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1. Introduction

The study of equivariant bifurcation problems via singularity theory (Golubitsky
and Schaeffer 8], Golubitsky, Stewart and Schaeffer[9]) has been mainly concerned
with models exhibiting spontaneous symmetry-breaking. The solutions of such
bifurcation problems lose symmetry as the parameters vary, but the equations that
they satisfy retain the same symmetry throughout.

There is another category of equivariant problems where the bifurcation equations
possess less symmetry when some parameters are non-zero; this is called forced or
induced symmetry breaking. In [16], Vanderbauwhede, using classical techniques in
bifurcation theory, has described some of what might happen in that case. Although
many of the results are fairly general they have so far mainly been used for forced
symmetry-breaking of a full orbit of a continuous Lie group; for instance in the case
of periodic forcing of autonomous systems or, in mechanics, in the case of rigid
bodies. See, for example, Chillingworth[2].

In this work we apply techniques from singularity theory to multiparameter
bifurcation problems f(x, A) = 0 with symmetry on both the state variables and on
the bifurcation parameters. That is, we consider a map-germ f: R” x R¥ - R" that

satisfies
flyx, yA) = yf(x,A) Vyel,

where I is a compact Lie group acting linearly on R™ and on R*. (We will often omit
the word ‘germ’ and refer to maps, but we work throughout with germs, so all results
are valid locally near the origin.)

This means that we study forced symmetry-breaking when some constraints are
imposed via an action of the symmetry group I' on the parameters. Let £ < T be the
isotropy subgroup of A. In terms of spontaneous symmetry-breaking, the full
equation is T-equivariant, since when A€ Fix (') the map f(z, A) is [-equivariant in
z. In the language of singularity theory, without additional conditions, we would
consider the recognition problem for I'-equivariant problems and unfold them in the
Z-theory. In our case we do not have a ‘full’ unfolding in the =-theory because I’
remains as a residue of symmetry when we enlarge the space to encompass the
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parameters. In that sense the problem is more constrained than the problems
considered in Vanderbauwhede[16] and Chillingworth[2].

In [8] and [9] Golubitsky, Stewart and Schaeffer studied, via singularity theory,
one-parameter bifurcation problems with symmetry only on the state variables.
Peters[12] classified bifurcation problems with a one-dimensional state variable and
two bifurcation parameters, and carried out an extension to multiparameter
bifurcations with a symmetry group acting independently on both the state variables
and the bifurcation parameters — that is, by a ‘diagonal’ action (z, A)~ (yz,yA). (It
is convenient to use the term ‘diagonal’ even though the two actions are in general
different, to indicate that the state space and the parameter space are invariant
under the group action.) Simultaneously, in his Ph.D. thesis, Lari-Lavassani[10]
wrote about multiparameter bifurcation problems with symmetry on the state
variables, following [9] and some algebraic results introduced by Damon in [3].

In Section 2 we set up the general machinery needed to study [-equivariant
multiparameter bifurcation problems via singularity theory, for a diagonal linear
action of a compact Lie group I' on the state variables-z and on the multiparameter
A. We define an equivalence relation for such bifurcation problems using changes of
coordinates (contact equivalence) preserving the bifurcation structure (A-slices) and
the symmetry (I'-action) of the problem. Indeed, two maps f,¢g are said to be
equivalent if there exist 7', X, A such that

g(x,A) = T(x, A) fX(, A), A(A)),

where 7'(x, A) is an invertible matrix and (z, A)~ (X(z, A), A(A)) is a diffeomorphism
germ. Both 7" and (X, A) must be symmetry- and orientation-preserving, that is,
T(yz, yA)y = yT(x,A), X(yz, yA) = yX(z, 1), A(yA) = yA(A) and T(0,0), X (0, 0), A,(0)
are in the connected components of their respective identity operators.

We show that this context fits into the general framework introduced by
Damon[3]. We can derive the main results, the Finite Determinacy and Unfolding
theorems, directly or from their abstract equivalent in [3]. The finite co-dimension
of the ‘extended tangent space’ of such f implies both that f is contact equivalent to
a finite segment of its Taylor series expansion (finite determinacy) and that any
perturbation of f can be represented in a special perturbation ¥ with k£ parameters,
where k& = codf is the co-dimension of f (universal unfolding). One can also improve
some aspects of the results in a similar spirit to Lari-Lavassani[10]. Observe that the
theory introduced here extends to cases when the groups acting on the state and the
parameter spaces are different (because this reduces to a suitable action of the direct
product of the two groups).

In Section 3 we describe an extended version of the theory. We classify, up to
topological co-dimension 1, bifurcation problems with two state variables and two
bifurcation parameters that are equivariant for a particular action of the dihedral
group D,. In complex coordinates z, A, this action is defined by

fZA) =flz,A) and f(57,A) = if(z, A).

This action is motivated by a mathematical model describing the buckling of a
square plate when a pair of forces acts on the four edges of the plate, see Section 5-1.
We use the classical framework of singularity theory to find the appropriate tangent
spaces and higher order terms relative to our chosen equivalence relation, which
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leads to a list of normal forms. We give a corrected version of the generic normal form
derived in Peters[12] and extend the classification to all map-germs of topological
co-dimension one.

The main challenge in carrying out the classification for multiparameter problems
comes from the calculation of the tangent spaces. They are not in general finitely
generated modules over a unique ring, but over a system of rings in the sense of
Damon[3]. For AeR this is not important because we can first disregard some
contributions to the tangent space and consider the remaining ‘restricted tangent
space’ (which is now a finitely generated module). This has finite co-dimension if and
only if the total module does. Then we can reintroduce the missing part of the
tangent space to compute the final quotient. However, for a multi-dimensional
parameter A this approach is no longer possible, because the restricted tangent space
is in general of infinite co-dimension. We must therefore make more careful use of the
algebraic structure.

In doing so, a different but very natural approach appears: the path formulation.
This views the bifurcation equation f(z,A) =0 as a multiparameter ‘path’,
parametrized by A, through a universal unfolding of f(x,0). In a sister paper, [4], we
analyse that path formulation in an algebraic context, with applications to a more
extended classification of the D,-equivariant bifurcation problems from Section 3.
The path formulation was introduced in a geometrical context by Golubitsky and
Schaeffer[7, 8]. They relate bifurcation problems in one state variable without
symmetry to A-paths in the parameter space of the miniversal unfolding, in the sense
of catastrophe theory, of the function germ ¥,k > 2. However, at that time the
techniques of singularity theory were not powerful enough to handle the full power
of the path formulation efficiently —not even in theory. This is why contact
equivalence with distinguished parameters was developed in [7]. However, current
techniques, strengthened by the use of symbolic algebra software, have made the
path formulation a much more feasible method, for example see Mond and
Montaldi[11]. This section ends with remarks on the relationship between the
classification by Golubitsky and Roberts[6] of D,-equivariant problems with one
parameter (upon which the action is trivial) and our classification. We also comment
on the use of our classification to tackle gradient D,-equivariant bifurcation
problems. Some bifurcation problems, like the buckling of elastic shells in Section 5,
have a natural gradient structure, which acts as an additional constraint. Even
though contact equivalence does not preserve the set of gradients &y _,, it still induces
an equivalence relation on &y ,. Moreover, the perturbation (unfolding) theory
extends to the gradient case: see Bridges and Furter[1] for general theoretical results
on such questions.

Section 4 deals with the geometrical description of the normal forms of D,-
equivariant bifurcation problems in terms of their bifurcation diagrams. First, we
describe for a general function the type of solutions we can expect (via their isotropy
subgroup) with their (linearized) stability. In the multiparameter situation it is
important to understand what structure is preserved by contact equivalence. In
general, only the relative position of open regions in parameter space, where the
structure of the zero-set does not change in any important qualitative manner, is
preserved. Usually, specific families of one-dimensional slices have no invariant
meaning. However, in our situation the symmetry on parameters implies that the
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X

Fig. 1. Bifurcation diagram of the generic normal form when ¢; = 1,m > 1. Lines drawn in the
form — X~ x—Xx— indicate branches that are always unstable.

X2

Fig. 2. Bifurcation diagram of the generic normal form when ¢, = —1,m > 1.

axis A, = 0 is invariant under contact equivalence, so the structure in each half-plane
is preserved. Moreover, we can show that the generic normal form (I in Theorem
3-2-2) is also generic for the stronger contact equivalence respecting A, -slices at A, =
constant, that is, with A(A;, A,) = (A(A;, A3), A(A,)). The proof of that fact is easier
in the path formulation, so we refer to the proof in [4]. Hence, in that case, the A,-
succession of A;-slices has a perfectly good invariant meaning.

We analyse the generic normal form in detail. We also draw some schematic
diagrams to show the behaviour of the solutions of these bifurcation problems, which
show that the trivial solution loses stability to one of the competing single modes.
Then we distinguish cases where the solutions without any symmetry (mixed-mode)
are stable (Figs 2, 4) or unstable (Figs 1, 3). There is an exchange of stability between
the pure and mixed modes: they are never both stable for the same parameter values.
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Fig. 3. Solution sets for fixed A for the generic normal form when ¢; = 1,m > 1.

In Section 5 we briefly discuss two applications of the theory for D,-equivariant
problems. We consider the buckling of thin elastic shells with a square base under
lateral compression, and the bifurcation of steady states of symmetric rings of
interacting cells arranged in a square. We concentrate on showing that those two
problems can lead to situations where our theory applies. We show that the
linearization at the bifurcation has two competing interchangeable modes and the
full equations possess the appropriate D,-symmetry. We refer to [4] for an analysis
of the nonlinear equations.

2. General theory

In this section we present a general theory of unfoldings, finite determinacy and
the recognition problem for multiparameter equivariant bifurcation problems when
a compact Lie group acts diagonally on both the state variables and the bifurcation
parameters. Our discussion of this question is based on results of Damon[3] and Lari-
Lavassani[10].

2-1. Notation and definitions

The state variable is = (z,...z,)eR"® and the bifurcation parameter
A=(A;...A,)eR’. The derivatives are denoted by subscripts, f, for df/oz,...,
and the superscript ° denotes the value of any function at the origin,

fo=00).1% =£A0),....
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Fig. 4. Solution sets for fixed A for the generic normal form when ¢; = —1,m > 1.

Let &, denote the ring of smooth germs f: (R*,0) - R and .#, its maximal ideal.
For ye R™ let &, , denote the &;-module of smooth germs ¢: (R",0)—R™, and .%, ,
the submodule of germs vanishing at the origin. When y is clear from the context, we
denote &, , by &, and M, , by /i/x

Let GL(n) be the group of all invertible n xn real matrices and O(n) the n-
dimensional orthogonal group. Let I' be a compact Lie group acting on R™ and
diagonally on R"* via orthogonal representations py: I'>O®V),N =n,l,m. We
denote by vy, the action on RY induced by py,N = n,l,m, and identify y, with py(y)
for all yeT'. The connected component of the identity map in the subset of GL (n) of
the I'-equivariant maps is denoted by Z%(n). The identity map in GL () is denoted
by I,.

Let

8 5 = {h: R, 0)>R|h(y,x,7,A) = hiz,A), Vyel)

be the ring of smooth I'-invariant germs and ¢, ,, its maximal ideal. There exists
a finite set of I'-invariant polynomials {@;(x, A)}}_, (Schwarz{13]) such that any
element he &, , can be written as the pullback by % = (@, ...%,) of a function of
u = (u,...u,), that is, &, ;) = @*8,. Similarly, taking

&Y = {n: (R,0)>R|n(y,A) = 9(A),VyeTl}

and /% its maximal ideal, there also exist polynomials #(A) = (7,(A)...7,(A)) with
&Y = T%6,.
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Let é”{z o =1{f1 (R™,0)>R"|fly,2,7,4) = v flz,A), Vy € T} be the 67, ,-module
of smooth I'-equivariant germs. Then é”(z_ » is generated over &, , by a finite set of
I'-equivariant polynomials maps {g;};_,. Hence, for any fed&¥, ,, there exist some
{h;};- €8, with

f=a*h g +...+h,g,).

Thus, we identify (p@(x o With @*&5, (in general that module is not free on é;(rzyl\)).
Similarly, we represent

&N = {A: (R,0)> R/ |A(y, ) = y,AQd), Vyel}

as 7*&? for some {. We denote by J/(x ,\)(.//lr) the submodules of é»”(z ,\)(5 ) of germs
vanishing at the origin.

2:2. Contact equivalence

Next we introduce several distinct equivalence relations, needed to organize the
algebra, and their corresponding tangent spaces.

2-2-1. A T-equivalence. Let
M(rx,z\) = {T (Rn+{a O) éMm(R) | T(‘)’n x, ')’//\) Ym = Vm T(x’ /\)7 V’)/E F}

be the &¢, ,-module of smooth matrix-valued maps that commute with T
We also need the following &, ,,-module:

Of 0 = X: (R™,0)>R"|X(y,2,7,4) =y, X(2,), Vyel}
and the following &%-module:
O ={A: (R,0)>R|A(y,A) = y,A(A), VyeTl}

with their submodules
0% = {XeG)(x » X% =0}

and O ={AeBO|A° = 0}.
Appropriate changes of coordinates should not only preserve the zero-set, but also

the special role of the bifurcation parameter and the symmetry on both spaces. The
contact group A" is thus defined by

A5 ={(T,X,A)eML, ,, x 0L, x OF°| T°e £o(m), Xoe Lon), ALe L)}
and it acts in a natural way on fe é';};,,\) by
(T, X, A).flz, A) = T(x, A) filX(z, A), A(A)).

We denote the orbit of this action by #[.f. Two elements f,geél, , are A}
equivalent if they belong to the same X !-orbit.

2:22. A} a(k)-equivalence. Let feR¥. We extend in a straightforward manner
the definitions of Section 2-2'1 to their A-parametrized versions, M(rz',\'m,é-"'.(rx',\vﬂ),
02, p: CAY %

Perturbations of any fe é’(z » are described by k-parameter unfoldings of f, which
are map-germs Fe@‘(x ap B = (By---By)s such that F(x, A,0) = ¢(£, ). We denote by
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A} unlk) the group of I'-equivalences for unfoldings with k parameters. It is a natural
extension of X"} in the following sense:

AT ynll) = {(T, X, A, @) ML, , 5 xOL% 5 x OF% x M, 4| (T, X, A)
is a k£ parameter unfolding of an element of )¢’} and @ is a diffeomorphism germ}.

The action of 4T

A,un

(T, X,A,®).F(x,A, B) =Tz, A, Y F(X(x, A, §), A(A, B), ().

(k) on Feé-”(rzylym is defined by

We say that F, G eé-"{z ap are AL . (k)-equivalent if they belong to the same
AT u(k)-orbit.

For later purposes, we distinguish two subgroups which together generate
A} un(k). The first, denoted by 4, (k), is given by ® = I; for the second, H;,(k),

the function (7, X, A) is an unfolding of the identity of J'}.

2-2-3. Tangent spaces. Associated with /! we can define several different tangent
spaces to f. The fundamental ones we need in the rest of this paper are the following.
Let fe &, 5 Then the extended tangent space of f is

TS ={Tf+f, X+ A| TeM], ,,, XeOF, ,,AeOL}.

Observe that this has only the structure of a &}-module.
The extended normal space to f is defined by

Nef) = g(rz,/\)/g—g(f)
and the T-co-dimension of fe & Gz, 18
cod" (f) = dimg T(f).

To simplify some algebraic manipulations it is also useful to introduce the
following more restrictive equivalence which brings in tangent spaces that are & (e "
modules. We say that two germs f,ge M, , are strongly X }-equivalent if they are
A T-equivalent with A(A) = A. For our purposes the appropriate tangent space to f
associated with strong equivalence is

RT(f) = {Tf+f, X|TeM/, ,,XeOL%}

Observe that 27 7(f) is a finitely generated &, ,-module. When A€eR, its use is
fundamental because the finite co-dimension of f is equivalent to the finite co-
dimension of 27 T(f). This is not the case with a multidimensional A; nevertheless,
the &, ,-module structure makes 27 "(f) of some use in explicit computations. For
the recognition problem (Section 2:5-2) we will encounter yet another type of tangent
space associated to the subgroup of unipotent equivalence.

2:3. Unfolding theory

Let Feg{x,,\,ﬂ) and GeéL, , ) be two unfoldings of fe é-”};,» with £ and r
parameters respectively. We say that G maps into or factors through F if there exist
TeMl, , ., Xe0l, , ,,A€0] , and 4:(R",0)— (R 0) satisfying T(x,A,0) =1,
X(z,A,0) = 2 and A(A,0) = A such that

Gz, A a) =Tz, A, ) F(X(x, A, &), A(A, ), A(x)).
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The unfolding F is versal if any unfolding @ of f maps into F'. If F' is versal and has
minimal number of parameters, it is called a miniversal unfolding of f. The miniversal
unfoldings of f are unique up to X} . (k)-equivalence (cf. Theorem 2-3-3).

From Damon’s general theory ([3], cf. Section 2-6 here), or directly (Sitta[14]), we
have the usual results from singularity theory, as follows.

THEOREM 2:3-1. (Unfolding Theorem). Let fe é-‘r(rzy nand Fe é’Tx Ao De an unfolding of
f with k parameters, a = (a, ...a;). Then
1. The unfolding F is versal if and only if

Ery =T Nf)+RAF,(-,-,0)...F, (-, -,0)).

sy

2. Two versal unfoldings of a germ in é (z. ) are equivalent as unfoldings if and only
if they have the same number of unfolding parameters.

CoroOLLARY 2:3:2. Let geé;{z‘ » be of finite co-dimension and let W < é”{x, n bea
complement of N'L(g) as a vector space, &, o, = T 5(g) ® W. Let {p;}r_, be a basis for W.
Then

k
Gz, A, @) = g(x, )+ X oy ps(x, A)
j=1

is a miniversal unfolding of g.
From this corollary we get:

THEOREM 2:3-3. (Uniqueness of Miniversal Unfolding). If f and geé-”'{x, » are two A }-
equivalent germs of finite co-dimension and F and G €&, , ., with a = (o, ...a;), are

two mainiversal unfoldings of f and g respectively, then F and G are A}, (k)-equivalent.

In this case we say that F', ¢ are universal unfoldings.

2:4. Determinacy

For any mapping f we let j%(f) denote the Taylor polynomial of order &, or k-jet,
of f. A germ fedT, , is k- T-determined if every germ ge&¥, , with j¥(g) = j5(f) is
A L-equivalent to f. A germ is finitely A \-determined if it is k-£}-determined for some
integer k.

As usual, there is a close relationship between being finitely determined and being

of finite co-dimension. The first theorem follows from the general theory.

THEOREM 2-4:1. (Finite Determinacy). Let fe éséz »- Then f is finitely A \-determined
if and only if cod® (f) is finite.

The following theorem gives a necessary condition for a germ peé'?{z, » to bein the
set of higher order terms of f; that is, those terms that can be removed (by an
equivalence) from the Taylor expansion of f. See theorem 2-2 of Gaffney([5].

THEOREM 2:42. Let fe é”& » and let p be any germ in 05& n- Then

1. If RT " (f+tp) = RT"(f),Vt€[0, 1], then f+p is strongly A §-equivalent to f.

2. If cod™ (f) is finite and TV (f+tp) = T I(f),Vte([0, 1), then f+ p is A \-equivalent
to f.

Proof. See Sitta[14]. I
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2-5. The recognition problem

The recognition problem is the determination of conditions on jets for a germ
geé Uz, to be A} -equivalent to a given normal form. To solve a particular recognition
problem means to characterize explicitly the # }-equivalence class in terms of a finite
number of polynomial equalities and inequalities to be satisfied by the Taylor
coefficients of the elements of the class.

2-5'1. Intrinsic submodules and higher order terms. Let ® = (T, X,A)e X} and
consider the mapping f®(f) = T.fo (X, A). Say that a submodule M = (5’7{1_,\) is
intrinsic if ®(f)eM for all fe M and for all Pe A} Let V < é;{x »- Then the intrinsic
part of V, denoted by Intr V, is defined to be the largest intrinsic submodule of &7, ,,
contained in V.

Let fe g{x »- The ‘perturbation term’ peé-”{z, x is of higher order with respect to f
if g+ is A T-equivalent to f for every g that is # {-equivalent to f. By definition,
such a perturbation cannot enter into a solution of recognition problem for f. We
denote by 2(f) the set of all higher order terms of f, that is,

P(f) ={pebl, »lg+p ~f. Vg ~ f}

where ~ denotes ) f-equivalence. With the same proof as for proposition 75 of [9],
we have the following:

PROPOSITION 2:5:1. For each fe & (e 1> the set P(f) is an intrinsic submodule of é -

2:52. Unipotent A }-equivalences. Another useful subgroup of A} is the group of
(restricted) unipotent equivalences. The kernel of the projection map 7 sending
(T,X,A)e A} onto (T°,X9, A9) is

U, =T, X,N)eX |\ T°=1,,X=1,,A; =1,

It is a normal subgroup of X'} consisting of unipotent diffeomorphisms and it is
called the subgroup of unipotent T'-equivalences. Its associated tangent space to fe
Er ., is

(x, )

TUf) ={Tf+f, X+f,A|TeM], ,,,XeOL%, AcOL°, T° = 0,X3 = 0,A3 = 0}.

For computational reasons we also define a restricted unipotent tangent space at f,
given by

RTU™(f) = {Tf+f. X (T, X,1)e TeML, ,,XeOL%, T° = 0,X2 = 0}.
By theorem 1:17 of Gaffney[5] we have:
ProrosiTioN 2-5:3. Let fe é‘r{z',\) be of finite T-co-dimension. Then P(f) > Intr T U"(f).
COROLLARY 2-54. Let pelntr TU(f), then f+p is A \-equivalent to f.

2:6. Geometric subgroups and proofs

2-6-1. Definitions. We recall some basic definitions and some results due to
Damon[3] which are necessary to establish the Unfolding and Finite Determinacy
Theorems.

Let yeR" and y'€eR™. A DA-algebra A (differentiable algebra) consists of an R-
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algebra 4 and a surjective algebra homomorphism y: &, > 4. These algebras are
local rings with maximal ideals .#,. If ¢ : &, — B defines another DA-algebra, then a
homomorphism of DA-algebras a: A - B is an algebra homomorphism which lifts to
a: &, &, with & = g* for some g: (R™,0) > (R",0) and aoyy = pod. For example,
&Y. » and &5 are DA-algebras. Moreover, #{, ,, and .} are Jacobson ideals (that is,
1 +f is always invertible for fe /).

Let (2, <) be a finite partially ordered set of indices. A system of DA-algebras
(associated to) P consists of a set of DA-algebras {R}, ., together with homo-
morphisms of DA-algebras ¢,,: R, R, defined for o < # so that ¢z 0¢,,=¢,,
fora < B <y, and ¢,, = id. A system of ideals { £} of {R,} consists of ideals 4, c E_ so
that ¢ 4(S) < 4 for a < f. Then, {(E,, %)} denotes a system of DA-algebras and
ideals. For example, {£},&(, ,} is a system of DA-algebras. More generally,
{65, 6z, 1y, €l 2, p)> 18 also a system of DA-algebras.

To specify in this system the maximal ideals we define the system of rings and
ideals

{R(z,A,,ﬁ’)} = {(éa,e’ //ﬂ), (@@{,\,ﬂ)’ ‘/”E\,ﬂ)): (é”{z,,\,ﬂ): ‘/”{E,A,ﬂ))}'

An{R, , z)}-module M consists of a direct sum M, @ M, ® M, such that M, is an &;-
module, M, is an &, ,-module and M, is an &F, ,,-module. The module M is said to
be finitely generated if each M, is a finitely generated module over the corresponding
ring, 1 <1< 3. An {R, , p}-module homomorphism yr: M—N consists of a sum of
homomorphisms ;;: M;—+N,, for 1 <j,v < 3, which are homomorphisms over the
appropriate connecting homomorphisms 7};. We say that N is an {R, , 4}-submodule
of M if N=N,®N,®N,;, where N, is a submodule of M, for all 1 <i<3. If
{Izrpt = {5 Fa p Fza, p) 1s & system of ideals of {R, , 4}, we define

{‘}{x,/\,ﬂ)}'M = '“%'Ml @ '}{/\,p’)-Mz @ f?z,/\,ﬂ)-Ms

and it is an {R, , »}-submodule of M.

Similar definitions can be made for the system {E, ,} by setting 8= 0.

Note that each ring in {R, , 5} is a &yalgebra. We say that {R, , z} is an
adequately ordered system of DA-algebras over &, if each connecting homomorphism is
an &g-algebra homomorphism and each ring has precisely one predecessor.

2-6:2. Geometric subgroups. In this section we recall the general framework for
singularity theory developed by Damon in [3] and show how we can apply this
framework in our context. Let ¢ be a subgroup of the contact equivalence group X~
acting on a linear subspace % of &,. We assume for each R?, that we are given a group
of unfoldings 9,,(¢) (a subgroup of £, ,(¢)) acting on a stspace Falq) < é?’(z'ﬂ) of
unfoldings with ¢ parameters, § = (8, ...£,), of germs in &,. For ¢ = 0, we will have
exactly 4 and #.

A group ¢ acting on & < é’; {together with the associated unfolding group %, ,(¢)
acting on £,,(q) < éz(x’ ») Will be called a geometric subgroup of A" if it satisfies the
following four conditions:

e Naturality;

e Tangent Space;

e Exponential Map;

e Filtration Preservation.

We explain these four conditions in turn.
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Naturality. The group and space of unfoldings are natural with respect to
pullback. We can consider elements in 4,,(¢g+1) and £,,(¢+1) as unfoldings of
elements in 9,,(q) and %,,(q) via the pullback by the immersion R? ¢, R?*!. Thus
we can compute the extended spaces 7,9,,(q) and J, %, ,(q).

Tangent space. This describes the algebraic structure of the tangent spaces and
extended tangent spaces and their relations. It takes the form of three requirements,
as follows.

First, there is a collection of DA-subalgebras {R,} of # such that for each R? with
local coordinates £ the modules 9,9,,(¢q) and Z,%,,(q) are finitely generated over
{Ri p}, With T9,,(q) and T Z,,(q) finitely generated {R, 5}-submodules and,
containing (via naturality) Z,G and 7, % as {R,}-submodules. Also, for each Fe &,
{R, p} becomes a system of DA-algebras over &; such that

d(gF : 'g-e gun(Q) - % 'g'-un(Q)

is a homomorphism of {E, ,}-modules.
Secondly, we require that the natural maps

_Teunld) _TeFund)
‘///ﬂ : .7; gun(q)

are isomorphisms of {R, }-modules.
Thirdly, we require that

M. TG<TY and M. TFcTF.

This last condition implies that both extended tangent spaces 7,% and 7, % differ
from the tangent spaces 7 % and 7 % by ‘constant vector fields’.

Ezxponential maps. We first define a group 4,,(q) of equivalences of unfoldings with
g parameters consisting of those elements of 4, (¢) that are unfoldings of the identity
of ¥ and which involve a diffeomorphism @ defined in a neighbourhood of the origin
of R?. See §2:2:2 of Damon|3].

Again, we can consider ‘unfoldings’ of elements of G,,(q) to lie in G, (g+1) via a
one-parameter unfolding of the identity of ,,(¢g). Computing the extended tangent
space at the identity, we have:

0
zgeq(Q) = ‘9; gun(Q) @ épﬂ{g} .

The restriction of the exponential map for £ induces a map
exp: 7, %4(9) > Glg + 1)

£,
where /0t ¢, = £.¢, and ¢, = id.

Filtration preservation. The group %,,(q) preserves the filtration {{ 4%} . %, ()} on

Z..(q) and it induces an action on the quotient

Funld)
(M. F0la)
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We now show that ¥ = A’} is a geometric subgroup, that is, it satisfies the four
conditions listed above. To do so, take & = &, ), Fn(q0) = €, 4 5 and

Gun(q) = {(T:X,A)EXK,un(Q)|® = Ip}

Naturality is clear.

The tangent space condition follows from Section 2-2:3 and preliminary results of
previous sections.

To verify the exponential map condition we need to define

Yole) ={(T. X, N)e X}

A,un

(@) | (T,X, A) is an unfolding of the identity in J!}.

Again, we omit the details because everything extends readily to our context.
Finally, the filtration preservation condition holds because it already holds for the
non-equivariant situation, and we consider a linear I'-action.
The Unfolding and Finite Determinacy theorems are then a rewording in our
situation of the corresponding results in the general theory of [3].

3. Example: D,-equivariant problems

A T-bifurcation problem is a germ Feg{x‘,\) such that f° =0 and f = 0. In this
section our aim is to solve the recognition problem for D,-bifurcation problems. We
identify R? with C, and in complex notation the action of D, on C x C is generated

by
K.(z,A) = ((2),A) = (2, A),

fi (2, 2) = (u(2), k(A)) = (i, A),
where « denotes the flipx(z) = 7 and x denotes the action u(z) = (efik).z = iz.

3-1. Preliminaries

Define the D,-invariant functions

N =2z,
5= —4+),
A =48
u, = AZ.

Let @ = (u;,uy, us, Uy, us) with u, =N, u, =47, uy=24,, u, =A% wu, =081, and
7 = (A, u,). Note that there is a unique relation
ud = uyu,.

Since it is much more convenient to work with free modules we take u = (u,, u,, %5, %,).
From Peters[12] we have the following results.

ProposiTioN 3:1-1. 1. ggj n 18 freely generated by z, 6z, A,Z and dA,z as an &,-
module.
2. M, is freely generated as a &,-module by the following linear maps (in complex
notation):
gl(z, A)w = 1w, S’a(z, A)w = 6, ‘§'5(z, A) w = twiD, S‘,(z, A w = —idww,

;§2(z, A)w = A, @, S’,(z, Ayw = A, w, Sﬁ(z, A)w = —iA, ww, ‘§8(z, A)w = i0A, wiD.
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Table 1. Normal forms. Here top-cod denotes the topological D,-co-dimension and cod
the smooth D,-co-dimension

Case Normal form top-cod cod
L, [mN+€,4,,€5,1,0] 0 1
1, [mN+e;NA, + ¢, A2+, ¢;,1,0] 1 2
I, [mN +nNu,+ € Ay, €5, A +e5u,+a, 0] 1 3
11 [e; N2+ A, +alV, ¢, 1,0] 1 1
111 [—e,N+e A+l e, 14¢,N,0] 1 1
v [eeN+e, N2+ A, +aN, e, +my A, 1,0] 1 2
\% [eiN+e AL egA+m A +a,1,0] 1 2

where w = i/4(z%—2%).
3. &P =v*E, and &P is freely generated as an EP-module by (1,0) and (0, A,).

Thus, fe ésg{,\) may be written as
[z, A) = p(u) z+q(u) 62+ r(u) A, 2+ s(u) 07, 2

and we identify f with [p,q,r,s].
Observe also that since n = m we have @33“3 = /lgj,\).

3-2. Classification theorems

THEOREM 3-2:1. ((eneric normal form).

Let
f=[mN+e, A, e€,1,0],

where ¢y =t 1,6, =+ 1 and m £ +£1,0. Then f has D,-co-dimension 1 (topological co-
dimension O, m is a modal parameter) and all D,-bifurcation problems b = [p,q,r, s] that
satisfy p° = 0 and py.p3 -7’ (PN +4¢%) * 0 are A Ds-equivalent to f with the coefficients
€, €5 and m given by €, = sgnp3 , €5 = sgnq’ and m = p%/1¢°|.

We now solve the classification problem for the first degeneracies of the generic
normal form given in Theorem 3:2-1. Let

A, (P9 = Pray— 1545

TueOREM 3-2:2. (Classification Theorem). A germ f = [p,q, 7, s]€ (D&?g‘, x ts of topological
co-dimension 0 or 1 if and only if it belongs to the list shown in Table 1. Moreover, f is
A Ps-equivalent to the given normal form in each case below if and only if it satisfies the
correspondent sets of defining and non-degeneracy conditions listed below in Section 3-2:1.
In all cases p° = 0. The parameter a is the unfolding parameter and m,m,, my,,n are
modult.

3-2-1. Additional Information.

Case I,. Defining condition: p; =0.

Non-degeneracy conditions: p% .93 ) -¢°.7°. (pX £ ¢°) (PRa, ° — 95, P%) F 0.
Case I,. Defining condition: 7° = 0.

Non-degeneracy conditions: ¢°.p3 . (p% £4°).4,, 4, (p.7).§3-& * 0.

Case II. Defining condition: p% = 0.
Non-degeneracy conditions: py.p5 .¢°.7° # 0.
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Case 111. Defining condition: p% = —¢°.
Non-degeneracy conditions: p3 .¢°.7°.£ * 0.
Case IV. Defining condition: p% = q.
Non-degeneracy conditions: p%,.p3 .7°. (P y +2p3 —29%) .6, + 0.
Case V. Defining condition: ¢° = 0.
Non-degeneracy conditions: p.p3 .7°. Ay 4(p,q). Ay 5 (P, q) £ 0.
Coefficients
€ = sgnpy,
€, = sgnpy,
€y = SN Py N,
€3 = €;5gN (P, °— 95, PX)

j— o
€4 = SgNP) A,

65 = Sgn qo’
€g = €, 5gN AN,A(]’:Q)’
e, =sgné,,
P — %) By, (P,7)
€5 = €,5gN

P2, (q°s"— 1% %) + 78 . (P —q°)

€y = sgn (pyn +2p% —24%),
1 1 1

=55 (P?vzv‘*‘ng"‘?qm—p‘_’,{l R, F @R+ (5772,

£, =153, (ry—s°)+7°.(q3 —Pa,)s

Es =% (PN —4%) . Ay o (B, D)+ (D% —4°) - (P0r, %, — P, P,)
+ 5,90 P - (1% +57) =% 23, - 5% (PN + %)),

£y =13 (" — P 1)+ 73 (PN — %),

PN
lg°l’
€ AN,A,(P’(I)
ml = 0 1
|77/\,| . IAN,A(p> )k
2 0
m, = l9°l £,

.3 | [P v + 2P — 23]

Y & 18, (4" —P%)
g . [p3, - (s°° — % %) + 73, (PX —4°) P

€s-

3-3. Proofs

3:3-1. Tangent spaces. The D,-extended tangent space at fe(gsgj,\), defined in
Section 2, is given by

Tf)=8,.9,- --912>+"’¢(A,,u4)-<913:914>’
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where

9, = [P, 4.7, 8],
g = [uy7, %8, P, 4],
95 = [Bq.p, Bs, 7],
gs = [Np—Aq,p—Ng, —Nr+As, —r+Ns],
gs = [Ap—NAq, Np—Aq, NAs— Ar,As—Nr],
g = [—Nuyr+Au, s, —u,r+Nu, s, Np~Aq, p—Ng],
g7 = [Buys, u,7, 8g, p),
gs = [—Au,r+NAw, s, —Nu, v+ Au, s, Ap— NAq, Np — Aq],
9o = [2Npy +4Ap,+p, 2Ngy +48q,+ 3g,
2Nry +4Ar,+ 7, 2Nsy +4As, + 3s],
910 = [—24py —4NAp,+Aq, —2Aqy —4NAg,—2Ng +p,
—2Ary —4NAr, + As, —2Asy, —4NAs, —2Ns+7],
g = [—20u, sy —4NAu, s, ~2Nu, s+ u,r, —2u, vy —4Nu, ry+u, s,
—2Aqy —4NAg,—2Ng+p, —2py —4Np,+ 4],
Gro = [2NAw, sy +4A%u, s, + 3Au, 8, 2Nuy vy +4Au, vy +uy 7,
2NAqy +4A%, + 3Aq, 2Npy +4Ap, + ),
G13 = [Pa, Dy Tap 2,1
Gra = [2u4 Dy, 2%, Qu T+ 2uy7, 8+ 2u, su4].
Similarly, with {g,}}3, as previously defined,

TUPf) = &,-{Ng,, Mgy, A1 915 %4 G4 925 I35 9a> I Gos G7> Gss
Ngg. Agg, Ay G, %4 99, 910, 9115 912>+g(/\1,u4) AT 913 %a G135 Ar 105 Ma G1a” s
T 2(f) = TUP(f) +R. <91, 99: G13: A1 G135 G140
RT UPNS) = &,.{Ngy, Mgy, Ay 915 U 61,92, 95 90 G5 9o 9> I
NGy, 899: A1 99, %399, 10 9115 Y12

We define the D,-topological codimension of a D,-bifurcation problem as its D,-co-
dimension minus the number of modal parameters. A modal parameter changes the
differentiable type of the singularity but not its topological type, see Golubitsky and
Schaeffer[8].

3:3-2. Change of coordinates. Let e= (T,X,A) be a A Ps-equivalence where
X = [a,b,c,d] with a,b,c,de &, and a®> 0,A = (A, A, A,) with A e D1, (A))5 >0
and A,e&Ps and T = X8_ 4,8, with 4,€&, and 4% > 0.

To simplify the notation, we define the following expressions:
N, = a®N—2abA +b*AN + c2Nu, — 2cdAu, + d*NAu,,

N, = —2ac + 2adN + 2bcN — 2bdA,
D, = a®*—2abN+b*A + c*uy — 2cdNu, + d*Au,, (3-1)
D, = —2acN + 2adA + 2bcA — 2bdNA,

A, =D*A+D%u, and A,=2D,D,.

-
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Using (3-3) below we find that
N=NoX =N,+6A,N,,
A=AoX = Al+3/\252,
A=A 0A = A, (32)
Uy = u, 0 A = uy A,
§=060X=D,8+D,2,.
For heé"u,»we define & = (N, A,/il,d4).
Let fe &3 5, given by f = [p,q,r,s]. We consider the change of coordinates in two
steps: first f* = (I,, X, A).f, and then f” = (T,1,,L,).f’, to produce the final result. We

refer to [14] for a complete set of data. Here we give only the information needed to
compute the intrinsic submodules. A calculation shows that

() f =1, X,A).f=[p’.q,r,s], where
P e{P>+ <A+ Mn - ug @O +uy )+ My 5y -, 8,
q €<P> +<{G> +{u, 7 +<uy 3D,

PP+ My <D+ P+ (BB My Uy, &)
§ €D +LG> +<F) +<3).
(i) ff=(TL,L).f =[p".q",7",s"], where
p'=A,+4A,N+ANp +(4,—A4,—A;N)A¢ + (A, — A N—A Ay u,r
+(A+A,+ A N)YAu, s,
¢ =A;+4,+A;N)p'+(A4,—A,N—-A4A;A)q'+ (4, —Ag— Az N) uyr’
+(A,+ AN+ A A, s, (34)
¥ =(A,+ AN+ A, AN p'+(A,—A— A N)AG +(4,—A,N—A,A)r
+(A;+4,+A,N)As,
& =(A+A,+AN)p' +(A,—AN—A Ay g +(A;— A, —AN)r
+(4,+4,N+A4,0)s".

3-3-3. Intrinsic ideals and submodules. Recall that an intrinsic submodule of &Ds 2
is a submodule that is invariant under the action of # P+ and an intrinsic ideal in
é-’;gf;() is invariant under the group of coordinate changes (z, A)— (X(z, A1), A(A)) where
X and A satisfy the conditions of Section 3-3-2. Clearly, (//ZB{ ) is intrinsic for all &.
Moreover, it follows from (3-2) that sums and products of the intrinsic ideals {A,,u,)
and {u,) are also intrinsic.

Note that intrinsic modules must be separately intrinsic for the actions of
(7,1,,1,) and (I,, X, A). For the first case, we can give a set of necessary and sufficient
criteria (Lemma 3:3-1). We cannot be so precise for the latter, but we can derive
formulas that will be useful in the explicit calculations. We define a subgroup of J# D+
by

G = {(T.1,,L,) (1.1, L,) e A D4}

LeMMA 331, [ £, %, 5% £ is €P-intrinsic if and only if

Qupficldpchfichct, DA<k DA
Qupficlup e Achcdh (uphch (uwhe b
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Proof. This follows by straightforward calculations using (3-4). |
Now, define the following ideals
o = MK n+ MR duy+ . AR,
G = A ATVME g M U
We verify by induction on k > 1 that
M sy < I+ (M sy Fez) S
(BY* & ot (M, ny- Fer) B2y,
M D E M,y -Fo+ Ik 0Ny
3:3-4. Proof of Theorem 3-2-1. The proof of Theorem 3-2-1 is a consequence of the
following lemma.

LemMA 3-3-2. Let f= [mN+eyA,,¢,,1,0] as defined above. Then the D,-unipotent
tangent space is intrinsic and is given by

TUPf) = [Me 4D, uy, My, M, 8,
Proof. A calculation shows that, since m + 11,0,
RTUPS )+, 00D - 8, = (B, 5 - V%A, My, py, My s G, )

It follows that

-

8y
RT UPf)+ LA, u,> . &,

is generated by [N,0,0,0], [1,0,0,0], [0,1,0,0] and [0,0, 1,0] as a real vector space.
Let R = [M%+<{A,u,), M,, M, E,]. We will show that B = T UP«(f).

() TU>(f) <R
From the Preparation Theorem,

-

6y
AT UPY])
is generated by [N,0,0,0], [1,0,0,0], [0,1,0,0] and [0,0, 1,0] as an é"u”u‘)-module.
Therefore, g€ R can be represented as

@ = $,[N.0,0,0]+¢,(1,0,0,0]+ ¢,[0, 1,0,0]+ ¢,[0,0,1,0] + &,

where {g}1, < &, ., and e RTUP(f). Since BT UP+(f)eR, this implies that
[$1 N+ P2 b5, 65, 01€R and so ¢y, ¢;,9,€ M4, ,, and ¢,€8, ,,.<{A},u,>. Hence,
as an &, ,, module,
R
RTUPA])

is generated by

[NA,,0,0,0], [Nu,,0,0,0], [A%,0,0,0], [u4,O,O,O],}

[0,4,,0,0], [0,u,,0,0], [0,0,A,,0], [0,0,u,,0].
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Thus
TUPNf) = RT UPAf) + 6,0, -<[4},0,0,01,[%,,0,0,0],[0,0,4,,0],[0,0,%,,0]>,
showing that 7 %Ps(f) < R. (36
(i) R = TU(f)
Step 1. Consider the following set of generators obtained from 27 %P+(f) modulo
é”(,\l_ud).([/\f,0,0, 0], [%4,0,0,01,[0,0, A,,0],[0,0,%,,0]>, provided that m = +1,0.
hy = [mN?+¢€,NA,, €, N, N, 0],
hy = [mMNA+€,AM,6,A,A, 0],
hy = [mNA,,€,1,,0,0],
hy = [mNuy, e5u,,0,0],
hy = [0,0,mN, €],
hg = [, A, mN+¢,4,,0,1],
hy; =[0,(m—e)N+e,A,, —N, 0],
hy = [(m—e) NA+ €, AN, mN2+e,NA, —€, A, —A, —N],
hy =[—Nu,, —u,, mN2+ ¢, NA, —e; A, (m—e€;) N+¢€,A,],
hlo =[0,u,, e, A, mN+e,A,],
hiy = [—Au,, —Nu,, (m—e;) NA+€, AL, mN*+ ¢, NA, —¢; A,
hi, = [, VA, 0, N, 0],
hiy = [e,A1,,0,A,0],
hiy =[mA, e, N,0,0],
his =1[0,0,e,N,m],
hie =10,0,6, A, mN].
Step 2. Let I be the &, , ,-module generated by {h] ... ks, Ay, Ahjs, Nhg, Nhi,} and
let S be the &, ,,-module generated by
{[v%,0,0,0],[NA,,0,0,0],[NA,0,0,0],[A,0,0,0], [Nu,,0,0,0],[0,N,0,0],
[0,4A,0,0],[0, A,,0,0],[0,N?,0,0],[0, u,, 0,0],[0,0,N,0],[0,0,N%0],[0,0, A, 0],
[0,0,NA, 01,[0,0,0,11,{0,0,0,N1,[0,0,0,N%],[0,0,0,A]}.

It is straightforward to show that I< 8, and a calculation shows that
I+4, ., -S=1S.By Nakayama’s Lemma, S < ] and so I = S. From (3-5) and (3-6),

R
?%T(f) = 6, uy-C[VA,,0,0,0], [Nu,, 0,0,0],{0,4,,0,0],[0,u,,0,0]>.
Therefore,
R a7
- %Dc
Fae <1 =7

that is R € T %P«(f) and, from (i) and (ii),
‘d/—%D‘(f) = R = [‘/”121 +<A’u4>i ‘/”ua'/”tugu]'
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Proof of Theorem 3-2-1. From Lemma 3-3-2, 7%UPs(f) = [M2+{A,u,), M,, M,,E,]
and T 2i(f) = TUP(f)+R.{91, 95, 15, A1 913, 910} Hence

T Pu(f) = TUP(f)+R.{(mN,e;,0,0],[1,0,0,0],[A,,0,0,0],[0,0, 1,07},

so that éa =T P(f)+R.{{N,0,0,0]}. Therefore, f has D,-co-dimension ! and
topologlcal codlmensmn 0 since m is a modal parameter.
From Lemma 3-3-1 and Proposition 2:52, 7 UPs(f) = Intr TUP+(f) < P(f).
Following the classical framework, we make explicit changes of coordinates
modulo F%Ps(f), which is contained in the set of higher order terms of f. For
h=[p,q,rs]€E,, let h = h modulo terms in 7 %Ps(f). Then,

b= [P3N+p5, Ay, ¢°7°,0]
and it is a routine calculation to show that 4 can be reduced into the normal form f
= [mN+¢€,A,, €5, 1,0]if p° =0 and p.p3 .7°. (p} £ ¢°) # 0, with

f)ﬁ’l € =sgnp; and ¢ =sgng’.

3-3-5. Pre-normal form. Before proving the Classification Theorem, we present
some preliminary results to obtain a pre-normal form for D,-bifurcation problems
f=1[p.q.7,s] when ¢° + 0. By this we mean a simplified form for the germ, which goes
part way towards the final normal form that will be derived and paves the way for
obtaining it. These results are very useful for the calculation of higher co-
dimensions cases and can be readily generalized to other groups.

The @P+-restricted tangent space and the ¥ >s-unipotent restricted tangent space at
f denoted, respectively by 27 ¢(f) and 2T U%(f) are

RT ) ={TfITeMQ} = L Tof ... Tof>
and

RTUC(f) = {Tf| TeMBs,, with T° = 0} = A2, . (f>+{Tof ... Tof,

where T} = 1,, T, ... T, are the associated real matrices to the linear maps Si, 11
8, defined in Proposition 3-1-1. Specifically,

RT ) =491-92 - 9o
'%y%(g(f) =Ny, Ag,,A, 91,4491, - - 95

where the {g,}}., are previously defined.
The following proposition is the #Ps-equivalence version of theorem 1-3 ([9],
p- 168).

ProrosiTioN 3:3-3. Let fe é”(z » and p any germ in é”(z »- Suppose that
RT §(f+ip) = RT ()
for all te[0,1). Then f+tp is A Ds-equivalent to f for all te[0,1].

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of theorem 1-3 mentioned above and it is
done in detail in ([9], §2*, p. 172). The basic idea is to prove that the argument in
Proposition 3:3-3 is true in a neighbourhood of ¢ = £, for all f€ [0, 1]. The result follows
from compactness and connectedness of the interval.
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PROPOSITION 3-3-4. Let f be a D,-bifurcation problem and pe&D:,,. If pe RT U°(f)
then BT €(f+tp) = RT(f),Vte[0,1].

Proof. If pe RT U%(f) then
p(z,A) = E ay(w) u f+ Z Biw) L f

with a,, B;€ 8,. The generators of 27 ¥(f+tp) are sums of generators from 27 ¢(f)
and generators of t. 27 ¢(p). The inclusions

RT{(p) < RTE(f)+ MR- RT E(f)

and RT{(f+p) = RTL(f)

are straightforward. By Nakayama’s Lemma 27 ¢(f) « BT ¢(f+ tp), since
RT € = RT E(f+1tp)+ M. RTE(f).

Therefore, RT ¢(f+tp) = RT¢(f),Vte[0,1]. |

CoroLLARY 3-3'5. Let f be a D,-bifurcation problem and p any germ in é-”& - If
pERT UC(f) then f+p is H Vs-equivalent to f.

Proof. This follows from Propositions 3-3-3 and 3-3-4 by setting ¢t = 1. |
As a consequence we have the following result about pre-normal forms.

THEOREM 3-36. Let f = [p, q,7, s] be a D,-bifurcation problem. If ¢° % O then fis A Ds-
equivalent to a pre-normal form b = [P, €, 7, 0] with ¢ = sgnq® and $,+ depending on N,
A, and u, only.

Proof. See [14]. |
This theorem applies to cases I, to IV in Theorem 3-2:2.

3:3:6. Proof of Theorem 3-2:2. We follow the classical framework as described in the
proof of Theorem 3-2-1. We omit the details of the calculations.

For each given normal form g, we find an intrinsic submodule R’ contained in the
intrinsic part of the D,-unipotent tangent space of ¢ and from Proposition 252, R’
is contained in the set of higher order terms of g. Then we make the change of
coordinates modulo R’ for a D,-bifurcation problem f = [p, ¢, r, s] establishing that f
is A Ps-equivalent to ¢ if and only if f satisfies the defining and non-degeneracy
conditions stated in each case. Then we apply Corollary 2:3-2 to get the required
information about miniversal unfoldings.

Case I, was proved in Theorem 3-2-1.

For Case I,, take g =[mN+¢,NA +¢,A%,¢,,1,0] where ¢Z=¢2=¢2=1 and
m #+ +1,0. Then

TUPG) = [ M7+ N2 D, u), M5+ N, A uy), My, 8,1+ [mNA,, 6 4,,0,0]>

T 2Mg) = TUg)
+ R'{[my\c 655 0: O]: [A%: O’ 07 O]a [63A7+2€4 Al: 0: O, 0]: [Nal) 0: O, O]: [07 0, 1: 0]}
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As a consequence, g has D,-co-dimension 2 and topological co-dimension 1 since m
is a modal parameter and [1,0,0,0] is also an unfolding term.
Now, let

R = [l + My gy + <D0, Y, My gy + M+, My, 6.

From Lemma 3-3-1, R’ is intrinsic.
For Case 1,, take ¢g=[mN+nNu,+€,A,, €5, A +6u,,0] where m3+1,0,
e2=¢e¢:=¢c=1and n+ 0. Then
TUPNG) = [+ NP NAL A+ MYy s Mo+ N A AD, M+ A, M)
+ {[mNu,, €,4,,0,0],[0,0,N, ¢, m],
[0,0,€,A,, e5(1 —m?)], [€,%,,0,%,,01),
T Osg) = TUP(g)+ R.{{mN+nNu,,€,,0,0], [€,,0, 1,01, [¢,A,,0, A,, 0],
[2ndVu,,0, A,,0],[0,0, u,,01}.
The unfolding terms are [N, 0,0, 0], [Nu,,0,0,0], and {0,0,1,0]. It follows that ¢

has D,-co-dimension 3 and topological co-dimension 1 since m and n are modal

parameters.
In this case R = [ M+ M, A+ MY oy My, My, M)
For Case II, take g = [6,N*+¢,A,,¢;, 1,0] where €} = €2 = €2 = 1. Then

T UPg) = [M3+ DA, AL A uy), My, M, 6.
AS e9_13D‘(g) = f%D,(g) + R .{[ZV2, Oy 07 0]: [17 O; 07 0]: [Ap 0; 0: O]: [O; 1) 0; O]) [0: 01 1) 0]}:

the unfolding term is [¥,0,0,0] and by definition ¢ has D, and topological co-
dimension equal to 1.

In this case R" = [ 3 +{NA,, A%, A u,), My, M, E,].
For Case III, take g = [— e, N+¢€,A,, €5, 1 +¢€,N,0] where € = €2 = ¢2 = 1. Then
j%Dd(g) = ['/Z::t + <A2: u’4: AfiNA>7 'ﬂ%t + <A7 u4>> '//[i + <A: /\1: u4>7 "%u]
+<{[N?% —N,0,0],[e,NA;,0,N, 0], [A, —N,0,0],[—NA, A,,0,0],
[6,NA, —€;N%,0,0,0],[0,0, =N, 11>.
As
T 2(g) = TUP(9)+R.{{-N,1,0,0],{1,0,0,0],[A,,0,0,0],[0,0,N,0],[0,0, L,0]},

we take [V,0,0, 0] as the unfolding term. So, g has both smooth and topological D,-
co-dimensions equal to 1.

Here R = [ M3+ M, . {A>+ A2 uy ), ML+ A ug), ME+LA AL ug), M)
For Case IV, take g = [, N+¢,N2+€4A,, €, +myA;,1,0] where €3 =€ =€} =1
and m, # 0. Then,
9_%])4(g) = [‘/[:; + <u47 /\fa Az: AAl: AN>7 Jl/i + <Aa 'LL4>, /[i + <A7 /\13 u4>s /Iu]
+{[NA, A,,0,0], [V, N,0,0],
[V2—A,0,0,0],[0,¢4,,0,1],[0,0,N, 1],
T(g) =T UP(9)+R.{[e, N+ ¢N?¢,,0,0],[e;,N*— €, A,,0,0,0], [, m,,0,0],

[eg Ay, myA,,0,0],[0,0,1,07}.



Singularity theory 569

We choose [N, 0,0,0] and [0, A, 0, 0] as unfolding terms and so g has D,-co-dimension
2 and topological co-dimension 1 since m, is a modal parameter.

Here R = [ M3+ M, . {AY+ A5 uy), M2+ LA uy), M2+ DA uy), M)

For Case V, take g = [e,N+¢€yA,,,A+m A;,1,0] where € =€e2=¢€2=1 and
m, # 0. Then,

TUPHG) = [+ D, uy), M5+ {[0,6,N+6,A,,0,0], uD, M, 6],
f?a(g) = F%D4(g)+ R-{[elN: 66 A,O7O]: [07 2€6A+m1 /\1’ O’ O]’ [60’ /m‘n 0: 0]
[6s Ay, m, A,,0,0],[0,0,1,0]}.

Let [0,A,,0,0] and [0, 1,0, 0] be the unfolding terms. So, g has D,-co-dimension 2 and
topological co-dimension 1 since m, is a modal lparameter.
Here R" = [ M2 +uyp, HE+uyy, M, 6,].

3-4. Remarks

3:4:1. One-parameter problems. By setting A, = 0 we can return to the problem of
classifying D -equivariant problems with one bifurcation parameter A, and trivial
action on it, which has been tackled in [6]. The choice of normal forms in that paper
appear to be relatively random. Our additional criteria can be used to organize that
list. For instance, the equivalent of Theorem 3:3:6 on pre-normal forms applies.
The classification is organized into three broad forms: p% + ¢°( + 0),p% = ¢°(F 0)
and ¢° = 0. When ¢° % 0 and p% = ¢°, the normal form is of the type (p(IV, A), €) where
€ = sgnq® with the extended tangent space equal to

({Npy—p,Np>,0)+<{(A,0), (p,€)>+8,.{(p,;0)>.

This shows that we can reduce the problem to the discussion of

j = <NpN_paNp>+éD/\' <p/\>

in &% ,, and its equivalent for the higher order terms. By inspection, although p is
in Z,-equivariant form, £ is of higher co-dimension than the Z,-extended tangent
space for p (equal to (Npy, p> +&,.{p,>). Itis clear that both codimensions are equal
if and only if pe#. But by inspection this never happens.

When p% = ¢°( # 0), we conjecture that normal forms are given by (eN+ p(N, A), €)
where (p, €) is one of the previous normal forms when p$ = 0 (with p of order two
in N).

When we restrict our normal forms to the subspace A, = 0, we find those one
parameter normal forms. The Case III (when p° = —¢°) is of particular interest
because, when A, = 0, it is A Ds-equivalent to the normal form when p° % ¢°( % 0).
But with the additional parameter A, we have to distinguish those two cases.

3:4:2. Variational problems. Another criterion for a normal form arises from the
gradient structure of some bifurcation problems. For instance the first example in
Section 5 of buckling of elastic shells usually has a variational formulation. We refer
to Bridges and Furter[1] for a theory of contact equivalence of gradient bifurcation
problems, remarking only that the idea is to seek normal forms and (if possible)
universal unfoldings that are gradients of equivariant functionals. In our setting a
routine calculation shows that

J(z,A) = p(u)z+ q(u) 6Z+ r(u) A, 7+ s(u) A, 62
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is a gradient if and only if g5 +2p, = 0 and 7y + s+ 2As, = 0. By inspection the only
case in Theorem 3-2:2 that needs special investigation is Case III. All the other
functions, as well as their miniversal unfoldings, are gradients. The normal form for
Case III was chosen so that the germ is similar to case I, when A, = 0. We can
abandon that requirement and obtain the following gradient normal form instead:

CaseIIl': [egA;—e; N+¢€,, N2+ alN, €5, 1,0], (37
where €, = —sgnp}.7°. (pia, +¢3 )- Thus, we have the following result.

THEOREM 3:4-1. The list of gradient bifurcation problems in ézgj » up to gradient
topological co-dimension 1 consists of the Cases I to V in Theorem 3-2-2 with Case 111
replaced by IIT" (see 3-7).

This is again a situation where symmetry puts enough constraints on the diagrams
so that the difference between gradient and non-gradient systems is negligible, at
least in low co-dimension. This also happens for D,,-equivariant (n > 3) bifurcation
problems with only one parameter, see Bridges and Furter[1].

4. Bifurcation diagrams

A geometrical description of a normal form for a bifurcation problem is given by
its bifurcation diagram, that is, its zero-set. We draw schematic bifurcation diagrams
for the D,-problems and their corresponding universal unfoldings according to the
regions of A-space where the solutions are defined. Recall that with two parameters
contact equivalence preserves the ‘organization’ only of the open regions of the A-
plane that correspond to different. characteristics of the zero-set (such as number of
solutions, stability, and so on). However, in our situation the A,-axis is invariant,
which adds to the structure. For the pictures we use a polar coordinate representation
via the parametrisation (A;,A;) = (Rcoss, Rsins) with B > 0. In some cases, the
diagram changes when R varies. The asymptotic orbital stability of the solutions,
determined by the eigenvalues of the Jacobian, is also shown. Although stability is
not in general invariant under contact equivalence there are many cases when it is
— a feature that we discuss below when it arises.

4-1. Isotropy types for D,-problems

When T acts trivially on the parameter space R’, the isotropy subgroup =, , of
(x,A)eR™, given by I, ,) ={yel'|y.x =z}, is independent of A. The fixed-point
subspace for a subgroup T of I' is the following subspace of R"*:

Fix (Z) = {zeR"|o.x = 2,VoeZ} x R’.

In our situation, however, we must take into account the action of I' on R?. In that
case it is easy to show the following, remembering that the actions y,,y, of yeI' on
R” and R’ are in general not equal:

LeMMmA 4:1. Under the previous hypotheses,
E(:z:./\) = Ex n E/\
and Fianw(Z) = FiXRn(Z) X FIXR/(Z)
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Table 2. Fized-point data

) Fix (Z)
D, r,=x,=0
Zy(&) z, =0
Z5(k) =0
Zy(ix) 2, =x,,A, =0
Z5(ix) T, =—TA,=0
1 R*

For our situation, the trivial solution (0,0)eR? is of maximal isotropy D,. On the
state space R® there are 4 fixed-point subspaces of dimension 1 with isotropy
subgroups isomorphic to Z,: x, = 0 (Z,(«)), z, =0 (Z,(—«)), 2, = &, (Z,(ix)) and
Ty = —x, (£y(—1ix)), where the pairs Z,(x), Zi(«) and Z,(ix), Z}(ix) are conjugate.
The corresponding action on the A-space is obtained by applying the group
homomorphism i+ k, k1 to D,, hence it is equal to Z,(«) for Z{L(ix) and 1 for
Z{? (k). This means that the isotropy subgroups and their fixed-point subspaces for
the chosen D,-action are as listed in Table 2 above.

Note that (y, 0) e Fix (Z,(«)) at (A,, A,) if and only if (0, y) e Fix (Z{(x)) at (A,, — A,).
The space Fix (1) is globally invariant under the symmetry A, — A,, so it is enough
to consider A, = 0.

4-2. Linearized stability

Our linear stability information is given for the system

‘fl—j+g(x, A)=0,

that is, asymptotic stability is given by positive eigenvalues. Modulo the usual
restrictions (Vanderbauwhede[16]) they are also valid when g = 0 is a bifurcation
equation obtained via Liapunov—-Schmidt reduction.

The matrix g, of the linearization of g is diagonal on the fixed-point subspaces with
non-trivial isotropy, as is the restriction of any X Di-equivalence, so stability is
preserved for solutions with non-trivial isotropy. Moreover, the determinant of the
linearization on Fix (1) is also preserved (as for any contact equivalence).

The general form for a D,-problem is given by

g(z, A) = p(u) z+q(u) 07+ r(u) A, 7+ s(u) A, 8z,

where v = (N, A, A, u,). The full solution of g = 0 and the eigenvalue data are listed
in Table 3.

General formulas for the determinant and trace of the linearization of g are given
by lg.| = lg,l—lg;| and trg, = 2reg,, where g is considered as a function of two
independent variables z,Z. The trace and determinant of the linearization on Fix (1)
are:

trg, = Npy+2Ap, —Ng—Aqy —2ANq, + 8A,( — 75— 2Nr, + s+ Nsy + 2As,),

detg, = —4gpy+8A(Psgn—Pn gs) +OA[B(Py7n — P Ta)
+4(3qn —qSn) +8A(S, v —qa Sn)] F ug[4sTy +8A(Sy TN —SnTa)].  (4°1)
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Table 3. Solutions and stability for D,-problems

Fixed-point

subspaces Solutions Eigenvalues
Fix (D,) z,=2,=0 p+A,r and p—A,r
Fix (Z,(«x)) %, =0 (Pv—q+(2py—gqy) 2 —2g,21)
P =qat—A, 7+ 84,22 + Ay(ry— 8+ (2r, —sy) xE— 25, 2)
and (gzi—A,7)
Fix (Zy(—«)) z =0 (Pv—q+ (2D —qn) 23— 29, %3)
Pp=qxi+A,r—sA,x2 + A (—ry+5—(2r,—sy) 2Z+ 25, )
and (gzi+A,7)
Fix (ZP(ix)) z,=tx, and A,=0 p, and —g¢
p=0
Fix (1) p+séA, =0 Trace and determinant given below in (4-1)
A,74+0g=10

Note that solutions in Fix (Z(ix)) are always contained in Fix (1).
Because of the non-trivial action of I' on R?, the linearization satisfies

V' GeVn T, Ve A) Vo = go(x,A) Vyer. (42)

When v, is trivial this means that the linearizations are conjugate along the group
orbits (for A fixed), that is, the stability is constant along them. Hence (4:2) also
means that stability is constant along the group orbits, but this time this also
involves the A-component.

Note also that because the actions of D, on the fixed-points subspaces of the non-
trivial isotropy subgroups are absolutely irreducible there cannot be a Hopf
bifurcation from points in those subspaces. So periodic orbits can be born only
through tertiary bifurcation inside Fix (1).

4-3. Diagrams for the generic normal form

We now study the bifurcation diagrams for the generic normal form, namely
9z, AL, A,) = (mMN+6,A,)2+¢€,02+ A, Z, (4:3)

withm + +1,0 and ¢, = £1,¢, = + 1. It is enough to consider ¢, = —1. Moreover, it
is possible to show (see [4]) that (4-3) is also the generic normal form for the more
restrictive contact equivalence where A; and A, are not mixed but A, is of higher
status. This is represented in the change of coordinates by

A(Av /\2) = (AI(AI’ ’12)’ Az(’\2))~

It means that the A,-sequence of A;-slices is an invariant of contact equivalence.
In cartesian coordinates (z,,%,, A, A,) the miniversal unfolding G of ¢ takes the

form

(=2 +A) 2, +(

m—e)xd+ (M +e;)x, 22
G(x“x”'\"/\”ﬂ):(—(A B DR 2),
1 2/ 2

e xs+ (Mm+e;) 23z,

where m = m+f. Recall that m is a modal parameter, that is, small changes in g
have no topological influence on the bifurcation diagrams (except perhaps for
isolated ‘exceptional’ values of m). We analyse each case according to the variation
of m.
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Table 4. Solutions and their stability for the generic normal form

573

Isotropy Regions of the
subgroup (A, Ay)-plane Solutions Eigenalues
Fix (Z,(x)) (m—g)(A,—A,) >0 2, =0 m—e,
o= (A, —A4,) €A, —mA,
' (m—¢;) m—e€,
Fix (Zi(x)) (m—e) (A +A,) >0 z,=0 m—eg
2= (A, +4,) €A, +mA,
BT (m—e) m-—€
Fix (ZP(ix)) mA; >0 z, =z, m and —e
1
=0 =2,
. 1 A1
Fix (1) mA, >0 x2—§ —+e A, sgtr(g,) = sg(m—e;)
m
1 1{A
Al <=2, @y = _(_1_65 ’\2) sgdet(g,) = sg(—e;m)
m 2\m

The trivial solution exists for A€ R? and its stability is given by the signs of the
eigenvalues, which are —A; —A,, —A; +A,. We have chosen ¢, such that for A, large
negative (A, small) then the trivial solution is stable. It looses stability when we cross
the lines A, £+ A, = 0, with a bifurcation to solutions in Fix (Z{ k). The rest of the
solutions are given in Table 4.

One way of representing the bifurcation diagrams is to consider first the A-plane
and to describe the boundaries of the regions where the solution set does not change
qualitatively. Note that there is an exchange principle for the stability of non-trivial
solutions, that is, the solutions in Fix (1) and in Fix (Z{(x)) cannot be stable at the
same time. So we consider two situations, depending on whether the solutions in
Fix (1) are stable or not.

We consider the representation of the diagrams by a parametrization in polar
coordinates: (A;,A,) = (Rcoss,Rsins) with R > 0. The solution branches are
functions of the bifurcation parameters. They are drawn in the space (s, z,, z,) with
axes oriented as shown in the figure. In the generic case the qualitative behaviour of
the diagrams does not depend on the values of the radius R, so we have ‘factored out’
the variable R.

First, let ¢, =1 with m > 1. Then the solutions in Fix (1) are unstable. What
actually happens is that as A, grows from —o0 the trivial solution goes unstable,
bifurcating to stable Z{”(«)-solutions (which group occurs depends on the sign of A,)
which then go unstable when solutions with trivial symmetry bifurcate. Secondly, if
€; = —1 and m > 1, the solutions with trivial symmetry are now stable. They come
about from secondary bifurcation destabilizing solutions in Fix (Z{(«)).

Note that when m > 1 and ¢, = 1 we have the intersection of two ‘pitchforks’ in
the (z,,s)-plane. The same occurs in the (s, z,)-plane. In the regions of the A-plane
defined by A, > 0 and A,+A,/m >0, or A, > 0 and A,—A,/m < 0, the branches in
the space (s, x,,,) have the property that for each fixed s there are four points as
solutions. The contact point of these branches with the ‘pitchforks’ are those
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corresponding with the coincidence of the solutions which arise from the fixed-point
subspaces, as described previously.

To draw the bifurcation diagrams we analyse the number of solutions for the
bifurcation problem defined by the generic normal form for each fixed (A;, A,).
Schematic representations of these solutions are shown in Figs. 3 and 4. The
corresponding bifurcation diagrams are drawn in Figs. 1 and 2 respectively.

5. Sample applications

In this section we describe two problems where the theory that we have developed
can be applied. We concentrate on showing that the mathematical models lead to
bifurcation equations which are D,-equivariant of the type studied in Sections 3
and 4.

The main requirement is a linearization with two independent but interchangeable
modes. Nonlinear effects can then be taken care of via the classification of contact
equivalent bifurcation problems in é-”gj » (provided the model leads to a problem of
finite co-dimension). The detailed study of the full nonlinear symmetry is postponed
to a future paper. In broad terms, provided no additional symmetry has been
forgotten or introduced in the model, and if there are k perturbation parameters (in
addition to the two bifurcation parameters), then we expect the bifurcation problem
to be of co-dimension k and we expect to encounter singularities that arise in the
universal deformations of co-dimension £ problems.

5-1. Buckling of a thin elastic shell

In [8] there is a study of the buckling of a thin isotropic rectangular elastic plate
subject to a compressive load A, uniformly distributed over the end faces as shown
in Figure 5.

A mathematical formulation of the plate problem is given by the non-
dimensionalized von Kdrmadn equations for w, the vertical displacement, and f, the
stress function:

2fF 1
A = — w0, w), } -

A%w = [w,f]+ A[w, fo]-

Here w,fe H}(Q), [u, V] = Uy, vy — 2Uyy ¥,y + Uy, Uy, and the appropriate remaining
boundary conditions depend on how the plate is attached along its edges. The excess
stress due to extra compression beyond the critical buckling load is given by Af,.

Generically, there is a one-dimensional kernel for the linearization of (5:1) at the
critical load. However, depending on the aspect ratio of the plate, there are situations
where two modes compete. Those modes represent two buckled configurations with
consecutive wave numbers. When this happens (5-1) reduces to a Z, @ Z,-equivariant
bifurcation problem with the bifurcation parameter being the load A (without
symmetry acting on it). Note that in the case of a square plate the classical von
Kdrmdn equations (5:1) have only a one-dimensional kernel at the principal
bifurcation; that is, there are no competing modes.

A general situation leading to our framework needs a two-dimensional kernel
{(z, y)} with two parameters (A, A,), with z and y being interchangeable when A, = 0.
This suggest studying the buckling of a thin anisotropic elastic square plate when a
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Fig. 5. Rectangular plate subject to lateral compressive load.

I

F

Fig. 6. Square plate subject to uniform compression.

pair of forces ¥, and F, act on the four edges as shown in Fig. 6. Our general theory
can be applied to the bifurcation equations obtained from the von Kidrmaén
approximation to this problem. Those equations represent a D,-equivariant problem
with symmetry on the bifurcation parameters, given by the forces A, = F, and
A, = F,—F,. But we still have a one-dimensional kernel at the bifurcation and so
only a Z,-action in space.

We can take care of the situation in two ways. We can consider the buckling of a
thin elastic shell, or consider some anisotropic material (or non-uniform compressive
load). In the first case we consider the shell as some buckled state of the original
isotropic elastic square plate and look for secondary bifurcation with two competing
modes. A fairly general formulation of the shallow shell equations is

Azf = _%[w7 w]— ky Wer— kx Wyy>

Aw = [W,f] + /\[w,fo] + kyfzz + szy.w

where k, and k, represent the sectional curvatures of the shell and A is the Laplacian.

As a simple example of the buckling of a shell, assume the following for a shallow
shell: the (non-negative) radii of curvature R, R, are roughly constant in the mid-
region of the surface, the projection of the shell is the unit square [0, 1] x [0, 1], and
the shell is hinged at the boundary of the square (Dirichlet boundary conditions). We
moreover assume that the equilibria correspond to states where the normal
compressive stresses N, = f,,, N, = f, are constant with f, = 0. Then the model

reduces to the following 8th order differential equation in w:
A+ (k) Wyppr + 2k, by, + K2 w,,,,) + AN, w,, + N =0

with constants k, = 1/R, and k,=1/R,, and zero boundary conditions. The
linearized eigenvectors are

Wyy)

Yy
P pm = sinnmxsinmmy,
where n,m > 1. The corresponding eigenvalues are

(P +m?) + (k,n®+ k, m?)?

)‘nm - (n2+m2)2(Nzn2+Nyan) )
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Fig. 7. Four-cell network.

If we want to be able to exchange z and y we must assume that N, = N, = N and
k, =k, = k. In that case
_ (n2+m2)2+k2

A
o Nn2+m?)

Note that when A,,,, considered as a function on N?, achieves its minimum over
the integers for a unique pair = + m, we have a two-dimensional kernel with the
required D,-symmetry. We therefore expect the generic bifurcations in such
circumstances to be described by the appropriate normal form derived above. A full
nonlinear analysis, confirming this expectation, is in preparation.

5-2. Four-cell rings
Another different type of model with the same abstract structure is given by four
interconnected cells as in Fig. 7. Here the model equations take the form

& =F(x, A, a), (52)

where xeR*", A = (A,,A,)eR? are the main bifurcation parameters and aeR*
represents unfolding parameters.

We consider the question of forced symmetry breaking as a parameter varies. We
suppose first that A, = 0; F is a D,-equivariant problem which represents identical
cells coupled such that all the near-neighbour interactions and all the diagonal
interactions are the same.

The generators of D, are «, the mid-edge symmetry, represented by the per-
mutation (1,2,3,4)~ (2, 1,4, 3), and £, the diagonal symmetry (1,2, 3,4}~ (3,2,1,4).
When A, becomes non-zero we lose the D,-symmetry. Generically, we get one of
two representations of Z, ® Z, or Z,:

1. (a) Z,® Z,, generated by {a, faf) (the symmetry of the rectangle),

(b) Z,® Z,, generated by (S, afa).

2. Z,, generated by {af).

We assume here that symmetry-breaking occurs with the nearest-neighbour
interactions equal only on opposite pairs of edges; that is, when A, % 0 we have the
first situation la. It is easy to see that the components of F satisfy
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for some function f with the following (x, A)-combined symmetry :
f(xl’ x27 .’L’3, x4’ /\13 /\2) = f(‘zh 1'4, x3a xz: /\1: - /\2) (5.3)

We introduce the change of variables on R** given by the matrix

1 1 1 -1
1 —1 1
T=1 1.
11 1 -1 1 ®l,
- -1 -1

The new coordinates represent X, ~ (z,x,z,z), X, ~ (z, —z,2, —2), X; ~
(x,z, —x, —z) and X, ~ (z, —x, —, ). In those coordinates the linearization of

X=GX, A a)=TTF(TX,A, )

at the origin X = x =0 is diagonal with elements A+C+B+D, A+C—-B—D,
A—C+B—D and A—C—B+D, where A=f;, B=f;, C=f; and D=f;.
Moreover the symmetry (5-3) means that A and C' are even in A, and D(A,) = B(—A,).
Thus if B and D are also even in A, there is no symmetry-breaking, so (5:1) is still D,-
equivariant when A, % 0. On the other hand, when B or D have an odd component
in A,, we do see symmetry-breaking.

When A, = 0 we find that B° = D°, so that

a(DG°) = (A% + C°+2B°) U 0:(4° + C° — 2B°) U o(4° — C°) (twice),

where o denotes the spectrum. Generically, we see that to get a two-dimensional
kernel with the required D,-symmetry we must ensure that the trivial solution loses
stability through a (double) eigenvalue of 4°—C° crossing the imaginary axis to the
right. In the exceptional case when B° = D° =0, that is, when the linear near-
neighbour interactions vanish, it is also possible to work with the eigenvalues of
A°+C°.

The quantity 4°—C° represents the difference of the self-attraction and the
diagonal interaction. In the original coordinates, the kernel of DF° represents steady
states of the type (u,v, —u, —v); that is, of diagonally opposite states. The exceptional
case when o(4°+C°) changes sign corresponds to (u,v,u,v), diagonally identical
states.
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