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Abstract

We study ground states of two-dimensional Bose-Einstein condensates with attractive
interactions in a trap V (x) rotating at the velocity Ω. It is known that there exists a critical
rotational velocity 0 < Ω∗ := Ω∗(V ) ≤ ∞ and a critical number 0 < a∗ < ∞ such that for
any rotational velocity 0 ≤ Ω < Ω∗, ground states exist if and only if the coupling constant
a satisfies a < a∗. For a general class of traps V (x), which may not be symmetric, we prove
in this paper that up to a constant phase, there exists a unique ground state as a ր a∗,
where Ω ∈ (0,Ω∗) is fixed.
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1 Introduction

A Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) is a state of matter, in which atoms or particles are cooled to
the sufficiently low temperature that a large fraction of them “condense” into a single quantum
state. Because a BEC can present quantum effects at the macroscopic scale, it has become
an important subject in experimental investigations since the first realization [4, 20] of BECs
in dilute gases of alkali atoms in 1995. Various interesting quantum phenomena have been
observed in the physical experiments of BECs over the past two decades, including the critical-
mass collapse [10, 11, 20, 35, 38, 55], the appearance of quantized vortices [1, 9, 14, 23, 57, 59], the
center-of-mass rotation [1, 23, 48, 57], and so on. These novel experimental progresses promote
greatly the developments of mathematical theories and numerical methods arising from BECs,
see [1, 2, 18, 20, 23, 36, 37, 45–47,57].

When the interactions between cold atoms in the condensates are repulsive, the quantized
vortices and some other complex structures of BECs in rotating traps were analyzed and simu-
lated extensively in the past few years, see review papers [3, 46, 54] and the references therein.
Due to the distinct mechanism of the critical-mass collapse, the systems of rotating BECs in the
attractive case however behave quite different from those of the well-understood repulsive case.
For example, vortices are generally unstable in rotating BECs with attractive interactions (see,
e.g., [14,48,57]), even though vortices are known cf. [2,17,23] to form stable lattice configurations
in the repulsive case.
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By a mean-field approximation, see [41, 42, 46, 52, 54], the energy of the two-dimensional
attractive BEC in a rotating trap can be described by the following Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) energy
functional:

Fa(u) :=

∫

R2

(

|∇u|2 + V (x)|u|2
)

dx− a

2

∫

R2

|u|4dx− Ω

∫

R2

x⊥ · (iu, ∇u)dx, u ∈ H, (1.1)

where x⊥ = (−x2, x1) with x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2, (iu, ∇u) = i(u∇ū − ū∇u)/2, and the complex
space H is defined as

H :=
{

u ∈ H1(R2,C) :

∫

R2

V (x)|u|2dx < ∞
}

. (1.2)

Here the parameter a > 0 in (1.1) characterizes the absolute product of the scattering length ν of
the two-body interaction times the number N of particles in the condensates, and Ω ≥ 0 describes
the rotational velocity of the rotating trap V (x) ≥ 0. Following (1.1), ground states of two-
dimensional attractive BEC in a rotating trap satisfy (cf. [7, 42]) the following mass constraint
variational problem:

eF (a) := inf
{u∈H, ‖u‖2

2=1}
Fa(u), a > 0. (1.3)

Alternatively, one may impose eF (a) a different constraint
∫

R2 |u(x)|2dx = N > 0, but the latter
case can be easily reduced to the previous one with a being replaced by a/N . In view of this
fact, in this paper we focus on the form of eF (a) instead. We remark that eF (a) is essentially
a mass-critical constraint variational problem. The mass-subcritical case of eF (a), where the
nonlinear term |u|4 is replaced by |u|p for 2 < p < 4, was studied as early as in the pioneering
work of Esteban-Lions [22].

For the non-rotational case Ω = 0 of eF (a), the existence, stability and mass concentration of
real-valued minimizers were studied recently in [29,31–33,58] and the references therein. In this
case, it was shown in [29, 31–33] that eF (a) admits real-valued minimizers if and only if a < a∗,
where a∗ = ‖w‖2L2(R2) and w = w(|x|) > 0 is the unique (cf. [40, 56]) positive radial solution of
the following nonlinear scalar field equation

−∆u+ u− u3 = 0 in R
2, u ∈ H1(R2,R). (1.4)

By the analytical approach of [16, Theorem II.1], this further implies the following existence and
nonexistence: for the non-rotational case Ω = 0, eF (a) admits complex-valued minimizers (i.e.,
ground states) if and only if a < a∗. Moreover, the mass concentration, symmetry breaking and
other analytical properties of minimizers for eF (a) at Ω = 0 were analyzed recently for different
types of V (x), see [29, 31–33,49] and the references therein.

The rotational case Ω > 0 of eF (a) was discussed more recently in [5, 7, 30, 42], where the
existence, stability and the limit behavior of complex-valued minimizers were studied. Specially,
if the general trapping potential 0 ≤ V (x) ∈ L∞

loc(R
2) satisfies

lim|x|→∞
V (x)

|x|2 > 0, (1.5)

the following critical rotational velocity Ω∗ := Ω∗(V ) is defined in [30]:

Ω∗ := sup
{

Ω > 0 : V (x) − Ω2

4
|x|2 → ∞ as |x| → ∞

}

. (1.6)

One can note that depending on V (x), both 0 < Ω∗ < ∞ and Ω∗ = ∞ can happen. Under the
assumption (1.5), the following existence and non-existence of minimizers for eF (a) were proved
in [30, Theorem 1.1]:

Theorem A. Assume V (x) ∈ L∞
loc(R

2) satisfies (1.5) such that Ω∗ ∈ (0,+∞] in (1.6) exists.
Then we have
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1. If 0 ≤ Ω < Ω∗ and 0 ≤ a < a∗ := ‖w‖22, then there exists at least one minimizer of eF (a).

2. If 0 ≤ Ω < Ω∗ and a ≥ a∗ := ‖w‖22, then there is no minimizer of eF (a).

3. If Ω > Ω∗, then for any a ≥ 0, there is no minimizer of eF (a).

If eF (a) admits a minimizer ua, then the variational theory yields that ua is a ground state
of the following Euler-Lagrange equation

−∆ua + V (x)ua + iΩ (x⊥ · ∇ua) = µua + a|ua|2ua in R
2, (1.7)

where µ = µ(a,Ω, ua) ∈ R is a suitable Lagrange multiplier. We remark that the complex-valued
solutions of (1.7) were studied directly in [8, 13, 22, 43] and the references therein, where the
existence, uniqueness, and other analytical properties of complex-valued solutions were obtained
via the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, topological degree method, and some other arguments. As
for eF (a), suppose V (x) satisfies the assumption (1.5) such that Ω∗ ∈ (0,+∞] exists, and let

0 ≤ Ω < Ω∗ be fixed, so that VΩ(x) := V (x) − Ω2

4 |x|2 ≥ 0 in R
2. By deriving energy estimates

and applying the elliptic PDE theory, under above assumptions it was proved in [30,42] that the
minimizer ua of eF (a) concentrates at a global minimum point of VΩ(x) as a ր a∗, in the sense
that for some εa ց 0 as a ր a∗,

εaua

(

εa(x− x0)
)

→ w(x)√
a∗

strongly in H1(R2, C) as a ր a∗, (1.8)

where x0 ∈ R2 is a global minimum point of VΩ(x), i.e., VΩ(x0) := infx∈R2 VΩ(x).
Whether a physics system admits a unique ground state or not is a fundamental and interest-

ing problem. Based on the convergence (1.8), it was further obtained in [30, Theorem 1.3] that
the minimizers of eF (a) must be unique and vortex-free as a ր a∗ for the harmonic case where
V (x) = |x|2. It deserves emphasis that the conclusions of [30, Theorem 1.3] were proved by the
so-called method of inductive symmetry, which cannot however be extended to the non-radially
symmetric case of V (x). On the other hand, we should mention that the non-radially symmetric
trap V (x) = |x|2 + |x1|2 + λ|x2|2, where x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2 and λ > 0, was already used in BEC
experiments, see [50, 51] and the references therein. It is therefore natural to wonder whether
the uniqueness of minimizers for eF (a) holds for the case where the trap V (x) is not radially
symmetric and however satisfies some additional assumptions.

Stimulated by above facts, the main purpose of this paper is to address the uniqueness of
minimizers for eF (a) under a more general class of traps V (x), which may not be symmetric. For
this purpose, we now introduce the following homogeneous functions:

Definition 1.1. A function h(x) : R2 7−→ R is called homogeneous of degree p ∈ R
+ (about the

origin), if
h(tx) = tph(x) for any t ∈ R+ and x ∈ R2. (1.9)

One can note that if lim|x|→∞ h(x) = +∞, then x = 0 is the unique minimum point of h(x).
Following the above definition, we next assume that V (x) satisfies

(V ). VΩ(x) := V (x) − Ω2

4 |x|2 ≥ 0 and {x ∈ R2 : VΩ(x) = 0} = {0}, where VΩ(x) satisfies

|VΩ(x)| ≤ Ceγ|x| and |∇VΩ(x)| ≤ Ceγ|x| for some γ > 0 as |x| → ∞, (1.10)

and

VΩ(x) = h(x) + o(|x|p) and
∂VΩ(x)

∂xj
=

∂h(x)

∂xj
+ o(|x|p−1) as |x| → 0, j = 1, 2 (1.11)

for some homogeneous function 0 ≤ h(x) ∈ C1(R2) of degree 1 < p ≤ 2, where h(x) satisfies
lim|x|→∞ h(x) = +∞.

3



Example 1.1. Consider the following non-radially symmetric potential

V (x) = |x|2 + a1|x1|p + a2|x2|p, a1 ≥ 0, a2 ≥ 0 and 1 < p ≤ 2, (1.12)

where x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2. We remark that when p = 2, (1.12) gives the harmonic potential
considered in [50,51] for BEC experiments. One can easily check that V (x) ∈ C1,p−1

loc (R2) satisfies
the assumptions (1.5) and (V ) for the homogeneous function 0 ≤ h(x) ∈ C1(R2) satisfying







h(x) = a1|x1|p + a2|x2|p, if 1 < p < 2;

h(x) =
(

1− Ω2

4

)

|x|2 + a1|x1|2 + a2|x2|2, if p = 2,
(1.13)

where a1 ≥ 0 and a2 ≥ 0 are as in (1.12). Moreover, one can check from (1.13) that

H(y) :=

∫

R2

h(x+ y)w2(x)dx (1.14)

admits a unique critical point y0 = 0, which is also non-degenerate in the sense that

det
(

∫

R2

∂h(x)

∂xj

∂w2(x)

∂xl
dx

)

j,l=1,2
6= 0. (1.15)

Under above assumptions, the main result of this paper is concerned with the following local
uniqueness.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose V (x) ∈ C1,α
loc (R

2) (0 < α < 1) satisfies (1.5) and (V ) for some homoge-
neous function 0 ≤ h(x) ∈ C1(R2) of degree p ∈ (1, 2], and let Ω ∈ (0,Ω∗) be fixed, where Ω∗ > 0
is defined as in (1.6). Assume that H(y) defined by (1.14) has a unique non-degenerate critical
point y0, then up to a constant phase, there exists a unique complex-valued minimizer of eF (a)
for a∗ − a > 0 small enough.

We remark that the local uniqueness, up to a constant phase, of Theorem 1.1 holds in the
following sense: there exists a minimizer ua of eF (a) such that any minimizer Ua of eF (a) satisfies
Ua ≡ uae

iθa in R
2 for a∗ − a > 0 small enough, where θa ∈ [0, 2π) is a suitable constant phase

depending on a. We note that depending on the shape of h(x), the unique non-degenerate
critical point of H(y) can be nonzero. Example 1.1 gives an explicit example that the uniqueness
of Theorem 1.1 holds for non-radially symmetric traps V (x).

Even though the similar local uniqueness of complex-valued solutions was investigated in
[13,30] and somewhere else, to our best knowledge, those arguments do not work in our situation.
Actually, it seems that the topological degree argument (e.g. [13]) does not work for proving
Theorem 1.1, due to the possible multiplicity of the Lagrange multiplier µ = µ(a) ∈ R in the
following Euler-Lagrange equation

−∆ua + V (x)ua + iΩ (x⊥ · ∇ua) = µua + a|ua|2ua in R
2 (1.16)

for any given 0 < a < a∗. On the other hand, the local uniqueness of [30, Theorem 1.3]
follows strongly from the conclusion that if V (x) = |x|2, then Im(ua) ≡ 0 as a ր a∗, which is
however false generally for the non-radially symmetric case of V (x). Therefore, it is necessary
to investigate a different approach for proving Theorem 1.1. Motivated by [12, 21, 27–29] and
the references therein, we shall prove Theorem 1.1 by constructing various Pohozaev identities,
which were widely used in the existing literature of studying the real-valued elliptic PDEs.

To illustrate our main idea of proving Theorem 1.1, by contradiction we now suppose that up
to a constant phase, there exist two different minimizers u1,a and u2,a of eF (a) as a ր a∗, in the
sense that u1,a 6≡ u2,ae

iθ for any constant phase θ = θ(a) ∈ [0, 2π). Motivated by [12, 21, 27–30],
we make the following transformation of uj,a:

ũj,a(x) := αauj,a

(

αa(x+ y0)
)

e−i(
α2
aΩ

2
x·y⊥

0 )eiϕj,a = Rj,a(x) + iIj,a(x), j = 1, 2, (1.17)
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where αa := (a∗−a)
1

2+p

λ > 0 is given in (2.12), the point y0 ∈ R2 is as in Theorem 1.1, and the
constant phase ϕj,a ∈ [0, 2π) can be chosen properly such that

∫

R2

w(x)Ij,a(x)dx = 0, j = 1, 2. (1.18)

Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we shall prove in Proposition 2.2 that ũj,a(x) satisfies

lim
aրa∗

ũj,a(x) =
w(x)√
a∗

strongly in L∞(R2,C) ∩H1(R2,C), j = 1, 2, (1.19)

which is the first step of proving Theorem 1.1.
Because u1,a 6≡ u2,ae

iθ for any constant phase θ = θ(a) ∈ [0, 2π), we next define

ηa(x) :=
ũ2,a(x)− ũ1,a(x)

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)
= η1,a(x) + iη2,a(x), (1.20)

where η1,a and η2,a denote the real and imaginary parts of ηa, respectively. In order to continue
the proof of Theorem 1.1, the second step is to establish the refined L∞-uniform estimates of
both η1,a and η2,a as a ր a∗. By making full use of (1.18), we shall reach this aim by proving
Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.4, which reveal that η1,a is the dominant part of ηa(x) as a ր a∗.
As a result, we shall be able to prove that up to a subsequence if necessary, (η1,a, η2,a) → (η1, η2)
uniformly in L∞(R2) as a ր a∗, where (η1, η2) satisfies the following system



















−∆η1 + η1 − 3w2η1 = −
( 2

a∗

∫

R2

w3η1dx
)

w in R
2,

−∆η2 + η2 − w2η2 = 0 in R
2,

∫

R2

wη2dx = 0,

(1.21)

and hence

η1 = b0(w + x · ∇w) +

2
∑

i=1

bi
∂w

∂xi
and η2 ≡ 0 in R

2 (1.22)

for some constants b0, b1 and b2.
In the third step of proving Theorem 1.1, we shall prove that b0 = b1 = b2 = 0 holds for

(1.22) by constructing various Pohozaev identities. Due to the appearance of the rotating term
i(x⊥ · ∇ũj,a), it however seems difficult to establish directly Pohozaev identities of the complex-
valued function ũj,a. To overcome this difficulty, as illustrated before (4.5), we shall construct
various Pohozaev identities for the real part Rj,a of ũj,a := Rj,a + iIj,a. A key point of this
strategy is to derive the refined estimates for the terms produced by the rotation. Applying
Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.4, we shall prove that those terms produced by the rotation are
lower order as a ր a∗, based on which we shall be able to establish the system (4.5) concerning
the relationship between the homogeneous potential h(x) and the coefficients b0, b1 and b2. By
deriving another type of Pohozaev identities, we shall further prove that b0 = 0. Following this
fact and the non-degeneracy assumption of y0, we shall derive from (4.5) that b1 = b2 = 0 holds
for (1.22), and hence,

ηa = η1,a + iη2,a → η0 = η1 + iη2 ≡ 0 uniformly in L∞(R2) as a ր a∗. (1.23)

On the other hand, one can conclude from Lemma 3.3 that η0 = η1 + iη2 6≡ 0 in view of the fact
that ‖ηa‖L∞ ≡ 1. This is a contradiction, and Theorem 1.1 therefore follows.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we shall analyze the L∞-uniform estimates
of minimizers for eF (a) as a ր a∗. In Section 3, we shall first derive a crucial gradient estimate
of (3.10), based on which the refined limit profiles of minimizers as a ր a∗ are then established
in Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.4. Following the estimates of Section 3, the complete proof of
Theorem 1.1 is finally addressed in Section 4 by constructing various Pohozaev identities.
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2 L
∞-uniform estimates as a ր a

∗

The purpose of this section is to address L∞−uniform estimates of the complex-valued minimizers
for eF (a) as a ր a∗. Towards this purpose, we first introduce the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality

∫

R2

|u(x)|4dx ≤ 2

a∗

∫

R2

|∇u(x)|2dx
∫

R2

|u(x)|2dx, u ∈ H1(R2,R), (2.1)

where the equality is attained (cf. [56]) at the unique positive radial solution w of (1.4). Moreover,
it follows from [15, Lemma 8.1.2] that w = w(|x|) > 0 satisfies

∫

R2

|∇w|2dx =

∫

R2

w2dx =
1

2

∫

R2

w4dx, (2.2)

and note from [25, Proposition 4.1] that

w(x) , |∇w(x)| = O(|x|− 1
2 e−|x|) as |x| → ∞. (2.3)

Given any vector function A ∈ L2
loc(R

2,R2), recall also from [44] the following diamagnetic
inequality:

|(∇− iA)u|2 ≥
∣

∣∇|u|
∣

∣

2
a.e. on R

2, u ∈ H1(R2,C). (2.4)

In this paper, we often use the following linearized operator

L := −∆+ 1− w2 in R
2. (2.5)

It then obtains from [24] that

kerL = {w} and 〈Lv, v〉 ≥ 0 for all v ∈ L2(R2), (2.6)

see also [44, Theorem 11.8] and [44, Corollary 11.9]. Further, by a standard argument (e.g. (3.45)
in [30]), there exists ρ > 0 such that

〈Lv, v〉 ≥ ρ‖v‖2H1(R2) for all v ∈ S, (2.7)

where the space S is defined as

S :=
{

v ∈ H1(R2,R) :

∫

R2

w(x)v(x)dx = 0
}

.

Denote the linearized operator N by

N := −∆+ 1− 3w2 in R
2. (2.8)

It then follows from [24, 40, 53] that

ker N = span
{ ∂w

∂x1
,

∂w

∂x2

}

. (2.9)

Here and in the sequel, we always denote ua to be a complex-valued minimizer of eF (a),
where the rotating speed Ω ∈ (0,Ω∗) is fixed. By the variational theory, there exists a Lagrange
multiplier µa ∈ R satisfying

µa = eF (a)−
a

2

∫

R2

|ua|4dx (2.10)

such that ua solves the following Euler-Lagrange equation:

−∆ua + V (x)ua + iΩ(x⊥ · ∇ua) = µaua + a|ua|2ua in R
2. (2.11)

6



Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we also define

αa :=
(a∗ − a)

1
2+p

λ
> 0, where 1 < p ≤ 2, (2.12)

and

λ =























[p

2

∫

R2

h(x+ y0)w
2(x)dx

]
1

2+p

, if 1 < p < 2;

[

∫

R2

(

h(x+ y0) +
Ω2

4
|x|2

)

w2(x)dx
]

1
4

, if p = 2,

(2.13)

where y0 ∈ R
2 denotes the unique non-degenerate critical point ofH(y), see Theorem 1.1. Setting

εa :=
(

∫

R2

|∇ua|2dx
)− 1

2

> 0, (2.14)

we now define
wa(x) := εaua

(

εax+ xa

)

e−i( εaΩ

2
x·x⊥

a −θa), (2.15)

where xa is a global maximal point of |ua(x)| and θa ∈ [0, 2π) is a proper constant. Using above
notations, since the proof of the following lemma is similar to those of [30, Section 3], we omit
the details of the proof for simplicity.

Lemma 2.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let ua be a minimizer of eF (a). Then we
have

(i). The parameter εa > 0 satisfies

εa = αa + o(αa) > 0 and µaε
2
a → −1 as a ր a∗, (2.16)

where µa ∈ R is the Lagrange multiplier of (2.11).

(ii). The function wa(x), defined in (2.15) for some suitable constant θa ∈ [0, 2π), satisfies

lim
aրa∗

wa(x) =
w(x)√
a∗

strongly in L∞(R2,C) ∩H1(R2,C) as a ր a∗, (2.17)

and there exists a constant C > 0, independent of 0 < a < a∗, such that wa(x) satisfies

|wa(x)| ≤ Ce−
2
3
|x| uniformly in R

2 as a ր a∗. (2.18)

(iii). The global maximal point xa of |ua| must be unique as a ր a∗, and xa satisfies

lim
aրa∗

xa

εa
= lim

aրa∗

xa

αa
= y0, (2.19)

where y0 ∈ R2 denotes the unique non-degenerate critical point of H(y).

Applying Lemma 2.1, we now consider

va(x) := αaua(αa(x+ y0))e
−i

(

Ωα2
a

2
x·y⊥

0

)

eiϕa = Ra(x) + iIa(x), (2.20)

where Ra(x) and Ia(x) denote the real and imaginary parts of va(x), respectively, and the
constant phase ϕa ∈ [0, 2π) is chosen such that

∥

∥

∥
va −

w√
a∗

∥

∥

∥

L2(R2)
= min

θ∈[0,2π)

∥

∥

∥
eiθva −

w√
a∗

∥

∥

∥

L2(R2)
. (2.21)

This gives the following orthogonality condition on Ia(x), which plays an essential role in proving
Theorem 1.1:

∫

R2

w(x)Ia(x)dx = 0. (2.22)

Based on Lemma 2.1, we next derive the following L∞−uniform estimates of va:

7



Proposition 2.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, assume va(x) and ϕa ∈ [0, 2π) are
defined by (2.20) and (2.21), respectively. Then we have

(i). The function va(x) satisfies

lim
aրa∗

va(x) =
w(x)√
a∗

strongly in L∞(R2,C) ∩H1(R2,C). (2.23)

(ii). There exists a constant C > 0 such that

|va(x)| ≤ Ce−
2
3
|x|, |∇va(x)| ≤ Ce−

1
2
|x| in R

2 as a ր a∗. (2.24)

Proof. 1. We first derive from (2.16), (2.17) and (2.19) that

lim
aրa∗

αaua(αa(x+ y0))e
−i

(

Ωα2
a

2
x·y⊥

0

)

eiθa =
w(x)√
a∗

strongly in L∞(R2,C) ∩H1(R2,C), (2.25)

where θa ∈ [0, 2π) is defined by (2.15) such that (2.17) holds. We then obtain from (2.25) that

lim
aրa∗

∥

∥αaua(αa(x + y0))e
−i

(

Ωα2
a

2
x·y⊥

0

)

(

eiθa − eiϕa
)
∥

∥

L2(R2)

≤ lim
aրa∗

∥

∥

∥
αaua(αa(x+ y0))e

−i
(

Ωα2
a

2
x·y⊥

0

)

eiθa − w√
a∗

∥

∥

∥

L2(R2)

+ lim
aրa∗

∥

∥

∥
αaua(αa(x + y0))e

−i
(

Ωα2
a

2
x·y⊥

0

)

eiϕa − w√
a∗

∥

∥

∥

L2(R2)

≤ lim
aրa∗

2
∥

∥

∥
αaua(αa(x+ y0))e

−i
(

Ωα2
a

2
x·y⊥

0

)

eiθa − w√
a∗

∥

∥

∥

L2(R2)
= 0,

where we have used (2.21) in the last inequality. The above estimate implies that

lim
aրa∗

(ϕa − θa) = 0, (2.26)

and Proposition 2.2 (i) is therefore proved in view of (2.25).
2. Note from (2.11) and (2.20) that va(x) satisfies

−∆va + iα2
aΩ

(

x⊥ · ∇va
)

+
[α4

aΩ
2|x|2
4

+ α2
aVΩ(αa(x + y0))

]

va

=α2
aµava + a|va|2va in R

2.

(2.27)

Similar to (2.35) below, by the comparison principle one can derive from (2.23) and (2.27) that
as a ր a∗,

|va(x)| ≤ Ce−
2
3
|x| in R

2. (2.28)

It remains to prove the uniformly exponential decay of |∇va| as a ր a∗. Towards this aim,

denoting ∂jva(x) :=
∂va(x)
∂xj

(j = 1, 2), we follow from (2.27) that for j, l = 1, 2,

−∆∂jva + (−1)j+1α2
aΩi∂lva + iα2

aΩ(x
⊥ · ∇∂jva)

+
(α4

aΩ
2

4
|x|2 + α2

aVΩ(αa(x + y0))− α2
aµa − a|va|2

)

∂jva

+
[α4

aΩ
2

2
xj + α2

a

∂VΩ(αa(x + y0))

∂xj
− 2a(∂jva, va)

]

va = 0 in R
2, l 6= j,

where (f, g) = Re(f · ḡ) denotes the real part of f · ḡ. We then get that for l 6= j,

− 1

2
∆|∂jva|2 + |∇∂jva|2 + (−1)j+1α2

aΩ(i∂lva, ∂jva)− α2
aΩx

⊥ · (i∂jva,∇∂jva)

+
[α4

aΩ
2

4
|x|2 + α2

aVΩ(αa(x+ y0))− α2
aµa − a|va|2

]

|∂jva|2

+
(α4

aΩ
2

2
xj + α2

a

∂VΩ(αa(x+ y0))

∂xj

)

(va, ∂jva)− 2a(∂jva, va)
2 = 0 in R

2, j, l = 1, 2.

(2.29)
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By the inequality (2.4), we have

|∇∂jva|2 − α2
aΩx

⊥ · (i∂jva,∇∂jva) +
α4
aΩ

2

4
|x|2|∂jva|2 ≥ 0 in R2, j = 1, 2. (2.30)

Under the assumption (V ), we also obtain from (2.28) that for j = 1, 2,

∣

∣

∣

(α4
aΩ

2

2
xj + α2

a

∂VΩ(αa(x+ y0))

∂xj

)

(va, ∂jva)
∣

∣

∣

≤α4
aΩ

2

2

( |xj |2|va|2
2

+
|∂jva|2

2

)

+ α2
a

( |∂VΩ(αa(x+y0))
∂xj

|2|va|2

2
+

|∂jva|2
2

)

≤Cα2
ae

−|x| + Cα2
a|∂jva|2 in R

2,

and
(−α2

aµa − a|va|2)
(

|∂1va|2 + |∂2va|2
)

− 2a
[

(∂1va, va)
2 + (∂2va, va)

2
]

+ α2
aΩ(i∂2va, ∂1va)− α2

aΩ(i∂1va, ∂2va)

≥
(3

4
− 3a|va|2

)

(

|∂1va|2 + |∂2va|2
)

in R
2,

since −α2
aµa → 1 and α2

a → 0 as a ր a∗. Combining all above estimates, we get that as a ր a∗,

(

− 1

2
∆+

2

3
− 3a|va|2

)

|∇va|2 ≤ Ce−|x| in R
2. (2.31)

Because va is bounded uniformly in H1(R2), one can deduce from De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory
[34, Theorem 4.1] that

max
x∈B1(ξ)

|∇va(x)|2 ≤ C
(

∫

B2(ξ)

|∇va(x)|2dx+ ‖e−|x|‖L2(B2(ξ))

)

. (2.32)

Therefore, we derive from (2.23) and (2.32) that

|∇va(x)|2 ≤ C and lim
|x|→∞

|∇va(x)|2 = 0 as a ր a∗. (2.33)

Substituting (2.33) and (2.28) into (2.31) yields that as a ր a∗,

(

−∆+
4

3

)

|∇va(x)|2 ≤ Ce−|x| in R
2. (2.34)

Since 3Ce−|x| > 0 is a supersolution of (2.34) in the sense that

(

−∆+
4

3

)

(3Ce−|x|) ≥ Ce−|x| in R
2,

we have
(

−∆+
4

3

)

(

|∇va(x)|2 − 3Ce−|x|) ≤ 0 in R
2 as a ր a∗.

Note from (2.33) that lim|x|→∞(|∇va(x)|2 − 3Ce−|x|) = 0 as a ր a∗. We then deduce from the
comparison principle that as a ր a∗,

|∇va(x)|2 ≤ 3Ce−|x| in R
2, (2.35)

and the gradient estimate of (2.24) hence holds.

Employing the non-degeneracy (2.7) of the linearized operator L, we next establish the fol-
lowing refined L∞−uniform estimates of the imaginary part Ia for va:
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Lemma 2.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let Ia be defined by (2.20). Then we have

|Ia(x)| ≤ C21(αa)e
− 1

4
|x|, |∇Ia(x)| ≤ C22(αa)e

− 1
8
|x| uniformly in R

2 as a ր a∗, (2.36)

where the constants C21(αa) > 0 and C22(αa) > 0 satisfy

C21(αa) = o(α2
a) and C22(αa) = o(α2

a) as a ր a∗. (2.37)

Proof. Denote the operator

La := −∆+
α4
aΩ

2|x|2
4

+ α2
aVΩ(αa(x+ y0))− α2

aµa − a|va|2. (2.38)

Following (2.22) and (2.27), the imaginary part Ia of va satisfies

LaIa(x) = −α2
aΩ

(

x⊥ · ∇Ra

)

in R
2,

∫

R2

Ia(x)w(x)dx = 0. (2.39)

We first claim that as a ր a∗,
∣

∣α2
aΩ

(

x⊥ · ∇Ra

)∣

∣ ≤ C(αa)e
− 1

4
|x| uniformly in R2, (2.40)

where the constant C(αa) > 0 satisfies C(αa) = o(α2
a) as a ր a∗. Actually, since (x⊥ · ∇w) ≡ 0

in R2, for any fixed large R > 0, one can obtain from (2.3) and (2.24) that

∣

∣

∣
x⊥ · ∇

(

Ra −
w√
a∗

)∣

∣

∣
≤ Ce−

R
8 e−

1
4
|x| in R

2/BR(0). (2.41)

On the other hand, we get from (2.24) that va and (x⊥ · ∇va) are bounded uniformly in
L∞(

BR+1(0)
)

. Applying the Lp estimate (cf. [26, Theorem 9.11]) to (2.27) yields that va is

bounded uniformly in W 2,q
(

BR(0)
)

for any q > 2. Since the embedding W 2,q
(

BR(0)
)

→֒
C1

(

BR(0)
)

is compact (cf. [26, Theorem 7.26]), there exist a subsequence {vak
} of {va} and

w0(x) ∈ H1
(

BR(0)
)

such that

vak
(x) → w0(x) uniformly in C1

(

BR(0)
)

as ak ր a∗.

By the convergence (2.23) and the uniqueness of w, we conclude that w0(x) ≡ w(x)√
a∗

in BR(0) and

the above convergence hence holds for the whole sequence, i.e.,

va(x) →
w√
a∗

uniformly in C1
(

BR(0)
)

as a ր a∗. (2.42)

Since R > 0 is arbitrary, we deduce from (2.41) and (2.42) that the claim (2.40) holds true.
We next follow (2.40) to prove (2.36) and (2.37). Multiplying (2.39) by Ia and integrating

over R2, we get from (2.40) that

∫

R2

(LaIa)Iadx = −α2
aΩ

∫

R2

(x⊥ · ∇Ra)Iadx = o(α2
a)‖Ia‖L2(R2) as a ր a∗. (2.43)

Following (2.7) and (2.23), since
∫

R2 Iawdx = 0, we also have

∫

R2

(LaIa)Iadx ≥
∫

R2

{

(LIa)Ia −
(

1 + α2
aµa

)

I2a −
(

a|va|2 − w2
)

I2a

}

dx

=

∫

R2

(LIa)Iadx+ o(1)

∫

R2

I2adx ≥ ρ

2
‖Ia‖2H1(R2) as a ր a∗,

(2.44)

where the constant ρ > 0, independent of 0 < a < a∗, is given by (2.7). Hence, we obtain from
(2.43) and (2.44) that

‖Ia‖H1(R2) = o(α2
a) as a ր a∗. (2.45)
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On the other hand, we derive from (2.39) that |Ia|2 satisfies

[

− 1

2
∆+

(α4
aΩ

2

4
|x|2 + α2

aVΩ(αa(x+ y0))− µaα
2
a − a|va|2

)]

|Ia|2 + |∇Ia|2

=− α2
aΩ(x

⊥ · ∇Ra)Ia in R
2,

which implies that

− 1

2
∆|Ia|2 − µaα

2
a|Ia|2 − a|va|2|Ia|2 ≤ −α2

aΩ(x
⊥ · ∇Ra)Ia in R

2. (2.46)

Following De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory again (cf. [34, Theorem 4.1]), it follows from (2.46) that
for any ξ ∈ R2,

sup
x∈B1(ξ)

|Ia(x)|2 ≤ C
(

‖Ia‖2L2(B2(ξ))
+ ‖α2

aΩ(x
⊥ · ∇Ra)Ia‖L2(B2(ξ))

)

. (2.47)

Applying Proposition 2.2, we then deduce from (2.40), (2.45) and (2.47) that

‖Ia‖L∞(R2) = o(α2
a) as a ր a∗, (2.48)

and hence
∣

∣

∣
a|va|2Ia − α2

aΩ(x
⊥ · ∇Ra)

∣

∣

∣
≤ C0(αa)e

− 1
4
|x| uniformly in R2 as a ր a∗, (2.49)

where the constant C0(αa) > 0 satisfies C0(αa) = o(α2
a) as a ր a∗. Applying the comparison

principle to (2.46), we further get from (2.48) and (2.49) that

|Ia(x)| ≤ C1(αa)e
− 1

4
|x| uniformly in R2 as a ր a∗,

where the constant C1(αa) > 0 satisfies C1(αa) = o(α2
a) as a ր a∗. Moreover, applying gradient

estimates (see (3.15) in [26]) to the equation (2.39), we conclude from above that the gradient
estimate of (2.36) and (2.37) holds true, which therefore completes the proof of Lemma 2.3.

3 Analysis of the linearized problem (3.8)

Following the L∞−uniform estimates of previous section, this section is concerned with the analy-
sis of the linearized problem (3.8) defined below. In order to prove Theorem 1.1, by contradiction
we first suppose that up to a constant phase, there exist two different minimizers u1,a and u2,a

of eF (a) as a ր a∗, in the sense that u1,a 6≡ u2,ae
iθ for any constant phase θ = θ(a) ∈ [0, 2π).

Recall that αa > 0 is defined by (2.12), and y0 ∈ R2 denotes the unique non-degenerate
critical point of H(y). We then define for j = 1, 2,

ũj,a(x) := αauj,a(αa(x+ y0))e
−i(

α2
aΩ

2
x·y⊥

0 )eiϕj,a = Rj,a(x) + iIj,a(x), (3.1)

where Rj,a(x) and Ij,a(x) denote the real and imaginary parts of ũj,a(x), respectively, and the
constant phase ϕj,a ∈ [0, 2π) can be chosen properly such that

∫

R2

w(x)Ij,a(x)dx = 0, j = 1, 2. (3.2)

We remark that (3.2) makes sense in view of (2.21) and the following fact: it yields from Propo-
sition 2.2 that ũj,a(x) satisfies for j = 1, 2,

lim
aրa∗

ũj,a(x) =
w(x)√
a∗

strongly in L∞(R2,C) ∩H1(R2,C). (3.3)
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Note from (2.11) and (3.1) that ũj,a(x) satisfies the equation

−∆ũj,a(x) + iα2
aΩ(x

⊥ · ∇ũj,a) +
[α4

aΩ
2|x|2
4

+ α2
aVΩ(αa(x+ y0))

]

ũj,a(x)

= α2
aµj,aũj,a(x) + a|ũj,a|2ũj,a(x) in R

2, j = 1, 2.

(3.4)

Applying (3.2)-(3.4), we have the following estimates:

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let Ij,a(x) be defined by (3.1) for j = 1, 2.
Then Ij,a(x) satisfies for j = 1, 2,

|Ij,a(x)| ≤ Cj1(αa)e
− 1

4
|x| and |∇Ij,a(x)| ≤ Cj2(αa)e

− 1
8
|x| uniformly in R

2 as a ր a∗, (3.5)

where the constants Cj1(αa) > 0 and Cj2(αa) > 0 satisfy

Cj1(αa) = o(α2
a) and Cj2(αa) = o(α2

a) as a ր a∗. (3.6)

Since Lemma 3.1 can be established in the similar approach of proving Lemma 2.3, we omit
the detailed proof for simplicity. We next define the following difference function:

ηa(x) :=
ũ2,a(x)− ũ1,a(x)

‖ũ2,a(x) − ũ1,a(x)‖L∞(R2)
= η1,a(x) + iη2,a(x), (3.7)

where η1,a(x) and η2,a(x) denote the real and imaginary parts of ηa(x), respectively. By the
definition of ηa(x), we deduce from (3.4) that ηa(x) satisfies

−∆ηa + iα2
aΩ(x

⊥ · ∇ηa) + α2
aVΩ(αa(x+ y0))ηa +

α4
aΩ

2|x|2
4

ηa

= α2
aµ1,aηa −

ũ2,a

2

∫

R2

f̃a(|ũ1,a|2 + |ũ2,a|2)dx+ f̃aũ1,a + a|ũ2,a|2ηa in R
2,

(3.8)

where f̃a is defined by

f̃a(x) : = a
|ũ2,a(x)|2 − |ũ1,a(x)|2
‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

= a
[

η1,a
(

R1,a +R2,a

)

+ η2,a
(

I1,a + I2,a
)

]

. (3.9)

We next study the estimates of ηa(x) as a ր a∗.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose ηa(x) is defined by (3.7), then there exists a constant C > 0, independent
of 0 < a < a∗, such that

|ηa(x)| ≤ Ce−
2
3
|x| and |∇ηa(x)| ≤ Ce−

1
2
|x| uniformly in R2 as a ր a∗. (3.10)

Proof. We first address the estimate of ηa(x) as a ր a∗. Following (3.8), we have

− 1

2
∆|ηa|2 + |∇ηa|2 − α2

aΩx
⊥ · (iηa,∇ηa) +

[

α2
aVΩ(αa(x + y0)) +

α4
aΩ

2|x|2
4

]

|ηa|2

= α2
aµ1,a|ηa|2 −

(ũ2,a, ηa)

2

∫

R2

f̃a(|ũ1,a|2 + |ũ2,a|2)dx

+ (f̃aũ1,a, ηa) + a|ũ2,a|2|ηa|2 in R
2.

(3.11)

Using the diamagnetic inequality (2.4), we obtain that

|∇ηa|2 − α2
aΩx

⊥ · (iηa,∇ηa) +
α4
aΩ

2|x|2
4

|ηa|2 ≥ 0 in R
2. (3.12)

By the definition of f̃a, we also get from Proposition 2.2 that there exists a constant C > 0 such
that

‖f̃a‖L∞(R2) ≤ C and
∣

∣

∣

∫

R2

f̃a(|ũ1,a|2 + |ũ2,a|2)dx
∣

∣

∣
≤ C. (3.13)
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Consequently, we obtain from Proposition 2.2 that
∣

∣

∣
− (ũ2,a, ηa)

2

∫

R2

f̃a(|ũ1,a|2 + |ũ2,a|2)dx+ (f̃aũ1,a, ηa)
∣

∣

∣

≤ 2δ|ηa|2 + C(δ)|ũ2,a|2 + C(δ)|f̃a|2|ũ1,a|2

≤ 2δ|ηa|2 + C(δ)e−
4
3
|x| in R

2,

(3.14)

where δ > 0 is a small constant and C(δ) > 0 depends only on δ. Recall that −α2
aµ1,a → 1 as

a ր a∗ in view of Lemma 2.1. Setting δ = 1
16 , we then deduce from (3.11)-(3.14) that as a ր a∗,

−1

2
∆|ηa|2 +

3

4
|ηa|2 ≤ Ce−

4
3
|x| in R

2,

where Proposition 2.2 is used again. By the comparison principle, we conclude from above that
there exists a constant C > 0, independent of 0 < a < a∗, such that as a ր a∗,

|ηa(x)| ≤ Ce−
2
3
|x| uniformly in R

2, (3.15)

which implies that the estimate (3.10) of ηa(x) holds true.
We next prove the estimate of |∇ηa| as a ր a∗. Actually, note from (3.8) and (3.13) that as

a ր a∗,
∫

R2

|∇ηa|2dx ≤
∫

R2

{

|∇ηa|2 +
[

α2
aVΩ(αa(x + y0)) +

α4
aΩ

2|x|2
4

− α2
aµ1,a

]

|ηa|2
}

dx

=

∫

R2

{

α2
aΩx⊥ · (iηa,∇ηa) + (f̃aũ1,a, ηa) + a|ũ2,a|2|ηa|2

}

dx

−
∫

R2

(ũ2,a, ηa)

2
dx

∫

R2

f̃a(|ũ1,a|2 + |ũ2,a|2)dx

≤
∫

R2

{1

2
|∇ηa|2 +

α4
aΩ

2|x|2
2

|ηa|2
}

dx+ C

≤ 1

2

∫

R2

|∇ηa|2dx+ C,

where the estimate (3.15) is also used. Following the above estimate, there exists a constant
C > 0 such that as a ր a∗,

‖∇ηa(x)‖L2(R2) ≤ C. (3.16)

For convenience, we now denote

∂jηa :=
∂ηa(x)

∂xj
, Va(x) := α2

aVΩ(αa(x+ y0)) +
α4
aΩ

2|x|2
4

,

Fa(x) := − ũ2,a

2

∫

R2

f̃a(|ũ1,a|2 + |ũ2,a|2)dx+ f̃aũ1,a.

It follows from (3.8) that for j, l = 1, 2,

−∆∂jηa + iα2
aΩ(x

⊥ · ∇∂jηa) + (−1)j+1i∂lηa + Va(x)∂jηa +
∂Va

∂xj
ηa

= α2
aµ1,a∂jηa +

∂Fa

∂xj
+ a|ũ2,a|2∂jηa + a

∂|ũ2,a|2
∂xj

ηa in R
2, j 6= l.

This further implies that for j, l = 1, 2,

− 1

2
∆|∂jηa|2 + |∇∂jηa|2 − α2

aΩx
⊥ · (i∂jηa,∇∂jηa)

+ (−1)j+1(i∂lηa, ∂jηa) + Va(x)|∂jηa|2 +
∂Va

∂xj
(ηa, ∂jηa)

= α2
aµ1,a|∂jηa|2 +

(∂Fa

∂xj
, ∂jηa

)

+ a|ũ2,a|2|∂jηa|2 + a
∂|ũ2,a|2
∂xj

(ηa, ∂jηa) in R
2, j 6= l.

(3.17)
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Applying the comparison principle, we follow (3.15)–(3.17) to finish the proof as follows:
By Cauchy’s inequality, we get that

α2
aΩx

⊥ · (i∂jηa,∇∂jηa) ≤
α4
aΩ

2|x|2
4

|∂jηa|2 + |∇∂jηa|2 in R
2. (3.18)

Under the assumption (V ), we obtain from (2.24) and (3.15) that

∂Va

∂xj
(ηa, ∂jηa) ≤ δ|∂jηa|2 + C(δ)

∣

∣

∣

∂Va

∂xj

∣

∣

∣

2

|ηa|2

≤ δ|∂jηa|2 + C(δ)e−|x| in R
2,

(3.19)

and

a
∂|u2,a|2
∂xj

(ηa, ∂jηa) ≤ δ|∂jηa|2 + C(δ)a2
∣

∣

∣

∂|ũ2,a|2
∂xj

∣

∣

∣

2

|ηa|2

≤ δ|∂jηa|2 + C(δ)e−|x| in R
2,

(3.20)

where δ > 0 is a small constant and C(δ) > 0 depends only on δ. Similarly, one can derive from
(3.9) and (3.13) that

(∂Fa

∂xj
, ∂jηa

)

≤ 2δ|∂jηa|2 + C(δ)
(∣

∣

∣

∂ũ2,a

∂xj

∣

∣

∣

2

+
∣

∣

∣

∂ũ1,a

∂xj

∣

∣

∣

2)

+
(∂f̃a
∂xj

ũ1,a, ∂jηa

)

≤ 3δ|∂jηa|2 + C(δ)e−|x| + Ce−|x||∂jηa|2 in R
2,

(3.21)

where the estimates (2.24) and (3.16) are also used. Moreover, since −α2
aµ1,a → 1 as a ր a∗, we

get that as a ր a∗,

− α2
aµ1,a(|∂1ηa|2 + |∂2ηa|2) + α2

a(i∂2ηa, ∂1ηa)− α2
a(i∂1ηa, ∂2ηa)

≥ (−α2
aµ1,a − α2

a)(|∂1ηa|2 + |∂2ηa|2) ≥
3

4
(|∂1ηa|2 + |∂2ηa|2).

(3.22)

Following (3.18)–(3.22) with δ = 1
60 , we conclude from (3.17) that as a ր a∗,

− 1

2
∆|∇ηa|2 +

2

3
|∇ηa|2 − Ce−|x||∇ηa|2 ≤ Ce−|x| in R

2. (3.23)

Applying De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory again, we then deduce from (3.23) that for any ξ ∈ R2,

max
x∈B1(ξ)

|∇ηa(x)|2 ≤ C
(

∫

B2(ξ)

|∇ηa(x)|2dx+ ‖e−|x|‖L2(B2(ξ))

)

as a ր a∗.

Applying (3.16), we thus obtain from above that as a ր a∗,

‖∇ηa(x)‖L∞(R2) ≤ C and lim
|x|→∞

|∇ηa(x)| = 0. (3.24)

Following (3.24), we derive from (3.23) that as a ր a∗,

−1

2
∆|∇ηa|2 +

2

3
|∇ηa|2 ≤ Ce−|x||∇ηa|2 + Ce−|x| ≤ Ce−|x| in R

2,

from which the desired estimate (3.10) of |∇ηa| can be proved by the comparison principle. This
completes the proof of Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose ηa(x) is defined by (3.7). Then there exist a subsequence of {ηa} (still
denoted by {ηa}) and some constants b0, b1 and b2 such that

ηa(x) = b0
(

w + x · ∇w
)

+
2

∑

j=1

bj
∂w

∂xj
+Ma(x) uniformly in R

2 as a ր a∗, (3.25)
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where the lower order term Ma(x) satisfies

|Ma(x)| ≤ CM (αa)e
− 1

2
|x|, |∇Ma(x)| ≤ CM (αa)e

− 1
4
|x| uniformly in R

2 as a ր a∗ (3.26)

for some constant CM (αa) > 0 satisfying CM (αa) = o(1) as a ր a∗.

Proof. We first claim that there exist a subsequence of {ηa} (still denoted by {ηa}) and b0, b1
and b2 such that

ηa(x) → b0
(

w + x · ∇w
)

+
2

∑

j=1

bj
∂w

∂xj
uniformly in C1

loc(R
2,C) as a ր a∗. (3.27)

Indeed, we note from Lemma 3.2 that the term (x⊥ · ∇ηa) is bounded uniformly and decays
exponentially for sufficiently large |x| as a ր a∗. By the standard elliptic regularity (cf. [26]),
it then follows from (3.8) and (3.13) that ηa ∈ C1,α

loc (R
2,C) and ‖ηa‖C1,α

loc
(R2,C) ≤ C uniformly as

a ր a∗ for some α ∈ (0, 1). By the equation (3.8), this implies that there exists a subsequence of
{ηa} (still denoted by {ηa}) such that ηa = η1,a + iη2,a → η0 = η1 + iη2 ∈ H1(R2,C) uniformly
in C1

loc(R
2,C) as a ր a∗, where η0 is a weak solution of

−∆η0 + η0 − 2w2η1 − w2η0 = −
( 2

a∗

∫

R2

w3η1dx
)

w in R
2,

which further implies that (η1, η2) satisfies the following system











−∆η1 + η1 − 3w2η1 = −
( 2

a∗

∫

R2

w3η1dx
)

w in R
2,

−∆η2 + η2 − w2η2 = 0 in R
2.

(3.28)

Notice from (3.2) and (3.7) that
∫

R2 w(x)η2,a(x)dx ≡ 0, which further gives that
∫

R2 w(x)η2(x)dx =
0, in view of the fact that η2,a → η2 in C1

loc(R
2) as a ր a∗. Since

(−∆+ 1− 3w2)(w + x · ∇w) = −2w,

we conclude from (2.6), (2.9) and (3.28) that there exist some constants b0, b1 and b2 such that

η1 = b0(w + x · ∇w) +

2
∑

i=1

bi
∂w

∂xi
and η2 ≡ 0 in R

2,

and the claim (3.27) is therefore proved.
On the other hand, for any fixed sufficiently large R > 0, we derive from (2.3) and (3.10) that

as a ր a∗,

∣

∣

∣
ηa(x)−

[

b0
(

w + x · ∇w
)

+

2
∑

j=1

bj
∂w

∂xj

]
∣

∣

∣
≤ Ce−

1
12

Re−
1
2
|x| in R2/BR(0), (3.29)

and

∣

∣

∣
∇ηa(x)−∇

[

b0
(

w + x · ∇w
)

+
2

∑

j=1

bj
∂w

∂xj

]∣

∣

∣
≤ Ce−

1
4
Re−

1
4
|x| in R2/BR(0). (3.30)

Since R > 0 is arbitrary, together with (3.27), we conclude from (3.29) and (3.30) that (3.26)
holds true, which completes the proof of Lemma 3.3.

Based on Lemma 3.3, we next establish the following refined estimate of ηa as a ր a∗.
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Proposition 3.4. Suppose {ηa} is the subsequence obtained in Lemma 3.3. Then the imaginary
part η2,a of ηa satisfies

η2,a(x) =
α2
aΩ

2

(

− b1x2 + b2x1

)

w(x) + Ea(x) uniformly in R
2 as a ր a∗, (3.31)

where (x1, x2) = x ∈ R2, the constants b1 and b2 are as in Lemma 3.3, and the lower order term
Ea(x) satisfies

|Ea(x)| ≤ CE(αa)e
− 1

8
|x|, |∇Ea(x)| ≤ CE(αa)e

− 1
16

|x| uniformly in R
2 as a ր a∗ (3.32)

for some constant CE(αa) > 0 satisfying CE(αa) = o(α2
a) as a ր a∗.

Proof. We first get from (3.8) that

L2,aη2,a = −α2
aΩ(x

⊥ · ∇η1,a)−
I2,a
2

∫

R2

f̃a(|ũ1,a|2 + |ũ2,a|2)dx + f̃aI1,a in R
2, (3.33)

where f̃a is defined by (3.9) and Lj,a is defined for j = 1, 2,

Lj,a := −∆+ α2
aVΩ(αa(x+ y0)) +

α4
aΩ

2|x|2
4

− α2
aµj,a − a|ũj,a|2. (3.34)

Set

Ga(x) := −I2,a
2

∫

R2

f̃a(|ũ1,a|2 + |ũ2,a|2)dx+ f̃aI1,a.

We then get from (3.25) and (3.33) that η2,a satisfies

L2,aη2,a = −α2
aΩ

[

− b1
∂w

∂x2
+ b2

∂w

∂x1
+Re(x⊥ · ∇Ma)

]

+Ga(x) in R
2,

∫

R2

η2,awdx = 0, (3.35)

where (3.2) is used and Re(·) denotes the real part. Here the constants b1 and b2 are as in Lemma
3.3. Note that − 1

2xjw(x) is the unique solution of the following equation:

−∆u+ u− w2u =
∂w

∂xj
,

∫

R2

uwdx = 0, j = 1, 2. (3.36)

Denote

Ea(x) := η2,a(x)−
α2
aΩ

2

(

− b1x2 + b2x1

)

w(x).

Applying (3.36), we thus obtain from (3.35) that Ea(x) satisfies

L2,aEa(x) =
α2
aΩ

2
(L − L2,a)

[

(−b1x2 + b2x1)w
]

− α2
aΩRe(x⊥ · ∇Ma) +Ga(x) in R

2, (3.37)

and
∫

R2

Ea(x)w(x)dx = 0, (3.38)

where the operator L is defined by (2.5).
We now estimate the right hand side of (3.37). By the definition of L2,a in (3.34), we have

α2
aΩ

2

∣

∣(L2,a − L)
[

(−b1x2 + b2x1)w
]∣

∣ ≤ C(αa)e
− 1

4
|x| uniformly in R2 as a ր a∗.

where C(αa) > 0 satisfies
C(αa) = o(α2

a) as a ր a∗. (3.39)

Applying Lemma 3.3 for the estimate of ∇Ma, we also obtain that
∣

∣Re(α2
aΩx

⊥ · ∇Ma)
∣

∣ ≤ C(αa)e
− 1

8
|x| uniformly in R2 as a ր a∗,
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where C(αa) > 0 also satisfies (3.39). Moreover, it follows from Lemma 3.1 and (3.13) that

|Ga(x)| ≤ C(αa)e
− 1

4
|x| uniformly in R2 as a ր a∗,

where C(αa) > 0 satisfies (3.39) again. Following above estimates, we deduce from (3.37) that

∣

∣L2,aEa(x)
∣

∣ =
∣

∣

∣

α2
aΩ

2
(L2,a − L)

[

(−b1x2 + b2x1)w
]

−Re(α2
aΩx

⊥ · ∇Ma) +Ga(x)
∣

∣

∣

≤ C(αa)e
− 1

8
|x| uniformly in R2 as a ր a∗,

(3.40)

where C(αa) > 0 satisfies (3.39). By the same argument of Lemma 2.3, Proposition 3.4 is
therefore complete in view of (3.37), (3.38) and (3.40).

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

As outlined in the introduction, in this section we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem
1.1 on the local uniqueness of minimizers for eF (a) as a ր a∗.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By contradiction, suppose that, up to a constant phase, there exist
two different minimizers u1,a and u2,a of eF (a) as a ր a∗. This means that u1,a 6≡ u2,ae

iθ for
any constant phase θ = θ(a) ∈ [0, 2π). Recall that ũj,a := Rj,a(x) + iIj,a(x) defined by (3.1)
satisfies the following equation

−∆ũj,a(x) + iα2
aΩ(x

⊥ · ∇ũj,a) +
[α4

aΩ
2|x|2
4

+ α2
aVΩ

(

αa(x+ y0)
)

]

ũj,a(x)

= α2
aµj,aũj,a(x) + a|ũj,a|2ũj,a(x) in R

2, j = 1, 2,

(4.1)

where µj,a ∈ R satisfies

µj,a = eF (a)−
a

2α2
a

∫

R2

|ũj,a|4dx. (4.2)

Thus, the real part Rj,a(x) of ũj,a(x) satisfies

−∆Rj,a(x) − α2
aΩ(x

⊥ · ∇Ij,a) +
[α4

aΩ
2|x|2
4

+ α2
aVΩ

(

αa(x+ y0)
)

]

Rj,a(x)

= α2
aµj,aRj,a(x) + a|ũj,a|2Rj,a(x) in R

2, j = 1, 2.

(4.3)

Applying (4.2), one can derive from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3 that as a ր a∗,

α2
a(µ2,a − µ1,a)

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

= −a

2

∫

R2

[

η1,a(R1,a +R2,a) + η2,a(I1,a + I2,a)
]

·
(

|ũ2,a|2 + |ũ1,a|2
)

dx

= − 2a

(a∗)3/2

∫

R2

[

b0
(

w + x · ∇w
)

+
2

∑

j=1

bj
∂w

∂xj

]

w3dx+ o(1) = b0O(1) + o(1),

(4.4)

where the constants b0, b1 and b2 are as in (3.25).
We next prove bi = 0 for (4.4), where i = 0, 1, 2. Our main idea is to derive the linear

equations of bi through Pohozaev identities of Rj,a satisfying (4.3), where i = 0, 1, 2 and j = 1, 2.
More precisely, we shall first construct Pohozaev identities of Rj,a, which are involved with the
homogeneous potential h(x) and the terms produced by the rotation. Applying Lemma 3.1 and
Proposition 3.4, we shall prove that the terms produced by the rotation are lower order as a ր a∗,
which then yield the quantitative relationships between η1 satisfying (3.28) and the homogeneous
potential h(x). Inserting (3.25) into those quantitative relationships, we further obtain the linear
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equations of bi, from which we shall finally derive that bi = 0 for i = 0, 1, 2 under some suitable
assumptions on h(x). We now carry out the above idea by the following three steps:

Step 1. We claim that the constants b0, b1 and b2 defined in (3.25) satisfy the following equations:

b0

∫

R2

∂h(x+ y0)

∂xl
(x · ∇w2)dx +

2
∑

j=1

bj

∫

R2

∂h(x+ y0)

∂xl

∂w2

∂xj
dx = 0, l = 1, 2. (4.5)

The intuition behind (4.5) is as follows: one can obtain the relationship between the homogeneous
potential h(x) and the coefficients b0, b1 and b2 by constructing Pohozaev identities; Moreover, if
one can further obtain that b0 = 0 (see Step 2 below), then it implies from (4.5) that b1 = b2 = 0
under the non-degeneracy assumption of the critical point y0 for H(y).

To prove the above claim (4.5), we first multiply the equation (4.3) by
∂Rj,a(x)

∂xl
to get that

−∆Rj,a(x)
∂Rj,a(x)

∂xl
− α2

aΩ(x
⊥ · ∇Ij,a)

∂Rj,a(x)

∂xl

+
1

2

[α4
aΩ

2|x|2
4

+ α2
aVΩ

(

αa(x+ y0)
)

]∂|Rj,a|2
∂xl

=
1

2

(

α2
aµj,a + a|ũj,a|2

)∂|Rj,a|2
∂xl

in R
2, j, l = 1, 2.

(4.6)

Following the exponential decay (2.24), we calculate that for j = 1, 2,

−
∫

R2

∆Rj,a
∂Rj,a(x)

∂xl
dx = − lim

R→∞

∫

BR(0)

∆Rj,a
∂Rj,a(x)

∂xl
dx

= − lim
R→∞

∫

∂BR(0)

(∂Rj,a(x)

∂ν

∂Rj,a(x)

∂xl
− 1

2
|∇Rj,a|2νl

)

dS = 0,

where ν = (ν1, ν2) denotes the outward unit of ∂BR(0). Similarly, we have
∫

R2

|ũj,a|2
∂|Rj,a|2
∂xl

dx =

∫

R2

(R2
j,a + I2j,a)

∂|Rj,a|2
∂xl

dx =

∫

R2

I2j,a
∂|Rj,a|2
∂xl

dx,

and

1

2

∫

R2

[α4
aΩ

2|x|2
4

+ α2
aVΩ(αa(x+ y0))

]∂|Rj,a|2
∂xl

= −
∫

R2

1

2

[α4
aΩ

2xl

2
+ α2

a

∂VΩ

(

αa(x+ y0)
)

∂xl

]

R2
j,a,

where (x1, x2) = x ∈ R2. We then derive from (4.6) that for l = 1, 2,
∫

R2

1

2

[α4
aΩ

2xl

2
+ α2

a

∂VΩ

(

αa(x+ y0)
)

∂xl

]

R2
j,a

= −
∫

R2

α2
aΩ(x

⊥ · ∇Ij,a)
∂Rj,a(x)

∂xl
−
∫

R2

a

2
|Ij,a|2

∂|Rj,a|2
∂xl

dx, j = 1, 2.

(E)j

Following the above identity (E)j for j = 1, 2, we calculate

(E)2 − (E)1
‖ũ2,a(x) − ũ1,a(x)‖L∞(R2)

, (4.7)

which then yields from (3.1) and (3.7) that
∫

R2

α2
a

2

∂VΩ

(

αa(x+ y0)
)

∂xl
(R2,a +R1,a)η1,a

=−
∫

R2

α4
aΩ

2xl

4
(R2,a + R1,a)η1,a −

∫

R2

{

α2
aΩ(x

⊥ · ∇η2,a)
∂R2,a(x)

∂xl
+ α2

aΩ(x
⊥ · ∇I1,a)

∂η1,a
∂xl

}

−
∫

R2

a

2
η2,a(I1,a + I2,a)

∂|R2,a|2
∂xl

−
∫

R2

a

2
|I1,a|2

∂
[

η1,a(R1,a +R2,a)
]

∂xl
.

(4.8)
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We next prove (4.5) by estimating all terms of (4.8).
Following Lemma 3.3, we get that as a ր a∗,

−
∫

R2

α4
aΩ

2xl

4
(R2,a +R1,a)η1,adx

=− α4
aΩ

2

2
√
a∗

∫

R2

xlw
[

b0(w + x · ∇w) +
2

∑

j=1

bj
∂w

∂xj

]

dx+ o(α4
a)

=− α4
aΩ

2

4
√
a∗

∫

R2

blxl
∂w2

∂xl
dx+ o(α4

a)

=

√
a∗Ω2blα

4
a

4
+ o(α4

a), l = 1, 2.

(4.9)

Similarly, we derive from Proposition 3.4 that as a ր a∗,

− α2
aΩ

∫

R2

x⊥ · ∇η2,a(x)
∂R2,a(x)

∂xl
dx

=
Ω2α4

a

2
√
a∗

∫

R2

x⊥ · ∇
[

(b1x2 − b2x1)w(x)
]∂w(x)

∂xl
dx+ o(α4

a)

=
Ω2α4

a

2
√
a∗

∫

R2

[

(b1x1 + b2x2)w(x)
]∂w(x)

∂xl
dx+ o(α4

a)

=−
√
a∗Ω2blα

4
a

4
+ o(α4

a), l = 1, 2.

(4.10)

Applying Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.4, we also deduce that as a ր a∗,
∫

R2

α2
aΩ

(

x⊥ · ∇I1,a
)∂η1,a
∂xl

dx = o(α4
a), (4.11)

and
∫

R2

a

2
η2,a(I1,a + I2,a)

∂|R2,a|2
∂xl

dx = o(α4
a),

∫

R2

a

2
|I1,a|2

∂
[

η1,a(R1,a +R2,a)
]

∂xl
dx = o(α4

a). (4.12)

Under the assumption (V ), we finally conclude from (4.8)–(4.12) that as a ր a∗,

o(α4
a) =

∫

R2

α2
a

2

∂VΩ

(

αa(x + y0)
)

∂xl
(R2,a +R1,a)η1,adx

=
α2+p
a

2

∫

R2

∂h(x+ y0)

∂xl
(R2,a +R1,a)η1,adx+ o(α2+p

a )

=
α2+p
a√
a∗

∫

R2

∂h(x+ y0)

∂xl
w
[

b0(w + x · ∇w) +

2
∑

j=1

bj
∂w

∂xj

]

dx+ o(α2+p
a )

=
α2+p
a

2
√
a∗

∫

R2

∂h(x+ y0)

∂xl

[

b0(x · ∇w2) +

2
∑

j=1

bj
∂w2

∂xj

]

dx + o(α2+p
a ), l = 1, 2,

(4.13)

where we have used the fact that y0 is the unique critical point of H(y). This further implies
that the claim (4.5) holds true.

Step 2. The constant b0 = 0 in (3.25).

Multiplying the equation (4.3) by (x · ∇Rj,a), we have for j = 1, 2,

−∆Rj,a(x · ∇Rj,a)− α2
aΩ(x

⊥ · ∇Ij,a)(x · ∇Rj,a)

=
[

α2
aµj,a −

α4
aΩ

2|x|4
4

− α2
aVΩ

(

αa(x + y0)
)

]

Rj,a(x · ∇Rj,a)

+ a|ũj,a|2Rj,a(x · ∇Rj,a) in R2.

(4.14)
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Using the integration by parts, we note from (2.24) that for j = 1, 2,

Aj,a : = −
∫

R2

∆Rj,a(x · ∇Rj,a)dx

= − limR→∞

∫

∂BR(0)

[∂Rj,a

∂ν
(x · ∇Rj,a)− (x · ν)|∇R̂j,a|2

]

dS

= 0,

Bj,a : =

∫

R2

[

α2
aµj,a −

α4
aΩ

2|x|2
4

− α2
aVΩ

(

αa(x+ y0)
)

]

Rj,a(x · ∇Rj,a)

= −
∫

R2

R2
j,a

[

α2
aµj,a −

α4
aΩ

2|x|2
2

− α2
aVΩ

(

αa(x + y0)
)

− α2
a

2
x · ∇xVΩ

(

αa(x+ y0)
)

]

,

and

Cj,a : = a

∫

R2

|ũj,a|2Rj,a(x · ∇Rj,a)

=
a

4

∫

R2

(x · ∇R4
j,a) +

a

2

∫

R2

I2j,a(x · ∇R2
j,a)

= −a

2

∫

R2

R4
j,a +

a

2

∫

R2

I2j,a(x · ∇R2
j,a).

Therefore, we derive from above that

(D2,a −D1,a)

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)
=

(B2,a − B1,a) + (C2,a − C1,a)

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)
, (4.15)

where Dj,a is defined by

Dj,a := −
∫

R2

α2
aΩ(x

⊥ · ∇Ij,a)(x · ∇Rj,a), j = 1, 2.

We next estimate the terms containing Dj,a and Bj,a of (4.15) as follows.
As for the term containing Dj,a, applying Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, we infer from Proposition 3.4

that as a ր a∗,

D2,a −D1,a

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

= −α2
a

∫

R2

Ω
(

x⊥ · ∇η2,a
)

(x · ∇R2,a)− α2
a

∫

R2

Ω
(

x⊥ · ∇I1,a
)

(x · ∇η1,a)

= −α2
a

∫

R2

Ω
(

x⊥ · ∇η2,a
)

[

x ·
(

∇ w√
a∗

)

+ x · ∇
(

R2,a −
w√
a∗

)]

+ o(α4
a)

= α2
a

Ω√
a∗

∫

R2

[x⊥ · ∇
(

x · ∇w
)

]η2,a + o(α4
a) = o(α4

a),

(4.16)

where (3.1) and (3.7) are also used. As for the term containing Bj,a, we obtain from the assump-
tion (V ) that as a ր a∗,

B2,a −B1,a

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞

=

∫

R2

[α4
aΩ

2|x|2
2

+ α2
aVΩ

(

αa(x+ y0)
)

+
α2
a

2
(x+ y0) · ∇xVΩ

(

αa(x + y0)
)

]

· (R1,a +R2,a)η1,adx− Ja −Ka,

=

∫

R2

[α4
aΩ

2|x|2
2

+
2 + p

2
α2+p
a h(x+ y0)

]

(R1,a +R2,a)η1,adx− Ja −Ka + o(α2+p
a ),
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where the fact x · ∇h(x) = ph(x) is used in the last equality. Here the terms Ja and Ka are
defined by

Ja :=
α2
a

2

∫

R2

[

y0 · ∇xVΩ

(

αa(x+ y0)
)

]

(R1,a +R2,a)η1,adx,

and

Ka : = α2
a

∫

R2

R2
2,aµ2,a −R2

1,aµ1,a

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)
dx.

Applying (2.19), one can note from the first identity of (4.13) that as a ր a∗,

Ja = o(α4
a).

Using Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.4, we derive from (4.4) that Ka satisfies

Ka : = α2
a

∫

R2

|ũ2,a|2µ2,a − |ũ1,a|2µ1,a

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)
− α2

a

∫

R2

I22,aµ2,a − I21,aµ1,a

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

=
α2
a(µ2,a − µ1,a)

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)
− α2

a

∫

R2

η2,a(I1,a + I2,a)µ2,a

− α2
a

µ2,a − µ1,a

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

∫

R2

I21,a

=
α2
a(µ2,a − µ1,a)

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)
+ o(α4

a) as a ր a∗.

It then follows from above that

B2,a −B1,a

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

=

∫

R2

[α4
aΩ

2|x|2
2

+
2 + p

2
α2+p
a h(x+ y0)

]

(R1,a +R2,a)η1,a

− α2
a(µ2,a − µ1,a)

‖û2,a − û1,a‖L∞(R2)
+ o(α2+p

a ) as a ր a∗.

(4.17)

Applying Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.4, we obtain that as a ր a∗,

C2,a − C1,a

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

= −a

2

∫

R2

|ũ2,a|4 − |ũ1,a|4
‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

+
a

2

∫

R2

(|I2,a|4 − |I1,a|4) + 2(|R2,a|2|I2,a|2 − |R1,a|2|I1,a|2)
‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

+
a

2

∫

R2

I22,a
[

x · ∇[η1,a(R1,a +R2,a)]
]

+
a

2

∫

R2

η2,a(I1,a + I2,a)(x · ∇R2
1,a)

= −a

2

∫

R2

|ũ2,a|4 − |ũ1,a|4
‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

+ o(α4
a).

(4.18)

Note from (4.2) that

−α2
a

µ2,a − µ1,a

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)
− a

2

∫

R2

|ũ2,a|4 − |ũ1,a|4
‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

dx ≡ 0.

Following this identity, we then conclude from (4.15)–(4.18) that as a ր a∗,

o(α4
a) =

(B2,a −B1,a) + (C2,a − C1,a)

‖ũ2,a − ũ1,a‖L∞(R2)

=

∫

R2

[Ω2α4
a|x|2
2

+
(2 + p)α2+p

a

2
h(x+ y0)

]

(R1,a +R2,a)η1,adx + o(α2+p
a )

=
(2 + p)α2+p

a√
a∗

∫

R2

h(x+ y0)wη1dx+
Ω2α4

a√
a∗

∫

R2

|x|2wη1dx+ o(α2+p
a ).

(4.19)
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Since y0 is the unique critical point of H(y), we finally derive from (4.19) that if 1 < p < 2,

0 =

∫

R2

h(x+ y0)wη1dx

= b0

∫

R2

h(x+ y0)w
(

w + x · ∇w
)

dx+

2
∑

i=1

bi

∫

R2

1

2
h(x+ y0)

∂iw
2

∂xi
dx

= b0

∫

R2

h(x+ y0)w
2dx− b0

2

∫

R2

(

x · ∇h(x+ y0)w
2 + 2h(x+ y0)w

2
)

dx

= −b0
2

∫

R2

(

(

x+ y0
)

· ∇h(x+ y0)w
2
)

dx

= −pb0
2

∫

R2

h(x+ y0)w
2dx,

which further implies that b0 = 0. Similarly, the above conclusion also holds true in the case
p = 2, and the claim b0 = 0 is therefore proved.

Step 3. The constants b1 = b2 = 0.

By Step 2, we deduce from (4.5) that

2
∑

j=1

bj

∫

R2

∂h(x+ y0)

∂xl

∂w2

∂xj
dx = 0, l = 1, 2. (4.20)

Using the non-degeneracy assumption of the critical point y0, we then derive from (4.20) that
b1 = b2 = 0, and the proof of Step 3 is therefore complete.

By the exponential decay of Lemma 3.3, we obtain that ηa → η0 = η1 + iη2 6≡ 0 uniformly
in C1(R2) as a ր a∗, due to the fact that ‖ηa‖L∞ ≡ 1. However, we conclude from Step 2 and
Step 3 that η0 ≡ 0, a contradiction. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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