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Abstract

This paper investigates interface modes in a square lattice of photonic crystal com-
posed of gyromagnetic particles with Cy, 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.
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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



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 L?*(R?)
L4 D(LY ¢ L*(R?) — L*(R?), wuwr —div(AV)u, (1.1)

where

D(LY) = {u € H'(R?) : —div(AV)u € L*(R?)},
and the coefficient matrix A = A(x) satisfies the following assumption.

Assumption 1.1. A(z) = (1 +a(x)) - laxe, where a(x) =c- 3, .z XDy, 0y, (X). Here c>0
is a positive constant, x is the indicator function and D, ,, '= D+njie; +nqseq are inclusions.
We assume that D C (0,1) x (0,1) is simply connected and the structure is symmetric under
the Cy, point group of the square lattice in the sense that

T € Uy, noczDnyny = Rz, Mox € Uy, noczDny s,

0

where R = (1

_01) (7 /2—rotation about the origin) and My = (é _01) (reflection about

the x1—axis).

The operator £4 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 L?(R?)

a(u,v) = /113 (A(z)Vu(z)) - Vo(z)de, u,ve H'(R?) C L*(R?). (1.2)

Assumption 1.1 implies that £4 is invariant under translation, rotation and reflection in the
sense that

LATu = TiLY, LARu=RL, LAMyu= ML, u e D(LY), (1.3)
where

(Tiw)(x) =u(x+e) (i=1,2), (Ru)(x):=u(Rx), (Mqu)(x): =u(Mx).
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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
o(Lh) = | o(£i(x)),
KEY *

where Y, := [0,27]? denotes the Brillouin zone of the square lattice, £ (k) is the restriction
of £4 on the space

L2(R?) :={uc L} (R : u(x + nie; + ngey) = ' Mminzmzly ()}

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

LAk +ny-2mey +ny - 2mey) = LAK), ny,ny €Z, (1.4)
RLY )R = LYR '), (1.5)
MoLAR)MGY = LAM:k). (1.6)

Let {\,(k), un(x; k) }n>1 be the Floquet-Bloch eigenpair of £4(k). It’s known that A, (k) and
un(x; K)}n>1 are piecewisely smooth on k € Y* [37]. The possible singular points appear as
the degenerate points in the spectrum o(£%(k)). 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 (K., A.) €
Y* x R is defined as a Dirac point if there exist n, € Z such that

(1)An.(Kx) = Anoy1(Ks) = Ai;

(). (K) # Ay Apg1(R) # A for any & € Y'\{K.}, and \,(K) # A for any n ¢
{n«,n. + 1} and k € Y* (spectral no-fold condition);

(3)For |k — ki| < 1, there exists a, > 0 such that

M (K) = M, (Ky) = —au|k — K| + O(|& — K.|?),

1.7
Aeia () — A (2) = au i — ] + Ol — muf?) 4

The band structure with a Dirac point is shown in Figure 2(a) (plotted along the slice
k(K1) = Kx—ej1+K1e1). 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. & := (0,0), &? := (7, 7)
and k® := (0,7), see Section 2. We note that x® 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 «® 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 &9 (i =1,2,3).

As shown in the proof of Theorem 1.3, when two bands touch at k® (i = 1,2,3), the
symmetry of the degenerate Bloch modes can be classified by the representation of C'y, 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 Cy, (a perturbation
can lift the degeneracy without breaking the Cy,-symmetry). On the opposite, the degenerate
point is called generic when the two degenerate Bloch modes belong to the two-dimensional
representation of Cy, (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 k = k? quadratically and in a generic way.

Assumption 1.4 (Generic quadratic degenerate point at k). We assume that

(DA (kP) = X (k?) = \,;

(2M(K) # A, Ma(K) # A, for any k € Y\{&P}, and (k) # A\, for any n > 3 and
KeY™

(8)For |k — k| < 1, there exist a positive definite matriz H, such that

M) = M(52) = =305 = KT H, (6 = K®) + Ol — K2,
(1.8)
Xa(k) — do(k?) = %(K‘, —kTH, (k — ?) + O(|k — P)?).

(4) The Bloch eigenfunctions at k = k) are partners of the 2D irreducible representation
of Cy, in the sense that (see also (2.5))

uy(Re; k) =i ug(x; k%), wy(Myx; 6?) = uy(x; 6?),

1.9
us(Rx; k) =i uy (2P, uo(Mom; ) = —uy(z; 6?). (1.9)

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

LD D(EAP) € LR — P(RY, wes din(A 40 B)V)u, (110

bt



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

Assumption 1.5. B(xz) = b(x) - 09, where b(x) =3, . 7 XD, ., () and o3 = (? —02)

The operator £L479P is defined in the weak sense by the sesquilinear form (1.2) with the
replacement A — A 4 6 - B. The coefficient matrix B breaks the reflection symmetry while

preserving the rotation symmetry, i.e. the following identities (compared with (1.3)) hold
LORu = RLPu, LEMou=—~MyLPu, ue D(LP).

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

Theorem 1.6 (Band gap opening at ky = 7). Let 0 < ¢y < 1 be a constant and let L2(Q) =
{ue L}, (R?) NLAQ) : ul(x + nyey) = e u(x)} with Q = R x (=%, 1). Assume that t,

loc 272
is defined in (4.2) is nonzero. Then, for |d| being sufficiently small and nonzero, the operator
LAToB has a spectral gap Ls = (A — coltd|, Ae + co|tsd]) near A = A,.

LZ(Q)

Remark 1.7. The assumption t, # 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 £LA19B 20 near A = \, exchanges its parity for 6 > 0 and 6 < 0
L2(Q

(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 £AT%F and £4~%B. This is indeed the case as
is proved in this paper. To be precise, we consider the following operator

(LA Pu)(m), @1 <0,

(LA By) (), x> 0. (L11)

Linter . D(ﬁinter) c L2<R2) . L2<R2)7 u(w) — {

The main result of this paper establishes that

Theorem 1.8 (Interface modes at ko = 7). Assume that t, is defined in (4.2) is nonzero. For
10| being sufficiently small and nonzero, there exist exactly two eigenvalues X5 (mw) (n=1,2) of

Ei”ter) 2@ inside the band gap Is, with the corresponding eigenfunction ul(x; ) € L2(Q).
L2(Q

Remark 1.9. With Theorem 1.8, one can tmmediately prove there exist exactly two eigen-
values N5 (ko) (n = 1,2) of Linter | inside the band gap for |ky — | < 1 by a standard

2
K2

perturbation argument. One can also apply the tools developed in this paper to calculate the
slope (\X)'(m) 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. k1 :=(0,0), k® := (7,7) and k& := (0, 7). 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 \,, 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 £™¢" 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.



1.4 Notations

1.4.1 Operators and relations

1 0 1 0
axis reflection and x;-axis reflection matrix in the Eucildean space R2?, respectively. Their
counterparts in the function space are given by

Throughout, R = <0 _1) , My = <_01 0) , My = <1 _01) denote the m/2—rotation, zo-

R :u(x) — u(Rx), M :u(x)— u(Mz), M;:ulx)— ulMax).

We denote u ~ v if the two functions u and v are unitarily equivalent, i.e. there exists a unit
¢ € C such that u = c-v.

1.4.2 Geometry

Y =[-4,3 Y =0, 2a]%;
Q=R x (—3,3);
Qi .= QN (RT xR), Q":=Qn (R xR);

) C &
’ Fleft = 8(Qleft);
I =Rx {3}, =R x {-1i}.

1.4.3 Funtion spaces and brackets

L2(R?) = {u € L} .(R?) : u(x+nie,+nyey) = ellmritnaealy ()} equipped with L?(Y)—inner
product.

H:(R?) :={ue H. (R?) : 0,u e L:(R?) (Ja| < 1)}, equipped with H'(Y)—inner product;
L2 (Q) = {u € L} (R?) : ulg € L*(), u(x + noey) = ™" u(x)}, equipped with L*(Q2)—
inner product.
H,,(Q) == {u € Hj,

e"20, u(x)}.

(HY(U))* (U c R? is an open set): dual of H'(U) under the dual pairing induced by the
L*(U)—inner product.

H2(D) :={u=Ulr: U e H2(I"")} where Hz(I™&") is defined in the standard way.
H3(T) = {u=Ulp : U € H 3(I™¢") and supp(U) C T}, where H~2(I™") is the dual of

(R?) : ulg € HYQ), u(x + nyey) = e™2u(x),dpu(x + ngey) =

~ ~— ~—

2 Absence of linear degeneracies

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 for & = k® by following the argument in [6]. We point
out that the proof for k = kM and k® is similar.



2.1 Representation theory of C;, point group and symmetry in mo-
mentum space

We briefly summarize the representation theory of Cy, point group that is used in this paper.
Let £ 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 £. 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 p of S [6]. To be specific,

X =0,4

3

where for any two vectors u;,us € &, there is an isomorphism between the spaces
Suy = span{Su; : S € §} and Sus = span{Suy: S € S}

and the isomorphism commutes with all S € §. The dimension of Su is equal to the dimension
of the representation p.

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

We now restrict to the case S = Cy,. It’s known that S is generated by R (7/2—rotation)
and My (x;—reflection), with the following rules

RY=M2=1 MyR ' =RM,.

Note that S is invariant on the space Li(i) (1 = 1,2) (since the quasi-periodicity of wu is
preserved under S if u € Li(i)). The group representation theory dictates that S has four one-
dimensional representations and a unique two-dimensional representation on Li(i), as listed
below.

pr: Re—= (1), My— (1) (2.1)

p2: R— (1), My (—1); (2.2)

p3: R (=1), My (1); (2.3)

pr: R (=1), My (—1); (2.4)

ps: R iog = (é _02> , Moo= (? é) : (2.5)

On the other hand, note that £4(k?)) commutes with S. Therefore, the following holds

Proposition 2.1. Suppose {\,u} € R X Li@) is an eigenpair of LA(k®). Then the exists a
unique pr (1 <k <5) such that u € Li@) . Here Li@) o denotes the isotypic component of

Li@) associated with the representation py.



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 £4 touch at (k2 \,) and
that (k) \,) is a linear degenerate point, i.e. the conditions in Definition 1.2 hold for n, = 1
and (K., \.) = (k® \,). We denote u; = u;(x; k%) and uy = us(x; &) for ease of notations.
By Proposition 2.1, there are two cases:

2 )
e Case 1. uj,us € L,@(z)ﬁsv

14 72
e Case 2. uj,up € @kzan(Q),pk'
We shall derive contradictions in both cases to prove Theorem 1.3.
Proof for Case 1: Without loss of generality, we set Ru; = iu;, Rus = —ius. In the first-

order perturbation argument (i.e. ignoring the O(|k — k®|?) term in (1.7)), the dispersion
surface near (k) \,) can be obtained by solving the following equation (See [46, 18, 19])

det(ém . h1 + 5/‘62 . h2 - 5)\) = O,

where dk; := (k; — KZ(Q)) ce;, 0N == X — )\, and
A A
h = <(U1’ e (8)ur) - (wn, (“(2))@)) =12

(uz, %l;* (I@(Q))ul) (u% LA (n(”)l@)

Here (-, -) denotes the L?(Y)—inner product. We claim that h; = hy = 0. Then the first-order
terms in the asymptotic expansion of the dispersion function A = (k) near & = £ vanishes,
and this contradicts to the definition of Dirac points. We now prove the claim by exploiting
the symmetry of u; and uy. By taking & = & + 6k, - e; + ks - €5 in (1.5), we have

RLAKD + k1 - e + 0y - e)RH =LA (R*I(n(z) + 0Ky - ey + Ok - 62)>
=4 (I{(Z) — 2mey + Oky - €1 — 0Ky - 62).
The equality (1.4) gives
RLAKD + k1 - e + 0y - e)R™H =LA (n@) + 0Ky - €1 — 0Ky - €3).
By expanding the equation to the first order, we arrive at

oL
2) O L@ 1_ 5 . 2) IR @Y (26
(k') + ko o (k ))R 0Ky . (k) + ko p (k') (2.6)

R((S/‘il .

£

Note that the matrix of R under the basis {u, us} is iog by (2.5). Thus, by conjugating both
sides of (2.6) with w;,u; (4,5 € {1,2}), we obtain

(—iO’g)((S/*il . hl -+ 5/{2 . hg)(iO’g) = —51‘{,1 : hg + 5/‘62 : hl.
Separating the variables dx; and dky yields
(—iog)hi(ios) = —he, (—ioz)ha(ios) = hi. (2.7)
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Hence
h1 = (—’iO‘g)hg(’iO‘g) = —(—i03)2h1(i03)2 = —hl.
Thus hy = 0, and consequently, hy = —(—io3)hy(ioz) = 0.
Proof for Case2: 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 hy = hy = 0, and hence leads to
a contradiction. For instance, when u; € Li(g) ” and uy € Li@) b the matrix of R under

the basis {u1,us} is o3 since Ruy = uy, Rus = —uy. Then oshio3 = —hg, 03heos = hy, 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 2 := R x (—3,

where

L2(Q) :={ue L} (R)NL*Q) : u(x + ey) = e™u(x)}.

loc

L4 1s the section of £4(k) along the line 3 = m. The spectrum of £ can be decomposed
by its Floquet components, i.e.

0(LG2) = Uozr, <20 (L4 (1)),

where £ (k1) = LA((k1,7)). Consequently,
0(L4 1) = Unzt{An(k1; ), 0 < sy < 27} = Upzi{Aa((51,m)), 0 < ky < 27},

where {\,(k1;7) : n > 1} are the Floquet-Bloch eigenvalues of £ . On the other hand, since
Eéﬂr(/ﬁ) depends analytically on k;, the Kato-Rellich theorem [29] indicates that there exist
a family of analytic functions {i,(x1;7)}n>1 which forms a rearrangement of {\,(k1;7)}n>1,
ie.

UnZl{,un(Kq; 7T)} = Unzl{)\n(/‘il; 7T)}, 0 < Ky < 2m. (31)

We call {fi,(k1;7)}nz1 the analytic labeling of Floquet-Bloch eigenvalues of £g . In the
sequel, we shall abbreviate p, (k1) = p,(k1; ) if no confusion arises. The normalized Bloch
eigenfunctions associated with p,(x1) can be chosen analytical in ;, which is denoted by
U (25 k).

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

K1 € Dy (k1) € C, K1 € Dy = vy Ry) € H(1K17W)(R2),

such that (pin(k1),vn(2; £1)) (n > 1) represent all Floguet-Bloch eigenpairs of L (k1) for
0 < kK <27.
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Proposition 3.2. Under Assumption 1.4, the first two branches of analytic Floquet-Bloch
eigenvalues, i.e. p,(Kk1) for n = 1 and 2, can be chosen so that they meet at (m,\.) near

K1 =T, i.€.
1
() = Ao = =37l =7 + Ol = %),
(3.2)

1
pa(k1) — A = 5%(51 =)+ O(lky — 7]),
where v, > 0 denotes the first diagonal element of the matriz H, in (1.8). Moreover,

pn (K1) = (2 — K1),  forn=1,2. (3.3)

Proof. The existence of two branches of analytic Floquet-Bloch eigenvalues near (ki, \) =
(7, As) follows from Proposition 3.1. We denote them by pu, (1) for n = 1,2. Consequently,

{1(r1), pa(r1)} = { M (kis ), Ao(kas )}, for |wy — 7 <1

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

(3.4)

)\1(/‘@1;71'), K1 <7T,|/€1—7T‘ < 1,
pa (k1) =
Xo(Kk1;m), Ky >, |k — 7 < 1.

However, (3.4) implies that the second-order derivative of p;(k1) is discontinuous at x; = m,
which contradicts to the analyticity of ;. Hence (3.2) holds.

Finally, we point out that (3.3) follows from the reflection symmetry [£4, My] = 0. Indeed,
for each k1 with |k; — 7| < 1, the reflection symmetry implies that p; (k1) is also a Floquet-
Bloch eigenvalue of £ (27 — k1), i.e. p1(k1) € {pn(27 — K1) }n>1. Since there are exactly two
branches of analytic Floquet-Bloch eigenvalues near (7, A,), i.e. p1 and ug, and pg(k1) > Ay >
pa(ky) for |ky — 7| < 1 by (3.2), it holds that p; (k1) = p1(2m — K1). Hence (3.3) is proved for
n = 1. The proof of n = 2 is similar. O

3.2 Asymptotics of Green function G(x,y; \, + i€)

In this section, we consider the Green function G(x,y; A\, + i€) which satisfies the following
equations

(div(AV) + A\ +i€)G(x, y; A +i€) = 0(x —y), z,y € Q,

G(x, y; A + i€) }F+ = eiﬂG(ma Y; A+ i€) }Ffa

oG , i OG .
8—552(w’ Y; A +ie)| . = e 8—552(w’ Y; A+ d€)|

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

L[ o)
G(wv ya >\* + ZE) = — / v (w’ él)v <y7 K/l)dl*{,l
2m Jo n>1 As + i€ — pin (K1)

Define the integral operator

G\ +ie)f = / G(x,y; A + i€) f(y)dy.

Q

The main result of this section is the following asymptotics of G(A. + i€) as e — 0.
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Theorem 3.3. For each f € (H'(2))* with compact support, we have in H} ()

GO +ie)f =(F o 1) - (S ulmm) (FO) u(5m)g - 1;;@2@; () ea(m))

Y

+ Go(A) f
2

™V eé (2(anlv1)(m; 7T) (f()v (amvl)('; W))Q - 2(6H1'U2)(m; 7T) (f()v (6511)2)('; W))Q
+ (02, v) (@ m) (f (), vy m)) o + vr(@;m) (), (02,01) (55 7))

— (0%, v2) (@ m) (f () v2(1m)) o, — val@s ) (f (), (07, v2)( 7r))Q>

+0(e),
(3.5)
where Go(As) is the integral operator associated with the kernel function
vn(x; K1) (Y; K1)
Gy ) d
(@.9: A 27/ Z A = fn(k1) "
1 : : 1 2 —
+ lim (—/ ) ) ’Ul(iL‘, Kl)vl(g’h Kl)d/ﬁ — € 6 - _Ul(-’B; 7T)U1<y§ 7T)
=0+ \27 [0,m—€6 )U(m+€6 ,27] A — :ul(’l{’l) T«

1 Ua(; K1) v2 (Y K1) 12 ——
+ — dki+ €6 - vo(x; )V y;7r).

27 [O,N—e%)u(w-l—sé,%r] A — :u1<’%1> ' * 2< ) 2< )
(3.6)
Proof. See Appendix A. O

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

(div(AV)u + ) Go(x, y; A\) = 6(x — y),
GO(.’B,'y; )\*) T+ = eiﬂ—GO(w y7 A*) -

oG 8G <3. )
0 0

—(x,y; A\, =" oA THOW
9 2( 7y’ ) ]‘+ a 2( y )

x,y € €,

-
Moreover, for x,y € €,
Golz, y;A*) = Go(Myz, Myy; M),

(3.8)
In addition, for fired y € Q, Go(x, y; )\*) has the followmg decomposition
1 —_— 1
Go(x,y; M) = G (@, y3 ) + —01(@57) (0, v1) (Y5 7) + — (O, 01) (3 m) 01 (93 )
’VZ.* 72 (3.10)

— ivz(w; ) (O, v2) (Y3 ) — ,y—(%w)(w; m)v2(Y; ),

*
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and

Gola, y: A) = Gy (0,43 M) — 01 (a0 1) (O 02) (G5 7) — (B0 (a5 )01 (5 7)

o I (3.11)
+ 7—02(33% ) (O, v2) (Y3 ) + 7—(&@102)(33; m)va(y; ),

where G (2, y; M) (G (T, y; \), resp.) decays exponentially as xy — 00 (r; — —00, T€Sp. ).
Proof. See Appendix A. O

We introduce the following layer potential operators associated with Go(x, y; \s)

S(iGo) - HH(I) » HL(Q), ¢ / Gola, y: M) (y)ds(y),
D(\;Go) : HAT) = HL(Q), ¢ / OG0 (5 ;M) ) ds(y). (3.12)
NG 150 = D), o a(;y 2.y 0)o(w)ds(y).

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

Proposition 3.5. For x € I', we have

lim (SO0 Go)liel) (@ + ter) = S(: Go)ll (@) (3.13)

lim - (DO Gl (& + te1) = M Go)lo] @) (3.14)

i o2 (SO Golel) (o + ter) = +50(), (3.15)

Tim (DO Go)ld]) (@ + ter) = F (), (3.16)

Proof. See Appendix A. 0

3.3 Bloch modes and energy flux
(R?):

We introduce the following sesquilinear form on H}

loc
ou ov 11
q(u, v; I's) = /F <6—:E1v - U8—$1>d:ﬂ2, = {s} x (—5, 5) C Q.

When s = 0, we write q(u,v; ') = q(u,v;T's). Theorem 3 in [21] gives that

Proposition 3.6. For all 0 < k1 < 2w, and n > 1,

q(vn (5 81), v (5 51); T) = g (1) (3.17)
When A\, (k1) = A\ (K)), we have
q(un(561), 0 (5 6);T) =0, if n#n or k1 # K. (3.18)

14



Proof. We sketch the proof of (3.17) in [21] here since the arguments are used several times
in this section.
By differentiating ( — div(AV) — i, (k1)) vn(+; k1) = 0 with respect to k1, we have

(= div(AV) = pn (k1)) O, Un (s K1) = pi (K1 Va5 1) (3.19)

Similarly, differentiating v, (x+e1; k1) = v, (x; k1) and O, v, (T +€1; k1) = €710, v, (x5 K1)
yields
Oy V(T + €15 K1) = €™ 0k, v, (x5 K1) + 1€ v, (25 Kq), (3.20)

and
Oy (0, 00) (. + €13 K1) = €0y, (D, 00 ) (5 K1) + 1€ Oy v (25 K1) (3.21)

By the Green’s formula, for any A € C,
/ (( — div(AV) = N)u -7 — (= div(AV) — \)7- u)
Y

— /r(l + a(w))(aa—xul@ — u%)d@ — /Fl(l +a(x)) <§—;E — u%)d@,

Following Assumption 1.1, a(x) vanishes on I' UT';. Hence,

q(u,v; ') — gq(u,v; ) = /

Y

(( — div(AV) = Nu -7 — (= div(AV) — A)7 - u) (3.22)

By letting u = Oy, v (+; K1), v = Un(+; K1), A = pn(k1) in (3.22) and utilizing (3.19), we have

(0, V(-5 K1), (5 51): T) = 4(0oy 0 (5 K1), v (5 50): T1) = g5, (k) (va (5 80) va (5 61) ). (3.23)
On the other hand, by using (3.20)-(3.21), a direct calculation gives that

A(Oy vn (-5 K1), Un (5 51); 1) = A(Ory0n (5 1), 0n (5 61); T1) = —=iq(n (5 61), on (5 1) 1) (3.24)
One then concludes the proof of (3.17) by combining (3.23) and (3.24). O
Proposition 3.7. If (k1) # pm(k1),

Q(0n (5 K1), v (5 52); T) = 0. (3.25)

Proof. By taking u = 0,05 (+; k1), v = U (-5 K1), A = pp(k1) in (3.22) and utilizing (3.19), we
@t ) (031 ) T

= 4 (K1) (Un (3 K1), V(5 51) ) + (i (K1) = pn(51)) (vn (5 K1), O (5 1) ).
When pi,(k1) # pm (K1), the Bloch eigenfunctions are orthogonal:

(vn('3 K1)s U (+; /‘fl)) =0.

Thus,
4(Osvn (5 K1), v (5 £1); 1) — 4(O, 00 (45 K1) v (5 51); Th) = 0. (3.26)
By combining (3.26) and (3.24), we obtain q(v,(+; k1), vm(+; k1); ') = 0. O
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Next, we investigate the parity of v,(x; k1) (n = 1,2). Note that the analytic Floquet-
Bloch eigenvalues i, (k1) are identified with A, (ky;7) for n = 1,2 and |k; — 7| < 1, as in
Proposistion 3.2. Hence Assumption 1.4(4) gives parity of v, (x; )

(Myv)(5m) = —vi(57m),  (Mavg)(5m) = va(5 ), (3.27)

Note that (3.27) is gauge-independent in the sense that it holds whenever v, (x; k1) is multiplied
by a smooth phase function e”*1). Remarkably, we prove that one can choose a special class
of gauge so that the derivative of the Floquet-Bloch eigenfunction, i.e. Oy, v,(x; ), has the
opposite parity to v, (x; 7).

Proposition 3.8. When the following holds
Im(Os, v (53 m), 00 (5m)) =0, n=1,2, (3.28)

we have

(M0, 01)(557) = (O 01)(57), - (Mi0iv2) (55 7) = —(y02) (5 7). (3.29)

Proof. We prove (3.29) for n = 1. The proof of n = 2 is similar. By Proposition 3.2,
p1(k1) = p1 (27 — k1). By the reflection symmetry [£4, M;] = 0, for each x; with |, — 7| <
1, (Myvy)(; 1) is a Bloch eigenfunction of £§ (2 — k1) associated with the eigenvalue
w1 (2w — k1). Consequently, there exists ¢(k1) € C with |¢(k1)| = 1 such that

(Myv) (5 k1) = (k1) - v1(+5 27 — Ky). (3.30)

By letting x; = 7 in (3.30), we see that vy (-;7) is an eigenfunction of the reflection operator
M with eigenvalue ¢(m). Hence, by (3.27), we know ¢(7) = —1.
By conjugating the equation (3.30) with vy (+; 27 — k1), we have

c(k1) = (Myv1) (5 51), 01 (55 2m — K1)). (3.31)

The analyticity of v1(-; k1) in k; implies that ¢(k;) is smooth near k1 = m. By differentiating
(3.31), we obtain

d(m) = (Ml(ﬁmvl)(~;7r),vl(:c;7r)) - (Mlvl(';ﬂ)ﬂmvl(';ﬁ))
= (O v1 (5 m), Myvy (@) — (Myoi(557), D01 (45 ).

Using (3.27), we further obtain

d(m) = = (Ouvi(; ), vi(x; ) + (01(557), D1 (45 7)) = =2dIm (D, 01 (5 ), 1 (7)) =

(3.32)
Hence (3.28) implies ¢/(7) = 0. By differentiating (3.30) at k1 = 7, we have
(M0, vn) (55 ) = —c() - (O, vn) (55 7) + ¢ () - va(57) = (Oxy0n) (5 70),
which concludes the proof of (3.29) for n = 1. O

Remark 3.9. An explicit construction of v,(x; k1) for |k — w| < 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
U (5 7) and (Og,vn)(+;m) (= 1,2), as is illustrated below. We first note that by (3.27) and
(3.29),
8’02 (m ) 8
JE— T
8x1 ’ 8901

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

v (x; ) = Oy, va(x;m) =0, —(Oy1)(x;) =0, xel. (3.33)

[ S ) o) =~ (3:3)
0 i
[ 3 Oam )l = g (3.39
Moreover, 5
8;( ) - ve(+;m) =0, (3.36)

/a L (Duyta) () o) 5 7) = . (3.37)

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

) [
r a—;)i(, K1)v1(+; k1) — vi(s; ’fl)&—:;i(ﬁ K1) = iy (K1) (3.38)

Using the time-reversal symmetry, there exists ¢(k;) € C such that |¢(k;)| =1 and
vi(x; k1) = c(ky) - vi(x; 2T — Kq).
Then (3.38) implies that

v v ,
a—xi(-; K1)v1(+; k1) — vp (e 2m — )axi( 21 — K1) = ipy(Ky).

By taking derivative at k1 = m and applying (3.33), we obtain

[t B (i) + ol () e ) = ) = =i

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

ov ov
/Fa—xi(, /ﬁ)vz('; /ﬁ) - 01(';1‘11)8—;(';"11) =0, # 75 .

Since the functions inside the integral are smooth in k;, we can let k; — 7 to obtain

By (3.33), we have [;vy(;m)32(;;m) = 0. Thus [ 9% (;;m)ve(;m) = 0, which is (3.36).



Finally, we prove (3.37). Notice that (3.19) gives that (div(AV) 4+ \.)0x,v1(+; 7) = 0 since
i (m) = 0. Thus, we can apply the Green’s formula to d,,v; and the fundamental solution Gy
in (3.7) inside the domain (0, N) x (=1, 1) C Q to get

Gt = [

(ON)x(=3,3

| ((div(AV) + X)Gol@, y; A.) - Dy, or (s )

— (div(AV) + A\)Dw v (@ 7) - Golz, v A*)>

I D | (3.39)
B /FN 0x <'7 Y; )‘*>8H1U1<" 7T) o G(](.’ Y; )\*)3561 <amv1)<w7 7T)
Gy, 9 :
- T al’l ('7 Y; )‘*)a‘@lvl(" 7T) B GO(" Y; )\*) 8x1 (aﬁlvl)(w7 ﬂ-)’

where in the last line above we used the fact that A(x) = [ for x € ' and € I'y. By (3.10),

oG — 0
(4 A0, (5 7) = Gols 3 A) 5= (G ) (@5 7)

lim —
N—oo I'n al‘l

= i( lim q(v1(5;7), O v1(+57); Tn)) - Owyvn (y; )

Vs N—oo

+ ”yi(]\}lin q(amvl('; 7T), amvl('; W); 1—‘N)) ’ Ul(y; 7T) (340)

]

— —( lim q(’l}g(';W),amvl(';ﬂ-);PN)) - O, v2(Y5 )

Vs N—oo

,L .
= o, (i a0, 025 7), Oyor (3 7): T)) - vays ).

Since all the energy fluxes in (3.40) are independent of N (a consequence of the fact that
(div(AV) 4+ A) Ok, vn (55 m) = (div(AV) + A)v,(57m) =0 for n = 1,2),

oG — 0
(4 A0 01 (5 7) = Gols 3 A) 5 =(Ory ) (@5 7)

lim —
N—oo I'n al‘l

i g
= V—q(vl(-;ﬂ)ﬁmvl(w);F) 001 (Y5 ) + — (0, v1 (3 7), Oy 01 (5 m); T) - v (s )

— q(va(57), By vr (5 71); ) - D vn(gi ) — ,yiq@mvg(-;w),amm(-;w); T) - vy(y: ).
' ' (3.41)
On the other hand, (3.13)-(3.16) and (3.9) imply that
lig [ Gy ATl = Golt, i M) (B 47)
= —la,i vi(y;m) —/Go(y -')\*)i(ﬁ v1)(+;m)
2 " ’ r Y Oxry ™ ’

1
= _§aﬁlvl(y; ﬂ-)u
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where we used (3.33) in the last equality. By letting N — oo and y — I' in (3.39), we obtain

D1 (g 1) = —q(vL(+7), By (5 7); T) - By vr (5 7) + ,yiq<amv1<'§7)76H1U1<'§7T)5 [)-vi(y;m)

— L q(ua(; ), D0 (5 7); T) - Oy oo (s 1) — ,yiq(&ﬂvz(ﬁW),amvl(-;ﬂ); ') - va(y; m)

1l
+ éamvl (y7 7T)'

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

1 1 i
O v1(y;m) = §8ﬁlv1(y;7r) + 5%@1(2/;7?) - ,y—q(&ﬂvz(-;W),ﬁmvl(w);F) v (y; ).

*

It follows that
q(aﬁlv2(';ﬂ-)vaﬁlvl(';ﬂ-);r)"UQ(y;ﬂ-) :0, Yy el

Since vo(+;7m)|r # 0 (otherwise we have an contradiction to (3.35)), we conclude that
q(Op,v2(+; ), O, 01 (5 m); T) = 0.
Then the proof of (3.37) is complete by using (3.33) again. O
Proposition 3.10 and the identities (3.33) immediately lead to
Corollary 3.11. Assume (3.29) holds. Then

qA(vi(5;7), (Osy01) (5 7); 1) = _%W*, q(v2(+57), (Onyv2) (5 7); 1) = %%.

Moreover,
q(vi(s5 ), (55 m); T) = 0,
A(01(5 ), (Oryv2) (5 7)) = 0, g2 7), (O, v1) (5 7); 1) = 0,
(O, vn) (5 7), (O v ) (5 7); 1) = 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 (i, 5(k1), Uns(2; k1))
of the operator Eé;‘s'B(m) for n = 1,2 and 0 < |§] < 1. Consequently, it’s clear that the
perturbation lifts quadratic degeneracy at k1 = 7 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 |§| < 1 and |k1| < 1. Then

1
ps(kn) = A — \/Z%?(m —m)t+ 1207 (14 O(|wy — 7| +[0])),

(4.1)

1
pas(k1) = A + \/va(m —m)t+120%- (14 O(|wy — 7| +0])),
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where
b 1= — (L8 (m)or (), eales ) (42)
In addition, there exist normalized Bloch eigenfunctions v;(x; k1) (i = 1,2) of the operator
L4 (k1) which are analytic in ky and satisfy (3.28), such that
vis(x; k1) = (1 + O(|k1 — 7|))vr(z; )

()
+( + O = 7)) - va(a; )
bl =)+ 13 (1 — )+ 207

(s — ) (4.3)
+ (k1 —m) - (Op,v1)(x; ) + -ri(x)
Ly =) 4 13 (1 — )+ 207
+ R1<IE; K1, 5),
—t,0
vy s(x; K1) = + O(|k1 — m]) ) - v1(; )
’ <%%(H1 — )%+ \/i%?(m — )4+ 202 )
+ (1 + O(|k1 — 7)) va(; 7) o (4.4)
+ (k1 — ) (Ox,v2)(x; ) + - ro(x)

(k1 — )2+ \/iﬁ(/ﬁ — )1+ 1262
+ Ro(x; K1, 0).
Here ri(x), Ri(x; k1,0) € HY(Y), i = 1,2, have the following estimate
Iri(a) [l vy = O), | Ril; k1, 8) vy = O(I0] + |51 — 7*).
Remark 4.2. Suppose § > 0 and t, # 0. From (4.3) and (4.4), we see that
vis(;m) = vi(x;m) 4 sgn(t)vi(z; ) + O9), ves(a;m) = —sgn(t.)vi(x;m) + vi(z;7) + O(0),
v1—s(x; ) = vi (x5 ) — sgn(t)vi(z;m) + O(5), vo_s(x;m) = sgn(ty)vi(x; m) + vi(x; ™) + O(F).
This implies the following relation when we drop the O(0) terms
V16(@; ) ~ o s (®; ), vag(ws ) ~ vy (@ ).

In other words, Eé;‘s'B(w) and Eé;f’B(w) exchange their eigenspaces near the energy A.. 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

B : H o I
u s e I Léjré.B(“l) o Mty (4.5)

= —(V + Z'/'ilel) . (A + - B)(V + i/ﬁlel)u,
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where H = H g v (R2) 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

(Zé;‘s'B(m)u,v) a2 B (u,v) == /Y (A(z)(V +ikier)u(z)) - (V +ikier)v(x)dz. (4.6

It is clear that the eigen-pairs of the operator £A+6B( 1) for |(k1,A) — (m,A\)] < 1 can be
obtained by solving those of Eé;‘SB (k1). Moreover, the latter family of operators is more

suitable for perturbation arguments since their domain H is independent of both x; and §.
We expand EAJ”S B(k1) near k; = m and § = 0 to obtain
LGP (k1) = —(V +imey) - A(V +imey)
+ (k1 — ) (= i(V +imey) - Aey —iey - AV + imey))
+6(— (V+imer) - B(V +irey))
+ (k1 — m)2(e; - Aey)
+0(k1 — m)(— i(V +imey) - Bey —iey - B(V +imey))
+ (k1 — 7)*(ey - Bey)
B () + (51— LR+ OLE (m) + (1 — 7LD
+ 0(ky — m)LE 4+ 6(ky — 7)2LE.

(4.7)

Let

—iTxT]

Up(x) = up(x; kYY), y(x) =€ vp(x), n=1,2

where u,(x; &%) are the Bloch eigenfunctions at £ = k2 introduced in (1.9). Before we solve
for the eigen-pairs of Eé;‘s'B (k1), we first present some useful identities. See Appendix B for
their proofs.

Lemma 4.3.
5B - 0 —t,
= t. ,
((‘Cﬂ,ﬂ(ﬂ-)vrw 'Um)) 1<n,m<2 (—t* 0 ; €eR
where t, is defined in (4.2).
Lemma 4.4.

((Z?ﬂm’ﬁn)%gn,mgz - (8 8) '

Lemma 4.5. Let the projection Q)| be defined as in (4.12). Then
AA FAL A -1 AAV~ —14, 0
( ((511 — L (‘CQ,TK'<7T) — X)) QLLY )y, Um) >1§n,m§2 = ( 6 1 ) )
where v, 1s introduced in Proposition 3.2.

Lemma 4.6.
(1z1v,(x), v,(x)) =0, n=1,2.

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

Lemma 4.7. L4 _(7) : H — H* is a Fredholm operator with zero index. Moreover, ker(zéﬂr(ﬂ)—

,(
Av) = span{i(z), U2(x)}.
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4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.1

The goal is to solve the following eigenvalue problem by perturbation arguments
(LATP (1) — )i = 0. (4.8)

Step 0. The solvability of (4.8) for |x; — 7| < 1, [p— | < 1 and || < 1 follows from the
fact that (4.8) is solvable when k; = 7, u = A, and § = 0. Indeed, the expansion (4.7) shows
that

12555 (1) = Lo 2 (0l < 1, for |ry — ], 6] < 1. (4.9)

Since A, is an isolated eigenvalue of Eéﬂr(ﬂ') with multiplicity equal to two, the stability

theorem of eigenvalues (see Chapter VI of [29]) guarantees that Zé;‘;'B (k1) has two isolated
eigenvalues near \, for |k; — 7| < 1 and |§] < 1.
Step 1. To solve (4.8) for |k; — 7| < 1 and |§| < 1, we write

p=M+pY, mi=71+p =090 (4.10)

with
|:u(1)‘7‘p| <1 6(0) :aﬁl(w)_'_bib(w) EHI? 6(1) €H27
where H; := ker(fém(w) — X\ and Hj is the orthogonal complement of H; in the Hilbert
space H. Plugging (4.10) and (4.7) into (4.8), we get
(L o) = A)0 = () = pLf = p L = L8 (m) + O(Ipd] + p*3]) )5

~ ] ’ (4.11)
+ </~L(1) — pLit — p*Ly — L5 (m) + O(|ps| + Ip2<5|))17(”-

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

Q,.: H — Ran(zéﬂr(ﬂ) -\,
[ = (o) v(x) — (f, () v2().
By applying @, to (4.11), we obtain

(4.12)

(Lo A(m) = X)) = Q. (M(” — pL{ — p* Ly — 0LE (7) + O(|Ips| + |p*6 |))17(°)
+Qu () —pLi = P L — L8 () + O(Ipd] + %) ) 5.

By Lemma 4.7, (Eé,ﬂ(ﬂ') - )\*)71 € B(Ran(ﬁéﬂr(w) — A\«), Hy). Hence the above equation can
be rewritten as
(I —T)oW =19, (4.13)

where
T=T(6,p.pV) = (Lo (m) = A) 7' Qu(p™ = pLit = p*Liy — 6L8 - (m) + OIpd] + [p°3])).
For 6, p, V) sufficiently small, (I — T)~! € B(H,). Hence, (4.13) indicates that

oW =150 4 (1 -7) = DTV

N N 4.14
g (EA () - A)IQUEN® + 000+l + e, Y
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By plugging (4.14) into (4.11) and taking dual pairs with 0, () (n = 1,2), we obtain

() = pL3 = L8 (m) = PP (£ds = £MER (7) = ) ' QuLT)) 10 (@), B (a)

(4.15)
+O(|pd] + 6% + [uVP + [p|*), n=1,2.
By applying Lemma 4.3-4.5, (4.15) reduces to
a
(MO, p.5) + MO, p,5)) (b) _, (4.16)
where W) L1
+ SVp £
MO (D . §) = (M 2 )
(', p,9) .0 M(l)_%%p2
and

W, 58 O, m s
1), (1) _ | T (™, p,0) myy (u', p,0) 1) _ 2 3 (1)(3

(4.17)
Step 3. We prove (4.1). Note that for each ko = m + p, u = A\, + pY) solves the eigenvalue
problem (4.8) if and only if (") solves

1
F(u", p,6) := det (M(O) + M(”) = (u)? = 92" = £20° + p(u . p,0) =0, (4.18)

where p(uV, p, §) is smooth in its variables and satisfies that

p(u(l)’p’ 5) 5 HM(O)HWMC : ||M(1)||max + HM(UH;M
= O(|pWps| + |pM&?| + |ps?| + |6%)) (4.19)
+ O(lpM N+ 16% + [P+ 10°6] + [V Pls] + [p°)).

The partial derivative % can be estimated similarly. We have

dp
o

(1Y, p,6) = O(|ps| + | |? + 87| + p*)). (4.20)

We then solve V) = 1 (p, §) from (4.18) for each p and 4. First, note that +,/1~2p* + ¢252

give two branches of solutions if we drop the remainder p from (4.18). Thus, we seek a solution

to (4.18) in the following form
1) — 1 o4 s
pH(p, ) = x4/ 1P + 120 (4.21)

with |z| close to 1. By substituting (4.21) into (4.18), we obtain the following equation of x
(with p and 0 being regarded as parameters)

1 n ,
H(x;p,0) == WF(% Z’pr‘l +120%,p,6) = 2° — 1 + p1(w;p,0) = 0, (4.22)
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where

px -\ 172p* +£20%,p, 0)

TVt + 1262 '
Now we consider the solution to (4.22) with |z — 1| < 1. By (4.19), one can check that the
following estimate holds uniformly in x when |z — 1| < 1

pla - [ 320t + 1262, p, 0)
= O(|p| + |9]).

TPt + 1262

p1(z;p,0) =

pr(z;p,0) =

Moreover, (4.20) gives that

Thus, the implicit function theorem indicates that there exists a unique solution z4(p,d) to
(4.22) with [|z4(p,0) — 1|| < 1. The expansion of z4(p, d) to linear order in p is

25(p,0) = 1+ 1y -p+O(pf +1d]), 7 €R.

It follows from (4.21) that

1 1
1 (p,8) = z4(p, 6) - \/Zﬁp“ +126% = \/Z%?p“ + 202 (1474 -p+O(Ip]* +14])) -

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

1
W(p,6) = =\ 020t + 282 (L4 r— - p+ O(lpl* +13])).

Note that p (k1) = A+ u(,l)(/ﬁ —m,6) and o 5(Kk1) = A, +,u$)(/{1 —m,9). This proves (4.1).
Step 4. We solve (4.16) and prove (4.3)-(4.4). By substituting u") = ,u(,l)(/il —m,d) into
(4.16), we obtain the following eigenvector

—méé) (u(j) (k1—m,8),k1—m,0) 47—+ (k1 —7) 4/ 272 (11 —m)2+£252

a(k1,0)) _ L n Sy (1 —m)2 4/ E0 2 (1 —m) 202
b( 5) - g m(l)( (1)(n —7,8),k1—,0)
K1, l'\/*(Hl—w)2+\/ly2(/@1—7r)4+t262 21 M 1 9),R1 )
2 4 * * 1 2 1.2 444252
57+ (K1—) +\/Zv*(m—7r) +t26

(4.23)
Using the estimate (4.17), we have
mg (1 (5~ 7,8). k1 — 7, 0) Mgy - (1 — 10 + migly - (1 — )’ 2
= ’ +O(0] + |r1 = 7[%),
s =7 1200 — w207 = 1) 4 (2 — ) 207

WDy —7.8). Ky — 7.6 m$, - (k1 — )0 +mbY),y - (k1 — )3
mi G — D) ) iy O mmS ey (=

Sl = w2 4 320 — T 41267 Syl — m)2 o\ Aa2(m — w4 6207
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where m§12)71, mglg)Q, mgll)l, mgll)g are constants. By substituting (4.23) into 7©) = a(k1;0)-01(x)+
b(k1;0) - Do(x) and utilizing (4.14), we obtain

o =50 450
iy - (1 = )8 =iy - (1 =) v (= )20 — 1)+ 207
~(1+ )in(@)
%%W&-ﬂ”#%hﬂm—ﬂﬂ+ﬁﬁ
(1) (1) 3
Mo (k1 — )0 + Moo (K] — T
+( I 21,1 (1 ) 21,2 (1 ) )@2(:11)
«(K1 — ) +\/ Y2 (K )+ 1262 2’7*(14,1—71' +\/ V2 (K — m)4 + 1262
—(ﬁl—ﬂ)-(ﬁg,n( T) = A QLE‘f‘vl( )
t.0(ky — T ~ _ SA -~
- 1 — ) (LA () — \) QU (@)

S — )2+ 302 — )t + 8207
+O([o] + |81 — 7).
Let vy 5(x; k1) = €119, Then
vis(2; k1) = (€™ +i(ky — m)z1™ + O(|ky — 7|*)) - D
1 iy - (k=m0 — iy - (k1 — 1) 1 (= )y [ 12(m — )+ 26
(1+

Felmy =72 4 19 m = )t 4 207

+ (k1 — m) - iz ()

) miy, - (k1 — )0 + miyy - (k1 — 7)°
+ 1 1 1 1 U2(-’£)
Sl = m2 4 3200 — ) 4207 dya(en — w2\ 1a20m — )t + 826
t0(Kk1 —
+ (k1 = ) iz1vs(x)

Sl — 12+ 43021 — )+ 1207

— (k1 —m) - €™ (LY (7)) — A) T QLLY By ()

] £.6(1 — 7) D7) — X)) QuEA T ()

Sl = w2+ 321 — )+ 1267
+O(18] + 51 — 7).

It follows that

t.0
vis(@; k1) = vi(@) + - Ua()
Lyl — )2 + 1021 — ) + 1202
+ (k1 — ) - r1e(2; K1) (4.24)
Skt —
+ (k1 — ) (@) + O] + [k1 — 7]?),

3k — )2+ \/ivf(fﬁ —m)t + 1307
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where

( Ml - (k1 = m) =\ [i2(m — m)t + 8207

7”11,6(517; /‘fl) = U1(33)>
Yk — )% + \/i%?(m — )t 4 1207
+ <i$101($) — €LY (1) = N) QUL ()
(1) 2
m c\R1 — T
n 21,2 ( 1 ) U2<w)>
Felm =12+ (12 0m = )t 4 202
=7} (@ 1) + 71y 52 ),
ri(x) = —mdy v (@) + mby) vs()

+ it r1vs(x) — e (ﬁém(w) — ) QLM ()
Step 5. We reduce (4.24) to (4.3) by simplifying the term rq; 5(; x1). Note that when
d =0, (4.24) becomes

vio(x; k1) = vi(x) + (k1 — )l m) + O((K1 — m)%),

—2m{}) + 77
_ (1 i 22,2 g

27,

(k1 = ) Jor(@) + (k1 — Wi ola; ) + O(k1 = 7)?)

(4.25)

where
(1)

. ~ ~ m
riio(®:m) = iz (@) — €™ (LY A7) = \) T QUL Ty () + 721’2?12(90)

It is clear that vy o(e; £1) defined above is a Bloch eigenfunction of the operator £§ (1) that
is smooth in k.
We claim that

(rio(m),v1(+)) = 0. (4.26)
Indeed, note that L4, € L*(Y'). The spectral expansion of (LA(7) — A\,)7'Q. indicates that
; is orthogonal to Ran((£LA(7) — \,)~'Q.) in L?—sense. Therefore

(€™ (LA(T) = M) T QUL By, v1) = (L) — A) ' QUL D, Ty) = 0,
On the other hand, Lemma 4.6 gives that
(iz1v1(x), v1(x)) = 0.

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

(1)

— 2y T
[or0(@; £1) || 20v) = \/(1 + 22227

Thus we obtain the following normalized Bloch eigenfunction of Eéﬂr(m):

(k1 — 7T))2 + O((k1 — 7)2).

_27”;12)2"’7"*7* n
(1+ 2222 oy — ) Joa() + (1 — 7)o o5 7)

+O((ky — )%, (4.27)

01(3’5;/@1) =

_ m(l) e 2
\/(1 i PR w)) +O((ky — 7)2)

26



Note that vi(x; k1) is analytic in &y for |k — 7| < 1. Its analytic continuation to a neigh-
borhood of R, which guaranteed by Proposition 3.1, gives the first analytic branch of Bloch
cigenfunctions of £ (k1). A direct calculation shows that

_Qmélz)g + Y _Qmélz)g Ll g

o vi(x) + rﬂo(m; ) — o I

vi(x) = 7“11,0(35; ™),

(O 01) (@5 ) =

which implies that ((0x,v1)(+;7),v1(-;7)) = 0 by (4.26). Hence (3.28) holds. With the nor-

malized Bloch eigenfunction v;(«; k1) defined in (4.27), we can rewrite ry1 5(x; k1) as

ris(@s ) = 1@ k) + (75 k1) — 1 (@5 k1)) + 1 (25 1)

—mbgy + (k1 — )2 \/i’Yf(’ﬁ —m)t 41267

711(513;7)
$relmy =12+ 1 m = m)t 4 207
(1) 2 (1)
m (k1 — m
i ( 21,2 ( 1 ) _ 21’2)02(:13;%)

Pl = m? 4 2m = mpt b 20r
+ (O, 01) (@5 )
= O(1) - vi(x;m) + O(1) - va(@; ) + (O, 01) (5 ).

Hence (4.24) becomes

vis(@; k1) = (1 4+ O(|w1 —7[)) - vi (2 )

X ) + Ok _7r|)) vy (a; )

Sl = )2 + 4 [3r2 (1 — ) + 1207

5(/431 — 7T)

+ (k1 = 7) - (O, v1) (@5 ) +
Lylim — w2+ L2 — ) + 1202

. Tl(a,‘)

+0(16] + |1 — ).

This concludes the proof of (4.3). The proof of (4.4) is similar.
Step 6. We finally show the analyticity of vy s(x; k1) in k. Indeed, for |xk; — 7| < 1, this
follows from the identity

vig(®; k) = e (00 4 0W) = ¢ (14 (1= T)7'T) (a(ka; ) - 01(2) + b(a; 6) - Ba (),
and the fact that a(k1;9),b(k1;6) and the operator T' = T'(6, p, uV)) are analytic in x;. The

analyticity of vy 5(x; k1) for k1 away from 7 follows from the fact that vy s(; k1) is an isolated

eigenfunction for the operator Zé;‘;'B (k1) which is analytical in .

5 Proof of Theorem 1.8

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.8 on the existence of the interface modes at ko = 7.
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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 A, by

A=A+6-h, heTJ ={ze€C: |z] <clti|}.

We first introduce the following Green functions G° for the perturbed operator £4+%% on

(div((A +§-B)V) + A)Gé(m, N =8z —y), wye,
G, y; )|y = €7C(m, 45 0)

O0G° . 0G°

8—372(:6’%)‘*) r+ = ema—xz(w,y; Nl

s

By Floquet transform,

Uns(T; K1) Un5(Y; K1)
G dk.
w y’ 277—/ Z A— Hn,s Hl) i

We then introduce the following layer potential operators associated with G?.

S(NGY)  HHT) » HL(Q), o / G (@, y; Neo(y)ds(y),
)
DY) : HET) = HL(Q), 6 / ‘Z,%(w,y; N (y)ds(y),
)
NG AT = AHD), oo po [ aGl @y e()ds(y),  (5.)

K(:GY) : HE(T) = HA(D), ¢ po. / 8—1<w, ¥ V() ds(y),

0= 0, 6 [ 20 oy Notw)dsty)

S

NG H

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

lim (SO G)[g]) ( + ter) = SO )l (=), (5:2)

ing - (DO G0l &+ 1) = A% Gl ). 5:3)

T (SO GO (@ + ter) = (£ 5+ K266 ) ol (5.4)
lim (DO @) (@ + ter) = (5 + K &) 6(@), (5.5)

where & € I'. Now we fix 6 > 0. We construct an interface mode of (1.11) in the following

form
(@ ) = { — DX G)(@) + SN G)¢l(), a1 >0,
’ (

-5 5 (5.6)
DX G)ol(x) = S(AG0)[pl(x), @1 <O.
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By the jump formulas, for € I', we have

e (35710 - (55880 4350 ()

m (R02)- (3145 2492) ()

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

: u(x +teq) . u(x +teq)
1 =1 0.
e <§—(;c +tel)) 0 (g—(;c tte)) 7

This leads to the following system of equations

(T‘S()\) + T“S()\)) (¢) —0, (5.7)

(% +T() (f)) £0, (5.8)

k), (%) o (G Sa)y ()

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 Hz(T') x H~2(T)

0, : (Zﬁ) Jr® W%T (amvlo ) frm—/g(ml(ﬁmgz)(w W))’

f: () = PR () + - 637?7202)( 25T,

and

and

where

MI»—A

T € B(H

Q:I[QXQ _Hl _H2-

Here the Bloch eigenfunctions v, (x; k1) are the ones constructed in Theorem 4.1. By Propo-
sition 3.10, II; and II, are orthogonal in the sense that

Hl-H2:H2-H1:O.
We have the following decomposition

HMxH:M=XaY®Y", X =Ran(Q),Y =Ran(l;), V' =Ran(Il,).  (5.9)
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Then (¢, ¢) solves (5.7) if and only if

@(m FTW)Q QTP +T W) Q(TP() + T W)LY
TO(A) + T2\ )Q TL(T°(A\) 4+ T9(A\) )T, My T2(N\) + T~%(N\) ) I, (q><1>) =0,

I (TP(A) + T-9(A\) )Q Iy (T(N) + T—(N\) ), T (T(\) + T—(\) )11, Lo
(5.10)

1 0
where U = Q (:i)’ oM =114 (Zi), oM =11, <Z) By multiplying (O 810 ) to both
0

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

v
(Mé()\)—IrM*zs()\)) (ig) —0, (5.11)

where

SillL, TP (NQ  2ILTO(NIL, 661, (), (5.12)
6~ 2ILTO(A)Q a6 TO (AT 6 s, T ()L,

On the other hand, (5.8) is equivalent to

(100 T
(— 0 0 &5 +M5(A)> oM | £ 0. (5.13)
\o & o o)

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

QT’(V)Q  SiQT (VI 6~ =QT (AT,
M’()) ( )

P

5.2 Properties of M’()\)
We present asymptotic properties of the operator M°(\) in this subsection.

Proposition 5.1. The following convergence holds uniformly for h € J as 6§ — 0F:

1 T QT°(A\)Q@ 0 0 0 0 0
ML +6-h) SIS 0 By o) 4 {0 BX) o), (5.04)

0 0 F 0 0 0
where
) e sim x 4o 00 (2) = (Lyaay ) (2):
=0 (1) =~ 5 <<<%>21%<%>2>%+<<i’;>2—1<%>2>%> (et (75 7)
h m
5 (@ @) L0t (o)



=0 (0) = 5@ _’t*_j‘(%)z)i [( Lotz (6 = ([emntm) (m

F(2) ([ eti@mtem) (@& ) - ([ o0 @) ()

O 1
Moreover,
" ™XN)Q 0 0 0 0 0
MO\, + 8- h) COETELIErTen 0 E(h) 0] — [0 EX(h) 0 (5.15)
0 0 F 0 0 0
Proof. See Appendix C. O
Proposition 5.2. T°(\,) € B(Hz(T') x H~2(T)) is a Fredholm operator with zero index.
Moreover,
0 B v (x5 ) Oy 1 (5 7) 0 0
ker T°(\.) = span{ ( 0 ), ( 0 ; g_;ll(m;ﬂ) ) a%l(am%)(fmﬂ) }. (5.16)
Proof. See Appendix D. O

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 lims_,o (M‘s()\* + 6 h) + MO\, + - h)) in J can be obtained by
solving E(h)® = 0. This yields the following two characteristic values

1 1
hy = —=|ti],  ha = ———=|t.].
Their associated eigenfunctions are (W1, <I>§1>, <I>§2))T and (Us, (IJS), @éQ))T, respectively, where
U, =0, oY= (aﬁlvlé”"?“)) , oY =o, (5.17)
Uy =0, o= ( y o0 ) . P =o. (5.18)
a—m(amvz)(w;ﬁ)

Next, note the following facts:

(i) MO(A, +6-h)+M~°(\,+d-h) is Fredholm with zero index for any h € J. Indeed, since
T°(),) is Fredholm, we know the limiting operator of M®(\,+6-h)+M™°(\,+4-h) is Fredholm
with zero index because it differs from 2T%(\,) by finite-rank operators. Consequently, M?(\,+
§+h) +M(\, +6 - h) is Fredholm by the convergence (5.14) and (5.15);

(ii) M*°(\,+4-h) are analytic for h € J because the Green function G°(z, y; \) is analytici
when A lies in the band gap;
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(iii) limg_yo (M‘S()\* +6-h)+M O\, +4- h)) is invertible for h € J\{h1, ho}. This follows

from the facts that lims_,o (I\\/JI5()\* +6-h)+M O\ +7- h)) is Fredholm and it’s injective for
h # hy and h # hy as we proved earlier.

Hence, the generalized Rouché theorem (cf. Chapter 1 of [3]) concludes that M°(\, + 6 -
h) + M(\, + d - h) has the following two characteristic values

1 1
hi(6) = ﬁlt*l +o(1), m(d) = —7§It*| +o(1), (5.19)
with respective eigenvectors
Uy (6) vy (5) Uy
Wiy | =[] +0(1), (5) — (oM | +o(1). (5.20)
Y0 ey MOVENAC Y

Finally, we check (5.13). By substituting h(8) and (¥;(5), ®(5), ' (6))T into (5.13), we
obtain the following II,-component

Uy
1.
556@9 (8) + TLMP (A, + 6 - by (8)) | @
o2
1
By using (5.14), (5.19) and (5.20), the IIs-component is further equal to

E*(hy)® + o(1) = —i - sgn(t*)(%)f’/ﬂ‘(M)‘V? (vz(e’g; ﬂ)) +o(1) #0.

Ve

Hence hy(6) and its eigenfunction satisfy (5.13). The proof of hy(d) 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 (pu,,(k1), vn(x; k1)) (n = 1,2) are analytic in
D = D; N'Dy which contains a closed rectangle R, = {z € C: 0 < Rez <27, —v <Imz < v}
for some v > 0. By Assumption 1.4, k; = 7 is the unique root of u, (k1) = A« (n = 1,2) for
k1 € [0,27]. Thus, by taking v to be sufficiently small, we can assume that k; = 7 is the
unique root of p, (k1) = Ay (n =1,2) for Ky € D.

We decompose the operator G(A, + i€) as

g<>\* + iE) = g6,prop()\* + iE) + ge,evan()\* + ie),

where

weeb n (@3 51) (), a5 K1))o
GPTP(\, + i€ f / A dk1,
ror - 3 [ Oy,
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G (N, 4+ ie)f :ZQL/O ”Z vn(w;m)(f(-),vn(~;m))gdm

T s + i€ — (K1)

iy (@i k) (/ (s vnlim)a

2m n—1,2 7 [07m—€ )U(r+e8 2n] A + i€ — f (K1)

(A1)

Then Theorem 3.3 follows from the two lemmas below.

Lemma A.1 (Asymptotics of GP"P(\, + i€)).
1w (@) (F() v f)e
27 W*Eé )\* + i€ — :ul(’%l)

— (e to(—eb)) - o (@i m) (F() vl ),

22

€t <2<3mv1)(w; ) (), Oryv1)(57))q

R1

1
TYx

+ (0, vi)(@:m) (F (), vy m) g, + va(a m) (f ), (05, 01)( 7r))Q> +0(e

_|_

ol
~—

1T (e () v m1))e
27 ﬂ—eé )‘* + 1€ — M?(’KVl)

(ol h) A @ (0 i),
272

L ( = 20y v2) (@5 ™) (f (), (Dyv2) (57))

TYx

— (0%, v2) (2 7) (f (), va(yi ) o — vaa; m) (£ (), (05, v2)( 7r))Q> +0O(e

d:‘il

(A.3)
_'_

ol

).
Lemma A.2 (Asymptotics of G (A, + i€)).

1 (27 vl 51) (f (), va(5 _ Un x; k1) (f (), (3 £1))o
| ; : He_”n __/ v _Mn(m) dry + O(6).
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1 v(@i k) (f(), lim1))e

- . K
2m [0,7‘(‘76%)U(7T+6é72ﬂ'] )‘* + 1€ — Ml(Kfl) !
1 2 1
= (7 —— O(ev)) - vi(x; m)(f(-), v1(557))a
+ G0\ f (A5)
1 1

€s <2(8,.€11)1)(£E; 77) (f()> (851'01)('; ﬂ-))ﬂ

TV

=

+ (02, v1) (@ m) (f (), (5 m)) o + v m) (), (92, 01) (5 7T))Q> + O(e3),

where g&()\*) is associated with the kernel function

) 1 v1(x; K1)v1(Y; K1) 12
Gl(x,y; \) = lim (—/ ’ 2 dky — €5 - vi (@ m)v ;7r>.
o(@, g5 A) = lim (o~ SRS Uiy wpuyray iy 1 p— 1@ v (y; )

Simalarly,
1 va(@; K1) (f (), v2('5 K1))a

% [O,eré)u(w+e?l§,27r] )‘* + 1€ — MZ(K&)
- O() w(@m(f () vl
+Gs(N)f (A6)

1 6% (2(8511)2)@& 77) (f()v (aﬁlv2)('; W))Q

dlil

= (—67% .

+

TV

=

+ (02 v2) (@ m) (f (), w25 m)) o + va(; m) (f (), (92, 01) (5 7T))Q> + O(e3),

where G2(\.) is associated with the kernel function

) 1 vo(@; K1)ve(Y; K1) 12 -
Gi(z, y; \\) = lim (—/ 7 —dKky + €75 - vo(x; m)v y;ﬂ).
0( ) =0t 27T [0,7’(’76%)[)(71’4’6%727(] )\* - Ml(ﬁ)l) ! TV 2( ) 2( )

Proof of Lemma A.1. Here we only present the proof of (A.2). The one of (A.3) is similar.
The analyticity of vi(x; k1) and pi(k1) implies that

1
vi(@; k1) = vi(@; ) + (K1 — ) - (O, 01) (@5 7) + 5(/’61 —7)? (O, v)(@; ™) + Ok — 7),
1
(k1) = A = 51 = 7)" + O(|m — 7 [*).
It follows that
1 B 14+ O(|ky — 7|?)
Ao +ie—pi(ry)  de+ (k1 — )2
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Using (A.7)-(A.8), we have

1o vi(@i k) (), vl k1))
2w ), _ .k A + i€ — pi(Kq)

1 Ol — ) | |
a (% /7;—5?15 1€ + %7*(51 - W)Qdﬁl) ' 'U1(£E, Tr)(f(')avl('v W))Q

1
N ( 1 /”*66 k1 — 7+ Ok — 7|?)

o )b e+ (k1 — )2

R1

drr) - (s (@i m) (£, i m)a + va(@s m) (£, (@uyv) (7))

o | 4 i€ + 27 (k1 — )2

d/‘fl) : ((8,611)1)(1‘; 77) (f()> (&61'01)('; W))Q

F 5@ o) @) (70, vl m)g + goala ) (70, (@200 7%)

2
et | E
e Kl — T
—i—(’)(/ e oy 2d/£1>
r—eb 57« (K1 — )

1
Note that fﬂ+56 — T ——dkr; = 0 and

1 -
€6 detEvi(r1—T)

7r+e% _ 2 7r+5%
/ L <H1 ﬂ-) )dl‘{,l 5 / 1- dlil = O(Eé)’

_b lie+ 1y, (ky — )2

7r+e% o 3 7r+5%
/ (k1 = ) )d/@l < / |k1 — m|dky = O(e%).

_b lie+ 1y, (k — )2

(A.9)

One further obtain

R vi(@i k) () v 61))
2 ). _ & A + i€ — pp(K1)

R1

- ( : /WJreg : gk +O(€%)> v m)(f(), v1(55 7))

o J. b de+ (k1 — )

N ( 1 /w+e€ (kg — m)? dm) ) (2(5511}1)(53%)(]0(')7 (8,_611;1)(.;77))Q

o ). b de+ 1y (k1 — )2

+ (0, v) (@) (), iy m) g + va(a; ) (F ), (05, 01) (5 7T))Q>

W=
~—

+ O(e
(A.10)
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By direct calculation

1
1 [7ret 1 1—19 _1 1
— dky = € 2 +4o(e 2),
21 Jo b de+ vk — m)? : 27*% )
1
1 T+€6 o 2 1 T+€6 )
— . (fl ) dr, = / (1_ — L€ )d/ﬁ: €é+(’)(e%),
27 Jaoeh i€+ 57.(K1 — )2 Vs Joeed i€ + 57V« (k1 — m)? TYx
(A.11)
Thus, (A.2) follows by substituting (A.11) into (A.10). O

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

P(k1)g = (9(-); vn(5FD))onl(5 k1) (n=1,2), Q(r1) =1 = Pi(k1) = Po(kr).  (A.12)
Then, by Floquet transform,

o / Z - :BAMJF e — ::(( ; I){l))ﬂdm = % O ie - L5 (k1) Q(r1)) ' Q(r1) f (k1) sy,
/ Z U (T; "‘11\ — (U/:()a Kll))ﬂd,‘il — Qi i (A — ﬁéﬂr(/ﬁ)@(:‘il))il(@<“1)ﬁ<’il)d"ih
>3 n\Mvl @

R (A.13)
where f(r1) denotes the Floquet transform of f. Notice that

(L 7(51)Q(k1)) = {0} U {tta (1) }nzs.

Consequently, A, ¢ o(L (k1)Q(k1)) for any k1 € [0,27) by Assumption 1.4(2). Thus, for
¢ being sufficiently small, the resolvent (A, + ie — £ (k1)Q(k1)) ™!+ (H'(Y))* — H'(Y) is
uniformly bounded. Hence (A.13) and the resolvent identity shows that

/ I A =8 D T

= je - gy i [()\ S — Eﬂw(ml)@(ﬁl))—l (A LQn(ﬁl)(@(/ﬁ))_l](@(/ﬁ)f(/il)dm

= 0(e),
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,

A — (k1) = €3 for|ky — 7| > es.
Thus
1 i (x; m)(f('),m(-;m))QdK
-~ . 1
27 [O,er%)U(WJre%,Qﬂ A+ i€ — M1<:‘€1)
1 vi(z; k1) (f(), v1(5 k1))
= — ) ) dlil
2m [0,m—€B )U(m+€6 ,27] A — lul(’%l)
1 —1€
+ — 5 vi(z; /1) (f (), v1(es R1))adky
270 Jio meebyumtet 2n] (A + i€ — pa (k1)) (A — pa (k1))

=1+ O(E%).

(A.14)
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—iv 2T — v

Figure 3: Integral contour used in the proof.

where
1 : 1 Py (k1) f

J 1 1 vi(x; k1) (f (), v1( Kjl))ﬂd/{l _ 1 1 1 1("‘91)f("fl)d%1'
27 [0,m—€B )U(m+€6 ,27] A — ”1(’%1) [0,m—€B )U(m+€6 ,2m] A— Ml(’%l)

Note that the projection P;(k;) and uq(k1) are analyticin kg € D DR, = {2 € C:0 <
Rez <27, —v < Imz < v}. The Cauchy theorem gives

1 Pl(’ﬁ) ("il)am1
27T Ce (Hl)
N 1 IPH Py (it) f(it) it 1 TP@2r+at) f(2m + it)idt (A.15)
21 Jo A — m(it) 21 Jo o A — (27 +it)

1 [ Py(ky +iv) f (k1 + iv)

— dkq,
2 0 )\* — /,41(51 + ZV) !

where C, := {m + ¢s¢" : 0 < 6 < 7}. The shifted contour is illustrated in Figure 3(a). Note
that v is independent of €. By the Taylor expansion (A.7), we obtain (similar to (A.9))

1 Pi(sn) ()

dk
21 Jo, A —pu(sr)

(Bor(@: M) (F(), 015 1)+ vr (@i ) (£, (Dgvr) (i) (A.16)
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On the other hand, by calculating the asymptotics of 5= [ w@im)uiyim) g,

[0,m— e%) (7r+eé,27r] Ax—p1(K1)
using a similar contour integral approach, we obtain

lim (i/ or(@; K)o (y: Kl)d/ﬁ —€ 6 - 2 vi(x; m)vi(y; 7T))

e—0t \27 [077r,€%)u(7r+6t1;,27r} Av — Nl(’%l) T

1 Pt fit) 1 [V P27 +it) f (27 + it)

o) ) T ), T A et i)
1 2Py (ky + i) f (k1 + i)
27 J, A — p1(K1 +iv)

S

idt (A.17)

dff,l .

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

Proof of Proposition 3.4

Step 1: We first prove (div(AV) + \)Go(x,y; A\) = 0(x — y). It’s equivalent to proving the
following weak formulation

a5(Go(A)f,9) = M (Go(N) [, 9)a = (f: g)a, for any f,g € C(Q) (A.18)

where the form a(-,-) on H(Q) is defined similarly as (1.2). From (3.5), we see

a5 (Go(A)f59) — A (Go(N) L 9)e

_ (1 — i) (6 2;—0 € 5 ) (f( )7v1<.;ﬂ)) . (aA(m(~;7r),g(~)) — A - (Ul(.;ﬁ)jg(.))@
(1+14) _2(7* + of ,1)) (A.19)
- U0 mm) - (s mlg() = A (a3 7).9())a)
Y
+ (GO +ie)f, 9) — A (GO +i€) f, g)a + Ofes).

In addition, the weak formulation of (div(AV) + A\)v,(x;7) =0 (n = 1,2) and (div(AV) +
A +i€)G(x,y; N\ +i€) = 0(x — y) yield

a5 (0n(557),9()) = A (Un(57),9())a =0, n=1,2 (A.20)
and
ad(G +ie)f,g) — (N +i€) - (G +ie)f, 9)a = (f,9)a, forany f,g € C=(Q). (A.21)
Substituting (A.20) and (A.21) into (A.19), we obtain that

aé(go()\*)fa g) - )\* : (go()\*)fa g)ﬂ = (fa g)ﬂ + 7€ - (g(A* + ie)f, g)ﬂ + O(Eé) <A22)

Note that by (3.5),
e G\ Fi6)f, g)a = O(e?).

Hence, by letting ¢ — 01 in (A.22), we obtain (A.18). The boundary condition of Go(, y; \s)
as stated in (3.7) can be checked directly.
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Step 2: We prove (3.8). By the reflection symmetry of the operator £4, i.e. [£4, M;] =0,
the Bloch eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of £4 have the following properties:

(K1) = pn (27 — K1), vp(@5 K1) ~ vp (M 2T — K1), n=1,2,
and for each n > 3, there exists n’ > 3 such that
pn(K1) = p (27 — K1),  Vp(@; K1) ~ vy (Miz; 21 — Kq).

Therefore, the formula (3.6) is invariant under the substitution * — Mz, y — My, which
implies Go(x, y; A\e) = Go(Myz, Myy; \,).

We point out that (3.9) follows from a similar argument by using the time-reversal sym-
metry of the operator £4.

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

vnm/’{'l Unp, ya/’{'l) 1 2
«) d Y5 A Y5 A
ooy h) = [ > ey e+ Gl i) + Gl

=G (z,y; M) + fy—;(@,ﬂvl(:c; )y (y; ) + vy (a; W)W> (A.23)
- %(8,@1“2(33; T)va(y; ) + vo(2; ﬂ)m>’

*

where

G+(:c ¥\ / Zvn x; K1)Up yu‘il)dﬁ1
27T — Hn Hl)

/ Zvnwztvny,zt dt——/ Zvnw27r+zt)vn(y,27r+zt) it
e A — pn (48) e As — pp (21 +it)

/ Z vn(x; Ky + iv)v n(y;./{l +w)d/€1.
—1,2

A — (K1 + V)

Since G (x,y; M) decays exponentially as z; — oo (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; A+
i€), and then obtain the jump formula for Go(x, y; \.) by letting e — 0.

To show the jump formula (3.13) and (3.15) holds G(x, y; \. + i€), we first fix a neighbor-

(
hood of T, say, U := (—+=322, 2=210) x (—1, 1), where rq := diam(V). Let

et (2mn+(k1,m))-(®—y)

empty d
¢ (@.y: A 27?/ Z A —[2mn + (ky,7)| i
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be the quasi-periodic Green function for the Laplacian operator in Q. Since UN(Up, noez Vi ny =

0, L4 = —A in U. Hence
SO + i @) gl(@) — S( +ie; G gl(@) = f(@), w U (A.24)

for some function f € H'(U). From Section 2 of [11], the following jump relations hold for
S(A +ie; G ] ()

lim (S(A* +ie; Gemmy)m) (@ + ter) = S(\, + ie; G [ ] () (A.25)
lim % (SO +ie Gl ) (@ + ter) = £pp(@) + SK™ (@), (A2)

where

8Gempty
ONg

K\ H2(T) — H2(T), ¢ — po. /
I

(x, y; Np(y)ds(y).

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

lim S\, + ie; G)[¢](x + tey) = tlirgli S\, +ie; G ] (T + tey) + f(x)

=S\ i G ] (x) + f(=) (A.27)
= S\ +1i6; Q) [¢](z).

Thus (3.13) holds for G(x, y; A\« +i€). On the other hand, the reflection symmetry implies the
following identities (analogous to (3.8))

Gz, y; M\+ic) = GIMyz, Myy; N\, +ie), GPY(x,y; N\, +ic) = GPY( Mz, Miy; N +ie).

(A.28)
Hence we have f(x) = f(Mjx) by (A.24) and K"PW*(\, + ie) = 0 by the definition of
Icempty* - Thus (A.24) and (A.26) yield

0 1 of 1
lim — « + i€ =+-— — =+-— A.29
lim (SO i Qo) (@ + ten) = 5 p(@) + (@) = £50(w). (A.29)
where we used the fact that g—i|p = 0 (since f(x) = f(Myx)). Hence (3.15) holds for
G(x,y; A + ie).

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

S(h; Go)lel(®) = S(A +i6; G|l (®) = fe(x) € H'(U), (A.30)
with
fe(@) = =(72 +o(e72)) - <<1 mUAK) <i<-)v1<-; 7T)v1<w; ) — 00 J gi(')w('; 7T)v2<:c; 7r)>
27 272
+ O(ed)
(A.31)
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Then, by (A.27),

lim S(\.: Go)ly](z + ter) = lim (S()\* +ie; Q)yl(x + tey) + fox + tel)>

=S\ +ie; G)p](x) + fo(x)
= S(A\; Go)lgl (=),

which gives (3.13). For (3.15), note that the parity of v, (x;7) (n = 1,2) in (3.27) implies that

8’02

U1($§7T) =0, 8—:1:2

(x;m)=0, xel.

Thus (A.31) indicates that
9fe
8$‘1

(z) = O(es), weTl.

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

) . 1 of.
Jim 2 (SO Co)le]) (@ + ter) = £50(w) + ¢

Hence, by letting ¢ — 07, 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 9, (x) = ¢™v,(x) and (4.6), it suffices to prove the following identities

/Y(val(w)) - Vug(x)dx = /Y(BVUQ(:L')) -V (x)de, (B.1)
/Y(BVvl(:c)) -Vug(x)de € R, (B.2)
/ (BVuv,(2)) - Von@)dz =0, n—1,2. (B.3)

Step 1: We first prove (B.1). Note that (1.9) in Assumption 1.4 and the relationship
V() = up,(x; k?)) give that
va = 2'1)2, RUQ = ivl. (B4)

Thus,
/Y (BVur()) - Vog@)da — /Y (BY (05(Ra))) - V{01 (Ra))dar. (B.5)
For any functions f(x), it holds that
V(f(Rx)) = R"(V[)(Rax). (B.6)

Hence, (B.5) gives that
/Y(BVvl(:L')) - Vg (x)dx = /Y(BRT(VUQ)(R:I:)) - RT(Vvy)(Re)dx
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By Assumption 1.5, B commutes with R?. Thus
/(BVvl(:c)) - Vug(x)de = / B(x)(Vvy)(Rx) - (Vuy)(Rx)dx
Y Y

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 BMy; = —MsB.

Note that (1.9) in Assumption 1.4 and the relationship v,(x) = u,(x;k?) gives that
Movy = vy. Thus,

/Y(BVvl(a:)) - Vo (x)dx = /Y(BV(vl(MQ:B))) - V(v (Max))de. (B.7)

For any functions f(«), it holds that
V(f(Max)) = Ma(V f)(Mo). (B.8)

Hence, (B.7) gives that

/(BVvl(:v)) . Vvl(m)dm = / (BMQ(VUl)(MQl‘)) . Mg(Vvl)(Mgm)dm
Y Y
Recall that by Assumption 1.5, B anti-commutes with M, i.e. BMy = —MyB. Thus,
/(val<w)) -V (x)dx = —/ B(x)(Vvy)(Msyx) - Vo, (Myx)dx.
Y Y

Then (B.3) for n = 1 follows by a change of variable Myx — @ and the identity B(x) =
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 (ki,s2) = (m,m). Here the first-order terms
are given by (L0, 0,) (n,m = 1,2).

Proof of Lemma 4.5

Step 1: We show that
[£31 — L1QLILY () = M) T QLLY, My] = 0. (B.9)

Note that [£§ . (k1), Ms] = 0 by (1.6) and (1.4). Thus [ﬁéﬂr(/ﬁ), M,] = 0 since [eFF171 M,y] =
0. Consequently, the expansion (4.7) yields

(L4 (m), M) =0, [L, Mo] =0, [Li}, My]=0. (B.10)

On the other hand, the equality 9, (x) = e~ u,(x; k?) and the parity (1.9) in Assumption
1.4 give that
M2@1 - 171, MQ@Q — —62. (Bll)
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Recall Q, f = f — anl,Z(-f’ Un)Up. Hence [Q, Ms] = 0. Consequently, by (B.10),

[Q1L (L5 (7)) = A) ' Qu, M) = 0. (B.12)
Then (B.9) follows from (B.10) and (B.12).
Step 2: We prove that
(28 = ZHQUER (7) = M) QL) 1) = 0. (B.13)
Indeed,
((Zﬁ — LLQL(LY (7)) = XN) ' QLLY) b, ?71)
= (4 = £1QUEA L (m) = M) QuLH) Mo, Ma
— — (Mo (£ = £1QUER () = X)) QUL s, Moy )
= (£t = £1QuE ) = 1) QUL 7.1 ),

where we applied (B.9) in the second equality above. Then (B.13) follows.
The proof of ((Zﬁ - Ef@l(ﬁém(ﬂ') — A*)*lQlﬁf)f)l, 172> = 0 is similar.

Step 3: We prove
8 ; ; SAN ~ ~ 1
(8 = £0Qu(LA () = ) QL)1 51) = =57

o ] . (B.14)
(28 = QLA (m) X)L, ) = o0

Let a; := (([‘,ﬁ — LAQ (LA (1) — A)TIQLLN) By, @1) and ap = (([‘,ﬁ — LAQ (LA (m) —
A*)*lQlﬁf)f)g, 172>. Then, by applying the perturbation argument in Section 4 with § = 0,

we see (4.16) becomes

( <M(l) _ooqp2 o) b Osz) +o(p") (Z) =0, (B.15)

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

(k1) = A+ ar(kn = 1)+ O(lw — %), vi(@; k1) = vi@) + Ok — ),
pa(k1) = M+ (ks — )2 + O(Jk1 — ),  wva(x; k1) = va(x) + O(|s1 — 7).

In accordance with (3.2), it holds that a; = —%fy* and ag = %fy*, which concludes the proof of
(B.14).

Proof of Lemma 4.6

By (3.27), iz v, (x)v,(x) is an odd function in z; for n = 1,2. Hence, (izv,(x), v,(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(\; G%), K(\; G%), N'(\; G°), K*(\; G?), we consider the associated volume
integral operators and apply the following result.

Lemma C.1. Let K, (x,y) (n > 1) and K(x,y) be integral kernels such that K,(x,y) =
K,(y,x) and the layer potential operators S(K,), D(K,) and S(K),D(K) (defined similarly
as in (5.1)) satisfy the jump conditions (5.2)-(5.5). Let U C 2 be a neighborhood of I'. Suppose
that the following holds uniformly for all f € (H(U))* with || f||rwy- =1 and suppf CC U

/ Kofwy)fwiy ™ [ Ky @i (1)
(1), HE(T)), N(K,) € BUTHT), B4 (1)), K(K,

Then the integral operators S(K,,) € B(H™ )
(T)) converge to S(K),N(K),K(K) and

1

B(Hz(T),Hz(T)) and K*(K,) € B(H 2(T'),H"

K*(K) in operator norm, respectively.

Proof. Here we prove S(K,,) — S(K), K*(K,,) = K*(K) and K(K,) — K(K). One can prove
N(K,) = N(K) by a similar argument. i
We first prove S(K,,) — S(K). For each ¢ € H~2(T'), (C.1) implies that

1
H2(F)

Tr [ K(z,y)(Tr*y)(y)dy, (C.2)

Tr / K@ )T o))ty = v [

where T'r : Hl(U) — Hl(l") is the trace operator, and 7Tr* denotes its adjoint. Note that

S(K)lel(x) = Tr [, Ku(,y)(Tr*9)(y)dy and S(K)[pl(x) = Tr [, K(z,y)(Tr*¢)(y)dy.
Thus it’s clear that S(K. ) — S(K) by (C.2).

We next prove K*(K,) — K*(K). For cach ¢ € H~2(T'), (C.1) implies that

8:61/K z,y)(Tre)(y dyle axl/K:r: Y)(Tre)(y)dy, =cT.

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

po [ o Kala )Ty " b [ LK@ )Tr @, (€

which gives K*(K,,) = K*(K).

We finally prove K(K,) — KC(K). The condition K,(x,y) = K,(y,x) and (C.3) implies
that the following convergence holds uniformly for all ¢ € H2(TI') and ¢ € H~2(I") with unit
norm

0
po. [ 5Ky @)o(a)ie) - / S Ko,y P y)
ox), p.v. / 8331 o(y)dy)
= (o). p / K (y.2)o(e)de).
where (-,-) denotes the H~2 — H= pairing. Thus K(K,,) — K(K) is proved. O
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We decompose GO(x, y; A\, + 6 - h) = G¥v™ (2, y; X\, + 6 - h) + G¥P"P(x, y; A\, + 0 - h), where

1 2w . o Ay )
G(Sevan(w ok )\ +5 h) / Un,(s(wu Kl)vnﬁ(yv"il)d/{l

o = A+ 0 h— pin (K1)
1 U1 5(50 Hl)Ul 5(’.% Hl)d/@
1
27 Jior—sb 0w rob om Ae + 0 o — pys(k1)
1
L U2 5(50 fil)Uz 5(’.% 1)d/{1’
2m [0,7— 56]U[7r+56 27] Act0-h— Mz&(/ﬁ)

and

1 1 —
1™ vy s(@s kv s(Y; k) " vas(as K1) v2s(y: 1)
G5prop )\ 5-h ! d - 7 d
(2, 45 A+ )= o /_5é A +0-h— i s(k1) - / 58 A0 h— pos(ka) "

As in the proof of Proposition 3.5, we take a neighborhood of I, i.e. U := (—%, %) X
(—1.3), where ro := diam(V). Then we claim the following results:

Lemma C.2. There exist fi5™, ge's™, frs s ghs’ € HY(U) (n = 1,2) such that the following
asymptotics holds uniformly for all f € (HI(U))* with unit norm

[ @@y 51 w)dy
= (67 =+ o07) - (e M (), en(y ) — valai ) (). a(yi )
b8 0uo) (@) (), (O n) ) = =0 - (O 0)(w57) (/0. (Do) (s )

+ 3 (alasm) (F ), £ () + 055 () ( (), valy; T)a) + O(57),

o (C4)
/U GOV (i A+ 6 - 1) f(y)dy
573 - 1 .
= — Ve — - o(d" 2 v (x: 7 v1(y;
(27* (((2_1)2 (%)2)1 ((2_)2 _ (%)2)4> +o( >> ( )(f(y), vi(y; )
53 o 1 1
- . 3 1 o(0" 2 Vol T V(Y
(27* (((2_)2 _ (%)2)1 * ((21)2 (%)2)1> +o( )> ( )(f(y), va(y; 7))
52 - '
+ (2% (= () +0(0 )) (va(@; ) (f (y), va(y: 7)) + vi(@; m) (f(y), va(y; 7))
(22084 0(6) - 00y 00) @57) (S (), (0 0) i)
+ (= 8t 0l0h)) - (Oue) @R (). () (3 e
+ 37 (valas ) (F(y), £257())a + 627 () (f (1), va(y; m))a) + O(57),
o (C.5)
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70 70, 1
and || £25" ey, 955" oy 1 s s lgm s |mwy = O(3%).

By Lemma C.1 and Lemma C.2, we obtain the convergence of interface integral operator
M(A 4+ 9 - k) in (5.12). We point out that the scaling in M(\, + J - 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?2 (') x H 2 (T') balances the §—order of the corresponding operator exactly. This guarantees
the uniform convergence of each component of M(A, +0-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 lims o+ M(A, 4 & - h), while the minor terms (of which we only estimate the order)
correspond to the zeros in lims_yo+ M(A, + d - ). This completes the proof of (5.14).

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

Proof of (C.4)
We claim that

/ ZWA +5 h )::;((Z)m / ;vnm UL i0)) gy, o),

>‘ _Mn(KJl)
(C.6)
1 vns(@; k1) (f (y ) s (Yik))a
. 1
_ i vn(w,m)( ( )7 n<y7 1)) d 1+O(5%) n = 1’2'
27 Jj0,5—58)0[r+5% 2] Ae = pa(K1)
By (C.6) and (C.7), we have
[ Gy 4 5 W)y = G ) + O, (C58)
U

where G®¢v9(),) is defined in (A.1) (the parameter € in the original definition is replaced by
9). 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

Prs(k1)g = (9(-), ns(:;71))Uns(-561) (n=1,2) Qs(k1) =1 —Pys(k1) — Pas(ra).

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

vné x; /{1 ) vné(y;lil / 'Un x; Kfl ) Un(y;'%l))ﬂ
- — dk
/ ; A +0- h fins (K1) i Z:g s —,un(/ﬁ) !

- 217r ()‘* +0-h— EAH'B("%W)@é("fl))_l@é(/‘fl)f(/ﬁ)d/ﬁ
2
o [ O £ Q) Q)
T Jo
(C.9)
Note that

(Lo P (k1) Qs (k1)) = {0} U {pin,5(k1) s
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Thus, for h € J, the resolvent A\, +6-h — L (r1)Q(x1) is uniformly bounded. Consequently,

as in the proof of Lemma A.2, the resolvent identity shows that
—1 —1

| (o6 h— 282720 @sk) = (A = L8572 (5)Qs(m1))

— 0(5).
B(HL(Y))* HY(Y)
(C.10)

On the other hand, the estimates ||£é;5'3(/{1) — L4 (k) s o, vy = O(6) and
1Qs (k1) — Q(r1) || B (v) vy = O(0) indicate
L0757 (51)Qs(k1) = L (K51)Q(61) s vy a1 (7)) = O(0).

This implies the estimate of resolvents

-1

(- = m@ste) ” ~ (1 - £t

= 0(9). C.11
B((H'(Y))*,H (Y)) ©) ( )
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 55 < |k1 — | < 7, we have

W=

pa(k1) = Ml > [+ 0%) = Au| 2 65 (C.12)

The following estimates for ds < |r; — 7| < 7 follow from a similar perturbation argument as
we did in Theorem 4.1,

\p1,5(k1) — pa(k1)| = O(9), (C.13)
v1.5(a; 51) — 01 (25 51) | 111 ) = O(65). (C.14)

(C.12) and (C.13) imply that
! = O(675), VYheld. (C.15)

)\* + 5 -h— ,U1,5<51)
By (C.15) and (C.14), one can check that for 66 < |k, — 7| <

vrs(@; 51) (f(Y), v s1))a v m)(f(y), vi(y; k1))a O(sh).

A+ 0 h— g s5(K1) A — pa(k1)

Hence (C.7) follows.

Proof of (C.5)

Note that
/ GOPoP(, y; A+ 6 - h) f(y)dy
U

1
_ L (@) () vsyie))e) 1
21 )53 A +0-h— pys(k1) Nt s(k1)
1
L @ ) (@) sy k))a L
21 Jr—st At 0-h—pos(ky)  Nig(ki)
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where v, s(x; k1) admits the asymptotic expansion as given in Theorem 4.1, and N, 5(x1) is
its normalization factor. Moreover, by Theorem 4.1,

1
Aot b b= pus(rn) = (8- h+\/173(/-@1—77)4+t352>-(1+O(|/@1—7r|+5)),

Aot 6 h— pas(m) = (8- h— ﬁvzwl—w)wzﬁ)-<1+0<|m—7r|+5>>,
Noglir) = (14 fs(k1)?) - (1+ Ol = 7] +-9)),

where

.0

fs(k1) == )
Ll — )2+ L2 (1 — ) + 1202

Thus,
/ GOV (a, y; A+ 0 h) f(y)dy = T + 11,
U

where

o1 T8 s k) (f (1), vis(ys k1))e 1 "

27 Jr-gb 5-h+\/i%%(m—7r)4+t2521+f5<“1)2

1 7r+5%

(C.16)
va5(x; k1) (f(Y), v2,5(Y; k1)) 1

27 Jrsb 5. h— \/4’7* (k1 — +t2521+f5('{1)

dl{fla

and
[T Ty (@ 1) (f(y), v1s(y; £1))a O — 7| +0)
27 Jasb 5.+ \/%73(/{1 — )4+ 1262 L+ folrn)?

1 / v2,5(; 1) (f (9), v25(y; i) Ol — 7] +9)
2 Jr st 5. — \/i%?(’fl — )4 4 1262 1+ f5(k1)?
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

d:‘il

(C.17)

+ d/‘il.

5

v1s(x; K1) va T;K1), vas(aiky) = Zvé%(w K1),

i=1

48



(@ k1) = (14 O(|ry — 7)oy (a5 7),
o) = (- L0 + Ol — 7)) - valas ),
Y (k1 — )% + \/47* (k1 — m)* + 202
v (@ k1) = (k1 — ) - (O 00) (3 7), (C.18)
o (@i 1) = o — 1) (),

Sl = )2 4 (120 — )+ 1262

vf’g(w; K1) := Ryi(x; Ky, 0),
and
Wy —1,0 '
o (@im) = ( + Olsr = )} - v (@; ),
3R — )2 + \/iﬁ(ffl —m)t + 1207
v (@ k) == (14 O([ky — 7]))va(a; ),
v (@3 k1) o= (g — 7) - (D, v2) (25 7), (C.19)
) _
vs‘g(w; K1) = (k1 —7) -ro(x),

Sl = )2 4 (120 — )+ 1262
vg’g(w; K1) := Ro(x; Ky, 0).

Then (C.16) is rewritten as

I'= Z Iy, (C.20)

b =9t v >

where o
PR S A ¥ (F LI ) S S
T 1’
1 21 J st 5-h+ \/4% (k1 — 7T)4+t2521+f5(“1)
o L @) () m)e 1
2 5= L.

2T Jrost 6-h— \/ v2(ky — )t + t2521+f5(’i1)

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| < co|t.|, we have

7r+5%
K1 — T 1
drk, =0, C.21
/71' 5§ h+ \/ V2(k yiyzee Lt fo(k)2 (©2)
m+d6 ‘:‘il —71" 1
dr1 = O(Iné), C.22
/7r5é - \/ ’7* 44 t2(52 1+ f5</<;1) 1 ( ) ( )



D=

7T<‘r5é . 2 )
/ 1 s — ) L k= 6% 1 o(sb), (C.23)
T—88 5'h+\/i’Yf(H1 _W)4+tz521+f5(/‘€1) Y

1
/”HG K1 —T d(ky — )
T b2 — m) 1202 b — )2 A2 — m)t 42021 T o)

W=

leil = 0(5 )

(C.24)
Moreover,
1 [rroe 1 1 p
21 o5t . h+ \/iﬁ(’il — )4 1252 1+ fs5(k1)?
7'("‘1’5% 2
+i/ 1 fs(k1) 1 ~dr, (C.25)
27 Jaosb 5o b — \Jiy2 (k) — m)t 2621 Jo(k1)
52 ( - 1 ) 1
= - 7 — ) +o(672),
t h\2)2 t\2 _ (h2)k
2\ - (2 (Ep-Ep)
i T+66 fé(ﬁ?l) 1 dﬁl
27 Jr_st ) h+\/i73(’i1 7T)4+t25214—f§(m)2
7T+5% o
+ 1 1 f5 (k1) 1 ~dr, (C.26)
S e T R 0
o3 -
= 3 +O(5 2)7
29 ()2 — (2))i

Proof. (C.21) is obvious because the integral is an odd function in x; — 7.
For (C.22), we note that m = O(1) and

\/i’yf(/ﬁ — m)* + 116

6-h =\ 1lm - m)t + 27

=0(1), for |h| < colts],

where we used the fact that ¢y < 1. Hence

oY=

/WHG |k — 7| 1 J
R1
LI N - \/ivf(/ﬁ — )t g2a2 L (k)

1 1
T+§6 63
K1 — T dp
</ s [ —L_ — 0(ms)
w2 — 2 0 VPt
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For (C.23), a change of variable p = «/77*'“7;” leads to

dlil

oY=

/W+5f15 (51 o 71')2 1
mob b\ a2 (s — w4 gzp2 LT Ss(m)”

Y
/'263 A ViVl G
0 h+/pt+ 8 (p*+ /Pt + 1) + 12

The integrand is uniformly bounded and has the following asymptotics as p — oo

2 2 4 t2 2 1
p (p* + /P +12) HO(?)'

(C.27)

[SJI5Y

:2\/5.(3)

Ve

h+ P2+ )2+

Hence

1
/\Eé 7 W+ VPR e oy (C.28)
0 ht '+ 2 (0 + /P R+ 8 2
Then (C.23) follows from (C.27) and (C.28).
For (C.24), we first note the following estimate for 7 < k; < w + 55

d(ky — )
1 2 1.9 44 4252
3k — )% + \/1’7*(51 — )t 0
When x; = 7, (C.29) holds trivially. When x; > 7, we have
d(ky — ) J
Il = m? +\320m = m) 4807 Syl =) + 12— ) +

)
< <V,
N %7*(’%1 - 7T) + \/’V*t*é ~

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

= O(V5). (C.29)

3 dffjl

/W+66 R — T (5(/‘@1—71') 1
b2 =)+ 807 b — [ — e aze )

wtsb Ik — 1
5\/5 leﬁlz(/)(\/ghlé)’
R R N LR

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

|t §-h
LHS =— d
2m /m% 5 hE = (2 —m)t + 207)

(C.30)

1 w468 \/i’yf(/ﬁ — )% 4 1202 1— f5(r1)?
_ dK1.
21 Josh 0202 = (32 (s1 — ) + 20°) T+ fo(ma)?
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Note that

1- fé(/ﬁ)Q Velh1 — 7T)2
1+ f5(k1)? 2\/ V2 (k1 — t252
Thus
[t 5 h
LHS =— d
27 /W(;% 6% h? — (372(k1 — m)* + 262) " (©31)
L e
21 Josh 022 — (192(ky — )+ 267)
By direct calculation, we have
1
% /7r+56 5-h 610) 1 ,Y%
RS K‘/ —
21 Jo_gh 02 h2 — (302(ry — 1)+ £202) 2 (k)2 — (L))
gz [THO° (k= m)? g 1 1
o | s 82 1.2 4 t252d/€1_>_2 te \2 hy2)L’
7 st TR (52 — )+ 207) T (B — (2
whence (C.25) follows.
Similarly, for (C.26), we can directly calculate that
LHS — / " —2\/573 (k1 =™ B () d (C.32)
o sk BB (e ) B T ()P
Note that
fs(k1) (0]
1 2 5-h
+ f5(k1) 2\/52.;12_(%73(51_@4“352)
Hence L
1 [t ~t,0
LHS =— - d (C.33)
27 /W(;é 0% - h? — (372(k1 — m)* + 1262) "
By direct calculation, we have
5% m+68 —t,.0 d 50 1 f/_i
K
or ). sk 0%2-h2— (372(k1 — m)* + £262) ! 27, ((%)2 — (%)2)%’
whence (C.26) follows.
U

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

53

2,

[11,1 4 [21,1 _ _(

52

1

+o0(672)

) i (x; ) (f(y), v1(y; 7))a-
(C.34)



Indeed, by (C.22),

1
L 1 O — TP - 1 1

= dK,l
2w W*éé 0-h+ \/%f}/z(ﬁl _ 7T)4 —i—tié? 1+ fé(l‘?l)Q

R O(| — ) i
27 S5t 5'h+\/iﬁ(/ﬁ—ﬁ)4+t§521+‘f6(m)
= O(Ind) = o(62).

D) d:‘il

Similarly,

7).

71'-1-(5é _ 2 f2
_g/ " Uole) 4 Ol —wDP - file) L
2 Jast 5. p \/i%?(fﬁ — )4+ 1262 1+ fs(r1)

Hence the definition of I}, I)! indicates

[11,1 4 [21,1

1 /’f“Sé 1 L
= e /{11
27 )t §5-h+ \/i’yf(/ﬁ—7T)4+t2521+f5(m)2

i 7r+5?1§ fé(/ﬁ)Q 1 7% ' |
NEZY A Vit — ot ee T GO0 )> nlw ), nwme

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

5
L+ 1,7 = _<27

NI

h 1 1
* 3 - o(072) | -v(x;m ,o1(y;m))a.
(((%)2_(%)2)4 +<<%)2_<%)2>4)+ ( )> (s m)(f(y), v1(y; 7))

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

b

12, 1,2 _ 57 o o6~ | - vi(x vl T
[1 +[2 o <2’y* ((3—1)2_(%)2)% + <5 )) 1( ) )(f<y>7 2<y7 ))Q

Similarly,

2,1 2,1 572 1
I+ 1y = Y 4+ 0(672) | -vg(;y 0y (y:T))g.
* <27* ((2_1)2 _ (%)2)2 + ( )> ( )(f(y) (y ))

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

33 = ( ! ki — ) 1

7r+(5% ( ) ; | ; |
% /Wéé 0-h+ \/i’ﬁ(m - 7T>4 -+ t352 1+ f5(51)2 Kl) ‘ ( Klvl)(m’ ﬂ)(f(y), ( fﬂvl)(yv W))Q
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Hence, using (C.23), we obtain

I3 = (jy*a% +0(6%)) - (O 00) (@3 1) (f (), (Gus0) () (C.35)
Similarly,
1 = (= =8t 00h)) - (Oue) @) (). () (i )

Step 5 (6 terms are considered). We estimate the integral I;*. By (C.18),

w_ (L[ et Os =) 1 . ol
[1 —< /7; <H1)2dﬁl> 1( 77T)<f(y)7alﬂ 1( 77))9'

2ok 5 [l — w22 L
(C.36)
By (C.23), we have
O(lr: = 7f? 1 ;
/ 5 Skl gdrn = O(0%). (C.37)

5 h+ \/ivz(m I R LG

Hence, by (C.36), (C.21) and (C.37), we conclude that I;"* can be expressed in the form

o 0 1
v (s m)(f(Y), f757 () where || f757 || 51 w) = O(35).
Similar arguments work for the integrals

N
Step 6 (18 terms are considered). Similar to Step 5, we can write
LY+ L+ I L+ L+ I = gl (@) (f(y)s o (ys ),

EP4 T I 4 7 4 I+ 1 = (@ m) (f(y), £357()),
B+ 0P+ 02 I+ I+ 17 = g5 (@) (f(y), va(y; ),

. 70! 70! 70 1
with 675" oy, 125 1@y 925" 1 ) = O(0%).

Step 7 (16 terms are considered). We show that I2* = O(63). Indeed, by (C.18), I>* is
proportional to

1
/7””56 Ky — d(ky — ) 1

d/‘il.
5 b2 — w4 1202 Lo — )2 A2 (1 — )t ezp2 L So()?

Hence, by (C.24), I?* = O(63). Similarly, one can check that the following integrals are of
the order O(63)

3,5 4,3 4.4 4,5 5,3 5,4 5,5 3,4 3,5 4,3 4.4 4,5 5,3 5,4 5,5
[1 7[1 7[1 7[1 7[1 7[1 7[1 7[2 7[2 7[2 7[2 7[2 7[2 7[2 7[2 .
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Appendix D: Proof of Proposition 5.2

Note that I' is a bounded closed smooth curve when €2 is identified with a cylinder by the
periodicity in e;. Consequently, both S(\,; Go) and N (\,; Gy) are Fredholm with zero index
because the Green function Go(x,y;\.) is the fundamental solution in the sense of (3.7)
43, 48]. Thus TY(\,) is Fredholm.

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

(”2%;”)) € ker TO(\,). (D.1)

[Nl

N[

SN—
o
102}

By applying the Green’s formula between ve(x) and Go(z, y; A.) inside (0, N) x (—
we did in the proof of Proposition 3.10, we have

02(9) = —q(1 (), a5 7): T) - Deyn (s ) + $q<anlv1<-;w>,vz<-;w>; I) - or(y;7)

* *

1

= —q(va(;7), w255 ); 1) - Oy va(y; ) — iq(&ﬂvz(-; m),v2(5 )i T) - va(ys ) (D.2)

* T
_/I:a—x1<,y7 )\*)U2<'77T> GO( 7y7)\*>8x1<w7ﬂ->'

By Corollary 3.11, (D.2) becomes

1 oG — Jv
) = 5w — [ Gy A - Golt wi A G e

Taking the normal derivative for y € I', the jump formula (3.14), (3.15) and the symmetry
(3.9) show that

8112 . 161)2 - = l%
o, Y = 56—%(?;) = N (A Go)loa (5 m)](y) + o (y),

which implies N'(\,; Go)[v2(+; 7)) = 0, and (D.1). Similarly, we can prove

(am“éw;”)) € ker T(\,). (D.3)
Now we show that
0 0
(g_ﬂ(w)) € ker T°(\,). (D.4)

By applying the Green’s formula between vy () and Go(z, y; A.), (D.2) becomes

vi(y) = i.Gl(vl(w),v1(~;7r);F) Oy u1(y; ) + %q(amvl(ﬁﬂ),vl(ﬁﬂ)f) -1 (y; )

*

- ,yiq(vz(ﬁﬂ),vl(ﬁW);F) Oy U2(Y5 ) — ,yiq(ﬁmvz(-;ﬂ),vl(w);F) - va(y; )

P — O
_/1'18—m<',y7)\*)vl('77r) G0<7y7 )\*)ax1<w7ﬂ-)'
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With 3.11, we obtain

1 0G S ov
v1(y) = §vl(y;7r) — /F %f(.,y; Aa)vr (5 7) — Go(-, y; A*)a—a;(:c;w).

By pushing y — T', the jump formula (3.13), (3.16) and the symmetry (3.9) show that

0] = 3uwm) - (— 3ulm) + SO G5 ()

which implies S(\s; GO)[S_E('; m)] =0, and (D.4). Similarly, we can prove

(ai(afw)(x)) € ker T(\) (D-5)

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

e 2l (*57). (" 577) (gaeim) (0umiam) - ©9

We next prove

o) s ("57). (M) (i) (g@ummimm) O

ox1 Ox1
By the decomposition (5.9), in order to prove (D.7), it’s sufficient to show that z) = 0 for

any (z) € X which satisfies T°(\,) (Zﬁ) = (0. Suppose the contrary that (Zﬁ) £ 0. We
define the following function in {2

sy e [~ PO COll@) + S0 Colpl(@). >0
T\ D0 Goldl(@) — SO Glel(), o <0

Since (i) € X, the decomposition (3.10) and (3.11) indicate that u(x; \.) exponentially
decays as |z1| — 0o. On the other hand, the jump formula (3.13)-(3.16) and the assumption
TO(\.) (:ﬁ) = 0 show that for € T,

limg o, u(zs M) \ (30 [ limgo_ u(@; AL) 40
hmt—>0+ (98_;1(1'7 )\*) N %SD im0 g_;l(w’ )\*) )
Finally, (3.7) indicates that
(LA = X)u=0 in Q.

Hence, u(x; \,) is a localized mode for the periodic operator £4 in Q, which contradicts to
the absolute continuity of the spectrum £4 [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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