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Fluid–fluid interfacial instability and subsequent fluid mixing are ubiquitous in nature and engi-
neering. Two hydrodynamic instabilities have long been thought to govern the interface behavior: the
pressure gradient-driven long-wavelength Rayleigh–Taylor (RT) instability and resonance-induced
short-wavelength Faraday instability. However, neither instability alone can explain the dynamics
when both mechanisms act concurrently. Instead, we identify a previously unseen multi-modal
instability emerging from their coexistence. We show how vibrations govern transitions between the
RT and Faraday instabilities, with the two competing instead of resonantly enhancing each other. The
initial transient growth is captured by the exponential modal growth of the most unstable Floquet
exponent, along with its accompanying periodic behavior. Direct numerical simulations validate these
findings and track interface breakup into the multiscale and nonlinear regimes, in which the growing
RT modes are shown to suppress Faraday responses via a nonlinear mechanism.

Introduction The interface separating phases in
multiphase fluid systems is often subjected to defor-
mation due to internal density differences or external
vibrations. These deformations manifest in various
forms, including liquid dripping [1–3], bubble injec-
tion [4–6], tip streaming [3, 7, 8], and surface waves [9].
Such phenomena are ubiquitous, occurring in natural
processes such as rainfall and tidal movements, as
well as in engineering applications like atomization
and fusion reactions [10, 11]. The unstable growth
of these interface deformations eventually leads to
interface breakup and fluid mixing. Linear stability
analysis predicts two primary hydrodynamic insta-
bility mechanisms: the pressure gradient-driven fluid
mixing mechanism, triggering the Rayleigh–Taylor
(RT) instability [12, 13], and the resonance mecha-
nism, triggering a Faraday instability [14]. Over a
century of research has focused on studying these
fundamental hydrodynamic instabilities separately,
as each is central to a vast range of applications (for
RT see [15–20] and for Faraday see [9, 21–26]).

Despite their well-established nature and pervasive
observations, a comprehensive understanding of the
interface’s behavior when the long-wavelength RT
and short-wavelength Faraday instabilities coexist is
lacking. This gap is crucial, as vibrations and density
stratification often occur simultaneously in realistic
situations. Wolf [27, 28] showed via experiment that
unstable viscous RT waves can be stabilized with-
out generating standing Faraday waves by oscillating
the container at specific amplitudes and frequencies.
Later studies supported this conclusion through the-
oretical arguments, and a partial theory was devel-
oped [29–33]. However, the coexistence of unstable
RT and Faraday modes, where they actively influence

the interface dynamics, has been largely overlooked.
The complex interactions and physical mechanisms
emerging from this coexistence remain mysterious.
This work addresses this gap and provides a compre-
hensive view of interfacial dynamics under combined
density stratification and vibrations.
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FIG. 1: The two-fluid interface with long-wavelength
RT and short-wavelength Faraday instabilities.

We analyze the coexistence and competition of
Rayleigh-Taylor (RT) and Faraday instabilities under
the effect of external vibrations and internal density
differences. We examine the temporal evolution of the
interface within the linear regime. Using horizontal
homogeneity, we decompose the interface into indi-
vidual wave numbers, allowing for the investigation
of both long-wavelength RT and short-wavelength
Faraday waves. Two-dimensional scale-resolved nu-
merical simulations validate the linear theory and
capture the system’s evolution into multiscale and
nonlinear regimes. We also explore the oscillation–
frequency-amplitude phase space to characterize the
transition of the dominant instability.

Theoretical Background Consider the interface
between two immiscible and incompressible fluids: a
denser fluid and a lighter fluid, denoted by subscripts
(·)d and (·)l. The fluids are confined between two
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horizontal plates separated by a distance of 2h and
subject to an oscillatory vertical acceleration

g̃(t) = g∗g + a cos(ωt+ φ0), (1)

where a is the oscillatory amplitude, ω is the cor-
responding frequency, and φ0 is the initial phase.
Positive gravity, g∗ = 1, applies when the denser
fluid is at the domain bottom, and negative gravity,
g∗ = −1, applies when the denser fluid is on top.
Figure 1 shows the two-fluid interface subjected to a
harmonic vibration. The time-periodic variation in
gravity is suspected to be the driving source of in-
stability, motivating Floquet analysis [34]. We define
nondimensionalized quantities, denoted by (·)∗, in ta-
ble A.1 in the End Matter. The temporal evolution of
the interface displacement, ζ∗(t), is decomposed into
an exponential term, eγ

∗t∗ , that models the growth
or decay and a periodic term,

∑
n ζ̂

∗
ne

inω∗t∗ , which
accounts for the oscillatory fluctuations about it.

We assume that the interface profile is well-defined
and single-valued. At each horizontal wavenumber,
k∗, a separation into amplitude growth (or decay)
and periodic oscillations yields

ζ̂∗(k∗, t∗) = eγ
∗t∗︸ ︷︷ ︸

Modal

∞∑
n=−∞

ζ̂∗n(k
∗)einω

∗(t∗+t∗0)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Periodic components

, (2)

where γ∗ is the Floquet exponent, t∗0 is the time
shift associated with the initial phase φ0, and n is
the index of the harmonics [23, 24]. A positive real
Floquet exponent indicates instability, driving the
system toward interface breakup. Floquet exponents,
often obtained through the eigenvalue decomposition
of the monodromy matrix, are not unique and collec-
tively describe nonmodal growth. Here, we demon-
strate that the modal growth of the most unstable
Floquet exponent, γ∗

U , combined with the periodic
components, accurately predicts the initial transient
dynamics. By relating the interface displacements at
different orders of harmonics, γ∗

U is found for each
wavenumber by solving

γ∗
U = argmax

det{A(γ∗; k∗)−a∗B}=0

Re{γ∗}. (3)

The periodic components at different harmonics, ζ̂∗,
can be then found as the null space of (A − a∗B).
A detailed analysis is provided in the End Matter.
Equation (3) shows a generalized analysis of the hy-
drodynamic instability in fluid mixing, covering a
wide range of configuration parameters, including
viscosity, surface tension, vibration, and density dif-

ferences. In the static limit (a∗ → 0), Eq. (3) becomes

γ∗
U = argmax

A0(γ∗; k∗)=0

Re{γ∗}, (4)

as only n = 0 survives the simplification of Eq. (2).
This form recovers the classical RT dispersion re-
lation [35]. The critical acceleration, a∗c , for neutral
stability is obtained by constraining the displacement
in Eq. (3) to exhibit pure sinusoidal harmonic (H),
γ∗
U = 0, or subharmonic (S), γ∗

U = iω∗/2, responses,
which recovers the generalized eigenvalue problem,

A(γ∗
U = 0 or iω∗/2; k∗)ζ̂∗ = a∗cBζ̂∗, (5)

for the Faraday instability [23, 24]. Beyond the iden-
tification of the stability boundary, Eq. (2) enables
the prediction of transient wave dynamics at a given
wavenumber k∗ within the unstable regime. Together,
these analyses enable the dissection of the mechanics
as the system transitions toward nonlinear interface
breakup. An example of this utility is shown next.

Results For demonstration purposes, we consider
polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) as the more dense
fluid, characterized by a density of ρd = 950 kg/m3,
kinematic viscosity of νd = 2×10−5 m2/s, and surface
tension coefficient of σd = 2.06 × 10−2 N/m. The
gravitational acceleration is set to g = 9.81m/s2.
The properties of the lighter fluid are determined by
the density and viscosity ratios, At and η, respectively.
To validate the linear theory predictions, we perform
high-fidelity 2D simulations using MFC [36], a GPU-
accelerated compressible multiphase flow solver [37,
38]. The multiphase system is governed by the six-
equation diffuse interface model [39] with surface
tension [40], solved via a high-order finite-volume
method and temporal discretizations with closure
by the stiffened gas equation of state. Specific heat
ratios and liquid stiffness parameters are selected to
match the fluid internal energy and speed of sound
at rest. Additional details on nondimensionalization
and simulation setup are provided in the End Matter.
Table I summarizes the configurations studied.

TABLE I: Configurations studied.

Cases h[mm] a∗ g∗ ω∗ (At, η) k∗ γ∗
U (S/H)

Figure 3 (b)
13.00 16 −1 33.9 (0.9,0.1) 2.89 1.21 (H)
13.00 16 −1 33.9 (0.9,0.1) 29.1 1.21 (S)

Figure 3 (c)
13.00 18 −1 27.4 (0.9,0.1) 2.04 0.96 (H)
13.00 18 −1 27.4 (0.9,0.1) 24.5 3.45 (S)

Figure 4 (b) 26.87 10 1 24.6 (1,0) 31.4 3.77 (S)
Figure 4 (c) 21.81 15 1 29.6 (1,0) 31.4 4.47 (S)
Figure 4 (d) 16.75 30 1 39.0 (1,0) 31.4 6.80 (S)
Figure 4 (e) 12.95 30 1 45.7 (1,0) 31.4 3.61 (S)
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FIG. 2: Interface displacement growth rate for g∗ = −1 under various parameter combinations, with arrows
denoting the transition from a∗ = 0 to a∗ = 30.

We focus on the case where both the RT and
Faraday instabilities coexist, achieved by consider-
ing a negative gravity (g∗ = −1). Figure 2 shows
the growth rates of the displacement of the interface
for various combinations of parameters. The lighter
fluid properties are chosen to approximate three
types of interfaces: inviscid liquid–liquid (At = 0.3,
η = 0.1), liquid–liquid (At = 0.3, η = 1), and gas–
liquid (At = 0.9, η = 0.1). In the absence of vibra-
tion, a∗ = 0, classical RT instability manifests as
a low-wavenumber peak. As the oscillation ampli-
tude increases, the amplitude of the positive peak
diminishes toward zero, while its position shifts to-
ward the origin. Within a finite horizontal domain,
this leads to the truncation of the RTs wave with
k∗ → 0. This behavior demonstrates the theoretical
principle of dynamic stabilization of RT waves un-
der vibration [27, 28]. Given its continuous evolution
with increasing vibration, we refer to the instability
mechanism of the low-wavenumber peak as RT-type.
The Floquet exponent associated with the RT peak
is purely real and can thus be generalized to the
cases of harmonic response. The Faraday instabil-
ity emerges as the vibration amplitude increases,
marked by a distinct peak at higher wavenumbers
that shifts downward. The increasing prominence
of the Faraday peak does not resonate with the RT

peak. Instead, the RT peak is suppressed and pushed
towards the zero-wavenumber limit, further highlight-
ing the competitive interplay between these two phe-
nomena. For all oscillating frequencies considered,
the boundary layer thickness, δ ≡

√
2νd/ω, remains

much lower than the fluid depth, with a maximum
ratio of δ/h ≤ 0.027. In this regime, the onset of the
Faraday instability is subharmonic [24]. While an
increase in the viscosity ratio, η, has little effect on
the growth rate profiles, increasing the density ratio,
At, induces local peaks at higher harmonics. Unstable
higher-order harmonics occur at the lowest oscillation
frequency (ω∗/2π = 1.82) in fig. 2 (d, g), complement-
ing the dominant Faraday subharmonic mode. As
expected, increasing the oscillation magnitude will
eventually cause the Faraday peak to surpass the RT
peak. This transition between the two fundamental
hydrodynamic instabilities leads to a mixed region
where both instabilities coexist, potentially altering
the dynamics of the interface.

Figure 3 (a) shows the dominant growth rate within
the oscillating frequency-amplitude phase space. The
transition of the leading instability mechanism from
RT to Faraday can be observed in three stages. At
low oscillation amplitudes, the RT instability is the
dominant phenomenon. For larger oscillation ampli-
tudes, the Faraday instability approaches its unstable
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FIG. 3: Multi-modal instability analysis for (At, η) = (0.9, 0.1): (a) dominant growth rate in the oscillating
frequency-amplitude phase space, with the margins for the Faraday stability and the RT-Faraday transition
highlighted; (b,c) normalized Faraday and RT wave evolutions with growth rates (insets) for cases marked by
green crosses in (a), under single-mode or Perlin noise excitations. The wavenumber–time diagram (d) and
not-to-scale interface profiles (e) show the nonlinear damping of Faraday waves for the Perlin noise case in (c).

boundary, yet the RT mechanism is dominant. Fi-
nally, at sufficiently high oscillation amplitudes, the
growth rate of the Faraday instability surpasses that
of the RT instability. For a given oscillation frequency,
the thresholds of these two stages differ by about 2a∗.

To quantitatively compare theoretical predictions
and numerical simulations, we perturb the initial in-
terface with three profiles: single-mode RT and Fara-
day sine waves and multiscale Perlin noise perturba-
tions [41]. The temporal dynamics of the normalized
RT and Faraday modes are shown in fig. 3 (b, c), corre-
sponding to the two cases marked in fig. 3 (a). While
classical linear stability analysis of the static RT prob-
lem predicts purely exponential modal growth, the
presence of vibrations induces an oscillatory pattern
around this baseline growth. Owing to its subhar-
monic nature, the Faraday displacement becomes
negative at t∗ = T ∗. The interface rebounds to a pos-
itive peak that either intersects the RT displacement
(panel b) or exceeds it (panel c) at t∗ = 2T ∗, where

T ∗ ≡ 2π/ω∗. For perturbations with a single sine
wave, the modal growth of the most unstable Flo-
quet exponent, eγ

∗
U t∗ , exhibits favorable agreement

with the Fourier components obtained from simula-
tions at integer multiples of the oscillation period
for both instabilities. This alignment confirms that
the interface growth follows Floquet theory. By in-
corporating the modal growth with the additional
periodic terms, the total growth defined in Eq. (2)
accurately predicts the interface dynamics during
the first oscillation period, even with a broadband
initial wavenumber spectrum. Beyond this period,
the theory remains in qualitative agreement with
simulations, although minor deviations arise due to
nonlinear effects. Simulations initialized with Perlin
noise exhibit suppressed growth rates and reduced
amplitudes of Faraday waves compared to theoretical
predictions. In the absence of competing wavelengths,
these waves would exhibit Floquet-type growth and
ultimately induce interface breakup, suggesting that
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the observed suppression is primarily attributable to
nonlinear damping effects. When the Faraday growth
rate exceeds that of RT, the theory remains qualita-
tively predictive of the system’s dynamics, despite
the presence of multiscale waves. In contrast, the
growth of RT waves is generally unaffected.

To illustrate transient interface dynamics across
wavenumbers in a realistic context, fig. 3(d) presents
the wavenumber–time diagram for the Perlin noise
case shown in fig. 3(c). This case exemplifies the non-
linear damping of Faraday waves despite a dominant
linear growth rate. The coexistence of RT and Fara-
day waves is clearly observed within the given time
window. Wavenumbers near the Faraday peak exhibit
periodic phase changes due to their dominance of the
subharmonic nature, whereas those near the RT peak
display steady growth. The insets of fig. 3 (d) show
the resulting interface profiles and highlight the com-
petition between steadily amplifying long-wavelength
RT waves and oscillatory short-wavelength Faraday
waves. Initially (t ≲ 2.5T ∗), the interface profile is
dominated by Faraday waves due to their higher ini-
tial growth rate. As time progresses, long-wavelength
RT waves amplify and prevail, though residual small-
scale Faraday oscillations persist. This transition
implies that the growing low-wavenumber RT com-
ponents nonlinearly dampen the high-wavenumber
subharmonic Faraday responses, despite the inher-
ent instability of these latter responses. As shown in
fig. 3 (b, c), the Faraday waves would otherwise grow
unimpeded toward interface breakup in the absence
of RT competition. The dominance of RT waves sup-
presses this pathway, redirecting the system toward
RT-driven dynamics. This mechanism has been ver-
ified by exciting the interface using only the linear
superposition of Faraday and RT waves (not shown).
Together, these results demonstrate the nonlinear
transient dynamics that govern fluid interfaces under
the combined effects of density and vibration.

Conclusion This letter presents a theoretical and
computational investigation into the previously un-
explored coexistence and competition of two fun-
damental hydrodynamic instabilities: the pressure
gradient-driven Rayleigh–Taylor (RT) instability and
the resonance-induced Faraday instability. Through
linear Floquet stability analysis and 2D numerical
simulations, we demonstrate that interface growth
under combined density and vibration effects exhibits
a Floquet-type behavior: total displacement decom-
poses into modal growth of the most unstable Floquet
mode and harmonic oscillations from periodic terms.
Our key finding is the discovery of a novel multi-
modal instability region, where the RT and Faraday

instabilities coexist and compete in non-trivial ways.
This region emerges as the oscillation magnitude in-
creases, marking a gradual transition in the dominant
instability mechanism from RT to Faraday. Within
this region, we observed a unique competitive interac-
tion: the Faraday instability consistently suppresses
the RT instability toward the zero-wavenumber limit,
while the residual RT mechanism, in turn, attenu-
ates the Faraday responses via a nonlinear damping
mechanism, even when the initial growth rate of the
Faraday instability exceeds that of RT. Furthermore,
the coexistence of these mechanisms generates mul-
tiscale interfacial waves, culminating in interfacial
breakup phenomena that are ubiquitous in both nat-
ural and engineered systems, yet remain uncharted
in prior studies.

The discovery of the coexistence and competition
between RT and Faraday instabilities offers new in-
sights into predicting and controlling fluid interfaces
in vibration-prone systems. Our findings bridge fun-
damental hydrodynamics and engineering, leveraging
instability interactions of the fluid to control the
interface kinematics. Vibrations dynamically stabi-
lize RT modes while exciting Faraday instabilities,
and the inclusion of RT waves, in turn, nonlinearly
dampens the unstable Faraday response. By tuning
the oscillation, processes such as atomization or iner-
tial confinement fusion can be optimized to suppress
both low- and high-wavenumber instabilities, thereby
enhancing efficiency and preventing failure. These
insights also open up new avenues for studying tran-
sient dynamics in both natural and engineered fluid
systems, where external vibrations compete with in-
trinsic instabilities, ranging from geophysical flows
to the injection of bubbles.
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End Matter

Linear Floquet stability analysis Consider two
immiscible fluids, each with horizontal homogeneity
and a depth h, separated by an interface. Within
each fluid layer j, the motion of the fluid is governed
by the incompressible Navier–Stokes equations,

ρj [∂t + (uj ·∇)]uj = −∇pj − ρj g̃ez + µj∇2uj ,
(A.1a)

∇ · uj = 0, (A.1b)

where g̃(t) = g∗g + a cos(ωt) is the temporally mod-
ulated gravitational acceleration. We can decompose
the flow state around the equilibrium-state solu-
tion of the Navier–Stokes equations (A.1) as uj =
Uj + u′

j , pj = Pj + p′j , where (Uj , Pj) = (0,−ρj g̃ez)
and (·)′ denotes the small fluctuating components.
The governing equations for the fluctuations are

ρj∂tu
′
j = −∇p′j + µj∇2u′

j , ∇ · u′
j = 0. (A.2)

Applying the operator ez ·∇×∇× to (A.2) eliminates
the horizontal velocity components, resulting in(

∂t − νj∇2
)
∇2w′

j = 0. (A.3)

We expand the horizontal velocity and interface dis-
placement in the horizontal plane using a Fourier
series, and we introduce a Floquet expansion to ac-
count for periodic temporal growth. This yields[

w′
j(k, z, t), ζ(k, t)

]
= eγt+ikx

∞∑
n=−∞

[
ŵn,j(k, z), ζ̂n,j(k)

]
einωt, (A.4)

Substituting (A.4) into (A.3) gives[
γn − νj

(
∂zz − k2

)] (
∂zz − k2

)
ŵn,j = 0, (A.5)

and the general solution of this dispersion relation is
ŵn,j = an,je

kz + bn,je
−kz + cn,je

qn,jz + dn,je
−qn,jz,

where γn ≡ γ + inω and qn,j ≡
√

k + (γ + inω) /νj .
No-slip boundary conditions at the two plates yield
ŵn,h = ∂zŵn,h = 0 at z = −h, and ŵn,l =
∂zŵn,l = 0 at z = h, At the interface z = ζ, the
continuity of velocity and tangential stress and the
kinematic boundary condition yield

ŵn,l = ŵn,h, (A.6)

∂zŵn,l = ∂zŵn,h, (A.7)

µl(∂zz + k2)ŵn,l = µd(∂zz + k2)ŵn,h, (A.8)

γnζ̂n = ŵn|z=0. (A.9)

Substituting the general solutions of ŵn,j into
the above 8-equation boundary condition, we

find Qn

(
an,h, bn,h, cn,h, dn,h, an,l, bn,l, cn,l, dn,l

)⊤
=(

γnζ̂n, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0
)⊤

. Upon nondimensionaliza-
tion using table A.1 and further simplification, the
matrix Qn can be written as (A.11). Here, the super-
scripts (·)+ and (·)− are used to denote q+ ≡ q + 1
and q− ≡ q − 1. When the depth h → ∞, the van-
ishing velocity gives bn,h = dn,h = an,l = cn,l = 0.

TABLE A.1: Dimensionless quantities.

Dimensionless quantity Quantity name

tc =
√

h/g Gravitational time
At = (ρd − ρl)/(ρd + ρl) Atwood number
η = µl/µd Viscosity ratio
C = νd/(gh

3) Viscous-to-gravitational
force ratio

Bd = ρdgh
2/σd Bond number

a∗ = a/g Acceleration
ζ∗ = ζ/h Interface displacement
k∗ = kh Wavenumber
t∗ = t/tc Time
γ∗ = γtc Growth rate
ω∗ = ωtc Oscillatory frequency

The jump condition for pressure at the interface is[
δργn − δµ∂zz + 3δµk2

]
∂zŵn +

(
δρg∗gk2 − σk2

)
ζ̂n

=
1

2
δρk2a

(
ζ̂n + ζ̂n+1

)
, (A.10)

where δ represents the jump across the interface.
Relating different orders of harmonics, ζ̂∗n, in (A.10)
results in the linear system shown in (A.12) to (A.13).
In practice, (A.12) is truncated at n = 10, resulting
in a 22× 22 linear problem. The Floquet exponents
γ∗ are found by solving det{A(γ∗; k∗)− a∗B} = 0.

The oscillations at each order of harmonics, ζ̂∗,
spans the null space of (A − a∗B). Together, they
predict the linear transient growth of the interface.

MFC simulations The computational domain
spans four wavelengths of interest in width, with each
fluid layer having a depth of h = 0.013m. A uniform
Cartesian mesh resolves the shortest wavelength with
192 cells, as validated by a convergence study. Pe-
riodic and no-slip boundary conditions are applied
at the horizontal and vertical boundaries. The in-
terface is initially perturbed by a height that is 1%
of the wavelength, and hydrodynamic equilibrium is
achieved at the interface with a pressure of 100 kPa.

We verify the linear theory predictions for the RT
stable case, where g∗ = 1. A startup period lasting a
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FIG. 4: Analysis of cases with the most unstable wavenumber k∗/2π = 5 for g∗ = 1: (a) Growth rates; (b–e)
Temporal evolution of the most unstable waves, with a zoomed-in view capturing the first period.

quarter of an oscillation cycle initiates fluid motion,
ensuring consistency with the non-zero velocity fields
predicted by linear theory. Figure 4 (a) shows the
growth rates for four cases; see table I. The temporal
evolution of the interface displacements for the most
unstable waves, k∗/2π = 5, over three oscillation

periods is shown in fig. 4 (b–e). Akin to fig. 3 (b, c),
initial transient dynamics of the Faraday waves are
captured by the exponential modal growth of the most
unstable Floquet exponent and its associated periodic
behavior. These Faraday waves grow subharmonically
and eventually lead to interface breakup.

Q∗
n ≡



1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1
1 −1 qn,h −qn,h −1 1 −qn,l qn,l
2 2 1 + q2n,h 1 + q2n,h −2η −2η −η(1 + q2n,l) −η(1 + q2n,l)

e−k∗q+n,h e−k∗q−n,h e−2k∗q+n,h 1 0 0 0 0

q+n,he
−2k∗ −q−n,h 2qn,he

−k∗q+n,h 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 e−k∗q−n,l e−k∗q+n,l 1 e−2k∗qn,l

0 0 0 0 −q−n,l q+n,le
−2k∗

0 2e−k∗q+n,l


. (A.11)
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︸ ︷︷ ︸

B





...

ζ̂∗−1

ζ̂∗0
ζ̂∗1
...


︸ ︷︷ ︸

ζ̂∗

= 0, where (A.12)

An(γ
∗; k∗) ≡− 2Ck∗(1 + At)/(2At)

(
an,h − bn,h + cn,hq

∗3
n,h − dn,hq

∗3
n,h

)
+ 2(g∗ + k∗2(1 + At)/(2Bd))

+ 2k∗
(
an,h − bn,h + cn,hq

∗
n,h − dn,hq

∗
n,h

) (
γ∗
n/(Ck∗2) + 3C(1− η)(1 + At)/(2At)

)
. (A.13)
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