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UNSTABLE STOKES WAVES

VERA MIKYOUNG HUR AND ZHAO YANG

ABSTRACT. We investigate the spectral instability of a 27/k periodic Stokes wave of sufficiently
small amplitude, traveling in water of unit depth, under gravity. Numerical evidence suggests
instability whenever the unperturbed wave is resonant with its infinitesimal perturbations. This
has not been analytically studied except for the Benjamin—Feir instability in the vicinity of the
origin of the complex plane. Here we develop a periodic Evans function approach to give an
alternative proof of the Benjamin—Feir instability and, also, a first proof of spectral instability away
from the origin. Specifically we prove instability near the origin for x > k1 := 1.3627827 ... and
instability due to resonance of order two so long as an index function is positive. Validated numerics
establishes that the index function is indeed positive for some k < k1, whereby there exists a Stokes
wave that is spectrally unstable even though it is insusceptible to the Benjamin—Feir instability.
The proofs involve center manifold reduction, Floquet theory, and methods of ordinary and partial
differential equations. Numerical evaluation reveals that the index function remains positive unless
Kk = 1.8494040.... Therefore we conjecture that all Stokes waves of sufficiently small amplitude
are spectrally unstable. For the proof of the conjecture, one has to verify that the index function
is positive for k sufficiently small.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Stokes in his 1847 paper [42] (see also [43]) made significant contributions to periodic waves at
the free surface of an incompressible inviscid fluid in two dimensions, under the influence of gravity,
traveling in permanent form with a constant velocity. For instance, he successfully approximated
the solution when the amplitude is sufficiently small. The existence of Stokes waves was proved
in the 1920s for small amplitude [29,[35,/44] and in the early 1960s for large amplitude [26]27].
Therefore it came as a surprise in the mid 1960s when Benjamin [3] and Whitham [46] (see also
references cited in [49] for others) discovered that a Stokes wave in sufficiently deep water, so
that kh > 1.36278..., is unstable to long wavelength perturbations—namely, the Benjamin—Feir
or modulational instability. Here x denotes the wave number of the unperturbed wave, and h the
fluid depth. In the 1990s, Bridges and Mielke [6] analytically studied spectral instability of a Stokes
wave of sufficiently small amplitude, rigorously justifying the formal arguments of [3[46] and others.
See also [5,36,[47] for infinite depth. Some fundamental issues remain open, however.

In the 1980s, McLean [32] (see also [31,33] for infinite depth) numerically found spectral insta-
bility away from the origin of the complex plane. The Benjamin—Feir instability, by contrast, refers
to the spectrum in the vicinity of the origin. Further numerical findings (see, for instance, [14])
suggested instability whenever the unperturbed wave is “resonant” with its infinitesimal pertur-
bations (see (6.1])). Recently, Deconinck and Oliveras [12] focused the attention to resonance and
numerically discovered “bubbles” of instability. Therefore there seems to exist a Stokes wave that is
spectrally unstable even though it is insusceptible to the Benjamin—Feir instability. To the best of
the authors’ knowledge, this has not been analytically studied. We remark, however, more recently,
Creedon, Deconinck, and Trichtchenko [I1] gave analytical and numerical evidence of instability for
almost all values of kh. The present purpose is to make rigorous spectral analysis, to elucidate the
numerical findings of [121[141[32] and others and, also, justify the formal argument of [I1] and, in the
process, to give a first proof of spectral instability of a Stokes wave of sufficiently small amplitude
away from the origin of the complex plane.

Gardner’s periodic Evans function [I5L[16] is a powerful tool for locating and tracking essential
spectrum for a wide variety of PDEs in one dimension, from viscous conservation laws [38/41] to the
generalized Kruamoto—Sivashinsky equations [2], to generalized Korteweg—de Vries equations [§],
and to the nonlinear Klein—-Gordon equations [24]. Recently, the second author and his collaborators
[23] devised a periodic Evans function methodology for discontinuous roll waves of the inviscid
Saint—Venant equations. Despite the success in one dimension, however, periodic Evans function
techniques have rarely been implemented in higher dimensions. Deng and Nii [13] introduced an
infinite-dimensional Evans function approach for elliptic eigenvalue problems in cylindrical domains,
but for stability and instability of solitary waves. Also it is highly nontrivial to construct an
unstable bundle, whose first Chern number equals to the number of eigenvalues, and evaluate
such a topological quantity. Oh and Sandstede [39] defined an approximate Evans function for
periodic traveling waves in cylindrical domains. Unfortunately, it is incapable of exactly locating
the spectrum. Here we develop a periodic Evans function approach for Stokes waves of sufficiently
small amplitude which discloses spectral information through explicit calculations. We pause to
remark that Haragus and Scheel [18] defined an Evans function for capillary-gravity solitary waves
and proved stability to finite wavelength perturbations for sufficiently small amplitude. To the best
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of the authors’ knowledge, however, a periodic Evans function has not been proposed for the water
wave problem.

We begin in Section [2] by “flattening” the free boundary and reformulating the water wave
problem as first order PDEs with respect to the x variable in Rx (0, 1) in the (x,y) plane (see (2.7)),
where z is in the direction of wave propagation, and y opposite to gravitational acceleration. There
are other ways to fix the free boundary, for instance, reformulating the problem in terms of quantities
at the fluid surface alone. The resulting equations become nonlocal (see, for instance, [536]),
however, and periodic Evans function techniques are inapplicable. Recently, the first author and her
collaborators (see, for instance, [7,20,21]) performed spectral perturbation analysis in the vicinity of
the origin of the complex plane for small values of the Floquet exponent, determining modulational
stability and instability for a class of nonlinear dispersive equations, permitting nonlocal operators.
It is highly nontrivial, however, to extend the argument to the spectrum away from the origin.

After working out in Section [3] the small amplitude asymptotics for periodic traveling waves (see
B3))), in Section [4.2] we formulate the spectral stability problem for a Stokes wave of sufficiently
small amplitude as first order ODEs with respect to the x variable in an infinite-dimensional function
space (see (4J])). In Section 3] we focus the attention to zero amplitude and verify that the
spectrum is the imaginary axis and parametrized by the Floquet exponent through the dispersion
relation (see (4I5))). Also, at each point of the imaginary axis, we define a finite dimensional
eigenspace (see Definition [.5]). In Section 4], we turn the attention to nonzero amplitude. We
take a center manifold reduction approach (see, for instance, [34]) to reduce the spectral stability
problem in an infinite-dimensional function space, to the finite dimensional eigenspace (see (424
and (4.25])), whereby we define Gardner’s periodic Evans function (see (£.26])). In Section 4.5 we
work out explicit formulae of the projection operator onto the eigenspace. This is among the most
technical parts of the proof.

We remark that for zero Floquet exponent, the linearized operator of the water wave problem
about a Stokes wave of sufficiently small amplitude, not necessarily zero amplitude, has four eigen-
values at the origin of the complex plane. Bridges and Mielke [6] examined whether the eigenvalues
enter the right half plane as the Floquet exponent increases, to determine modulational stability
and instability. (See also [5,36] for the infinite depth.) Unfortunately, one does not expect to be
able to exactly locate the spectrum away from the origin for nonzero amplitude. Our approach,
instead, takes advantage of that for zero amplitude, the spectrum is explicitly characterized through
the dispersion relation, and we examine how the spectrum varies as the amplitude increases.

In Section [l we determine the power series expansion of the periodic Evans function for the
spectrum in the vicinity of the origin of the complex plane, to give an alternative proof of the
Benjamin—Feir instability for kh > 1.3627827.... See Theorem [5.3] and Corollary [5.4l Following
along the same line of argument, one can show instability due to resonance of order two (see (6.1])),
provided that 0.86430--- < kh < 1.00804.... In Section [6] we take matters further and relate
the zeros of the periodic Evans function to those of a quadratic Weierstrass polynomial, to prove
spectral instability due to resonance of order two, provided that inds(kh) > 0 (see ([6.23]). See
Theorem [6.5l Calculating the monodromy matrix of the periodic Evans function involves extremely
long and tedious algebraic manipulations, for which we use Symbolic Math Toolbox in MATLAB.
The MATLAB scripts generated during the course of the project can be made available upon
request.

Numerical evaluation reveals that inds(kh) > 0 (see (6.23])) unless kh = 1.84940. ... Our result
agrees with that from a formal perturbation method (see, for instance, [11]) and explains numerical
findings (see [121[141[32] among others). Also our result analytically confirms “bubbles” of unstable
spectrum (see [11,[12] among others). Importantly our result analytically confirms Stokes waves
of sufficiently small amplitude that are spectrally unstable even though they are insusceptible to
the Benjamin—Feir instability. See Corollary Furthermore our result leads to the conjecture
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that all Stokes waves of sufficiently small amplitude are spectrally unstable. For the proof of the
conjecture, it remains to verify that inds(kh) > 0 for xh sufficiently small.

Our approach is robust and can accommodate the effects of infinite depth [47] surface tension [22],
constant vorticity [19], transversal perturbations, among many others. This is a subject of future
investigation. Also it can be useful for other PDEs in higher dimensions, for instance, the equations
in [13,39].

Acknowledgement. The authors are grateful to Massimiliano Berti and Benard Deconinck for
valuable discussions, and the anonymous referee for helpful suggestions.

2. THE WATER WAVE PROBLEM

The water wave problem, in the simplest form, concerns the wave motion at the free surface of
an incompressible inviscid fluid in two dimensions, lying below a body of air, acted on by gravity,
when the effects of surface tension are negligible. Although an incompressible fluid can have variable
density, we assume for simplicity that the density = 1. Suppose for definiteness that in Cartesian
coordinates, the wave propagation is in the x direction, and the gravitational acceleration in the
negative y direction. Suppose that the fluid at rest occupies the region {(x,y) € R? : 0 <y < h},
where h > 0 is the fluid depth. Let

y=nh+n(zt), zcR,

denote the fluid surface at time ¢, and y = 0 the rigid bed. Physically realistic is that h+n(x,t) > 0
for all € R. Throughout we assume an irrotational flow, whereby a velocity potential ¢(z,y,t)
satisfies

(2.1a) Gzz + Pyy =0 for 0 <y < h+n(x,t),
subject to the boundary condition

(2.1b) ¢y =0 at y = 0.

The kinematic and dynamic boundary conditions at the fluid surface,

Nt — g + nx(éx = ¢y

2.1
(21¢) ¢t—c¢x+%(¢§+¢5)+gn=0

at y = h—l—’l’}(l‘,t),

state that each fluid particle at the surface remains so for all time and that the pressure is constant
at the fluid surface, where ¢ # 0,€ R is the velocity of the wave, and g > 0 the constant of
gravitational acceleration. We assume that there is no motion in the air.

We begin by recasting (2.I]) in dimensionless variables. Rather than introducing new notation
for all the variables, we choose, wherever convenient, to write, for instance, x — x/h. This is to
be read “x is replaced by x/h”, so that hereafter the symbol x will mean a dimensionless variable.
With the understanding, let

x — x/h, y—y/h, t— ct/h,

(2:2) and N n/h, ¢+ ¢/(ch).

Correspondingly let

(2.3) = gh/c®
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denote the (dimensionless) inverse square of the Froude number. Inserting (2.2)) and (23] into (2.1])
we arrive at

Gzz + Pyy =0 for 0 <y < 1+ n(x,t),
¢y =0 at y =0,

¢t_¢x+%(¢;2(;+¢g2/)+/“7:0 at y =1+ n(z,1).

It is advantageous to formulate the spectral stability problem for ([2:4]) as first order ODEs with
respect to the x variable (see (4.2])). We introduce

(2.5) U= ¢g.

Notice that (24]) is a free boundary problem, of which 7 is part of the solution. We make the
change of variables

Y
2.6 SN
(2:6) YT T ()
transforming the fluid region {(z,y) € R? : 0 < y < 14n(z,t)} into R x (0, 1), whereby “fattening”
the free boundary. Clearly (2.6]) is well defined so long as 1 + n(x,t) > 0 for all x € R, particu-
larly, when 7 is small. Substituting (2.5]) and (2.6) into (2.4]) we use the chain rule and make a
straightforward calculation to arrive at

¢x—1yjzxn¢y—u:0 for 0 <y <1,
Up — 1yzwnuy—|— (1‘:77)2¢yy =0 for 0 <y <1,
(2.7) ¢y =0 at y =0,
m+(u—1)nx—ﬁ¢y:0 aty =1,
qbt—u—l—%(ﬁy %u2—m¢§+un:0 at y = 1.

There are other ways to fix the free boundary, for instance, reformulating the problem in terms
of quantities at the fluid surface alone. The resulting equations become nonlocal (see, for instance,
[5,36] ), however, for which the periodic Evans function and other ODE techniques are inapplicable.

3. STOKES WAVES OF SUFFICIENTLY SMALL AMPLITUDE

By a Stokes wave we mean a temporally stationary and spatially periodic solution of (2.7).
Therefore ¢, n and

YNz
3.1 U= Qg — ,
) 6o~ 125,
by the first equation of ([2.7)), satisfy
1
(3.2a) wy — fﬁwnuy + g atw =0 for 0 <y <1,

subject to the boundary conditions

(3.2b) ¢y =0 at y =0



and
1

2 )y — ——, = T
(32¢) (u—1)n 1_’_n¢y 0 at y
(3.2d) u—1u2—#¢2— =0 aty =1
where (B3.2d) follows from ([B3.2d) and

(u—=1)ng Ly 1 2
—_ - 7 — — — = =1
u 15 Py — U +2(1+n)2¢y pn=0 aty=1,

by the fifth equation of ([2.7]).

Stokes in his 1847 paper [42] (see also [43]) made significant contributions to waves of the kind,
for instance, successfully approximating the solution when the amplitude is small. The existence of
Stokes waves was rigorously established by Nekrasov [35] (see also [28]) and Levi-Civita [29] in the
infinite depth, Struik [44] in the finite depth, for small amplitude, and Krasovskii [26,27] and others
for large amplitude. It would be impossible to give a complete account here and we encourage the
interested reader to some excellent surveys [45]. We pause to remark that one can take a spatial
dynamics approach, proposed by Kirchgéssner [25] and further developed by others (see [17] and
references therein), to work out the existence for (8:2)) and (B1]), for instance, in

(¢, u,m) € C*(R; H?(0,1) x H'(0,1) x R) for any k > 0, € Z.

See, for instance, [34, Section 3] for some details.
We turn the attention to the small amplitude asymptotics of periodic solutions of ([3.2)) and (B.1]).
In what follows,
€ € R denotes the dimensionless amplitude parameter,

and suppose that
d(z,y;¢) =prae + ¢1(z,y)e + dare” + o (x,y)e” + dawe’ + d3(z,y)e” + O(e?),
(3.3) n(w;e) =m(x)e + na(x)e® + m3(x)e® + O(eh),
p(e) =po + pe + pae” + pse® + O(eh)

as e — 07 where (517(2517(527(2527(537(2537 cees MLy M2, M3y -« o5 HO5 A1, (42, (43, - . . aTe to be determined and7
hence,

u(a;, Y; E) = Ul(x, y)E + u2(‘r7 y)‘€2 + u;;(a:, y)‘€3 + 0(64)
as e — 0, where w1, us, us, . .. can be determined in terms of ¢1, ¢1, o, P2, d3, ¢3, ... and 91,12, 13, . . .
by BI). We assume that ¢1, da, ¢3,... and n1,12,73,... are T periodic functions of z, where

T = 2r/k and k > 0 is the wave number,

and @1, o, ¢3,... and g, i1, pho, i3, - .. are constants. We may assume that ¢q,¢o,¢s,... are
odd functions of x and 11,72,73,... are even functions. We shall choose ¢1, @2, ds, ..., so that
n1,7M2,M3, ... are each of mean zero over one periodﬁ. Notice that ([B:2]) does not involve ¢ but merely
its derivatives. We pause to remark that (3.3 converges for |e| sufficiently small, for instance, in
H*t2(R/TZ % (0,1)) x H¥T5/2(R/TZ) x R for any s > 1 [37]. Thus ¢(¢), (¢) and p(e) depend real
analytically on ¢.

*Alternatively, suppose that
¢z, y;¢) =¢1(z,y)e + d2(2,9)e” + da(z,y)e” + O(e"),
n(x;e) =0+ m(@)e +1n2(2)e” +ns(z)e” + O(e")

as € — 0, and one may choose 77 so that ¢1, @2, ¢3,... are each of mean zero over one period with respect to the x
variable [3]. See also [19]. Here we prefer (8.3) because the dimensionless fluid depth = 1.
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Substituting (B.3) into (3.2) and B.I]), at the order of €, we gather

Plyg + D1,y =0 for 0 <y <1,

¢1, =0 at y =0,
(3.4) Y

Mg + ¢1, =0 at y =1,

¢1+ b1, — pom =0 at y = 1.

Recall that ¢1 and n; are 2m/k periodic functions of x, k > 0, ¢; is an odd function of z, 11 is an
even function and of mean zero, and ¢; and pg are constants. We solve ([8.4]) by means of separation
of variables, for instance, to obtain

(3.5) $1 =0, ¢1(x,y) = sin(kx) cosh(ky), m (z) = sinh(k) cos(kx),
and
(3.6) o = K coth(k).

The result agrees, for instance, with [3 (11)-(12)], after suitably redefining . We remark that (3.6])
or, equivalently,

gtanh(kh)
o=\ ——>
K
by ([2:2) and (23]), makes the dispersion relation of Stokes waves. Notice that y is a monotonically
increasing function of k, and pg > 1 if kK > 0. A solitary wave is found in the limit as k — 0 and,
hence, pg — 1.
We proceed likewise, substituting (3.3]) into (3.2)) and (3.1I), and solving at higher orders of ¢, to

successively obtain ¢o, o, d3, 3, ..., N2,M3, ..., and i1, fia, 13, . . . . The result is in Appendix [Al

4. THE SPECTRAL STABILITY PROBLEM

Let ¢(¢), u(e), n(e) and u(e), for ¢ € R and || < 1, denote a Stokes wave of sufficiently small
amplitude, whose existence follows from the previous section, and &3], (3], 0], (A.2), (A.3])
hold true for |¢| sufficiently small. We are interested in its spectral stability and instability.

4.1. The linearized problem. Linearizing (2.7]) about ¢(¢), u(¢), n(¢) and evaluating the result
at p = p(e) we arrive at

i:;li 11?752) by — ffyéz)nx s (nx%(l()&;;n —u=0 for 0 <y <1,
e P e (e TRt e =0 o<yl
et () = D+ () s+ Ay =0 aty=1
¢ —u+ ((u1—+17)7<?z))(5) z + (ffz)((;))u +u(e)u+pe)n =0 at y = 1,
¢y =0 at y =0,

where the fourth equation of (4.1]) follows from the linearization of the fifth equation of (2.7)) and
BZd). Seeking a solution of (41 of the form

P(x,y,t) oz, y)
u(z,yt) | =M [uz,y) |, AeC,
n(z,t) n(z)



we arrive at

Y. (€) Yoy (e) y(nudy) ()

(4.2a) ¢x_1—|—77(€) y—1+n(€)nx+(1+n(€))2n—u:0 for0<y<1,
. Ya(€) uy - yuy(e)
1 4(e) 1+n(e) ™

N B (A6 2ul0) ), ort syt

T+n@P™ @ rnE)? ~ T+ae)/)”

Pyle) _

(4.2c) A1+ (u(e) = e + s (e)u — ) by + T O 0 aty =1
and

wle) — Du y(€)
(12d) Ag+(u(e) — Du + (1 +n(e))? by g1

6le) by
) TG T T ap) =
(4.2¢) ¢y =0 at y =0,

where (4.2d)) follows from (£2d) and

(w=1dy)(e) . (Gy7e)(e)

Ap—ut 1+ n(e) T 14 ()

utu(e)u+pulEn=0 aty=1,

by the fourth equation of (£I). Roughly speaking, A € C is in the spectrum if (£2]) admits
a nontrivial bounded solution in some function space, and a Stokes wave of sufficiently small
amplitude is spectrally stable if the spectrum does not intersect the right half plane of C for e € R
and |e| < 1. We make these precise in Section

Notice that (£.2d]) is not autonomous in z. Thus we introduce

_ | by(,1:9) Oy(s 1) Gy 1322\
(4.3) V= — ()\(25 + (u(-, 1;8) — Du + GZ_W%) (N(e) - A 1y+ o) _ (1y+ 77(6))3> )

so that (4.2d) becomes
(4.4) n—v=0 aty=1

Clearly (@3] is well defined for € € R and |¢| < 1, provided that |Re A| is bounded. Conversely

qb ('71;5) ¢ ('71;5)2 ¢ ('71;5) . -
9 = (w0 P - EER) e Tpn) ()

is well defined for € € R and |¢| < 1.
We proceed to rewrite (42al)-(@.2d) for ¢, v and 1. We begin by replacing w in (42al) by the
right side of (A5)), and u(-,1) in (£2d) by the right side of (4.3]), evaluated at y = 1. We replace

uy in (4.2D) by

Gl Lie) (s 1ie)? >Uy +Ady +

¢y('71;€) . -1
e R ETe): som) (1 ut.156) ™
8
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by (&5, and likewise u, in (4.2D]) by
¢y(’7 135) ¢y('7 1;5)2 . -

e :<<N(€) A n(e)  (1+ 77(6))3) (1= u(; L)) l)xv
¢y(’, 135) ¢y('7 135)2 . -
(1@ AT~ Woaap) (1)

+ )\((1 —u(-1; E))_l)xqﬁ + )\(1 —u(-1; E))_l(ﬁx

¢y (5 1;€) ¢y (- 1;€)

1 -1 Gy(a1iE)
+ (W(l—u(7l,5)) >m¢y+ (1+7](E))2 (1 (,1,6)) ¢:cy-

Also we rewrite ¢, in (1) in terms of ¢, v and 1 using ({2a)) and [@H) and, likewise, ¢, in @7
in terms of ¢, v and n by differentiating (£2al) with respect to the y variable and using (Z.6]).

(4.7)

¢

4.2. Spectral stability and instability. Let u = (v , and we write (4.2) as
n

(4.8) u; = L(A\)u+ B(z; A e)u,

where A € C and e € R and |¢] < 1,
L(\):dom(L)CY —-Y and B(x;)\¢e):Rxdom(L) CRxY =Y,

AQ + pov
(4.9) LNu= | —pg ' (dyy + A6 + podv) |,
[An — ¢y]y:1
(4.10) Y = H'Y(0,1) x L*(0,1) x C
and
(4.11) dom(L) = {u € H*(0,1) x H'(0,1) x C: n—wv(1) = 0, ¢,(0) = 0}.

Notice that L()) is the leading part of (£.2al)-([4.2d), by (3.3), 3.0, ([43), (46), (£7), and B(z; A, €)
is a linear operator. Notice that if u € dom(L) then (£4]) and ([@2€) hold true. Also B(z;\,0) = 0.

Therefore when ¢ = 0, ([A8)) becomes u, = L(A)u. We remark that L(\) and B(z;\,e) depend
analytically on A\, and B(xz; \,e) depends analytically on e. Although ¢(¢) is not periodic in the z
variable (see the first equation of (33)), (£2) involves merely its derivatives, whence B(z; A, ¢) is
T(= 27 /k) periodic in z. Also B(z; ), €) is smooth in z. Our proofs do not involve all the details
of B(x; A, ), whence we do not include the formula here. Clearly dom(L) is dense in Y.
Let
L(\e) :dom(L) C X — X,

where

(4.12) LA e)u=u, — (LA + B(z; )\, ¢))u,

(4.13) X =L R;Y) and dom(£)=H'(R;Y)()L*(R;dom(L))
is dense in X, so that (4.8) becomes

(4.14) LA e)u=0.

We regard L(¢) as L(\, e), parametrized by A\ € C.

Definition 4.1 (The spectrum of L(g)). For ¢ € R and |¢] < 1,

spec(L(e)) ={A € C: L(\e) : dom(L) C X — X is not invertible}.
9



We pause to remark that £(\, ) makes sense provided that |e| < 1.

Definition 4.2 (Spectral stability and instability). A Stokes wave of sufficiently small amplitude
is said to be spectrally stable if

spec(L(e)) C{A € C:ReX <0}
for e € R and |e| < 1, and spectrally unstable otherwise.

Since B(z; A\, ¢) and, hence, L(\, ) are T'(= 2m/k) periodic in x, by Floquet theory, the point
spectrum of L(¢) is empty. Moreover A is in the essential spectrum of L(¢) if and only if (L8]
admits a nontrivial solution u € L>®(R;Y") satisfying

u(z +7T) = e*u(z) for some k € R, the Floquet exponent.

See, for instance, [15,39] for details.
In what follows, the asterisk means complex conjugation.

Lemma 4.3 (Symmetries of the spectrum). If A € spec(L(e)) then \*, —\ € spec(L(¢)) and, hence,
—\* € spec(L(€)). In other words, spec(L(€)) is symmetric about the real and imaginary azes.

Remark. A Stokes wave of sufficiently small amplitude is spectrally stable if and only if spec(L(¢)) C
iR for e € R and |¢| < 1.

The proof of Lemma (3] is in Appendix [Bl The symmetries of the spectrum also follow from
that the water wave problem (see (2.4])) is Hamiltonian [4§].

In Section [4.3] we focus the attention on ¢ = 0 and define the eigenspace of L()\) : dom(L) C
Y — Y associated with its finitely many and purely imaginary eigenvalues. In Section 4] we turn
to € # 0 and take a center manifold reduction approach (see [34], among others) to reduce (4.8])
to finite dimensions (see (£.24])), whereby we introduce Gardner’s periodic Evans function (see, for
instance, [15]). In Section [ and Section [6] we make the power series expansion of the periodic
Evans function to locate and track the spectrum of L(¢) for ¢ € R and |e| < 1.

4.3. The spectrum of £(0). The reduced space. When € = 0, A € spec(£(0)) if and only if
iku = L(A)u, where L(\):dom(L)CY =Y

is in (49), (£I0), (£11), admits a nontrivial solution for some k£ € R. In other words, ik is an
eigenvalue of L(\). We pause to remark that L(\) has compact resolvent, so that the spectrum
consists of discrete eigenvalues with finite multiplicities. A straightforward calculation reveals that

(4.15) A=io, where c€R and (0 —k)? = uoktanh(k).

Therefore spec(£(0)) = iR, implying that the Stokes wave of zero amplitude is spectrally stable.
Let

(4.16) o1 (k) = k £ v/ pok tanh(k), where k€ R.

The left panel of Figure [1l shows the graphs of o for ug = 2. Let

oc = o04(ke), such that d;—]:(kc) = 0.

In other words, o. is a (unique) critical value of 0. By symmetry, —o. = o_(—k.) is a critical
value of o_. Below it suffices to take o > 0. Notice that:

(i) When o = 0, o4 (k) = 0 has one simple zero at k¥ = 0, and one negative simple zero at
k = —k, by (34), and o_(k) = 0 has one simple zero at k = 0 and one positive simple zero
at k = k;
(i) When 0 < 0 < 0., 04+(k) = o has three simple zeros, two negative and one positive, and
o_(k) = o has one positive simple zero;
10
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FIGURE 1. Left: The graphs of o4 (k) (blue) and o_(k) (black) for ug = 2. Middle:
When 0 < 0 < o, 04(k) = o have four zeros k;j(c), j = 1,2,3,4. Right: When
o > 0., 0+(k) = o have two zeros k;(o), j = 2,4.

(iii) When o = o, 04 (k) = 0. has one negative double zero at k = k. and one positive simple
zero, and o_ (k) = o, has one positive simple zero;

(iv) When ¢ > o, 04(k) = o has one positive simple zero, and o_(k) = ¢ has one positive
simple zero.

Let ka(o) > 0 denote the simple zero of o_(k) = o(> 0), and let k(o) > 0 be the simple zero of
o4 (k) =0o(>0), and k4(0) = 0. When 0 < 0 < 0, let k1(0) < k3(0) < 0 be the other two zeros of
o4 (k) = 0. See the middle and right panels of Figure [Il Therefore:
(i) When 0 =0, k;(0) = (—1)7&, j = 1,2, and k;(0) =0, j = 3,4;
(i) When 0 < 0 < 0¢, 0_(k2) =04 (kj) =0, 5 =1,3,4, and k1 < k3 <0 < kg < ky;
(ili) When o = o, kj(o.) = ke, j = 1,3, and 0_(k2) = 04 (k1) = 0¢, k1 = k3 < 0 < kg < ky;
(iv) When o > 0., 0_(k2) = 04 (k4) = 0 and 0 < ky < ko.

Lemma 4.4 (Spectrum of L(ic)). When o = 0, ik;(0) = (—1)ix, j = 1,2, are simple eigenvalues
of L(0) : dom(L) CY =Y, and
(4.17)
o cosh(l;(0)y)
ker(L(0) — ik;(0)1) = ker((L(0) — ikj(0)1)2) =span{@;(0)}, ¢;(0) = [ ik; 5(0) cosh( (0

)y) |
z'k: ;(0) cosh(k;(0))

where 1 denotes the identity operator. Also ik;j(0) = 0, j = 3,4, is an eigenvalue of L(0) with
algebraic multiplicity 2 and geometric multiplicity 1, and

ker(L(0)?) = ker(L(0)®) = span{¢3(0), ¢4(0)},

where
0 Ho
(4.18) ¢3(0) =11 and ¢,0)=10
1 0

When 0 < 0 < o, ikj(0), j =1,2,3,4, are simple eigenvalues of L(io), and
(4.19)
pio cosh(k; (o)y)
Ker(L(io)—ik; (o)1) = ker((L(io)—ik; (0)1)%) = span{;(0)}, ;o) = | i(ky(0) — o) coshk; (o))
i(kj(o) — o) cosh(k;(o))

When o > o., ikj(0), j = 2,4, are simple eigenvalues of L(ic), and ([EI9) holds true.
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When o = o, tkj(oc), j = 2,4, are simple eigenvalues of L(io.), and I9)) holds true. Also ik,
s an eigenvalue with algebraic multiplicity 2 and geometric multiplicity 1, and

ker((L(io,) — ike1)?) = ker((L(io.) — ike1)?) = span{e, (0.), ¢3(0c)},

where
o cosh(k.y) —ippy sinh(k.y)
(4.20) ¢, (0.) = [ i(ke — oc) cosh(key) and ¢s(o.) = | cosh(key) + (ke — o)y sinh(k.y)
i(k. — o¢) cosh(k.) cosh(k.) + (k. — o) sinh(k.)

The proof is in Appendix [Cl

Definition 4.5 (Eigenspace and projection). Let ¢ > 0, and Y (o) denote the (generalized)
eigenspace of L(io) : dom(L) C Y — Y associated with its finitely many and purely imaginary
eigenvalues. Let
II(o) : dom(L) CY — Y (o)
be the projection of dom(L) onto Y (o), which commutes with L(io).
Lemma [£.4] says that:

(i) When o =0, Y(0) = span{¢;(0) : j = 1,2,3,4}, where ¢;(0) is in (£I7) and (ZIS));
(ii) When 0 < o < 0, Y(0) = span{¢;(0) : j = 1,2,3,4}, where ¢,(0) is in (£I9);
(iii) When o = o, Y (0.) = span{¢;(o.) : j = 1,2,3,4}, where ¢,(0.) is in [@I9) and @20);
(iv) When o > o, Y (o) = span{¢;(0) : j = 2,4}, where ¢;(0) is in ([LI9).
The formulae of II(o) are in Section
By symmetry, ik;(c) = —ik;(—0), whereby Lemma [£.4] and Definition extend to o < 0.

4.4. Reduction of the spectral problem. The periodic Evans function. We turn the atten-
tion to |e| # 0, < 1. Let
A=1i0+0, where c€R, 6€C and |0 <1,
and we rewrite (48] as
(4.21) wu, = L(io)u+ (L(ioc + J) — L(io))u + B(z;i0 + d,e)u(x) =: L(ic)u + B(x; 0,4, ¢)u(z),
where L(io) : dom(L) C Y — Y is in (@9)), (410, (@II]), and
B(z;0,0,e) :Rxdom(L) CRxY — Y.

Notice that B(x; 0,4, ¢) is smooth and T'(= 27 /k) periodic in z, and it depends analytically on o, §
and €. Also B(z;0,0,0) = 0. Our proofs do not involve all the details of B(x; 0,4, ¢), and rather its
leading order terms as §, — 0, whence we do not include the formula here. But see, for instance,

1), 6.8) and Appendix Dl
For u(x) € dom(L), z € R, let
v(z) =II(c)u(z) and w(z)=(1-1II(0))u(z),
where 1 denotes the identity operator, and (4.2I]) becomes
v, =L(io)v + II(0)B(z; 0,0, ) (v(z) + w(x)),
(422) w, —L(io)w + (1 — T(0))B(x: 0, 6,)(v(z) + w(x)).

Recall from the previous subsection that

Y(O’ - Span{¢j(0) j = 1727374} if |J| < Oc
B span{¢; (o) : j = 2,4} if |o| > o,
12



where ¢;(c) is in Lemma .4} particularly, Y () is finite dimensional. We appeal to, for instance,
[34, Theorem 1], and for ¢ € R, § € C and |§| < 1, for ¢ € R and |¢| < 1, there exists

(4.23) w(z,v(x);0,0,e) : Rx Y(0) — dom(L)
such that v + w makes a bounded solution of (£.2]]) and, hence, ([4.8]), provided that
(4.24) vy = L(io)v + II(0)B(z; 0, d,¢) (v(z) + w(z,v(z);0,0,¢)).

Therefore we turn (£21)), for which u(z) € dom(L), x € R, and dim(dom(L)) = oo, into (£24]), for
which v(z) € Y (o) and dim(Y (o)) < oo.
For v(z) € Y(0), z € R, let

V(w)zzaj(w)qﬁj(a) and  a(z) = (a;j()),

and we may further rewrite (4.24]) as
(4.25) a; = A(z;0,0,¢)a,

where A(z;0,0,¢) is a square matrix of order 4 if |o| < 0., and order 2 if |o] > o.. Notice that
A(z;0,0,¢) is smooth and T'(= 27 /k) periodic in x, and it depends analytically on o, § and . Our
proofs do not involve all the details of A(z;0,0,¢) and, rather, its leading order terms as d,e — 0,

whence we do not include the formula here. But see, for instance, (5.9), (5.10) and (610)), (6.1T).
By Floquet theory, if a is a bounded solution of (£25]) then, necessarily,

a(z +T) =e*a(x) for some k € R, where T =27/k

is the period of the periodic wave.
Following [I5l[16] and others we take a periodic Evans function approach.

Definition 4.6 (The periodic Evans function). For A =ioc+0,0 € R, € Cand |0] < 1, fore € R
and |e| < 1, let X(x;0,,¢) denote the fundamental matrix of (£25]) such that X(0;0,4d,¢) =1,
where I is the identity matrix. Let X(T'; 0,0, ) be the monodromy matriz for ([I25]), and for k € R,

(4.26) AN k;e) = det(e*TT — X(T;0,8,¢))

the periodic Evans function, where T'= 2w /k is the period of the Stokes wave of sufficiently small
amplitude.

Since A(x;0,d,¢) depends analytically on o, § and € for any x € R, so do X(T;0,6,¢) and, hence,
A(\, k; ) depends analytically on A, k and €, where A = io + § and k € R. By Floquet theory and,
for instance, [34, Theorem 1], for ¢ € R and |¢| < 1, A € spec(L(¢)) if and only if

A(M\ k;e) =0 for some k € R.
See, for instance, [I5] for more details.
Remark. A Stokes wave of sufficiently small amplitude is spectrally stable if and only if
spec(L(e)) ={A e C: A\ k;e) =0 for some k € R} C iR
for e € R and |¢| < 1.

In what follows, we identify spec(L(¢)) with the zeros of the periodic Evans function.

One should not expect to be able to evaluate the periodic Evans function except for few cases,
for instance, completely integrable PDEs. When ¢ € R and |¢| < 1, on the other hand, we shall
use the result of Section Bl and determine (4.20]).
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4.5. Computation of II(c). We begin by constructing the adjoint of L(\) : dom(L) C Y — Y.

®1 b2
For uy := [ v1 | ,ug := [ v9 | €Y, we define the inner product as
m 2
1 1
(4.27) (nue) = [ (0165 + 01,000 dy+ [ ovvs dy
0 0

where the asterisk means complex conjugation. For u; € dom(L) C Y and ug € Y,

Ad1 + pove b2
(L(Mui,u2) = < — 115 (D14 + X201+ poAvr) |, | v2 >
A — ¢1,(1) 2

1
:/0 (01(N"P2)" + @1, (A" 2,)" + pov195 — pov1¢2y,) dy
1
[ oy = g N en)” o (37 0)) dy
+ pomi b2 (1) — pov1(0)dors(0) + Amums — 1, (1) (g w2 (1) + m2)*
1
= [ 61300+ 61,000, = 00 X))
1
+ /0 (v1(pod2 — poP2yy)" + v1(N 02)") dy + Amins + poni g2, (1)
o1 N + pg ' va 1
=< vr |, | HoP2 — HoP2y, — ATU2 > —/ po o1 (1+ N2)us dy
m Ho®2,(1) + A*n2 0

1 N g + p1g v b1 bp
= < vt | | Hod2 — pod2yy — ATU2 > + < vt |, | vp > =: (ug, L(\)Tuy),
m pop2,(1) + A*n2 m Mp

where L(\) denotes the adjoint of L(\). Here the first equality uses (@39)), and the second equality
uses (£27) and follows after integration by parts because if u; € dom(L) then 7; = vi(1) and
$1,(0) =0 (see (@.II)). The third equality follows provided that

(4.28) v2(1) + pon2 =0 and  ¢2,(0) =0,

so that the inner product is continuous with respect to ¢, € H'(0,1) and v; € L?(0,1) (see (EI0)),
and the fourth equality uses (£27)). The fifth equality follows provided that

1 ¢1 ¢p
—/ 1o 1 (1+ APy dy = < v |, | v >
0 m Mp
1

1
— [+ on00) dy+ [ iy ay

1
= [ 0100 = 0, dy+n(1)650) = 91(0)0,500).
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where the last equality assumes that v, = 0 and 7, = 0, because the left side does not depend on
vy or 71, and it follows after integration by parts. This works provided that

Dpy,y — Op = ot (1+ M)y for 0 <y < 1,
(4.29) b, (1) = 0
¢py(0) =
To recapitulate,
L) :dom(LH) cY —» Y,
where .
Ao+ py v+ op
LN = [ p0¢ — podyy — Ao | ,
fody (1) + A*n

1+ XM cosh(y) 14 A2 /y ) NN
- sinh(y — ¢ )v dy’,
1o S (D) ! (v —y)vly) dy

(4.30) op(y) = — (/01 cosh(1 — y)v(y) dy> (

and
dom(L") = {u € H*(0,1) x H*(0,1) x C: v(1) + pon = 0, ¢,,(0) = 0}.
Indeed we solve (£.29]), for instance, by the method of variation of parameters and evaluate the
result at vo = v, to obtain (@30). If u € dom (L") then @28)) holds true. Clearly dom(L') is dense
inY.
The spectrum of L(io)! : dom(L) € ¥ — Y consists of discrete eigenvalues with finite multi-
plicities, say, v € C and a straightforward calculation reveals that

(0 —i7)* = po(iv) tanh(iv).
Therefore v = —ik, where ik is an eigenvalue of L(io) : dom(L) C Y — Y. Compare (£I5]). Also
the corresponding eigenfunction is

(- o?)(y +io) (1)cosh(y) v —io

ng(2+1) soh(D) T ez W
?i(y) :
—5v(1)
where v satisfies
io)” ! cos
v(y) = (—(7:70)11(1) + (¥ + 1)/0 cosh(1 — y)v(y) dy> Sinﬁ((i/))

—(¥*+1) /0 ' sinh(y — o' )u(y’) dy'.

When o = 0, we infer from Lemma 4 that —ik;(0) = i(—1)7T1k, j = 1,2, are simple eigenvalues
of L(0)' : dom(L') C Y — Y, and a straightforward calculation reveals that the corresponding
eigenfunctions are

ik; (0)p; cosh(y)
T 1y (coshOhs (O) S = o cosh(h 0)))
(4.31) Y ,;(0) = p]pcosh( ( ! 7
o cosh(k;(0))
where
(4.32) p;=— icosh(k;(0))

cosh(k:j(O)) s1nhlg 7(0)) — posinh(k;(0))’



so that (¢;(0),%,/(0)) = d;;, 4,5' = 1,2, where ¢;(0), j = 1,2, are in (&IT).
Also, when o = 0, —ik;(0) = 0, j = 3,4, is an eigenvalue of L(0)" with algebraic multiplicity 2
and geometric multiplicity 1, by Lemma [£.4] and the corresponding eigenfunctions are

b L (il
00— —.
(4.33) ¥a0) = | po T | and 9,(0) = (o = Do X - sinh(1) 7|
o1 0

whence (¢;(0),%,/(0)) = d;5, j,j' = 3,4, where ¢;(0), j = 3,4, are in (&IS)). Notice that
<¢](0)7¢]’(0)> :5jj’7 jaj/ =1,2,3,4.

Therefore

(4.34) IL(0)u = (u,,(0))91(0) + (u,15(0))P2(0) + (u,93(0))#3(0) + (u,14(0)) 4 (0).

Clearly II(0) commutes with L(0).

Remark. The first entry of (£31]) appears to be not defined when x = 1. On the other hand, recall
(B6) and a straightforward calculation leads to that

cosh(y) cosh(y) cosh(k)
. sh(k) Smh(1) o (k) cosh(ky) . cosh(k) Smh(1) Ksinh(m) cosh(ky)
K—1 1—& K—1 1—k
:sciiishh((ll))Q (sinh(1) cosh(y) — cosh(1) cosh(y) + y sinh(1) sinh(y))

is well defined. Therefore we may define 1;(0) = liin1 ¥;(0), j = 1,2, when x = 1, and verify that
K—>
<¢j( )/libj( )> ]j?jj/:1727374'

When o > 0., we infer from Lemma .4l that —ik;(0), j = 2,4, are simple eigenvalues of L(io)T,
and a straightforward calculation reveals that the corresponding eigenfunctions are

p1,; cosh(y) + pa j cosh(k;(0)y)
o2 5(0) 2 1) o o))

(4.35) () = k() 0 7
sz’J (ky(0)” = 1) cosh(k;(0))
ki(o) + o
where
pLi = 2cosh(k;(o N(e? — 1)(kj(o) — o)?
(4.36) 7 pgsinh(1)(kj(0)? = 1)(kj(o )Smh( kj(0)) + o sinh(2k;(0)) + 2k;j(0)o — 2k;(0)?)’

o (cr)2 — 202
P25 = s (o) — 1) (ks (o) sinh(2h; (o)) + o Sh(2k; (0)) + 2K5 (9)0 — 2Ky (2)2)

so that (¢;(0),¥;(0)) = d;5, 4,5 = 2,4, where ¢;(0), j = 2,4, are in ([EI9). Therefore
(4.37) I(o)u = (u,%5(0))P2(0) + (u,24(0)) Py (o).

When 0 < 0 < 0., we proceed likewise to define II(c). We do not include the formulae here.
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5. THE BENJAMIN—FEIR INSTABILITY

Recall the notation of the previous section. When o, = 0 and € = 0, (£24]) becomes v, = L(0)v,
and Lemma [4.4] says that

(5.1) L(0)$;(0) = ik; (0)$;(0),  k;(0) = (—1)r, j=1,2,
and
(5.2) L(0)¢3(0) = ¢4(0),  L(0)¢4(0) =0

where ¢;(0), j = 1,2,3,4, are in (AIT) and (£I8). Therefore the monodromy matrix (see Defini-
tion [4.6]) becomes

eI 0 0 0 10 0 0

' 1 0o T 0 0] |01 0 0
X(T30,0,0) = 0 o 1 0ol o0 1 0]
0 0o T 1 00T 1

where T' = 27 /k is the period of the wave. Correspondingly the periodic Evans function (see (4.26]))
becomes
A(0,Kk;0) =0 forall K € Z.

We shall examine the zeros of A(\, k;e) for (A, k,e) in the vicinity of (0, Kx,0), K € Z, whereby
reproducing the celebrate Benjamin—Feir instability for a Stokes wave of sufficiently small amplitude
[6] (see also [3L/46]). Since A(\, k;e) depends analytically on A, k and ¢, let

AeCand N <1, k=Krk+vy, K€Z,vyeRand |y <1, e€Rand|e] K1,
and let
(5.3) AN Kk +v;e) = i dbmm) \eymen
£,;m,n=0
for ||, v], |e| < 1. Our effort goes into determining d“™™ ¢, m,n =0,1,2,....
5.1. Expansion of the monodromy matrix. Throughout the subsection, o = 0. Let
(Vi va vs Vi) (:6,6) = (61(0) 2(0) b5(0) $4(0)) X(2:0,5,¢)

denote a fundamental matrix of [@.25), where ¢;(0), j = 1,2,3,4, are in (£I7) and ([@.IS]), and
X (z;0,0,¢) in Definition .6l We write

(5.4) w(@:6,€) 24:( f: aj " (x)0™me ">¢]()

for |0],|e] < 1, where agg’n)(x), 4,k =1,2,3,4 and m,n = 0,1,2,... are to be determined. We
pause to remark that X(z;0,d,¢) depends analytically on ¢ and ¢ for any = € [0,7], for § € C and
|0| < 1 for € € R and |e| < 1, whence the series (5.4]) converges for any = € [0,7T]. Let

™" (z) = (aly™ (2)) 4=1....4
and we may assume that
(5.5) a®0(0) =1 and a™™(0)=0 form+n>1.
Our task is to evaluate a™™(T), m,n =0,1,2,.... We write [@23) as
(5.6) w(z,vi(x);0,0,¢) Z w(mn (z;0)5me™

m+4n=1
17



for 9], || < 1, where W,(c )(:17 0)=0,k=1,2,3,4, and W,(gmn)(x 0),k=1,2,3,4and m+n > 1,
are to be determlned Recall (4.21)) and we write
[ee]
(5.7) B(z;0,0,¢) = »  BU™(z;0)5me"
m+n=1

for 0], |e| < 1, where B(%:9)(z;0) = 0, and B (z;0), 1 < m+n < 2, are in Appendix [Dl Notice
that B(™9 (z:0), m > 1, do not involve z.

Inserting (5.4)), (5.6]) and (5.7]) into the former equation of (£22]) we recall Lemma [£.4] or, equiv-
alently, (5.I) and (5.2)), and make a straightforward calculation to obtain

e”™ 0 0 0

0.0)(y _ 0 €* 0 0
0 0O =z 1

and for m +n > 1 we arrive at

4
(5:9) 3 (22a5),(0) = —inal 1 (0) + inal™ 2(0) + a6, (0) + THO)F" " (5:0),

Jj=1

where II(0) is in (£34) and

(5.10) £ (2500 = Y B (50) (wim T (250) —|—Za(m =) g (0)).
o<m/<m
o<n’'<n
Inserting (5.4)), (5.6) and (5.7) into the latter equation of ([£22]), at the order of §™e™, m+n > 1,
¢
let w (m n) (z;0) = [ v |, by abuse of notation, and we arrive at
n
Guz + byy = (1 = TLO)E™™ (250))1, + po((1 — TLO)E™™ (2;0))2 for 0 <y < 1,
v = 15 e — iy (1 = TL(O))E™™ (250)); for 0 <y <1,
G0 = gy + (1= THO)E™ (50)) aty=1,
n=uv at y =1,
¢y =0 at y = 0.

Notice that since B(%:9(z;0) = 0, the right side of (5.10) does not involve wlim’n) (z;0), and it is
made up of lower order terms. Also notice that the fourth and fifth equations of (5.I1]) ensure that
w,(gm’") (2;0) € dom(L) (see (@I1))). Recall (dI7), (£18) and @.31]), @32), [@33). We use the result
of Appendix [Dl and solve the first and the last equations of (5.I1J), for instance, by the method of
undetermined coefficients, subject to that w,gm’n) (z;0) € (1-I1(0))Y, so that H(O)w,(cm’n) (z;0) =0,
to determine ¢, and we determine u and 7 by the second and fourth equations of (5.11]). The result
is in Appendix [El

Lemma 5.1. We have agi’n)(x) =0 forj=1,2,3,4 for allmn > 1

Proof. Recall (4.2) and (43), and B(z;0,0,¢)¢,(0) = 0 for 0 = § = 0 (see (E21])), whence
B0 (2:0)¢,4(0) = 0 for all n > 1, by (5.7). When n = 1, (5.10) leads to

£ (:0) = BO(;0)4(0) = 0,
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by (5:6) and (5.8]), and we solve (5.9) and (5.5 to obtain aﬁ’ )( )=10,1<
solve (5.11)) to obtain wflo’l)

fio’n) (x;0) =0 for all n > 1.

Corollary 5.2. Fore € R and |e| < 1, A(0, Kk;¢e) =0, K € Z.

Proof. Notice that A(0, Kk;e) = det(I — X(7';0,0,¢)), and Lemma [5.1] and (5.5) assert that the

fourth column of I — X(7;0,0,¢) vanishes.

For m+n

d

(5.12) —

where A(0) collects the coefficients of a(?’n) on the right side, %,(0), j
(£32) and ([@.33)), and (, ) in (@.27)). Recall from Section [d.3lthat (¢,(0),

> 1 we rearrange (5.9) as

)
a2k ™
)
)

)
Aok :
)
)

(m,n

Ay

(m,n

(mn

a3y,
(m n

+F;

(m;n)

(z;0),

We write the solution of (5.12)) and (&3] symbolically as

ai(gmm) (z) = eA(O)x/ e
0

Recalling the result of Appendix[Dland Appendix [E]l we make a straightforward calculation to show

A(0)a’ F;(fm’n) (

(z;0) = 0. The assertion then follows by the mductlon on n because

(™) (2;.0), 4p, (0
(™) (2;.0), 4b5 (0
(™) (2;.0), 4b5(0
(™) (2;.0),4b4(0
=1,2,3,4, are in (£31),

2';0) da’

o o O

that:
4 3
T 0 0 0
pos(s* — po + 1)
Amed
(1,0) ! pos(s? — po + 1) ’ !
(5.13) al (T = . . de(jio + 1) ,
103(1 — po)
4m(s% +1) 4r(s? + 1) Ar*(s* +1)  2n
to(po — 1)s po(po —1)s  pgs* (1 —po) &
(5.14)
9 2
0 0 M
9"y Tl
0 0 723
a®)(T) = ot 1
0 0 0
4me®t (g — 4c?)(c? — 1)i _4#62“(,% —4c*)(c? —1)i 27Tc(,u(2) + po+ 1)
(e —1)(po — 1) (et —1)(po — 1) po(po — 1)
and
EA D D
2,0 (1,1) (1,1) (1,1)
0 * 0
(5.15)  a®N(T) = | 5o (@ 1(12 0)) eo | atm =%, M 14
asy a3 * A3y 31 * % 0
* * * aﬁ’o) * * * *

< 4. We in turn

(0 )>—5M,J—1234




where

220 _ 8m2ch n 2t (et + 4pdc® — 3p3 — 2poc?)i
g — )2 (e~ 1) 3o — 23 (c2 — 1) ’
(5.16) 420 Am(s? +1)(s? — 3pos? — 2p0 + pd + 1)
. 31 — Y

tos(po — 1)%(s* — po + 1)
2.0) 2me(c + s) 420 _ 212 (52 4 1)

431 o+ es 4 2 — poc2 — poes — 17 44 _m
and

aﬁ’” _ 271'(62—1— 2¢3) ’ a&’l) _ 2m(s2 4 1) ’
(5.17) (ko = &)igio 1) A

S0 2mi(4ct + 4sc® — 5c? — 3sc + 1)(—2c*pud — Act g + 2¢* + 3P pd + 2% o — ,u%)'
31 c(pp — 1)2(—c2 + pp)(—4c® — 4sc? + 3¢ + s)

Here and elsewhere we employ the notation

s =sinh(k) and ¢ = cosh(k)
wherever it is convenient to do so. Our proof does not involve other entries of a9 (T) and a(%1)(T),

whence we do not include the formulae here. We emphasize that a%o) in (5I5) is the complex

conjugate of aﬁ’o). Additionally we calculate that
(5.18)
a§01’2) (T) = —ipom(24s% — 21 pugs® — 20p0s* — 81108 — g + 40s?
+ 1685 + 150257 + 163 s* + 81ds® + 9pd) (4(s® + 1) (o — 1)(s* — po + 1)) 7!
and

(5.19) () =0, j=1234
We remark that ag.?;’") (T), 1 < m+n < 2, suffices for a proof of the Benjamin—Feir instability.

5.2. The modulational instability index. Let
AeCand (N1, k=Krk+v, KeZ,yeRand |y <1, e€eRand |¢] K1,

and we turn the attention to (5.3)). Putting together (5.8), (5.13), (G.14), EI5), (EI6), (G.I7),
(GI3), (519), we arrive at

AN Kk 4 7y;e) =d@00\t 4 gB:10)33, 4 g(220)32,2 1 4(130) \13 4 (0:40)44
4 dB02)3.2 L g(203)\2.3 | g(03.2),3.2 4 4(0.23) 2.3
(5.20) A2 N2ye2 4 (1220322 4 g(h13) \y B g g(105) \5 4 (0.15),.5
Fo((IA+ D+ NPl + APl + W Plel® + [y [el?
+ MNP AN+ ]+ [el) + [Allel® + [ylel”)

as \,7v,e — 0, where d@mm) ¢ m.n =0,1,2,... can be determined in terms of ag.;n’n) (1), 3,k =
1,2,3,4 and m,n =0,1,2,..., and T = 27/k is the period of the wave. We may regard ag;n,n) (T)
and, hence, d™") as functions of T or, equivalently, k. Below we suppress T for the simplicity of
notation. We remark that d“™™ = 0 when \4™e" is of lower order than

A+ N2, 0263 432 4263, Mye2 (A + v 4 €), Ae®, b,
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The Weierstrass preparation theorem asserts that (5.20) becomes
AN Kk +756) = WA, €)h(A 7€)
for |\, |v], le] < 1, where

(521) W()‘7 Y5 5) = )‘4 + 93(77 €)>‘3 + 92(77 €)>‘2 + g1 (77 €)>‘ + 90(77 5)
is a Weierstrass polynomial, g;(7,¢€), j = 0,1,2,3, are analytic and ¢;(0,0) = 0, and h(\,~,¢) is
analytic at (0,0,0) and h(0,0,0) = d**9 £ 0. Therefore the zeros of A(\, K + 7;¢) for (A, 7,¢)
in the vicinity of (0,0,0) are the four zeros of W(A,~,¢). One may examine the leading terms
of the zeros of (B.2I)) as v, — 0, to determine the asymptotics of A(vy,¢) for A in the vicinity
of the origin of the complex plane. Recently, Berti, Maspero, and Ventura [4] (see also [5] in the
infinite depth) used Kato’s similarity transformation and a KAM theory approach, to analytically
confirm a “figure-8” loop, as numerically predicted in [I12] and others. In Section [6 we successfully
solve a quadratic Weierstrass polynomial (see (6.21)), to analytically confirm “bubbles” of unstable
spectrum away from 0 € C. See (6.22)).

Our goal here is to determine spectral stability and instability near the origin of the complex
plane, rather than the asymptotics of the spectrum. Let

(5.22) Ak (0) +7,8) = ol Py +aP P92 1 al Ve + oIy + llel),  5=1,2,3,4,

(L0) (20 1D
/A et et |
hence, a§k ), Jok=1,2,34 and m,n =0,1,2,.... We pause to remark about the form of (5.22)).
When € = 0 we deduce from Section 3] that A(io(k), k;0) = 0 for any k € R, where o is in (£I5]).

Particularly A(\;(k;(0),0),4;(0);0) =0, j =1,2,3,4, where
ki(0) = (1)K for j=1,2, k;(0)=0 forj=3,4.
In other words, A = 0 and k = k;(0), j = 1,2, 3,4, are the four zeros of A(-,-;0). Also o(k;(0)+~)
admits power series expansions about v = 0, and they must agree with
X (kj(0) +7,0) = "y + al*D42 4 ...

as v — 0. Moreover, [4, Theorem 1.1] justifies (Eﬂ) for |7] < |e] < 1.
Substituting (5.22) into (5.20), after a straightforward calculation, we learn that v* is the leading
order whose coefficient reads

4(4.0,0) (a§1’0))4 4 d(3’1’0)(a§1’0))3 + d(2,2,0)( (1, 0)) 4+ g130), (1 0) + g(0:4.0)

as v, — 0, where o ,j=1,2,3,4, are to be determined in terms of d&mn) and,

(5.23) Loy (Lo ; vo o I
(= a0 (a2 — ol O Tl + )l 77,

where agll 0, a% 0, al(lio), agi’o) are in (5.13) and (5I6). At the order of 4*, (5.23) must vanish,
whence

1,00 i
a; " =—gg or
(5.24) o
: 1,0) 1,0)2 1,0 1,0 2,0
QL0 :—ZT(C‘:(),?, +a44 iT\/ az(%?, 33 )CLSA ) (‘14(14 )) 4Ta§4 )

1,0) (1,0
2(Ta§,4 0 z(ss )%(14 ))

Notice that oz(l 0 , j = 1,2,3,4, are purely imaginary by (513 and (5.I6). On the other hand,
(E24]) must agree with power series expansions of ({.I6]) about k;(0), j = 1,2, 3,4. Therefore

1,0 T .
(5.25) oz§- ) = (1 ) for j=1,2,
aj
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and the latter equation of (5.24]) holds true for j = 3,4.
Substituting (5.22) and (5.25]) into (5.20)), after a straightforward calculation, we verify that the
+® term vanishes, and solving at the order of v we arrive at
1,0 2,0
o _ Ty +2077)

(5.26) a; " =+ 5 , J=12,
2(afy”)3

where agll’o) and a(2 9 are in (513) and (5.16]). We remark that a§-2’0), j = 1,2, are purely imaginary

because (agl’ )) offsets the real part of Za( 0 The + signs explain the oppositeness of the convexity

of the curves (£16]) at k;(0), j = 1,2. See Flgureﬂl
To proceed, Substituting B22) and (G:25), (5:26) into (5.20)), after a straightforward calculation,
we verify that the 732 term vanishes, and the coefficient of y*¢? reads

T4(9429) (1,0)\2
(5.27) T2f1(a(1’1))2 _ T2y — (e )? )f27
: ()"
where
R0+ i 4 s — agPaly? — ol
0,2), (1,0 0,2 1,1 1,0) (1,0
(5.28) f2 _agl )( gl )) —Ta (1 )a:(m )+Ta§4 )a( - gl )agl )a:(’,?, )
1 1,1 0,2 1,0) (1,0 1,1) (0,1 0,2) (1,0) (1,0
+ai%aiyValy — alf? a1Vl + aly ety Valt + afi? Vel
0,1 1,0 0,1) (2,0) (0,1 1,0) (0,1
—a§3)§1)()+ 53)§4)a§1) ag4)§3)fu),
(m,n)

and a ik is in the previous subsection.

Theorem 5.3 (Spectral instability near 0 € C). A 27/k periodic Stokes wave of sufficiently small
amplitude in water of unit depth is spectrally unstable in the vicinity of 0 € C provided that indq (k) >

0, where
(5.20) ind; (k) =8 cosh(2k) + 24r sinh(2k) 4 2k sinh(4k) + 19 cosh(2k)? — 8 cosh(2k)?
' — 10 cosh(2k)* — 8k? cosh(2k)? — 28k2 + 8k cosh(2k)® sinh(2k) — 9.

Proof. At the order of v4¢?, (5.27) must vanish, whence

(5.30) Lo _ | 22 201” — (0Y)?) fo
’ (afy™)* us

where f; and f; are in (0.28]). We recall the result of the previous subsection and make a straight-
forward calculation to arrive at
. 2 2
2020 _ (q{10y2 _ i (s® +1)7((s* — po +1)” + 4po®s?)
10252(s2 — g + 1)°

and
- A (s® + 1) (dpos* (s +1) — (s — po + 1))
po2s2 (1o — 1)(s% — o +1)° ’
302 1 1)2
fo= - m (s 1) indy (),

4s*(po — 1)(s* — po +1)?
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where ind; (k) is in (5.29]). Therefore (ozg-l’l))2 € R and (ozg-l’l))2 > 0 implies spectral instability. We
shall show that
agll’o) >0, s2—pp+1>0, and 4ups(s>+1)— (s> —po+1)2>0 forall k>0,
so that (ozg-l’l))2 > 0 if and only if ind; (k) > 0.
Since sinh(x) — x = (cosh(xg) — 1)z for any & > 0 for some 0 < zy < x by the mean value
theorem,
cosh(k)(sinh(2k) — 2k)

2
— 1=
ST Hot 2sinh(k)

>0 forall k>0,

and, hence, agll’o) > 0 by (B.13]). Also since
45 sinh(4k) — cosh(4rk) — 8k2 + 1 = 16k¢(cosh(4ko) — 1)k > 0 for any k > 0 for some 0 < kg < K

by the mean value theorem,

o cosh(k)?(4ksinh(4k) — cosh(4k) — 8k2 + 1)

0 for all 0.
8(cosh(k)? — 1) - oratll v >

dpos®(s* +1) = (s* — po + 1)
This completes the proof. O

Numerical evaluation reveals that ind;(x) has exactly one zero at k = x; := 1.3627827... and
ind;(k) > 0 if kK > k1 and indy(k) < 0if 0 < kK < k1. We shall verify the numerical findings
by means of rigorous analysis and validated numerics, with mathematically strict error control
including rounding error, whereby giving a computer-assisted proof.

Corollary 5.4 (The Benjamin—Feir instability). A 27/k periodic Stokes wave of sufficiently small
amplitude in water of unit depth is spectrally unstable for k > k1, where k1 is the unique zero of
(B29), and 1.3627827 < k1 < 1.3627828.

Proof. Throughout we carry out interval arithmetic computations using the MATLAB based pack-

age INTLAB [40]. We begin by focusing on xk < 1, say, x € (0,0.2]. An explicit calculation reveals

that

dind1
dk (0), dr? (0), dr3

whence it follows from the mean value theorem that

d2 ind1 d3 ind1 d4 ind1
= d
(0)=0 an e

indy (0), (0) = —3456,

d4 ind1
drt

indy (k) = kW (2 6) (/1(4))/4 for some k™, n =1,2,3,4,

such that 0 < k@ < k@ < k@ < k(M) < k. We make an INTLAB computation to learn that

d4 ind1
dr?

(midrad(0,0.2)) = [—13248.1677692142, —125.8373503340],

where midrad(0,0.2) denotes an interval rigorously enclosing [—0.2,0.2], accounting for rounding

error, and the right side rigorously encloses the range of d4disf1 (k) for k € [-0.2,0.2]. Clearly

dt;%dl(/{) < 0 for k € (0,0.2] and, hence, ind; (k) < 0 for x € (0,0.2].
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We turn to x> 1, say, k € (2,00). We rearrange (5.29)) as
indy (k) = %6_8“(416616“ + 16ke'2F 18127 4 96ke!0% + 8el0F 4 8ebr 1 18¢%
— 5el6F — el _ 16k%e!2F — 256K%5F — 26€3 — 96k
— 16x%e™ — 16Ke™™ — 8¢ — 4k — 5)
e85 ((4ke — 5elF — 82 — 16x%)el2%
+ 16k — 16r)e> + (18e* — 26)e3® + 96k (e — 1)~
+ (8e%% — 16K — 16r)e™™ + 8(e!* — 1) 4+ 18e? — 4k — 5).

ool

A straightforward calculation reveals that

4ret® — 5el® — 8e?® — 16r% > 8e'F — 5elF — 242 = (3e*® — 24)e*" > (3¢t — 24)e*F > 0,

et — 16K > e — 16e" = (3% — 16)e™ > (e — 16)e” > 0,

18¢™ — 26 > 18¢% — 26 > 0,

8e8r — 16K% — 16k > 8e% — 16e*™ — 16€" > 8e0 — 32e2F = 8(e! — 4)e® > 8(e® — 4)e?* > 0,

18¢™ — 4k — 5 > 18¢™ — 4e" —5> 0
for k € (2,00) and, hence, ind; (k) > 0 for k € (2, 00).

It remains to treat x € [0.2,2]. We divide the interval [0.2,1.3627827] into finitely many subin-
tervals I, and verify by means of validated numerics that sup(ind;(I,)) < 0 for each subinterval.
We likewise divide the interval [1.3627828,2] into finitely many subintervals J, and verify that
inf(ind; (J5,)) > 0 for each subinterval. Therefore it follows from the intermediate value theorem
that ind; has a zero in the interval (1.3627827,1.3627828). We make an INTLAB computation to
learn that

dind1

dr
where infsup(1.3627827,1.3627828) is an interval rigorously enclosing [1.3627827,1.3627828] and
the right side likewise rigorously encloses the range of %(/ﬁ) for k € [1.3627827,1.3627828].

Therefore %(/{) > 0 for k € [1.3627827,1.3627828] and, hence, ind; has a unique zero in the
interval (1.3627827,1.3627828). This completes the proof. MATLAB scripts can be made available
upon request. ]

(infsup(1.3627827,1.3627828)) = [31301.1666863430, 31301.6401032990],

Since 10 is a monotonically increasing function of k (see (8.6])), we may regard ind; as a function
of up. Numerical evaluation reveals that ind; (pg) = 0 when gy = 1.553848798953821 ... . Also we
may regard ind; as a function of F' := 1/,/jig, where F' is the Froude number in the linear limit
(see (2.3)). Numerical evaluation reveals that ind; (F') = 0 when F' = 0.802223946850146 . . . .

Moreover, comparing (5.29]) with the index v(F') of [6l, (6.17)], we verify that

B toind; (k)
325%(2s% — 6pps? — dpos* — 2pp + s* + pd + 1)’

where s = sinh(k). Therefore, Corollary [5.4] agrees with [6, Theorem 2]. We remark that v(F) is
the same as those functions in [3, pp.68] and [46] (57),(58)], among others.

v(F) =

6. THE SPECTRUM AWAY FROM THE ORIGIN

We turn the attention to the spectrum away from 0 € C.
Recall from Section .3] that

spec(£(0)) = {ic : 0 € R and (0 — k)? = pok tanh(k) for some k € R}.
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Recall that ko(0) > k > 0 is a simple zero of o_(k) = ¢ > 0 and ky(c) > 0 the simple zero of
o4(k) =0 >0, that is,

— V/ poka(o) tanh(ka(0)) = ka(c) + \/poka(o) tanh (ks (o)) = o.

Numerical evidence (See [12/[14.132], among others) suggests spectral instability in the vicinity of
io € C provided that

(6.1) ka(o) — ky(0) = Nk for some N > 0, € Z,

where k > 0 is the wave number of the Stokes wave. Also, in view of Hamiltonian systems, MacKay
and Saffman [30] argued that (6.I]) is a necessary condition of spectral instability. We shall make
rigorous analysis to elucidate the numerical findings and, in the process, give a first proof of spectral
instability of a Stokes wave of sufficiently small amplitude away from 0 € C.

When o = 0, recall from Section [A.3] that k2(0) = & and k4(0) = 0, whence (6.1]) holds true for
N =1. Also k1(0) = —« and k3(0) = 0. Theorem [5.3]and Corollary [5.4] address spectral instability
near i0 € C.

Lemma 6.1. It follows that ko(o) — ky(0) is a strictly increasing function of o > 0 and k(o) —
ki(o) — o0 as o0 — 0.

Proof. Assume for now that %(0), %(0) > 0 for all 0 > 0. We shall demonstrate that dg—,;(kg (0)) <

da* = (ka(o)) and, hence, %( ) > dk‘l( ) for all o > 0. Indeed, since %}W >0 forall k >0,
do_ d+/ ok tanh(k d+/ pok tanh(k) _doy
k 1-— 1<1 = ky .
2 k2(9)) = [ dk }k:kg(o) Sisi [ dk ]k:k4( )= ap Ral2))
Notice that %(O‘) =—~——>0foralloc >0
d—;(k;;(o

We calculate

d’o_ L[ o 2 1 2 2, 12 3 2
— (k)= —FF=(— h 2 h 2 h -2 h h
72 (k) 1 /<;3tanh(k:)3( 3k“tanh(k)” + 2k“tanh(k)” + k° + 2ktanh(k) ktanh(k) + tanh(k)”)

1 Ho
A tanh(k‘)?’f(k)

and we proceed as in the proof of Corollary [5.4] to show that f(k) > 0 and, hence, ds—]jgi(kf) > 0 for
all k > 0. An explicit calculation reveals that

3
10 L0 TL0). 21

We make an INTLAB computation to learn that
d'f
dk?t

whence f(k) > 0 for k € (0,0.2]. Also we can rearrange
f(k) = (e +1)74((e* — 8k)eS 4 (16k2 (e — 1) — 2)e™* + 16k%e?* + 8ke? + 1)

so that, clearly, f(k) > 0, say, for k € (2,00). We can divide [0.2, 2] into finitely many subintervals
and rigorously enclose f for each subinterval.

(0)=0 and Z%C(O) = 96.

(midrad(0,0.2)) = [0.04357723543460 x 10, 1.46072895729964 x 107,

Since 0_(0),0_(k) = 0 and since %(k) > 0 for all & > 0, o_ has a unique critical point,
denoted —k,, in the interval (0, k) (see Section [4.3]), and
do_ do_ do_

d—k( 2(0))>W(R)>W( Kc) =
25
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whence Cgff (0) = 1107 >0 foralo>0
i (k2(0))
Since ky(0), k:4( ) — 00 as 0 — 00,

ka(o) = /poks2 (o) tanh (ko (o)) + \/poka(o) tanh(ky(0)) — 00 as o — oc.
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.2. We have k < ko(o.) — k4(0.) < 2k, where o, > 0 is the critical value of o .

Proof. Recall from the proof of Lemma [6.] that dg—,;(k) is a strictly increasing function of k£ > 0.
Recall from Section 3] that o_(k) = 0 and —o. = 0_(—k,) is the critical value of o_. Therefore

R odo_ 2htke do_
(6.2) O, = /—kc 7 (k) dk < /n 7 —— (k) dk = 0_(2k + k).

Lemma asserts that there exists a unique o9 > 0 such that (6.1]) holds for N = 2, that is,
k‘Q(Ug) — k‘4(02) = 2k. Also

(63) K<2k+ ke <2k <2+ k4(0’2) = kg(o‘g).

Here the first two inequalities use —k < k. < 0 and the third inequality uses k4(co2) > 0. Since
o_(k) is a strictly increasing function for £ > —k., it follows from (6.2]) and (6.3) that

0c < 0-(26+ ke) < 0-(k2(02)) = 02.

Therefore it follows from Lemma that ka(oc) — ka(oc) < 2k. Also it follows from Lemma [G.]]
that x = k2(0) — k4(0) < ka(oc) — ka(o.). This completes the proof. O

When 0 < 0 < o, it follows from Lemmas and that (6.I) does not hold true for any
N > 0,€Z. Also 0 < k3(0) — k1(0) < k. When o > 0., on the other hand, there are

o< o9 < - <ony<--+—>00 as N — oo,

for which kQ(O'N) — k4(0’N) = Nk.
In what follows, let o > o.. The result of Lemma 4] leads to that

(6.4) A(io,kj(0) + Kr;0) =0, j=2,4, forall K €Z.

We shall proceed as in the previous section and examine the zeros of A(\, k;e) for (A, k,e) in the
vicinity of (io, kj(o) + Kk,0), j = 2,4 and K € Z. We begin by determining the monodromy
matrix.

6.1. Expansion of the monodromy matrix. Throughout the subsection, o > o.. Let

(Vi v2) (210,8,) = (da(0) 4(0)) X(z30,0,¢)

denote a fundamental matrix of ([£28]), where ¢;(0), j = 2,4, are in ([EI9) and X(x;0,d,¢) in
Definition We write

2 oo
(6.5) (r;0,0,¢) Z( Z (mn z)d™e n)¢2j( )
j=1 m+n

for ||, |e] < 1, where agg’n)(x), j,k=1,2and m,n=0,1,2,..., are to be determined. Let

a(mn) (x) = (ag.;?’n) (x) )j,k:1,27

and we may assume that

(6.6) a®9(0) =1 and a™™(0)=0 form-+n>1.
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Our task is to evaluate a®™™)(T), m,n =0,1,2,.... We write ([23) as

(6.7) w(x,vi(z);0,0,6) = w,(gm’") (x;0)0me™
m+n=1

(m,n)

for 10|, |e| < 1, where w,(co’o)(a; 0)=0,k=1,2 and w; " (z;0), k =1,2 and m +n > 1, are to
be determined. Recall ([4.21]) and we write

(6.8) B(z;0,6,¢) Z B (;0)6M™e™
m+n=1
for 0], |e| < 1, where B9 (z:¢) = 0, and B(™™ (2;0), 1 < m+4n < 2, are in Appendix[Dl Notice
that B(™9 (z;¢), m > 1, do not involve z.
Inserting (6.0]), (6.7) and (6.8)) into the former equation of ([£22]), we recall Lemma [£4] and make
a straightforward calculation to obtain

eikg(a)x 0
(6.9) 200 (x) = < 0 ez‘k4(a)x> ,

and for m +n > 1 we arrive at

2
610) 3 (5ol ) ay(0) = iba()al (o) + ha()af ™ b4 (o) + T (50,

Jj=1

where II(0) is in (£37)) and

(6.11) fém’n)(:n;a) = Z B(m,’"/)(x;a)(wlgm m'n=n’) (x;0) +Za(m mn—nf ¢2j(0)).

o<m’<m
o<n/<n

Inserting (6.5]), (6.7) and (6.8]) into the latter equation of ([@.22]), at the order of §™e"™, m+n > 1,

we arrive at (5.11]), where II(o) (see (£37)) replaces II(0), and (G.I1]) replaces fém’") (x;0). Notice
that since B9 (z;0) = 0, the right side of (G.II) does not involve w,(gm'n) (z;0), and it is made
up of lower order terms. We solve this, as we do (5I1]), to determine ngm,n) (z;0). The result
is in Appendix [l We pause to remark that we use the Symbolic Math Toolbox in MATLAB for
extremely long and tedious algebraic manipulations.

For m +n > 1, we may write the solution of (6.I0) and (6.6]) as
(6.12)

a§’£’") () = eik?j(”)x/o e_ik2j(a)xl<f1§m’n) (2'50),995(0)) da’

T
_ eikzj(a)x< Z e—ik2j(0)x’B(m’,n’)($l;O_)( lim m’ n— n)(:E/;U)
o<m/<m 0
o<n’'<n

+Za<’" " (@ ) oy (0)) a4 (),
where ¢q;(0) and 1,;(0), j = 1,2, are in ([EI9) and (IEE), #30), and (,) in (@27). When

m’ = m and n’ = n, for instance, we recall (6.7 and (6.9]), and the integral on the right side of

(612) becomes

(6.13)
/ ek B (37 )i O () da;’:/ 523 (7) oyt (D BV (o1 5, (o) .
0 0

27



We deduce from the result of Appendices [l and D} and (B3), @IJ) that B (z;0)¢y(0),
j'=1,2, are made up of sin(Nkz) or cos(Nkz) with respect to z, N > 0, € Z, and, for instance,
(6.14)

/xei(k%‘(o)_k?j,(g))m, sin(Nka') da’
0

Nk — Nk cos(Nrx)e k2 —ha)® 4. i(koj — kojr) sin(N k) e'(k2i —Faj0)z
N2k2 — (k‘Qj - k?gj/)z

if [koj — kojr| # Nk,

i 1— e:l:2ich
9t TuNg

Therefore the result is different, depending on whether (G.I]) holds true or not. When 0 < m/ < m,
0 <n' <nandm +n #m+n, likewise, we deduce from the result of Appendices [Al [D] and
[ that B (z; J)ngm—m’,n—n’)($; o) are made up of sin(Nkz) or cos(Nkx) with respect to x,
N > 0,€ Z, and the integral on the right side of (6.12]) can be treated as we do for (6.13]) and
(614). Therefore, the result of ([6.12]) is different, depending on whether (6.I]) holds true or not.

In what follows, we focus the attention to ka(o) — k4(0) = Nk for some N > 2, € Z, where k > 0
is the wave number, for which it turns out that spectral instability is possible in the vicinity of
ioc € C. We write kg = ka(0) and kg4 = ky4(o) for the simplicity of notation.

Lemma 6.3. If (61 holds true then
(1,0)
st (10 a 0 0 0
(6.15) a(O,O)(T) _ pikaT (0 1> 7 a(l,O)(T) — ( 11 (LO)> , a(o,l)(T) = (0 0> ,

0 59

if k‘gj - k‘gj/ = +Nk.

where ag-;’o) # 0 and a%’o) € ¢™TR, for j = 1,2. If 1) does not hold true for any N > 2,€ 7Z

then
ik T 0 % % 0 =
a®(T) = ( 0 eik4T> , al(T) = <* *> . a1 = <* O) ’

Particularly, the off-diagonal entries of a-0(T) and al%V)(T) are not zero.
Proof. Tt ([6.]) holds true then we evaluate (69) at = T and verify the first equation of (G.I5]).
A straightforward calculation reveals that

_ 2k252(2) peikar
k7282(2) + 082(2) + 2ko0 — 2]43% ’

ai” ()

aglzvo) (z) :a%’?(eikzx _ eik4:c)7
(6.16) (1,0) (1,0) ( iksx _ ikox
ag " (z) =031 .c (e — e™27),
1.0 2k4$4 2 ikaz
" (2) " asa(2) + 034(2)(+)2/<:4a mETS R e,
where
a(l’o) _ k’gk‘26482 + k‘%k‘46284 + 2]{7%]{?46482 — koo2cy489 + kyo2cosy — 2kokyocosy — 2k‘2k:400432i
12, (ka4 ka) (ko — 0)(kas2(2) + 052(2) + 2kao — 2k3)
a(170) :2]€2kz6284 + k2k26482 + k%k40284 + k20'26482 — k40’20284 — 2k2k400284 — 2]€2k40’C482Z,
2Le K(ka + ka) (ks — ) (kasa(2) 4+ 054(2) + 2kao — 2k7) ‘
Here and elsewhere, we use the notation
s9 = sinh(ks), co = cosh(ks), $9(2) = sinh(2ks),
s4 = sinh(ky), ¢y = cosh(ky), $4(2) = sinh(2ky).
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If (6.1)) holds true then we evaluate (6.16) at « = T and obtain the second equation of (6.15]). If
(6-1]) does not hold true for any N > 2, € Z then aﬁ’o) (T) #0, j,k=1,2.
When m = 0 and n = 1, we rewrite ([6.12) as

T
ag-(;’l)(T) zeik2jT</0 e kB0 (3;0)e™2% gy (o) dw,¢2j(0)>

) T
= [ BON )6, (0) desthy (o).

We deduce from (D.2)), 335) and @I9) that BO (z; 0)(0), j = 1,2, depends linearly on sin(xz)

and cos(kz), whence it vanishes after the integration over one period. Therefore agg’l)(T) =0,
j =1,2. On the other hand,

T
afy (1) = T ( /0 ¢/ RTBON (33, 0) o (0) i, 1p4(0) ),

If (6.I) holds true then we deduce that ¢'*2=k)*BO:D) (z; o)y (o) depends linearly on N5 sin (k)
and V¥ cos(kx), whence we proceed as in the former of ([6.14]), and it vanishes after the integration

over one period. Likewise, agi’l)(T) = 0. Indeed, a straightforward calculation leads to
(6.17) iy (@) = a4y e (e 4 ey 0)ettt

for nonzero constants c;i 1 and cji 2, 7,k = 1,2. Evaluating (6.17) at = = T', we obtain aﬁ’l)(T) =0,
j,k =1,2. If ([©I) does not hold true for any N > 2, € Z, then we evaluate (617) at x = T, and
agg’l)(T), gi Y (T') # 0. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.4. If (6.1 holds true for some N > 3,€ Z then aﬁ’m(T) =0,j #k, and a(o 2)( T),
j =1,2, do not necessarily vanish. If (6] holds true for N =2 or (6.1l does not hold true for any
N > 2,€ Z, on the other hand, then none of aﬁ’m( ) has to vanish. In particular, if (G holds

true for some N > 2,€ 7, then a( 2 ¢ ie*sTR, fori,j =1,2.

Proof. When m = 0 and n = 2, we rewrite (6.12]) as
(6.18)

T
(1) =T ([ e kB0 0) gy o) dx,¢2j<a>>

0

T
_|_62k2jT</0 BOD (2 0)e =2 (w] O (2 5) +Za () pg;:(0)) dx7¢2j(0)>v

where B(®V(z;0) and B(%?)(z;0) are in Appendix [D] W,(go’l)(a:;a), k = 1,2, are in Appendix [F],
and (G.I7) holds true.
If (61) holds true for some N > 2, € Z then we deduce from the result of Appendix Dl (335,

(A2) and @I that B2 (z;0) ¢y (0) depends linearly on
sin(2kz), cos(2kx), sin(kz), cos(kx),
sin?(kz) = (1 — cos(2kz)), cos®(kx) = $(cos(2kz) + 1),  sin(kz) cos(kz) = 4 sin(2kz)

with respect to x. Notice that ko, — koj = £Nk, j # k. Therefore for N > 3, we proceed as in the
former of (6.14)), and

T
/ eik2i—k20)T B02) (12 ) poy (o) dx = 0,
0
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whereas for N = 2, we proceed as in the latter of (6.14]) and the integral does not vanish. When
j =k, so that kgj — koj, = 0, those terms of B2 (x; o) oy (o) with a factor of sin?(kx) or cos?(kx)
do not necessarily vanish after the integration over one period for any N > 2, € Z.

It remains to show that if (6.1 holds true for some N > 3,€ Z then the second term on the
right side of (6.I8) vanishes when j # k. Multiplying (6.17) by e~**4% we arrive at

—ikqz  (0,1) i(N+1)kz W(N=1)kz

€ aty " (x) = en e i

— (c11,1 +cri2)e ;
while we deduce from ([D.2) and (35) that BOY(z;0) depends linearly on sin(xz) or cos(kz).

T
Therefore we proceed as in the former of (6.14]), and / BOD (g a)e_’k”aﬁ’l)(x) dx = 0. Like-
0

wise,

+ c11,2€

i(N+1)kx i(N—1)kz

—ikgz (0,1)
e "agy( + c91 2

x) = co1,1€ — (c211 + c21,2),
and BV (z; o) depends linearly on sin(rz) or cos(kz). Therefore it becomes zero after the inte-
gration over one period. Also we verify that

T
/ B(O’l)(az;a)e_ikzx(agg’l)(ﬂf)fl‘)z( )+a22 (@) p4(0)) dz = 0.

0

Lastly, since each term of w]io’l)(:n;a) is made up of terms each having the factor of e*2+% (see
E2)), .

/0 B(O’l)(x; U)e_ikzjxw,(go’l)(a;; o) dz = 0.
This completes the proof. O

6.2. Spectral instability indices. Let
o>o0. and ky(o)—ky(oc) =Nk forsome N >2 €7,
where x > 0 is the wave number. Let
A=ioc+6,6cCand |§| <1, k=kjlo)+Kr+7v,j=24 KeZ vyeRand |y| <1,

e € R and |¢| < 1, and putting the result of Lemmas [6.3] and [6.4], we arrive at

A(ioc +9,kj(0) + Kk +7;¢)
(6.19) — (20052 L g0.20),2 | 0044 | g110) 5 | g(102) 52 4 g(0.1.2),.2

+o((|0] + Iy +[e*)?)

as 4,7, — 0, where

4(2:0.0) _ agll ,0) g120)’ 4(0:20) _ _T2e2ik4(cr)T’
(6.20) 1(0,0:4) — det(a (0, )) dLL0) — i etikalo)T ( (1 0) + a(l 0))7
4(1,02) _ agti 2)0&0) + aég 2)a§11 0)7 4012 — _ppika(o)T (al (0 2) 4 a(o 2))7

and a(.?’") (T), j,k =1,2 and m,n = 0,1,2,... are in the previous subsection. Recall T' = 27/k

and we suppress 1" for the simplicity of notation. The formulae of a( 2), 4,k =1,2, are too bulky
to be displayed herdl. Recall from Lemma 6.3 that d(20:0) # 0. We pause to remark that if
ko(o) — k4(o) # Nk for any N > 2, € Z then

A(io +06,kj(0) + Kr+ ;) = O8] + 7| + [e*)  as 6,7, =0

Tt takes 552kB to save the formulae of a(o 2 while it takes about 17kB for [ 16 and bg?%l) (see, for instance,

Appendix [[)).
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instead.

The Weierstrass preparation theorem asserts that (6.19]) becomes

A(io +0,kj(0) + Kk + ;) = W(d,7,¢)h(6,7,¢€)
for |01, |v], le] < 1, where W (4,7, ¢) is a Weierstrass polynomial and, for |§] < 1,
A9y + 410D 4 offy| 1 [ef?)
d(2,0,0)

d(0’2’0)’72 —I—d(071’2)’7€2 +d(0’0’4)€4 +0((|7| + |€|2)2)
+ d(2,0,0)
as v,e — 0, h(d,7,¢) is analytic at (0,0,0) and h(0,0,0) = dZ%9 = 0. Therefore the zeros of

A(io + 6,kj(0) + pk + v;¢) for (,7,¢) in the vicinity of (0,0,0) are the two zeros of W (d,7,¢).
Indeed,

]

W(8,7,¢) = 6° +
(6.21)

(6.22)
ooy = A0+ 092 4 off| + 2
7 24(2,0,0)
(dLL0)2 _ 4g200)g0.20)  j(1.10)g(102) _ 9(20.0)4(01.2)
+ ( v+ YE
4(d(200))2 2(d(2:0,0))2
(d(102)2 _ 4(200)g0.04) peg) 1/2
+ ATy e+ o((7] + =)
=210y 1+ 0022 4 o(|y| + |e]?) + \/a@’o)’yz + a1:2ye? + a0Det + o((|y]| + |e]2)?)
=:aly + %) + o(|y| + [e*) £ VQ(v;e) + o((W] + [e]?)?)
as v, — 0.

Theorem 6.5 (Spectral stability and instability away from 0 € C). A 27/k periodic Stokes wave
of sufficiently small amplitude in water of unit depth is spectrally unstable near ic € C, o € R, for
which ky(o) — k(o) = 2k, provided that

52
(623) lndg(:‘i) = W(T) > 0,

a1y Ao
where ag;n,n) (T) is in 69) and ©1Z), and T = 27/k. It is spectrally stable at the order of &2
as € — 0 otherwise, where € is the dimensionless amplitude parameter. It is spectrally stable near
ioc € C, 0 € R, for which ky(c) — ka(o) = Nk for N > 3,€ Z at the order of € as e — 0.

Proof. Recall from (6.20) and Lemmas [6.3] and [6.4] that

(0,2)

a9 and o are purely imaginary

and
a(2’0), a®? and a©Y are real.

Moreover since 0) 00
2 2ikyT (1,0 1,0)\2
_T e”™ (a3 —asy )

a®? = (1,0) (1,0)
Aayy " agy ")?

<0

(1,2)
for || < 1, Q(7) (see ([6.22)) takes its maximum indy(k)e? at v = —20[(720)5 .
(8% ’
If ka(0) — k(o) = Nk for some N > 3, € Z then we infer from Lemma [6.4] that inda(x) = 0.
This completes the proof. O
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Remark. To investigate stability and instability at the order higher than 2, one has to expand the
periodic Evans function to higher order and study the spectrum at

Q12 etk g02),(10) _ (10) (0.2

7T 50 T T a(1 0 _ (1 0)
11 )

2

Remark. McLean [32] (see also [31[33] for the infinite depth) numerically investigated the spectral
stability and instability of a Stokes wave, for a range of £ for k smaller and greater than x;
(permitting transversal perturbations), and reported instability in the vicinity of ic € C, o € R,
whenever ko(0) — ky(0) = Nk for some N > 2, € Z. See, for instance, [32, Figures 2,3,4]. See
also [12l[14], among others, for further numerical investigations. Theorem [6.5]explains the numerical
finding for N = 2.

Remark. If we proceed as in Section instead, and let

(0,2)

Xoj(kaj (0) +7,) = i + abyOy + afr e +o(h] + [e?), =12,

as v,e — 0, for some a%’o) and ozg]] 2 then we arrive at
(0.2) (1,0) _ (1,0) (0 2)\2 (0,2) (0.2) (1,0) (1,0)

. o (a1, asy aqy ) +4ajy " ay " agy  ag
) = (= R J©>o

rather than (€.23]), which holds true if kK, < kK < kg, where k1, ~ 0.86430 and kg ~ 1.00804.

ind, 0.01 —3x107°
0.4
0.005
0.3 K2
0.2 0 Imd
0.1 -0.005
0 -0.01 —3.3x10°
0 1 Ko K 1.84 1.84940. .. K —5x 1077 0 5x 1077

Red

FIGURE 2. Left: A plot of indy versus &; indg(k) > 0 unless k = k9. Middle: A plot
©2) o0
of the imaginary parts of % (1 5 (black) and = (1 %5y (blue) versus x; both change their

signs at k = k9. Right: A plot of the leadlng part of §(~,¢) for k = 1.5, ¢ = 0.001
and «y in the interval bounded by the two zeros of Q(v), showing a “bubble” (an
ellipse) of unstable spectrum.

Numerical evaluation reveals that inds(x) > 0 unless kK = kg := 1.849404083750.. .. and inda(k2) =
0 ,2) (0 2)

0. See the left panel of Figure 2l Recall from Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4] that ~ (1 U2 and - (1 5y are purely

EP)

11
0,2) (0,2)

(0,
imaginary. Numerical evaluation reveals that Im (a“o)) and Im (a(l 0)> change their signs at
11 22

Kk = K. See the middle panel of Figure 2l

The right panel of Figure[2 provides an example of the leading part of (6.22]), showing a “bubble”
(an ellipse) of unstable spectrum whose center “drifts” from the origin by a distance of order &2.
Here the origin means A = io where (6.I) holds for N = 2. Our result agrees with that from a
formal perturbation method of [11].

Therefore we conjecture that a 27 /k periodic Stokes wave of sufficiently small amplitude in water
of unit depth is spectrally unstable near ic € C , for which ko(0) — k4(0) = 2k, unless Kk = kKo,
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where kg is the unique zero of (6.23])) and 1.84940 < kg < 1.84941. Recall from Corollary [5.4] that
the Benjamin—Feir instability takes place for k > k1 and 1.3627827 < k1 < 1.3672828. Therefore
we conjecture that all Stokes waves of sufficiently small amplitude are spectrally unstable.

We wish to verify the numerical findings by means of rigorous analysis and validated numerics,
as we do for Corollary [5.4], whereby giving a computer-assisted proof of the conjecture. Specifically
we wish to verify that inda(k) > 0 for 0 < k < 1 and, also, k > 1. This seems unwieldy,
though, because (6.23]) involves an excessive number of symbolic expressions. Moreover the symbolic
expressions depend on k and, also, o and ko (o), k4(0), subject to k(o) — ks(o) = 2k. It would be
helpful if one could simplify the symbolic expressions using

ko(o) — ks(o) =2k and  ky(0) — \/pok2(0) tanh (ke (o)) = ka(o) + /poks tanh(ky (o)) = o.

This is a subject of future investigation.
Also we wish to establish a rigorous enclosure of (6.23)) for finite intervals. We apply a Newton—
Kantorovich theorem (see, for instance, [1L[Ol10] for applications to computer-assisted proofs) to

(6.24) F(k4,0;k) := ((k4 + 2k) \/,uo k4 + 2k) tanh((ky + 2kK)) — 0, k4 + \/ poks tanh(ky) — o)

and rigorously enclose ks, k4 and o as a function of k, suitably represented by an interval. See
Appendix [G] for details. Our INTLAB scripts require that the intervals of x be sufficiently small
and, otherwise, suffer from huge wrapping effects because ([6.23)) involves an excessive number of
operations of symbolic expressions. Also carrying out interval arithmetic computations of all the
operations is a considerable amount of work. Nevertheless, rigorously validating the sign of (6.23])
for sufficiently small intervals of x is possible. For instance, we make an INTLAB computation to
learn that

(0,2)
Im (a(l ) (intval(1.84940)) ) [0.22290970792399 x 1075,0.22302918033170 x 107°],

(0 2)
(intval(1.84941))

(1 ) —0.32307477032718 x 1079, —0.32297173040054 x 1079,

ayy

(1,0)
Aoy
(0 2)

(intval(1.84941))

Im

(0 2)
Im ( (intval(1.84940)) > —0.00151096685232, —0.00005120430605],
( > [0.00049975168425, 0.00176360845785],

so that
a(o 2) a(0,2)
Im (1 ) (1.84940) | > 0, Im (1 0 (1.84941) | <0,
ag agy
a(O 2) a(O 2)
Im (1 ) (1.84940) | < 0, Im (1 0) (1.84941) | > 0.
A9

(O 2) (O 2)
Since Im( o O)) and Im< 2L O)> are continuous functions of «, it follows from (6.23]) that inds(k)
ary

has a zero over the interva12(1 84940, 1.84941).

Corollary 6.6. There are Stokes wave of sufficiently small amplitude that are spectrally unstable
away from 0 € C but they are insusceptible to the Benjamin—Feir instability near 0 € C.
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Proof. Recall from Corollary [5.4] that a 27/k periodic Stokes wave of sufficiently small amplitude
in water of unit depth is Benjamin-Feir unstable if x > k1 € (1.3627827,1.3627828). We make an
INTLAB computation to learn that

ind, (midrad(1.3,107'2)) = [0.19949873745408, 0.20008799694687],

where midrad(1.3,10712) is an interval rigorously enclosing [1.3 — 1072, 1.3 + 107'?] and the right
side rigorously encloses the range of indy for x € [1.3 — 107'2,1.3 + 107 '2]. Therefore indy(x) > 0
for k € [1.3 — 10712, 1.3 4 10~'2]. This completes the proof. O

Remark. In view of Corollary 5.4 in order to prove that all Stokes waves of sufficiently small
amplitude are spectrally unstable, one must demonstrate that indy(k) > 0 for £ > 0 sufficiently
small, say, for k € (0, ko] and rigorously compute that inds(x) > 0 for finitely many subintervals of
sufficiently small length which together cover, say, [kq, 1.37].

Data Availibility Statement. Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no datasets were
generated or analysed during the current study.
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APPENDIX A. STOKES EXPANSION
Substituting [3.3) into (3.2) and @.]), at the order of &2, we gather
D200 T P2yy = 2 P1yy + YMaabry + 2y P14,  for 0 <y <1,
P2, =0 at y =0,
(A1) N2y + P24 = MyP1, + M1y, at y =1,
G2 + P2, — pon2 = MyP1, + %(@51% +o1y) + i at y =1,

where ¢1,71 and po are in (3.3) and (3.6). Recall that ¢ and 7, are 27/ periodic functions of z,
@9 is an odd function of x, 12 is an even function and of mean zero over one period, and ¢9 and
are constants. We solve (A.J]), for instance, by the method of undetermined coefficients, to obtain
2
b2 :% tanh(x)?,
(A.2) bol,y) = 3o Si.n(2/-m) cosh(2ky)  posinh(k)?
8sinh(k) cosh(k) 2 cosh(k)
n2(x) :%(2 sinh(x)? 4 3) cos(2xz),

ysin(2kx) sinh(ky),

and p; = 0.
To proceed, at the order of €2, we gather

¢3mm + ¢3yy :2y771m¢2my + 2771¢2yy + ynlmm¢2y
+ 292 — ML) Pray + (202 = 307 — Y2 m2) 14y + Y(M2ww — 205 — ML) D1,
for 0 <y <1, ¢3, =0at y =0, and

N3z + B3y = Ma(d2, + G2) + M2y + N2,b1, + (12 — M2 — 17) o1,
G35 + b3, — pon3 =P1,(P2, + G2) + Mub2y, + 1, (2, + 02,)
— (MM + S1am) b1y — M1y + p2m

at y = 1, where ¢1,m1, po are in (B5) and ([B8), ¢a, g2, 72 are in (A2). We likewise solve this by
the method of undetermined coefficients to obtain ¢3 = 0,

20442 _ 2
¢3(z,y) = — %(2)29) sin(3kz) cosh(3ky) + %y sin(3kz) sinh(2ky)
2942 2.4
+ My sin(3kx) sinh(ky) + L?f sin(3kx) cosh(ky
8¢ 8(s2+1)
A3a
( ) 325 ‘ ] pds(2s®+3) .
my sin(kx) sinh(2ky) — EEry—" sin(kz) sinh(ky)
24 .
+ %gf sin(kz) cosh(ky),
2(94 46 4 2 2 (5 h 2
wg(24s° + 72s* 4 72s° 4 27) pgs(5s* +13s° + 6)
A.3b =
( ) n3(x) 61057 1 3) cos(3kx) + SZ 1) cos(kw),
and
(A30) = pd(8s* +12s% +9)

8(s2+1) ’
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where
¢ =cosh(k), s=sinh(k) and s(2)=sinh(2k).
We do not include the formulae of ¢4, da, d5, G5, - -« s Ny 155 - - -5 f13, fhds - - - -

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA A3

¢
Let A € spec(L(¢)), and suppose that u = [ v | € L*(R;Y"), by abuse of notation, is a nontrivial
n
solution of ([@2) satisfying u(z 4+ T) = e*Tu(x) for all 2 € R for some k € R. Notice that ({Z2)
remains invariant under
A=A and u+— u’,

and u*(z + T) = e~ *Tu*(z) for all € R, where the asterisk denotes complex conjugation. Thus
A* € spec(L(g)). Also notice that (£2)) remains invariant under

¢(x) —¢(—x)
A= —X\ and u(z) | = | u(—2) | =ru_(x),
n(x) (=)
and u_(z 4+ T) = e *Tu_(z) for all z € R. Thus —\ € spec(L(¢)). This completes the proof.

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA [4.4]

The proof of ([@I7), (AI8) and ([EIJ) is rudimentary. When o = o, clearly,

o cosh(key)
(L(ice) —ike)ps(oc) = (L(ioe) — ike) | i(ke — o) cosh(key) | = 0.
i(ke — o) cosh(ke)

It remains to solve

10) o cosh(k
(L(ioe) —ike)u := (L(io.) —ike) | v | = | i(ke — 00) cosh
n i(ke — oc) cosh
where u € dom(L). Solving the first and second equations, subject to ¢,(0) = 0 (see (EII)), we

obtain
o(y) = cpo cosh(key) —ipoy sinh(key) and  v(y) = (1+ic(k.—oc)) cosh(key)+ (ke —o¢)y sinh(k.y)

for some constant ¢, whence n = (1+ic(k. —o.)) cosh(k.)+ (k. — o.) sinh(k.) by (@II]). Substituting
into the third equation, we arrive at

c((o — ke)? — poke tanh(ke)) +i((uo — (0 — ke)?) tanh (ko) + 20 — 2k, + poke) = 0.

In view of (415, this is solvable, provided that the second term on the left side vanishes. Differ-
entiating (4.I5]) and evaluating k = k., we learn that

204 (ko) — 2ke + pioke = poke tanh(ke)? — po tanh(k,),

whence

(1o — (o4 (ke) — kC)Z) tanh(kc) + 204 (ke) — 2ke + poke
= (o — (04 (ke) — ke)?) tanh(k,) + poke tanh(k.)? — o tanh(k.) = 0.
Therefore c¢ is arbitrary. Also we verify that
ker((L(io.) — ik.1)?) = ker((L(io.) — ik.1)?),
where 1 is the identity operator. This completes the proof.
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APPENDIX D. EXPANSION OF B(z;0,0,¢€)

¢
Throughout the section, let u = | v |. Recalling (5.7) and (6.8]), we use (@.2)), (4.3), (4.5), (£.0),

n
D), (@9), (35), (A2), (A3), and make straightforward calculations to show that

¢ 0
(D.1) B0 (z;0)u = (U — 2iau01¢) and B®0 (x;0)u = <M01¢) .
n 0

Notice that B9 m > 1, do not involve z.
(BOY (5 0)u);
Let B(O’l)(x; ou= (B(Oﬁl)(x; o)u)y |, and we make straightforward calculations to show that
(BOY (25 0)u)3
(D.2)
(BOY (z;0)u)1 =iog1, (1) + (ym, + é1,(1))dy — yé1,6y(1)
+ (:u0¢1x(1) - io_‘ﬁly(l))v + i0y¢1y7’},
(B(071) (LZ'; 0')11)2 = (iag(bly(l) + NOU2¢1x(1) - ZMOU¢1xx(1)) N62¢ - (¢1xy(1) + 2ZU¢1y(1)) N(;l(by
+ (M0¢1x(1) + 2pom — ZJ¢1y(1)) luazqsyy + (i0y¢1y - y¢1xy) Nal¢y(1)
+ (ZU¢1xy(1) - N0¢1xx(1) - Zuoa(ﬁlx(l)) N61U + (ynlx - ¢1y(1)) Uy
+ (2¢1yy + 0-2y¢1y + Z.O-yqbla:y) Malnv
(BOY (@;0)w)3 =ioni,¢(1) + (m — ¢1,(1)) &y (1) + poni,v(1) + (61,(1) + iodr,(1)) n,

where ¢y and 7y are in (B.0), and, likewise,

(BUD (@3 0)u)1 =¢1,(1)¢ — b1, (D)o + oy,
(BUY (3 0)u)2 = (30761, (1) = pod144(1) — 2ip001,(1)) 11 >0 — 261, (g " by
— ¢, (Vg >y + ydr g by (1)
+ (h12y (1) = 1001, (1)) g 0 + (y1ay — 2ioydr,) 1o 0,
B (z;0)u)3 =n1,0(1) + d1,(1)n.
Additionally, we calculate that
(B (z;0)u),
=i (¢1,(1)* + b2 + 2, (1) — d1,(1)m1,) &
(62, (1) + 612 (1)1, (1) = 201, (L) + Yo — ymm, )6y
+ ioyd1,m,o(1) + (2ymaor, — yd1,(1)d1, — yda,) ¢y(1)
+<M2 + p0¢1, (1) + 20 — ¢1,,(1)? + pod2, (1)
= i062,(1) = o1, (Vs — 061, (1)61,(1) + iobr, (Dm v+ poysr,mv(1)

+ (ioyda, — yd1ymy + yodr, (1)1, + ioydr, (1)d1, —ioymer,) 0,
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(BO?) (3 0)u),
= (802010(1)% = popa0® = 0461, (1)? + Goufo? = ipfo624, (1) + ipto0 62, (1)
+ 1100201, (1)% + 1507 P2, (1) + 115010y ()01, — 115001, (1) D140 (1) + 100 G1, (1) 14, (1)
+ip00’ d1,(1)p1, (1) — ipoo’dpr,()m — pgo’dr,(L)m, + iuga¢1y(1)nlxx> 1o 9
(20261, (1)% = Ho2, (1) = 2i10062,(1) = Ho61, (1)14(1) + o, (Ln,
+ 20011 P15 (1) — 10P1, (1) P14, (1) — 2ip00d1, (1)1, (1) + 4iMOU¢1y(1)?71)/~652¢y
+ (0%YPrym, + i0YNLL D1y 1o D(1)
+<M(2)¢2x(1) — pod1y(1)* + 2ugm2 + popz — pgd1, (1)* = 3ugnt + 0°¢1,(1)* + gopg
— ipo0da, (1) — g, (Dm, — 2681, (D) + ineod1,(1)é1,(1) + 3iM00¢1y(1)U1)M53¢yy
+ <Mo¢1y(1)¢1y — YDy + 1Y NP1y + HOYDL M,
— Y1, (1)1, + 210y 1y + oydr, (1)1,
— i0Yp1, (1)P14y + ittooyda, + ipooydi,(1)d1, — 2wocfym<i>1y) 1o 2y (1)
(1361, (D120 — 136200(1) + 241061, ()12, (1) — iss3r 2, (1)
15 D1y (DM — 15012(1)P140(1) — 071, (1)1, (1) — ipigodi, (1)
— igopig0 + ip00 G2,y (1) + iugodr, (1)m, — ipooer, (1)n, — Z'M00771¢1xy(1))l¢5271
+ <2¢1y(1)?71 — 01, (D)1, (1) — b2, (1) + yna, — ymmx) Uy
+ (Ymp b1y — ioyd1,m,) v(1)
+<2M0¢2yy — 21091, (1) P14y — 6pr0m1 P14y + 2i001, (1)1,

— Y1, (1)1 4y + 100 Y2, — ip00P1, (1)B1y, + i100YP24y — HOYN 2 PLay
+i0%ypr, (1)1, + oydry (1) 14y + 100 yd1, (1) b1, — poo’ymeér,
— p0TYM P14y — i00YD1, (1) 1y, — 100y b1y, — iuoay¢1y(1)¢1y>u6 “n,
and
(BO?) (3 0)u)s
=10 (N2 + 2¢1,()m,) 6(1)
(12 = 624 (1) = b2+ b1 (V= 614(1)2 = i + 201, (1), ) &, (1)
+ (o2, + 20001, (1)m, — iogr, (1)m,) v(1)
+ (i0¢1x(1)2 + 2, (1) + ¢1,(D) 1 (1) = 201, (1) + idao + io g, (1) — Z'0’¢1y(1)771x> 7,

where ¢o and 7 are in (A.2).
We do not include the formulae of B(™™(g), m +n > 3.

38



APPENDIX E. EXPANSION OF w,gm’") (z;0)

Recalling (5.6]), we solve (5.1 and (5.10), and make straightforward calculations to show that,
to the lowest orders,

1 ‘ bg%io)y sinh(ky) + bféo) + bféo) cosh(ky)
wit(@;0) =e ™ | —itanh(x) (50} ysinh(sy) + 03" + b3 cosh(xy)) |,

—itanh(k) (bfio) sinh(k) + bgéo) + bgéo) cosh(k))
70)

— (bg%io)y sinh(ky) + bgz + b%éo) cosh(/fy))
wél’o) (x;0) =e"™* | —itanh(k) (bgio)y sinh(ky) + bféo) + bféo) cosh(/iy)) ,
—itanh(k) (b&o) sinh(k) + bgéo) + b%éo) cosh(k))

and
Ke kc(3s — ke) 4c
(1,0) s — /~£cy2 3(s —ke)?2 k(K —cs) cosh(ry) (1,0) 0
VV37 ($70): 0 ) W4’ (33,0): 0 )
0 0
where
2ikc? 1.0 2ic? 1.0 i(2kct + 35 — 3kc?)
b(lvo):_ b(v):_ d b(v):_
L1 k—cs 12 s— ke 09018 (k — cs)?

Throughout the section, we employ the notation
s =sinh(k) and ¢ = cosh(k)

wherever it is convenient to do so.

)
Let w,(go’l)(a:;O) = (w(o’l)(x;o))2 , k=1,2,3,4, and we likewise make straightforward calcu-
(@:0))

—+

lations to show that, to the lowest orders,

(wgo’l) (;0)); =e 2" (bg?il)y sinh(ky) + bg?él) + bg?i’,’l) cosh(ky) + b&l) cosh(2ry)),
(i) ;0))2 =2 (B (y + 3) sinbry) + 08357 + 85 cosh(sy) + 5 cosh(2ny))
+ bg?il)(y — 3) sinh(ky) + bé?g—,l) + bé?él) cosh(ky),

(Wi (@:0))s =[(wi*V(@;0))2],_,

and

(Wgo’l) (2;0)), =e %K@ (bg(’)il)y sinh(ky) + bg?él) + bg(’)él) cosh(ky) + b&l) cosh(2/-iy)),

(Wgo’l) (2;0))y = — 27 (bé?il)(y + 3)sinh(ky) + bé?él) + bg?él) cosh(ky) + bg%) cosh(2ky))
— bg?il)(y — 3)sinh(ky) — bg%l) — bg%l) cosh(rky),

(w3 (:0))s =[(w"™") (2:0)):]

y=1
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where

k(4c?s — ke)

bg(’)il) = r’c, bg(,)él) T T 4s —dre
(0,1) 2/@263 + I{2C + I{C2S b(071) - 3/{20
L3 = 2(k — cs) ’ LA 437
bgoil) = —inZs, bgoél) _ ik(ke — ke + 2cs — 2035)7
2kcs — 2¢% 4 2
pOD _ ik(4k — 3kct — ke? + cs — 3s) pOD _ _32’/{2
23 25(k — cs) ’ 24 9827
0D _ ik(kc? + ked — Kk — ke + 2cs — 2¢3s) ORI ik(2k5 + ¢ — ¢ — Kkc?s)
25 2Kkcs — 262 + 2 R 2K — 2cs

Additionally, we calculate that, to the lowest orders,

(wéo’l)(x; 0)); =sin(kx) (bé?i”y sinh(ky) + b:(’)(,]él) + bi(’)(,]él) cosh(xy)),
(wéo’l)(x; 0))2 = tanh(k) cos(kx) (bé?i”y sinh(ky) + bg,)él) + bi(’)(,]él) cosh(ry)),

(Wi (2:0))3 =[(w§ (2;0))2] .

where
p O _ —2k2c? — kcs pOD) _ —c(s + 2kc)
3,1 k—cs 3,2 s—ke
0.1 ? — 4 6K%2c% — 4k%c* + 3kes — 4kc3s
by =

2K2 4 2¢252 — 4kcs

and wflo’l)(:n; 0) = 0.
We do not include the formulae of W,gm’n) (z;0), k=1,2,3,4, and m+n > 2.
APPENDIX F. EXPANSION OF w,gm’") (z;0)
Throughout the section, o > o.. Inserting (6.5), (6.7]) and (6.8]) into the latter equation of (£.22]),

¢
at the order of 6™e™, m+n > 1, let w,(gm’n) (z;0) = | v |, by abuse of notation, and we arrive at
n
buw + Gyy =io (1 = TH@NE"™™ (w:0))1 + (1 = (@)™ (2:0))1,
(mm) for 0 <y <1,
+ po((1 = (o)), (230))2
(F1) U= Ho e iopg b= g (1 (o))" (;0))1 for 0 <y <1,
Mo = =y +ion + (1= T(@)E"™" (z;0))3 at y =1,
n=wv at y =1,
¢y =0 at y = 0.

We solve the first and the last equations of (E.IJ), for instance, by the method of undetermined

(m,n) (m,n)

coefficients, subject to that w, " (z;0) € (1-IL(0))Y, so that II(o)w, " (x;0) = 0, to determine
¢, and we determine v and 1 by the second and fourth equations of (E.TJ).
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A straightforward calculation reveals that, to the lowest orders,

(wgo’l)(:n; o)) = eik?w((bﬂl) sin(kz) + bg?él) cos(m:)) cosh(kay)
+ bg?él) sin(kx) y sinh(ky) + kakccos(kz) y sinh(kay)
+ (b&l) sin(kx) + bg%l) cos(kz)) cosh(ksy)
+ bg?él)em cosh((ke + K)y) + bg?%l)e_im cosh((k2 — K)y)),
(Wgo’l)(:n; o)) = eim((bg?él) sin(kz) + bg%l) cos(kz)) cosh(kay)
(F.2) + (bg?ﬁ)) sin(kx) + bﬁ?ﬁ’ cos(kz)) cosh(ksy)
+ (bg?i? sin(kz) + tanh(/{)bg?él) cos(kz))ysinh(ky)
— korssin(kz) sinh(kay) + ikos(ky — o) cos(kx) y sinh(koy)
+ ibg?él)(b + K — a)ugleim cosh((ke + K)y)
+ z’bf;”(@ — ki — o)y e cosh( (kg — K)Y)),

(Wi (@:0))5 = [(W")a] .

where
b(071) :—42k2 (k‘2023 + 0°cogs — kokcsg — 2]€20’CQ$) B Pig C2lR2 — 0O
L1 ks (4k3 — K2) kokso
b(OJ) _ng(k%CQS + 0'2028 — kokcsy — 2k20023) pg?il)@(kz - 0)2
L2 = s9(4k3 — K2) koksa
bg(’)él) :iHCQ(kQ — O'),
1) ica(ks —0)?((ka — k2)P§?é1) + iﬂpg(,)éf))
L4 ™ k’484(2k‘2k‘4 — k‘% - k‘z + K2) ’
(0D  —idca(ks — 0)?*((k2 — k4)P§?211) + iﬂpg?él))
L5 kasa(2koks — k3 — k3 + K2) ’
and
0,1) . —1,(0,1 —1,(0,1 0,1 _
bg,g ) =i(ka — o) 1b§,1 = Klg 1b§,2 : +p§71 L 1(02 —1)(k2 — o),
D% =g 0 ik — o) 6% + p%) — ikare,
0,1) . —1,(0,1 —1,(0,1 0,1
bg,l ) =i(ka — o) 1b§,4 = Kb 1b§,5 : +p§73 g

0,1 _1,(0,1) . _1,(0,1 0,1
bg,ll) =K 1b§,4 - i(ka — o) g 1b§,5 ) +p§74 )

Here and elsewhere, we employ the notation

s = sinh(k), sg = sinh(ka), sq = sinh(ky), s(1) = sinh(1),
¢ = cosh(k), co = cosh(ks), ¢y = cosh(ky), $9(2) = sinh(2ks)
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whenever it is convenient to do so. Also

bg?él) (2k: k3359 + 6kyr’casy — AkScaes 4+ 2k 0l chsy — 2303 a8y — 2k K2 C? + Ak reac?

+ 4kSkc3sy 4 4kScacs + 2k k2 cac® — kg rcsc® + 10k5keacs + 41@2/{040332 — 16k3kocaso

— 16]{35’0'6268 + 2k /{3636282 + 8k§m2c26232 2/120’4626282 ko202 coc® — 4k7%/€026262

+ 4/<: K2oeac® + 2/<: k3cocs + 8/<:2/£ cocs — 6k2/£czcs — 12kok 0'30%82 + 6k2/€3020332

- 16/€2H,O' 359 — 6kak3ochsy + 24k ko chsy — 20kik2ochsy + 4k3ot cocs — 16k303cacs

+ 24k 0% cocs + 16k50ces + 2karPo?cyc? + Aks ko c3c® — dkikPocsc? + 8kSkchc sy

— 2k3K3c3es — 6kgrAc3es + 24kik2 % casy — Aksot cyes 4+ 16k c3es — 24kya’cacs

2,2 222 2

+2k%0t s + dkSchesys + 6kaR2 025t sy — Akakotcact sy — 16kakocacisy + 16k3k% 02 cacs

— 4kar2 o3 c3es — 2kar3otc3es + AkarPocies — 12k3 ko caes + 12k3 k% oches + 2k3kcicsys
— dkyot 626828 — 8]-(720'626828 — 2Ko 630323 + 2kokotcocs — 32]{72/{06268 + 4]432/{20'3636282
+ 2kpr302 B3P 59 + 8k3koP o sy — AkaK3 ot sy + Ak ko cact sy — 16k K2 ocict sy

41@2/{20 ches + 8/{:%0'36%0323 4kok2 03 cocs + 2kak30cacs — 16]{72/60'36268 4/{:2/4 ococs
+ 36k3ko’cacs — 20k k2o cocs + 2koratcies + 16ksrocacs — Skika?cicsas + 8]4:2/10’36%6525)
-(121@%/4;%%02 4K20%c3c? — dkgkBeac® — 8kikcac® — 8kjcsas
— 12/{: k2coc? + dkok 6262 —1—8]6:2))/{6 A + 4k%0%co? + 8koroleac® — dkok>csos — 2014:2/10325

+ 16k30csas — 8kako’cac® — 16ks k> csys — 8kao?csys + Akgk3cacsas + Skikcacsas

—1
— 4k2n02c328 + 8k2n20c323 + 24k§/4;a(:323 + 12k§m203c323 4/4;20202c323 — 8k2n02c§(3323)

and

bg?%l) = ( 6kar’casy — 2ksk3casy + AkScies + 2k% 0t sy + 2k30° 35y — 2k3 K23 — AkyKeac?

— 4k3kchsy — AkScocs + 2k kP cac? + dkikcsc? + 10kSkcacs — dkaro c3sg + 16k ko cs sy
+ 16k§’aczcs — 2k /ﬁgc%csz + 8/521%2020232 2/&204020232 2hkorlaleac? + 4/€2H0' 2e9c?

+ 4k K2 O'CQC + 2k2n cocs — 8k2n CcocS — 6k2/<;czcs — 12k2/<;2030332 — 6k2n3020332

+ 16k3 k03380 + kK3 ocasy — 24k3 ko> casy — 20ks K20 casy — dkdoteacs 4+ 16k3o3cacs

— 24k30%cycs — 16k50cses + 2kak?o’csc® — dkiko’cyc? — Akak?occ® — 8kakcac? sy

— 2k3K3c3es + 6kgrAc3es + 24ka k2% casy + kst cyes — 16k c3es + 24kya?cacs
—2r%0%ches — Ak chesas + 6kak2 a2 cact sy + dkokotcactsy + 16k rocicsy — 16k k%0 cacs
+ dkyr2 0 cies — 2kaR30%caes + Ak kP ocies — 12k ko2 cies — 12k k% ocies + 2k keacsys
+ 4koo? 626528 + 8]{320'626828 — 2Ko 036525 + 2kokoteges — 32k§I€UCQCS + 4]62/{2036%6252

— 2kok30%CacP sy — Skaka it so + AkarPocic? sy — Akiko?cactsy — 16k k%o sy

+ 4]62/{2026%68 8k: o’ 626828 + dkor’ 03 cocs + 2kok302cocs — 16]{32/€O'36268

— 4k3K3ococs + 36kikacocs + 20ki K2 acacs

+ 2koroicies + 16k rocies — 8kako’c3esas + 8]@2/{0%36525)
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-<4/1202c?’c2 121{:%/420362 — dkor3coc? — 8]435)/{6262 — 8k‘§‘c.928

+ 12/4: k2eoc® + dkor3 C2C +8k§’/€c — 4K%0%co? + 8kako?cac® + Akor3csas + 20/<;2/£0323

+ 16k3ocsys — Skoro?csc? — 16k3k2csgs — Skio csys — 4kor>chesys — Skikcacsas

-1
+ dkoko?csys + 8koklocsys — 24k‘%/10’6823 + 12]{73%2636828 — 4/620'2636828 + 8k2/{02636828> ,

where
(0 D= —(kSks + dk3 ke + k2/£ c—2ksktc + KSK%c — k3KPs 4 2k kO chs — 2kak3cas
+ 2k3 Kkt oc — kSk2oc + 2k3Kk30s — kyrCoc — kokPos — kykos — Ak2kc3e + korBegesy
— kS0cacsy + 3korPegsas + k2/102323 — KP0Cy898 — 4/<;2/£ €S9
+ 3k§’/€2c2032 — kémaczsw + 2k§/€4002032 — k%/iza(:gch + 2k§/€30c2323)
(k3 — K2)%(kos2(2) + 052(2) + 2keo — 2k3)) 7,
péo’l) = —iko(k®c3s — 2kScos — KPcos — AkIKAcSs + 3k3K2Chs + 2k5ocas + KOasgs — dkiKPcac
+ 2k3 K1 cos + kykZcos + Aka kP c3e — Ak kP ocas — 2k3k1ases + ki osas
— 2kok’c3esy — Ak kcacsy — 2kaktc3s9s + 2kaktocas + 6kikPc3esy — 2k3K 3 595)
(c2(k3 — k%)% (kasa(2) + 052(2) + 2keo — 2k3)) 71,
o1 kokca (ko — o) (kicas + K2cys + kyk3csy + kikesy — 2k3k%cys — 2kakcsy)
S ( (K — )2

k3kocysa (k3 — 1) (kg — 0)?(k2cys + k2cys — 2kykcesy)
k4$4(l€2 — /i2)2(k4 + O’)(kg - O’)

korca (ko — o) (kege — kysys — kicys — k3kcac + kyr?sys + kyrcsy)
+ k2 — K2
N korcysa(k3 — 1) (ky — 0)?(2K%cys — 2kykcsy + kokocye — kokyosys)

kasa(ks + o) (kg — o) (k] — K?)
keas(ke — 0)2(k3cyso + k2eysy + kokicosy + kikycasy — 2k3k3cyse — 2kokycosy)
s2(k3 — ki)
k2/€048(kz — 1)(/€2 — 0')2(k4 — 0)2(k30482 + 1@%0482 — 2k2]€46284)
kasa(ky + o) (ky — o) (k3 — k3)?

—%(kﬁcz — kooey — k2k2cy — kooessd + k2kacksy + kak2ocy — kak2eacyss
+ kgkiaqs% + k20620432 — k2k400334 + k4oCo8984 — k§k40623234)
korcy(k3 —1)(ky — 0)?
kacosa(ks + o) (ko — o)(k3 — k)

. (21@36%048 — k:g’czs + koocys — 2]43%06%648 + k:202648§8 + k:%aqs%s — kyo?ca89848

+ k‘2k’4/€C%CS4 — k‘4l€06%684 — k‘%I{CQC4CSQ — 2k‘§k‘40282848 + kokqocasesys + kakocacycss)
n keacas(k2 — 1) (ky — o) (s2 — kaca + oca)
Sg(k‘4 + 0)

) — p1,268(1)cas(ky — 0)2,
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and
01 . k%m26482(k‘2 — 1) (kg — 0')2(1432648 + K2cys — 2kykcsy)
Pa = Zp“( kasa(ka + o) (kz — o) (k2 — K2)2
k3k2caso(k? — 1)(kcge — kysys)(ky — 0)?
kasa(ks + o) (kg — o) (kf — K?)
HCQC(kQ — 0)2(k26482 — k40284 — kaZ&;SQ + k%k40284)
+ 2 _ 12
sa(k3 — ki)
koca(k3 —1)(ky — 0)?
kacasa(ky + o) (ko — o)(k3 — k3)
. (k%/ichs — 2k§k46§84s + 2k5’6204323 — kor’0cys

+ kork2ocys — ]C%/Q2C%C4S + 21@2]@40’6%848 — k’%k‘4/€6%684

+ k’%/{6264682 + k:4/£02c§c,94 - 21{:30’6204323 — koko?cocycss + k’gk‘4/€26282848)
2

CgC4(l€4 — 1)(]€2 — O')

ki+o

(0s — kas + kg/iC)) +ip1aksy ts(1)cae(ky — o).

(1,0)

OV (2;0), wy sy (z;0) and wy"" (z;0), for k = 1,2, and

We do not include the formulae of w
m-+n = 2.

APPENDIX G. RIGOROUS ENCLOSURE OF SOLUTION TO A NONLINEAR EQUATION

We explain how to apply a Newton-Kantorovich theorem (see, for instance, [1,9,[10] for appli-
cations to computer-assisted proofs) to give an a posteriori rigorous error bound on the numerical
approximation of the solution of ([6.24]).

Theorem G.1. Let X and Y denote Banach spaces and F' : X — 'Y be continuously differentiable.
Let xg € X. Let AT € B(X,Y), a bounded linear operator, and A € B(Y,X) be injective. Suppose
that

(i) ||AF (z0)||x < 71 for some r1 > 0;
(i) 1d — AA|gx x) < r2 for some 1y > 0;
(iii) [[A(AT — DF(x0))|l(x,x) < 73 for some r3 > 0, where DF denotes the Fréchet derivative

of F'; and moreover

(iv) SUD, B (z0) |A(DF(x) — DF(20))|l3x,x) < b(r)r for v >0 for some function b(r) > 0.

If
b(r)r? — (1 —ry —7r3)r+71 <0 for some r >0,

then there exists a unique x, € By(xg) such that F(x,) = 0.

For k > 0 suitably represented by an interval, let g = (k4,0) make an initial guess of a solution
of F ([624), where k4 and o are represented by intervals. We apply Theorem [G1] to verify that
there exists a unique solution of F' (6.24)) in B,(xg) for some r > 0. We remark that A and AT
can be chosen arbitrarily so long as the hypotheses of Theorem [G.1] hold. We choose AT to be the
midpoint of the Jacobian matrix of F (6.24)), evaluated at xg, and A to be the inverse of AT. We
take the Euclidean norm | - || on R? and the induced 2-norm || - |2 on B(R?,R?). Recall that

1Al < [|AllF < 2/ Al for any A € B(R? R?),

where || - || denotes the sub-multiplicative Frobenius norm and || - ||s the maximum norm.
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For z € B,(xg), we calculate
|A(DF(x) - DF(x0))ll2 <IA(DF(z) — DF(x0))lr < | All¢| DF(x) — DF(x0)|1#
<) Al DF(x) — DF(z0)oc
<2||A[|p  max sup ID(DF ) (%) || [l — 2ol

<m,n<2 -
1SmnS2 ge B(L (a+0), 4 z—aol)

<L2r||AllF max sup ||[D(DF)pn ()| F-
1<m,n<2
’ xE€By(20)

Therefore we take b(r) = 2||Al|r maxi<mn<2sup,_ 77— [|D(DF)mn(x)||r. MATLAB scripts can

x€By(x0)
be made available upon request.
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