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INTERACTING HELICAL TRAVELING WAVES FOR THE GROSS-PITAEVSKII
EQUATION

JUAN DAVILA, MANUEL DEL PINO, MARIA MEDINA AND REMY RODIAC

ABSTRACT. We consider the 3D Gross-Pitaevskii equation
0 + A+ (1 — |92 )Y =0forp :RxR> = C

and construct traveling waves solutions to this equation. These are solutions of the form (¢, z) =
u(x1, z2,x3 — Ct) with a velocity C of order €|loge| for a small parameter € > 0. We build two different
types of solutions. For the first type, the functions u have a zero-set (vortex set) close to an union of
n helices for n > 2 and near these helices u has degree 1. For the second type, the functions u have
a vortex filament of degree —1 near the vertical axis ez and n > 4 vortex filaments of degree +1 near
helices whose axis is e3. In both cases the helices are at a distance of order 1/(e/|loge|) from the
axis and are solutions to the Klein-Majda-Damodaran system, supposed to describe the evolution of
nearly parallel vortex filaments in ideal fluids. Analogous solutions have been constructed recently by
the authors for the stationary Gross-Pitaevskii equation, namely the Ginzburg-Landau equation. To
prove the existence of these solutions we use the Lyapunov-Schmidt method and a subtle separation
between even and odd Fourier modes of the error of a suitable approximation.

1 INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to construct solutions to the Gross-Pitaevskii equation
i0s) + AY + (1 — |[¢)*)¢ = 0in R x R3, (1.1)

for ¢ : R x R® = C. This equation appears in Bose-Einstein condensates theory, nonlinear optics and
superfluidity. At least formally, it possesses two important conserved quantities: the energy

1 1
B =3 [ [IV6608 + 30 - 1w 0R? | an
and the momentum

P) = [ . Vo)

where (-,-) denotes the scalar product in R? ~ C. In this paper we are interested in special solutions
called traveling waves solutions. They take the form

P(t,x) = u(xr, x2, 23 — Ct), (1.2)

where u : R® — R, C' € R is a constant to be determined and x = (x1,2,23) € R3. If ¢ is defined by
(1.2) and solves (1.1) then u satisfies

iCOpyu = Au+ (1 — |u|?)u in R3. (1.3)

Traveling waves solutions to (1.1) of finite energy are thought to play an important role in the long time
behaviour of solutions, see e.g. [30, 29]. The equation (1.1) is well-posed in various spaces, [43, 6, 19, 23, 20]
and in particular we remark that solutions to (1.1) exist for all time for initial data in the energy space
[21, 22]. In this article we will construct infinite energy solutions. To find solutions to (1.3) it is convenient
to introduce a small parameter ¢ > 0 and use the scaling u.(z) = u (f) We are interested in solutions
with small velocity, namely we expect the velocity to be of order C' = C. = ¢|loge| and thus we set

C =C. := ce|loge| (1.4)
for a fixed ¢ € R. Hence u, is a solution to
ice?|log e|Opyte = e2Aug + (1 — Juc|*)ue in R, (1.5)

The motivation for constructing our solutions originates in the study of the following scaled Gross-
Pitaevskii equation
ic?|log e|Oph + 2 Ay + (1 — [1[*)h = 0 in R x Q, (1.6)
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where () is an open subset of R3. Roughly speaking, for initial data whose Jacobian concentrate near
some 1D-curve as ¢ — 0, the solution (¢, -) will also concentrate near some 1D-curve that will evolve
through the binormal curvature flow, see e.g. [25, 28]. For smooth curves parametrized by arclength
~(t, s), the evolution through binormal curvature flow can be written as

Oy = 05y N 8357.

For less regular curves, one can also interpret this flow in a weak sense (see [27]). Special solutions to the
binormal curvature flow are: a straight line not depending on time, a translating circle and a translating-
rotating helix. In each of these examples there exists an associated family of solutions to (1.1). For the
stationary straight line, the associated solution is the standard Ginzburg-Landau vortex of degree 1 in
the plane, i.e., the solution to
Aw + (1 — [w[*)w =0 in R?, (1.7)

which can be written as w(z) = p(r)e? for some non-negative real function p with p(0) = 0 and p(+o0) =
1. This can be viewed as a stationary solution to (1.1) in R which is independent of the variable x3. We
refer to [24, 8, 7] for more information on w and to [38, 40, 39] for its uniqueness properties. Solutions to
(1.1) associated to a translating circle are traveling waves solutions with small speed (1.4) exhibiting a
vortex ring. They are finite energy solutions and were constructed by variational methods in [5, 9]. Later
on, traveling waves solutions to a similar equation with a vortex ring, the Schrédinger map equation, were
constructed by a perturbation method in [33], see also [34, 41]. We refer to [2, 3, 4, 37, 11, 35, 1, 13, 12]
for more on finite energy solutions. Associated to the helix, there exist infinite energy solutions to (1.1).
They are also traveling waves solutions with small speed and were constructed by Chiron in [10], by using
variational methods. The corresponding traveling single-helix solutions to the Schrédinger map equation
were proved to exist by Wei-Yang in [42], where the authors raise the open problem of the existence
of solutions with a vortex-set of multiple helices. One of the purposes of this article is to answer this
question for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation.

Once we know that the straight filament is a solution to (1.1), one can also look for solutions to the
GP-equation whose vortex set consists in multiple, almost straight, parallel filaments. In this case, it is
believed that the motion of these n > 2 filaments is governed by the Klein-Majda-Damodaran system:

— 00 fi(t, 2) — s fi(t, 2) — 22@%@ =0, k=1,...,n, (1.8)
0 e il
where z is the third coordinate in R? and d;, i = 1,...,n, represent the topological degree around the

filament. This system was derived in [32] in the context of fluid mechanics and studied in [31]. The Euler
equation and the Gross-Pitaevskii equation are thought to share many common properties, in particular
with respect to the behavior of their vortex filaments. Recently, Jerrard-Smets in [26] provided the first
rigorous justification of the appearance of the Klein-Majda-Damodaran system as a limiting problem for
vortex filaments of the Gross-Pitaevskii solutions. More precisely, they proved that for well-prepared
initial data, the vortex set of solutions to (1.1) converges, as ¢ — 0, towards n almost parallel filaments
solutions to the Klein-Majda-Damodaran system. In this work only degree d; = +1 were considered.
This follows an earlier work on the interaction of vortex filaments for the Ginzburg-Landau equation by
Contreras-Jerrard [14].

The result in [26] is based on variational arguments, and therefore only finite energy solutions are
considered in cylindrical domains of the form w x R where w C R? is bounded, with periodicity in the
third variable. The finite energy condition is not a natural hypothesis for nearly parallel vortex filaments
in the entire space, since the standard Ginzburg-Landau vortex of degree 1 has infinite energy in R2.

In this paper we consider an important family of explicit solutions of system (1.8) given by rotating
and translating helices of degree one. More precisely, for n > 2 we consider the solution to (1.8) given by

2i(k—1)m

fu(t,z) == de'G="De™ 5 k=1,...,n, ford:= D=

1
, where v < 1. (1.9)

The curves in R? described by z +— (fx(t, 2), 2) are helices arranged with polygonal symmetry.

Our goal in this paper is to construct a family of solutions to (1.5) whose vortex-set is close, as € tends
to zero, to the helices (1.9). The solutions we construct look like a product of standard vortices of degree
one w, i.e., the solution to (1.7), centered at f(¢,2), in the planes perpendicular to the vertical axis es.
The solutions we construct are periodic in ¢ and z, just as the helices (1.9). In addition we obtain a
refined asymptotic description of the solution, not available in [26].

We denote by (r, 0, z3) the usual cylindrical coordinates.
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Theorem 1. For each n > 2 and for every —oo < ¢ < 1, there exists g > 0 such that for every
0 < e < gq there exists ue which solves (1.3) with C = ce|loge|. The solution u. can be written as

(r,0,x3) H w (re dsei”ge%k”/n) + e

with
M

|loge|

e L 1 R n—1
and d, := Y with d. = /5= + 0(1)

Remark 1.1. The corresponding solutions to (1.1) given by Theorem 1 are

loellLe < for some constant M > 0,

n
x) = H w (rew — d et (@sesl 10g5|t)62ik”/”) + (21, T2, w3 — ce|logelt).

Furthermore, thanks to the symmetries of equation (1.3) we can see that for all constant +00 > ¢ > —1

there exists a solution G, to (1.3) with C = —ce|loge| if € is small enough. This solution can be written
as
n
T‘ 0, =T3 _ H w( 7ism362ik7r/n) + ¢,
k=1
with
M
|@ellpe < for some constant M > 0,
|loge|
and d. == —%— with d. = % +o0:(1).

e4/|loge|

Our result extends the pioneering work of Chiron [10] to the case of 2 or more interacting helical
filaments. In [10] a solution with a single helicoildal vortex filament was built by a subtle constrained
minimization procedure.

We can also consider the solution to (1.8) which consists in n + 1, with n > 3, helices of degree one
rotating around a straight filament of degree —1:

do=-1, dpy=+1, k=1,...,n+1,

21 s A — 2
folt,2) =z, fr(t,z) = de'Z=vhe o , k=1,...,n+1, ford:= 7;—, where v < 1.
—v
Theorem 2. For each n > 3 and for —oo < ¢ < 1, there exists eg > 0 such that for every 0 < € < &g
there exists us which solves (1.3) with C = ce|loge|. The solution u. can be written as

n+1

ue(r, 6, x3) H w (re dgei”362i(k_l)”/("+l)> + @ (1.10)
with
M
lpellne < Toge| for some constant M > 0, (1.11)
and d. 1= —de it d. = ?T_f + 0:(1).

eq/|loge|
Linking with fluid mechanics, we point out that helical solutions to the Euler equations have been built
recently in [16]. The solutions constructed in Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 are counterpart of solutions
with helical interacting vortex filaments constructed in [15] for the Ginzburg-Landau equation. Indeed,
our strategy is to look for a solution of (1.5) which, at main order, resembles

(r,0,x3) H ( 6”362“”/") (1.12)

for Theorem 1 and

ug(r,0,x3) =w (Zew) H w (iew - dsei“e%(k*l)”/(’”l)) (1.13)
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for Theorem 2. Although these approximations do not fully possess the helical symmetry, we can show
that e~ %3y (r, 0§, x3) are screw symmetric. Since the Gross-Pitaevskii equation is invariant by screw
symmetry, we can take advantage of this fact to reduce the problem to a 2D problem.

In order to construct our solutions via a perturbative approach and a Lyapunov-Schmidt argument the
strategy is the following: we first compute the error of our approximation, then we develop a linear theory
for a suitable projected problem and we use a fixed point argument. Finally we adjust the parameter
d. to find an actual solution to (1.1). Here a major difficulty appears: the error contains terms of
order O (| log 5|_1) which are orthogonal to the kernel of the linearized operator. Hence the vortex-
location adjustment, which arise by multiplying the equation by the kernel of the linearized operator
and integrating by parts, takes place at order O(e\/|logel|). This is much smaller than the size of the
non-linear terms which, in concordance with the size of the error, is of order O (| 10g5|_2). To be able to
conclude we need to use a careful decomposition of the perturbation in “even” and “odd” Fourier modes
and to show that this decomposition is respected by the non-linearity of the equation. The even part
of the decomposition will be of order O (|loge|~"') whereas the odd part will be of order O(e+/|logel).
By symmetry, the even part and the nonlinearity applied to this even part are orthogonal to the kernel
and thus do not play any role in the reduction argument. The same difficulty arises in [15], where, for
pedagogical purposes, only the case of two vortices was considered. In the present article we treat in
detail the general case of n vortices. A novelty of this work compared to [15] is that the travelling wave
effect makes the problem more delicate since the remote regime changes substantially. The derivation of
the reduced equations is more subtle for the same reason. The analogy here discovered may be regarded
as a 3-dimensional parallel to that between stationary Ginzburg-Landau vortices and Gross-Pitaevskii
“vortex pair” [6, 11, 36] where substantial technical work is needed to handle the travelling wave effect.
More precisely, we have to deal with the new term in the Gross-Pitaevski equation i{C0y,u. We check
that the new error created by this term when applied to the ansatz is small enough, has sufficient decay
and the same is true for its even and odd parts. We also prove that we can obtain good linear estimates
for the linearized Gross-Pitaevskii operator.

The paper is organized as follows, in section 2 we explain the use of the screw-symmetric invariance
of the equation (1.3) and the approximation to reduce the problem to a 2D problem. Then we look for a
solution to (1.3) under an additive-multiplicative perturbation of our approximation. This is nowadays
usual in equations with complex valued unknowns presenting a vortex structure (this special form of
the perturbation was first devised in [18]). In section 3 we compute the error of the approximation
and estimate its size and decay properties. We also consider the size of the “odd” and “even” Fourier
modes separately. Section 4 is devoted to the analysis of the linearized projected problem and the non-
linear projected problem. Here we use elliptic estimates and the Fredholm alternative for the linearized
problem and the Banach fixed point theorem for the non-linear problem. In section 5 we study the
reduced problem, i.e., we justify that we can cancel the Lyapunov-Schmidt coefficients arising in the
previous section. The reduced problem is solved by a continuity argument.

2 FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

2.1 Reduction to a two dimensional problem. As a first step to prove our theorems we will reduce
the problem to a two-dimensional one by using a screw or helicoidal symmetry. For convenience, we use
cylindrical coordinates, i.e., (r,6,23) € RT x R x R and we consider 2m-periodic functions in 6.

Definition 1. We say that a function u is screw-symmetric if
u(r,0 + h,zs + h) = u(r,0,x3)
for any h € R. Equivalently
u(r,0,x3) = u(r,0 — x3,0) =: U(r,0 — x3).

Writing the standard vortex of degree one in polar coordinates, i.e., w(re?) = p(r)e?, we can see that
the approximations u,4 defined in (1.12) and (1.13) satisfy

ug(r,0,z3) = ei"“ud(r, 0 — x3,0).

That is, ug is not screw-symmetric but ag(r, 0, x3) = e~ "%2uy4(r,0, 23) is, what suggests to look for
solutions u of (1.5) in the form

u(r,0,z3) = ei"“U(r, 0 — x3),
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being U : RT x R a 27-periodic function in the second variable. Denoting U = U(r, s), this corresponds
to ask U to be a solution of

1 1
2 <8§TU + ;&U + T—28§SU + 02U — 2ind,U — n2U) —ic|logele?(inU — 9,U) + (1 — |U2)U =
or, in rescaled coordinates, to find a solution V(r,s) := Ul(er, s) to the equation

1 1
2V + ;arv + T—28§SV +e%(0%,V — 2ind,V — n*V) —ic|logele?(inV — 0, V) + (1 = [VH)V =0 (2.1)

in R* x R.
From now on we will work in the plane R?, and we will use the notation z = x; + iz = re’*. We
denote by A the Laplace operator in 2-dimensions, meaning

A=0%_ +02  =0> + a+ 62

r1T1 T2X2 r2 ss*
and then equation (2.1) can be written as

AV 4 204V — 2indV — n?V) —ic|loge|e®(inV — 9;V) + (1 — |[V[*)V = 0 in R?, (2.2)
In the new coordinates we will write the approximation in general form as

n

H w(z =& [[®(z - &), (2.3)

k=

with n =: n* — n~. For Theorem 1 we will take n™ = n, n= = 0 and §;f = d.e*"U=1/" whereas for
Theorem 2 we will take n™ =n+1,n~ =1, §J+ = d.e?™=1/(n+1) and ¢ = 0. Here

deo= (2.4)

ey/]loge|’

for some new parameter d. = O(1).

2.2 Additive-multiplicative perturbation. Let us define the solution operator

S(v) = Av + e%(0%v — 2nidw — nv) — ic|logele?(inv — dsv) + (1 — |v|?)v, (2.5)

so that the equation to be solved can be written as
S(v) =0. (2.6)
Recall the notation z = re’s = x1 +ixp and A = 92, + 82,,,. Notice that when using the coordinates

(w1, 2) equation (2.6) is posed in R?, while if we use polar coordinates (7, s) the domain for (2.6) is 7 > 0,
s € R with periodicity.
Following del Pino-Kowalezyk-Musso [18], we look for a solution to (2.6) of the form
v =nVa(l+iv) + (1 —n)Vae™, (2.7)

where Vj is the ansatz (2.3) and ¢ is the new unknown. The cut-off function n in (2.7) is defined as

=Y mlz=& N+ m(z—&1), 2€C=R’ (2.8)
j=1 k=1

and 71 : R — [0, 1] is a smooth cut-off function such that
m(t)=1fort <1and m(t) =0 for t > 2. (2.9)

The reason for the form of the perturbation term in (2.7) is the same as in [18]. On one hand, the

nonlinear terms behave better for the norms that we consider when using the multiplicative ansatz, but

near the vortices, an additive ansatz is better since it allows the position of the vortex to be adjusted.
We would like to rewrite (2.6) into an equation on ¢ of the form

L5W) = —E+N(¥)

where L€ is a linear operator, E is the error of the approximation and N () groups the nonlinear terms.
However, we expect ¢ := :V;1 to be a smooth function which does not necessarily vanish near the vortices.
Hence 1) = —i¢/Vy is not a distribution in general (although it is a function in C°°(R? \ {{;r, & 1) it is
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not a L (R?) function). Thus the global problem we want to solve will take a separate form near the
vortices and far away from them. Given two real numbers a, b, with a < b, we define the set

Bg::{ U {zeC: a<|z—§+|<b|}}u{ U {zec:ag|z_g,;|gb|}},

and B’ := Bb.
Lemma 2.1. Let ¢ € C*°(R?). There exists a small constant pg > 0 such that, if ||| L=(r2) < po, the
function v =n(Vy + ¢) + (1 — n)Vde‘% is a solution of S(v) = 0, where S is defined by (2.5) if and only
if ¢ satisfies

nLo(¢) + (1 —n)iVaLl'(¥) = —E + N(9), (2.10)

where 1 = % and

Lo(¢) := A¢p + 2(02,¢ — 2nidsp — n*¢) — ic|logele®(ing — Dsp) + (1 — |Va|?)d — 2 Re(Vad)Va, (2.11)

L) = A + 2&%/; — 26[Va[? () + ( 4 20 Vd Dyt — 2mas¢) tic|loge|e0sp,  (2.12)
E = S(Vy), (2.13)
N(9) = —(1 = m)iVa [i(V)? +i2(0u)? — ilVaP (> ™) — 1 4 2 Im())] — M(8),  (214)

where M(¢) is a smooth function of ¢ which is a sum of terms at least quadratic, localized in the area
n # 0. Furthermore, M(9) is a sum of analytic functions of ¢ multiplied by cut-off functions and

(M ()] < CllolIEn 2 (2.15)
if IVO|lne + ||¢llre < Co for Co small enough. At last, if ¢ = iVa)
Lo(¢) = iVal' () +iBy  in RE\{¢f &0, =1,...,n", k=1,...,n"}. (2.16)

Remark 2.1. In the lemma above and in its proof below, the function ¥ = % is used only in the zones
where (1 —n) does not vanish, i.e., only far from the vortices. In these zones, v is a distribution because
¢ is a distribution in R? by assumption, and Vg is a smooth function which does not vanish far from the
vortices.

Proof. We follow [13, Lemma 2.7]. We start by proving (2.16). This can be seen in the following
computation, valid in the sense of distributions, far away from the vortices:

Lo(iVa) = A(iVa) + (1 = [Val?) (iVay)
&% [02,(iVag) — 2ni0(iVanp) — n?(iVay)] — ic|logele? [in(iVa)) — 95 (V)]
-2 Re(ini/}Vd)Vd
_ z‘[AVd + 2 (92 Vy — 2nid (Vi) — n2Vy) — ic| loge|e? (inVy — asvd)]qp

A% .V,
+sz[Aw+2—dV1/)+ <a§s¢+2 a5

Os1) — 2n851/)) +ic] 10g6|€2851/)}
+ (1= [Val*) (iVawp) + 2|Val* Tm()) Va
=By +iVaL'(¥).
Now we decompose
S(v) = So(v) + S1(v),
with
So(v) := Av + (1 — [v]*)v, Si(v) := (0% — 2nidsv — n*v) —ic|logele? (inv — dv). (2.17)
For the rest of the proof we set
¢ = Va(l+ i — %) in {(1—n) £0}.
Since v = n(Vyg + @) + (1 — n)Vze' with ¢ = iV, we have
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Av =10 (AVy+ Ad) + (1 — ) A(Vae™) + 2V [VVy + iV (Varh) — V(Vae™)] + An(Va + iVarh — Vae™)
=0 (AVy+ Ad) + (1 — ) (AVge™ + VaA(e™) + 2VVaV (™)) + 2VnVE + An¢
=0 (AVy+ Ad) 4+ (1 — n)(AVge™ 4+ Vy(iAy — (V)?2)e'™ + 2iVV Vepe) + 2VnV ¢ + Anc.
By using that far from the vortices, A¢p = A(iVyh) = iAVyy + iVaAy + 2iVVV) we can write
Av = (n+ (1 —n)e™) (AVa+Ad) + (1 — n)e™ [-Va(VY)? —iAVyp] + 2VnVE + An¢. (2.18)
We then set A := V;+¢ and B := Vze™ (B is defined far from the vortices), thus v = nA+ (1 —n)B and
(=)o =1 = nA+ (1 =n)B*)(nA+ (1 —n)B)
= [1=n?*JAP = (1 =n)*| B - 2n(1 — n) Re(AB)] (A + (1 —n)B).
We want to make the terms n(1 — |A[*)A + (1 — n)(1 — |B|?)B appear. Hence we write
(1= [ol*)o =n(1 = [A]P) A+ nA[(1 = *)|A* = (1 = n)*|B|> = 2n(1 — n) Re(AB)]
+ (1 =)= BB+ (1-n)B[(1—-(1-n*|B]* = n*|A]” = 2n(1 — 1) Re(AB)].
We factorize n(1 — n) and write
(1= oP)v=n1—|AP)A+ (L -n) (1~ |B*)B
+n(1 —n) [(1+n)AJA] — (1 —n)A|B]* - 2nARe(AB)]
+ (1 —n) [(2—n)B|B* = nB|A]* = 2(1 — n) BRe(AB)]
=n(l—|AP)A+ (1 -n)(1-|B*)B
(1 —1) [A|A|2 +2B|B|? — A|BJ? — 2BRe(AB)
+1 (A|A]? = B|B]2 + A|B|> - B|A> — 2ARe(AB) + 2B Re(AE)]
=n(1—[AP)A+ (1 -n)(1-|B*)B
+n(1 —n) [F1(A, B) + nF (A, B)]

where Fy(A, B), F2(A, B) are real analytic functions of A and B and vanish for A = B. Since, in the
zone where 1(1 — 1) is nonzero, A — B = ( we can write

(1= [of)o=n(1 = [A)A+ 1 =) = |BI*)B +n(1 —n) [(G1(¢) + CH1(d) +1(¢G2(¢) + (Ha(¢)]

where Gy, Go, Hy, Ho are real analytic functions of ¢ satisfying |H;(¢)|, |Gi(¢)| < C(1+|p|+|e?]),i = 1,2,
where C' > 0 is a universal constant. Since A = V; + ¢ we have

(1—[AP)A = (1= |Va+6[*)(Va+¢)
(1= [Val* = ¢ — 2Re(Vag))(Va + ¢)
(1= Val*)Va = 2Re(Va¢)Va + (1 = [Val*)¢ — |6 (Va + ¢) — 2Re(Vag)p.  (2.19)
We also have, when (1 —7) # 0, B = Vze'¥ and
(1= [BP)B = (1 — [Vae'’|*)Vge™
= (1 — Vg2 2¥2) Vet
= (1= |Val*)Vae™ + 2|Va* Im(y) Vae™ — Va2 Vae™ (e72™%) — 1 + 2Tm(v))
= Vyel? {(1 — |Val?) + 2|Val? Tm () — |[Vigl2(e"2™®) — 1 4 2Im(z/1))} . (2.20)

We use the relations (2.19) and (2.20), along with 2|V;|? Im(z)) = —2 Re(Va¢), to obtain
(1= o) = (n+ (L =n)e™) [(1 — [Val*)Va — 2Re(Vag)Va + (1 — |Va|*)¢]
=1 (19 (Va + ¢) +2Re(Vag)9)
(L= e [([Val2Va (72100 — 14 21m(y) ) = (1 - VaP)o]
+ (1 —n) [CG1(d) + CH1(¢) +1(¢G2(4) + (Ha(9)] . (2.21)
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We add (2.18) and (2.21) to see that

So(v) = (n+ (1 —n)e™) [(AVd + (1= |Val)Va) + Ag — 2Re(Va)Va + (1 — |Vd|2)¢}
=1 (161> (Va + ) + 2Re(Vag)9)
| AV, (2.22)
+ (1= m)iVae™ [ww — v —ilVPE Y 1+ 20m(y) - (1 - |Vd|2>¢]
+n(1 =) [CG1(9) + CH1(d) + n(CG2(d) + CHa()] + 2VnV( + AnC.

Similarly we compute

S1(v) =n[S1(Vy) + S1(@)] + (1 —n)S1 (Vdew) + (£20%,m — 26®nid,n + iclloge|e?0sn) Vi + 1 — ew’)
+ 220,00, (IVap + Vg — Vge'®)

= n[S1(Vi) + $1(9)

, 3.V,
(L= m)e™ [$1(Va) + iVa 2020 + 2 o

+ (£20%,m — 2e®ni0sn + ic|log e|e?0sm) ¢ + 26205m0,C.

0s1p — 2inds1) + ic| 10g5|5285¢) +iVye%i(051)*

By using that, away from the vortices,

S1(¢) = S1(iVa) = iS1(Va)y + iVy (523525¢ + 2%(%1& — 2indsy) + ic|log 5|52851/1)
d

we obtain

$1(0) = (n+ (1= me®) [$1(Va) +81(6)] + (1= m)e™ [iVaie?(00)? — i85 (Va)o)]
+ (€202, — 26®nidsn + ic|log e|e?0sn) ¢ + 2620,msC. (2.23)

Putting together (2.23) and (2.22) we deduce that S(v) = 0 if and only if

(n+ (L =me™) [S(Va) + A6 + $1(6) = 2Re(Vad)Va + (1 = [Val*)o| = n[I6]* (Va + ¢) + 2 Re(Vag)
(1= m)iVae™ [i(V9)? +ie2(0,)° — [Va2(e ™) — 1+ 2Im(y)) - %”w}
+ (1 —n) [CG1(®) + CH1(¢) + n(¢Ga () + (Ha(9)]

+ (An 4 202%,n — 2%nid.n + ic|loge|e?0,n)¢ + 2e204m0.¢ + 2VnV( = 0.
(2.24)

We then divide the previous equation by 1+ (1 —n)e’. This term does not vanish if [|iVath| po(r2) is
small enough. Indeed 1 + (1 —7n)e’¥ =1+ (1 —n)(e!¥ — 1) and wherever 7 # 1, Vy is a smooth function
which does not vanish. Hence || < 1Ya4l < Cllp|| oo mey with ¢ = iVgh. Thus (1 — n)le™ — 1] <

[Val
C(1=n)| < C|o| o= (w2)-
We observe that

(1—n)e e —1
T L
Thus, (2.24) becomes
Bt Lo(6) = (1 = miS(Va)d = g sy (1017 (Va + 0) + 2Re(Vao))

+ (1= n)iVa [i(vw +ig?(0s)? — |Vl (e 2™ — 1 4 2Im(¢))} +Mi() =0 (2.25)
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with E defined by (2.13), Lo defined in (2.11) and

it _
Mi(¢) :=n(1 - )W{ iS(Va)p +1iVy [z‘(VW +ie*(951)?

Va2 (e M) Z 1 49 Im(zb))} }

n(l—mn)

T (L)@ [SC1(6) + CHL(®) + n(CGa(@) + CHal9)

N An +202.n — 2e2nidsn + ic| log 5|528577< N 2VnV (¢ + 2e20,m04¢
n+ (1 —ne n+ (1—n)e
We note that M;(¢) is nonzero only when n(1 —n) # 0. Furthermore we can check that
|M1(9)] < CllYlIEa(p2y < CllOIE (B2)-
Now we use (2.16) and we obtain that S(v) = 0 if and only if

B+ nLo(6)+(1 = m)iVaL! () + (1 = n)iVa [i(V)* +ie2(0,)% = |Val*(e™2™¥) — 1 4 2Im())]

s (0P + )+ 2Re(Vad)s) + Mi(6) =,
(2.26)
Noticing that
R ) Loen
e = i = e

we write

B +nLo(6) + (1= n)iVal! () + (1 = m)iVa [i{(T)? + ie2(0.)? = [Val2(e™™ %) — 1+ 2Im(y))|

+1 (|6 (Va + ) + 2Re(Vag)¢) + Mi(¢) + Ma(¢) =0, (2.27)
where
1—e
m (161> (Va + ¢) + 2Re(Vag)9) -
The same arguments used for Mj(¢) show that Ma(¢) is nonzero only when 1 < 7# < 2 and when n # 0
and

Ma(¢) :==n(1—mn)

|M2(9)] < ClltblIEa(pz) < CllSlEn (52)-
Hence, by defining M () := M;(¢p) + M2(¢) and
N(8) 1= (L= )iV [i{(Ve)? +i2(0,0)? = Val* (7™ — 1 + 2 Im())| + M (9)
we obtain that S(v) = 0 if and only if E + nLo(¢) + (1 — n)iVaL'(v)) — N(¢) = 0 with N satisfying the
desired properties. (Il
From the previous lemma, the problem we need to solve is
nLo(iVaw) + (1 — )iVl (¥) = —E + N() in x RT x R. (2.28)

With some abuse of notation we call

£(0) = nLofiVas) + (1~ )iVal'(8), &= 2 (229)
2.3 Another form of the equation near each vortex. In order to analyze the equation near each

vortex, it will be useful to write it in a translated variable. Namely, we define

£ = §J+ forj=1,...,nT,
T €nri1:=0 if n~ =1 (i.e., the case of Theorem 2).
We recall that d. is given by (2.4). Denote Z := z — &; and the function ¢;(Z) through the relation
9;(2) = iw(2)Y(2), |Z] <d.. (2.30)
That is,
Va(2)

Vil () = 05(D)ag(e), where  ay(2)i= .
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Hence in the translated variable the unknown (2.7) becomes, in |Z] < d.,

5 . N5 | o e 9;(2)
v(z) = a;(2) (w(Z) + ¢;(2) + (1 —m(2)w(Z) |[e*™ —1— @) )
We recall that from (2.13) that E = S(Vy). For ¢;,v linked through formula (2.30) we define

_ Lo(iVa)(2)  E(z)

L5(6,)(2) = w@L()(E+E) = B ELIC)
_ Lo(¢i(3)ay(2)  E(2) | o
= o (2) V) &) (2.31)

with Lo defined by (2.11).
Let us also define
1

So(V) =02V + ;BTV + T%&SV +e2(0%V — 2nidsV — n?V) + ice?|loge| (95V — inV),

S3(V): =02V + %BTV + T%&SV + 302,V — 2nids V) +ice?|log |0 V.
Notice that

E(z) = Sa(ajw) + (1 = [wl*|a;[*)way,

where we assume a; and w evaluated at z and Z respectively. Thus, using the equation satisfied by w,

E =wSs(a;) + (1 — |w|?|aj|})ajw + 2Va; Vw + 2620s0;0sw + o S3(w)

=wS3(a;) — n*e2way + c|logele®najw + (1 — |w|?|a;]?)ojw + 2Va,; Vw + 26%05a05w
+ a;[e% (02w — 2nidsw) + ice?|loge|Osw — (1 — |w|*)w].
This allows us to conclude
L5(¢5) = Lo(¢;) + £°(9%,¢5 — 2indsd; — n’¢;) + ic| logele?(Ds¢; — ind;)

Va; Vw + 252% (?S_w

+2(1 — |a;[?) Re(@o,; )w — (2

o w o w

9w mid, o, (2.32)
—|—82( ssW nt w) +i652|]0g5|—w —n252+n52|10g5|>¢j
w w
. Os0v;
+2VC¥]V¢J_+2E2 a]asgbj,
Qaj ;

Let us point out that, for |Z| < d.,
loj(2)] = 14 Oc(e?|loge]), Va,(2) = O(sy/|loge]), Aa; = O.(*|logel). (2.33)

With this in mind, we can see that the linear operator L is a small perturbation of Ly.

2.4 Symmetry assumptions on the perturbation. Writing z = x; +ixs = re®® it can be seen that
V4 satisfies

Va(xy, —22) = Vy(x1,22) and Vd(ei%z) = Vu(2).
These symmetries are compatible with the solution operator S defined in (3.1): if S(V) =0 and U(z) :=
V(—z1,32), then S(U) = 0, and the same happens for U(z) := V(z1, —x2). Thus we look for a solution
V satisfying

2im

V(zy, —x2) = V(z1,29), V(ent2)=V(2),

what is equivalent to ask
J— 24

(a1, —x2) = —P(x1,22), P(ent z) =1P(2). (2.34)

3 ERROR ESTIMATES

The aim of this section is to compute the error of the approximation Vy given by (2.3). With this
purpose, we divide the solution operator S given in (2.5) into three parts:

S, (V) := (02 V + 1arv + izafsv) + (1= |V]PV,
T T

Sy(V) :=e2(0%,V — 2ind,V — n?V), (3.1)
S.(V) := —ic|loge|e?(inV — 9,V).
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Notice that S, corresponds to the solution operator for the Ginzburg-Landau equation in 2D. Likewise,
Sp represents the effect of the symmetry of the construction and S, the effect of working with a traveling
wave in the Gross-Pitaevskii equation.

By simplicity we denote

w'(z) == w(z — &), w(2):=w(z - 5:‘), wh(z) = w(z = &), w'(2) =w(z—§),

i.e., we use the letters 7, j for the vortex with degree +1 and k,! for the vortex of degree -1.

We will expand the error terms for the general case of V; given in (2.3), so that they can be used
for other constructions with a different number of filaments. Nevertheless, the estimates proved in the
lemmas of this section correspond to the cases n~ = 0 (see Theorem 1) and n~ =1, &, = 0 (Theorem
2).

3.1 Size of the error S,(V;). Computing the gradient of the approximation:

nt n- n- nt
VVy = ZVwinj Hﬁk + ZV@’“ Hml Hwi,

i=1 j#i k=1 k=1 I#k  i=1
we deduce
n- nt n”
AVy = ZAw HwJ—I—ZZVw V! H H k—l—QZ VinEkijHwk
i=1 Ve i=1 j#i m##i,j k=1 i=1 k=1 J#i l#k
n- n- nt
doawt o' +) ) varva [[ = w'.
k=1 £k k=1 l#k m#k,l i=1

Thus we can write

n —k —1 nt n~
U0 S 3o 3 SRR 3 SREALINS 3 SRS

i=1 i=1 j#i k=1 I£k i=1 k=1

Recalling that w solves (1.7 ) we find

+ - + o

Sa(Va) = Vy {— N (1—|w?) — i(l — w2+ [ 1 - T ﬁ w'w” (3.2)
i=1 k=1 i=1k=1
n_ —k Tl nt n” i Tk
vw vw szwlkvw—zf+2zsz“j szz } (3.3)
i=1 j#i k=1 I#k i=1 k=1
We will use polar coordinates centered at SJJT, &), » namely
p— & =ret, - g = e’ (3.4)
Hence we can write
w! = w(z = &) = plrj)e’™ = pje'™,
0 =w(z — &) = plre)e” " = pre k.
We have
wl, = e"% (p) cosf; — zi—j sinf;), wl, = e (p)sin6; + zi—j cosb;), (3.5)
we = e % (p}, cos by + zi—: sin 6), we, = e % (p} sin ), — zi—: cos fy). (3.6)
Hence

/ /
. ) 01 )
wilwil = el(eﬁel){p 0 cos@ cosf; — L sin 0 sin0; — i <£ cos; sin0; + Piby sin 0, cos91> },
T T Ty
. : P PP PLP;
w~;2wi2 = el(eﬁel){p ppsinf; sin 6, — PPt cosf;cost +i (J—sinﬁj cosf; + il sin 0; cos 6; )}
47 71 ’ Tj
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and

i J A 1 /
Vw Vw_ — (PP _ cos(0; —0;) + LA sin(0; — 0,),
wt  w PipPj 7T piTj pPiTi

vt V! (pgpg

1
o — - —) cos(Or — 0;) — ( P P ) sin(0y, — 6;).
w w PkPI TETL PETE PiTk

On the other hand,

/

s1n6‘ sin 6 + 1 (pzp cos B; sin 0, — PkPi cos 0y, sin Hi) },
Tk Ti

wfhw’;l = ei(ei_‘g’“){p P cos 0; cos O, + Pibk

TiTk
PiPk
Tk

%

w W = ez(é)i_‘g’“){p’ip;c sin 6; sin 0y, +

cos 8; cos b — <pzp sin 6; cos 0y, — pkp sin 6y, cos 6; ) }
Tk T

Vuw' Voot (pépk
wt Wk PiPk
Therefore, we can write the error as

/
+i> cos(B; — Ox) + ( pi + Lk )sin(@k —6;).
TiTk

PiTk PET4

N _ _ 2

SulVa) =Va{= D (=) = > (1 = w*®) + 1= |[[ [] w'e*
' i=1 k=1

f o 1
+Z <%— )cos(@—@) <p1 — p7)s1n(9—9)
i=1 j£i PiPj Ty PiT5 P57 (37)
& ppp 1 P b
+Z ( RO —> COS(@k—el)—i <—k——l> sin(@k—ﬁl)
1 l;ék PEPL TETI PETL  PITE
/
+ 2 plpk cos(6; — 0y) + L 4+ Le sin(6y, — 91)}
= = \pipk r rk PiTk  PETq
Let us define the total number of filaments as
N:=nT+n",
and by simplicity denote
§=¢ forj=1,--,nt 38)
En=0 ifn =1, '

and rje? :=re’® —¢;, j=1,...,N. Notice that N will be n™ and n* + 1 for Theorem 1 and Theorem
2 respectively.

Lemma 3.1. Let us denote E, := S,(Vy), with S, and Vy defined in (3.1) and (2.3) respectively. There
exists C > 0 such that

[EallLoe(r,<3) < Cev/|1ogel,  [|VEa|[L=(,<s) < Cey/[loge|,  forallj=1,....N.  (3.9)
Writing E, = iV4R, = iVa(R. + iR2), in the region ﬂ _1{r; > 2} we have

(3.10)

N N
ey/|loge] ey/|loge]
[Rol <CY_—F57—, |[VR[<CY ——,
=1 J j=1 J
N N
1 1
B2 < oS SV gEl  gpe o o evilose] (3.11)
Tj 2
j=1 j=1 J

Furthermore,

, VO<o<1,

N N
l V1 i
|R§|§CZ |Og€|€ 7 |VR§|§CZ%
j=1 j=1 j

- 1+r§’7

AN
in (={r; > 2}
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Proof. Suppose n~ = 0. By symmetry it suffices to work in the angular sector
— oy peis T T
@1.—{26C.z_re ,T>O,s€[ n+’n+]}’ (3.12)

where we have
rj > de sinlJr > Cey/|loge| for all j # 1.
n

To estimate the error near the vortex & we use expression (3.2) and the fact that from Lemma 5.1 we

know

1 1 _4 .
-_1—?4—0( ) and p;:T‘_3+O(Tj ) forj#1

Far away from the vortex i, i.e., in {r1 > 2} N ©; we use (3.7) and Lemma 5.1 again. Note that to
estimate the imaginary part R? the dominant terms are of the form 1/(rqr;) for r; # 1. Since r; > r;

we can say that
1 < 1 < (ey/|logel)e

iy Tore re rie
The estimates for the gradient follow in the same way. The case n~ = 1 analogously follows by dividing
the space into the regions closer to every vortex. O

3.2 Size of the error S,(V;). We first note that

+

Vi <= 0wy | <~ s
Tl +; o (3.13)
nt - n- nt n”
G S0k Syt $s 000 oS bl
=1 Wi k=1 =1 I#j5 k=1 1#£k j=1k=
and

Dsw; = (D1 + ip;040;)e™ .
02w; = (02750, + (Dur)20l! + 2i0ur; 0,040 + ip;0%,0; — B

Thus we find, after reorganizing the terms:

0 Py
a2vd Z @ s]2pj+;a rkﬁ—i—( i ka— Zae—Zaek

+

+ 2n Z@SGJ Z@Hk -n +ZZanarjppl+ZZarkarl”k”l
j=1 k=1 j=11=j k=1 £k
nt n~ , n_ nt P nt n-
eSS ooty -Sotns S (Son-Son-n
j=1k=1 k=1 j=1 S k=1
n- / n- nt
P
+> 0200k [ Y00, - 0.0, —n
k=1 Pk \ 1 j=1
We compute the derivative with respect to the variables (r, s) of r;,0;, r, 0. Note that
1y = relt — € = (ree9) — g ), (3.15)
and hence
P2 = = arfet| cos(s — ) + |¢F 2

= rcos(s — ;) — & ]

= rsin(s — ¢;).
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With the help of these relations we arrive at

. & 12
Osrj = |§J+| sin(6; — ¢;), 02rj = |§;+| cos(0; — ;) + —— -~ cos 20, — ¢j),

&1 &1 P 219
0s0; =1+ —2—cos(0; — ¢,), 92,0; = ——L-sin(0; — ¢;) — —L— sin(0; — ;) cos(6; — ;).

T T >

Analogous expressions hold for &, . Using the fact n =n* —n~ we observe that

nt n- 2 nt n-
D 70.0; > 00k | +2n (D 0.0, > 0.0k | —n’
j=1 k=1 Jj=1 k=1
2

€] 15 |
£ cos(Ok — k) |, (3.17)
Tk

= - ZT—COS(H — i) — Z
j=1 7 k=1
)

=

nt n-

JF
232 0; — Zafsek = |T—| sin(6; — o;
=1

J

[1*

E

r

m sin(fx — k) — Z
j=1

ol
Il

1
_ | 9

€

=

&7 . .
_ 22 ;2 sin(; — ;) cos(0; — ¢;) + 22 2 sin(fx — ¢k ) cos(0x — i),
j j k=1 'k
Za 0, — Za 0, —n = Z |£l cos(0; — 1) — Z | Z' cos(0 — wr). (3.18)

We can now estlmate the size of this part of the error, by taking

d _ . -
|§f|:ds:m Vi<j<nt, g;=2ir(j-1)/n, [§]=0, ¢r=0.
We find
Sb(Vd) - 51n(6‘ B 90])
€2V, 5|10g6|1/2 Z py cos(0i = i) = T

5 nt p )
sin?(0; — ;) + I — | cos?(0; — ¢
Emogd[]Zl(J ) (ijj ) (6~ 25)

1
- 2272 sin(6; — ;) cos(0; — <Pj)}
J

nt . .
— ;) cos(0; — ¢1) n Z Z sin(0; — ;) sin(0; — 1)pp

ZZ
TiTy

2 oo =] .
£ |10g6| Py = 272
o Z Z sin(6; — ;) cos(61 — p1)p}
7
j=11=1 PiTt

(3.19)

Lemma 3.2. Let us denote Ey, := Sp(Vy), with Sy, and Vy defined in (3.1) and (2.3) respectively. There
exists C' > 0 such that
C c
Byl (r; < — VEy| j=1,...,N.
|| b“L (r;<3) = |10g€|, H bHL r]<3) = |1 |7 fO’f’_] ) )
Furthermore, writing Ey, = iVyRy, = iVa(R} 4+ iR}), in the region N} {r; > 2} we have
Y
VR —
R}l < “Ogd Z 0 IVRIl< o 25
N

VRy| <
b|_|10g8|z 2) | b|—|10g€|z

Jj=1

bﬁw| =
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Proof. Applying the properties of p; stated in Lemma 5.1 at the identity (3.19) it easily follows that
C C
Ep|| Lo (s < — VEy|
H bHL (r;<3) = |1Oga|7 H b“L ’r‘]<3) = |10g€|
Thanks to Lemma 5.1, to prove the estimates far from the vortices the only difficult term is
sin(6
| 10g€|1/2 Z
Notice that in the region 3 < r; < 2/(g|loge|'/?) we directly obtain
C
Al € oo .
|loge| 1+ 77
Finally, in the case r; > 2/(e|loge|'/?) we use the fact rsin(s — ¢;) = r; sin(6; — ¢;) to write
nt
r
> 7
|log5|1/2 =
and the result follows by expanding
ro1 2 d. d2
Z= - ﬁwcos(s—%—)—FO (r_§>’
J
and noticing that
nt
S sin(s — ) =
j=1
since §J+ are the j-th root of the unity. O
3.3 Size of the error S.(V;). Using the equality in (3.13) we deduce
S.(Va) A RV I i o
c\Vd stgPy sTk Py
Bl it L B i [ Y 0.0, = 06k —n |, (3.20)
iVyce?|loge| = P = = Pt
and applying (3.16) we get
S (Vd + p /
__reva) 0; — 0 (0 — Pk
iVyce?|loge| ZK |sin i) Pj +kz:1|€k |sin(B wk)ﬂ
(3.21)

€7 | cos(9

. o Jj J'_903>
(3t

Jj=1

B i |5, | cos (B — ex)

T
k=1 k

Lemma 3.3. Let us denote E. := S.(Vy), with S, and Vg defined in (3.1) and (2.3) respectively. There

exists C' > 0 such that

||ECHL°°(TJ'<3) < CE\/ |10g8|7

Furthermore, writing E.

||VECHL°°(TJ'<3) < Ce \% |10g€|7

= iVaR. = iV4(R. 4 iR2), in the region NI, {r; > 2} we have

for every 5 =1,..., N.

|RL| < Cey/|loge] Z et |[VR!| < Cey/|loge] Z e (3.22)
=" =1
|R%| < Cey/|loge] Z . |VR?| < Cey/|loge| Z o (3.23)
j=1 " =17
We also have
N N
|R?| < C(e+/|loge] C’Z —., |VR?| < C(e/]loge| UZ — (3.24)

="
for every 0 < o < 1.

="
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Proof. The estimates for F, near the vortices and (3.22) follow straightforward from (3.21 ) and Lemma
5.1. To see (3.24) we divide the analysis into two regions. Assume r; = min{r; : [ = 1,...,n"}. If
2 < r; <2/(c|loge|'/?), from (3.21) we obtain

(e[loge['/?)”

2—0o ’

J

|R?| < C for every 0 < o < 1.

If r; > 2/(e|loge|'/?), using that r cos(s — ;) = r; cos(f; — ¢;) and proceeding as in the proof of Lemma
3.2 we conclude
C _ . (elloge['/?)

|R§|§—2§O for every 0 < o < 1.
T

2—0 ’
r
J
The estimate for the gradient follows analogously. (|
We define
o
R, = — 3.25
(S €| log €| ’ ( )

with ap > 0 a constant to be determined later. Note that |log R:| = |loge|(1 + 0.(1)) and R, < d.. We
also define the norm

N
[Bllas =D Vahllco(r, <3)
=1
N ! -
+ su Re(h r2 42 + [ Im(h p2TO 4 g2
wungN | Re(h)] Z : | Im(R)| Z ;
-1
N
+ sup [Re( aB‘ 21/2(2 Z'Z_§j|_2_a
2<|2—€j|<2Re, 1<j<N =
-1
+ sup [ (h)]a 5, (- Z |z — &7 | (3.26)
2<|z—¢;|<2R.,1<j<N
where r; = |2 — &, | fllce(p) = | fllco.e (D), and
[fla,p = sup o) ~ 7wl fiy”, (3.27)
z,yED, xFy |z — yl
k
[ £llcrapy =3 _IID fllz(p) + [DF fla.- (3.28)
=0

This norm will be the appropriate setting in the right hand side of the problem in order to prove the
invertibility result stated in Proposition 4.1. Its precise form is determined by the decay of the error
terms, as we identified in Lemmas 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3. Putting these together we can summarize the size of
the error of the approximation measured in this norm in the following result.

Proposition 3.1. Consider R defined as S(Vy) = iVyR, with S and Vy given by (3.1) and (2.3) respec-

tively. Then,
c

R** T
1Rllee < oy

3.4 Decomposition of the error. Recall the notation in polar coordinates z — &; = rjewf, with &
defined in (3.8). We can decompose a function h satisfying h(Z) = —h(z) in Fourier series in 6, as

h=> hki, (3.29)

W3 (r;,0;) = W7 (ry) sin(k6;) + ih57 (r;) cos(k6;), Y (r;), hs7 (r;) € R,

hed = 3" BRI T = Y R

k even k odd

and define
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Let R; denote the reflection across the line Re(z) = Re(§;). We have
R;z =2Re(§;) — Re(z) + iIm(z). (3.30)

Then k%7 and h%7 have the symmetries

R (Rjz) = hoi(z),  h%I(R;z) = —h%i(2),
and we can define equivalently

h3(z) = () + IR, 49 (2) = 3 [A(2) ~ FR; ). (331)

It is convenient to consider a global function h° defined as follows: we introduce cut-off functions 7; r, as

3,r(2) ==m ('Z;Rg]l) (3.32)

where 77 : R — [0, 1] is a smooth function such that 71(¢) =1 for ¢t <1 and n;(¢) = 0 for ¢t > 2. Consider
R. given in (3.25), and agp > 0 a small fixed constant so that R, < %ds. For any h : C — C we define

he =Y mir.h%7, B i=h—h°. (3.33)

We introduce the new semi-norm

-1 -1
N N N

|hlgs == mew%@+ sup  |[Re(m) ( D_rit| 4 Im(n)| [ Dot ,
j=1 <r;<R:,1<j<N - =

(3.34)

with 0 < o, 0 < 1 constant to be chosen later. This semi-norm is devoted to identify some elements of the
error with less decay but smaller size than the general term measured in the norm || - ||. This observation
will allow us to obtained a more refined a priori estimate (see Proposition 4.2), which will be a key point
in the fixed point argument performed in Proposition 4.3.

Lemma 3.4. Let Vy given by (2.3) and denote S(Vy) = E = iVyR. Then we can write
R=R°+R°, R°=R°+R°

with R° defined as in (3.33) and R°(R;z) = R°(z) in U;il Brg. ({;‘),

O e o C
[R]l+x < Cey/[logel, IR |lus + [R]|sn <

Ry <C <
| |ﬁﬁ |1 g<€|

g
Voge]’

Proof. From Proposition 3.1 we immediately obtain

€ (0] C
R+ 1 <
For every j € {1,...,n"} we define
sin(f sin(0; — ;) cos(0; — 1)
R; =
J |log<€|1/2 Z |10g€| Z rf
o d? Z cos2(192 ©1) ZZZ cos(6; — 1) cos(0y — ©r) ,
|log€| : T TITk
I#j =1 k#j

and, according to (3.31) and (3.33),
R := Z[R;(2) + R;(R;2)], R = anyRER"’j,

with 7; g, given in (3.32) and R, in (3.25).
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We can check that |R®|yy < Cey/|loge|. This is because when looking at the vortex j, r;, =
o (1/(5\/|10g5|)) for I # j. Thus

+ +

n

Ce
|R° is < max mir e D IRy < D IRy <

P P VTogel

Now we define R° := R° — R°. We recall that R® = (Sa(Vd)JrSz;E/‘:d)JrSC(Vd)) . It follows from Lemma 3.1
and Lemma 3.3 that

n

H< o(Va) +Sb(vd)> < Cey/Tlogel.

sk k

On the other hand, using (3.19), we find that

Sb(Vd nt Sln COS(el _ QO[)p;C ' Ed nt
( 1Vq Zn]7RE{|10gE| ZZ ORT1 Z[|log5|1/2 Z cos (O —k)

k=11=1

ng nt Pk Pk sin(fx — @) sin(0; — Sﬁl)PkPl 0.
Bk sin?(0), — or) + cos® (O — o) +ZZ }} '
| loge| i1 Pk "k Pk k=1 I#£k PkDI

From the last expression we can obtain that

Sb Vd N
_ RO
H( A% )

In order to see this we use that, for j fixed, expressions of the type % sin?(6; — ;) + Tpp cos?(6; — ¢;)

< Cey/|logel.

EES

do not appear in the odd decomposition whereas for k # j a similar expression with j replaced by k has
the desired size since r, > C(e+/|loge|)~t. This concludes the proof. O

Lemma 3.5. Let V be the approzimation given by (2.3), and Sy and S, the operators defined at (3.1).
Then, for every 1 < j < nt we have

Sb(Vd) o CZE wz2z2(r 61(0] wj)) + CZEE wgtl(rjei(ej_wj)) +Gj
Vo |loge| wﬂ(rjez(‘gj ©3)) /|loge| wi (rjet¥i=¢5)) b
Se(Va) . - (rjei(‘%'—%)) ;
vy ledeey Tog =l wi (ryee) T e
with
Re/(f R. )wim(Tjei(ej_“’j))mil(Tjei(ej_“’j)) =0,
and

. ; . ; €
Re/ w (rje’ %= eNGIwI (r;e%i=%)) = O [ — |,
B R b VToge]
. ; L ; €
Re/ w (rje’ %= GIwd (r;e'i=%)) = 0 [ — |.
BeHR) Y Vv [loge|

Proof. Let us fix j, 1 < j < n™'. Using Lemma 5.1, from expression (3.19) we can identify the principal

terms and write
Sp(Va d o . 0 1
So(Va) _ _de [—J sin®(0; — ) + | == = — | cos?(0; — @)

Va |loge| | p; Tipj T
+21 p} — % sin(; — ¢;) cos(0; — ¢;)
’I”jpj ’I”j

7 /
n d.e {ﬁ_ﬂ cos(0; — 5 — sm(6‘ cpj)] e
j

T
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that this is the same as

Sp(Va) d. wizmg(rjei(ej_%))+ dee wil(rjei(ej_%))+Gj
Vd o |10gg| wj(rjei(‘gj_ﬁ"j)) \/m wj(rjei(ej_‘Pj)) b

Likewise, from (3.21) we can divide
S.(V, . / 1 ‘
% =icdee/|loge| (p—J sin(0; — ¢;) +i— cos(f; — cpj)> + G
d Pj Ty

j
=icd.e\/]loge|

Finally, (3.5) holds using the formulae for w) ,w?, . . the evenness of the cosinus and the oddness of

sinus. 0

w:JE’2 (rjet0i=ea))

- . G,
wJ (Tjel(9j7@j)) + ¢

4 A PROJECTED PROBLEM

For the sake of simplicity, in this section we will restrict ourselves to the case of Theorem 1, that is,
nT™ =mn and n~ = 0. The case of Theorem 2 follows with straightforward adaptations.
The final goal of this section is to prove existence of solution of the projected problem

nt 4 _ et , _ ¢t
{Cl_Xme(Z §j)+ Q_Xme(Z 5;)} in R?,

L5(¢p) = —E + N(¢) +in; T iw(z — ) g iw(z — &)
_ - | ) S Y
Re /R2 X®jwz, = Re /Rz Xbjwe, =0, with ¢;(z) = zw(z)%’ J=leent,

¢ satisfies (2.34),
where £° is defined in (2.29) and N is defined in (2.14) and

@ =m (B, e <$> ,

with 71 a smooth cut-off function such that n;(¢) =1if ¢t <1 and n1(¢t) =01if ¢ > 2.
To do so, we will start by considering a linear projected version. Indeed, given a function h satisfying
the symmetries (2.34) and with an appropriate decay, our first aim is to solve the linear equation

o S e =€) e =€),
E(qﬁ)—szh—HVd;{cj iw(z—é;f) +c; iw(z—g;f) in R?,

Re/ xqﬁ_jwml = Re/ X¢_jw$2 =0, with ¢;(2) = iw(z)-
B(0,4) B(0,4)

¢ satisfies the symmetry (2.34),

We remark that the elements wy, , wy,, 9w are the basis of the kernel of the linearized Ginzburg-Landau
operator around the standard vortex w in a natural energy space, cf. [17]. A priori we should add
also the projections on the elements iy jw(z — §J+) and ask an orthogonality condition with respect to
ixjw(z — §J+) However, thanks to the symmetry assumptions (2.34), the orthogonality condition with
respect to iw(z — §J+) is automatically satisfied. Furthermore, also thanks to these symmetry assumptions

and to the symmetry of the operator £°, we can see that the projections onto ix,;w(z — §J+) are equal to
zero. Indeed, if

- : —ef W, (2 — €F
o =S (SRS M )
J J

j=1

since L°(¢)(Z) = L5(¢)(2) and x;(Z) = x;(z) we find that

Doz == dxi(2)
j=1 j=1

and then c? =0forall j=1,...,n". Next we notice that, by (2.34), the Lyapunov-Schmidt coefficients

cjl-, c? 1 < j < nt are all related and we can work with only one coefficient.
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Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ be a solution to

€ . . o 1ijlﬂ1(2 - gj) ijleQ(Z _gj)
L(9) = Vah +iVa ; {Cj iw(z— &) “ iw(z — &)

} . with ¢ =iV and |||« < +o00
and assume that ¥ and h satisfy (2.34). Then, all the coefficients cjl-, c? can be expressed in terms of ci
only.

Proof. Since Vd(e%r z) = Vy(z), and the cut-off function n defined in (2.8) also satisfies this property, it
can be seen that

Lo[p(e™F 2)] = Lo(@)(e7F 2).
Indeed we can write L£(¢) = nLo(¢) + (1 — n)iVaL'(v), with ¢ = iVgp, Ly defined by (2.11) and L'
defined in (2.12). For the Laplacian part in the operator Ly and L’ it is well-known. The other terms
involve the identity operator or are differential operators in the angular variable s. Multiplying by ent
the variable z amounts to make a translation in the s variable, and hence the differential operators in s
respect the symmetry.
Furthermore, noticing that

2im
enfy— §+ (z — §f71)en+ ,

Jr
j—1

2im 4y ZZTW 2T 4 . 2T +
W, (€0t 2 — & )=¢e (cos (n—Jr) wy, (2 — &) — sin (n—Jr) Wy, (2 — j1)> ,

2im 2im . 27‘( 271'
Wy, (€7 2 — {J*) =en <sm (n_+> Wy, (2 — §;T_1) + cos <n_+> Wy, (2 — §;T_1)> ,

where the indices are taken modulo n™ — 1. Since 9 (e F z) = (z), we must have

we have w(e%rz - §]+) =ent w(z — ) and, using formulae (3.5),

< ijzl(€i+ z = €+) o XjWas (en+ z = €+ i ijxl - §+) o XjWas (Z - g;r)
;{ zw(efﬁ:z—ﬁ"") T4 zw(en+z—§+ ]2 §+) T “U(Z_fj)

(4.3)
and this implies that

(i e (3)=(42)

Hence all the coefficients can be expressed in terms of cl,c?. But now we can use the symmetry with
respect to the horizontal axis. It can be seen that

L5(9)(Z) = L5()(2),
and thus, since ¢(Z) = ¢(z), we have
il ol XjWay (E - §J+) 2 Xj Wy (E - §J+) _ o ol XjWay (Z - §J+) 2 X Waso (Z - g;r)
;{ TwE-g) 0 wE—g) ; Twme—¢) O me—g) |

Using that w,, (Z) = W, (2) and w,,(Z) = —W,,(2), we conclude that necessarily ¢? = 0. Thus all the
coefficients can be expressed in terms of ¢i only. O

Remark 4.1. For Theorem 2 we also need to consider the vortex of degree —1 at the origin, corresponding
to the case n~ =1 and & = 0. That is the right hand-side of (4.2) has to be modified to

+
iVih + iV, OX' 11( )+COme2(Z) +§ :{C}XJ. 1( g] ) —l—CQ-XJ 2( fj) ]
¢ i

w(z) 2 w(z) w(z—&) T iw(z - &)

As in the previous case, if 1 satisfies (2.34) it follows that c]l, c? can be expressed in terms of ¢t only. By

j=1

using the symmetry w(e%{z) = 9(2) we can also see that ¢ = ¢ = 0.

Recall the notation given in (3.8). Writing ¢ : C — C as ¢ = ¢1 + iw2 we define, given «, o € (0, 1),

N
9]l o= D" Vv lloza(ry<sy + 11110 + 1052

Jj=1
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where
—1

N N
- 1
[rlls =Y IWlloms + sup [Vl | D et +sup<g|arw1|+|asw1|)
j=1

i=1 2<r;<2,1<j<N r>1
-1
N
+ sup | D41 | erfQ
2<r;<Re, 1<j<N =
-1
N
2 _9_
+ sup [D*$nlas. 00 | D12 =617,
2<|z—&;|<R., 1<j<N =
N N
[Wollow o= sup ol [ Dor?T 4272+ sup V| | Dot
rj>2, 1SJSN =1 2<r; <2, 1<G<N =

-1

N
1 1 2 —240
+ sup <—g|3r¢2| + E1—(,|5s¢2|) + sup | D s ;Tj

r>1 \E2 2<r;<Re,1<j<
—1
N
2 -2
+ Sup [D 1/}2](1,8‘2‘/2(2) Z |Z _€]| +a
2<|2—€;|<Re, 1<j<N =
We also recall the definition of the norm || - ||« given in (3.26). Indeed, given a control on the right
hand size measured with || - ||«x, the norm || - ||« provides the best decay we can expect for the solution v

(for both real and imaginary parts) and its derivatives, as the following proposition states. Thus we can
establish the following invertibility result for problem (4.2).

Proposition 4.1. If h satisfies (2.34) and |h|l« < +oo then for e > 0 sufficiently small there exists
a unique solution ¢ = T.(iVzh) to (4.2) with |||« < oo, where ¢ = iVyp. Furthermore, there exists a
constant C' > 0 depending only on a, o € (0,1) such that this solution satisfies

[9][« < C[[h]] s

The proof can be found at subsection 4.1. This result allows us to solve a non-linear projected problem,
following the usual scheme of the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction methods. However, the a priori estimate
in Proposition 4.1 is not enough to solve the reduced problem. More precisely, due to the large size of
the error of the approximation in the norm || - ||.. (which is of order |loge|™!, see Proposition (3.1)), a
fixed point argument would give a too large v, making impossible to choose the parameter d. so that the
Lyapunov-Schmidt coefficient ¢f in (4.2) vanishes.

To overcome this difficulty we will need more accurate a priori estimates, relying on the symmetries
of the error and the function . Indeed, the largest part of the error can be seen to be orthogonal to
the kernel (see Lemma 3.5) and it will not play a role at the reduction step, what allows us to refine the
estimates according to its symmetry, in the spirit of Lemma 3.4.

Let us consider ¥ : C — C and the relation z = pjei(’f + &;. We can decompose 1 in Fourier series in

6; as in (3.29) and define
Yol o= Yo, gtd= Y gt

k even k odd

The idea behind making this decomposition is that ¢*7 is large but orthogonal to the kernel near &; by
symmetry, while ¢°7 is not orthogonal but small. With R; given in (3.30), we have

YOI (Rjz) = ¢oi(2), P (R;z) = —¢i(2),
and we can define equivalently

9o9(2) = L0(z) + 052N, weI(2) = S(z) — R (44)

Let R. and n; g from (3.25) and (3.32). We consider a global function ¢° defined as

N
YO = any%lﬂo’ja (4.5)
=1
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that represents the odd part of ¥ around each vortex &;, localized with a cut-off function, and corresponds
to the small part of .

This part arises from terms in the error R° that are small, but decay slowly, so we need to estimate it
in norms that allow for growth up to a certain distance. Namely,

N
[ly == Z [oge| ™" [[Vathllc2o(r; <3) + |11 + [th2lg.2,

=1
where
- N 1 1
[P1lg1 = sup |91 ZTJ' log(2R:/r;) + [V | Zlog(2R5/Tj) ; (4.6)
2<r; <R.,1<j<N = =
r ~1
N
1halg,2 = sup ([a] + [Vabal) [ D (r 7 + 75 log(2R: /1)) ; (4.7)
2<r; <Re,1<j<N =

with ¢ € (0,1). The norm | - |4 is built in correspondence with the norm |- |¢ which estimates the odd
part of the error of the ansatz. With the help of this norm we can establish precise estimates on the odd
part of 1.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that h satisfies the symmetries (2.34) and |||« < co. Suppose furthermore
that h defined by (3.33) is decomposed as h® = h® + h® where |h0|ﬁti < o0 and h°, h° satisfy

ItLO(RJ‘Z):hO(Z)v EO(RJ-Z):I;’O(Z)’ |Z_€J| <RE) ]:15 aNa

and have support in Ujvzl Bor, (&5). Let us write 1 = ¢°+¢° with ¢° defined by (4.5). Then there exists

- = . . N
C > 0 such that ¥° can be decomposed as ° = 1p° 4+ ¢°, with each function supported in Uj:1 Bor. (&5)
and satisfying

(s < € (1A%l5s + v/ TTog 2l (1Al ex + I1h = 1)) (4.8)
[0« < C|IB°|ss (4.9)
197+ 19 < € (o + 150 s+ 1711
and

VO(Rjz) = 0°(2), ¢°(Rjz)=1°(2), |z—&|<R., j=1,---,N.

4.1 First a priori estimate and proof of Proposition 4.1. In this section, our aim is to solve the
linear projected problem (4.2). We first obtain a priori estimates and then use these estimates and the
Fredholm alternative to obtain the solution. We first deal with the following problem:

L5(¢) = iVyh in R?
P(z+ &) N

Re/ XjPjwe, =0, with ¢;(2) = iw(z) ———L—~ j=1,--- ,n",
Bow ’ iVa(z + &) (4.10)

Y = i satisfies the symmetry (2.34).
ZVd

Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all € sufficiently small and any solution
¢ =iVap of (4.10) with ||¢]|« < oo one has

[Pl < CliR|ex- (4.11)

Proof of Lemma 4.2 . The proof follows as in [15, Lemma 5.1] by using barrier arguments, so we will
only highlight the differences.
Near the vortices the argument remains essentially the same as a consequence of Lemma 5.2. Far from

them, in the region ﬂ;l; {r; > 2}, the function ¥ = 1)1 + i1py solves

VVde/J

sV,
h= A+ 2—" — 2i|Vy|*pg + £20%4) + €2 (27d - 2m)asw +ice?| log e|Os1p,
d
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and thus we only need to deal with the new term
ice?|log e|0s.
It can be seen that, for R large and some 1 < j < N,

, , 1
|ce?|loge|dsth1| < C(R™7 4¢7) (Tz_g +520> 1911]1,%,05
j

" 1" 1
e=? logeldwal < € (=1 + R7 1)( >|¢2||2,*,07

2 2
Tj+a

for some 0 < 0/ <0 < 1,0 < 0" <1, where
-1

N N
_ 1
1ll1,00 == D W1l >2) + sup V| | Yot +sup (g|5r¢1| + |5s¢1|>
j=1 r>e

2<r;<2,1<G<N

j=1
1 —1
N N
[alle0 = sup [l [ D 077+ sup Vo] [ Yyt
7i>2,15j<N j=1 2<r;<2,1<G<N =
+ sup (50_2|8T1/)1| + Ea_1|as1/}1|) )

1
r>c

for some 0 < o < 1. Thus the result follows by comparison arguments choosing respectively the barriers

TLO _o o —
By := M6, <7T — 71) , M, :=C (||h||**,o +et + R4 ||7/11HL°°(BR(5J-))) ,
1 —0 —(T/ O'/
Bs = M, (7‘2‘7 -|-52 ) ) My :=C (Hh|‘**70 + R + &7 + ”"/QHL“’(BR(&]'))) R
J
with C' a large fixed constant and
N N -t
hles0 := Vah|| peo(r + su Re(h r2 4 g2
IHevo = Y Watlzmico+_sup_ IRe(h) { 3o
N -1
+Imn)| | Y 2|
=1
for0 <o < 1. O

Proof of Proposition 4.1. The result follows as a consequence of the Riesz representation theorem and
the Fredholm alternative proceeding as in [15, Proposition 5.1], that is, rewriting the problem as

(¢, 0] = (k(z)d,0) = (s5,9), Vo €eH,
where H is the Hilbert space

M ;:{¢ = iV € HE (B (0),C); Re/

Xajwzl =0,j=1,---,n", 1 satisfies (2.34)},
B(0,4)

for M > 10|&1], equipped with the inner product

[6,¢] = Re /B oy (T +20,675).

Here ¢,(2) := iw(2)¢Y(z + &) and §;(2) :==m (%) Using (2.31), (k(x)@,-), (s,-) correspond to the
linear forms

(k(x)p, p) = Re/

(20i607 ~ o) ~ 2Re [ Re(Vi)Vip
B(0,M)

B(0,M)

E S
#Re [ =1+ (1= VP )lop + el logelRe [ (ingp - 6DLp),
B(0,M) d B(0,M)

+
X we, (2 —&) | _
8, ::Re/ h+ 1V, cix;———— | .
(&) B(0,M) dz T w2 — &) v

Jj=1
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defined on H.
The rest of the proof follows as in [15, Proposition 5.1]. O

4.2 Second a priori estimate and proof of Proposition 4.2.

Lemma 4.3. Let a € (0,1), 0 € (0,1). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all e sufficiently
small and any solution ¢ of (4.10) with ¢ = iVay) and ||¢|. < 0o one has

9]y < C(|hlgg + v/ [1oge|[| All«)- (4.12)

Proof. The result follows as a consequence of Lemma 4.2 and a barrier argument. Indeed, writting
1 = 1 + 1), it can be checked that, for some 1 < j < N,

e toge0.n] < o (25 ) .
and consequently, proceeding as in [15, Lemma 5.2],
|Vipa| < B,
with
|¢2||L°°(r]-_R0)>

5 C C 2R,
By := ——(|h oo (1 = — log| —
8 Hﬁn|meWﬂL@J&»+”<g(m)(me+ Tog o

J
with Ro > 0 a large fixed constant, | |¢1 defined in (4.6) and, denoting h = h; + iha,

N N ! N -t
hlgg0 := Vah| oo (r. + sup h1 rit + |ho roite ,
LD DULLIERTE SO o L) Do | 2o
0 < 0 < 1. Therefore,
|e?|log e|0stpn| < ———B,
riTloge]
and the result follows as a straightforward adaptation of [15, Lemma 5.2]. O

Before proving Proposition 4.2 we consider the solution constructed in Proposition 4.1 when the right
hand side has symmetries. More precisely, let us consider the local symmetry condition

h(R;z) = —h(2), |z—&|<2R., j=1,---,N, (4.13)
where R; was defined in (3.30).
Lemma 4.4. Suppose that h satisfies the symmetries (2.34) and (4.13). We assume that
1A < oo

Then there exist ¢°, ¥* such that ¢ = % with ¢ the solution to (4.2) and |||« < oo can be written as
1 =) + * with the estimates

[9% e + 197 [l« < CliRllan
97|y < Ce/[logel[| ]|

Moreover (°,¢*) define linear operators of h, 1° has its support in Ujvzl Br_ (&) and satisfies

P (Rjz) = —¢2(2), [z —§|<R., 1<j<N. (4.14)

Proof. The proof follows analogously to [15, Lemma 5.3] by splitting £ into a part £ ; that preserves
the symmetry (4.14) and a remainder term L7 ;, for every 1 < j < N. Indeed, we consider the linear
operators

Vuw(z — &)V

207, sin® (0 — ;) + dZ cos(0; — p;) sin(6; — ;) (

L () =AY +2 = 2ifw(z — &)* Im(¥))

+ &2

2
Ty Tj

Qa?jej (4 B 239j1/)>

9 z z d?
+ ngejz/}(l + T—; cos®(0; — goj)> + BTiji cos® (0 — ;) — 209, —5 sin(0; — @;) cos(0; — ;) |,
J

i 2
j 5
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and

() =23 YEE VY o vi2 (s — €)2) T(w)

Ll
= w(z — &)

Y]

+¢&2

. de de .
2d€83j9j¢ sin(; — ¢;) + 283],9],1/17 cos(0; — ;) + Op;bde cos(0; — ;) — 89],1/17 sin(6; — cpj)]
j j

20 Vy
2 s

+e€ (—Vd
We also define

— 2ni + ic.|log 5|) [&ﬂ/}ds sin(0; — ¢;) + (1 + i—:cos(Gj - %-))agjw]

Los,j(¢) == iVaL ;(¥) +i(E = E°)p, Loy () := Lo(¢) — Los j(b)
where E° is defined analogously to (4.5). We then set
L3 () :==nLos (o) + (1 =n)iVaL, ;(¥), ¢=iVay,
L7 (9) = L5(9) — L5 ().
The rest of the proof follows as in [15, Lemma 5.3] by applying Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.3. (Il

As a consequence of these results we can conclude the statement of Proposition 4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. The result follows by putting together Proposition 4.1, Lemma 4.3 and Lemma
4.4. O

Once we have established the solvability and the a priori estimates for the projected linear problem
(4.2) we can handle the non linear case (4.1).

Proposition 4.3. There exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on 0 < a,0 < 1, such that for all €
sufficiently small there exists a unique V. such that ¢ = iVgi). is the solution of (4.1), that satisfies

C

<
el < ooy

Furthermore 1. is a continuous function of the parameter de = e/ |loge|d.

[2ls < Cey/Tlogel, (4.15)

where Y2 is defined according to (4.5).

The existence of solution is obtained by combining the linear theory with a fixed point argument
performed in a precise set determined by the size of the error term R and the a priori estimates on the
symmetric and non symmetric part of the solution. Notice that the non linear term N (v)) is exactly
the same as in the case of the Ginzburg-Landau equation in [15]. Thus, by applying Proposition 4.1,
Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 3.4 the result follows exactly as in [15, Proposition 6.1] so we omit the proof.

5 SOLVING THE REDUCED PROBLEM: PROOFS OF THEOREM 1 AND THEOREM 2

The function ., with ¢. = iVy1). the solution of (4.1) found in Proposition 4.3, depends continuously
on de := €+/|logeld.. We want to find d. such that the Lyapunov-Schmidt coefficient in (4.1) satisfies
Cc1 = Cl(da) =0.

By symmetry we work only in the sector

. T T
(CJ ::{ZE(C: z=re*, r>0, s€ [—— —]}
n
In the previous section we have found . such that

[£5(¢e) + E — N(¢)] (2 + &) = c1iVa(z + €N)x(2) 1;’:01((;))

in ©;. (5.1)

We recall that R, is defined in (3.25) and thus satisfies that R, = o, ((a\/|loga|)’1) but |log R.| ~

[loge|, and we set
comBe [ uaP=Re [P
B(0,R.) B(0,4)

)
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and we remark that, thanks to the decay of wg,, this quantity is of order 1. We multiply the equation

(5.1) by vd(mz(jr)ﬁml(z) and we observe that

2

Va0 o) me. (5.2)

w(z)

We find that

C1Cy = — Re/ ME(Z + 5{)@1(,2) + Re/ M£8(¢E)(z + 5{)@1(2)
B(0,R.)

w(2) BO,R)  W(2)

_Re/ MN@EXZ"’&T)W@(Z)—|—O(52)_
BOR.) ©(2)

We observe that

/. P + /. > +
Wthl)ﬁ(@)(z re) = % (Val/ (be) + inEW.) (= + &)
L4 )2 Vils 4 ¢+
= Mt SRz e + ) + EEE i)+ )
N
= Li(on) + P my ) 1 6 + O(),

w(2)
with L5 defined in (2.31) and ¢; defined in (2.30). Integrating by parts we find

Re [ Litegw, =Re [ (I~ Lo@m, ke [ L.,
B(0,R.) B(0,R.)

B(O,RE)

9 O,
_ Re/ (LS — Lo) (1), +Re/ (—‘blml 5 ) +0(e2 loge]),
B(0,R.) aB(0,R.) \ OV ov

with Lo given in (2.11). Using (2.32) and (2.33) we can estimate

Ce
< Cey/|logel||[¢]l« £ ——,

Toge|

Re / (L5 — Lo) (1),
B(O,RE)

and, by Lemma 5.1,

R/ (%m p 8@m1> Ce
oB(0,R.) \ OV o ov ~ Jloge|
Therefore,
Ce
Re/ L (1) Wy, | £ ——, 5.3
B(0,R.) (00, [loge| >3

and we also have

Vd(z'i_g;r) € P oy €
Re/B(&RE) o) L5 (e)(z + &6 )Way = 0( Togdl loga|>

since |Ev.| < Ce/+/|loge|. Now we estimate the inner product of w,, and the non linear term. We use

Lemma 2.1 to write

- Yiéigleg@+5nwm@>=/' Va4 &) 60z + €8m0, (2)
B(0,R.) w(2) B(0,2)\B(0,1) w(2)
NI ZICRE SOl T (s
4 /B oy T DNz + €, 2

where

N@) = i(V)? +2(0s9)* +i(e 2™¥) — 1+ 2Im(v)).
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We use the orthogonality of the Fourier modes to write

Re / iwN (W) (2 + & oy = Re / 0T, (N (2))°
B(O,RE)\B(O,I) B(O,RE)\B(OJ)
= ke | ip (p’ coss — L sin ) (V) + iV ()3
B(0,R.)\B(0,1) r
2
- [ (pp' cos s(N ()8 — 2 (W (12))5 sins) |
B(0,R.)\B(0,1) r

Using that

[N (e))s | < TNV (@) [ < ClIENL2l: + [W2fE < Celloge| /2,

0 |(e)slsll (Ve )Tlls  [(e)Tlell(We)alls | [(he)Tll (e )5y e|loge| /2
|(N(2/15))1|§C( 1+T2 + 1_|_,r.2fa' + 1_|_T270' ) SCW

b)
we obtain

(5.4)

Re / (N (W) (= + €T, | < —2F
(0,R:)\B(0,1)

= VToge|

By using that M (¢.) is at least quadratic and is a sum of analytic terms (multiplied by cut-off functions)
in ¢. and V¢, we can use a parity argument analogous to the previous one to conclude that

M(¢)° = M(¢2) + O ([loc]l«[4212)

and thus
Ce
V/|loge|

It remains to estimate the term relative to the error. In order to do that we write £ = V3R thus

Re [ Vale 4+ &) (6.3 + 600 (2)
B(O,RE)

w(z) < Cllwel«lwely <

i
/ VaE &0 g 1 e ym,, (2) = / iw(2)R( + &), (2)(1 + O(2)).
B(0,R.) w(z) B(0,R.)

We set

B, = Re/ iw(2)Ra (2 + & ) Wsy, Bp:i= Re/ iw(2)Ry(z + &)Wy, , (5.5)
B(0,R.) B(0,Rc)

B, := Re/ iw(z)Re(z + &)W , (5.6)
B(0,R.)

where we recall that S, (Vy) = iVaRa, Sp(Va) = iVaRyp, Sc(Va) = iV4R,. were given by (3.1).
Proof of Theorem 1. Assume nt =n >2 and n~ = 0 in (2.3). From Lemma 3.5 we find that

dee €
By, = ————Re |w,, |2—|—O e
Viogel  Jpor) V/|loge]

where we used that ¢; = 0. We set

1 2w Re 2 .:. 2
aj = —/ / p_sin Sdrds,
|logel Jo 0 r

and we recall that |log R.| is of same order as |loge| and does not depend on d.. Thus, using the fact
that lim, 4. p(r) = 1 we can see that

a; =7+ o0:(1). (5.7)

Therefore we conclude that

By = d.me/|loge| + o- (/| logel). (5.8)
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On the other hand, from (3.7) we deduce that in B(0, R.) there holds

n

savm, =Vad (1= T[w ) -3 0wy + 03 T T
j=1 j=1

J=11#j

:2devw V“? w,, + O(e*|logel)

wl  wi

J#1
/ /‘ 1 /‘ . 0 )
= 2de K% - —) cos(b1 — 0;) + ( no_ p—J) sin(f; — 9j):| (p’l cosf; + zw> e
i1 P1P; 1Ty P17 PiT1 1
+ O(£?|log ).
Thus we find
/
B, = —22/{ . iifl (cos(61 — 0;) cos 01 + sin(f; — 6;) sin 1) + O(e?|loge|)
j;ﬁl mM<Re J
pip1cosb; 5
- —22/ PPLEOSY) | (e2|loge]).
{ri<Rc} rir;

To compute the last term we observe that, since R. = o, (\/|+—)’ inside the ball {r1 < R.} we have
oge

cost; |Re(§;' — &)
ri g =R

(1= cos 2n(j = 1)/n))

2d2 (1 —cos (27 (5 — 1)/n))

1
= 51+ 0:(1)

where we have used that ¢ = d.e*U=D7/m  Hence,

(140:(1)) foreveryj#1,

(1+0(1))

n

cosf; 27 Re
> / Lphprdridfy = 2 (n — 1)(1 + 0.(1)) / pip1dr.
r <R T 2d 0

j=2 J N

Noticing that fORE pip1dry = 3 (p}(R:) — p1(0)) = 3 + 0-(1) we conclude

n
cosb;

Lo,

L pp1 dry dby =
j=2 m<R. Tj dE

and thus

-1
B, = _ncz e/ |loge|m + o-(e+/| logel). (5.9)

i
For the last term in the error we have

Re(2)Wy, (2 — gfr)

. i / 0; — v, 6 ,
= cd.e+/|loge] Z <sin(9j - <Pj)% + ZM> <p cos by + zw) e 0,
j=1 J

Tj 1

Thus, by using that ¢1 = 0, we find

B, = —cd.e+/|loge| P11 (sin® 6y + cos®61) + O (52| log5|3/2)
lp1|<R. T

R,
= —cd.€ |10g5|27r/ pi(r1)p1(ry) dri + O (52| 1oga|3/2) .
0

Therefore, since

e Loy 2 1 2
| romy) dn = 562 (R.) - 2(0) = 5 + 0 logel),
0

we find

B, = —cd.e+/|loge|m + o-(e+/| logel). (5.10)
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Hence, we conclude that

c1c. = ey/|loge| (—% + dlci€> + o-(e/]logel),

€
with
ap:=(n—1m, a:=(1-c)m, (5.11)
which is positive since we assumed ¢ < 1. Let us point out that in this expression o.(e4/|loge]) is a
continuous function of the parameter d.

By applying the intermediate value theorem we can find dy near A /g—‘l) = ,/’11—:2 such that

c1 = c1(do) =0,
and therefore, for such dy we conclude that Vy + ¢, is a solution of (2.1).
Proof of Theorem 2. Assume nt = n+ 1 and n~ = 1 in (2.3), with & = 0. The result follows
analogously to the case of Theorem 1. Indeed, estimates (5.3) and (5.4) hold straightforward, so we only

have to estimate the projection of the error term. Let us define B,, By and B, as in (5.5). (5.6). Since
|€7 | = 0 the terms By, and B, are estimated exactly as in the proof of Theorem 1, to get

By = d.me\/|1loge| + o (/] loge|), B, = —cder/]loge|m + 0. (e1/] log g|).

To estimate B, we see that in this case
Sa(Vd)Ezl

/ol / ! 1 .
= 2de [(% - L) cos(by —0;) +1i (L — p—J) sin(6; — Hj)] (p'l cos 01 + 1M> e

o P1Pj Ty P17 PjiT1 T
! o 1 / ’ o _
+2Vy [(M + —> cos(p —0) +i (ﬁ + p_) sin(6 — 91)} <p’1 cosf + ;PO 1) et
pip T pir o pri "
+ O (e*|logel)
and thus
B, =2 PLOL (cos(0 — 05) cosfs + sin(6s — 6;) sin 0
e = = ,r,l,r,j (COS( 1 — J)COS 1+Sln( 1 — J)Sln 1)
j#1 JAri<Re}
/
+ 2/ % (cos(fy — 0) cos by +sin(f; — 0) sin ;) + O(?|loge])
{ri<R.} T1
pip1cosb; pyp1cosd 5
=—2Z ——+2 ——— + 0(e’|logel),
j#1 7/ {ri<Re} 1Ty {ri<R.} T
what implies
/ 9 ’ 9
Ba = —22/ PR dry 6, +2/ PIPLEST gy dfy + O(c2|loge])
G#1 {ri<R.} Ty {ri<R:} T
a
= —ev/Tlogel 2 + o.(=TToge),
€
with
ag :=ny — 3. (5.12)
Therefore,

c1c. = &4/ |loge] (—% + alci€> + 0:(e/|logel),

€
with a; defined in (5.11), and the result follows as in the previous case. More precisely, thanks to the

intermediate value theorem we find cig near ,/z—‘l) = ,/nl%? such that ¢; = 0.
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APPENDIX

5.1 The standard vortex and its linearized operator. The building block used to construct our
solutions to equation (2.1) is the standard vortex of degree one in R?, that we denote w. It satisfies

Aw+ (1 — |w*)w =0 in R?,

and can be written as
w(xy, x2) = p(r)e”? where 21 = rcosf, xo = rsinf.

Here p is the unique solution of
rop 2
e O =0 in (0
R G 2 in (0, 00),
p(07) =0, p(+x) =1,

see [8, 24]. In this section we collect useful properties of p.

(5.13)

Lemma 5.1. Let p be the unique solution of (5.13). Then:
1) (0)20 p(0)>0 O<p()<1cmdp’(r)>0f07"allr>0,
2) p(r)=1-3% —|— O() for large r,
3) p(r )—On“— +O( 5) for r close to 0 for some o > 0,
4) if we deﬁne T( )= p’( ) — £ then T(0) = 0 and T(r) < 0 in (0,+00),
5) p'(r) = r3 + O(T4) "(r) = O(T%) for large r.

For the proof of this lemma we refer to [24, §].
An object of special importance to construct our solution is the linearized Ginzburg-Landau operator
around w, defined by
L(¢) := A¢ + (1 — |w[*)¢ — 2 Re(wg)w

This operator does have a kernel, as the following result states.
Lemma 5.2. Suppose that ¢ € L>=(R?) satisfies L(¢) = 0 in R? and the symmetry ¢(Z) = ¢(z). Assume
furthermore that when we write ¢ = 1wy and ¥ = Y1 + 1y with ¥1,1¥s € R we have

[P1] + (1 + [2])[Vi| < C, [Pa| + [Vipa| < |z| > 1.

142
Then
¢ = C1Wg,

for some real constant c;.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that ¢ € L3 (R?) satisfies L(¢) = 0 in R? and the symmetry ¢(z) = ¢(z). Assume
furthermore that when we write ¢ = iwy and ¢ = 1 + @Yy with 1,192 € R we have
o C
1]+ A+ 2DV < CA+[2))%, [l + [Vibo| < T |z > 1,
for some o < 3. Then
d) = C1 Wy,

for some real constant c;.

The proofs of these results can be found in [15, Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.2].
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