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Abstract

In this paper, we develop a comprehensive mathematical toolbox for the construction and
spectral stability analysis of stationary multiple front and pulse solutions to general semilinear
evolution problems on the real line with spatially periodic coefficients. Starting from a collec-
tion of N nondegenerate primary front solutions with matching periodic end states, we realize
multifront solutions near a formal concatenation of these N primary fronts, provided the dis-
tances between the front interfaces is sufficiently large. Moreover, we prove that nondegenerate
primary pulses are accompanied by periodic pulse solutions of large spatial period. We show
that spectral (in)stability properties of the underlying primary fronts or pulses are inherited
by the bifurcating multifronts or periodic pulse solutions. The existence and spectral analyses
rely on contraction-mapping arguments and Evans-function techniques, leveraging exponential
dichotomies to characterize invertibility and Fredholm properties. To demonstrate the applica-
bility of our methods, we analyze the existence and stability of multifronts and periodic pulse
solutions in some benchmark models, such as the Gross-Pitaevskii equation with periodic po-
tential and a Klausmeier reaction-diffusion-advection system, thereby identifying novel classes
of (stable) solutions. In particular, our methods yield the first spectral and orbital stability
result of periodic waves in the Gross-Pitaevskii equation with periodic potential, as well as new
instability criteria for multipulse solutions to this equation.

Keywords. Periodic coefficients, multifronts, periodic pulse solutions, spectral stability, ex-
ponential dichotomies, Evans function
Mathematics Subject Classification (2020). Primary, 34L05, 35B10, 35B35; Secondary,
34C37, 35K57, 35Q55

1 Introduction

Let k,m ∈ N, T > 0, and F ∈ {R,C}. This paper focuses on stationary front and pulse solutions
in general semilinear evolution systems on the real line of the form

∂tu = αk(x)∂
k
xu+ . . .+ α1(x)∂xu+N (u, x), u(x, t) ∈ Fm, x ∈ R, t ≥ 0,(1.1)

with continuous T -periodic coefficient functions αi : R → Fm×m, and continuous nonlinearity
N : Fm × R → Fm which is C2 in its first argument and T -periodic in its second argument. We
further assume that αk(x) is invertible for each x ∈ R.
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Spatially periodic systems of the form (1.1) arise in a wide range of contexts. For instance, they
appear as a mean-field approximations in the study of Bose-Einstein condensates in periodic trap-
ping lattices [45], as models in nonlinear optics with periodic potential [7] or periodic forcing [23],
as hydrodynamic bifurcation problems over oscillating domains [17,56], as ecological models for the
dynamics of vegetation patterns on periodic topographies [5], as equations describing the vertical
infiltration of water through periodically layered unsaturated soils [20], or as reaction-diffusion sys-
tems in population biology in which the environment consists of favorable and unfavorable patches
that are arranged periodically [36, 57]. The solutions of interest in these problems are typically
pulse or front solutions: stationary gap solitons in Bose-Einstein condensates [45], optical signals
composed of (a sequence of) standing, highly localized pulses in [7, 23], stationary patterns con-
sisting of localized patches of vegetation in [5], so-called wetting fronts describing water infiltration
in [20], and invasion fronts mediating population spreading in [36,57].

Due to the significance to applications, mathematical studies on the existence, stability, and
dynamics of front and pulse solutions have been extensively conducted across a wide variety of
spatially periodic systems, see, for instance, the survey paper [63], the memoirs [65], and references
therein. We note that traveling front and pulse solutions in such systems are typically modulated,
i.e., they are time-periodic in the co-moving frame, see Remark 1.1.

In this paper, we focus on stationary front and pulse solutions to general spatially periodic
systems of the form (1.1). We show that any collection of nondegenerate front (or pulse) solutions
with matching asymptotic end states is accompanied by a family of multiple front (or pulse) solu-
tions arising through concatenation or periodic extension. Moreover, we prove that their spectral
(in)stability properties are determined by the comprising primary front (or pulse) solutions.

While stationary multifront and multipulse solutions have been studied in specific model prob-
lems, such as the Allen-Cahn equation with spatial inhomogeneity [6] and the Gross-Pitaevskii
equation with periodic potential [1, 4, 45], a systematic framework for their construction and spec-
tral stability analysis in general spatially periodic systems of the form (1.1) appears to be novel.1

Furthermore, the spectral stability of large-wavelength periodic pulse solutions accompanying a pri-
mary pulse has, to the authors’ best knowledge, not yet been rigorously addressed in any spatially
periodic system prior to this paper.

Remark 1.1. The existence problem for traveling-wave solutions of the form u(x, t) = ϕ(x − ct)
to the constant-coefficient system (1.2) with wavespeed c ∈ R is the same as (1.3) with the sole
difference that the coefficient α1 is replaced by α1 + c. However, this no longer holds when the
coefficients are spatially periodic. In a frame ξ = x− ct moving with speed c ∈ R, the coefficients
of (1.1) read αj(ξ + ct). That is, they are periodic in time and space. Consequently, traveling
wave solutions to (1.1) of the form u(x, t) = ϕ(x − ct) propagating with nonzero speed c while
maintaining a fixed shape, cannot generally be expected. Instead, one typically finds modulated
traveling waves of the form u(x, t) = ϕ(x − ct, x), where ϕ is T -periodic in its second component,
cf. [15, 24,27,44,60].

1.1 The case of constant coefficients

The construction of multiple front (or pulse) solutions through concatenation or periodic extension
is well-documented in general semilinear problems with constant coefficients. If the coefficients αi

1We note that the existence and spectral analysis of multifronts in [6] depend on the smallness rather than the
periodicity of the inhomogeneity, in contrast to our results and those in [1, 4, 45].
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and nonlinearity N (u) do not depend on x, then system (1.1) reads

∂tu = αk∂
k
xu+ . . .+ α1∂xu+N (u).(1.2)

Stationary solutions of (1.2) obey the autonomous ordinary differential equation

αk∂
k
xu+ . . .+ α1∂xu+N (u) = 0,(1.3)

which can be written as a dynamical system U ′ = F (U) in U = (u, ∂xu, . . . , ∂
k−1
x u). Pulse and

front solutions can be identified with homoclinic and heteroclinic connections in U ′ = F (U). The
existence of periodic, homoclinic or heteroclinic orbits near a nondegenerate homoclinic connection
or a heteroclinic chain follows from homoclinic or heteroclinic bifurcation theory, relying on tech-
niques such as Lin’s method, Shil’nikov variables, and homoclinic center manifolds. The bifurcating
orbits correspond to periodic pulse solutions with large spatial periods, as well as multifront (or
multipulse) solutions with well-separated interfaces. An overview of homoclinic and heteroclinic
bifurcation theory can be found in the survey paper [28].

Spectral stability of the bifurcating periodic pulse and multifront solutions to (1.2) has been
studied in [3, 22, 50, 54] using Lin’s method and Evans-function techniques. One finds that there
are precisely M eigenvalues of the linearization about an M -pulse solution bifurcating from each
simple isolated eigenvalue of the underlying primary pulse [3,50]. Moreover, periodic pulse solutions
have continua of eigenvalues in a neighborhood of each isolated eigenvalue of the primary pulse [22].
Since (1.2) is translational invariant, 0 must be an eigenvalue of each primary pulse or front. Hence,
there are M eigenvalues of the linearization of (1.2) about an M -front or M -pulse converging to
the 0 as the distance between interfaces tends to infinity. In addition, the linearization of (1.2)
about a periodic pulse solution, posed on a space of localized perturbations, features a spectral
curve converging to 0 as the period tends to infinity. Leading-order control on the spectrum in a
neighborhood of the origin, established in [50, 54], shows that the bifurcating periodic pulse and
multifront solutions to (1.2) can be unstable, even if all the underlying primary front or pulse
solutions are spectrally stable.

1.2 Main results

Our existence and spectral stability analysis of stationary multiple front and pulse solutions in
spatially periodic systems differs fundamentally from the constant-coefficient case. On the one
hand, there seems to be no natural way to formulate the existence problem as an autonomous
dynamical system that would facilitate the application of homoclinic or heteroclinic bifurcation
theory. Furthermore, stationary pulse and front solutions to (1.1) generally converge to spatially
periodic end states rather than to constant states. As a result, it appears that there is no obvious
method for augmenting the eigenvalue problem and transforming it into an autonomous system that
would enable the use of geometric dynamical systems techniques for analyzing spectral stability as
in [3, 22].

On the other hand, the spatially periodic coefficients of (1.1) break the translational invariance,
so that the linearization about a stationary front or pulse solution is generically invertible. Unlike
the constant-coefficient case, we can (and do) leverage this property in the existence analysis of
periodic pulse and multifront solutions. If system (1.1) is dissipative, then front and pulse solutions
can be strongly spectrally stable, meaning that the spectrum of the linearization about the front
or pulse is confined to the open left-half plane. This significantly reduces the complexity of the
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spectral analysis compared to the constant-coefficient case where an eigenvalue must reside at 0 due
to translational invariance. However, we emphasize that our spectral techniques are also useful if
system (1.1) is conservative, which naturally precludes strong spectral stability of solutions. We will
illustrate this by establishing spectral stability and instability for periodic pulses and multipulses
in the Gross-Pitaevskii equation with periodic potential.

Our existence result may informally be stated as follows, see also Figure 1.

Theorem 1.2 (Informal existence result). LetM ∈ N. Let Z1(x), . . . , ZM (x) beM stationary front
solutions to system (1.1) converging to T -periodic end states v1,±(x), . . . , vM,±(x) as x → ±∞.
Assume that vj,+ = vj+1,− for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1. Take a stationary pulse solution Z0(x) to (1.1)
converging to a T -periodic end state v0(x) as x → ±∞. Assume that Zj is nondegenerate in the
sense that the linearization of (1.1) about Zj is invertible for j = 0, . . . ,M . Then, there exists
N ∈ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N the following assertions hold.

1. There exists a stationary M -front solution un(x) of (1.1), which converges uniformly to the
formal concatenation

wn(x) =


v1,−(x), x ≤ 1

2nT,

Zj(x− jnT ), x ∈
[
(j − 1

2)nT, (j +
1
2)nT

]
, j = 1, . . . ,M,

vM,+(x), x ≥ (M + 1
2)nT,

as n→ ∞.

2. There exists a stationary nT -periodic pulse solution ũn(x) of (1.1), which converges uniformly
to the formal periodic extension w̃n(x) given by

w̃n(x) = Z0(x− jnT ), x ∈
[
(j − 1

2)nT, (j +
1
2)nT

]
, j ∈ Z,

as n→ ∞.

For the precise statements, we refer to Theorems 3.1 and 4.1. The proof of the existence of the
multifronts and periodic pulse solutions relies on a contraction-mapping argument in the function
spaces Hk(R) and Hk

per(0, nT ), respectively. The key idea is to insert the formal multifront wn

or periodic pulse solution w̃n into system (1.1) and derive an equation for the resulting error. We
then convert the error equation into a fix-point problem by showing that the linearization about the
formal solution is invertible. Showing the invertibility is the main technical challenge, which follows
from the nondegeneracy of the primary fronts or pulses with the aid of exponential dichotomies.

We emphasize that this procedure sharply contrasts with the constant-coefficient case, where the
lack of invertibility of the linearization about the primary front or pulses necessitates a Lyapunov-
Schmidt reduction argument. The reduced problem is typically solved by introducing an additional
degree of freedom in the form of a bifurcation parameter or by exploiting additional structure such
as reversible symmetry, see [28] and references therein.

We note that the distances between the interfaces of the multifront solutions in Theorem 1.2, as
well as the wavelength of the periodic pulse solutions, are multiples of the period T , see Figure 1.
In fact, the possible locations of front interfaces and pulse peaks are restricted by the spatial peri-
odicity of (1.1). This phenomenon, known as trapping or pinning, cf. [6,16] and references therein,
precludes translational invariance and contributes to the enhanced stability properties compared
to the constant-coefficient case, where the interfaces are typically free to occupy a continuum of
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jnT(j − 1)nT (j + 1)nT

vj−1,−

vj,− = vj−1,+
vj,+ = vj+1,− vj+1,+

jnT(j − 1)nT (j + 1)nT

v0

Figure 1: Illustration of the multifront solution un(x) (top) and periodic pulse solution ũn(x)
(bottom) as established in Theorem 1.2. Both are depicted on the interval [(j − 1)nT, (j + 1)nT ]
for some j ∈ {2, . . . ,M − 1}. The multifront un(x) transitions between the T -periodic states vℓ,±
(in blue), with front interfaces (in red) located at x = ℓnT , ℓ = 1, . . . ,M . The periodic solution
ũn(x) consists of a series of localized pulses (in red) centered at x = jnT , j ∈ Z, superimposed on
the T -periodic background state v0 (in blue).

positions. For example, if the constant-coefficient system (1.2) admits a reversible symmetry, then
stationary periodic pulse solutions exist for any sufficiently large wavelength [62].

The main outcomes of our spectral analysis may informally be summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.3 (Informal spectral result). Let K ⊂ C be compact. Let M , Zj, N , un and ũn be as
in Theorem 1.2. Assume that the L2-spectrum in K of the linearization L(Zj) of (1.1) about Zj

consists of isolated eigenvalues of finite algebraic multiplicity only for j = 0, . . . ,M . Then, there
exists N1 ∈ N with N ≥ N1 such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N1 the following holds.

1. The L2-spectrum of the linearization L(un) of (1.1) about un in the compact set K consists
of isolated eigenvalues only and converges in Hausdorff distance to the union

M⋃
j=1

σ(L(Zj)) ∩ K

as n → ∞. The total algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalues of L(un) in K equals the sum
of the total algebraic multiplicies of the eigenvalues of L(Z1), . . . ,L(ZM ) in K.

2. The spectrum in K of the linearization Lper(ũn) of (1.1) about ũn on L2
per(0, nT ) consists of

isolated eigenvalues only and converges in Hausdorff distance to

σ(L(Z0)) ∩ K

as n → ∞. The total algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalues of Lper(ũn) in K equals the
total algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalues of L(Z0) in K.

For the precise statements and further extensions of Theorem 1.3, we refer to Theorems 6.2
and 7.2 and Corollaries 6.1, 6.5 and 7.1.
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The spectral analysis in this paper is divided into two parts. In the first part, we follow an
approach similar to the one used in the existence analysis. Specifically, we utilize exponential
dichotomies to characterize invertibility and demonstrate that, if the resolvent problem associated
with the linearization about the primary fronts or pulses is uniquely solvable on a compact set
in C, then the same holds for the resolvent problem corresponding to the linearization about the
multifront or periodic pulse solution.

In the second part, we identify eigenvalues with zeros of the analytic Evans function, see [32,51]
and references therein, to show that isolated eigenvalues of finite algebraic multiplicity of the lin-
earization about the primary front or pulse perturb continuously into eigenvalues of the lineariza-
tion about the multifront or periodic pulse posed on L2(R) or L2

per(0, nT ), respectively, thereby
preserving the total algebraic multiplicity.

As mentioned earlier, similar results have been obtained for the constant-coefficient case, cf. [3,
22]. Unlike our existence analysis, which fails in the constant-coefficient setting due to the non-
degeneracy condition, our spectral analysis does apply to multifronts and periodic pulse solutions
to constant-coefficient systems. Yet, our method differs significantly from the geometric dynam-
ical systems approach employed in [3, 22]. Instead, it is inspired by the Evans-function analyses
in [14, 52]. It employs exponential weights and relies on roughness and analyticity properties of
exponential dichotomies.

Theorem 1.3 shows that, if a point λ ∈ C with Re(λ) > 0 is an eigenvalue of finite algebraic
multiplicity of the linearizations about some of the primary fronts or pulses and lies in the resolvent
set of the linearizations about the other primary fronts or pulses, then bifurcating multifronts and
periodic pulse solutions are spectrally unstable. However, if spectral instability of the primary fronts
is induced by unstable essential spectrum, then the associated multifront may still be spectrally
stable. This phenomenon is well-documented in systems with constant coefficients [49, 53]. In §6,
we present an extension of Theorem 1.3, providing control on the spectrum of the multifront outside
the so-called absolute spectrum, cf. [52,53]. This result can be employed to establish strong spectral
stability of multifronts, even when the constituting primary fronts are spectrally unstable.

Many dissipative systems admit a-priori bounds that preclude spectrum with nonnegative real
part and large modulus. By combining such a-priori bounds with Theorem 1.3, one finds that strong
spectral stability of the primary fronts or pulses is carried over to the bifurcating multifronts and
periodic pulse solutions. This contrasts sharply with the constant-coefficient case where multifronts
or periodic pulse solutions can be spectrally unstable, even if the constituting primary fronts are
all spectrally stable, cf. [50, 54]

1.3 Application to benchmark models

To illustrate the applicability of our methods, we construct multifronts and periodic pulse solu-
tions in several prototypical models, analyze their spectral stability, and corroborate our findings
with numerical simulations performed with the MATLAB package pde2path [61]. Specifically, we
examine multifronts in a scalar reaction-diffusion toy model with a periodic potential and consider
multipulses and periodic pulses in an extended Klausmeier model, which describes the dynamics
of vegetation patterns on periodic topographies [5]. We demonstrate that the spectral (in)stability
of the multifronts, multipulses and periodic pulses is inherited from the comprising primary fronts
and pulses. In particular, our analysis shows that the Klausmeier model supports stable periodic
(multi)pulses, which has not been identified in the previous work [5].

Additionally, we consider the Gross-Pitaevskii equation with a general periodic potential, which
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arises in the study of Bose-Einstein condensates in optical lattices [45]. Our methods lead to
multifront, multipulse and periodic pulse solutions. By combining our spectral results with Krein
index counting theory [29, 30, 32], we obtain novel spectral instability and stability results for the
constructed multipulse and periodic pulse solutions. Due to the conservative nature of the Gross-
Piteavskii equation, spectral stability entails that the spectrum of the linearization is confined to
the imaginary axis. Notably, the preservation of algebraic multiplicities, as stated in Theorem 1.3,
is instrumental for the effective application of Krein index counting theory. The spectral stability
analysis of the periodic pulse solutions yields that they are orbitally stable. To the best of the
authors’ knowledge, this is the first orbital stability result of periodic waves in the Gross-Pitaevskii
equation with periodic potential.

Outline of paper. In §2 we introduce the necessary notation and formulate the existence and
(weighted) eigenvalue problems associated with stationary solutions to (1.1). The existence analysis
of multifronts and periodic pulse solutions is presented in §3 and §4, respectively. In §5 we introduce
the necessary concepts for the spectral analysis of fronts solutions with periodic tails. Sections 6
and §7 are devoted to the spectral analysis of multifronts and periodic pulse solutions, respectively.
We demonstrate the applicability of our methods in several benchmark models in §8 and corroborate
our findings with numerical simulations. Finally, the Appendices A, B and C contain several
auxiliary results on projections, exponential dichotomies, and multiplication operators, respectively.

Acknowledgments. This project is funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, Ger-
man Research Foundation) – Project-ID 258734477 – SFB 1173.

2 Notation and set-up

Let k,m ∈ N, T > 0 and F ∈ {R,C}. This paper focuses on the existence and spectral analysis of
stationary front and pulse solutions to the general semilinear evolution system (1.1) of m compo-
nents on the real line. For notational convenience, we abbreviate the k-th order linear differential
operator in (1.1) as

Au = αk(x)∂
k
xu+ αk−1(x)∂

k
xu+ . . .+ α1(x)∂xu.

We recall that A has T -periodic coefficients α1, . . . , αk ∈ C(R,Fm×m), where αk(x) invertible for all
x ∈ R. Moreover, the nonlinearity N ∈ C

(
Fm ×R,Fm

)
in (1.1) is twice continuously differentiable

in its first argument and T -periodic in its second argument.

2.1 Formulation of the existence and eigenvalue problems

Stationary solutions to (1.1) obey

Au+N (u, ·) = 0.(2.1)

The ordinary differential equation (2.1) is the main object of study in the existence analysis of
stationary front and pulse solutions to (1.1).

For u ∈ L∞(R) we define the linear differential operator L(u) : D(L(u)) ⊂ L2(R) → L2(R) by

L(u)u = Au+ ∂uN (u, ·)u.
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Clearly, L(u) is a closed operator and has dense domain D(L(u)) = Hk(R). If u is a solution
of (2.1), then L(u) corresponds to the linearization of (1.1) about u. The associated eigenvalue
problem reads

(L(u)− λ)u = 0.(2.2)

The linear ordinary differential equation (2.2) is the main object of study in the spectral analysis of
the stationary front and pulse solutions to (1.1). We adopt the following notions of nondegeneracy
and spectral stability.

Definition 2.1. Let u ∈ L∞(R).

(i) We call u nondegenerate if L(u) is invertible.

(ii) We say that u is spectrally stable if

σ(L(u)) ⊂ {λ ∈ C : Re(λ) ≤ 0}.

(iii) We say that u is spectrally stable with simple eigenvalue λ = 0 if there exists ϱ > 0 such that

σ(L(u)) ⊂ {λ ∈ C : Re(λ) ≤ −ϱ} ∪ {0},

and the algebraic multiplicity of λ = 0 is one.

(iv) We say that u is strongly spectrally stable if there exists ϱ > 0 such that

σ(L(u)) ⊂ {λ ∈ C : Re(λ) ≤ −ϱ}.

(v) We call u spectrally unstable it there exists λ ∈ σ(L(u)) with Re(λ) > 0.

As explained in the introduction, the concept of nondegeneracy plays a key role in the construc-
tion of multiple front and pulse solutions.

Spectrally stable front or pulse solutions with a simple eigenvalue at λ = 0 arise in systems with
translational invariance. Such solutions serve as a basis for bifurcation arguments in the models
explored in the application section §8.

2.2 First-order formulation

Because the coefficient matrix αk(x) is invertible for all x ∈ R and the nonlinearity N is twice
continuously differentiable in its first argument, the eigenvalue problem (2.2) can be written as a
first-order system

U ′ = A(x, u(x);λ)U,(2.3)

by setting U = (u, ∂xu, . . . , ∂
k−1
x u)⊤, where the coefficient matrix A : R × Fm × C → Ckm is

continuous and T -periodic in its first argument, continuously differentiable in its second argument,
and analytic in its third argument. The formulation (2.3) of the eigenvalue problem as a linear
nonautonomous first-order system is essential for applying the theory of exponential dichotomies.
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2.3 Exponentially weighted linearization operator

Let u ∈ L∞(R) and η± ∈ R. For the spectral analysis of stationary front solutions to (1.1), it is
convenient to consider the exponentially weighted linearization operator Lη−,η+(u) : D(Lη−,η+(u)) ⊂
L2(R) → L2(R) with dense domain D(Lη−,η+(u)) = Hk(R) given by

Lη−,η+(u)u = e−ωη−,η+L(u) [eωη−,η+u]

where ωη−,η+ : R → R is a smooth weight function whose derivative satisfies

ω′
η−,η+(x) =

{
η−, x ≤ −1,

η+, x ≥ 1.

The associated eigenvalue problem (
Lη−,η+(u)− λ

)
u = 0

can be written as the first-order system

U ′ =
(
A(x, u(x);λ)− ω′

η−,η+(x)
)
U.

In case η+ = η− = η ∈ R, we take ωη−,η+(x) = ηx and adopt the notation Lη−,η+(u) = Lη(u).
Consequently, it holds L0,0(u) = L0(u) = L(u).

2.4 Periodic differential operators

Let n ∈ N and let u ∈ C(R) be an nT -periodic function. Then, L(u) is a differential operator
with nT -periodic coefficients. We collect some basic properties of periodic differential operators
and their Bloch transforms, which are essential for our spectral analysis. We refer to [21,32,48,55]
for further background.

Since L(u) has nT -periodic coefficients, we can study its action on the space L2
per(0, nT ), which

is convenient for analyzing the spectral stability of u against co-periodic perturbations. Thus, we
define the operator Lper(u) : D(Lper(u)) ⊂ L2

per(0, nT ) → L2
per(0, nT ) by

Lper(u)u = Au+ ∂uN (u, ·)u.

The operator Lper(u) is closed and has dense domain D(Lper(u)) = Hk
per(0, nT ). Due to the

compact embedding Hk
per(0, nT ) ↪→ L2

per(0, nT ), it has compact resolvent and its spectrum consists
of isolated eigenvalues of finite algebraic multiplicity only. Hence, a point λ ∈ C lies in the spectrum
σ(Lper(u)) if and only if the first-order eigenvalue problem (2.3) admits a nontrivial nT -periodic
solution.

On the other hand, the spectrum of the nT -periodic differential operator L(u) on L2(R) is purely
essential. It is characterized by family of Bloch operators Lξ,per(u) : D(Lξ,per(u)) ⊂ L2

per(0, nT ) →
L2
per(0, nT ) with dense domain D(Lξ,per(u)) = Hk

per(0, nT ) given by

Lξ,per(u)u =M−1
ξ L(u)Mξu, ξ ∈

[ π
nT

,
π

nT

)
,

9



whereMξ : H
ℓ(R) → Hℓ(R) is the invertible multiplication operator defined by (Mξu)(x) = eiξxu(x)

for ℓ ∈ N0. Since the Bloch operators Lξ,per(u) have compact resolvent, their spectrum consists
of isolated eigenvalues of finite algebraic multiplicity only. Therefore, a point λ ∈ C lies in the
spectrum of Lξ,per(u) if and only if the first-order system (2.3) admits a nontrivial solution U(x)
obeying the boundary condition U(−nT

2 ) = eiξnTU(nT2 ). The spectrum of L(u) is then given by
the union

σ(L(u)) =
⋃

ξ∈[ π
nT

, π
nT )

σ(Lξ,per(un)),

which implies

σ(Lper(u)) ⊂ σ(L(u)).(2.4)

Hence, λ ∈ C lies in the spectrum of L(u) if and only if there exist a point γ on the unit circle
S1 ⊂ C and a nontrivial solution U(x) of (2.3) obeying U(−nT

2 ) = γU(nT2 ).

3 Existence of multifront solutions

Let M ∈ N≥2. In this section, we construct an M -front solution to (2.1) by concatenating M
nondegenerate front solutions with matching periodic limit states. Specifically, we impose the
following assumptions:

(H1) There exist M fronts Z1, . . . , ZM ∈ L∞(R) with associated end states v1,±, . . . , vM,± ∈
Hk

per(0, T ). It holds χ± (Zj − vj,±) ∈ Hk(R) for j = 1, . . . ,M , where χ± : R → [0, 1] is a
smooth partition of unity such that χ+ is supported on (−1,∞) and χ− is supported on
(−∞, 1).

(H2) The matching condition vj,+ = vj+1,− holds for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1.

(H3) The front Zj is a nondegenerate solution of (2.1) for j = 1, . . . ,M .

We realize the M -front close to the formal concatenation of the M primary fronts Z1, . . . , ZM ,
see Figure 1. Thus, our ansatz for the multifront solution to (2.1) reads

un = an + wn, wn :=
M∑
j=1

χj,nZj(· − jnT )(3.1)

with χj,n : R → [0, 1], j = 1, . . . ,M a smooth partition of unity satisfying ∥χj,n∥Wk,∞ ≤ 1, where
χ1,n is supported on (−∞, 32nT+1), χM,n is supported on ((M− 1

2)nT−1,∞), and χj,n is supported
on ((j− 1

2)nT −1, (j+ 1
2)nT +1) for j = 2, . . . ,M −1 (only in case M > 2). Moreover, an ∈ Hk(R)

is an error term that accounts for the fact that the formal concatenation wn of the M fronts is
not an actual solution to (2.1). Our main result of this section confirms that there exists a small
an ∈ Hk(R) such that un is indeed a solution to (2.1), provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large.
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Theorem 3.1. Assume (H1), (H2) and (H3). Then, there exist C > 0 and N ∈ N such that for
each n ∈ N with n ≥ N there exists an M -front solution to (2.1) given by (3.1) with an ∈ Hk(R)
satisfying

∥an∥Hk ≤ C

M∑
j=1

(
∥χ−(Zj − vj,−)∥Hk(R\[−n

2 T+1,
n
2 T−1]) + ∥χ+(Zj − vj,+)∥Hk(R\[−n

2 T+1,
n
2 T−1])

)
.

In particular, ∥an∥Hk converges to 0 as n→ ∞.

Remark 3.2. One could prove a more general result where the front interfaces are located on
positions n1T, . . . , nmT as long as the distances ni+1−ni are sufficiently large for each i = 1, . . . ,M−
1. More precisely, there exist C > 0 and N ∈ N such that for each vector n = (n1, . . . , nm) ∈ NM

with κ := min{ni+1 − ni : i ∈ {1, . . . ,M − 1}} ≥ N , there exists an M -front solution

un = an +
M∑
j=1

χ̃j,nZj(· − jnjT )

of (2.1), where χ̃j,n : R → [0, 1], j = 1, . . . ,M is a smooth partition of unity satisfying ∥χ̃j,n∥Wk,∞ ≤
1 with χ̃1,n supported on (−∞, 12(n1+n2)T +1), χ̃M,n supported on (12(nM−1+nM )T −1,∞), and
χ̃j,n supported on (12(nj−1+nj)T −1, 12(nj+nj+1)T +1) for j = 2, . . . ,M−1 (only in caseM > 2).
Moreover, the error an ∈ Hk(R) converges to 0 as κ → ∞, The proof of this statement proceeds
along the lines of Theorem 3.1, but with considerably more involved notation, and is therefore
omitted.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 relies on a contraction-mapping argument. Inserting the ansatz (3.1)
into (2.1), one arrives at an equation for the error an, whose linear part is given by L(wn)an. Here,
L(wn) represents the linearization of (1.1) about the formal concatenation wn of theM fronts, with
L(·) defined in §2. To solve for the error, we recast the equation as a fixed-point problem in Hk(R)
by inverting the linear operator L(wn).

The invertibility of L(wn) is established by transferring the nondegeneracy of the primary
fronts Z1, . . . , ZM to the concatenation wn. This is achieved by characterizing invertibility through
exponential dichotomies [38]. Specifically, L(u) − λ can be inverted if and only if the first-order
formulation (2.3) of the eigenvalue problem admits an exponential dichotomy on R. By applying
pasting and roughness techniques to the exponential dichotomies arising through the nondegeneracy
of the individual fronts, we construct an exponential dichotomy on R for the first-order formulation
of the eigenvalue problem associated with L(wn), thereby establishing its invertibility.

The invertibility result is formalized in the following lemma, which is stated in a slightly more
general form. This generalization also plays a central role in the subsequent spectral analysis of
the multifront.

Lemma 3.3. Assume (H1) and (H2). Let K ⊂ C be a compact set. Moreover, let {an}n be a
sequence in Hk(R) with ∥an∥Hk → 0 as n→ ∞.

Suppose that the linear operator L(Zj)−λ is invertible for each λ ∈ K and j = 1, . . . ,M . Then,
there exist C > 0 and N ∈ N such that for each n ∈ N with n ≥ N the resolvent set of the operator

L(wn + an), wn :=
M∑
j=1

χj,nZj(· − jnT )

11



contains K and the resolvent obeys the bound∥∥(L(wn + an)− λ)−1
∥∥
L2→Hk ≤ C(3.2)

for λ ∈ K.

Proof. Lemma B.6 yields that the first-order system

U ′ = A (x, Zj(x);λ)U(3.3)

admits an exponential dichotomy on R for each λ ∈ K and for j = 1, . . . ,M . By continuity of A
and roughness of exponential dichotomies, cf. [12, Proposition 4.1], there exists for each λ0 ∈ K an
open disk Bλ0 ⊂ C with λ0 ∈ Bλ0 and constants Kλ0 , µλ0 > 0 such that (3.3) has an exponential
dichotomy on R for each λ ∈ Bλ0 with constants Kλ0 , µλ0 > 0. By compactness of K the open
cover {Bλ0 : λ0 ∈ K} has a finite subcover. It follows that (3.3) has for each λ ∈ K an exponential
dichotomy on R with λ-independent constants.

Clearly, system

U ′ = A (x, Zj(x− jnT );λ)U(3.4)

is for each n ∈ N and j = 1, . . . ,M a jnT -translation of system (3.3). So, (3.4) possesses for
each n ∈ N, j = 1, . . . ,M and λ ∈ K an exponential dichotomy on R with λ- and n-independent
constants.

We use roughness techniques to transfer the exponential dichotomy of system (3.4) to an expo-
nential dichotomy of system

U ′ = A(x,wn(x) + an(x);λ)U(3.5)

on an interval Ij for j = 1, . . . ,M , where we denote I1 = (−∞, 53nT ], Ij = [(j − 2
3)nT, (j +

2
3)nT ]

for j = 2, . . . ,M − 1 (only in case M > 2), and IM = [(M − 2
3)nT,∞). Since ∂uA is continuous, K

is compact and we have Z1, . . . , ZM ∈ L∞(R) and an ∈ Hk(R) ↪→ L∞(R), we obtain by the mean
value theorem a λ- and n-independent constant K0 > 0 such that

∥A(x,wn(x) + an(x);λ)−A (x, Zj(x− jnT );λ)∥

≤ K0

(
∥an∥L∞ +

∑
ℓ∈{1,...,M}

(
∥χ− (Zℓ − vℓ,−) ∥L∞(R\(− 1

3
nT, 1

3
nT ))

+ ∥χ+ (Zℓ − vℓ,+) ∥L∞(R\(− 1
3
nT, 1

3
nT ))

))(3.6)

for x ∈ Ij , n ∈ N, λ ∈ K and j = 1, . . . ,M .
It is readily seen by approximation with simple functions that for each g ∈ L2(R) it holds

∥g∥L2(R\[−R,R]) → 0 as R → ∞. Thus, ∥χ±(Zj − vj,±)∥H1(R\[−R,R]) converges to 0 as R → ∞ for
j = 1, . . . ,M . Hence, noting that H1(I) continuously embeds into L∞(I) for each interval I ⊂ R,
the right-hand side of the estimate (3.6) converges to 0 uniformly on Ij as n→ ∞ for j = 1, . . . ,M .
Therefore, using that (3.4) has an exponential dichotomy on R with λ- and n-independent constants,
we establish, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, by [12, Proposition 4.1] an exponential dichotomy
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for (3.5) on Ij with λ-, j- and n-independent constants K1, µ1 > 0 and projections Pj,n(x;λ) for
each λ ∈ K and j = 1, . . . ,M .

For j = 1, . . . ,M − 1 we iteratively paste the exponential dichotomies for (3.5) on the intervals
(−∞, (j+ 2

3)nT ] and Ij+1 together at the point x = (j+ 1
2)nT to obtain an exponential dichotomy

on R. Let j ∈ {1, . . . ,M − 1}. Given an exponential dichotomy for (3.5) on (−∞, (j + 2
3)nT ] with

λ- and n-independent constants Kj , µj > 0 and projections Qj,n(x;λ), we employ Lemma B.3 and
arrive, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, at∥∥Qj,n

(
(j + 1

2)nT ;λ
)
− Pj+1,n

(
(j + 1

2)nT ;λ
)∥∥ ≤ 2K1Kje

−(µ1+µj)
n
6
T < 1,

for each λ ∈ K. Hence, the subspaces ker(Qj,n((j +
1
2)nT ;λ)) and ran(Pj+1,n((j +

1
2)nT ;λ)) are

complementary by Lemma A.1 and the associated projection P◦,n(λ) onto ran(Pj+1,n((j+
1
2)nT ;λ))

along ker(Qj,n((j +
1
2)nT ;λ)) is well-defined and satisfies

∥P◦,n(λ)∥ ≤ Kj

1− 2K1Kje
−(µ1+µj)

n
6
T
,

for each λ ∈ K. Hence, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, Lemma B.2 yields an exponential
dichotomy for system (3.5) on (−∞, (j+ 2

3)nT ]∪Ij+1 with λ- and n-independent constants for each
λ ∈ K. Thus, iteratively repeating the above procedure for j = 1, . . . ,M−1, we establish, provided
n ∈ N is sufficiently large, an exponential dichotomy of (3.5) on (−∞, (M − 1

3)nT ] ∪ IM = R with
λ- and n-independent constants for each λ ∈ K.

Using the compactness of K and the continuity of A, it follows that ∥A(x,wn(x)+an(x);λ)∥L∞

can be bounded by a λ- and n-independent constant for each λ ∈ K and n ∈ N. So, provided n ∈ N
is sufficiently large, Lemma B.5 yields a λ- and n-independent constant C > 0 such that for each
g ∈ H1(R) ↪→ C(R) and λ ∈ K the inhomogeneous linear problem

U ′ = A(x,wn(x) + an(x);λ)U + ψ

with inhomogeneity ψ = (0, . . . , 0, g)⊤ ∈ H1(R) has a solution U ∈ H1(R) satisfying

∥U∥H1 ≤ C∥ψ∥L2 = C∥g∥L2 .

Using that we have U ′
i = Ui+1 ∈ H1(R) for i = 1, . . . , k−1, we readily observe that u = U1 ∈ Hk(R)

solves the resolvent problem

(L(wn + an)− λ)u = g,(3.7)

and satisfies

∥u∥Hk ≤ ∥U∥H1 ≤ C∥g∥L2 .(3.8)

Since the operator L(wn + an) is closed, it follows by the density of H1(R) in L2(R) that, provided
n ∈ N is sufficiently large, the resolvent problem (3.7) possesses for each g ∈ L2(R) and λ ∈ K a
solution u ∈ Hk(R) satisfying (3.8).

Finally, if u ∈ Hk(R) lies in the kernel of L(wn+an)−λ, then U = (u, ∂xu, . . . , ∂
k−1
x U)⊤ ∈ H1(R)

is a localized solution of the first-order variational problem (3.5). Since (3.5) has an exponential
dichotomy on R, U must be the trivial solution and, thus, we find u = 0.

So, we have established that, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, L(wn + an) − λ is bounded
invertible and satisfies (3.2) for each λ ∈ K.
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With the aid of Lemma 3.3, we now prove Theorem 3.1 using a contraction-mapping argument.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. First, Lemma 3.3 implies that the linear operator L (wn) is invertible and
there exists an n-independent constant K > 0 such that

∥L(wn)
−1∥L2→Hk ≤ K.(3.9)

Inserting the ansatz u = wn + a with correction term a ∈ Hk(R) into (2.1) yields the equation

a = Ñ (a) +R,(3.10)

where the nonlinear map Ñ : Hk(R) → Hk(R) is given by

Ñ (a) = L(wn)
−1 (N (wn, ·) + ∂uN (wn, ·) a−N (wn + a, ·))

and the residual R ∈ Hk(R) is given by

R = −L(wn)
−1 (N (wn, ·) +A(wn)) .

Using the continuous embedding H1(R) ↪→ L∞(R) and the fact that the nonlinearity N is twice
continuously differentiable in its first argument, it follows by Taylor’s theorem and estimate (3.9)
that Ñ : Hk(R) → Hk(R) is well-defined and for all ρ > 0 there exists an n-independent constant
C1 > 0 such that ∥∥∥Ñ (a0)− Ñ (a1)

∥∥∥
Hk

≤ C1 (∥a0∥Hk + ∥a1∥Hk) ∥a0 − a1∥Hk .(3.11)

for a0, a1 ∈ Hk(R) with ∥a0∥L∞ , ∥a1∥L∞ ≤ ρ.
Next, the fact that Zj(· − jnT ) is a solution of (2.1) implies that

R = L(wn)
−1 (N (Zj(· − jnT ), ·)−N (wn, ·)−A (wn − Zj(· − jnT )))

for j = 1, . . . ,M . We partition R = I1∪ . . .∪ IM with I1 = (−∞, 32nT ], Ij = ((j− 1
2)nT, (j+

1
2)nT ]

for j = 2, . . . ,M − 1 (only in case M > 2), and IM = ((M − 1
2)nT,∞). Since the nonlinearity N is

continuously differentiable in its first argument and it holds ∥χj,n∥Wk,∞ ≤ 1 for j = 1, . . . ,M , the
mean value theorem and estimate (3.9) yield an n-independent constant C0 > 0 such that

∥R∥Hk ≤ K
M∑
j=1

∥N (Zj(· − jnT ), ·)−N (wn, ·)−A (wn − Zj(· − jnT ))∥L2(Ij)
≤ C0δn,(3.12)

where we denote

δn =

M∑
j=1

(
∥χ−(Zj − vj,−)∥Hk(R\[−n

2 T+1,
n
2 T−1]) + ∥χ+(Zj − vj,+)∥Hk(R\[−n

2 T+1,
n
2 T−1])

)
.

We observe that δn converges to 0 as n→ ∞.
Motivated by the estimate (3.12), we introduce the rescaled variable

a = δ−1
n a,(3.13)
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in which (3.10) reads

a = δ−1
n Ñ (δna) + δ−1

n R.(3.14)

We regard (3.14) as an abstract fixed point problem

a = Fn(a)(3.15)

and show that Fn : B0(2C0) → B0(2C0) is a well-defined contracting mapping on the ball B0(2C0) of
radius 2C0 in Hk(R) centered at the origin, where C0 > 0 is the n-independent constant appearing
in the bound (3.12) on R. Combining the estimates (3.11) and (3.12) and noting Ñ (0) = 0, yields
an n-independent constant K0 > 0 such that

∥Fn(g)∥Hk ≤ C0 +K0δn,

∥Fn(g)−Fn(h)∥H2 ≤ K0δn∥g − h∥Hk ,

for g, h ∈ B0(2C0). Therefore, using that δn → 0 as n → ∞, Fn is a well-defined contraction
mapping on B0(2C0), provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large. By the Banach fixed point theorem there
exists a unique solution an ∈ B0(2C0) to (3.15). Undoing the rescaling (3.13), we found a solution
an ∈ Hk(R) of equation (3.10) with

∥an∥Hk ≤ 2C0δn,

provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, which yields the result.

4 Existence of periodic pulse solutions

In this section, we construct a periodic solution to (2.1) by periodically extending a nondegenerate
pulse solution, see Figure 1. Thus, we impose the following assumptions:

(H4) There exist v ∈ Hk
per(0, T ) and z ∈ Hk(R) such that v and z + v are solutions to (2.1).

(H5) The pulse z + v is nondegenerate.

The main result of this section reads as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Assume (H4) and (H5). Then, there exist C > 0 and N ∈ N such that for each
n ∈ N with n ≥ N there exists an nT -periodic pulse solution un ∈ Hk

per(0, nT ) of (2.1) given by

un(x) = χn(x)z(x) + v(x) + an(x), x ∈
[
−n

2T,
n
2T
)
,(4.1)

with an ∈ Hk
per(0, nT ) satisfying

∥an∥Hk
per(0,nT ) ≤ C∥z∥Hk(R\(−n

6
T,n

6
T )),

and where χn : R → [0, 1] is a smooth nT -periodic cut-off function satisfying ∥χn∥Wk,∞ ≤ 1, χn(x) =
1 for x ∈ [−n

6T,
n
6T ] and χn(x) = 0 for x ∈ [−n

2T,−n
3T ] ∪ [n3T,

n
2T ]. In particular, ∥an∥Hk

per(0,nT )

converges to 0 as n→ ∞.
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We prove Theorem 4.1 using a similar strategy as for Theorem 3.1. Specifically, we arrive at
an equation for the error an by substituting the ansatz un = wn + an into (2.1), where wn is the
nT -periodic extension of the primary pulse χnz+v on [−n

2nT,
n
2nT ). We convert this equation into

a fixed-point problem in Hk
per(0, nT ) by inverting its linear component, given by the linearization

Lper(wn) of (1.3) about the formal periodic extension wn, with Lper(·) defined in §2. The proof is
then completed by applying a contraction-mapping argument.

The invertibility of Lper(wn) is ensured by the following lemma, which serves as the periodic
counterpart of Lemma 3.3 and also plays an essential role in the subsequent spectral analysis of the
periodic pulse solution. Its proof proceeds along the lines of the proof of Lemma 3.3, now relying
on a periodic extension result for exponential dichotomies [41].

Lemma 4.2. Let K ⊂ C be a compact. Let v ∈ Hk
per(0, T ) and z ∈ Hk(R). Moreover, let

{an}n be a sequence with an ∈ Hk
per(0, nT ) satisfying ∥an∥Hk

per(0,nT ) → 0 as n → ∞. Finally, let

zn ∈ Hk
per(0, nT ) be the nT -periodic extension of the function χnz on [−n

2T,
n
2T ), where χn is the

cut-off function from Theorem 4.1.
Suppose that the linear operator L(z+v)−λ is invertible for each λ ∈ K. Then, there exist C > 0

and N ∈ N such that for each λ ∈ K and each n ∈ N with n ≥ N the operators L(zn + v + an)− λ
and Lper(zn + v + an)− λ are invertible with∥∥∥(L(zn + v + an)− λ)−1

∥∥∥
L2→Hk

≤ C,(4.2)

and ∥∥∥(Lper(zn + v + an)− λ)−1
∥∥∥
L2
per(0,nT )→Hk

per(0,nT )
≤ C.(4.3)

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 3.3, we obtain that for each λ ∈ K the first-order system

U ′ = A (x, z(x) + v(x);λ)U(4.4)

admits an exponential dichotomy on R with λ-independent constants and projections P (x;λ). So,
we find that the nT -translated system

U ′ = A (x, z(x− nT ) + v(x);λ)U(4.5)

has for each n ∈ N and λ ∈ K also an exponential dichotomy on R with λ- and n-independent
constants.

We apply roughness techniques to carry over the exponential dichotomies of (4.4) and (4.5) to
the system

U ′ = A (x, zn(x) + v(x) + an(x);λ)U.(4.6)

Since ∂uA is continuous, K is compact, it holds z ∈ H1(R) and v, an ∈ H1
per(0, nT ), and H

1(R) and
H1

per(0, nT ) embed continuously into L∞(R) with n-independent constant, we obtain by the mean
value theorem a λ- and n-independent constant K0 > 0 such that

∥A (x, zn(x) + v(x) + an(x);λ)−A (x, z(x) + v(x);λ)∥

≤ K0

{
(∥(1− χn(x))z(x)∥+ ∥an(x)∥) , x ∈

[
−n

2T,
n
2T
]
,

(∥z(x)∥+ ∥zn(x)∥+ ∥an(x)∥) , x ∈
[
n
2T,

5n
6 T
]
,

(4.7)

16



for x ∈ [−n
2T,

5n
6 T ] and λ ∈ K, and

∥A (x, zn(x) + v(x) + an(x);λ)−A (x, z(x− nT ) + v(x);λ)∥
≤ K0 (∥(1− χn(x− nT ))z(x− nT )∥+ ∥an(x)∥)

(4.8)

for x ∈ [n2T,
3n
2 T ] and λ ∈ K. Since H1(I) embeds continuously into L∞(I) for each interval

I ⊂ R and ∥z∥H1(R\[−R,R]) converges to 0 as R → ∞, we find that the right-hand sides of the

estimates (4.7) and (4.8) converge to 0 uniformly on [−n
2T,

5n
6 T ] and on [n2T,

3n
2 T ], respectively, as

n → ∞. Combing the latter with the fact that (4.4) admits an exponential dichotomy on R with
λ- and n-independent constants, we infer thanks to [12, Proposition 5.1] that, provided n ∈ N is
sufficiently large, (4.6) has an exponential dichotomy on [−n

2T,
5n
6 T ] with λ- and n-independent

constants K1, µ1 > 0 and projections P1,n(x;λ) for each λ ∈ K. Similarly, provided n ∈ N is
sufficiently large, the exponential dichotomy of (4.5) on R yields an exponential dichotomy of (4.6)
on [n2T,

3n
2 T ] with λ- and n-independent constants K2, µ2 > 0 and projections P2,n(x;λ) for each

λ ∈ K.
We glue the exponential dichotomies of (4.6) on [−n

2T,
5n
6 T ] and on [n2T,

3n
2 T ] together at the

point x = 2n
3 T . First, Lemma B.3 yields, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, the bound∥∥P1,n

(
2n
3 T ;λ

)
− P2,n

(
2n
3 T ;λ

)∥∥ ≤ 2K1K2e
−(µ1+µ2)

n
6
T < 1,

for each λ ∈ K. So, the subspaces ker(P1,n(
2n
3 T ;λ)) and ran(P2,n(

2n
3 T ;λ)) are complementary by

Lemma A.1. We infer that the projection P◦,n(λ) onto ran(P2,n(
2n
3 T ;λ)) along ker(P1,n(

2n
3 T ;λ))

is well-defined and satisfies

∥P◦,n(λ)∥ ≤ K2

1− 2K1K2e
−(µ1+µ2)

n
6
T
,

for each λ ∈ K. Therefore, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, Lemma B.2 establishes an exponen-
tial dichotomy for system (4.6) on the interval [−n

2T,
3n
2 T ] of length 2nT with λ- and n-independent

constants for each λ ∈ K. Moreover, using the continuity of A and the compactness of K, it fol-
lows that ∥A (·, zn(·) + v(·) + an(·);λ) ∥L∞ can be bounded by a λ- and n-independent constant for
each λ ∈ K. Combining the last two sentences with the fact that system (4.6) has nT -periodic
coefficients, [41, Theorem 1] yields, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, an exponential dichotomy
of system (4.6) on R with λ- and n-independent constants K0, µ0 > 0 for each λ ∈ K.

In the following, we denote by Hl either the space H l(R) or the space H l
per(0, nT ) and l ∈ N0.

Since ∥A (·, zn(·) + v(·) + an(·);λ) ∥L∞ can be bounded by a λ- and n-independent constant and the
nT -periodic system (4.6) has an exponential dichotomy on R with λ- and n-independent constants,
Lemma B.5 yields, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, a λ- and n-independent constant C > 0
such that for each g ∈ H1 ↪→ C(R) and λ ∈ K the inhomogeneous problem

U ′ = A (x, zn(x) + v(x) + an(x);λ)U + ψ

with ψ = (0, . . . , 0, g)⊤ ∈ H1 has a solution U ∈ H1 satisfying

∥U∥H1 ≤ C∥ψ∥H0 = C∥g∥H0 .

Using that we have U ′
j = Uj+1 ∈ H1 for j = 1, . . . , k − 1, we readily observe that u = U1 ∈ Hk

solves the resolvent problem

(L(zn + v + an)− λ)u = g,(4.9)
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in case Hl = H l(R), and

(Lper(zn + v + an)− λ)u = g,(4.10)

in case Hl = H l
per(0, nT ). Moreover, it obeys the estimate

∥u∥Hk ≤ ∥U∥H1 ≤ C∥g∥H0 .(4.11)

Since L(zn + v + an) and Lper(zn + v + an) are closed operators, it follows by the density of H1 in
H0 that the resolvent problem (4.9), in case Hl = H l(R), and the resolvent problem (4.10), in case
Hl = H l

per(0, nT ), possesses for each g ∈ H0 and λ ∈ K a solution u ∈ Hk satisfying (4.11).
On the other hand, an element u ∈ ker(L(zn + v + an) − λ) or u ∈ ker(Lper(zn + v + an) − λ)

yields a bounded solution U = (u, ∂xu, . . . , ∂
k−1
x u) of system (4.6), which must be 0, because (4.6)

has an exponential dichotomy on R for each λ ∈ K.
We conclude that, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, L(zn+v+an)−λ and Lper(zn+v+an)−λ

are bounded invertible and obey (4.2) and (4.3), respectively, for each λ ∈ K.

With the aid of Lemma 4.2, we are now able to establish the main result of this section using
a contraction-mapping argument.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let zn ∈ Hk
per(0, nT ) be the nT -periodic extension of the function χnz on

[−n
2T,

n
2T ). By Lemma 4.2 the linear operator L◦ := Lper(zn + v) is invertible and there exists an

n-independent constant K > 0 such that

∥L−1
◦ ∥L2

per(0,nT )→Hk
per(0,nT ) ≤ K.(4.12)

We substitute the ansatz u = χnz + v + a with correction term a ∈ Hk
per(0, nT ) into (2.1) and

arrive at the equation

a = Ñ (a) +R,(4.13)

with nonlinearity Ñ : Hk
per(0, nT ) → Hk

per(0, nT ) given by

Ñ (a) = L−1
◦ (N (zn + v, ·) + ∂uN (zn + v, ·)a−N (zn + v + a, ·))

and residual R ∈ Hk
per(0, nT ) given by

R = −L−1
◦ (N (zn + v, ·) +A(zn + v)) .

Since N is twice continuously differentiable in its first argument and H1
per(0, nT ) embeds con-

tinuously into L∞(R) with n-independent constant, Taylor’s theorem and estimate (4.12) imply
that Ñ is well-defined and for all ρ > 0 there exists an n-independent constant C1 > 0 such that∥∥∥Ñ (a0)− Ñ (a1)

∥∥∥
Hk

per(0,nT )
≤ C1

(
∥a0∥Hk

per(0,nT ) + ∥a1∥Hk
per(0,nT )

)
∥a0 − a1∥Hk

per(0,nT ) ,

for a0, a1 ∈ Hk
per(0, nT ) with ∥a0∥L∞ , ∥a1∥L∞ ≤ ρ.

We proceed with bounding the residual. First, as z + v and v are solutions of (2.1), we have

N (zn(x) + v(x), x) +Azn(x) +Av(x) = 0,
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for x ∈ [−n
6T,

n
6T ] and

N (zn(x) + v(x), x) +Azn(x) +Av(x) = N (zn(x) + v(x), x)−N (v(x), x) +Azn(x),

for x ∈ [−n
2T,

n
2T ]. Hence, since H

1
per(0, ntT ) embeds continuously into L∞(R) with n-independent

constant, N is continuously differentiable and it holds ∥χn∥Wk,∞ ≤ 1, there exists by the mean
value theorem and estimate (4.12) an n-independent constant C0 > 0 such that

∥R∥Hk
per(0,nT ) ≤ C0δn,(4.14)

where we denote

δn := ∥z∥Hk(R\(−n
6
T,n

6
T )).

We observe that δn converges to 0 as n→ ∞.
We introduce the rescaled variable

a = δ−1
n a,(4.15)

in which (4.13) reads

a = δ−1
n Ñ (δna) + δ−1

n R.(4.16)

Regard (4.16) as an abstract fixed point problem

a = Fn(a).(4.17)

Analogous to the proof of Theorem 3.1, one establishes, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, that
Fn : B0(2C0) → B0(2C0) is a well-defined contracting mapping on the ball B0(2C0) of radius 2C0

in Hk
per(0, nT ) centered at the origin, where C0 > 0 is the n-independent constant appearing in

the bound (4.14) on the residual R. Then, an application of the Banach fixed point theorem yields
a unique solution an ∈ B0(2C0) to (4.17). Undoing the rescaling (4.15), we obtain a solution
an ∈ Hk

per(0, nT ) of equation (4.13) with ∥an∥Hk
per(0,nT ) ≤ 2C0δn, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently

large, which yields the result.

5 Spectral analysis of front solutions with periodic tails

In this section, we collect some background material on the spectral stability of front solutions
connecting periodic end states. Specifically, we impose the following assumption:

(H6) There exists a front Z ∈ L∞(R) with associated end states v± ∈ Hk
per(0, T ). We have

χ±(Z − v±) ∈ Hk(R), where χ± : R → [0, 1] is a smooth partition of unity such that χ+ is
supported on (−1,∞) and χ− is supported on (−∞, 1).

We adopt the following distinction between essential and point spectrum, cf. [32, 51].

Definition 5.1. Let L : D(L) ⊂ L2(R) → L2(R) be a linear operator with domain D(L) = Hk(R).
The essential spectrum of L is defined as the set of all λ ∈ C for which the operator L − λ is not
Fredholm of index zero. The point spectrum is defined as the complement σ(L) \ σess(L).
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Assume (H6). Let η± ∈ R. The Fredholm properties of the exponentially weighted lineariza-
tion operator Lη−,η+(Z), see §2, are determined by the periodic end states v±. By leveraging
Lemma C.1 and Weyl’s theorem, cf. [33, Theorem VI.5.26], we infer that, for each λ ∈ C, the
operator Lη−,η+(χ−v− + χ+v+) − λ is Fredholm of index j ∈ Z if and only if Lη−,η+(Z) − λ is
Fredholm of index j. Consequently, the essential spectra of Lη−,η+(Z) and Lη−,η+(χ−v− + χ+v+)
coincide.

The results of Palmer, [40, Lemma 4.2], [41, Theorem 1] and [42, Theorem 1], imply that
Lη−,η+(χ−v− + χ+v+) − λ is Fredholm if and only if both of the associated first-order eigenvalue
problems

U ′ = (A(x, v±(x);λ)− η±)U(5.1)

admit an exponential dichotomy on R. Its Fredholm index is then given by

ind(Lη−,η+(Z)− λ) = ind(Lη−,η+(χ−v− + χ+v+)− λ) = l−(λ)− l+(λ),

where theMorse index l±(λ) is the rank of the projection associated with the exponential dichotomy
of (5.1) on R. We note that (5.1) possesses an exponential dichotomy on R if and only if the
operator Lη±(v±)− λ is invertible, cf. Lemmas B.5 and B.6. Furthermore, Floquet’s theorem, [32,
Theorem 2.1.27], yields that the T -periodic system (5.1) has an exponential dichotomy on R if and
only if it possesses no Floquet exponents ν ∈ C on the imaginary axis 2. The Morse index is then
equal to the number of Floquet exponents ν ∈ C with negative real part (counted with algebraic
multiplicity). We summarize these observations in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Assume (H6). Let η± ∈ R. Then, the following assertions hold true.

1. A point λ ∈ C lies in the spectrum of Lη±(v±) if and only if the T -periodic system (5.1)
possesses purely imaginary Floquet exponents.

2. We have

σess
(
Lη−,η+(Z)

)
= σess

(
Lη−,η+(χ−v− + χ+v+)

)
= {λ ∈ C : l−(λ) ̸= l+(λ)} ∪ σ(Lη−(v−)) ∪ σ(Lη+(v+)),

where l±(λ) is the number of Floquet exponenents ν ∈ C (counted with algebraic multiplicity)
of (5.1) with negative real part.

In the following proposition, we introduce the Evans function, a well-known tool to locate point
spectrum in the stability analysis of nonlinear waves, see [3, 19, 32, 43, 51] and references therein.
The Evans function is an analytic determinantal function measuring the alignment or mismatch
between the subspace of solutions decaying as x → ∞ and the subspace of solutions decaying as
x→ −∞. Consequently, its zeros correspond to eigenvalues, including their multiplicities.

Proposition 5.3. Assume (H6). Let η± ∈ R. Let Ω be a connected component of

C \
(
σess(Lη−(v−)) ∪ σess(Lη+(v+))

)
.

Then, the following assertions hold true.

2The Floquet exponents are the principal logarithms of the eigenvalues of the monodromy matrix T±(T, 0;λ),
where T±(x, y;λ) is the evolution of system (5.1). We refer to [11,32] for further background on Floquet theory.
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1. The number l0,± ∈ {0, . . . , km} of Floquet exponents ν ∈ C (counted with algebraic multiplic-
ity) of (5.1) with negative real part is constant for each λ ∈ Ω.

2. System (5.1) has for each λ ∈ Ω an exponential dichotomy on R with projections Q±(x;λ)
of rank l0,±. Here, Q±(·;λ) : R → Ckm×km is T -periodic for each λ ∈ Ω and Q±(x; ·) : Ω →
Ckm×km is analytic for each x ∈ R.

3. System

U ′ =
(
A (x, Z(x);λ)− ω′

η−,η+(x)
)
U(5.2)

possesses for each λ ∈ Ω exponential dichotomies on R± with projections P±(±x;λ), x ≥ 0
of fixed rank l0,±, where ωη−,η+ is the weight function defined in §2. Moreover, there exist
analytic functions Bs : Ω → Ckm×l0,+ and Bu : Ω → Ckm×(km−l0,−) such that Bs(λ) is a basis
of ran(P+(0;λ)) and Bu(λ) is a basis of ker(P−(0;λ)) for each λ ∈ Ω.

4. Assume further l0,− = l0,+. Then, there is no essential spectrum of Lη−,η+(Z) in Ω. Moreover,
a point λ0 ∈ Ω lies in the point spectrum of Lη−,η+(Z) if and only if λ0 is a root of the analytic
Evans function E : Ω → C given by

E(λ) = det(Bu(λ) | Bs(λ)).

The geometric multiplicity mg(λ0) of an eigenvalue λ0 ∈ Ω of the operator Lη−,η+(Z) is equal
to dim(ker(P−(0;λ0)) ∩ ran(P+(0;λ0))). Moreover, if E does not vanish identically on Ω,
then the algebraic multiplicity ma(λ0) of an eigenvalue λ0 ∈ Ω of Lη−,η+(Z) is equal to the
multiplicity of λ0 as a root of E. In particular, the roots of E and their multiplicities are
independent of the choice of bases.

5. Let K ⊂ Ω be compact. Then, there exist constants K0, µ0, τ0 > 0 such that system (5.2) ad-
mits for each λ ∈ K exponential dichotomies on R± with constants K0, µ0 > 0 and projections
P̃±(±x;λ), x ≥ 0 satisfying

∥∥∥P̃±(±x;λ)−Q±(±x;λ)
∥∥∥ ≤ K0

(
e−µ0x + sup

y∈[x,∞)
∥Z(±y)− v±(±y)∥

)
,(5.3)

for each x ≥ τ0.

Proof. The first assertion is an immediate consequence of Proposition 5.2 and the fact that the
Floquet exponents of (5.1) depend continuously on λ.

It follows from Floquet’s theorem, cf. [32, Theorem 2.1.27], Proposition 5.2 and Lemma B.4
that the T -periodic system (5.1) possesses for each λ ∈ Ω an exponential dichotomy on R with
projections Q±(x;λ), which have rank l0,± and are T -periodic in their first component. Thanks
to the uniqueness of exponential dichotomies on R, cf. [12, p. 19], and the fact that (5.1) depends
analytically on λ, it follows from [13, Lemma A.2] that Q±(x; ·) is analytic on Ω for each x ∈ R.
This proves the second assertion.

Next, we observe that [40, Lemma 3.4], (H6) and the continuous embedding H1(R) ↪→ L∞(R)
yield for each λ ∈ Ω exponential dichotomies for system (5.2) on R± with projections P±(±x;λ), x ≥
0 of rank l0,±. Using that system (5.2) depends analytically on λ and the subspaces ker(P−(−x;λ))
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and ran(P+(x;λ)) are by [12, p. 19] uniquely determined for x ≥ 0 and λ ∈ Ω, [13, Lemma A.2]
and [33, Section II.4.2] provide analytic functions Bs : Ω → Ckm×l0 and Bu : Ω → Ckm×(km−l0) such
that Bs(λ) is a basis of ran(P+(0;λ)) and Bu(λ) is a basis of ker(P−(0;λ)) for each λ ∈ Ω. Thus,
we have established the third assertion.

Assume l0,+ = l0,−. Then, there is no essential spectrum of Lη−,η+(Z) in Ω by Proposition 5.2.
Set l0 = l0,± and take λ0 ∈ Ω. As Lη−,η+(Z) − λ0 is Fredholm of index 0, it is invertible if
and only if λ0 is not an eigenvalue of Lη−,η+(Z). Since (5.2) is the first-order formulation of
the eigenvalue problem Lη−,η+(Z)u = λu, there is a one-to-one correspondence between elements
u0 ∈ ker(Lη−,η+(Z)−λ0) and H1-solutions U0 = (u0, ∂xu0, . . . , ∂

k−1
x u0) ∈ H1(R) of (5.2) at λ = λ0.

The exponential dichotomies of (5.2) on R± yield that U0 is an H1-solution of (5.2) at λ = λ0
if and only if U0(0) ∈ ker(P−(0;λ0)) ∩ ran(P+(0;λ0)). Therefore, λ0 ∈ Ω is an eigenvalue of
Lη−,η+(Z) if and only if E(λ0) = 0. In addition, the geometric multiplicity mg(λ0) of λ0 equals
dim(ker(P−(0;λ0))∩ ran(P+(0;λ0))). Finally, [31, Theorem 2.9] asserts that, if E is not identically
0, then the algebraic multiplicity ma(λ0) of λ0 is equal to the multiplicity of λ0 as a root of E . This
completes the proof of the fourth assertion.

Finally, we recall that system (5.1) possesses an exponential dichotomy on R for each λ in the
compact set K with projections Q±(x;λ). Thus, as in the proof of Lemma 3.3, we find that (5.1) has
for each λ ∈ K an exponential dichotomy on R with λ-independent constants and, by uniqueness,
projections Q±(x;λ). Thus, the fifth assertion follows from [40, Lemma 3.4] and its proof.

6 Spectral analysis of multifront solutions

This section is devoted to the spectral stability analysis of stationary multifront solutions to (1.1).
We consider a multifront un of the form (3.1), where wn is a formal concatenation of M primary
fronts Z1, . . . , ZM with matching periodic end states, and an is an error term converging to 0 in
Hk(R) as n→ ∞. Our goal is to transfer spectral properties of the linearizations L(Z1), . . . ,L(ZM )
of (1.1) about the primary front solutions to the linearization L(un) about the multifront.

A first key observation, provided by Lemma 3.3, is that, if L(Z1)−λ, . . . ,L(ZM )−λ are invertible
for each λ in a compact set K ⊂ C, then so is L(un) − λ for n ∈ N sufficiently large. In other
words, if K is a compact subset of the resolvent set ρ(L(Zj)) for each j = 1, . . . ,M , then K is also
contained in ρ(L(un)), provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large.

In dissipative systems, such as the reaction-diffusion models discussed in §8, the spectral stability
analysis can often be reduced to an n-independent compact set with the aid of a-priori bounds that
preclude spectrum with nonnegative real part and large modulus. As a result, Lemma 3.3 yields
the following corollary, asserting that strong spectral stability of the M primary fronts Z1, . . . , ZM

is inherited by the M -front un.

Corollary 6.1. Assume (H1), (H2) and (H3). Suppose that the front solutions Zj are strongly
spectrally stable for j = 1, . . . ,M . Moreover, assume that there exist a compact set K ⊂ C and
N ∈ N such that

σ(L(un)) ∩ {z ∈ C : Re(z) ≥ 0} ⊂ K

for n ≥ N , where un is the multifront solution established in Theorem 3.1. Then, there exists
N1 ∈ N with N1 ≥ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N1 the multifront un is strongly spectrally
stable.
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In the remainder of this section, we study the spectra associated with stationary multifront
solutions to (1.1) in more detail. The obtained results are particularly useful in scenarios where one
of the primary fronts is either spectrally unstable or only marginally stable. We assume that (H1)
and (H2) hold and consider a multifront un of the form (3.1), where an is an error term converging
to 0 in Hk(R) as n→ ∞.

By Proposition 5.2, the essential spectrum of L(un) is determined solely by its periodic end
states v1,− and vM,+, making it independent of n. Specifically, it is given by

σess(L(un)) = σess (L(χ−v1,− + χ+vM,+)) = {λ ∈ C : l−(λ) ̸= l+(λ)} ∪ σ(L(v1,−)) ∪ σ(L(vM,+)),

where l−(λ) and l+(λ) are the Morse indices, corresponding to the number of Floquet exponents
ν ∈ C of negative real part (counted with algebraic multiplicity), of the asymptotic systems

U ′ = A(x, v1,−(x);λ)U, U ′ = A(x, vM,+(x);λ)U,(6.1)

respectively.
The main result of this section concerns the approximation of the point spectrum of L(un). For

each connected component Ω of C \ σess(L(un)), we establish such an approximation in the subset

ρabs,Ω :=
{
λ ∈ Ω : for each j ∈ {1, . . . ,M − 1} there exists ηj ∈ R such that ℓηj ,j(λ) = l+(λ)

}
,

where ℓη,j(λ) ∈ N0 denotes the number of Floquet exponents ν ∈ C with negative real part (counted
with algebraic multiplicity) of the T -periodic system

U ′ = (A(x, vj,+(x);λ)− η)U.

In accordance with [53], we refer to the complement σabs,Ω := Ω \ ρabs,Ω as the absolute spectrum
of L(un) in Ω, see also Remark 6.7. We observe that a point λ ∈ Ω lies in the absolute spectrum
σabs,Ω if and only if there is a j ∈ {1, . . . ,M −1} such that there is no η ∈ R separating the Floquet
exponents of the asymptotic system

U ′ = A(x, vj,+(x);λ)U,(6.2)

into l+(λ) exponents in the half plane {ν ∈ C : Re(ν) < η} and km− l+(λ) exponents in its comple-
ment (counting algebraic multiplicities). So, ordering the Floquet exponents ν1,j(λ), . . . , νkm,j(λ)
of the system (6.2) by their real parts,

Re(ν1,j(λ)) ≤ . . . ≤ Re(νkm,j(λ)),

a point λ ∈ Ω lies in the absolute spectrum σabs,Ω if and only if we have Re(νl+(λ),j(λ)) =
Re(νl+(λ)+1,j(λ)) for some j ∈ {1, . . . ,M − 1}. Since the Floquet exponents νi,j(λ) depend con-
tinuously on λ, and Ω is open, we infer that ρabs,Ω is also open. We note that the imaginary axis
enforces the desired splitting of Floquet exponents if λ ∈ Ω lies outside the essential spectra of the
linearizations about the primary fronts, see Proposition 5.2. So, we have the inclusion

σabs,Ω ⊂
M⋃
j=1

σess(L(Zj)).
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Let Ω be a connected component of C \σess(L(un)) and let λ0 ∈ ρabs,Ω. Set η0 = 0 and ηM = 0.
Then, by continuous dependence of the Floquet exponents on λ, there exist an open neighborhood
U ⊂ ρabs,Ω of λ0 and η1, . . . , ηM−1 ∈ R such that the T -periodic asymptotic system

U ′ = (A(x, vj,+(x);λ)− ηj)U(6.3)

has l+(λ0) Floquet exponents ν ∈ C in the open left-half plane and km− l+(λ0) Floquet exponents
in the open right-half plane for all λ ∈ U and j = 1, . . . ,M (counting algebraic multiplicities),
cf. Figure 2(top). The main result of this section establishes that the point spectrum in U of the
linearization L(un) about the multifront converges, as n→ ∞, to the union of the point spectra in
U of the (exponentially weighted) linearizations Lη0,η1(Z1), . . . ,LηM−1,ηM (ZM ) about the primary
fronts, thereby preserving the total algebraic multiplicity of eigenvalues.

Theorem 6.2. Let M ∈ N≥2. Assume (H1) and (H2). Suppose that there exists N ∈ N such
that, for each n ∈ N with n ≥ N , there exists an M -front un of the form (3.1), where {an}n is a
sequence in Hk(R) converging to 0.

Let Ω be a connected component of C \ σess (L(χ−v1,− + χ+vM,+)). Let λ0 ∈ ρabs,Ω. Take an
open neighborhood U ⊂ ρabs,Ω of λ0 and real numbers ηj ∈ R such that for each j = 1, . . . ,M − 1
and all λ ∈ U systems (6.1) and (6.3) have the same number of Floquet exponents in both the
open left-half plane and the open right-half plane (counting algebraic multiplicities). Set η0 = 0 and
ηM = 0. Let Ej : U → C be the Evans function of the first-order system

U ′ =
(
A (x, Zj(x);λ)− ω′

ηj−1,ηj (x)
)
U(6.4)

for j = 1, . . . ,M , as constructed in Proposition 5.3.
Suppose λ0 is a root of E := E1 · . . . · EM of multiplicity m0 ∈ N0. Then, there exists ϱ0 > 0 such

that for each ϱ ∈ (0, ϱ0) there exists Nϱ ∈ N with Nϱ ≥ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ Nϱ the
following assertions hold true.

1. An Evans function En : Bλ0(ϱ) → C associated with (3.5) has precisely m0 roots in Bλ0(ϱ)
(counting multiplicities).

2. The operator L(un) has point spectrum in Bλ0(ϱ) if and only if m0 ̸= 0. The total algebraic
multiplicity of the eigenvalues of L(un) in Bλ0(ϱ) is m0.

Remark 6.3. The integer m0 ∈ N0 in Theorem 6.2 equals the number of eigenvalues (counting
algebraic multiplicities) of L(un) converging to λ0 as n → ∞. In particular, m0 is independent of
the choice of neighborhood U ⊂ ρabs,Ω of λ0 and the choice of reals ηj ∈ R in Theorem 6.2.

Remark 6.4. If λ0 lies in the complement C\⋃M
j=1 σess(L(Zj)), then we may take η1, . . . , ηM−1 = 0

in Theorem 6.2. The result then asserts that there exists an n-independent neighborhood U of λ0
such that the point spectrum in U of L(un) converges, as n→ ∞, to the union of the point spectra of
the linearizations L(Z1), . . . ,L(ZM ) about the primary fronts, while preserving the total algebraic
multiplicity of eigenvalues. This observation proves the first assertion in Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 6.2 can be applied to show that, if one of the (weighted) linearizations about the pri-
mary fronts possesses unstable point spectrum, then so does the linearization about the multifront.
However, it also serves for the purpose of counting eigenvalues, which is for instance useful for
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spectral (in)stability arguments in Hamiltonian systems based on Krein index theory [29, 30, 32].
We illustrate this in §8 by proving instability results for stationary multipulse solutions to the
Gross-Pitaevskii equation with periodic potential. Notably, the control over algebraic multiplicities
provided by Theorem 6.2 is essential for applying Krein index counting theory effectively. Finally,
Theorem 6.2 can be used to establish strong spectral stability of the multifront in cases where
Corollary 6.1 does not apply. More precisely, if both the essential spectrum σess(L(un)) and the
absolute spectrum σabs,Ω in the right-most connected component of C \ σess(L(un)) are confined
to the open left-half plane, then we can employ Theorem 6.2 to preclude spectrum of L(un) in
n-independent compact subsets of the closed right-half plane. This leads to the following extension
of Corollary 6.1.

Corollary 6.5. Let M ∈ N≥2. Assume (H1) and (H2). Assume further that the following
conditions hold:

1. The essential spectrum σess(L(χ−v1,− + χ+vM,+)) and the absolute spectrum σabs,Ω in the
right-most connected component Ω of C \σess(L(χ−v1,−+χ+vM,+)) are confined to the open-
left half plane.

2. The Evans function E : Ω → C in Theorem 6.2 has no zeros in the closed right-half plane.

3. There exist N ∈ N and a compact set K ⊂ C such that, for each n ∈ N with n ≥ N , there
exists a stationary M -front solution un to (1.1) of the form (3.1), where {an}n is a sequence
in Hk(R) converging to 0, such that

σ(L(un)) ∩ {z ∈ C : Re(z) ≥ 0} ⊂ K
for n ≥ N .

Then, there exists N1 ∈ N with N1 ≥ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N1 the multifront un is
strongly spectrally stable.

Remark 6.6. The conditions in Corollary 6.5 can be satisfied even if the linearization L(Zj) about
one of the primary fronts Zj has unstable essential spectrum, see Figure 2(top). Thus, spectrally
unstable primary fronts may produce strongly spectrally stable multifronts.

The observation that multifronts composed of unstable primary fronts can still be stable is not
new: the phenomenon is well-studied in constant-coefficient systems [49, 53]. An advantage of the
spatially periodic setting considered here is that it breaks the translational symmetry. As a result,
front solutions can be strongly spectrally stable, eliminating the need to track eigenvalues of L(un)
that converge to 0 as n→ ∞, cf. [50].

Remark 6.7. In systems with constant coefficients, it was shown in [53] that eigenvalues of the
linearization about a multifront accumulate onto each point of the absolute spectrum as the dis-
tances between interfaces tend to infinity, see also [39,52]. We anticipate that, using the techniques
developed in [52,53], a similar result can be established for the spatially periodic setting considered
here.

Remark 6.8. Theorem 6.2 does not require that the primary fronts constituting the multifront
are nondegenerate. Therefore, the theorem applies even when the linearization about a primary
front is not invertible due to additional symmetries, such as translational or rotational symmetries.
In §8, we will apply Theorem 6.2 to prove spectral instability of multipulses in a spatially periodic
Gross-Pitaevskii equation, which exhibits a rotational symmetry.
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The proof of Theorem 6.2 hinges on a delicate factorization procedure of the Evans function
En. The procedure is inductive and employs the well-known identity

det
(
CA−1B +D

)
=

(−1)ℓ

det(A)
det

(
−A B
C D

)
= det(A−1) det

(
B −A
D C

)
(6.5)

in each induction step, where A,B,C,D ∈ Cℓ×ℓ are block matrices with A invertible and ℓ a natural
number.

By Proposition 5.3, system (6.4) possesses exponential dichotomies on both half-lines for j =
1, . . . ,M . By applying roughness and pasting techniques, these transfer to exponential dichotomies
of the first-order system

U ′ =
(
A(x, un(x);λ)− ω′(x)

)
U,(6.6)

associated with the eigenvalue problem (L(un)− λ)u = 0 about the multifront un, on the intervals
(−∞, nT ], [MnT,∞), and [jnT, (j + 1)nT ] for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1. Here, ω : R → R is a suitably
chosen concatenation of the weight functions ωηj−1,ηj for j = 1, . . . ,M , see Figure 2(bottom).

Given an exponential dichotomy of (6.6) on an interval I, the key idea is to use Lemma A.4 to
write the associated projection P (x;λ) as

P (x;λ) = B(x;λ)
(
Θ(x;λ)⊤B(x;λ)

)−1
Θ(x;λ)⊤

where B(x;λ) and Θ(x;λ) are matrices whose columns constitute a basis of ran(P (x;λ)) and
ran(P (x;λ)⊤), respectively. We demonstrate that

Π(x, y;λ) :=
(
Θ(x;λ)⊤B(x;λ)

)−1
Θ(x;λ)⊤T (x, y;λ)B(y;λ)

(
Θ(y;λ)⊤B(y;λ)

)−1

is invertible for each x, y ∈ I, where T (x, y;λ) is the evolution of system (6.6). Thus, given matrices
X ,Y, we can write

XT (x, y;λ)Y = XP (x;λ)T (x, y;λ)P (y;λ)Y + XT (x, y;λ)(I − P (y;λ))Y
= XB(x;λ)Π(x, y;λ)Θ(y;λ)⊤Y + XT (x, y;λ)(I − P (y;λ))Y

(6.7)

for x, y ∈ I. We then apply the formula (6.5) to the determinant of expressions of the form (6.7)
with A = Π(x, y;λ)−1, B = Θ(y;λ)⊤Y, C = XB(x;λ) and D = XT (x, y;λ)(I − P (y;λ))Y.

Specifically, we show that the Evans function En can be expressed, up to an invertible ana-
lytic factor, as det(X0(λ)T (nT,MnT ;λ)Y0(λ)), where X0(λ) and Y0(λ) are appropriately chosen
matrices. By applying (6.5) inductively, we obtain that En is, up to a nonzero analytic factor,
equal to the determinant of a matrix that becomes an upper triangular block matrix as n → ∞.
The determinants of the diagonal blocks can be identified with the Evans functions E1, . . . , EM . An
application of Rouché’s theorem then yields the desired approximation of the zeros of En by those
of the product E = E1 · . . . · EM .

Proof of Theorem 6.2. This proof is structured as follows. We begin with establishing exponential
dichotomies for the weighted eigenvalue problems (6.4) along the primary fronts. Then, we define
a suitable weight function ω and transfer these exponential dichotomies to the unweighted and
weighted eigenvalue problems (3.5) and (6.6) along the multifront. Subsequently, we define an Evans
function En associated with (3.5). Next, we inductively establish a leading-order factorization of
En, relating it to the product E = E1 · . . . · EM . Finally, the result follows by an application of
Rouché’s theorem.
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Exponential dichotomies along the primary fronts. We list some consequences of Propo-
sitions 5.2 and 5.3. First of all, system (6.4) has for all λ ∈ U and each j = 1, . . . ,M expo-
nential dichotomies on R± with projections Pj,±(±x;λ), x ≥ 0 of rank l0, where l0 is the λ- and
j-independent number of Floquet exponents in the open left-half plane (counted with algebraic mul-
tiplicity) of the systems (6.1) and (6.3). Moreover, there exist analytic functions Bj,s : U → Ckm×l0

and Bj,u : U → Ckm×(km−l0) such that Bj,s(λ) is a basis of ran(Pj,+(0;λ)) and Bj,u(λ) is a basis of
ker(Pj,−(0;λ)) for all λ ∈ U and j = 1, . . . ,M . The associated Evans function Ej : U → C is given
by

Ej(λ) = det(Bj,u(λ) | Bj,s(λ))

for j = 1, . . . ,M . Because E = E1 · . . . · EM is analytic, there exists a closed disk Bλ0(ϱ2) ⊂ U of
some radius ϱ2 > 0 such that λ0 is the only root of E in Bλ0(ϱ2). Finally, there exist constants
K0, µ0, τ0 > 0 such that (6.4) possesses for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ2) and j = 1, . . . ,M exponential dichotomies
on R± with constants K0, µ0 > 0 and projections P̃j,±(±x;λ), x ≥ 0 satisfying (5.3) for each x ≥ τ0.
By uniqueness of the range of Pj,+(0;λ) and the kernel of Pj,−(0;λ), cf. [12, p. 19], Bj,s(λ) is a
basis of ran(Pj,+(0;λ)) = ran(P̃j,+(0;λ)) and Bj,u(λ) is a basis of ker(Pj,−(0;λ)) = ker(P̃j,−(0;λ))
for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ2) and j = 1, . . . ,M .

Since A is T -periodic in x, system

U ′ =
(
A (x, Zj(x− jnT );λ)− ω′

ηj−1,ηj (x− jnT )
)
U(6.8)

is, for each n ∈ N, a jnT -translation of system (6.4) for j = 1, . . . ,M . So, it admits for each
λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ2) and j = 1, . . . ,M exponential dichotomies on the half lines (−∞, jnT ] and [jnT,∞)
with constants K0, µ0 and projections P̌j,±(jnT ± x;λ) = P̃j,±(±x;λ), x ≥ 0.

Weighted eigenvalue problem. Let ω̃ : R → R be given by

ω̃(x) =


ω′
η0,η1(x− nT ), x ∈

(
−∞, 32nT

]
,

ω′
ηj−1,ηj (x− jnT ), x ∈

(
(j − 1

2)nT, (j +
1
2)nT

]
, j = 2, . . . ,M − 1,

ω′
ηM−1,ηM

(x−MnT ), x ∈
(
(M − 1

2)nT,∞
)
,

see Figure 2(bottom). By definition of the exponential weights ωηj−1,ηj , j = 1, . . . ,M , see §2, the
function ω̃ is smooth and has support within the interval (nT−1,MnT+1). Therefore, its primitive
ω : R → R, given by

ω(x) =

∫ x

0
ω̃(y)dy,

is smooth and bounded.
Denote by Tn(x, y;λ) and Tn(x, y;λ) the evolutions of system (3.5) and (6.6), respectively. Since

ω is bounded and it holds

Tn(x, y;λ) = eω(x)−ω(y)Tn(x, y;λ)

for x, y ∈ R and λ ∈ C, system (3.5) possesses an exponential dichotomy on an interval I ⊂ R with
projections Pn(x;λ) if and only if system (6.6) does.
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2nTnT 3nT

η1

η2

v1,−

v2,− = v1,+

v2,+ = v3,− v3,+

ω̃(x)

2nTnT 3nTη1

η2

Figure 2: Illustration of a stationary 3-front solution (top), with insets showing the Floquet expo-
nents (blue dots) associated with the periodic end states vj,± for j = 1, 2, 3, depicted in blue. The
derivative of the corresponding weight ω, denoted by ω̃, is shown in purple (bottom).

Exponential dichotomies along the multifront. Our next step is to use roughness and past-
ing techniques to transfer the exponential dichotomies of system (6.8) to exponential dichotomies
for system (6.6) (and thus for system (3.5)) on the intervals (−∞, 32nT ], [(M − 1

2)nT,∞) and
[(j − 1

2)nT, (j +
1
2)nT ] for j = 2, . . . ,M − 1 (only in case M > 2).

Let χ̃j,n : R → [0, 1] be a family of smooth cut-off functions, where χ̃1,n is supported on
(−∞, 32nT + 2) and equal to 1 on (−∞, 32nT + 1], χ̃M,n is supported on ((M − 1

2)nT − 2,∞)
and equal to 1 on [(M − 1

2)nT − 1,∞), and χ̃j,n is supported on ((j− 1
2)nT − 2, (j+ 1

2)nT +2) and
equal to 1 on [(j − 1

2)nT − 1, (j + 1
2)nT + 1] for j = 2, . . . ,M − 1 (only in case M > 2). We define

Zj,n = an + (1− χ̃j,n)Zj(· − jnT ) + χ̃j,nwn

for j = 1, . . . ,M , where we recall wn is the formal concatenation of the M primary fronts, defined
in (3.1). Using that ∂uA is continuous, Bλ0(ϱ2) is compact and we have an ∈ H1(R) ↪→ L∞(R)
and Zℓ ∈ L∞(R) for ℓ = 1, . . . ,M , the mean value theorem yields a λ- and n-independent constant
R > 0 such that the estimate

∥A (x, Zj,n(x);λ)−A (x, Zj(x− jnT );λ)∥ ≤ Rδn(6.9)

holds for x ∈ R, λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ2) and j = 1, . . . ,M , where we denote

δn = ∥an∥L∞ +
M∑
j=1

(
∥χ−(Zj − vj,−)∥L∞((−∞,− 1

2
nT+2]) + ∥χ+(Zj − vj,+)∥L∞([ 12nT−2,∞))

)
.

Using the embedding H1(R) ↪→ L∞(R), one readily observes that δn converges to 0 as n→ ∞.
Thus, since for all λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ2) system (6.8) has exponential dichotomies on (−∞, jnT ] and [jnT,∞)
with λ- and n-independent constants K0, µ0 and projections P̌j,±(jnT ± x;λ) = P̃j,±(±x;λ), x ≥ 0,
the estimate (6.9) and Lemma B.7 give rise to λ- and n-independent constants M1, µ1 > 0 and
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ϱ1 ∈ (0, ϱ2) such that, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, the following two statements hold for
j = 1, . . . ,M . First, the system

U ′ =
(
A (x, Zj,n(x);λ)− ω′

ηj−1,ηj (x)
)
U(6.10)

has exponential dichotomies on (−∞, jnT ] and [jnT,∞) with λ- and n-independent constants
and projections Qj,±,n(jnT ± x;λ), x ≥ 0 for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1). Second, the map Qj,±,n(jnT ±
x; ·) : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Ckm×km is analytic for each x ≥ 0 and the estimates

∥Qj,−,n((j − 1
2)nT ;λ)− P̃j,−(−n

2T ;λ)∥ ≤M1

(
δn + e−µ1nT

)
,

∥Qj,+,n((j +
1
2)nT ;λ)− P̃j,+(

n
2T ;λ)∥ ≤M1

(
δn + e−µ1nT

)
,

∥Qj,±,n(jnT ;λ)−Qj,±(λ)∥ ≤M1δn

(6.11)

hold for all λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1), where we denote by Qj,+(λ) the projection onto ran(Pj,+(0;λ)) along
ran(Pj,+(0;λ0))

⊥ and Qj,−(λ) is the projection onto ker(Pj,−(0;λ0))
⊥ along ker(Pj,−(0;λ)). By

Lemma A.3, the maps Qj,± : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Ckm×km are analytic for j = 1, . . . ,M .
Take j ∈ {1, . . . ,M}. Owing to [33, Section II.4.2] there exist analytic maps Φj : Bλ0(ϱ1) →

Ckm×l0 and Ψj : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Ckm×(km−l0) such that Φj(λ) is a basis of ran(Qj,−(λ)
⊤) and Ψj(λ) is a

basis of ran(I −Qj,−(λ)
⊤) = ker(Qj,−(λ)

⊤) for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1). Since Bj,u(λ) is a basis of ker(Qj,−(λ)),
we have Φj(λ)

⊤Bj,u(λ) = 0 for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1). Therefore, we arrive at

det
(
(Ψj(λ) | Φj(λ))

⊤
)
Ej(λ) = det

(
Ψj(λ)

⊤Bj,u(λ)
)
det
(
Φj(λ)

⊤Bj,s(λ)
)

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1). Clearly, the matrix (Ψj(λ) | Φj(λ)) is invertible for all λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1), and so is
Ψj(λ)

⊤Bj,u(λ) by Lemma A.4. We conclude that Ej has the same zeros (including multiplicities)
in Bλ0(ϱ1) as the analytic function Ẽj : Bλ0(ϱ1) → C given by

Ẽj(λ) = det
(
Φj(λ)

⊤Bj,s(λ)
)
.

Take j ∈ {1, . . . ,M − 1}. We invoke Lemma A.1, use the T -periodicity of Q±(·;λ) and employ
estimates (5.3) and (6.11), to conclude that, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, the subspaces
ker(Qj,+,n((j +

1
2)nT ;λ)) and ran(Qj+1,−,n((j +

1
2)nT ;λ)) are complementary and there exists a

λ- and n-independent constant M2 > 0 such that the projection P̌j,n(λ) onto ran(Qj+1,−,n((j +
1
2)nT ;λ)) along ker(Qj,+,n((j +

1
2)nT ;λ)) is well-defined and enjoys the bound∥∥P̌j,n(λ)

∥∥ ≤M2(6.12)

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1). Since Qj,+,n((j +
1
2)nT ; ·),Qj+1,−,n((j +

1
2)nT ; ·) : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Ckm×km are an-

alytic, Lemma A.3 affords analytic maps Bj,±,n : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Ckm×l0 such that ran(Qj+1,−,n((j +
1
2)nT ;λ)) = ran(Bj,−,n(λ)) and ker(Qj,+,n((j + 1

2)nT ;λ)) = {u ∈ Ckm : z⊤u = 0 for all z ∈
ran(Bj,+,n(λ))}. Therefore, Lemma A.3 implies that P̌j,n : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Ckm×km is analytic.

By construction of the cut-off functions χ̃j,n and the weight ω, system (6.6) coincides with (6.10)
on (−∞, 32nT ] for j = 1, on [(M − 1

2)nT,∞) for j = M and on [(j − 1
2)nT, (j +

1
2)nT ] for j =

2, . . . ,M − 1 (only in case M > 2). Hence, it follows, thanks to Lemma B.2 and estimate (6.12),
that system (6.6) admits for all λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1) an exponential dichotomy on (−∞, nT ] with λ- and
n-independent constants and projections Q1,−,n(x;λ), an exponential dichotomy on [MnT,∞) with
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λ- and n-independent constants and projections QM,+,n(x;λ), and an exponential dichotomy on
[jnT, (j + 1)nT ] with λ- and n-independent constants and projections

Qj,◦,n(x;λ) = Tn(x, (j + 1
2)nT ;λ)P̌j,n(λ)Tn((j + 1

2)nT, x;λ),

for j = 1, . . . ,M −1. In addition, there exist λ- and n-independent constantsM3, µ3 > 0 such that,
provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, the projections obey

∥Qj,◦,n(jnT ;λ)−Qj,+,n(jnT ;λ)∥ ≤M3e
−µ3nT ,

∥Qj,◦,n((j + 1)nT ;λ)−Qj+1,−,n((j + 1)nT ;λ)∥ ≤M3e
−µ3nT

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1) and j = 1, . . . ,M − 1. Combining the latter with (6.11), we arrive at

∥Qj,◦,n(jnT ;λ)−Qj,+(λ)∥ , ∥Qj,◦,n((j + 1)nT ;λ)−Qj+1,−(λ)∥ ≤M3e
−µ3nT +M1δn(6.13)

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1) and j = 1, . . . ,M − 1. Finally, we observe that Qj,◦,n(x; ·) : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Ckm×km

is analytic, since P̌j,n and Tn(x, y; ·) are analytic for x, y ∈ [jnT, (j + 1)nT ] and j = 1, . . . ,M − 1,
cf. [32, Lemma 2.1.4].

We define the analytic maps Ξ0,n,Ξj,n,Bj,n,BM,n : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Ckm×l0 by

Ξ0,n(λ) = Q1,−,n(nT ;λ)
⊤Φ1(λ), Ξj,n(λ) = Qj,◦,n((j + 1)nT ;λ)⊤Φj+1(λ)

and

Bj,n(λ) = Qj,◦,n(jnT ;λ)Bj,s(λ), BM,n(λ) = QM,+,n(MnT ;λ)BM,s(λ)

for j = 1, . . . ,M−1. Let ϱ0 ∈ (0, ϱ1). Employing estimates (6.11) and (6.13), using the compactness
of Bλ0(ϱ0) and recalling that Φj and Bj,s are analytic on Bλ0(ϱ1), we obtain a λ- and n-independent
constant M4 > 0 such that, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, we have

∥Ξj−1,n(λ)− Φj(λ)∥ , ∥Bj,n(λ)−Bj,s(λ)∥ ≤M4

(
e−µ4nT + δn

)
,

∥Ξj−1,n(λ)∥ , ∥Bj,n(λ)∥ ≤M4,
(6.14)

for all λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) and j = 1, . . . ,M . Because Φj(λ) and Bj,s(λ) are bases, the estimate (6.14)
implies that, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, Ξ0,n(λ) forms a basis of ran(Q1,−,n(nT ;λ)

⊤),
Ξj,n(λ) is a basis of ran(Qj,◦,n((j + 1)T ;λ)⊤), Bj,n(λ) is a basis of ran(Qj,◦,n(jnT ;λ)), and BM,n(λ)
is a basis of ran(QM,+,n(MnT ;λ)) for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1 and λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0).

By [33, Section II.4.2] there exist analytic maps Ξ̃j,n, B̃j,n : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Ckm×l0 such that Ξ̃j,n(λ)
forms a basis of ran(Qj,◦,n(jnT ;λ)

⊤) and B̃j,n(λ) is a basis of ran(Qj,◦,n((j + 1)nT ;λ)) for λ ∈
Bλ0(ϱ1) and j = 1, . . . ,M − 1. By Lemma A.4, the matrices Ξ̃j,n(λ)

⊤Bj,n(λ) and Ξj,n(λ)
⊤B̃j,n(λ)

are invertible for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) and j = 1, . . . ,M − 1. Hence, one readily verifies that it must hold

Qj,◦,n(jnT ;λ) = Bj,n(λ)
(
Ξ̃j,n(λ)

⊤Bj,n(λ)
)−1

Ξ̃j,n(λ)
⊤,

Qj,◦,n((j + 1)nT ;λ) = B̃j,n(λ)
(
Ξj,n(λ)

⊤B̃j,n(λ)
)−1

Ξj,n(λ)
⊤

(6.15)

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) and j = 1, . . . ,M − 1. Therefore, defining Πj,n,Θj,n : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Cl0×l0 by

Πj,n(λ) =
(
Ξ̃j,n(λ)

⊤Bj,n(λ)
)−1

Ξ̃j,n(λ)
⊤Tn(jnT, (j + 1)nT ;λ)B̃j,n(λ)

(
Ξj,n(λ)

⊤B̃j,n(λ)
)−1
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and

Θj,n(λ) = Ξj,n(λ)
⊤Tn((j + 1)nT, jnT ;λ))Bj,n(λ),

we deduce

Θj,n(λ)Πj,n(λ) = Ξj,n(λ)
⊤Qj,◦,n((j + 1)nT ;λ)Tn((j + 1)nT, jnT ;λ)

· Tn(jnT, (j + 1)nT ;λ)B̃j,n(λ)
(
Ξj,n(λ)

⊤B̃j,n(λ)
)−1

= I

and, similarly,

Πj,n(λ)Θj,n(λ) = I

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) and j = 1, . . . ,M − 1. We conclude that Θj,n(λ) is invertible with inverse Πj,n(λ)
for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) and j = 1, . . . ,M − 1. Moreover, Φj,n and Θj,n are analytic for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1,
since Ξj,n, Bj,n, Ξ̃j,n, B̃j,n and Tn(x, y; ·) are analytic for x, y ∈ R by [32, Lemma 2.1.4].

By [12, p. 13], we can extend the exponential dichotomy of system (6.6) on [MnT,∞) to an
exponential dichotomy on [nT,∞) with projections QM,+,n(x;λ), x ≥ nT by setting

QM,+,n(x;λ) = Tn(x,MnT ;λ)QM,+,n(MnT ;λ)Tn(MnT, x;λ)

for each x ∈ [nT,MnT ] and λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1). As noted before, this implies that the unweighted
system (3.5) also admits exponential dichotomies on the half lines (−∞, nT ] and [nT,∞) with
projections Q1,−,n(x;λ), x ≤ nT and QM,+,n(x;λ), x ≥ nT , respectively.

The Evans function for the multifront. By [33, Section II.4.2], there exist holomorphic
functions Un,Υn : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Ckm×(km−l0) such that Un(λ) forms a basis of ker(Q1,−,n(nT ;λ)) =
ran(I −Q1,−,n(nT ;λ)) and Υn(λ) is a basis of ran(I −Q1,−,n(nT ;λ)

⊤) for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1). Upon
defining Sn : Bλ0(ϱ1) → Ckm×l0 by Sn(λ) = Tn(nT,MnT ;λ)BM,n(λ), we find that Sn(λ) is a basis
of ran(QM,+,n(nT ;λ)) for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0), because BM,n(λ) is a basis of ran(QM,+,n(MnT ;λ)).
Moreover, Sn is analytic, since BM,n and Tn(nT,MnT ; ·) are, cf. [32, Lemma 2.1.4]. Thus, an
analytic Evans function En : Bλ0(ϱ1) → C for system (3.5) is given by

En(λ) = det(Un(λ) | Sn(λ)).

Leading-order factorization of the Evans function. Our next step is to multiply En(λ) with
several nonzero analytic functions in order to relate it to E = E1 · . . . · EM , where Ej is the Evans
function associated with system (6.4).

First, noting that Ξ0,n(λ)
⊤Un(λ) = 0, we compute

det
(
(Υn(λ) | Ξ0,n(λ))

⊤
)
En(λ) = det

(
Υn(λ)

⊤Un(λ)
)
det
(
Ξ0,n(λ)

⊤Sn(λ)
)

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). Since the matrices (Υn(λ) | Ξ0,n(λ)) and Υn(λ)
⊤Un(λ) are invertible for all λ ∈

Bλ0(ϱ0) by Lemma A.4, the Evans function En possesses the same roots (including multiplicities)
in Bλ0(ϱ0) as the analytic function Ẽn : Bλ0(ϱ1) → C given by

Ẽn(λ) = det
(
Ξ0,n(λ)

⊤Sn(λ)
)
= det

(
Ξ0,n(λ)

⊤Tn(nT,MnT ;λ)BM,n(λ)
)
.(6.16)
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Denote by Iℓ×ℓ the identity matrix in Cℓ×ℓ and by 0ℓ×s the zero matrix in Cℓ×s for ℓ, s ∈ N. We
claim that, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, there exists an analytic function hj,n : Bλ0(ϱ1) → C
such that

Ẽn(λ) = hj,n(λ) det

((
B̃j,n(λ) −Ãj

D̃j,n(λ) C̃j,n(λ)

)
+ H̃j,n(λ)

)
,(6.17)

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) and j = 1, . . . ,M−1. Here, B̃j,n(λ) ∈ C2j−1l0×2j−1l0 is an upper triangular (l0× l0)-
block matrix, whose blocks above the diagonal are equal to −Il0×l0 or 0l0×l0 and whose diagonal
contains exactly one copy of each of the blocks ΞM−1,n(λ)

⊤BM,n(λ), . . . ,ΞM−j,n(λ)
⊤BM−j+1,n(λ)

and further only (l0 × l0)-identity matrices. Furthermore, Ãj , C̃j,n(λ), D̃j,n(λ) ∈ C2j−1l0×2j−1l0 are
given by

Ãj =

(
I(2j−1−1)l0×(2j−1−1)l0 0(2j−1−1)l0×l0

0l0×(2j−1−1)l0 0l0×l0

)
,

C̃j,n(λ) =

(
I(2j−1−1)l0×(2j−1−1)l0 0(2j−1−1)l0×l0

0l0×(2j−1−1)l0 Ξ0,n(λ)
⊤Tn(nT, (M − j)nT ;λ)BM−j,n(λ)

)
and

D̃j,n(λ) =(
0(2j−1−1)l0×l0 . . . 0(2j−1−1)l0×l0

Ξ0,n(λ)
⊤Tn(nT, (M − j)nT ;λ)Hj,1,n(λ) . . . Ξ0,n(λ)

⊤Tn(nT, (M − j)nT ;λ)Hj,2j−1,n(λ)

)
,

for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1 and λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1). Moreover, Hj,ℓ,n(λ) ∈ Cl0×l0 and H̃j,n(λ) ∈ C2j l0×2j l0 obey
the bound

∥Hj,ℓ,n(λ)∥ ,
∥∥∥H̃j,n(λ)

∥∥∥ ≤M5e
−µ5nT(6.18)

for ℓ = 1, . . . , 2j−1, j = 1, . . . ,M − 1 and λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0), where M5, µ5 > 0 are λ- and n-independent
constants. Finally, hj,n is nonvanishing on Bλ0(ϱ0) for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1.

We prove our claim inductively for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1. In our proof we rely on the identity (6.5).
We start our induction proof with considering the case j = 1. Here, we employ identities (6.5), (6.15)
and (6.16) and use the fact that ΘM−1,n(λ) is invertible with inverse ΠM−1,n(λ) to derive

Ẽn(λ) = det
(
Ξ⊤
0,nTn(nT, (M − 1)nT )BM−1,nΠM−1,nΞ

⊤
M−1,nBM,n

+Ξ⊤
0,nTn(nT, (M − 1)nT )Tn((M − 1)nT,MnT ) (I −QM−1,◦,n(MnT ))BM,n

)
= det(ΠM−1,n) det

((
Ξ⊤
M−1,nBM,n 0l0×l0

D̃1,n Ξ⊤
0,nTn(nT, (M − 1)nT )BM−1,n

)
+ H̃1,n

)
for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0), where we suppressed λ-dependency on the right-hand side and denote

D̃1,n(λ) = Ξ0,n(λ)
⊤Tn(nT, (M − 1)nT ;λ))H1,1,n(λ),

H1,1,n(λ) = Tn((M − 1)nT,MnT ;λ) (I −QM−1,◦,n(MnT ;λ))BM,n(λ),
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and

H̃1,n(λ) =

(
0l0×l0 −ΘM−1,n(λ)
0l0×l0 0l0×l0

)
.

Using the bound (6.14) and the fact that BM−1,n(λ) is a basis of ran(QM−1,◦,n((M − 1)nT ;λ)), we
obtain, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, λ- and n-independent constants M6, µ6 > 0 such that

∥H1,1,n(λ)∥ ,
∥∥∥H̃1,n(λ)

∥∥∥ ≤M6e
−µ6nT

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). Finally, we note that the function h1,n : Bλ0(ϱ1) → C given by h1,n(λ) =
det(ΠM−1,n(λ)) is analytic and does not vanish on Bλ0(ϱ0), since ΠM−1,n is analytic and ΠM−1,n(λ)
is invertible for all λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). We conclude that our claim is valid for j = 1.

Next, we perform the induction step. That is, we assume that our claim holds for some j = j0 ∈
{1, . . . ,M − 2} and prove that it then also holds for j = j0 + 1. First, we recall that ΘM−j0−1,n(λ)
is invertible with inverse ΠM−j0−1,n(λ) and use

Tn((M − j0 − 1)nT, (M − j0)nT ;λ) = BM−j0−1(λ)ΠM−j0−1,n(λ)ΞM−j0−1,n(λ)
⊤

+ Tn((M − j0 − 1)nT, (M − j0)nT ;λ) (I −QM−j0−1,◦,n((M − j0)nT ;λ)) ,

cf. (6.15), to express(
B̃j0,n(λ) −Ãj0

D̃j0,n(λ) C̃j0,n(λ)

)
+ H̃j0,n(λ) = C̃j0+1,n(λ)Aj0+1,n(λ)

−1Bj0+1,n(λ) +Dj0+1,n(λ)(6.19)

with

Aj0+1,n(λ) =

(
I(2j0−1)l0×(2j0−1)l0 0(2j0−1)l0×l0

0l0×(2j0−1)l0 ΘM−j0−1,n(λ)

)
,

Bj0+1,n(λ) =

(
B̃j0,n(λ) −Ãj0

D̂j0+1,n(λ) Ĉj0+1,n(λ)

)
, Dj0+1,n(λ) = D̃j0+1,n(λ) + H̃j0,n(λ)

and

Ĉj0+1,n(λ) =

(
I(2j0−1−1)l0×(2j0−1−1)l0 0(2j0−1−1)l0×l0

0l0×(2j0−1−1)l0 ΞM−j0−1,n(λ)
⊤BM−j0,n(λ)

)
,

D̂j0+1,n(λ) =

(
0(2j0−1−1)l0×l0 . . . 0(2j0−1−1)l0×l0

ΞM−j0−1,n(λ)
⊤Hj0,1,n(λ) . . . ΞM−j0−1,n(λ)

⊤Hj0,2j0−1,n(λ)

)
for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0), where the matrix D̃j0+1,n(λ) is defined by setting

Hj0+1,ℓ,n(λ) = Tn((M − j0 − 1)nT, (M − j0)nT ) (I −QM−j0−1,◦,n((M − j0)nT ))Hj0,ℓ,n,

Hj0+1,ℓ̃,n(λ) = 0l0×l0 ,

Hj0+1,2j0 ,n(λ) = Tn((M − j0 − 1)nT, (M − j0)nT ) (I −QM−j0−1,◦,n((M − j0)nT ))BM−j0,n

for ℓ = 1, . . . , 2j0−1 and ℓ̃ = 2j0−1 + 1, . . . , 2j0 − 1, suppressing λ-dependency on the right-hand
sides. Next, we take determinants in (6.19), use that (6.17) holds for j = j0, and apply (6.5) to
arrive at

Ẽn(λ) = hj0,n(λ) det (ΠM−j0−1,n(λ)) det

((
B̃j0+1,n(λ) −Ãj0+1

D̃j0+1,n(λ) C̃j0+1,n(λ)

)
+ H̃j0+1,n(λ)

)
,
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with

B̃j0+1,n(λ) =

(
B̃j0,n(λ) −Ãj0

02j0 l0×2j0 l0 Ĉj0+1,n(λ)

)
and

H̃j0+1,n(λ) =

(
Ĥj0+1,n(λ) Ȟj0+1,n(λ)

H̃j0,n(λ) 02j0 l0×2j0 l0

)
,

where we denote

Ĥj0+1,n(λ) =

(
02j0−1l0×2j0−1l0 02j0−1l0×2j0−1l0

D̂j0+1,n(λ) 02j0−1l0×2j0−1l0

)
and

Ȟj0+1,n(λ) =

(
0(2j0−1)l0×(2j0−1)l0 0(2j0−1)l0×l0

0l0×(2j0−1)l0 −ΘM−j0−1,n(λ)

)
.

Moreover, recalling that BM−j0−1,n(λ) is a basis of ran(QM−j0−1,◦,n((M−j0−1)nT ;λ)), employing
the bound (6.14), and using that (6.18) holds for j = j0 and ℓ = 1, . . . , 2j0−1, we establish λ- and
n-independent constants M7, µ7 > 0 such that, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, we have

∥Hj0+1,ℓ,n(λ)∥ ,
∥∥∥H̃j0+1,n(λ)

∥∥∥ ≤M7e
−µ7nT

for ℓ = 1, . . . , 2j0 and λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). Finally, the function hj0+1,n : Bλ0(ϱ1) → C given by hj0+1,n(λ) =
hj0,n(λ) det(ΠM−j0−1,n(λ)) is analytic and does not vanish on Bλ0(ϱ0), since hj0,n and ΠM−j0−1,n

are analytic, hj0,n(λ) is nonzero and ΠM−j0−1,n(λ) is invertible for all λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). Therefore, our
claim holds for j = j0 + 1.

Inductively, we have thus established our claim for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1 as desired. In particular,
applying our claim with j =M − 1 we find, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, that

Ẽn(λ) = hM−1,n(λ)Ên(λ)(6.20)

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) with Ên : Bλ0(ϱ0) → C given by

Ên(λ) = det (Amain,n(λ) +Ares,n(λ)) ,

where we denote

Ares,n(λ) =

(
02M−2l0×2M−2l0 02M−2l0×2M−2l0

D̃M−1,n(λ) 02M−2l0×2M−2l0

)
+ H̃M−1,n(λ)

and where

Amain,n(λ) =

(
B̃M−1,n(λ) −ÃM−1

02M−2l0×2M−2l0 C̃M−1,n(λ)

)
∈ C2M−1l0×2M−1l0

is an upper triangular (l0 × l0)-block matrix, whose blocks above the diagonal are equal to −Il0×l0

or to 0l0×l0 , and whose diagonal contains (l0× l0)-identity matrices and precisely one copy of each of
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the blocks ΞM−1,n(λ)
⊤BM,n(λ), . . . ,Ξ0,n(λ)

⊤B1,n(λ). Hence, by estimates (6.14) and (6.18) there
exist λ- and n-independent constants M8, µ8 > 0 such that, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, we
have

∥Amain,n(λ)−A0(λ)∥ ≤M8

(
e−µ8nT + δn

)
, ∥A0(λ)∥ ≤M8, ∥Ares,n(λ)∥ ≤M8e

−µ8nT

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0), where A0(λ) is the upper triangular block matrix arising by substituting the blocks
ΞM−1,n(λ)

⊤BM,n(λ), . . . ,Ξ0,n(λ)
⊤B1,n(λ) in Amain,n(λ) by the blocks Φ⊤

MBM,s(λ), . . . ,Φ
⊤
1 B1,s(λ),

respectively. Therefore, we obtain λ- and n-independent constants M9, µ9 > 0 such that, provided
n ∈ N is sufficiently large, we have∣∣∣Ên(λ)− Ẽ(λ)

∣∣∣ ≤M9

(
e−µ9nT + δn

)
(6.21)

for λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0), where we denote

Ẽ = Ẽ1(λ) . . . ẼM (λ).

Moreover, since hM−1,n and Ẽn are analytic and hM−1,n does not vanish on Bλ0(ϱ0), we find by
identity (6.20) that Ên is analytic on Bλ0(ϱ0) and has the same zeros (including multiplicities) in
Bλ0(ϱ0) as Ẽn.

Application of Rouché’s theorem. Let ϱ ∈ (0, ϱ0). Since the Evans function Ej has the same
roots (including multiplicities) as Ẽj in Bλ0(ϱ1) for j = 1, . . . ,M and E does not vanish on ∂Bλ0(ϱ),
we find that Ẽ is also nonzero on ∂Bλ0(ϱ). So, the bound (6.21) yields, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently
large, that ∣∣∣Ên(λ)− Ẽ(λ)

∣∣∣ < ∣∣∣Ẽ(λ)∣∣∣
for all λ ∈ ∂Bλ0(ϱ). Therefore, noting that Ẽ has only one root in Bλ0(ϱ) having multiplicity m0,
Rouché’s theorem implies that Ên possesses precisely m0 zeros in Bλ0(ϱ) (counting multiplicities).
Since the zeros of Ên, Ẽn and En in Bλ0(ϱ) and their multiplicities coincide, the first assertion
follows. The second assertion is a direct consequence of the first by Proposition 5.3.

7 Spectral analysis of periodic pulse solutions

In this section, we study the spectral stability of stationary periodic pulse solutions to (1.1). We
consider an nT -periodic pulse solution un of the form (4.1). That is, we have un = wn + an, where
wn is the formal nT -periodic extension of a primary pulse Z = z + v ∈ Hk(R) ⊕ Hk

per(0, T ), and

an is an error term converging to 0 in Hk
per(0, nT ). Our goal is to show that spectral (in)stability

properties of the primary pulse Z transfer to the periodic pulse solution un.
We begin by observing that Lemma 4.2 implies that, if K is a compact subset of the resolvent

set ρ(L(Z)), then K is also contained in ρ(L(un)) for n ∈ N sufficiently large. Hence, if a-priori
bounds preclude unstable spectrum outside of the compact region K, then this leads to the follow-
ing analogue of Corollary 6.1, which asserts that strong spectral stability of the primary pulse is
inherited by the associated periodic pulse solutions.
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Corollary 7.1. Assume (H4) and (H5). Suppose that the pulse solution z+v is strongly spectrally
stable. Moreover, assume that there exist a compact set K ⊂ C and N ∈ N such that

σ(Ln) ∩ {z ∈ C : Re(z) ≥ 0} ⊂ K

for n ≥ N , where un is the periodic pulse solution established in Theorem 4.1, and Ln is the
operator L(un) or Lper(un). Then, there exists N1 ∈ N with N1 ≥ N such that for all n ∈ N with
n ≥ N1 the spectrum of the operator Ln is confined to the open left-half plane.

In the remainder of this section, we analyze the spectra of the operators L(un) and Lper(un)
in more detail. Our approach relies on comparing the Evans function E associated with L(Z), as
constructed in Proposition 5.3, with an Evans function for the first-order formulation

U ′ = A(x, un(x);λ)U(7.1)

of the eigenvalue problem along the periodic pulse solution un. If Tn(x, y;λ) is the evolution of
system (7.1), then this analytic Evans function En,γ : C → C is given by

En,γ(λ) = det
(
Tn(0,−n

2T ;λ)− γTn(0, n2T ;λ)
)

for γ lying in the unit circle S1 ⊂ C, cf. [21, 52]. Clearly, it holds En,γ(λ0) = 0 for some λ0 ∈ C
if and only if system (7.1) possesses a nontrivial solution U(x) satisfying the boundary condition
U(−n

2T ) = γU(n2T ). Hence, λ0 lies in the spectrum of the Bloch operator Lξ,per(un) if and only
λ0 is a zero of En,eiξnT , cf. §2.4. In fact, it was shown in [21], see also [32, Section 8.4], that the
algebraic multiplicity of λ0 as an eigenvalue of Lξ,per(un) equals the multiplicity of λ0 as a root of
the Evans function En,eiξnT . We conclude that λ0 lies in the spectrum of Lper(un) if and only if
λ0 ∈ C is a zero of En,0. Moreover, we have λ0 ∈ σ(L(un)) if and only there exists γ ∈ S1 such
that En,γ(λ0) = 0.

The main result of this section establishes that isolated zeros of the Evans function E associated
with the primary pulse perturb into zeros of the Evans function En,γ of the periodic pulse solution,
thereby preserving the total multiplicity. That is, isolated eigenvalues (including their algebraic
multiplicities) of the linearization L(Z) about the primary pulse persist as eigenvalues of the Bloch
operator Lξ,per(un) for each ξ ∈ [− π

nT ,
π
nT ).

Theorem 7.2. Let z+v ∈ Hk(R)⊕Hk
per(0, T ). Suppose there exists N ∈ N such that, for each n ∈ N

with n ≥ N , there exists a periodic pulse solution un ∈ Hk
per(0, nT ) of the form un = zn + v + an,

where {an}n is a sequence with an ∈ Hk
per(0, nT ) satisfying ∥an∥Hk

per(0,nT ) → 0 as n → ∞, and

zn ∈ Hk
per(0, nT ) is the nT -periodic extension of the function χnz on

[
−n

2T,
n
2T
)
and χn is the

cut-off function from Theorem 4.1.
Let Ω be a connected component of C\σess(L(v)). Let E : Ω → C be the Evans function associated

with the first-order system (4.4), as constructed in Proposition 5.3.
Suppose that λ0 ∈ Ω is a root of E of multiplicity m0 ∈ N. Then, there exists ϱ0 > 0 such that

for each ϱ ∈ (0, ϱ0) there exists Nϱ ∈ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ Nϱ the following assertions
hold true.

1. For each γ ∈ S1 the Evans function En,γ possesses precisely m0 roots in the disk Bλ0(ϱ)
(counting multiplicities).
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2. For each ξ ∈ [− π
nT ,

π
nT ) the Bloch operator Lξ,per(un) has precisely m0 eigenvalues in Bλ0(ϱ)

(counting algebraic multiplicities).

3. The operator Lper(un) has precisely m0 eigenvalues in Bλ0(ϱ) (counting algebraic multiplici-
ties).

4. The operator L(un) has spectrum in Bλ0(ϱ).

Remark 7.3. Theorem 7.2 establishes the convergence of the point spectrum of the Bloch operators
Lξ,per(un) within n-independent compact sets K ⊂ C \σess(L(Z)) to the point spectrum of L(Z) in
K as n→ ∞. This naturally raises the question of whether spectrum of Lξ,per(un) converges to the
essential spectrum σess(L(Z)) as n→ ∞. In the case of constant coefficients, this question has been
answered affirmative. Specifically, it was shown in [52] that eigenvalues of Lξ,per(un) accumulate
onto each point of the essential spectrum σess(L(Z)) as n→ ∞. Consequently, on compact subsets,
the spectra of both L(un) and Lper(un) converge to σ(L(Z)) in Hausdorff distance as n→ ∞. We
strongly expect that, using the techniques developed in [52], a similar result can be obtained in the
spatially periodic setting considered here.

Theorem 7.2 implies that spectral instability of the primary pulse is inherited by the periodic
pulse solution. Furthermore, it serves as an important tool in spectral (in)stability arguments based
on Krein index counting theory. In particular, we employ Theorem 7.2 in §8 to demonstrate the
spectral and orbital stability of periodic pulse solutions to the Gross-Pitaevskii equation with a
periodic potential.

As mentioned in §1, Theorem 7.2 was established in the constant-coefficient case in [22], using
geometric dynamical systems techniques and topological arguments based on Chern numbers. The
result was subsequently refined in [52] by showing that there exists an n-independent constant
µ > 0 such that the roots of En,γ in Bλ0(ϱ) remain O(e−µn)-close to λ0.

Our proof of Theorem 7.2 builds upon the approach of [52, Theorem 2]. Specifically, we employ
roughness techniques to transfer exponential dichotomies on R± for the eigenvalue problem (4.4)
along the primary pulse to the system

U ′ = A(x, χn(x)z(x) + v(x) + an(x);λ)U.(7.2)

System (7.2) coincides with the eigenvalue problem (7.1) along the periodic pulse un on a single
periodicity interval [−n

2T,
n
2T ]. Denoting the projections of the exponential dichotomies of (7.2)

on R± by Q±,n(x;λ), we construct analytic bases of ker(Q−,n(−n
2T ;λ)) and ran(Q+,n(

n
2T ;λ)).

Multiplying En,γ(λ) with the nonzero determinant of the matrix formed by these basis vectors
yields an approximation of the Evans function E associated with the primary pulse. The conclusion
then follows from an application of Rouché’s theorem.

Proof of Theorem 7.2. We start by collecting some facts from Proposition 5.3. First, system (4.4)
possesses for each λ ∈ Ω exponential dichotomies on R± with projections P±(±x;λ), x ≥ 0 of
some fixed rank l0, which is independent of λ and x. Moreover, there exist analytic functions
Bs : Ω → Ckm×l0 and Bu : Ω → Ckm×(km−l0) such that Bs(λ) is a basis of ran(P+(0;λ)) and Bu(λ)
is a basis of ker(P−(0;λ)) for each λ ∈ Ω. The associated Evans function E : Ω → C is given by

E(λ) = det(Bu(λ) | Bs(λ)).
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Because E is analytic and λ0 is a root of E of finite multiplicity, there exists a closed disk Bλ0(ϱ1) ⊂ Ω
of some radius ϱ1 > 0 such that λ0 is the only root of E in Bλ0(ϱ1). Finally, there exist constants
K0, µ0, τ0 > 0 such that system (4.4) admits for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1) exponential dichotomies on R±
with constants K0, µ0 > 0 and projections P̃±(±x;λ), x ≥ 0 satisfying (5.3) for each x ≥ τ0, where
Q(·;λ) is T -periodic. By uniqueness of exponential dichotomies, cf. [12, p. 19], Bs(λ) is a basis
of ran(P+(0;λ)) = ran(P̃+(0;λ)) and Bu(λ) is a basis of ker(P−(0;λ)) = ker(P̃−(0;λ)) for each
λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1).

Since ∂uA is continuous, Bλ0(ϱ1) is compact, it holds z ∈ H1(R) and v, an ∈ H1
per(0, nT ), and

H1(R) and H1
per(0, nT ) embed continuously into L∞(R) with n-independent constant, we obtain

by the mean value theorem a λ- and n-independent constant R > 0 such that

∥A (x, χnz(x) + v(x) + an(x);λ)−A (x, z(x) + v(x);λ)∥ ≤ Rδn

for x ∈ R and λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ1), where

δn := sup
x∈R

(∥(1− χn(x))z(x)∥+ ∥an(x)∥)

converges to 0 as n→ ∞. So, by Lemma B.7 there exist constants M1, µ > 0 and ϱ0 ∈ (0, ϱ1) such
that system (7.2) admits, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, exponential dichotomies on R± with
λ- and n-independent constants and projections Q±,n(±x;λ), x ≥ 0 for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). Here,
the maps Q±,n(±x; ·) : Bλ0(ϱ0) → Ckm×km are analytic for each x ≥ 0 and the estimates

∥Q±,n(±n
2T ;λ)− P̃±(±n

2T ;λ)∥ ≤M1

(
δn + e−µ

n
2 T
)
,

∥Q±,n(0;λ)−Q±(λ)∥ ≤M1δn
(7.3)

hold for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0), where Q+(λ) is the projection onto ran(P+(0;λ)) along ran(P+(0;λ0))
⊤

and Q−(λ) is the projection onto ker(P−(0;λ0))
⊤ along ker(P−(0;λ)).

Now set Bs,n(λ) = Q+,n(0;λ)Bs(λ) and Bu,n(λ) = (I − Q−,n(0;λ))Bu(λ). Then, Bs,n(λ) and
Bu,n(λ) are analytic in λ on Bλ0(ϱ0). Moreover, the fact that the analytic maps Bs and Bu

are bounded on the compact set Bλ0(ϱ0) in combination with estimate (7.3) affords a λ- and
n-independent constant M2 > 0 such that

∥Bs(λ)− Bs,n(λ)∥ , ∥Bu(λ)− Bu,n(λ)∥ ≤M2δn, ∥Bs,n(λ)∥ , ∥Bu,n(λ)∥ ≤M2,(7.4)

for all λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). So, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, Bs,n(λ) is a basis of ran(Q+,n(0;λ))
and Bu,n(λ) is a basis of ker(Q−,n(0;λ)) for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0).

Since Q(·;λ) is T -periodic, estimates (5.3) and (7.3) and Lemma A.1 imply that, provided n ∈ N
is sufficiently large, the subspaces ran(Q−,n(−n

2T ;λ)) and ker(Q+,n(
n
2T ;λ)) are complementary

and there exists a λ- and n-independent constant M3 > 0 such that the projection P̌n(λ) onto
ran(Q−,n(−n

2T ;λ)) along ker(Q+,n(
n
2T ;λ)) obeys∥∥P̌n(λ)

∥∥ ≤M3(7.5)

for all λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). In addition, since the functions Q±,n(±n
2T ; ·) : Bλ0(ϱ0) → Ckm×km are an-

alytic, Lemma A.3 yields analytic maps B1,n,B2,n : Bλ0(ϱ0) → Ckm×l0 with the property that
ran(Q−,n(−n

2T ;λ)) = ran(B1,n(λ)) and ker(Q+,n(
n
2T ;λ)) = {u ∈ Ckm : z⊤u = 0 for all z ∈

ran(B2,n(λ))}. So, it follows, again by Lemma A.3, that P̌n : Bλ0(ϱ0) → Ckm×km is analytic.
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Since the evolution Tn(x, y;λ) of system (7.1) depends analytically on λ by [32, Lemma 2.1.4],
the Evans function En,γ is analytic for each γ ∈ S1. Because system (7.1) coincides with system (7.2)
on [−n

2T,
n
2T ], it holds

En,γ(λ) = det
(
Tn(0,−n

2T ;λ)− γTn(0,
n
2T ;λ)

)
for all γ ∈ S1, where Tn(x, y;λ) denotes the evolution of (7.2), which depends analytically on λ
by [32, Lemma 2.1.4]. Define Hn,γ : Bλ0(ϱ0) → Ckm×km by

Hn,γ(λ) =
((
I − P̌n(λ)

)
Tn
(
−n

2T, 0;λ
)
Bu,n(λ) | −γ−1P̌n(λ)Tn

(
n
2T, 0;λ

)
Bs,n(λ)

)
for γ ∈ S1. We note that Hn,γ is analytic on Bλ0(ϱ0). Moreover, Tn

(
−n

2T, 0;λ
)
Bu,n(λ) consti-

tutes a basis of ker(Q−,n(−n
2T ;λ)), whereas I − P̌n(λ) projects along the complementary subspace

ran(Q−,n(−n
2T ;λ)). Hence, the first km− l0 columns of Hn,γ(λ) form a basis of ran(I − P̌n(λ)) =

ker(Q+,n(
n
2T ;λ)). Similarly, the last l0 columns of Hn,γ(λ) constitute a basis of the complementary

subspace ran(Q−,n(−n
2T ;λ)). Therefore, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, Hn,γ(λ) is invertible

for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) and γ ∈ S1.
Recall that (7.2) possesses exponential dichotomies on R± with projections Q±,n(±x;λ), x ≥

0 and λ- and n-independent constants, which we denote by C1, µ1 > 0. Combining the latter
with (7.4) and (7.5), we obtain a λ- and n-independent constant M4 > 0 such that∥∥Tn(0, n2T ;λ) (I − P̌n(λ)

)∥∥ ,∥∥Tn(0,−n
2T ;λ)P̌n(λ)

∥∥ ≤M4e
−µ1

n
2
T ,∥∥Tn(−n

2T, 0;λ)Bu,n(λ)
∥∥ ,∥∥Tn(n2T, 0;λ)Bs,n(λ)

∥∥ ≤M4e
−µ1

n
2
T ,

(7.6)

for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). Therefore, using the estimates (7.4) and (7.6), we find an n-, γ- and λ-
independent constant M5 > 0 such that, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, it holds∥∥(Tn(0,−n

2T ;λ)− γTn(0,
n
2T ;λ)

)
Hn,γ(λ)− (Bu(λ) | Bs(λ))

∥∥ ≤M5

(
δn + e−µ1nT

)
,∥∥(Tn(0,−n

2T ;λ)− γTn(0,
n
2T ;λ)

)
Hn,γ(λ)

∥∥ ≤M5,

for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) and γ ∈ S1. So, taking determinants, we establish an n-, γ- and λ-independent
constant M6 > 0 such that

|En,γ(λ) det(Hn,γ(λ))− E(λ)| ≤M6

(
δn + e−µ1nT

)
,

for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) and γ ∈ S1.
Let ϱ ∈ (0, ϱ0). Since E does not vanish on ∂Bλ0(ϱ), the latter estimate yields, provided n ∈ N

is sufficiently large, that

|En,γ(λ) det(Hn,γ(λ))− E(λ)| < |E(λ)|

for each λ ∈ ∂Bλ0(ϱ) and γ ∈ S1. We recall that det(Hn,γ(·)) is nonzero and the functions E ,
det(Hn,γ(·)) and En,γ are analytic on the open disk Bλ0(ϱ0) ⊂ Ω, which contains ∂Bλ0(ϱ). So,
applying Rouché’s theorem to the latter inequality and noting that λ0 is the only root of E in
Bλ0(ϱ0), which has multiplicity m0, we find that the Evans function En,γ has precisely m0 zeros in
Bλ0(ϱ) (counting with multiplicities) for each γ ∈ S1. This proves the first assertion.

The second assertion immediately follows from the first assertion by taking γ = eiξnT and
applying [21, Proposition 2.5], see also [32, Lemmas 8.4.1 and 8.4.2]. Since L0,per(un) = Lper(un),
the third assertion is a direct consequence of the second. Finally, the third implies the fourth
assertion by evoking (2.4).
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8 Applications

In this section, we employ our methods to construct multifronts and periodic pulse solutions in
specific prototype models and analyze their stability. To illustrate the applicability of our theory
in a simple setting, we first consider a reaction-diffusion toy model. We then focus on a Klausmeier
reaction-diffusion-advection system which describes the dynamics of vegetation patterns on periodic
topographies [5]. Finally, we consider the Gross-Pitaevskii equation with periodic potential, which
arises in the study of Bose-Einstein condensates in optical lattices [45]. Our findings are supported
by numerical simulations performed with the MATLAB package pde2path [61].

8.1 A reaction-diffusion model problem

We consider the scalar reaction-diffusion equation

∂tu = ∂2xu+ εV (x)u− sin(u), u(x, t) ∈ R, x ∈ R, t ≥ 0,(8.1)

where V ∈ C1(R) is a given real-valued potential of period T > 0. Here, the parameter ε ≥ 0
measures the strength of the potential V and will serve as a bifurcation parameter.

We are interested in the existence and spectral stability of stationary multifronts and periodic
pulse solutions to (8.1). Stationary solutions to (8.1) solve the ODE

∂2xu+ εV (x)u− sin(u) = 0,(8.2)

which is of the form (2.1).
Let u ∈ L∞(R). For the upcoming spectral stability analysis, we define the closed differential

operator Lε(u) : D(Lε(u)) ⊂ L2(R) → L2(R) with dense domain D(Lε(u)) = H2(R) by

Lε(u) = ∂2x + εV − cos(u).

Since the operator Lε(u) is self-adjoint, its spectrum must be confined to the numerical range,
leading to the following spectral a-priori bound.

Lemma 8.1. Let ϱ > 0. Then, the spectrum of the operator L(u) : D(L(u)) ⊂ L2(R) → L2(R)
with D(L(u)) = H2(R), given by

L(u) = ∂2x + u,

satisfies σ(L(u)) ⊂ (−∞, ϱ] for all real-valued u ∈ L∞(R) with ∥u∥L∞ ≤ ϱ.

Proof. Because L(u) is self-adjoint, its spectrum must be contained in the numerical range, which
is confined to (−∞, ϱ].

8.1.1 Existence and spectral stability of fronts for ε = 0

Stationary front solutions of (8.2) for ε = 0 correspond to heteroclinic solutions to the autonomous
system

∂2xu− sin(u) = 0.(8.3)
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2πk

2π(k + 1)

u0,k,+1(x)

Figure 3: Left: phase portrait of the Hamiltonian system (8.4). Blue curves correspond to hetero-
clinic orbits connecting the fixed points 2πk to 2π(k± 1) for each k ∈ Z. Black dots correspond to
equilibria of the system. Right: plot of the associated front solution u0,k,+1 to (8.3).

We introduce the coordinates (u, v)⊤ = (u, ∂xu)
⊤ and write (8.3) as the first-order system

∂x

(
u
v

)
= J∇H(u, v), J :=

(
0 1
−1 0

)
,(8.4)

with Hamiltonian

H(u, v) =
1

2
v2 + cos(u).

Solutions to (8.4) lie on the level sets of H, see Figure 3. Thus, we find infinitely many heteroclinics
in (8.4), connecting the fixed points (2πk, 0)⊤ to (2π(k± 1), 0)⊤ for all k ∈ Z. The associated front
solutions to (8.3) admit the explicit formula

u0,k,±1(x) = 4 arctan
(
e±x
)
+ 2πmin{k, k ± 1}, k ∈ Z.(8.5)

Fix k ∈ Z. We examine the spectrum of the linearization L0(u0,k,±1) about the front solution
u0,k,±1 of (8.1) at ε = 0. A simple calculation reveals σ(L0(2πℓ)) = (−∞,−1] for ℓ ∈ Z. Hence,
Proposition 5.2 yields σess(L0(u0,k,±1)) = (−∞,−1]. Moreover, by translational symmetry of (8.3),
0 is a simple eigenfunction of L0(u0,k,±1) with eigenfunction u′0,k,±1. Since u′0,k,±1 has no zeros,
Sturm-Liouville theory, cf. [32, Theorem 2.3.3], yields that the front u0,k,±1 is spectrally stable with
simple eigenvalue λ = 0, cf. Definition 2.1.

8.1.2 Existence and spectral stability of fronts for ε > 0

In the following, we prove that the front solutions, obtained in §8.1.1, persist for small values of
ε > 0 under a generic assumption on the periodic potential V , which can be checked analytically
or numerically. The fronts connect T -periodic end states v−(ε) to v+(ε), see Figure 4. Moreover,
we establish the front’s spectral (in)stability and nondegeneracy.

The existence and spectral analysis of the front solutions to (8.2) consists of three steps. First,
we construct their periodic end states by bifurcating from the fixed points 2πk, k ∈ Z of (8.3).
Second, we prove that the shifted front u0,k,±1,ς := u0,k,±1(·−ς) perturbs into a nondenegerate front
solution of (8.2) for small ε ̸= 0, provided that ς0 ∈ R is a simple zero of the effective potential

Veff(ς) =

∫
R
V (x+ ς)u0,k,±1(x)u

′
0,k,±1(x)dx.(8.6)
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In the third step, we derive a stability criterion saying that the fronts are strongly spectrally stable
if εV ′

eff(ς0) > 0 and that they are spectrally unstable if εV ′
eff(ς0) < 0.

Theorem 8.2. Let k ∈ Z, l ∈ {±1}, and T > 0. Let V ∈ C1(R) be T -periodic. Assume that there
exists ς0 ∈ R such that the effective potential Veff : R → R, given by (8.6), has a simple zero at
ς0. Then, there exist C, ε0, ϱ > 0 such that for all ε ∈ (−ε0, ε0) \ {0} there exists a nondegenerate
solution u(ε) to (8.2), satisfying

∥u(ε)− u0,k,l(· − ς0)∥L∞ ≤ Cε, χ± (u(ε)− v±(ε)) ∈ H2(R),(8.7)

where χ± : R → [0, 1] is a smooth partition of unity such that χ+ is supported on (−1,∞) and
χ− is supported on (−∞, 1), u0,k,l is the front given by (8.5), and v±(ε) ∈ H2

per(0, T ) are periodic
solutions to (8.2) with

∥v−(ε)− 2πk∥H2
per(0,T ), ∥v+(ε)− 2π(k + l)∥H2

per(0,T ) ≤ Cε.(8.8)

Finally, it holds
σ(Lε(u(ε))) ⊂ (−∞,−ϱ] ∪ {λ0(ε)}

for ε ∈ (−ε0, ε0), where λ0(ε) is a real simple eigenvalue of Lε(u(ε)) obeying the expansion

λ0(ε) = −ε V ′
eff(ς0)

∥u′0,k,l∥2L2

+O(ε2).

Proof. We begin with the construction of the period end states v±(ε). To this end, we consider the
nonlinear map Fper : H

2
per(0, T )× R → L2

per(0, T ) given by

Fper(v, ε) = v′′ + εV v − sin(v).

We observe that Fper is well-defined and smooth. Fix j ∈ Z. Then, we have Fper(2πj, 0) = 0 and

∂vFper(2πj, 0) = ∂2x − 1

is invertible. Therefore, the implicit function theorem implies that there exist ε1 > 0 and a locally
unique smooth map v : (−ε1, ε1) → H2

per(0, T ) with

v(0) = 2πj, Fper(v(ε), ε) = 0

for all ε ∈ (−ε1, ε1). We denote by v+(ε) the locally unique periodic solution bifurcating from
2π(k+l) and by v−(ε) the periodic solution bifurcating from 2πk for ε ∈ (−ε1, ε1). The bound (8.8)
is a direct consequence of the smoothness of v±.

In the next step, we construct the interface connecting the state v−(ε) to v+(ε). Accounting
for the fact that the potential breaks the translational symmetry of (8.2), we impose the ansatz

u = v−(ε)χ− + v+(ε)χ+ + u0,k,l,ς − 2πkχ− − 2π(k + l)χ+ + w(8.9)

for the desired front solution to (8.3), where w ∈ H2(R) is a small correction term and u0,k,l,ς =
u0,k,l(· − ς) is the shifted front solution to (8.3). Abbreviating A = ∂2x, N (u) = − sin(u), we write
the existence problem (8.2) as

Au+ εV u+N (u) = 0.(8.10)
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Figure 4: Approximations of stationary 1-front solutions to (8.1), along with their spectra, for
system coefficients ε = 0.1 and V (x) = cos(πx). The insets provide a closer view of the small
eigenvalues near zero. The left and middle panels depict strongly spectrally stable 1-front solutions
that connect the periodic state near −2π to 0 and 0 to the periodic state near 2π, respectively.
The right panel depicts a spectrally unstable front solution connecting 0 to the periodic state near
2π. The 1-front solutions are obtained through numerical continuation with the MATLAB package
pde2path [61] by starting from the explicit 1-front solutions u0,k,+1,ς for k ∈ {−1, 0} and ς ∈ R.

Inserting the ansatz (8.9) into (8.10) leads to an equation for the correction w and the shift param-
eter ς of the form

F(w, ε, ς) = 0(8.11)

with

F(w, ε, ς) = Lε(u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε))w +R(ε, ς) + Ň (w, ε, ς),

where we denote ṽ−(ε) = v−(ε)− 2πk, ṽ+(ε) = v+(ε)− 2π(k + l) and

R(ε, ς) = A(u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε)) + εV (u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε))

+N (u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε)),

Ň (w, ε, ς) = N (u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε) + w)−N (u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε))

−N ′(u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε))w,

for ε ∈ (−ε1, ε1), ς ∈ R and w ∈ H2(R). We have F(0, 0, ς0) = 0 and ∂wF(0, 0, ς0) = L0(u0,k,l,ς0)
for all ς0 ∈ R. We recall from §8.1.1 that the kernel of L0(u0,k,l,ς0) is spanned by u′0,k,l,ς0 . In
particular, L0(u0,k,l,ς0) is not invertible. To address this, we employ Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction
to solve (8.11). We note that, since L0(u0,k,l,ς0) is self-adjoint, its range is given by the orthogonal
complement {u0,k,l,ς0}⊥.
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We proceed by obtaining bounds on the residual R and the nonlinearity Ň . We employ esti-
mate (8.8), rely on the continuous embedding H1

per(0, T ) ↪→ L∞(R), apply the mean value theorem
twice, and use the identities A(u0,k,l,ς) = −N (u0,k,l,ς) and Av−(ε) + εV v−(ε) = −N (v−(ε)) to
establish ε- and ς-independent constants C1,2 > 0 such that the pointwise estimate

|R(ε, ς)(x)| = |εV (x) (u0,k,l,ς(x)− 2πk) +N (u0,k,l,ς(x) + v−(ε)(x)− 2πk)−N (u0,k,l,ς(x))

− (N (v−(ε)(x))−N (2πk))|
≤ ε∥V ∥L∞ |u0,k,l,ς(x)− 2πk|

+ sup
|z|≤∥u0,k,l,ς−2πk∥L∞

∣∣N ′(v−(ε)(x) + z)−N ′(2πk + z)
∣∣ |u0,k,l,ς(x)− 2πk|

≤ ε∥V ∥L∞ |u0,k,l,ς(x)− 2πk|+ C1∥v−(ε)− 2πk∥L∞ |u0,k,l,ς(x)− 2πk|
≤ εC2|u0,k,l,ς(x)− 2πk|

holds for x ≤ −1, ε ∈ (−ε1, ε1) and ς ∈ R. Similarly, we find an ε- and ς-independent constant
C3 > 0 such that

|R(ε, ς)(x)| ≤ εC3|u0,k,l,ς(x)− 2π(k + l)|
holds for x ≥ 1, ε ∈ (−ε1, ε1) and ς ∈ R. Moreover, using estimate (8.8), the continuous embedding
H1

per(0, T ) ↪→ L∞(R), the mean value theorem, and the identities A(u0,k,l,ς) = −N (u0,k,l,ς) and
Av±(ε) = −εV v±(ε)−N (v±(ε)), we obtain an ε- and ς-independent constant C4 > 0 such that

|R(ε, ς)(x)| ≤ ∥A(χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε))∥L∞ + ε∥V ∥L∞∥u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε)∥L∞

+ ∥N (u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε))−N (u0,k,l,ς)∥L∞ ≤ εC4

holds for x ∈ [−1, 1], ε ∈ (−ε1, ε1) and ς ∈ R. Combining the latter three estimates, we establish
for each compact ε-independent subset K ⊂ R, an ε- and ς-independent constant C0 > 0 such that

∥R(ε, ς)∥L2 ≤ C0|ε|(8.12)

for ε ∈ (−ε1, ε1) and ς ∈ K. On the other hand, it follows from Taylor theorem, the estimate (8.8),
and the continuous embedding H1

per(0, T ) ↪→ L∞(R), that there exists an ε- and ς-independent
constant C > 0 such that

∥Ň (w, ε, ς)∥L2 ≤ C∥w∥2H2(8.13)

for ε ∈ (−ε1, ε1), ς ∈ R, and w ∈ H2(R) with ∥w∥H2 ≤ 1.
Our next step is to use Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction to solve equation (8.11). The reduction

relies on a parameter-dependent decomposition of the spaces H2(R) and L2(R), which is induced
by the orthogonal projections Pς : H

ℓ(R) → Hℓ(R) and P⊥
ς := I − Pς given by

Pςw =
⟨u′0,k,l,ς , w⟩L2

∥u′0,k,l,ς∥2L2

u′0,k,l,ς

for ℓ ∈ N0 and ς ∈ R. We decompose the problem (8.11) into a regular and singular part which we
complement with a phase condition, which leads to the equivalent problem

P⊥
ς Lε(u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε))P

⊥
ς w + P⊥

ς

(
R(ε, ς) + Ň (w, ε, ς)

)
= 0,(8.14)

PςLε(u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε))P
⊥
ς w + Pς

(
R(ε, ς) + Ň (w, ε, ς)

)
= 0,(8.15)

Pςw = 0.(8.16)
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First, we solve the equations (8.14) and (8.16), corresponding to the regular part of the system. To
this end, we define the smooth nonlinear operator G : H2(R)× (−ε1, ε1)× R → L2(R) by

G(w, ε, ς) = P⊥
ς Lε(u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε))P

⊥
ς w + P⊥

ς

(
R(ε, ς) + Ň (w, ε, ς)

)
+ Pςw.

We observe that G(w, ε, ς) = 0 is equivalent to the equations (8.14) and (8.16). We compute

G(0, 0, ς) = 0, ∂wG(0, 0, ς) = P⊥
ς L0(u0,k,l,ς)P

⊥
ς + Pς

for ς ∈ R. The derivative ∂wG(0, 0, ς) is invertible in the space of bounded linear operators from
H2(R) to L2(R) for ς ∈ R. Therefore, the implicit function theorem yields ε2 ∈ (0, ε1), an open
neighborhood W ⊂ H2(R) of 0, and a smooth map w : (−ε2, ε2) × R → W such that the triple
(w, ε, ς) ∈ U × (−ε2, ε2)× R solves

G(w, ε, ς) = 0

if and only if (w, ε, ς) = (w(ε, ς), ε, ς) for (ε, ς) ∈ (−ε2, ε2) × R. Moreover, we have w(0, ς) = 0 for
ς ∈ R. We plug the solution of equations (8.14) and (8.16) into (8.15) to arrive at the reduced
problem

g(ε, ς) = 0,

where g : (−ε2, ε2)× R → R is given by

g(ε, ς) =
〈
u′0,k,l,ς , Lε (u0,k,l,ς + χ−ṽ−(ε) + χ+ṽ+(ε))P

⊥
ς w(ε, ς) +R(ε, ς) + Ň (w(ε, ς), ε, ς)

〉
L2
.

We solve the equation by desingularizing the smooth function g. To this end, we define the function
g̃ : (−ε2, ε2)× R → R by

g̃(ε, ς) =

{
g(ε,ς)

ε , ε ̸= 0,
∂εg(0, ς), ε = 0.

We observe that g̃ is smooth and obeys g̃(0, ς0) = ∂εg(0, ς0) = Veff(ς0) = 0 and ∂ς g̃(0, ς0) =
∂ς∂εg(0, ς0) = V ′

eff(ς0) ̸= 0. The implicit function theorem yields ε3 ∈ (0, ε2) and a smooth function
ς : (−ε3, ε3) → R such that ς(0) = ς0 and

g̃(ε, ς(ε)) = 0

for all ε ∈ (−ε3, ε3). Consequently, the triple (w(ε, ς(ε)), ε, ς(ε)) solves the system (8.14)-(8.16) for
all ε ∈ (−ε3, ε3). We conclude that u : (−ε3, ε3) → L∞(R) given by

u(ε) = v−(ε)χ− + v+(ε)χ+ + u0,k,l,ς(ε) − 2πkχ− − 2π(k + l)χ+ + w(ε, ς(ε)),

is the desired front solution to (8.1), which satisfies (8.7).
It remains to prove the assertions on the spectrum of the linearization operator Lε(u(ε)). First,

we recall from §8.1.1 that there exists ϱ > 0 such that

σ(L0(u(0))) ⊂ (−∞,−ϱ) ∪ {0},(8.17)

where 0 ∈ σ(L0(u(0))) is a simple eigenvalue. On the other hand, estimate (8.7) implies that
∥u(ε)∥L∞ is bounded by an ε-independent constant for ε ∈ (−ε3, ε3). Consequently, there exists
by Lemma 8.1 an ε-independent constant ϱ1 > 0 such that σ(Lε(u(ε))) ⊂ (−∞, ϱ1]. Combining
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the latter with the fact that Lε(u(ε))− L0(u(0)) : L
2(R) → L2(R) is a bounded operator, we infer

by [33, Theorem IV.3.18] and estimate (8.17) that there exists ε4 ∈ (0, ε3) such that

σ(Lε(u(ε))) ⊂ (−∞,−ϱ) ∪ {λ0(ε)}

for all ε ∈ (−ε4, ε4), where λ0(ε) ∈ R is again a simple eigenvalue of Lε(u(ε)). By [35, Proposi-
tion I.7.2] there exist ε5 ∈ (0, ε4) and C

1-curves λ0 : (−ε5, ε5) → R and z : (−ε5, ε5) → H2(R) with
z(0) = 0 and λ0(0) = 0 solving the eigenvalue problem

Lε(u(ε))(u
′
0,k,l,ς0 + z(ε)) = λ0(ε)(u

′
0,k,l,ς0 + z(ε))

for ε ∈ (−ε5, ε5). Taking the derivative on both sides with respect to ε and evaluating at ε = 0
yields

L0(u0,k,l,ς0)∂εz(0) + V u′0,k,l,ς0 +N ′′(u0,k,l,ς0)[∂εu(0), u
′
0,k,l,ς0 ] = λ′0(0)u

′
0,k,l,ς0 .(8.18)

On the other hand, differentiating the equation

Au(ε) + εV u(ε) +N (u(ε)) = 0

with respect to x and ε and subsequently setting ε = 0, we obtain

L0(u0,k,l,ς0)∂ε∂xu(0) + V ′u0,k,l,ς0 + V u′0,k,l,ς0 +N ′′(u0,k,l,ς0)[∂εu(0), u
′
0,k,l,ς0 ] = 0.(8.19)

Subtracting (8.19) from (8.18), we arrive at

L0(u0,k,l,ς0)(∂εz(0)− ∂ε∂xu(0))− V ′u0,k,l,ς0 = λ′0(0)u
′
0,k,l,ς0 .

Taking the L2-scalar product of the last equation with u′0,k,l,ς0 ∈ ker(L0(u0,k,l,ς0)), we establish

λ′0(0)∥u′0,k,l,ς0∥2L2 = −
∫
R
V ′(x)u0,k,l,ς0(x)u

′
0,k,l,ς0(x)dx = −V ′

eff(ς0),

which finishes the proof.

We observe that the front solutions, established in Theorem 8.2, obey the assumptions (H1)
and (H3). Therefore, given any collection of M such fronts with matching asymptotic end states,
Theorems 3.1 and 6.2 and Corollary 6.1 yield the existence and spectral stability of multifront
solutions bifurcating from the formal concatenation of these M fronts, see Figure 5.

Corollary 8.3. Let M ∈ N. Let {uj}Mj=1 be a sequence of front solutions to (8.2), established in
Theorem 8.2, with end states vj,±(ε). Assume that it holds vj,+(ε) = vj+1,−(ε) for j = 1, . . . ,M−1.
Then, there exists N ∈ N such that for any n ∈ N with n ≥ N there exists a nondegenerate
stationary multifront solution ũn to (8.1) of the form

ũn = an +

M∑
j=1

χj,nuj(· − jnT ),

where χj,n, j = 1, . . . ,M is the smooth partition of unity defined in §3, and {an}n is a sequence in
H2(R) converging to 0 as n → ∞. If the fronts uj are strongly spectrally stable for j = 1, . . . ,M ,
then so is the multifront ũn. Moreover, if there exists j0 ∈ {1, . . . ,M} such that uj0 is spectrally
unstable, then so is ũn.
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Proof. Theorems 3.1 and 8.2 yield the existence of the multifronts ũn. Since the primary fronts uj
are nondegenerate for j = 1, . . . ,M , Theorem 6.2 yields that the multifront ũn is also nondegenerate.
Due to the continuous embedding H1(R) ↪→ L∞(R), ∥ũn∥L∞ is bounded by an n-independent
constant. Therefore, the statements about the spectral (in)stability of the multifront ũn follow
from Corollary 6.1, Theorem 6.2, and Lemma 8.1.

Applying Theorem 4.1 to the nondegenerate multifront solutions established in Corollary 8.3,
we find that multifronts connecting to the same periodic end state at ±∞ are accompanied by
large wavelength periodic multipulse solutions. Their spectral stability follows from Corollary 7.1,
Theorem 7.2, and Lemma 8.1.

Corollary 8.4. Let u be a multifront solution to (8.2), as established in Corollary 8.3. Assume
that u connects to the same periodic end state v ∈ H2

per(0, T ) as x → ±∞. Then, there exists
N ∈ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N there exists a stationary nT -periodic solution un to (8.1)
given by

un(x) = χn(x)u(x) + (1− χn(x))v(x) + an(x), x ∈
[
−n

2T,
n
2T
)
,

where χn is the cut-off function from Theorem 4.1, and {an}n is a sequence with an ∈ H2
per(0, nT )

satisfying ∥an∥H2
per(0,nT ) → 0 as n→ ∞. Moreover, if u is strongly spectrally stable, then so is un.

Finally, if u is spectrally unstable, then so is un.

8.2 A Klausmeier reaction-diffusion-advection system

We consider a Klausmeier-type model with spatially periodic coefficients as an example for a 2-
component reaction-diffusion-advection system to which our theory applies. Using our methods,
we rigorously establish the existence of strongly spectrally stable stationary multipulse solutions
and corresponding periodic pulse solutions. These results extend the recent findings in [5], where
stationary 1-pulse solutions to this Klausmeier model were constructed using singular perturbation
theory and their stability was analyzed. The system of equations reads

∂tw = ∂2xw + ε
(
f(x)∂xw + g(x)w

)
− w − wp2 + a,

∂tp = d2∂2xp−mp+ wp2,

(
w(x, t)
p(x, t)

)
∈ R2, x ∈ R, t ≥ 0

with parameters d, a,m, ε > 0 and real-valued functions f, g ∈ C1(R) with period T > 0. This
model is employed in ecology to describe the dynamics of vegetation patterns resulting from the
interaction between water w and plants p across a spatially heterogeneous terrain with periodic
topography modeled by the functions f and g. Here, d > 0 is a diffusion coefficient, a models
the amount of rain fall, 1/m is a quantity corresponding to the life time of plants, and ε > 0
measures the influence of the terrain on the vegetation dynamics. For more background on the
model, including the role of the individual parameters and the functions f and g, we refer to [5]
and references therein.

To fit the system in our framework, we set u = (w, p)⊤ and write the equations as

∂tu = Aεu+Nε(u, x)(8.20)
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Figure 5: Approximations of stationary 2-front solutions to (8.1), along with their spectra, for
system coefficients ε = 0.1 and V (x) = cos(πx). The insets provide a closer view of the small
eigenvalues near zero. Left: a strongly spectrally stable 2-front solution obtained through numer-
ical continuation by starting from the formal concatenation of the strongly spectrally stable front
solutions depicted in the left and middle panels of Figure 4. Right: a spectrally unstable 2-front
obtained through numerical continuation by starting from the formal concatenation of a strongly
spectrally stable and a spectrally unstable 1-front solution (left and right panels of Figure 4).

with

Aε =

(
∂2x + εf∂x 0

0 d2∂2x

)
, Nε

((
w
p

)
, x

)
=

(
εg(x)w − w − wp2 + a

−mp+ wp2

)
.

The existence problem for stationary solutions is then given by

Aεu+Nε(u, ·) = 0,(8.21)

which is of the form (2.1). The associated linearization operator Lε(u) : D(Lε(u)) ⊂ L2(R) → L2(R)
with dense domain D(Lε(u)) = H2(R) is given by

Lε(u) = Aε + ∂uNε(u, ·)

for u ∈ L∞(R). Given that the ε-independent principal part A0 of the operator Lε(u) is sectorial,
and the remainder Lε(u) − A0 is relatively A0-bounded, cf. [18, Definition III.2.1], we obtain the
following spectral a-priori bound.

Lemma 8.5. Let f, g ∈ L∞(R) and C, d, a,m, ε0 > 0. Then, there exists a constant ϱ > 0,
depending only on ∥f∥L∞ , ∥g∥L∞ , C, d, a,m and ε0, such that we have

σ(Lε(u)) ∩ {λ ∈ C : Re(λ) ≥ −1} ⊂ B0(ϱ)

for all ε ∈ (−ε0, ε0) and each u ∈ L∞(R) with ∥u∥L∞ ≤ C. Here, B0(ϱ) is the closed ball of radius
ϱ centered at the origin.
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Proof. On the one hand, it is well-known that the diagonal diffusion operator A0 generates a
bounded analytic semigroup, cf. [18, Example II.4.10]. On the other hand, the exposition in [18,
Example III.2.2] demonstrates that the residual Lε(u)−A0 is relatively A0-bounded with A0-bound
0. The result then follows directly from [18, Lemma III.2.6] and its proof.

The main goal of this section is to show that (8.20) admits stationary (periodic) multipulse
solutions corresponding to (periodic sequences of) localized vegetation patches. The fundamental
building blocks of these multiple pulse solutions are nondegenerate 1-pulse solutions. The existence
and spectral stability of stationary 1-pulse solutions to (8.20) for small ε > 0 were established
in [5] for a broad class of heterogeneities f and g. However, the spectral analysis in [5] assumes
that f and g are localized, leaving the spectral stability and nondegeneracy of the 1-pulse solutions
unaddressed for periodic f and g.

To bridge this gap, we begin by establishing the existence and spectral stability of nondegenerate
stationary 1-pulse solutions to (8.20) for small ε > 0 and periodic f and g. This is achieved by
bifurcating from even 1-pulse solutions to the unperturbed problem

A0u+N0(u, ·) = 0,(8.22)

which were constructed in [5, Theorem 2.20] using geometric singular perturbation theory in the
regime ν := a/m ≪ 1, dν2m1/2, d/ν2 ≤ C for some ν-independent constant C > 0. Since these
solutions correspond to homoclinics to a hyperbolic equilibrium in (8.22), they are exponentially
localized, see Figure 6. Moreover, it follows from [5, Theorem 3.2] that they are spectrally stable
with simple eigenvalue λ = 0 as in Definition 2.1. With the aid of the implicit function theorem,
we prove that these 1-pulse solutions persist for ε > 0 in case f is odd and g is even. Moreover, we
show that their spectral stability is determined by the sign of a Melnikov-type integral.

Theorem 8.6. Let T, d, a,m > 0. Let f ∈ C1(R) be T -periodic and odd. Let g ∈ C1(R) be T -
periodic and even. Let u0 = z0 + v0 ∈ H2(R)⊕ R2 be an even solution to (8.20) for ε = 0, which
is spectrally stable with simple eigenvalue λ = 0. Assume that the Melnikov integral

M =

∫
R

(
f ′(x)∂xu01(x) + g′(x)u01(x)

)
Ψad1(x)dx

does not vanish, where Ψad ∈ H2(R) spans the kernel of the adjoint operator L0(u0)
∗ and satisfies

⟨∂xu0,Ψad⟩L2 = 1.
Then, there exist constants C, ε0, η > 0 such that for all ε ∈ (−ε0, ε0) \ {0} there exists a

nondegenerate even solution u(ε) = z(ε) + v(ε) ∈ H2(R)⊕H2
per(0, T ) to (8.20) satisfying

∥u(ε)− u0∥L∞ ≤ Cε, ∥v(ε)− v0∥H2
per(0,T ) ≤ Cε.(8.23)

Furthermore, we have

σ(Lε(u(ε)) ⊂ {λ ∈ C : Re(λ) ≤ −η} ∪ {λ0(ε)}

for ε ∈ (−ε0, ε0), where λ0(ε) ∈ R is a real simple eigenvalue of Lε(u(ε)) obeying the expansion

λ0(ε) = −εM+O(ε2).
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Proof. We start with the construction of the periodic background wave v(ε) by perturbing from
the rest state v0 in (8.22). The smooth function F : H2

even,per(0, T )× R → L2
even,per(0, T ) given by

F(v, ε) = Aεv +Nε(v, ·)

obeys F(v0, 0) = 0 and ∂vF(v0, 0) = L0(v0). Since u0 is spectrally stable with simple eigen-
value λ = 0, the essential spectrum of L0(u0) is confined to the open left-half plane, which, by
Proposition 5.2, is given by σess(L0(u0)) = σ(L0(v0)). Therefore, ∂vF(v0, 0) is invertible as an
operator from H2

even,per(0, T ) into L2
even,per(0, T ). An application of the implicit function theorem

yields ε1 > 0 and a smooth map v : (−ε1, ε1) → H2
even,per(0, T ) with v(0) = v0 such that

F(v(ε), ε) = 0

for all ε ∈ (−ε1, ε1).
Substituting the ansatz u = z+ v(ε) with z ∈ H2

even(R) into (8.21), we arrive at

0 = Aε(z+ v(ε)) +Nε(z+ v(ε), ·) = Aεz+Nε(z+ v(ε), ·)−Nε(v(ε), ·).

Clearly, the smooth nonlinear operator G : H2
even(R)× (−ε1, ε1) → L2

even(R) given by

G(z, ε) = Aεz+Nε(z+ v(ε), ·)−Nε(v(ε), ·)

is well-defined and satisfies G(z0, 0) = 0 and ∂zG(z0, 0) = L0(u0)|H2
even

, where L0(u0)|H2
even

is the
restriction of the linear operator L0(u0) : H

2(R) → L2(R) to the subspace H2
even(R) ⊂ H2(R) of

even functions. Since u0 is spectrally stable with simple eigenvalue λ = 0, the kernel of L0(u0)
is spanned by the odd function ∂xu0. Therefore, ∂zG(z0, 0) = L0(u0)|H2

even
is invertible. Hence,

the implicit function theorem affords ε2 ∈ (0, ε1) and a smooth map z : (−ε2, ε2) → H2
even(R) with

z(0) = z0 such that

G(z(ε), ε) = 0

for all ε ∈ (−ε2, ε2). In particular, we obtain a smooth map u : (−ε2, ε2) → H2(R)⊕H2
per(0, T ) such

that u(ε) = z(ε)+v(ε) is an even solution to (8.21). The bounds (8.23) follows by the smoothness
of u and v and the continuous embeddings H1(R) ↪→ L∞(R) and H1

per(0, T ) ↪→ L∞(R).
Next, we establish the nondegeneracy of u(ε) as well as its spectral (in)stability. To this end,

we begin by tracing the simple eigenvalue of Lε(u(ε)) converging to 0 as ε → 0. Since L0(u0) is
spectrally stable with simple eigenvalue λ = 0, it follows from [35, Proposition I.7.2] that there
exist ε3 ∈ (0, ε2) and C

1-curves λ0 : (−ε3, ε3) → R and w : (−ε3, ε3) → H2(R) with w(0) = 0 and
λ0(0) = 0 solving the eigenvalue problem

Lε(u(ε))(∂xu0 +w(ε)) = λ0(ε)(∂xu0 +w(ε)).

Taking the derivative on both sides with respect to ε and evaluating at ε = 0 yields

L0(u0)∂εw(0) + (f∂x + g)

(
∂xu01

0

)
+ ∂uuN0(u0, ·)[∂εu(0), ∂xu0] = λ′0(0)∂xu0,(8.24)

where we denote u0 = (u01,u02)
⊤. On the other hand, differentiating the equation

Aεu(ε) +Nε(u(ε), ·) = 0
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with respect to x and ε and subsequently setting ε = 0, we obtain

L0(u0)∂ε∂xu0 + (f∂x + g)

(
∂xu01

0

)
+ ∂uuN0(u0, ·)[∂εu(0), ∂xu0] + (f ′∂x + g′)

(
u01

0

)
= 0.(8.25)

Subtracting (8.25) from (8.24), we find

L0(u0)
(
∂εw(0)− ∂ε∂xu(0)

)
− (f ′∂x + g′)

(
u01

0

)
= λ′0(0)∂xu0.

Taking the L2-scalar product of the last equation with Ψad ∈ H2(R), we establish

λ′0(0) = −⟨(f ′∂x + g′)u01,Ψad1⟩L2 = −
∫
R

(
f ′(x)∂xu01(x) + g′(x)u01(x)

)
Ψad1(x)dx = −M ≠ 0.

Finally, we prove that the remaining part of the spectrum of Lε(u(ε)) lies in the open left-half
plane. Since u0 is spectrally stable with simple eigenvalue λ = 0, there exists a constant ϱ > 0 such
that

σ(L0(u0)) ∩ {λ ∈ C : Re(λ) ≥ −ϱ} = {0}.(8.26)

On the other hand, since ∥u(ε)∥L∞ is bounded by an ε-independent constant by estimate (8.23),
there exists by Lemma 8.5 an ε-independent constant ϱ1 > 0 such that

σ(Lε(u(ε))) ∩ {λ ∈ C : Re(λ) ≥ −1} ⊂ B0(ϱ1)

for ε ∈ (−ε3, ε3). Combining the latter with the fact that Lε(u(ε))−L0(u0) is a bounded operator
on L2(R), [33, Theorem IV.3.18] and (8.26) yield ε4 ∈ (0, ε3) such that

σ(Lε(u(ε)) ∩
{
λ ∈ C : Re(λ) ≥ −1

2ϱ
}

contains exactly one algebraically simple eigenvalue of Lε(u(ε)) for ε ∈ (−ε4, ε4), which is then
necessarily given by λ(ε) ∈ R. This completes the proof.

Remark 8.7. We emphasize that the Melnikov integral M in Theorem 8.6 is generically nonvan-
ishing, since the integrand is an even function of x.

Since the 1-pulse solutions, established in Theorem 8.6, satisfy the assumptions (H1)-(H3),
Theorems 3.1 and 6.2, Corollary 6.1, and Lemma 8.5 yield the existence and spectral stability of
bifurcating multipulse solutions.

Corollary 8.8. Let M ∈ N. Let u ∈ H2(R)⊕H2
per(0, T ) be a pulse solution to (8.21) as established

in Theorem 8.6. Then, there exists N ∈ N such that for any n ∈ N with n ≥ N there exists a
nondegenerate stationary multipulse solution ũn to (8.20) of the form

ũn = an +
M∑
j=1

χj,nu(· − jnT ),

where χj,n, j = 1, . . . ,M is the smooth partition of unity defined in §3, and {an}n is a sequence
in H2(R) converging to 0 as n → ∞. If the pulse u is strongly spectrally stable, then so is the
multipulse ũn. Moreover, if u is spectrally unstable, then the same holds for ũn.
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Figure 6: A spectrally stable stationary 1-pulse solution to (8.20) for ε = 0 (top left), along with its
spectrum (top middle) with simple eigenvalue λ = 0. The p-component in the left panel is scaled
by a factor 0.2 to improve visibility. We continued this 1-pulse solution in ε using the MATLAB
package pde2path [61] and plotted its critical eigenvalue λ0(ε) as a function of ε (top right). One
observes that the curve λ0(ε) is to leading order linear, which is in agreement with the expansion
of λ0(ε) provided in Theorem 8.6. The bottom row depicts a strongly spectrally stable stationary
2-pulse solution to (8.20) for ε = 1 (bottom left), along with its spectrum (bottom right). The inset
provides a closer view of the small eigenvalues near zero. The 2-pulse is obtained through numerical
continuation starting from the superposition of two spectrally stable 1-pulse solutions to (8.20). The
system coefficients are d = 0.04, a = 0.5,m = 0.4, f(x) = 0.2 sin(2x) and g(x) = 0.4 cos(2x).

Proof. The existence of the multipulse ũn is a direct consequence of Theorems 3.1 and 8.6. Since
the primary pulse u is nondegenerate, Theorem 6.2 implies that the multipulse ũn is also non-
degenerate. Thanks to the continuous embedding H1(R) ↪→ L∞(R), ∥ũn∥L∞ is bounded by an
n-independent constant. So, the assertions about the spectral (in)stability of ũn follow from Corol-
lary 6.1, Theorem 6.2, and Lemma 8.5.

The nondegenerate multipulse solutions, established in Corollary 8.8, are accompanied by large
wavelength periodic multipulse solutions. Their existence and spectral (in)stability are derived
from Theorems 4.1 and 7.2, Corollary 7.1, and Lemma 8.5.

Corollary 8.9. Let u = z+v ∈ H2(R)⊕H2
per(0, T ) be a multipulse solution to (8.21), as established

in Corollary 8.8. Then, there exists N ∈ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N there exists a
stationary nT -periodic solution un to (8.20) given by

un(x) = χn(x)u(x) + (1− χn(x))v(x) + an(x), x ∈
[
−n

2T,
n
2T
)
,

where χn is the cut-off function from Theorem 4.1, and {an}n is a sequence with an ∈ H2
per(0, nT )
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satisfying ∥an∥H2
per(0,nT ) → 0 as n→ ∞. If u is strongly spectrally stable, then so is un. Moreover,

if u is spectrally unstable, then the same holds for un.

8.3 The Gross-Pitaevskii equation

Let T > 0. We consider a nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) equation with an external potential, which
is commonly referred to as Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) equation and arises, for instance, as a mean-
field approximation in the study of Bose-Einstein condensates in optical lattices, see [9,34,47] and
references therein. The Gross-Pitaevskii equation is given by

i∂tu = −∂2xu+ µV (x)u+ κ|u|2u, u(x, t) ∈ C, x ∈ R, t ≥ 0(8.27)

with parameters κ ∈ {±1} and µ ∈ R, and real-valued potential V ∈ C1(R). In the context of
Bose-Einstein condensation, u(x, t) represents a macroscopic wave function, |u(x, t)|2 is its atomic
density, V (x) is the external potential created by the optical lattice, µ measures the strength of
the potential, and the sign of κ determines whether the nonlinear interaction of the Bose-Einstein
condensates is attractive (κ = −1) or repulse (κ = 1). We say that the nonlinearity in (8.27) is
defocusing if κ = 1 and focusing if κ = −1. Here, we are interested in periodic optical trapping
lattices formed by the interference of laser beams. Thus, we consider T -periodic potentials V .

We search for time-harmonic solutions to (8.27). Thus, we insert u(x, t) = eiωtψ(x, t) with
ω ∈ R into (8.27) to obtain

i∂tψ = −∂2xψ + µV (x)ψ + ωψ + κ|ψ|2ψ.(8.28)

Real-valued stationary solutions of (8.28) then satisfy the ordinary differential equation

−∂2xψ + µV (x)ψ + ωψ + κψ3 = 0,

which is of the from (2.1).
In order to study the stability of stationary solutions to (8.28), we write the equation as a

system

∂tψ = J
(
−∂2xψ + µV (x)ψ + ωψ + κ|ψ|2ψ

)
(8.29)

in ψ = (Re(ψ), Im(ψ))⊤, where

J =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
is skew-symmetric. System (8.29) exhibits a rotational invariance, i.e., the map ψ 7→ R(γ)ψ with

R(γ) =

(
cos(γ) sin(γ)
− sin(γ) cos(γ)

)
, γ ∈ R

maps solutions of (8.29) to solutions. The advantage of the formulation (8.29) over (8.28) is that the
nonlinearity is differentiable, which allows for linearization about a real-valued stationary solution
ψ = (ψ, 0)⊤. The associated linearization operator Lµ(ψ) : D(Lµ(ψ)) ⊂ L2(R) → L2(R) with dense
domain D(Lµ(ψ)) = H2(R) is given by

Lµ(ψ) = J

(
L+,µ(ψ) 0

0 L−,µ(ψ)

)
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for ψ ∈ L∞(R), where L±,µ(ψ) : D(L±,µ(ψ)) ⊂ L2(R) → L2(R) with D(L±,µ(ψ)) = H2(R) are
defined by

L−,µ(ψ)ϕ = −ϕ′′ + µV ϕ+ ωϕ+ κψ2ϕ, L+,µ(ψ)ϕ = −ϕ′′ + µV ϕ+ ωϕ+ 3κψ2ϕ.

One observes that the second-order operators L±,µ(ψ) are self-adjoint and bounded from below.
Moreover, the spectrum of Lµ(ψ) possesses the Hamiltonian symmetry

λ ∈ σ(Lµ(ψ)) ⇒ −λ, λ ∈ σ(Lµ(ψ)).

Therefore, a real-valued stationary solution ψ to (8.28) can only be spectrally stable if the spectrum
of Lµ(ψ) is confined to the imaginary axis.

Let n ∈ N. If ψ ∈ H2
per(0, nT ) is a real-valued nT -periodic stationary solution to (8.28),

then Lµ(ψ) has nT -periodic coefficients and its action on the space L2
per(0, nT ) is well-defined.

Thus, to analyze spectral stability against co-periodic perturbations, we introduce the differential
operator Lµ,per(ψ) : D(Lµ,per(ψ)) ⊂ L2

per(0, nT ) → L2
per(0, nT ) with dense domain D(Lµ,per(ψ)) =

H2
per(0, nT ) by

Lµ,per(ψ) = J

(
L+,µ,per(ψ) 0

0 L−,µ,per(ψ)

)
for ψ ∈ H1(0, nT ), where the operators L±,µ,per(ψ) : D(L±,µ,per(ψ)) ⊂ L2

per(0, nT ) → L2
per(0, nT )

with D(L±,µ,per(ψ)) = H2
per(0, nT ) are defined by

L−,µ,per(ψ)ϕ = −ϕ′′ + µV ϕ+ ωϕ+ κψ2ϕ, L+,µ,per(ψ)ϕ = −ϕ′′ + µV ϕ+ ωϕ+ 3κψ2ϕ.

We recall from §2.4 that the spectrum of Lµ,per(ψ) consists of isolated eigenvalues of finite algebraic
multiplicity only. Moreover, due to Hamiltonian symmetry, we find that a real-valued nT -periodic
stationary solution ψ to (8.28) can only be spectrally stable against co-periodic perturbations if
the spectrum of Lµ,per(ψ) is confined to the imaginary axis.

In the following, we divide our analysis in two parts. In the first part, we consider the defo-
cusing Gross-Pitaevskii equation (8.28) with κ = 1. Here, we prove the existence of nondegenerate
stationary 1-front solutions connecting periodic end states. These 1-fronts correspond to so-called
dark solitons, established in [4,64]. We apply Theorem 3.1 to obtain stationary multifront solutions
to (8.28) lying near formal concatenations of these primary 1-fronts. Theorem 4.1 then yields the
existence of periodic solutions bifurcating from the formal periodic extension of these multifronts
in case the multifront connects to the same periodic end state at ±∞. Since 0 lies in the essential
spectrum of linearization operator, the spectral stability of these solutions is a subtle and unre-
solved issue, beyond the scope of this application section. We refer to [46] for a stability analysis
of dark solitons in case of a localized potential.

In the second part, we consider the focusing case κ = −1. We first recall existence results
from [45] and references therein, yielding nondegenerate stationary 1-pulse solutions to (8.28).
Taking these so-called gap solitons as building blocks, we then employ Theorems 3.1 and 4.1 to
construct multipulse solutions as well as periodic pulse solutions. Subsequently, we combine Theo-
rem 7.2 with Krein index counting theory [30,31] to establish spectral stability of the periodic pulse
solutions. Our spectral analysis yields orbital stability against co-periodic perturbations through
the stability theorem of Grillakis, Shatah and Strauss [26]. Finally, we combine Theorem 6.2 with
Sturm-Liouville theory [66] and Krein index counting arguments to derive instability conditions for
the multipulse solutions.
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8.3.1 Fronts in the defocusing Gross-Pitaevskii equation

We consider the defocusing case κ = 1. Moreover, we assume ω < 0. We search for real-valued
stationary multifront solutions to (8.28) connecting periodic states at ±∞. Real-valued stationary
solutions to (8.28) solve the ordinary differential equation

−ψ′′ + µV (x)ψ + ωψ + ψ3 = 0.(8.30)

We aim to employ Theorem 3.1 to construct multifront solutions to (8.30) lying near formal con-
catenations of front solutions with a single interface. These 1-front solutions, known as dark
solitons, have been rigorously constructed in [64] by leveraging a comparison principle, see also [59]
for the case of a cubic-quintic nonlinearity. However, dark solitons are degenerate solutions
to (8.28), obstructing an application of Theorem 3.1. The reason is that a dark soliton ψ(µ)
to (8.30) necessarily connects to nonconstant periodic end states v±(µ) ∈ H2

per(0, T ), which obey
L−,per,µ(v±(µ))v±(µ) = 0, since v±(µ) must solve (8.30). Hence, we arrive at 0 ∈ σ(L−,µ(v±(µ))) ⊂
σess(L−,µ(ψ(µ))) ⊂ σ(Lµ(ψ(µ))) by (2.4) and Proposition 5.2.

Here, we circumvent this issue by regarding dark solitons as nondegenerate stationary 1-front
solutions to the real-valued reaction-diffusion problem

∂tψ = −∂2xψ + µV (x)ψ + ωψ + ψ3, ψ(x, t) ∈ R, x ∈ R, t ≥ 0,(8.31)

which obviously admits the same stationary solutions as (8.28). In the following result, we construct
nondegenerate odd 1-front solutions to (8.31) in the case of a small potential by perturbing from
the black NLS soliton

ψ0(x) =
√
−ω tanh

(√
−ω
2
x

)
,

which solves (8.30) at µ = 0.

Theorem 8.10. Let ω < 0 and T > 0. Let V ∈ C1(R) be even, T -periodic, and real-valued. Let
χ± : R → [0, 1] be a smooth partition of unity such that χ+ is supported on (−1,∞), χ− is supported
on (−∞, 1), and we have χ+(x) = χ−(−x) for all x ∈ R. Assume∫

R
V ′(x)ψ0(x)ψ

′
0(x)dx ̸= 0.(8.32)

Then, there exist constants C, µ0 > 0 such that for all µ ∈ (0, µ0) there exists a nondegenerate
stationary odd solution ψ(µ) to (8.31) satisfying

∥ψ(µ)− ψ0∥L∞ ≤ Cµ, χ±(ψ(µ)− v±(µ)) ∈ H2(R),(8.33)

where v±(µ) ∈ H2
per(0, T ) are even periodic solutions to (8.30) obeying the bound

∥v±(µ)∓
√
−ω∥H2

per(0,T ) ≤ Cµ.(8.34)

Proof. The proof proceeds along the lines of the proof of Theorem 8.2 and is divided into two steps.
In the first step, we construct small-amplitude periodic solutions v±(µ) to (8.36) by bifurcating
from the equilibria ±√−ω at µ = 0. In the second step, we connect these periodic solutions by an
interface, which arises as a localized perturbation of the black soliton ψ0.
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Define the smooth nonlinear operator Fper : H
2
per(0, T )× R → L2

per(0, T ) by

Fper(v, µ) = −v′′ + (v2 + ω)v + µV v.

Since Fper(
√−ω, 0) = 0 and

∂vFper(
√
−ω, 0) = −∂2x − 2ω

is invertible, an application of the implicit function theorem yields that there exist µ1 > 0 and a
locally unique smooth function v+ : (−µ1, µ1) → H2

per(0, T ) with v+(0) =
√−ω satisfying

Fper(v+(µ), µ) = 0

for all µ ∈ (−µ1, µ1). Symmetry of the equation (8.30) yields that x 7→ v+(−x;µ) is also a solution.
So, by uniqueness we find v+(x;µ) = v+(−x;µ) for x ∈ R and µ ∈ (−µ1, µ1), after shrinking
µ1 > 0 if necessary. Setting v−(µ) = −v+(µ), we deduce that v±(µ) ∈ H2

per(0, T ) are even periodic
solutions to (8.30) obeying (8.34) for µ ∈ (−µ1, µ1).

We proceed by constructing the interface connecting v−(µ) and v+(µ). For convenience, we
abbreviate A = −∂2x + ω and N (ψ) = ψ3, and write (8.30) in the abstract form

Aψ +N (ψ) + µV ψ = 0.(8.35)

Inserting the ansatz

ψ = v−(µ)χ− + v+(µ)χ+ + ψ0 +
√
−ωχ− −

√
−ωχ+ + φ

with error term φ ∈ H2
odd(R) into (8.35), we arrive at the equation

F(φ, µ) = 0,

where F : H2
odd(R)× (−µ1, µ1) → L2

odd(R) is the smooth nonlinear operator given by

F(φ, µ) = L+,µ(χ−ṽ−(µ) + χ+ṽ+(µ) + ψ0)φ+R(µ) + Ň (φ, µ)

with ṽ±(µ) = v±(µ)∓
√−ω and

R(µ) = A(ψ0 + χ−ṽ−(µ) + χ+ṽ+(µ)) + µV (ψ0 + χ−ṽ−(µ) + χ+ṽ+(µ))

+ N (ψ0 + χ−ṽ−(µ) + χ+ṽ+(µ)),

Ň (φ, µ) = N (ψ0 + χ−ṽ−(µ) + χ+ṽ+(µ) + φ)−N (ψ0 + χ−ṽ−(µ) + χ+ṽ+(µ))

− N ′(ψ0 + χ−ṽ−(µ) + χ+ṽ+(µ))φ.

We emphasize that F is well-defined, because χ+ṽ+(µ) + χ−ṽ−(µ) and ψ0 are odd functions.
By Sturm-Liouville theory, cf. [32, Theorem 2.3.3], the kernel of the second-order operator

L+,0(ψ0) is spanned by the even function ψ′
0 ∈ H2(R). Hence, using that L+,0(ψ0) maps odd

functions to odd functions, its restriction L+,0(ψ0)|H2
odd

to the subspace of odd functions is well-

defined and invertible. In addition, by employing analogous arguments as for the estimates (8.12)
and (8.13) in the proof of Theorem 8.2, we find a µ-independent constant C > 0 such that

∥R(µ)∥L2 ≤ C|µ|, ∥Ň (φ, µ)∥L2 ≤ C∥φ∥2H2
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for all µ ∈ (−µ1, µ1) and φ ∈ H2
odd(R) with ∥φ∥H2 ≤ 1. We conclude that F(0, 0) = 0 and

∂φF(0, 0) = L+,0(ψ0)|H2
odd

is invertible. Therefore, the implicit function theorem yields µ2 ∈ (0, µ1)

and a smooth function φ : (−µ2, µ2) → H2
odd(R) with φ(0) = 0 satisfying

F(φ(µ), µ) = 0

for µ ∈ (−µ2, µ2). The 1-front

ψ(µ) = v−(µ)χ− + v+(µ)χ+ + ψ0 +
√
−ωχ− −

√
−ωχ+ + φ(µ),

is an odd stationary solution to (8.30) for µ ∈ (−µ2, µ2), which obeys (8.33) by smoothness of v±
and φ, and by exponential localization of χ±(ψ0 ∓

√−ω) and its derivatives. The nondegeneracy
of ψ(µ) as a stationary solution to (8.31) follows from (8.32) using analogous arguments as in the
proof of Theorem 8.2, and is therefore omitted here.

Remark 8.11. Let ψ(µ) be the nondegenerate stationary 1-front solution to (8.31), established
in Theorem 8.10. Thanks to the reflection symmetry of (8.31), we find that −ψ(µ) is also a
nondegenerate 1-front solution. It connects v+(µ) to v−(µ).

The nondegeneracy of the 1-front solutions ±ψ(µ) to (8.31), established in Theorem 8.10 and
Remark 8.11, permits the application of Theorems 3.1 and 6.2, yielding the existence of nondegen-
erate stationary multifront solutions to (8.31), see Figure 7.

Corollary 8.12. Let M ∈ N. Let {ψj}Mj=1 be a sequence of front solutions to (8.30), established in
Theorem 8.10 and Remark 8.11, with end states vj,±(µ). Assume that it holds vj,+(µ) = vj+1,−(µ)
for j = 1, . . . ,M − 1. Then, there exists N ∈ N such that for any n ∈ N with n ≥ N there exists a
nondegenerate stationary multifront solution ψ̃n to (8.31) of the form

ψ̃n = an +
M∑
j=1

χj,nψj(· − jnT ),

where χj,n, j = 1, . . . ,M is the smooth partition of unity defined in §3, and {an}n is a sequence in
H2(R) converging to 0 as n→ ∞.

If the nondegenerate multifronts, obtained in Corollary 8.12, connect to the same end state at
±∞, then Theorem 4.1 yields large wavelength periodic pulse solutions approximating a formal
periodic extension of the multifront.

Corollary 8.13. Let ψ be a multifront solution to (8.30), as established Corollary 8.12. Assume
that ψ connects to the same periodic end state v ∈ H2

per(0, T ) as x → ±∞. Then, there exists
N ∈ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N there exists a stationary nT -periodic solution ψn

to (8.30) given by

ψn(x) = χn(x)ψ(x) + (1− χn(x))v(x) + an(x), x ∈
[
−n

2T,
n
2T
)
,

where χn is the cut-off function from Theorem 4.1, and {an}n is a sequence with an ∈ H2
per(0, nT )

satisfying ∥an∥H2
per(0,nT ) → 0 as n→ ∞.
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Figure 7: Approximations of stationary real-valued 1-, 2-, and 3-front solutions to the Gross-
Pitaevskii equation (8.28) for system coefficients κ = 1, ω = −1, V (x) = 0.2 cos2(x/2), and µ = 1.
The solutions are obtained through numerical continuation by starting from a formal concatenation
of shifted black solitons ±ψ0(· − ς), ς ∈ R, which solve (8.30) at µ = 0.

Remark 8.14. Under some Conley-Moser-type conditions, all bounded solutions to (8.30) can be
characterized using symbolic dynamics [4]. Specifically, there exists a homeomorphism between the
set of all real bounded solutions of (8.30) and the set of bi-infinite sequences of numbers 1, . . . , N
for some integer N ∈ N. As explained in [4], this symbolic identification yields the existence of
multifronts in (8.30), as well as periodic solutions featuring multiple front interfaces on a single
periodicity interval. The Conley-Moser-type conditions are verified numerically in [4] in case of the
periodic potential V (x) = cos(2x) in (8.30). Notably, since we have∫

R
V ′(x)ψ0(x)ψ

′
0(x)dx = − 8π

sinh
(√

2
−ω π

) ̸= 0

for ω < 0, Theorem 8.10 and Corollaries 8.12 and 8.13 rigorously establish the existence of multi-
fronts and periodic pulse solutions to the defocusing Gross-Pitaevskii equation (8.30) with potential
V (x) = cos(2x), provided µ > 0 is sufficiently small.

8.3.2 Pulses in the focusing Gross-Pitaevskii equation

We now turn to the focusing case κ = −1. We are interested in the existence and stability of
real-valued stationary multipulses and periodic pulse solutions to (8.28). Real-valued stationary
solutions to (8.28) obey the ordinary differential equation

−ψ′′ + µV (x)ψ + ωψ − ψ3 = 0.(8.36)

We first discuss the existence of 1-pulse solutions to (8.36). These so-called gap solitons will
serve as building blocks for the construction of (periodic) multipulse solutions. We emphasize that
any real-valued stationary pulse solution ψ ∈ H2(R) \ {0} to (8.28) is degenerate, since (0, ψ)⊤ lies
in the kernel of the operator L−,µ(ψ). Therefore, we proceed as in the defocusing case and consider
the associated real-valued reaction-diffusion problem

∂tψ = −∂2xψ + µV (x)ψ + ωψ − ψ3, ψ(x, t) ∈ R, x ∈ R, t ≥ 0.(8.37)

Existence of nondegenerate stationary 1-pulse solutions to (8.37) has been shown in different
regimes for the parameters ω, µ and the potential V . For instance, Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction
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was employed in [45] to find bifurcating 1-pulse solutions from the family of bright NLS solitons

ϕ0(x; ς, ω) =
√
2ω sech

(√
ω(x− ς)

)
,

which solve (8.36) at µ = 0 and satisfy

⟨∂ωϕ0(ς, ω), ϕ0(ς, ω)⟩L2 =
1√
ω

for each ς ∈ R and ω > 0. Specifically, the analysis in [45, Section 3.2.3] yields the following result.

Theorem 8.15. Let ω0, T > 0. Let V ∈ C2(R) be T -periodic and real-valued. Let ς0 ∈ R be a
simple zero of the derivative of the effective potential Veff : R → R given by

Veff(ς) =

∫
R
V (x+ ς)ϕ0(x; 0, ω0)

2dx.

Then, there exist µ0 > 0 and a smooth map ϕ : (−µ0, µ0) × (ω0 − µ0, ω0 + µ0) → H2(R) with
ϕ(0, ω0) = ϕ0(ς0, ω0) such that for each µ ∈ (−µ0, µ0) \ {0} and ω ∈ (ω0−µ0, ω0+µ0) we have that
ϕ(µ, ω) is a nondegenerate stationary solution to (8.37) satisfying

⟨∂ωϕ(µ, ω), ϕ(µ, ω)⟩L2 > 0.

In addition, L+,µ(ϕ(µ, ω)) has precisely one negative eigenvalue in case µV ′′
eff(ς0) > 0, whereas it has

precisely two negative eigenvalues in case µV ′′
eff(ς0) < 0 (counting algebraic multiplicies). Finally,

L−,µ(ϕ(µ, ω)) possesses no negative eigenvalues.

On the other hand, if ω, µ ∈ R and V ∈ C1(R) are chosen such that ω lies in the so-called semi-
infinite gap (s0,∞) where s0 is the spectral bound of the periodic differential operator ∂2x − µV
acting on L2(R), one can use variational methods [1, 37, 45, 58] to prove the existence of nontriv-
ial nondegenerate stationary H2-solutions to (8.37) arising as critical points of the Hamiltonian
H : H1(R) → R given by

H(ψ) =
1

2

∫
R

(
|∂xψ(x)|2 + (ω + µV (x)) |ψ(x)|2 − 1

2
|ψ(x)|4

)
dx.

We refer to [45] and references therein for further details on the existence of gap-soliton solutions
to (8.36). In the remaining part of this section, we assume that ω, µ ∈ R and V ∈ C1(R) are such
that a nondegenerate stationary 1-pulse solution to (8.37) exists. Theorems 3.1, 4.1 and 6.2 then
readily yield the existence of associated multifronts and periodic pulse solutions to (8.36), see
Figure 8.

Corollary 8.16. Let T > 0 and ω, µ ∈ R. Let V ∈ C1(R) be T -periodic and real-valued. Let
M ∈ N and θ ∈ {±1}M . Let ψ0 ∈ H2(R) be a nondegenerate stationary solution to (8.37). Then,
there exists N ∈ N such that for each n ∈ N with n ≥ N the following assertions hold true.

1. There exists a nondegenerate stationary M -pulse solution to (8.37) of the form

ψn =
M∑
j=1

θjψ0(· − jnT ) + an,(8.38)

where {an}n is a sequence in H2(R) converging to 0 as n→ ∞.
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2. There exists an nT -periodic solution ψper,n to (8.36) given by

ψper,n(x) = χn(x)ψ0(x) + an(x), x ∈ [−n
2T,

n
2T ),

where χn is the cut-off function from Theorem 4.1, and {an}n is a sequence with an ∈
H2

per(0, nT ) satisfying ∥an∥H2
per(0,nT ) → 0 as n→ ∞.

Remark 8.17. It is also possible to construct multipulse solutions lying near the formal con-
catenation of different nondegenerate stationary pulse solutions ψ1, ψ2 ∈ H2(R) to (8.37) using
Theorem 3.1.

Remark 8.18. The existence of multipulse solutions to (8.36) is also addressed in [2, 45]. Corol-
lary 8.16 reveals that pulse solutions are accompanied by a family of periodic solutions with large
spatial period. As far as the authors are aware, existence of these so-called soliton trains has so far
only been rigorously established in the case of the explicit periodic potential

V (x) = cn2
(

1√
2
x; k

)
− 1,(8.39)

where cn(x; k) is the Jacobi cosine function (cnoidal wave) with elliptic modulus k ∈ (0, 1), cf. [10].
For such a potential, periodic waves exist for specific values of ω and have the form

ψ(x) =
√
µ+ k2 cn

(
1√
2
x; k

)
for ω = µ+ k2 − 1

2 and µ ≥ −k2, and

ψ(x) =

√
µ+ k2

k
dn

(
1√
2
x; k

)
for ω = 1 + µk−2 − 1

2k
2 and µ ≥ −k2. In the homoclinic limit k ↑ 1, the period tends to infinity,

the potential approaches x 7→ −µ tanh2(x/
√
2), and the periodic waves approximate the pulse

x 7→
√
µ2 + 1 sech(x/

√
2) on a single periodicity interval. Thus, these periodic waves resemble

periodic pulse solutions, or soliton trains, for 0 ≪ k < 1.

We proceed with analyzing the spectral stability of the stationary multipulses and periodic pulse
solutions to (8.28), constructed in Corollary 8.16. To this end, we fix a nondegenerate primary pulse
solution ψ0 ∈ H2(R) to (8.37) for a frequency ω = ω0. Since L+,µ(ψ0) is invertible, it follows directly
from the implicit function theorem that ψ0 may be continued in ω.

Lemma 8.19. Let T > 0 and µ, ω0 ∈ R. Let V ∈ C1(R) be T -periodic and real-valued. Let
ψ0 ∈ H2(R) be a nondegenerate stationary solution to (8.37) at ω = ω0. There exist ν > 0 and
a locally unique smooth map ψ̃ : (ω0 − ν, ω0 + ν) → H2(R) with ψ̃(ω0) = ψ0 such that ψ̃(ω) is a
solution to (8.36) for all ω ∈ (ω0 − ν, ω0 + ν).

We impose the following assumption on the existence and spectral properties of the primary
pulse.

(GP) There exist T > 0, µ, ω0 ∈ R, real-valued T -periodic V ∈ C1(R), and a nondegenerate
stationary solution ψ0 ∈ H2(R) to (8.37) at ω = ω0 satisfying:
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Figure 8: Approximations of 1-, 2-, and 3-pulse solutions to (8.36) (black) pinned to minima of
the periodic potential V (x) = −0.1 cos(x) − 0.05 cos(2x) (blue) for the system coefficients ω = 1
and µ = 0.5. The solutions are obtained through numerical continuation by starting from a formal
concatenation of bright NLS solitons ±ϕ0(ς, ω) for various ς ∈ R, which solve (8.36) at µ = 0.

1. L+,µ(ψ0) has precisely one negative eigenvalue (counting algebraic multiplicities).

2. L−,µ(ψ0) has no negative eigenvalues.

3. It holds ⟨∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0⟩L2 ̸= 0, where ψ̃ is the continuation of ψ0 with respect to ω,
established in Lemma 8.19.

The spectral conditions in (GP) are typically imposed in the stability analysis of stationary
pulse solutions to the focusing Gross-Pitaevskii equation, see, for instance, [45, Section 4] and
references therein. We observe by Sturm-Liouville theory [66] that the second assertion in (GP)
holds if and only if ψ0 has no zeros. Moreover, Theorem 8.15 shows that, as long as the derivative of
the effective potential Veff has a simple zero, there exist nondegenerate pulse solutions ψ0 ∈ H2(R)\
{0} to (8.37), obeying the spectral conditions in (GP), see also the forthcoming Remark 8.22.

The following result demonstrates that spectral stability of the periodic pulse solution ψper,n,
obtained in Corollary 8.16, is inherited from the constituting primary pulse ψ0. Its proof employs
Krein index counting theory [29, 30] to show that, if the linearization Lµ,per(ψper,n) has unstable
eigenvalues, then they must be real and are separated from the imaginary axis by an n-independent
spectral gap. We use Theorem 7.2 to relate the number of negative eigenvalues of the self-adjoint
operators L±,µ,per(ψper,n) to those of L±,µ(ψ0), and to show the existence of an n-independent ball
centered at the origin, in which 0 is the only eigenvalue of Lµ,per(ψn). Having established that
any unstable eigenvalue of Lµ,per(ψper,n) is real and bounded away from the imaginary axis, an
application of Lemma 4.2, together with standard spectral a-priori bounds, rules out the presence
of unstable eigenvalues of Lµ,per(ψper,n).

Theorem 8.20. Assume (GP). Suppose ω0 is larger than the spectral bound of the operator ∂2x−µV
acting on L2(R). Then, there exists N ∈ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N the following
statements are equivalent:

1. The 1-pulse ψ0 ∈ H2(R) is a spectrally stable solution to (8.28).

2. We have ⟨∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0⟩L2 > 0.

3. The periodic pulse solution ψper,n ∈ H2
per(0, nT ) to (8.28), established in Corollary 8.16,

is spectrally stable against co-periodic perturbations, i.e., the spectrum of Lµ,per(ψper,n) is
confined to the imaginary axis.
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Moreover, if one of these statements holds, then we have the following:

a. L−,µ,per(ψn) has no negative eigenvalues and a simple eigenvalue at 0.

b. L+,µ,per(ψn) is invertible and has precisely one negative eigenvalue, which is simple.

c. There exist νn > 0 and a smooth map ψ̃per,n : (ω0 − νn, ω0 + νn) → H2
per(0, nT ) such that

ψ̃per,n(ω0) = ψper,n and ψ̃per,n(ω) is a solution to (8.36) for all ω ∈ (ω0−νn, ω0+νn). It holds〈
∂ωψ̃per,n(ω0), ψper,n

〉
L2
per(0,nT )

> 0.(8.40)

Proof. The fact that the first two statements are equivalent follows from [45, Theorem 4.8].
We prove that the third implies the second statement by contrapositon. If ⟨∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0⟩L2 < 0,

then ψ0 is spectrally unstable by [45, Theorem 4.8] with an element λ ∈ σ(Lµ(ψ)) in the point
spectrum with Re(λ) > 0. Upon applying Theorem 7.2, we infer spectral instability of ψper,n,
provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large.

Finally, we prove that the second implies the third statement. To this end, we assume that
⟨∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0⟩L2 > 0. First, we note that the essential spectrum of L±,µ(ψ0) is by Proposition 5.2
given by σ(L±,µ(0)) = σ(−∂2x + µV + ω0), which is, by assumption, confined to the positive half-
line. Therefore, L±,µ(0) is invertible and 0 does not lie in the essential spectra of L±,µ(ψ0) and
Lµ(ψ0). On the other hand, L−,µ(ψ0)ψ0 = 0 and Sturm-Liouville theory, cf. [32, Theorem 2.3.3],
imply that 0 is a simple eigenvalue of L−,µ(ψ0). Differentiating L−,µ(ψ̃(µ))ψ̃(µ) = 0 with respect
to ω and setting ω = ω0, we obtain L+,µ(ψ0)∂ωψ̃(ω0) = −ψ0, cf. Lemma 8.19. Therefore, 0 is an
eigenvalue of Lµ(ψ0) whose algebraic multiplicity is at least 2. Using that L−µ(ψ0) is self-adjoint
and Fredholm of index 0, observing that 0 /∈ σess(Lµ(ψ0)), and noting ⟨∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0⟩L2 > 0, we find
that 0 is an isolated eigenvalue of Lµ(ψ0) of algebraic multiplicity 2. Hence, Theorem 7.2 yields
η1 > 0 and N1 ∈ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N1 the total algebraic multiplicity of the
eigenvalues of Lµ,per(ψper,n) in the ball B0(η1) equals 2.

Next, we employ Krein index counting theory [29, 30] to prove the absence of eigenvalues of
Lµ,per(ψper,n) of positive real part. We start by counting negative eigenvalues of the self-adjoint
operator L+,µ,per(ψper,n). Since L+,µ(ψ0) has precisely one negative eigenvalue λ1 < 0 (counting
algebraic multiplicities) and ψ0 is a nondegenerate solution to (8.37), there exists η2 > 0 such that
σ(L+,µ(ψ0)) ⊂ {λ1} ∪ (η2,∞). Moreover, since ∥ψper,n∥L∞ can be bounded by an n-independent
constant by Corollary 8.16 and the continuous embedding H1(0, nT ) ↪→ L∞(R) with n-independent
constant, there exists by Lemma 8.1 an n-independent constant η3 > 0 such that the spectrum of the
operator L+,µ,per(ψper,n) is confined to [−η3,∞). Combining the last two sentences with Lemma 4.2
and Theorem 7.2, we find that there exists N2 ∈ N with N2 ≥ N1 such that for all n ∈ N with
n ≥ N2 the operator L+,µ,per(ψper,n) has precisely one eigenvalue in the set [−η3, η2], which is
simple and negative. In particular, this implies assertion b. Since L+,µ,per(ψper,n) is invertible, the
implicit function theorem yields νn > 0 and a smooth map ψ̃per,n : (ω0−νn, ω0+νn) → H2

per(0, nT )
with ψ̃per,n(ω0) = ψper,n such that ψ̃per,n(ω) is a solution to (8.36) for all ω ∈ (ω0 − νn, ω0 + νn).

Our next step is to count eigenvalues of the operator L−,µ,per(ψper,n). Since ψper,n ∈ H2
per(0, nT )

is a nontrivial solution to (8.36), we find L−,µ,per(ψper,n)ψper,n = 0. So, by Sturm-Liouville theory,
cf. [66, Theorem 6.3.1.(8)(3)], we deduce that 0 is a simple isolated eigenvalue of L−,µ,per(ψper,n).
Therefore, using analogous arguments as for the operator L+,µ,per(ψper,n), we infer that the facts
that L−,µ(ψ0) has no negative eigenvalues and 0 is an isolated simple eigenvalue of L−,µ(ψ0) imply
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that there exists N3 ∈ N with N3 ≥ N2 such that L−,µ,per(ψper,n) has no negative eigenvalues for
all n ∈ N with n ≥ N3. This yields assertion a.

Next, we show that the eigenvalue 0 of Lµ,per(ψper,n) has geometric multiplicity one and algebraic
multiplicity two. The fact that 0 has geometric multiplicity one follows from the analysis of the
operators L±,µ,per(ψper,n). An associated eigenfunction is given by (0, ψper,n)

⊤. Differentiating the
equation L−,µ,per(ψ̃per,n(ω))ψ̃per,n(ω) = 0 with respect to ω and setting ω = ω0, we obtain the
identities

L+,µ,per(ψper,n)∂ωψ̃per,n(ω0) = −ψper,n, Lµ,per(ψper,n)

(
∂ωψ̃per,n(ω0)

0

)
= −

(
0

ψper,n

)
.

Using that the total algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalues of Lµ,per(ψper,n) in B0(η1) is 2, we
conlcude that 0 is an eigenvalue of Lµ,per(ψper,n) of algebraic multiplicity 2. Combining the latter
with the Fredholm alternative, we arrive at ⟨∂ωψ̃per,n(ω0), ψper,n⟩L2

per(0,nT ) ̸= 0.
Therefore, we can apply the instability index formula from [30] to find kr ≤ 1 and kc = k−i = 0,

where kr is the number of real unstable eigenvalues of Lµ,per(ψper,n), kc is the number of quadruplets
of eigenvalues with non-vanishing real and imaginary parts, and k−i is the number of purely imagi-
nary eigenvalues of Lµ,per(ψper,n) with negative Krein signature [30] (all counting algebraic multi-
plicities). In the following, we prove kr = 0, which establishes (8.40) by [30, Theorem 1]. To this
end, we first show that there exists an n-independent constant ρ > 0 such that λ ∈ σ(Lµ,per(ψper,n))
implies |Re(λ)| ≤ ρ. To establish this spectral a-priori bound, we consider the principal part of
Lµ,per(ψper,n), which is the skew-adjoint operator A0 : D(A0) ⊂ L2

per(0, nT ) → L2(0, nT ) with dense
domain D(A0) = H2

per(0, nT ) given by A0ψ = −Jψ′′. By Stone’s Theorem, cf. [18, Theorem 3.24],
A0 generates a unitary group on the Hilbert space L2

per(0, nT ). In particular, [18, Theorem 1.10]
yields the resolvent bound ∥∥∥(A0 − λ)−1ψ

∥∥∥
L2
per(0,nT )

≤
∥ψ∥L2

per(0,nT )

|Re(λ)| ,(8.41)

for ψ ∈ L2
per(0, nT ) and λ ∈ C with |Re(λ)| > 0. Using that ∥ψper,n∥L∞ is bounded by an

n-independent constant, we obtain an n-independent constant C > 0 such that the residual
Lµ,per(ψper,n)−A0 enjoys the estimate

∥(Lµ,per(ψper,n)−A0)ψ∥L2
per(0,nT ) ≤ C∥ψ∥L2

per(0,nT )

for ψ ∈ L2
per(0, nT ). Combining this estimate with (8.41) and [33, Theorem IV.1.16] yields an

n-independent constant ρ > 0 such that Lµ,per(ψper,n)−λ = A0−λ+Lµ,per(ψper,n)−A0 is bounded
invertible for each λ ∈ C with |Re(λ)| ≥ ρ. On the other hand, Lemma 4.2 and the spectral
stability of ψ0 imply that there exists N4 ∈ N with N4 ≥ N3 such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N4

the compact set [−ρ,−η1] ∪ [η1, ρ] lies in the resolvent set of Lµ,per(ψper,n). Combining the latter
with the spectral a-priori bound and the fact that 0 is the only eigenvalue of Lµ,per(ψper,n) in
(−η1, η1), we conclude that kr = 0, which establishes the third statement and (8.40).

Using that the Gross-Pitaevskii equation (8.29) may be expressed as the Hamiltonian system

∂tψ = J∇Hper(ψ)
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on H1
per(0, nT ) with Hamiltonian Hper : H

1
per(0, nT ) → R given by

Hper(ψ) =
1

2

∫ nT

0

(
|ψx(x)|2 + (ω + µV (x)) |ψ(x)|2 − 1

2
|ψ|4

)
dx,

it immediately follows from Theorem 8.20 and the stability theorem from Grillakis, Shatah, and
Strauss [26] that the periodic pulse solutions, established in Corollary 8.16, are orbitally stable if
Assumption (GP) holds and we have ⟨∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0⟩L2 > 0.

Corollary 8.21. Assume (GP) and ⟨∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0⟩L2 > 0. Suppose ω0 is larger than the spectral
bound of the operator ∂2x − µV acting on L2(R).

Then, there exists N ∈ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N the periodic pulse solution
ψper,n = (ψper,n, 0)

⊤ ∈ H2
per(0, nT ) to (8.29), where ψper,n is established in Corollary (8.16), is

orbitally stable. Specifically, for each ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that, whenever v0 ∈ H1
per(0, nT )

satisfies ∥v0∥H1
per(0,nT ) < δ, then there exists a global mild solution ψ ∈ C

(
[0,∞), H1

per(0, nT )
)

to (8.29) with initial condition ψ(0) = ψper,n + v0 obeying

inf
γ∈R

∥∥ψ(t)−R(γ)ψper,n

∥∥
H1

per(0,nT )
< ε.

To the authors’ best knowledge, Theorem 8.20 and Corollary 8.21 present the fist rigorous
spectral and orbital stability result of any periodic wave in the Gross-Pitaevskii equation with
periodic potential. In the case of the explicit periodic potential (8.39), rigorous instability results,
as well as numerical simulations indicating spectral stability, can be found in [10].

Remark 8.22. For fixed ω0, T > 0, real-valued T -periodic V ∈ C2(R), and simple zero ς0 ∈ R of
V ′
eff, Lemma 8.1 and Theorem 8.15 yield µ ∈ R \ {0} such that the spectral bound of the operator
∂2x − µV , acting on L2(R), is smaller than ω0, and equation (8.37) possesses a nondegenerate
stationary solution ψ0 ∈ H2(R) at ω = ω0 satisfying the spectral conditions in (GP). Since it holds
⟨∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0⟩L2 > 0, the associated stationary periodic pulse solution ψper,n ∈ H2

per(0, nT ) to (8.28),
established in Corollary 8.16, are spectrally and orbitally stable against co-periodic perturbations
by Theorem 8.20 and Corollary 8.21, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large.

Next, we turn to the spectral analysis of the multipulse solutions, obtained in Corollary 8.16.
For this, we first establish the following lemma.

Lemma 8.23. Let T > 0 and µ, ω0 ∈ R. Let V ∈ C1(R) be T -periodic and real-valued. Let M ∈ N
and θ ∈ {±1}M . Let ψ0 ∈ H2(R) be a nondegenerate stationary solution to (8.37) at ω = ω0.
Then, there exists N ∈ N such that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N there exist νn > 0 and a smooth map
ψ̃n : (ω0−νn, ω0+νn) → H2(R) such that ψ̃n(ω) is a solution to (8.36) for all ω ∈ (ω0−νn, ω0+νn),
and we have ψ̃n(ω0) = ψn, where ψn ∈ H2(R) is the multipulse solution obtained in Corollary 8.16.
Moreover, it holds

lim
n→∞

〈
∂ωψ̃n(ω0), ψn

〉
L2

=M
〈
∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0

〉
L2
,(8.42)

where ψ̃ is the continuation of ψ0 with respect to ω, established in Lemma 8.19.

Proof. Since ψn is a nondegenerate stationary solution to (8.37) by Corollary 8.16, the existence
of the map ψ̃n follows from the implicit function theorem. So, all that remains is to prove (8.42).
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Differentiating the equations L−,µ(ψ̃(ω))ψ̃(ω) = 0 and L−,µ(ψ̃n(ω))ψ̃n(ω) = 0 with respect to ω
and setting ω = ω0, we arrive at

L+,µ(ψ0)
[
∂ωψ̃(ω0)

]
= −ψ0, L+,µ(ψn)

[
∂ωψ̃n(ω0)

]
= −ψn.(8.43)

We claim that there exists a sequence {bn}n in H2(R), converging to 0 as n→ ∞, with

∂ωψ̃n(ω0) = bn +

M∑
j=1

θj∂ωψ̃(ω0)(· − jnT ).(8.44)

Inserting the ansatz for ∂ωψ̃n(ω0) into the linearization L+,µ(ψn) and using (8.43), we obtain

L+,µ(ψn)

bn +
M∑
j=1

θj∂ωψ̃(ω0)(· − jnT )


= L+,µ(ψn)bn −

M∑
j=1

θjψ0(· − jnT ) +
M∑
j=1

θj (L+,µ(ψn)− L+,µ(ψ0(· − jnT ))) ∂ωψ̃(ω0)(· − jnT ).

Thus, we infer from (8.38) and (8.43) that the correction bn has to solve the equation

L+,µ(ψn)bn = −an −
M∑
j=1

θj (L+,µ(ψn)− L+,µ(ψ0(· − jnT ))) ∂ωψ̃(ω0)(· − jnT ).

Using that L+,µ(ψ0) is invertible, we deduce from Lemma 3.3 that, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently
large, L+,µ(ψn) is also invertible and there exists an n-independent constant C > 0 such that∥∥L+,µ(ψn)

−1ψ
∥∥
L2 ≤ C∥ψ∥L2

for ψ ∈ L2(R). In particular,

bn = −L+,µ(ψn)
−1

an +

M∑
j=1

θj (L+,µ(ψn)− L+,µ(ψ0(· − jnT ))) ∂ωψ̃(ω0)(· − jnT )


satisfies (8.44) and obeys

∥bn∥L2 ≤ C

∥an∥L2 + 3

M∑
j=1

∥∥∥(ψ2
n − ψ0(· − jnT )2

)
∂ωψ̃(ω0)(· − jnT )

∥∥∥
L2

→ 0

as n → ∞ by Corollary 8.16 and the continuous embedding H1(R) ↪→ L∞(R). Therefore, us-
ing (8.38) and (8.44), we arrive at〈

∂ωψ̃n(ω0), ψn

〉
L2

=

M∑
j,k=1

〈
θj∂ωψ̃(ω0)(· − jnT ), θkψ0(· − knT )

〉
L2

+ ⟨bn, an⟩L2

+
M∑
j=1

〈
θj∂ωψ̃(ω0)(· − jnT ), an

〉
L2

+
M∑
k=1

⟨bn, θkψ0(· − knT )⟩L2

→M
〈
∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0

〉
L2

as n→ ∞.
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By combining Krein index counting theory with Theorem 6.2, we establish spectral instability
conditions for the multipulse solutions ψn, obtained in Corollary 8.16.

Theorem 8.24. Let M ∈ N with M ≥ 2. Take θ ∈ {±1}M . Assume (GP). Suppose ω0 is larger
than the spectral bound of the operator ∂2x − µV acting on L2(R). Then, there exists N ∈ N such
that for all n ∈ N with n ≥ N the following statements holds.

1. If ⟨∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0⟩L2 is negative, then the M -pulse ψn, obtained in Corollary 8.16, is spectrally
unstable.

2. If ⟨∂ωψ̃(ω0), ψ0⟩L2 is positive, then the M -pulse ψn, obtained in Corollary 8.16, is spectrally
unstable in each of the following cases:

(i) ψn has no zeros;

(ii) There exist m, ℓ ∈ N such that M = 2m and ψn has 2ℓ zeros;

(iii) ψn is odd, V is even, and there exist m ∈ N and ℓ ∈ N0 such that m+ℓ is even, M = 2m,
and ψn has 2ℓ+ 1 zeros;

(iv) ψn and V are even, and there exist m, ℓ ∈ N such that m+ ℓ is odd, M = 2m+ 1, and
ψn has 2ℓ zeros;

(v) There exist m ∈ N and ℓ ∈ N0 such that M = 2m+ 1 and ψn has 2ℓ+ 1 zeros.

Proof. In order to prove the first assertion, we observe that Theorem 8.20 yields that ψ0 is spec-
trally unstable. Therefore, provided n ∈ N is sufficiently large, ψn is also spectrally unstable by
Proposition 5.2 and Theorem 6.2.

We proceed with proving the second assertion. For notational convenience, we denote by n(L) ∈
N0 the total algebraic multiplicity of all negative eigenvalues of an operator L : D(L) ⊂ L2(R) →
L2(R) and by z(L) ∈ N0 the dimension of its kernel. Moreover, we denote by kr(L) the number
of real unstable eigenvalues of L, by kc(L) the number of quadruplets of eigenvalues with non-
vanishing real and imaginary parts, and by k−i (L) the number of purely imaginary eigenvalues of
L with negative Krein signature (all counting algebraic multiplicities).

To prove instability in case (i), we notice, using similar arguments as in the proof of Theo-
rem 8.20, that n(L+,µ(ψ0)) = 1 and the nondegeneracy of ψ0 imply that n(L+,µ(ψn)) = M ≥ 2
and z(L+,µ(ψn)) = 0. Thus, [45, Theorem 4.8] applies, which yields spectral instability.

Next, we consider case (ii). As in case (i), we find n(L+,µ(ψn)) = 2m and z(L+,µ(ψn)) = 0.
Moreover, combining L−,µ(ψn)ψn = 0 with Sturm-Liouville theory, cf. [66, Theorem 6.3.1.(8)(3)],
we obtain n(L−,µ(ψn)) = 2ℓ as well as z(L−,µ(ψn)) = 1. Using Lemma 8.23, we find that the Krein
index formula in [30, Theorem 1] yields

kr(Lµ(ψn)) + 2kc(Lµ(ψn)) + 2k−i (Lµ(ψn)) = 2(m+ ℓ)− 1

Hence, we have kr(Lµ(ψn)) ≥ 1, which means that ψn is spectrally unstable.
We proceed with case (iii). Using similar arguments as before, we obtain n(L+,µ(ψn)) = 2m,

z(L+,µ(ψn)) = 0 and n(L−,µ(ψn)) = 2ℓ + 1, and find that the odd function ψn spans the kernel
of L−,µ(ψn). Since ψn is odd and V is even, the operators L±,µ(ψn) and Lµ(ψn) leave the space
of even functions invariant. Therefore, we can apply the index formula to these linear operators
restricted to even functions, yielding

kr(Lµ(ψn)|even) + 2kc(Lµ(ψn)|even) + 2k−i (Lµ(ψn)|even) = n(L+,µ(ψn)|even) + n(L−,µ(ψn)|even)
= m+ ℓ+ 1,
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where we used that by [66, Theorem 6.3.1.(8)(3)] the eigenfunctions of the Sturm-Liouville operators
L±,µ(ψn) are alternating between even and odd functions and that the principal eigenfunction is
even. Since m+ ℓ+ 1 is odd, the number of real unstable eigenvalues of Lµ(ψn) is greater than 1,
yielding spectral instability.

We turn to case (iv). Arguing as before, we have n(L+,µ(ψn)|even) = m+1, z(L+,µ(ψn)|even) = 0,
n(L−,µ(ψn)|even) = ℓ, and the even function ψn spans the kernel of L−,µ(ψn)|even. Using Lemma 8.23
and applying the index formula, this amounts to

kr(Lµ(ψn)|even) + 2kc(Lµ(ψn)|even) + 2k−i (Lµ(ψn)|even) = m+ ℓ+ 1− 1.

Using that m+ ℓ is odd, we infer kr(Lµ(ψn)) ≥ 1, which implies spectral instability.
Finally, the proof of spectral instability in case (v) follows as in case (ii).

Although the first instability condition in Theorem 8.24 is well-known, cf. [45, Theorem 4.8]
and [25, Theorem 6.5], the authors are not aware that the other instability conditions in Theo-
rem 8.24 have been derived in the literature before.

A Projections

In this appendix, we prove some auxiliary results on finite-dimensional projections, which corre-
spond to block matrices P ∈ Cn×n satisfying P 2 = P .

The first result asserts that, if two projections P,Q ∈ Cn×n are close in norm, then their range
and kernel are complementary subspaces and the associated projection onto the range of P along
the kernel of Q can be bounded in terms of P and Q.

Lemma A.1. Let n ∈ N. Let P,Q ∈ Cn×n be projections with

∥P −Q∥ < 1.

Then, ran(P ) and ker(Q) are complementary subspaces and the projection R onto ran(P ) along
ker(Q) obeys the bound

∥R∥ ≤ ∥P∥
1− ∥P −Q∥ .(A.1)

Proof. Let v ∈ ran(P ) ∩ ker(Q). Then,

∥v∥ = ∥(P −Q)v∥ ≤ ∥P −Q∥∥v∥
implies v = 0 as ∥P − Q∥ < 1. Hence, we infer ran(P ) ∩ ker(Q) = {0} and, similarly, ran(Q) ∩
ker(P ) = {0}. So, we must have rank(Q) + dimker(P ) ≤ n and, thus, we arrive at

rank(Q)− rank(P ) = rank(Q) + dimker(P )− dimker(P )− rank(P ) ≤ n− n = 0.

Similarly, rank(P ) + dimker(Q) ≤ n yields rank(Q)− rank(P ) ≥ 0. We find

dimker(Q) + rank(P ) = dimker(Q) + rank(Q) = n

and conclude that ran(P ) and ker(Q) are complementary subspaces. Now let R be the projection
onto ran(P ) along ker(Q). Since we have RP = P and RQ = R, it holds

R = RQ−RP + P,

which readily yields the estimate (A.1).
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Next, we show that, if two projections have the same kernel and there exist bases of their ranges
which are close in norm, then the projections themselves are close in norm.

Lemma A.2. Let n ∈ N and k ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let A,B,C ∈ Cn×k. Suppose C∗A ∈ Ck×k is
invertible and we have

∥A−B∥ < 1

∥(C∗A)−1∥ ∥C∥ .(A.2)

Then, the projections

P = A(C∗A)−1C∗(A.3)

onto ran(A) along ran(C)⊥ and

Q = B(C∗B)−1C∗(A.4)

onto ran(B) along ran(C)⊥ are well-defined and satisfy

∥P −Q∥ ≤ ∥A−B∥
∥∥(C∗A)−1

∥∥ ∥C∥(1 + (∥A∥+ ∥A−B∥)
∥∥(C∗A)−1

∥∥ ∥C∥
1− ∥(C∗A)−1∥ ∥C∥ ∥A−B∥

)
,

∥P∥ ≤ ∥A∥∥
∥∥(C∗A)−1

∥∥ ∥C∥ .(A.5)

Proof. Since C∗A is invertible, ran(A) and ran(C)⊥ are complementary subspaces and the projec-
tion P given by (A.3) is well-defined. Upon rewriting

C∗B = C∗A
(
I − (C∗A)−1C∗(A−B)

)
and recalling (A.2), expansion as a Neumann series yields that C∗B is invertible with

∥∥(C∗B)−1 − (C∗A)−1
∥∥ ≤

∥∥(C∗A)−1
∥∥2 ∥C∥∥A−B∥

1− ∥(C∗A)−1∥ ∥C∥∥A−B∥ .(A.6)

Hence, the subspaces ran(B) and ran(C)⊥ are complementary and the projection Q given by (A.4)
is well-defined. Finally, writing

P −Q = (A−B)(C∗A)−1C∗ + (A+B −A)
(
(C∗A)−1 − (C∗B)−1

)
C∗

and applying (A.6) yields (A.5).

The following result shows that a projection matrix depends analytically on a parameter λ ∈ C
if and only if its range and the real orthogonal complement of its kernel are analytic subspaces.

Lemma A.3. Let n ∈ N and k ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let Ω ⊂ C be open. Let V (λ), U(λ) ⊂ Cn be
complementary subspaces with dim(V (λ)) = k for each λ ∈ Ω. Denote by P (λ) ∈ Cn×n the
projection onto V (λ) along U(λ). Then, the map P : Ω → Cn×n is analytic if and only if there exist
analytic maps B1, B2 : Ω → Cn×k such that

V (λ) = ran(B1(λ)), U(λ) =
{
u ∈ Cn : z⊤u = 0 for all z ∈ ran(B2(λ))

}
(A.7)

for all λ ∈ Ω.
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The proof of Lemma A.3 is partly based on [8, Lemma 3.3] and requires the following technical
lemma.

Lemma A.4. Let n ∈ N and k ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let P ∈ Cn×n be a projection of rank k. If B1 ∈ Cn×k

is a basis of ran(P ) and B2 ∈ Cn×k is a basis of ran(P⊤), then B⊤
2 B1 ∈ Ck×k is invertible.

Proof. Assume that v ∈ Ck satisfies B⊤
2 B1v = 0. Then, u := B1v ∈ ran(P ) satisfies z⊤u = 0 for all

z ∈ ran(B2) = ran(P⊤). Hence, for all w ∈ Cn it holds 0 = (P⊤w)⊤u = w⊤Pu implying Pu = 0.
We conclude that u ∈ ker(P ) ∩ ran(P ) = {0}. Since B1 has full rank, we have v = 0.

Proof of Lemma A.3. Assume that P is analytic. Then, by [33, Section II.4.2] there exist analytic
maps B1, B2 : Ω → Cn×k such that B1(λ) is a basis of V (λ) and B2(λ) is a basis of ran(P (λ)⊤) for
all λ ∈ Ω. Now, it follows

u ∈ ker(P (λ)) = U(λ) ⇔ ∀ v ∈ Cn : 0 = v⊤P (λ)u =
(
P (λ)⊤v

)⊤
u

⇔ ∀ z ∈ ran(B2(λ)) : z
⊤u = 0

for all λ ∈ Ω.
Conversely, assume that there exist analytic maps B1, B2 : Ω → Cn×k such that (A.7) holds for

all λ ∈ Ω. Let λ ∈ Ω. We have z ∈ ran(B2(λ)) if and only if z⊤u = 0 for all u ∈ U(λ) = ker(P (λ)).
If x ∈ ran(P (λ)⊤) we find v ∈ Cn such that x = P (λ)⊤v. This yields x⊤u = (P (λ)⊤v)⊤u =
v⊤P (λ)u = 0 for all u ∈ U(λ), which proves the inclusion ran(B2(λ)) ⊃ ran(P (λ)⊤). Equality then
follows from

dim ran(B2(λ)) = n− dimker(P (λ)) = dimker(P (λ))⊥

= dim ran(P (λ)∗) = dim ran(P (λ)⊤).

Thus, by Lemma A.4 the matrix B2(λ)
⊤B1(λ) ∈ Ck×k is invertible. Clearly,

Π(λ) = B1(λ)
(
B2(λ)

⊤B1(λ)
)−1

B2(λ)
⊤ ∈ Cn×n(A.8)

is a projection with ker(Π(λ)) = U(λ) and ran(Π(λ)) = V (λ). So, we must have P (λ) = Π(λ). The
formula (A.8) readily yields that P is analytic.

B Exponential dichotomies

Exponential dichotomies are powerful tools in the spectral analysis of linear differential operators.
By reformulating the associated eigenvalue problem as a first-order nonautonomous system, they
can be used to characterize invertibility as well as Fredholm properties [38,40,42].

A linear (nonautonomous) ordinary differential equation possesses an exponential dichotomy if
it admits a fundamental set of solutions that decay exponentially in either forward or backward
time.

Definition B.1. Let n ∈ N, J ⊂ R an interval and A ∈ C(J ,Cn×n). Denote by T (x, y) the
evolution operator of the linear system

ϕ′ = A(x)ϕ.(B.1)

Equation (B.1) has an exponential dichotomy on J with constants K,µ > 0 and projections P (x) ∈
Cn×n if for all x, y ∈ J it holds
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• P (x)T (x, y) = T (x, y)P (y);

• ∥T (x, y)P (y)∥ ≤ Ke−µ(x−y) for x ≥ y;

• ∥T (x, y)(I − P (y))∥ ≤ Ke−µ(y−x) for y ≥ x.

In this appendix, we establish several results on exponential dichotomies that are relevant to
our analysis. For a comprehensive introduction, we refer the reader to [12].

We start with an extension of the so-called “pasting lemma”, which was first established in [14,
Lemma B.7]. The pasting lemma provides a tool for gluing together exponential dichotomies on
two adjacent intervals.

Lemma B.2. Let n ∈ N, a, b, c ∈ R with a < b < c and A ∈ C([a, c],Cn×n). Suppose that
equation (B.1) has exponential dichotomies on both [a, b] and [b, c] with constants K,µ > 0 and
projections P1(x), x ∈ [a, b] and P2(x), x ∈ [b, c], respectively. If ker(P1(b)) and ran(P2(b)) are
complementary subspaces, then (B.1) has an exponential dichotomy on [a, c] with constants C, µ > 0
and projections Q(x) = T (x, b)QT (b, x), x ∈ [a, c], where Q is the projection onto ran(P2(b)) along
ker(P1(b)) and T (x, y) denotes the evolution of system (B.1). Moreover, we have C = K+K2∥Q∥+
K3 and

∥P1(a)−Q(a)∥ ≤ CKe−2µ(b−a), ∥P2(c)−Q(c)∥ ≤ CKe−2µ(c−b).

Proof. Observe that Q(x)T (x, y) = T (x, y)Q(y) for x, y ∈ [a, c]. The exposition in [12, pp. 16-17]
shows that (B.1) possesses an exponential dichotomy on the intervals [a, b] and [b, c] with constants
C, µ > 0 and projections Q(x). We need to show that the dichotomy estimates persist on the union
[a, c] = [a, b] ∪ [b, c]. Take x ∈ [b, c] and y ∈ [a, b]. We estimate

∥T (x, y)Q(y)∥ ≤ ∥T (x, b)P2(b)∥∥Q∥∥P1(b)T (b, y)∥ ≤ K2∥Q∥e−µ(x−y) ≤ Ce−µ(x−y),

where we use P2(b)Q = Q and QP1(b) = Q. Similarly, one estimates ∥T (y, x)(I − Q(x))∥ ≤
Ce−µ(x−y) for x ∈ [b, c] and y ∈ [a, b]. Finally, using QP1(b) = Q again, we infer

∥P1(a)−Q(a)∥ ≤ ∥T (a, b)(I −Q(b))∥ ∥P1(b)T (b, a)∥ ≤ CKe−2µ(b−a).

Similarly, we derive ∥P2(c)−Q(c)∥ ≤ CKe−2µ(c−b).

Next, we obtain an approximation result for the projections of two exponential dichotomies
defined on the same interval.

Lemma B.3. Let n ∈ N, a, b ∈ R with a < b and A ∈ C([a, b],Cn×n). Suppose equation (B.1)
admits two exponential dichotomies on [a, b] with constants K1,2, µ1,2 > 0 and projections P1,2(x).
Then, we have

∥P1(x)− P2(x)∥ ≤ K1K2

(
e−(µ1+µ2)(x−a) + e−(µ1+µ2)(b−x)

)
,

for all x ∈ [a, b].
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Proof. Let T (x, y) be the evolution of system (B.1). We estimate

∥P1(x)− P2(x)∥ ≤ ∥P1(x)(I − P2(x))∥+ ∥(I − P1(x))P2(x)∥
≤ ∥P1(x)T (x, a)∥ ∥T (a, x)(I − P2(x))∥+ ∥(I − P1(x))T (x, b)∥ ∥T (b, x)P2(x)∥
≤ K1K2

(
e−(µ1+µ2)(x−a) + e−(µ1+µ2)(b−x)

)
,

for all x ∈ [a, b].

The following result establishes periodicity of the evolution operator, as well as the dichotomy
projections, when the underlying system has periodic coefficients.

Lemma B.4. Let n ∈ N and L > 0. Let A ∈ C(R,Cn×n) be L-periodic. Then, the evolution
T (x, y) of (B.1) satisfies T (x, y) = T (x − L, y − L) for each x, y ∈ R. Moreover, if (B.1) has an
exponential dichotomy on R with projections P (x), then P (·) is also L-periodic.

Proof. By Floquet’s theorem, cf. [32, Theorem 2.1.27], there exist an L-periodic function Q : R →
Cn×n and a matrix B ∈ Cn×n such that Q(x) is invertible for each x ∈ R and we have T (x, y) =
Q(x)eB(x−y)Q(y)−1 for each x, y ∈ R. Hence, we arrive at T (x, y) = T (x − L, y − L) for each
x, y ∈ R. Now suppose that (B.1) has an exponential dichotomy on R. Then, the matrix B must
be hyperbolic. Let P be the spectral projection of B onto its stable space. Then, by uniqueness of
the exponential dichotomy, cf. [12, p. 19], it holds P (x) = Q(x)PQ(x)−1 for x ∈ R and, thus, P is
L-periodic.

We proceed by showing that the operator d
dx−A(x) is invertible as a map from H1(R) to L2(R),

and, in case of L-periodic coefficients of A, also as a map from H1
per(0, L) to L2

per(0, L), provided
that (B.1) has an exponential dichotomy on R. Moreover, we prove that the inverse operator can
be bounded in terms of the dichotomy constants and the supremum norm of A.

Lemma B.5. Let n ∈ N and L > 0. Let both g ∈ C(R,Cn) and A ∈ C(R,Cn×n) be bounded.
Suppose that (B.1) has an exponential dichotomy on R with constants K,µ > 0. Then, the inho-
mogeneous problem

ϕ′ = A(x)ϕ+ g(x),(B.2)

possesses a unique bounded solution ϕ ∈ C1(R). If g ∈ L2(R), then ϕ lies in H1(R) and obeys the
estimate

∥ϕ∥H1 ≤
(
(1 + ∥A∥L∞)

2K

µ
+ 1

)
∥g∥L2 .(B.3)

Moreover, if A is L-periodic and g ∈ L2
per(0, L), then ϕ lies in H1

per(0, L) and satisfies

∥ϕ∥H1
per(0,L)

≤
(
(1 + ∥A∥L∞)

2K

µ
+ 1

)
∥g∥L2

per(0,L)
.(B.4)

Proof. Let T (x, y) be the evolution operator of (B.1). Denote by P (x) the projections associated
with the exponential dichotomy of (B.1) on R. Define ϕ : R → Cn by

ϕ(x) =

∫ x

−∞
T (x, y)P (y)g(y)dy −

∫ ∞

x
T (x, y)(I − P (y))g(y)dy.
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We note that the properties of the exponential dichotomy, the fundamental theorem of calculus and
the fact that g and A are bounded and continuous, readily yield that ϕ is well-defined, bounded,
continuously differentiable and solves (B.2). Due to the exponential dichotomy of system (B.1) on
R its only bounded solution is 0. Therefore, the bounded solution ϕ of (B.2) is unique. Finally, we
estimate

∥ϕ(x)∥ ≤ K

∫
R
e−µ|x−y|∥g(y)∥dy = K

∫
R
e−µ|y|∥g(x− y)∥dy,(B.5)

for x ∈ R.
Take g ∈ L2(R). Applying Young’s convolution inequality to (B.5) leads to the estimate

∥ϕ∥L2 ≤ 2K

µ
∥g∥L2 ,

which implies ϕ ∈ L2(R). So, using the fact that ϕ solves (B.2), we establish

∥ϕ′∥L2 ≤ ∥A∥L∞∥ϕ∥L2 + ∥g∥L2 ≤
(
∥A∥L∞

2K

µ
+ 1

)
∥g∥L2 ,

which proves ϕ ∈ H1(R) and establishes (B.3).
Suppose A is L-periodic and g ∈ L2

per(0, L). Then, by Lemma B.4 we deduce

ϕ(x+ L) =

∫ x+L

−∞
T (x+ L, y)P (y)g(y)dy −

∫ ∞

x+L
T (x+ L, y)(I − P (y))g(y)dy

=

∫ x+L

−∞
T (x, y − L)P (y − L)g(y − L)dy

−
∫ ∞

x+L
T (x, y − L)(I − P (y − L))g(y − L)dy = ϕ(x)

for x ∈ R. Hence, ϕ is also L-periodic. Using (B.5) and Hölder’s inequality we estimate

∥ϕ∥2L2
per(0,L)

=

∫ L

0
∥ϕ(x)∥2dx ≤ K2

∫
R

∫
R
e−µ(|y|+|z|)

∫ L

0
∥g(x− y)∥∥g(x− z)∥dxdydz

≤ K2

∫
R

∫
R
e−µ(|y|+|z|)∥g∥2L2

per(0,L)
dydz ≤ 4K2

µ2
∥g∥2L2

per(0,L)
,

which proves ϕ ∈ L2
per(0, L). Combining the later with the fact that ϕ solves (B.2), we obtain

∥ϕ′∥L2
per(0,L)

≤ ∥A∥L∞∥ϕ∥L2
per(0,L)

+ ∥g∥L2
per(0,L)

≤
(
∥A∥L∞

2K

µ
+ 1

)
∥g∥L2

per(0,L)
,

which implies ϕ ∈ H1
per(0, L) and establishes (B.4).

Our next step is to prove that, if the linear differential operator L(u) − λ, defined in §2,
is invertible, then the first-order formulation (2.3) of the associated eigenvalue problem has an
exponential dichotomy on R. In conjunction with lemma B.5, this characterizes invertibility of the
differential operator L(u)− λ in terms of exponential dichotomies.
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Lemma B.6. Let u ∈ C(R) be bounded and λ ∈ C. If the linear operator L(u) − λ is invertible,
then system (2.3) has an exponential dichotomy on R.

Proof. By assumption there exists for each g ∈ L2(R) a unique solution u ∈ Hk(R) of the resolvent
problem

(L(u)− λ)u = g.(B.6)

This implies that for each ψ ∈ Hk−1(R) the inhomogeneous problem

U ′ = A (x, u(x);λ)U + ψ(B.7)

possesses a solution U ∈ H1(R), which is given by U = (u, ∂xu−ψ1, . . . , ∂
k−1
x u−∑k−1

i=1 ∂
k−1−i
x ψi)

⊤,
where u ∈ Hk(R) is the solution of the resolvent problem (B.6) with inhomogeneity

g =

k∑
i=1

αi

i∑
j=1

∂i−j
x ψj ∈ L2(R).

Let J = (−∞, 0] or J = [0,∞). For each ψ ∈ Hk−1(J ) we find a solution U ∈ H1(J ) of (B.7).
In the language of Massera and Schäffer, the pair (Hk−1(J ), H1(J )) is regularly admissible for
equation (B.7), cf. [38, §51]. Moreover, in the ordered lattice bN (J ) of all Banach spaces, which are
stronger than the Bochner space L(J ) of strongly measurable, locally Bochner integrable functions
h : J → Ckm endowed with the topology of convergence in mean, the space Hk−1(J ) is not weaker
than L1(J ), andH1(J ) is not stronger than L∞

0 (J ), where L∞
0 (J ) is the L∞-closure of all functions

with compact (essential) support in L∞(J ) endowed with the supremum norm, see [38, §20 and §21].
That is, the pair (Hk−1(J ), H1(J )) is not weaker than (L1(J ), L∞

0 (J )), cf. [38, §50]. Now, [38,
Theorem 64.B] yields that system (2.3) has exponential dichotomies on both half-lines, J = (−∞, 0]
and J = [0,∞). We denote by P±(±x), x ≥ 0 the associated projections.

We show that the exponential dichotomies for (2.3) on both half-lines can be pasted together
to yield an exponential dichotomy for (2.3) on R. First, we observe that it must hold ker(P−(0))∩
ran(P+(0)) = {0}, since any solution U ∈ H1(R) of (2.3) with U(0) ∈ ker(P−(0)) ∩ ran(P+(0))
is exponentially localized and, thus, generates an element u = U1 ∈ Hk(R) lying in the kernel of
L(u)− λ, which is invertible. On the other hand, the adjoint problem

U ′ = −A (x, u(x);λ)∗ U(B.8)

has the evolution Φad(x, y) = Φ(y, x)∗, where Φ(x, y) is the evolution of (2.3). Therefore, (B.8)
also possesses exponential dichotomies on both half lines with projections I−P±(±x)∗, x ≥ 0. Any
solution U ∈ H1(R) of (B.8) with U(0) ∈ ker(I − P−(0)

∗) ∩ ran(I − P+(0)
∗) = ker(P−(0))

⊥ ∩
ran(P+(0))

⊥ yields an element u = Uk ∈ Hk(R) in the kernel of the adjoint operator (L(u)− λ)∗,
which is invertible since L(u) − λ is. Hence, we have ker(P−(0))

⊥ ∩ ran(P+(0))
⊥ = {0}, which,

in combination with ker(P−(0)) ∩ ran(P+(0)) = {0}, implies that ker(P−(0)) and ran(P+(0)) are
complementary subspaces. Hence, Lemma B.2 implies that (2.3) admits an exponential dichotomy
on R.

An important property of exponential dichotomies, often referred to as roughness or robust-
ness, is their persistence under small perturbations, cf. [12, Section 4]. Additionally, exponential
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dichotomy projections can be chosen to depend analytically on parameters if the underlying sys-
tem does, see [13, Appendix A] and references therein. Leveraging the results from [12, 13], we
show that, if a system, depending analytically on a complex parameter λ, admits an exponential
dichotomy on a half line with λ-uniform constants, then the exponential dichotomy persists under
perturbations and an analytic choice of projection is always possible.

Lemma B.7. Let n ∈ N and k ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let Ω ⊂ C be open and let λ0 ∈ Ω. Let A : [0,∞)×Ω →
Cn×n be such that A(·;λ) is continuous for each λ ∈ Ω and A(x; ·) is analytic for each x ≥ 0.
Suppose that there exist K,µ > 0 such that for each λ ∈ Ω system

ϕ′ = A(x;λ)ϕ(B.9)

has an exponential dichotomy on [0,∞) with constants K,µ > 0 and projections P (x;λ) of rank k.
Then, there exist constants C, δ0, ϱ0, θ > 0 such that the closed disk Bλ0(ϱ0) lies in Ω and for all
δ ∈ (0, δ0) and B ∈ C([0,∞),Cn×n) with ∥B∥L∞ ≤ δ the perturbed system

ϕ′ = (A(x;λ) +B(x))ϕ(B.10)

has for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) an exponential dichotomy on [0,∞) with λ- and δ-independent constants
and projections Q(x;λ) satisfying the following properties:

1. The map Q(x; ·) : Bλ0(ϱ0) → Cn×n is analytic for each x ≥ 0.

2. We have

∥Q(0;λ)− P̃ (λ)∥ ≤ Cδ, ∥P̃ (λ)∥ ≤ C

for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0), where P̃ (λ) is the projection onto ran(P (0;λ)) along ran(P (0;λ0))
⊥.

3. The estimate

∥Q(x;λ)− P (x;λ)∥ ≤ C
(
δ + e−θx

)
(B.11)

holds for each x ≥ 0 and λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0).

Proof. Since system (B.9) depends analytically on λ and the subspace ran(P (0;λ)) is by [12, p. 19]
uniquely determined, [13, Lemma A.2] and [33, Section II.4.2] yield that there exists an analytic
map Bs : Ω → Cn×k such that Bs(λ) is a basis of ran(P (0;λ)) for each λ ∈ Ω. Since Bs is analytic,
there exists a closed disk Bλ0(ϱ0) ⊂ Ω of some radius ϱ0 > 0 such that det(Bs(λ0)

∗Bs(λ)) ̸= 0 for
all λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). Thus, ran(P (0;λ0))

⊥ complements ran(P (0;λ)) for all λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0).
By roughness of exponential dichotomies, cf. [12, Theorem 4.1], there exists a constant δ0 > 0

such that, for each δ ∈ (0, δ0) and B ∈ C([0,∞),Cn×n) with ∥B∥L∞ ≤ δ, the perturbed sys-
tem (B.10) admits an exponential dichotomy on [0,∞) with constants K1, µ1 > 0, depending on K
and µ only, and projections Q(x;λ) satisfying

∥Q(x;λ)− P (x;λ)∥ ≤ K1δ(B.12)

for all x ≥ 0 and λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0).
Let δ ∈ (0, δ0) and B ∈ C([0,∞),Cn×n) with ∥B∥L∞ ≤ δ. Since (B.10) depends analytically on

λ and the subspace ran(Q(x;λ)) is by [12, p. 19] uniquely determined, [13, Lemma A.2] and [33,
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Section II.4.2] yield that ran(Q(x;λ)) possesses a basis, which is analytic in λ on Bλ0(ϱ0). Set
B̌s(λ) = Q(0;λ)Bs(λ). Estimate (B.12), analyticity of Bs on Ω and compactness of Bλ0(ϱ0) yield
a λ- and δ-independent constant M0 > 0 such that it holds∥∥Bs(λ)− B̌s(λ)

∥∥ ≤M0δ, ∥Bs(λ)∥ ≤M0

for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). So, taking δ0 > 0 smaller if necessary, B̌s(λ) is a basis of ran(Q(0;λ)) and
we can arrange for ∥∥Bs(λ)− B̌s(λ)

∥∥ ≤ 1

2
∥∥∥(Bs(λ0)∗Bs(λ))

−1
∥∥∥ ∥Bs(λ0)∥

for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). Hence, taking δ0 > 0 smaller if necessary, Lemma A.2 demonstrates that
the projections P̃ (λ) onto ran(P (0;λ)) along ran(P (0;λ0))

⊥ and Q(0;λ) onto ran(Q(0;λ)) along
ran(P (0;λ0))

⊥ are well-defined and there exists a λ- and δ-independent constant M1 > 0 such that

∥Q(0;λ)− P̃ (λ)∥ ≤M1δ, ∥P̃ (λ)∥, ∥Q(0;λ)∥ ≤M1

for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0). Since ran(P (0;λ)) and ran(Q(0;λ)) have bases which are analytic in λ on
Bλ0(ϱ0) and the subspace ran(P (0;λ0))

⊥ is independent of λ, the projections P̃ (λ) and Q(0;λ) are
analytic in λ on Bλ0(ϱ0) by Lemma A.3. Hence, recalling that (B.10) has an exponential dichotomy
on [0,∞) with constantsK1, µ1 > 0 and projectionsQ(x;λ), the exposition in [12, pp. 16-17] implies
that (B.10) admits an exponential dichotomy on [0,∞) with constants C1, µ1 > 0 with C1 =
K1+K

2
1M1+K

3
1 and projections Q(x;λ) = T (x, 0;λ)Q(0;λ)T (0, x;λ) for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0), where

T (x, y;λ) is the evolution of system (B.10) which depends analytically on λ by [32, Lemma 2.1.4].
Therefore, Q(x;λ) is for each x ≥ 0 analytic in λ on Bλ0(ϱ0). Finally, Lemma B.3 yields

∥Q(x;λ)−Q(x;λ)∥ ≤ 2C1K1e
−2µ1x(B.13)

for each λ ∈ Bλ0(ϱ0) and x ≥ 0. Combining (B.13) with (B.12) we arrive at (B.11), which completes
the proof.

C Compactness of a multiplication operator

In this appendix, we prove an auxiliary compactness result for multiplication operators mapping
from H1(R) into L2(R).

Lemma C.1. Let g ∈ H1(R). The multiplication operator A : H1(R) → L2(R) given by Au = gu
is well-defined and compact.

Proof. The fact that A is well-defined follows directly from the embedding H1(R) ↪→ L∞(R).
Let V ⊂ H1(R) be a bounded subset and let ε > 0. Since the embedding H1(R) ↪→ L∞(R) is
continuous, there exists K > 0 such that for each u ∈ V we have ∥u∥L∞ ≤ K. There exists R > 0
such that ∫

R\[−R,R]
|g(x)|2dx ≤ ε2

2K2
,
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implying ∫
R\[−R,R]

|(Au)(x)|2dx ≤ ∥u∥2L∞

∫
R\[−R,R]

|g(x)|2dx ≤ ε2

2
,

for all u ∈ V .
By the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem the embedding H1((−R,R)) ↪→ L2((−R,R)) is compact.

The setW = {(gu)|(−R,R) : u ∈ V } is bounded in H1((−R,R)), because we have ∥(gu)|(−R,R)∥H1 ≤
∥g∥H1∥u∥L∞ ≤ K∥g∥H1 for each u ∈ V , where h|(−R,R) denotes the restriction of a function h ∈
H1(R) to the interval (−R,R). So, by compactness of the embeddingH1((−R,R)) ↪→ L2((−R,R)),
there exists a finite subset G ⊂ L2((−R,R)) such that for each h ∈W there exists f ∈ G with∫ R

−R
|h(x)− f(x)|2dx ≤ ε2

2
.

We conclude that for each u ∈ V there exists f ∈ G such that∫
R
|(Au)(x)− f(x)1(−R,R)(x)|2dx =

∫
R\[−R,R]

|(Au)(x)|2dx+

∫ R

−R
|g(x)u(x)− f(x)|2dx ≤ ε2,

where 1(−R,R) is the indicator function of the interval (−R,R), whence ∥Au − f1(−R,R)∥L2 ≤ ε.
We conclude that the set A[V ] is precompact in L2(R), which concludes the proof.
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Einstein condensates. In Emergent Nonlinear Phenomena in Bose-Einstein Condensates: The-
ory and Experiment, pages 3–21. Springer, 2008.
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