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Singular limit in Hopf bifurcation for doubly diffusive

convection equations II: bifurcation and stability

Chun-Hsiung Hsia1, Yoshiyuki Kagei2, Takaaki Nishida3

and Yuka Teramoto4

Abstract

A singular perturbation problem from the artificial compressible sys-

tem to the incompressible system is considered for a doubly diffusive

convection when a Hopf bifurcation from the motionless state occurs in

the incompressible system. It is proved that the Hopf bifurcation also

occurs in the artificial compressible system for small singular perturba-

tion parameter, called the artificial Mach number. The time periodic

solution branch of the artificial compressible system is shown to con-

verge to the corresponding bifurcating branch of the incompressible

system in the singular limit of vanishing artificial Mach number.

1 Introduction

This paper studies a singular limit problem for Hopf bifurcation in the arti-
ficial compressible system for thermal convection equations in the presence
of the diffusion of solute concentration. The system of equations under con-
sideration is written as

ε2∂tφ+ divw = 0, (1.1)

∂tw − Pr∆w + Pr∇φ− PrR1θe2 + PrR2ψe2 +w · ∇w = 0, (1.2)
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∂tθ −∆θ −R1w · e2 +w · ∇θ = 0, (1.3)

∂tψ − d∆ψ −R2w · e2 +w · ∇ψ = 0. (1.4)

Here φ = φ(x, t), w = ⊤(w1(x, t), w2(x, t)), θ = θ(x, t) and ψ = ψ(x, t)
denote the perturbation of the pressure, velocity field, temperature and solute
concentration, respectively, at position x ∈ R

2 and time t ∈ R, from their
values of the motionless state in a thermal convection; R1, R2, Pr and d
are non-dimensional positive parameters; R2

1 and R2
2 are the thermal and

salinity Rayleigh numbers, respectively; Pr and d are called the Prandtl and
Lewis numbers, respectively. The parameter ε > 0 is called the artificial
Mach number.

The system (1.1)–(1.4) is considered on the two dimensional infinite layer
{x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2; x1 ∈ R, 0 < x2 < 1} under the following boundary
condition on the boundary {x2 = 0, 1}:

∂w1

∂x2
= w2 = θ = ψ = 0 on {x2 = 0, 1} (1.5)

and the periodic boundary condition in x1 for φ, w, θ and ψ with period 2π
α
,

where α > 0 . The system (1.1)–(1.4) is thus considered in the domain

Ω = T 2π
α
× (0, 1)

under the boundary condition (1.5). Here Ta denotes Ta = R/aZ. We write
u = ⊤(φ,w, θ, ψ) for the unknown functions of (1.1)–(1.4). Here and in what
follows, the superscript ⊤ · denotes the transposition.

When ε = 0 one obtains the thermal convection equations for a viscous
incompressible fluid under the Oberbeck-Boussinesq approximation. A rough
explanation of the structure of (1.1)–(1.4) with ε = 0 is as follows. The
terms including R1 have a symmetric structure which may cause instabilities
against the dissipativity by the Laplacians when R1 increases; the terms
including R2 have a skew-symmetric structure which may cause oscillatory
behavior. Indeed, when ε = 0, it was proved in [1] that, for some range
of R2, there exists a critical number R1,c such that if R1 < R1,c then the
motionless state u = 0 is asymptotically stable, while ifR1 > R1,c then u = 0
is unstable and nontrivial time periodic solutions bifurcate from u = 0.

On the other hand, when ε > 0, the system (1.1)–(1.4) is a hyperbolic-
parabolic system and the limit ε → 0 is a singular limit from a hyperbolic-
parabolic system to a parabolic system. One of mathematical questions
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is thus whether the artificial compressible system (1.1)–(1.4) gives a good
approximation of the incompressible system in the singular limit ε→ 0.

The aim of this paper is to consider whether the artificial compressible
system approximates well the incompressible system when a Hopf bifurcation,
i.e., a time periodic bifurcation, occurs in the incompressible system. In this
paper we shall investigate the Hopf bifurcation problem of the singularly
perturbed system (1.1)–(1.4) with 0 < ε ≪ 1 for R1 near a critical value
R1,c, where a Hopf bifurcation occurs from the motionless state u = 0 in the
incompressible system (1.1)–(1.4) with ε = 0 for R1 ∼ R1,c as was shown in
[1].

The artificial compressible system (1.1)–(1.4) with ε > 0 was introduced
by Chorin ([2, 3, 4]) and Temam ([17, 18]) to avoid the computational dif-
ficulties in the incompressible system due to the constraint divw = 0. By
using the artificial compressible system (1.1)–(1.4) with small ε > 0, Chorin
[2, 3, 4] computed stationary convective bifurcating patterns near the on-
set of convection when R2 = 0, which suggests the artificial compressible
system (1.1)–(1.4) would give a good approximation of the incompressible
system. Temam ([17, 18, 19]) introduced the artificial compressible system
with an additional stabilizing nonlinear term (in the context of (1.1)–(1.4),
the corresponding stabilizing terms are to be +1

2
(divw)w, +1

2
(divw)θ and

+1
2
(divw)ψ which are added on the left-hand side of (1.2), (1.3) and (1.4), re-

spectively); and for such a system with stabilizing nonlinear term, the global
in time solutions of the initial boundary value problem for the artificial com-
pressible system on a two-dimensional bounded domain D converge in the
limit ε → 0 to the one for the incompressible system on time interval (0, T )
for all T > 0. Convergence result was also established in the framework of
weak solutions on three-dimensional bounded domains. Donatelli [5, 6] and
Donatelli and Marcati [7, 8] proved similar convergence results in the case of
unbounded domains on any finite time interval by using the wave equation
structure of the pressure and the dispersive estimates.

In this paper we shall show that a time periodic bifurcation occurs in
(1.1)–(1.4) with 0 < ε≪ 1 forR1 near the criticality R1,c and the bifurcating
solution branch converges as ε → 0 to the time priodic bifurcating solution
branch of the incompressible system obtained in [1].

To prove these results, we shall employ the Lyapunov-Schmidt method in
a time periodic function space Xa. For this purpose, we need to investigate
the spectral properties of the operator ∂t+L

ε
R1

in Xa forR1 near the criticality
R1,c, where L

ε
R1

denotes the linearized operator around u = 0 for (1.1)–(1.4),
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which was studied in [11] in detail. Based on the spectral properties of the
operator ∂t+L

ε
R1
, we shall show that (1.1)–(1.4) has a nontrivial bifurcating

time periodic solution uε for sufficiently small ε > 0 and that uε converges
to the bifurcating time periodic solution of the incompressible system (1.1)–
(1.4) with ε = 0 as ε→ 0.

One of the key points in the proof is to use the norms with ε-weights,
which enables us to establish the uniform estimates in the nonlinear problem
as well as in the linearized problem. Another key is the fact that the limiting
solution of the incompressible system and the eigenfunctions for the critical
eigenvalues of Lε

R1
for R1 ∼ R1,c are smooth, which compensate the loss of

uniform estimates in ε. There is one more thing to be mentioned. At critical-
ity R1 = Rε

1,c, the linearized problem has nontrivial time periodic solutions
and the bifurcating solutions of the nonlinear problem are obtained as a per-
turbation of a time periodic solution of the linearized problem. The period
of the bifurcating solution of the nonlinear problem is also a perturbation
of the period of the time periodic solution of the linearized problem. This
perturbation of the period is transformed into the equation as a perturba-
tion of the time derivative of the unknown. In the case of the incompressible
problem (i.e., in a classical setting), this perturbation term can be regraded
as a regular perturbation. In contrast to the classical case, in the case of
the artificial compressible problem, this perturbation term is not a regular
perturbation. To overcome this difficulty, we put it into the principal part of
the linearized operator and establish uniform estimates for small ε.

In the proof, we make use of the two-dimensional aspect of the problem
to estimate the nonlinearity uniformly in small ε. It is not straightforward
to extend the argument to the three-dimensional problem.

We shall also show that the bifurcating time periodic solutions of (1.1)–
(1.4) for small ε > 0 is stable under perturbations with the same symmetries
as those of the time periodic solutions, if the corresponding bifurcating time
periodic solutions of the incompressible system is stable. This, in particular,
implies that, by using the artificial compressible system with small ε > 0,
one can numerically compute bifurcating time periodic solutions which are
close to the bifurcating ones of the incompressible system near the onset
of convection. See [12, 13, 20] for the stability of stationary bifurcating
solutions.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce notation
used in this paper. In section 3 we state the results on the Hopf bifurcation
for the incompressible problem obtained in [1]. In section 4 we state the
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result on the occurrence of the Hopf bifurcation in the artificial compressible
system with small ε and also the result on the singular limit ε → 0 of the
time periodic bifurcating solutions. In section 5 we summarize the results
on the spectral properties of the linearized problem obtained in [11]. Section
6 is devoted to a proof of the existence and singular limit. In section 7 we
state the result on the stability of the bifurcating solutions and give a proof
of the stability.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we introduce notation used in this paper. Let Ω = T 2π
α
×(0, 1).

We denote by Lp(Ω) the usual Lp space on Ω with norm ‖·‖p. We also denote
by Lp(Ω) the space of all Lp vector fields on Ω with norm ‖ · ‖p. The inner
product of L2(Ω) is denoted by (·, ·)L2. We also denote by (·, ·)L2 the inner
product of L2(Ω).

The inner product and the norm of L2(Ω) × L2(Ω) × L2(Ω) are defined
by

(u1,u2) = Pr−1(w1,w2)L2 + (θ1, θ2)L2 + (ψ1, ψ2)L2

for uj =
⊤(wj , θj, ψj) ∈ L2(Ω)× L2(Ω)× L2(Ω)

‖u‖2 =
√

(u,u) =

√
Pr−1‖w‖22 + ‖θ‖22 + ‖ψ‖22

for u = ⊤(w, θ, ψ) ∈ L2(Ω)× L2(Ω)× L2(Ω), respectively.
The symbols Hk(Ω) and Hk(Ω) stand for the k th order L2 Sobolev

spaces for scalar functions and for vector fields, respectively.
We define the spaces of L2 and Hk functions with vanishing mean value

on Ω by

L2
∗(Ω) = {φ ∈ L2(Ω);

∫

Ω

φ(x) dx = 0}

and
Hk

∗ (Ω) = Hk(Ω) ∩ L2
∗(Ω),

respectively.
We shall employ the following function spaces with symmetries:

L2
sym(Ω) = {θ ∈ L2(Ω); θ is even in x1},

L2
∗,sym(Ω) = L2

sym(Ω) ∩ L
2
∗(Ω),
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Hk
∗,sym(Ω) = Hk(Ω) ∩ L2

∗,sym(Ω),

L2
sym(Ω) = {v = ⊤(v1, v2) ∈ L2(Ω); v1 is odd in x1, v

2 is even in x1}.

It is known ([9, 16, 19]) that L2
sym(Ω) admits the Helmholtz decomposi-

tion:

L2
sym(Ω) = L2

σ,sym(Ω)⊕G2
sym(Ω) (orthogonal decomposition),

where

L2
σ,sym(Ω) = {w ∈ L2

sym(Ω); divw = 0 in Ω, w · n|∂Ω = 0},

G2
sym(Ω) = {∇φ;φ ∈ H1

∗,sym(Ω)}.

We denote by Pσ the orthogonal projection on L2
σ,sym(Ω).

We define the function spaces X, Y , Xσ, Yσ, X and Y by

X = L2
sym(Ω)× L2

sym(Ω)× L2
sym(Ω),

Y = [H2
b (Ω)× (H2 ∩H1

0 )(Ω)× (H2 ∩H1
0 )(Ω))] ∩X,

Xσ = L2
σ,sym(Ω)× L2

sym(Ω)× L2
sym(Ω),

Yσ = [H2
b (Ω)× (H2 ∩H1

0 )(Ω)× (H2 ∩H1
0 )(Ω))] ∩ Xσ,

X = H1
∗,sym(Ω)× L2

sym(Ω)× L2
sym(Ω)× L2

sym(Ω),

Y = [H1
∗,sym(Ω)×H2

b (Ω)× (H2 ∩H1
0 )(Ω)× (H2 ∩H1

0 )(Ω))] ∩X,

respectively, where

H2
b (Ω) =

{
w = ⊤(w1, w2) ∈ H2(Ω);

∂w1

∂x2
= w2 = 0 on {x2 = 0, 1}

}

H1
0 (Ω) = {θ ∈ H1(Ω); θ|x2=0,1 = 0}.

We will also employ the space X1 defined by

X1 = [H1
b (Ω)×H1

0 (Ω)×H1
0 (Ω)] ∩X

with norm

‖u‖X1 =

√
Pr−1‖∇w‖22 + ‖∇θ‖22 + ‖∇ψ‖22

for u = ⊤(w, θ, ψ) ∈ X1. Here

H1
b (Ω) =

{
w = ⊤(w1, w2) ∈ H1(Ω); w2|x2=0,1 = 0

}
.
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Observe that the Poincaré inequality ‖w‖2 ≤ C‖∇w‖2 holds for w =
⊤(w1, w2) ∈ H1

b (Ω) ∩ L2
sym(Ω), which follows from the fact

∫
Ω
w1 dx = 0

due to the oddness of w1 in x1 and the fact w2|x2=0,1 = 0.
We next introduce ‖u‖(X1)∗ . We expand u = ⊤(w, θ, ψ) ∈ X with

w = ⊤(w1, w2) in the Fourier series as

w1 =
∑

j≥1,k≥0

w1
jk sinαjx1 cos kπx2,

w2 =
∑

j≥0,k≥1

w2
jk cosαjx1 sin kπx2,

θ =
∑

j≥0,k≥1

θjk cosαjx1 sin kπx2,

ψ =
∑

j≥0,k≥1

ψjk cosαjx1 sin kπx2,

and define ‖u‖(X1)∗ by

‖u‖(X1)∗ =

[
∑

j≥0,k≥0

(α2j2 + k2π2)−1
(
Pr−1

{
(w1

jk)
2 + (w2

jk)
2
}
+ θ2jk + ψ2

jk

)
] 1

2

,

where w1
0k = w2

j0 = θj0 = ψj0 = 0 for k, j ≥ 0. It is easily verified that

‖u‖(X1)∗ ≤ C‖u‖2

and
|(u1,u2)| ≤ ‖u1‖X1‖u2‖(X1)∗ .

We set
X1 = H1

∗,sym(Ω)×X1.

We next introduce function spaces on time intervals. Let t1 < t2. We
define X (t1, t2) and Y(t1, t2) by

X (t1, t2) = L2(t1, t2;X),

Y(t1, t2) = L2(t1, t2, T ; Y ) ∩H
1(t1, t2, T ;X),

with norms ‖u‖X (t1,t2) and ‖u‖Y(t1,t2), respectively.
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We define the inner product 〈u1,u2〉 by

〈u1,u2〉 =
a

2π

∫ 2π
a

0

(u1(t),u2(t)) dt

for uj =
⊤(wj , θj, ψj) ∈ L2(T 2π

a
;L2(Ω)× L2(Ω)× L2(Ω)) (j = 1, 2)

Let ε be a given positive number. For uj =
⊤(φj,uj) ∈ L2(Ω)×L2(Ω)×

L2(Ω)×L2(Ω) (j = 1, 2), we define the inner product (u1, u2)ε and the norm
|||u|||ε with ε-weights by

(u1, u2)ε = ε2(φ1, φ2)L2 + (u1,u2)

for uj =
⊤(φj,uj) ∈ L2(Ω)× L2(Ω)× L2(Ω)× L2(Ω) (j = 1, 2) and

|||u|||ε =
√

(u, u)ε =
√
ε2‖φ‖22 + ‖u‖22

for u = ⊤(φ,u) ∈ L2(Ω) × L2(Ω) × L2(Ω) × L2(Ω), and, likewise, for uj =
⊤(wj, θj , ψj) ∈ L2(T 2π

a
;L2(Ω)×L2(Ω)×L2(Ω)×L2(Ω)) (j = 1, 2), the inner

product 〈u1, u2〉ε is defined by

〈u1, u2〉ε =
a

2π

∫ 2π
a

0

(u1(t), u2(t))ε dt.

We shall also employ the norms |||u|||ε,X1, |||u|||ε,X (t1,t2) and |||u|||ε,Y(t1,t2) of
u = ⊤(φ,u) with ε weights defined by

|||u|||ε,X1 =
{
|||u|||2ε + ε2|||∂xu|||

2
ε

} 1
2 ,

|||u|||ε,X (t1,t2) =

{∫ t2

t1

(
ε2‖φ‖22 + ‖u‖2(X1)∗ + ε6‖∂xφ‖

2
2 + ε2‖u‖22

)
dt

} 1
2

,

|||u|||ε,Y(t1,t2) =

{
sup

t1≤t≤t2

|||u(t)|||2ε,X1

+

∫ t2

t1

(
|||∂xu|||

2
ε + ε2|||∂tu|||

2
ε + ε2‖∂2xu‖

2
2 + ε6‖∂x∂tφ‖

2
2

)
dt

} 1
2

.

Time periodic function spaces Xa and Ya with period 2π
a

are defined by

Xa = L2(T 2π
a
;X),
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Ya = L2(T 2π
a
; Y ) ∩H1(T 2π

a
;X),

respectively. We denote the norm of u ∈ Xa (resp. u ∈ Ya) by ‖u‖Xa
=

‖u‖X (0, 2π
a
) (resp. ‖u‖Ya

= ‖u‖Y(0, 2π
a
)), and likewise, the norm of u ∈ Xa

(resp. u ∈ Ya) by |||u|||ε,Xa
= |||u|||ε,X (0, 2π

a
) (resp. |||u|||ε,Ya

= |||u|||ε,Y(0, 2π
a
)).

The resolvent set and spectrum of an operator A are denoted by ρ(A)
and σ(A), respectively. We denote by B(E1, E2) the space of all bounded
linear operators from E1 to E2.

3 Hopf bifurcation in the incompressible sys-

tem

In this section we summarize the results on the Hopf bifurcation for the in-
compressible system (1.1) obtained in [1] and introduce the associated pres-
sure of the velocity field of the bifurcating time periodic solution.

Setting ε = 0 in (1.1)–(1.4), we obtain the incompressible system:





divw = 0,
∂tw − Pr∆w + Pr∇φ− PrR1θe2 + PrR2ψe2 +w · ∇w = 0,

∂tθ −∆θ −R1w · e2 +w · ∇θ = 0,
∂tψ − d∆ψ −R2w · e2 +w · ∇ψ = 0.

(3.1)

The boundary condition on the boundary {x2 = 0, 1} is given as

∂w1

∂x2
= w2 = θ = ψ = 0 on {x2 = 0, 1}. (3.2)

The problem (3.1)–(3.2) then has a trivial stationary solution u = 0 which
corresponds to the the motionless state. See [1, 11] for the derivation of the
non-dimensional perturbation equations (3.1).

The result on the Hopf bifurcation for (3.1)–(3.2) by Bona, Hsia, Ma and
Wang [1] is summarized as follows. There are positive numbers R2∗ and R∗

2

such that if R2 ∈ [R2∗,R∗
2), Pr > 1 and 0 < d < 1, then there exists a critical

number R1,c such that the basic state u = 0 is stable when R1 < R1,c; and
if R1 > R1,c, then u = 0 loses its stability and time periodic solutions of the
incompressible problem (3.1)–(3.2) bifurcate from u = 0.

To state the bifurcating result in [1] more precisely, we take η = R1−R1,c

as a bifurcation parameter. The linearized operator LR1,c+η on Xσ is then
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given by
D(LR1,c+η) = Yσ,

LR1,c+η =




−PrPσ∆ −Pr(R1,c + η)Pσe2 PrR2Pσe2

−(R1,c + η)⊤e2 −∆ 0
−R2

⊤e2 0 −d∆


 .

We write problem (3.1)–(3.2) in the form

∂tu+ LR1,cu+ ηPKu+ PN(u) = 0, (3.3)

where u = ⊤(w, θ, ψ),

P =



Pσ 0 0
⊤0 1 0
⊤0 0 1


 , K =




O −Pr e2 0
−⊤e2 0 0
⊤0 0 0


 ,

and
N(u) = N(u,u)

with

N(u1,u2) =



w1 · ∇w2

w1 · ∇θ2
w1 · ∇ψ2


 for uj =



wj

θj
ψj


 (j = 1, 2).

The adjoint operator L∗
R1,c+η on Xσ is given by

L
∗
R1,c+η =




−PrPσ∆ −Pr(R1,c + η)Pσe2 −PrR2Pσe2

−(R1,c + η)e2 −∆ 0
R2e2 0 −d∆




with domain D(L∗
R1,c+η) = D(LR1,c+η) = Yσ.

Bona, Hsia, Ma and Wang in [1] proved the following result on the spec-
trum of LR1,c+η.

Proposition 3.1 ([1]) (i) There exist positive numbers R2∗ and R∗
2 such

that if R2 ∈ [R2∗,R
∗
2), Pr > 1 and 0 < d < 1, then the following assertions

hold. There exist positive constants η0, b0 and Λ0 such that if |η| ≤ η0 then

it holds that

Σ \ {λ+(η), λ−(η)} ⊂ ρ(−LR1,c+η),
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where Σ = {λ ∈ C; Reλ ≥ −b0|Imλ|2 − Λ0}; λ+(η) and λ−(η) are simple

eigenvalues of −LR1,c+η satisfying λ−(η) = λ+(η) and

λ+(0) = ia,
dReλ+
dη

(0) > 0.

Here a is a positive constant.

(ii) Let u± be eigenfunctions for the eigenvalues ±ia of −LR1,c and let

u∗
± be eigenfunctions for the eigenvalues ∓ia of the adjoint operator −L∗

R1,c

satisfying (uj ,u
∗
k) = δjk, where j, k ∈ {+,−}. Then u = u+ and u∗ = u∗

+;

and the eigenprojections P± for the eigenvalues ±ia of −LR1,c are given by

P±u = (u,u∗
±)u±.

Furthermore, it holds that

dReλ+
dη

(0) = −Re(Ku+,u
∗
+) > 0.

We next define the operators B and B∗ on L2(T 2π
a
;Xσ) by

B = ∂t + LR1,c and B
∗ = −∂t + L

∗
R1,c

with domain D(B) = D(B∗) = L2(T 2π
a
;D(L0)) ∩H1(T 2π

a
;Xσ).

One can then see by a direct computation that the functions

z± = e±iatu±, z
∗
± = e±iatu∗

±

are eigenfunctions for the eigenvalue 0 of B and B∗ with properties

〈z±, z
∗
±〉 = 1, 〈z∓, z

∗
±〉 = 0.

We set
[z]± = 〈z, z∗

±〉.

The operators P̂± defined by

P̂±z = [z]±z± (z ∈ L2(T 2π
a
;Xσ))

are then projections which satisfy P̂jP̂k = δjkP̂j for j, k ∈ {+,−}. As for the
operator B, we then have the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.2 0 is a semisimple eigenvalue of B and it holds that

L2(T 2π
a
;Xσ) = Ker (B)⊕ R(B).

Set

P̂0 = P̂+ + P̂−, Q̂0 = I − P̂0.

Then P̂0 is an eigenprojection for the eigenvalue 0 of B and Q̂0 is a projection

on R(B) along N(B). There holds that u ∈ R(B) if and only if P̂0u = 0,
i.e., [z]+ = [z]− = 0.

We note that if u is a real valued function, then [u]− = [u]+, and hence,

P̂0u = 2Re([u]+z+).

Based on Proposition 3.1, a Hopf bifurcation would occur when R1 >
R1,c. It is expected that (3.3) has a nontrivial time periodic solution of
period 2π

a(1+ω)
with small ω for sufficiently small η. We thus change the

variable t 7→ (1 + ω)t. The problem is then reduced to finding a nontrivial
time periodic solution of period 2π

a
to the equation

(1 + ω)∂tu+ LR1,cu+ ηPKu+ PN(u) = 0. (3.4)

The following result on the Hopf bifurcation was shown by Bona, Hsia,
Ma and Wang in [1].

Proposition 3.3 ([1]) (i) There exists a positive constant δ0 such that (3.4)
has a nontrivial time periodic solution uδ ∈ L2(T 2π

a
;Yσ) ∩ H1(T 2π

a
;Xσ) for

η = ηδ and ω = ωδ, where {ηδ, ωδ,uδ} with a parameter δ takes the form

ηδ = η̃0δ
2 + η̃1(δ)δ

3,

ωδ = ω̃0δ
2 + ω̃1(δ)δ

3,

uδ = δ(z0 + δUδ)

for |δ| ≤ δ0. Here η̃0 and ω̃0 are constants and η̃0 > 0; η̃1(δ) and ω̃1(δ) are

analytic in δ satisfying η̃1(δ) = O(1) and ω̃1(δ) = O(1) as δ → 0; z0 =
⊤(w0, θ0, ψ0) = 2Re(z+); and Uδ is in R(B) ∩ [L2(T 2π

a
;Yσ) ∩ H1(T 2π

a
;Xσ)]

and is analytic in δ.

12



(ii) There exists a neighborhood O0 of ⊤(η, ω,u) = ⊤(0, 0, 0) in R× R×
[L2(T 2π

a
;Yσ)∩H1(T 2π

a
;Xσ)] such that if ⊤(η, ω,u) ∈ O0 is a solution of (3.4),

then

⊤(η, ω,u) ∈ {⊤(η, ω, 0) ∈ O0} ∪ {⊤(ηδ, ωδ,uδ(·+ τ)); |δ| ≤ δ1,−
π
a
≤ τ < π

a
}

where {ηδ, ωδ,uδ} is the solution branch obtained in (i).

We next introduce the associated pressure φδ of the time periodic bi-
furcating solution uδ of (3.4). It is known [9, 16, 19] that there exists the
associated pressure φδ ∈ L2(T 2π

a
;H1

∗,sym(Ω)) of uδ = ⊤(wδ, θδ, ψδ), namely,

there exists a unique φδ ∈ L2(T 2π
a
;H1

∗,sym(Ω)) such that uδ =
⊤(φδ,uδ) ∈ Ya

is a time periodic solution of

(1 + ω)∂t

(
0
u

)
+ Lε

R1,c
u+ ηKu+N(u) = 0 (3.5)

for η = ηδ and ω = ωδ. Here Lε
R1

, K and N( · ) are the maps defined as
follows; Lε

R1
is the linearized operator around u = 0 on the space X with

domain
D(Lε

R1
) = Y

and it is given in the form

Lε
R1

=




0 1
ε2
div 0 0

Pr∇ −Pr∆ −PrR1e2 PrR2e2

0 −R1
⊤e2 −∆ 0

0 −R2
⊤e2 0 −d∆


 ;

K is the linear operator given by

K =




0 ⊤0 0 0
0
0 K

0


 ;

and N( · ) is the nonlinear map given by

N(u) = N(u, u),

where

N(u1, u2) =

(
0

N(u1,u2)

)

13



for uj =
⊤(φj,uj) (j = 1, 2).

The associated pressure φδ takes the form

φδ = δ(p0 + δΦδ),

where p0 = Re(eiatφ+) and Φδ ∈ L2(T 2π
a
;H1

∗,sym(Ω)). Here φ+ ∈ H1
∗,sym(Ω) is

the associated pressure of u+ = ⊤(w+, θ+, ψ+), i.e., u+ = ⊤(φ+,u+) satisfies

ia

(
0
u+

)
+ Lε

R1,c
u+ = 0,

and Φδ is the associated pressure of Uδ =
⊤(Wδ,Θδ,Ψδ), i.e., Uδ =

⊤(Φδ,Uδ)
satisfies

∂t

(
0
Uδ

)
+ δω̃δ∂t

(
0

z0 + δUδ

)
+Lε

R1,c
Uδ + δη̃δK(z0+ δUδ)+N(z0 + δUδ) = 0,

where z0 = ⊤(p0, z0), η̃δ = δ−2ηδ and ω̃δ = δ−2ωδ. Furthermore, Φδ is in
H1(T 2π

a
;H1

∗,sym(Ω)) and satisfies ‖Φδ‖H1(T 2π
a
;H1

∗(Ω)) ≤ C uniformly for |δ| ≤ δ0

if δ0 is suitably small.
The above decomposition of φδ into p0 and Φδ parts can be seen by de-

composing (3.4) into P̂0 and Q̂0 parts. To see the boundedness of {Φδ}|δ|≤δ0 ,
we first observe that Uδ is a time periodic solution of

(1 + δ2ω̃δ)∂tUδ + LR1,cUδ + δη̃δQ̂0PK(z0 + δUδ) + Q̂0PN(z0 + δUδ) = 0.

Since z0 is a smooth function and {Uδ}|δ|≤δ0 is bounded in L2(T 2π
a
;Yσ) ∩

H1(T 2π
a
;Xσ), we see that {∂tUδ}|δ|≤δ0 is bounded in L2(T 2π

a
;Yσ)∩H1(T 2π

a
;Xσ)

if δ0 is sufficiently small. It then follows that {Φδ}|δ|≤δ0 is bounded in
H1(T 2π

a
;H1

∗(Ω)).
In summary we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4 (i) There exists a positive constant δ0 such that (3.5) has
a nontrivial time periodic solution uδ ∈ Ya for η = ηδ and ω = ωδ, where

{ηδ, ωδ, uδ} with a parameter δ takes the form

ηδ = η̃0δ
2 + η̃1(δ)δ

3,

ωδ = ω̃0δ
2 + ω̃1(δ)δ

3,

uδ = δ(z0 + δUδ)

14



for |δ| ≤ δ0. Here ηδ and ωδ are the numbers given in Proposition 3.3 and

Uδ ∈ Ya is analytic in δ. Furthermore, ‖Uδ‖Ya
≤ C uniformly for |δ| ≤ δ0.

(ii) There exists a neighborhood O0 of
⊤(η, ω, u) = ⊤(0, 0, 0) in R×R×Ya

such that if ⊤(η, ω, u) ∈ O0 is a solution of (3.5), then

⊤(η, ω, u) ∈ {⊤(η, ω, 0) ∈ O0} ∪ {⊤(ηδ, ωδ, uδ(·+ τ)); |δ| ≤ δ1,−
π
a
≤ τ < π

a
}

where {ηδ, ωδ, uδ} is the solution branch given in (i).

We close this section by introducing notation related to Proposition 3.4.
The associated pressure p− of u− = ⊤(w−, θ−, ψ−) is given by φ− = φ+, and
it holds that u− = ⊤(φ−,u−) satisfies

−ia

(
0
u−

)
+ Lε∗

R1,c
u− = 0.

where Lε∗
R1

: X → X is the adjoint operator of Lε
R1

and it is defined by

D(Lε∗
R1
) = Y,

Lε∗
R1

=




0 − 1
ε2
div 0 0

−Pr∇ −Pr∆ −PrR1e2 −PrR2e2

0 −R1
⊤e2 −∆ 0

0 R2
⊤e2 0 −d∆


 .

Similarly, we have the associated pressures φ∗
± of u∗

± = ⊤(w∗
±, θ

∗
±, ψ

∗
±), and

it holds that u∗± = ⊤(φ∗
±,u

∗
±) satisfies

∓ia

(
0
u∗

±

)
+ Lε∗

R1,c
u∗± = 0.

We define functions u±, u
∗
±, z± and z∗± by

u± = ⊤(φ±,u±), u∗± = ⊤(φ∗
±,u

∗
±), z± = e±iatu±, z∗± = e±iatu∗±, (3.6)

respectively. We finally define the operators P± : Xa → Xa by

P±u = [u]±z±

for u = ⊤(φ,u) ∈ Xa, and P0, Q0 : Xa → Xa by

P0 = P+ + P−, Q0 = I −P0. (3.7)

Observe that if u = ⊤(φ,u) is real valued, then P0u = 2Re ([u]+z+).
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4 Hopf bifurcation in the artificial compress-

ible system

In this section we state the result on the occurrence of a Hopf bifurcation
bifurcation in the artificial compressible system (1.1)–(1.4) under (1.5) and
the result on the singular limit ε → 0 for the time periodic bifurcating
solutions.

We fix the parameters Pr, d and R2 in such a way that these parameters
satisfies the assumption of Proposition 3.1.

The time periodic problem for the artificial compressible system (1.1)–
(1.5) is formulated as

∂tu+ Lε
R1
u+N(u) = 0. (4.1)

Here u = ⊤(φ,u) with u = ⊤(w, θ, ψ) is periodic in t, and Lε
R1,c

, K and N(·)
are the maps given in (3.5).

As for the spectrum of the linearized operator −Lε
R1

for R1 close to the
criticality R1,c, we obtained the following result in [11]. (Cf., [14].)

Theorem 4.1 ([11]) (i) There exist positive constants Λ1, ε1 and η1 such

that for each 0 < ε ≤ ε1 there exists a critical value Rε
1,c = R1,c+O(ε

2) such
that if |η| ≤ η1 with η = R1 −Rε

1,c, then

{λ ∈ C; Reλ ≥ −Λ1} \ {λ
ε
+(η), λ

ε
−(η)} ⊂ ρ(−Lε

Rε
1,c+η),

where λε±(η) are simple eigenvalues of −Lε
Rε

1,c+η satisfying λε−(η) = λε+(η),

λε±(η) = λ±(η) +O(ε2),

and

λε+(0) = iaε,
∂Reλε+
∂η

(0) = −Re(Ku+,u
∗
+) +O(ε2) > 0.

Here aε is a constant satisfying aε = a+O(ε2).
The eigenspaces for λε±(0) are spanned by uε±, respectively, where u

ε
± sat-

isfy uε− = uε+ and uε± = u± +O(ε2).

(ii) For j = ±, the eigenprojections P ε
j for λεj(0) (j = ±) satisfies

P ε
j u = (u, uε∗j )εu

ε
j,
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where uε± are eigenfunction for the eigenvalues λε± of −Lε
Rε

1,c
satisfying uε− =

uε+ and uε+ = u+ + O(ε2) in Y ; uε∗± are the adjoint eigenfunctions for the

eigenvalues λεj(0) of −Lε∗
Rε

1,c
satisfying uε∗− = uε∗+ , (uεj, u

ε∗
k )ε = δjk and uε∗+ =

u∗+ + O(ε2) in Y ; and P 0
± are projections defined by P 0

±u = (u,u∗
±)u± for

u = ⊤(φ,u). Here u± and u∗± are functions defined in (3.6).
Furthermore, if k ∈ Z with k ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, there exists a positive

constant ε̃1 = ε̃1(k, p,Ω) such that

‖uε±‖Hk×Hk + ‖uε∗± ‖Hk×Hk ≤ C,

‖uε± − uj‖Hk×Hk + ‖uε∗± − u∗j‖Hk×Hk ≤ Cε2,

‖P ε
±u‖Hk×Hk ≤ C‖u‖Lp×Lp,

‖(P ε
± − P 0

±)u‖Hk×Hk ≤ Cε2‖u‖Lp×Lp

uniformly for ε ∈ (0, ε̃1].

By Theorem 4.1, a Hopf bifurcation is expected to occur when R1 passes
the critical value Rε

1,c. In fact, we have the following bifurcation result.

To fix the time interval, we change the variables t and u into t̃ and ũ,
respectively, by aε

a
t = t̃ and u(x, t) = ũ(x, t̃). Omitting the tildes˜of t̃ and ũ,

we see from (4.1) that the problem is transformed into

aε

a
∂tu+ Lε

Rε
1,c
u+ ηKu+N(u) = 0. (4.2)

As in the incompressible problem, we look for a nontrivial time periodic
solution of (4.2) whose period is 2π

a(1+ω)
with small ω for sufficiently small ε

and η. We thus again change the variable t 7→ (1 + ω)t. The problem is
then reduced to finding a nontrivial time periodic solution of period 2π

a
of

the following equation

aε

a
(1 + ω)∂tu+ Lε

Rε
1,c
u+ ηKu+N(u) = 0. (4.3)

To formulate the time periodic problem in a functional analytic setting,
we introduce the operator Bε on Xa defined by

Bε =
aε

a
∂t + Lε

Rε
1,c
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with domain D(Bε) = Ya. The time periodic problem (4.3) is then formu-
lated as

Bεu+
aε

a
ω∂tu+ ηKu+N(u) = 0, u ∈ Ya. (4.4)

Let zε± = e±iatuε±. It is easily verified that Bεzε± = 0. Let

[u]±,ε = 〈u, zε∗± 〉ε

with zε∗± = e±iatuε∗± and define the operators Pε
± by

Pε
±u = [u]±,εz

ε
±.

The operators Pε
± are projections onto the spaces span {zε±}, respectively. As

was shown in [11] (see Theorem 5.4 below), 0 is a semisimple eigenvalue of
Bε and the eigenprojection for the eigenvalue 0 is given by

Pε = Pε
+ + Pε

−.

We set Qε = I −Pε. Then

u ∈ R(Qε) if and only if [u]+,ε = [u]−,ε = 0.

If u is real valued, then [u]+,ε = [u]−,ε, from which we see that u ∈ R(Qε) if
and only if [u]+,ε = 0, when u is a real valued function.

We state the result on the Hopf bifurcation for the artificial compressible
system (1.1)–(1.4).

Theorem 4.2 (i) There exist positive numbers ε2 and δ2 such that if 0 <
ε ≤ ε2, then there exists a nontrivial solution uεδ ∈ Ya of (4.4) for η = ηεδ
and ω = ωε

δ, where

ηεδ = η̃ε0δ
2 + η̃ε1(δ)δ

3,

ωε
δ = ω̃ε

0δ
2 + ω̃ε

1(δ)δ
3,

uεδ = δ(zε0 + δUε
δ )

for |δ| ≤ δ2. Here zε0 = Re(eiatuε+) and [Uε
δ ]ε,+ = 0; and η̃ε0, ω̃

ε
0, η̃

ε
1(δ), ω̃

ε
1(δ)

and Uε
δ satisfy |η̃ε0| + |ω̃ε

0| ≤ C and |η̃ε1(δ)| + |ω̃ε
1(δ)| ≤ C; and, furthermore,

Uε
+ satisfies ∂tU

ε
δ ∈ Ya with [∂tU

ε
δ ]+,ε = 0 and |||Uε

δ |||ε,Ya
+ |||∂tUε

δ |||ε,Ya
≤ C

uniformly in 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2.
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(ii) Let uδ =
⊤(φδ,uδ) =

⊤(δ(p0 + δΦδ), δ(z0 + δUδ)) be the time periodic

bifurcating solution of (3.5) for η = ηδ and ω = ωδ given in Proposition 3.4.
Then

η̃ε0 = η̃0 +O(ε), η̃ε1(δ) = η̃1(δ) +O(ε),

ω̃ε
0 = ω̃0 +O(ε), ω̃ε

1(δ) = ω̃1(δ) +O(ε)

and

|||Uε
δ − Uδ|||ε,Ya

≤ Cε

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2, where η̃0, ω̃0, η̃1(δ) and ω̃1(δ) are the

numbers given in Proposition 3.4. In particular,

|ηεδ − ηδ|+ |ωε
δ − ωδ| ≤ Cεδ2,

‖φε
δ − φδ‖C(T 2π

a
;L2) + ‖φε

δ − φδ‖L2(T 2π
a
;H1) ≤ C|δ|

‖uε
δ − uδ‖C(T 2π

a
;X) + ‖uε

δ − uδ‖L2(T 2π
a
;X1) ≤ Cε|δ|

‖∂2x(u
ε
δ − uδ)‖L2(T 2π

a
;X) + ‖∂t(u

ε
δ − uδ)‖L2(T 2π

a
;X) ≤ C|δ|

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2.

(iii) There exists a neighborhood O of ⊤(η, ω, u) = ⊤(0, 0, 0) in R×R×Ya

such that if ⊤(η, ω, u) ∈ O is a solution of (4.4), then

⊤(η, ω, u) ∈ {⊤(η, ω, 0) ∈ O} ∪ {⊤(ηεδ , ω
ε
δ , u

ε
δ(·+ τ)); |δ| ≤ δ1,−

π
a
≤ τ < π

a
}

where {ηεδ , ω
ε
δ , u

ε
δ} is the solution branch obtained in (i).

The stability of the bifurcating solution uεδ is also an important question;
we shall investigate it in section 7.

To prove Theorem 4.2, we employ the spectral properties of −Bε which
was investigated in [11]. Some of them will be summarized in section 5 which
will then be used in sections 6 and 7.

In what follows we assume that R1 is in the interval [1
2
R1,c,

3
2
R1,c].

5 Spectrum of Bε

In this section we summarize the results on the spectrum of Bε obtained in
[11].

We begin with the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.1 ([11, Lemma 5.1]) Let β and T be positive constants. Suppose

that u0 ∈ X1 and let F = ⊤(f, g, h, k) ∈ L2(0, T ;X). Then there is a unique

solution u(t) ∈ L2(0, T ; Y ) ∩H1(0, T ;X) of the problem

β∂tu+ Lε
Rε

1,c
u = F, (5.1)

u(0) = u0 (5.2)

with estimate

β|||u(t)|||2ε,X1 +

∫ t

0

(
|||∂xu|||

2
ε + β2ε2|||∂tu|||

2
ε + ε2‖∂2xu‖

2
2 + β2ε6‖∂x∂tφ‖

2
2

)
ds

≤ Ce
C
β
t

{
|||u0|||

2
ε,X1 +

∫ t

0

(
ε2‖f‖22 + |Re(F ,u)|+ ε2‖F ‖22 + ε6‖∂xf‖

2
2

)
ds

}

uniformly for 0 ≤ t ≤ T and 0 < ε ≤ ε1 and β. Furthermore, if β ≥ β1, then
the estimate

|||u|||ε,Y(0,T ) ≤ C
{
|||u0|||ε,X1 + |||F |||ε,X (0,T )

}

holds uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε1 with a constant depending only on β1.

We denote by V ε
ω (t) the restriction of the semigroup e

− at
aε(1+ω)

Lε
Rε

1,c to the
space X1:

V
ε
ω (t) = e

− at
aε(1+ω)

Lε
Rε

1,c |X1 .

As for the decay property of V ε
ω (t), we have the following result.

We define the projections P ε and Qε by

P ε = P ε
+ + P ε

− and Qε = I − P ε, .

respectively. Since ±iaε are simple eigenvalues of −Lε
Rε

1,c
, we have

P ε
±V

ε
ω (t) = V

ε
ω (t)P

ε
± = e±

iat
1+ωP ε

±.

The Qε part of V ε
ω (t) has the following decay property.

Lemma 5.2 ([11, Lemma 4.3]) There exist positive constants ε1 and κ1 such
that the estimate

|||V ε
0 (t)Q

εu0|||ε,X1 ≤ Ce−κ1t|||u0|||ε,X1
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holds uniformly in t ≥ 0 and 0 < ε ≤ ε1. Furthermore, if Reλ > −κ1,
then (I − e−

2π
a
λV ε

0 (
2π
a
))Qε has a bounded inverse on QεX1 and its inverse

[(I − e−
2π
a
λ
V ε
0 (

2π
a
))Qε]−1 satisfies

‖[(I − e−
2π
a
λ
V

ε
0 (

2π
a
))Qε]−1‖ ≤ C

1−e−
2π
a (Reλ+κ1)

uniformly in ε ∈ (0, ε1].

We also have the following spectral property of the monodromy operator
V ε
ω (

2π
a
).

Lemma 5.3 ([11, Remark 5.6]) For any r > 0, there exists a positive con-

stant ωr = O(r) as r → 0 such that if |ω| ≤ ωr then µ − V ε
ω (

2π
a
) has a

bounded inverse on X1 for µ ∈ C satisfying |µ − 1| ≥ r and |µ| ≥ e−
3
4
κ1

2π
a

and (µ− V ε
ω (

2π
a
))−1 satisfies the estimate

|||(µ− V
ε
ω (

2π
a
))−1|||ε,X1 ≤ C

(
1

r
+

1

|µ|

)
|||F |||ε,X1

uniformly in ε ∈ (0, ε1].

As for the operator Bε, we have the following result on its spectrum ([11]).

Theorem 5.4 ([11, Theorem 4.2]) (i) If ε ∈ (0, ε1], then

ρ(−Bε) ⊃ Σ1 \ (∪k∈Z{ika
ε}).

Here Σ1 = {λ ∈ C; Reλ > −aε

a
κ1} with κ1 being the positive number given

in Lemma 5.2; and each ikaε is a semisimple eigenvalue of Bε and the cor-

responding eigenspace is spanned by ei(1−k)atu
(ε)
+ and e−i(k+1)atu

(ε)
− .

(ii) If λ ∈ Σ1 \ (∪k∈Z{ikaε}), then

(λ+Bε)−1F

=
2πe−

a
aε

λt

aε(1− e−
2π
aε

λ)

([
e−

a
aε

λ( 2π
a
−s)F

]
+,ε

zε+ +
[
e−

a
aε

λ( 2π
a
−s)F

]
−,ε

zε−

)

+
a

aε
e−

a
aε

λt
V

ε
0 (t)

[
(I − e−

2π
aε

λ
V

ε
0 (

2π
a
))Qε

]−1

·Qε

∫ 2π
a

0

e−
a
aε

λ( 2π
a
−s)

V
ε
0 (

2π
a
− s)F (s) ds
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+
a

aε

∫ t

0

e−
a
aε

λ(t−s)
V

ε
0 (t− s)F (s) ds.

Furthermore,

|||(λ+Bε)−1F |||Ya
≤

C

|1− e−
2π
aε

λ|

∑

j=+,−

∣∣∣∣
[
e−

a
aε

λ( 2π
a
−s)F

]
j,ε

∣∣∣∣+ C|||F |||Xa
.

(iii) 0 is a semisimple eigenvalue of Bε and

Xa = N(Bε)⊕ R(Bε), N(Bε) = span {zε+, z
ε
−}.

The projection Pε is an eigenprojection for the eigenvalue 0 and Qε is a

projection on R(Bε) along N(Bε).

(iv) Let F = ⊤(f,F ) ∈ Xa. Then the equation

Bεu = F, u ∈ Ya

is solvable if and only if F ∈ QεXa, i.e., F satisfies [F ]+,ε = [F ]−,ε = 0. If

this condition for F is satisfied, then the problem Bεu = F with u ∈ QεYa is

uniquely solvable and the solution u ∈ QεYa is given by

u(t) =
a

aε
Pε(sF (s))

+
a

aε
V

ε
0 (t)

[
(I − V

ε
0 (

a
aε
))Qε

]−1
∫ 2π

a

0

V
ε
0 (

2π
a
− s)F (s) ds

+
a

aε

∫ t

0

V
ε
0 (t− s)F (s) ds.

Furthermore, u satisfies

|||u|||ε,Ya
≤ C

{∫ 2π
a

0

(
ε2‖f‖22 + |Re(F ,u)|+ ε2‖F ‖22 + ε6‖∂xf‖

2
2

)
dt

} 1
2

and

|||u|||ε,Ya
≤ C|||F |||ε,Xa

uniformly in ε ∈ (0, ε1].
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To prove the Hopf bifurcation in (4.4), Theorem 5.4 is insufficient; the
term ω∂tu on the left-hand side of the Qε part of the equation (4.4) cannot
be regarded as a perturbation of Bεu. To overcome this we shall put the
term ω∂t into the principal part, so we define the operator Bε(ω) on Xa by

D(Bε(ω)) = Ya, Bε(ω)u =
aε

a
(1 + ω)∂tu+ Lε

Rε
1,c
u (u ∈ D(Bε(ω))).

As for Bε(ω), we have the following estimate.

Lemma 5.5 ([11, Lemma 5.6]) There exist a positive constant ε1 such that

the following assertion holds. For a given F ∈ QεXa, there exists a unique

solution u ∈ QεYa of Bε(ω)u = F , and the solution u satisfies the estimate

|||u|||ε,Ya
≤ C

{∫ 2π
a

0

(
ε2‖f‖22 + |Re(F ,u)|+ ε2‖F ‖22 + ε6‖∂xf‖

2
2

)
dt

} 1
2

and

|||u|||ε,Ya
≤ C|||F |||ε,Xa

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε1 and |ω| ≤ 1
4
.

6 Proof of Theorem 4.2

In this section we prove Theorem 4.2, i.e., we shall prove that a nontrivial
solution branch of (4.4) bifurcates from {η, u} = {0, 0}. In what follows, we
will use the same letters ε0 and δ0 for bounds of the ranges of ε and δ, even
when they should be taken suitably smaller than those of the previous ones
if no confusion will occur from the context.

6.1 Proof of Theorem 4.2 (i)

We look for a solution u of (4.4) in the form

u = δ(zε0 + δUε), (6.1)

where δ is a small parameter; zε0 = 2Rezε+; and U
ε is a real valued function

in Ya satisfying [Uε]+,ε = 0.
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We note that if U is real valued, then [U ]−,ε = [U ]+,ε. Therefore, the
condition [U ]+,ε = 0 automatically implies the condition [U ]−,ε = 0, which in
turn implies that U = QεU ∈ R(Bε) = QεXa by Theorem 5.4.

We first collect basic facts concerning Pε.

Lemma 6.1 (i) It holds that [zε0]+,ε = 1, [∂tz
ε
0]+,ε = ia and Pεzε0 = zε0.

(ii) It holds that Pε
±∂t ⊂ ∂tPε

± = ±iaPε
± and Pε∂t ⊂ ∂tPε.

(iii) If u is real valued, then Pεu = 0 is equivalent to [u]+,ε = 0 that is

equivalent to Re[u]+,ε = Im[u]+,ε = 0.

Lemma 6.1 can be proved by straightforward computations. We omit the
proof.

The following estimates will be used to estimate nonlinear terms. We
define the bilinear form M( · , · ) by

M(u1, u2) =

(
0

M(u1,u2)

)
, M(u1,u2) = N(u1,u2) +N(u2,u1)

for uj =
⊤(φj,uj) (j = 1, 2).

Lemma 6.2 The following inequalities hold for uj = ⊤(φj,uj) ∈ Ya (j =
1, 2, 3) uniformly in 0 < ε ≤ ε0:

(i) |[u]+,ε| ≤ C|||u|||ε,Xa
,

(ii) |[N(u1, u2)]+,ε| ≤ C|||u1|||ε,Ya
|||u2|||ε,Ya

,

(iii) |||M(zε0, u)|||ε,Xa
≤ C|||u|||ε,Ya

,

(iv)

∫ 2π
a

0

|(N(u1,u2),u3)| dt ≤ C|||u1|||ε,Ya
|||u2|||ε,Ya

|||u3|||ε,Ya
,

(v)

∫ 2π
a

0

ε2‖N(u1,u2)‖
2
2 dt ≤ C|||u1|||

2
ε,Ya

|||u2|||
2
ε,Ya

.

We look for a solution u in the form (6.1) of the equation (4.4) for η = δ2η̃ε

and ω = δ2ω̃ε. This scaling of η and ω is due to the fact [N(zε0)]+,ε = 0.
We substitute {η, ω, u} = {δ2η̃ε, δ2ω̃ε, δ(zε0 + δUε)} into (4.4) and divide the
resulting equation by δ2. We then obtain

BεUε +
aε

a
δω̃ε(∂tz

ε
0 + δ∂tU

ε) + δη̃εK(zε0 + δUε) +N(zε0 + δUε) = 0. (6.2)
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We decompose (6.2) into its Pε and Qε parts. Applying Pε and Qε to
(6.2) and noting that [N(zε0)]+,ε = 0, we see from Lemma 6.1 that

η̃εRe[Kzε0]+,ε + δη̃εRe[KUε]+,ε + Re[M(zε0, U
ε) + δN(Uε)]+,ε = 0, (6.3)

aεω̃ε+η̃εIm[Kzε0]+,ε+δη̃
εIm[KUε]+,ε+Im[M(zε0, U

ε)+δN(Uε)]+,ε = 0, (6.4)

Bε(δ2ω̃ε)Uε +Qε (δη̃εK(zε0 + δUε) +N(zε0 + δUε)) = 0. (6.5)

Here, as explained in section 5, we regard the term aε

a
δ2ω̃ε∂tU

ε in (6.5) as a
part of the principal part of the equation (6.5).

We define the map Bε(ω) : R× R×QεYa → R× R×QεXa by

Bε(ω) =



Re[Kzε0]+,ε 0 Re[M(zε0, · )]+,ε

Im[Kzε0]+,ε aε Im[M(zε0, · )]+,ε

0 0 Bε(ω)Qε


 .

The problem (6.3)–(6.5) is then written as

Bε(δ2ω̃ε)Uε = −N ε(δ;Uε), (6.6)

where Uε = ⊤(η̃ε, ω̃ε, Uε) ∈ R× R×QεYa and

N ε(δ;Uε) =




δη̃εRe[KUε]+,ε + δRe[N(Uε)]+,ε

δη̃εIm[KUε]+,ε + δIm[N(Uε)]+,ε

δη̃εQεK(zε0 + δUε) +QεN(zε0 + δUε)




Let us suppose that |η̃ε| ≤ 1 and |ω̃ε| ≤ 1. By Theorem 4.1 we see that
Re[Kzε0]+,ε = Re(Ku+,u

∗
+) + O(ε2) < 0 and aε = a + O(ε2) > 0 if ε > 0 is

sufficiently small. Furthermore, Lemma 5.5 implies that Bε(δ2ω̃ε) : QεYa →
QεXa has a bounded inverse if ε > 0 and δ are sufficiently small. As a result,
Bε(δ2ω̂ε) has a bounded inverse if 0 < ε ≤ ε0 and δ2 ≤ 1

4
for some small

ε0 > 0. Therefore, if 0 < ε ≤ ε0 and |δ| ≤ δ0 for some small ε0, δ0 > 0, then
(6.6) is rewritten as

Uε = −Bε(δ2ω̃ε)−1N ε(δ;Uε). (6.7)

We note that if Ũ = ⊤(η̃, ω̃, U) with U = QεU , then

Bε(ω)−1Ũ =



(Bε(ω)−1Ũ)1

(Bε(ω)−1Ũ)2

(Bε(ω)−1Ũ)3


 ,
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where

(Bε(ω)−1Ũ)1 =
1

Re[Kzε0]+,ε

{
η̃ − Re[M(zε0, B

ε(ω)−1U)]+,ε

}
,

(Bε(ω)−1Ũ)2 =
1

aε
ω̃ −

Im[Kzε0]+,ε

aε
(Bε(ω)−1Ũ)1

−
1

aε
Im[M(zε0, B

ε(ω)−1U)]+,ε,

(Bε(ω)−1Ũ)3 = (Bε(ω)Qε)−1 U.

To solve (6.6), we introduce a norm of R× R× Ya. We define the norm
|||U|||ε,R×R×Ya

of U = ⊤(η̂, ω̂, U) ∈ R× R× Ya by

|||U|||ε,R×R×Ya
= |η̂|+ |ω̂|+ |||U |||ε,Ya

.

We construct approximate solutions {Uε
n}

∞
n=0 in the following way. Con-

sider first the problem
BεUε

0 +N(zε0) = 0. (6.8)

Since [N(zε0)]+,ε = 0, i.e., N(zε0) = QεN(zε0), it follows from Theorems 4.1
and 5.4 and Lemma 6.2 that (6.8) has a unique solution Uε

0 ∈ QεYa with
estimate |||Uε

0 |||ε,Ya
≤ C|||N(zε0)|||ε,Xa

≤ C uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε0. We also
note that |||∂tUε

0 |||ε,Ya
≤ C|||M(∂tz

ε
0, z

ε
0)|||ε,Xa

≤ C uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε0.
We now define ⊤(η̃ε0, ω̃

ε
0) by the solution of

η̃ε0Re[Kz
ε
0]+,ε + Re[M(zε0, U

ε
0 )]+,ε = 0, (6.9)

aεω̃ε
0 + η̃ε0Im[Kzε0]+,ε + Im[M(zε0, U

ε
0 )]+,ε = 0. (6.10)

Using the estimate of Uε
0 , we have |η̃ε0| + |ω̃ε

0| ≤ C uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε0.
We thus obtain Uε

0 = ⊤(η̃0, ω̃0, U
ε
0 ) which is the solution of

Bε(0)Uε
0 = −N ε(0; 0) = −




0
0

N(zε0)


 .

We set

D1 = sup
{
|||Bε(ω)−1N ε(0; 0)|||ε,R×R×Ya

: |ω| ≤ 1
4
, 0 < ε ≤ ε0

}
. (6.11)
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By Theorem 4.1, Lemmas 5.5 and 6.2, we see that D1 <∞ and Uε
0 satisfies

|||Uε
0 |||ε,R×R×Ya

≤ D1

uniformly in 0 < ε ≤ ε0.
We now define Uε

n = ⊤(η̃εn, ω̃
ε
n, U

ε
n) (n = 1, 2, · · · ) by

Uε
n = −Bε(δ2ω̃ε

n−1)
−1N ε(δ;Uε

n−1) (n = 1, 2, · · · ).

We shall prove that the sequence {Uε
n}

∞
n=0 converges to a solution Uε =

⊤(η̃ε, ω̃ε, Uε) of (6.6) satisfying ∂tU
ε ∈ QεYa with estimates for Uε and ∂tU

ε

uniformly in 0 < ε ≤ ε0 and |δ| ≤ δ0.
We claim that there exists a positive constant δ0 such that if |δ| ≤ δ0,

then
|||Uε

n|||ε,R×R×Ya
≤ 2D1 (6.12)

for all n = 0, 1, 2, · · · .
Indeed, (6.12) can be proved by induction. We have already seen that

(6.12) holds for n = 0. Suppose that (6.12) holds with n replaced by n − 1
(n ≥ 1). We shall show that (6.12) also holds for n.

We take δ so that |δ| ≤ 1 and D1δ
2 ≤ 1

4
. Writing

Uε
n = −Bε(δ2ω̃ε

n−1)
−1
{
N ε(0; 0) + (N ε(δ;Uε

n−1)−N ε(0; 0))
}
,

we deduce from Theorem 5.4, Lemmas 5.5 and 6.2 that

|||Uε
n|||ε,R×R×Ya

≤ D1 + C|δ|
{
D1 + (1 + |δ|)D2

1 + |δ|D1|||U
ε
n|||

1
2
ε,Ya

}
,

and hence,

|||Uε
n|||ε,R×R×Ya

≤
4

3
D1 + C|δ|D1

{
1 + (1 + |δ|+ |δ|3)D1

}
.

Taking δ in such a way that |δ| ≤ min
{
1, 1

4D1
, 2
3C(1+3D1)

}
, we have

|||Uε
n|||ε,R×R×Ya

≤ 2D1.

This proves that (6.12) holds for n. We thus conclude by induction that
(6.12) holds for all n = 0, 1, 2, · · · .
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We next estimate |||∂tUε
n|||ε,Ya

. One can verify that ∂tU
ε
n satisfies the

linear problem

Bε(δ2ω̃ε
n−1)U

ε
n = −M(zε0, ∂tz

ε
0)− δη̃εn−1Q

εK(∂tz
ε
0 + δ∂tU

ε
n−1)

− δQε(M(zε0, ∂tU
ε
n−1) +M(Uε

n−1, ∂tz
ε
0) + δM(Uε

n−1, ∂tU
ε
n−1))

and this linear problem has a unique solution inQεYa. Note thatQεM(zε0, ∂tz
ε
0) =

M(zε0, ∂tz
ε
0) since [M(zε0, ∂tz

ε
0)]+,ε = 0.

We set
D2 = max{D1, D̃2}, (6.13)

where D̃2 = sup
{
|||Bε(ω)−1M(zε0, ∂tz

ε
0)|||ε,Ya

: |ω| ≤ 1
4
, 0 < ε ≤ ε0

}
.

As above, one can prove

|||∂tU
ε
n|||ε,Ya

≤ 2D2 (6.14)

for all n = 0, 1, 2, · · · . Indeed, this is true for n = 0. Suppose that (6.14)
holds for n replaced by n− 1 (n ≥ 1). We then see from (6.12), Lemmas 5.5,
6.1 and 6.2 that

|||∂tU
ε
n|||ε,Ya

≤ D2 + C|δ|
{
D2 + |δ|D2

2 +D
1
2
2

(
1 +D

1
2
2

)
|||∂tU

ε
n|||ε,Ya

}
,

and hence, by the same argument as above, we see that (6.14) also holds for
n if |δ| ≤ δ0 for some small δ0 > 0. We thus conclude that (6.14) holds for
all n = 0, 1, 2, · · · .

We next show that {Uε
n}n≥0 is a Cauchy sequence in R×R×QεYa. Since

Uε
n+1 − Uε

n satisfies

Bε(δ2ω̃ε
n)(U

ε
n+1 − Uε

n) = −
aε

a
δ2(ω̃ε

n − ω̃ε
n−1)




0
0

∂tU
ε
n




− (N ε(δ;Uε
n)−N ε(δ;Uε

n−1)),

we see from (6.12) and (6.14) that

|||Uε
n+1 − Uε

n|||ε,R×R×Ya

≤ C|δ|(1 + |δ|D1 + |δ|D2)|||U
ε
n − Uε

n−1|||ε,R×R×Ya

+ Cδ2D
1
2
1 |||U

ε
n − Uε

n−1|||
1
2
ε,R×R×Ya

|||Uε
n+1 − Uε

n|||
1
2
ε,R×R×Ya

,
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from which we have

|||Uε
n+1 − Uε

n|||ε,R×R×Ya
≤ C|δ||||Uε

n − Uε
n−1|||ε,R×R×Ya

uniformly in 0 < ε ≤ ε0, |δ| ≤ δ0 and n = 1, 2, · · · . This implies that {Uε
n}n≥0

is a Cauchy sequence in R×R×QεYa if δ0 is taken so that 0 < δ0 ≤ 1/(2C).
Consequently, we deduce that there exists Uε = ⊤(η̃ε, ω̃ε, Uε) ∈ R× R×

QεYa with ∂tU
ε ∈ QεYa such that

Uε
n → Uε strongly in R× R×QεYa ,

∂tU
ε
n → ∂tU

ε weakly in QεYa.

Furthermore, this Uε is a solution of (6.6) and Uε = ⊤(η̃ε, ω̃ε, Uε) satisfies
the estimates

|||Uε|||ε,R×R×Ya
≤ 2D1, |||∂tU

ε|||ε,Ya
≤ 2D2 (6.15)

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε0 and |δ| ≤ δ0.
Similarly to above, one can show

|||Uε − Uε
0 |||ε,R×R×Ya

≤ C|δ| (6.16)

uniformly in 0 < ε ≤ ε0 and |δ| ≤ δ0. This implies that η̃ε and ω̃ε take the
forms

η̃ε = η̃ε0 + η̃ε1(δ)δ, ω̃ε = ω̃ε
0 + ω̃ε

1(δ)δ (6.17)

for some η̃ε1(δ) and ω̃ε
1(δ) satisfying |η̃ε1(δ)| + |ω̃ε

1(δ)| ≤ C uniformly for 0 <
ε ≤ ε0 and |δ| ≤ δ0. This completes the proof of Theorem 4.2 (i). �

6.2 Proof of Theorem 4.2 (ii)

We next prove Theorem 4.2 (ii). In this subsection we denote the solution
branch obtained in the previous subsection by {ηεδ , ω

ε
δ , u

ε
δ} with

ηεδ = δ2η̃εδ , ωε
δ = δ2ω̃ε

δ , uεδ = δ(zε0 + δUε
δ ),

where {η̃εδ , ω̃
ε
δ , U

ε
δ } is the solution of (6.3)–(6.5) obtained in the previous

subsection. Therefore, η̃εδ and ω̃ε
δ are written in the forms in (6.17).

We first consider the behavior of the time periodic solution branch for
the incompressible problem (3.5) as δ → 0.
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Let {ηδ, ωδ.uδ} be the time periodic solution branch for (3.5) given in
Proposition 3.4 which takes the form

ηδ = η̃0δ
2 + η̃1(δ)δ

3, ωδ = ω̃0δ
2 + ω̃1(δ)δ

3, uδ = δ(z0 + δUδ).

Since [N(z0)]+ = 0, there exists a unique solution U0 ∈ L2(T 2π
a
;Yσ) ∩

H1(T 2π
a
;Xσ) of

∂tU0 + LR1,cU0 + PN(z0) = 0 (6.18)

with [U0]+ = 0. Let U0 = ⊤(Φ0,U0) ∈ Ya with Φ0 being the associated
pressure of U0. Then U0 =

⊤(Φ0,U0) is the unique solution of

∂t

(
0
U0

)
+ Lε

R1,c
U0 +N(z0) = 0 (6.19)

with [U0]+ = 0.
Similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.2 (i), one can show the following

proposition.

Proposition 6.3 Let {ηδ, ωδ, uδ} be the time periodic solution branch for

(3.5) given in Proposition 3.4 and let U0 = ⊤(Φ0,U0) ∈ Ya be the unique

solution of (6.19) with [U0]+ = 0. Then {η0, ω0, U0} satisfies

η̃0Re[Kz0]+ + Re[M(z0,U0)]+ = 0, (6.20)

aω̃0 + η̃0Im[Kz0]+ + Im[M(z0,U0)]+ = 0 (6.21)

and

|η̃δ − η̃0|+ |ω̃δ − ω̃0|+ ‖Uδ − U0‖Ya
≤ C|δ|

uniformly for |δ| ≤ δ0.

We now estimate the difference between the solution branches for the
incompressible system and the artificial compressible system.

Let {ηδ, ωδ, uδ} be the time periodic solution branch of the incompressible
problem (3.5) given in Proposition 3.4. Then {ηδ, ωδ, uδ} satisfies

(1 + ωδ)∂t

(
0
uδ

)
+ Lε

R1,c
uδ + ηδKuδ +N(uδ) = 0. (6.22)
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We set ηδ = δ2η̃δ and ωδ = δ2ω̃δ. Then {η̃δ, ω̃δ, Uδ} satisfies the equation

(1 + δ2ω̃δ)∂t

(
0
Uδ

)
+ Lε

R1,c
Uδ + δω̃δ∂t

(
0
z0

)
+ δη̃δK(z0 + δUδ)

+N(z0 + δUδ) = 0.

(6.23)

As in the proof of Theorem 4.2 (i), we see from (6.23) that

η̃δRe[Kz0]+ + δη̃δRe[KUδ]+ + Re[M(z0,Uδ) + δN(Uδ)]+ = 0, (6.24)

aω̃δ+ η̃δIm[Kz0]++ δη̃δIm[KUδ]++Im[M(z0,Uδ)+ δN(Uδ)]+ = 0. (6.25)

Applying Qε to (6.23), we have

Bε(δ2ω̃ε
δ)Q

εUδ +QεHε(δ; ω̃ε
δ , ω̃δ, Uδ)

+Qε (δη̃δK(z0 + δUδ) +N(z0 + δUδ)) = 0.
(6.26)

HereHε(δ; ω̃ε
δ , ω̃δ, Uδ) is a function of ω̃ε

δ , ω̃δ and Uδ =
⊤(Φδ,Uδ) with Q̂0Uδ =

0 given by

Hε(δ; ω̃ε
δ , ω̃δ, Uδ) = −

aε − a

a
(1 + δ2ω̃ε

δ)

(
0

∂tUδ

)
− δ2(ω̃ε

δ − ω̃δ)

(
0

∂tUδ

)

−
aε

a
(1 + δ2ω̃ε

δ)

(
∂tΦδ

0

)
+ δω̃δ

(
0
∂tz0

)
− (Rε

1,c −R1,c)KUδ.

We set Uδ = ⊤(η̃δ, ω̃δ, Uδ). It then follows from (6.3)–(6.5) and (6.24)–
(6.26) that

Bε(δ2ω̃ε
δ)(U

ε
δ − Uδ) = −Mε(δ;Uε

δ ,Uδ),

Here

Mε(δ;Uε,Uδ) =




Mε,1(δ;Uε
δ ,Uδ)

Mε,2(δ;Uε
δ ,Uδ)

QεHε(δ; ω̃ε
δ, ω̃δ, Uδ) +Mε,3(δ;Uε

δ ,Uδ)


 ,

where

Mε,1(δ;Uε
δ ,Uδ) = η̃δRe{[Kz

ε
0]+,ε − [Kz0]+}+ δRe {η̃εδ [KU

ε
δ ]+,ε − η̃δ[KUδ]+}

+ Re {[M(zε0, Uδ)]+,ε − [M(z0,Uδ)]+}

+ δRe {[N(Uε
δ )]+,ε − [N(Uδ)]+}
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Mε,2(δ;Uε,U) = (aε − a)ω̃δ

+ η̃δIm{[Kzε0]+,ε − [Kz0]+}+ δIm {η̃εδ [KU
ε
δ ]+,ε − η̃δ[KUδ]+}

+ Im {[M(zε0, Uδ)]+,ε − [M(z0,Uδ)]+}

+ δIm {[N(Uε
δ )]+,ε − [N(Uδ)]+}

Mε,3(δ;Uε,U) = Qε
{
δ(η̃εδKz

ε
0 − η̃δKz0) + δ2(η̃εδKU

ε
δ − η̃δKUδ)

+N(zε0 + δUε
δ )−N(z0 + δUδ)} .

To estimate Uε
δ − Uδ, we use the following lemma.

Lemma 6.4 Let uj =
⊤(φj,uj), ũj =

⊤(φ̃j, ũj), j = 1, 2. Then the following

estimates hold uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε0:

(i) |[u1]+,ε − [u2]+| ≤ C
{
ε2‖φ1‖L2(T 2π

a
;L2(Ω)) + ε2‖u2‖L2(T 2π

a
;(X1)∗)

+‖u1 − u2‖L2(T 2π
a
;(X1)∗)

}
,

(ii) |[N(u1, u2)]+,ε − [N(ũ1, ũ2)]+|

≤ C
{
ε2|||u1|||ε,Ya

|||u2|||ε,Ya
+ |||u1|||ε,Ya

|||u2 − ũ2|||ε,Ya

+|||u1 − ũ1|||ε,Ya
|||ũ2|||ε,Ya

} ,

(iii) |||QεHε(δ; ω̃ε
δ , ω̃δ, Uδ)|||ε,Xa

≤ C
{
ε(1 + |δ||ω̃δ|+ δ2|ω̃ε

δ |) + δ2|ω̃ε
δ − ω̃δ|

}
.

We will give a proof of Lemma 6.4 in the end of this section.

Noting that Ku = ⊤(0,Ku) for u = ⊤(φ,u), we apply Theorems 4.1, 4.2
(i), Lemmas 5.5, 6.1, 6.2 and 6.4 to obtain

|η̃εδ − η̃δ|+ |ω̃ε
δ − ω̃δ|

≤ C{ε2 + |δ|(|η̃εδ − η̃δ|+ |ω̃ε
δ − ω̃δ|) + |||Uε

δ − Uδ|||ε,Ya
},

(6.27)

and

|||Qε(Uε
δ−Uδ)|||ε,Ya

≤ C{ε+|δ|(|η̃εδ−η̃δ|+|ω̃ε
δ−ω̃δ|)+|δ||||Uε

δ−Uδ|||ε,Ya
} (6.28)

uniformly in 0 < ε ≤ ε0 and |δ| ≤ δ0.
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Since [Uδ]+ = (Uδ, z
∗
+) = 0, [Uδ]+,ε = ε2(Φδ, p

ε∗
+ ) + (Uδ, z

ε∗
+ ) and zε∗

+ =
z∗
+ +O(ε2), we have

|[Uδ]+,ε| ≤ C{ε2‖Φδ‖L2(T 2π
a
;L2) + ε2‖Uδ‖L2(T 2π

a
;(X1)∗)} ≤ Cε2‖Uδ‖Xa

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε0 and |δ| ≤ δ0, and hence,

|PεUδ| = |2Re([Uδ]+,εz
ε
+)| ≤ Cε2‖Uδ‖Xa

|zε+|.

Combining this with PεUε
δ = 0, we see that

|||Uε
δ − Uδ|||ε,Ya

≤ |||Qε(Uε
δ − Uδ)|||ε,Ya

+ |||Pε(Uε
δ − Uδ)|||ε,Ya

= |||Qε(Uε
δ − Uδ)|||ε,Ya

+ |||PεUδ|||ε,Ya

≤ |||Qε(Uε
δ − Uδ)|||ε,Ya

+ Cε2‖Uδ‖Xa

≤ |||Qε(Uε
δ − Uδ)|||ε,Ya

+ Cε2.

This, together with (6.27) and (6.28), implies that the estimate

|||Uε
δ − Uδ|||ε,R×R×Ya

≤ Cε (6.29)

holds uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε0 and |δ| ≤ δ0.
Before proceeding further, we make an observation. It is not difficult to

see that ‖∂2tU0‖Xa
≤ C, from which one can also prove, in a similar manner

to above, that
|||∂t(U

ε
0 − U0)|||ε,Ya

≤ Cε. (6.30)

It remains to show that

|η̃ε1(δ)− η̃1(δ)|+ |ω̃ε
1(δ)− ω̃1(δ)| ≤ Cε. (6.31)

To this end, we shall estimate Vε
δ = (Uε

δ − Uε
0 ) − (Uδ − U0). Since Vε

δ =
(Uε

δ − Uδ)− (Uε
0 − U0), we have

Bε(δ2ω̃ε
δ)Q

εVε
δ = −

aε

a
δ2ω̃ε

δ




0
0

Qε∂t(U
ε
0 − U0)




− (Mε(δ;Uε
δ ,Uδ)−Mε(0;Uε

0 ,U0)) .
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By using (6.30), we have |||a
ε

a
δ2ω̃ε

δ∂t(U
ε
0 − U0)|||ε,Ya

≤ Cε|δ|. Based on this,
together with (6.21) and (6.29), we have, in a similar manner to above,

|(η̃εδ − η̃ε0)− (η̃δ − η̃0)|+ |(ω̃ε
δ − ω̃ε

0)− (ω̃δ − ω̃0)|

≤ C{ε|δ|+ |||(Uε
δ − Uε

0 )− (Uδ − U0)|||ε,Ya
},

and
|||Qε[(Uε

δ − Uε
0 )− (Uδ − U0)]|||ε,Ya

≤ Cε|δ|.

Since [Uδ −U0]+ = 0, we see, as above, that

|||(Uε
δ − Uε

0 )− (Uδ − U0)|||ε,Ya

≤ C{|||Qε[(Uε
δ − Uε

0 )− (Uδ − U0)]|||ε,Ya
+ ε2||Uδ − U0||Xa

}

≤ C{|||Qε[(Uε
δ − Uε

0 )− (Uδ − U0)]|||ε,Ya
+ ε2|δ|}.

We thus conclude that |||Vε|||ε,R×R×Ya
≤ Cε|δ| uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε0 and

|δ| ≤ δ0. In particular, we obtain (6.31). This completes the proof. �

6.3 Proof of Theorem 4.2 (iii)

We next prove Theorem 4.2 (iii), i.e., the uniqueness of time periodic solutions
up to translations in the time variable t.

We introduce notation. We set zε,τ0 = 2Re(eiaτzε+) and (zε∗0 )τ = 2Re(eiaτzε∗+ )

for a constant τ ∈ [−π
a
, π
a
) and define [u]

(τ)
+,ε by [u]

(τ)
+,ε = 〈u, eiaτzε∗+ 〉ε =

e−iaτ [u]+,ε. We note that Pε
± can be expressed as

Pε
±u = 〈u, e±iaτzε∗± 〉ε e

±iaτzε±.

Proof of Theorem 4.2 (iii). Let uε ∈ Ya be a solution of (4.4) with η = ηε

and ω = ωε. Then, by Theorem 5.4, uε is written as

uε = uε0 + Uε, uε0 = Pεuε ∈ N(Bε), Uε ∈ R(Bε) (6.32)

Assume first that uε0 = 0 which is equivalent to [uε]+,ε = 0. We then find
that

BεUε +
aε

a
ωε∂tU

ε + ηεKUε +N(Uε) = 0,

and hence,
Bε(ωε)Uε + ηεQεKUε +QεN(Uε) = 0.
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By using Lemmas 5.5 and 6.1, we see that if |ωε| ≤ 1
4
, then

|||Uε|||ε,Ya
≤ C{|ηε||||Uε|||ε,Ya

+ |||Uε|||
3
2
ε,Ya

+ |||Uε|||2ε,Ya
}.

This implies that there exists a positive constant r0 such that if |ηε| +
|||Uε|||ε,Ya

≤ r0, then |||Uε|||ε,Ya
≤ 1

2
|||Uε|||ε,Ya

, and therefore, Uε = 0. We

thus conclude that if |ηε| + |||uε|||ε,Ya
≤ r0, |ω

ε| ≤ 1
4
and uε = Uε ∈ R(Bε),

then uε = 0.
Assume next that uε0 6= 0 in (6.32). Then there exists a constant τ ∈

[−π
a
, π
a
) such that uε0 = Pεuε is written as uε0 = δzε,τ0 , where δ = |[uε]+,ε| and

zε,τ0 = 2Re(eiaτzε+). It then follows that uε is written as

uε = δzε,τ0 + Uε, Uε ∈ R(Bε).

We substitute this into (4.4) with η = ηε and ω = ωε. Since [Kzε,τ0 ]
(τ)
+,ε =

[Kzε0]+,ε, as in the proof of Theorem 4.2 (i), we obtain

δηεRe[Kzε0]+,ε + ηεRe[KUε]
(τ)
+,ε + Re[N(δzε,τ0 + Uε)]

(τ)
+,ε = 0,

δaεωε + δηεIm[Kzε0]+,ε + ηεIm[KUε]
(τ)
+,ε + Im[N(δzε,τ0 + Uε)]

(τ)
+,ε = 0,

Bε(ωε)Uε + δηεQεKzε,τ0 + ηεQεKUε +QεN(δzε,τ0 + Uε) = 0.

Setting V̂ε
δ = ⊤(δηε, δωε, Uε), we have

B̂ε(ωε)V̂ε
δ = −




ηεRe[KUε]
(τ)
+,ε + Re[N(δzε,τ0 + Uε)]

(τ)
+,ε

ηεIm[KUε]
(τ)
+,ε + Im[N(δzε,τ0 + Uε)]

(τ)
+,ε

ηεQεKUε +QεN(δzε,τ0 + Uε)


 ,

where B̂ε(ω) : R× R×QεYa → R× R×QεXa is defined by

B̂ε(ωε) =



Re[Kzε0]+,ε 0 0
Im[Kzε0]+,ε aε 0
QεKzε,τ0 0 Bε(ωε)Qε


 .

Applying Lemmas 5.5 and 6.2, we see that

|||V̂ε
δ |||ε,R×R×Ya

≤ C{|δ|2+ |δ||||Uε|||ε,Ya
+ |ηε||||Uε|||ε,Ya

+ |||Uε|||
3
2
ε,Ya

+ |||Uε|||2ε,Ya
}.
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This implies that there exists a positive number r1 such that if |ηε|+|||Uε|||ε,Ya
≤

r1 and |ωε| ≤ 1
4
, then

|||V̂ε
δ |||ε,R×R×Ya

≤ C1|δ|
2. (6.33)

This suggests us to write

ηε = δη̂ε, ωε = δω̂ε (6.34)

and
u = δ(zε,τ0 + δÛε), Ûε ∈ R(Bε). (6.35)

We note that, by (6.33), Ûε = ⊤(η̂ε, ω̂ε, Ûε) with η̂ε, ω̂ε and Ûε given in (6.34)
and (6.35) satisfy

|||Ûε|||ε,R×R×Ya
≤ C1.

As in the proof of Theorem 4.2 (i), we also find that ∂tÛ
ε ∈ Ya with estimate

|||∂tÛε|||Ya
≤ C2 uniformly in 0 < ε ≤ ε0 and |δ| ≤ δ0.

We thus find that if uε = δzε,τ0 + Uε, |δ| ≤ δ0, |ηε| + |||Uε|||ε,Ya
≤ r1 and

|ωε| ≤ 1
4
, then ⊤(ηε, ωε, Uε) belongs to the set

{⊤(δη̂ε, δω̂ε, δ2Ûε); |||(η̂ε, ω̂ε, Ûε)|||ε,R×R×Ya
≤ C1, |||∂tÛ

ε|||Ya
≤ C2}.

We next claim that if Ûε
j = ⊤(η̂εj , ω̂

ε
j , Û

ε
j ), j = 1, 2, are solutions of (6.2)

with zε0 replaced by zε,τ0 for 0 < |δ| ≤ δ0 and Ûε
j = ⊤(η̂εj , ω̂

ε
j , Û

ε
j ) satisfy

|||Ûε
j |||ε,Ya

≤ C1 and |||∂tÛε
j |||Ya

≤ C2 (j = 1, 2), then it holds Ûε
1 = Ûε

2 .

Indeed, we see that Ûε
j (j = 1, 2) satisfy

B̂ε(δω̂ε
j )Û

ε
j = −N̂ ε(δ; η̂εj , Û

ε
j ),

where

N̂ ε(δ; η̂ε, Ûε) =




δη̂εRe[KÛε]
(τ)
+,ε + Re[N(zε,τ0 + δÛε)]

(τ)
+,ε

δη̂εIm[KÛε]
(τ)
+,ε + Im[N(zε,τ0 + δÛε)]

(τ)
+,ε

δη̂εQεKÛε +QεN(zε,τ0 + δÛε)




It follows that

B̂ε(δω̂ε
1)(Û

ε
1 − Ûε

2 ) =
aε

a
δ(ω̂ε

2 − ω̂ε
1)




0
0

∂tÛ
ε
2


+ N̂ ε(δ; η̂ε1, Û

ε
1 )− N̂ ε(δ; η̂ε2, Û

ε
2 ).
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By using Lemmas 5.5 and 6.1–6.4, we find that

|||Ûε
1 − Ûε

2 |||ε,R×R×Ya
≤ C{|δ||ω̂ε

1 − ω̂ε
2|C2 + C1|δ|(|ω̂

ε
1 − ω̂ε

2|+ |η̂ε1 − η̂ε2|)

+ C1|δ||||Û
ε
1 − Ûε

2 |||ε,Ya
+ |δ||||Ûε

1 − Ûε
2 |||ε,Ya

+ (C
1
2
1 + C1)|δ|

2|||Ûε
1 − Ûε

2 |||ε,Ya
}

≤ C|δ||||Ûε
1 − Ûε

2 |||ε,R×R×Ya
.

We thus conclude that there exists a positive number δ0 such that if |δ| ≤ δ0,
then |||Ûε

1 − Ûε
2 |||ε,R×R×Ya

= 0, i.e., Ûε
1 = Ûε

2 .

Let ⊤(ηεδ , ω
ε
δ, u

ε
δ) be the solution branch obtained in Theorem 4.2 (i). We

denote ηεδ = δη̂εδ , ω
ε
δ = δω̂ε

δ and u
ε
δ = δ(zε0 + δUε

δ ). Set Û
ε
δ = ⊤(η̂εδ , ω̂

ε
δ, Û

ε
δ ). We

then see that |ηεδ |+ |||Uε
δ |||ε,Ya

≤ r1 and |ωε
δ| ≤

1
4
by taking δ0 in the proof of

Theorem 4.2 (i) suitably smaller if necessary. The above argument is then
applicable to Ûε

δ to obtain |||Ûε
δ |||ε,R×R×Ya

≤ C1 and |||∂tÛε
δ |||ε,Ya

≤ C2. We

set Ûε,τ
δ = ⊤(η̂εδ , ω̂

ε
δ , U

ε
δ (·+ τ)). Since uεδ(·+ τ) takes the form

uεδ(·+ τ) = δ(zε,τ0 (·) + δUε
δ (·+ τ))

and Ûε,τ
δ satisfies |||Ûε,τ

δ |||ε,R×R×Ya
≤ C1 and |||∂tÛ

ε,τ
δ |||ε,Ya

≤ C2, we see that

Ûε = Ûε,τ
δ , and hence, we have ⊤(ηε, ωε, uε(·)) = ⊤(ηεδ , ω

ε
δ , u

ε
δ(· + τ)). This

completes the proof. �

We finally give proofs of Lemmas 6.2 and 6.4.

Proof of Lemma 6.2. By the definition of [u]+,ε , we have

|[u]+,ε| ≤
a

2π

∫ 2π
a

0

ε2|(φ, pε∗+ )L2|+ |(u, zε∗
+ )| dt

≤ C{ε2‖φ‖L2(T 2π
a
;L2(Ω)) + ‖u‖L2(T 2π

a
;(X1)∗)}

≤ C|||u|||ε,Xa
.

This proves (i).
As for (ii), by Theorem 4.1, we have sup0≤t≤ 2π

a
‖zε+(t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C‖uε+‖H2(Ω) ≤

C uniformly in 0 < ε ≤ ε0. It follows that

|[N(u1, u2)]+,ε| ≤
a

2π

∫ 2π
a

0

‖N(u1,u2)‖1‖z
ε
+‖∞ dt
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≤ C

∫ 2π
a

0

‖u1‖2‖∇u2‖2 dt

≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤ 2π
a

‖u1(t)‖
2
2

) 1
2
(∫ 2π

a

0

‖∇u2‖
2
2 dt

) 1
2

≤ C|||u1|||ε,Ya
|||u2|||ε,Ya

.

This shows (ii). Similarly, by using sup0≤t≤ 2π
a
‖zε

+(t)‖∞ + ‖∇zε
+(t)‖∞ ≤ C,

we have

∫ 2π
a

0

‖M(zε
0,u)‖

2
(X1)∗ + ε2‖M(zε

0,u)‖
2
2 dt ≤ C

∫ 2π
a

0

‖∇u‖22 dt,

which gives (iii).
As for (iv), by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have

|(N(u1,u2),u3)| ≤ ‖u1‖4‖∇u2‖2‖u3‖4

≤ ‖u1‖
1
2
2 ‖∇u1‖

1
2
2 ‖∇u2‖2‖u3‖

1
2
2 ‖∇u3‖

1
2
2 ,

and hence,

∫ 2π
a

0

|(N(u1,u2),u3)| dt

≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤ 2π
a

‖u1(t)‖
2
2

∫ 2π
a

0

‖∇u1‖
2
2 dt

) 1
4
(∫ 2π

a

0

‖∇u2‖
2
2 dt

) 1
2

·

(
sup

0≤t≤ 2π
a

‖u3(t)‖
2
2

∫ 2π
a

0

‖∇u3‖
2
2 dt

) 1
4

≤ C|||u1|||ε,Ya
|||u2|||ε,Ya

|||u3|||ε,Ya
.

This proves (iv). Similarly, we have

‖N(u1,u2)‖
2
2 dt ≤ ‖u1‖

2
4‖∇u2‖

2
4 ≤ C‖u1‖2‖∇u1‖2‖∇u2‖2‖∂

2
xu2‖2,

and hence,

∫ 2π
a

0

ε2‖N(u1,u2)‖
2
2 dt ≤ C

∫ 2π
a

0

ε2‖u1‖2‖∇u1‖2‖∇u2‖2‖∂
2
xu2‖2 dt
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≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤ 2π
a

‖u1(t)‖
2
2

∫ 2π
a

0

‖∇u1‖
2
2 dt

) 1
2

·

(
sup

0≤t≤ 2π
a

ε2‖∇u2(t)‖
2
2

∫ 2π
a

0

ε2‖∂2xu2‖2 dt

) 1
2

≤ C|||u1|||
2
ε,Ya

|||u2|||
2
ε,Ya

,

and (v) is obtained. This completes the proof. �

Proof of Lemma 6.4. As for (i), we have

|[u1]+,ε − [u2]+| ≤
a

2π

∫ 2π
a

0

|ε2(φ1, p
ε∗
+ ) + (u1 − u2, z

ε∗
+ ) + (u2, z

ε∗
+ − z∗

+)| dt

≤ C
{
ε2‖φ1‖L2(T 2π

a
;L2(Ω)) + ε2‖u2‖L2(T 2π

a
;(X1)∗)

+‖u1 − u2‖L2(T 2π
a
;(X1)∗)

}
.

We thus obtain (i). Similarly, we have

|[N(u1, u2)]+,ε − [N(ũ1, ũ2)]+|

= |〈N(u1,u2), z
ε∗
+ 〉 − 〈N(ũ1, ũ2), z

∗
+〉|

= |〈N(u1,u2), z
ε∗
+ − z∗

+〉+ 〈N(u1,u2)−N(ũ1, ũ2), z
∗
+〉|

≤ Cε2
∫ 2π

a

0

‖N(u1,u2)‖1 dt + C

∫ 2π
a

0

‖N(u1,u2)−N(ũ1, ũ2)‖1 dt

≤ C
{
ε2|||u1|||ε,Ya

|||u2|||ε,Ya
+ |||u1|||ε,Ya

|||u2 − ũ2|||ε,Ya

+|||u1 − ũ1|||ε,Ya
|||ũ2|||ε,Ya

} .

This proves (ii).
The inequality (iii) is proved as follows. We first consider the term

Qε⊤(0, ∂tz0). Since Q̂0∂tz0 = ∂tz0 − 2Re([∂tz0]+z+) = 0, we have

Qε⊤(0, ∂tz0) = −

(
2Re(〈∂tz0, z

ε∗
+ 〉pε+)

2Re(〈∂tz0, z
ε∗
+ 〉zε

+ − 〈∂tz0, z
∗
+〉z+)

)

= −

(
2Re(〈∂tz0, z

ε∗
+ 〉pε+)

2Re(〈∂tz0, z
ε∗
+ − z∗

+〉)z
ε
+ + 〈∂tz0, z

∗
+〉(z

ε
+ − z+))

)
.
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We thus obtain |||Qε⊤(0, ∂tz0)|||ε,Xa
≤ Cε. We also note that |||⊤(∂tΦδ, 0)|||ε,Xa

≤
Cε||⊤(∂tΦδ, 0)||Xa

≤ Cε. It then follows that

|||QεHε(δ; ω̃ε
δ, ω̃δ, Uδ)|||ε,Xa

≤ C
{
ε(1 + |δ||ω̃δ|+ δ2|ω̃ε

δ|) + δ2|ω̃ε
δ − ω̃δ|

}
.

This completes the proof. �

7 Stability of bifurcating solutions

Throughout this section we denote Ta = 2π
a
. In what follows, we will use

the same letters ε2 and δ2 for bounds of the ranges of ε and δ, even when
they should be taken suitably smaller than those of the previous ones if no
confusion will occur from the context.

We investigate the linearized problem around uεδ(t). The linearized prob-
lem around uεδ(t) then takes the form

aε

a
∂tu+

1

1 + ωε
δ

Lε
Rε

1,c
u+

δ

1 + ωε
δ

Mε
δ (t)u = F, (7.1)

u|t=s = v, (7.2)

where v ∈ X1 and F ∈ X (s, s + Ta) are given functions. Here and in what
follows, we denote

ûεδ(t) =
1

δ
uεδ(t) = zε0(t) + δUε

δ (t),

Mε
δ (t)u = δη̃εδKu+M(ûεδ(t), u).

Recall that ηεδ = η̃ε0δ
2 + η̃ε1(δ)δ

3.
By Theorem 4.2, we have |||ûεδ|||ε,Ya

≤ C uniformly in 0 < ε ≤ ε1 and
|δ| ≤ δ1. Based on this, we see, by a perturbation argument, that there are
positve constants ε2 and δ2 such that if 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2, then the
problem (7.1)–(7.2) has a unique solution u ∈ Y(s, s+Ta) and it satisfies the
estimate

|||u|||ε,Y(s,s+Ta) ≤ C{|||v|||X1 + |||F |||ε,X (s,s+Ta)}

uniformly for s ∈ R, 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2.
Let U ε

δ (t, s) be the solution operator for (7.1)–(7.2) with F = 0 and let

Ũ ε
δ (t, s) be the solution operator for (7.1)–(7.2) with v = 0. The solution u

of (7.1)–(7.2) is then written as

u(t) = U
ε
δ (t, s)v + Ũ

ε
δ (t, s)F (7.3)
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and U ε
δ (t, s) and Ũ ε

δ (t, s) satisfy the uniform estimates

|||U ε
δ (t, s)v|||ε,Y(s,s+Ta) ≤ C|||v|||X1, (7.4)

|||Ũ ε
δ (t, s)F |||ε,Y(s,s+Ta) ≤ C|||F |||ε,X (s,s+Ta) (7.5)

uniformly for s ∈ R, 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2.
Since the bifurcating solution uεδ(t) = δ(zε0(t) + δUε(t)) is a time periodic

function of period Ta, its stability is determined by the spectrum of U ε
δ (Ta, 0).

We shall investigate the spectrum of U ε
δ (Ta, 0) as a perturbation of that of

V ε
ωε
δ
(Ta). Here recall that V ε

ωε
δ
(t) = e

− at
aε(1+ωε

δ
)
Lε
Rε

1,c |X1. We shall prove the

following result on the spectrum of U ε
δ (Ta, 0) for 0 < |δ| ≪ 1.

Theorem 7.1 There exist positive constants ε2, δ2 and Λ2 such that if 0 <
ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2, then

σ (U ε
δ (Ta, 0)) ⊂

{
1, e

a
aε

Taλ
ε
δ

}
∪
{
µ ∈ C; |µ| ≤ e−TaΛ2

}
.

Here 1 and eTaλ
ε
δ are simple eigenvalues of U ε

δ (Ta, 0) and λ
ε
δ satisfies

λεδ = 2δ2η̃ε0 Re[Kz
ε
0]+,ε +O(δ3)

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2. The eigenspace of the eigenvalue 1 is

spanned by ∂tu
ε
δ.

To prove Theorem 7.1, we first show the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2 There exist positive constants Λ2 and r0 such that for all 0 <
r ≤ r0 there exists a positive constant δ2 = δ2(r) such that for 0 < ε ≤ ε2
and |δ| ≤ δ2, it holds that

ρ (U ε
δ (Ta, 0)) ⊃ {µ; |µ− 1| ≥ r} ∩

{
µ; |µ| ≥ e−TaΛ2

}
,

and σ (U ε
δ (Ta, 0)) ∩ {µ; |µ− 1| < r} consists of eigenvalues and the spectral

projection associated with the set of these eigenvalues is a finite rank operator

of rank 2.

To prove Lemma 7.2, we observe that U ε
δ (t, τ) is written as

U
ε
δ (t, τ) = V

ε
ωε
δ
(t− τ)−

aδ

aε(1 + ωε
δ)

∫ t

τ

V
ε
ωε
δ
(t− s)Mε

δ (s)U
ε
δ (s, τ) ds.
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See (7.6) below. Using this formula, we shall investigate the spectrum of
U ε

δ (Ta, 0) by a perturbation argument. We thus introduce an operator S ε
ω,δ

on B(X1,Y(0, Ta)) defined by

(S ε
ω,δW v)(t) = −

a

aε(1 + ω)

∫ t

0

V
ε
ω (t− s)Mε

δ (s)W v(s) ds

for W ∈ B(X1,Y(0, Ta)) and v ∈ X1. The following estimates hold for S ε
ω,δ.

Lemma 7.3 (i) Let |ω| ≤ 1
4
. Then the operator S ε

ω,δ is a bounded operator

on B(X1,Y(0, Ta)) and satisfies

‖S ε
ω,δW ‖B(X1,Y(0,Ta)) ≤ C‖W ‖B(X1,Y(0,Ta))

and

‖S ε
ω,δ‖B(B(X1,Y(0,Ta))) ≤ C

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |ω| ≤
1
4
and |δ| ≤ δ2.

(ii) There exists a positive constant δ2 such that if |δ| ≤ δ2, then I−δS ε
ω,δ

has the bounded inverse (I − δS ε
ω,δ)

−1 ∈ B(B(X1,Y(0, Ta))) with estimate

‖(I − δS ε
ω,δ)

−1‖B(B(X1,Y(0,Ta))) ≤ 2

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |ω| ≤
1
4
and |δ| ≤ δ2.

Proof. Applying Lemmas 5.1 and 6.2, we obtain

|||S ε
ω,δW v|||ε,Y(0,Ta) ≤

1

2
|||S ε

ω,δW v|||ε,Y(0,Ta)

+ C
{
|||W v|||ε,X (0,Ta) + |||ûεδ|||ε,Ya

|||W (·)v|||ε,Y(0,Ta)

}

≤
1

2
|||S ε

ω,δW v|||ε,Y(0,Ta) + C‖W ‖B(X1,Y(0,Ta))|||v|||ε,X1,

and hence,

|||S ε
ω,δW v|||ε,Y(0,Ta) ≤ C‖W ‖B(X1,Y(0,Ta))|||v|||ε,X1

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |ω| ≤
1
4
and |δ| ≤ δ2. This implies that

‖S ε
ω,δW ‖B(X1,Y(0,Ta)) ≤ C‖W ‖B(X1,Y(0,Ta)),
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and hence,
‖S ε

ω,δ‖B(B(X1,Y(0,Ta))) ≤ C

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |ω| ≤ 1
4
and |δ| ≤ δ2. It then follows that if

|δ| ≤ 1
2C

, then there exists (I−δS ε
ω,δ)

−1 ∈ B(B(X1,Y(0, Ta))) with estimate
‖(I − δS ε

ω,δ)
−1‖B(B(X1,Y(0,Ta))) ≤ 2. This completes the proof. �

We next give a proof of Lemma 7.2.

Proof of Lemma 7.2. Let u(t) be a solution of (7.1)–(7.2) with F = 0.
Since u(t) = U ε

δ (t, τ)v and ∂tu + a
aε
Lε
ωε
δ
u = − aδ

aε(1+ωε
δ
)
Mε

δ (t)u, the solution

operator U ε
δ (t, τ) for (7.1) satisfies

U
ε
δ (t, τ)v = V

ε
ωε
δ
(t− τ)v −

aδ

aε(1 + ωε
δ)

∫ t

τ

V
ε
ωε
δ
(t− s)Mε

δ (s)u(s) ds

= V
ε
ωε
δ
(t− τ)v −

aδ

aε(1 + ωε
δ)

∫ t

τ

V
ε
ωε
δ
(t− s)Mε

δ (s)U
ε
δ (s, τ)v ds.

(7.6)

We set W ε
δ (t, s) = U ε

δ (t, s)− V ε
ωε
δ
(t− s). It then follows that

W
ε
δ (t, τ)v = −

aδ

aε(1 + ωε
δ)

∫ t

τ

V
ε
ωε
δ
(t− s)Mε

δ (s)U
ε
δ (s, τ)v ds

= −
aδ

aε(1 + ωε
δ)

∫ t

τ

V
ε
ωε
δ
(t− s)Mε

δ (s)V
ε
ωε
δ
(s− τ)v ds

−
aδ

aε(1 + ωε
δ)

∫ t

τ

V
ε
ωε
δ
(t− s)Mε

δ (s)W
ε
δ (s, τ)v ds.

(7.7)

We claim that
‖W ε

δ (Ta, 0)‖B(X1) ≤ 2C|δ| (7.8)

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2. Indeed, we see from (7.7) that W ε
δ (t, 0)

is written as

W
ε
δ (t, 0)v = −δ(S ε

ωε
δ
,δV

ε
ωε
δ
(·)v)(t)− δ(S ε

ωε
δ
,δW

ε
δ (·, 0)v)(t).

This implies
(I + δS ε

ωε
δ
,δ)W

ε
δ (·, 0) = −δS ε

ωε
δ
,δV

ε
ωε
δ
(·).

By Lemmas 5.1 and 7.3, we have

|||S ε
ωε
δ
,δV

ε
ωε
δ
(·)v|||ε,Y(0,Ta) ≤ C|||v|||ε,X1
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uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2. We also find from Lemma 7.3 that

W
ε
δ (·, 0) = −δ(I + δS ε

ωε
δ
,δ)

−1
S

ε
ωε
δ
,δV

ε
ωε
δ
(·)

and

|||W ε
δ (·, 0)v|||ε,Y(0,Ta) ≤ 2|δ||||S ε

ωε
δ
,δV

ε
ωε
δ
(·)v|||ε,Y(0,Ta) ≤ 2C|δ||||v|||ε,X1.

In particular, we have |||W ε
δ (Ta, 0)v|||ε,X1 ≤ 2C|δ||||v|||ε,X1, which yields

‖W ε
δ (Ta, 0)‖B(X1) ≤ 2C|δ| uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2. This

proves (7.8).
We next consider the resolvent of U ε

δ (Ta, 0). For a fixed positive constant
r we set

Σr = {µ ∈ C; |µ− 1| ≥ r, |µ| ≥ e−
3
4
κ1Ta}.

We see from Lemma 5.3 that if |ωε
δ | ≤ Cmin{r, 1}, then

‖(µ− V
ε
ωε
δ
(Ta))

−1‖B(X1) ≤ C

(
1

r
+

1

|µ|

)
.

Since ωε
δ = ω̃ε

δδ
2, there exists a positive constant δ2 = O(r) (r → 0) such

that if |δ| ≤ δ2, then

‖W ε
δ (Ta, 0)(µ− V

ε
ωε
δ
(Ta))

−1‖B(X1) ≤
1

2
.

We thus conclude that Σr ⊂ ρ(U ε
δ (Ta, 0)) and

(µ− U
ε
δ (T, 0))

−1

= (µ− V
ε
ωε
δ
(Ta))

−1(I − W
ε
δ (Ta, 0)(µ− V

ε
ωε
δ
(Ta))

−1)−1

for µ ∈ Σr. Furthermore, it holds

‖(µ− U
ε
δ (T, 0))

−1‖B(X1) ≤ 2C

(
1

r
+

1

|µ|

)

for µ ∈ Σr uniformly in 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2. This completes the proof.
�

We next investigate a part of σ(U ε
δ (Ta, 0)) in {µ ∈ C; |µ − 1| < r}. To

specify it, we consider the spectrum of the linearized operator Bε
δ around the

bifurcating time periodic solution uεδ of (4.3) which is given by

Bε
δ = Bε(ωε

δ) + δMε
δ , (7.9)
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where Mε
δ is the operator defined by

(Mε
δu)(t) =Mε

δ (t)u(t) for t ∈ TTa

with Mε
δ (t) given in (7.1). Note that Bε

0 = Bε.

Theorem 7.4 There exists a positive constant r0 such that

σ(−Bε
δ) ∩ {λ ∈ C; |λ| ≤ r0} = {0, λεδ},

where 0 and λεδ are simple eigenvalues of −Bε
δ . Furthermore, λεδ satisfies

λεδ = 2δ2η̃ε0 Re[Kz
ε
0]+,ε +O(δ3)

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2.

To give a proof of Theorem 7.4, we introduce notation. We change the
bases of N(Bε

0) from {zε+, z
ε
−} to {zε0, z

ε
1}, where

zε0 = 2Rezε+, zε1 = 2Imzε+,

and likewise, the dual bases from {zε∗+ , z
ε∗
− } to {zε∗0 , z

ε∗
1 }, where

zε∗0 = Rezε∗+ , zε∗1 = Imzε∗+ .

We set
JuKj,ε = 〈u, zε∗j 〉ε (j = 0, 1)

and define the operators P̃ε and Q̃ε by

P̃εu = JuK0,εz
ε
0 + JuK1,εz

ε
1

and
Q̃ε = I − P̃ε,

respectively. It then follows that P̃ε is an eigenprojection for the eigenvalue
0 of −Bε

0. Observe also that

J∂tuK0,ε = aJuK1,ε, J∂tuK1,ε = −aJuK0,ε.

Furthermore, it holds that

JuK0,ε = Re[u]+,ε if u is a real valued function.
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We see from Lemma 5.5 that if Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta, then the problem

(λ+Bε(ω))u = F (7.10)

has a unique solution u ∈ Q̃εYa for any given F ∈ Q̃εXa with estimate

|||u|||ε,Ya
≤ C|||F |||ε,Xa

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |ω| ≤
1
4
and λ with Reλ ≥ −3

4
κ1Ta and |Imλ| ≤ a

2
.

We denote the solution operator for problem (7.10) by Sε(λ, ω), namely, the
operator Sε(λ, ω) : Q̃εXa → Q̃εYa is defined by

u = Sε(λ, ω)F,

where u ∈ Q̃εYa is the unique solution of (7.10).
We now consider the resolvent problem

(λ+Bε
δ)u = F. (7.11)

We shall employ the Lyapunov-Schmidt method to investigate problem (7.11).
We decompose u in (7.11) into its P̃ε and Q̃ε parts as

u = ζ0z
ε
0 + ζ1z

ε
1 + U,

where ζj = JuKj,ε (j = 0, 1) and U = Q̃εu ∈ Q̃εYa. Applying P̃ε and Q̃ε to
(7.11), we see that (7.11) is reduced to

λζ0 + aεωε
δζ1 + ηεδJKuK0,ε + δJM(ûεδ, u)K0,ε = JF K0,ε, (7.12)

λζ1 − aεωε
δζ0 + ηεδJKuK1,ε + δJM(ûεδ, u)K1,ε = JF K1,ε, (7.13)

(λ+ Q̃εBε
δ)U + δQ̃ε

∑

j=0,1

ζjM
ε
δ z

ε
j = Q̃εF, (7.14)

where u = ζ0z
ε
0 + ζ1z

ε
1 + U with ζ = ⊤(ζ0, ζ1) ∈ C2 and U ∈ Q̃εYa. .

We shall reduce (7.12)–(7.14) to a two-dimensional problem by solving
(7.14) for U in terms of ζj (j = 0, 1) and F and then substituting U into
(7.12) and (7.13). To this end, we next consider the problem

(λ+ Q̃εBε
δ)u = Q̃εF. (7.15)
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Proposition 7.5 There exist positive constants ε2 and δ2 such that if 0 <
ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2, Reλ ≥ −3

4
κ1Ta and |Imλ| ≤ a

2
, then for any given F ∈ Xa,

problem (7.15) has a unique solution U ∈ Q̃εYa and U satisfies the estimate

|||U |||ε,Ya
≤ C|||F |||ε,Xa

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2 and λ with Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta and |Imλ| ≤ a

2
.

Proof. We regard Q̃εBε
δQ̃

ε = Bε(ωε
δ) + δQ̃εMε

δ as a perturbation of Bε(ωε
δ).

By Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 6.2, we see that if Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta and |Imλ| ≤ a

2
,

then

|||Sε(λ, ωε
δ)Q̃

εM̃ε
δu|||ε,Ya

≤
1

2
|||Sε(λ, ωε

δ)Q̃
εM̃ε

δ u|||ε,Ya

+ C{|||u|||ε,Ya
+ |||ûεδ|||ε,Ya

|||u|||ε,Ya
}

uniformly for u ∈ Q̃εYa, 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2 and Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta. This

implies that there exists a positive constant δ2 such that if |δ| ≤ δ2, then
I + δSε(λ, ωε

δ)Q̃
εMε

δ Q̃
ε has a bounded inverse (I + δSε(λ, ωε

δ)Q̃
εMε

δ Q̃
ε)−1 on

Q̃εYa with estimate

|||(I + δSε(λ, ωε
δ)Q̃

εMε
δ Q̃

ε)−1u|||ε,Ya
≤ C|||u|||ε,Ya

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2 and Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta. It then follows that

(7.15) has a unique solution U = (I + δSε(λ, ωε
δ)Q̃

εMε
δ Q̃

ε)−1Sε(λ, ωε
δ)F ∈

Q̃εYa and U satisfies the estimate

|||U |||ε,Ya
≤ C|||Sε(λ, ωε

δ)Q̃
εF |||ε,Ya

≤ C|||F |||ε,Xa

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2, Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta and |Imλ| ≤ a

2
. This

completes the proof. �

Let 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2. For λ satisfying Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta, we denote

the solution operator for (7.15) by S̃ε
δ (λ).

In terms of S̃ε
δ (λ), (7.14) is written as

U = S̃ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εF − δ
∑

j=0,1

ζjS̃
ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εMε
δ z

ε
j .

Substituting this into (7.12) and (7.13) and using the fact that JM(zε0, z
ε
j )Kk,ε =

0, (j, k ∈ {0, 1}), we have

λζ + δ2Γε
δ(λ)ζ = F ε

δ (λ)F. (7.16)
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Here ζ = ⊤(ζ0, ζ1) ∈ C2; Γε
δ(λ) is a 2× 2 matrix given by

Γε
δ(λ) =




η̃εδJKz
ε
0K0,ε aεω̃ε

δ + η̃εδJKz
ε
1K0,ε

+JM(Uε
δ , z

ε
0)K0,ε +JM(Uε

δ , z
ε
1)K0,ε

−aεω̃ε
δ + η̃εδJKz

ε
0K1,ε η̃εδJKz

ε
1K1,ε

+JM(Uε
δ , z

ε
0)K1,ε +JM(Uε

δ , z
ε
1)K1,ε




−

(
JMε

δ S̃
ε
δ(λ)Q̃

εMε
δ z

ε
0K0,ε JMε

δ S̃
ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εMε
δ z

ε
1K0,ε

JMε
δ S̃

ε
δ(λ)Q̃

εMε
δ z

ε
0K1,ε JMε

δ S̃
ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εMε
δ z

ε
1K1,ε

)

and

F ε
δ (λ)F =

(
JF K0,ε

JF K1,ε

)
− δ

(
JMε

δ S̃
ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εF K0,ε

JMε
δ S̃

ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εF K1,ε

)
.

Proposition 7.6 There exists a positive constant c0 such that if 0 < ε ≤ ε2
and |δ| ≤ δ2 then {λ ∈ C; |λ| > c0δ

2,Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta, |Imλ| ≤

a
2
} ⊂ ρ(−Bε

δ )
and

|||(λ+Bε
δ)

−1F |||ε,Ya
≤ C

(
1

|λ| − c0|δ|2
+ 1

)
|||F |||ε,Xa

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2 and λ with |λ| > c0|δ|2, Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta

and |Imλ| ≤ a
2
.

Proof. By using Proposition 7.5, we see that

|Γε
δ(λ)ζ| ≤ c0|ζ|

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2 and λ with Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta. It then follows

that if |λ| > c0|δ|2, Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta and |Imλ| ≤ a

2
, then (7.16) has a unique

solution ζ ∈ C2 with estimate

|ζ| ≤
C

|λ| − c0|δ|2
|||F |||ε,Xa

,

from which we deduce that {λ; |λ| > c0|δ|2,Reλ ≥ −3
4
κ1Ta, |Imλ| ≤

a
2
} ⊂

ρ(−Bε
δ) and

(λ+Bε
δ)

−1F = (zε0 z
ε
1)(λ+ δ2Γε

δ(λ))
−1F ε

δ (λ)F + S̃ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εF,

|||(λ+ B̃ε
δ)

−1F |||ε,Ya
≤ C

(
1

|λ| − c0|δ|2
+ 1

)
|||F |||ε,Xa

.
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This completes the proof. �

We take a positive constant δ2 so that c0δ
2
2 <

3
4
κ1Ta. It then follows from

Proposition 7.6 that

σ(−Bε
δ) ∩ {λ ∈ C; Reλ ≥ −

3

4
κ1Ta, |Imλ| ≤

a

2
} ⊂ {λ ∈ C; |λ| < c0δ

2}

for 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2. We shall, therefore, investigate

σ(−Bε
δ) ∩ {λ ∈ C; |λ| ≤ c0δ

2}

for 0 < ε ≤ ε2 and |δ| ≤ δ2. From the argument above, we see that

λ ∈ σ(−Bε
δ) ∩ {λ ∈ C; |λ| ≤ c0δ

2} if and only if det
(
λI + δ2Γε

δ(λ)
)
= 0.

We thus consider zeros of det (λI + δ2Γε
δ(λ)). To this end, we regard Γε

δ(λ)
as a perturbation of Γε

0(0).

Proposition 7.7 If |λ| ≤ c1|δ|, then

|Γε
δ(λ)− Γε

0(0)| ≤ C|δ|

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2 and |λ| ≤ c1|δ|.

Proof. We first prove

|||S̃ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εMε
δ z

ε
j − Sε(0, 0)Q̃εMε

0z
ε
j |||ε,Ya

≤ C|δ| (j = 0, 1) (7.17)

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2 and |λ| ≤ c1|δ|. To show (7.17), we write

S̃ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εMε
δ z

ε
j − Sε(0, 0)Q̃εMε

0z
ε
j = I1 + I2 + I3 + I4,

where

I1 = S̃ε
δ (λ)Q̃

ε(Mε
δ z

ε
j −Mε

0z
ε
j ), I2 = (S̃ε

δ (λ)− S̃ε
δ (0))Q̃

εMε
0z

ε
j ,

I3 = (S̃ε
δ (0)− Sε(0, ωε

δ))Q̃
εMε

0z
ε
j , I4 = (Sε(0, ωε

δ)− Sε(0, 0))Q̃εMε
0z

ε
j .

As for I1, since M
ε
δ z

ε
j −M

ε
0z

ε
j = δη̃εδKz

ε
j +δM(Uε

δ , z
ε
j ), we have |||I1|||ε,Ya

≤
C|δ|. To estimate I2, we note that

S̃ε
δ (λ) = S̃ε

δ (0)
∞∑

N=0

(−1)NλN S̃ε
δ (0)

N .
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This, together with Proposition 7.5, implies that

|||I2|||ε,Ya
≤ C|λ||||S̃ε

δ (0)M
ε
0z

ε
j |||ε,Ya

≤ C|δ|.

As for I3, we see from the proof of Proposition 7.5 that

|||I3|||ε,Ya
≤ C|δ||||Sε(0, ωε

δ)Q̃
εMε

0z
ε
j |||ε,Ya

≤ C|δ|.

Since (Sε(0, ωε
δ) − Sε(0, 0))Q̃ε = (Bε(ωε

δ)Q̃
ε)−1 − (BεQ̃ε)−1 and Mε

0z
ε
j =

M(zε0, z
ε
j ), we estimate I4 as in the proof of Theorem 4.2 (i) to obtain

|||I4|||ε,Ya
≤ C|δ|. The estimate (7.17) is thus proved.

It follows from (7.17) that

|JMε
δ S̃

ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εMε
δ z

ε
j Kk,ε − JMε

δS
ε(0, 0)Q̃εMε

0zjKk,ε| ≤ C|δ|, (j, k ∈ {0, 1})

uniformly for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2 and λ ∈ Σ. Since η̃εδ = η̃ε0 + O(δ) and
ω̃ε
δ = ω̃ε

0 + O(δ), we conclude that |Γε
δ(λ) − Γε

0(0)| ≤ C|δ| uniformly for
0 < ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2 and |λ| ≤ c1|δ|. This completes the proof. �

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 7.4. We set

Dε
δ(λ̃) = det

(
λ̃+ Γε

δ(δ
2λ̃)
)
.

If Dε
δ(λ̃) 6= 0, then λ = δ2λ̃ ∈ ρ(−Bε

δ ) and

(λ+Bε
δ)

−1F =
(
zε0 zε1

)
(λ+ δ2Γε

δ(λ))
−1F ε

δ (λ)F + S̃ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εF.

If Dε
δ(λ̃) = 0, then λ = δ2λ̃ ∈ σ(−Bε

δ). Therefore, we investigate zeros of
Dε

δ(λ̃) in {λ̃ ∈ C; |λ̃| ≤ c̃0}, where c̃0 = c0
δ2
. We shall prove the following

proposition.

Proposition 7.8 There exists a positive constant δ2 such that if 0 < ε ≤ ε2
and |δ| ≤ δ2 then D̃ε

δ(λ̃) has two zeros λ̃ = 0 and λ̃εδ in {λ̃ ∈ C; |λ̃| ≤
c̃0} and both zeros are of order 1. Here λ̃εδ satisfies λ̃εδ = λ̃ε0 + O(δ), λ̃ε0 =
2η̃ε0Re [Kz

ε
0]+,ε.

It follows from Proposition 7.8 that

σ(−Bε
δ) ∩ {λ ∈ C; |λ| ≤ c0δ

2} = {0, λεδ},

where 0 and λεδ = δ2λ̃εδ are simple eigenvalues of −Bε
δ . This proves Theorem

7.4. Furthermore, we shall see from the proof of Proposition 7.8 below that
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the eigenspaces for the eigenvalues 0 and λεδ are spanned by ∂tu
ε
δ and z

ε
0+O(δ),

respectively.

Let us prove Proposition 7.8.

Proof of Proposition 7.8. We first observe that

Γε
δ(0) =

(
γε11,δ(0) 0
γε21,δ(0) 0

)
, (7.18)

where

γε11,δ(λ) = η̃εδJKz
ε
0K0,ε + JM(Uε

δ , z
ε
0)K0,ε − JMε

δ S̃
ε
δ(λ)Q̃

εMε
δ z

ε
0K0,ε,

γε21,δ(λ) = −aεω̃ε
δ + η̃εδJKz

ε
0K1,ε + JM(Uε

δ , z
ε
0)K1,ε − JMε

δ S̃
ε
δ (λ)Q̃

εMε
δ z

ε
0K1,ε.

Indeed, differentiating the equation

Bε(ωε
δ)u

ε
δ + ηεδKu

ε
δ +N(uεδ) = 0 (7.19)

in t, we have

Bε
δ∂tU

ε
δ + δ

aε

a
ω̃ε
δ∂

2
t z

ε
0 +Mε

δ ∂tz
ε
0 = 0.

This, together with ∂tz
ε
0 = −azε1 and Proposition 7.6, gives (7.18). It then

follows that λ̃ = 0 is a zero of Dε
δ(λ̃).

We next claim that
Dε

0(λ̃) = λ̃(λ̃+ λ̃ε0). (7.20)

This can be verified by using (7.19). Indeed, we see from (7.19) that

Bε(ωε
δ)U

ε
δ +

aε

a
δω̃ε

δ∂tz
ε
0 + δη̃εδK(zε0 + δUε

δ ) +N(zε0 + δUε
δ ) = 0. (7.21)

Noting that JM(zε0, z
ε
0)Kj,ε = 0 (j = 0, 1), we have

η̃εδJKz
ε
0K0,ε + δη̃εδJKU

ε
δ K0,ε + JM(Uε

δ , z
ε
0)K0,ε +

δ

2
JM(Uε

δ , U
ε
δ )K0,ε = 0

and
Uε
δ = −Sε(0, ωε

δ)Q̃
ε{δη̃εδK(zε0 + δUε

δ ) +N(zε0 + δUε
δ )}.

Letting δ → 0, we obtain

η̃ε0JKz
ε
0K0,ε + JM(Uε

0 , z
ε
0)K0,ε = 0 (7.22)
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and

Uε
0 = −

1

2
S̃ε
0(0)Q̃

εM(zε0, z
ε
0). (7.23)

We deduce from (7.22) and (7.23) that

γε11,0(0) = −JM(zε0, S̃
ε
0(0)M(zε0, z

ε
0))K0,ε = −2η̃ε0JKz

ε
0K0,ε = −λ̃ε0,

and hence,

Γε
0(0) =

(
−λ̃ε0 0
γε0(0) 0

)
.

This implies (7.20).
We take δ2 so small that c̃0 =

c0
δ2

≤ 2|λ̃ε0|. By Proposition 7.6, we obtain

|Dε
δ(λ̃)−Dε

0(λ̃)| ≤ c1|δ|

for 0 < ε ≤ ε2, |δ| ≤ δ2 and |λ̃| ≤ c̃0. Therefore, there exists a positive
constant δ2 such that if |δ| ≤ δ2, then |Dε

0(λ̃)| > |Dε
δ(λ̃)−Dε

0(λ̃)| on |λ̃| = c̃0.
Applying the Rouché theorem, we find that Dε

δ(λ̃) has two zeros in {λ̃ ∈
C; |λ̃| ≤ c̃0}; one of them is λ̃ = 0. Furthermore, we see that, by taking δ2
smaller if necessary, that there exists a positive constant c3 such that if |δ| ≤
δ2, then |Dε

0(λ̃)| > |Dε
δ(λ̃)−Dε

0(λ̃)| on |λ̃− λ̃ε0| = c3|δ|. The Rouché theorem
then implies that Dε

δ(λ̃) has a zero λ̃εδ of order 1 in {λ̃ ∈ C; |λ̃− λ̃ε0| < c3|δ|}.
This completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 7.1 Let µ0 and µ1 be eigenvalues of U ε
δ (Ta, 0) with

|µj − 1| < r (j = 0, 1). We know that one of µj’s, say µ0, is equal to 1. On
the other hand, as in the proof of Theorem 5.4, i.e., the proof of [11, Theorem
4.2], we see from (7.3)–(7.5) that if e

a
aε

Taλ ∈ ρ (U ε
δ (Ta, 0)), then λ ∈ ρ(−Bε

δ ).
Therefore, since σ (U ε

δ (Ta, 0))∩{µ; |µ−1| < r} = {µ0, µ1}, by Theorem 7.4,
we conclude that µ0 = 1, µ1 = e

a
aε

Taλ
ε
δ . This completes the proof. �
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