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Abstract

As a continuation of [34], we consider ground states of rotating Bose-Einstein

condensates with attractive interactions in non-radially harmonic traps V (z) = 23 +

A2z, where 0 < A # 1 and z = (21,22) € R% For any fixed rotational velocity
0 < Q< Qf:=2min{l, A}, it is known that ground states exist if and only if a < a*
for some critical constant 0 < a* < oo, where a > 0 denotes the product for the
number of particles times the absolute value of the scattering length. We analyze the
asymptotic expansions of ground states as a  a*, which display the visible effect
of 2 on ground states. As a byproduct, we further prove that ground states do not
have any vortex in the region R(a) := {z € R?: |z| < C(a* —a)" 2} as a 7 a* for
some constant C' > 0, which is independent of 0 < a < a*.

Keywords: Bose-Einstein condensate; rotational velocity; nonexistence of vortices; limit
profiles

1 Introduction

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. The BECs in magneto-optical traps present remarkable phe-
nomena, once the traps are set in the rotational motion. Actually, starting from the
first physical achievement of rotating BECs in the late 1990s, various interesting quan-
tum phenomena have been observed in the experiments of rotating BECs, including the
critical-mass collapse [1624,[37], the center-of-mass rotation [1,26,148], and the appear-
ance of quantized vortices [2l[I826]. Therefore, numerical simulations and mathematical
theories of rotating BECs have been a focus of international interest in physics and
mathematics over the past two decades, see [I1,2,[6],23]24126]38.[39,[45H47]. We also re-
fer [2LI4L22157158] for the mathematics of the relevant superfluids and superconductors.

The interactions between cold atoms in the condensates can be either repulsive or
attractive, cf. [2l[I5124L26]. For the repulsive case, the complex structures, including the
quantized vortices, of the rotating trapped BECs were analyzed and simulated exten-

sively in the past few years, see [TH4.[9,2324126138,39,50L51] and the references therein.

However, the rotating trapped BECs in the attractive case behave different extremely
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from those in the well-understood repulsive case. Typically, the vortices are generally
unstable in the attractive case (cf. [I8/48]), even though the vortices may form stable
lattice configurations in the repulsive case, cf. [226]. Because of distinct mechanisms,
existing physical observations and numerical simulations show that rotating trapped
BECs with attractive interactions present more complicated phenomena and structures,
see [O[181[241[261/48], only few of which have however been investigated analytically so far.

As derived rigorously in [42143][521[55156] by a mean-field approximation, the ground
state of two-dimensional attractive BECs in a rotating trap can be described equiva-
lently by a complex constraint minimizer of the following Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) energy
functional

F,(u) ::/ (!VU\Q—FV(az)luP)daz—g/ ]u\4daz—Q/ at - (iu, Vu)dz, uweH, (1.1)
R2 2 R2 R2

under the mass constraint

er(a) = inf Fy(u), a>0, (1.2)
{ueM, ||ull3=1}

where 2zt = (—z9,71) with z = (v1,22) € R?, (iu, Vu) = i(uVa — uVu)/2, and the
complex space H is defined as

H = {uGHl(Rz,(C): /

V(x)|urdz < oo}. (1.3)
R2

The parameter a > 0 in er(a) denotes the product for the number N of particles times
the absolute value of the scattering length v in the two-body interaction, and while 2 > 0
describes the rotational velocity of the rotating trap V(z) > 0. We comment that one
may impose ep(a) a different constraint [po [u(z)[*dz = N > 0, but these two different
forms can be reduced equivalently to each other, see [34]. In this paper we therefore
focus on the form of er(a) instead. It also deserves to remark that even though the
mass-subcritical version of ex(a), where the nonlinear term |u|* of F,(u) is replaced by
|u|P for 2 < p < 4, was studied as early as in the pioneering work of Esteban-Lions [25],
the mass-critical constraint variational problem ep(a) in the complex range was not
addressed until recent years, see [7,[9,[1332,[34.43] and the references therein.

The non-rotational case 2 = 0 of ep(a) was studied recently in [31] 353649 [61]
and the references therein, where the existence, uniqueness, symmetry breaking and
other analytical properties of complex-valued minimizers were investigated equivalently
in view of the argument [2I, Theorem II.1]. For a class of trapping potentials V(x),
above mentioned works give implicitly that ep(a) with 2 = 0 admits complex-valued
minimizers if and only if a < a*, where a* = ||w||%2(R2) and w = w(|z|) > 0 is the unique
(cf. [41L[60]) positive solution of the following nonlinear scalar field equation

Au—u+u®=0 in R? uec H(R*R). (1.4)

Starting from earlier works [9,43], the rotational case 2 > 0 of er(a) was analyzed
more recently. More precisely, considering special trapping potentials, such as typically
V(z) = |z|?, the existence and nonexistence, stability and some other properties of
complex-valued minimizers for ep(a) with > 0 were studied in [7,9L[I3[43]. Generally,
if the trapping potential 0 < V(x) € L (R?) satisfies

loc
. Vix)
h_m\x\—mW >0, (1.5)
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then one can define as in [34] the following critical rotational velocity * := Q*(V):

02
0" :==sup {Q >0: V(z)— Z!az\z — 00 as |z] — oo}. (1.6)

Note that if V(z) satisfies the assumption (L), then Q* € (0, +o0] exists, and Vo(z) :=
V(x) — QTz|:17|2 > 0 holds in R? for any 0 < Q < Q*. Under the assumption (3], we
established in [34] Theorem 1.1] the following existence and non-existence of complex-
valued minimizers:

Theorem A. ( [3], Theorem 1.1]) Assume V(z) € L (R?) satisfies (I3) such that
0 € (0,400] in (L) exists. Then we have

1. If0<Q<Q and 0 < a < a* := ||w|3, then there exists at least one minimizer of
er(a).
2. If0 < Q< Q" and a > a* = ||w||3, then there is no minimizer of er(a).

3. If Q > QF, then for any a > 0, there is no minimizer of er(a).

The proof of Theorem A needs the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

4 2 2 2 1 2
/RZ () [Adz < IIwII%/ V() d:p/Rz lu(x)2de, uwe H'R2LR),  (1.7)

R2
where the identity is attained at w, and the following diamagnetic inequality
2 Iy ; 2 25 21,12 2 21,12 1?2
Vul=Qa=(iu, Vu) = [(V=iA)ul* = —|z"|ul* = [V]ul[ = |2 u]*, v e H'(R,C),
(1.8)
where A = %xL, see [441[60] for more details. By the variational theory, if ep(a) admits
a minimizer uq, then u, is a ground state of the following Euler-Lagrange equation

— At + V(2)ug +iQ (x - Vug) = pug + alug|?ug  in RZ, / lug|?de =1, (1.9)
R2

where p = p(a,Q,u,) € R is a suitable Lagrange multiplier. We comment that there
exist many interesting progresses on normalized solutions of the elliptic problem (L9,
see [8TOHI2LT7 25,830,140, 49.[54] and the references therein.

By employing energy estimates and elliptic PDE theory, it was proved in [341[43] that
the minimizer u, of ep(a) concentrates at a global minimum point of V(x) as a * a*,
in the sense that

|ta]|co — 00 and / Va()|ug|?dz — Vo(zg) == inlé’2 Vo(z) as a Ma*.  (1.10)
R2 z€

Based on (LI0), the L* uniform convergence of u, after rescaling and translation was
also obtained in [34]. By developing the method of inductive symmetry, we further
proved in [34, Theorem 1.3] (see also [33]) the absence of vortices of minimizers u, for
er(a) as a / a* in the radially symmetric case V(x) = |x|?, where the rotational velocity
Q presents essentially no effect on u, and Im(u.e’) =0 as a 7 a* for some constant
phase 0, € [0,27). We should emphasize that the arguments of [34, Theorem 1.3] cannot
however be extended to the non-radially symmetric case of V(x), since one cannot expect
generally Im(uqe®®) = 0as a 7 a* for some constant phase d, € [0,27), see also Remark

21l below.



1.1 Main Results

As a continuation of [34], it is natural to ask whether the rotational velocity €2 has some
visible effect on the minimizers u, of er(a) as a ' a*, provided that the trap V(x) is
non-radially symmetric. The main purpose of this paper is to address the above question.

Due to the physical relevance (cf. [B,[191[38,50,51]), in this paper we mainly focus on
the non-radially harmonic trap V(z) > 0 of the form

V(z) = 2% + A%z} for x = (x1,20) € R?, where 0 <A <1, (1.11)

since the case A > 1 can be established similarly. As mentioned before, the case A =1
of (LTI was already addressed in Theorem 1.3 and (1.18) of [34]. We comment that
Theorems [T and below can be extended to the general case where the trap V(z) is
homogeneous of degree 2, see (Z1]) for its definition, and however for simplicity we do
not pursue such extensions in this paper.

Under the assumption (LIT]), one can note from (LO) that er(a) admits the critical
velocity Q% := 2A. For any fixed 0 < Q < Q* := 2A < 2, we further have

(0,0) is the unique and non-degenerate critical point of
) 02, (1.12)
Ho(y) = | Va(z+ywi(x)de, Valz):=V(z)-—lzf” 20,
R
and
0 2 2.2
Val(z) + Z!x\ =V(z) = a7 + Aas. (1.13)

Under the assumption (LI1]), we thus note from [32) Theorem 1.1] that up to the constant
phase, complex-valued minimizers of er(a) must be unique as a * a*. Define

Ao = (/R2 V(x)w2d:17>z11 > 0. (1.14)

For convenience, we denote o;(z) € C?(R?) N L>(R?) to be the unique solution of

Vei(0) =0, (—A+1-3w?)pi(z)=fi(z) in R? i=1,2 (1.15)

where f;(z) satisfies

Fila) = —2—§w3(m) — (2% + A%23)w(x), if i =1, (1.16)
—(1 = A?)22w(z), if i=2.

Here the uniqueness of p;(x) follows from [27, Theorem 1.2] and [59, Lemma 4.1] together
with the fact V;(0) = 0 for i = 1,2. We also denote ¢;(z) € C*(R?) N L>=(R?) to be

the unique solution of
(—A+1-w?)pr(z) = — (v Vo) in R? / prwdz =0, (1.17)
R2

where o satisfies (II5]). Here the uniqueness of ¢j(z) follows from [59, Lemma 4.1]
and the fact [ r2 prwdz = 0. Applying above notations, the main result of this paper is
concerned with the following asymptotic expansion as a * a*, which displays the visible
effect of the rotational velocity :



Theorem 1.1. Suppose that the non-radially harmonic trap V(x) satisfies (I11) for
some 0 < A < 1. Then for any fired 0 < Q < Q* := 2A, the complex-valued minimizer
uq of ep(a) satisfies

Vg 1= €aV Q" Ug (eaa: + xa)e_i (%E“I'xé_aa) =w+ ei{cpl +Cr(w+x- Vw)}

(1.18)
+iQeSpr + o(e8) in L®(R?%,C)
1
as a S a*, where €, := % > 0, x, is the unique global mazimum point of |ug| and
satisfies
2| = o(€2) as a Sa*, (1.19)

0, € [0,27) is a suitable constant phase, and the constant Cn # 0 is independent of €
and satisfies

1
Ch = = [/ (3w — 1)t — 4/ (22 + A2:E§)w901] # 0. (1.20)
2)\0 R2 R2

Here @1 and ¢y are uniquely given by (LI3)-(1.17).

Remark 1.1. (1). Under the assumption (LII]), the interesting novelty of Theorem [I.1]
lies in the fact that the rotational velocity ) affects visibly the minimizer u, starting
from the third term, which is imaginary, of v, defined in (LI8]). This is however different
from the radial case V(x) = |x|?> addressed earlier in [34, Theorem 1.3], where 2 > 0 has
essentially no effect on u,.

(2). Specially, if V(x) = |z|?, then the argument of Theorem [l can yield that
(LI8) holds for ¢y = 0, and while the term 1 + Cp(w + 2 - Vw) is radially symmetric
and independent of 2 > 0. Following these, we guess that one may further obtain the
non-existence of vortices for u, in R? as a * a*, which approach is different slightly from
that of [34]. We leave it to the interested reader.

(3). We expect that, instead of (II9]), the unique global maximum point z, of |u,]
satisfies x, = 0 as a " a*. But our analysis does not give this conclusion, for which one
needs to derive further refined estimates of u, as a * a*.

We next follow three steps to explain the general strategy of proving Theorem [LI]
As the first step, we proved in [34] Theorem 1.2] that the complex-valued minimizer u,
of ep(a) satisfies the equation (L3) and

Ua($) = ea\/a_*ua (5a$—|—gja) e_i (%eax-xé—%) = [Ra(x)+w(x)} —l—ZIa(l‘) — ’LU($) (121)

uniformly in L>®(R2,C) as a ' a*, where and below ¢, > 0 and x, € R? are as in
Theorem [[1] and 6, € [0,27) is chosen suitably. Under the assumption (LIII), recall
from [34, Section 3] that the Lagrange multiplier y, of (L9) and x, satisfy

fha€: — —1 and Ta 50 as a Sat. (1.22)

€a

Note from (L2I)) that R, and I, satisfy
Ry(z) = 0 and I,(z) — 0 uniformly in R? as a *a*. (1.23)

The second step of proving Theorem [[1lis to establish the leading terms of Ry (x) +
il, (), in terms of ¢, and pae2 + 1, by following (L2I)) and (L22)). However, we remark



that it seems difficult to reach this aim by investigating directly the Euler-Lagrange equa-
tion ([L9). To overcome this difficulty, motivated by ([L9) and (L2I]) we shall consider
the following coupled system of R,(x) and I,(x):

(Lo —w? —w(Ry +w)) Ry = 2Q (z - VI,,) + F,(x) in R?, VR,(0) #0,

Lo, = —€2Q (2 - VR,) in R?, / wlydz =0,
R2

(1.24)
where Fa(x) is an inhomogeneous term containing p,e2 + 1, and the operator L, is as in
@&23).

Even though the rest part of the second step is motivated by [31, Theorem 1.4] and
([C23), unfortunately, there appear extra difficulties. Actually, we first note from (L.24))
that we have R,(0) # 0 in R?, which leads to a new difficulty in studying the expansion
of R,, see Lemma[2:2] Moreover, the coupled system (L24]) contains the coupled rotating
terms (z1 - VI,) and (z* - VR,). To overcome these extra difficulties, we shall proceed
with the refined estimates of R, and [,, and make full use of the non-degenerancy of w
as well. We shall finally obtain in Lemmas and the leading terms of I, and R,,
respectively, in terms of €, and fiqe2 + 1.

The third step of proving Theorem [LT]is to address the refined estimate of yge2 + 1
in terms of ¢, > 0. We shall achieve it by taking full advantage of the mass constraint
Jre |ug|?dx = 1, as well as analytical results of the second step.

Consider the non-radially harmonic trap V(x) satisfying (L.IT]). It then follows from
[34) Theorem 1.2] that the minimizers do not have any vortex near the origin as a * a*.
As a byproduct of Theorem [[LT] we shall derive the following nonexistence of vortices
under the assumption (LIT]).

Theorem 1.2. Suppose the non-radially harmonic trap V(x) satisfies (I11)), and let u,
be a complez-valued minimizer of ep(a), where 0 < Q < QF := 2A is fived. Then there
exists a constant C > 0, independent of 0 < a < a*, such that

luq(x)| > 0 in the region R(a):= {x € R?: |z| < C(a* — a)_%} as a Sa*, (1.25)
i.e., ug does not admit any vortex in the region R(a) as a /* a*.

Remark 1.2. (1). The nonexistence of vortices for rotating trapped BECs was studied
earlier by jacobian estimates, vortex ball constructions, the inductive symmetry, and
some other methods, see [3H519,23133134,38]3957] and the references therein. However,
as far as we know, above mentioned methods depend heavily on the radial symmetry of
V(x).

(2). Theorem proves the nonexistence of vortices in a very large region R(a) as
a / a*, including the places where |u,| is already very small. As remarked before, the
argument of Theorem holds actually for the non-radially general case where the trap
V() is homogeneous of degree 2, see (2] for its definition. This is the main contribution
of Theorem [[.2] since the existing methods of [4, Theorem 1.1] and [34, Theorem 1.3]
and the references therein are not applicable to the non-radially symmetric case of V().

To prove Theorem with the non-radially symmetric trap V' (z), we shall make full
use of Theorem [[.I] to establish the following optimal estimate

[va () — w(z)| < C’lei|$|ge_ VI=Ceilel yniformly in R? as a M a, (1.26)



where v,() is as in (LI8)), and the constants C; > 0 and Cy > 0 are independent of 0 <
a < a*. Applying (L.26)), Theorem [[.2] then follows from the fact that |v,| > |w|—|w—v,|
holds in R?, due to the exact exponential decay (2.5]) of w. We note from above that the
idea of proving Theorem 1.2 is different from those of [34, Theorem 1.3] and [34], Theorem
1.3], since the latter ones proved the nonexistence of vortices in the following approach:
va(z) is essentially a real-valued minimizer of ep(a) with Q@ = 0, and |v,(x)| > 0 then
holds in a standard way, see [3536].

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we study refined estimates of min-
imizers u, for ep(a) as a /* a*. Applying analytical results of the previous section, in
Section 3 we first analyze the refined estimate of p,e2 + 1 in terms of €, > 0, based on
which we then finish the proofs of Theorems [[.T] and in Subsection 3.1. In Appendix
A we shall address the proof of the claims [319) and (3.306]) used in Section 3.

2 Refined Estimates of Minimizers

Suppose the rotating speed Q € (0,*) is fixed, the purpose of this section is to address
the refined estimates of complex-valued minimizers u, for ep(a) as a / a*. To clarify
the general idea, in this section we focus on the homogeneous trapping potential V' (z), in
the sense that a function h(z) : R? — R is called homogeneous of degree p > 0 (about
the origin), if

h(tz) = t’h(x) for any t € RT and z € R2. (2.1)
We note from above that if 0 < V() € C?(R?) is homogeneous of degree 2 and satisfies
limy| 00 V() = 00, such as (LII)), then z = 0 is the unique minimum point of V (z),
and

Q2
0 < Vo(x) :=V(x)— Z|x|2 € C*(R?) is also homogeneous of degree 2 (2.2)

for any fixed 0 < Q < Q*, where 0 < Q* < 0o is defined as in (LG).
Recall from [60] that the unique positive radial solution w of (I4) is an optimizer of
the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

fu(z)|*de < = / Vu(z)Pdz / u(z)Pde, uwe H'®R2R).  (2.3)
R2 a R2 R2

Note also from [20, Lemma 8.1.2] and [28, Proposition 4.1] that w = w(|z|) > 0 satisfies

1
]Vw]zdm:/ wide = —/ widz, (2.4)
R2 R2 2 Jp2
and )
w(z), [Vw(z) = O(|lz|"2¢7 ) as |z| — . (2.5)
Define for 0 < a < a*,
1
* I Q2 1
Eq 1= @—a) >0, A= {/ <Vg(m +yo) + —\x!2>w2(az)daz} >0, (2.6)
)\ R2 4

where Vo (z) > 0 is defined by (ZZ), and 3o € R? denotes a unique global minimum point
of Ho(y) == [g2 Va(z + y)w?(z)dz. Define

L

V() = caVa* ug (eaa: + xa)e_i(%“ﬂa —fa) — Ea(x) + il (), (2.7)
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where z, is a global maximal point of |ug(z)|, Ra(z) and I,(z) denote the real and
imaginary parts of v, (x), respectively, and the constant phase 6, € [0,27) is chosen such
that

[va — w”L?(R?) = gen[%%gﬂ) Hei%a - wHLQ(R2)’ (2.8)
—i2al gl

where 0, = g,V a* ua(sax + :Ea)e
orthogonality condition on I,(x):

2 ¥%a The above property gives the following

/ w(x)Iy(z)dx = 0. (2.9)
R2

Using above notations, we proved in [34] the following L°°—uniform convergence as

a a*.

Proposition 2.1. ( [3/, Theorem 1.2]) Assume 0 < V(x) € C?(R?) satisfyz’ngl llim V(x)
T|—00

+00 is homogeneous of degree 2, and let 0 be a unique global minimum point of Hq(y) :=

Jg2 Valz + y)w?(z)dz. For any fized 0 < Q < QF, where Q* > 0 is defined as in (LG),
suppose ug, is a minimizer of ep(a). Then we have

Va(z) = 4V a* uq <€a:17 + xa) e’ ($eawai—0a) — w(x) (2.10)

uniformly in L°(R?,C) as a 7 a*, where e, > 0 is as in (Z48), 0, € [0,27) is chosen
such that (Z38) holds true, and the unique global mazimal point x, € R? of |u,| satisfies

li — =0. 2.11
Jim = (2.11)

By the variational theory, the minimizer u, of er(a) solves the following Euler-
Lagrange equation:

— Atg + V(2)ug + i Qat - Vug) = potia + alug*u, in R (2.12)

where 1, := 14(us) € R is a suitable Lagrange multiplier satisfying

po = erla) — 2 / (g [Ad. (2.13)
R2

Note from (2.I2) that the function v, satisfies the following elliptic equation

|z

— Avg +ic2Q(at - V) + { 1

+ E?LVQ Ea + Xq) | Vg
( )] (2.14)

2 a 2 : 2
=laEaVq + E‘Ua’ v, in R,

where Vo (z) > 0 is as in ([2.2]). The analysis of [34] Theorem 1.2] gives that the above
Lagrange multiplier p, satisfies
lim prge? = —1. (2.15)
a/fa*
In order to obtain the refined estimate of u, as a  a*, one can note from (ZI0) and
(ZI4) that a more refined estimate than (ZI5) is needed for 1, as a * a*, which is one
of the main difficulties in this paper. Towards this purpose, it however seems difficult
to handle directly with the single equation (Z.14]), instead of which we shall consider the
coupled system of Re(v,) and I'm(v,) in the coming subsection.



2.1 Refined estimates of v, as a " a*

Based on Proposition[2.1] in this subsection we shall derive refined estimates of v, defined
in (27) as a /" a*. Towards this purpose, we introduce the following linear operator

L:=-A+1—-w? in R% (2.16)
It then obtains from [44, Theorem 11.8] and [44], Corollary 11.9] that
kerL = {w} and (Lv,v) >0 forall ve L*(R?). (2.17)
We also define the linearized operator £ of (L4) around w > 0 by
L£L:=—-A+1-3uw’ inR% (2.18)

It follows from [41153,59] that

~ ow Ow
kerf = {— —} 2.19
r 8%1 8%2 ( )
For convenience, we denote for 0 < a < a*,
(a* —a)i i_ )
€a 1= >0, ag:=(Aeg)" =a"—a>0, and B, =1+ p.es, (2.20)

where A > 0 is defined by (2.6) with yp = (0,0) and the Lagrange multiplier j, satisfies
(ZI5). We then have
ag—0 and B, =0 as a "a”.

Following (2.71), we now rewrite v, as
va(x) := Ry(x) + il,(z) = [Ra(2) +w(z)] +il,(z), (2.21)
so that
Ry(z) = 0 and I,(z) — 0 uniformly in L°(R? ,R) as a / a*,

due to Proposition 211 Since V|v,(0)] = 0 holds for all 0 < a < a*, we derive from

2T that
1,(0)V14(0) .
VR,(0) = —————= —0 . 2.22
O =) TR0y O 222
For simplicity, we denote the operator £, by

202

Loi= =D+ (2ol +EVo(ear + 1) — poct = —=foa?) i BL (2.29)

It then follows from (2.9)), (2.14]) and (Z2I)) that I, satisfies
Lol, = —2Q (2t - VR,) in R?, / wlydz =0, (2.24)
R2
and while R, satisfies (2.22]) and

EaRa = L, —w® — wﬁa] R, = F,(z) in R?, (2.25)



where F,(x) is defined by

2 i ea® o o a o Qa9
Fo(z) ==e5 Q(z~ - V) — [T"T‘ + E(]/VQ(EO/'Z. +4) — Ba — Ela + ERQ w
0?2 , -
:—63[—|gj|2+VQ<$+x—>:|w—|-ﬁaw_a_ng (226)
4 €a a*

I
+e2Q <a:L . V2 > + %Igw.
a

a

Similar to [34], Lemma 4.2 (1)], where £, > 0 is defined in a slightly different way, one
can deduce from (2.I4]) that there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of 0 < a < a*,
such that as a " a*,

IVRy(2)|, |VIa(z)] < Ce3lel uniformly in R%. (2.27)

Applying ([222) and ([227), the argument of [34, Lemma 4.3] then yields from (2:24)
that there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of 0 < a < a*, such that as a * a*,

VI (x)], [Io(z)] < nge_élxl uniformly in R2. (2.28)
Setting

Po(|x]) := —%(w + 2 Vuw),

which is independent of 0 < 2 < Q* one can check that ¢ is a unique solution of
Ve (0) =0, Lipo(|z]) = w(z) in R (2.29)

where the operator L is defined by (2I8]). Having above estimates, we next establish
the following “rough” limit profiles in terms of €, and f,.

Lemma 2.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition [2.1], we have

1. There exists a constant C' > 0, independent of 0 < a < a*, such that the imaginary

part I, of (221 satisfies
VI, (z)], |I(z)| < Ce2(el —1—%)6_%‘%‘ uniformly in R? as a S a*, (2.30)
where vy, > 0 satisfies 7o = o(|fal|) as a S a*.
2. The real part R, of (Z.21)) satisfies

Ru(z) := eap () + Batba(|z]) + o(ek +18a]) in R? as a /7 a*, (2.31)
where o(|z]) == —%(w + x - Vw) is radially symmetric, and ¢1(z) € C*(R?) N
L>(R?) solves uniquely

_ 4
Vi (0) =0, Fin(z) = —%wg(x) —V(@)w(z) in B2 (2.32)

Here 11 and 1o are independent of 0 < Q0 < QF.

10



Proof. Denote

Ra(@) 1= Ra(w) = eqv1(x) = Batba(l2]), (2.33)
where 15 (|z|) := =3 (w + z - Vw) is radially symmetric, and ¢ (z) € C*(R?) N L(R?)
is a solution of ([232]). Note that ; and o are independent of 0 < Q < Q*, and
the uniqueness of 1 (z) follows from V1 (0) = 0 and the property [2I9]) (see also [59,

Lemma 4.1] and [27, Theorem 1.2]). Moreover, by the comparison principle, see (2.45])
below for the detailed argument, we derive from (Z3]) and ([Z32]) that

|1 ()],

It then yields from ([2:22) and (2.32) that R, (z) satisfies

Yo(lz])] < Ce 1l in R?, where % <6 <1 (2.34)

VR.(0) =0 as a Sa”. (2.35)

We next carry out the proof by the following three steps:
Step 1. Note from ([2:25) and (2Z33) that

LiRa = Falz) — (Lo — L) [e201 (2) + Batha(|z])] := Nu(z) in R (2.36)
We deduce from (2:26]), (Z28)) and ([2.34]) that the term F,(x) satisfies

4
| Fa(@)] := | Fo(z) — Bow + Ei(A—*w?’ + V(x)w)‘ < C&?ie_l_lo‘x‘ uniformly in R?
a

as a /a*, and

(Lo — L) [e4n(2) + Bati(j2)]
5§ + | Bal

1
< Cbe” 10l uniformly in R? as a 7 a*,

where §, > 0 satisfies 6, = o(1) as a " a*. We thus derive from above that

|Na(z)]
eq + 1Bal

We claim that there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of 0 < a < a*, such that

< Ce 10l uniformly in R? as a ~a*. (2.37)

[Ra(z)| < C(eh + |Bal) uniformly in R* as a 7 a*. (2.38)
Ra oo
Instead, assume that the above claim ([2.38)) is false, i.e., limg g ” - ”Jfl B:\R2) = oo. Denote

Ry = ”R”Rﬁ, so that || Ryl e (r2) = 1. Applying [222) and 2.28), we derive from
allL° (R
(Z33) that

5 [VR.(0)] 1 [L(0)[|[VI.(0)] _ C(ea + [Bal)
VR, (0)] = — < a as a S a”,
VRO = R ey~ 0@ + RalO)] [Rallimey ~ TRalliegee
which then implies that
VRa.(0) =0 as a Sa*. (2.39)
We also deduce from (Z36]) that
LR = _Malz) g2 (2.40)
Rall oo (m2)

11



Note from (237)) that

INa(@)| _ eq+1Bdl \N )|
[RallLoo (r2) IR oo (r2) €3 + |Bal (2.41)
< LWCG—I—OM uniformly in R? as a 7 a*.
[Rall oo (rz)
Suppose ¥, is a global maximum point of [R, ()], so that |R4(y.)| = max,cp2 —||R|Zii(£)(!R2) =

1. In view of the definition of the operator Ea, by the maximum principle one can deduce
from (240) and 241) that |y,| < C uniformly in 0 < a < a*.

On the other hand, the usual elliptic regularity theory yields that there exist a subse-
quence, still denoted by {R,}, of {R.} and a function Ry € H'(R?) such that R, — Ro
weakly in H'(R?) and strongly in L} (R?) for all ¢ € [2,00) as a / a*. By @31, we
obtain from ([Z39)-(@Z4I) that Ry satisfies

VRo(0) =0, LRo(z)=0 in R?,

which yields that Rg = E?:l cig—;‘l’_ in view of (ZI9). Since VR((0) = 0, we obtain that

0%w(0
< w( )) ) _y
83:,695]- Co
Because det O%w(0) #£ 0, we deduce from above that ¢; = ¢ = 0, and hence Ry(z) = 0
Ox;0x;

in R2. This however contradicts to the above fact that by passing to a subsequence if
necessary, 1 = Ro(ya) — Ro(%o) as a /* a* for some 3y € R2. Therefore, the claim ([2.38))
holds true.

We next claim that

Ra(2)], |[VRa(z)| < Clet + ]ﬁa])e_Tll|x| uniformly in R? as a  a*. (2.42)

Actually, we deduce from (2:30]) and (237]) that

~ N,
a=] Ra _ 1 a(®) < (e ~ole] uniformly in R? as a 7 a*.
€a T ‘Ba‘ €a + |Bal

On the other hand, for sufficiently large R > 1 there exists a constant Co = Cy(R) > 0
such that

Ra
€4+|5|§02€ wlel gt x| = R as a S a”, (2.43)

and
Colge 10" > Cre~wl7l  in R?/Bgr(0) as a 7 a*.

We thus have

L, (% Cye~ ol ‘) <0 in R?/Bg(0) as a /a*. (2.44)

By the comparison principle, we then obtain from ([2.43]) and ([2.44)) that

Ra
< Che~ 10l in R2/BR(0) as a S a*.
64_’_‘5&’ >~ L2 / R( ) /l

12



Similarly, one can derive that there exists a constant C3 = C3(R) > 0 such that

%‘m > —Cye 107l in R?/Br(0) as a /' a*,

and hence )
IR < C’(sﬁ + |ﬁa|)e_1_0‘x‘ in Rz/BR(O) as a S a*.

This therefore yields that R, satisfies
Ra(2)] < C(el + |Ba)e 0 in B2, (2.45)

due to the estimate (Z38]). By gradient estimates of (3.15) in [29], we further derive
from (236)), (237) and ([2.43]) that

[VRa| < Cleb + |Bal)e™ %l in R2. (2.46)

Therefore, we obtain from (Z45) and (Z46]) that (2242]) holds true.
Step 2. Since ¥o(|x|) := —% (w+ - Vw) is radially symmetric, we deduce from ([233)
that

2t VR, =1 V[Ro+ Batbe +eath1(2)] = 2 V[Ro +€5tb1 ()] in R
This then implies from (2.:42]) that
21 - VRa| < Ced + |Ba])e 12" uniformly in R? as a * a*. (2.47)
Similar to (Z45]) and (Z46]), one can deduce from (Z24) and (Z47) that
[La(2)|, |VIa(z)| < Ce2(ed + |ﬁa|)e_ﬁm uniformly in R? as a 7 a*, (2.48)

where the property ([2.I7) is used in view of the fact that I, satisfies fRZ wl,dx = 0.
Step 3. Applying ([2:48]), the same argument of (Z37]) yields that the nonhomogeneous
term N, (x) of (230]) satisfies

N,
M < C’(Sae_%m uniformly in R? as a 7 a, (2.49)
€a + ‘Ba’

where 6, > 0 satisfies §, = o(1) as a / a*. The same argument of Step 1 then gives

from (249) that
Ral, |VRa| < C(el +|Bal)bue™ =17 in B2, (2.50)

where §, > 0 also satisfies §, = o(1) as a " a*. This proves (231 in view of ([2:33).
Finally, similar to (2.47]), one can derive from (233]) and (2.50) that

|zt - VR, < C(e} + ’Ya)e_ﬁm uniformly in R? as a 7 a,
where v, > 0 satisfies v, = 0(|54]) as a  a*. Applying this refined estimate, the same

argument of (2:48)) then yields that (2.30]) holds true, and Lemma 22]is thus proved. O
Before ending this subsection, we derive the refined estimate of I, as a 7 a*.
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Lemma 2.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition[21], the imaginary part 1, of (ZZ21])
satisfies
I (%) =S Qupr(x) + o(e8 + 2|Bu]) in R?* as a S a¥, (2.51)

where Yr(x) € C*(R?) N L®(R?) solves uniquely

Yrwde =0,  Lyp(z) = —(xL . V¢1) in R?, (2.52)
R2
where the operator L is defined by (210), and 1(z) € C*(R?) N L>=(R?) is given by

Proof. Following the argument of Lemma [2.2] one can derive from ([2.24]), (Z33]) and
[2350) that [. [ywdr =0, and

Lo, = —£20 (96L -VR,) = —£80 (96L Vi) + o(e8 +£218,4]) as a Sa*,  (2.53)
where 91 (z) € C%(R?) N L>(R?) is given by ([232). Set
Ia(2) = Lo(z) — 50 (2),

where 97 (z) € C*(R?) N L*°(R?) is defined in (Z52).

Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.2] one can deduce from (2.30) and (2.53]) that
I o(z) = 0(e8 + £2|B,]) uniformly in R? as a  a*, which then implies directly that
(251 holds true. Finally, since £ is a linear operator, the uniqueness of ¢7(z) € C?(R?)N
L>(IR?) defined by (Z52)) follows from the constriction [z, ¢yywdz = 0 and the property

@17 (cf. 59, Lemma 4.1]). O
Remark 2.1. Under the general assumptions on Vq(z) of Proposition 2] the upper
bound [Z30) of I, as a / a* is optimal and I, does not vanish. However, if the trap
Vao(z) has a better symmetry, then the leading term ¢;(z) of I, as a /* a* may vanish
and hence the upper bound (2.30) of I, as a / a* is not optimal. Specially, if the trap
Vao(z) is radially symmetric, we have proved in [34] Theorem 1.3] that I,(x) = 0 as

a a*.

3 Asymptotic Expansions and Applications

In this section we first address the proof of Theorem [[LT] on asymptotic expansions of
minimizers for er(a) as a ' a*, based on which we then establish Theorem [[.22l Towards
this purpose, throughout this section we always consider the harmonic trap V' (z) of the
form (LII), and let 0 < Q < Q* := 2A < 2 be fixed, so that all estimates of previous
section are applicable.

Let Ry(z) and I,(x) be defined by (Z7) and (221), respectively, where u, denotes
a complex-valued minimizer of ep(a) as a * a*. Applying ([LI2)), it then follows from
Lemma [2.2] that the real part R, of ([2.2]]) satisfies

Ro(x) := edapy (x) + Batba(|z]) +o(ed +1B4]) in R? as a ~a, (3.1)

where €, > 0 and 3, € R are defined by [220). Here ¢»(|z|) € C?(R?) N L>(R?)
satisfying

o(|z]) = _%(wﬂ;.vu}) (3.2)
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is radially symmetric, and 1 (x) € C%(R?) N L>°(R?) solves uniquely
~ N 2 222 w2
Vi1(0) =0, Lip(x) = o (z) — (21 + A%25)w(z) in R, (3.3)

where 0 < A < 1is as in ([LII]), Ao > 0 is as in (LI4) in view of (LI2)), (LI3) and (2.6),
and while the operator £ is defined by (2.I8).

We next denote 111(z) € C*(R?) N L>(R?) to be the unique solution of
~ 4
Vi11(0) =0, Liygi(x) = —a—gw?’(x) — A%zPw(z) in R? (3.4)

and let ¢ (z) € C%(R?) N L>®(R?) be the unique solution of
VY(0) =0, Lip(z) =—(1—A2?w(z) in R%, z = (z1,22) € R?, (3.5)
where 0 < A < 1 is as above. Following ([8.3]), we decompose v as
1 (x) = 11 (|z]) + (z), where v11(|z]) is radially symmetric in R (3.6)

Applying ([B.0]), we thus conclude from Lemma 23] that the imaginary part I, of (221
satisfies
I(x) == 8 Qur(x) + o(e8 +£28,]) in R? as a S a”, (3.7)

where 97(z) € C?*(R?) N L*°(R?) solves uniquely
Yrwder =0, Lir(x) = —(xL . V?/)l) = —(xL . V¢) in R?, (3.8)
R2
the operator £ is defined by ([Z.I6), and (x) € C?(R?) N L*>(R?) is given uniquely by

B3).

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [I1), the unique mazimum point x, of
lug ()| satisfies
3.1 4 2 %
|Eaxa| = 0([€a + 18al] ) as a S a*, (3.9)

J2) = o(c3) + o(ealBal) + 0(83)-
Proof. We calculate from (2:25]) and (2.20]) that

where we denote o([g + |Ba

ow ~ ow
—LoRy = —F,
R2 axl R2 axl (‘T) 4
ow x A ow ~
_ _ 4 it vz “~a 0 _R2
“a [/Rz ory Q(x " Ea)w N a* Jpre 0x1 aw] (310)
ow VI a ow
4 ) e €, a el _12
+ea /Rz Oxq (ZE g2 ) * a* Jp2 Oxq a
= Al + A27
where Vo (z) =V (z) — %2|$|2 is as before, the part Ag satisfies
A2;:5§Q/ 6_w<xL'VIa)+ﬁ 8_w13w
r2 011 g2 a* Jp2 Oxq (3.11)

ow

= €aleq +oleq + ’ﬂasz/ — (= - Vi) as a Sa*
R2 axl
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in view of Lemmas and 3] and v¢;(z) € C?%(R?) N L*°(R?) satisfies ([B8) after
simplification. As for the part A;, we observe from ([LI2]) and Proposition 2] that
ow? ow

RQ 81}1 RQ 8$1w 1)[)2(|x|) = 07

where the radial symmetry of ¥ (|z|) is also used. We then have

1 ow
—— A= Ty,
Eé ! R2 0xy Q< R2 8%1
ow % ow =
_/Rz e, |:VQ<$+ ) _VQ(:E)]w—i_a_ w2 011 (R: —w?)w (3.12)
B ow )\0 o ow ,
N /Rz axl ( VVQ( )> R2 8x1w 71)1
—|—0< - |) as a /‘ a”,
where the expansion of Lemma [2.2)(2) is used in the last identity. We deduce from
BI0)-(B.12) that
ow
4 - [z
“a /RQ aﬂj‘1< VVQ( )>
204 ow
8 f2X 2 2 R 3.13
€a{ a* R2 al‘l ¢1 @ /R2 al‘l ($ VQZ}I)} ( )
+ Owﬁ Ry +o(e8 +£21B4]) as a /a”,
R2 (9.1'1

where 17 (x) € C?(R?) N L*®(R?) satisfies (3.3).
On the other hand, by the definition of £, we have ng o W £ Rodz = 0. It then follows
from Lemmas [2.2] and [2.3] that

ow ~ ow ,~
[ o= [ G (B DR,

B ow 02 2 Ay 4 Tq
_/Rz oo LAl + Zhu?) +elva e+ 20) - 6,

a

—wR, — (2w + Ry) Ry — %Ig}Ra
a a

ow /02 A4 ow
_ .8 2 0,2 8
= e /R2 g (—]az\ + iy >1/11 + e, /R2 g Val(x)y

ow ow 52
= B V= [ 5t e [ 2y

a 8w
et [ S e = & [ O et + 2ttt
R
+o([e4 —i—\ﬂa!] ) as a/‘a ,
due to the radial symmetry of ¥ (|z|). The above estimate thus gives that

0 o= [, 2 S (o) [ 220

R2 axl 2 01

+€gﬁa{ a—wVQ( )1)[)2 — a_w¢1 -3 g 8_x11)[)1¢2} (314)

(9:5 R2 axl

+0([5§+|ﬁa|] ) as a ta*.
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Applying (LI3), we now derive from (BI3]) and (314]) that

et ow?

a ZLq
) RQaT;l(g‘Wﬂ(”f))
Ow 34
:Ei{/ﬂw—xl[—f“*(““ 3]
ow | (3.15)
-3 ]R2 8%1 71)1 / 8%1( V¢I)}

ow
et - -
+o<[e§+!ﬂau ) as a/a’,
where 97 (z) € C%(R?) N L>®(R?) is given by ([3.8).
Similar to (3.23) of [31], one can obtain that

ow
R2 8$1

LI /]R 2 g—zwwz 0 @ = 0. (3.16)

8:171
Moreover, one can note from (B3] that 1 () is even in x € R?, which thus implies that
ow [3AE ow
A%a3) [y - —
/Ranl{*w —i—(a:—i— )wl 3 axlwwl 0.

Applying (315]), we then derive from above that the unique maximum point x, of |uq ()]
satisfies

e3x, OVHq(y) el 9 za\ OVVa(z +y)
2 . 8y1 ‘y:O N ? R2 v (x)<g) . axl ‘y:Odw
et ow?
=24 3.17
2 Jo» Dy (= > VVa(z)dz (3.17)
:—5392/ a—w(:zz -V?[)[)dzn+o([z—:ﬁ+|ﬁa|]2) as a S a*,
R2 axl

due to the definition of Ho(y) := [g2 w?(2)Va(z + y)da. Similarly, one can obtain that
the unique maximum point z, of |u,(x)| also satisfies

nga ) 8VHQ(y)‘ — i/ w2($)<ﬁ) ) 8VVQ(-Z' +y) dr
y=0 R2

2 8y2 2 €a (9%2 y=0
gl aw
— _=Ca 3.18

0
= —¢8 QQ/ —w(:zz Vipr)dz + o([es + [Bal]?) as a S a*.
R2 6332
In the appendix, we shall prove that the following claim is true:

11 = /Rz g—;li(xj‘ Vipr) =0, Il = /]Rz S—Z(g;i - Vipr) =0, (3.19)
where 7 (z) € C%(R?) N L>®(R?) solves uniquely [3:8]). Recall from ([I2)) that 0 is the
unique and non-degenerate critical point of Hq(y). Applying (319), we then conclude
from ([BI7) and (BI8) that (39]) holds true, and the proof of Lemma Bl is therefore
complete. O

Since the limit estimates of Lemma are not enough for establishing Theorem [I.1],
we next employ Lemma B.1] to derive the following more terms of R, in terms of ¢, and

Ba-
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Lemma 3.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [, the real part R, of (Z21) satisfies
Ra(z) : = 3901 (7) + Batha(z) + e5¢s(x) + Biva(x) + £5atis (w)
+o(les + |Bal]?) in R? as a Sa,

where 1 (x) and V¥o(x) are as in (32) and (33), respectively. However, v;(z) € C*(R?)N
L>(R?) solves uniquely

Vi (0) =0, L(z) = fi(z) in R%, i=3, 4,5, (3.21)
and fi(x) satisfies

(3.20)

o [3X o 2, 222 L. b e
3wy [ ey + (ml + A $2)]¢1 +Q (x V?[)I), if 1=3;
filz) =< o + 3wys, if i=4; (3.22)
4
6w + Y1 — [320102 + (2% + A2x§)]1/)2, if i=5;

where ¥y(x) € C2(R?) N L¥(R?) is given by (33).
Proof. Denote
Ma = Ra - Eiwl - Ba¢27
which then yields from (225]) that
ZaMa - ZaRa - Za(ggdjl + /8a¢2)

= {LaRa — L(ehtn + Batin) } — (La — L) (edhr + Batin) (3.23)

=10+ 11,.
Direct calculations give that the term I of ([B:23]) satisfies

Il = —(Ly — L) (b1 + Batho)

02 .
= (et + B {ed[ el + Voo + 29| - B —wRa  (3:22)
+ 2002 — L Qu+ Ry)R, — =12},
a a a

Applying Lemmas 2.2l and 23] we thus get that
)\4
IIy: = Eﬁ{?fwlb% . (a—2w2 + (22 + A%g))zpl}
)\4
4 _ (2o, 2 2 A2.2
teifa{ 6w + v — (Su? + (0 + A%3) s }

+82 (2 + 3wyd) + o([el + [Bal]?) as a Ma*.
As for the term I1; of [B:23]), we derive from (2.25) that

IT) : = LoRy — L(e441 + Baths)

(3.25)

~ 2\
=L,R, — Bow + Eﬁ{a—gw?’ + (x% + Azx%)w}
2
— —Eg |:VQ ($ + ?) — VQ($)] w — %w(Zw + Ra)Ra (3 6)

+et Q) (acL . V_;’a) + Ry

wla
a a
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Applying [B.7) yields that

el (:tL . %) = (a:l Vir) +o(eh + c5lBal) as a Sat,

a

where ¢7(z) € C%(R?) N L*°(R?) is given by ([B:8)). By Lemma B we have

et [Va(z+ - Va(@)|w = =& (20 - VVa(@)w(@)[1 + o(1)] (3.27)
= o([aﬁ + \Ba\]z) as a Ma*.

Applying Lemmas and 23] we now deduce from above that

4
I s =25{ - 2@—%1021/;1 +0 (V) }

2;4 (3.28)
—e48, a*0w21/12 +o([es + |Bal]?) as a ~a*,
where 1p7(x) € C?(R?) N L>(R?) is given by B.8).
Applying [B:25) and ([B:28)), we now calculate from (323)) that
r 8 2 3)‘3 2 2 2.2 1
LoM, = &?a{?)wwl — {Fw + (21 + A a:Q)]l/Jl +Q (2 - ij)}
(3.29)

4
vedpa{ouniign + 1 — (220 + (0 + A203) Yo}
+52 (1 + 3wpd) + o[l + Bal]?) as a S a.

Following (3:29)), the argument of Lemma [2.2] then yields the estimate (3.20). Moreover,
the property (2.19]) implies the uniqueness of 1; for i = 3,4,5, and the proof of Lemma
is therefore complete. O

Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem [I1], we have

/ wipy = 0, / wipy =0, Ty = / (2wipy +103) =0, (3.30)
R? R? R?

and

Ty = 2/ wibs + 2/ PYrapy = —2X8 < 0, (3.31)
R2 R2
where 1 (x), -+ ,¥s(x), ¥r(z) € C?(R?) N L¥(R?) are as in Lemma T2
Proof. The assumptions of Theorem [[.T] imply that
/ w? (m : VV(x)) = 2/ V(z)w?dz = 223 > 0. (3.32)
R2 R2

Applying (3:32]), Lemma [33] can be proved in a similar way of [31, Lemma 3.5], and the
detailed proof is omitted for simplicity. O
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3.1 Proofs of Theorems [I.1] and

In this subsection we complete the proofs of Theorems[[Iland[[.2l Under the assumption
(CII), we remark from ([I3) that e, = ¢, > 0, where ¢, > 0 is as in the statement of
Theorem [T

Proof of Theorem [I.Il Applying Proposition 2 we derive from 221 that R,
satisfies

/w2:/ |va|2:/ [(wtRa)>+12], iec., 0:2/ wRa+/ R§+/ 2. (3.33)
R2 R2 R2 R2 R2 R2

Following Lemmas and B3] we then derive from (3.33]) that
0:2/ wRa+/ R§+/ I?
R2 R2 R2
—2 [ w(eun + Butn + b + Bun + edBovs)
R

+ /R ] (e2ab1 + Batha + e32b3 + B4y + €aBatbs)? + o([€s + |Bal]?)

—2e( [ win) v 26, [ i) + 822 [ wiat [ 03)

s2eifn( [ wos [ wria) +ei(2 [ went [ o) +olel +1aalP)
——2\fett + b (2 [ wunt [ o)+ ol 1A as o

]RZ

(3.34)

where (37) and (3.8) are also used. One can derive from ([B:34)) that
2 [ wiar [ ot A0,
R2 R2

—2X\0B0 + €4 (2 /R2 wips + /R2 w%) =0, (3.35)

where 11 (z) and ¢3(z) are as in (B3] and (B.2I]), respectively. In the appendix, we shall
prove the following claim that

and

I:= 2/ w¢3+/ Y2 :/ (3w? — 1)y? —4/ (23 + Aa3)wiy. (3.36)
R2 R2 R2 R2
Together with (3.30), we conclude from ([B35]) that the constant 3, satisfies
1
By = C*el, where C* = =7 [/ (3w? — 1)p? — 4/ (:17% + Azx%)uﬂ/h] #0. (3.37)
25 L JRre R2

Applying 320), (37) and [B3T), we thus conclude from (27) and (221]) that the refined
limit profile (LI8) holds true. Moreover, the estimate (LI9) follows directly from (3.37)

and Lemma 3.1l This completes the proof of Theorem [T.11 O
As a byproduct of Theorem [I.I] we finally establish Theorem [I.2]on the nonexistence
of vortices in a very large region.
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Proof of Theorem By Theorem [T}, for any fixed and sufficiently large R > 1,
there exists a constant C'p := C(R) > 0 such that

[va(z)] > w(z) — Cred >0 in {z e R?: |z| < R} as a Sa, (3.38)

where vy (z) is as in (2.1).
Setting w, = vg(r) — w(zx), we claim that

W] < Clsi\x]%e_\/ 1=Cosalsl yniformly in R? as a  a*, (3.39)

where the constants C7 > 0 and Cy > 0 are independent of 0 < a < a*. To prove the
claim ([3:39), we note from ([2.14) that w, satisfies

(= + Vo) (@, + w) +ie2Q(at - Vib,) =0 in R,

i.e.,

(= + V) g + ie2Q(zt - Vidg) + (A + Vy)w =0 in RZ (3.40)
where

3 ea? o o 2 A2 . 2

Val(z) = T|:1:| + eiValea® + 24) — Hacis — E|va| in R (3.41)

One can derive from ([340) that

- EA\QZ}Q\Q + [ﬁ\xp + 2V (e + T4) — ftac? — i‘?}aP D) + |Vib,|?
2 4 a a” g (3.42)
— 2Qut (g, Viia) + (A + Vo) (w,,) =0 in R?.
By the diamagnetic inequality (LS]), we have

4Q2
Vi |? + 2 22|, |2 — 20 (ithy, Vi) > |V]d||? in R2. 3.43
4 a

Since 1
~ ~ ~ ~ 112
§A|wa|2 = |wa|A|wa| + |v|wa|‘ >

we deduce from ([B42) and ([B43) that
~ ~ ~ a ~ .
— A|g| — pra€2|tbg| < [(=A + Vo)w| + E|va|2|wa| in R (3.44)
The argument of [34, Proposition 3.3] gives that as a ' a*,
[va)? < Ce sl in R2,

which implies from Theorem [I.1] that as a " a*,

a 2~ 4 —La| . 2 4

E|Um| || < Ceye 3% in R%. (3.45)

Note from ([220) and B37) that as a ~ a*,

— g2 =1 — C*eld,

21



We then calculate from (Z3]) and (341 that as a 7 a*,

9 5392 2 2 2 2 a 2
(=4 + Vy)w| = ‘(T\xl +eValear + 24) — 1 — paes + w* — E!fua\ )w‘

SCsi\x]%e_|m| in R*\Bg(0),

(3.46)

where the sufficiently large constant R > 1 is as in ([3.38). We thus deduce from (3.44])—-
B46) that as a " a*,

— Alg| — ptac2lia] < Coctlz|ze™ !l in R2\B(0), (3.47)

where the constant Cy > 0 is independent of 0 < a < a*. Since Theorem [[T] gives that

|g] = O(sg) as a / a*, we have as a " a*,

Wa| < Oz Fe-VI-ICTedlzl ot 15l = R > 1, 3.48
a

where R > 1 is as in (33§]), and C > 0 is large enough and independent of 0 < a < a*.
By the comparison principle as in (245]), we thus derive from (347) and ([3:48)) that the
claim (339) holds true, in view of the fact that |@,| = O(c?) as a " a*.

a
Applying [2.35]) and (339), we now have as a * a*,
[va| = |w] = |va — w]

_1 5 _ _
>Cyla| 26717 — Cyeffafze VIl (3.49)

C3\5 —4
>[a|2e 17 (C5 — CheltjalPeCile) > 0, if R < |z] < (2—3) el
We thus conclude from ([3.38)) and (3.49)) that as a * a*,

>0 in {x€R2: |z| < <&>;’E;%}

L eqQ
EaVa*ug (e, + xa)e_l(%x'xé_o“)
2C"

|va ()] =

Thus, there exists a small constant C, > 0, independent of 0 < a < a*, such that as

a /a*,
_1
[ua(y)] >0 if |y < Chea® < (*Cﬁ, (3.50)
a*—a

i.e., uq does not admit any vortex in the region R(a) := {z € R?: |z| < C\(a* — a)_%

as a /' a*. This completes the proof of Theorem O

A  Appendix

In this appendix, we follow those notations of Section 3 to address the proof of the claims
BI9) and (B36).
Proof of (3.19). Consider the polar coordinate (r,6) in R?, where 6 € [0,27]. Rewrite
w(‘r) - ’LU(T), w(@’) = w(ﬁ 9) and wl(l’) - 1/}](7470)7 where 1/} and ¢I are given by (BE)
and (B.8)), respectively. We then have

ow ow

ow _ ow _ .
o w'(r) cos §, . w'(r) sin 6. (A1)
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Since V¢ = Tab,. + %wg, we have

06(r,0) 001(r,0)

1. _ 1 _
By the symmetry of the linear inhomogeneous equation (B.5]), we deduce that
(r,0) =(r,2m —0), P(r,0) =(r,0 —x), 0 € [r, 2n], (A.3)

where ¥(z) € C?(R?) N L*(R?) is given by (3.5) as before. It then yields from (A.3)
that

op(r,0)  op(r,2mr —0)  OY(r,0)  OY(r,0 — )

0 a@r—0 ° o8~ a@—n  cm (A-4)
Note from ([B8) and [(A2) that ¥;(x) € C%(R?) N L>(R?) is the unique solution of
Yrwde =0, Lipr(z) = —(a" Vo) = _o0) 4 g2 (A.5)
R2 00
We then derive from (A4]) and [A.5) that the unique solution 1;(z) satisfies
1/1](7’, 9) = —1/11(7’, 2m — 9), 1/1](7’, 9) = ¢](7‘,9 — 7'('), RS [7‘(, 27‘(]. (AG)
Applying (A.2), we now deduce that
ow
11 =
= fom v
2
/ / rw'( cos@awgg H)dﬁdr
2
= / / rw' (r) sin 0y (r, 0)dodr (A7)
o Jo
oo pT oo 21
= / / rw' () sin 67 (r, 0)dOdr —1—/ / rw' (r) sin 64y (r, 0)dOdr
0o Jo 0o Jr

= Ay + As.
As for the term Aj, we derive from (A.G)) that

oo 27
= / / rw' () sin 0y (r, 0)dOdr
0 ooﬂ 2
=— / / rw' (r)sin(0 — 7)) (r,0 — 7)d0dr (A.8)
0 s
= —/ / rw'(r)sin é 1 (r, §)dddr = — Ay,
o Jo

where we denote § := 6 — . We hence obtain from (A7) and (A.g]) that

ow
II L A + Ay = 0. A.
1= /R2 83:1( Vi) = A1+ Ay =0 (A9)

Similar to (A7), one can conclude from (A-2) and (AZG]) that

Il = /R a—w(a;i-wf)

2 8952

o T 00 2m
- _/ / ru/ (r) cos 94 (r, 0)dodr — / / ruf () cos 4y (r, 0)dfdr
0 0 0 T
_(Bl + Bg),

(A.10)
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where the term By satisfies

— /Ooo /27r rw' (1) cos Oy (r, 0)dfdr
=— /000 /27r rw' (r) cos(2m — 0)ipr(r, 2 — 0)dOdr (A.11)
- /Ooo /0 rw' (1) cos d ¥ (r, §)dddr = — By,

where we denote § := 27 — 0. The above estimates yield that

ow
Il = /R2 8:172( Vo) = —(B1 + Bs) =0,

together with (A.9), which thus implies that (3I9]) holds true, and we are done. O
In the rest of this appendix, we establish the claim (330]) as follows.
Proof of ([3.36]). Since v is radially symmetric, we first note that for ¢, = =2

0 / o (et - V) = 0 / a[ = 22(1)ay + 21(1)s,]
R2 RZ
= Q/R2 [Wr2a(2)e, — Yre (), |
= [ o™ (- ) =

Following (B3] and 3ZI)), we then derive from above that for V(z) = 22 + A3,

1= 2/ w32w2+/ ¥?

— / o Labz — 20 / oz - Vir) / v (A.12)
= —/R2 (w+:n-Vw){3w¢1 - [%w + V() ¢1}+/[R2¢%
= A+ B,

where the part A satisfies

A:—/ w{3uwy? - [— )] w1} /1/11

/ Vi + Wiy

_ 2 ,
/RQ(UU'V%)AM = Q/RZ |V | /Rz(l’ Vapy) Ay,

— Jpe VU1 > = [go(x - V1) Adpy, it follows from (AI3) that the part A can be

rewritten as

(A.13)

Since

4
R2 R2
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We rewrite the part B of (A12]) as
2 [3A0, 2
B=—/ (z Vw){?)wwl - [—*w + V(a;)]wl} — By + By + Bs, (A.15)
R2 a

where the term By satisfies

34 204 %
B2 = _0/ (x - Vw)w?yh, = ——O/ w’ihy — —0/ w®(z - Viby).
R2 R2 R2

a* a* a*
Together with (A14]), we obtain from above that

4

A+32=/[R2($-V¢1)A¢1—%/RQ w(x - V). (A.16)
The term By of (A15) satisfies
By = —/ (z - Vw)3wy? = 3/ w?? + 3/ w2y (z - Viby)
R R R (A.17)
:/ (3w? — 1)y +/ (Bw?® — 1)y (z - Viby),
R2 R2

due to the fact that

- [ ven =2 [ vt+ [ e v,
But the term Bs of (A.I5) satisfies
By = /R 0V (@) (z - V)
- /R Vi@ - /R wihr V()] - /R V(@) - Vi) (A.18)
4 [ Ve~ [ wV@)e: ),

since V (z) satisfies - VV(z) = 2V (z). Applying (AI5)-(A1S8), we now obtain from
B3) and (AI2) that

I =(A+ By)+ B; + Bs

- /R2(3w2 — 1)y? — 4/ V(z)wiy

RZ

)\4 (Alg)
+/ (z- Vq/)l){(A — 14 3wy — —Sw?’ - V(x)w}
R2 a
— [ ur-nut -1 [ v,
R2 R2
and the claim (3.30) is therefore proved in view of (LIIJ). O
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