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DIMENSION REDUCTION FOR ROTATING BOSE-EINSTEIN
CONDENSATES WITH ANISOTROPIC CONFINEMENT

FLORIAN MEHATS AND CHRISTOF SPARBER

ABSTRACT. We consider the three-dimensional time-dependent Gross-Pitaevskii
equation arising in the description of rotating Bose-Einstein condensates and
study the corresponding scaling limit of strongly anisotropic confinement poten-
tials. The resulting effective equations in one or two spatial dimensions, respec-
tively, are rigorously obtained as special cases of an averaged three dimensional
limit model. In the particular case where the rotation axis is not parallel to the
strongly confining direction the resulting limiting model(s) include a negative,
and thus, purely repulsive quadratic potential, which is not present in the origi-
nal equation and which can be seen as an effective centrifugal force counteracting
the confinement.

1. Introduction and main result

We are interested in the dimension reduction problem arising in the descrip-
tion of rotating Bose-FEinstein condensates with strongly anisotropic confinement
potential. In physics experiments such potentials are used to obtain effective one-
dimensional (called cigar-shaped) or two-dimensional (called pancake-shaped) con-
densates which, among other features, exhibit different stability and instability prop-
erties than the usual three dimensional case (for a general introduction to the physics
of Bose-Einstein condensates, see, e.g., [16, 17]). The present work aims to give a
rigorous justification to the use of these approximate lower-dimensional models. In
comparison with earlier studies in the mathematics literature, see |2, 3, 4, 5, 6],
the main novelty in our work is the presence of an additional angular momentum
rotation term, whose strong interaction with the confinement will, in general, result
in a nontrivial effect within the limiting model obtained.

The starting point of our investigation is the three-dimensional Gross-Pitaevskii
equation, describing the Bose-Einstein condensate in a mean-field approximation,
cf. |14, 15, 17]. Rescaled into dimensionless form (see, e.g., [6]) and in a rotating
reference frame (which is customary used throughout the literature), this nonlinear
Schradinger equation (NLS) reads
2 22

——>w+M-@Avwwuﬂw%m (1.1)

. 1
Z@¢:‘5A¢+<7r 2e

Date: March 2, 2024.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q55, 35B25.

Key words and phrases. Gross-Pitaevskii equation, Bose-Einstein condensation, dimension re-
duction, averaging, angular momentum operator.

F. M. acknowledges support by the ANR-FWF Project Lodiquas ANR-11-IS01-0003 and by the
ANR project Moonrise ANR-14-CE23-0007-01. C.S. acknowledges support by the NSF through
grant nos. DMS-1161580 and DMS-1348092.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.02910v1

2 F. MEHATS AND C. SPARBER

with an initial data ¢(t = 0,x) = e /24p(z,2/¢) and where Q = (Q1,Q9,Q.)
is a given vector of R3, describing the rotation axis. Here, the exponent of the
nonlinearity is assumed to be 1 < ¢ < 2. In particular, this means that the
nonlinearity is H!(R3)-subcritical, cf. [9]. Note that this includes the cubic case
o = 1, which is the physically most relevant situation. The space variable x € R?
splits into x = (z, 2) € R? x R, with o = (21, 22). Finally, we assume that ¢ € (0, 1]
is a small parameter describing the anisotropy within the confining potential. In the
following we shall be interested in the limit € — 0 for solutions to (1.1). Note that we
thereby assume that the initial wave function is already confined at the scale epsilon
in the z-direction (an assumption which is consistent with the asymptotic limiting
regime considered) and such that its total mass [|¢)(t = 0,-)||7, = 1, uniformly in e.
Let us rescale the variables. We set
Y=z = g, et 2) = e/ (t,x',ez')

and assume that 5 = \e“, where A € R is fixed. We are thus in a weak interaction
regime similar to [5, 6]. Under this rescaling the NLS becomes (dropping the primes
in the variables for simplicity)

. 1 i
25#/16 = 6_2sz€ - g (QQxl - Q11'2) 82:7/}6 + Hmwe - Qsz¢€
—iez (104, — D20y, ) V° + AUF|?79° (1.2)

with ¢°(t = 0,x, z) = 1g(x, z). Here, and in the following, we denote
z |22
27 2’
where L, is the angular momentum operator associated to a rotation around the
negative z-axis.

In order to get rid of the singular rotation term proportional to ¢! in (1.2), we
shall invoke the following (unitary) change of unknown. Setting

2

1 1
H, = _533 + H, = _iAx + L, =290y, — 110y, ,

VE(t,x, 2) = eiaz(ﬂlx?_ﬂ?xl)ue(t,x, z), (1.3)
we obtain

1 1
10pu° = —27-[Zu€ + Hpu® — 5 (ngl — 91562)2 u® — Q. Lu® + )\|u€|2‘7u€
o (1.4)

+ (QF + Q3) 2%u" — Q. (a1 + Qo) 2u° + 2ie2(Q0y, — 0y, )u’,

subject to initial data
U (t = 0) = ufy = e~ Ehm—Shzi)y, (1.5)

Note that in (1.4), the only singular term left is e~2H_,. We consequently expect that
by filtering the associated rapid oscillations the function e**=/ 62us(t) will converge
to some finite limit ¢(t), as ¢ — 0.

A suitable functional framework for the analysis of our problem is the scale of
Sobolev spaces adapted to H, and H,. For any real number s > 0, we denote

2= {ue H5R?) : [x|*ue L*(R?)}.
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According to [12, 5], this Hilbert space can be equipped with the following equivalent
norms:

ull$e = lullfs + 1x[*ull72 ~ 11 ull72 + 11 2l + 72 (1.6)
It is also usefull to recall that, for all 0 < £ < s, we have

=) | S ullse and (=) "ul

For s > 3/2, ¢ is an algebra. Moreover, the self-adjoint operators H, and H,
generate the groups of isometries 6 — %"= and 6 — "= on any ¥°, s > 0.

L Shullse @)

To derive the limit model as ¢ — 0, we need to introduce the following nonlinear
function:
27 e—iG’qu>

20 .
6@«9(7{21/2)u>

e—iG’qu

F(0,u) = = <

o—i0(H=—1/2),,

9

_ (i0(H-—1/2) (

and study the behavior of F' (t/eQ,u), as ¢ — 0. For s > 3/2, X% is an algebra
and it is readily seen that F' € C'(R x X¢ 3°). Moreover, since the spectrum of the
quantum harmonic oscillator H., is {n+1/2, n € N}, the operator ¢?*==1/2) is 27
periodic with respect to 0, so F is also 27w periodic with respect to #. Denoting the
average of this function by

1 [T
Fov(u) == Tlgréo?/o F (0,u)do

_ 1 / .
2 0

the limit model as € — 0 reads
) 1 1
019 = —5 000+ 5 (1o = (Qom1 = 2122)*) 6 = QuLed+ AFu(0)  (19)
with the initial data ¢(t = 0) = 1bg. The Gross-Pitaevskii type energy associated to
this equation is
1

B(0) = 5 [ VeoPdedz+5 [ (ol = (@1 = ua2)?) (o dod

)\ 2T
— (L., B) 12 + (o + 1) /Rs /0

where here and in the following,

(1.8)

eszqu

20 .
eze%zu> do,

. 20+2
¢~ i0H= ¢‘ 40 dz dz,

(u,v) 2 = Re/ uodxdz.
R3

Note that (1.9) is still a model in three spatial dimensions. Except for the nonlinear
averaging operator Fyy(¢), however, the variable z only enters as a parameter and
hence the linear part of the dynamics with respect to z is, in fact, trivial. This
allows to derive from (1.9) an effective two-dimensional limiting model, provided
the initial data is polarized on a single mode of H,, see Corollary 1.2 below.

One should also note that in (1.9) there is a non-trivial effect due the presence of
the rotation. Indeed, in the case where the rotation axis is not parallel to the z-axis,
i.e., if Q1,99 # 0, a repulsive quadratic potential is present in the limiting model



4 F. MEHATS AND C. SPARBER

(see also the discussion at the beginning of Section 2.1 below). The reason for this
effect becomes apparent from the scaling of equation (1.2), which includes a rotation
term of order O(¢~!). The latter becomes large in the limit of strong confinement
€ — 0, resulting in an effective centrifugal force counteracting the original trap. In
the physics literature, it seems that it is almost always assumed that the rotation
axis is equal to the z-axis, and hence, this effect is almost never considered. We
finally remark that, at least formally, a second order averaging procedure (similar
to [4, 10]) can be used to derive (1.9) from (1.2) directly. In order to make this
procedure rigorous, though, uniform (in ¢) energy estimates are needed which seem
to be rather difficult to obtain on the level of (1.2) (given its singular scaling). Thus,
instead of working with (1.2) directly, we use the change of variables (1.3) which
yields the same effect as the second order averaging and also allows us to use the
better behaved model (1.4).

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < o < 2 and vy € 2. Then the following holds.
(i) The limit model (1.9) admits a unique mazimal solution ¢ € C([0, Trax), X2) N
CH[0, Trax ), L?), with Tyax € (0, +00], such that for all t € [0, Tyax):

[e@)llzz = llollzz,  E(o(t) = E(vo), (Ho0(t), (1)) 12 = (Hzvbo,%0) 2.

Moreover, we have the blow-up alternative:

if Tmax < oo then  lim ||Vy¢(t)| 2 = +oo.
t—Thmax
(ii) For all T € (0, Tiax), there exists ep > 0, Cp > 0 such that, for all e € (0,e7],
(1.2) admits a unique solution ¢ € C([0,T],2?)NCY([0,T], L?), which is uniformly
bounded with respect to € € (0,er] in L=((0,T),%?) and satisfies the error bound

V(D) = o), < Ore

max ‘
t€[0,T)
As an immediate corollary we have:

Corollary 1.2. Denote by (Xn, A\n)nen the n-th eigenfunction/eigenvalue-pair of
the one-dimensional harmonic oscillator H,. Assume that 1y € X2 is such that

Yo(x,2) = po(z)xn(2)-
Then for all T € (0, Tinax) we have

(1) _ —ithn/e?
tlén[%uib (t) —e ©(t)xn

< CT&,
L2

where p(t,x) solves the effective two-dimensional model

, 1 1 i
10pp = —§Ax80 + 3 <|3:|2 — (o1 — le2)2> o—QLp+ /-in|go|2 ® (1.10)

with p(t = 0,x) = @o(z1,x2) and

o = A / n(2) 2742,
R

the effective nonlinear coupling constant in the n-th energy band.
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This result follows from Theorem 1.1 (ii) and the fact that (1.9) preserves the
initial polarization, i.e., admits solutions of the form ¢(t,z,z) = p(t,x)xn(2). To
see this, recall that the eigenfunctions {x,,} 2 form an orthonormal basis of L?(R).
Using this we can write

¢TSS () = D €T () (s e

meN

and hence (1.8) implies

1 2m 3
Fav(SDXn) = %|90|20Q0 Z /O ezG(Am An)d@ Xm(Xm, |Xn|20Xn>L2-
meN

However, A\, — A\, € N and thus, this integral is identically zero unless m = n, for
which it is equal to 27. Thus, the whole sum collapses to one term only and we
consequently obtain that in the case of polarized solutions, (1.9) reduces to (1.10).
The latter is an effective two-dimensional model describing the degrees of freedom
in the unconstrained direction.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we shall, as a first step, establish
well-posedness of the Cauchy problem corresponding to both the three dimensional
NLS (1.2) and the averaged limiting model (1.9). Once this is done, rigorous error
estimates between the exact and the approximate solution will be established in
Section 3. In there, we shall also indicate how to obtain an improved error estimate,
provided 1)° satisfies sufficiently strong regularity assumptions. Finally, in Section
4 we shall show how to adapt our results to the situation with strong confinement
in two spatial dimensions, and derive the associated limiting model.

2. Analysis of the Cauchy problems

In this section we shall prove local and global well-posedness results for equation
(1.2), i.e., the original NLS in d = 3 dimensions, and for the formal limiting model
(1.9). The analysis of the former is relatively standard and follows along the lines of
[1]. We shall therefore only sketch the main ideas and rather focus on the Cauchy
problem corresponding to (1.9).

2.1. The Cauchy problem corresponding to the averaged NLS model. In
this subsection we shall analyze the Cauchy problem

006 = 3806+ 5 (1aP = (D1 — 02)?) 6= Lep + AFul(6)  (21)

with some general initial data ¢(t = 0) = ¢9 € X'. Recall that ¢ depends on the
space variables z € R? and z € R, but in this problem dispersive effects only occur
in the x direction (due to the lack of a second order derivative in z). The basic
existence proof therefore requires several changes from the standard approach.

To this end, let us first derive Strichartz estimates adapted to the situation at
hand. We recall that, in dimension two, a pair (g,r) is said to be admissible if
2 <r < oo and

DO =
S|

1
q
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We denote by U(t) = e the strongly continuous group of unitary operators gen-
erated by the Hamiltonian

H = —%Aw + % <’1“2 — (921'1 — 911'2)2) - Q. L,. (2.2)
This operator can be seen as a special case of the Weyl-quantization of a (real-
valued) second order polynomial H(z,§). It is thus essentially self-adjoint on
C(R?) c 2t = {f € HY(R?) : |z|f € L*(R?)}, cf. [13]. In the case with-
out rotation 2, = 0, H is of the form of an anisotropic harmonic oscillator with
potential

1-02 1—-0°
2 x% + Tl x% — Doz 20. (2.3)

Viz) =

Clearly, this potential becomes repulsive if Q1,€ > 1. Physically speaking this
results in a loss of confinement, and thus, the destruction of the condensate. On
the other hand, by means of Young’s inequality, one easily sees that a sufficient
condition for confinement, i.e., V() — +o0 as |z| — oo, is

02+ 0i<1.

In this case H has only pure point spectrum with no finite accumulation points.
Similarly, in the case with rotation €2, # 0 the operator H remains confining pro-
vided €, is sufficiently small (with respect to €1, 5). This can be seen by rewriting
(2.2) in the form of a magnetic Schrédinger operator

1 1
H=3(V+A@)" + V() — 52"

where V is as before and A(z) = Q.2 with 2 = (z2, —x1). In this form, the effect
of the rotation term L, has been split into Coriolis and centrifugal forces. The latter
is seen to act as a repulsive quadratic potential, counteracting the confinement.
Depending on the size of Q1,89,€, we thus might have de-confinement due to
the combined effects of the rotation and the strong confinement. This also has an

influence on the question of global existence of solutions to the NLS, see the Remark
2.3 below.

Lemma 2.1 (Vectorial Strichartz estimates). There exists 6 > 0 such that the
following properties hold true.
(i) For any admissible pair (q,r), there exists C' such that, for all ¢ € L*(R3),

Ul arrre < Crllel2 (2.4)

where LIL" L2 stands for L}((—6,0), L (R?, L2(R))).
(ii) For any admissible pairs (q,r) and (7, p), there exists C such that, for all f =

f(t,z,z2),
‘ / U(t—s)f(s)ds
(—8,6)n{s<t}

Proof. This lemma relies on the usual Strichartz estimates for the group U (t) acting
on functions depending only on x and on Minkowski’s inequality. The existence of
Strichartz estimates for U(t) thereby follows from the results in [13] which can be
directly applied to the Hamiltonian given in (2.2). The fact that H in general will
have eigenvalues, implies that dispersive effects will only be present for small |t| < d,

<C|fl
LIL; L2

(2.5)

/ / .
L) LE L2
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preventing the existence of global-in-time Strichartz estimates, cf. [7] for a more
detailed discussion on this issue.

Let us introduce a Hilbert basis (e,)pen of LZ(R). Decomposing the function
¢ € L*(R3) as ¢(z,2) = >, Pp(z)ep(2), one obtains:

2
0Oz = [l00] | = It
THLy v t
= Ut 2(
| wwer|,,,. L
< [Swwel|, .
2
<> [lw@anly, |,
t

<CY lopliz = Clilizgms)-

Here, we have used twice the Minkowski’s inequality [11] in the third line (notice
that ¢/2 > 1 and r/2 > 1) and the usual Strichartz estimate for each U(t)¢, in the
fourth line. This proves (2.4).

Let us prove (2.5): For f(t,z,2) =3, fp(t,z)ey(2), denoting

gj(t,x) = / U(t —s)fj(s)ds,
(=8,8)n{s<t}

we estimate similarly (we have again ¢/2 > 1 and r/2 > 1)

2
2
/ ve-asas| =[Sl
(—8,0)N{s<t} LiLnL2 Lalley/ L/
2
=[] ] .
T Lg/
2
2
<Dl || e < D2 gl
t t

<O Ml = O Ml e
<C|| SNl < || 158 = clf?

LZI/Q - Lz/LZ/Lz.
Here, we have used, in the fourth line, the Strichartz inequality for each g; and, in
the fifty line, the reverse Minkowski’s inequality [11] (note that we have necessarily
7' /2 < 1 and p'/2 < 1). The proof of Lemma 2.1 is complete. O

e /2

Proposition 2.2. Let ¢g € X!, Then there ewists Tpax € (0, 400] such that (2.1)
admits a unique maximal solution ¢ € C([0, Timax), B1), in the sense that

if Tmax < 400 then  lim ||V9%(t)|| 2 = +oo.
t—T,

max

Moreover, the following conservation laws hold

l6(t)llz2 = ldollr2,  E(b(t) = E(do), [[HY2¢()12 = [HE ol 2
Furthermore, if ¢g € X2, then ¢ € C([0, Tmax), £?) N CH([0, Tinax), L?).
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Note that for ¢(t) € ¥? we have the strong form of the conservation law, i.e.,

</Hz¢(t)’ ¢(t)>L2 = <Hz¢0a ¢0>L2 :

Proof. Step 1: uniqueness in 1. Let u € L®((0,T),%Y), w € L>((0,T),%!) be
two weak solutions of (2.1), where, without loss of generality, we can assume that
0 <T <. From (2.1), it follows that

t
(u—1u)(t) = i)\/ Ut —s) (Fay(u) — Foy () ds
0
and then, by (2.5), for any admissible pairs (¢,r) and (v, p),
o= 2522 < € | Faw) ~ Funi)l s -

Let us choose r > 2 and p > 2 such that % + % = 1 — 7, where we recall that

1 < o < 2. Then, denoting v = €=y and ¥ = €"7=7, one gets by Holder,

_ 1 27 "
HFaV(u) - FaV(u)HLz/LQ S 2_/ H|/U|20 |'U|20 HLP L2 de

27r
<c/ (ol + B =3l d6

27
<C [0l + 11l = Tl15200

2w
<C/ (Ilo[38 + 12155 )[v = | £ 200
= C(|lull37 + allF) lu — @l L2 -

Here, we have used the unitarity of ¢®*: in L? and %!, and the embeddings
HY(R3) — Li(R% LX(R)) and H'(R3) «— LI (R? L2(R)) (see the Appendix of
[6]). Since u and @ belong to L°°((0,T),x1), this yields

o~ lgigze < Cllu il -
Since v/ < 2 < ¢, this inequality is enough to conclude that u = @, see Lemma 4.2.2
in [9].

Step 2: local existence. Let us adapt to (2.1) the proof of well-posedness of NLS
with a quadratic potential of |7], using Kato’s strategy (see for instance [9]) and the
vectorial Strichartz estimates given in Lemma 2.1. The main technical difficulty
here is the fact that we are working with an NLS in three spatial dimensions, but
we can only utilize the dispersive properties of the two-dimensional Schrédinger
group U(t) = €. In order to remedy this, an important ingredient will be the
anisotropic Sobolev imbeddings proved in [6].

With this in mind, local in-time existence for solutions in ¢(t) € X! can be proved
by means of a fixed point theorem applied to Duhamel’s representation of (1.9), i.e

¢wsz%—mﬁvwﬂwam@w:@wwx
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where, as before, U(t) = ¢ and H is given by (2.2). We want to show that for
¢o € X' and sufficiently small 7' > 0, ® is a contraction mapping in the complete
metric space

Xrar = {¢ € C([0,T)XY) : ¢, x¢, Vo € L{([0,T]; L, (R L2(R))),
[0l ooty + 10l Lo 2 + 1%l a2 + IVl oy 2 < MY,
equipped with the distance
d(u,v) = [lu — UHLgOLng + Jlu— UHL?L;Lg-

The real numbers r, ¢, p,y are taken as in Step 1 above and T', M are to be chosen
later. To prove that X7 s is stable by ®, one first checks that the commutator

[0.,H| = [z,H] =0,
whereas
[z, H] = V, —iQx™",
with 21 = (21, —22). Similarly, we find
[V, H) = V.V +iQ,VE
where V' is as in (2.3), and hence V,V is in fact linear in x. We consequently obtain
that the combination of ¢, x¢ and V¢ form a closed coupled system of equations.

Therefore, by applying the operators x and V to (2.1) and by using Lemma 2.1, we
obtain for all ¢ € X7,

[2(D)|Lseony + 1 R(D) I Larrrz + [xP(A) | paprr2 + [[VR(D)l| pary 2
S oollze + [xdollzz + IVeollrz + llzdllpirzre + IVadllpizar:
FNE (@ 0+ IXF (O + IV Fas(@)
< oolss + T+ 1B g+ B o + IV Py

where a < b stands for a < Cb for some constant C' > 0. Denoting v = e?7t=¢, one

gets

1 2T
VP @y 2 < g [ NPTt

27
S [ Wl Vavlogrz0

27
§A|MgWWM@M:WW@WMM@

where we have used the fact that e’= is unitary in L? and ¥!, together with a
Holder estimate and the embedding H'(R3) — L2(R?, L°(R)). Hence,

g

!
-
Ve Fay (D)l 1yt 12 S MPTNVBll oy ST 07 M* [Vl g e

< qu_—], 2o+
Similarly, we obtain

!
< T Mo+l

B ()12
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To estimate zF,y (u) and 0, Fay(u), we use (1.6) several times:

HZFaV((b)HL;/Lg + HazFaV((ﬁ)”Lg’Lg

2w
< HH;/Q/ s (|v|2‘7v) do
0

< e o)
0

27
< /O 1025 12 (200 2y 12 + 10-0] 15 12) B

2T
.= H/ eifH=q(1/2 (Jv|*v) do
LY 12 0

2
@05 [P 0l + 000t

LY L2

27
< /O lol125 Y20 1206 = 20120 11HL/26 11 2

S 1013 (=l oy 2 + 10:6llp22) -
which yields, again

=
HZFaV((b)HL;’,LQ,Lg + HazFaV((ﬁ)HLg/Lgng ,S T o M20'+1.
Finally, we have proved that
[2(D) e (1) + [ R(D) a2 + [xP(D)Larrre + V(D) Larr L2

< C¢ollsr +CTM + CT o M2o+L

We now set
M =2C|¢o |51

and choose T small enough so that

CTM + CT & M +! < %

It follows that ®(¢) € Xp . The contraction property can then be proved by
following the same lines as the proof of uniqueness in Step 1: it can be proved that,
for T" small enough, we have

d(¢, ¢)

for all ¢, 5 € X7 u. Hence, by Banach’s fixed point theorem, ® has a unique fixed
point, which is a mild solution of (2.1).

DO =

d(P(¢), ®()) <

Step 3: blow-up alternative. From the uniqueness result and from the fact that
the existence time in Step 1 only depends on ||¢g|s;1, one can define the maximal
solution ¢ € C([0, Tinax), £!) and obtain a first blow-up alternative in terms of the
whole X! norm:

if Thax < 4+oo then  lim [[¢(t)|s1 = +o0.
t—Timax
Then, we compute from (2.1)
d _
e =21 [ - V,0(0.2)3(0.0) dadz < [20(0)]s + [Vab(O) .

Hence, a bound on ||V;¢|/12 yields a bound on ||z¢(t)| 2 by the Gronwall lemma.
Since the L? norm of ¢ is conserved, it is clear that lim; 7, ||¢(t)[s1 = +oo
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implies that lim; 7, .. [|[V@(t)|| 2 = +00. We have proved the blow-up alternative
as it is stated in the Proposition.

Step 4: conservation laws. In order to prove the conservation laws stated above, it
is enough to consider the case of local-in-time solutions ¢(t) which are sufficiently
smooth and decaying. By following a standard regularization procedure (as given
in, e.g., [9]), this can then be extended to general ¢(t) € X!. Conservation of mass
then follows from the fact that H is self-adjoint and hence
d 2
10013 = e 26+ AL (). 0))12 ) = A TP (6), )2
However,
1 T om 07 (|27 —ion
(P (). 0) 12 = gt ([ (e 706 ) o)
27T 0 .2
1 27 . 2 . .
- Im <‘619HZ¢‘ a e~ 10H b, e~ W0H- ¢> df =0,
21 Jo L2
which implies [|¢()[|72 = [[éol7--

A similar argument can be used to prove that ||’H1/2 o) 2 = H?—lz/ ¢oll 12, having
in mind that both H, and H are self-adjoint, and that the following commutation
relations hold: [ 1/2, H] =0 as well as [7—[;/2, e¥M=] = 0, see [5].

Finally, in order to prove the conservation of the energy it is useful to first note
that E(¢) is formally equal to

E(¢) =(Hp,P)r2 + )\/3 Nav(¢)dx dz,
R
where
1 27
Nav = —
av(9) 2n(o + 1) /0

2042

efiGHz ¢

We then compute

d
H(HS,6) 12 = 2Im(Fay (6), He) 12 = 2 Im{Fi (), 101 — A (8)) 12
= —2\Re(Foy (9), 0 p) 12

From here, it follows that E(¢) is conserved provided that
d
2Re(Foy(9), 019) 12 % Nav((ﬁ)dx dz.

This, however, can be seen by a direct computation, using the definition of Fj,, and
Ny, i€,

Re(Fay (¢), 00 12 = 1 o Re <‘ez’(mz¢‘2" e~z 5, (649%2 ¢)> do

2T 12
27r
Ll
2
47T(J +1)dt / /Rs

Step 5: X2 reqularity. Assume that ¢y € ¥2. Since X2 is an algebra and e
is unitary on Y2, it is easy to see that F,, is locally Lipschitz continuous on 2

e WHz ¢ dH dx dz

719?{2@5‘

o+2
¢i0H- ¢‘ 9 dz dz.

10H
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provided ¢ > 1. Hence, by a standard fixed-point technique, we can show the
existence of a unique maximal solution ¢ € C([0,7}),%?) N CY([0,T1), L?), with
0 < T1 < Thax. Let us prove that T7 = Ty.x by contradiction. To this end, we
assume that 77 < Tiax and consequently deduce that

lim [|¢(t)[[z2 =400 and  sup |[|¢(t)[sr < +oo.
t—T1 te[07TI]

Therefore, it suffices to find 7 < T such that ||¢(¢)||s2 is bounded on the interval
(1,T1) to have the desired contradiction. Let 7 > 0, to be fixed later, be such that
0 < Ty —7 <9 (6is defined in Lemma 2.1). By differentiating (2.1) with respect to
time, we obtain that

() = U(D)p(r) — iA / Ut — )01 Fs (6)(5)ds.

Denoting ¢ = e~ "0H=

J+1 27 ; - o 27 : o o
e Al (T P o el (e e

¢, we compute now

2T

and, using the same admissible pairs (¢,7) and (v, p) as in Step 1, we estimate
similarly

100 Fa (@)l Lyt 5 < AN 10ell s 22-
Using the Strichartz estimates (2.4) and (2.5), this yields
10l a1y 12 < ClOS(T) L2 + ClOSN L 1

where the time integral is computed on the interval I = (17 — 7,T}). Since 7' < g,
if 71 — 7 is small enough, this implies

10:9llLarr 2 < Cll0:(7) 12
and, applying again the Strichartz estimates, we get
10cd()l|rsor2 . < CllOd(T)l[ 12 < Cll(T) |52

For the last inequality, we used (2.1) at t = 7 and the following estimate deduced
from a Sobolev inequality and from interpolation inequality

21
[ Fav (u)llz2 < C/O le™* = 7557.d8 < Cllull 7 < CllulfelullF 2, (2.6)

with s = 25’3’;1 and o = max(c —1,0) < 1.
Now, we remark that, by integrations by parts, a direct calculation gives

IL2¢l* = —(a19,82,0) — (236, 0%, ¢) + 2Re(z1220, O, Oy ) — 2] 72
so, using directly (2.1), we estimate
182022 < 2010 22 + Clllz*dll 2 + ClIL2¢l L2 + || Fa (9)] 2
< 2008l1z2 + CllePdllzz + ClAwl 2l + Clldllze + Cllol ol
and then, using the bounds of ||¢||s1 and ||0;¢|| 12, we deduce that, for all t € I
1826(t)]| 2 < C + Cllé(7)lls2 + Clllz[*d (1) 2- (2.7)
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Next we can proceed similarly as above to estimate |||z|?¢(t)||;2. We have

2 Po(t) = U)(|z[¢(r)) + A /t U(t —5) (2800 + 22 Voo + |2 Foy (9)) (5)ds.
Hence, using that T
2l Fa (@)l 1o < CllONS Nl 22
and that, by (2.7) and (1.7),
[Az¢ + 2 - V|2 < C+ Cllo(7) |52 + Cll|x*Bll 212

we get by Strichartz estimates
2 @ll gz L2+l |2 Pl Lapr 2 < C<1+II¢(T)H22+H|w|2¢||LngLg+H|90|2¢||L7'L5L§)-
From v/ < g, it is easy to conclude that, for 77 — 7 small enough,

12?¢ll e 22 + @l gy 12 < C + Cllg(r)ls2 (2.8)

and, with (2.7), that
18l rgerz , < C+ Cllo(T)]]s2- (2.9)

Finally, consider the equation satisfied by H.¢. We have
t
He(t) = UOH:0(r)) + X [ Ut = 5)HoFun(6)(o)ds

—i0H .

and, denoting again ¢ = e ¢, one computes

2m
[HFay (P)l] 2 < C/o [P 102¢] + [P~ 01 + 22127, db
2m
= C/O (\|¢II%§<>H8§¢IIL3 + 7 107 +Hw||%‘§o\llz|2wHLg)d0

2
<c /0 012% [ 26,

where we used the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality in dimension 1:

/2y y1/2 /2y 1/2

10zullps < Cllullgs ull e < ClIHull 2 [l g -

Hence, as above, we get
2
[HFa (@)l < € /0 01125 Wl g 206 = CGI bl 1 2,

which enables to conclude again with Strichartz inequalities that, for 77 — 7 small
enough,

M@l Leerzrz + [[HdlLapr 2 < C + Cfd(7) |52 (2.10)
From (2.8), (2.9) and (2.10), we deduce that ||¢(t)||x2 is uniformly bounded on the
interval I = (7,7}): the proof is complete. O

Remark 2.3. There are certainly situations for which Tmax = +00. In view of
the discussion at the beginning of Section 2.1, this will be true, in particular, if
02 + Q32 < 1 and the nonlinearity is defocusing X > 0, since in this case, the results
given in [1] apply. However, if the effective centrifugal force is too big, the resulting
repulsive quadratic potential requires particular techniques, see [8] which would need
to be combined with the effect of the rotation term.
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2.2. The Cauchy problem for the NLS equation in 3D. Before we can proceed
to the proof of convergence for solutions ©° of (1.2) as ¢ — 0, we need, as a
final preparatory step, a suitable existence result for the three-dimensional Cauchy
problem (1.2)

Proposition 2.4. Let 1y € 1. Then, for any fized ¢ > 0, there exists Tf € (0, +00]
such that (1.2) admits a unique mazimal solution ¢° € C([0,7%), 1), i.e.,

if Ty <+oo then lim ||VY©(t)||r2 = +o0.
t—=1T7

Furthermore, if o € X%, s > 1, then ¢° € C([0,T%), %) N C1([0,TF), L?).

Proof. The proof follows along the same lines as the one for Proposition 2.2 above,
i.e., through a fixed point argument for Duhamel’s formula in a suitable metric space.
Indeed, it is even easier, since (1.2) is a standard three-dimensional NLS equation
with quadratic potential and rotation term. For such equations, the local and global
existence theory in ¥.!, based on Strichartz estimates and the use of energy-methods,
has been studied in detail in [1] (see also [7]). Additional smoothness for ¢y € ¥°
with s > 1, then follows by the same arguments as given in Step 5 in the proof of
Proposition 2.2. U

One might be concerned that, as ¢ — 0, the existence time 7} — 0, but our
convergence proof below will show that this is indeed not the case. We finally, note
that (1.2) admits the usual conservation laws for the mass and the total energy.
The latter, however, is in general indefinite, due to the appearance of the angular
momentum operator. Since, we shall not use any of these conservation laws in the
following, we omit a more detailed discussion of these issues and refer the reader to

[1].

3. Convergence proof and error estimates

This section is devoted to the proof of our main Theorem 1.1. Item (i) of this
theorem is a consequence of Proposition 2.2.We prove items (ii) in Subsection 3.2
after we have obtained some uniform estimates.

3.1. Uniform estimates. Let 0 < T < Tjax. By Proposition 2.2, we know that
the solution ¢ of (1.9) belongs to C([0,T],%?) N C*([0,T],L?). Using the Sobolev
embedding H2(R3) < L>(R3) and the unitarity of e~**</=* in 2, we have
. 2 . 2
le™ /= b oo 0.1y x2) < Clle™ /% bl oo 0.7y, 52) = Cll Bl Lo (0.7 ,52) < +00,

so the following quantity is finite;
i 2
M = sup e H I || Lo (0.7 xR - (3.1)
&>

Notice that, in particular, we have ||¢g||p~ = ||¢(t = 0)||f= < M.
By Proposition 2.4, (1.2) admits a unique maximal solution ¥* € C([0,T§), ¥2)N
C1([0,7T%), L?). We recall that the function u® defined by
’U,E _ e—i&z(ﬂlxg—ﬂgxl)wa
satisfies (1.4). By (1.7), it is clear that, for all ¢ € [0,77),

(1= Cre)[[9°(B)llz2 < lu(®)lls2 < (1 + Cae)[[9°(8)l[ 2
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Moreover, since
1
e—zaz(ﬂlxg—ﬂgxl) 1= —iez(leQ _ ngl)/ e—zez(ﬂlxg—ﬂgxl)s dS,
0

we have also that
[us(t) = ()]l 12 < Cel|u(t)]s2- (3.2)
This will allow us to infer the desired approximation result for ¢°, once we have a
sufficiently good estimate on the difference between eit*=/ 4 and the limit o.
From a Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we get

luf = wollze < Clhug = wolla'lug — woll3z < Cre’™,
Hence, for € < g1 := (M/2C1)*, we have
[ (0)[[zee < flug — Yollzee + l|vbol|Le < 3M/2
and we can define
T° =sup{t €[0,T7) : for all s € [0,t], [|[u®(s)||pee < 2M}. (3.3)
Lemma 3.1. There exists a constant Cy; such that, for 0 < € < &1 and for all

t € [0,T¢], we have
[uf(t)llz2 < Cu-

Proof. We first recall from (1.6), that
lullfe = [HoulZe + [ HaulZe + lulZe.

We will now derive suitable a priori estimates for these three parts of the ¥?-norm.
To this end, we first multiply (1.4) by w?, integrate over R?, and take the real part
of the resulting expression. This yields

d

dt
i.e., the conservation of mass. For the other two parts of the ¥2-norm, we first
compute the commutation relations

[HZ7H$] = [HZ7LZ] = [HmLz] = [Hlexl + QZ-%'Z] = 07

(where in the third expression we have used that H, is rotationally symmetric), as
well as

][> =0,

[H.,z] = =0, and [H,, %] = —(1 + 220,).
Keeping these relations in mind, we can thus apply H, to (1.4), commute, and,
after multiplying by M., integrate over R?. Taking the real part of the resulting
expression, we obtain

d
aHHZuEH%Q = —32(Q% + O3) Im(H.uf, u + 220,u°) 2
+ 2e Im(H u®, Q,(Qz1 + Qoxe)du” — 2(9282 ut — 0,0? u)) 2

T,z T2,z
+ 20T (Hu®, H [uf |27 uf) fo.

After several integrations by parts and using Cauchy-Schwarz, this yields the fol-
lowing estimate

d
1wl < Cr (I HaE L2 + Jufl22) + eCa (IIH=v7IZe + [[Hou®72)
+ O3 (1|72 + 1 |u® P7ufI22)
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where C1, Cy, Cy are some constants depending only on €21, Q9, and €2, but not on
€. Similarly, a computation shows

d
EHHI«UEH%Q = Q2 Im(H,u®, u + 2210,,u°) 12 + Q3 Im(Hu®, u + 2290,,u°) 12

— 20 Qo Im(H u®, 290, u° + 210,,u) 12
+ 2eQ, Im(Hu®, 2(Q1 05, u° + Qo0 u’ — (Qrxe — Qoxy)u®)) 2
+ 20 Tm (M, Ho [us[*7us) 12,

and using again Cauchy-Schwarz yields the analogous estimate for ||H,u¢|| ;2. Com-
bining the three estimates obtained above, allows us to write

d
IS < Kallu|l5e + MK |[luf 75 (3.4)

where K 9 = Kj2(e,Q1,Q2,Q,) > 0 are both bounded as ¢ — 0. Now, we use the
fact that, by Sobolev’s imbedding,
w2702 < Clluf|[%[[u g2 < CM?7 0|52

equation (3.4) implies
d
S < KallullSe + KM [u] 3.

Gronwall’s lemma consequently implies that ||u®||s2 stays bounded for all ¢ € [0, T%].

O

We note that an important consequence of this lemma is that

if T° <+4oo then T° < T} and |u®(T9)| e~ =2M. (3.5)

3.2. Proof of the error estimate. In this section, we prove Item (ii) of Theorem

1.1. Consider the function v® = ¢i*=/¢*y. This function satisfies the equation

1 1 t
10" = —§Axv€+§ <]w\2 — (Qoz1 — le2)2> V5 —=Q, L 0"+ A\F <€—z,ve> +erf+e%r§

with
V(= 0) = u = e~ BT Qw2
and where we have denoted
r{ = JeitHz/e® yomitMa/e? e 7 (2(Q20,, — 0104,) — Q. (D121 + Qoz2))
r§ = g (Q% + Q%) eit’}-{z/a222€—it’}-{z/62v6.
We have v* € C([0, T§], %2) N C([0, T§], L?) and, by Lemma 3.1,

max ||v®(t = max ||u°(t < Cyy.
s [70)]s2 = (02 < Cas

Hence, by (1.7), we get for ¢ € [0, 7]
Irillzz < Oy et/ e /=0 |
< CHeitHz/EQZG—it’HZ/EQUEHEI _ C|’26—it’}-lz/62va”zl

< Oflem™™/=0% | g2 = Cllvls2 < Cl, (3.6)
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HTSHLQ — CHeit’Hz/gQZze—it’Hz/nga||L2 _ C||22€_itHz/62’U€||L2
< Clle /08 || 5o = 0|52 < Cas. (3.7)

We are now ready to estimate the difference w®(t) = v(t) — ¢(t) for 0 < ¢t <
min (7", 7¢). This function satisfies

S

w(t) = U(t)(ug — o) + )\/Ot U(t—s) <F (%,v%s)) - F <€—2,¢(s))) ds
3 [0 -5 (F (5.00)) - Futole)) @

+e /t Ut —s)(ri(s) + er3(s))ds
= A +0A2 + As + Ay
Since U(t) is unitary on L?, (3.2) yields
[Al[g> = [lug = ollz2 < Ce.
Moreover, for 0 <t < min(7',7¢), (3.1) and (3.3) imply that

ds
L2

alle < € [ [lur(s) ) = el el o )

t
scé(mwm%+

t
SCM%AHM@MMS

. 2
e M=/ (s)

oo) [uf (s) — e/ () | 2 ds

L

and (3.6) and (3.7) give
A2 < Ce.

Let us estimate As. To this aim, we introduce the following function, defined on
R x X2,

0
F(O,u) = /0 (F(s,u) — Fay(u))ds.

Since F'(-,u) is 2m-periodic and F,y is its average, F(0,u) is periodic with respect
to 6. Hence, it is readily seen that this function satisfies the following properties:

if lulls < & then  sup [lF(6, u)llz2 < CR**,
€
if lulls2 + [[v]|z2 < R then zlellgHDu}"(é?,u) vl < OR?*FL
Recall that U(t) = ¢ where H is the Hamiltonian defined by (2.2). Hence
Ut =) (F (5.6(5)) = Far(6(5)))
_ 22 (U(t—s ( 2 (s )) +ie Ut—s)Hf( . (s ))
¢

6ds
— 2U(t - 5)Dy (2 80 B (s
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and then

4l < 2 |7 (5000

[ E (S00)]
[ [P (S0669) a0t

< Ce?

where we used that ¢ € L°°([0,T],%?) and 9;¢ € L>(]0,T], L?). In summary, we
have proved that, for all ¢ € [0, min(7",T%)],

ds
L2

L

ds
L2

t
0 (012 < Ce+C [ [ 3)ads.
0
Thus, Gronwall’s lemma yields

[us (8) — e /()| 2 = (05 () — 6(8) |2 = [ ()12 < Ce. (3.8)

In particular, we deduce from (3.1), from a Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, from
(3.8) and from Lemma 3.1 that

[ ()| oo < M+ s () — e /= (8) | oo
<M+ [l (t) — eI ()| 16 luf (1) — e g ()|
<M+ CeVA(luf (1) 2 + |6(t)[152)*
< M+ Cel/4,
Hence, for e < e := (M/2C)*, we have
Vi < min(T,T9), |[us(t)||Le < 3M/2. (3.9)

It is clear then that 7. > T'. Indeed, otherwise this would imply that T° < 400
thus, by (3.5), that [|u®(T%)|| = 2M, which contradicts (3.9). Consequently, (3.8) is
valid on [0, 7] and, together with (3.2) and Lemma 3.1, this yields

[9°() = e ™/ g(0)ll= < 107 () = w(B) |22 + lu(2) — /= (8)]| 2 < Ce
for all ¢ € [0,T]. We have proved Item (ii) of Theorem 1.1. O

We note that under under sufficiently high regularity assumptions on v°(t), a
slightly stronger approximation result can be proved. In this case, one can show
that, indeed, ||A4]z2 < Ce2, and not only O(e) as shown above. To see this, we
expand

t
i::&?/ Ut —s)ri(s)ds,
0

using the eigenfunctions of H.. Writing v*(¢,z,2) = >, cn U5, (£, ) Xom (2) we obtain

t
R} = J/ U(t—s) Z (2Xm» Xn) L2 ezs()‘mfA")/‘;Qvfn(s)Xm ds,
0 m#neN

where J is as above. Here, we have also used that z|x,,|? is odd and thus only
indices m # n appear in the double sum above and Rj is consequently seen to
be highly oscillatory. After an integration by parts in time (which requires the
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improved regularity of v¥), one obtains that R = O(g?). Using this one can show
that, for 0 < T < Thax and 0 < € < ep, the following improved error estimate holds

€ _iez(Qzo—Qow1)  —itH. /% e 2
g [ @ - ety <
where ¢° is the solution of (1.9) with initial data
¢ (t = 0) = e~ (hma—Shr)y, (3.10)

Note, however, that if we apply this e-correction to the Cauchy data, the solution
¢° does not remain polarized any more, in which case the reduced model is still
posed in three spatial dimensions.

4. The case of strong two-dimensional confinement

In this section, we briefly discuss how to obtain the limiting model in the case of
strong two-dimensional confinement within the original (three-dimensional) Gross-
Pitaevskii equation. To this end, we we start with the analog of (1.1), given by

1 z|? 2|2

o = ~gav+ (Sl + B v vio-eavyo s oo, )
subject to ¥(t = 0,x) = e l4g(x /e, z), where as before x = (x,2z) € R? with
r = (z1,72) € R? and z € R. Note that in comparison to (1.1) the roles of x
and z have been reversed. Thus, in (4.1), the x variables are now the ones which

represent the strongly confined directions, and we consequently aim to derive an
effective model depending on the z-variable only. To this end, we rescale

== =z Yt =¢e (t,ax', z')

and assume that 35 = A\e??, i.e., an even weaker interaction regime as before. The
rescaled NLS equation then becomes

X .
0 = " + Moy — gz (Qay ¥ — Qo8 00°) — QL Loy°

—ie (Qoxy — Qx0) D,1p° + AU°|*7y° (4.2)

with °(t = 0,2,2) = t(z,2). In order to get rid of the singular perturbation
we invoke the same change of variables (up to a sign) as in the case of a strong
one-directional confinement, i.e.,

1/16(15,1', Z) _ eiaz(ﬂ2xl_ﬂl$2)u6(t,x, Z)

After a somewhat lengthy computation, this yields the following analog of (1.4):

1 1
0wt = S Hau® +Hou — 5(9% + Q3 2% — QL + Muf|*7u®
€ (4.3)

3
+eQ, (lel + QQ.%'Q) zuf + 21'8(91.%'2 — ngl)azue + 582(92.%'1 — lez)Que.
In order to average out the fast oscillations stemming from H,, we introduce

20 .
e—ze’Hx u> ,

which satisfies G € C(R x X¢;%¢). Moreover, G is easily seen to be a 2m-periodic
function in 6, since the spectrum of the two-dimensional harmonic oscillator H, is

e—iG’qu

G0, u) = M= <




20 F. MEHATS AND C. SPARBER

given by {\, =n+ 1, n € Ny}. Note however, that the eigenspace corresponding
to A is (n + 1)-fold degenerate. We consequently denote the associated averaged
nonlinearity by

1 2m )
Gav(u) = %/0 GZGHI (‘GZGHIU

and find, that, as € — 0, the new limiting model becomes

20 .
e WHa u) do,

0= —3 020+ 5 (1— (03 +98)) 26— Lo+ 2Gur(d)  (44)

Again, we note the appearance of an additional negative (repulsive) quadratic po-
tential, provided €21, # 0.

The limiting model (4.4) has the drawback to still be an equation in three di-
mensions. But, having in mind that [H,, L.] = 0, there exists a joint orthonormal
basis of eigenfunctions {Xa }aen2 Where ao = (aq, a2), such that

L:Xa = paXa: HaXa = AnXas  HarAn € R, n =01+ as.

The simplest situation is then obtained for initial data ¢y concentrated in the
eigenspace corresponding to the ground state energy A9 = 1. This eigenvalue
is known to be non-degenerate, i.e., ¢o(z1,22,2) = @o(2)xo(r1,z2). In addition,
X0 = Xo,0 is known to be radially symmetric which implies pg = 0. By the same
arguments as earlier (see the remarks below Corollary 1.2), we consequently obtain
that (4.4) admits polarized solutions of the form

¢(t7 xz, Z) = e_it/€2(p(t7 Z)XO (1’1, m2)7

where ¢ solves the one-dimensional NLS equation

1 1
i0pp = 3 3§<P + B (1 - (Q% + Q%)) 2o+ HO“P‘QG% (4.5)

where ko = Al|xol[ %%

Our main result in this section is then as follows:

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 < o < 2 and vy € X2. Then the following holds:
(i) The limit model (4.4) admits a unique mazimal solution ¢ € C([0, Tiax), £2) N
CH[0, Trax ), L?), with Tyax € (0,400, such that for all t € [0, Tyax):

6Oz = Ivollrz,  E(o(t) = E(o),  (Ha¢(t), 9(t)) 12 = (Hato, Y0) L2-

(ii) For all T € (0, Tiax), there exists ep > 0, Cp > 0 such that, for all e € (0,e7],
(4.2) admits a unique solution ¢ € C([0,T],$?)NCY([0,T], L?), which is uniformly
bounded with respect to € € (0,er] in L>=((0,T),%?) and satisfies the error bound

wa(t) _ e_it’Hx/EQ(ﬁ(t)‘ .

max ‘

< CT E.
t€[0,T] 2

iii) If moreover the initial data is such that ¥o(x,z) = wo(2)xo(x), then, for all
T € (0, Tmax), we have

YE() — e (1) Xa

max ‘

< CT £,
t€[0,7] L2

where o(t,x) solves (4.5).
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Proof. The approximation proof follows along the same lines as the one for Theorem
1.1, up to adjusting the notation (i.e., switching the roles of z and z). The main
difference concerns the proof of well-posedness for the limiting equation (4.4). In
contrast to the case of one-dimensional confinement, equation (4.4) only admits
dispersive properties only in one direction, which might not be sufficient for the use
of Strichartz estimates. However, since we are working in Y2 < LOO(R%Z), local
in-time well-posedness follows from standard arguments, see [9]. U

In comparison to initial data polarized along the ground state Ay, the situation
for initial data polarized along some higher energy eigenvalue A, n > 1, is much
more complicated, due to their (n+1)-fold degeneracy. The corresponding solutions
are then of the form

—4 2 —4
¢(t,$,2) =e€ Zt}m/e Z € Ztua@a(u Z)Xa(l'l,I'Q),

a1tas=n

where the coefficients ¢, = @a, 0, solve a system of n + 1 coupled NLS. The latter
mixes the ¢, through the nonlinearity and describes the dynamics within the n-th
eigenspace. The precise form of the NLS system is rather complicated and hence,
we shall leave its details to the reader, in particular, since one anyway might prefer
the description of the dynamics via the effective model (4.4) instead.
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