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Abstract

We construct entire solutions of the magnetic Ginzburg-Landau
equations in dimension 4 using Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. The zero
set of these solutions are close to the minimal submanifolds studied by
Arezzo-Pacard[I]. We also show the existence of a saddle type solution
to the equations, whose zero set consists of two vertical planes in R
These two types of solutions are believed to be energy minimizers of the
corresponding energy functional and lie in the same connect component
of the moduli space of entire solutions.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following system of magnetic Ginzburg-
Landau equations:
—Aav+ 3([YfF -y =0 in R, O
d*dA — Im(V 49 - ) = 0 in R™.

Here ¢ : R™ — C is a complex valued function, A € Q'(R", R) is a one form,
and A > 0 is a parameter. We use V4 = V — A to denote the covariant
gradient and Ay = V4 - Va, d* = (=1)*FEFDH gy - QF(R?) — QF-1(R™),
where the operator * : QF — Q"% is the usual Hodge star operator on R™
with the standard metric.

The standard macroscopic theory of superconductivity is due to Ginzburg
and Landau in [I0] . The equations can be derived from the microscopic the-
ory by the works of Bardeen, Cooper and Schrieffer [9], [11] . The constant
A > 0 is depending on the material in question: when A < 1, the material is
of type I, when A > 1, the material is of type II.

In the case of dimension n = 2, the system (1) has a family of “radial”
Jj-vortex solutions of the form u; = (), AU)), j =1, ..., with

YD (@) = Uj(r)e?, and AV = Vj(r)V(jg). (2)

Here (r, ¢) is the polar coordinate and j = deg %) is an integer, and U;,V;
are real valued functions determined by a system of ODE. Moreover, both
U; and V; tend to 1 as r — oo with exponential rate. Existence of this
kind of solutions was proved in [2] using variational methods. The stability
properties of these solutions were established in [12]. More precisely, we now
know that for A < 1, u; is stable; for A > 1, u; is stable provided that j = £1.
Using these j-vortex radial solutions as basic blocks, nonradial solutions in
R? of equation () has been constructed in [24] using a finite dimensional
Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction procedure. Using similar methods, solutions to
the magnetic Ginzburg-Landau equation with external potential have been
constructed in [20].

The magnetic Ginzburg-Landau equations (Il) is the Euler-Lagrange
equations for the following energy functional:

B(A0) = [ [Tabl+ AP + 301~ 0P Q

Note that after a rescaling by a parameter ¢, the magnetic Ginzburg-Landau



equations become

“EA 1 A2 — 1)y =0,
e2d*dA — Im(Vay - ) = 0.

The corresponding energy functional is
A
EoA ) = [ [9a0P + AP + G50 0P

For A =1, it is called the self-dual case. In this case, the system can be
reduced to first order equations. In this special case, it is proved in [2I] that
if (A, 1)) is a family of critical points for E. with a uniform finite energy
bound, then as ¢ — 0, the energy measures

pe = 5[V Al + QAL + 51— [,
T 4e
(where H™ means n-dimensional Hausdorff measures) converge subsequen-
tially to the weight measure p of a stationary, integral (n — 2)-varifold. In
other words, when € tends to 0, the zero sets of v, are close to a codimen-
sion two minimal submanifold. They also proved existence of varifold type
solutions using variational methods.

In this paper, we shall investigate the general case of A > 0. We would
like to construct some special smooth solutions from certain minimal sub-
manifold with nice geometrical structure. We will focus on the case of n = 4.

Let us consider the following two planes:

I, := {($17y1,070) € R4 1T,y € R}v
Iy := {(0,0,22,y2) € R : wp, 45 € R}.
They intersect at the origin. Let (r1,67) and (79, 62) be the polar coordinates

in ITy and Ils, respectively. Our first result states that there exists a saddle
type solution. This is the content of the following

Theorem 1.1. For n =4, there exists a solution (A,v) to [d), satisfying
= f(ry,rp)e' 170,

A = g(?‘l, 7‘2)d91 + h(Tl,Tg)dQQ,

where f,g,h are three real valued functions satisfying a system of second
order PDE in the (r1,r2) variables. The function f vanish at the azes of the
r1-ro plane.



We shall call the solution stated in Theorem 1 as a saddle type solution.
This is motivated by the saddle solution of the Allen-Cahn equation

—Au+u —u=0, in R". (5)

Indeed, for n = 2, the Allen-Cahn equation has a solution u which vanishes
precisely at the two axes of the plane.

To proceed, let us recall the following minimal submanifold studied in
Arezzo-Pacard[I]. Let

I ={(pe”,: p7'e”) : p,6 € R}.

Consider the scaled surface I'. := %F. As € tends to oo, formally I'. tends

to II; U IIy. Our second result is the following theorem, where we use +1
vortex solutions to construct solutions in R*.

Theorem 1.2. For ¢ > 0 small enough, there exists a sequence of solutions
(Ac, ) to ). As e — 0, whose zero sets of Y. and A, converge to T
uniformly in the entire space.

We use infinite dimensional Lyapunov-Schmidt method to construct these
solutions. More precise asymptotic behavior of these solutions will be pro-
vided in the subsequent sections. We point out Brendle has done some
related works for the self-dual magnetic Ginzburg-Landau equation in the
unpublished paper[5]. Part of our arguments in this paper are inspired by
his work.

It is expected that the saddle type solution described in Theorem 1.1
and the solutions in Theorem 1.2 lie on the same connected component
of the moduli space of entire solutions of the magnetic Ginzburg-Landau
equation. This is also analogous to the case of Allen-Cahn equation. Indeed,
for any even dimension not less than 8, the Allen-Cahn equation has a
saddle type equation which vanishes on the Simons’ cone. Moreover, there
is family of solutions whose zero sets are asymptotic to the Simons’ cone,
See [0, 19] [18], 23] for related results. These solutions are conjectured to be
global minimizers of the corresponding Allen-Cahn energy functional, since
the Simons’ cone is area minimizing when the dimension n > 8. One also
know that dimension 8 is the critical dimension. Sine the union of the two
planes II; and Il are also area minimizing(See [I5]) in R*, we formulate the
following

Conjecture 1.1. The solutions of the magnetic Ginzburg-Landau equations
provided in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are energy minimizers of the
energy functional.



This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we show the existence
of saddle type solution and proved Theorem 1.1. Sections 3-8 will be de-
voted to the proof of Theorem 1.2. Section 3 studies the Fermi coordinate
with respect to the minimal submanifold. Section 4 deals with the Jacobi
operator. In Section 5 we define the approximate solution and estimate its
error. Section 6 is devoted to the linear theory of the linearized operator
around the approximate solution. In Section 7, we study a projected nonlin-
ear problem. Then in Section 8 we show the existence of true solutions and
finish the proof of Theorem 1.2. We put some of the tedious computations
in Appendix.

Acknowledgement Y. Liu is partially supported by “The Fundamen-
tal Research Funds for the Central Universities WK3470000014,” and NSFC
no. 11971026. J. Wei is partially supported by NSERC of Canada.

2 A saddle type solution whose zero set are two
planes

In this section, we show the existence of saddle type solution and prove
Theorem [T We seek for a solution to the magnetic Ginzburg Landau
equations (II) with the form:

P = f(r1,re)e 1102,
A = g(r1,7m2)d01 + h(ri,r2)db

gsin 6 g cos 6y h sin 69 . h cos 05

= dxr1 + din dzs
1 1 r2 r2
and {¢ =0} = II; UII,.
Let us denote g; := 0,9, hj := 0,;h and f; := 0, f.

dy2 ;

Lemma 2.1. If (A, ) is the solution to (0l), then (f,g,h) satisfies

1—g)? 1—h)2 )\
Pt fms D 2 SO JAZRT X e o0 ()
1 T ry r5 2
911+922—&+@+f2—f29:0, (7)
1 T2
h h
h11+h22——2+—1+f2—f2h:0, (8)
ro T



with the energy functional

E(hah) =5 [ B F4I ~ 107 0+ g [ = PP B )+ 00— 12
pw / (VIR +1(F — £ + Vgl + [(f — FR) + VAP >
r1,72>0 ] Ty

+ %(1 - f2)2}7’17‘2d7’1d7’2.

Proof. We compute

Vat = Vip — i Ay
= V[0 402G (9, 4 0y) . f—ie D10 £ (gV0, + hV6,).

We also have

dA = dg A db1 + dh A dbs
= (cos by - g1dxy + sin by - g1dyy + cos Os - godxo + sin by - godys) A dby
+ (COS 01 - hidz1 + sin 6y - hidyy + cos Oy - hodzxy + sinfy - hgdyg) A dbs

in 0 0 h 01 sin @
_ gdl‘l /\dy1 + (gg S1n 01 COS U9 _ 1 COS V71 SIn 2)dl‘1 /\dl‘Q
71 1 T2
sin 6 sin 6 h1 cos 01 cos 8 cos 61 cos 0 h1 sin 0 sin 6
+(92 1 2, M 1 2)da:1/\dy2+(—g2 1 2 1 2)dy1/\da:2
1 T2 1 T2

cos 01 sin 6 h1 sin 81 cos 0 h

+ (—92 ! 2 + L ! 2)dy1 A dyz + —2d$2 A dyg.
1 T2 T2
Moreover,

App = Ap+id*A-op — 2 < A, dp > —| A,

e ORI AY = f1y + h_ iz + fa2 + 2 _ iza
1 1 T2 Ty
" gsinf gcosf hsin 6 h cos 6
A = 00, () = Oy (T ) o Oy () = By () = 0,
™ ™ T2 T2

e~ 1102 A dip >=if(gr72 + hry?).
It follows that

e UOFOIN yop = e OFO)(AY 4 id A - p — 2 < A, dyp > —|A]PY)

=f11+ﬁ—12+f22+é—ig+2f(97"1_2+h7"2_2)—f(927”1_2+h27“2_2)-
1 [ T2 5



Let d*dA = (d*dA)iday + (d*dA)ady; + (d*dA)sdzy + (d*dA)sdys. Then

there holds
h1 cos 6 sin 6y . go sin 01 cos 0 )

oAy, o (91 B
(@ dA)s = 0y, (1) + 0y (1 L
h . .
+0,,( 1COS fl cos B . g9 sin A1 sin 92)
2 r1

:(911 91+ 92 +@)sin91,

1 r% T17T9 71

h1 sin 0 sin 6 cos 01 cos 6
(d"dA)s =~y (70 4 Oy (~ ot - B )
71 ) 1

hysinfi cosfs g9 cos by sin by )
1

+8yz(

h1 cos 01 sin 6y n go sin 6 cos 6y )

d*dA)3 = — 0y, (—
( )3 0 1( T 7‘1
b s :
0, (— 1smfl sin 69 B go cos 01 00592) +a, (@)
2 T1 72
h h h h
= (2 -2+ 4+ ysingy,
2 7’2 r17re9 T2
h1 cos 61 cos sin 64 sin 0
(d*dA)4:—8m1( 1 1 2+92 1 2)
T9 T

h1sinfi cosfs  go cos B sin 6y ho

_8?;1( T - " ) _8902(5)

h

= —(@ - h—; + I + ) cos .

T2 5 T17T2 2
Besides, we have:
Im(Vatp - ) = (f* = fPg)db1 + (f* — f*h)dbs
sin 6 cos 6 sin 0 cos 6
= (P = Lo (== o+ == dyy) + (= PR (= Zdwy + =

™ 1

dyg).



Therefore, the energy functional for f and g, h has the form
1 1 1 A
E(f,g.h) = 5/ A+ B+ = f9) + 9l + g3l +[(f = FR)* + 1T + h3)— + Z(1 = )’
R4 Ty T3
1 1
2w [ (VIR f9P + Vol + [ - £+ VAP
r1,r2>0 Ty r3

+ 2(1 — f2)2}r1r2dr1dr2.

Then the equations () with respect to f and g, h in the form

fi fo fA—g9? fA-h?2* X, ,
Syl - 22— nf=0, (9
f11+fz2+7,1+r2 2 2 2(f )f=0, (9
g — L 2 g+ 2 g =0, (10)
ro 7o
h h

hay — — 4+ L 4 hyy + f2 — fPh=0. (11)
re T

Theorem 2.1. There exists a triple (f,g,h), such that the equations in
Lemma [2.1) hold, and satisfies the boundary condition:

f =0, onlIlj Ull,.
Moreover, g(r1,m9) = h(re,r1) and g vanishes at the ro axis.

Proof. We minimize the energy functional.

Although 71,79 are polar coordinates and they are nonnegative, for con-
venience, during the proof we shall also consider the negative i region by
reflection. Let us consider the bounded region: Qy := {(r1,7r2) : 11 € R, 7o >
0} N By, where By is the ball of radius & in the r;-ro plane, centered at the
origin.

Consider the corresponding energy functional

Eu(f.g.h) = /Q RAZI AT rwﬁ% ST rw%

A
+ Z(l - f2)2}7‘17’2d7’1d7’2.
Define the space

Hy:={(f,9,;h) : f,9,h € FI&(Qk)§9(T17T2) = h(rz,m1),
f(rlﬂ"2) = —f(—ﬁ,?“z),g(ﬁ,rg) = g(—rl,rg),a.e.}.



Here H}(€2,) is obtained by replacing the weight by 175 in the usual HJ ()
space. Let us consider the variational problem:

inf  Ey(f,g,h).
o x(f,9,h)

The existence of a minimizer of the action functional E}, in this space follows
from a straight forward modification of standard argument, by using the fact
that the functional E}. is coercive and satisfies the P.S. condition.

We can assume that the minimizer satisfies 0 < fx, gk, hx < 1. So using
the interior estimates, we know (f, gk, hr) converges to some (f,g,h) in
H} ({r1,r2 > 0}). Hence (f,g,h) is smooth in R*\(IT; UTL,).

Next, we need to show the (¢, A) corresponding to (f, g, h) is smooth in
R*. In fact, let us first consider (¢}, Ay) corresponding to (fx,gx,hs) and

rewrite (1) as
—AY = 31— [YP)y + 2(gry? + hry?) — (g7 + h2ry ),
CAA = (f2— f29)d0: + (f2 — f2h)dbs.

Note that (fx, gk, hi) € Hir1 and Egy1(fk, 9k, hie) > Erp1 (frt1s Gkt hit1),s
so we always have:

Ek(f7g7 h) < Clv

where (' is a constant.
Thus we know

I(f7 = fror)d6illz2ray < 1(fr — frge)ri ' lr2@s) < VO
Then ”Ak”W2»2(R4) < (Ch.
Similarly, we can also get that

A _ _ _ _
15 (U= [l?)n + 20kl + hry®) = e(g”ry* + B2ry *) 2y < Cs.

Then ”wkHWQ,z(RAL) < Oy

Therefore, (Ag,y) converges to some (A,v) in WH?(R*) norm. Hence
(A, 1) is one solution to (I]) and it is smooth. By minimum principle, we
know in R*\(TT; UTly), f > 0. O

3 Fermi coordinates

Instead of working in the usual Euclidean coordinate, we shall work in
the coordinate adapted to the minimal submanifold, which we call Fermi



coordinate here. Let us recall the minimal submanifold T' studied in [I]:
I — (@I%w, gp—lew)
We rewrite the minimal submanifold I' as:

eZS

V/sin 2s

where s € (0,%), © = (cosf,sinf) € S'. The rescaled manifold I, is given

by
(@peie @p—1ew)
2¢ " 2¢ ’

The tangent vector of I' can be written in the form

I'= o,

6—28 eZS

9= ——_0, 9 = o',
(sin 2s) 2 ’ Vsin 2s

where O+ = (—sinf,cosf). We also have the unit tangent vector e; =
e 50, ey = €01, and unit normal vector m = ie”0, n = ie* O .
Define a map 7 : (s,0,a,b) — (z1,22) € C?:

Y=T:+am+bn

CoS S . . sin s
= <7®—|—asms-® —bsins - O,
€

V/sin 2s €vsin 2s

Denote X, := {(s,0,a,b) : a®> + b> < o—--}. We would like to show that if

€2 sin 2s

(s,0,a,b) € X, then Y = T'c + am + bn defined a smooth coordinate system
around the minimal submanifold. To see this, we need several lemmas.

@—I—acoss-@+bcoss-®l>.

Lemma 3.1. Let P = (plewl,pgew?), p1 # po2. 1If there are two points Py,
Py € T satisfying dist(Pj, P) = dist(I', P), then P, = Ps.

Proof. The distance between P and P is

1, 1 B
d* = inf 5P 5Pl p3 = V21pcos(0 — 01) = V/2pap™ cos(0 — 62)

o1 1 _
= u;f 5/)2 + 5P 2402 s — ﬁ\/pffﬂ—i-p%p_? + 2p1 p2 cos(01 — 6s).

Set f(p) = 3p* + 1p72 — V2/p3p® + p3p2 + 2p1p2 cos (61 — 0s).
Suppose p1 > p2 . We observe that if p > 1, then

flp) < f(ph),

10



Moreover, “=" holds iff p = 1. So inf f(p) = inf f(p).
p>0 p=1

Suppose there exist r1, 79 > 1, satisfying

f(r1) = f(re) = inf f(p),

p>0

then f'(r1) = f'(r2) = 0. Let us define o = 6 — 6, we have

2 2 -3
N =3 P1P — Pap
Floy=p—p \/5\/22+2_2+2 =
pIP™ T PP P1pP2 COS(Q
vV (p1 — p2)? +2p1p2(1 + cos a)
o V201 - p3)
p1 — P2
= —\/§(p1 + p2) < 0.

So p = 1 is not an extreme point. As a result, we obtain r; > ro > 1. If
1'(p) =0, then

Ly 15 pip—p3p”®
= - —p2 _oltl T 2l
fp) = 50"+ 5p p—
_ = p P —Apipt +4ps o(0)
2(p* — 1) '

Since 3 143 3002 _ 2
2(p° — p=')° +16p°(p1 — p3)
2(pt —1)?

g (p) = >0,

g is strictly increasing. If ¢g(p1) = g(p2), we have r;1 = ry, which is a
contradiction. So when p; # pa, the closest point is unique, which completes
the proof. O

The proof of the next three lemmas relies on careful analysis of the
geomeotric structure around the minimal submanifold. The computation is
straight forward but tedious, we put the proof in the Appendix.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose p; > 0, then (p1e%', p1e'%?) has two different closest
points to I if and only if p1 > /2 + 2cosa.

Next, we want to show what the conditions on a, b are needed, if y =
(p1€¥%, poe?®) € Y has a unique closest point to I'.

11



Lemma 3.3. If y = (p1e%', poe™®) = T(s,0,a,b), then y has a unique
closest point to T'c if and only if a® + b <

€2sin2s
Lemma 3.4. Ify = T(s,0,a,b), and a® + b < m, then dist(y, T'¢) =
Va? + b2,

JFrom previous arguments, we know that if
y="1T(s,0,a,b)

sin s

coS s
= —_0O+asins-O —bsins- O+, ——_
<e eVvsin 2s

V/sin 2s
e T(X,).
We can define a map S: T'(X,) — X, as follows: if P € T(X), then we
suppose P = T'(s0, 6o, ag, bp) and Qg = %@0 € I, satisfying a3 + b3 <
m. By Lemma [B.4] Qg is the closest point. But we know P € T'(%,),
so the closest point is unique. As a result, let S(P) = (sq, 6o, ao, bo),
CL:(P—QO)‘mO,
b:(P_QO)’n(L

where mg, ng are the normal vector at Q. Then T is well-defined and T oS =
Id, SoT =1Id. SoY =T+ am + bn is a coordinate in X.

Denote a = rcos ¢, b = rsin ¢. By the definition, we know r and ¢ are
smooth in .. Finally in this section, we show the regularity of r and ¢ in
R%.

@+acoss-®+bcoss'@L>

Lemma 3.5. ¢ is Lipschitz continuous near C*\X. and r is Lipschitz con-
tinuous in C?. Especially ¢ is CY! near 0.

Proof. As |[Vr| < 1, 1 is Lipschitz continuous, but not C!. Because when
r € C?\X,, the nearest point is not unique. So r is continuous but not
smooth. Next we will show that ¢ is continuous.

Consider I' = —<—0©. Denote P = (p1€?1, ppe?®) # 0. Suppose Q is

V/sin 2s
a closest point to P:

2 . 2 ;
Q1= (%/76297 gp_lew

Then the normal vectors at P are:

).

my = (sins- e, coss - e?),
ny = (—sins - e, cos s - ie??),

\/5 CcOs S 9 CcOos S

2 P V/sin 2s P sins

12



,From previous arguments, we get

p1pcos by + pap ! cos b

cosf = ,
V302 + p3p~% + 2p1p2 cos(61 — )
0 p1psinby + pap~!sin by
SImov = )
V30?2 + p3p~2 + 2p1pa cos(fy — bs)
cos(d — ;) = p1p + pap~ " cos(6 — 61)
1= 2 9 2,2 19 0 —65)
V102 + p5p=2 + 2p1pa cos(61 — 02)
_1 . 0 _ 0
sin(6 — 0;) = p2p_" sin(f; 1)

Vi + p2p ~2 4 2p1py cos(fy — Oa)
cos(0 — 0y) p2p~ " + prpcos(f — 61)
2) = 2 9 2,21 9 0 —05)
V3P% + p3p2 + 2p1pa cos(fy — bs)
—p1psin(f2 — 67)
V2 + p3p~2 + 2p1pa cos(6y — 02)

COS S sin 2.9
psins = -sins =
sin s

sin(f — 62) =

sin 2s
COSS =
p- 5
ap = (P — Ql) - m
~Lcos(6y, — 6 2
~ prsins p1pJ;p2p cos(f — 0;) —ipsins—i—
V3P + p3p 2 + 2p1pacos(fy — b)) 2
p2p~ !t + pipcos(fy — 61) V2
P2 COS S — —p coss,

V3P + p3p =2+ 2p1pacos(fy — b)) 2
pap~Lsin(By — 07)
VP02 + p3p~% + 2p1pa cos(61 — )
p1psin(fy — 61)
VARP? + 032 + 2p1p2 cos(61 — ba)

If p1 = pa > 0, then there are two closest points to P, one of which is
Q1. Let the other be (3. By symmetry, we know:

i—lz@f o0
2 2

by = p1sins-

P2 COS S -

Q2 = ( )-

We observe that, when Q1 — @2, we have p — p~
ap = ag, b1 = b2.

13



If p1 # pa, let p1, p2 tend to 0. As a result, p will tend to 1, and

a] = —1,
by =0.

So ¢(0) = w. Therefore ¢ is continuous around C*\X.. So it is Lips-
chitz continuous around C2\X,. At the origin, we consider two directions:
(p1,601,p2,02), (p1,01 + 7, p2,02 + 7). As p is Lipschitz continuous near 0,
we deduce V¢ (0) = 0. So ¢ is C1! near the origin. O

We remark that from the expression of aq, b1, we deduce that

é(p1,01, p2,02) = —¢(p1, 02, p2,01) = d(p2, 01, p1,02) = —d(p1, —b1, p2, —02);
r(p1,01, p2,02) = 7(p2,01, p1,02) = r(p1,02, p2,01) = r(p1, =01, p2, —02).

4  The Jacobi operator

In this section, we show that the Jacobi operator naturally arise from the
projection of the error of a naturally defined approximate solution around
the manifold. We recall that the energy functional in R? is:

1 A
B, A) = 5 [ (IVavP + AP + 310l - 12),
]R4
for the fields
A= (A17A27A37A4) : R4 — R47
Y= +ihy : R* = C.

And V4 = V — iA is the covariant gradient. As we can consider A as a
1-form on R%, then dA is well-defined.

IVav|® = 511059 — iAj0?,
|dA?> = |0; A — ORA; %

Critical point u = (¢, A) of E(1, A) satisfies the Ginzburg-Landau (GL)
equations

A
— At + S(W1° = 1) =0, (12)
St Ok (OpAj — 0jAR) + Im((Va)e, b - ) = 0,5 =1,2,3,4. (13)
Equations (I3]) has the form

d*dA = Im(V 49 - ). (14)

14



We also have
AA¢ = VaVay
= A — 0 A — 2A;050 — | A
= A+ id* Ap — 2i < A, dip > —| A2,
Let us define

C(~Aa (P - 1)y
F(u) = <d*dix4— I?%l(VATZJ'TZJ) > '

Let W := (AW o) = (V(r)V¢,U(r)e*®) be the +1 vortex solution.

Then we have:

14 14
A3 =——sin¢g, Ay = — cos ¢,
r r
!/

Vv Vv
03A3 = — sin2¢ — -—sin 2¢,
r 2r
174 Vv
04 A5 = ——sin? ¢ — —5 €08 2,
r r

Vv’ V
D3Ay = — cos? ¢ — —5 €08 29,
r r
!

044y = v sin 2¢ — v sin 2¢.
2r r2

In the following context, we use the following properties(see [2], [22] ):
v’
L=V'4— U+ VU* =0,
22U =cr,V = drz,as r — 0,
3U=1+0("™"),V=140(e") as r — oo, with my := min (VA 2).

Let € be a small parameter and denote t; = a — €f, to = b —€g, t1 +
ity = 7e'®. When it is close to I'c, we define the following (¢, A) as the
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approximation solution:
¥(a,b) =W (a —ef,b—eg),
A= Ajdy’
=V(F)V(g(a—ef,b—eg))
= (—€fsA3 — egsAg)dy" + (—efoAs — egpAs)dy’
+ Azdy® + Aydy?

N 1% _
= (cfu sin — cg, - cos G)dy’
Vo - N
+ (efp - 7 sing — €gp - %cos o)dy?
— Z sin (My3 + Z cos <;~5dy4.
7 7

Denote y = (%@—i—asin 5-0—bsins-O+, \/%@—Facos 5-©+bcoss-

1 _ 1y _ cos s sin 2 .
©-), and I'c = I' = (evsin%@, Yevr ©). Then we can get a coordinate

with respect to (s,0,a,b) near I'.. Denote p = (sin 23)_% for simplicity.
Recall the Jacobian operator of I" (see [I]): For normal vector field N =
ieT®f -0 +1ie g0t = fm + gn, we have
LN =ie”0[(sin2s)02f + 2(sin 25)? cos 25 - O, f +sin2s - If f—
25sin 2s cos 2s - Jpg + 2(sin 25)3 - f — sin 25(cos 25)? - f] + e O+
[(sin 25)202g + 2(sin 25)% cos 25 - Dsg + sin 2s - D3g + 2sin 25 cos 2s - Dy f+

2(sin 25)3 - g — sin 2s(cos 25)? - g].
(15)
In this section, we show

Theorem 4.1. When ¢ is small enough, the equations
< F(’LL), (63¢ — iA3¢, —8314 + VA3) >=0,
< F(’LL), (641# — iA4¢, —04A + VA4) >=0,

can be written as
Ly(f,g) = (G1,G2)

where the inner product is the integral over the whole space (a,b) € R2.
G1,G2 = O(e€) is of higher order in f,g

Before we prove Theorem [4.J] we first give several lemmas, whose proof
can be found in the Appendix, since again they follows from tedious but
routine computations.
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Denote dA = Ej<kAjkdyj A dy*, then we have:

Aji = 0; A, — OLAj,

Ay = O(é%),

A1z = €gs(03A4 — 04A43),

Ay = —€efs(03A4 — 04A3),

Agz = €gg(03A4 — 04A3),

Agy = —€fp(03A4 — 04 A3),
/

Azy = 0344 — 04 A3 = V7

Lemma 4.1. There holds

— A¢p = 2€%(sin 25)% cos 25(e fs031) + €gs041h) + €2 (sin 25)3 (€ f55031 + €gs50a))+
€ sin 25 (e fogD31) + €geaOsrp) + 2be? sin 2s cos 25 (€ fyD3931) + €ggD3d41h)+

2a€” sin 25 cos 25(—€ fpO30410 — €gg0404) + 2a€> (sin 25)3 0310 — D303¢—

b%e? sin 25(cos 25)%03031) + ae? sin 25(cos 25)?D31h 4 2abe? sin 2s(cos 25)2D3041)+
be? sin 2s(cos 25)%041p + 2be? (sin 25)3040) — 04041 — a’e? sin 25 (cos 25)20,04+
O(eh).

Lemma 4.2. We have:

d*A=e*p 0 (efss Az + €gss - As) + €2p~2 - (efopAs + €gapAa)
+2bcos 2s - € p 2 fB3A3 + beos 2s - 63,0_299(84143 + 03 Ay)
—acos2s-€p 2 fg(03A4 + 04A3) — 2acos2s - € p 2gg04 Ay
— (—ab(cos 25)?e2p™% 4 2a%b(cos 25)%€3 p™5) (04 A3 + D3 A4)
— (14 b%(cos 25)%e?p™2 — 2ab?(cos 25)%€3p™°) D3 A3
— (14 a®(cos 25)2€%p™2 — 2a3(cos 25)%€3p )0, Ay
+2e2p~* cos 2s - (efsAs + €gsAy)
+ (2a€?p™5 + a(cos 25)2e?p™2 — (2a* + 4b%)(cos 25)%e3p ™ + 4b? e p?) Az
+ (2662 p™5 + b(cos 25)2€%p™2 + 2ab(cos 25)2€>p0 — dabe3p~) Ay + O(e?).
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Lemma 4.3. We have:

< A,dp > = —2bcos2s - €2 p 2 fpA3031) — beos 2s - €3p~2ge(A3040 + Ayd31))
+ acos2s - €p 72 fo(As031p + A3041p) + 2a cos 2s - € p~2gy Aydy1)
+ (14 b%(cos25)? - €2p2 — 2ab*(cos 25)? - €2 p™°) Az - D31)
+ (—ab(cos 25)* - €2p2 + 2a2b(cos 25)? - €3 p~O)(Azd41h + AyD3))+
+ (1 4+ a®(cos2s)? - €2p2 — 2a3(cos 25)? - p™°) AyO040)
+ O(eh).

Lemma 4.4. If we denote d*dA = (d*dA).dy", then we have:

(d*dA)l == —63A31 — 841441 + 0(62)

~ V// V/ . ~ V// V/
=cos¢- 695(7 - 7:—2) —sing - efs(7 — 7:—2)
+0(e?),
(d*dA)Q == —83A32 — 841442 + 0(62)
~ v V! . " V!
=cos¢- 596(7 — ﬁ) —sing - Gfg(T — ﬁ)
+0(e%),

(d*dA)s = —2p 001 A1 — €2p 202 Ag3 — beos 2s - €2p 205 Aoz
+ acos2s - e2p_284A23 + acos2s - ezp_282A43
— (—ab(cos 25)2e2p2 4 2a%b(cos 25)? €3 p™°) D3 Ay3
— (1 4+ a®*(cos 25)%¢?p™2 — 2a3(cos 25)%e3p™°) 0y Aus
—2e?p " cos 25 - Ajz + (€)
+ (20€%p™ 8 4 b(cos 25)?e2p™2 4 2ab(cos 25)%e3p~5 — dabe®p0) Ayz + O(e*),

(d*dA)y = —2p7 0. 91 A1y — €2p 202494 — bcos 2s - €2p 203 A0y
+ acos2s - 62p_284A24 —bcos2s - 62p_282A34
— (14 b*(cos2s)? - €2p~2 — 2ab*(cos 25)2 - €3p7) D3 Asy
ab(cos 25)% - €2p™2 + 2a%b(cos 25)% - €3p75)D, Azy
262 p™4 cos 25) A1g + O(e?)
2a€?p™% 4 a(cos 25)%2p™2 — (20 + 4b%)(cos 25)2 € p™0 + 4b23p~?) Azy + O(€*).

— (
+(
+(
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Lemma 4.5. After calculation, we have:
. Ul -vur - U? - vu?
Im(V a6 §) = (efs - T sind —egy -

U2 -vu? ~ U2 -vu? ~
+ (efp - #Sinqb —€gp - — cos <;5)dy2

cos <;~S)dy1

Ut v g
(== sing — Ag|oP)dy® + (= cos & — Aulv)dy*.

We use the kernels (Ox¢) — tAx), 0k A — VAg),k = 3,4 ,rather than
(Ok1), O A) because the inner products of them with the equations are in-

variant after gauge transformation.
Now we can prove Theorem 4.1t

Proof. By Lemma [ we get:
< —AT[), 831[) — ZA31[) >
= [3p O fos + Ep 2 fop + 263 p7  cos 25 - f, — 2€3p72 cos 25 - gy
Vl
+ 26370 f — 3p72(cos 25)% f] - [/ 7 (U2 dF + 71— |5—0)
. T

T

— (2¢%p™ % cos 25 - gg + 26 p~2(cos 25)* - f) - [(—QFUU/ +7VUU")dF + O(e).

On the other hand, from Lemma [£2], we deduce
U? _ VU?

< —id* Ay, Dgt) — i Agih >:/ A A(% — = )sing
T’d)
s T /
-/ a0y
T T T

(V') 3 -6 3 -2 3 —4 3 -6 3 -2
= | == (=€p " fss — € p “fog —2€’p " cos2s - fs —2e°p " f + €’ p " cos2s - gp)
~ " v’ 2.3 -5 =173 ,—9 " v’ 4
+ [ AnrV(=V" + 7)(00523) ep?— [ AnrVelp  (=V" + 7) + O(e%).
By lemma [£.3] we have:
< Qi(A, d¢), 03¢ — 1Az >

= /cos 25 - €3p2gg - (—67VUU' 4 27V2UU")
+ /(cos 25)23p~2f - (—6xVUU' 4+ 27V2UU')
+ /(cos 25)2e3p™° - AnFVUU' 4+ O(€Y).
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By direct calculation and using the metric matrix of Fermi coordinate,
we get:

< | A, B — i Ay >= / APUU cos &
7,0

= / [2A2A3 - bcos2s - €2p 2 —245A4 -acos2s - e2p?
f’d)
+ A3(1 + b*(cos 25)% - €p2 — 2ab*(cos 25)2 - €3p™0)

+ 2A3A4(—ab(cos 25)% - €2p~2 + 2a%b(cos 25)% - 2p70)
+ A2(1 + a®(cos 25)% - €2p~2 — 2a3(cos 25)2 - 2p™0)] - UU’ cos ¢

= /27TV2UU/ - (cos 25)? - Ep72f — /27?772V2UU/(COS 2s5)%e3p°
+ /27TV2UU/ cos2s - 3p72gg + O(eh).

From Lemma 4] and Lemma .5, we can get that:
< d*'dA — [m(VAl/J . 1/;), 03A — VA3 >
= /(83144 — 04 Az) - [—€p 0 01 A1y — Ep 202 Aoy — beos2s - €p 205 A0

+ acos 2s - ezp_284A24 —bcos2s - ezp_282A34

— (14 b*(cos2s)% - €2p™2 — 2ab*(cos 25)% - €p) D3 A3y

— (—ab(cos 25)? - €2p~2 4 2a%b(cos 25)? - p7°) D4 Ay

+ (—2¢%p~t cos 25) A1y

+ (2ae?p™% + a(cos 25)%e?p™2 — (2a% + 4b%)(cos 25)? €3 p™0 + 4b*e® p~?) Ay

Vl Vl V/ ) !/
= /(T) (€07 fos - =+ €0 fop - — +beos2s - pgpsing - (=)
— (14 b*(cos2s)? - €2p~2 — 2ab*(cos 25)% - €3 p ) D3 Asy
— (—ab(cos 25)? - €2p™2 4 2ab(cos 25)% - €p™5) Dy Az
/

+ (263 p7 cos 28) f - —

7
+ (2ae?p™% + a(cos 25)%e?p™2 — (2a% + 4b%)(cos 25)?€3p™0 + 4b*e® p~?) Ay

— 3 (V,)z —6 -2 4 —4
= | 7€ T'(Zg Jss+2p " fop+4p~ " cos2s - fs
7

—p2cos2s-go+4p 0 f + p2(cos 25)% f — 6(cos 25)2p 07 4+ 4p707%) + O(eh).
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Finally, from the above results, we deduce:

A _
<A+ S0P = 1)0, 059 — Az > — < d'dA — Im(V - ¢)), 034 — VA3 >
= [p O fos + p 2 foo + 263 p 4 cos 25 - fy — 2€3p72 cos 25 - gy

/ \2
+ 26370 f — e3p72(cos 25)% f] - [/ 7 (U")2dF + 7TV7|;:0 - 371'(‘;) ]

N2
+ /7‘(’63@ - (6(cos 25)%p 2% — 4p~972)

7
(/M K/ 2.3 -5 SS9 (! K/
+ [ AnrV(=V" + - )(cos 2s)%€”p ArrVelp (= V" + 7:)

+ /(COS 25)23p™° AnFPVUU’ - /(COS 25)23p™° . 222 VEUU' 4 O(€Y).

T

g

Noting the exponential decay of U and V, we can define the cut-off
function x:
€2 sin 2s

x =0, if a® +b* > o=

{le, if a® + 0% < i,
= 2e2sin2s’
and get the conclusion:
Corollary 4.1. When € is small enough, the equations
< F(u), X(@gl/) — A3, —03A + VA3z) >=0,
< F(u), X(841/J — 1A, —04A + VA4) >= 0,

has the form
LH(fa g) = (M17M2)'
My, My = O(e) is of higher order in f,g.

We remark that the principal curvatures of I'c in +e(sin 28)%. Indeed,

r ( oS § o, sin s ®> ’
€Vsin2s  ev/sin 2s
e1 = e 0 = —¢(sin 28)%83, ey = €01 = eV/sin 2s - 9y,
m = ie " n =ie"0t, V,m = —¢(sin 28)361,
Ve,m = €Vsin2s (sin2s - eg + cos2s - n),
Ve, n = €(sin 23)362,

Ve,n = —€Vsin2s (—sin2s - e; + cos2s-m).
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So we observe that

Vi, se, = €(sin 28)%(61 + e3),
Vi, _e,n = —€(sin 28)%(61 —e).

For any normal vector v = am + bn, a®> + b*> = 1, we have

Vi, v = €(sin 2s)

Vi,V = €(sin 2s)

det(a b)z—az—b2:—1.
b —a

and mean curvature is 0, we find thBat for any normal direction v, the prin-
cipal curvature is always +e(sin 2s)2.

(aeq + besy),

nojeo nojeo

(bey — aes).

Because

5 The approximation solution and errors

In this section, we will give the approximation solution and calculate the

errors of it. Recall in section 1, we have alreay defined the solution when it is

near I'c: 9 = M) (a—ef,b—eg), A = AW (a—ef, b—eg). We hope in the whole

space, the approximation solution has the form u = (¢, A) = (We'?, ZV ).
Firstly, we will define W and Z:

W = {U(a_ef’b_eg)’ rs 45\/slir12s7

1. r>—L1
’ — 2¢v/sin2s’

1
> .
1, r= 2¢v/sin 2s

In fact, let (1, ¢ be a smooth partition of unity on R*, subordinate to the

open sets {r < 26@}, {r > m} Let W = QU + (2, Z =GV + (2

then we have

g {V(a—ef,b—ﬁg)a Tgm’

W' =0(e™"), Z'=0(e™"), whenr > 2.

Following [I7], we will "extend” the angle function ¢ to R* in the fol-
lowing way. We first consider the following equation:

Aw=0, inRNT. (16)
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w is a 1-form and satisfies for any oriented closed curve C, [,w = 27(the
winding number of C' around I'). Then we follow the thoughts of Lin F.H.
and Riviere. T in [I7] . Denote:

G(x) = m, the fundamental solution of the laplacian operator in R*.
w4 = the volume of By C R%.
Q =R4\T.

For a locally integrable k-form, we have a (4 — k)-current T}, given by
T.,(1) = [qw AT, for any 7 € D**(Q). For any k-current T on €2, oT is a
(k + 1)-current defined by (¢T)(7) = T(67), for any 7 € D**1(Q). And for
any k-current T on Q, 0T is a (k — 1)-current defined by (0T)(7) = T'(d7),
for any 7 € D*1(Q).

We can get such a 1-form w:

{ o(T,) =0, (17)

a(T,) = 2aT,

and for any oriented closed curve C, fcw = 27(the winding number of C
around I).

In fact, if we suppose for z € T', e1(x), ..., e4(x) is a positive orthonormal
base of R*, s.t. e1(x), ea(x) is a positive base for T, I'. Let e!(z),...,e*(z) be
the dual base, then we call y(z) = e'(z) A €2(z) the orientation form of I'.
Let

w(z) = —2n /F e (G(x — 1)) A x()] dH2 (1),

for z € R,
JFrom (5), we know

ow=0
v (18)
ddw = 0.

So Aw = 0.

Then, we have fcw —d¢ =0, for any oriented closed curve C' C {p; =
p2}, so it is equal to dh for some smooth function h. It follows from the
growth of w and d¢ near I that df is C%! on {p; = p2}. Observe that w—d¢
satisfies:

Alw = d¢) = —d(A¢), in {p1 < p2},
(w—d¢)T = dh, on {p1 = p2}, (19)
(6 (w—dp))r = Ad, on {p1 = pa}.
Let us solve the Dirichlet problem
{ Agy = —=Ag, in {p1 < p2},
¢1|{p1:p2} = h, in {p1 < p2}.
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Then dp; satisfies (9), so w = d¢ + dpy. Similarly, we can get w = d¢ + dpo
in {p1 > p2}, where P9 satisfies:

Agy = —A¢, in {p1 > pa},
Pal{p1=ps} = Iy I {p1 = pa}.
Denote ¢ =
¢+ @1, in {p1 < pa},
¢+ @2, in{p1 = pa}.
then @ is a solution of (5), and dg = w € C®(RNI), ¢ € C;2(RN\I).
We have the following results:

Lemma 5.1. When it is on {p1 = p2}, we have

™

wr () = / o~y {20733 + 2v/3p 2y cos(6 — 61)
8w J p>1,0<0<27

+2p2p — 2v/2p1 cos(0 — 05)]db: ()
+ (2020 — 2v/2p1 cos(0 — 09) — 2p2 3 + 2/ 2p1p 7% cos(6 — 01)]db2 () }dpdb.

The proof will be given in the Appendix. Next we estimate ¢1.
Theorem 5.1. |p1| < oo in R

Proof. Firstly, we will estimate A¢. By previous arguments, we know that
when p is large enough, A¢ = O(p~*). Besides, ¢ is smooth away from I'.
So we only need to estimate A¢ near I' in Bp.

Ap = (w33 + w34 +wa3 + was)d
= 2b(sin 23)% (cos25)% 4+ O(r~2).
Therefore, |[Ad|coa < oo.
Next we will show that |h| < co.

By Lemma 5.1, we can get that in {p1 = pa2}, w(x) € span{dp; —
dps,df; + dfs}. Because of (w — d¢)T = dh on {p1 = p2}, we know:

|h91| <C, |h92| <C, |hp1| =0.

If we fix h =0 at (1, 0, 1, 0), then h < oo on {p; = p2}. So by standard
elliptic estimates, we have |@;| < oo.
]
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Therefore, we know that the same results hold for @5 and @.
After rescaling, we can get similar results for I'.. For simplicity, we still
denote it by ¢.

o= Cpla—ef,b—eg) + C2p.

In order to estimate F'(u), we define the following weighted norm:
Al ex = Slllep(P)266T”hHLq(Bl(P))a

where 1 < g < 2.
For 1-form B, we define:

1B, A)llex = [1Blex + [l
In order to control f, g, we define the following norm W,g’q:
1 £lloq := sup p(P)Y*|| £l Lo (o(p)<pepp)+1):
Pel.

||f||27k,q = SUIE p(P)k||f||Lq(p(P)§p§p(P)+1) + Igg? p(P)k+1||vf||Lq(p(P)§p§p(P)+1)

-+ sup p(P)k+2||V2f||Lq(p(P)§p§p(P)+l)7
PeT.
1Cfs Dl2k,q = [ ll2,5,0 + |9ll2,50-

And we always assume that

1(f, 9)ll2,1,4 < C. (20)

Now, we have the following results for the error:

Theorem 5.2.
1F () [|lee < CE>. (21)

1
Proof. e 1. When r > ez We can get

F(u) =0.
1 1
* 2When 7755 <7 < s

1—Z,1—W =0(e™), where 0 < § < min{my, 1}.

Thus we can get that



1
e 3. When 2 <r < Tenss then

W=UZ=V,e=¢

Similarly, we know at least F'(u) = O(e™°"). So if we want to get more
accurate estimates, we only need to consider the exponential decay
items in F(u), which we have already calculated in section 1. Then
we get the errors:

F(u) = O(e2p~2e77).

e 4 When r < 2, observe that the approximate solution may not be C'*°
smooth near I'c. For example, when it is close to I'¢, we have:

Ay = A(We?) = AW - —W e |V 2 +2ie VIV -V +ie W Agp.
Then the item We' - |[Vp|? = O(7~1). This is different from the case

in Allen-Cahn equation. As a result, we use the LP norm rather than
Hoélder norm.

We only need to care about the O(7~!) items, and get:
B S~ 1 = 02 ),
A — Im( 4o - §) = O(Ep™)
Therefore, we get that:
1F ()« < C€2.
U

Remark: We distinguish r and 7 only when it is close to I'.. Otherwise,
we see them as the same.

6 The linearized operator

i From now on, we will apply standard infinite dimensional Lyapunov-Schmidt
reduction. See [19], [7].

Denote L as the linearization of the Ginzburg-Landau equations at an
approximate solution u = (A, ). Then

L(B.y) = d*dB — Im(Ve - 71+ V- ) + A + 47) + Bly[?
TN\ A —id* B +2i < B,dp > 42 < A, B> ¢+ 32+ 22 —n) )
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Define v = (A, ¢) := u+w = (A,¢)+(B,n). Note that the first equation
is not elliptic, so we always need to add some items so that the new operator
is uniformly elliptic.

Denote the new operator 7' : QY(R* R) — Q'(R*, R) & Q°(R*, C):

T(v) = (dv,ivi)).

We remark that in fact that the operator is the kernel of L induced by the
gauge transformation:

) — e,
A— A+ V.
The adjoint of T is given by:

T*(B,n) = d*B — Im(ij®)).

And ad* B — d[Im(i)]
* o * - m 77
TT(B,m) = <w (@B - fm(ﬁ?/})) |
Finally we define (B, n) := L(B,n) + TT*(B,n):
L(B )_< —~AB +2Im(V 41 - n) + B|y|? >
T\ cAun 20 < B,Vay > + 3O - D2+ A+ DIy - 3n)

Here we remark that, we only use the linear part of T7*(B,n) and the
nonlinear part will be added to the following N(w) part.
So by (21]), we can define the following weighted norm:

Il = sgpp(P)ze‘”‘Hnszvq(Bl(P))’

where 1 < g < 2.
Similarly, we define:

1B, )« = lIBll« + lInll+

We hope the ”true” solution of the Ginzburg-Landau equation is u+w :=
(A,¢) + (B,n), then we get the new equations for w = (B, n):
Fu4+w)+TT*(B,n) = F(u) + Lw+ N(w) =0,
where

N(w) = ( _ —Im(7Van) + B(2Re(yn) + Inf*) ) '
A297 + 9 + 90 + |B2 (¢ + ) + i[-nIm(i) + 2B - V a7

(22)
We now recall the nondegeneracy property of the linearized operator.
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Theorem 6.1 (See [12]). For all X\ > 0, the £1-vortex is stable.

Naturally, we then consider the linearized operator in the R? x R? case.
By Fourier transform, we can get:

Corollary 6.1. Let (x,y) € R? x R? and denote (A, (1)) the +1 vortex
solution to the Ginzburg-Landau equations. Define the linear operator

LO(B,y) = < —AB +2Im(V ap - 1) + Bl|? > .

—Aan+2i < B,V > +3(A = D)+ (A + $)[*n — 3n

where (4,9) = (A" (y),vM(y)). Then if |(B,n)ll, < oo, we have (B, 1) =
0.

Here ||n||% := supp eély‘HT]HWZ,q(Bl(P)). With this , we can give the most
important result in this section.

Theorem 6.2. Let € > 0 be small. Suppose ||(B,n)|« < oo, |[(D,h)]|s <
oo, and

L(B,n) = (D, h), (23)
/qjCl < B,03A — VA3 > +( 1 Re[n(03¢ — iAzv)] = 0, (24)
/ G < BOA VA > +G RO — iAW) =0, (9

for any (s,0). Then ||[(B,n)||« < C|[(D,h)]||«, where C is independent of e,
D and h.
Proof. By LP theory, it suffices to show that

sup p*€”" (| Bl a(sy (py) + 10l La(si (py))

2667“(

< ngpp 1D\l La(By(py) + 1Pl La (B2 (PY))-

To prove this, we argue by contradiction and and assume that there exists
a sequence ;, (BW, )y, (DY, 1)), such that:

Sllljpp2eér(||B(j)||Lq(Bl(P)) + 109N Lasrpy) = 1,

sup P2 (|1 DD La(sy(py) + 1189 | La(acry)) — 0,
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where L(BY,n0)) = (DU p)).

By the decay of (BU) (), we know that (BU),n0)) e W>4(R*) cc
H'(R*). So there exists a subsequence, such that (BY) nl)) converges
to some (B n©) in H'(R*). For simplicity, we still denote them as
(BW n@)).

So for any j, there exists P;, such that:

P ().

N —

HB(j)HLq(Bl(Pj)) + ||77(j)||Lq(Bl(Pj)) >
As a result, there are three cases for the convergence of r(P;):

e 1. r(P;) will converge to some finite constant 79 > 0 , then we can
always assume P; converges to Fy. At this case, we assume that z; €
L., and P; = (zj,y;),y; € R* and define:

BY (,y) = p(P;)?BY) (z + z;,y),
i (@,y) = p(P))’n9 (@ + x;,y),
then we have
. . R
IBO a8 00)) + 17O Nl Lo 00)) = 1° 0w (20)
Then let j — oo , we get:

lim L(BY,750)) = LO(BO 79y = 0,in R? x R

j—00

And because of ([24) and (25]), as well as Corollary [6.1], we know that
(B© 70)) =0, which contradicts to (28]).

e 2. r(P;) will tend to infinity. We assume that z; € I, and P =
(zj,9;),y; € R? and define a sequence of pairs (BU), 700)):

B9 (ay) = p(Pye ) B o+ 2y, + ),
79 (@, y) = p(Py)*e” P (2 + 2,y + ;).
Then (BY), 7)) will converge to some (B©, 7)), which satisfies:
—AB+ B =0, in R? x R?,

~Ap+ i =D+ 1A+ 1) =0, in R? x R?,
supp e WI(|| Bl La(sy(py) + 0l La(Bapy) < 1, in R? x R,
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Thus (B©, 7)) = 0. But we have:

]

(B pass(0)) + 17 Nl 2a(Bs0) >

This is a contradiction.

O

Denote T1 = {1 (83A—VA3, 63¢—Z'Ag¢), T2 = {1 (84A—VA4, 64¢—z'A4¢).
Then we have:

/ <T, Ty >=O0(2p7?).
r7¢
Define orthogonal projections:

7 := L* — orthogonal projection onto span{Ty,T5},
ati=1-m.
Then we will solve the projected linear problem:

Theorem 6.3. If ||(D,h)|l«« < oo and w(D,h) = 0, then for e sufficiently
small there ezists a unique solution (B,n) to

mtL(B,n) = (D, h), o7
Jro < (B.n),T; >=0, forj=1,2,

and we have
(B, m)lx < C(D, h)]ls,

with C only depending on q, v, 9.

Proof. The proof is standard. We first solve the equation in bounded do-
mains.

{WLL(BW) = (D, h) in By(0), (28)

B,n =0 on 0B (0).
And define the space

H:={w=(B,n): B,ne H&(BM),FJ'(B,U) =0}.

We equip H with the inner product:

[wl,wg] = / <VB{,VBy > +R€/ Vn1 - V.
B (0) B (0)
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Then H is a Hilbert space.

The equation can be rewritten in its variational form. Namely, for any
(B,7) € H:

w =

/ < VB,VB > +Re/ Van - Vai
Bar(0)

+

/ <2Im(V—Aw-7]),B>+/
m(0)

< B|v|*,B > —Re/ 2 < B,V a0 > 17
B (0)

B (0)

1 _ 1 A
+Re/ —(A—1)¢2nﬁ+Re/ (/\+—)|¢|27777—Re/ A
B (0) 2 B (0) 2 B (0) 2

:/ <D,B>+Re/ hi.
B (0) B (0)

Then we define the linear form < k(z)w,- > on H:

uy]

< k(x)w,w >:= / < 2Im(Vap-n),B > +/ < B|Y|*,B >
2 (0)

B (0)
—Re/ 2 < B,V > 17
BM(O
+ Re 4?7 + Re (A + )" — Re 571
BM(O B (0) B (0)

Similarly, we denote z := (D, h) and < z,- > the linear form defined by:

<z,w>:=/ <D,B>+Re/ hij.
Bar(0) Bar(0)

Then the equation can be written as
[w, ]+ < k(z)w, 0 >=< z,w >,V € H.

Using the Riesz representation theorem, we can find a bounded linear
operator K on H, and an element Z of H depending linearly on z. Thus
the equation has the following operational form:

w+ K(w) = z. (29)

Besides because of the compact Sobolev injection H{ (B (0)) CC L?(B(0)),
we get that K is compact. Then by Fredholm’s alternative, we deduce the

existence of w satisfying (29]) if the homogeneous equation only has the
trivial solution. In this case, we have z = 0.
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Now let us rewrite the equation (27]):
L(B, 77) = 61(8, 9)T1 + 62(8, H)Tg.

We will estimate ¢; and ¢y. Here we always "modify” Bjs(0), such that
{(s,0,7,¢) : r < 3} C Bp(0) for all (s,0,0,0) € By (0). (For example,
we can use the Fermi coordinates, and use the region {p < M}). Then
multiply the equation with 77 and integral on {(s,0,r,¢) : r < 3} for any
(s,0) € TN Bys(0).

1

1= — < L(an)7T1 > —|—O(€2p_2)c2,
“ Jre
1

C2 = — < L(an)7T2 > —|—O(€2p_2)61,
€2 Jr¢

where
cj-:/ <T;,T; >,j=1,2.
T,7¢

So we only need to estimate LT;. Note that there are no first order
differentiation items. So we can always divide A and A4 into two parts
individually.

L:=L;+ Lo,

where

L) =

Then for any fixed (s, 0)

—AB+ Ar_B )
—Aan+Aarmn)’

/ <L2(B777)7T1 >:/ <(B777)7]L2T1>
r,¢ ¢

+O(62p_2)/ o BT+ V(B )|
"< 3esmzs

By the condition (27]), we know

[ < L1(B,n), T1 > llo,2.4 = O(*)(B,n)]]s-
T

Note that when € tends to zero, o7} also tends to zero. So we only need to
consider the O(e) items in LoT}. Recalling the calculation in Section 1, we
finally get:

LoT) = O(2p~2e7T).
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Therefore
lejllo2.g = O (B,m)].
By Theorem [6.2], we have:

(B )l < CE(I(B, )|

So we get that (B,n) = 0 for the homogeneous equation. Then for any large
enough M, we obtain the existence of a solution of ([28) satisfying:

1B, < CI(D,h)]|xs-

with C independent of M. Note that in the previous arguments the norm
I|[l«, |||+« are adapted to deal with the bounded domain situation. Similarly
in the proof of Theorem [6.2] we can get a subsequence such that (B,n) —
(B,n) in H. (R*) with (B,n) solving 7)) in R%.

]
7 A projected nonlinear problem
In this section we will solve the equation:
7 [F(u) + Lw + N(w)] = 0. (30)

Theorem 7.1. If € is small enough, for any f, g satisfying 20)) , there
exists one w = (B,n) such that BQ) is true and w(w) = 0 for any (s,0).
And we have

w|. < Ce2.
Proof. The proof is standard. Here we always choose 1 < q¢ < 2 is close
to 2. For example, we can let ¢ = %. Different from the cases in [19],

where Holder norm is widely used, we need to check that || N (w)]|.. < C82
if ||wl. < dp.
By (22]), we know that we only need to show:

I, [V -] < C83. (31)

4 4
Then by Sobolev embedding, we know W24 —; Wi <y Li-2. Thus by
Holder inequality, as long as % < ¢ < 2 and € is small enough, (31]) holds.
When € is small enough, by Theorem [6.3] IL is invertible. Then we can
rewrite the equation ([B0) as a fixed point equation:
atlw = —7tF(u) — 7N (w)

=w = S(w),
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where S(w) := L7 -7t F(u) — 7t N(w)).
Denote the ball B% ={w : ||w|]|x < do} N{w : 7(w) = 0}, where §y > 0
is small. Then for € small enough and any w € B(i, we have:

[S(w)]l« < Cl =7 F(u) = 7N (w)] s,
< C||F(u)|lw + C&
< Ceé? +C88 < dg.

Therefore S(w) is also in B%. Hence we get that for w,w’ € B%

1S(w) = S|l = L™ 7" N(w) = L™ 7 N(w') o

Thus the map S is a contraction map and has a unique fixed point in B(i.
Finally we will estimate the fixed point w:

s < ISO). + 15(0) - S(w)ll.
< CIF@)n + g0l
=Jull, < 0.
]

In the last of the section, we show the Lipschitz continuity of w with
respect to f and g.

Theorem 7.2. If (f;,95),7 = 1,2 are two pairs of functions satisfying

H(fj).gj)HZl,q < 07

then the two solutions w; to [BQ) with respect to (fj,g;) in Theorem [71]]
satisfy:
lw1 — wall« < CE((f1,91) = (f2,92) 2.1.4-

Proof. Denote u; is the approximate solution with respect to (fj,g;) and

rewrite (30):
FJ‘[F(UJ') + ]ijj + Nj(wj)] = 0.

So we denote S;(w) : Lj_l[—ﬂlF(uj) — mtNj(w;)]. Then we only need
to estimate F'(uq) — F(ug).
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In fact, by the results in section 1, we get :

1F (u1) = F(uz) s < CE|(f1,91) = (f2,92)ll2,1,4-

Thus we have:

w1 — w2l = [|S1(w1) — Sa(w2)]|«
< |[[S1(w1) — Si(wz) |« + [[S1(w2) — S2(w2) |«

1
< Sllwr = walls + CllE(ur) = Fua)ll-
Therefore we get:

Jwi — wallx < CE|(f1,91) — (f2,92)|2,1,4-

8 From Jacobi operator to the true solution

In the section, we hope to find appropriate f and g, which satisfies (20]),
such that the equation holds:

F(u) + Lw+ N(w) = 0.

This is involved with Jacobi operator, which is discussed in Arezzo-Pacard
[1]. Becasue of the decay of f and g, we can get similar results for the Jacobi
operator in dimension 4.

Multiply T; and integral on {a, b}, then using the results in section 1 we
get:

p 802 f +2p7 cos2s - Dsf +p 2 - O3f —2p 2cos2s-Dgg+2p7 0 - f
— p%(cos2s)? - f = Fy,

—6 92 —4 -2 92 ) -6
P 0:9+2p " cos2s-0sg+p 7 -0pg+2p “cos2s-0pf +2p7 " - g
—p%(cos25)? - g = F,

(32)

where
[ E;lo,2,¢ < C.

If we denote N = ie™*f - © +ie*g- O, then we can rewrite (32)):

LyN = ie_isFl -0+ ieing -ot.
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Next we will recall the results of Arezzo-Pacard in [I]. Define the variable
t by:

_9¢  sin2s  coss
¢ T 1 cos2s sins
Then we have:
dt = ——ds, sin2s = (cosh2t)~!,
sin 2s

cos 2s = — tanh 2¢.

We define the conjugate operator:
Ly = (sin2s)' Ly,

then we have:

3

LuN = 0F(f.9) + 03 (f.9) + 2tanh 2t 9ulg. ~F) + [

—1(f,9)-

Let t tend to —oo, we get that Lg is asymptotic to the following differ-
ential operator:

LoN = 37(f,9) + 3(f,9) —206(9, — f) — (f,9)-

On S', the spectrum of A? and A! are given by:

o(A%) = {k*: k >0},
o(AY)Y = {k?: k> 0}
We remark that we consider g - ©1 as the tangent vector field on S'.

Then the corresponding 1-form is gdf.
We define

V' i={(f.9) : df =0,dg =0}.
For all k > 1, we define:

Vk = {(f7 g) : A(f?.g) = _k2(f7g)}

In fact, we know the eigenfunctions of A° corresponding to eigenvalue k2
are cos k6 and sin kf. So we can always assume that:

f=rf+ ka,l cos k6 + kagsinkﬁ,

E>1 E>1
g=g0+ > gricoskld + Y gp2sinkf.
k>1 k>1
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This time the equation Lg(f,g) = 0 yields the couple system:

frea — k2 feq + 2k tanh 2t - g o + | —1]fr1 =0, (33)

(cosh 2t)?
3

ko — k2 2k tanh 2t - —_—
k.2 gk,2 + 2k tan fea+ [(cosh L

- 1]91@,2 = 07 (34)

when k # 0. If we denote hy1 = fr1 + gr2, hr2 = fr1 — g2, then we
have:

.. 3
hk71 — ]{72hk7l + 2k tanh 2t - hk71 + [W — 1]hk‘,1 = 0, (35)
y 3
hpo — Kk fro — 2ktanh 2t - hy o + [W —1lhk2=0.  (36)

And for k =0 ,we get:

fo—[1- oz fo =0,
go —[1 — W]QO =0.

We find that when k = 0, the asymptotic behavior of fy, go at both +o00
is governed by the exponents

pE = +1.

And when k > 0, the asymptotic behavior of fj ;, gi; at both Foo is
governed by the following sets of indicial roots:

piE = £k +1), v =£(k - 1).

In [1], Arezzo-Pacard introduced all the geometric Jacobi fields as well
as their explicit expression.

e 1. Jacobi fields corresponding to translation:
f=(a-O)sin(a+s),g=(a-01)sin(a —s),
where & € R and a € R?

e 2. Jacobi fields corresponding to dilations:

f= (sin2s)%,g =0.
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e 3. Jacobi fields corresponding to the action of SU(2) :
f = (sin 23)_% cos2s(AO - ©),
g = (sin 28)_%(14@ -0,
where A is a 2 X 2 symmetric matrix.
e 4. Jacobi fields corresponding to the action of O(4)/SU(2)
f=0,9g= (sin2s)%(A(9 -0,

or
f=0,9g=(sin 28)_% cos2s - (AO - O1),
where A is a 2 x 2 skew-symmetric matrix.
We observed that the Jacobi field 2 and 4 are in V°, and 1 is in V!. As

for the Jacobi field 3, its decay is bad. Besides, similarly in Proposition 11.2
and 11.3 in [I], we get:

Proposition 8.1. There exists tg > 0 such that if (f,g) is a solution of
L(f,g) =0 in (t;,t2) x S', for some t; < —ty and ty >ty (with U =0 on
the boundary if either t| > —o0 or to < 00, satisfying

1(f,9)llosq <1,

for some 0 < § < 1 and with the property that for any t € (t1,t2), (f,9)(t,")
is orthogonal to V' in the L? sense on S!, then (f,g) = 0.

The proof is the same as Proposition 11.3 in [I]. In fact we can drop
the condition for #g, since the equations can be reduced to (B5) and (38]).
Finally we can get the following two results:

Proposition 8.2. Assume 0 < § < % is fired. Then for all ty € R, there
exists an operator

Gro : W ([to, +00) x SLR x R) — W([tg, +00) x SL; R x R),

such that for allV := (Fy, Fy) € W(?’q([to, +00) x SL R xR), if for all t > tg,
V(t,-) is orthogonal to V° in the L? sense on S!, then U = G,V is the
unique solution of

LyU =V, in [ty, +00) X Sl,

V =0, on {to} x S,

which belongs to Wg’q([to,—i—oo) x SR x R).  Furthermore, ||Ull2sq <
CliVllosq-
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Proposition 8.3. Assume that 6 > 1 is fired. There exists some const
¢ > 0 and an operator

Gro : W ([to, +00) x SLR x R) — W([tg, +00) x SL;R x R),

such that for allV := (Fy, Fy) € W(?’q([to, +00) x SL R xR), if for all t > tg,
V is constant on S, then U = G,V is the unique solution of

LU =V, in [ty, +00) X St
V =0, on {tp} x S,

which belongs to Wg’q([t0,+oo) x SHR x R).  Furthermore, |Ul|2,s, <
ClVilos.g-

With these results, we can solve the last Jacobi operator equations (B2)):

Theorem 8.1. When € is small enough, there exists a solution to (32),
satisfying:
1(f:9)ll21,4 < C.

Proof. By the previous calculation, we can rewrite(Fy, F):

(F\, ) = (F{,F}) + (F{', F}),

"2
SF :/We?’(VT) - (6(cos 25)%p~°72 — 4p~72)

oo,V 23 -5 _ v —o_yr .,V
+ [ 4nrV(=V" + —)(cos 2s)“€’p ArrVelp 2 (=V" + —)

r T

+ /(Cos 25)23p™0 APV UU’ — /(cos 25)2e3p0 . 2nPP VAU,

s s

In fact (Fy, F%) comes from the proof of Theorem [£.J] and does not depend
on (f,g). Besides, we know:

Fl”:e_?’/ <Lw+ N(w), Ty > .
T7¢

If we suppose ||(f, 9)||2,1,4 < ¢~ 2 and define the operator J(f,g) := L (F1, F»),
then ||(FY', FY)|lo.1,4 < Ce2 and by Proposition B2 and B3, we have:

1

1J(f, 92,14 < Cll(F1, Fa)llo1,qg < C <€ 2.

to B

So J maps from B _ 3 in Wg’q([to,—i—oo) x SR x R).

NI
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Similarly in the proof of Theorem [Tl we get that J is a contraction
map and has a fixed point. And we can also get:

H(f7 g)||2,1,q <C.
O

In the end, we will explain that we have got the desired solution when
f,g are the ones in Theorem BRIt (see [5])

Theorem 8.2. If w satisfies that:
F(u) +Lw+ N(w) =0,

then F(u + w) = 0. In other words, v := u + w is the solution to Ginzburg
Landau equations.

Proof. We only need to show that TT*(B,n) = 0. For short, we define
£ =T%(B,n) and v = (A,v¢) + u + w. Recall that:

T¢ = (dé, i),
T*(B,n) = d*B — Im(ijy)).

Then by the definition of F(v) = 0, we get:
S -
—Az0+ S0 - 1Y +igy =0,
d*dA — Im(V g3 - ) + dé = 0.

Therefore we have:

—AE = d*dE = d Tm(V 3 - )
= Im(V5V 19 - )
= Im(—ig) - ) = —€[J[>.
So we conclude that & = 0. O

A The proof in section 3

A.1 The proof of Lemma

Proof. d? = il;f 0%+ 3072+ 208 —V2p1\/p?+ p2 + 2cos .
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Suppose t = \/ P2+ p~2+2cosa, then we only need to consider the
function h(t) = %t2 —V2pit + 2p% —cosa, t > +/2+2cosa.
So when p; > /1 + cos «, we have

inf h(t) = h(V2p1) = 2p7 = p* +p 7% + 2cos .

At this case, there are two closest points o/, p”, satisfying p'p” = 1.
When p; < 1+ cos a, we have i?f h(t) = h(v/2+ 2cos ), then p = 1.

So there is only one closest point. This completes the proof. ]

A.2 The proof of Lemma [3.3|

Proof. If p1 # p2, then s # 7 and the conclusion naturally holds by Lemma
B1. Now we have a? + b < ezsiln2s'
If p1 = p2 and there is only one closest point, then by symmetry we

know s = 7. As a result,

(@ a® 9L ©  a® b@L)
y=(=+=-—m =t =t =),
V2e V2 V2 V2 V2 V2

o = (@a+e 12 +b? Gi(01=02) _ el +a—bi

2 ’ eldta+bi

So by p1 < g\/Z + 2cos(fy — 62) from Lemma 3.2, we have

2 4
<(a + 6_1)2 + b2) < ) (a+ 6_1)2 — (a+e )2 +b2 <27t a + 6_1| .
(37)
If a > —e !, then (1)= a? +b? < 2.
If a < —e ! then (1)= (a+e )2 +b2 < 2 a+et)
= (a+2¢71)2 +b? < €72 At this case, we observe that

[ (S +(a—l—%)@_b@L B S +(a—|—%)e+b@L
YTV T T V2 Ve VR R

This means the two different cases about a in fact are the same.

In conclusion, when a? + b < m, then y = T'(s,0, a,b) has a unique

nearest point to I';. O
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A.3 The proof of Lemma [3.4]

Proof. If p1 = pa, then from the previous arguments in Lemma B.2] , after
rescaling, we know

dist(y,Te) = € 2 +2p? — 2p1e VI +cosa
=a? + b2
If p1 > p2, then 0 < s < §. From Lemma[3.T] we know the closest point
inT¢ toyisin {p; > pa}. Next, we will show that there is only one extreme

point of distance in {p; > p2} NT. For simplicity, we only need to consider
I" rather than I'.. Denote d = dist(y,I).

1, 1
F(p:0) = 50" + 5077+ Pl + 5 — V2p1pcos(0 — 01) — V2pap™" cos(6 — 02),

d? = inf f(p,6).
p,0

For Vp, 36, we have

of _of B
@(Pj to) = %(0790 +7) =0,
1, 1.
Fp.00) = 50"+ 5p7% + Pl + 05 — \/5\//)?/)2 + p3p~2 + 2p1p2 cos(0y — b2),
1, 1
Flp. 00+ m) = 50"+ 5p "+ o1+ p3 + \/5\//)?02 + p3p~2 + 2p1p2 cos(0y — b2).

So we know that f(p, 6y + m) is strictly increasing in [1, +00), which means
there is no extreme point.
On the other hand, by Lemma [B.1], if 79 > 71 > 1 satisfy g—i(ﬁ,@o) =

g—i(rg, 0o) = 0, then f(r1,00) < f(r2,0p). So there is only one local minimum
point in {p; > p2}, and it is also a global minimum point. By rescaling, the

conclusion also holds for I'.. By calculation, we know ( —2£_@, —siis
€V/sin 2s €V/sin 2s

is the minimum point. So we have dist(y, X¢) = v a? + b2. This completes
the proof. O

B The proof in section 4

The metric matrix of Fermi coordinates is

ay a2 0 0
_|axn Qo9 —bcos2s acos?2s
(95) = 0 —bcos2s 1 0 ’
0 acos 2s 0 1
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and

2
1 2 —2b
i_( a— =) +b .
A= (aij) = < e(sin2s)g> €V/sin 2s
—=2b 2, 32 1 2a+/5in2s
einos a” + b+ g T T

The inverse matrix of (g;;) is:

1 + 4b% 2b 2b2 cos 25 —2abcos 2s
c ' c2ee?sin2s  ceey/sin2s ceev/sin 2s ceev/sin 2s
1 bcos2s —acos?2s
( ij) _ ceey/sin 2s € € €
9 - 2b2 cos 2s bcos2s 1+ b2 cos? 2s —abcos? 2s
ceev/sin 2s € € €
—2ab cos 2s —a cos 2s —abcos? 2s 1+ a? cos? 2s
ceeV/sin 2s e e e

By direct calculation, we have:

M = —4(sin 25) ! cos 25 — 6(a® + b%)e* - (sin 2s)? cos 25 + O(ep~°)

R

= —4(sin2s) "t cos 25 + o(e>"7p7?),

= —2a€e?(sin 25)% + O(e*p™?),

&
2

= —2be?(sin 2s5)3 + O(e*p™?),

R

1
— = €% sin® 25 4 2a€(sin 25)g + (3a? — b?)et(sin 25)8 + o(277p12),
c
1
0s <—> = 6€% sin? 25 cos 25 + 18a€3(sin 23)% cos 2s + O(e*p™19)
c
1
Oa (—) = 2¢3(sin 23)% + O(e*p™12),
c
1 4 —12
81) E = O(E p )7

[

1
— = €*sin 2s — 2a€(sin 23)% + 3(a® 4 b*)et (sin 25)t + o(277p™8),
e

3
2

= 2€% cos 25 — 10ae> (sin 25) 2 cos 2s + O(e*p™0),

>

= —263(sin 23)% + O(e*p™®),

I R O

— —

O(e'p™9).

&

&
N TN N
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Using the formula: if a = ail___ipda:il A ...\ dz' then

Oy ..ip_y

(d*a)il...ipfl = _gkl( Z?xl

J o
= Qi)
with

oy
Iy, = §gjl(gki,l + Glik — Gkii)s

A= ATdyTv

with y1 = s,y2 = 0,y3 = a,y4 =b
So we have:

y 0A ;
d*A = —gkl(a—J —T,A)).
If we define d*dA = (d*dA),dy™, then
(d*dA), = —g™( —T7,457).

oy

The most complicated item is B/ := gklfil.

On the other hand, we have another definition for d*:

If o = ailmirdxil A ... Adx' | then

*xQy = nil...irjr+1mjnai1~--7:rdxjr'+1 VAPV dflfjn,
df o = (_1)n(r+1)+1 * dx,
with )
Mir.in = VGO
irky

aftir = ghtkr girkrog

Therefore, for A = A;dy’ we have:

- 0;(VG)
d*A=—-0;A7 — 22— A
J \/(—;
1 0i(VG)
= (=9, — 2 g A — gMoR A
( ]g \/E g ) l g k<1
As a result, we get:
VG

44



First, we have the following estimates for (¢¥/) when it is close to the
minimal surface:

g1 =20+ 2ae®p™ 4 3(a? + b%)etp 2 4 o(77p1?),
g =2bp™" + o(>7p710),
g3 =2b%cos2s - 3p~ " +o(e'p?),

g = —2abcos2s - p~" + o(e*p?),

G2 =22~ 2ap7% 4+ 3(a? + b)elp S 4 o(7 ),
%3 =bcos2s-€2p 2 —2abcos2s - €3p7° + ofe U,o 7),
gt = —acos2s - €2 _2+2a cos2s - €p~ +0( -0,

g% =14 b*(cos 25)% - €2p~2 — 2ab*(cos 25)% - €p75 + 0(64 757,
gt = —ab(cos 25)? - €2p72 + 2a2b(cos 25)% - €p 70 + o(er 7T p™),

g =14 a*(cos2s)? - 2p~? — 2a3(cos 25)? - p7° + o(er 77 p7Y).
Besides we also have:

B! = —262,0_4 cos 2s — 8ae®p~ " cos 25 + O(e'p™?),

B = —4be®p~P cos 25 + O(e*p™),

B = 2ae?p™% + a(cos 25)%?p 2 — (24° +4b2)(cos2s) EpP 47370 + O(*p™T),
= 2be2p~5 + b(cos 25)%€2p2 + 2ab(cos 25)%€3p~5 — dabe3p~? + O(e*p™ 7).

B.1 The proof of Lemma (4.1

Proof. Denote w;; = %@- <\/agij 8j> and we only consider the O(e?®) items
because of the exponential decay.

wi = _262(sin 25)? cos 25 + 10ae® (sin 23)% cos 2s + 0(64)] 05+
€?(sin 2s5)3 + 2a€3(sin 23)% + 0(64):| 0505
Wy = _2be3(sin 23)% + 0(64)} 0500,

)

w3 = O(e*)0s + [2b263(sin 23)% cos 2s + 0(64)] 0504,

7
2

wa = _—2a63(sin 25)2 cos2s + 0(64)} 0s + {—2abeg(sin 23)% cos 2s + 0(64)] 050p.
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7
2

wip = [Gbeg(sin 23)% cos 2s + 0(64)} Op + [2b63(sin 25)2 + O(e*)| 9509,
wy g = [62 sin 2s — 2ae> (sin 23)% + 0(64):| 090y,

w3 = |:—2b63(SiIl 23)% cos 2s + 0(64)] O+

[be2 sin 2s cos 2s — 2abe> (sin 23)% cos 2s + 0(64)] 0,00,

wao = O(e")0p + [—ae2 sin 2s cos 2s + 2a%€>(sin 28)% cos 2s + 0(64)} Op0p.

wig = [sze?’(sin 23)% (cos 25)? — 4b*€3(sin 23)% + 0(64)] Oa

+ [szeg(sin 23)% cos 2s + 0(64)] 0504,

wa,3 = bcos2s [62 sin 2s — 2a€(sin 28)g + 0(64)} 0904,

w3z = [—2&62(511& 25)% — 2b%€3(sin 28)%((308 25)? + 0(64):| Oo+

[1 + b?€% sin 2s(cos 25)? — 2ab?e®(sin 23)% (cos 2s)* + 0(64)] 040a,
Wy g = [—ae2 sin 2s(cos 25)? 4 2a%€3(sin 23)% (cos 2s)? + 0(64):| Ou+

[—abe2 sin 2s(cos 2s)? + 2a2be (sin 28)3 (cos 25)? + 0(64):| 04 0p.

wi g = [—6abe3(sin 23)%(cos 25)? 4 4abe3 (sin 23)% + 0(64)] O

+ [—2ab63(sin 23)% cos 2s + 0(64)] 050,

W 4 = —acos 2s |:62 sin 2s — 2a€(sin 28)g + 0(64)} OgOp,
w34 = [—be2 sin 2s(cos 2s)? + 4abe> (sin 28)3 (cos 2s)? + 0(64)] Op+
[—abe2 sin 2s(cos 2s)? + 2a%be® (sin 23)3 (cos 25)% + 0(64)] 000,
Wy = [—2bez(sin 23)3 + 0(64)] Op+

[1 + a?€® sin 2s(cos 25)? — 2a3€3(sin 23)% (cos 2s)* + 0(64)} OpOp.

The we can get the conclusion. O
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B.2 The proof of Lemma
Proof.

A= —g’“%—‘;lf + BIA;
_ g %All _ A 3Al2 _ 3Al3 N 3Al4
Yy 0y dy oy
=e2p 0 (efss - Az + €gss - Ag) + €2p~ 2 - (efopAs + €gap As)
+2bcos2s - €p 2 fp03As + bcos 2s - 63,0_299(84143 + 03Ay)
— acos?2s - e?’p_2f9(83A4 + 04A3) — 2acos 2s - S p 2g901 Ay
— (—ab(cos 25)?€2p~2 + 2ab(cos 25)2€3p™°) (04 A3 + D3 Ay)
— (14 b*(cos 25)%€2p™2 — 2ab*(cos 25)%3p )03 A3
— (1 4+ a®*(cos 25)%e2p™2 — 2a3(cos 25)%e3p™°) 04 Ay
+2e2p~* cos 2s - (efsAs + €gsAy)
+ (2a€%p™ % 4 a(cos 25)2€2p™2 — (2a® + 4b?)(cos 25)2€3p 0 + 4b?e3p ) A3
+ (2062970 4 b(cos 25)%€2p™2 + 2ab(cos 25)2€3 p 0 — dabedp™) Ay + o(e?).

+ BlA1 + B3A3 + B4A4

O

B.3 The proof of Lemma [4.3]
Proof.

< A,dp > = —2bcos2s - € p 2 fpA3031) — beos 2s - €3p 2 ge(A3040 + Ayd31))
+ acos2s - €p72 fo(As031p + A3047p) + 2a cos 2s - € p~2gg Aydy1)
+ (14 b%(cos25)? - €2p2 — 2ab*(cos 25)? - €2 p°) Az - D31)
+ (—ab(cos 25)* - €2p2 + 2a2b(cos 25)? - €3p~O)(Azd41h + Ayd3)+
+ (1 + a*(cos 25)% - €2p2 — 2a3(cos 25)? - €3p™°) Ay 040
+ o(€").

47



B.4 The proof of Lemma (4.4

Proof.
(d*dA)l == —63A31 — 841441 + 0(62)
~ V// V/ . ~ V// V/
=cos¢- 695(7 - 7:—2) —sing - efs(7 — 7:—2)
+0(e%),
(d*dA)Q == —83A32 — 841442 + 0(62)
~ v V! - " V!
=cos¢ - 696(7 - ﬁ) —sing - efg(T — ﬁ)
+0(e%),

(d*dA)s = —®p %01 A1 — €2p 205 Agg — beos 2s - €2p 203 Aoz
+acos2s - €2p 204 As3 + acos2s - €2p 20y Aus
— (—ab(cos 25)?€*p™? + 2a*b(cos 25)2 €3 p5) D3 Ay3
— (14 a®(cos 25)%€®p™2 — 2a3(cos 25)%€3p™5) D, Ays
—2e2p7 cos 25 - A1z + O(eh)
+ (2662 p™5 + b(cos 25)2€% p™2 + 2ab(cos 25)2 € p™0 — dabe®p~?) Ays,

(d*dA)y = —2p7 0. 91 A1y — €2p 202404 — bcos 2s - €2p 203 A9y
+ acos 2s - e2p_284A24 —bcos2s - e2p_282A34
— (1 +b*(cos 25)% - 2p™2 — 2ab*(cos 25)? - € p )3 A3y
ab(cos 25)% - €2p~2 + 2a%b(cos 25)% - €p75) D4 Azy
262 p™4 cos 25) A1q + O(e?)
2ae?p~0 + a(cos 25)?e?p™? — (2a% + 4b*)(cos 25)?€?p ™0 + 4b%ep™?) Agy.

—(
+
+(

O
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B.5 The proof of Lemma
Proof.

m(V a1 - ) = (Y1919bg — Yadiiby — Ar|]?)dy’
+ (102002 — Padathy — Ao|p|?)dy?

U2 U?
(=T sin g — Al + (T cos b — APy
2 _ 2 - 2 _ 2 ~
—(efe- TV g — e, - u cos 3)dy"
r T
2 2 B 2 _ 2 -
2 2

(=T sing — AslP)dy? + (= cosd — AulyP)dy

O
C The proof of lemma [5.7]
Proof. Recall that
wla) = —2x [ +de (Gl =) Ax)] aH*(y)
=2 [ g (ox () dH (y)
dwy Jr % '
Denote z = (p1e'', ppe'®), y = (*{pe’e ‘[ L), a = 0y — ;. Let e; =
\/ﬁ(ﬁpl — p20,,), €2 = \/%(891 + (992) which are induced by 9,

and dy. Then by direct calculation, when p; = po, we have:

1) If V14 cosa < py, then

p(z)? + p(x) % + 2cos a = 2p7, where (g,oe“g {~_1 i@

a(x) = cosan/p? — cosa, b(x) = sinay/p? — cosa,
dist(z,T) = 1/ p? — cos a,
d¢p = —db; + dbs.

2) If \/1 + cosa > py, then

a(z) = p1vV1l+cosa—1, b(z) = \/%.

) is the closest points in I' to z.
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so dp = —j(a)dhy + j(a)df2, where j(a) is a smooth function.

1 1
el = 2o (%6 + p2dy),

—————(dpr — p%dp2), €
Vitpi 2p% +2p~2

1 1 1 1
= —pdp1 Ndby + —=p3dp1 Ndby — —=p~tdpa A dOy — —=p~Pdpa A dbs.

(1+p)x

V2 V2 V2 V2
The metric matrix with respect to (p1,61, p2,602) is :
1 0 0 O
0 p? 0 0O
0 0 1 0]’
0 0 0 pi
*(dpl VAN d@l) = pl_lpgdpQ A dbs,
*(dpl A d@g) = —plpz_ldpg A db,
*(dpg VAN d@l) = —pl_podpl A dbs,
*(dpa N dba) = p1py 'dp1 A dby.

So we can get :

1 1
(1+p Y xx=—=p tdpy Ndby — —p~Ldpy A db;

V2 V2
+—p3dp1 Adby — —p~3dp1 A db,
ﬁp P1 2 ﬁp P1 1

1, 1._ _
o=yl = P+ 5+ 50"+ 5p77 = V2p1pcos(0 — 01) = V2p2p7" cos(0 — ).

In ', we know:
Op = 0p, — p Oy,
Oy = (991 + 892.

We remark that, we denote dp; as dp;(y) for simplicity. Similarly d6,
dpa, dfs are the same.

dp1(z) = cos(f — 61)dp; — sin(0 — 91)gpd91,

2
p1(2)dO (z) = sin(6 — 01)dp; + cos(6 — 91)§pd91,
dps(x) = cos(f — 03)dpy — sin(6 — 92)?[)_1(192,
2
p2(z)dfs(z) = sin(6 — 03)dps + cos(6 — Hg)gp_ldﬁg.
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Conversely,

dp1 = cos(8 — 61)dp1(x) + p1sin(0 — 601)db; (x),
pdby = \/2py cos(0 — 61)db (z) — V2sin(6 — 6;)dpy (z),
dpa = cos(8 — 62)dpa(x) + p2sin(0 — O)dbs(x),
p~ By = V/2py cos(0 — 02)dba () — V2sin(0 — 02)dpa(z),
do|z — y)? = [2p1 — V2pcos(6 — 0))]dp1(x) — V2p1psin(8 — 61)db, ()
+ 202 — V20 cos(6 — 09)]dpa(z) — V2pap~ ' sin(6 — 6o)dbo(x)

= [2p1 — V2pcos(0 — 61)] - [cos(0 — 61)dpy — sin(0 — 6,) - g,odﬁl]

2
—V2psin(0 — 6,) - [sin(6 — 01)dp; + cos(0 — 67) - %pd@l]

+ 202 — V20~ L cos(0 — 05)] - [cos(6 — B)dpy — sin(f — 6y) - gp_lcwg]

—V2p L sin(6 — 6y) - [sin(h — 62)dps + cos(6 — ) - gp_lcwg]

= 2p; cos(0 — 01)dp; —sin(6 — 6y) - V2pprdby — V2pdpy
+ 2pg cos(f — O2)dps — sin(f — 62) - V2p~ padfy — /2p" M dpo,
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1

(14 p™)ig, joyj2(+x) = [2p1 cos(6 — 61) — V2] - (\/5 ﬁp‘?’d@l)

—sin(0 — 61) - V2pp1 (V20 dpy + V20 Pdp]
1 1
+[2 0—0)— V20 (—=p tdly — —p~'db
[2p2 cos(6 — 6) Pl (ﬂp 2= 5P 1)

—sin(0 — 62) - V2p~ ' pa - [=V2pdpy — V2pdp]
= [2p 2 pysin(0 — 63) — 2p~*py sin(6 — 61)]dp;
+ [2pa sin(f — 62) — 2p2py sin(0 — 61)]dp2
+ (2072 = V2p1p 2 cos(0 — 01) — V2p L py cos(0 — 6)]db;
+ 20724+ V2p3p1 cos(0 — 61) +V2p Ly cos(8 — 65)]db;
= [2p 2 pysin(f — 63) — 2p " Lpysin(f — 61)] - [cos(8 — 01)dpy (x) + pysin(f — 01)db, (z)]
+ [2p2sin(f — B) — 2p~2py sin(0 — 61)] - [cos(0 — O2)dpa () 4 pasin(d — B)dh ()]
+ 2072 = V2p1p 3 cos( — 61) — V2p " pa cos(8 — 65)]-
[V2p 1 p1 cos(6 — 01)db (z) — V2p~sin(0 — 01)dp (z)]
+ (=202 +V2p3p1cos(0 — 61) + V2p L py cos (0 — 65)]-
[V2pp2 cos(0 — 02)d0s(x) — V2psin(6 — 62)dpa(z)]
= [~2v2p73sin(0 — 0) + 2p 2pasin(20 — 0; — 62)]dp: ()
+ [2V2p  sin(B — 6) — 2p % p1 sin(20 — 6y — 63)]dpa(x)
+ [=207p% + 2V2p 3 p1 cos (0 — 01) — 2p 2 p1po cos(20 — 01 — 05)]d; ()
+ 205 — 2V2p " pa cos(B — B2) + 2p 2 p1pa cos(20 — By — 62)]dbo ().

Besides, for the manifold I", the metric matrix with respect to (p, ) is:

<%+%p‘41 0 >
0 §p2+§p_2
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Therefore, we finally get:

w(z) = 4%4/11@”@2 (x(y))dH? (y)

le—yl®

= 8%4 pﬂ[ﬂ% + 05+ %pz + %p‘z —V2p1pcos(0 — 01) — V2pap~" cos(6 — 02)] -
{[~2v2p~2sin(0 — 61) + 2p 2pa sin(20 — 6, — 62)]dp1 (z)

+ [2v2p~ Lsin(0 — 03) — 2p~ 2 p1 sin(20 — 01 — 03)]dps(z)

+ [=2p2p2 + 2v2p73p1 cos(0 — 01) — 2p 2 p1pg cos(20 — 01 — 05)]d6, ()

+ 203 — 2v2p L py cos(0 — B2) 4+ 2p~ 2 p1p2 cos(20 — 01 — 02)]dOy ()} - pdpdh
T

= 3o y lz —y|™* - {[~2v2p 2 sin(0 — 601) + 2p L pasin(20 — 01 — 6)]dp1 (2)
+ [2v/2sin(0 — 63) — 2p~ L p1 sin(20 — B; — 63)]dpa ()
+ [=2p73p + 2v2p 2 p1 cos(0 — 61) — 2p™ L p1p2 cos(20 — 01 — 05)]db, ()
+ [2030 — 229 cos(B — 02) + 2p~ L p1 2 cos (20 — 01 — 05)]db2(z) }dpd.
If we change 6 into —0 + 01 + 05, then:
60— 61— —0+ 0,
0— 0y — —0+0.

Thus, if p; = po, i.e. x € {(p1,01,p2,02) : p1 = p2}, we have

™

w(z) = / |z —y|™ - {[-2V2p 2 sin(0 — 61) + 4p L pysin(20 — 61 — 65)
8w Jp>1,0<0<27

—2v/2sin(0 — 62)]dp: (z)

+ [2v2sin(0 — 03) — 4p~Lpy sin(20 — 0; — 6o) 4+ 2v/2p 2 sin(6 — 61)]dpa ()
+[=2p73p3 +2V2p 2 p1 cos(0 — 01) + 202 p — 2v/2p1 cos(0 — 05)]dO; ()

+ (2020 — 2v2p1 cos(0 — 02) — 2p2p 3 + 2v2p1p~ 2 cos(6 — 01)]db2(x) }dpdb.

Note that the tangent space of {p; = p2} is spanned by 0,, + 0,,, 05,
0p,. So we get that:

T _ _ _
wr (z) = —/ z =yt {[=2p7"p% + 2V2p % p1 cos (0 — 61)
8wa Jp>1,0<0<2n

+2p%p — 2v/2p1 cos(8 — 05)]db: ()

+ 202 p — 2V2p1 cos(0 — B2) — 2p2p~3 + 2v/2p1p~ 2 cos(0 — 61)]dB2(x) }dpdh.
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