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INTERACTING HELICAL TRAVELING WAVES FOR THE GROSS-PITAEVSKII

EQUATION

JUAN DÁVILA, MANUEL DEL PINO, MARIA MEDINA AND RÉMY RODIAC

Abstract. We consider the 3D Gross-Pitaevskii equation

i∂tψ +∆ψ + (1 − |ψ|2)ψ = 0 for ψ : R× R
3 → C

and construct traveling waves solutions to this equation. These are solutions of the form ψ(t, x) =
u(x1, x2, x3 −Ct) with a velocity C of order ε| log ε| for a small parameter ε > 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 e3 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/(ε
√

| log ε|) 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

i∂tψ +∆ψ + (1− |ψ|2)ψ = 0 in R× R
3, (1.1)

for ψ : R × R3 → C. This equation appears in Bose-Einstein condensates theory, nonlinear optics and
superfluidity. At least formally, it possesses two important conserved quantities: the energy

E(ψ) =
1

2

∫

R3

[

|∇ψ(·, t)|2 + 1

2
(1− |ψ(·, t)|2)2

]

dx,

and the momentum

P (ψ) =

∫

R3

(iψ,∇ψ)dx,

where (·, ·) denotes the scalar product in R2 ≃ C. In this paper we are interested in special solutions
called traveling waves solutions. They take the form

ψ(t, x) = u(x1, x2, x3 − Ct), (1.2)

where u : R3 → R, C ∈ R is a constant to be determined and x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R3. If ψ is defined by
(1.2) and solves (1.1) then u satisfies

iC∂x3u = ∆u + (1− |u|2)u in R
3. (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 ε > 0 and use the scaling uε(x) = u

(

x
ε

)

. We are interested in solutions
with small velocity, namely we expect the velocity to be of order C = Cε ≈ ε| log ε| and thus we set

C = Cε := cε| log ε| (1.4)

for a fixed c ∈ R. Hence uε is a solution to

icε2| log ε|∂x3uε = ε2∆uε + (1− |uε|2)uε in R
3. (1.5)

The motivation for constructing our solutions originates in the study of the following scaled Gross-
Pitaevskii equation

iε2| log ε|∂tψ + ε2∆ψ + (1 − |ψ|2)ψ = 0 in R× Ω, (1.6)
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where Ω is an open subset of R3. Roughly speaking, for initial data whose Jacobian concentrate near
some 1D-curve as ε → 0, the solution ψ(t, ·) 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
γ(t, s), the evolution through binormal curvature flow can be written as

∂tγ = ∂sγ ∧ ∂2ssγ.
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

∆w + (1− |w|2)w = 0 in R
2, (1.7)

which can be written as w(z) = ρ(r)eiθ for some non-negative real function ρ with ρ(0) = 0 and ρ(+∞) =
1. This can be viewed as a stationary solution to (1.1) in R3 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 Schrödinger 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 Schrödinger 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:

− i∂tfk(t, z)− ∂zzfk(t, z)− 2
∑

j 6=k

djdk
fk − fj

|fk − fj |2
= 0, k = 1, . . . , n, (1.8)

where z is the third coordinate in R3 and di, 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 ε → 0, towards n almost parallel filaments
solutions to the Klein-Majda-Damodaran system. In this work only degree di = +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 ω × R where ω ⊂ R2 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 R

2.

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

fk(t, z) := d̂ei(z−νt)e
2i(k−1)π

n , k = 1, . . . , n, for d̂ :=

√

n− 1

1− ν
, where ν < 1. (1.9)

The curves in R
3 described by z 7→ (fk(t, z), z) 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 ε 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 fk(t, z), in the planes perpendicular to the vertical axis e3.
The solutions we construct are periodic in t 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, θ, x3) the usual cylindrical coordinates.
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Theorem 1. For each n ≥ 2 and for every −∞ < c < 1, there exists ε0 > 0 such that for every

0 < ε < ε0 there exists uε which solves (1.3) with C = cε| log ε|. The solution uε can be written as

uε(r, θ, x3) =

n
∏

k=1

w
(

reiθ − dεe
iεx3e2ikπ/n

)

+ ϕε

with

‖ϕε‖L∞ ≤ M

| log ε| for some constant M > 0,

and dε :=
d̂ε

ε
√

| log ε|
with d̂ε =

√

n−1
1−c + oε(1).

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

ψε(t, x) =
n
∏

k=1

w
(

reiθ − dεe
iε(x3−cε| log ε|t)e2ikπ/n

)

+ ϕε(x1, x2, x3 − cε| log ε|t).

Furthermore, thanks to the symmetries of equation (1.3) we can see that for all constant +∞ > c > −1
there exists a solution ũε to (1.3) with C = −cε| log ε| if ε is small enough. This solution can be written

as

ũε(r, θ, x3) =

n
∏

k=1

w
(

reiθ − dεe
−iεx3e2ikπ/n

)

+ ϕ̃ε

with

‖ϕ̃ε‖L∞ ≤ M

| log ε| for some constant M > 0,

and dε :=
d̂ε

ε
√

| log ε|
with d̂ε =

√

n−1
1+c + oε(1).

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:

d0 = −1, dk = +1, k = 1, . . . , n+ 1,

f0(t, z) = z, fk(t, z) = d̂ei(z−νt)e
2i(k−1)π

n+1 , k = 1, . . . , n+ 1, for d̂ :=

√

n− 2

1− ν
, where ν < 1.

Theorem 2. For each n ≥ 3 and for −∞ < c < 1, there exists ε0 > 0 such that for every 0 < ε < ε0
there exists uε which solves (1.3) with C = cε| log ε|. The solution uε can be written as

uε(r, θ, x3) = w(reiθ)

n+1
∏

k=1

w
(

reiθ − dεe
iεx3e2i(k−1)π/(n+1)

)

+ ϕε (1.10)

with

‖ϕε‖L∞ ≤ M

| log ε| for some constant M > 0, (1.11)

and dε :=
d̂ε

ε
√

| log ε|
with d̂ε =

√

n−2
1−c + oε(1).

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

ud(r, θ, x3) =

n
∏

k=1

w
(r

ε
eiθ − dεe

ix3e2ikπ/n
)

(1.12)

for Theorem 1 and

ud(r, θ, x3) = w
(r

ε
eiθ
)

n+1
∏

k=1

w
(r

ε
eiθ − dεe

ix3e2i(k−1)π/(n+1)
)

(1.13)
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for Theorem 2. Although these approximations do not fully possess the helical symmetry, we can show
that e−inx3ud(r, θ, 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
dε to find an actual solution to (1.1). Here a major difficulty appears: the error contains terms of
order O

(

| log ε|−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(ε

√

| log ε|). 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
(

| log ε|−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

(

| log ε|−1
)

whereas the odd part will be of order O(ε
√

| log ε|).
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 iC∂x3u. 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, θ, x3) ∈ R+ × R× R and we consider 2π-periodic functions in θ.

Definition 1. We say that a function u is screw-symmetric if

u(r, θ + h, x3 + h) = u(r, θ, x3)

for any h ∈ R. Equivalently

u(r, θ, x3) = u(r, θ − x3, 0) =: U(r, θ − x3).

Writing the standard vortex of degree one in polar coordinates, i.e., w(reiθ) = ρ(r)eiθ , we can see that
the approximations ud defined in (1.12) and (1.13) satisfy

ud(r, θ, x3) = einx3ud(r, θ − x3, 0).

That is, ud is not screw-symmetric but ũd(r, θ, x3) := e−inx3ud(r, θ, x3) is, what suggests to look for
solutions u of (1.5) in the form

u(r, θ, x3) = einx3U(r, θ − x3),
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being U : R+ × R a 2π-periodic function in the second variable. Denoting U = U(r, s), this corresponds
to ask U to be a solution of

ε2
(

∂2rrU +
1

r
∂rU +

1

r2
∂2ssU + ∂2ssU − 2in∂sU − n2U

)

− ic| log ε|ε2(inU − ∂sU) + (1− |U |2)U = 0,

or, in rescaled coordinates, to find a solution V (r, s) := U(εr, s) to the equation

∂2rrV +
1

r
∂rV +

1

r2
∂2ssV + ε2(∂2ssV − 2in∂sV − n2V )− ic| log ε|ε2(inV − ∂sV ) + (1− |V |2)V = 0 (2.1)

in R
+ × R.

From now on we will work in the plane R2, and we will use the notation z = x1 + ix2 = reis. We
denote by ∆ the Laplace operator in 2-dimensions, meaning

∆ = ∂2x1x1
+ ∂2x2x2

= ∂2rr +
1

r
∂r +

1

r2
∂2ss.

and then equation (2.1) can be written as

∆V + ε2(∂2ssV − 2in∂sV − n2V )− ic| log ε|ε2(inV − ∂sV ) + (1− |V |2)V = 0 in R
2. (2.2)

In the new coordinates we will write the approximation in general form as

Vd(z) =
n+
∏

j=1

w(z − ξ+j )
n−
∏

k=1

w(z − ξ−k ), (2.3)

with n =: n+ − n−. For Theorem 1 we will take n+ = n, n− = 0 and ξ+j = dεe
2iπ(j−1)/n whereas for

Theorem 2 we will take n+ = n+ 1, n− = 1, ξ+j = dεe
2iπ(j−1)/(n+1) and ξ−1 = 0. Here

dε :=
d̂ε

ε
√

| log ε|
, (2.4)

for some new parameter d̂ε = O(1).

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

S(v) := ∆v + ε2(∂2ssv − 2ni∂sv − n2v)− ic| log ε|ε2(inv − ∂sv) + (1− |v|2)v, (2.5)

so that the equation to be solved can be written as

S(v) = 0. (2.6)

Recall the notation z = reis = x1 + ix2 and ∆ = ∂2x1x1
+ ∂2x2x2

. Notice that when using the coordinates

(x1, x2) equation (2.6) is posed in R2, while if we use polar coordinates (r, s) the domain for (2.6) is r > 0,
s ∈ R with periodicity.

Following del Pino-Kowalczyk-Musso [18], we look for a solution to (2.6) of the form

v = ηVd(1 + iψ) + (1− η)Vde
iψ , (2.7)

where Vd is the ansatz (2.3) and ψ is the new unknown. The cut-off function η in (2.7) is defined as

η(z) =

n+
∑

j=1

η1(|z − ξ+j |) +
n−
∑

k=1

η1(|z − ξ−k |), z ∈ C = R
2, (2.8)

and η1 : R → [0, 1] is a smooth cut-off function such that

η1(t) = 1 for t ≤ 1 and η1(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 ψ of the form

Lε(ψ) = −E +N (ψ)

where Lε is a linear operator, E is the error of the approximation and N (ψ) groups the nonlinear terms.
However, we expect φ := iVdψ to be a smooth function which does not necessarily vanish near the vortices.
Hence ψ = −iφ/Vd is not a distribution in general (although it is a function in C∞(R2 \ {ξ+j , ξ−k }) it is
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not a L1
loc(R

2) 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

Bba :=
{

⋃

j=1,...,n+

{z ∈ C : a ≤ |z − ξ+j | ≤ b|}
}

∪
{

⋃

k=1,...,n−

{z ∈ C : a ≤ |z − ξ−k | ≤ b|}
}

,

and Bb := Bb0.

Lemma 2.1. Let φ ∈ C∞(R2). There exists a small constant ρ0 > 0 such that, if ‖φ‖L∞(R2) < ρ0, the

function v = η(Vd + φ) + (1 − η)Vde
φ
Vd is a solution of S(v) = 0, where S is defined by (2.5) if and only

if φ satisfies

ηL0(φ) + (1− η)iVdL
′(ψ) = −E +N(φ), (2.10)

where ψ = φ
iVd

and

L0(φ) := ∆φ + ε2(∂2ssφ− 2ni∂sφ− n2φ)− ic| log ε|ε2(inφ− ∂sφ) + (1− |Vd|2)φ− 2Re(Vdφ)Vd, (2.11)

L′(ψ) := ∆ψ + 2
∇Vd
Vd

∇ψ − 2i|Vd|2 Im(ψ) + ε2
(

∂2ssψ +
2∂sVd
Vd

∂sψ − 2in∂sψ
)

+ ic| log ε|ε2∂sψ, (2.12)

E := S(Vd), (2.13)

N(φ) := −(1− η)iVd

[

i(∇ψ)2 + iε2(∂sψ)
2 − i|Vd|2(e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ))

]

−M(φ), (2.14)

where M(φ) is a smooth function of φ which is a sum of terms at least quadratic, localized in the area

η 6= 0. Furthermore, M(φ) is a sum of analytic functions of φ multiplied by cut-off functions and

|M(φ)| ≤ C‖φ‖2C1(B2) (2.15)

if ‖∇φ‖L∞ + ‖φ‖L∞ ≤ C0 for C0 small enough. At last, if φ = iVdψ

L0(φ) = iVdL
′(ψ) + iEψ in R

2 \ {ξ+j , ξ−k , j = 1, . . . , n+, k = 1, . . . , n−}. (2.16)

Remark 2.1. In the lemma above and in its proof below, the function ψ = φ
iVd

is used only in the zones

where (1− η) does not vanish, i.e., only far from the vortices. In these zones, ψ is a distribution because

φ is a distribution in R2 by assumption, and Vd 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:

L0(iVdψ) = ∆(iVdψ) + (1− |Vd|2)(iVdψ)
+ ε2

[

∂2ss(iVdψ)− 2ni∂s(iVdψ)− n2(iVdψ)
]

− ic| log ε|ε2 [in(iVdψ)− ∂s(iVdψ)]

− 2Re(iVdψVd)Vd

= i
[

∆Vd + ε2
(

∂2ssVd − 2ni∂s(Vd)− n2Vd
)

− ic| log ε|ε2 (inVd − ∂sVd)
]

ψ

+ iVd

[

∆ψ + 2
∇Vd
Vd

∇ψ + ε2
(

∂2ssψ + 2
∂sVd
Vd

∂sψ − 2n∂sψ

)

+ ic| log ε|ε2∂sψ
]

+ (1− |Vd|2)(iVdψ) + 2|Vd|2 Im(ψ)Vd

= iEψ + iVdL
′(ψ).

Now we decompose

S(v) = S0(v) + S1(v),

with

S0(v) := ∆v + (1− |v|2)v, S1(v) := ε2(∂2ssv − 2ni∂sv − n2v)− ic| log ε|ε2(inv − ∂sv). (2.17)

For the rest of the proof we set

ζ := Vd(1 + iψ − eiψ) in {(1− η) 6= 0}.
Since v = η(Vd + φ) + (1− η)Vde

iψ with φ = iVdψ, we have
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∆v = η (∆Vd +∆φ) + (1− η)∆(Vde
iψ) + 2∇η

[

∇Vd + i∇(Vdψ)−∇(Vde
iψ)
]

+∆η(Vd + iVdψ − Vde
iψ)

= η (∆Vd +∆φ) + (1− η)(∆Vde
iψ + Vd∆(eiψ) + 2∇Vd∇(eiψ)) + 2∇η∇ζ +∆ηζ

= η (∆Vd +∆φ) + (1− η)(∆Vde
iψ + Vd(i∆ψ − (∇ψ)2)eiψ + 2i∇Vd∇ψeiψ) + 2∇η∇ζ +∆ηζ.

By using that far from the vortices, ∆φ = ∆(iVdψ) = i∆Vdψ + iVd∆ψ + 2i∇Vd∇ψ we can write

∆v = (η + (1 − η)eiψ) (∆Vd +∆φ) + (1 − η)eiψ
[

−Vd(∇ψ)2 − i∆Vdψ
]

+ 2∇η∇ζ + ∆ηζ. (2.18)

We then set A := Vd+φ and B := Vde
iψ (B is defined far from the vortices), thus v = ηA+(1− η)B and

(1− |v|2)v = (1− |ηA+ (1 − η)B|2)(ηA+ (1− η)B)

=
[

1− η2|A|2 − (1− η)2|B|2 − 2η(1− η)Re(AB)
]

(ηA+ (1− η)B).

We want to make the terms η(1 − |A|2)A+ (1− η)(1 − |B|2)B appear. Hence we write

(1− |v|2)v = η(1− |A|2)A+ ηA[(1 − η2)|A|2 − (1− η)2|B|2 − 2η(1− η)Re(AB)]

+ (1 − η)(1− |B|2)B + (1− η)B[(1 − (1− η)2)|B|2 − η2|A|2 − 2η(1− η)Re(AB)].

We factorize η(1− η) and write

(1 − |v|2)v = η(1− |A|2)A+ (1− η)(1 − |B|2)B
+ η(1 − η)

[

(1 + η)A|A|2 − (1− η)A|B|2 − 2ηARe(AB)
]

+ η(1 − η)
[

(2− η)B|B|2 − ηB|A|2 − 2(1− η)BRe(AB)
]

= η(1− |A|2)A+ (1− η)(1 − |B|2)B

+ η(1 − η)
[

A|A|2 + 2B|B|2 −A|B|2 − 2BRe(AB)

+ η
(

A|A|2 −B|B|2 +A|B|2 −B|A|2 − 2ARe(AB
)

+ 2BRe(AB)
]

= η(1− |A|2)A+ (1− η)(1 − |B|2)B
+ η(1 − η) [F1(A,B) + ηF2(A,B)]

where F1(A,B), F2(A,B) are real analytic functions of A and B and vanish for A = B. Since, in the
zone where η(1 − η) is nonzero, A−B = ζ we can write

(1− |v|2)v = η(1 − |A|2)A+ (1 − η)(1− |B|2)B + η(1− η)
[

ζG1(φ) + ζH1(φ) + η(ζG2(φ) + ζH2(φ)
]

where G1, G2, H1, H2 are real analytic functions of φ satisfying |Hi(φ)|, |Gi(φ)| ≤ C(1+|φ|+|eφ|), i = 1, 2,
where C > 0 is a universal constant. Since A = Vd + φ we have

(1− |A|2)A = (1− |Vd + φ|2)(Vd + φ)

= (1− |Vd|2 − |φ|2 − 2Re(Vdφ))(Vd + φ)

= (1− |Vd|2)Vd − 2Re(Vdφ)Vd + (1− |Vd|2)φ− |φ|2(Vd + φ)− 2Re(Vdφ)φ. (2.19)

We also have, when (1− η) 6= 0, B = Vde
iψ and

(1− |B|2)B = (1− |Vdeiψ |2)Vdeiψ

= (1− |Vd|2e−2ψ2)Vde
iψ

= (1− |Vd|2)Vdeiψ + 2|Vd|2 Im(ψ)Vde
iψ − |Vd|2Vdeiψ(e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ))

= Vde
iψ
[

(1− |Vd|2) + 2|Vd|2 Im(ψ)− |Vd|2(e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ))
]

. (2.20)

We use the relations (2.19) and (2.20), along with 2|Vd|2 Im(ψ) = −2Re(Vdφ), to obtain

(1− |v|2)v = (η + (1− η)eiψ)
[

(1− |Vd|2)Vd − 2Re(Vdφ)Vd + (1− |Vd|2)φ
]

− η
(

|φ|2(Vd + φ) + 2Re(Vdφ)φ
)

+ (1− η)eiψ
[

(|Vd|2Vd
(

e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ)
)

− (1− |Vd|2)φ
]

+ η(1− η)
[

ζG1(φ) + ζH1(φ) + η(ζG2(φ) + ζH2(φ)
]

. (2.21)
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We add (2.18) and (2.21) to see that

S0(v) =
(

η + (1− η)eiψ
)

[

(∆Vd + (1− |Vd|2)Vd) + ∆φ− 2Re(Vdφ)Vd + (1 − |Vd|2)φ
]

− η
(

|φ|2(Vd + φ) + 2Re(Vdφ)φ
)

+ (1− η)iVde
iψ

[

i(∇ψ)2 − ∆Vd
Vd

ψ − i|V |2(e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ))− (1 − |Vd|2)ψ
]

+ η(1− η)
[

ζG1(φ) + ζH1(φ) + η(ζG2(φ) + ζH2(φ)
]

+ 2∇η∇ζ +∆ηζ.

(2.22)

Similarly we compute

S1(v) = η [S1(Vd) + S1(φ)] + (1− η)S1(Vde
iψ) + (ε2∂2ssη − 2ε2ni∂sη + ic| log ε|ε2∂sη)Vd(iψ + 1− eiψ)

+ 2ε2∂sη∂s(iVdψ + Vd − Vde
iψ)

= η
[

S1(Vd) + S1(φ)
]

+ (1 − η)eiψ
[

S1(Vd) + iVd
(

ε2∂2ssψ + 2
∂sVd
Vd

∂sψ − 2in∂sψ + ic| log ε|ε2∂sψ
)

+ iVdε
2i(∂sψ)

2
]

+ (ε2∂2ssη − 2ε2ni∂sη + ic| log ε|ε2∂sη)ζ + 2ε2∂sη∂sζ.

By using that, away from the vortices,

S1(φ) = S1(iVdψ) = iS1(Vd)ψ + iVd
(

ε2∂2ssψ + 2
∂sVd
Vd

∂sψ − 2in∂sψ + ic| log ε|ε2∂sψ
)

we obtain

S1(v) =
(

η + (1− η)eiψ
)

[

S1(Vd) + S1(φ)
]

+ (1− η)eiψ
[

iVdiε
2(∂sψ)

2 − iS1(Vd)ψ)
]

+ (ε2∂2ssη − 2ε2ni∂sη + ic| log ε|ε2∂sη)ζ + 2ε2∂sη∂sζ. (2.23)

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

(

η + (1− η)eiψ
)

[

S(Vd) + ∆φ+ S1(φ) − 2Re(Vdφ)Vd + (1− |Vd|2)φ
]

− η
[

|φ|2(Vd + φ) + 2Re(Vdφ)φ
]

+ (1− η)iVde
iψ
[

i(∇ψ)2 + iε2(∂sψ)
2 − |Vd|2(e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ))− S(Vd)

Vd
ψ
]

+ η(1− η)
[

ζG1(φ) + ζH1(φ) + η(ζG2(φ) + ζH2(φ)
]

+ (∆η + ε2∂2ssη − 2ε2ni∂sη + ic| log ε|ε2∂sη)ζ + 2ε2∂sη∂sζ + 2∇η∇ζ = 0.

(2.24)

We then divide the previous equation by η + (1 − η)eiψ . This term does not vanish if ‖iVdψ‖L∞(R2) is

small enough. Indeed η + (1− η)eiψ = 1 + (1− η)(eiψ − 1) and wherever η 6= 1, Vd is a smooth function

which does not vanish. Hence |ψ| ≤ |iVdψ|
|Vd|

≤ C‖φ‖L∞(R2) with φ = iVdψ. Thus (1 − η)|eiψ − 1| ≤
C(1− η)|ψ| ≤ C‖φ‖L∞(R2).

We observe that

(1 − η)eiψ

η + (1− η)eiψ
= (1− η) + η(1 − η)

eiψ − 1

η + (1− η)eiψ
.

Thus, (2.24) becomes

E + L0(φ) − (1− η)iS(Vd)ψ − η

η + (1− η)eiψ
(

|φ|2(Vd + φ) + 2Re(Vdφ)φ
)

+ (1− η)iVd

[

i(∇ψ)2 + iε2(∂sψ)
2 − |Vd|2(e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ))

]

+M1(φ) = 0 (2.25)
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with E defined by (2.13), L0 defined in (2.11) and

M1(φ) := η(1− η)
eiψ − 1

η + (1 − η)eiψ

{

−iS(Vd)ψ + iVd

[

i(∇ψ)2 + iε2(∂sψ)
2

−|Vd|2(e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ))
]}

+
η(1 − η)

η + (1− η)eiψ
[

ζG1(φ) + ζH1(φ) + η(ζG2(φ) + ζH2(φ)
]

+
∆η + ε2∂2ssη − 2ε2ni∂sη + ic| log ε|ε2∂sη

η + (1 − η)eiψ
ζ +

2∇η∇ζ + 2e2∂sη∂sζ

η + (1− η)eiψ
.

We note that M1(φ) is nonzero only when η(1 − η) 6= 0. Furthermore we can check that

|M1(φ)| ≤ C‖ψ‖2C1(B2
1)

≤ C‖φ‖2C1(B2).

Now we use (2.16) and we obtain that S(v) = 0 if and only if

E + ηL0(φ)+(1− η)iVdL
′(ψ) + (1− η)iVd

[

i(∇ψ)2 + iε2(∂sψ)
2 − |Vd|2(e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ))

]

+
η

η + (1− η)eiψ
(

|φ|2(Vd + φ) + 2Re(Vdφ)φ
)

+M1(φ) = 0.

(2.26)

Noticing that
η

η + (1 − η)eiψ
= 1− (1− η)eiψ

η + (1− η)eiψ
= η + η(1− η)

1− eiψ

η + (1− η)eiψ
,

we write

E + ηL0(φ) + (1− η)iVdL
′(ψ) + (1 − η)iVd

[

i(∇ψ)2 + iε2(∂sψ)
2 − |Vd|2(e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ))

]

+ η
(

|φ|2(Vd + φ) + 2Re(Vdφ)φ
)

+M1(φ) +M2(φ) = 0, (2.27)

where

M2(φ) := η(1− η)
1− eiψ

η + (1 − η)eiψ
(

|φ|2(Vd + φ) + 2Re(Vdφ)φ
)

.

The same arguments used for M1(φ) show that M2(φ) is nonzero only when 1 ≤ r̃ ≤ 2 and when η 6= 0
and

|M2(φ)| ≤ C‖ψ‖2C1(B2
1)

≤ C‖φ‖2C1(B2).

Hence, by defining M(φ) :=M1(φ) +M2(φ) and

N(φ) := (1− η)iVd

[

i(∇ψ)2 + iε2(∂sψ)
2 − |Vd|2(e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ))

]

+M(φ)

we obtain that S(v) = 0 if and only if E + ηL0(φ) + (1 − η)iVdL
′(ψ) −N(φ) = 0 with N satisfying the

desired properties. �

From the previous lemma, the problem we need to solve is

ηL0(iVdψ) + (1 − η)iVdL
′(ψ) = −E +N (ψ) in × R

+ × R. (2.28)

With some abuse of notation we call

Lε(φ) := ηL0(iVdψ) + (1− η)iVdL
′(ψ), ψ =

φ

iVd
. (2.29)

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

ξj :=

{

ξ+j for j = 1, . . . , n+,

ξn++1 := 0 if n− = 1 (i.e., the case of Theorem 2).

We recall that dε is given by (2.4). Denote z̃ := z − ξj and the function φj(z̃) through the relation

φj(z̃) = iw(z̃)ψ(z), |z̃| < dε. (2.30)

That is,

iVd(z)ψ(z) = φj(z̃)αj(z), where αj(z) :=
Vd(z)

w(z − ξj)
.
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Hence in the translated variable the unknown (2.7) becomes, in |z̃| < dε,

v(z) = αj(z)

(

w(z̃) + φj(z̃) + (1− η1(z̃))w(z̃)

[

e
φj(z̃)

w(z̃) − 1− φj(z̃)

w(z̃)

])

.

We recall that from (2.13) that E = S(Vd). For φj , ψ linked through formula (2.30) we define

Lεj(φj)(z̃) := iw(z̃)L′(ψ)(z̃ + ξj) =
L0(iVdψ)(z)

αj(z)
− E(z)

Vd(z)
φj(z̃)

=
L0(φj(z̃)αj(z))

αj(z)
− E(z)

Vd(z)
φj(z̃), (2.31)

with L0 defined by (2.11).
Let us also define

S2(V ) := ∂2rrV +
1

r
∂rV +

1

r2
∂ssV + ε2(∂2ssV − 2ni∂sV − n2V ) + icε2| log ε|(∂sV − inV ),

S3(V ) := ∂2rrV +
1

r
∂rV +

1

r2
∂ssV + ε2(∂2ssV − 2ni∂sV ) + icε2| log ε|∂sV.

Notice that

E(z) = S2(αjw) + (1− |w|2|αj |2)wαj ,
where we assume αj and w evaluated at z and z̃ respectively. Thus, using the equation satisfied by w,

E =wS2(αj) + (1− |w|2|αj |2)αjw + 2∇αj∇w + 2ε2∂sαj∂sw + αjS3(w)

=wS3(αj)− n2ε2wαj + c| log ε|ε2nαjw + (1− |w|2|αj |2)αjw + 2∇αj∇w + 2ε2∂sαj∂sw

+ αj [ε
2(∂2ssw − 2ni∂sw) + icε2| log ε|∂sw − (1 − |w|2)w].

This allows us to conclude

Lεj(φj) =L0(φj) + ε2(∂2ssφj − 2in∂sφj − n2φj) + ic| log ε|ε2(∂sφj − inφj)

+ 2(1− |αj |2)Re(wφj)w −
(

2
∇αj
αj

∇w
w

+ 2ε2
∂sαj
αj

∂sw

w

+ ε2
(∂2ssw − 2ni∂sw)

w
+ icε2| log ε|∂sw

w
− n2ε2 + nε2| log ε|

)

φj

+ 2
∇αj
αj

∇φj + 2ε2
∂sαj
αj

∂sφj ,

(2.32)

Let us point out that, for |z̃| < dε,

|αj(z̃)| = 1 +Oε(ε
2| log ε|), ∇αj(z̃) = Oε(ε

√

| log ε|), ∆αj = Oε(ε
2| log ε|). (2.33)

With this in mind, we can see that the linear operator Lεj is a small perturbation of L0.

2.4 Symmetry assumptions on the perturbation. Writing z = x1+ ix2 = reis it can be seen that
Vd satisfies

Vd(x1,−x2) = Vd(x1, x2) and Vd(e
2iπ

n+ z) = Vd(z).

These symmetries are compatible with the solution operator S defined in (3.1): if S(V ) = 0 and U(z) :=
V (−x1, x2), then S(U) = 0, and the same happens for U(z) := V (x1,−x2). Thus we look for a solution
V satisfying

V (x1,−x2) = V (x1, x2), V (e
2iπ

n+ z) = V (z),

what is equivalent to ask

ψ(x1,−x2) = −ψ(x1, x2), ψ(e
2iπ

n+ z) = ψ(z). (2.34)

3 Error estimates

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

Sa(V ) := (∂2rrV +
1

r
∂rV +

1

r2
∂2ssV ) + (1 − |V |2)V,

Sb(V ) := ε2(∂2ssV − 2in∂sV − n2V ),

Sc(V ) := −ic| log ε|ε2(inV − ∂sV ).

(3.1)
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Notice that Sa corresponds to the solution operator for the Ginzburg-Landau equation in 2D. Likewise,
Sb represents the effect of the symmetry of the construction and Sc the effect of working with a traveling
wave in the Gross-Pitaevskii equation.

By simplicity we denote

wi(z) := w(z − ξ+i ), wj(z) := w(z − ξ+j ), wk(z) := w(z − ξ−k ), wl(z) := w(z − ξ−l ),

i.e., we use the letters i, j for the vortex with degree +1 and k, l for the vortex of degree -1.
We will expand the error terms for the general case of Vd 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, ξ−1 = 0 (Theorem
2).

3.1 Size of the error Sa(Vd). Computing the gradient of the approximation:

∇Vd =
n+
∑

i=1

∇wi
∏

j 6=i

wj
n−
∏

k=1

wk +

n−
∑

k=1

∇wk
∏

l 6=k

wl
n+
∏

i=1

wi,

we deduce

∆Vd =





n+
∑

i=1

∆wi
∏

j 6=i

wj +

n+
∑

i=1

∑

j 6=i

∇wi∇wj
∏

m 6=i,j

wm





n−
∏

k=1

wk + 2

n+
∑

i=1

n−
∑

k=1

∇wi∇wk
∏

j 6=i

wj
∏

l 6=k

wk

+





n−
∑

k=1

∆wk
∏

l 6=k

wl +

n−
∑

k=1

∑

l 6=k

∇wk∇wl
∏

m 6=k,l

wm





n+
∏

i=1

wi.

Thus we can write

∆Vd = Vd

(

n+
∑

i=1

∆wi

wi
+

n−
∑

k=1

∆wk

wk
+

n+
∑

i=1

∑

j 6=i

∇wi
wi

∇wj
wj

+

n−
∑

k=1

∑

l 6=k

∇wk
wk

∇wl
wl

+ 2

n+
∑

i=1

n−
∑

k=1

∇wi
wi

∇wk
wk

)

.

Recalling that w solves (1.7) we find

Sa(Vd) = Vd

{

−
n+
∑

i=1

(1− |wi|2)−
n−
∑

k=1

(1− |wk|2) +






1−

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n+
∏

i=1

n−
∏

k=1

wiwk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2





(3.2)

+

n+
∑

i=1

∑

j 6=i

∇wi
wi

∇wj
wj

+

n−
∑

k=1

∑

l 6=k

∇wk
wk

∇wl
wl

+ 2

n+
∑

i=1

n−
∑

k=1

∇wi
wi

∇wk
wk

}

. (3.3)

We will use polar coordinates centered at ξ+j , ξ
−
k , namely

z − ξ+j = rje
iθj , z − ξ−k = rke

iθk . (3.4)

Hence we can write

wj = w(z − ξ+j ) = ρ(rj)e
iθj = ρje

iθj ,

wk = w(z − ξ−k ) = ρ(rk)e
−iθk = ρke

−iθk .

We have

wjx1
= eiθj (ρ′j cos θj − i

ρj
rj

sin θj), wjx2
= eiθj (ρ′j sin θj + i

ρj
rj

cos θj), (3.5)

wkx1
= e−iθk(ρ′k cos θk + i

ρk
rk

sin θk), wkx2
= e−iθk(ρ′k sin θk − i

ρk
rk

cos θk). (3.6)

Hence

wjx1
wlx1

= ei(θj+θl)
{

ρ′jρ
′
l cos θj cos θl −

ρjρl
rjrl

sin θj sin θl − i

(

ρ′jρl

rl
cos θj sin θl +

ρ′lρj
rj

sin θj cos θl

)

}

,

wjx2
wlx2

= ei(θj+θl)
{

ρ′jρ
′
l sin θj sin θl −

ρjρl
rjrl

cos θj cos θl + i

(

ρ′jρl

rl
sin θj cos θl +

ρ′lρj
rj

sin θl cos θj

)

}

,
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and

∇wi
wi

∇wj
wj

=

(

ρ′iρ
′
j

ρiρj
− 1

rirj

)

cos(θi − θj) + i

(

ρ′i
ρirj

−
ρ′j
ρjri

)

sin(θi − θj),

∇wk
wk

∇wl
wl

=

(

ρ′kρ
′
l

ρkρl
− 1

rkrl

)

cos(θk − θl)− i

(

ρ′k
ρkrk

− ρ′l
ρlrk

)

sin(θk − θl).

On the other hand,

wix1
wkx1

= ei(θi−θk)
{

ρ′iρ
′
k cos θi cos θk +

ρiρk
rirk

sin θi sin θk + i

(

ρ′iρk
rk

cos θi sin θk −
ρ′kρi
ri

cos θk sin θi

)

}

,

wix2
wkx2

= ei(θi−θk)
{

ρ′iρ
′
k sin θi sin θk +

ρiρk
rirk

cos θi cos θk − i

(

ρ′iρk
rk

sin θi cos θk −
ρ′kρi
ri

sin θk cos θi

)

}

,

∇wi
wi

∇wk
wk

=

(

ρ′iρ
′
k

ρiρk
+

1

rirk

)

cos(θi − θk) + i

(

ρ′i
ρirk

+
ρ′k
ρkri

)

sin(θk − θi).

Therefore, we can write the error as

Sa(Vd) =Vd

{

−
n+
∑

i=1

(1− |wi|2)−
n−
∑

k=1

(1− |wk|2) + 1−

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n+
∏

i=1

n−
∏

k=1

wiwk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+
n+
∑

i=1

∑

j 6=i

(

ρ′iρ
′
j

ρiρj
− 1

rirj

)

cos(θi − θj) + i

(

ρ′i
ρirj

−
ρ′j
ρjri

)

sin(θi − θj)

+

n−
∑

k=1

∑

l 6=k

(

ρ′kρ
′
l

ρkρl
− 1

rkrl

)

cos(θk − θl)− i

(

ρ′k
ρkrl

− ρ′l
ρlrk

)

sin(θk − θl)

+ 2
n+
∑

i=1

n−
∑

k=1

(

ρ′iρ
′
k

ρiρk
+

1

rirk

)

cos(θi − θk) + i

(

ρ′i
ρirk

+
ρ′k
ρkri

)

sin(θk − θi)
}

.

(3.7)

Let us define the total number of filaments as

N := n+ + n−,

and by simplicity denote
{

ξj = ξ+j for j = 1, · · · , n+,

ξN = 0 if n− = 1,
(3.8)

and rje
iθj := reis − ξj , 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 Ea := Sa(Vd), with Sa and Vd defined in (3.1) and (2.3) respectively. There

exists C > 0 such that

‖Ea‖L∞(rj<3) ≤ Cε
√

| log ε|, ‖∇Ea‖L∞(rj<3) ≤ Cε
√

| log ε|, for all j = 1, . . . , N. (3.9)

Writing Ea = iVdRa = iVd(R
1
a + iR2

a), in the region
⋂N
j=1{rj > 2} we have

|R1
a| ≤ C

N
∑

j=1

ε
√

| log ε|
r3j

, |∇R1
a| ≤ C

N
∑

j=1

ε
√

| log ε|
r4j

, (3.10)

|R2
a| ≤ C

N
∑

j=1

ε
√

| log ε|
rj

, |∇R2
a| ≤ C

N
∑

j=1

ε
√

| log ε|
r2j

. (3.11)

Furthermore,

|R2
a| ≤ C

N
∑

j=1

(
√

| log ε|ε)σ
1 + r2−σj

, |∇R2
a| ≤ C

N
∑

j=1

(ε
√

| log ε|)σ
1 + r3−σj

, ∀ 0 < σ < 1,

in
⋂N
j=1{rj > 2}.
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Proof. Suppose n− = 0. By symmetry it suffices to work in the angular sector

Θ1 :=
{

z ∈ C : z = reis, r > 0, s ∈
[

− π

n+
,
π

n+

]}

, (3.12)

where we have

rj ≥ dε sin
π

n+
≥ Cε

√

| log ε| for all j 6= 1.

To estimate the error near the vortex ξ1 we use expression (3.2) and the fact that from Lemma 5.1 we
know

ρj = 1− 1

2r2j
+O(r−4

j ) and ρ′j =
1

r3j
+O(r−4

j ) for j 6= 1.

Far away from the vortex ξ1, i.e., in {r1 > 2} ∩ Θ1 we use (3.7) and Lemma 5.1 again. Note that to
estimate the imaginary part R2

a the dominant terms are of the form 1/(r1rj) for rj 6= 1. Since rj > r1
we can say that

1

r1rj
≤ 1

r2−σ1 rσj
≤ (ε

√

| log ε|)σ
r2−σ1

.

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. �

3.2 Size of the error Sb(Vd). We first note that

∂sVd
Vd

=

n+
∑

j=1

∂swj
wj

+

n−
∑

k=1

∂swk
wk

, (3.13)

∂2ssVd
Vd

=

n+
∑

j=1

∂2sswj
wj

+

n−
∑

k=1

∂2sswk
wk

+

n+
∑

j=1

∑

l 6=j

∂swj∂swl
wjwl

+

n−
∑

k=1

∑

l 6=k

∂swk∂swl
wkwl

+ 2

n+
∑

j=1

n−
∑

k=1

∂swj∂swk
wjwk

, (3.14)

and

∂swj = (∂srjρ
′
j + iρj∂sθj)e

iθj ,

∂2sswj =
(

∂2ssrjρ
′
j + (∂srj)

2ρ′′j + 2i∂srjρ
′
j∂sθj + iρj∂

2
ssθj − ρj(∂sθj)

2
)

eiθj .

Thus we find, after reorganizing the terms:

Sb(Vd)

ε2Vd
=

n+
∑

j=1

∂2ssrj
ρ′j
ρj

+ (∂srj)
2
ρ′′j
ρj

+
n−
∑

k=1

∂2ssrk
ρ′k
ρk

+ (∂srk)
2 ρ

′′
k

ρk
−





n+
∑

j=1

∂sθj −
n−
∑

k=1

∂sθk





2

+ 2n





n+
∑

j=1

∂sθj −
n−
∑

k=1

∂sθk



− n2 +

n+
∑

j=1

∑

l=j

∂srl∂srj
ρ′jρ

′
l

ρjρl
+

n−
∑

k=1

∑

l 6=k

∂srk∂srl
ρ′kρ

′
l

ρkρl

+

n+
∑

j=1

n−
∑

k=1

∂srj∂srk
ρ′jρ

′
k

ρjρk
+ i







n+
∑

j=1

∂2ssθj −
n−
∑

k=1

∂2ssθk +

n+
∑

j=1

2∂srj
ρ′j
ρj





n+
∑

l=1

∂sθl −
n−
∑

k=1

∂sθk − n





+

n−
∑

k=1

2∂srk
ρ′k
ρk





n−
∑

l=1

∂sθl −
n+
∑

j=1

∂sθj − n











.

We compute the derivative with respect to the variables (r, s) of rj , θj , rk, θk. Note that

rje
iθj = reis − ξ+j = (rei(s−ϕj ) − |ξ+j |)eiϕj , (3.15)

and hence

r2j = r2 − 2r|ξ+j | cos(s− ϕj) + |ξ+j |2

rj cos(θj − ϕj) = r cos(s− ϕj)− |ξ+j |
rj sin(θj − ϕj) = r sin(s− ϕj).
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With the help of these relations we arrive at

∂srj = |ξ+j | sin(θj − ϕj), ∂2ssrj = |ξ+j | cos(θj − ϕj) +
|ξ+j |2
rj

cos2(θj − ϕj),

∂sθj = 1 +
|ξ+j |
rj

cos(θj − ϕj), ∂2ssθj = −
|ξ+j |
rj

sin(θj − ϕj)−
2|ξ+j |2
r2j

sin(θj − ϕj) cos(θj − ϕj).

(3.16)

Analogous expressions hold for ξ−k . Using the fact n = n+ − n− we observe that

−





n+
∑

j=1

∂sθj −
n−
∑

k=1

∂sθk





2

+ 2n





n+
∑

j=1

∂sθj −
n−
∑

k=1

∂sθk



− n2

= −





n+
∑

j=1

|ξ+j |
rj

cos(θj − ϕj)−
n−
∑

k=1

|ξ−k |
rk

cos(θk − ϕk)





2

, (3.17)

n+
∑

j=1

∂2ssθj −
n−
∑

k=1

∂2ssθk =





n−
∑

k=1

|ξ−k |
rk

sin(θk − ϕk)−
n+
∑

j=1

|ξ+j |
rj

sin(θj − ϕj)





− 2

n+
∑

j=1

|ξ+j |2
r2j

sin(θj − ϕj) cos(θj − ϕj) + 2

n−
∑

k=1

|ξ−k |2
r2k

sin(θk − ϕk) cos(θk − ϕk),

n+
∑

l=1

∂sθl −
n−
∑

k=1

∂sθk − n =

n+
∑

l=1

|ξ+l |
rl

cos(θl − ϕl)−
n−
∑

k=1

|ξ−k |
rk

cos(θk − ϕk). (3.18)

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

|ξ+j | = dε =
d̂ε

ε| log ε|1/2 ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ n+, ϕj = 2iπ(j − 1)/n, |ξ−k | = 0, ϕk = 0.

We find

Sb(Vd)

ε2Vd
=

d̂ε
ε| log ε|1/2

n+
∑

j=1

(

ρ′j
ρj

cos(θj − ϕj)− i
sin(θj − ϕj)

rj

)

+
d̂2ε

ε2| log ε|
[

n+
∑

j=1

(

ρ′′j
ρj

sin2(θj − ϕj) +

(

ρ′j
rjρj

− 1

r2j

)

cos2(θj − ϕj)

)

− 2i
1

r2j
sin(θj − ϕj) cos(θj − ϕj)

]

+
d̂2ε

ε2| log ε|



−2
n+
∑

j=1

∑

l 6=j

cos(θj − ϕj) cos(θl − ϕl)

rjrl
+

n+
∑

j=1

∑

l 6=j

sin(θj − ϕj) sin(θl − ϕl)ρ
′
jρ

′
l

ρjρl

+2i
n+
∑

j=1

n+
∑

l=1

sin(θj − ϕj) cos(θl − ϕl)ρ
′
j

ρjrl



 .

(3.19)

Lemma 3.2. Let us denote Eb := Sb(Vd), with Sb and Vd defined in (3.1) and (2.3) respectively. There

exists C > 0 such that

‖Eb‖L∞(rj<3) ≤
C

| log ε| , ‖∇Eb‖L∞(rj<3) ≤
C

| log ε| , for j = 1, . . . , N.

Furthermore, writing Eb = iVdRb = iVd(R
1
b + iR2

b), in the region ∩Nj=1{rj > 2} we have

|R1
b | ≤

C

| log ε|

N
∑

j=1

1

r2j
, |∇R1

b | ≤
C

| log ε|

N
∑

j=1

1

r3j
,

|R2
b | ≤

C

| log ε|
N
∑

j=1

1

r2j
, |∇R2

b | ≤
C

| log ε|
N
∑

j=1

1

r3j
.
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Proof. Applying the properties of ρj stated in Lemma 5.1 at the identity (3.19) it easily follows that

‖Eb‖L∞(rj<3) ≤
C

| log ε| , ‖∇Eb‖L∞(rj<3) ≤
C

| log ε| .

Thanks to Lemma 5.1, to prove the estimates far from the vortices the only difficult term is

A :=
εd̂ε

| log ε|1/2
n+
∑

j=1

sin(θj − ϕj)

rj
.

Notice that in the region 3 < rj < 2/(ε| log ε|1/2) we directly obtain

|A| ≤ C

| log ε|
1

1 + r2j
.

Finally, in the case rj > 2/(ε| log ε|1/2) we use the fact r sin(s− ϕj) = rj sin(θj − ϕj) to write

A =
εd̂ε

| log ε|1/2
n+
∑

j=1

r

r2j
sin(s− ϕj),

and the result follows by expanding

r

r2j
=

1

r
− 2

r2
d̂ε

ε| log ε|1/2 cos(s− ϕj) +O

(

d2ε
r3

)

,

and noticing that
n+
∑

j=1

sin(s− ϕj) = 0,

since ξ+j are the j-th root of the unity. �

3.3 Size of the error Sc(Vd). Using the equality in (3.13) we deduce

Sc(Vd)

iVdcε2| log ε|
=

n+
∑

j=1

∂srjρ
′
j

ρj
+

n−
∑

k=1

∂srkρ
′
k

ρk
+ i





n+
∑

j=1

∂sθj −
n−
∑

k=1

∂sθk − n



 , (3.20)

and applying (3.16) we get

Sc(Vd)

iVdcε2| log ε|
=

n+
∑

j=1

|ξ+j | sin(θj − ϕj)
ρ′j
ρj

+

n−
∑

k=1

|ξ−k | sin(θk − ϕk)
ρ′k
ρk

+ i





n+
∑

j=1

|ξ+j | cos(θj − ϕj)

rj
−

n−
∑

k=1

|ξ−k | cos(θk − ϕk)

rk



 .

(3.21)

Lemma 3.3. Let us denote Ec := Sc(Vd), with Sc and Vd defined in (3.1) and (2.3) respectively. There

exists C > 0 such that

‖Ec‖L∞(rj<3) ≤ Cε
√

| log ε|, ‖∇Ec‖L∞(rj<3) ≤ Cε
√

| log ε|, for every j = 1, . . . , N.

Furthermore, writing Ec = iVdRc = iVd(R
1
c + iR2

c), in the region ∩Nj=1{rj > 2} we have

|R1
c | ≤ Cε

√

| log ε|
N
∑

j=1

1

r3j
, |∇R1

c | ≤ Cε
√

| log ε|
N
∑

j=1

1

r4j
, (3.22)

|R2
c | ≤ Cε

√

| log ε|
N
∑

j=1

1

rj
, |∇R2

c | ≤ Cε
√

| log ε|
N
∑

j=1

1

r2j
. (3.23)

We also have

|R2
c | ≤ C(ε

√

| log ε|)σ
N
∑

j=1

1

r2−σj

, |∇R2
c | ≤ C(ε

√

| log ε|)σ
N
∑

j=1

1

r3−σj

(3.24)

for every 0 < σ < 1.
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Proof. The estimates for Ec 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 rj = min{rl : l = 1, . . . , n+}. If

2 < rj ≤ 2/(ε| log ε|1/2), from (3.21) we obtain

|R2
c | ≤ C

(ε| log ε|1/2)σ
r2−σj

, for every 0 < σ < 1.

If rj ≥ 2/(ε| log ε|1/2), using that r cos(s−ϕj) = rj cos(θj−ϕj) and proceeding as in the proof of Lemma
3.2 we conclude

|R2
c | ≤

C

r2
≤ C

(ε| log ε|1/2)σ
r2−σj

, for every 0 < σ < 1.

The estimate for the gradient follows analogously. �

We define

Rε :=
α0

ε| log ε| , (3.25)

with α0 > 0 a constant to be determined later. Note that | logRε| = | log ε|(1 + oε(1)) and Rε ≪ dε. We
also define the norm

‖h‖∗∗ :=

N
∑

j=1

‖Vdh‖Cα(rj<3)

+ sup
rj>2, 1≤j≤N






|Re(h)|





N
∑

j=1

r−2
j + ε2





−1

+ | Im(h)|





N
∑

j=1

r−2+σ
j + εσ−2





−1






+ sup
2<|z−ξj |<2Rε, 1≤j≤N

[Re(h)]α,B|z|/2(z)





N
∑

j=1

|z − ξj |−2−α





−1

+ sup
2<|z−ξj |<2Rε, 1≤j≤N

[Im(h)]α,B1(z)





N
∑

j=1

|z − ξj |−2+σ





−1

, (3.26)

where rj = |z − ξj |, ‖f‖Cα(D) = ‖f‖C0,α(D), and

[f ]α,D := sup
x,y∈D,x 6=y

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y|α , (3.27)

‖f‖Ck,α(D) :=
k
∑

j=0

‖Djf‖L∞(D) + [Dkf ]α,D. (3.28)

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(Vd) = iVdR, with S and Vd given by (3.1) and (2.3) respec-
tively. Then,

‖R‖∗∗ ≤
C

| log ε| .

3.4 Decomposition of the error. Recall the notation in polar coordinates z − ξj = rje
iθj , with ξj

defined in (3.8). We can decompose a function h satisfying h(z) = −h(z) in Fourier series in θj as

h =

∞
∑

k=0

hk,j , (3.29)

hk,j(rj , θj) = hk,j1 (rj) sin(kθj) + ihk,j2 (rj) cos(kθj), hk,j1 (rj), h
k,j
2 (rj) ∈ R,

and define

he,j =
∑

k even

hk,j , ho,j =
∑

k odd

hk,j .
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Let Rj denote the reflection across the line Re(z) = Re(ξj). We have

Rjz = 2Re(ξj)− Re(z) + i Im(z). (3.30)

Then he,j and ho,j have the symmetries

ho,j(Rjz) = ho,j(z), he,j(Rjz) = −he,j(z),

and we can define equivalently

ho,j(z) =
1

2
[h(z) + h(Rjz)], he,j(z) =

1

2
[h(z)− h(Rjz)]. (3.31)

It is convenient to consider a global function ho defined as follows: we introduce cut-off functions ηj,R, as

ηj,R(z) := η1

( |z − ξj |
R

)

, (3.32)

where η1 : R → [0, 1] is a smooth function such that η1(t) = 1 for t ≤ 1 and η1(t) = 0 for t ≥ 2. Consider
Rε given in (3.25), and α0 > 0 a small fixed constant so that Rε ≤ 1

2dε. For any h : C → C we define

ho :=

N
∑

j=1

ηj,Rεh
o,j, he := h− ho. (3.33)

We introduce the new semi-norm

|h|♯♯ :=
N
∑

j=1

‖Vdh‖C0,α(rj<4) + sup
2<rj<Rε, 1≤j≤N






|Re(h)|





N
∑

j=1

r−1
j





−1

+ | Im(h)|





N
∑

j=1

r−1+σ
j





−1





,

(3.34)

with 0 < α, σ < 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 Vd given by (2.3) and denote S(Vd) = E = iVdR. Then we can write

R = Ro +Re, Ro = R̂o + R̃o,

with Ro defined as in (3.33) and Ro(Rjz) = Ro(z) in
⋃n+

j=1 BRε(ξ
+
j ),

|R̂o|♯♯ ≤ C
ε

√

| log ε|
, ‖R̃o‖∗∗ ≤ Cε

√

| log ε|, ‖Re‖∗∗ + ‖Ro‖∗∗ ≤ C

| log ε|

Proof. From Proposition 3.1 we immediately obtain

‖Re‖∗∗ + ‖Ro‖∗∗ ≤ C

| log ε| .

For every j ∈ {1, . . . , n+} we define

Rj :=
−d̂εε

| log ε|1/2
n+
∑

l=1

sin(θl − ϕl)

rl
− 2d̂2ε

| log ε|
∑

l 6=j

sin(θl − ϕl) cos(θl − ϕl)

r2l

+ i
d̂2ε

| log ε|







∑

l 6=j

cos2(θl − ϕl)

r2l
+ 2

n+
∑

l=1

∑

k 6=j

cos(θl − ϕl) cos(θk − ϕk)

rlrk







,

and, according to (3.31) and (3.33),

Ro,j :=
1

2
[Rj(z) +Rj(Rjz)], R̂o :=

n+
∑

j=1

ηj,RεR
o,j,

with ηj,Rε given in (3.32) and Rε in (3.25).
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We can check that |Ro,j|♯♯ ≤ Cε
√

| log ε|. This is because when looking at the vortex j, rl =

O
(

1/(ε
√

| log ε|)
)

for l 6= j. Thus

|R̂o|♯♯ ≤ max
1≤j≤n+

‖ηj,Rε‖L∞

n+
∑

j=1

|Ro,j|♯♯ ≤
n+
∑

j=1

|Ro,j|♯♯ ≤
Cε

√

| log ε|
.

Now we define R̃o := Ro − R̂o. We recall that Ro =
(

Sa(Vd)+Sb(Vd)+Sc(Vd)
iVd

)o

. It follows from Lemma 3.1

and Lemma 3.3 that
∥

∥

∥

∥

(

Sa(Vd) + Sb(Vd)

iVd

)o∥
∥

∥

∥

∗∗

≤ Cε
√

| log ε|.

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

(

Sb(Vd)

iVd

)o

−R̂o =
n+
∑

j=1

ηj,Rε

{ 2d̂ε
| log ε|

n+
∑

k=1

n+
∑

l=1

sin(θk − ϕk) cos(θl − ϕl)ρ
′
k

ρkrl
−i
[ εd̂ε
| log ε|1/2

n+
∑

k=1

ρ′k
ρk

cos(θk−ϕk)

+
d̂2ε

| log ε|





n+
∑

k=1

ρ′′k
ρk

sin2(θk − ϕk) +
ρ′k
rkρk

cos2(θk − ϕk) +
n+
∑

k=1

∑

l 6=k

sin(θk − ϕk) sin(θl − ϕl)ρ
′
kρ

′
l

ρkρl





]}o,j

.

From the last expression we can obtain that
∥

∥

∥

∥

(

Sb(Vd)

iVd

)o

− R̂o
∥

∥

∥

∥

∗∗

≤ Cε
√

| log ε|.

In order to see this we use that, for j fixed, expressions of the type
ρ′′j
ρj

sin2(θj − ϕj) +
ρ′j
rjρj

cos2(θj − ϕj)

do not appear in the odd decomposition whereas for k 6= j a similar expression with j replaced by k has
the desired size since rk ≥ C(ε

√

| log ε|)−1. This concludes the proof. �

Lemma 3.5. Let Vd be the approximation given by (2.3), and Sb and Sc the operators defined at (3.1).
Then, for every 1 ≤ j ≤ n+ we have

Sb(Vd)

Vd
=

d̂ε
| log ε|

wjx2x2
(rje

i(θj−ϕj))

wj(rjei(θj−ϕj))
+

d̂εε
√

| log ε|
wjx1

(rje
i(θj−ϕj))

wj(rjei(θj−ϕj))
+Gjb,

Sc(Vd)

Vd
= icd̂εε

√

| log ε|w
j
x2
(rje

i(θj−ϕj))

wj(rjei(θj−ϕj))
+Gjc,

with

Re

∫

B(ξ+j ,Rε)

wjx2x2
(rje

i(θj−ϕj))wjx1
(rje

i(θj−ϕj)) = 0,

and

Re

∫

B(ξ+j ,Rε)

wj(rje
i(θj−ϕj))Gjbw

j
x1
(rje

i(θj−ϕj)) = O

(

ε
√

| log ε|

)

,

Re

∫

B(ξ+j ,Rε)

wj(rje
i(θj−ϕj))Gjcw

j
x1
(rje

i(θj−ϕj)) = O

(

ε
√

| log ε|

)

.

Proof. Let us fix j, 1 ≤ j ≤ n+. Using Lemma 5.1, from expression (3.19) we can identify the principal
terms and write

Sb(Vd)

Vd
=

d̂ε
| log ε|

[

ρ′′j
ρj

sin2(θj − ϕj) +

(

ρ′j
rjρj

− 1

r2j

)

cos2(θj − ϕj)

+2i

(

ρ′j
rjρj

− 1

r2j

)

sin(θj − ϕj) cos(θj − ϕj)

]

+
d̂εε

| log ε|1/2
[

ρ′j
rj

cos(θj − ϕj)− i
sin(θj − ϕj)

rj

]

+Gjb,
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that this is the same as

Sb(Vd)

Vd
=

d̂ε
| log ε|

wjx2x2
(rje

i(θj−ϕj))

wj(rjei(θj−ϕj))
+

d̂εε
√

| log ε|
wjx1

(rje
i(θj−ϕj))

wj(rjei(θj−ϕj))
+Gjb.

Likewise, from (3.21) we can divide

Sc(Vd)

Vd
= icd̂εε

√

| log ε|
(

ρ′j
ρj

sin(θj − ϕj) + i
1

rj
cos(θj − ϕj)

)

+Gjc

= icd̂εε
√

| log ε|w
j
x2
(rje

i(θj−ϕj))

wj(rjei(θj−ϕj))
+Gjc.

Finally, (3.5) holds using the formulae for wjx1
, wjx2x2

, the evenness of the cosinus and the oddness of
sinus. �

4 A projected problem

For the sake of simplicity, in this section we will restrict ourselves to the case of Theorem 1, that is,
n+ = n 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


































Lε(φ) = −E +N(φ) + iVd

n+
∑

j=1

{

c1j
χjwx1(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )
+ c2j

χjwx2(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )

}

in R
2,

Re

∫

R2

χφjwx1 = Re

∫

R2

χφjwx2 = 0, with φj(z) = iw(z)
φ(z + ξ+j )

iVd(z + ξ+j )
, j = 1, · · · , n+,

φ satisfies (2.34),

(4.1)

where Lε is defined in (2.29) and N is defined in (2.14) and

χ(z) := η1

( |z|
2

)

, χj(z) := η1

(

|z − ξ+j |
2

)

,

with η1 a smooth cut-off function such that η1(t) = 1 if t ≤ 1 and η1(t) = 0 if t ≥ 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


































Lε(φ) = iVdh+ iVd

n+
∑

j=1

{

c1j
χjwx1(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )
+ c2j

χjwx2(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )

}

in R
2,

Re

∫

B(0,4)

χφjwx1 = Re

∫

B(0,4)

χφjwx2 = 0, with φj(z) = iw(z)
φ(z + ξ+j )

iVd(z + ξ+j )
, j = 1, · · · , n+,

φ satisfies the symmetry (2.34),

(4.2)

We remark that the elements wx1 , wx2 , iw 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 iχjw(z − ξ+j ) and ask an orthogonality condition with respect to

iχjw(z − ξ+j ). However, thanks to the symmetry assumptions (2.34), the orthogonality condition with

respect to iw(z−ξ+j ) is automatically satisfied. Furthermore, also thanks to these symmetry assumptions

and to the symmetry of the operator Lε, we can see that the projections onto iχjw(z − ξ+j ) are equal to
zero. Indeed, if

Lε(φ) = iVdh+ iVd

n+
∑

j=1

{

c1j
χjwx1(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )
+ c2j

χjwx2(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )
+ c3jχj

}

since Lε(φ)(z) = Lε(φ)(z) and χj(z) = χj(z) we find that

n+
∑

j=1

c3jχj(z) = −
n+
∑

j=1

c3jχj(z)

and then c3j = 0 for all j = 1, . . . , n+. Next we notice that, by (2.34), the Lyapunov-Schmidt coefficients

c1j , c
2
j 1 ≤ j ≤ n+ are all related and we can work with only one coefficient.
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Lemma 4.1. Let φ be a solution to

Lε(φ) = iVdh+ iVd

n+
∑

j=1

{

c1j
χjwx1(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )
+ c2j

χjwx2(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )

}

, with φ = iVdψ and ‖ψ‖∗ < +∞

and assume that ψ and h satisfy (2.34). Then, all the coefficients c1j , c
2
j can be expressed in terms of c11

only.

Proof. Since Vd(e
2iπ

n+ z) = Vd(z), and the cut-off function η defined in (2.8) also satisfies this property, it
can be seen that

Lε[φ(e 2iπ

n+ z)] = Lε(φ)(e 2iπ

n+ z).

Indeed we can write Lε(φ) = ηL0(φ) + (1 − η)iVdL
′(ψ), with φ = iVdψ, L0 defined by (2.11) and L′

defined in (2.12). For the Laplacian part in the operator L0 and L′ it is well-known. The other terms

involve the identity operator or are differential operators in the angular variable s. Multiplying by e
2iπ

n+

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

e
2iπ

n+ z − ξ+j = (z − ξ+j−1)e
2iπ

n+ ,

we have w(e
2iπ
n+ z − ξ+j ) = e

2iπ
n+ w(z − ξ+j−1) and, using formulae (3.5),

wx1(e
2iπ

n+ z − ξ+j ) = e
2iπ
n

(

cos

(

2π

n+

)

wx1(z − ξ+j−1)− sin

(

2π

n+

)

wx2(z − ξ+j−1)

)

,

wx2(e
2iπ

n+ z − ξ+j ) = e
2iπ
n

(

sin

(

2π

n+

)

wx1(z − ξ+j−1) + cos

(

2π

n+

)

wx2(z − ξ+j−1)

)

,

where the indices are taken modulo n+ − 1. Since ψ(e
2iπ

n+ z) = ψ(z), we must have

n+
∑

j=1

{

c1j
χjwx1(e

2iπ

n+ z − ξ+j )

iw(e
2iπ

n+ z − ξ+j )
+ c2j

χjwx2(e
2iπ

n+ z − ξ+j )

iw(e
2iπ

n+ z − ξ+j )

}

=

n+
∑

j=1

{

c1j
χjwx1(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )
+ c2j

χjwx2(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )

}

(4.3)
and this implies that

(

cos
(

2π
n+

)

sin
(

2π
n+

)

− sin
(

2π
n+

)

cos
(

2π
n+

)

)(

c1j
c2j

)

=

(

c1j−1

c2j−1.

)

Hence all the coefficients can be expressed in terms of c11, c
2
1. But now we can use the symmetry with

respect to the horizontal axis. It can be seen that

Lε(φ)(z) = Lε(φ)(z),
and thus, since φ(z) = φ(z), we have

n+
∑

j=1

{

c1j
χjwx1(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )
+ c2j

χjwx2(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )

}

=

n+
∑

j=1

{

c1j
χjwx1(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )
+ c2j

χjwx2(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )

}

.

Using that wx1(z) = wx1(z) and wx2(z) = −wx2(z), we conclude that necessarily c21 = 0. Thus all the
coefficients can be expressed in terms of c11 only. �

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 ξ−1 = 0. That is the right hand-side of (4.2) has to be modified to

iVdh+ iVd

[

c01
χwx1(z)

iw(z)
+ c02

χwx2(z)

iw(z)
+

n+
∑

j=1

{

c1j
χjwx1(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )
+ c2j

χjwx2(z − ξ+j )

iw(z − ξ+j )

}

]

As in the previous case, if ψ satisfies (2.34) it follows that c1j , c
2
j can be expressed in terms of c11 only. By

using the symmetry ψ(e
2iπ

n+ z) = ψ(z) we can also see that c01 = c02 = 0.

Recall the notation given in (3.8). Writing ψ : C → C as ψ = ψ1 + iψ2 we define, given α, σ ∈ (0, 1),

‖ψ‖∗ :=

N
∑

j=1

‖Vdψ‖C2,α(rj<3) + ‖ψ1‖1,∗ + ‖ψ2‖2,∗,
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where

‖ψ1‖1,∗ :=

N
∑

j=1

‖ψ1‖L∞(rj>2) + sup
2<rj<

2
ε , 1≤j≤N

|∇ψ1|





N
∑

j=1

r−1
j





−1

+ sup
r> 1

ε

(

1

ε
|∂rψ1|+ |∂sψ1|

)

+ sup
2<rj<Rε, 1≤j≤N

|D2ψ1|





N
∑

j=1

r−2
j





−1

+ sup
2<|z−ξj |<Rε, 1≤j≤N

[D2ψ1]α,B|z|/2(z)





N
∑

j=1

|z − ξj |−2−α





−1

,

‖ψ2‖2,∗ := sup
rj>2, 1≤j≤N

|ψ2|





N
∑

j=1

r−2+σ
j + εσ−2





−1

+ sup
2<rj<

2
ε , 1≤j≤N

|∇ψ2|





N
∑

j=1

r−2+σ
j





−1

+ sup
r> 1

ε

(

1

ε2−σ
|∂rψ2|+

1

ε1−σ
|∂sψ2|

)

+ sup
2<rj<Rε, 1≤j≤N

|D2ψ2|





N
∑

j=1

r−2+σ
j





−1

+ sup
2<|z−ξj |<Rε, 1≤j≤N

[D2ψ2]α,B|z|/2(z)





N
∑

j=1

|z − ξj |−2+α





−1

.

We also recall the definition of the norm ‖ · ‖∗∗ given in (3.26). Indeed, given a control on the right
hand size measured with ‖ · ‖∗∗, the norm ‖ · ‖∗ provides the best decay we can expect for the solution ψ
(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‖∗∗ < +∞ then for ε > 0 sufficiently small there exists

a unique solution φ = Tε(iVdh) to (4.2) with ‖ψ‖∗ < ∞, where φ = iVdψ. Furthermore, there exists a

constant C > 0 depending only on α, σ ∈ (0, 1) such that this solution satisfies

‖ψ‖∗ ≤ C‖h‖∗∗.
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 | log ε|−1, see Proposition (3.1)), a

fixed point argument would give a too large ψ, making impossible to choose the parameter d̂ε so that the
Lyapunov-Schmidt coefficient c11 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 ψ. 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 ψ : C → C and the relation z = ρje
iθj + ξj . We can decompose ψ in Fourier series in

θj as in (3.29) and define

ψe,j :=
∑

k even

ψk,j , ψo,j :=
∑

k odd

ψk,j .

The idea behind making this decomposition is that ψe,j is large but orthogonal to the kernel near ξj by
symmetry, while ψo,j is not orthogonal but small. With Rj given in (3.30), we have

ψo,j(Rjz) = ψo,j(z), ψe,j(Rjz) = −ψe,j(z),
and we can define equivalently

ψo,j(z) =
1

2
[ψ(z) + ψ(Rjz)], ψe,j(z) =

1

2
[ψ(z)− ψ(Rjz)]. (4.4)

Let Rε and ηj,R from (3.25) and (3.32). We consider a global function ψo defined as

ψo :=

N
∑

j=1

ηj,Rε
2
ψo,j , (4.5)
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that represents the odd part of ψ around each vortex ξj , localized with a cut-off function, and corresponds
to the small part of ψ.

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

|ψ|♯ :=
N
∑

j=1

| log ε|−1‖Vdψ‖C2,α(rj<3) + |ψ1|♯,1 + |ψ2|♯,2,

where

|ψ1|♯,1 := sup
2<rj<Rε, 1≤j≤N






|ψ1|





N
∑

j=1

rj log(2Rε/rj)





−1

+ |∇ψ1|





N
∑

j=1

log(2Rε/rj)





−1





, (4.6)

|ψ2|♯,2 := sup
2<rj<Rε, 1≤j≤N






(|ψ2|+ |∇ψ2|)





N
∑

j=1

(r−1+σ
j + r−1

j log(2Rε/rj))





−1





, (4.7)

with σ ∈ (0, 1). The norm | · |♯ 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 ψ.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that h satisfies the symmetries (2.34) and ‖h‖∗∗ <∞. Suppose furthermore

that ho defined by (3.33) is decomposed as ho = ĥo + h̃o where |ĥo|♯♯ <∞ and ĥo, h̃o satisfy

ĥo(Rjz) = ĥo(z), h̃o(Rjz) = h̃o(z), |z − ξj | < Rε, j = 1, · · · , N,

and have support in
⋃N
j=1 B2Rε(ξj). Let us write ψ = ψe+ψo with ψo defined by (4.5). Then there exists

C > 0 such that ψo can be decomposed as ψo = ψ̂o + ψ̃o, with each function supported in
⋃N
j=1 B2Rε(ξj)

and satisfying

|ψ̂o|♯ ≤ C
(

|ĥo|♯♯ + ε
√

| log ε|(‖ĥo‖∗∗ + ‖h− ho‖∗∗)
)

(4.8)

‖ψ̃o‖∗ ≤ C‖h̃o‖∗∗, (4.9)

‖ψ̂o‖∗ + ‖ψ̃o‖∗ ≤ C
(

‖h‖∗∗ + ‖ĥo‖∗∗ + ‖h̃o‖∗∗
)

and

ψ̂o(Rjz) = ψ̂o(z), ψ̃o(Rjz) = ψ̃o(z), |z − ξj | < Rε, 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:































Lε(φ) = iVdh in R
2

Re

∫

B(0,4)

χjφjwx1 = 0, with φj(z) = iw(z)
φ(z + ξ+j )

iVd(z + ξ+j )
, j = 1, · · · , n+,

ψ =
φ

iVd
satisfies the symmetry (2.34).

(4.10)

Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all ε sufficiently small and any solution

φ = iVdψ of (4.10) with ‖ψ‖∗ <∞ one has

‖ψ‖∗ ≤ C‖h‖∗∗. (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
⋂n+

j=1{rj > 2}, the function ψ = ψ1 + iψ2 solves

h = ∆ψ + 2
∇Vd∇ψ
Vd

− 2i|Vd|2ψ2 + ε2∂2ssψ + ε2
(

2
∂sVd
Vd

− 2in
)

∂sψ + icε2| log ε|∂sψ,
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and thus we only need to deal with the new term

icε2| log ε|∂sψ.
It can be seen that, for R large and some 1 ≤ j ≤ N ,

|cε2| log ε|∂sψ1| ≤ C(R−σ′

+ εσ
′

)

(

1

r2−σj

+ ε2−σ

)

‖ψ1‖1,∗,0,

|cε2| log ε|∂sψ2| ≤ C
(

ε1−σ
′′

+Rσ
′′−1
)

(

1

r2j + ε2

)

‖ψ2‖2,∗,0,

for some 0 < σ′ < σ < 1, 0 < σ′′ < 1, where

‖ψ1‖1,∗,0 :=

N
∑

j=1

‖ψ1‖L∞(rj>2) + sup
2<rj<

2
ε ,1≤j≤N

|∇ψ1|





N
∑

j=1

r−1
j





−1

+ sup
r> 1

ε

(

1

ε
|∂rψ1|+ |∂sψ1|

)

‖ψ2‖2,∗,0 := sup
rj>2, 1≤j≤N

|ψ2|





N
∑

j=1

r−2+σ
j





−1

+ sup
2<rj<

2
ε ,1≤j≤N

|∇ψ2|





N
∑

j=1

r−2+σ
j





−1

+ sup
r> 1

ε

(

εσ−2|∂rψ1|+ εσ−1|∂sψ1|
)

,

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

B1 :=M1θ1

(

π − nθ1
2

)

, M1 := C
(

‖h‖∗∗,0 + ε1−σ
′′

+Rσ
′′−1 + ‖ψ1‖L∞(BR(ξj))

)

,

B2 :=M2

(

1

r2−σj

+ ε2−σ

)

, M2 := C
(

‖h‖∗∗,0 +R−σ′

+ εσ
′

+ ‖ψ2‖L∞(BR(ξj))

)

,

with C a large fixed constant and

‖h‖∗∗,0 :=
N
∑

j=1

‖Vdh‖L∞(rj<3) + sup
rj>2, 1≤j≤N

|Re(h)|





N
∑

j=1

r−2
j + ε2





−1

+ | Im(h)|





N
∑

j=1

r−2+σ
j + ε2−σ





−1

,

for 0 < σ < 1. �

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

[φ, ϕ] − 〈k(x)φ, ϕ〉 = 〈s, ϕ〉, ∀ϕ ∈ H,
where H is the Hilbert space

H :=
{

φ = iVdψ ∈ H1
0 (BM (0),C); Re

∫

B(0,4)

χφjwx1 = 0, j = 1, · · · , n+, ψ satisfies (2.34)
}

,

for M > 10|ξ1|, equipped with the inner product

[φ, ϕ] := Re

∫

B(0,M)

(

∇φ∇ϕ+ ε2∂sφ∂sϕ
)

.

Here φj(z) := iw(z)ψ(z + ξj) and ξj(z) := η1

(

|z−ξj |
2

)

. Using (2.31), 〈k(x)φ, ·〉, 〈s, ·〉 correspond to the

linear forms

〈k(x)φ, ϕ〉 := ε2 Re

∫

B(0,M)

(

2niφ∂sϕ− n2φϕ
)

− 2Re

∫

B(0,M)

Re(φVd)Vdϕ

+Re

∫

B(0,M)

[(η − 1)
E

Vd
+ (1− |Vd|2)]φϕ + cε2| log ε|Re

∫

B(0,M)

(inφϕ− φ∂sϕ),

〈s, ϕ〉 :=Re

∫

B(0,M)



h+ iVd

n+
∑

j=1

cjχj
wx1(z − ξj)

iw(z − ξj)



ϕ.
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defined on H.
The rest of the proof follows as in [15, Proposition 5.1]. �

4.2 Second a priori estimate and proof of Proposition 4.2.

Lemma 4.3. Let α ∈ (0, 1), σ ∈ (0, 1). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all ε sufficiently

small and any solution φ of (4.10) with φ = iVdψ and ‖ψ‖∗ <∞ one has

|ψ|♯ ≤ C(|h|♯♯ + ε
√

| log ε|‖h‖∗∗). (4.12)

Proof. The result follows as a consequence of Lemma 4.2 and a barrier argument. Indeed, writting
ψ = ψ1 + iψ2, it can be checked that, for some 1 ≤ j ≤ N ,

|cε2| log ε|∂sψ1| ≤
C

rj
log

(

2Rε
rj

)

|ψ1|♯,1,

and consequently, proceeding as in [15, Lemma 5.2],

|∇ψ2| ≤ B̃2,

with

B̃2 :=
C

r1−σj

(|h|♯♯,0 + ‖ψ2‖L∞(rj=Rε)) +
C

rj
log
(2Rε
rj

)

(

|ψ1|♯,1 +
‖ψ2‖L∞(rj=R0)

| log ε|

)

,

with R0 > 0 a large fixed constant, | |♯,1 defined in (4.6) and, denoting h = h1 + ih2,

|h|♯♯,0 :=
N
∑

j=1

‖Vdh‖L∞(rj<4) + sup
2<rj<Rε, 1≤j≤N






|h1|





N
∑

j=1

r−1
j





−1

+ |h2|





N
∑

j=1

r−1+σ
j





−1





,

0 < σ < 1. Therefore,

|cε2| log ε|∂sψ2| ≤
C

rj | log ε|
B̃2,

and the result follows as a straightforward adaptation of [15, Lemma 5.2]. �

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(Rjz) = −h(z), |z − ξj | < 2Rε, j = 1, · · · , N, (4.13)

where Rj was defined in (3.30).

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that h satisfies the symmetries (2.34) and (4.13). We assume that

‖h‖∗∗ <∞.

Then there exist ψs, ψ∗ such that ψ = φ
iVd

with φ the solution to (4.2) and ‖ψ‖∗ < ∞ can be written as

ψ = ψs + ψ∗ with the estimates

‖ψs‖∗ + ‖ψ∗‖∗ ≤ C‖h‖∗∗
|ψ∗|♯ ≤ Cε

√

| log ε|‖h‖∗∗.

Moreover (ψs, ψ∗) define linear operators of h, ψs has its support in
⋃N
j=1 BRε(ξj) and satisfies

ψs(Rjz) = −ψs(z), |z − ξj | < Rε, 1 ≤ j ≤ N. (4.14)

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

L′
s,j(ψ) := ∆ψ + 2

∇w(z − ξj)∇ψ
w(z − ξj)

− 2i|w(z − ξj)|2 Im(ψ)

+ ε2

[

d2ε∂
2
rjrjψ sin2(θj − ϕj) + d2ε cos(θj − ϕj) sin(θj − ϕj)

(

2∂2rjθjψ

rj
− 2∂θjψ

r2j

)

+ ∂2θjθjψ
(

1 +
d2ε
r2j

cos2(θj − ϕj)
)

+ ∂rjψ
d2ε
rj

cos2(θj − ϕj)− 2∂θjψ
d2ε
r2j

sin(θj − ϕj) cos(θj − ϕj)

]

,
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and

L′
r,j(ψ) := 2

∑

l 6=j

∇w(z − ξl)∇ψ
w(z − ξl)

− 2i(|Vd|2 − |w(z − ξj)|2) Im(ψ)

+ ε2

[

2dε∂
2
rjθjψ sin(θj − ϕj) + 2∂2θjθjψ

dε
rj

cos(θj − ϕj) + ∂rjψdε cos(θj − ϕj)− ∂θjψ
dε
rj

sin(θj − ϕj)

]

+ ε2
(2∂sVd

Vd
− 2ni+ icε| log ε|

)[

∂rjψdε sin(θj − ϕj) +
(

1 +
dε
rj

cos(θj − ϕj)
)

∂θjψ
]

.

We also define

L0,s,j(φ) := iVdL
′
s,j(ψ) + i(E − Eo)ψ, L0,r,j(φ) := L0(φ) − L0,s,j(φ)

where Eo is defined analogously to (4.5). We then set

Lεs,j(φ) := ηL0,s,j(φ) + (1− η)iVdL
′
s,j(ψ), φ = iVdψ,

Lεr,j(φ) := Lε(φ)− Lεs,j(φ).
The rest of the proof follows as in [15, Lemma 5.3] by applying Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.3. �

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. �

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 < α, σ < 1, such that for all ε
sufficiently small there exists a unique ψε such that φε = iVdψε is the solution of (4.1), that satisfies

‖ψε‖∗ ≤ C

| log ε| .

Furthermore ψε is a continuous function of the parameter d̂ε := ε
√

| log ε|dε
|ψoε |♯ ≤ Cε

√

| log ε|, (4.15)

where ψoε 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 (ψ) 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 ψε, with φε = iVdψε the solution of (4.1) found in Proposition 4.3, depends continuously

on d̂ε := ε
√

| log ε|dε. We want to find d̂ε such that the Lyapunov-Schmidt coefficient in (4.1) satisfies

c1 = c1(d̂ε) = 0.
By symmetry we work only in the sector

Θ1 :=
{

z ∈ C : z = reis, r > 0, s ∈
[

− π

n+
,
π

n+

]}

.

In the previous section we have found ψε such that

[Lε(φε) + E −N(φε)] (z + ξ+1 ) = c1iVd(z + ξ+1 )χ(z)
wx1(z)

iw(z)
in Θ1. (5.1)

We recall that Rε is defined in (3.25) and thus satisfies that Rε = oε

(

(ε
√

| log ε|)−1
)

but | logRε| ∼
| log ε|, and we set

c∗ := Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

χ|wx1 |2 = Re

∫

B(0,4)

χ|wx1 |2,
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and we remark that, thanks to the decay of wx1 , this quantity is of order 1. We multiply the equation

(5.1) by
Vd(z+ξ

+
1 )

w(z) wx1(z) and we observe that

∣

∣

∣

∣

Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= 1 +O(ε2) in Θ1. (5.2)

We find that

c1c∗ =− Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
E(z + ξ+1 )wx1(z) + Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
Lε(φε)(z + ξ+1 )wx1(z)

− Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
N(φε)(z + ξ+1 )wx1(z) +O(ε2).

We observe that

Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
Lε(φε)(z + ξ+1 ) =

Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
(iVdL

′(ψε) + iηEψε) (z + ξ+1 )

=
|Vd(z + ξ+1 )|2

|w(z)|2 iw(z)L′(ψε)(z + ξ+1 ) +
Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
i(ηEψε)(z + ξ+1 )

= Lε1(φ1) +
Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
i(ηEψε)(z + ξ+1 ) +O(ε2),

with Lε1 defined in (2.31) and φ1 defined in (2.30). Integrating by parts we find

Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

Lε1(φ1)wx1 = Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

(Lε1 − L0)(φ1)wx1 +Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

L0(φ1)wx1

= Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

(Lε1 − L0)(φ1)wx1 +Re

∫

∂B(0,Rε)

(

∂φ1
∂ν

wx1 − φ1
∂wx1

∂ν

)

+O(ε2| log ε|),

with L0 given in (2.11). Using (2.32) and (2.33) we can estimate
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

(Lε1 − L0)(φ1)wx1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cε
√

| log ε|‖ψ‖∗ ≤ Cε
√

| log ε|
,

and, by Lemma 5.1,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Re

∫

∂B(0,Rε)

(

∂φ1
∂ν

wx1 − φ1
∂wx1

∂ν

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cε
√

| log ε|
.

Therefore,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

Lε1(φ1)wx1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cε
√

| log ε|
, (5.3)

and we also have

Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
Lε(φε)(z + ξ+1 )wx1 = O

(

ε
√

| log ε|

)

since |Eψε| ≤ Cε/
√

| log ε|. Now we estimate the inner product of wx1 and the non linear term. We use
Lemma 2.1 to write

−
∫

B(0,Rε)

Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
N(φε)(z + ξ+1 )wx1(z) =

∫

B(0,2)\B(0,1)

Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
M(φε)(z + ξ+1 )wx1(z)

+

∫

B(0,Rε)\B(0,1)

iw(z)
|Vd(x+ ξ+1 )|2

|w(z)|2 (1− η)N (ψε)(z + ξ+1 )wx1(z)

where

N (ψ) = i(∇ψ)2 + ε2(∂sψ)
2 + i(e−2 Im(ψ) − 1 + 2 Im(ψ)).
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We use the orthogonality of the Fourier modes to write

Re

∫

B(0,Rε)\B(0,1)

iwN (ψε)(z + ξ+1 )wx1 = Re

∫

B(0,Rε)\B(0,1)

iwwx1 (N (ψε))
o

= Re

∫

B(0,Rε)\B(0,1)

iρ

(

ρ′ cos s− iρ

r
sin s

)

[(N (ψε))
o
1 + i(N (ψε))

o
2]

= −
∫

B(0,Rε)\B(0,1)

(

ρρ′ cos s(N (ψε))
o
2 −

ρ2

r
(N (ψε))

o
1 sin s

)

.

Using that

| (N (ψε))
o
2 | ≤ | (N (ψε))

o
2 |♯♯ ≤ C‖ψeε‖∗|ψoε |♯ + |ψoε |2♯ ≤ Cε| log ε|−1/2,

| (N (ψε))
o
1 | ≤ C

( |(ψε)o2|♯‖(ψε)e1‖∗
1 + r2

+
|(ψε)o1|♯‖(ψε)2‖∗

1 + r2−σ
+

|(ψε)o1|♯|(ψε)o2|♯
1 + r2−σ

)

≤ C
ε| log ε|−1/2

1 + r2−σ
,

we obtain
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Re

∫

B(0,Rε)\B(0,1)

iw(z)N (ψε)(z + ξ+1 )wx1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cε
√

| log ε|
. (5.4)

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

M(φε)
o =M(φoε) +O (‖ψeε‖∗|ψoε |♯)

and thus
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
N(φε)(z + ξ+1 )wx1(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C‖ψeε‖∗|ψoε |♯ ≤
Cε

√

| log ε|
.

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

∫

B(0,Rε)

Vd(z + ξ+1 )

w(z)
E(z + ξ+1 )wx1(z) =

∫

B(0,Rε)

iw(z)R(z + ξ+1 )wx1(z)(1 +O(ε2)).

We set

Ba := Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

iw(z)Ra(z + ξ+1 )wx1 , Bb := Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

iw(z)Rb(z + ξ+1 )wx1 , (5.5)

Bc := Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

iw(z)Rc(z + ξ+1 )wx1 , (5.6)

where we recall that Sa(Vd) = iVdRa, Sb(Vd) = iVdRb, Sc(Vd) = iVdRc were given by (3.1).
Proof of Theorem 1. Assume n+ = n ≥ 2 and n− = 0 in (2.3). From Lemma 3.5 we find that

Bb =
d̂εε

√

| log ε|
Re

∫

B(0,Rε)

|wx1 |2 +O

(

ε
√

| log ε|

)

where we used that ϕ1 = 0. We set

a1 :=
1

| log ε|

∫ 2π

0

∫ Rε

0

ρ2 sin2 s

r
dr ds,

and we recall that | logRε| is of same order as | log ε| and does not depend on d̂ε. Thus, using the fact
that limr→+∞ ρ(r) = 1 we can see that

a1 = π + oε(1). (5.7)

Therefore we conclude that

Bb = d̂επε
√

| log ε|+ oε(ε
√

| log ε|). (5.8)
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On the other hand, from (3.7) we deduce that in B(0, Rε) there holds

Sa(Vd)wx1 = Vd









1−
∣

∣

n
∏

j=1

wj
∣

∣

2



−
n
∑

j=1

(

1− |wj |2
)

+

n
∑

j=1

∑

l 6=j

∇wl
wl

∇wj
wj







w1
x1

= 2Vd
∑

j 6=1

∇w1

w1

∇wj
wj

w1
x1

+ O(ε2| log ε|)

= 2Vd
∑

j 6=1

[(

ρ′1ρ
′
j

ρ1ρj
− 1

r1rj

)

cos(θ1 − θj) + i

(

ρ′1
ρ1rj

−
ρ′j
ρjr1

)

sin(θ1 − θj)

](

ρ′1 cos θ1 + i
ρ1 sin θ1
r1

)

e−iθ1

+O(ε2| log ε|).
Thus we find

Ba = −2
∑

j 6=1

∫

{r1<Rε}

ρ′1ρ1
r1rj

(cos(θ1 − θj) cos θ1 + sin(θ1 − θj) sin θ1) +O(ε2| log ε|)

= −2
∑

j 6=1

∫

{r1<Rε}

ρ′1ρ1 cos θj
r1rj

+O(ε2| log ε|).

To compute the last term we observe that, since Rε = oε

(

1

ε
√

| log ε|

)

, inside the ball {r1 < Rε} we have

cos θj
rj

=
|Re(ξ+j − ξ+1 )|
|ξ+j − ξ+1 |2 (1 + oε(1)) for every j 6= 1,

=
dε (1− cos (2π(j − 1)/n))

2d2ε (1− cos (2π(j − 1)/n))
(1 + oε(1))

=
1

2dε
(1 + oε(1)),

where we have used that ξ+j = dεe
2i(j−1)π/n. Hence,

n
∑

j=2

∫

r1<Rε

cos θj
rj

ρ′1ρ1dr1dθ1 =
2π

2dε
(n− 1)(1 + oε(1))

∫ Rε

0

ρ′1ρ1 dr1.

Noticing that
∫ Rε

0 ρ′1ρ1 dr1 = 1
2

(

ρ21(Rε)− ρ1(0)
)

= 1
2 + oε(1) we conclude

n
∑

j=2

∫

r1<Rε

cos θj
rj

ρ′1ρ1 dr1 dθ1 =
π

dε

n− 1

2
(1 + oε(1)),

and thus

Ba = −n− 1

d̂ε
ε
√

| log ε|π + oε(ε
√

| log ε|). (5.9)

For the last term in the error we have

Rc(z)wx1(z − ξ+1 )

= cd̂εε
√

| log ε|
n
∑

j=1

(

sin(θj − ϕj)
ρ′j
ρj

+ i
cos(θj − ϕj)

rj

)(

ρ′1 cos θ1 + i
ρ1 sin θ1
r1

)

e−iθ1 .

Thus, by using that ϕ1 = 0, we find

Bc = −cd̂εε
√

| log ε|
∫

|ρ1|<Rε

ρ′1ρ1
r1

(

sin2 θ1 + cos2 θ1
)

+O
(

ε2| log ε|3/2
)

= −cd̂εε
√

| log ε|2π
∫ Rε

0

ρ′1(r1)ρ1(r1) dr1 +O
(

ε2| log ε|3/2
)

.

Therefore, since
∫ Rε

0

ρ′1(r1)ρ1(r1) dr1 =
1

2
(ρ2(Rε)− ρ2(0)) =

1

2
+O(ε2| log ε|),

we find

Bc = −cd̂εε
√

| log ε|π + oε(ε
√

| log ε|). (5.10)



INTERACTING HELICAL TRAVELING WAVES 29

Hence, we conclude that

c1c∗ = ε
√

| log ε|
(

−a0
d̂ε

+ ã1d̂ε

)

+ oε(ε
√

| log ε|),

with
a0 := (n− 1)π, ã1 := (1− c)π, (5.11)

which is positive since we assumed c < 1. Let us point out that in this expression oε(ε
√

| log ε|) is a

continuous function of the parameter d̂.

By applying the intermediate value theorem we can find d̂0 near
√

a0
ã1

=
√

n−1
1−c such that

c1 = c1(d̂0) = 0,

and therefore, for such d̂0 we conclude that Vd + ϕε is a solution of (2.1).

Proof of Theorem 2. Assume n+ = n + 1 and n− = 1 in (2.3), with ξ−1 = 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 Ba, Bb and Bc as in (5.5). (5.6). Since
|ξ−1 | = 0 the terms Bb and Bc are estimated exactly as in the proof of Theorem 1, to get

Bb = d̂επε
√

| log ε|+ oε(ε
√

| log ε|), Bc = −cd̂ε
√

| log ε|π + oε(ε
√

| log ε|).
To estimate Ba we see that in this case

Sa(Vd)wx1

= 2Vd
∑

j 6=1

[(

ρ′1ρ
′
j

ρ1ρj
− 1

r1rj

)

cos(θ1 − θj) + i

(

ρ′1
ρ1rj

−
ρ′j
ρjr1

)

sin(θ1 − θj)

](

ρ′1 cos θ1 + i
ρ1 sin θ1
r1

)

e−iθ1

+ 2Vd

[(

ρ′1ρ
′

ρ1ρ
+

1

r1r

)

cos(θ1 − θ) + i

(

ρ′1
ρ1r

+
ρ′

ρr1

)

sin(θ − θ1)

](

ρ′1 cos θ1 + i
ρ1 sin θ1
r1

)

e−iθ1

+O
(

ε2| log ε|
)

,

and thus

Ba = −2
∑

j 6=1

∫

{r1<Rε}

ρ′1ρ1
r1rj

(cos(θ1 − θj) cos θ1 + sin(θ1 − θj) sin θ1)

+ 2

∫

{r1<Rε}

ρ′1ρ1
r1r

(cos(θ1 − θ) cos θ1 + sin(θ1 − θ) sin θ1) +O(ε2| log ε|)

= −2
∑

j 6=1

∫

{r1<Rε}

ρ′1ρ1 cos θj
r1rj

+ 2

∫

{r1<Rε}

ρ′1ρ1 cos θ

r1r
+O(ε2| log ε|),

what implies

Ba = −2
∑

j 6=1

∫

{r1<Rε}

ρ′1ρ1 cos θj
rj

dr1 dθ1 + 2

∫

{r1<Rε}

ρ′1ρ1 cos θ

r
dr1 dθ1 +O(ε2| log ε|)

= −ε
√

| log ε| ã0
d̂ε

+ oε(ε
√

| log ε|),

with
ã0 := n+ − 3. (5.12)

Therefore,

c1c∗ = ε
√

| log ε|
(

− ã0
d̂ε

+ a1d̂ε

)

+ oε(ε
√

| log ε|),

with a1 defined in (5.11), and the result follows as in the previous case. More precisely, thanks to the

intermediate value theorem we find d̂ε near
√

ã0
a1

=
√

n+−3
1−c such that c1 = 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 R2, that we denote w. It satisfies

∆w + (1− |w|2)w = 0 in R
2,

and can be written as
w(x1, x2) = ρ(r)eiθ where x1 = r cos θ, x2 = r sin θ.

Here ρ is the unique solution of






ρ′′ +
ρ′

r
− ρ

r2
+ (1− ρ2)ρ = 0 in (0,∞),

ρ(0+) = 0, ρ(+∞) = 1,
(5.13)

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

Lemma 5.1. Let ρ be the unique solution of (5.13). Then:

1) ρ(0) = 0, ρ′(0) > 0, 0 < ρ(r) < 1 and ρ′(r) > 0 for all r > 0,
2) ρ(r) = 1− 1

2r2 +O( 1
r4 ) for large r,

3) ρ(r) = αr − αr3

8 +O(r5) for r close to 0 for some α > 0,
4) if we define T (r) := ρ′(r)− ρ

r then T (0) = 0 and T (r) < 0 in (0,+∞),

5) ρ′(r) = 1
r3 +O( 1

r4 ), ρ
′′(r) = O( 1

r4 ) for large r.

For the proof of this lemma we refer to [24, 8].
An object of special importance to construct our solution is the linearized Ginzburg-Landau operator

around w, defined by
L(φ) := ∆φ+ (1− |w|2)φ− 2Re(wφ)w.

This operator does have a kernel, as the following result states.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that φ ∈ L∞(R2) satisfies L(φ) = 0 in R
2 and the symmetry φ(z) = φ(z). Assume

furthermore that when we write φ = iwψ and ψ = ψ1 + iψ2 with ψ1, ψ2 ∈ R we have

|ψ1|+ (1 + |z|)|∇ψ1| ≤ C, |ψ2|+ |∇ψ2| ≤
C

1 + |z| , |z| > 1.

Then

φ = c1wx1

for some real constant c1.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that φ ∈ L∞
loc

(R2) satisfies L(φ) = 0 in R2 and the symmetry φ(z) = φ(z). Assume

furthermore that when we write φ = iwψ and ψ = ψ1 + iψ2 with ψ1, ψ2 ∈ R we have

|ψ1|+ (1 + |z|)|∇ψ1| ≤ C(1 + |z|)α, |ψ2|+ |∇ψ2| ≤
C

1 + |z| , |z| > 1,

for some α < 3. Then

φ = c1wx1

for some real constant c1.

The proofs of these results can be found in [15, Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.2].
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(Maŕıa Medina) Departamento de Matemáticas, Universidad Autónoma de Madrid, Ciudad Universitaria de

Cantoblanco, 28049 Madrid, Spain

Email address: maria.medina@uam.es
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