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Abstract

We present a series of existence theorems for multiple vortex solutions in the Gudnason
model of the N' = 2 supersymmetric field theory where non-Abelian gauge fields are governed
by the pure Chern—Simons dynamics at dual levels and realized as the solutions of a system of
elliptic equations with exponential nonlinearity over two-dimensional domains. In the full plane
situation, our method utilizes a minimization approach, and in the doubly periodic situation,
we employ an-inequality constrained minimization approach. In the latter case, we also obtain
sufficient conditions under which we show that there exist at least two gauge-distinct solutions
for any prescribed distribution of vortices. In other words, there are distinct solutions with
identical vortex distribution, energy, and electric and magnetic charges.

1 Introduction

The classical Abelian Higgs model defined by the Lagrangian action density
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is of foundational importance in theoretical physics. Here ¢ is a complex-valued scalar field called
the Higgs field, F},, = 9,A, — 0, A, the electromagnetic field strength generated from a real-valued
gauge field, A,, D,¢ = 0,¢ —iA,¢ the gauge-covariant derivative, A > 0 a coupling parameter,
w,v = 0,1,2,3 are the (3 + 1)-dimensional Minskowski spacetime coordinate indices, and the
metrics (¢") = (gu) = diag(l,—1,—1,—1) are used to raise or lower indices. For example, in
quantum field theory, the model provides a mathematically simplest thought-laboratory allowing
various fundamental concepts such as spontaneous symmetry-breaking, the onset and annihilation
of the Goldstone particles, and the Higgs mechanism to be formulated and explored [13}35,53].
Phenomenologically, the model in its static limit and temporal gauge Ag = 0 is the celebrated
Ginzburg-Landau theory [26] for superconductivity. In two spatial dimensions, topological defects
in the form of the Abrikosov vortices [1,21] can be generated from the model which, when coupled
with the Einstein equations, provide indispensable structures, known as cosmic strings, giving
rise to centers of curvature concentrations in spacetime and hence forming the seeds for matter
accretion in the early universe [68,71.[72]. On the other hand, however, a statement known as the
Julia—Zee theorem [411[62] says that the static solutions of the equations of motion of (1) as well
as of that of the general non-Abelian Yang—Mills—Higgs model, in two-spatial dimensions and of
finite energy, must stay in the temporal gauge, Ay = 0. In other words, vortices of the Yang—
Mills—Higgs model, Abelian or non-Abelian, do not carry electric charge and can only be purely
magnetic. Nevertheless, electrically and magnetically charged vortices, called dyonic vortices, are
needed in many areas of applications such as high-temperature superconductivity [43]/47], the
Bose—Einstein condensates [36,42], the quantum Hall effect [59], optics [9], and superfluids [56].
Therefore, it will be important to modify the classical Yang-Higgs—Higgs theory so that dyonic
vortices are accommodated. In a series of pioneering studies, Jackiw and Templeton [38], Schonfeld
[54], Deser, Jackiw, and Templeton [19,20], Paul and Khare [51], de Vega and Schaposnik [66L67],
and Kumar and Khare [44] developed a modified Yang-Mills—Higgs theory in which the Chern—
Simons topological terms [17[18] are implemented into the action density. Although these terms fail
to be gauge-invariant locally, they preserve gauge-invariance globally and thus render the theory
the same gauge invariance as in the Yang—Mills—Higgs theory. More importantly, the presence
of the Chern—Simons terms make the coexistence of electric and magnetic charges a necessity.
Mathematically, however, the presence of the Chern—Simons terms and the nontrivial temporal
component of the gauge field leads us to face a much more complicated form of the equations of
motion and an existence theory for radially symmetric solutions has only been obtained rather
recently [I5]. This difficulty motivated people to explore possible BPS (after the seminal studies
of Bogomol'nyi [10] and Prasad and Sommerfield [52]) reductions of the problem and brought into
light the works of Hong, Kim, and Pac [33] and Jackiw and Weinberg [39], which sparked a great
development of the subject of construction of the Chern—Simons—Higgs vortex solutions up to today.
In their approach, it may be understood that the initial Lagrangian action density to be modified
is simply that of the Abelian Higgs model, with the addition of a Chern—Simons term controlled
by a coupling parameter x, which may be written as
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where e > 0 denotes a coupling parameter imposed on the Maxwell kinetic density term and V is
the Higgs potential density function, as in [51L[66]. Since in (L.2]) both the Maxwell and Chern—
Simons terms are present, the model is referred to as the Maxwell-Chern—Simons—Higgs model. In



the limit e — oo, the Maxwell term is switched off and the model (I.2]) becomes

K
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which is known as the Abelian Chern—-Simons-Higgs model [3339] in which the gauge field dynamics
is governed solely by the Chern—Simons term. It is shown in [3339] that, when the Higgs potential
function V is chosen to be

V(0[2) = S 1o[2(1 — 6[2)2, (1.4)
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which is analogous with the critical choice A =1 for (1)) studied in [40], the equations of motion
of (I3)) may be reduced into the BPS system

D6 +iDa6 =0, Fi = Sl0P(1 - [0, (1.5

The multiple vortex solutions, realizing a prescribed distribution of vortices located at pi,...,pn
and carrying the total electric and magnetic charges, Qe and Qm, given by

Qe = kQm, @m = /F12 dx = 2mn, (1.6)

may be constructed in terms of the variable u = |¢|? via solving the master equation [33}39]
n
Au = ae"(e* — 1) —1—47725 (), (1.7)
s=1

where o = %, whose structure has been shown [64174] to be much richer and more challenging
than that of the classical Abelian Higgs model. For example, in contrast to the Abelian Higgs
model (IZI]) where the solution of finite energy realizing any prescribed distribution of vortices is
unique [40,[65,[70], the solutions in the Abelian Chern—Simons-Higgs model are not unique and
further categorized [221[34.[37] into topological and non-topological solutions, which have led to a
rapid development of analytic methods and the harvest of a rich vista of results [1TL[121[14L[16./60,61]
regarding issues such as existence, uniqueness, nonexistence, asymptotic properties, approximation,
etc., of the solutions.

The purpose of the present article is to develop an existence theory for non-Abelian Chern—
Simon-Higgs vortices in the Gudnason model [27,28]. Historically, after the formulation of the
Abelian Chern—Simons—Higgs model in [33}[39], a great deal of activities quickly evolved around
developing [23] and analyzing [45.[48|[73] non-Abelian extensions of the model, both non-relativistic
and relativistic. What distinguish the Gudnason model [27,28] from the classical non-Abelian
Chern—Simons—Higgs models [231[66,67] are that the former may be derived in a supersymmetric
gauge field theory framework as those in the study of monopole confinement mechanism [5311[32],
46,5758 and that a kind of bi-level Chern—Simons dynamics is present as in the Bagger—Lambert—
Gustavsson theory [6H8,29] and the Aharony-Bergman—Jafferis-Maldacena theory [2] to govern
gauge-field kinematics. These studies have prompted a great amount of research activities over the
past few years and the nonlinear partial differential equation problems unearthed offer truly rich
opportunities for analysts in exploring new techniques and ideas.

We shall present two types of results. The first type concerns the existence of solutions over
the full plane subject to the boundary behavior corresponding to the asymptotic vacuum state
with a completely broken symmetry [27,28]. Our method is based on a variational reformulation



of the problem and a coercive minimization approach. The second type concerns the existence,
nonexistence, and multiplicity of solutions over a doubly periodic domain. The main difficulty
we encounter here is the constraint problem which makes it hard to develop a general variational
method as in the full plane situation where there is no constraint to tackle. In this situation
we compromise to solve the system in the special case with two equations. Although this case
is limited, the results are rich and structures are challenging. Here we extend the inequality-
constrained techniques [I1L48,63] to resolve the equality-constraint difficulty and obtain existence
and multiplicity results for solutions.

A brief outline of the rest of the paper is as follows. In the next section, we first review the
Gudnason model [27,28] and the associated non-Abelian vortex equations, also called the master
equations [27,128], to be studied in this paper. In the following section, we reduce the master
equations into a system of nonlinear equations to be analyzed and state our main existence theorems
regarding the solutions. The subsequent sections are then devoted to the proofs of these theorems
by developing and utilizing variational techniques. In the last section, we briefly summarize and
comment on our results.

2 The Gudnason model

Consider the standard Minkowski spacetime R?*! of signature (+ — —) and use p,v = 0,1,2 to
denote the temporal and spatial coordinate indices. The Gudnason model [27] is formulated as
an N = 2 supersymmetric Yang—Mills-Chern—Simons-Higgs theory with the general gauge group
G = U(1) x G’ where G’ is a non-Abelian simple Lie group represented by matrices. As in [27],
use the index a = 1,...,dim(G’) to label the non-Abelian gauge group generators and the index
0 the Abelian one, U(1). Then the gauge potential A, taking values in the Lie algebra of the
group G may be written as A, = A{jt* where Aj are real-valued vector fields and t* (o = 0, a) the
generators of G which are normalized to satisfy
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where N is the dimension of the fundamental representation space of G’. The gauge field strength
tensor F),, is then given by
Fu =0,A, —0,A,+i[A,, A (2.9)

Use ¢ to denote the Higgs scalar field in the adjoint representation of G' and the N x Ny matrix
H to contain Np-flavor matter (quark) fields in the fundamental representation of G. Then their
gauge-covariant derivatives are

Dy = 0 +i[Ay, ¢], DuH = 9, H +iA,H. (2.10)

With this preparation, the Lagrangian action density of the Yang—Mills—Chern—Simons—Higgs the-
ory of the Gudnason model [27], omitting the Fermion part, is written as
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where e#*” is the Kronecker skew-symmetric tensor, f%¢ are the structural constants of the non-
Abelian gauge group G’, e,g € R the Abelian and non-Abelian Yang—Mills coupling constants,
% € R the Abelian Chern—Simons coupling, i € Z the non-Abelian Chern—Simons coupling constant
which should not be confused with the spacetime coordinate index, m is a mass matrix, £ € R is
the so-called Fayet-Iliopoulos parameter, and the notation |A|?> = AAT is observed for a complex
matrix A.
In the strong coupling limit, e, g — co,m = 0,k # u, the Gudnason model (2.I1]) is shown to
reduce to the following Chern—Simons—Higgs model [27,28]
LosH = _H (A“@,,A“ — 1f“bcA“AbAC> — ie”"”AO@,,AO
] pvsp g v ip ] n=v4ip
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where 1y denotes the N x N identity matrix. The equations of motion of the Gudnason model
[27,28] governed by the Lagrangian action density (2.12) are [27]

8ﬁeWPFgV = —iTr (HH“DPH - (DPH)H“H) : (2.13)
T
8ﬁeWPF,3V = —iTr (HHODPH — (D)t tOH) , (2.14)
T
1 2 2
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_ 1677 Tr { (i(Tr(HHT) — 1y + gTr(HHTtb)tb> HHTt“} t"H, (2.15)
Jz kN p
which are rather complicated. To proceed, Gudnason [27] applies the Bogomol'nyi method to
carry out a completion of square analysis for the string tension of the model, obtained from the
integration of the Hamiltonian component of the stress tensor, in the static limit, and derives the
following BPS system of equations:

DH = 0, (2.16)
a 1a 167T2 T tra\ra 16772 T4b tria 40 a
Fiott = N(Tr(HH ) = OTr(HHt)t" + —=Tr(HH'"t")Tr(HH™{t*, "})t*,  (2.17)
ik I
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where D = D;+iD,. In order to investigate the solutions of these equations, Gudnason [28] specifies
the concrete situations, G’ = SO(2M) and G’ = USp(2M) with N = 2M so that the equations
become

DH = 0, (2.19)
Fog = 2T (Te(HH) — e)(HHT) ; + 2—7T2<(1L11w)2> (2.20)
12 /LIQM J Mg Js .
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12 2 M2 2M ,uI{M J)L2M .



in which (A); = A — JTA'J for a 2M x 2M matrix with

J = ( 10 16”) , €= 41 depending on whether G’ = SO(2M) or USp(2M). (2.22)
€lm

Then, choosing Hj as a suitable background matrix realizing a prescribed distribution of vortices
and using a moduli matrix ansatz of the form H = S~'Hy, S = s5’, which splits the variables into
the Abelian one w = |s|? and the non-Abelian one €' = S’(S")T, so that Q = SST = W, the BPS
equations (2.I9)—(221I]) are shown to become the so-called master equations [28]
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where 0 = 9y + 10s.
To describe multiple vortices by the master equations (2.23)-(2.24]), we take as in [27,28] the
moduli matrix Hy(z) of the form

M n;
= H H(z — 2i,5)Do(2)
=1 s=1

where
ni nn ni nn
Dy(z) = diag {H(z — Zls)s- -, H(z — ZM,s)5 H(z —215) H(z — ZM75)_1} ,
s=1 s=1 s=1 s=1
and z; ; are prescribed points on the complex plane, s =1,...,n;,% = 1,..., M; n; are nonnegative

integers, i = 1,..., M. We easily see that

M n;

JHO HH Zzs

i=1s=1

M n; 2M
det (Hy(z2)) = (HH — Zis) ) :
o

Qo = Hy(z)Ho(2)" = H H |2 — 25| Do(2)T Do(2).

i=1s=1

With the further ansatz
QO = diag(eXt, ..., eXM e™X1 e TXM) = g¥ (2.25)

where x1, ..., xa, ¥ are real-valued functions, and a direct computation, the equations (2.23)—(2:24])



read [28]:
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These are the master equations which govern the multiple vortex solutions of the non-Abelian
Chern—-Simons—Higgs model of Gudnason [27,28]. Below we aim to establish a series of existence
theorems for the solutions of these equations over the full plane and over doubly periodic cell
domains.

3 Non-Abelian vortex equations and existence theorems

We consider the non-Abelian Chern—Simons-Higgs vortex equations (2.20)—-(227). With

M n; nj
2 2 .
u:—¢—|—g E In|z — 2 6|*, uj:—xj+§ In|z—z4%, 7=1,...,M,
i=1 s=1 s=1
we see that
M ng nj
2 - U 2 s .
=111 =Pe™s e =l —zolfe™, j=1...01
i=1s=1 s=1

Then the equations (2.26])-(2Z27)) become
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where we set a = £,3 = ﬁ, Dis = Zis,t = 1,...,M. When M = 1 such equations were first
obtained in [27]. It will be convenient to take the rescaled parameters and translated variables

a%r—)a ﬁ%Hﬁ, uHu—l—ln%, uj = uj, jg=1,..., M.

Then the equations (3] and ([B:2) are renormalized into the form

M
(Z u+u1 4 U 2]) Z [eu-‘ruj + eu—Uj]
j=1

ﬁ
i=1
a/@ M M n;
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s=1

It will be interesting at this spot to compare the classical Abelian Chern—Simons-Higgs vortex
equation (7)) with the above system of non-Abelian vortex equations, (8.3) and (34), in the
Gudnason model [27,28], which will be our focus in the present work.

We will consider the equations (33)—(34) in two cases. In the first case we study the problem
B3)—(B4) over the full plane R? with the topological boundary conditions

u—0, u; =0 as |z]—=o00, j=1,...,M, (3.5)

realizing the asymptotic vacuum state with completely broken symmetry [27,128].
We have the following existence theorem.

Theorem 3.1 For any sets of points

Zi={pi1, - spin} CR® i=1,... M, (3.6)

and the parameters «, 3 > 0, M > 1, the system of nonlinear elliptic equations B3)—-BA) subject
to the boundary condition [B.5) admits a solution over R? which possesses the quantized integrals

M
u+ui u—u; U+u,; U—U;
/}R2 <Z +e 2]) Z[e i +e J] dx

=1

B M M
7 Z (e"T — e “1)2 dz = —47an,~, (3.7)
i=1 =1
M
Z u+uj 4 U 2] (eu-l—ui _ eu—ui) dz
R2 \ i
+52 ( qutdui _ 2um2ui) dy = —dmn;, i=1,..., M. (3.8)



Furthermore the boundary condition (3.0) is realized exponentially fast so that there hold the fol-
lowing asymptotic estimates near infinity:

M M
w? + 3 uf =09l v 43 V) = O (el (3.9)
=1

i=1
where m = 2v/2min{a, B} and ¢ € (0,1) is an arbitrarily small parameter.

In the second case we consider the equations [B.3)—(3.4]) over a doubly periodic domain 2 with
M = 1. That is, in this case we study a 2 x 2 version of ([B.3)—([34]). For convenience we rewrite
the system [B.3)-(B4]) with M =1 as follows

AU = a2 (" V) (V1Y + eV —2) + ap(eV TV — eU_V)2 + 47 Z bp,; (), (3.10)
=1

AV = af("TV — eV V) (VY VTV —2) 4 g2 (22 — 2V 2Y) 4 4x Z Op, (). (3.11)
j=1

We have the following existence results.

Theorem 3.2 Let Q be a doubly periodic domain in R? and p1,...,pn €  which need not to be
distinct with repeated p’s counting for multiplicities. Assume that B > « > 0.

1. If the equations (3.10) and BII)) have a solution, then there holds the condition

8mn < af|Q]. (3.12)

2. Every solution (U, V') of (310) and B.II) satisfies

V<1, V<1, VTV <l (3.13)

3. For any given constant o > 1, assume

oo (3.14)

o
Then, there exist a positive constant M, such that when o > M, the equations ([BI0) and
B.1I) admit at least two distinct solutions over €2, one of which satisfies the behavior

Uu-v

VTV 51, e -1, as a— +o0 (3.15)

pointwise a.e. in . Furthermose, any solution (U,V) of (310) and (311) possesses the
quantized integrals

a2/ (VY + eV (VY eV —2) da + aﬁ/ (VY — eU_V)2 de = —4mn, (3.16)
Q Q

aﬁ/ (UFV — UV (UHV 4 UV g) dx+62/ (PUF2V _U2V) dp = . (3.17)
Q 0

In Section 4, we establish Theorem [B.] using a direct minimization method which extends
the techniques in [40,[65,73,[74]. In Section 5, we prove Theorem by utilizing and extending
an inequality-constrained variational method originally developed in [I1] and further developed
in [49,50,[63], and subsequently in [48] for a context that relates more to the situation considered
here. In this respect, see also [30].



4 Proof of Theorem 3.1

In this section we prove the existence of topological solutions for the equations (B.3))—(3.4).
Choosing the background functions

ud(@) ==Y Im(1+Az—pis|™?), A>0, i=1,...,M, (4.1)
s=1

which satisfy

Uz Uz
7 7 1
A = —h; +47y 6, . hi(x) =4\ , 4.2
Z Z 52::1 o i) Z()"i“x_pw‘ 2)? (42)
we see that the new variables
M
u:Zu?+f, uj:ug—l—fj, j=1,.... M, (4.3)
allow us to recast the equations (B.3)—(B.4) into
M M M M M
o? S ugtul+ffi 3 u—ul+f—fi 2 WS+ Z up—uj+f=Ji
Af:M2 Z ek=1 + ek=1 -2 Z eh=1 + eF=1
i=1 j=1
M M M 2 v
> ul+ud+f+fi > uh—ud+f—fi
OZMB Z ek=1 k — ek=1 k —|— Z h‘i) (44)
i=1 i=1
0B (L[ £ ugraderesr, 3 ug-uerot, SRTERCEUTN RS S QU AW
J j J i 7 i i i
Af; = i Z ek=1 F + ek=1 B -9 ek=1 4§ — ek=1 F
Jj=1 L
2 % ud+2ud+2f+2f; 2 % u) —2ud+2f—2f;
k=1 ' —e k=1 ' +hi, i=1,...,M. (4.5)
The topological boundary condition (3.5) becomes
f—0, fi—=0 as |z|]—o00, i=1,...,M. (4.6)

It can be checked that the equations (4.4]) and (43H]) are the Euler-Lagrange equations of the
functional

I(fo fry- s far)
2
M Zuk+u0+f+fl Zuk—uo—i-f f;
= d —|V 2 Vi 2 p3i -
[RE eI LIRS ol y
A M 2
Y wtud+f+fi 3 ul—ul+f—fi o M o M
e - +—> fhi+— > fihig. 4.7
o 252 (@7

We consider the functional I over W2(R?). Here and in what follows we use W12(R?) to
denote the usual Sobolev space of scalar-valued or vector-valued functions. It is not difficult to
see that the functional I is continuous, differentiable and lower semi-continuous on W12(R?). The
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important thing is that we can show that the functional I is coercive and bounded from below over
WH2(R?), which will be carried out later. Then we can conclude that the functional I admits a
critical point (f, f1,..., far) € WH2(IR?), which is a weak solution to the equations (L4)—(5]). By
the following inequality

e ~ 113 < Cexp (Cllwlyrage) ), Vwe WHR?),

we see that the right hand side of the equations (Z4)—(Z3]) belongs to L?(R?). Then using elliptic
L2-estimates and a bootstrap argument, we find that the solution (f, f1,..., far) is smooth. In
particular, (f, f1,..., far) lies in W22(IR?) which ensures that (f, f1,..., far) satisfies the boundary
condition (£.6]). Then, in view of (£3]), we see that the problem consisting of the equations (3.3])
and ([B4) admits a solution (u,uq,...,ups) satisfying the boundary condition (B.5]).

We now establish the exponential decay estimates for the solution.

We first note that

QU iU 9 = (W 1) 4 (e — 1) = efi(u 4 ug) + €5 (1 — )
= (5 + e5)u + (5 — &5 Yuy, (4.8)
eu-l—ui —eUTU — Zefiui’
where &/, &/,
i=1,...,M.
By virtue of (48] and (£9]), we see that the equations ([B.3)-(B.4) may be rewritten as

and &; are between 0 and v + u;, 0 and v — u;, and v + u; and u — u;, respectively,

2 M M
Au = % ;::1 [e"F" 4 e" 7] <Z§:; [(eﬁé + egé)u + (efl{ — egz{/)ui})
M
4045 26, 2
APy e (1.10)

203 M
Au; = 57 eSi ; [(e i+ &5 u + (5 — b )u]} (%

+28% (e 4 ) Sy, i=1,..., M, (4.11)

where |z] > R and R > 0 is taken to be sufficiently large so that R > |p; 5| for s = 1,...,n; and
i=1,...,M.
To proceed further, we set

U=u’+) uf. (4.12)

11



Then we can compute for |z| > R the result

M
AU > 2uAu + 2 ZuiAui
i=1

e 4 ] (i{

=1

| \/

i=1

M M
(5 ])ﬂz<>
j:

M

S

ﬁ

M

]:1 =1
M M
da
- MBZ 2&; 2|U| BZ 3 Z[( j+e )|u|_|_|ej—ej||uj| ul2 (413)
-1 i—1 =1

Applying ([B.5)) and the Schwartz inequality in (4.13]), we see that for any arbitrarily small € € (0,1)
there is R. > R such that U satisfies the elliptic inequality
. 2 S
AU > 8(min{a, 8}) (1 - 5) U, |z| > R.. (4.14)

Applying a comparison function argument to (£14]) and using the boundary property U = 0 at
infinity, we can find a sufficient large constant C'(¢) > 0 such that

Uz) < 0(6)6—2\/§min{a,ﬁ}(1—e)|m|, lz| > R.. (4.15)
Next, using 0 to denote one of the two partial derivatives, d; and d2, we obtain from (B.3]) and

(B4) the results

2
o2 M M
300 = 5 (Ll e ) owe i (Ll o) (S o) o
i=1 i=1 i=1
M M M
<Z u+u1 4 euTUi 2]) Z [eu—i-Uj + eu—uj] Ou + Z [eu-‘ruj _ eu—uj] 8’LLj
i=1 j=1 j=1
2a z u+u Ui u+u; U—U; UFU; U—Uj
M i O ([e"r — e ] Qu + [T 4 et duy) (4.16)
1= 1
A(@uz) 252 (e2u+2ul + e2u 2uz) (8’LLZ) + 252 (e2u+2ui _ e2u—2ui) (au)
+Oé_5 f: [eu+uj 4T 2] ([eu+ui _ eu—ui] Ou + [eu—l—ui + eu—ui] au)
M\ & Z
af al J
7 (eUFHi — et Z [e"F™ 4+ "% ] Qu + Z [e"FH — e ] Ou (4.17)

j=1 7j=1

Applying the L?-estimate and the fact that w,uq, ...
we see in view of the above equations that du, duq, ...

ou, duq,. ..

12

,Oupr — 0 as

,up € W22 outside Br = {z € R?||z| > R},

,Oupr € W22 outside Bp as well. Therefore

|z| — oo. (4.18)



As before, we set
M
= (0u)® + > _(0u,)*. (4.19)

Similar to the case with the function U defined in (4.I2]), we may apply the Schwartz inequality
and use the equations (£16) and (£I7) to obtain the elliptic inequality

AV > 8(min{a, 4})2 (1 - %) V, |z|> R.. (4.20)

Thus V enjoys the same exponential decay estimate as U as stated in (ZI5]).
Now we only need to prove the coerciveness and a bound from below for the functional I(f, fi,...

over WH2(RR2).
Using the elementary inequality
d(a+0b)* + B(a—b)* > 2min{a, f}(a® + %), V& f>0,Va,beR,
with
> up+ud+f+fi 5 up—ug+f—fi

a = ek=1 —1, b=er=t -1,

we see that the functional I(f, f1,..., far) over W12(R?) satisfies

I(f, fi,-s fur)

M M M

M 1 o > ubFud+f+fi
> [ dz{ —|VP+ =) VS| +2min{ —
_A;a:(JVﬂ-+BZN fil? +2min {77, 8} 3

ek:l —
=1
a L SR B ) i oM & P
. k 7 7
+2m1n{M,B} Y e 1 TZ BZ . (4.21)

i=1
To proceed we need the following lemma in [69].
Lemma 4.1 The function h; belongs to L*(R?) with
<
VA

for some positive constant C independent of A and eui — 1€ LP(R?) for anyp>2,i=1,..., M.

[hill2 < (4.22)

Here and in what follows we use C to denote a positive constant which may take different values
at different places.
Using the Holder inequality and (£22]), we have

om U 2
L@(;;MMB;MQM>"—ZWMWF ZMMWb

> —% (Hsz +; ”fi”2) : (4.23)

In what follows we need to control the L?-norm of f and fj (3 =1,..., M) by the positive terms
in (@21)). Now we deal with the third term on the right-hand side of ([@2Il). Since

i —1e€ L*R?), i=1,...,M,

13
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it is easy to check that

M M
X uptup > up—yy
st 1 e LAR?Y), o= " ' —1eL*R?), i=1,...,M. (4.24)
To proceed further, we need the inequality
¢ 2]
e -1 > , VteR, 4.25
=12 (125)

which follows directly from the elementary inequalities e —1 > ¢,¥V¢ >0, and 1 —e~* > %th, vt > 0.
With [@.24)) and (£23]), we have

8o ’ S oo\’
w 4w+ f+fi uy 4w w4
/ e T =/ er=r " Z[ef+fi—1]+ek=1’“ o1 dw
R2 R2

M 2
2 0+2u?
1/ e kZ::luk-i- “ <ef+fi—1)2—/ ekzluk+u —1| dz
2 Jr2 R2

M
1 / 25 w2 | f + fif?
p— e = e —
R? (L+1f + fil)?

v

de —C, i=1,...,M. (4.26)

2 % u2+2u? 2 % u2+2u?

By the definition of u, we see that e *=1 satisfies 0 < e k=1 < 1, vanishes at the
vortex point p;s, (s = 1,...,n;, 4 = 1,..., M), and approaches 1 at infinity. As in [4065], we
decompose R? as follows,

RZ=0QiUQ), i=1,...,M, (4.27)

where

2 Z ud+2u? 2 Z ud+2u?

, _1 , 1
QY =z cR?le <50 QL =z ecR?e > 50 i=1,...,M.

To deal with the right-hand side of (£.26]), we need the inverse Holder inequality (cf. [69]):

Lemma 4.2 For any measurable functions g, g2 on the domain §2, there holds the inequality

[ lmaelaa> ([ rgqudx) ([ Imifaz)". (428)

U=

where ¢, €R, 0<qg<1,q <Oand% %:
M
. 2> ud+2uf 2Zuk+ u? M
On Qf, we have 0 < e =1 < ; and e k=1 tends to 0 at most at order 4 Y ng +4n;

k=1
near the vortex points. Then, by taking ¢} satisfying

1
<4 <0,

23 ng+2n,
k=1

14



we see that the integrals
2¢; % u2+2q§u?
/Z_e k=1 de, i=1,....,.M
1
exist.
Using the inverse Holder inequality ([4.28]), we can get

1 1

1
IR IR
EC/ dz , 1=1,..., M,
<Q (417 + il

7
1

where 1
0<q¢<—; , i=1,..., M.
2y np+2n;+1
k=1
Noting
O§M<1, i=1,...,.M
L+ |f + fil

and applying the Young inequality, we obtain

|f + fif*® " |f + fif? g
(/Qi (1+ |f+fi|)2%‘dx> - (/Ql (1+ |f+fi|)2dx>

|f+fi|2
=€ o T+ 7D

Combining (4.29)) and ([4.30), we have

|f‘|‘fi|2

dr=¢ o, A+|f+ fil)?

M
23 ud+2u? |2
/ ekgluk Uy |f+f2| dx—C7 Z:l,,M
Q

L+ |f+ fil)>

@
1

On the other hand, over 03, it is easy to get

M
2Zu0+2u? |2 1 |2
/ ek:lk ’f—i_—fz‘2daj> /(‘f—i_—fl’2dx7 Zzl,,M
Q 2

; A+1F+AD = 2 )y O+ 1F+£i)
Hence, from ([@.26]), (431), and (£32), we infer that
2

|f‘|‘fi|2

Rl By G ety

M

> utuf+f+fi
/ k=1 de—C, i=1,..., M.
R2

Now repeating the procedure in getting (£33]), we have

My 2
[ () so oar
R2 -

ek=1

-_ — p=1..... M.
e A= =k

15

M S M
2 3 ud+2uf ; 2 : 2q; a; 2¢) 3 u+2q/uf
/ e i=1 " —‘f—i_f’ 2dx2 / |f + fi 2_da; / e k=1 " dx
J (L+1f+ fi) ai (L+[f+ fil)? i

sde—C, i=1,...,M.

S

7
9

(4.29)

(4.30)

(4.31)

(4.32)

(4.33)

(4.34)



To proceed further, we invoke the following standard interpolation inequality over R?

/ widz §2/ w2d:17/ \Vwl*dz, Yw e WH(R?).
R2 R2 R2

Using ([4.35]), we obtain

2
</ \f+fi\2dx>
RQ

; 2
N </R Mﬂﬂfmwmdx)

(4.35)

2 L+ |f + fil

S/RZ (1+|f+ fi])? d:z:/ (If + fil +|f + £il?) " da

M 2 < 2 >
§4/Rz(1+|f—|—fZ d/|f+f2 dz /|Vf+f2)| +1

%(/ |+ fil d:z:> +C<U}Rz %dﬁ] +[/H£2|V[f+fi]|2dxr+1> ,(4.36)

which implies

2
I+ 5l < ¢ ([t thcans [ vl pas +1)

2
(/Rz HJILC /R2 [IVFP+ |V fil*] dz + 1> . i=1,..., M. (4.37)

Similarly, we have

_ £.12
||f_fiH2§C</R2ﬁd$+/RQ [|Vf|2+|vfi|2}da:+1>, i=1,...,M. (4.38)

Then, in view of (£37), (£38]]), and the following simple inequality

[ fllz + N fillz < 21 + filla + If = fill2), i=1,..., M,
we see that
M
71+ 3 151
2, f + fil? \f = fil? }
<O</ VS dx—l—Z/ [IVfZI eI +(1+|f_fi|)2 dr+1). (4.39)

From (£21)), (£23)), (433) and (434)), we conclude that

16 frveoe )
M

2 2 |f + fil? |f = fil]? ]

20(/ v/ d“z/ i R T dx)

‘% <”fH2 +ZHsz2> e

(4.40)

16



At this point, combining ([4.39) and (440 and taking A sufficiently large, we can get

I(f, f1,.- - fur)

M
2 12 |f + fil? If — fil? ] -
20</R2 V£ dx+;/ﬂ§2 [!sz! T T S da:) C. (4.41)

Then applying (£39) in the right hand side of (£41]), we have

M
I(f, f1,o s fu) 2 C (Hf”WL?(W) + Z HfiHWL?(R?)) -, (4.42)
i=1
which says that the functional I(f, f1,..., far) is coercive and bounded from below over W 2(R?).

Therefore the existence of a critical point as a global minimizer of I in W12(R?) follows immediately.
In order to establish the results regarding the quantized integrals (37 and (B.8]), we note that
the background functions u) (i = 1,..., M) defined in (@) obey the decay estimates

|Vu?(:1:)| = O(|x|_3) as |z| > 00, i=1,..., M. (4.43)

On the other hand, since the solution (u,uy,...,up) of B3)—-(B4) obtained decays at infinity
according to ([B.9)), we see that (f, fi1,..., far) set forth in (@3] satisfies

M
IV f(z)] + Z IVfi(z)| = O(lz]73)  as |z] = . (4.44)

Using (£44]) and the divergence theorem, we arrive at

Afdx =0, / Af;de=0, i=1,..., M. (4.45)
R2 R2

Moreover, integrating directly, we have

h;dx =4mn;, i=1,..., M. (4.46)
R2
Finally, integrating (&4)) and ([&35) over R? and applying (£45) and (@46]), we obtain the quantized
integrals (3.7) and (3.8)) stated in the theorem.
The proof of Theorem [B.1] is now complete.

5 Proof of Theorem 3.2

In this section we establish the existence of solutions to ([B.10)—(B.11]) over a doubly periodic domain.
We will make a variational formulation of the problem. Then we can carry out a constrained
minimization procedure to find the critical points for the associated functional. The key step is
to find some inequality-type constraints, from which we can define a suitable admissible set. This
procedure was initiated in [I1] and refined in [48-50] and [30].

We first give a priori estimates of the solutions to (B.10)-B.11).

Proposition 5.1 Let (U,V) be a solution of BI0)-BII). Then U < 0,U+V <0,U -V <0
throughout 2.

17



Proof.  Let (U,V) be a solution of [8I0) and [B.II). Introduce a transformation f =
U+V,g=U—V. From [310) and (311]), we conclude that f and g satisfy the equations

Af = (a+p)% (ef —1) + (a—B)%eI(ef — 1)
—(B*—a?)(ef +e9) (e — 1) + 8%26%, (5.1)

Ag = (a+B)%e9(e? — 1) + (o — ﬂ)Qef(e —1)— (8- a2)(ef +e%) (ef - 1). (5.2)

We first show that U < 0 in Q. From (B.I0]), we see that

AU > o2V (eV +e vV — 2e_U) (e +e ') +4r Z dp;
> 202V (e + e_V) ) + 4w Z bp; -

Then, by maximum principle, we have U < 0 throughout €.
To prove U + V < 0, we argue by contradiction. Assume that there exists a point Z € €2 such
that

f(Z) = max f(z) > 0.

e

From the equation (5.I)), we have g(Z) > 0. Then we obtain U(Z) = $(f(&) + g(&)) > 0, which
contradicts the conlusion U < 0 in 2. Therefore, we have f < 0 in .
Similarly, if there is a point & € €2 such that

9(Z) = max g(z) > 0,
z€Q

then by the equation (5.2)), we see that f(Z) > 0, which again leads to a contradiction. Hence the
conclusion follows.

By Proposition B.1], the second part of Theorem follows.

Let ug be the unique solution of the following problem (see [4])

8mn -
Auoz—L+87rZ(5pj on §2; /uod:E:O.
o T A
For convenience, we introduce the following new variables:

u+v Ug U0

which reduce the equations (3.I0)—(3I1) into the form
4
AUTY @2 (et ) (@0 e - 2) (et - et) 4 T (5.4)
B 4
Au 5 v _ aﬂ(e“““ — e”) (e“°+“ +e¥ — 2) + 32 (e2u0+2u - 2U) + ’%T (5.5)

18



To make a variational reformulation of the problem, we rewrite (5.4) and (5.5]) equivalently as

(R D) mur (L 2) v = ae s o gl o 1) o A )
(2 +s): 0

% é_l uts é % v = 2¢" (o — ] [e" ™ — 1] + [a + B] [* — 1])
(e 3): 0

Therefore, in the sequel we only need to solve (5.6]) and (5.7)).

We will work on the space W12(Q) x W12(Q), where W12(Q) denotes the set of Q-periodic
L2- functions whose derivatives are also in L?(2). We denote the usual norm on W12(Q) by || - ||
as given by

]2 = |3 + IVl = /Q widz + /Q Valda.

It is easy to see that the solutions of (5.0]) and (5.7]) are critical points of the functional

S A VSR A
Inp(u,v) = 1 <a + 5) (HVuHQ + ||Vv||2) + 5 <a ﬂ> /QVu Vodz

—|—Oé/ (euo+u+ev_2)2dx+ﬁ/ (euo+u_ev)2dx
Q Q

dmn (1 1 4dmn (1 1
LU (i A4 (22 du. .
0] <a+ﬁ>/9”+|9| (a 6)/9”“’ (5:8)

In the following subsections we will apply a constrained minimization approach to find a first
critical point and the mountain pass theorem to find a second critical point of the above functional,
respectively.

5.1 Constrained minimization

Let (u,v) be a solution of (5.6) and (5.1), which is also a solution of (5.4) and (5.5). Then
integrating these equations over 2, we obtain the following constraints

4
a/ (e"0t¥ e¥ —2) (e"0F +e¥) dx + ﬁ/ (et — e”)2 dz + % =0, (5.9)
Q Q
ug+u v ug+u v 2up+2u 2v 4mn
a [ (e e’ —2) (et —eV)dz+ B [ (e —e*)da+ — =0, (5.10)
Q Q B
or equivalently,
2
/ (e“0+“ — 1) euotudy — 7/ (e’ —1)e“dx + UL 0, (5.11)
Q Q ap
2
/ (e —=1)e"dx — ’y/ (e"0F —1)e'da + TR 0, (5.12)
Q Q af
where we define 5
-«
_ 5.13
=57 (5.13)



throughout the rest of the work. Under our assumption on «, 5, that is, 8 > «a > 0, we see that
0<y<l1.

It can be checked that the constraints (5.9) and (5.10]) are the quantized integrals (B.I6]) and
(BI7) stated in Theorem

From (59]), we see that
a/ (euo+u +ev —2)2d£+/8/ (euo+u_ey)2dx
Q Q

= 2a </Q[1 — "0t dy + /9[1 - e”]da;> - 4%". (5.14)

We know that W12(Q) can be decomposed as follows,

WH(Q) =R o WH(Q),

/degg:o}

where

Wi2(Q) = {w e WhH(Q)

is a closed subspace of W12(Q).
Then, we can decompose u, v into the form

u:u’—i—cl, U:U/+CQ,

1 1
wdz =0, /U'dx:O, c] = —/ udx, co = —/ vdz.
/Q 0 12 Jo 12 Jo

Then (5.I1I)) and (512) can be rewritten in the form

where

/ 2
e / e2uot2u g, Q1(u v, e?)e + 2 0, (5.15)
0 %]
/ 2
e2c2 / o2V Ay — QQ(U/,'Z)/,GCI)GC2 + £ymn =0, (516)
Q af
where
Q1(u v, e?) = (1 - ’y)/ e 0t qz 4+ e / ot gy (5.17)
Q Q
Qa(u' v, e) = (1 — ’y)/ e’ dx 4 ve™ / ot gy (5.18)
Q Q

Hence the equations (5.I5)—(5.16]) are solvable with respect to ¢; and ¢g if and only if

(Ql(ul, UI, ecz))2 > 867;_; i e2uo+2u’d$7 (5'19)
8 /
(Q2 (’LL/, Ulv e ))2 = Zé;n Q e2v dz. (5.20)

From Proposition 5.1} we see that, for a solution (u,v) of (5.6)—(E.1), ug+u < 0,v < 0, namely,
ug +u' +c1 < 0,9 + c2 <0. Then from (5I9) we obtain

2
8mn
2T 2wt gy < ot qe ) < || e2“°+2“/dx,
aB Jo Q Q
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which gives a necessary condition for the existence of solutions to (5.6)—(5.7)

8mn

Then we get the first conclusion of Theorem
Now we take the following constraints

2
/ 87Tn ’
guotu d:E> > / e2uo+t2u dz, 5.22
</Q (1 —=7)2%aB Jgo (5.22)

2
/ 8ymn %
e’ dx ——— [ e"dux. 5.23
(/Q > (1 =7)?af Jo (5:23)

v

We introduce the following admissible set
A= {(u',v’) € WL2(Q) x WI’Q(Q)‘(u',v/) satisfies  (5.22) — (m} . (5.24)

Thus, for any (u’,v") € A, we can find a solution of the equations (G.I5)-(5.I6]) with respect to
c1 and ¢y by solving the following equations

Qi v/ e2) + \JlQu(a o7 oo )2 — B2 [ et

C1

¢ 2fQ e2uo+2u’ g
— o), 525
o Qo) & fiQu(w v e~ B s
2 [qe?du
= go(e?). (5.26)

Indeed, letting
F(X) = X = g1(g2(X)),

we can solve (5.25)—(5.26]) by finding the zeros of the function F(-). Therefore, it is sufficient to
prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2 For any (v',v") € A, the equation
F(X) =X —g1(92(X)) =0
admits a unique positive solution Xj.

By this proposition, for any (u/,v") € A, we can get a solution of (5.I5) and (5.16]) with respect
to c1,ca.
Proof of the Proposition By (5.25) and (5.26)) it is easy to see that

gi(X)>0, VYX>0,i=1,2 (5.27)

Then, we see that F/(0) = —g1(g2(0)) < 0. We check that

dp(X) _ e(X) fyen (5:29)
“ \/[Ql(“/v v, X)P? - 8;_; Ja o2u0+2u! g
X u0+u/+v’d
dg2(X) = 792( )er T (5.29)

X @ v, X)) - B3 [ e da
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which are all positive. Then, we see that g;(X) (i = 1,2) is strictly increasing for all X > 0.
After a direct computation, we obtain

g1 (X) B ,.YfQ eu0+u’+v/dx

lim

Xofoo X Jq vt dy
po 920 v foen Y de
e T X Joedz 7
from which it follows that
/ ! 2
R P (feeera) :
lm —=1-— ; F— >1—~v">0.
Xotoo X Jqetot2idy [ e dx

Therefore, we have

lim F(X) = +4o0.
X—+o0

Noting that F'(0) < 0, then we conclude that the equation F'(X) = 0 has at least one solution

Xo > 0.
Next we show that the solution is also unique. From (5.28]) and (5.29) and (5.22]) and (5.23) we
obtain
! ! 2
4F(X) 91(92(X))g2(X)7? ( oy vt +' da
ax L 8
Qv ()P — 522 J 2oz, flQa(ul v, X)P - B2 Jy e d
o1 g1(g2(X)) _ F(X)
X X
Then we have
dX X ’
which says that % is strictly increasing for X > 0. As a result, F'(X) is strictly increasing for

X > 0. Then F(X) has a unique zero point. Then the proof of Proposition is complete.

By the above discussion we see that, for any (u/,v") € A, we can get pair (c1(u/,v"), ca(u/,v"))

given by (5.25)-(5.26]), which solves (.15)-(G.16), such that (u,v) defined by

u=1u +ci(u,v), v=v+c(u,0)

satisfies (5.9)—(5.10).

In what follows we consider the minimization problem
min {Jaﬁ(u’,fu'ﬂ (u',0v) € A} ,
where J,g(u',v") is defined by
Jap(!' 0") = Lg(u' + 1 (v, V'), 0" + co(/,0")),

(1 (v, v"), ea(u!,v")) is given by (£.28)-(5.26). From (5.8) and (5.14), we see that
1/1 1

1 1 1
Jag(u/,v’) = Z <a + B) (HV’LL/H% + ||VU/||%) + 5 (a - B) /QVU/ . V’U/dl‘
! / 4
+2a (/ [1—e"™™ e da + / [1—e eﬂdx) _
Q Q «
1 1 1 1
+4mn <a + E) c1 +4mn (E — E) cy.
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It is easy to check that the functional J,g is Frechét differentiable in the interior of .A. Moreover,
if (v/,2") is an interior critical point of J,g in A, then (v + ¢1(u/,v"), v’ + ca(u/,v")) gives a critical
point for I,g.

In what follows, we will prove that the functional J,z is bounded from below and the problem
(E30) admits interior minimum.

Lemma 5.1 For any (u',v") € A, we have
ecl/euﬁuldx <19, ecz/e”lda: <19. (5.32)
Q Q

Remark 5.1 It follows from the Jensen inequality and (5.32) that

el <1, e <.
Proof. From (5.25]) and (5.26), we obtain

c Ql(u,7 Ulv 662)
o= Jq 2ot dg” (5:33)
662 QQ (U/, Ula 601)
- Joe¥dx

Then it follows from (5.33), (534), (5.17), (5.I8]), and the Holder inequality that

(5.34)

’ / 2
(1= ) et dz (1 — ) et dg [ e de 42 (fQ euo+u/+v da:)

C1

el <

fQ e2u0+2u’ da fQ e2u0+2u’dx fQ e2v’ dx fQ e2uo+2u’d$ fQ e2v’ dx
1- J euotdy (1 —7) Jo guotu'+v' q g Jo eV dz e
fQ e2u0+2u’ da fQ e2u0+2u’dx fQ e2v’ dx !

which enables us to conclude that

uo+u’d u0+u’+v’d v’d
el < 1 er /:E ’}/er . ZEer, x . (535)
1+~ fQ e2uot+2u’dy fQ e2uo+2u’qy fQ e2Vdg

Similarly, we have

[§]

e o 1 Joe'dz v foe ot da [ et de (5.36)
T 147 fQ e2V'dg fQ e2uo+2u'dg fQ e2vdx ' '

Using (5.35]) and (5.306]) and the Holder inequality, we have

.12
1 UQ et dx] v o euotu v gy I U0t dg Jo eV dz

c1 ug-i—u’d <
¢ /Qe =1 + fQ e2uo+2u' d gy + fQ e2uo+2u' g fQ e2V dx
< 19,
v’ 2
o2 / o de < 1 [fge daz} N v oot de [ et dr [ eV da
Q T 1+ fQ e2V'dzx fQ e2uo+2u'd g fQ eV dx
< 19.

Thus the lemma follows.
Estimates of the type contained in the following lemma were observed first in [48].
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Lemma 5.2 For any (u',v") € A and s € (0,1), it holds

1 9 17‘5 1
(B a) " (] o), o
8mn Q

/e“”“/daﬁ
Q
B 9 1gs %
/ ody < (1=21e8 / edz ) . (5.38)
Q 8ymn )

Proof. Let s € (0,1), a = ﬁ such that sa 4+ 2(1 —a) = 1. Then using the Holder inequality
and (5.22]) we have

a l1—a
/ ewtt qg < < / esu‘)““/dx) ( / e2“°+2“/dx>
Q Q Q
12 1—a ) a ) 2(1—a)
<[1 ’7] OZB) </ esu0+su dx) </ euo—l—u dx) 7
8mn QO Q

a

l—a
, _ A2 Za—1 , P
/ euo—l—u dl’ S <[1 7] O‘ﬁ) </ esuo+su dl’) Za—l
0 8™ QO
1-=s 1
_ ([1 - 7]2(15) s (/ esu0+su’d$> s )
8™ Q

Analogously, we can obtain (5.38]).
Next we show that the functional J,g is coercive and bounded from below on A. To this end,

IN

A

IN

which implies

we will use the Trudinger—Moser inequality (see [24])

1 .
/ e¥dz < Cy exp (—\\Vw\@) . Yw e WhH(Q), (5.39)
0 167'('
where (1 is a positive constant.

Lemma 5.3 For any (u',v") € A, the functional Jog satisfies

Topls ) 2 15 (1941 + [V[) = Co, (5.40)
where
Cog = W <1na5+1n01 +ln [18;Z]z> _ 87;” In 1;7
+4mn (é + %) max o — 4mn? <é — %) <1 + g) In-y. (5.41)

Proof. From (5.25) and (5.26]), we see that

> (=) Jpe™de (=7 /g da

2 [euotidy =T Jo e dx
Then by (5.22) and (5.23]), we obtain
o 4mn e dymn

[§]

> >
T maB [pewtvde” © T (T—y)aB fedr’
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which lead to

4 /
cp > In m o Inaf — ln/ e“ot dy, (5.42)
- Q
4 /
co > In 177m —Inap — ln/ e’ dz. (5.43)
- Q

For any s € (0,1), using Lemma [5.2] and the Trudinger-Moser inequality (5.39]), we have

’ 1 — 1 — 2 1 ,
ln/ euotu 3 < S <ln [ ’Y] +In Oéﬂ) 4= ln/ eSuot+su’ 4.
Q S 8mn S Q

s ma  1—s [1—~]? 1
< — 1 | -1 44
< 167T\|Vu I3 + . <n - +Inaf +T§5{u°+ - nCy, (5.44)

/ 1-— 1—19]? 1 /
ln/e”dazg i <ln[ il +lna5>+—ln/esvdx
Q s 8ymn s Q

s 1—s [1—~]? 1
< VY| 1 1 ~InCy. 4
< 167THVU 5 + . <n Smn +InaB | + . nCq (5.45)

Then, from (B.31), (5.14), (5.42)-(G45), we see that

;L 1 11 , 1 11 ,
st ) > (3= |5+ 5] ) v+ (55— F |5 - 5] ) 190

1-— 1 1
+87r_nlany —47mn (— + E) max

o o 20
_8:_; <1na5 +InC; +1In [18;;]2> + 47;” <é - %) Iny. (5.46)
Now by taking o
s = m7

in (5.46]), we get (5:40).

It is easy to see that J,p(u/,v") is weakly lower semi-continuous on A. Then by lemma [5.3] we
infer that the infimum of J,g(u’,v") can be attained on A.

In the sequel we will show that, when «, 8 satisfy 8 > « > 0, (8.14]), and « is sufficiently large,
a minimizer can only be an interior point of A.

Lemma 5.4 The functional J,g satisfies

. 167n 4y4/2mn|Q|
f o Jas(u ) > 210 — - — Oy 5.47
(W DA s, ) 2 2 A+ -2 1= 2 8 (5.47)

where Cop is defined by (5.41)).

Proof. On the boundary of A, we have

2
/ 87Tn ’
guotu d:z:> = / eZUo 2w q g 5.48
</Q (1—=7)2a8 Jq (5.48)
or
2 8ymn

Vdr) = 2T | e2dg. 5.49
</Q > (1 =9)2%aB Jo (5.49)
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If (5.48]) holds, using (5.35]) and the Holder inequality, we obtain

2
uo—i-u’ ’ / / ’
. / eu0+u/d$ - 1 [fﬂe dx] N ,YJ‘Q euo—l—u +v dzx fQ euo+u dx j‘Q eV dx
0 T 14y | [etuwotvdy Jq vt dg [ e du

< 8mn n 2v4/2mn|Q|
T A4+NA =72l (1-92)Vap
8mn 29+/2mn|Q|

SO -7 T =T

which leads to
/ / 16 4v+/27mn |2
20 </ [1— et e da +/ [1—e¢” ec2]da:> > 2|Q)a — m — — 7 7”;' |
0 0 (1+7)(1=7)%a L—n
Therefore, using similar estimates for ¢1, ¢ as in Lemma [5.3], on the boundary of A we have
16 4v+/2mn|Q2
Josl ) 2 2j0fa — =10 VIR
(1+7)(1 =) 1—~92

where C,3 is defined by (5.41I]). Then the proof of Lemma [5.4] is complete.

As a test function, we use, as in [48], the solution characterized by Tarantello [63]. Namely,

from [63], we know that, for A > 0 sufficiently large, there exists a solution wy of the equation

8&mn

Aw = \eWo W (giotw _ 1) 4 —

(5.50)

satisfying wy = ¢y + w), e\ = ﬁ fQ wydz, fQ whdz = 0, such that ug + wy < 01in Q, ¢y — 0, and
wh — —up pointwise, as A — +o0.
In view of €“0 € L>(2) and the dominated convergence theorem, we have

euotwy s 1 strongly in  LP(Q2) for any p > 1,

as A — +oo. In particular,
/ 2U0 T2 dg — Q|
Q

as A — 4o00. Therefore, for ag large and fixed € € (0, 1), we can find \; to ensure that (wf\s,O) eA
for every a > a and
(1 =~)9]
Jo &0 hedz — 42(Q)

>1—=e (5.51)

By the Jensen inequality,
/ e dz > |0
Q

Then in view of (5.25]) and (5.20) we get

ecl (w;\ ,0) > Ql ('UJ;\E, 0, eCZ (wg\g 70)) ) 8N fQ 62u0+2’w35 dz
= 9 fQ e2u0+2w&5 dz OZBQ% (wl)\g ’ 0’ e°2 (w’AE ,0))
Qi(w),,0,e%0) -
RS W afQ1(wh_,0,e” (Wi 00y
> (1= 7 +7ye™5 )0 4mn )
= 2ug+2w), - ,8(1 — )‘Q’ (5.5 )
fQ e Xedx « ¥
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Similarly, we have

dymn
af(1 =)

eCQ(w/AE,O) 2 1— v + ’7661 (U)IAE,O) _ (553)

Therefore it follows from (5.52)) and (5.53]) that
o1 (w' Q o (w dymn
> e (1 )
(-l 4mn
Jo 2 +2ul_ g, af(1—7)|Q]
(L=AIQ |, A2 drn(1+4?)
o 2U0H 2 g Jo 20205 q. aB(1—7)|Qf

which implies

oC1(Wh_0) (1-79)Q] B Arn(1 +42) [ e* 0T dw
= fQ e2uo+2wxgd$ — ’72|Q| 045(1 — fy)’Q‘ <fQ e2u0+2wi\gdx B 72‘Q’>

(1-7H[9] ~ 4m(1+4P)
T [y ot hedr —42j0) aB+y)(1 =)l

Similarly, we get

(5.54)

ecz(wg\s,O) > (1 - 72)|Q| _ STny )
o ZU0t 2 qr — 4210 aB(L+7)(1 —7)3Q|

Then, combining (5.54]), (5.55]), and (5.510), we conclude that for all o > vy,
4n(1 + +?)

aB(l+y)(1 —)%Q|’
STny

CaB(l+9)(1—9)2Qf

(5.55)

10 5 o

ecz(wgs,o) >1—¢

Therefore, we obtain that for all a > ayg,
/ / 4rn(1 +~2)
1 — et WA 0 guotwi ) 4y < £ + , 5.56
. ) de < <9+ T (559

/ 8Ty
1—e2h0) dz < | + : 5.57
/Q < ) < el af(l4+~)(1—~)2 (5.57)

Lemma 5.5 Assume > a > 0 and that (3.14) holds. There exists a positive constant My such
that, when o > M,, we have

LQB@AyO)—(MEQaALw@AUU<:—L (5.58)

Proof. Fixe € (0, %), we choose w _ that satisfies (.56)-(5.57). Noting that e < 1, 2 <1,
then by (5.31)), (556) and (5.57) we have

‘hﬂ@ago)§"<E‘F—>HVW¥H§+4aﬂQ]+ Tl +7) _ dmn

4 B (1-928 «a
§4aﬂﬁk+%%<%f+%>4—irfz;g)—4Zn, (5.59)
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where C; is a positive constant depending only on €.
Then by Lemma [5.4] we have

Japg(wh,,0) — inf  Jug(u',v")

(' ")eDA
C- (1 1 8rn(1+7)
g&wz%—14~i<—+—>+—————
¢ ) 4 \a p (1—9)28
1 4y\/27n] 0
+ b —+ L w2||-+ch5, (5.60)
(I+7)1 =7)a 11—~

where Cy3 is defined by (5.41]).
By the assumption 8 > « > 0 and (3.14]), we easily deduce the following estimate

2
2 <1-y<1, (5.61)
l1+o
1
Cap < Cy <% + 1) (5.62)

with a suitable constant C, > 0 depending on o > 1 only. By using the above estimates in (5.60]),
we obtain the desired conclusion.

Using Lemma [5.3] and 5.5 we infer that under the assumption 5 > a > 0 and ([B.14]), when «
is sufficiently large the problem (5.30) admits a minimizer (u,,,v)) , which lies in the interior of A.

Consequently,
D']Olﬁ(u/ou ’Ué) =0,

and
Ug = Ul + c1(ub,vl),  va = vl + ca(ul,vl) (5.63)

gives rise to a critical point for the functional I,5, namely, a weak solution to (5.6]) and (5.17).
In what follows we study the behavior of the solution given by (5.63)).

Lemma 5.6 Let (uq,v,) be defined by (563). Then
guottie 5 1 gl 5 ] (5.64)
as o — 400 pointwise a.e. in S, and in LP(Q) for any p > 1.

Proof. Using (5.59), we obtain that for any € > 0 (small) there exists a. > 0 such that when

a > o,

1 1

it Jos(u!) S o0l + G (T 5 )+ T T

1-9)28 a

5.65
(u'W)EA 4 B (5.65)

By a similar argument as in Lemma [5.3] we have

= Jap (u:)n U:x)

> a/ (eM0fta 4 gVa — 2)2 dx + ﬂ/ (etottie — e”‘*)2 dzr — Cup
Q Q
> 20 (/ [gUotte — 1]2 dz —I—/ [eve —1)? dx) — Cap, (5.66)
Q Q
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where C\3 is defined by (G.47]).
Then by means of (5.61)), (5.62]), (5.65), and (5.60]), we see that

lim sup </ [gUotte — 1]2dx +/ [e”> — 1]2da:> <2Qle, Ve>0,
Q Q

a——+00

which enables us to conclude that,
elottia 5 1 ol 1,
in L?(2), as a — 4o00. Since by Proposition 5.1} we also know that
guotua ] gl <1

in Q. Then we have
gottia 1 gla 4 ]

pointwise a.e. in Q as a — 4o00. At this point, we may complete the proof of Lemma by
dominated convergence theorem.

In order to get a secondary solution of (5.6) and (57, we first show that the solution (uq, vq)
given by (5.63) is a local minimizer of the functional /4.

Lemma 5.7 Let (uq,vq) be defined by (563). Then (uq,va) s a local minimizer of the functional
Iz in A.

Proof. It is easy to check that for any (u’,v’) € A,

801[a5(u/ + (v, v"), v + ea(u,0"))

/ 2
=2(a+ ) e2c1 / e2uot2W gy e1Q1 (v, v, e%?) + _wn] =0,
I Q af
Oeylop (W + c1 (v, "), 0" + ca(u/,0"))
[ / 2
=2(a+p) e2c2 / e2uot2u gy eCQQQ(u', v, el) 4+ ’)’7;1} =0,
L Q (0%

and

802%1(15(1/ + (', 0), v + ea(u, "))

=2(a+ f) 2¢2¢1 / e2uot2u’ gy e Q1 (v, 0, ec2)] ,
Q

802%Ia5(u’ + (v, 0), v + ea(u,0"))

=2(a+f) e2e2 / pZuot2u’qy e2Qqa (v, v, ecl)} ,
L Q

0zyeplap(u’ +cr(w/,0),0" + ea(u/,0'))

= —2(a + f)ye“e” / euotu’ +v' g
Q
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Then, in view of (5.25]) and (5.26]), we obtain

862¥Ia5(ua,va)

1
2

2
(1 _ ,7)/ eu0+uadl‘ + ,7/ euo+ua+vad$:| _ 8mn e2u0+2u“dl‘ ,
Q Q alb Jo

~2a+

862§Ia5(ua,va)

[NIES

af

2
=2(a+p) { (1- 7)/ e’dx + 7/ e“°+u“+vad$] _ &y e2”ad:17}
Q Q Q

Since (ul,,v.,) lies in the interior of A, we obtain

862%Iaﬁ(ua,va) > 2(a+ B)’y/ gUottatvady
Q

afglaﬁ(uouva) > 2(a + /8)'7/ elottatvady,
Q

Hence, at the point (ua,vq) the Hessian matrix of I,z(u' + ¢1,v" + ¢2) with respect to (c1,ca) is
strictly positive definite. Let v = v’ + ¢1,v = v/ 4+ ¢o. By continuity, there exists § > 0 such that
for

lu = uall + [[v = vall <6,

we have (u’,v’) lies in the interior of A and
Iog(u,v) > Ing(u' + e (v, 0"), 0" + ca(u/, ")) = Jap(u/,0").
Hence we have

Iog(u,v) > Jag(u/,v/) > ( in)f AJag(u/,v/) = I5(ta,va),
u’ w')e

which says that (uq,vs) is a local minimizer of I,g(u,v).

5.2 The second solution

To find a secondary solution which is actually a mountain-pass critical point, we show that the
functional I,s satisfies the Palais—Smale condition.

Lemma 5.8 Let {(upm,vm)} be a sequence in WH2(Q) x W2(Q) satisfying

Ing(Um,Um) v as m — 400, (5.67)
| D1og(Um,vm)||« =0 as m — 400, (5.68)
where v is a constant, || - ||« denotes the norm of the dual space of W12(Q) x WH2(Q). Then

{(tm,vm)} admits a convergent subsequence in W12(Q) x WH2(Q) .

Proof. Let up, = ¢1m + Uy, Uy = C2.m + V), where

1 1
u'mdx =0, / v;ndx =0, cim=— / updx, copm = —/ U da.
/Q Q 9l Ja Q) e
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A simple computation gives

(DIaﬁ (Um, vm))(go, 7/})

1/1 1 1/1 1
—5<E+B>/Q(Vum-Vgo—l—va-Vl/z)dx—ka<E—B>/Q(va-V<p+Vum-V¢)dx

+2a/(eu0+u7n +evm _ 2)eu0+umg0dx + 2a/(eu0+um +eU77L _ 2)evm,l/}dx
Q Q
_1_25/ (euo—i—um _ evm)eu()"l‘u'm(’pdx _ 25/ (euo—i—um _ evm)evm¢dx
Q Q
dmn (1 1 / 47n <1 1)/
+—1—-4+= de+— | —— = dz. 5.69
|Q|<a 5) P T a8 s (5:69)
Taking (¢, 1) = (1,0) and (¢,v) = (0,1) in (5.69), from ([5.68) we obtain as m — +oo,
(a+ ) / eZuot2um g 2a/ et0tumdy — (B — ) /
Q Q

Q

1 1
(o + B)/Qe2”7”da; — 2« /Q e'"dr — (B — «) /Qe“°+“m+”7”dx +2mn (E — B) — 0. (5.71)

11
oo umtUm g 4 97y (— + —> — 0(5.70)
a fp

Combining (5.70)) and (B.71)) gives

(a+5) / (e*uot2um 4 e2vm) dg — 2(B — «) / QUo+Fum+Um g4
@ Q

4
% / (erotum 4 vmydg 4 2T g (5.72)
QO (6%

as m — +00.
Noting that

o (eu0+um + e'Um _ 2)2 + 6 (euO"Fum _ evm)2

— (a + B) (e2uo+2um + e2vm) o 2(5 . a)euo—i-um—l-vm . 4a(euo+um + evm) + 4oy
and
« (e“OJr“m 4 e — 2)2 + 5 (e“°+“m — e”m)2 « <[e“°+“m + e — 2]2 + [e“°+“m — e”’"]2)

= 2a ([e“()*“m — 1]2 + [e'm — 1]2) :

Y

by (5.72]) we have
4
2a/ [(euo‘“‘m - 1)2 + (e — 1)2} dz + 2a/ (e"oFtm 4 ') dx + %n < 4)Qla + o(1) (5.73)
0 0

as m — +4o0.
Then it follows from (5.73) that

/ (cvotum 4 gvm —9)2dg 4 / (evotm —evm)” da < 40| + o(1), (5.74)
Q Q
/ (ewotum —1)% dx +/ (' —1)%dz < 2|Q| + o(1), (5.75)
Q Q
/ etottmdg < 210 + of1), / e’ dz < 2/0| + o(1), (5.76)
Q Q
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as m — +4o0.
Using (5.76) and the Jensen inequality we obtain
(5.77)

etm <24 0(1), e?m <24 0(1),
as m — 400, which says ¢q m, c2.m are bounded from above. From (0.75)-(5.76) we see that
/ euot2um qg < 6|Q| 4 o(1), / e?mdz < 69 + o(1), (5.78)
Q Q

as m — +00.
Denote (u}, +v},)" = max{u, + v/ ,0}. Setting ¢ =1 = (u, +v/,)" in (569, we have

(DI s o) [(0 o) (i, + 01,) 7]

1

LI+ o) B+ 20+ 8) [ (e = ) (a4 0fy) o
Q

+8a /Q gtotum+vm (y/ 4o YFdar — 404/Q (e“0+“m + e”m) (ul 4+ )Tda

8mn
> 804/Qeuo+um+vm(ulm+’U;n)+d$—404/ﬂ (euo-l—Um +eU7n) (u;n_i_vin)—l—dx

> 8@/ guotum+om (ul, + v )tdx
Q

3 3
—4o U e2“0+2“mda:] + U e2vmdx] | (uly, 4 v T2 (5.79)
Q Q
Then it follows from (5.68]), (5.78) and (5.79) that
/ et (g, + v ) Tz < C ([ (upy + vjn) Tll2 + el (u, + vn) )
Q
< C ([Vumll2 + IVop,12) (5.80)

where C' is a suitable positive constant independent of m and &, — 0 as m — oo.

Now let (¢,v) = (ul,,v),) in ([B.69), we see that

(DLt vt )
1
> 5 (V0B + [V l) + 2+ 8) [ eo2uma, da
Q

—4a/ etottmy! dx + 2(a —i—ﬂ)/ e?'my! da — 4a/ e’ dx
Q Q Q

—2(5—04)/ eﬂ0+u7n+vm(u/m+v;n)+dx
Q
e2“0e2017m(e2“;” — Dl dz + / e2“°e2cl’mu;nd:n]

1 / /
2 5 (IVall3 + 1V en3) +2(a + 8) [ /Q o

+2(a + 5) [/ e?e2m (¢ — 1)/ dx + / ezclmvgldx}
Q Q

3 3
</ e2“°+2“mdx> |Vl |2 + </ ezvmda:) V!, |2
0 Q

(IVurll5 + IV, 113) — C (IVu,ll2 + VU, 12)

= C (IVumllz + [IVv5, [12)

—4o

(5.81)

>

S
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where we have used (5.77)-(5.80) and the Holder inequality, C' is a positive constant independent
of m.

Then using (5.68)—(5.81), we conclude that there exits a positive constant C' independent of m
such that

Vg, ll2 4+ [[Vop,[ls < C. (5.82)

On the other hand, from (5.67) we see that I,g(tm, V) is bounded from below. Therefore we

have
o T2, (11
™ o B C1,m o B C2.m
2 _C _ Oé/ (eu0+um + eUm _ 2)2 diU _ 6/ (eu0+um _ e’l)m)2 dx
Q Q

1
= (190 3 + 1990, )
> —C, (5.83)

where we have used (5.74) and (5.82), C' is a positive constant independent of m. Then we infer
from (5.77) and (5.83)) that c¢; ,, c2,m are bounded from below uniformly with respect to m. As a
result €1, c2m are bounded for all m. Therefore we obtain that w,, = u,, + ¢1,m,Vm = V), + c2.m
are bounded sequence in W2(Q). Hence there exists a subsequence of u,, and v,,, still denoted
by ., and v,,, such that

U —> Uy, Uy — O

weakly in W12(Q), strongly in LP(Q2) for any p > 1 and pointwise a.e. in  as m — oo, where
@, € WH2(Q). Moreover, we see that

—e¥, e — e

Um

e strongly in  LP(Q),Vp>1

and

1 / 1 / ) 1 / ! / ~
Clm =17 | Umdr = ¢ = — [ udx, copm=-—= [ vpder =2 == [ vdx
1 Ja 12| Jo 12| Jo 12| Jo

as m — oo.
Hence, for any (p,1) € WH2(Q) x W2(Q), as m — oo we have

I&B (Um, Um)(‘ﬁ% ¢) - I&B(av @)(907 7/}) = 07 (584)

which says that (@, ?) is a critical point for the functional I,g3.
In the sequel we show the strong convergence of (uy,, vy,). Let (¢,v%) = (uy — @, vy — 0). Then,

from (5.68) and (5.84)), we see that
[DIop(tm,vm) = Dlap(, 0)][um — @, vm — 0] < e ([lum — @ll + [lvm —0[]) = o(1),  (5.85)

as m — o0.
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Then from (5.85]) we conclude that
(IV (um = D3 + IV (v = D)I3)

—2(a+B) </Q e?uoe?um — o2 [y, — d]dx + /

Q

1
B
< [e?'m — e?"|[v,, — @]dx)

12— B) /Q e (¥ Hom — o) ([, — @] + v — 7])da

+a /Q (e"0fe — eM[up — @] + [ — ”)[vy, — 0]) da + o(1)
= o(1),

as m — oo. Therefore we see that (u,,v,,) converges strongly to (@, 7) in WhH2(Q) x WH2(Q) as
m — 00. Then the lemma follows.
We have shown that, for « large enough, there exists a solution (uq,v,) of (5.6)—-(6.7) satisfying

the behavior
glotua 4 Vo 5 1

as a — o0 and this solution is a local minimum for I,3 by Lemma 5.7l Then there exists a

positive constant dy > 0 such that
Inpg(u,v) > Ing(ua,ve) i [Ju—ua| 4+ [Jv = vall < do.

To find a secondary solution, we note that the functional admits a mountain-pass structure.
Indeed, noting that ug + u, < 0,v, < 0, we have for all ¢ < 0,

Lo (e + ¢ va) — Lo (ttes va) < (da + B + 47 <é + %) . (5.86)

We consider two situations.
(1) If (ta, vo) is not a strictly local minimum for the functional I,g, i.e., for all 0 < 6 < do,

inf I u,v) = U, Ve )
lu—ue ||+ |Jv—va||=6 ap ;) af(tas Vo)

Then by using Ekeland’s lemma (see [25]), we get a local minimum (ud, v?) for I,4 such that
lug, = wall + J[v5 = vall =& for any & € (0,4p).

Of course, we can find a secondary solution.
Uq, Vo) 18 & strictly local minimum for the functional /.5, then there exits 01 € (0,09
2) If i ictly local mini for the functi 1 1,3, then th its ¢ 0,6

such that
Ig(u,v) > Ing(ta,Va)-

in
[lu—uall+lv—vall=d1
Moreover, in view of (5.86]) we can choose |¢| > dg such that
Ing(tua + €,vq) < Ing(ta,ve) — 1
Now we introduce the paths

P ={T) e C(0,1]; W) x W'2(Q)) : T(0) = (ta,va), T(1) = (ua + & va)}
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and define
mo = inf sup {I,g(L'(t))}.
juf, sup {Las(T(0)}
Hence we have
mo > Ing(Ua, Vo). (5.87)

Then by Lemma [5.8 we see that the functional I,z satisfies all the hypotheses of the mountain-pass

theorem of Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz [3]. Therefore we conclude that mg is a critical value of the

functional I,3. Noting (5.87)), we have an additional solution of the equations (5.6]) and (5.7).
Then the proof of Theorem is complete.

6 Summary and comments

In this paper, we developed an existence theory for the multiple vortex solutions of the non-
Abelian Chern—Simons-Higgs equations in the Gudnason model [27,28] of N' = 2 supersymmetric
field theory where gauge field dynamics is governed by two Chern—Simons terms. In the full-
plane situation, we proved the existence of solutions for the general system of nonlinear partial
differential equations involving an arbitrary number of unknowns and established the exponential
decay estimates for the solutions which realize a family of quantized integrals expressed in terms
of vortex numbers. These solutions give rise to multiple vortex field configurations which approach
at spatial infinity the vacuum state with completely broken symmetry and known as topological
solutions. There are no restrictions to the values of various coupling parameters and vortex numbers
or vortex distributions for the existence results to hold. In the doubly periodic domain setting,
we confined our study to the case when the vortex equations contain only two unknowns. We
derived a necessary condition for the existence of a multiple vortex solution and obtained some
sufficient conditions for the existence of two distinct solutions for a given prescribed distribution
of vortices. We also established the asymptotic behavior of the solutions as a coupling parameter
goes to infinity.

The problems which remain untouched and are of considerable future interest are the existence
of nontopological solutions realizing the asymptotic vacuum state with unbroken symmetry and
the existence of solutions of the multiple vortex equations involving more than two unknowns. Our
methods developed so far are still not sufficiently effective in dealing with these rather challenging

problems and new ideas and techniques are called upon in order to make further progress in this
area.
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