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ABSTRACT. The stability of the bright solitary wave solution to the perturbed cubic-
quintic Schrédinger equation is considered. It is shown that in a certain region of parameter
space these solutions are unstable, with the instability being manifested as a small positive
eigenvalue. Furthermore, it is shown that in the complimentary region of parameter space
there are no small unstable eigenvalues. The proof involves a novel calculation of the
Evans function, which is of interest in its own right. As a consequence of the eigenvalue
calculation, it is additionally shown that N-bump bright solitary waves bifurcate from the
primary wave.

1 Introduction
The nonlinear cubic-quintic Schréodinger equation (CQNLS) is given by
iAy = Age +|APA+ al A4, (1.1)

where A is a complex-valued function of the variables (z,t) € R x RT. When a = 0,
the equation becomes the focusing cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation, and is used to
describe the propagation of the envelope of a light pulse in an optical fiber which has a
Kerr-type nonlinear refractive index. For short pulses and high input peak pulse power
the refractive index cannot be described by a Kerr-type nonlinearity, as the index is then
influenced by higher-order nonlinearities. In materials with high nonlinear coefficients, such
as semiconductors, semiconductor-doped glasses, and organic polymers, the saturation of
the nonlinear refractive-index change is no longer neglible at moderately high intensities
and should be taken into account ([I0]). Equation ([[.1)) is the correct model to describe the
propagation of the envelope of a light pulse in dispersive materials with either a saturable
or higher-order refraction index ([Ld], [[LT]).

Equation ([L.1}) cannot really be thought of as a small perturbation of the cubic nonlinear
Schrodinger equation, as it has been shown that a physically realistic value for the parameter
ais |a| ~ 0.1 ([[[§]). It turns out that the most physically interesting behavior occurs when
the nonlinearity is saturating, so for the rest of this paper it will be assumed that o < 0
(), [T, (£, [[3), [Pd]). An optical fiber which satisfies this condition can be constructed,
for example, by doping with two appropriate materials ([H]).

One of the more physically interesting phenomena associated with the double-doped
optical fiber is the existence of bright solitary wave solutions (|A(x)] — 0 as |z| — o0)
in which the peak amplitude becomes a two-valued function of the pulse duration. These
solutions were proven to be stable as solutions to the CQNLS ([, [Ld], [L3], [LF]).

Equation ([.1) describes an idealized fiber; therefore, it is natural to consider the per-
turbed CQNLS (PCQNLS)

iAy = (1 +iea)Apy +iebA + (1 +iedy)| AP A+ (o +ieds)| A[* A, (1.2)

where 0 < ¢ < 1 and the other parameters are real and of O(1) ([RI]). The parameter a
describes spectral filtering, b describes the linear gain or loss due to the fiber, and d; and dy
describe the nonlinear gain or loss due to the fiber. Note that ([.J) is a well-defined PDE
for € > 0 only if a > 0.

Solitary wave solutions to ([.9) are found by setting

Az, t) = A(z)e™™", (1.3)



and then finding heteroclinic and homoclinic solutions for the ODE
(1 +iea)A” + (—w +ieb) A + (1 4 iedy) |A]2A + (o + dedy) |A]*A = 0, (1.4)

where ' = d/dx. Equation ([[.4) has been extensively studied by many authors ([, [, [[Ld],
I, 9, B2, B3, [BI]). These papers have been concerned with finding various types
of solutions, including fronts (kinks), bright solitary waves, and dark solitary waves. The

methods employed have been both geometric ([[f], [, 4], [[7], [I¥]) and analytic ([29],

B3, [4)).

Bright solitary waves exist when there are solutions to ([.4) which are homoclinic to
|A| = 0. When e = 0 and w > 0 the wave is given by the expression

A?(z) Ao B = —an. (1.5)

~ 1++/1—75 cosh(2y/wz)’ 3

Since it is being assumed that o < 0, a restriction on § is that 0 < 8 < 1. An analytic
expression for the wave exists even for € > 0 (23], ], [27]); however, it will not be given
here. For the purposes of this paper it is enough to know that the wave exists for all € > 0.

It was previously stated that the bright solitary wave is a stable solution to ([.1]).
However, recent numerical work by Soto-Crespo et al [P7] suggests that this wave becomes
an unstable solution to ([.J) for € nonzero. The numerics suggest that this instability arises
from the presence of a real eigenvalue for the linearized problem moving out of the origin and
into the right-half of the complex plane. The primary purpose of this paper is to determine
if this is actually the case, and to determine possible stability /instability mechanisms.

When discussing the stability of the bright solitary wave, one must locate the spectrum
of the operator L found by linearizing ([[.7) about the wave. The essential spectrum is easy
to determine (Henry [[4]). When e = 0, it resides on the imaginary axis with [Im \| > w,
while for € > 0 it can be shown to be located in the left-half of the complex plane if ¢ > 0
and b < 0 (equation (.7)).

The location of the point spectrum is more problematic. It is known that when e = 0,
zero is an eigenvalue of multiplicity four, and there are no other point eigenvalues (Weinstein
B9, BA]). For € # 0, two of these eigenvalues will remain at the origin, due to the spatial
and rotational invariance of the PCQNLS, while the other two will generically move and be
of O(e). If either eigenvalue moves into the right-half plane, then the wave will be unstable.
Unfortunately, one cannot conclude that if both eigenvalues move into the left-half plane,
then the wave is stable. The reason is that it may be possible for eigenvalues to move out of
the essential spectrum and into the right-half plane for € = 0. This topic will be the focus
of a future paper.

In this paper a determination is made as to the location of the O(e) eigenvalues for
0 < e < 1. In order to accomplish this task, it is necessary to perform detailed asymptotics
for the Evans function, E(A), at A = 0. The Evans function is an analytic function whose
zeros correspond to eigenvalues, with the order of the zero being the order of the eigenvalue
([, [B4]). Since the null-space of L is at least two-dimensional, £(0) = E'(0) = 0. Thus,
when expanded about A = 0, the Evans function satisfies
A2 A3

E(\) = B"(0)5; + E"(0) 57 + ED(0) 7 +0(X), (1.6)

with all the derivatives being real-valued. It turns out to be the case that

E"(0) = Bie* 4+ O(€%)



(equation (b.1))), while if E”(0) = 0, then
E"(0) = Bae + O(¢?)

(equation (B.d)). Furthermore, due to a result of Weinstein (29, [B0)), E®(0) = O(1)
(Corollary R.J). Thus, if one can determine the signs of By, By, and E®)(0), then the O(e)
eigenvalues can be approximately located.

Equation ([.4) defines a four-dimensional ODE phase space. The quantity E”(0) is
related to the manner in which the stable and unstable manifolds of A = 0 intersect in this
phase space, and a calculation of this quantity is similiar to the calculation which leads to
the orientation index (Alexander and Jones [, [B]). The calculation of E”(0) is a different
matter, however. Using the ideas presented in Kapitula [[§], it is shown that E”’(0) has
a relationship with the projection of a certain function onto the null-space of the linear
operator. In other words,

Pf = B3E"(0) Ay,

where P represents the projection onto the null-space, f is a particular function which
measures the manner in which the stable and unstable manifolds intersect, Axr is a certain
basis function of the null-space of L, and B3 > 0 is a constant of proportionality. The ideas
leading to the calculation of E”'(0) are generalized in an upcoming paper, as they are of
interest in their own right.

For the statement of the main theorems, set

AZ-:/ Al(z) dx,

where A(z) is defined in ([.J), and let

A2 8w 3

—=, Ay, = ——(wAyy — -).

A4 ) d2 B (W 24 4)

Since the wave A(x) depends on w, so do the above constants. Asymptotic expansions for
these constants are given in Appendix A. Note that

A24 =

_ awAdg

0
0wy ”

for 0 < 8 < 1 (Proposition f.9).

Theorem 1.1 Let 0 < e < 1. Let 0 < B < 1. Suppose that dy = di, where dj is given in
Remark [1.3. Further suppose that a > 0, and that

1
do — gaa < 0.
Set oA )
* __ W da _ -
b* = 9. Aos (da 3aa) < 0.

If 0 > b* > b, then there is one stable real eigenvalue and one real unstable eigenvalue, both
of which are O(e). However, if 0 > b > b*, then there are two stable real eigenvalues and
zero unstable eigenvalues of O(€). Furthermore, except for the double eigenvalue at zero,
there are no other eigenvalues which are of O(e).



Remark 1.2 If either a < 0 or b > 0, then the wave is unstable due to the presence of
essential spectrum in the right-half plane.

Remark 1.3 If a = dy = 0, then the wave is unstable. Thus, Ginzburg-Landau perturba-
tions of the cubic NLS will only support unstable solitary waves.

Remark 1.4 Since a > 0 and o < 0, the constant b* will be negative if and only if dy < 0.
Thus, one can say that dy < 0 is a minimal stability condition.

Remark 1.5 The wave ezists if di = dj, where

o1 1
dl = Za — A24b — Ad2 (dg — gaa) + O(e)

(Corollary p.7).

The constant dj given in the above remark depends on w, i.e., dj = dj(a,b,ds,w). Let
w* be a fixed parameter value, so that for w # w* the wave does not exist without varying
d;. As a consequence of Corollary and the work of Kapitula and Maier-Paape [2(] one
has the following theorem concerning the existence of N-pulse solutions to the PCQNLS.

Theorem 1.6 Let the assumptions of Theorem be satisfied with di = di(a,b,ds,w*).
For each N > 2 there exzists a bi-infinite sequence {wi}, with

lim wl = w*,

|k|—o00
such that when w = w} there is an N-pulse solution to (I.4). If b < b*, then the N-pulse
1s unstable, and there exist at least N unstable eigenvalues.

Remark 1.7 The interested reader should consult [24] for a more complete description of
the dynamics associated with ([I.4).

The paper is organized in the following manner. In Section 2 the Evans function is
constructed and its asymptotic behavior is determined. Sections 3 and 4 are devoted to
deriving expressions for the various derivatives of the Evans function at A = 0. In Section 5
the calculations are performed. Section 6 completes the argument leading to the two main
theorems of this paper.

2 Construction of the Evans function

After the transformation A — Ae ™! the PCQNLS can be written in travelling wave
coordinates (z = x — ct) as

iA; = (1 +iea)A,, +icA, + (—w +ieb)A + (1 4 ied)| AP A + (o + iedo)|A|* A, (2.1)



where A is a complex-valued function of the variables (z,t) € R x R™. Upon setting
A = A; +iAy, and denoting A = (Ay, Az), (1) becomes the system

JA; = (Iy+ead)A,,+cIJ A, +(—wla+ebJ) A+ (Ix+ed J)| AP A+ (aly+eda J) AP A, (2.2)

where [5 is the 2 x 2 identity matrix and J is the skew-symmetric matrix

0 -1
J= ( 1 0 ) '
The above system can be rewritten as

JA; = BA.. +cJA, + F(A,w,e), (2.3)

where
B = 12 + ead

and
F(A,w,e) = (~wly + eb)A + (I + edi J)| AP A + (aly + edy J)|A[*A.

Let A represent the bright solitary wave solution to (B-3)) which is known to exist when
c=0 (B3], 7). When ¢ =0, A = (Ry,0)T, where

4w 16
R2(2) = =_-_ 24
() 1++/1— P cosh(2y/wz)’ b 3 " (24)
(7). Linearizing about the wave, the eigenvalue equation is given by
BA" + DFA(A,w,e)A = \JA, '= di, (2.5)
z

i.e., —JLA = MA, where
— JL = —J(Bd? 4+ DFA(A,w,e)). (2.6)

A routine calculation shows that the essential spectrum for the operator —JL, hereafter
referred to as o.(—JL), is given by

oe(—JL)={A€C : A= —e(an® —b) £ (1 + w)i, n € R} (2.7)

(Henry [[[4]). Thus, for € > 0 the operator —JL is sectorial if a > 0, and the essential
spectrum is in the left-half of the complex plane if b < 0. This observation leads to the
following assumption, which is minimal if the solitary wave is to be stable.

Assumption 2.1 The parameters a and b are such that a > 0 and b < 0.

After setting Y = (A, A’), the eigenvalue equation (B.5§) can be rewritten as the first-

order system
Y' =M\ 2)Y, (2.8)

where M is the 4 x 4 block matrix

0 Is

M, 2) = B Y(A\J — DFs(A,w,€)) 0



For A € Q = C\o.(L) there exist complex analytic functions Y (A, z) and Y} (), z), i = 1,2,
which are solutions to (R.§) and which satisfy

L. lim |Yf()‘7 z)| =0, Yi(A 2) = (Yf A YS)()H z) #0

Z—00

2. lm_ [YFOAL2) =0, YU(\z) = (Y} AYE)(A2) 0

Z——00
([). The Evans function is given by
B\ = (Y} AYSAYTAYS)(N2), (2.9)

and by Abel’s formula is independent of z. The Evans function is such that for A € Q it
is zero if and only if A is an eigenvalue, with the order of the zero being the order of the
eigenvalue ([l). Due to the invariances of the PCQNLS, two solutions to (R.§) when A =0
are A = A’ and A = JA. As such, one can set

1. Y5(0,2) = Y¥0,2) = U
- 2.10
Y3(0.2) = Y5(0,2) = 0, (2.10)

where _ o _ o
U= (A AN, U;=(JA,JANT. (2.11)

The below lemma describes the asymptotic behavior of the Evans function.

Lemma 2.2 With Y¥(0,2) and Y3$(0,z2) as described in ([2.10), if X € R, then E(\) < 0
as A — oo.

Proof: It can be assumed without loss of generality that e = 0, as if the result is true for
e = 0, it will then be true for 0 < ¢ < 1. Assume that A € R*.

Let Y = (P,Q)" in (Bg). Upon setting s = VAz and Q = VAQ and letting A — oo,
equation (@) becomes the autonomous system

(Y19 =1(5)

where’ = d/ds. The eigenvalues of the above matrix are given by (£1=+4), where v = v/2/2,
so that there exists a two-dimensional unstable subspace and two-dimensional stable sub-
space, with the two-dimensional unstable subspace being Span{(y, —v,1,0)7, (vy,7,0,1)T}
and the two-dimensional stable subspace being Span{(y, —v, —1,0)T, (=, —v,0,1)T}.

Let e; Ne; = e;5. In A?(R*) the unstable subspace is represented by the vector

Yi(+o0) = (v,-7,1,07 A (v,7,0,1)T
= e12 — €13+ Yeiq — Ye23 — V€24 + €34,

while the stable subspace is represented by the vector

YS(+OO) - (’Y7 -, _17 O)T A (_’Ya -, 07 1)T
= —ejp —e13+ yei4 — y€23 — V€24 — €34.

Note that
Y“(4+00) A Y?(+o0) = —2. (2.12)



When A = 0, for each fixed z both the unstable and stable subspaces are spanned by
the vectors (Rj(z),0, R (0),0)T and (0, Ry(2),0, Rj(2))T. Set

Y“(0) = EI_H e~ WVeRy (0, 2)
(2.13)
Y*(0) = Jim. e2VUEY3(0, 2).

Using the representation for Ry it can then be seen that

Y“(0) = lim e 2V¥Z(R}(2),0,Ry(0),0)" A (0, Ro(z),0, Ry (2))T

Z——00
= u(y/w,0,w,0)T A (0,1,0,/w)”
= ,u(\/c_uelg + wey — weos + w3/2e34),
where
8 16

n = mw, B = —an.

A similiar calculation shows that

Y:(0) = lim ®¥*(Ry(2),0,Rg(0),0)" A (0, Ro(z),0, R (2))"

= ,u(—\/(;eu + weq — weoz — w3/2e34).

Note that
YU“(0) AY(0) = —4w?p?.

A more complete discussion of the following argument can be found in Alexander and
Jones [B. An orientation of R* is given by a nonzero element n of A*(R*). Two ordered
bases of R, {wy,..., w4} and {uy,...,us}, have the same orientation if wi A--- Awy is a
positive multiple of u; A -+ Auy ([f]). Any two such bases are related by a matrix having
positive determinant.

The functions Y¥(A, z) and Y{(), z) can be used to get a basis for R* for each A and
z. In particular, in a manner similiar to (B.1J) proper scalings of

lim Y\ z2), Zlgglo Y7 (A 2)

Z——00

determine a basis for each A. Since
[Y*(0) AY*(0)][Y"(+00) A Y?(+00)] > 0,

the matrix taking the basis at A = 0 to that at A = 400 has positive determinant, so that
the two bases have the same orientation. The sign of E()) for large positive A is then
determined by equation (R.13), from which the conclusion of the lemma follows. =

Corollary 2.3 When e =0, the Evans function satisfies E(0) = E'(0) = E"(0) = E"'(0) =
0, with E®(0) < 0. Furthermore, E(\) < 0 for X\ > 0.

Proof: The fact that the first three derivatives of the Evans function at A = 0 are zero,
with the fourth derivative being nonzero, is a direct consequence of the work of Weinstein
(B9, BU)). Furthermore, it is known that when e = 0 the bright solitary wave is stable, so
that there exist no positive eigenvalues ([f], [[3]); hence, the Evans function is nonzero for
A > 0. The fact that the fourth derivative is negative then follows from Lemma P.9. m



3 Calculation of derivatives

For € > 0 it will be generically true that E(0) = E'(0) = 0 with E”(0) # 0. Since
E®(0) < 0, by calculating E”(0) one will be able to determine the location of the zeros of
E(X) which are O(e), and hence the location of the small eigenvalues. When E”(0) = 0, an
eigenvalue will be passing through the origin. A determination of E”(0) will enable one to
decide whether the eigenvalue is passing into the right-half or left-half of the complex plane.
This section is devoted to determining these quantities, and relating them to properties of
the wave.
Time independent solutions to (2.J) satisfy the ODE

d
BA" +cJA' + F(A,w,e) =0, '=— (3.1)
which can be written as the first-order system
U =G(U,c,w,e), (3.2)

where U = (U, Uy) € R* and

U
G(U,c,w,¢€) = ( B_l(—F(U1,57€) —cJUy) ) '

The bright solitary wave corresponds to a solution homoclinic to U = 0, and is realized as
the nontrivial intersection of the two-dimensional unstable manifold, W*"(z, ¢, w, €), with the
two-dimensional stable manifold, W#(z, ¢, w, €). Due to the rotational symmetry associated
with the PCQNLS, there exists no distinguished trajectory in W*(z, ¢,w, e) N W*(z, ¢, w, €).
However, this rotational symmetry allows one to choose a trajectory so that 1212(0) = 0,
which uniquely defines a trajectory in the two-dimensional manifold. Set U = (A, A’/ ), SO
that U C W (z,c,w,€) NW#(z,c,w,€) is a distinguished solution.

Before continuing, the following proposition is needed. It follows immediately upon
examination of (R.3).

Proposition 3.1 The Frechet derivative of the nonlinearity F' satisfies
DF,(A,w,e) = —A. (3.3)

Since GG depends smoothly on the parameters, so do the manifolds. The bright solitary
wave is manifested as the nontrivial intersection of W%(z, ¢, w,€) and W#(z,c,w,€). Dif-
ferentiating (B.J) with respect to the parameters ¢ and w and evaluating over the wave U
yields the systems

(0.W") = DGy(A,0,w,€) 8. W' + (0,—B~LJA)T (3.4)

and
(0,W") = DGy (A,0,w,€) 0, W" + (0,B~*A)T. (3.5)

In these equations r € {u, s}, the result of Proposition B.1] is implicitly used, and

0 Is

DGu(A,0.w,¢) = —B 'DFA(A,w,e) 0



Note that a consequence of these equations is that d.(W" — W?) and 9,(W" — W*) are
solutions to the linear system

6U’ = DGy(A,0,w,€) 6U. (3.6)
If one sets Uy = (J A, JA’ ), then the following proposition is realized.

Proposition 3.2 Four solutions to ([3.4) are given by U, Uy, O (WY —W?#), and 9,,(W" —
W*#); furthermore, if

Dy = [0, (W% = W AD,(W* =W AU AUS(2,0,w,e)
1s nonzero, then the solutions are linearly independent.

Proof: It has already been seen that these four functions are solutions to the linear system.
When D5 # 0, the linear independence of the solutions follows from the fact that Dy is the
Wronskian. =

Remark 3.3 By Abel’s formula, Dy is independent of z.

Set
6U, = 0.(WY — W?), §Uy = 9,(W* — W?), 6Us = U, §U, = Uy, (3.7)
so that
Dy = (5U1 A odUgy AdU3 A 5U4)(Z, 0, w, E).

Assuming that Do # 0, the functions U7 and dUs grow exponentially fast in the supremum
norm as |z| — oo, while the functions 6Us and 0Us decay exponentially fast.

Let H : R — R? be a uniformly bounded measurable function. Suppose that the
solution to _

U’ = DGy (A,0,w,¢) U + H (3.8)
is desired, and further suppose that one wishes the solution to be bounded for either z —
—00 or z — co. Denoting the solution by U, with |[§U*(2)| < M < oo as z — oo, by
following the discussion in Kapitula [[[§] it can be seen that

1

SUT = —
Dy

(¢F(H)0U; + 5 (H)6U3 + ¢3(H)6U3 + ¢4(H)6Uy), (3.9)

G(H) = /i H6U, 6U3 6U,|(s)ds, & (H) — /i 16U, H6U3 U, |(s) ds

c5(H) — /0 6U, 6U, HoU|(s)ds,  cu(H) = /0 15U, §U, 5Us H] (s) ds.

(3.10)
The following lemma can now be proved.

Lemma 3.4 Set _ _
H, = (0,—B 'JA)T, H,;=(0,B'A).
Then ~ -
D2 = / ‘Hl (5U2 (5U3 5U4’(S) ds = / ’(5U1 H2 5U3 (5U4‘(S) dS,

while
0= / ‘Hg (5U2 5U3 5U4’(S) ds = / ’(5U1 H1 5U3 (5U4‘(S) ds



Proof: Using equations (B.4) and (B.§) along with equation (B.9), one can see that

oW = D%(Cl_ (H1)0U1 + ¢; (H1)0Uz + ¢3(H1)0U3 + ¢4(Hp)0Uy)
oW = DLQ(CT(HI)aul + ¢35 (H1)0Uz + ¢3(H1)6U3 + ¢4 (H;)0Uy),
and 1
QW = p-(ci (H2)0U1 + 5 (H2)0U2 + c3(H2)0Us + ca(Hz)0Us)
WY = Di2(cj(H2)5U1 + ¢3 (H)dUs + c3(H3)dUs + ¢4 (Hz)dUy).
Subtracting and using the definition of 0U; and dU, then yields
U, = D%[(q(Hl) — ¢ (H)))8U; + (5 (Hy) — ¢ (H,))6U,]
SU, = DLQ[(C;(HQ) — ¢f (H2))6Uy + (c3 (Hy) — o (H))5Uy).

Using the definitions of the cl-i’s and the fact that dU; are linearly independent functions
yields the final result. =

Define
ET = —6U71 A dU3 A 0Uy4, 6; = —0Uy AOU3 A dUy. (3.11)

The functions ef € A3(R?) for i = 1,2; furthermore, since A = 0 is an isolated eigenvalue,
both of these functions satisfy an estimate of the type

lef(2)] < Ce Ml i =12 (3.12)

for some positive constants C' and p (Kapitula [[§]). For a given bounded continuous
function F : R — R?, define

<eFe= [ HAG) ), i=12

—00

where H = (0,F)7. With the above discussion in mind, one can rewrite Lemma B4 in the
following manner.

Corollary 3.5 The constant Dy is given by
Dy =< e, B7'A >=<¢5, BTIJA > .

Furthermore, _ _
0=<e},B'JA >=<e5, B'A > .

It is now possible to relate the Evans function to the structural stability of the wave.
The proof of the first part of the below lemma is an alternate to that found in Alexander
and Jones [fJ], and may be of interest in its own right.

Lemma 3.6 The Evans function satisfies
E"(0) = 2D»,
where Dy is defined in Proposition [3.3. Alternatively,
E'"(0)=2<el,B'A>=2<¢s, BTIJA > .

10



Proof: In this proof, the dependence of functions on the variable z will be supressed. Upon
differentiating F(\) and evaluating at A = 0, one sees that

E"(0) = 2(0x (YT — Y1) AOA(Y5 — Y3) A YT AY5)(0).

In the above calculation the fact that Y*(0) = Y$(0) was implicitly used. Since Y3(0) = U’
and Y5(0) = Uy, all that is left to do is show the equivalence with the first two entries
making up E”(0).

Differentiating (R.§) with respect to A and evaluating at A = 0 one sees that

(OnY7) = M(0,2) Y] — (0,—B~'JA')T
and _
(OnY3) = M(0,2) 03 Y5 — (0,BT"A)T,

where r € {u, s}. In the above equation, the fact that J? = —1I is implicitly used. Since
M(0) = DGy (A,0,w,¢), by following the proof of Lemma .4 and using the definitions of
H; presented therein it can be shown that

H(YY—Y]) = —D%Mc;(Hl) — ¢t (H,)0U; + (¢ (Hy) — cf (H;))oUs)]
oYy —-Y3) = —DL2[(C1_(H2) — ¢f (H))0U; + (c; (Ha) — 3 (H2))dUy).

By the result of Lemma B.4 it is then seen that actually
YT —Y])=-0U;, O(Yy—Y35) =—-0U,.

Upon substituting the above into the expression for E”(0) the first part of the lemma is
proved.
The second part of the lemma follows immediately from Corollary B.J. =

Remark 3.7 Note that a consequence of the above argument is that
MWY] =—-0W", OhYHy=-0,W"

forr € {u,s}.

Remark 3.8 Using the expansion of the Evans function given in ([[.4) one can then write

~ 3 4
E(\) = <ef,BT'A>)\+ E’”(O)% + EM)(@)% + OO

3 4
— < BUJA S A2y E"'(o% + E(4)(0)% OO,

The above discussion is predicated on the assumption that Do # 0, which is equivalent
to the manifolds W* and W? intersecting transversely. There are instances in which this
intersection will not be transverse, in which case Dy = 0. In this circumstance E”(0) = 0
(Lemma B.6)), so that an eigenvalue is passing through the origin. In order to determine the
direction in which the eigenvalue is moving through the origin, it would be helpful to know
E/// (O) .
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Suppose that Dy = 0 due to the fact that Uy = 0, i.e., because 9,W" = 9,W?*, while
e} # 0. Note that this implies that |0,W"| — 0 exponentially fast as |z| — co. Let 6Ug be
any solution to (B.4) such that

D3 = (6Uy A e})(z,0,w,€) (3.13)

is nonzero. The above discussion concerning concerning the construction of solutions to
(B-§) can be recreated by substituting §U, with 6Us and Dy with Ds. Let 7 : R* — R? be
the projection operator onto the first two components. The following lemma can now be
proven.

Lemma 3.9 Suppose that E”(0) = 0 with e} # 0. Then
E"(0) =6 < e}, B In(0,W") > .

Proof: In this proof the dependence of solutions on z will be supressed. Since E”(0) = 0
and e # 0 implies that Uy = 0, by the proof of Lemma B.q it is necessarily true that
O\(Yy —Y$5)(0) = 0. Using this fact, a tedious calculation then shows that

E"(0) = 3(0A(YY = Y§) AOX(Y5 — Y3) A YT AY5)(0).

0 0
Q:[B—lj 01’

and set Hz = Q9,W* = (0, B~ Jm(9,W"))T. Note that Q = M,(0, z). By Remark B.7
Y5 =0,Y4y = —0,W".

Define the projection matrix

Using this, differentiating (2.§) twice with respect to A, and evaluating at A = 0 gives
(OXY5)" = M(0,2)05 Y5 — 2Q0,W",
where r € {u, s}. Using the definition of Hs, the solutions to this ODE are

2 _ _ ~

8§Y§L(O) = —D—3(Cl (H3)5U1 + ¢y (H3)5U2 + 63(H3)5U3 + C4(H3)(5U4)
2 -

8§Y§(O) = —D—g(ci"_ (H3)5U1 + C;(Hg)(SUQ + 63(H3)5U3 + C4(H3)(5U4),

W}}ere the above functions ¢; are such that in their definitions §Uy has been replace with
6Us. Upon subtracting one gets that

aX(Y3 —Y3)(0) = —D%[(CI(H?)) —¢f (H3))dUy + (¢ (Hs) — ¢ (H3))0Us).  (3.14)

By the previous lemma it is known that
(Y7 —Y7)(0) = —oU;.

After substituting the above expressions into that for E”/(0) and using the definition of Ds
one gets that

E"(0) = 6(cy (Hz) — c5 (Hs)).
Evaluating this expression gives the final step in the proof. m

Remark 3.10 Using the expansion of the Evans function given in @)’ if E"(0) = 0, then
)\4
E(\) =< GT,B_lJW(&JW“) >\ 4 E(4)(O)—

a7t O(\°).
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4 Alternative expressions for the derivatives

Now that expressions are known for the various derivatives of the Evans function, it is
desirable to reduce them to computable quantities. This section is devoted to that task.
It will be convenient to write everything in polar coordinates, i.e.,

A = (rcosf,rsinf).
In polar coordinates, U = T'(r, 0, s, ¢), where

r cos 6
rsin 6
rscosf — r¢sinf
rssinf + r¢cosd

T(r,0,s,¢) = , (4.1)

with s =7//r and ¢ = 0. A routine calculation shows that

cos 6 —7rsinf 0 0

sin # rcos 6 0 0
scosf — ¢psin® —r(ssinf + ¢cosf) rcosf —rsind
ssinf 4+ ¢cosf r(scosh — ¢sinh) rsinf rcos

DT(T7 97 87 ¢) =

9

with
|DT(r,0,s,¢)| = r3,

so that the transformation is nonsingular except at the origin.
In polar coordinates, let the manifolds be denoted by W) and W . In these coordinates
it is a routine calculation to show that

0U, = DT (W -Wg), 6Us = DTOWY
§Uy = DT, (Wr—Ws), Uy = DTgWr

When s = 0 the manifolds can be parameterized as
Wy = (r(60,8),8,0,6"(60,8))", Wy = (r*(6,5),6,0,¢°(4.5))", (4.3)
where § = (¢,w, €). Now, let the underlying wave be denoted by
A(z) = (R(2) cos ©(z), R(z) sin ©(z)).
Due to the fact that the wave is even it can be assumed that
R'(0) = ©'(0) =0, (4.4)
while the rotational symmetry of the PCQNLS allows one to set
©(0) =0. (4.5)
Under these assumptions, when z = 0, i.e., when S = R'/R = 0,

Oc(Wy = W) = 0e((r* —1°),0,0, (" — ¢°))"
(W = W5) = 0y ((r* = 1°),0,0, (¢" — ¢°))T (4.6)
9.Wy' = (0,0,5'(0), ®'(0))", dpW, = (0,1,0,0)".

Combining the above with (1.9) allows one to prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.1 The FEvans function satisfies
E"(0) = —8R*(0)R"(0) 8.7*(0,0, w, €) D,¢*(0,0, w, €).
Proof: First note that
Dy = (|DT[0.(Wy' — W) A Ouy(Wy' — W5) NI W5 A gW;)(0,0,w,¢€).
By ({.) and the calculation for |DT|, it can be seen that

Oc(r* —1%)  Op(r* —r®)

Dy ==R*O)S'O)| s _ 69 a(6" — o9

The steady-state equations in polar coordinates are given by equation (f.3). As a con-
sequence of Proposition @,
r*(0,c,w,€) =1%(0, —c,w,€), ¢“(0,c,w,€) = —¢°(0, —c,w, €).
Thus, it can be concluded that
O (r" = 1°)(0,0,w, €) = 0c(¢" — ¢°)(0,0,w, ) =0,
while
Oelr™ = 1)(0,0,0,€) = 205(0,0,0, ), Dl — ¢°)(0,0,w,¢) = 20,6"(0,0,, ).
Since S’(0) = R"(0)/R(0), this then yields that
Dy = —4R?*(0)R"(0) 8,70, 0,w, €) 0,,¢*(0,0,w, €).
The statement of Lemma B.q then gives the result. =

Now that a computable expression for E”(0) is known, it would be beneficial to have an
expression for E”(0). Observation of Lemma B.9 yields that one must first better understand

ET = —-0U; AdU3 AU, € Ag(R4).
By ({:3) the above quantity can be rewritten as

ei = —(DT0.(Wy —W7)) N (DT O.W) N (DT 9gW') (4.7)
= —DTO) (9 (W = W3) NOWE A WL,

where DT®) is the 4 x 4 matrix induced by DT which maps A3(R?) to itself. The matrix

DT®) is formed by taking all the 3 x 3 minors of DT, and is given by

cosf sinf —(scosh+ ¢psinfh) —(ssinf — ¢cosb)
—sinf cosf  ssinf — pcosf  —(scosf+ ¢sinb)
0 0 cos 6 sin #
0 0 —rsinf rcos 6

DT®) =2

(B, BY)). Thus, in order to finish the calculation of e, all that is left to determine is

(€1)p = De(Wy' = W) N OW' A Og Wy
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Set
& = OZW;,‘ = (R/,@/,S', <I>/)T
52_ = acW;;La é;— = acW; (48)
&3 = (%W;L = (0, 1,0,0).

Let the vectors e;, i = 1,...4, be the unit vectors in R*, and define
€jk =€ NejNeg.

The collection of vectors {123, €124, €134, €234} form a basis for A3(R?), so that (€})p can
be written in terms of these vectors. Now define

p* :| (&1): (géit)‘ 7 (4.9)

0 @)y (6,

and set ﬁij =P, - PZJ; Using ({.§), a routine calculation then shows that

(e})p = Pise1ss + Pryerns — Pagesss.
A consequence of the above discussion is the following lemma.
Lemma 4.2 Let M > 0 be given, and suppose that P;j = O(¢) for |z| < M. Then
et = { —R*(Piseqa3 + (Pra + 515?:4)e124 — RP3jeg34) + O(2),  |z2| <M
O(e e, |z| > M,
where p > 0.

Proof: Let 71 > 0 be such that R?(z) = O(e ™*l), ie., g = 2y/w + O(€). Since ® = O(e)
implies that © = O(€)z, one can easily see that for |z| < M

10 -5 0
3 _p2| 01 0 -8

pI®=pr*| o )| +0C,
00 0 R

while |DT®) || = O(e=™mI#l) for |2| > M. Therefore, given the assumption on the functions
Pyj, for |z| < M,

e] = DT(B)(GT)p
= Piseios + (P + SPsq)eiaq — RPyjesss + O(e?).

Since P;j = O(e) for |z| < M, it is necessarily true that for |z| > M, P;; = O(e™)e,
which then implies that (e}), = O(e™/?l)e. Thus, for |2| > M one sees that

lefl < IDT®|(e1)sl
= O(emlho(emnl)e
O(elm=m)lzl)e,

Setting u = m1 — m2, the fact that e] approaches zero exponentially fast (equation (B.19))
guarantees that 4 > 0. =
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Since B = I + eaJ, a simple calculation shows that B~!J = J + O(e). Thus, using the
fact that © = O(e) for |z| < M, it is not difficult to see that when dUjy = 0,

(0,0uRo)" +0(),  |z] <M

O, 2 > M, (4.10)

B ln(0,WY) = {

where 73 > 0.

Lemma 4.3 Let M > 0 be given, and suppose that Py = O(e) for |z| < M. When
E"(0) = 0, the third derivative of the Fvans function satisfies

E"(0) = 6 /_ = R2(5)0uRo(s) Prg(s) ds + O(e M )e + O(e2),

where ng > 0.

Proof: The integrand associated with E"(0) is given by Hg A e}, where
H; = (0, B~ Jn (9, W)L,

Using ([.1() and Lemma [£.9, one then sees that for |z| < M

HyAef = —R30,RoPiseqss +O(2)
= R§O,RoPi3 + O(€),

while for |z| > M
Hs A el = O(e 1Mz,

In the above calculation, the fact that e4193 = e4 Aejo3 = —1isused. =

Remark 4.4 A similiar calculation leads to the conclusion that

E"(0) ~ 2 /_ " Ro(s)(Pra(s) + So(s) Paa(s)) ds.

5 Asymptotics

Now that an expression for E”(0) has been derived, in order to determine the location of
the eigenvalues near zero the expressions 0.r* and J,¢% must be calculated. In addition,
in order to calculate E”(0), one must determine P;; and show that the quantities are O(e)
for |z] < M.
Set
A(z) = (r(2)cosO(z),r(z)sinf(z)).

Let the known underlying solitary wave be denoted by (R, 0, S, ®). Note that
S—R’/R—ilnR (5.1)
N dz ' ’

Recall the analytic expression for the wave given in (£.4) when € =0, i.e.,

4w 16
LON A Vi eoshves)’ - 3% (5.2)
@0(2’) = 0.
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This wave will henceforth be denoted by (Ry,0, Sp,0)”. By defining

A=1+ ezaz,
the steady-state ODE is
v = rs
0 = ¢
As' = —As?+ A¢? — c(eas — ¢) — (—w + €2ab) (5.3)
—(1+ €%ady)r? — (a + 2ady)r?
A¢ = —2As5¢ —c(s+ ead) — €[(b+ aw) + (di — a)r? + (dg — ac)r?].

It should be noted that the equation for € is superfluous, and hence is usually ignored;
however, it is included here for completeness. After dropping the O(€?) terms the variational
equations are given by

or' = Soér+ Rés

80 = o9

§s' = —2R(1 +2aR?)0r — 2565 + 206¢ + dw — (eaS — ®)dc
—2ea[(b + aw) + (dy — a)R? + (dy — ac) R*]de

§¢' = —2eR[(d1 — a) + 2(dy — aa) R?)dr — 2065 — 2566 (5.4)
—eadw — (ea® + S)oc — [(b+ aw) + (di — a)R? + (dg — ac) R*]de

dw' = 0

& =0

g = 0.

An observation yields the following proposition.
Proposition 5.1 FEquation is invariant under
(z,c,w,7m,0,8,0) = (—z,—c,w,r,0,—s, —).
An expression for 9,¢"(0) will first be determined. Let
Pe(2) = 60(0 W (2, ¢, w)). (5.5)

Since
6c(0:W, (2, ¢,w)) = 0w (O Wy (2, c,w)) = 0,

by using (f.4) it can be seen that when ¢ = 0
¢ = —280pc — [(b+ aw) + (d1 — a) Rg + (dy — acr) Rp). (5.6)

By definition ¢, is uniformly bounded as z — —oo, so that upon using (f.1]) the solution to
(b.G) can be written as

RA2)be(z) = —[(b+aw) /_ ; R2(s)ds + (di — a) /_ ; Ri(s) ds
(5.7)

z

+(dy — aa)/ RY(s) ds].

—0o0
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By definition the function ¢, describes, up to O(e), the location of the ¢-component of

Wyi(z,¢,w), so that

¢"(0) = €e(0) + O(e?). (5-8)

Thus, when performing calculations on ¢“(0), for € > 0 small enough it is sufficient to
perform them on ¢.(0). Given (b.7) and the fact that an exact expression exists for R2(z),
this then implies that rather detailed information can be gathered regarding the variation
of "(0) with respect to w for € sufficiently small. Set

Am:/_O:OR(]”(s)ds, AQ:/O;(R())?(s)ds. (5.9)

Lemma 5.2 The function ¢"(0) is given by
¢"(0) = €6e(0) + O(?),

where
2R2(0)¢e(0) = Aya — Agb — Aydy — Agds.

Proof: Since Ry is an even function,

0 1 [o©
/ Ry'(s)ds = 5/ Ry (s)ds
for any positive integer m. Thus, when (f.7) is evaluated at z = 0,
2R8(0)¢5(0) = (—CL)AQ + A4 + aAg)a — Agb — A4d1 — Aﬁdg.

The function Ry satisfies
R} —wRy + Ry + aR) = 0.

Upon multiplying the above equation by Ry and integrating by parts one sees that
A/2 = —wlAs + Ay + alg,
from which the conclusion of the lemma follows. =

Remark 5.3 The expressions Ay and Ay are evaluated in Appendixz A.

It is known that the wave exists for all ¢ > 0, with the perturbation being regular
(B3, BH])- A necessary condition for the existence of the bright solitary wave is that ¢¢(z)
remains uniformly bounded as z — oo. Since Ry(z) — 0 as z — oo, this then yields the
next lemma.

Lemma 5.4 A necessary condition for the existence of the bright solitary wave is that

/26L — Agb - A4d1 — A6d2 =0.
Proof: Evaluating (5.7) at z = oo and requiring that the right-hand side be zero at the
limit yields

0 = (—MAQ + A4 + OéAﬁ)CL — Agb — A4d1 — A6d2
= /2(1 — Agb — A4d1 — A6d2. n
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Remark 5.5 An ezamination of Lemmas [5.3 and shows that the necessary condition
for the existence of the wave implies that

®:(0) = 0.

The expression present in the above lemma can clearly be solved for dy in terms of
the other parameters. Before doing so, however, it will be desirable to simplify the above
expression. As the following proposition illustrates, there is a simple relationship between
the above quantities.

Proposition 5.6 The relations

3 3
1. A6 = —(OJAQ——A4)
2« 4

2. A, = %wAg - %A4
hold true.
Proof: As mentioned in the proof of Lemma .9, the function R satisfies the ODE
Rj —wRy + R + aR) = 0.
Multiplying by Ry and integrating by parts yields that
—A5 —whAs + Ay + alg =0,

while multiplying by R{, and integrating yields
, 1 1
Ay —wAy + §A4 + gOéAﬁ = 0.
Upon subtracting the above two equations one sees that

1 1
Ay — Ay — —alhg =0.
2 g gl
The conclusion of the first part of the proposition is now clear.
The proof for the second part follows in a similiar manner. Simply add the two equations
to get the relation

3 2
wAQ — ZA4 — gaAG = O,

from which one immediately gets the second part of the proposition. m

Note that for = —16aw/3 the relation for Ag can be rewritten as
8w 3

Ao = ——(wha — = Ay).

6 5 (w2 =~ A4)
With this observation, define
A2 8w 3
Aoy = —, Ag, = ——(whAhau — —). 1
u=q A 3 (wh2q = ) (5.10)

Note that as a consequence of Proposition f.6, Ag, = Ag/A4.
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Corollary 5.7 In order for the wave to exist the parameter dy must equal di, where up to
O(e)
.1 1
dl = ZCL — A24b — Ad2 (d2 — gaa).

Proof: By Lemma [.4, in order for the wave to exist it must be true that

The conclusion of the corollary follows after one uses the relationships described in Propo-
sition p.6. =

Now that an expression for the function ¢*(0) is known (Lemma [.9), it is possible to
understand its behavior when the parameter w is varied. A consequence of Lemma [.9 is
that it is sufficient to understand the manner in which ¢.(0) varies. Since ¢.(0) = 0 when
d = dj, a simple application of the implicit function theorem yields that

O0u®e(0) + 04, ¢(0)0,,dy = 0. (5.11)
The quantities d4, ¢.(0) and J,,d} are accessible, so that the term 9,,¢(0) can be calculated.

Lemma 5.8 When d; = dj,

2R3(0)

1
D (0) = <8wA24b + DAy, (d — goza)> .

Proof: First, an examination of Lemma shows that

Ay

8d1 ¢6(0) = - 2R(2) (O)

Upon differentiating the expression for df given in Corollary f.7 and using (p.11)), one then
arrives at the conclusion of the lemma.

It is important to understand how 0,,¢.(0) varies with the parameters. Before making
a definitive statement, the following proposition is needed.

Proposition 5.9 Set

b= —?aw
When 0 < g < 1,
8wA24 < 0, awAdz > 0,
so that 9 A
w4ldy
< 0.
0oy

Proof: Using the definition of Agy and Corollary A3 one sees that

A4 — 40.)A2)8WA2

. o
4
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Upon using the Taylor expansions given in Corollary [A.J one sees that

BTL
2n+1)(2n + 3)’

Ag — dwhy = —16w%/? Z 1

which is clearly negative. Since Corollary [A.] states that 9,A2 > 0 for 0 < 8 < 1, it is now
clear that d,A94 < 0.

Since 9,8 = f/w,
8w
B
Using the Taylor series expansions given in Corollary [A.3, after some tedious manipulations
one can see that

8wAd2 = — 8w (wA24) .

OJA24 C Z

where

-1
_ - 1 n\2
C—<4w(n§02n+3ﬁ)> >0
and

J 1

by, = - - .
2j+32(n—j)+1

anzz s N ) n —
j:02j+12(n—j)+3

o,
NgE
(=]

The claim regarding 0,,A4, will be proven as soon as it can be shown that a,, — b, < 0.
Upon combining terms,
n— 2
an — n - 4 Z] j
7=0

7

where
fG,n) = (27 +1)(2(n = j) + 1)(27 + 3)(2(n — j) + 3).
By the integral test,
an — by < 4/0n xg(x,n)dx,

where
n — 2

f(z,n)

g(ajvn) =

Set y = x —n/2. Then
Y

g(yan) = _2m7
with 1
Flyn) = 54" = (n+ 1)) (Ay" = (n+3)%),

so that g(y,n) is odd in y with yg(y,n) < 0. Therefore,

[Cestemar = [ s Dty ay

—n/2 2
n/2

= / yg(y,n)dy
—n/2

< 0,
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so that a,, — b, <0. =

Combining the above results yields the following corollary, which concerns the variation
of "(0) with w.

Corollary 5.10 Suppose that d = dj. Set

0w, 1
— dy — —aa).
awA24( ? 3aa)
For € > 0 sufficiently small, if b > b*, then 0,¢"(0) > 0; otherwise, 0,¢"(0) < 0. Further-
more, for 0 < 8 <1

b* =

awAdg
——= < 0.
0wy <

Proof: Since A4 /Rg(O) > 0 and J9,A24 < 0, the result follows immediately from Lemma
F.§ and Proposition p.9. =

Now that 9,6%(0) is known, the quantities 9,7*(0) and P;; must be calculated. This
can be accomplished simultaneously. As in ([.§), set

51 = azW;y 62_ = 8CWI§L’ g; = 8CW;
Letting Py,,; denote dx; A dx;, as in (E9) set
B =Ps(6,65), Py =Prg(61,63), Py = Pupl(61,65).

Note that the computation of E”(0) requires that P, — P be known (Lemma [[.J). Before
continuing, a preliminary lemma is needed.

Lemma 5.11 Set
b = 56(&5)-
When € = 0, ¢ = —1/2.

Proof: It is easy to see from the variational equation (p.4) that when ¢ =0
(¢2)' = —250¢z — So. (5.12)

This equation is easily solved, and one then finds that

R2(2)6E(z) = — ;Rg(s)so(s)ds
(5.13)
= 5 [ o)
+oo

which yields the conclusion. =

Armed with the above lemma, a statement regarding Pf; and Ps:; can now be made.

Lemma 5.12 When ¢ = 0,

P:I:

1 L1
= 5l P =55
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Proof: Since ¢’ = 0 when € = 0, a simple observation yields that
P = Rybe, P =Sybe.
The conclusion now follows from the above lemma. =
Corollary 5.13 For |z| < M,
[P, — Pl =0(e), [P, — Pyl =0().
Remark 5.14 By definition, P14y = Prz - P, and Pyy = Ps'; — Ps; in Lemma [[.3.
It is now desirable to compute PZ. First, note that

Pre(glagét) = Prw(glygét) =0,

and that
Prc(flygét) = RS.
Since
P, = —SP.s+2®P,+ P, — (caS— P)P, (5.14)
—2ea[(b + aw) + (dy — a)R? + (d2 — ac) RY] P, '
upon substitution of the above relations one sees that
(P%) = =SP4+ 20P,; — (eaS — ®)RS.
The solution to this equation is given by
toy T p2 a2 ? +
R(2)P(2) = —ea " R*(s)S*(s)ds + . R(s)®(s)(R(s)S(s) +2P,4(s))ds.  (5.15)

Using Lemma and the fact that R' = RS yields that for bounded z,
R(2)S(2) +2P5(2) = O(e),

which implies, since ® = O(e), that the second integral is O(e?). The above argument gives
the following lemma.

Lemma 5.15 Let M > 0 be given. Then

Ro(2)P=(2) = —ea /_ ;(R()F(s) ds+0(?), 2 € (—o0, M]
Ro(2)PL(z) = ea /:O(R())Z(s) ds 4+ O(€%), z € [—M,00).

Proof: The conclusion follows immediately from (f.15), taking asymptotic expansions for
R and S, and using the fact that R’ = RS. =

From this lemma one can derive the following three corollaries.
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Corollary 5.16 Let M > 0 be given. Then for |z| < M,

Ro(2)Prs(2) = —Aae + 0(62),

where P,y = P, — Pt.

Corollary 5.17 The quantity 0.r*(0) has the asymptotic expansion
d.r(0) = Nae + O(€?),
where N < 0 is given by
_ A
2R;(0)

N

Proof: Given the result of Lemma .15, the conclusion follows immediately from the facts
that
Pp(0) = =8'(0)0.r"(0),

and that S’(0) = R”(0)/R(0). =

Recall the expression given for E”(0) in Lemma [[.. Given the results of Corollary
and Lemma p.1§, a definitive statement can now be made about this quantity.

Corollary 5.18 Suppose that E"(0) = 0. Then
E"(0) = —=(Na + O(e™™"))e + O(?),

where N > 0 is given by )
N = 3A50,As.

Proof: Substitution of the expression for P, into the expression for E”(0) yields that

E"(0) = —6eah, / Ro(5)8,Ro(s) ds + O(e~M)e + O(e?)

= —(3My0.A0a + O(e ™ MY))e + O(€?).

The fact that the constant N is positive follows immediately from Corollary .3, =

6 Final Arguments

By Lemma [L.1, Lemma [.§, and Corollary it can be seen that

1
E"(0) = Cra(b — Ca(dy — gaa))e2 + O(€%), (6.1)
where
Ci = 2A/2A28wA24 <0
and 9 A
Oy = — 2%
? 0oy ~
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Furthermore, when E”(0) = 0, by Corollary
E"(0) = —C3ae + O(€?), (6.2)

where C5 > 0.

The proof of Theorem [[.] is now essentially complete. The result follows immediately
from the expansions given in equations (f.1]) and (F.3), and the fact that E®(0) < 0
(Corollary R.3). The reason the eigenvalues are O(e) and real follows immediately from the
fact that E”(0) = O(€?), while E”(0) = O(e).

The conclusion of Theorem [[.§ follows immediately from the work of Kapitula and
Maier-Paape [R(]. In order to use that work to conclude the existence of multiple pulse
orbits, all that is necessary is to show that J,¢%(0) # 0. This condition is met as a
consequence of Corollary p.1(. The fact that the multiple pulse solutions are unstable for
b < b* follows immediately from the fact that the primary pulse is unstable for b < b*
(Alexander and Jones [J]). The minimal number of unstable eigenvalues also follows from
that work.
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A Appendix: Evaluation of Constants

In the following,
16
8= ——3 .

Proposition A.1 The quantities Ao and Ay satisfy

. Ay = 4\/5%Tanh_1(\/3)
5 Ay = —16w- A
. 4 = — WB(\/E—Z 2).

Proof: Parts 1. and 2. follow immediately from a direct integration, and can be verified
with the help of Maple V (Release 4).

Corollary A.2 The functions Ao and Ay satisfy

L dh = mw_lﬂ
2. 0wy = 4wi,yAs.
Using the fact that .
x
Tanh~!(z) = 3 In .

Taylor series can be generated for various quantities.

Corollary A.3 When 0 < 8 <1 one has the Taylor expansions

1. Ao 4w1/2ni::0 2nﬁ: 1
2. Ay = 16w i 5 il
—2n+3
3. Ay = %(1 - 32'25/3 - 3%252?2752 - 32‘25'32'3753 +0(8"))
4. Ay, = gw(l + 5%275 + 522?752 + 53 " 7157?153 +0(8Y)
5. Ouhg, = §(1+253;‘7ﬂ+3522?’752+45§,)’:71757?153+0(64))
6 ouh - _4%(1 - 23?255 - 33?25'2%27ﬁ2 B 32'25.32'3753 n 0(54))
o dbe o Beq Tl ey VI 5 o,
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