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Abstract

We study ground states of two-dimensional Bose-Einstein condensates with attractive
interactions in a trap V(z) rotating at the velocity €. It is known that there exists a critical
rotational velocity 0 < Q* := Q*(V) < oo and a critical number 0 < a* < oo such that for
any rotational velocity 0 < Q < Q*, ground states exist if and only if the coupling constant
a satisfies a < a*. For a general class of traps V (z), which may not be symmetric, we prove
in this paper that up to a constant phase, there exists a unique ground state as a  a*,
where Q € (0,Q") 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,[ITL20,35/B8,65], the appearance of quantized vortices [1LOLT4123,57.59], the
center-of-mass rotation [1L2314857], and so on. These novel experimental progresses promote
greatly the developments of mathematical theories and numerical methods arising from BECs,
see.[1)124 T8} 201 23, 361 37, A5 7, 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 [3L[46L54] 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., [T448I[57]), even though vortices are known cf. [2[T723] to form stable lattice configurations
in the repulsive case.

*School of Mathematics and Statistics, and Hubei Key Laboratory of Mathematical Sciences, Central China
Normal University, P.O. Box 71010, Wuhan 430079, P. R. China. Email: yguo@mail.ccnu.edu.cn. Y. Guo is
partially supported by NSFC under Grant No. 11931012.

TSchool of Mathematics and Statistics, and Hubei Key Laboratory of Mathematical Sciences, Central China
Normal University, P.O. Box 71010, Wuhan 430079, P. R. China. Email: yluo@mail.ccnu.edu.cn. Y. Luo is
partially supported by the Project funded by China Postdoctoral Science Foundation No. 2019M662680.

¥School of Mathematics and Statistics, and Hubei Key Laboratory of Mathematical Sciences, Central China
Normal University, P.O. Box 71010, Wuhan 430079, P. R. China. Email: sjpeng@mail.ccnu.edu.cn. S. Peng is
partially supported by the Key Project of NSFC under Grant No.11831009.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.08013v2

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:

F,(u) = /R2 (IVul® + V(2)[ul*)dz — g /R2 lu|*dz — Q . xt - (iu, Vu)dr, uweH, (1.1)

where 21 = (—x2,71) with z = (z1,72) € R2, (iu, Vu) = i(uVa — uVu)/2, and the complex
space H is defined as

H = {u € H'(R*C): /11&2 V(2)|u*dz < oo}. (1.2)

Here the parameter ¢ > 0 in ([LT]) characterizes the absolute product of the scattering length v of
the two-body interaction times the number N of particles in the condensates, and €2 > 0 describes
the rotational velocity of the rotating trap V(z) > 0. Following (LII), ground states of two-
dimensional attractive BEC in a rotating trap satisfy (cf. [71[42]) the following mass constraint
variational problem:

er(a) = F,(u), a>0. (1.3)

inf

{ueH, [lull3=1}
Alternatively, one may impose ex(a) a different constraint [g, [u(z)|*dz = 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 ep(a) instead. We remark that ep(a) is essentially
a mass-critical constraint variational problem. The mass-subcritical case of ep(a), where the
nonlinear term |u|* 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 2 = 0 of ep(a), the existence, stability and mass concentration of
real-valued minimizers were studied recently in [29]3TH33[58] and the references therein. In this
case, it was shown in [29,31H33] that ep(a) admits real-valued minimizers if and only if a < a*,
where a* = ||w||%2(R2) and w = w(|z|) > 0 is the unique (cf. [40L56]) positive radial solution of
the following nonlinear scalar field equation

—~Autu—u®*=0 in R* we H' (R*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 = 0, ep(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 ep(a) at Q@ = 0 were analyzed recently for different
types of V(z), see [20,[BTH33[49] and the references therein.

The rotational case Q > 0 of ep(a) was discussed more recently in [BL[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(z) € L° (R?) satisfies

loc

) V(x)

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

QQ
O :=sup {Q >0: V(z)— Z|:1:|2 — 00 as |z| — oo}. (1.6)

One can note that depending on V(x), both 0 < Q* < 0o and Q* = oo can happen. Under the
assumption (), the following existence and non-existence of minimizers for ep(a) were proved
in [30, Theorem 1.1]:

Theorem A. Assume V(z) € LS. (R?) satisfies (I3) such that Q* € (0,+oc] in (L8) ewists.
Then we have



1L IfO<Q<Q and 0 < a < a* := ||wl||3, then there exists at least one minimizer of ep(a).
2. If0 < Q< Q* and a > a* = ||wl||3, then there is no minimizer of ep(a).
3. If Q > QF, then for any a > 0, there is no minimizer of er(a).

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

— Aug 4+ V(2)ug +1Q (2F - Vu,) = pug + alug|*u,  in R2, (1.7)

where p = p(a, 2, u,) € R is a suitable Lagrange multiplier. We remark that the complex-valued
solutions of (7)) were studied directly in [8/13122L[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 ep(a), suppose V(z) satisfies the assumption () such that Q* € (0, +o0] exists, and let
0 < < QF be fixed, so that Vo(z) := V(x) — %|gc|2 > 0 in R2. By deriving energy estimates
and applying the elliptic PDE theory, under above assumptions it was proved in [30,[42] that the
minimizer u, of ep(a) concentrates at a global minimum point of Vo (z) as a ,* a*, in the sense
that for some g, \,(0 as a ~ a*,

Eatla (€l — T0)) — % strongly in H*(R?, C) as a / a*, (1.8)

where 2o € R? is a global minimum point of Vi (z), i.e., Vo(zo) = inf,cre Vao(z).

Whether a physics system admits a unique ground state or not is a fundamental and interest-
ing problem. Based on the convergence (L8], it was further obtained in [30, Theorem 1.3] that
the minimizers of ep(a) must be unique and vortex-free as a  a* for the harmonic case where
V(x) = |z|?. Tt 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) = |z|* + |21|? + Az2|?, where z = (21, 72) € R? and X > 0, was already used in BEC
experiments, see [b0,[51] and the references therein. It is therefore natural to wonder whether
the uniqueness of minimizers for ep(a) holds for the case where the trap V(z) 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 er(a) under a more general class of traps V' (z), which may not be symmetric. For
this purpose, we now introduce the following homogeneous functions:

Definition 1.1. A function h(z) : R? — R is called homogeneous of degree p € R* (about the
origin), if
h(tx) = t’h(z) for any t € RT and z € R2. (1.9)

One can note that if lim|,| o h(z) = 400, then x = 0 is the unique minimum point of h(z).
Following the above definition, we next assume that V' (x) satisfies

(V). Va(z) :=V(z) - QT2|9c|2 >0 and {z € R?: Vo(z) =0} = {0}, where Vq(x) satisfies
[Va(z)| < Ce'l®land |VVq(z)| < Ce®l for some vy > 0 as |z| — oo, (1.10)

and

OVo(z) _ Oh(z)

Voo () = h(z) + o(jaf") and —= oz,
i J

+o(|z[PY) as |z| =0, j=1,2 (1.11)

for some homogeneous function 0 < h(x) € C1(R?) of degree 1 < p < 2, where h(z) satisfies
lim| g o0 h(z) = +o00.



Example 1.1. Consider the following non-radially symmetric potential
V(z) = |z[* + a1|z1|? + az|za|P, a1 >0,a2 >0and 1 < p <2, (1.12)

where z = (z1,22) € R%. We remark that when p = 2, (LI2)) gives the harmonic potential
considered in [50}51] for BEC experiments. One can easily check that V(z) € C:P~"(R?) satisfies
the assumptions (LH) and (V) for the homogeneous function 0 < h(z) € C'(R?) satisfying

h(x) = a1|z1]? + az|z2|P, if 1<p<?;
) (1.13)
h(z) = (1— %)|x|2+a1|x1|2+a2|x2|2, if p=2,
where a1 > 0 and as > 0 are as in ([LI2]). Moreover, one can check from (LI3) that
H(y) := / h(z 4 y)w? (x)dx (1.14)
R2
admits a unique critical point yg = 0, which is also non-degenerate in the sense that
Oh(z) Ow?(x)
det( | S ) 0. 1.15
¢ /Rz Ox;  Oxy . Gl=1,2 7 ( )

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

Theorem 1.1. Suppose V(z) € CL%(R?) (0 < o < 1) satisfies (L) and (V) for some homoge-
neous function 0 < h(z) € C1(R?) of degree p € (1,2], and let Q € (0,Q*) be fized, where Q* >0
is defined as in (IL0). Assume that H(y) defined by (LI4) has a unique non-degenerate critical

point yo, then up to a constant phase, there exists a unique complez-valued minimizer of ep(a)
for a* —a > 0 small enough.

We remark that the local uniqueness, up to a constant phase, of Theorem [L.T] holds in the
following sense: there exists a minimizer u, of e (a) such that any minimizer U, of er(a) satisfies
U, = uge® in R? for a* — a > 0 small enough, where 6, € [0,27) is a suitable constant phase
depending on a. We note that depending on the shape of h(z), the unique non-degenerate
critical point of H(y) can be nonzero. Example[[.]] gives an explicit example that the uniqueness
of Theorem [l holds for non-radially symmetric traps V (z).

Even though the similar local uniqueness of complex-valued solutions was investigated in
[1330] 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 [[T] due to the possible multiplicity of the Lagrange multiplier 4 = u(a) € R in the
following Euler-Lagrange equation

— Aug + V(2)ug +iQ (2t - Vug) = g + alug*u, in R (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(z) = |z|?, then Im(u,) = 0 as a / 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 [Tl Motivated by [12/2127H29] and
the references therein, we shall prove Theorem [[LT] 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 [T}, by contradiction we now suppose that up
to a constant phase, there exist two different minimizers u;  and ug 4 of ep(a) as a / a*, in the
sense that u1 , # uz 4e? for any constant phase 6 = 6(a) € [0,27). Motivated by [12,2127-30],
we make the following transformation of w; 4:

. agﬂ .
Ujqo(z) == aaujﬁa(aa(x + yo))eﬂ(Tz'yd—)e“"j’“ =Rjq(z) +iljq(z), j=1,2, (1.17)



1
_ (a"—a)2¥»

where a, := “*——— > 0 is given in ([2.I2), the point yo € R? is as in Theorem [[LT], and the
constant phase ¢, , € [0,27) can be chosen properly such that

/ w(x)ljo(z)de =0, j=1,2. (1.18)
R2
Under the assumptions of Theorem [[I] we shall prove in Proposition 22 that @, ,(x) satisfies

lim @0(2) = 2 strongly in Lo(R?,C) N HY(R2,C), j=1,2, (1.19)

a 'a* /a*

which is the first step of proving Theorem [I.1]
Because uj , Z us . for any constant phase § = 6(a) € [0,27), we next define

n (:C) - ﬁg)a(x) - al,a(x)
‘ ' Hﬂ2,a - ﬂl,aHLOO(]R?)

=1M14(2) +in2,6(2), (1.20)

where 11, and 72, denote the real and imaginary parts of 7,, respectively. In order to continue
the proof of Theorem [[L1] the second step is to establish the refined L°°-uniform estimates of
both 71, and 72,4 as a * a*. By making full use of (II8]), we shall reach this aim by proving
Lemma B3] and Proposition B4, which reveal that 7, , is the dominant part of n,(x) as a * a*.
As a result, we shall be able to prove that up to a subsequence if necessary, (11,4, 72.0) — (11, 72)
uniformly in L*°(R?) as a * a*, where (11,72) satisfies the following system

2
—An + 11 — 3wy = —(_*/ w3n1dx)w in R?,
a R2

(1.21)
—Ang +1n2 — w2n2 =0 in R2, / wnedx = 0,
RZ
and hence
2w
m zbo(w—i—:E-Vw)—i—Zbi— and 7, =0 in R? (1.22)

8:@»

i=1
for some constants bg, by and bs.

In the third step of proving Theorem [T, we shall prove that by = b; = by = 0 holds for
([22) by constructing various Pohozaev identities. Due to the appearance of the rotating term
(ot - Vi q), it however seems difficult to establish directly Pohozaev identities of the complex-
valued function @;,. To overcome this difficulty, as illustrated before (AH), we shall construct
various Pohozaev identities for the real part R;, of @4 := Rjq + ilj 4. A key point of this
strategy is to derive the refined estimates for the terms produced by the rotation. Applying
Lemma [B.1] and Proposition [3.4] we shall prove that those terms produced by the rotation are
lower order as a * a*, based on which we shall be able to establish the system (£I) concerning
the relationship between the homogeneous potential h(x) and the coefficients by, b; and by. By
deriving another type of Pohozaev identities, we shall further prove that by = 0. Following this
fact and the non-degeneracy assumption of yg, we shall derive from (£H) that by = bs = 0 holds
for (LZ2), and hence,

Na = N,a + iM2,a = Mo =M + in2 =0 uniformly in LOO(]RQ) as a Sa”. (1.23)

On the other hand, one can conclude from Lemma B3] that 1y = 11 +in2 # 0 in view of the fact
that ||n.]|r~ = 1. This is a contradiction, and Theorem [[T] therefore follows.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we shall analyze the L°°-uniform estimates
of minimizers for ep(a) as a / a*. In Section 3, we shall first derive a crucial gradient estimate
of (BI0), based on which the refined limit profiles of minimizers as a * a* are then established
in Lemma [3.3] and Proposition .4l Following the estimates of Section 3, the complete proof of
Theorem [[LT] is finally addressed in Section 4 by constructing various Pohozaev identities.



2 L*®-uniform estimates as a * a*

The purpose of this section is to address L°° —uniform estimates of the complex-valued minimizers
for ep(a) as a /' a*. Towards this purpose, we first introduce the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality

(z)|*dx < % /}R2 |Vu(z)|*ds /}R2 lu(2)|?de, ue H'(R?* R), (2.1)

|u
RQ

where the equality is attained (cf. [56]) at the unique positive radial solution w of (I4]). Moreover,
it follows from [I5] Lemma 8.1.2] that w = w(|z|) > 0 satisfies

1
/ |Vw|2d:1c=/ w?dr = —/ wdz, (2.2)
R2 R2 2 Jpe

and note from [25] Proposition 4.1] that

w(z), [Vw(z)| = O(|:E|_%e_lwl) as |x| = oc. (2.3)

2
loc

Given any vector function A € L? (R? R?), recall also from [44] the following diamagnetic

inequality:
(V —iA)ul?> > |V]u||* ae on R?, ue H'(R?C). (2.4)

In this paper, we often use the following linearized operator
L:=—-A+1-w? in R% (2.5)
It then obtains from [24] that
kerL = {w} and (Lv,v) >0 forall ve L*(R?), (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 p > 0 such that

(Lv,v) > p||v||fql(Rz) for all v eS8, (2.7)

where the space S is defined as

S = {’U € H'(R*R): / w(x)v(x)dr = O}.

R2
Denote the linearized operator A by

Ni=-A+1-3w? in R% (2.8)
It then follows from [24140,53] that

ow Ow } (2.9)

ker/\/':span{a—xl, Ers

Here and in the sequel, we always denote u, to be a complex-valued minimizer of ep(a),
where the rotating speed Q € (0,Q*) is fixed. By the variational theory, there exists a Lagrange
multiplier p, € R satisfying

fta = ep(a) — %/ lug|4dz (2.10)
]R2

such that u, solves the following Euler-Lagrange equation:

— Aug + V(2)ug + izt - Vug) = patia + alug*u, in RZ. (2.11)



Under the assumptions of Theorem [[LT] we also define

1

* _ q)zHp
Qg 1= % >0, where 1 <p <2, (2.12)
and 1
[g/ h(x + yo)wz(x)dx} o it 1<p<2;
Rz

A= (2.13)

Q2 1
{/ (h(x +yo) + —|x|2>w2(x)dx} i o p=2,
R 4
where 9 € R? denotes the unique non-degenerate critical point of H (y), see Theorem [Tl Setting

€q 1= (/ |Vua|2d:t)7% > 0, (2.14)
R2

we now define

Wo(z) 1= equq (0 + :ca)e_i(az%'””é_ea), (2.15)

where z, is a global maximal point of |us(z)| and 0, € [0,27) 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[I1, let u, be a minimizer of ep(a). Then we
have

(i). The parameter €, > 0 satisfies
£a = Qg+ 0(ag) >0 and pae? = —1 as a /S a*, (2.16)
where o € R is the Lagrange multiplier of (Z.11)).
(ii). The function we(z), defined in (Z13) for some suitable constant 0, € [0,27), satisfies

lim wy(z) = w(z) strongly in L>=(R*,C)N H*(R*,C) as a /a*, (2.17)

aa* /a*

and there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of 0 < a < a*, such that w,(x) satisfies

|we (z)| < Ce 51l uniformly in R* as a 7 a*. (2.18)
(iii). The global maximal point x, of |us| must be unique as a / a*, and x, satisfies

. Tq . Lq
lim =2 = lim =2 = 2.19
dm = = lim = =y, (2.19)

where yo € R? denotes the unique non-degenerate critical point of H(y).
Applying Lemma 2.1}, we now consider

Va(2) = aqtia(oa(z +yo))e ™" (Q;Lim'yé)ew“ = Ry (z) +il,(z), (2.20)

where R,(z) and I,(z) denote the real and imaginary parts of v,(z), respectively, and the
constant phase ¢, € [0,27) is chosen such that
w 0 w

‘ e, — —

va* va*
This gives the following orthogonality condition on I, (z), which plays an essential role in proving
Theorem [L.Tt

= min
L2(R2)  0€[0,27)

Vg —

: 2.21
. (2.21)

/ w(z)l(z)de = 0. (2.22)
RQ

Based on Lemma 2] we next derive the following L —uniform estimates of v,:



Proposition 2.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [I1, assume v,(x) and @, € [0,27) are
defined by (220) and 2210, respectively. Then we have

(i). The function v,(x) satisfies

ah/rg* Vg () = 1\0/(%) strongly in L>=(R?,C) N H*(R?,C). (2.23)

(i1). There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

va(2)| < Ce™817l |V, (2)| < Ce2lol in R? as a 7 a*. (2.24)

Proof. 1. We first derive from (ZI6), 2I7) and [2I9) that

([ Qa2 .
li/m Qalig (e + yo))e " (Tm'y#)elea = %x) strongly in L>(R?,C) N H(R?,C), (2.25)
a//‘a* a*

where 0, € [0,27) is defined by (ZI0) such that (ZI7) holds. We then obtain from (225 that

a2 . )
O‘aua(aa(x + yo))e_i (%Lﬂyé) (619a _ e“ﬂa)

al}(rg ’L2(]R2)
< al}rg tqUa(va (T + yo))e’ (Q%ﬁm.y&)eiea B \/U:L_* L2(R2)
+ ah/ng atta(a( +y0))e ™ (%52 ) e \/IZ_* L2(R?)
< ah/rle 2||aqta(aa(r + yO))e_i (ﬂ%l‘;m.y;)eiea B \/U:F L2(R?) U

where we have used (ZZI)) in the last inequality. The above estimate implies that
(¢a —0a) =0, (2.26)

lim

a,'a*

and Proposition (i) is therefore proved in view of (2.23)).
2. Note from (211 and [220) that v, (z) satisfies

g |z

- Avy +i02Q(at - Vo) + [ 2

+ aiVQ (aa ((E + yO))} Va (227)

=2 Va4 alvg|?v,  in RZ.
Similar to [235) below, by the comparison principle one can derive from ([Z23)) and (227 that

as a Sa*, )
[va(z)] < Ce~ 317l in R2, (2.28)

It remains to prove the uniformly exponential decay of |Vu,| as a  a*. Towards this aim,
denoting 0jv,(z) = va(z) (j =1, 2), we follow from (Z2Z7) that for j, [ =1, 2,

81]'
— Adjva + (1)1 a2Qi0w, +ia2Q(xt - Vo,u,)
a5 2 2 2
+ (2l + a2Va(au(e + 30) — aZpa — alval?) 00,
4Q2
+ {a‘; zj +aiw - 2@(8jva,va)]va =0 in R? 1#j,
Ly

where (f,g) = Re(f - g) denotes the real part of f-g. We then get that for [ # j,

— %A|8jva|2 + |Vajva|2 + (—1)j+1aiQ(i6wa, 0jvg) — aiQxJ‘ - (10jv4, VOjv4)

0‘?192 2 2 2 2 2
+ [P faf? + a2Va(au(@ + o) — aZia — alval? 050 (2.29)
102 Vala,
+ (aaij + iM)(va,ajva) — 2a(8jva,va)2 =0 in R, j,1=1,2.
€L



By the inequality (Z4]), we have
at0?
|VOjval? — a2Qat - (1004, VO;v4) + ‘IT|gc|2|ajua|2 >0 inR? j=1,2. (2.30)

Under the assumption (V'), we also obtain from (228) that for j = 1,2,

10?2 Voo
‘(aa 25+ a2 o(a (x—'—yo)))(va,&jva)
B;Uj
Vo (ag (x4
oA o Plul’ | oyl MQ('i“( T oy
=72 2 2 a 2 2

<Ca?e 1l 4 Ca?|9jv,* in R,

and
(—a2pta — alval®) (|101val® + |02val?) — 2a[(O10a,va)? + (Bava, va)?]

+ 2 Q(i02v4, 0104) — a2Q(i01V4, O2v,)
3
2(1 —3a|va|2)(|8wa|2 +|0val?) in RZ,

since —a2p, — 1 and a2 — 0 as a /" a*. Combining all above estimates, we get that as a  a*,
1 2
(— §A + 3 3a|va|2>|VUa|2 < Ce I in RZ (2.31)

Because v, is bounded uniformly in H!(R?), one can deduce from De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory
[34, Theorem 4.1] that

max_[Vu(z)* < C / Vo (z)2dz + [|e”!! : 2.32
L5 Ve @)l < ( 32(5)| (@) I ||L2<Bz<5>>) (2.32)

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

Vv (z)? <C and  lim |Vou,(z)* =0 as a S a*. (2.33)

|z|— 00
Substituting (Z33) and (Z2]) into (Z3)) yields that as a  a*,
4
(— At g) Ve (z)? < Ce™l7l in R2. (2.34)
Since 3Ce~!*l > 0 is a supersolution of (Z34) in the sense that
4 ~Ja] 2l iy R?
(—A+§)(3Ce ) > Ce in R,

we have

(= 8+ D) (Vanlo)f ~30e7) <0 i B as 0 S

Note from (Z33) that limj, | (|Vva(x)* — 3Ce~1*ly = 0 as a  a*. We then deduce from the
comparison principle that as a 7 a*,

Ve (z))? < 3Ce 1l in R?, (2.35)

and the gradient estimate of (2:24]) hence holds. O

Employing the non-degeneracy (Z71) of the linearized operator £, we next establish the fol-
lowing refined L°°—uniform estimates of the imaginary part I, for v,:



Lemma 2.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem[I1), let I, be defined by [220)). Then we have
|1, (x)] < 021(0[(1)67%\1\, VI (2)] < 022(04(1)67%\1\ uniformly in R* as a /a*,  (2.36)
where the constants Ca1(a,) > 0 and Cas(ay,) > 0 satisfy

Ca1(ag) = o(a?) and Caalay) =o(a?) as a S a*. (2.37)

a
Proof. Denote the operator
g |z
4
Following ([Z22)) and (Z27)), the imaginary part I, of v, satisfies

Ly:=—-A+ + O%VQ(aa(x + yO)) - O‘iﬂa - alva|2' (238)

Lol (z) = —a2Q(z" - VR,) in R? / I, (z)w(x)dz = 0. (2.39)
RZ

We first claim that as a * a*,
|OA§Q(IJ' ‘VR,)| < C’(aa)e_%m uniformly in R? (2.40)

where the constant C(a,) > 0 satisfies C(a,) = o(a?) as a / a*. Actually, since (v - Vw) =0

a

in R?, for any fixed large R > 0, one can obtain from (Z3) and Z24]) that

w
/a*

On the other hand, we get from (Z24) that v, and (z' - Vuv,) are bounded uniformly in
L*(Bgr4+1(0)). Applying the LP estimate (cf. [26 Theorem 9.11]) to ZZ7) yields that v, is
bounded uniformly in W%4(Bg(0)) for any ¢ > 2. Since the embedding W24 (Bgr(0)) —
C'(Bgr(0)) is compact (cf. [26, Theorem 7.26]), there exist a subsequence {vq,} of {v,} and
wo(z) € H'(Br(0)) such that

‘xL : V(Ra - )‘ < Ce~#e~tlel in R2/BR(0). (2.41)

Va,, (¥) = wo(x) uniformly in C*(Bg(0)) as ap /a*.

By the convergence ([2:23]) and the uniqueness of w, we conclude that wq(x) = 1\”/%) in Br(0) and
the above convergence hence holds for the whole sequence, i.e.,

Ve () — uniformly in C'(Bg(0)) as a /' a*. (2.42)

o
/a*
Since R > 0 is arbitrary, we deduce from (ZZ1]) and (ZZ2]) that the claim (ZZ0) holds true.

We next follow ([240) to prove [2.30) and 237). Multiplying [239) by I, and integrating
over R?, we get from (240) that

/ (Loly)ludr = —agQ/ (2" - VRo)odz = 0(a2)|| Ia||r2re) as a 7 a*. (2.43)
R2 R2

Following (2.7) and ([Z23), since [, Iqwdz = 0, we also have

/ (Lol lodr > / {(Ela)la — (14 02pa) I2 = (alval? — w2)I§}dx
= 2 (2.44)

:/ (ﬁ[a)jad.TE—FO(l)/ IngZ BHLIH?JI(D@) as a/‘a*,
R2 R2 2

where the constant p > 0, independent of 0 < a < a*, is given by (2.7)). Hence, we obtain from

(Z43) and (244) that
||Ia||H1(]R2) = O(OAi) as a /‘a*. (245)

10



On the other hand, we derive from ([239) that |I,|? satisfies
1 AL 2 _ 2 2 2 2
2A+ 1 2| + azVa(aa(@ + yo)) — patg — alvel” ) | o] + [V
= —a2Q(zt - VR,)I, in R?
which implies that
1
- 5A|Ia|2 — a0 | 1L = alva|?|I.)? < —a2Q(at - VR,)I, in R2 (2.46)

Following De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory again (cf. [34, Theorem 4.1]), it follows from (2:46]) that
for any ¢ € R?,

o @) < C (Il + 020" - VR Lll2sae)) )- (247)
Applying Proposition [Z2] we then deduce from (240), (248) and (247) that
Lol o= r2y = 0(0?) as a 7 a”, (2.48)
and hence
alva* I, — a2Q(zt - VR,)| < Co(aa)e_%‘””‘ uniformly in R? as a *a*, (2.49)

where the constant Co(ay,) > 0 satisfies Cp(a,) = o(a?) as a / a*. Applying the comparison

principle to ([240), we further get from (248) and (249) that
[I,(z)] < Ci(og)e”5#! uniformly in R? as a ~a*,

where the constant C;(ay,) > 0 satisfies C1(a,) = o(a?) as a / a*. Moreover, applying gradient
estimates (see (3.15) in [26]) to the equation (239]), we conclude from above that the gradient
estimate of (Z30]) and (Z37) holds true, which therefore completes the proof of Lemma 23 O

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 (B8] defined below. In order to prove Theorem [T}, by contradiction
we first suppose that up to a constant phase, there exist two different minimizers u; , and us 4
of er(a) as a / a*, in the sense that u1 , # uz .e? for any constant phase § = 6(a) € [0, 27).

Recall that o, > 0 is defined by [@I2), and yo € R? denotes the unique non-degenerate
critical point of H(y). We then define for j =1, 2,

. Oti .
Uj () == agujq(og(x + yo))eﬂ(TQm'yOL)e”’j’“ =Rjq(x) +iljq(2), (3.1)

where R, ,(x) and I; ,(x) denote the real and imaginary parts of @; (), respectively, and the
constant phase ¢, , € [0,27) can be chosen properly such that

/R2 w(z)ljqo(x)de =0, j=1,2. (3.2)

We remark that (8:2) makes sense in view of ([Z221)) and the following fact: it yields from Propo-
sition 2.2 that u; o(x) satisfies for j = 1,2,

ah/n;l Ujq(z) = Qf/(ai*) strongly in L>(R?,C) N H'(R? C). (3.3)

11



Note from (211 and B.I) that u,,(x) satisfies the equation

g P|z|?
4
= Al pjallja(T) + aliyal*Uja(z) in R? j=1,2.

— Aty (@) + 020t - Vi) + + a2 Va(au(@ + 10)) | (@)

(3.4)
Applying B2)-(B.4), we have the following estimates:
Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem[I1), let I, .(x) be defined by BI) for j =1,2.
Then I; o(x) satisfies for j =1, 2,

|1.a(x)] < le(aa)e_ilwl and |VIj,(z)| < ng(aa)e_%lwl uniformly in R? as a /' a*, (3.5)
where the constants Cj1(ag) > 0 and Cja(ay) > 0 satisfy

Ci1(ag) = o(a?) and Cja(a,) = o(a?) as a /a*. (3.6)
Since Lemma [3.I] 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:
’(7,2),1(,@) — ’(7,1),1(,@)

1(®) = ) — @) gy @) al@), 3.7

where 11 4(z) and 72,4(x) denote the real and imaginary parts of n,(z), respectively. By the
definition of 7, (), we deduce from [B34]) that n,(x) satisfies

) 1 2 Q§Q2|$|2
— Ang +ia;Qx™ - Vna) + a;Valaa(z + yo))na + ——
~ (3.8)
u a rs ~ ~ o~ ~ .
= aiul,ana - ; /2 fa(|u1,a|2 + |u2,a|2)dx + faul,a + G|U2,a|277a m RQu
R
where f, is defined by
~ Ug.a(x)]? = U1 o(2)|?
Fila) : = oli2a (@)~ li10@) :a[m)a(Rlya-kRz)a) +7727a(117a+12,a)] (3.9)
||u2,a - ul,aHL“’(H@)

We next study the estimates of n,(x) as a * a*.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose n,(x) is defined by (B1), then there exists a constant C > 0, independent
of 0 < a < a*, such that

Ina(z)| < Ce 3%l and  |Vna(z)| < Ce 21 uniformly in R% as a 7 a*. (3.10)

Proof. We first address the estimate of 7, (z) as a ' a*. Following [8.8), we have

1 2 2 20,1 (s 2 g Q|zf? 2

= SAI + V1 = a20a* - (i1, V1) + [02Va(ea(@ + 90)) + 2= |l
’a2,a777a F o/~ ~ A1
= oZpsalelt = 25 [ ol il (311)

R2
+ (falinas Na) + aliiz,al*[na]*  in B2
Using the diamagnetic inequality (24]), we obtain that
10)2( |2

V1|2 — a2Qat - (ina, Via) + %V/aﬁ >0 in R% (3.12)

By the definition of f,, we also get from Proposition 22 that there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

||fa||Loo(R2) <(C and ‘/ fa(|'&1,a|2+ |ﬂ21a|2)d$ < C. (313)
R2

12



Consequently, we obtain from Proposition 2.2 that

_M/ fa |u1a| +|u2a| )d$+(fau1a777a)

< 20[na]* + C(8)|az,al* + C(O)|ful* .0l
< 26142 +C(5)67%|m| in R?,

(3.14)

where § > 0 is a small constant and C(§) > 0 depends only on §. Recall that —aZu; , — 1 as
a /*a* in view of Lemma 21l Setting 6 = -, we then deduce from @II)-@I4) that as a * a*,

_§A|77a|2 + Z|,,7a|2 < Ce*%|m| in R2,

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 * a*,

Ina(2)] < Ce 3% uniformly in R2, (3.15)

which implies that the estimate I0) of n,(x) holds true.
We next prove the estimate of |Vn,| as a / a*. Actually, note from B.J)) and BI3) that as
a /a*,
100222

/ Va2 < / {193l + [a2Va@a(@ + o)) + 2= — a2 Inaf? fdo
R2 R2
= /2 {aiQxJ‘ ' (inaavna) + (faﬂl,auna) + a|ﬂ2,a|2|na|2}d$
R
’&’ as 'fa r ~ ~
- [ [ ol + s P
R2
1 4Q ||
< - 24 et
< [ {51Vl + naf? e + C

1
<5 [ 1Vnpds+c
2 Rz

where the estimate ([BIH) is also used. Following the above estimate, there exists a constant
C > 0 such that as a  a™,

[V7a ()| 22y < C. (3.16)
For convenience, we now denote
One(x atQ?|x)?
Ojna = g ( ), Vo) := a2 Va(aa(z +y0)) + #,
.Ij 4
F,(z) :=— Hdx + faﬁlﬁa.

It follows from [B.8) that for 5,1 = 1,2,

- Vv,
— A(‘)jna + ’L'O«%Q(IL . V8j77a) + (—1)J+1i8177a + Va(ft)aj?]a + %UQ
J

8| 2a|

or; in R?, j#1.

OF, .
= ai,ul,aajna +— 4+ a|uz,a|28j77a +a——

8Ij
This further implies that for j,l = 1,2,

1 .
- §A|8ﬂ7a|2 +|VOinal® — aZQa - (1014, VIi1a)

o v,
+ (=17 (10, 051a) + Va (2)[057a]* + == (12, 0j110) (3.17)
J

oF,

~ 2
U2,a . .
0% gyme) + alinaP1osmal? + 2220 o) in B2, 21
Lj

= a2 11,0l 05ma|* + ( B
J
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Applying the comparison principle, we follow BIH)—(@IT) to finish the proof as follows:
By Cauchy’s inequality, we get that

at0?|z|?

Q2Qxt - (i0m4, VON.) < 1 10;na]? + |VOjna|> in R% (3.18)
Under the assumption (V), we obtain from (224) and (BI5) that
oV, IV, |2
—anaaa’na Séa’na2+06 — 77a2
o . 0yme) < 05+ 00)| 5 )
< 610jma* + C(0)e” 1"l in R,
and
Oluz,al® 2 2| Ol2,al* |2, 12
Bl o < B0+ Cloye| D2,
9r, (Ma> 9j1a) < 610j1al (0) 92, [l (3.20)

< 6]0jm4]? + C(8)e” 1" in R,

where § > 0 is a small constant and C'(§) > 0 depends only on . Similarly, one can derive from

(33) and BI3) that

(QZﬁszw@mF+“®Q

Quga|? | |O0Una 2) + (g—i}'&l,aaajna)

B;Uj al'j j

< 3610jma|* + C(8)e”1® + Ce™#0;n,*  in R?,

(3.21)

where the estimates (Z24)) and (B.I8]) are also used. Moreover, since —a2p1 , — 1 asa  a*, we
get that as a ~ a*,

— alp1,a(|01nal® + |02mal?) + @ (10210, O11a) — (10114, 21a)

3 (3.22)
> (=0gt,a = a)(10umal* + 1021a]*) = 7 (10171a] + 10214 ).
Following BI8)-[B22) with § = g5, we conclude from BI7) that as a * a*,
1 2
— §A|V17a|2 + §|V77a|2 — Ce7ll|wn, |2 < ce”l®l in R2. (3.23)

Applying De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory again, we then deduce from (.23)) that for any ¢ € R?,

max Va;vng/ Vna(z)2dz + [|e 1! as a a”.
e (Vi@ < O( [ (9na@)fde e eme ) s a

Applying (BI6), we thus obtain from above that as a * a*,

[Vna ()| oo rey < C and  lim |V, (x)| = 0. (3.24)

|z| =00

Following ([B.24)), we derive from [B23) that as a * a*,
1 2
—§A|V77a|2 + §|V77a|2 < Ce 1| Vn,)? + Ce™l*l < el in R?,

from which the desired estimate (BI0) of |V7,| can be proved by the comparison principle. This
completes the proof of Lemma O

Lemma 3.3. Suppose n,(x) is defined by B). Then there exist a subsequence of {n,} (still
denoted by {na}) and some constants by, by and by such that

2
Na(z) = bo(w + z - Vw) —I—Zb

Jj=1

ow

i B + M, (x) uniformly in R* as a /a*, (3.25)
Ly
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where the lower order term M,y (z) satisfies
| M (z)| < CM(aa)e_%lwl, VM, (z)| < CM(aa)e_ilwl uniformly in R? as a /a*  (3.26)
for some constant Cpr(aa) > 0 satisfying Car(aq) = o(1) as a S a*.

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

2
Na(z) = bo(w + - Vw) + Z bj% uniformly in C}_(R?,C) as a /a*. (3.27)
j

Indeed, we note from Lemma that the term (z* - V7,) is bounded uniformly and decays
exponentially for sufficiently large |x| as a  a*. By the standard elliptic regularity (cf. [26]),
it then follows from (B.8) and BI3) that n, € Cl "*(R?,C) and ||'I’]a||cll,oc(R2)C) < C uniformly as

loc
a 2 a* for some « € (0,1). By the equation (B8], this implies that there exists a subsequence of
{na} (still denoted by {n,}) such that 7, = n1.4 + in2.a — 70 = M1 + in2 € H'(R?, C) uniformly
in CL _(R? C) as a / a*, where 1o is a weak solution of

2
—Ang +no — 2w’nm — wno = —(—/ w3771d:c>w in R?,
R2

a*

which further implies that (11, 72) satisfies the following system

2
—Any +m = 3wy = —(—*/ w?’mdw)w in R?,
a Jr2 (3.28)

—Ang + 19 —w?np =0 in R

Notice from ([B.2)) and B1) that [p. w(z)n2,q(z)dz = 0, which further gives that [y, w(z)ns (z)dz =
0, in view of the fact that 12, — 72 in CL (R?) as a / a*. Since

(=A+1—3w?)(w+z - Vw) = —2w,

we conclude from (Z8), (Z9) and 32]) that there exist some constants by, by and be such that

2
0
m = bo(w+ x - Vw) —l—;bia—;i and 7, =0 in R?
and the claim [B27) is therefore proved.
On the other hand, for any fixed sufficiently large R > 0, we derive from (23] and (B.I0) that
asa a*,

na(@) = [bo(w + 2 - Vw) +Zb ”<Ce fRe=3l7l iy R2/BR(0), (3.29)
and
}Vna(:t) - V{bo(w—i-x - Vw) —i—jilbj%ﬂ < Ce~ifeil®lin R2/Bg(0). (3.30)

Since R > 0 is arbitrary, together with (B27), we conclude from [B29) and B30) that [B20])
holds true, which completes the proof of Lemma O
Based on Lemma [3.3] we next establish the following refined estimate of 7, as a 7 a*.
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Proposition 3.4. Suppose {n,} is the subsequence obtained in Lemmal3ZZ3. Then the imaginary

part n2.q of N, satisfies

aZQ
2

N2.q(z) = (= biza + bozy)w(z) + Eu(z) uniformly in R* as a 7 a*, (3.31)

where (x1,x2) = x € R2, the constants by and by are as in Lemma[3.3, and the lower order term
E,(x) satisfies

|Eq(x)] < CE(oza)efam', [VE,(x)| < C’E(aa)efliﬁ‘z‘ uniformly in R* as a / a* (3.32)
for some constant Cg () > 0 satisfying Cp(ag) = o(a?) as a / a*.
Proof. We first get from (38) that

I

£2,a772,a = _aiﬂ(xL : vnl,a) - éa /2 fa(|ﬂ/l,a|2 + |a2,a|2)dx + fall,a in ]R27 (333)
R

where f, is defined by B3) and £; , is defined for j = 1,2,

a, Q%]

1 - O‘i.“’j,a - 0’|ﬁj>a|2- (3'34)

ﬁj)a =—-A+ OéiVQ(O[a({E + yo)) +

Set I
Gule) i= %% [ Fuival? + |2 P)d + Fulsa
R

We then get from ([B25) and (333) that 79, satisfies

Loala = —aiﬂ[— b, 2 Ly, 00 Re(zt - VMG)} + Golz) in R, /

O0xa Ox1 s N2, qwdz =0, (3.35)

where ([B.2)) is used and Re(-) denotes the real part. Here the constants by and by are as in Lemma
Note that —32;w(z) is the unique solution of the following equation:

0
—Au—l—u—w2u:—w, / uwdr =0, j=1,2. (3.36)
al'j R2

Denote
aZQ
E.(z) :=mn2.4(z) — o ( — brxy + ngl)w(x).
Applying B30), we thus obtain from [B35]) that E,(z) satisfies

_a2Q
2

Lo.oFEq(x) (L — L20)[(=b122 + boz1)w] — a2Q Re(a - VM,) + Go(z) in R?, (3.37)

and

E,(z)w(z)dx =0, (3.38)
R2

where the operator £ is defined by (2.3]).
We now estimate the right hand side of (331). By the definition of L3, in (334), we have

azQ
2

|(L2,a — £)[(=b1z2 + bozy)w]| < Cl(ag)e”#1* uniformly in R? as a ~a*.

where C'(a,) > 0 satisfies
C(ag) = o(a?) as a /a*. (3.39)

Applying Lemma B3] for the estimate of VM,, we also obtain that

|Re(o¢iQajL : VMa)‘ < C’(oza)<félgc| uniformly in R? as a ' a*,
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where C'(a,) > 0 also satisfies (839). Moreover, it follows from Lemma BT and (B.13) that
|Ga(z)| < Clag)e™ 317l uniformly in R? as a ~a*,
where C'(a,) > 0 satisfies (839) again. Following above estimates, we deduce from ([B3.37) that

aZQ
2

< C(aa)e_élwl uniformly in R? as a ' a*,

|L2,0Ea(z)| = } (L2,0 — L)[(—b1z2 + bow1)w] — Re(a2Qa™ - VM,) + G,(z)

(3.40)

where C(a,) > 0 satisfies (339). By the same argument of Lemma [Z3] Proposition B4 is
therefore complete in view of [B.37), (B38) and (B3:40). O

4 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

As outlined in the introduction, in this section we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem
[LT on the local uniqueness of minimizers for ep(a) as a * a*.

Proof of Theorem [I.1l By contradiction, suppose that, up to a constant phase, there exist
two different minimizers uy , and ugq of er(a) as a * a*. This means that uy 4 # uQ@ew for
any constant phase 0 = 6(a) € [0,27). Recall that 4, := Rj.(x) + il 4(x) defined by BEI)
satisfies the following equation

~ . 92 1 ~ O‘ile2|‘T|2 2 ~
— Al o(x) + 10z Qz - Vi) + [T + azVo (o (z + yo))}ujya(x) (4.1)
= 211 0ljo() + aliq|*djq(z) in R? j=1,2,
where 115, € R satisfies
a =4
Wja =er(a) — 502 /R2 [T 0| d. (4.2)
Thus, the real part R;,(z) of 4, 4(x) satisfies
2 1 ag Q?[z]? 2
_ ARjﬁa(I) — OAQQ(ZE . VIj,a) + [T + Oéa‘/gz (Oéa(iZ? + yo))} Rj,a(x) (4 3)
= a21j.aRj.o(%) + alio*Rjo(x) in R j=1,2.
Applying ([£2), one can derive from Lemmas Bl and that as a  a*,
g (f12,0 = H1,0)
ti2,a — G1,all Lo (r2)
a - -
=3 / [M,a(Ria+ Roa) + m2a(I1a + I2.a)] - (JU2,0]* + |01,0]%) d2 (4.4)
R2
2a > w
_ w3 _
-~ /R [bo w0 + 2+ V) +;bj %Jw da + o(1) = boO(1) + o(1),

where the constants by, by and by are as in ([B.23)).

We next prove b; = 0 for ([@4]), where i = 0,1,2. Our main idea is to derive the linear
equations of b; through Pohozaev identities of R, , satisfying (£3]), where i = 0,1,2 and j = 1,2.
More precisely, we shall first construct Pohozaev identities of R; o, which are involved with the
homogeneous potential h(x) and the terms produced by the rotation. Applying Lemma 3] and
Proposition[3.4] we shall prove that the terms produced by the rotation are lower order as a " a*,
which then yield the quantitative relationships between 7); satisfying (8:28)) and the homogeneous
potential h(x). Inserting (B:2H) into those quantitative relationships, we further obtain the linear
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equations of b;, from which we shall finally derive that b; = 0 for ¢ = 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 by, by and by defined in ([B:2H]) satisfy the following equations:

3h($ + yo) 2 2 / 8h(x + yo) ow?
b — " (x-V d E b, — 7 _dx = l=1,2. 4.
0/R2 oz, (- VwT)dz + T Jge ox; 0z z=0, ’ (4.5)

j=1
The intuition behind [@3) is as follows: one can obtain the relationship between the homogeneous
potential h(z) and the coefficients by, by and by by constructing Pohozaev identities; Moreover, if
one can further obtain that by = 0 (see Step 2 below), then it implies from ([H]) that by = by =0
under the non-degeneracy assumption of the critical point yo for H(y).

To prove the above claim (L), we first multiply the equation (3] by 8RJ “(1) to get that
OR; () OR; o(x)
—AR‘a 7,0 _ 2Q 1 I’a 7,0
T (‘T) 817[ aa (‘T v Js ) 817[
1ratQ?|z)? 5 IR, 4|
Z|Zett —— el 4.6
3| adVa(as(e )| T (4.6)

1 2 ~ 2 8|R‘7a|2 : 2 :
= 5(0[(1#]‘7(1 +G,|Uj7a| )Txl m R s j,l = 1,2

Following the exponential decay (Z24]), we calculate that for j =1, 2,

[ ar, @ gy iy ARy, Mie@ g,
R2 8$l R—o0 Br(0) 8171
— — lim (6Rj’“(x) Ojal®) _1Gp |21/l)dS -0
R~ JaBR(0) ov oxy 2 7@ ’

where v = (v1,v2) denotes the outward unit of 9Br(0). Similarly, we have

8|R | IR, 4| O|R;.|?

2 a 2 2 a _ 2 a

J R A R

and

1 0, Q°z|? 2 I|Rja|? 1 rag@a 2 0Va(aa( +10))71 o
5/]1@ [ 4 —I—OéaVQ(Oéa(I—l—yo))} afl N _/Rz 5{ 2 +aa afl }ij

where (71, 22) = z € R2. We then derive from [@G) that for [ =1, 2,

1rat0?s 5 0Vq (aa(x + yO)) 2
/11&2 2 { ;% Oy }Rj’a

__/ a2Q(zt - VI )M_/ E|I‘ |28|R73“|2dx 1.9 e
B R2 @ 7@ 817[ R2 2 7 8:17[ ' j a ’ '
Following the above identity (E); for j = 1, 2, we calculate

FE) — (E

(B)2 — (2, @)

(|t2,q(z) — ﬁl,a(x)HLOO(R2) ’

which then yields from Bl and B7) that

/ az 0V (aa(z +10))
R2 2 8:17[

(RQ,II + Rl,a)nl,a

4Q2 OR " 9 .
= [ T Ryt R [ {0206t I P22 20 v ) S
Rz 4 R2 Dy

8:El
a a|f€2.a|2 / a 26[771 a(Rl ot R2 a)}
- a a I a I.a - - -1 a : : : .
[ Smallit B 252 1N -

(4.8)
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We next prove (@A) by estimating all terms of ([L3]).
Following Lemma B3] we get that as a ' a*,

ot 02z
- /]R2 Z 4 I(R2,a + Rl,a)nl,adx

492
= bo(w + z - Vw) + b; dzr +
2\/a_* szlw[o(w z-Vu) Z } @ +ola ) (49)
at0? ow?
= b d .
T e oy 0 Ol)
*Q2b 4
Varlhioy oty -1,
4
Similarly, we derive from Proposition [3.4] that as a * a*,
— 042(2/ - Vn2,q( )LRQ"I@) dx
8:El
(22 4 ow
zt - V[(blxg — ngl)w(:ﬂ)] (@ )d +o(ad)
v O (4.10)
_Pa, [(b121 + boxo)w(z)] duw(z) dx + o(al)
Ve Jre b Ox; “
*()2 4
- @4_0(0%)7 1=1,2.
Applying Lemma [3.I] and Proposition [3.4] we also deduce that as a 7 a*,
ONta
/ aZQ(zt - VI,) Ry - o(a), (4.11)
R2 8:171

and

a 8|R2a|2 4 / a 28[771 a(Rla'i‘RQa)} 4
—2.al1,0a+ 124 ——dx = , =114 . : —=dx = . (4.12
[ gmattia+ @32 s = otat), [ Sind L v =ofal). (4.12)

Under the assumption (V'), we finally conclude from ([@X)-(#I2) that as a ' a*,

a2 Vo (aa(z +y
o(ag) = /11%2 - (0l 0) (R2,0 + Ri1.0)m,adx

a 2 8:El
2+p oh
_ Ofa / (:E + yO) (R27a + Rl,a)ﬁl,adx + O(ai-i-p)
2 R2 8$l
aQ2t? [ Oh(x + yo) 2. dw (4.13)
= % b - d 24p
o 02, w{o(w—kx Vw) + JZ o ] x + o(a™P)
aZtp Oh(z + yo) 2L ou?
_ % bl - Vi b, 24y =12
Nl ® o [ o(z - Vw?) + Z i B }daz—l—o( ), ,2,

Jj=

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

Step 2. The constant by = 0 in (323)).
Multiplying the equation [@3) by (z - VR; ), we have for j = 1,2,
— ARjo(x- VRj ) — a2Qaz - VI o)(x - VRj )

a2 |z|*
- [aiﬂj,a - “TH — a Vo (aa(z + yo))] Rja(x-VRja) (4.14)

+alijol*Rjo(r-VR;,) in R2.
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Using the integration by parts, we note from (224 that for j = 1,2,
Aj)a L= AR]‘@(JJ . VRj)a)dJJ

R2

OR: . .
:_mmﬁw/ [—i%mv&@—@rWW&MQ%
OBR(0) v

:O,

at0?|x)?
Bjg:= /2 {aiujya — % - ai‘/Q (0411(517 + yO))}Rj,a(x ’ VRJ}G)
R

a2 |z|? a?
= /}R2 R?)a {aiuj@ — “TH — a2Vo(aa(z 4+ y0)) — 7‘19& - VaVa(aa(z + yo))},

and
Cia:= a/ |tj.0l* Rja(z - VR;a)
RQ

a a

4 2 2
= Z ‘/R2($ . ij7a) + 5 /]R2 Ij)a(ib . ij7a)

a a
=—— | R* += [ I? (x-VR?).
s s [ e R

Therefore, we derive from above that

(D2, — D1.4) _ (B2,a — B1,a) + (Ca,q — Cl)a)7 (4.15)

|ti2,a — @10l Lo ®2) l|ti2,a — 1,0 Lo (r2)

where D , is defined by

Dj., ;:—/ A2zt VI )(x-VRj.), j=1,2.
]R2

We next estimate the terms containing D; , and B; , of (£I5)) as follows.
As for the term containing D; ,, applying Lemmas [3.1] and B2 we infer from Proposition [3.4]
that as a ~ a*,

D2,a - Dl,a
G20 — @10l Lo (R2)
= —ai/ Q(ajL - Vnz,a)(z - VRaa) — ozi/ Qzt Vi) (z- Vi)
R R (4.16)

:—ai/RzQ(xL~V7727a) [ (v\/%) + 2V (Raa = —=) | +olad)
_ 2 Q

= Qg \/ﬁ - [IJ_ ' V({E ' Vw)]WZa + O(Qi) = O(O[i)a
where B1) and (1) are also used. As for the term containing B; ,, we obtain from the assump-
tion (V) that as a 7 a*,
BQ,U, - Bl,a

Hﬂ2,a _ﬁl,aHL“’

40)2|[2 2
= / [% + a2Va(aq(z + o)) + %(m +10) - Vo Vo (aa(z + yo))}
R2

. (Rl,a + R2,a)n1,ad$ - Ja - Kau

4002|112 24
= / %5 =t Lz (e + o) | (Ria + Ro.a)in,ade = Jo = Ko+ 0(a2*),
R2
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where the fact x - Vh(z) = ph(z) is used in the last equality. Here the terms J, and K, are

defined by
o2
Jo 1= 7‘1 . [yo Vo Va(aa(z + yo))} (R1,a + Raa)m adz,
R
and

K, := o

2/ R%,aMZU« - R%,aﬂlﬂl dz.
R

2 ”ﬁla - ﬁl,a”LOO(R?)

Applying ([2.I9)), one can note from the first identity of [{I3) that as a * a*,
Jo = o(al).

Using Lemma B and Proposition B4, we derive from [@4]) that K, satisfies

K = 2/ |ﬁ2,a|2,u2,a - |ﬂ1,a|2,ul,a 2/ I22,a:u2ﬂ - IIQ,aluLa
0 =al - _ —aZ - —
g2 |20 — U1,al| Lo (R2) g2 ||[T2,0 = U1,al| Lo (2)

2
o -
2 (12,0 = H1,0) —ai/ M2,a(Iia + I2.0) 12,0
R2

- iz,. — U1,al| Lo (R2)

_ a2 ,U2,a - /Ll,a / IQ
2,0 — 1,0l Loo (r2) JR2 ba

_ O‘i(ﬂ?,a - Nl,a)
”ﬁla - ﬁl,a”Lm(R?)

+o(al) as a S a*.

It then follows from above that
BQ,a - Bl,a

lt2,a = 1,0l Loo(r2)

_ / |: 2| | + 5 pa§+ph($ + yo):| (Rl,a + R2,a)771,a
R2

_ g (f2,a = fi1,0)
[U2,a — 1,0l oo (r2)

+0(a2P) as a S a*.

Applying Lemma B.1] and Proposition B4 we obtain that as a * a*,
02,11 - Cl a

)

ti2,a — U1,al Lo r2)

(4.17)

2 Jre ||U2,0 — U1,allpoo @y 2 2,0 — @10 Lo (r2)

a a
5 [ Bale- VimaRat Reol] + 5 [ malho + o)(e- VAL
R R

2

S 4~ 4

_ _E/ ~|U'2,a| _ |u1,a| +0(Oéi).
2 Jre ||t2,0 — @10l Lo (r2)

Note from [@2) that

_ -4~ 4
_az _ /’LQ,II~ Hi1,a . g/ ~|’U,2)a| ~ |’U,1)a| dr = 0.
2,0 — G1,allLoe@ey 2 Jr2 [G2,a = U1,all Lo (r2)

Following this identity, we then conclude from [@IH)—([@I]) that as a  a*,
B a — B a C a C a
o(aﬁ):( 2.0 = Bia) +(C2a = C1a)

ti2,a — 1,0l Lo r2)

7/ [92@3le2 n (2+p)agt?
- Jge 2

5 h(z + yo)] (Ri.0 + Ro.o)n.qdzx + o(a2TP)

2+ p)at? 02t
:% . h(z + yo)wnidx + o /R2 |z[2wnidz + o(a2tP).
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_ _ﬂ/ |ﬂ2,a|4 - |al,a|4 + ﬂ/ (120" = [T,a]") + 2(|Ro,0* 2,0 )* = |Rual*[11,0]*)
R R2

(4.18)

(4.19)



Since yo is the unique critical point of H(y), we finally derive from [@I9) that if 1 < p < 2,

0= / h(z + yo)wn dx
R2

2
1 8iw2
= bO/Rz h(x—i—yo)w(w—l—x-Vw)dx—i—;bi /R2 §h($+yo) 0z, dx

b
= bo/ h(z + yo)w?dx — 50 (:1: - Vh(z + yo)w? + 2h(x + yo)wz)dx
R2

R2

b
= —50 ((:c—i—yo) -Vh(:c+y0)w2)d:v
R2
b
- h(x + yo)w?d,
2 Jo

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

Step 8. The constants by = by = 0.
By Step 2, we deduce from (5] that

2 2
ij/ Oh(z +yo) Ow” 0, 1=1,2. (4.20)
4 R2 817[ ox;
Jj=1 J

Using the non-degeneracy assumption of the critical point yg, we then derive from (A20) that
b1 = bs = 0, and the proof of Step 3 is therefore complete.
By the exponential decay of Lemma B3] we obtain that 1, — 19 = 11 + ing # 0 uniformly

in C'(R?) as a / a*, due to the fact that ||1,]|r~ = 1. However, we conclude from Step 2 and
Step 3 that 79 = 0, a contradiction. This completes the proof of Theorem [I1] O
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