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Abstract

We investigate dynamics near Turing patterns in reaction-diffusion systems posed on the real
line. Linear analysis predicts diffusive decay of small perturbations. We construct a “normal form”
coordinate system near such Turing patterns which exhibits an approximate discrete conservation
law. The key ingredients to the normal form is a conjugation of the reaction-diffusion system on the
real line to a lattice dynamical system. At each lattice site, we decompose perturbations into neutral
phase shifts and normal decaying components. As an application of our normal form construction,
we prove nonlinear stability of Turing patterns with respect to perturbations that are small in
L' N L, with sharp rates, recovering and slightly improving on results in [21, 10].
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1 Introduction

Turing predicted that the simple interplay of reaction and diffusion can lead to stable, spatially periodic
patterns [22]. His ideas proved quite influential in the general area of pattern formation, where one
seeks to understand the formation and dynamics of self-organized spatio-temporal structures. One
can easily envision simple reaction-diffusion systems with two species that exhibit diffusion-driven
instabilities of spatially homogeneous equilibria. Typical examples are activator-inhibitor systems such
as the Gray-Scott or the Gierer-Meinhard equation; see for instance [15, 16]. Perturbations of the
homogeneous unstable equilibrium grow exponentially at an initial stage, with fastest growth for distinct
spatial wavenumbers. This wavenumber is roughly independent of boundary conditions in large enough
domains. As a final result, one often finds a spatially periodic pattern, up to narrow, exponentially
localized boundary layers. In order to understand such nonlinear spatially periodic patterns and the
process of wavenumber selection, one is therefore naturally led to considering reaction-diffusion systems
on idealized unbouned domains.

To fix ideas, consider
u; = DAu+f(u),

for u(t,x) € R, with = € R, with smooth reaction-kinetics f and positive diagonal diffusion matrix
D = diag (d;) > 0. Here, and in the following, the term “smooth” refers to functions with sufficiently
many derivatives. In many circumstances, one can show that there exist families of spatially periodic
striped solutions,

u(t,a;) = u,(kz1; k), u (& k) = ue(§ + 2m k),

parameterized by the spatial wavenumber k£ > 0. In fact, such families occur for an open class of
reaction-diffusion systems, including but not limited to systems of activator-inhibitor type mentioned
above.

As a first predictor on the stability of such solutions with respect to perturbations, one analyzes the
linearization,

vi = DAV + ' (uy(kx; k))v. (1.1)
It turns out that, again for open classes of reaction-diffusion systems including the above examples,
solutions to this linear equation are bounded for bounded initial data, for an open subset of patterns
U, (5 k) in the family. We refer to such patterns as linearly stable Turing patterns. We will discuss
detailed assumptions that guarantee such linear stability later in this section.

The presence of a family of patterns, parameterized by the wavenumber, and, even more obviously, by
translations of the pattern in z, implies that solutions to (1.1) with general initial conditions will not
decay. More explicitly, v(t,z) = Oyu,(kx; k) and v(t,z) = %u*(k;x; k) are constant in time and solve
(1.1).

In fact, one can show that under typical assumptions, initial conditions v(t = 0,2) € L'(RV,R")
will give rise to diffusive decay, sup, |v(t,z)| < Ct~N/2. Such algebraic decay is in general not strong
enough to ensure nonlinear decay in dimensions N < 3. The simplest example is the nonlinear heat
equation

w = Au+ u?,

which exhibits blowup of arbitrarily small, smooth, positive initial data at finite time in dimensions N <
3 [6, 3]. In the seminal paper [21], Schneider recognized that diffusive decay near Turing patterns is not



altered by the presence of nonlinear terms due to cancellations in a Bloch-wave expansion. He studied
the most difficult case, N = 1, where diffusion is weak and nonlinearity potentially most dangerous, in
the specific example of the Swift-Hohenberg equation. His proof has later been generalized, simplified,
and adapted; see [23, 7, 8, 11, 9, 10, 4, 19]. Our focus here is, again, on the one-dimensional case, in
a general reaction-diffusion setting. Our goal is to find coordinates that show explicitly why nonlinear
terms do not alter linear decay near Turing patterns. Going back to the scalar heat equation, the
interaction of nonlinear terms with diffusion can be categorized as relevant, critical, or irrelevant;
[1, 2]. Explicitly, in the heat equation u; = ug, + f(u, Uy, Ugs),

(i) Nonlinear terms such as f(u, Uy, Upy) = Ullgy, u2, uP, where p > 3 are irrelevant;

3

(ii) Nonlinear terms such as f(u, Uz, Uzy) = uu,,u” are critical;

2

(iii) Nonlinear terms such as f(u) = u® are relevant.

Without pretending to fully explain this phenomenon, notice that, for L'-initial data, assuming Gaus-

3/2

sian decay, we find ug, ~ t~°/¢ in L*°. Irrelevant nonlinear terms decay with rate t=%, az > 3/2, critical

terms have a = 3/2, and relevant terms have o < 3/2.

Perturbations v of Turing patterns solve a system
Vi = OV + £ (ui(2))v + g(z, v),

where g(z,v) = O(|v|?). Note that from here on, we fix the wavenumber k& = 1, without loss of
generality, and write us(z) := uy(z;1). In particular, the nonlinearity g has potentially dangerous
quadratic terms. Roughly speaking, our goal is to find coordinates in which the nonlinearity involves
at least two “derivatives”, which according to the numerology for the scalar heat equation would
be sufficient to guarantee nonlinear decay. The reason to hope for derivatives is the presence of a
conservation law associated with the translation symmetry, which in turn generates the neutral decay

in the linearization.

To be precise, we now consider reaction diffusion systems
u; = DOgzu+ f(u), (1.2)

where u,f € R",z € Rt € (0,400),D € R™™ is a diagonal matrix with strictly positive diagonal
entries and f is smooth. Firstly, we assume the existence of a Turing pattern of the system.

Hypothesis 1.1 (existence) The system of ordinary differential equations DO, u+f(u) = 0 possesses
a smooth periodic even solution .

Without loss of generality, we assume that the period is 27. Our aim is to study nonlinear stability of
this temporal equilibrium under general small non-periodic perturbations. To this end, we introduce
an initial condition

u(0,2) = uy(z) +v9(2). (1.3)
Then assuming that u(t,x) = u.(x)+v(t,z) is a solution to (1.2) with the given initial condition (1.3),

we have

{Vt = AV—Fg(!E,V), (14)

v(0) = vY,



where

A: Xt — X
v+ D0Opv +f'(u,)v. (1.5)
Here we define
X = (L'R)" N (L2(R)", X' = (W' (R))" n(W>*(R))", (1.6)

with norms
[ llx =1 Mz + 11 ey M- xr =1 llwza + 1 Iz

Note that from now on, we suppress n and R if there is no ambiguity. Moreover, g : Tor x R” — R™ is
smooth, g(z,v) = f(u, + v(z)) — f(u,) — f'(u,)v, so that g(z,0) = 0 and 9,g(x,0) = 0.

According to Bloch wave decomposition, let us introduce the family of Bloch operators, for o € [—%, %],

B(o): (H*(T2))" — (L?(T2x))"

1.
v —  D(9; +i0)*v + f/(u,)v. (17)

For further reading on Bloch wave decomposition and Bloch operators, we refer to Section 6.2 and [17].
Note that one obtains B(c) formally by applying A to functions of the form u = e?®v.

Hypothesis 1.2 (spectral stability) The family of Bloch wave operators B(o) has the following
properties.

(i) spec(B(o)) ({ReX =0} =0, for o # 0;
(i1) spec(B(0)) N{ReA = 0} = {0} and 0 is simple with span{u’.} as its eigenspace;

(iii) Near o = 0, the only eigenvalue X\ is a smooth function of o and the expression of A(o) reads:
Ao) = —do? + O(|o|?), where d > 0 is a constant.

Remark 1.3 The expansion in (iii) is a consequence of the simplicity of A = 0 at 0 = 0 and the
evenness of uy. In fact, we have an “explicit” expression for d; see Section 6.4.

Given the above hypotheses, we can state our main result.

Theorem 1 (nonlinear stability) Assume Hpotheses 1.1 and 1.2 hold. There are C,o > 0 so that,
for any |V°||x < o, where X = (L'(R))" N (L>®(R))", the solution v(t) to the system (1.4) exists for
time t € [0,00) and satisfies the estimate

0
oIVl

T (1.8)

V() oo ) <

The rest of the paper contains three main contributions. First, we construct normal form coordinates,
where the neutral mode is represented by a discrete phase ;, which decays according to a linear discrete
diffusion equation éj = d(0j41 — 20 + 6;_1). The idea is to capture the leading order dynamics of
perturbations using an ansatz of the type u(t,z) = u.(z — 6;) + w;(t,z) on intervals z € [27(j —
1/2),27(j +1/2)], where w;(t, x) lies in a linear strong stable fiber. The coordinate change mimics the
much simpler coordinate change in [4], where strong stable fibers of a temporally periodic, but spatially
homogeneous solution were straightened out.



Our second main contribution are decay estimates for the linearization in these coordinates. In partic-
ular, we show that the w; indeed decay with higher algebraic rate than the ;.

Our third main contribution is the computation of nonlinear terms in the new coordinate systems.
Leading nonlinear terms turn out to involve discrete derivatives, associated with the discrete transla-
tional symmetry near the periodic pattern. Similarly to the scalar case, these discrete derivatives render
the nonlinearity irrelevant. From a different view point, dependence on derivatives, only, indicates the
presence of a conservation law: An equation uy = ug, + f(u;) can be rewritten as vy = vge + (f(v))s,
for v = u,, and the gain in decay is now clear from an integration by parts in the variation of constant
formula. An analogous observation applies to the § — W system, where discrete derivatives in the
nonlinearity reflect a discrete conservation law.

Together, these observations quite readily imply a nonlinear stability result—Theorem 1 as shown above.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we construct the normal form.
Section 3 contains linear estimates in Fourier-Bloch space. Section 4 converts those decay estimates
into LP — LY decay estimates in physical space. Section 5 contains the proof of the nonlinear stability
result. We relegate a detailed description of the nonlinearity, and the spectral properties and the
analytic semigroup results of the linear operator to the appendix.

Notation Throughout we will use the following notation.

e (-,-) is the standard inner product on R" given by

n
(u,v) = Zujvj, for any u = {u;}7_;,v = {v;}j_; € R™.
j=1

e (-,-) is the standard inner product on the Hilbert space (L?(—m,7))" given by

(u,v) = /7r (u(z),v(x))dz, for any u,v € (L*(—m,m))".

e ((-,-) is the standard inner products on (£?)", or the (¢?)"—(£9)" pairing, given by

(u,v) = Z(uj,vj), for any u = {u;}jez, v ={v;};ez.
JEL

We denote the Euclidean norm in Euclidean spaces as | - |, the norm in a general Banach space 2" as

| - [2-, and the norm of a linear operator from a Banach space 2" to &% as ||-|| 4,4 For the case

% = 4, the last norm notation simply becomes |||-[|| 5.

2 Normal form

As we pointed out in the introduction, the linear system for the perturbation

Vi = Opev + ' (ui(z))v, (2.1)



is expected to exhibit diffusive decay for the linear part. This weak decay is not obviously strong enough
to conclude nonlinear decay because of quadratic and cubic terms in the nonlinearity. Our approach
here converts the system (2.1) into an infinite-dimensional lattice dynamical system for V.= {V;};cz,
where V; = (6;, W;) € Rx LP(—n, ) for all j € Z. Here, the scalar component 6; of V; measures local
shifts of the primary periodic pattern, and the infinite-dimensional component, W, represents local
complements. In such a representation, one expects diffusive decay of 6; and faster decay of W;. We
will make this precise in Section 4. In fact, the linear asymptotics of 6; are equivalent to the discrete
diffusion
éj = d(9j+1 — 29j + Hj_l).

The key idea is that in this lattice system, nonlinear terms in the f-equations involve discrete derivatives,
0j+1—0;, rather than 6; alone. Roughly speaking, we expect #-dependence to disappear when 6; = 0,1
for all j € Z due to shift invariance of the original system. Just like in the continuous scalar heat
equation, these derivatives decay faster, so that terms like (641 — 9]-)2 are now irrelevant, that is, they
do not alter linear diffusive decay.

In summary, we will find a system, where the linear part exhibits diffusive decay, and where nonlin-
earities are explicitly irrelevant. In this sense, our transformation has eliminated lower-order terms in
the system, that turn out not to contribute to leading order dynamics. The term normal form alludes
to this elimination of lower-order terms by comparing with normal form theory in ODEs, where coor-
dinate changes are used to simplify equations and systems at least locally, mostly through removing
lower-order terms in the Taylor jet of the equation or system.

The remainder of this section is organized as follows. We discuss local well-posedness and “chopping-
up”, the first key step in the transformation to a lattice system in Section 2.1. The ultimate transfor-
mation towards a quasilinear lattice dynamical system is constructed in Section 2.2. Key steps involve
separation of the neutral phase ¢; and a smoothing procedure at the chopping boundaries.

2.1 Well-posedness: spatially extended system and lattice system

We first show local-in-time well-posedness of the system (1.4) on the space X = L' N L*.

Lemma 2.1 The initial value problem of the semi-linear parabolic system (1.4) is locally well-posed in
X. To be precise, the following assertions hold:

(i) (existence and uniqueness) For any given v° € X, there exists some T > 0, depending only
on |[vV||x, such that the system (1.4) admits a unique mild solution

v € C°([0, 1, (L' (R))") N C°((0, T, (L (R))").
Here a mild solution solves the integral-equation variant of (1.4).

(ii) (regularity) The solution v(t,z) to (1.4) is smooth fort € (0,T]. Moreover, there exists C > 0
such that, for all t € (0,77,
V@O llz < Ot V0| x.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness follow directly from [5] and [12]. To show that ||v(¢)||g2 <
Ct=Y|vY||x, we first note that for any Ty € (0,7), there exists C(Tp) > 0 such that

V)l < C(To) VOl 2, for all ¢ € (Th, T). (2.2)



Moreover, by [12, Thm. 7.1.5], for every v¥ € L?, there are T} > 0 and C(T}) > 0 such that
IV (E/2) 1 < C(@)(/2)7 2 V020 VO < C(T)(/2)7 2 v(E/2) |1, for all ¢ € (0,T),

which implies that

c(T
V() e < %t_lHVOHLQ, for all t € (0,71). (2.3)
Combining (2.2) and (2.3), we conclude our proof. []

Remark 2.2 By Lemma 2.1, we can assume without loss of generality that, in the proof of Theorem
1, the initial perturbation is small in X N H2.

Now suppose that v(t,z) is a solution to (1.4), close to 0. In particular, v(¢,z) is close to 0 on all
intervals [27(j — 1/2),27(j + 1/2)], 7 € Z. Then instead of solving (1.4), we claim that it is equivalent
to solve the infinite-dimensional system, for all j € Z,
v = DOypv; + ' (ue)v; + gz, v;j)
Vj(tv ™) = Vj-l-l(tv —) (2.4)
aij (t, 7T) = aij_H(t, —7'(').
In order to justify the well-posedness of (2.4), we first introduce the chopped space
Xen = €1(Z, (LY (=7, 7)) N E2(Z, (L (=7, m))"), (2.5)
with the norm defined as
Iwllxy = D W)l +sup[lw; o<, for any w = {w;}jez € Xen.
JEL JEL
We then consider the chopping map

TIen: Xew — X

vy = %h(z)’ (2‘6)

where X is defined in (1.6) and J,(v) (275 + x) = vj(x),for all z € [—7, 7] and j € Z. It is not hard
to see that 7, is an isomorphism and thus we have the diagram

X =5 X
Ten T Ten T
XLooA Xy

where X} == 7, 1(X!) and
Ach : X(}h — Xch
v — I ATy

More specifically, (Aqv); = Dyvj + £/ (u,)vj. To describe X}, we define

D (A, Xep) 1= O (=, 7)) 0 62 (W2 (=, ),
DA, Xan) = {v € D(Aar, Xa) | v (t,1) = v (8, —m),t > 0, € Z,k = 0,1}.



Lemma 2.3 We have X} = P(Ach, Xen)-

Proof. From the definition, we find Xclh C P(Awn, Xen). We only need to show that for any given
v € (A, Xan), we have v = Zg,(v) € X!, In fact, for arbitrary w € C2°, we obtain

(VW iam) = Y (vi(@), W' 2mj +a)) = =) (Vi(2), w(2nj +2)) = ~(Tan({V]}jez), W)r2m),
JEZ JEZ

which shows that v/ = %h({V;}jGZ) € X. Similarly, we have v’ = %h({V;{}jGZ) c X. [

In all, we conclude that our initial value problem for a spatially extended system (1.4) is equivalent to
an initial value problem for a lattice system as follows.

atV = Aayv + G(X)v T e (_ﬂ-vﬂ-)at > 0,
Vit m) = vt -m), k=01jeZt>0, (2.8)
](07:17) - (27Tj —1—33‘), HES [_ﬂ-vﬂ-]aj € Zv
where G(v) = (g(r,v;)}yez.

Remark 2.4 For any solution v to (2.8), we have all higher matching boundary conditions, that is,
vt m) = 0Pvipi(t,—m), for allt >0, j € Z and m € ZT.

2.2 Lattice system: phase decomposition and boundary-condition matching

We start with sketching the construction of the normal form step by step without rigorous justification.
We first decompose each 27-long piece v;(x) = v(27j + x) into a linearly neutral phase and a stable
phase and then match the boundary conditions for the stable phase. This two-step smooth phase
decomposition procedure will be summarized and justified rigorously in a lemma at the end of this
section.

We now decompose each v; according to

{w) = w;(2) + w (e = 0;) — w()
(w(2), Wad (2 — 6;)) = 0,
where u,q is an element in the kernel of the adjoint operator of B(0) with (u},u,q) = 1. Substituting

this expression into (1.4), we can therefore formally derive a system for 6; and w;, which takes the
explicit form

. 1 C
ej T 1+ (Wj(ﬂi‘),u;‘d(ﬂj‘ — 9))> [_(Wj(ﬂ-) - W]'(_Tr)7Duad(7T 9]))
o+ (0uw;(m) = 04 w;(—), Dt (1 = 05)) + (&(65, %), vaa & — 05)] (29)
W; =Dy, w; + uy g(z — 0;)0; + f(w; + w(z — 6;)) — f(u.(z — 0;)),

with boundary conditions
{ rwj(m) — 0w (=) = ul™ (x — 0;1) — ul™ (x — 6;), for m =0,1
(W;(2), waa(z — 05)) =0,

where
g(0;, wj) = £(w; + uu(z — 0;)) — f(us(z — 0;)) — £'(us(z — 0;))w;.



Remark 2.5 In the second equation of (2.9), éj represents the right hand side of the first equation.

Note that w; is in a codimension-one subspace depending on ¢;. More formally, we mapped every v;
into a vector bundle. Also, the boundary conditions are now nonlinear. These facts generate technical
difficulties so that we find it easier to work with a further modified system, where, for all j € Z, we

substitute
wii(x) = Wj(z) + H(z,0j-1,0;, 011, Wj). (2.10)

For simplicity, we denote H;(z) = H(z,6,_1,0;,0;+1, W;). In the new coordinates V = (¢, W), where
0 = {0;}jez and W = {W;},cz, we will have again “homogeneous matching boundary conditions”
and all W;’s are in a fixed codimension-1 subspace, that is, for all j € Z,

OI'W (1) — 00'W g (—m) =0, for m =0, 1, (2.11)
(W;(2), uaa(2)) = 0. (2.12)

We now construct H = {H;(x)};cz explicitly in the form
H; = H} + Hj, (2.13)

where H} accomplishes “homogeneous matching boundary conditions” (2.11) and H? corrects so that
every W, is perpendicular to u,q (2.12). First, we construct H; In order to accomplish (2.11), one
readily verifies that we need

arHY () — 9rHL (—m) = u™ (1 — 0;51) — 0™ (x — 0;), for m = 0,1,
which can be achieved by choosing
1
H]l(x) = §(u*(x —0j11) —ue(x —6))),for x ~ 7,
1
Hjl(x) = E(u*(x —0j—1) —u.(z —0;)),for x ~ —.
In light of this observation, we let
1 1
Hj(x) = 30@)(We(z = j11) —ui(e = 0;-1)) + (welz = j11) + w2 — 0j-1) — 2us(z — 0;)), (2.14)
where ¢ is a smooth odd, increasing function on [—m, 7| such that

1 T
2’ for x > 5
p(x) =

1 ‘ - T
- = orx < ——.
2’ 2

To be specific, we can choose

1
¢(@) = [1% X[0,00))(2) - X[orm () = 5,
where y is the characteristic function of the interval J and 7 is a smooth nonnegative even mollifier
such that

/n(:n)dzn = 1,and |n(z)| =0, for all |z| > g
R

9



In order to keep H; identical with H]1 near =+, H? has to be 0 near £7. We first note that there exists
an odd function ¢ € (C2°(—m,7))" such that (1, u.q) = 1 since (C°(—m,7))" is dense in (L?(—m,7))"
and (u},u,q) = 1. We then define
H? = c;jY(x — 0)), (2.15)
where
cj = —<H;-, Upg(z —65)) — (Wj, uaq(z — 0) — waa(z)). (2.16)
Noting that 6; and W are small, this concludes the construction of H;.

Defining X(fﬁ ={v € Xan | (vj,uaq) =0, for all j € Z}, where X, is defined in (2.5), we summarize
the “smooth phase decomposition” procedure, denoted as Zq, in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6 The “smooth phase decomposition” operator Fnq, as constructed above, is a smooth local
diffeomorphism. More precisely, there are two neighborhoods of zero % € Xen, ¥V € 01 x Xclh such that
the nonlinear transformation

%hd : v — w
V=(0W() — {W;)+H®)+u(r—0;) —u(z)}jez

is invertible with Fna and ,7;;1(11 smooth. Its derivative at the origin is

Lohd = %hd(()) : A Xg}‘l — Xen

2.17
V=(0W) — W+E=*), @10

where E is defined in (2.18) below.

Proof. We claim that

() Fpna(0) = 0;
(ii) %hd is COO;
(iii) Z,q(0), denoted as Zppa, is an invertible bounded linear operator.

Property (i) is straightforward. As for (ii), Zpnq is smooth with respect to W due to the fact that Fnq
is linear in W for fixed #. On the other hand, the smoothness of .7,1,q with respect to 6 can be readily
reduced to the smoothness of the mapping 0 — {u.(z — 6;) — u.(z)}jez. A direct calculation shows
that, for given m € Z™, the mth-derivative mapping at 6 is 7 — {%uﬁm) (0; —x)nj}jcz. We now only
have to show that (iii) is true. In fact, the linear part of {H; + u,(z — 0;) — u,(x)} ez with respect to
(0, W) around (0,0) is Ex 0 = {3}, ., Ej_10k}jez, where E = {E;};cz with

(@) — (4 do@)i(a), j=—1,
L((a) + (@), ji=o,
Ej=1{,2 2.18
TT) 1) - (- Loul(e), =1, (2.18)
0, others.

Then we have the linear phase decomposition operator

gphdZ €1><X§1 — Xen
V=0O,W) — W+E=x0.

10



Moreover, through direct calculation, it is not hard to obtain the bounded inverse of Z}1q

Lyt X — 0 x X3
v +— (Fv,v—-ExFv),

where .
F: Xeh — l ( 91 9)
v={vjljez > {=(vj, taa)}jez-
By (i), (ii) and the inverse function theorem, the conclusion of the lemma follows. ]

Remark 2.7 The above lemma still holds when replacing X, with Tgq,(XNH?) and the proof is similar.

In the new coordinates, the system contains lengthy expressions. We therefore introduce some simpli-
fying notation first.

oy oL — CZ
z={z;}jez +— {zj11 — zj}jen
5_ - CZ — (o (2.20)
x — {zj — zj—1}jen '
I (C([_Tﬁﬂ-]’Rn))Z — R”
v — {(v; (=), Duly(n))}jez.

Now, sorting out the linear terms, our lattice system is

[ 0
(4)-(3)- (502)

with boundary-matching and phase-decomposition conditions (2.11), (2.12), where NOW represent the
nonlinear terms of the system and

F 0 o
_ -1 _ . - +
At = £ qAchLphd = (id B« F> Ach (E* 1d> = <AchE* A, B+ 6+F> ; (2.22)

where A, is the linear operator acting on the chopped variables; see (2.7).

Remark 2.8 (i) Due to the fact that Ty, e are isomorphisms, Ay = .i”p_haﬂd: 1A,7Ch$phd shares
many properties with A. For example, Apnt is sectorial in ¢* x XCLh since A is sectorial in X. Here
we use the definition of a sectorial operator from [12] which does not require the operator to have
a dense domain.

(ii) We relegate the detailed estimates of the nonlinear terms to Lemma 6.1 in the appendix since
expressions are lengthy. We have, roughly,

{ INO| ~ [(64:0)%| + 6°]104:0] + (18] + [W])(|W| + 650, W]) + [W?|
INY| ~ (0][6:0] + (10] + W) (W] + |64 0 W) + [W2].

11



(iii) Since the branch of continuous spectrum connected to X = 0 may intersect the branches of con-
tinuous spectrum in ReX < 0, it is in general not clear how to globally separate neutral from
stable modes even linearly. Phase decompositions have been achieved globally in the case of weak
pulse interaction, that is, in the regime where uy(zx) is close to a homoclinic orbit in the ordinary
differential system Dug, + f(u) = 0 ; see [18] for a linear analysis and [24] for a nonlinear
reduction.

3 Linear Fourier-Bloch estimates

In Section 3 and Section 4, we derive linear diffusive decay in our linear normal form
2 = Aan-
To illustrate the idea, we again use the linear heat equation

ug(t, ) = Ault, z).

At

In order to obtain the diffusive decay on e~", we apply the Fourier transform and obtain the “diago-

nalized” equation

ay(t, k) = —k*u(t, k).
Then we have that [G(¢, k)| = e *°!|G(0, k)|, for all ¢ > 0 and k € R, which, combined with Young’s
inequality, will give us diffusive decay for the scalar heat equation.

In light of this procedure, we exploit Fourier transforms and the Bloch wave decomposition of A to
construct an isomorphism diagram, from which we obtain a direct integral representation of Ay, that
is, A\nf = f_lﬁz gnf(o*)da. Unlike the explicit expression of e_th, the estimates on (@) are more
intricate and their derivation will occupy most of this section.

To show the conjugacy between the linear normal form and its counterpart in a Fourier-Bloch space,
we build a commutative isomorphism diagram involving the underlying spaces for these two operators,
the linear operator A and its Bloch wave decomposition. To this end, we recall the definitions of the
linearized operator A in (1.5), the chopping operator g, in (2.6), and the linear phase decomposition
operator Zphq in (2.17) from above. We now consider these operators on L? /f%-based spaces, that is,
with new notation,

A (H2(R))" —  (P®)",
s PZ(L(T2)™) —  (L2(R)", (3.1)
Zona© 2 x 2 (Z,(L(Tax))") — L2(Z, (LX(T2x))"),

where T, = R/aZ is the one-dimensional torus of length a and

03 (Z, (L*(Top))™) = {w € 2(Z, (L*(T2x))") | (W, uaq) = 0, for all j € Z}.
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We write U = [, u(z)e **dz and introduce several Fourier transform variants as follows:

F 0 — L?(Ty)
Q = {9]}]62 — Zjeze e—l27’l’]0’
Fu: AT — 2y
u(zr) — u = {7 u(z)e “dr}sez,
(3.2)
ych : £2(Z7 (L2(T27r))n) — L2(T17 (€2)n)
H(l’) g {uj(;lj)}‘yez — ﬁ(o’) = {ZJEZ fTQﬂ. uj(x)e—l(0'+€)(2ﬂ']+$) }éEZ?
ynf : 62 X 62 (Z (L (Tgw))n) — L (Tl) X LJ_(Tl, (@ ) )
(0,u)" — (Z(9), Zen(u))",
where
L2 (Tq, (3)") = {w € L*(Ty, ({*)") | (w(0), Fn(e9%u,q)) = 0, for all o € Ty},
We then have a commutative diagram of isomorphisms as follows,
2 n Ten 2 2 n "S}Z;hd 2 2 2 n
(L*(R)) &= (L, (L5(Tom))") = €7 x L1 (Z, (L*(T2x))")
L ! V T U P (3.3)
LTy (LX(Ten)”) &% ATy ())& L2(Ty) x L2 (T1, (@)"),
where %71 is the inverse of the direct integral defined in (6.2), Section 6.2 and
Ten LTy, (") = LTy, (L(To))")
u(o) = {u;(@)}jez  — ulo) = (21)27, u(o),
Zona = LA(T0) x I3 (T1, (B)) — ATy, (%))
(0(0), w(o)) —  0(0)E(0) + w(o).
Here we have
E(J) = ych(E)v (34)
with E defined in (2.18). The inverse of ,,é’;hd, which will be used later, has the expression
Zh: DATLB)) —  L(T1) x L3(Ty, ()
w(o) — (F(w(0)), w(o) — E(0)F(w(0))),
where R
F Lz(Tl, (e2)n) — L2(T1)
w(o) — —(w(0), Fnle” " uaa)).

We now use tildes for operators in physical space and hats for their conjugates in Fourier space. The
index “ch” refers to the chopped operators, the index “phd” refers to the smooth phase decomposition
operators, and the index “nf” refers to the normal form operators. We then define

Ay = iglﬁ%, A\ch = é;:lﬁ,é;h, (3.5)
Apg = XPLEZHIZ%hfphd, Apg = %}éiﬂlgihiﬂ;hd, (3.6)

13



where, according to the Bloch wave decomposition from Theorem 2 in the appendix, we have

B A% = A = / " B(o)do, (3.7)

1
2

with B(o) defined in (1.7). Therefore, by the commutative diagram (3.3) and the equivalence relations
in (3.6), (3.7), we find the conjugacy
App = F L A T (3.8)

Just as we pointed out at the beginning of this section, based on this conjugacy, in order to obtain

A A

estimates on e“f!, we only need to derive estimates on e”»i!, To this end, we first derive an explicit

direct integral expression of Aps. From the equivalence relations in (3.5),(3.7), it is straightforward to
see that

~

1
An= | Aulo)do, with Au(o) = FuB(o)F: L, for all o € [-1/2,1/2]. (3.9)

D=

Moreover, for any given (6(c),w(c)) € L2(T1) x L2 (Ty, (£*)") and fixed o € [—3, 3], by definition, we

have,
(A\nf (Vi)) (0) = (%}ﬁiﬁlﬁih%hd (Vi)) (o)
F(o ~ ~ 0(o)
- <1d _B(o 13(0)) A (o) (E(U) 1d> (ﬂ(a))
(3.10)
:<A 0 R )(9(0))
Aen(0)E(0) Aem(o) —E(0)R(0) ) \w(o)
= A\nf(o-) fj(i?)))
where R
F(o): ()" — C
W — (W, Zn(e7 " uaq))),
(3.11)
R(o): (Hr — C
w37 (—1) Wy, Duly ().
We now conclude that
Ao = /_ " Aur(o)do = /_ | Za(0) () L) (3.12)

where
Zona(0): Cx (B)(0) — ()"
(0, w) — 0E(0) +w.

Here (02)"(0) = {w € (2)" | (w, Fn(c9%u,q)) = 0}. We also recall that Ag, (o) is defined in (3.9)
and E(o) defined in (3.4).
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Remark 3.1 We note that for any u € L%(Ty, ((*)") and v € D(Aa,),

~ ~

(Fu)(0) = F(o)u(o), (Fi,T.F;'v)(0) = R(0)v(0), for a.e. o € [—%, %]

In addition, for any (0,w) € L?(Ty) x L% (Ty, (¢*)"),

<.,s?;hd @)) (0) = Lonalo) @((?)) , for a.e. o€ [—%, %].

We now consider the family of linear systems,

<‘i> = Aut(0) (i) , forall o € [—%, %] (3.13)

While we obtained these operators based on L?/¢2 spaces, we can also consider them on L4//%-based
spaces. To be more precise, we first define a family of projections

PQ(O-): K] — Yq ) (3'14)
w o W= o (W, P (e ung)) F (71700,
where
LHr. for 1 < ¢ < oo,
Y, = (e, forl<g<oo (3.15)
(), for g = oo.

Here we have (5° = {x € £*° | lim|,| o |2n| = 0} with the supremum norm. For any ¢ € [1, 0], the
projection P, (o) is well-defined. In fact, %, (e 717" u,q), Fn(e719%U,) € Y7 since uaq(E£m) = ul(+71) = 0.
We now denote Y, (o) = Rg P,(c), and, in the following lemma, define A,¢(o) on L7/¢9-based space.

Lemma 3.2 For g € [1,00] and o € [—3, 3],

Zond(0) 1 CxYys(o) — Y,
0, w) — O0E(0) + w,

1s uniformly bounded and invertible with its inverse
Lpalo) ™t Y, — C x Yy4(0)
v — (F(o)v,v— E(0)F(o)v).
Moreover,
Ang(0) : Cx (Yos(0) N Zg(Aan(0))) — CxYs(o)

is well-defined and sectorial. Here .@q(gch(a)) ={w e Y, | {(1 + m®)Wy,}mez € Yy} is the domain of

~

An(o) inYy,.

Proof. The assertions for .Z,q(0) are straightforward. In order to show that A\nf(O') is well-defined,
we recall the definition of Ap¢(o) in (3.10), which indicates that we only need to show

o~ ~ o~ ~

Aa(0)E(0) € Yys(0), Rg(Aa(0) — E(0)R(0)) C Ygs(0).
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We claim that Ag,(0)E(0) € Rg (A (0) — E(0)R(5)). In fact, recall the definition of R(c) in (3.11)
and define E(0, z) := (3_; Ej(x)e —i2mjo)eTio ¢ (C)( oy ), we have

R(0)E(c) = 2isin o (E(, ), Duly()) = 0,

which means that Ag,(0)E(0) = (Aa(0) — E(0)R(0))(E(0)) € Rg (A (o) — E(0)R(0)).
We now only have to show Rg (A, (0) — E(0)R(5)) C 17(175(0). Actually, for any w € .@q(;l\ch(o*)) with
finitely many nonzero components, we have

(Ae(0)w — E(0)R(0)w, T (e 77" uaq)) =(Acn(o )W, Fo(e” " ug)) + 27 R(0)w
=27 (A(e'® Z, ' W), Waa) + 27 (€77 F  w, Dy (2))]™
=21 (e!7" Z 'w, B*(0)u,q) = 0,

and {w € Dq(gch(O')Nﬂ has finite many nonzero elements} is dense in .@q(gch(a)) under the graph
norm of Ag, (o). Therefore, Ay¢(o) is well-defined.

Next, Aye(o) is sectorial, due to the facts that Ay(c) = fphd(a)_lgch(a)fphd(a) and Ag (o) is
sectorial (for details, see Section 6.3 in the appendix). [ |

Now we are ready to obtain the estimates for the time evolution of system (3.13), for any given

o€ [—5, 5] Our discussion is split into the case o close to 0 and the case o away from 0.

For the case o ~ 0, the derivation of the estimate relies on a diagonalized normal form, that is, a
complete separation of the netural and stable phase. First, we notice that spec(Anf( ) = spec(ACh( )
is independent of the choice of ¢ € [1,00] and o € [— %, 2] which we will prove in Proposition 6.4.
Moreover, for o sufficiently small, there is a unique continuation of the eigenvalue 0, denoted as A(o).
The set A; := {A(0)} is a spectral set; see Section 6.4, 6.5 for detailed treatment. Hence, let

Po): Yy — Y,

w o W (W, Zu(e*(0))) Fule(0)) (3.16)

be the spectral projection associated with Ay := spec(Aq (0))\{A(c)}. Here e(c) (respectively, e*(c))
is the eigenvector of the Bloch wave operator B(o) (respectively, the adjoint operator B*(¢)) according
to A(o) with

e(0) =1}, e"(0)=u., (e(0),e (0))=1. (3.17)

We refer to Section 6.4 in the appendix for more details on e(o) and e€*(c). We now denote
Yqc(o) = span{e(0)}, Yys(o) =RgFy(o),
A (0)ly, () = Acl0),  Aa(0)ly, . = As(0).
We then introduce the following diagonalized operator

Agglo) = (A(OU) ,ZS(()U)> . (3.19)

(3.18)

It is not hard to conclude that for ¢ sufficiently small,

Aig(0) : € x (Yos(0) N 2%(Ac(0))) = C x Yyu(o)
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is a well-defined operator.

The key step here is to find an invertible bounded linear transformation

= o foo(ff) f01(0) . v
Tag(o) = <f1o(0) fn 0_)> :CxYs(0) = CxYys(o) (3.20)

such that %g((f);{nf (0) = gdg(a)id\g(a). We note that the choice of %g(a) is not unique since there
are nontrivial invertible operators that commute with Agg(0).

Lemma 3.3 For o sufficiently small (that is, |o| < ) and q € [1, 0],

— o) — M({) S(U)‘f/q’s(g)
Zisl7) = (Pq(U)E(U) Pq(”)’?qys(o)> (321

satisfies the relation %g((f);{nf(g) = gdg(a)%g(a). Here we have that ju(c) = —2=(E(0), Zn(e*(0)))
and
S(o): Y, — C
w5 (w, Fu(e¥(0))).

Moreover, we have

—~ ~ ~ s g~ 1 _fmf—l
Tt = (Too — Tor T3 o)~ PP . PO L PG 3.22
de ( 1 ) _T111T10 (TOO - TOITHITIO)TH1 + T111T’10T’01T111 ( )

in which we suppress o-dependence for simplicity.

Proof. We recall from (3.10) that

Aut(o) = (id =

Therefore, in order to find a %g as required, we only need to find an invertible bounded linear operator

((?)ﬁ (U)) Aun(0) (E(a) id> .

=y =

—

- (A .
Tini(0) = ( @U)) 1Yy — C X Yys(0)

such that

o~ —~ o~

T (0) A (0) = Aag(07) Fins (0),

which is equivalent to

~

{?1 (@) (A\(o) — Agp(0)) =

—

07
Ty(0) At (0) — Ay (0) Fa(0r) = 0.

While the choice of 9} /2(0) satisfying the above equation is apparently not unique, we choose that
9}(0) = S(o) and %(J) = P,(0). As a result, we have

7 7N (5107 1 w@) SOl .,
s (flw (B lsin) = (Pq<a>E<a> Pols )> '

’?q,S(U)
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To show that %g(a)_l in (3.22) is correct, we only need to verify that
Tae(0) T, (0) = .  Tag(0) Tgg(0) ™t = . )
e ST BTG e S

which is clearly true. u

Based on this lemma, we now derive the estimate for e Aut(0)t when o is close to zero. We first introduce
new notation M(t,0) :=e Ant and M (t) = eAntt with

_ [ Moo(t,o) Moi(t,0) 5 -
Mt o) = (Mm(t,a) M (t, )) C xYys(0) — C x Yy 4(0), -

| Ao(t) A (2) n n
A (t) = (//llo(t) At )> % 03 (2, (L*(Tor))")  — €2 x L7 (Z, (L*(Tar))").

To make sense of the derivatives and Taylor expansions with respect to o of entries in Jg,(0), we
extend Tp; (o) and T1(0) continuously as operators on Yy, that is,

Tor(0) = 8(0)Py(0), Tii(o) = Py(0)Py(0). (3.24)
The same argument applies to operators T, _1(0') and M(t,o).

Lemma 3.4 For o sufficiently small (that is, |o] < 7o) and q € [1,00], there exist positive constants
C(q) and d such that, for all t >0,

|Moo(t, )] [[|Mox(t,0)]) I AP
<M ' i e <0l | VAT e (3.25)
IMr0(t, o)llcmy, MM o)lly, Nl

Moreover, we have a higher reqularity result for My1(t, o), that is, for any given o € [—y0,70], ¢ € [1, <]
and o > 0, there exists C(q, ) > 0 such that

1 _a
2

e ozt].
14+t

i
10112, 0)lly, v < Ol @)[(1+ 7)™ 3 4

Proof. The idea is to evaluate M (t,0) = et (@)t based on edn(@)t = ﬁg(a)_legdg(")t%g(a). We first
state the following estimate from Proposition 6.7: For all ¢ € [1,00] and o € [—79, 0], there exists a
constant C'(¢) > 0 such that

71

2O < C(q)e 27", (e, < Clg)e 2.

To obtain estimates on ﬁg and its inverse, we start by computing the Taylor expansions of entries in
Tag(0). A straightforward calculation using (3.17), (3.4) and (2.18) shows that

e(o) = v, +ioe; + O(c?), e*(0) = Uyq + ice] + O(c?),
e 9% =1 —igx + O(c?), E(J) = 7, (-, — 2nicgu, + ioxul) + O(c?),
where ej (respectively, e}) is even and nonzero due to the fact that B(0)e; = —2Du! (respectively,

B*(0)e] = —2Dul,). Then, plugging these expansions into Jge, and using (3.24), we obtain

— o o) P, (o —2rio o? o2
%g@:( ul :> S(o) Py )) _ (_W; - ;q(;) N <o< e ))7 (3.26)
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where ®(z) = —5-u) 4 ¢ul — 5L and

v:'Y, — C
W #((ﬂ,ﬂn(xuad—i—e’l‘))).

Therefore, for any o € [—70,70], ¢ € [1, 00|, there exist positive constants C'(g) and d such that, for all
(0,w) € C x Y, we have the following estimate.

| Moo (t,0)0| | Mo (t, 0)w]| <C(g) 1 o] o507t 0 1 o] 6]
[Mio(t,0)0y, [|Mu(t,o)wlly,) lo| 1 0 e 2t)\|o] 1 1wy,
Lol \ a2 (lof o) 10|
< Clq e 279"+ e 2
”[(\o\ \0\2) (\o—\ i Iwll,

- 1 _1 9
<0<q>e—df’2t< 1 W)( | )
Jirt 1+ ||ﬂ||Yq

Using (3.20), (3.22) and (3.23), we now expand Mi;(t,0) and obtain

1M1 (t, )W |y <C([T11(0) " Tro(0) lye [ M Tor (o)W + |11 (0) " e Ty (0) W o+
1T (o) Tho (o >uyarTm< > (o > teAs(o)t T11< )W)
<C(g,a)[|o?e 27 + (7% + 1)~ 2 + [ofe 2] W]y,

1
<Clg,a)[(t + e~ H 4+ e Wil

where in the second inequality we used (3.26), and Proposition 6.7. [ |
Remark 3.5 We point out that, in the above lemma, the estimate for Mio(o) can not be improved,
since Fp(®) # 0. In fact, due to the fact that ®(x) € (C®(Tar))" and ¢pul, is a nonzero even function,

we have

BOJ® = - [-2Dul - B0)er +2eB(0)(0w)] = BO)(ou]) 0.

On the other hand, the estimate for Moy (o) can be improved given suitable additional assumptions. For
example, if we assume that ul (£m) =0, then xu,q + €] is zero, which leads to a better estimate.

For the case o away from 0, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.6 For o away from zero (i.c., for v < |o| < %) and q € [1,00], there exist constants
C(q),v2 > 0 such that
M (t o)l oy, < Clg)e™™ (3.27)

Moreover, we also have a higher regularity estimate for Myi(t,o), that is, for any given vy < |o| < %,
q € [1,00] and o > 0, there exists C(q, ) > 0 such that

M11(t, 0)llly, v < Cla; @)1+ %)e ™",

Proof. Recall that edni(@)t — fphd(J)_legch(”)tfphd(a). The inequality (3.27) is true due to the
uniform boundedness of 7 (o) in Lemma 3.2 and the fact that |||eA0h(U)t|||Yq < C(q)e 2, for o away
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from 0, in Proposition 6.7. Moreover, by the expressions of Z,nq4(0) and its inverse in Lemma 3.2, we
have My1(t,0) = (id — E(J)ﬁ(a))e“‘ch(")t. Applying Proposition 6.7, we conclude that

13102, 0)ly, e = (id — E(@)F(@))e® @Iy, 0 < Clg.a)(1+ ),

Lemma 3.4 and 3.6 give the following proposition.

Proposition 3.7 (Fourier-Bloch estimates) For any o € [—3, 3], ¢ € [1,00], there exist constants
C(q), ¢ > 0 such that Ane(o) is sectorial and

My (t, Mo (¢, 1 L
[Moo(t, o) 1Mo1 (2, 0)llly, ¢ <o | VET) et forallt>o. (3.28)
1Mot o)l ey, M (E o)llly,

Vifl i1

Moreover, we have a higher regularity estimate on My (t, o), that is, for any o € [—%, %], q € [1,00]
and o > 0, there exist constants C(q,«), v > 0 such that

1M1t 0)ly, sye < Clg; @) ((1 +t7 e + e_go%> ; for allt > 0. (3:29)

14+t

We also need the Fourier-Bloch estimates for the derivative d,M (¢,0) in the following lemma.

Proposition 3.8 (Fourier-Bloch estimates for derivatives) For any o € [—3,1], ¢ € [1,00] and
B € (%(1 — %), 1), there exist positive constants C(q,[3) and ¢ such that, for all t > 0,

(@Mt )] (G Mt )l e LT (o iy
(H\(%M)m(t,a)mcﬁyq 1862 )11(t, )y, ><C(q75)< LV )(t +t17F)e " (3.30)

Vitt 14t

Moreover, we have a higher regularity estimate on (0yM)11(t,0), that is, for o € [—%, %], q € [1,0],
Be((1- %),1) and o € (0,1), there exist C(q, o, ) >0 and 5 > 0 such that

1
t2 4t 4 1 By.5
|||(60M)11(t,0')”|yq_>yqa <C(q,0[,5) <17—|—te 2 *t —|— (t; & _|_ tl ﬁ)e 7t> , fO'f' all t > 0

Proof. On the one hand, we take the partial derivative of the following system with respect to o
ot 0
/\( 70-) — M(t7 O_) /\(07 O’) ,
Wi(t, o) W(0,0)

050(t, o) \ 0,6(0,0) 0(0,0)
(80@(75,0)) = M(t,o) (80@(0,0)> + (0, M (t,0)) <@(0’J)> :

On the other hand, we have that

and obtain



Taking the partial derivative with respect to o, the equation becomes

00)t0)\ _ 5 [ 0bt0) ), 5 [ bito)
<(80\/7\\/')(t,0)> = Aatl )<8Uﬂ(t,o)> ¥ A )<ﬂ(t, a))’

for which the variation of constant formula gives

0,0(t,0) \ 0,6(0,0) t ~, 0(0,0)
(&,@(t,a)) = M(t, o) (00@(0,0)> —I—/O M(t —s,0)A (o) M(s,0) <@(070)> ds.

Therefore, one has

Oy M(t,0) = /0 M(t —s,0)Al (o) M(s,0)ds

~ —~

t —~
:/ Zona(o) et ) L 4(0) (Lonal(0) T Aen(0)Lona(0)) Lonalo) e L (o) ds  (3.31)
0
t —~ —~
:/ gphd(a')_1eACh(U)(t_S)JV(U)GAC}‘(J)S phd(U)dS7
0

where

~/ ~ ~

N (o) = A (0) + Aa(0)E (0)F(0) — E (0)F (o) A (7). (3.32)

We recall that E(c) is defined in (3.4), F(o) in (3.11) and Ag (o) in (3.9).
For |o| < 79, by Lemma 3.3 and the above equation (3.31), we have

t —_~ —_~ —_~
9, M(t, o) = / Trg(0) (0,1, 5) g (), (3.33)
0
where

e/’Vv(U,t, s) = eAag(@)(t=) (S(U)> N (o) (—ﬁne(a), id> eAag(0)s

Pq(U)
_ —MNVS(0).N (0) Fne(o) M=) (g). A (0)e () (3.34)
-\ —erseAs @) P () N (0).Fne(o) e P (o). 4 (0)eds(@)s '

. N()Q(O',t,S) Ngl(()',t,s)

B Nlo(O',t, S) Nll(O',t, S) )
We now evaluate the entries of .4 with expansions combining (3.32) and (3.34). First, recall the
definitions of Agg(c) in (3.9), S(0) in Lemma 3.3, Py(o) in (3.16), %, in (3.2), and e(o) in (3.17).

For j\7007 note that it is smooth with respect to ¢ and

/ ~ —~

(0)F(0) At (0)) Fne(0).

=)

Noo(0,t,5) = =S(0) (A14,(0) + A (0)E (0)F(0) -

We claim that Noo(0,t,s) = 0. In fact, since Egh(O)fn(e(O)) and A\Ch(O)E/(O) are orthogonal to
~/

Fn(Uaq) in Ya, S(0)A!, (0).7,(e(0)) = 0 and S(0)Aq(0)E (0) = 0. Moreover, F(0)Aq(0) = R(o),
which is defined in (3.11) with R(0) = 0. Therefore, there exists a positive constant C such that

|Noo| < Clole™27"",
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For ﬁw, due to Proposition 6.7 and the fact that ﬁw is smooth in o with ﬁlo(O, t,s) # 0, there exists
a positive constant C' such that

N —= s ——os _d52y _ Mg
|||N10|||(C—>qu() Ce A (t— ) < Ce 2 te Tt )‘

For Noi, we have, for any ¢ € [1,00] and 3 > 11— —)

18011y, . r)e <CIME] (1A (@)™ ly, (1, +

o~ -~/ n ~ ~ T s
15(0) A (0)E (o) |[le™* Iy, (o) + I (o) At (0)e( IIIYQ,S(UHC)
—10'2 S As ag)s As ag)s
<Cem27 (= (III Ao y +lollle® 2y, o) + lolllle® Iy, S(a)%)
qs( Yq q, q,
—do2(t—s) As(0)s As(0)s Ay(o)s
<C(B)e <!He . oyt + Ml ) + Lol myq,s(myf),

where the last inequality results from the fact that, for any ¢ € [1,00] and § > %(1 — %), we have a
continuous imbedding
Y/ =Y.

Now, using Proposition 6.7 and 6.5, we can further conclude that
1No1llly, ,(rysc SC(a, B)(s™2 + 1+ Jofs™P)e 2 (=)= 3 e
<C(g,f)e 27"

v t(s_% + |o| + |0|s_5)e_%5.
For Ni;, we have, for any ¢ € [1,00] and 5 > %(1 - %),

N1y, (o) <Clle™ Dy, (o) (”"Zlch(a)eAs(o)s|||Yq,s(a)—>Yq
+Hle®* @ lly, o) + H\ﬁ(g)gch(U)eAs(U)sWYq,s(o)—><c>
<Clq,8) (7% + 1+ lols™?) 3.

Therefore, combining (3.33), (3.26), and the above estimates for entries, we conclude that, for |o| €
[—Y0,70], ¢ € [1,00] and § € (%(1 — %), 1), there exist positive constants C(q, 5) and ¢; < %l such that

(0o M)oo(t,0)] (86 M)o1 (£, 0)lly, ¢
(G M)10(t o)l ey, M(GeM)ra(t; o)y,

(1 ol /  [Noo(o,t,5)] [1Nov (@t )y, ) | g, (1 o]
|0| 1 0 "‘N10(07t73)"’C—>qu(a) H’Nll(o'ias)qu,S(o |J| 1

1 o] ot + |o| - Lo
* T A1—8 d
<C(q, ) < U) ! \/1+ 1+t e ( o > 6—50%

lo| 1 t3 t?—li-tlﬁ lo| 1
Vit )
1

1 1
<C'(q,5) < . \/11+t> (t% —|—t1_ﬁ)e_cw2t,
i 1R

Here the inequality (x) relies on the fact that for any 8 € (0,1), there exists a positive constant C(/3)
such that

(3.35)

by t8 t g,.—1 C ti=p
—215ds < - “PeTa s < —_—.
/0 e 1 ds\C(ﬂ)(l iR /0 s Pe”1%ds < (5)(1 s

22



On the other hand, for 79 < |o| < 3, ¢ € [1,00] and B € (3(1 — %),1), by the expression (3.31) and
Proposition 6.7, there exist positive constants C(q, 3) and ¢y such that
t -
105 M (t, o)lll oy, SC(Q)/O [l @) g (o)t (3| ds

t
SC(%B)G‘W/ (572 +1+]ofs™?)ds (3.36)
0

<C(g, B)(t7 +t + |oft'P)e ",

By (3.35) and (3.36),we now conclude that, for any o € [—%, %], q € [1l,00] and 8 € (%(1 - %), 1), there
exists positive constant C'(q, ) and ¢ such that

@z M)oo(t.0)] (@ M)or(t0)ly, L ¢—T> R
<W(80M)1o(t,0)w<c_>yq \H(aUMnl(t,a)myq)“(q’ﬁ )<1 L)

Vitt  1Ht
We now consider (0,M)11(t,0). For o € [—v0, 7], we plug ﬁg(a) from (3.20), %g(a)_l from (3.22),
and N(o,t,s) from the last equality in (3.34) into (3.33). We then obtain
t ~ A ~ AN A ~ AN ~ o~
(0o M)11(t,0) = / ~T1'Tho <N00T01 + N01T11) + 17 (N10T01 + N11T11> ds - (1+0(0))
0

More precisely, for g € [1,00] and « € (0, 1), there exists C such that
105 M)11(t, 0 )W |y <C /Ot [Hfﬁlfm\\yqa (\J\Nfoonmﬂ! + Wmfllﬂ\)
HIT7 Nuollye [ Ton W + Hfﬁlﬁllfnﬂ\\yg} ds
<c /0 t (1730l (1Nool|Tor W] + | Noy T W] )
+||N10\|an|fo1W| + ||N11f11wuyqa] ds.

Here the inequality (xx) relies on the fact that

’1/;11(0'): Y:]a — Y:]a

v o v (e(0), e Waa) (v, Fn(e 7 ) ) Fre(0)

is a uniformly bounded operator for ¢ € [1,00] and « € (0,1). Using the explicit expressions of the

entries of %g(a) in (3.21) and the estimates on the entries of .4” as shown above, we derive the following
estimates,

t
~ ~ ~ d 2
| 1ol ool o Wids < Cla )lofPte™ 2 [ W],
0

o N t2 t1-P a2
/0 HT10||an|N01TIIW|dS < C(q7a75)|0-| (\/1—"‘t + |0| (1 + t)l_ﬁ e 27 tHWHYqy
t ~ -~ t% _20.2t
0 HN10||an|TOIW|dS < C(q7 a)\/l——l-te 2 HwHYq’
t t
| 1¥u T Wipds < Cla.o0) (t w0 [ s>—as—1/2ds) e F W]y,
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We now conclude that, for o € [—v9,70], ¢ € [1,0], B € (%(1 — %),1) and «a € (0,1), there exists

C(q,a, 8) > 0 such that

1
t2 4¢P _dg2 1_ N |
\]\(8UM)11(t,0)lqu_>YQa < C(q,a,ﬁ)[li_i_te 2 t—i—(tz C“—|—t1 ﬁ)e zt].

For vy < |o| < %, g€ [l,00], B € (%(1 - %), 1) and « € (0,1), there exists C(q, «, ) > 0 such that

1@ M1 (4,0l sy =lI(id = Bo) P(0))em D) g (A @]y, o
t
<Cla.afe ™ [t s b5 414 lols! s
0
<C(g,0, B) (27 + 1 F)e L,

Altogether, for o € [—%, %], g€ ll,o0], B € (%(1 — %), 1) and a € (0,1), there exist C'(q,a,3) > 0 and
~ > 0 such that

L RRER R

1 ~
|||(50M)11(75,J)|||Yq_>yqa <C(g, ., B)[ 111 e 27t (127 4 t17P)e Y, for all t > 0.

4 Linear estimates in physical space

According to the outline at the beginning of Section 3, we are now ready to derive the linear estimates
for entt, To be more precise, we first show by Fubini’s Theorem that

where M (t) is the generalized “inverse Fourier transform” of M(t, o). We then employ an argument
similar to, but more intricate than, Young’s inequality for the case of the scalar heat equation, exploiting

the linear Fourier-Bloch estimates in Proposition 3.7 and 3.8, to obtain the general LP—L? estimate on

our linear normal form e“nft,

To this end, we first note that A, = AvnfulXXCJB and thus we have, by (3.8), for any (8, W) € ¢! x XCLh,

Q _ JApst Q — Avnft Q _ g1 antf Q
///(t)<w)—e <w>—e W =7 e Fuf W , for all £ > 0.

Recall the notation . (t) = e»t, the definition of .%,; from (3.2), and the definition of At Ay from
(3.6). In addition, by (3.12), we have, for any (6(c), W (0)) € L?(T;) x L2 (Ty, (%),

(eg"ft <&)) (o) = eAne(@)t (%Efa))) = fphd(a)_le&h((’)tcfphd(a) <§Efa))) , for a.e. o € [—%, %]
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To show that e?»* is a generalized convolution, we first define M(t,o)’s “generalized inverse Fourier
M, M 01
My, My

transform” M (t) := ( ), with expressions as follows

Moo (t) :=={Moo(t,5)}jez == {/ Moo (t,0)e*™™ do} jez,

NI»—'

My, (t,y) =={Mo1(t,y,5)}jez. == {/ D (Moy)e(t, 0)e TV da} e,

2 ZEZ (4'1)
Myo(t,x) :={Mo(t, 2, )} jez =15 / D (Mig)e(t,0)e "I da} g,
2 LEZ
3
Mll(t T y) —{Mll(t z,, ])}]EZ _ {_/ Z Mll Zn(t O’) 1(0+€)m —i(o+n)y 127r]crdo,} <2
_5 {nEZ
We then have the following lemma.
Lemma 4.1 For any (6, W) € (! x X+ and all t > 0,
0 - 0 Moy *0 My, * W
M) | o | = M(t = (0T 0l 4.2
o (8) <0 (2) - (2 a3 »
where 5 §
Moo+ 0 ={>_ Moo(t,j — k)0 }jez,
keZ
My, « W {Z/ Moy (t,y, j — k)Wi(y)dy}jez,
keZ
Mg 0 ={) Mo(t,z,j — k)b }jez,
kEZ
M+ W {Z Mn t,x,y,J — k)Wi(y)dy}jez.
kEZ
Proof. The proof is a straightforward application of Fubini’s theorem. [ |

We are now ready to obtain the general LP — LY linear estimates on . (t). We denote
Xq = (Lq(Z7Lq(T27T)))n7 for any q € [1700]7
and prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2 (general LP—L estimates) For any 1 < ¢ < p < oo and (6, W) € (' x X7, there
exists a positive constant C such that, for all t > 0,

(2-1)-1 ~Li-h -1
TGl 2T (4 ) (W,

wl»—'

l 1_1 _ 1l 1y 1
oo ()8l |4 YW 0\ _ [ (148)” PR (P (4.3)
[-#10)8|x, l-211() W] x, (141)"
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Proof. We illustrate the derivation of the estimates on .#;; and sketch the estimates on .#yo and
M. Lastly, we show the estimates for .#1;.

We first notice that, for any W € XCLh and 1 < ¢,7 < p < oo satisfying 1 + % = % + %, there exists a
positive constant C' such that

1
|01 ()W ][ < CHMOI(t)HXOO > |S‘up [Moi(t,y, )] | 1W]x,. (4.4)
j lsT

In fact, by Holder’s inequality, we have

Ao (YW, =11y + W, = 3713 / Moi (£, j — kY Wi(y)dyl?
JEZ k€T
<Z<

JEZ \k€EZ

) / [Nor(t, 9,5 — )" F W) F ([Mou(t,y,5 — k) [Wik(y)|7) 7 dy>

<ML, (D15 IWIT D / [ Moy (t,y, 5 — k)" [Wi(y)|"dy
jkEZ

<”M01( )Hp ' Sllp Z ’M01 oy, )" |’ﬂH§<q

1

1
1_7 i1
< | @m) T IM ()%, SHPE [Mor(ty.5)] | W ]lx,

Moreover, by (4.1), we have
2 C
-~ : 2
1Moy (1)l xe < sup | [ Y (Mor)e(t, 0)e ¥ ]do| < / Mo < ——.
lyl<m J—3 % \/ ! 1+t

Here we use the fact that any bounded linear functional on /3° can be viewed as a bounded linear
functional on > with the same norm. We now estimate the X; norm of {Mo;(t,v, J)}jez. By using
Proposition 3.8, there exists C' > 0, independent of the choice of y € [—7, 7], such that

N
PLISIAIIEDS (1 + %)

J#0 J7#0

1 % (-_y)2
<C</Rl+x72d$> Z(H—%NMM(H/J ]

<Cti (/ 0 308 (Mo (b, o)) 00 2 da) (4.6)

2 a=0 LET
—2¢a?t =
— e 1
< (Ot1 d —
(/_1 R t/_1
2 2
11 __C
(1+t)% Vi

(4.5)

Y

oyyand
<1+%> |Moa(t,y, )]

D=

[NIES
[N

(t2 +t1—%)2e—2502td :
o
1+t

for all ¢ > 0.
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Here in the inequality (***), we applied Proposition 3.8 with ¢ = co and § = % (actually, any fixed
B € (3,3]). Combining (4.4), (4.5), and (4.6), we have that, for all 1 < ¢ < p < 0o and W € X,

there exists a positive constant C such that

Q

”\/ 1+ t.//()l(t)ﬂugp < Hﬂ”xq, for all t > 0.

D

N

(1+1)

For o, the steps are the same as above but easier. For .#y, we point out two main differences to
the above calculation. First, instead of (4.4), we use

P
T

11 ™ 3 ‘
|08, < CllELyo ()47 / S Mot i)l | de | (6.
L2

Second, to estimate the Y7 norm of {Mlo(t,a:,j)}jez, we use Proposition 3.8 with ¢ = 1 and 8 =
%(actually, any fixed € (0, %]), instead of ¢ = oo and 8 = =
The last step of the proof consists of deriving the estimates for .#1;. We first have

1

1_1 =
q P
< sup sup!Mll(t,x,y,j)\> sup Y M (t,z,y,5) | [W]|x,-
|z[,|y|<| 7| JEZ el lyl<r ez,

|1 ()W ||, <(2m)*

On the one hand, we apply Proposition 3.7 with ¢ = co and a > % and have

1

. 2 . .
sup Sup|M11(t,aj,y,j)| < sup /1 | (Mll)Zn(taU)el(o+£)me_l(0+n)y|d0
el Jyl< || G€Z alyl<ialJ— 1 ;%Z

o=

<C(@) [ M0y g do
o)
tr(1+t)27

On the other hand, by applying Proposition 3.7 and 3.8 with ¢ = 0o, « € (%, 1) and 8 = %, there exists
C(«), independent of choices of z,y € [—m, 7], such that

_1 1
. . j+ )2 2 R R ‘
S Mty d) =) <1+ %) L+ % | M (t, 2y, )|

l71>1 l71>1

% / Zt—a| Z ]\411 577 t O‘)) 1(a+€)xe—i(a+n)y|2d0

2 a=0 (mEL

D=

1
1 1 5
1
<Cla)ts ( [0l vgdo + [ 1@, yedo )

2 2
1 2
<Ot | ————
t2a(1 4 t)2—%
1
<Cla)— ——, forall t > 0.
A (1 +t)a @
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Moreover, combining the above two estimates, we have that, for given o € (%, 1), there exists C(a) > 0
such that

y , Cla)
sup (Mt 2, y,0)l € o s
|x|7|y<ﬂj§% to(1 + t)l a

Therefore, for any 1 < g <p < oo, a € (1 1) and W € X+ o> there exists C'(«) > 0 such that

C(a) 1
(142G (1 +)te

211 (W] x, < IWlx,-

Moreover, we can improve the above estimate for ¢ close to zero. Note that for the Laplacian operator,
we have the general LP-L? estimate for all ¢ > 0. As a perturbation of the Laplacian operator, .#11 has
the same estimate for sufficiently small ¢, which can be seen by using the variation of constant formula
as follows.

“%11(t)_VV“X = ”(ld —ExF )eACht_VVHX < C”eACht_VV”X = C”eAt W ”Lp,

P P P

where W = {W,(2)}ez and W(27j + z) = W,(z) for all j € Z and = € [—m,7]. We now let
J J J

V(t,xz) = e*W(z) and have

t
V(t) = ePomtw / DD (1=9)f! (1, )V (s)ds.
0

from which we derive

l(l_l) (l_l) l l_l
sup 2P V()| po < [[W]po +CT72@5) sup 1275 ||V ()| o

o<t<T o<t<T
Taking T sufficiently small such that C’Tl_%(%_%) < % we obtain
C
[eMW|r < 1 HWHm
_(__
t2'a »
which implies that
C
[-#11 ()W |x, < HWHX ,forall0 <t <T.
! ti(q p !

Therefore, for any 1 < ¢ < p < 00, there exists C' > 0 such that

c 1

OWIx, S =771 H
11 (W | x, AC-D T +1)

W |, -
|

Remark 4.3 By (4.1),(4.2) and a similar argument as in Proposition 4.2, it is not hard to conclude
that, for any j € Zt, 1 < ¢ < p < oo and (6, W) € ¢! x Xclh, there exists a positive constant C such
that, for all t > 0,

Hﬁ///oo(t)ﬁnep ||5i///01(t)wuép
|07 Ar0()0]|x, |07 11 ()W | x,

11, e S (4'7)
<C< W2l (1) ““’HWH
(

1

L+ g, DA+ 0w,
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5 Maximal regularity and nonlinear stability

In this section, we prove the main theorem—Theorem 1. To achieve this, we first introduce a Banach
space that our argument will be based on. We then collect several maximal regularity results since the
normal form system is quasilinear. Based on our normal form and the general LP — LY linear estimates,
we can apply a fixed point argument to the variation of constant formula, thus obtaining the nonlinear
stability result.

We choose r € (4,400) and define
Z ={(0, W) € C((0,+00), £' x (Xen N T (H?))) | 1|8, W)||z < o0},

where
5

10, W)|2 = sup [[6(t)l|x + sup(1 + 1) [8(t) == + sup(1 + )1 %6
t>0 t>0 t>0

1 5
+sup(l +1)2[|W]x, +sup(l +t)[|[W|lx,, ++sup(l+ )70, W]|x,
>0 >0 >0

1/r

n (/000(1 +t)f|y<s+amw(t)|!3c2>

Here we have 62 := §_d,, where 64 is defined in (2.20).

Lemma 5.1 (maximal regularity) For any given T > 0 and r € (1,400), there exists a positive
constant C' such that the following holds. If (n,v) € L"((0,T),0% x X3) and if (§,w) satisfies

R AN IO A
(ﬂ(t)> _/0 (1 )( (s)>d, te 0,7,

T T
/ 10p2w ()], dt < 0/ (In®lle + lv®)lx,)" dt.
0 0

<1

then

Proof. The result just follows from the standard maximal regularity results on the Laplacian operator
and the robustness of maximal regularity with respect to lower order perturbations. To see that, we
first recall . (t) = e, where Ay is defined in (2.22). By [13], the maximal regularity result holds
when we just replace Anr by Ag, which is defined as

0 0
Ay = .
0 (o Dﬁm>

Viewing Ayr as a perturbation of Ag, we have

00\ _ [ (16 g [t (o (29 L (2)) o,
(w) L )<z<s>)d I (“‘“f 4o) (ﬂ(8)>+<z(8)))d'

Then by the maximal regularity property of Ay, we obtain

T T s s "
| ool <c [ <||<Anf—Ao> (i(@))) s, + | (gﬁ;) HMQ) ds.
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We observe that, for any e > 0, there exists K (e) > 0 such that

0 0 0
| (Ant — Ao) <_> lle2 s x, < €]l Ao <_> le2x x5 + K (€| <_> lle2x x, -
w w w

In addition, it is straightforward to see that

(e, T (oY,
L (E(t)) lixsdt <C [ (X(t)> et

The conclusion follows by combing the above three inequalities and taking e sufficiently small. [ |

We also prove a corollary which will be useful in the proof of nonlinear stability.

Corollary 5.2 For given a € R and r € (1,00), there ezists a positive constant C' such that, if

0O _ [ - (1)) g
(w(t))_ 7 )<z<s>)d’ e

/1 T4 ) Orew (D[t < C /0 T (In®)lle + v ®)x,)" d.

then

Proof. We first note that, for t € [n,n + 1), n € N\{0},
(o) = (L L) e (23 o
([T e (gig: L ;) s

Applying Lemma 5.1 to the above expression, we obtain

n+1 n+1 .
/ 10w (1) 5, dt < C / (0l + IOl .

The conclusion follows from multiplying both sides with n® ~ (1 + ¢)* and summing over n € N\{0}.

|
Lemma 5.3 If (0, W) € (' x (X4 N Z;  (H?)), the solution of the linear system
0(t) 0o
(04 _ ol L
(W) =0 ()
belongs to Z and there exists a positive constant Cy1 > 0 such that
o(t) 9
[ (wm) lz <Gl <w0> let x(xunzg 12y (5-1)
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Proof. By Proposition 4.2, it is straightforward to see that

C
|- #00(1) 0ol < Cll8o[er [ 201 ()W o[ < m“ﬂoﬂxu
C C
|00 (t)0ple= < WHQOHZM [ #o1 () W o|lee < 1 +tH_oHX17
C C
16% 400 (t) 00 l2 < m“ﬁo\\eh 162 401 ()Wl 2 < m“ﬂoﬂxu
C C
[-#10(t)8 || x, < m”ﬁo”el, 211 (1) Wl x, < 1 _i_tH—OHX17
C
|- #10(t) 00l X < 1+t\|90\|el |21 ()Wl xo < 1+t\|_o\|Xoo

Moreover, we have

0
1600 W (1) 1 x, < C1ld4 Aoutt (1) (V—Q ) lesx,
—0

0 0
< C([[0+ Ang A (1) <v_\? ) lle2xx, + |04(Ans — Ao)A (t) (V‘\? ) lle2xx,)-
RAN)] —20

We need to show that the two terms on the right hand side of the above inequality decay sufficiently
fast. On the one hand, we claim that

9 c b
[0+ Ang A (1) <ﬂ0> lle2x x, < m” <W) 2 71 (a2, for all £ >0

Actually, for ¢t € [0, 1], the above inequality is true since §; is bounded and

0 0 0
HAnf///(t) (%700) ”EZXXQ < C'”Anf <‘i/—00) H@xXZ < C” (%) Hﬁxycgl([ﬂ)-

For ¢t € [1,00], we first point out that, to show ||Ans.#(t) = AnfeAnftH]égsz decays with rate ¢!
as t goes to oo, we only have to show that the supremum norm of its Fourier-Bloch counterpart
;{nf(U)M (t,0) decays with rate t~1 as t goes to 0o, just as in the scalar heat equation case. This is true
by applying the steps in Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.6 to ;{nf(U)M (t,0). Second, it is straightforward to

1/2

see that the discrete derivative operator d gives an extra t~'/“ decay, which concludes our justification.

On the other hand, we have the explicit expression, using that 0, and A,s, Ag commute,

6\ [ o 54T 540(t)
04 (Ang — Ao)A (t) <ﬂ00) - (AChE* f'(u,) —+E *5+F> <5++ﬂ(t)) '

We apply Proposition 4.2 again and obtain

C
IARE * (640(t) |2 < Cl18%0(1)]|2 < R (Ioller + [[Wollx2)

S~—
’N|

I (w) (6 W (E))lx, < Cllos W (H)llx, < ——5 (0]l + [Wollx,)-

(1+1t)3
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In addition, recalling that I' is defined in (2.20), we conclude that, for any ¢ > 0, there exists K(¢) > 0

such that
[0+T(0+ W (1))llx, < CllO26+ W ()| x, < €l|64- 02 W () x, + K (€)[|0+ W (2)] x,-

Therefore, by choosing e sufficiently small, we conclude that

C
= (Iolle + 1 Wo 5 472))

||5+ammW(t)HX2 < 5
(1+1)i

which shows that
1/r

([Tasorisonword) <o (1ol + Wl )

This proves the lemma.

Lemma 5.4 For [|(0(t), W.(t))|lz < €, where ¢ is sufficiently small (0 < e < eg), there exists a positive

constant Cy > 1 such that

(N we) :
I [ e ( (_(S)w(s))>d\|z Call(0(6), W(t)) -

Moreover, for (0,, W), (05, W) with their norms in Z smaller than €, we have

e [ NOB(5), W (5) — NO(By(s), Wi(s))
I =9 (Nw<gl<s>,m<s>> —NV(0(5), W (s >>> dollz

(Z 116, )z) 1(61(t) = Oa(t), Wi (t) = W (t))]| 2

(5.2)

Proof. We start with proving the estimate (5.2). The proof is fairly straightforward. The strategy is
to use estimates for the linear part . (t) in Proposition 4.2, the estimates for the nonlinear terms in
Lemma 6.2 from the appendix, and the maximal regularity estimates in Lemma 5.1, Corollary 5.2. For

simplicity, we denote
N(s) = N%(8(s), W(s)), N¥(s) =N"(b(s), W(s)).

By Lemma 6.2, we have that

IN?(s)ler < ¢ 7 [1(0(t), W(1))]Z 5
(1+s)2 (1+s)4

IN(s)le < — e, Wi + —C—
(14 s)2 (1+4s)2

16(2), W(t)[1% + < =[1(0(), W)l z(1 + 5) 1|0+ 02e W ()| xs,

NV (s <
IN()llx, < 7o Ty

w C
IN™(8)llx, <

(1+5)3 (1+5)3
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=[1(0(), W(t)[[2(1 + 5)[104-022 W (s) | x».

7+ —=10#), W(#)llz(1 + )[04+ 02 W (5)] x

S 1(0), W% + ——1(0), W)l 2(1 + 5)[18+ 05 W (5) | x,.-

(5.4)



We also exploit the linear estimates from Proposition 4.2 and obtain the following estimates.

t t
M= / Mot — )N (s)ds |l < C / IN?(s) [ ds,
0 0

NW
Ny = H/ M (£ — )N (5)ds]| 0/ IN"()lx g
(14+t—s)2
1 t t 0
N3y = (1 —l—t)?”/ %Qo(t — s)Ne(s)dngoo < C(l +t)é/ Mds,
0 0 (1+t—s)2
t t w
N4:(1+t)%|y/ Mot (= SN ()ds | < (14 1) [ INTOx 0
0 0 1+t—8
i t — 0 |
N = (1+t)2|y<52/ Mot — )N (s)ds]| 2 < C(1 +t)4/ ANl
0 0 (14+t—s)2
t t w
Ng = (1+t)%||52/ M (t — )NV (s)ds]|2 <0(1+t)%/ Md
0 0 (1+t—s)

1 t t 0 1
N7:(1+t)2|y/ Mo(t — )N (5)ds]| x, <C(1+t)%/ ANl
0 0 (14+t—s)2

LN (),

t
Ne=(1 +t)%|y/ Mt — N (s)ds|x, < C(1+1)3
0 0 1+t—8

Ng=(1+1)1 t _ 5N s [T |INY(s)]|n
9= 1 +t)2|0. | Ao(t—s)N(s)ds|x, <C(1+1)2 =ds,
0 0 (1+t—s)2

t t
Nio= (1 +0310; [ otiale— N (s)asl, < 1 of [ IR g
0

0 (1+t—s)

*INY(s)

Nip = (1+t (t — s)N?(s)d 1+1) [ 20
w =00l [ iate - N sl < o+ [ I G
IN*(s)llx,

Nig = (1 + )] /Ot M1 (t— s)NY(s)ds||x,, < C(1+1) /Ot ( ds.

l—i-t—s)(t—s)%
At this point, we substitute (5.4) into (5.5), estimate the resulting integrals, and find
N; < C|[(8(1), W(1))||%, for all 1 < j < 12.
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The calculations establishing the estimates for Ny, ..., N1 are based on the following elementary
integral estimates.

/tl 1d<0/21d+0/21d

5 < S s.
o T+t—s)>(1+s)8 1+ Jy (1+s)8 (1488 Jy (1+s)
For the estimate on Nio, we just need to show that the following integral expression

1—1
¢ 1 1 ¢ 1 1 o Tl
Aty =L +1) /o(1+t_s)(t—s)%1+8ds+ /o<(1+t—s)(t—s)%(1+s)3> "

has a uniform upper bound for ¢ € (0, 00). First, for all ¢t € (0, 1], there exists C' > 0 such that,

h(t) < 2 </01(t— s)"2ds + </01(t - s)_ﬁds>l_i) <C

Second, for t € [1,00), we have

t 1 1 o1 t 1
(1+t)/ L g © 1/2 ds+0/ _ds
0 (1+t—s)(t—s)21+s (1+t)zJo 1+s L (I+t—s)(t—s)2

0 (1+s)s2

Similar arguments show that the second part of h(t) is also uniformly bounded on [1, 00).

The estimates on Ny, ..., N1o bound the Z-norm of the left-hand side of (5.2), except for the maximal
regularity component. Thus it remains to show that

T

( / Ty t>"||6+aw<t>||&2dt> < Ol 0. W), (5.7)

where

t
W (t) = / Mo(t — $)NP(s) + A, (t — $)NV(s)ds.
0
For t € [0,1], by maximal regularity in Lemma 5.1, we have

1 1
/O (14 0)7 (1600 (1), dt <C /0 100 (1),

' T
<C/O (HNe(t)”ez -+ HNW(t)HX2> dt (5.8)

<CI(O), W ()17

For ¢t € [1,00), we split # into two parts, that is,

W = </0t_1 —i—/ti1> Mo(t — s)N(s) + 11 (t — s)NY (s)ds = #4 + #s.
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By Corollary 5.2, we have
| a1 0Ot <C [0+ o7 040
1 1
<C [Ta+or (INle + INY()]x,)" d
<C(B(t), W ()2

By similar arguments as in Lemma 5.3 and with the condition that ¢ — s > 1, we can show that

B
(1+t—s)f
1(0(), W (1))l z <H(Q(t)7ﬂ(t))|lz +(1+ 8)H5+8mﬂ(8)Hx2>-

184 0h (Ar0(t = 5)N(5) + M1 (= N™(5)) |, < (IN?(s) e+ IN™ (5)l )

C
< 5 5
(I+t—s)1(1+s)1

As a result, we obtain

t—1
(14 010400y < (1 +1) [ 16200 (ot = IN(5) s = SIN"(5)) s

t—1
<(1 +t)/ Cé =[10(8), W)l z (I[(€(#), W)z + (1 + $)[104- 022 W (5)]|x,) ds
0 (I+t—s)i(l+s)1
C 2r
< REY: 16(2), W) [ly*,

which immediately implies that
| Qe Is oAl < L0, W) 1.

Together with (5.8), this establishes (5.7) and concludes the proof.

In a completely analogous fashion, one establishes the Lipshitz estimates. [ |

We now prove our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1. The proof is a fixed-point-theorem argument. We first recall the variation of

00\ (6, [ (NS
(wu)) - (m) - =) (Nw<g<s>,w<s>>> o

Let & be the right-hand side of the formula, that is

o0\ (8. [ (N,
o (mw)‘ (m)%‘”“ )<NW<Q<s,ms>>)d'

Assume that now the initial value is sufficiently small, that is, for some small € > 0,

constant formula,

~—

[1(80s Wo)llerx(znz-1(m2)) < €.
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If (6(t), W(t)) € Z with norm smaller than e, we know that

By Lemma 5.3 and 5.4, we have that

6(t) o(t)
|2 (M)> lz < Cre + Gl (M)> 12 (59)
Moreover, we have
1 (QQV(Z)) -7 (é%) (Z 1050, W)z | 161(8) = 02(6), W (£) = Wy (1))l
(5.10)

We denote B = {V € Z | |[V|lz < R}, where R = min(2C¢,¢). We now take € > 0 small enough so
that 2C5 R < 1 and readily conclude, based on (5.9) and (5.10), that Z2(B) C B and that & is a strict
contraction in B. By Banach’s fixed point theorem, there is a unique fixed point of &2 in B, denoted as
(0(t), W(t)). Then (6(t), W(t)) is a global solution of (2.22), and if we return to the original variables,
we obtain a global solution of (1.2) which satisfies the decay estimate in Theorem 1. This concludes
the proof. [ |

6 Appendix

6.1 Estimates on nonlinear terms

In this section, we derive the estimates on the nonlinear terms N and NV in our normal form (2.21).

Lemma 6.1 For [|[W||x_,,
creasing function C(g) > 0 such that, for all 1 < p < 0o, the nonlinear terms in system (2.21) have the
following estimates.

0
INY| <C(e [ Z 1(61-6) 4] + (Z |9J+k|3) (Z |(5+Q)j+k|>

k=—1 k=—1 k=—1

1
+ (Z |9j+k|> <|(5+W)j(—7f)l + |(5+0mﬂ)j(—7f)l>

k=—1

10]l;n < e, where € is sufficiently small(0 < € < g¢), there exists a nonde-

W (G W, ()] + wa-um}

(6.1)
1
INF[[» <C(e [(Z (648 J+k|> (Z |9j+k|> + 105 W;[ v
k=—1 k=—1
1 1
+ (Z |9j+k|> <Z |64 W)k (=) + |(5+amW)j+k(_ﬂ-)|>
k=—1 k=—1

+ Wil | (64 W) (=) + [ Wl o + NG|+ ING_ | + |N§—1|}
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Proof. We point out that throughout the proof, we repeatedly exploit the fact that the L? scalar
product of an even function and an odd function are zero. We also recall that u, is even and u,q is
odd. By equations (2.9),(2.10) and (2.21), we obtain

N =I; + (II; + ITI; + IV; 4+ V;) .%; and

NY = (i g‘?vj)‘l (v.rj + VI + VI +IX; + SV% X; > , where
Sy = (—1+ (W() + H;(2), uy(z — 0;))) 4
G; =G(0;, W;) = (W(x),uaq(z — ;) — uaq(z))0(z — 0;);

i) =
Ij ( J 1)(5+PW)J7
IIj = = (W1 (=m) = W;(=7), D (upq(m — 0;) — uza(m))) ;
(—

IT1; = (9, W 1(=) — 0. W;(—), Dttga (7 — 0,))
1V =(8;H;(m) — 8, Hj(—7), Daa (7 — 0;)) — (H;(7) — H;(—7), Dugy(m — 0;));
v <g<ej,w H;), o (1 — 6;);
VI; =AH; — (E*0););
VI = - ((Hj — (2 = 05)0;) = B+ 0); + (W;(2), uaa (2 — ;) = waa (0))(& — 0)) )

VIII; =(E* (6,TW - 0));;
IX; =g(0;, W; +H;) + [f'(u.(z — 05)) — £'(u.(2))] (W; + Hy);
Xj :A(E*Q)] + AW] — (E* 5+Fw)]

We recall here that E is defined in (2.18) and point out that the term in VII; involving Wj in fact
cancels with a contribution from Hj. We now prove the estimate of N?.

Estimate on I;: 1] < C(e) <I(5+Q)j| +1(6-8);] + ||Wj||m) (8 W) ().

We first recall that H; is defined in (2.10) and (2.13). We claim that the number ¢;, appearing in the
definition of H? as in (2.15) and (2.16), can be estimated as

lej| < C(e) [!(52@]'\ + (!(5+9) | +1(6-0); ) Z Ok + 1051 W; Hm] :

k=—1
where we use notation 62 = d,.6_. In fact, we have
[(o(@) (e + 05 — 0j41) — wu(z + 05 — 05-1)), Waa (7)) (1(6+0);1% +1(6-8);1%);

|<C
[((p(z + 0;) — ¢(@)) (wel(z + 05 — j41) — Wl + 05 — 6;-1)), waa ()| < Cl0;](|(5+0);| + [(5-6);1);
(@ + 0; — 41) + u(@ + 0 — 0;-1)), waa ()] < C|(620);].

We also have |H;(z)| < C(e) <](5+Q)j] +1(6-8),| + \HjH]WjHLp>, from which we obtain the estimate.

Estimate on I1;: |I1;| < C|0;|(6+W);(—)].
This is straightforward.

Estimate on I11;: |I11;| < C0;]|(610;W);(—)|.
This is straightforward.
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Estimate on IVj: |IVj| < C [\Mw F1(5-6),12 + [(5:8); + (5-6), (\oj+1r3 10+ rej_lr?’)]
We first simplify IV; and obtain

1 1
IVj =5 (u(m = Oj1) = w(m = 0j-1), Dutaa(m — 05)) = 5 (ue(m = Oj01) = ua(m = 0j-1), Duga(m — 05)).

Then,

~

<

which

it is not hard to see that

1 1
3 (007~ 500) = (7 50, Dt~ 6)) 5 (e ()61~ 6502). - Dua(t )

<C<’9jH9?+1 - 9?—1’ + 1011011 — 93’—1\),

1 1/1
5 <u*(77 — 0j+1) — wu(m — 01), Dugy(m — 93’)) -5 <—11*,99(7T)(9]2-+1 —-07), Dugd(w)> ‘
(108 - 0+ 1051032 021

1/1
(e (D051 = By10).~Dua(m8; ) = 5 (e (w1~ 62). Dutr) )

I VR

(1woan(m). Dutm) ) 620 - (0,02,

establishes the estimate on IV} as claimed.

Bstimate on Vs V5] < C(e) (1G4 0)° + (60057 + [W311r ).

Noting that |V;| < C(¢)||(W; + H;)?||» and applying the estimate of H; into the inequality lead to
the above estimate.

Estimate on .%;: |.%;| < C(e).

This is straightforward.

Combining our estimates of I; — V; and .7}, we obtain the first inequality in (6.1).

Now, we have to show that the estimate of N in (6.1) is true.
Estimate on VI;:

1
VI <C@) [(mem T \(a_@jr) S 105kl + 16 11W 1o

k=—1

First, for f 2m-periodic and smooth, we have

|f (&= 01) = (& — 02) — f'(x)(02 — 01)| < C(|02 — 01]* + [02]]62 — 61]).

If in addition, f is odd, we have

|£(01) = f(62) — f'(0)(61 — 62)] < C|63 — 6]

The latter implies that

e — 1(5%6);] <c<s>(|<a+@j|2 +1(6-8); + wjluwjum)-
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Moreover, by the former inequality, we have

rvzj\<c<r<5+e> 2 1 1(5_0),12 + 16;11(5-0);] + 16;11(5_0); r) e A — 0) — +(578), A ()

<0 | (6.0 +16-), )Zwﬁkuwmw v

k=-—1

Estimate on V1I;:

1 1

VI <C K > !91+k!> <Z \9j+k\> + \HjH!WjHLp]
k=-1 k=-1

Noting that (E % 0); is the linear part of H; + u,(z — ;) — u,(z) and there is no term invovling W

in VII;, we have

) ) ) ) 1 .. .
VL] <C (650l + 85110511+ 1651651) + etz 008 + |10 000) ~ Ervte — ).

where ch =¢j+ <Wj($), Upq(z — 9]') — Uaq()).
First, we note that

‘ch,z/(:n )65 ‘ <Clé4]

(828);] + <I(5+9) | +1(0-8); > Z Ok + 105][[W; Hm] :

k=-—1

Moreover, we claim that

1 1
5] <C [!(M@j! +1(6-8);] + (Z !91+k!> <Z \9j+k\) + \@!H“@Hm] :

k=—1 k=-1

6 — ~ 62 K > \%k\) (21: !%k!) + ’éjH‘WjHLP] :

k=—1 k=—1

In fact, we have
(00 a -+ 6; = B302) = o+ 6, = 05-1)) waa(o))| < (1000116541 + 10-),116- 1 ).
0o+ 0,000+ 0, = 0500) = i+ 05 = 0y-2)) waa )| < 11 (160:)1-+16-0)1).

(6o +65) = )+ 6; = 6500) = e+ 65 = 65-1)) waa )| < 11 (16028)1-+16-011).
(a4, = 500) + 04 6, = 652 wao)] < € (10,8)1+16-0)1).

(i 0 — B540) + 0+ 6 — 1)), waa(2)) + 626, <c<\< 0);11(6.:8);] + 1(5_8),11(5_0); r)

which establishes the claim and thus the estimate on V1I;.
Estimate on VIII;:

VL] < O IN -+ NG+ NS )
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The calculation is straightforward using the expressions for K; and 9]

Estimate on /.X;:

|IA¥|$2676

1 1
<Z |(5—Q)j+k|) (Z |9j+k) + 1051 W | + 1651 W[ o + |Wj|2]
k=0

k=-1
The calculation is straightforward using the estimate on H;.

. 9G; + .
Estimate on WX]-.

< (w DN (CUIRERTR I +|<ij<x>,uad<x—ej>—uad<x>>|>-

k=-1

Integrating by parts, we have

(AWj(2), aq(z — 0;) — Waq(2)) =(W;(2), A* (Waa(x — ;) — taq(x)))+
(0:Wjt1(=m) — 0:W(=7), D(Waq (7 — 0) — Waa(7)))—
(Wjig1(=7) = W(=), D(upq(m — 0;) — uyq(m))).

Thereofore, we have

0G; !
gw, il < €10 < > (!(5+Q)j+k! + \(5+ﬂ)j+k(—7r)!> + Wl + !(M@ﬂ);—(—ﬂ!) :

k=-—1

Estimate on (i ) L: For any @ € (> and p € [1, 00], there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
J

le?

_ -1 <
o)l < C.

Il (id

Combining estimates on VI; to 1.X}, 8W’ and (i gvc'\',j_ )~1, we obtain the second inequality in (6.1).
J

Moreover, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2 There exist C > 0 and n > 0 such that, for all (8, W) € Y with its Y -norm smaller than
n, we have

IN?(s)llr < a fs)% 1(02), W ()3 + ﬁll(ﬁ(t%ﬂ(f))\ly(l + 8)[104-00a W (s) | x2,

IN?(s)lle= < 7 1(2), W)y + R 10(#), W)y (1 + 5) 110+ 0re W (s)]| s,

IN"($)llx, < == 1€6(8), W)l + ﬁll(ﬁ(t%ﬂ(t))lly(l + 5)[16+ 02a W (s) | x2,

IN¥ ()l x, < =[(8(), W(t))lly + ﬁll(ﬁ(t%ﬂ(t))\\y(l + 5)[16+ 022 W (s) || x -



Proof. The estimates are obtained through a direct calculation from the estimates in Lemma 6.1. We
sketch the computation for ||IN?(s)||,1, and the others follow similarly.

First, for terms only involving @, we notice that

1
Z’ 6+0)5l 29 (6%0); < [|0]l2115%6]] 2 < = 110(8), W) 5,
jez jez (1+s)2
3 1 1
Z 16;1°1(64:6);1 < 1811711811216+ 8]z < (1011711811 216761 2 < m“(ﬁ(’f)aﬂ(ﬂ)ﬁ/-

JET

Second, for terms involving W, we observe that

2 (/_: (OraWjt1(z) — 022 W () d$>2

JEZ

1
> 10511(04 0. W) 5 (=)] < (182 (
JEZ
< V2012104 0na W | x,
/o
(1 + s)
160;1|(64+W);(—m)|, we have

= [1(€8), W.(£)[ly (1 + )[04 0z W.(s)]| x -

Similarly, for 3,

D 10116+ W) (=m)| < V2782161 0. W |
JEZ
Using the “homogeneous matching boundary conditions ” (2.11), we have

1
2

”‘L—aﬂcw”)@ = ( Z/ 5+W 6+8xxw) ( )d )

JEL
1 1
< ||5+WII§<2||5+8MMIS<2
< 6+ Wix, + (104 00 Wl xs.-

We plug the latter estimate into the former one and obtain that

S 105116 W)y (—m)| < V]l (uamm . |ra+amwux2)

JEL
V2 V27
7 [10(), W[5 + ———5(0(£), W.(0)) |y (1 + )16+ 02 W (5)]| x,-

(1 +3s)2 (1+s)2
For 3.7 [[Wjl[ze|(6+ W);(—m)|, we take p = 2 and follow steps as above, obtaining the following
estimate.

V2r V2m

D Wl 2|6 W) (=) < =<5 1(0(0), WD)} + 71(0(), W)y (1+5)[|04 02e W (s) | x -
= (1+5) (1+s)1

For > .7 [W2|| e[, we take p = 1 and obtain that

1
D O IWE[ L < W5, < 5 [10(t), W())[[3-
JEL (1+s)2

Combining the above estimate, we establish the first inequality in the lemma. [ |
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6.2 Bloch wave decomposition

In this section, we present the Bloch wave decomposition of the linear operator A. We first recall that
A, as in (3.1), is defined as

A (H*R))" — (L2 (R))"
\% — DOyyv — f/(u,)v.

We introduce the direct integral [17, XIII.16.]

% L*(Ty, (L*(T2q))") — (L*(R))"
U(o, ) — Joer, e”*U(o,-)do’
The direct interal is an isometric isomorphism with inverse
#: (PR — Lz(Tl, (L*(T2x))")
u(z) = =3 €T U(0 + 0).

The following result from [20, 14] characterizes the Bloch wave decomposition of A.

Theorem 2 (Bloch wave decomposition) The linear operator A s diagonal in Bloch wave space.
To be precise,

1
BAB = A= / " Blo)do, (6.3)

[NIES

where by A = f2 o)do, we mean that, given any u € L*(Ty, (L*(Tar))"),

11
(Au)(0) = B(o)u(o), a.e. o € [—5, 5]
Moreover, we have the following spectral mapping property.

spec(A) = spec(A) = U spec(B(0)). (6.4)

UG[—%,%]

6.3 Spectral properties of {/Alch(a)}ae[_%’%}

We recall that Ag,(c) is defined in (3.9) as A (0) = F,B(0).Z !

n

and Y, in (3.15) for 1 < ¢ < oo.
We are concerned with their spectral properties as unbounded operators in Y, which is useful for the
derivation of the estimates for M(¢,0) as defined in (3.23).

We first show the well-definedness of gch(a) in Y, in the following lemma.

o~

Lemma 6.3 For any given o € [—%, %], Aen(0) is an unbounded closed operator in Ya, that is,

~

Aan(0): D(Aam(0)) CYs —> Ys

6.5
w — {—(c+0?Dwi+ Y cp b kWi teez, (6:5)

where Da(Aa(0)) = {w € Yo | {(1 + m®)Wytmez € Yo} and h = {h}ez = &= [7_f/(u.(x))e " dz.
Moreover, Ag, (o) can naturally be considered as an unbounded closed operator in Y,, with 2, (2 (0)) =
{we Y, [ {(1 + M)Wy tmez € Yy}, for all 1 < ¢ < <.
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Proof. The expression for Ay, (o) in Y3 follows from a direct calculation. The extension to Y, fol-
lows from the fact that the set {w € Y, | w has finitely many nonzero entries} is dense in Y, and
PDy(Aen(0)), for all ¢ € [1, 00]. ]

We then have the following proposition.

Proposition 6.4 For any fized o € [—3,3] and p € [1,00], Aen(0) defined in Y, is sectorial and has
compact resolvent. In fact, there exist C > 0, w € (7/2,7) and Ay € R, z'ndependent of o and ¢q, such

that the sector S(Aog,w) ={A € C|0 < Jarg(A — Xo)| S w, XA # Ao} C p(Aen(0)) and

~ 11
I(Aeu(@) = 2 lly, < CIX =Kol ™, for all A€ S(No,w), 0 €[5, 5] and g € [1,00]. (6.6)
Moreover, for any fized o € [—4 oL 2] the spectrum of Ach( ) is independent of the choice of its under-
lying space Y, and thus denoted as spec(Aen(0)), for any q € [1,00], with spec(Ag (o)) = spec(B(a))
consisting only of isolated eigenvalues with finite multiplicity.

Proof. We view gch(a) as a perturbation of the Laplacian in the discrete Fourier space, that is,

o~

Ach( ) L( )+H

where L(o)w = {—(0 + £)’Dwy}¢cz and Hw = {Dkez bk Wi tiez. It is straightforward to verify
that the proposition holds for the Laplacian L(c). We only have to show that the perturbation H is
good enough to preserve these properties. Noting that H € £ ((¢P)") for any p € [1,00] with its norm
uniformly bounded, we have, for A € p(L(c¢)), |A| sufficiently large,

(A (o) = A) "' = (L(o)+ H -\ """ = (L(o) = AN) ' (id + H(L(o) = A)~H) 7. (6.7)

All assertions in the proposition easily follows from this expression (6.7), except for the fact that the
spectrum of A, (o) is independent of gq.

To prove this property, we denote the spectrum of A\Ch(a) defined on Y as Spec(gch(a),q), which
consists of eigenvalues with finite multiplicity, accumulating at infinity, only. Given any eigenfunction
v = {v;}jez, v belongs to [ (1 o]
rate. This establishes spec(ﬁ(a), q) = spec(g(a),p), for any p,q € [1, o0]. [

Y, since v are smooth, that is, v; decays algebraically with any

6.4 Perturbation results

We apply perturbation theory to the Bloch wave operator B(co) for o near 0 and obtain more detailed
spectral information, including the Taylor expansion of d in Hypotheses 1.2.

To this end, we define
F: [-53xCxH? — L?
(o, A\, W) —  (B(o) = \)(w+ul),
where H? = {w € (H*(T2:))" | (w,u}) = 0}. A standard implicit-function-theorem argument shows

that there are a small neighborhood of ¢ at the origin and a smooth function (A(c),w(c)) with
(M(o),w(o)) = 0 on this neighborhood such that F(o, \(c),w(c)) = 0. We denote e(c) = u, + w(o).
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Similarly, replacing B(c) with its adjoint B*(0), we obtain a smooth continuation of u,q, denoted
as e*(0). Without loss of generality, we can assume that (e(0),e*(0)) = 1. Moreover, we have the
following proposition.

Proposition 6.5 There exist positive numbers vy and 1 such that for any |o| < v in R, B(o) has
only one simple eigenvalue within the strip |Re A| < v1 in C, which is exactly the continuation A(o) of
the eigenvalue A\(0) = 0. Moreover, \(o) has the Taylor expansion,

o) = —do? + O(|o]?),
where —y1 /4 < —2do? < Re\(o) < =402, for all o € [~70,70] and

.0%e(0, x)

d= _<2IW —u(x), Duyg(z)).

Proof. We first derive the explicit expression of d. To do that, taking first and second derivative with
respect to o of F (o, \(0),w(o)) = 0, taking the inner product of the derivatives with u,q and letting
o =0, we have

N(0) = (B(0)0,e(0,z) + 2iDu’ (), uaq(z)),
N'(0) = (B(0)0%e(0, z) 4 (41D, — 2X(0))d,e(0, ) — 2D, (z), taq(z)).

Noting that span{u,q} L Rg(B(0)) and the inner product of an even function and an odd function is
always 0, we have

2
N(©0)=0, MN(0)= 2<Zi% — U (z), Dugq(z)).
It remains to prove the uniqueness of the eigenvalue of B(o) in a vertical strip centered at the origin
for sufficiently small o. First, there is no eigenvalue within the strip far away from the origin due to
the fact that, by Proposition 6.4, spec(B(c)) is in the same sector for every o € [—1,1]. Secondly,
the uniqueness within a small neighborhood of the origin follows from the above perturbation results.
For the region inbetween, compactness and the local robustness of resolvent guarantee the absence of

eigenvalues within this area. u

Remark 6.6 (i) We stress that we may choose 7y as small as desired.
(i) The uniqueness implies that, for |o| sufficiently small, X\(o) is a real number since its complex

conjugate is also an eigenvalue.

6.5 Properties of analytic semigroups {egch(")t}ge[_%é]

In this section, we will derive various estimates on (@) We first note that by [5, 1.4] the interpolation
space Zy(Aen (o)) is independent of o,

Do(Aan(0)%) = {w € Yg [ {(1 +m*) " Win}mez € Yo} = Y |wllve = {1 +m*) Wi }mezlly, -

We then recall the definitions of Y; (c), Ygs(0), Ac(o) and Ag(o) from (3.18). We now have the
following proposition.
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Proposition 6.7 For every q € [1,4+00] and o > 0, there exist positive constants € € (0,1), v2, C(q),
C(a) and C(a,q) such that

~ _d,
ey, oy < o727 Joraltlel S o2 0
meAcWHqu,qua<0a> s Jor all o] < 70,620,

e i) < C@eT 3, for allfo] < 20,8 20,

e lly, (o)ye < Clasg)t™ e "2, for all o] <70, > 0,

C
C
e @y, < C
C
C

e—cdo” t for all lo| < 70,t >0,

. . .
lle® @Iy, < Cla)e™™, for all 7o < o] < 5.t >0,

e @y, Ly < Clawp)t™"e 2, for allyg < |o| < 5.t > 0.

two inequalities follow directly from the fact that Re A\(o) < —ga and e(o) is smooth, by Proposition

6.5, for |o| < o

Proof. We first derive estimates for the case |o| < 79. For A, (o), we have eAc(@)t = A, The first
2

For A\S(O'), by Proposition 6.4 and 6.5, for any o € (—79,7) and ¢ € [1, 00,
T 7Moo~ ~ m
spec(As(0),q) C (C\S(—E,w), where © € (5,7?).
Moreover, for every q € [1,4+00], there exists a positive constant C'(¢q) such that

1(As(9) = 2 lly, o) < C@IA+ 27, for all o] < 9 and A € S(-2,).

Thus, by [5, Thm.1.3.4, 1.4.3], we immediately obtain the two inequalities for A\S(O'). The first inequality
on Ay (o) follows directly by combining the first inequality for A.(c) and the first inequality for Ag(o).

We now derive the estimates for the case v9 < |o| < % By a similar analysis as in Proposition 6.5,
there exists a positive constant v such that

Re(spec Agy (o)) < =272, for all v < |o| <

l\’)l»i

It is then not hard to conclude that
spec(Aen () C C\S(—v2,@1), where & € (g,ﬂ').
such that

Moreover, for every g € [1,400], there exists a positive constant C(q

and A € S(—2,@1).

N =

(A (e) = X ly, < C@IA+ 72|, for all 50 < o] <

Therefore, again by [5, Thm.1.3.4, 1.4.3], we immediately obtain the last two inequalities for gch(a),
which concludes the proof. [ |
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