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Abstract

In an earlier paper [16], we showed that there are finitely many stationary
configurations (consisting of equilibria, rigidly translating configurations, rela-
tive equilibria and collapse configurations) in the planar four-vortex problem.
However, we only established finiteness of collapse configurations in the sense of
prescribing a collapse constant. In this paper, by developing ideas of Albouy-
Kaloshin and Hampton-Moeckel to do an analysis of the singularities, we further
show that there really are finitely many collapse configurations in the four-vortex
problem. This is an unexpectedly result, because the N-vortex problem has in-
finitely many collapse configurations for N = 3 and for N = 5. We also provide
better upper bounds for collapse configurations than that in [16].
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1 Introduction

We consider the motion of NV point vortices on a plane, the so-called N-vortex prob-
lem introduced by Helmholtz [10]. The equations of motion of the N-vortex problem
are written as

. an‘j(rj — I'n)
D e O =2 N ()
1<j<N,j#n
0 1 . - .. 5 .
where J = 10 ) I, € R* is the vorticity (or vortex strength), r, € R* is the
position, of the n-th point vortex; and | - | denotes the Euclidean norm in R.

It is well known that, the N-vortex problem has self-similar collapsing solutions,
that is, point vortices simultaneously collide with each other such that the relative
shape remains constant; and the mechanism of vortex collapse plays an important role
to understand fluid phenomena. For more detail please refer to [3, 1], [16] and references
therein.



Following O’Neil [12], we will call a configuration stationary if it leads to a self-
similar solution. In [12] it is shown that the only stationary configurations of vortices
are equilibria, rigidly translating configurations, relative equilibria (uniformly rotating
configurations) and collapse configurations. Certainly, collapse configurations lead to
self-similar collapsing solutions.

In this paper, we are interested in the number of stationary configurations, especially,
the number of collapse configurations, for giving vorticities.

As everyone knows, all stationary configurations for two and three point vortices
are known explicitly [7, 15 11 2 etc]. However, aside from special cases with certain
symmetries [4], the only general work on stationary configurations, especially on relative
equilibria and collapse configurations, is for four point vortices.

For the four-vortex problem, O’Neil [13] and Hampton and Moeckel [§] indepen-
dently proved that for almost every choice of vorticities, there are finite equilibria,
rigidly translating configurations and relative equilibria. In [16] it is shown that there
are finitely many stationary configurations for every choice of vorticities, however, here
finiteness on collapse configurations is only established for fixed collapse constants.

More specifically, in [16] we proved

Theorem 1.1 If all the vorticities of the four-vortex problem are nonzero, then there
are finitely many stationary configurations for any given A € C*.

Corollary 1.2 If all the vorticities of the four-vortex problem are nonzero, then there
are:

L. exactly 2 equilibria when the necessary condition L = 0 holds
I1. at most 6 rigidly translating configurations the necessary condition I' = 0 holds
II1. at most 12 collinear relative equilibria, more precisely,

1. at most 12 collinear relative equilibria when L # 0
1. at most 10 collinear relative equilibria when L = 0

1i. at most 6 collinear relative equilibria when L # 0 and I' =0

IV. at most 74 strictly planar relative equilibria, furthermore, at most 14 strictly pla-
nar relative equilibria when L # 0 and I' =0

V. at most 130 collapse configurations for any given A € C\ R when the necessary
condition L = 0 holds.

Here please see Definition 2.2 and Definition 2.3 for the meaning of the collapse constant
A. We remark that a configuration is called strictly planar if it is planar but not
collinear, and planar configurations include collinear and strictly planar configurations.

The main purpose of the present study is to show that there are finitely many
collapse configurations in the four-vortex problem, as a result, we have

Theorem 1.3 If all the vorticities of the four-vortex problem are nonzero, then there
are finitely many stationary configurations.



The result is an amazing fact. Recall that Synge [I5] proved that the three-vortex
problem has a continuum of collapse configurations. Therefore, it is generally believed
that there are infinitely many collapse configurations in the N-vortex problem. Indeed,
if one considers the parameter A in equations of collapse configurations (see (Z2.6l),
(Z17)) or (B15) below) as an unknown quantity, then the number of unknown quantities
exceeds the number of equations and the system of equations is indefinite in form. As
an example, we find a continuum of collapse configurations in the five-vortex problem.

The proof of Theorem [L.3] is based upon an extension of the elegant method of
Albouy and Kaloshin for celestial mechanics [I] by absorbing some advantages of the
method of BKK theory of Hampton and Moeckel [§]. The principle of the method is
still to follow a possible continuum of collapse configurations in the complex domain
and to study its possible singularities there. But we find that one can combine ideas
of Albouy-Kaloshin and Hampton-Moeckel to do an analysis of the singularities with
more subtlety than before. Roughly speaking, the method of Albouy and Kaloshin
does not require any difficult computation, but it can only analyze leading coefficients
of a polynomial system; on the other hand, the method of Hampton and Moeckel can
analyze more coefficients of a polynomial system, but it requires difficult computations
by employing Computer.

Here we still embed equations of collapse configurations into a polynomial system
(see [16] and the following (BIH)), then a continuum of collapse configurations is ex-
cluded by an analysis of the singularities. Indeed, if the polynomial system has infinitely
many solutions, then there are Puiseux series solutions. By analyzing leading coeffi-
cients of Puiseux series solutions, the original polynomial system is replaced by many
simpler “reduced systems” for which one would like to show that the vorticities must
satisfy some constraints. Roughly speaking, by showing these constraints on the vor-
ticities are conflict with each other, one shows that the original polynomial system has
finitely many solutions. By the way, if constraints on the vorticities obtained by an-
alyzing leading coefficients of Puiseux series solutions are consistent with each other,
one can further analyze second coefficients and so on to get more constraints on the
vorticities for reducing to absurdity.

Once finiteness of the number of collapse configurations is proved, an explicit upper
bound on the number of collapse configurations is obtained by a direct application of
Bézout Theorems. However, such a bound is probably still far from sharp. Nevertheless,
we also provide upper bounds in the following summary result:

Corollary 1.4 If all the vorticities of the four-vortex problem are nonzero, then, besides
cases I, II, III and IV are same as that in Corollary (1.4, we have the following result
to replace the case V in Corollary[1.4):

V. there are at most 98 collapse configurations when the necessary condition L = 0
holds; more precisely,
1. there are at most 108 central configurations when L =0

i1. there are at most 98 collapse configurations, thus the number of A € S asso-
ciated with collapse configurations is also no more than 98



iti. there are at most 49 collapse configurations for every A € S\{%1, i}, there
are at most 98 collapse configurations for every A € {£i}.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we recall some notations and
definitions given in [16]. In particular, following Hampton and Moeckel [8], we introduce
Puiseux series solutions of a polynomial system. In Section 3, we discuss some tools
to classify leading terms of Puiseux series solutions. In Section 4 and Section 5,
we study all possibilities of leading terms of Puiseux series solutions and reduce the
problem to the seven diagrams in Figure [[1] and in Figure I3 in particular, we get
constraints on the vorticities corresponding to each of the seven diagrams. In Section
6, based upon the prior work, we prove the main result on finiteness. In Section
7, we investigate upper bounds on the number of collapse configurations. Finally, in
Section 8, we conclude the paper by showing the existence of a continuum of collapse
configurations in the five-vortex problem.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we recall some notations and definitions that will be needed later.
For more detail please refer to [16].

2.1 Stationary configurations

First, let us consider vortex positions r,, € R? as complex numbers z, € C, then
(L) becomes 2, = —iV},, where

Vo= Y Fj;j" => E (2.2)

z.
1<j<Nj#n I7 j#n "I
Zin = Zn — Zj, Tin = |Zjn] = \/ZjnZjn, 1 = V/—1 and the overbar denotes complex
conjugation.

Let CN = {2 = (21,--- ,2y) : 2z € C,j = 1,--- , N} denote the space of configura-
tions for N point vortex, and let CV\ A denote the space of collision-free configurations.

Definition 2.1 The following quantities are defined:

Total vorticity I'= Zjvz1 I';
Total vortex angular momentum L= Zl§j<k§N L0y
Moment of vorticity M = E;VZI [z
Angular impulse I= Z;VZI Lj|z? = Z;VZI L2z
and o
IT—-MM= Y TlpZp= », ITw2s, (2.3)
1<j<k<N 1<j<k<N
I?—2L > 0. (2.4)



Definition 2.2 A configuration 2 € CN\A is stationary if there exists a constant A € C
such that

V}'—Vk:A<Zj—Zk), 1§],/{7§N (25)
Definition 2.3 4. 2 € CNM\A is an equilibrium if V; = --- = Vy = 0.
. 2 € CN\A is rigidly translating if V) = --- = Vy = V for some V € C*. (The

vortices are said to move with common velocity V'.)

ii. = € CN\A is a relative equilibrium if there exist constants A € R*, 2y € C such
that V,, = Az, — 20), 1<n<N.

iw. z € CN\A is a collapse configuration if there exist constants A,z € C with

Im(A) # 0 such that V,, = Az, — 20), 1<n<N.
Where R* =R\{0}, C* = C\{0}.

In [12], it is shown that the only stationary configurations of vortices are equilibria,
rigidly translating configurations, relative equilibria (uniformly rotating configurations)
and collapse configurations; in particular, L = 0 is a necessary condition for the exis-
tence of equilibria, and I' = 0 is a necessary condition for the existence of configurations.

Definition 2.4 A configuration z is equivalent to a configuration z' if for some a,b € C
with b # 0, 2z, =b(z, +a), 1<n<N.

2z € CN\A is a translation-normalized configuration if M = 0; z € CN\A is a
rotation-normalized configuration if z1o € R. Fixing the scale of a configuration, we can
gie the definition of dilation-normalized configuration, however, we do not specify the
scale here.

A configuration, which is translation-normalized, rotation-normalized and dilation-
normalized, is called a normalized configuration.

Definition 2.5 Relative equilibria and collapse configurations are both called central
configurations.

Recall that equations of relative equilibria and collapse configurations can be unified
into the following form
Az, =V, 1<n<N, (2.6)

and solutions of equations (2.6]) satisfy
M =0, (2.7)
Al = L. (2.8)
Following Albouy and Kaloshin [I] we introduce

Definition 2.6 A real normalized central configuration of the planar N-vortex problem
is a solution of (2.0) satisfying z12 € R and |A| = 1.



Note that real normalized central configurations come in a pair, that is, central config-
urations is determined up to a common factor £1 by normalizing here. Thus we count
the total central configurations up to a common factor +1 below.

Proposition 2.1 Collapse configurations satisfy I' # 0 and
S=1=L=0. (2.9)

For relative equilibria we have

B T 40 r=0
=0 = {I:Lzo or {I#QL#O

In this paper we mainly study collapse configurations. Thus we assume that the
total vortex angular momentum is trivial in the following, i.e., (2.I]) holds.

2.2 Complex central configurations
We embed (2.6) into

Azn:Z#nwF—il, 1<n<N, (2.10)
Kwnzz#nzj—_i, 1<n<N, '

where z;, = 2, — 2z; and wj, = w, —w;. The condition z;2 € R we proposed to remove
the rotation freedom becomes z13 = wys.
Note that I, S become

N
I=3 Tizjw;,  S= > Thwj= >  Tlizrw
j=1

1<j<k<N 1<j<k<N

To the Variables Zn, Wy € (C we add the variables Zj,, Wj, € C (1 < j <k < N)
such that Zj; Wik=—".Forl <k<j<Nweset Zj, =—"Ly;, Wi, = —Wyg;.

w

Then equations QE]) together Wlth the condition 215 € R and |A| = 1 becomes

= U5 Zns 1<n<N
wn:Z#nI‘jVan, 1<n<N\,
Aijwjkzl, 1§]<k’§N,

Zjk = 2k — %, Wi =wp —wj, 15, k<N,
ij = —ij, ij = —ij, 1<k <j < N,
212 = Wi2.

This is a polynomial system in the variables Q = (2, W) € (C¥ x CNW-D/2)2 here

Z = (21, 20,0t AN, D12, D13yt 7Z(N71)N)7
W = (wb Wy, -+, wn, Wi, Wig, - - 7W(N—1)N)-



It is easy to see that a real normalized central configuration of (2.6)) is a solution
Q = (Z,W) of (Z11)) such that z, = w, and vice versa.
Following Albouy and Kaloshin [I] we introduce

Definition 2.7 (Normalized central configuration) A normalized central configu-
ration is a solution Q = (Z, W) of (211). A real normalized central configuration is a
normalized central configuration such that z, = w, for anyn=1,2,---  N.

A (real) normalized relative equilibrium (resp. collapse configuration) is (real) a
normalized central configuration with A = £1 (resp. A € S\ {£1}).

Where S is the unit circle in C.

Definition 2.7 of a real normalized central configuration coincides with Definition

Note that solutions Q = (Z,W) of ([2I1]) come in a pair: (—=Z,-W) — (Z,W)
sends solution on solution, that is, a solution of (2.I1]) is determined up to a common
factor £1.

2.3 Elimination theory

Recall that, a closed algebraic subset of the affine space C™ is a set of common
zeroes of a system of polynomials on C™. The polynomial system (2.I1]) defines a
closed algebraic subset. For the planar four-vortex problem, we will prove that this
subset is finite, then the number of real normalized central configurations is finite. To
distinguish the two possibilities, finitely many or infinitely many points, we will only
use the following results from elimination theory.

Lemma 2.1 ([I]) Let X be a closed algebraic subset of C™ and f : C™ — C be a
polynomial. FEither the image f(X) C C is a finite set, or it is the complement of a
finite set. In the second case one says that f is dominating.

In particular, we remark that the polynomial functions I and S, on the closed
algebraic subset A C (CN x CNV=1/2)2 defined by the system (2.I1)), are two real
constants.

Lemma 2.2 ([9]) Suppose that a system of n polynomial equations fy, defines an infinite

variety X C C™. Then there is a nonzero rational vector a« = (aq, -+, ayy), M nonzero
numbers a;, and Puiseuz series xj(t) = a;t* +---, j =1,--- ,m, convergent in some
punctured neighborhood U of t = 0, such that fy(x1(t), -+, xn(t)) = 0 in U, k =
1,---,n. Moreover, let g : C™ — C be a polynomial, if g is dominating, there exists

such a series solution with g(t) = t and another with g(t) = t='; for example, if the
projection from X onto the x;-axis is dominant, there exists such a series solution with
z;(t) =t and another with x;(t) = t'.

Lemma [2.2] is a slight variation of Proposition 1 in [9]. Since the proof of Lemma
is quite similar to that given by Hampton and Moeckel in [9], no proof will be given
here.



2.4 Bézout Theorem

After finiteness of the number of central configurations is established, we mainly
make use of a refined version of Bézout Theorem to discuss upper bounds of the number
of real normalized central configurations.

Lemma 2.3 ([14]) Let Vy,- -+ ,V,, be pure dimensional subvarieties of PN. Let Uy, -+ -, Uy,
be the irreducible components of X = Vi (- -(\Vim. Then

Zz X; Uj)deg(U;) < Hdeg (2.12)

where [(X;U;) is the length of well-defined primary ideals, i.e., the multiplicity of X
along U;.

Definition 2.8 (See [B]) The multiplicity I(X; P) of X at a point P € X is the degree
of the projectivized tangent cone TCpX. The multiplicity [(X; U) of a scheme X along
an trreducible component U, s equal to the multiplicity of X at a general point of U.

Lemma 2.4 ([6]) Let Vi,---,V,, be pure-dimensional subschemes of PN, with

Z dim(V;) = (m — 1)N,

Assume P is an isolated point of X = Vi()--+( V. Then

> [T + 3 deglay), (2.13)

where Uy, - -+, U, are the irreducible components of TCpVi(\---(TCpV,,. In partic-

ular,
> [ (2.14)
J:

with equality if and only if TCpV1()---(TCpV,, = 0.

3 Puiseux series solutions and colored diagram

Consider the following equations for variables A, z,, wy, Zj5, Wjr € C,n=1,--- | N,
1<j<k<N:
Zn:ZjinFijn’ ]_STLSN,
wn:Zj¢nPjVana 1<n<N,
Aijwjkzl, 1§]<k’§N,
ijij = A, 1 S] <k< N, (315)

Zjk = 2k — %, Wi =wp —wj, 15, k<N,
ij = —ij, ij = —ij, 1<k <7< N,

212 = Wi2-



It is easy to see that, if there are infinitely many A € S such that the equations
(2I0) have a solution, then the system of equations (B.I5) defines an infinite variety
X C C x (CN x CNWV=D/2)2 " and the projection from X onto the A-axis is dominant.
By Lemma [2.2] it follows that there is a nonzero rational vector

(aaﬁav) - (ala"' y AN, (12, - - aa(Nfl)Naﬁla"' 76N7612a BN 1)N7/y)7

a vector
(a’a b7 C) = (ala"' 7aN7A127"' 7A(N71)N7b17"' 7bN7BIQ7"' 7B(N71)Nuc) € C*N(N+1)+17

and Puiseux series

Zn(t) = ant® 4 -+ - wy(t) = btPr 4 -, n=1,---,N
ij( W = Ajpto* 4o W, (t) = wA,E()t) = B. ktﬁﬂc +---, 1<73<k<N
At) = ct” + - ( )

3.16

convergent in some punctured neighborhood U of ¢t = 0, such that the system of equa-
tions (B.I5]) holds for any t € U.

Note that, by the projection from X onto the A-axis is dominant, there are Puiseux
series as (B.I6) with A(t) =t or with A(t) =¢71.

Following Hampton and Moeckel []], a vector of nonzero Puiseux series
Q(t) = (2(t), W(t))
as (3.16) will be said to have order (a, 3). Here recall that,

Z = (21, 20,0t ANy D12, L13y 7Z(N71)N)7
W = (wy,wy, -, wy, Wia, Wiz, - - 7W(N—1)N)-

Therefore, to prove the finiteness of A € S, it suffices to show that for every nonzero
rational vector («, ) there is no Puiseux series solution of order («, ). To this end,
one can apply the method of BKK theory by Hampton and Moeckel [8]. However, we
will not utilize this method in this paper, because it has a large amount of calculation.
Instead, we will utilize a method similar as in [I6] to show that Puiseux series solutions
of a given order do not exist.

3.1 Notations and definitions

Definition 3.1 (Notations on Puiseux series) For a given Puiseur series x(t) =
at? + - - - with the leading term at?, let ¢ = d(x(t)) denote the degree of x(t), and set

at? =: L(z(t)).

For a given vector of nonzero Puiseux series



of order («, B) as (314), set
|Z(t)| = |04| = min{ala T, 0N, (2, aa(N—l)N},

|W(t)| = |6| = min{ﬁlv T 7BN7 6127 T 76(N—1)N}7
1Q(1)] == min{|Z(X)], [W(H)[},
which denote the degrees of Z(t), W(t) and Q(t), respectively.

Definition 3.2 (Notations of asymptotic estimates) Given two Puiseux series
x,y, we have:

x ~ 1y means L(z) = L(y);
(y);
();
d(y)-

Definition 3.3 (Strokes and circles.) We pick a Puiseux series Q. We write the
indices of the bodies in a figure and use two colors for edges and vertices.
The first color, the z-color, is used to mark the minimal degree components of

x <y means d(x) >d
x =y means d(x) > d
(z) =

x ~ 1y means d(x

Z = (21, 22,00 S 2N, D12, D13, 0 7Z(N—1)N>-

They correspond to the components that whose degrees are equal to |Z|. We draw a
circle around the name of vertex m if the term z, is of minimal degree among all the
components of Z. We draw a stroke between the names j and k if the term Zj;;, is of
minimal degree among all the components of Z.

Similar as in [16], we have the following rules mainly concern z-diagram, but they
apply as well to the w-diagram.

Rule I There is something at each end of any z-stroke: another z-stroke or/and a
z-circle drawn around the name of the vertex. A z-circle cannot be isolated;
there must be a z-stroke emanating from it. There is at least one z-stroke in the
z-diagram.

Definition 3.4 (z-close) Consider a Puiseux series. We say that bodies k and l are
close in z-coordinate, or z-close, or that zy and z; are close, if zi < Z.

Rule II If bodies k and 1 are z-close, they are both z-circled or both not z-circled.

Definition 3.5 (Isolated component) An isolated component of the z-diagram is a
subset of vertices such that no z-stroke is joining a vertex of this subset to a vertex of
the complement.

11



Rule IIT The moment of vorticity of a set of bodies forming an isolated component of
the z-diagram is z-close to the origin.

Rule IV Consider the z-diagram or an isolated component of it. If there is a z-circled
vertex, there is another one. The z-circled vertices can all be z-close together only
if the total vorticity of these vertices is zero.

Definition 3.6 (Maximal z-stroke) Consider a z-stroke from vertex k to vertez l.
We say it is a mazimal z-stroke if k and 1l are not z-close.

Rule V There is at least one z-circle at certain end of any maximal z-stroke. As a
result, if an isolated component of the z-diagram has no z-circled vertex, then it
has no maximal z-stroke.

On the same diagram we also draw w-strokes and w-circles. Graphically we use
another color. The previous rules and definitions apply to w-strokes and w-circles.
What we will call simply the diagram is the superposition of the z-diagram and the
w-diagram. We will, for example, adapt Definition of an isolated component: a
subset of bodies forms an isolated component of the diagram if and only if it forms an
isolated component of the z-diagram and an isolated component of the w-diagram.

Definition 3.7 (Edges and strokes) There is an edge between vertexr k and vertex
l if there is either a z-stroke, or a w-stroke, or both. There are three types of edges,
z-edges, w-edges and zw-edges, and only two types of strokes, represented with two
different colors.

11— 2 100———2 ) )

Figure 1: A z-stroke, a z-stroke plus a z-stroke, a w-stroke, forming respectively a
z-edge, a zw-edge, a w-edge.

3.2 New normalization. Main estimates.

One does not change a central configuration by multiplying the z coordinates by
t? and the w coordinates by ¢t7? for any p € Q. Our diagram is invariant by such an
operation, as it considers the z-coordinates and the z-coordinates separately.

We used the normalization z15 = wis in the previous considerations. In the follow-
ing we will normalize instead with |Z| = |W|. We start with a central configuration
normalized with the condition z15 = wis, then multiply the z-coordinates by t*, the
w-coordinates by ¢77, in such a way that |Z| = |[W]|.

Set |Z| = |[W| = ¢, here ¢ € Q. Similar as in [16], we have

12



Proposition 3.1 (Estimate 2) For any (k,1), 1 <k <1< N, we have 79 < zy <
t? and t7779 L wy Xt thus g < —%.

There is a z-stroke between k and 1 if and only iof wy, ~ t7779; there is a w-stroke
between k and 1 if and only if zi ~ t779.

There is a mazximal z-stroke between k and U if and only if z ~ t%, wy ~ t7779;
there is a maximal w-stroke between k and 1 if and only if zp ~ 779, wy =~ t9.

There is a z-edge between k and U if and only if zi > 779wy ~ t~779; there is a
w-edge between k and 1 if and only if zj ~ 79wy = 7774

There is a maximal z-edge between k and 1 if and only if zy ~ 9wy ~ t7779; there
1s a maximal w-edge between k and 1 if and only if zp ~ 779wy =~ t9.

There is a zw-edge between k and 1 if and only if zy ~ 779wy ~ 7779,

Rule VI If there are two consecutive z-stroke, there is a third z-stroke closing the
triangle.

Similar to [16], we classify all possible diagrams by these rules of coloring diagrams

in the following two sections. We divide discussions into two cases according to ¢ < _nl

2
or q = —|—;’|. Note that we only consider the case that ¢ < 0 below, since we will only

face this case when we practically construct Puiseux series.

4 Possible diagrams in the case ¢ < —|v|/2
In this section, we consider the case that ¢ < —|—;|. Then it is easy to see that, by
estimates in Proposition [3.1], we have

Remark 4.1 The strokes in a zw-edge are not maximal. A mazimal z-stroke (resp.
w-stroke) is exactly a maximal z-edge (resp. w-edge). In particular, if vertices k and 1
form a z-stroke (resp. w-stroke), then they are w-close (resp. z-close).

Consequently, we remark that the rules for coloring diagrams in this section are
exactly same as that in Section 3 in [16].

4.1 Possible diagrams

Based upon the results in previous sections, it is easy to see that the only possible
diagrams are exactly same as that in Subsection 4.1 in [16], i.e., Figures 2-10 in [16].
For convenience, these Figures are presented below.

Proposition 4.1 in Subsection 4.2 in [16] may be wrong generally, here we propose
the following proposition to replace Proposition 4.1 in [16] .

Proposition 4.1 Suppose a diagram has two z-circled vertices (say 1 and 2) without
other z-circled vertices. If vertices 1 and 2 form a z-stroke, then I'y + 'y # 0.

Proof.

13



Figure 3

Figure 6

Without loss of generality, assume that

L.
e —Fgatq, Zo ~ Flatq, W19 ~~ at v q,

14



here recall that A ~ ct7.

1
.7
()3
Figure 9
2 1

Figure 10

IfT) + Ty =0, by L =0, it is easy to see that » ., I'; # 0.

wiy = (D1 + Do) Wis + ) T (W2 — W),

§>2

15



it follows that

it,ﬂ/,q ~w _ FjAZlg ~ _Ej>2 FthPYZlQ < _Ej>2 chtvtq
ac N T (Tat?)?

Then it is easy to see that

al? )
v < O, Z12 ™~ — 1,
c? Zj>2 L
By
20 = (D14 19) 20+ ) T5(Zn = Zpn),
j>2
it follows that
A212 . F]
W12 2 W1;W2;
However, we have
Azpo e N Lj :
W12 2 W1 W2,

this leads to a contradiction.
As a result, I'; + I's # 0 holds.
O

On the other hand, it is noteworthy that Propositions 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4 in Subsection
4.2 in [16] are still correct. For convenience, these Figures are presented below. Their
proofs are similar as that in [16], proofs will be omitted.

Proposition 4.2 Suppose a diagram has an isolated z-stroke, then vertices of it are
both z-circled; if the two vertices are z-close (for example, provided the two vertices are
connected by w-stroke), then the total vorticity of them is zero.

Proposition 4.3 Suppose a diagram has an isolated z-color triangle, and none of ver-
tices (say 1,2,83) of it are z-circled, then I‘% + F—12 + FLS =0 or 'y 4+ T3+ T3 = 0.

Proposition 4.4 Suppose a fully z-stroked sub-diagram with four vertices exists in iso-
lation in a diagram, and none of vertices (say 1,2,8,4) of it are z-circled, then

Lygga =TTy + Tol's + I3y + Ty (I + Ty +T'3) = 0. (4.17)

By these Propositions, an argument similar to the one used in Subsection 4.2 in [16]
shows that problematic diagrams also consist of the list in Figure 11 in [16]. Moreover,
since we are focusing on four-vortex collapse configurations, and we assume that (2.1))
holds, L = 213 jer<a Ll = 0 is a necessary condition, one can further exclude the
diagrams in Figure 11 in [16].
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4.2 Exclusion of diagrams

Now, for the sake of completeness, we further exclude diagrams in Figures 2-10
above by a case-by-case analysis.

Figure 3t

For diagrams in Figure 3] by Proposition[4.2] it is easy to see that I'y+I's = 0 and the
third diagram is impossible. Moreover, by Proposition 1] it follows that I'; + 'y #£ 0
for the first two diagrams, this leads to a contradiction. As a result, diagrams in Figure
are impossible.

Figure

For the fist diagram in Figure[5l by Proposition[4.3] it is easy to see that %1+FL2+FL3 =
0, therefore, the fist diagram is impossible. For the second diagram in Figure [ by
Proposition 2], it follows that I'y + I'; = 0. However, by Proposition 1] it follows
that I'y + I'y £ 0. This leads to a contradiction. As a result, diagrams in Figure [l are
impossible.

Figure

For diagrams in Figure [6] it is easy to see that vorticities satisfy F% + FLQ + FLS =0
or I'y + 'y + '3 = 0, but this is in conflict with L = 0. As a result, diagrams in Figure
are impossible.

Figure [Tk

For diagrams in Figure [1, it is easy to see that vorticities satisfy I'y + 'y = 0 and
I's + 'y = 0, but these relations are in conflict with L = 0. As a result, diagrams in
Figure [7 are impossible.

Figure [8k

For the diagram in Figure 8 it is easy to see that vorticities satisfy F% + 1% + %3 =0
and F% + 1% + F%; = 0, but these relations are in conflict with L = 0. As a result,
diagrams in Figure [§ are impossible.

Figure
For diagrams in Figure[d] it is easy to see that vorticities satisfy F% + F—12 + F—13 =0, but
the relation is in conflict with L = 0. As a result, diagrams in Figure [0 are impossible.

Figure

For the last two diagrams in Figure [I0, it is easy to see that vorticities satisfy
'+ s+ T3+ T4 = 0, but this is in conflict with L = 0. As a result, the last two
diagrams in Figure [I(] are impossible.
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Diagram I Diagram II Diagram III
Figure 11: Problematic diagrams for ¢ < —|vy|/2

In conclusion, we have derived a list of problematic diagrams consisting of Diagram
I, Diagram II and Diagram III in Figure Il By the way, these diagrams are same as
the first three diagrams in Figure 11 in [16].

4.3 Problematic diagrams

In general, we could not eliminate Diagram I, Diagram II or Diagram III. In this
subsection we obtain constraints on the vorticities corresponding to each of these three
diagrams.

4.3.1 Diagram I

For the Diagram I, assume that

21~ —Fz(ltq, 29 ~ Flatq, W19 ~ itiwiq,
Wz ~ —F4btq, Wy ~ ngtq, 234 ™~ %tviq.

First, by Proposition d1] it follows that
I'+Ty#0and I's+T'y # 0.
Then, by
wyp = (' + To)Wig + T3(Wag — Way) + Ty(Wae — W)

and
234 = (s +T4)Zss + 1'1(Z1a — Z13) + Do(Zoy — Zs3),

it follows that

7=0
and . ) .
= —1+(P3+F4)(F—1+F—2),
02:1+(F1+F2)(p%+p%)7
or




Note that, when Diagram I is possible, we have
T "T3y =~ to, T3 "T14 RT3 " Toy = tq, (418)

in particular,
0 4.19
o (4.19)
where (ijkl) is any permutation of {1,2,3,4}, i.e., {i,j,k, 1} = {1,2,3,4}.

To summarize, the following relations on the four vorticities should be satisfied if
Diagram I is possible by choosing a Puiseux series:

2y ~ @to, 13, ~ ([3+ Ty)ct;

12y ~ —Tolyabt®e, r3, ~ —I'1T'3abt®?; (4.20)
r?, ~ Tol'zabt™, 3y ~ T'1T4abt?;

(T + T5)(Ty + Ta) £0, i

4.3.2 Diagram II

For Diagram II, it is obvious that z ~ 7% wy;, &~ t 7" for any (k,[), 1 <k <1< 4.
Thus we can assume that

2y~ agt’ Wiy ~ bt 779
By
Zn = Zj#n Fijn, Wy = Zj;én F]’an, n = 1, 2, 3,
it follows that
Iy '3 Iy —
as—aq as—ai as—aq ’
Iy I's Iy
a1—asz az3—asz as—az
Iy Iy 'y _ n.
a1—as + a9—as + a4—as T 07
FQ Fg 1—‘4 J—
bo—by + bs—bq + bi—b1 O’
Iy I's ry _
Tl v il

'y I’y ry __
b1—bs + bo—bs + bi—bs 0.

On the other hand, by S = 0 it follows that

Z Fjl“kajkbjk = 0.

1<j<k<4

A straightforward computation shows that there is no solution for the above equa-
tions except the case that

T, =T; =T = T},
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where (ijkl) is a certain permutation of {1,2,3,4}.

Therefore, Diagram II is impossible except perhaps for the case that three of vor-
ticities are equal and the fourth vorticity is opposite of them.

Note that, when Diagram II is possible, we have

TR ~ tiq, 1<k<I< 4, (421)

in particular,
T 40 (4.22)
Tkl

where (ijkl) is any permutation of {1,2,3,4}.

4.3.3 Diagram III
For Diagram III we can assume that
1 N 24 —Fgatq, Z9 ™~ Zg ~~ Tlatq,
w1 ~ Wy ~ —F4btq, W3 ~ Wy "~ Flbtq.

It follows that
Iy =1Ll

Moreover, similar to Subsection 5.3 in [16], it is easy to see that
(I'y + Do) (T + T3) (I3 + Ty)(Ty + T'y) #0.

By L =0, it follows that
F1F3 — F2F4 < O

Obviously,
Z12 "~ (Pl + Fg)(ltq.

By 2z, ~ Plﬁm’ it follows that

r .
wlgN—twq.
ac

Similarly,
Z13 (Fl —+ Fg)atq, w1z Fl + F4 btq,

( )
z14 ~ Ft779 wyy ~ (I 4+ Ty)btd,

(I'y 4 Ty)bte,
2og ~ —(Iy +Tg)at?, way ~ (I'y 4 Ty)bt?,

Z34 N —(Fl + F2)at‘1, Ws3zgq4 ~ — L3 t4,

cl —
Z3 ~ peat’ Y, w3

~
~

acl'a
Note that, when Diagram III is possible, we have
712 %7‘34%13_%, 13 = T'yyg %tq, T93 =~ 114 %t%, (423)
in particular,
/”'4 .
L~ 1Y, (4.24)
Tkl

where (ijkl) is any permutation of {1,2,3,4}.
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5 Possible diagrams in the case ¢ = —|v|/2

In this section, we consider the case that ¢ = —|l2|. Without loss of generality, we
only consider the case that ¢ = —1.

If ¢ = —3, then for any (k,[), 1 <k <[ <4, we have wy ~ t~2. Hence Zy ~ t~2
also holds. Note that, for any (k, 1), vertices k and 1 form a z-stroke, but they are never
w-close.

It is easy to see that

w, <t % forn=1,2,3,4.

5.1 The case that some w, <t 2
If there is one w,, say wy, such that wy < ¢~2. Then, obviously,
Wy R Wy R W3 ~ 13,

Let us consider possible diagrams by Rules in Section

5.1.1 Possible diagrams

Obviously, all the possible diagrams contain three w-circles at vertices 1,2,3 and six
z-strokes.

Case 1: When there is no any w-stroke connected vertex 4.

Then it is easy to see that vertices 1,2,3 formed a w-color triangle by Rule I and
Rule VI. Next, we classify all possible diagrams as follows:

e there is no any z-circle;

e 2-circle exists but there is no z-circle at vertex 4, then there are three z-circles at
vertices 1,2,3 by Rule IT and Estimate 2 in Proposition B.1}

e there is a z-circle at vertex 4, then there are also three z-circles at vertices 1,2,3
by Rule IV and Estimate 2 in Proposition Bl

Thus the only possible diagrams are those in the following Figure 12l

Diagram i Diagram ii Diagram iii

Figure 12
Case 2: When there is some w-stroke connected vertex 4.

Then it is easy to see that six w-strokes by Rule VI. Next, we classify all possible
diagrams as follows:

21



e there is no any z-circle;

e 2-circle exists, then there are four z-circles at vertices 1,2,3,4 by Rule II and

Estimate 2 in Proposition B.11

Thus the only possible diagrams are those in the following Figure [I3l

Diagram iv Diagram v

Figure 13

5.1.2 Exclusion of diagrams

Case i: For Diagram i we can assume that
Wy < Wy ~ byt ™2, n=1,2,3,

where b, are three unequal nonzero numbers.
By
2= T;Z, n=1,23,
i#n
it follows that r, I r
+ + =+ =0,

bgr—bl b3ITb1 —Fbl

1 3 a4

blr—bg + ngTbg + —Fbg - 0’
1 2 dg

b1—b3 + bo—b3 + —bs 0.

A straightforward computation shows that there is no solution for the above equations

except the case that I'y =Ty =1'3 = —I'y.

As a result, Diagram i is impossible except perhaps for the case that

Fl :FQ :F3 - —F4.

Note that, when Diagram i is possible, we have

Tkl%t%:t_q, 1<k<l<3,
tiq-<’l“j4-<tq, 1< <3
in particular,
r r;
ﬂ =< to < L4’
T4 Tkl

where (jkl) is any permutation of {1, 2, 3}.
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Case ii: For Diagram ii it is easy to see that

24 = 21~ 29~ 23,

4
Z F]‘Z]‘ = O,
j=1

it follows that
Fl —+ FQ + Fg - O

However, this relation is in conflict with L = 0.
As a result, Diagram ii is impossible.

Case iii: For Diagram iii, without loss of generality, , we can assume that

2~y o~ g~ =Dyt 73, zg~ (T + Ty + Pg)t_%
By
Wy = Z L'y Za,
k4
it follows that r r r
1 2 3
r + r + r 0,

or
I+ Ty +T3=0.

However, this relation is in conflict with L = 0.
As a result, Diagram iii is impossible.

Case iv: For Diagram iv it is easy to see that the result is similar to Diagram i,
i.e., Diagram iv is impossible except perhaps for the case that I'y =T’y =1's = —TI'y.
Note that, when Diagram iv is possible, we have

(SIS

T 12 = t_q, 1<k<I< 4; (527)

in particular,

T

4~ (5.28)
Tkl

where (ijkl) is any permutation of {1,2,3,4}.
Case v: For Diagram v it is easy to see that
21~ Z9 N 23~ 2y,

it follows that
F1+P2+F3+F4:0.

However, this relation is in conflict with L = 0.
As a result, Diagram v is impossible.
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5.2 The case that all w, ~ ¢ 2

Ifw1 ~ Wy = W3 zw4zt*%,
Let us consider possible diagrams by Rules in Section [Bl

5.2.1 Possible diagrams

Obviously, all the possible diagrams contain four w-circles and six z-strokes. Then,
similar to the above subsection, it is easy to show that the following five diagrams in
Figure [I4 exhaust all the possible diagrams:

Diagram ix Diagram x

Figure 14: Possible diagrams for ¢ = —7 and all w,, ~ t2

5.2.2 Exclusion of diagrams

Case vi: For Diagram vi we can assume that

_a _a
wyp ~ —Fgat 2, Wy~ Flat 2,

wy ~ —T4bt~2, wy ~ Dybt™2

By
2= T;Z, n=1,23,
J#n
it follows that

FQ F3 1—‘4 —
—Fga—l"la + —F2a+F4b + —FIga—Fz;b _ 07
=0,

1 3 4
Fi‘a—l—l"ga + I'ya+T'4b + I'a— ng

1 2
—1"4b—1"1a + —I‘4b—F1a + —F4b F3b 0

A straightforward computation shows that there is no solution for the above equations
except the case I's = Iy = (v/3 — 2)*'T'; = (V3 — 2)*'Ts.
Thus Diagram vi is impossible except perhaps for the case
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[3="0,=(V3-2)* = (V3 —2)*T,.
Note that, when Diagram vi is possible, we have

ol _
T12%7’34%t2 =t q’

5.29
77 < 113,794,714, 123 < 19 (5.29)

Case vii: For Diagram vii we can assume that
2 _
wy ~ —Fga,t 2, Wy ~ Tlat 2.
However, it is easy to see that
2
21~ 2t 2,

thus we have I'y + 'y = 0. Then it is obvious that wiy < t’%, this is in conflict with
wys ~ t72. As a result, Diagram vii is impossible.

Case viii: For Diagram viii we can assume that

X X
wy ~ —Fga,t 2, Wy ~ Flat 2,
_x _x
Ws ~ —P4bt 2, Wy ~ Pgbt 2,

_ _
zi~vzg~atT2, z3ezy~ b2,

Note that
([ +To)(I's +T'y) # 0,
and
bV =—(Ty +Ty)d' /(T3 +Ty).
By

wig = (U1 + To)Wig + T'g(Wao — Way) + Ty(Wag — W),
it follows that A
Wi = (Pl + Fg)— + O(t%’y),
212

'y +T%)A
W12

or

By
219 = (I'y +T2) Z1o + T'3(Zsy — Z31) + Ta(Zag — Zaa),

it follows that

- N W12 r,_ W
12 = — 13 — 1y .
Awyg Awq3was Awygywyo
Therefore,
I'i+1, 1 1
2 ~ + :
Wiq W31W32 W14W24
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Similarly, we also have

Ty + T, 1 1

2 + :
W3y W13W14 Wa3W24

As a result, nonzero numbers a, b satisfy

I'1+12 — 1 _'_ 1
a? (F1+F2)2 (7F4b+F2a)(7F4b7F1a) (F3b+F2a)(F3b7F1a) ? (5 30)
D341y 1 + 1 '
b2 (F3+F4)2 (7F4b+F2a)(F3b+F2a) (7F4b7F1a)(F3b7F1a) :
On the other hand, by
Zn = E Fijn, n = 1,2,3,4,
i#n
it follows that - - -
I 2 3 — 4
ca = (T'14T2)a + T'4b—T2a T'3b+I'sa?
! I I's Ty
ca = (T'14T2)a + T'4b+T1a + T'ia—TI'3b? (5 31)
b = Iy o Iy _ | .
T TI'sa—T4b T1a+T4b T'3b+I'4b?
;) Iy Iy s
V' = Foattop T TFartes T Tobirah

A straightforward computation shows that, if there is a solution for the equations

(530) and (B.31]), we have
(T4 — Dol3) (D15 — Do) = 0.

As a matter of fact, if we use an equivalent form of the system (2.I0) (see [16] and
(C51)) below), then it is easy to see that, by

F.—Af,=0 and  G.,+Ag. =0,
it follows that
(T1+Ts) (T34T7) — (M2 +13) (I3 +Iy) =0, (5.52)
[ Dy(Ty 4 To)? 4 DsTy (D3 + Ty)? — (1 + T2)*(T's 4 Ty)* = 0.

However, a straightforward computation shows that there is no solution for the equa-
tions (B.32)) and L = 0.

As a result, Diagram viii is impossible.

Case ix: For Diagram ix it is easy to see that, for any (k,1), 1 < k <1 < 4, we
have

Q
l\lw

_1
2kl ) W ~ t—27,
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Therefore,
=19, 1<k<l<4 (5.33)

in particular,
AN (5.34)

where (ijkl) is any permutation of {1,2,3,4}.

Case x: For Diagram x, it is easy to see that
2
21N22N23NZ4%1€ 2.

Then we have
I+ T+ Ts+1y=0.

However, this relation is in conflict with L = 0. Thus Diagram x is impossible.

5.3 Problematic diagrams

In conclusion, we have derived a list of problematic diagrams consisting of Diagram
i, Diagram iv, Diagram vi and Diagram ix in Figure [I5

-~

Diagram i Diagram iv Diagram vi Diagram ix

Figure 15: Problematic diagrams for ¢ = —|v|/2

6 Finiteness results of collapse configurations

In this section we mainly prove the following result.

Theorem 6.1 If the vorticities ', (n € {1,2,3,4}) are nonzero, then the associated
four-vortex problem has finitely many collapse configurations.

Theorem is an obvious inference of the following Theorems [6.4] and And
we remark that the following results of finiteness are all on normalized collapse config-
urations in the complex domain, rather than real configurations.

First, we establish the following results.

Lemma 6.2 Any ratio 'r’jz»k/'r’lzm of two nonadjacent distances’ squares is not dominating
on the closed algebraic subset X defined by the system (3.17).
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Lemma 6.3 Suppose the closed algebraic subset X defined by the system (317) consists
of infinitely many points. If all ratios T?k/T?m of two nonadjacent distances’ squares are
not dominating on the closed algebraic subset X, Diagram I is impossible.

Proof of Lemma 6.2

If system (B.I5]) possesses infinitely many solutions, without lose of generality, as-
sume that r%,/r2, is not dominating on the closed algebraic subset X. Then some level
set riy /12, = const # 0, denoted by Xj.,, also contains infinitely many points of X.

On X, there is a Puiseux series as (3.I6) with riy(¢)/r2,(t) = t. By considering
the Puiseux series, it is obvious to see that only Diagram i and Diagram vi are possible.

Case 1: If Diagram i occurs.
Then, it is easy to show that, Diagram vi is impossible, and we have

P1:P2:F3:—P4 or P1:P2:F4:—P3.

By considering a Puiseux series as (B.16]) with r%,(¢)/r2,(¢t) = ¢t~ it is easy to show
that we have

F3:F4:F1:—F2 or F3:F4:F2:—F1.

However, the two requirements on vorticities above are not compatible with each
other. This leads to a contradiction.

Case 2: If Diagram vi occurs.
Then, it is easy to show that, Diagram i is impossible, and we have

[y =Ty =(V3-2)*T, = (V3 -2)*T;
or

[y =T3=(V3—-2)*T, = (V3 —-2)*'T,.
Without loss of generality, assume vorticities satisfy

[y =T4=(V3—-2)*T, = (V3 —-2)*Ts.

Then we are in one of diagrams in the following Figure [I6l

Diagram vil Diagram vi2

Figure 16: Complete problematic diagrams for T'y = I'y = (v/3 —2)*'T'; = (v/3—-2)*'T;
For Diagram vil or Diagram vi2, we have
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2

r 0
1< 40,
T

12

2 2
thus 3¢ is dominating and there is a Puiseux series as (3.I6) with :%38 =t By
12

12
considering the Puiseux series, it is obvious to see that Diagram vil and Diagram vi2
are impossible. This leads to a contradiction.

This completes the proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma 6.3

First, by the condition that all ratios r?k /r?. of two nonadjacent distances’ squares
are not dominating, it is easy to see that Diagram i is impossible.

Next, if Diagram I is possible, without loss of generality, assume that we are in the
diagram in FigureI7 Then, by the condition that all ratios % /77, of two nonadjacent

Figure 17: Diagram I

distances’ squares are not dominating and by (£20), it follows that

r2 — _F1F2(F3+F4)T2

34 7 Ily(T1+02) 120

2 _ IMI's,.2

TH = T (6.35)

2 _ IqIy,.2
T23 = Tory 14

We claim that all ratios r?%, / r]?l of two adjacent distances’ squares are dominating. Here
we only prove that r?;/ri, is dominating. Otherwise, r%,/r?, = const, by ([{20), it is
simple to see that

2 2 — _I4hiy 2 2
i3/ = — or [ Tgrys + 1 Lyry, = 0.

Therefore, by (6.35) and S = 0, it follows that
[ Tyrdy + DsTyri, = 0,

thus T'y + Ty + '3 + [y = 0, but this is in conflict with L = 0. As a result, 7%;/r}, is
dominating. Similarly, it is easy to show that all ratios r]?k / r]?l of two adjacent distances’
squares are dominating.

To prove that Diagram I is impossible, let us further consider a Puiseux series as

r2 L T2 .. . .
BI10) with % D _ ¢ or with 222 — t~1, it is easy to see that only Diagram I, Diagram

r2,(t) 2, ()
[T and Diagrjam vi are possiblje. Below by showing that these diagrams are impossible,
we infer that Diagram I is impossible.
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By considering :122—8 = t~1, we are faced the following cases:
13

Case 1: If Diagram I occurs.
Then, it is easy to show that, we are in the diagram in Figure 18

S 2
Diagram I1

Figure 18: Problematic diagrams for Diagram I with riy(¢)/ri;(t) = t=*

For Diagram I1, it is easy to see that, vorticities satisfy

r2 — —FIFS(F2+F4)T2

24 7 oIy (I +1s) " 137

2 _ I'I'9,.2

T34 T I3y T'12s (6'36)

2 _ IMIy,.2
723 = Tors 14

Then, by (6.35) and (6.36)), it follows that
'+ + T3+ 1y =0,

but this is in conflict with L = 0.
As a result, Diagram I does not occur.

Case 2: If Diagram III occurs.
Then, it is easy to show that, we are in one of diagrams in Figure

Diagram III1 Diagram III2

Figure 19: Problematic diagrams for Diagram IIT with 7%,(t) /7 (t) = ¢t~

For Diagram III1, it is easy to see that, vorticities satisfy

[y = T3l

2 _ TI'2..2

5, = 271

24 = T, 713

s o (6.37)
T34 = —T19,

2 _ TI'2..2

ra3 = 1, 14

Then, by (6.35) and ([6.37), it follows that
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I''=Ty=TI3=14,

but this is in conflict with L = 0.
Similarly, for Diagram I112, we have

'y =I5l
2 _ TI4,..2
Ta4a = 1,713

2 _ T4..2
T34 = 1,712

rhs = —Tiy
Then, by (6.35) and (6.37), it follows that
F1F4 = F2F37 and F1F4 = —F2F3,

but this leads to a contradiction.
As a result, Diagram III does not occur.

Case 3: If Diagram vi occurs.
Then, it is easy to show that, we are in one of diagrams in Figure

D B DT 4
\ B / \ /
4) 2
2) 3
Diagram vil Diagram vi2

Figure 20: Problematic diagrams for Diagram vi with r3,(t)/ri;(t) = ¢t

For these diagrams, we have
[y =Ty = (V3—-2)*T, = (V3 —-2)*'T}
or
[y =T3=(V3—-2)*T, = (V3 —-2)*'T,.
Without loss of generality, assume vorticities satisfy
=Ty =(V3—2)%T = (V3 —2)*Ty

Then we are in Diagram vil.

(6.38)

(6.39)

By considering a Puiseux series as ([3.16) with ri;(t)/r%,(t) = t~1, once again, we

are faced the following subcases:

Subcase 1: If Diagram I occurs.
Then, it is easy to show that, we are in the diagram in Figure 211
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Diagram 12

Figure 21: Problematic diagrams for Diagram I with ri;(¢)/r3,(t) = t~!

For Diagram 12, it is easy to see that, vorticities satisfy

7,2 _ I4Ty(T34T2) 2
23 7 Iala(D+Ty) " 140
2 _ I'MI'3,.2

724 = 1,1, 713> (6.40)
2 _ IMIg,.2

T34 = 7,15 12
Then, by (6.35) and ([6.40), it also follows that
I+ T+ T3 +1y =0,

but this is in conflict with L = 0.
As a result, Diagram I does not occur.

Subcase 2: If Diagram III occurs.
Then, it is easy to show that, we are in one of diagrams in Figure

Diagram III1 Diagram II13

Figure 22: Problematic diagrams for Diagram IIT with r%,(¢)/r},(t) = ¢t

For Diagram III1, we have shown that it is impossible.
For Diagram III3, we have

I_\11_\3 = F2F47
2 _ D32
Ta3 = 1,714 (6.41)
r3, = Lap2 .
34 7 Ty 12
2 _ .2
T4 = —T13-

Then, by (6.35) and (6.41)), it follows that
F1F3 = P2F4, and F1F3 = —F2P4,
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but this leads to a contradiction.
As a result, Diagram III does not occur.

Subcase 3: If Diagram vi occurs.
Then, it is easy to show that, we are in one of diagrams in Figure 23l For these

S N ESEEEEEE o DT ¥y
N .
4) 3
3 2
Diagram vi3 Diagram vi4

Figure 23: Problematic diagrams for Diagram vi with rf;(t)/r},(t) = ¢t

diagrams, we have

[y =T, =(vV3-2)*T; = (V3 —-2)*T,
or

[y =T3=(V3—-2)*T, = (V3 —-2)*'T,.

However, the two requirements on vorticities above are both in conflict with (6.39).
This leads to a contradiction.
As a result, Diagram vi does not occur in Case 3.

This completes the proof of Lemma
O

Therefore, we assume that all ratios of two nonadjacent distances’ squares are con-
stants, and Diagram I is impossible from now on. Note that Diagram i is also impossible
by the condition that all ratios of two nonadjacent distances’ squares are not dominating.

6.1 Finiteness of collapse configurations except two special
cases

In this subsection we consider the finiteness problem of collapse configurations in
the case that vorticities do not satisfy the following relations:

(] FiIFjIFk:—Fl,
o I =T;=(V3-2)T\ = (V3 -2,

where (ijkl) is a certain permutation of {1,2,3,4}.
In this case only Diagram III and Diagram ix are possible.
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Theorem 6.4 If the vorticities 'y, (n € {1,2,3,4}) are nonzero and do not satisfy any
relation above, then the four-vortex problem has finitely many collapse configurations.

Proof.

If there are infinitely many A € S such that equations (B.I5) have a solution, then
there is a Puiseux series as (8.10) with A(t) = ¢. By considering the Puiseux series, we
are faced the following cases:

Case 1: If we are in Diagram ix.

Then, by (533), it follows that all products 'r’jz»kr]?l of two adjacent distances’ squares
are dominating.

By considering a Puiseux series as ([B.16]) with r,rf; = ¢!, we are in Diagram III,
indeed, in one of diagrams in Figure

Thus vorticities t satisfy the following relation.

(I Ty — T3y ) (T I'g — T'al'y) = 0. (6.42)
Similarly, by considering a Puiseux series as (3.16) with r?,r?, =t~ we have
(4T — T3y ) (T Iy — T'oI'3) = 0; (6.43)
by considering a Puiseux series as ([B.16) with ri;r?, = ¢t~!, we have
(4T3 — Toly) (T 'y — T'oI'3) = 0. (6.44)

Then, by (6.42), (6.43)), (6.44]) and L = 0, it follows that
=0 =(V3-2)T, = (V3-2)I,
where (ijkl) is a certain permutation of {1,2,3,4}. This leads to a contradiction.
As a result, Diagram ix is impossible.

Case 2: We are in Diagram III.
Without loss of generality, suppose we are in Diagram III1. Then, we have

F1F2 - F3F4 - 0, (645)

and products r?,ri; and r,r?, are dominating.
By considering a Puiseux series as (B.16]) with 7%,rf; = ¢, we are in the diagram in
Figure 24l Therefore, we have
Iy =TIy =0. (6.46)

Similarly, by considering a Puiseux series as ([3.16) with r?,7%, = ¢, we have
'y =TIy =0. (6.47)
However, there is no solution for (6.45)), (€.46]), (6.47) and L = 0. This leads to a

contradiction.
As a result, Diagram III is also impossible.

This completes the proof of Theorem
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Figure 24: Problematic diagrams for Diagram IIT with 7%, (t)r?,(t) = ¢

6.2 Finiteness of collapse configurations in case I'1 =1, =1'3 =
T,

In this subsection we consider the finiteness problem of collapse configurations in
case that vorticities satisfy the following relation:

FZ:F_] :Fk = _Fl7

where (ijkl) is a certain permutation of {1,2,3,4}. Without loss of generality, we only
consider the case

I =Ty=I3=-Ty.
In this case only Diagram II, Diagram iv and Diagram ix are possible.

Theorem 6.5 If the vorticities I', (n € {1,2,3,4}) are nonzero and satisfy the rela-
tion I'y = 'y = I's = —I'y, then the four-vortex problem has finitely many collapse
configurations.

Proof.

If there are infinitely many A € S such that equations (B.I5) have a solution, then
there is a Puiseux series as ([B.16) with A(¢f) = ¢t. By considering the Puiseux series, we
are in Diagram II, Diagram iv or Diagram ix. However, all the three diagrams yield
that

et <10, 1<k<l<A4.

It follows that r?, are all dominating. Then, by considering a Puiseux series as (3.10)
with 72, = ¢! it is easy to see that this contradicts the fact that r; < t°. Consequently,
we arrive at the conclusion that there are finitely many A € S such that equations (.15
have a solution, the proof of Theorem is now completed.

O

6.3 Finiteness of collapse configurations in case I's = I'y = (v/3—
2)[' = (V3 —2)Iy

In this subsection we consider the finiteness problem of collapse configurations in
case that vorticities satisfy the following relation:

I, =T =(V/3-2)Iy = (V3 -2)T,
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where (ijkl) is a certain permutation of {1,2,3,4}. Without loss of generality, we only
consider the case

Iy =T, =(V3-2) = (V3-2),. (6.48)

In this case only Diagram III, Diagram vi and Diagram ix are possible.

Theorem 6.6 If the vorticities T',, (n € {1,2,3,4}) are nonzero and satisfy the relation
Iy =Ty = (V3 -2 = (V3 —2)T'y, then the four-vortex problem has finitely many
collapse configurations.

Proof.

If there are infinitely many A € S such that equations (B.I5]) have a solution, then
there is a Puiseux series as (B.16) with A(¢) = ¢t. By considering the Puiseux series, we
are in Diagram III, Diagram vi or Diagram ix.

We divide our proof in the following cases:

Case 1: If we are in Diagram vi or Diagram ix.

Then, by (5:29) and (5.33)), it follows that all products of two adjacent distances’
squares are dominating.

By considering a Puiseux series as (B.16) with r,r; = ¢!, we are in Diagram III,
indeed, in one of diagrams in Figure

' '
.

1

1

Diagram III1 Diagram II13

Figure 25: Problematic diagrams for Diagram IIT with 7%, (¢)r%,(¢t) = ¢t~}

For Diagram III1, it follows that I'1T'y = I'3I"y. This is in conflict with (€48]). Thus
we are only in Diagram III3, it follows that

[Ty = Tal'y,
2 _ T3,2
T3 = 1,14

(6.49)

2 _ I'g..2
T34 = 1,712
2 _ .2
Toq = —T13-

Similarly, by considering a Puiseux series as ([B.I06) with riri, = ¢!, we are in
Diagram III2 and it follows that

4Dy =TI,

2 _ I'4,.2
T3y = T

24 = 15713

° (6.50)

r2, = Lip?

34 7 Ty 12

2 _ .2
T23 = — T4
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It is easy to see that (6.49) and (6.50]) are in conflict with each other.
As a result, Diagram vi and Diagram ix are impossible. Therefore, by considering
any Puiseux series as (8.16), we are only in Diagram III.

Case 2: We are in Diagram III.

Without loss of generality, suppose we are in Diagram III3. Then, it follows that
([6.49) holds, and products r?,7%, and ri,;r?, are dominating.

By considering a Puiseux series as ([3.I6) with r%,rf, = ¢, we are in Diagram I112,
and it follows that (G50) holds. However, (€49) and (€.50) are in conflict with each
other.

As a result, Diagram III is also impossible.

Consequently, we arrive at the conclusion that there are finitely many A € S such
that equations (BI5]) have a solution, the proof of Theorem is now completed.
O

7 Upper bounds on the number of A and on collapse
configurations

In this section we provide upper bounds for the number of real normalized collapse
configurations and for the number of the correlative A, mainly by making use of Bézout
Theorem.

First, let us focus on the numbers of normalized collapse configurations and the
correlative A in the complex domain. Recall that, normalized collapse configurations
are characterized by nonzero solutions of the following equations such that A € S\{£1}.

MZZO, MwIO,
LIO, [:0, Z9 — 21 = W2 — Wy,
FZ—AfZZO, AFw_fw:()a (751)

G2+Agz:07 AGw+gw:O

where . .
AZ[Z = z:2j:1 Lyzj, My =32, Tjw;,
Fz :Zillﬂjzjwj, fz:21§j<k§4Fij(zj+zk),
Fy = Zj:l szjwjz'a fw = Zl§j<k§4 I3k (wj + wy),
G. = I'wi 22324 + Dowozy 2324 + Uawzzi 2024 + Dywyzi 2023,

9= = Di<jck<atcm (ikim)={1284) Ll k2 2m;
Gy = I'iziwawswy + Tezpwiwswy + Dszzwiwowy + Tyzgwiwows,

Ju = 2r<jchaim, (b lm)={1,23,4) Ll KW

For more detail please refer to Subsection 7.2 in [16].
We now know that ((T51]) has finitely many solutions in A, z, w. In the following, we
focus on the solutions of (Z.51)) such that A € S\{£1} and (z,w) # (0,0).

37



For the system ((Z.51]), by considering the map (z,w) — (Z,w), one can prove that,
the number of solutions associated with A is equal to the number of solutions associated
with A (= A™1). By considering the map (z,w) + (iz,iw), one can prove that the
number of solutions associated with A is equal to the number of solutions associated
with —A.

Let A; € S(j =1,---,na) be all points in the first quadrant associated with nonzero
solutions of the system (Z51)), and Ny, be the number of nonzero solutions (counting
with the appropriate mulitiplicity) of the system (Z.51l) associated with A;. Notations
N3i,» N-oa;, Ni and N_; have similar meaning; but note that N; and N_; may be trivial,
and yet

NAJ- = NAJ, = N—Aj = foxj > 2.

Indeed, by considering the map (z,w) +— (—z, —w), one can prove that every Ny, is
an even number, so are N; and N_;. We also use notations N; and N_; to denote the
number of nonzero solutions associated with A = 1 and A = —1, respectively. We
remark that N7 and N; are both even numbers, moreover,

N1 =N_; > 20,

since there are exactly 20 collinear nonzero solutions (counting with the appropriate
mulitiplicity) when L = 0, please see Subsubsection 7.2.1 in [16] for more detail.

Let us embed the system (Z.5I]) into a polynomial system in the projective space

Py

M, =0, M, =0,

1 =0, 20— 2z =wy— wn,

F.—tAf, =0, AF,—t3f, =0,

G,+tAhg, =0, AG, +tg,=0.

It is clear that the degree of the system (Z.52) is no more than 2 x 3 x 4 x 4 x 5 = 480.
To obtain an upper bound of the number of nonzero solutions for the system (Z.51]),
let us estimate a lower bound of degree of the system (Z.52]) for three cases:

(7.52)

e t=0and A #0;
e t#0and A = 0;
e t=0and A =0.

Case 1: t =0 and A # 0.
Then the system ((T.52]) reduces to

M., =0, M, =0,

I:O, 29 — 21 = Wy — Wy,
F—o P—0 (7.53)
Gz = 07 Gw — 0.

This system is an algebraic variety in PL which is the same as the system (7.76) in [16]
in form (note that L = 0 here).
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A straightforward computation similar to the one used for (7.76) in [16] shows that
the degree of the system (7.53)) is no less than 6 x 2 +4 x 2 = 20.

Case 2: t #0 and A = 0.
Then the system ((T.52)) reduces to

Mz = 07 Mw = 0,

1 =0, 20— 2z =wy— wn,
P fu =0, (7.54)
G.=0, gw = 0.

This system is also an algebraic variety in PE.
A straightforward computation shows that the variety (L54]) consists of a one-
dimensional irreducible components (i.e., a one-dimensional lines):

wy=wy=w3=wy =0, M,=0, z0—2 =0.

Moreover, a straightforward computation shows that the multiplicity of this one-dimensional
irreducible components is at least 2. It follows that the degree of the variety (7.54) is
no less than 2.

Case 3: t =0 and A = 0.
Then the system (T.52)) reduces to

M, =0, M, =0,
1= 0, Z9 — 21 = W2 — Wy, (755)
FZ:07 GZ:O

This system is also an algebraic variety in Pf.

A straightforward computation shows that the variety (L.53]) consists of thirteen one-
dimensional irreducible components (i.e., thirteen one-dimensional lines); moreover, a
straightforward computation shows that the multiplicity of the irreducible component,

n=z=23=24,=0,M,=0,w —w; =0,

is at least 6.
Therefore, the degree of the variety (7Z.55]) is no less than 12 x 1 +1 x 6 = 18.

Since the system (7.52) is a disjoint union of (ZHI), (T53)), (C54) and (T59), it

follows that the degree of the system ((Z.51]) is no more than

480 — 20 — 2 — 18 = 440.
On the other hand, note that we have

Proposition 7.1 Assume L = 0 and A # 0. If one solution of the system (7.51))
satisfies z; = z (or w; = wy) for some j # k, then the solution is trivial.
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The Proposition is essentially Proposition 7.1 in [16], so the proof is omitted here. By
Proposition [}, it follows that there is an isolated trivial solution of system ((Z.51]) for
any given A # 0. Moreover, it is easy to see that the multiplicity of this trivial solution
is 8.

As a result, we have

nA
43 Na, +Ni+ N+ Ny + Ny < 440 — 8 = 432, (7.56)

j=1
Based on this inequality, we have the following result.

Corollary 7.1 If the vorticities T',, (n € {1,2,3,4}) are nonzero and satisfy L = 0,
then the associated four-vortex problem has:

e at most 108 real central configurations
e at most 98 real collapse configurations
e at most 98 A in S associated with real collapse configurations

e at most 49 real collapse configurations for every A € S\{£1, +i}; at most 98 real
collapse configurations for every A € {£i}

e at most 216 central configurations in complexr domain
e at most 196 collapse configurations in complex domain
e at most 196 A\ in S associated with collapse configurations in complexr domain

e at most 49 collapse configurations in complex domain for every A € S\{%1, £i};
at most 98 collapse configurations in complex domain for every A € {£i}.

Proof.
By (757), it follows that
nA
43 Ny, +Ni+ N <392, (7.57)
j=1
It is clear that
- [%2] =49, if N; =0;
n
O ) - s it N; > 0.

Consequently, the number of A € S\{#£1} such that the system (Z5I]) has nonzero
solutions is no more than 196.
It is also clear that

392 392

Na, < [7] =98, Ny =N_; < [25] = 196. (7.58)

J

<[
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Recall that, two solutions (A, z,w), (A, —z, —w) of the system ([.51]) correspond to a
same central configuration in complex domain. Therefore, in complex domain, by (7.56]),
there are at most 216 central configurations; by (.57), there are at most 196 collapse
configurations and at most 196 A in S\{£1} associated with collapse configurations;
by (58], there are at most 49 collapse configurations for every A € S\{%1, +i} and at
most 98 collapse configurations for every A € {£i}.

Moreover, by considering the map (z,w) +— (iz,iw), it is easy to see that the total
number of real collapse configurations for the system (Z.5]) corresponding to A; and
that associated with —A; is no more than [N—gj], the total number associated with A =i
or —i is no more than [NT], the total number associated with A =1 or —1 is no more
than [3L].

As a result, by (Z56), there are at most 108 real central configurations; by (Z.57),
there are at most 98 real collapse configurations and at most 98 A in S\{£1} associated
with real collapse configurations; by (Z.58), there are at most 49 real collapse configu-
rations for every A € S\{£1, +i} and at most 98 real collapse configurations for every
A e {#i}.

The proof is completed.

8 Conclusion

To summarize, the main result Theorem [L.3] obviously follows from Theorem [Tl and
Theorem [6.1; and Corollary [[.4] follows from Corollary and Corollary [7.T]

We conclude the paper by showing that the five-vortex problem has a continuum of
collapse configurations. To this aim, let us consider one of four one-parameter families
of real configurations such that

z1 = —2y = a, z3 = —z4 = b+ ic, z5 = 0;
where
6 _ 2 6 _ 2
- jE\/144a 121a? . i\/Qa2 _ ldda® — 1212
64a* — 20 64a* — 20
and

3 s 53
3 3
a € (_57_ 2 )U( 2 75)
Then the vortices 1,2,3,4 form a parallelogram, and the vortex 5 is located at the
central position (see Figure 20)).
A straightforward computation shows that the family of configurations above satis-

fies (2.0]) if
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(a) When a = 555 (—49v/33 - 9) (b) When a = 5 (—17v/33 — 72)

Figure 26: A one-parameter family of collapse configurations

and
—a? + 5b% — 10ibc — 52

T 22 (b? — 4ibe — 3¢?)

Note that
Al =1 and A ¢ R,

thus the family of configurations above is a continuum of real normalized collapse con-
figurations in the five-vortex problem.
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