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Abstract

In this paper, we establish the global well-posedness of the Cauchy problem
for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation with an angular momentum rotational term in
which the angular velocity is equal to the isotropic trapping frequency in the space
R3.

Key words: Gross-Pitaevskii equation; angular momentum rotation; har-
monic trap potential; global well-posedness.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification: 35Q55, 35A05

1 Introduction

The Gross-Pitaevskii equation (GPE), derived independently by Gross [9] and Pitaevskii
[18], arises in various models of nonlinear physical phenomena. This is a Schrédinger-
type equation with an external field potential V.,:(¢, ) and a local cubic nonlinearity:

h2
iy + —Au = Vegyu + B |ul* u. (1.1)
2m

The GPE () in physical dimensions (2 and 3 dimensions) is used in the mean-
field quantum theory of Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) formed by ultracold bosonic
coherent atomic ensembles. A rigorous derivation of the GPE for the dynamics of (non-
rotating) BEC has been obtained by Erdés, Schlein and Yau [7) [8]. Recently, several
research groups [I0, 15 16} 7] have produced quantized vortices in trapped BECs, and
a typical method they used is to impose a laser beam on the magnetic trap to create a
harmonic anisotropic rotating trapping potential. Seiringer has discussed the stationary
GPE in [20], Lieb and Seiringer have rigorously derived for the description of the ground
state asymptotics of rotating Bose gases in [I3]. The properties of BEC in a rotational
frame at temperature T being much smaller than the critical condensation temperature
T, [12] are well described by the macroscopic wave function u(t, z), whose evolution is
governed by a self-consistent, mean field nonlinear Schréodinger equation (NLS) in a ro-
tational frame, also known as the Gross-Pitaevskii equation with an angular momentum
rotation term:

h2
ihOyu + Q—Au =V(@)u+NU [ul*u—QL,u, € R t >0, (1.2)
m

where the wave function u(t, z) corresponds to a condensate state, m is the atomic mass,
h is the Planck constant, N is the number of atoms in the condensate, € is the angular
velocity of the rotating laser beam, and V(z) is an external trapping potential. When
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a harmonic trap potential is concerned, V(z) = & 23:1 wir? with wy, wy and ws being
the trap frequencies in the x1-, 2- and x3-direction, respectively. The local nonlinearity
term NUjp |u|2 u arises from an assumption about the delta-shape interatomic potential,
where Uy = 4wh?as/m describes the interaction between atoms in the condensate with
as (positive for repulsive interaction and negative for attractive interaction) the s-wave
scattering length. L, = —ih(210,, — ©20,) is the third component of the angular
momentum L = x X P with the momentum operator P = —iAV.

After normalization, proper nondimensionalization and dimension reduction in cer-
tain limiting trapping frequency regime [19], the system (L2)) becomes to the dimen-
sionless GPE in d-dimensions (d = 2, 3):

1
iug + §Au: Va(z)u + Balul> v — QL,u, z € R, ¢ >0, (1.3)

where L, = i(x10;, — 220,,) and

I P 5 b + TP ST
B, (vizl + 373 +v523)/2, d=3,
with 7 > 0, 72 > 0 and <3 > 0 constants, 8 = %, ag = ,/%m and w,, =

min{wy, wo,ws}.

In general, it is a rather complicated process about the dynamics of solutions (in
particular, vortex) for GPE ([L2) under the interaction of trapping frequencies and
angular rotating motion. The recent numerical simulation of GPE (2] for different
choice of trap frequencies (y1,72) can help us to understand the complicated dynamical
phenomena caused by the angular rotating and spatial high frequency motion. The
case of different frequency 1 # 72 gives much complicated behavior and thus is rather
difficult to be studied rigorously [2 [3]. To our knowledge, the equation (L2]) has been
only investigated for some specific cases by numerical simulation. Therefore, to develop
methods for constructing analytical solutions to the GPE (L)) or some specific cases is
the first step in order to understand the dynamics caused by the trapping and rotation.

To begin with, we first consider the case 73 = 72 = 73 = w which means the spatial
isotropic motion. In order to derive the exact analytic formula for the solution to the
linear equation, we have to assume that the angular velocity is equal to the isotropic
trapping frequency, i.e., ) = w. In the present paper, we focus on the Cauchy problem
of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation with an angular momentum rotational term in three
dimensions

1 2
iut+§Au: %|x|2u+ﬂ|u|2u7szu, reR® >0, (1.5)
u(0,2) = ug(z), v € R?, (1.6)

where the wave function u = wu(t,z) : [0,00) x R® — C corresponds to a condensate
state, A is the Laplace operator on R3, w > 1 and 3 > 0 are constants, and L, =
— (21055 — 220y, ) = (220, —x104,) is the dimensionless angular momentum rotational
term.

We assume that the initial value

ug(z) € ¥ :={u € H'Y(R?) : |z|u € L*(R?)}, (1.7)
with the norm
lulls = llullgs + Nz ull L2 -

Note that for multi-dimensional GPE (IZ), nothing is known about the exact in-
tegration except for the case 71 = v2 (= 73 for 3D) considered in [4, 5] without the
angular momentum rotational term, namely, 2 = 0.

In the case of two dimensions [I1], the linear operator id; + 3(A — w? |z|> + 2wL.)
can be written as the form i0; + 3 (V —ib)? where b = (—wx2, w1 ) satisfies the Coulomb

gauge condition V-b = 0. However, in three dimensions, we can not find such a potential
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b satisfying the Coulomb gauge condition V -b = 0. So that it is impossible to write the
linear operator as a similar operator as in the case of two dimensions, and this makes
the problem be much more difficult than the two dimensional case.

In addition, there are three ingredients that play important roles in the proof of our
result. The first involves the solution of the Cauchy problem to the linear equation

1 2
iut+§Au:%|x|2u7szu, reR3 >0, (1.8)

u(0, ) = ug(z), v € R3,

which is significant for investigating the properties of the evolution operator correspond-
ing to the linear operator i0; + %A — “’72 |30|2 + wL,. The second one is to obtain the
Strichartz estimates for the foregoing linear operator. The last one is that there exist
two Galilean operators J(t) and H(t) (as blow) which can commute approximatively
with the linear operator and can be viewed as the substitute of V and x respectively in
the non-potential case.

Now we state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1 Let ug € ¥ and p € (2,6). Then, there exists a unique solution u(t,x)
to the Cauchy problem ([LA)—-([L8G). And the solution satisfies, for any T € (0,00), that

u(t, x), J(t)u(t, z), Ht)u(t, z) € C(R; L*(R®)) N L) (0, T; LP(R?)),

where % =3 %, J(t) and H(t) are defined as below as in 2I4) and 2.15), respec-
tively.

Remark 1.2 Since the GPE ([LA) (or [L3)) in a rotational frame is time reversible
and time transverse invariant, the above result is also valid for the case when t < 0.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. @ the evolution operator of the linear
equation and the Strichartz estimates about the former operator are first established.
Sec. [3] is devoted to the derivation of some conservation identities such as the mass,
the energy, the angular momentum expectation, and the pseudo-conformal conservation
laws in the whole space R3 for (L5)—(L6). Finally, the nonlinear estimates and the proof
of Theorem [I.T] are obtained in Sec. @l

2 The Strichartz estimates and some main operators

On the analogy of the Schrodinger operators with magnetic fields in [I [6], we can also
define the propagator associated with the self-adjoint operator

1
2

Hy {—A +w? |z’ — 2sz} ,

i.e., S(t) = e~ot which can be explicitly expressed as

S(t)6 = (#) /. e e) gy (21)

27i sin(wt)

3
( w ) eiw% cot(wt) / eiwA(t)z»yeiw% C"t(“t)qﬁ(y)dy, (2-2)
R3

27 sin(wt)

3
= w 2 iwﬁ cot(wt) 'sz-AT(t)y iwﬂ cot(wt)
- d 2.

<2m' sin(wt)) “ R € e P(y)dy, (2.3)

for 0 < t < 5 through a complicated computation, where & := (—x2, 1, (csc(wt) —
cot(wt))xs), the matrix A(t) is defined by

cot(wt) -1 0
At) = 1 cot(wt) 0 ,
0 0 csc(wt)
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and A7 (t) is the transpose of the matrix A(¢). Note that this formula is valid only for
small time, due to the singularity formation for the fundamental solution.
Next, we derive the dual operator S*(¢) of S(t). From

_—

x),g(x)) = (S(t)£(),9(=£))

<@”W%(WﬂWﬂ@

/\

(8 5

( (A (t)) (e- n)| cot(Wt)f((AT(t))71(€ _ n)/w)) dn@(—f)df

(=)' )

AT t)) ¢
( |( ¢ | cot(wt)f((AT(t))lg/w)> 9(—¢ —n)d¢dn

(Smiw > /RSSMcot(wt)f((AT( £)7'¢/w)
(e g ac

| \
:(L) /R RG w“wﬂy(z el (- >) (wAT (1)€)dg

isin(wt)
=(f.S"(t)9),
we can define the dual operator as
3 2
w 2=l \y\
(g 1= w5~ cot(wt) —iwAT (t)a- Yo iw— cot(wt) ./ d
5t (2771' sin(wt)) e RE c 9(=y)dy
3
w 2 iw lz|2 iwAT (t)x- Yo iw— ‘y‘ cot(wt)
— _ 2 dy. 2.4
(27m' sin(wt)) € /Rz 9(y)dy (2:4)

In order to obtain the Strichartz estimates, we have to estimate the norm ||S(¢)S*(s)]| 11, 1

Indeed, we have the following proposition:
S(t)uo, then u(t) satisfies the linear equation (L8). And

Proposition 2.1 Let u(t)
the operator S(t) has following properties:
(1) S(t) is unitary on L?, i.e. ||S(t)| 22 =1;
(2) 1IS)S*(8) | 1o S1E—8| 72 foro<s<t< £.

Proof. By computation, it is easy to see that

% iw le—yl? cot(wt)—x-
iup = (L) / e < : Hen y> [f éz’w cot(wt)
R3 2

2mi sin(wt)

2
+ w? csc? (wt)@ + w?(csc(wt) — cot(wt)) csc(wt)$3y3)} uo(y)dy, (2.5)
% iw 7‘3671"2 cot(wt)—2-
lAu S (. A— / e ( : e y> [§z’wcot(wt)
2 2mi sin(wt) R3 2
(2.6)

2
—w? cot%wt)% |y2| + w? cot(wt) & - y} uo(y)dy,
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2 3 ; <‘m,y‘z a > 2
w 2 w iw 57— cot(wt)—Z-y w 9
hadll R (S —— d 2.
2 ol u <27m'sin(wt)> /Rse ( 2 ] >u0(y) y, (27)

and

wleo

o[ 12282 ot (wt)— -
/ ezw( 54— cot(wt)—& y>w2 {(nyl . $1y2)cot(wt)
]R3

+ 2191 + x2y2} up(y)dy. (2.8)

w
Lou=(—o
Wit (27ri sin(wt) )

Summing (Z0)—(2.8]), we have

1 2
iug + §Au - % |z]> w4+ wL.u=0,

which yields the desired result.

For the unitariness of S(¢) on L2 it is trivial by using the Plancherel theorem. Thus,
we omit the detailed proof.

Next, we prove the dispersive property of S(t). Indeed, we have for 0 < s <t < -
S(t)S™(s)f

2
|

w? 2 e lu[?
_ et 5 cot(wt) / eiwA(t)z»yeiwyT cot(wt)
—(27)? sin(ws) sin(wt) R3

| 2

iw cot(ws) iwAT (s)y -z iwﬂ cot(ws)
ce' 2 e e f(z)dzdy
R3

2

3
w 2 eiw#cot(wt)/ (i Aty i B [cot(wt) +cot(ws)]
—27 sin(ws) sin(wt) R3

3
= M Qeiw#cot(u}t)/ t?iA(t)ﬂC'(AT(S)rlg
R3

—27 sin(wt)

JaTen el
ZT[

- €

cot(wt)+cot(ws - il cot(ws
t(wt)+eot(ws)] g—1 (e > oot )f(-)) (€)d¢

. 3 T, —1.]2
_ Sln(ws) 2 eiw# cot(wt) / eiB(t,s)m{eiw[cot(wt)Jrcot(ws)]
—2m sin(wt) R3

Lzl <€iwm22 COt(wS)f(SC)) (§>d§

. 3 —1.|2
_ sin(ws) 2 eiw# cot(wt) Ky—leiw[cot(wt)-i-cot(wS)])
— sin(wt)

1z)2

i« (e cot<ws>f(,z))} (B(t, s)z)
o <sin(wt)> ‘

JaTen—te|? o Lul?
. / (g—lezT[cot(wtﬂ-cot(ws)]) (B(t, S).T _ y)ezwyT cot(ws)f(_y)dy
R3

where the matrix B(t, s) is given by

Bu(ﬁ, S) Blg(t, S) 0
B(t,l‘) = —Blg(t, S) Bn(t,s) 0 s
0 0 csc(wt) sin(ws)

with

Bi1(t, s) = sin®(ws)(cot(wt) cot(ws) + 1), Bia(t,s) = sin®(ws)(cot(wt) — cot(ws)).
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Noticing that

JaT ) —te|?
ZT[

‘ (y71€ cot(wt)Jrcot(ws)]) (B(f, S).’L‘ _ y)

JaTen—el?

:(27_‘_)—% / ei(B(t,s)m—y)‘fez#[Cot(wt)-i—cot(ws)]dg
R3

Nl

o iVBo  (B(t,s)z—y)-AT (s s
:cscg(ws) d / e\/m( (t,s)z—y) ()"ezm\ dn
m[cot(wt) + cot(ws)] RS

Nlw

s <7rsin2 (ws)[cot(:wt) + Cot(ws)]> ’

we can get, for 0 < s <t < -, that

I5()5° ()51~ % - ) [ 1stay

7 sin(wt) sin(ws)[cot(wt) + cot(ws)]

_ w 2 -3/2
~ (o) Ml Sl s

—-3/2
Sle= sl 1l
since [sint| > 2 |t] for [t]| < . O
Thus, we can obtain similar Strichartz estimates to the linear Schrédinger operator

¢'22 by the standard methods (c.f. [14]) provided that only finite time intervals are
involved (c.f.[5]).

Proposition 2.2 Let I be an interval contained in [0, 7/4w]. Then, it holds that

(1) For any admissible pair (y(p),p) (that is, 2/v(p) = 3(1/2 —1/p) for 2 < p < 6),
there exists C,, such that for any ¢ € L?

1SS 001520 < Cp 6l (2.9)

(2) For any admissible pairs (y(p1),p1) and (y(p2),p2), there exists Cp, p, such that

< C;Dlapz ||F||L’Y(P2)/(I;Lp/2) : (2'10)
Lw(m)([;Lm)

/ S(1)S* (s)F (s)ds
In{s<t}

The above constants are independent of I C [0, 7/4w].

The integral equation reads

u(t) :S(t)uo—iﬁ/o S(H)S () |ul? us)ds. (2.11)

Since the initial data belong to ¥, we naturally need the estimates of V.S(¢t)¢ and
xS(t)¢. In fact, from (21]), we can compute and obtain that

VS(t)d = iwz cot(wt)S(t)d — iwS(t) (w cot(wt) — &),
where & = (—x2, 21, (cot wt — cscwt)zs), and

StV = iw(x cot(wt) + 7)S(t)¢ — iw cot(wt) S () (z6),
which yield

9

VS(t)¢ = cos(wt)S(t)(cos(wt)V — sin(wt) V)¢
—swsin(wt)S(t) [(cos(wt)x — sin(wt)E)¢] , (2.12)
xS(t)¢ = cos(wt)S(t) [(cos(wt)x — sin(wt)E)d]
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- %sin(wt)S(t)(cos(wt)V — sin(wt) V)¢, (2.13)

where V = (=8,,, 8, , (cot wt — cscwt)d,, ).
Thus, we have

S(t)(—iV)e
- [w sin(wt)(cos(wt)z + sin(wt)z) — i cos(wt)(cos(wt)V + sm(th)} S(t)6,

and
S(t)wze
= |weos(wt) (cos(wt)z + sin(wt)F) + i sin(wt)(cos(wt) V + sin(wt) V)| S(t)o.
For convenience, we denote
J(t) = wsin(wt)(cos(wt)z + sin(wt)E) — i cos(wt ) (cos(wt)V + sin(wt) V), (2.14)
and the corresponding “orthogonal” operator
H(t) = w cos(wt)(cos(wt )z + sin(wt)Z) 4 i sin(wt)(cos(wt)V + sin(wt)V), (2.15)

which will appear in the pseudo-conformal conservation law and play a crucial role in
the nonlinear estimates.
By computation, we can obtain the following commutation relation

) 1 w? o
J(t),z@t+—A—7|z| +sz :OJ(t),

2
! , (2.16)
{H(t),i@t + §A - % |2z|? —l—wLZ} = Op(t),
where
0;(t) = (0,0, 2iwsin(wt) (w sin(wt)zs — i cos(wt)dy,)) ,
and
Op(t) = (0,0, 2iw sin(wt) (w cos(wt)z3 + @ sin(wt)dy,)) -
It is clear that for 0 < t < ﬁ
2iw sin(wt) 2w sin(wt)
thu| = S )| = | (¢
0.l ‘<O’ 0 2 cos(wt) — 1J3( )u) ‘ ‘QCOS(wf) — 1J3( Ju
2wt
< Js(t)u| < w?t|J(t)ul, 2.17
\/571|3()|N | (t)ul (2.17)
and
2iw sin(wt) 5
= ——~H. < H 2.1
Ont)ul = | (0.0, o (0 )| w0 (2.18)

where J3(t) and H3(t) are the third component of the operators J(t) and H(t), respec-
tively.

|z |=

. 2 i 2
In addition, denote M (t) = e—iwls tan(@t) ang Qt) = e 5 cot@t) then

J(t) = — i cos(wt) M (t)(cos(wt)V + sin(wt) V)M (—t), (2.19)
H(t) =isin(wt)Q(t)(cos(wt)V + sin(wt)V)Q(—t).
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3 The conserved quantities

Proposition 3.1 Let u be a solution of the equation (LI) with the initial data ¢ €
Y (R3). Then, we have the following conserved quantities for all t > 0:
(1) The L?-norm:

lu(®)lly = lluoll, - (3.1)
(2) The energy for the non-rotating part:
1 2 | W’ 2 B4
Eo(w) = 5 19ul + 5 ol + & Jullt = Eo(u). (32

(3) The angular momentum expectation:

(L,)(t) :/ aL udx = (L,)(0). (3.3)
RZ
(4) The pseudo-conformal conservation law:
17 (t)ully + |[H ()ull; + 4 cos(wt) (1 — cos(wt)) [llwwwﬂg + 1|9y ull5

+ 8 |[ulli = 2Eo(uo)-

Proof. For convenience, we introduce

(3.4)

1 2
eq(u) = ius + §Au - % 2> u — B |u]* v+ wL.u.

It is clear that (B.I) holds by applying the L2-inner product between eq(u) and i,
and then taking the imaginary part of the resulting equation.

Since we can use the identity (B.3]) in the proof of [B.2), we derive (8.3) first. Differ-
entiating (L,)(t) with respect to ¢, and integrating by parts, we have

d{L:)(t)

7t :i/ (Ut (2202, u — 10z,u) + W(x20z, Ut — X104,us)] da
RS

:/ [—itg (2200, 4 — 2105,u) — iuy (2205, U — 210,,1) | da
R3

1 2
:/ [<_Aa _v lz*a— 8 |u|2ﬂ+wLZﬁ> (2205, U — T10z,u)
e |\ 2 2

1 w2 2 2 _ _
+ EAu— 5} |z|"u — B lu|” v+ wl,u | (205,19 — 2105,0) | dz

2

:/ Re(Au(x20,, 1 — 210,,1)) — %(W (220, |ul® — 2104, [u]?))
RS
— BRe(|ul? (2204, |ul* — 2104, |ul*))dz

w? 2 2
=5 . (22122 |[u]” — 22021 |u]7))dx
=0,

which yields the desired identity (B.3).
Next, we prove the energy conservation for the non-rotating part (32]). We consider

Re(eq(u),ut) = 0,

where (-, -) denotes the L2-inner product. From the above, we can get
1 2
[ {52190 + ool + S0 ful* + SutaLn| as =0,
s |2 2 2 2

which implies the identity ([B.2]) with the help of (B3).

Finally, the pseudo-conformal conservation law (B4 can be easily derived from the
definition (2I4) and (ZI5) of the operators J(¢) and H(t) with the help of the energy
conservation for the non-rotating part [32]). We omit the details. (]
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4 Nonlinear estimates and the proof of Theorem [I.1]
With the help of ([2I9]), we can get

) lufu = 2[ul® T(t)u — T (D),

which implies, in view of % +e= % + % with max{0, % -2}<e< % —%,p€(2,6) and
some ¢ € [2, 6], that
2 2
||| ey <Ol 1@l
L\ 1—pe

From the Sobolev embedding theorem and the Holder inequality, it yields

J(t) |uf? H Y RV
H M Juf"u () (O,T;L(lfps) )
1—3¢—_2_ 2
SCT =770 Nl e 0,1y 1T (DUl oo 0,710 -

Similarly, we have

/

2
HH(t) [ul u’ L"’(TfTa)/(o,T;L(Tf/TE) )

1_8e_ 2 2
<CT 72770 ||u||Loo(o,T;H1) ||H(t)u||Lw(p)(o7T;Lp)v

and
Jiuf

1—3e_ 2 12
() 0.1 SOT 270 Nullpee o, sary lull oo 0,520

For convenience, we denote
lullg == llullg + 1T @)ulle + [ H@)ullg ,

where G denotes a normalized space. Thus, we have

2
H‘M UH 1 () (0. (H)
180 _2_ 9
<CT 27770 lull 2o 0,7 10y Nl 20 0,7, 0 - (4.1)

For any p € (2,6) and M > 2C ||ug||y;, define the workspace (D, d) as

D= {u: |||U|||Loo(o,T;L2)va<p>(07T;Lp) < M},

with the distance

d(u,v) = [l =0l Lo (0, 7:10) -

It is clear that (D, d) is a Banach space. Let us consider the mapping .7 : (D, d) — (D, d)
defined by

T u(t) S(t)uo—iﬁ/o S()S* (s) |uf? u(s)ds.

For u € (D,d), by the commutation relation [2.I6), (Z17), (218, Proposition
and the nonlinear estimate (@1, we obtain

1.7l 1o 0.1y <C ltolls + CT 725750 [} o iy Well o o.miney  (42)
105l 1o 0 1510y + 108 Bll 0 (0.7
<M/2 + (CT'" 25501 M2 + 2CT)M
<M, (4.3)



10 Hao, Hsiao, and Li

where we have taken T € (0, 7/4w] so small that CT'"3°7 30 M2 +20T < 1/2. Similar
to the above, a straightforward computation shows that it holds

d(Tu, Tv)
1_8g__2_ 2 2
<|CT 27 ([l oo, riamny + 10130 0,750y ) + 26T | le = ol Lo 01,109

< [er'¥emsto a2 4 20T d(u,v)

<%d(u, ). (4.4)

Hence,  is a contracted mapping from the Banach space (D, d) to itself. By the Banach
contraction mapping principle, we know that there exists a unique solution u € (D, d)
to (LH)—(LH). In view of the conservation laws stated in Proposition Bl we can use the
standard argument to extend it uniquely to a solution at the interval [0, 7/4w] which
satisfies, for any ¢ € [0, 7/4w] and p € (2,6), that

u(t,z), J(t)u(t, z), H()u(t, z) € C(0,n/4w; L*(R3)) N LYP)(0, w/4w; LP(R?)).

Then, we can extend the above solution to a global one by translation. In fact,
in order to get the solution in the interval (7/4w,7/2w], we can apply a translation
transformation with respect to the time variable ¢ such that the initial data u(7/4w) are
replaced by @(0). Let a(t,z) := u(t — 7/4w, x), then we have from the original equation
with initial data u(7/4w, x)

1 2
ity + 5 A = %|x|2ﬂ+ﬂ|ﬁ|2ﬁ7szﬁ, zeR3 t >0, (4.5)
(0, z) = dg(z) := u(r/4w, z), © € R3. (4.6)

In the same way, we can get a solution u(t,z) of [@A)-[E) for ¢t € [0,7/4w]. Tt is
also a solution u(t, x) to (LH)—(LA) for t € [7/4w, 7/2w] and it is unique. Thus, by an
induction argument with the help of those conserved identities stated in Proposition 3.1}
we can obtain a global solution u(t, z) to (LA)—(L8) satisfying for any T' € (0, c0)

u(t,z), J(t)u(t,z), H)u(t, z) € C(R; L*(R®)) N L) (0, T; L7 (R%)).

Therefore, we have completed the proof of the main theorem.
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