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Abstract

We consider smooth solutions of the Burgers-Hilbert equation that
are a small perturbation ¢ from a global periodic traveling wave with
small amplitude e. We use a modified energy method to prove the
existence time of smooth solutions on a time scale of % with 0 < 0 <
€ < 1 and on a time scale of 57 with 0 < < €2 < 1. Moreover, we
show that the traveling wave exists for an amplitude € in the range
(0,€*) with €* ~ 0.23 and fails to exist for € > 2.
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1 Introduction

1.1 The Burger-Hilbert equation (BH).

In this paper we study the size and stability of traveling waves of the Burgers-
Hilbert equation (BH),

fi=Hf+ ffa for (z,t) € A x R (1)
f(2,0) = folz). (2)
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where 2 is the real line R or the torus T = R/27Z and H f is the Hilbert
transform which is defined for f : R (resp. T) — R by

Hf(x) = 2PV f(y?ydy

us RTL—

resp. H f(z) = —PV/ fly cot dy.

I/ts\action in the frequency space is ?I?(k:) = —isgn k:f(k), for k # 0, and
H(0) =

This equation arised in [24] as a quadratic approximation for the evolution
of the boundary of a simply connected vorticity patch in 2D. Later, Biello and
Hunter, in [3], proposed the model as an approximation for describing the
dynamics of small slope vorticity fronts in the two-dimensional incompressible
Euler equations. Recently, the validity of this approximation is proved in [17].

By standard energy estimates the initial value problem for (BH) is locally
well posed in H® for s > % Bressan and Nguyen established in [4] global
existence of weak solutions for initial data fy € L*(R) with f(z,t) € L>(R)N
L*(R) for all t > 0. Bressan and Zhang constructed, in [5], locally in time
piecewise continuous solutions to the BH equation with a single discontinuity
where the Hilbert transform generates a logarithmic singularity. Uniqueness
for general global weak solutions of [4] is open. But piecewise continuos
solutions are shown to be unique in [23] by Krupa and Vasseur.

Burgers-Hilbert equation can indeed form shocks in finite time. Various
numerical simulations have been performed in 3], 14, 22]. Finite time singu-
larities, in the C' norm with 0 < § < 1, was shown to exist in [6] for initial
data fy in L*(R) N C9(R) that has a point o € R such that H(fy)(zo) > 0
and fo(zo) > (327||fol|12)3. Recently, with a different approach, Saut and
Wang [25] proved shock formation in finite time for (BH) and Yang [27] con-
structed solutions that develop an asymptotic self-similar shock at one single
point with an explicitly computable blowup profile for (BH).

In this paper we are concerned with the dynamics in the small amplitude
regime where (BH) can be viewed as a perturbation of the linearized (BH)
equation f; = H[f]. Since the nonlinear term in () is quadratic and the
Hilbert transform is orthogonal in L2, standard energy estimates yield a
time of existence of smooth solutions 7" ~ ﬁ Thanks to the effect of the
Hilbert transform and using the normal form method, Hunter, Ifrim, Tataru
and Wong (see [15] and [16]) were able to improve this time of existence. More
precisely, if € is the size of the initial data, they prove a lifespan T ~ eiz for
small enough € (see also [10] for a similar approach with a modified version
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of the (BH) equation). The proofs are based on the normal form method
and in the modified energy method. Furthermore, Hunter [14] showed for
0 < e < 1 the existence of C'*°-traveling wave solutions of the form

fe(z,t) = ue(x + vt)
with

uc(z) = ecos(z) + O(e?), (3)
ve = —1 4+ O(é?), (4)

Notice that, (Lu.(nz), Lv.) is also a C*—traveling wave solution.
Throughout the paper we will assume that the initial data f, has zero
mean. Since the equation (] preserves the mean,
27
f(z,t)dx =0
0

for all ¢. Since in the construction above u, also has zero mean,

/0 " fla,t)de =0

for all ¢.

1.2 The main theorem.

In the present work we extend the results in the small amplitude regime in
the following way:

1. Size of the traveling waves: we show that the traveling wave exist for
an amplitude € in the range (0, €*) with €* ~ 0.23 and fails to exist for

2

€> =

2. Extended lifespan from a traveling wave: we prove that a d—perturbation
of u, lives, at least, for a time T ~ i, for 0 < 0 < e < 1, and for a
time T' ~ 5 for 0 < 0 < €2 < 1. This is an improvement compared
with the time 7' ~ % provided by the results in [15] and [16]. Indeed,
our main theorem reads:




Remark 1. After publication of this paper, Dahne and Gomez-Serrano have
found out exactly the maximum amplitude of the traveling waves, which cor-
responds to € = 0.54771699 ... in our parametrization [9).

Theorem 1. For 0 < |¢|, § < 1 let (u,v.) € C°(T) xR be a traveling wave
solution of equation ([Il) as in [B) and ) and

|| fo — ue|[ 2y <.
Then there ezist, 0 < ¢ < 1, T'(¢,6) > 0 and a solution of equation (1))
fla,t) € C([0,T(e,0)); HY(T)),
such that:
1. if § < |e| and |e] < €g, T(€,0) ~ %,
2. if 6 K € and |e| < €, T(e,0) ~ .
Moreover, there are two differentiable functions €(t) and a(t) such that

1/ (2, 1) = uey (2 + alt)) | g < 0.

1.3 Sketch of the proof of theorem [I]
Now we briefly describe the proof of theorem [l Assume that the solution
f@,t) = ue(z +vet) + g(x + vet, )

is a small perturbation around the traveling wave u.(z + v.t). Then the
linearization of the Burgers-Hilbert equation () is

Leg == —vego + Hg+ (uc(2)g)s =0

so to the first order, the perturbation g solves the equation g; = L.g, with
solution

g(z,t) = e g(z,0).

Therefore the linear evolution of ¢ is determined by the eigenvalues of L..
The full nonlinear evolution of ¢ is

gt =Leg+ N(g,9)
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where N(g, ¢g) is a nonlinearity that is (at least) quadratic in g. We plug in
the linear solution to get

g = e Leg(x,0) + N(e""g(x,0), e g(z,0))

to second order, which integrates to
t
g(z,t) = eeg(x,0) + e’ / et N(e*tg(x,0),elg(x,0))ds.
0

Expand (at least formally) the initial data and the nonlinearity in terms of
the eigenvectors of L. as

g(SL’, 0) = Z Cn(p”(x)v N(QD[, Som) = Z ClmnPn,

where the eigenvalue of ¢,, is A\,,. Then

e()\l FAm)t _ 6>\"t

P ORI C)

l,mmn

g(z,t) =~ Z cne™io, (1) +

to second order, provided that the denominator \; + \,, — A, # 0, i.e., that
the eigenvalues are “non-resonant”. Then we can integrate the equation ()
up to a cubic error term, yielding the “cubic lifespan”, i.e., initial data of size
e leads to a solution that exists for a time at least comparable to 2. This is
the “normal form transformation”, first proposed by Poincaré in the setting of
ordinary differential equations (see [2] for a book reference). Its application to
partial differential equations was initiated by Shatah [26] in the study of the
nonlinear Klein—-Gordon equation, and then extended to the water wave prob-
lem by Germain-Masmoudi-Shatah [I1] 12] and lonescu-Pusateri [19] 20],
the Burgers—Hilbert equation by Hunter—Ifrim—Tataru—Wang [16], and more
recently, the Einstein-Klein-Gordon equation [18] by lonescu-Pausader.
Unfortunately, non-resonance fails for L. because 0 is an eigenvalue, and
0+ An — Ay = 0. The eigenvalue 0 arises from the symmetry of the equation
(). Indeed, the initial data u.(x + ) ~ u.(z) + du’(z) produces the solution

f(x,t) = uc(x + vt + 0) = uc(x + vet) + dul(x + vet).

In this case g(z,t) = ou.(x) with g: = 0, so u. € ker L. Also, the initial data
Uers(x) = ue(z) + 00.uc(z) produces the solution

f(x,1) = ters(x + verst) = uc(z + vet) + 00uc(x + vet) + ovitul(x + vet).
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In this case g(z,t) = 00.uc(x) + ovltul(z), so
L.g=06LOu. = g, = dvlu. € ker L,

so O.u, is in the generalized eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue 0.
These perturbations generate translations and variations along the bifur-
cation curve. We treat them separately using a more sophisticated ansatz

(@, t) = uewy(z + alt)) + g(z + alt), t).

We will show in Proposition [l that if |ey| and || f — ue, || g2 /|€0| are sufficiently
small, then f can always be put in the form above, with |e — ¢y|/|eg| also
small, and the expansion of g not involving any eigenvector with eigenvalue
0. This way we removed the resonance caused by the eigenvalue 0 from the
evolution of g.

We also need to analyze the other eigenvalues of L., a first order differen-
tial operator with variable coefficients, and a quasilinear perturbation from
Ly = 0, + H, whose eigenvectors are the Fourier modes e™*. Just like the
Schrodinger operator with potential —A + V', with a basis of eigenvectors
known as the “Jost functions”, giving rise to the “distorted Fourier trans-
form” (see Agmon [I]), L. can also be diagonalized using a combination of
conjugation and perturbative analysis. More precisely, let g = h,. Then

Leg = ((ue(x) = ve)g)a + Hg = ((uc(x) = ve)ha + Hh)x

so L. is conjugate to the operator h — (uc(z) — v)hy + Hh. Let h = ho ¢,
where ¢ (x) is proportional to (uc(z) — v.)~'. Then

Leg = ((cc0p + H+ R)h o ¢.),

where ¢. — 1 as € — 0, and R, is a small smoothing remainder (i.e., it gains
derivatives of arbitrarily high orders). Thus L. is conjugate to c.0, + H + R,,
whose eigenvalues can be approximated by those of ¢.0, + H, which are
+(nc.i—i),n =1,2,.... The general theory of unbounded analytic operators
developed in [21] allows us to justify this approximation up to O(e®) (see
Corollary 2)), and to relate the eigenvectors of L. to the Fourier modes (see
Lemma [f]), in the sense that another linear map h — b conjugates L. into a
Fourier multiplier whose action on e’(» 8™ is multiplication by A, (n # 0).
At the end of the day we have the following estimate for small e:

1/2, 1+ m#n,

N+ — A >
A | {62/5, [+m=n,
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see Proposition [ Because this value appears in the denominator in (), if
g has size ¢, a direct application of the normal form transformation yields a
lifespan comparable to €2/§%. To improve on this, we will make use of the
structure of the nonlinearity:

N(b,) = b2 +O(le).

The first term is the usual product-style nonlinearity, which imposes the
restriction [ + sgnl + m + sgnm = n + sgnn, and implies that [ + m —
n = +1 # 0, so the normal form transformation can be carried out as
before. The second term is of size |¢| and gains a factor of 1/|¢| in the
lifespan. Thus the usual energy estimate can show a lifespan comparable to
1/]€d|, and the normal form transformation can show a lifespan comparable
to |e|/6%. This decomposition of the nonlinearity into one part satisfying
classical additive frequency restrictions, and another part enjoying better
estimates analytically was first used in Germain-Pusateri-Rousset [13] to
show global wellposedness of the 1D Schrodinger equation with potential
(see also Chen—Pusateri [7]). Our result shows that this approach can be
adapted to quasilinear equations and to the case of discrete spectrum.

1.4 The outline of the paper.

In section 2 we study the traveling waves solutions for (Il). For sake of
completeness we sketch the proof of existence which follows from bifurcation
theory. In addition we analyze the size of the traveling waves. In section
we study the linearization of equation () around the traveling waves. In
section Ml we introduce a new frame of references which will help us to avoid
the resonances found in section Bl Finally, in section Bl we prove theorem [Il

2 'Traveling waves

The existence of traveling waves for ({II) was shown in [I4]. Here we will study
their size after we give some details about the existence proof. We look for
solutions of () in the form

fe(x,t) = u(z + vet),



thus we have to find (u., v) solving
Hu, — vou! + ueul = 0. (6)

If (ue,ve) is a solution, so is (ul(x),v") = (u.(nz)/n,v./n). Thus from one

solution we can get n-fold symmetric solutions for all n > 1.
To solve ([@l) we can apply the Crandall-Rabinowitz theorem (see [§]) to

F (u, ) = Hu+uu' — (=1 + p)u,
Hy*(T)xC  — H7 W (T),

where

H™(T)

= {2m-periodic, mean zero, and even functions, analytic in the strip {|Im(z)| < r}}

endowed with the norm

11 gty = DG £ i) vy,
+

and

Hy~(T)
= {2m-periodic, and odd functions, analytic in the strip {|Im(z)| < r}}

endowed with the norm

11 gty = D NG £ i) lzvry-
+

Here || - || g#(ry is the usual Sobolev norm, and it is enough to take & > 1 and
r=1.
We just notice that F'(0, ) = 0 and the derivative of F at u =0, u = 0,

D F(0,0)h = Hh + I

just has a non trivial element in its kernel belonging to H%*(T), namely,
h = cos(x).



Thus, the application of the C-R theorem allows to show the existence
of a branch of solutions (u.,v.) € (H}"",R), bifurcating from (0, —1), for ()
with the assymptotic

uc(z) = ecos(x) + O(€?)
ve =—1+O(e).

We remark that we obtain a bifurcation curve

€ — (Ue, V)
Bs;={2€C : |z| <6} — (H "7, R) (7)

which is differentiable and hence analytic on By for ¢ small enough.

The rest of this section is devoted to proving further properties of these
solutions.

Introducing the asymptotic expansion

ue(x) = Z U ()€, Ve = Z Upe”, (8)

taking u; = cos(x), Ay = —1 and comparing the coefficient in €” we obtain
that

n—2 n—1
1
uw, + Hu, = —v,_1sin(z) + mE:1 VUl — 501, mE:1 Up— U = —Vp_1 SIN(T) + fr,

forn =23, ..

We notice that in order to solve the equation Hu + v’ = f we need
(f,sin(x)) = 0. Therefore we have to choose v,_; = Z(sin(z), f,). This gives
us a recurrence for (up,v,_1), n > 2, in terms of { (U, vpm_1)}"2. In order
to study this recurrence we will introduce the ansatz

Uy = Z Up, i cOs(kx). (9)
k=2

By induction, one can check that the rest of coefficients in the expansion on
cosines of wu, must be zero. In addition, if u.(z) solves (@), u_.(x + m) is
also a bifurcation curves in the direction of cos(x), and then by uniqueness,
ue(z) = u_(x + ), which yields u, , = 0 if n — k = 1, mod(2).
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Comparing the coefficient of sin(kx), with &k = n mod(2), and 2 < k < n,
we have that

n—k min(m,k—1)
(1 - k)un,k + k E Umun—m,k E E um,lun—m,k—l (10)
m=1 m=1|=max(1,k—n+m)
i n—1 min(m,n—m—k)
- 5 Um Un—m k+1 = 0.
m=1 =1

And comparing with sin(z) we have that

n—1 min(m,n—m—1)

VUp—1 — 5 Z Z Upn, | Un—m, 141 (11)

Up to order O(e*) we find that

2 3
uc(x) = ecosx — 082z + o cos 3z + O(eh),
2 8
2 (12)
ve=—1— 1 + O(eh).

The recurrence ([I0)-(IT]) allows us to prove the following result.

Theorem 2. The radius of convergence of the series (&), with the coefficients
given by the expression (@), () and ([@0) is not bigger than .

Proof. From ([I0) and (II]) we have that

n—1
1
(1 - n)unn = B Z(n - k)uk,kun—k,n—k~

k=1

Let

y=y(@) =2+ Unnr".
n=2
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Then

/ 1 /
Yy—xYy = iyxy )
(22 +ay)y’ = 2y,
2+yy 1
20
Iny+y/2=1Inz+ C,
ye'/? = Cu.
Since y ~ x for small x, C' =1, so
ye!’? =,
y =2W(z/2),

where W is the Lambert W-function. Since the radius of convergence of
W at 0 is 1/e, the radius of convergence of y at 0 is 2/e, so the radius of
convergence of (I0) and (IT) is at most 2/e. O

In addition we can get a bound for how large the traveling wave can be.

Theorem 3. The series (), with the coefficients given by the expression
@), (II) and ([IQ) converge for any € < z* ~ 0.23.

Proof. This proof is based on the implicit funtion theorem.

Firsly we will introduce the spaces L*>~ = {odd functions f € L*(T)},
H'* = {even functions f € H'(T)}. The space X will the orthogonal com-
plement of the span of cos(x) in HY*. We will equip L*~ with the norm

1 s
fule = [ Juto) P (13
in such a way that || sin(nz)|| 2~ = 1, for n > 1. We also define
1 ™
Jul i = ;/ (I (@) + |u(@)* — 2u(z)Au(z)) da. (14)

Thus || cos(nz)||x =n — 1, for n > 2. The reason why we take these norms
is technical and it will arise below. Finally we define

X=XxR
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equipped with the norm

(@ )l = \/Nlal 1% + (v

Since u, = ecosx — 1€ cos 2z + O(€®) and v, = —1 + O(€?), we can let
_ 1 € »
G(e i, p) = 5 F | ecosw — §COS2$+€ U, €
€
1

= - (sinx— Esin2x+eHiZ>
€ 2

— (cosx — %COSQSL’ + eiZ) (sinz — esin 2z — et')
— —(1+ ep)(sinx — esin 2z — eu’)
€

= Hu+ e(cosz(sian +a')

1
+ (5 cos 2x — ﬂ) (sinx — esin 2z — eﬂ'))
+ 4 — p(sinz — esin 2z — et’)

map R x X to L?~.
Because the existence of traveling waves we already know that there exists
¢* such that for every e € [0, €*), there exist @, and pu. satisfying

G(€, TUe, pte) = 0.

In addition we have that

dG (e, U + s, pu + sv)
ds

= dGEﬂ]E’u(IN), 1/)

s=0

1
= Ho + e(f/cosx —0(sinz — esin2r — et') — € (5 cos 2x — ﬁ) 27')

+ 0 — v(sinx — esin 2x — et’) + e’

maps (0,v) € X linearly to L*~.

Thus as far as dGea, . (U, p) is invertible from X to L*>~ for € € [0,2*)
we will be able to extend the solution (u., te) from [0, €*) to [0,2*) by the
Implicit Function Theorem.
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Note that
dGooo(0,v) = Ho+ 7' —vsinx

is an isometry from X to L*»~ under the norms given by (I3) and (I4).
Therefore one can compute

dGeg. . = dGaé,o I+ dGaé,o (dGeaep. — dGopyp)) -

By the Neumann series and the fact that dGgp is an isometry, dGe g, .
will be invertible, as far as, ||dGe . . —dGo0,0||x—r2- < 1. In order to show
this last inequality we will bound

HdGe,ﬁe,ue - dG0,0,0||X_>L2,— = A,

in terms of ||a||x and p.. After that we will bound ||a||x and p.. To do it
we will use the information we have about 0.t and O, ..
Along the bifurcation curve,

dGevﬁév/J'é (86@57 Mle) = _8€G(€7 aeu Me)

= cos z(sin 2r + @) + ° (cos 2z — 21,) (15)

— €(cos 2z — 24, ) (sin 22 + 4.) + pre(sin 2z + @)).

Thus
(Octie, p1r) = dGe_,ée,ue (—0:G (€, te, p1c))

Therefore

\/||3efte||§< + |pel? < 10:G (€, e, e[ 2~ (16)

1—- A

In addition we have that, for r. = /||@c||% + |/,

1
1 - A

Oere < \JN10ciiel B + 112 < ——— 110G ey ies )| o

Thus, explicit estimates for A, and ||0.G (€, Ue, ptc)|| 2.~ in terms of r. and
e give a differential inequality for r. which can be used to bound A..

We will need the following lemmas to bound A, and the norm ||0.G(e, @, pte)||r2.-
where 0.G (¢, e, 1) is given by the right hand side of ([IH]).

Lemma 1. If f € X then || fsinz — f cos x| 2 < V3| fllx-
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Proof. Let
f= Z fncosnzx.
n=2

Then
fsinz — f'cosx = —(fcosz)
- /
— —% (f2 cos + f3cos2r + nzzg(fn_l + for1) cosnx)
— % <f2 sinx + 2 f3sin 2 + in(fn_l + far1) sinn:c) .
n=3
Then

1fsin(a) — 7' cos(@ll}s = 5| f3+ 47+ 302 (fur + fanr)?

n=3

And we have that

an(fn—l + for1)? = an o1+ Z fai+2 anfn—lfn—l—l-
n=3 n=3 n=3 n=2

In addition

Z" 2 =S 122 = 0f2 A 16f2 252+ 36f2+ S (n+ 1)2f2
n=2

n=6

Zn A= (n—1Pf2=9f+16f2+ Y (n—1)f;
n=4 n==6
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and

2> 0 fuifurr =2 9fafs +2-16f3f5 +2 > 1’ fuifar

n=3 n=>5

9
<9Uf2+af4+167f3+ f5+2n +Zn 2.

n=>5

=902 + <§+25) 2416712 + <176+36) f5+Zn —I—Zn 2
:9Uf22+<§+25)f42+167f§+<— )f5+2n+1 f2+z 1)%f2

Thus
f3+Af5+ fjg 02 (fa1+ fat)
§(10+9a)f§+(20+16v>f§+(59+ )f4 (88+ )f5
+2Z<1+ (nt1) )(n—1)2f5.

Since, for n > 6, we have that ("Hg <3 @ we finally obtain that

3 A ) 0 (far + fasr)

n=3

§(10+9a)f22+(20+167)f§+<59+ )f4 <88+ )f5

+2 (;lg + 1) > (n-1)f

n=6

We have to compare

20 + 16 50+9 88+ 18 49
i 7, . i and 21+ —
4 9 16 25

15
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9
The minimum in o of max (10 + 90, 59;" ) is attached when 10490 = % —l—%

and it is 11.373. Then minimum in v of max (5 +4v,5.5 + %) less than 7.5.
Finally 2(1 4 49/25) = 5.92. Therefore

If sin(z) — ' cos(x)l|z2 < V3||fllx-

Lemma 2. If f, g € X then |[(fg)'|z2 < Bl fllxllgllx, where

869

B=4/—+ — = 3.05.
3 + 144
Proof. Let
f= an cosnr = Z f‘n|e , g= Zgn cosnr = Z g‘n|emw eX
|n\>2 \n|>2
Then

= % Z n Z fiml Gin—mie™

[n|>1  |m|>2,|n—m|>2
1 .
=3 E n E Jim|9jn—m| Sin nx
n>1 [m[>2n-m|>2

so by Cauchy—Schwarz,
2

1(f9)'ll72 = 3 Zn Z Jiml9in—m|

SEt \pmis 2

1 n?
D D D e (g e

In|>1 |m|>2,|n—m|>2

x Y (ml =D fa(n —ml - 1)e_,

Im|>2,ln—m|>2

<SS Y (ml— 12—l -1,

In|>1 |m|>2,|n—m|>2

C
= 5 I fllxllgllx
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where

C =supC,,

n=1
2

D D RS (e

Im|>2,|n—m|>2

n—3 (o)
71,2 2

= 2 —_
= k-2 ; (k1 n)?

-~ -~
' '

Dy, En

D,, # 0 only when n > 4. We have that D, = 16 and when n > 5,

m? =Rk (n—k—2)? 31
< = _
Dn < Z n—2 kgkz

(n—=2)2 = k*(n—k-2)
4n? 72 1 50(m% — 2)
< — | — — < .
“n—=22\6 n-—-2)" 27
For E,,, by partial fraction decomposition
n? 1 2 2 1
= s~ + +
K2(k+n)?2 k> kn (k+n)n (k+n)?
SO
- ™ =1 21l 1
It 2 VT WL ol
L2 2
P k +n)? 6 4 ne=k 3 <~k
so when n > 5, E, < (7? —4) so
6872 — 172
Co = Dy, +2E, < WT <185

and when 1 <n < 3,
22
Cn:2En<%—2<5.
For n = 4 we have

72 205 13 272 869
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SO

. or? 869
SO, = L 009 e
C=supCh =Ci=—+—0

and finally

, C
1Cf) ez < o/ S e gl = BILS N gl

Lemma 3. If f € X then ||2f sin 22 — ' cos 2x||12 < 0.5V17||f]x.
Proof. Let

f= Z fncosnzx.
n=2
Then

1
2f sin2x — f'cos2x = —(f cos2z) = —§(f3 cos T + fy cos2x + f5cos3x)

oo

_ % (Z(fn_g + fax2) cos nx)

n=4
1
= §(f3 sinx + 2 fy sin 2z + 3 f5 sin 3x)
1 [ ‘
+ B <; n(fr—2 + fn+2)smm:> ,

and

l27sin2e — f'cos 2w = —(f cos2eY ||z = 3| f3 + A3 +9f2 + iRZ(fn—2 + Fasa)?.
We have that
in2(fn—2 + fr42)® = in2 P inz pia+2 in2fn—2fn+2
n=4
inw f+Z f+2ann Y

18



We also can bound

QZn fn— 2fn+2<zn Y

n+2

Therefore

f AR 924D 0P (famz + fas2)®
n=4

SHEAARHE+Y (2Pt o)fi+) (n—2)° (1 i 01—4) &

=16(1+09)fs + (1 +25(1 4+ 03))f2 + (4 +36(1 + 03))fi + (9 +49(1 + 035)) f2

+ i ((n+ 2%(1+0,) + (n — 2)? (1 n 03_4)) 72

n=>6

=16(1+ 09)f; + (1 +25(1 4+ 03)) f2 + (4 +36(1 + 03)) f7 + (9 +49(1 + 03)) f2

(64(1+0'6)+16< )) fo+ (81(1+a7)+25< )) &
(100(1—1—0’8)+36< )) fa+ (121(1+ag) +49< )) fo

+Z<n+2 1+0n)+(n—2)2<1+ 1))f3.

Op_
n=10 n—4

We take o, = 1 for n > 6 to get

f3+Af+9F2+) 0P (faca+ fara)?

n=4

< 16(1 4 09) f2 4+ (1 +25(1 + 03)) f2 + (4 +36(1 + 03)) f7 + (9 4+49(1 + 05)) f2

(wen(ie2)) (e 2))
emem(e2)) e oo )

+ ) ((n+2)°+(n—2)%) f2.
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One can compute that (n +2)% + (n — 2)? = 2(n? + 4) and that

n®>+4 104
2 < 2—.
(n—12 =31

Thus we have to compare

144 16
max (16(1 +09), — + )

02€[0,1] 25 2509
and
A 26 N 25 187 N 25
X | — 4+ —03, —
ssc0] \ 4 4 236 ' 3603
and
40 N 36 236 n 36
max | — + —oy, —
oael0]\ 9 9 V49 T 490,
and
58 N 49 291 N 49
max | — + —o5, — )
osel0d] \ 16 ' 16 ' 64 ' 64os
and 104
2— < 2.6.
81
Then the maximum of these all numbers is the first one which is < 17. Thus

V17
|12f sin 2z — f' cos 2x||p2 < THfHX

O

Now, with the lemmas [I], Pl and [3] we are ready to bound the right hand
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side of (I]). Indeed,

1 1
|| cos x sin 2z + 5 sin x cos 2z — € cos 2x sin 2z || 12 :ZHB sin 3z + sin x — 2esin 4x|| 2

V10 + 4¢€2

4 )
@, cos & — tie sin z|| 2 <V/3||aie]| x, (Lemma [T])
|2, sin 22 — @) cos 2z || 2 <0.5V17|| | x,
(Lemma [3))
12aca ]| = [[((@)*) |2 <Bllall. (Lemma 2

[ pe sin 2z 2 <|puc]
lseticll o <2paell| el x

by Cauchy—Schwarz,

VI T 42 i i
Y 4 (VB4 05VIT i + Belll

+ el + 2l pael [l el x

2
< \/1OZ46 49

||[right-hand side of ([IH)||zz <

el + |pel® + 0.5V 17e]| e[| x
+ Bellaell + llaellx + Il

Turning to the other side, we have that

(dG (e i) — AG0,0,0)) (0, V) = e(f/ cosz — O(sinz — esin 2z — €t)

— € (% cos 21 — u) f/) (17)

+ ev(sin 2z + 4.) + €0

Since
|0" cos - — Dsin |2 < V3||]|x, (Lemma [T])
|4 sin 22 — %f}’ cos 2z| 12 < 0.25V17]|9]|x, (Lemma [3)
10t + @ct’|| 2 = [[(@D)']| 2 < Bllaelx||0]lx,  (Lemma )

lv(sin 22 + @) |2 < [v|(1 + 2[|c]|x),
et 22 < 2|l 191 x
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||left-hand side of (I7)||z2 < (V3e + 0.25V17€® + Be?||ic|| x + 2¢|pe])||7]| x
+ (1 + 2f|a| x)[v|

so by the Minkowski inequality,

1dG (c,aen) — AG(0,0,0) | x xR L2
</ (V3e+ 2elju| + 0.25VT7e2 + Be2lfic|| )2 + (1 + 2} x)?

<V (3e2 + ) + 24/ e + |||} +0.25V17® + Bé*||ai|| x
<2 + 26y / | pte|? + ||ie||% + 0.25V17€* + Bé?||i|| x =: A..

Since dGo,0,0) is an isometry, the Von Neumann series (1 —7)~' =3"> T"
shows that if A. < 1, then dG(cq, ) Is invertible, and [[dG L | < (1 -
AL so

V1Te

Tl % + lel® + el x

1 10 + 4¢?
V00 + a2 < — (V pRa

o+ Bellael% + a3 + l?).

Let . = v/||t]|% + |1e|>. Then

A, < 2+ 2er. + 0.25V176% + Bé?*r,,

ro = 0 and

V10 +4€ + (2 + 1V17e)r + Ber? + 1?2

/
<
T 1 —2¢ — 2er — $V/17¢2 — Bé’r,

r

By the comparison principle, r. is bounded from above by the solution to

dy V10 +42% + (8 +2V1Tx)y + 4Bry® + 4y°
dr 7 4 — 8z — 8xy — /1722 — 4Ba2y

with y(0) = 0. Integrating

V10 + 422dx + (8 + 2v/17x)ydx + ABxy?dx + 4y2dx
+8zdy + 8zydy + V172*dy + 4Bxydy = 4dy
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gives

V12 4+ 2.5 + 2.5sinh ™ (vV0.4z) + 8zy 4+ V172%y + 2Ba?y? + day? = 4y + c.
Since y(0) =0, c =0, so

(2B2? + 4z)y* + (8x + V172% — 4)y 4+ 2v/22 + 2.5 + 2.5sinh ™ (+v/0.4z) = 0.

When z > 0, the quadratic coefficient and the constant is positive, so this
equation has a non-negative root iff

8t + V1722 —4 < —2\/(23932 + 4z) (V22 + 2.5 + 2.5sinh ™ (+/0.4z))

whose solution is < x* &~ 0.23 numerically. Hence the solution can be
extended to e = x* ~ 0.23. In order to achieve this last conclusion we just
notice that the solution to (2)), with y(0) = 0 can be extended only if A, < 1,
since 1 — A, arises in the denominator.

The above argument shows that for € € (—z*, 2*), the bifurcation curve
produces a traveling wave u, = €cosx — 5 cos 2z + €2t which travels at
speed v. = —1 — €p.. Since all the operators involved are analytic in all its
arguments, the bifurcation curve is analytic in € on (—z*, z*). It may be the
case, however, that the power series for u. and v, around € = 0 has a smaller
radius of convergence than z* (for example, the function f(z) = (2® + 1)}
is analytic on the whole real line, but the radius of convergence of its power
series around 0 is only 1.) We now show that the radius of convergence of
the power series for u. and v, are indeed at least z*.

We note that the above argument also works if € is replaced with ee™
(a € R), so the bifurcation curve (u,,v) is also analytic in a neighborhood
of {ee' : € € (—x*,z*)}. Hence the curve is analytic in the disk of radius z*
centered at 0, so the radius of convergence of its power series around 0 is at
least x*. O

3 Linearization around traveling waves
In this section we will analyse the spectrum of the operator

Lsg = —Velx + H.g + (us(z)g)x
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corresponding to the linearization of equation (1) around the traveling wave
(te, ve) bifurcating from zero in the direction of the cosine studied in the
previous section.

Actually, let

flz,t) = fo(z,t) + g(z + v, t).
with fe(x,t) = u(x + v.t). Then

ft(x> t) = atfe(za t) + ('Uegx + gt)(x + UEt’ t)
and

(Hf + ffo)(z,t) = (Hfe+ fOufo)(x,t) + Hg(x + vet, 1)
+ 0u(fo(x, ) g(z + vet, 1) + g(x + vet, )0pg(z + vet, t).

Putting these in (I), we get the equation for g(z,t):
Og(w,t) = —veg (2, t)a + Hy(w,t) + (uc(2)g(x,1))e + g(2, )g(2, 1)a-
The linearization around g = 0 is
99 = Leg

where

Lg=—Vege +Hg+ (ueg)e = Hg+ g+ > € (u™ —2v™)g),. 18
g 9o+ Hg+ (ueg)e = Hg+ g.+ Y €" (( )9). - (18)

J

-~

Lg n=1 Ling

3.1 The eigenvalue 0

The action of L on the Fourier modes is

F(Lg)(m) = i(m — sgnm)g(m)

with eigenvalues 0 (double), 44, +2i, ... (on L?*(T) with zero mean). We
first study the perturbation of the eigenspace corresponding to the double
eigenvalue of 0. By translational symmetry, for any 6 € R, u.(x + ) is also
a solution to

Hu —vou 4+ wu' = 0.
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Differentiation with respect to 0 then shows that
Leu, = Hu! — veu, + (ueul.) = 0.
Also, since u, lies on a bifucation curve, we can differentiate
Hu, — voul + ucul, =0
with respect to € to get
L.Ocue = Ho.ue — (Ove)ul + udeul + u.dou, = (Ovc)ul

so on the span V; of v, and O.u., L. acts nilpotently by the matrix

0 0.,
0o o0 /)°

3.2 Simplifying the linearized operator

We want to solve the eigenvalue problem
Leg = ((ue — ve)g)' + Hg = Ae)g.
Let g = h’. Then the antiderivative of the above is
(ue —v )W + Hh = Ae)h  (mod 1). (19)

Let h = h o ¢, where ¢, satisfies

,  2m o dy -

(ue — v)B.(W 0 ¢) + H(hod.) = Ae)ho ¢, (mod 1).
When e is small enough, ¢, is a diffeomorphism of R/27Z, so

Then

o (/0% u(yd%) h W+ H(hod)od-" =\e)h (mod 1).
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By the change of variable z = ¢.(y),

H(ho 6.) 0 ¢ (x) = - jf7rﬁ<¢e@n>cot?£fﬁiliiydy

" or 2
_ % 0 ﬂ}}(z) cot ((be_ (LL’) ; ¢e_ (Z>) (¢;1)/(2)d2.

The convolution kernel of the operator
R.h=H(ho)o¢ ' — Hh

is

K.(z,2) = cot <¢5 (z) - O (Z)) (6-1Y(2) — cot & (21)
and the e-derivative of the kernel is
ka1 = - e (S IC)) D20 001
eon (22000 g 6y ),

Near z = 0, cscz — 1/z? and cotz — 1/ are smooth, and (¢ ') is smooth
everywhere, so when = — z is small enough, up to a smooth function in (z, z),

OKc(w,2) (007 (2) =00 ()0 )'(2) | 06 (2)
2 (0 (x) — o' (2))? ¢ (x) — o1 (2)
_ 06 (2) (¢ () — o1 () — (0 () — Dei ' (2)) (0 1) (%)
(o (z) — o 1(2))?
06 () = 2 fy (L= )(67)" (1 = 1)z + ta)dt
(¢ () — o' (2))?
(61 (2) (@ = 2)* Jo (1= )A(d7)" (1 = 1)z + t)dt
(0! (x) — o' (2))?
which is itself a smooth function of (x, z) when = — z is small enough (because
¢! is smooth). Then

10 RB™ | e S 1Bl 22j0yy kym = 0,1,

where the constant does not depend on ¢, for all h € H™ /(1), or, equivalently,
HﬁeReiLHHk Szk,m ||;~l||H*m7 k,m=0,1,..., (22>

where the dot over H means that the norm does not measure frequency zero.
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Definition 1. We say an operator is of class S if it satisfies [23). We say
a family of operators is of class S uniformly if for each k and m there is an
implicit constant that makes (22) true for all operators in the family.

Thus 0. R, is of class S uniformly in €. Since Ry = 0, R, /¢ is also of class
S uniformly in e. .
Now the eigenvalue problem for h is of the form

(ccOp + H + R)h = Ae)h (mod 1)
or, equivalently,

(0 + ¢ H + ¢'R)h = ¢7*A(e)h  (mod 1) (23)

and R./e is of class S uniformly in e. Note that since u, and v, are analytic
functions of € on a neighborhood of 0, with uyg = 0 and vy = —1, so are ¢,
R, and ¢, with ¢g = I, Ry =0 and ¢y = 1.

where

3.3 Spectral analysis of the linearization

The eigenvalue problem (23) is a perturbation of the eigenvalue problem
W+ Hh=Mh (mod1)
with explicit eigenvalues
0 (double), ni, n=+1,4£2 ...
and eigenfunctions
et gilntsenn)e oy 4] 49
They form an othorgonal basis of H*/(1) for any nonnegative integer k.

Definition 2. Let T : H*(T) — H*(T), for k € N, a linear operator. We
will denote

TN = Tl gy e oy
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The resolvent (9, + H — z)~! is also a Fourier multiplier whose action on
Fourier modes is

(0p + H — 2)7LeF e — (£pj — p)~leFitbe -y —0 1, ... (25)

The circle
I,={z:]z—ni|=1/2}, n==+1,£2,...

encloses a single eigenvalue +nz, and the circle
Fo=A{z:|z] =1/2}

encloses the double eigenvalue 0. On I';, and I'y we have that

|z —mi| >1/2, meZ (26)
so by (25),
10, + H—2)" <2, z€l, ncZ. (27)
Moreover the projection
1
Po=——— [ (0, +H—2)"'dz, n==%1,42,...
2mi Jp,

is the projection on the span of ¢("*58"™)2 and the projection

1
Po=—=—— [ (0, + H—2)""dz
21 To

is the projection on the span of e and e~*.

Now when € is small enough and z € I',,, we have that
Op+c 'H+c'Re— 2= (0, +H—2)(1+ (0, + H—2)"'R)
where
R.=(0y+c.'"H+c'R) — (0, + H) = (" = 1)H + ¢.'R. (28)

is analytic in € near 0, with R} = 0, thanks to the analyticity of c.. Taking
the inverse gives that

Op+c"H+c'Re—2) =1+ 0+ H—2)"R)y ™ 0, + H—2)""
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and the Neumann series

14+ 0, +H—2)'R) = i((&x +H—2)'R)" (29)

n=0

converges because
10 + H —2)'R|| < 2| Rl Sk e < 1
when € is small enough (depending on k). Moveover,
11+ (0 + H —2) 7 R)™ = I|| Sk e

and so
10+ H4cT'Re—2) 7 = (0 + H—2)7"| Se

uniformly for z € I',,. Hence the projections

1
Qnle) = ~5 (Op+c'H+c'R.—2)"'dz, nelZ (30)
1%

exist and satisfy
|@n(€) = Full Ske, neZ (31)

uniformly in n. Then by Chapter I, Section 4.6 of [2I], when € is small
enough, @,(¢) is conjugate to P,. Thus dimran@,(e) = 1 for n # 0 and
dimran Qy(e) = 2. So 9, + ¢.'H + ¢.' R, has a single eigenvalue enclosed
by I, for n # 0. In section Bl we showed that the action on the range of
Qo(€) is given by a nonzero nilpotent 2 by 2 matrix. If z is outside all these
circles, then (27) still holds and the Neumann series (29]) still converges to
show that 0, + c.'H + ¢! R, — z is invertible, so it has no other eigenvalues.

3.4 Analyticity of eigenvalues and eigenvectors

By (25) and (26)), (0, + H — z)~! is analytic in (2, €) for z in a neighborhood
U of Upezl'y, and € near 0. By ([28), R, is analytic in € near 0, so the series
[29) shows that (0, + ¢ *H + 7' R, — 2)™! is analytic in (z,¢) for z € U and
e near 0, and the integral (B0]) shows that all the projections Q,(€) (n € Z)
are analytic in a neighborhood of 0 independent of n.
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Let 1, (€) be the corresponding eigenvectors to @, (€) for n # 0. Thanks
to (BI), a good choice is () = Qn(e)e?™ 8 ™®  which is nonzero and
analytic in a neighborhood of 0 independent of n. Then by (23),

Qn(€)(Dotc (H+R))e' "8 = (9, ¢ (H+Re))n(€) = ¢ " Aa(€)thnle).
On the other hand, the left-hand side equals
(n + sgn n),iQn(e)ei(n—l—sgn n)x + Ce—lQn(E)<H + Re)e:l:i(n—l—sgnn)m

which is another vector analytic in € near 0. Then by the next lemma, all
the eigenvalues ¢!\, (€), and hence \,(¢), are analytic in a neighborhood of
0 independent of n.

Lemma 4. Let u(e) and v(e) be two vectors analytic in € € U satisfying
u(e) # 0 and v(e) = Ae)u(e), eeU.
Then A\(€) is analytic in € € U.

Proof. Without loss of generality assume that 0 € U. Since the result is local
in e, it suffices to show that A(e) is analytic in a smaller neighborhood of 0.

Since u(0) # 0, we can find a linear functional f such that f(u(0)) # 0.
Then f(u(e)) # 0 in a neighborhood of 0, and so

is analytic in a neighborhood of 0. U

Regarding the double eigenvalue 0, in section 3.1l we showed that . and
O.u are two generalized eigenvectors of the operator L.. Using the relation
given in section 3.2 they correspond to two generalized eigenvectors v, (€)
and 17 (€) of the operator 9,+c. ' H+c ' R, via the relation (1 (€)og,) = u.
and (g (€) 0 ¢.)' = Ocu. Then clearly 1T (¢) are both analytic in e.

From the analyticity of the eigenvalues ¢!\, (¢), it is easy to derive
bounds on their Taylor coefficients.

Proposition 1. For k > 1 and n # 0, the coefficient of €* in c-'\,(e€) is
bounded in absolute value by C* for a constant C' > 0 independent of n,
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Proof. At the end of section we showed that when € is in a neighborhood
of 0 independent of n, the eigenvalues ¢!\, (€) are enclosed in the circle T',.
Then

lco'An(e) —mi] < 1/2, n=41,42,....

The result follows from Cauchy’s integral formula for Taylor coefficients.
]

Corollary 1. For k > 0 and n # 0, the coefficient of €* in \,(€) is bounded
in absolute value by |n|C* for a constant C' > 0 independent of n,

Proof. Since ¢, is analytic in € near 0 with ¢y = 1, and \,(0) = ni, the result
follows from Leibniz’s rule. O

3.5 Conjugation to a Fourier multiplier

We have conjugated the eigenspaces of T' = 0, + ¢.'H + ¢.' R, (and also of
c.0; + H 4+ R.) to Fourier modes via the operator

L+ W =) PuQule)

nez

where P, is the projection onto the span of e, Qy(¢) is the projection onto
the span of 9 (¢), P, is the projection onto the span of ¢!+ Q) () is
the projection onto the span of 1, (¢), n = £1,4+2, . ...

We will view T as a perturbation of 9, + ¢,'H and follow the proof
of Chapter V, Theorem 4.15a in [2I]. In the process we will extract more
information from the fact that R, is of class S. Since

P}=P, Y P,=1, (32)
nez
we have that
We= Z P (@n(e) — F) (33)
nez

and Wy = 0.

Proposition 2. W, /e is of class S uniformly in e.

31



Proof. We bound each term on the right-hand side separately. By Chapter
V, (4.38) of [21],

Qnl€) — Py = —c'Qu(e)RZ,(€) — ¢, Z! (€)R.P,

where
1 -1 N —1 -1 -1
Zn(€) = o (z—(n+(1—c")sgnn)i) (O, +c. H—2)"dz
and .
rey L _ -1 —1p -1
Z(6) = 5 / (2 — A (&) "N(T = 2)~'dz.

We now bound the operator norms of the right-hand side, with uniformity
in € and decay in n, in order to show that the sum in n converges.

First note that it is clear from the frequency side that when € is in a
neighborhood of 0 independent of n and z € U,ezI",, for all m > 0, the
operator (9, + ¢.'H — z)~! is bounded from H™ to H™, uniformly in ¢ and
z. Since R /e is of class S uniformly in € (see ([22]) and notice that Ry = 0),
it follows from the Neumann series that [[(T — 2)7!| gm_,gm is finite and
only depends on m. Since |z — (n + (1 — ¢ ') sgnn)i| and |z — 71\, (€)|
are uniformly bounded from below, both Z,(¢) and Z/ (¢) are bounded from
H™ to H™, uniformly in € and n. Since Q). (€) is given by a similar integral
[B30), it also has this property, which is also trivially true for P,. Now for all
n,m,k €Z,mk>0and h € L2

1Z:(€) RePahll g Sk | RePalill g St lel| Pl jg-on-2

- (34)
S Lel(1 4 1) 2Rl

because P, is the projection onto very specific Fourier modes. For the first
term we have
[BeZn(€)h| g S el Zn(€) Pl -m S €l Bl] gr—m-

To introduce the action of @, (¢€), note that the image of @Q,(¢) lies in the
eigenspace of the operator c¢.0, + H + R, with eigenvalue A, (¢€), so for n # 0
and u € Im @Q),,(€) we have

u = M (€) e + Hu + Reu)
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50 [[ull g Sk [An(@)1 " lull grer S Il lull gasr. Hence
1Qu(ORZa(€)ll g Sk 021 Zu(€) | e S [el (L4 )l e (35)

This also holds for n = 0 because R, /e is of class & uniformly, so W, /e is of
class S uniformly in e thanks to the convergence of >~ _,(1+ |n|)~2. O

Now for k= 0,1,..., there is a neighborhood of 0 such that when e is in
this neighborhood, ||W,||zr_ e < 1,80 1+ W, : H* — H* is invertible. By
[B2) and (B3) it follows easily that

(1+Wo)Qn(e) = P(1+ W) (36)

so the eigenspaces of T' is conjugated to the (span of) Fourier modes, and
hence T' is conjugated to a Fourier multiplier.
We have proven the following lemma:

Lemma 5. For e small enough, there exists an operator W, such that W, /e
1s of class S, uniformly in €. Moreover,

1. 1+ W, : H* = H* is invertible,
2. 1+ W)Qu(e) = P,(1+W,), neZ,

3. If ¢ 1s in the closed linear span of the eigenvectors 1, (€) (n # 0) of
cO, + H+ R, then

(1+W)(cOp + H+ Ry =A(14+ W )u
where A, is a multiplier such that

Aeei(n—l—sgnn)m = )\n(€>€i(n+sgn n)w7 n = :tl’ :l:2’ o

3.6 Taylor expansion of eigenvalues

Now we Taylor expand the eigenvalues \,(€) for n # 0. To do so it is more
convenient to study the eigenvalue problem ([I9) for A:

Leg = ((uc — ve)g)' + Hg = Ae)g.
Recall the operator L = Lg = 0, + H whose action on the Fourier modes is

F(Lg)(m) = i(m — sgnm)g(m)

33



with eigenvalues 0 (double), +i, +2i, ... (g mean zero).
Since (ue, v¢) is analytic in € on a neighborhood of 0, and

1B |22 < [P+ HBll2 + [|1HAl 22 = [[Lh]|z> + [|B] 2,

by Chapter VII, Theorem 2.6 in [21], L. is a holomorphic family of operators
of type (A), so by Chapter VII, Section 2.3, all the results in Chapter II,
Sections 1 and 2 apply, and we can compute the Taylor coefficients of A(e)
as if L. acted on a finite dimensional vector space.

We start with computing the resolvent of L:

R(z)=(L—z)"
whose action on the Fourier modes is
F(R(z)g)(m) = (i(m — sgnm) — z)~'g(m).

Around the eigenvalue ni (n = £1,42,...) we have the expansion
R(z) = (ni—2)7'Py+ Y (2 — ni)*Skt!
k=0

where P, is the projection on the span of e(»*s82™)z and

= g(m) m n sgnn
F(Sug)(m) = oS mAn e, (30)

By [21] (I1.2.33),
A(€) =ni+ Y AP n=x1 42 .
k=1
where

AE) — Z (=1 Z Tr L) o) ... [ (01) g(h1)
n p n n

v1+-tvp=n

'szl

hi+--+hp=p—1

where S\ = —P, and for h > 1, S = Sh with S, defined in (1), and
L™ is the coefficient of €’ in the Taylor expansion of L.. Note that the

p=1

constraints in the summation imply that there is some j € {1,...,p} such
that h; = 0 and so Sf(th ) = —P,, so every summand is a finite-rank operator

whose trace is thus well defined.
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Lemma 6. If A is a finite-rank operator, then Tr AB = Tr BA.

Proof. By linearity we can assume A has the form A(-) = f(-)v for some
(not necessarily continuous) linear functional f. Then Tr A = f(v). Since
AB(:) = f(B-)v and BA(:) = f(:)Buv, it follows that Tr AB = f(Bv) =
Tr BA. O

Using the lemma above, we can simplify the sum in )\glk) a little. Indeed,
there are p circular rotations of the tuple (hy, ..., hy,). Since (3_; hj,p) =1,
the p circular rotations are all distinct, so we can choose the lexicographically
smallest one as a representative. For such a representative hy = min; h; = 0,
so S = — P, so we only need to act LG p@) op eilntsenn) 4nq
take the (n + sgnn)-th mode to compute the trace. Thus

k
MO =St ST FLeISE L L) girtsmae] (5 g )
p=1 vi+-+up=k
vj21
hi+--Fhp=p—1
(B eisshp)

is a representative
(38)
Let us compute some terms AP by using the formula (38)). We have that

AD =Ty WP, =0
because L; shifts the mode by 1, and
AP =Tr(L®p, - WS, LVP,)

Put s = sgnn. We extract the (n + s)-th mode of each term:

T LOP, = FILO26i )y 4 ) = L0FS)
. LS, ' '
L(l)SnL(l)QZ(n-i-s)x _ (4 : S, ((TL s+ 1)ez(n+s+1)x + (n +s— 1)6Z(n+8_1)x)
LM . .
= T((n + s+ 1)ez(n+s+1)x —(n+s— 1>€z(n+s—1)m>
T LS LW p — iln+s+1)(n+s)—i(n+s—1)(n+s) _ i(n+s)
SO

\@ iln+s) 2i(n+s) i(n+ s)‘

no Y 4 4
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We can further compute that

n+s) 1lei(n+s)  527ie%(n + s)
4 32 768

2.
Male) — in — + On(€)
forn =+1,4£2,43,....
Proposition 3. Forn =+1,4+2,...,

A0 — {o, 24k

ic®)(n +sgnn), k< 2n|+2

where ¢®) is the k-th Taylor coefficient of c. as defined in (Z3).
When k > 2|n| + 4, AP s still purely imaginary but the formula AP =
ic® (n +sgnn) does not hold in general.

Proof. Firstly we notice that, for n = £1 the coefficient of €® in Ay (e) is,

€2 11e*i  529¢%
16 384

+O(€),

which does not hold A\ = £2;c(®,

Next, we prove the fist part of the lemma. In each summand of (3])), all
the coefficients are real, except that each operator L brings a factor of ¢ to
the Fourier coefficients (via the operator d,), and each operator S,, removes
a factor of i (see (B7)). Hence each summand is purely imaginary, and so is
AP,

In each summand of (38]), the operator S,(th ) is a Fourier multiplier that
does not shift the modes, while the operator L™ g = ((u™ — v(m))g), shifts
the modes by at most m because u(™ only contains modes up to e**,
Also the amount of shift = m (mod 2). Thus when acting the sequence
Lg% . L) on e'"*+9)7 the mode is consecutively shifted by at most
VU1, Vg, ..., Vp, and the total amount of shifts = » . v; = k (mod 2). Since
in the end we are taking the (n + s)-th mode, the total amount of shifts
must be 0 in order to count, so when £ is odd )\gﬂ) = 0. When £k is even,
the mode €'™*%)% can only be shifted as far as e!+s**/27. otherwise it can
never be shifted back. Hence when k < 2|n| + 2 = 2|n + s/, the frequency
always has the same sign as n or becomes 0. In the former case we can take
sgnm = sgnn in (37), while in the latter case the derivative in L kills it, so
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it does not hurt if we still take sgnm = sgnn in ([B7). Either way we can
take sgnm = sgnn in (B7). Thus the action of S,, is the same as that of S,
where

g(m)
ilm—n—sgnn)’

F(Sp9)(m) = m # n + sgnn.

For n > 0, the operator S/, is the analog of S,, for L™ with
F(LTg)(m) = i(m — 1)g(m),

ie., LTg = g — ig. Hence AP remains the same if we replace L with LT,
Now we have that

Ligi=Ltg+ Y eL™Wg = —vg —ig+ (ug) = ((uc —v.)g) —ig

n=1

whose eigenvalue problem is

((ue —ve)g) —ig = A (e)g.

Using the same change of variable as in Section [3.2] the problem above can

be transformed to B ~ .
B —icT h = cZ' AT (e)h

whose eigenvalues are
No(e) =ncd — .

Since when € — 0, A\,(¢e) — ni and ¢, — 1, we must have that n’ = n + 1,
and so

An(€) = (n+ 1)cd — i + O, (2.

For n < 0, note that since L preserves real-valued functions, its eigen-
values come in conjugate pairs, so A,(€) = Ay (€) = —Ajy(€) has the same
property. U

Corollary 2. When € is small enough,

|An(€) = (n 4 sgnn)cd +isgnn| < |n|(Ce)"H < €', n e Z\{0},
I (€) = (n 4 sgnn)deci| < |n|(Ce)?M*3 < ¢’ n e z\{0}

for some constant C', C' > 0 independent of n.
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Proof. By Proposition[3l the Taylor expansions of A, (€) and (n+sgnn)c.—
isgnn differ only from the term €2™*4. By Corollary [, the error terms
of the former sum up to O(|n| 3272, ,4(Ce)*) = O(In|(Ce)?"+4) if, say,
Cle| < 1/2. The error term of the latter clearly also satisfy this bound.

To extend the chain of inequalities it suffices to note that |n|(Ce)?™=2 is
uniformly bounded for n # 0 if |Ce| < 1/2. O

3.7 Time resonance analysis

For m, n and | € Z we consider
A (€) + An(€) +N(€) = (m+n+1)ci+ (sgnm+sgnn+sgnl)(c.—1)i+O(e5).

Proposition 4. If m, n, | € Z and mnl # 0, then when € is small enough,
A (€) + Anl€) + Ni(e)| > €2/5.

Proof. By (24) and (12),

B -1
c. B 21 dy 1_ 21 dy 3
([T ) v ~) <o
27 o U(y) — ve 0 l+4ecosy— Gcos2y+ G

o 2 €2 -1
— (/ <1—ecosy—l—ezcos2y+50082y—z) dy) + O(é),
0

ce=1+E/)+0(E) =1-3/4+0().

We distinguish three cases.
Case 1: m+n+1+#0. Then |[m+n+1] > 1. Since ¢, — 1 < €2,

Am(€) + An(€) + Ni(€) = (m +n + )i + O(e?).
Since ¢c — 1 as € = 0, |Ap(€) + An(€) + Ni(€)] > |m +n+1]/2 for small e.
Case 2: m+n+10=0and mnl # 0. Then
1
Am(€) + An(€) + N(e) = —Z(sgnm + sgnn + sgnl)e?i + O(e?).

Since | sgnm| = |sgnn| = |sgnl| = 1, we have that | sgn m+sgnn+sgnl| > 1,
50 [Am(€) + An(€) + Ni(€)| > €2/5 when € is small enough. O

When m+n+1 =0 and mnl = 0, since \,(¢) is odd in n, it follows that
Am(€) + An(€) + N(€) = 0. We do have time resonance in this case. We will
eliminate this case by choosing a new frame of reference.
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4 A new frame of reference
Recall that the traveling wave solution

fe(z,t) = uc(x + vt)
satisfies

atfe = er + feamfeu

ie.,
veu, = Hue + ueul.

Now we aim to find a new reference frame. Let P;(¢) be the projection
on the 1 dimensional space spanned by the eigenvector pg (¢) = O.u. and

¢ (€) = —e !, respectively. Then we aim to rewrite

f(x,t) = up (x + a(t)) + glo + a(t),t)

where ¢, a € R and Pi(e(t))g = 0. We first show that it is always possible,
provided that f is close to a traveling wave.

Proposition 5. Let k > 2. Then there is r = r(k) > 0 such that if || < r
and || f — uey||gx < Tl€o], then there is e € R, a € R/2nZ and g € H* such
that

f(2) = uc(z +a) + g(x + a), (39)
Py (e)g =0, (40)
e = eol + gl S 1 — veoll - (41)

Moreover, €, a and g depend smoothly on f.
Proof. Define the map F : (—r,r)> = R? (e,a) — (y™,y~) with
Py (e)(f(x —a) —uc(x)) = y=o5 (). (42)

We now find the solution to the equation F(e,a) = 0. Since Pj () is uni-
formly bounded in L? and ||z (€)|| is uniformly bounded from below,

[F(e,a)] S [ (2 = a) = uc 2. (43)
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Summing the two equations in (42) and taking the total derivative yields

— (P (€) + Py (e))(f'(x — a))da — o (e)de
+ (0P (€) 4+ 0Py (€))(f (x — a) — uc(x))de (44)
= o (e)dy™ + ¢y (€)dy™ + yTOef (€)de + y~ Depy (€)de. (45)

Since || f|| g2 < ||te, || a2 + 7]€0] < |€o], we have that

1f(z = a) = ucller <[ f(z = a) = f@)ar + [ = ueollmr + [Jue = vy |zt
S laco| +7leo] + e — €ol. (46)

Since both Pi(¢) and 0.P; (e) are uniformly bounded on L?, and u! =
—€Pg (6),

1ED) — eq (€)da+ gg (€)dell 2 < (laco| + rleo] + |e — €ol)(|dal 4 |de]).
By (@3)) and (486l),
ly*0eeq (€)llz2 < |F (e, a)| < lacol +rleol + |e — e
SO
1EB) — g ()dy™ — @y ()dy~|[z> < (laco| + rleo] + |e — €ol)|de].
Hence the equality between (44)) and (@3] gives an estimate of the differential

1
HdF(e,a) - (O —Oe) H < laeo| + rleo| + € — €0l

We assume that the solution (e, a) satisfies |e — eg| + |aco| < 70l€g|, Where
7o is small enough. This in particular implies that |ey|/2 < |e| < 2|¢p|. Then

it~ (5 2] 5 tnt e

is also small enough. Let

o-te anea-3 2) (s 4)
o} °)
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and
G =T|| Sro+r.

If o and 7 are small enough, then ||G|| and |G| < 2.
Let (e1,a1) = (€9,0) — dF(€9,0) ' F(eg,0). Then (recalling (&3)))
&1 — ol + [areo] SIGT"Fleo, 0)] S [F(€0,0) S I = eollz2 < rleol.
Since |0?F| and |0, F| < 1, and |0*F| < || fllm2 < |eol, by Taylor’s theorem,
|F(er, )] S ler — el + [ex — eol|ar] + [eof|ar|* S 7] F(eo, 0)].

Hence the iteration (€,,1,any1) = (€n, an) + dF (€n, an) " F(€,, a,) converges
when r is small enough. Moreover e, — €| + |aneo| < |F(€o,0)]. Then
(€,a) :=lim,, o (€n, a,) satisfies F(e,a) = 0 and |e — eo| + |aco| < |F (€, 0)| <
r|€o| < Tol€o| if 7 is small compared to ry.

Let g = f(z — a) — u.. Then ([B9) and (40) clearly hold. Moreover,

I9llzx = lg(@ + a)llmr = [If(2) — ue(z + a)|[ g
< = eyl s + lue(z + a) — uey ()| s
S = teoll e + € — €of + Jacol
SN = weolle + [F (€0, 0)] S I1f = el
showing (41)). The smooth dependence of €, a and g on f is also clear. [

By translation symmetry, if f is r|e|-close to uc,(z 4+ a) for some a €
R/27Z, we can reach a similar conclusion. Then we can write

fx,1) = uey (2 + al(t)) + g(x + a(t), 1).

We will obtain an energy estimate for g. Combined with local wellposedness
of the equation (II) and Proposition [5] we can show that the solution extends
as long as the energy estimate closes, see the end of section

To get the energy estimate, we first need to derive an evolution equation
for g. Since f is differentiable in ¢, so are €(t), a(t) and g, and we get

fi(x,t) = d (O)(u. + g.)(x + a(t)) + € (t)Ocuc(x + a(t)) + gi(x + a(t), t)
and

(Hf + ffo)(z,t) = (Huec + ueul)(z + a(t)) + Hg(x + a(t), t)
+ Op(ue(w + a(t))g(x + a(l), 1) + (99:)(x + a(t), t).
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The equation for g is then
91 = vale = A ()0 + ) = € ()0 + Hy + (ueg)s + 9
= Leg + (ve — ' (1)) (u + ga) — € (t)Ocuic + 990

Since P; (€)g(t) = 0, we have that Pi~(¢)g, = —¢'(t)0. P (€)g, so the action
of the projections P§(¢€) on the above equation is

(ve — a' (1)) Py (€)gx + € (1) (05 (€)g — Oeue) + B (€)(99) = 0,
(ve = a'(t)) (ug + Py (€)gx) + € ()0 (€)g + Fy (€)(992) = 0.

Since P (¢) are bounded on L?, we have that ||P;(€)g.|lz2 < ||lg]|m. Since
P (¢) are analytic in €, we have that |0, P5(€)g|lz2 < |lgl|z2. Since Pg(e) is
a projection, we have that P;-(¢)> = Pi(¢). Taking the derivative in € and
using the constraint Pj(¢)g = 0 we have that Pif(€)0.Pif(e€)g = 0.P5(€)g,
i.e., .Pf(€)g is in the 1-dimensional space spanned by 7 (¢). Hence

|P5()92/ 28 ()] < gl 10:F5 (€)g/ 25 ()] < llglle-

Thus, dividing the two equations by ¢z (¢) we get

(¢ o) o) (o) = | (A (s | <t

Assuming [|g(t)]| g1 /|€| is small enough we have that
Ve — a’(t)) _ (O(||9(t)||12r{1/|5|)) A7
(" 26 Ol D)) )
4.1 Diagonalization

To find the evolution of other modes, we diagonalize the equation for g.
Let g = h, and h = h o ¢, where ¢, satisfies (20). Recall from (I8) that
Leg = —vega + Hg + (ucg)a, 50

1
hi = —vchy + Hh + uchy, — € ()0.Uc + (ve — a' () (ue + he) + §hi (mod 1)
where U, is a primitive of u.. Differentiating h = ho ¢. with respect to € we
get B B
hy = hy o ¢ + El(t) (Octe)(hy © @)
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On the other hand,

(—vehe + Hh+uchy)y = Leg = (((cc0p + H + R)) 0 @),
SO
hy = (cBy + H + R)h — € (t)(0ctpe 0 ¢y — € ()0 U, 0 4"
+ (ve — ' (£)) (ue + hy) 0 71 + %hi o¢ " (mod 1).

By the chain rule, hy = ¢.(hy 0 @), 50 hy 0 ¢ = (¢ 0 -1 )hy, and
he = (c.0p + H+ R)h+ ®chy — €()0U. 0 67" + (ve — d'(£))ue 0 ¢
+5(d 06, R (mod 1),
O = —€(t)(0ede 0 07 1) + (ve — d'(t)) (¢ 0 & ).
Using the operator W, from lemma [Bl we have that
(14+Wo)(ceOr + H+ R) = A(1+ W)

where A, is a Fourier multiplier whose action on the Fourier mode e#("*senm)e
is multiplication by A, (€). Since W, /e is of class S, uniformly in €, for any
smooth function F', the operator

his Re(F)h = (1 + W) (Fh,) — F((1+W)h),

is of class §, with the implicit constants depending on the C* norms of F.
Let h = (1 4+ W,)h. Then
(14 Wohe = Ay + ®cy, — € (£)(1+ W)(0Ue 0 6 1)
+ (ve = d' ()1 + W (uc 0 ¢7") + Ne[o, b] + Re(®)h (mod 1)
where
Lo, 1 —1p)\2

Both R (0ctpe 0 ¢71) and R (@) o -1 — 1) /e are of class S, uniformly in e
when € is small. Moreover, since W, is analytic in € with Wy = 0, so is
R(1) with Ro(1) = 0. Hence R.(1)/e is of class S uniformly in €, and so is

LACAT IV
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Since J.ue and u. are in the generalized eigenspace of L. associated with
the eigenvalue 0, we have that 9.U.o¢-! and u.o¢ ! are in the corresponding
space of ¢.0, + H + R, so (1 +W.)(0.U. o ¢-') and (1 + W, )(u6 o ¢ ') are
in the space spanned by sin x and cos x, according to Lemma

Now we have

be = (14 Wo)h, + € ()0 W.h
=Abh+ Db, + NJb, b + Rest (mod 1,sinz, cos x)
where N[, b] is given by (8) and
Rest = € (£)(0.W.)h 4+ Re(P)h

(49)

is also of class § uniformly in € when € is small.

Recall that €(t) and a/(t) are chosen such that Py(e)g(t) = 0 for all ¢,
where F(e) is the projection onto the span of J.u. and w. This implies
that Qo(€)h(t) = 0 for all t, where QQy(€) is the projection onto the span of
OU. 07t and uc o 1. Since 1+ W, maps the span of 9.U.o0¢ ! and u.o ¢!
to the span of sin and cos z, we have that h(1) = h(—1) = 0 for all .

5 Energy estimates

~

Since 6(1) =bh(—1) =0 for all ¢, for k =0,1,... we define the energy
1
= §||h||§{k = §Hb’|§{k/(l,sinm,cosm)

and aim to control its growth.
Using the evolution equation (49) for h and the anti-selfadjointness of A,
we get

_Ek(t) = Eg(t) + En(t) + Erest(t),
E<I>(t) :< Dz, >
En(t) = (Nb(t), ()], b(2)) rr )
Eges(t) = (€' ()0 WR(t) + Re(Pe) (L), h(£)) .

Recall that ¢ = hy, h = ho ¢, and h = (1+ We)iz When € is small
enough, the last two are bounded operators with bounded inverse between
H* k=0,1,...,s0

gl ze =k Al g =i 0 gries =2 161 e (50)
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Since R (0. ¢, o

)R
(€' () 0We — 6( JR:(Dede © o7 N jx S ||g(t)||§{1|lfb(t)llm S Ea(t)*?,
1(ve = ' ())Re(@. 0 67D i S (g7 /el Al g Sh Ea(t)*?

(¢ o¢1) /e and O.W, are of class S uniformly in e,

SO
| Brest (1) St Ea(t)** Br(1)'72. (51)

To bound Eg we use ([{@T) and (B0) to get
12ller <k llg@ N + (9@ /leDlel Sk Ea(t)-
Since E loses only one derivative in b, we have that
|Ea(t) — (@050 (t), 050 () 12| Sk Ea(t) Ex(t). (52)

For the sake of bounding this term, since the inner product is taken in the
space L?/(1), we can without loss of generality assume that §(0) = 0 (which
is not true in general) and integrate by parts to get

21 2
200D (1), b (1)) 120y = / $,0,(050 (1)) = — / (050 (1))?da
0 0
so again by (47) and (B0),

| ()] Si Ea(t) Ex(1). (53)
Combining (51)), (52)) and (53]) shows that
SE(0 = Bx(0)] 51 B0B(0). en

5.1 Normal form transformation

To bound Ey we recall the expression of N, from ({g]). Since N, does not de-
pend on the constant mode of h, we can also assume without loss of generality
that h(0) = 0. We further decompose

EN(t> - ENl(t) + ENg(t),
Eni(t) = % ) Ok ()05 (0:h(t)) dx
0 (55)
[k/2]+1
- / 05 ()04 (1) b (1)

]
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where ¢;; € R are constants and we integrated by parts to get rid of the
terms with k + 1 derivatives falling on a single factor of .

We use the normal form transformation to bound them. Define the tri-
linear map

1
Dlfr, far f3] = m%;éo W BESWAESWE

X fg (n + sgn n)ei(n-‘rsgn n)xfg(l + sgn l)ez’(l-i-sgnl)xdx

2m
/ fl (m + sgn m)ei(m—i-sgn m)x
0

and put . .
D14 j(t) = De[050(t), 05277p(t), b (1))
Then

@ s(t) = (@D (1), 829 (1), &b (1))

dt
+ De[070:b(1), 95770 (2), 91h(2)]
+ Dol h(1), 0 0b(t), 076 (2)]
+ D [;h(t), 0,27 (t), 219:b(1)].
Note that Eyi(t) is a linear combination of the last three lines on the right-

hand side, with 0; replaced with A., so % ZB]ZS]H cikDi1g j(t) — Eni(t) is a
linear combination of

€ (t)(0:Do)[0rb(t), 05> 7n(t), 8ib (1)), (56)
D[05(0, — A)b(t), 052 Tn(t), (1)), (57)
D [9kh(t), 957279 (0, — A)b(t), Kb (t)], (58)
D[okn(t), 05 M770(t), (0 — A)b(1)]- (59)

We estimate these terms one by one.
By the definition of D,

o (0 X0 N [ P—
B =€) 2, it h T T a@ Jp D om0

mnl#0
X 6(” +sgnn, t)8§+2—jei(n+sgnn)m6(l +sgnl, t)@iei(l“gnl)wdm

We first bound the fraction. By Corollary 2, when ¢ is small enough,

Mo (€) + N () + Nj(€) = (m +n + 1+ sgnm + sgnn + sgnl)deci + O(e”)
S(m+n+1+1)e. (60)
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On the other hand, the integral vanishes unless
m—+n+10+sgnm+sgnn +sgnl =0 (61)

in which case m 4+ n 4+ is an odd number, so is non-zero. Then by Case 1 of
Proposition [,

A (€) + An(e) + N(e)| > m+n+1|/2 (62)
” Nul€) + N(6) + Xi(©)
An(©) + (e + (o) ~ (99)
Then for k > 3,
(GB)| < [e(t)e ()] Y [(m + sgnm)*h(m + sgnm, t)
i
x (n 4 sgnn) 279G (n + sgnn, t)(1 + sgn1)7h(l + sgn 1, t)]
~ |e(t)e (1) 7rafH(:B,t)@’;”_jH(:E,t)agH(:B,t) dx
Sk e()e ()1 H (z, t)||Hk||H(93 Ol ier2a+1.00 Sk le(t)e (t)|||H($,t)||?1’q§
(64)

since k > [k/2] 4 2, where
= > 1h(m + sgnm, 1) isen e
m##0

satisfies
IH (2, )| = 10| g S En(t)'/?

so by (1) and (B0),
|EG)| S el Ea(t) Bi (). (65)

To bound the other terms (57)), (58]) and (59)), we use the evolution equa-
tion (49) of b, which loses one derivative in b, so

100 = A)b@) e S Uglzn /1D e + 16 17

If ||g(t)|| g1/ ]e| is small enough and k > 2, the first term is dominated by
the second term thanks to (B0). Since in the summation of D, it holds that
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m +n +1[ # 0, the denominator is uniformly bounded from below thanks to
(62)). Unless j =2 in (57) and (58)), we can integrate by parts if necessary to
ensure that at most k — 1 derivatives in x hit each factor of j. Then similarly
to (64) it follows that for k& > 5,

(G35 >3)+ B85 = 3) + G| S En(t)” (66)
For j = 2, by symmetry of D, it is clear that
B8j=2)=E0j=2) (67)

which according to (@) equals
D[05(®cba(t) + N[b(t), h(t)] + R(1)), 0;b(t), 020(1)].
Similarly to (G2),
|DJOSR(t), 95(1), 20 (1)]| Sk Es(t)*Ex(t)?. (68)
Similarly to (532),
| DO (Peha(t) — DO0(1), 95b(1), 920(1)]] Sk Es(t)*2Ex(t).  (69)
By definition of D,

D.[®.050,(8), 940 (1), Ph(t)] = Y

mm/nl#£0

1
A (€) + A (€) + Ai(€)

T e i (70)
X/ (I)e(p)eszb(m+sgnm’ t)ax-l— e’l(m-}-sgnm)x
0

xh(n 4 sgnn, t)Fe g (1 L gon [ )2 s D gy

where m' +sgnm’ = p+ m +sgnm # 0, £1. We break the summation into
several parts.

Part 1: |p| > |m + sgnm|/3. Then we can transfer the extra derivative
from b to ®., and compute as in (52)) to get

|Part 1| <, Es(t)*/?Ex(t). (71)

Part 2: |p| < |m+sgnm|/3 but |p| > [n+sgnn|/3. If [n+sgnn| > |m|/3
then [p| > |m|/9, and we get the same bound as before. Otherwise, since the
integral vanishes unless

p+m+n+Il+sgnm+sgnn+sgnl =0 (72)
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in which case we have |l + sgnl| > |n + sgnn|/3, and we can transfer the
extra derivative to the factor 92h to get (note that ||Dc||cr Sk |9l /|€])

[Part 2| Si (96|17 /le) Es(t) 2 Ex(t) S Eat) Bi(t) (73)

provided that ||g(t)| g1 /|€| is small enough.
Part 3: |p| < |m + sgnm|/3 and |p| < |n + sgnn|/3. Then sgn(m’ +
sgnm’) = sgn(m+sgnm), i.e., sgnm’ = sgnm, so m’ = m+p. By symmetry,

Part 3
1/2 o |
= I 4 sgnl, )02 tsene
m;o Am+p(€) + Anl€) + Mile) Jo Bl +sent. 1)

|p|<|m+sgnm|/3
|p|<|n+sgnn|/3

x b (p)e™ h(m + sgnm, )9y TE TG (n 4 sgnn, )9’ HE g

1/2 27‘(’/\ ‘
l l,t 82 i(l+sgnl)x
NP SRS wr e winr E vl SR

mnl#0
|p|<|m+sgnm|/3
|p|<|n+sgnn|/3

XD (p)eP"h(m + sgnm, )0l MTE T (n 4 gon p, 1) I HEIRZ g

Note that the two denominators are uniformly bounded from below. Also,
sgn(m+p) = sgnm and |m+p| > (2|m| —1)/3, and similarly for . Then by
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Corollary 2, the two denominators differ by O(|m|e!l™/3+3 4 |n|etinl/3+3) 5o

Part 3

1/2 /% . -
- | +sgnl, t)2eii+smnDe
;; @ @ T ), PHsenlt)

|pl<|m-+sgn ml/3
|p|<|n+sgnn|/3

B (p)e?d, ((m + sgnm, 1) lmrsenmag (n 4 son g #)gheintsenn)e) gy

27
£ 37 O(fmletimiists 1 [pletinlist) / (0 + sen 1)2H (1 + sen . 1)
(2) 0
b, (p)(m + s m)Fh(m + sgum, £)(n + sgun)+h(n + sgnn, 1)

—1/2 m :
= Op(h(1 4 sgnl, t)9Pei+sent)e
2 @9 )y el sl

mnl#0
|p|<|m+sgnm|/3
|p|<|n+sgnn|/3

x b (p)e)h(m + sgnm, 1)’ TE ) (n 4 sgnn, £)de " dy

27
+ZO(€4)/ (14 sgnl)?h(l + sgnl,t)
m 0

x®(p)(m + sgnm)*h(m + sgnm, t)(n + sgnn)*h(n + sgnn, t)|

where we integrated by parts in the first integral and used the bounds
|m|et™l/3+3 and |n(n + sgnn)et?/3+3| < ¢t in the second. Then as in (G4)) it
follows that

[Part 3| Sk (Ilg()l[7 /1€ Ea(t) 2 Ex(t) + (g () /e Ba(t) /2 Ex(2)
S Eu(t) Ex(t)
(74)
provided that € and ||g(¢)||z1/|€| are small enough.

Combining (©9), (1)), (73) and (74)) shows that
| D0y (@eha (1)), A0 (1), 20 (1)]| Sk Ea(t)(1+ Ea(t) /) Ex(t)  (75)

provided that € and ||g(¢)||z1/|€| are small enough.
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We now turn to D [0% N [h(t), h(t)], 0Fb(t), 0%h(¢)]. Similarly to (52,

b
| DelOr N[b(1), h(t)], 0xh(t), 02(t)]
=Dc[(¢ 0 67 ?0u((1+ W) Th(1)) (0 (1 + W) Th(1)), 0:b(t), 926 (1)]|
Silel Ba(t) 2 Ey(t)*°.
(76)
Since W, /¢ is of class S uniformly in €, so is ((1 + W,)™t — 1) /e, so

ID.[(6 0 67 )2(3p(1 + W)~ (1)) (A1 (1 + W)~ — 1)b(1)), 8%h(t), 02h(1)]]
<i el Bs(t)¥2 By (1)V/2.

(77)
Finally, De[(¢r o ¢ ')*(0:(1 + We)~'h(4))(056(t)), 05b(t), 02h(¢)] is of the

€

same form as the left-hand side of (70]), so we trace the same argument to
get

[Part 1| <), E5(t)Ex(t),
|Part 2| Sp Ey(t) Ex(1),
|Part 3| <p Ei(t)Ex(t) + €' Es(t)Ep(t) < Ey(t)E(t)

provided that e is small enough. Hence
[ De[(0 0 ¢ )0 (1 + W)™ H(1))(95710(1)), 050(1), O20(1)]] Sie Ea(t) Bi(t)
Combining (76), (77) and (7%) shows that, for k > 4,
| DJOFN[B(2), b(1)], 050 (2), oh(0)]] Sk Ealt)? Ei () (79)

provided that € is small enough.
Combining (68), (75]) and (79) shows that, for k > 4,

(@5 = 2)| Sk Ea(t)' (1 + By()') Bi(1)*2. (80)

provided that € and ||g(t)||z1/|e| are small enough.
Finally, combining (63), (66]), (67) and (80) shows that, for & > 5,
g /A
o7 ek D () = Eni(8)| Sk (1+ Ea(t)'?) By (1) (81)
=2

provided that € and ||g(t)||z1/|e| are small enough.
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5.2 Lifespan when § < ¢

In this section we will obtain a preliminary bound for Eyns = Ey — Enp and
show a lifespan of % when ||go||ms(r) = § < ¢, i.e., § < ce for some ¢ > 0
independent of e.

Recall from (B3]) that

2m
But) =3 [ 900060 00+ W) b0 )
Similarly to (52), for k& > 3,

Ex(t) - / (6L 0 o POEBME(((1 + W)~ 0a(1))%)d| < el Bul(t)*".

Since ((1 4+ W)™ —1)/e is of class S uniformly in e,

/ozﬂ(cbé 0 ¢ 20H () (L + W)™ Mha(t) — ba(1)?)dar| Si € En(t)*2,

2 /0 W(cb’e 0 ¢ ) Ih ()0 (1 + W)™ ha(t) — ba(t))ha(t))do

21
- / (0L 0 072 ((1+ W)™ ha(t) — ba(8)LH ()T 0 (t)d| S [el Br ().
0
Finally, by integration by parts,

\2 [ 66+ W 0 = b))

0:((9 0 02 ((1+ W) 1ha(t) — b (8)))(950(1)) | S [el Bi(t)*/2.

0

Combining the bounds above shows that, for k£ > 3,
|En, ()] = [Ex(t) = Eny ()] Sk le Br(t)*? (82)

provided that € is small enough.
Now combining (54)), (8I]) and (82) shows that, for k > 5,

[k/2]4+1
d
dt > ciuDin(t) — Ex(t)| Sk (14 Eg(t)'?)Ee(t)” + [e| Bu(t)*2. (83)
j=2
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provided that € and ||g()||z1/|€| are small enough. Hence

[k/2]+1
Ex(t) = B(0) = Y ciu(Dig;(t) = Diy;i(0))

Jj=2

+OR(|(1 + By EE + el B || o o)
Similarly to (64,
Dy 4 (8)] = | Den [080(2), 057270(1), 70(1)]| Si Ex ().

Now we are able to show a lifespan longer than what follows from local
wellposedness. Assume that the initial data is

f(@,0) = uc(z) + g(x)

where |€|] < € is small enough, the energy Ej.(0) computed from g is Ex(0) =
62, and |0 /€] is also small enough. Let

T* = sup{T : 3 a solution f(z,t) = ucu(r + a(t)) + gz +a(t),t), (84)
t € [0,T] such that |e|/2 < |e(t)] < 2|e|, Ep(t) < 46%}. (85)

Then the above conditions hold for all t < T™*. Moreover, the energy estimate
implies that

Er(t) = 0% 4+ OR(0° +t(6* + |€|6%)) = 0% + On(6*(1 + t|e|)).
Then there is ¢; > 0 such that if T* < ¢;,/]e|d, then Ey(t) < 2562, Also,

(e, Ol 2 = Nluellz2| = [[1f (2, 0) |2 = [Juellz2] < llgllze S 0.

by conservation of the L? norm. Meanwhile ||| f(z,¢)||z2 — [[tewlz2] S 0, so
ey |l2 = ||wel|z2] S 6. When || is small enough, [Juc||2 is differentiable in
¢ with nonzero derivative at € = 0. Since |§/¢| is small enough, |e(t) —¢€| < 6.

By local wellposedness, the solution can be extended to a time t* > T™,
with

1f (@, t) = fl@, T)m2 S (¢ = T)(Lf (@, 0)llae + 1 (@, 0)ll) < (& = T7)lel

for t € [T*,t*]. Then ||f(z,t) — uer+y(x +a(T™))||m2 S (t* —T*)|e| + 5. Take
t* = T*+0/|e|. Then f(z,t) satisfies the conditions in Proposition [, so
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(84)) holds up to time t*. Since f(x,T*) is small in H*, f(x,t) is uniformly
bounded in H* on [T*,t*], so it stays within a compact set in H2. Since € is
differentiable in f € H?, |e(t) — e(T*)| < (t* — T*)|e] < 6, so |e(t) — €| <6,
so |e]/2 < |e(t)] < 2|e| holds up to time t*. The energy estimate then implies
that Ej < 342 also up to time ¢*, so (85) holds up to time t*, contradicting
the definition of 7. Hence the lifespan 7™ 2 1/|e|o.

5.3 Longer lifespan when § < ¢

When the perturbation g is very small compare to €, i.e., ||go|| sy = 0 < €2,
we can obtain a longer lifespan by applying the normal form transformation
to

Eno = En — Eni = Eno1 + Enoe + Enoz + Enaa,
[k/2]+1

Exm= 3 d / (DI (6L 0 671 (1 + W)™ — 1)h(t))

j= 1

x 0 ((¢e 0o ) (1 +We)~'h(t))dx

(k/2]+1 k+2—j

B = 3 chﬂ/ (1)L (6L 0 671217 (1)

><f9]((¢ o)1+ We)7b(1))dx

k/2]+1

By = S oy / () (¢ 0 61 — 1) (1)
B8]0 61 + W) Th(H)de
[k/2]+1
Bxm= 3 o / BT (¢ 0 o-1) (1 + W.)"'h — h)da

where ¢y, c;j and ci;; € R are constants and we integrated by parts to get
rid of the terms with k£ + 1 derivatives falling on a single factor of b, except
for the term with j = 1 in Eo1, in which the k+1 derivatives do not matter
in view of the fact that the operator (¢! o ¢71)((1+W,)™' —1) is of class S.
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Now we define

[k/2]+1 o

Deailfr, f2, f3] = Z o )+)\l(€) 0 F1(m + sgn m)eitmtsenma

im0
X O (Go o) (1 +Wo) ™t = 1) fon + sgnn)e’rtoenme)
X N((¢ro ¢ )1+ W)™ fa(l + sgnl)e’lHoedn),
Doy (t) = De2a[b(2), b(2), b(t)]
and similarly define Dss, Dog and Doy. Then

d

g D21(t) = Ena() = €(6)(0cDen)[0(2), b(2), b(2)) (86)
+ Der[(0r — Ao)b(#), b(2), ()] (87)
+ Depr[h(2), (9 — Ao)b(t), b(?)] (88)
+ Dear[b(t), b(t), (0 — Ao)b ()], (89)

We estimate these terms one by one.

For (B@]), (60) still holds, but there are non-trivial actions on § in the
slots, so no frequency restriction such as (GIl) exists. When m +n + 1 # 0,
we are in Case 1 of Proposition [, so (62)), and hence (63]), still hold. When

m+n+ 1 =0, by Case 2 of Proposition [, when ¢ is small enough,
IAm(€) + An(€) + Ni(e)| > €2/5 (90)
which, combined with (60]), shows that the multiplier in d, D, is bounded by

(A (€) + Aue) + ile)] < e
[Am(€) + An(€) + Ni(e)]> ™

instead of (G3)). Since both (¢. o 1) (1+ W)t —1)/e and (¢ o p7 1) ((1+
W,)~! — 1) are of class S uniformly in e, it follows that, for & > 3,

|@8)| Si € ()] Ex(t)*? S €2 By(t) Er(t)*? (92)

provided that € is small enough.

The terms (87), (8]) and (89) are like (57)), (58]) and (BI) respectively,

execpt that instead of the uniform lower bound of A, (€)+ A, (€)+X;(€) we now
have (O0), which loses two factors of €, but we are helped by the e-smallness

(91)
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of (¢! o 1)((1+W,)~! — 1), which wins back a factor of . All told we lose
a factor of € compared to (§Il), so for k > 5,

|&T) + (BF) + @D S lel (1 + Ea(8)'?) Ex(t)? (93)

provided that € and ||g(t)||g1/|e| are small enough.
Combining ([02) and (@3] shows that for & > 5,

d

—Dan(t) = Enan ()] S el (1 + Ey(t)'?) Ex(t)? (94)

provided that € and ||g(t)||g1/|€| are small enough. We can also save a factor
of € in the other terms FEnoo, Eno3 and Epygy thanks to the e-smallness of
(¢L o ) and ¢ o ¢ — 1. Hence the bound (@4 also holds for Enos, Enas
and F N24-

Combining (54)), (8I]) and (@4) shows that, for k > 5,

[k/2]+1

E(t) = Ex(0) = > cje(Dip(t) — D1 (0) ZD% — Dy;(0))

j=2
_ 1/2
+ Ou(lel (1 + B E2|| 11 o))

provided that e and ||g(t)||z:/|€| are small enough. Similarly to (82), for

k>3
Do (D)) S €(t) ()| Br()*? = Ex(t)?/e].
Hence if E(0) = 62 <1 and Ej, < 262 on [0,¢] then
Er(t) = 0% + |e| 710 + Op(t|e| 10%).

Assume §/¢? is small. Then the second term on the right-hand side < §°/2,
so we close the estimate for a time ¢t <, |e|/6%, which is also the lifespan in
this case.
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