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NONLINEAR INSTABILITY OF ROLLS IN THE 2-DIMENSIONAL
GENERALIZED SWIFT-HOHENBERG EQUATION

MYEONGJU CHAE AND SOYEUN JUNG

ABSTRACT. Within the framework developed in [Gr, JLL, RT1], we rigorously establish the
nonlinear instability of roll solutions to the two-dimensional generalized Swift-Hohenberg
equation (gSHE). Our analysis is based on spectral information near the maximally unstable
Bloch mode, combined with precise semigroup estimates. We construct a certain class of
small initial perturbations that grow in time and cause the solution to deviate from the
underlying roll solution within a finite time. This result provides a clear transition from
spectral to nonlinear instability in a genuinely two-dimensional setting, where the Bloch
parameter o ranges over an unbounded domain.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper investigates the nonlinear instability of roll solutions to the two—dimensional
gSHE with quadratic—cubic nonlinearity:

Oyu = —(1+8§+3§)Qu+€2u+bu2—Sug, u € R. (1.1)

Here, € € R is a control parameter, and b, s € R are nonzero constants satisfying b # 0 and
27s — 38b% > 0.

The Swift—-Hohenberg equation (SHE), in its classical form with b = 0, was originally
introduced as a model for the onset of spatially periodic structures near pattern-forming in-
stabilities, especially in Rayleigh-Bénard convection ([SH]). Since then, it has served as a
canonical fourth-order partial differential equation for studying pattern formation in various
physical, chemical, and biological systems ([CH]). Its mathematical simplicity and rich dy-
namics have made it a prototypical model for analyzing bifurcation, stability, and dynamics
of spatially periodic patterns. In two or more spatial dimensions, one fundamental class
of solutions is given by roll solutions, one-dimensional periodic structures extended in the
transverse direction, which are widely regarded as a basic example in the study of pattern
formation ([H]).

To capture more realistic nonlinear effects, several generalizations of the SHE have been
proposed. In particular, the gSHE, which includes both quadratic and cubic nonlinear terms
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as in (1.1), introduces asymmetric nonlinear effects and supports a wider range of pattern-
forming behaviors than the classical SHE; e.g., see [ALBKS, BK, CG, GX, HMBD, K, R] for
detailed accounts of pattern diversity in the gSHE. Among these, spatially periodic patterns
remain a central object of study, not only because of their role in pattern formation theory,
but also due to because their stability and instability exhibit additional complexity when the
reflection symmetry (u — —u) is broken.

The spectral and nonlinear stability of spatially periodic solutions has been extensively
studied in the SHE. The fundamental works [M1, M2] rigorously characterized the spectrum
of the linearized operator around roll solutions in two dimensions and analyzed their spectral
stability and instability; in particular, the stability boundaries are determined by the classical
FEckhaus and zigzag instabilities. The nonlinear stability of spatially periodic solutions within
the Eckhaus stable regime was first investigated in [S1, S2] for one dimension and later
extended to two dimensions in [U].

Similar studies have also been carried out in other models that exhibit spatially periodic
patterns. For example, in the Brusselator model ([SZJV]), the spectral stability and instabil-
ity of spatially periodic wave have been investigated using techniques from [M2]. In addition,
under the assumption of spectral stability, a general framework for deriving both linear and
nonlinear stability has been developed and applied to various classes of evolution equations
(e.g., see [JNRZ1, JZ] and the references therein). These contributions form a well-developed
body of theory on the stability of spatially periodic waves.

In contrast, nonlinear instability, that is, the nonlinear dynamics near a spectrally unstable
spatially periodic pattern, remains less well understood. In particular, the transition from
spectral to nonlinear instability poses significant analytical challenges, especially in multi-
dimensional settings where mode dispersion and interactions are more intricate.

The purpose of this paper is to address this gap by establishing the nonlinear instability of
roll solutions in the two-dimensional gSHE. Building on our previous spectral results in [CJ],
we construct suitable perturbations and show their nonlinear growth, thereby demonstrating
that solutions deviate from the underlying roll solution within a finite time.

Our analysis is based on a well-established strategy initiated in [Gr|, where the growth
properties of the linearized operator and the existence of an exponentially growing mode
are combined to construct a nonlinear approximate solution that exhibits instability of the
original nonlinear system. This approach was first implemented for two—dimensional Euler
and Prandtl equations. Similar ideas also appear in [RT1] and [RT2], which establish the
transversal instability of the line solitary water waves and the KdV solitary wave in two di-
mensions. See also [JLL], where nonlinear modulational instability of periodic traveling waves
for several dispersive PDEs is proved in one dimension, under both periodic and localized
perturbations.

Our goal in this introduction is to briefly summarize our previous results and to state
the main theorem of the present paper. In [J], we constructed roll solutions for the one-
dimensional gSHE and carried out their spectral analysis. In [CJ], we extended this to the
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two-dimensional setting and proved that all roll solutions are spectrally unstable throughout
their existence regime. These results provide the spectral groundwork necessary for the
nonlinear instability established in this paper.

Notation. We introduce some basic notation used throughout the paper. For a nonneg-
ative integer p, let HP(R?) be the Sobolev space of order p on R? with norm || - | v (r2); in
particular, H° = L2. Define T = [0, 27] and let HP(T) be HP([0,27]) with periodic boundary
conditions #u(0) = du(2r) for j = 0,...,p — 1. Unless otherwise specified, H?(R?) and
HP(T) are taken in (z,y) € R? and = € T, respectively.

Throughout the paper, z and y are spatial variables, ¢ is the temporal variable, and there
are four parameters ¢, w, o1 and o9, in particular, o := (01, 02) is a Bloch wave vector. For
A, B > 0, we write A ~ B if there exists a uniform constant C' > 1 such that

A< B<CA.

The symbol C' also denotes a generic uniform constant, possibly changing from line to line;
dependence on parameters is made explicit when relevant. The spectrum of an operator is
denoted by Spec.

1.1. Roll solutions. A roll solution, as considered in this work, refers to a spatially periodic
solution of the form

Uroll (ta Z, y) - ﬂ(x),

which is independent of both y and ¢. Such solutions bifurcate from the uniform state v = 0,
which becomes unstable as the control parameter e crosses a critical threshold (namely, € = 0).
To understand the onset of instability, we linearize (1.1) about u = 0, yielding

ou=—(1+02+ 83)2u + &2u.

Since we focus on solutions that are independent of y, we restrict our attention to perturba-
tions of the form u(t, z,y) = e*e™*® where k € R denotes the one-dimensional spatial wave

number. Substituting into the linearized equation yields the dispersion relation
Mk) = —(1 - k%)% + &2

This relation shows that the mode with wave number k = +1 becomes unstable when ¢ > 0,
indicating a Turing-type bifurcation triggered by a finite-wavenumber instability.

To simplify the analysis, we rescale the spatial variable by setting x — « := kx. With this
change of variables, the equation (1.1) reads

Biu = —(1+ K202 + 02)%u+ *u+ bu? — su®,  weRL (1.2)

The rigorous construction of such roll solutions with period 27 was carried out in our previous
work [CJ, J]. They have small amplitude, with leading-order behavior of size O(e), as shown
in the following theorem.



Theorem 1.1 (Existence of the rolls, [CJ, J]). Assume 27s — 38> > 0 and let w be a
parameter satisfying

E* — 1 = 2ew. (1.3)

Then there exists an g > 0 such that for all e € (0,e0] and all w € [—1, 1] there is a unique
(up to translation) stationary 2mw—periodic roll solution

Uroll (ty xZ, y) = /ﬂ’E,w (':C)

of (1.2), which is even in x and bifurcating from the uniform state w = 0. These periodic
solutions have the following expansion

6v1 — 4w?

() = & o %
5 [18b(1 — 4w?) 3202w/ 1 — 4w? 2b(1 — 4w?) (1.4)
— COST + ————— OS2z
27s — 386 (27s — 38b2)V/2Ts — 3802 27s — 38b°
+O(?).

In particular, if w = % then @, (z) = 0.

Based on the parameter relation given in (1.3), we will consider the equation in the following
form throughout this paper:

Ou = —(1+ (1+2ew)8§+8§)2u—|—52u+bu2 — su?, u e RL (1.5)

1.2. Spectral instability. We now briefly review the spectral analysis of the roll solutions
(1.4) carried out in [CJ]. To this end, we first recall the Bloch-wave decomposition, which is a
central tool not only for studying the linearized spectrum but also for deriving the semigroup
estimates in Chapter 3.

Linearizing (1.5) about ., gives the linear operator

Lo =—(1+ (1+2ew)d2 + 97) + &° + 2biic,, — 3507 (1.6)

£,w

acting on L?(R?) with densely defined domain H*(R?). Since e, is 2rperiodic in z and
independent of y, so are the coefficients of L. .. Then, by the standard Floquet-Bloch
theory([JmZk, KP, M2]), any bounded eigenfunction v(z,y) of L., takes the form

v(z,y) = TTTRNW (2 0, N), W(x+2m,0,)) = W(z,0,)), (1.7)

where o := (01, 02) € R? are referred to as Bloch wave vectors throughout this paper. Here
W depends only on x, so it cannot belong to L?(R?). As a result, the linear operator L.,
admits no L?(R?)—eigenfunctions, and its entire spectrum is essential (see [KP, Chapter 3.3]).

To analyze this essential spectrum, we introduce the family of Bloch operators below.
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By substituting (1.7) into (1.6), we define the Bloch operator B(e,w,o) for each o =
(0-170-2) by
B(e,w,0) : = e~ioratony) o cilor1z+o2y)

(1.8)
— —[1+ (1+26w) (0, + i01)® — 03]° + €% + 2biic, — 352,

acting on L?(T) with a densely defined domain H*(T). For each o € R? L?(T)-spectrum
of B(e,w, o) consists entirely of discrete eigenvalues; that is, it is purely point spectrum.
Moreover, the operator B(e,w, o) is self-adjoint, and hence all its eigenvalues are real. Of
particular importance is the fact that the full L?(IR?)-spectrum of L. ., can be described as
the closure of the union of these point spectra over all o € R?:

Specrzr2)(Lew) = closure( U SpecLz(T)(B(s,w,a))>. (1.9)
oeR?

The interested reader can consult [M2, Section 2| for the proof of this spectral identity.
In [CJ], we identified a region in the Bloch parameter space o where instability was expected
(see [CJ, Section 3.1] or the brief review in Section 2). Within this region, we studied the

eigenvalue problem for the Bloch operator B(e,w, o) and showed that there exists a specific
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B(e,w, o) has a positive eigenvalue for every o sufficiently close to o*. This result is stated
in the following theorem. Here, S, ., denotes the set of all unstable Bloch wave vectors, i.e.,

Bloch wave vector o* such that, for sufficiently small € > 0 and all w € | |, the operator

those o € R? for which B(e,w, o) has a positive eigenvalue.

Theorem 1.2 (Spectral instability, [CJ]). Assume 27s—38b> >0 and b # 0. Let g be taken
from the ezistence result of te ., in Theorem 1.1. Then there exists £y € (0,e0] such that e

is spectrally unstable for all € € (0,&p] and allw € [—%, %] In particular, for any fized r > 1,
{0eR? [|o—0*| SO@E)} C S forallw € -3, 3],

where o* := (—3, @)

This result contrasts with the classical SHE with b = 0, where the instability of roll solu-
tions is characterized by well-known instability boundaries in the parameter space (see [M2]
and the references therein). These boundaries, called the Eckhaus and zigzag instabilities,
describe the regions in the plane of control parameters and wave numbers where roll patterns
lose stability. More precisely, the Eckhaus instability occurs when perturbations act along
the roll direction ([E, TB]), while the zigzag instability arises when perturbations act in the
transverse direction to the rolls ([C, CH]).

In the two-dimensional gSHE, however, the inclusion of a quadratic nonlinearity (b # 0)
breaks the reflection symmetry and leads to a different stability scenario. While in one
dimension spatially periodic solutions satisfy the Eckhaus stability boundary established in
[J], in two dimensions all roll solutions are spectrally unstable throughout the entire parameter

regime. Thus, unlike the classical SHE, the gSHE does not admit a stable region bounded by
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Eckhaus or zigzag curves. This shows that the quadratic term induces instability mechanisms
that are genuinely two-dimensional and cannot be explained by one-dimensional analysis.

1.3. Main result and strategy. We now state our main theorem on the nonlinear in-
stability of the roll solutions and outline the strategy of the proof. The theorem shows that
arbitrarily small perturbations can lead to a significant deviation from the roll solution within
a finite time.

Theorem 1.3 (Nonlinear instability). Let s, b and £y be chosen as in Theorem 1.2. Then
there exists £y € (0,&p] such that for every 0 < € < &y and every w € (—%, %), the following
nonlinear instability result holds.

There ezists @ > 0 such that for every § > 0 we can find an initial data V5(0,2,y) and a
time T ~ |1né| such that

1V5(0, 2, y) = tew ()| g3y <9, (1.10)

and there exists a solution Vs(t,z,y) € H?(R?) of (1.5) with initial data Vs(0,z,y), defined
on [0, T%], satisfying
VAT, 2,) = e (&) 1232) = . (1.11)

Proof. Given in Section 4. O

We note that the same type of nonlinear instability also holds in the spectrally unstable
regime of the one-dimensional gSHE, namely for w € (— %, —ﬁ) U (ﬁ, %) (see [J]). Our
contribution here is to establish this result in the genuinely two-dimensional setting, where
the analysis is more delicate.

To analyze the nonlinear instability of roll solutions, it is essential to construct an expo-

nentially growing solution to the linearized equation
Vi= L.V, (1.12)

where L, is defined in (1.6). In our previous work [CJ, Proposition 3.1], it was shown that
certain spatially localized initial data U lead to solutions satisfying the lower bound
Ao*)t

(&
(=" U) (@, )| 22y Z

(1+18)7

for some positive constant [, where A(¢c*) is an unstable eigenvalue associated with the mode

o* identified in Theorem 1.2. This demonstrates the linear instability of the roll solution.
For nonlinear instability, however, such a lower bound is insufficient. To control the non-

linear terms, we need a more precise description of the dominant growth, including an upper

bound on the linear evolution. In particular, we require the refined exponential estimate

(5=~ U) (@, ) | 2 m2y = M Ve(t), (1.13)

where A(¢) is the maximal growth rate and e(t) is a time-dependent prefactor satisfying

C1(1+1t)"Y < e(t) < Oy for some constants C;, Co > 0 (see Proposition 2.3 for the precise
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form of e(t)). This estimate captures the leading linear growth while keeping the nonlinear
remainder under control.

In addition, as indicated in (1.13), we need to focus on the most unstable mode &, the
Bloch wave vector that maximizes the unstable eigenvalue of the Bloch operators. While in
[CJ] it was enough to construct growing solutions from an arbitrary unstable mode, here we
must work with the maximizer & in order to control the nonlinear terms in the perturbation
analysis. To this end, in Section 2 we revisit the linear instability analysis based on the
maximizer &, rather than the previously used mode o*.

In Section 3, we establish semigroup estimates for the linearized evolution operator e“=«,
which play a central role in the nonlinear analysis. These estimates show that the growth of
the linear evolution is governed by the maximal unstable eigenvalue and are further used to
control higher-order nonlinear terms through inhomogeneous bounds.

Lastly, in Section 4, we prove the main theorem by constructing a solution that is decom-
posed into an approximate solution and a nonlinear remainder. Following the strategy of
[Gr, JLL, RT1], the approximate solution is designed to match the true dynamics up to a
certain order, while the remainder is controlled by energy estimates so that nonlinear effects
remain subordinate to the leading exponential growth.

1.4. Discussion. It is worth noting two representative studies, Jin-Liao—Lin [JLL] and Rous-
set-Tzvetkov [RT1], which both employ the Grenier framework [Gr] to promote spectral
instability to nonlinear instability.

The work [JLL], which studies the nonlinear modulational instability of periodic traveling
waves in a one-dimensional dispersive model, shares structural features with the present
paper. In both works, the linearized operators possess purely essential spectrum, but our
two-dimensional setting gives rise to additional difficulties that do not appear in [JLL].

In one dimension the Bloch parameter o varies over a compact set, whereas in two dimen-
sions it extends over an unbounded domain. Consequently, in our framework, the existence
of a maximizer ¢ attaining the maximal growth rate A(¢) is not immediate. We clarify this
issue by showing that, outside a compact region in the o-space, the spectrum of the Bloch
operator B(e,w, o) is uniformly bounded above by a negative constant (see Lemma 2.1).

Another issue specific to the two-dimensional setting arises in establishing upper and lower
bounds for the linear solution associated with the most unstable mode & (see Proposition
2.3). To obtain these bounds, a convenient approach is to employ a Taylor-type expansion of
the unstable eigenvalue A(¢) near &, which in turn requires a certain regularity of A(o) with
respect to 0. In the spectral theory of periodic Schrédinger operators, it is well known that
A(0) is analytic in one dimension, whereas in higher dimensions it is in general only continuous
(see [Ku, Theorem 5.5] and [Wi]). This lack of analyticity usually prevents the use of Taylor
expansions in multidimensional settings. In our case, however, the local analyticity of A(o)
near any unstable mode is ensured by the Lyapunov—Schmidt reduction developed in [CJ]
(see Lemma 2.2).



The work of Rousset—Tzvetkov [RT1] establishes the linear and nonlinear instability of
line solitary water waves in two dimensions with respect to transverse perturbations. More
precisely, they prove that one-dimensional solitary waves, which are (orbitally) stable under
one-dimensional perturbations (Mielke [M3]), become nonlinearly (orbitally) unstable when
subjected to perturbations depending on the transverse variable. In their framework, the
spectral problem is reduced to one-dimensional linearized operators JL(k) parameterized by
the transverse Fourier mode k, analogous to our oz, and the monotonic dependence of the
Dirichlet-Neumann operator G j on |k| is crucial in proving the existence of the most unstable
mode. Their analysis also involves a more intricate Hamiltonian system with several delicate
analytical components, such as establishing long-time existence for the remainder equation.

In contrast to [JLL, RT1, RT2], our setting is dissipative rather than Hamiltonian. This
dissipative structure considerably simplifies the analytical framework, such as the semigroup
estimates (Section 3) and the control of the remainder terms (Section 4), and thus allows the
Grenier framework to appear in transparent form. Nevertheless, to the best of our knowledge,
our work provides the first application of the Grenier scheme to a dissipative equation. This
is possible because in our case the spectral information of the Bloch operators, including
the existence of the most unstable mode, is fully understood through Bloch-Floquet the-
ory and Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. Although the existence of an unstable mode implies
linear instability, identifying the most unstable mode that derive the nonlinear instability
is far from straightforward in general. In the context of dissipative systems, we also note
that M. Colombo et al. [CO] recently established the linear instability of shear flows for the
two-dimensional Navier—Stokes equations on a rectangular torus. In the presence of physi-
cal boundaries with no-slip conditions, the works [BG], [GGN1], [GGN2| have investigated
spectral instability mechanisms arising from boundary layers. For further references on this
topic, see the bibliography in [CO].

A possible direction for future work is to extend the nonlinear instability result to a broader
class of initial perturbations. Indeed, Theorem 1.3 is proved for a class of initial data designed
to activate the most unstable part of the linearized operator. This guarantees maximal
growth but relies on the specific structure of the perturbation. For comparison, the work of
[CS] established nonlinear instability for a wider class of perturbations in one-dimensional
reaction—diffusion equations with periodic coefficients, under suitable spectral and nonlinear
assumptions. Extending our approach to such more general perturbations, as well as to
higher-dimensional settings, remains an interesting direction for future research.

2. LINEAR INSTABILITY OF ROLLS

In this section, we construct an exponentially growing solution to the linearized equation
(1.12). Our construction modifies the approach in [CJ, Proposition 3.1], and provides an
additional upper bound on the growing solution, which will be crucial for analyzing the
nonlinear instability of the rolls solution. For this reason, we concentrate on the most unstable

mode, namely the Bloch wave vector o corresponding to the largest unstable eigenvalue of
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the Bloch operator B(e,w, o). The existence of such a maximizer, together with the local real

analyticity of the corresponding eigenvalue, is guaranteed by Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2.
Before presenting the lemmas, and to aid the reader’s understanding, we briefly recall the

four regions in the Bloch parameter space o where unstable Bloch modes may occur ([CJ,

Section 3.1]). Thanks to the spectral identify (1.9), we can reduce Bloch wave vectors o € R?

to o € [—3, 3] x [0,00) using that W is 27-periodic in « and that B(e,w,0) is even in oo.

Furthermore, we can further restrict to o € [—%, 0] x [0, 00), since B(e,w, 01, 02) is conjugate
to B(e,w, —01,02) via the symmetry operators R;,j = 1,2, defined by

(RiW)(z) = W(—z) and (RoW)(z) =W (x).
In both cases we have
B(e,w,01,02) = R;jB(e,w, —01,02)R;, j=1,2.
Consequently, it suffices to examine the eigenvalue problems of B(e,w, o) on L?(T):
0= [B(e,w,0) = A\|lW (2.1)

for o € [—3,0] x [0, 00), rather than for all o € R?.

To characterize unstable Bloch wave vectors o € [—4,0] x [0,00), we first analyzed the

-1,
eigenvalue problem (2.1) at the critical value ¢ = 0. For small € > 0 the operators B(e,w, o)

can be regarded as small perturbations of
B(0,w,0) = —(1+ (0, +i01)* — 03)°.
Since this operator has constant coefficients, its eigenvalues p,,, (o) are explicitly given by
pm(0) = —(1—(m+01)> —03)2 <0, mcZ (2.2)
Therefore, for small € > 0 unstable Bloch wave vectors o can occur when
(m+01)*+ 03 ~ 1,

from which we readily identify the set

So:={o€ [—%,0] x[0,00) | Co: 0402 =1, Cyy:(0p+1)> 403 =1}. (2.3)
We then distinguish four regions around the set Sp: for some § > 0,

Ri:={oc [—%,0] % [0, 00) | dist(o, ™) < 51,
Re:={o € [—%,O] x [0,00) | dist(o,(0,0)) < d},
Rz:={o¢€ [—%,0] x [0,00) | dist(o,Cy) < 90, dist(o,0") > 6},

1
and Ry:={o € [—5,0] x [0,00) | dist(o,C1) < 0, dist(o,0") > 6, dist(o,(0,0)) > 0}.
,@) Notice that the two circles Cy and C; (or Cy and C_1, respectively)

intersect at o* = (—1, ﬁ) (or (0,0), respectively); see Figure 1. In each of the regions R

2
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FiGURE 1. The four regions R1 — R4. The blue dot indicates ¢* = (—%,
Figure reproduced from [CJ].

).

and Rg, the operator B(0,w, o) has two small eigenvalues, whereas in R3 and R4 it has only
one. In [CJ], by analyzing the eigenvalue problem (2.1) in R4, we established Theorem 1.2.

On the other hand, if o is bounded away from Sy, the eigenvalues p,, (o) are uniformly
negative. Hence the eigenvalues of B(e,w, o), being small perturbations of those of B(0,w, o),
also remain uniformly negative provided ¢ is sufficiently small. In our previous work [CJ], it
was enough to identify the spectrally unstable Bloch wave vectors, and the spectral behavior
away from Sp was mentioned without detailed analysis. In the present work, however, such
localization is essential for establishing the existence of the most unstable eigenvalue. We
therefore state the precise result as a lemma below, with the proof deferred to Appendix A.

Lemma 2.1. Let s, b and &y be chosen as in Theorem 1.2. Then there exists 0 < n = O(/¢)

such that for all € € (0,&)] and allw € (—1,1),

Sew C {o : dist(o,Sy) < n}.

That is, all unstable Bloch wave vectors are contained in a band of width O(\/€) around Sp.

We now concern the existence of a maximal eigenvalue and the local analyticity of the
associated spectral branch near the maximizer. In the lemma below, we use term a domain
of analyticity: R C [—-1/2,1/2] x R is a domain of analyticity if each point in R has a
neighborhood where A is represented as an analytic function.

Lemma 2.2. Let s, b and &y be chosen as in Theorem 1.2. There exists &y € (0,&0] such
that for each 0 < ¢ < &y and each w € (%, %), the Bloch operator B(e,w, o) admits the most
unstable eigenvalue \yf, attained at some & € R%. Moreover, there exists a neighborhood
N C R? of & and a real analytic function

AN —R
10



such that \(G) = Ay and for each o € N, X(o) is an unstable eigenvalue of B(e,w, o). In
particular, \(o) defines a locally analytic branch of unstable eigenvalues selected near .

%, %) For each op € Sy, an unstable eigenvalue \(e,w, o) of B(e,w, o)

for (e,0) near (0,00) was constructed in [CJ] via the Lyapunov—Schmidt reduction, after

Proof. Fix any w € (

separating the four regions R; —R4. More precisely, B(e,w, o) has at most one or two simple
unstable eigenvalues, since B(0,w, o) has two critical eigenvalues for o € Ry and o € R,
and only one for ¢ € R3 and o € Ry4.

The analyticity of A in (g, 0) near (0, 0¢) follows from two ingredients of that analysis: the
implicit function theorem applied in the Lyapunov—Schmidt procedure, and the Weierstrass
preparation theorem characterizing the leading-order behavior of A in (e, ) near (0, 0p) (see,
for instance, the second equation in (47) and (60) in [CJ, Section 3.2] for o € Rq). Since
Sp is compact, there exists v > 0 such that for all € € (0,&p) the domain of analyticity of A
contains .

RY:={o € [—5,0] x R | dist(o,S0) < v} (2.4)

Here we note that v depends only on the fixed constant g from Theorem 1.1. Accordingly,
the Lyapunov—Schmidt reduction yields at most one or two analytic branches of unstable
eigenvalues. However, the choice between these branches is unambiguous, since one branch
is always greater than or equal to the other.

By Lemma 2.1, all unstable Bloch wave vectors are contained in a band of width O(y/¢)
around Sp. We now choose &g € (0, &y] sufficiently small so that

O(Vép) < 7.
Then, for any € € (0,&y], the corresponding unstable Bloch wave vectors o lie entirely within
R7. Consequently, every unstable eigenvalue, including the largest one, is contained in an
analytic neighborhood of A centered at some og on Sy, and therefore admits a locally analytic
representation in o. ]

We now construct an exponentially growing solution to the linearized equation by replacing
the unstable eigenvalue A(c*) in [CJ, Proposition 3.1] with the largest unstable eigenvalue
Ay = A(0) obtained in Lemma 2.2. This replacement not only captures the dominant growth
behavior but also provides an upper bound estimate on the growing solution, which will play
a key role in controlling the error terms in the subsequent nonlinear analysis.

To proceed, let s, b and &y be chosen as in Lemma 2.2, and fix any ¢ € (0,&p] and
w € (—%, %) For notational convenience, we suppress the explicit dependence of L., and
B(e,w,0), and simply write £ and B(c), respectively. In addition, we define a small square

of Bloch wave vectors centered around the maximizer & = (51, 72):
IxJ:= [5’1,5‘1+Co] X [52,5‘2—!—60], (2.5)

where ¢y > 0 is chosen sufficiently small so that the square I x J lies entirely within the
analyticity region U (a quantitative bound to be given later in Section 4). This guarantees

that the unstable eigenvalue A(o) remains real-analytic throughout I x J.
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Proposition 2.3. Let W(x,0) be the continuous family of the eigenfunctions of B(co) cor-
responding to the unstable eigenvalue X\(o) for o € I x J. Define the function

Ulz,y) = / TN (3, 5)doy do. (2.6)
IxJ

Then the semigroup evolution e“tU satisfies the estimate

1(“T) ()| 2 ey = e e(t),
where the function e(t) satisfies
Cy

(1+1)
for some positive constants C1, Co and [, depending on €,w, & and cg.

<e(t) <Oy (2.7)

1
[

Proof. We define a function
V(t,z,y) = / Nt NTH W (1 5V do dos. (2.8)
IxJ

Evaluating at t = 0 gives V(0,2,y) = U(z,y). Since A is bounded on the compact set I x J
and W (x,-) € LY(I x J), direct differentiation under the integral sign yields
oV = Ao )Nt 1zt (1 6)do dos.
IxJ
On the other hand, using the relation (2.1), we compute

LV = N1 74029 B( VW (2, 0)dory dory
IxJ

= / Mo )Mtz + o2 (1 5)dodos,
IxJ

which confirms that V indeed satisfies the linearized equation with initial data U, i.e., e“tU =
V.

To estimate the norm of V', we apply Plancherel’s Theorem (see Lemma 2.5 in the end of
the section), yielding

IVt e = /J /I N (., 0) |22y dordo. (2.9)

By the continuity of the mapping o € I x J — W(-,0) € H*(T), there exist constants C;
and Cy, depending on ¢, w and &, such that

o) / / N o dery < |Vt ey < Co / / 2O i dory. (2.10)
JJI JJI

Since A\(o) is analytic on I x J, there exists 0 < [ < oo such that the following expansion
about ¢ = & holds:
l
Ao) = A©@) =Y ar(or — 61)' F (o2 — 52)F + oo — 5], (2.11)

k=0
12



where not all a; vanish. Substituting this expansion into the integrand and letting o; —&; = k;
for : = 1,2, yields that

//eQA(U)tdaldag _ 62/\Mt(€(t))2,
JJI
where we define

€0 €0 _ 1/2
e(t) — (/0‘ A 6(222:0 apkil kn2k+o(|ﬁ|l))td/€1d/€2) ) (212)

Recalling Ay = (@) is the maximal growth rate, the right-hand side of (2.11) is nonpositive
from which we deduce that

€0 co 1/2
</ / e*C(NH“lz)tdmdm) / <et)<C (2.13)
0 0

for some constant C' > 0.
1
We now estimate the lower bound in (2.13) by coe= for 0 < ¢ < 1, and by C(co)t 7
for ¢ > 1. In particular, for the case ¢ > 1 we perform the change of variables p; = Hét for

1, 11
co cot o1 —Cp1
e ) _1 (&
/ e Rt e — 1 / Py dp,
0 0 !

Putting these estimates together, we arrive at

i = 1,2, which gives

et A A
G r <V ) 2@z = e e(t) < Caet
(1+1¢)7
for some positive constants C, C5 depending on €, w, & and cg. g

Remark 2.4. It is worth emphasizing the essential difference between the present two-dimensional
setting and the one-dimensional analysis in [JLL]. In the one-dimensional case, the expansion
(2.11) near the maximally unstable mode admits uniform estimate of the form

—90(0 - ) < A(0) — A(5) < —%C(a _a), (2.14)
which lead to precise decay:
Apt
Lt - €
[l (e U)(’)”HQ(R) =~ m

In contrast, in the two-dimensional problem considered here, the bound (2.14) generally fail
due to the more complicated geometry near its maximum. As a result, e(t) defined in (2.12)
only satisfies the bounds (2.7). For this reason, throughout the nonlinear analysis in Section 4,
we consistently express all estimates in terms of the combined factor e’ te(t), as it represents
the natural growth scale imposed by the linear dynamics.
In addition, we note that in Proposition 2.3, the function e(t) is decreasing in ¢, and
satisfies
€' ()] < Cche(t) (2.15)
13



for some constant C' > 0. In what follows Cc} can be made arbitrarily small by taking cg
sufficiently small. This fact will play an important role in controlling several constants in the
preceding sections. For example, we will choose ¢y such that

Ay —Ceh >0 (2.16)
from which we deduce that the function e*™*e(t) is increasing in ¢, because
d
pn [ )‘Mte(t)} = )\Me’\Mte(t) + eAMte'(t) > (A — C’cé)e’\Mte(t) > 0.
This monotonicity will also play a key role in the nonlinear instability estimates in Section 4.

In the end of the section, we introduce a lemma stating the Parseval’s theorem holds for
the Bloch transformation, extending [JLL, Lemma 3.3] to the two-dimensional case.

Lemma 2.5. For nonnegative integer p and any W(x,o) € HP(T),

2
i(01x+ogy)W d H N/ Wi 2 d
e x,0)do ~ N .
|/ L Y A | CEo e
Here, the Sobolev space HP(T) with periodic boundary conditions can be defined as
HP(T) = {h € LX(T) | [hllfoery == D (1 +52)V1h()I? < o}, (2.17)

J
where h f27r e “%h(z)dx, j € Z, referred to as the Fourier coefficient of h. In
partzculan HhHL 21y = > \h(5) 2.
Proof. For each j € Z, we denote
I x J:= [51 + 3,01+ ¢co +]} X [52,52 —l-c()].

Since W (x, o) is 2r—periodic in 2, W has a Fourier expansion

o) = W(j,o)e". (2.18)

JEZL

Denoting by k = (k1, k2) a multiindex of order 0 < |k| = k1 + ko < p, it follows that

ak/I Jei("lx"'”Qy)W(x,a)da
X

= | St il + ) o)
X

< (2.19)
= Z/ (i02)*2 (io1) ¥ O H VW (j, 0y — j, 09)doy dory ‘
jez I;xJ
= /2 172N (i) (i01) ¥ X1, s (0)W (4, 01 — §, 02)do1dors.
R

JEZ
Here, x1;x is the characteristic function on I; x J. Notice that since ¢y << 1, XI;xJ XIpgxJ =

0 unless j = k, and the right—hand side of (2.19) is an inverse Fourier transform of the function
14



Zjez(iUQ)kQ (i(o1 + j))klijXJ(J)W(j, o1 — j,02). Thus we deduce from Parseval’s identity
and (2.17) that for 0 < |k| < p,

Hak/l Jei(alx-l-my)W(g;,o-)dOH%Q((z,y);R?)
X

~ || Z(ia2)k2 (ial)klxlij(U)W(j’ o1 —J, O'Q)H%Q(O_;Rz)

JEZ
B / Z ‘02|2k2|01|2k1|X1j><J(U)’2|W(ja 01 _j702)|2d01d02
R? jez,
- / 022210141V (1 — jo 02) P ders iy
JEZL
= | S loaP o+ 1 o) o
]EZ
/ Zl—f—j YW (4, 0) | do.
IXJ]GZ
Noting 0 < k1 < p, it completes the proof. ]

3. SEMIGROUP ESTIMATES
In this section, we obtain semigroup estimates for the linearized evolution operator e*Z,
where L is defined in (1.6). In particular, we demonstrate (3.11) that the semigroup norm is
governed by the maximal growth rate of unstable eigenvalues of £, which provide us a growth
bound for solutions to an inhomogeneous equation (see Proposition 3.3).
To analyze e**, we briefly review the Bloch transform framework (see, e.g., [JNRZ1, JmZk,
JZ]). For the general theory on the Bloch transform, we refer to [RS, Section XIII.16]. For

any w € L?(R?), the inverse Fourier transform formula yields the representation

1
1 [ (7
w(z,y) = 277/ /21 T2 (2, o) dory dora. (3.1)
oo -1

We define w0, the Bloch transform of w, in L*(T, [—3

3,3 X R) by

w(z, o) Ze”x o1+ j,09),
JEL

where 1 denotes the 2-dimensional Fourier transform of w. From the Parseval’s identity L2

HwHL2 (R2) —/ / HL2 )daldag.

isometry holds,



Moreover the H? isometry is proven in Lemma 2.5,

HwHHp (R2) —/ / ) HHp T)daldag (3,2)
2

We can write the linear evolution by e* in terms of the associated Bloch operators defined
n (1.8):

:C ) / /1 i(o12+02y) tB(U)H)(x,O')dO'ldUQ- (33)
2

It together with (3.2) leads

ol = [ [ 150 0 agdondns (3.9
2

Therefore, to estimate e'£, it suffices to study the semigroup e'2(?). The proof follows a

similar line of reasoning as in the classical result that the heat semigroup e*®

HE(Q) for a bounded domain € (see [Lax, Section 22.4]).

is compact on

Lemma 3.1. For any fized o € [—5, 5] x R and time T > 0 the semigroup
e"BO) . g*(T) — H?(T)
18 a compact operator.
Proof. Recalling the Bloch operator (1.8), for notational simplicity we set
Dy =0y +ioy, Ag:=(1+2ew)D+1—03, F(i):=e"+2blc, —3su2,.  (3.5)
Then the solution u := e*B(?y satisfies

Ou = —Aou + F(a)u, u(0,-) = w. (3.6)

Here we note that D, plays the role of a covariant-type derivative, and integration by parts
using D, follows rules analogous to those for ordinary derivatives: for f,g € C°°(T) and

a, B eC,
/fTngdx: _/D:chgdx>
T

/fngdac = /Dwaxgdx,
T
/ F(aD? + B)gdz = / (D2 1 B gdr.
T T

Multiplying (3.6) by u, integrating resultant equality in z over T and applying integration
by parts, we obtain

S —|lu()|720p) = —IlAou(t)]|7 (1) + (F(@)u, u) p2(r) (3.7)
2 dt (T) p



We fix a finite time 7" > 0. Since |F(u)| < C, applying the Gronwall inequality yields that
for all ¢t € 0,71,

lu()lI22(r) < C(T)wll2(r (3.8)
for some C(T') depending on T

Next, multiply (3.6) by tA%u and integrate the resultant equality in x over T. Then
integration by parts gives

A3y =~ AB(E) gy + RALF (@)t A

We now integrate the above equation in t over [0,7]. Apply integration by parts to the
left-hand side, and use the Young’s inequality and (3.8) to the right-hand side to obtain that

1 T
5 |:T||.A()U(T)||%2(T) _/ ”Aou(t)H%Q(T)dt]
0

T T
__ /0 | ABut) 22t + R /0 (F (), ABu) o oyt
< C(T) w72 (p)-
Due to (3.7) and (3.8), it follows that
T 2 e 2 2
AT By < & [ 1 Agu(e) eyt + OCT) ol

T
d
<-3 /0 ) oyt + COT) ol B
< C(T)|[w| 2y
Consequently, recalling (3.5), we see that
IDZu(T)|[F2r) < C(T, 02)[wl|72(r)- (3.9)
Here, by direct calculation
|D2u|? = |02u|? + 402 |0ul* + of|ul? — 202R(D%ut) + 4053 (Dputt) 4 401 (D2 ud,u)
Applying the Young’s inequality and using (3.8) and (3.9), we have
182u(T) | 72(r) < ClOu(T)|Z2(p) + C(T, 09)[[w|F2(py- (3.10)
By plugging this inequality into the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality:
1 1
0®)l2m) < Cllul®)] 22 102 2
we deduce that
10:0(T) | 727y < C(T o2)l[wl|720ry (10wu(T) gy + 1wl 2 )-
Simplifying further, we arrive at

102u(T) | Z2r) < C(T, 02)l|wl|F2 )
17



Combining this estimate with (3.8) and (3.10) we conclude that
[u(D)Fr2m) < C(T, 02)llwl|Z ) -

Higher-order estimates can be derived in a similar manner. The compactness of the semigroup
eTB() on H?(T) follows from the above estimates and the compact Sobolev embedding. [

We now demonstrate that the semigroup generated by the linearized operator exhibits
exponential growth, with rate bounded by the largest unstable spectrum.

Lemma 3.2. Let A\yy = A(0) be the mazimum growth rate defined in Lemma 2.2. Then there
exists a constant C such that for any w € H?(R?),

e wl g2re) < CMV|[wl| 2 z2).- (3.11)

Proof. Let t > 0. We first notice that ¢*B(?) . H?(T) — H?(T) is the strongly continuous
1-parameter semigroup. Moreover, by the previous lemma, et? (@) is compact. Since B (0) is
self-adjoint in L?(T), so is eB(?) (see [A, Theorem 4.1.1]). Then, by the spectral theorem
for compact self-adjoint operators and the spectral mapping theorem ([Lax, Theorem 13.
Section 34.5]), the spectrum of etB@) consists only of eigenvalues of the form e, where
\; € spec(B(c)). Writing W = > a;W; in the orthonormal eigenbasis {W;} of L?*(T), we

obtain
1P OW[Fa0my = 1D e Wl|7aim) < W[ 2.
The estimate (3.11) in L?(R?) follows directly from the Bloch decomposition and Parseval’s
identity (see (3.2) and (3.4)). For the higher estimate, we set
A=1+ (1+ 2ew)d; + 0. (3.12)

tL

Then the solution u := e*~w satisfies

O = —A?u + F(@)u, u(0,-) = w, (3.13)

where F(u) is defined in (3.5).

Noting that H?(R?)-norm is equivalent to the combination of ||ul| r2r2) and [[Aul|p2(ge),
it suffices to estimate || Aulz2g2). We multiply (3.13) by A2u and integrate over R?. Using
the Young’s inequality and the bound |F(a@)| < C, we obtain

d -
&HAU(U”%?(R?) = 2| A%u(t)[|72 g2y + 2(F (@)u, A%u) 2 (m2)

< Cllu()|172 gz

< O a3 g,
18



Here we used the estimate (3.11) in L?(T) for the last inequality. Integrating the above
relation with respect to time ¢ yields

A
lAu®)[ 722y < 1Au(0) 722y + Clwlf2(me) + ¥ [lw]|7 2 ge))
A
< Clwllfzgmey + e w72 (ge))
2) 2
< Ce™M|w]|72 ey,
which completes the proof. O
As a key application of the semigroup estimate, we now derive a growth bound for solutions

to an inhomogeneous linear equation. This result will later be used to control higher-order
nonlinear terms in the instability analysis.

Proposition 3.3. Let e(t) be as defined by (2.12) in Proposition 2.3. Suppose the inhomo-
geneous forcing term g(t,z,y) satisfies

lg@®) 22y < K (Me®)’, t=20, 2<j<N (3.14)
for some K > 0. Then the solution u(t,z,y) to the initial value problem
Ou=Lu+g, u0,)=0 (3.15)
satisfies the estimate
lu(®)ll 22y < CK (M'e(t)’, 20 (3.16)

for some constant C > 0.

Proof. By the Duhamel formula and the estimate (3.11), together with the assumption (3.15),
we obtain

¢ t
u®lleey < [ 1e029(5) iagunyds < CRWE [ i Dosesyias, (317)
0 0
Recalling the constant C’cf) defined in (2.15), we apply integration by parts to obtain
to ) 1 . . t .
/ e(]_l))‘MSe(s)jds < (6<J—1)>‘Mte(t)7 + C’jcé/ 6(9_1)>‘Mse(syds) )
0 (J— DA 0
Rewriting, we have
-l t
(1 _ %) / eU=DMrsg(s)ids < — L ol=Dute(p)i
(G =DAm’ Jo (DA
We now choose ¢y > 0 small enough such that
Cjdch < 20¢)

0< — <
=D = Au

1

— 1
<3 (3.18)
which yields

t ) 9 . ) 2 . )
G=DAmso (g} dg < G=DAmtgp)i < G=DAmt g (4)d
e e(s)ds 4 e e(t)y! < e e(t).
/o ) T (-DAu Q AM Q
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Substituting this into the right-hand side of (3.17) gives

)y < S (Ate(r))i.
AM

4. NONLINEAR, INSTABILITY

In this section, we prove the main theorem of the paper, i.e., the nonlinear instability of
the roll solutions u(z) to the two-dimensional generalized Swift-Hohenberg equation (1.5).
More precisely, for a fixed small § > 0, we define an appropriate positive constant € and
construct a solution Vj(¢,x,y) to (1.5) that satisfy (1.10) and (1.11).

Following the strategy developed in [Gr, JLL, RT1], we decompose the perturbed solution
into two parts: an approximate solution that captures the dominant linear growth and a
remainder term that accounts for the nonlinear corrections. More precisely, we consider the
ansatz,

Va(t,2,y) = VA (t,2,y) + v(t, 2, ), (4.1)
where V®P(¢, x,y) is constructed to approximate the evolution of the unstable mode up to
a prescribed order in J, and v denotes the nonlinear remainder which is expected to remain
small over the relevant time scale.

The approximate solution takes the form

N
VPP(t z,y) = d(x) + Y 8 Vj(t, @, y). (4.2)
j=1

The definitions of V; and v are provided in (4.7) and (4.9), respectively. The first-order
term V) is the exponentially growing solution of the linear problem with the maximal growth
rate, and higher-order corrections V; for j > 2 are designed to compensate for the nonlinear
self-interaction of V3. These terms are solutions of recursively defined inhomogeneous linear
equations derived from lower-order contributions. Their inclusion ensures that the approx-
imate solution matches the true dynamics up to order O(6"V), where the integer N will be
chosen subsequently.
The initial data corresponding to (4.1) is taken as

Vs(0,2,y) = a(x) + 06U (x,y), (4.3)

where U(x,y) denotes the initial data associated with the unstable linear mode constructed
in Proposition 2.3, that is, V1(0,z,y) = U(z,y). Besides V; we impose

Vj(0,z,y) =0 forallj>1, and v(0,z,y)=0.
In what follows, recalling (3.12) and (3.5), we rewrite the original equation (1.5) and its
linearized operator (1.6) in the form
Oww=Lu+ f(u) and L =L+ F(a), (4.4)

where L := —A? and f(u) := e?u + bu?® — su?.
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An N-th order approximate solution V#P(¢, x,y) is constructed as follows. We first set
Vi = e'U
as defined in Proposition 2.3. That is, Vi = Vi (¢, z,y) satisfies
oVi — LV, =0, Vi(0,-) =U. (4.5)
To define the higher-order terms V; for 2 < j < N, we insert the ansatz (4.2) and compute
O VEPP _ LD _ f(1/2PP)
= VPP — LV — £(@) — (F(V*PP) — f(@)
2 3 (4.6)

N N N N

=0 | Y Vi | LD 0V | +Bsu—b) [ D V| +s D5V

Jj=2 Jj=2 j=1 j=1
Here we used Lu + f(u) = 0 and (4.5), and expanded f(V?#PP) around u:
1 1
FVoPP) = f(@) = f@)(V*P —a) + S f" @) (VPP =) + o f (@) (VPP —a)?,

fl(a) = F(a) = * + 2ba — 3su®,  f"(i) = 2b— 6sa, [f"(@) = —6s.
The nonlinear terms on the right-hand side of (4.6) can be organized by power of §
2

N N 2N

Yoovi| =YV Y v+ Y Fuy,

j=1 j=2 k+p=j k+p=N+1

N 3 N 3N

SNvi| =D D vV |+ Y. MY,
J=1 Jj=3 k+p+q=j k+p+q=N+1

with 1 < k,p,q < N. Grouping terms of order 6/, we define Vj for 2 < j < N recursively by
the linear inhomogeneous problems
O Vo — LVy = —(3si — b) V2,
OV — LV = —(Bsii—b) Y ViV—s Y ViV, fors3<j<nN (47
k+p=j k+p+q=j
with V;(0,-) = 0 for 2 < j < N. Substituting these equations back into (4.6), the approximate
solution satisfies

2N 3N
OV —LVP — f(V¥P) = (3su—b) > 8Vilpts 3 ST,
k+p=N+1 k+p+q=N+1

—: RAPP
(4.8)

with 1 < k,p,q < N. The symbol R?PP represents the residual of the approximate solution.
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Finally, inserting the ansatz (4.1) into (4.4) yields the equation for the remainder v:

O = Lv + (2 + 2bVPP — 35(VP)2)y + (b — 3sV*PP)o? — 50 4 RWPP,

4.9
v(0,-) = 0. (4.9)
The profile of j-th correction term V; can be estimated as follows.
Lemma 4.1. There exists a uniform constant p > 0 such that
Vi ()l 2 e2) < (pete(t))’, 1<j<N. (4.10)
Proof. We first claim that there exists a positive sequence {C;}i<;j<n satisfying
Vi)l 22y < Ci(eMe(t))’, 1<j<N.
By Proposition 2.3 we have
HVI(t)HHQ(RQ) < Cle)‘Mte(t) (4.11)

for some Cy > 0, so the claim holds for j = 1. Assume now that the claim holds for all V;
with 1 <[ < j —1 for some 2 < 7 < N. By the induction hypothesis,

IS ViV @®lazesy < S Vi@l Vo Ollmz@ey < > Crlp(eie(t))’,
k+p=j k+p=j ktp—=j
and similarly,

D ViVeVa®lmeey < D IVaOllaze) Ve (Ol 2 e 1Va (6 2 e2)
k+p+q =J k+p+q=j

ST GO (Mte(t))’

k+p+q=j

with 1 < k,p,q < N. For notational simplicity, we set
a = C||3st — b|| peo(r), §:=C's
where C' is defined in (3.16). Applying Proposition 3.3 to (4.7) yields
V3 ()l 22y < Cj(eMe(t))’,

where the sequence {C}}a2<j<n is defined recursively by

Cy := aC?,
Ci=a Y Cylp+3i Y Gi(CCq j=3.
k+p=j k+p+q=j

In fact, there exists p > 0 such that

C; < p. (4.12)
When 5 = 0, the recurrence relation reduces to that of the Catalan numbers, which grow
exponentially. The proof of (4.12) is postponed to Appendix B. U

22



Due to the above lemma, the residual term R?PP in (4.8) can be estimated by
[ RPP(8) | r2(m2y < CN* (Spe™e(t)) 7 (1 + Speite(t) + ).

Here, N? is the upper bound for [{(k,p,q)|k +p+q=N,1<k,p,qg <N —1}|.

Now fix 0 € (0, %) to be specified later. Recalling that e*'e(t) is increasing in t for

sufficiently small ¢y satisfying (2.16), we define T° > 0 as the finite time such that
5pe’\MT66(T5) =0. (4.13)

Then, for all 0 <t < T9, the residual term R?®PP satisfies

S At ¢ N+1
IR ()| 12 m2) < one e : f( 9)) < ON?(5pe*vte(t)) N, (4.14)
For later use, we record the following consistency condition on cy:
Spe(0) = dpck < 0. (4.15)

The next lemma required to prove Theorem 1.3 concerns the energy estimates for the
remainder v up to time T°. The local well-posedness of v in H?(R?) follows from a standard
fixed point argument and is therefore omitted. We define the maximal time T3 by

1
Ty := sup {T >0 | o)l 2@z < 3 forall0 <t < T}. (4.16)

In the case where the bound holds for all times, we set Th; = +00. Note that the maximal
existence time is larger than Th;.

Lemma 4.2 (Energy estimate).

(1) For T? defined in (4.13) it holds that T® < Tyy.
(2) The remainder v satisfies the same bound as R*PP; that is, for all 0 <t < 79,

N+1

o) Fr2r2) < CN? (5/)6)‘Mte(t)) (4.17)

Proof. To prove point (1) by contradiction, suppose that Th; < T°. Recalling (3.12) and
(4.4), the v—equation (4.9) can be rewritten as

o = —A%v + P(v) + R¥P,
where P(v) = (2 + 20V 3P — 35(VaPP)2)y + (b — 35V ¥P)9? — sv3. Then integration by parts
yields

d
£||U(t)||%2(ug2) = —2HAU(75)||%2(R2) + 2(P(v) + R™P, v)2(Re2),

d aj
%”A”(t)u?;%ﬁ@) = _2"142“(75)"%2(]1@2) +2(P(v) +R ppaA2U>L2(R2)-
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Recalling (4.2), (4.10) and (4.16), we have that for all 0 <t < Ty,
o))l oo r2) < C,

N
IV Ol e < Ofe+ 3 (ape™et)) < Cle-+0)

It then follows that for all 0 < ¢t < Ty,
[P() ) z2mr2) < Cllv@)]22®2)-
Consequently,
d a
o (I ®Iaq@) + 1400 Bagee)) < C (100 Bagea) + ROl (e )

Applying Gronwall inequality and using v(0,-) = 0 together with (4.14), we obtain for all
0<t<Tny,

t
wm@masé£wwwm@%mms

. (4.18)
< CN4(5p)2(N+1)eCt/ 6(2(N+1)/\M—C)se(s)Z(N—f—l)dS.
0
We now choose N sufficiently large so that
2(N+ DAy —C > 0. (4.19)

As in the proof of Proposition 3.3, the integral on the right-hand side of (4.18) can be
calculated by

¢
(20V4+)A—C)s , N2N+L) 7 2 (2(N+1)A2—C)t_ ¢\ 2(N+1) 492
/Oe e(s) ds_2(N+1)/\M—C€ e(t) (4.20)
provided that ¢g is chosen sufficiently small so that

2(N +1)C¢ 1
(N +1)Ccq <z

4.21
2IN+ DAy —C (421)

Substituting (4.20) inito (4.18) gives, for all 0 <t < Ty,
[0(t) || 22y < CN2(8pete(t)) M < CN2ONHL, (4.22)

By continuity, the maximal time for which [[v(t)|| g2(r2) < 3 can be extended beyond Ty if
0 is chosen such that

1
CN2oN L < 3 (4.23)
This contradicts the definition of Th, and thus completes the proof of (1). As a consequence,
by repeating the same argument up to time 7, the estimate (4.22) immediately yields point

2). O

Equipped with the previous lemmas, we are now in a position to prove the nonlinear

instability stated in Theorem 1.3.
24



Proof of Theorem 1.53. From (4.10) and (4.17), the deviation of the full solution from @ at
time T° can be estimated as

N
IVa(T%) = @il o) = | D FVi(T?) + 0(T?) | L2z
j=1

N
> VAT ey — 1S 8 Vi(T) ey — 0Tl 2y (4.24)

j=2

> O — 200% — CN?9N+!
C

> —f

- 2 )

where the last inequality holds for 6 € (0, %) sufficiently small, still satisfying the smallness
condition (4.23). Lastly, based on (2.16), (3.18), (4.15) and (4.21), we choose ¢y > 0 small
enough to meet all the preceding requirements.

We now verify that 7% = O(|Iné|). From the defining relation (4.13) and the bounds in

(2.7), we have
Ant

0
ClLl < dpeMie(t) < CodpeMt, (4.25)
(I+1t)7
Let t; and to denote the unique times satisfying
Spe Mt
C12P =0 and Chopetz = 9.
(L+1t1)7

Since all three functions in (4.25) are increasing in ¢, it follows that
ty <T° < ty.
Both ¢; and t2 clearly satisfy O(|1Ind|), and thus we conclude that
T° = O(|Ind)).
O

Remark 4.3. Throughout the analysis, the constants N, 6, and ¢y were chosen in the following
order: first, N was fixed large enough to satisfy (4.19); next, 6 € (0, %) was selected sufficiently
small to meet the smallness condition (4.23) and the last inequality of (4.24); finally, ¢ > 0
was chosen small enough to ensure (2.16), (3.18), (4.15) and (4.21). This hierarchical choice
guarantees that all preceding inequalities are compatible.

5. APPENDIX A

In this appendix we prove Lemma 2.1. The argument repeatedly uses computations from
the proof of Lemma 3.1, in particular integration by parts for covariant derivatives.
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Proof of Lemma 2.1. Let € € (0,&0] and w € (—%, %), where £¢ is chosen as in Theorem 1.2.
For a n € (0, 1], we define

g = foc [—%,0} % [0, 00) | dist(c, So) > n}.

From the defining formula (2.2), since the set {um,(0)|m € Z} is discrete, we have that for
oegn,
25 for |m| > 2,

Nm(a) < {_lg

—n* for m =0, +£1,

therefore fi,,,(0) has a negative upper bound —n?.
We first estimate the operator norm || B(e,w, o) — B(0,w, o)|r(z2(T),z2(T)). Proceeding as
in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we have

<B(€7 w, O')U - B(()? w, U)ua u>L2(T)

2 2 2,112 _ (5.1)
< defeo] (11 = o3l Davll3agry + 1D2ull3em) ) + (F()u, whraqry
for u € H?(T).
Let V € H?(T) and A € R solve the eigenvalue equation
B(e,w,0)V = AV
for o € G". Multiplying V to the above equation and integrating by parts, we have
111+ 26w)D2 + (1 = 03)]V[2a0r) = (F(@) = NV, V) 120n)- (5.2)

We now fix M > 2 and consider the following two cases to show that A < 0.

Case . 0< o9 < M
Substituting the Young’s inequality

1
2R((1 + 26w) DLV, (1 = 203)V) ramy = =5 (14 26w)* [ DZV [ 2y = 4(1 = 03)° |V [ 2y
into (5.2) and recalling F(u) = O(¢), we have
4
(1+2ew)?(|D2V[720p) < 41 = 03|V |2 + 5(0(5) = MIVIZem):

It implies that
ID2V 72y S (M + (e = IV IIZ2(ry

Consequently we have

/\Hv”%mr (B(e, waU)V7V>L2(11‘)
= ((B(e,w,0) = B(0,w,0))V, V) p2(1y + (B(0,w, )V, V) 121
S elwl(M* + (e = IV IIZary + elVIE2im) = IV Iz
Here we used the interpolation HD;JH\LZ S V2 HDzVH]ﬂ together with g, (o) <

—n?. Finally, choosing 1? = O(e) such that 5|w\(M4 +¢€) + e < n?, we ensure that A\ < 0.
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Casell. o9 > M
We note that the cross term on the left-hand side of (5.2) is positive:

2(1 4 2ew)(1 = o) R(DZV, V) a(p) = —2(1 + 2ew)(1 — 03)|| DoV |2y > 0.
Plugging this into (5.2) gives
(1+2ew)? | DIV [[72(p) +2(1+26w) (03 = 1) [ DoV |72y + (1=03)* IV 1 F2(my < (O()= NIV 2
hence, if we choose &y < 3 e.g., we bound the left-hand side of (5.1) by
(16c[](O(E) = A) + )1V 2200,
Similarly as in Case I, we obtain
/\HVH%Q(T) = ((B(e,w,0) = B(0,w,0))V, V) p2(1) + (B(0,w, )V, V) 12(T)
< (162l (0(2) = X) + )V r) — 21V |2 cr)
Choosing n? = O(e) such that 16c0(g)|w| + & < n?, we ensure that A < 0.

6. APPENDIX B

In this section we provide the proof of (4.12) used in proving Lemma 4.10. This argu-
ment is a simple application of the generating-function method widely used in enumerative
combinatorics (see, e.g., [FO1990] and [FS]).

Proposition 6.1. For a given Cy > 0 define the sequence (Cj);>2 by

Cy=aC?,
Ci=ad Gl +35 Y GCCq  j=3,
k+p=j k+p+q=j

where k,p,q > 1. Then there exists a constant p > 0 such that
C;<p?  foralj>1. (6.1)
Proof. Let C(z) 1=} .5, C;27. The recurrence relations imply
C(z) = Ciz + aC?*(2) + 5C3(2)

Equivalently, with

F(C,z):=C —Cyz —aC? — 303,
we have F/(C(z),z) = 0. Note that F(0,0) =0 and

0cF(0,0) =1#0.

By the implicit function theorem, there is R > 0 such that C(z) is analytic on the disk

{|z] < R}; in particular C has a (strictly) positive radius of convergence R.
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Since C7 > 0 and «, § > 0, the recursion shows inductively that all C; > 0. Hence, by the
Cauchy-Hadamard formula,
lim sup C}/] < R7L.
Jj—00

Therefore, for any € > 0 there exists jo such that C; < (R™! +¢)? for all j > jo. Increasing

a base we can reach a constant p > 0 with (6.1) holding for all j > 1. O
Remark 6.2. When § = 0, the recurrence relations defines the Catalan sequence. In this case
i-1cd |
Cj~ (4607301 is well known.
Vmj2
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