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ON THE STABILITY OF THE ABRIKOSOV LATTICE IN THE LOWEST
LANDAU LEVEL

PIERRE GERMAIN, VALENTIN SCHWINTE, AND LAURENT THOMANN

ABSTRACT. We study the Lowest Landau Level equation set on simply and doubly-periodic domains
(in other words, rectangles and strips with appropriate boundary conditions). To begin with, we
study well-posedness and establish the existence of stationary solutions. Then we investigate the
linear stability of the lattice solution and prove it is stable for the (hexagonal) Abrikosov lattice,
but unstable for rectangular lattices.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS
1.1. The equation. Consider the Lowest Landau Level equation
i0yu = I(|ul?u),
h (lul"u) (LLL)
U(Oa ) = Uuop,
where II is the projector in L?(C) on the Fock-Bargmann space
|z|?
E&={u(z)=e 2 f(z), f entire holomorphic } N L*(C),
which is given by the kernel
1 2 e Lol
Mu)(z) = —e '3 / ¢ 4 (w) dL(w), (1.1)
d C

(L being simply the Lebesgue measure on C). Notice that II extends as an operator from .#’(C)

onto the space
|z

£ = {u(z) —e 2

f(2) . f entire holomorphic : 3M , |u(z)| < ()M},
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on which II is the identity operator. For this reason, we shall extend equation 1) to £.

1.2. The Physics of (LLL). The reviews [3,[19] provide very good overviews of the physics of ro-
tating Bose-Einstein condensates. Different experiments showed that they exhibit triangular arrays
of vertices [1, B0, 41], known as Abrikosov lattices, which are stable and support oscillations known
as Tkachenko waves [13]. These patterns are interpreted as minimizers of the Gross-Pitaevskii
energy to which a trapping term and a rotation term are added. It can be written as follows

1 1 1
E(u) = / [ (V —iQA)ul> + =(1 — )|z} |ul? + =|u|?| da.
R2 |2 2 2

Here A = _;2 , €1 is the speed of rotation, and the other physical constants were scaled out.
1

In order to make sense of these arrays, further simplifications are needed. One possibility is
the Thomas-Fermi regime, examined in [20]. Another possibility, which will occupy us here, is to
consider the lowest Landau level regime, which arises under two physical assumptions. To start
with, we require that 2 — 1, so that the second term in F becomes negligible compared to the
first one. Furthermore, we assume that the first term in £ is dominant compared to the third, and
that the energy levels of Ay =V 4 -V 4 with V4 =V —iQA are well separated. This means that
states of low energy F will be in the ground state of Ay.

This ground state is very degenerate; this is the lowest Landau level which is well-known in
quantum Hall Physics [26], [36]. Let us describe the lowest Landau level in the case 2 = 1. Observe
that, writing z = z1 4 122,

IV —iA)ulf2 = 2]julf2 + 128 + 2)ull?..

This formula implies that the ground state of Ay (when © = 1) is the whole Fock-Bargmann
space €. Summarizing, we reduced the problem to the energy

H(u) = /R2 [|u|4 + (1 - QQ)|Z|2|U|2} dL(z), uef.

Considering now the time-dependent problem, it turns out that the Hamiltonian flow given by
|z|%|u|? is trivial, and that it commutes with the Hamiltonian flow given by / |u|*, which is (CLIJ);

thus the full time-dependent problem reduces to (LLLJ).

In the lowest Landau level regime, the energy has been considerably simplified, and the state
space has a very rigid structure; this enabled theoretical progress on the distribution of vortices
of minimizers in [6, 29, 52]. Tkachenko waves can also be considered in the lowest Landau level
regime [8] [47].

It is in the context of superconductors that regular arrays of vortices [2] and the Tkachenko waves
they support [50] were first observed and theoretically described. These systems are described by
the Ginzburg-Landau equations of superconductivity. Focusing on the wave function and neglecting
the self-consistent magnetic field, one finds the same energy as above, also defined on the Bargmann-
Fock space, but there is a major difference: the relevant time-dependent problem is not Hamiltonian,
but rather a gradient flow. For this reason, the results derived in the present paper apply to the
Ginzburg-Landau equations as long as they only pertain to properties of H on the space £ (typically,
its Hessian at critical points). But the results describing properties of the Hamiltonian system ([LLL|)
do not have a good counterpart in the context of time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau.

1.3. Mathematical results. The mathematical analysis of was initiated in [5] for the time-
independent and [34] for the time-dependent problem. These works were later extended in [24] 42].
In [43, 51], systems of coupled equations were studied and travelling waves were constructed,
providing examples of solutions with growing Sobolev norms.
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Many works were devoted to the analysis of rotating Bose-Einstein condensates [4, 9, 38 [39, [40],
studying the variational problem at the level of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation and also proving its
convergence to the time-independent version of .

The existence and stability of doubly periodic solutions to the Ginzburg-Landau equations has
been studied in [44] 45] [46]. These doubly periodic solutions appear in a regime corresponding to
the lowest Landau level reduction; but, as noticed above, the time-dependent problem is parabolic
and hence very different from the Hamilonian system .

The equation also arises as the completely resonant system for the cubic nonlinear
Schrodinger equation. The completely resonant system was derived from the cubic (NLS) on the
two-dimensional torus in [I8], and was studied in [22] 23]. An analogous derivation can be followed
from the confined Gross-Pitaevskii equation [31) 2I]. Finally, the completely resonant system can
also be interpreted as the modified scattering limit of the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation
with partial harmonic confinement [28]. In all these works, vortex arrays have not been reported.

We also refer to [25] 1), 12} 17, [42] for more results on and related equations.

1.4. The Theta function and the Abrikosov lattice. We know turn to the mathematical
description of the Abrikosov lattice, which relies on the Jacobi Theta functions.

Let 7 = 1 +imp € C with 75 > 0. The Jacobi Theta function on the lattice £, = Z & 7Z is
defined (see [15, Chapter V]) by

+oo
@T(Z) = — Z (_1)n€i7r7(n+1/2)2ez‘(2n+1)7rz7 » e C.
n=—oo
The O, function vanishes exactly on £, and is such that
O,(—2) = —0,(2), O,(2+1)=-0,(2), O (247)=—e e ?Q,(2). (1.2)

For more results on Theta functions, we refer to [27, § 4] (in this book, the notation 01 (z,7) = ©,(z)
is used) and we refer also to the book [32]. We also mention the expository paper [35] of F. Nier
making connections with various point of views.

To every Theta function, we associate the function

1,2 dm, 11,2 z T17-—1
) =e2” # 3l (O ety .
o(2) =e v ~ 5

For the choice of v2m = 4?Jm T = 7, this function is L> and belongs to E. Furthermore, it is a

stationary solution of the (LLL) equation (see Remark below). Finally, its period is the lattice
Lry=vZ+7TZ);ifT=j= es and 72 = 2 this period is given the hexagonal array known as

V3’
the Abrikosov lattice!
Introduce now the magnetic translation in the direction o € C
Rou(z) = e%[o‘z_az}u(z + ).

For any a € C, R,, is a symmetry of (LLL) (and in particular, it leaves £ invariant). The symmetries
of the O, function translate into the following identity for ®g:

R,®g = R,,® = Py. (1.3)

1.5. Results obtained. The main theme of the present paper is the stability of vortex lattices
under the flow of (LLL). Since it is quite difficult to make progress on this question in full generality,
we simplify the problem by considering perturbations which respect the symmetries (1.3) of ®g,
resulting into doubly- or simply-periodic functions.

In Section [3, we investigate the case of doubly periodic functions, namely elements of £ which
satisfy Ryu = Ry,u = u with the necessary quantization condition y?7, € 7N. The equation (LLL])
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turns into a finite-dimensional Hamiltonian system, for which we propose a convenient coordinate
system, and establish some elementary properties.

In Section@ we consider simply periodic functions, namely elements of £ such that R,u = u; they
can be thought of as being defined on a vertical strip of width v and extended by periodicity. We
develop the theory of in this setting by establishing local well-posedness and characterizing
stationary solutions which decay at infinity. We also exhibit a Hilbert basis

2\ 1 1
Yn(2) = Rinzto(2), with po(2) = <2> ez® ~3ll
¥ ™
for periodic functions in £ which are square integrable on the strip. This basis provides a very
natural coordinate system for : the formulation is simple and stationary solutions are very
easy to express.

In Section |4} we consider the linearization of (LLL)) around &g with 7 = %, which corresponds
to rectangular lattices. The linearized problem is given by

10y + Av = T[2|®g|*v + 27 (1.4)

We are able to completely analyze this problem by viewing it in the Hilbert basis (¢,), identifying
a convolution structure, and then taking the Fourier transform. This leads to the following result.

Theorem 1.1 (Instability for rectangular lattices). For any v > 0 and 7 = f{%, the linearized
problem (1.4)) is exponentially unstable.

We refer to Theorem [4.1] for a precise statement.

Finally, in Section@ we turn to the linearization of (LLL|) around Abrikosov lattices, namely ®q

with 7 = 5. When viewed in the appropriate functional framework, this linearization is stable
in L? and even exhibits decay in L. The approach is similar to the case of rectangular lattices:
switching to the Hilbert basis, identifying a convolution structure, and taking the Fourier transform,;
but the analysis is more involved.

Theorem 1.2 (Stability for the Abrikosov lattice). Consider a solution v of the linearized prob-
lem (1.4) around the Abrikosov lattice, expand it in the Hilbert basis (1) and take the Fourier
transform of the coefficients to obtain f(t,€), with & € [0,1], and define g(t,&) = f(t,—€). In
particular, fo corresponds to the initial value v(t = 0) viewed through this transformation. Then
L? stability holds in the following form

f+yg Jo+ g0
H + 1 2oy S + 1 follz2jo,1)
HeAlz2(jo,1)) Kz (o)
while L°° decay can be captured as follows
1 fo+ g0
lv@llz=c) S 775 + 1 foll 20,17 | -
©) ~ 3173 1 H(0A]) (10,1])

where p is a smooth 1-periodic function such that u(&) ~ c&2 when & ~ 0.
We refer to Theorem and Theorem for more precise statements.

1.6. Perspectives. Preliminary computations seem to indicate that the Abrikosov lattice (2 =

27“, T = j) is the only stable lattice, at least when perturbations are restricted to simply periodic

functions, but it is still an open question. We refer to Remark for a short dicussion of this
question.
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It seems very natural to try and prove nonlinear stability by building upon the decay proved for
the linearized problem around the Abrikosov lattice. However, the rather weak decay rate ¢t~1/3,
which is optimal, makes this problem quite challenging.

Finally, the stability of the Abrikosov lattice, both at the linearized and at the nonlinear level,
remains an outstanding problem.

Acknowledgements. Pierre Germain was supported by a Wolfson fellowship from the Royal
Society and the Simons collaboration on Wave Turbulence. Valentin Schwinte was supported by
the grant DrEAM from Université de Lorraine. Laurent Thomann was supported by the ANR
project "SMOOTH” ANR-22-CE40-0017.

2. (LLL) ON DOUBLY PERIODIC DOMAINS (CELLS)

In this section, we construct solutions to (LLL) such that |u| is doubly periodic. We will rely on
results of Aftalion-Serfaty [7, Section 3]. In the sequel, we work with the general lattice

Lry=~vZ®TZ)
with v > 0, and we consider the space
Ery = {u €& Rou=u, R,u= u}
= {u c&:ulz+7)=e2®Au(z), u(z+v7) = e%(ﬁ(z_z)_m(zﬁ))u(z) = e@u(z)},
so that in particular for all u € &;, and z € C, |u(z 4+ )| = |u(z + v7)| = |u(z)].
We define the fundamental cell of £, by
Kry={z=7(r1 +7r27), 11,72 €[0,1]}.
2.1. Multiplicative description of & ,.

Proposition 2.1 ([7]). Let v > 0 and 7 € C with 79 = Jm7 > 0

(i) If v*m5 ¢ 7N, then &, = {0}.

(i1) If v*m9 = =N for some N € N, then Er~ is a complex vector space of dimension N. It can
be described as the set of functions vanishing N times modulo L. (counting multiplicity),
which can be written under the form

u(z) = —z2+bz— 5122 H e, (Z — ZJ) (2.1)

where A € C and (zj)1<k<n € C are representatives of the zeroes of u modulo L+~ and finally
b e C and the (z;j) satisfy the relations

’yb = i(=N + 2k)7

Q

Zz] (T —=1)N — kry + {~ (2.2)

[\

for some k.l € 7.

A few remarks are in order

e This theorem appears in [7] with a minor misprint in the equation for b; we include the
proof, which follows that in [7], in Appendix.
e Up to selecting the representatives modulo L. of the zeroes of u, we can ensure that

Z;V 1Y = VéV(T — 1) + 44, or in other words k = 0.
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e The condition on 7 can be understood by the following way: let u € &, u # 0. Then
clearly RyRy;u = Ry;Ryu = u. Next, from we obtain the quantification condition
v?1y € 7N.

e Geometrically, this theorem is stating that &;, is non empty when the volume of the
fundamental cell has area N, and elements of the space vanish IV times on it.

e By Lemma for N=1,a=p8=win , v =~~!, h = 1 we recover the function
defined in [5, Proposition 4.1].

In the sequel we assume that
imIN
T:Tl—i—mT for some N € N.
g

2.2. Additive description of &;,. For 0 <k < N — 1 define

_ 2ikw

Erm = {ueg:Ryu:u, Rwﬁfu:e N

= {u €& u(z+7) =e2® Du(z), u(z+ %) = e_%eﬂ?zz;rﬁ)u(d}-

We observe immediately that

ST777k - ST,A/’
as follows by iterating the periodicity condition in the direction 7 and using (A.3)). Define next
1.2 dm, 1 1
Bo(z) = 2”757 élz\z@% (§(z 3 Z0)>’ = %(% —1), (2.3)
which satisfies Ry ®y = ®¢ and R% Py = Py. Thenfor 0 <k < N —1 set
Bi(2) = Rig@o(z) = e F 3580 (Lo o), =1L -4
z) = z)=c¢e e | —(z—2z 2 ==(=—-1— =
k ke @0 75 K)o =5y N

2ikm

so that R, ®; = ®;, and R%q}k =e N .

The &; - turn out to provide an orthogonal decomposition of &; ,, as is stated in the following
proposition; this result appeared in [35] in a slightly different guise. See also [37, 33] on the
kernel ky.

Proposition 2.2. Recall that v > 0 and v>7, = ©N for some N € N.
(i) For any k, the space E; . is generated by Py,
Er i = spang {q)k},

and the space & is the direct sum of the &, 1,

N-1
Ery = @ Ery k-
k=0

(i) The family (®y) is orthogonal in L*(K;~) and furthermore for any k € 7Z,

71_2
| @R e =Ny 5o
K 2

Ty

(iii) For any k € Z,

_Z\]'2 ﬁ . T
/ [@r(2) dL(z) = = e Y e HA
K 2 :
Y JLEL
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Proof. (i) The proof follows closely that of Proposition given in Appendix [Bl Consider u €
Eryke- Let {zj<j<p be the zeros of u in the fondamental cell Kz of the lattice £z . With the
second periodicity condition, the z;, = z; + EXZT are the zeroes of u in the fondamental cell K, of
the lattice L, , so that u has pN zeroes in K, ,. From Proposition and &,k C &7, We get

p =1. Then u has only one zero in Kz , and we write as in (B.1)),
u(z) = Ae 2l o thzg (l(z - z1))7
Ny

where a, 8, A € C. We take for simplicity A = 1 in the following. The first periodicity condition
Ryu = u of &, requires that a = % and 8 = —%r + %, with £ € Z. The second periodicity
condition of &, , . differs from Proposition the relation contains a R oL magnetic translation and

an additional phase factor e~ *% . Since T = 7;—];[, the coefficient on z in this periodicity condition
already match, and give no further information. Nevertheless, by matching the constant terms, one

gets
Zl:%(%_o ]Iif (L—f%)VZZkJr(L—E%)%

where L € Z. Taking (|1.2]) into account to get rid of (L — E%) ~, we obtain a multiplicative factor
2iml
Xe” 7 %, where X € C is a constant. Overall,

Erny e C spanc{®y}.

The reverse inclusion is easily obtained from the definition of ®;. It follows from the periodicity
condition that the spaces &, - ;. are in direct sum; and this direct sum equals & , by comparing the
dimensions.

(74) Denoting K {z =(r1 +reg), ri,7m2 €0, 1]}, for0<k,¢{<N-1
| wem@ae=3 [ _ .. te@EEde)
Koy Jj=0 0<r1<1,j<rggj+1

2

-1

_Z/Kl Rz ;®x(2) Rz ;94(2) dL(2) = (

J

2ij(k—0)7
250 / B1o(2)Py(2) dL(2)
K1,

I\
o

= 5/.3,5]\7/ |CI>k(z)\2dL(z).
K1

To compute the above right-hand side, matters reduce to the case k = 0, by periodicity and since
®;, = Riy Pg. Next, we observe that
N
1, 2,f 1 2 ; 1,2 z
R, ®g(z) = 2707 7 *07 2\Z0| 22— 32| @ﬁ(;)
2

Still using periodicity, and also that JRe [%zg -7 T2 — 5 L) 2] ] 4”?,

[y 1merare = [ woerane =5 [ | die O ane)

Y

From [0, Last equality on page 681], we have

7r2
JRCREE v\f
K1 2

Y
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(7i7) Arguing as in item (ii), we obtain

/K L) =N / By (2)[*dL(z) = N / o (2)[*dL(2)

2
:]\[6“72 /K1 }ezz **|Z‘2 ( )‘ dL

and from [5, First equality on page 682], we have

2 2
4 7Y 5 —2 i L -
/l |Pr(2)]"dL(2) = 1 e? Y el ,

T JHEL
as claimed. O
In the work [5], the authors consider functions v € £ such that |v(z + )| = |[v(z +~7)| = |v(z2)].

The next result, which is proved in [35, Paragraph 3|, shows that we can reduce to the study of the
space &; .

Lemma 2.3. Let v > 0 and 7 € C such that o = Jmr > 0. Assume that v € E and v Z 0 satisfies

lw(z+7)] = vz +7)| = [v(z)].
Then there exists 6 € C sur that u = Rsv € &, 5.

Proof. We have for all z € C, |Ryu(z)| = |u(z)|. Thus there exists a(z) € R such that R u(z) =
e #)y(z). Since « is entire, a is constant. Similarly, there exists § € R such that R, u(z) =
ePu(z). Now apply R, to the first relation and R, to the second, by we get that the exists
N € N such that ™ = ’TN . Set

5:m(ﬁ—ozﬁ)—i%:ﬁ(ﬁ—ow)7 (2.4)

then u = Rsv € & 5. O

2.3. The nonlinear term. The aim of this subsection is to understand the structure of the non-
linear term H(|u|2u) in the space &; ,, more specifically in the basis provided by the ®;. The first
step is to realize that II can be interpreted as an orthogonal projector, as will now be explained.
Define the space

Y(Tz—7%)

Fao = {u e L3(Kp). u(z+7) = FE), uz+97) = T u(z),

so that
Ery=FryNE.

Lemma 2.4. For all u,v € F;,

/ Tu(2)o(2)dL(z) = / w()TEAL(2).
K K

Y Y

Proof. With the change of variable £ = w — k7 — ¢ and the fact that

w(& + kry + y) = eév(ﬁ—@/%kv(ﬁ—@/2u(§)
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we get,
1 _
Mu(z) = —em 3l / ezw_%|w|2u(w)dL(w)
™ C
= le_%MQ / ezw_%‘wPu(w) dL(w)
™ k ez WEK ;o +kTy+Lly
— 1/ Z 6—%|z\2e—§\kT+€|2+(k?+€)’yze(z—k'yr—€*y)w—%|w|2u(w) dL(w).
Kryy g oez
Then
/ Mu(z)v(z) dL(z)
Krry
— 1/ Z e—%|z\2e—g|kT-‘rK\2+(k7+€)vz€(z—k'yfr—€7)w—%|w|2u(w)mdL(w) dL(Z)
T JKryxKry k ez,
_ / w(w)TT(o(w)) dL(w)
Koy
hence the result. O

Given an element u of F; 5, it can be thought of as a function on C, or as a function on K .
We will use the notations u¢“! and u"®* for these two representations (”extended” and "restricted”
respectively).

Lemma 2.5. The projector II on F; . can be interpreted as the orthogonal projector II' in LQ(KTW)
on Er~. In other words,
(1—‘[,1116:1:7&)}[{1—,’Y — H/ures.

Proof. On the one hand, if u € &, then both II and II' act as the identity. It is clear as
far as II' is concerned. Turning to II, we have that ITu®*? ¢ £ and TIue*t € Fr~ (since R,
and II commute), hence IIu belongs to En Frn = &r~. Furthermore, by the previous lemma,
(TTucet, V) 12(K,.) = (U, v) 2k, ) for any v € &7 5, hence u = Ilu.

On the other hand, choose u in the orthogonal set to &, in L?*(K;,). By definition of IT,
we get IT'u"® = 0. Turning to Iu®’, it is in &, by the same argument as above, and satisfies
(Tuert, V) 12(K,.) = (U, v) 2k, ) = 0 for any v € &;,; hence IMuc*t = 0. O

By the previous lemma, we will identify henceforth IT and IT', and we will also ignore the dis-
tinction between u*! and u"®*.

Proposition 2.6. If u; € &k, fori = 1,2,3, then Il(ujuouz) € Erqp, with ky = ki + ky — k3
mod N. Furthermore,

S . 1
H((I)kl (I)kz(l)k3) = )\(I)k4 with A= 7”(1)0”2 /K (I)kl (Z)(I)kQ (Z)(I)kg (Z)(I)k4 (Z) dL(Z).
L2 Ty

Proof. By (A.3)), for all a € C,
R, (H(ul’lJ,le?))) = H(RaulRauQRau;),).
Thus,
2i(ky+ko—kg)m

R%H(ulugﬁg) = H(R%ulR%ugR%u;g) =e N II(uyuouz),

which gives the first assertion. The formula for A follows from the fact that (®) is an orthonormal
basis and Lemma 2.4 O
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2.4. Dynamical consequences.

Proposition 2.7. Recall that v > 0 and v*1, = ©N for some N € N. Then, for all c € C, the
function

u(t,z) = ce_i)‘°|c|2t<1>k(z)
is a stationary solution of m, where
\<I>k |4dL(Z)
Ao = fK T Z ek

JLEL

42, (2.5)

In particular,

e If N =1 and 7 = &, which corresponds to the rectangular lattice, then
&t
1 =2 _x%?\ 2
Ao = —=e27? (Ze 7 ) . (2.6)
Vﬂj qEZ
_ _ A= — Vor ; ~
e [fN=1,71=¢3 and~vy= 371 which corresponds to the hexagonal lattice, then
2(2J+1)2

1 Aii _n22))
o= —e22(I2+2IT—J%) with I= e 2 and J = 2.7
=) 1= T e

Proof. The result of Proposition directly follows from Proposition (7i) and (iv). Let us
detail the cases of interest.

oIszlandT:%,thenby (12.5)

2| jr—tf? (25 ) —mig e
S et 3 SO (5 ()

G lET. JLET JEL ez

By the Poisson summation formula (C.3)) with o = 42 and z = O,

Z 67725 \/>

LEZ LeZ

which implies (2.6)).

oIszl,T:e%:—%—i—i@andyzg—%,then

A= 30 el = 37 o2 (412 +352)
JEL JAET
From (C.3)) with o = 7? and z = j/2, we deduce that

Ze V(e+55)? — \FZ -

LeZ ne’l

2 .
5’ +imng

On the other hand, using that %’yQ = ”—2 we find

A= YIS (T

JEZ nez

2

“W) = {( (I+J)+J(I—J)) = {(IQ +2LT — J?),

which was the claim. O
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Theorem 2.8. The equation (LLL) is globally well-posed in &~ : for all ug € & there exists

a unique u € C®(R; &) which depends smoothly on ug. Moreover, the following quantities are
conserved : for allt € R

/K ut, 2)2dL(z) = / g (=) [2dL(2),

Ty Kry
and

/K CERZOR / Jug(=)[*dL(2).

Y
Furthermore, the solution can be represented in any of the following forms:

(i) Assume that (zj0)1<j<n satisfy [2.2) for some k,l € Z, then the solution of (LLL) with data

o | LI

j=1
takes the form

u(t7 ,Z) — )\(t)e%ZZ‘F%(*N“FZk)Z*%VP H 6)7-(1(2 — Zj(t)))7

and we have for all t € R
N N
2 zj(t) = ; 2j0 = %(7’ —1)N — kry + £. (2.8)
N-1
(i1) Assume that ug € &~ reads up(z) = Xjo®j(2), with (Ajo)o<j<n—1 then
=0

<

=0
where (Nj(t))o<j<n—1 satisfy for all0 < j < N —

1
=0y Y ([ 0B edne) v T, 2.9)
0<j;<N—1 Koy
Ji—ja2+ijs=j [N]
1 2 _x

—1 _ 7wt
with Cy = (/ \<I>j\2dL> = —/—e »? and we have for allt € R
YNV«

N—

Y

—_

N—

A ()] = Aol
=0

—_

Jj=0

.

Remark 2.9. « When N = 0 we recover the solution u(t, z) = ceitres®* =312 found in [24, Proposi-
tion 6.1].
e When N = 1, we obtain the stationary solution

: oo l.2 dm, 1 1
u(t, z) = e dy(z) = htes? =5 2|Z|2@T(—(z - zo)), 20 = %(7’ —1).
Y

This stationary solution has already been obtained in [5]. Indeed, set v = -, then the function f;
which is defined in [5, Theorem 1.4] is v(z) = ez2/2*|z|2/267(§). Setu:= R_ ZOU where 2o = 3(7—1),
then u € &, with 7 = m/~%. Notice however that v ¢ &, because Ryv = —v and R.;v = —v.
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e The conservation law is a condition such that u belongs to the space & ,. By the
previous result, for all ¢ € R, any solution of has exactly N zeros (counted with multiplicity)
in a fundamental cell K,,. We can understand this fact in the following way: by the contour
formula, the number of zeros of w is locally preserved, until one zero crosses 0K ., but then
in this case, the number of zeros in K;, has to be conserved by the quasi-periodicity condition

[u(z + )| = |u(z +7)| = |u(2)].
e Assume that v € &, then RwNTv € & . As a consequence we can show that if u is solution

to - then er u is also solution with initial condition Rw ug. This can be reformulated for the

system ([2.9)) as : i (Ao(®), A1 (t), ..., An—1(t)) satisfies (2.9), then (A (t)y ., An—1(t), Ao(t)) also.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of part (i) of Proposition n For ug € &, we deduce that

the application u — ug — @ fO (Jul?u)(s)ds maps &:. into itself, and the fixed point argument
implies that for all t € R, u(t) € & 5.
The second part of the result follows from the characterisation of £, given in Proposition O

3. (LLL) ON SIMPLY PERIODIC DOMAINS (STRIPS)
3.1. Periodic functions in the Fock-Bargmann space. Denote F, the space
F. :{uegz R,yu:u}.

A subspace of F, is given by functions which are LP-integrable on a fundamental domain associated
to the translation z — z 4+ «. For convenience, we fix the vertical strip

g g
= —L < <
{zeC, 5 Rez 2},

and we consider the natural LP(S,) norm. Similarly, LP*(S,) N F, is the subspace of F, for which
the following norm is finite

[wllre(s,) = 1(2) ullLrs,)

1/4
bol2) = (i) b 4P,

Ty

Denote

and for n € Z

Yn(z) = RWTMZJO(Z) =e 7 “Yo(2).
Remark 3.1. Alternatively, we could have defined
Jn('z) = R%w()(z)

with the usual quantification condition on 7 and IN. This results in
2 2 2 .
.n“mwTq Tn 2inm

Jn(z) = R%on(z) =" N e 7 e v “y(z).

So the only dependence on 7 is through the number ¢~ which has modulus 1 and is thus
irrelevant.

3.2. On the restriction of the projector II on F,.

Lemma 3.2. LetII be the orthogonal projector from the space of R+ -invariant functions to LQ(SW) N Fy,
and denote K(z,w) its kernel, for (z,w) € S,.

(1) The kernel K is given by the formula

2 7r2 12,12 2_ 1 _oaT ¥
K(va):\/;ze 2 35 el b L i oo w)e%(g(z—w—Vﬁug)). (3.1)
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(ii) It enjoys the bound
1 N 2
1K (z,w)| S e z(Omz=Imw)”, (3.2)

(iii) For all u,v € F, N L*(S,)

/S ) /S w()TI0(2))dL(2). (3.3)

v

(iv) The projector 11 on {u, R,u = u} N L*(S,) can be identified with the orthogonal projector

from L?(S,) to F, ﬂLQ(S)

(v) For anyp > 2 cmd a > 0, the orthogonal projector I1 has a unique extension to LP(Sy) and

LPa(S,).

Proof. (i) We show that the periodized projection operator in the whole space agrees with the
projection operator given by (3.1). To get a formula for the periodized projection operator, we

write, if u is R,-invariant,
u(z + kvy) = e%(z_z)u(z).
The change of variable w = w’ + k7 results in

wz—f|w|2 ( wz——|w P4ky(z—w')— ;kQ'yQ

e w)=e u(w').

Making this change of variable in the integral after splitting it into vertical strips gives

]. 7\Z|2 ﬁzfl|w|2 1 7%
MMu(z) = —e™ 2 e 2 y(w) dL(w) = —e” 2 Z

T C T kez, Y wESy+ky
L wz—f\wP ky(z—w)

=_e e Ze (w) dL(w).

Sy keZ
Comparing with the above formula, we need to check that
TR T s 2
226§z+ 262}: (z—w)— % 76wzzek'yz w)
™ kez kez

but this follows from the Poisson formula (C.3) with x = 2%

(i) Let N =2, 7 = Q,Y%, and 21 = zp = 3(7 — 1). Then, the function

2
1,2 2w, 1 1
u(z) = e 73 gy, <(2—z1)>
Y

= g This proves (3.1)).

is of the form ({2.1). Therefore, u is periodic over the lattice L, , so that it is bounded. This

implies that

o (Lie ) T+ 1) St
2\ Y
Then, using (i) and
1 1 1 1 1
Z(z —w)? — ~|z — w|* 122 - Z|Z|2 + ZEQ - Z|w|2 - Z(2z@ — Zw — ZW),
we get
‘K(Z w) z 7—| |24 w i|w|27%(2zﬁfzw7%)‘ )
We write, for z = x—i—iy,w =a+1be€ SW,
1 1
122—112\2—1—1 f] 2 —7(22w—zw—zw)
i 15

1 .
=—xy— —y° — fab— fb2 + yb+ 2i(ya — xb) = 2(y —b)? + %(:L‘y —ab+ 2(ya — zb)),

2 2
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and obtain the bound

(7i7) Can be proved like Lemma

(iv) Can be proved like Lemma
(v) By the assertion (i7), we can write for u € L}

1Ml s,y = ||(2)° /5 K (2, wyu(w)dL(w)

Lr(S,)

< / ¢~ 3OME I () 4 (2 ) Yu(w)dL(w)
S’Y

Lr(Sy)
S I ull s,y = lullpras,),
and the result follows. O
We shall now prove hypercontractivity estimates for all LP — L9,
Lemma 3.3. Let u € F,. Then for any 1 < p < q < +o0,
lullzacs,) S lullpes,)- (3.4)

Proof. By interpolation, it is sufficient to prove the result for p > 1 and ¢ = +oo. If u € F,
u(z) = Hu(z) = / K(z,w)u(w)dL(w).
S’7

By (3.2), the kernel K and the Holder inequality, for all z € S5,
u(2)] < 1K (2, )l 1 s,y lullosy) S lullzecs,),

which is the desired result. ([l

3.3. The family (¥y,)nez is a Hilbertian basis of L%(S,) N F,.
Lemma 3.4. The family (¢n)nez is orthonormal and forms a Hilbertian basis of L*(Sy) N F,.
In particular, the function ®y defined in (2.3)) has a natural expansion in the family (¢ )nez,

namely a direct computation shows that, with zo = (% — 1),

1,2 im 1 - T

By(z) = 2 T2 g (;(z - ZO)) = e iV ( . R a(2). (3.5)

1/4 Ho0
—_— e

n=—oo

Proof. 1t is clear that 1y € F,, and this remains true for ), since [Rinx, R,] = 0. Furthermore,
vy

B 9 \V2 oo v, 24 27 (k) ko )a— 2T (ky +ko)
/ ¢k1 (Z)kadL(Z) = (2> / / e 4 ¥ 1 2)T 5 L 2 yd$ dy
S, ™ e

5 \ 1/2 ©
:( ) 5k1,k27/ e T MYy = 5 s

2
™y —00

which shows that the family is orthonormal.
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We now show that the family is complete. Let u € L?(S,) N F,. For z = z + iy, we set
v(z,y) = u(z)e™™¥. Then for all y € R, the function x — v(z,y) is y—periodic. We expand it in

2imkx

Fourier series v(z,y) = > ez ck(y)e

Julltas,y = lolBags,) = - [ lentw)lPdy < oc.
kez /R

and we have

Therefore, for all k € Z, ¢, € L?>(R). We now expand ¢ in the Hilbertian basis of L?(R) given by
(translated) Hermite functions. Namely, for all k € Z, there exists a family of polynomial (P;);>0
where P; ), has degree j and such that

km\2 =
cr(y) = e U P(y).
§=0
Coming back to u, it can be written as the following convergent series
. 2imkx kw2
u(z) =TT R (),

k€Z >0

where the summands are orthogonal. To show that the family (¢r) is complete, using the continuity
of II on L?(S,) by Lemma (#ii), it suffices to show that the orthogonal projection of each
summand can be written as a linear combination of these functions.
We will do so by showing that, for all £ € Z and j > 0, there exists C;;, € C such that
— km km . 2ikma
Aj,k — H(e (y+ ~ )2 (y n l)jeziﬂlﬁ- ~ ) — Cj,k‘d)k(z)a (36)
Y

By the formula for the projection

i = e [ O LT B At S g
C

= —e 2 e
s 23 vy

212 — T ) ]
Lo [ ettt g 2R
T(20) c v

. 2(/2)| J s U B L]
(242 C 7

Let t € R and let us compute

too ) j .7 . 2|2 ik i W
20 J: C
From [24], Section 6] we recall the formula

T b(cb+2a)
4

/62w2+aw+bw+cw2 dL(U)) — 56

Weseta:@—kt,b:ﬁz—tandc:l,thus

+o0o NG ) )
Zw(2z)9 A o 7@ Bk ¢ — 2w+ (BZEE 4ty (v/ 22— t) T+ w? dL
27/2+1 4l - 3¢ € € (w)
= ! c
2 2 .
T 1,2 z=_ |27 | 2ikwz 142
= —eTiteT T2 TR = Crem 1 yp(2). (3.7)

2
Finally, by identifying the powers of ¢ in the expansion (3.7) we get (3.6)). O
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Remark 3.5. Since the () form a Hilbertian basis of L?(S,) N F,, we can recover the expression
of the kernel K as follows:

K(zow) = Y tp(2)ihp(w)
keZ
2 2ikm (,_p) 271-2k2

L2 Ljy)?
= ei’z** 23w ‘w‘EeW 7?2

s
fy kEZ

2 . .
N (l(z L 1))e—%<z—w)+%z2_5|z\2+%@2_§\w\2‘
T2 52 \y v o2

3.4. The equation (LLL) on F,: basic structure.

3.4.1. The equation in physical space.

Lemma 3.6. The following quantities are formally conserved by the flow of (LLL|)

- / fu(2)|* dL(2)
Sy

_ / fu(2)[? dL(z)
S’Y

P(u) = /S w(z)lu(z) dL(z) = z/ (z — Z)|u(z)|? dL(2)

.
(Hamiltonian, mass and momentum respectively).

Proof. The proof of the first point and the two first conservation laws are similar to what we did
previously.

Let us check the equality of the two different expressions of P(u). We write u(z) = f(2)e” 2,
where f is an holomorphic function. Then

/ u(z)Tiu(z)dL(z) = z/ f(2)(zf(2) —(‘iﬁ"(;:))@flz‘2 dL(z)
s, S,
- 2/ z]f(z)|ze_z|2dL(z)+i/ )20 (e ) di(2)
Sy S,
z/ (z — 2)|u(2)|? dL(z).

s

The conservation of ( ) follows from the action of R, on F,, but we can give a direct proof:
1

Set 0, = £(0, — i0y), Oz = 3(0, +i0y). First we check that for all u,v € F,

Ou(2)o(D)dL(z) = — /S w(2) T (D dL(z).

Sy

Writing u(z) = f(z)e /2, we have II(zu) = 0, f(z)e~ /2, which implies that

/S 7 () Pula) T (Fu)dL (= / L F(2)e 2P dL(2)

= 0. (f2(2))e 1 dL(z) = /S 2| f(2)[ e 2 dL(z) = / Zlu(z)|*dL(2).

Sy
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Together with (3.3]) , this implies that

% Sw(z = 2)|u(2)*dL(z) = —2iRe /W(z — Z)u(2)(|ul*u)(2)dL(z)
= -2 z — 2)u(2))|ul?u(z z)=—2 z—2)|ulz)[* z) =
= 2f)%e/jl(( Jul2) lul?u(z) dL(2) m/sf u(z)|* dL(z) = 0
hence the result. ]

The symmetries of the equation (LLL|) on a strip are as follows:

Phase rotation: u — e?u, for 6 € R.
Horizontal magnetic translation: v — Ryu, for 8 € R.
Vertical magnetic translation: v — Rix u.

.
Symmetry around the origin: u(z) — u(—=z).

By Noether’s theorem, the two continuous symmetries (phase rotation and horizontal magnetic
translation) are related to the conserved quantities (mass and momentum respectively).

3.4.2. The equation in the Hilbertian basis (V¥n)nez-
Lemma 3.7. If ki, ko, k3, ks € Z are such that ki — ko + k3 — k4 # 0, then

— 25 ((eo—k1)>+ (ko —k3)?)

/S Vi Bintbs Ta (2) L(2) = 4 7y Pk =kt ks — ks =0
¥ 0

ifkl—k2+k3—k4750.
In other words,

. 1 _ =2 2 2 )
H(wqu’%wkg)(z) = ﬁe ) ((kz k1)2+(k2—k3) )wlm(z) with ky = ky — ko + k3. (3.8)

Proof. We write
[ vt (L)

ol 2im 2m 2 w2 (124 120 121 1.2
_ 22 / / ¢ 5 (i —harths —ha)o— 25 (ba ok tha)y—4y* = T3 (R HS TR
™" Jo JR

which vanishes if k1 — ko + ks — k4 # 0. Assuming that ky — ko + ks — kg =0,

™ 7\'2
2 6—27(k1+k2+1c3+k4)y—4y2—72(k§+k§+k§+k§) e
™ JR

/S i Dy ks T ()AL (2) =

2 2 Q_ﬁ 2,121 1.2 1.2 2
N (k1+ko+ks+ka) 72 (k3 +k2+k3+k4) 6_4y dy,
™y R
which gives the desired formula. O

From now on, we denote

L —m2 (ko) 2+ (ka—ks)?)
A _ o ((k2—k1 2—k3)®)
k1,k2,k3 7\/7?6

Expanding a solution of (LLL) in the Hilbertian basis
u(tv Z) = Z )‘k(t)wk(z)v

kEZ
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it follows from the above proposition that the coordinates (\x) satisfy the equation

d
i () = D Ak (D (DM (1), K EZ. (3.9)
k1—ko+ks=k

The Hamiltonian, the mass and the momentum can be expressed in the Hilbertian basis as

1 -

H(u) = 4 Z Ak1,k2,k3)‘k1 Az ks Aky
k1—ka+ks=k4

M(u) =) Ml

keZ

27
Plu) === kAl

v kEZ

as follows by expressing these quantities in the Hilbertian basis (¢,).

As for symmetries in this new coordinate system, they can be expressed as follows:
e Phase rotation: \; — \ge®?, for 0 € R.

2mik 2mik
Horizontal magnetic translation: A\, — e 7 9)%, for 0 € R (since Ry, = e 7 0¢k).
Vertical magnetic translation: A\ — A1 (since Rix ¥k = ¥p11).

Symmetry around the origin: A\ — A_j (since wk(lz) =Y_k(z)).

3.5. Local and global solutions of periodic LLL. For any o > 0, we define the Banach
space £°°“ constituted of sequences, given by the norm

I(Ak)lleoe.a = sup (k) [ Ak
keZ

We also define LP(S,) the weighted Lebesgue space by the norm

[fllzrecs,y = 162" FllLecs,)-

In this section, we will prove well-posedness results. We also refer to [24, Section 3| where similar
results are obtained for (LLL|) in the whole space.

Proposition 3.8. We have local well-posedness results on the following spaces:

(1) For any p € [1,00], the equation is locally well-posed in F N LP(S,): for any data
ug € Fy N LP(S,) there exists T > 0 and a unique solution u € C([0,T], Fy N LP(S,)), which
depends smoothly on ug.

(13) For any p € [1,00], > 0, the equation is locally well-posed in LP*(Sy): for any data
ug € Fy N LP(S,) there exists T > 0 and a unique solution u € C([0,T], Fy N LP*(S,)),
which depends smoothly on ug.

(#i1) By writting u = Z AUk, the equation 1s locally well-posed in £°°% for o > 0.

keZ

Proof. (i) and (ii): It suffices to prove that the map u — I1(|u|?u) is smooth on the weighted spaces
LP*(S,), for 2 < p < 400 and o > 0, with a differential bounded on bounded subsets. This follows
from both Lemma [3.2] item (i), and the hypercontractivity estimates (3.4):
1 () TL(fgh)llLr(s,) S ()" fahlle(s,) SN2 Flloees,)9llzoe (s 17l Lo (s,
S fllees ) (20 glliees)ll ()% Bllzegs,)
= | fllra(syllgllLeais,) 1Bl Leacs,)-
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(7i7) The equation in (A;) coordinates can be written

n—p+m==k
s 2 5\2
= 1 Z Z 6_%(@—2) +(m—%) >)‘S*m)‘5—k‘)\m =R\ N).
7\/7? SEZmeZ

We need to prove that R maps (£°°%)3 to £°>% that is to say

e S8 L B ()] 1 L
g Z (S — k) Z (m)* (S —m)® S ()

SEZ meZ
We first deal with the sum over m € Z:

_2n2

g1 1 gy ]
2 ORCETRCR SR

meZ meZ

It remains the sum over S € Z. It is similarly bounded:

_2n? (. 5)2 1 1
o SJ e K (k 2> (0% (0% S (o)
* SZGZ (S —k)T(S)™ ~ (k)

which is the result. O

Finally, we state a global well-posedness result for (LLL|) on the strip, which is very similar to
the case of the equation posed in the whole space, therefore we refer to [24, Proposition 3.7] for the
proof.

Proposition 3.9. Assume that 2 < p < 4. The equation (LLL|) is globally well-posed for data
ug € Fy N LP(S,) and such data lead to solutions in C*(R,F, N LP(S,)), depending smoothly
on ug.

We stress that the global well-posedness for data ug € F, N L>(S,) is an open problem.
3.6. Classification of stationary solutions with a finite number of zeros in a strip.
Definition 3.10. An M-stationary wave is a solution of of the form
u(t) = e g, where a € R, ug € F,.
An M Q-stationary wave is a solution of of the form
u(t) = e R _wup, wherea € R, a = a; +iag € C, ug € Fy.
They are given, respectively, by the solutions of
au = TI(|u|?u) (M)
au+ a - Tu = II(Jul?u), (MQ)
where, by , a-I'= aiT'y + asl's is the operator on F, defined by

Flzi(z—az—%), r2:(z+az+§).

Since 'y, = %T”wk, the operator I'; can be expressed in the Hilbertian basis as

T () = (”’kxk)k

Y
We define the set

g= {u € F, and u has a finite number of zeros modulo 'y}.
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To begin with, we provide a complete characterization of the space G.

Lemma 3.11. o (multiplicative description) The function uw € G has N zeros modulo v if it
can be written under the form

N
1,2 2inL, 11,12 ir
U(Z) = Cegz + ~ z 2|Z‘ H (e,yzsin (E(Z _ Zk:)))
k=1 v
where L € Z, ¢ € C and (z1)1<k<n i1 Sy.
e (additive description) The function u € G has N zeros if it can be written under the form

ztp(2),

1.2 1 2
u(z) = cez? 2l
2miz

where Z = e 7 and P is a complex polynomial of degree N such that P(0) # 0.

Notice that this proves the embedding G C L%(S,).

Proof. The proof of the multiplicative description is similar to the proof of Proposition denote
by (zr)1<k<n the zeroes of w in the strip —y/2 < ez < /2 and write

N .
w(z) = e 27y (2) H (e%z sin (E(z — zk))>

k=1 v
By construction, ¢ does not vanish on C, and is entire; thus, it can be written ¢ = ¥, with ¥
entire. Furthermore, denoting A = C\ Uy, vy B(2x +n7,€) for € > 0 small enough, it is easy to

nez

see that |p(z)]| < CeCl*” on A, hence on C by the maximum modulus principle. This implies that
ReW(z) < C|z|? on C, and applying the Borel-Caratheodory theorem gives that ¥ is a polynomial
of degree 2. Therefore, we can write

N .
u(z) = ce— 3l +az+Bz H (e%z sin (z(z — zk))>
v

k=1

Finally, the periodicity condition Ryu = u leads to a = % and g = %

To prove the additive description, notice that e % sin (%(z - zk)) can be written under the form
aZ + b, with b # 0. This proves that any function which in the multiplicative form above can also
be expressed in the additive form. Conversely, if a function can be put in the additive form, it
belongs to G and has N zeros modulo 7 since z — Z is a bijection from S, to C\ {0}. O

Proposition 3.12. The M -stationary solutions to (LLL)) in G are given by the formula

el?

u(t, z) = chy(2)e vE keZ, ceC.

There are no MQ-stationary solutions beyond the above examples.

Notice that the previous waves belong to L?(S,) and that for u(t,z) = cyp(2)e”
Loa 1 4
Mu)=c[*,  Qu) =kl|c[,  H(u)= alullas,) = W\C’ :

Proof. Let u € G be a MQ@-stationary solution to (LLL]), namely u(t,z) = e “*R_,U(z) for
some a € R, @« € C and U € G. Thus there exists L € Z such that U(z) = ce%ZZ_%‘ZRZLP(Z)
where the polynomial P satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma :‘3.11L Next, U satisfies the equation

aU + o -TU =TI(|U|?U). Let B € C, then by and (A5
(a + 20m(aB)) RsU + (a - T)RsU = TI(|RgU P RpU).
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After that, observe that

ﬁ 272
R ir e2?' 3l |2ZLP(Z)] = ptZM P (uZ)e % e27 3l with p = e’ 27,
il
thus, choosing g = —%L and setting V = RgU, it suffices to treat the case L = 0. Moreover

[Ry,Rg] =0, so that V € G. Then, V can be expanded as

1.2 1 2 N 21]71'
|| cje

j=0 7=0

Mz

]77[)] 7

with dp # 0 and dy # 0. Therefore
|V’2V(Z) - Z djldijzdjstbjl?hwjz’,(z)-

0<j1,42,53<N

We compute the coefficient of highest degree in II(|V[?V): this is given by j1 = jz = N, j2 = 0.

_ _2n2N? )
By (3.8), II(¢3%0) = ﬁe 12 an. On the other hand, we observe that I'stp, = (22 + ZZ%)wn
Then, if V satisfies (a+2Jm(af))V + (a-T)V = I(|V[*V), then we must have N = 0, and ap = 0.
Finally, U = cR iz Y9 = Y1, hence the result. ]
Y

4. LINEARIZED ANALYSIS AROUND RECTANGULAR LATTICES

From now on and in the following sections, we assume that N = 1. In the present section, we
assume furthermore that the lattice is rectangular, namely that 7 = 0 and o = 72, so that 7 = f{—’r

Recall the definition of the strip
Sy={z=z+iy, ze€(0,7], yeR},

which we regard as a fundamental domain for functions in F,.
Also recall the Hilbert basis
n2K2 22 1|Z‘2

2 1,2 1, 2 2ikm 1.2 1
Yo(z) = (772)1/4 e 2 (z) = Rusn () = (772)1/46 LI AL F<Y A

2ik

It is such that R,y =€ v Y if @ € R and 'y, = 2”’“1/1
By (3.5] . we have the expansion

L i7r 1 ﬂ_
0o = (L)1 3 v =eb 5 MF <v<2”27>>’
ol

n=—0oo

and it was observed in Remark that this function gives the M-stationary wave
B(t, 2) = e Mdg(2).

Ignoring its phase, this solution is periodic with respect to translations in vZ and y7Z, and thus
corresponds physically to a rectangular lattice. The aim of this section is to linearize (LLLJ) around
the rectangular lattice, and describe the spectrum of this linearization.

Linearizing (LLL) equation around ®( gives
iopu = 11 [2]®[2u + &%a] =TI [2|<I>0|2u + e_%/\t@(%ﬂ} , (4.1)
ixt

so that the function v = e"*u satisfies the equation

0 + A = II [2|®o[*v + &) . (LLLrect)
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Theorem 4.1. Writing

t) = Z Cn(t)¢n and f(ta g) = Z Cn(t)e_ansa

nez neL

the equation becomes

IR S(t6)

Zat (f(t _é-)) - Arect(é.) (f(t _§)> )
A

for a 2 x 2 matriz A(§). The matriz

rect(§) can be diagonalized for £ # 0, resulting in
Arect( ) )

n) 0 ) -1

P P

« ( (&) ©

(we refer to the proof for exact formulas for A, P and p, which are somewhat lengthy and therefore

omitted here).
Furthermore,

o For any vy >0, u(§) € iR\ {0} if £ is close to 0.
o If T =i (square lattice), then (&) € iR\ {0} for any & # 0.

In particular, oll rectangular lattices are exponentially unstable in L2(SV) NFy.

Remark 4.2. It turns out that for a general rectangular lattice, det(A(§)) can take negative values
in (0,7), leading to the eigenvalues of A being real. Numerical simulations show that this happens
for values of v exceeding vy ~ 2.51. In any case, we have det(A(§)) > 0 for £ > 0 close enough to 0,
leading to exponential growth for some initial data being non-zero close to & = 0.

+o0
Proof. The linearized operator in the Hilbert basis (¢,). Setting v(t,z) = Z cn(t)n(z), the
2

equation (LLLrect|) becomes

4 m\ 1/2 -
10y, + e, = (—) ye? Z Ak1,k2,k3(2ck1 + Cky)s

n=—oo

2
ijZ
k1—ko+ks=k
. . 2 ko—k1)2+(ka—ks)?
thanks to the equation (3.8]) (recall the notation Ay, g, ks = ﬁe 77 ((k2=k1)+ (k2—ks) )) Fork € Z,
— T2 (k—ky)? L(k‘g k1)?
Z Ay ke ks Chy = \/’ Z 2 Cky e
k;€Z k1€Z ko,ks€Z
k1—ko+ks=k ks—ko=k—ky
_x (k—k1)?
2 2
3 HRT 5
V\f k1€Z q4€Z

and

77"7 _ 2
Z AklykZ,kS% \/» Z Ck2 Z e 2((k kl) +(k2 kl) )

k;j€Z ko€Z k1,k3€Z
ki—ko+ks=k k1+k3*/€+k2

J—Q (k—kz—k1)?
- Y amY e |

ko€Z k1€Z

In other words,

Za cn) Erect —\d Mrect Cn
t dn - _Mrect _(ﬁrect _ )\Id) dn y
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where (d,,) := (¢,) and

2 77r2m2
ﬁrect S — CLL * U, CL — ﬁeﬁ m — € 72
qEZ
1 =2 400 Ca2p? 22y
Mrect S — CMM* u, CM = ﬁe%ﬂ, Mm = Z e 2 e ? (m—p) = [L* L](m)
p=—00

where * stands for the discrete convolution of sequences.

(4.2)

(4.3)

The linearized operator in the Fourier variable &. Define the discrete Fourier transform F : ¢2(Z) —

L?([0,1]) (respectively the inverse Fourier transform F~') for a sequence u = (up)nez € *(Z)

(respectively a function f € L?([0,1])) by

— Z ukefQMrkﬁ7 ffl(f)(k,) — /) ekagf(f)df.

k=—00
As is well-known, F(u *v) = F(u)F(v), so that
FLEF f = CLF(L)f
FMSCFL = Oy F(M)f = CorF(L+ D)f = CyrF(L)F.

Turning to the Fourier transform of L, is is given by

<= ; X oik
= Z Lye 2mke — Z ke =1+ 226 72 cos (2mk&) =: £(£).
k=—o00 k=—0oc0

All functions and constants above can now be expressed through ¢ and Cj;:
Cp =20 0(0), X=Cpl?(0), F(M)(E) = £3(¢).
Overall, we find the expression

rect rect
|:~F <£_Mre)c\tld _()C{"{a\gi o )Jd)) -F_l(X):| (5) = Arect(g)Xv

where

C(a® BO\ . (H0)RE) — () 2
Amt(@(b(@ a<5>>0M< () —e<o><2e<g>—e<o>>>'

Diagonalizing the matrix Ayect. The characteristic polynomial of Ayect (&) is

P(e)(X) = X2+ D(8), where  D(€) = det(Aree (€)) = b2(€) — a?(€).

(4.4)

(4.5)

Whether the eigenvalues at frequency £ are real or imaginary (and therefore, stable or unstable)

depends on the sign of D(¢), which can be factorized as follows
D(g) = Ciy [%(€) +£(0)(2£(8) — £(0))] [£2(&) — £(0)(2¢(€) — £(0))]
= C3[0€) — 1O) [4€) + (1 +v2)0(0)| [0(6) = (V2= 1)1(0).

Ig<

(where the above term is non-negative since |[¢(£)| is maximum at £ = 0). We will denote

(&) = v =D(8),
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with the convention that Jmy/z > 0 if 2 < 0. The eigenvalues of Ayect (&) are pi (&) = £/—D(),
and the corresponding eigenvectors e4 () = (b(§), p+ (&) —a(€)). Denoting P for the change of base
matrix P(§) = (e4+(§)|e—(&)), we obtain the diagonalization formula

A =P (M) PO

The sign of the determinant. As demonstrated above, D(¢) and F(€) := £(£)—(v/2—1)£(0) have the
same sign. By continuity of F', it appears that F'(£), and hence D(§), is positive in a neighborhood
of £ =0.

To obtain a more precise bound, we resort to the geometric series formula to bound F' from
below:

ﬁkQ

+o0o
F)=2-V2+ 226_72 (cos (27k€) — V2 + 1>
k=1

oo 7\'2 2
>2-v2-23 Ve ?F 2 v2-2va L
l—gq
k=1
_ 2
where ¢ = e 2. Then, F(§) > 0 as soon as
2—142
q<—fm0.1716,
22422

which is the case for the square lattice, for which v2 = 7, so that ¢ = e™™ ~ 0.0432...

Linear instability. We claim that the equation (LLLrect|) is unstable in LQ(S,Y) N F,. We note first
that

v, 2)Mz2(s,) = llen@)lle2zy = 11f & 20,1
(where the first equality is a consequence of the fact that (v,,) is a Hilbert basis, and the second
equality is Parseval’s theorem).
As a consequence, it suffices to establish instability in the f variable. Set fo(§) = f(0,£). By
the above diagonalization formula, f satisfies

(ae) =m0 (7" o) 0 (1)

As we saw above, Re(—ipu(§)) > 0 for £ close to zero. Therefore, exponential growth will be
fo(§)
fo(=6)

and it is even the generic situation! As an example, we give v(0) = 1)y, leading to fy(§) = 1, and
b(&)+a(§)
P7H9) (fo(g) > — | HOBE+©—1®) |,
fo(=¢) .

whose first coordinate is non-zero. OJ

observed as soon as the first coordinate of P~1(¢) < > is non-zero. This is easy to arrange,

5. LINEARIZED ANALYSIS AROUND THE HEXAGONAL LATTICE

5.1. Writing the problem in the orthonormal basis. We consider the lattice L, , = 7(Z®717Z)

for N=1land 7 =75 = e’s". This is the hexagonal lattice (or Abrikosov lattice) L. for which
?zngJ—Qsothat

9 2T

= — =~ 3.6276.
WG]
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We denote again

2
Yo(z) := (ﬂ72)1/4eézg_%|z|2>
but for k € Z, the family () will be given by
2 2ikm 4, 1.2 1
Br(2) 1= Riytho(2) = (—5) /e 5 s imi st =3l (5.1)
™

Also recall the definition of the vertical strip of width ~:
S, ={z€C, —%<iﬁez<%}.

The new definition of the (%) is meant to simplify computations hereafter. With this new
definition, lemmas and need to be adapted, which is the purpose of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. (i) The family (¢y) is orthonormal and forms a Hilbertian basis of F,, N L?(S,).
(ZZ) If k1, ko, ks, k4 € Z,

/S U Bry Uy Oty (2) AL (2)

2
_ ) e e R gydaktheke) ik ki — ke =0
ifk:l—k:2+k:3—k:47é0.

[an)

In other words,
— 1 22 (ka—k1)2+(ka—ks)? _ Y
(st (2) = e 2 (BT ppamtiteiony, ) (52)
with ky = k1 — ko + k3.
Proof. (i) For all k1, ky € Z, and z = x + iy € C,

1/2 .
2 ik —Tk3) =207+ 2% (ky—ka)a— 2 (ki ha)y.
2

Vry (2)r, (2) =

which gives

_— 2 1/2 . = _ 297 (f oo\ p— 2T
/ wlﬁ (Z)¢k2dL(z) = (2> em(ﬂ—kf_Tk%)/ / e 2y2+2w (k1—k2) ZW (k1+k2)y da dy
Sy Ty yeR J—I<a<?

2 1/2 imh2 = _2_4rp
=(— el 1(7—7) 6k1,k27/ e Y T MY dy
™y yeR

= Oky ko
since T — T = 2i19 = 22:—2 and by the Gaussian integral (C.1). We can prove that the family is a
Hilbertian basis as in Lemma [3.4]
(ii) For ki, ko, ks, ks € Z, and z = x + iy € C,

— — 2 . - A2 20T (. _ _2n
11Z)k31 (Z)lbkz(z)lbks(z)i/)m( ): 7'(’}/2 eZWT(k%+k§)_ZWT(k§+kZ)6 W (k1 =katka—ka)e Y (k1+k2+k3+k4)y,
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If k1 — ko + k3 — kg # 0, integrating in x gives 0. Otherwise, k1 — ko + k3 — k4 = 0 and we obtain

/ wkl(z)%(z)wkg(z)%&)dL(Z):nyemT(k%Jrk%)”T(k%JrkZ) e~ 5 hathathatha)y g
Sy Q0 y€ER

. . 72 (ky +ho+hgt+ka)?
2 617r'r(k%+k§)71,ﬂ'7—(kg+ki) \/>6

= — 4~
™y 2
_ L irQek ko ks k)
VY
ki 4 ko + k3 + ky)?
by (C.1)), where Q(k1, ko, ks, ka) := (k¥ + k3) — 7(k3 + ki) — iﬂ( Lt 24:1:2 3+ k) . We use that
T—T= 21'7% and k1 + ko + ks + kg4 = Q(kl + k‘g) = 2(k2 + k‘4) to derive
1
Q(k1, ko, k3, ky) = 7(k3 + k3) — 7(k3 + k) — g1+ ke + ks + k4)* (T —7)
1 1
=T (k% + k3 — 5 (k1 + k3)2> -7 (kg + k3~ 5 k2 + k4)2>
T T
= —(ky — k3)? — = (ko — kg)°.
5 (k1 = k3)" — S (k2 — ka)
This gives
1
QUhr ko, ks ko) = 5 (7 = 7) (k2 = k1)” o+ (k2 = k3)?) + (7 +7) (ks — k2) (ko — ks),  (5.3)

where we used the identities
(k1 — k3)? = ((k1 — ko) + (k2 — k‘3))2 = (k2 — k1)? + (k2 — k3)? — 2(ka — k1) (ko — k3)
(ks — ka)? = ((ka — k1) + (k2 — k3))® = (ko — k1)? + (ko — k3)® + 2(ka — k1) (k2 — ka).
We now rely on the specific value 7 = e%, giving 7+ 7 = —1, which had not been used up to that

point.
Overall, we proved that

[ 20 2y (2D (L) = i F D (b ko) i)
s, VY

1 6_:7; ((kz—k1)2+(k2—k3)2) (_1)(]@27]61)(]62*]63)’

v

which was the claim. OJ

Remark 5.2. The equation does not rely on any specific value of 7. The fact that the pro-
jection (5.2)) is real for any values of the integers k; is specific to the two cases of rectangular and
hexagonal lattices, at least for |7| = 1. Our conjecture is that other lattices would still give a
convolution structure (see hereafter), but with much more complexity in the computations, leading
to a complex, non real, matrix A,(£), and in the end, to instability.

With the help of the above lemma, we can write (LLL)) in the orthonormal basis: if u is expanded
as Y cxYr, then the coefficients (cx) satisfy the equation

10icy, = Z Ay ko, k3 Chy Chg Chis - (5.4)

k1,ko,k3€Z
k1—ko+tks=k
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5.2. Linearizing around the Abrikosov lattice. By Proposition the following function is
a stationary solution of (LLL):

N2

(T - 1)7
(5.5)

L 1/4
where the constants are ¢ = e'47 (ﬂ%z) and A\ = \|c[?. By (3.5), ®o can be expanded in the
orthonormal basis as

) 1,2 1,2 in 1
Ut 2) = e MUp(2),  Wolz) i= cBo(z) = cez” 2 T20, <(Z—20)>7 2=
’Y

+o0
Vo(z) = D nl2)
n=—oo
(and the reason for the choice of ¢ is now apparent: in the basis (¢4), all the coefficients are 1).
Abusing the terminology slightly, we call this solution the Abrikosov lattice, or hexagonal lattice.
Linearizing around the Abrikosov lattice ¥ gives

idpu = T1 [2|0)2u + 03] =11 [21%\% + e*QiAt\I/gﬁ} . (5.6)

My satisfies the equation

O + A = I [2||*0 + U] . (LLLhexa)

Then the function v = €’

Lemma 5.3. Writing

v(t) =) entn  and  f(tE) =) cn(t)e >,

nez neL

the equation becomes
0 (fﬁt—gg)) - (—azgff)) —%) (szit—%)) = Atenal$) (szit—%> ’

where
a(€) = = [HEY0) — 20(Eh(0)] — — = (£2(0) — 20%(0))
W YV
1
b(E) = (€) — 2h°
(€)= —= [ - 2#7©)
and
IR a2
e =1+ 226 72 cos (2mkE)
k=1
T 220412
h(§) =2 Z e 7 cos(2(2k + 1)mg).
k=0
+0o0
Proof. Expanding v in the orthonormal basis v(t, z) = Z cn(t)1n(2), the coordinates satisfy the
equation -
Ok + Ak = Y Ay ks (208, + T5y), (5.7)
kjEZ
k1—ko+ks=k
thanks to (5.4]).
We will now try and compute the sums
Z Ak17k2,k3ck1 and Z Akl,kz,k:a%‘
k‘jEZ k‘jEZ

k1—ko+ks=k k1—ko+ks=k
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by considering sepately the cases H = (ky — k1)(k2 — k3) even and H odd. Note that H is odd if
and only if (kg is even and ki, k3 are odd) or (kg is odd and ki, k3 are even). We have

L (k'Q kl) +(k‘2—k‘3)2 L k?2 kfl) (k2_k3)2
Z Akl,kz,kgclﬂ = Z e 7 )Ck Z e 72 )Ckl
k;j€Z k;j€Z k;cZ
k1—ko+ks=k H even H odd
_ 1 Ze ;%((lfz k1)2+(k2—k3)2)c Z ”—2 (ka—k1)2+(ko—ks3)? )Ck
= L
Y
’}’\f k€ k €L
H odd

The first sum is the same as in Section [4] above, and can be computed accordingly. We then focus
on the second sum. In the case H odd, k1 and k3 have same parity, so that ke and k = k1 — ko + k3
also have the same parity.

First case : k even Since k (and hence ks) is even, the condition H odd means that k; and k3 are
both odd. We compute

a2 2
S1 = Z e 7?2 ((k27k1) +(k27k3)2)ck1 — Z efﬁ(k*kl)Qckl Z e*?(k2fk1)2

kj€Z k1€2Z+1 ko2,
H odd k3€2Z+1
k3—ko=k—k1
_x (k—k1)?
_ }: o oz k)7 }: e qu _ qodd podd o .
k1€27+1 qe2Z+1
where
2
=2 2 x2 2 R .
_r_ — T m P}
oM = N e and  L0M =6, ope 2T =0 € ifme2Z+1, (58)
(€241 0 if m € 2Z.

Similarly, we have

2
_ L k1)?+(ka—k3)? 2 =I5 (ke —k1)2+ (k2 —k3)?)___
> e e 3 Tt $ .
k€L k €7 v ]
k1—ko+ks=k dd

the first sum being the same as in Section [4] above. We compute

71'2 s
Sy = Z o 2z ((ka=ha)>+ (ko —k Z o Z . 7(1@ k)2 = (k)

k;jcZ ko€27 k1€27+1
H odd k3 €27+1
ks—ko=k—Fk:
2 2
— 12 (ka—k1)? — T (k—k1)? _ —Ton? — T (k—n—ky)?
Z Ty Z 2 2— 1) 2( 1) E:Ck’g Z e 2" e ,Yz( 2)
ko€27Z k1€2Z+1 ko€27 ne2Z+1
2 2
_ —Ln L(k n—ks)? n? L(k n—ka)?
= ch25kge2z E e 7 : chz Z O(k—ky)e22€ e
ko€Z n€e2Z+1 ko€Z — ne2Z+1
_ Modd * Cr,
with
2
odd ) — I3 ki 5 (k—k1)? 5 (k—k1)?
Me(k) = Z e M Gpeone E Sreazie 5(k ky)€2Z+1€ B
k1€27+1 k1E€Z

Loy odd(k), (5.9)
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Second case : k odd. Since k (and hence k2) is odd, the condition H odd means that k; and k3 are
both even. We compute just as Si:

Sy = Z e*%((kz k1)>+(ka—ks)?) o, = Z ef%(k k)2 - Z ef“—?(kg ky)2

k‘j €7 k1€27Z koc2Z+1
H odd k3€2Z
ks—ko=k—k1

_ odd %(k kl) _ odd 7odd
=T Z O(k—ky)e2z 1€ 7 ey = T°° L% ¢,
k1€Z

which is the same expression as in the case k even. Now, we compute the last sum:

Sy = Z 6*%((k2*k1)2+(k2*k3)2)@: Z o Z ef:—g(szkl)Qef%(k k1)?

k:jEZ ko€27+1 k1€27Z
H odd k3€2Z
k3—ko=k—k1
2 2 2
_ _ ~Tan? — 3 (k-n—ha)? s T30~ (k-n—ka)
T =Y ke Y, € 7
ko€27+1 ne2Z+1 ko€Z ne2Z+1

71'2 2 ™
B . —I5n —2(k n—kg)? odd —
= Z Chks Z O(k—ky)e2z€ 17 € = M°° x ¢y,
ko€Z ne2Z+1

with M°49 defined in (5.9), and this is the same expression as Sy above.

9 cn\ Ehexa —\d Mhexa Cn
‘Ndo) — \ —Mbexa _(phexa _A1q) ) \d,, )

where (d,,) := (¢,), and

Overall, we get

. 2 4
£he s (CLL = L) v, CL=——=T,  Cpt= o,
1 2
Mhexa . (Cl M — COddMOdd) , Cl _ ’ COdd —_ :
v A T B Y MELJE M TR

here L, M are defined in (4.2]) and (4.3) and we introduced the final notation
7\,2
qEZ

Recall that the Fourier transform was defined in ([4.4)); applied to the convolution kernel L it
gives

2(2k+1)2

=2 Z e 2 cos (2(2k + 1)m€) =: h(¢), (5.10)

FLAY© =

k2T
and we recall
FLyE) =Y 2 _1+2Ze = o (27ke) = £(€).
Then, o
[]—"(Elfj;;eigd _(Lﬁevxl:eiaﬂ d)> J-"l(X)} (é)z(fé% _b%>x Apea(X, (5.11)
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with
al¢) = F (€L — CLo) -\ = %2/7? [£(£)£(0) — 2(£)R(0)] — A (5.12)
and
O O 1
b(E) = F (CruM - Cxfmr) — v AGOREC) (5.13)

(here, we used that A°dd = [0dd x [0dd see (5.9)).

V3 /4
The value of A follows from ([2.7)), taking into account the normalization factor |¢| = e <L> :

my2
1
A= Xolc|* = I*+21J - J? —2h%(0)) . 5.14
c] *yf( ) = vf(() (0)) (5.14)
Gathering the above elements yields the statement of the lemma. O

5.3. Analysis of the matrix Apexa(§). It follows from the previous lemma that the stability of
the linearized equation is equivalent to the stability of the matrix i Apexa (&) for any €. To understand
the spectrum of Apexa(€), it suffices to find the sign of its determinant; this is the object of the
following proposition.

Proposition 5.4. For any £ € (0,1), det Apera(€) < 0.

Proof. Since det Apeya(€) = (€)% —a(€)?, it suffices to prove that a(€), b(¢) > 0 and that a(£) > b(&).
This will be achieved in the two following lemmas. ([l

Lemma 5.5. For any £ € [0,1], a(§) > 0 and b(§) >0
Proof. Sign of a(&). By definition of a(§), it is > 0 if and only if
£(0) [2£(€) — €(0)] > 2R(0) [2h(§) — h(0)] .

This inequality holds if £(0) > 2h(0) > 0, 24(&) — £(0) > 0 and 24(&) — £(0) > 2h(&) — h(0). It is
clear from the definition of h that h(0) > 0. We define then
+00  x2(2k)2
g(&) = 1+2Ze 2 cos (4mk§),
k=1

so that £(&) = g(&) + h(§). Then,

£(0) = 2h(0) = g(0) — h(0) =1 —2¢ N 22 ( T3 (2h)? wm?) _

Since

N

g=e 7 ~0.0658,
it is clear that the sum in the above right-hand side is positive, and hence that £(0) > 2h(0).
Next, we compute

+o00 2
2(8) — (0 —1—{—22 v2 (2cos (27kE) — 1) >1—6Z 77k
>’3 k=1
_ L2 a4 1—"17q
= 62( >_1 61—q =g "

There remains to prove that

2h(&) — h(0) < 2L(£) — €(0),
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which is equivalent to 2¢g(£) — g(0) > 0. By a similar argument,

+oo _4& 1— 7(]4
29(€) —g(0) =1+2) e +* (2cos (4nk¢) — 1) = e
k=1
which completes the proof that a(§) > 0.
Sign of b(§). By definition of b(&),
ey —onzie = _ 2
b(§) = P [%(€) — 2h%(€)] e [(£(€) = 2(8)) (€(€) + 2h(£)) + 2h°(€)] - (5.15)

N

‘ 3

|

Still denoting g = e 2,

+oo
0(€) +2h(§) = 1+ 4gcos (2m€) + 2 Z [qk2 cos (2mk§) + 22 +D? cos (2m&(2k + 1))}
k=1
_1-1lg+ 44>

> 0.
1—g¢q

>1—4q— 61
1—-q

To justify the last inequality, we observe that the polynomial 1 — 11q 4 4¢? is positive as soon as
q<q = 11—8\/105

Next, we write

or equivalently 72 < T 4.2, which can be checked numerically.
d ¥ In(1/g-)

+o0
(&) —2h(&) =1 —4qcos (2mE) + 2 Z [qu cos (2mkE) — 2%+’ cos (2m&(2k + 1))}

k=1
1—11q + 4¢°
>1-4g— 61 — i B
1—g¢q 1—¢q
by the same token. Gathering the above inequalities, we obtain that b(§) > 0. O

Lemma 5.6. For any £ € (0,1), a(§) > b(§).
Proof. The inequality a(§) > b(§) holds if and only if

(£(0) = £(€))* < 2 (h(0) — h(&))*.
Since £(0) > ¢(¢) and h(0) > h(§), it suffices to prove that

(&) = V2 (h(0) = h()) = (£(0) — £(€)) = 0.
It follows from the formulas giving A and ¢ that

Qoni1 = 2(v/2 — 1)g2ntD)?

Qon = _2q(2n)2 .

+oo
f(§) = Zak(l — cos(2kT¢)), with {
k=1
Now we write

+00 +oo
F©) =D ar(l - cos(2kme)) =2 aysin® (kné) = 2sin® (w8 F(€),

k=1 k=1

where F(¢£) = >0 akw and we then need to prove that F'(§) > 0. We claim that

sin?(€)

sin(kx)

vz e R, sin(x)

<k.
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ikx 7671'161

elT _o—1iT

sin(kz)
sin(x)

Indeed, = |ek=Dz p eilh=3)z ... 4 e=ik=D2| < k. Therefore,

+o00 too
F(€) = a1— Y lalk® 2 2(v2 = 1)g = 24K,

k=2
We compute

™= ™= = q 3¢ Agt

k 2 ) 3 . : 3

¢ k"< ) ¢ =q (]+3)QJZQ< + >< .
; ; ; (1-¢? 1-q) = (1-g)?

M)

Furthermore, we know that 0 < ¢ =e > < 107! so that

F<5)22q<\/§14q3)>0,

(1—q)?
which completes the proof. U
Proposition 5.7. We have
itAnn(e) _ <cos<m< ) — iy sin(tu(9)) (g sin(tu(€)) ) (5.16)
o sin(t < ) cos(tu<s>>+ ﬁ; n(tp(€))’
where
n(€) = (a*(&) — ().
As a result,
mitApanie (F0) _ (ki fo+ k3 g0)e™ ) + (ki fo + k3 go)e™"©) (5.17)
90) ~ \(ky fo+ ki go)e™™® + (k3 fo + ki go)e 9 ) * '
with . )
RO = (WO Fal©), k) = FoL (5.18)

2u(€) 2u(8)

Proof. In this proof we write A = Apexa. We deduce from (i) that for all 0 < £ < 1, the matrix A(&)
has two real eigenvalues with opposite signs, p and —pu, and thus is diagonalizable. For & = 0
or £ = 1, pu vanishes, so that 0 has algebraic multiplicity 2. The corresponding matrix is not
diagonalizable, and for this reason, we will trigonalize A() for all £ € [0, 1].

The eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue +u(§) is

Span <5i1(5)) with  3(6) =~ () £ u(6).

Note that we have 0;(0) = 62(0) = —1. The same relation holds for £ = 1. We consider the matrix

P = (" V) coram.

whose inverse is

Pl(g) = 51@ ( L (2,5))

Then we have the following relation:

A(©) = POBEOP(€)  where B<s>=<‘“<f) ‘“‘@”@)). (5.19)

VE€[0,1], e MO = p(¢)e "t POP(¢e).
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Since
e BE) = cos(tu(€)) I, — m sin(tu(€)) B(€),
we find that
it(e) _ <cos<tu<5>> P94 sin(tp(S)) ik sin(tp(€)) )
i sin(tp(€)) cos(tp(€)) + i 4 sin(t(8))
as claimed. O

In the sequel, we will use the expression both for f and g functions of the space variable w
and frequency variable £. The four functions k'j ,4 = 1,2 are not defined for £ = 0, since p vanishes
at 0 but the two functions a and b do not. The following proposition gives a finer understanding
of the vanishing of pu.

Proposition 5.8. (i) The functions a,b, i and k‘jc are even.
(17) There ezists co € R such that

a(@) =X+ +0EY,  b(E) =X+ +0EY.
(7i1) Setting

o \/ 2 (@®(0) - b9(0)),

there holds

n&) ~, ce?, (5.20)

and
A A

kF ~ k. ~ —.
J © ¢—0  20€2%’ J () ¢—0 202
Proof. Recall the expressions (5.14]), (5.12) and (5.13) giving A, a and b respectively. In particular,

a(0) = b(0) = A, and p(0) = 0. To compute the derivatives of a and b at 0, we need the derivatives
of £ and h. Since these are even functions, the odd derivatives vanish at 0 and furthermore

(5.21)

=1 +QZ 72 cos 27rk:§)

232

(€)= —2 Z(M)%JT cos (2mk€)

2,2

+oo
(4) &) =2 Z(gﬂk)‘le_% cos (27rk‘f).

This implies that 0 < h(0) < £(0), £”(0) < h"(0) < 0 and 0 < AP (0) < £*)(0). We now compute
the derivatives of @ and b at 0; once again, since these are even functions, the odd derivatives vanish
and

a(€) = —= (¢'(€)4(0) — 20 ()h ()

a() = ,yj% (49(€)2(0) — 209 (€)h(0))

b = f (€"(©)0€) + £'(§)* = 2h"(€)n() — 2h(§)*)

() = —= (K0()HE) + 3 () + 3¢9 — 2nD(E(E) — b (EN(€) ~ 61(€)?).
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funchon v and its derivatives

I I
15 i < . |
1 | ]
0.5 — i -
-0.5 — j 1
Ak i |
} function s
| function p'
15 . } function 0,54" |
~_ : function 0‘141.(3’
| x=1/2
2 1 | | | } | | | |
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
FIGURE 1. Plot of the function p and its derivatives, with multiplicative constants.
giving
2
a”(0) = v"(0) = £"(0)€(0) — 20" (0)(0)
WT ( )
b (0) — a(0) = —°_ ("(0)2 — 21" (0)?) <.
WT
Inserting the expansions of a and b up to the fourth order in £ in the expression of u(§) gives the
result. O

We recall that v ~ 1.90, and we plot the function p and its first three derivatives in Figure
The equation

z@tU(S) = Ahexa(&)U(é—)
solves in

U(t,€) = e~ ey (¢).

Denote by v(t, 2) Z en(O)n(2), 0(t, 2) = ZT@)#@(Z) and V = <%), then

nez ne”Z
+00 1
Vitz)= ( / 2k it e 5>vo<£>d§> Ui(2)
k=—o0 0
= > ( / e Y %(w)@bn(w)dfl(w)] d§> Vi(2)
k=—o00 0 n=-—00 S’Y

_ /S Ky (w, 2) Vo (w)d L (w), (5.22)
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where

1
Ki(w,2) = 3 /0 (2T (k=mE (Vi (e~ itAnesa(©) g, (5.23)

kn€eZ

5.4. Stability and decay for the linearized equation. As in Lemma [5.3] we write
’U(t, Z) = Z Cn(t)wn(z) and f(t, 5) = Z cn(t)e—Qm'ng’
nez nez

and we set furthermore

g(t,€) = F(t, =€) =D cat)e®™™.
neZ
We state a first stability result

Theorem 5.9. We write
(t,z) =Y en(t)hn(2),

nezZ

and suppose that Z cn(0)]? < +o0, meaning vy € L%(S,). We assume that ¥n € Z, c,(0) € iR,

nez
then

lv@®)z2(s,) < Cllvollzz(s,)-
Proof. We write

HU(t,i)llig = Jat)P = [o(t, 2)[|72
keZ
and recall:
U(t,f) — e—itAhexa(@ Uo(g)_

We denote
e = (0E) o= S a0, i) = S al)e

We suppose that Vn € Z, ¢,(0) € iR, that is to say fo(§) = —go(&). Then, from equality (5.17)), we
have

U(t,f) _ e—itAhexa(ﬁ)Uo(g) — e—itAhexa(ﬁ) ( fO(g) > _ ((kf_ - k;‘)eitu(g) + (kl_ — k;)elt“f;> fo(f)

—fo(&)) — \(ky — k)™ + (kg — k7 )e
We have
k() —kf(6) ==+ b(fgﬂ—(g(f)

TG R

Similarly, k;” — ky € Cg°(R). We deduce that:
lo(, 2)llzz = Uz < Cllfo(€)lrz = Cllvo(2)]l 2,
where C' > 0 is some absolute constant. O

The statement of Theorem [5.9is elementary, but it has the drawback that the condition Vn € Z,
cn(0) € iR, is not preserved by the flow of (LLLhexa)). A more natural stability condition is given
in the result below.
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Theorem 5.10. For allt > 0, the solution f(t) of (LLLhexal) satisfies

f+g fo+ g0
H ‘Lz (0.1 1Al 2o S ‘ ‘ 2 (0.1]) + I foll z2(f0,1))
and more generally
f+yg f—g Jo+ 90 Jo— 90
: S| , : (5.24)
,U«‘H_l L2([0,1]) w L2([0,1]) u]—i—l L2([0,1]) 7% L2([0,1])
Actually, the condition ||{2t2 < oo is equivalent to
#oll2(o))

Re (Z cn(0)> = Re <Z ncn(0)> =0,
nez nel

which is propagated by the flow of (LLLhexal), using Lemma More generally, by Lemma
one can check the norms appearing in (5.24]) are also propagated by the flow.

Proof. We deduce from Proposition [5.7] that
fag= (K k) fo+ (K £ k7)go)e™ ) + (b £ 55 fo + (kg £ kT )go)e™™(O).
Setting F' = (a — b)/p and G = (a + b)/p, we have

1 1

k1++k2—=§(1—F), kl_+k+:§(1+F)
1 1

kf—kz_zg(l—G)a kf—k;:§(1+G),

so that
[+ 9= (fo+ go) cos(tp) —i(fo — go) F sin(tp),
f—9=(fo—g0)cos(tu) —i(fo+ go)Gsin(tu).
Close to £ = 0, Proposition gives that F (&) = O(£2) and G(¢) = O(¢72) with a symmetrical
behavior at £ = 1. As a consequence, for all j € R,

Hf ‘fo—go‘ ‘f0+90’
L2([0,1]) w201 w2 (o)
‘f+9 ‘f0+90‘ ‘fo—g()’
w12 (jo,1) w2 (o) L2’
hence the result. [l

Theorem 5.11. Considere a function vy € F, N E. We write

Z) = Z Cn(t)wn(z)

nez
Then,
(1) If Vn € Z,c,, € iR,
1
@)l Leo(s,) S WHUOHD(SW)
(i) We have

fo+ 90
i

Hl([o,u)] '

1
o)L (s,) S Ve [|f0||H1([0,1D + ‘
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Proof. (i) Going back to (5.22) and (5.23), we study e~ *Anexa(&V(w). Using the equation (5.17),

we have
kn(t U))
Ki(w, z)Vo(w Z Yn(z ¢k )
kn€EZ ( w)
where for t > 0 and w € C

1
I (tw) = / A EME | (1 (v (w) + K5 (€)To(w)) €O 4 (KT (€)vo(w) + k5 (§)o(w)) e~ (E)] d,

0

1
(1, w) = / HTEE | (k7 (€)uo(w) + KT (€)T0(w)) ™€) + (kF (E)vo(w) + kT (§)p(w)) e~ | de.

0
In the sequel, we will only study the integral I f ™. 'We have:

1

1 .
—i [ ey u) + a(€)uo(uw)) S2EE)) 4.

p(€)
We define I'+(€) = u(§) + ¥ (k —n)€ and T—(§) = —u(€) + ZF(k —n)&. We have I",(¢) =
w’(€),T7(¢) = —u”"(§), and p” only has two zeros in [0,1], that we denote & € (0,1/2) and

&y € (1/2,1). Close to & and &, the function p(®) is not close to zero, as can be seen by a graphical
study (see Figure . Then by van der Corput lemma (see for example [48]), we have

/ eitfi d§ < Cl

(€1 —0,61+3] t/3
and

Lo @00 < i

[€2—6.62+6] t1/3

with C7 > 0 a constant independant of k£ and n. Outside the two intervalles [{; — J,&; + 6] and
[€2 — 0, & + 0], the function p” is not zero, so that

/ eitFi d€
[0751 _6]

with Cy > 0 a constant independant of k£ and n. We have the same bound on [§; + §,&2 — d] and
[€2 + d,7]. Finally, adding up those five inequalities:

1
/ thi(f)dE
0

We now make the assumption, in the spirit of Theorem [5 -, 9 that vp(w) = —vp(w), meaning that
for all n € Z, ¢,(0) € iR. With this, we obtain

1 .
i [ A b ) + a€un(w) A d = —uow) (1570 - 1570,

Oy

C3
t1/3

(5.25)

(3]
where .
k,n — itfi(f)d — a‘(g) - b(é-) )
From the computations of Proposition we have
© ~ S
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the constant C' > 0 being defined in Proposition Then F € C'(¢) with F(0) = F’(0) = 0. We
denote

&
Ga(6) = /0 T gy,

so that

1
T (1) = /0 F(f)cg‘lgci@)dg.

We recall that
vEe[0,1], |Gx(9] < a7
Then, an integration by part and F'(1) = 0 give

1 1
u@n<t>y_‘p<1>ci<1>— / F’(f)Gi@)dg\sfj’; JRGIS

that is to say
c

k7
|TE" ()] < ViR
the constant ¢ > 0 being absolute. Finally, combining (5.25)) and ([5.26)):

(5.26)

k, c
|17 (8, w)| < W\vo(w)!,

so that we have asymptotic stability:

1
lv(t, 2)| S MH\IIHLOO(SWXSW)HUOHLl(SW)a (5.27)

where,
U(z,w) = Z [V (2)hn (w)].
k,n€eZ
We compute
o _Lj’%_z—"(kﬁ’m(z)ﬁ-njm(w))
U(zw) = [o(o(w)| Y e 70 ’
kn€eZ

which is a function of L>(S, x S,).
(7i) As before, we write

f(tv 5) = Z Cn(t)e_%nﬂgv g(t> g) = Zme—%nwf’

neE”L nez

and fo(§) = f(0,€), go(§) = 9(0,). Then,
F(t,€) = cos (tu(€)) fo(€) — i(a(€) fo(&) + b(&)g0(€))

so that for all k € Z,

sin(tu(€))
n) 7

1 1 .
clt) = /O e2*7E cos(tp) fo(€)dE — i / eQ"’”%fo(f)+bgo<f>>smf“)d§. (5.28)

0

The second integral is well-defined because, for all ¢ > 0,

W‘ < t. Denoting T'y (§) = £u(§) +

QT”kf for the phase functions,

1 1
/ e2kTE (oo (t,u(S))fo(ﬁ)df _ / % (eitr+(§) 4 eitl"—(f)) fo(g)dg (529)
0 0
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S ar
Integrating by parts and denoting G4 (§) = / 0 g,
0

1 1 1
| emOn@ds = [ GL©n© = amen - [ Gu@n@de 630
0 0 0

Furthermore, I} (§) = £4"(€), so that [I7L(¢)] + [TZ(€)| > ¢ > 0,V€ € [0,1]. Then, the van der
Corput lemma gives the bound

1
el 16O S o (531)
Combining , and the estimate , we get
1 ) 1 1
| e costtn) fode| < s (150001 + [ 155601 (532
0 tt/ 0

the implicit constant being independent of k € Z, and using that fo(1) = fo(0). We now turn to
the second integral in ([5.28]). We write ¢(0) = ay + 5k, ag, Br € R, so that

fl (5) = Z ane_%NW§7

fo(&) = f1(§) +if2(), with netZ
90(§) = f1(§) —ifa(§), f2(8) = Zﬁne*%"”f,
nez
(observe that f; and f are not real valued). In the sequel, we assume that fotgo OZQO (o)

which is equivalent to the condition f1(0) = f{(0) = 0. Then,

afo+bgo = (a+0b)fi +ila—0b)fa
We then split the second integral in ([5.28)) into four integrals:

1 .

) e sin(t 1 _ _

i [ gy + b0 ™ dg = Lt~ 1y 1 - 1),
0

where

1 b 1 _b
I = / M= P pge and  IF =i / =472 5 e,
0 2 0 2

From Proposition the function =2 is bounded with a derivative being also bounded. Then, we
get the same decay we obtained in (5.32)) with an analogous method:

1< 5 1o+ [ sl < o flawon+ [ e

Similarly, writing F'(§) := %]‘1 (&), we show

c 1
i< o [IFo+ [ i@ (5.33)

when those quantities are defined. From (a + b)(0) = 2\ > 0, and u(§) ~ C&2, the condition
f1(0) = f1(0) = 0 (or equivalently >  _, an = >, ;noy, = 0) is necessary. Furthermore, this
condition implies that the function F is well-defined on [0, 1], and of class C!, so that the right
hand side of is defined and finite. Then,
()
w

1 1
/ F/(6)]d€ < | (a+ b)'[l = / I
0 0

Al fot g
o

1

d¢ <c

1
dé + la + bl /
0

Wii(o])
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Overall,
< ‘f0+90 +‘fo+go , (5.34)
t B llLee(jo,1)) Ko llwti(o,a])

and we conclude that

c Jo+ 90 Jo+ 90

01 < 55 Wolloy + 1l oy + q
c fo+ g0
< 355 Illngoy +]
t1/3 [ H ([071]) o Hl([O,I])

where the last lign is obtained by Sobolev embbedings and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Now,
for all z € Sy, we have

o 2)] < 3 lew(un2)] < CEID S )

keZ keZ

which implies the result because the function z — Z |r(2)| is bounded. O
keZ
5.5. Growth for the linearized equation. Recall the equation (LLLhexal)
0w + Ao = 1T [2|T[*v + T3] .

In this paragraph, we will prove the following result which show the possible growth of the solution

fo+g0
n

in the case where

L%([0,1])
Theorem 5.12. We write

v(t,z) = Z en(t)Yn(2),

nez
with vo(z) = Z cn(0)Yn(2) and suppose that Z |n(0)[* < 400, meaning vo € L2(S,). Then, the
nez nez

equation (LLLhexa)) is globally well-posed in the space v € L*(S.).

Moreover, we have the polynomial bound on the possible growth of the L>—norm: for allt > 0
lo@®)ll12(s,) < C(A +1)[lvollL2(s,)- (5.35)
The previous bound is optimal in the sense that for all € > 0, there exists vy € L2(Sv) such that
o))l 225,y = C(1 + ) |lvoll r2(s, -
Proof. We denote again

vole) = (5858) o O =D (e go(€) =) cp(0)e”

kEZ kEZ
We compute with equality (5.17)) that
—i . sin(tu
02,6013 = e (PO 2, — ot o — i(aso + ban) ) 2,

90(§)
sin(tu(§))
(&)

2

1 1
<2 /0 | cos(tpu(€)) fol &) 2de + 2 /O (a(€) fol€) + b(E)0(E)] .

The first integral is bounded by 2| fol[2, = 2[|vol|7.
5 z

e Let us prove (5.35). He we only use that a and b are bounded functions, and we use the
estimate |sin(tu(€))| < tu(§), and the result follows.
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e Let kg > 2 so that 27%0 < 1/2. We consider the function defined on [0, 1]

too 9k/2 too 2k/2
TOED SE O SE - TN
k‘:k‘o k= k/'()

which is extended as an even 1—periodic function. Assume that § > 1/2, then fy € L2([0,1]).
Since f is a real-valued even function, we have ¢(0) € R and thus fo = go. There exist two

functions «, 5 such that a(§) = A + «(§) and b(&) = A+ (€), and if 6 > 0 is small enough, for all
€] <, |a(€)] < cl¢] and |B(€)] < clé|. As a consequence

|a(€) fo(&) +0(€)90(&)| = 2| fo(&)] — 2¢[€][ fo()] = Al fo(E),

so that we have
2

sin(tp() "

1
o = [ (@ +Hem(e)

> o [ e D e

Let k1 > ko be such that 22F1 < t < 2%F1+L  Therefore, for ¢ € L s

sin w(s))
©

sm t,u(f Ak 5+°°
[1s@p O e > [ X k% ol (e

1
2 Z =g

k=k1
_ 624k1 k‘%_% Z CtQ(l_E),

4 then [sin(ta(€))] =

ok+1

cltu(€)| > 221=k) 5o that ‘ ‘ > 2%*1 . Hence,

which was the claim. O

APPENDIX A. SYMMETRIES OF ([LLLJ)
For a € C, define the magnetic translation
Ro : u(z) — u(z + a)e2 =),
Let us recall some material from [43, Appendix A]. We have
Rou = ei(a'r)u

with @ = a1 +iag and o - I' := a1'1 4+ asl’e, where I'y and I's are defined by

Fl—z(z—az—g), 'y =(z+0; +2

Notice that the operators R, do not commute in general. Indeed, for all o, 5 € C

). (A.1)

RoRg =™ *PR4R,,. (A.2)
We also record the following formulas
Ry.Rg = Raotp if a, B are colinear
(Ra) ' =R_, (A.3)
Ro[u(=2)] = [R—qul(—2).
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Furthermore,
R ITu = IR, u if |u(z)] < (x)M (A.4)
(Ra)* = R_,, on L?,

and
R_g(a-T)Rg = (a-T) — 2Im(afp). (A.5)

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.1]

Let u € &; 4, and find first a fundamental cell Q with respect to £, such that v does not vanish
on 0Q). Let {z;}1<k<n be the zeroes of u on @), and write

u(z) =e" 2|Z H@ ( z—zk)>

By construction, ¢ does not vanish on C, and is entire; thus, it can be written ¢ = e¥, with ¥
entire. Furthermore, denoting A = C\ Uuer, . B(a, ) for ¢ > 0 small enough, it is easy to see

that |©,(z)] > CeC1#” on A. Since u is bounded on C, this implies that Re¥(z) < C|z|? on A,
hence on C by the maximum principle; but the Borel-Caratheodory theorem implies then that ¥
is actually a polynomial of degree 2. Therefore, we can write

u(z) = Ae” 5[z +az? +BZH@ (1

SC zk)> (B.1)

where o, 5, A € C. We take for simplicity A = 1 in the following. The first periodicity condition
of &, requires that u(z+~) = e2(*=2)y(z). Given the above form of u and (T.2)), this is equivalent

to
—%\ZIQ—%E+a22+z(—%+2a7+ﬂ)+(aw+ﬁ—%)7(_1)N — o3 (2-7) g 3l2lP+az®+ 8z

Identifiying the coefficients of the polynomials in the exponential, we see that this equality holds
if and only if o = % and g = — &7 4 215”, with k € Z. The second periodicity condition of &;
demands that u(z + y7) = e2(™*~™)y(z). For u as above, and taking ([.2) into account, which
yields

1 1 _ 2im 1
@T(—(z—zkﬁ—fyq')) :@T(—(z—zk)—{—T) :_6*171'7'6 (Z Zk)@'r(*(z_zk)>a
v v v
the periodicity condition is equivalent to

2
—%|z|2+%22—%7€+z(—%? 21N”+'y7'+,3) +(— 7 |7|2+Nim— NZ7T7'+2“TSN+%T2+5’YT) :e%(TZ TZ) —7|z\2+122+ﬂz

where Sy = Z]kvzl zg. Identifying the coefficients in the polynomials, this equality holds if and only
if o = % (this comes from the identification of the factor z) and
Y o P2 ‘ 2im ,
57~ ?’7“ + Nim — NirT + — SN + fy7 = 2ilw, with { € Z,
Y

coming from the constant term. Since 15 = %, this simplifies to N + %SN — N7+ 2k1 = 2{, with

¢ € 7. Therefore, Sy = ﬂ(T — 1) + 4¢ — y7k. Overall, we found that u reads

u(z) =e" 2laP+327+ 53 N+2k)H@ ( z—zk)> with sz—% T—1)+~v —~7k.
Y
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There remains to show that &, is a vector space of dimension N. This follows from two
observations: on the one hand, it is a vector space by definition, and on the other hand the number
of free parameters in the formula for v is N (the multiplicative constant, and the N zeros which
have a prescribed sum).

APPENDIX C. USEFUL FORMULAS

C.1. Gaussian integral. If a > 0,b € R,

/ e—at2+btdt — \/?eb2/4a‘ (Cl)
teR a

C.2. Poisson summation. Let us recall the Poisson summation formula (see for instance [49,
Chapter VII|): for g € .(R) a 1-periodic function set

1
3(n) = /0 g(x)e 2,

then for all x € R
S gl ) = 3 gyt (€2)
nez nez

ax2

In particular, for @« > 0 and g : * — e~**", and by an analytical extension, we get that for all

zeC
§ : —a(z+n)? [T § : _x2n? TNz
e ( + ) = a e o +2 . (Cg)

nez ne’l

APPENDIX D. SOME CONSERVATION LAWS FOR ([LLLhexal)
Lemma D.1. The set

A= {u =) cnthn, Re (Z cn> = Re (Z ncn> = o}

neL neL neL

1s preserved by the flow of (LLLhexa)). More precisely, suppose vg = Z cn(0)n, € F and consider
neL

the solution v(t) = > ca(t)tn € F, of (LLLhexal) with initial data vo. For an integer j > 0,
we denote K;(t) = Z nlc,(t) = R;(t) +il;(t) with R;, I; € R. Then:
neZ
(i) For 0 < j < 3 an integer, the real part of K;(t) is constant: R;(t) = R;(0). Furthermore, if
j €{0,1} and R;(0) = 0, then the imaginary part 1;(t) is also constant.
(i7) The real part of K;(t) is not always constant for j = 4.

Recall that by (5.5)), Z p = c®Pg. Then if v = Z Cny, for all j > 0 we have
nez nel

Tv=>" (Tr)jcnwm

therefore,
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Proof. We multiply equation (5.7)) by k7, for k € Z, and take the sum over k € Z
i(‘)tKj + )\Kj = Z k7 Z Akhk%]€3 (2Ck1 + @)

keZ kiez
k1—ko+ks=k
= em > K(CLL—CRMLM), _ + > e Y K (CuM — CRMMeM),
meZ kEZ meZ kEZ

(D.1)

where L, M, L° and M° are defined in (#.2), [@.3)), (5.8) and (5.9) respectively. We compute
by a binomial formula

Zk:ij_m = Z(k —m+m)le *L2 (k—m)? ZZ < > mj_nef:—i(kfm)Q

keZ kEZ keZ n=0
N 2 = 7\
— J—n _ n, 2\ — J—n
> ()miSo—mye > ()i
n=0 keZ n=0

where

2
T, = Zq"eivﬁqz.
qEZ
Note that T, =0 if n € 2Z + 1. Similarly,

2

Zk:]LOdd = Z (i)mj_”ngd, TOdd Z q"e 24 )

keZ n=0 q€27+1
so that the sum
> em Y K(CLL - CpMLY),
meZ keZ

has a natural expansion in K, for 0 < ¢ < j with the coefficients T}, and 7294, It remains the sum
with the coefficients ¢,,.

ijMk—mzzei%gpz Z(k—m—p+m+p)j 7%(16 m—p)*

kEeZ PEL kEeZ
71'2p2 J ] . ] j . 7l'2p2
_ 2 j—n _ j—n_ T2
=SS (Dt = 3 (1) e
PEZ n=0 n=0 PEZ

and we have an analogous expression for the remaining sum. Going back to , we write
10; K + AK; has a sum of K, and K, for 0 < ¢ < j, with explicite coefficients in 7}, and Tfl’dd. The
explicite formulas for the coefficients for a general ;7 € N have no relevance, and we give only the
formulas for 0 < 57 <4 :
eforj=0o0rj=1:

0K + \Kj = \2K; + K;),
so that 0;R; = 0 and —0;I; = 2\R;.
e For j=2:

101Ky + \Ky = M2Ko + K») + L(Ko + Kg), L:= I(T0T2 — 27ddTedd).
gl

so that the equation on K9 = Ry + i1y becomes 9, Ry = 0 and —0:Io = 2ARs + 2LRy.
e For j=3:
10: K3+ AK3 = )\(2K3 + Kg) + 3L(K1 + Kl),
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which implies the result.

e For j =4
0Ky + MKy = M(2Ky + Ky) + 6 L(Ka + K2) + La(Ko + Ko) + L3 Ko,
where
2 6
Ly = — (BT —205%T3%) Ly = —— (T3 - 215)?) >0,
7\/77_ 0 4 '7ﬁ 2 ( 2 )

Then, 0, R4 = — L3Iy and —0,1y = 2AR4+ 12L Ry + (2Ly + L3) Ry, so that Ry is not preserved when
Iy # 0. O

1]
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