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DYNAMICS OF NEARLY PARALLEL VORTEX FILAMENTS
FOR THE GROSS-PITAEVSKII EQUATION

R.L. JERRARD AND D. SMETS

ABsTrACT. In [I7], Klein, Majda and Damodaran have formally derived a
simplified asymptotic motion law for the evolution of nearly parallel vortex
filaments in the context of the three dimensional Euler equation for incom-
pressible fluids. In the present work, we rigorously derive the corresponding
asymptotic motion law in the context of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

The mathematical analysis of the evolution of vortex filaments within the frame-
work of the classical equations for fluids is a challenging problem that dates back to
the second half of the nineteenth century with the works of Kelvin and Helmholtz.
Some “simplified” flows have long been considered as potential candidates for the
description of the asymptotic regime of small vortex cores, the most well-known
being the binormal curvature flow of Da Rios over a century ago, but the conver-
gence proofs in all these cases are missing, and the validity of the convergence is
sometimes questioned too in the literature.

In [I7], Klein Majda and Damodaran have proposed the system
X; — Xy

=y
as a simplified candidate model for the evolution of n nearly parallel vortex filaments
in perfect incompressible fluids. This model extends a remark by Zakharov [23] for
pairs of anti-parallel filaments, and is expected to be valid only when

jzla"'vn

i) the wavelength of the filaments perturbations are large with respect to the
filaments mutual distances,
i1) the latter are large with respect to the size of the filaments cores, and
ii1) the Reynolds number is sufficiently large.

In the above formulation, the filaments are assumed to be nearly parallel to the
z-axis, and after rescaling] each of them is described by a function z — (X;(z, 1), 2),
where X;(-,t) takes values in R?, which represents the horizontal displacement of
the filament. The canonical two by two symplectic matrix is denoted by J, the
constants I'; € R are the circulations associated to each vortex filament, and the
constants o; € R are derived from assumptions on the vortex core profiles prior to
passing in the limit.

From the fluid mechanics point of view, the case n = 1 in () is already highly
interesting and corresponds to a single weakly curved vortex filament. In that case,
system () reduces to the free Schrodinger equation in one variable, and as a matter

Described further down, otherwise they wouldn’t be anything close to parallel!
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of fact this is also the linearized equation for the binormal curvature flow around a
straight filament.

From a mathematical point of view, system (II) has been studied for his own (see
e.g. [18 16,11 2]) when n > 1, in particular its well-posedness and the possibility of
colliding filaments under (). Nevertheless, as mentioned already, the justification
of the model itself as a limit from a classical fluid mechanics model (such as the
Euler equation or the Navier-Stokes equation in a vanishing viscosity limit) has so
far only been obtained formally through matched asymptotic, even for n = 1.

The goal the present work is to rigorously derive system (), for arbitrary n > 1,
as a limit from (yet another) PDE model whose relation to fluid mechanics is not
new. In that framework, all the limiting circulations I'; will end up being equal.
Our object of study in this paper is indeed the Gross-Pitaevskii equation

(2) 105 — Au%—l(h%F Du: =0 in (0,T) x Q,

with initial data u.(-,0) = uY(-). Here 0 < ¢ < 1 is a real parameter, Q = w x Ty,
where w C R? is a bounded open set with smooth boundaryﬁ and T, = R/LZ
for some L > 0. Without loss of generality, we shall assume that 0 € w. We also
consider Neumann boundary conditions on dw x Tp:

v-Vu. =0 on dw x Tr.

Our main result will describe solutions of () associated to initial data u for
vanishing families of €, and corresponding in a sense to be described in detail below
to n nearly parallel vortex filaments clustered around the vertical axis {0} x (0, L).

1.1. Statement of main result. We consider the system

3 0 f; — 0.nf; — 2
) Oy = O ,;Jm A

for f = (f1, -+, fn) : Tr x R — C". This is the Klein Majda and Damodaran
system () in the special case where all constants are equal and normalized to unity.
For f € HY(T,C"), we define

Go<f>:—w/0 Z|f|2 S loglfi - £l ] d

=0, j=1,...,n

i#]
it is the Hamiltonian associated to the equation ([B]). We also set
pri= i Fi2) = F(2)

z€(0, L),

A sufficient condition for the Harmltoman Go(f) to be finite is that py > 0. For
f° € HY(T,C") such that pgo > 0, system (B]) possesses a unique solution f €
C((~=T,T),H (Ty,C")) for some T > 0, and which satisfies ps., > 0 for all

€ (=T, T). Moreover, f can be approximated by (arbitrarily) smooth solutions of
@). If iminfs, 1p Pty = 0, corresponding to a collision between filaments, the
possibility to extend the solution past +7 is a delicate question, a situation which
we won’t consider in this work.

2Since a rescaling will eventually be made in the description that sends the lateral boundary
to infinity, the exact shape of w is of limited impact on the analysis, and the limit flow for
the filaments does not depend at all on w. Still, some of our later assumptions for establishing
convergence do depend on w, see e.g. ([@).



Regarding the Ginzburg-Landau energy, we write points in €2 in the form (z, z) €
w X T, and define

1 1 1
cc(w) = (19l + 100l ) + el = 11

and
(4) Ge(u) := /Qes(u) dx dz — Lr(n,e,w)

where k(n,e,w) = nrlloge| + n(n — 1)w|log he| + O(1) is defined more precisely in
@) below. The Cauchy problem for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation is globally well
posed for initial data with finite Ginzburg-Landau energy (i.e. in H*({) here), and
solutions can be approximated by smooth ones too.

The quantity which will define and locate the vorticity of a solution wu. is the
(horizontall) Jacobian

Ju, = Vi_ . Re(uavaE)u

it is therefore a real function of (z, z, t).

In order to measure the discrepancy between vorticity and an indefinitely thin
filament, we will integrate in z some norms on the slices w x {z}. For u € Wb (w)
we let

-0 = sup{ [ o 6 W), maxlm |D0} < 1

Among the various equivalent norms that induce the W11 (w) topology, this choice
has the property that there exists 7(w) > 0 such that if aj, ..., a, and by, ...b, are
points in B, C w, then

n n

(5) 1Y 6, =D b llw-11() = min > lai = bos|
"i=1

i=1 i=1

where S,, denotes the group of permutations on n elements, see [4]. Indeed, this
property holds whenever r(w) < min{%dist((), Ow), 1}, as then any 1-Lipschitz func-
tion on B, that equals zero at the origin can be extended to a function ¢ such that
¢ =0 on dw and max{||¢||~, | Do} < 1.

Finally, we introduce the scale
1

he = ——.
T /Jloge]

It will correspond to the amount of deformation of the filaments with respect to
perfectly straight ones, and is also the typical separation distance between distinct
filaments. At the same time, the scale € corresponds to the typical core size of
the filaments, and therefore since h. > € as € — 0, the displacements and mutual
distances of filaments are much larger in this asymptotic regime than their core
size.

Our main result is

3The other two components of the 3D Jacobian also have interpretations, see e.g. Proposition
below, but they do not enter in the statement of our main theorem.
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Theorem 1. Let f = (fi,...,fn) € C((=T,T), H}(TL,C")) be solution of the
vortez filament system @) with initial data f° and such that pr) = po >0 for all
te (=T,T), and Oy f € L>®((-T,T) x Ty).

For e € (0,1], let ue solve the Gross-Pitaevskii equation ) for initial data such
that

L n

6 ‘ JLE 0 Yy - 6 2 d = h
(6) | et I LR
and
(7) Ge(ug) = Go(f°)
as e = 0. Then for every t € (=T,T),

L n
(3) | etz -2 Yo gl L, de = othe)

0 = w

as € — 0.

Comments. The positivity of py in Theorem [ is essential, it implies that no
collision between filaments occured over time, and the corresponding conclusion
would very likely be incorrect without assuming it. Indeed, filaments collisions
in real fluids experiments was observed to lead to highly complex reconnection
dynamics. The uniform bound assumption on d;f may be only technical, and it
is verified if e.g. f° € H*(Ty) for some s > 5/2, in view of the positivity of pg
and classical Cauchy theory for the Schrédinger operator in one space dimension.
Assumption (@l is responsible for the concentration of the initial vorticity of w.
around the filaments parametrized by (rescalings) of f°. Assumption (7) can be
understood as requiring that the former concentration holds in the most energy
efficient way (at least asymptotically as e — 0); this follows from results in [7],
building on earlier work of [8]. Below we will recall these results in detail and refine
some of them. The conclusion () implies that the concentration of vorticity is
preserved in time, and its location follows (after appropriate rescalings) the model
of Klein Majda and Damodoran.

In the context of the 3D Gross-Pitaevskii equation, there are very few available
mathematical results which rigorously derive a motion law for vortex filaments.
Besides Theorem[I] the only one we are aware of which does not require a symmetry
assumption reducing the actual problem to 2D is [I2], where the case of a single
vortex ring was treated (the limiting filament is symmetric but the field w. is not
assumed to be so). The situation is slightly better understood in the axisymmetric
setting, in particular the case of a finite number of vortex rings was analized in [13],
where the so-called leapfrogging phenomenon was established. In 2D the situation
is of course brighter, and since vortex filaments are for the most part tensored
versions of 2D vortex points, it is not surprising that the analysis of the latter is at
the basis of all the 3D works we were referring to so far.

Vortex points and approximations of in 2D evolve according to the so-called
point vortex system. That was established in [6] in the context of the Gross-
Pitaevskii equation, but parallel results were also obtained (and actually earlier) in
the framework of the incompressible 2D Euler equation [19] 20].

The analogy between Euler and Gross-Pitaevskii equations is expected to be valid
not only in 2D, and as stated at the beginning of this introduction a common open



challenge in both frameworks is to rigorously derive the binormal curvature flow
equation for general vortex filament shapes. In this context, we emphasize the n = 1
case of Theorem [I] establishes a linearized version of this so-called self-induction
approximation for (Z); the general case of the theorem describes evolution governed
by a combination of the linearized self-induction of filaments and interaction with
other filaments.

Contrary to the Euler equation, the Gross-Pitaevskii equation has a fixed “core
length” ¢ in its very definition: this simplifies some of the analysis and may explain
why in particular the equivalent of the nonlinear 3D stability for one vortex ring
or the leapfrogging phenomenon have not yet been proved in that context. On
the other hand, there is no equivalent of the Biot-Savart law in the context of the
Gross-Pitaveskii equation, the field is complex and the analysis often involves tricky
controls of the phases. Partial results in the context of Euler in 3D include [10] 9]
for the 3D spectral stability of a columnar vortex, and [5] for the evolution of a
finite number of axisymmetric vortex rings in a regime where they do not interact.

Theorem [I] does not cover the case of anti-parallel vortex filaments, a situation
which in (IJ) would correspond to constants I'; € £1 that do not all share the same
sign. This is something that wish to consider in the future.

In the remaining subsections of this introduction, after fixing a number of nota-
tions which we use throughout, we describe in details the strategy followed to prove
Theorem[land we state the key intermediate lemmas and propositions. The proofs
of the latter are presented latter in Section 2] for the key arguments related to the
dynamics, in Section Bl for the results which do not depend on a time variable and
which are for the most part extensions or variations of results in [7], and in Section
[, for those related to a priori compactness in time.

1.2. Further notation. In addition to the scale h. := |10g5|_1/27 we will always
write w, = h;lw and Q. = w. x T to denote the rescaled versions of w and
Q respectively. Given u. € H'(Q,C) we will always let v. denote the function in
HY(Q.,C) defined by

ve(x, 2) = uc(hez, 2), (x,2) € Q..

We will write
JVe 1= 10e - Ve,

where here and throughout, a dot product of complex numbers denotes the real
inner product:

for v,w € C, v-w = Re(vw).

Observe once more that jv. contains only the horizontal components of the mo-
mentum vector ive - Due = (v - Ve, ive - 0,0:).

In many places, we implicitly identify C" with (R?)"™ when no complex products
are involded. We fix x € C*°(R) to be a nonnegative nonincreasing function such
that

x(s) =1if s <1, x(s)=0if s > 2,
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and for arbitrary r > 0 we set x,(s) := x(s/r). For f € H'((0, L), (R?)") such that
pr >0, and for 0 < r < ps/4, we also set

Xh,2) = xellz = filz)) |2 = fil2) .
i=1

2

L |z —hefi(2)], | & — hefil2)
X e(@,2) = 75X (0.2) = D xe () [
2 — h h
Repeated indices a, b, ¢, . .. are implicitly summed from 1 to 2; these correspond

to the horizontal x variables. We will also write €45, to denote the usual antisym-
metric symbol, with components

€12 = —€21 = 1, €11 = €22 = 0.
For v = (v1,v2) € R?, we will write v := (—vg,v1). Thus (v'), = capva. We will
similarly write Vi := (—=d,,d,). In the same spirit,
L= (vf,. . 0k) forv=(v1,...,v,) € (R,

with a similar convention for V-W, for W : (R?)" — R.
If j1, is a family of signed measures on an open set U C R?, depending (measur-
ably) on a parameter z € (0, L), then u, ® dz denotes the measure on U x (0, L)

defined by
L
[ tdmed= [ (] f @)
Ux(0,L) o Ju

For a smooth bounded A C R? (typically w or w.) and a € A" we will write

jalzsa) == =V,

v

where % = 9% (z; a) solves

—Agpa(sa) =2m3 6, inA
YV =0 on 0A .

Equivalently, j%(z;a) : A — R? is the unique solution of
Vm]szov Vijjg:ZTrZ(sa” ]Z(,CL)VZOOHaA
i=1

where v denotes the outer unit normal to A. It is straightforward to check that
j::E (z;a) = hejiy(hew; hea)
and that

lim j5_(w50) = > (@—a)” _

e—0

Given g : (0, L) — A", we will write 5% (g) to denote the function A x (0, L) — R?
defined by
Jalg)(x, 2) = ja(x; g(2)).
We define a couple of other auxiliary functions related to 1 4. First, note that

n

Ya(x;a) = — Z (log|z — a;| + Ha(z,a;))

=1



where for a; € Q, we define H(+, a;) to be the solution of
—AzH(z,a;) =0 for x € A, Hu(z,a;) = —log|z — a;] for x € JA.
We define
Wal(a) = —w(Zlog la; — aj| + ZHA(ai,aj)).
i#] 4,J
The constant x(n,e,w) appearing in () is defined by
(9) fin(w) = n(mfloge| +7) + n(n — 1)x|log he| — 7n*H,, (0, 0)

where 7 is a universal constantl introduced in the pioneering work of Béthuel, Brezis
and Hélein [3], see Lemma IX.1.

1.3. Variational aspects of nearly parallel vortex filaments. In this section
we first collect some information about the behaviour of nearly parallel vortex
filaments under energy and localisation constraints, but without introducing any
time dependence. Most of these results are contained in Contreras and J. [7], or
can be obtained by adapting and combining results in [7]. The necessary details
are given in Section Bl

Our first result follows directly from arguments in [7], although it does not appear
there in exactly this form.

Proposition 1. Assume that (u:.) C HY(Q,C) is a sequence satisfying

(10) /L | Jzue (-, 2) — nmdollw 11 (wydz < crhe,
(11) i Ge(ue) < ea.
Then

(12) /Q Be i dz < Clex, )

and there exists some f = (f1,..., fn) € HY(Tr,C") such that after passing to a
subsequence if necessary:

L n
(13) / [ Jpue(-,2) — WZéthj(z)wal,l(w)dZ = o(h.) as e — 0.
0

j=1
Finally, f satisfies

(14) Go(f) S hgi)l(l)lf Ga(ué‘)u ||f||H1 S 0(01702)7

where the lim inf refers to the subsequence for which ([I3) holds.

The arguments needed to extract Proposition [l from facts established in [7] are
presented in Section[B.2l Next we describe weak limits of products of derivatives of
Ve.

4We will not need the exact definition of rr or 7 in this paper, but these constants will appear
in various formulas.
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Proposition 2. Assume that (u.) C HY(Q,C) satisfies () and [@3) (and hence
@) ), and let ve(x, z) = uc(hex, z). Then the following hold, in the weak sense of
measures on §)

1 n
(15) Tog 2] o Dunte = T D 01, (s) ® d,
=1
1 n
a9 T Vet Ot = YWy

for all k,1 in {1,2}. Moreover, for any nonnegative ¢ € C.(R? x Tp),

o 020:
(17) lim iuf ¢||10g€|| do dz >7TZ/ Po(fi(2), 2) de
The proof of Proposition [2] is given in Section Briefly, (IH) and (7)) are
deduced by combining results from [7] with facts established in [I1} 12| 21], and
([I6) is obtained via a short argument whose starting point is (I3 and (IT).
Finally we will need a refinement of a I'-limit lower bound from [7]. The proof
is given in Section 3.4

Proposition 3. Let r > 0 and f € H'((0,L),C") be given such that r < py/4.
Then given 6 > 0, there exist cs,e3 > 0, depending only on || f||m and r, such that
for all ¥ € (0,1] and any € < e3, if u. € H*(Q,C) and

L n
(18) / ||Ju5(,z) _Wzéhgfi(z)HW*lvl(w)dZ S Cghs,
0 i=1
(19) Ge(ue) = Go(f) £ %,
then
L 1| jue . 2
eo [ eullul) + 5|5 = izen)| < Koz s
0 Jo\ur_, B(he fi(2),her) 4 | uel
where K5 depends only on r,n, and ||f||g:1. Moreover, if
2
(21) TT{E(UE) = /Q Jzus(x,z)xrs drdz < in 7TL
then
1 [ = 3 1
(22) —/ ||Jmu5(',Z)—ﬂ'Z(ghsfi(z)nw—l,l(w)dz < (nﬂ'LTTfE(ug))2 +o(1) < —cs.
he Jo - ’ 2

1.4. Compactness in time. In this section we now assume that u. is a solution
of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation and we shall obtain sufficient compactness in time
to pass to the limit as € — 0 on intervals of time of positive length.

Proposition 4. Let r > 0 and g € W°(T,C") be given such that r < py/4.
There exist €4, c4 > 0, depending only on ||g||gr and r, and there exist Cy, de-
pending only on ||g||Lip and r, with the following properties. If u. solves the Gross-
Pitaevskii equation @) for some 0 < e < g4 for initial data u® satisfying

(23) Ge(u2) < Golg) + 1,



L n
(24) / [Jul(-,2) = 7Y On.gu () llw-11 () d2 < cahe,
0 i=1
and
i
25 Tg <
(25) (v ) = AnrmL’

then for every 0 <t <ty := 3c/(4Cyn7L),
(26) T2 (ue(, -, h2t)) < T (ug) + Cat,

s Ty e

1 [t 1

h_/ | Jote (-, 2, R2t) _w25h5% lw-11(wydz < (nrL(TE(ul) + Cyt))* +o(1),
€ JO

and in particular

L n
(28) / HJIUE(-, z, hgt) — Wzéhsgi(z)”W*l’l(w)dZ < c4h..
0 i=1

The proof is given in Section Ml as is the proof of the following.

Corollary 1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [, there exists ty > 0, depending
only on ppo and || fO|| g, f* in C([0,t0], L* (T, C™)) NL>([0,to], H (T, C™)), and
a common sequence € — 0, such that for every 0 <t <ty

L n
/ | Jotie (-, 2, h2t) — wz (Shsj';(zﬁt)wal,l(w)dZ = o(h.) ase—0
0 =
and in addition 28) holds for all t € [0,1¢], for every € in the sequence.
Moreover, we have f*(0) = f(0) and

3
(29) sup max|f(z,t) — fi(z,s)| < @, and hence inf pg.y > —po.
s,4€[0,t0] ©7 8 t€[0,t0] 4

Our main goal in the sequel is to show that f and f* coincide on [0, ¢}, from
which Theorem [ will follow by a straightforward continuation argument.

Proposition 5. In addition to the statements in Corollary [, we have

j|(:5|) — Gra(f*)  weakly in L*(O)

for every open O CC {(t,z,2) € [0,tg] x R2 x Ty, : x # f¥(2,t), k=1,...,n}.
k

1.5. Proof of the main theorem. For points a = (ay,...,a,) € (R?)" such that
a; # a; for i # j, we will write
(30) W(a) = — Zlog la; — ajl.
i#]
With this notation,

Ll / 2 2\n
Galo) =7 [ WG+ (o) = for g Ty (RO
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For 0 <t <ty (where tog appears in Corollary[I]), we define
L
Bty = [ 1t = 50 de
0

L
Ip(t) = 7T/O (=0:2f(2,) + VW(f(2,1)) - (f(2,8) = [*(2,1))dz
I3(t) := Go(f (-, 1)) = Go(f* (-, 1))-

Note that, as a consequence of conservation of energy for both [2) and (3,
Go(f(-11) = Go(f°) = lim G:(u?) = lim G- (uc(t)) > Go(f*(t))-
e—0 e—0

The last inequality follows from ([I4), as discussed following the statement of Propo-
sition Il Thus I3(t) > 0 for all ¢ € [0, to]. In addition, I5(0) = 0, due to ().

We aim to apply Proposition[Blto control quantities such as ‘J::‘ (t) =g (he f*(t))
for a range of t. To this end, we will need

Ee(t) := Ge(ue(t)) — Go(f7 (1)) < 1.

Arguing as above, we see that lim._,o X.(t) = I3(¢). Thus X.(¢t) < 1 if € is suffi-
ciently small and I5(t) < 3. We therefore define

1
t* :=sup{t € [0,t0] : 0 < I3(s) < 3 for all s € [0,1]}.

The positivity of t* is a consequence of the weak H' lowersemicontinuity of f
Go(f) and the continuity properties of f* as stated in Corollary [l (The other
hypothesis of Proposition Bl follows directly from Corollary [II)

Theorem [l will be an easy consequence of the following three lemmas.

Lemma 1. There exists a constant Co such that for every t € [0,t*],
I3(t) < Ix(t) + Ca I (1).
Proof. First, it follows from ([29) that for every z € [0, L] and ¢ € [0,¢*],
WS (2:8)) =W(F*(2,1) < VWV(f(2,0) - (F(2,1) = [*(2,1)) + CIf (2,1) = f*(2, D),

for C' depending only on py (). The conclusion of the lemma follows by integrating
this inequality with respect to z and combining the result with the estimate

T [t 2 2 T [t 2
5 [Pt pas =3 [Ca0g 0. - 1) -lotr - £R d:

L
S_ﬂ'/o azzf(f _f)

The proofs of the next two lemmas are presented in Section 2] below.

Lemma 2. For every 7 € [0,t*],
Il(T) Sll(O)-i-C/ (Il(t)—l—lg(t))dt.
0
Lemma 3. For every T € [0,¢*],

IQ(T) S IQ(O) + C/OT (Il(t) + Ig(t)) dt.
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With these, we can complete the

Proof of Theorem [l Let I,(t) = I2(t) + C2I(t). It follows from Lemma /[ that
I4(t) > 0 for all t € [0,¢*], and Lemmas [[l - Bl imply that

Ii(r) < C’/ I,(t) dt for all 7 € [0,t*].
0

It follows by Gronwall’s inequality that Iy (7) = 0 for all 7 € [0,¢*]. Thus by Lemma
[ we have that I3 = 0 on [0,¢*]. Then from Lemma 2] and another invocation of
Gronwall, we conclude that I; = 0 on [0, t*], in other words, that f = f* on [0, ¢*].
A straightforward continuation argument now shows that this equality holds on
(0,T), and then by reversibility on (=7, T'), thus completing the proof. O

2. DYNAMICS

The object of this section is to present the proofs of Lemma[2 and Lemmal[3] from
which (together with Lemmal[ll) our main Theorem was derived in the Introduction.
We will find it useful to rescale the Gross-Pitaevskii equation (), setting

(31) ve (2, 2,t) := uc(hew, 2, h2t),
where
he == |log5|71/2.
Thus
02 1
(32) i0pve — Ay, — 222 (Jve]? = 1)v. = 0.

[loge| = |logele?
We will write

JaVe 1= Vs » Ve,

e = ive - Oy 0c.

For the rescaled equation (B2), the equation for conservation of mass takes the form
1 2 ; 24 .
(33) §3t|v5| =V JaVe + hZ0:720e.

We will rely mainly on the equation for vorticity, and in fact only for the z compo-
nent of the vorticity vector, which is precisely J,v.. By rescaling standard identities
we have

Opve - 00

(9thgUg = Eabaac(abva ’ acva) + Eaballz( |10g €|

).
Thus,

d
(34) — /(mevsd:r dz = /(%ga Jevedr dz + /aab&wgp Opve - Opve dax dz

dt
+/5abaaz<ﬂM dz dz,
[log €]

for smooth ¢ : Q. x (0,7) — R for some T > 0, with compact support in Q. =
we X Tp,. (That is, test functions are only required to have compact support with
respect to the horizontal z variables, not the periodic z variable.)
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Lemma 4. Assume that ¢ € C%(Q. x [0,t*]) is a function such that for some
ke{l,...,n},

supp(¢) € {(@,2,0) | = fu=,0)] < ),
and
(35) Ouco(, 2,t) = c(2,t)d0c in{(z,t): |z — fr(z,t)| < %

for some continuous c(z,t). Assume also that
(36)
supsup [[9(, 2, t)ller(w.), supsupllOre( 2, D)lorw.), s [10:Vael L) < C.
z z

Then for any T € [0,t*],

t=1

L
/0 (P(fl:(zvt)vzvt)dz

t=0

T T L
S C/O Ig(t) dt+/0 /0 8tg0(fk (Z,t),Z,t) dzdt
T L
- / / V4E0.0(fi(2), 2,t) - 0. fi (2,t) dz dt
0 0

T L
+/O /0 Vo(fi(z,t), 2,t) - VEW(f* (2, 1)) dz dt .

Proof. We apply ([B4) to ¢, integrate both sides from 0 to 7, and send ¢ — 0. We
consider the various terms that arise.
1. Assumption (@) and properties of the support of ¢ imply that

L
(37) lim o(x, z,t) Jpve(x, 2, t)dr dz = 7T/ o(fi(z,t),2,t)dz
e—0 Q. 0
for every t € [0,t*], and in particular for ¢t = 0, 7.
2. Similarly, (37) holds with ¢ replaced by 0. In addition, it follows from (BG)
and 28) that | [, ¢¢(2, 2,t) Jove(, 2, t)dx dz| is bounded uniformly in ¢. Thus

T T L
lim/ Orp Jove d:z:dzdt:w/ / o(fi(z,t), 2, t) dz dt.
€=20Jo Ja. 0o Jo

3. The last term on the right-hand side of (34]) is similar. First note that there
exists some C' such that

/ eadanp e 0 s <
0. |log |

for every ¢. This is a consequence of (IZ) (which is available for all ¢ € [0,t*] by
Corollary [Il) and (@), since

/ 10,v:(y, 2, )| dy dz = dedz
Q. Q [log ¢

and [q, $IVave(y, 2, 1) 2 dy < Ge(uc(-, -, h2t)) = G (u?). Also,

L
/ sabaazgow dx dz — —7T/ VJ‘Bch(f; (2),2,t) - 0. fr(2,t)dz
Q. llog €| 0
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for every t, due to ([I6). It follows that
) 6 T rL
/ / €abOazp b1|)1€g |U€ dx dzdt — —7T/ / VE0.0(fi(2), 2, 1) -0, f7 (2, 1) dz dt.
00

4. To describe the limit of the remaining term coming from (34)), first note that
[B3), together with our assumptions on the support of ¢, implies that

SUPP(EarDucpDve - Deve) (1) C Qep(t) = {(,2) € Qe+ o — fiulz0)| € (. 5.
Next, we follow standard arguments and write

Jb(ve)je(ve)
|ve|?
For the rest of this proof we will write jZ as an abbreviation for j%_(f*), and

J* = lme_,0 5% = jg=(f*). With this notation, we further decompose the last term
above as

jb(Ua)jc(Ua) o x j(Ua) - j(Ua) -k
T_]s,b js,c+ —Je . —Je .

|1)5| |v€|

sk j(vﬁ) *> ok <](1}5) *>
- - + - :
]a,b < |’U€| Je . ]a,c |’U€| Je X
Thus,

// EabOacp Oy - Ove dz dz dt < // EabOacP I il .
0 Ja. Q. (t) Y
. . w [J -
+// Eabaacsp |:.757b( ( 5) _.75) +]a,c( ( 5) _ja) :|
0 JQ k(t) |ve | c |ve b
T 2 2, i) L[
+ IVael | [Va|ve]|” + —Je| |-
0 Qg’k(t) | 5|

It follows from Proposition Bl that the second term on the right-hand side converges

to0ase— 0.
Using Proposition B for a sequence d,, — 0 and recalling that X.(t) — I5(t) as

e — 0, we find that
! 2 2 [4(ve) ’ ’
timsup [ [ 192 (Voo + |2 <)) <0 [ nar
e—0 0 JO. | s| 0
/ / Eabaacspj;bj;,c — / / Eabaac(pjljj:
0 JQo k(1) 0 JOQ k(t)

Since j* — j* locally uniformly on R?, it is clear that
as € — 0. Finally, we claim that

T T L
/ / EabOacp Jpjn = 7r/ / Vo(fe,z,1)) - Vé‘W(f*(z, t)) dz dt.
0 Ja. k() o Jo

This is a small variant of a classical fact. We recall the proof for the reader’s
convenience. First note that for every ¢ and every z € (0, L),

Opve - Oeve = Oc|ve| Oc|vel +

/ EabOactp Jp Ju dz = lim EabOactp Jp Ju dx
{wew:|o—fi(z,t)| €[22, 2]} 520 S\ B, (f1.(2,1))
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(where all integrands are evaluated at the fixed value of t). Indeed, the right-hand
side is independent of s for 0 < s < pg/4, since the integrand vanishes identically
in B, /4(fr(2,t)). For every s < po/4,

/ €abDacp Jp Ju dT = / €abOacp (JoJo — §5bclj 1*) da
W\B, (fx(2,1) W\B, (fr(2:t))

| .
= —/ Eabaa(p(]b]c - §5bc|3 |2)’/c
9B;(fr(2:t))

1
38 — vJ_ gk o __VJ_ . s 2'
(39) L (Tl 3w = 5V
Note that
N U ) S TP oy AC)
.] (.I,Z,t)— |.’L'—fk(2,t)|2 +.]( 7k)a hee]( ak)_l#zk |£L'—fg(27t)|2

We decompose j* in this way on the right-hand side of ([B8]), then expand and let
s tend to zero. This leads to

/ CavDncp Gt de = —20Vp(f7 (2 1), 2,1) - T(f7 (2 )3 ).
{zew:|lz— fu(z,t)| €[22, 2]}

Since
1zh 1Ok ¢
this implies the claim, and the proof of Lemma [ is completed. 0

Proof of Lemmal[2. We apply Lemma H with

p(x,2,t) = Xpo a(lz = fi(z,1)]) l& = fi(z, ),

the bounds (B0l being consequences of our assumptions on pg and 9 f in Theorem
[0, and then sum the resulting inequalities over k. This leads to the estimate

Li(7) < I,(0 // (f = f*) - Of +0.fF - 0.f" dzdt

—/ / (f = f*) - VW) dzdt—!—C’/ I5(t) dt.
o Jo 0
The equation (B]) satisfied by f may be written
ath = ZZf - VW(f)
Substituting this into the above inequality and integrating by parts, we obtain
I (1) < I, (0 / / (f = ) - (VEW(f) = VEW(F)) dzdt+C/ I3(t) dt.
0
It follows from the definition of £y that
[VEW(S) = VEW()] < CLf = f71,

and the conclusion follows immediately. O
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Proof of Lemmal[3 We apply Lemma @ with
cp(x, th) = Xp0/4(|£6 - fk(zv t)') (_azsz(zv t) + VkW(f(Z, t)) : (f(Z, t) - x)kv

the bounds (B8] following once more from our assumtions in Theorem [T and then
(implicitly) sum the resulting inequalities over k. This leads to the estimate

I(r) < I(0) / / O (—0u fio+ TWW(F)) - (f — F)i dzdt
//a Ouafro + VW) - 0. 17 dzdt

+ / / (O fio— VW) - VEW(f*) dzdt + C / Iy(t) dt

The middle integral on the right-hand side can be rewritten

T L T L
| [ oo ofiaza=— | [ o sidza
0 0 0 0

and hence cancels out part of the first integral. We then integrate by parts and
expand 9; Vi W(f) to obtain

T L
IQ(T) S IQ(O) +/ / (%fj . 8zzfj dZ dt
/ / Oty - V() - (F = F*)i dzdt

0

Using the PDE (IEI) to eliminate 0, f, we rewrite this as
B(r) < L)+ C [ h)d
0

T L
[ [0 VW) = VW) - VW) (- fulde
o Jo
Finally, it follows from the definition of ¢y that
VW) = VaW(f) = ViV W) - (F* = sl < CIf = fI

The conclusion of the lemma follows immediately. O

3. PROOFS OF VARIATIONAL RESULTS

In this section we present the proofs of Propositions [l Bl and

3.1. Tools. We start by assembling some tools that give information about the
vortex structure of a function satisfying (I0), (II)) for small but fixed € > 0, rather
than in the limit € — 0. All of these are established in [7], but in some cases our
presentation here differs a little. We therefore give short proofs that sketch the
arguments needed to obtain the precise statements given here from those in [7].
Our first result of this sort states that under assumptions (I0)), (), for every
€ (0,L), if ¢ is small enough then w.(-, z) has either n distinct, well-localized
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vortices clustered near the vertical axis, or a certain amount of “extra energy”. We
will write

1 1
e2(w) i= 5[ Voue? + 5 (el — 1
the Ginzburg-Landau energy density with respect to horizontal variables.

Lemma 5. Assume that u. € H'(Q,C) satisfies ([IQ) and ).

There exist positive numbers 0,a,b,C and €9 depending on n,cy,ce such that
b<a, and if 0 < e < g, then for every z € (0, L) such that

(39) / 24 (u.) dz < m(n + 0)|loge] ,
wx{z}
there exist g5 (z) € R? for j =1,...,n such that
0 [ aue(s2) =73 0yz oy <&
=1
(41) |g5(z) — gi(2)| = " for all j # k, dist(g5(2),0w) > C~L for all j,
(42) l95(2)| < Ch.  for all j,

(43) / 2 (w)dz > n(wloge| +7) + Wo(9i(2), ..., g5 (2)) — Cel*=0/2,
wx{z}

where W,, is the renormalized energy defined in Section [L2

Proof of Lemmald, excluding estimate [@2). Given a sequence of functions u. €
H'(Q,C) satisfying ([I0) and (), a set G = G5 (ue) C (0, L) is defined in equation
(3.11) of [7] with the following properties. First, if z ¢ G then

/ egd(us)(az, z)dx > 6_1/2,

for all sufficiently small & (where “sufficiently small” may depend on the given
sequence). And second, if z € Gf and (BJ) holds, then there exist ¢5(z) € w, for
j=1,...,n, satisfying {#0), [@3) and (#I)). These are proved in [7], Proposition 1
and Lemma 3 respectively, which actually assume a somewhat weaker condition in
place of ([I0J.

The conclusions of the lemma, apart from [@2)) (proved below), follow directly
from these facts. O

We will henceforth write
(44) G(ue) :={z € (0,L) : (39) holds}, B(ue) :=(0,L)\ G(ue) .
Thus, for every z € G(u.), Lemma [l provides a detailed description of the vorticity
of ug(-, z).

For z € G(u.) we will write
(45) f5(2) == g5(2)/he.
Rescaling (@), we find that |[Jve(-,2) — 7> 0, (5f;(z)||W71,1(w€) < &%/h., where
ve(x, 2) = uc(hex, ) as usual.
Remark 1. Tt is clear from the proof in [7] that z — Xg(u.)gj(2) may be taken to
be measurable.
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We next collect some conclusions that follow rather easily from Lemma

Lemma 6. Assume that 0 < € < 1/2 and that u. € H*(Q,C) satisfies [I0) and
(). Then there exists a positive constant C = C(c1,c2,n) such that

(46) / e?d(u.) > nwL|loge| + mn(n — 1)L|logh.| — C
Q

(47) |B(uz)| < Clloge|™"

(48) / / 2y )dxdz < C,
zeB(ue)

(49) / |0, u.|*dx dz < C.
Q

We will later improve on some of these estimates under the hypotheses of our
main theorem.

Proof of Lemmal@ Conclusions {6]) and [@9) are proved in Lemma 9 of [7]. The
proof relies on the parts of Lemma [Bl proved above, together with properties of the
renormalized energy W, (see Lemma 4 of [7]) and a short argument using Jensen’s
inequality. The proof also easily yields the other conclusions [@7), [{8)) stated here.
Indeed, the proof of Lemma 9 in [7] actually shows that

/ / 2 (u,) dz dz > (nﬂ'|log5| +n(n —1)r(|log he| — c) 1G(us)].
z€G(u
On the other hand it is clear from the definitions that
/ / e2(u.)dxdz > (nm + 0)[loge| |B(u)|.
z€B(ue

Since ec(uc) = €2%(ue) + $]0.uc|? and |G(ue)| + |B(ue)| = L, by comparing these
estimates with the hypothesis ([I), we easily obtain ([@T) and @S]). O

We now state a result that establishes a sort of approximate equicontinuity of
the map z € G(ue) = 7 ) 6= () for finite £ > 0.

Lemma 7. Assume that [I0), (LI hold. Then for every & > 0, there exists positive
constants g, C such that if 0 < e < &g, then the following holds:
Assume that z1,z2 are points in G(ue) such that |21 — 22| > 0, and let g5(z¢)
denote the points provided by Lemmald for £ = 1,2. Then for f5(z¢) := g5(2¢)/he,
foiy(22) = f5 (1) 2
(50) 7 min o (#2) = f5(=)] <c.

UESnj:l |22 —Zl| -

Proof of conclusion [@2) of Lemmalld and of Lemma[7 Estimate ([@2)) is shown to
hold in Step 3 of the proof of Lemma 12 in [7], via a compactness argument based
on Lemma [8 see below.

Lemma [ then follows from Lemma [B] by almost exactly the same compactness
argument. The constant C' appearing in (B0) may be chosen to be a multiple of the
uniform bound for fQ |82u€| established in Lemma [l and depending only on c1, co

from (), (II). O

5Note that the sets G5 and B3 from [7] coincide exactly with our sets G(ue) and B(ue); compare
our definitions (@) with [7], equation (3.16).
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The last result in this section is the lemma used in the compactness arguments
described above. It will be used again in the proof of Proposition Bl In [7] it pro-
vides the basic estimate that eventually implies that z — f(z) = (f1(2),..., fn(2))
belongs to H*((0, L), (R?)"), see Proposition [

Lemma 8. Assume that (uc) satisfies (IQ), (). Let v.(x,z) := uc(hex, 2).

Assume that {27} and {z5} are sequences in [0, L] such that 25 — z; for j = 1,2,
with 0 < z1 < z9 < L, and that the following conditions hold for j = 1,2 (perhaps
after passing to a subsequence):

n(2)
Teve(25) = T > Opi(z) in W™HY(B(R)), for all R > 0,
=1

(for certain points {pl(z])}?z(zf ), not necessarily distinct) and

limsup|log5|71/egd(ug(;v,zj))d:t < M~

e—0

for some M > 0. Then n(z1) = n(z2) =:m, and

T . & |Pi(21)—pa(i)(22)|2 . =2 1 5
— < - .
mn 2 St ] gl deds

Proof. This is essentially Lemma 10 of [7]. Apart from some notational changes,
the main difference is that Lemma 10 of [7] is proved under an assumption that is
somewhat weaker than (I0). As a result, it is stated there for a rescaling v.(z, z) :=
ue (Lo, z) using a scaling factor £. that is shown only later to equal h.. With the
stronger assumption ([0, the proof can be simplified, and one can work directly
with the ¢, = h.. O

3.2. Proof of Proposition [l

Proof. With a couple of exceptions, everything in Proposition [1 is taken directly
from the statement of Theorem 3 in [7].

The first exception is the compactness assertion ([I3)); in [7], compactness is
proved to hold only with respect to a weaker topology. To prove ([3)), we argue as
follows. First note that

/ ||qu€(-,z) _Wzéhgfj(z)”W*l’l(w)dZ
z€B(u:) J=1

< nw|B(ue) +/ [ Joue (- 2) lw-11(w)dz

z€B(ue
< nw|B(us)| + C|10g5|_1/ e (u.)(z, 2)dz
z€B(ue)
(51) < Clloge| ™" = Ch?
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by standard Jacobian estimates (see for example [I4] or [22]) and Lemma [6] for
C = C(c1,¢2,n). On the other hand, by ({@0) and (3],

/ ||J ’LLE , 2 —WZ(Sh f] ||W 11
z€G (ue)

2) : /zeg@ ) I Z On.f5(z) = Z One gy lw-11(dz + Ce®.

Jj=1 j=1

It is also shown in [7], Lemmas 13 and 14 that after passing to a suitable subsequence
er — 0, there is a set Hg C (0, L) of full measure, such that if z € H¢, then there
exists £ = {(z) such that z € G(u.,) for all k > ¢, and

||7TZ 5f]5k(z) - WZ 5fj(z)||W*1v1(B(R)) —0 for every R>0
— —
as k — oo. This implies that

||7r26h R T wZéhEka(z)HW L1(w) = 0(he,,) for every z € Hg

Jj=1

as k — oo. It also follows from [AZ)) that
”T‘—Zéhgkf;"(z) - Wzéhskfj(z)HW*Ll(w) S Chak for z € Q(ugk) \Hg,
Jj=1 Jj=

so the conclusion follows from the dominated convergence theorem, together with

EI) and (B2).

The other assertion that is not taken directly from the statement of Theorem 3
in [7] is the estimate || f||g1 < C(c1,c2). To prove this, we use (@) to deduce that
for z € Hg,

S =D 1fi2) - 0] R || Z5h5kjl( ) — nmdo |l w-1.1(w)

= lim
k—oo Th e

Thus Fatou’s Lemma and ([I{) imply that

£l < Cle).

We may then use Jensen’s inequality and the fact from [7] that Go(f) < ¢z to
estimate

|
5‘

||J us(, )—TLTF(S()Hw—l,l(w).

/Z|f|2dz—eo +wz/ log |, — f;ld=

i#]

1 L
< +L7r210g <z/ | fi — fj|dz>

i 0
< C(cr,c2).

Finally, ||f||z2 is controlled by interpolating between ||f||z: and || f/||z2- O
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3.3. Proof of Proposition [2.

Proof of ([[T). It suffices to show, given any subsequence satisfying (I, ([I3]) for
which

—1 . .
[loge|™ Dgqve - Opv. — some limit, weakly as measures

that this limit can only equal mda ), d4,(-) ® dz. For z € (0, L), let

1
E2d . 2d /
( ) |10g‘€| wx{z} e (u5 o |10g€| ex{z} vs e

where ¢’ = ¢/h.. It follows from the definition of B(u.) that E2¢(z) > nm + 6 for
z € B(ue), and since [@2) implies that W, (g5, ..., g5) > nr|log he| — C, we deduce
from [@3) that £2¢(z) > nm — o(1) uniformly for z € G(u.), as € — 0. On the other

hand, the assumed energy scaling (1)) implies that fOL E?Y(z)dz — nnL as € — 0.
In view of these facts, after passing to a further subsequence if necessary, we may
assume that

1
(53) m/ eg,d(vs) dr — nm for a.e. z € (0,L).
we x{z}

Next, upon rescaling ([I3]) and passing to a further subsequence,
(54) |[Jve — WZéfi(z)”W—l,l(ws) -0 for a.e. z € (0,L).

It follows from Theorem 5 in [I2] or Corollary 4 in [21I] that whenever the above
two conditions hold (i.e. a.e.),

———0aVs - O JZ) — 1) eakly as measures.
|1g| Ve - Opve (- abWZf weakly as measur

Now fix any ¢ € C.(R? x [0, L]), and let

1

P =
E(Z) |10g5| we x{z}

O(, 2)0qve - Opve(z, 2) da.

We write . = &g . + ®pc, where g . = X.eg(u.)Pe(2). It follows immediately
from (@) that ®z. — 0 in L'((0,L)). We may assume after passing to a subse-
quence that xp(,.) — 0 a.e.. It then follows that

Dg (2) = Oapm Z o(fi(2), 2) for a.e. z.
i=1
The definition of G(uc) implies that sup, |®g . (2)| < (n7+60) sup, . |p(x, 2)| < C.
Thus the dominated convergence theorem implies that
L

lim O (2)dz = gpr i o(fi(2),2)dz
i=1

=0 J,
This is (3. -
Proof of ([T). For § > 0, let

Zs :={z€ (0,L): 1%1 |fi(2) = fi(2)] > d}.
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We know from ([Id]) that Go(f) < oo, which implies that |Zs| — L as 6 — 0. It thus
suffices to prove that for any nonnegative ¢ € C.(R? x [0, L]) and for every § > 0,

(55) lim inf ¢|az vel* d:vdz>7TZ 2)Po(fi(2), z) dz

e—0 [log e|

We may write Zs as a disjoint union of open intervals. Let I denote one such interval.
In view of arguments in the proof of (I3, it suffices to prove that if f € H(I, (R?)")
is such that (53), (54) hold for a.e. z € I and min, ¢ min,;»y | fi(2) — fi(2)] > 6 > 0,
then (B3)) is satisfied (with Zs replaced by I).

There are a number of proofs of this factld when ¢ = 1; see for example [I1]
Proposition 3 or [21], Corollary 7. These proofs proceed by cons1der1ng separately
the energetic contributions associated to each trajectory z — (fi(2),2), and they
show that for any r > 0, and every i € {1,...,n}, and every interval J C I

0
liminf/ / | v dx dz>7‘r/|fZ (2)]* dz.
=0 Joes JBosics |10g5|

This easily implies the desired estimate. 0
Proof of ([I0). First, recalling that v.(z, z) = uec(hez, z) and using ([I2]),
|8zvs|2

Q |10g 5|

|8Zu5|2 drdz = dxdz < C(cy,co,n).
Q
We may thus assume that |loge| ™' 8.v. - V,ve converges weakly to a limiting R2-

valued measure, say A on R? x [0, L].
Now fix some g € C1((0, L), R?), and let

Ue(x, 2) := uc(x — heg(2), 2), Ve(x, 2) = e (hex, 2) = ve(x — g(2), 2).

If we fix some @ CC w such that 0 € @, we may then take the domain of 4. to
be Q := & x (0, L), for all sufficiently small . (We remark that although we are
ultimately interested in u. that is periodic in the z variable, here we do not assume
that g is periodic.)

It is straightforward to check from (I3]) and the definition of . that

/ ||J ’U,E y 2 —WZ(sh (fj(2)+g(z HW 11(w)d2 = O(h ) ase — 0.

Also, since h. = |log 5|71/2 and extending the definition ) of G. to include a
dependence in the domain, we have

JR V u 1 Ve |?
AV
gcQ+c/ 10ue|? + | “E| da dz
Q log €|

< K,

6These results assume that (53), () hold for every z € I, but the proofs extend to our
situation with essentially no change.
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for some suitable K, whenever ¢ is sufficiently small. Thus (7)) implies that for
any continuous ¢ > 0,

~ 0,0:(x, 2) =
timint [ g, ) 20 “( iz > 3 / i+ 9)()POi(2) + g(2), 2) de.

Taking ¢ of the form ¢(z, z) = ¢(x—g(z), z), we get the more convenient expression

0,0:(x, 2
lim inf qs(:c—g(z),z)' |1O(g€| dr dz >Z / - (fi +9)(2)*o(fi(2), 2) dz

On the other hand, by using the definition of v. and making the change of variables
—g(z),z) — (x,2), we obtain

/¢ (x — g(2), 2)|0.0c(z,2)|* dr dz = /(b x, 2)|0,ve (x, 2)|? do dz

+ /¢(x, 2) (=29'(2) - Vave(z,2) - O.0e (2, 2) + |/ (2) - Vave(z, 2)|?) da de.

Dividing by [loge], letting € — 0, and invoking (IZ) and (&), we find that

limsup/¢(x —g(2), Z)M dx dz

=0 [log ]

E 2
O - (25 T,z ! zZ) - d)\ + 7 82 z (25 iy < dZ

Combining this with the previous inequality and rewriting, we conclude that

/]RZX(O,L) (b(iE Z) ( d)\—FTF/ Qb xZ, Z <Zf 6f¢(z) ®dz> S C

for g, ¢ as above, with C depending on ¢y, ca, f,n, ¢ but independent of g . Since
we may multiply a given g by an arbitrary real constant, it follows that in fact

/¢(x,z)g/(z) cdN+ 71'/(;5(;6,2) <Zf 2)65,(2) ® dz) =0
and hence that
Z—WZf 6j(z)®dz
This is (I6]). O
3.4. Proof of Proposition [3l Define
Ugd('z) = Ugd(z;ug, hef) = / e2d(u€($ 2))dx — We(he f(2);w)

where for a € W™,

We(a;w) = n(rn|loge| +v) — leog la;(2) — a;(2)] + wz H,(ai,a;)

1#] 2]

Recall that H,, is defined in Section We interpret o2%(z) as the surplus 2d

(horizontal) energy of u. at height z, with respect to the vortex positions h.f(z).
Further define

L
2 = 52y h.f) = / o24(2)dz.
0
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Proof of estimate ([20]). Assume toward a contradiction that there exists a sequence
(te)ee(0,1) in H* (€, C) such that

/ | Jue(-, —WZ%ﬂ ylw=11(0ydz = o(he)

and G.(u.) — Go(f) <Xc <1, but

1
(56) hmsup/ / ee(uc|) + =
e—0 W\UP_, B(he fi(x),her) 4

for K3 to be chosen in a moment, and depending only on || f||g: and r < $p;.

This sequence satisfies the hypotheses ([I0)), (1) of Lemma [ with and ¢; =
1+ nwL|f|lco and ca = Go(f) + 1, which are both controlled by || f||g: and r. Let
0 = 0(n,c1,c2) be the constant found in Lemma [l We will obtain a contradiction
to (B6) with K5 = %mr + 4, thereby proving ([20) for that value of Ks.

For this choice of 6, we define sets G(u.) and B(u.) as in {#4). For z € G(u.),
Lemma [3 provides points g5(2) satisfying (@), {I]) for 0 < & < eo(n, || fll g1, oy, ),
with constants such as a in (40]) depending on the same quantities.

Setting f5(z) = hZ'g5(2), it follows from (@D) that

(57) /g( ||Z5h fe(z Z5h fi) llw—11¢ =o(h:) ase—0.
zE 'u,5

1=1

. 2
Je o | ey >0

fu et

Our first goal is to strengthen thls to read
(58) sup ||Z§h r5( Z&h i) llw-11) =o(he) ase—0.

In brief, this follows from a compactness argument based on (B1) and Lemma
Here are the details:

Assume toward a contradiction that (B8] fails. Then there exists a (sub)sequence
¢ — 0 and points z. € G(u.) such that

(59) || Z(Shs.f;(za) - Zéhsfi(zs)”W*Ll(w) > ch:, >0 foralle.

It follows from ({@T) and (57) that for all sufficiently small terms in the same sub-
sequence, we may find points (. € G(u.) such that

1D 0hersico = D Onepitcollw-11wy =ohe),  and o <[z — (| < 20

for some « to be fixed below. Extracting a further subsequence we may assume
that z. — z and (. — ¢, and that there exist m < n and p1,...,pn € R? such that

D Sreco = D On, and Y Spre) = D Gps)
1=1 =1 =1 3

in W=b1(B(R)) for every R > 0. (In fact both limits hold in stronger topologies
as well.) These facts and (0] imply that for v.(z, 2) := u-(hez, 2),

va(-,ca) — T‘—Zéfi(C)’ JI’U('728) — WZ(Spi(z)
=1

i=1
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in the same topology. Then Lemma [§ and conclusion (I2) from Proposition [l imply
that m = n and that

min Z |£i(C) = po(iy (2)]? < |2 = ¢|C < 2aC.

gES, i—1

(Here and below, the constant depends on f and ¥.) On the other hand, since f is
Holder continuous, it follows from (G9) that

min Y | £i(¢) = poi) (2 |>mmZ|f1 —Po(i)(2))| =nC|z—(V? > c=nCa'/?.
=1

oESy geSy

A contradiction is reached by choosing « sufficiently small, depending only on f, X
and c¢. This completes the proof of ([B8]).

Next, we remark that in view of the fact that py > 0, it follows from (G8) and
@) that the labels on ff may be chosen so that

(60) sup |fi(z)— fi(z)] =0 ase—0.
Zeg(UE)

We will write
w(z, ¢, f) = w \ Uiy B(he fi(2), her).

For z € G(u.), Theorem 2 of [I5], for which the main hypothesis is a consequence of
(@Q), provides certain integral estimates on w\ U, B(h. f£(2), Ce®/?), where a > 0
comes from ([@0) and C depends on various ingredients that are fixed. It follows
from (B8) and @) that if € is sufficiently small, then for every z € G(u.), this set
contains w(z, e, f). Theorem 2 of [I5] thus implies that for every z € G(u.),

1
/ M (uc) + &
w(z,e,f)x{z}

< / 2 (u) dx — [n(m|loge| +7) + W (he f(2))] + Ce®/2.
wx{z}

. 2
T (e fo(2)| da

e

We recall that W, is defined in Section It is easy to check from the definition
there that

n(rlloge| +7) + Wu(hef°(2)) = TWV(f°(2)) + K(n, &, w) + O(he)

where W is introduced in (30). Thus
Jue
= = Jo(he f(2))

1
e2%(Jucl) + 2
/zeg(ua)/w(zsf)x{z} =T 8 | uel
<[] S 20T () = G2 )P dods
2€G(ue) Jw(z,e,f)x{z}

/ (/ u)dx — k(n,e,w) — aW(f°(z ))) dz 4+ O(he).
2€G (ue) wx{z}

It follows from (60) and Lemma [ below that the first term on the right-hand side
vanishes as ¢ — 0. Using this, we add and subtract various terms to rewrite the

2
drdz
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above inequality as

(61)

2d 1

[ 2 (Jucl) + 5
2€G(ue) Jw(ze,f)x{z}

2 ~ L
gGawE)—Go(f)—( Pl a3 [ If’(Z)|2d2>

Q

- / (/ e (u) dr — k(n,e,w) — wW(f(z))) dz +o(1).
zEB(ue) wx{z}

Clearly W(f)| is bounded by a constant depending on n, po and || f| g1, and it
follows that r(n,e,w) + 7W(f(z)) < (7n + £)|loge] for all sufficiently small e.

2

JUe _ i (h ()| dwdz

|| -

Then the definition of B(u.) implies that fwx{z} e2d(u) dr—r(n,e,w)—7TW(f(2)) >
£loge| when z € B(u.). Taking e smaller, if necessary, we may assume by (IT)
that

2 L
/%dwdz—g/ If'(2)|> dz > —wé
Q 0

for @ > 0 to be chosen. Employing this in (GIl) and discarding the left-hand side,
we deduce that

B(us)| < 5(%% +wd)loge]

for all sufficiently small & > 0. Returning to (GI)) with this new information, we
deduce that

4 0
/ / 2d(u)drdz < 2. 4+ wd + - (X + wd)(nm + =)
ze€B(us) Jwx{z} ¢ 2

<3+ 4%”)28 + g +o(1)

provided w < % is chosen small enough, depending only on n and @, which itself is
universal. Then, since
2

1

Jju
2 (Jue|) + < |1

e

P s ()| < X)Ll e S )P,

we use (61 and the above estimate of |B(uc)| to find that

g 2d 1
I Hjucl) +
0 Juw(ze f)x{z}

4 ) 1
s N | i (he f(2))Pde dz + o(1).
2 JieBu) Juze fxizy 4

. 2
JUe dr dz

||

- ]::(haf(z))

Finally,
/ 11750 (2)) e dz < Cllogh] = ofog<])
w(z,e,f)x{z}
for a constant that depends only on n and ||f||g: and r; this can be verified by
arguments similar to those in Lemma [0 below. Using this in the above inequality,
we conclude that

L 1
I Hjud) + 5
0 w(z,e,f)x{z}

. 2
JUe

|ue |

— Julhef(2))

4
drdz < (5n7r—|—4> e+ 2(5
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for all sufficiently small €. This contradicts (6] and completes the proof of 20). O

Note that one can repeat the above proof with essentially no change, after replac-
ing f in (BO) and the two preceding assumptions by a sequence f‘f with a uniform
upper bound on ||f¢]|5: and the uniform lower bound on pje = 4r, for r fixed.
Then essentiallyﬁ the same argument as above leads to the same contradiction,
establishing (20) with e3, c3 that depend only on || f|| g1 and 7.

Next is the lemma that was used above.

Lemma 9. Assume that a,a’ € w™ and that there exist rqg > r1 > 0 such that

1

dist(a;, 0w) > 19 and la; —a;| < ot < =po foralli.

| =

Then
_ ol
[ @ @) < Clnro el a + O (22
w\UBT1 (aqi)

1
In particular, the above constants are independent of 1.
Proof. Using notation from Section [[2]

T —a; x —a
72

e—al  Jo—d

G5 (asa) = i ()P <20y
+2n)  |VH,(x,a;) — VHy(z, a})*.

The definition of H, and the maximum principle imply that
\VH.(2,a:) — VHy(z, a7)] < C(ro)|a; — az],

and a short computation shows that if |z — a|] > 2]a — d/|, then

T—a; x—a, 2 <4|ai—a’i|2.
mal  oodf| < 'Roan
Thus
/ nasa) — i (asa) 2
L:.)\UBT1 (aqi)
< 2n|a—a/|2/ |z|~*dx + C(n, ro,w)|a — a'|?
R2\B,, (0)
from which the conclusion of the lemma follows. O

Proof of ([22). Assume toward a contradiction that there is a subsequence along
which ([I8), (I9) and ) hold for every &, but there exists 17 > 0 such that

L h :
i =1 ) 1
(62) il_lf(l) he /0 [ Joue (-, 2) — 7T26h€fi(z)”F(w)dZ > ;1_)1% (wnL(TT-’fE(ua) +m))?

=: (TFTLL(Tlim =+ 771))1/2.

Tafter extracting a uniformly convergent subsequence of { fs}
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Clearly (I¥), (@) imply that the hypotheses of Proposition [I] are satisfied (with

a larger constant in (I0) than in ([I8))), so we may use the proposition to find a
subsequence, still denoted (u.), and a function f© € H((0, L), (R?)") such that

(63) / | Jote (-, 2 —w25h, Vw11 dz = o(he)

as € — 0.

We will first show that, after choosing cs suitably small and possibly relabelling,
(64) Hfj_f_]QHLOO((O,L)) <r forj=1,...,n
We start by noting from (I8]), (62), and (63)) that

1 1 L
(LT +m))* < Jimg 2 [l 010 = Bnpp) v <

J
It follows from (&) that for all sufficiently small e and all z,
(|7 Z(%Ef;’(z) - 5hsfj(z))||W*1*1(w) = 7he ;Ielgl Z |fi(2) — fg(j) (2)]-
J J
Thus

1
65 LTim)? < dz <
@) i)t [ i D 15(6) — (A < e

In particular, this implies that

1fllze < C(f° ca).

It follows from a Sobolev embedding and ([[d) that there exists C' = C(f°,ca,c3)
such that

(66) [f]co,l/z < ||f/||L2 <C, and thus [f - fo]co,l/z <C.
Next, we deduce from (G3]) and Chebyshev’s inequality that

263
) : mln Z'fﬂ U(J) 2)|>r/2p < —

r

If minges, >2; |fj(20) = f3;(20)] > r for any 2o € (0, L), then it follows from (GG)
that

min Z |fi(z (z)| >r/2 forall z € (0,L) such that |z — z| < r%/C.

Fixing ¢3 small enough (which only decreases the constant C(fo, ¢z, c3) in ([@0)), we
can arrange that the two above estimates are incompatible. (This adjustment to
c3 again depends only on py > 4r and || f|| g:.) It follows that for this choice of c3,

;Ielgn Z |fi(z cr(]) 2)| <r for every z € (0, L).

As a result, we can find a single permutation 7, independent of z, such that
25 11i(2) = £y (2)| = ming 3, f;(2) — f2;)(2)] < r for all z. Using this per-
mutation 7 to relabel the indices, we obtain (G4)).
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If we write p(z) == x,(Z) (122, then since | V4@l < C/he, it follows from

he )\ he
[I®), @) that
L
Tyim = WZ/O Xr(1£5(2) = [ (2)DIf5(2) = £(2)]7 d.

However, since | f{ — f| > 4r, we see from (64) that
xr(|fj(z) = f2(2)]) = 6;; for all i,j and all z € (0, L).

So we obtain
llf = fOllZe = Thim-
On the other hand, since we have by now arranged that

min Y 1£5(2) = £, () = 312 = L2 < VAlFE) = £ forall 2

we pass to the limit in (62) to find that

VarL(V7|| f = ez +m) < Vorllf = O,

in contradiction to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Thus (22)) holds. 0

4. COMPACTNESS IN TIME

In this last section we present the proofs of Proposition [ Corollary [ and
Proposition

4.1. Proof of Proposition [l

Proof. We only need to prove (20]), since all other conclusions follow from that and
Proposition
To prove (26]), we define the stopping time
t* :=sup{t > 0 : uc(-,-, hZs) satisfies (IF), @) for all s € (0,¢)}
where f should be replaced by ¢ in ([I8]), (ZI)). By a change of variables,
T2 (us (-, h2t) = T2 (v, -, 1)),

where T := T/, and u.,v. are related by @I). We use B4) with ¢(z,z2,t) =
X9 (z, z) to find that

= /Eabaacxg ab'Ug . BC’UE dx dz

Opve + 0,
+ /sabaazxfudxdz .
[log e|

The definition of x¢ implies that OucXxY(z,2) = 24 When |z — g;(2)| < r for some
i, and hence that
EabOacXd Opve - Ocve =0 in U; B(gi(2), 7).

In addition,
2
Sk 2
+ 255 (he I

|j(ve) |2
|ve?

The definition of ¢* allows us to apply estimates from Proposition [ (with ¢; =

cs+nmL||g|leo and ¢z = Go(g) +1) and Proposition[Bl (with § = ¥ = 1 for example)

Va0 < 2e.(Jue]) + s2e5<|vs|>+2}] E jn(hed)

|ue |
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to ve(,+,t), for any ¢t € (0,t*), as long as c4,e4 are taken to be small enough,
depending only on ||g|| g1, n and r. We may therefore deduce from ([20)) that

'/Eabaacxr Opve - Ocve drdz| < C(Ks + 1)||Ver||oo =C(r,n,g).

The remaining integral on the right-hand side is estimated by using (I2) (which
after rescaling to v. acquires a factor of [loge| ") to find that

0 0
‘/aabaasz bYe * Gele dx dz

ge] V20X Loo IV avellL2]|V v || 2

B |1 €|
< Hg”sz (01,02,n).

Thus

d

i 17 (e (1) < Crmy llgll) + Mgl apCler, e2,m) =2 Ca
It follows that (26]) holds for all ¢ € (0,¢*). Then, thanks to 7)) and 28], we
conclude that t* > t4, completing the proof of (2. O

4.2. Proof of Corollary [l

Proof. Since f(0) may not be a Lipschitz function, we first mollify it to a function
which we call g and which we require to satisfy sup; . [fi(0,2) — gi(2)| < apyo)
for some o < 1/8 to be chosen, and thus py > (1 — 2a)py(g). Since f(0) is already
in H', we have that |g|g1 < |f(0)|z:. Proposition @ applied to g, r = p,/4,
provides us with constants €4, t4, c4, Cy, the important point being that 4 and ¢4
do not depend on the strength of the mollification. Without loss of generality,
we may also assume that cqy < % Pf(0)- In view of the assumptions of Theorem [T}
we may assume, decreasing the value of €4 if necessary, that 23) and (24]) hold
for every e < e4. Finally, it is clear that |[x¥ (-, 2)[lw1reo () < C(r)h ! for every
€ (0, L), so assumption (@) implies that limsup, o T¢_(u?) < 7| f(0) — g||7.

may therefore assume, decreasing ¢4 further if necessary, that T¢_(u?) < 27| f ( )
gll7: < 2nm?a’Lp} ) for every e < e4, and in particular that (IZH) holds. In view
of 23) and (28], we may then apply Proposition [I] for each fixed time ¢ € [0, ¢4]
and derive some limiting f*(¢) after passing to a possible subsequence.

The potential difficulty at this level is that the subsequence may depend on the
value of t; to overcome this we will rely on the form of continuity in time provided
by estimate (26). We first derive some estimates that apply to any limit f*(t)
produced by the above argument. Note that (7)) and ([3) imply that

1
2

1 L n n
h_/ ||7TZ 5hsf{‘(zyt) — WZ 5hsgi(z)||W*1’1(w)dZ < (mrL(T,{{ (u ) + C4t))
€0 i=1 i=1
and (I4) implies that || f*(¢)||z < C(Go(g)). Using (),
L

min |f i) (2,t) — gi(2)|dz < (mTL(TT-‘{ (u )—|— C4t))%
0 0ESn
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Since f*(t) — g is uniformly bounded in H', by choosing tg < t; and « sufficiently
small, we conclude that

max min |f7) (2, 0) = f7(2)] < max min |[f56)(2,0) = 9:() + £ (2) = 9:(2)]

1
< 1—6pf(o)

for all t € [0,to]. It follows that there is a single permutation o that attains the
min for all z. After relabelling f* if necessary, we deduce that ([29) holds when
s = 0. Finally, using the L continuity of s — f(-, s) and decreasing ty as needed,
we deduce that ([29) holds for all s,¢ € [0, to].

To prove continuity in time, we start by using a Cantor diagonal argument to
fix a subsequence € — 0 such that

/ [ Jpue (- zht—wZéhf(thW L1 (wydz = o(he) ase — 0
Jj=1
for every time ¢ in QN [0, p]. We claim that the mapping ¢ — f*(¢) is uniformly
continuous from Q N [0,%] into L*([0,L]). Indeed, let > 0 be given, and let
50,81 € QN [0, %] be arbitrary. We write

(67) D I£7 (s0) = £7 (s1) 2 <Z|\f s0) = 9i (50 HL1+Z||91 so) = fi (s1)lls
where g*(so) is a mollification of f*(s0). It follows from (I]ZI) that ¢ — f*(t) is

uniformly bounded with values into H' , so we may fix the mollification parameter
sufficiently fine, but independently of sg, such that

(68) Zﬂfl s0) — g; (s0)|lr < n/2.

Next, we pass to the limit in the conclusions of Proposition [ applied this time to
g = g*(s0) and conclude that

WZH% s0) — fi (s1)[lz
— 13 —1 _
) = lim h; / | Jutie (-, 2, h2s1) w;% (oo [l W11 ()2

1
< lim (nrL(T2C0 (W) + Calsy = sol) )

e—0

N[

< (nmL(n|lg*(so) — f*(s0) 7> + Cals1 — sal)) ?,

where Cy depends only on the mollification parameter. (We have implicitly used
the fact that components of f* have been labelled correctly, as reflected in (29]).)
We therefore further decrease the mollification parameter if necessary, yet indepen-
dently of so, so that nw?Ll|g*(s0) — f*(s0)||2> < n*/32. Once this, and hence Cy
are fixed, we require |sp — s1| to be small enough so that nrLCy|s1 — so| < n?/32.
Combining (68)) and (@9) in (7)) yields the uniform continuity of f*. In the sequel
we denote still by f* the unique continuous extension of f* to the whole interval
[0,%0]. We claim that the conclusion of Corollary [l holds for any ¢ € [0, to], with
no need of further subsequences. Indeed, this follows from the fact that for each
fixed ¢ in [0,to] there exist at least some further subsequence for which the con-
vergence to some f**(t) holds (this is by Proposition [[l as we already saw it), and
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on the other hand by our previous argument (equally applied to the countable set
(QnN10,t0]) U{t}) the only possible limit along any such subsequence is necessarily
equal to f*(t). O

4.3. Proof of Proposition [Gl

Proof. For r, R > 0, define
Grr:={(t,x,2) €[0,t0] x B(R) x [0,L] : |z — fi(z,t)] >r, k=1,...,n}.

Given O as in the statement of the Proposition, we may fix r, R > 0 such that
O C gfr,R.

We will only consider € small enough that B(R) C w,. It is then rather clear
that

Jo (f7(t)) = jr2(f*(t)) locally uniformly on G, g for every r > 0.
It thus follows from Proposition Bl (with ¥ = 6 = 1, rewritten in terms of v.) that

<C
Gr.R

for all sufficiently small £, where C' is independent of  and R. By extracting weak
limits and employing a Cantor diagonal argument, we conclude that there exists a
vector field H € L2([0,to] x R? x Tp) such that

% — jis — H weakly in L*(G,.r) for every r, R > 0.
Ve
Now fix ¢ € D((0,t9) x R? x T1) and compute, for ¢ sufficiently small,

jv |
‘/Viw- |UE| —/Viwm S/IVWI
€

as ¢ — 0, in view of the pointwise inequality

JVe

|ve

1= Jvel] = o(1)

1 — |ve|| < eec(ve) and the

energy bound on v.. Next, integrating by parts and using Corollary [I] and the
definition of j3.,

/Vi‘cp-jv8=2/cpJU€—>/ot0/o Zcp fi(2),2)dzdt = /VJ‘cp Jr2 (7).

By combining these and using the fact that H € L?, which implies that the singu-
larities along {(¢t, fi(2), 2) : t € [0,%0],z € [0, L],i = 1,...n} are removable, we infer
that V+ - H =0 on R x R? x Ty. Similarly, by (33)),

/ 2P JUe = /3t<p lvc|* — 1) + h? 20,0 jrve — 0,

Iv\

since (ve|? — 1)? < 4e?e.(ve) and |h20.¢ j.v.| < h€|(9zg0|(|ﬁzgz‘| + |ve|?), together

with (IZ), rescaled to read || Vo, (t)||%2(dm i) < Clloge| for every t € [0, to]. Arguing

as in ([70) to eliminate the factor of |v.| in the denominator and recalling that
Vo - Jre(f*) = 0 by definition, we conclude that

/V Jve — j2) — 0,

Isl
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and hence that V, - H = 0 in D’. We conclude by applying Lemma [I0 below to
the vector field w(t,x,z) = ((¢t)H(t,x,z), where ¢ is an arbitrary function with
compact support in [0, ¢o]. O

The proof of Proposition Bl used the following
Lemma 10. Assume that w € L*(R x R? x T satisfies
(71) V. w=0, Vi w=0 inD.
Then w = 0.

Proof. If w is smooth, then since Vi - w = 0, we may write w = V,f for some
scalar function f. Then the fact that V - w = 0 implies that f is harmonic, and
hence that w is harmonic. For a.e. t € R and z € Ty,

/ lw(t,z, 2)|[*dz = 0,
R2

so Liouville’s Theorem implies that w(¢,-,z) = 0 for such (¢, z),and therefore ev-
erywhere in R x R? x Tj,.

If w is not smooth, then we fix an approximate identity (n.), and we write
we := N * w. Then w, satisfies conditions (7)), with |Jwe|lz2 < |Jw||z2z < oo for
every € > 0, and w. — w in L?, so it follows that w = 0 a.e.
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