =
τ2π2

8l · 3(b+cn)
2F > 0 for all τ > 0.

5.5 Proof for Theorem 5

The distances between five evenly distributed regions are

|x− y| =


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















































|0| = 0, if x = y,

|1| = 2π

5
, if x = y + 1 (mod 5),

|2| = 4π

5
, if x = y + 2 (mod 5),

|3| = 4π

5
, if x = y + 3 (mod 5),

|4| = 2π

5
, if x = y + 4 (mod 5),

(53)
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for x, y ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}. From (21) and (53) we see that







































p1 = Θ+
τ

2
|1| = Θ+

τπ

5

p2 = Θ+
τ

2
|2| = Θ+

2τπ

5

p3 = Θ+
τ

2
|3| = Θ+

2τπ

5
= p2

p4 = Θ+
τ

2
|4| = Θ+

τπ

5
= p1.

(54)

We only need to discuss four effective frequencies k = 1, 2, 3, and 4. From
(27) and (54), we have








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




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










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
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

p̂1 = − c(3 +
√
5)

10(2bF + cΛ)
τπλ̂1,

p̂2 = − c(3−
√
5)

10(2bF + cΛ)
τπλ̂2,

p̂3 = − c(3−
√
5)

10(2bF + cΛ)
τπλ̂3,

p̂4 = − c(3 +
√
5)

10(2bF + cΛ)
τπλ̂4.

(55)

Since
4
∑

x=0

|x− y| = 0 +
2π

5
+

4π

5
+

4π

5
+

2π

5
=

12π

5
,

we see from (22) that

Θ(τ) = Θ +
6cλτπ

5(2bF + cΛ)
. (56)
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Then, from (28), (54), (55), (56), we have
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

ŵ1 =
b+ cn

F

{

(3 +
√
5)Θ

5
τπ

+

[

6(3 +
√
5)cλ

25(2bF + cΛ)
− 5 + 3

√
5

50

]

τ2π2

}

λ̂1

+
(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)(3 +

√
5)2c

50F (2bF + cΛ)
τ2π2λ̂1,

ŵ2 =
b+ cn

F

{

3−
√
5

5
Θτπ

+

[

6(3−
√
5)cλ

25(2bF + cΛ)
− 5− 3

√
5

50

]

τ2π2

}

λ̂2

− c(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)(3−
√
5)2

50F (2bF + cΛ)
τ2π2λ̂2

ŵ3 =
b+ cn

F

{

3−
√
5

5
Θτπ

+

[

6(3−
√
5)cλ

25(2bF + cΛ)
− 5− 3

√
5

50

]

τ2π2

}

λ̂3

− c(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)(3−
√
5)2

50F (2bF + cΛ)
τ2π2λ̂3

ŵ4 =
b+ cn

F

{

(3 +
√
5)Θ

5
τπ

+

[

6(3 +
√
5)cλ

25(2bF + cΛ)
− 5 + 3

√
5

50

]

τ2π2

}

λ̂1

+
(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)(3 +

√
5)2c

50F (2bF + cΛ)
τ2π2λ̂4.

(57)
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By the same manner, from (29), (54), (55), (56), we have
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


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
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



ω̂1 = ŵ1 −
a

F

[

−3−
√
5

10
τπ

]

λ̂1

+
b+ cn

2F

[

−3 +
√
5

5
Θτπ −

(

6(3 +
√
5)cλ

25(2bF + cΛ)
+

5 + 3
√
5

50

)

τ2π2

]

λ̂1

− cλ

F 2

[

5Θ +

(

6cλ

2bF + cΛ
+

6

5

)

τπ

]

· −3−
√
5

10
τπλ̂1

+

[

−aΛ

F
+

bΛ

5F

{

5Θ +

(

6cλ

2bF + cΛ
+

6

5

)

τπ

}]

· −c(3 +
√
5)

10(2bF + cΛ)
τπλ̂1,

ω̂2 = ŵ2 −
a

F

[

−3 +
√
5

10
τπ

]

λ̂2

+
b+ cn

2F

[

−3 +
√
5

5

(

Θ+
6cλτπ

5(2bF + cΛ)

)

τπ +
−5 + 3

√
5

50
τ2π2

]

λ̂2

− cλ

F 2

[

5Θ +

(

6cλ

2bF + cΛ
+

6

5

)

τπ

]

[

−3 +
√
5

10
τπ

]

λ̂2

+

[

−aΛ

F
+

bΛ

5F

{

5Θ +

(

6cλ

2bF + cΛ
+

6

5

)

τπ

}]

· c(−3 +
√
5)

10(2bF + cΛ)
τπλ̂2,

ω̂3 = ŵ3 −
a

F

[

−3 +
√
5

10
τπ

]

λ̂3

+
b+ cn

2F

[

−3 +
√
5

5

(

Θ+
6cλτπ

5(2bF + cΛ)

)

τπ +
−5 + 3

√
5

50
τ2π2

]

λ̂3

− cλ

F 2

[

5Θ +

(

6cλ

2bF + cΛ
+

6

5

)

τπ

]

[

−3 +
√
5

10
τπ

]

λ̂3

+

[

−aΛ

F
+

bΛ

5F

{

5Θ +

(

6cλ

2bF + cΛ
+

6

5

)

τπ

}]

· c(−3 +
√
5)

10(2bF + cΛ)
τπλ̂3,

ω̂4 = ŵ4 −
a

F

[

−3−
√
5

10
τπ

]

λ̂4

+
b+ cn

2F

[

−3 +
√
5

5
Θτπ −

(

6(3 +
√
5)cλ

25(2bF + cΛ)
+

5 + 3
√
5

50

)

τ2π2

]

λ̂4

− cλ

F 2

[

5Θ +

(

6cλ

2bF + cΛ
+

6

5

)

τπ

]

· −3−
√
5

10
τπλ̂4

+

[

−aΛ

F
+

bΛ

5F

{

5Θ +

(

6cλ

2bF + cΛ
+

6

5

)

τπ

}]

· −c(3 +
√
5)

10(2bF + cΛ)
τπλ̂4.

(58)
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Combining (57) and (58), we get

Ω1(= Ω4) = A(5)τ2 +B(5)τ,

Ω2(= Ω3) = C(5)τ2 +D(5)τ,

where
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A(5) =
b+ cn

F

[

6(3 +
√
5)cλ

25(2bF + cΛ)
− 5 + 3

√
5

50

]

π2

− c(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)(3 +
√
5)2

50F (2bF + cΛ)
π2

− b+ cn

2F

(

6(3 +
√
5)cλ

25(2bF + cΛ)
+

5 + 3
√
5

50

)

π2

+
cλ

F 2
· 12(cΛ + bF )

5(2bF + cΛ)
· 3 +

√
5

10
π2

− bΛ

5F
· 12(cΛ + bF )

5(2bF + cΛ)
· c(3 +

√
5)

10(2bF + cΛ)
π2,

B(5) =
(b+ cn)(3 +

√
5)Θ

5F
π +

a(3 +
√
5)

10F
π

− (b+ cn)(3 +
√
5)Θ

10F
π +

cλ5(3 +
√
5)Θ

10F 2
π

+
acΛ(3 +

√
5)

10F (2bF + cΛ)
π − bcΛ(3 +

√
5)Θ

10F (2bF + cΛ)
π,

C(5) =
b+ cn

F

[

6(3 −
√
5)cλ

25(2bF + cΛ)
− 5− 3

√
5

50

]

π2

− c(φ+ λ)(b+ cn)(3−
√
5)2

50F (2bF + cΛ)
π2

− b+ cn

2F

(

6(3 −
√
5)cλ

25(2bF + cΛ)
− 5− 3

√
5

50

)

π2

+
cλ

F 2
· 12(cΛ + bF )

5(2bF + cΛ)
· 3−

√
5

10
π2

− bΛ

5F
· 12(cΛ + bF )

5(2bF + cΛ)
· c(3 −

√
5)

10(2bF + cΛ)
π2,

D(5) =
(b+ cn)(3 −

√
5)Θ

5F
π +

a(3−
√
5)

10F
π

− (b+ cn)(3 −
√
5)Θ

10F
π +

cΛ(3 +
√
5)Θ

10F 2
π

+
acΛ(3 −

√
5)

10F (2bF + cΛ)
π − bcΛ(3 −

√
5)Θ

10F (2bF + cΛ)
π.

(59)
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We can show careful calculation that A(5) < 0 and B(5) > 0. These
facts show that Ω1(= Ω4) is an upwardly convex quadratic function passing
through τ = 0 and τ (5) > 0.

We can show that D(5) > 0 as well. However, for C(5), we see that its
sign depends critically on the parameter φ. In fact, when φ = 0, we can
show by careful calculation that C(5) > 0. Thus, in this case, we see that
the function Ω2(= Ω3) goes through the origin and Ω2(= Ω3) > 0 for all
τ > 0. On the other hand, if the value of φ is sufficiently large, it is clear
that C(5) < 0 by the the third term on the right-hand side of C(5) in (59).
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