
ar
X

iv
:2

10
3.

05
88

7v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  1
8 

Ja
n 

20
22

Pitchfork bifurcation at line solitons for nonlinear

Schrödinger equations on the product space R× 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 Schrödinger equation on the product space R×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 Schrödinger equation posed on the product space R× T:

− ∂2xu− ∂2yu+ ωu− |u|p−1u = 0, (x, y) ∈ R× T, (1.1)

where T := R/2πZ is the one dimensional torus, ω > 0, p > 1 and u is the unknown real-
valued function on R×T. Introducing the function F : (0,∞)×H2(R×T) → L2(R×T)
defined by

F(ω, u) := −∂2xu− ∂2yu+ ωu− |u|p−1u, (1.2)

equation (1.1) can now be written as F(ω, u) = 0. We will use ∂uF to denote the
derivative of F = F(ω, u) with respect to the second variable u.

For each ω > 0, equation (1.1) admits a positive solution in H1(R × T) which is
independent of the variable y ∈ T. Such a solution is called a line soliton to (1.1). In
other words, a line soliton to (1.1) is defined as a positive H1-solution to the following
ordinary differential equation:

− d2R

dx2
+ ωR−Rp = 0, x ∈ R. (1.3)

It is known that for any ω > 0 and p > 1, a unique positive H1-solution to (1.3) exists;
We use Rω to denote the line soliton to (1.1). The line soliton Rω is explicitly given as

Rω(x, y) = Rω(x) := ω
1

p−1

(p+ 1

2

) 1
p−1

sech
2

p−1
(p− 1

2

√
ωx

)
. (1.4)

Note that the function ω ∈ (0,∞) 7→ Rω ∈ H2(R) is C∞. Furthermore, let Lω,+,0 be the
linearized operator around Rω for the ODE (1.3), namely,

Lω,+,0 := − d2

dx2
+ ω − pRp−1

ω . (1.5)

Then, the following are known (see, e.g., Section 3 of [2]):
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1.

σ(Lω,+,0) =
{
− ω

ωp

}
∪ {0} ∪ [0,∞) with ωp :=

4

(p − 1)(p + 3)
. (1.6)

2. All eigenvalues of Lω,+,0 are simple, and

Lω,+,0R
p+1
2

ω = − ω

ωp
R

p+1
2

ω , Lω,+,0
dRω

dx
= 0. (1.7)

Note that R
p+1
2

ω is even and
dRω

dx
is odd.

By the Fourier series expansion with respect to the second variable y, we see that for any
ω > 0 and f ∈ H2(R× T),

∂uF(ω,Rω)f =
∑

n∈Z

(
Lω,+,0 + n2

)
fn(x)e

iny with fn(x) :=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
e−inyf(x, y) dy.

(1.8)
Thus, we find from (1.6) and (1.8) that

σ(∂uF(ω,Rω)) =
⋃

n∈Z
σ(Lω,+,0 + n2). (1.9)

The aim of this paper is to show that for any p > 1, a “pitchfork bifurcation” occurs
at the line soliton Rωp (see Theorem 1.1). Let us recall that the pair (ωp, Rωp) is called
a bifurcation point for the equation F = 0 with respect to the curve ω 7→ (ω,Rω) if
every neighborhood of (ωp, Rωp) contains zeros of F not lying on the curve (see [3]). The
implicit function theorem shows that if (ωp, Rωp) is the bifurcation point, then zero is an
eigenvalue of ∂uF(ωp, Rωp). Since ∂uF(ωp, Rωp) is just the linearized operator aroundRωp

for (1.1), we can say that a necessary condition for (ωp, Rωp) to be the bifurcation point
is that Rωp is degenerate. In addition, by (1.6), (1.7) and (1.9), we see that if ω = ωp,

then the kernel of ∂uF(ωp, Rωp) contains the real-valued functions ∂xRωp , R
p+1
2

ωp cos y and

R
p+1
2

ωp sin y. We introduce the spaces L2
sym and H2

sym as

L2
sym :=

{
u ∈ L2(R× T) : u(x, y) = u(−x, y) = u(x,−y)

}
,

H2
sym := H2(R × T) ∩ L2

sym.

Note that R
p+1
2

ωp cos y ∈ H2
sym, whereas ∂xRωp and R

p+1
2

ωp sin y fail to lie in H2
sym. Thus,

(ωp, Rωp) is still a candidate for the the bifurcation point in the setting H2
sym. Here, we

remark that the information about branches bifurcating from (ωp, Rωp) is useful in the
study of the stability of the degenerate line soliton Rωp (see [6, 4]).

Now, we sate the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. For any p > 1, the pair (ωp, Rωp) is a pitchfork bifurcation point for
F = 0 in (0,∞) × H2

sym with respect to the curve ω 7→ (ω,Rω); Precisely, there exist
a∗ > 0, δ∗ > 0 and a C2-curve a ∈ (−a∗, a∗) 7→ (ω(a), Q(a)) ∈ (ωp − δ∗, ωp + δ∗)×H2

sym

with the following properties:

1. The set of zeros of F in (ωp−δ∗, ωp+δ∗)×H2
sym consists of two curves ω ∈ (0,∞) 7→

(ω,Rω) and a ∈ (−a∗, a∗) 7→ (ω(a), Q(a)).
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2. The following hold for all a ∈ (−a∗, a∗):

ω(0) = ωp,
dω

da
(0) = 0, (1.10)

d2ω

da2
(0) = ωp{p(p − 1)}2〈T(ωp, 0)

−1
(
Rp−2

ωp
{ψωp cos y}2

)
, Rp−2

ωp
{ψωp cos y}2〉

+
p(p− 1)(p − 2)ωp

3
〈Rp−3

ωp
, {ψωp cos y}4〉,

(1.11)

where T(ωp, 0) := P⊥∂uF(ωp, Rωp)|X2 ; Note that T(ωp, 0): X2 → Y2 is a bijection.

3. For any a ∈ (−a∗, a∗), Q(a) is positive and written as

Q(a) = Rωp + aCpR
p+1
2

ωp cos y +O(a2) in H2(R× T), (1.12)

where Cp > 0 is a normalizing constant chosen such that

‖CpR
p+1
2

ωp cos y‖2L2(R×T) = 1. (1.13)

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

‖Q(a)‖2L2(R×T)

= π‖Rωp‖2L2(R) +
a2

ωp

{d2ω
da2

(0)
5− p

4(p − 1)
‖Rωp‖2L2(R) − 1

}
+ o(a2).

(1.14)

Remark 1.1. When p ≥ 2, the same result as in Theorem 1.1 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 (ω(a), Q(a)) is not obvious because the nonlinearity is not
twice differentiable.

We give a proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 5. 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 (1.1). It follows
from the definition of the line solitons (see (1.4)) that

Rω(x) = ω
1

p−1R1(
√
ωx), (1.15)

∂ωRω =
1

p− 1
ω−1Rω +

1

2
ω−1x

dRω

dx
, (1.16)

ω
1

p−1 e−
√
ω|x| ≤ Rω(x) ≤ {2(p + 1)ω}

1
p−1 e−

√
ω|x|. (1.17)

Differentiating both sides of F(ω,Rω) = 0 with respect to ω, we see that

∂uF(ω,Rω)∂ωRω = −Rω. (1.18)

Furthermore, by (1.16) and the integration by parts, we can verify that
∫

R

Rq
ω∂ωRω =

2q − p+ 3

2(p − 1)(q + 1)
ω−1

∫

R

Rq+1
ω for all q ≥ 1. (1.19)
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We can also derive the following equation (see Lemma 2.2 of [6]):

∫

R

Rp+r
ω =

(p + 1)(r + 1)

2r + p+ 1
ω

∫

R

Rr+1
ω for all r > 1. (1.20)

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
(2.21)). In Section 3, we derive a lower bound and decay estimates for solutions to the
auxiliary equation. In Section 4, we show the three times differentiability of solutions to
the auxiliary equation with respect to certain parameters. In Section 5, we give a proof
of Theorem 1.1.

2 Lyapunov-Schmidt method

In order to construct a bifurcation branch of F = 0 from (ωp, Rωp) in (0,∞)×H2
sym(R×T),

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

Notation 2.1. 1. For ω > 0, define ψω as

ψω :=
R

p+1
2

ω

‖R
p+1
2

ω cos y‖L2(R×T)

=
R

p+1
2

ω

√
π‖R

p+1
2

ω ‖L2(R)

. (2.1)

Observe from (1.17) that

|ψωp(x)| . e−
p+1
2

√
ω|x| for all x ∈ R, (2.2)

where the implicit constant depends only on p.

2. For p > 1 and ω > 0, let λ(ω) denote the second eigenvalue of the operator
∂uF(ω,Rω) restricted to H2

sym. Note that ∂uF(ω,Rω)|H2
sym

is a sefl-adjoint op-

erator on L2(R × T) with the values in L2
sym. By (1.9), (1.6), (1.7) and (2.1), we

see that

λ(ω) = 1− ω

ωp
, ∂uF(ω,Rω)|H2

sym
ψω cos y = λ(ω)ψω cos y for all ω > 0. (2.3)

Furthermore, we see that

Ker ∂uF(ωp, Rωp)|H2
sym

= span {ψωp cos y}, (2.4)

dλ

dω
(ω) = − 1

ωp
for all ω > 0. (2.5)

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

on R× T equipped with the inner product

〈u, v〉 :=
∫

Rd×[0,2π]
u(x, y)v(x, y) dxdy.
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4. We define the spaces X2 and Y2 as

X2 := {u ∈ H2
sym(R × T) : 〈u, ψωp cos y〉 = 0},

Y2 := {u ∈ L2
sym(R× T) : 〈u, ψωp cos y〉 = 0}.

Note that X2 ⊂ Y2. Since the line solitons are independent of y, it is easy to verify
that

Rω, ∂ωRω ∈ X2 for all p > 1 and ω > 0. (2.6)

We look for solutions to the equation F = 0 of the form (ω, u) = (ωp + δ,Rωp +
aψωp cos y+h) with δ > 0, a ∈ R and h ∈ H2

sym. To this end, we consider the orthogonal
projection P⊥ from L2(R× T) onto Y2:

P⊥u := u− 〈u, ψωp cos y〉ψωp cos y, (2.7)

Then, we define the function F⊥ : (0,∞) × (−1, 1) ×H2
sym → Y2 as

F⊥(ω, a, h) := P⊥F(ω,Rωp + aψωp cos y + h). (2.8)

Note that
F⊥(ω, 0, Rω −Rωp) = P⊥F(ω,Rω) = 0. (2.9)

Note that (2.4) shows that

Ker ∂uF(ωp, Rωp)|X2 = {0}. (2.10)

Furthermore, by the decay of Rω (see (1.17)), (2.10) and the Fredholm alternative theo-
rem, we see that

Ran ∂uF(ωp, Rωp)|X2 = Y2. (2.11)

By (2.10) and (2.11), we see that ∂uF(ωp, Rωp) : X2 → Y2 is bijective.
Using the implicit function theorem, we can find solutions to F⊥(ω, a, h) = 0:

Lemma 2.1. Assume p > 1. Then, there exist a0 > 0, δ0 > 0, r0 > 0 and a C1-
function η : (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0) × (−a0, a0) → X2 such that the following hold for all
(ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−a0, a0):

1. Let h ∈ X2. Then, F⊥(ω, a, h) = 0 if and only if h = η(ω, a).

2. ‖η(ω, a)‖H2(R×T) < r0.

3. Define ϕ(ω, a) as
ϕ(ω, a) := Rωp + aψωp cos y + η(ω, a). (2.12)

Then, the following hold:

∂ωη(ω, a) = −
(
P⊥∂uF(ω,ϕ(ω, a))|X2

)−1
P⊥ϕ(ω, a), (2.13)

∂aη(ω, a) = −
(
P⊥∂uF(ω,ϕ(ω, a))|X2

)−1
P⊥∂uF(ω,ϕ(ω, a))ψωp cos y. (2.14)

Remark 2.1. 1. Lemma 2.1 only states that the function η is C1 since the assumption
includes the case 1 < p < 2. When p ≥ 2, we can prove that η is C2.
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2. Since η is C1 with respect to (ω, a) in H2(R × T), replacing δ0 by
δ0
2

and a0 with
a0
2

if necessary, we may assume that

sup
ω∈(ωp−δ0,ωp+δ0)

sup
a∈(−a0,a0)

{
‖∂ωη(ω, a)‖H2(R×T) + ‖∂aη(ω, a)‖H2(R×T)

}
. 1, (2.15)

where the implicit constant depends only on p.

Let a0 > 0, δ0 > 0, r0 > 0, η and ϕ be the same as in Lemma 2.1. By (2.6), (2.9),
Lemma 2.1, we see that

η(ω, 0) = Rω −Rωp for all ω ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0). (2.16)

In particular, we see that

η(ωp, 0) = 0, ϕ(ω, 0) = Rω, ∂ωη(ω, 0) = ∂ωϕ(ω, 0) = ∂ωRω. (2.17)

We can also verify that

∂aη(ωp, 0) = 0, ∂aφ(ωp, 0) = ψωp cos y. (2.18)

Now, we introduce the function F‖ : (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−a0, a0) → R as

F‖(ω, a) := 〈F(ω,ϕ(ω, a)), ψωp cos y〉. (2.19)

Then, we may write the equation F(ω,Rωp + aψωp cos y + h) = 0 as follows:

{F⊥(ω, a, h) = 0, (2.20)

F‖(ω, a) = 0. (2.21)

The first equation (2.20) is called the auxiliary equation and the second one (2.21) the
bifurcation equation. Lemma 2.1 shows that (ω, a, η(ω, a)) is a solution to the auxiliary
equation (2.20) for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp− δ0, ωp+ δ0)× (−a0, a0). Observe from (2.17), (2.19)
and F(ω,Rω) = 0 that

F‖(ω, 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 a0, δ0 and η : (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0) ×
(−a0, a0) → X2 provided by Lemma 2.1. Furthermore, let ϕ(ω, a) be the function defined
by (2.12), namely, ϕ(ω, a) = Rωp + aψωp cos y + η(ω, a).

Our aim in this section is to show the following propositions:

Proposition 3.1. Assume p > 1. Then, there exists ε1 > 0 depending only on p with the
following property: for any 0 < ε < ε1, there exist 0 < aε < a0 and C1(ε) > 1 depending
only on p and ε such that for any (ω, a, x, y) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε)× R× T,

1

C1(ε)
e−(

√
ω+ε)|x| ≤ ϕ(ω, a, x, y) ≤ C1(ε)e

−(
√
ω−ε)|x|. (3.1)

In particular, ϕ(ω, a) is positive.

6



Proposition 3.2. Assume p > 1. Let ε1 > 0 be the constant given in Proposition 3.1.
Then, for any 0 < ε < ε1, there exist 0 < aε < a0, C2(ε) > 0 and C3(ε) > 0 depending
only on p and ε such that for any (ω, a, x, y) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε)× R× T,

∣∣∂ωϕ(ω, a, x, y)
∣∣ ≤ C2(ε)e

−(
√
ω−2ε)|x|, (3.2)

∣∣∂aϕ(ω, a, x, y)
∣∣ ≤ C3(ε)e

−(
√
ω−ε)|x|. (3.3)

We use these propositions to show the differentiability of ϕ(ω, a) with respect to ω
and a (see Section 4 below in details).

We will introduce symbols used in the rest of this paper:

Notation 3.1. Let p > 1 and (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−a0, a0).

1. Define the operators L−(ω, a) and L+(ω, a) on L
2
real(R×T) with the domain H2(R×

T) as

L−(ω, a) := −∂2x − ∂2y + ω − ϕ(ω, a)p−1, (3.4)

L+(ω, a) := ∂uF(ω,ϕ(ω, a)) = −∂2x − ∂2y + ω − pϕ(ω, a)p−1. (3.5)

Note that both L−(ω, a) and L+(ω, a) are self-adjoint operators on L2(R× T) with
domain H2(R× T). Observe from (2.17) that

L+(ω, 0) = ∂uF(ω,Rω). (3.6)

Furthermore, by (3.6), (2.17) and (1.18), we see that

L+(ω, 0)∂ωϕ(ω, 0) = ∂uF(ω,Rω)∂ωRω = −Rω. (3.7)

2. Define
E(ω, a) := F‖(ω, a)ψωp cos y. (3.8)

Lemma 2.1 together with (2.12) shows that

L−(ω, a)ϕ(ω, a) = F⊥(ω, a, η(ω, a)) + F‖(ω, a)ψωp cos y = E(ω, a). (3.9)

3.1 Proof of Proposition 3.1

Following the argument of Berestycki and Nirenberg [1], we shall prove Proposition 3.1.
The maximal principle plays an important role in the proof. We first show a uniform
decay of ϕ(ω, a).

Lemma 3.3. Assume p > 1. Then, for any ω ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0), the following holds:

lim
|x|→∞

sup
a∈[− a0

2
,
a0
2
]

sup
y∈T

ϕ(ω, a, x, y) = 0. (3.10)

Proof. If the claim were false, then there existed ω∗ ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0), C∗ > 0 and a
sequence {xn} with limn→∞ |xn| = ∞ such that

sup
a∈[− a0

2
,
a0
2
]

sup
y∈T

|ϕ(ω∗, a, xn, y)| ≥ C∗ for all n ∈ N.
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Furthermore, for each n ∈ N, there exist an ∈ [−a0
2 ,

a0
2 ] and yn ∈ T such that

|ϕ(ω∗, an, xn, yn)| ≥
C∗
2
. (3.11)

Since [−a0
2 ,

a0
2 ] is compact, we may assume that there exists a∞ ∈ [−a0

2 ,
a0
2 ] such that

limn→∞ an = a∞. Note that ∂aϕ(ω∗, a) is continuous with respect to a in H2(R × T).
Then, by the Sobolev inequality and the mean-value theorem, we see that

|ϕ(ω∗, an, xn, yn)− ϕ(ω∗, a∞, xn, yn)| . ‖ϕ(ω∗, an)− ϕ(ω∗, a∞)‖H2(R×T)

. |an − a∞| sup
0≤θ≤1

∥∥∂aϕ(ω∗, a∞ + θ(an − a∞))
∥∥
H2(R×T)

. |an − a∞|, (3.12)

where the implicit constant is independent of n. We find from (3.12) that there exists a
number n∗ ≥ 1 such that

|ϕ(ω∗, an, xn, yn)− ϕ(ω∗, a∞, xn, yn)| ≤
C∗
4

for all n ≥ n∗. (3.13)

Furthermore, it follows from (3.11) and (3.13) that

|ϕ(ω∗, a∞, xn, yn)| ≥
C∗
8

for all n ≥ n∗,

which is absurd because ϕ(ω∗, a∞) ∈ H2(R× T) implies that

lim
|x|→∞

sup
y∈T

ϕ(ω∗, a∞, x, y) = 0.

Thus, the claim of the lemma must be true.

Now, we give a proof of Proposition 3.1:

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let ω ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0) and ε > 0 be a small constant to be
specified later (see (3.19)), and define

W1(x, y) =W1(x) := e−(
√
ω−ε)|x|, W2(x, y) =W2(x) := e−(

√
ω+ε)|x|.

Furthermore, let a ∈ [−a0
2 ,

a0
2 ] be a constant to be specified later. It is easy to verify that

L−(ω, a)W1 =
(
2
√
ωε− ε2 − |ϕ(ω, a)|p−1

)
W1, (3.14)

L−(ω, a)W2 =
(
−2

√
ωε− ε2 − |ϕ(ω, a)|p−1

)
W2. (3.15)

Furthermore, we define

v1,a :=W1 − ϕ(ω, a), v2,a := ϕ(ω, a) −W2.

Then, by (3.14), (3.15) and (3.9), we see that

L−(ω, a)v1,a =
(
2
√
ωε− ε2 − |ϕ(ω, a)|p−1

)
W1 − E(ω, a), (3.16)

L−(ω, a)v2,a =
(
2
√
ωε+ ε2 + |ϕ(ω, a)|p−1

)
W2 + E(ω, a). (3.17)
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Define
Br0 := {u ∈ X2 : ‖u‖H2(R×T) < r0}.

Then, by Lemma 2.1, there exists a constants C∗ > 0 depending only on p such that for
any x ∈ R,

sup
y∈T

|E(ω, a, x, y)| ≤ ‖F(ω,ϕ(ω, a))‖L2(R×T)‖ψωp cos y‖L2(R×T)|ψωp(x)|

≤ C∗e
− p+1

2

√
ω|x|.

(3.18)

Now, we impose the smallness condition on ε by

0 < ε <
min{p − 1, 1}

4

√
ωp − δ0. (3.19)

Let ρ(ε) > 0 be a number such that

C∗e
−ερ(ε) ≤ ε2. (3.20)

Then, by (3.18), we see that if |x| ≥ ρ(ε), then

sup
y∈T

|E(ω, a, x, y)| ≤ C∗e
− p−1

4

√
ωp−δ0|x|W2 ≤ C∗e

−ερ(ε)W2 ≤ ε2W2 ≤ ε2W1. (3.21)

Furthermore, by Lemma 3.3, we may assume that ρ(ε) > 0 is so large that

sup
a∈[− a0

2
,
a0
2
]

sup
y∈T

∣∣ϕ(ω, a, x, y)
∣∣p−1 ≤ ε2 for all |x| ≥ ρ(ε).

Then, it follows from (3.16), (3.17), (3.21) and (3.19) that

L−(ω, a)v1,a ≥ 0, L−(ω, a)v2,a ≥ 0 for all |x| ≥ ρ(ε) and y ∈ T. (3.22)

On the other hand, Since lima→0 ‖ϕ(ω, a) − ϕ(ω, 0)‖L∞(R×T) = 0 and ϕ(ω, 0) = Rω ≥
ω

1
p−1 e−

√
ωp+δ0|x| (see (2.17) and (1.17)), we can take 0 < aε ≤ a0

2 depending only on p
and ε such that if a ∈ (−aε, aε), then

1

2
Rω(x) ≤ ϕ(ω, a, x, y) ≤ 2Rω(x) for all |x| ≤ 2ρ(ε) and y ∈ T. (3.23)

Furthermore, by (3.20), (3.23) and (1.17), we see that for any y ∈ T,

v1,a(ρ(ε), y) ≥ ε−2C∗e
−√

ωρ(ε) − 2{2(p + 1)
√
ωp + δ0}

1
p−1 e−

√
ωρ(ε). (3.24)

Similarly, we see that for any y ∈ T,

v2,a(ρ(ε), y) ≥
1

2
(ωp − δ0)

1
p−1 e−

√
ωρ(ε) − C−1

∗ ε2e−
√
ωρ(ε). (3.25)

Thus, we find from (3.24) and (3.25) that if ε is sufficiently small dependently only on p,
then

v1,a(ρ(ε), y) ≥ 0, v2,a(ρ(ε), y) ≥ 0 for all y ∈ T. (3.26)

Define
Sε := {(x, y) ∈ R× T : |x| > ρ(ε)}.
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We claim that
v1,a, v2,a ≥ 0 for all (x, y) ∈ Sε. (3.27)

Note that (3.27) together with (3.23) proves Proposition 3.1. We prove (3.27) by con-
tradiction. Suppose that (3.27) fails. Then, we see that there exists (xmin, ymin) ∈
R × [−π, π] such that v1,a(xmin, ymin) = min(x,y)∈Sε

v1,α(x, y) < 0. By (3.22), (3.26)
and ω − |ϕ(ω, a)|p−1 ≥ 0 on Sε, we can apply the maximum principle and find that
ymin /∈ (−π, π), that is, ymin = π or −π. However, by the Hopf lemma and ∂yv1,a(π) =
∂yv1,a(−π) = 0, we can also find that ymin 6= ±π, which is absurd. Therefore, v1,a ≥ 0
for all (x, y) ∈ Sε. Similarly, we can prove that v2,a ≥ 0 on Sε. Thus, we have completed
the proof.

3.2 Exponential decay of the derivatives of ϕ(ω, a)

In this subsection, we give a proof of Proposition 3.2. To this end, for (ω, a) ∈ (ωp −
δ0, ωp + δ0) × (−a0, a0) and a given function G on R × T, we consider the following
equation:

L+(ω, a)v = G in R× T. (3.28)

By a standard Fourier analysis (see also Theorem 6.23 of [5]), we may write (3.28) as

v(x, y) = C

∫

Rz

∑

m∈Z
eimy

∫

R

eiξ(x−z)

ξ2 +m2 + ω

∫

Tw

e−imw
{
p|ϕ(ω, a, z, w)|p−1v(z, w)+G(z, w)

}
dzdξdw,

(3.29)
where C is some constant. A key in proving Proposition 3.2 is the following:

Proposition 3.4. Assume p > 1. Let ε1 > 0 be the constant given in Proposition 3.1,
0 < ε < ε1, and let aε denote the same constant as in Proposition 3.1. Furthermore,
let (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0) × (−aε, aε), v be a solution to (3.28), A > 0, B > 0 and
0 < α <

√
ω. Assume that the function G on the right-hand side of (3.28) obeys that

|G(x, y)| ≤ Ae−α|x| for all (x, y) ∈ R× T. (3.30)

Furthermore, assume that
‖v‖L∞(R×T) ≤ B. (3.31)

Then, the following holds:

|v(x, y)| ≤ Cεe
−(α−ε)|x| for all (x, y) ∈ R× T, (3.32)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, A, B, α and ε.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. By (3.29), we see that

|v(x, y)|

∼
∣∣∣
∫

Rz

∑

m∈Z
eimy e

−
√
m2+ω |x−z|

√
m2 + ω

∫

Tw

e−imw
{
p|ϕ(ω, a, z, w)|p−1v(z, w) +G(z, w)

}∣∣∣.

(3.33)

Put
νm :=

√
m2 + ω. (3.34)
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Then, by (3.33), (3.1) and the assumptions (3.30) and (3.31), we see that

|v(x, y)| . B

∫

R

∑

m∈Z

e−νm|x−z|

νm
e−(p−1)(

√
ω−ε)|z| dz +A

∫

R

∑

m∈Z

e−νm|x−z|

νm
e−α|z| dz, (3.35)

where the implicit constant depends only on p.
Consider the second term on the right-hand side of (3.35). Let x ∈ R. Then, for any

m ∈ Z \ {0}, a direct computation together with 0 < α <
√
ω ≤ νm and ω < ωp shows

that

∫

R

e−νm|x−z|e−α|z|dz ≤
∫

R

e−(νm−α)|x−z|e−α(|x−z|+|x|)dz ≤ 2e−α|x|

νm − α
.
e−α|x|

m
. (3.36)

where the implicit constant depends only on p. Thus, by (3.36) and ω > ωp − δ0, we see
that

∫

R

∑

m∈Z

e−νm|x−z|

νm
e−α|z|dz .

∑

m∈Z\{0}

1

m2
e−α|x| +

1√
ω(

√
ω − α)

e−α|x| . e−α|x|, (3.37)

where the implicit constants depend only on p and α.
Consider the first term on the right-hand side of (3.35). Then, a computation similar

to (3.36) together with ω ≥ ωp − δ0 shows that

∫

R

∑

m∈Z

e−νm|x−z|

νm
e−(p−1)(

√
ω−ε)|z|dz

.
∑

m∈Z\{0}

1

m2
e−min{1, (p−1)}(√ω−ε)|x| + e−min{1, (p−1)}(√ω−ε)|x|

. e−min{1, (p−1)}(√ω−ε)|x|,

(3.38)

where the implicit constants depend only on p and ε. Putting (3.35), (3.37) and (3.38)
together, we find that

|v(x, y)| . Be−min{1, (p−1)}(√ω−ε)|x| +Ae−(α−ε)|x|, (3.39)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, α and ε.
When min{1, (p−1)}(√ω−ε) ≤ α−ε, (3.39) implies the desired estimate (3.32). On

the other hand, when min{1, (p− 1)}(√ω− ε) > α− ε, using (3.39) in the computation
(3.33)–(3.35) instead of the assumption (3.31), we can verify that

|v(x, y)| . max
{
e−min{1, 2(p−1)}(√ω−ε)|x|, e−(α−ε)|x| }, (3.40)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, A, B, α and ε. Updating the bound of
|v| in (3.33)–(3.35) one after another, we see that for any integer k ≥ 1,

|v(x, y)| . max
{
e−min{1, k(p−1)}(√ω−ε)|x|, e−(α−ε)|x| }, (3.41)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, A, B, α, ε and k. This implies (3.32).

Now, we are in a position to prove Proposition 3.2.
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Proof of Proposition 3.2. Note that ∂ωϕ(ω, a) and ∂aϕ(ω, a) satisfy

L+(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a) = −ϕ(ω, a) + Ê(ω, a), L+(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a) = Ẽ(ω, a),

where

Ê(ω, a) := 〈L+(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a) + ϕ(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉ψωp cos y,

Ẽ(ω, a) := 〈L+(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉ψωp cos y.

Then, by Proposition 3.1, (2.2), Lemma 2.1 and (2.15), we see that ϕ(ω, a), Ê(ω, a) and
Ẽ(ω, a) have exponential decay with respect to x:

|ϕ(ω, a)| . e−(
√
ω−ε)|x|, |Ê(ω, a)| + |Ẽ(ω, a)| . e−

p+1
2

√
ω|x| . e−(

√
ω−ε)|x|, (3.42)

where the implicit constants depend only on p and ε. Applying Proposition 3.4 as
G = −ϕ(ω, a) + Ê(ω, a) and G = Ẽ(ω, a), we find that Proposition 3.2 is true.

4 Computation of derivatives

The aim of this section is to compute the second and third derivatives of ϕ(ω, a) and
F‖(ω, a) with respect to a and ω, which are used in the application of the Crandall-
Rabinowitz argument [3] (see Section 5). Note that when 1 < p < 2, even twice differen-
tiability is not obvious, as the nonlinearity of (1.1) is not twice differentiable.

Throughout this section, let a0 > 0 and δ0 > 0 be the constants given in Lemma 2.1,
and let ε1 > 0 be the constant given in Proposition 3.1. Furthermore, for 0 < ε < ε1, we
use aε to denote the same constant as in Proposition 3.1. We will assume that δ0 and ε1
are sufficiently small dependently only on p without any notice.

Recall from Proposition 3.2 that if p > 1 and 0 < ε < ε1, then the following holds for
all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε) and (x, y) ∈ R× T:

|∂aϕ(ω, a, x, y)| + |∂ωϕ(ω, a, x, y)| . e−
√
ω|x|+2ε|x|, (4.1)

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

Notation.

1. For p > 1, k ≥ 1 and (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−a0, a0), we define Vk(ω, a) as

Vk(ω, a) :=
dkxp

dxk

∣∣∣
x=ϕ(ω,a)

= p(p− 1) · · · (p− k + 1)ϕ(ω, a)p−k . (4.2)

Note that
L+(ω, a) = −∂2x − ∂2y + ω − V1(ω, a). (4.3)

Since ϕ(ω, a) is positive (see Proposition 3.1) and of class C1 on (ωp−δ0, ωp+δ0)×
(−a0, a0) in the H2(R × T)-topology (see Lemma 2.1 and (2.12)), the following
holds:

∂Vk(ω, a) = Vk+1(ω, a)∂ϕ(ω, a) everywhere in R× T, (4.4)

where ∂ denotes either ∂a or ∂ω. Furthermore, Proposition 3.1 shows that if 0 <
ε < ε1 and (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε), then

Vk(ω, a, x, y) . ϕ(ω, a, x, y)p−k . e(k−p)
√
ω|x|+ε(k+p)|x|, (4.5)

where the implicit constants depend only on p, ε and k.

12



2. For p > 1 and (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − a0, ωp + a0)× (−a0, a0), we define T(ω, a) as

T(ω, a) := P⊥L+(ω, a)|X2 .

By (3.6), we see that

T(ωp, 0) = P⊥∂uF(ωp, Rωp)|X2 , (4.6)

We have to pay attention to the difference between T(ω, a) and P⊥L+(ω, a); In
particular, T(ω, a) has the inverse, but P⊥L+(ω, a) does not.

4.1 Basic results

It is easy to verify that for any (ω1, a1), (ω2, a2) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−a0, a0),

T(ω1, a1)−T(ω2, a2) = −P⊥{V1(ω1, a1)− V1(ω2, a2)}, (4.7)

T(ω1, a1)
−1 −T(ω2, a2)

−1 = T(ω1, a1)
−1{T(ω2, a2)−T(ω1, a1)}T(ω2, a2)

−1. (4.8)

Furthermore, it is known that for any p > 1 and (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−a0, a0),

‖T(ω, a)−1‖L2(R×T)→H2(R×T) . 1, (4.9)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, which together with the linearity implies
the continuity, namely if limn→∞ fn = f in L2(R × T), then

lim
n→∞

T(ω, a)−1fn = T(ω, a)−1f in H2(R × T). (4.10)

By the boundedness of P⊥ in L2(R × T), the continuity of ϕ(ω, a) with respect to
(ω, a) (see Lemma 2.1 and (2.12)), and (4.7) through (4.9), we can obtain the following
lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Assume p > 1. Then, the operators T(ω, a) : X2 → Y2 and T(ω, a)−1 : Y2 →
X2 are continuous with respect to (ω, a) on (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−a0, a0), namely,

lim
(γ1,γ2)→(0,0)

‖T(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)−T(ω, a)‖H2(R×T)→L2(R×T) = 0, (4.11)

lim
(γ1,γ2)→(0,0)

‖T(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)
−1 −T(ω, a)−1‖L2

x,y(R×T)→H2(R×T) = 0. (4.12)

It is easy to verify that the following lemma holds:

Lemma 4.2. If f : (ωp− δ0, ωp+ δ0)× (−a0, a0) → L2(R×T) has the partial derivatives
in L2(R × T) (∂af(ω, a), ∂ωf(ω, a) ∈ L2(R× T)), then,

∂a〈f(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉 = 〈∂af(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉,

∂ω〈f(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉 = 〈∂ωf(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉.

In particular, the following holds in L2(R× T):

∂a{P⊥f(ω, a)} = P⊥∂af(ω, a),

∂ω{P⊥f(ω, a)} = P⊥∂ωf(ω, a).
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Since −∂2x − ∂2y : H
2(R × T) → L2(R × T) is bounded (hence continuous), it is easy

to verify that the following lemma holds:

Lemma 4.3. Let f : (ωp−δ0, ωp+δ0)×(−a0, a0) → H2(R×T) has the partial derivatives
in H2(R× T) (∂af(ω, a), ∂ωf(ω, a) ∈ H2(R× T)), then, the following hold in L2(R× T)
for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−a0, a0):

∂a{(−∂2x − ∂2y + ω)f(ω, a)} = (−∂2x − ∂2y + ω)∂af(ω, a),

∂ω{(−∂2x − ∂2y + ω)f(ω, a)} = (−∂2x − ∂2y + ω)∂ωf(ω, a) + f(ω, a).

Lemma 4.4. Assume p > 1, and let 0 < ε < ε1. Then, the following hold in L2(R × T)
for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε):

∂aV1(ω, a) = V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a), (4.13)

∂ωV1(ω, a) = V2(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a). (4.14)

Proof of Lemma 4.4. We shall prove (4.13). It follows from (4.4) that

∂aV1(ω, a) = V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a) everywhere in R× T. (4.15)

We may assume
√
ω >

1

2

√
ωp ≫ ε1 > ε. Then, by the fundamental theorem of calculus,

(4.5) and (4.1), we see that

∣∣∣V1(ω, a+ δ) − V1(ω, a)

δ

∣∣∣ ≤
∫ 1

0
V2(ω, a+ θδ)|∂aϕ(ω, a+ θδ)| dθ

. e−
p−1
2

√
ωp|x|+ε(4+p)|x| everywhere in R× T,

(4.16)

where the implicit constant depends only on p and ε. Hence, Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem together with (4.15) shows that

∂aV1(ω, a) = V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a) in L1(R × T). (4.17)

Furthermore, by (4.16), (4.5), and (4.1), we see that

lim sup
δ→0

‖V1(ω, a+ δ)− V1(ω, a)

δ
− V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)‖L∞(R×T) . 1, (4.18)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, ε and k. Putting (4.17) and (4.18)
together, we find that (4.13) holds. Similarly, we can prove (4.14).

By (4.5), (4.1), Lemma 4.4 and a direct computation, we can obtain the following
lemma:

Lemma 4.5. Assume p > 1 and let 0 < ε < ε1. If f : (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0) × (−aε, aε) →
H2(R× T) has the partial derivatives in H2(R× T) (∂af(ω, a), ∂ωf(ω, a) ∈ H2(R× T)),
then the following holds in L2(R× T) for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε):

∂a{V1(ω, a)f(ω, a)} = V1(ω, a)∂af(ω, a) + V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)f(ω, a),

∂ω{V1(ω, a)f(ω, a)} = V1(ω, a)∂ωf(ω, a) + V2(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)f(ω, a).
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Remark 4.1. Observe that we assume the differentiability of f(ω, a) in H2(R× T), but
the derivatives of the product V1(ω, a)f(ω, a) is taken in the L2(R× T)-sense.

The following lemma immediately follows from Lemmas 4.3 and 4.5:

Lemma 4.6. Assume p > 1 and let 0 < ε < ε1. If f : (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0) × (−aε, aε) →
H2(R× T) has the partial derivatives in H2(R× T) (∂af(ω, a), ∂ωf(ω, a) ∈ H2(R× T)),
then, the following hold in L2(R × T) for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0):

∂a{L+(ω, a)f(ω, a)} = L+(ω, a)∂af(ω, a)− V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)f(ω, a),

∂ω{L+(ω, a)f(ω, a)} = L+(ω, a)∂ωf(ω, a) + f(ω, a)− V2(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)f(ω, a).

Lemma 4.7. Assume p > 1 and 0 < ε < ε1. If f : (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0) × (−aε, aε) → Y2
has the partial derivatives in Y2 (∂af(ω, a), ∂ωf(ω, a) ∈ Y2), then the following hold in
H2(R× T) for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε): If

f̃(ω, a) := T(ω, a)−1f(ω, a),

then

∂af̃(ω, a) = T(ω, a)−1∂af(ω, a) +T(ω, a)−1P⊥{V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)f̃(ω, a)}, (4.19)

∂ωf̃(ω, a) = T(ω, a)−1∂ωf(ω, a)−T(ω, a)−1f̃(ω, a) +T(ω, a)−1P⊥
{
V2(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)f̃ (ω, a)

}
.

(4.20)

Proof of Lemma 4.7. We shall prove (4.19). We compute the derivative of f̃(ω, a) :=
T(ω, a)−1f(ω, a) with respect to a in accordance with the definition. Let (ω, a) ∈ (ωp −
δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε), and let δ be a constant to be taken δ → 0. It is easy to see that
the following identity holds everywhere in R× T:

f̃(ω, a+ δ) − f̃(ω, a)

δ
=

T(ω, a+ δ)−1f(ω, a+ δ) −T+(ω, a)
−1f(ω, a)

δ

= δ−1{T(ω, a+ δ)−1 −T(ω, a)−1
}
f(ω, a+ δ)

+T(ω, a)−1 f(ω, a+ δ) − f(ω, a)

δ
.

(4.21)

Using (4.8) and (4.7), we can rewrite the first term on the right-hand side of (4.21) as
follows:

δ−1{T(ω, a + δ)−1 −T(ω, a)−1
}
f(ω, a+ δ)

= −δ−1T(ω, a)−1
{
T(ω, a+ δ)−T(ω, a)

}
T(ω, a+ δ)−1f(ω, a+ δ)

= T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(V1(ω, a+ δ) − V1(ω, a)

δ
T(ω, a+ δ)−1f(ω, a+ δ)

)

= T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(V1(ω, a+ δ) − V1(ω, a)

δ
T(ω, a)−1f(ω, a)

)

+T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
{V1(ω, a+ δ)− V1(ω, a)

}
T(ω, a)−1 f(ω, a+ δ)− f(ω, a)

δ

)

+T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(V1(ω, a+ δ) − V1(ω, a)

δ

{
T(ω, a+ δ)−1 −T(ω, a)−1

}
f(ω, a+ δ)

)
.

(4.22)
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We consider the first term on the right-hand side of (4.22). It follows from the
continuity of T(ω, a)−1 : L2(R×T) → H2(R×T) (see (4.10)) and the differentiability of
V1(ω, a) in L

2(R× T) (see Lemma 4.4) that

lim
δ→0

T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(V1(ω, a+ δ)− V1(ω, a)

δ
T(ω, a)−1f(ω, a)

)

= T(ω, a)−1P⊥{V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)T(ω, a)−1f(ω, a)} in H2(R× T).

(4.23)

Next, we consider the second term on the right-hand side of (4.22). Let 1 < p ≤ 2
By (4.9), a convexity (0 < p − 1 < 1 ), the continuity of ϕ(ω, a) with respect to a in
H2(R× T), and the differentiability of f(ω, a), we see that

‖T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
{V1(ω, a+ δ) − V1(ω, a)}T(ω, a)−1 f(ω, a+ δ)− f(ω, a)

δ

)
‖H2

x,y(R×T)

. ‖{V1(ω, a+ δ)− V1(ω, a)}T(ω, a)−1 f(ω, a+ δ)− f(ω, a)

δ
‖L2

x,y(R×T)

≤ ‖ϕ(ω, a + δ) − ϕ(ω, a)‖p−1
L∞(R×T)

∥∥∥f(ω, a+ δ) − f(ω, a)

δ

∥∥∥
L2
x,y(R×T)

→ 0 as δ → 0.

(4.24)

We can prove the case of p ≥ 2 similarly.
We consider the last term on the right-hand side of (4.22). By the fundamental

theorem of calculus, Lemma 4.4, (4.5), and (4.1), we see that

‖V1(ω, a+ δ)− V1(ω, a)

δ
‖L∞(R×T) = ‖

∫ 1

0
V2(ω, a+ θδ)∂aϕ(ω, a + θδ) dθ‖L∞(R×T) . 1,

(4.25)
where the implicit constant depends only on p and ε. Then, by (4.9), (4.25) and Lemma
4.1, we see that

‖T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(V1(ω, a+ δ)− V1(ω, a)

δ
{T(ω, a+ δ)−1 −T(ω, a)−1}f(ω, a+ δ)

)
‖H2

x,y(R×T)

. ‖V1(ω, a+ δ)− V1(ω, a)

δ
{T(ω, a+ δ)−1 −T(ω, a)−1}f(ω, a+ δ)‖L2(R×T)

→ 0 as δ → 0.

(4.26)

It remains to consider the second term on the right-hand side of (4.21). By the
continuity of T(ω, a)−1 : L2(R×T) → H2(R×T) (see (4.10)) and the differentiability of
f(ω, a), we see that

lim
δ→0

T(ω, a)−1 f(ω, a+ δ)− f(ω, a)

δ
= T(ω, a)−1∂af(ω, a) in H2(R× T). (4.27)

Putting the above computations together, we find that (4.19) holds. Similarly, we
can prove (4.20).
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4.2 Second derivatives of ϕ(ω, a)

In this section, we compute the second derivatives of ϕ(ω, a) with respect to ω and a.
We emphasize that when 1 < p < 2, the twice differentiability of ϕ(ω, a) is not obvious,
as the nonlinearity of the equation (1.1) is not C2.

Recall that η : (ωp− δ0, ωp+ δ0)× (−a0, a0) → X2 is C1 and P⊥F(ω,ϕ(ω, a)) = 0 (see
Lemma 2.1). Observe from a direct computation that the following holds in L2(R× T):

∂a{V0(ω, a)} = pϕ(ω, a)p−1∂aϕ(ω, a) = V1(ω, a){ψωp cos y + ∂ah(ω, a)}, (4.28)

∂ω{V0(ω, a)} = pϕ(ω, a)p−1∂ωϕ(ω, a) = V1(ω, a)∂ωh(ω, a). (4.29)

Note that Lemma 2.1 shows that

∂ωϕ(ω, a) = −T(ω, a)−1{Rωp + η(ω, a)}, (4.30)

∂aϕ(ω, a) = ψωp cos y −T(ω, a)−1P⊥L+(ω, a)ψωp cos y. (4.31)

In order to prove the continuity of the second and higher derivatives of ϕ(ω, a) in
H2(R× 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 < ε(k, j) < ε1 depending only on p, k, and j with the following property:
Let 0 < ε < ε(k, j), and let g be a function in C((ωp−δ0, ωp+δ0)× (−aε, aε), L2(R×T)).
Assume that for any (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε) and (x, y) ∈ R× T:

|g(ω, a, x, y)| . e−k
√
ω|x|+jε|x|, (4.32)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, k, j and ε. Furthermore, assume that

lim
(γ1,γ2)→(0,0)

‖e(k−1)
√
ω|x|+kε|x|{g(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)− g(ω, a)

}
‖L2(R×T) = 0. (4.33)

Then, T(ω, a)−1P⊥
{
Vk(ω, a)g(ω, a)

}
is continuous with respect to (ω, a) on (ωp−δ0, ωp+

δ0)× (−aε, aε) in the H2(R× T)-topology.

Proof of Lemma 4.8. Let 0 < ε < ε1, (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0) × (−aε, aε), and let

(γ1, γ2) ∈ R
2. We will assume

√
ω >

1

2

√
ωp and ε being sufficiently small dependently

only on p, k, and j, without any notice. Furthermore, we will take (γ1, γ2) → (0, 0), so
that we may assume that

(ω + γ1, a+ γ2) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε), (4.34)

√
ω − ε ≤

√
ω − |γ1| ≤

√
ω + |γ1| ≤

√
ω + ε. (4.35)

First, we shall show that

lim
(γ1,γ2)→(0,0)

∥∥Vk(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)g(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)− Vk(ω, a)g(ω, a)
∥∥
L2(R×T)

= 0. (4.36)

Observe that
∥∥Vk(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)g(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)− Vk(ω, a)g(ω, a)

∥∥
L2(R×T)

≤ ‖
{
Vk(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)− Vk(ω, a)

}
g(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)‖L2(R×T)

+ ‖Vk(ω, a)
{
g(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)− g(ω, a)

}
‖L2(R×T).

(4.37)
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Consider the first term on the right-hand side of (4.37). By the fundamental theorem of
calculus, (4.4), (4.32), (4.5), (4.1), (4.35) and p > 1, the following holds everywhere in
R× T:

∣∣{Vk(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)− Vk(ω, a)
}
g(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)

∣∣

.
∣∣Vk(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)− Vk(ω, a+ γ2)

∣∣e−k
√

ω−|γ1||x|+jε|x|

+
∣∣Vk(ω, a+ γ2)− Vk(ω, a)

∣∣e−k
√

ω−|γ1||x|+jε|x|

. |γ1|
∫ 1

0

∣∣Vk+1(ω + θγ1, a+ γ2)
∣∣∣∣∂ωϕ(ω + θγ1, a+ γ2)

∣∣ dθe−k
√

ω−|γ1||x|+jε|x|

+ |γ2|
∫ 1

0

∣∣Vk+1(ω, a+ θγ2)
∣∣∣∣∂aϕ(ω, a+ θγ2)

∣∣ dθe−k
√

ω−|γ1||x|+jε|x|

. (|γ1|+ |γ2|)e−
p

2

√
ωp|x|+(3k+j+5−2p)ε|x| . (|γ1|+ |γ2|)e

−p

4

√
ωp|x|,

(4.38)

where the implicit constants depend only on p, k, j and ε. Thus, we find that

lim
(γ1,γ2)→(0,0)

‖
{
Vk(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)− Vk(ω, a)

}
g(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)‖L2(R×T) = 0. (4.39)

Move on to the second term on the right-hand side of (4.37). By (4.5) and p > 1, we see
that ∣∣Vk(ω, a)e−(k−1)

√
ω|x|−kε|x|∣∣ . e

−(p−1)
2

√
ωp|x|, (4.40)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, k, j and ε. Then, by (4.40) and (4.33),
we see that

lim
(γ1,γ2)→(0,0)

‖Vk(ω, a)
{
g(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)− g(ω, a)

}
‖L2(R×T) = 0. (4.41)

Putting (4.37), (4.39) and (4.41) together, we find that (4.36) holds.
We shall finish the proof of the lemma.
Observe from (4.5), (4.32), p > 1 and (4.35) that

‖Vk(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)g(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)‖L2(R×T)

. ‖e
−p

2

√
ωp|x|+(3k−2p)ε|x|‖L2(R×T) ≤ ‖e

−p

4

√
ωp|x|‖L2(R×T) . 1,

(4.42)

where the implicit constants depend only on p, k, j and ε. Then, by (4.42), Lemma
4.1, (4.9) and (4.36), we can prove the continuity of T(ω, a)−1P⊥

{
Vk(ω, a)g(ω, a)

}
on

(ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε) in the H2(R× T)-topology.

Next, we give the second derivatives of ϕ(ω, a):

Proposition 4.9. Assume p > 1. Then, there exists 0 < ε2 < ε1 depending only on p
such that if 0 < ε < ε2, then ϕ is C2 on (ωp − δ0, ωp+ δ0)× (−aε, aε) in the H2(R×T)-
topology; and the following hold for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε):

∂2aϕ(ω, a) = T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V2(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}2

)
, (4.43)

∂2ωϕ(ω, a) = T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V2(ω, a){∂ωϕ(ω, a)}2 − ∂ωϕ(ω, a)

)
, (4.44)

∂ω∂aϕ(ω, a) = ∂a∂ωϕ(ω, a)

= T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V2(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)− ∂aϕ(ω, a)

)
.

(4.45)
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Remark 4.2. Since T(ω, a)−1 maps Y2 to X2, Proposition 4.9 shows that

∂2aϕ(ω, a), ∂ω∂aϕ(ω, a), ∂a∂ωϕ(ω, a), ∂
2
ωϕ(ω, a) ∈ X2.

Proof of Proposition 4.9. We shall prove (4.43) . By Lemmas 4.2 and 4.6, the following
holds in L2(R× T):

∂a
(
P⊥L+(ω, a){ψωp cos y}

)
= −P⊥

(
V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)ψωp cos y

)
, (4.46)

∂ω
(
P⊥L+(ω, a){ψωp cos y}

)
= P⊥{ψωp cos y} − P⊥

(
V2(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)ψωp cos y

)
. (4.47)

Furthermore, by (4.31), Lemma 4.7 and (4.46), the following holds in H2(R× T):

∂2aϕ(ω, a) = −∂a
(
T(ω, a)−1P⊥L+(ω, a){ψωp cos y}

)

= −T(ω, a)−1∂a

(
P⊥L+(ω, a){ψωp cos y}

)

−T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)T(ω, a)−1P⊥L+(ω, a){ψωp cos y}

)

= T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)

{
ψωp cos y −T(ω, a)−1P⊥L+(ω, a){ψωp cos y}

})
.

(4.48)

Plugging (4.31) into the right-hand side of (4.48), we obtain (4.43). Similarly, we can
prove (4.45) and (4.44).

It remains to prove the continuity of the second derivatives. When 2 ≤ p, we see from
the implicit function theorem that ϕ(ω, a) is C2 with respect to a and ω. Hence, we may
assume that 2 > p. Observe from (4.1) that

∣∣{∂aϕ(ω, a, x, y)}2
∣∣ . e−2

√
ω|x|+4ε|x|, (4.49)

where the implicit constant depends only on p and ε. Furthermore, by (4.1), the embed-
ding H2(R × T) →֒ L∞(R × T), and the continuity of ∂aϕ(ω, a) in H2(R × T), we see
that

‖e
√
ω|x|+2ε|x|{(∂aϕ(ω + γ1, a+ γ2))

2 − (∂aϕ(ω, a, x, y))
2
}
‖L2(R×T)

≤ ‖e
√
ω|x|+2ε|x|e−

3
2
(
√

ω−|γ1|+2ε)|x|‖L2(R×T)‖ϕ(ω + γ1, a+ γ2)− ∂aϕ(ω, a, x, y)‖
1
2

L∞(R×T)

→ 0 as (γ1, γ2) → (0, 0).

(4.50)

Then, by (4.43), (4.49) and (4.50), we find that Lemma 4.8 can apply to ∂2aϕ(ω, a) as
k = 2, j = 4, g(ω, a) = {∂aϕ(ω, a)}2. Thus, we see that ∂2aϕ(ω, a) is continuous with
respect to (ω, a) in the H2(R × T)-topology. Similarly, we can prove the continuity of
the other partial derivatives.

We state decay properties of the derivatives of ϕ(ω, a):
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Lemma 4.10. Let p > 1. Then, there exists ε̃2 > 0 depending only on p such that for
any 0 < ε < ε̃2 and (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε), the following holds:

|∂2aϕ(ω, a, x, y)| + |∂ω∂aϕ(ω, a, x, y)| + |∂2ωϕ(ω, a, x, y)| . e−{√ω−3ε}|x|, (4.51)

where the implicit constants depend only on p and ε.

Proof. We may write (4.43) through (4.44) in Proposition 4.9 as follows:

L+(ω, a)∂
2
aϕ(ω, a) = V2(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}2, (4.52)

L+(ω, a)∂ω∂aϕ(ω, a) = V2(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a) − ∂aϕ(ω, a), (4.53)

L+(ω, a)∂
2
ωϕ(ω, a) = V2(ω, a){∂ωϕ(ω, a)}2 − ∂ωϕ(ω, a). (4.54)

Observe from (4.5) and (4.1) that if ε is sufficiently small depending only on p, then

|V2(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}2| . e−{√ω−2ε}|x|,

|V2(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)| + |∂aϕ(ω, a)| . e−{√ω−2ε}|x|,

|V2(ω, a){∂ωϕ(ω, a)}2|+ |∂ωϕ(ω, a)| . e−{√ω−2ε}|x|,

where the implicit constants depend only on p and ε. Then, applying Proposition 3.4 to
(4.52) through (4.54) as α =

√
ω − 2ε, we obtain (4.51).

4.3 Third derivatives of ϕ(ω, a)

In this section, we find the third derivatives of ϕ(ω, a) with respect to ω and a.
Let us begin with a generalization of Lemma 4.4:

Lemma 4.11. Assume p > 1, and let k, j be integers satisfying k > p and j ≥ 1. Then,
there exists ε(k, j) > 0 depending only on p, k, and j with the following property: Let
0 < ε < ε(k, j), and let g ∈ C1((ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε), L∞(R× T)). Furthermore,
assume that the following hold for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε) and (x, y) ∈
R× T:

|g(ω, a, x, y)| . e−k
√
ω|x|+jε|x|, (4.55)

|∂ωg(ω, a, x, y)| + |∂ag(ω, a, x, y)| . e−k
√
ω|x|+(j+2)ε|x|, (4.56)

where the implicit constant depends only on p, j and ε. Then, the following holds in the
L2(R× T)-topology for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε) :

∂
{
Vk(ω, a)g(ω, a)

}
= Vk+1(ω, a)∂ϕ(ω, a)g(ω, a) + Vk(ω, a)∂g(ω, a),

where ∂ denotes either ∂a or ∂ω.

We omit the proof of Lemma 4.11 as the lemma can be proven in a way similar to
Lemma 4.4.

Now, we give the third derivatives of ϕ(ω, a):
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Proposition 4.12. Assume p > 1 and let ε2 be the constant give in Proposition 4.9.
Then, there exists 0 < ε3 < ε2 depending only on p such that if 0 < ε < ε3, then ϕ is of
class C3 on (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0) × (−aε, aε) in the H2(R × T)-topology; and the following
hold for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε):

∂3aϕ(ω, a) = T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V3(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}3

)

+ 3T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)∂

2
aϕ(ω, a)

)
,

(4.57)

∂2a∂ωϕ(ω, a) = ∂a∂ω∂aϕ = ∂ω∂
2
aϕ

= T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V3(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}2

)

+ 2T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)∂a∂ωϕ(ω, a)

)

+T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V2(ω, a)∂

2
aϕ(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)

)

−T(ω, a)−1P⊥∂
2
aϕ(ω, a),

(4.58)

∂a∂
2
ωϕ(ω, a) = ∂ω∂a∂ωϕ = ∂2ω∂aϕ

= T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V3(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}2

)

+ 2T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)∂a∂ωϕ(ω, a)

)

+T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V2(ω, a)∂

2
aϕ(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)

)

−T(ω, a)−1P⊥∂
2
aϕ(ω, a),

(4.59)

∂3ωϕ(ω, a) = T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V3(ω, a){∂ωϕ(ω, a)}3

)

+ 3T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V2(ω, a)∂

2
ωϕ(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)

)

− wT(ω, a)−1P⊥∂
2
ωϕ(ω, a).

(4.60)

Remark 4.3. Since T(ω, a)−1 maps Y2 to X2, Proposition 4.12 shows that

∂3aϕ(ω, a), ∂
2
a∂ωϕ(ω, a), ∂a∂

2
ωϕ(ω, a), ∂

3
ωϕ(ω, a) ∈ X2.

Proof of Proposition 4.12. We shall prove (4.57). By (4.43) in Proposition 4.9, Lemma
4.7 with f = P⊥(V2(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}2), Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.11 with k = 2, j = 4,
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g = {∂aϕ}2, we see that the following holds in H2(R × T):

∂3aϕ(ω, a) = ∂a∂
2
aϕ(ω, a) = ∂a

{
T(ω, a)−1P⊥

(
V2(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}2

)}

= T(ω, a)−1P⊥∂a
(
V2(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}2

)

+T(ω, a)−1P⊥
{
V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)∂

2
aϕ(ω, a)

}

= T(ω, a)−1P⊥
(
V3(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}3 + 2V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)∂

2
aϕ(ω, a)

)

+T(ω, a)−1P⊥
{
V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)∂

2
aϕ(ω, a)

}
.

Thus, we have proved (4.57). Similarly, we can prove (4.58) through (4.60).
It remains to prove the continuity of the third derivatives of ϕ. When 3 ≤ p, we see

from the implicit function theorem that ϕ(ω, a) is C3 with respect to a and ω. Hence,
we may assume that p < 3. Then, we shall prove the continuity of ∂3aϕ. Observe from
the continuity of ∂aϕ and (4.1) that Lemma 4.8 can apply to the first term on the right-
hand side of (4.57) as k = 3, j = 6, g(ω, a) = {∂aϕ(ω, a)}3. Moreover, observe from the
continuity of ∂aϕ and ∂2aϕ, (4.1) and Lemma 4.10 that we can apply Lemma 4.8 to the
second term on the right-hand side of (4.57) as k = 2, j = 5, g = ∂aϕ(ω, a)∂

2
aϕ(ω, a).

Thus, we find that ∂3ϕ(ω, a) is continuous with respect to (ω, a) in the H2(R × T)-
topology. Similarly, we can prove the continuity of the other third order derivatives.

4.4 Derivatives of F‖(ω, a)

In this section, we compute the derivatives of F‖(ω, a) up to the third order.
Observe that

〈ϕ(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉 = a. (4.61)

Then, the following result follows from Lemma 4.2, (4.31), (4.30) and (4.61):

Proposition 4.13. Assume p > 1. Then, F‖ is C1 on (ωp− δ0, ωp+ δ0)× (−a0, a0), and
the following hold for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−a0, a0):

∂aF‖(ω, a) = 〈L+(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉, (4.62)

∂ωF‖(ω, a) = 〈L+(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉+ a. (4.63)

The following result follows from Proposition 4.13, Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.6 and Propo-
sition 4.9:

Proposition 4.14. Assume p > 1. Let ε2 be the constant given in Proposition 4.9 and
0 < ε < ε2. Then, F‖ is C2 on (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε), and the following hold for
all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε):

∂2aF‖(ω, a) = 〈L+(ω, a)∂
2
aϕ(ω, a)− V2(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}2, ψωp cos y〉, (4.64)

∂a∂ωF‖(ω, a) = ∂ω∂aF‖(ω, a) (4.65)

= 1 + 〈L+(ω, a)∂ω∂aϕ(ω, a) − V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉,

∂2ωF‖(ω, a) = 〈L+(ω, a)∂
2
ωϕ(ω, a) − V2(ω, a){∂ωϕ(ω, a)}2, ψωp cos y〉. (4.66)
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The following result follows from Propositions 4.12 and 4.14, Lemmas 4.2, 4.6 and
4.11:

Proposition 4.15. Assume p > 1. Let ε3 be the same constant given in Proposition
main-lem-3 and 0 < ε < ε3. Then, F‖ is C3 on (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0) × (−aε, aε), and the
following hold for all (ω, a) ∈ (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε):

∂3aF‖(ω, a) (4.67)

= 〈L+(ω, a)∂
3
aϕ(ω, a) − 3V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)∂

2
aϕ(ω, a) − V3(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}3, ψωp cos y〉,

∂2a∂ωF‖(ω, a) = ∂a∂ω∂aF‖(ω, a) = ∂ω∂
2
aF‖(ω, a) (4.68)

= 〈L+(ω, a)∂ω∂
2
aϕ(ω, a) − V2(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)∂

2
aϕ(ω, a)

− 2V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)∂ω∂aϕ(ω, a) − V3(ω, a){∂aϕ(ω, a)}2∂ωϕ(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉

∂a∂
2
ωF‖(ω, a) = ∂ω∂a∂ωF‖(ω, a) = ∂2ω∂aF‖(ω, a) (4.69)

= 〈L+(ω, a)∂
2
ω∂aϕ(ω, a) − V2(ω, a)∂aϕ(ω, a)∂

2
ωϕ(ω, a)

− 2V2(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)∂ω∂aϕ(ω, a)− V3(ω, a){∂ωϕ(ω, a)}2∂aϕ(ω, a), ψωp cos y〉

∂3ωF‖(ω, a) (4.70)

= 〈L+(ω, a)∂
3
ωϕ(ω, a) − 3V2(ω, a)∂ωϕ(ω, a)∂

2
ωϕ(ω, a)− V3(ω, a){∂ωϕ(ω, a)}3, ψωp cos y〉.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. Throughout this section, for a given
p > 1, let a0, δ0 and η : (ωp− δ0, ωp+ δ0)× (−a0, a0) → X2 be the same as in Lemma 2.1,
ϕ(ω, a) be the function defined by (2.12), and ε3 be the constant given in Proposition
4.12. Furthermore, for 0 < ε < ε3, we use aε to denote the same constant given in
Proposition 3.1.

We will empoly the argument developed by Crandall and Rabinowitz [3] (see also the
proof of Theorem 4 (ii) in [4]). Let 0 < ε < ε3, and define

Dε := (ωp − δ0, ωp + δ0)× (−aε, aε). (5.1)

Furthermore, we introduce the function g : Dε → R as

g(ω, a) :=





F‖(ω, a)

a
if a 6= 0,

∂aF‖(ω, 0) if a = 0.

(5.2)

Lemma 5.1. Assume p > 1 and let 0 < ε < ε3. Then, g is twice differentiable on Dε.

23



Furthermore, the following hold:

∂ωg(ω, 0) = ∂ω∂aF‖(ω, 0) = ∂a∂ωF‖(ω, 0), (5.3)

∂2ωg(ω, 0) = ∂2ω∂aF‖(ω, 0), (5.4)

∂ag(ω, 0) =
1

2
∂2aF‖(ω, 0), (5.5)

∂ω∂ag(ω, 0) = ∂a∂ωg(ω, 0) =
1

2
∂ω∂

2
aF‖(ω, 0), (5.6)

∂2ag(ω, 0) =
1

3
∂3aF‖(ω, 0). (5.7)

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Since F‖ is C3 on Dε (see Proposition 4.15), it is obvious that g is
twice differentiable at (ω, a) ∈ Dε with a 6= 0. Furthermore, we can easily verify (5.3)
and (5.4).

It remains to prove the twice differentiablity of g at (ω, 0) and (5.5) through (5.7).
The Taylor expansion together with F‖(ω, 0) = 0 (see (2.22)) shows that

F‖(ω, a) = ∂aF‖(ω, 0)a +
1

2
∂2aF‖(ω, 0)a

2 +
1

3!
∂3aF‖(ω, 0)a

3 + o(a3). (5.8)

Furthermore, by Proposition 4.13, (3.7) and the integral of cos y over [−π, π] being zero,
we see that

∂ωF‖(ω, 0) = 〈L+(ω, 0)∂ωϕ(ω, 0), ψωp cos y〉 = 〈−Rω, ψωp cos y〉 = 0. (5.9)

Hence, the Taylor expansion together with (5.9) shows that

∂ωF‖(ω, a) = ∂a∂ωF‖(ω, 0)a +
1

2
∂2a∂ωF‖(ω, 0)a

2 + o(a2). (5.10)

Moreover, we will use the Taylor exapnasion of ∂aF‖(ω, a):

∂aF‖(ω, a) = ∂aF‖(ω, 0) + ∂2aF‖(ω, 0)a+
1

2
∂3aF‖(ω, 0)a

2 + o(a2). (5.11)

The claim (5.5) follows from (5.8):

∂ag(ω, 0) = lim
a→0

g(ω, a) − g(ω, 0)

a
= lim

a→0

F‖(ω, a) − a∂aF‖(ω, 0)

a2
=

1

2
∂2aF‖(ω, 0). (5.12)

Furthermore, (5.12) shows that

∂ω∂ag(ω, 0) = lim
δ→0

∂ag(ω + δ, 0) − ∂ag(ω, 0)

δ
=

1

2
∂ω∂

2
aF‖(ω, 0). (5.13)

By (5.3) and (5.10), we see that

∂a∂ωg(ω, 0) = lim
a→0

∂ωF‖(ω, a)− a∂a∂ωF‖(ω, 0)

a2
=

1

2
∂2a∂ωF‖(ω, 0). (5.14)

Then, (5.6) follows from (5.13), (5.14) and (4.68) in Proposition 4.15.
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It remains to prove (5.7). Let (ω, a) ∈ Dε with a 6= 0. Then, by the differentation of
quotient and (5.8), we see that

∂ag(ω, a) =
a∂aF‖(ω, a)−F‖(ω, a)

a2

=
∂aF‖(ω, a)− ∂aF‖(ω, 0)

a
− 1

2
∂2aF‖(ω, 0)−

1

3!
∂3aF‖(ω, 0)a + o(a)

=

∫ 1

0
∂2aF‖(ω, θa) dθ −

1

2
∂2aF‖(ω, 0) −

1

3!
∂3aF‖(ω, 0)a+ o(a).

(5.15)

Furthermore, by (5.15) and (5.12), we see that

∂2ag(ω, 0) = lim
a→0

∂ag(ω, a) − ∂ag(ω, 0)

a

= lim
a→0

1

a

{∫ 1

0
∂2aF‖(ω, θa) dθ − ∂2aF‖(ω, 0)−

1

3!
∂3aF‖(ω, 0)a + o(a)

}

= lim
a→0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
∂3aF‖(ω, θκa) dκdθ −

1

3!
∂3aF‖(ω, 0)

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
∂3aF‖(ω, 0) dκdθ −

1

6
∂3aF‖(ω, 0) =

1

3
∂3aF‖(ω, 0).

(5.16)

Thus, we have completed the proof.

Lemma 5.2. Assume p > 1, and let 0 < ε < ε3. Then, the function g is C2 on Dε.
Furthermore, the following hold:

g(ωp, 0) = 0, ∂ag(ωp, 0) = 0, ∂ωg(ωp, 0) = − 1

ωp
< 0. (5.17)

Proof of Lemma 5.2. We shall show that g is C2 on Dε. Since F‖ is C3 on Dε (see
Proposition 4.15), it is obvious that g is twice continuously differentiable at (ω, a) ∈ Dε

with a 6= 0. Furthermore, by Lemma 5.1, it suffices to prove the continuity of the second
derivatives ∂2ωg, ∂ω∂ag and ∂2ag at (ω, 0).

By (2.17), (3.6) and ϕ being C2 on Dε (see Proposition 4.9), we see that both
L+(ω, 0)∂

2
ωϕ(ω, 0) and V2(ω, 0){∂ωϕ(ω, 0)}2 are independent of y. Hence, (4.66) in Propo-

sition 4.14 together with the integral of cos y over [−π, π] being zero shows that

∂2ωF‖(ω, 0) = 〈L+(ω, 0)∂
2
ωϕ(ω, 0) − V2(ω, 0){∂ωϕ(ω, 0)}2, ψωp cos y〉 = 0. (5.18)

Then, by the definition of g, (5.18) and (5.4) in Lemma 5.1, we see that

lim
a→0

∂2ωg(ω, a) = lim
a→0

∂2ωF‖(ω, a)

a
= ∂a∂

2
ωF‖(ω, 0) = ∂2ωg(ω, 0). (5.19)

Next, we consider ∂ω∂ag. By the differentation of quotient, the Taylor expansion of
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∂ωF‖ (see (5.10)), and (5.6) in Lemma 5.1, we see that

lim
a→0

∂ω∂ag(ω, a) = lim
a→0

∂ω

{a∂aF‖(ω, a)−F‖(ω, a)

a2

}

= lim
a→0

{a∂a∂ωF‖(ω, a)− a∂a∂ωF‖(ω, 0)

a2
− 1

2
∂2a∂ωF‖(ω, 0) + oa(1)

}

=
1

2
∂2a∂ωF‖(ω, 0) = ∂ω∂ag(ω, 0).

(5.20)

Finally, we consider ∂2ag. By the definition of g, (5.8) and (5.11), we can verify that
for any (ω, a) ∈ Dε with a 6= 0,

∂2ag(ω, a) =
a2∂2aF‖(ω, a)− 2a∂aF‖(ω, a) + 2F‖(ω, a)

a3

=
a2∂2aF‖(ω, a)− 2a∂aF‖(ω, a) + 2a∂aF‖(ω, 0) + a2∂2aF‖(ω, 0)

a3

+
1

3
∂3aF‖(ω, 0) + oa(1)

= a−1∂2aF‖(ω, a)− a−1∂2aF‖(ω, 0) −
2

3
∂3aF‖(ω, 0) + oa(1)

=

∫ 1

0
∂3aF‖(ω, θa) dθ −

2

3
∂3aF‖(ω, 0) + oa(1).

(5.21)

Then, the continuity of ∂2ag at (ω, 0) follows from (5.21) and (5.7) in Lemma 5.1:

lim
a→0

∂2ag(ω, a) =

∫ 1

0
∂3aF‖(ω, 0) dθ −

2

3
∂3aF‖(ω, 0) = ∂2ag(ω, 0). (5.22)

Thus, we have proved that g is C2 on Dε.
We shall prove (5.17). Note that the following follows from the self-adjointness of

L+(ω, a) on L
2(R × T), (3.6) and (2.4):

〈L+(ωp, 0)u, ψωp cos y〉 = 0 for all u ∈ H2(R× T). (5.23)

Then, by (4.62) in Proposition 4.13, and (5.23), we see that

g(ωp, 0) = 〈L+(ωp, 0)∂aϕ(ωp, 0), ψωp cos y〉 = 0. (5.24)

By (5.5), (4.64) in Proposition 4.14, V2(ωp, 0) = p(p − 1)Rp−2
ωp (see (4.2) and (2.17)),

∂aϕ(ωp, 0) = ψωp cos y (see (2.18)), (5.23) and the integral of (cos y)3 over [−π, π] being
zero , we see that

∂ag(ωp, 0) =
1

2
〈L+(ωp, 0)∂

2
aϕ(ωp, 0)− p(p− 1)Rp−2

ωp
{ψωp cos y}2, ψωp cos y〉

= −p(p− 1)

2

∫

R

Rp−2
ωp

ψ3
ωp
dx

∫

T

(cos y)3 dy = 0.

(5.25)
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By (5.3), (4.65) in Proposition 4.14, (5.23), (2.17), (2.18), the definition of ψωp (see (2.1)),
(1.19) and (1.20), we see that

∂ωg(ωp, 0) = ∂ω∂aF‖(ωp, 0)

= 1 + 〈L+(ωp, 0)∂ω∂aϕ(ωp, 0) − V2(ωp, 0)∂aϕ(ωp, 0)∂ωϕ(ωp, 0), ψωp cos y〉

= 1− p(p− 1)〈Rp−2
ωp

(ψωp cos y)∂ωRω|ω=ωp , ψωp cos y〉

= 1− p(p− 1)

‖Rωp‖p+1
Lp+1(R)

∫

R

R2p−1
ωp

∂ωRω|ω=ωp dx

= 1− p(p− 1)

‖Rωp‖p+1
Lp+1(R)

3p+ 1

4p(p− 1)
ω−1
p

∫

R

R2p
ωp
dx

= 1− 1

‖Rωp‖p+1
Lp+1(R)

(p+ 1)2

4

∫

R

Rp+1
ωp

= −(p− 1)(p + 3)

4
= − 1

ωp
.

(5.26)

Thus, we have completed the proof of the lemma.

Now, we are in a position to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The first step to prove Theorem 1.1 is to find a curve ω(a) parametrized
by a such that (ω(a), a) satisfies the bifurcation equation (2.21):

F‖(ω(a), a) = 〈F(ω,ϕ(ω(a), a)), ψωp cos y〉 = 0. (5.27)

The implicit function theorem together with Lemma 5.2 shows that there exist a∗ > 0,
δ∗ > 0 and a C2-curve ω(·) : a ∈ (−a∗, a∗) 7→ ω(a) ∈ (ωp − δ∗, ωp + δ∗) with the following
properties:

1.

g(ω(a), a) = 0, ω(0) = ωp,
dω

da
(a) = −∂ag(ω(a), a)

∂ωg(ω(a), a)
. (5.28)

2. Let Zp be the set of zeros of g = 0 in (ωp − δ∗, ωp + δ∗)× (−a∗, a∗). Then,

Zp = {(ω(a), a) : a ∈ (−a∗, a∗)}. (5.29)

Next, we define the function Q : (−a∗, a∗) → H2(R× T) by

Q(a) := ϕ(ω(a), a) = Rωp + aψωp cos y + η(ω(a), a). (5.30)

Note that Q is C2 on (−a∗, a∗) in H2(R× T).
Since g(ω, a) = 0 with a 6= 0 implies that F‖(ω, a) = 0, the first claim of Theorem 1.1

follows from (5.29) and Lemma 2.1. Furthermore, the claim (1.10) follows immediately
from (5.28) and (5.17).

We shall prove (1.11), (1.12) and (1.14).
First, note that the integral of (cos y)3 over [−π, π] being zero shows that

Rp−2
ωp

{ψωp cos y}2 ∈ X2. (5.31)
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Furthermore, by (4.43) in Proposition 4.9, (4.6), V2(ωp, 0) = p(p− 1)Rp−2
ωp (see (4.2) and

(2.17)), (2.18) and (5.31), we see that

∂2aϕ(ωp, 0) = p(p− 1)
{
P⊥∂uF(ωp, Rωp)|X2

}−1(
Rp−2

ωp
{ψωp cos y}2

)
. (5.32)

Differentiating both sides of the last equation in (5.28), and using (1.10), (5.17) and
(5.7) in Lemma 5.1, we see that

d2ω

da2
(0) = −ωp

3
∂3aF‖(ωp, a). (5.33)

By (4.67) in Proposition 4.15, (5.23), V2(ωp, 0) = p(p − 1)Rp−2
ωp and V3(ωp, 0) = p(p −

1)(p−2)Rp−3
ωp (see (4.2) and (2.17)), ∂aϕ(ωp, 0) = ψωp cos y (see (2.18)), (5.32) and (5.31),

we see that

∂3aF‖(ωp, 0)

= 〈−3V2(ωp, 0)∂aϕ(ωp, 0)∂
2
aϕ(ωp, 0)− V3(ωp, 0){∂aϕ(ωp, 0)}3, ψωp cos y〉

= −3{p(p − 1)}2〈Rp−2
ωp

ψωp cos yT(ωp, 0)
−1

(
Rp−2

ωp
{ψωp cos y}2

)
, ψωp cos y〉

− p(p− 1)(p − 2)〈Rp−3
ωp

{ψωp cos y}3, ψωp cos y〉

= −3{p(p − 1)}2〈T(ωp, 0)
−1

(
Rp−2

ωp
{ψωp cos y}2

)
, Rp−2

ωp
{ψωp cos y}2〉

− p(p− 1)(p − 2)〈Rp−3
ωp

{ψωp cos y}3, ψωp cos y〉.

(5.34)

Plugging (5.34) into (5.33), we obtain (1.11).
Observe that

dQ

da
(a) = ∂ωϕ(ω(a), a)

dω

da
(a) + ∂aϕ(ω(a), a). (5.35)

Then, by (5.35), (1.10) and (2.18), we see that

dQ

da
(0) = ∂aϕ(ωp, 0) = ψωp cos y. (5.36)

Furthermore, differentiating both sides of (5.35), and using (1.10) and (2.17), we see that

d2Q

da2
(0) = ∂2ωϕ(ω(0), 0)

(dω
da

(0)
)2

+ ∂ωϕ(ω(0), 0)
d2ω

da2
(0)

+ ∂ω∂aϕ(ω(0), 0)
dω

da
(0) + ∂2aϕ(ω(0), 0)

= ∂ωRω|ω=ωp

d2ω

da2
(0) + ∂2aϕ(ωp, 0).

(5.37)

Then, the Taylor expansion together with Q(0) = ϕ(ω(0), 0) = Rωp (see (2.17)), (5.36)
and (5.37) shows that the following holds in H2(R× T):

Q(a) = Rωp + aψωp cos y +
1

2
a2
{
∂ωRω|ω=ωp

d2ω

da2
(0) + ∂2aϕ(ωp, 0)

}
+ o(a2). (5.38)

Clearly, this shows that (1.12) holds.
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It remains to prove the last claim (1.14). By (5.38), ‖ψωp cos y‖L2(R×T) = 1 and the
integral of cos y over [−π, π] being zero, we see that

‖Q(a)‖2L2(R×T) = ‖Rωp‖2L2(R×T) + a2

+ a2
d2ω

da2
(0)〈Rωp , ∂ωRω|ω=ωp〉+ a2〈Rωp , ∂

2
aϕ(ωp, 0)〉 + o(a2)

(5.39)

Recall that Rω, ∂ωRω ∈ X2 (see (2.6)) and ∂uF(ωp, Rωp) : X2 → Y2 is bijective (see (2.10)
and (2.11)). Then, by (5.32), (3.7) and the same computation as (5.26), we see that

〈Rωp , ∂
2
aϕ(ωp, 0)〉

= p(p− 1)〈
{
P⊥∂uF(ωp, Rωp)|X2

}−1
Rωp , R

p−2
ωp

{ψωp cos y}2〉

= −p(p− 1)〈∂ωRω|ω=ωp , R
p−2
ωp

{ψωp cos y}2〉 = −1− 1

ωp
.

(5.40)

Plugging (5.40) into (5.39), and using (1.19), we obatin (1.14). Thus, we have completed
the proof of the theorem.
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