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Abstract

Motivated by recent experiments, we study critical points of the Ginzburg-
Landau energy in an infinite strip where phase imprinting is applied to half of
the domain. We prove that there is a critical width of the cross section below
which the soliton solution is a mountain pass solution and the minimizer within
the subspace of odd functions. Above the critical width, we find that the mountain
pass solution is a vortex with a solitonic behaviour in the infinite direction, called a
solitonic vortex. Moreover, depending on the width, we prove that the minimizer in
a space with some symmetries can display one or several solitonic vortices. While
the problem shares some similarities with the analysis of stability and minimality of
the Ginzburg-Landau vortex of degree one in a disk or the whole plane, the change
in geometry introduces subtle analytical differences. Extensions to the case of an
infinite cylinder in 3D are also given.

Keywords: dark soliton, solitonic vortex, mountain-pass solution Bose-Einstein con-
densate

1 Introduction

We study the Ginzburg-Landau energy in an infinite strip or cylinder with what is known
experimentally as the phase imprinting condition. More precisely, for d > 0, we let
Qy = {(z,2) € RN : |2/| < d} with N =2 or N = 3, and consider the Ginzburg-Landau
functional for maps u : ; — R? =~ C:

1 1
T — L 2 Lo 22 /
Jd[u]_/ﬂd <2|Vu| +4(1 |u|®) )dxdx.

The experimental procedure of phase imprinting, that we will describe below, stipulates
that one half of the condensate has a conjugate phase with respect to the other half,
which can be translated as u(—z,2") = u(z,2") or equivalently, if u = (uq, us),

w(—z,2") = up (2, 2"),  wus(—w,2") = —us(z, 7). (1.1)
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We are interested in critical points of .%,; which satisfy (L] together with the boundary
condition

O,u = 0 on 08y, (12)
u(z,-) — (0,£1) as z — +oo. '
The Euler-Lagrange equation for these critical points is
—Au = (1 — |[u*)u in Qq. (1.3)

An important and explicit critical point of %, satisfying (LII), known as the soliton

solution, is given by
x

V2
Soliton stability or instability is a phenomenon that has been extensively studied from

both mathematical and physical perspectives [17, 40, [45] 48, 50]. The mathematical
results of this paper are motivated by recent experiments that we will now describe.

us(z,2') = tanh —e3, €5 = (0,1). (1.4)

1.1 Motivation

A soliton is a one-dimensional solitary wave propagating at a constant speed. The sim-
plest situation that we will consider here is actually the case of zero speed. Solitons have
been observed in a wide variety of nonlinear media such as in nonlinear optics, in crystals,
and more recently in ultracold atomic vapors. Recent experiments for both fermions and
bosons with repulsive interaction, has renewed the interest in solitons [16]. In ultracold
quantum gases, solitons offer a unique window into the interplay between interactions
and coherence, enabling controlled studies of non-equilibrium dynamics, integrability,
and quantum transport. Ultracold atoms can be controlled at will and therefore allow
the study of collective behavior. They are described by a wave function whose phase plays
the role of orientation in magnetization. One characteristic is the observation of defects.
The simplest defects in cold atoms are dark solitons, which are one-dimensional solitary
waves; they correspond to an envelope with a density dip with a phase shift of 7 across
the density minimum. Other types of defects are vortices in which the order parameter
rotates around a density dip or a vortex ring or closed loop where the density vanishes.
Matter waves and dark solitons can be created in experiments using various methods and
in particular phase imprinting and density engineering. The first gray solitons in Bose-
Einstein condensates were experimentally realized by [10] and [18]. In both experiments,
the soliton is produced by phase imprinting. Half of the condensate is illuminated by a
non-resonant laser beam for a short period of time. The illuminated part acquires a phase
proportional to the light intensity, which is adjusted to be . At the boundary between
the illuminated and dark areas, the strong phase gradient sets in motion a density wave
corresponding to a soliton.

Several experimental groups have attempted to study solitons by imposing phase
imprinting in an elongated condensate for bosonic atoms, rubidium [I1] and sodium [37,
19] and for fermionic atoms (lithium) [51], [0, B6]. At first, they thought they had observed
solitons [37, [51]. Further studies were needed to fully understand the phenomenon [14]:
in the case of lithium, they thought it was not a soliton but a vortex ring [9], until
[36, [49] argued that in fact it was a single straight vortex called solitonic vortex; in the
case of sodium, it was also confirmed that it was not a soliton but a solitonic vortex
[T9]. A solitonic vortex is a vortex in a band whose transverse size is much smaller



than its length and which has the same asymptotic phase profile as a soliton. In fact,
the solitonic vortex is exponentially localized in the longitudinal direction on the scale
of the transverse dimension. This is a remarkable property since the energy density of
isolated vortices or vortex-antivortex pairs decreases algebraically, not exponentially, in
the absence of boundaries [4, [5] (6], [7, 28]. Mathematically, the exponential localization and
phase difference between the two ends of the band result from the infinite and periodic
structure of the image vortices [2].

In experiments, the emergence of the solitonic vortex may be due to the destabilization
of a soliton after what is known as a snake instability. It has been observed that the soliton
is only stable with a sufficiently small number of particles or in a narrow band. The mode
associated with snake instability is the solitonic vortex. The snake instability metaphor
has been used to describe the curvature of the soliton wavefront and the decomposition
of the soliton into vortex rings. In a series of studies, Brand and Reinhardt [8], Munoz
Mateo and Brand [43] [44], Komineas [31], Komineas et al. [32], 33, 34] analyze how the
soliton destabilizes and bifurcates depending on the width of the band both in 2D and
3D. In some intermediate cases, the soliton initially deforms into a vortex-antivortex pair
or a 3D vortex ring. In [43], they also find numerically the ® structure that was exhibited
in [35], which appears after the vortex ring. These structures eventually decompose into
a stable solitonic vortex. Numerical calculations reveal that the vortex-antivortex pair or
vortex ring is unstable, but its lifetime is long enough to be observed in both simulations
and experiments.

The study of the bifurcation of the soliton in an infinite strip has been made in [1] and
[2]. However, some questions motivated by the experiments remain open. In particular,
we would like to tackle here the issue of connecting the behaviours for small and large
d regimes, and to better understand the function spaces in which stability or instability
occurs. Our results do not concern the time dependent problem, where much remains
to be explored. For example, it would be interesting to investigate the orbital stability
of the soliton in the small width regime, in the spirit of the analysis of [22], as well as
the orbital stability of the solitonic vortex in the large width regime. The latter question
would require further analysis of the solitonic vortex than what is undertaken here, e.g.
in the spirit of [15] 21].

In this paper, motivated by these recent experiments on fermions, and experiments
in progress on bosons after the thesis of Franco Rabec [46], we analyze the geometry of
the infinite strip and cylinder, with an antisymmetric condition in the infinite direction,
modelling phase imprinting. This brings new interesting mathematical questions since
vortices no longer have an algebraic decay at infinity, they do not behave like e, but like
the hyperbolic tangent in the infinite direction, that is a soliton solution. The issue is to
analyze the minimization or extremization of the Ginzburg-Landau energy in a suitable
space and describe solitons and solitonic vortices.

1.2 Main results

Recall that the soliton solution is called u, and given by (L4). A natural space on
which one considers the functional .%, is the affine space &7 of maps in u, + H'(Qq, R?)
satisfying the symmetry conditions (LI]). However, there infx %, is zero and the infi-
mum is not achieved. For example, a minimizing sequence is given by e.g. u™(z,y) =

(cos x(z/n),sin x(x/n)) for any smooth odd function x € C*°(R) satisfying x = 7 in

(1,00). As is known, part of the issues relates to the fact that 7 contains maps which



do not vanishes anywhere (e.g. the maps u(™). As noted in Remark 2 of the paper of
Mironescu [42] on the stability of the degree one vortex in the whole plane, if one finds a
minimization space with a zero somewhere, the mathematical analysis becomes possible.
A somewhat artificial way to prescribe the zero at the origin can be made by imposing
imparity of solutions as in [2] and in some results below. On the other hand, without
imposing the zero at the origin, we still need some kind of vanishing and we will show
that the soliton for small width, or the solitonic vortex above a critical width is a moutain
pass solution for the Ginzburg-Landau problem.

1.2.1 The case N =2

In Aftalion and Sandier [2], where only N = 2 is considered, the choice made to enforce
a zero for u was to suppose an additional symmetry, namely the oddness of u:

ul(_xv _y) = —Ul(l‘,y), Ug(—ZL‘, _y) = _UQ(xay)7 (15)

where we have used the variable y instead of 2. Note that (ILH]) forces u to be zero at the
origin. Let 27; be the set of maps in u, + H'(Qy, R?) satisfying the symmetry conditions
(L) and (L&H). In [2], it is showed, among other statements, that:

e For any d > 0, there is a minimizer of .%; in 7.
e When d is sufficiently small, u, is the unique minimizer of .%; in 7.

e When d is sufficiently large, minimizers of .%; in &7, are different from u,, have a zero
with degree £1 at the origin, and have energy mInd + O(1) as d — oo, where the
constant term is lower than that of the vortex in the whole plane. This minimizer
is known as the solitonic vortex solution. The degree —1 solitonic vortex solution
can be obtained from the degree 1 solitonic vortex solution by the transformation
(ul, Ug) — (—Ul, UQ).

Our first theorem gives a clean-cut refinement of the above result: for d < v/2m/2,
the soliton solution is the unique minimizer of %, in <%, while for d > v/2r /2, there are
exactly two solitonic vortex solutions and they are the only minimizers of .%; in 7.

Theorem 1.1. Let N = 2.

(i) If 0 < d < \/21/2, then the soliton solution u, is the unique minimizer of Fy in
.

(i4) Suppose d > /2r/2. Then the soliton solution u, is an unstable critical point of
Fq in Ay and Fq has exactly two minimizers u(f = (£Uy, Vi) in ofy. Moreover,

U§+‘/;l2<1inQd,
Ua(w,y) <0 fory > 0,Us(x,y) =0 fory = 0,Us(z,y) >0 fory <0, (1.6
Va(z,y) >0 forx > 0,Vy(z,y) =0 for x =0, Vy(x,y) <0 forz <0.

In particular, the origin is the unique zero of uif and uif has degree +1 at the origin.

Remark 1.2. Let d > /27/2. As x — o0, uif — ug decays faster than any polynomial
— see Remark[2.0. This is very different from the asymptotic behavior of the entire vortex
solution of the Ginzurg-Landau functional.



The proof uses several ideas developed in [23] 26], 27] for the analysis of local stability
of the degree one vortex in a disk or a ball in arbitrary dimensions. (See also [24, 25]
for earlier related work for the Landau-de Gennes functional.) It relies on the following
two ingredients. The first ingredient is the statement that if the soliton is stable in the
first direction, then it is the unique minimizer (Theorem [21). The second ingredient
is the statement that, when wu, is unstable, there exists a critical point satisfying the
sign conditions on the last two lines of (L)), and any such critical point is minimizing
(Theorem ). The critical value v/27/2 is found as the value above which there is a
non-zero function ¢ such that

V|2 — sech? = 0?) dx dy > 0
| (17l = soct ) oy >

(see Corollary 2.2)).
+

We note that although the solitonic vortices u are minimizers of .%; in 7, they are
unstable critical points of .%; in 7. See Remark

Our next result concerns a mountain pass characterization of the soliton solution and
the solitonic vortex solutions in «7;. Fix an arbitrary decreasing odd function y € C*(R)
satisfying x = 5 in [1, 00), and define

VE(x,-) = (£cos x(z/n),sin x(x/n)). (1.7)

Then ¢F € & and
FalbE] = 0 as n — oo.

Note that ¥ € C>(Qy,S!) and ¥ and ¢, are not homotopic as S'-valued maps. We
suppose n is sufficiently large such that

R A i

Define
Fa={h e C(=1,1,95) : (=1) = v, h(1) = v }, (1.9)
Cq = hlélpfd ter?_aﬁ(u Falh(t))]. (1.10)

Theorem 1.3. Let N =2, d > 0 and let ¢, be given by (LT) with n = n(d) sufficiently
large such that (L8]) holds. Then the mountain pass energy cq defined by (LI0) satisfies
ca = Falug) if d < V2 /2,
1 S T ;
6 < cqg = Faluy] < Falus) if d > V2 /2.

The proof of the upper bound for ¢4 involves an explicit construction of a path in I'y
connecting u, when d < v/27/2, or u} when d > +/27/2, to ¥:F such that the largest
energy along that path is more or less the desired value. In both cases, we use the fact
that any map with a non-negative first component can be continuously deformed to ;"
with essentially no increase in energy. When d < /27/2, the soliton solution u, can
be continuously deformed to a map with a non-negative first component by exploiting
its instability in 27;. When d > V27 /2, this can be achieved simply by translating the
solitonic vortex along the y direction until the vortex lies on the boundary.

For the lower bound for ¢4, in addition to the ideas from [23], 26, 27], we further
establish and make use of the following two inequalities:

bt



o If d <+/2r/2 and if ¢ € H'(Q) satisfies [? 4(0,y) dy = 0, then
D90 = (1 e ey > o (1.11)
o If d > +/27/2 and if ¢ € H'(Qy) satisfies fﬂd(l — U2 = V2)pdrdy = 0, then
/Q [[Vo]? = (1= U; = V7)¢?| dedy > 0. (1.12)
a

The proof of (LII) can be done by a routine Fourier decomposition in the y-direction.
The proof of (LIZ) is more delicate. We first show that it holds for d close to /27 /2
(Lemma2.I4)). We then argue by contradiction: If it does not hold for all d > v/27/2, then
we deduce that the second eigenvalue of a certain weighted Neumann eigenvalue problem
on {2y has multiplicity three and an associated eigenfunction has a zero set which is a
closed simple curve which meet the boundary €, exactly and non-tangentially at (0, d)
(Lemma [2.16). We then show that the even extension of this eigenfunction across y = d
is the third eigenfunction a different but related weighted Neumann eigenvalue problem
on the strip {0 < y < 2d} (Lemma [2.18). It turns out that, in the new domain, this third
eigenfunction has four nodal domains, contradicting Courant’s nodal domain theorem.
Throughout the argument, the fact that 1 — U7 — V. decays faster than the usual Hardy
weight provides important compactness.

We note that there are other critical points of .%#, in o7 when d is sufficiently large.
In [1], under solely the phase imprinting condition (LII), Aftalion, Gravejat and Sandier
showed that, as the width d enlarges and for every k& € N* there exist two branches
ui . of critical point of %, in 27 bifurcating from the soliton solution at the bifurcating

points dj, = v/2rk/2. These two branches can be obtained from one another by a global
switch of sign in the first component and have k vortices lying on the y-axis with alternate
degrees £1. Moreover, for d close to d, udfk and u, are the only critical points of %

near ug. We will prove below, in Theorem 2.7, that uik exist for all d > v/27k/2 and are
minimizers of %, in a suitable space with symmetries on strips of size d/k. We remark
that, for & = 2, these dipole solutions have a vortex at y = d/2 and an anti-vortex at
y = —d/2, have some symmetry with respect to y = 0 and they can be considered as the
2D analogue of the previously mentioned 3D vortex ring solution.

Remark 1.4. Observe that, for N =2, k > 1 and d > \/27k /2,
ﬁd[uik] > ﬁd[u(ﬂ

In particular, the dipole solution in two dimensions, when it exists, has higher energy
than the solitonic vortex solutions.

For odd k, the remark follows from the fact that u(f are the unique minimizers of %
in .<7;, therefore ufz . have bigger energy. For k = 2, by considering a periodic extension of
uj2 using the Neumann boundary condition, and then translating this solution to have a
vortex at the origin, yields a test function in ;. For even k, we refer to Subsection

We believe that .%, has no critical point in 7 which has energy less than .%,]u;s] when

d < /21 /2, or Zalui] when d > /27/2, but we do not have a proof of this statement.



1.2.2 The case N =3

Theorem [LT] has a direct analogue in three dimensions. To catch the three dimensional
solitonic vortex solutions, with the vortex line being the intersection of the z-axis with
4, we consider the following symmetry ansatz:

u(x,y, —2) = ui(x,y, 2) = —ui(z, —vy, 2),

U2($>?/> _2) = UZ(%y, 2) = Uz(l’, —?/72’),

which replaces (LH)). Here we have written 2’ = (y, 2).

We continue to use &7; to denote the set of maps u in u, + H' (4, R?) satisfying the
phase imprinting condition (L)) as well as (LI3). Let j; ; be the smallest positive zero
of Jj, the derivative of the Bessel function J; of the first kind and of order one.

Theorem 1.5. Let N = 3.
(1) If0 < d < \/27'{71, then the soliton solution s is the unique minimizer of %4 in <.

(ii) If d > \/5]'{71, then the soliton solution us is an unstable critical point of F4 in
oy and Fy has exactly two minimizers in <y of the form (fuq,us) with uy; # 0.
Moreover, the zero set of these minimizers is a line segment, namely the intersection
of z-axis with Q.

In fact, in the body of the paper, we construct critical points whose zero set is any ¢
vortex lines on the (y, z)-plane which intersect equiangularly at the origin (see Theorem
B.1]). These are recognized as the solutions constructed numerically in Munoz Mateo and
Brand [43] with quantum numbers (0,¢). They are also known as the solitonic vortex
solutions when ¢ = 1 and spoke wheel solutions when ¢ > 1. As a consequence of
our result, for any given ¢, the numerically constructed solutions in [43] with quantum
numbers (p, ¢) will have strictly larger energy when p > 0.

Our next result is a generalization of Theorem [L.3]in 3D.

Theorem 1.6. Let N =3, d > 0 and let ¢, be given by (LT) with n = n(d) sufficiently
large so that Fy[tb,| < Falus|. We have the following estimates for the mountain pass

energy cq defined in (LI0):

ca = Falus) if d < V251 4, (1.14)
0<c<eq< Falu] if d> V231, (1.15)

where ¢ 1s a universal positive constant.

Remark 1.7. For d close to but larger than \/ijil, it can be shown using the same
argument used in the 2D setting that the mountain pass energy cq is at least the energy
of the solitonic vortex solutions. Whether cq is exactly the energy of the solitonic vortex
solutions requires further work, which we have not pursued.

We point out that, unlike the two-dimensional setting, Theorem and its proof do
not provide any insight on the existence of the previously mentioned vortex ring solution.
(This corresponds to the numerically constructed solution in [43] with quantum numbers
(1,0).) We have attempted to prove its existence using a mountain pass argument based



on energy estimates like those in Theorem [L.6] but fell just short of this goal. Let us
describe this in more details. Let @7F*d denote the space of maps u in &7 which satisfy

u(x,z") = u(z, Rz') for any rotation R on the (y, z)-plane, (1.16)

and define
it = {h e C(=1,1, ) : h(=1) = v h(1) = ¥ |, (1.17)
M = inf  max Zy[h(t)]. (1.18)

heTipd te[—1,1]

Arguing as in the proof of Theorem [[.0] we get the estimates

i = Falug) if d < V255 4, (1.19)
0 <™ <t < Fyluy] if d > V2555, (1.20)

where jg; be the smallest positive zero of Jj, the derivative of the Bessel function Jy of
the first kind and of order zero. However, due to the failure of the Palais-Smale condition,
we do not know if ¢ is a critical value for .%; in &7}*d for d > /2 Jo1- In fact, applying
the mountain pass theorem on finite cylinders and sending the length of the cylinders to

infinity, we obtain a candidate solution:

Theorem 1.8. Let N =3 and d > \/5]'671. There exists a pair of finite energy solutions
i = (£U,, Vy) € HL (4, R?) to the problem

loc

{—Aaj; = (1 — |[aZP)az in Qu, 1a1)

8,1113 =0 on 0y,

which satisfies the phase imprinting condition ([ILT), the symmetry condition (LI6), and
the following properties.

(i) Uy changes sign on the cross-section {x = 0} N Qq. In particular, 4= are different

from the soliton solution and the zero set of ﬂf{ is the union of a (possibly infinite)
number of circles on the cross-section {x = 0} N Q.

(i1) It holds that

(1.22)

Vy>0 forz>0,Vy=0 forz=0, and Vy <0 for z < 0.

(iii) As * — +oo, U4(x,-) — (ag, £by) for some constant vector (ag,by) € S' with
by € (O, 1].

Remark 1.9. It is an open problem if (ag, bg) = (0,1). If this holds, G5 are then critical
points of Fy in .

2 2D equilibrium configurations

In this section, we study the two-dimensional case. Beside the main aim of proving
Theorem [LT] (see Subsection 2.1]) and Theorem [[3 (see Subsection [2.2]), we also establish
the instability of the soliton solution and solitonic vortex solution in 7 as well as the
super-polynomial decay at infinity of the difference of these solutions.

8



2.1 Minimizing .%; in 7,

Theorem 2.1. Let d > 0. If the soliton solution us is stable in the first direction, i.e.

d2

pTD Oﬁd[us +t(p,0)] = / (IVe]* = (1 = |us]?)¢?) dz > 0 for all o € H'(Qy)
t= Qq

satisfying ¢(x,y) = p(—z,y) = —p(—z, —y),
then ug is the unique minimizer of Sy in <.

Proof. Let us first prove the minimality of u,. We follow the strategy in [26], 27]. Let
w € HY(Q,R?) be such that u, + w € ;. We compute

Falus + w] — Fylus] = / (Vuy : Vw — (1 = |ug]?)us - w) dz dy
Qq

1 1
w5 [ (190 = (= ) + 5 a0+ w22 o dy
Qq

-2 2 (1~ Pl + - 22
‘2/gd (VP = (0~ f)ul? + 5 (2w + ff?)?) i dy.
(2.1)

Therefore, in order to prove the minimality of uy, it suffices to show that
/ (\Vw\z (- \u3\2)|w\2> dz dy > 0.
Qa4

The stability of u, in the first direction implies that
[ (19w = = Juyut) dedy = o
Qq

Therefore, we only need to show that

/ (V] = (1 = Jus|*)¥?) dudy > 0 for all ¥ € H'(Qy)
Qq
satisfying o(z,y) = —¢(—z,y) = —¢(-z, —y).

In fact, we prove a slightly stronger inequality:
/ (IVY* = (1 = |us*)¥?) dedy > 0 for all ¥ € H' () satisfying 1(0,-) = 0. (2.2)
Qq

We will prove (2.2]) into two steps.
Step 1: Proof of (2.2)) when ¢ € C°(€y).
Let ]
x(z,y) = —(z,y) for z # 0.



Since 1(0,y) = 0, we have that

) =1 [ o as
Ox(a.1) = 5 [s00(0) = [ O0en) de

//82tydtd§

Oyx(w.y) = — / 0y0:1 (€, y) dE.
In particular, y € C%1(Qy). It follows that we may write

W(z,y) = tanh % C(2,y) = s, y)C(x,y) with ¢ € CO(Qy).

We now compute
| (902 = = i) avay
Qa4
= /Q (IV(us2Q))* = (1 = |u5|2)u§72§2) dx dy
- /g (2ol VCI2 + 9 (CPuy) - Vg — (1 = fug[2)ul o62) dar dy
— [ vy >0, 2.3
Qq

where for the last identity we integrated by parts (noting that d,us = 0 and ¢ has compact
support) and used the identity —Aug s = (1 — |us|*)us2. This concludes Step 1.

Step 2: Proof of (2.2) for general 1, which yields the minimality of u.

Using an even extension across y = +d, we may assume that 1) € H'(£234). Using an
even mollification kernel, we may find 1; € C*(Qq)NH'(Qq) such that v; — ¢ in H(Qy)
and 1;(0, -) = 0. Multiplying ¢; by n(x/k;) for some even cut-off function n € C'° (-2, 2)
with n =1 in (—1,1) and some suitable sequence k; — 0o, we may also assume that 1,
has compact support. By (2.3]) in Step 1, we have

v =) cean= [ 2,

Qq

. 2
w])

us,2

v(

dzx dy.

Sending 7 — oo and using Fatou’s lemma on the right hand side, we obtairl]

/ (|V@/}|2 —(1- |u5|2)w2) dxr dy > / uiz V(i) i
Qq Qq u

dxdy > 0. (2.4)

5,2

We have thus proved (2.2)). As explained earlier, this gives the minimality of w.

!By applying 23)) to ¥; — ¥y, it is readily seen that us,QV(%) is Cauchy and hence converges in
L?(Qy4). Thus, the first inequality in ([24) is in fact an identity, but we do not need this fact.
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Now, let us turn to the proof of the assertion that wu, is the unique minimizer of .%,
in 7,;. Indeed, suppose that us + w € 7 is such that F#y[us] = Fy[us + w]. Then, the
above argument gives

0= / (IVwa]? = (1 = Jus*)w3) dz dy = / (2u, - w + |w|?)? dx dy.

By ([24) with ¢ = wy, we deduce that ;*% is constant. As w, € H'(Qy), we thus have
we = 0. Consequently

O:/ (2us-w+\w|2)2d:vdy:/ wi dx dy,
Qd Qd

which implies that w; = 0. We have shown that w = 0, as desired. O

Corollary 2.2. Let d > 0. If d < \/21/2, then the soliton solution u, is the unique
minimizer of F4 in @y, If d > \/27/2, then u, is an unstable critical point of Fy in <.

Proof. Consider the case d < v/27/2. By Theorem 1], we only need to show that u, is
stable in the first direction. Indeed, let ¢ € H'(€y) be such that p(x,y) = o(—z,y) =
—p(—xz,—y). We need to show that

x
Vol|? — sech2—<p2) dx dy > 0.
/Qd <| | V2

By density, we may assume that ¢ € C>°(£,;). Since ¢ is odd with respect to y and
hence ¢ = 0 on {y = 0}. By Wirtinger’s inequality, we have

d
/d@ y_4d2/s0 dy.

Therefore, we only need to show that

/Q ((chp) 4d2g0 - sechQ\/i ) dxdy > 0.

xT

Indeed, we factorize ¢ = An with A(z) = sechﬁ > 0 and compute

— h2
/Qd ((@(p) 4d2<p sec. \/5 ) dx dy

x
:/Q ((@(An)) +@A2 —seChQEAQnZ) dx dy
2
= A%(0,m)? + 0. (N A)0, A+ — A?n? — sech® —=A?n?) dx d
(A2 4 0.7 )00 A + At — sk A7) vy
2

2 2 ™ I
= — - >

where for the last identity we integrated by parts and used the identity

OPA = (% — sechQ%)A.
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We have thus shown that, when d < V27 /2, us is stable in the first direction, and hence,
by Theorem 211 is the unique minimizer of .%; in 7.
Consider the case d > v/27/2. Choosing ¢(z,y) = A(z)sin 2%, we compute
L 0)] = Vol* — (1 = |us|*)¢?) dz d
5| Flus+te,0)] = | (Ve = (1= |u*)¢?) dady
dt? lt=0 Q4

() 2
—d ANV 4 A% gech®-L 2] 4
/_OO[( >+4d2 sec NG ]x

2

d/ <§ tanh? L + T l)sech2i dx

oo N2 V2 o 4Ad? V2
1 2
3, 0w
_d/1(57 +@—1)\/§d7

Vi

This shows that u, is an unstable critical point of .%#,; in @7;. The proof is complete. [

Remark 2.3. We note that us is an unstable critical point of F4 in < for every d > 0.
In other words, us is unstable when the symmetry condition (LX) is lifted.

Proof. Let p(z,y) = A(z) = sech5. Then ¢ € C>=(Qq) N HY(Qq), us + t(p,0) € &5 for
all t € R, and

d2
|l b, 0] = [ (el = (1= u)?) dody
t=0 Qq
=2d h [ AN? — seChQiAQ} dx
[ V2
> /3 x x
— 24 (—t h? 2 —1> n? 2 g
/Oo 5 tan 7 sec 7 x
1
= Qd/ (§7'2 — 1) V2dr
L \2
= —2dv2 < 0.
This shows that us is an unstable critical point of .%; in &7. O

Theorem 2.4. Suppose that d > \/21/2. Then F; has exactly two minimizers uf{ mn
oy. They take the form vy = (£Uy, Vy) with Uy and Vy satisfying (L8). In particular,
the origin is the unique zero of udjE and uf{ has degree =1 at the origin.

Proof. Step 1: Existence of a minimizer (U, V') of .%, in <7 satisfying (L.0]).

Let Qq = (0,00) x (0,d) and %, be the set of maps u = (uy,us) in us + H(Qq, R?) =
es + H'(Qq,R?) such that u; = 0 on {y =0} and uy = 0 on {z = 0}. Consider

~ 1 1
Fyfu] = / (519uP + 501~ [uP)?) dedy,  we B
0, \2 4
We claim that .%, has a minimizer (U, V) in %, with U? + V2 <1, U < 0 and V > 0.
Let {un,} C %, be a minimizing sequence. By truncation, we may assume that |u,,| < 1.

Replacing w,, by (—|um.1], |tmz2|), we may assume that u,,; < 0 and u,,» > 0. Passing

12



L(Q4,RY), UP+V2<1,U<0
and V > 0. Moreover, by Ekeland’s variational principle ([20]), there exists a sequence
{i,,} C By such that u,, — i, — 0 in HY(Qq, R?) and and —Ad,, — (1 — |Gp|?)tm — 0
in H1(Qq,R?). Tt follows that @,, — (U,V) in H. (Qg,R?) and (U,V) satisfies the
Euler-Lagrange equation of .%,. To see that (U, V) is a minimizer of .%, in %, it suffices
to show that (U, V) € %,. By construction, we have VU, VV € (L*(Qy))*. Since U =0
on {y = 0}, we have by Wirtinger’s inequality that U € L?(Q,). It remains to show that
V — s € L*(Qq), which is equivalent to V — 1 € L?(Qq). Arguing as in [2, Section
2.1], we have that all the partial derivatives of U and V are bounded in Q4 and that
VU - 0,VV = 0,U — 0,V — 1 uniformly as © — +00. Recall that

to a subsequence, we may assume that u,, — (U, V) in H}}

—AV = (1 -U? - V)V in Qq,
V =0 on {z =0},
0,V =0on{y=0}U{y=d}.

Multiplying the equation by V — 1, integrating over [z, 25| X [0,d] and integrating by
parts yield

/ ([VVP+(1-U*=VAHV|V —1]] do
[ZL‘I,ZL‘Q}X[O,d}

d d
= [ o=l = [ D),
0 0

By the boundedness of VV" and the fact that 0 <V < 1, the right hand side is bounded
by a constant C' independent of x; and x,. Since U € L? and 0 < V < 1, the contribution
of the term U2?V|V —1] to the integral on the left hand side is also bounded by a constant
C independent of z; and z5. We deduce that there exists a constant C' such that

/ (V—1)*Vde <C forall 0 <z < x5 < 00.
[xl,l‘g}x[o,d}

Since V' — 1 uniformly as * — oo, the above inequality implies that V — 1 € L*(Qq).
We have thus shown that (U, V) is a minimizer of .%; in %,.

By an abuse of notation, we also use U to denote its extension to )3 which is even
in z and odd in y, and V' to denote its extension of {2; which is odd in x and even in y.
Since Fy[u] = 4.F4ulq,], we have that (U, V) is a minimizer for %, in <.

It is clear that V' =0 on {x = 0}. Note that V satisfies

—AV =(1-U?-V?)V in {z > 0},
V >0in {2 > 0}, (2.5)
V(z,y) = 1 as x — oo.

By the strong maximum principle, we have that V' > 0 in {x > 0}. Since V is odd in «z,

this also gives V < 0 in {z < 0}.
Next, we have that U = 0 on {y = 0} and U satisfies

~AU=(1-U?-V?)U in {0 <y < d},
U<0in{0<y<d}, (2.6)
U(x,y) — 0 as © — £o0.

13



By the strong maximum principle, either U =0in {0 <y < d} or U < 0in {0 < y < d}.
If U =0, we then have

(U, V)] / / i(l—VQ))d:cdy.

Minimizing the inner integral for each fixed y, we deduce that

(U, V)] // = (Dt ) +i(1—u ))dxdy—dd[us]

This implies that u, is also a minimizer of .%; in «7;, which contradicts Corollary as
d > /2r/2. We must therefore have that U < 0 in {0 < y < d} and hence U > 0 in
{—=d <y < 0}.

We next show that U? 4+ V2 < 1 in 4. Suppose by contradiction that there exists
(w0,10) € Qg such that U%(zo,y0) + V*(z0,%0) = 1. Extend (U, V) to Q34 by evenly
reflecting across y = £d. Then the function ¥ := 1 — U? — V? satisfies

AV = 2|VU|? = 2|VV|? + 2(U? + V) < 2(U? + V?)¥ in Q3q,

1\ > 0 in di,

ming,, ¥ is attained at (xo,%0) € Qq C Q4.
By the strong maximum principle, this implies that ¥ = 0 and VU = VV = 0 in (34.
The latter conclusion is inconsistent with the fact that V' — +1 as ¢ — +oo. We thus

have that U2 + V2 < 1in Q.
Summarizing, we have shown that there is a minimizer (U,V) of %, in 7 which

satisfies (L]).
Step 2: We prove that if w € H'(Qq, R?) is such that (U, V) + w € 7, then

V()

We follow an argument in |26, 27]. A computation similar to (2] gives

FUV) +w] — Z(UV)] > % /Q d [0 e Jaway. 27

v()

ZAUV) + ] - FUV)] = 5 / [1Vuf? (1~ 02 ~ V)P
+ %(Q(U, V)-w+ |w|2)2} dz dy
> %/ﬂ [1Vul? (1 =02 = V) ul?| dedy

Therefore, to prove (2.7) it suffices to show that

2
/ [|Vw1|2 —1-Ur- VQ)wf] dz dy > / 02|V (5[ dady, (2.8)
Qd Qd U
2 2 2\, .2 2 wa |2
[|Vw2| (Ut vV )wQ] dedy> [ v )v(—)) ] dz dy. (2.9)
Qd Qd V

By a density argument (as in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem [2.1]), it suffices to consider
the case in which w € C2°(Q4,R?). Since a point has zero Newtonian capacity in two
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dimensions, we may further assume that w € Cf"(@d \ {(0,£d)},R?). Noting that by
(Z3), (Z.6) and the Hopf lemma,

O,U<0on{y=0} and 0,V >0o0n{z=0,—-d<y<d}.

Hence, the argument at the start of Step 1 of the proof of Theorem R.Ishows that n := %+
and ¢ := %2 belong to CO(Qq \ {(0, £d)}).
Now, using
AU = (1-U?-VHU,
AV = (1-U?-V?)V,

we compute
/ [\le\Q - (1-U*- V2)wﬂ dx dy
Qq
= [ [IvwnP - -0 = viune] dedy
Qq
= /Q [U2|vn|2 + V() - VU — (1 = U?* = VHU**| dx dy
~ [ vienp sy
Qq
and
/ [|Vw2|2 ~-(1-U*- Vz)wg] dx dy
Qq
= / IV(VOP - (1= U2 = V3 V22| dudy
Qq
= /Q [VWgP +V(C*V)-VV — (1 =U* = VHV?| dr dy
d
:/ V2VCP da dy.
Qq

This concludes the proof of (2.8)), (2.9) and hence (2.7).

Step 3: We prove that if w is a minimizer of %, in 7, then either u = (U,V) or u =
(=U, V).

Since both w and (U, V) are minimizers of %, in <7, we have by (27) that “z% and
% are constant in ;. In other words, u; = ¢;U and uy = ¢V for some constants
1, c3. By the boundary condition for V' as x — oo, we must have that co =1 and uy, = V.
It follows that, on one hand,

—Auy = (1 —uf —ud)uy = (1 — GU* = V?)V,

and on the other hand
—Aug = —-AV = (1 — U? — V2)V.

Since U < 0 and V > 0 in Qg, these identities imply that ¢? = 1, i.e. u; = £U. The
proof is complete. ]

Proof of Theorem[1L.1. The theorem follows from Corollary and Theorem 241 O
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Remark 2.5. As z — oo, uj — us decays faster than any polynomials. In fact, for any

k > 0 and bounded interval I C (v/27/2,00),

sup sup (1+ |z))¥ui — ug|(z,y) < oco. (2.10)
del (x,y)EQd
Proof. Step 1: Let us first prove that (Uy, V) — us decays faster than any polynomials for

a fixed d > /27/2.

We abbreviate (U, V) = (Uy, V). It is convenient to extend (U, V) to all of R? by
repeatedly and evenly reflecting them across the lines y = (2¢ 4 1)d for ¢ € Z.

We will only consider the asymptotic as x — 400, as the other side then follows from
the phase imprinting condition (LI]). Let

w(z) = sup(|U(s,y)| + [V (s,y) —1]).

s>z

Fix Ry > 2 such that % < V(x,y) <1 for x > Ry.

In the rest of this step, C' denotes a constant depending only on Ry and d which may
change from lines to lines.

Let n € C*°(R) be such that n = 0 in (—o0,1), n = 1 in (2,+00) and || < 2. Let
R > Ry and ng(x) = n(x/R). Multiplying the equation —A(V — 1) = (1 — U? = V)V
by n%(V — 1) and integrating over Q4, we get

[ Ve 0= 02 = VAWV =) drdy = [ 20V~ 00,V dedy
Qq

Qq

Using Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality, we deduce that

[e%e) d
/ / [[VVP+ (1 -0 =VAV||V —1]] dydz
2R —d

16 2R d ) . )

< I (V—-1)dyde < CRw(R)". (2.11)
R J-d

In a similar vein, we test —AU = (1 — U? — V?)U against n3U and obtain

00 d 16 2R d
/ / [IVUP? = (1= U? = VU dyde < —; / U?dydr < OR'w(R)%
2R J—d R R —d

Using (1-U2-VHU2 < (1-U?-V?)(1-V?) < C(1—-U?-VH|V||V — 1], we obtain
from (2.11)) that
oo pd
/ / (1-U*-V)U?dydr < CR'w(R)%
2R J—d

Putting the last two estimates together, we get
) d
/ / |VU|? dy dz < CR™'w(R)>. (2.12)
2R J—d

In view of (2.I1]) and (2.12)), we may apply elliptic estimates (on square of unit size) to
the equation obtained by differentiating (L3) to get

VU (z,y)| + |VV(z,y)| < Cx~2w(z/2) for z > 2. (2.13)
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Since U(x,0) = 0, we deduce from (2.13) that
U (2, y)| = |U(z,y) — U(z,0)| < Ca~uw(x/2) for z > 2. (2.14)
Recall that the function ¥ := 1 — U? — V? satisfies
AV = —2|VU|* = 2|VV > + 2(U* + V).

Fix some point (zo,yo) with 29 > 4R,. Then, by (ZI3) and the fact that V' > 1 for
r > Ry, we have that

1
AT + 5\11 < Crylw(rg/4) in the disk Dy 2(0, y0)-

Since ¥ < 1 on the boundary of the disk, a simple comparison argument gives

(z — 0)* + (y — w0)* — 123

U < Crylw(mo/4) + exp o
0

in Dy, /2(z0, Yo)-

In particular, ¥(zg,yo) < Cxg w(zo/4) + exp(—x0/16). We thus have
0<1—Ux,y)—V3(z,y) < Cor'w(z/4) + exp(—z/16) for x > 4. (2.15)

Combining (2.14) and (2.15]), we obtain
0<1—V(x,y) <1—-V3*x,y) < Cow(x/4) + exp(—x/16) for z > 4,

and hence
w(z) < Cx™V2w(x/4) + exp(—z/16) for z > 4. (2.16)

In particular, for every k& > 0, there exists C > 0 such that

sup w(z)zF Y2 < Cpsupw(z)z® + Cy.

z>1 z>1
As w is bounded, this shows that w decays faster than any polynomials as z — oo, as
desired.

Step 2: We turn to the proof of (2.I0). By inspecting the argument in Step 1, we only
need to show that the constant Ry can be chosen independent of d € I.

In this step, C' denotes a universal constant larger than 1, which is in particular
independent of d € I.

Suppose by contradiction that the constant Ry cannot be chosen independent of d € I.
Then there exist sequences {d,,} C I and {R,,} C (1,00) such that d,, — do € I,
R,, > m such that

_ (2.17)

N | —

max ‘/;lm (Rm7 y) <

yE[—dmydm}

By abusing of notation, we denote (U, /34/9, V\/34/2) := ts. By the minimality of (Uq, Va)
(see Corollary 2.2 and Theorem 2.4]), we have

sup Z4|Uq, Va] < sup Fylus) < oo. (2.18)
del del

By elliptic estimates, we have

supsup [|VUq| + [V V] < 0.
del Qq
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Hence, by Theorem 2.4 (U, V;) depends smoothly on d € I. In addition, by the mini-
mality of (Ug, Vy), as d — v/2d/2, (Ug, V,) tends to a minimizer of F /342> Which must
be ug, by Corollary Hence (Ug, V,;) depends smoothly on d € 1.

Let
_ 1 [
Vala) = 35 | Vataw) .

Since —AVy = (1 — U2 - V2)V; > 0 in {z > 0}, the function V is concave in (0,00). As
Va(z) — 1 as * — +o0, it follows that V] > 0 in (0, 00) and V(z) \ 0 as x — +00.
Since |VV| < C we deduce from (ZI7) that there exists an subinterval of [—d,,, d,,]
of length at least & on which Vy, (R, ) < 2. Since Vg, > 0 in {2 > 0}, it follows that
Vi, (Ryn) <1 — l. As V; > 0in (0,00), it further follows that Vj, () < 1 — & for

C
x € [0, R,]. Sending m — oo, we deduce that

Vi (1) <1 — é in [0, 00),

which contradicts the fact that Vy_(z,y) — 1 uniformly as © — oo. The proof is
complete. 0

Remark 2.6. We note that, like the soliton solution, the solitonic vortex solution uf{ are

unstable critical points of Fy in o for d > /21/2. That is, they are unstable when the
symmetry condition ([LH) is removed.

Proof. Tt suffices to consider the stability of u;, which we abbreviate as u4. The under-
lying idea is the following: If we consider ug4 as a map defined on R? which is 2d-periodic
with respect to y, then the restriction of its translations in the y-direction to £2; has the
same energy as ug. oince these translated maps do not have zero Neumann derivative
along 0€);, we can perturb them slightly to achieve smaller energy. Proceeding in this
way, we seek w € H'(Qy, R?) satisfying the phase imprinting condition (L)) such that

d2
I1[0yuq + w] == T tfoﬁd[Ud + t(Oyuq + w)] < 0. (2.19)
We compute
I1[0yuq + w]

/ IV (Oyua +w)|* — (1 — |ua|®)|0yua + w|* + 2[uy - (8yud+w)]2}d:cdy

N)IHN)

S~ 535

d

{
@vaw 1qwnmwmmmi@wmymw
{

V (8, uq) : Vw—a—mdxgwyw+ﬂwm@wqum}mw

d

+

1
+§/ Vw]* — (1 — |ud|2)|w|2+2(ud-w)2}dxdy
Qq

= T1 + TQ(U}) —+ Tg(w)
Note that 0,uy satisfies

{—Aﬁyud = (1 — |ud|2)8yud — 2[ud . (ayud)]ud in Qd, (2 20)

Oyuqg = 0 on 0€y.
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Testing (2.20)) agains 0yuq, we see that 73 = 0. (Alternatively, 7} is the second variation
of #, at uy and along the translations of ug and is thus zero.) Therefore

II[0yuq + w] = Ty(w) + T3(w).

Since Th(w) is linear in w and T3(w) is quadratic in w, in order to achieve (2.19)), it
suffices to show the existence of some w € H'(€y, R?) satisfying the phase imprinting
condition (L)) such that To(w) # 0. To this end, we test (Z.20) against w and obtain

—/ Poug(x,d) - w(z,d) de + / Pug(z, —d) - w(z, —d) dz. (2.21)

Now, by unique continuation (applied to (2.20), considered as a linear system of PDE for
Jyu with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition), if 8§ud = 0 on 09y, then dyus =0
in 4. Since U; = 0 on the x-axis, this implies U; = 0 in {24, contradicting the fact that
U; < 0in {0 <y < d}. Thus, 8§ud is nonzero somewhere on 0§24, say in a neighborhood
of a point p € 0);. Since 8§ud satisfies the phase imprinting condition (L.IJ), it is also
non-zero in a neighborhood of the mirror image p of p about the y-axis. It is now clear
from (2.21)) that we may choose w satisfying the phase imprinting condition (LI and
supported near p and p such that Ts(w) # 0. The proof is complete. O

2.2 Minimizing %, in other subspaces of &/}

Recall that, for positive integer k& and d larger than v/2mk/2 but close to this value, it
was shown in [I] that there are exactly two (local) branches of critical points bifurcating
from the soliton solution, which we denoted by uik in the introduction. The natural
symmetry property of these critical points is

ul(xay) - _ul(l‘ag)aUZ(xay) = UZ(xag) if %ﬂ S {_d+ (2j+1)d : j = 07 tt k— 1}7
ui(z,y) = ui(z,9), us(x,y) = us(x, g) if 42 e {—d+ Zjd cj=1,...,k—1}.
(2.22)
In other words, if we equally subdivide €2; into k substrips of width %, then (2.22)
demands that u; is even about the boundary of the substrips and odd about the center
lines of the substrips while us is even about both the boundary and the center lines of
the substrips.

Let «F be the set of maps in u, + H'(4,R?) satisfying the symmetry conditions
(LI) and 222). Note that 7} = o and oy C & for all k and «/F C 7, for all odd
k. Moreover,

Falu) = kEFykluy] with w,(x,y) == u(x,y + d/k — d).

Hence, u € &ZF is a minimizer of .%, in &7y if and only if u, is a minimizer of .#, k0 g
An immediate consequence of this statement and Theorem [L.1]is the following result.

Theorem 2.7. Let N =2 and k € N*. If0 < d < \/§7Tk?/2, then the soliton solution ug is

the unique minimizer of Fy in F. If d > \/21k/2, then F, has evactly two minimizers

+ ko
Ugy, in Ay given by

+ ( (L y+d )k 2_d__) if V“d)kj is even,

u;ck(x y) = fare\® d)k 2d d “
7 ufl[/k<x { y+ — —) if {(y;j)kj 18 odd,
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where udi/k are the miminizers of Fa, in gy, given by Theorem[11l and {-} denotes the
fractional part of a real number.

Proof of Remark|[1.4. As mentioned earlier, when £ is odd, Remark [I.4] follows from the
fact that udjfﬁC € o7; and udjE are the unique minimizers of .%, in .%7;. Assume that k& is even.
Consider the map vgy obtained by extending uj/k such that, when we equally subdivide

)4 into k substrips of width %, the first component of vg is odd about the boundary of
the substrips and even about the center lines of the substrips while the second component
of vg is even about both the boundary and the center lines of the substrips. Then v,
belongs to 7; and has the same energy as ufz - Moreover, since

OyUayi(x,0) if k=0 mod 4,

) yd) =
(Vi k)1 (2, d) {—8yUd/k($>0) if k=2 mod 4,

and since d,Uq/i(,0) < 0 (which can be seen by applying the Hopf lemma to (2.3)), we

have that Jy(vax)1 # 0 at y = d, and hence vy, is different from uf{ We again have
=

Falug] < Falvar] = Falug,). O

2.3 Mountain pass characterization of 2D soliton and solitonic
vortex

In this section, we prove Theorem [[3 We start with the case 0 < d < v/27/2.
Lemma 2.8. Theorem [L3 holds for 0 < d < \/27/2.

Proof. Step 1: We show that ¢4 > Z4[us] when d < \/§7T/2.
Indeed, fix h € T'y. Note that, by definition, ¥=(0,-) = 1. Thus, by continuity, there
exists tp € (—1, 1) such that

/d h(t0)1(0,y) dy = 0. (2.23)

d

To conclude this step, it suffices to show that Fy[h(to)] > Falus]. Let w = h(ty) — us.
As in the proof of Theorem 2.1 it suffices to show that

[ 190l = @ )l dedy o0
Qq
By the phase imprinting condition (L]), we have wy(0,-) = 0. Hence, by (2.2,
| 1Vl = (= g dady = 0
Qq
It remains to prove that
/ [[Vw]? — (1 — |ug*)w?] dz dy > 0. (2.24)
Qq

To prove ([2.24]), we write

= k
wi(z,y) = ap(z —i—Z( cos—y—l—bk( )sm%).
k=1
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Then (2.24]) becomes

2d / @) — (1= [usf?)ad) de

(e o]

+ di/: [@;)2 4 (B2 — (1 - ’12;2 - \usﬁ)(az n bz)} dr > 0. (2.25)

Observe that by (Z23)), ap(0) = 0. We may then apply (2.2) to obtain

/ (@) — (1~ JuaP)ad) e > 0.

oo

Therefore, to prove (2.27)), it suffices to show that

/oo [(g’)2 _ (1 _ 4”—; _ |us|2>C2} dz > 0, (2.26)

where ( stands for either ay or by. To this end, we recall the function A(x) = sech% and
write ( = An. Using
1 x
A = (— - sech2—>A,
2 V2

we compute

| ler= (1= 15 - )¢ ao

0o - 2
_ "2 T 2 T 2 2
_/_Oo ((An)) +(—4d2 sech —\/5>An}d:c
[o ol 2
2/, 12 2 AV A7 L 2 L 2,2
/ _A (n)*+ (n"A)A +<—4d2 sech —\/5>An}d:c
2

- [l Gtz

where we have used 0 < d < \/§7r/ 2. This proves (2.26) and concludes Step 1.

Step 2: We show that ¢; < Fy[us] when d < \/§7r/2.

To this end, we exhibit a path h € I'y such that .%4[u,] = max,c_1,1) Falh(t)]. In our
construction, h(t) is independent of y. We fix h(0) = us. From the proof of Remark 2.3
we can fix some small ¢; > 0 such that

Falus + (LA, 0)] < Fylu,] for t € [—t1, 1]\ {0}.

We declare h(t) = us + (tA,0) for t € [—t;,t;] and proceed to construct h(t) for |t| > ;.
We will only consider the case t > t;, as the case t < —t; is similar.
Noti‘ng that h(t;); = t1A > 0 and |h(t))|* < sech2% + tanh? 75 = 1in Qq. Thus, we
may write
h(t1)(x) = p(x)(cos x(x), sin x())
where p is even, 0 < p < 1, x is odd, —7/2 < x¥ < 7/2, and x(£o0) = £7/2. For t > ¢4,
we suppose the ansatz

h(t)(x) = pe()(cos Xe (), sin xi ().
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We have o 1 . .
Zalb) =24 [~ [J607 4 5@+ 0= 2] do

We can now define h(t) for ¢t € (t1,t5] for some t5 slightly large than ¢; by keeping p, = p
while y; is obtained by first stretching y and then deforming it to some y; for some very
large 7 > n, so that the contribution of the term p?(x})? is always no more than p?(y’)?
and eventually becomes as negligible as desired. We next define h(t) for t € (Lo, 3] for
some t3 slightly large than ¢ by keeping x; = xt, = Xa, While letting p; = W —7; p+ %
In this deformation, (p})? decreases, p; increases, (1 — p?)? decreases, while the term
p2(¥;)? remains as small as one wishes. At ¢t = f3, we have p,, = 1 and s, = xz. For
t > t3, we simply keep p; = 1 and deform y; back to x,. Along the whole path h, we
have maintained .#4[h(t)] < Z4[us] except for the case t = 0. This gives the desired path

h € I'y and concludes Step 2 and the proof. O

Consider next the case d > v/2m/2 where we treat separately the upper bound and
lower bound for cg.

Lemma 2.9. Let I'y and cg be as in Theorem I3 If d > \/27/2, then
ca < Faluz].

Proof. Let uq = u} and fix § > 0. We need to construct h € I'; such that Zy[h(t)] <
Falug) + 6 for all t € [—1,1].

Extend uy to {234 by evenly reflecting across y = +d. Slightly abusing notation, we
still denote the extension as wug.

We declare that h(0) = ug. We will only give the construction of h(t) for ¢ > 0. That
for t < 0 is similar. For some small ¢; > 0 and t € (0], let h(t)(z,y) = ua(z,y — -d).
Then Z4[h(t)] = Falug) for t € [0,t;]. Moreover, h(t;) satisfies

|h(ty)l(z,y) < 1in Qq,

h(t)i(z,y) > 0in Q4 )\ {(0, £d)},
h(t1)s(z,y) <0 for > 0, h(t1)2(z,y) =0 for = 0, and h(t;)s(z,y) > 0 for z < 0.

We next define h(t) for t € (t1,t2] by h(t) = h(ty) + (t — t1)(\/1 — |h(t1)]?,0) where
ty — t1 > 0 is sufficiently small such that |h(t)] < 1 in Qd and Z[h(t)] < Zh(t )] +6/2
for ¢t € [t1,t2]. Tt is readily seen that

|h(t2) (2, y) < 1in Qq,
h(ti)i(z,y) > 0 in Qg
h(t1)s(z,y) < 0 for > 0, h(t1)2(z,y) =0 for = 0, and h(t;)s(z,y) > 0 for z < 0.

At this point, we can follow the procedure in Step 2 to deform h(ty) to ¥ : We first
deform the phase of h(t) to x; for some large i while keeping its modulus fixed, then
deform the modulus of h(t) to 1 while keeping the phase of h(t) fixed, and eventually
deform the phase of h(t) to x, while keeping the modulus fixed. Here 7 is chosen such
that along the deformation, the energy is not enlarged more than 6/2. We have thus
defined h € Ty with Zy[h(t)] < Fy[uaq] + 9 for all t € [—1,1]. The proof is completed. O

We turn to lower bounding cy.
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Lemma 2.10. Let 'y and cg be as in Theorem[1.3. Then
1
cq > 16 for all d > /27 /2.

Proof. Let h € Ty. Since ¥£(0,-) = £1, there exists ty € (—1,1) such that

/_d h(to)1(x,y) dy = 0.

To conclude, it suffices to show that Zy[h(t)] > 1.
For simplicity of notation, we write u = h(tg). Since Fy[u] > %HVuH%Q(Qd), we may

assume without loss of generality that | Vul3, @) < %. We claim that

/ [u(0,y)|* dy < <3 (2.27)
Once this claim is proved, we then have that
1 3d 1 d
{9l >5H S and [y u@p) < 5H =5,

and so

1
a > 2 / / S @eful)? + (1~ [uf?)?] drdy
>3 | =)ot de dy
{y:lu(0,y)|<3} Jo
5371 5dv/2 b1
> _ 2 _v- - -
Vg [3 3}1/2 18 48~ 16

which gives the desired conclusion.
To prove the claim (227, observe first that

d d x 2 x d
[ tutw) = oy = [ | [ outsas dy<ial [ [ jprutsg)Payas,
—d —d 0 0 —d

which implies

/ / lu(z,y) — u(0,y)]*dy < — / / (Vu(r,y)|? dy dx < E (2.28)

Next, if we let

i(r) = 5 / ulx,y) dy,

—d
then @(0) = 0 and

o) = o6e) - 10 = g5 ([ [ tsyavas)” < B[ [ ot avas

Also, by Wirtinger’s inequality, we have
4>
/Iuwy)—u Wy < — /Iauxy|2dy

23



Combining the last two inequalities, we get

s

T2

d pd d pd 02
| [ wewpay < [ vty Payar < 5
0 —d 0 —d 8
The claim ([227) is readily seen from (228 and (2:29]).

To prove that ¢g > Fylu] for d > /27 /2, we need the following result.
Lemma 2.11. Ifd > \/§7T/2, then

d
/ (e, y)2dy <
—d

and hence

/ [Vo]* = (1= Uj = Vi)y?ldedy > 0
Qq

for all € HY(Qy) satisfying fﬂd(l — Uz —V2)pdrdy = 0.

d x d
/ Byu(, ) dy + 2] / / Dou(s, y)|? dy ds.
—d 0 —d

(2.29)

Let us postpone momentarily the proof of Lemma 217l and instead proceed to see

how it implies the assertion that cg > .Zy[(Uy, Vy)] for d > +/27/2.
Lemma 2.12. Let 'y and cg be as in Theorem[L3. If d > /27/2, then

Cq Z ﬁd[uj]

Proof. Let d > +/27/2 and let h € 'y. We need to show that .Z[h(t)] > F4[(Uqg, Vy)] for

some t € [—1,1]. We will abbreviate (U, V) = (Ug, Vy).
Since +1E > 0 in €y, there exists to € (=1, 1) such that

Qq

(2.30)

We will show that Z#,[h(ty)] > F4[(U,V)]. To this end, we write w = h(ty) — (U, V') and

proceed to show as in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem [2.4] that
/ [[Vwl” — (1= U* = V*w?] dedy > 0.
Qq
Indeed, by (2.30) together with the oddness of U with respect to v,
/ (1—=U?=V*w, drdy = 0.
Qq
Hence, by Lemma 2.11]

/ [[Vwi > = (1 = U? = V*)w?i] dedy > 0.
Qq

On the other hand, by the phase imprinting condition (Ll), we = 0 on {x = 0}. We may

thus use the argument in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem [2.4] to obtain
/ [[Vws|* — (1 = U? = V*)w3] dedy > 0.
Qq
Putting things together, we conclude the proof.
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Proof of Theorem[1.3. The result follows from Lemmas 2.8, 2.9, 2.10] and 2.12] O

It remains to prove Lemma 2.1l Let X, and Y; denote the completions of the space
of bounded smooth functions on 2; with respect to the norms

1ol = / IV 4 (1 — U2 — V)2 de dy,

1o, = /Q (102 — V2 dedy.
d

At points in the discussion to follow, we will consider the limit d \, v/27/2. In view of
the compactness estimate (ZI0), as d \, v/27/2 and up to extraction of subsequence, the
solitonic vortex solution (Ug, V) converges locally smoothly. Since the solitonic vortex
solution is a minimizer of .%, in <7; (by Theorem [[T]), any such limit is a minimizer of
F Jan2 b D s 5 which is the soliton solution u, (again by Theorem [LT]). Thus, as the

full sequence of (Uy, V) converges locally smoothly as d \, v/27/2 to u,. In view of this
fact and abusing of notation, we will write (U, 5, /9: V\/57/2) = Us-

Claim: X, embeds compactly into Y. Indeed, consider a bounded sequence {#,,} C
Xg4. After passing to a subsequence, we may assume that that ), converges strongly
in L .(Qq) to some ¢ € X,;. We need to show that, for any given € > 0, it holds that

[tm — 9|3, < € for all large m. Note that, if n € C*°(R) such that n = 0 in (—1,1) and
n=1in (—oo0, —2) U (2,00), then, by Hardy’s inequality,

1
| etdry < c [ @umon)drdy < Clonl,

Hence {(1 4 22)~2,,} is bounded in L?(€;). Now, for any a > 0, we split

b — I, = / o — B (1= U2 — V2)dady
{|z|<a,|y|<d}
+ / e — O (1 — U2 — V2)dady.
{lz|>a,|y|<d}

Using the fact that 1 —U? — V? decays faster than any polynomials (see Remark 25) and
that {(1 4 22)~%/24¢,,} is bounded in L?()), we may choose a sufficiently large so that
the second integral on the right hand side is no more than /2. Having fixed a, by the
convergence of 1, to ¥ in L2 (Q4), we can wait until m is large enough so that the first
integral on the right hand side is also no more than £/2. We then have ¢, — |3, <e
for all large m. The claim is proved.

In view of the compactness embedding X; — Y, it is standard to show that the

Neumann eigenvalue problem

{_A¢ =p(l-U; =V})eo inQy, (2.31)

0,0 =0 on 0,
admits a sequence of eigenvalue-eigenfunction pairs {pax, ar} such that

pa1 =0 < pgo < pgz < -+ 0o,
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| barlly, =1, ¢a1 > 0 is a constant,

papes =inf { [ [VePdedy: v € X, [0y, = 1,
Qq
/(1—Uj—vj)z/;zpd,jd:cdy:()forj:1,...,k},
Qq

and 1 x4+ is chosen as a minimizer of this minimization problem.
We note the following stability property for the eigenvalue problem (2.31)):

If d, = doo € [V27/2,00) and (g, , ¢a,,) is a sequence of eigenvalue-
eigenfunction pair for (Z31]) with d = d,, such that pg, — jeo € [0, 00)

2.32
and [|¢q,, |ly,, = 1, then up to extracting a subsequence, ¢q, converges (2.32)

to a solution to the eigenvalue problem (Z31]) with d = d, and g = .
Indeed, using HV(bmH%Q(Qd ) = Hd,, and applying elliptic estimates to the equation ob-

tained by differentiating (2.31]), we have |V¢,,| < C'in €y, for some C independent of m.
On the other hand, since (Ug,,, Va,,) = (Ua.., Va..) locally uniformly and 1-U7 _—V}? >0
in Qg,, (by Theorem [L.T]), we deduce form the normalization [|¢4,, ||y, = 1 that the av-
erage of ¢4, in a disk around the origin of some small radius, say 1 < d, is bounded by
a constant independent of m. It follows that |¢g4, | < C + C|x|. By Ascoli-Arzela’s the-
orem and after passing to a subsequence, ¢4, converges locally uniformly to some limit
¢oo- By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem and the uniform super-polynomial
decay estimate (Z.1I0), we see that [[¢u ||y, = 1. The fact that (s, @) is a non-trivial
solution to the eigenvalue problem (2.31)) with d = d, also follows.

It is clear that U, and V, are solutions of the eigenvalue problem (2.37]) corresponding
to the eigenvalue p = 1. Lemma [2.11] follows from the following stronger statement.

Lemma 2.13. Ford > \/21/2, the second eigenvalue of [Z31) is 1 and has multiplicity
2 (that is, jap = ptaz = 1 < plaa).

Let us treat first the case d is close to \/§7T/2.

Lemma 2.14. There exists a mazimal d, € (v/27/2, 00] such that LemmalZ13 holds for

dec [V2r/2,d,).

Remark 2.15. For v/27/2 < d < d,, the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenfunction
ta2 = 1 is generated by Uy and Vy. When d = \/§7T/2, U; = 0 and we cannot use it as
a basis element. We will see from the pmof below that, in this case, this eigenspace is
generated by sech 75 sin f and Vy = tanh

Proof. Consider first the case d = \/57?/ 2. In this case, the eigenvalue problem (2.37])

becomes
{—Aqﬁ = ,usechQ%(b in € 5.,
Oy =0 on 0 5. 5.
Since d,¢ = 0 on {y = ++/27/2}, we can write

(2.33)

o(z,y) = ao(x +Zak cos(kv2y) +Zbk sin %)
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The Fourier coefficients a5 and b;’s satisfy

—aj + 2k*ay = ,usechQ%ak, (2.34)
—b{ + 5(2k +1)°by, = pisech® by

Introducing the change of variable # = arccos tanh , the equation (2.34]) becomes

_ .1 d edak 4k -9
{ sin6 do (Sll’l ) + sin Gak Hk, (235)

—-Ld (Sln@dbk) + G by = 2y, for 0 € (0,).

sin? 6

Note that the fact that ¢ € X 5., implies

/W [(%YJF% }51n9d9<ooand /ﬂ[<%)2+%ai sin 0df < oco.
0 0

Therefore, introducing an artificial variable ¢ € [0, 27), we see that the functions a () cos(2ky)
and by (0) cos((2k + 1)) are spherical harmonics of degree 2k and 2k + 1, respectively. It
readily follows that the eigenvalue p takes the form 1¢(¢+1) for £ =0,1,.... We deduce
that, when d = /27/2, a1 = 0 is simple and the corresponding eigenspace consists of the
constant functions, 142 = 1 has multiplicity 2 (hence p42 = f143) and the corresponding
eigenspace is generated by cos = tanh = 7 and sin 6 sin f//_ = sech \”‘“f sin f, and fig4 = 3.

This proves that Lemma 213 holds for d = v/27/2.
Suppose by contradiction that d. does not exist. Then there exists a sequence d,, \,
V27 /2 such that one of the following cases occur:

® ld,,,2 7& 17 or
® i, 2 = 1 but its multiplicity is not 2.

Consider the first case, that is yg4,, 2 7 1. Since 1 is an eigenvalue with eigenfunctions
Uy and Vg, we have that pq,,» < 1 and there exists a minimal j,, > 3 such that ug,, ;,, =
Py im+1 = 1. Passing to a subsequence, we may assume fig, o — fioo € [0,1]. By the
stability property (2.32) and since p 5,5, = 0 and 5,5, = 1, we have po € {0,1}.
Since fi4, is simple with constant eigenfunctions, and the eigenfunction corresponding
to pta,, 2 is Yy, -orthogonal to the constants, pio # 0. Hence pioo = 1. This implies that
the eigenspace corresponding to fi,/5, 0, = 1 contains at least three pair-wise orthogonal

eigenfunctions: V 5, /5, the limit of and the limit of the normalized eigenfunction

_ Udm
1Uapm vy,
corresponding to pg,, 2. This contradicts the fact that this eigenspace has two dimensions.
Consider the second case, that is j14,, 2 = 1 but its multiplicity is not 2. Since Uy,,, Vg,
are eigenfunctions corresponding to this eigenfunction, the multiplicity must be at least
three. By the stability property (2:32]), this implies again that the eigenspace corre-
sponding to (/5,51 = 2 has at least three dimensions, which is not possible. The proof

is complete. O

The next lemma examines the structure of the second eigenspace for d = d, if d, is
finite.

Lemma 2.16. Let d, be given by Lemma[2.14). If d. is finite, then the second eigenvalue
of Z31) with d = d. is pa,» = 1 and has multiplicity 3. Moreover, the corresponding
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eigenspace is spanned by Uy, , Vy, and another function denoted by P,, which is even in x
and whose zero set

N(Pa,) = {(z,y) € Qu, : Pa,(z,y) = 0}

satisfies simultaneously the following properties:
(i) N(Pg,) is a closed simple Lipschitz curve meeting 00, at exactly (0, d.).
(i1) N(Py,) is smooth away from (0,d,).

(111) Locally near (0,d,), N(P,,) consists of two curves which are orthogonal at (0, d.,)
and each of which forms a 7-angle with {y = d.}.

(iv) N(Py,)N{0 <y < d.} consists of two simple curves which are symmetric about the
y-azis and which split {0 < y < d.} into three components.

Proof. We will make use of some arguments appearing previously in [13, 38, [39] in the
context of eigenvalues of the Laplacian.

By the stability property (2.32)) and the fact that uge = pas = 1 for d < d. (by
Lemma 2.4 we have that 14, o = pta, 3 = 1. If pge 4 > 1, we may argue as in the proof of
Lemma [2.14] to find a?* > d,, so that pgo = plas =1 < pagq for d, < d < aL, contradicting
the maximality of d,. Thus, jg, 4 = 1.

Let Z denote the eigenspace corresponding to p4.2 = 1. The above shows that
dim Z > 3. Since U,,,Vy, € Z, we may find another ¢ € Z \ {0} which is independent
from Uy, ,V,;,. We claim that we may assume that ¢ is even in both  and y. To see this,
suppose for example that ¢ is not even in . In this case, ¢ can be split as ¢ + ¢ where
¢1 is even in = and ¢ # 0 is odd in 2. Since the weight 1 — U7 —V} is even in z, we see
that ¢9 also belongs to Z. Noting that ¢, = 0 on {z = 0}, we may use (29) to get

02/ [[Vo|* — (1= Ug, — V)¢5 dfcdyZ/ V2 \v( )| da dy.
Qu, Vi,

dx

This implies that ¢2 is constant, that is ¢9 is a multiple of V. Since ¢ and Vj, are linear
independent, we deduce that ¢ # 0. Therefore, we can assume from the beginning that
¢ is even in z. Similarly, using (Z8]), we may also assume that ¢ is even in y. The claim
is proved.

We will use a few facts on the zero set of functions in Z.

Fact 1: The number of nodal domains of any non-zero function ¢ € Z is 2. This follows
from Courant’s nodal domain theorem.

Fact 2: If p € Qg is an interior zero of a non-zero function ¢» € Z, then Vi (p) # 0.
Indeed, by (2.31) and unique continuation, the leading non-trivial homogeneous Taylor
polynomial of ¢ at p is a non-zero harmonic polynomial of some degree k > 1. Thus,
locally around p, the zero set of 9 consists or k transversal smooth curves (which meet

at p equiangularly). Topological consideration shows that the number of nodal domains
of ¢ will be more than 2 if k£ > 2. Hence k = 1 and so Vi(p) # 0.

Fact 3: If p € 090, is a boundary zero of a non-zero function ¢ € Z, then exactly one of
the two following situations occurs:

(a) Vu(p) # 0 and, locally near p, the zero set of ¥ is a smooth curve meeting 02, at p
orthogonally.
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(b) Vi(p) = 0, V2(p) # 0, and, locally near p, the zero set of ¥ consists of two
orthogonal curves each of which forms a 7/4 angle with 0, at p.

The proof of this is similar to that of Fact 2, although in this case the degree k of the
leading homogeneous Taylor polynomial is either 1 or 2, leading to the two indicated
possibilities.

Let us now see that dimZ = 3. Indeed, if this is not true, then we would have
dim Z > 4 and hence, for any fixed p € €, , we may select ¢ € Z such that ¢ (p) =
0, (p) = 0y¢(p) = 0, which contradicts Fact 2.

It remains to show the existence of P, . Before doing this, let us show that the zero
set N(¢) of ¢ is a closed simple curve in ;,. We start by showing that N(¢) contains
no boundary point. Arguing by contradiction, assume that N(¢) contains a boundary
point. In this case, N(¢) contains a point on each component of 9, due to the evenness
of ¢ with respect to y. By Fact 1, at each such boundary point, situation (a) in Fact 3
must hold. Since N(¢) is symmetric with respect to x, Fact 1 again implies that N(¢) is
exactly {x = 0} N Q4. In particular, ¢ satisfies in addition to (2Z31]) the identity

¢:8x¢200n{1':0}m9d.

By unique continuation, ¢ = 0, contradicting the choice of ¢. Now, by Facts 1 and 2 and
since N(¢) contains no boundary point, N(¢) is a single closed simple curve or an open
curve contained in ;. By the symmetry of N(¢) with respect to y, N(¢) must intersect
the z-axis, as otherwise it would have at least two components which are mirror image
of one another about the z-axis. Let (z9,0) be a point of intersection of N(¢) and the
x-axis. By Fact 2, Vé(z,0) # 0, and so zg # 0. By the symmetry of N(¢) with respect
to x, N(¢) also contains (—zo,0). Let Iy denote an arc connecting (xg,0) to (—xo,0)
along N(¢). By the symmetry of N(¢) with respect to z and its regularity, N(¢) is then
the union of I'y and its mirror image about the z-axis. We conclude that N(¢) is a closed
simple curve in .
Since N(¢) is a closed curve in €, , we have ¢(0,d,) # 0. Let

B Ud* (07 d*)
" 9(0,d)

It is clear that Py, (0,d.) = 0. Since 9,P,;, = 0 on 0Qy, and 0,FP,;, = 0 on {x = 0}, we
have VP, (0,d,) = 0. Hence situation (b) in Fact 3 holds, that is conclusion (iii) holds.
This together with Fact 1 implies conclusion (i). In view of Fact 2, conclusion (ii) holds.
Next, since both Uy, and ¢ vanishes at (£xz¢,0), we have that (£z9,0) € N(FP,,). Note
that as the curve N(Py,) leaves (0,d,) from the right half-plane, it must first connect to
(29, 0) before reaching (—xg,0) (since otherwise, before reaching (—x,0), N(FP,,) would
cross the y-axis perpendicularly at some point (0, %), which, in view of the symmetry
about the y-axis and conclusion (ii), would imply that N(P;,) would be the union of the
arc from (0,d,) to (0,yo) on the right half-plane with its mirror image on the left half-
plane without ever reaching (£x(,0)). By the same reasoning, before reaching (zo,0),
N(P,,) cannot meet the y-axis again. Conclusion (iv) follows. O

Pd* — Ud ¢(O,d*)

The goal now is to show that the very existence of P;, in Lemma will lead
to a contradiction. For this, we detour through a related eigenvalue problem. (Our
consideration of a different eigenvalue problem is inspired by a line of argument in [12]
29, [30], although the details of our proof are independent from these works.) Let Q=
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R x (0,2d), and extend Uy and Vy evenly across y = d. Let X, and Y, denote the

completions of the space of bounded smooth functions on €y with respect to the norms
191, = [ (V9P +(1 = U3 = V)] dedy,
d
91, = [ (=0 = Vi dedy.
d

As before, the eigenvalue problem

(2.36)

—Ap=p(1-U2-V?¢ in Qy,
8,,@5 =0 on 8Qd

admits a sequence of eigenvalue-eigenfunction pairs {fiq, g?)dvk} such that
fla1 =0 < fige < figg < -+ /00,
||§Z;d7k||yd =1, gzzd,l > 0 is a constant,

fager =it { [ |VOPdrdy:§ e X, [9ll5, = 1,
Qq

/ (1 = U2 = V)ibihg, drdy = 0 for j = 1/<;}
Q

and z/zd,kﬂ is chosen as a minimizer of this minimization problem. Like (2.31]), the eigen-
value problem (2.36) also has similar a stability property:

If dp, — doo € [V27/2,00) and (fig, , ¢a, ) is a sequence of eigenvalue-
eigenfunction pair for (236) with d = d,,, such that jig, — fis € [0, 00)
and Hqum HYdm = 1, then up to extracting a subsequence, ¢4 converges
to a solution to the eigenvalue problem (Z31]) with d = d, and fi = [i.

(2.37)

It is clear that, when d = /27/2, the eigenvalues to (Z36]) are identical to those to
2.31). In particular, by Lemma R.I4 i 5,01 =0 < fiy5,00 = fiy5r23 = 1 < fly/5r/2.4-
For d > /27/2, it is clear that V, is an eigenfunction to (236 corresponding to

eigenvalue i = 1. The following lemma asserts that i = 1 cannot be the second eigenvalue
for d > \/27/2.

Lemma 2.17. For d > +/27/2, it holds that flao < 1.

Proof. We only need to show that there exists a non-trivial solution to (2.36) with i < 1.
Consider the minimization problem

g1 = inf {/ VP dedy ¢ € Xapo. 10l , = 1,6 =0 on {y = d}}. (2.38)
Qas2

Since Xd/z — ?d/Q compactly, there exists a solution to this minimization problem.
Denote such solution as 4. Extend 14 across y = d as an odd function. Then ), solves
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(2.36) with g = Ag1. Therefore, we only need to prove that A\;; < 1. Equivalently, we
need to show that there exists a function v such that

/ Vol = (1 = U3 = VR)u?| dedy < 0. (2.39)
Qq/2

More explicitly, we will show that ¢ = 0,Uy satisfies (2.39)).
We start by recalling the fact that 77 = 0 in the proof of Remark This means

| [090,0 +1V0,Val?) — (1 = UF = V@, + @,V

1
+50,(UF + vj)f] dedy =0. (2.40)
Noting that, since 9,V; = 0 on {y = 0}, we may apply (Z8)) to get

9y Va

/Q 1V0,Val? = (1 = U3 = V)(O,Va)?] dxdyz/ UiV (%

Qq

)} dx dy. (2.41)

The right hand side of (2.41]) must be positive, since 9,V # 0, 9,V = 0 on {x = 0} while
Us < 0on {z =0,y > 0}. Combining (Z40) and (241)) and recalling the symmetry of
Uy and Vy, we get

1
/Q {lV@yUd)P—<1—U§—V5><ayUd>2 dxdys—é/ﬂ Ud!V( )! d dy < 0.
d/2

This shows that ¢ = 0,U, satisfies (Z:39) as declared. O

The next lemma concerns the third eigenvalue fiq3 and the fourth eigenvalue fi44 for

V21/2 < d < d,.

Lemma 2.18. Let d, be as in Lemma [2.14] Then for \/§7T/2 < d < d,, the third
eigenvalue of ([Z30) is 1 and is simple (that is, figs = 1 < figa). Moreover, if d, is finite,
then fig, 3 = 1.

Proof. We only need to show that figs = 1 < figq for v27/2 < d < d,, as the last
assertion follows from this and the stability property (2.37]).

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.14] and using Lemma 2.17, we find a maximal
d, € (v/2r/2,d,] such that, for v/27/2 < d < d,, it holds that fig; = 0 < figs < flas =
1 < fig,.

Arguing by contradiction, assume that the conclusion of the lemma does not hold, so
that az* < d, and [NLJ*A =1.

Let Z be the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue g, 3 = 1. We know that Z
contains V; and dim Z > 2. Pick ¢ € Z\ {0} # 0 which linearly independent from Vi

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 18] if we decompose ¢ as a sum of a function Whlch
is even in x and a function which is odd in z, then the odd part is a multiple of Vj .
Thus, we may assume without loss of generality that ¢ is even in x.

Write gb gbl + gbg where gbl is even about y = d, and gbg is odd about y = d,. Note
that both ¢, and ¢, are even in z. Extend ¢, evenly across y = 0. Then ¢, solves the
eigenvalue problem (2.31)) for d = d, and p = 1. Since $s are even both in z and v, it is
Y; -orthogonal to both U; and V; . As the eigenvalue p = 1 of (2.31I) has multiplicity
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two (by Lemma 214 and since d, < d,), this implies that ¢, = 0. In other words, ¢ is
odd about y = J*

Recall that, by Courant’s nodal domain theorem, the number of nodal domain of ¢
is at most 3 (as fi = 1 is the third eigenvalue for ([Z30)). Since the zero set of ¢ contains
the line y = d, and is symmetric about this line, we deduce that ¢ does not change sign
in {0 <y <d,} (as well as in {d, <y < Qd*}). It is well-known that this implies that
the restriction of ¢ to {0 < y < d,} solves the minimization problem (238) with d = d,,
and so 1 = py 5 = Az | <1, which is absurd. This completes the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Lemma 2.13]

Proof of Lemma[2.13. Suppose by contradiction that the conclusion does not hold. Then
the constant d, in Lemma 2.14] is finite. Let P;, be given by Lemma 2.160 Extend P,
evenly across y = d,. Then P, solves the eigenvalue problem (2.36)) Wlth d = d, and
f = 1. Since fig, 3 = 1 (by Lemma 2.18), we have by Courant’s nodal domain theorem
that the number of nodal domain of P, in Qg, is at most 3. However, by Lemma 2I6(iv),
the number of nodal domains of P, in Qg is in fact 4. This contradiction concludes the
proof. O

3 3D equilibrium configurations

We turn to study the three-dimensional case. In Subsection B.Il we prove Theorem
on the existence of the 3D solitonic vortex and spoke wheel solutions and indicate how it
can be extended to include the case of more general domains as well as higher dimensions.
In Subsection 3.2 we prove Theorem on the mountain pass energy. In Subsection B.3]
we prove Theorem [L.8 on the existence of a candidate vortex ring solution.

3.1 Minimization under symmetry assumptions

Instead of proving Theorem on the existence of the solitonic vortex solution, we prove
a more general result. The conditions (LI) and (2.22) are replaced by the following
condition, defined for a given ¢ € N*:

u; is even about the planes zcos 4F = ysin 6,0 < ¢ < 0 — 1,
uy is odd about the planes z cos W = ysin (2q+1)7r 0<qg<l—1, (3.1)
uy is even about the planes zcos &7 = ysin 47,0 < < q<20—1.

Here we have written z’ = (y, 2).

Let <, be the set of maps u in us + H'(Qq, R?) satisfying the phase imprinting
condition (L)) as well as ([B.I). Let j;; be the smallest positive zero of Jj, the derivative
of the Bessel function J, of the first kind and of order 4.

Theorem 3.1. Let N = 3 and ¢ € N*.

(i) If 0 < d < \/szl, then the soliton solution ug is the unique minimizer of F4 in
.

(i1) If d > \/5]'271, then the soliton solution us is an unstable critical point of Fy4 in <y,
and F4 has exactly two minimizers in %y of the form (Luy, us) with uy # 0. More-
over, the zero set of these minimizers is the union of ¢ line segments which are on
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the (y, z)-plane and intersect equiangularly at the origin. They are the intersection
(2g+)m : (2q+1)

of the planes z cos =5~ = ysin ,0<q</?0—1, with the (y, z)-plane.
Proof. First, the proof of Theorem 2.1] applies verbatim yielding that u, is a minimizer
of #4in o7y, if and only if u, is stable in the first direction within 7;,. The threshold
value d = /2 Jo1 at which ug loses it stability is computed in the same way as in the proof
of Corollary 2.2] but now using the Poincaré inequality

/ Vol de > (,,)? / o i’
la’|<1 la’|<1

for all p € H'({|2'| < 1}) satisfying

{(p is even about the lines z cos 4 = ysin 47,0 < ¢ < £ — 1, (3.2)

¢ is odd about the lines z cos @ Y sin (2q+1 0<g</l—1.
Consider the case d > \/5]'271. By the above, .#; has a minimizer u in %, which is
different from u,. Let

S = {(rcosﬁ,rsiné’) 0<r<1,0<0< %}
We may then construct the functions (U, V) with U < 0 and V' < 0 as in Step 1 of the
proof of Theorem 2.4l with Q4 = (0,00) x dS. The rest of the proof remains unchanged
yielding that the restriction to @4 of any minimizers of %, in @/, must take the form
(£U, V). Since every map in 27, is uniquely determined by its restriction to Q4, we
deduce that .#; has exactly two minimizers in @7 ,. Furthermore, any such minimizers

vanish along the lines z = 0, zcos% = ysin (2q+1 ,0<q<{¢—-1. These form /¢

vortex lines passing through the origin. The proof is Complete O

We note that Theorem remains valid if the circular cross-section of {2, is replaced
by a dilation of a domain ¥ which satisﬁes a symmetry coherent with (B.1), namely ¥
is symmetric about the lines zcos 97 = ysinZ7, 0 < ¢ < 20 — 1. See Figure [l for an
illustration. In this case, the threshold value V27! 25y, 18 replaced by \/2\s; where Ay, be
largest positive number such that

/ |Varo|* da’ > >\E7g/ @* dx’ for all for all ¢ € H'(X) satisfying ([B.2).
> >

As a final remark for this subsection, we note that our treatment is applicable for
higher dimensional cross-section ¥ C R¥~!, N > 4. We make the following assumptions
on X:

There is a discrete subgroup G < O(N — 1) which leaves ¥ invariant, i.e.

g(X) =X for every g € G, (3.3)

and

There is a reflection matrix 7 € O(N — 1) \ G which leaves ¥ invariant
and the G-orbits invariant, i.e. j(X) = ¥ and jG(2/) = G(2') for every  (3.4)
¥ e RN-L,
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Figure 1: A 2D domain X for which one can use the proof of Theorem to construct
critical point on the domain R x d> where vortex lines on the central plane x = 0 can be
arranged at the three solid lines or the three dashed lines.

Let <, ; be the set of maps u in us + H'(R x d%, R?) satisfying the phase imprinting
condition (LLI]) as well as

{u(x,x’) = u(x,gz’) for all g € G, 2" € dX,

ur(x,2') = —uy(z, jo'), us(z, ') = us(x, jz’) for all 2’ € dX.

Let Ay ¢ ; be largest positive number such that

/ |Varo|* da’ > )\E,GJ/ ©* da’
2 2
for all p € H'(X) satisfying

o(z") = p(ga’) for all g € G, 2" € &,
o) = —p(z,2’) for all 2’ € X,

(Note that Ay > 0 due to the fact that [, ¢ da’ =0.)

Theorem 3.2. Let N > 4 and ¥ C RY! be a bounded domain with smooth boundary

satisfying B3) and B4).

(1) If 0 < d < /2As ¢ j, then the soliton solution us is the unique minimizer of Fq in
a6,

(i1) If d > \/2As ¢, then the soliton solution us is an unstable critical point of Fy
in Ay and Fy4 has at least two minimizers in @y ; of the form (fuq, ug) with
Uy 7£ 0.

In some situation, we may be able to show that .#; has exactly two minimizers in
g5, but due to a lack of physical contexts, we have not pursued this further.

Proof. The proof is the same except for the existence of at least two minimizers when
d > \/2As, ;. In this case, note that .%#; has a minimizer v in .27, ¢ ; which is different
from u,. To conclude, it suffices to show that u; # 0, since this implies that (—uq, us) is
then a different minimizer of %, in @7, ;.
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Arguing by contradiction, we assume that u; = 0. We then have

1
/ / —(Opu)* + = (1 —u3)?| dov da’ < Fylu)
ds: "1
1
Falug] = dV- 1|z|/ = (Dy11,)? 4(1—u§)2} dz. (3.5)

In particular, there exists z{, € d¥ such that
<l NV 11212 <l 2 1 212
5 Oun(w,20)? + (1 =) do < [ |5 (@eu)? + (1= u2)?) da. (3.6)
Consequently, for any d > 0, the map U(z,2') = ua(x, 70)eq € Fj ; satisfies
Fglu] < Fjlug].

Since u, is the unique critical point of 7 in #7; , ; for small d, we deduce that us (x,xp) =
us(x). Since this holds for all zf, such that 30) holds we infer that the chain of inequal-

ities in ([B.5) are all saturated, and hence .Z#4[u| = Jd[us] which contradicts the fact that

us is not a minimizer for %, in %/, ¢ ;. The proof is complete. [

3.2 Estimate of 3D mountain-pass energy in &

Proof of Theorem[L@. Step 1: We show that cq > F4[u,] when d < fjl L
This is more or less identical to Step 1 of the proof of Lemma ] We thus only give
the key points. For a given h € 'y, we select ¢y € (—1,1) such that

/dE h(to)1(0,y,2)dydz =0 (3.7)

and proceed to prove Zylh(ty)] > Falus]. With w = h(tg) — us, this reduces to proving
that

/ [[Vwi > = (1 = |u|*)wi] doda’ > 0. (3.8)
Qq

Let Ay =0 < Ay = (j1,)* < ... be the Neumann eigenvalues of —A in the unit disk
D and let ¢1, ¢y, ... be the corresponding orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions in L*(DD).

Write
.T YUY, % Z ak

Inequality (B.8]) becomes

Z/ 1—% \uﬁ)ai] dx > 0.

We then use (2.2)) to treat the terms involving ag and use the proof of (2.20) to treat the
remaining terms (while keeping in mind that d < \/ﬁjh = v/2X2). We omit the details.

Step 2: We show that ¢y < %y[u,] when d < ﬂﬂ,y
This is identical to Step 2 of the proof of Lemma 2.8l
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Step 3: We show that ¢; < F4[u,] when d > v/2j] ;.
To this end, we construct h € T'y such that Fy[h(t)] < Faus] for all t € [—1,1].
Consider the function g : R — R given by.

glay,ay) = Fy [us + <a1A + as Ago(2'/d), O)} ,

where A = sech% and ¢9 is a normalized eigenfunction of —A in X corresponding to the

eigenvalue Ay = (j1,)%. Note that g(0,0) = Fy[u,], Vg(0,0) = 0 0,0) = 0. By
Remark 2.3]

) 804 80,2 (

g

50.0) <o
We claim that o2

- g (0,0) < 0.

Indeed, we have

829

daj V2

— d2/ [(A")? + (jil;) A? — sech2%AQ] dx

= d? /OO <§ tanh? L + (ji’l)Z — 1>sech2—3j dx
oo \2 V2 d? V2

_ 2 2 1,1

N d /;1 (57- + d2 B 1>d7-
2(j1.1)°

— 2 b

=d < 7 — 1) < 0.

Therefore, there exists 6 > 0 such that

29 0,0) = / [V(An(a’ ) ? — sech® - A2, (o! /d)?) der

g(ay, as) < Fylus) on {a® + a3 = §°}.

We now define the path h is by first connecting ¥ to us + (&5A4,0) as in Step 2 of the
proof of Lemma 2.8, and then connecting us + (04, 0) to us + (—d6A,0) by us + (a1 A +
asAgo(x’/d),0) along the circle af + a3 = §2. Clearly, Z4[h(t)] < F4lu,] along this path
and hence ¢g < Z4lug.

Step 4: We show that there exists ¢(X) > 0 such that ¢y > ¢(X) when d > \/jS,r
This is similar to the proof of Lemma 210l We omit the details. O]

3.3 Candidate vortex ring solution

We turn to the question of the existence of a critical point of .Z; in @ which is different
from the vortex solution when d is larger than v/2 2J0.1- As pointed out in the introduction,
the argument in Subsection B.2] proves that the mountain pass energy ci?d satisfies the
bounds (LI9) and (L20). However, it is not clear if .%; (as a function on 7) satisfies
the Palais-Small condition at energy level ¢4, We therefore cannot directly apply the
mountain pass theorem to obtain a critical point at this energy level. Instead, we consider
solutions of the Euler-Lagrange equation on cylinders Qg4 := [-R, R] x d¥ for finite R
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and attempt to obtain a candidate solution by sending R — oo. The outcome of this is
Theorem [L.8]
For R € (0, 00), consider the functional

1 1
Fralu] = / (§|VUI2 +7(1- |u|2)2> dr dz'
QR,d

for maps u belonging to the set széf‘j consisting of maps in H'(Qg 4, R?) satisfying the
phase imprinting condition (I.T]), the symmetry condition (LI6]) and the boundary con-
dition u(£R,-) = (0,41). Sometimes, we also consider the set <7}, consisting of maps
in H'(Qg 4, R?) satisfying the phase imprinting condition (L)) and the boundary condi-
tion u(xR,-) = (0,£1). By a slight abuse of notation, we let Qo 4 = Q4y, Fooa = Fua,
ﬂ@f‘g = @ and X a= g5

There are three special critical points of .# g, in Méf‘j which depend only on . The

first one is the counterpart of the soliton which is given by

us r(z) = Zg(x)eq

where =g is given implicitly by

Er(z) 1
/ (QR+§(1—82)2)_1/2dS=$ for v € [-R, R],
0

where gg is the unique positive constant such that

1
1
[+ 50— s =
0 2
As R /' oo, we have qg N\, 0, Zg(z) \ tanh % 75 locally uniformly in (—o0, c0) and

2f|2|d2

; (3.9)

Fralusr]  Falus] =

The other two critical points are given by

gid(az, ') = pra(x) < + cos xg.a(z), — sin XR,d(x)> , (3.10)

where ppq > 0, =5 < xrq < § and (pr.4, Xr,¢) Mminimizes the functional

/i [%(/J’)2 + %/ﬂx')2 + i(l - p2)2] dx

defined for even p € H'((—R, R)) and odd xy € H'((—R, R)) with boundary conditions
p(£R) = 1 and x(+R) = +7. Note that

A [ R T

Cpa = Fpaut | < F [(:i:cos— —sin —

=R,d Rd[—R,d] = < Rd 2R 2R AR?
It turns out that u: Up 4 are in fact the only two minimizers of %, in JZ%R g~ This is

an immediate consequence of the following result, a version of which appeared earlier in

2.
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Lemma 3.3. Let d > 0, R € (0,00] and u € 3, be a critical point of Fra. If uz >0
in Qpq, then Frq has exactly two minimizers in fngéd which are (£uq,uz).

Corollary 3.4. Let d > 0 and R € (0,00). Then @;E%,d are the only two minimizers of
Fra in i 4. Consequently, cp 4 is the minimal energy of Fra in A ;.

Proof. Let W be the space of maps in H' (g 4) such that u+w € A 4- As in the proof
of Theorem 2.1l we have for any w € W that

1
Fralu+ w] — Fralu] :5/ (|Vw|2—(1—\u\2)\w|2) dz dz’
QR,a
1
+—/ (2u - w + |w]?)? dz dx’. (3.12)
4 QR,a

Now, note that u; > 0 in Qrg4, uy € W and —Auy — (1 — |u*)u; = 0 in Q4. Thus,
—A — (1 — |u|?) is positive semi-definite on W and its kernel is generated by wu;. This
implies that the right hand side of (8.I2)) is non-negative and thus w is a minimizer of
FRa in G ;. Suppose that u + w is another minimizer of Fg4 in & ;. Then we must
have that w = wu,c for some constant vector ¢ € R?, and

0=2u-w+ |w®=2u-cu; +|c*u] = (2¢c; + |c[)ud + 2coujuy in Qg g
Since uy > 0, this implies that
(2¢1 + | )us + 2cus = 0 in Qp 4.

By the boundary condition at x = £+ R, this implies further that co = 0, which then implies
further that ¢; € {0,—2}. This means that u +w € {(fuy,u2)}. As Fral(—u1,u2)] =
Fr.alu], this completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.5. Let d > 0 and R € (0,00). The second variation of Fgq at gid is positive
definite. More precisely, there exists dpq > 0 such that

d2
dt? li=o
for allw € HY(Qg 4, R?) satisfying the phase imprinting condition (L)) and w(£R,-) = 0.

Fralt 4+ tw] > Opallwlin o, .,

Proof. Let W denote the space of w € H'(Qpq, R?) satisfying the phase imprinting
condition (L)) and w(£R,-) = 0. For w € W, define

d2
Jw) = L]l + tw] = /

+ +
~ 42 limo s [‘vw‘Q - (1= |QR,d|2)‘w|2 + 4@3@ w)?| do da’.

We saw in the proof of Lemma [B.3 that —A + (1 — |g§’d|2) is positive semi-definite on W.
Thus, the direct method shows that the minimization problem
min{J[w] cw € W llwl|zep.y) = 1}

is attained by some w, € W with ||w.||r2(, ) = 1. Note that J[w.] > 0, for if J[w.] =0,
then w, = (u}, ;)1c for some constant vector ¢ € R?, and

2 2 :
0= QE,d F Wi = @E,d : C@E,d)l = PRd (01 COS™ X — C2 81N X COS X>>
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which implies ¢ = 0 and w, = 0 contradicting the fact that [lw. |2, = 1-
Now, we have

Jw] > J[w*]/ |w|?dx dx’  for all w € W.
QR,d

As the definition of J also gives
J[w]+/ |w|? dz dx’ > / \Vw|*dxdy’  for all w € W,
QRr,d QRr.d

we deduce that

(1+ 27[w.] ) J[w] > J[w +/Q Nwdede’ > |l forall w € W,
R,d

The conclusion follows with 6z 4 = (1 + 2J[w,] 1)~ . O

In view of Lemma B.5 and the fact that Fgaluy 5] = Fralup 4] = g g, the mountain
pass theorem [47] implies the existence of a critical point of g 4 in szféag which is different
from u% Up 4- More precisely, if we define

rrad — {h € C([—1,1],.5) : h(£1) = uRd} (3.13)

rad
Cra =, Mnf  max Fralh(1)], (3.14)

then ¢34 > cp 4 and is a critical value of Fp 4 in @75 . We would like to show that, along

a sequence R — 00, a sequence of corresponding critical points converges to a critical
point of .%,; which is different from the soliton solution when d > /2 Jo1- To this end, we
need some preparation.

Note that, the proof of Lemma 210 can be applied yielding

c}?(}i > ™ for R > d (3.15)
for the same positive constant ¢4 as in (L20).

Remark 3.6. Let d > 0. There exists n,; such that provided n > n, in the definition

(LI) and (LIQ) of Ty and cq, we have

lim inf ¢}
R—oo

rad > Crad )

Proof. By (L20), when n is sufficiently large, ¢*® is independent of n. We make two
observations:

e Every map in Méf‘j extends to a map in @//*! with the same energy by simply
assigning the value (0,1) for z > R and (0,—1) for z < —R.

e The map QE ;4 can be connected to ¥, by a path whose maximal energy is of order
O(n= + R™?): First, the energy of uy,, is O(R™?). As in Step 2 of the proof of
Lemma [2.8, one starts by deforming the modulus pgr4 to 1 via a linear convex
combination while keeping the phase fixed, gaining at most O(R~?) in energy along
the way. One then deforms the phase via a linear convex combination to x(z/n)
while keeping the modulus fixed, gaining at most O(n~2 + R~?) in energy along the
way.
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Thus, for any path in I'g 4, there corresponds a path in I'y whose maximal energy is at
most that of the original path plus O(n=2 + R72). The assertion follows. O

Our next lemma shows that the obtained critical point at the mountain pass critical
value cp 4 is different from the soliton u, i for d > \/27'671 and sufficiently large R.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose d > \/ﬁj(’],l. There exists R; > 0 such that the mountain pass
energy crq defined by B.I4) satisfies

c?%l < Fralusg] for R > R, (3.16)

Proof. As in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem [L.6 it suffices to show that, when R is
sufficiently large, we can adjust the function A(z) = sech% to a function Ag : [-R, R] —

(0, 00) with Ap(+R) = 0 such that the function gr : R*> — R given by

grlar, as) = Fpa [usﬂ n <a1AR + apApéo(|2’|/d), o)]

22(0,0) < 0 and 8 o (O 0) < 0. Here ¢, is a normalized radially symmetric
elgenfunctmn of —A'in the unlt disk corresponding to the eigenvalue ( j071) . (We continue
to have gp(0,0) = Fpalus ], Vgr(0,0) = 0 and 222(0,0) = 0.)

We compute

829 7 \2 =2\ 42 '
8@1 (0 0) = o [(AR) —(1- :‘R)AR] drdr

— md? / (A7) — (1 - 22)A2) du,

-R

2200 = [ (9ol — (1~ Z5) Al 0] di
Qpr.d

—a [ e+ Yl e 1 _=yaz) g
= R(R)+d2 r— (1 —ER)AR| dx.

Therefore, we only need to find Ag € Hj((—R, R)) such that

/_i [(A;QV (jizl) A% (1 —E%)A%} dz < 0. (3.17)

We assume that ansatz
Ar=(1-ZR)" € Hy((-R, R)),
where a € (3,1) is to be fixed. Using the identities

By
I
|
o
TR~
[1]
=

- 1 - 12 - —2 =
(E0)? = an+ 5(1 ~Z3)° = g+ 5 A} and T = (1 - )=
we compute
Al = 20ERER AT,
AT =91 — = 2AY 8 4 00 (2)2AN @ 4 202, AL
7 =2(1—)Z5(ZR) r © t2a(ER)°AR © +20EER AR

2 1
=/ \2 1-= _= = 1-2

ta+ (- 404)5%}143.
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This implies that

f T2 1—20)=3
/ (A;%)de:/ { qrlo + ( @) R]+Oz+(1—4oz)E%}A%dx,
R

-R _ (1-2%)2
and hence
R (]I )2 _
/ . [(A};)? A~ (1 :@A;] dx
* r2afo+ (1-20)53] | (on)’ 21 .
:/R{ =T + 72 + (o — 1)+(2—4a):R}ARdx. (3.18)

Note that, since o € (%, 1), the terms o — 1 and (2 — 4a)Z% are negative and helpful in
achieving (3.I7). (This is the reason why we used A%, rather than the exact formula for
A, in evaluating the integral of (A%)2.) Particularly, we will discard the term (2 —4a)=%
in subsequent discussion. For the other terms, observe that, on the one hand,

R 1/2 =2 R
a+ (1 —2a)= = =4)%
/ qr | (1_(:2)2 ) R]A%d:p:/ q}%/z[oz+(1—2a):?%](1—:§%)2 2dx
r =S -R

R
< /RE;%[()( + (1 —22)Z3](1 — 22)** 2 dx

1
_ / o+ (1= 20)73(1 — 72222 dr = e1(a) < oo.
—1

On the other hand, provided R is sufficiently large such that =%, = (qR+%(1 —E2)H12 <1
(recall that gr (0 as R " 00),

R R 1
/ A do 2 / (1 = ER)*Epdr = / (1 — 722 dr = ey(a) > 0.
Therefore, by fixing o € (%’ 1— (Jo,1)

) (which is possible since d > v/2 Jo.1), we have from

d2
(B.I8) that
f (Jo,1) - (Jo,1)
/_R [(A}%)z + 022 AL —(1— :%)A%} dx < QqE/ch(a) — < 022 +a— 1)02(a)
and so
S (Jo.0) - (Jo.1)
}%1_{1;0 » [(A'R)2 + aé2 A% —(1— :%)A?%] dx < —( aéz +a— 1)02(04) < 0.
This proves that (3.17) holds for large R and concludes the proof. O

Lemma 3.8. Suppose d > \/éj()’l. There exists R; > 0 such that, for each R € (R, o0),
there are two critical points ﬁﬁd = (iURd, ‘A/R,d) of Fra in ﬂéf‘c? with energy cﬁ%‘é satis-
fying A ) )

Uévd + V}%d <1 and sign(z)Vgq > 0 in Qpa,

Urq changes sign on{z = 0} N Q4.
In particular ﬂﬁ’d has a zero on {x = 0} N Qpq but is not identically zero therein, and it
is different from the minimizers u}iw and the soliton us .

41



rad

Proof. We claim that, for every given v € /5%, there exists a unique j(v) € @4 such
that
JRd[ ( )] < de[ ] for all v € %I%(,d with 17‘{35:0} = U‘{JC:O}.

Indeed, if we let Qf, = {z > 0} N Qpg, then a candidate j(v) is obtained by first

minimizing
1 1
/ [—|V6|2 + (1= [0*)?| da
ot 2 4
R,d
among maps in H'(Q}, ;, R?) which agree with v on {z = 0} and {z = R}, and then
reflecting evenly reflecting the first component of j(v) and oddly reflecting the second
component of j(v) across {x = 0}. To prove the claim, we only need to show that such
a minimizer is unique. Replacing ja(v) by [j2(v)] in QF 4, we may assume jp(v) > 0 in
Q4 Since —=Ajp(v) = (1 = [§(v)[*)j2(v) in Qf 4 and ja(v) = 1 on {z = R}, the strong
maximum principle implies that js(v) > 0 in Qj ;. Thus, the kernel of —A — (1 —1j(v)[?)
in the space of functions H'(Qj; ;) which vanish at {z = 0} U {z = R} is trivial. The
proof of Lemma can then be applied yielding that j(v) is the unique minimizer.
We note that the above argument also shows that

e jo(v) >0in QRd, and
° ﬁRd[us,R] < L%g,d[w] for all w € %If??c(lj with w\{mzo} =0.

Let {hm)} C Tra be such that sup,c; 1 1 Fralhm)(t)] = B as m — co. Using a
standard truncation argument we may assume that |k, (t)] < 1in Qg 4. Note that, by
the uniqueness and minimizing properties of j, we have that j(h,,) € g4 and |j(h, ()] <
Lin Qpg. It follows that sup,e_1 1) Frali(h(m)(t))] = cra as m — oo. An application
of Ekeland’s principle (see e.g. [41, Corollary 4.3]) then gives a sequence {un} C @75
and a sequence {t,,} C [—1, 1] such that

c%z,d[um] — CR.d;,
— Aty = (1= [t |*)tty, = 0 in H(Qp 0, R?),
Um, _j(hm(tm)) — 0 in Hl(QRvd’RQ)'

A routine argument then shows that, after possibly passing to a subsequence, U, as well
as j(hy(t,)) converge in Hl(QRd,RQ) to a critical point Uprq = tf, = (Uga, Vi.a) of
Frain G and Fpaligd = 3G Since [ (hm(tn)] < 1and ja(hm(tm)) < 0in QF 4, we
have that (A]I%L,’d + Véd < 1 and sign(x )IA/RJ >0 in Qpgq. Since j* = j, we also have that

Jira) = j(lim j(hu(tn))) = Hm 52 (h(tn)) = Hm j(hn(tn)) = dra. (3.19)
It is clear that iy , = (=Ug.a, Vi.a) is also a critical point of .Zp 4 in A

So far, everything works for any positive finite R. We now impose that R is sufficiently
large 50, that ¢2% < Fralusg] (by Lemma B7) and ¢3y > cpy (by BII) and BI5)).

Then 4% R are dlfferent from the minimizers up, and the soliton ug . To conclude, it
remains to show that U, r.a changes sign on {x = 0}. Arguing by contradiction, assume
that U r,a does not change sign on {z = 0}. Without loss of generality, we may assume
(A]R,d > 0 on {x = 0}. Using the fact that j(ipg4) = Ug4, the uniqueness and minimizing
properties of j(iig4) and the fact that iz 4 and (|Ug.4|, Va.g) have the same energy relative
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to €2 4, we have that Ugq > 0in QF, ;, and hence in Qp 4. Since ~AUpq = (1=|iga)Ura
in Qp 4, the strong maximum principle implies that either U Rrd > 0or U rd=01in Qpg4.
The former case is not possible as Lemma would then imply g4 is a minimizer of
Fpa in G, The latter case is also not possible as the minimizing property of ig 4 and
us, g would imply that @g 4 = us g. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 3.9. Suppose d > \/_jé - Let aﬁd = (iUR ds Vi d) be as in Lemmal3.8. Then,

along a sequence R — oo, uli%d converge in C2.(Q) to 45 = (£Uy, Vy) which satisfies
(L21)), the phase imprinting condition (L), the symmetry condition (EDEI) and the prop-
erty (L22). Moreover, U, changes sign on {z = O} NQy and hence U5 are different from
the soliton solution u,. Finally, as v — 400, 45 — (Fag,bg) € S* with by € (0,1].

To dispel confusion, we are not able to assert at this point that uflc € /1 (which is
equivalent to (ag, by) = (0,1)).

Proof. By elliptic estimates, along a sequence R — oo, (U R.ds IA/RJ) converges in O ()
to a smooth map @} = a4 = (Uy, Vi) € C*°(€4) which satisfies

(—Ady = (1 — |ag]?)aq in Qq,
0,Uq = 0 on 0€)y,
U2 + V2 <1 and sign(z)V; > 0 in Qg (3.20)
Uy has a zero on {z = 0} N Qy,

| Zaltta] < liminfr o c}”%fi < lminfr e Fraltsr] = Falus).

Moreover, referring to (8.19) in the proof of Lemma [3.8 we have that
Faltg < Faltig +w] for all w € Hy({z > 0} N Qy, R?)

where equality holds if and only if w = 0. In addition, by elliptic estimates and finiteness
of F4[tg), we have that |Gy — 1 and |Viy| — 0 as |z| — oo. In addition, using the third
line of (3.:20), the strong maximum principle and the Hopf lemma, it is routine to show
that the first line of (IZ2) holds, and either the second line of (22) holds or V; = 0. It
remains to show that 44 has the stated limiting behavior as © — +oo (which rules out
the case V; = 0) and U, changes sign on {z = 0} N Q.
Step 1: We show that there exists (aq,bq) € S* with by > 0 such that U; — a4 and
Vg — +by as © — Fo0.

We only consider the limit as x — co. The other side follows from the phase imprinting

condition (L.TI).

Let

_ 1 ~
V(z) = — Vy(x, x') da'.

Td? J{jar| <)
Since V3 > 0 for # > 0, U3 + V2 < 1 and —AVy = (1 — U3 — V)V, we have that V' is
concave in (0,00). Since 0 <V < 1, it follows that V(x) 7 by € [0,1] as x  co. Since
V\@—)Oasx—)oo WehavethatVd—>bdasx—>oo AsUd+Vd —>1andVUd—>0as
T — oo, it also follows that Ud — ag as x — oo for some ay satisfying ad + bd =1.

Step 2: We show that b; = 0 cannot hold.
Suppose by contradiction that by = 0. Then ay € {£1}. We will only consider the
case ag = 1, as the other case is similar.
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Since V is nonpositive and convex in (0,00), V(0) = 0 and V — by = 0 as z — oo,
we have that V = 0 in (0,00). Since V; > 0, this implies that V; = 0 in {z > 0} N Qd
and hence on all of Q4 by the phase imprinting condition (LII). In particular, we have

—AU; = (1 - U2U, in Qq,
—9,U; =0 on 00y, (3.21)
Uy(z,) = 1as & — oo.

We claim that Uy changes sign in {23. Arguing indirectly, assume that U, does not
change sign in €;. Then since Ud — 1 as x — £o00, we have that Ud > 0in 4. By (3.21)),
the strong maximum principle implies that Uy > 0in Q. The proof of Lemma [3.3] can
now be applied to show that ug minimizes %, in (1,0) + H'(€,) and hence 44 = (1,0).
This contradicts the fact that Uy has a zero on {x = 0} N Qy. The claim is proved.

By the claim, the fact that Uy — 1 as z — oo, and by the phase imprinting condition
(L)), there exists o > 0 such that

Uy > 0in {z > 20} and min Uy(z,-) = 0.

We proceed to use the sliding method ([3]) to show that

— 2o .
in Qg, 3.22
\/5 d ( )
which would contradict the fact that U; — 1 as  — —oo and conclude this step.
Fix some small § > 0 for the moment. Differentiating the first equation in (B.21]), we
have

Uy(z,y) = tanh i

~A(8,U,) = (1 —302)3,U, in Q,
8,,(81(761) =0 on 09y.

Fix some z; > zy such that UC% >1—4§in {x > x1}. Let
B,(z) = ( sup |835(A]d|>e*v 2780@=m) gy eVETST s ),
T=x1

Note that B, > 0 and satisfies

—AB,=—(2-30)B, > (1-3U3)B, in {z >z},
B, > |6$Ud| on {x =11},

0,B, = 0 on 08,

B, — oo as ¥ — oo.

A standard argument using the strong maximum principle and the Hopf lemma then
shows that |0,Uy| < B, in {z > 21} for any p > 0. Sending y¢ — 0, we obtain

|8$Ud| < <sup |8$Ud|> —V230(@=m) > gy (3.23)
T=T1
For x5 > x(, consider the function
2 —46(x — x9)
) )

By ([323), the fact that U; — 1 as x — oo and the positivity of Uy in {z > z,}, we have
that

T5.,(z) = tanh
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o« U, > Ts, in {x > ¢} for all large x5, and

e for any zy > x, Ud > T 5, for all large x.

Let R
xr3 = inf {:EQ >xg: Uy > T, in {x > IL‘O}}.

We have

—AUd = (1 — Ug)Ud in {.T > 1’3},
Ud > Tg,xS n {SL’ > 1’3},
Ud > T 5, for all large z,

—ATs,, = (1—-20)(1— T(SQ,QJS)TM3 < (1- Tng)T&x?’ in {x > 23},

By the strong maximum principle, we then have that Uy > Ts,, in { > z3}. The
minimality of x3 then implies that U, = T52, = 0 somewhere on {z = z3}. Since Uy >0
in {x > x¢}, we deduce that x3 = . We deduce that U, > Ts54, in {x > x0}. Sending
0 — 0, we obtain

7 in {z > z0}. (3.24)

Next, note that, in view of (3.21]) and the fact that U, > —1, we have by the strong
maximum principle and the Hopf lemma that

A T
Uqs > Th 2, = tanh

inf Uy > —1.
Qq
This together with (8:224]) implies that U, > To.z, in g for all large z5. Let
x4 = inf {:c2 >z : Ud > Thz, I Qd}

The minimality of x4 together with (3:24) and the fact that Uy — 1 and Ty,, — —1 as
x — oo implies that there exists Uy = Ty, somewhere in Q4. Recalling (3:21)) and the

fact that —ATp,, = (1 — T02x )T0.2,, we deduce from the strong maximum principle and

the Hopf lemma that Ud = To,. Since Ud vanishes somewhere on {x = x5}, this also
implies 24 = x9 and proves ([B.22]). As pointed out earlier, this give a contradiction to the
behavior of Uy as © — —oo and so concludes Step 2.

Step 3: We show that Uy changes sign on {z = 0} N Q.

Suppose by contradiction that U, does not change sign on {x = 0} N Qy, e.g. U, >0
on {x = 0} N€,. By the minimizing property of @ 4, we have that (Ud, Vd) is minimizing
with respect to smooth perturbations compactly supported in {z > 0} N Q. It follows
that U; > 0 in {z > 0} N Qy, and hence on all of ; by the phase imprinting condition

(LT). We may then follow the proof of Lemma 3.3 to see that (U, V;) is minimizing with
respect to smooth perturbations compactly supported in €2;. It follows that

Fa[(Uy, Vi) < Fylu] for all u € (aq, by tanhﬁ) 4 HY(Q4,R?) = o,

On the other hand, if we write (ag4,bq) = (cos x«, sin x.) for some x, € [—7/2,0) and if
Xo € C*(R) satisfying xo = x. in [1, 00), then the map

Cn(, ') = (cos xo(w/n), sin xo(x/n))
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belongs to </, and has #4[¢,] — 0 as n — oo. It follows that F4[(Ug, V)] = 0, which
is impossible since Vj is not a constant. We conclude that U, changes sign on {x =
0} N Q. O

Proof of Theorem[1.8. This follows from Lemma 3.9 O]
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