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Abstract

We use computer-assisted proof techniques to prove that a branch
of non-trivial equilibrium solutions in the KuramotoaASSivashinsky par-
tial differential equation undergoes a Hopf bifurcation. Furthermore, we
obtain an essentially constructive proof of the family of time-periodic
solutions near the Hopf bifurcation. To this end, near the Hopf point
we rewrite the time periodic problem for the KuramotoaASSivashinsky
equation in a desingularized formulation. We then apply a parametrized
Newton-Kantorovich approach to validate a solution branch of time-periodic
orbits. By contruction, this solution branch includes the Hopf bifurcation
point.

1 Introduction

The goal of this paper is to give a proof of a Hopf bifurcation found numerically
in the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky partial differential equation (PDE) in one spatial
dimension with 27-periodic boundary conditions in space:

Oy = —0%u — y0%u + 0, (u?),
u(t,x) = u(t,z + 27).

(1)

Here v > 0 acts as the bifurcation parameter. The appealing qualities of the
PDE () are its relative simplicity and the presence of a low order nonlinear
term. Despite its simplicity, it exhibits complex dynamics, and it serves as a
model for weak turbulence in laminar flows and more generally as a paradigm for
studying spatiotemporal chaos. We refer to [6], [7] and [8] for more background
material on the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation.
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In this paper we prove the existence of a Hopf bifurcation from a nonho-
mogeneous stationary solution to () by a posteriori validation of numerical
computations. The KuramotoaASSivashinsky equation has been well studied
from the perspective of validated numerics. Early results include [I6], where
stationary solutions of (IJ) are found and validated. In [I2] rigorous numer-
ics is used to prove the existence of complicated, chaotic trajectories in the
ordinary differential equation (ODE) describing steady states of the Kuramo-
toaASSivashinsky equation. Much more recently, by a powerful combination of
a rigorous integrator for parabolic PDEs and topological arguments, the exis-
tence of an invariant set with chaotic dynamics was proven [I3] for the semiflow
induced by the PDE (Il). Furthermore, the bifurcation diagram of stationary
solutions of the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation and their stability was studied
in [1], see also [I5] for the pitchfork bifurcation problem. We refer to [2], [14],
[4] and [5] for validation of periodic orbits in KuramotoaASSivashinsky. Here
we complement these results by an analysis of the Hopf bifurcation problem.
Indeed, the periodic solutions proven in [2] 4 5] [I4] bifurcate from an inhomo-
genenous stationary state, but a mathematically rigorous analysis of this Hopf
bifurcation problem has not previously been undertaken.

To tackle this, we generalize our previous desingularization work on (Hopf)
bifurcations in ODEs [J] to the PDE setting. The main strength of this ap-
proach is that validating the existence of a Hopf bifurcation and the branch of
time-periodic solutions emanating from it, is reformulated as a regular branch
following problem. The crucial advantage is that the solution branch of periodic
orbits does not become singular at the bifurcation point, hence continuation can
be carried out using rigorous computer-assisted pseudo-arclength continuation
techniques. There is then a straightforward correspondence between solution of
the desingularized system on the one hand and those of the original system on
the other. This “blow-up” technique complements the approaches to computer-
assisted bifurcation analysis introduced in [I] and [I5]. While we focus on Hopf
bifurcations in this paper, our technique is well-suited to study more general
symmetry breaking bifurcations from nonhomogeneous stationary states.

To outline the desingularization approach, it is convenient to change vari-
ables. We consider a time L-periodic (L being unknown for the moment), space
2m-periodic solution u(t, z) to ({l). We apply a time rescaling 7 = % such that
u(r, x) is time 27-periodic. The rescaled equation is written as

(2)

Oru = =M 0pu — M Ao 02u + 10, (u?),
u(r,z) = u(t,z + 27),



Figure 1: On the left: validated 2m-periodic stationary solution y(x) near the
Hopf bifurcation point . On the right: rescaled time and space periodic profile
z(,x) near the Hopf bifurcation.

with Ay = & and Ay = 7.

If a time-dependent solution (7, x) is close enough to the Hopf bifurcation,
it is natural to rewrite u as the sum of a stationary solution y(z) to (@) and
a time-dependent perturbation az(r,x), where z is of order 1 and a € R is
the (small) amplitude of the perturbation. The precise formulation can be
found in Section [Z3]l Following this rewriting, we validate a branch of solutions
(M1, A2, a,y, z). If the amplitude a changes sign along this branch, then at a = 0
a Hopf bifurcation occurs: the periodic solutions for a # 0 bifurcate from the
stationary state y at a = 0.

The validated solution close to the bifurcation is presented in Figure[I], where
the stationary component y(x) of the solution is presented on the left and the
perturbation profile z(7, x) generated by the Hopf bifurcation is plotted on the
right. The full solution of () is the sum of the stationary component and
the perturbation multiplied by the amplitude a, which tends to zero at the
bifurcation point. Thanks the the validated numerics presented in this paper,
we can prove that the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation (II) undergoes a Hopf
bifurcation at the parameter value \¥ = +* = 0.298776358114 + [—r, ]| with
validation radius r = 8.63 - 10711

By adding a continuation condition, we can prove that a’ # 0, where the
derivative is taken with respect a “parametrization” variable of the solution
branch. This guarantees the “non-degeneracy” of the Hopf bifurcation in the
sense that we prove a branch of non-constant periodic orbits which converge



to the equilibrium state. In this way we avoid the need for a center manifold
analysis. Furthermore, for this result we do not need to check that the conjugate
eigenvalue pair, which we find at a = 0 to lie on the imaginary axis, crosses from
one side of the imaginary axis to the other side (when following the branch of
stationary solution in 7). Such an analysis requires an additional computer-
assisted proof, which would not be too difficult, but we did not pursue it in this
paper. Finally, we remark that in order to establish sub- or supercriticality of
the bifurcation, one could determine the sign of a”. In the ODE setting, this
analysis has been performed in great generality in [9], and we are confident that
such an approach would work in the PDE setting as well. Since working out
the details is somewhat tedious and the current paper is already quite heavy on
technical detail, we decided not to include it here.

The details of the result presented graphically in Figure [I] are discussed in
Section The main challenge in transforming the ODE methods in [9] to
the PDE setting of the current paper are two-fold. First, the two-dimensional
Fourier series lead to diagonally dominant operators, whose diagonal depends
on the a priori unknown time period A;. This requires additional estimates to
perform the tail (truncation) estimates. Furthermore, the nonlinearity includes
a derivative, which can be controlled because it is lower order than the bi-
Laplacian, but again this requires additional bounds. Both of these are discussed
in Section [6l We stress that lifting the techniques from ODEs to PDEs is not
difficult from a technical point of view. One may find this disappointing, but we
view it as the pivotal strength of the approach. Indeed, the blow up approach
presented is extremely general in its simplicity. It seems probable that the
bounds developed in this paper can be applied with minor modifications to
many other parabolic PDEs with periodic (or Neuman) boundary conditions.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the func-
tional analytic setup, which is analogous to that of [5] and [4], employing Fourier
series and a convenient choice of the norm in Fourier space. The quanti-
tative contraction theorem of Newton-Kantorovich type, which underlies the
computer-assisted proof, is presented in SectionBl Sections[ and [l are devoted
to introducing and bounding the relevant projections and other linear operators.
The necessary results for analyzing the tails of the Fourier modes are collected
in Section [l In Section [0 the “Newton-Kantorovich” bounds for single periodic
orbits are derived. Subsequently, these are generalized to bounds for the con-
tinuation case in Section [§ Finally, in Section [ we collect all ingredients to
prove the existence result discussed above.



2 The Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation and
the Hopf bifurcation system

2.1 The Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation
In Section [Il we rescaled the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation to
O = =M A0t — M\ 0% 4 2010, (v?), (3)

so that we can study solutions which are 2m-periodic in space and time.
To write v in terms of its Fourier expansion in ¢ and z we introduce the
two-dimensional bi-infinite sequence u = (u;); kez, With u;; € C, such that

v(t,x) = Z et UHRe), (4)
=

From here onwards, we will consistently use j for time related indices and & for
space related indices. We introduce the notation

Fv=u

for the two-dimensional Fourier transform, with u defined above.

We recall some standard properties of Fourier sequences that will be used
extensively in the following. The convolution of two two-dimensional bi-infinite
sequences u and w is defined by

(wrwhp =2 D, UpkWpk

J1+j2=7 k1+k2=k
Furthermore it holds that
wrw = FF ) o w),

where F~! is the inverse Fourier transform and the multiplication - is considered
pointwise in ¢ and x. The derivative operators satisfy

F(ow(t,x)) = (jujk)jkez  and  F(Ozv(t,x)) = (ikujk); kez-

We denote the multiplication of a two-dimensional bi-infinite sequence by its
index in the time or space direction by the operator J or K, respectively, defined
as

J:iuw— (juj-k)j’kez (5)



and
K:ue (kujk)jkez. (6)
We rewrite Equation (8] in the space of Fourier sequences as
iJu =M\ Ky + \Ku + iIMK(u = u), (7)
and we introduce the zero finding problem
FOP A, u) = iJu + MoK — M K?u — i\ K(u*u) = 0. (8)
Remark 2.1. Writing explicitly
Fin(AL, A2, w) = ijuje + Mok ujn — Mk uje — Mik(usu)e,  jkeZ,
we notice that foo(A1, A2, u) = 0.

When wu is a solution to (8), any shift in time or space of u is also a solution.

In order to lift this invariance, we add two phase conditions to our problem of
the form

(iKa,uy=0 and d{Ja,uy =0, (9)

where @ is an approximation of the solution and

(u,wy = Z Uk Wik,

J,keZ

2 o . .
for u,w € C*. Conditions (@) are the Fourier sequence representations of

27 27
J vo,dr =0 and J virdt = 0,
0 0

with © a numerically determined approximation of the solution. These are
standard conditions to fix shifts (see e.g. [10]).
The full problem then becomes

Jit(A1, A2, u) = 0, for all (j, k) € Z*\{(0,0)},
(K, u) = 0, (10)
(i, u) =0,

and one expects a one-dimensional solution branch, due to the two parameters,
two scalar equations and considering Remark 211



2.2 The functional spaces (;, and L],

In this section, we introduce the spaces of one and two-dimensional bi-infinite
sequences. Following [3], for one-dimensional bi-infinite sequences we introduce

the norm "
def k
0, = Z vy |ugl, (11)
keZ
and the space of one-dimensional exponentially decreasing sequences as

[u

Cy, = {u = (up)rez, u € C| [uller, < o0}
The convolution of two sequences y and w in 811,2 is defined as

(y*w)g = Z Yky Wk, -
k1 +ko=k
The norm and space introduced for bi-infinite sequences are very similar. For
a given vector v = (v1,vs), with v; > 1 for i = 1,2, we introduce the £}-norm
in the space of bi-infinite sequences

] k
lufer 2T v e, (12)
J,keZ

that is the two-dimensional version of the norm already used in [I0]. It resembles
closely the norm used in other papers discussing Kuramoto-Sivashinsky, such
as [4] and [5]. In particular, the £}-norm has similar properties to the M-
norm presented in [4]. We define the space of two-dimensional exponentially
decreasing sequences as

L), = {u = (ujr)jrez, wjk € C||ufzr <o},

The L} space shares a lot of properties with the 611,2 space. First, £ is a
Banach space, and
vl

vl

gy < fulzfv] -

Furthermore, there is a trivial embedding of £}, in £}
E,: 611,2 —L}
y —~Eey : (Eey)jx = 50y,
which satisfies Hy”zllQ = |Evy| 1. Thanks to this embedding, we can make sense

of the convolution between an element y of 611,2 and an element u of £}, defining
it as
def
(rw)n = (Bey*w)je = Y, Yralshs-
ki1+ko=k



2.3 The Hopf bifurcation

A sequence y € @2 is a stationary solution of (8) if it satisfies
def 4 2 .
Fi(A2,y) = XK'y =Koy —iK(y=y) = 0. (13)

We remark that (Fy)o = 0 is trivially satisfied. To avoid shifts in space of the
solution to (I3)), as we did for the time-dependent solution in Section 2] we
add the phase condition

(Kg,yye & GEXKG, Eryy = | ikirye = 0, (14)
keZ

with § an approximation of the solution.
Similar to the Hopf bifurcation validation presented in [9], we use a blow up

approach in the neighborhood of a Hopf bifurcation. To this end, we rewrite the

solution u € £} to (I0) in the neighborhood of a Hopf bifurcation as the sum of

the stationary solution y € 611,2 to (I3) and a perturbation az, with amplitude

a€R and z € L! of order 1, that is

{u 2::Egy +az, (15)

<J 2 Z> =1,

with Z a numerically determined approximation of z. The second equation en-
sures that z does not tend to a (singular) stationary orbit as the Hopf bifurcation
point is approached.

Replacing v in (I0) by Fey + az, we arrive at

J?%,2) =1,
(K (Eeg + az), (Eey + az)) = 0,
GI(Ej + a3), (Eey + az)) = 0, (16)

1J(Epy + az) + MK (B + az)
~MK*(Ey + az) — MiK((Egy + az) * (Epy + az)) = 0.

We add the equations (I3]) and (I4]) and use this information on y to simplify
the terms involving only y in the last equation. Concerning the phase condition
in time, we recall that y is time-independent, hence Jy = 0. Following a division



by a, we consider the zero-finding problem

J?Z,2)—1=0,
(K7, ype =0,
GK(Eyjj + az), 2y = 0, a7
(dJz,2) =0,
MKy — K2y —iK(y +y) = 0,
LiJz + MAK 2 — \ K22 — MIK(2Ewy * 2z + az * z) = 0.

Remark 2.2. The equation (K (E,g+ az),z) = 0 is not the only choice for the
phase condition on z. Other choices are possible, such as setting (iKZ,z) = 0.
In particular, the choice made in this paper is unfit in case y is a homogeneous
steady state, because in that case the equation would be trivially satisfied at the
bifurcation point. However, in the case at hand y is space-dependent, hence the
stated condition is appropriate.

Let & = (5\1, A2, a7, £) be a numerical approximation of the solution of (I7]),
with ¢ and £ having just a finite number of non-zero Fourier coefficients. We
use the numerical approximation to fix the phase conditions. The problem can
then be written as
( J%2,2)—1

R iKy
Gy ) = | PR g
GK(Eeg + a2),z)

(Jz,2)
Fl (>‘2a y) ) =0.

A

—~
—_
oo

~—

F(\,A,a,y,2) =

( 1,12,a,Y, ) (FQ(/\17)\27a,y7z)
Here we have split the problem into a linear problem G?¢, where we emphasize
the dependency on the numerical approximation, and a nonlinear problem F,

with Fy as defined in ([3) and
oM, Aoy a,y,2) = iJz 4+ MAK 2 — M K22 — MiK(2Epy # 2 + az * 2).

We will at times use the notation (F), and (F>);x to indicate the k-th and
(4, k)-th Fourier coefficients of F; (z) and F»(x) respectively, where the argument
will be clear from context.



The set of variables for (I8)) has the form (A1, A2, a,y, z) with A1, A\2,a € C,
ye (), and z e L}. The full space of variables is thus

def ~3 _ 91 1
X =C x4, xL,,
equipped with the product norm

(19)
e = 1M1, A2y 0, 2)] =

max{[Ai], [Az, |al, |yle,, 2] 21 }-

At times, we will also use the so-called component norm

lele = (max{[Adl, X2l lal}, [yl 12 22) € R®. (20)
Definition 2.3. The conjugate x* of x € X is defined by

.13* = (5‘1; X27 a/a y*7 Z*)a
with the conjugate of y and z defined by

sk def _
yk = Y-k, k € Za
s def _ .
Zip = Z—j—ks J,k€Z.

Let Y be a space on which conjugate symmetry is defined, such as X, @2, or
LL. Then the subspace of conjugate symmetric elements is denoted by
SY) = {zeY :x=ua*}

Definition 2.4. A map T : X — X is said to preserve conjugate symmetry if
T(S(X)) € S(X).

For v/ < v, we have

<C11:) € x4, x L, > C x dy, x L,

(>‘17 )\27 a,y, Z) = (vlvy/a Zl)'

Furthermore, (F1); and (F») ;5 vanish for £ = 0 and (4, k) = (0,0), thatisy, =0
and z{, = 0. Therefore we can compose with the map

n 1 1 n—2 1 1
II:C XfyéX£V/—>(C Xfuéxﬁl,/

(Ul,yl,zl) s (U”,y”,z”)

10



with v/ = v, fori=1,...,n—2 and

J = v,y ifk=0, and 2 — vl if (4,k
Py, itk 0, A P XA

~

= (0,0),

~
H*
—~
<
o
=

In this way we remove the trivial identities from the formulation and arrive at
@) =1 (F) @ -0, 1)

which generically has a one-dimensional solution set. We abuse notation by not
specifying n = 4 in the definition of II, so that we can reuse the notation later
in a slightly more general setting.

Let = (A1, A2, a,9,2) € X and w = (b1, Ba,b,7,5) € X, then we extend the
notation (-, -» to X by defining

(z,2wy = MNP+ Aaf2 +ab+ (y,rye + (2, 8).

In the following, we will assume we have computed two numerical solutions
JA?O = (/\10, /\20,&0,@0,20) € S(X) and i‘l = ()\11,)\21,&1,3)1,21) € S(X) of (M)
Assuming the two numerical solutions are close to each other, i.e. ||£o—21] « 1,
it is reasonable to expect that the segment connecting them is an approximation
of a nearby solution branch. To construct a one-to-one correspondence between
the point on the segment [Zg,#1] and the solution branch z(s), s € [0,1], we
follow [5] and add to (I8) the so-called continuation equation

E; ((E) = <(E, QS> — Cs, (22)
where
qs = qo + s(¢1 — o), and ¢s = ¢o + s(e1 — o),
with
¢s = (vs +v3)/2, and cs = {Ts, qs), for s = 0,1, (23)

where v is approximately in ker(DH?: (%)), with H%:(x) defined in (ZI)). Fur-
thermore, we assume gs, for s = 0,1, has finitely many non-zero Fourier coeffi-
cients, as do Zg and Z;. The continuation problem is then

_ ES(A17)‘27a‘ay7Z)
Hs()\17>\27a;yaz) =11 st ()\1,)\2,0,,2/,2) . (24)
F(A15A25a7yaz)

11



Remark 2.5. It follows from the definition of Hy in (24]) that
Hg(z*) = Hs(2)*,

where the codomain of Hy is X' = C3 x Zié x LY, for v < v. Therefore, Hs
preserves conjugate symmetry.

We are interested in solving the continuation problem
Hy: X - X', Hy(z) =0 forall se|0,1]. (25)

Remark 2.6. A solution branch z(s) of 28] goes through a Hopf bifurcation
if there exist s*,so and s1 such that s* € (so,s1), a(s*) = 0 and a(s) # 0 for
s € [s0,81\{s*}. The latter statement guarantees that the time-dependent term
az does not vanish unless a = 0.

By continuity of a(s), if it holds that a(so) - a(s1) < O then there exists a
s* € (so, 81) such that a(s*) = 0. We are thus left with proving that a(s) changes
sign along the validated solution branch and a'(s*) # 0, in order to prove the
existence of a Hopf bifurcation of the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation.

Remark 2.7. Although we have formulated the problem in the context of general
pseudo-arclength continuation, we can choose the continuation equation [22)) to
conveniently simplify the verification in Remark[20. Indeed, the choice

qs = (0,0,1,0,0) € X and Cs = Qg

in essence turns the general (pseudo-arclength) continuation into parameter con-
tinuation with respect to a. In this case, if a solution exists, we immediately
conclude that o' (s) # 0, provided ag # a1. As a consequence, if ao - 41 < 0,
we can prove that a(s) changes sign along the validated curve of solutions and
Remark[24 implies the existence of a Hopf bifurcation.

3 The radii polynomial approach

For the parameter dependent zero finding problem (23], we aim to validate the
segment between two numerical solutions g and 21, which are such that

Hq (%) ~ 0, iseS(X) fors=0,1.
For s € [0, 1], we introduce the notation

Ts =g+ S(ii‘l — :i'o)

12



Following [5], we transform the zero finding problem (25) into a parameter
dependent fixed point problem

Ts(z) =z,
with s € [0,1] and T, the Newton-Kantorovich operator defined by
Ts: X - X (26)
x—x— AsHg(x), (27)

where Ay is an approximation of DH(#s)~! for all s in [0,1]. The linear
operator As will be constructed in Section [@l satisfying the following conditions:

AsHs(z)e X forz e X

28
A is injective for all s € [0,1]. (28)

In order to prove that Ty is a contraction in a neighborhood of &, we first
introduce
def
Br(z) = {ye X :|y—z|x <r}.

To prove that T is a contraction in B,.(Z) for some r, we determine bounds

Y; 2 Ts As - As 9 29
max [T.(6.) ~ 2. x (29)

and
Zs(r) = max sup | DTs(Zs + rb)re| x. (30)

s€[0,1] p,ce By ()= X

With Y; and Z,(r) computed rigorously, we can then apply the following parame-
trized Newton-Kantorovich theorem and validate our numerical approximations.

Theorem 3.1. Let A satisfy the condition (28)), let Ty : X — X be defined
as in 26), let Yy and Z4(r) be defined as in (29) and (BU) respectively. Let the
radii polynomial be defined as

p(r) = Y, + Zs(r) — .
If there exists an r* > 0 such that p(r*) < 0 then there exists a continuous curve

{2(8)}sef0,1] © X such that x(s) € B,x(s) and Hs(x(s)) = 0 for all s € [0,1].
Furthermore, if &s,qs € S(X), then z(s) € S(X).

13



Proof. The first part of this Theorem has been presented and proven in many
contexts, such as in [5] and [10].

The symmetry argument follows from the following considerations. Thanks
to the injectivity of As, Ts(x(s)) = z(s) implies Hg(xz(s)) = 0. We have
Hi(x(s))* = Hs(z(s)*) = 0 and thus Ts(z(s)*) = z(s)*. Since &; € S(X),
the ball B,«(Z) is invariant under conjugate symmetry, hence z(s)* € B« ().
Due to uniqueness of the fixed point of T in B,.«(Z), we conclude that z(s)* =
x(s) e S(X). O

When the continuation equation is chosen as in Remark[2.7] then the solution
curve {x(s)}se0,1] © X is smooth.

4 Linear operators

4.1 Operators on X
For simplicity, we introduce the notation X = X; x X5 x X3, where X; =
C3 Xo=1/(. X3=LL Let Be B(X,X),

V2

B:X —- X

x = (a,b,c) — Bx = (a',V/,),

which we write as

a' Bi1 Bz Bisz)\ fa
V|=|DBs Bas Bos b (31)
d B31 B3z DBsz/ \c

with
Bij € B(X“Xj)

We denote by | - ||;; the operator norm induced by the norms on X; and X;. In
particular, all the operator norms here introduced have a simple explicit form

14



or bound:

|\Bl1|\11:n1=1112}§3 Z | B,
m=1,2,3

| Biz12 = max_supv~*|B,|,
n=1,2,3 ez,

| Bis|1s = max_ sup v *71lB,,,
n=123 (j kyez?

| Baill21 < Z Zy‘k||Bkm|v

m=1,2,3 keZ

[Baz 2z = sup vy MU UM By | (32)
1€ keZ

| Bs131 < Z Z VI B |
m=1,2,3 (j,k)eZ?

—|k j k
|Bsallsz = sup vy ™1 S 07w B, |

ki €z j.keZ
_ —lj1l, =1kl 13l |kl
| Basllss = sup vy 7oy ™0 ST w7 By |
J1,k1€Z j keZ
The norm | - |23 is not presented because it is never used in this paper.

On B(X, X'), we introduce the component norm

IBil11 [ Bizli2 [ Bisllis
IBle = | |B2illar || Bazll22 [ Basas | € R**2.

IBs1l31 [ Bs2ls2 [ Bssllss

By the definition of operator norm on the space X, we have

1Bl < max >, |Bijli- (33)
i=1,...,3
4.2 Convolution operators on /}, and L],

For u = (uk)kez € Z},Q, we introduce the convolution operator as the operator

s (), — B(l},,0},) that satisfies

V2 YU

Ot (w)w = u*w for all u,we £, . (34)

15



By the definition of convolution, its matrix representation is

o1
Crre (u)k1k2 = Uky—ks-

It follows from the Banach algebra property that

1
0% (W), a1, = luls,. (35)

vo?

Following the same structure in £!, we introduce the convolution operator
CEv i LY — B(L£L, L£L) such that

Cﬁi(u)w =uxw for all u,w e L}. (36)

1
We now have C*v (u) = Uj, —jok1—kq» a0d

J1i2k1ke
1
[C4 (W) Ber,cry = lullcs. (37)

4.3 Finite dimensional projection

In order to study a finite dimensional subset of X, we define for any K =
(M, N) e N? the finite set of indices smaller than K as

Fr =Founy = {0, k) € Z°|[] < M, |k < N}. (38)
The projection on the first K = (M, N) € N? modes is defined as

N . X=Cx, xLh—>X (39)
z = (a,b,c) — nFg — (G7H§K)ba HgK)C)

with
b if |kj| <N
gy, — : 10
(0 {o if k| > N, (40)
and
(HgK)C)jk _ Cik if (.77 k) € F(M,N)v (41)
0 if (,k) ¢ F(ar,n)-

16



If 2 = Iz € X, we say that = has at most K non-zero modes, and similarly

for b = H(IK)b € 611,2 and ¢ = HéK)c € L. The complementary projection on the
infinite tail is given by
Mz =2 — g, (42)

where the notation is meant to indicate the projection from the (K + 1)-th mode

onwards. There is a natural correspondence between HgK)Z,l,z and C2N+1 which
we denote by the truncation operator

71(K) 1511/2 N (C2N+1, (43)
b (bk)k=—N,...N» (44)

as well as between HéK)Ell, and CCM+UxEN+1) " which we indicate by
7_2(K) :l:lll N (C(2M+1)><(2N+1), (45)
¢ (Cjk) (jk)eF i - (46)
We introduce the notation for truncation in X as
LK) . X — O3 x C2N+1  C(2M+1)x(2N+1) (47)
z = (a,b,¢) —» 7z = (a, Tl(K)b, TQ(K)C). (48)
Its corresponding inverse embedding is denoted by

E - (CS > (C2N+1 % (C(2M+1)><(2N+1) N H(K)X

Definition 4.1. A € B(X,X) is a finite linear operator of center dimensions
Ky and Ky if
Az = TED (ATTE) ), for all z e X.

If K1 = Ky = K, we say that A has center dimension K.
Remark 4.2. A finite linear operator A € B(X,X) of center dimensions

K1 = (M1, N1) and Ko = (M2, Na) can be represented by a complex matriz of di-
mension (3+(2N2+1)+(2M2+1)(2N2+1)) x (3+(2N1+1)+(2M1+1)(2N1+1)).

A class of operators we will be working with extensively is the class of even-
tually diagonal operators in X. It is an extention of the definition provided in
[5] for eventually diagonal operators in £2.
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Definition 4.3. Let A: X — X be a linear operator. A is eventually diagonal
of center dimension K if it can be decomposed into A and AT such that

Az = Afz + AIHﬁ()y

with AT a diagonal operator and AY a finite linear operator of center dimen-
sion K. The same definition applies for A: (L — €L and A: L], — L}.

Lemma 4.4. If A is eventually diagonal,
|Aijlli; < max{|AG i, [AL; 5}, forij=1,2,3.

Proof. Let A = Al + AT be an eventually diagonal operator of center dimension
K = (M,N). For i # j, Al. =0, and Af; = 0, hence in these cases |A4;;| =

ij
|AL]. We are left to compute |Agz 22 and [Ass|ss. By the definition of the
norms in (32)), we have

—|k k
[Asz]a2 = sup vy 20 37 | (A2,
ko€Z k1€Z

|k k
max{ sup VQ‘ 2| Z V|2 1||(A22)k1k2|7
‘kQ‘SN k1€Z

— |k k
sup vy 1S DI (A )y, |}
‘k:2|>N k}1€Z

— |k k
= max{ sup v, "' S (AL ks sup [(Ady)kyk, I}
lka| <N kieZ lk2|>N

max{[| A% 22, | Ay 22}

The same approach can be applied to Assz, thus concluding the proof. O

Remark 4.5. The product of two eventually diagonal operators of center di-
mensions K1 and Ko, respectively, is an eventually diagonal operator of center
dimension

K = max{Kj, K»}.

The operator A introduced in Section [B] will be constructed to be an even-
tually diagonal operator. We therefore want to study this type of operators a
little more in depth.
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Remark 4.6. Let x € X such that x = H(K/)x, and let A be an eventually
diagonal operator of center dimension K, then

Az = H(R)(AJ?),
with R
K = max(K, K").
Another case in which it is easy to compute the number of non-zero modes
is when we are considering convolutions.

Lemma 4.7. Let x = HéKl)x and v = H(QKQ)U then

TRV = HgKlJrKZ)(x * V).

The same holds in €}, .

We also introduce the definition of a K-diagonal operator, where K can be
thought of as a band width.

Definition 4.8. B : X — X is called a K-diagonal operator on X if
By = I+ (By)

for all y € X such that y = H(K/)y. And similarly for B : L. — L. and
B0, — 1.

Remark 4.9. Diagonal operators are 1-diagonal operators. Furthermore, by
Lemma[{], the convolution operators associated to y € £}, and z € L}, with K
non-zero modes are K -diagonal.

Lemma 4.10. B is a K-diagonal operator in L. if and only if its matriz repre-
sentation B is such that Bjj ke, = 0if (j—j1,k—k1) ¢ Fx. A similar statement
holds in €},

Lemma 4.11. Let K = (M,N) € N2, and let B : X — X be a K-diagonal
linear operator. Then Bas : 611,2 — 611,2 is a K -diagonal linear operator and so is
Bsz: L1 — LL. For B : 611,2 — LY its matriz representation Bssy is such that
(332)jkk1 =0 Zf |]€ — k‘1| > N.

Theorem 4.12. Let A : X — X be a finite dimensional operator of center
dimension Ky = (M1, N1) and Ko = (M2, N3). Let B: X — X be af(-dz'agonal
operator. Then the operator product AB is a finite dimensional operator of
center dimension K1 and Ko + K.
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Proof. The proof will be carried out for A’ = A5 and B’ = Bas, but its exten-
sion to the whole of X follows the same reasoning.
By definition of the operator product, it holds that

/
k}lkz - Z AklkgBk:3k2'
k:3€Z

The assumptions imply that A;€1k3 = 0 if ky > Ny or k3 > N;. Furthermore,

By 1, = 0if [k3 — k2| > N. Hence, we can rewrite

’
( klkz - Z Ak1k3Bk3k2’

kgelkz

with i i
I, ={kas —N,....ka + N} n {=Na,..., No}.

The set Iy, is non-empty only if |ko| < No + N. This concludes the proof. O
Corollary 4.13. Under the hypothesis of Theorem [{.13, we have

AB = TTED ATI(E2) B — 1K) Ao1p(K2) gTp(K2+K)

Hence, (a bound on) the operator norm |AB)| is explicitely computable.

5 Construction of the operator A;

In this Section, we construct the operator A, needed for the application of the
radii polynomial approach to the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky PDE given by (24).
We consider the segment

&y = Edo + s(E&, — Edy),

where &g, #; € TF)S(X) are the two numerical approximate solutions of (24
already introduced at the end of Section

The radii polynomial approach to the validation of a branch relies strongly
on finding a reasonably good approximation Ay of the inverse of DH(%). To
construct A,, we will introduce the linear operator A};, an approximation of
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DH(Z,). First, let us compute explicitly

DH,(z) =
(o (B) ( )) o ()
T Doy Fi(z) XK — 2K 0
Dxi o ,a) Fa() —2/\11KC£"( )Ee 7;‘1\3;221;%;2}5;)
(49)
with

Dy oy Fi(@) = (0 K'y 0),

Doz, P2 (@) = (7iK((2/\22>:<;¢_y§i)(Zz*z)) MKz —MiK(z # Z)) ;
We define

Hy(x) & 75O H (M),

which can be interpreted as a map from C3TCGN+D+EN+DEM+1) {4 jtself, and
we have

DH,(z) = 7 DH,(r5) )75 (50)
which can be represented by a complex square matrix of dimensions (3 + (2N +
1)+ (2N + 1)(2M + 1)).
We construct the dependence of Al on s to be linear:
Al = A+ s(A] - AY),
where we define Al as

Al = EDH, (&) + Al”, for s =0,1,

with Al the tail operator

0 0 0
Al = [0 AeK* —K? 0 7).
0 0 iJ 4+ AshesK* — K2

For the approximate inverse Ag of A, we set

As = Ao + s(A1 — Ap),
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and
A = AF 4 AL fors = 0,1,
with
Af = E'QST(K)7 for s =0,1,
where Qs is an approximate numerical inverse of the matrix representation of

DH, (78 z,), a complex square matrix of dimension (3 + (2N + 1) + (2N +
1)(2M + 1)). The diagonal operators are defined as

0 0 0
Al=10 AL 0 |1, (51)
0 0 AL
with
Al = QpeK* =K1
and

A£2 = (IJ + 5\155\25K4 — 5\15K2)_1,

where the inverse here is interpreted elementwise, that is, for (j, k) ¢ Fr,

Al = — 2

(Ag19)k Rkt _ k2

and .
(Aizz)jk = -

ij + 5\155\251€4 — 5\15]62.

In Equation (28) we stated two conditions which A, needs to satisfy. First,
we require that A;H,(z) € X for all x € X. Although H(x) is not in X due to
the unboundedness of the operators J and K, this is counteracted by the action
of the tail of Ay, hence A;Hy(x) € X.

The second condition is that A, is injective. This condition is proven a
posteriori by the radii polynomial approach. Indeed, if the validation succeeds,
it holds that 1 > Z(r) > supye,17[{ — AGAT|, thus A, is surjective for all

€ [0,1]. We also know that A is eventually diagonal for all s, that is A; =
AF + AL, We now interpret this as a block-diagonal decomposition of A;.
Then, by surjectivity of A, we deduce surjectivity of A, and since AF is finite
dimensional, surjectivity implies injectivity. Injectivity of Al follows from the
nontrivially of the elements on its diagonal. Hence Ay is injective.

Remark 5.1. The elements on the diagonal are nontrivial if 5\23k4 —k2#£0
for all |k| > N. Thus we impose

N? > max{\;;", A3}
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6 Bounds for the norm of eventually diagonal op-
erators

This section is devoted to bound the norm of some eventually diagonal operators,
where we add some constraint on the diagonal part of the operator. Let P be an
eventually diagonal operator in B(LL, L) of center dimension K = (M, N) €
N2, then it has the form

P:Ll -} (52)

s P (P - [EBTHw for (1) € P

! p(J, k)ujk otherwise,
for a function p and a matrix B € CGM+DEN+HXCM+1)(2N+1) see Remark A2
In this section we will study the norm of P when p is a rational polynomial of

the form G ) k)
. a\J, q +q
p(j.k) = Do = Il B (53)
p(i. k) ip1(d) + pa2(k)
with p1(j) and pa(k) real-valued polynomials and ¢; () and ¢z (k) complex poly-
nomials. If there is any constant term in ¢, it will be assigned to ¢s.
It holds, by Lemma 4 and by the definitions of the operator norms in (32),
that

|P| = max{| B[, sup [p(j,k)}-
(J,k)¢F

Remark 6.1. The bound on sup; yyew, [P(J, k)| can be finite only if the order
of q; is smaller than or equal to the order of p;, fori=1,2.

To simplify the presentation, we will further restrict ourselves to p1(j) = 7,
although the results can be generalised to polynomial p; (7).
By the triangle inequality

q1(J)

1) +p2(k?)’ (j,k)¢F i (54)

sup  |p(j, k)| <
(J:R)EF ¢ (G R)#F

g2(k) ‘
lj + pg(k})

We will consider the two fractions separately. With the restrictions imposed
on ¢, we have ¢1(j) = c¢1j. Therefore the first fraction is bounded trivially
by |e1].
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Remark 6.2. If there exists a (j*,k*) ¢ Fi such that p(j*,k*) = 0, then the
norm of P is infinite. Hence in the following we want to ensure that there is
no k* € N, such that |k*| > N and p(0,k*) = 0. This is incorporated in the
definition of Qn in BI) below, which will simply be infinity if this is violated.

Concerning the second term in the righthand side of (B54]), we remark that,
for fixed k,

’ decreases if |j| increases, hence

11+p(k)
sup ﬂ‘ < max max ﬂ‘ ’ QQ(k)‘ .
G eFs |17+ p2(k) =M+ k<N+1|ij + pa(k) | = | p2(k)

(55)

The first maximum of (BA)) is taken over a finite set, hence it is directly com-
putable. The supremum, on the other hand, is computed over an infinite set
and requires a more refined approach, i.e., we want to bound

Q2(k)‘
p2(k)

using a finite number of computations. As a first step, we construct k¥ € N
satisfying

(56)

|k|>N

pa(z) # 0 for all |z| > ki, (57)
and k) € N satisfying

B (x)p2(x) — ph()g2(x) = 0 for all x| > kj. (58)

To find ky and ks, we use the minimum of Lagrange’s and Cauchy’s bounds,
which provide explicit finite bounds on roots of polynomials. Then we set k' =
max{k, kb }.

It then holds that (B6) is bounded by

Q2(k)’
s max
p2(k) | |kI>N,|k|<k’

def .
QN = max{ lim

k—+o0

Q2(k)’
p2(k) ’

ngk; ‘ is trivial to determine and is non-zero only if ¢o and

The limit limg_, £

p2 have the same polynomial order. All other bounds only require a finite
computation.

With this algorithm, we can then bound explicitly the norm of an eventually
diagonal operator as defined in (52)), (B3)).
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7 Single solution bounds for radii polynomial

For ease of exposition, we will first treat the case of a single solution. This may
also be interpreted as finding the bounds required for the s-independent version
of Theorem [3.1] i.e., the case where 2o = &7 and o = ¢;. We note that although
the arguments below are self-contained, some additional details can be found
in [9].

7.1 Y bound
The Y bound is an upper bound to
IT(2) —&lx = |[AH(2)] x

By construction, & has K non-zero modes. Furthermore, F; and F, are the
sum of linear terms and second order convolutions. Thus F;(z) = H§2K)Fi(§:)
for i = 1,2, and as a consequence H (%) = X H(%). We know that A is
eventually diagonal of center dimension K and Remark can be applied.
Therefore AH (%) has 2K non-zero modes. Thus, its norm can be computed
directly with a finite number of computations in interval arithmetic.

7.2 Z bound
The Z bound presented in ([B0) can be split into three parts by considering

DT (& + rb)re = [(I — AAY) + A(A" — DH(2)) + A(DH(2) — DH(% + rb))] re,

and computing their bounds separately. We write

Z(r) = Zor + Zyr + Za(r)r (60)

with
Zo = |1 - AAT(x.x),s (61)
Zy = |A(A" — DH (%)) p(x,x)» (62)

and
Zy(r) = |A(DH(2) — DH(% + 1b))| B(x,x)> (63)

where I € B(X, X) is the identity operator.
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7.3 Z, bound

In the case at hand, the Zy bound is fairly simple, because A and A" are even-
tually diagonal operators of center dimension K. Thus, applying the triangle
inequality we have

= AATHB(X,X) _ HIHC(XDK) _ AIATIH?%)HB(KX) + HIH(K) _ AFATFHB(X,X)-

We remark that, by definition, the tails of the operator A and A' are exact
inverses of one another. Therefore, the tail of ATA'! is the identity, and the
first norm is zero.

We are left to compute

1T — AT AT g x x).

The matrix representations of A¥ and AT are known and finite. Hence we can
compute this norm applying Equation (B3] and the definition of the operator

norms in (32).
7.4 Z; bound

In the computation of the Z; bound, the subtraction DH (&) — A" gives an
operator where most terms cancel and which acts as a convolution. We can
represent it as

B =DH(z) - Al

0 0 0 0 0 0
| 0 Kby 0 |-105( 0 Kby 0 |UF,  (64)
Kb31 Kbgg Kb33 Kb31 Kb32 Kb33

with
by = 2C 2 (7),
bz = [1(22 * B+ a(2 % 2)), 0, Ayi(2 # 2)] ,
bay = 201iCEv (2) By,
bss = 2MiCE (B + a2),
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where, with some abuse of notation,

Kbsy = [ (22 % Eyy + a(2 = 2)),
- [K1(22*E@+ a(z * 2)), 0, KAii(2 z)].

Remark 7.1. In the second block-row of B the row corresponding to k = 0,
which was aALJredefinedd AT through 11 to correspond to G2 rather than (F1)o,
vanishes. Similar considerations hold for the the row corresponding to j = k =0
in the third block-row of B. Hence the compact notation in (7.5) may be used
without including the projection 0. In the same way, in the rest of the paper,
when the rows corresponding to k =0 and j = k = 0 vanish, we drop the use of

the projection 11, such as in Equation [©0) as well as for higher derivatives of
H.

We decompose
A(A" — DH(%)) = AF (A" — DH(%)) + AT(A" — DH(%)),
hence
|A(AT — DH(2)|| < |AT(A" — DH(2))| + |A"(A" — DH()].

The first term has a finite number of non-zero elements, by Theorem .12l The
norm can therefore be computed explicitly. The second term can be handled
by computing explicitly the product A’B with the help of the two notations
introduced in (BI) and (©4)). Then we have

A'B =

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 AlKbyo 0 — o 0 AlKby, 0 |,
AlKbs;  AlKbsy  ALKbss AlKbs;  AlKbsy ALKbss

where the second term vanishes, and it holds that

0 0 0
|ATB]. < 0 | ATK | 22]|b22 22 0
|ASK |33 ]bs1]31 [ AZK|33]bs2llz2 | ASK]33]|bss]lss

?

with the inequality interpreted elementwise. By using Equations (35) and (37,
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we obtain
[b22]l22 < 2[ge, ,
b1 51 < max{|22 * By + a(2 « 2)ley, 0, [Aal|2 = 2l 1},
Ibsalls2 < 2[Aall12l .,
[b3sll33 < 2|\l Eeg + a2 3,
and | ATK| for i = 0,1 fits the setup discussed in Section fland can be computed

via ([B9).

7.5 Z, bound

Following the approach already presented in [10], for the computation of Za(r)
we can apply the mean value theorem. We introduce R, an a priori bound on
the validation radius r*, and we obtain
|A(DH (%) — DH(& + rb))|p(x.x) < sup [AD*H(& + Rb)c| p(x,x)-
b,ce B1(0)

The major difference with respect to [I0] is that in the case at hand the norm
of D?*H(% + Rb) is not finite because it includes spatial derivative operators.
Therefore, in this case the multiplication with A plays a key role in keeping the
Zo(r) bound finite. We start by computing D?H explicitly, using the notation
introduced in [BI). We compute it at a point z = (A1, A2, a,y, 2) and apply it
to w = (f1, B2,b,r,s) € X:

D?H(x)w = dgl(g', w) dgg(g, w) 8 , (65)
dz1(z,w) dsa(z,w) dsz(x,w)
with
da1 (x, w) = [0,K*r, 0],
dos (w, w) = K*By — 2AKC (1),
ds1 (z,w) = da11(z,w), K* (281 + M\15), —iK(Brz * 2 + 2\ 2 ),
ds11(z,w) = K4(zﬂg + A2s) — K?s — iK(2Epy * s + 2z % Egr + bz * z + 2az # 5),
dsa (2, w) = —2KC (A1s + Br12) s,
(z,w)

= K*(A\2f1 + M1 S2) — K23y
—2KCEr (B1Evy + M Eer + aBrz + A1 (bz + as)).
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We notice that D?H is a 2K-diagonal operator since it is the product of
diagonal operators and convolution operators. All d,,,,, (z, w) are of the form

dpm (T, w) = Kdgr]n (z,w) + KQdLQ,]n(x, w) + K4d£l4r]n (z,w), (66)

forn,m=1,...,3.
We use the notation introduced in BII) to write

A A Ass
A=A Ay A
Asz1 Asp Ass

With this notation, we can write

(AD*H(& + Rb)C)im = Y, Aindnm(& + Rb, c),
n=1,...,3

and by the triangle inequality we can bound

(AD*H (& + Rb)C)imlim < Y [Aindnm (& + Bb, ) im-

n=1,...,3

With the notation introduced in (66) and applying again the triangle inequality,
we have

HAindnm@ + Rb, C)Him < Z H|AinKpHian£va]n(i + Rb, C)”nm'
p=1,2,4

Since K is a diagonal operator, it holds that, by Lemma 4]
| A KP 35 = max{| AFTTFOKP 45, | AL T KP4,

ij
where the first norm can be computed directly and the second can be estimated

by applying the bounds from Section Bl The norms Hde,]n(i + Rb, ¢)|nm can be
easily estimated for all n and m because they are sums and products of scalars
and convolution operators, hence ([B3) and [B7) and the bound |z + Rb|. <

|| + R suffice to bound these terms.

As an example we consider dg’;] (z,w), which can be written as

d£13] (z,w) = —2iCc (BrEey + MEpr + afrz + M (bz + as)),
dg%](wi) = _Bla
diy (z,w) = A2B1 + A1 fe.
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Using |z + Rb|. < |z|. + R and ||b|. < 1, we obtain, for any ||w|x <1,

|3 (z + Bb, w)lss <2 ([yle + M| + 2R + (la| + R) (| 2]y + R))
+2(1\| + R) (Il 2 + lal + 2R),

|d2) (x + Rb, w)[ss < 1,

|d% (2 + Rb, w)|ss < [Aa| + |A1| + 2R.

The estimates of the other terms are treated in an analogous manner.

8 Bounds for segment validation

To compute the bounds introduced in Section [3] that include a maximum over
s €[0,1], we use the following lemma.

Lemma 8.1. Let f:[0,1] — C be C?, then

max | f(s)| < max{[f(0)],[f(1)[} +é max | f"(x)|. (67)

s€[0,1] z€[0,1]

For the proof, we refer to [I0, Lemma 8.1]. We want to apply this lemma to
a variety of cases. The most general application is the following.

Lemma 8.2. Leti,j € {1,2,3}. Forse[0,1] let A(s) : X; — X be a family of
bounded linear operators dependent on a parameter s, with matrix representation
A(8) = (Ary ko (8)) kel koer; » with Iy and Iy the appropriate set of indices for X;
and X respectively, that is Iy = {1,2,3},Is = Z,I3 = Z*. Then

max [|A(s)]i; < [ (max{[Ag, b, (0)], [Aksko (DD ker o, |; +

s€[0,1]
1
3 (SUP | Z1k2($)|> )
:CG[O,l] k:lEIi,kQEIj

j

provided the elementwise second derivatives Aglkz exists for all ki € 11 and
ko € Iy and the second term is finite.

For the proof, we refer to [I0]. That proof is carried out on a different space
but the proof on X follows in the same way.
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Considering the space X and the linear operator B(s) : X — X for s € [0, 1],
using the notation (3I]), we have

max | B(s)|pxx) S  max max | Bi;(s)], (68)

j=1,...
s€[0,1] j=1, ’3i=1,...,38€[0’1]

and we can apply Lemma to each B;;. Having already introduced the
operators Ag and A, we introduce a notation for their difference:

Ap = Ay — Ay.

In general, the subscript A will indicate the difference between the element at
hand at s =1 and s = 0.

Remark 8.3. By construction, Aa is an eventually diagonal operator of center
dimension K, hence Ax = AX + AL . The tail of Aa is non-zero in general, but
applying the same notation as in (&), it is computable element wise by

0 0 0
Al =0 AL, 0 %)- (69)
0 0 AL,
Here P (O) p (1)
AL =P() - P 0) 7 =
a1 =Pi(1) 1(0) P OIP (1)
and Po(0) — Py(1)
AL, =P(1) = Py0) = 22 22
A2 2( ) 2( ) P2(0 P2 1) )
with .
Pi(s) & AoK* =K%, fors=0,1,
and

Py(s) LT+ Mg daoK? — 5\le2, fors=0,1.

All inverses, fractions and multiplications are here intended elementwise.

8.1 Y bound

In the continuation case, we want to compute Y such that

A HG Ae <Y
Jnax |AsHs(2s)] x
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We denote A,H,(2s) = (g1(s), 92(s), 93(s)) € X = R® x £} x L] for s € [0,1].
In a similar way as in Lemma [82 it holds, for ¢ = 1,2, 3, that

max |g7 (s )
(SE[O,l] |gk( )| kel; X, (70)

+ | max {1(9:(0))el, (g (1) Ve,

98], < =
max ||g;(s)|x, < =
s€[0,1] g X =g

Applying the approach presented in Section [[.Ilwe can compute all nonvanishing
components of ¢;(0) and g;(1), thus making the second term straightforward to
bound explicitly. We are left with having to bound the second order derivative.
It holds, by linearity in s of &5 and A, that
g"(8) = DsDgs(AsHs(5)) = 2AADH (Z5)xa + AsDsDsH (%)
= ZAADH(.f?S)J,‘A + AsDDH (Z5)xazA.

By construction, za € II) X, while DH(#s) acts on za as a convolution.
Therefore DH (i5)za € I?%) X . By Lemmald8] thanks to Ax being eventually

diagonal of center dimension K, we find that AxDH (Z,)za € TI?K) X In the
same way we can prove that

A,DDH (25)zaza € T X

Thus, we can bound ||DsDs(AsHs(Zs))|. by a computation where we replace
Zs by the interval
rs = &9+ [0,1] - za, (71)

interpreted elementwise, and all the computations involving &, are performed
using interval arithmetic. Thus, both terms in ([f0) can be bounded explicitly.

8.2 7, bound
Applying the splitting ([60), the Zy bound is such that

Zo > max|[I — A.Al|p(x.x)-
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Using the notation (3I]) we apply Lemma [B2] to obtain, for ¢,7 = 1,2, 3,
I(I = AsAD)ijllis <

(max{1((7 = A0 AD)ig el (T = ArAD) i )rana})

k1€11,k2612 ’Lj

1
+4 <Sup|(AAATA)ij)k1k2|)
s ki€l ko€l

ij

The first term is the elementwise maximum over / — AOAI) and I — A4, AJ{. We
computed these terms and their norm separately in Section[7.3l Here we simply
need to take the elementwise maximum of their absolute values before taking
the norm, but it is otherwise a straightforward extension of the computation in
Section We are left to compute H(AAATA)U |ij, where the maximum over s
is dropped, because the argument does not depend on s. The product AAATA is
the product of two eventually diagonal operator of center dimension K, thus it
is again an eventually diagonal operator of center dimension K. It then holds
that

|1 — Aa AL < max{I") — ARALT|, 175, — AR AN |}

The norm of the finite center can be computed directly, hence we will concentrate
on the bound of the tail operator.
Let us recall, from the definitions of A; and AI, with ¢ = 0,1, that

0 0 0
A=Al Al =0 daaXK* 0 MG, (72)
0 0  (AMA)aK* = \aK?

and AL is defined in (69). It follows from Equations (72) and (69) that

, 0 O 0
ARAN =10 By 0 |Im,
0 0 B
with
(A2aKh)(AoaK?)

(A1 K* — K?)(AgoK* — K?)’
(A A2)aK* — MAK?) (A1 A2)aK* — AAK?)

B, = 172) . 2 iV
2T T A K — AnKS) (i + AodeoK? — AoK?)
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With this format, we could apply directly the results of Section [, but we pre-
fer instead to avoid computing bounds having diagonal terms of order 8. We
therefore simplify the computations by considering

5\2AK4 o0 H
Ra0KA—K2 T (K) |59

(Xl}\z)AAK4*5\1hAK2 I
I+ X0A20K = oK2 (K|35 "

&2AK4 HOO

Ror KA—K2 (K)o
(Mid2)aK!—AiaK? rroo
i+ 1o KA— A1 K2 (K)

HBlH?}() |22 < ’

| B2IT {5y [l33 <

33

In all these four cases, we can apply the approach presented in Section [6] to
bound the norms of the rational tail operators.
This concludes the computation of the Zy bound in the continuation setting.

8.3 Z; bound
Applying Lemma [R2] and using the notation

Bi1(s) Bia(s) Bis(s)
A (Al — DH,(#5)) = | Bai(s) DBoa(s) Bas(s)
Bsi(s) Bsa(s) Bss(s)

we can write

max  sup | Bi;(s)]i <
36[071]ceBr(0)‘ ()l

| {(Byy ()i [(Big Ot D er, sers |,

< era
j

max |(Bi;(5))ky k|

for i,57 = 1,2,3. The bound at the end points, s = 0,1, follows from the
procedure presented in Section [ 4] taking the elementwise maxima before taking
the norms, as in Section 82l Therefore it remains to bound the components of

B"(s) = DyD, (A;(Al — DH,(%,))) .

By linearity of A and Af in s, it holds that

DD, (As(Af — DH,(i5))) (73)
=2(AaD; (Al — DH,(3y)) + A, DD (Al — DH (i) (74)
= QAAATA — 2AAD2H5(AS){EA — ASD3H5({%5)£L'A{EA.
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We already discussed a bound for AAATA in Section 82l For the second term
AAD?H,(%5)xa, we recall the direct computation of D?H, in (65). Further-

more, we have &, za € IIF) X . Since Ax is an eventually diagonal operator, it
holds that

AAD?H,(35)an = AR D H, (35)xn + AN D> H, (3 )xa.

In the first term, we now replace, as in Section 81 &5 by the interval zs defined
in (7T). Since we know that D?H (%) has a finite number of nonvanishing (in-
terval) components, we can explicitly compute all the nonvanishing components
of the first term and compute a bound for | AXTI®) D2 H(34)xa ..

For the second term, it holds that

0 0 0
ARG D?Hy(#)za = [0 A doa(@s,24) 0
0 Al,dsa(@s,2n) AlLodss(ds,7n)

With the notation introduced in (69]), we can write
AIAldQQ(j:s; xA) =
AnoK*
(A20K* — K?)(AnK* — K?)

Al odso (s, 00) =

I do2(Es, 20),

(5\15\2)AK4 — AaK?
(1J + 5\105\20K4 — 5\10K2)(1J + 5\115\21K4 — 5\11K2)

Al odss (35, 70) =

115 ds2(&s, 2a),

(5\15\2)AK4 — AaK?
(iJ + MoKt — ;\10K2)(1J + MK — 5\11K2)

%) dss(2s, ).

We apply a splitting of the fraction similar to the one used in Section to
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simplify the computations, thereby retrieving

HAIAld22 (f?s, OUA) H22 =

HHO?( ?22(@3, zA) o Ao K*
( ))\20K4 o K2 99 ( )>\21K4 _ K2 .
| ARodsa(Zs, 20|32 =
- d32(Zs,zA) o (AMde)aK* — \aK?
i3 + AoA20K? — AjoK? 15, iy + Mg K — A K2 2 ’
| AR yds3 (s, wa) ]33 =
- ds3(Zs,zA) o (AMA)aK! — A aK?
iy + AoA2oK? — A1oK? 155 94y + Mg K — A K2 33

The second norm in each bound can be computed by applying the procedure
presented in Section [G] but the first norms are not yet in that form, because
d;ij(Zs,xa) are not diagonal operators. Using the expressions for d;; introduced
in Section [C.5] we estimate

do2(Zs, )

I ——=
H ) Sp0K* — K2 22
K* 2K
5| a2 s,
’ ) RooK? — K2 |5y T RaoK* — K2 2
and
iJ + AoA20K® — AgK 392

0

II — =
(5) iJ+ )\10)\20K4 — )\10K2

H)\ISZA + AiAzs HC}, )

| i
33
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and

e d33(Zs,2) -
(K) . { ? 4 B a~ 2 S
1J + AogA20K MoK 33
K4
1% S = A s>\ A+ A s>\ A
H )T T Mot K" — AoK? 33| 25 A1 15224 |
K2
+ ||[IT%, — - A
H F)iy 4 MoK — MoK |55 Paal
2K
+ HH?OK)- N 4 3 2
iJ + )\10)\20K — )\10K 33

+ [(Eeys + aszs)\a + Ais(aazs + asza + Egya)| s -

All these terms can either be bounded by direct interval arithmetic computation
(since both za and the interval-valued x4 3 & have finitely many nonvanishing
components only) or via the bounds on rational tail operators in Section

We will now bound the final term in (73), AsD3>H(%s)xaza. This term
first requires the computation of D®H,(#)zaza, that is

0 0 0
D3H(Zs)raza = 0 0 0
dgl(‘%saxA) de(i.vaA) ng(‘%vaA)

)

( ) = [dgn(ﬁsaxA)a2K4ZA>\1A7d§13(1%saxA)] )

( ) = 2K4ZA)\2A — iK(4EgyA % ZA + AaazZA * Zs + 20527 * ZA)
d315(2s,xa) = —iK(4M1A2A * 25 + 2X152A * 2A),

( ) = —4iKA\ACE (24) By,

( )

— 4iKCL'1’ (Msaaza + Ma(BEeya + anzs + asza)).

The norm of A;D3H (#4)xaxa can be bounded by considering A, as the interval
[Ap, A1], interpreted elementwise and using the triangular inequality:

|AD*H(é,)aazal < |ALD*H (@ )zazal + |AT D*H (¢, )aszal-
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Here we can bound the finite part with Corollary 13| since all nonvanishing
terms can be enclosed using interval arithmetic. The infinite tail gives

() 0
AID*H(i)xaza =0 0 0
0 Abdy, Afidi

)

and

| ALyd3 2

|ALyd3s ]33

A ALK |52 Mazal
2| ALK s3] \iaroa] + 4] ALK ] 33]4
+ Asanza + Ma(Eya + anzs + asza)lc; -

NN

These terms can be bounded either by direct computation or by the technique
presented in Section

8.4 75 bound

For the Z5 bound in the continuation case, we proceed in the same way as in
Section By applying the mean value theorem we have

max sup |As (DHs(&s) — DHs(&s + rb)rc)| <
5€[0,1] b, ce B, (0)
max  sup HASD2HS(£ES + Rb)c“ r2.
56[071] b,ce By (0)

Following the strategy presented in Section and using the convexity of the
norm, we bound

ma su su A,D*Hy(%s + 2r)bé) | r? <
56[0,)1(] ;;,56311)(0) zeB}()O) I ( ) )”H

max sup sup H (ADQHS (i‘g + Z’I")BE) “ r2a
A={Ap,A:} b,ee B1(0) z€B1(0) "

and we can apply the same process as in Section of estimating “monomial
by monomial”, with the additional step that

[#s]e <max{]Zofc, [#1]c},

where the component norm | - | is defined in (20)).
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9 Conclusion

We have until now discussed how to validate already computed numerical so-
lutions. Before presenting the results, we explain how the first numerical solu-
tion & = (:\17 A2, @, 9, %) is computed. We consider the stationary problem (I3])
projected onto a finite dimensional subset II5)¢} < ¢1 . In this framework,
Equation ([I3)) becomes a finite dimensional system which we can easily solve
numerically for y at any given Ay = 7. Then, it is straightforward to compute
all the eigenvalues (u1, ... u2k 1) associated to (I3) at a given v and y. This
procedure does not need to be rigorous. We look for a value v = Ay and a cor-
responding numerical approximate solution g € 7K )ﬁll,z of Equation ([I3) such
that a pair of eigenvalues p and i crosses the imaginary axes. Let v be the
eigenvector associated to . We set

Vg, if j=1,k| <K,
Gi=do ij=-LJk <K
0 otherwise.

We also set @ = 0 as a first approximation, because we assume to be very close
to a Hopf bifurcation, and we set A; to |Im(u)|~!. This construction forms
a first numerical approximation for . Applying Newton’s method allows us
to increase the accuracy of our initial approximation. In Figure [Il both the
stationary solution § at v ~ v* close to the Hopf bifurcation and the rescaled
time dependent perturbation Z are depicted.

Once this approximation has been constructed, the predictor-corrector algo-
rithm, as presented for example in [3] and [I0], allows us to numerically follow
the solution branch. Then, with the method presented in this article, we rig-
orously validate each segment and follow the solution branch. The validated
segment where the sign of a is proven to change is where the Hopf bifurcation
happens, based on the arguments in Remarks and 27

The MATLAB script script_HopfKS.m, which can be found at [II], performs
the necessary computation to conclude that we have validated the existence of
a Hopf bifurcation in the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation from the stationary
solution depicted in Figure [[] at parameter value A5 = ~* = 0.298776358114 +
[—r,r] with the validation radius r = 8.63 - 107!'. For the validation we used
20 temporal modes and 30 spatial modes: K = (20,30). The weights used
for the £} and ¢, space are v = (1.1,1.1). The segment has been followed
from a = —107% < 0 to a = 5.3898 - 10~* > 0. With a step size of 107°, this
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validation required 539 steps and reached Ao = 0.29877636757 + [—r, ], with
r=1.6-1071°, which is at least 8 - 1072 above the bifurcation value AL
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