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Periodic solutions for the N-vortex problem via a

superposition principle

Bjorn Gebhard

Abstract

We examine the N-vortex problem on general domains  C R? con-
cerning the existence of nonstationary collision-free periodic solutions. The

problem in question is a first order Hamiltonian system of the form
Iy, =JV, H(z1,...,2y), k=1,...,N,

where I', € R\ {0} is the strength of the kth vortex at position zj(t) € €2,

J € R?*2 is the standard symplectic matrix and

N N
1
H(z,...,2Ny) = ~5 Z Iy log |z — 2| — Z LiTkg(zk, 24)
k,j=1 k,j=1
k#3j

with some regular and symmetric, but in general not explicitely known func-
tion g : 2 x @ — R. The investigation relies on the idea to superpose a sta-
tionary solution of a system of less than N vortices and several clusters of
vortices that are close to rigidly rotating configurations of the whole-plane
system. We establish general conditions on both, the stationary solution and
the configurations, under which multiple T-periodic solutions are shown to
exist for every T' > 0 small enough. The crucial condition holds in generic
bounded domains and is explicitely verified for an example in the unit disc
2 = B1(0). In particular we therefore obtain various examples of periodic

solutions in Bj(0) that are not rigidly rotating configurations.
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1 Introduction and statement of results

The N-vortex problem is a first order Hamiltonian system that describes the mo-
tion of N point vortices inside a planar domain Q C R?. If z(¢) € Q denotes the
position of the kth vortex at time ¢ and I'y, € R\ {0} its strength, the system is
given by

(11) Fkék:JVzkHQ(zl,...,zN), ]{7:1,...,]\7,
where J € R?*? is the rotation by —% and the Hamiltonian Hg defined on
Fn(@) ={(z1,....on) €QV 1 zj £z for j # k }

reads

N N
1
Ho(z1,...,2n8) = = Z [Ty log |z — 2| — Z I';Tkga(zk, 25)-
k=1 kj=1
it

The function gg : 2 x 2 — R classically is defined by the requirement that

1
Ga(z,y) = “5- log |z — y| — ga(z,y)

is the Green’s function of the Dirichlet Laplacian of €2 — or a more general hydro-
dynamic Green’s function — and thus in almost all cases not explicitely known.

One obtains system with a point vortex ansatz for the 2D Euler equations,
see e.g. [15]26], |29} 32]. Depending on the considered case the derivation originally
is due to Kirchhoff [20], Routh [31] and Lin [24, 25]. The definition and some
properties of hydrodynamic Green’s functions can be found in |15, |16] .

Similar Hamiltonian systems, in which gq in the definition of Hg is replaced
by a possibly different regular function, also appear in singular limits of other
PDEs like the Ginzburg-Landau-Schrodinger (or Gross-Pitaevskii) equation and
the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation, see [18| [23] and references therein. In fact
for our result it is enough that g : Q2 xQ — R is a sufficiently smooth and symmetric
function and not necessarily the regular part of the Dirichlet or a hydrodynamic
Green’s function.

The present paper will address the question of existence of periodic solutions
of in an arbitrary domain. In special domains like Q = R2?, Q = B;(0) quite
a lot of periodic solutions of can be found that rotate as a fixed configuration
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around a certain point, cf. section [1.3] This is possible because in those cases gq
is explicitely known and invariant with respect to rotations. Besides the fact that
the Hamiltonian is in almost all other cases not explicitely known, it is in general
unbounded from both sides, not integrable, has singularities and non compact, not
metrically complete energy surfaces. These difficulties cause the failure of standard
theorems and methods for the existence of periodics.

However in the past years three types of periodic solutions in almost arbitrary
domains could be established. In the first one vortices with possibly different
strengths and of arbitrary number are close to a critical point of the so called Robin
function hq(z) = ga(z, z) and the configuration of vortices looks after rescaling like
a rigidly rotating solution of the N-vortex system on R? see |4, 6]. In the second
type of solutions, shown in [10], two identical vortices rotate around their center of
vorticity while the center itself follows a level line of hg. The third result holds for
an arbitrary number of identical vortices, which separated by time shifts follow the
same curve close to the boundary of a simply connected bounded domain, [5]. The
first and the second result can be seen as a superposition of a solution of a 1-vortex
system in the domain and a solution of the N-vortex, resp. 2-vortex problem on
the whole plane. Note here that in the case of a single vortex the Hamiltonian
Hg is up to a factor given by the Robin function hq, so critical points of hq are
stationary solutions of the 1-vortex problem and level lines of hq correspond to
periodic solutions of it.

Here we will generalize the results of [4, 6] in the following way: Instead of

an equilibrium of the 1-vortex system on {2, we consider a stationary solution of

a system of m-vortices with strength I't,... I"™ located at a!,...,a™ € Q. For
every vortex I'*, k = 1,...,m take now a rigidly rotating configuration Z*(t)
of the whole-plane system consisting of N, vortices with strengths I'},. .. ,F’f\,k,

such that Zjvjl F? # 0. In the case Ny = 1 a stationary single vortex may also be
considered as an admissible configuration. By a change of timescale we may assume
that Z;V:’H I'% = T* We then ask for the existence of periodic solutions of the
(3-py Ni)-vortex system on €, in which the vortices form m clusters (2}, ..., 2}, ),
k=1,...,m approximately satisfying

() =+ rZE (/)

with a small parameter » > 0. So we superpose a stationary solution of the m-



+Q+D:

Figure 1: This diagram illustrates the superposition idea. The 2-vortex problem in the
unit disc admits a stationary solution with I'l = —I'?, c¢f. Example say I'l = —2
(blue star), I'? = 2 (red star). As rigidly rotating configurations on R? we take here for
simplicity two identical vortices for I'* and I'?, i.e. '} = I'l = —1 rotate on the blue
circle in clockwise direction and I'? = I'3 = 1 rotate on the red circle in counterclockwise
direction. The result on the right-hand side is a periodic solution of the 4-vortex system
in the disc with vorticities I'}, '3, T2, where each pair of vortices moves along a
deformed circle in the same orientation as before. The shown trajectory is the actual
numerically computed trajectory of the 4-vortex problem. Suitable initial conditions can

in this case be found due to symmetry considerations.

vortex system on () and several rigidly rotating configurations of the whole-plane
system. This is illustrated for a simple case in Figure [T}

The general idea of grouping vortices into different clusters plays a role in
establishing the existence of quasi-periodic solutions via KAM theory, see 19, [27].
In this paper we use it to provide general conditions that give rise to families
of periodic solutions. The conditions will be verified for a concrete case in the
unit disc Q = B;(0) leading to examples of periodic solutions with an arbitrary
number of N > 3 vortices that are not rigidly rotating configurations, one of them
is presented in Figure

In the following subsections we will formulate two versions of our theorem
and discuss how far the conditions of the theorems hold. Details on the needed
ingredients, i.e. stationary solutions of a m-vortex system in €2 and rigidly rotating
solutions of the whole-plane system, together with required properties are given
in sections [I.2) and [I.3] After that in section 2] we set up an equation on a Hilbert
space that we have to solve in order to get the desired periodic solutions. The
equation depends on a parameter » > 0 which is introduced through a rescaling

of the problem. The main part of the proof of Theorem in section [3] is to



overcome natural degeneracies of the limiting equation when r» — 0. Section
contains additional information for a special case of Theorem [1.§ Finally we
verify in section [b| the conditions for a concrete example in the unit disc.

Bevor we state our results we shortly like to mention the conclusions one can
draw from solutions of the N-vortex system for the PDEs that give rise to this
system as some sort of singular limit. By constructing appropriate stream func-
tions it is possible to desingularize stationary solutions of the N-vortex problem to
stationary solutions of the 2D Euler equations, see [11] and references therein. A
similar result for the Euler equations and periodic solutions is so far not available.
Concerning other PDEs Venkatraman has shown in [33] that rigidly rotating solu-
tions of in the unit disc give rise to corresponding periodic solutions of the
Gross-Pitaevskii equation. The same is true for rigidly rotating configurations on
the sphere S?, see [17]. Apart from that the desingularization of general periodic
solutions like the ones obtained here is also for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation an

open problem.

1.1 Statement of results part 1

Let Q C R? be a domain and fix a symmetric C? function ¢ : Q x Q@ — R,
for example the regular part of a hydrodynamic Green’s function of 2. We will
investigate a point vortex like system similar to (|1.1), which is induced by the

generalized Green’s and Robin functions

Glr.y) = —5-Toglr —yl —g(.y),  h(x) = gz, 7).

At first we consider on the domain €2 a system of m € N vortices with vorticities
rt,....,T™ e R\ {0} and Hamiltonian

m

H(a) = > TT¥G(a" a¥) =) T T*n(d")
kk'=1 k=1
k#K/

defined on F,(Q) = {a=(a',....am) € W :a" #d" forall k #k }. We re-
quire that the corresponding m-vortex system admits a stationary solution, cf.

section [1.2, To be more precise we assume

(A1) H has a nondegenerate critical point o € F,,,(€2).



Next we fix a number [ € { 1,...,m }, which will be the number of vortices that
are splitted into configurations consisting of more than a single vortex. Without

restriction we take the first [ vortices. L.e. for kK =1,...,[ choose N, > 2 vorticities
Iy,...,I'%, € R\ {0}, such that

(A2) S0 Th=T*

We then define the Hamiltonian Hf, : Fy, (R?) — R,

Ny
1
Hp(2) = 5 Z F?F?, log |z; — zj/|
1

7y'=
i
inducing the Nj-vortex system
(1.2) [%% = JV. Hia(2), j=1,....,Ny

on RR?.

As mentioned in the introduction a N-vortex system on R? allows rigidly rotat-
ing solutions, also called relative equilibria, of the form Z(t) = e“/~'z, w # 0, cf.
section for examples. Here Jy = diag(J, J,...,J) € R2VX2N - Dye to scaling
Z(t) = AZ(t/N*), A > 0, we can assume w = +1. The corresponding 27-periodic

relative equilibrium is called nondegenerate, if the linearized equation
(1.3) Dy = J(V?Hpe(Z(t))w);, j=1,...,N

has only 3 linear independent 27-periodic solutions. This is the minimal possi-
ble number due to the invariance under rotations and translations. Our third

requirement is:

(A3) For k € {1,...,1} there exists a 2m-periodic nondegenerate relative equi-
librium solution Z*(t) = e*/Met2* of (1.2).

Note that condition (A2) can always be achieved by a change of time scale
provided one has a relative equilibrium solution of (1.2 with ; F? # 0.

The remaining m — [ vortices — which may be none — are not splitted into
configurations. Le. for k =1+ 1,...,m we let N, = 1, ¥ =I'*, HF, : R? - R,
HE, =0and ZF : R — R? Zk(t) = 0.



The system under investigation is the generalized N := ;" | Nj-vortex system

(1.4) Iheh = JVH(z), k=1,...,m, j=1... N

with Hamiltonian

H(z)= Z F?F?;G(ZJ’?, zj’?,/) — Z TR ().
(k.3)#(K,3") (k.4)
Here z = (2{,...,25,,---, 20", ..., 2}t ) € Fn(Q) and the indices of the sums run

through { (k,7) : 1 <k <m,1 < j < Ny }. We equivalently write for (1.4))
Mps = JyVH(2)
with Mp = diag (I, T%,...,T8, . Th,, ..., D0 TR T ) € RPN and
Jy =diag (J,...,J) € RN,
We will use the Sobolev spaces HY: = HYR/TZ,R?*"), T > 0 of continuous

T-periodic functions with square-integrable derivative, equipped with the scalar

product
T T
<U,U>H% :/ <U7U>R2N dt+/ <'l:L,/l.)>R2N dt
0 0

and induced norm |- . For Z L ..., Z™ as defined before let

(1.5) M={(Z'"(+61),....,2"(-+06n)) : 01,....0,, eR} C Hy,

which is a l-dimensional submanifold, since Z*! = ... = Z™ = 0. And for
a=(a',...,a™) € R* we define
a=(a*,...,a"d%...,d% . .. ,a™, . ..,a") € R* x .. x R*m = R?N,

Now we are ready to formulate a first version of our theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3) there exists Ty > 0 such that for
each T € (0,Tp) the N-vortex type system has | distinct T-periodic solutions
that are in the following sense close to a and (Z',...,Z™): Let (2p)nen be a
sequence consisting of these periodic solutions with periodsT,, — 0 asn — oo, then
the kth components [zn]f, j=1,..., N, converge to o* asn — 00, k=1,...,m.

Moreover if we rescale z,, such that

t T,
n(l) =raun | — Aa n = _na neHla
zn(t) = rpu (r%)—l—a T 5 U o

then dist(u,, M) — 0 with respect to H\|H21 as m — 0o.
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So roughly speaking we can split vortices of a stationary solution into suitable
rigidly rotating configurations and obtain periodic solutions. For fixed T € (0, Tp)
the multiplicity of the T-periodic solutions is based on the relative orientation of
the [ nontrivial configurations to each other. Note that the conditions (A1), (A3)
are only related to each other in the sense that the vorticities need to add up
as stated in (A2). Also the specific relative equilibrium solutions can be choosen
independently of each other. Under an additional technical assumption, that cou-
ples the critical point of A and the relative equilibria Z*, one can improve the
multiplicity from [ to 2/~! T-periodic solutions, cf. Remark

Next we will discuss and improve assumptions (A1), (A3) with respect to their
applicability to the classical N-vortex system . Whenever we provide a func-
tion with an index 2, like Hq, we refer to the corresponding function induced by

the regular part of the Dirichlet Green’s function.

1.2 Critical points of Hg

The search for stationary solutions in general domains itself is not an easy task. Of
course there is one trivial case: If m = 1 the 1-vortex Hamiltonian Hq coincides up
to a factor with the Robin function hq, which always has a Minimum in bounded
domains.

Concerning more vortices only in the last years some results on the existence of
critical points of the N-vortex — in our case m-vortex — Hamiltonian for bounded

domains could be achieved, examples include:

em e N T = ... =T"+# 0 and Q not simply connected [13] or dumbell
shaped [14],

e m € {2,3,4}, conditions on I'*, e.g. m = 2 and I''I'? < 0, Q arbitrary [8],

e m € N, conditions on T'* (different from the ones in [8]) for Q arbitrary and

for © not simply connected [21],

e me N, I'"= (=1 Q symmetric with respect to reflection at a line [9]

or the action of a dihedral group [22].

None of the mentioned results addresses the question of nondegeneracy of the crit-

ical points, on which our proof relies. Indeed condition (A1) is for these solutions
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hard to check, since the Hamiltonian Hq and the critical point a are not explicitely
known. However a recent result of Bartsch, Micheletti and Pistoia shows that Hq
has only nondegenerate critical points for a generic bounded domain €, see [7].
So if the vorticities I't, ..., '™ allow the existence of a critical point of Hq, as for
example in one of the listed cases, then condition (A1) is satisfied at least after an
arbitrarily small deformation of the domain.

In some cases also explicit stationary configurations are known, for example
if O = R? or Q = B;(0). But these are all degenerate due to the symmetries of
the domain, i.e. if « € F,,(B1(0)) is a critical point of Hp, (o), then every e*ma,
A € R is a critical point as well. Thus J,o € ker V*H g, (0)(r) and condition (A1)
is violated. But we will see that degeneracy induced by symmetries can still be

handled, i.e. we may replace assumption (Al) by

(A1) H has a critical point a € F,,,(©2) and one of the following properties
holds:

(i) « is nondegenerate,
(i) Q and g are radial (e*Q = Q, g (e, eMy) = g(z,y) for every
A €ER, z,y € Q) and dimker V?H(a) = 1,

(iii) © and g are in one direction translational invariant (there exists
v € R?2\ {0} with \ov +Q = Q, g(x + v,y + \v) = g(z,y) for every
AeER, z,y€ Q) and dim ker V2*H(a) = 1,

(iv) Q@ =R? g(z,y) = §(Jr — y|) and dimker V*H(a) = 3.
Note that in the classical case g = g always inherits the symmetries of the domain.

Example 1.2. Let € be the unit disc B;(0) and g = gp, (o) be the regular part of
the Dirichlet Green’s function of By(0), which is given by

1
9(2,y) = g,0)(#,y) = —~log (lz* [y)* = 2 (2, y)ge + 1) .

The 2-vortex Hamiltonian Hp, o) with vorticities I'" = 1, I'> = —1 satisfies (A1’)
with a degenerate critical point o = ((u, 0), (—u, 0)), where = v/v/5 — 2. This

will be shown in section Bl

Remark 1.3. If Q = R?, g = gg> = 0 then critical points of Hg: exist depending

on the vorticities I'!, ..., I"™. In the easiest case m = 3 vortices with strengths I'*

9



satisfying [''I'? + '3 + 21 = 0 are stationary when placed at certain distances
along a fixed line, see Theorem 2.2.1 in [29]. More on stationary configurations
can also be found in [2]. However for every critical point o of Hg2 the inequality
dim ker V*Hg2 (o) > 4 holds true. Here 3 dimensions of the kernel are induced
by translations and rotations of the critical point . A fourth dimension by scal-
ing, since differentiation of A — Hgz(Aa) at A = 1 shows that >, AT = 0
is a necessary condition for the existence of critical points. Therefore we have

Hpz(Aa) = Hgz2(a) and
ker V*Hgz(a) D { (a,...,a) € R*" } ® RJ,,a ® Ra.

This means that (A1l’) never holds for critical points of the classical m-vortex
Hamiltonian Hgz, cf. Remark [3.2]

Remark 1.4. Another idea for the existence of periodic solutions is the application
of a Weinstein-Moser Theorem [3}, 28, [34] to obtain periodics for the Hamiltonian
Hq itself via bifurcation from the critical point a. But here one encounters the

difficulties that o and Hgq are not explicitely known as well.

1.3 Relative equilibria on R?

For the N-vortex problem on Q = R? quite a lot of rigidly rotating vortex con-
figurations are known, see [1, 2| for an overview. Checking the nondegeneracy
condition of such a configuration is, after writing in a rotating coordinate
frame, a matter of calculating the spectrum of a 2N x 2N matrix. The spectral
properties of this matrix are also of interest in the investigation of the linear sta-
bility of the configuration as a periodic solution. So we can use results of Roberts,

[30] to verify the nondegeneracy.

Example 1.5. The following relative equilibrium solutions are nondegenerate after

normalization (scaling and translation):
e N=2 T, +Ty#0, Z(0) € F»(R?) arbitrary, cf. Example 2.3 in [6],

[ N = 3, F1—|—F2+F3 ;é 0, O 7£ F1F2+F1F3+F2F3 7£ F%—FF%—'—F%,
Z1(0), Z5(0), Z3(0) forming an equilateral triangle, cf. Example 2.4 in [6],
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e NeN, I''=... =Ty, Z;(0) = (24,0), j = 1,..., N with xy,..., 2y being
the roots of the Nth Hermitian polynomial, see Corollary 3.3 in [30].

Observe that the condition for the equilateral triangle configuration excludes
the special case I'y = I'y = I's. Nonetheless with a second refinement we can also
treat this case leading to solutions for in which the vortices of a subgroup
may form choreographies.

The permutation group Xy of N symbols acts orthogonally on R?V via per-

mutation of components, i.e.
0%z = (Zo—l(l),...,zg—l(]\/)), o€ Xy, z e R?N,

Definition 1.6. A relative equilibrium solution Z(¢) of the whole plane system is
called o-nondegenerate, provided o * Z (- +27) = Z and (1.3]) has only three linear

independent solutions satisfying o % w(- + 27) = w.

Note that every nondegenerate relative equilibrium is o-nondegenerate with

o =idy,. As a nontrivial example we have

Example 1.7. N € N identical vortices placed at the vertices of a regular N-
Gon form a rigidly rotating configuration, called Thomson’s N-Gon configura-
tion. It is (after scaling) a o-nondegenerate relative equilibrium solution with
oc=(12 ... N) € Xy, see Lemma 4.1 in [4].

Concerning our situation we weaken assumption (A3) to

(A3') For each k € {1,...,0} there exists o € Xy, with T% = Fk_l(j) for
Ok

every j = 1,..., Ng, together with a o,-nondegenerate relative equilibrium

solution Z*(t) = exp (£ Jy,t/ord(ox))z* of (1.2). For consistency in

notation let Z% = 0 and oy = ids, when k € {l+1,...,m}.

1.4 Statement of results part 2

For (O’k, Z’“)Zl1
of 0 = (01,...,0m) € [[, Xn,, further on let o % z = (07 * 2
z=(z,...,2™) € R*. Observe that M as defined in (1.5 is now contained in
H!. We have the following generalization of Theorem .

as in (A3') let 7 = 2mord(o), where ord(c) denotes the order

1
seens Ok 2™) for
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Theorem 1.8. Assume that (A1'), (A2) and (A8') hold. Then there exists Ty > 0
such that (1.4) has | distinct T-periodic orbits for every T € (0,Ty). Similar to
Theorem if we rescale a sequence (z,)nen of these solutions with periods T,, — 0
by

t T,
Zn(t) = TplUn <_2> + d; Tn = —, Up€ HTla
T T

then dist(u,, M) — 0 in H!. Additionally the kth subgroup, k = 1,...,m of
vortices 2F(t) = (2(t),..., 2% (t)) of one of the T-periodic solutions z(t) inherits

the symmetry of the relative equilibrium Z*(t), i.e.
oxz(t+T/ord(0)) = z(t).

In the case that only the first vortex is splitted up into a configuration with at

least two vortices, i.e. when [ = 1, we can slightly improve Theorem [1.8]

Theorem 1.9. Let [ =1, g € C*(Q x O, R) with k > 2. If (A1l')-(AS') hold, then
there exists 11 > 0 and a C*=2 map u : [0,r)) — H, r = u™ with v = Z =
(Z',0,...,0) € HY, o xu (-4 27) = u™) and such that

A1) = ru® ( t ) ta

r2

is a Tr*-periodic solution of (1.4]) for every r € (0,71). Moreover if k > 3, then

u e {a:aecR™} C H.

2 Ansatz and preliminaries

Fix a, Z*, oy, k = 1,...,m according to (A1"), (A3) and let o = (01,...,0,).
We are looking for a solution z : R — Fn(€2) where each subgroup of vortices
(25(t), ..., 2k (t)) is located near o* and forms a configuration close to a scaled
version of the relative equilibrium Z%(t).

In order to reformulate the problem we define

m N N m
!
E g E F"Tk (2 +ozk,zf,—|—oz E g kak, (2] +ozk,z;?,+ozk)
kk'=1 j=1 j'=1 k=1 j,5'=1
ktk!
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together with the following Hamiltonians Hy : Oy := Fu, (R?)x...xFy,, (R?*) = R,
ZH{%Q ul,.. UNk>

and for r >0, H, : O, := {uERgN:'ru—i-dE}"N(Q)} — R,
H,.(u) = Ho(u) + F(ru) — H(a).
Observe that I is defined on an open subset of R?" containing 0.

Lemma 2.1. Let I be an open intervall and r > 0. Then z(t) = ru(t/r*) + &
solves (1.4) on I if and only if u solves

(2.1) Mru = JyVH,(u)
on r21.

Proof. Clearly z(t) as above is a solution of (|1.1)) if and only if
Mri =rJyVH(ru+ &)

and

H(ru+ &) = Ho(u) + F(ru ——Z Z F"Tk log 7.

k=1 j,5'=1
J#i!

[]

Lemma 2.2. The set O 1= J,5o{r} x O, is open in [0,00) xR*™ and H : O — R,
(r,u) — H,.(u) is a C* function, especially F(0) = H(a). Furthermore

F’“VZ;;F(O) =TVt (o) =0,

(2.2) . .
I*(V2F(0)a), = I} (V*H(a)a)

for any (k,j) and a € R*™.

Proof. Openess and smoothness are easy to check, since by (A2) indeed

Z ¥ Gak, o Zr’frk of o) = H(a).

k,k'=1
k;sk/
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For the derivative of F' with respect to zj'-€ we have

m Ny

VaF(z)=2) » TIVIG(e) +ab 2 + o)

k=1 j'=1
K £k

— QZFka Vig( z + ozk,zf, +aF)

and therefore

"V F(0) = I4T" ZZPkVIG(a oty — TRV h(ak)

k'=1
k' #k

= F?Vak/}'[(a) =
by (A1’). Now let a € R?™. The (k, j)th component of V2F(0)a is given by

m Ny
(V2F(0)a)” = Z (Z \ vsz(O)) a*

j':l

= 2r% Z % (VIG(a*, ot")ak + VoV, G (a*, k)"

s
— ITH(2Vig(a”, a") + 2V, Vig(a”, a"))a
—V2h(at)
e I K
Zvak VaH(a)a" = 5 (V*H(a)a) "
k'=1

Next we turn to the functional setting. Let 7 := 27 ord(c). In order to find

T-periodic solutions of (1.1)) with 7" > 0 small, we use the variational structure
of (2.1 to look for 7-periodic solutions of (2.1) with » > 0 small. We work on
the Sobolev space H! as stated in section and will also need the corresponding

spaces L2 and H?. The action functional associated to (2.1)) is given by

®.(u) = /0 " (M, Ty df — /0 " Hy () di = Bo(u) — /0 " F(ru) dt + TH(a).

Let ®: A" = R, (r,u) — ®,(u), where
A = {(r,u) € [0,00) x H} : (r,u(t)) € O forall t e R }.
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Then A’ is open in [0,00) x H!, since H! embeds into C°, ® € C*(A’,R) due to
Lemma 2.2 and we have to solve V&, (u) = 0 for (r,u) € A" with r > 0.

The action %2z = (o1 %2, ... 0, *2™) on R2V induces an action on H!. Let
) Y m 9 T

X={ueH oxu(-+2m)=u}, A=NNRxX), A, ={u:(r,u) €eA}.

Then X is a complete subspace of H! and (A3’) implies V®,.(u) € X for (r,u) € A,
since indeed H,.(0%z) = H,(z), Mr(o%xz) = ox(Mrz) yield @, (oxu(-+27)) = @, (u)
for any (r,u) € A’. So it is enough to find a critical point of the restriction

., : Ay = R. We denote the restriction ®, again by ®. One has

Vo, (u) = VO(u) — (id —A) 'rVEF(ru)
= (id —=A) "' (= Iy Mri — VHy(u) — rVF(ru)),

where A : H?> — L2, u > i, such that for v € H!, w € L? the relation

<v, (id —A)_1w>H} = /OT (v, W)gen dt = (v, w>L3

holds true. Note that actually V& € C*(A, H2 N X), where H? N X is equipped

with the norm ||| ;2.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.8

For r — 0 the limiting equation of ({2.1)) is the decoupled system
Il = Jvu§Hﬂ’g2(u’;,...,u§Vk), j=1,...,N,, k=1,...,m.

So by (A3), Z(t) :== (Z'(t),...,Z™(t)) € X is a critical point of ®j, which of
course is not isolated due to the symmetries of Hy. Let D = {a:a € R*™} C X
and for 0 = (0y,...,60,,) € (R/7Z)™ = T™, v € X define the shifted version
0xue X by (6x u);C = u¥(- 4 0;). Then ®o(u + a) = Po(u) = Po(f * u) for any
u € Ng, a € D, 0 € T™ indeed implies that

{9*Z+d:9€Tm,a€R2m}

is a (I + 2m)-dimensional critical manifold of ®,. Since every Z*, k =1,...,1 is

by assumption (A3') a op-nondegenerate solution of (1.2)), we have
(3.1) kerVQQJO(Z):span{Zl,...,Zl}@D.
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Here Z* is meant to be the element O, ... .0, ZF.0, ... ,0) € X. Whereas this
degeneracy is natural for the limiting case r = 0, the functionals ®, with » > 0 are
in general neither invariant with respect to translations by elements of D nor under
the action of T™ - except for synchronous time shifts § = (6y,...,6,) € T™. To deal
with the degeneracy of the limiting problem we modify our equation V&, (u) = 0.

For a subspace Y C X we denote by Py : X — Y the orthogonal projection
onto Y and by Y+ the orthogonal complement of Y in X. Let

M=T"+«Z, Y ={a:ackerVH()} CX.

Lemma 3.1. There ezist constants ro, p > 0 with [0,79) x B,(M) C A, such that
YU =1[0,r) x (By(M)NY) =Y,

(id —Pp)V®,(u) + -5 Ppry VO, (u), >0,
V®y(u) — Ppry V2EF(0)u, r=0

Ur(u) =

is continuous, C* on UN((0,r¢) X X) with D,y continuous up tor = 0 and satisfies
for (r,u) eU, r>0:
Vo, (u) =0 < .(u)=0.

Moreover M is a nondegenerate l-dimensional manifold of zeroes of 1y. ILe. for

any v € M there holds
Yo(v) =0, ker Diyg(v) = T,M =span{o',...,0'}.

Proof. As a first step observe that for positive r, ¥, : A, — X,

- (1) = (id —Pp) VD, (u) + %PDV@(u)
| = Vdo(u) — (id —Pp)(id —A) "'V F(ru) — %PDVFO“U)

has the same zeroes as V®,.. In the second equation we used that V&, maps into
Dt since ® is invariant with respect to translations. Clearly ¢ is C' as long
as v > 0. Since F is C?> and VF(0) = 0, 1), extends as 7 — 0 continuously to

wo : AO — R,
Do(u) = V®(u) — PpV2F(0)u.

The partial derivative D3 : A — £(X) is continuous as well and the regularity

of 1 will carry over to ¢ once we have defined it.
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Now let v € M. Since Z*(t) = exp ( £ Jy,t/ ord(oy)) 2" or Z*(t) = 0 due to
(A3') , we see that V2F(0)v € D+ C Y. Hence (v) = 0. Next

ker Dijy(v) = (span{o',..., o'} @ D) Nker PpV?F(0
)

3
=

and

PpV2F(0) = PpV?F(0)a.

ZAM +a
k

By Lemma , V2F(0)a = Mrb with bF = #(VzH(a)a)k, which projected onto
D gives PDMFZA) = ¢ with ¢f = ZFV—Zbk. Hence we see that Zk A\, 0F+a is an element of
the kernel of Di(v) if and only if a € ker V> («), which means @ € Y. So if we
restrict ¢ to ¢ as stated in the Lemma, especially Diy(v) = Py Di(v) : Y — Y,

we get
ker Di)g(v) = span { ot Lo } =T,M.

It remains to prove that ¢, (u) = 0 for r > 0 small, u € Y close to M implies
V®,.(u) = 0. Note that ¢,.(u) = 0 if and only if PyV®,(u) =0. If o € F,,(Q) is
a nondegenerate critical point of H as in (A1l’)(i), we have Y = X and are done.
Otherwise by (Al’), ©, g and hence also G and h are invariant with respect to
translations and /or rotations.

Assume first that (iii) of (A1") holds, i.e. Av+Q = Q, g(z+Av,y+v) = g(z,y)
for any x,y € 2, A € R and some v € R*\ {0}. Then H(a + \) = H(a),
where 7 = (v,...,v) € R*" and ®,(u + A\0) = ®,(u) show that 7 € Y* and
<V(I>T(u),ﬁ> = 0 for any u € A,. So if v is the only direction, in which ¢ is
invariant, then X = Y @ R by (Al') and PyV®,(u) = 0 automatically gives
Vo, (u) =0.

If Q and g are rotational invariant, i.e. e*Q = Q, g(eMx, eMy) = g(x,y) for
any A € R, z,y € Q, we obtain J,,a € ker V2H(a), since H(e*ma) = H(a) for
any A € R. For ®, there holds

D, (e’\JN (u + 1@) - ld) =P, (u)

r T

and therefore (V®,.(u), Jy(ru+ &)) = 0 for any u € A,. Assuming that Q, g
have no other symmetry properties leads to the fact that PyV®,(u) = 0 implies
V®,.(u) = 0 as long as X =Y @& RJy(ru + &). Due to Jya € Y+ we can find
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a subset [0,79) X B,(M) C A on which this condition holds. This settles case
(A1")(ii).

In the remaining case (A1")(iv), where Q = R? we have to choose the neigh-
bourhood of {0} x M such that

X :Y@span{él,§2,JN(ru—|—d)}.
]

Remark 3.2. If a is a critical point of H not satisfying (A1l’), then Lemma
remains true with the exception that ,(u) = 0 only implies Py V&, (u) = 0.

So far we have reduced the degeneracy of the limiting problem by 2m = dim D
dimensions. To overcome the remaining degeneracy induced by the [ independent
time shifts of Z', ..., Z' we perform a Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction.

For v € M denote by P, : X — T, M C Y the orthogonal projection onto
T, M. Moreover define 1 : U := [0,79) x M x (B,(0)NY) =Y,

w(ﬁ va) = (ld _Pv)wr(v + w) + Pyw.

Since M 5 v — P, € £(X)is C', we have ¢) € C! where r > 0, as well as continuity
of ¥, Dyth, Dyib on all of U. For (r,v,w) € U there holds

Pyipr(v 4+ w) = 0,

Y(r,v,w) = 0.

V(v +w)=0, wl TM <=

Lemma 3.3. Shrinking ro > 0 and p > 0 if necessary, we find a continuous map
W :10,r9) x M — B,(0)NY satisfying W (r,v) L T, M for any (r,v) € [0,7¢) x M
and

vrv,w)=0 <= w=W(rv)

on U. Moreover each W(r,-) : M — B,(0) is equivariant with respect to the
orthogonal action of {0 € T™: 0, = ... =0, } = S on X. Concerning reqularity
we have W € C1((0,79) x M), and D,W is as W itself continuous up to r = 0.

Proof. Let v € M. One has ’(L(O,U, 0) =0 and

T := Di)(0,v,0) = (id —P,) Dipo(v) + P, = Dipo(v) + P,
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has trivial kernel by Lemma . But note that range(7T) # Y, in fact T is an
isomorphism between Y and H2NY, as can be seen in the following way:

Let Py : H! — R?M be the orthogonal projection onto the space of constant
functions and L : H® — H™' u+— (id—A)"'(=JyMri) + Pyu. Then L is an
isomorphism, also when viewed as a mapping from ¥ — H?NY. Since v is
smooth, L™ (0,v,-) —id : B,(0)NY — Y is continuously differentiable and maps
bounded subsets onto relatively compact subsets. Hence L=!T : Y — Y is an
index 0 Fredholm operator with trivial kernel. Therefore T:Y — LY = H2NY
is an isomorphism.

Note also that ¢ viewed as a map into H2NY with ||| 2 instead of Y has the
same regularity as the original ¢. So the implicit function theorem yields local
maps W, solving the stated equation on [0,7,) x U, x B, (0), where U, C M is
an open neighbourhood of v.

However the compactness of M and the uniqueness of the solution allow us
to construct a global map W as requested by the Lemma. The equivariance with

respect to synchronuous time shifts follows from the corresponding equivariance
of ¥, i.e. @(r,&*v,@*w) :9*12(7”,1),10). ]

For r € (0,79), v € M it now remains to solve
P, (v +W(r,v)) = 0.
Therefore let ¢ : [0,79) x M — R,
(3.3) P(r,v) = @0 (v) = B, (v + W (r,v).

Lemma 3.4. There exists 1 € (0,ry) such that r € (0,71), Dy, (v) = 0 implies
P (v+W(r,v)) =0.

Proof. Differentiation of P,W (0, v) = 0 shows that P,D,W(0,v) = 0 and therefore
P,D,W (r,v) = o(1) uniformly in v € M as r — 0. Choose r € (0,7¢) such that
[ 2o DWW (r, )| ey py) < 1 for every (r,v) € (0,71) x M.

Assume Dy, (v) = 0 for some 0 < r < 1, v € M. Using P, o Pp = 0 one sees
that 1;(7“, v, W(r,v)) = 0 implies

(3.4) (id—P,)PyV®,.(v+ W(r,v)) = 0.
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Thus we obtain for v' € T, M

0= Dy, (v)v" = (VO,(v+ W(r,v)), (id+D,W (r,v))v")
(3.5) = (PyV®,.(v+ W(r,v)), Py(id +D,W (r,v))v')
= (P,PyN®,.(v+ W(r,v)), (id +P,D,W (r,v))v")

and conclude Py, (v + W(r,v)) = P,PyV®,.(v + W(r,v)) = 0, since the map
id+~,D,W(r,v) : T,M — T, M is an isomorphism. O

Now it remains to investigate critical points of ¢, for r € (0,71).

Proof of Theorem[1.8 Let r € (0,r1). The reduced functional ¢, is invariant with
respect to the action of {6 € T™ : 6, = ... =0, }, which is smooth on M. So
every critical point of ¢, belongs to a whole orbit of critical points. If [ = 1, we
are done. Otherwise we can find on each of the critical orbits a point of the form
(vl .. 07 Z80,...,0) € M. Therefore the number of critical orbits is given by
the number of critical points of T""! — R, 0 — gpr((Ql, cey021,0,...,0) % Z), for
which the Lusternik-Schnirelmann category of T~! provides [ as a minimal bound,
see for example [12].

This way we have found for every r € (0, ) [ distinct critical points of ®,.. Let
u=uv+W(r,v) €Y be one of them. Then z(t) = ru(t/r?) + & is by construction
a T(r) = 7r* = 2w ord(o)r?-periodic solution of (L.1]), for which the properties of
Theorem hold. O

4 Additional information and the case [ =1

For now we just continue our investigation with [ € {1,...,m } arbitrary. Higher

order derivatives with respect to z are written as F””, F* and so on.

Lemma 4.1. Let g € C*(Q x Q,R) with k > 2. The map W : [0,79) x M — H}
is of class C*=2. Furthermore if k > 3, 0,W(0,v) € D for any v € M.

Proof. Since M > v — P, € L(X) is C* and since W is implicitly defined, the
regularity of W is induced by . With g € C* we also have F' € C* and hence
® € C*. Then by the definition of v in one sees that ¢ is indeed of class C¥2
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provided s : U — L*(R/7Z,R?N),

IVFE(ru), r>0,
V2F(0)u, r=0

K(r,u) =

is C*=2. In order to proove this observe that x is C* as long as » > 0. The
continuity up to r = 0 follows as in the proof of Lemma from the fact that F'
is C? and that VF(0) = 0. Also the partial dervivatives that include at least one
differentiation of x with respect to u are easily seen to extend in a continuous way
as r — 0. So we have to look at the partial derivative

k—2)! 1
rk—1—j

O 2k(r,u) = FUD (ru)[ul,

where (r,u) € U with r > 0. Now a (pointwise) expansion of FU+1) gives

k200 k—1-j
FORD (ru)[uf = —FOHH(0)[u) ™ +

27 e LA G

for some £ = £(j,u,t) € (0,r). But as r — 0 we obtain for the remainder
F®(€u)[u]*~t = FOO)[u]*" +o(1)

with respect to ||| ;. and uniformly in v € B,(M). Thus

k—2 k—2—j b
K2 _ (k=2)!(=1)*7 1 (+1+0) 41
ot = 3 3 e R o)
+ kf (k= M 19 ) 1 o(1)
4 . u 0
= JMk=1=7)
k—2 n .
(k= 2)N(=1* i1 ni(-1)’
= = 2 L P )] —_—
— ( nlrk—1-n (0)fe] jz%j!(n—j)!
1
+ PO () [u]*! / (1— )2 ds + o(1)
0
1 _
So the partial derivatives &7, j = 1,...,k — 2 exist and are continuous on all of

U.
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For the second part assume that g € C3. Now W is C' on all of [0,79) x M
and we know by Lemma [3.3] that

(id—P,)PyVO,.(v+W(r,v)) =0, P,W(r,v)=0

for r > 0 small, cf. equation . Differentiation of both equations with respect to
rat 7 =0 and the use of 9,V®(v) = 0 as well as (id —P,) Py V?®y(v) = V2P (v)
shows

0,W(0,v) € ker V2®q(v) N (T, M)+ = D.

]

Proof of Theorem[1.9. Let now [ = 1. In that case the reduced map ¢, is in fact
constant. Hence the demanded solutions of V®,(u) = 0 can be parameterized by
w:[0,m) = HY v ul™ = Z +W(r, Z), where r; > 0 is taken from Lemma
and Z = (Z',0...,0) € M. By this parametrization is indeed C¥~2 provided
g€ CF k>2and 9,u® € D when k > 3. m

Remark 4.2. For the case [ > 1 a corresponding result would be true provided
one knows that ¢, for every r > 0 small is a Morse function. This would not only
imply that the solution set of V&, (u) = 0 close to {0} x M is a union of graphs but
also increase for fixed r > 0 the number of existing solutions to 2/~ which is the
bound given by Morse theory. A fourth-order expansion of ¢, in C*(M,R), which
we don’t carry out in detail, shows that the improvements would hold provided

f:M—=R,
f(v) = / FOO)[o]* + 6 (V2F(0)v, 02W (0,v) ) oy dt

has up to synchronous time shifts only nondegenerate critical points. But this

condition has so far not been verified for specific examples.

5 An explicit example

With Examples and we have already seen some relative equilibrium solu-
tions that are o-nondegenerate or just nondegenerate and therefore can be choosen
in (A3') for theorem [1.§ Independent of the relative equilibrium solutions we also

need for (A1") a nondegenerate or not too degenerate critical point of the m-vortex
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Hamiltonian H. We will verify this for Example [1.2] T.e. we look at the 2-vortex

system in the unit disc Q = B;(0) with vorticities I'" = 1, I'? = —1. By com-
1
Fl’
1
-3,

bining for example a Thomson N;-Gon configuration with vorticities I‘Jl- =
j=1,..., Ny and a collinear configuration of N, vortices of strengths F? =
j =1,..., Ny or another Thomson configuration we obtain therefore periodic solu-
tions of in the unit disc for an arbitrary number of N = Ny + Ny > 3 vortices
that are not rigidly rotating around the center of the disc.

The regular part of the Dirichlet Green’s function in B1(0) is given by

1

9(z,y) = gpoy(2,y) = QQ%GmFMQ—Q@wmf+U

and .
h(z) = hp, ) () = —5—log(1 ~ %),
such that the Hamiltonian defined on F5(B;(0)) is given by
1 1
H(a', a?) = - (10g |a1 — a2| — §1og ({a1|2 ‘aQ‘Q -2 <a1,a2>R2 + 1>)
1
+ 5 (tog (1= [a|") +1og (1= |a**)).

Let R(y) = -4 be the reflection at the unit circle, then

Ty
a' —a? a' — R(a?) at
7ViH(at, a?) = — —
A Sl vrep T v T A ey
a’ — at a’* — R(a') a?

7VoH(at, a?) = — .
o) ja? —all*  |a® = R(a)[* 11—

The ansatz o' = (11,0), a® = (—u,0) with g > 0 shows that a = (a!,a?) is a
critical point of H if and only if

(51> :u4 =1- 4#2,

which means p = v/ V5 — 2. For the second derivatives at the critical point a =
(1,0, —p,0) we get with a repeated use of (5.1)

1 1 -1 0 1 1+p* 0
TViH(a) = TR - " )
W (pt ) 0 1) (- 0 1—np
B 1 —6p? + 1 0
2602 —6 0 42 1)
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WV2V1H(04)

1 (=10
42\ 0 1

L1 10
(I+p2)2\0 1)’

1 pr+1 0
S 20p2-4\ 0 3u2-1

and VZH(a) = V3H(a), ViVoH(a) = VoViH(a). So the Hessian of H is given

by
—6u41 p2+1
2612 —6 0 202 —4 0
0 4p2—1 0 3u’—1
szH(O{) _ 26u2—6 20p2—4
p2+1 0 —6p2+1 0
20u2—4 26u2—6
3u’—1 4p2—1
0 2012 —4 0 26126

Using one can verify that the second and the fourth column are identical.
This corresponds to the degeneracy induced by the rotational invariance, which
means Joa = (0, —p, 0, 1) € ker V2H (). On the other hand one easily sees that
the first three columns are linearly independent. This shows that « is a critical

point of the 2 vortex Hamiltonian H satisfying condition (A2')(ii) as it has been
stated in Example
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