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Pitchfork bifurcation at line solitons for nonlinear
Schrodinger equations on the product space R x T

Takafumi Akahori, Yakine Bahri, Slim Ibrahim and Hiroaki Kikuchi

Abstract

In this paper, we study the bifurcation problem from a line soliton for a stationary
nonlinear Schrodinger equation on the product space R x T. We extend earlier results
to a larger class of the nonlinearity in the equation. The salient point of our analysis
relies on a lower bound of solution to the “auxiliary equation” and then on the
application of the Crandall-Rabinowitz argument.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the bifurcation problem from line solitons for the following sta-
tionary nonlinear Schrodinger equation posed on the product space R x T:

— 0%u — 8§u +wu—|[ufflu=0, (z,y) ERxT, (1.1)

where T := R /277 is the one dimensional torus, w > 0, p > 1 and w is the unknown real-
valued function on R x T. Introducing the function F: (0,00) x H*(R x T) — L*(R x T)
defined by

Flw,u) = —0%u — Bzu + wu — |ufP ", (1.2)

equation (1) can now be written as F(w,u) = 0. We will use 9,F to denote the
derivative of F = F(w,u) with respect to the second variable u.

For each w > 0, equation (LI)) admits a positive solution in H'(R x T) which is
independent of the variable y € T. Such a solution is called a line soliton to (ILI). In
other words, a line soliton to (ILT)) is defined as a positive H!-solution to the following
ordinary differential equation:

d’R
~ o5 twR-R'=0, z€R (1.3)
It is known that for any w > 0 and p > 1, a unique positive H'-solution to (I3 exists;
We use R, to denote the line soliton to (ILT]). The line soliton R, is explicitly given as

1

INg=t 2 p—1
R, (z,y) = Ry(x) := wr1 <I%) T SechpoT (pT\/c_ux) (1.4)
Note that the function w € (0,00) — R,, € H?(R) is C*°. Furthermore, let L, ; o be the
linearized operator around R, for the ODE (L3]), namely,

2

—w +w—pR£_1. (1.5)

Lw,Jr,O =

Then, the following are known (see, e.g., Section 3 of [2]):
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w 4
L :{——}u 0} uJo, ith S — 1.6
o) = { = UL U 00) with wy o= pmgrem (16)
2. All eigenvalues of L, 4 ¢ are simple, and
ptl ptl dR,
LusoRy® =—2R, , Leio—2=0. (1.7)
Wp dx

ptl dR
Note that R,? 1is even and d—w is odd.
T

By the Fourier series expansion with respect to the second variable y, we see that for any
w>0and f € H*(R x T),

A 1 [
OuF (W, Ro)f =) (Lo + 0°) fu(@)ed™  with fu(e) = -~ / e f(x,y) dy.
nez 2 0
(1.8)
Thus, we find from (L6) and (L]]) that
0 (0uF (w, Rw)) = | 0(Lu 0 +n). (1.9)

nez

The aim of this paper is to show that for any p > 1, a “pitchfork bifurcation” occurs
at the line soliton R,,, (see Theorem [LLT]). Let us recall that the pair (w,, Ry, ) is called
a bifurcation point for the equation F = 0 with respect to the curve w — (w, R,,) if
every neighborhood of (w,, R,) contains zeros of F not lying on the curve (see [3]). The
implicit function theorem shows that if (wp, R,,,) is the bifurcation point, then zero is an
eigenvalue of 9, F (wp, R, ). Since 0, F (wp, Ry,) is just the linearized operator around R,,,,
for (L)), we can say that a necessary condition for (w,, Ry, ) to be the bifurcation point
is that R, is degenerate. In addition, by (L&), (L7) and (L3), we see that if w = wp,

ptl
then the kernel of 9, F (wp, pr) contains the real-valued functions aa:pr, Ry cosy and
ptl
R, siny. We introduce the spaces Lgym and HSQym as

L2 ::{ u € LQ(R X T): u(z,y) = u(—zx,y) = u(z, —y) }7

sym

H? = H*RxT)NL:

sym sym*

ptl ptl
Note that R, cosy € HSZy whereas 0, R,,, and R, siny fail to lie in Hszym. Thus,
(wp, Ry,,) is still a candidate for the the bifurcation point in the setting Hsym. Here, we
remark that the information about branches bifurcating from (wp, R,,,) is useful in the
study of the stability of the degenerate line soliton R, (see [6] 4]).

Now, we sate the main result of this paper.

m’

Theorem 1.1. For any p > 1, the pair (wy, Ry,) is a pitchfork bifurcation point for
F =0 in (0,00) X HSQym with respect to the curve w — (w, Ry); Precisely, there exist

ax >0, 8, >0 and a C?-curve a € (—ax, ax) — (w(a),Q(a)) € (wp — b, wp+64) X Hszym
with the following properties:

1. The set of zeros of F in (wp—0x,wp+0,) x HZ, consists of two curves w € (0,00)
(w, Ry) and a € (—ax, ax) — (w(a), Q(a)).



2. The following hold for all a € (—ax,as):

(0) =0,

0) = =
UJ( ) Wp, da
P
da?
p(p—1)(p — 2)wp

* 3

(RE%, {thu, cosy}t?),

(0) = wp{p(p — 1)} (T (wp, 0) " (R *{tbu, cos y}?), RE *u, cosy}?)

(1.10)

(1.11)

where T(wy,0) := P 0y F(wp, Ry, )| x,; Note that T(wp,0): Xo — Y3 is a bijection.

3. For any a € (—ax, ax), Q(a) is positive and written as

il
Q(a) = Ry, + anRf,g cosy + O(a?) in H*(R x T),

where Cp, > 0 is a normalizing constant chosen such that

C,RST i =1
1Cp Ry COSyHB(]RxT)— :

In particular, Q(0) = R,,,. Furthermore, the mass of Q(a) is written as

1Q(@) |72 Ry

a’ (d*w 5—p
= 7o, 2y + —{
p

W(O)WHRM?H%Q(R) - 1} +o(a?).

(1.12)

(1.13)

(1.14)

Remark 1.1. When p > 2, the same result as in Theorem [I1l had been obtained in [6].
The salient point of our result is that we can treat all p > 1; When 1 < p < 2, the twice
differentiability of the curve (w(a),@(a)) is not obvious because the nonlinearity is not

twice differentiable.

We give a proof of Theorem [L.1] in Section Bl In order to prove the theorem, we
derive a lower bound of the solution to the “auxiliary equation” (see ([2.20))) first, and
then apply the Crandall-Rabinowitz argument [3]. Such an approach enables us to treat

the case 1 < p < 2.

At the end of this section, we give a basic properties of line solitons to (I.T). It follows

from the definition of the line solitons (see (L)) that

R,(x) = wﬂ%lRl(\/ax),

R 1 _; dR,
QJRw—p_lw Rw—i—Qw xdm’

Wit e~ Velal < Ry(z) <{2(p+ 1)w}1’_ile_\/°7‘x‘.
Differentiating both sides of F(w, R,,) = 0 with respect to w, we see that
OuF (W, Ry)O0uR,y = —R,,.
Furthermore, by (ILI0) and the integration by parts, we can verify that

2 —
/ RLO,R, = Mw_l / Rg“ for all ¢ > 1.
R 20— 1)(g+1) R

3

(1.15)

(1.16)

(1.17)

(1.18)

(1.19)



We can also derive the following equation (see Lemma 2.2 of [6]):

D(r+1
/ RPHT = %w/ R forallr> 1. (1.20)
R R

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we apply the Lyapunov-
Schmidt method and introduce the auxiliary and bifurcation equations (see (2.20) and
@210)). In Section B we derive a lower bound and decay estimates for solutions to the
auxiliary equation. In Section Fl we show the three times differentiability of solutions to

the auxiliary equation with respect to certain parameters. In Section B we give a proof
of Theorem [L.11

2 Lyapunov-Schmidt method

In order to construct a bifurcation branch of 7 = 0 from (w,, R,,,) in (0, 00) x Hsym (RxT),

we employ the Lyapunov-Schmidt method. Let us begin by introducing a few symbols:

Notation 2.1. 1. Forw > 0, define 1, as

R R
P 1= ——— = T : (2.1)
[Ro? cosyllzmxry VIR lr2w)
Observe from (LIT) that
[, ()] S €55 VE forallz € R, (22)

where the implicit constant depends only on p.

2. For p > 1 and w > 0, let \w) denote the second eigenvalue of the operator
OuF (w, Ry,) restricted to H2 Note that 9y F (w, Ry)|mz,, is a sefl-adjoint op-

sym*
erator on L*(R x T) with the values in LZ,,. By (L3), [L8), (LT) and @I, we
see that
AMw)=1- i, 8u]~"(w,Rw)|H2y P, cosy = Aw)i, cosy for allw > 0. (2.3)

sym
Wp

Furthermore, we see that

Ker au]:(wp’ pr)|H§ym = span {T;Z)wp cosy}, (2.4)
dA 1
%(w) = _w_p for all w > 0. (2.5)

3. We use L2 (R x T) to denote the real Hilbert space of square integralbe functions

real

on R x T equipped with the inner product

(u,v) = / u(z,y)v(z,y) dedy.
R4 % [0,27]



4. We define the spaces Xs and Ya as
Xy :={ue Hszym(R x T): (u, 1y, cosy) = 0},

Yo i={u€ L2 (RxT): (u,h,, cosy) = 0}.

sym

Note that Xo C Ys. Since the line solitons are independent of y, it is easy to verify
that
R,,0,R, € Xo for allp > 1 and w > 0. (2.6)

We look for solutions to the equation F = 0 of the form (w,u) = (wp, + 6, Ry, +
av,, cosy+h) with § >0,a € R and h € HSQym. To this end, we consider the orthogonal
projection P| from L?(R x T) onto Ya:

P = u— (u,, cosy)i,, cosy, (2.7)
Then, we define the function F : (0,00) x (=1,1) x HZ,, — Y3 as
Fi(w,a,h) =P, F(w, Ry, + ay, cosy + h). (2.8)
Note that
Fi(w, 0, R, - R,,) = P F(w,R,) =0. (2.9)
Note that (2.4]) shows that

Ker 0, F (wp, Ry, )|x, = {0}. (2.10)

Furthermore, by the decay of R, (see (LI7)), (2.I0) and the Fredholm alternative theo-
rem, we see that

Ran 0, F(wp, Ru, )| x, = Y. (2.11)
By ([2.I0) and [2II), we see that 0, F (wp, Ru,): X2 — Y3 is bijective.

Using the implicit function theorem, we can find solutions to F, (w,a, h) = 0:

Lemma 2.1. Assume p > 1. Then, there exist ag > 0, 9 > 0, 79 > 0 and a C'-
function n: (wp — 8, wp + d) X (—ap,a0) — Xa such that the following hold for all
(w,a) € (wp — o, wp~+ ) X (—ag,ap):

1. Let h € Xy. Then, F| (w,a,h) =0 if and only if h = n(w,a).
2. |[n(w, a)l| 2 ®xT) < T0-

3. Define p(w,a) as
¢(w,a) := Ry, + ath,, cosy +n(w, a). (2.12)

Then, the following hold:
du(w, @) = =(PLOF (@, (w,a))|x,) Proo(w,a), (2.13)

dan(w, a) = — (P8, F(w, @(w,a))]XQ)flPlau}"(w, ¢(w, a))ty, cosy. (2.14)

Remark 2.1. 1. LemmalZl only states that the function n is C' since the assumption
includes the case 1 < p < 2. When p > 2, we can prove that n is C2.



)
2. Since n is C' with respect to (w,a) in H*(R x T), replacing &y by 50 and ag with

agp .
> if necessary, we may assume that

sup sup  {[|0un(w, &)l g2ty + 10an(w, )l 2@y} S 1, (2.15)

w€(wp—030,wp+d0) a€(—ao,an)
where the implicit constant depends only on p.

Let ag > 0, o > 0, 79 > 0, n and ¢ be the same as in Lemma 21l By (2.4]), ([29),
Lemma [2.1] we see that

n(w,0) = R, — R, forall we (w, —do, wp+ do). (2.16)
In particular, we see that
Nwp;:0) =0, 9w, 0) =Ry,  un(w,0) = dup(w,0) = O, R, (2.17)
We can also verify that

Oan(wp,0) =0, 0a(Wp, 0) = Py, cOS Y. (2.18)

Now, we introduce the function F: (wp, — do, wp + o) X (—ap,a0) — R as

Fi(w,a) := (Fw, p(w,a)), Y, cosy). (2.19)
Then, we may write the equation F(w, Ry, + aiby, cosy + h) = 0 as follows:

]:L(w’a’ h) =0, (220)
{ Fl(w,a) = 0. (2.21)

The first equation (220)) is called the auxiliary equation and the second one (2.2I)) the
bifurcation equation. Lemma 2] shows that (w, a,n(w,a)) is a solution to the auxiliary
equation (220)) for all (w,a) € (wp — do, wp+ o) X (—ag, ap). Observe from 217, [219)
and F(w, R,) = 0 that

F|(w,0) = 0. (2.22)

3 Lower bound and decay of solution to the auxiliary equa-
tion

Throughout this section, for a given p > 1, we use ag, dp and 7: (w, — dp,wp + dp) %
(—ag,ap) — X provided by Lemma2Jl Furthermore, let ¢(w, a) be the function defined

by @2, namely, p(w, a) = Ra, + ath, cosy + 1w, a).
Our aim in this section is to show the following propositions:

Proposition 3.1. Assume p > 1. Then, there exists €1 > 0 depending only on p with the
following property: for any 0 < & < €1, there exist 0 < a. < ag and C1(e) > 1 depending
only on p and € such that for any (w,a,z,y) € (wp — o, wp + o) X (—ag,a:) x R x T,

1

~(Vate)lz| < < Cy(e)e” W=zl 3.1
AN < p(w,a,x,y) < Ci(e)e (3.1)

In particular, p(w,a) is positive.



Proposition 3.2. Assume p > 1. Let e1 > 0 be the constant given in Proposition [3.1].
Then, for any 0 < € < €1, there ezist 0 < a. < ag, Ca(e) > 0 and Cs() > 0 depending
only on p and € such that for any (w,a,z,y) € (wp — do,wp + 60) X (—ae,a) X R x T,

|00 (w, a,2,)| < Ca(e)e”Ver2elal, (3.2)
|0aip(w, a,2,y)| < Cz(e)e”Verolal, (3.3)

We use these propositions to show the differentiability of ¢(w,a) with respect to w
and a (see Section Ml below in details).
We will introduce symbols used in the rest of this paper:

Notation 3.1. Let p > 1 and (w,a) € (wp — dp,wp + o) X (—agp, ap).

1. Define the operators L_(w,a) and Ly (w,a) on L2,
T) as

(R xT) with the domain H?*(R x
L (w,a):=—9> — 85 4w — p(w,a)P7, (3.4)
L+(w7 a) = 8uf(w7 QO((A.), a)) = _a:% - 85 +w— p(p(w7 a)pil' (35)

Note that both L_(w,a) and Ly (w,a) are self-adjoint operators on L*(R x T) with
domain H*(R x T). Observe from (ZIT) that

Li(w,0) = 0,F(w,Ry). (3.6)
Furthermore, by (34), ZI7) and [I8), we see that
Li(w,0)0,0(w,0) = 0yF(w, Ry)IyRy = —Ry,. (3.7)
2. Define
E(w,a) := F(w, a)y, cos y. (3.8)

Lemma 2] together with 212) shows that

L (w,a)p(w,a) = Fi(w,a,n(w,a)) + F(w,a)iy,, cosy = E(w, a). (3.9)

3.1 Proof of Proposition B.1]

Following the argument of Berestycki and Nirenberg [I], we shall prove Proposition Bl
The maximal principle plays an important role in the proof. We first show a uniform
decay of p(w,a).

Lemma 3.3. Assume p > 1. Then, for any w € (wp, — do,wp + o), the following holds:

lim sup  supy(w,a,z,y) = 0. (3.10)

|x|—00 ae[_‘%()"%()} yeT

Proof. If the claim were false, then there existed wy € (w, — do,wp + dp), Cix > 0 and a
sequence {x,} with lim,, . |2,| = oo such that

sup  sup|e(ws, a, Tn,y)| > Cy for all n € N.
ae[_aTovaTO} yeT



Furthermore, for each n € N, there exist a,, € [-%, %] and y, € T such that
C
|o(Way Ay Ty Y )| > ?* (3.11)
Since [-%, 4] is compact, we may assume that there exists a, € [-%, 4] such that

lim,, 00 @ = Goo. Note that d,0(ws,a) is continuous with respect to a in H?(R x T).
Then, by the Sobolev inequality and the mean-value theorem, we see that

’(P(whamxmyn) - (P(whaOvanvyn)‘ rg H(P(w*van) - @(w*vaOO)HHQ(RX’IF)

(3.12)
< lan — aco 0210121 Haa@(w*a oo + O(an — aOO))HHQ(]RX’]I‘) S lan — acl,

where the implicit constant is independent of n. We find from (B12) that there exists a
number n, > 1 such that

for all n > n,. (3.13)

Cs
‘(p(w*aanaxrhyn) - ‘P(w*aaooaxmyn)‘ S Z

Furthermore, it follows from (BII]) and (BI3) that

*

|o(wes oo, Tnyyn)| 2 o= for all n 2> ny,

which is absurd because p(ws, an) € H*(R x T) implies that

lim sup ¢(ws, oo, x,y) = 0.
|z|—o00 yeT

Thus, the claim of the lemma must be true. O
Now, we give a proof of Proposition B.1}

Proof of Proposition[31l Let w € (w, — dp,wp + dp) and € > 0 be a small constant to be
specified later (see (3.19])), and define

Wile,y) = Wi(a) = e Vool Wa(a,y) = Wy(a) 1= e~ Voralel,
Furthermore, let a € [—%*, %] be a constant to be specified later. It is easy to verify that
L_(w,a)W; = (2y/we — &* — |p(w, a)[P~1) Wy, (3.14)
L_(w,a)Ws = (—2ywe — &% — |p(w,a)|P ") Wa. (3.15)
Furthermore, we define

V1, = W1 — p(w,a), V2.4 = p(w,a) — Wa.
Then, by I4), BI3) and (39]), we see that
L_(w,a)vi,q = (2ywe — £ — |p(w,a)[P~1) W1 — B(w, a), (3.16)

L_(w,a)va,, = (2ywe +&° + |p(w, a) |p71) Wy + E(w,a). (3.17)



Define
By = {u € Xo: |lullg2®xT) < 70}

Then, by Lemma 2] there exists a constants C, > 0 depending only on p such that for
any x € R,

sup [E(w, a,z,y)| < [[F(w, p(w, @)l L2 ®x) 1¥w, €08 yllL2@xT) [Vw, (7))
yeT (3.18)
< C e Vel

Now, we impose the smallness condition on € by

in{p— 1, 1
O<e< %M% 5. (3.19)

Let p(e) > 0 be a number such that
Che o) < &2, (3.20)
Then, by BI8]), we see that if |x| > p(e), then

sup |E(w, a,z,y)| < C*e_%va_‘S“'”C'Wg < CLe PEOW, < 2Wy < 2W;. (3.21)
yeT

Furthermore, by Lemma B3] we may assume that p(¢) > 0 is so large that

sup  sup |cp(w,a,x,y)‘p71 < ¢? for all |x| > p(e).

ae[_aTovaTO} yeT

Then, it follows from FI0), BI7), B2I) and BI9) that
L_(w,a)viq >0, L_(w,a)vgq >0 for all |z| > p(e) and y € T. (3.22)

On the other hand, Since lim,0 [|p(w,a) — ¢(w,0)||pecmxT) = 0 and ¢(w,0) = Ry >

1
wr-Te~ Vertdlel (see (@ZI7) and ([LIT)), we can take 0 < a. < % depending only on p
and ¢ such that if a € (—a.,a.), then

1
§Rw(x) < p(w,a,z,y) < 2R, (x) for all |z| <2p(e) and y € T. (3.23)
Furthermore, by (320), (323]) and (LI7), we see that for any y € T,

v1.a(pl(e),y) = 2CLe™VE) _ 2(2(p 1 1)\ /iy T do} T VRO, (3.24)
Similarly, we see that for any y € T,

1 1
va.a(p(e),y) > §(wp _ 50);1 e~ Vwp(e) _ 0;16267\/0_JP(€)‘ (3.25)
Thus, we find from ([B.24])) and ([B:25) that if € is sufficiently small dependently only on p,
then

v1a(p(e),y) >0, v24(p(e),y) >0  forallyeT. (3.26)

Define
S. = {(w,y) ER X T: Ja] > p(e)}.



We claim that
Vl,q,V24 >0 for all (z,y) € S.. (3.27)

Note that (B27)) together with ([3:23) proves Proposition Bl We prove [327]) by con-
tradiction. Suppose that (B.27) fails. Then, we see that there exists (Zmin,Ymin) €
R x [—m, 7] such that v1a(Tmin, Ymin) = Ming s, v1.a(z,y) < 0. By B22), [(.26)
and w — |p(w,a)[P~t > 0 on S., we can apply the maximum principle and find that
Ymin ¢ (—m,m), that is, ymin = 7 or —7. However, by the Hopf lemma and 0yv; 4(7) =
Oyv1,q(—7) = 0, we can also find that ymin # £, which is absurd. Therefore, vi, > 0
for all (x,y) € S.. Similarly, we can prove that va , > 0 on S.. Thus, we have completed
the proof. O

3.2 Exponential decay of the derivatives of ¢(w,a)

In this subsection, we give a proof of Proposition To this end, for (w,a) € (wp, —
do,wp + 00) X (—ap,ap) and a given function G on R x T, we consider the following
equation:

Li(w,a)v=G in R xT. (3.28)

By a standard Fourier analysis (see also Theorem 6.23 of [5]), we may write (3:28]) as
(x—2)

my 627/ —imuw p—1
v(z,y)=C Z e T o ) e {plo(w,a,z,w) P v(z,w)+G(z,w) } dzdédw,

R- meZ
(3.29)

where C' is some constant. A key in proving Proposition is the following:

Proposition 3.4. Assume p > 1. Let e1 > 0 be the constant given in Proposition [31],
0 < e < &1, and let a. denote the same constant as in Proposition [31. Furthermore,
let (w,a) € (wp — do,wp + 60) X (—ae,a:), v be a solution to B28), A >0, B > 0 and
0 < a < +yw. Assume that the function G on the right-hand side of [B.28)) obeys that

1G(z, )| < Ae™l for all (z,y) e R x T. (3.30)

Furthermore, assume that
[vll Lo ®xT) < B- (3.31)

Then, the following holds:
v(x,y)| < Coe~ (@l for all (x,y) e R x T, (3.32)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, A, B, o and €.

Proof of Proposition [3.) By ([B.29), we see that

[v(,y)|
S e [ i o0, o) + G )} |
R, el vVm + W Tw
(3.33)
Put
VU 1= m2 =+ w. (334)

10



Then, by (333]), (31) and the assumptions (330) and ([B.31]), we see that
—VUm|z—2|
(2,)] < B/ P dz+A/ Y C——eFldz, (3.35)

meZ meZ

—VUm|z—2|

where the implicit constant depends only on p.

Consider the second term on the right-hand side of (3:35]). Let z € R. Then, for any
m € Z\ {0}, a direct computation together with 0 < o < y/w < v, and w < w,, shows
that

e—alel  ,—alal

/eumxz|6azdz < / o~ (vm—a)la—z| ,—ale—z|+lzl) g, < 2 <% " (3.36)
R R

— ~
VUm — Q m

where the implicit constant depends only on p. Thus, by B30 and w > w, — &y, we see
that

—Um|x—2z| 1 1
/ S Teatlgs g 3 Leally L kel < omalel (337)
2 _ ~ b N
meZ meZ\{0} m \/C_u(\/a Oé)

where the implicit constants depend only on p and «.
Consider the first term on the right-hand side of ([8:35]). Then, a computation similar
o ([B30) together with w > w, — dp shows that

/Z R~
meZ

< 3 - min{l, (-0} (VE-o)lal | o~ min{l, (p-DHe—e)le] (3.38)

2
meZ\{0}

<e min{1, (pfl)}(\/@f)\l“\’

where the implicit constants depend only on p and €. Putting (B35]), 3.37) and (B.38])
together, we find that

lv(z,y)| < Be~™irll (-D}Ve—e)lel 4 ge—(a=e)lal (3.39)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, a and ¢.
When min{1, (p—1)}(yvw—¢) < a—e, (339) implies the desired estimate (3.32). On
the other hand, when min{1, (p —1)}(y/w —¢) > a — ¢, using ([F39) in the computation

B33)-([B33) instead of the assumption ([B.31]), we can verify that

where the implicit constant depends only on p, A, B, o and ¢. Updating the bound of
|v| in B33)—(B34]) one after another, we see that for any integer k£ > 1,

lv(z,y)| < max { e~ min{l, k(p-1}(Vw—e)lz| = o—(a—e)lz| b (3.41)
where the implicit constant depends only on p, A, B, «a, € and k. This implies (332). O

Now, we are in a position to prove Proposition
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Proof of Proposition[3.3. Note that 0,p(w,a) and 9,p(w, a) satisfy

L (w,a)dup(w,a) = —p(w,a) + Ew,a),  Li(w, a)dup(w,a) = E(w,a),
where

E(w, a) = (Ly(w,a)0,0(w,a) + p(w,a), 1, cosy)iy, cosy,

B(w,) := (Lt (w, a)0ap(w, @), 1, €05 )i, cos .

Then, by Proposition B.1] ([2.2)), Lemma 2. and [2.I5)), we see that ¢(w, a), E(w,a) and
E(w, a) have exponential decay with respect to x:

p(w,a)] S e Vol B(w, )| + |E(w, a)] e "2 Volel < em(Vemalel - (3.49)

where the implicit constants depend only on p and e. Applying Proposition 3.4 as
G =—p(w,a) + E(w,a) and G = E(w,a), we find that Proposition is true. O

4 Computation of derivatives

The aim of this section is to compute the second and third derivatives of p(w,a) and
]:”(w,a) with respect to ¢ and w, which are used in the application of the Crandall-
Rabinowitz argument [3] (see Section [l). Note that when 1 < p < 2, even twice differen-
tiability is not obvious, as the nonlinearity of (L)) is not twice differentiable.

Throughout this section, let ag > 0 and dy > 0 be the constants given in Lemma 2.1]
and let €1 > 0 be the constant given in Proposition B.Il Furthermore, for 0 < € < 1, we
use a. to denote the same constant as in Proposition 3.1l We will assume that dg and &
are sufficiently small dependently only on p without any notice.

Recall from Proposition that if p > 1 and 0 < & < &1, then the following holds for
all (w,a) € (wp — do, wp + o) X (—ag,a.) and (z,y) € R x T:

|aag0(w’ a, T, y)| + |aw90(wa a,x, y)| 5 ei\/;|m|+2€‘x" (41)

where the implicit constant depends only on p and e.
We introduce symbols which are used in this and the next sections:
Notation.

1. For p>1, k> 1 and (w,a) € (wp — do,wp + do) X (—ap, ap), we define Vj(w,a) as

k
dFxP k

Vi(w, a) :== T o) plp—1)-(p—k+1p(w,a)’” (4.2)

Note that
L,(w,a)=—0?— 82 +w—Vi(w,a). (4.3)

Since ¢(w, a) is positive (see Proposition BI) and of class C'! on (w, — &y, wp + o) X
(—ag,ap) in the H?(R x T)-topology (see Lemma 1] and (ZIZ)), the following
holds:

Vi (w,a) = Viy1(w, a)0p(w, a) everywhere in R x T, (4.4)

where 9 denotes either d, or d,. Furthermore, Proposition Bl shows that if 0 <
e < ey and (w,a) € (wp — by, wp + o) X (—ae,ae), then

Vi(w,a,2,y) S plw,a, 2,y " < elmveleiretaml, (4.5)

where the implicit constants depend only on p, € and k.
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2. For p > 1 and (w,a) € (wp — ag,wp + ag) X (—ag,ap), we define T(w,a) as
T(w,a) := P Ly (w,a)|x,.
By (B.6]), we see that
T(wp,0) = POy F(wp, Ru,)| x2, (4.6)
We have to pay attention to the difference between T(w,a) and P;Ly(w,a); In
particular, T'(w, a) has the inverse, but P, L, (w,a) does not.
4.1 Basic results
It is easy to verify that for any (w1, a1), (w2, a2) € (wp — o, wp + o) X (—ap, ap),
T(wy,a1) — T(wa,a2) = =P {Vi(wi,a1) — Vi(wa,a2)}, (4.7)
T(wi,a1) "t — T(wa,a2) ™! = T(wy,a1) " HT(wa,a2) — T(wy,a1)} T(we,az)"t.  (4.8)
Furthermore, it is known that for any p > 1 and (w, a) € (wp — do,wp + do) X (—ap,ap),

”T(w7a)_luLQ(RxT)aHQ(RXT) <1, (4.9)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, which together with the linearity implies
the continuity, namely if lim,, o0 fn = f in L?(R x T), then

lim T(w,a) 'f, = T(w,a)"'f in H*(R x T). (4.10)

n—oo

By the boundedness of P, in L?(R x T), the continuity of ¢(w,a) with respect to
(w,a) (see Lemma 2] and ([212])), and (£7)) through (£9), we can obtain the following

lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Assumep > 1. Then, the operators T(w,a): Xo — Yo and T(w,a)™: Yo —
Xy are continuous with respect to (w,a) on (wp, — do, wp + 6p) X (—ag,ap), namely,

lim T(w+ 1,0+ —T(w,a =0, 4.11
(113 )5(0,0) |'T( gg! Y2) ( )”H2(Rx1r)—>L2(RxT) ( )

li T(w—+ 71,0+ %) ' —T(w,a) ! =0. 4.12
(,YWQI)IE(O’O)H (W+71,a0+72) (w, a) HLg,y(RX'H‘)—)HQ(RxT) ( )

It is easy to verify that the following lemma holds:

Lemma 4.2. If f: (w, — 0o, wp + 0o) X (—ag,ao) — L*(R x T) has the partial derivatives
in L2R x T) (0,f(w,a),0,f(w,a) € L2R x T)), then,

Oa(f(w,a), Y, cosy) = (Oaf(w,a), Y, cosy),
O (f (W, a), Yu, cosy) = (Ouf(w, ), cosy).
In particular, the following holds in L*(R x T):
Ou{PLf(w,a)} = P10.f(w,a),
9uAPLf(w,a)} = PO, f(w,a).

13



Since —97 — 02: H*(R x T) — L*(R x T) is bounded (hence continuous), it is easy
to verify that the following lemma holds:

Lemma 4.3. Let f: (w,—80,wp+00) X (—ag, ag) — H*(RxT) has the partial derivatives
in H*(R X T) (0uf(w,a),0,f(w,a) € H*(R x T)), then, the following hold in L?*(R x T)
for all (w,a) € (wy — do,wp + o) X (—ap,ap):

0u{(=07 = 05 + w) f(w,a)} = (=07 — 9 + w)uf(w,a),
0A(=02 = 05 + w)f(w,a)} = (=0; — 9} + w)D f(w, a) + f(w, a).

Lemma 4.4. Assume p > 1, and let 0 < € < e1. Then, the following hold in L*(R x T)
for all (w,a) € (wp — dp,wp + 6p) X (—ae, ae):

OaV1(w,a) = Va(w, a)0ap(w, a), (4.13)
Vi (w,a) = Va(w,a)d,e(w,a). (4.14)

Proof of Lemma[{.4}. We shall prove (£I3). It follows from (£4) that
0. V1 (w,a) = Va(w,a)0,p(w,a) everywhere in R x T. (4.15)

1
We may assume /w > 21 /w, > €1 > €. Then, by the fundamental theorem of calculus,

(#X) and (@I, we see that

‘/Yl(waa_i'&)_‘/l
)

1
w a) ‘ < / Va(w, a + 00)9ap(w, a + 06)| df
0 (4.16)

_p—1 .
<e 2 V@plz|te(d+p)lal everywhere in R x T,

where the implicit constant depends only on p and . Hence, Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem together with ([@I5]) shows that

0uV1(w,a) = Va(w,a)dup(w,a) in LY(R x T). (4.17)

Furthermore, by ([£I10), ([£3), and ([&1]), we see that

5) —
limsupHVl(w’a+ )~ Vi(w,a)
6—0 o

—Va(w,a)0up(w, a)|[ o mxT) S 1, (4.18)
where the implicit constant depends only on p, ¢ and k. Putting [@I7) and (ZIS)
together, we find that (£I3]) holds. Similarly, we can prove (AI4]). O

By (@3H), (A1), Lemma 4] and a direct computation, we can obtain the following
lemma:

Lemma 4.5. Assume p > 1 and let 0 < e < ey. If f: (wp — o, wp + 0p) X (—ae,az) —
H?(R x T) has the partial derivatives in H*(R x T) (Ouf (w,a),0uf(w,a) € H* (R x T)),
then the following holds in L*(R x T) for all (w,a) € (wp — 6o, wp + &) X (—ae,az):

al{vl (w7 a)f(wv a’)} =W (wv a’)aaf(wv a’) + VQ(wa a)aa()o(wv a’)f(w7 a),

&U{Vl (w’ a)f(w’ a)} =W (w’ a)awf(w’ a) + V2(W’ a)awgp(w, a)f(w’ a)'
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Remark 4.1. Observe that we assume the differentiability of f(w,a) in H*(R x T), but
the derivatives of the product Vi (w,a)f(w,a) is taken in the L>(R x T)-sense.

The following lemma immediately follows from Lemmas and
Lemma 4.6. Assume p > 1 and let 0 < e < ey. If f: (wp — o, wp + 0p) X (—ae,az) —
H2(R x T) has the partial derivatives in H*(R x T) (Ouf(w,a),0, f(w,a) € H*(R x T)),
then, the following hold in L*(R x T) for all (w,a) € (w, — o, wp + &0):

Ou{Lt(w,a)f(w,a)} = Ly (w,a)0qf(w,a) — Va(w, a)up(w, a) f (w, a),

ALy (w,a) f(w, a)} = Ly (w, a) 0 f (w, @) + f(w, a) = Va(w, a)0uip(w, a) f(w, a).
Lemma 4.7. Assumep > 1 and 0 < e < e1. If f: (wp — dp,wp + do) X (—ae,a:) = Ys
has the partial derivatives in Ya (0nf(w,a),0,f(w,a) € Ya), then the following hold in
H%*R x T) for all (w,a) € (wp — do,wp + 8) X (—ae,ac): If

f(w,a) = T(w,a)" ! f(w,a),
then
Oaf(w,a) = T(w,a) ' 0uf(w,a) + T(w,a) P {Va(w,a)dap(w,a) f(w,a)}, (4.19)

Dof(w,a) = T(w,a) ', f(w,a) = T(w,a) " f(w,a) + T(w,a) " PL{Va(w, 2)dup(w,a) f (w,a)}.
(4.20)

Proof of Lemma[f.7 We shall prove {I9). We compute the derivative of f(w,a) :=
T(w,a) ! f(w,a) with respect to a in accordance with the definition. Let (w,a) € (w, —
do,wp + o) X (—ae,ac), and let § be a constant to be taken ¢ — 0. It is easy to see that
the following identity holds everywhere in R x T:

f(w,a—}— J) — f(w,a) B T(w,a —i—6)_1f(w,a—i—5) — T+(w,a)_1f(w,a)

) 1)
= YT(w,a+0)"' —T(w,a) '} f(w,a+0) (4.21)
+ T(w,a)"* flw,at 5()5 —Jwa)

Using (£38) and (7)), we can rewrite the first term on the right-hand side of (Z2I]) as

follows:
S HT(w,a+6)"" = T(w,a)" '} f(w,a+0)

= -6 '"T(w,a) {T(w,a+5) — T(w,a)} T(w,a+ )" f(w,a+ )

_ T( ) IP <VY1(UJ CL—F(;(); Vl(w’a)T(w,a+5)71f(w,a+5))
:T(w,a)*ﬂ(w“’”‘z Vl(w’a)T(w,a)_lf(w,a)>
—i—T(w,a)’lPL({Vl(w,a—i—é) . Vl(w,a)}T(w,a 1f(w a+5()5 f(w a))
_{_T(w,a)—lPL(Vl(w,a—i‘(S()s—V {Twa+5) wa 1}fwa+6))
(4.22)
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We consider the first term on the right-hand side of ([@22]). It follows from the
continuity of T(w,a)™t: L2(R x T) — H?*(R x T) (see (ZI0)) and the differentiability of
Vi(w,a) in L?(R x T) (see Lemma E4]) that

) _ Vi(w,a+90) — Vi(w,a)
1 1\, 1 W,
fing T )™ P ;

= T(w,a) P {Vs(w,a)dup(w,a)T(w,a) " f(w,a)} in H*(R x T).

T(w, a)_lf(w, a)) (423

Next, we consider the second term on the right-hand side of [@22). Let 1 < p < 2
By (@9)), a convexity (0 < p—1 < 1), the continuity of ¢(w,a) with respect to a in
H?(R x T), and the differentiability of f(w,a), we see that

|T(w,a) P, <{V1(w, a+98) —Vi(w,a)}T(w,a)? fwat 6()5 — S, a)) a2, ®xT)
< Vi, a+0) — Vi, )} T, 0 L20E DTG0y o

w,a+9) —f(w,a)‘
)

p—1 f(
< lp(w,a +6) —SD(W,G)HLoo(RxT)H 12, (RXT)

—0 asd — 0.
(4.24)

We can prove the case of p > 2 similarly.
We consider the last term on the right-hand side of ([@22]). By the fundamental
theorem of calculus, Lemma 4], (Z5]), and ([&1), we see that

Vi(w,a+9) — Vi(w,a)

1
P /O Va(w, @ + 00)aplw,a + 08) 0] ey < 1.

(4.25)
where the implicit constant depends only on p and e. Then, by (£9), [E25) and Lemma
4.1l we see that

Vi(w,a+6) — Vi(w,a _ _
||T(w,a)*1PL( 1( + ()S 1 ( ){T(w,a+5) 1 — T(w,a) l}f(w,a‘}'(s))HH%y(RxT)
< VD =D (0 48— T(w0) ) F 0+ )

—0 asd— 0.
(4.26)

It remains to consider the second term on the right-hand side of (£2I]). By the
continuity of T(w,a)™!: L*(R x T) — H?(R x T) (see (@I0)) and the differentiability of
f(w,a), we see that

. —f(w7a+5)_f(w7a)
i Tl )12

= T(w,a)  0uf(w,a) in H*(R x T). (4.27)
Putting the above computations together, we find that (£I9]) holds. Similarly, we

can prove (Z20).
O
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4.2 Second derivatives of p(w,a)

In this section, we compute the second derivatives of p(w,a) with respect to w and a.
We emphasize that when 1 < p < 2, the twice differentiability of ¢(w,a) is not obvious,
as the nonlinearity of the equation (L)) is not C2.

Recall that 7: (wp — &g, wp +80) X (—ag, ag) — X2 is C! and P F(w, p(w,a)) = 0 (see
Lemma Z.T)). Observe from a direct computation that the following holds in L?(R x T):

Du{Vo(w, )} = po(w, )" 0up(w, @) = Vi (w, ) {t, cosy + Dahlwa)},  (4.28)
DAVo(w, a)} = pplw, @)’ Duip(w, a) = Vi(w, a)duh(w, ). (4.29)

Note that Lemma [2.1] shows that
Dup(w,a) = ~T(w,a) {Ru, +n(w, a)}, (4.30)
Duip(w, @) =, cosy — T(w, @)~ PL Ly (w, a)t, cos . (4.31)

In order to prove the continuity of the second and higher derivatives of p(w,a) in
H?(R x T), we prepare the following lemma:

Lemma 4.8. Assume p > 1 and let k,j be integers satisfying k > p and j > 1. Then,
there exists 0 < e(k,j) < e1 depending only on p, k, and j with the following property:
Let 0 < e < e(k,j), and let g be a function in C((w,— 6o, wp+080) X (—ae, a:), L>(R x T)).
Assume that for any (w,a) € (wp — dp,wp + 6p) X (—ae,az) and (z,y) € R x T:

l9(w, a, 2, y)| S e FVERIERL (4.32)
where the implicit constant depends only on p, k, j and €. Furthermore, assume that

li (k=1)v/wlx|+kel|z| a4 79) — glw, 0 133
(fn,fyzl)rg(o,o)”e {g(w 7,0+ 72) — g(w a)}”B(RxT) (4.33)

Then, T(w,a) P {Vi(w,a)g(w,a)} is continuous with respect to (w,a) on (wy—dy, wy+
80) X (—ae,a.) in the H*(R x T)-topology.

Proof of Lemma[f.§ Let 0 < € < €1, (w,a) € (wp — dp,wp + o) X (—ae,a:), and let
1
(71,72) € R2. We will assume /w > 21 /w, and € being sufficiently small dependently

only on p, k, and j, without any notice. Furthermore, we will take (y1,72) — (0,0), so
that we may assume that

(w+ 1,0+ 72) € (wp — o, wp + dp) X (—ae, az), (4.34)

Vw—e<Vw—nl < Vot nl<vo+e (4.35)

First, we shall show that

o A [Vi(w + 71,0 +72)9(w + 71,0+ 72) = Vi(w, a)g(w, a) | 12 g o) = 0. (4.36)

Observe that
Hvk(w + 71,0+ 72)9(("} + 7,0+ '72) - Vk(W, a)g(w7 a)HLQ(RxT)

< {Vi(w +71,a +72) = Viw, @) g(w + 71,0 +792) | 2 @) (4.37)
+ [Vi(w, a) {g(w + 71,0 + 72) — g(w, a)}||L2(R><11')-
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Consider the first term on the right-hand side of (£37). By the fundamental theorem of

calculus, (@), (£32), [@3), (EI), @35) and p > 1, the following holds everywhere in
R xT:

Hvk(w + 71,0+ 72) — Vk(w,a)}g(w +71,a _|_72)‘
S Vi@ + 71,0+ 92) = Vig(w, a + o) [e PV e hallziiele

+ [Vilw, a + 72) — Vi(w, @) e FVeMllekiele

1 , 4.38
S |71|/ ‘Vk-i—l(w _{_9,)/1,(1 _{_72)“&080(&) _}_9,)/1,(1 _{_72)‘ dee—k\/w—wlﬂx\-i-jdﬂ ( )
0

1
+ |2 / |Vk+1(w, a+ 972)H8ag0(w, a+ 972)‘ dfeFVew—Imlizltielz|
0

< (Il + pal)e™ 5VERIFF GRS (| 4 e vEriel,
where the implicit constants depend only on p, k, j and €. Thus, we find that

lim — |{Vi(w+ 71,0 +72) = Vi(w, @) g(w + 71,0 +72) |l 2@ury = 0. (4.39)
(71,72)—(0,0)

Move on to the second term on the right-hand side of ([@37]). By (@35]) and p > 1, we see
that

—(p—1)

‘Vk(w’a)e—(k—l)ﬁlwl—ke\w” <e 7 Verll (4.40)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, k, j and . Then, by (£40) and (Z33)),
we see that

! Vilw, tnat+ ) —gw, =0. 141
(%N;)Ig(ovo)n w(w, a){g(w+71,a+72) — g(w a)}||L2(RxT) (4.41)

Putting (£37), E39) and (@41 together, we find that (@30]) holds.

We shall finish the proof of the lemma.

Observe from (@A), (£32), p > 1 and (£35]) that

[Vi(w + 1,0 +72)9(w + 71,0 +72)l L2 ®xT)
B - (4.42)
< ||eF veRlalt@R=2pelzl) oy < e TV gy S 1,

where the implicit constants depend only on p, k, j and e. Then, by (£42]), Lemma

L1 @3) and ([@30), we can prove the continuity of T(w,a) P {Vs(w,a)g(w,a)} on
(wp — 80, wp + 0p) X (—ae,az) in the H(R x T)-topology. O

Next, we give the second derivatives of ¢(w,a):

Proposition 4.9. Assume p > 1. Then, there exists 0 < g9 < €1 depending only on p
such that if 0 < € < g9, then ¢ is C% on (wp — 8o, wp+ o) X (—ae,a:) in the H*(R x T)-
topology; and the following hold for all (w,a) € (wp — do, wp + 0p) X (—ae,ac):

0%p(w,a) = T(w,a) 1P, (VQ(w, a){(?agp(w,a)}g), (4.43)
(9330((4), a) = T(w,a)flPL (VQ(w, a){0, ¢ (w, a)}2 — awgp(w,a)), (4.44)
aw8a<p(w7 a) = aaaw@(wa a)

(4.45)
= T(w,a)” ' P (Va(w, a)d,p(w, a)0sp(w, a) — dap(w, a)).
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Remark 4.2. Since T(w,a)™! maps Y to Xo, Proposition [[.9 shows that
82@(@),(1), O0wOap(w,a), 0,0,p(w,a), 83@(@),(1) € Xo.

Proof of Proposition [{.9 We shall prove ([£43]) . By Lemmas and [L.6] the following
holds in L*(R x T):

Ou(P1 Lt (w,0) {1, cosy}) = —P1 (Va(w, 0)0up(w, @), cos ), (4.46)
0 (P L (w,0) s, cosy}) = Pi{th, cosy} = Pu(Va(w, 0)uplw, a)ii, cosy). (4.47)
Furthermore, by ([&31]), Lemma A7 and ([@40), the following holds in H?(R x T):
O2e(w,0) = ~0u(T(w,) ' PLLy (@, @){th, cosy})
= ~T(w,a) "0 (P Ly (w,0){tu, cosy})
— T(w,a)" P, (VQ(W, a)datp(w, a)T(w, a) Py Ly (w, @) {th,, cos y})

= T(w,a) 1P, <V2(w, a)0,p(w, a){wwp cosy — T(w,a) P L, (w, a){t, cos y}})
(4.48)

Plugging ([4.31)) into the right-hand side of ([4.48]), we obtain ([A.43]). Similarly, we can
prove (43 and (£44).

It remains to prove the continuity of the second derivatives. When 2 < p, we see from
the implicit function theorem that ¢(w,a) is C? with respect to a and w. Hence, we may

assume that 2 > p. Observe from (£1]) that

[{0up(w, a,2,y)}?| S e 2Veleltiell, (4.49)
where the implicit constant depends only on p and e. Furthermore, by (&), the embed-
ding H?(R x T) < L®(R x T), and the continuity of d,¢(w,a) in H*(R x T), we see
that

leVele 2ol £ (9, 0(w + 1, a +72))% = (Batp(w, @, 2, y))? Ml p2 ()

1
< [lev@iet2etl =3 /STl (e + 14 72) = e, 2, 9) B e
—0 as (71’72) - (050)
(4.50)

Then, by [@43), [@E49) and [@5Q), we find that Lemma A8 can apply to d2¢(w,a) as
k=2 j=4,g(wa) = {0.,0(w,a)}?. Thus, we see that 92p(w,a) is continuous with
respect to (w,a) in the H?(R x T)-topology. Similarly, we can prove the continuity of
the other partial derivatives. O

We state decay properties of the derivatives of ¢(w,a):
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Lemma 4.10. Let p > 1. Then, there exists €5 > 0 depending only on p such that for
any 0 < e < &2 and (w,a) € (wp — dy,wp + do) X (—ae,ac), the following holds:

1020w, a,2,Y)| + |00 (W, a, 2, y)| + |02 p(w, a, z,y)| S e~ V&3l (4.51)

where the implicit constants depend only on p and €.

Proof. We may write (£.43]) through ([4.44)) in Proposition as follows:

L (w,a)0p(w,a) = Va(w,a){d.0(w, a)}?, (4.52)
Li(w,a)0,0,0(w,a) = Va(w,a)d,e(w,a)dsp(w,a) — dup(w,a), (4.53)
L (w,a)02¢(w,a) = Va(w,a){0,p(w,a)}* — dup(w,a). (4.54)

Observe from (@A) and (£I]) that if € is sufficiently small depending only on p, then
[Va(w, a){Bup(w, a)}*| S e~ tVe2edlel,
Va(w, a)dup(w, a)dap(w, a)| + |8ap(w, a)| S e~ Vo2l
[Valeo, ) {Duipleo,0) ] + Do (w, )| S e VO],

where the implicit constants depend only on p and . Then, applying Proposition B.4] to

[#52) through (54 as o = y/w — 2, we obtain ([ALEI]). O

4.3 Third derivatives of p(w, a)

In this section, we find the third derivatives of ¢(w,a) with respect to w and a.
Let us begin with a generalization of Lemma .4}

Lemma 4.11. Assume p > 1, and let k, j be integers satisfying k > p and j > 1. Then,
there exists €(k,j) > 0 depending only on p, k, and j with the following property: Let
0<e<e(k,j), and let g € CY((w, — do,wp + 60) X (—ae, a:), L°(R x T)). Furthermore,
assume that the following hold for all (w,a) € (wp — do,wp + 00) X (—ae,a:) and (z,y) €
R x T:

lg(w,a,z,y)| < e*k‘/;‘x‘ﬂem, (4.55)
10,9(w, a,z,y)| + |8ag(w, a,z,y)| S e FV@lal+G+2ell (4.56)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, j and €. Then, the following holds in the
L%(R x T)-topology for all (w,a) € (wp — 8o, wyp + &) X (—ac,az) :

B{Vk(wa a)g(wa a’)} = Vk+1(w7 a)a(p(w7 a)g(w7 a) + Vk(wa a)ag(w7 a)a
where 0 denotes either 9, or 9,,.

We omit the proof of Lemma [L.11] as the lemma can be proven in a way similar to
Lemma [£41

Now, we give the third derivatives of p(w, a):
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Proposition 4.12. Assume p > 1 and let €3 be the constant give in Proposition [{.9
Then, there exists 0 < €3 < g9 depending only on p such that if 0 < € < €3, then ¢ is of
class C3 on (wp, — 8o, wp + 80) X (—ae,ac) in the H*(R x T)-topology; and the following

hold for all (w,a) € (wp — 0o, wp + 0p) X (—ae, ac):

Biip(w,a) = T(w,a) " PL (Va(w, ) {0uplw, )}
(4.57)
+ 3T (w, a)_lPl (VZ(W7 a)0ap(w, a)ag()o(wv a’)) )
8§6wg0(w, (l) = 040,040 = awa(z@
— T(W7 a)ilpJ_ <V3(w7 a)aw<p(w7 a){aa@(wa a’)}2>
+ 2T (w,a) P, <V2(w, a)0gp(w, a)0q 0, (w, a)) (4.58)
+ T(w,a)" P, (Vg(w, a)02p(w, a)d,p(w, a))

- T(wa a)*le_ag(p(w, a)7

Da02p(w, a) = 0,040, = O 0atp

= T(w,0)" PL(Va(w, )Dtplw, ){Duip(w, )}’
+ 2T (w,0) " Py (Va(w, 0)0up(w, @) Dadlsip(w, 0)) (4.59)
+ T(w,a) " Py (Va(w, 0)020(w, a)duip(w, 0))

- T(wa a)_lplaggo(wa a)7

B p(w,a) = T(w,a) " P (Va(w, a)}{Oup(w, )}

+3T(w,a)" P, <Vg(w,a)8icp(w,a)3w<p(w,a)> (4.60)

— wT(w,a) P 3% p(w, a).
Remark 4.3. Since T(w,a)~! maps Y to Xo, Proposition [[.13 shows that
03 o(w,a), Da0up(w,a), Dadop(w,a), Pp(w,a) € Xa.

Proof of Proposition [J.13. We shall prove [@57)). By ([£Z3) in Proposition L9, Lemma
ED with f = Py (Va(w, a){0.p(w,a)}?), Lemma L2 and Lemma EIT with k = 2, j = 4,
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g = {0ap}?, we see that the following holds in H?(R x T):
Oap(w,a) = 8.0z p(w, a) = 0u{ T(w,a) " Pi (Va(w, a){dup(w. a)}?) }
= T(w,a) P14 (Va(w, a){0atp(w, a)}?)
+T(w,a) " PL{Va(w,a)dup(w, a)d7p(w, a) }
= T(w,a) ' PL(Va(w, a){0up(w, @)}’ + 2Va(w, a)dutp(w, ) D; p(w, a))
+T(w,a) "' PL{Va(w,a)dup(w, a)03p(w, a)}.

Thus, we have proved (L57). Similarly, we can prove (A58]) through (4.60).

It remains to prove the continuity of the third derivatives of ¢. When 3 < p, we see
from the implicit function theorem that ¢(w,a) is C® with respect to a and w. Hence,
we may assume that p < 3. Then, we shall prove the continuity of 93p. Observe from
the continuity of 9, and ([I]) that LemmaL8] can apply to the first term on the right-
hand side of @57) as k = 3, j = 6, g(w,a) = {Jap(w,a)}3. Moreover, observe from the
continuity of d,¢ and 92¢p, ([@I]) and Lemma that we can apply Lemma 8] to the
second term on the right-hand side of [@ET) as k = 2, j = 5, g = J0(w,a)0>¢(w, a).
Thus, we find that d%p(w,a) is continuous with respect to (w,a) in the H?(R x T)-
topology. Similarly, we can prove the continuity of the other third order derivatives. [

4.4 Derivatives of Fj(w, a)

In this section, we compute the derivatives of .7-"||(w, a) up to the third order.
Observe that

(p(w,a), Y, cosy) = a. (4.61)
Then, the following result follows from Lemma [£2] (@31, (£30) and (E.E1):

Proposition 4.13. Assumep > 1. Then, F| is C* on (wp — 0o, wp + o) X (—ao,ap), and
the following hold for all (w,a) € (wp — do,wp + o) X (—agp,ap):

80}“ (wv a’) = <L+(w7 a)aa(p(w7 a)7 ,l/}wp Cos y>7 (462)
OuF|(w,a) = (Ly(w,a)0,p(w,a), Py, cosy) + a. (4.63)

The following result follows from Proposition L.13], Lemma 2] Lemma .6 and Propo-
sition

Proposition 4.14. Assume p > 1. Let €5 be the constant given in Proposition [{.9 and
0 <e <ez. Then, F is C? on (wp — 8o, wp + 00) X (—ae,az), and the following hold for
all (w?a) 6 (Wp - 605 Wp + 60) X (_a€a aE)‘.

83*/—_“ (wv a’) = <L+ (wv a)62<p(w, a) - VZ(wa a’){aa(p(w7 a)}27 ,l/}wp COs y>7 (4'64)
0a0,F| (W, a) = 0,0, F )| (w, a) (4.65)
=1+ <L+ (wv a)awaa@(wv a’) - VZ(wv a’)aa@(("% a)awgp(("-@ a)a ,l/}wp Cos y>7

(93]:”((», a) = (Ly (w,a)02¢(w, a) — Va(w, a){0up(w, a)}Q,T,Z)wp cos y). (4.66)
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The following result follows from Propositions B12] and .14l Lemmas [£2] and
1Tk

Proposition 4.15. Assume p > 1. Let 3 be the same constant given in Proposition
main-lem-3 and 0 < € < e3. Then, F|| is C3 on (wp — 8o, wp + 6) X (—ae,a:), and the
following hold for all (w,a) € (wp — do,wp + 60) X (—ae, az):

| (w,a) (4.67)
= (Lt (w,0) 00w, a) — 3Va(w,a)dup(w, a) 05 p(w, a) — Vs(w, a){0ap(w, a)}?, b, cos y),
020, T (w, a) = 00,04 F (w, a) = 0,0, F)(w, a) (4.68)
= (Lt (w,0) w03 p(w, a) — Va(w, a)Dp(w, a) 05 p(w, a)

— 2Va(w, )00 p(w, a) D Oatp(w, a) — Va(w, a){0ap(w, @) }* Duip(w, ), ths, cos y)
0a 02 F|(w, a) = 00,0,F) (w, a) = 829, F)|(w, a) (4.69)
= (L4 (w,0)020ap(w, a) — Va(w, )8 p(w, )02 p(w, a)

— 2V3(w, @) p(w, a) 0 up(w; a) — Vs(w, a){8up(w, a)}0up(w, ), Y, cos y)
O F|(w, a) (4.70)

= <L+(w7 a)ag()o(wv a’) - 3V2(w7 a)8w<p(w7 a)afﬁp(w? a) - V?»(wv a’){aw()o(wa a’)}37 pr Cos y>

5 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [[LTI Throughout this section, for a given
p > 1, let ag, 6o and n: (wp — do, wp + do) X (—ag, ag) — X2 be the same as in Lemma 2]
¢(w,a) be the function defined by ([2I2]), and 3 be the constant given in Proposition
Furthermore, for 0 < ¢ < e3, we use a. to denote the same constant given in
Proposition B.11

We will empoly the argument developed by Crandall and Rabinowitz [3] (see also the
proof of Theorem 4 (ii) in [4]). Let 0 < € < e3, and define

D, = (Wp — 0o, wp + 50) X (_ae,as)' (5'1)
Furthermore, we introduce the function g: D. — R as

Fia) g 20,
g(w,a) = a (5.2)
(9af||(w, O) if a =0.

Lemma 5.1. Assume p > 1 and let 0 < ¢ < e3. Then, g is twice differentiable on D..
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Furthermore, the following hold:

0,9(w,0) = 0,0, F| (w,0) = 00, F| (w,0), (5.3)

959(w, 0) = 050aF)(w,0), (5.4)
1

049(w,0) = §a§ﬂ|(w,0), (5.5)
1

8waag(w70) - aaawg(wa 0) - §6w8§ﬂ|(w, 0)7 (5'6)
1

029(w,0) = 027 (w,0) (5.7)

Proof of Lemmalidl Since F| is C3 on D, (see Proposition A5, it is obvious that g is
twice differentiable at (w,a) € D, with a # 0. Furthermore, we can easily verify (B3]

and (B.4).
It remains to prove the twice differentiablity of g at (w,0) and (5.5) through (B5.7).
The Taylor expansion together with 7 (w,0) = 0 (see (Z22])) shows that

1 1
Fi(w,a) = 0, F)(w,0)a + 583}"”(% 0)a? + 583’}](@), 0)a® + o(a®). (5.8)

Furthermore, by Proposition 13, (87) and the integral of cosy over [—7, | being zero,
we see that

0uF ) (,0) = (L (@,0)up(e,0), 1 oY) = {~ R th, cosy) =0 (5.9)

Hence, the Taylor expansion together with (5.9]) shows that
OuF||(w,a) = 0u0,F|(w,0)a + %Bgaw]m(w, 0)a? + o(a?). (5.10)

Moreover, we will use the Taylor exapnasion of 9,7 (w, a):
0uF|(w,0) = BuF|(w,0) + B2F) (w0, 0)a + S O8F| (w,00a + o(a®).  (5.11)

The claim (B3] follows from (B.8]):

]:|| (w,a) — aaa]:H (w,0)
2

Dug(w,0) = lim L2V =90 _

a—0 a a—0 a

1
= S02F)(@,0). (512)

Furthermore, (5.12]) shows that

a 6, — Ya ) 1
0,009(w0,0) = lim 229 700 =09, 0) _ Ly oo, ) (5.13)
) 0 2
By (£3) and (BI0), we see that
. OuF|(w,a) — a0a0uF)(w,0) 1 _,
040.,9(w,0) = lim " = 5aaawj-“”(w, 0). (5.14)

Then, (B.6) follows from (513]), (5.14) and ([A68) in Proposition EI5]
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It remains to prove (5.7). Let (w,a) € D, with a # 0. Then, by the differentation of
quotient and (B58]), we see that
a(?a]:”(w, a) — ]:”(w, a)

a2
~ 0uF)(w,a) — 0uF)(w,0)

a

Oag(w,a) =

1 1
— 583.7—"||(w,0) — 583ﬂ|(w, 0)a + o(a) (5.15)

! 1 1
_ /0 O2F) (0,00) dO — SO2F(w,0) — - 03F (w,0)a + o(a).
Furthermore, by (515) and (512), we see that

929(w,0) = lim 9ag(w; a) — dag(w,0)

a—0 a

1o [ 1
= lim —{ / 83.7—"”(@), fa) dd — 83.7-"||(w,0) — —03]-“||(w, 0)a + o(a)}
0

a—0 a 31
Lo . (5.16)
:ii_%/o /0 32.7—"||(w,6?/<;a) drdf — 532ﬂ|(w,0)
bt 3 L3 1.3
= /0 /0 0, F|(w,0) drdf) — Eﬁaﬂ|(w,0) = gﬁa}"”(w,()).
Thus, we have completed the proof. ]

Lemma 5.2. Assume p > 1, and let 0 < ¢ < e3. Then, the function g is C? on D,.
Furthermore, the following hold:

g(wp,0) =0, 0ag(wp,0) =0, 0wg(wp,0) = _wi < 0. (5.17)
P
Proof of Lemma[Z2. We shall show that g is C? on D.. Since F) is C3 on D, (see
Proposition [£15]), it is obvious that g is twice continuously differentiable at (w,a) € D,
with a # 0. Furthermore, by Lemma 5] it suffices to prove the continuity of the second
derivatives 92 g, 0,,0,9 and 02g at (w,0).
By ZI7), B8) and ¢ being C? on D. (see Proposition 1), we see that both
L. (w,0)02p(w,0) and Va(w, 0){0, ¢ (w,0)}? are independent of y. Hence, ([&G6) in Propo-
sition LT4] together with the integral of cosy over [—m, 7| being zero shows that

RF|(w,0) = (Ly(w, 0020w, 0) — Va(w, 0){0,p(w, 0)}?, 1b,, cosy) = 0. (5.18)

Then, by the definition of g, (5.I8]) and (5.4]) in Lemma [5.J] we see that

= (%(93]:”((», 0) = 9%g(w,0). (5.19)

w

92 Fi(w,
lim aig(w,a) = Jim =1~~~ ||(w @)
a—0 a—0 a

Next, we consider 0,0,9. By the differentation of quotient, the Taylor expansion of
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OuF| (see (B.10)), and (B.6) in Lemma[B.1l we see that

ady Fi|(w, a) — F|(w,a) }

a2

fm ufagle ) = Ji 0.7

= lim
a—0

{ 9,0, F || (w, a) — a0,0,F)|(w, 0)

2 - %Bgawﬂ(w,()) + 0a(1)} (5.20)

a

1
= 50:0,F) (w,0) = 0uDag(w, 0).

Finally, we consider 92g. By the definition of g, (5.8) and (5.11), we can verify that
for any (w,a) € D, with a # 0,

a?01F | (w,a) — 2a0,F(w, a) + 2F(w, a)

0zg(w, a) = =
_ a?02F | (w, a) — 2a0,F(w, a) + 2a0,F (w, 0) + a®d2F)(w,0)
a3
+ éaf;ﬂ(w,o) + 04(1) (5.21)

_ _ 2

=a 183.7—"||(w,a) —a 183.7—"||(w,0) — g(?g]:”(w,O) + 04(1)
! 2

= / 05T (w, 0a) do — gaf;f”(w,o) + 04(1).

0

Then, the continuity of 92g at (w,0) follows from (.2I)) and (5.7) in Lemma 5.1}
1

lir% 02g(w,a) = / 82’.7—"”(@), 0)df — %82.71(@0) = 02g(w,0). (5.22)
a— 0

Thus, we have proved that g is C? on D,.
We shall prove (BI7). Note that the following follows from the self-adjointness of

L, (w,a) on L*(R x T), (36) and Z4):

(L (wp, 0)u, 1y, cosy) =0 for all u € H*(R x T). (5.23)
Then, by (£62) in Proposition L13] and (5.23]), we see that
9(wp, 0) = (Ly (wp, 0)0ap(wp,0), 2, cosy) = 0. (5.24)

By (55), @64) in Proposition E14] Va(wy,0) = p(p — 1)Rf,;2 (see (£2) and 2I7)),
datp(wp, 0) = 1y, cosy (see (ZIR)), (5:23) and the integral of (cosy)?® over [—m, 7] being

zero , we see that

1 _
8ag(wp= 0) = §<L+ (wp, O)@gw(wp, 0) —p(p — 1)R£p z{wwp COS y}Qa iy, COS Y)
(5.25)
/ RP™ 2¢wp dx/(cos y)3dy = 0.
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By (3)), (4.63]) in Proposition .14 (5.23)), 21I7), 2.I8), the definition of ¢, (see 1)),
(CT3) and (T20)), we see that

aug(w]n O) = awaaf“(wpa 0)
=1+ <L+(Wpa O)awaa@(wp’ O) - VQ(WP’ O)OGSD(WP’ O)OUJSD(WP’ O), T;Z)wp COoS y>

=1- p(p - ]‘)<R£;2(1/}WP COs y)awa’w:wpa w(Up COs y>

-1
_ =l / RO, Ry | =, dx
D 3

1R, 101 (5.26)
_ ( — 1) 3p +1 —1 2p
=1- R P In(p 1) R dx
1R, 3T,y 2000
1 1)2 1
S B R ST N
Hpr ||Lp+1 4 Wp
Thus, we have completed the proof of the lemma. O

Now, we are in a position to prove Theorem [Tl

Proof of Theorem [l The first step to prove Theorem[[Tlis to find a curve w(a) parametrized
by a such that (w(a),a) satisfies the bifurcation equation (221):

]:”(w(a),a) = (F(w, p(w(a),a)), Y, cosy) = 0. (5.27)

The implicit function theorem together with Lemma shows that there exist a, > 0,
8« >0 and a C?-curve w(:): a € (—ax, as) = w(a) € (wp — oy, wp + d,) with the following
properties:

1.
Jel@a) =0 w0 =w Gl = -gIEE )
2. Let Z, be the set of zeros of g = 0 in (wp — 0, wp + 04) X (—ay, ax). Then,
Zp, ={(w(a),a): a € (—ay,a)}. (5.29)
Next, we define the function Q: (—a.,a.) - H*(R x T) by
Q(a) = p(w(a), a) = Ra, + athy, cosy + n(w(a), ). (5.30)

Note that @ is C? on (—ax,as) in H*(R x T).

Since g(w,a) = 0 with a # 0 implies that 7 (w,a) = 0, the first claim of Theorem [L.T]
follows from (5.29) and Lemma Il Furthermore, the claim (LI0) follows immediately
from (5.28]) and (B.I7).

We shall prove (LIT)), (I12) and (LI4).

First, note that the integral of (cosy)? over [—, 7| being zero shows that

RP- 2{¢wp cosy}? € Xo. (5.31)
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Furthermore, by @Z3) in Proposition B3, @8), Va(w,,0) = p(p — 1)RY,* (see @) and
Z17), 2I8) and (G3T]), we see that

020(wp, 0) = p(p — ){PLOF (wp, Ro)xa ) (RE (W, cos y}?). (5.32)

Differentiating both sides of the last equation in (5.28]), and using (LI0), (I7) and
(B in Lemma 511 we see that

d2w
e

By (EG1) in Proposition A5 ([E.23), Va(wp,0) = p(p — 1)Rﬁg2 and V3(wp,0) = p(p —
1(p—2)RL? (see @) and @ID)), 9ap(wp. 0) = th, cos y (see (), G32) and (2D,

we see that
93 F | (wp, 0)
= (—3Va(wp, 0)8ap(wp, 0) 02 p(wp, 0) — Va(wp, 0){aip(wp, 0)}?, 1, cos y)
= =3{p(p — 1)}*(RE, >, cosy T(wy, 0) " (RE, {1, cos y}?), thy, cosy)
—p(p — 1D (p = 2){RE (W, cosy}?, thu, cosy)
= =3{p(p — D}*(T(wp, 0) " (RE, *{thw, cosy}?), RE *{th, cosy}?)
—p(p = D(p = 2){RE *{u,, cosy}?, thu, cosy).

Plugging (5:34) into (5.33]), we obtain (LIIJ).

Observe that

0) = —%83.7—"”@12,@). (5.33)

(5.34)

2 () = Buplwla), ) 2 () + Bugp(w(a) a) (5.3)
Then, by (£.35), (LI0) and 2I]]), we see that

d
2(0) = up(t9p,0) = v cosy. (5:36)

Furthermore, differentiating both sides of (5.33]), and using ([I0) and ZI7), we see that

2 W 2(,«)
T20) = 20,0 (%) + 000,02 0)
+0,0up((0),0) 52 (0) + B (0(0), 0 (5.37)
d’w

- awa’w:pr(O) + 82@(%, O)'

Then, the Taylor expansion together with Q(0) = ¢(w(0),0) = R.,, (see 2I17)), (E30)
and (537) shows that the following holds in H?(R x T):

1 d’>w
Q(a) = Ry, + arpy, cosy + iaQ{GWRw\w:wp Ta2 (0) + 92¢( wp, 0 } + o(a?). (5.38)

Clearly, this shows that (LI2) holds.
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It remains to prove the last claim (LI4)). By (B.38)), |[¢w, cosyl/r2@mxT) = 1 and the
integral of cosy over [—m, 7| being zero, we see that

1Q(@)I72mxr) = |1 Rup |72 @ty + @°
2d2w ) ) ) (539)
+a W(OXRWW awRW’W:wp> ta <pr7 aa(p(wpv 0)> + O(G )

Recall that R, 0, R, € X3 (see (Z8)) and 9,F (wp, R,,,): Xo — Ya is bijective (see (ZI0)
and (ZI1])). Then, by (£.32), (87) and the same computation as (5.26]), we see that

<pr7 aggp(w]h O)>

-1 _
:p(p_ 1)<{Plauf(wp7pr)’X2} pra Rf}p2{,l/}wp COSy}2> (540)
_ 1
= _p(p - 1)<awa‘w:wp7 Rf}p2{,l/}wp COs y}2> =-1- w_
P
Plugging (5.40) into (5:39]), and using (L.I9)), we obatin (ILI4]). Thus, we have completed
the proof of the theorem. O
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