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Abstract

This paper investigates interface modes in a square lattice of photonic crystal com-
posed of gyromagnetic particles with C4v point group symmetry. The study shows that
Dirac or linear degenerate points cannot occur at the three high symmetry points in the
Brillouin zone where two Bloch bands touch. Instead, a touch point at the M-point has
a quadratic degeneracy in the generic case. It is further proved that when a magnetic
field is applied to the two sides of an interface in opposite directions, two interface modes
that are supported along that interface can be bifurcated from the quadratic degenerate
point. The results provide a mathematical foundation for the first experiment realization
of the integer quantum Hall effect in the context of photonics.

Key words: Integer quantum Hall effect, square lattice of photonic crystals, interface
modes, quadartic degenerate point, topological photonics

1 Introduction

1.1 Background

Topological photonics and phononics are rapidly growing fields that apply the principles of
topological phases of matter, originally discovered in solid-state physics for electronic systems,
to the context of optics and phononics. The study of topological phases of matter in condensed-
matter systems began with the discovery of the integer quantum Hall effect (IQHE) in 1980
[35, 54]. Thouless et al. discovered in 1982 that the integer in the quantized Hall conductance
is related to a topological invariant of the system, the Chern number, which is determined
by the Bloch eigenfunctions over the Brillouin zone [52]. The analog of IQHE in photonics
was first proposed by Haldane and Raghu in their seminal work in 2008 [24], while the first
experimental realization was made one year later by Wang et al. [55]. Since then, there have
been great activities in the study of a variety of photonic and phononic systems realizing
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band structures with nontrivial topological invariants, leading to the emerging research field
of topological photonics and phononics [42, 34].

An important feature of topological insulators or topological phases is the existence of
gapless edge/interface modes that are spatially localized at the boundary of the bulk insulator
or the interface separating it with another bulk insulator that has different topological phases.
This is known as the bulk-edge/interface correspondence [28, 27, 26, 45]. A rigorous justifica-
tion of the bulk-edge/interface correspondence is one of the most interesting and challenging
mathematical problems in the study of topological materials. In 1993, Hatsugai established
the first proof for the Harper model via transfer matrix and Riemann sheets [27, 26]. Since
then, much progress has been made for discrete models in electronic systems by the K-theory
approach [30, 15, 7, 9, 36] and functional analysis approach [16, 23, 22, 5], etc. Unlike dis-
crete models, there has been relatively little progress made in continuous models where partial
differential equations are involved. Most research in continuous models focuses on electronic
systems [32, 50, 13, 12, 31, 8, 14], and few are concerned with the photonic/phononic systems
[51]. With rapid experiment developments, an applicable mathematical theory for photonic
systems that illustrates the relation between the existence of interface modes and topological
phases of bulk materials is highly desirable.

As a special case of the bulk-interface correspondence, the existence of interface modes can
be proved using the idea of bifurcation of Dirac points. A Dirac point is a special degenerate
point in the spectral bands of a periodic operator where the dispersion curves or surfaces
of two bands intersect in a linear or conic manner [2, 20, 41, 6, 1, 4]. Dirac points occur
in photonic graphene, electronic systems, and photonic/phononic systems with a honeycomb
structure. Generally, a topological phase transition occurs near a Dirac point, and an in-
gap eigenvalue can be generated by applying proper perturbations to the periodic operator.
The bifurcation of eigenvalues from Dirac points was rigorously analyzed for one-dimensional
Schrodinger operators [18], two-dimensional Schrodinger operators [19], and two-dimensional
elliptic operators with smooth coefficients [39], all using domain wall models. It is worth
mentioning that the original proposal of Raghu and Haldane on IQHE in photonics can be
interpreted as a result of the bifurcation of Dirac points. The need for a Dirac point led them
to focus on TE modes in a triangular lattice of gyroelectric particles. However, such a proposal
was not adopted in the experiment [55], since the gyroelectric effect that can break the time-
reversal symmetry in realistic materials is too weak, resulting in a too-small band gap that
is not robust against disorder. Instead, a 2D square lattice of gyromagnetic particles whose
band diagram contains a quadratic degenerate M-point was used. We note that a quadratic
degenerate point cannot be treated as in the linear case of Dirac points; see [10] for discussion
on those two types of degenerate points. This suggests the need for a new framework to study
the interface modes that bifurcate from the quadratic degenerate points, as is established in
this paper.

This paper aims to develop a mathematical theory to explain the first experiment realiza-
tion of IQHE in the context of photonics [55]. To be precise, we prove rigorously the existence
of interface modes when an appropriate perturbation is applied to a 2D square lattice of gyro-
magnetic particles. The major contribution of this paper is the development of a mathematical
framework to reveal the mechanism of creating interface modes from a quadratic degenerate
point. Our analysis shows that a topological phase transition occurs at the degenerate point.
This phase transition is characterized by the change of parity of the Bloch eigenfunctions if one
switches the direction of the magnetic field applied to the system. Consequently, we prove that
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such a topological phase transition leads to the emergence of interface modes that bifurcate
from the degenerate point. We note that in the original paper [55], the argument to support
the existence of the interface mode is based on Hatsugai’s relation between edge states and
Chern numbers and an interesting relationship that allows to map the photon states in gyro-
magnetic crystals to electron wave functions in a family of quantum Hall systems. However,
it is worth noting that Hatsugai’s relation was derived using a lattice tight-binding model. It
remains unclear whether the continuous photonics system can be reduced to such a model due
to the long-range interactions in electromagnetic waves. We also point out that the Chern
number argument provides little information for structures with the time-reversal symmetry
it is trivial in that case. In contrast, the method developed in this paper can be applied to
systems with time-reversal symmetry and be used to study the existence of interface modes,
as is done in [46, 40].

1.2 Model description and main results

We start with the following periodic elliptic operator in L2(R2)

LA : D(LA) ⊂ L2(R2) → L2(R2), u 7→ −div(A∇)u, (1.1)

where
D(LA) = {u ∈ H1(R2) : −div(A∇)u ∈ L2(R2)},

and the coefficient matrix A = A(x) satisfies the following assumption.

Assumption 1.1. A(x) = (1+ a(x)) · I2×2, where a(x) = c ·∑n1,n2∈Z χDn1,n2
(x). Here c > 0

is a positive constant, χ is the indicator function and Dn1,n2 := D+n1e1+n2e2 are inclusions.
We assume that D ⊂ (0, 1)× (0, 1) is simply connected and the structure is symmetric under
the C4v point group of the square lattice in the sense that

x ∈ ∪n1,n2∈ZDn1,n2 =⇒ Rx,M2x ∈ ∪n1,n2∈ZDn1,n2,

where R =

(

0 −1
1 0

)

(π/2−rotation about the origin) and M2 =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

(reflection about

the x1−axis).

The operator LA models the propagation of time-harmonic TE polarized electromagnetic waves
in a 2D square lattice of gyromagnetic particles without applied magnetic field (see Figure 1
where the inclusions are disks, as in the original setting of [55]). It can be equivalently defined
through the following sesquilinear form on L2(R2)

a
A(u, v) =

∫

R3

(

A(x)∇u(x)
)

· ∇v(x)dx, u, v ∈ H1(R2) ⊂ L2(R2). (1.2)

Assumption 1.1 implies that LA is invariant under translation, rotation and reflection in the
sense that

LATiu = TiLAu, LARu = RLAu, LAM2u = M2LAu, u ∈ D(LA), (1.3)

where

(Tiu)(x) := u(x+ ei) (i = 1, 2), (Ru)(x) := u(Rx), (M2u)(x) := u(M2x).
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Figure 1: Left: structure of the problem in the case the inclusions are taken as disks. Right:
illustration of the unit cell.

The spectral theory of periodic operators tells that

σ(LA) =
⋃

κ∈Y ∗

σ(LA(κ)),

where Y∗ := [0, 2π]2 denotes the Brillouin zone of the square lattice, LA(κ) is the restriction
of LA on the space

L2
κ
(R2) := {u ∈ L2

loc(R
2) : u(x+ n1e1 + n2e2) = ei(n1κ1+n2κ2)u(x)}.

The following identities hold for all κ, which describe the symmetry in momentum space

LA(κ+ n1 · 2πe1 + n2 · 2πe2) = LA(κ), n1, n2 ∈ Z, (1.4)

RLA(κ)R−1 = LA(R−1
κ), (1.5)

M2LA(κ)M−1
2 = LA(M2κ). (1.6)

Let {λn(κ), un(x;κ)}n≥1 be the Floquet-Bloch eigenpair of LA(κ). It’s known that λn(κ) and
un(x;κ)}n≥1 are piecewisely smooth on κ ∈ Y ∗ [37]. The possible singular points appear as
the degenerate points in the spectrum σ(LA(κ)). The most common degenerate points are
the linear ones which are referred to as Dirac points defined below.

Definition 1.2 (Linear degenerate point or Dirac point in square lattice). A point (κ∗, λ∗) ∈
Y ∗ ×R is defined as a Dirac point if there exist n∗ ∈ Z such that

(1)λn∗
(κ∗) = λn∗+1(κ∗) = λ∗;

(2)λn∗
(κ) 6= λ∗, λn∗+1(κ) 6= λ∗ for any κ ∈ Y ∗\{κ∗}, and λn(κ) 6= λ∗ for any n /∈

{n∗, n∗ + 1} and κ ∈ Y ∗ (spectral no-fold condition);
(3)For |κ− κ∗| ≪ 1, there exists α∗ > 0 such that

λn∗
(κ)− λn∗

(κ∗) = −α∗|κ− κ∗|+O(|κ− κ∗|2),
λn∗+1(κ)− λn∗

(κ∗) = α∗|κ− κ∗|+O(|κ− κ∗|2).
(1.7)

The band structure with a Dirac point is shown in Figure 2(a) (plotted along the slice
κ(κ1) = κ∗−e1+κ1e1). Dirac points usually appear in triangular lattices structures [25, 6, 19].
In contrast, we prove the following theorem on the nonexistence of linear degenerate points in
the square lattices on the three high symmetry points in Y∗, i.e. κ

(1) := (0, 0), κ(2) := (π, π)
and κ

(3) := (0, π), see Section 2. We note that κ
(2) is also called the M-point. Those high

symmetry points arise naturally as they are the only fixed points of the symmetry operation
in momentum space (see (1.4)-(1.6)).
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Figure 2: (a) Band structure supposed in Definition 1.2. A Dirac point exists between the
first and second bands; (b) Band structure supposed in Assumption 1.4. The first and second
bands touch at κ(2) quadratically; (c) Band structure of the parity-broken crystal (described
by (1.10)). The perturbation lifts the quadratic degeneracy and opens a band gap.

Theorem 1.3. The linear degenerate points can’t appear at κ(i) (i = 1, 2, 3).

As shown in the proof of Theorem 1.3, when two bands touch at κ
(i) (i = 1, 2, 3), the

symmetry of the degenerate Bloch modes can be classified by the representation of C4v point
group. In physics literature, the degenerate point is called accidental when the two degenerate
Bloch modes belong to two copies of one-dimensional representations of C4v (a perturbation
can lift the degeneracy without breaking the C4v-symmetry). On the opposite, the degenerate
point is called generic when the two degenerate Bloch modes belong to the two-dimensional
representation of C4v (in that case, a symmetry-preserving perturbation cannot lift the degen-
eracy). Following Theorem 1.3, we focus on the case where the first and second bands touch
at κ = κ

(2) quadratically and in a generic way.

Assumption 1.4 (Generic quadratic degenerate point at κ(2)). We assume that
(1)λ1(κ

(2)) = λ2(κ
(2)) = λ∗;

(2)λ1(κ) 6= λ∗, λ2(κ) 6= λ∗ for any κ ∈ Y ∗\{κ(2)}, and λn(κ) 6= λ∗ for any n ≥ 3 and
κ ∈ Y ∗;

(3)For |κ− κ
(2)| ≪ 1, there exist a positive definite matrix H∗ such that

λ1(κ)− λ1(κ
(2)) = −1

2
(κ− κ

(2))TH∗(κ− κ
(2)) +O(|κ− κ

(2)|3),

λ2(κ)− λ2(κ
(2)) =

1

2
(κ− κ

(2))TH∗(κ− κ
(2)) +O(|κ− κ

(2)|3).
(1.8)

(4) The Bloch eigenfunctions at κ = κ
(2) are partners of the 2D irreducible representation

of C4v in the sense that (see also (2.5))

u1(Rx;κ(2)) = i · u2(x;κ
(2)), u1(M2x;κ

(2)) = u1(x;κ
(2)),

u2(Rx;κ(2)) = i · u1(x;κ
(2)), u2(M2x;κ

(2)) = −u2(x;κ
(2)).

(1.9)

A picture of the quadratic degenerate point is shown in Figure 2(b). Now we consider the
following perturbed operator

LA+δ·B : D(LA+δ·B) ⊂ L2(R2) → L2(R2), u 7→ −div
(

(A+ δ ·B)∇
)

u, (1.10)
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where the coefficient matrix B describes the parity-breaking permeability induced by an ex-
ternal magnetic field. We assume

Assumption 1.5. B(x) = b(x) · σ2, where b(x) =
∑

n1,n2∈Z χDn1,n2
(x) and σ2 =

(

0 −i
i 0

)

.

The operator LA+δ·B is defined in the weak sense by the sesquilinear form (1.2) with the
replacement A → A + δ · B. The coefficient matrix B breaks the reflection symmetry while
preserving the rotation symmetry, i.e. the following identities (compared with (1.3)) hold

LBRu = RLBu, LBM2u = −M2LBu, u ∈ D(LB).

We note that B also breaks the time-reversal symmetry. Such a symmetry-breaking pertur-
bation can lift the quadratic degeneracy at κ(2). To be precise, we have

Theorem 1.6 (Band gap opening at κ2 = π). Let 0 < c0 < 1 be a constant and let L2
π(Ω) =

{u ∈ L2
loc(R

2) ∩ L2(Ω) : u(x + n2e2) = ein2πu(x)} with Ω := R × (−1
2
, 1
2
). Assume that t∗

is defined in (4.2) is nonzero. Then, for |δ| being sufficiently small and nonzero, the operator

LA+δ·B
∣

∣

∣

L2
π(Ω)

has a spectral gap Iδ = (λ∗ − c0|t∗δ|, λ∗ + c0|t∗δ|) near λ = λ∗.

Remark 1.7. The assumption t∗ 6= 0 can be verified numerically.

Theorem 1.6 follows directly from Theorem 4.1. Note that in Theorem 4.1, it is also proved

that the Bloch eigenspace of LA+δ·B
∣

∣

∣

L2
π(Ω)

near λ = λ∗ exchanges its parity for δ > 0 and δ < 0

(see Remark 4.2). This is the so-called band-inversion phenomenon in the physics literature,
which can be seen as a topological phase transition [53]. More importantly, when such a phase
transition occurs, one expects the existence of localized modes at the interface between the
two lattices associated with the two operators LA+δ·B and LA−δ·B. This is indeed the case as
is proved in this paper. To be precise, we consider the following operator

Linter : D(Linter) ⊂ L2(R2) → L2(R2), u(x) 7→
{

(LA−δ·Bu)(x), x1 < 0,

(LA+δ·Bu)(x), x1 > 0.
(1.11)

The main result of this paper establishes that

Theorem 1.8 (Interface modes at κ2 = π). Assume that t∗ is defined in (4.2) is nonzero. For
|δ| being sufficiently small and nonzero, there exist exactly two eigenvalues λ⋆

n(π) (n = 1, 2) of

Linter
∣

∣

∣

L2
π(Ω)

inside the band gap Iδ, with the corresponding eigenfunction u⋆
n(x; π) ∈ L2

π(Ω).

Remark 1.9. With Theorem 1.8, one can immediately prove there exist exactly two eigen-

values λ⋆
n(κ2) (n = 1, 2) of Linter

∣

∣

∣

L2
κ2

(Ω)
inside the band gap for |κ2 − π| ≪ 1 by a standard

perturbation argument. One can also apply the tools developed in this paper to calculate the
slope (λ⋆

n)
′(π) of the two dispersion curves for the interface modes, as in [40].

Remark 1.10. The IQHE in photonics is featured by robust unidirectional interface or edge
modes that can propagate along the interface or boundary without backscattering. In this
paper, we only established the existence of the interface modes. The unidirectionality of the
modes can be established by studying the slope of the two dispersion curves of the two family
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of interface modes, see Remark 1.9. On the other hand, the robustness of the interface modes
to impurities of the structure is a very subtle issue that needs further investigation, although
certain stability follows from the stability of eigenvalues for Hermitian systems. One way
to establish the stability is to prove the bulk-interface correspondence which links the Chern
numbers of the two bulk structures on the two sides of the interface with the number of interface
modes. This is a fascinating yet open problem that requires future work.

Remark 1.11. We analyzed the approach of using gyromagnetic materials to generate the
IQHE in photonics. Some proposals do not rely on gyromagnetic materials. This includes: 1).
Suitably designed temporal modulation of the coupling in optical resonator lattices that creates
effective magnetic fields for light [17]; 2). Waveguiding geometries with longitudinal refractive
index modulations [47]. The analysis of these proposals is beyond the scope of this paper.

1.3 Outline

This paper is structured as follows:
In Section 2, we prove the nonexistence of the Dirac points on the three high symmetry

points in Y∗, i.e. κ
(1) := (0, 0), κ(2) := (π, π) and κ

(3) := (0, π). This result naturally leads to
the consideration of quadratic degenerate points, as supposed in Assumption 1.4;

In Section 3, we first briefly review the Floquet theory of periodic operators, which is basic
for our analysis. Second, we study the limiting absorption principle at the energy level of the
quadratic degenerate point. In particular, we obtain the asymptotic expansion of the Green
function in a strip in the presence of a quadratic degenerate point (see Theorem 3.3), which
plays a critical role in our proof of the main result. This result also generalizes the previous
studies of the limiting absorption principle in the whole space [44, 38, 33] or in a strip without
the quadratic degenerate point [21]. Finally, we calculate the energy flux in a strip between
different modes of the same eigenvalue λ∗, which leads to an orthogonal decomposition of the
interface function spaces (see (5.9)).

In Section 4, we obtain the asymptotic expansion of the Bloch eigenvalues and eigenfunc-
tions near the degenerate point when we apply the perturbation; see Theorem 4.1. Those
results indicate two key points: (1) a common band gap is opened in the band structure of
the two systems at two sides of the interface (see Theorem 1.6); (2) there is a parity-changing
phenomenon in the perturbation (see Remark 4.2). These two points imply the existence of
interface modes;

In Section 5, we prove the existence of the interface modes, which is the main result of
this paper (Theorem 1.8). Our method is based on the layer-potential and integral equation
theory. Roughly speaking, we transform the eigenvalue problem of Linter to a characteristic
value equation imposed on the interface by using the layer-potential expression; see (5.10) and
(5.11). Then, by choosing a suitable scaling, we study the limit of the characteristic value
equation; see Proposition 5.1. Those results pave the way for applying the Gohberg-Sigal
theory to solve the characteristic value equation, as we did in Section 5.3. In particular, the
results in Section 5.3 clearly show that the interface modes are bifurcated from the degenerate
point in the band structure.
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1.4 Notations

1.4.1 Operators and relations

Throughout, R =

(

0 −1
1 0

)

,M1 =

(

−1 0
0 1

)

,M2 =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

denote the π/2−rotation, x2-

axis reflection and x1-axis reflection matrix in the Eucildean space R2, respectively. Their
counterparts in the function space are given by

R : u(x) 7→ u(Rx), M1 : u(x) 7→ u(M1x), M2 : u(x) 7→ u(M2x).

We denote u ∼ v if the two functions u and v are unitarily equivalent, i.e. there exists a unit
c ∈ C such that u = c · v.

1.4.2 Geometry

Y = [−1
2
, 1
2
]2, Y ∗ = [0, 2π]2;

Ω = R× (−1
2
, 1
2
);

Ωright := Ω ∩ (R+ ×R), Ωleft := Ω ∩ (R− ×R);
Γ = {0} × (−1

2
, 1
2
) ⊂ Ω;

Γright := ∂(Ωright), Γleft := ∂(Ωleft);
Γ+ = R× {1

2
}, Γ− = R× {−1

2
}.

1.4.3 Funtion spaces and brackets

L2
κ
(R2) := {u ∈ L2

loc(R
2) : u(x+n1e1+n2e2) = ei(n1κ1+n2κ2)u(x)}, equipped with L2(Y )−inner

product.
H1

κ
(R2) := {u ∈ H1

loc(R
2) : ∂αu ∈ L2

κ
(R2) (|α| ≤ 1)}, equipped with H1(Y )−inner product;

L2
κ2
(Ω) := {u ∈ L2

loc(R
2) : u|Ω ∈ L2(Ω), u(x + n2e2) = ein2κ2u(x)}, equipped with L2(Ω)−

inner product.
H1

κ2
(Ω) := {u ∈ H1

loc(R
2) : u|Ω ∈ H1(Ω), u(x + n2e2) = ein2κ2u(x), ∂x2u(x + n2e2) =

ein2κ2∂x2u(x)}.
(H1(U))∗ (U ⊂ R2 is an open set): dual of H1(U) under the dual pairing induced by the
L2(U)−inner product.

H
1
2 (Γ) := {u = U |Γ : U ∈ H

1
2 (Γright)}, where H

1
2 (Γright) is defined in the standard way.

H̃− 1
2 (Γ) := {u = U |Γ : U ∈ H− 1

2 (Γright) and supp(U) ⊂ Γ}, where H− 1
2 (Γright) is the dual of

H
1
2 (Γright) under the dual pair 〈ϕ, φ〉 :=

∫

Γright ϕ(·)φ(·).
(·, ·): L2(Y )−inner product and dual pairing induced by the L2(Y )−inner product.
(·, ·)Ω: L2(Ω)−inner product and dual pairing induced by the L2(Ω)−inner product.

〈·, ·〉: the H̃− 1
2 (Γ)−H

1
2 (Γ) dual pairing.

2 Absence of linear degeneracies

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 for κ = κ
(2) by following the argument in [6]. We point

out that the proof for κ = κ
(1) and κ

(3) is similar.
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2.1 Representation theory of C4v point group and symmetry in mo-

mentum space

We briefly summarize the representation theory of C4v point group that is used in this paper.
Let L be a self-adjoint operator acting on a separable Hilbert space X . Let S be a finite group
of unitary operators that acts on X and which commutes with L. It’s well-known that there is
an isotypic decomposition of X into a finite orthogonal sum of subspaces, each carrying copies
of an irreducible representation ρ of S [6]. To be specific,

X = ⊕ρXρ,

where for any two vectors u1, u2 ∈ Xρ, there is an isomorphism between the spaces

Su1 = span{Su1 : S ∈ S} and Su2 = span{Su2 : S ∈ S}

and the isomorphism commutes with all S ∈ S. The dimension of Su is equal to the dimension
of the representation ρ.

Since L commutes with S, each isotypic component Xρ is invariant with respect to L.
Moreover, if L has a discrete spectrum, then the restriction of L to Xρ has eigenvalues with
multiplicities divisible by the dimension of ρ. Indeed, if u is an eigenvector of L, then the
subspace Su belongs to the eigenspace of L with the same eigenvalue.

We now restrict to the case S = C4v. It’s known that S is generated by R (π/2−rotation)
and M2 (x1−reflection), with the following rules

R4 = M2
2 = I, M2R−1 = RM2.

Note that S is invariant on the space L2
κ(i) (i = 1, 2) (since the quasi-periodicity of u is

preserved under S if u ∈ L2
κ(i)). The group representation theory dictates that S has four one-

dimensional representations and a unique two-dimensional representation on L2
κ(i) , as listed

below.
ρ1 : R 7→ (1), M2 7→ (1); (2.1)

ρ2 : R 7→ (1), M2 7→ (−1); (2.2)

ρ3 : R 7→ (−1), M2 7→ (1); (2.3)

ρ4 : R 7→ (−1), M2 7→ (−1); (2.4)

ρ5 : R 7→ iσ3 =

(

i 0
0 −i

)

, M2 7→ σ1 =

(

0 1
1 0

)

. (2.5)

On the other hand, note that LA(κ(2)) commutes with S. Therefore, the following holds

Proposition 2.1. Suppose {λ, u} ∈ R× L2
κ(2) is an eigenpair of LA(κ(2)). Then the exists a

unique ρk (1 ≤ k ≤ 5) such that u ∈ L2
κ(2),ρk

. Here L2
κ(2),ρk

denotes the isotypic component of

L2
κ(2) associated with the representation ρk.
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2.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

We prove Theorem 1.3 in this subsection by contradiction. Without loss of generality, we
assume that the first and second spectral bands of the operator LA touch at (κ(2), λ∗) and
that (κ(2), λ∗) is a linear degenerate point, i.e. the conditions in Definition 1.2 hold for n∗ = 1
and (κ∗, λ∗) = (κ(2), λ∗). We denote u1 = u1(x;κ

(2)) and u2 = u2(x;κ
(2)) for ease of notations.

By Proposition 2.1, there are two cases:

• Case 1. u1, u2 ∈ L2
κ(2),ρ5

;

• Case 2. u1, u2 ∈ ⊕4
k=1L

2
κ(2) ,ρk

.

We shall derive contradictions in both cases to prove Theorem 1.3.
Proof for Case 1: Without loss of generality, we set Ru1 = iu1, Ru2 = −iu2. In the first-

order perturbation argument (i.e. ignoring the O(|κ − κ
(2)|2) term in (1.7)), the dispersion

surface near (κ(2), λ∗) can be obtained by solving the following equation (See [46, 18, 19])

det(δκ1 · h1 + δκ2 · h2 − δλ) = 0,

where δκi := (κi − κ
(2)
i ) · ei, δλ := λ− λ∗, and

hi =

(

(

u1,
∂LA

∂κi
(κ(2))u1

) (

u1,
∂LA

∂κi
(κ(2))u2

)

(

u2,
∂LA

∂κi
(κ(2))u1

) (

u2,
∂LA

∂κi
(κ(2))u2

)

)

, i = 1, 2.

Here (·, ·) denotes the L2(Y )−inner product. We claim that h1 = h2 = 0. Then the first-order
terms in the asymptotic expansion of the dispersion function λ = λ(κ) near κ = κ

(2) vanishes,
and this contradicts to the definition of Dirac points. We now prove the claim by exploiting
the symmetry of u1 and u2. By taking κ = κ

(2) + δκ1 · e1 + δκ2 · e2 in (1.5), we have

RLA(κ(2) + δκ1 · e1 + δκ2 · e2)R−1 = LA
(

R−1
(

κ
(2) + δκ1 · e1 + δκ2 · e2

)

)

= LA
(

κ
(2) − 2πe2 + δκ2 · e1 − δκ1 · e2

)

.

The equality (1.4) gives

RLA(κ(2) + δκ1 · e1 + δκ2 · e2)R−1 = LA
(

κ
(2) + δκ2 · e1 − δκ1 · e2

)

.

By expanding the equation to the first order, we arrive at

R
(

δκ1 ·
∂LA

∂κ1

(κ(2)) + δκ2 ·
∂LA

∂κ2

(κ(2))
)

R−1 = −δκ1 ·
∂LA

∂κ2

(κ(2)) + δκ2 ·
∂LA

∂κ1

(κ(2)). (2.6)

Note that the matrix of R under the basis {u1, u2} is iσ3 by (2.5). Thus, by conjugating both
sides of (2.6) with ui, uj (i, j ∈ {1, 2}), we obtain

(−iσ3)(δκ1 · h1 + δκ2 · h2)(iσ3) = −δκ1 · h2 + δκ2 · h1.

Separating the variables δκ1 and δκ2 yields

(−iσ3)h1(iσ3) = −h2, (−iσ3)h2(iσ3) = h1. (2.7)

10



Hence
h1 = (−iσ3)h2(iσ3) = −(−iσ3)

2h1(iσ3)
2 = −h1.

Thus h1 = 0, and consequently, h2 = −(−iσ3)h1(iσ3) = 0.

Proof for Case 2: The proof is similar to Case 1. The main idea is to prove that in
all subcases, equation (2.7) holds, which then implies that h1 = h2 = 0, and hence leads to
a contradiction. For instance, when u1 ∈ L2

κ(2),ρ1
and u2 ∈ L2

κ(2) ,ρ3
, the matrix of R under

the basis {u1, u2} is σ3 since Ru1 = u1, Ru2 = −u2. Then σ3h1σ3 = −h2, σ3h2σ3 = h1, i.e.
equation (2.7) holds. The other cases can be proved similarly.

3 Preliminaries

We present some preliminaries for the proof of Theorem 4.1 and 1.8.

3.1 Floquet theory

Consider the strip domain Ω := R× (−1
2
, 1
2
). We define

LA
Ω,π : D(LA

Ω,π) ⊂ L2
π(Ω) → L2

π(Ω), u 7→ −div(A∇)u,

where
L2
π(Ω) := {u ∈ L2

loc(R
2) ∩ L2(Ω) : u(x+ e2) = eiπu(x)}.

LA
Ω,π is the section of LA(κ) along the line κ2 = π. The spectrum of LA

Ω,π can be decomposed
by its Floquet components, i.e.

σ(LA
Ω,π) = ∪0≤κ1<2πσ(LA

Ω,π(κ1)),

where LA
Ω,π(κ1) = LA((κ1, π)). Consequently,

σ(LA
Ω,π) = ∪n≥1{λn(κ1; π), 0 ≤ κ1 < 2π} = ∪n≥1{λn((κ1, π)), 0 ≤ κ1 < 2π},

where {λn(κ1; π) : n ≥ 1} are the Floquet-Bloch eigenvalues of LA
Ω,π. On the other hand, since

LA
Ω,π(κ1) depends analytically on κ1, the Kato-Rellich theorem [29] indicates that there exist

a family of analytic functions {µn(κ1; π)}n≥1 which forms a rearrangement of {λn(κ1; π)}n≥1,
i.e.

∪n≥1{µn(κ1; π)} = ∪n≥1{λn(κ1; π)}, 0 ≤ κ1 < 2π. (3.1)

We call {µn(κ1; π)}n≥1 the analytic labeling of Floquet-Bloch eigenvalues of LA
Ω,π. In the

sequel, we shall abbreviate µn(κ1) = µn(κ1; π) if no confusion arises. The normalized Bloch
eigenfunctions associated with µn(κ1) can be chosen analytical in κ1, which is denoted by
vn(x; κ1).

Proposition 3.1 ([21]). For each n ≥ 1, there exists a complex neighborhood Dn ⊃ R, and
two analytic maps

κ1 ∈ Dn 7→ µn(κ1) ∈ C, κ1 ∈ Dn 7→ vn(x; κ1) ∈ H1
(κ1,π)(R

2),

such that (µn(κ1), vn(x; κ1)) (n ≥ 1) represent all Floquet-Bloch eigenpairs of LA
Ω,π(κ1) for

0 ≤ κ1 < 2π.
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Proposition 3.2. Under Assumption 1.4, the first two branches of analytic Floquet-Bloch
eigenvalues, i.e. µn(κ1) for n = 1 and 2, can be chosen so that they meet at (π, λ∗) near
κ1 = π, i.e.

µ1(κ1)− λ∗ = −1

2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +O(|κ1 − π|3),

µ2(κ1)− λ∗ =
1

2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +O(|κ1 − π|3),

(3.2)

where γ∗ > 0 denotes the first diagonal element of the matrix H∗ in (1.8). Moreover,

µn(κ1) = µn(2π − κ1), for n = 1, 2. (3.3)

Proof. The existence of two branches of analytic Floquet-Bloch eigenvalues near (κ1, λ) =
(π, λ∗) follows from Proposition 3.1. We denote them by µn(κ1) for n = 1, 2. Consequently,

{µ1(κ1), µ2(κ1)} = {λ1(κ1; π), λ2(κ1; π)}, for |κ1 − π| ≪ 1.

To prove (3.2), it’s sufficient to exclude the “cross-branch” case where

µ1(κ1) =

{

λ1(κ1; π), κ1 < π, |κ1 − π| ≪ 1,

λ2(κ1; π), κ1 > π, |κ1 − π| ≪ 1.
(3.4)

However, (3.4) implies that the second-order derivative of µ1(κ1) is discontinuous at κ1 = π,
which contradicts to the analyticity of µ1. Hence (3.2) holds.

Finally, we point out that (3.3) follows from the reflection symmetry [LA,M2] = 0. Indeed,
for each κ1 with |κ1 − π| ≪ 1, the reflection symmetry implies that µ1(κ1) is also a Floquet-
Bloch eigenvalue of LA

Ω,π(2π−κ1), i.e. µ1(κ1) ∈ {µn(2π−κ1)}n≥1. Since there are exactly two
branches of analytic Floquet-Bloch eigenvalues near (π, λ∗), i.e. µ1 and µ2, and µ2(κ1) > λ∗ >
µ2(κ1) for |κ1 − π| ≪ 1 by (3.2), it holds that µ1(κ1) = µ1(2π− κ1). Hence (3.3) is proved for
n = 1. The proof of n = 2 is similar.

3.2 Asymptotics of Green function G(x,y; λ∗ + iǫ)

In this section, we consider the Green function G(x,y;λ∗ + iǫ) which satisfies the following
equations



















(div(A∇) + λ∗ + iǫ)G(x,y;λ∗ + iǫ) = δ(x− y), x, y ∈ Ω,

G(x,y;λ∗ + iǫ)
∣

∣

Γ+ = eiπG(x,y;λ∗ + iǫ)
∣

∣

Γ− ,

∂G

∂x2

(x,y;λ∗ + iǫ)
∣

∣

Γ+ = eiπ
∂G

∂x2

(x,y;λ∗ + iǫ)
∣

∣

Γ−.

Using the Floquet transform, for each ǫ > 0, we can write

G(x,y;λ∗ + iǫ) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥1

vn(x; κ1)vn(y; κ1)

λ∗ + iǫ− µn(κ1)
dκ1.

Define the integral operator

G(λ∗ + iǫ)f :=

∫

Ω

G(x,y;λ∗ + iǫ)f(y)dy.

The main result of this section is the following asymptotics of G(λ∗ + iǫ) as ǫ → 0+.
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Theorem 3.3. For each f ∈ (H1(Ω))∗ with compact support, we have in H1
loc(Ω)

G(λ∗ + iǫ)f =
(

ǫ−
1
2 + o(ǫ−

1
2 )
)

·
(1− i

2γ
1
2∗
v1(x; π)

(

f(·), v1(·; π)
)

Ω
− 1 + i

2γ
1
2∗
v2(x; π)

(

f(·), v2(·; π)
)

Ω

)

+ G0(λ∗)f

− 2

πγ∗
ǫ
1
6

(

2(∂κ1v1)(x; π)
(

f(·), (∂κ1v1)(·; π)
)

Ω
− 2(∂κ1v2)(x; π)

(

f(·), (∂κ1v2)(·; π)
)

Ω

+ (∂2
κ1
v1)(x; π)

(

f(·), v1(y; π)
)

Ω
+ v1(x; π)

(

f(·), (∂2
κ1
v1)(·; π)

)

Ω

− (∂2
κ1
v2)(x; π))

(

f(·), v2(·; π)
)

Ω
− v2(x; π)

(

f(·), (∂2
κ1
v2)(·; π)

)

Ω

)

+O(ǫ
1
3 ),

(3.5)
where G0(λ∗) is the integral operator associated with the kernel function

G0(x,y;λ∗) :=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)vn(y; κ1)

λ∗ − µn(κ1)
dκ1

+ lim
ǫ→0+

( 1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

v1(x; κ1)v1(y; κ1)

λ∗ − µ1(κ1)
dκ1 − ǫ−

1
6 · 2

πγ∗
v1(x; π)v1(y; π)

+
1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

v2(x; κ1)v2(y; κ1)

λ∗ − µ1(κ1)
dκ1 + ǫ−

1
6 · 2

πγ∗
v2(x; π)v2(y; π)

)

.

(3.6)

Proof. See Appendix A.

Proposition 3.4. The kernel function G0(x,y;λ∗) defined in (3.6) is the fundamental solution
to the following equations



















(div(A∇)u+ λ∗)G0(x,y;λ∗) = δ(x− y), x, y ∈ Ω,

G0(x,y;λ∗)
∣

∣

Γ+ = eiπG0(x,y;λ∗)
∣

∣

Γ−,

∂G0

∂x2

(x,y;λ∗)
∣

∣

Γ+ = eiπ
∂G0

∂x2

(x,y;λ∗)
∣

∣

Γ−.

(3.7)

Moreover, for x,y ∈ Ω,
G0(x,y;λ∗) = G0(M1x,M1y;λ∗), (3.8)

G0(x,y;λ∗) = G0(y,x;λ∗). (3.9)

In addition, for fixed y ∈ Ω, G0(x,y;λ∗) has the following decomposition

G0(x,y;λ∗) = G+
0 (x,y;λ∗) +

i

γ∗
v1(x; π)(∂κ1v1)(y; π) +

i

γ∗
(∂κ1v1)(x; π)v1(y; π)

− i

γ∗
v2(x; π)(∂κ1v2)(y; π)−

i

γ∗
(∂κ1v2)(x; π)v2(y; π),

(3.10)
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and

G0(x,y;λ∗) = G−
0 (x,y;λ∗)−

i

γ∗
v1(x; π)(∂κ1v1)(y; π)−

i

γ∗
(∂κ1v1)(x; π)v1(y; π)

+
i

γ∗
v2(x; π)(∂κ1v2)(y; π) +

i

γ∗
(∂κ1v2)(x; π)v2(y; π),

(3.11)

where G+
0 (x,y;λ∗) (G

−
0 (x,y;λ∗), resp.) decays exponentially as x1 → ∞ (x1 → −∞, resp.).

Proof. See Appendix A.

We introduce the following layer potential operators associated with G0(x,y;λ∗)

S(λ∗;G0) : H̃
− 1

2 (Γ) → H1
loc(Ω), ϕ 7→

∫

Γ

G0(x,y;λ∗)ϕ(y)ds(y),

D(λ∗;G0) : H
1
2 (Γ) → H1

loc(Ω), φ 7→
∫

Γ

∂G0

∂y1
(x,y;λ∗)φ(y)ds(y),

N (λ∗;G0) : H
1
2 (Γ) → H̃− 1

2 (Γ), φ 7→
∫

Γ

∂2G0

∂x1∂y1
(x,y;λ∗)φ(y)ds(y).

(3.12)

In the above notations, we use S(λ;G) to denote the single-layer potential operator associated
with the Green function G at energy λ and adopt similar notations for D and N . The following
jump formulas hold.

Proposition 3.5. For x ∈ Γ, we have

lim
t→0

(

S(λ∗;G0)[ϕ]
)

(x+ te1) = S(λ∗;G0)[ϕ](x) (3.13)

lim
t→0

∂

∂x1

(

D(λ∗;G0)[φ]
)

(x+ te1) = N (λ∗;G0)[φ](x) (3.14)

lim
t→0±

∂

∂x1

(

S(λ∗;G0)[ϕ]
)

(x+ te1) = ±1

2
ϕ(x), (3.15)

lim
t→0±

(

D(λ∗;G0)[φ]
)

(x+ te1) = ∓1

2
φ(x), (3.16)

Proof. See Appendix A.

3.3 Bloch modes and energy flux

We introduce the following sesquilinear form on H1
loc(R

2):

q(u, v; Γs) =

∫

Γs

( ∂u

∂x1
v − u

∂v

∂x1

)

dx2, Γs := {s} × (−1

2
,
1

2
) ⊂ Ω.

When s = 0, we write q(u, v; Γ) = q(u, v; Γs). Theorem 3 in [21] gives that

Proposition 3.6. For all 0 ≤ κ1 < 2π, and n ≥ 1,

q(vn(·; κ1), vn(·; κ1); Γ) = iµ′(κ1). (3.17)

When λn(κ1) = λn′(κ′
1), we have

q(vn(·; κ1), vn′(·; κ′
1); Γ) = 0, if n 6= n′ or κ1 6= κ′

1. (3.18)
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Proof. We sketch the proof of (3.17) in [21] here since the arguments are used several times
in this section.

By differentiating
(

− div(A∇)− µn(κ1)
)

vn(·; κ1) = 0 with respect to κ1, we have

(

− div(A∇)− µn(κ1)
)

∂κ1vn(·; κ1) = µ′
n(κ1)vn(·; κ1). (3.19)

Similarly, differentiating vn(x+e1; κ1) = eiκ1vn(x; κ1) and ∂x1vn(x+e1; κ1) = eiκ1∂x1vn(x; κ1)
yields

∂κ1vn(x+ e1; κ1) = eiκ1∂κ1vn(x; κ1) + ieiκ1vn(x; κ1), (3.20)

and
∂x1(∂κ1vn)(x+ e1; κ1) = eiκ1∂x1(∂κ1vn)(x; κ1) + ieiκ1∂x1vn(x; κ1). (3.21)

By the Green’s formula, for any λ ∈ C,

∫

Y

(

(

− div(A∇)− λ
)

u · v −
(

− div(A∇)− λ
)

v · u
)

=

∫

Γ

(1 + a(x))
( ∂u

∂x1
v − u

∂v

∂x1

)

dx2 −
∫

Γ1

(1 + a(x))
( ∂u

∂x1
v − u

∂v

∂x1

)

dx2.

Following Assumption 1.1, a(x) vanishes on Γ ∪ Γ1. Hence,

q(u, v; Γ)− q(u, v; Γ1) =

∫

Y

(

(

− div(A∇)− λ
)

u · v −
(

− div(A∇)− λ
)

v · u
)

. (3.22)

By letting u = ∂κ1vn(·; κ1), v = vn(·; κ1), λ = µn(κ1) in (3.22) and utilizing (3.19), we have

q(∂κ1vn(·; κ1), vn(·; κ1); Γ)− q(∂κ1vn(·; κ1), vn(·; κ1); Γ1) = µ′
n(κ1)

(

vn(·; κ1), vn(·; κ1)
)

. (3.23)

On the other hand, by using (3.20)-(3.21), a direct calculation gives that

q(∂κ1vn(·; κ1), vn(·; κ1); Γ)− q(∂κ1vn(·; κ1), vn(·; κ1); Γ1) = −iq(vn(·; κ1), vn(·; κ1); Γ). (3.24)

One then concludes the proof of (3.17) by combining (3.23) and (3.24).

Proposition 3.7. If µn(κ1) 6= µm(κ1),

q(vn(·; κ1), vm(·; κ1); Γ) = 0. (3.25)

Proof. By taking u = ∂κ1vn(·; κ1), v = vm(·; κ1), λ = µn(κ1) in (3.22) and utilizing (3.19), we
have

q(∂κ1vn(·; κ1), vm(·; κ1); Γ)− q(∂κ1vn(·; κ1), vm(·; κ1); Γ1)

= µ′
n(κ1)

(

vn(·; κ1), vm(·; κ1)
)

+ (µm(κ1)− µn(κ1))
(

vn(·; κ1), vm(·; κ1)
)

.

When µn(κ1) 6= µm(κ1), the Bloch eigenfunctions are orthogonal:

(

vn(·; κ1), vm(·; κ1)
)

= 0.

Thus,
q(∂κ1vn(·; κ1), vm(·; κ1); Γ)− q(∂κ1vn(·; κ1), vm(·; κ1); Γ1) = 0. (3.26)

By combining (3.26) and (3.24), we obtain q(vn(·; κ1), vm(·; κ1); Γ) = 0.
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Next, we investigate the parity of vn(x; κ1) (n = 1, 2). Note that the analytic Floquet-
Bloch eigenvalues µn(κ1) are identified with λn(κ1; π) for n = 1, 2 and |κ1 − π| ≪ 1, as in
Proposistion 3.2. Hence Assumption 1.4(4) gives parity of vn(x; π)

(M1v1)(·; π) = −v1(·; π), (M1v2)(·; π) = v2(·; π), (3.27)

Note that (3.27) is gauge-independent in the sense that it holds whenever vn(x; κ1) is multiplied
by a smooth phase function eiη(κ1). Remarkably, we prove that one can choose a special class
of gauge so that the derivative of the Floquet-Bloch eigenfunction, i.e. ∂κ1vn(x; π), has the
opposite parity to vn(x; π).

Proposition 3.8. When the following holds

Im(∂κ1vn(·; π), vn(·; π)) = 0, n = 1, 2, (3.28)

we have
(M1∂κ1v1)(·; π) = (∂κ1v1)(·; π), (M1∂κ1v2)(·; π) = −(∂κ1v2)(·; π). (3.29)

Proof. We prove (3.29) for n = 1. The proof of n = 2 is similar. By Proposition 3.2,
µ1(κ1) = µ1(2π − κ1). By the reflection symmetry [LA,M1] = 0, for each κ1 with |κ1 − π| ≪
1, (M1v1)(·; κ1) is a Bloch eigenfunction of LA

Ω,π(2π − κ1) associated with the eigenvalue
µ1(2π − κ1). Consequently, there exists c(κ1) ∈ C with |c(κ1)| = 1 such that

(M1v1)(·; κ1) = c(κ1) · v1(·; 2π − κ1). (3.30)

By letting κ1 = π in (3.30), we see that v1(·; π) is an eigenfunction of the reflection operator
M1 with eigenvalue c(π). Hence, by (3.27), we know c(π) = −1.

By conjugating the equation (3.30) with v1(·; 2π − κ1), we have

c(κ1) =
(

(M1v1)(·; κ1), v1(·; 2π − κ1)
)

. (3.31)

The analyticity of v1(·; κ1) in κ1 implies that c(κ1) is smooth near κ1 = π. By differentiating
(3.31), we obtain

c′(π) =
(

M1(∂κ1v1)(·; π), v1(x; π)
)

−
(

M1v1(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π)
)

=
(

∂κ1v1(·; π),M1v1(x; π)
)

−
(

M1v1(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π)
)

.

Using (3.27), we further obtain

c′(π) = −
(

∂κ1v1(·; π), v1(x; π)
)

+
(

v1(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π)
)

= −2iIm(∂κ1v1(·; π), v1(·; π)) = 0.
(3.32)

Hence (3.28) implies c′(π) = 0. By differentiating (3.30) at κ1 = π, we have

(M1∂κ1vn)(·; π) = −c(π) · (∂κ1vn)(·; π) + c′(π) · vn(·; π) = (∂κ1vn)(·; π),

which concludes the proof of (3.29) for n = 1.

Remark 3.9. An explicit construction of vn(x; κ1) for |κ1 − π| ≪ 1 that satisfies (3.28) is
given in the proof of Theorem 4.1 by using the perturbation argument; see (4.27).
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The parity property (3.29) greatly simplifies the calculation of energy fluxes involving
vn(·; π) and (∂κ1vn)(·; π) (n = 1, 2), as is illustrated below. We first note that by (3.27) and
(3.29),

v1(x; π) = ∂κ1v2(x; π) = 0,
∂v2
∂x1

(x; π) =
∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v1)(x; π) = 0, x ∈ Γ. (3.33)

Proposition 3.10. Assume (3.29) holds. Then we have

∫

Γ

∂v1
∂x1

(·; π) · (∂κ1v1)(·; π) = − i

2
γ∗, (3.34)

∫

Γ

∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v2)(·; π) · v2(·; π) =

i

2
γ∗. (3.35)

Moreover,
∫

Γ

∂v1
∂x1

(·; π) · v2(·; π) = 0, (3.36)

∫

Γ

∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v2)(·; π) · (∂κ1v1)(·; π) = 0. (3.37)

Proof. We first prove (3.34). We point out that the proof of (3.35) is similar. By (3.17),

∫

Γ

∂v1
∂x1

(·; κ1)v1(·; κ1)− v1(·; κ1)
∂v1
∂x1

(·; κ1) = iµ′
1(κ1). (3.38)

Using the time-reversal symmetry, there exists c(κ1) ∈ C such that |c(κ1)| = 1 and

v1(x; κ1) = c(κ1) · v1(x; 2π − κ1).

Then (3.38) implies that

∫

Γ

∂v1
∂x1

(·; κ1)v1(·; κ1)− v1(·; 2π − κ1)
∂v1
∂x1

(·; 2π − κ1) = iµ′
1(κ1).

By taking derivative at κ1 = π and applying (3.33), we obtain

∫

Γ

∂v1
∂x1

(·; π)(∂κ1v1)(·; π) + (∂κ1v1)(·; π)
∂v1
∂x1

(·; π) = iµ′′
1(π) = −iγ∗,

which gives (3.34).
We next prove (3.36). By Proposition 3.7, we have

∫

Γ

∂v1
∂x1

(·; κ1)v2(·; κ1)− v1(·; κ1)
∂v2
∂x1

(·; κ1) = 0, κ1 6= π.

Since the functions inside the integral are smooth in κ1, we can let κ1 → π to obtain

∫

Γ

∂v1
∂x1

(·; π)v2(·; π)− v1(·; π)
∂v2
∂x1

(·; π) = 0.

By (3.33), we have
∫

Γ
v1(·; π) ∂v2∂x1

(·; π) = 0. Thus
∫

Γ
∂v1
∂x1

(·; π)v2(·; π) = 0, which is (3.36).
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Finally, we prove (3.37). Notice that (3.19) gives that (div(A∇) + λ∗)∂κ1v1(·; π) = 0 since
µ′
1(π) = 0. Thus, we can apply the Green’s formula to ∂κ1v1 and the fundamental solution G0

in (3.7) inside the domain (0, N)× (−1
2
, 1
2
) ⊂ Ω to get

∂κ1v1(y; π) =

∫

(0,N)×(− 1
2
, 1
2
)

(

(div(A∇) + λ∗)G0(x,y;λ∗) · ∂κ1v1(x; π)

− (div(A∇) + λ∗)∂κ1v1(x; π) ·G0(x,y;λ∗)
)

=

∫

ΓN

∂G0

∂x1
(·,y;λ∗)∂κ1v1(·; π)−G0(·,y;λ∗)

∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v1)(x; π)

−
∫

Γ

∂G0

∂x1
(·,y;λ∗)∂κ1v1(·; π)−G0(·,y;λ∗)

∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v1)(x; π),

(3.39)

where in the last line above we used the fact that A(x) = I for x ∈ Γ and x ∈ ΓN . By (3.10),

lim
N→∞

∫

ΓN

∂G0

∂x1
(·,y;λ∗)∂κ1v1(·; π)−G0(·,y;λ∗)

∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v1)(x; π)

=
i

γ∗

(

lim
N→∞

q(v1(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); ΓN)
)

· ∂κ1v1(y; π)

+
i

γ∗

(

lim
N→∞

q(∂κ1v1(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); ΓN)
)

· v1(y; π)

− i

γ∗

(

lim
N→∞

q(v2(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); ΓN)
)

· ∂κ1v2(y; π)

− i

γ∗

(

lim
N→∞

q(∂κ1v2(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); ΓN)
)

· v2(y; π).

(3.40)

Since all the energy fluxes in (3.40) are independent of N (a consequence of the fact that
(div(A∇) + λ∗)∂κ1vn(·; π) = (div(A∇) + λ∗)vn(·; π) = 0 for n = 1, 2),

lim
N→∞

∫

ΓN

∂G0

∂x1
(·,y;λ∗)∂κ1v1(·; π)−G0(·,y;λ∗)

∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v1)(x; π)

=
i

γ∗
q(v1(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); Γ) · ∂κ1v1(y; π) +

i

γ∗
q(∂κ1v1(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); Γ) · v1(y; π)

− i

γ∗
q(v2(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); Γ) · ∂κ1v2(y; π)−

i

γ∗
q(∂κ1v2(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); Γ) · v2(y; π).

(3.41)
On the other hand, (3.13)-(3.16) and (3.9) imply that

lim
y→Γ

∫

Γ

∂G0

∂x1
(·,y;λ∗)∂κ1v1(·; π)−G0(·,y;λ∗)

∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v1)(·; π)

= −1

2
∂κ1v1(y; π)−

∫

Γ

G0(y, ·;λ∗)
∂

∂x1

(∂κ1v1)(·; π)

= −1

2
∂κ1v1(y; π),

18



where we used (3.33) in the last equality. By letting N → ∞ and y → Γ in (3.39), we obtain

∂κ1v1(y; π) =
i

γ∗
q(v1(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); Γ) · ∂κ1v1(y; π) +

i

γ∗
q(∂κ1v1(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); Γ) · v1(y; π)

− i

γ∗
q(v2(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); Γ) · ∂κ1v2(y; π)−

i

γ∗
q(∂κ1v2(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); Γ) · v2(y; π)

+
1

2
∂κ1v1(y; π).

(3.42)
Using (3.33) and (3.34), we further obtain

∂κ1v1(y; π) =
1

2
∂κ1v1(y; π) +

1

2
∂κ1v1(y; π)−

i

γ∗
q(∂κ1v2(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); Γ) · v2(y; π).

It follows that
q(∂κ1v2(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); Γ) · v2(y; π) = 0, y ∈ Γ.

Since v2(·; π)|Γ 6= 0 (otherwise we have an contradiction to (3.35)), we conclude that

q(∂κ1v2(·; π), ∂κ1v1(·; π); Γ) = 0.

Then the proof of (3.37) is complete by using (3.33) again.

Proposition 3.10 and the identities (3.33) immediately lead to

Corollary 3.11. Assume (3.29) holds. Then

q(v1(·; π), (∂κ1v1)(·; π); Γ) = − i

2
γ∗, q(v2(·; π), (∂κ1v2)(·; π); Γ) =

i

2
γ∗.

Moreover,
q(v1(·; π), v2(·; π); Γ) = 0,

q(v1(·; π), (∂κ1v2)(·; π); Γ) = 0, q(v2(·; π), (∂κ1v1)(·; π); Γ) = 0,

q((∂κ1vn)(·; π), (∂κ1vm)(·; π); Γ) = 0, n,m ∈ {1, 2}.

4 Band-gap opening at the quadratic degenerate point

In this section, we derive asymptotic expansion of the Bloch eigen-pairs (µn,δ(κ1), vn,δ(x; κ1))
of the operator LA+δ·B

Ω,π (κ1) for n = 1, 2 and 0 < |δ| ≪ 1. Consequently, it’s clear that the
perturbation lifts quadratic degeneracy at κ1 = π is lifted by the perturbation, and a band
gap is opened as described in Theorem 1.6. The main result of this section reads as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose |δ| ≪ 1 and |κ1| ≪ 1. Then

µ1,δ(κ1) = λ∗ −
√

1

4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2 · (1 +O(|κ1 − π|+ |δ|)),

µ2,δ(κ1) = λ∗ +

√

1

4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2 · (1 +O(|κ1 − π|+ |δ|)),
(4.1)
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where
t∗ := −(LB

Ω,π(π)v1(·; π), v2(·; π)). (4.2)

In addition, there exist normalized Bloch eigenfunctions vi(x; κ1) (i = 1, 2) of the operator
LA

Ω,π(κ1) which are analytic in κ1 and satisfy (3.28), such that

v1,δ(x; κ1) = (1 +O(|κ1 − π|))v1(x; π)

+
( t∗δ

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
+O(|κ1 − π|)

)

· v2(x; π)

+ (κ1 − π) · (∂κ1v1)(x; π) +
δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
· r1(x)

+R1(x; κ1, δ),

(4.3)

v2,δ(x; κ1) =
( −t∗δ

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
+O(|κ1 − π|)

)

· v1(x; π)

+ (1 +O(|κ1 − π|))v2(x; π)

+ (κ1 − π) · (∂κ1v2)(x; π) +
δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
· r2(x)

+R2(x; κ1, δ).

(4.4)

Here ri(x), Ri(x; κ1, δ) ∈ H1(Y ), i = 1, 2, have the following estimate

‖ri(x)‖H1(Y ) = O(1), ‖Ri(x; κ1, δ)‖H1(Y ) = O(|δ|+ |κ1 − π|2).

Remark 4.2. Suppose δ > 0 and t∗ 6= 0. From (4.3) and (4.4), we see that

v1,δ(x; π) = v1(x; π) + sgn(t∗)v1(x; π) +O(δ), v2,δ(x; π) = −sgn(t∗)v1(x; π) + v1(x; π) +O(δ),

v1,−δ(x; π) = v1(x; π)− sgn(t∗)v1(x; π) +O(δ), v2,−δ(x; π) = sgn(t∗)v1(x; π) + v1(x; π) +O(δ).

This implies the following relation when we drop the O(δ) terms

v1,δ(x; π) ∼ v2,−δ(x; π), v2,δ(x; π) ∼ v1,−δ(x; π).

In other words, LA+δ·B
Ω,π (π) and LA−δ·B

Ω,π (π) exchange their eigenspaces near the energy λ∗. One
can view this band-inversion phenomenon as a kind of topological phase transition. This ob-
servation plays an important role in our proof of Theorem 1.8 (especially, in the calculation
of E(h) operator in Proposition 5.1).

4.1 Preliminaries

We make some preparations for the proof of Theorem 4.1 in this subsection. We introduce
the following operator

L̃A+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1) : H → H∗,

u 7→ e−iκ1x1 ◦ LA+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1) ◦ eiκ1x1u

= −(∇ + iκ1e1) · (A + δ · B)(∇+ iκ1e1)u,

(4.5)
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where H = H1
(0,π)(R

2) and H∗ denotes the dual of H . The H − H∗ pairing is the natural

extension of the L2(Y )−inner product, which is still denoted as (·, ·). For each u ∈ H , the
following holds for all v ∈ H

(L̃A+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1)u, v) = a

A+δB
κ1

(u, v) :=

∫

Y

(

A(x)(∇+ iκ1e1)u(x)
)

· (∇+ iκ1e1)v(x)dx. (4.6)

It is clear that the eigen-pairs of the operator LA+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1) for |(κ1, λ) − (π, λ∗)| ≪ 1 can be

obtained by solving those of L̃A+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1). Moreover, the latter family of operators is more

suitable for perturbation arguments since their domain H is independent of both κ1 and δ.
We expand L̃A+δ·B

Ω,π (κ1) near κ1 = π and δ = 0 to obtain

L̃A+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1) = −(∇+ iπe1) · A(∇+ iπe1)

+ (κ1 − π)
(

− i(∇+ iπe1) · Ae1 − ie1 · A(∇ + iπe1)
)

+ δ
(

− (∇+ iπe1) · B(∇+ iπe1)
)

+ (κ1 − π)2(e1 ·Ae1)

+ δ(κ1 − π)
(

− i(∇+ iπe1) · Be1 − ie1 · B(∇+ iπe1)
)

+ δ(κ1 − π)2(e1 ·Be1)

=: L̃A
Ω,π(π) + (κ1 − π)L̃A

1 + δL̃B
Ω,π(π) + (κ1 − π)2L̃A

11

+ δ(κ1 − π)L̃B
1 + δ(κ1 − π)2L̃B

11.

(4.7)

Let
vn(x) := un(x;κ

(2)), ṽn(x) := e−iπx1vn(x), n = 1, 2

where un(x;κ
(2)) are the Bloch eigenfunctions at κ = κ

(2) introduced in (1.9). Before we solve
for the eigen-pairs of L̃A+δ·B

Ω,π (κ1), we first present some useful identities. See Appendix B for
their proofs.

Lemma 4.3.
(

(L̃B
Ω,π(π)ṽn, ṽm)

)

1≤n,m≤2
=

(

0 −t∗
−t∗ 0

)

, t∗ ∈ R,

where t∗ is defined in (4.2).

Lemma 4.4.
(

(L̃A
1 ṽm, ṽn)

)

1≤n,m≤2
=

(

0 0
0 0

)

.

Lemma 4.5. Let the projection Q⊥ be defined as in (4.12). Then

((

(L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 (L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1 )ṽn, ṽm

))

1≤n,m≤2
=

(

−1
2
γ∗ 0
0 1

2
γ∗

)

,

where γ∗ is introduced in Proposition 3.2.

Lemma 4.6.

(ix1vn(x), vn(x)) = 0, n = 1, 2.

The following property follows from the Fredholm alternative of second-order elliptic op-
erators.

Lemma 4.7. L̃A
Ω,π(π) : H → H∗ is a Fredholm operator with zero index. Moreover, ker(L̃A

Ω,π(π)−
λ∗) = span{ṽ1(x), ṽ2(x)}.
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4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.1

The goal is to solve the following eigenvalue problem by perturbation arguments

(L̃A+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1)− µ)ṽ = 0. (4.8)

Step 0. The solvability of (4.8) for |κ1−π| ≪ 1, |µ−λ∗| ≪ 1 and |δ| ≪ 1 follows from the
fact that (4.8) is solvable when κ1 = π, µ = λ∗ and δ = 0. Indeed, the expansion (4.7) shows
that

‖L̃A+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1)− L̃A

Ω,π(π)‖B(H,H∗) ≪ 1, for |κ1 − π|, |δ| ≪ 1. (4.9)

Since λ∗ is an isolated eigenvalue of L̃A
Ω,π(π) with multiplicity equal to two, the stability

theorem of eigenvalues (see Chapter VI of [29]) guarantees that L̃A+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1) has two isolated

eigenvalues near λ∗ for |κ1 − π| ≪ 1 and |δ| ≪ 1.
Step 1. To solve (4.8) for |κ1 − π| ≪ 1 and |δ| ≪ 1, we write

µ = λ∗ + µ(1), κ1 = π + p, ṽ = ṽ(0) + ṽ(1) (4.10)

with
|µ(1)|, |p| ≪ 1, ṽ(0) = a · ṽ1(x) + b · ṽ2(x) ∈ H1, ṽ(1) ∈ H2,

where H1 := ker(L̃A
Ω,π(π) − λ∗) and H2 is the orthogonal complement of H1 in the Hilbert

space H . Plugging (4.10) and (4.7) into (4.8), we get

(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)ṽ

(1) =
(

µ(1) − pL̃A
1 − p2L̃A

11 − δL̃B
Ω,π(π) +O(|pδ|+ |p2δ|)

)

ṽ(0)

+
(

µ(1) − pL̃A
1 − p2L̃A

11 − δL̃B
Ω,π(π) +O(|pδ|+ |p2δ|)

)

ṽ(1).
(4.11)

Step 2. We solve (4.11) by following a Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction argument. To do so, we
introduce the following projector

Q⊥ : H∗ → Ran(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗),

f 7→ f − (f, ṽ1(x))ṽ1(x)− (f, ṽ2(x))ṽ2(x).
(4.12)

By applying Q⊥ to (4.11), we obtain

(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)ṽ

(1) = Q⊥

(

µ(1) − pL̃A
1 − p2L̃A

11 − δL̃B
Ω,π(π) +O(|pδ|+ |p2δ|)

)

ṽ(0)

+Q⊥

(

µ(1) − pL̃A
1 − p2L̃A

11 − δL̃B
Ω,π(π) +O(|pδ|+ |p2δ|)

)

ṽ(1).

By Lemma 4.7,
(

L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗

)−1 ∈ B(Ran(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗), H2). Hence the above equation can

be rewritten as
(I − T )ṽ(1) = T ṽ(0), (4.13)

where

T = T (δ, p, µ(1)) := (L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥(µ
(1) − pL̃A

1 − p2L̃A
11 − δL̃B

Ω,π(π) +O(|pδ|+ |p2δ|)).

For δ, p, µ(1) sufficiently small, (I − T )−1 ∈ B(H2). Hence, (4.13) indicates that

ṽ(1) = T ṽ(0) + ((I − T )−1 − I)T ṽ(0)

= −p · (L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1 ṽ

(0) +O(|δ|+ |p|2 + |µ(1)|2)ṽ(0).
(4.14)
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By plugging (4.14) into (4.11) and taking dual pairs with ṽn(x) (n = 1, 2), we obtain

(

(

µ(1) − pL̃A
1 − δL̃B

Ω,π(π)− p2(L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 (L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1 )
)

ṽ(0)(x), ṽn(x)
)

+O(|pδ|+ δ2 + |µ(1)|3 + |p|3), n = 1, 2.
(4.15)

By applying Lemma 4.3-4.5, (4.15) reduces to

(

M(0)(µ(1), p, δ) +M(1)(µ(1), p, δ)
)

(

a
b

)

= 0, (4.16)

where

M(0)(µ(1), p, δ) =

(

µ(1) + 1
2
γ∗p

2 t∗δ
t∗δ µ(1) − 1

2
γ∗p

2

)

,

and

M(1)(µ(1), p, δ) =

(

m
(1)
11 (µ

(1), p, δ) m
(1)
12 (µ

(1), p, δ)

m
(1)
21 (µ

(1), p, δ) m
(1)
22 (µ

(1), p, δ)

)

, m
(1)
ij = O(|pδ|+ δ2 + |p|3 + |µ(1)|3).

(4.17)
Step 3. We prove (4.1). Note that for each κ2 = π + p, µ = λ∗ + µ(1) solves the eigenvalue
problem (4.8) if and only if µ(1) solves

F (µ(1), p, δ) := det
(

M(0) +M(1)
)

= (µ(1))2 − 1

4
γ2
∗p

4 − t2∗δ
2 + ρ(µ(1), p, δ) = 0, (4.18)

where ρ(µ(1), p, δ) is smooth in its variables and satisfies that

ρ(µ(1), p, δ) . ‖M(0)‖max · ‖M(1)‖max + ‖M(1)‖2max

= O(|µ(1)pδ|+ |µ(1)δ2|+ |pδ2|+ |δ3|)
+O(|µ(1)|4 + |δ4|+ |µ(1)p3|+ |p3δ|+ |µ(1)|3|δ|+ |p5|).

(4.19)

The partial derivative ∂ρ
∂µ(1) can be estimated similarly. We have

∂ρ

∂µ(1)
(µ(1), p, δ) = O(|pδ|+ |µ(1)|2 + |δ2|+ |p3|). (4.20)

We then solve µ(1) = µ(1)(p, δ) from (4.18) for each p and δ. First, note that ±
√

1
4
γ2
∗p

4 + t2∗δ
2

give two branches of solutions if we drop the remainder ρ from (4.18). Thus, we seek a solution
to (4.18) in the following form

µ(1)(p, δ) = x ·
√

1

4
γ2
∗p

4 + t2∗δ
2 (4.21)

with |x| close to 1. By substituting (4.21) into (4.18), we obtain the following equation of x
(with p and δ being regarded as parameters)

H(x; p, δ) :=
1

1
4
γ2
∗p

4 + t2∗δ
2
F (x ·

√

1

4
γ2
∗p

4 + t2∗δ
2, p, δ) = x2 − 1 + ρ1(x; p, δ) = 0, (4.22)
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where

ρ1(x; p, δ) =
ρ(x ·

√

1
4
γ2
∗p

4 + t2∗δ
2, p, δ)

1
4
γ2
∗p

4 + t2∗δ
2

.

Now we consider the solution to (4.22) with |x − 1| ≪ 1. By (4.19), one can check that the
following estimate holds uniformly in x when |x− 1| ≪ 1

ρ1(x; p, δ) =
ρ(x ·

√

1
4
γ2
∗p

4 + t2∗δ
2, p, δ)

1
4
γ2
∗p

4 + t2∗δ
2

= O(|p|+ |δ|).

Moreover, (4.20) gives that

∂H

∂x
(1; p, δ) = 2 +

∂ρ1
∂x

(1; p, δ) = 2 +O(|p|+ |δ|) 6= 0.

Thus, the implicit function theorem indicates that there exists a unique solution xs(p, δ) to
(4.22) with ‖xs(p, δ)− 1‖ ≪ 1. The expansion of xs(p, δ) to linear order in p is

xs(p, δ) = 1 + r+ · p+O(|p|2 + |δ|), r+ ∈ R.

It follows from (4.21) that

µ
(1)
+ (p, δ) = xs(p, δ) ·

√

1

4
γ2
∗p

4 + t2∗δ
2 =

√

1

4
γ2
∗p

4 + t2∗δ
2 ·
(

1 + r+ · p +O(|p|2 + |δ|)
)

.

Similarly, the other solution to (4.18) has the expansion

µ
(1)
− (p, δ) = −

√

1

4
γ2
∗p

4 + t2∗δ
2 ·
(

1 + r− · p+O(|p|2 + |δ|)
)

.

Note that µ1,δ(κ1) = λ∗ +µ
(1)
− (κ1− π, δ) and µ2,δ(κ1) = λ∗+µ

(1)
+ (κ1 − π, δ). This proves (4.1).

Step 4. We solve (4.16) and prove (4.3)-(4.4). By substituting µ(1) = µ
(1)
− (κ1 − π, δ) into

(4.16), we obtain the following eigenvector

(

a(κ1, δ)
b(κ1, δ)

)

=

(

1
t∗δ

1
2
γ∗(κ1−π)2+

√
1
4
γ2
∗(κ1−π)4+t2∗δ

2

)

+







−m
(1)
22 (µ

(1)
− (κ1−π,δ),κ1−π,δ)+r−·(κ1−π)

√
1
4
γ2
∗(κ1−π)4+t2∗δ

2

1
2
γ∗(κ1−π)2+

√
1
4
γ2
∗(κ1−π)4+t2∗δ

2

m
(1)
21 (µ

(1)
− (κ1−π,δ),κ1−π,δ)

1
2
γ∗(κ1−π)2+

√
1
4
γ2
∗(κ1−π)4+t2∗δ

2






.

(4.23)
Using the estimate (4.17), we have

m
(1)
22 (µ

(1)
− (κ1 − π, δ), κ1 − π, δ)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
=

m
(1)
22,1 · (κ1 − π)δ +m

(1)
22,2 · (κ1 − π)3

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
+O(|δ|+ |κ1 − π|2),

m
(1)
21 (µ

(1)
− (κ1 − π, δ), κ1 − π, δ)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
=

m
(1)
21,1 · (κ1 − π)δ +m

(1)
21,2 · (κ1 − π)3

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
+O(|δ|+ |κ1 − π|2),
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wherem
(1)
22,1, m

(1)
22,2, m

(1)
21,1, m

(1)
21,2 are constants. By substituting (4.23) into ṽ

(0) = a(κ1; δ)·ṽ1(x)+
b(κ1; δ) · ṽ2(x) and utilizing (4.14), we obtain

ṽ = ṽ(0) + ṽ(1)

=
(

1 +
−m

(1)
22,1 · (κ1 − π)δ −m

(1)
22,2 · (κ1 − π)3 + r− · (κ1 − π)

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

)

ṽ1(x)

+
( t∗δ

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
+

m
(1)
21,1 · (κ1 − π)δ +m

(1)
21,2 · (κ1 − π)3

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

)

ṽ2(x)

− (κ1 − π) · (L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1 ṽ1(x)

− t∗δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
· (L̃A

Ω,π(π)− λ∗)
−1Q⊥L̃A

1 ṽ2(x)

+O(|δ|+ |κ1 − π|2).

Let v1,δ(x; κ1) = eiκ1x1 ṽ. Then

v1,δ(x; κ1) = (eiπx1 + i(κ1 − π)x1e
iπx1 +O(|κ1 − π|2)) · ṽ

=
(

1 +
−m

(1)
22,1 · (κ1 − π)δ −m

(1)
22,2 · (κ1 − π)3 + r− · (κ1 − π)

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

)

v1(x)

+ (κ1 − π) · ix1v1(x)

+
( t∗δ

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
+

m
(1)
21,1 · (κ1 − π)δ +m

(1)
21,2 · (κ1 − π)3

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

)

v2(x)

+
t∗δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
ix1v2(x)

− (κ1 − π) · eiπx1(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1 ṽ1(x)

− t∗δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
· eiπx1(L̃A

Ω,π(π)− λ∗)
−1Q⊥L̃A

1 ṽ2(x)

+O(|δ|+ |κ1 − π|2).

It follows that

v1,δ(x; κ1) = v1(x) +
t∗δ

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
· v2(x)

+ (κ1 − π) · r11,δ(x; κ1)

+
δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
· r1(x) +O(|δ|+ |κ1 − π|2),

(4.24)

25



where

r11,δ(x; κ1) =
(

−
m

(1)
22,2 · (κ1 − π)2 − r− ·

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
v1(x)

)

+

(

ix1v1(x)− eiπx1(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1 ṽ1(x)

+
m

(1)
21,2 · (κ1 − π)2

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
v2(x)

)

=: r
‖
11,δ(x; κ1) + r⊥11,δ(x; κ1),

r1(x) = −m
(1)
22,1v1(x) +m

(1)
21,1v2(x)

+ it∗x1v2(x)− t∗e
iπx1(L̃A

Ω,π(π)− λ∗)
−1Q⊥L̃A

1 ṽ2(x)

Step 5. We reduce (4.24) to (4.3) by simplifying the term r11,δ(x; κ1). Note that when
δ = 0, (4.24) becomes

v1,0(x; κ1) = v1(x) + (κ1 − π)r11,0(x; π) +O((κ1 − π)2),

=
(

1 +
−2m

(1)
22,2 + r−γ∗

2γ∗
(κ1 − π)

)

v1(x) + (κ1 − π)r⊥11,0(x; π) +O((κ1 − π)2)

(4.25)
where

r⊥11,0(x; π) = ix1v1(x)− eiπx1(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1 ṽ1(x) +

m
(1)
21,2

γ∗
v2(x)

It is clear that v1,0(x; κ1) defined above is a Bloch eigenfunction of the operator LA
Ω,π(κ1) that

is smooth in κ1.
We claim that

(r⊥11,0(·; π), v1(·)) = 0. (4.26)

Indeed, note that L̃A
1 ṽ1 ∈ L2(Y ). The spectral expansion of (L̃A(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥ indicates that
ṽ1 is orthogonal to Ran((L̃A(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥) in L2−sense. Therefore

(eiπx1(L̃A(π)− λ∗)
−1Q⊥L̃A

1 ṽ1, v1) = ((L̃A(π)− λ∗)
−1Q⊥L̃A

1 ṽ1, ṽ1) = 0,

On the other hand, Lemma 4.6 gives that

(ix1v1(x), v1(x)) = 0.

These combined with the identity (v2, v1) = 0 yield (4.26).
By (4.25) and (4.26),

‖v1,0(x; κ1)‖L2(Y ) =

√

(

1 +
−2m

(1)
22,2 + r−γ∗

2γ∗
(κ1 − π)

)2

+O((κ1 − π)2).

Thus we obtain the following normalized Bloch eigenfunction of LA
Ω,π(κ1):

v1(x; κ1) =

(

1 +
−2m

(1)
22,2+r−γ∗

2γ∗
(κ1 − π)

)

v1(x) + (κ1 − π)r⊥11,0(x; π)
√

(

1 +
−2m

(1)
22,2+r−γ∗

2γ∗
(κ1 − π)

)2

+O((κ1 − π)2)

+O((κ1 − π)2). (4.27)
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Note that v1(x; κ1) is analytic in κ1 for |κ1 − π| ≪ 1. Its analytic continuation to a neigh-
borhood of R, which guaranteed by Proposition 3.1, gives the first analytic branch of Bloch
eigenfunctions of LA

Ω,π(κ1). A direct calculation shows that

(∂κ1v1)(x; π) =
−2m

(1)
22,2 + r−γ∗

2γ∗
v1(x) + r⊥11,0(x; π)−

−2m
(1)
22,2 + r−γ∗

2γ∗
v1(x) = r⊥11,0(x; π),

which implies that ((∂κ1v1)(·; π), v1(·; π)) = 0 by (4.26). Hence (3.28) holds. With the nor-
malized Bloch eigenfunction v1(x; κ1) defined in (4.27), we can rewrite r11,δ(x; κ1) as

r11,δ(x; κ1) = r
‖
11,δ(x; κ1) +

(

r⊥11,δ(x; κ1)− r⊥11,0(x; κ1)
)

+ r⊥11,0(x; κ1)

=
−m

(1)
22,2 · (κ1 − π)2 + r− ·

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
v1(x; π)

+
( m

(1)
21,2 · (κ1 − π)2

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
− m

(1)
21,2

γ∗

)

v2(x; π)

+ (∂κ1v1)(x; π)

= O(1) · v1(x; π) +O(1) · v2(x; π) + (∂κ1v1)(x; π).

Hence (4.24) becomes

v1,δ(x; κ1) =
(

1 +O(|κ1 − π|)
)

· v1(x; π)

+
( t∗δ

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
+O(|κ1 − π|)

)

· v2(x; π)

+ (κ1 − π) · (∂κ1v1)(x; π) +
δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
· r1(x)

+O(|δ|+ |κ1 − π|2).

This concludes the proof of (4.3). The proof of (4.4) is similar.
Step 6. We finally show the analyticity of v1,δ(x; κ1) in κ1. Indeed, for |κ1 − π| ≪ 1, this

follows from the identity

v1,δ(x; κ1) = eiκ1x1(ṽ(0) + ṽ(1)) = eiκ1x1
(

1 + (I − T )−1T
)

(a(κ1; δ) · ṽ1(x) + b(κ1; δ) · ṽ2(x)),

and the fact that a(κ1; δ), b(κ1; δ) and the operator T = T (δ, p, µ(1)) are analytic in κ1. The
analyticity of v1,δ(x; κ1) for κ1 away from π follows from the fact that v1,δ(x; κ1) is an isolated
eigenfunction for the operator L̃A+δ·B

Ω,π (κ1) which is analytical in κ1.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.8

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.8 on the existence of the interface modes at κ2 = π.
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5.1 Boundary integral equation formulation of the interface eigen-

value problem

We start with formulating the interface eigenvalue problem in Theorem 1.8 using boundary
integral equations. In the sequel, we reparametrize the band gap near λ∗ by

λ = λ∗ + δ · h, h ∈ J := {z ∈ C : |z| < c0|t∗|}.

We first introduce the following Green functions Gδ for the perturbed operator LA+δ·B on Ω






















(

div((A+ δ ·B)∇) + λ
)

Gδ(x,y;λ) = δ(x− y), x, y ∈ Ω,

Gδ(x,y;λ)
∣

∣

Γ+ = eiπGδ(x,y;λ)
∣

∣

Γ− ,

∂Gδ

∂x2
(x,y;λ∗)

∣

∣

Γ+ = eiπ
∂Gδ

∂x2
(x,y;λ)

∣

∣

Γ−.

By Floquet transform,

Gδ(x,y;λ) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥1

vn,δ(x; κ1)vn,δ(y; κ1)

λ− µn,δ(κ1)
dκ1.

We then introduce the following layer potential operators associated with Gδ.

S(λ;Gδ) : H̃− 1
2 (Γ) → H1

loc(Ω), ϕ 7→
∫

Γ

Gδ(x,y;λ)ϕ(y)ds(y),

D(λ;Gδ) : H
1
2 (Γ) → H1

loc(Ω), φ 7→
∫

Γ

∂Gδ

∂y1
(x,y;λ)φ(y)ds(y),

K∗(λ;Gδ) : H̃− 1
2 (Γ) → H̃− 1

2 (Γ), ϕ 7→ p.v.

∫

Γ

∂Gδ

∂x1

(x,y;λ)ϕ(y)ds(y),

K(λ;Gδ) : H
1
2 (Γ) → H

1
2 (Γ), φ 7→ p.v.

∫

Γ

∂Gδ

∂y1
(x,y;λ)φ(y)ds(y),

N (λ;Gδ) : H
1
2 (Γ) → H̃− 1

2 (Γ), φ 7→
∫

Γ

∂2Gδ

∂x1∂y1
(x,y;λ)φ(y)ds(y).

(5.1)

We have the following jump formulas, which are analogous to those in Proposition 3.5.

lim
t→0

(

S(λ;Gδ)[ϕ]
)

(x+ te1) = S(λ;Gδ)[ϕ](x), (5.2)

lim
t→0

∂

∂x1

(

D(λ;Gδ)[φ]
)

(x+ te1) = N (λ;Gδ)[φ](x), (5.3)

lim
t→0±

∂

∂x1

(

S(λ;Gδ)[ϕ]
)

(x+ te1) =
(

± 1

2
+K∗(λ;Gδ)

)

ϕ(x), (5.4)

lim
t→0±

(

D(λ;Gδ)[φ]
)

(x+ te1) =
(

∓ 1

2
+K(λ;Gδ)

)

φ(x), (5.5)

where x ∈ Γ. Now we fix δ > 0. We construct an interface mode of (1.11) in the following
form

u(x;λ) =

{

−D(λ;Gδ)[φ](x) + S(λ;Gδ)[ϕ](x), x1 > 0,

D(λ;G−δ)[φ](x)− S(λ;G−δ)[ϕ](x), x1 < 0.
(5.6)
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By the jump formulas, for x ∈ Γ, we have

lim
t→0+

(

u(x+ te1)
∂u
∂x1

(x+ te1)

)

=

(

1
2
−K(λ;Gδ) S(λ;Gδ)
−N (λ;Gδ) 1

2
+K∗(λ;Gδ)

)(

φ
ϕ

)

,

and

lim
t→0−

(

u(x+ te1)
∂u
∂x1

(x+ te1)

)

=

(

1
2
+K(λ;G−δ) −S(λ;G−δ)
N (λ;G−δ) 1

2
−K∗(λ;G−δ)

)(

φ
ϕ

)

.

Therefore, (5.6) is an interface mode if and only if

lim
t→0+

(

u(x+ te1)
∂u
∂x1

(x+ te1)

)

= lim
t→0−

(

u(x+ te1)
∂u
∂x1

(x+ te1)

)

6= 0.

This leads to the following system of equations

(

Tδ(λ) + T−δ(λ)
)

(

φ
ϕ

)

= 0, (5.7)

(1

2
+ Tδ(λ)

)

(

φ
ϕ

)

6= 0, (5.8)

where

Tδ ∈ B(H 1
2 (Γ)× H̃− 1

2 (Γ)), Tδ

(

φ
ϕ

)

:=

(

−K(λ;Gδ) S(λ;Gδ)
−N (λ;Gδ) K∗(λ;Gδ)

)(

φ
ϕ

)

.

We point out that any interface mode can be expressed in the form (5.6). Hence (5.7) and
(5.8) give an equivalent formulation of the interface mode problem.

We next introduce the following projections on H
1
2 (Γ)× H̃− 1

2 (Γ)

Π1 :

(

φ
ϕ

)

7→
∫

Γ
φ(·) ∂v1

∂x1
(·; π)

iγ∗/2

(

∂κ1v1(x; π)
0

)

+

∫

Γ
ϕ(·)v2(·; π)
iγ∗/2

(

0
∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v2)(x; π)

)

,

Π2 :

(

φ
ϕ

)

7→
∫

Γ
ϕ(·)(∂κ1v1)(·; π)

−iγ∗/2

(

0
∂v1
∂x1

(x; π)

)

+

∫

Γ
φ(·) ∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v2)(·; π)

−iγ∗/2

(

v2(x; π)
0

)

,

and
Q = I2×2 − Π1 − Π2.

Here the Bloch eigenfunctions vn(x; κ1) are the ones constructed in Theorem 4.1. By Propo-
sition 3.10, Π1 and Π2 are orthogonal in the sense that

Π1 · Π2 = Π2 · Π1 = 0.

We have the following decomposition

H
1
2 (Γ)× H̃− 1

2 (Γ) = X ⊕ Y ⊕ Y ⊥, X = Ran(Q), Y = Ran(Π1), Y
⊥ = Ran(Π2). (5.9)
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Then (φ, ϕ) solves (5.7) if and only if










Q

(

Tδ(λ) + T−δ(λ)
)

Q Q

(

Tδ(λ) + T−δ(λ)
)

Π1 Q

(

Tδ(λ) + T−δ(λ)
)

Π2

Π2

(

Tδ(λ) + T−δ(λ)
)

Q Π2

(

Tδ(λ) + T−δ(λ)
)

Π1 Π2

(

Tδ(λ) + T−δ(λ)
)

Π2

Π1

(

Tδ(λ) + T−δ(λ)
)

Q Π1

(

Tδ(λ) + T−δ(λ)
)

Π1 Π1

(

Tδ(λ) + T−δ(λ)
)

Π2















Ψ
Φ(1)

Φ(1)



 = 0,

(5.10)

where Ψ = Q

(

φ
ϕ

)

, Φ(1) = Π1

(

φ
ϕ

)

, Φ(1) = Π2

(

φ
ϕ

)

. By multiplying





1 0 0

0 δ
1
4 0

0 0 δ−
1
12



 to both

sides of the matrix in (5.10), we further obtain

(

Mδ(λ) +M−δ(λ)
)





Ψ
Φ(1)

Φ(1)



 = 0, (5.11)

where

Mδ(λ) :=





QTδ(λ)Q δ
1
4QTδ(λ)Π1 δ−

1
12QTδ(λ)Π2

δ
1
4Π2T

δ(λ)Q δ
1
2Π2T

δ(λ)Π1 δ
1
6Π2T

δ(λ)Π2

δ−
1
12Π1T

δ(λ)Q δ
1
6Π1T

δ(λ)Π1 δ−
1
6Π1T

δ(λ)Π2



 . (5.12)

On the other hand, (5.8) is equivalent to

(

1

2





1 0 0

0 0 δ
1
6

0 δ
1
4 0



+Mδ(λ)

)





Ψ
Φ(1)

Φ(1)



 6= 0. (5.13)

We remark that the scaled matrix Mδ(λ) is a normalized version of the matrix on the left side
of (5.10). This will be illustrated in the next section.

5.2 Properties of Mδ(λ)

We present asymptotic properties of the operator Mδ(λ) in this subsection.

Proposition 5.1. The following convergence holds uniformly for h ∈ J as δ → 0+:

Mδ(λ∗ + δ · h)
‖·‖

B(X⊕Y⊕Y ⊥,X⊕Y⊥⊕Y )−→





QT0(λ∗)Q 0 0
0 E(h) 0
0 0 F



+





0 0 0
0 E×(h) 0
0 0 0



 , (5.14)

where

T0(λ∗) ∈ B(H 1
2 (Γ)× H̃− 1

2 (Γ)), T0(λ∗)

(

φ
ϕ

)

:=

(

0 S(λ∗;G0)
−N (λ∗;G0) 0

)(

φ
ϕ

)

,

E(h)

(

φ
ϕ

)

:=− 1

2γ∗
·
(

h
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

+
1

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

1
4

)

·
(

∫

Γ

ϕ(·)v2(·; π)
)

(

v2(x; π)
0

)

+
1

2γ∗
·
(

h
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

− 1

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

1
4

)

·
(

∫

Γ

φ(·)∂v1
∂x1

(·; π)
)

(

0
∂v1
∂x1

(·; π)

)

,
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E×(h)

(

φ
ϕ

)

:=− 1

2γ∗

t∗
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

[

(

∫

Γ

φ(·)∂v1
∂x1

(·; π)
)

(

v2(x; π)
0

)

−
(

∫

Γ

ϕ(·)v2(·; π)
)

(

0
∂v1
∂x1

(·; π)

)

]

,

F

(

φ
ϕ

)

:=
4

πγ∗

(

∫

Γ

ϕ(·)(∂κ1v1)(·; π)
)

(

(∂κ1v1)(x; π)
0

)

− 4

πγ∗

(

∫

Γ

φ(·) ∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v2)(·; π)

)

(

0
∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v1)(·; π)

)

.

Moreover,

M−δ(λ∗ + δ · h) ‖·‖B(X⊕Y⊕Y ∗,X⊕Y ∗⊕Y )−→





QT0(λ∗)Q 0 0
0 E(h) 0
0 0 F



−





0 0 0
0 E×(h) 0
0 0 0



 . (5.15)

Proof. See Appendix C.

Proposition 5.2. T0(λ∗) ∈ B(H 1
2 (Γ) × H̃− 1

2 (Γ)) is a Fredholm operator with zero index.
Moreover,

kerT0(λ∗) = span
{

(

v2(x; π)
0

)

,

(

∂κ1v1(x; π)
0

)

,

(

0
∂v1
∂x1

(x; π)

)

,

(

0
∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v2)(x; π)

)

}

. (5.16)

Proof. See Appendix D.

5.3 Proof of Theorem 1.8

We now prove Theorem 1.8 in this subsection. First, using (5.14)-(5.15), the characteristic

values of the operator limδ→0

(

Mδ(λ∗ + δ · h) + M−δ(λ∗ + δ · h)
)

in J can be obtained by

solving E(h)Φ = 0. This yields the following two characteristic values

h1 =
1√
2
|t∗|, h2 = − 1√

2
|t∗|.

Their associated eigenfunctions are (Ψ1,Φ
(1)
1 ,Φ

(2)
1 )T and (Ψ2,Φ

(1)
2 ,Φ

(2)
2 )T , respectively, where

Ψ1 = 0, Φ
(1)
1 =

(

∂κ1v1(x; π)
0

)

, Φ
(2)
1 = 0, (5.17)

Ψ2 = 0, Φ
(1)
2 =

(

0
∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v2)(x; π)

)

, Φ
(2)
2 = 0. (5.18)

Next, note the following facts:
(i) Mδ(λ∗+δ ·h)+M−δ(λ∗+δ ·h) is Fredholm with zero index for any h ∈ J . Indeed, since

T0(λ∗) is Fredholm, we know the limiting operator ofMδ(λ∗+δ ·h)+M−δ(λ∗+δ ·h) is Fredholm
with zero index because it differs from 2T0(λ∗) by finite-rank operators. Consequently, Mδ(λ∗+
δ · h) +M−δ(λ∗ + δ · h) is Fredholm by the convergence (5.14) and (5.15);

(ii) M±δ(λ∗+δ ·h) are analytic for h ∈ J because the Green function Gδ(x,y;λ) is analytici
when λ lies in the band gap;
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(iii) limδ→0

(

Mδ(λ∗+ δ ·h)+M−δ(λ∗+ δ ·h)
)

is invertible for h ∈ J \{h1, h2}. This follows
from the facts that limδ→0

(

Mδ(λ∗+ δ · h) +M−δ(λ∗+ δ · h)
)

is Fredholm and it’s injective for

h 6= h1 and h 6= h2 as we proved earlier.
Hence, the generalized Rouché theorem (cf. Chapter 1 of [3]) concludes that Mδ(λ∗ + δ ·

h) +M−δ(λ∗ + δ · h) has the following two characteristic values

h1(δ) =
1√
2
|t∗|+ o(1), h1(δ) = − 1√

2
|t∗|+ o(1), (5.19)

with respective eigenvectors





Ψ1(δ)

Φ
(1)
1 (δ)

Φ
(2)
1 (δ)



 =





Ψ1

Φ
(1)
1

Φ
(2)
1



 + o(1),





Ψ2(δ)

Φ
(1)
2 (δ)

Φ
(2)
2 (δ)



 =





Ψ2

Φ
(1)
2

Φ
(2)
2



 + o(1). (5.20)

Finally, we check (5.13). By substituting h1(δ) and (Ψ1(δ),Φ
(1)
1 (δ),Φ

(2)
1 (δ))T into (5.13), we

obtain the following Π2-component

1

2
δ

1
6Φ

(2)
1 (δ) + Π2M

δ(λ∗ + δ · h1(δ))





Ψ1

Φ
(1)
1

Φ
(2)
1



 .

By using (5.14), (5.19) and (5.20), the Π2-component is further equal to

E×(h1)Φ
(1)
1 + o(1) = −i · sgn(t∗)

(1

2

)5/4( |t∗|
γ∗

)−1/2
(

v2(x; π)
0

)

+ o(1) 6= 0.

Hence h1(δ) and its eigenfunction satisfy (5.13). The proof of h2(δ) is similar. This completes
the proof of Theorem 1.8.

Appendix

Appendix A: Proof of Theorem 3.3, Proposition 3.4 and 3.5

Proof of Theorem 3.3

By Proposition 3.1, the Floquet-Bloch eigenpairs (µn(κ1), vn(x; κ1)) (n = 1, 2) are analytic in
D = D1 ∩D2 which contains a closed rectangle Rν = {z ∈ C : 0 ≤ Rez ≤ 2π,−ν ≤ Imz ≤ ν}
for some ν > 0. By Assumption 1.4, κ1 = π is the unique root of µn(κ1) = λ∗ (n = 1, 2) for
κ1 ∈ [0, 2π]. Thus, by taking ν to be sufficiently small, we can assume that κ1 = π is the
unique root of µn(κ1) = λ∗ (n = 1, 2) for κ1 ∈ D.

We decompose the operator G(λ∗ + iǫ) as

G(λ∗ + iǫ) = Gǫ,prop(λ∗ + iǫ) + Gǫ,evan(λ∗ + iǫ),

where

Gǫ,prop(λ∗ + iǫ)f :=
1

2π

∑

n=1,2

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

vn(x; κ1)(f(·), vn(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µn(κ1)

dκ1,
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Gǫ,evan(λ∗ + iǫ)f :=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)(f(·), vn(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µn(κ1)

dκ1

+
1

2π

∑

n=1,2

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

vn(x; κ1)(f(·), vn(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µn(κ1)

dκ1.

(A.1)

Then Theorem 3.3 follows from the two lemmas below.

Lemma A.1 (Asymptotics of Gǫ,prop(λ∗ + iǫ)).

1

2π

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

v1(x; κ1)(f(·), v1(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µ1(κ1)

dκ1

=
(

ǫ−
1
2 + o(−ǫ

1
2 )
)

· 1− i

2γ
1
2∗
v1(x; π)

(

f(·), v1(·; π)
)

Ω

+
1

πγ∗
ǫ
1
6

(

2(∂κ1v1)(x; π)
(

f(·), (∂κ1v1)(·; π)
)

Ω

+ (∂2
κ1
v1)(x; π)

(

f(·), v1(y; π)
)

Ω
+ v1(x; π)

(

f(·), (∂2
κ1
v1)(·; π)

)

Ω

)

+O(ǫ
1
3 ).

(A.2)

1

2π

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

v2(x; κ1)(f(·), v2(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µ2(κ1)

dκ1

= −
(

ǫ−
1
2 + o(ǫ−

1
2 )
)

· 1 + i

2γ
1
2∗
v2(x; π)

(

f(·), v2(·; π)
)

Ω

+
1

πγ∗
ǫ
1
6

(

− 2(∂κ1v2)(x; π)
(

f(·), (∂κ1v2)(·; π)
)

Ω

− (∂2
κ1
v2)(x; π)

(

f(·), v2(y; π)
)

Ω
− v2(x; π)

(

f(·), (∂2
κ1
v2)(·; π)

)

Ω

)

+O(ǫ
1
3 ).

(A.3)

Lemma A.2 (Asymptotics of Gǫ,evan(λ∗ + iǫ)).

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)(f(·), vn(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µn(κ1)

dκ1 =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)(f(·), vn(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ − µn(κ1)

dκ1 +O(ǫ).

(A.4)
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1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

v1(x; κ1)(f(·), v1(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µ1(κ1)

dκ1

= (ǫ−
1
6 · 2

πγ∗
+O(ǫ

1
6 )) · v1(x; π)(f(·), v1(·; π))Ω

+ G1
0(λ∗)f

− 1

πγ∗
ǫ
1
6

(

2(∂κ1v1)(x; π)
(

f(·), (∂κ1v1)(·; π)
)

Ω

+ (∂2
κ1
v1)(x; π)

(

f(·), v1(·; π)
)

Ω
+ v1(x; π)

(

f(·), (∂2
κ1
v1)(·; π)

)

Ω

)

+O(ǫ
1
3 ),

(A.5)

where G1
0(λ∗) is associated with the kernel function

G1
0(x,y;λ∗) = lim

ǫ→0+

( 1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

v1(x; κ1)v1(y; κ1)

λ∗ − µ1(κ1)
dκ1 − ǫ−

1
6 · 2

πγ∗
v1(x; π)v1(y; π)

)

.

Similarly,

1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

v2(x; κ1)(f(·), v2(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µ2(κ1)

dκ1

= (−ǫ−
1
6 · 2

πγ∗
+O(ǫ

1
6 )) · v2(x; π)(f(·), v2(·; π))Ω

+ G2
0(λ∗)f

+
1

πγ∗
ǫ
1
6

(

2(∂κ1v2)(x; π)
(

f(·), (∂κ1v2)(·; π)
)

Ω

+ (∂2
κ1
v2)(x; π)

(

f(·), v2(·; π)
)

Ω
+ v2(x; π)

(

f(·), (∂2
κ1
v1)(·; π)

)

Ω

)

+O(ǫ
1
3 ),

(A.6)

where G2
0(λ∗) is associated with the kernel function

G2
0(x,y;λ∗) = lim

ǫ→0+

( 1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

v2(x; κ1)v2(y; κ1)

λ∗ − µ1(κ1)
dκ1 + ǫ−

1
6 · 2

πγ∗
v2(x; π)v2(y; π)

)

.

Proof of Lemma A.1. Here we only present the proof of (A.2). The one of (A.3) is similar.
The analyticity of v1(x; κ1) and µ1(κ1) implies that

v1(x; κ1) = v1(x; π) + (κ1 − π) · (∂κ1v1)(x; π) +
1

2
(κ1 − π)2 · (∂2

κ1
v1)(x; π) +O(|κ1 − π|3),

µ1(κ1) = λ∗ −
1

2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +O(|κ1 − π|4).

(A.7)
It follows that

1

λ∗ + iǫ− µ1(κ1)
=

1 +O(|κ1 − π|2)
iǫ+ 1

2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

. (A.8)
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Using (A.7)-(A.8), we have

1

2π

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

v1(x; κ1)(f(·), v1(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µ1(κ1)

dκ1

=
( 1

2π

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

1 +O(|κ1 − π|2)
iǫ+ 1

2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

dκ1

)

· v1(x; π)(f(·), v1(·; π))Ω

+
( 1

2π

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

κ1 − π +O(|κ1 − π|3)
iǫ+ 1

2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

dκ1

)

·
(

∂κ1v1(x; π)(f(·), v1(·; π))Ω + v1(x; π)(f(·), (∂κ1v1)(·; π))Ω
)

+
( 1

2π

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

(κ1 − π)2 +O(|κ1 − π|4)
iǫ+ 1

2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

dκ1

)

·
(

(∂κ1v1)(x; π)
(

f(·), (∂κ1v1)(·; π)
)

Ω

+
1

2
(∂2

κ1
v1)(x; π)

(

f(·), v1(y; π)
)

Ω
+

1

2
v1(x; π)

(

f(·), (∂2
κ1
v1)(·; π)

)

Ω

)

+O
(

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

|κ1 − π|3
iǫ+ 1

2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

dκ1

)

(A.9)

Note that
∫ π+ǫ

1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

κ1−π
iǫ+ 1

2
γ∗(κ1−π)2

dκ1 = 0 and

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

∣

∣

∣

(κ1 − π)2

iǫ+ 1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

∣

∣

∣
dκ1 .

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

1 · dκ1 = O(ǫ
1
6 ),

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

∣

∣

∣

(κ1 − π)3

iǫ+ 1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

∣

∣

∣
dκ1 .

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

|κ1 − π|dκ1 = O(ǫ
1
3 ).

One further obtain

1

2π

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

v1(x; κ1)(f(·), v1(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µ1(κ1)

dκ1

=
( 1

2π

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

1

iǫ+ 1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

dκ1 +O(ǫ
1
6 )
)

· v1(x; π)(f(·), v1(·; π))Ω

+
( 1

2π

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

(κ1 − π)2

iǫ+ 1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

dκ1

)

·
(

2(∂κ1v1)(x; π)
(

f(·), (∂κ1v1)(·; π)
)

Ω

+ (∂2
κ1
v1)(x; π)

(

f(·), v1(y; π)
)

Ω
+ v1(x; π)

(

f(·), (∂2
κ1
v1)(·; π)

)

Ω

)

+O(ǫ
1
3 )

(A.10)
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By direct calculation

1

2π

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

1

iǫ+ 1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

dκ1 =
1− i

2γ
1
2∗
ǫ−

1
2 + o(ǫ−

1
2 ),

1

2π

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

(κ1 − π)2

iǫ+ 1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

dκ1 =
1

πγ∗

∫ π+ǫ
1
6

π−ǫ
1
6

(

1− iǫ

iǫ+ 1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

)

dκ1 =
2

πγ∗
ǫ
1
6 +O(ǫ

1
2 ).

(A.11)
Thus, (A.2) follows by substituting (A.11) into (A.10).

Proof of Lemma A.2. Step 1. We first prove (A.4). Define

Pn(κ1)g =
(

g(·), vn(·; κ1)
)

vn(·; κ1) (n = 1, 2), Q(κ1) = I − P1(κ1)− P2(κ1). (A.12)

Then, by Floquet transform,

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)(f(·), vn(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µn(κ1)

dκ1 =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

(λ∗ + iǫ− LA
Ω,π(κ1)Q(κ1))

−1Q(κ1)f̂(κ1)dκ1,

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)(f(·), vn(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ − µn(κ1)

dκ1 =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

(λ∗ − LA
Ω,π(κ1)Q(κ1))

−1Q(κ1)f̂(κ1)dκ1,

(A.13)
where f̂(κ1) denotes the Floquet transform of f . Notice that

σ(LA
Ω,π(κ1)Q(κ1)) = {0} ∪ {µn(κ1)}n≥3.

Consequently, λ∗ /∈ σ(LA
Ω,π(κ1)Q(κ1)) for any κ1 ∈ [0, 2π) by Assumption 1.4(2). Thus, for

ǫ being sufficiently small, the resolvent (λ∗ + iǫ − LA
Ω,π(κ1)Q(κ1))

−1 : (H1(Y ))∗ → H1(Y ) is
uniformly bounded. Hence (A.13) and the resolvent identity shows that

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)(f(·), vn(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µn(κ1)

dκ1 −
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)(f(·), vn(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ − µn(κ1)

dκ1

= iǫ · 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

[

(λ∗ + iǫ−LA
Ω,π(κ1)Q(κ1))

−1 · (λ∗ −LA
Ω,π(κ1)Q(κ1))

−1]Q(κ1)f̂(κ1)dκ1

= O(ǫ),

which concludes the proof of (A.4).
Step 2. We prove (A.5). We point out that the proof of (A.6) is similar. First, by

Assumption 1.4,
|λ∗ − µ1(κ1)| & ǫ

1
3 for |κ1 − π| > ǫ

1
6 .

Thus

1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

v1(x; κ1)(f(·), v1(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + iǫ− µ1(κ1)

dκ1

=
1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

v1(x; κ1)(f(·), v1(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ − µ1(κ1)

dκ1

+
1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

−iǫ

(λ∗ + iǫ− µ1(κ1))(λ∗ − µ1(κ1))
v1(x; κ1)(f(·), v1(·; κ1))Ωdκ1

= I +O(ǫ
1
3 ).

(A.14)
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(a)

Re(κ1)
0 2ππ − ǫ

1
6 π + ǫ

1
6

Cǫ

iν 2π + iν

(b)

Re(κ1)
0 2ππ − ǫ

1
6 π + ǫ

1
6

−iν 2π − iν

Figure 3: Integral contour used in the proof.

where

I =
1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

v1(x; κ1)(f(·), v1(·; κ1))Ω
λ∗ − µ1(κ1)

dκ1 =
1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

P1(κ1)f̂(κ1)

λ− µ1(κ1)
dκ1.

Note that the projection P1(κ1) and µ1(κ1) are analytic in κ1 ∈ D ⊃ Rν = {z ∈ C : 0 ≤
Rez ≤ 2π,−ν ≤ Imz ≤ ν}. The Cauchy theorem gives

I =
1

2π

∫

Cǫ

P1(κ1)f̂(κ1)

λ∗ − µ1(κ1)
dκ1

+
1

2π

∫ ν

0

P1(it)f̂(it)

λ∗ − µ1(it)
idt− 1

2π

∫ ν

0

P1(2π + it)f̂(2π + it)

λ∗ − µ1(2π + it)
idt

+
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

P1(κ1 + iν)f̂ (κ1 + iν)

λ∗ − µ1(κ1 + iν)
dκ1,

(A.15)

where Cǫ := {π + ǫ
1
6 eiθ : 0 ≤ θ ≤ π}. The shifted contour is illustrated in Figure 3(a). Note

that ν is independent of ǫ. By the Taylor expansion (A.7), we obtain (similar to (A.9))

1

2π

∫

Cǫ

P1(κ1)f̂(κ1)

λ∗ − µ1(κ1)
dκ1

= (ǫ−
1
6 · 2

πγ∗
+O(ǫ

1
6 )) · v1(x; π)(f(·), v1(·; π))Ω

+
i

γ∗

(

∂κ1v1(x; π)(f(·), v1(·; π))Ω + v1(x; π)(f(·), (∂κ1v1)(·; π))Ω
)

− 1

πγ∗
ǫ
1
6

(

2(∂κ1v1)(x; π)
(

f(·), (∂κ1v1)(·; π)
)

Ω

+ (∂2
κ1
v1)(x; π)

(

f(·), v1(·; π)
)

Ω
+ v1(x; π)

(

f(·), (∂2
κ1
v1)(·; π)

)

Ω

)

+O(ǫ
1
3 )

(A.16)
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On the other hand, by calculating the asymptotics of 1
2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

v1(x;κ1)v1(y;κ1)
λ∗−µ1(κ1)

dκ1

using a similar contour integral approach, we obtain

lim
ǫ→0+

( 1

2π

∫

[0,π−ǫ
1
6 )∪(π+ǫ

1
6 ,2π]

v1(x; κ1)v1(y; κ1)

λ∗ − µ1(κ1)
dκ1 − ǫ−

1
6 · 2

πγ∗
v1(x; π)v1(y; π)

)

=
1

2π

∫ ν

0

P1(it)f̂(it)

λ∗ − µ1(it)
idt− 1

2π

∫ ν

0

P1(2π + it)f̂(2π + it)

λ∗ − µ1(2π + it)
idt

+
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

P1(κ1 + iν)f̂(κ1 + iν)

λ∗ − µ1(κ1 + iν)
dκ1.

(A.17)

Combining (A.14)-(A.17), the proof of (A.5) is complete.

Proof of Proposition 3.4

Step 1: We first prove (div(A∇) + λ∗)G0(x,y;λ∗) = δ(x− y). It’s equivalent to proving the
following weak formulation

a
A
Ω(G0(λ∗)f, g)− λ∗ · (G0(λ∗)f, g)Ω = (f, g)Ω, for any f, g ∈ C∞

c (Ω) (A.18)

where the form a
A
Ω(·, ·) on H1(Ω) is defined similarly as (1.2). From (3.5), we see

a
A
Ω(G0(λ∗)f, g)− λ∗ · (G0(λ∗)f, g)Ω

=
(1− i) ·

(

ǫ−
1
2 + o(ǫ−

1
2 )
)

2γ
1
2∗

(

f(·), v1(·; π)
)

·
(

a
A(v1(·; π), g(·))− λ∗ · (v1(·; π), g(·))Ω

)

− (1 + i) ·
(

ǫ−
1
2 + o(ǫ−

1
2 )
)

2γ
1
2∗

(

f(·), v2(·; π)
)

·
(

a
A(v2(·; π), g(·))− λ∗ · (v2(·; π), g(·))Ω

)

+ a
A
Ω(G(λ∗ + iǫ)f, g)− λ∗ · (G(λ∗ + iǫ)f, g)Ω +O(ǫ

1
6 ).

(A.19)

In addition, the weak formulation of (div(A∇) + λ∗)vn(x; π) = 0 (n = 1, 2) and (div(A∇) +
λ∗ + iǫ)G(x,y;λ∗ + iǫ) = δ(x− y) yield

a
A
Ω(vn(·; π), g(·))− λ∗ · (vn(·; π), g(·))Ω = 0, n = 1, 2 (A.20)

and

a
A
Ω(G(λ∗ + iǫ)f, g)− (λ∗ + iǫ) · (G(λ∗ + iǫ)f, g)Ω = (f, g)Ω, for any f, g ∈ C∞

c (Ω). (A.21)

Substituting (A.20) and (A.21) into (A.19), we obtain that

a
A
Ω(G0(λ∗)f, g)− λ∗ · (G0(λ∗)f, g)Ω = (f, g)Ω + iǫ · (G(λ∗ + iǫ)f, g)Ω +O(ǫ

1
6 ). (A.22)

Note that by (3.5),

ǫ · (G(λ∗ + iǫ)f, g)Ω = O(ǫ
1
2 ).

Hence, by letting ǫ → 0+ in (A.22), we obtain (A.18). The boundary condition of G0(x,y;λ∗)
as stated in (3.7) can be checked directly.

38



Step 2: We prove (3.8). By the reflection symmetry of the operator LA, i.e. [LA,M1] = 0,
the Bloch eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of LA have the following properties:

µn(κ1) = µn(2π − κ1), vn(x; κ1) ∼ vn(M1x; 2π − κ1), n = 1, 2,

and for each n ≥ 3, there exists n′ ≥ 3 such that

µn(κ1) = µn′(2π − κ1), vn(x; κ1) ∼ vn′(M1x; 2π − κ1).

Therefore, the formula (3.6) is invariant under the substitution x → M1x, y → M1y, which
implies G0(x,y;λ∗) = G0(M1x,M1y;λ∗).

We point out that (3.9) follows from a similar argument by using the time-reversal sym-
metry of the operator LA.

Step 3: We prove (3.10). We note that G0(x,y;λ∗) has the following contour integral
expression, which is obtained from the proof of Lemma A.1 and A.2,

G0(x,y;λ∗) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)vn(y; κ1)

λ∗ − µn(κ1)
dκ1 +G1

0(x,y;λ∗) +G2
0(x,y;λ∗)

= G+
0 (x,y;λ∗) +

i

γ∗

(

∂κ1v1(x; π)v1(y; π) + v1(x; π)(∂κ1v1)(y; π)
)

− i

γ∗

(

∂κ1v2(x; π)v2(y; π) + v2(x; π)(∂κ1v2)(y; π)
)

,

(A.23)

where

G+
0 (x,y;λ∗) :=

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)vn(y; κ1)

λ∗ − µn(κ1)
dκ1

+
1

2π

∫ ν

0

∑

n=1,2

vn(x; it)vn(y; it)

λ∗ − µn(it)
idt− 1

2π

∫ ν

0

∑

n=1,2

vn(x; 2π + it)vn(y; 2π + it)

λ∗ − µn(2π + it)
idt

+
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n=1,2

vn(x; κ1 + iν)vn(y; κ1 + iν)

λ∗ − µn(κ1 + iν)
dκ1.

Since G+
0 (x,y;λ∗) decays exponentially as x1 → ∞ (see Theorem 7 in [21]), (3.10) follows

from (A.23). (3.11) can be proved similarly by replacing the integral contour in (A.23) with
the one in Figure 3(b). The details are omitted here.

Proof of Proposition 3.5

Here we only prove (3.13) and (3.15). The proof of (3.14) and (3.16) is similar. The strategy is
to show first that the jump formula (3.13) and (3.15) holds for the Green function G(x,y;λ∗+
iǫ), and then obtain the jump formula for G0(x,y;λ∗) by letting ǫ → 0+.

To show the jump formula (3.13) and (3.15) holds G(x,y;λ∗+ iǫ), we first fix a neighbor-
hood of Γ, say, U := (−1−2r0

4
, 1−2r0

4
)× (−1

2
, 1
2
), where r0 := diam(V ). Let

Gempty(x,y;λ) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n∈Z2

ei(2πn+(κ1,π))·(x−y)

λ− |2πn+ (κ1, π)|
dκ1
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be the quasi-periodic Green function for the Laplacian operator in Ω. Since U∩(∪n1,n2∈ZVn1,n2 =
∅, LA = −∆ in U . Hence

S(λ∗ + iǫ;G)[ϕ](x)− S(λ∗ + iǫ;Gempty)[ϕ](x) = f(x), x ∈ U (A.24)

for some function f ∈ H1(U). From Section 2 of [11], the following jump relations hold for
S(λ∗ + iǫ;Gempty)[ϕ](x)

lim
t→0

(

S(λ∗ + iǫ;Gempty)[ϕ]
)

(x+ te1) = S(λ∗ + iǫ;Gempty)[ϕ](x) (A.25)

lim
t→0±

∂

∂x1

(

S(λ∗ + iǫ;Gempty)[ϕ]
)

(x+ te1) = ±1

2
ϕ(x) +

1

2
Kempty,∗[ϕ](x), (A.26)

where

Kempty,∗(λ) : H̃− 1
2 (Γ) → H̃− 1

2 (Γ), ϕ 7→ p.v.

∫

Γ

∂Gempty

∂nx

(x,y;λ)ϕ(y)ds(y).

Thus, by (A.24) and (A.25), we have

lim
t→0±

S(λ∗ + iǫ;G)[ϕ](x+ te1) = lim
t→0±

S(λ∗ + iǫ;Gempty)[ϕ](x+ te1) + f(x)

= S(λ∗ + iǫ;Gempty)[ϕ](x) + f(x)

= S(λ∗ + iǫ;G)[ϕ](x).

(A.27)

Thus (3.13) holds for G(x,y;λ∗+ iǫ). On the other hand, the reflection symmetry implies the
following identities (analogous to (3.8))

G(x,y;λ∗+iǫ) = G(M1x,M1y;λ∗+iǫ), Gempty(x,y;λ∗+iǫ) = Gempty(M1x,M1y;λ∗+iǫ).
(A.28)

Hence we have f(x) = f(M1x) by (A.24) and Kempty,∗(λ∗ + iǫ) = 0 by the definition of
Kempty,∗. Thus (A.24) and (A.26) yield

lim
t→0±

∂

∂x1

(

S(λ∗ + iǫ;G)[ϕ]
)

(x+ te1) = ±1

2
ϕ(x) +

∂f

∂x1
(x) = ±1

2
ϕ(x), (A.29)

where we used the fact that ∂f
∂x1

|Γ = 0 (since f(x) = f(M1x)). Hence (3.15) holds for
G(x,y;λ∗ + iǫ).

We now prove (3.13) and (3.15) by using (A.27) and (A.29). Note that (3.5) implies

S(λ∗;G0)[ϕ](x)− S(λ∗ + iǫ;G)[ϕ](x) = fǫ(x) ∈ H1(U), (A.30)

with

fǫ(x) = −
(

ǫ−
1
2 + o(ǫ−

1
2 )
)

·
((1− i) ·

∫

Γ
ϕ(·)v1(·; π)

2γ
1
2∗

v1(x; π)−
(1 + i) ·

∫

Γ
ϕ(·)v2(·; π)

2γ
1
2∗

v2(x; π)
)

+O(ǫ
1
6 ).

(A.31)
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Then, by (A.27),

lim
t→0±

S(λ∗;G0)[ϕ](x+ te1) = lim
t→0±

(

S(λ∗ + iǫ;G)[ϕ](x+ te1) + fǫ(x+ te1)
)

= S(λ∗ + iǫ;G)[ϕ](x) + fǫ(x)

= S(λ∗;G0)[ϕ](x),

which gives (3.13). For (3.15), note that the parity of vn(x; π) (n = 1, 2) in (3.27) implies that

v1(x; π) = 0,
∂v2
∂x2

(x; π) = 0, x ∈ Γ.

Thus (A.31) indicates that
∂fǫ
∂x1

(x) = O(ǫ
1
6 ), x ∈ Γ.

By (A.29) and (A.30), we have

lim
t→0±

∂

∂x1

(

S(λ∗;G0)[ϕ]
)

(x+ te1) = ±1

2
ϕ(x) +

∂fǫ
∂x1

(x) = ±1

2
ϕ(x) +O(ǫ

1
6 ).

Hence, by letting ǫ → 0+, we conclude the proof of (3.15).

Appendix B: Proof of Lemma 4.3, 4.4, 4.5 and 4.6

Proof of Lemma 4.3

By the relation ṽn(x) = eiπx1vn(x) and (4.6), it suffices to prove the following identities

∫

Y

(B∇v1(x)) · ∇v2(x)dx =

∫

Y

(B∇v2(x)) · ∇v1(x)dx, (B.1)

∫

Y

(B∇v1(x)) · ∇v2(x)dx ∈ R, (B.2)

∫

Y

(B∇vn(x)) · ∇vn(x)dx = 0, n = 1, 2. (B.3)

Step 1: We first prove (B.1). Note that (1.9) in Assumption 1.4 and the relationship
vn(x) := un(x;κ

(2)) give that
Rv1 = iv2, Rv2 = iv1. (B.4)

Thus,
∫

Y

(B∇v1(x)) · ∇v2(x)dx =

∫

Y

(B∇(v2(Rx))) · ∇(v1(Rx))dx. (B.5)

For any functions f(x), it holds that

∇(f(Rx)) = RT (∇f)(Rx). (B.6)

Hence, (B.5) gives that

∫

Y

(B∇v1(x)) · ∇v2(x)dx =

∫

Y

(BRT (∇v2)(Rx)) · RT (∇v1)(Rx)dx
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By Assumption 1.5, B commutes with RT . Thus
∫

Y

(B∇v1(x)) · ∇v2(x)dx =

∫

Y

B(x)(∇v2)(Rx) · (∇v1)(Rx)dx

Then (B.1) follows by a change of variable Rx → x and the identity B(x) = B(Rx).
Step 2: (B.2) follows from (B.1) and the fact that B is Hermitian.
Step 3: We prove (B.3) for n = 1. We point out that n = 2 can be treated similarly. The
proof exploits the reflection asymmetry of the system, namely BM2 = −M2B.

Note that (1.9) in Assumption 1.4 and the relationship vn(x) := un(x;κ
(2)) gives that

M2v1 = v1. Thus,
∫

Y

(B∇v1(x)) · ∇v1(x)dx =

∫

Y

(B∇(v1(M2x))) · ∇(v1(M2x))dx. (B.7)

For any functions f(x), it holds that

∇(f(M2x)) = M2(∇f)(M2x). (B.8)

Hence, (B.7) gives that
∫

Y

(B∇v1(x)) · ∇v1(x)dx =

∫

Y

(BM2(∇v1)(M2x)) ·M2(∇v1)(M2x)dx.

Recall that by Assumption 1.5, B anti-commutes with M2, i.e. BM2 = −M2B. Thus,
∫

Y

(B∇v1(x)) · ∇v1(x)dx = −
∫

Y

B(x)(∇v1)(M2x) · ∇v1(M2x)dx.

Then (B.3) for n = 1 follows by a change of variable M2x → x and the identity B(x) =
B(M2x).

Proof of Lemma 4.4

It’s a direct consequence of Theorem 1.3. As shown in Section 2.2, the first-order terms vanish
when we apply the perturbation argument near (κ1, κ2) = (π, π). Here the first-order terms
are given by (L̃A

1 ṽm, ṽn) (n,m = 1, 2).

Proof of Lemma 4.5

Step 1: We show that

[L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1 ,M2] = 0. (B.9)

Note that [LA
Ω,π(κ1),M2] = 0 by (1.6) and (1.4). Thus [L̃A

Ω,π(κ1),M2] = 0 since [e±iκ1x1,M2] =
0. Consequently, the expansion (4.7) yields

[L̃A
Ω,π(π),M2] = 0, [L̃A

1 ,M2] = 0, [L̃A
11,M2] = 0. (B.10)

On the other hand, the equality ṽn(x) = e−iπx1un(x;κ
(2)) and the parity (1.9) in Assumption

1.4 give that
M2ṽ1 = ṽ1, M2ṽ2 = −ṽ2. (B.11)
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Recall Q⊥f = f −∑n=1,2(f, ṽn)ṽn. Hence [Q⊥,M2] = 0. Consequently, by (B.10),

[Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥,M2] = 0. (B.12)

Then (B.9) follows from (B.10) and (B.12).

Step 2: We prove that

(

(

L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1

)

ṽ2, ṽ1

)

= 0. (B.13)

Indeed,
(

(

L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1

)

ṽ2, ṽ1

)

= −
(

(

L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1

)

M2ṽ2,M2ṽ1

)

= −
(

M2

(

L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1

)

ṽ2,M2ṽ1

)

= −
(

(

L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1

)

ṽ2, ṽ1

)

,

where we applied (B.9) in the second equality above. Then (B.13) follows.

The proof of
(

(

L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1

)

ṽ1, ṽ2

)

= 0 is similar.

Step 3: We prove

(

(

L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1

)

ṽ1, ṽ1

)

= −1

2
γ∗,

(

(

L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π)− λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1

)

ṽ2, ṽ2

)

=
1

2
γ∗.

(B.14)

Let α1 :=
(

(

L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π) − λ∗)

−1Q⊥L̃A
1

)

ṽ1, ṽ1

)

and α2 :=
(

(

L̃A
11 − L̃A

1 Q⊥(L̃A
Ω,π(π)−

λ∗)
−1Q⊥L̃A

1

)

ṽ2, ṽ2

)

. Then, by applying the perturbation argument in Section 4 with δ = 0,

we see (4.16) becomes

(

(

µ(1) − α1p
2 0

0 µ(1) − α2p
2

)

+O(|p3|)
)

(

a
b

)

= 0, (B.15)

where we’ve used Lemma 4.4 and (B.13) to simplify the form of M(0)(µ(1), p, 0). Based on
(B.15), we can follow the calculation in Section 4 to obtain two branches of Bloch eigenpairs

µ1(κ1) = λ∗ + α1(κ1 − π)2 +O(|κ1 − π|3), v1(x; κ1) = v1(x) +O(|κ1 − π|),
µ2(κ1) = λ∗ + α2(κ1 − π)2 +O(|κ1 − π|3), v2(x; κ1) = v2(x) +O(|κ1 − π|).

In accordance with (3.2), it holds that α1 = −1
2
γ∗ and α2 =

1
2
γ∗, which concludes the proof of

(B.14).

Proof of Lemma 4.6

By (3.27), ix1vn(x)vn(x) is an odd function in x1 for n = 1, 2. Hence, (ix1vn(x), vn(x)) = 0.
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Appendix C: Proof of Proposition 5.1

We only prove (5.14). The proof of (5.15) is similar. To check the convergence of the interface
integral operators S(λ;Gδ),K(λ;Gδ),N (λ;Gδ),K∗(λ;Gδ), we consider the associated volume
integral operators and apply the following result.

Lemma C.1. Let Kn(x,y) (n ≥ 1) and K(x, y) be integral kernels such that Kn(x,y) =
Kn(y,x) and the layer potential operators S(Kn),D(Kn) and S(K),D(K) (defined similarly
as in (5.1)) satisfy the jump conditions (5.2)-(5.5). Let U ⊂ Ω be a neighborhood of Γ. Suppose
that the following holds uniformly for all f ∈ (H1(U))∗ with ‖f‖(H1(U))∗ = 1 and suppf ⊂⊂ U

∫

U

Kn(x,y)f(y)dy
H1(U)−→

∫

U

K(x,y)f(y)dy. (C.1)

Then the integral operators S(Kn) ∈ B(H̃− 1
2 (Γ), H

1
2 (Γ)), N (Kn) ∈ B(H 1

2 (Γ), H̃− 1
2 (Γ)), K(Kn) ∈

B(H 1
2 (Γ), H

1
2 (Γ)) and K∗(Kn) ∈ B(H̃− 1

2 (Γ), H̃− 1
2 (Γ)) converge to S(K),N (K),K(K) and

K∗(K) in operator norm, respectively.

Proof. Here we prove S(Kn) → S(K), K∗(Kn) → K∗(K) and K(Kn) → K(K). One can prove
N (Kn) → N (K) by a similar argument.

We first prove S(Kn) → S(K). For each ϕ ∈ H̃− 1
2 (Γ), (C.1) implies that

Tr

∫

U

Kn(x,y)(Tr
∗ϕ)(y)dy

H
1
2 (Γ)−→ Tr

∫

U

K(x,y)(Tr∗ϕ)(y)dy, (C.2)

where Tr : H1(U) → H
1
2 (Γ) is the trace operator, and Tr∗ denotes its adjoint. Note that

S(Kn)[ϕ](x) = Tr
∫

U
Kn(x,y)(Tr

∗ϕ)(y)dy and S(K)[ϕ](x) = Tr
∫

U
K(x,y)(Tr∗ϕ)(y)dy.

Thus it’s clear that S(Kn) → S(K) by (C.2).

We next prove K∗(Kn) → K∗(K). For each ϕ ∈ H̃− 1
2 (Γ), (C.1) implies that

∂

∂x1

∫

U

Kn(x,y)(Tr
∗ϕ)(y)dy

H̃− 1
2 (Γ)−→ ∂

∂x1

∫

U

K(x,y)(Tr∗ϕ)(y)dy, x ∈ Γ.

By the jump condition (5.4), it is equivalent to

p.v.

∫

Γ

∂

∂x1
Kn(x,y)(Tr

∗ϕ)(y)dy
H̃− 1

2 (Γ)−→ p.v.

∫

Γ

∂

∂x1
K(x,y)(Tr∗ϕ)(y)dy, (C.3)

which gives K∗(Kn) → K∗(K).
We finally prove K(Kn) → K(K). The condition Kn(x,y) = Kn(y,x) and (C.3) implies

that the following convergence holds uniformly for all φ ∈ H
1
2 (Γ) and ϕ ∈ H̃− 1

2 (Γ) with unit
norm

〈ϕ(y), p.v.
∫

Γ

∂

∂x1
Kn(y,x)φ(x)dx〉 = 〈φ(x), p.v.

∫

Γ

∂

∂x1
Kn(x,y)ϕ(y)dy〉

−→ 〈φ(x), p.v.
∫

Γ

∂

∂x1

K(x,y)ϕ(y)dy〉

= 〈ϕ(y), p.v.
∫

Γ

∂

∂x1
K(y,x)φ(x)dx〉,

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the H̃− 1
2 −H

1
2 pairing. Thus K(Kn) → K(K) is proved.
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We decompose Gδ(x,y;λ∗+ δ ·h) = Gδ,evan(x,y;λ∗+ δ ·h)+Gδ,prop(x,y;λ∗+ δ ·h), where

Gδ,evan(x,y;λ∗ + δ · h) = 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn,δ(x; κ1)vn,δ(y; κ1)

λ∗ + δ · h− µn,δ(κ1)
dκ1

+
1

2π

∫

[0,π−δ
1
6 ]∪[π+δ

1
6 ,2π]

v1,δ(x; κ1)v1,δ(y; κ1)

λ∗ + δ · h− µ1,δ(κ1)
dκ1

+
1

2π

∫

[0,π−δ
1
6 ]∪[π+δ

1
6 ,2π]

v2,δ(x; κ1)v2,δ(y; κ1)

λ∗ + δ · h− µ2,δ(κ1)
dκ1,

and

Gδ,prop(x,y;λ∗ + δ · h) = 1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

v1,δ(x; κ1)v1,δ(y; κ1)

λ∗ + δ · h− µ1,δ(κ1)
dκ1 +

1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

v2,δ(x; κ1)v2,δ(y; κ1)

λ∗ + δ · h− µ2,δ(κ1)
dκ1.

As in the proof of Proposition 3.5, we take a neighborhood of Γ, i.e. U := (−1−2r0
4

, 1−2r0
4

)×
(−1

2
, 1
2
), where r0 := diam(V ). Then we claim the following results:

Lemma C.2. There exist f evan
n,δ , gevann,δ , f prop

n,δ , gpropn,δ ∈ H1(U) (n = 1, 2) such that the following
asymptotics holds uniformly for all f ∈ (H1(U))∗ with unit norm
∫

U

Gδ,evan(x,y;λ∗ + δ · h)f(y)dy

=
(

δ−
1
6 · 2

πγ∗
+ o(δ−

1
6 )
)

·
(

v1(x; π)(f(y), v1(y; π))Ω − v2(x; π)(f(y), v2(y; π))Ω

+ G0(λ∗)f

+
2

πγ∗
δ

1
6 · (∂κ1v1)(x; π)(f(y), (∂κ1v1)(y; π))Ω − 2

πγ∗
δ

1
6 · (∂κ1v2)(x; π)(f(y), (∂κ1v2)(y; π))Ω

+
∑

n=1,2

(

vn(x; π)(f(y), f
evan
n,δ (y))Ω + gevann,δ (x)(f(y), vn(y; π))Ω

)

+O(δ
1
3 ),

(C.4)
∫

U

Gδ,prop(x,y;λ∗ + δ · h)f(y)dy

= −
(

δ−
1
2

2γ∗

(

h
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

− 1

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

1
4

)

+ o(δ−
1
2 )

)

· v1(x; π)(f(y), v1(y; π))Ω

−
(

δ−
1
2

2γ∗

(

h
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

+
1

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

1
4

)

+ o(δ−
1
2 )

)

· v2(x; π)(f(y), v2(y; π))Ω

+

(

δ−
1
2

2γ∗

t∗
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

+ o(δ−
1
2 )

)

·
(

v2(x; π)(f(y), v1(y; π))Ω + v1(x; π)(f(y), v2(y; π))Ω
)

+
( 2

πγ∗
δ

1
6 + o(δ

1
6 )
)

· (∂κ1v1)(x; π)(f(y), (∂κ1v1)(y; π))Ω

+
(

− 2

πγ∗
δ

1
6 + o(δ

1
6 )
)

· (∂κ1v2)(x; π)(f(y), (∂κ1v2)(y; π))Ω

+
∑

n=1,2

(

vn(x; π)(f(y), f
prop
n,δ (y))Ω + gpropn,δ (x)(f(y), vn(y; π))Ω

)

+O(δ
1
3 ),

(C.5)
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and ‖f evan
n,δ ‖H1(U), ‖gevann,δ ‖H1(U), ‖f prop

n,δ ‖H1(U), ‖gpropn,δ ‖H1(U) = O(δ
1
6 ).

By Lemma C.1 and Lemma C.2, we obtain the convergence of interface integral operator
M(λ∗ + δ · h) in (5.12). We point out that the scaling in M(λ∗ + δ · h) is critical for the
convergence. In fact, as seen from (C.4) and (C.5), the scaling we choose for each subspace of

H
1
2 (Γ)×H̃− 1

2 (Γ) balances the δ−order of the corresponding operator exactly. This guarantees
the uniform convergence of each component of M(λ∗+ δ ·h). We also point out that the major
terms (of which we give detailed expressions) in (C.4) and (C.5) correspond to the nonzero
terms in limδ→0+ M(λ∗ + δ · h), while the minor terms (of which we only estimate the order)
correspond to the zeros in limδ→0+ M(λ∗ + δ · h). This completes the proof of (5.14).

We now prove (C.4) and (C.5) separately below.

Proof of (C.4)

We claim that

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), vn,δ(y; κ1))

λ∗ + δ · h− µn,δ(κ1)
dκ1 =

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)(f(y), vn(y; κ1))

λ∗ − µn(κ1)
dκ1+O(δ),

(C.6)
1

2π

∫

[0,π−δ
1
6 ]∪[π+δ

1
6 ,2π]

vn,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), vn,δ(y; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + δ · h− µn,δ(κ1)

dκ1

=
1

2π

∫

[0,π−δ
1
6 ]∪[π+δ

1
6 ,2π]

vn(x; κ1)(f(y), vn(y; κ1))Ω
λ∗ − µn(κ1)

dκ1 +O(δ
1
3 ), n = 1, 2.

(C.7)

By (C.6) and (C.7), we have

∫

U

Gδ,evan(x,y;λ∗ + δ · h)f(y)dy = Gδ,evan(λ∗)f +O(δ
1
3 ), (C.8)

where Gδ,evan(λ∗) is defined in (A.1) (the parameter ǫ in the original definition is replaced by
δ). Then (C.4) follows from (C.8) and Lemma A.2.

In the sequel, we prove (C.6) and (C.7).
Step 1. The proof of (C.6) follows the same strategy as the one of (A.4). We define the

following projections

Pn,δ(κ1)g =
(

g(·), vn,δ(·; κ1)
)

vn,δ(·; κ1) (n = 1, 2) Qδ(κ1) = I − P1,δ(κ1)− P2,δ(κ1).

Then, by Floquet transform, we can rewrite the integral operator in (C.6) as

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), vn,δ(y; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + δ · h− µn,δ(κ1)

dκ1 −
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∑

n≥3

vn(x; κ1)(f(y), vn(y; κ1))Ω
λ∗ − µn(κ1)

dκ1

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

(λ∗ + δ · h− LA+δ·B(κ1, π)Qδ(κ1))
−1Qδ(κ1)f̂(κ1)dκ1

− 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

(λ∗ − LA(κ1, π)Q(κ1))
−1Q(κ1)f̂(κ1)dκ1.

(C.9)
Note that

σ(LA+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1)Qδ(κ1)) = {0} ∪ {µn,δ(κ1)}n≥3.
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Thus, for h ∈ J , the resolvent λ∗+ δ ·h−LA
Ω,π(κ1)Q(κ1) is uniformly bounded. Consequently,

as in the proof of Lemma A.2, the resolvent identity shows that

∥

∥

∥

(

λ∗ + δ · h− LA+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1)Qδ(κ1)

)−1

−
(

λ∗ − LA+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1)Qδ(κ1)

)−1∥
∥

∥

B((H1(Y ))∗,H1(Y ))
= O(δ).

(C.10)
On the other hand, the estimates ‖LA+δ·B

Ω,π (κ1) − LA
Ω,π(κ1)‖B(B(H1(Y ),(H1(Y ))∗)) = O(δ) and

‖Qδ(κ1)−Q(κ1)‖B(H1(Y ),(H1(Y ))∗) = O(δ) indicate

‖LA+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1)Qδ(κ1)− LA

Ω,π(κ1)Q(κ1)‖B(H1(Y ),(H1(Y ))∗) = O(δ).

This implies the estimate of resolvents

∥

∥

∥

(

λ∗ − LA+δ·B
Ω,π (κ1)Qδ(κ1)

)−1

−
(

λ∗ − LA
Ω,π(κ1)Q(κ1)

)−1∥
∥

∥

B((H1(Y ))∗,H1(Y ))
= O(δ). (C.11)

By taking (C.10) and (C.11) inside (C.9), we obtain (C.6).
Step 2. We prove (C.7) for n = 1. The proof of the n = 2 case is similar. Note that

Assumption 1.4 indicates that for δ
1
6 ≤ |κ1 − π| ≤ π, we have

|µ1(κ1)− λ∗| ≥ |µ1(π + δ
1
6 )− λ∗| & δ

1
3 . (C.12)

The following estimates for δ
1
6 ≤ |κ1 − π| ≤ π follow from a similar perturbation argument as

we did in Theorem 4.1,
|µ1,δ(κ1)− µ1(κ1)| = O(δ), (C.13)

‖v1,δ(x; κ1)− v1(x; κ1)‖H1(Y ) = O(δ
2
3 ). (C.14)

(C.12) and (C.13) imply that

1

λ∗ + δ · h− µ1,δ(κ1)
= O(δ−

1
3 ), ∀h ∈ J . (C.15)

By (C.15) and (C.14), one can check that for δ
1
6 ≤ |κ1 − π| ≤ π

v1,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), v1,δ(y; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + δ · h− µ1,δ(κ1)

− v1(x; κ1)(f(y), v1(y; κ1))Ω
λ∗ − µ1(κ1)

= O(δ
1
3 ).

Hence (C.7) follows.

Proof of (C.5)

Note that
∫

U

Gδ,prop(x,y;λ∗ + δ · h)f(y)dy

=
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

v1,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), v1,δ(y; κ1))Ω)

λ∗ + δ · h− µ1,δ(κ1)

1

N2
1,δ(κ1)

dκ1

+
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

v2,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), v2,δ(y; κ1))Ω
λ∗ + δ · h− µ2,δ(κ1)

1

N2
2,δ(κ1)

dκ1,
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where vn,δ(x; κ1) admits the asymptotic expansion as given in Theorem 4.1, and Nn,δ(κ1) is
its normalization factor. Moreover, by Theorem 4.1,

λ∗ + δ · h− µ1,δ(κ1) =
(

δ · h+

√

1

4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
)

· (1 +O(|κ1 − π|+ δ)),

λ∗ + δ · h− µ2,δ(κ1) =
(

δ · h−
√

1

4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
)

· (1 +O(|κ1 − π|+ δ)),

Nn,δ(κ1) =
(

1 + fδ(κ1)
2
)

1
2 · (1 +O(|κ1 − π|+ δ)),

where

fδ(κ1) :=
t∗δ

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
.

Thus,
∫

U

Gδ,prop(x,y;λ∗ + δ · h)f(y)dy = I + II,

where

I =
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

v1,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), v1,δ(y; κ1))Ω

δ · h +
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

+
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

v2,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), v2,δ(y; κ1))Ω

δ · h−
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1,

(C.16)

and

II =
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

v1,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), v1,δ(y; κ1))Ω

δ · h+
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

O(|κ1 − π|+ δ)

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

+
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

v2,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), v2,δ(y; κ1))Ω

δ · h−
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

O(|κ1 − π|+ δ)

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1.

(C.17)

We will compute (C.16) in detail and show that it contributes to all the major terms on the
right-hand side of (C.5). Following the same lines, (C.17) contributes to only the minor terms
on the right-hand side of (C.5). This proof is omitted here.

By the asymptotic expansion (4.3), we write

v1,δ(x; κ1) =

5
∑

i=1

v
(i)
1,δ(x; κ1), v2,δ(x; κ1) =

5
∑

i=1

v
(i)
2,δ(x; κ1),
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where

v
(1)
1,δ (x; κ1) := (1 +O(|κ1 − π|))v1(x; π),

v
(2)
1,δ (x; κ1) :=

( t∗δ

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
+O(|κ1 − π|)

)

· v2(x; π),

v
(3)
1,δ (x; κ1) := (κ1 − π) · (∂κ1v1)(x; π),

v
(4)
1,δ (x; κ1) :=

δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
· r1(x),

v
(5)
1,δ (x; κ1) := R1(x; κ1, δ),

(C.18)

and

v
(1)
2,δ (x; κ1) :=

( −t∗δ

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
+O(|κ1 − π|)

)

· v1(x; π),

v
(2)
2,δ (x; κ1) := (1 +O(|κ1 − π|))v2(x; π),
v
(3)
2,δ (x; κ1) := (κ1 − π) · (∂κ1v2)(x; π),

v
(4)
2,δ (x; κ1) :=

δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
· r2(x),

v
(5)
2,δ (x; κ1) := R2(x; κ1, δ).

(C.19)

Then (C.16) is rewritten as

I =
∑

1≤i,j≤5,1≤k≤2

I i,jk , (C.20)

where

I i,j1 :=
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

v
(i)
1,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), v

(j)
1,δ(y; κ1))Ω

δ · h+
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1,

I i,j2 :=
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

v
(i)
2,δ(x; κ1)(f(y), v

(j)
2,δ(y; κ1))Ω

δ · h−
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1.

Among the 50 terms in (C.20), we will show that only 10 terms contribute to the major
terms on the right-hand side of (C.5). The detail is presented in Steps 1-4 in the sequel. The
remaining 40 terms are estimated by elementary integral estimation (presented in Lemma C.3)
as shown in Steps 5-7. The following lemma are frequently recalled in the proof.

Lemma C.3. For |h| < c0|t∗|, we have

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

κ1 − π

δ · h+
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1 = 0, (C.21)

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

|κ1 − π|
δ · h−

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1 = O(ln δ), (C.22)
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∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

(κ1 − π)2

δ · h+
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1 =

4

γ∗
δ

1
6 + o(δ

1
6 ), (C.23)

∫ π+δ
1
6

π

κ1 − π

δ · h +
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1 = O(δ

1
3 ).

(C.24)
Moreover,

1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

1

δ · h+
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

+
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

fδ(κ1)
2

δ · h−
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

= −δ−
1
2

2γ∗

(

h
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

− 1

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

1
4

)

+ o(δ−
1
2 ),

(C.25)

1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

fδ(κ1)

δ · h+
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

+
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

−fδ(κ1)

δ · h−
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

=
δ−

1
2

2γ∗

t∗
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

+ o(δ−
1
2 ),

(C.26)

Proof. (C.21) is obvious because the integral is an odd function in κ1 − π.
For (C.22), we note that 1

1+fδ(κ1)2
= O(1) and

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

δ · h−
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
= O(1), for |h| < c0|t∗|,

where we used the fact that c0 < 1. Hence

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

|κ1 − π|
δ · h−

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

.

∫ π+δ
1
6

π

κ1 − π
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
dκ1 .

∫ δ
1
3

0

dp
√

p2 + δ2
= O(ln δ).
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For (C.23), a change of variable p =
√

γ∗
2

κ1−π√
δ

leads to

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

(κ1 − π)2

δ · h +
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

= 2
√
δ ·
( 2

γ∗

)
3
2

∫

√
γ∗
2
δ−

1
3

0

p2

h+
√

p4 + t2∗

(p2 +
√

p4 + t2∗)
2

(p2 +
√

p4 + t2∗)
2 + t2∗

dp.

(C.27)

The integrand is uniformly bounded and has the following asymptotics as p → ∞

p2

h +
√

p4 + t2∗

(p2 +
√

p4 + t2∗)
2

(p2 +
√

p4 + t2∗)
2 + t2∗

= 1 +O(
1

p2
).

Hence

∫

√
γ∗
2
δ−

1
3

0

p2

h+
√

p4 + t2∗

(p2 +
√

p4 + t2∗)
2

(p2 +
√

p4 + t2∗)
2 + t2∗

dp =

√

γ∗
2
δ−

1
3 + o(δ−

1
3 ). (C.28)

Then (C.23) follows from (C.27) and (C.28).

For (C.24), we first note the following estimate for π ≤ κ1 ≤ π + δ
1
6

δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
= O(

√
δ). (C.29)

When κ1 = π, (C.29) holds trivially. When κ1 > π, we have

δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
=

δ

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π) +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)2 + t2∗δ

2

(κ1−π)2

≤ δ
1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π) +

√
γ∗t∗δ

.
√
δ,

which implies (C.29). By using (C.29) and (C.22), we obtain that

∫ π+δ
1
6

π

κ1 − π

δ · h+
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

.
√
δ ·
∫ π+δ

1
6

π

|κ1 − π|
δ · h+

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1 = O(

√
δ ln δ),

which concludes the proof of (C.24).
For (C.25), we can directly calculate that

LHS =
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

δ · h
δ2 · h2 − (1

4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2)
dκ1

− 1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

δ2 · h2 − (1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2)

1− fδ(κ1)
2

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1.

(C.30)

51



Note that
1− fδ(κ1)

2

1 + fδ(κ1)2
=

γ∗(κ1 − π)2

2
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2
.

Thus

LHS =
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

δ · h
δ2 · h2 − (1

4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2)
dκ1

− 1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

δ2 · h2 − (1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2)
dκ1.

(C.31)

By direct calculation, we have

δ
1
2

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

δ · h
δ2 · h2 − (1

4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2)
dκ1

δ→0−→ − 1

2γ∗

h
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

,

δ
1
2

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2

δ2 · h2 − (1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2)
dκ1

δ→0−→ − 1

2γ∗

1

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

1
4

,

whence (C.25) follows.
Similarly, for (C.26), we can directly calculate that

LHS =
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

−2
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

δ2 · h2 − (1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2)

fδ(κ1)

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1. (C.32)

Note that
fδ(κ1)

1 + fδ(κ1)2
=

t∗δ

2
√

δ·h
δ2·h2−( 1

4
γ2
∗(κ1−π)4+t2∗δ

2)

.

Hence

LHS =
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

−t∗δ

δ2 · h2 − (1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2)
dκ1. (C.33)

By direct calculation, we have

δ
1
2

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

−t∗δ

δ2 · h2 − (1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2)
dκ1

δ→0−→ 1

2γ∗

t∗
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

,

whence (C.26) follows.

Step 1 (2 terms are considered). In this step, we show that

I1,11 + I1,12 = −
(

δ−
1
2

2γ∗

(

h
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

− 1

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

1
4

)

+ o(δ−
1
2 )

)

· v1(x; π)(f(y), v1(y; π))Ω.

(C.34)

52



Indeed, by (C.22),

1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

|1 +O(|κ1 − π|)|2 − 1

δ · h+
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

=
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

O(|κ1 − π|)
δ · h+

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

= O(ln δ) = o(δ−
1
2 ).

Similarly,

1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

|fδ(κ1) +O(|κ1 − π|)|2 − f 2
δ (κ1)

δ · h+
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1 = o(δ−

1
2 ).

Hence the definition of I1,11 , I1,12 indicates

I1,11 + I1,12

=

(

1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

1

δ · h+
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

+
1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

fδ(κ1)
2

δ · h−
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1 + o(δ−

1
2 )

)

v1(x; π)(f(y), v1(y; π))Ω.

Then (C.34) follows by applying (C.25).
Step 2 (2 terms are considered). Similar as Step 1, we have

I2,21 + I2,22 = −
(

δ−
1
2

2γ∗

(

h
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

+
1

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

1
4

)

+ o(δ−
1
2 )

)

· v1(x; π)(f(y), v1(y; π))Ω.

Step 3 (4 terms are considered). By (C.18) and (C.22) and (C.26), we can show that

I1,21 + I1,22 =

(

δ−
1
2

2γ∗

t∗
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

+ o(δ−
1
2 )

)

· v1(x; π)(f(y), v2(y; π))Ω.

Similarly,

I2,11 + I2,12 =

(

δ−
1
2

2γ∗

t∗
γ∗

(( t∗
γ∗
)2 − ( h

γ∗
)2)

3
4

+ o(δ−
1
2 )

)

· v2(x; π)(f(y), v1(y; π))Ω.

Step 4 (2 terms are considered). By (C.18),

I3,31 =
( 1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

(κ1 − π)2

δ · h +
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

)

· (∂κ1v1)(x; π)(f(y), (∂κ1v1)(y; π))Ω.
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Hence, using (C.23), we obtain

I3,31 =
( 2

πγ∗
δ

1
6 + o(δ

1
6 )
)

· (∂κ1v1)(x; π)(f(y), (∂κ1v1)(y; π))Ω. (C.35)

Similarly,

I3,32 =
(

− 2

πγ∗
δ

1
6 + o(δ

1
6 )
)

· (∂κ1v2)(x; π)(f(y), (∂κ1v2)(y; π))Ω.

Step 5 (6 terms are considered). We estimate the integral I1,31 . By (C.18),

I1,31 =

(

1

2π

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

(κ1 − π) +O(|κ1 − π|2)
δ · h+

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1

)

· v1(x; π)(f(y), ∂κ1v1(x; π))Ω.

(C.36)
By (C.23), we have

∫ π+δ
1
6

π−δ
1
6

O(|κ1 − π|2)
δ · h +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1 = O(δ

1
6 ). (C.37)

Hence, by (C.36), (C.21) and (C.37), we conclude that I1,31 can be expressed in the form

v1(x; π)(f(y), f
prop
1,δ (y))Ω where ‖f prop

1,δ ‖H1(U) = O(δ
1
6 ).

Similar arguments work for the integrals

I1,41 , I1,51 , I1,32 , I1,42 , I1,52 .

Step 6 (18 terms are considered). Similar to Step 5, we can write

I3,11 + I4,11 + I5,11 + I3,12 + I4,12 + I5,12 = gprop1,δ (x)(f(y), v1(y; π)),

I2,31 + I2,41 + I2,51 + I2,32 + I2,42 + I2,52 = v2(x; π)(f(y), f
prop
2,δ (x)),

I3,21 + I4,21 + I5,21 + I3,22 + I4,22 + I5,22 = gprop2,δ (x)(f(y), v2(y; π)),

with ‖gprop1,δ ‖H1(U), ‖f prop
2,δ ‖H1(U), ‖gprop2,δ ‖H1(U) = O(δ

1
6 ).

Step 7 (16 terms are considered). We show that I3,41 = O(δ
1
3 ). Indeed, by (C.18), I3,41 is

proportional to

∫ π+δ
1
6

π

κ1 − π

δ · h+
√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

δ(κ1 − π)

1
2
γ∗(κ1 − π)2 +

√

1
4
γ2
∗(κ1 − π)4 + t2∗δ

2

1

1 + fδ(κ1)2
dκ1.

Hence, by (C.24), I3,41 = O(δ
1
3 ). Similarly, one can check that the following integrals are of

the order O(δ
1
3 )

I3,51 , I4,31 , I4,41 , I4,51 , I5,31 , I5,41 , I5,51 , I3,42 , I3,52 , I4,32 , I4,42 , I4,52 , I5,32 , I5,42 , I5,52 .
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Appendix D: Proof of Proposition 5.2

Note that Γ is a bounded closed smooth curve when Ω is identified with a cylinder by the
periodicity in e2. Consequently, both S(λ∗;G0) and N (λ∗;G0) are Fredholm with zero index
because the Green function G0(x,y;λ∗) is the fundamental solution in the sense of (3.7)
[43, 48]. Thus T0(λ∗) is Fredholm.

In the following paragraph, we prove (5.16). We first show that

(

v2(x; π)
0

)

∈ kerT0(λ∗). (D.1)

By applying the Green’s formula between v2(x) and G0(x,y;λ∗) inside (0, N) × (−1
2
, 1
2
), as

we did in the proof of Proposition 3.10, we have

v2(y) =
i

γ∗
q(v1(·; π), v2(·; π); Γ) · ∂κ1v1(y; π) +

i

γ∗
q(∂κ1v1(·; π), v2(·; π); Γ) · v1(y; π)

− i

γ∗
q(v2(·; π), v2(·; π); Γ) · ∂κ1v2(y; π)−

i

γ∗
q(∂κ1v2(·; π), v2(·; π); Γ) · v2(y; π)

−
∫

Γ

∂G0

∂x1
(·,y;λ∗)v2(·; π)−G0(·,y;λ∗)

∂v2
∂x1

(x; π).

(D.2)

By Corollary 3.11, (D.2) becomes

v2(y) =
1

2
v2(y; π)−

∫

Γ

∂G0

∂x1
(·,y;λ∗)v2(·; π)−G0(·,y;λ∗)

∂v2
∂x1

(x; π).

Taking the normal derivative for y ∈ Γ, the jump formula (3.14), (3.15) and the symmetry
(3.9) show that

∂v2
∂y1

(y) =
1

2

∂v2
∂y1

(y)−N (λ∗;G0)[v2(·; π)](y) +
1

2

∂v2
∂y1

(y),

which implies N (λ∗;G0)[v2(·; π)] = 0, and (D.1). Similarly, we can prove

(

∂κ1v1(x; π)
0

)

∈ kerT0(λ∗). (D.3)

Now we show that
(

0
∂v1
∂x1

(x)

)

∈ kerT0(λ∗). (D.4)

By applying the Green’s formula between v1(x) and G0(x,y;λ∗), (D.2) becomes

v1(y) =
i

γ∗
q(v1(·; π), v1(·; π); Γ) · ∂κ1v1(y; π) +

i

γ∗
q(∂κ1v1(·; π), v1(·; π); Γ) · v1(y; π)

− i

γ∗
q(v2(·; π), v1(·; π); Γ) · ∂κ1v2(y; π)−

i

γ∗
q(∂κ1v2(·; π), v1(·; π); Γ) · v2(y; π)

−
∫

Γ

∂G0

∂x1
(·,y;λ∗)v1(·; π)−G0(·,y;λ∗)

∂v1
∂x1

(x; π).
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With 3.11, we obtain

v1(y) =
1

2
v1(y; π)−

∫

Γ

∂G0

∂x1

(·,y;λ∗)v1(·; π)−G0(·,y;λ∗)
∂v1
∂x1

(x; π).

By pushing y → Γ, the jump formula (3.13), (3.16) and the symmetry (3.9) show that

v1(y) =
1

2
v1(y; π)−

(

− 1

2
v1(y; π)

)

+ S(λ∗;G0)[
∂v1
∂x1

(·; π)](y).

which implies S(λ∗;G0)[
∂v1
∂x1

(·; π)] = 0, and (D.4). Similarly, we can prove

(

0
∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v2)(x)

)

∈ kerT0(λ∗). (D.5)

Thus, from (D.1) and (D.3)-(D.4), we conclude that

kerT0(λ∗) ⊃ span
{

(

v2(x; π)
0

)

,

(

∂κ1v1(x; π)
0

)

,

(

0
∂v1
∂x1

(x; π)

)

,

(

0
∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v2)(x; π)

)

}

. (D.6)

We next prove

kerT0(λ∗) ⊂ span
{

(

v2(x; π)
0

)

,

(

∂κ1v1(x; π)
0

)

,

(

0
∂v1
∂x1

(x; π)

)

,

(

0
∂

∂x1
(∂κ1v2)(x; π)

)

}

. (D.7)

By the decomposition (5.9), in order to prove (D.7), it’s sufficient to show that

(

φ
ϕ

)

= 0 for

any

(

φ
ϕ

)

∈ X which satisfies T0(λ∗)

(

φ
ϕ

)

= 0. Suppose the contrary that

(

φ
ϕ

)

6= 0. We

define the following function in Ω

u(x;λ∗) :=

{

−D(λ∗;G0)[φ](x) + S(λ∗;G0)[ϕ](x), x1 > 0,

D(λ∗;G0)[φ](x)− S(λ∗;G0)[ϕ](x), x1 < 0.

Since

(

φ
ϕ

)

∈ X , the decomposition (3.10) and (3.11) indicate that u(x;λ∗) exponentially

decays as |x1| → ∞. On the other hand, the jump formula (3.13)-(3.16) and the assumption

T0(λ∗)

(

φ
ϕ

)

= 0 show that for x ∈ Γ,

(

limt→0+ u(x;λ∗)
limt→0+

∂u
∂x1

(x;λ∗)

)

=

(

1
2
φ

1
2
ϕ

)

=

(

limt→0− u(x;λ∗)
limt→0−

∂u
∂x1

(x;λ∗)

)

6= 0.

Finally, (3.7) indicates that
(LA − λ∗)u = 0 in Ω.

Hence, u(x;λ∗) is a localized mode for the periodic operator LA in Ω, which contradicts to
the absolute continuity of the spectrum LA [49]. This concludes the proof of (D.7).

By (D.6) and (D.7), the proof of (5.16) is complete.
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