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REGULARIZATION FOR POINT VORTICES ON S2

TAKASHI SAKAJO, CHANGJUN ZOU

Abstract. We construct a series of patch type solutions for incompressible Euler equa-
tion on S2, which constitutes the regularization for steady or traveling point vortex sys-
tems. We first prove the existence of k-fold symmetric patch solutions, whose limit is the
well-known von Kármán point vortex street on S2; then we consider the general steady
case, where besides a non-localized part induced by the sphere rotation, j positive and k

negative patches are located near a nondegenerate critical point of the Kirchhoff–Routh
function on S2. Our construction is accomplished by Lyapunov–Schmidt reduction ar-
gument, where the traveling speed or vortex patch location are used to eliminate the
degenerate direction of a linearized operator. We also show that the boundary of each
vortex patch is a C1 close curve, which is a perturbation of a small ellipse in the spher-
ical coordinates. As far as we know, this is the first attempt for a regularization of the
point-vortex equilibria on S2.
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2. Regularization for Kármán point vortex street on S

2 11
2.1. The approximate stream function 11
2.2. The linear problem 14
2.3. The reduction 19
2.4. The one-dimensional problem 23
3. The general steady case 24
3.1. The reduction 26
3.2. The (2j + 2k)-dimensional problem 28
References 29

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.11388v1


2 TAKASHI SAKAJO, CHANGJUN ZOU

1. Introduction

We construct a new kind of vorticity solution for the incompressible Euler equation on
the rotating unit sphere S2 defined by

S
2 := {(x1, x2, x3) ∈ R

3 | x21 + x22 + x33 = 1},

where the vorticity is constituted by k positive and j negative patches near a k + j point
vortex system. In this introduction, we will derive the mathematical model, present some
historical notes, expose our main results, and give the organization of the paper.

1.1. Euler equation on a unit sphere S2. Our research mainly deals with the vorticity
solutions for the Euler equation on a unit sphere S2, which is a model to describe the
dynamic of westerlies or hurricanes on Earth, great red spots on Jupiter, and sunspots.
These solutions are important for meteorological predictions and the study of the motion
of planets’ atmospheres. For a more complete introduction to these equations, we refer the
readers to [18, 37]. To derive the semilinear elliptic equation of the vorticity function and
explain our approach for construction, we first introduce some basic notions in mathemat-
ical analysis on S

2, which is endowed with a smooth manifold structure described by the
following two charts:

C1 : (0, π)× (0, 2π) → R
3

(θ, ϕ) → (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ)

C2 : (0, π)× (0, 2π) → R
3

(θ̄, ϕ̄) → (− sin θ̄ cos ϕ̄,− sin θ̄,− sin θ̄ sin ϕ̄).

In this paper, we mainly work on the first chart C1, where the two variables θ and ϕ are
called the colatitude and the longitude respectively. On the unit sphere S2, the Riemannian
metric is given by

gS2(θ, ϕ) = dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2.

Let {N, S} be the south and north poles of S2. Then for any point z = (θ, ϕ) ∈ S
2 \{N, S}

on the sphere except for the two poles, an orthogonal basis of the tangent space TzS
2 is

given by

eθ = ∂θ and eϕ =
∂ϕ
sin θ

,

where the classical identification between tangent vectors and directional differentiation is
used. In this coordinate frame, the Riemannian volume is given by

dσ = sin θdθdϕ.

Denote f(z) : S2 → R as a function on S2. The integration for f on the sphere can be
written as

∫

S2

f(z)dσ(z) =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

f(θ, ϕ) sin θdθdϕ.
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The gradient of f is defined by

∇S2f(θ, ϕ) = ∂θf(θ, ϕ)eθ +
∂ϕf(θ, ϕ)

sin θ
eϕ,

whose normal is

∇⊥
S2
f(θ, ϕ) = J∇S2f(θ, ϕ), Mat(J) =

(

0 1
−1 0

)

.

For a vector function f (z) = (fθ(θ, ϕ), fϕ(θ, ϕ)), the divergence is defined by

∇S2 · f (θ, ϕ) =
1

sin θ
∂θ(sin θfθ(θ, ϕ)) +

1

sin θ
∂ϕfϕ(θ, ϕ).

Using the gradient and the divergence on the sphere, we can write down the Laplace–
Beltrami operator on S2,

∆S2f(θ, ϕ) =
1

sin θ
∂θ(sin θ∂θf(θ, ϕ)) +

1

sin2 θ
∂2ϕf(θ, ϕ),

where the north and south poles are two singular points. In the sequel, we use the Green
representation for −∆S2 , namely,

(−∆)−1
S2
f =

∫

S2

G(z, z′)dσ(z′),

as an important tool for the construction of localized vorticity solutions, where the function
G(z, z′) takes the form

G(θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′) = −
1

4π
ln
(

1− cos θ cos θ′ − sin θ sin θ′ cos(ϕ− ϕ′)
)

+
ln 2

4π
.

Notice that

D(θ, φ, θ′, ϕ′) = 1− cos θ cos θ′ − sin θ sin θ′ cos(ϕ− ϕ′)

= 2

[

sin2

(

θ − θ′

2

)

+ sin θ sin θ′ sin2

(

ϕ− ϕ′

2

)]

.

By the Taylor expansion for the sine function, we see that the singular part in G(z, z′) is
similar to the fundamental solution − 1

2π
ln 1

|x|
for −∆ in R2, which is defined as

Γ(θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′) = −
1

4π
ln
[

(θ − θ′)2 + (ϕ− ϕ′)2 sin2 θ
]

.

Then we can split G(z, z′) into two parts

G(θ, φ, θ′, φ′) = Γ(θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′) + [G− Γ(θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′)]

= Γ(θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′) +H(θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′).
(1.1)

The function H(θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′) ∈ C1(Bδ(z)× Bδ(z)) for any z ∈ S2 \ {N, S} is the remaining
regular part, in which Bδ(z) denotes a spherical cap around z with a small radius δ. This
observation is a starting point for our construction of solutions close to point vortices.
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Now we introduce the vorticity formulation for the incompressible Euler equations on a
rotating sphere S2, which takes the form











∂tω + v · ∇S2(ω − 2γ cos θ) = 0,

v = ∇⊥
S2
(−∆)−1

S2
ω,

ω
∣

∣

t=0
= ω0,

(1.2)

where ω is the vorticity function, v is the velocity field, and γ is the uniform angular
rotation speed. In (1.2), the term −2γv ·∇S2 cos θ corresponds to the Coriolis force coming
from the rotation of the sphere, and the second equation is the Biot–Savart law on S2,
which means the velocity field v is divergence free. According to the divergence theorem,
we can deduce the Gauss constraint

∫

S2

ω(t, z)dσ(z) = 0, ∀ t ∈ [0,+∞).

In this paper, we first consider the traveling wave solutions as a special relative equi-
librium of (1.2) with γ = 0, which is obtained by a translation acting on initial data ω0,
namely,

ω(t, θ, ϕ) = ω0(θ, ϕ+Wt).

By substituting it into (1.2) and letting ψ = (−∆)−1
S2
ω be the stream function, we find that

the first equation of (1.2) becomes

∇⊥
S2
(ψ +W cos θ) · ∇S2ω = 0,

which means that ψ +W cos θ and ω are functional dependent. Hence if we impose

(−∆S2)ψ = F (ψ +W cos θ), (1.3)

then ω = (−∆)S2ψ gives a traveling wave solution to (1.2) with γ = 0. It should be noticed
that if γ 6= 0, then the support of potential vorticity ω − 2γ cos θ is the whole sphere S2,
which will bring extraordinary difficulties for the construction of traveling localized vortices
ω, even if for point vortex systems. For discussions on this direction, we refer interested
readers to [29].

However, we can construct non-localized steady solutions to (1.2) with γ 6= 0 such that
∂tω = 0. In this situation, the first equation in (1.2) turns to be

∇⊥
S2
ψ · ∇S2(ω − 2γ cos θ) = 0,

from which we deduce that if ψ satisfies

(−∆S2)ψ = F (ψ) + 2γ cos θ, (1.4)

then ω = (−∆)S2ψ gives a steady solution to (1.2) on a rotating sphere at speed γ.
In fact, these two kind solutions can be transformed to each other. Notice that it holds

(−∆S2) cos θ = 2 cos θ. We have following lemma, which describes the equivalence for (1.3)
and (1.4).
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Lemma 1.1. Let ψ be a solution of

(−∆S2)ψ = F (ψ +W cos θ).

Then ψγ = ψ + γ cos θ gives a solution to

(−∆S2)ψγ = F
(

ψγ + (W − γ) cos θ
)

+ 2γ cos θ.

In view of Lemma 1.1, once we construct a traveling localized wave solution to (1.3),
we actually obtain a class of non-localized solutions to (1.4) with different sphere rotation
speed.

1.2. Historical notes. The vorticity formulation of incompressible Euler equation in R2

reads










∂tω + v · ∇ω = 0,

v = ∇⊥(−∆)−1ω,

ω
∣

∣

t=0
= ω0.

(1.5)

The global well-posedness for (1.5) with initial data in L1∩L∞ was established by Yudovich
[36] in 1963, which is also extended to the Euler equation on the sphere (1.2). Since then,
the theory of weak solutions has been considerably improved, see [13, 14, 16, 27].

Besides the well-posedness, researchers who study fluid mechanics are also interested
in specific global solutions of (1.2) or (1.5), which maintain their shape during evolution.
The general approach for giving such solutions is to make perturbations near trivial ones,
which can be roughly divided into two large classes.

Owing to the structure of the nonlinear term, it is well-known that all radial functions are
stationary solutions to (1.5), and the vortices bifurcating from these trivial ones constitute
the first class of global solutions. These N -fold symmetric solutions rotate at a uniform
angular velocity, which is also known as V-states. In 1978, Deem and Zabusky [11] used
numerical simulations to show the possible existence of V-states. A few years later, Burbea
[3] put forward a new method of finding V-states for (1.5), where local bifurcation was
applied in Hardy space, and the key observation is to rewrite (1.5) in a functional analytic
framework by conformal mapping. However, the proof in [3] has a gap, since the functions
in Hardy space do not actually have derivatives. It was not until 2013 that Hmidi, Mateu,
and Verdera [23] gave the first rigorous proof for the existence of simply–connected V-states
by contour dynamics equations, and Hassainia and Hmidi [19] extended this approach to
the gSQG case. Since then, the bifurcation method has been widely used in the construction
of V-states for active scalar equations. For instance, De La Hoze, Hassaina, Hmidi, Mateu,
Verdera [12] proved the existence of doubly connected vortex patches bifurcated from
annuli at specific angular velocity. While 2-fold symmetric V-states near Kirchhoff elliptic
vortices in Euler flow [24] and V-states with smooth vorticity distribution were discovered
by Castro, Córdoba, and Gómez-Serrano in [8]. Moreover, Hassainia, Masmoudi, and
Wheeler [21] made continuation on the bifurcation parameter by analytic tool, and studied
the global behavior of solutions. For quasi-periodic cases, there are also some results by
KAM theory, see [2, 20].
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For the equation (1.2) on S2, the analogies for V-States of (1.5) in R2 are called zonal
solutions, where the stream function ψ(θ, ϕ) = ψ(θ) is longitude independent. Especially,
The zonal Rossby–Haurwitz stream functions of degree n ∈ N

Ψn(θ) = βY 0
n (θ) +

2γ

n(n+ 1)− 2
cos θ, β ∈ R+

are special stationary solutions, where Y 0
n (θ) are spherical harmonic functions. In [9],

Constantin and Germain considered local and global bifurcation of non-zonal solutions to
(1.2) from Rossby–Haurwitz waves. They also proved the stability in H2(S2) of degree
2 case as well as the instability in H2(S2) of more general non-zonal Rossby–Haurwitz
type solutions. They also showed that any solution to (1.2) with F ′ > −6 must be zonal
(modulo rotation) and stable inH2(S2) provided an additional constraint F ′ < 0, where the
constant −6 corresponds to the second eigenvalues of the Laplace–Beltrami operator. Very
recently, Garćıa, Hassainia, and Roulley [17] developed the idea in [23], and constructed
k-fold symmetric vortex cap solutions by using contour dynamic equations and bifurcation
tool. For other existence and stability results on this aspect, we refer to [6, 7, 31].

In this sequel, we mainly consider the second class of global solutions, which consist of
relatively regular vortex patches near a system of point vortices given by

ω∗(x) =

N
∑

n=1

κnδxn

with δx the Dirac measure at point x. Although the velocity field at the location of each
point vortex is singular, their dynamics can be understood in a way that each point vortex
is transported by the velocity field created by the other point vortices. More precisely,
this point vortex system on a two-dimensional domain D is dominated by a Hamiltonian
system,

κnẋn = ∇⊥
xn
KN , 1 ≤ n ≤ N,

where KN is called the Kirchhoff–Routh function defined as

KN(x1,x2, ..,xN) :=
1

2

N
∑

m,n=1,m6=n

κmκnGD(xn,xm) +
1

2

N
∑

m=1

κ2mHD(xm,xm)

with GD denotes the Green kernel on D, HD is its corresponding Robin function. See
[25, 26] for the planar case and [15] for the spherical case. Owing to the Hamilton structure
for the motion of point vortices, the point-vortex dynamics on the Riemann surface has
been discussed by many mathematicians, and different kinds of relative equilibrium were
found, for which we refer to [29, 30, 32, 35].

The procedure of approximating ω∗ by relatively regular solutions is called a regulariza-
tion or a desingularization of point vortices. For the planar case (1.4), there is abundant
literature on this field. In [28], Marchioro and Pulvirenti considered the evolution of vor-
ticity in the Euler flow with smooth initial data near k point vortices. The same topic
was discussed by Davila, Del Pino, Musso, and Wei via a newly developed gluing method
in [10]. As for the regularization for equilibria in the Euler flow, Turkington constructed
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global vortex patch solutions near point vortices in [34], which is inspired by Arnold’s
dual variational principle [1], and is now known as the vorticity method. There are also
other approaches towards the same aim, which focus on the stream function and its re-
lated semilinear elliptic equation. For example, in [33], Smets and Van Schaftingen gave
a regularization of stationary vortices in different cases by the mountain-pass lemma; in
[5], Cao, Peng, and Yan considered the vortex patch problem of the planer Euler equation
by singular perturbation of stream function. The contour dynamic equation used for the
construction of V-states is also available for a regularization procedure, which we refer to
[22] for the construction of co-rotating and counter-rotating patch pairs.

In the following, we will construct a series of patch solutions to approximate the von
Kármán vortex street on S2, and then deal with a general case. Our construction is
more difficult and delicate than the planar case due to the different structure of Lapla-
cian. However, we will show that the dynamic property of small vortex patches on S2 is
strongly dependent on the corresponding Kirchhoff–Routh function, which is similar to the
regularization for point vortices on R2.

1.3. The main results. Let us start our research from the most classic point vortex
system on the unit sphere S2, namely, the k periodic von Kármán vortex street, where
there are 2k point vortices with the circulation κ, half positive and half negative, traveling
at a uniform angular speed along the equator.

To be more precise, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let z+
i = (θ0, ϕ

+
i ) be the location of positive vortices

on the northern hemisphere and z−
i = (π − θ0, ϕ

−
i ) be the location of negative vortices on

the southern hemisphere. There are two types of vortex streets, the first type is

ϕ+
i =

2πi

k
−
π

k
, ϕ−

i =
2πi

k
−
π

k
, (type 1)

and the second type is

ϕ+
i =

2πi

k
−

3π

2k
, ϕ−

i =
2πi

k
−

π

2k
. (type 2)

Then the point vortex solution can be written as

ω∗(z) = κ
k
∑

i=1

δ
z
+

i
− κ

k
∑

i=1

δ
z
−

i
,

whose stream function is

ψ∗(z) = κ
k
∑

i=1

G(z, z+
i )− κ

k
∑

i=1

G(z, z−
i ).

The point vortex model constitutes a Hamilton system, and the uniform traveling angular
velocity of the vortex street is given by

W ∗ =
κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=2

∂θG(z
+
1 , z

+
i ) +

κ

sin θ0
∂θH(z+

1 , z
+
1 )−

κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=1

∂θG(z
+
1 , z

−
i ).
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See [15]. Note that the vortex shedding can be put in a stationary frame with sphere
rotation speed γ = W ∗.

We construct a series of vorticity solutions {ωε}, tending to ω∗ but with a more regular
form than the Dirac measures. This procedure is hence regarded as a regularization for
point vortices. In [4], the authors have considered the C1 regular solutions for the whole
plane R2. However, we will consider the solution of patch type in this paper, whose initial
data is the characteristic function of the 2k domain,

ωε(z) =
1

ε2

k
∑

i=1

1Ω+

i,ε
−

1

ε2

k
∑

i=1

1Ω−

i,ε

with Ω±
i,ε are small areas centered at z±

i , and ε is a small scale parameter. As ε → 0+,

ω∗ tends to the point vortex solution ω∗. Actually, the stream function ψε = (−∆S2)
−1ωε

satisfies the following equation

(−∆S2)ψε =
1

ε2
1{ψε+Wε cos θ>µε} −

1

ε2
1{−ψε−Wε cos θ>µε} (1.6)

by (1.3), where

{ψε +Wε cos θ > µε} =

k
⋃

i=1

Ω+
i,ε, {−ψε −Wε cos θ > µε} =

k
⋃

i=1

Ω−
i,ε

are the positive and negative vorticity sets separately, Wε is the traveling angular velocity,
and µε is a flux constant.

To simplify the problem, we assume ψε and ωε are of k-fold symmetry. That is to say,
for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k,

ψε

(

θ +
2πi

k
, ϕ

)

= ψε(θ, ϕ) and ωε

(

θ +
2πi

k
, ϕ

)

= ωε(θ, ϕ).

Moreover, we require that Ω+
i,ε and Ω−

i,ε are symmetric with respect to (π
2
, 2πi
k
− π

k
), so that

they have the same shape. Then we can only deal with Ω+
1,ε in the construction. Having

done these preparations, we have the main theorem in our paper, which is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose z±
i satisfy (type 1) or (type 2) with 0 < θ0 ≤ π/2. Then there

exists an ε0 > 0 small, such that for each ε ∈ (0, ε0], (1.6) has a solution (ψε,Wε). Let

ωε = (−∆S2)ψε be the vorticity function. We have the following asymptotic estimates:

(i) One has

ωε ⇀ κ

k
∑

i=1

δ
z
+

i
− κ

k
∑

i=1

δ
z
−

i
as ε → 0+,

where the convergence is in the sense of measures, and κ is the circulation for each

vortex.

(ii) The boundary of vorticity set Ω±
i,ε is a C1 close curve, which is parameterized as

∂Ω±
i,ε =

{

z±
i +

[
√

κ/πε+ o(ε)
]

(cos ξ, sin−1 θ0 sin ξ) | ξ ∈ [0, 2π)
}

.
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(iii) As ε→ 0+, the traveling angular velocities are given by

W (1)
ε →

κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=2

∂θG

(

θ0,
π

k
, θ0,

2πi

k
−
π

k

)

+
κ

sin θ0
∂θH

(

θ0,
π

k
, θ0,

π

k

)

−
κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=1

∂θG

(

θ0,
π

k
, π − θ0,

2πi

k
−
π

k

)

for (type 1) vortex street, and

W (2)
ε →

κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=2

∂θG

(

θ0,
π

2k
, θ0,

2πi

k
−

3π

2k

)

+
κ

sin θ0
∂θH

(

θ0,
π

2k
, θ0,

πi

2k

)

−
κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=1

∂θG

(

θ0,
π

2k
, π − θ0,

2πi

k
−

π

2k

)

for (type 2) vortex street.

Remark 1.3. With the existence result in Theorem 1.2, we actually obtain a class of non-
localized solutions to (1.2) by Lemma 1.1. If we let ω̃ε = ωε + 2γ cos θ and ṽ = ∇⊥

S2
ψε +

(0, γ sin θ), then we give a traveling wave solution at the angular velocity Wγ = W − γ on
a sphere with γ the rotation speed.

The von Kármán point vortex street is only a special case of steady or traveling point
vortex system on S2. For other vivid examples, we refer to [30], where different kinds of
point vortex equilibria are given. To get a step further for general cases, we consider (1.4),
and let

ω∗(z) =

j
∑

m=1

κ+mδz+
m
−

k
∑

n=1

κ−n δz−
n
+ 2γ cos θ

be the limit vortex function. In this situation, ω∗(z) is composed of singular point vortex
part and regular non-localized part 2γ cos θ, which is no longer a point vortex system but
a vortex-wave system. However, in view of Lemma 1.1, it can be regarded as equal to a
point vortex system

ω̂∗(z) =

j
∑

m=1

κ+mδz+
m
−

k
∑

n=1

κ−n δz−
n

with traveling speed W = γ on a stationary sphere.
For ω∗(z), the Gauss constraint implies that

j
∑

m=1

κ+m =
k
∑

n=1

κ−n .

By the dynamics of point vortices on S2 [15], the coordinates (z+
1 , · · · , z

+
j , z

−
1 , · · · , z

−
k )

with z+
m = (φ+

m, θ
+
m), z

−
n = (φ−

n , θ
−
n ) (θ+m, θ

−
n 6= 0, π) should be on a critical point of the
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Kirchhoff–Routh function

Kk+j(z
+
1 , · · · , z

+
j , z

−
1 , · · · , z

−
k )

=
1

2

j
∑

m,l=1,m6=l

κ+mκ
+
l G(z

+
m, z

+
l ) +

1

2

k
∑

l,n=1,l 6=n

κ−l κ
−
nG(z

−
l , z

−
n )

+
1

2

k
∑

m=1

(κ+m)
2H(z+

m, z
+
m) +

1

2

j
∑

n=1

(κ−n )
2H(z−

n , z
−
n )

−

j
∑

m=1

k
∑

n=1

κ+mκ
−
nG(z

+
m, z

−
n )− γ

j
∑

m=1

κ+m cos θ+m + γ
k
∑

n=1

κ−n cos θ−n .

(1.7)

Now we are going to construct a series of vortex solutions to regularize ω∗(z). According
to Lemma 1.1, if we let ψε = ψ − γ cos θ in (1.4), then ψε should satisfy the equation

(−∆S2)ψε =
1

ε2

j
∑

m=1

1Bδ(z
+
m)1{ψε+γ cos θ>µ

+
m,ε}

−
1

ε2

k
∑

n=1

1Bδ(z
−
n )1{−ψε−γ cos θ>µ

−
n,ε}

, (1.8)

where δ > 0 is a small constant, µ+
m,ε, µ

−
n,ε are flux constants to be prescribed, and

{ψε + γ cos θ > µ+
m,ε} = Ω+

m,ε, {−ψε − γ cos θ > µ−
n,ε} = Ω−

n,ε

are the positive and negative level sets. The following theorem gives the regularization for

singular vortex ω∗(z) =
j
∑

m=1

κ+mδz+
m
−

k
∑

n=1

κ−n δz−
n
+ 2γ cos θ.

Theorem 1.4. For any nondegenerate critical point (z+
1 , · · · , z

+
j , z

−
1 , · · · , z

−
k ) of Kirchhoff–

Routh function Kk+j defined by (1.7), there exists an ε0 > 0 small, such that for each

ε ∈ (0, ε0], (1.8) has a solution ψε. Let ωε = (−∆S2)ψε + 2γ cos θ be the vorticity function.

We have the following asymptotic estimates:

(i) One has

ωε ⇀

j
∑

m=1

κ+mδz+
m
−

k
∑

n=1

κ−n δz−
n
+ 2γ cos θ as ε→ 0+,

where the convergence is in the sense of measures, and κ±l is the circulation for

each point vortex.

(ii) The boundaries of level sets Ω+
m,ε, Ω

−
n,ε, are C

1 close curves, which are parameterized

as

∂Ω+
m,ε =

{

z+
m,ε +

[
√

κ+m/πε+ o(ε)
]

(cos ξ, sin−1 θ+m,ε sin ξ) | ξ ∈ [0, 2π)
}

,

and

∂Ω−
n,ε =

{

z−
n,ε +

[
√

κ−n /πε+ o(ε)
]

(cos ξ, sin−1 θ−n,ε sin ξ) | ξ ∈ [0, 2π)
}
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with

(

z+
1,ε, · · · , z

+
j,ε, z

−
1,ε, · · · , z

−
k,ε

)

→
(

z+
1 , · · · , z

+
j , z

−
1 , · · · , z

−
k

)

as ε → 0+.

In Theorem 1.2, we fix the location z±
i of each vortex patch and adjust the traveling

angular speedWε. While in Theorem 1.4, we fix the rotating speed of the sphere γ and find
the proper condition for the location vector (z+

1,ε, · · · , z
+
j,ε, z

−
1,ε, · · · , z

−
k,ε). The aim of these

two procedures is similar, which is to eliminate the degenerate direction of a linearized
operator and make ψε a solution to the primal problem (1.6) or (1.8).

1.4. Organization of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
obtain a series of patch solutions to regularize the Kármán point vortex street on S

2. To
this purpose, we first construct suitable approximate solutions via the stream function of
the well-known Rankine vortex and transform the problem into a semilinear equation for
the perturbation function. Then, we solve the projective problem module one-dimensional
kernel of a linearized operator. The proof is finished by finding the condition for traveling
speed Wε and making the projection operator equal identity. This method is known as the
Lyapunov–Schmidt reduction procedure. The regularization for a general steady vortex-
wave system on S2 is discussed in Section 3, where a (2j + 2k)-dimensional problem is
solved to determine the vortex location (z+

1,ε, · · · , z
+
j,ε, z

−
1,ε, · · · , z

−
k,ε).

2. Regularization for Kármán point vortex street on S2

Since the regularized vorticity ωε concentrates to

κ
k
∑

i=1

δ
z
+

i
− κ

k
∑

i=1

δ
z
−

i
,

the asymptotic behavior of the stream function ψε far from the vorticity set Ωε is given by

κ
k
∑

i=1

G(z, z+
i )− κ

k
∑

i=1

G(z, z−
i ).

Our first task is to modify the Green kernel and to find an approximate solution, which
relies on the decomposition (1.1) of G(z, z′) at z±

i . In the following, we are going to
approximate κΓ(z, z±

i ) and κH(z, z±
i ) in (1.1) separately, and make up a vortex patch

solution on S2.

2.1. The approximate stream function. The equation for the stream function of the
well-known Rankine vortex is

{

∆w = 1B1(0), in R2,

w = 1
2
ln 1

|y|
, in R2 \B1(0),
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whose solution is given by

w(y) =







1
4
(1− |y|2), if |y| ≤ 1,

1
2
ln 1

|y|
, if |y| ≥ 1.

The approximate solution for Γ(z, z±
i ) looks like a scaled version of w. Define the tangent

mapping A : (θ, ϕ) → (x1, x2) from S2 to TzS
2 with the matrix

Mat(A) =

(

1 0
0 sin θ

)

.

Recall that the locations z±
i satisfy (type 1) or (type 2) with 0 < θ0 < π/2. We introduce

the function

V ±
i,ε(z) =

{ κ
2π

ln 1
ε
+ 1

4ε2
(s2ε − |A(z − z±

i )|
2), if |A(z − z±

i )| ≤ sε,
κ
2π

| ln ε|
| ln sε|

ln |A(z − z±
i )|, if |A(z − z±

i )| ≥ sε

as the approximate function for κΓ(z, z±
i ), where | · | is the distance in the tangent space

TzS
2. To make V ±

i,ε a C
1 smooth function, direct calculation gives the following relationship.

βε :=
κ

2π

| ln ε|

sε| ln sε|
=

sε
2ε2

, (2.1)

where βε is the value of −∂θV
±
i,ε at (sε + θ0, ϕ

±
i ). By the formulation of V ±

i,ε, it holds the
following integration equation.

V ±
i,ε(z) =

1

ε2

∫

{V ±

i,ε(z)>
κ
2π

ln 1

ε
}

Γ(θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′)dσ(z′).

To approximate the remaining regular part κH(z, z±
i ), we introduce

R±
i,ε(z) =

1

ε2

∫

{V ±

i,ε(z)>
κ
2π

ln 1

ε
}

H(θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′)dσ(z′).

Since H(z, z′) is C1 smooth, we can also use the symmetry in the integration to derive
that R±

i,ε(z) is an O(ε
2)-perturbation of κH(z, z±

i ).

By the definitions of V ±
i,ε(z) and R

±
i,ε(z), we have

(−∆S2)
(

V ±
i,ε +R±

i,ε

)

=
1

ε2
1{V ±

i,ε(z)>
κ
2π

ln 1

ε
}.

Thus we split ψε(z) as

ψε(z) =

k
∑

i=1

V +
i,ε +

k
∑

i=1

R+
i,ε −

k
∑

i=1

V −
i,ε −

k
∑

i=1

R−
i,ε + φε

:= Ψε + φε,
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in which Ψε(z) is the approximate solution, and φε(z) is a small error term. Note that it
holds

{

z ∈ S
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

V ±
i,ε(z) >

κ

2π
ln

1

ε

}

= {z ∈ S
2 | |A(z − z±

i )| < sε}. (2.2)

Denote Csε(z
±
i ) = {z ∈ S2 | |A(z − z±

i )| = sε}, and Bδ(z
±
i ) ⊂ S2 as the spherical cap

region with radius δ to localize each vortex. Then equation (1.6) is then transformed to

0 = −ε2∆S2

(

k
∑

i=1

V +
i,ε +

k
∑

i=1

R+
i,ε −

k
∑

i=1

V −
i,ε −

k
∑

i=1

R−
i,ε + φε

)

− 1{ψε+Wε cos θ>µε} + 1{−ψε−Wε cos θ>µε}

=
k
∑

i=1

(

−ε2∆S2

(

V +
i,ε +R+

i,ε

)

− 1{V +

i,ε>
κ
2π

ln 1

ε
}

)

−

k
∑

i=1

(

−ε2∆S2

(

V −
i,ε +R−

i,ε

)

− 1{V −

i,ε>
κ
2π

ln 1

ε
}

)

+ ε2

(

−∆S2φε −

k
∑

i=1

2

sε
φεδCsε (z+

i ) −

k
∑

i=1

2

sε
φεδCsε (z−

i )

)

−
k
∑

i=1

(

1Bδ(z
+

i )1{ψε+Wε cos θ>µε} − 1{V +

i,ε>
κ
2π

ln 1

ε
} −

2

sε
φεδCsε (z+

i )

)

+
k
∑

i=1

(

1Bδ(z
−

i )1{−ψε−Wε cos θ>µε} − 1{V −

i,ε>
κ
2π

ln 1

ε
} +

2

sε
φεδCsε (z−

i )

)

= ε2Lεφε − ε2Nε(φε),

where

Lεφε := (−∆S2)φε −

k
∑

i=1

2

sε
φεδCsε (z+

i ) −

k
∑

i=1

2

sε
φεδCsε (z−

i )

is the linear term, and

Nε(φε) =
1

ε2

k
∑

i=1

(

1Bδ(z
+

i )1{ψε+Wε cos θ>µε} − 1{V +

i,ε>
κ
2π

ln 1

ε
} −

2

sε
φεδCsε (z+

i )

)

−
1

ε2

k
∑

i=1

(

1Bδ(z
−

i )1{−ψε−Wε cos θ>µε} − 1{V −

i,ε>
κ
2π

ln 1

ε
} +

2

sε
φεδCsε (z−

i )

)

:=N+
ε (φε)−N−

ε (φε)
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is the nonlinear perturbation. To make Nε(φε) sufficiently small, the flux constant µε is
determined by

−
κ

2π
ln

1

ε
=κ

k
∑

i=2

G(z+
1 , z

+
i )− κ

k
∑

i=1

G(z+
1 , z

−
i )

+ κH(z+
1 , z

+
1 )−Wε cos θ0 − µε.

(2.3)

Having done all these preparations, we are now to solve the semilinear problem

Lεφε = Nε(φε), (2.4)

which is discussed in the next part.

2.2. The linear problem. If Lε is invertable, we can transform (2.4) into a fixed point
problem φε = L−1

ε Nε(φε), which is easy to handle. However, Lε is not invertible in our
problem. Thus we must find the approximate kernel, and deal with the projective problem.

To begin with, let us consider the linearized operator for −∆v−1{v>0} at the well-known
Rankine vortex as

L0φ := −∆φ− 2φδ|y|=1. (2.5)

In [5], the authors dealt with a eigenvalue problem for Laplace–Beltrami operator on S1 to
show that

Theorem 2.1. Let w ∈ L∞(R2) ∩ C(R2) be a solution to L0w = 0 with the operator L0

defined in (2.5). Then

w ∈ span

{

∂w

∂y1
,
∂w

∂y2

}

.

By defining the mapping A0 : (θ, ϕ) → (x1, x2) from S
2 to T

z
±

i
S
2 with the matrix

Mat(A0) =

(

1 0
0 sin θ0

)

,

we introduce the rescaled Rankine vortex U±
i,ε(z) as

U±
i,ε(z) =

{ κ
2π

ln 1
ε
+ 1

4ε2
(s2ε − |A0(z − z±

i )|
2), if |A0(z − z±

i )| ≤ sε,
κ
2π

| ln ε|
| ln sε|

ln |A0(z − z±
i )|, if |A0(z − z±

i )| ≥ sε,

which are functions near V ±
i,ε(z). Since Lε is almost the scaled version of L0, a suitable

choice for the element in the approximate kernel is

Zε(z) =

k
∑

i=1

χ+
i (z)

∂U+
i,ε

∂θ
−

k
∑

i=1

χ−
i (z)

∂U−
i,ε

∂θ
,

where
∂U+

i,ε

∂θ
=

{

− 1
2ε2

(θ − θ0), if |A0(z − z+
i )| ≤ sε,

− κ| ln ε|
2π| ln sε|

θ−θ0
|A0(z−z

+

i )|2
, if |A0(z − z+

i )| ≥ sε,
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∂U−
i,ε

∂θ
=

{

− 1
2ε2

(θ − θ0), if |A0(z − z−
i )| ≤ sε,

− κ| ln ε|
2π| ln sε|

θ−(π−θ0)

|A0(z−z
−

i )|2
, if |A0(z − z−

i )| ≥ sε,

and

χ±
i (z) =

{

1, if |z − z±
i |S2 < ε| ln ε|,

0, if |z − z±
i |S2 ≥ 2ε| ln ε|

are smooth truncation functions radially symmetric with respect to z±
i satisfying

|∇χ±
i (z)| ≤

2

ε| ln ε|
and |∇2χ±

i (z)| ≤
2

ε2| ln ε|2

with | · |S2 the distance on the sphere S2. We claim that the approximate kernel of Lε is
one-dimensional, since the direction ∂ϕ is eliminated by the k-fold symmetry of the vertex
streets.

Also thanks to the k-fold symmetry of the problem, we can restrict our discussion to the
domain

Π := (0, π)× (0, 2π/k) ,

which is regarded as a typical period of Kármán vortex streets. In these settings, the
projective problem for (2.4) is rewritten as

{

Lεφ = h(z) + Λ(−∆S2)Zε, in Π,
∫

Π
φ(z)(−∆S2)Zε(z)dσ = 0,

(2.6)

where the nonlinear term h(z) satisfies

supph(z) ⊂ BLε(z
+
1 ) ∪ BLε(z

−
1 )

with L a large positive constant, and Λ is the coefficient such that
∫

Π

Zε
[

Lεφ− h− Λ(−∆S2)Zε
]

dσ = 0.

By denoting the ‖ · ‖∗ norm for the function φ on the sphere as

‖φ‖∗ = sup
Π

|φ|,

we first give a coercive estimate for Lε in the next lemma, from which we can verify the
choice of Zε is reasonable. In the subsequent proof, the large positive constant L is always
used to bound the radius of each vortex set Ω±

i,ε with Lε.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that h satisfies supph ⊂ BLε(z
+
1 ) ∪ BLε(z

−
1 ), and

ε1−
2

p‖h‖W−1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) <∞

for p ∈ (2,+∞], then there exists a small ε0 > 0 and a positive constant c0 such that for

any ε ∈ (0, ε0] and solution pair (φ,Λ) to (2.6), it holds

‖φ‖∗ + ε1−
2

p‖∇φ‖Lp(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) + |Λ|ε−1 ≤ c0ε

1− 2

p‖h‖W−1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)). (2.7)
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Proof. To derive the estimate for coefficient Λ, we integrate by parts to obtain

Λ

∫

Π

[

(∂θZε)
2 +

(

∂ϕZε
sin θ

)2
]

dσ =

∫

Π

ZεLεφdσ −

∫

Π

Zεhdσ. (2.8)

Let

Π+ := (0, π/2)× (0, 2π/k)

be the upper half of Π. For the left hand side of (2.8), it holds

Λ

∫

Π

[

(∂θZε)
2 +

(

∂ϕZε
sin θ

)2
]

dσ = 2Λ

∫

Π+

sin θ







(

∂2U+
1,ε

∂θ2

)2

+





∂2U+

1,ε

∂ϕ∂θ

sin θ0





2





dθdϕ+ Λ

oε(1)

ε2

= Λ
Cz
ε2

(1 + oε(1)),

where Cz =
∫

R2(∇∂y1w)
2dy is a positive constant.

To estimate the first term in the right-hand side of (2.8), it is sufficient to consider the
integration in Π+ owing to the symmetry of the vortex streets.

∫

Π+

ZεLεφdσ =

∫

Π+

φLεZεdσ

=

∫

Π+

φ(−∆S2)Zεdσ −
2

sε

∫

Csε (z
+

1
)

φ sin θ
∂U+

1,ε

∂θ
.

It holds
∫

Π+

φ(−∆S2)Zεdσ =

∫

Π+

φ

[

∂θ(sin θ∂θZε) +
∂2ϕZε

sin θ

]

dθdϕ

=

∫

Π+

φ cos θ∂θ

(

χ+
1

∂U+
1,ε

∂θ

)

dθdϕ+

∫

Π+

φ sin θ

[

(∂2θχ
+
1 )
∂U+

1,ε

∂θ
+
∂2ϕχ

+
1

sin2 θ

∂U+
1,ε

∂θ

]

dθdϕ

+ 2

∫

Π+

φ sin θ

[

∂θχ
+
1

∂2U+
1,ε

∂θ2
+
∂ϕχ

+
1

sin2 θ

∂2U+
1,ε

∂ϕ∂θ

]

dθdϕ

+

∫

Π+

φχ+
1 sin θ

[

1

sin2 θ
−

1

sin2 θ0

]

∂2U+
1,ε

∂ϕ2∂θ
dθdϕ+

∫

Π+

φχ+
1 sin θ





∂3U+
1,ε

∂θ3
+

∂3U+

1,ε

∂ϕ2∂θ

sin2 θ0



 dθdϕ

= I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5.

According to the property for truncation function χ+
1 , we have I1 ≤ C| ln ε|‖φ‖∗, I2 ≤

C‖φ‖∗
ε| ln ε|

,

I3 ≤
C‖φ‖∗
ε| ln ε|

, and I4 ≤ C‖φ‖∗. For the last term I5, by applying the nondegenerate property

in Theorem 2.1, we have

I5 =
2

sε

∫

Csε (z
+

1
)

φ sin θ
∂U+

1,ε

∂θ
+Oε(1)‖φ‖∗.
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Thus we have
∫

Π+

ZεLεφdσ ≤
C

ε| ln ε|
‖φ‖∗.

For the last term in (2.8), we can apply the Poincaré inequality to derive
∫

Π

Zεhdσ ≤ ‖h‖W−1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
))‖∇Zε‖Lp′(BLε(z

+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
))

≤ Cε
2

p′
−2
‖h‖W−1,p(BLε(z

+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)).

Concluding all the above estimates together, we have

|Λ|ε−1 ≤
C

| ln ε|
‖φ‖∗ + ε

2

p′
−1
‖h‖W−1,p(BLε(z

+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)).

Since

‖(−∆S2)Zε‖W−1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) ≤ C‖∇Zε‖Lp(BLε(z

+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) = Cε

2

p
−2, (2.9)

it holds

‖Λ(−∆S2)Zε‖W−1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) ≤ C

ε
2

p
−1

| ln ε|
‖φ‖∗ + C‖h‖W−1,p(BLε(z

+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)).

To obtain the estimate for ‖φ‖∗ and ε1−
2

p ‖∇φ‖Lp(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) in the next step, we

argue by contradiction. Suppose not. Then there exists a sequence {εn} tending to 0, such
that

‖φn‖∗ + ε
1− 2

p
n ‖∇φn‖Lp(BLεn (z+

1
)∪BLεn (z−

1
)) = 1, (2.10)

and

ε
2

p′
−2

n ‖h‖W−1,p(BLεn (z+

1
)∪BLεn (z

−

1
)) ≤

1

n
.

The solution φn satisfies the equation

(−∆S2)φn =
2

sε
φnδCsε (z+

1
) +

2

sε
φnδCsε (z−

1
) + h+ Λ(−∆S2)Zε.

By letting

g(z) =
2

sε
φnδCsε (z−

1
) + h+ Λ(−∆S2)Zε

and ṽ(y) = v(sεny1 + θ0, sεn sin
−1(sεny1 + θ0)y2 + ϕ+

1 ) for a general function v, we see that

φ̃n satisfies the scaled equation

∫

Dn

[

∂φ̃n
∂y1

∂ζ

∂y1
+
∂φ̃n
∂y2

∂ζ

∂y2

]

dy = 2

∫

|y|=1

φ̃nζdξ + 〈g̃n, ζ〉, ∀ ζ ∈ C∞
0 (Dn), (2.11)

where

Dn := {y | (sεny1 + θ0, sεn sin
−1(sεny1 + θ0)y2 + ϕ+

1 ) ∈ Π+}.
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Since

‖g̃n‖W−1,p(BL(0)) ≤ Cε
1− 2

p
n





ε
2

p
−1

n

| ln εn|
‖φn‖∗ + ‖h‖W−1,p(BLεn (z+

1
)∪BLεn (z

−

1
))



 = on(1)

by estimate (2.9), φ̃n is bounded in W 1,p
loc (R

2) by regularity theory of elliptic operator, and

bounded in Cα
loc(R

2) for some α > 0 by Sobolev embedding. Hence we can assume φ̃n
converge uniformly to φ∗ ∈ L∞(R2)∩C(R2) in any fixed compact set in R2, which satisfies
the limit equation

−∆φ∗ = 2φ∗δ|y|=1, in R
2.

Owing to Theorem 2.1 and the symmetry property of our problem, it holds

φ∗ = C∗ ∂w

∂y1
.

However, from the projection condition in (2.6) we know that
∫

R2 ∇φ
∗∇∂y1wdy = 0. Thus

C∗ = 0 and

‖φn‖L∞(BLεn (z+

1
)∪BLεn (z−

1
)) = on(1).

Then, in view of the maximum principle, we have

‖φn‖∗ = on(1). (2.12)

On the other hand, the right-hand side of equation (2.11) can be controlled by

on(1)‖ζ‖W 1,1(BL(0)) + on(1)‖ζ‖W 1,p′(BL(0))
= on(1)

(
∫

BL(0)

|∇ζ |p
′

)
1

p′

dy.

As a result, we deduce that

ε
1− 2

p
n ‖∇φn‖Lp(BLεn (z+

1
)∪BLεn (z−

1
)) ≤ C||∇φ̃n||Lp(BL(0)) = on(1).

Hence we get a contradiction to (2.10). Combining this fact with the estimate for Λ, we
then deduce that (2.7) holds, and complete the proof of Lemma 2.2. �

By the coercive estimate in Lemma 2.2, the projective problem (2.6) is solvable according
to the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that supph ⊂ BLε(z
+
1 ) ∪ BLε(z

−
1 ) and

ε1−
2

p‖h‖W−1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) <∞

for p ∈ (2,+∞]. Then there exists a small ε0 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0] and Λ the

projection coefficient, (2.6) has a unique solution φε = Tε h, where Tε is a linear operator.

Moreover, there exists a constant c0 > 0 independent of ε, such that

‖φε‖∗ + ε1−
2

p‖∇φε‖Lp(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) ≤ c0ε

1− 2

p‖h‖W−1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)). (2.13)
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Proof. Let H(Π) be the Hilbert space endowed with the inner product

[u, v]H(Π) =

∫

Π

[

∂u

∂θ

∂v

∂θ
+

1

sin2 θ

∂u

∂ϕ

∂v

∂ϕ

]

dσ.

We also introduce two spaces as follows. The first one is

Eε :=
{

u ∈ H(Π)
∣

∣ ‖u‖∗ <∞, k−fold symmetric, [u, Zε]H(Π) = 0
}

with norm || · ||∗, and the second one is

Fε :=

{

h∗ ∈ W−1,p(BLε(z
+
1 ) ∪ BLε(z

−
1 ))

∣

∣ k−fold symmetric,

∫

Π

Zεh
∗dσ = 0

}

with p ∈ (2,+∞]. Then for φε ∈ Eε, the problem (2.6) has an equivalent operator form.

φε = (−∆S2)
−1
∗ Pε

(

2

sε
φεδCsε (z+

1
) +

2

sε
φεδCsε (z−

1
)

)

+ (−∆S2)
−1
∗ Pεh

= K φε + (−∆S2)
−1
∗ Pεh,

where

(−∆S2)
−1
∗ u :=

k−1
∑

i=0

∫

Π

G((θ, ϕ+ 2iπ/k), z′)u(z′)dσ′,

and Pε is the projection operator to Fε. Since Zε has a compact support owing to the
truncation χ±

i (z), by the definition of G∗(x,x
′), we see that K maps Eε to Eε.

Notice that K is a compact operator. In view of the Fredholm alternative, (2.6) has a
unique solution if the homogeneous equation

φε = K φε

has only trivial solution in Eε, which can be obtained from Lemma 2.2. Now we set

Tε := (Id− K )−1(−∆S2)
−1
∗ Pε,

and the estimate (2.13) holds by Lemma 2.2. The proof is thus complete. �

2.3. The reduction. In order to apply the contraction mapping theorem, we give a deli-
cate estimate for the nonlinear term Nε(φε), which relies on an expansion near the vorticity
domain Ω±

1,ε.
By denoting Π+ := (0, π/2)× (0, 2π/k), and

ṽ(y) = v(sεy1 + θ0, sε sin
−1(sεy1 + θ0)y2 + ϕ+

1 )

for a general function v, we have following lemma concerning the estimate for the level set
{z | ψε(z) +Wε sin θ0 = µε}.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that φ̃ is a function satisfying

‖∇φ̃‖L∞(BL(0)) + ‖φ̃‖L∞(BL(0)) = O(ε). (2.14)

with p ∈ (2,+∞]. Then the set

Γ̃ε,φ̃ := {y | Ψ̃ε(y) + φ̃+Wε cos(sεy1 + θ0) = µε}
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is a closed convex curve in R2, and

Γ̃ε,φ̃(ξ) = (1 + tε(ξ))(cos ξ, sin ξ)

= (1 + tε,φ̃(ξ) + tε,H(ξ) +O(ε2))(cos ξ, sin ξ)

=

(

1 +
1

sεβε
φ̃(cos ξ, sin ξ)

)

(cos ξ, sin ξ) +
H(ξ)

sεβε
(cos θ, 0)

+O(ε2), ξ ∈ (0, 2π]

(2.15)

with ‖tε‖C1[0,2π) = O(ε), and

H(ξ) =

〈

κ

k
∑

i=2

∇G(z+
1 , z

+
i ) + κ∇H(z+

1 , z
+
1 )− κ

k
∑

i=1

∇G(z+
1 , z

−
i )

− (Wε sin θ0, 0), (sε cos ξ, sε sin
−1(sεy1 + θ0) sin ξ)

〉

.

Moreover, it holds

∣

∣

∣
Γ̃ε,φ̃1 − Γ̃ε,φ̃2

∣

∣

∣
=

(

1

sεβε
+O(ε)

)

‖φ̃1 − φ̃2‖L∞(BL(0)) (2.16)

for two functions φ̃1, φ̃2 satisfying (2.14).

Proof. Let (y1, y2) = (cos ξ, sin ξ), and the inner product H(ξ) is a regular term of order
O(ε). Then by the definition of µε in (2.3), we have

ψ̃ε(y)−Wε cos(sεy1 + θ0)− µε = φ̃+H +O(ε2).

In view of (2.1) and (2.2), it holds

∇
[

ψ̃ε(y)−Wε cos(sεy1 + θ0)− µε

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

|y|=1

=∇

[

Ṽ +
1,ε(y)−

κ

2π
ln

1

ε

] ∣

∣

∣

∣

|y|=1

+O(ε) = sεβε +O(ε).

Using the implicit function theorem, we have

‖tε,φ̃‖C1[0,2π) =
‖φ̃‖C1(BL(0))

sεβε +O(ε)
= O(ε),

and

‖tε,H‖C1[0,2π) =
‖H‖C1(BL(0))

sεβε +O(ε)
= O(ε).

Hence Γ̃ε,φ̃(ξ) is a C
1 closed curve. The quantitative estimates (2.15) and (2.16) also follows

from the implicit function theorem directly. �
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In view of Lemma 2.3, we consider

φε = TεNε(φε).

In the next lemma, we show the smallness and the contraction property for the error term
Nε(φε), so that the contraction mapping theorem is applied to obtain the existence of φε
in Eε.

Lemma 2.5. There exists a small ε0 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0], there is a unique

solution φε ∈ Eε to (2.6). Moreover φε satisfies

‖φε‖∗ + ε1−
2

p ‖∇φε‖Lp(BLε(z
+
1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) = O(ε) (2.17)

for p ∈ (2,+∞].

Proof. Denote Gε := TεRε, and a neighborhood of origin in Eε as

Bε := Eε ∩
{

φ | ‖φ‖∗ + ε1−
2

p‖∇φ‖Lp(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) ≤ Cε, p ∈ (2,∞]

}

with C a large positive constant. We will show that Gε is a contraction map from Bε to
Bε, so that a unique fixed point φε can be obtained by the contraction mapping theorem.
Actually, letting h = Nε(φ) for φ ∈ Bε, and noticing that Nε(φ) satisfies the assumptions
for h in Lemma 2.4, we obtain

‖TεNε(φ)‖∗ + ε1−
2

p‖∇TεNε(φ)‖Lp(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) ≤ c0ε

1− 2

p‖Nε(φ)‖W−1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)).

To begin with, we are to show that Gε maps Bε continuously into itself. For simplicity,
we only consider N+

ε (φ) restricted in Π+. For each ζ(y) ∈ C∞
0 (BL(0)), by applying the

estimates in Lemma 2.4, we derive

s2ε
ε2

∫

BL(0)

[

1{ψ̃ε+Wε cos(sεy1+θ0)>µε}
− 1{Ṽ +

1,ε>
κ
2π

ln 1

ε
}

]

ζdy − 2

∫ 2π

0

φ̃ζ(1, ξ)dξ

=
s2ε
ε2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 1+tε(ξ)

1

tζ(t, ξ)dtdξ − 2

∫ 2π

0

φ̃ζ(1, ξ)dξ

=
s2ε
ε2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 1+tε(ξ)

1

tζ(1, ξ)dtdξ − 2

∫ 2π

0

φ̃ζ(1, ξ)dξ

+
s2ε
ε2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 1+tε(ξ)

1

t(ζ(t, θ)− ζ(1, ξ))dtdξ

=
s2ε
ε2

∫ 2π

0

φ̃(1, ξ)

sεβε
ζ(1, ξ)dξ − 2

∫ 2π

0

φ̃ζ(1, ξ)dξ

+
s2ε
ε2

∫ 2π

0

∫ 1+tε(ξ)

1

t

∫ t

1

∂ϕ̃(r, ξ)

∂r
drdtdξ = O(ε)‖ζ‖W 1,p′(BL(0))

,

where we have used the estimate for the gradient value βε in (2.1). Hence it holds

ε1−
2

p‖Nε(φ)‖W−1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) = O(ε),
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and

‖TεNε(φ)‖∗ + ε1−
2

p ‖∇TεNε(φ)‖Lp(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)) = O(ε)

for p ∈ (2,+∞]. Thus the operator Gε indeed maps Bε to Bε continuously.
In the next step, we are to verify that Gε is a contraction mapping under the norm

‖ · ‖Gε = ‖ · ‖∗ + ε1−
2

p‖ · ‖W 1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)∪BLε(z

−

1
)), p ∈ (2,+∞].

We already know that Bε is close under this norm. Let φ1 and φ2 be two functions in Bε.
By Lemma 2.2 and symmetry of the problem with respect to θ = π/2, we have

‖Gεφ1 − Gεφ2‖Gε ≤ Cε1−
2

p‖N+
ε (φ1)−N+

ε (φ2)‖W−1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)),

where

N+
ε (φ1)−N+

ε (φ2)

=
1

ε2

(

1{Ψε+φ1+Wε cos θ>µε} − 1{Ψε+φ2+Wε cos θ>µε} − 2 [φ1(r, ξ)− φ2(r, ξ)] δCsε (z+
1
)

)

.

According to (2.16) in Lemma 2.4, for each ζ ∈ C∞
0 (BL(0)), it holds

s2ε
ε2

∫

BL(0)

[

1{{Ψ̃ε+φ̃1+Wε cos(sεy1+θ0)>µε}}}
− 1{Ψ̃ε+φ̃1+Wε cos(sεy1+θ0)>µε}

]

ζdy

=
s2ε
ε2

∫ 2π

0

(tε,φ̃1 − tε,φ̃2)ζ(1, ξ)dξ + oε(1)‖φ̃1 − φ̃2‖L∞(BL(0))‖ζ‖W 1,p′(BL(0))
.

By denoting φ∗ = φ1 − φ2, we then obtain the expansion

tε,φ̃1 − tε,φ̃2

= −sεβε

(

φ∗(1, ξ) +

∫ 1+tε,1(ξ)

1

∂φ̃∗(r, ξ)

∂r
dr +

∫ 1+tε,2(ξ)

1+tε,1(ξ)

∂φ̃2(r, ξ)

∂r
dr

)

.

Then using the definition of βε in (2.1), one can deduce that

s2ε
ε2

∫ 2π

0

(tε,φ̃1 − tε,φ̃2)ζ(1, ξ)dξ

= 2

∫ 2π

0

(φ̃1 − φ̃2)ζ(1, ξ)dξ + oε(1)‖φ̃
∗‖L∞(BL(0))‖ζ‖W 1,p′(BL(0))

.

Finally, we conclude that

ε1−
2

p‖N+
ε (φ1)−N+

ε (φ2)‖W−1,p(BLε(z
+

1
)) = oε(1)‖φ1 − φ2‖Gε,

and

‖Gεφ1 − Gεφ2‖Gε = oε(1)‖φ1 − φ2‖Gε.

Hence we have shown that Gε is a contraction map from Bε into itself.
By applying the contraction mapping theorem, we now can claim that there is a unique

φε ∈ Bε such that φε = Gεφε, which satisfies (2.17). �
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Although we obtain a solution to the projective problem (2.6), it does not solve the
primitive equation (2.4). To go back to the problem (2.4), we will solve a one-dimensional
problem in the next part.

2.4. The one-dimensional problem. From (2.6), it holds

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2
1{ψε+Wε cos θ>µε} +

1

ε2
1{−ψε−Wε cos θ>µε} = Λ(−∆S2)Zε.

Multiplying above equality by Zε and integrating on Π, we have
∫

Π

[

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2
1{ψε+Wε cos θ>µε} +

1

ε2
1{−ψε−Wε cos θ>µε}

]

Zεdσ = Λ

∫

Π

Zε(−∆S2)Zεdσ.

To make ψε a solution to (2.4), we choose a suitable traveling angular velocity Wε such
that Λ = 0, which needs the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. It holds
∫

Π

[

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2
1{ψε+Wε cos θ>µε} +

1

ε2
1{−ψε−Wε cos θ>µε}

]

Zεdσ

= 2κ

[

κ

k
∑

i=2

∂θG(z
+
1 , z

+
i ) + κ∂θH(z+

1 , z
+
1 )− κ

k
∑

i=1

∂θG(z
+
1 , z

−
i )−Wε sin θ0 + oε(1)

]

.

Proof. Notice that

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2
1{ψε+Wε cos θ>µε} +

1

ε2
1{−ψε−Wε cos θ>µε} = Lεφε −Nε(φε).

For simplicity, we consider the following integration in Π+ = (0, π/2)× (0, 2π/k).
∫

Π+

ZεLεφεdσ −

∫

Π+

ZεN
+
ε (φε)dσ = I1 − I2.

For the first part of the integration I1, from Lemma 2.2, we already know that

I1 =
C

ε| ln ε|
‖φε‖∗ = oε(1).

For the second part of the integration I2, by Lemma 2.4 it holds
∫

Π+

ZεN
+
ε (φε)dσ =

1

ε2

[

1{ψ̃ε+W cos(sεy1+θ0)>µε}
− 1{Ṽ +

1,ε>
κ
2π

ln 1

ε
} −

2

sε
φεδCsε (z+

1
)

]

Zεdσ

=
s2ε
ε2

∫ 2π

0

[

H(ξ)

sεβε
+O(ε2)

]

Zεdξ + oε(1),

where βε is defined in (2.1). Then we have

I2 =
s2ε
ε2

∫ 2π

0

H(ξ)

sεβε
Zεdξ + oε(1)

= −κ

[

κ
k
∑

i=2

∂θG(z
+
1 , z

+
i ) + κ∂θH(z+

1 , z
+
1 )− κ

k
∑

i=1

∂θG(z
+
1 , z

−
i )−Wε sin θ0

]

,
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where we have used the asymptotic estimates s2ε
ε2

= κ
π
+ oε(1) and sεβε = κ

2π
+ oε(1) in

(2.1). Since the integration on Π− = (π/2, π)× (0, 2π/k) is the same as in Π+, the proof
is complete by multiplying it twice. �

Now we are ready to give the proof for Theorem 1.2.
Proof of Theorem 1.2: To obtain a family of desired solutions to (2.4), we only need to
find suitable Wε such that coefficient Λ = 0. In the proof of Lemma 2.6, we already obtain

∫

Π

Zε(−∆S2)Zεdσ =

∫

Π

[

(∂θZε)
2 +

(

∂ϕZε
sin θ

)2
]

dσ > 0.

Hence by Lemma 2.6, Λ = 0 is equivalent to the characterization

Wε =
κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=2

∂θG(z
+
1 , z

+
i ) +

κ

sin θ0
∂θH(z+

1 , z
+
1 )−

κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=1

∂θG(z
+
1 , z

−
i ) + oε(1).

As a result, for the (type 1) vortex streets, the traveling angular velocity is

W (1)
ε =

κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=2

∂θG

(

θ0,
π

k
, θ0,

2πi

k
−
π

k

)

+
κ

sin θ0
∂θH

(

θ0,
π

k
, θ0,

π

k

)

−
κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=1

∂θG

(

θ0,
π

k
, π − θ0,

2πi

k
−
π

k

)

+ oε(1),

and for the (type 2) vortex streets, the traveling angular velocity is

W (2)
ε =

κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=2

∂θG

(

θ0,
π

2k
, θ0,

2πi

k
−

3π

2k

)

+
κ

sin θ0
∂θH

(

θ0,
π

2k
, θ0,

πi

2k

)

−
κ

sin θ0

k
∑

i=1

∂θG

(

θ0,
π

2k
, π − θ0,

2πi

k
−

π

2k

)

+ oε(1),

which gives rise to the property (ii). The convergence for ωε = (−∆S2)ψε stated in (i) is
obvious. Finally, the estimate (iii) for vorticity sets Ω±

i,ε is directly from Lemma 2.4, and

sε =
√

κ/πε+ o(ε) by (2.1). Thus we have completed the proof. �

3. The general steady case

In this section, we discuss the general steady case where the vorticity solutions are near
the vortex-wave system

ω∗(z) =

j
∑

m=1

κ+mδz+
m
−

k
∑

n=1

κ−n δz−
n
+ 2γ cos θ,

with the rotating speed of the sphere γ and
j
∑

m=1

κ+m =
k
∑

n=1

κ−n . To approximate the singular

part for the stream function of each vortex, let z+
m,ε = (φ+

m,ε, θ
+
m,ε), z

−
n,ε = (φ−

n,ε, θ
−
n,ε) be
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undetermined, and define

V +
m,ε(z) =

{

κ+m
2π

ln 1
ε
+ 1

4ε2
(s+2
m,ε − |A(z − z+

m,ε)|
2), if |A(z − z+

m,ε)| ≤ s+m,ε,
κ+m
2π

| ln ε|

| ln s+m,ε|
ln |A(z − z+

m,ε)|, if |A(z − z+
m,ε)| ≥ s+m,ε

and

V −
n,ε(z) =

{

κ−n
2π

ln 1
ε
+ 1

4ε2
(s−2
n,ε − |A(z − z−

n,ε)|
2), if |A(z − z−

n,ε)| ≤ s−n,ε,
κ−n
2π

| ln ε|

| ln s−n,ε|
ln |A(z − z−

n,ε)|, if |A(z − z−
n,ε)| ≥ s−n,ε,

where A is the same tangent mapping defined in Section 2, and s+m,ε, s
−
n,ε satisfy the regu-

larity condition

β+
m,ε =

κ+m
2π

| ln ε|

s+m,ε| ln s
+
m,ε|

=
s+m,ε
2ε2

, β−
n,ε =

κ−n
2π

| ln ε|

s−n,ε| ln s
−
n,ε|

=
s−n,ε
2ε2

.

Then let

R+
m,ε(z) =

1

ε2

∫

{V +
m,ε(z)>

κ
2π

ln 1

ε
}

H(θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′)dσ(z′),

and

R−
n,ε(z) =

1

ε2

∫

{V −
n,ε(z)>

κ
2π

ln 1

ε
}

H(θ, ϕ, θ′, ϕ′)dσ(z′)

be the approximations of the regular part H . The solution ψε to (1.8) is decomposed as

ψε(z) =

j
∑

m=1

U+
m,ε +

j
∑

m=1

R+
m,ε −

k
∑

n=1

U−
n,ε −

k
∑

n=1

R−
n,ε + φε

:= Ψε + φε,

where φε is a small perturbation term. Using the linearization method, we then transform
equation (1.6) to a semilinear problem on φε

Lεφε = Nε(φε), (3.1)

where

Lεφε = (−∆S2)φε −

j
∑

m=1

2

s+m,ε
φεδC

s
+
m,ε

(z+
m,ε)

−

k
∑

n=1

2

s+n,ε
φεδC

s
−
n,ε

(z−
n,ε)
,

and

Nε(φε) =
1

ε2

j
∑

m=1

(

1Bδ(z
+
m)1{ψε+γ cos θ>µ

+
m,ε}

− 1
{V +

m,ε>
κ
+
m
2π

ln 1

ε
}
−

2

s+m,ε
φεδC

s
+
m,ε

(z+
m,ε)

)

−
1

ε2

k
∑

n=1

(

1Bδ(z
−
n )1{−ψε−γ cos θ>µ

−
n,ε}

− 1
{V −

n,ε>
κ
−
n

2π
ln 1

ε
}
+

2

s−n,ε
φεδC

s
−
n,ε

(z−
n,ε)

)

with

Cs+m,ε
(z+

m,ε) = {z ∈ S
2 | |A(z − z+

m,ε)| = s+m,ε},
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and

Cs−n,ε
(z−

n,ε) = {z ∈ S
2 | |A(z − z−

n,ε)| = s−n,ε}.

To make Nε(φε) as small as possible, µ+
m,ε and µ

−
n,ε are chosen to satisfy

−
κ+m
2π

ln
1

ε
=−

j
∑

i 6=m

κ+i G(z
+
m,ε, z

+
i,ε)−

k
∑

l=1

κ−l G(z
+
m,ε, z

−
l,ε)

− κ+mH(z+
m,ε, z

+
m,ε)− γ cos θ+m,ε + µ+

m,ε,

and

−
κ−n
2π

ln
1

ε
=−

j
∑

l 6=n

κ−l G(z
−
n,ε, z

−
l,ε)−

k
∑

i=1

κ+i G(z
−
n,ε, z

+
i,ε)

− κ−nH(z−
n,ε, z

−
n,ε)− γ cos θ−n,ε + µ−

n,ε.

3.1. The reduction. Since Lε is not invertible as we discussed in Section 2, we first
consider the projective problem of (3.1). For this purpose, we define the tangent mapping
A±
l : (θ, ϕ) → (x1, x2) from S2 to T

z
±

l
S2 with the matrix

Mat(A±
l ) =

(

1 0
0 sin θ±l,ε

)

.

We also define U±
l,ε(z) as

U±
l,ε(z) =







κ±
l

2π
ln 1

ε
+ 1

4ε2
(s±2
l,ε − |A±

l (z − z±
l,ε)|

2), if |A±
l (z − z±

l,ε)| ≤ s±l,ε,
κ±
l

2π
| ln ε|

| ln s±
l,ε

|
ln |A±

l (z − z±
l,ε)|, if |A±

l (z − z±
l,ε)| ≥ s±l,ε.

Then the approximate kernel of Lε is (2j + 2k)-dimensional, which is given by the linear
combination of

X+
m,ε(z) = χ+

m(z)
∂U+

m,ε

∂θ
, Y +

m,ε(z) = χ+
m(z)

∂U+
m,ε

∂ϕ
, 1 ≤ m ≤ j,

and

X−
n,ε(z) = χ−

n (z)
∂U+

n,ε

∂θ
, Y −

n,ε(z) = χ−
n (z)

∂U+
n,ε

∂ϕ
, 1 ≤ n ≤ k,

where

χ±
l (z) =

{

1, if |z − z±
l,ε|S2 < ε| ln ε|,

0, if |z − z±
l,ε|S2 ≥ 2ε| ln ε|

are smooth truncation functions radially symmetric with respect to z±
l,ε satisfying

|∇χ±
i (z)| ≤

2

ε| ln ε|
and |∇2χ±

i (z)| ≤
2

ε2| ln ε|2
.
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With these preparations, the projection problem for (3.1) is written as










Lεφ = h(z) + (−∆S2)
∑j

m=1

[

a+mX
+
m,ε + b+mY

+
m,ε

]

+(−∆S2)
∑k

n=1

[

a−nX
−
n,ε + b−n Y

−
n,ε

]

, in S2,
∫

S2
φ(z)(−∆S2)X

±
l,ε(z)dσ = 0,

∫

S2
φ(z)(−∆S2)Y

±
i,ε(z)dσ = 0,

(3.2)

where the nonlinear term h(z) satisfies

supph(z) ⊂
(

∪jm=1BLε(z
+
m,ε)
)

∪
(

∪kn=1BLε(z
−
n,ε)
)

with L a large positive constant, and

Λ = (a+1 , · · · , a
+
j , b

+
1 , · · · , b

+
j , a

−
1 , · · · , a

−
k , b

−
1 , · · · , b

−
k )

is the (2j + 2k)-dimensional projection vector determined by

a±l

∫

S2

X±
l,ε(−∆S2)X

±
l,εdσ =

∫

S2

X±
l,ε

[

Lεφ− h(z)
]

dσ,

b±l

∫

S2

Y ±
l,ε(−∆S2)Y

±
l,εdσ =

∫

S2

Y ±
l,ε

[

Lεφ− h(z)
]

dσ.

By denoting the ‖ · ‖∗ norm for the function φ on the sphere as

‖φ‖∗ = sup
S2

|φ|,

we can prove the following coercive estimate for Lε by a similar spirit of Lemma 2.2.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that h satisfies supph ⊂
(

∪jm=1BLε(z
+
m,ε)
)

∪
(

∪kn=1BLε(z
−
n,ε)
)

, and

ε1−
2

p‖h‖
W−1,p((∪j

m=1
BLε(z

+
m,ε))∪(∪k

n=1
BLε(z

−
n,ε))) <∞

for p ∈ (2,+∞], then there exists a small ε0 > 0 and a positive constant c0 such that for

any ε ∈ (0, ε0] and solution pair (φ,Λ) to (3.2), it holds

‖φ‖∗ + ε1−
2

p‖∇φ‖
Lp((∪j

m=1
BLε(z

+
m,ε))∪(∪k

n=1
BLε(z

−
n,ε))) + |Λ| · ε−1

≤ c0ε
1− 2

p‖h‖
W−1,p((∪j

m=1
BLε(z

+
m,ε))∪(∪k

n=1
BLε(z

−
n,ε))).

According to Lemma 3.1, we use the contraction mapping theorem as in Section 2 to
verify there exists a unique solution φε to (3.2) with h(z) = Nε(φε), such that

‖φε‖∗ + ε1−
2

p‖∇φε‖Lp((∪j
m=1

BLε(z
+
m,ε))∪(∪k

n=1
BLε(z

−
n,ε))) = O(ε)

for p ∈ (2,+∞], provided ε ∈ (0, ε0] with ε0 small.
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3.2. The (2j+2k)-dimensional problem. Multiplying (3.2) by X±
l,ε, Y

±
i,ε and integrating

on S2, for the projection vector Λ = (a+1 , · · · , a
+
j , b

+
1 , · · · , b

+
j , a

−
1 , · · · , a

−
k , b

−
1 , · · · , b

−
k ) we

have the equations

∫

S2

[

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2

j
∑

m=1

1Bδ(z
+
m)1{ψε+γ cos θ>µ

+
m,ε}

+
1

ε2

k
∑

n=1

1Bδ(z
−
n )1{−ψε−γ cos θ>µ

−
n,ε}

]

X+
m,εdσ

= a+m

∫

S2

X+
m,ε(−∆S2)X

+
m,εdσ,

∫

S2

[

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2

j
∑

m=1

1Bδ(z
+
m)1{ψε+γ cos θ>µ

+
m,ε}

+
1

ε2

k
∑

n=1

1Bδ(z
−
n )1{−ψε−γ cos θ>µ

−
n,ε}

]

Y +
m,εdσ

= b+m

∫

S2

Y +
m,ε(−∆S2)Y

+
m,εdσ,

∫

S2

[

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2

j
∑

m=1

1Bδ(z
+
m)1{ψε+γ cos θ>µ

+
m,ε}

+
1

ε2

k
∑

n=1

1Bδ(z
−
n )1{−ψε−γ cos θ>µ

−
n,ε}

]

X−
n,εdσ

= a−n

∫

S2

X−
n,ε(−∆S2)X

−
n,εdσ,

∫

S2

[

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2

j
∑

m=1

1Bδ(z
+
m)1{ψε+γ cos θ>µ

+
m,ε}

+
1

ε2

k
∑

n=1

1Bδ(z
−
n )1{−ψε−γ cos θ>µ

−
n,ε}

]

Y −
n,εdσ

= b−n

∫

S2

Y −
n,ε(−∆S2)Y

−
n,εdσ.

To make ψε a solution to (1.8), the following lemma is established as an analogy of Lemma
2.6.

Lemma 3.2. One has
∫

S2

[

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2

j
∑

m=1

1Bδ(z
+
m)1{ψε+γ cos θ>µ

+
m,ε}

+
1

ε2

k
∑

n=1

1Bδ(z
−
n )1{−ψε−γ cos θ>µ

−
n,ε}

]

X+
m,εdσ

= κ+m

[

κ+i

j
∑

i 6=m

∂θG(z
+
m,ε, z

+
i,ε) + κ+m∂θH(z+

m,ε, z
+
m,ε)− κ−l

k
∑

l=1

∂θG(z
+
m,ε, z

−
l,ε)− γ sin θ+m,ε + oε(1)

]

,

∫

S2

[

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2

j
∑

m=1

1Bδ(z
+
m)1{ψε+γ cos θ>µ

+
m,ε}

+
1

ε2

k
∑

n=1

1Bδ(z
−
n )1{−ψε−γ cos θ>µ

−
n,ε}

]

Y +
m,εdσ

= κ−m

[

κ+i

j
∑

i 6=m

∂ϕG(z
+
m,ε, z

+
i,ε) + κ+m∂ϕH(z+

m,ε, z
+
m,ε)− κ−l

k
∑

l=1

∂ϕG(z
+
m,ε, z

−
l,ε) + oε(1)

]

,



∫

S2

[

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2

j
∑

m=1

1Bδ(z
+
m)1{ψε+γ cos θ>µ

+
m,ε}

+
1

ε2

k
∑

n=1

1Bδ(z
−
n )1{−ψε−γ cos θ>µ

−
n,ε}

]

X−
n,εdσ

= κ+n

[

κ+l

k
∑

l 6=n

∂θG(z
−
n,ε, z

−
l,ε) + κ+n ∂θH(z+

n,ε, z
+
n,ε)− κ−i

j
∑

i=1

∂θG(z
+
n,ε, z

−
i,ε)− γ sin θ−n,ε + oε(1)

]

,

∫

S2

[

(−∆S2)ψε −
1

ε2

j
∑

m=1

1Bδ(z
+
m)1{ψε+γ cos θ>µ

+
m,ε}

+
1

ε2

k
∑

n=1

1Bδ(z
−
n )1{−ψε−γ cos θ>µ

−
n,ε}

]

Y −
n,εdσ

= κ−n

[

κ+l

k
∑

l 6=n

∂ϕG(z
−
n,ε, z

−
l,ε) + κ+n ∂ϕH(z+

n,ε, z
+
n,ε)− κ−i

j
∑

i=1

∂ϕG(z
+
n,ε, z

−
i,ε) + oε(1)

]

.

Proof of Theorem 1.4: To obtain a family of desired solutions to (1.8), we need to
choose suitable locations z+

m,ε, z
−
n,ε such that Λ = 0. Notice that

∫

S2

X±
l,ε(−∆S2)X

±
l,εdσ > 0 and

∫

S2

Y ±
i,ε(−∆S2)Y

±
i,εdσ > 0.

Hence by Lemma 3.2 and (z+
1 , · · · , z

+
j , z

−
1 , · · · , z

−
k ) being a nondegenerate critical point of

Kirchhoff–Routh function Kk+j in (1.7), we claim that there exists a proper location series
(

z+
1,ε, · · · , z

+
j,ε, z

−
1,ε, · · · , z

−
k,ε

)

=
(

z+
1 , · · · , z

+
j , z

−
1 , · · · , z

−
k

)

+ oε(1)

such that Λ = 0, which gives the existence and limiting behavior for vortex centers

(z+
1,ε, · · · , z

+
j,ε, z

−
1,ε, · · · , z

−
k,ε)

in (ii). While the estimates for level sets Ω+
m,ε and Ω−

n,ε are similar as in Theorem 1.2.
According to our construction, the convergence for ωε = (−∆S2)ψε stated in (i) is obvious.
Hence we have completed the proof. �
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