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VARIATIONAL REDUCTION FOR SEMI-STIFF
GINZBURG-LANDAU VORTICES
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ABSTRACT. Let Q be a smooth bounded domain in R%. For ¢ > 0 small, we construct
non-constant solutions to the Ginzburg-Landau equations —Au = Z(1 — |u[*)u in
Q such that on 9 u satisfies |u| = 1 and u A 9,u = 0. These boundary conditions
are called semi-stiff and are intermediate between the Dirichlet and the homogeneous
Neumann boundary conditions. In order to construct such solutions we use a vari-
ational reduction method very similar to the one used in [II]. We obtain the exact
same result as the authors of the aforementioned article obtained for the Neumann
problem. This is because the renormalized energy for the Neumann problem and for
the semi-stiff problem are the same. In particular if 2 is simply connected a solution
with degree one on the boundary always exists and if €2 is not simply connected then
for any k£ > 1 a solution with % vortices of degree one exists.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let © € R? be a smooth bounded domain. The aim of the present paper is to prove
existence of solutions u : 2 — C of the Ginzburg-Landau (GL) equations

1 :
— Au = 5_2(1 — [u*)u in Q, (1.1)

with the following boundary conditions

{ lu| = 1 on 052, (1.2)

uAo,u = 0 on 0.

Here € > 0 is a (small) parameter, v is the outer unit normal to 02 and 0, denotes the
normal derivative of v on 0€2. For a,b in C,

AND = %(ab _ ab) = Tm(ab) (1.3)
is the determinant of a and b viewed as vectors in R2.

This problem is called semi-stiff because it is intermediate between the Dirichlet
problem, called the stiff problem in the Ginzburg-Landau literature, and the Neumann
problem, refereed as the soft problem. Indeed |u| = 1 is a Dirichlet condition for the
modulus and u A d,u = 0 is a homogeneous Neumann condition for the phase. This is
because, assuming that u is smooth near the boundary, locally we can write u = |ule??,
where 9 is a phase of u. A direct computation shows that u A d,u = |u|0,1. Thus the
second condition of (2] leads to 0,1 = 0 on the boundary.

Solutions of (LI)—(T2)) are critical points of the energy

1 1
Buw) =5 [ IVaP + 50— ). (1.4
1
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in the space

IT={ve H(QQC); [uj=1 on dQ}. (1.5)
The space Z is not a vector space and it is not clear if it is a Hilbert manifold. That is
why we should precise the definition of critical points. We say that u is a critical point
of E. in Z if for all p € C>®(Q,R?) and all ¢y € C*°(Q,R), setting u; = u + ty and
iy = ue™ we have
d E =0 and d E.(i;) =0
E|t:0 a(ut) = U an Eh:o e\U) = U.

The Ginzburg-Landau equations were extensively studied in the past decades. The
Ginzburg-Landau model is used to describe the behavior of superconductor materials.
These materials can be divided into two categories: superconductors of type I (which
correspond to € large in the model) and superconductors of type II (here ¢ is small).
An interesting feature of type II-superconductors is the apparition of vortices (i.e. small
regions where the material is in the normal state surrounded by rotating superconduct-
ing current). These vortices are due to the presence of a magnetic field. However, in
their pioneer work [6], Bethuel-Brezis-Helein observed that we can study vortices in
the absence of magnetic field if we prescribe a Dirichlet boundary data with non zero
topological degree on the boundary of the domain. If I' is a smooth, simple, connected
curve, and g is in C1(I",S!) then the degree (or winding number) of g is defined by

1
deg(g,T") = %/u A O-udr. (1.6)

r
This is an integer which measures the algebraic variation of the phase of u. Boutet-
de-Monvel-Gabber observed in 7 Appendix], that we can extend the definition of the
topological degree for maps g in H %(F, S'). This can be done by approximation since
smooth maps are dense in H %(F ,S1) and the degree is continuous for the strong con-
vergence in that space. Thus maps in Z have a well-defined degree on every connected
components of 0€). Bethuel-Brezis-Helein observed that prescribing a Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions is not physically realistic since in superconductivity theory only |u|?* has
a physical meaning and not v (|u|? represents the density of Cooper-pairs of electrons).
The degree also has a physical meaning because it describes the vorticity, i.e. a measure
of how the superconducting currents rotates. That is why it seems natural to try to
find critical points of the Ginzburg-Landau energy with modulus one on the boundary
and with prescribed degrees.
For the moment we take €2 simply connected, then we can decompose

7=z,

where

Ty =A{v € Z; deg(v,00) = d}.
A result of Boutet-de-Monvel-Gabber [7, Appendix| shows that the spaces Z, are the
connected components of Z and they are open and closed for the strong topology of
H'. Thus minimizing the energy E. in an Z; would provide a critical point of E, in T
and hence a solution of (ILI)-(T2). However since the degree is not continuous for the
weak Hz convergence we can not apply the direct method of the calculus of variations
to find minimizers. The following concentration phenomenon can occur:
Example 1.1. Let M, : D — D be defined by M,(z) = % then M, — —1
weakly in H*, deg(M,(2),S') =1 for alln € N but deg(—1,S') = 0.
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Thus we might face a problem of lack of compactness. It has been shown, see e.g.
[3, Lemma 3.4], that if 2 is simply connected the infimum of E. in Z,, for ¢ > 0
and d # 0 is not attained. In multiply connected domain the existence of minimizers
depends on various factors and there is a delicate interplay between the parameter ¢,
the capacity of the domain (see e.g. [2] for the definition of capacity) and the values
of the prescribed degrees (see [15], [2], [1], [14], [20], [13]). However for e small and
for multiply connected domains, critical points with vortices exist for every values of
prescribed degrees (see [4], [12], and also [22]). The critical points constructed in the
previous articles are stable (they are local minimizers in an appropriate function space)
and their vortices are at a distance o(e) of the boundary. Thus they are near-boundary
vortices and "escape” the domain as € goes to 0. In simply connected domains the
existence of critical points of £ in Z; has been shown in [3] for ¢ large and in [16] for e
small. The paper [3] rests upon a mountain-pass approach and a bubbling analysis of
Palais-Smale sequences (in the spirit of [8], [25]), whereas the paper [16] uses singular
perturbations techniques in the spirit of Pacard-Riviere [21]. This last approach relies
on some non-degeneracy condition of the domain. One of the goals of the present paper
is to get rid of this non-degeneracy condition. In order to do that we follow the approach
of del Pino-Kowalczyk-Musso in [IT]. Before explaining this approach we recall some
results on the asymptotic behavior as ¢ — 0 of solutions of (LLTl).

In [6], the authors studied the asymptotic behavior for Dirichlet boundary data g :
0Q — S'. They assumed that Q is starshaped, g is smooth and that deg(g, 9Q) = d > 0.
Then they established that for a given family of solutions u,. there exist a number £ > 1,
and k-tuples

E=(&,..,&) € Q) d=(dy,dy,...,dy) € ZF,

with & # ¢ and Zle d; = d, such that u.(x) — wy(z,£,d) along a suitable subse-
quence, in C'-sense away from the vortices &;, where

YN
o o) = [T (£25)
! 31;[1 |z — &l

Here the products are understood in complex sense and ¢, = p,(z,&,d) is the unique
solution of the problem

Ap, = 0 in €,
wy(z,&,d) = g(xr) on .

Besides, £ must be a critical point of a renormalized energy, W,(, d), characterized as
the limit

k
1
— 1 \V4 2 _ 2 -
Wg(f,d) - EL% [/Q\Uf_l Bo(es) | xwg| de — 7 E dj log P

j=1
Explicit expressions in terms of Green’s functions can be found in [6]. The renormalized
energy also arises through a slightly different approach. We take 2 simply connected,
¢ € QF and d € Z* as before. We also set 2, = Q\ Ule B(a;, p) and we consider the
space

&g ={ve H(Q,S"); v=gondQand deg(v,0B(&,p)) =d;, fori=1,..,k}

and the minimization problem

E,, = inf {/ V|30 € 5p7g} :
Qp
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Then we have (see [6]) that

k
1
Ep,g =T (Z d?) lOg; + Wg(gﬁd) + O(p)a as p — 0.
1=1

Thus in order to derive a renormalized energy for the semi-stiff problem it is natural to
set

F,={ve H(Q,S");deg(v,00) = d and deg(v,0B(&,p)) =d;, fori=1,...,k}

and
F, = inf {/ Vo|%v € ]-"p} .
Qp

As shown in [I7] a similar asymptotic expansion holds

k
1
F,=m (Z df) log; +Wn(&,d)+ O(p) as p — 0.
i=1
for some quantity Wy (&, d). In order to give an explicit expression of Wy we introduce
®, the unique solution of

A, = 273°F dide, inQ,
P, = 0 on 0.
Then we have (cf. Theorem 2 of [17])

k
Wy(6,d) = 1Y didjlog|& — & — 7Y diRe(&)),
i#] j=1
with

A

k
Re(x) = e(x) — Y djlog |z — 1.
j=1

The asymptotic behavior of solutions of (LI)-(L2) was not studied because the
existence of solutions was not clear. However Lefter-Radulescu studied the asymptotic
behavior of solutions of (L)) in a subclass of Z; for every d # 0. For A > 0 they set

Id,A = {U € Id;/ |87u|2 < A}
o0

For A > 0 large enough this set is not empty and minimizers of E. in 7, 4 exist. They
found a similar asymptotic behavior of these minimizers as in [6] but with the new
renormalized energy Wy (€, d). Note that the minimizers found in [I7] are not solutions
of (L2), because it is not true that i; = ue™ belongs to Zy 4 for ¢ small and ¢ in
C>=(Q,R).

Asymptotic behavior of solutions of GL equations with homogeneous Neumann bound-
ary conditions were also studied in [23] (see also [24]). A renormalized energy was de-
rived and we want to emphasize that it is the same as in the paper of Lefter-Radulescu.
The heuristic reason for that is that when e goes to 0 solutions of the GL equations
tends to singular S'-valued harmonic maps. We expect solutions of the GL equations
with Neumann boundary conditions to tend to S'-valued harmonic maps with Neu-
mann boundary conditions. However for v an S'-valued map a homogeneous Neumann
boundary condition for the map translates in a homogeneous Neumann boundary con-
dition for the phase, that is u A 9,u = 0 on the boundary. Hence formally, for solutions
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with Neumann boundary conditions we find a limit with semi-stiff boundary condi-
tion, and that same limit is expected for limit of solutions with semi-stiff boundary
conditions.

The notion of renormalized energy is also useful to construct solutions of GL equations
with various boundary conditions. In [2I] the authors constructed such solutions with
Dirichlet boundary conditions and with vortices which converge to non-degenerate crit-
ical points of the corresponding renormalized energy. In [I1], the authors constructed
solutions of (1)) both with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary condition and without
using any non-degeneracy asumption. Since the semi-stiff boundary condition are in-
termediate between Dirichlet and Neumann, and since the renormalized energy for this
problem is the same as in the Neumann case, it is natural to try to adapt the method
of [I1] to construct solutions of (II)-([LZ). This is the goal of this paper.

In order to state our main results we rewrite in a slightly different form the renor-
malized energy in the semi-stiff case (and that is the same as in the Neumann case).
For &, d as before we let

, ke ¢ d;
’UJN(xvé-v d) = ele(x’s’d) H <‘ é.]‘) )
T =g

J=1

with ¢y (z, &, d) the unique solution of the following problem:
Apy =0 in Q, (1.7)

Oppn = Zd £ ‘2 on 012, /QapN = 0. (1.8)

We have let 2t = (—x, 931). We can check that, if € is simply connected, then (cf.

[111)
b 1
£,d) = lim / Vowy|? =7y dilog =] . 1.9
Wie 4 =Dy Q\Uﬁ_pr@j)' o= d p (-9)

j=1
If €2 is multiply-connected, then we take (L9)) as a definition of the renormalized energy.
We also introduce the standard single vortex solutions w. of respective degrees +1 and
—1. These are solutions of

Aw+ (1 — |w*)w =0 in R?
which have the form
wi(z) =U(r)e”, w_(z) =U(r)e ™,

where (r,60) denote the polar coordinates (z; = rcosf, xo = rsinf) and U(r) is the
unique solution of the problem

U'+Z -S4+ 01— |UHU = 0 in(0,+00), (1.10)
U(0)=0, U(+oo)=1. '
It is known, see e.g. [9], that U’(O) > 0,
1 1
Ul(r )—1—;—1—0( ), U'(r):——i-O( 1) as 7 — 4o00. (1.11)

Besides by using the equation (LI0) and (IIT]) we also have

U'(r)= O(%) as r — +00. (1.12)
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Let us fix a number k£ > 1, and sets I, with
I Ul ={1,..,k}, I,NnI_ =40
Let £ = (&1, ..., &) be a k-tuple of distinct points of €, and
de {-1,1}" d;j=+1 ifjel,.
As an approximation of a solution of (LI)—(L2) we consider

wye(z, €, d) = elen (.€,d) H w, (SL’ ; g]) H w. (x_ng) : (1.13)

jels jel_

where the products are understood to be equal to one if I_ of I, are empty. We note
that the approximation is the same as the one used for the Neumann problem in [11].
In this article we build solutions of (ILI)-(L2) which are close (uniformly) to wy.. For
that we use a technique called variational reduction (or Lyapounov-Schmidt approach)
which consists in building a finite-dimensional manifold of approximate solutions such
that critical points of E. constrained to this manifold correspond to actual solutions of
(CI)-([TC2). In our case that manifold is parametrized by the locations of the vortices
of approximate solutions.

We say that Wy (-,d) satisfies a non-trivial critical point situation in D, open and
bounded subset of QF with

Dc{eeOne#¢, ifi# g},
if there exists a § > 0 such that for any h in C*(D) with ||h]| @) < 0, a critical point
for Wx + h in D exists. As in [L1] we have

Theorem 1.1. Assume that Wy exhibits a non-trivial critical point situation in D.
Then there exists a solution u. to the semi-stiff problem (LI)—(L2) such that

ue(r) = wye(x, &, d) + o(1), (1.14)
where o(1) — 0 uniformly in Q and
fe - D, V§WN(£5,C1) — 0. (115)

A family of solutions u. of (LI)-(L2) with properties (LI4) and (LI5) in some set
D compactly contained in {& € QF; & # &;, if i # j}, is refereed as a k-vortex solution

with degrees d. We can deduce from the previous theorem the following result:

Theorem 1.2. For the semi-stiff problem (LI)-(L2), for e small enough the following
facts hold:

a) A l-vortex solution with degree 1 always exists. In particular for simply con-
nected domains a solution of (LI)—(L2) in Z; always exists.

b) Two 2-vortex solutions with degrees (+1,—1), always exist. In particular for
simply connected domain ) there exist at least two solutions of (LI)—-(L2) in
Ty.

c) Assume that Q) is not simply connected. Then, given any m > 1, there exists an
m-vortex solution with degrees (1,...,1) € Z™.

Point a) improves a previous result of Lamy-Mironescu [16] on the existence of critical
points of E. in Z; in almost every simply connected domain, for € small enough. Indeed
they proved the existence of critical points of E. with prescribed degrees under some
non-degeneracy assumptions of the domain and then, they proved that in the case
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d = 1 almost every domain satisfy these assumptions. Since we do not require any non-
degeneracy assumption we are able to state the same result for every simply connected
domain. Point b) shows the existence of non-trivial solutions in Zy for simply connected
domains. To our knowledge these solutions are new in the literature. Point ¢) provides
us with the existence of new solutions with prescribed degrees in multiply connected
domains. These solutions are different from the ones constructed by Berlyand-Rybalko
and Dos Santos since their solutions have vortices at a distance o(¢) — 0 of the boundary
of the domain whereas our solutions have vortices well-inside the domain (at a distance
of the boundary greater than § > 0 for a fixed ¢ independent of ).

The organization of the paper follows closely the one of [I1]. We first compute
the error estimate of our first approximation wy.. Then we give the ansatz, i.e. the
form of the perturbation of the approximation under which we look for solutions of
(CI)-(T2). This allows us to give a new formulation of the problem. We then study
a suitably projected problem (its linear and nonlinear version). From that study we
deduce that critical points of E. in Z correspond to critical points of an approximation
of the renormalized energy. At last we conclude the proof of Theorems [[.1] and as

in [I1].
2. FIRST APPROXIMATION AND ERROR ESTIMATES

Let us fix a number k& > 1, a k-tuple d € {—1,1}*, a small number § > 0 and £ € Q%
with

OF = {£ € QF |6 — €| > 20 for all i # j, dist(£,09) > 26} (2.1)

Let I+ be the respective sets of indices associated to £1 in d. We rewrite our approx-

imation wy. given by (LI3). For that we note that the solution ¢y to the problem

(CD)—(TCH) can be decomposed as

on(z) = Zdjgoj(:c),

where
Ap; =0 in Q,
Y o M
81/90; _ _(5(7 g]) : 4 on aQ’ / 90; = 0. (22)
|z — &l Q

We observe that if 8(x — ;) denotes the polar argument around the point §; then we
have precisely

We can thus rewrite wy,. as
wye(z) = Uy(x) H 05 (@) +¢5 () H e~ i (@)+¢; (@)

Jel Jel—

Uo(z) = ] U(@)

jeI Ul

with

We choose wy. as a first approximation for a solution of the problem ([LI)—(T2)
(Note that this is the same approximation as the one used for the Neumann problem
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in [I1]). We let Q. = e7'Q. For u defined in Q we write v(y) = u(ey) for y € Q.. Then
w is a solution of (LLI)-(T2) if and only if v is a solution of

Av+(1—|v>)v=0 in Q,
=1 on 0€, (2.3)
vAd,v =0 on J,.

In the sequel we let
5' ~x *
Voy) == wne(ey), &= ;’ and P3(y) = ¢ (ey).
We define the errors of Vj with respect to the equations (23] as

E = AVy+ (1= [Vo|*)Vy (2.4)
F:=VyA0,Vy on 050, (2.5)
G :=log |Vp| on 09.. (2.6)
We then have
Lemma 2.1. 1) There exists a constant C, depending on 6 and € such that for all
small e and all points & € QF we have
k
D I Elory-g <3 < Ce. (2.7)
j=1
Moreover, we have that E = iVy(y)[Ry + iRs] with Ry, Ry real-valued and
SO S|
|Ri(y)| SCEZW’ | Ra(y)] SCEZW (2.8)
Jj=1 y J j=1 Y J
if ly =& > 1 forall j.
2) Besides we have
F=VWAO,Vo =0 on 0., (2.9)
Gl + e IVGlloo + e *|D*G Iz = O(e?) on 09 (2.10)

Proof. The first point is proved in [II, Lemma 2.1, we only prove the second point.
We have that
Z VU(ly — 5;‘)

Vo(y) = Voly) 00y —€)

(2.11)

jeI Ul

i Y (VO () + Vi) = Y (VO(y) + V&) | ¢

jels jel_
where with a slight abuse of notation we have called 0;(y) = 0(y — ¢}). Thus
OWVoly) = VVly)-v

9, U(ly — &)
xﬂw{ﬁg&Uwgy

+1i

D (08 +0,87) = > (0,85 + a,,@;)] }

Jjely jel_
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By using the boundary conditions ([2.2)) we find that 0,6; + 0,5} = 0 on d€).. Hence

0Vo(y) = Voly) Xjeror % But since U is real-valued it comes that

F=VyoNO,Vo=0 on 0f..

From the estimates for U (LI we find directly that |G|l = O(¢?) on the boundary.
Besides we have that

k
log [Vo] = log U(ly — &)

Hence

and for k,l = 1,2 we have

GaUly — & aU(ly — §Hau(y — &)
0 (log V) = > = 2~ : L.
i (1og [Vo|) ; U(ly — €| U2(ly — &

Now we use the asymptotic behaviour of U and its derivative given by (CLII) and (TI2)

to obtain that, since the vortices £ are at a distance greater than 9 from the boundary
we have

VG| = O(e®) and [|D*G||p~ = O(c*). (2.12)

O

3. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

We will look for a solution of the problem (ILI)-(L2) in the form of a small pertur-
bation of V4. There are several ways to write such a perturbation and we will follow
the approach of [II]. That means that we will use an ansatz which is additive near
the vortices (i.e. of the form V{ + ¢ near the vortices) and which is multiplicative away
from the vortices (of the form Vje¥).

Let 77 : R — R be a smooth cut-off function such that 7(s) = 1 for s < 1 and 7(s) = 0

for s > 2. We define
nw)= > dlly-&l.

Jjel Ul
We shall look for a solution of (2.3) of the form
v(y) = (Vo + Vo) + (1 —n)Voe™, (3.1)

where 1) is small, however, possibly unbounded near the vortices. We write ¢ = 11+
with ¢y and v real-valued. This very same ansatz was used in similar contexts: in
order to construct traveling wave for the Schrédinger map equation [I8] and vortex
rings for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation [19], [26]. We set

O =iV, (3.2)
and we require ® to be bounded (and smooth) near the vortices. We observe that
v="Vo+iVor+ (1= mVple” —1 =iy,
We let
n(y) = (1= n)Vole™ — 1 -] (3.3)
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function supported in the set {y € |y — &i| > 1 forall j}. We first derive the
boundary conditions that ¢ must satisfy to be a solution of the two last equations of

([23). We remark that, since the vortices ; are at a distance greater than 2 from the

boundary (they are at a distance 2?5 from the boundary 952.), we have v = Vpe™¥ near

the boundary. That is v = Vpe™1e¥2. We thus have that |v| = 1 on 9. if and only if
6 = log [V| on 992.. (3.4)
Furthermore we have

ov = 0,Vpe™ +iVy0,1pe
= (&/Vb + Z%au¢1 - ‘/Oauw2>ei¢-

Thus, by using that V5 A 9,Vy = 0, we find that v A d,v = [Vp|?0,¢1 on 9Q. and
v A dyv = 0 if and only if

0,11 = 0 on 0f).. (3.5)

We end up with a Dirichlet boundary condition for vy and with a homogeneous Neu-
mann boundary condition for ;:

Now we find the equations for ¢ in 2. We write these equations in a different way if
we are far away from the vortices or near the vortices.

In the region {y € Qc; |y — &| > 2 forall1 < j < k}:

By using that ¢ = 9, + i1y with 1,1, real-valued and that v(y) = Vo(y)e™ in that
region we see that

Av+ (1= o) = [iVoL(Y) — E+ Vo(V)* — Vo|Vo|*(1 — e72%2 — 2¢n) ] € (3.6)

with
Vo E

) — 3.7
and E given by ([24]). Note that n = 0 in that region but we write the operator L like

that to be consistent with the sequel. The function v is solution of the GL equations
in that region if and only if

L) = R —i(Vy)* +i[Vo|*(1 — 72 — 2¢y), (3-8)

L) = A+ 2—— - Vi) — 2i[ Vo[’ +

with
R =iV, 'E. (3.9)

Let us describe in a more accurate form the equation above. Let us fix an index
1 <7 <k and let us define o; by the relation

Voy) = w(y — §)a;(y), (3.10)
where by w we mean w, or w_ depending whether j € I, or j € I_, in other words
aj(y) = eV T Twly —&). (3.11)
1]

For |y — & < g, since a; does not vanish in that region, there are two real functions

A; and B; so that
a](y) — eiAj(y)'i'Bj(y). (312)
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These functions are defined by

Aiy) = en(ey)+ ) 0y —§)

1]
Bi(y) = > logU(ly —gl).
1]
Furthermore, a direct computation shows that, in this region, one has
VAj(y) =0(),  AA;(y) =0 (3.13)
and
VB;(y) = 0(e),  ABj(y) = O(e"). (3.14)

Observe that the estimates (813]), (814 hold true in any region of points at a distance
greater than g from any &, with [ # j.
Then equation (B.8) in the region {y € Q.; [y — | > 2 for all 1 < j < k} becomes

Uy — &) y—¢& ) .
y—eny—cy) V"
—2(VA; +V0;(y)) - Vipa +2Vipy - Vipp — Ry =0, (3.15)

Ay + 2<VBj+

and

Ully=¢&l) v—=¢
Ully = &) [y — &
+ [Vol2 (e — 1 — 24p) + [V |2 — [Viho* — Ry = 0. (3.16)

In the region Q\ {y € Q;ly — & > 2 foralll < j < k}: We have that v is a
solution of (2.3) if and only if

L5(Y) =R+ M(¢) in Q., (3.17)
with £° and R as before and M (1)) is the nonlinear operator defined by
M) = Vi ' [An + (1= [Vol*)y — 2Re(VoiVow) (Vo + )

—(2Re(Von) + |iVoyh + n|*) (Vo + Vot + 7)) + (n — 1)%¢> (3.18)

Aw2_2‘%|2w2 + 2 (VBj—F ) V¢2+2(VAJ+V9](y)) le

where 7 is defined by ([B.3]). Besides in that region we have
Av+ (1 — |vPv) =iV, (L5(4) — R — M(v)).

Now we shall rewrite the first equation of problem (23)) in terms of the function ¢
defined in (B.2]) by ¢ = iVp1) in an intermediate region. Let 1 < j < k be fixed, in the
region {|y — €| < ¢} we introduce the translated variable z := y — &/. We define the
function ¢;(z) through the relation

. J
61(2) = w(2ty), 12l < (3.19)
with y = £& + 2z namely
¢(y) = ¢;(2)a;(2),
where, with abuse of notation, we write «;(z) to mean the function «;(y) defined in
(BI0). Hence in the translated variable, the ansatz (3.I) becomes in that region:

o(y) = a;(2) (w(z) +5(2) + (1= (=) w(z) e —1— ‘bJ—(Z)D C (3.20)

w(z)
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4 ,
Let us call v; = (1 — n)w [eTJ —-1- %} The support of this function is contained in

the set {|z| > 1} = {|y — &j| > 1}. Let us consider the operator L defined in the
following way: for ¢;, ¢ linked through formula ([BI9) we set

L5(65)(2) = iw(2)L*(¥)(&; + 2). (3.21)
Then another way to say that v solves (2.3) in the region {|y — &}| < 2} is
LE(¢;) = R; + Nj(¢;), (3.22)
where explicitly LS becomes (we use ¢ = % and Vy = ojw to see that)
€ __ Va,
L5(¢5) = L(¢;) + 2(1 — | ]*)Re(w;)w + 2 a'] -V,
J
Va; Vw E;
9ip. Y YW LBy 2
+2i¢); 0w —i—nvoj@, (3.23)
where L is the linear operator defined by
LY(¢) = Ad + (1 — [w]*)¢ — 2Re(Wo)w.
The term R; in (322 is
. E,
R; = ——, (3.24)
Qj
with F; which is given by
B = AV§ + (1 - [VEP)VE, (3.25)

where V{ is the function Vj translated to ¢}, namely Vi (2) = Vo(z + §i). Observe that,
in terms of o, F; takes the expression

E; =2Va; - Vu + wAaq; + (1 — o[} |wPajw. (3.26)
The nonlinear term N ;(¢;) is given by

. Al .
(0 = = [ 29D 4 (1= WP — 2 PRel6) (05 + 1)

FE.
- (2l PRy + oy Ploy + 35w+ 054 29)| + (- D Eey (320
0

for |z| < 2, and

% (0) = iu(e) [if (1 e () ~iw(@2). as)

w
for 2 < |z| < g. Taking into account the explicit form of the function «; we get
Va(2) = 0(e),  Aaj(z) = 0(%), |aj(2)] =14 O(?) (3.29)

provided that |y — &}| < g. With this in mind, we see that the linear operator Lf is a
small perturbation of L°.
To sum up we are led to the following problem in ¢:

Lf() = R+ N(@) in Q.
o, = 0 on 0f)., (3.30)
vy = In|V on 0f..
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with N defined by

(1) = —i(VY)? + Vo2 (1 — 722 — 2¢hn) if y € {|ly — &} > 2 for all 1 < j <k},
¥)= M () elsewhere

(3.31)
and M defined by (BI8]).

We intend to solve the problem ([B30). For that we would like to invert the operator
Lf in order to express this problem as a fixed point problem. However we do not expect
the operator £¢ to be invertible (as in [I1]). But working in an appropriated orthogonal
to the kernel of £¢ we can invert that operator. In Sections 4 — 5 we solve a projected
version of the problem ([3.30). The next step is to adjust the vortices £ in order to obtain
an actual solution of the problem (2.3)) (variational reduction), this is done exactly as
in [II]. The theorems are then a consequence of the analysis of Section 8 of [11] to
which we refer.

4. PROJECTED LINEAR THEORY FOR Lf

Let us consider a small, fixed number § > 0, and points £ € QF, the set defined in
([21). We also call & = % For ¢y € R, we consider the following linear problem:

L) =h+ Co€2XQs\u§le(g;,5/e) in (2, (4.1)

O, =0 and Yy =g on 0f),, (4.2)

/ 1 =0, Re ijxl =0, for all 7,1. (4.3)
Q\UE_, BE, 6/2) j2]<1

The operator £° is given by ([B1), ¥ = 11 + i)y with ¢y, 1), real-valued and ¢, is the
function defined from ¢ by the relation (B.19): ¢; = iw(2)1(z). For a set A, we denote
by x4 its characteristic function defined as

xaly)=1 ifye A, xa(y) =0, otherwise .

Note that the constant ¢y along with the condition fQ \UR = 0 are intro-

5_1B(&),0/¢) W
duced in order to have existence and uniqueness for this problem. Indeed 1, satisfies
homogeneous Neumann boundary condition and this type of conditions appears in
problems with Neumann boundary conditions. We will establish a priori estimates for
this problem. To this end we shall conveniently introduce adapted norms. Let us fix
numbers 0 < o, < 1 and p > 2, let us denote z =y — ¢}, and r; = [y — &| = [2]. We
define

[l zoeqr;>2) + 17 V|| oy 5))

k
=1

k
]« = Z @5l w2r(21<3) +
j=1

k

J

+
J

[HTJHJwQHLw(TP?) + ||T;+va2||L°°(rj>2)} ; (4.4)
1

|:||Tj2'+ah1||L°O(rj>2) _I_ ||T;+Uh2||L°°(7‘j>2)i| . (45)
1

k
J=

k
1lle =Y llRslloet<s) +
j=1
Here we have denoted h;(z) = iw(z)h(z + £:). Besides, we define
1glls = €™ llgll=(000) + €777V gllLm(00.) + 7777 [Vl 00. (4.6)
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where [Vgl,o0. = SUD,y , eon. Waﬂgg(‘z)__w?f‘zfg(m)‘. We want to prove the following

result.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant C > 0, dependent on & and §2, such that for all €
sufficiently small, all points & € QF, any constant ¢y in R and any solution of problem

@D -(A3) we have
191l < C[[Togell[[Allsx + [lglles] - (4.7)

Proof. We argue by contradiction. We assume that there exist sequences ¢, — 0, ¢,
points &,; — & € 2 with £ # & for all i # j, and functions ¢", hy,, g, which satisfy

LEn (wn) = hn + CngiXan\U§:13(5;j75/€n) in Qen7

oWt =0  and ¢y = g, on 0S), ,
/ Y =0, Re bjwy, =0, Vj=1,.k l=12,
e, \UE_, (g, 6/2n) j2]<1
with
[¥"[ls =1 and [logen|[|hnlex 4 l|gnllse — 0.
We will show that ||1"||. — 0 and that will be a contradiction.

Estimates in the region {|y — &,;| > d/en, for all 1 < j <nj:
As a first step we shall show that the sequence of numbers ¢, is bounded. We

observe from (B7) (see also (315)) and estimates (B13), ([BI4), that on the region

5 .
{ly = &yl > = forall 1 <j <k} we have

Re(L(¥")) = AYT + O(e,) VYT + O(en) VY3,
and hence, integrating on ., \ U5_; B(&),;,6/e,) we obtain that

ngo
/ o0t - [ o
Qen \US_ 1 B(€),;,0/en) Uk_,0B(€],;,0/en) 00

T / (O(3)IV7| + O(en)| Vi) -
Qe \U§—1B(5,l1j75/5n)

But for all 1 < j < k we can use that, since we work in the region {r; > %}, for n
large enough we have

n n 1 n
VO] < VYRl irys2) < 19" < Cenlltbnlls
J

and other similar estimate hold for V4§ and h, so that we get (by using that 0,9} =
on 0€.)
|en] < O+ Ceg(l[hmllee + 19714

It follows that ¢, is bounded. We assume then that ¢, — ¢, for some ¢, in R. We will
show that ¢, = 0 and that ¢™ converges to 0. We set ¢"(z) = ¢"(%). From the bounds

En
assumed we have that for any number §' > 0
k
APy = O(e;) + EnXQ\UK_, B(€n;.,0) in Q\ U B(&nj, 5,
j=1

A, =0 on O,
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and, moreover,
97 e <1, VY]l < Co.

Passing to a subsequence, we then get that wl converges uniformly over compact subsets
of Q\ {&, ..., to a function ¢F with |¢/*| < 1 which solves

A} = CXovub_, ez M2\ - &

By integrating the previous relations we find that ¢, = 0 and hence that wl is a constant
(¢* can not contain a logarithmic part since |40F]| 0 < 1). But passing to the limit in

the orthogonality condition for @bl provides fQ\uk B(er 6 @bl = 0 and thus the constant
i=1B(5,9)

must be zero. We conclude that @Eln goes to zero uniformly and in C''-sense away from
the points &7, ..., &;. This implies in particular that

ol + — \V¢1\—>00ﬂ{\z— jlZ 5= V1I<j<k}, (4.8)

2e,,’

uniformly. Note that we obtained an estimate for v); in a region a little bit larger than
{lz =&, > %, V1 < j <k} because we will need it in the sequel.

Let us now consider the imaginary part of the equation. Using the definition of the
operator £¢, cf. ([B1), along with the estimates on V;, VVj and the bounds on ||¢"||.,
|hn |« and [|g||«ss we find that

)
—A 28 = o(el™) in Q. B¢ ., —
¢2 + ¢2 O( )lIl n\]LJl n]a2€ )7
Y = o(e:7) on 0Q.,.
To be more precise we have
)
_ 140
| = A5 + 208 1 = ofeL*) in an\UlB £ 5
J
and
145 lore = o(e,,™7) on 99,
Note also that we have
k
w2 - L:J J? 28”
We first construct a barrier which proves that
30
2]l = 0(e,™7)  in {[z =&l = o TI=is k) (4.9)

We let n; be defined by

k /
-y (enly £ I)
7=1

where 77 is a smooth cut-off function such that 7(s) = 1 for s < 1 and 7(s) = 0 for
s > 2. We take

Bi = o(e," )1 = m(y)] + [O(e,")e™™ + o(e, ) m(y)- (4.10)
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We can check that —ABy + 2By > o(e;™) in {|z — §,;] > 32, ¥V 1 < j < k} and
By = O(c+7) on 8 (Q \U, B, %)) Thus

] < By = o(e) in {|2 — €, V1<j<k}

el 2 o

Now to estimate the L> norm of the gradient we use a combination of elliptic estimates
(cf. Propositions [6.2 and [6.3) and this yields

1 0
€1+J(|¢2|+|V¢2|)—>00n {lz=&ylz - V1<j<k} (4.11)

Estimates in the region Q. \ {|y — ;| > d/en, for all1 < j <nj:
Now we want to derive estimates on @™ near the vortices. Let us consider a smooth

cut-off function 1 with
. Jlifs <4,
’]7 g
0if s> 1,

(o) = o () o),

Let us compute the equation satisfied by 1&" First observe that the derivative of

and define

] (@) are supported in the annulus i <|z=§&,l < %. In that region we

have [¢F] + = [Vop| — 0 and (5] + [V5]) = (5%*"). Thus, for real and imaginary
parts we obtaln the estimates

Vel (%) Vit = (00((;;2*))) VA (%) = (00((;*))) |

Furthermore, by computing - VVO (cf. formula (Z11])) and by using appropriates estimates

we also find that
AL vVo p Enlz — & _( o(eh)
5 O(ext) )

Thus we get
1 2
———+c
e/ omn logen|)r2te " 1 ’
£ = o (T ) 2 <y gl < 2
[log en|ri T 5n
. 15 ATL 1
[iw L5 ()| o (212 = © | log .|
and
o
" =0 on dB(&,;, ). (4.12)

n
The following intermediate result provides an outer estimate. In order to simplify the
notations we omit the subscript n in the quantities involved after the statement of this
lemma:.
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Lemma 4.2. There exist positive numbers Ry, C such that for all large n
67 ey ) + 1P ey )+ N0 ey ) + 7750 ey
< C (16" llcrry<n + (1)) (4.13)
where an = z'VO@E".
Proof. Using (810 and ([BI6) we obtain the following relations for 2 < r; < g:

. 1 N 1 A 1
— A'le =0 <—3) V@Dl + 0 (—) V’QDQ + 0(1) ( o + 52> ’ (414)
’/’j T 7”]-
) - 1Y - 1\ - 1
— Aty + 2|y |w; "2 + O 3 Vipy =0 - Vi +0(1)m, (4.15)
J J J

where a; is given by [BI0) and w;(y) = w(y — &}). Note that |a;|*|w;|*> > ¢ > 0 for
some ¢ > 0 in the region r; > 2 (cf. estimates ([329)). Let us call p;, po the respective
right-hand sides of equations (AI4) and (4I5). Then we see that

B S
pol < 5550 B = IrfVillis>2) + o(1).
J

The function .
B+ |4 L(r; = 2)
r]1-+” ’
satisfies —ABy + 2c¢By > w in {2 <r; < g} and By < [1hs| on {r; =
J

2} U {r; = &}, for C large enough, thus we obtain

B+ ||t Lo (r,=2)
T’Jl»+0 '

. )
ls] < C 2<rj<g.

To estimate the gradient of ﬁg we use a combination of elliptic estimates (cf. Proposition
and [6.4]) and we obtain

7 7 B+ ||'J}2||L°°r-:2 )
[Vibo| + [0 < C o =2 2<r <2

J

Let us use these estimates to now estimate p;. We have that
C ag N ag N
1l < 77 (Hm Vil o (r52) + 11177V Loy ) + 0(1>) +o(e?),
J

and hence
/

B o -
p1l < =5 + 0D, B = C (Ir Vil 50 + Il ey =2y +0(1))
J
We can see that the function

B’ 1 )
B, = (1 - —) +0(1)(82 = 122%) + [t 1o,

o? j
satisfies —AB3 = % +o(e?) in {2 < r; < ¢} and By > 41| on {r; =2} U {r; = 2,
Thus |¢1] < Bs and

[U1llzry>2) < C + (b1l oo =2
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Now we seek for an estimate for Vib;. Let us define 9 (z) = 1&1(5;- + R(e + z)) where
le| =1 and R < 2. Then for |z| < J we have
| Ay (2)] < OB+ o(1).

Since also || < C'B’ in this region, it follows from elliptic estimates that |V (0)] <
CB'. Since R and e are arbitrary, what we have established is

[r] + [, V| < C {177V oo ey 52) + [Pl oo ry=2) + 0(1)]
Now,

175l < RIT iy + o 175 F im0,

thus fixing Ry sufficiently large we obtain

(1] + 11| < C IV ery iy +0(1)] for 1 > o,

and also
C .
trs [IV0 = er, < +0(D)] for vy > Ro.

J
Now let us define ¢ through 1) = % We have ||Vi)||e < C||¢||cr with C which
depends on the C' norm of V; (we note that this norm is finite in 2 < r; < Rp). This
concludes the proof of Lemma [4.2] O

|d2| + |V@E2| <

r

Continuation of the proof of Lemma 4.1. Let us go back to the contradiction argu-
ment. Since ||¢|l. = 1 and since from ([A8)) and (LII) the corresponding portion of
this norm of 1 goes to zero on the region r; > %/ for all j for any given ¢ (recall that

r; < di%(m), we conclude by using the definition of the norm || - ||« and the previous
lemma that there exists some 1 < 57 < k and m > 0 such that, for Ry as in the lemma
||¢j||W2vP(|z|<R0) > m, (4.17)

where, as in (3.19)
$;(2) = iw(2)i (& + 2),
and where we also used the Sobolev injections W27 — C!. Let us consider the decom-
position
D +2) =) + 41 (2), =1z,
) = g [ 96 + 2o e),

and correspondingly write

0; =+ ot " =iwg®, ot =iwit. (4.18)
Using equations (£12), formula ([3.23) and the estimates on «; ([3.29) along with the
fact that |||« = 1 we can see that

{LO(QASJ) = G in B(O>g)a
QASJ- 0 on 83(0,2),

where

1
p({|z = 41
161 rcan =0 (o) (1.19
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and
.1 W +¢?
H=—iw "G=o0(1) s for r > 2. (4.20)
\loga\r“r"
We also set
H(E +2) = H(r) + H(2), r=|z],
1
0
H'(r) = o . H(g;. + z)do(z),

and we decompose G = G° + G* in analogous way to (EI8]). We can then check that

{ L(¢h) =G+ i B(0,2),
¢t =0 onadB(0,2).

From estimates (L19) and (Z20), by using Holder’s inequality and the fact that |[¢)|]
is uniformly bounded we find that

Re/ Gt = o(1).
B(0,2)
L°(¢)¢. From the result in Lemma A.1 in [I1], it follows

Define B(¢,¢) = —Re fB
that there exists a number a > ( such that

6P o y o
R \ < B(¢*, 1), 421
a{[gwé)lﬂﬁfmy (¢t w)| +/B(O,g>' o] }_ (6565, (421)

where the orthogonality conditions
Re/ orw,, =0, j=1,2,
B(0,1)

are used (note that [ B0 ng@xj = 0 thanks to Fubini’s theorem). Now, since B(¢*, o)

/ 642 = o(1)
B(0,2Rp)

and elliptic estimates vield ¢+ — 0 in W2P-sense in B(0, Ry)
#° = iwy®. Then from the equation L°(¢") = GY we obtain

{ AYO 4+ 2Y2v0 — 2w = H° in B(0,

o(1), it follows that

Let us now consider

),
)-

[ORISTIONEST)

Y = 0 on dB(0,

This equation translates into the uncoupled system

~0 22U O
A + === = HI(r),
02U 9yl -
AgY+ 20 o0y = H(r)

for 0 < r < 2. The first equation, plus the boundary condition has the unique solution

W(r) = — / g SU2 / HO(t)U?(t)td. (4.22)
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Since
o(1)
H?(’f’) = W+O(82) r> 2,
and ) )
Hf(r) = O(|log6\>; r<?2

(the last equality is true because U(r) = O(r) for r < 1) it follows from the formula
above that ¥?(r) = o(1). On the other hand, a barrier (of the form o(1)(r)) shows that
on 1Y we have the estimate ¥9(r) = o(1)r. As a conclusion we finally derive

[ R IE = o),
B(0,2Ro)

and hence, from elliptic estimates, <;3j — 0 in a W?%P-sense on B(0, Ry). This is a
contradiction with (I7)). We obtain that |[¢|. — 0 and this is a contradiction with
|||« = 1. The lemma is proven. O

We now consider the following projected linear problem.

1 .
L(¢) =h+ COE2XQE\U?:1B(§372) + Z lema_ijl(y - f;')X{rj<1} in Q, (4.23)
7,5l

O, =0, 1y =g on 0, (4.24)
/ 1 =0, Re djwg, =0, Vi=1 .k =12 (4.25)
Q:\UE_, B(¢),2) l2]<1
with
¢;(2) = iw(2)Y(&; + 2).

Here we have called (with some abuse of notation) w(z) = w*(z) if j € I.. The
following is the main result of this section.

Proposition 4.1. There exists a constant C' > 0, dependent on ¢ and ) but independent
of co, such that for all small e the following holds: if ||h||l.x + ||g||sex < 400 then there
exists a unique solution v = T.(h, g) to problem [E23)-[E25). Besides,

IT=(h, g)Il« < Cl[1og el [l + [ glns] - (4.26)
Moreover, the constants c¢;; admit the asymptotic expression
1 -
qy=—Re [ R+ OClg ol O, (427)
Ce J{lzl<d/e}

where ¢, = fB(O Y |w,, |* form =1,2. Here

hi(z) = iw(2)h(& + 2).

Proof. First we remark that for the existence part we can always assume that g = 0
(up to modification of the function h in the right hand side). We denote by (R.H.S)
the right hand side of Equation ([{.23]). We express the problem in terms of ¢ = V).
Equation (£23)) can be written as

Ad+(n— 1)%¢ +(1—1|Vo|*)¢ — 2Re(Voo)Vy = (R.H.S)iVy in Q..



VARIATIONAL REDUCTION FOR SEMI-STIFF GL VORTICES 21

Let us set

H:= {¢ =iV € H'(Q); ¥y =0 on O,

/ . s Yy =0 and Re/ ijml =0 Vj’l} , (4.28)
QAU BES:2) {lz|<1}

and [¢, ] := Re [, V¢VP. The space H endowed with the inner product [-,-] is an
Hilbert space. Note that we do not need to add a term Re st ¢® in the inner product
because we have a zero condition boundary for 1), and a zero average condition for ¢,
thus the Poincaré inequality yields that [-, -] is an inner product equivalent as the usual
one on H. We denote by (k(x)¢,-) the linear form defined for every ¢ in H by

~((x)6.0) = Re [ [<n 02+ (- W)] o7

€

_Re/ 2Re(70¢)VO¢—Re/ %8'/‘2/0¢¢. (4.29)
. oo. Vol

We also denote by (s, ) the linear form defined by on H by

(s,0) = —Re/ (R.H.S)iVop Yy € H.

We can see that the variational formulation of the problem leads to

[0, 0] + (k(x)d, ) = (s,0) Vo € H. (4.30)

We can then use Riesz’s representation theorem to rewrite the problem (L23))—(4.25)
in the following operational form:

6+ K(9) =S

for some S in H which depends linearly in s and some operator K defined on H.
Furthermore we can check that K is compact. Fredholm alternative then yields the
existence assertion, provided that the homogeneous equation only has the trivial equa-
tion. But this is a direct consequence of Lemma [A.1]if we establish the a priori estimate
[27) For 1 < j <k, in the region {|y — &/| < 2}, the equation (Z23) is equivalent to

R ~ 1
Lj(gbj) = hj + Z lemeX{\ZKl}' (4.31)
3l J

Here we have denoted h;(z) = iw(z)h(&; + 2). Multiplying Equation (£.31]) by w,,, (y —
§}), integrating all over B(0, %) and taking real parts one gets,

Re / L5(¢;)W,,, = Re / hiWa,, + Cjmc + O <Z |cjl|e2> (4.32)
B(0,2) B(0,2)

where we have set

Ce = / |w,, |*( this quantity is the same for m = 1 and m = 2), (4.33)
B(0,1)

where we have used that |a;[* =1+ O(g?) and that the elements w,,, are orthogonal
to each other (cf. formula (1.17) in [I0]). The desired result will follow from estimating
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the left-hand side of equality (£32). Integrating by parts we obtain

_ _ 0
Re [ L5(0)a.., - Re{ | o, [ @-—wmm}
B(0,%) 9B(0,%) 8B(0,%) V

+ Re / 0;(L5 — LO)w,,,. (4.34)
B(0,%)

Using that ¢; = iw(2)y (&} + z), that w(z) = U(r)e” with r = |z| and 6 the angle
around ¢}, the decay at infinity of U(r), U'(r),U"(r) (cf. estimates (LII), (LI2)) and
the definition of the norm || - ||, we get that

Re / 8,,@-@%— / qu&,wmm
9B(0,%) 9B(0,2)

Using the definition of the operator L5 ([B.21) and the estimates on «; (3.29), the
remaining term in ({34]) can be estimated in the following way:

< Cel|¢]].

Re/ (L5 — L) w,,, ¢; = Re/ (Va; Vg, + Aajw,, + O(*)w,,,) ¢;. (4.35)
B(0,2) B(0,%)

Thus we get

d/e e 82
Re/ (L5 = L)w,, 0| < 0/ <—2 + —Tdf) I65ll00 + 9]l + O(e?)
B(0,2) 1 r r

< Cllogell[¢]]--

Combining the above estimates we obtain:

1 -
< = h:||w, O(el .+ 0O |2
|Cjm| < - /B(Oé)l il[Wa,, | + O(eloge) ]|« + (ZIC;:IE)

jl
Sl [LX [ .
jl = /B2

If || Al|sx < 400 we can check that fB(o,g) |;|[@s,, | < C||h]|+x and hence we obtain

(1+0(g%)). (4.36)

+ O(eloge) ||

1 -
Cjm = ——*Re/ hjwW,,, + O(cloge) + O(E%)|| | - (4.37)
¢ B(0,9)

In particular it follows that
|cjtl < C bl + £ logel[[¢]]] - (4.38)
Now we can apply Lemma [T to get
[¥]l < Clllogell[hf]+s + [logellcji| + (gl - (4.39)
Estimate (£.26]) then follows combining (A.38) and (£39). O
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5. THE PROJECTED NONLINEAR PROBLEM

Our goal is to solve problem (3.30) for a suitable 1. We first consider its projected
version, for £ in QF,

£ 1 !
L)) = N@W) + R+ ; lema_jwwl (= &)Xr,<1y

+ 0062XQE\U§:1B(§3,§) in Qs, (51)

o1 =0, 1y = —log |Vp| on 0€), (5.2)
/ ¢1 = 07 Re/ aijl = 07 v j7 lv
Q:\UE_, B(gl.2) lyl<1
9;(2) = iw(2)Y (& + 2). (5.3)

Proposition 5.1. There is a constant C > 0 depending only on 6 and ) such that for
all points £ € Q% and & small, problem ([BI)—([E3) possesses a unique solution with

l]l. < Ce'=.

Moreover, we have that

0052/ 1= Zcﬂfm/ Wy, (5.4)
QUL BES T {r;<1}

Proof. The boundary condition for ¢ are d,1; = 0 and ¢, = —log |Vy|. We can see,
with the help of Lemma 2.1 that

Hog [Vollleo = O(?), IV Iog|Volloe = O(e?)  and [Vlog[Voll;.00. = O(")

on 0. (see Lemma 2. Thus we have |[log|Vo|||sw = O(e77). As for the error
R = Ry + iR5, Lemma [2.1] yields

k k
1 1
R1:O<€Zﬁ>, R2:O<€ZT—>
j=1"J j=1 "7
if 7; > 1 for all 1 < j < k. Calling R; the error in ¢;-coordinates (see (324))) we also
find

1R\l oia<3) = O(e),
and then we conclude
IR||.. < Ce'.

Here and in what follows C' denotes a generic constant independent of €. We make the
following claim: if [[¢)]|. < Ce'~7 then || N(¢)]. < Ce?2. In fact, for r; > 2 for all j,
N(v) reduces to

N(W)1 = =2V Vs, N()z = [V [* = [Viaf* + [V (e +1 — 2¢)
(see (B8)). The definitions of the x-norm yields that in this region

1

IN(¥),| < Ce*% .

r2to’ r?

J J

IN()] < Ce*%
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On the other hand, calling Nj(¢j) the operator in the ¢;-variable, as defined in (3.27)
we see that

Ni(¢;) = Ailz,¢5, V) + (1 - fwA {e“’ —1- @}

5
= Ai(2,05,V;) + As(z, 05, Voy) + (1 — ) Agj(ew —1) (5.5)
where A; are smooth functions of their arguments, with A, supported only for |z| > 1,
and with

[Ai(z,p, )l < C [IpP +1al] . [A2(2,0,9)| < C [Ip* + lal?] (5.6)
near (p,q) = (0,0). By assumption we have
pillwzs(z<2) < C'77,

we then use the Sobolev injection W7 < C* for p > 2 to deduce that ||¢; || poc(z1<3) <
Ce'=7 and ||V, 1o (jz<3) < Ce'™7. We then have

141 (2, 05, V§;) + As(z, 05, V)| Lo(z)<z) < Ce*2.

But since |e¢” — 1| < z for = near zero, we also have

10— DA (% — Dllngaics < ||%||L°°(1<z<3)||A¢j||LP(|2|<3)

< Ol x el (5.7)
Ce* 2, (5.8)
On the other hand, it is also true that if ||¢!||. < Ce'=7 for [ = 1,2 then

IN@Y = N@)llw < CeF |91 = 7.
Problem (B.I)—(E3) is equivalent to the fixed point problem

¥ =T:(N () + R, log Vo),

where T. is the linear operator introduced in Proposition Il Since ||7%.|| = O(loge),
the above estimates yield a unique solution with size ||[¢|], < Ce'~?. Hence we have
proven the existence of a unique solution in this range for problem (G.1)—(E.3).

We now prove the formula (5.4) for ¢. If ¢ satisfies (BI)—(E3) then the ansatz v
given by ([B)) satisfies

IN

. 1
Av + (]. - |U|2) V= C0€2Z'UXout + Z Cj[a:ijl (’y — 5})X{W<1},

where Xout = Xq, \Uk_, B(E,, ) - In Q. \ UL, B(g), ) Indeed we used that the ansatz take
the form v = Ve in the region Q. \ U_ B(¢/, %) and that

—Av+ (1= [o])o =iV, [L5(¢) = R+ N()] e (5.9)
in that region. We also used that
—Av+ (1= |v]*)v =iV [L5(¢) — R+ N()] (5.10)

in the complement of that region.
Multiplying the above relation by o, using that for 7; < 1 we have that v({} + z) =
a;(2) [w(z) + ¢,(2)] and integrating we get that

—/ \W\?+/Q (1—|v\2)|v\2+/89 DO = R (5.11)
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with

= i0052/ |U‘2Xout + E le/ (wwml + aijl) X{r;<1}-
Q -
£ ]7[ €

We observe that |, (ry<1} Wz =0 due to the form of w and w,,. Now using the boundary

condition v A d,v = Im(v0,v) = 0 on 0. we see that the left hand side of (5.IT]) is
real-valued. Thus we must have

52/ cop = Zcﬂlm/ Wy, (5.12)
QE\U§:1 B(ﬁ;é) 3.l {r;<1}

O

As explained in [IT], the function ¢ (§) turns out to be continuously differentiable.
We have that a solution v(&) given by Proposition [5.]is a solution of our problem if
and only if the constants ¢;; are equals to zero. We thus need to adjust £ in D in such
a way that ¢;; = 0 for all 7,/ in (5.1)-(5.3]). We will see that this problem is equivalent
to a variational problem which is very close to the one of finding critical points of
the renormalized energy. In the conclusion we give the expression of the renormalized
energy as computed in [I1], we formulate the variational reduction and we indicate that
the rest of the proof follows exactly the same line as in [I1].

6. CONCLUSION

Let 'y be the outer component of 0€2, and let us denote by I';, [ = 1,...,n, its inner
components, if any. Let us call ¢;(x) the solution of the following problem

Ay = 0 in €,
o= 5lj on Fj, Vi=1,..k.

Let Gy(x, &) denote the Green’s function for the problem

—AGy = 2mde; in (),
Go(z,&) = 0 on 0},

and Hy(z, ) its regular part,

1
Ho(l', 5) = IOg m — G0($,£>
We set v, := 27 (sz 8,,@)_1 and we let
7,6) =Y nou(&)ei(w) + Go(x,€), (6.1)
=1

where the sum is understood to be zero if the domain is simply connected. Consistently
we let

> nd(©)ei(x) + Ho(x, ).

Then we have (cf. [T1])

W (6, d) =7 did;G(4;,5) —
i#]

5]75]

IIMw
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Calling wy. the same function as in (LI3)) we have

1
E.(wn.(-,€,d)) = knrlog B + Wy(&,d) 4+ c+ O(e)
VeE (wn.(-,€,d)) = VeWn(§,d) +0(e)
with ¢ a constant which depends on the number k of points.
Now we consider the equations ¢;;(§) = 0 in (B.1)-(5.3) for the solution ¢ = (§)

predicted by Proposition . We denote by v(&) the ansatz for this ¢» and consider the
functional

Pe(€) = Ec(v(§)). (6.2)

As in [I1] we can see that solving c¢;;(§) = 0 for all j,[ is equivalent to finding critical
points of P.. Besides P. is close to the renormalized energy in a C'-sense.

Proposition 6.1. a) If VeP.(§) =0 then ¢;i(§) = 0 for all j,1, and hence ¢y = 0.
b) We have the validity of the expansion

VeP.(&) = VeWn(€,d) + O(e' 7 loge), (6.3)
uniformly on & in QF.

Proof. We let & = (&1, ..., &), & = (§51,§j2) and & = 5 = (&1,&}2)- We then have

—0g  P(§) = —Ji(v(§))Og v
= Re o —VuVug + (1—|v? )vaéozo
= Re/ (Av+ (1= |vf)v) Ve —Re 0, V¢
Qs J00 895 JO'LO

Now since |v(€)] = 1 on 0€). for all £ in Qs , we have Re(vﬁggoioﬁ) = 0 on 0€2, geo-
metrically v and 85301_011 are orthogonal on 0€2.. But by using the boundary condition

v Adyv=0on 0 (vand J,v are parallel on 9.) we find Re(9,v7, , ) = 0 on ..
Thus

—0g  P.(§) = Re/ (Av+ (1= |vf*)v) Ve

J0%0 700

1
= Re iCogZ/ VUt + c-lRe/ — W, (z)@ - (5’ + Z)
< QUL BEH 20 ey @5 S0

Now near £ we have

Oer v v Ly = €5.6) (wly = &) + 65y = €,.9))]
— (e, 05) (W 0) + 03(0, 05) = Fysole (00 + i), (6.4)

We observe that 0,c; and gy are of order O(e) in {|z] < 1} (cf. (B29)). Besides ¢,
and 0,¢; are of order O(£'77) in L> norm. To see that we use the Sobolev injection
W2? — Ch and ||¢;|lw2r(z<s) < Ce'~7. We also know that

v(y) = O

Re/ ¢j(2, &)Wy, (2)dz = 0 for all £ in Qy,
B(0,1)
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thus
Re/ 8§Jr_oi0 ¢(z, &)Wy, (2)dz = 0.
B(0,1)
Besides
Re/ Wy, Wy, = "y With ¢* = / lw,, |*dz.
B(0,1) B(0,1)
We thus find
—0¢ P.(§) = Re icos2/ Vg + cii (¢*0:5,6i + O(e77)) .
Fo < AU, BE D) ; (< 0iad )

Now we use that v = Vpe' in Q. \ Ule B(&;, %) and we get that

Im Vg = Im %851_ ) V() — 7;|V0|2a§’. ) %
Q\Uh, B8 0 Ul B2 00 o

We first observe that (see formula (2.11]))

Re / Vide Vo= 0() (6.5)
UL, BGg,9) 0"

™|

We also have

Re/ |V0|286J,'0i0E - Re/ H/E]‘28£;oio¢1
Q:\Uj_, B, 2) Q\U_y B&,2)

— (14 0(£2)) e .
/fzs\ug?_1 B(¢,9) 0

Now we use that since

/ Yr=0 VEin Qs (6.6)
Q:\Uj— B, 2)
we have that
/ Ot - / 0., th = 0. (6.7)
Q\Ub_, B(g,,) 70 B(&),.2)
By using that [|¢||. < Ce!'™7 we obtain
x / Vol2de, 1 = O(e>). (6.8)
QUL B(E,9)
We can thus say that
— 0%_02,0 PE(f) = 000(81_0) + Z Cjl (C*(sjj()éiol + 0(81_0)) . (69)
l?j

Now we recall that

52/ lv|2co = Zcﬂlm/ Wy, (6.10)
QE\U?:l B(ﬁj’-,g) gl {rj<1}
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ans since we can prove that |v] = 1+ O(c?) we see that we have &2 [, |+ g g [0]? i
e\Uj=1 jle
of order 1. Hence By using again that |||, < Ce'™ we arrive at
0 Po(6) = — > it (€650, + O(e177))
l7j
= _Cj()ioC* — Z Cj7l0(€1_0). (611)
5l

From this last equality we can deduce that if V. P.({) = 0 then ¢;; =0 forall j =1, ..k
[ = 1,2. Indeed by contradiction if we assume that V¢ P.(v(§)) = 0 and that there
exists ¢jy, 7 0 then we find that |cjo,| = O3, [cjile?) and by adding all the non-zero
terms we arrive at Y |c;|(1 + O(g?)) = 0 which is a contradiction.

To prove point b) we remark that from Proposition @]

e = —Re/ iw(N () + R)w,, + O(e* 7 loge). (6.12)
{I=1<2}

/ iwN (Y)W, :/ iN ()W, +/ iN(y)wy,
{lz1<2} {lz[<2} {(2<l21<2}

Hence by using that || N (1) ||« < Ce*7%7 the definition of the norm-** and the fact that
lw,,| < C’ﬁ for |z| > 2 we obtain:

Re/ iwN (Y)w,, = O(e*7).
{l=1<2}

Now since w = % we have that
J

EJ
Re/ iwRw,, = Re/ — Wy, (6.13)
{1z1<%} {

21<2} &
with B9 = AV + (1 — |V§[*)V{ and V§ = Vy(&; + z). We also have that

_ a’vzv()] _ Vbja’vzaj

. 2
Q; Oéj

O, w

(6.14)
Now we have that QQVOj = 0%_[{/0 and
Re/ 1wRw,, = Re/ (AVE] +(1— |V0|2)‘/b) 85,_1%(1 + 0(82)) + 0(82_20).
{]21<2} {]21<2} !

To obtain the last equality we used that |a;]? = 1+ O(¢?) along with the form and the
estimates on « (cf. (B12), BI3), BI4)) and E = iVp[R; + iRy] with estimates on Ry
and Ry. Now estimates on F and on the gradient of Vj give that

Re/ , (BVo+ (1= Vel)Vo) O Vo = Re/ (AVo + (1= [Vol*)Vo) By Vo + O(*™)
{lzl<2}

Qe
= —0g,E-(Vo) + O(e*™7). (6.15)
We thus obtain that
cjic” = O E.(Vo) + O(e* 7 loge).
This proves that
8531135(5) = 8x;_lE€(Vb) +0(e* 7 loge)
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but according to (6.2)
g, B-(Vo) = €0, Wi (€, d) + O(e°77)
hence
VeP.(§) = 0, W (€, d) + O(e 7 loge). (6.16)
U

Once we have this Proposition the proof of Theorem [Tl and Theorem follows
exactly as in [II] and we refer the reader to this article for a detailed proof.
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APPENDIX

We recall the following useful elliptic estimates (see [3])
Proposition 6.2. Let u be a solution of
—Au = f in Q.
Then

1
(2, 0 [ulZ )

[Vu(z)|* < C <||f||Loo(Q)||u||Loo(Q) + Do ) for all x in Q  (6.17)

where C' is some constant depending only on N with Q C RY,

Proposition 6.3. Let u be a solution of

—Au = f inQ
{ u = 0 on 0. (6.18)
Then
V(@) |7~ < Clflle@llull L@ (6.19)

where C' is some constant depending only on ).

Proposition 6.4. Let u be a solution of

—Au = f in€
{ u = g ondf, (6.20)
with g in CY7(9Q). Then
V(@) E@) < C (I =@l @) + 9l o)) - (6:21)

where C' is some constant depending only on ).
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