arXiv:2108.01321v4 [math.AP] 4 Sep 2023

DYNAMICS OF GINZBURG-LANDAU VORTICES
FOR VECTOR FIELDS ON SURFACES

GIACOMO CANEVARI AND ANTONIO SEGATTI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider the gradient flow of the following Ginzburg-Landau type
energy

1 1 2
F.(u) := 3 /M |Du\j + 502 <|u|§ - 1) volg.

This energy is defined on tangent vector fields on a 2-dimensional closed and oriented Riemann-
ian manifold M (here D stands for the covariant derivative) and depends on a small parameter
€ > 0. If the energy satisfies proper bounds, when ¢ — 0 the second term forces the vector fields
to have unit length. However, due to the incompatibility for vector fields on M between the
Sobolev regularity and the unit norm constraint, critical points of F. tend to generate a finite
number of singular points (called vortices) having non-zero index (when the Euler characteristic
is non-zero). These types of problems have been extensively analyzed in the recent paper by R.
Ignat & R. Jerrard [19]. As in Euclidean case (see, among the others [8]), the position of the
vortices is ruled by the so-called renormalized energy.

In this paper we are interested in the dynamics of vortices. We rigorously prove that the
vortices move according to the gradient flow of the renormalized energy, which is the limit
behavior when € — 0 of the gradient flow of the Ginzburg-Landau energy.

Keywords: Ginzburg-Landau; Vector fields on surfaces; Gradient flow of the renormalized
energy; I'-convergence.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

A prominent example of the non-trivial interplay between PDEs models, material science,
differential geometry and topology is the the study of the formation and the evolution of the
so-called topological defects, that is regions in the material where the order parameter (in this
paper, a vector field on a 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold) experiences a very rapid change.
To put this phenomenon in perspective, we let (M, g) be a closed (i.e. compact, connected
and without boundary), oriented, 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold with Euler characteristic
X(M). The classical Poincaré-Hopf Theorem (see [12]) provides a precise relation between the
zeros of continuous vector fields on M and the topology of M. More precisely, any continuous

vector field u with finitely many zeros {a,...,a,} must satisfy
n
(1.1) > ind (u,0Bs(a;)) = x(M),
j=1

where ind(u, 0Bs(a;)) is a local topological invariant — the index — computed on the boundary
of a small geodesic ball B;s(a;), with radius 0 and center a;. The radius 6 must be taken small
enough, so that the ball Bs(a;) does not contain any zero of u other than a;. (For the definition
of the index, see Section 4| below.) An immediate consequence is that a non-vanishing continuous
vector field exists if and only if the Euler characteristic of M is equal to zero, namely only if
M is a torus (up to homeomorphism). In other words, if x(M) # 0 then M does not support
a globally defined, unit-norm, continuous vector field. Interestingly, the very same topological
obstruction holds for Sobolev vector fields. More precisely (see [12] and [38]), indicating with D
the Levi-Civita connection, we have that the Sobolev class

(1.2) {v : M = TM : v(p) € T,M, |v| =1 ace. in M, |Dl, € L2(M)} £ () = y(M)=0.

Thus, the Dirichlet-type energy on unit-norm vector fields

1
(1.3) F(u) == 2/M | Dul? vol,

is well defined only if the Euler characteristic of M is zero. The energy F' is interesting both
from the geometric and the modellistic point of view. On the one hand, the energy F' is usually
called Total Bending (see |[44]) and (quantitatively) measures how a globally defined unit-norm
vector field wu, if it exists, fails to be a parallel vector field (namely a vector field u for which
Dyu = 0 for any v). On the other hand, the energy F' is related, for instance, to the modelling
of nematic shells, namely a rigid particle coated by a thin film of nematic liquid crystal (see [5],
[6], [25], [30], [41], [43]) when one neglects the effects of the extrinsic geometry of the substrate
on the elastic energy. We refer to [27], [28] and [37] for models including extrinsic effects.
When x (M) # 0 the energy F = +o00, therefore its minimization requires at first a relaxation
of at least one of the constraints in the Sobolev class of vector fields in . Looking back at
the definition we see that there are many ways to relax one of the constraints and obtain
a non-empty class on which the energy F' is finite. A common strategy (and the one we will
follow in this paper) consists in relaxing the unit norm constraint and studying the asymptotic
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behavior of the Ginzburg-Landau energy

1 2 1 2 2
(1.4) Folw) = | IDuly+ 55 (|u\g - 1) vol,.

This problem has been addressed by Ignat & Jerrard in the recent paper [19]. Note that this
type of approximation is completely intrinsic as it makes no reference to any embedding of the
manifold.

There are however other possible strategies to obtain a relaxed version of the energy F. For
instance, if our 2-dimensional manifold is an embedded surface in R3, a possible strategy consists
in replacing M with a suitable triangulation of M and the energy F' (actually its extrinsic version
where the covariant derivative is replaced with the derivative of R?) with a discrete energy
defined on unit norm vector fields sitting in the vertices of the triangulation of M (see [13]).
This approach, contrary to the Ginzburg-Landau approximation, is extrinsic in the sense that it
depends on how the manifold M sits in R3. However, these two approaches have the common
feature of giving information, in a suitable asymptotic regime, about the location, and the charge
of the vortices.

Since our work is very much related with the work of R. Jerrard & R. Ignat, we briefly recall
some of the main results of [I9] regarding (1.4).

Let ¢ be an almost complex structure on M, that is, an operator TM — T'M which restricts
to a linear map on each tangent plane 7T, M and satisfies i?+1 = 0 (where 1 denotes the identity
on TM). For any (sufficiently regular) vector field u on M, we define the 1-form

(1.5) Jj(u) = (Du,iu),
and the 2-form
(1.6) w(u) :=dj(u) + Kvolg,

where r is the Gauss curvature of M. The form w(u) is called the vorticity of u. In the Euclidean
setting, when u: R? — R2, the vorticity w(u) essentially reduces to the Jacobian determinant
of u, i.e. w(u) = 2(det Vu) dz. As in the Euclidean case, if a sequence u. satisfies a logarithmic
energy bound such as F.(u.) < C'|loge| (for some constant C' that does not depend on ¢) then
the sequence of vorticities w(ue) is compact. Controlling the vorticity of u. is key to proving a
sharp lower bound for the energy of u. and obtain compactness results for the minimizers of F.
Q_XT(M) #£ 0, it is also necessary to control the L?-projection of the
1-form j(u.) on the space of harmonic 1-forms, Harm!(M). Harm! (M) is a real vector space of
dimension 2g. Let P be the L2-projection onto Harm'(M). Ignat and Jerrard [T9] showed that,
if a sequence of vector field u. satisfies suitable energy bounds, then there exist distinct points
ai, ..., ay in M, integers dy, ..., d,, a form ¢ € Harm!(M) and a (non-relabelled) subsequence,
such that

However, when the genus g =

e—0

dj(us) —— QWZdj(Saj in WP(M) for any p € (1, 2)
j=1

Pj(uc) < ¢
The integers d; represent the charges of topological singularities which arise at the points a;.
They satisfy
n
> dj = x(M).
j=1

The harmonic 1-form ¢ € Harm!(M) depends non-trivially on a := (a1, ..., a,) and d :=
(di, ..., dy), as it must satisfy the constraint £ € L(a, d) where L(a, d) is a suitable subset
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of Harm!(M) defined by the position and the charges of the singularities. (See [19} Section 2.1]
and Section |3 for the definition of L(a, d).) If the w.’s are minimizers of F, then n = |x(M)|,
d; = sign(x(M)) for any j and

(1.7) F.(uc) =mnlloge| + W(a, d, {) +ny+o(l) ase—0.

Here, the function W = W (a, d, &) is the so-called renormalized energy, which accounts for the
interaction between the singular points a;. It can be characterised in terms of the Green function
for the Laplace-Beltrami operator on M and the Gauss curvature of M (see [19, Proposition 2.4]
and section [3| below). When the u.’s are minimizers of F, (a, d, £) minimize the renormalized
energy W. The constant v > 0 in is the so-called core energy, which accounts for the
energy in a suitably small neighbourhood of each singular point a; (we refer to [19, Section 2.3|
for the definition of v — in Ignat and Jerrard’s notation, v = vr). Moreover, again up to a to
a subsequence, minimizers converge to a unit-norm vector field u,, called a canonical harmonic
vector field, which is smooth in M \ {a1, ..., a,} and is uniquely determined by (a, d, §) up to
a global rotation. These results represent the extension of the classical two-dimensional results
of Bethuel, Brezis and Hélein [§] to the case of vector fields on a Riemannian manifold (see also
[2] for a I'-convergence result).

In this paper, we discuss the dynamics of the vortices on a two dimensional closed and oriented
Riemannian manifold (M, g). We show that the vortices move according to the gradient flow of
the renormalized energy. The gradient flow of the renormalized energy emerges as limit dynamics
of the (properly rescaled) gradient flow of the Ginzburg-Landau energy . More precisely, we
consider the asymptotic behavior when € — 0 of the Ginzburg Landau dynamics

1

1 .
@&tua — Dgue + =2 (|U5|2 - 1) ue =0, ae inMx(0,7T),

(1.8)
ue(z,0) = ug a.e. in M.

The operator Ay is the so called rough Laplacian (see (2.26|) for the definition) while the factor

HO—;' in front of the time derivative of u. comes from scaling and indicates that the isolated zeros

of u. with nonzero index move with velocities of order [loge|™".

Our results confirm in the Riemannian setting the classical planar results of Rubistein &
Sternberg [32], Jerrard & Soner [22], F.H. Lin [24], [23] and Sandier & Serfaty [35]. Quite recently
Chen & Sternberg [15] have proved the convergence of the (rescaled) heat flow of the Ginzburg-
Landau energies defined on maps u : M — C where M is a two-dimensional compact simply
connected Riemannian manifold without boundary. Our setting and our results are however
different for some crucial points. As we deal with vector fields, the topology of M triggers the
formation of the vortices via the Poincaré-Hopf Theorem, while in [I5] the vortices arise thanks
to the choice of initial conditions and the scaling of the equation. Another difference lies in
the energy or, more precisely, in the Dirichlet part of the energy. The energy % I |Vu\§ vol,
defined on maps u : M — C (in this case V stands for the Riemannian gradient) is conformally
invariant. This is not the case for the energy 3 [}, \Du|§ vol, defined on vector fields (as before
D is the covariant derivative). The conformal invariance combined with the Uniformization
Theorem permits (as in the “static” situation considered in [7]) to transfer the analysis from the
manifold M to a reference domain in R?. As a result, the renormalized energy is modeled on
the Laplacian in R? with corrections due to the conformal change. In particular, the interaction
between the vortices is ruled by the Green function of the Laplacian in R?. On the contrary, when
dealing with the energy % 1} M |Du|§ voly, we have to deal with the Laplace-Beltrami operator on
M and with its Green function. The resulting renormalized energy inherits the complexity of
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the Green function (see [40]) and couples the Gauss curvature of M with the position and with
the charge of the vortices. Moreover, it explicitly depends on the harmonic 1-form £. Finally,
the interaction term between the positions of the vortices behaves logarithmically only when the
geodesic distance between the two vortices is small enough.

We will consider initial conditions u? satisfying the following set of hypothesis. Given n € Z,
n > 1, we consider a n-uple of distinct points a® = (a?, ..., a2) in M and a n-uple of integers d =

(di, ..., d,) such that

Zdjzx(M), |dj| =1 for any j.

Moreover, we fix an harmonic 1-form £° such that ¢ € £(a”, d). Once we have chosen a°; d, ¢°
as above, we consider a sequence of vector fields u € Htlan(M ) (see ([2.53]) for the definition of
this Sobolev space) such that

(1.9) w(u?) =% 2wy " djbe in WTLP(M)
J
j=1
(1.10) F.(u?) < mn|loge| + W (a% d, €°) + ny + o.0(1),
0
(1.11) [ 02| oo (ary < 1

Energetically speaking we are saying that the sequence u? is a recovery sequence for W(a°, d, ¢°).

A sequence u! that satisfies (1.9), (T.10), (1.11)) will be called a sequence of well-prepared initial
conditions. If u? is a sequence of well-prepared initial conditions, then for any ¢ > 0 there exists
a smooth solution wu. of (|1.8). The main result of the paper is the following

Theorem 1. Let (M,g) be a two dimensional closed and oriented Riemannian manifold. Let
ue be a sequence of solutions of (1.8)) with u® € HL (M) a sequence of well-prepared initial

tan
conditions. Then there exists a time T* € (0,T) (the first collision time) such that for any

€ (0,T%)

w(ue =0, 27er 0. in WIP(M)  for any p € (1, 2)
B (j(us (1) By (),
where a(t) := (a1(t), ..., an(t)) is an n-uple of distinct points such that a € H'(0, T*; M"),
a(0) = a'. Moreover, 56 H'(0,T*;Harm! (M)) and
(1.12) £(t) € L(a(t),d) foranyte (0, T7), £(0) = ¢£°.

Finally, a is a solution of the gradient flow of the renormalized energy W, namely

s %a(t) _ —%VaW(a(t),d,é(t)) for any t € (0,T"),

a(0) = a’.

Although the function W is differentiable, the definition of V,W requires some care, because
the variables (a, d, £) are not independent — they are related to each other by the constraint £ €
L(a, d). Therefore, the gradient V,W must be taken in a suitable sense. We address this
issue in Section (see in particular Lemma [3.3)). The maps a, £ are uniquely identified by
the conditions (1.12)), (1.13)) — see Corollary - 7| below. This justifies why the convergence in
Theorem [I] holds for the Whole sequence of e.
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The proof of Theorem [1] relies on the abstract scheme developed by Sandier & Serfaty in [35].
This scheme essentially consists of three main points. First of all, we need that the Ginzburg-
Landau energy, upon rescaling, I'-converges to the renormalized energy W. As anticipated, this
first point is provided by the recent results of Ignat & Jerrard ([19]). Second of all, we need a
lower bound relating the properly rescaled L? norm of dyu, with the norm of the limit velocity
a’. Finally, we need a further lower bound relating the properly rescaled L? norm of the gradient
of the Ginzburg-Landau energy with the norm of the gradient of the renormalized energy. As in
the Euclidean case, the proof of the first lower bound relies on the so-called product estimates
(see Sandier & Serfaty in [36]) which are extended to our Riemannian setting. The proof of the
second lower bound relies on the expression for the gradient of the renormalized energy in terms
of the canonical harmonic vector field, which is obtained as the limit of u.(t) along a suitable
subsequence of €. This approach is in the spirit of known results in [8] and [24], [23]. This
strategy requires a careful study of the differentiability properties of the renormalized energy W
and of the structure of its gradient with respect to the position of the vortices.

We conclude by recalling that the dynamics of Ginzburg-Landau type vortices for vector fields
on surfaces including the effects of the extrinsic geometry of R3 has been recently addressed in
the paper [14].

2. PRELIMINARY MATERIAL

2.1. Differential Geometry preliminaries. We let (M, g) be a closed (compact and without
boundary), oriented 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold with Euler characteristics x (M), Gauss
curvature x and Levi Civita connection D. We let vol, denote the 2-volume form on M induced
by the metric g and we set |g| := /|det g|. We will write B, (p) for the open geodesic ball in M
with center p € M and radius » > 0. We will use a similar notation for balls in R? as well.
However, in this paper we only consider balls B,.(0) C R? centered at the origin.

We let TM := |_| T, M the tangent bundle of M. A vector field on M is a map
xzeM

(2.1) v:M—TM, wv(x)eT,M.

We let [v], := g(v, v)/? = (v, U);/Q denote length of the vector v with respect to the metric g.
We recall that for a tensor of type (1, 1) its Riemannian norm is given by

(2.2) |Du2 := g (D, Djv)g,

(with some abuse of notation we indicate with the same symbol |-[, both the norm of a vector
and the norm of a tensor) and thus

(2.3) |Do(x)[; = |Dryv(2)[; + | Dryo()];
(2.4) (Do(z), Dw(x))g = (Dryv(x), Dryw(z))g + (Dryv(2), Dryw())g

for any vector fields v and w and any « € T, M, where {71, 72} is an orthonormal basis for T, M.

As we are interested in an evolution problem, we will need to consider the cylindrical manifold
Q :=[0, T] x M, with T" > 0. The tangent space TQ = T'([0, T] x M) is isomorphic to R & T M
and thus, any vector field in T'M can be identified with a vector field in T'Q). The cylindrical
metric gey1 is defined as

(2.5) eyl := dt* + g.

Thus, for u € TM we have that |uly = [ulg,. We let D? be the Riemannian connection
on (Q7 gcyl)~
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2.2. Differential Forms. Given an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (N, ¢) (with or without
boundary) we let T%(T'N) denote the bundle of covariant k-tensors on N. We let A*(T'N)
denote the subset consisting of alternating tensors, namely the disjoint union over p € N of the
spaces AF(T)N) of alternating covariant k-tensors on 1), N:

ANT'N) = | | AXT,N).
peEN
A differential k form (which we will often call k-form) is a section of A¥(T'N). The space of
k-differential forms on N is denoted QF(N). At each point p € M, A*(T. ];N ) has a scalar product

induced by the metric g. With some abuse of notation, we will denote it by (-,-)g. The scalar
products on TN and TN induce an isometric isomorphism bewteen TN and T7"N, denoted

b: TN — T'N, #=p"1:T'N TN

Adopting the standard convention for the indices, we can write b, # in a local coordinate sys-
tem {dz!, ..., dz"} as
Xb:gijJ dz®, w :gjkwjaik
for any vector field X and 1-form w. Here g;; are the component of the metric tensor g and gk
are the components of g~!. These isomorphisms allow us to define the Riemannian gradient of
a scalar function ¢: N — R, as Vg := (dp)7.

We let p € N. For any v € T,N, we define a linear map i, : Ak(TIS(N)) — AFHTI(N)),
called interior multiplication, as

(2.6) (Lyw) (wy, ..., wg) :=w (v, wy,...,wg), Yw€E Ak(TI;(N)).

This definition extends to differential forms and vector fields by working pointwise. More pre-
cisely, if v is a vector field and w is a k-differential form, we define the a (k — 1)-differential form
by

(27) (ivw)p = iv(p)wp.
We let
(2.8) *: QF(N) — Q" F(N)

denote the Hodge dual operator. The Hodge dual operator is linear and it is uniquely defined
by requiring that

(2.9) w A *n = (w, 1), volg

for any w € QF(N), n € Q¥(N). The Hodge dual is an isometric isomorphism QF(N) — Q7~*(N)
and it satisfies

(2.10) *xw = (—1)kMm=R)y, for any w € QF(N).
Using the Hodge x operator, we may now define the codifferential d*: QF(N) — Q¥71(N) as
(2.11) d*w = (=1)"FDH o dxw for any w € QF(N).

The differential d and the codifferential d* satisfy an “integration by parts™ if U is an open
bounded subset in M, the boundary OU is smooth (and carries the orientation induced by U),
and if n € QF1(N), ¢ € QF(N), then

(2.12) /U(dn, (), volg = /U (n, d*¢) vol, —}-/aUn/\*C.



8 GIACOMO CANEVARI AND ANTONIO SEGATTI

Equation (2.12) follows by writing d(n A %¢) = dn A *¢ + (—1)*~1n A d(x¢) and applying Stokes’
theorem. If N is closed and U = N, then (2.12]) reduces to

/N (dn, ¢), voly = /N (n, d*¢), voly.

In particular, d* is the L?-adjoint of d.

We will specialize these definitions when N = M (where M, as above, is a closed, oriented,
two-dimensional Riemannian manifold) and when N is the “space-time” cylinder = [0,7] x M,
equipped with the cylindrical metric . As we will work in the ambient space N = M most
of the time, we will denote the Hodge dual, differential and codifferential on the manifold M
simply as %, d, d*. On the other hand, the Hodge dual, differential and codifferential on the
product manifold () are denoted as *g, dg, d*Q, respectively.

Since M is 2-dimensional, the Hodge dual operator maps 0-forms (i.e., scalar functions) into 2-
forms and vice-versa, as x1 = volg, »vol; = 1. The action of x on 1-forms may be expressed in
local coordinates {z!, 2%} as

1
(2.13) *dzl = —— (g2 dat + gop dz?)

Vgl

1
(2.14) xdz? = —— (911 da! + g1o dx2)

Vldl

The Hodge dual of a 1-form may also be used to define an almost complex structure on M, that
is, a map i : TM — T'M that restricts to an isometry on each tangent plane T}, M and satisfies

(2.15) i2v+v=0
for any v € T, M. We construct such a map by imposing
(2.16) (iv, w)g = —(v, iw)g := volg(v, w)

for any v € T,M, w € T,M. Note that (iv,v)y = 0 for any v € T,M. Equation (2.16)
immediately implies

Lemma 2.1. Let (M, g) be a two-dimensional Riemannian manifold. For any vector field X on
M, there holds

(2.17) (iX) =+X".

In particular, if we take X = V1 where v» : M — R is a smooth function, and define
V14 := iV, then

(2.18) (V) = *dp.

On a 2-dimensional manifold, the codifferential d* may be written as d* = —xd*. If ¥ € Q*(M)
is a 2-form and v := xV, then

(2.19) d*0 = — % d(*xT) = — x de.
Suppose now the ambient manifold is @ := [0, 7] x M. Given a local coordinate sys-

tem {t, 2!, %}, we may write the Hodge dual of 1-forms on @ as

1
(2.20) *g dot = ﬁ(_gu dt A dazt — goo dt A da?)

g

1

(2.21) xg dr? = ——=(g11 dt A da' + gr2 dt A dz?).

vl
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In particular, let X be a Vector field on Q of the form X = X* 8k, with X* = X*(¢,z) for

k = 1,2. By Comparlng - with - -, we obtam (i; denotes the interior

multiplication by at)
(2.22) ie(xgX") = —x X"

Let ¢ : M — R be a smooth function. We let X := V1 and consider a 2-form w := wydt A da*
with wy = wi(t, ). Thanks to (2.9)), (2.22)), (2.17) and (2.7) we obtain the following identity:

wAdy = (w,*QXb)g

(2.23) - (itw,it(*QXb)>g = = (1w, X") == (i, (V20))

g
_ 8 1
- (at v 1")

2.2.1. Differential Operators. We recall the definition of a few differential operators. Throughout
this subsection, we work in the ambient manifold M. The divergence of a vector field v is defined
as the Lie derivative £, of the volume form in the direction of v, that is

(2.24) (div v)voly := L,voly, = d(i,voly)

g

As |v|3 vol, = v’ A x0”, we may equivalently write
dive = x(L,voly) = *d(x”) = —d*v”

Since d* is the L2-adjoint of d, it follows that —div is the L2-adjoint of the Riemannian gra-
dient V. Moreover, for any smooth, open set U C M and any smooth function ¢: M — R,

Equation (2.12]) implies
(2.25) /(Vgp, v)gvolg = —/ ¢ (divw) vol, +/ ¢ (v, v)y dA?
U U oUu

where v is the exterior-pointing unit normal to dU.

Given a vector field v on M, the covariant derivative Dv may be regarded as (fiber-wise linear)
operator TM — TM, which maps a tangent vector w € T, M into the tangent vector D,v €
T,M. Equivalently, the operator D maps sections of T'M into sections of Hom(T'M, TM) ~
TM ®T'M. The bundle TM ® T'M is equipped with a scalar product, as defined in (2.3)-(2.4)).
The L?-adjoint D* of D maps sections of TM ® T'M into sections of T'M, i.e. vector fields. We
define the rough Laplacian (also known as connection Laplacian or Bochner Laplacian) as

(2.26) —Ayv := D*Duv.
By definition, the rough Laplacian satisfies

(2.27) —/ (Agv, w)gvoly :/ (Dv, Dw)g4volg,
M M

for any smooth vector fields v, w on M. We can characterise more explicitely D*, and hence A,
in terms of the covariant derivative D. Let u, v, w be smooth vector fields. Since the covariant
derivative is compatible with the metric, we have

(Dyu, v)g = d(u, v)g(w) — (u, Dyv)g = div ((u, v)qw) — (u, v)gdivw — (u, Dyv)y

Therefore, for any smooth open set U C M,

(2.28) /(Dwu, v)gvoly = / (u, v)g (w, v)y dIT — / (u, v)gdivwvol, — / (u, Dyyv)q voly
U ou U

U
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In particular, D} = —D,, — divw. Comparing ([2.27)) with (2.28]), we obtain an expression for
Ay in terms of an orthonormal tangent frame {71, m}:

(2.29) —Agu=D; Dru=—Dy Dyu— (divry)Dru = —Dp, Dyu+ Dp, rou

(the last equality is obtained by differentiating the orthonormality conditions (74, 7k)g = dnk)-
We will consider another notion of Laplacian, that is, the Hodge Laplacian for differential
forms. The Hodge Laplacian of a k-form w is defined as

(2.30) —Aw := (dd* + d*d) w.
Thanks to (2.12]), the Hodge Laplacian satisfies

—/ (Aw, ¢)gvol, = / ((dw, d¢)g + (d*w, d*()4) vol,
M M

for any smooth k-forms w, ¢. In particular, a form w is harmonic (i.e., Aw = 0) if and only if
dw = 0 and d*w = 0. However, the rough Laplacian and the Hodge Laplacian do not coincide: in
general, (Ayv)” # Av’. (In fact, we have the Weitzenbock identity (Ayv)” — Av” = Av®, where A
is an operator of order zero depending on the curvature of M.)

2.2.2. Connection 1-form. Let U C M be an open set and let 7, 70 be smooth vector fields on U.
We say that {71, 72} is an orthonormal, positvely oriented, tangent frame on U — or simply a
moving frame — if

(2.31) (75 Tk) , = Ojks and volg(Ti,72) =1 on U.
The connection 1-form associated with {71, 72} is defined by
(2.32) A(v) := (11, Do), -
for any smooth vector field v on U. Note that the following holds

A(v) = = (12, Dy71),
Since {71, 72} are orthonormal, we get that
(2.33) Dy = —A(w)re  Dy1o = A(v)T1.
The connection 1-form satisfies
(2.34) dA = kvoly,

where r is the Gauss curvature of M (see for instance [16, Proposition 2, p. 92|). We let A be
the vector field (sometimes called spin connection)

(2.35) A:=A"  namely AJ:= %A,
By possibily modifying the frame {71, 72}, we can always assume (see [38, Lemma 6.1]) that

(2.36) divA =0

2.3. Special coordinate systems and the Ginzburg-Landau energy in coordinate.
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2.3.1. Normal coordinates. We recall that the exponential map Exp,: T,M — M at a point p €
M is defined by
Exp,(v) == (1) for any v € T, M,

where 7,0 R — M is the unique geodesic such that 7,,(0) = p, 7,,(0) = v. As M is
compact and smooth, there exists a number §, > 0 (the injectivity radius of M) such that,
for any 6 € (0, d«), Exp, restricts to a diffeomorphism from Bs;(0) C T,M to its image,
Bs(p) := Exp,(Bs(0)) € M. Bs(p) is the geodesic ball in M of center p and radius 6. We
choose an orthonormal, positively oriented basis {€1, é2} of T,,M and consider the isomorphism
E:R?2 - T,M, E(x',2?) := 2'é¢; + 2%65. Then, we define the geodesic normal coordinates
centered at p as the map
®:=E ' oExp,': Bs(p) — R%.

We have ®(Bs(p)) = Bs(0) C R2. The metric tensor g, written in geodesic normal coordinates,
satisfies

(2.37) gjk(x) = 0k + O(|a:|2> and detg(x) =1+ O<|x|2> ,
(2.38) Ve~ (2)] = O(|z])

for any x € Bs(0). Moreover,

(2.39) 9i5(0) = &4 and 0;det g(0) =0 VY,
(2.40) I'7;(0) and O9:;(0) =0 i, j, k.

In particular, from we deduce that the coordinates fields % verify
(2.41) div <8(Z]> (0)=0 Vji=1,2.

When working with the cylindrical manifold @ := [0, T] x M, we will often use the coordinate
system given by

(2.42) ®g = (Id, ®) : [0,T] x Bs(p) — [0, T] x R?,  Dg(t, z) = (t, D(x))
We have ( (q)él)* denotes the pullback)

(2.43) (@51 (voly A dt) = (1 +O(|x|2)) da Adt.

2.3.2. The Ginzburg-Landau energy in geodesic coordinates. Given a vector field u, locally defined
on an open subset of u, we will introduce a convenient representation of w in terms of geodesic
coordinates and express the Ginzburg-Landau energy of u in terms of geodesic coordinates. For
simplicity, we consider time-independent vector fields, but the same argument applies verbatim
to vector fields that depend on time as well. Let Bs(p) be a geodesic ball in M, with § small
enough, so that the geodesic coordinates ®: Bs(p) — R? are well-defined. Let {71, 7} be an
orthonormal, positively oriented tangent frame on Bs(p). We may choose the frame in such a
way that the associated connection 1-form A (see (2.32))) satisfies

(2.44) A(p) =0

(see e.g. |38, Lemma 6. 1]) This implies

(2.45) | A( ‘ = O(|x]) for any x € Bs(0) C R?.
Let u € HL,(Bs(p)) be a vector field. We write

u=u'm +u?m
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L u?. We define a map v = (v!,v?): Bs(0) C R? — R? by

R (z) == uF (@ (x))

for some scalar functions u

for z € Bs(0), k =1, 2, so that
(2.46) u(®(2)) = v!(2) 7 (®(x)) + v () 7o (P(x)) for any = € Bs(0).

We denote with |-| and (-,-) the norm and the scalar product in R?, respectively. Moreover, we
denote with V the usual (Euclidean) derivative in R2.

Lemma 2.2. If {11, 72} is an orthonormal tangent frame that satisfies (2.45)), then

[Du@ @)]2 = (1+ O(2)) IVe(@) + O(o(=)]?)
for any x € B;(0).

Proof. We compute the covariant derivatives of u with respect to 71, 72. Thanks to (2.33)), we
obtain

Dyu= Dy (u'm +u?r) = (du' (1) + v A(n)) 71 + (du?(11) — u' A(11)) 7
Dru= Dy, (u'm +u’n) = (du'(r2) + W2 A(m)) 71 + (du?(r2) — ut A(m2)) 72
As the frame {71, 72} is orthonormal, we deduce
|Dul? = |Dryul? + [Dryul? = |dut (71) + u2A(m) | + |du?(r1) — ut A(m)|?
+ ‘dul(Tg) + u2.,4(7'2)’2 + ‘d’LLQ(TQ) — UIA(TQ)’2
and, by expanding the squares,

2
2 2
(2.47) | Dul? = |du' |, + |du?|) + VAR [ul2 + 2 (u? du! (1) — u! du®(2)) Alm)
k=1
The last term in the right-hand side of (2.47) may be estimated as
2

Z (u2 dul (7,) — o' dUQ(Tk)) A(Ti)

k=1

S \A\E (‘dul‘i + ‘dug‘i) + ]u\z

Therefore, we obtain
Dull = (1+0(AR)) (law' [} + [au?[}) + O(ul?)

By writing the right-hand side in terms of v, and applying (2.37)), (2.38]) and (2.45)), the lemma
follows. O

We consider the Ginzburg-Landau energy density

(2.48) ) = 5 IDu2 + 5 (w2 1)
and its Euclidean counterpart

(2.49) e.(v) = yw + <|v\ - 1) .
Lemma [2.2] implies

(2:50) eo(w) (07 (@) = (1+0(laP)) (v) () + O(lv()P)



DYNAMICS OF VORTICES ON SURFACES 13

for any x € Bs(0) = ®(Bs(p)). Therefore, the Ginzburg-Landau energy on the ball Bs(p) may
be written as

(2.51) /B ( )eg(u)volg =(1+ 0(52))/

Bs(0)

()@ + O(v(@)P)) da

2.4. Functional spaces. For functions u : M — R, the Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces LP(M)
and W1P(M) are defined as in [4]. The dual space of W1P(M) is
1 1
WP (M) = (Wl’q(M))/, Z4Z =1,
p q

In particular, for a (measure-valued) 2-form we set

illw—rpary := sup { /M fu: FEWMM), || fllwiaqan < 1}.

When dealing with vector fields, for p € [1, +00) we set

(2.52) L2 (M) := {v M TM: o(z) € T.M, |o|, € LP(M)} :
(2.53) WP (M) = {v M TM: o(z) € T,M, |v],+|Dul, € Lp(M)} ,

tan(M) =
WE2(M) and we recall that smooth vector fields are indeed dense in WLP(M), see [19, Lemma
5.1].

The Nash-Moser embedding [29] gives an isometric embedding j: (M, g) — (Re, (-, -)Re).

Therefore, we define

where the covariant derivative D is understood in the distributions sense. We set H}

(2.54) H'(a, b; M) := {v € H'(a, b; RY) : v(t) € j(M) for any t € (a, b)}

With some abuse of notation we will identify M with j(M) C R".
The Riemannian manifold (M, g) is indeed also a metric space. Given two points P and @ in
M, the (Riemannian) distance between P and @ is

(2.55) disty(P, Q) :=inf {L,, 7: [a,b] = M is piecewise smooth, v(a) = P, v(b) = Q},

where

b
(2.56) L, := / 1Y (t)]g dt.

is the lenght of the piecewise smooth curve ~ : [a,b] — M.
Given a curve v : [a,b] — M, we define its metric derivative (see [3]) as

(2.57) ], () = - dist, (’y(ti—:—‘ h),~(t))

)

provided this limit exists. For a curve v € H!(a, b; M), the metric derivative exists at almost
every point and belongs to L?(a, b), as expressed by the following

Proposition 2.3 (Metric derivative). Let (M, g) be a closed oriented 2-dimensional Riemannian
manifold. Let ~y: [a, ] — M be a measurable curve. Then v € H'(a,b; M) if and only if there
exists m € L%(a,b) such that

t
(2.58) distg (y(t),v(s)) < / m(r)dr for any s,t witha < s <t <b.
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In this case, the limit (2.57)) exists for almost any t € (a,b), the function t — ||, (t) belongs to
L?(a,b) and is such that
|’y'}g (t) <mf(t), fora.a. te(a,b)

for each function m € L?(a,b) satisfying (2.58). Moreover, there holds
(2.59) "y/’g (t) = "y/(tﬂg a.e. in (a,b).

Proof. The proof that implies that the metric derivative exists for almost any ¢ and belongs
to L?(a,b) is in [3, Theorem 1.1.2]. It is easy to prove that any v € H'(a, b; M) satisfies
(take m(t) = [7/(?)], and use (2.55)). We claim that a measurable curve v: [a, b] — M that
satisfies belongs to H'(a,b; M). Let v: [a, ] — M be a measurable curve that satis-
fies . We have vy € L?(a, b; M) because M is compact. Let h € (0, b—a). Equation
and the Hélder inequality imply

t+h
distg(y(t), y(t+ h)) < h/t m?(r) dr

for any t € (a, b — h). By Fubini’s theorem, we deduce

/:HL dist2(y(t), y(t + b)) dt < h/:h (/;M m?(r) dr) dt = h? /ab m2(r) dr

Therefore, identifying M with j(M) C R’ we deduce that

b+h b
/ |y(t) — y(t + h)h%ge dt < h2/ m2(7") dr

for any h > 0. This implies v € H'(a, b; M) [L1].

Finally, we show (2.59). Let v € H'(a, b; M). Let s € (a, b) be a Lebesgue point for the
distributional derivative 4/, such that the metric derivative [y'[, (s) < +oc. Let o > 0 be smaller
than the injectivity radius of M. Let I(s) be a neighborhood of s such that for ¢ € I(s) there holds
v(t) € Bs(7(s)). (Such a neighborhood exists because 7 is continuous, by Sobolev embeddings.)
We consider geodesic normal coordinates centered in (s) and we let, for ¢ € I(s), ¥(t) € R? be
the representation of y(¢) in this coordinates (see Subsection [2.3.1]). In particular, 7(s) = (0, 0).
By definition of geodesic normal coordinates, for any t € I(s) there exists a unique geodesic of
endpoints 7(s) and «(t), which is represented in normal coordinates by a straight line segment
of endpoints 7(s) = (0, 0) and 7(t). Moreover, by Gauss’ lemma, geodesic normal coordinates
are a radial isometry. Therefore, we have

disty (y(t), v(s)) = [7(t) g2 -
Then,

. distg(y(t), v(s)) lim RO 15 (s)|
R2

/ _
"Y ‘9 (s)_t—>s ‘t—S‘ e ‘t—S‘ N

and, since geodesic normal coordinates centered at (s) map isometrically T, sM into R2,
17 (8)|g2 = [7'(s)],- This completes the proof. O

2.5. Index and vorticity of a vector field. We recall the definitions of index and vorticity of
a vector field (see also [19, Section 1.2]). To every isolated zero p € M of a smooth vector field u
we can associate an integer number, called the index of u at p, in the following way. Let § > 0 be
a small parameter, such that the ball Bs(p) does not contain any zero of u other than p. Using
normal geodesic coordinates, we may represent u by a map v: Bs(0) C R? — R? as in .
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We have |v| = |u[, > 0 on 9V and hence, the map v/ [v[ : 95(0) — St is well-defined and smooth.
We define the index of u at p as the topological degree of v/ |v| on Bs(p),

v

(2.60) ind(u, 0Bs(p)) := deg < 0Bs(p), Sl>

o’
We have used geodesic normal coordinates for convenience only; the index is actually independent
of the choice of the coordinate system, because the degree is invariant by composition with
(orientation-preserving) diffeomorphisms. If U C M is an open bounded set, u is a smooth
vector field with finitely many zeros in U and u(z) # 0 for any = € OU, we define

(2.61) ind(u,0U) := > ind(u, dBs(p))

pEu~1(0)
where ¢ > 0 is such that the balls Bs(p) (with p € u=1(0)) are pairwise disjoint. The topological
degree and the index of a vector field can defined for maps and vector fields with Sobolev or
VMO regularity (see [9], [L0] and [12]).

There is an equivalent definition of the index, in terms of the so-called vorticity measure, which
is more convenient for our purposes. We give the definition directly in terms of vector fields with
Sobolev regularity. For a vector field u € H{ (M) (or, more generally, u € tha’g (M)nLL (M)
with % + % = 1) we define the 1-form

(2.62) Jj(u) = (Du, iu)g.

(The map i: TM — TM is defined in , ) We define the vorticity measure as the
2-form

(2.63) w(u) = dj(u) + kvolg,

where k is the Gauss curvature of M. If U C M is open with smooth boundary, U’ is a

neighbourhood of U and u € th’p(U’) NLL (U') is such that lul, > 1/2 a.e. in a neighbourhood

an tan

of OU, we define the index of v on QU as

(2.64) ind(u, OU) := % </8U ‘7‘572) +/Ufivolg>

If, additionally, |u] g=1on OU, then by Stokes’ theorem we obtain

(2.65) ind(u, 0U) = - < /a i+ /U fwolg> - /U w(u).

If u is smooth with finitely many zeroes in U, the index as defined in agrees with .
Indeed, take an orthonormal, positively oriented tangent frame {71, 72} defined in a neighbour-
hood of U. (Such a frame exists, see e.g. [19, Lemma 6.1].) By lifting results, we may write u
as
u = p((cosO)r1 + (sinf)s) on 9U,

where p := |u] g and 6: OU — R is a function that is smooth except for, at most, one jump
discontinuity on each connected component of QU. We may compute j(u) in terms of p and 6,
as

(2.66) j(u) = p? (d — A)

where A is the connection 1-form of {71, 72}, defined in (2.32). Equation (2.66]) shows that d6
can be extended smoothly to OU, even if 0 is discontinuous. The index of u, as defined in (2.64)),



16 GIACOMO CANEVARI AND ANTONIO SEGATTI

can be written as

ind(u, 0U) = </8U(d9—,4) —1—/U/<cvolg) = </8U d@—i—/[](—dA—i-/ivolg))

37 1
-/ 10
U

T o
We write I'y, ..., T', for the connected components of OU; each I'y is given the orientation
induced by U. Then, we deduce

P
ind(u, OU) = _ deg(e”, T, S')
k=1

and follows, by additivity of the degree.

The definitions and apply to Euclidean vector fields as well. If u: R? — R? is
smooth, then

w(u) = dj(u) = 2(det Vu) dzt A dz?.

and thus, if U C R? open, simply connected, with Lipschitz boundary and |u| = 1 on 9U, we
have

ind(u,0U) = 1/Udj(u) = 1/UdetVudx = deg(u, OU, S1).

2 T

3. THE RENORMALIZED ENERGY AND ITS GRADIENT

First, we set some notation and we recall some results from [19]. Let n € Z, n > 1. We denote
n-uples of points in M as a = (aq, ..., a,) and n-uples of integer numbers as d = (dy, ..., dy).
We restrict our attention to the pairs (a, d) in the ‘admissible class’

(3.1) "= q(a,d) € M" xZ": aj # aj, for any j # k and Zdj:X(M)
j=1

For any (a, d) € &/", we consider the (unique) 2-form ¥ = W(a, d) that satisfies

—AV =27 Z dj 0a; — Kkvoly
(3.2) j=1

/\I/—O
M

Here k is the Gauss curvature of M. The right-hand side of the equation for AW has zero average,
due to the Gauss-Bonnet theorem and the assumption that 2?21 d;j = x(M). As a consequence,

has a unique solution. Moreover, elliptic regularity theory implies that ¥U(a, d) € thalg (M)
for any p € (1, 2). Let
X(M)

2
be the genus of M, and let Harm! (M) be the space of harmonic 1-forms on M. By Hodge theory,
Harm! (M) is a real vector space of dimension 2g. We equip Harm!(M) with the L? norm (but
any other norm would do, since Harm! (M) is finite-dimensional).

gi=1-

Definition 3.1. Let (a,d) € @™ and ¢ € Harm!(M). We say that a vector field u, is a
canonical harmonic field for (a, d, €) if u, € Wit (M), |u.(z)| = 1 for a.e. € M and

tan
(33) () = d"W(a, d) + €
where ¥(a, d) is defined by (j3.2).
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Remark 3.1. A vector field u, € tha’lll (M) is canonical harmonic (for some (a, d, §)) if and only
if |us] =1 a.e. in M,

dj(us) = 27erj5aj — Kvolg, d*j(us) = 0.
j=1

Not any triple (a, d, {) admits a canonical harmonic field. Ignat and Jerrard [19, Theorem 2.1]
characterised the values of (a, d, ) that admit a canonical harmonic field; we recall their re-
sult. We say that a set L C Harm!(M) is an affine lattice if there exists a linear, invertible
map «: Harm!(M) — R?® and a vector b € R?8 such that o(L) = Z*® + b.

Theorem 3.1 ([19]). For any (a, d) € @™, there exists an affine lattice L(a, d) C Harm® (M)
such that a canonical harmonic field for (a, d) exists if and only if

£ € L(a, d)

Moreover,

(i) the canonical harmonic field for (a, d, §) is essentially unique: any two canonical har-
monic fields uy, u* for (a, d, &) satisfy u* = (cos B)ux +i(sin 5)us for some constant B €
R;

(ii) any canonical harmonic field for (a, d, §) belongs to tha’g(M) for any p € (1, 2) and is
smooth in M\ {ai, ..., an}.

Actually, Ignat and Jerrard’s result is stronger: it provides a characterisation of L(a, d) in
terms of ¥(a, d) (we will recall it later on, in Section and shows that L(a, d) depends
continuously on (a, d), in a suitable sense.

Given (a,d) € @™ and £ € L(a, d), let u, be the (essentially unique) canonical harmonic
field for (a, d, £). We define the (intrinsic) renormalized energy of (a, d, §) as

1 n
(3.4) Wi(a, d, &) := lim / |Du*\§ volg — 7 E dj? llog p|
2 )i\, By(ay) =

p—0

It can be proved that the limit in exists and is finite. What is more, Ignat and Jerrard [19]
Proposition 2.4] gave a characterisation of W in terms of the Green function for the Laplace-
Beltrami operator on M, thus extending earlier results by Bethuel, Brezis and Hélein [§] in the
Euclidean setting. Let Vol(M) := [, voly. Let

G:{(z,yye MxM:x#y} - R

be the Green function for the Laplace-Beltrami operator, i.e. the unique function such that

volg

Vol(M)

—A(G(z, y)voly) = &, —

/ G(z, y)volg(x) =0
M
for any y € M. The function G may be decomposed as

where H € C*(M x M) and

n 9'(M)
(3.5)

1
(3.7) Go(z, y) = ~5 log dist, (z, y) if disty(z, y) is small enough
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(see e.g. [, Chapter 4.2]). We also define the function ¥y: M — R by
2m x (M)

—AY0 = R

/ ’l,Z)oVOlg =0
M

By the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, the right-hand side of this equation has zero average, so the
solution exists and is unique. By comparing (3.2)), (3.5 and (3.8)), we deduce

(3.8)

(3.9) U(a, d) =27 »_d; G(:, aj)voly + thgvol,
j=1

Ignat and Jerrard [19, Proposition 2.4| proved the following
Proposition 3.2. For any (a, d) € @™ and any £ € L(a, d), there holds

Wi(a, d, &) =4r> > d;jdpGlay, ap) + 27 Y (wdiH(az, aj) + djibo(ay))

1<j<k<n

7j=1
1 2 1 2
+ 2/M €12 vol, + 2/M dago 2 vol,

The goal of this section is to compute the gradient of the renormalized energy W with respect
to a. However, the very definition of the gradient requires some care, because the set L£(a, d)
of admissible values for £ depends on (a, d), so the variables a, d and & are not independent.
Therefore, our first task is to make sure that the gradient VW is well-defined.

Lemma 3.3. For any (a, d) € @™ and any £ € L(a, d), there exists an open neighbourhood U
of a in M™ and a unique smooth map Z: U — Harm! (M) such that Z(a) = ¢ and

E(b) € L(b, d)
foranyb e U.
Lemma [3.3] allows us to interpret the gradient VoW with respect to a in a non-ambiguous
way: for any (a, d) € &/" and any £ € L(a, d), we define
(3.10) VaW(a, d, §) := Vp, W(b, d, Z(b))|p=a

where = is the map given by Lemma The gradient VW is well-defined now, because Propo-
sition and Lemma imply that the map b — W (b, d, Z(b)) is differentiable (and even
smooth). As it turns out, VaW can characterised in terms of canonical harmonic fields. Given
(a,d) € &", a= (a1, ..., ay), we consider geodesic balls B, (a;) of center a; and radius n > 0
small enough, so that the closed balls Bn(aj) are pairwise disjoint. We denote by v the exterior
unit normal to 9B, (a;).

Proposition 3.4. Let (a,d) € &/ and ¢ € L(a, d). Let u, € Wiit(M) be the (essentially

tan

unique) canonical harmonic field for (a, d, §). Let j € {1, ..., n} be fized, and let e be a smooth
vector field defined in a neighbourhood U of a;, such that
(3.11) dive(a;) =0 in U.
Then, we have
. 1 2 1_ .
71)13% S ((Deu*, Dyuy)g 5 | Dusly (v, e)g> A" = (Vo, W (a, d, f),e(a]))g
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In the Euclidean setting, i.e. when M is a domain in R?, an even stronger statement holds:
if e € R? is a constant, then

/ ((Deu*, Dyuy) — 1 | Duy|? (v, e)) A" = (Vo,W(a, d), e)
OBy (a;) 2

for any n > 0 small enough (see e.g. [8, Theorem VII.4, Theorem VIIL.3| and [24, Theorem 5.1]).
In our setting, we need to take the limit as n — 0 to compensate for curvature effects.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition [3.4 We distinguish two cases,
according to the genus of M.

3.1. The case g = 0. First, we suppose that M has genus g = 0, that is, M is diffeomorphic
to a sphere (although the Riemannian metric on M is arbitrary). In this case, the problem
simplifies because Harm!(M) = 0, so W is a function of (a, d) only, W = W(a, d). Let us
fix (a, d) € @". Let ¥(a, d) be the 2-form defined by (3.2)). For any j € {1, ..., n}, we define
the auxiliary function S;: M — R as

(3.12) 8j = +U(a, d) — 27d;G(, a;) B 2r S dG(, ap) + w0
oy

The function S; is smooth in a neighbourhood of a; and hence, it may be interpreted as the
‘regular part’ of x¥(a, d) near a;.

By Equation , we know that the Green function G may be decomposed into a ‘singular
part’, which blows up logarithmically near the diagonal of M x M, and a ‘regular part’ H €
CY(M x M). Since G is symmetric in x and y (see e.g. [4, Theorem 4.13]), we deduce

H(z,y) = H(y, =)

for any x € M, y € M such that disty(z, y) is small enough. As a consequence, in case z = v,
the gradients of H with respect to each argument are equal:

(3.13) V.H(z, ) =V,H(z, )
We will write VH (z, x) := V,H(z, ) = V,H(z, x).
Lemma 3.5. For any j € {1, ..., n}, we have
Vo, W(a, d) = 2xd; (VSj(a;) + 2rd; VH(aj, a;))

Proof. Let j be fixed, and let a* := (aj)xx;. By Proposition we may write the renormalized
energy as

W(a, d) = 47> d; > dy, G(aj, ax) + 2md; vo(ay) + 2n°d; H(ay, a;) + C(a”),
K]

where C'(a*) is a suitable function of a*, which does not depend on a;. Using the definition of S;,
i.e. Equation (3.12), we may also write

(3.14) W(a, d) = 2nd; (S;(a;) + 7d; H(aj, a;)) + C(a”)
It only remains to differentiate (3.14)) with respect to a;. For any « € M, we have

Vo (H(z, 2)) = VoH(z, 2) + VyH(z, y) %22 2V H(z, z)

and hence, the lemma follows. O
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Proof of Proposition[3.4. Let e be a smooth, divergence-free vector field, defined in a neighbour-
hood of a;. Let
1
I (u.) (ay) = / (Dyie, Do)y d A" — / D2 (v, €), A"
0By (aj) 9Bn(a;)

The definition (2.62)) of j(u,) implies, via standard computations, that \Du*|§ = |j(u*)|§, Jluy) =
d*¥ and Dyu, = j(us)(v) ius for any smooth vector field v. Moreover, j(u,) = d¥(a, d) by
Definition For simplicity, we write ¥ instead of ¥(a, d) from now on. Then, we have

1
(3.15) I () (a5) = / 4 W) () A — / W2 (v, €)y A
9By (a;) 9By (a;)
Now,
. B-12)
d'V = —xd(xV) =" —*d(S; +27nd;G(-,a;))
and thus
(3.16) |d*W[7 = [d(S; + 27d;G (-, a5))|; = [V(S; + 2md; G-, a5)) ]

= |VSjl; +4md} VG (-, aj)[; + 4nd; (VS;, VG(, ;)
On the other hand, for any vector field X we have

d*U(X) = — % d(S; + 2nd;G(-, ) (X) B2 —(iV(S; + 27d;G (-, a;)), X)

= (V(S; + 2nd;G(-, a)), i X)

because in the tangent plane at each point, i is a rotation and its adjoint is equal to ™1 = —i.

As a consequence,
d*¥(v)d*U(e) = Vi (S + 27d;G(z, a;)) Vie(S; + 21d;G(z, a;))
(3.17) = Vi, Sj(-) VieS;() + 27md; Vi, S () VieG(-, aj)
+27d; Vi G (-, a5) VieSj () + 4n%d3 Vi, G (-, a;) VieG(-, a;)

We write the Green function G in the form (3.6)). For ease of notation, we let L; := log dist4(-, a;)
and Hj := H(-, a;), so that
21d;G(-, aj) = —djL; + 2nd; H;
The equations (3.16) and (3.17]) imply respectively
5.18) AW = |VS;2 + dF [VL,|2 + 4x°d] |V H,|
' —drd? (VL;, VH;)g — 2d; (VS;j, VL;)g + 4nd; (VS;, VHj),

and
d*\l/(l/) d*\I’(e) = VZ-,,SJ- VieSj — dj viusj vieL]’ + 27de VZ‘VS]' VZ-EH]-
(3_19) — dj Vi,/Lj Vz-eSj + 27de Vi,/Hj VieSj + d]2 viij Vl-eLj
— 27Td§ Vi,,Lj VieHj — 27Td]2- Vinj Vl'eLj + 47T2dj2~ VZ',,HJ' vieHj
The function H is of class C! in M x M and, by Equation (3.12), S; is smooth in a neighbourhood

of a;. In particular, both VH; and V§; are locally bounded around a;. Therefore, we can write
Equations (3.18) and (3.18)) as

(3.20) |02 = a3 |[VL;|2 — 2d;(V(S; + 2nd; Hj), VL) + O(1)
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and
(3.21) d*U(v) d*V(e) = di Vi Lj VieL; — dj Vi (S; + 2md; H;) Vie L
. —dj VZ'VL]' Vie(Sj +27deHj) —|—O(1)
respectively. Gauss’ lemma implies that

) V disty(+, a;) v
3.22 V (logdistg(-, a;)) = —

@2 Ve dsab W)= G ey T (0

so on the circle 0By (a;) we have VL; = v/n, V;,L; =0 and

in By(a;) \ {a;j}

*\7y |2 d? 2d]
d.
(3.24) d*¥(v)d*¥(e) = —#Vi,,(Sj +2md; Hj) (v, ie) + O(1)
By substituting (3.23)), (3.24) in (3.15]), we obtain
d.
In(u*)(aj) =—1 Viy(ls’j + 27'(de]') (l/, ie)g d%l
n 0By (a;)
dA
(3.25) + 2 V., (S; + 2md;H;) (v, €), d#*
1 JoBy(aj)
2
d;

S — v, €)gdAt +0(n
o2 8Bn(%)( )g (n)

The properties of ¢ imply (v, ie), = —(iv, e)4 and thus
— Vi (S + 2nd;Hj) (v, ie)g + V(S + 2nd;Hj) (v, )4
= (VV(S] + 27deHj)V, e)g + (VW(SJ + QdeHj)’iV, €)g = (V(Sj + 27deHj), e)g.
Moreover, by integrating by parts in the last term of (3.25)) (see (2.25))), we obtain
(3.27) / (v, )y d A" = / (dive) vol, = O(n®),
0Bn(aj) Bn(aj)

because |dive| = O(n) in By(a;) as dive(a;) = 0 (recall (3.11])) and dive is smooth. Combin-
ing (3.25)), (3.27) and (3.26)), we deduce

d.
(3.28) I, (us)(ay) = J/ ( )ve(sj+2wdjﬂj)djf1+0(n)
0By (a;

(3.26)

n
and, since H1 (0B, (a;)) = 27+ O(n?) (see e.g. [39, Proposition 10]), we conclude that

(3.29) Y, Iy (us)(a;) = 2md; (VSj(a;) + 2md;V H(aj, a;), e(a;)),

The result follows by Lemma [3.5] O

3.2. The case g > 0. When g > 0, the very definition of V,W requires some care, as the
variables (a, d, &) are not independent — they are related to each other by the constraint £ €
L(a, d). Our first task is to prove Lemma which allows us to define VoW unambigously.
First of all, we recall some results from [I9] which characterise L(a, d). We choose closed,
simple, geodesic curves i, ..., 724 in M whose homology classes generate the first homology
group Hi(M; 7). (Such curves exist; see e.g. [19, Lemma 5.2]). Then, the map

(3.30) o: Harm!(M) — R, ap(&):= | ¢ forke{l,..., 2g}
Vi
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is linear and invertible, essentially becuase of Hodge theory and de Rham’s theorem (for a detailed
argument, see [19, Lemma 5.2|). Let (a, d) € &/™. Suppose first that for any j and k, the curve
does not contain the point a;. For any k, we choose an orthogonal tangent frame {7, 721}
defined in a neighbourhood of 7. Let Aj be the connection 1-form induced by {7y, 721}, as

in . We define
(3.31) Ck(a, d) = / (d*U(a, d) + Ag) for ke {1, ..., 2g},
T

where U(a, d) is the 2-form defined by (3.2). The number (x(a, d) depends on A, and hence
on the choice of the frame. However, if A} is another connection arising from a different frame,
then

/ A= | A mod 27
T T

(see [19, Lemma 6.2]). Therefore, ¢ is well-defined (and, as it turns out, continuous) as a
map (: @™ — (R/27Z)?. If for some j and k the curve v, contains a;, then we consider a small
perturbation Ag of 4, which is still a smooth, closed, simple curve, is homologous to ~; but
avoids all the points a;. We define (j(a, d) by integrating over \; instead of ;. The set L(a, d)
in Theorem is defined in terms of a and L(a, d), as follows:

(3.32) L(a, d) := {¢ € Harm'(M): a(€) + ((a, d) € (27Z)*%}

Now, we proceed towards the proof of Lemma|3.3] For any a € M and any v € T, M, we consider
the function o(-, a, v): M\ {a} — R,

(3.33) o(x, a,v) = (V.,G(z, a), v) forx € M\ {a}

(where V,G denotes the gradient of the Green function with respect to its second argument).
The function o(-, a, v) is harmonic, and hence smooth, in M \ {a}. Indeed, let B, (a) be a small
geodesic disk centered at a, and let v: (=4, §) = M be a smooth curve with v(0) = a, v'(0) = v.
Since the Green function G is smooth away from the diagonal of M x M, for any n > 0 we have

G('? V(t)) — G(? CL)
t
However, the function G(-, v(t)) — G(-, a) is harmonic in M \ B,(a) for ¢ small enough. By

taking the (distributional) Laplacian in both sides of (3.34)), we deduce that o(-, a, v) is harmonic
in M\ By(a).

(3.34)

—o(-, a, v) in CY(M \ B,(a)) ast—0

Lemma 3.6. For any (a,d) € &/, there exists an open neighbourhood V of a in M"™ such
that the map V. — (R/27Z)?, b — ((b, d) has a smooth lifting V. — R28, which we still
denote ((-, d) by abuse of notation. Moreover, for any j € {1, ..., n}, any k € {1, ..., 2g} and
any v € Ty; M, there holds

(Va,Cr(a, d), v)g = —2md,; / *do(-, aj, v)

T
where o (-, a;, v) ts defined by (3.33).

Proof. Let (a, d) € &/™ be fixed. As we observed before, up to a perturbation we may assume
that for each k and j, the curve v, does not contain a;. We take a small open neighbourhood V'
of ain M™ such that V' x {d} C &/™ — that is, for any b = (b1, ..., b,) € V, the points b; are
distinct; this is possible because the points a; themselves are distinct. By taking V' small enough,
we can also make sure that for any k, j and any b € V, ~;, does not contain b;. For each k, we fiz
an orthonormal tangent frame defined in a neighbourhood of 4 and let A be the corresponding
connection 1-form. Then, Equation defines unambigously a map b € V s ((b, d) € R%.
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We claim that this map is smooth. By writing ¥(a, d) in terms of the Green function, as in (3.9),
and observing that d*(fvoly) = — *d « (fvoly) = —xdf for any function f, we obtain

(3.35) Ce(b ——2de / *dG(- b)—/ wdipo + [ Ap

Tk Tk

where 1 is the smooth function defined by (3.8 . Since we have assumed that the curves v do
not contain any point b; for b € V', the Green function G(-, b;) is smooth in both its arguments,
and the smoothness of Ck follows.

Let j € {1, ..., n} be fixed. To compute the derivative of V,(, we fix a vector v € T,, M
and take a smooth curve v: (=9, §) — M such that y(0) = aj, 7¥/(0) = v. Let b(t) =
(a1, ..., aj—1, ¥(t), @j+1, - .., ap). By smoothness of G, we have

G0, ) B —ang &

(3-34)
dG(-, v(t)) =" —2nd,; do(-. a:
dt|t:0 ]dt|t:O * (77( )) ™ ][m* U(,a],’l))

and the lemma follows. O

Proof of Lemma[3.3 Let (a, d). By Lemma , there exists an open neighbourhood V of a
in M™ such that the function (-, d): V' — R*9 is smooth. Let £ € L(a, d). We need to find a
neighbourhood U C V of a and a smooth map Z: U — Harm! (M) such that Z(a) = ¢ and

(3.36) aZ(b) +((b,d) € (27Z)*®  forany b e U

Here « is the linear map defined by (3.30). (Equation (3 is equivalent to Z(b) € L(b, d),
due to ([3.32).) As (277)?9 is discrete, (3.36) is equivalent to require that b — aZ(b) + ((b, d)

be constant, that is

(3.37) aZ(b) + ((b, d) = af + ((a, d) for any b € U
Since « is invertible [I9, Lemma 5.2|, the existence, uniqueness and regularity of a map =
satisfying (3.37)) follow by the implicit function theorem. O
Remark 3.2. For any index j € {1, ..., n} and any v 6 T ;M , the directional derivative = uj ap =
(Vq,;E(a), v), may be computed by dlfferentlatlng

Ejay = —at (VajC(a, d), v)g
Recalling the definition of «, i.e. Equation (3.30), and Lemma we deduce that E;',ayv €

Harm! (M) is the unique harmonic 1-form that satisfies
(3.38) / 2 aw = — (Va;G(a, d), v)g = 27de/ *do(-, aj, v)
Yk Vi

for any k € {1, ..., 2g}. This characterisation will be useful in the proof of Proposition

Before we proceed to the proof of Proposition we point out a few consequences of

Lemma B.3

Corollary 3.7. Let (a°, d) € @™ and £° € L£(a%, d). Then, the following properties hold.
(i) For any continuous map a: [0, T| — M™ such that a(0) = a° and (a(t), d) € @™ for
any t, there exists a unique continuous map &: [0, T] — Harm'(M) such that

(3.39) £(t) € L(a(t),d) foranyt € [0, T], €(0) = €0
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(ii) The (forward-in-time) Cauchy problem

d 1
a0 = ——VaW(a(t), d, £))

(3.40) £(t) € L(a(t), d)

a(0)=a’,  £(0)=¢"
has a unique mazimal solution (a, &), defined in an interval [0, t*).
Proof. Let U C M™ be a neighbourhood of a® and Z: U — Harm!(M) a smooth map such that
E(b) € L(b,d) foranybec U,  Z(°) =¢",

as given by Lemma We prove (i) first. Let a: [0, 7] — M"™ be a continuous map such
that a(0) = a° and (a(t), d) € @™ for any t. Then, there exists 7 > 0 such that £(t) := Z(a(t))
is well-defined and continuous for ¢ € [0, 7). By construction, ¢ satisfies (3.39). If £:00,7) —
Harml(M ) is another continuous map that satisfies , then implies

E(t) —£(t) € a™ (2n2)™

for any t € [0, 7), where a: Harm!(M) — R is given by . As € — € is continuous
and (277Z)% is discrete, we obtain £ =¢. Now, (i) follows by a covering argument.

Next, we prove (ii). We define Z(b) := W (b, d, E(b)) for b € U. We consider the (forward-
in-time) Cauchy problem

(3.41) dt ™
a(0) = a’,

If a is a solution of (3.41), then (a, £ := Z(a)) is a solution of (3.40). Conversely, if (a, &) is a
solution of (3.40)) then a is a solution of (3.41]). The function Z is smooth, so local existence and

uniqueness of a solution for (3.41]) (and hence, (3.40))) is given by the classical Cauchy-Lipschitz
theory for ordinary differential equations. O

We move on towards the proof of Proposition As a first step, we need to understand the
local behaviour of the function o(-, a, v) defined by (3.33)) in a neighbourhood of a. In turns,
this requires some information on the Green function G and its regular part H, defined in (3.6]).

Lemma 3.8. The function H € C*(M x M) in (3.6) satisfies
(3.42) VaVyH(z, y)|, S 1+ [logdisty(z, y)|
for any (x, y) € M x M such that x # y.

Proof. The proof relies on a representation formula for the Green function on compact manifolds,
given in [4, Theorem 4.13]. For (z, y) € M x M with = # y, we define

(3.43) Go(z, y) = —%bg distgy(z, y) f(disty(x, v)),

where f € C°[0, +00) is a cut-off function, such that f(¢) = 1 for ¢ sufficiently small (say, ¢ is
smaller than half the injectivity radius of M) and f(¢) = 0 for ¢ larger than the injectivity radius
of M. We define

(3.44) I'i(z, y) = —82Go(z, y) + dy
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(i.e., I'1 is the absolutely continuous part of the distributional Laplacian of G in its first argu-
ment). By working in geodesic coordinates centered at y, we obtain (see [4, § 4.9])

1
(3.45) L) = 5 o (1og /et g(:c))

o distg

where 0, denotes the derivative in the radial direction. The metric tensor in geodesic coordinates
satisfies g(x) = Id +O(dist,(x, y)?), so I'1 is bounded. We define inductively the sequence of
functions I'y, as

Tiy1(z, y) = / Ii(z, 2) T1(z, y) voly(2) for k>1, (x,y) e M x M, z #y.
M

An argument by induction, see [4, Proposition 4.12], shows that I'y extends to a function of
class Ck=1(M x M) for k > 2. Now, H can be written in the form

2
346)  H(z.y) = Gla, ) = Goleoy) = 3 [ Tulw, 2) Gali, ) voly(2) + Pl ),
k=1
for some function F' that satisfies
1
i AL F =T —_—

(see Equations (17) and (18) in [4, Theorem 4.13|). By differentiating (3.47]) with respect to y,
we obtain

Axva(fEa y) = Vyrg(l’, y)

Since I's is of class C2, Schauder’s estimates implies that V, F(-, y) € C*#(M) for any 8 € (0, 1)
and any y € M. Moreover, by differentiating (3.43)) and (3.44)), we see that

(3.48) Vali1(@, )|y + [VyGol, y), < distg(w, y) 7
while on the other hand [V;I'2(z, y)|, < C because I'y is of class C'. Equation (3.45) gives

2
(3.49) V.V, H(z, y) = Z/ V.Tk(z, 2) V,Go(z, y) voly(2) + O(1)
k=1"M

The estimate (3.42) follows from (3.48)) and (3.49) — see e.g. [4, Proposition 4.12] for the details.
O

Given a point a € M, we will denote by v the unit vector field, locally defined in a neighbour-
hood of a except at the point a itself, that is orthogonal to the geodesic circles centered at a and
points outward.

Lemma 3.9. For any a € M, we have
B 1
disty (-, a)

i a neighbourhood of a, except at the point a itself.

(iv) @ (iv)’ + O(1)

Dv

The operator (iv) ® (iv)’: TM — TM is, at each point p € M, the othogonal projection onto
the line spanned by iv(p). Actually, the covariant derivative of Dv is related to the Hessian of
the function disty(-, a)®. There are results in the literature which provide a fine description of
the Hessian of dist,(-, a)*> and hence, of Dv (see e.g. [31, Chapter VI]). However, the statement
given here is enough for our purposes. We include a proof, for the sake of convenience.
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Proof of Lemma[3.9. We work in geodesic normal coordinates centered at a. By abuse of nota-
tion, we identify z with a point in R? and a with the origin in R?. Then, by Gauss’ lemma, we
can write disty(z, a) = |z| and v(z) = =/ |z|. Let I‘fj denote the Christoffel symbols in normal
coordinates. For any smooth vector field w, we have

vk v i i\ O
Du}V = (w]ax] + Fijylw]> W

-0 [(zF\ 0 w’ N 0
= wl— — = (sk — ki)
= w5 < ) - +0(1) ((5] v y) - +0(1)

] ]

As the metric tensor, in normal coordinates, satisfies g;;(x) = 0;; + O(|z]?), we deduce

z%y:éﬁw—@w%w+oayzaamwhw+om

and the lemma follows. O

Lemma 3.10. Let a € M. Let v be a smooth vector field, locally defined in a neighbourhood
of a. Then, the function o(-, a, v(a)) defined by (3.33)) satisfies

(3.50) U@@UWD—zmm;“a%mv%+Oﬂ)

! 5 ((il/, V)V + (v, ), *I/b> + O(disty (-, a)™t)

(3.51) *do (-, a, v(a)) = ~ 2mdisty (-, a)?

Proof. For simplicity, we write o instead of o(-, a, v(a)). Recalling the definition of o, and
writing the Green function in the form (3.6]), we obtain

(3.52) o(x) = (Vo logdisty(z, a), U(a))g + (VoH(z, a), v(a))

1
—5 .
The term (V,H (z, a), v(a)), is O(1) because H is of class C! in both variables. We compute
Vo logdisty(x, a). By Gauss’ lemma, V,disty(z, a) = v(a) € T, M, where ¥ is the unit vector
field that is orthogonal to the geodesic circles centered at x and points outward. By the chain
rule, we obtain

1
2 disty(x, a)

If  and a are close enough, there exists a unique minimizing geodesic v: [0, 1] — M such
that v(0) = a, v(1) = =. Let 4: [0, 1] — M be the geodesic defined by (¢) := (1 — t).
Let Py o: TpyM — T,M denote parallel transport along ¥ (see e.g. [39, Chapter 6, p. 234]).
Then,

(3.53) o(z) = (#(a), v(a)), + (VaH (2, a), v(a))

g

(a) =7'(1) = Ppa¥'(0) = —Puay' (1) = —Prav(2)
and hence, (3.53|) can be written as
1
(3.54) o(x) = m (Px,aV(ﬂf)a v(a))g + (Vo H (2, a), U(a))g

The parallel transport map Py, is an isometry, and its inverse I, 5 := P, LT, M — T, M is the
parallel tranport along . Then, is equivalent to

1
T or disty(zx, a)
Since both v and z — P, zv(a) are smooth, with P, ,v(a) = v(a), we have
(3.56) |Pagv(a) — v(z)|, = O(disty(z, a))

(3.55) o(z) (v(2), Pogv(a)), + (VaH (2, a), v(a))

g
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and hence, (3.50]) follows.
We pass to the proof of (3.51)). By differentiating (3.55]), we obtain

do(z) = 2id <V(x), Pawv(a)) +d(VeH(z, a), v(a))

disty(z, a) p g

Here and throughout the rest of the proof, d denotes the exterior differential with respect to x. By
Lemma d(VeH (z, a), v(a))y = O(logdisty(x, a)). Moreover, the vector field x — P, ,v(a)
is smooth (in particular, its derivatives are bounded). Therefore,
(v(z), Pasv(a))g 4 (Dv(z), Pazv(a))
27 disty (z, a)? 27 distg(z, a)

(v(x), Paav(a))g (iv(z), Pagv(a)),,. ' B
T 2ndist g(x, a)? V() o disty (x, a)? (iv(x)) +O(disty(x, a)™")

The second equality follows by Gauss’ lemma and Lemma . Finally, by applying (3.56)) and
Lemma [2.1] we deduce

and the lemma follows. O

do(z) = — + O(disty(z, a)™h)

(distg(z, a)) +

do(x) = —

Our next result gives a characterisation of V,, W (a, d, §) in terms of £, H and the function S;

defined in (3.12)).

Lemma 3.11. Let (a,d) € &/", £ € L(a, d). For any j € {1, ..., n}, we have
Vo, W(a, d, €) = 2rd; (VSj(aj) + 2nd; VH(ay, aj) + i€¥ (a;) )

Proof. We consider the expression for W given by Proposition We computed already, in
Lemma the gradient of the terms that do not depend on &; now, we focus our attention
on the term that depends on §. We take a tangent vector v € Ty, M. We consider the smooth
map b — Z(b), defined locally in a neighbourhood of a in M™, such that Z(a) = £ and Z(b) €
L(b, d) for any b, as given by Lemma It suffices to prove that

(3.57) ; (va]. /M =(a)[? vol,, v) — 2nd; (i€# (@), v)
g

Combining (3.57) with Lemma [3.5] the result will follow.

Step 1. Let 71, ..., 724 is a family of simple, closed, smooth curves whose homology classes
generate the homology group Hy(M; Z). As before, we assume (up to a perturbation of the 74’s)
that the curves 4 do not contain any of the points a;. Let =’ := (V4,E(a), v), be the deriv-
ative of = Wlth respect to the aj-variable, in the direction of v. We have seen in Remark (3.2 .
Equation ({3.38), that =’ is the unique harmomc 1-form such that

(3.58) /EIZQde wdo (-, aj, )
Yk Yk

for any k € {1, ..., 2g}, where o(-, a;, v) is given by (3.33). From now on, we write o instead
of o(-, a;, v). Since o is smooth in M \ {a;}, the 1-form

=/

27de

— xdo

(3.59) B =
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is smooth in M \ {a;} and satisfies

(3.60) =0 for any k € {1, ..., 2g}
Vi
due to (3.58). By differentiating (3.59)), and keeping in mind that a harmonic form is closed, we
obtain
df =—-dxdo =*d"do =xAc =0 in M\ {a;},

ie. B is closed in M \ {a;}. Moreover, the homology classes of the curves vy, ..., 724 are
also generators of Hi(M \ {a;}; Z), because the inclusion M \ {a;} < M induces a group
isomorphism Hi(M \ {a;}; Z) — Hy(M; Z). This may be seen by writing the surface M as a
quotient of a polygon (more precisely, a (4g)-gon) with suitable identifications on the boundary;
see e.g. [26, Chapter 1, Section 5| and Figure [I} M \ {a;} retracts by deformation onto the
1-skeleton of M and M is obtained by attaching a 2-cell along a trivial cycle of the 1-skeleton,
so Hi(M \ {a;}; Z) ~ H(M; Z)H Then, thanks to (3.60), 3 is not only closed but also exact
in M\ {a;}. As a consequence, there exists a function f € C>°(M \ {a;}) such that

=/
=

(3.61)

27rj:*d0+df in M\ {a;}

1 —N 2
=g <vaj /M|:(a)] vol, . v>g

Let n > 0 be a small parameter and let By (a;) be the geodesic disk with radius 7 and center a;.
We may evaluate I as

Step 2. Let

1 1
I= / ¢, 2),vol, = —— lim £, =), vol
27Td] M( )g g 27Td] n—0 M\Bn(aj)( )g 9
i

n—0

/ (&, xdo + df)4 vol,
M\ By (a;)

= lim (&, —d*(x0) + df), vol,
170 JM\By (ay)

We integrate by parts in the right-hand side, by applying (2.12)):
(3.62) I = lim (—o& — f(%€))
=0 9By (a;)

The volume integrals are equal to zero because £ is harmonic, hence d¢ = 0, d*¢ = 0. The
signs account for orientations effects, as 0B, (a;) is given the orientation induced by B, (a;), not
by M\ B, (a;). Let v be the outward-pointing unit normal to dB;,(a;). Then, iv is a unit-norm,
tangent vector field on 0B, (a;), consistent with the orientation induced by B,)(a;). By definition,
we have

—o& — f(*x€)) = —o (&7, i)y — f(¥E)7, iv !
oy [ oty = [ (ol iy~ (se)*, i) 4

LAn alternative argument: there is an exact sequence
HQ(M; Z) — HQ(M, M\{aj}; Z) — Hl(M \ {aj}; Z) X—*) Hl(M; Z) — 0

of relative homology groups with integer coefficients (see e.g. [I7, Theorem 2.16]). Here x. is the group homo-
morphism induced by the inclusion x: M \ {a;} — M. As M is closed and orientable, the first arrow is an
isomorphism (see e.g. [I7, Theorem 3.26]); it follows that x. is an isomorphism, too.
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TR

T

FIGURE 1. A closed surface of genus g > 0 can be written as the quotient of
a polygon, modulo a suitable equivalence on the boundary. In this example,
g = 2. Boundary edges with same label are identified to each other, in the
direction given by the arrows. The boundary of the polygon carries the cycle

P1+q —p1r—qr+p2+q—p2—q=0.

and, by Lemma , (x€)# = i&#. Therefore, from (3.62)) and (3.63) we obtain

I = lim (— / o (6%, iv), d" — / fie*, iv), d%”1>
=0 0B (a;) 0B (a;)

or, since i is a rotation by 7/2 in each tangent plane,

(3.64) I = lim / o (i€#, v)y dA" — / fe#, iv), dA"
10\ JoBy(ay) 9By (a;)

Step 3. In order to proceed further, we need to estimate o and f on 0B, (a;). We work in normal
geodesic coordinates centered at aj. We identify points in B,(a;) with points in R? and vector
fields with maps B, (a;) C R? — R? (in particular, we identify v with a constant v € R?). An
estimate for o is given by Lemma [3.10}

(3.65) o= 271”7(1/, v)g+O(1)  on dBy(ay)

As for f, we combine (3.61]) with (3.51)) to obtain

1
27tn?

(3.66) df =—xdo+0(1) = ((iu, )1 + (v, v)g * I/b) +0(n™ on 0By (a;)

Let x,, € 0By(a;) be a reference point, say x,, = a; + (n, 0). For any x € 0B, (a;), let 7, be the
circular arc in 0By (a;) with endpoints x, and x, oriented in the anticlockwise direction. Then

1@ = s+ [ a7 BB @)+ 2 [ g+ 00)
i Yz

By Gauss’ lemma, when we work in geodesic coordinates we have v(z) = (x — a;)/ |z — aj]
and moreover, the metric tensor satisfies g;j(z) = d;; + O(n?). Therefore, writing z = a; +



30 GIACOMO CANEVARI AND ANTONIO SEGATTI
n(cos by, sinb,) for some 6, € (0, 27), we may evaluate the integral as
I
f(z) = f(zy) + o / (v1 cos ) 4 v* sinf) df + O(1)
™ Jo

1
27r77

(3.67)
(vl sin @, — v? cosf 2) +Ch+O(1) =

for any x € 0B, (a;), where C,, depends on 1 but not on x.

Step 4. We combine (3.64)), (3.65) and (3.67):

1 1
T o 1 e . 1
I= 7171r% (27”7 /E)Bn(aj)(zﬁ ,V)g (v, 0)gd I + Py 8317(%)(25 , 1) g (v, v)g I
(3.68) -
+- / i€ i), dt + 0 n)
2mn 8Bn(aj)( )s )

where C, is an (unknown) function of . However, Stokes’ theorem implies

/ (i%, iv), dA" = / *€ = d(x€) =0
0By (aj) 0By (aj) By(ay)

because £ is harmonic. Therefore, (3.68) simplifies to
1 1
I = lim / (if#, (v, v)gv + (iv, v)4 iy) ds#t = lim / (i%, v), d A
9By(a;) By (aj)

10 27 n—0 21
As V(OB (aj)) = 2mn + O(n) (see e.g. [39, Proposition 10]), the equality (3.57) follows. [

Proof of Proposition[3.4] Let (a, d) € ™, £ € L(a, d) and let u, be a canonical harmonic field
for (a, d, £). Let e be a smooth, divergence-free vector field, defined in a neighbourhood of a;,

and

1
Iy (us)(aj) = / (Dytis, Dety)g dstt — / \Du*lg(y, e)gdst!
9By (aj) 2 JoB,(ay)

We recall that, as a consequence of (2.62)), we have |Duy|? = |j(us)|?, Dyus = j(us)(v) duy for
any smooth vector field v. Moreover, the definition of canonical harmonic field (Definition
gives j(uy) = d*¥ + ¢ (where ¥ := ¥(a, d) is given by (3.2)). Then, we may evaluate I, (u«)(a;)
as

I (u)(a;) = ABW(G_) (d*\I/(z/) d*W(e) — % w2 (v, e)g> A
(3.69) o (cw)€te) - 3 leE w1, ) a”

+/ (¥ (v)&(e) +E(v) d™U(e) — (d*, &)y (v, €)g) A
0By(ay)

We call J,%, Jg and Jg the three integrals at the right-hand side of (3.69)), respectively. The limit

of J% was calculated already in the the previous section, when we studied the case g = 0; we
have

(3.70) lim Jy = 2md; (VS;(a;) + 27d; VH(aj, a5), e(a;)),

The form £ is smooth in M, so

2 _
(3.71) %g% Jy =0
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It only remains to estimate J;?’. Similarly to the case g = 0, we write

B12)

4" = — « d(+T) —*d(S; + 2md;G(-, a5))

B as; + d; «d (log disty(-, a;)) — 2nd; « dH(-, a;)

= d; xd (logdisty(-, a;j)) + O(1)

As we have seen before (see Equation (3.22))), V(logdisty(-, a;j)) = disty(-, a;)"tv. With the

help of we obtain

(3.72) 4w = (f;(iy)b +0(1)
We substitute in the definition of Jg’:
arn A= [ (€ e € iy )+ 00)

Since {v, iv} is an orthonormal frame, we can write i¢# = (i¢#, v) v + (i€#, iv),iv. By the
properties of i, we deduce

(5#7 v)g (iv, €)g — (5#7 iv)g(v, €)g = (z{#, iv)g (iv, €)g + (if#, v)g(v, e)g = (if#: e)g
and hence
d;

ary  R=D /a o (€% €y A+ O) = 27 i€# (a5), eas))g + O

Combining (3.70), (3.71)) and (3.74)), we obtain
lim I, (u,)(a;) = 2md; (vsj(aj) +2nd; VH (ay, aj) + i€ (ay), e(aj))
77—)0 g

and the proposition follows by Lemma [3.11 O

4. VORTICES: THE STATIONARY CASE

4.1. Compactness and Product Estimates. In this section, we gather some preliminary
results on the Ginzburg-Landau energy for time-independent vector fields — most importantly,
the compactness results of Ignat & Jerrard [19, Proposition 8.1 and Corollary 8.3| and the product
estimates of Sandier & Serfaty [36, Theorem 1].

Proposition 4.1. Let u. € HL (M) be a sequence such that
Fo(us) < Clloge]

Then, there exists a (non-relabelled) subsequence such that

n
(4.1) w(ug) = p = QWZdj(Saj in W=YP(M)  for any p € (1, 2).
j=1
for n distinct points ai,...,a, and nonzero integers di,...,d, such that Z?Zl dj = x(M),

Ty 5y 1dj] < C and

1 n
. . . - > E -1
(4.2) hreri}élf 7 |log SIFE(%) st o
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Moreover, for any vector fields X = Xka%k and Y = Yka%k with X* and Y* in CO(M), there
holds

1 1/2 1/2 1
4.3 liminf —— D 250l Dyu.|?vol >/ XY
(43) ) log e </M‘ xuelgvo g) </M‘ yug\gvog> - '2 M'u[ Y

Proof. The compactness result is borrowed from Ignat& Jerrard [19, Theorem 2.1, Proposition
8.1 and Corollary 8.3].

The proof of the product estimate is based on the validity of the analogous product
estimate in the Euclidean two-dimensional setting and is similar to the proof of the space-time
product estimate in Proposition therefore we skip it. O

We state a few consequences of the product estimate (4.3)), analogous to the results of [36,
Corollary 4|. The proof is (almost) identical.
Lemma 4.2. Let u. € H (M) be a sequence of vector fields such that w(ue) — 27 > =1 dj0a;

in W=LY(M), where ay, ..., a are distinct points in M and dy, ..., d, are non-zero integers.
Moreover, assume that ue is uniformly bounded in L>°(M) and that

1
(4.4) 2/ |Du5|§ voly < mnlloge| + o.—0(|logel).
M

Let v > 0 be small enough, in such a way that the balls By(aj) are pairwise disjoint. For
any By(aj), let {11, 2} be a local orthonormal tangent frame on By(a;), with 79 = iTy. Let X
and Y be smooth vector fields on M. Then, |d;| =1 for any j and the following hold:

. 1 2 ,
(4.5) g%m /U?_IBT(%) |Drjuelgvoly =7, j=1,2
(4.6) lim ! / | Duc|2vol, = lim ! / | Duc|2vol, = n
: e — vol, = —_ voly = nm
e—0 2 |loge| Jas 9T 2502 [log £| U, Br(a;) flgme ’
. 1 2 - 2
(4.7) lim Togdl oy | Dxuel2voly =Y | X (a;)[2,
j=1
1 n
(4.8) 21_15(1) Toge| /M(DXUE, Dywve)gvolyg =7 Z(X(aj), Y (aj))g-
j=1

Proof. Let f,g € C.(By(a;)) be such that |f| < 1, |g] < 1 and f(a;) = g(a;) = 1. Let p :=
2m Z;‘:l djbq,;. By taking X = fr1, Y = gm in the product estimate (4.3]), we obtain

lim inf

| D7, uc|ovol /
(49) e—=0 |10g€| ( By (aj) L By (aj)

1
) /Mﬂ[fﬁ, 972]

1/2
| D, ug|3volg>

>

= 7 |d;| f(ay) g(a;) = 7 |d;]

In particular, since

/ |Du5|§V01g = / ]Dﬁus@ + \D72u6|3volg
Br(a]-) Br a

3)
(/ |D71u6|52]V019 ’ /
B,-(aj) BT-(G')

J

and

/
1
|DT2u5|3V019> <3 / | Dryuc|} + | Dryuc|}vol,
By (ay)
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we obtain the lower bound

1 1

—_ | Du,|>vol, > —— / | D, ue|2vol, - /

2 |log 5| By (aj) Sl llog 5| Br(a;) el T By (a;)
> 7 |dj] + 0.—0(1)

On the other hand, recalling the assumption (4.4]), we conclude that |d;| = 1 for any j and

1/2
|DT2u5\3volg>

1 1
_— Du.|*vol, = —— / D, u.|?vol /
(4.10)  2|loge| Br(a].)| elyvoly llog e| ( Br(a]-)| el ol Br(ay)

1/2
|Dr,ue |3VOlg>
J
=T+ Oe—)O(l)

and thus
2

, 1/2 1/2
| Dy u.|? - / |Dyyuc|? = 0z0(1).
| log | </Br<aj> L Bay) -

As a result, we obtain
1

logel /B, (a)

1
2 2
Dritiels = floge] By (ay) Draticly +0=0l1)

and thus
1

llogel /B, (a))
Therefore, (4.5) and (4.6 follow. The estimate (4.6, combined with the assumption (4.10)),
imply

(4.11)

|D7ku5|§ =7+ 0.50(1) for k=1,2.

1
1m ——
e-0 2 [loge| M\U''—, Br(a))

Now we prove (4.7)). Let X be a smooth vector field on M. For § € (0, ), we have

(4.12) / |DXuE|§ volg :/ |DXu€|§Volg —l—/ |DXu€|3 volg.
Br(aj) Br(a;)\Bs(a;) Bs(a;)

As in Subsection [2.3.1} we work in geodesic normal coordinates with center at a; and represent w,
X as vector fields v.: Bs(0) € R?> — R2 X: Bs(0) — R?, as in (2.46). Assume that the
orthonormal frame {71, 72} satisfies (2.45]). Then, Lemma [2.2 implies

/ |DXU€\3V019 = (1+0(6%)) /
Bs(aj)

B;(0)

|Du5|§volg =0.

(1% Vol* + O(Juc?) ) da,
On the other hand, [36, Corollary 4| gives that

S 2 5o (2 2
=20 Jlog ] Bg(o>‘ el de = XOF =X,

Therefore, recalling that u. is bounded in L (M) by assumption,

im —— DXu52dm:7TXa4 21 0(6%.
50 |10g€| B(;(aj)‘ |g | (J)| ( )

Moreover, (4.11)) implies

lim sup —— | Dxue ]3 vol, < limsup ——

| Du.|*vol, = 0
=0 10gel /. (a;)\Bs(ay) =0 |logel /B, (a;)\Bs(ay)
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for any §. Therefore, we have

1 2 2 2
gl_r%@ BT )’DXU@‘QVOIQ:W‘X(a‘])’g‘i‘o((s )

and, letting § — 0,

) 1 2 _ 2
(4.13) lim floge| /B,.(aj) | Dxuely voly = | X (aj)]; -
Equation (4.7) now follows by (4.13) and (4.11). Equation (4.8]) follows by applying (4.7)) to
X —Y and to X +Y and taking the difference. O

If the vector fields u. satisfy an energy upper bound that is stronger than , then we can
prove even stronger results — in particular, we can show that the energy of u. is uniformly
bounded away from a finite set of singularities. These types of results are classical in the context
of Ginzburg-Landau functionals, but we need to adapt them to our context. Our proof relies
crucially on the analysis in [T9]. We consider a sequence of vector fields (u:)e>o in HL,, (M) that
satisfies

n

(4.14) w(ug) — QWZdj(Saj in W_l’l(M) as € — 0,

j=1
where a1, ..., a, are disctinct points in M and dy, ..., d, are non-zero integers. We also assume
that
(4.15) [[te || oo (ary < Co

1

(4.16) /M < |Du€| + (1 - |u€| ) ) voly < 7 [loge| + Co

for some e-independent constant Cj. By Lemma we have |d;| = 1 for any j.

Lemma 4.3. Let u. € H (M) be a sequence of vector fields that satisfies ([4.14)), (4.15)), ([£.16).
Then, for any r > 0 small enough there exists eo(r) > 0 such that, for e € (0, eo(r)), we have

(4.17) / ( Dl + g (el ~ 1) >Volg < mnflogr| +C,
M\U;‘L1 Br(aj)

for some constant C' that depends only on M, Cy and n (not on e, r).

Estimates similar to are already contained in Ignat and Jerrard’s work [19] (see for
instance Lemma 8.2 and Proposition 9.1). However, since the statement of Lemma does
not appear explicitely in [I9], we include a proof, for the sake of completeness. We will deduce
Lemma [4.3] from the so-called ‘ball construction’, which was first introduced in the Euclidean
setting by Sandier [33] and Jerrard [20] (see [19, Lemma 8.2] for the extension to the Riemannian
setting). We will also need an auxiliary result:

Lemma 4.4. Let u. € H (M) be a sequence of vector fields that satisfies (4.14), (4.15)), (4.16]).
Let p > 0 be small enough, so that the closed balls By(aj) are pairwise disjoint. Given an
index j € {1, ..., n}, we assume that there exist a constant C such that

C |loge
/ ( Duc (1—|g|>>wls'g'
BBp(aj) P

for any € small enough. Then, for any & small enough we have |u€|g >1/2 on 0B,(a;) and

ind(us, BBp(aj)) = dj
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We will prove Lemma in Appendix [B]

Proof of Lemmal[{.3 By a density argument (as in [I9, Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 8.1, Step 1|),
we may assume without loss of generality that the fields u. are smooth. Then, we apply [19,
Lemma 8.2]. For a given r > 0 (sufficiently small) and any ¢, we find a finite collection of pairwise

disjoint balls By, ..., By, ., of centers b, . and radii 7, that satisfy the following properties:
N .
(4.18) D rpe < 6
k=1
1 e
(4.19) ue(2)], > 3 for x € M\ U By .
k=1
42 Lipwr+-La 212 vol, > [ind(uz, OB log = — C
(4:20) 1Pl + gt = fuelp)? ) voly > find(ue, 0Bo)| (wow - = C)

for any k, € and some constant C' that depends only on M, Cy. We claim that, for any & small
enough and any k =1, ..., N, there holds

(4.21) ind(ue, OBe) #0 = bpe € | Byja(ay)
j=1

(We recall that the a;’s are the points in the support of the limit of w(u.), i.e. w(u:) —
2m 2?21 djdg,; in W-L1(M).) Suppose, towards a contradiction, that (4.21)) is false. Then, up
to a permutation of the indices k and extraction of a subsequence ¢ — 0, we may assume that

ind(ug, 63175) 75 0, bl’s S M\ U BT/Q(Q/]’)
j=1

By Equation (4.18)), we obtain By C M \ Jj_; B,/4(a;) and hence, thanks to (4.20)),

1 2 1 272 T
4.22 / (|Du| + —(1— |ul?) >V01 >mlog——C
( ) ML, By a(ay) 2 clg T ye2 €lg g c

However, the assumption (4.16[) and the lower energy bound (4.6[) from Proposition combined,
give

(4.23) / (1 |Du|? + L(1 —|u |2)2> vol, = 0-.0(|loge|)
. € € g = Oe—
MU, B, a(a;) \2 9 4e? g

Equation (4.23)) contradicts (4.22)), and (4.21)) follows.

Next, we claim that, for any e small enough and any j =1, ..., n, there exists k. = k.(j, ) €
{1, ..., N} such that
(4.24) ind(ug, 8Bk*75) 75 0, bk*,s S Br/g(aj)

Suppose, again towards a contradiction, that (4.24)) does not hold. Then, there exists an index j €
{1, ..., n} and a countable subsequence ¢, — 0 such that, for any m and any k € {1, ..., N},

(4.25) bk,sm S BT/Q(aj) — ind(uam, 8Bk’€m) =0
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By Fatou’s lemma, we have

New
! U ﬂ p € (r/4,r/2): 0By(aj) N U By, 0
MeNm>M k=1
N,
o E1g)
< lim 1 2
< liminf 57 3 p € (r/4,7/2): O kUI Bz, # 0 :

Therefore, there exists a radius p € (r/4, r/2) and a (non-relabelled) subsequence &, — 0 such
that
Nep,

(4.26) 0B,(a;) N | Breyn, =0
By Fubini theorem, we may also assume that

/ ( T >2) <
aBP(aj) 2

From ([4.18)), (4.25)) and (4.26)), we deduce that |u.,, (z)|, = 1/2 for any x € 0B,(a;) and that
ind(ue,,, 0B,(a;)) =0

C'|log e

However, Lemma [4.4] implies
ind(ue,,, 0B,(a;)) =d;j #0
for any m large enough. This is a contradiction, so follows.

We can now conclude the proof of the lemma. Without loss of generality, by taking r small
enough, we may suppose that the balls B,(a;) are pairwise disjoint. By Equation @ , for
any € small enough there exist at least n values of k such that ind(u., 0By .) # 0. By @
and (4.21), for these values of k we have By, . C U;’:l B, (a;). Then, implies

(4.27) / ( Dl + 1 ! (1= [uel?) )volg > n (mogf - C)
U;'Z=1 Br(a;) €

Combining (4.27) with (4.16]), the lemma follows. O
Lemma implies a global upper bound for the sequence u. in WP(M), for p € (1, 2)

Corollary 4.5. Let u. € HL, (M) be a sequence of vector fields that satisfies (4.14 -, -,
(4.16). Then, for any p € (1, 2) we have

||Du€||Lp < Cpa

where Cp, depends only on M, p, n and the constant Cy that appears in (4.16).

Corollary follows from Lemma by an argument due to Struwe [42]; details may be
found, e.g., in [19, Lemma 12.3].

4.2. Compactness for solutions of an inhomogeneous Ginzburg-Landau equation. The
results in Section [I.1] are valid for any sequence of vector fields that satisfies appropriate bounds.
Instead, in this section we consider vector fields u. on M that solve an inhomogeneous Ginzburg-
Landau equation, that is

1
(428) _Agua + 672 (|UE|§ - ]—) Ue = va
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where (f:)->0 is a given sequence of vector fields on M. For the time being, there is still no
dependence on time in Equation . However, later on (Section we will apply these results
to the parabolic Ginzburg-Landau equation , by working at fixed time ¢ and taking f. =
—0puc(t)/ |logel.

As before, we assume that u. satisfies

n
(4.29) wlue) = 2w dide,  in WH(M) ase— 0,
j=1
where a1, ..., a, are distinct points in M and dy, ..., d, are non-zero integers, and that
(430) HuEHLOO(M) < CO
1 1
(431) [ (G100l + a0 = a2 ) vol, < mnlioge + Co

for some e-independent constant Cy. Lemma .3 and Corollary [.5] imply that, up to extraction
of a subsequence,
Us — Up weakly in W'P(M) and in H. (M \ {a1, ..., an})

for some limit vector field wg, such that |ug| g = lae in M. We are going to prove stronger
convergence results.

Lemma 4.6. Let u. € HL, (M) be a sequence of solutions of (£.28) that satisfies ([4.29)), (#.30),
[@.31). Assume that the sequence (f:)eso is bounded in L2, (M). Then,

tan
e g 1
locally uniformly in M \ {aq, ..., an}.
The proof of Lemma [4.6] is based on classical arguments from the Ginzburg-Landau theory,

see [8], and depends on some auxiliary results. We recall that e.(u) denotes the Ginzburg-Landau
energy density of a vector field u, as defined in (|2.48]).

Lemma 4.7. Let u. be a solution of ([£.28), with f. € L2, (M). Let U C M be a smooth, open

tan

set. Let X be a smooth vector field, defined in a neighbourhood of U, and let {71, 72} be a smooth
orthonormal tangent frame, defined in a neighbourhood of U. Then,

/ (ea(ug) (divX) — (DTjua, Dy, uz)g (75, DTkX)g) vol,
U
_ / (D, 1z, Dyytic)g (Dry7s X)g — (Dixctic, f2)g) volg
U
- / ((R(Tj77—k)u€7 Dkue) + (D[Tj,rk]ue’Dkus)) (X7 Tj)g VOlg
U

+/ (ec(ue)(X, v)g — (Dxue, Dyue)g) d#t
oU
where v is the outer normal to OU.

Proof. This lemma is a variant of the so-called stress-energy identity, see e.g. [18, Theorem 1.3.6]
and [34, Proposition 3.7]. To simplify the notation, we write D; := D,. For a scalar function ¢,
we write V; := (V, 7;)g = dp(7;). Under the assumption f. € L2 (M), the second derivatives
of ue exist in L2, (M), by elliptic regularity. Therefore, we can compute the gradient of the

energy density e.(u:). First of all, we recall that

DjDkUE = DkD]ua + R(Tj7 Tk)uf + D[Tj:Tk]uE’
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where R(-,-) is the Riemannian curvature tensor and [, ] are the Lie Brackets, namely [7;, 7] :=
Dy, 7, — Dy, 7j since the Levi-Civita connection D is symmetric by construction (i.e. torsion free).
We have (recall that {71, 72} is an orthonormal frame)

1
v, (2 |Dus|§,) — (D; Dy, Dyue)y = (DyDjuz, Dyuuz) + (R(r,7)ue Dyue) + (Dp, e, D)
= Vk(Djusa Dk‘us)g - (Djua Dkauz-:)g + (R(TjaTk)uey Dk‘us) + (D[Tj77'k]u€’ Dkus)

(2:29)
! Vi(Djue, Dyue)g — (Djue, Ague)g
+ (diV Tk) (Djua, Dkus)g + (R(Tj, Tk)ug, Dkus) + (D[Tjﬁk]us, Dkug)

The equation (4.28) implies
1 1
V; <2 ’D%’;) = Vi(Djue, Dyue)g + (Djue, feo)g — ?2(|Us|2 — 1) (Djue, ue)
+ (div7g) (Djue, Dyue)g + (R(Tj, Tk )ue, Dyue) + (D[Tj’mug, Dyu.)
and hence,

Vjes(ue) = Vi(Djue, Dyue)g + (Djue, fe)g + (div7y) (Djue, Dyuc)g
+ (R(Tj7 Tk )Ue, Dyue) + (D[Tjn—k}usa Dyue)

We integrate by parts, as in (2.25) and (2.28)):

/U(es(us) (div X) — (Djue, Dyue)g (15, D X)g) volg

(4.32)

= / (=Vjee(ue) (X, 75)g + Vi(Djue, Diue)g (75, X)g + (Djte, Dyue)g (Dyj, X)g) volg
U
+ / (div ) (Djua Dk“e)g (Tj7 X)9V019
U

+/ (ec(ue) (X, V)g - (Djusa Dk“&)g (Tj7 X)g (T, V)g) dse?
oUu

By substituting (4.32) in the right-hand side, the lemma follows. O
Lemma 4.8. Let u. be a solution of ([4.28)), with f. € L?,,(M). Let B,(p) C M be a geodesic
ball in M, with radius p smaller than the injectivity radius of M. Then,

1

? /; ( )(|U5‘§ - 1)2 VOlg ,S P HfaHLQ(BP(p)) HDU&HLQ(BP(I)))
p\P

+ p2 / ee(ue) volg + p/ ee(ue) dx!
By(p) 9B)(p)

Proof. We work in geodesic normal coordinates centered at p and identify B,(p) with a Euclidean
ball, B,(0) € R% We recall that the metric tensor and the Christoffel symbols, in normal
coordinates, satisfy g;;(xz) = &;; + O(|z|?) and Ffj(x) = O(]z|), respectively. We consider the
orthonormal tangent frame

oh 02 — (02, T1)g 71

T = 77— T2 1=
e, T 18— (0e T T
g g

(where 0y, 0y are the coordinate fields, 9; := 8/027). This frame satisfies D,, 7; = O(|z|) for
any j, k and thus [rj, 7] = Dy, 7% — Dy 7 = O(|z[). We apply Lemma to the vector field
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defined in coordinates as X (x) := x. We have

D = ( i ”thhT'?) = n+0(af),  divX =2+0(sf?)
and the lemma follows. O

Proof of Lemmal[4.6 For any o > 0, we define
n
My =M\ | Bs(ay)
j=1
We fix o > 0. Our task is to prove that |u.| g 1 uniformly in M,. We denote by C' a generic
positive constant, that may depend on M, n, Cy but not on &, 0. As a preliminary remark, we

observe that the assumptions (4.14)), (4.15)), (4.16) and Lemma (4.3|imply

1 1
(4.33) /MJ/4 (2 |Vue’§ + @(1 — ]u5]3)2> voly < mnflogo| + C

We split the proof into several steps.

Step 1 (An extension result). Let ¢ € (1, +00). We claim that there exists a constant C,; such
that, for any ¢ > 0 smaller than the injectivity radius of M, any 9y € M and any scalar
function p € WH4(Bg(x0) \ By/2(w0)), there exists an extension p € W4(By(x0)) of p such that

(4.34) IVl La(B, (z0)) < CallVOllLa(B, (@o)\B, ja(x0))

By working in normal geodesic coordinates centered at xg, without loss of generality we may
identify B, (zo) with an Euclidean ball, B,(0) C R2. As the inequality (4.34) is scale-invariant,
by a scaling argument it suffices to consider the case ¢ = 1. If the average fBl (O\By2(0) P = 0,
then (4.34) follows by standard extension results and the Poincaré inequality. In general, we first
construct an extension pg of pg := p — fBl(o)\Bl/Q(o) p, then define p := pg + fBl(o)\Bl/Q(O) p-

Step 2 (Holder bounds on |ug|,). The equation (4.28) and the assumption (4.15) imply

1 2
=1

C
=

”Agus||L2(MU/4) ) ||“s||Loo(M) + ||fs||L2(M)

L2(Mo/4

IN

‘|u€|§—1‘ +C

LQ(M0/4)
(The norm || fz|| 12(py) 18 bounded by assumption.) On the other hand, the energy bound (4.33)

gives

S
therefore
(4.35) ||Agu5||L2(MU/4) < Ce !loga|*/?
Let a € [1/2, 1) and
2
= — >4
q l—a =

By applying elliptic regularity results and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, we
deduce

[1Duell pagar, ) < C HA9U6‘|%2(MJ/4) HUSH};;Q(M) + Cluell oo (ary

), 9
< Ce|log o|*/?
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Due to (4.34)), there exists a sequence of scalar functions g, € W4(M) such that p. = |te, out
of Uj_; Bs/2(a;) and

IVl Laqary < C=* [log o|*/?
Then, by applying the Sobolev embedding W4 (M) < CY(M) to p., we conclude
(4.36) ([uclylon(a, ) < Ce™* Jlogal/?,

where [|ug]| g]Coc( M, ») denotes the a-Holder seminorm of u. on M, 9, that is

Tl |ue (@), — |us(y)l,
Ue| |Co(Mm = sup -
€lg ( 0/2) w,yEMg/Q, sy dlStg(l’, y)oc

Step 3. We show that |uc] g 1 uniformly in M,. Towards a contradiction, suppose this claim
is false. Then, there exists a number § > 0, a (non-relabelled) subsequence € — 0 and, for any &
in the subsequence, a pont x. € M, such that

(4.37) ]yug(xg)\g 1>
Due to (4.36), we deduce that |u.| o remains close to 1 — 4 on a ball, centered at ., of radius
comparable to |10g0]_1/ 2 More precisely, we have
o
‘|u€(x)|g — 1‘ > 5 for any = € By llog o172 (xe),

where A > 0 is a positive parameter that depends only on ¢ and the constant C' in (4.36) — in
particular, A is independent of € and o. As a consequence, we have

1
g2

Cs

4.38 _
(4.38) flog o]

9 2
|uel, — 1) volg >
Ae|log (7'|_1/2 ((EE)
where Cy is a strictly positive constant, depending on § but not on ¢, o.

Now, let n > 0 be a small parameter, to be chosen later on. For any ¢ small enough, there

exists a radius p. € (¢7/2, /%) such that

1 2 1 2 1\2 1M
4.39 —|D -1 dst <
( ) /Bpe(fs) <2 ‘ u€|9 - 462(|u£|g ) > N Pe

— for otherwise, we would have

1 2 1 2 . n n
~|D — —1)?) vol, > Ldp=-111
/851/4(005) (2 | UE|g " 462(‘105‘9 ) >VOg N /51/2 P =y log ]

which contradicts the energy bound (4.33) for € small enough. We can estimate the integral
of (|u€|§ —1)? on B,_(z:) by applying Lemma We obtain, recalling (4.39) and the energy

bound (4.33)),

(4.40) !

)
€ BPE (IE)

If we choose n small enough, depending on § and o only, then the inequality (4.40) contra-
dicts (4.38]) when ¢ is small. The lemma follows. O

(Jucl? — 1)%voly < e'/* [log o'/ + /2 log o| + 1

The next lemma further discusses the convergence of u. as ¢ — 0, away from the singularities.
Our proof follows closely F. H. Lin [24] and [23].
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Lemma 4.9. Let u. € HL (M) be a sequence of solutions of (£.28)) that satisfies ([4.29)), ([#.30)),
[@.31). Assume that the sequence (f:)eso is bounded in L%, (M). Then, up to extraction of a

tan
subsequence, we have

(4.41) Ue — Up strongly in HL (M \ {a1, ..., an})

(4.42) Us — UQ locally uniformly in M\ {a1, ..., an}
1 )

(4.43) g(|u5|§ -1)—=0 strongly in L3 (M \ {a1, ..., a,})

Remark 4.1. Corollary and the strong convergence (4.41]) imply, via the Holder inequality,
that ue — ug strongly in W1P(M) for any p € [1, 2).

Proof of Lemma[{.9 Let B CC MA{ai, ..., ap} be a geodesic ball, of radius smaller than the
injectivity radius of M. By Lemma [£.3] and Fubini’s theorem, we can make sure that

2, 1 2\2 2, 1 2\2 1
(4.44) /B<|Du5|g+262(1—]u5]g) vy + [ (IDuefy 4 50— fuel2)? ) ot < €

The constant C' does depend on the ball B (in particular, on the distance of B from the singular

points aq, ..., a,), but not on . Moreover, Lemma implies
(4.45) |uel, — 1 uniformly in B.

Step 1. We let p. := |uc|g and ve := JTE‘Q The field v, is well-defined and belongs to H{ ,(B),

thanks to (4.45). By lifting results (see e.g. [38, Lemma 6.1]), there exists a scalar function
a. € HY(B) such that

(4.46) ve = cos(ag)é1 + isin(ae)éq,

where {é1,é2} = {€é1,4é1} is an orthonormal moving frame in B such that div A = 0 (see (2.36)).
We rewrite (1.4]) in terms of p. and a.. First of all, note that

Ague = Ag(peve) = peDgve + v:Agpe + QQijaipsDjvs.
Moreover (see [38, Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.3])

Dv. = (dae — A)ivg,

and (A := Af)
Agve = (Aag)ive — [Va — A]gvs.
Therefore,
(4.47) Ague = <p5Aa5 +2(Va, — A, Vps)g)iv6 + (Agpe — |Vae — A@)vg.

We decompose fo = (fe, v:)g e + (f, ive)give = flv. + f2iv.. Since we have assumed that f.
is bounded in L2, (M), we have

tan

(4.48) 1720 2y + 12 oy < €
We can thus rewrite ([1.4) as the following system
div (p2(Vae — A)) = f1,

(4.49)

1)
Agpe + ;;(1 - Pg) - P€|VO‘E|52; = f€2
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Step 2. Since p. > 1/2 and f! € L?(B), it turns out that . € H?(B) and thus he := f2 +
pEIVaelg € L?. Then, we multiply the equation for p. with 1 — p. and we integrate on B. We
get

1
/ ’Vpa‘?]VOIQ + 2/ pe(1 — p€)2(1 + pe)voly
B € JB

(4.50) :/ he(1 = po)vol, —/ Bype(1 — po) A",
B OB
Since p: > 1/2
1 2 3 2
52/Bp8(1 — pe)° (1 + pe)voly > 12 /B(l — pe)voly.
On the other hand, since h,. is in L? we get

‘/ (1 — pe)vol ’ / pe)?voly + % hZvol,,

and (thanks to (4.44) and (4.45)))

o5 Bupe(1 = pe) A" < Cllpe — | @m)-

Choosing § = 1/2, we conclude that

1
[ Vool + 15 [ (1= pePvoly < O + loe = Ui om)
Therefore,
(4.51) pe — 1 strongly in H'(B)
Moreover, since
(1-2%)? = (1= 2)(1 + 2)° < 4(1 — )",
for x € (1/2,1), we conclude that
1
: im — — |ugl|%)” vol, =
4.52 li 1 2)? volg =0
B

=0 g2
Step 3. The first equation of (4.47)) can be equivalently written as
Agae = (1 - Pg)Agas +(V(1 - pg), Vae)g — div (P?A) + fe2

~~

=gc
Both p. and a. are bounded in H'(B), due to the energy estimate , while f! is bounded
in L?(B) by (4.48). Therefore, g. is bounded in L?(B). Let B’ CC B be a slightly smaller ball.
Thanks to , we can apply elliptic regularity estimates and conclude that «. is bounded
in H?(B'). By compact Sobolev embedding, it follows that a. converges strongly in H'(B’)
(possibly up to extraction of a subsequence). Therefore, since

D¢, ve = (dac(ér) — A(ég))ive,
for k =1, 2, we get that Dg, v is strongly convergent in L?*(B’). As

Dékus = paDékUE + UE(VPEa ék)ga
thanks to (4.51]) we conclude that Du. converges strongly in L2(B’ ). Finally, as a byproduct of
the argument above, we obtain that u./ |u.| is bounded in H2 (M \ {a1, ..., a,}). Therefore,

ue/ |uc| converges locally uniformly in M\ {a1, ..., a,}, by Sobolev embeddings. By Lemma [4.6]
we deduce that u. — ug locally uniformly in M \ {aq, ..., a,}. O
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5. VORTICES: THE DYNAMICAL CASE

5.1. Space-Time Compactness and Product Estimates. In this section we discuss the
compactness of sequences of vector fields u.: [0, T| x M — T'M satisfying suitable energy bounds.
These are the typical bounds satisfied by the solutions of the (rescaled) heat flow of the Ginzburg-
Landau equation.

First of all, for a smooth vector field w: [0, T] x M — T'M we define the space-time current

Jjo(u) as

(5.1) Jjo(u) == (DQu, 1) gey = (Oru, iu)y dt + j(u),

where D? denotes the Riemannian connection on the cylinder Q := [0, T x M and gy denotes
the product metric in @, gey1 := dt? + g. We denote with dg the exterior derivative on ) while

d; denotes the exterior derivative with respect to time and d denotes the exterior derivative with
respect to the variables of M. Recalling from (2.63)) that dj(u) = w(u) — kvoly, we obtain

(5.2) dg jo(u) = d ((Owu, tu)gdt) + dgj(u) =V + w(u) — Kvoly,
where V' denotes the two-form on @)

(5.3) V= d ((Owu, iu)g dt) + dij(u).

Then, we define the space-time vorticity

(5.4) J(u) ==V +w(u).

Now, we fix some p € M and ¢ > 0 smaller than the injectivity radius and consider the
geodesic ball Bs(p). The geodesic normal coordinates define a map ®: Bs(p) — Bs(0) C R2.
Let {71, 72} be a positively oriented, orthonormal tangent frame on Bs(p) that satisfies (2.45)).
With the notation of Subsection we let v = (v, v2): [0, ] x Bs(0) — R? be the unique
vector field such that

(5.5) u(t, @ 1(z)) = vl(t, ) 7 (D71 (z)) + V3 (L, ) (P (x))

for any (¢, x) € [0, t] x Bs(0). As we have seen already in Subsection we may express the
Ginzburg-Landau energy of u in Bs(p) in terms of the (Euclidean) Ginzburg-Landau energy of v,
see Equation (2.51)). By applying (2.37), (2.38) and ([2.43]), we also obtain

T T
(5.6) / / Byuf? vol dt = (1+o<52))/ / 0,0]? dardt
0 JBs(p) 0 JBs(0)

Now, we write the space-time vorticity in terms of its Euclidean counterpart. We let 7(v) be the
(Euclidean) current of v with respect to the space variable x, namely

2
(5.7) 3(0) = (Opv, iv) da.

k=1
We define the form
(5.8) V = d (9w, iv) dt) + dj(v)
and the space-time Euclidean vorticity
(5.9) J(v) =V +dj(v)

(which is consistent with [36] up to a factor 2).
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Lemma 5.1. Let

(5.10) R = (1 - W) (251" A,

where A is the connection 1-form induced by the frame {11, 72}, as in . Then, we have
(5.11) (©5")'V =V +dR

(5.12) (®g") w(u) = dj(v) + dR

(5.13) (®5") I (u) = J(v) + R + dR

Proof. As a preliminary step, we will show that

(5.14) (@) jq(u) = (B, iv) dt + 3(v) — [o2(25))" A

We take the pull-back via @51 of both sides of :

(5.15) (D5") do(u) = (251)" ((Bru, iu)g dt) + (B5")*j(u)

We study separately the terms in the right-hand side of (5.15)). By differentiating both sides
of (5.5) with respect to ¢, we obtain

(5.16) (D) 0 5" = O (110 @) + O® (T 0 @71
AS a consequence,

(@51 (e, i)y dt) = ((Bru, iu)g 0 B5") dt

5.17
10 = (@) 0 03", i(woagh)) at (O, iv) dt
g

Now, we consider the second term in the right-hand side of (5.15)). Let u* := v¥ odg for k=1,2.
Equation (5.5) may be written as

u(t, y) = u'(t, y) 11(y) + v’ (t, y) 72(y)

for any (¢, y) € [0, T] x Bs(p). Then, the current of u (with respect to the space variables only)
may be written as

Jj(u) = (Du, iu)y = (du1 @7 +u Dry + du? @ 7o + u? Do, ul 7 — 02 Tl)

= u'du® — vidu' — \u|§.,4

(5.18) g

We take the pull-back via @él of both sides of (5.18]). Since the pull-back commutes with the
exterior differential, and since (q)c_gl)*uk =uFo @61 = vk for k = 1,2, we obtain

(5.19) (5")"(u) = 3(v) — [v]* (25")* 4,

Equation (5.14)) now follows from (5.16)), (5.17) and (5.19).

Proof of (5.11)). We take the pull-back via @él of both sides of (5.3). As the pull-back operator

is linear and commutes with the exterior derivative, we obtain

(@) V = (25")*d ((Dhu, iu)gdt) + (D5")*dyji(u)
= d (95 (D, iw)y b)) +dy ((@5")j(w)
We apply and to the right-hand side:
(5:20)  (@5')"V = d (B, iv) db) + dij(v) — dy (m? (cbg;)*A) 2 g, (W (@g;)*A)
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As the form (@él)*A only depends on the variables in M, not on t, we have
(5.21) _d, (W (@él)m) —d, ((1 - |v[2)(<1>él)*.,4) — dm

Equation (5.11)) follows from ([5.20]) and (5.21)).

Proof of . We take the exterior differential dg of both sides of :
(95" daio(u) = d (@, iv) dt) + d;j(v) + dj(v) - d (Ju* (@5")7A) — a (jv]* (@5")"A)
The right-hand side may be further simplified by applying and :
sy (%) daiel) =V i) —d (1o @51 A) = a (Il (@51 A)
= (@g)'V +dj(v) - d (Jv (25")"A)

On the other hand, by taking the pull-back via @él in both sides of , we obtain
(5.23) (@) dq jo(u) = (B5)*V + (D51 w(u) — (851" (svol,)
Comparing ((5.22) with (5.23)) gives
(9" w(u) = djv) - d (ol (@51)"A) + (@5") (o)
and hence, recalling that dA = xvol,
(@g") ww) = djv) —d (Jol*) A (@) A+ (1- o) d (25" A)
= dj(0) +d (1= [ol?) A (@) A+ (1= |of) d ((05")"A)

=dj(v) +dR

Proof of (5.13)). We take the pull-back in Equation (5.4) and apply (5.11)), (5.12):
(@) I(u) = (Do) V + (D5!) w(u) = V + AR + 7(v) + dR

Equation (5.13)) follows, thanks to (5.9).

45

O

In the next Proposition .45 (M) will denote the space of 2-forms whose coefficients are bounded

Radon measures on M. .#>(M) is endowed with the flat norm (i.e., the W~11-norm).

Proposition 5.2 (Space-Time Compactness). Given ug : [0, T] x M — TM such that

(5.24) [O,IITl’]axXM lucly < C,
1 1
(5.25) F.(u;) = 2/ |Duc|? + @(1 — |uc[2)? voly < Cllogel, Vit € [0,T],
M
(5.26) /Q Byuc|2 voly dt < C|logel,

for some positive constant C independent of €, we let V. be defined, starting from u., as in (5.3)
and let w(u:) := dj(ue) + kvoly. Then, there exist J € L*(0,T;.#2(M)), V € L*(0,T; #o(M))
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and p € COV2([0,T); Mo(M)) such that (up to subsequences)

(5.27) J(ue) =% g in WIP(Q)  for any p € (1, 2)

(5.28) wlus(t)) = mal w(t) in WYP(M)  for any p € (1, 2) and t € [0, T
(5.29) v. 2%y in WIP(Q)  for any p € (1, 2)

and

(5.30) J=p+V.

Moreover, the measure u has the form
n(t)
(5.31) u(t) = 20> dj ()3, 0,
j=i
where n : [0,T] = N and d;(t) € Z, aj(t) € M for allt € [0,T], j =1,...,n(t).
Proof. We split the proof into steps.

Step 1 (Localization). Let 6 > 0 be a small parameter. Let B = {Bg,...,BéV} be a finite
open cover of M by geodesic balls of radius §. Each ball BZ;“ is equipped with normal geodesic
coordinates ®*: BY — B;(0) C R%. The cover B induces a finite cover of @ = [0, T] x M,

[0, T] x B :={[0, T] x B}, ..., [0, T] x By}
and [0, T x B§ is equipped with coordinates @Ié = (Id, ®%). For any k, we choose an or-
thonormal, positively oriented, tangent frame {le, 75} defined on Bg. We represent Ue [0 T)x B

by a map v¥: [0, T] x Bs(0) — R2, as in (5.5). The assumptions (5.25) and ([5.26]), combined

with - and -, imply

1 1
(5.32) / <|V k12 4 51— |v§|2)2> dz < Clloge|  forall t € [0, T7,
2/B
5(0)
(5.33) / Ok dz dt < C [loge]
[0,T]x B5(0)

Let 7(v%), V¥ and J(vF) be defined as in and (5.9), respectively. We can now apply
the Jerrard Soner compactness result for Jacoblans [21, Theorem 3.1] and the Sandier-Serfaty
product estimates [36, Theorem 3|). We find a (non-relabelled) subsequence and

ke L0, T; #5(Bs(0))), V*e L0, T; #(Bs(0)) fork=1,...,N
such that for any k=1, ..., N and p € (1, 2),

(5.34) dgh) =% gk vE S R i wbe([0, T) x Bs(0))
(5.35) A7E @) =% gFe)  in WLP(Bs(0)) for any ¢ € [0, T

Step 2. For any k, let A* be the connection 1-form induced by the choice of the frame {7, 75}.
Let

e = (1 |ob?) (25") A"
The energy estimate ((5.32)) implies that

(5.36) sup R 2(m500) S sup 11— [0F] ]l r2(Bs(0y) S € llogel
te[0, T tel0,T)
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Therefore, for any k we have

(5.37) AR =% 0 i WL2((o, T x B;(0)),
(5.38) AR 2% 0 in L°(0, T; W L2(Bs(0))),

We combine with ( -, - ) and Lemman 5.1] to obtain
J(Ua)\[o,T]xB]; = ®g (j(vf) +dRE + di)%’;) =0 9y (V’€ + ﬂ’f) —. gk

in W=LP([0, T] x BY), forany p € (1, 2) and k = 1, ..., N. (A duality argument shows that the
pull-back via a smooth map preserves the convergence in W~=1.) Now, let {77%, . ,77]2\,} be a
partition of unity subordinate to 8. We have supp (7],%) C Bk for every k =1,..., N and hence,

N

N
J(u an (ue) E_>—0>Z77 Jk =
k=1

in W=1P([0, T] x BY) for any p € (1, 2). This proves (5.27). The proof of (5.28) and (5.29) is
analogous. Since J(uz) = w(ue) + V- (see (5.4)), Equation (5.30) follows in the limit.

Step 3. By combining Equation (5.2)) with (5.3), we can write
(5.39) dgjo(ues) = Ve +dj(ue)

The smoothness of u. is smooth, and hence of dgjg(uc), implies that dg(dgjg(us)) = 0,
d(dj(us)) = 0 and, by differentiating (5.3), d;Vz = 0. By taking the exterior differential dg
of both sides of (5.39)), we obtain

0=dV; +dedj(us) = dV; + di (w(ue) — kvoly) = dVz + dy w(ue)
Therefore, by taking the limit as € — 0, we obtain
(5.40) Op+dV =0 in the sense of distributions.

Step 4. The L2-in-time regularity of V gives, exactly as in the Euclidean case (with similar
proof) the time regularity of g, namely that p € C%Y2([0,T]; .#5(M)). More precisely, using
the transport equation ([5.40)) we obtain that (up to considering smooth approximations of V'
and p, see |36, Theorem 3|), for any smooth ¢ : M — R and any 0 <t} <to < T

5.41 V ANdgy = — dv = d = - .
o /[tl’tﬂ M o /[tlﬂfz] M i [t1,t2]x M A y) /M(M(t2) ult))v

Therefore, since V' € L%(0,T; .#5(M)), for any smooth 1 € C%' (M) with ||V¢| =~ < 1 in M
we have

(5.42) [t = )] < IV sy Vi =

Thus,
[1e(t2) — p(t1) lgae < ”V||L2(0 Toaz (M) VE2 — L1,

namely p € COV2([0,T], #o(M)). In particular, (5.42) gives that t = [y p(t) is in C% 1/2(0 T)
for any v € COL(M) (with ||Vy| =~ < 1). Asa result we have (5.28)). Moreover thanks to (5.25),
we apply for any fixed ¢t € (0,7") Proposition and we conclude that the measure u has the

form (5.31)). O
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Proposition 5.3 (Space-Time Product Estimates). Let uc: [0, T] x M — TM be a sequence
that satisfies (5.24), (5.25), (5.26). Let J € L2(0, T; .#>(M)) be given by (5.30). Then, for any

continuous vector fields X = Xka%k and Y = f% on @, there holds

1 1/2 2y
_ e L 2 2 2 S |2 .
(5.43) hlggl(l)lf Toz?] (/Q |DXu6\gvolgdt> (/Qf |8tu€|gvolgdt) > ’2 /QJ[X, Y]‘

Proof. The proof again uses a localization argument and the analogous lower bound in the
Euclidean case. The details are as follows.
As in Proposition we consider a finite cover B = {B}, ..., B(J;V } by geodesic balls

and a partition of the unity {n%, ce 7]]2\,} subordined to B. We represent Ue|(0,7]x B by a
map v¥: [0, T] x Bs(0) — R?, as in (5.5). By equation (5.13) (Lemma , we have
(5.44) (®,0)"J (ue) = J(v) + dRE + dRE

where @y g: [0, T] x B¥ — [0, T] — Bs(0) is the coordinate map and
1\ 0 .
(5.45) R = (1 - |v§|2) (@, 5 A% 0 i L2([0, 1] x Bs(0))

as in (9.36)). By (57.27) and ([5.34), we may extract a subsequence in such a way that J(u.) — J

in W=LP(Q) and J(v.) — J* in W=1P([0, T] x Bs(0)), for any k. Due to (5.44)), (5.45)), we must
have

—1 \* Tk
(5.46) (@p0) T =T
Then, for any continuous fields X = Xk% and Y = f% on Q,
N
/ J[X, Y]volydt =) / ni J|X, Y]vol, dt
Q i1’ 0, TIx B}
(5.47)
N
-y / 72 T¥[X . Y vol, di
i1’ [0, TIx B}

where 7 :=n 0 <I>,;1 and X}, Y, are the push-forward of X, Y via the coordinate map Dy 0.
Let A. be any sequence of positive numbers. We have

1 1
5 /Q)\E]Dxu5|§—|— )\—E|f8tu5|3volgdt

(5.48) v 1
_ Z / )\s’Ukaua\f] + 7‘77kfatu€‘2 vol, dt
2 ¥ A g

k=1 < 70, T|xB; .

For any k, we have (see ([2.50]))

1 ) 1 )
5 /[O’T]XBé“ )\slnkDXusb + )\78|7]kf8tu5|g VOlg dt
! 1 _
(5.49) = — (1 + 0(52)) / ~ )\€|77k:v)’(kys|2 + 7|ﬁkfkatve|2d$ dt
2 [0,T]x Bs e
+ (1 + 0(52))/ O(|’U€|2) de di
[0,T]x Bs

where f 1= ny o q),;b The last integral in the right-hand side of (5.49)) is O(62), because of
the assumption (5.24]). Now, the product estimate of Sandier & Serfaty [36, Theorem 3|, applied
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on [0, T] x Bs(0), implies
1 1 _
liminf or ATV 5,0l + [k e | da i
1?1}51 2|10g5| 0.7]x B; 6‘7716 kae‘ + )\a‘nkfk tUs’ x

1/2 1/2
1 _
(5.50) > liminf —— / 1716V 5, v= | da dt / |7k frOpve|* da dt
e=0  |loge| \ Jio, 7% B;(0) X [0, T] x B (0) '

1 _
>~ / e J[ Xy, Yi] vol, dt
[0 T]XB§

As a result, combining (5.50)), (5.49)) and ([5.48) we obtain

1 2, 1 2
hIEILO nf 3logz] - Ae |k D x uely + )\—E\nkfﬁtug\g volg dt

> (1+0(s%)) /
[0,T]x B
We sum over k, apply (5.47) and let § — 0. We obtain

(5.51) .
5 JIX, Y] vol, dt.

1
2, 2
hrerl)%lfzyogd / Ae| Dx ey + 6|j"67tu€|gvolgdt > 2/QJ[X, Y] volgy dt

The same argument, applied with —X instead of X, shows that

1
(5.52) hggfwogd/u Dxuel|? + E\f&guelgvolgdtz ‘2/QJ[X, Y]volgdt‘

-1/2 1/2
A = ( / yDXus|§volgdt> ( / |fatua\§volgdt>
Q Q

if both integrals are strictly positive; otherwise, if either of the integrals is equal to zero, we
choose A\. > 0 in such a way that

1
/ )\EIDXUEE + )\—|f8tu£|§ volgdt < ¢
Q £

Then, (5.43)) follows from ([5.52)). O

Proposition 5.4. Let u. : [0, T] x M — TM be a sequence of vector fields satysfying

sup Fe(us(t)) < Cllogel,
te[0,7

Finally, we take

/[ ] lﬁtug\g voly dt < C|loge]|
0, T]xM

and
(5.53) — sup / | Du,(t) Vol < mn|loge|(1 4+ 0:—0(1))
2 te€[0, T
Assume that there exist a continuous curve a : [0,T] = M™ and a vector d = (di,...,d,) with

d;j ==+1 for j=1,...,n such that for any t € [0,T]

(5.54) w(ue(t)) — QWidjdaj(t) in (CO*(M)), Va € (0,1).
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Let [t1, ta] C [0,T] be an interval such that aj(t) # ai(t) for any t € [t1, t2] and j # k. Then,
we have a € H(t1, to; M™) and

t2
(5.55) llggélf |10g6| . / |8tu5]gvol ds>7r2/ |ak| s—w/tl ]a’|§(s)ds.

Proof. The proof follows the one in the Euclidean case in [36, Corollary 7]. Let 0 < t; <to <T
as in the hypothesis, let N € N and set 7 := % and t* == t; + 7k for k =0,1,...,N. In
the whole interval [0, T there is a finite number of vortices. Moreover in the interval [t1, t2] the
vortices a; (j = 1,...,n) remain distinct. Therefore, taking N large enough, for any interval
[t*,t5+1) we can find n balls B; (j = 1,...,n) such that each of them contains exactly one vortice
aj(t) for t € [tF ¢F+1).

Now, for any £ =1,..., N and for any j = 1, d we let ¢ € C1(B;) with [V¢| < 1. Then,
with X = V41¢, Y = %, together with (with w = V') give

1
liminf | ——— Dxu.|?vol dt/ Ayu.|? vol, dt
e—0 (‘10g5|2 /BjX[tk7tk+1]’ X €|g g BjX[tk7tk+1]’ t 5’9 g

2
1

> (= / V Ady
2 Bj x [tk th+1]

Moreover, (j5.41)) gives that
/ V A de = 2md; (w(aj(thrl) - aj(tk)> .
Bj x [tk thk+1]

Therefore,

1
liminf | ———= Dxu.|*vol dt/ Oyu|>vol,dt
=0 <\logs|2 /Bjx[t’“7t’“+1]| xtelgoly Bjx[tk,tk+1]| rielgvols

> 72 i(ay (1)) — sy ()

Now, we apply Lemma (specifically ([(&.7) with X =Y = V15) with v, = u.(t) (with ¢ fixed
in [t*,t**1]) and we get

5—)0 ’]()gg’ / ‘DXUE( )’ VOl ﬂyviw(aj( ))|2 _ 7T|V¢(aj( )) 9

therefore, since |Vi)| <1,

T
liminf —— |8tu5|zvolgdt >
e=0  |loge| Jp, ik 1]

1
hg(r’lf <W /BjX[tk,tk“'l] ’DXus‘”LZ]VOlgdt /BjX[th’“"'l] !@ualgvolgdt>
> 72 (s (151)) — (s (1)
Thus, if we take the supremum over ¢ € C}(M) with |[V¢)|| ;e < 1, we get
1 disty (a; (t*+1), a; ("))

liminf —— |8tug|gvolgdt > )
e=0  |loge| Jp, [k 1] T




DYNAMICS OF VORTICES ON SURFACES 51

and therefore, summing on j =1,...,n,
1 " dist?(a;(tFth), a;(tF
(5.56) liminf —— |0y |2volydt > WZ (a5 (7). a4 ))
e—0 ‘ log €| Qx [tk th+1] g = T
Given a = (aq, ..., a,), we define its piecewise constant interpolant a, by

ar(t) :=a(t**l)  for t e [tk k).

Note that since a is continuous we have that a, % 4 uniformly in [t1,%2]. Moreover, we define
n 2 k+1 k 1/2
dist? (a; (t"), a;(t"))
=/ o g\% 4 k k41
\aT\g(t) = E 1 - , fort e [t", ).
]:

Note that, as observed in [3, Eq. 2.3.4.], the notation is justified since when one reduces to a
linear framework, e.g. M = R?"  then |a’| ; (t) is the norm of the derivative of the piecewise

interpolation of the values a(t*), for k =1,...,N.
We set

L :=liminf \atus\gvolgdt,

Al ﬂ-‘ 10g€| QX[tl,tQ}
and thus (5.56|) rewrites as
to
/ & 2(t)dt < L.
t

1
We assume that L < +oo (otherwise there is nothing to prove). Therefore, there exists A €
L?(t1,t2) and a subsequence of 7 (not relabelled) such that

& | 2% A weakly in L2(t1,t2),

to
/ |A|?dt < L.
t

1

and thus

Now, we show that a € H'(t1,te; M) with metric derivative |a’|4(t) such that
|a’|,(t) < A(t) for a.a. t € (t1,t2).
We fix t1 < s <t < t9 and we set

S, := max {tk: t* < s} and ¢, :=min {tk: t* > t} .

Note that 5, 720 s and t. 0 ¢ Then, the triangle inequality gives

> disty(ay(57).as(t.)) < [ fally(r)ar

=1 T

Therefore, if we let 7\, 0, we get
n t
Zdistg(aj(s),aj(t)) S/ A(r)dr,
j=1 s

and thus since A € L?(ty,t3), thanks to Proposition we get that a € H'(t1,te; M) and
|a'|,(t) < A(t) for a.a. t € (t1,t2).
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Therefore, we conclude

to
s / |a’|%(¢)dt < lim inf |Opuc |2 volydt. O
t1

=0 | 1Og 6‘ Qx[t1,t2]

Given a 1-form w € L?(M, T*M), we denote by Pw the L?-orthogonal projection of w onto
the space of harmonic 1-forms Harm! (). Equivalently, Pw is the unique element of Harm?! (1)
such that

(5.57) / (w—"Puw, n), voly =0 for any 7 € Harm' (M)
M

Since the space Harm!(M) is finite-dimensional, we can choose an orthonormal basis (m)gi "
of Harm! (M) and write Pw as

2g

(5.58) Pw = Z (/ (w, Me)g Volg> . for any w € L*(M, T*M).
=1 MM

The representation ([5.58) shows that P extends to a linear, bounded operator L'(M, T'M) —
Harm®*(M).

Proposition 5.5. Let u. : [0, T| x M — T M be a sequence that satisfies the assumptions (5.24)),
(£:26), (5:59) and
(5.59) sup F(us(t)) < mnlloge|+C

te(0, T
for some e-independent constant C. Then, there exists a map & € H'(0, T; Harm'(M)) and a
(non-relabelled) subsequence such that

e—0

(5.60) Pj(us(t)) — &£(t) for any t € [0, T7.
As Harm!(M) is a finite dimensional space, the convergence (5.60) holds in any norm.

Proof of Proposition[5.5. Due to the assumptions ([5.24]), (5.54)) and (5.59]), we can apply Corol-
lary to the sequence u.(t), at any fixed ¢ € [0, T']. As a consequence, for any p € (1, 2) there
exists a constant C), such that

HVUEHLOO(O,T; L)) = Cp
We deduce
17 Cue)ll oo o, 75 e ary) < Ntell oo 0,7y x a0y 1V Ul oo 0, 75 Lo (1)) < O
and hence, we can extract a subsequence such that
Jlug) =% 3 weakly™ in L*(0, T; LP(M))
As the operator P: L'(M, T'M) — Harm!(M) is linear and bounded, we also have
(5.61) Pj(us) =* Pj =&  weakly* in L*(0, T'; Harm®(M))

We claim that the limit ¢ belongs to H'(0, T; Harm'(M)) (and hence, is continuous in time).
Let Vz be the 2-form on Q := [0, T] x M associated with wu., as in (5.3). Let n € Harm!(M),
and let ¢ € C°(0, 1) be a (scalar) test function. We have

L= /Q (1) < (Bj(uc), m)g vl di /Q (1) S (i(ue), m)g vol,

- / () di (i(ue) A w) = / () (dej(ue)) Ax
Q Q
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(we recall that » denotes the Hodge dual operator in M). Let a. := (Osue, iuc)g. By (5.3), we
know that

Ve= d(as dt) + dtj(us) =da. Adt + dtj(ua)

Therefore,
I = / o(t) VE/\*n—/ (1) dae A dEA %y
Q Q

The form 7 is harmonic, hence co-closed, so d(xn) = 0. This implies
da: Adt Axnp = —dae Axn Adt = —d(ae 1) Adt

and hence,

50 L= [0 v | Coto) ([ ateesm) o= [ et v

by Stokes theorem. Propositionstates that there exists V € L?(0, T; .#>(M)) such that V. —
Vin W=P(Q), for any p € (1, 2). On the other hand, the convergence (5.61]) implies 0;Pj (u.) —*
¢ in 2'(0, T; Harm! (M)). Therefore, we can pass to the limit as ¢ — 0 in (5.62):

d
/ p(t) 3 (€ n)g volg dt 2/ @(t) V A
Q Q
We deduce
/Q@(t) (058, m)g volg dt < IVl 20, 7.ty (aay) 1911 20, 7y 111l oo (ary

and, since ¢ and 7 are arbitrary, 9,¢ € L%(0, T; Harm!(M)).
It only remains to prove (5.60)); we apply the arguments from [36, Theorem 3|. Let ¢ty € [0, T').
Corollary implies, as above, that [|5(us(t0))[|,»(rr) < Cp. Then, we can extract a subsequence

(depending on tg) in such a way that Pj(uc(tg)) — ¢ € Harm!(M). We claim that ¢ = £(tg). If
we prove this claim, we will deduce that all the subsequences of Pj(u.(tg)) must converge to the

same limit, and (5.60) will follow. Consider the sequence .: [—-1, T] x M — TM,

i (t) ': U5(t0) iftSt()
T N ue(®) ift >t

The sequence . satisfies the assumptions (5.24)), (5.26)) and (5.59). Proposition implies that
w(te(t)) — a(t) in W=EP(M) for any ¢ € [—1, T], where

ﬂ(t) L 27 Z?:l dj5aj(t0) if ¢ <o
2 E?:l dj(saj(t) if t >ty

Then, ((5.54) is satisfied, too. By the previous arguments, we can extract a subsequence in such
a way that

Pj(a.) =* €  weakly* in L>(0, T; Harm!(M))
Using the definition of weak* convergence, we can check that

S K¢ for a.e. t <ty
&(t) forae. t>ty
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However, the arguments above imply that both & and € are continuous functions of ¢; therefore,
we must have { = {(tp), as claimed. In case t = T, we define u.: [0, T+ 1] x M — TM,

B Jue(t) ift<T
we(t) = {UE(T) itt>T

and proceed similarly. O

5.2. Vortex dynamics: Proof of Theorem In this Subsection we finally prove our main
result, Theorem [T}

The proof of Theorem |[1]is based on the abstract scheme developed by Sandier & Serfaty [35,
Theorem 1.4]). The core of the Proof is contained in the next Propositions , and

We consider well-prepared initial conditions. To ease the reading, we recall the definition.
Given n € Z, n > 1, we consider (a’, d) € &/ (see ) such that d; = £1 forany j =1,...,n
and ¢V € £(a’ d). We assume that the initial conditions u? € HL (M) satisfy

tan
(5.63) w(ud) =% 2r > dide  in WIP(M)  for any p € (1, 2)
J
j=1
(5.64) F.(u) < mnlloge| + W(a’, d, €%) +ny + o(1),
(5.65) [ w2 oo ary < 1-

By standard parabolic theory, we know that for any € > 0 there exists a smooth solution u,
of (L4).
Lemma 5.6. Let u. be a solution of (L.4) with u? satisfying (5.64) and (5.65). Then,

(5.66) [ell oo (arx(0,1)) < 1,
(5.67) F.(us(t)) < mn|loge| + C, for a.a. t €[0,T).
and
T
(5.68) / / lﬁtuglg volydt < Cllogel.
o Jm

for some constant C' > 0 independent of €.

Proof. The fact that u. verifies (5.67)) is a consequence of the fact that any solution of (|1.4]) with
the specified regularity satisfies the following energy estimate.

1
[Tog <]

where C' denote a constant independent of . Therefore (5.67)) follows. Set v.(x,t|loge|) =
ue(z,t) for (x,t) € [0, T] x M. Then, v, solves

(5.69)

T
/ / Bytue]2 volydt + Fu(us()) = Fx(ug) < wnlloge| + C,
0 M

1
Orve — Ague +

5—2(|vs|3 —1)ve =0, ae. in M x(0,T)

ve(z,0) =up a.e. in M.

Then, test (in the scalar product (-,-),) with v.. We get

2
Oulve? = Aglvc? + 2Deel? + Soe3(fvel2 = 1) = 0.
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Therefore, if we set w, := |ve|2 — 1, we obtain that
2
Ow: — Agwe + e—zwg <0,

and thus w.(t) < w:(0) <0, namely |v.|; < 1. By rescaling back with respect to time we obtain
(15.66]).

Finally, we discuss the validity of (5.68). In particular, note that that it is sufficient to prove
that there exists some T > 0 such that

To
/ / latuelgvolgdt <|logel,
o Jm

but this has been already proved in [35, Lemma 3.4|. The argument uses a contradiction argument
combined with the product estimate (5.43)) and can be replicated verbatim. O

Proposition 5.7. Let u. be a solution of with v satisfying (5.63), (5.64) and (5.65).
Then, there exist T* € (0,T], a curve a: [0,T*) — M™ with a = (ay,...,a,) € H'(0,T*; M")
integers d = (dy, ..., d,) € Z"™ such that (a(t),d) € ™ for any t € [0,T*) and a curve
¢ € HY(0,T*; Harm' (M)) such that for any t € [0,T*)

(5.70) w(ue(t)) — 27erj(5aj(t) in W=YP(M)  for any p € (1, 2),
(5.71) Pjluc(t) =S €(t),  with  £(t) € L(a(t),d),

(5.72) lim inf

i 1 >
e—0 ]logs\// Oy volydt 7T/ ally(5) ds,

|
Moreover, for almost any t € [0,T*) there exists a subsequence p,(t) and a vector field u*(t) €
WLP(M) (p €[1,2)) such that |u*(t )Ny =1 ae in M and

(5.73) U, (1) (1) = " (1) in Wb (M) for any p € (1, 2),
(5.74) dj(u*(t)) = —rvoly 4 2 Z 04, (1)

k=1
(5.75) d*j(u*(t)) =0 in M,

namely u*(t) is a canonical harmonic vector field for (a(t), d, £(t)).

Proof. We divide the proof in several steps.

Step 1 (Compactness). Thanks to Lemma and to Proposition (see in particular (5.28))
we have that the exist yu € C%Y2([0,T); #>(M)) such that for any ¢ € [0, 7]

(5.76) w(ue(t)) — p(t) in W=LP(M) for any p € (1, 2)

Thanks to Proposition [4.1] for any ¢ € (0,T) the measure yu(t) is of the form

n(t)
(5.77) =27 Z dj(t)da,(t), Wwhere d; € Z,

where for any ¢ € [0,7] n(t) € N and aj( )€ M for j =1,...,n(t) with a;(t) # ax(t) for j # k
and satisfies

n(t)
(5.78) hrgri}glf W’ log€| Z
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Therefore, since
F(us(t)) < F.(u) < mnlloge| + C,

we conclude that for ¢ € [0,7),

n(t) n
(5.79) EAGIEDINEAR

j=1 j=1
The fact that the evolution decreases the total charge combined with the continuity of ¢ —
[ n@)¢, for ¢ € CH(M), give (see |35, Proposition 3.2]) that there exists T* € (0,7 E| and
a: [0,7%) - M" with a € H'(0,7% M™) such that a;(t) # ap(t) for j # k and for any
t € [0,T*). Moreover, d;(t) = dj(0) = £1 for t € [0,7%) and thus the measure p has the form

(5.80) p(t) =2 > dida,
7j=1

for any t € [0, 7). Therefore, we are in the position to apply Proposition to obtain (5.72)).
Finally, we consider the sequence & := P(j(uc)). The sequence u. verifies all the hypothesis
of Proposition [5.5| and therefore there exists ¢ € H'(0, T*; Harm*(M)) such that

e—0

(5.81) P(j(us(t))) — &(¢) for any t e (0,7%).

Step 2 (Convergence to a harmonic vector field). We have

T 2 1 T )
vol,dt = / / |Oyuc|; vol,dt,
/0 /M I |logel? Jo Jum s

and hence, thanks to (5.68)),

1
Ague + ;2(’1 - ]u5]2)u€

9

T 1 ) 2
A = (1 - ) 1,dt < .
/0 /M‘ gus+€2 \ug\g uagvog < Tloge]
Therefore
1 .
(5.82) Agus + = (1 - |u5|§) ue — 0 in L*(0,T; L*(M)),

and, up to subsequence,
1
(5.83) Ague + 2 (1 - |u5|§) Uue — 0 in L2, (M) and for almost any t € (0,T™).

We let C' C (0,7*) the set of those ¢ in which the above convergence holds. We fix a t € C.

h—+o00

Thanks to Lemma and to Corollary there exists a subsequence ¢y, (t) ——— 0, which
may depend on the chosen ¢, and a vector field u*(t) € HL | (M \{a1(t),...,aq(t)}) NWLP (M)
such that |u*(?)[, = 1 and

(5.84) Ue, (1) (t) — u*(t) weakly in Htlan,loc(M \ {ai(t),...,aq(t)}),
(5.85) Uz, 1y (t) = uw'(t) weakly in WP(M) p € [1,2),
(5.86) Ug, 1y (t) = u*(t) strongly in Lt, (M) p € [1,+00).

Since Du,, ;)(t) converges weakly in Lt,,
L (M) for any p < 400 we get that

tan

(5.87) G (e, @y (t)) — (u*(t)) in LP(M) foranype]ll2).

(M) for p < 2 and wu, (4 (t) converges strongly in

2Note that since u. can be defined in the whole (0, +00), we can always assume that 7% < T
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Therefore, thanks to ((5.70]), we have that

(5.88) dj(u(t)) = —kvoly + 21 Y d;b, (1, for a.a. t€[0,T7).
j=1
As a result, we have that
) Stokes / dj(u™(t)) = 2w Z d; — / Kvolg Gauss-Bonnet o Z dj — 2mx (M),
M j=1 M 7j=1
and thus we have that (a(t),d) € &/™.

Now we prove that d*j(u*(¢)) = 0. This will imply that u*(¢) is indeed a canonical harmonic
vector field. To this end we let 1 : M — R be a smooth function. Then, since

1 . .
=(1- e, (1)) (e, (t), itic, (1)) =0 in M
we readily have that

lim (Ague, 1), Ttie, (1) (t))g Yvoly =0

h—+o00 M
and thus, thanks to Lemma below, that
(5.89) Jlim /M ¥ A% (ue, 1) (1)) voly = 0.

Thus, thanks to (5.87)), we have

0=, lm /M W 7 (e, 1) (B))volg =, lim /M dg) j(ue, 1 (8) )voly = /M dep j(u”(t))voly,
namely
(5.90) d*j(u*(t)) = 0.

Thus we conclude that u*(t) is a canonical harmonic vector field. Since ¢ was indeed arbitrary
on C we have proved that for almost any ¢ € (0,7%) we have that (a(t),d) € /™ with associated
a canonical harmonic vector field u*(¢). Note that u*(¢) is obtained as a limit of u.(t) along a
selected subsequence. The continuity of a : [0,7%) — M™ actually implies that (a(t),d) € &/
for any t € [0,7%). The fact that at time ¢t € C the vector field u*(¢) is a canonical harmonic
vector field implies that the harmonic 1-form £(¢) € L(a(t),d). Indeed, on the one hand the

convergences ((5.81)) and (5.87) imply that
§(t) =Pj(u*(t)).
On the other hand we let ®; = ®(a(t),d) be the 2-form such that

—A® = —kvol, + 27 Z dj0a; (1)
(5.91) =

[ e=o
M

Then, (5.88) and (5.90) imply that the 1-form j(u*(t)) — d*®; € Harm!(M). Therefore [19)
Theorem 2.1|, and the uniqueness of the projection imply that

E(t) = j(u(t)) — d* Py, &(t) € L(a(t),d) for almost any ¢ € [0,7).

The continuity of ¢ : [0,7*) — Harm!(M) and of a : [0,7%*) — M™ and the continuity of the
lattice £ with respect to (a,d) (see [19, Lemma 2.3|) give that

(5.92) £(t) € L(a(t),d) for any t€[0,7%).
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Therefore, [19, Theorem 2.1] gives that for any ¢ € [0, T] there exists a canonical harmonic vector
field u*(t). O

Remark 5.1. Note that can be extended to the whole interval [0,7%) since j(u*(t)) is
uniquely identified by its differential, its co-differential and the harmonic 1-form &, all of which
are continuous with respect to time. On the contrary, the vector field u*(¢) may not be obtained
as a limit of u.(t) for ¢t € [0,7]\ C. Moreover, we have no information regarding the regularity of
u* with respect to time. Indeed the form j(u*(t)) identifies u*(t) only up to an arbitrary global
rotation.

Proposition 5.8. Let u. be a solution of ., with u? satisfying (5.63)), (5.64) and (5.65).
Let a: [0, T*) — M™, ¢ € HY(0,T* Harm!(M)) be as in Proposition |5.7. Then, for a.e. t €
(0, T*), we have

2

vol, > — z Vo, W (a(t), d, £0)

g
g

loge
o o / ‘ Ayt + g (fuel? ~ 1)

Proof. Let t € (0, T™) be fixed, in such a way that ‘logsl&gug( ) = 0in L?(M) as ¢ — 0. First

of all, we extract a subsequence £ (t) — 0 (possibly depending on t) in such a way that u, (%)
converges to a canonical harmonic field u*(t) and

2

I
|0g€| / ' —Agus + |ug|2 L)us| volg
g
. [log ep ()] / 1 9 2
| —_— —A _ —1 1
o [ [Tt + (el — D, vl

We will then be able to extract further subsequences later on. We work at fixed t and drop the
dependence on ¢ from the notation; we write ¢ instead of e;,(¢t). Let j € {1, ..., n} be fixed,
and let 7 > 0 be a small parameter. We choose an orthonormal basis {é1, éa} of T,,, M. We fix
geodesic normal coordinates {x!, 22} centered in a; in such a way that the fields ey := 9/0x*
satisfy

er(a;) = ég, diveg(aj) =0, [V(aj) =0 Vi,m,k,

where I'l} are the Cristhoffel symbols of the metric g. We let B,)(a;) be the geodesic ball centered
at a; (to simplify the notation, we write B,, instead of By (a;)) and let v be the outward-pointing
unit normal to 0B,,.

Let k € {1, 2} be fixed. We multiply the equation by Dyu. (D, as usual, stands for
D.,) and integrate over B,. We obtain

8tu5
/3,7 (“Ogﬁ\ ; DkUg)gvolg + /B (—Ague, Dkue)g volg

n

1

2
t 2 /Bq7 ((|u€|g — Due, Dkua)gvolg =0.

(5.93)
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We integrate by parts in the second and in the third term in the left hand side. The details of
the computations are given in Lemma Lemma (see Appendix [A| below). We obtain

(5.94)
1 1 1
dyue, D ly = — 2 _1)?dst / Du,|? dsrt
Toga [, O Dungvoly = 5 [ (el =20 45 [ D)
[ Dyt Dy dt+ [ (D, Becauc) o,
dBy, By
1 2 1. 1 ©j
~3 | Due |, div (ex) volg — 3 (0rg")(Djue, Djue)g volg
By (p) By (p)
where R(-, ej) is the Riemann curvature tensor of M. The left hand side is controlled by
1
Opue, D 1
og] [, 1o Ditedoel
1/2 1/2
1 ? | Dyue|®
< loge| |—Ague + = (|ue|? — 1)ue| vol / =_vol ,
(/Bnr =g Syl = ] ) (Bn e vol,
and thus,
(5.95)

1
—Ague + 67(’“6’52; — 1)u,

n

2 2
Dyu
/ |log €] volg / D €|gvolg
B g By | loge]

1 1
> [l -2+ 5 [ DuBee,a’ - [ (D, Do) an”
4e? Jop, " 7 2 Jop, 7 B,
1 1 ?
+/ (Dug, R(-, ex)ue )gvoly — 2/ |Du5|§div (ex) voly — 2/ (0kg") (Djue, Djuc) 4 vol,
By By (p) By (p)

Thanks to (4.7) (see Lemma[d.2) we have that

1 1
lim —— [ [Dyuc|ivoly = lim —— D 2voly = )Z =
tim o [ 1Diucfpvoly = lim o | (D enlyvoly = rlen(a)ly =
since {e1, e} are orthonormal in a;(t). Corollary implies that, up to extraction of a subse-
quence, Du, converges weakly in LP(M) for any p € [1,2) and u. converges strongly in L9(M)
for any g € [1,+00) (except, possibly, for a negligible set of times t). As a consequence, we have

lim (DuE,R(~,ek)us)gvolg:/ (Du*, R(-, e,)u™)gvoly,.
e—0 Bn BT]

On the other hand, Lemma [4.9] implies that

. 1 2 2 1 _

and

1
lim — Du,|? dst — Dyue, Dyug)y di
L
1
= / |Du*|§(1/,ek)gd%ﬂ1 — (Dyu*, Dyu*), ds"
2 Jom, 8B,
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for almost every 7. Finally, we concentrate on the last two terms in the right hand side of (5.95)).
First of all, we observe that both terms are controlled by quantities of the form

/ ee(ue) f voly,
BTI

where e (u.) = % |Du5|§ 482 <|u€| ) is the density of the Ginzburg Landau energy and
[ By(p) — R is a smooth function such that f(p) =0 (in the first term f = div (e;) and in the
second f = g, see (2.40) e (2.41))). We show that

(5.96) lim sup/ e<(ue) f voly = 0.
B'q

n—=0 ¢>0

To this end, we dyadically decompose B, to obtain that

/ ec(ue) f voly = 2/ ec(ue) f voly.
2 177\32 i1y

On the one hand the smoothness of f and the fact that f(a;) = 0imply |f| <7277 on each anulus
By—iy \ By-i-1,. On the other hand, Lemma imply that, for some constant ¢ independent of
n and of g,

/ e(ue) voly < ¢ (|log (772_j_1)‘ +1).
By j,\By—j-1

|/ es(ug) f voly

Since the series in the right hand side converges, (5.96] follows.
Therefore, taking the liminf in (5.95)) produces

Therefore,

<cnz2 J ‘log(rﬂ i 1 +1‘)

2

log e
| g | —Ague + (]uglg Lue| volg
g
11 *|2 1 * * 1
5.97 > 5= / Du*|(v,ep)g dF" — D, u*,Dyu*), d#
( ) 27 12 8Bn‘ ’g( )9 83,]( (3™ g

2
+/ (Du*, R(-, ex,)u*)g4 volg + 0p—0(1)
B

n

Recall that the canonical harmonic vector field u* € WELP(M) N L, (M) for p € [1,2) and the

curvature tensor is smooth. Therefore, as n — 0, we have that
/B (Du*, R(-, e,)u*)gvoly — 0.
n

Thanks to Proposition [3.4] we have

) |log e 1 2 2
lim in A+ (el = | vol, > o ‘(V%W(a d, &), &) ‘ +opso(1)
n
As {é1, €} is an arbitrary orthonormal basis for Tq; (M), we also deduce
. 2 1 |2
lim inf =2 Ague + — (\ua\g Due| voly > - )(VajW(a, d, ¢), e)g‘ + 0ys0(1)
g
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for any unit vector & € Ty;(M). By taking the supremum over €, we obtain

1
liminf‘ oga\/

e—0

2
1 2
Ague + (|u€|2 1ue Volgzg‘v%W(a, d, §)|g+o,ﬁo(1)
g9

By taking the sum over j, the proposition follows. U

We can finally prove our main result, Theorem [I} which is an immediate consequence of the
following proposition. We recall that the constant v > 0 is the core energy, implicitely defined
in Equation ([1.7) (see [19, Section 2.3| for more details).

Proposition 5.9. Let u. be a solution of (1.4) with uQ satisfying (5.63)), (5.64) and (5.65).
Let a: [0, T*) — M™, ¢ € HY(0,T*; Harm'(M)) be as in Proposition |5.71. Then, the following
statements hold.

(i) For any t € (0,T*), uc(t) is a recovery sequence for W, that is
t)) — QWZdjéaj(t) in WYP(M) for any pin|1, 2)

F.(us(t)) < 7T77”L lloge| + W(a(t),d,&(t)) + ny + 0.—0(1)
(ii) For any t € (0,T*),

e—0

Pj(uc(t)) —= &) and  &(t) € L(a(t), d)
(iii) The vortex curve a satisfies for any t € (0,T*)

/ o] (s)ds + / VaW (as), d, &(s)) 2 ds + W(a(t). d,£(1) = W (a", d. &)
Equivalently, a is a solution of the gradient flow of the renormalized energy
d

Ca(t) =~ VaW(alt), d(1),£(0) for any t € (0, T),
(5.98)

a(0) = a’.

Proof. The proof is based on the abstract scheme developed by Sandier & Serfaty (see [35]
Theorem 1.4]).

Equation is the L2-gradient flow of the Ginzburg-Landau energy F.. More precisely, for
any £ > 0 and for any v € HL (M) we let

F.(v) — mn|loge| — ny, if Dv e L2, (M), %(1—[v|*)?e LY(M)

tan
E.(v) :=
+oo otherwise in L2, (M).
Recall that E. I'-converges to W and therefore, for any ¢ € [0,T)*,
(5.99) lim inf B (us(t)) = W(a(t), d(t), £(2))-
E—
We set X, := L2, (M). We endow X, with the norm [vllx. = W [0l 2(ar)- It is easy to

check that the subdifferential of E. (with respect to the scalar product in X.) is singlevalued
and is given by

1
Ox.E-(v) = |loge| ( Av+ — (|v|g - 1)v> .
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Therefore the Ginzburg-Landau evolution ([1.4]) rewrites as the gradient flow
Ous(t) + Ox. Ec(us) =0

ue(0) = ul.

Equivalently, u. is a curve of mazimal slope for the energy E, with respect to the slope ||0x_ E:|| x.
and thus it satisfies

1 [ 1 [
(5.100) 3 [ Mol ds-+ 5 [ 10w, Bulus(o) I, ds -+ Belus(t) = B
0 0
for any ¢ € [0, T*). Thanks to Proposition [5.7) (see in particular (5.72)) we have

(5.101) hmlnf /Hatus ||X —2/‘

On the other hand, Proposition [5.§ and Fatou’s Lemma imply

(5.102) nmmf/ |05, us(s)||3. ds > / IVaW (a(s), d, &(s))|? ds.
2 0 € 2 0 9

e—0

Therefore, for any ¢ € [0,7*) we obtain

F(u) — Bo(ue(t) 2 5 / 2 90+ 5= [ VW (ale). d. €6 s +0cmo(1)

(5.103) <d“f —V..W(a,d 5)) ds + 0:0(1)
> [ e

=W ( ), d, §) = W(a(t), d, £(t)) + 0c—0(1).

On the other hand, since the initial conditions are well prepared according to (5.63[), (5.64]) and
we have the I'-convergence of E. along u.(t) (see (5.99)), we have

Ee(u) — Ee(ue(t)) < W(a(0)7 d, §) —W(a(t), d, £(t)) + 0c—0(1).
Therefore, the inequalities in ) become equalities. In particular, we obtain
/ o[ (5)ds + = / ValW (a(s), d, €(s)[2ds + W (a(t), d, (1)) = W(a(0), d, €),
that is . Moreover, we also obtain that

E-(us(t)) = Wi(a(t), d, £(t)) + 0-—0(1) for any ¢t € [0,77),

namely that u. remains well prepared along the evolution, or, in other words, that u.(t) is a
recovery sequence for the renormalized energy W for any ¢t € (0,7%).

Statement (ii) is already contained in Proposition Finally, the fact that is indeed
equivalent to the differential formulation of the gradient flow is standard. More precisely,
since the chain rule implies

t & da; B - .
/ Z( o Ve d 5>)gds—W(a<O>, d, &)~ Wa(t), d, £(1).

we obtain that for any ¢ € (0,7*) there holds

da;
d+— [VaW(a(s), d, &(s |d_ ( J V%W(,d,g))d,
/\a| 5 / 5 /Z 0.4.9)



which means

and thus
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t d 1 2
/ Lats)+ 1y, Wials), d, £(s))| ds =0,
0 dt i 7 g
d 1 .
&a(t) = ——V,W(a(t), d, £(t)) for any t € (0,7%). O
T
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APPENDIX A. INTEGRATION BY PARTS

We collect some integration by parts results needed in our argument.

Lemma A.1. Let (M, g) be a compact two dimensional Riemannian manifold. Letv be a smooth
vector field. Then, for any smooth v: M — R there holds

(A1)

/ (Agv, iv)g 1) voly = —/ P d*j(v).
M M

Proof. We integrate by parts, and apply ([2.27))

(A.2)

—/ (Agv, iv)g 1 vol, :/ (Dv, D(3iv))4 volg
M M

= / (Dv, iv ® dip)4 vol, +/ (Dv, D(iv))g 1) volg
M M

Here, iv ® d# is the (fibre-wise linear) operator T'M — T'M that maps a vector field w to the
vector field iv dy(w). We claim that

(A.3)

(Dv, D(iv))g =0 at any point of M.

Indeed, let {71, 72} be a moving frame on an open set U C M. There holds that 7o = im; and

thus

v =o' +ivin

W = —v27'1 + v17'2.

Therefore (see Section in this paper and [19, Section 5.2]) for j = 1,2,

D, (iv) = =D, (v21y) + D, (vl 72)
= —(d’L)Q(Tj) - .A(Tj)’UQ)Tl + (dUl(Tj) - A(Tj)Ul)TQ
=iDrv  inU,

from which (A.3) follows.
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Now, we consider (Dv, iv ® di),. In terms of the orthonormal frame {7, 72}, we have
(Dv, v @ dy)g = (Drv, )y dip(1) + (Dryv, iv)g dip(12)
Recalling the definition of j(v), Equation , we can write
(Do, iv @ d)g = j(v) (1) dip(m1) + j(v)(r2) dib(72) = ((v), d¥)g

- / (Ayv, iv), ¥ voly — / ((0), dup), vol, B2 / d*j(v) ¢ vol, 0
M M M

Lemma A.2. Let p € M and let u, v be smooth vector fields defined in a neighbourhood of p.
Then, for any € > 0 and any n > 0 small enough, there holds

/ \u|2 Ju, Dyu)gvolg

Therefore,

1 / 2 2 1 1 / 2 2 1
= ul; — 1)°div (v) voly, + — ul? —1)° (v, v), dI7",
482 Bn(p)(| ‘g ) ( ) de 12 B,,(p)(‘ |g ) ( )9

where v is the outer normal to 0B5,,.
Proof. Thanks to the compatibility of the covariant derivative with the metric, we have
(A.5) (V |u]§, v)g = 2(u, Dyu)g
Therefore,

((ul? — D, Do)y = 2(V ful?, (ful? = Do)y = (Tl ~ 1), (Jul? — 1)),
We integrate by parts, by applying . We obtain

1
[ (= 1w, Dawyvoly = =5 [ (= 12 div (o) vol,
By(p) 2 /By ()
1 1
3 ) QDT vl g [ (2= 17 0, o), !
2 /By () 2 JoB, ()
Taking (A.5)) into account, we obtain (A.4)). O

Lemma A.3. Let u be a smooth vector field. Let {x', 22} be a local coordinate system, defined
in a neighbourhood of a point p € M. We let e, := 8/8:z:k. Then, for k =1, 2, we have

/ (—Au, Dyu)gvoly = 1/ ]Du\g (v, er)y AT — (Dyu, Dyu), do#"
By (p) 2 JoB,(p) 9B, (p)
(A.6) +/ (Du, R(-, ex)u)g volg — 1/ ]Du@ div (ex) volg
By (p) 2 /B, (p)
1

- / (ak‘gw)(D’Lua DjU)dVOlg,
2 Bn(p)

where R s the Riemann curvature tensor.

Proof. Recall that Au = —D*Du and thus

/ (—Au, Dyu)gvoly = / (D*Du, Dyu)gvolg
By (p) By (p)

= / (Du, DDyu)gvoly — / (Dyu, Dyu), dse".
By (p) 0Bn(p)
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Now we work on the first term in the right hand side. Recalling (2.2]) and the symmetry of the
metric we obtain

1 . 1. .
iak\Du@ = ¢ (Dju, DDju)g + iﬁkg” (Dju, Dju)g
Then, the very definition of curvature tensor gives
D;Dyu = DpDju+ R(ej, ex)u,
and thus
1 g 1 - .
§@MM@Zg”UM%Dﬁ%@g+§@w”xDmJ%wg*¢%DmJﬂ%wwwg

Therefore

1 1 g
/ (Du, DD¢, u)gvol, = / 8k\Dulgvolg — / (Okg")(Dju, Dju)q vol,
By (p) 2 /By) 2 /By)

—l—/ gij(D,-u, R(ej, eg)u)q voly.
By (p)

Then we integrate by parts in the first integral in the right hand side (see (2.25)). We get

1 1
/ (Du, DD¢,u)gvoly = / \Du|§ (v,er)dst — / |Du|§ div (e) volg
By (r) 2 JoB,) 2 JB,()

1

— / (8kgij)(Diu,Dju)d vol, +/ gij(Diu, R(ej, er)u)q volg
2 /By (p) By(p)

and the lemma follows. (|

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA [4.4]

The goal of this secton is to prove Lemma For convenience, we reproduce the statement
of the lemma here.

Lemma B.1. Let u. € HL,, (M) be a sequence of vector fields that satisfies
n
(B.1) w(ue) — QWZdjéaj in WY M) ase—0
j=1

where a1, ..., ay are distinct points in M and dy,...d, are non-zero integers, and

(B.2) l[uell oo (ary < Coo
1 2, 1 212

(B.3) /M (2 |Due|, + 4—52(1 — [uely) > voly < mn [loge| + Co
for some e-independent constant Cy. Let p > 0 be small enough, so that the closed balls Bp(aj)
are pairwise disjoint. Given an index j € {1, ..., n}, we assume that there exist a constant C
such that

1 2 1 22 1 o Clloge]
B.4 —|D —(1— dwr < ——
(B4 A%@Kﬁ‘%b+%ﬂ |%W> ~

for any € small enough. Then, for any € small enough we have \us\g >1/2 on 0B,(a;) and

ind(ug, 6Bp(aj)) = dj
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If we knew that the sequence of measures w(u.) has uniformly bounded mass, then we could
extract a subsequence such that w(us) —* 27 2?21 djda; weakly™ in the sense of measures, as well
as in W—L1(M). As a consequence, we would deduce w(u.)(B,(a;)) — 2wd; for a.e. radius p, and
the lemma would follow by the properties of w(u.) (see Section . Unfortunately, though, the
assumptions (B.1)), (B.2), (B.3) do not imply that the measures w(u.) have uniformly bounded
mass. This makes the proof of Lemma more technical. The strategy we adopt is quite
classical in the theory of Ginzburg-Landau functionals (see, for instance, [I]): first, we construct
a suitable partition of the domain (a ‘grid’); then, we use this partition to construct a sequence
of measures that approximate w(u:) in W~! and have uniformly bounded mass. This enable
us to pass to the limit in the sense of measures.

Proof of Lemma[B.1. As a preliminary remark, we observe that the assumptions (B.1I)), (B.2),
(B.3) and the estimate (4.6) in Lemma |4.2| imply

1 1
(B:5) (5100l + 2301 = 2 ) voly = ol el

/sz(aj)\Bp(aj)
We split the proof in several steps.
Step 1 (Reduction to the Euclidean setting). Let {71, 72} be an orthonormal tangent frame

on By, (aj), whose associated connection form A satisfies (2.45). By working in geodesic normal
coordinates, we can represent u. by means of a Euclidean vector field v.: Bo,(0) — R2, as

in (2.46). Equation ([2.50)) implies

(B.3)
(B.6) /B o é(ve)dr < C'lloge|
2p
_ (B.5)
(B.7) /B O] ée(ve) dz 0:—0(|logel)
2p P
(B.8) / e.(v) dowt = Cllogel
dB,(0) p
where
_ 1 o2 1 2\2
ee(ve) == 5’ Ve|” + 4752( = |ve]%)

is the Euclidean Ginzburg-Landau energy density. Let ®: Ba,(aj) — B2,(0) be the coordinate
map. The Euclidean vorticity of v, i.e. the 2-form dj(v.) (where 7 is defined by (5.7))), satisfies

dj(ve) = (@ N w(ue) — d®.  where R, == (1 - |u€|2) (@ 1)* A,
because of Lemma The energy estimate implies R — 0 strongly in L?(Ba,(0))
as € — 0, hence dR. — 0 strongly in W~12(B,,(0)) and
(B.9) dj(ve) — 2mdjdp  in W H(By,(0)) ase — 0.

Step 2 (Construction of a suitable cover). From now on, we denote by C a generic positive
constant, that may change from line to line; it may depend on p (which is fixed), but does not
depend on €. Let

h(e) := [loge|?
We construct a finite collection ¥ of Lipschitz, closed sets that satisfies the following properties:

(i) B2,(0) = Keg. I and the interiors of K are pairwise disjoint;
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(ii) for any K € %., there exists an invertible, Lipschitz map Tx: K — [—~h(e), h(¢)]?, with
Lipschitz inverse, such that

IV Tl o 1) + [V T e e ey < €

for some constant C' that does not depend on ¢, K;
(iii) for Re := Ugeq OK, there holds 51 (R.) < Ch(e)~! and
_ C'|loge]
B.10 st < ===
(B.10) [ etemyant < S8
for some e-independent constant C
(iv) for any K € ¥, either
interior(K) C Bs,(0) \ B,(0) or interior(K') C B,(0).
First, we define a suitable cover of B,(0). Let T: R? — R% T(z) := max(|z!|, |2?|)z/||.
The map T is Lipschitz, invertible, has Lipschitz inverse, and maps the square [—p, p)? to the
disk B,(0). Let N. € N be the integer part of 2p/h(e). By Fubini theorem, we can select suitable
points

ag:—p<a;<...<aé\[5:p

such that, for any k € {1, ..., N. — 1},
2pk
k P P
. — | — <

(B.11) ag ( p+ Na) S ONC

_ 1 Ne _
(B.12) / éc(veoT)dst < / é:(veoT)dx

{ak}x[=p,p] P Jl=p.p)?

We observe that 2p/N. ~ h(e) as € — 0 and hence, (B.12) implies

E3)
(B.13) / ee(v. o T)d#t < 0/ ee(ve) do ? O lloge]
{ak}x[=p,p] h(e) JB,0) h(e)

In fact, (B.13) remains valid for K = 0 and k = N, thanks to (B.g§]). In a similar way, we find
points

W=—p<b<...<bN=p

e —

such that, for any h € {1, ..., N. — 1},

2ph p
B.14 o — (- <
(B4 ; <”+N5>'—2N5
N, Cl

(B.15) / &.(ve o T)d" < =% e.(v. o T) dw < Z1108¢]

[~p, p]x {00} P Jl=p,p)? h(e)
We consider the collection of sets Ky p, := T([a¥, a¥*1] x b2, 801, for k € {0, ..., N. — 1}
and h € {0, ..., N. — 1}. These sets cover B,(0), have pairwise disjoint interiors, satisfy the

condition (ii) above (thanks to (B.11)), (B.14])) and
C |loge]

e.(ve) At <
/Ukﬁ 8Tk,h ( ) h(g)

We construct a cover of By,(0) \ B,(0) by considering suitable points

R=p<pl<... <p¥=2, =0<0<...<pV=2r
and defining, for any k € {0, ..., N. — 1}, h € {0, ..., N. — 1},

i = {(peost, psinb): (p, 0) € ok, pi+1) x [02, 6]}
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For a suitable choice 0f~p’f5c and 0" (analogous to (B.11)), (B.12)), we can make sure that the
collection ¥, := { Ky p, Kj n}in satisfies all the properties (i)—(v) above.

Step 3 (Construction of a suitable measure). An argument based on Sobolev embeddings (e.g.,
[19) Lemma A.1]) shows that

12 B10) ¢l/2
(B.16) sup |1 — |v-(z)|] < Ce/? / e-(v.) ! < ce loge|Y? =0
TER, £ h(8)1/2

as € — 0. In particular, for any K € ¥, the projection v./ |v.| : 9K — S! is well-defined and
continuous. We denote by deg(v., 0K) the topological degree of v,/ |v:| on OK. We define the
measure

(B.17) fe 1= 2T Z deg(ve, OK) Op
KeY:

where bg is an arbitrary point in the interior of K. Let § > 0 be a small parameter. Classical
results by Sandier [33] and Jerrard [20] (see also [I, Lemma 3.10] for a statement that is particular
suited to our needs) imply

h(e)
ez, 010 (106 ") — €5 (1 + g deg, 0K
(B.18) c

<c /K e (v.) dz + Coh(e) /8 e

for any K € ¥., where Cs is a constant that depends only on ¢ and p. By dividing both sides

of (B.18) by [loge|, we deduce

(B.19) |deg(v., OK)| < ¢ Cohle)

e-(v.)dx + / e.(vs) do#?
foge] J 404+ gl %0

By applying (B.6)), (B.7) and (B.10), we deduce

(B.20) el (B2p(0)) = 2 Y |deg(ve, OK)| < C

KeY,

(B.21) |pe] (Bap(0) \ B,(0)) = 27 > |deg(ve, OK)| < Co
K€Y, : KCB,y(0)\B,(0)

Step 4 (Convergence of p.). We claim that
(B.22) pe — 2md;0p  in W (By,(0)) ase — 0.
Let ¢ € Wy (Ba,(0)) be a test function. We have

/ ‘de(ve) - / odpe
B2,(0) Ba2,(0)

| [ o= wtmnasen)| +| T ot ([ doten) - 2maenton, o) )

KcY. Ke¥9,

(B.23)

:;]1 :ZIQ
To estimate the term 11, we observe that |dj(v.)| < |Vou:|* < 2é.(v.) and hence,

_
(B.24) I < Ch(e) HV<P”L<><>(BQp(o))/ ec(ve)dz < Ch(e) [logel [Vl poo 5y, 0))

BQP(O)
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We have h(e) |loge| = [loge| ™" — 0 as e — 0. To estimate I, we apply Stokes’ theorem

and ([2.64):
I < Z / J(ve) (1 - 12) 11l oo (85, (0))
Keg, 70K [ve] ’

The L*®-norm of 1 — |v.|~% on R, can be bounded from below by (B.16). Moreover, we have
|7(ve)| < |ve| [Vve| and, since |vg| is bounded on R. by (B.16|), we obtain

Cel/?|loge|'/? =
o< SIS ([ ) ol

Ce'/2 loge 1/2 _ 1/2
< h(|€)1/2| </R eg(vg)d,%”1> %1(R5)1/2 HSOHLOO(BQP(O))

By construction, #!(R.) < Ch(¢)~!. By applying (B.10]), we deduce

Cel/? 1
e PRV 1
(B.25) I < NOEE logel [lpll oo By, (0y) = C /" Nogel” lell oo (5, (0))

Combining (B.23) with (B.24)), (B.25]), we obtain

/ ¥ dj(va) - / wdpe
B2,(0) Ba,(0)

<C (!108;5’_1 +'/? [log €|4> (”SO||Loo(sz(o)) + HV(PHLOO(BQP(O)))

that is, d7(v:) — pe — 0 strongly in W—11(B5,(0)). Now (B.22)) follows, due to (B.9).

Step 5 (Conclusion). Let ¢ € C°(B2,(0) be such that 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢ = 1 in B,(0). By
construction of the measure p. (see (B.17))) and additivity of the degree, we have

B26)  2mden(ve 08,0) = w(BO) = [ waw—[  yap.
ng(O) B2p(0)\BP(O)
By , we have
(B.27) / Ydue. — 2wd;j(0) = 2nd; as € — 0.
Ba, (0

On the other hand,

(B.21)

(B.28) < el (B2p(0) \ B,(0)) < C9

/ C pdu
B2,(0)\B,(0)

Therefore, for e sufficiently small we have

|deg(ve, 0B,(0)) — dj| < C§

We choose ¢ small enough, so that Cd < 1. Since both deg(v., 0B,(0)) and d; are integers, we
conclude that deg(v., 0B,(0)) = d; for € small enough, and the lemma follows. O
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