arXiv:2311.12039v2 [math.AP] 14 Jun 2024

ASYMPTOTIC PROPERTIES OF VORTEX-PAIR SOLUTIONS FOR INCOMPRESSIBLE EULER EQUATIONS IN R^2

JUAN DÁVILA, MANUEL DEL PINO, MONICA MUSSO, AND SHRISH PARMESHWAR

Abstract. A vortex pair solution of the incompressible 2d Euler equation in vorticity form ω_t + ∇^⊥Ψ · ∇ω = 0, Ψ = (−Δ)^{−1}ω, in R^2 × (0, ∞) is a travelling wave solution of the form ω(x, t) = W (x_1 −ct, x_2) where W (x) is compactly supported and odd in x_2. We revisit the problem of constructing solutions which are highly concentrated around points (0, ±q), more precisely with approximately radially symmetric, compactly supported bumps with radius ε and masses ±m. Fine asymptotic expressions are obtained, and the smooth dependence on the parameters q and ε for the solution and its propagation speed c are established. These results improve constructions through variational methods in [14] and in [5] for the case of a bounded domain.

1. Introduction This paper investigates the Euler equations for an incompressible, inviscid fluid in R^2 .

In vorticity-stream formulation these equations take the form

ω_t + ∇^⊥Ψ · ∇ω = 0 in R^2 × (0, T ), Ψ = (−Δ)^{−1}ω in R^2 × (0, T ), ω(·, 0) =ω̊ in R^2 .

(1.1)

The stream function Ψ is determined as the inverse Laplacian applied to ω, yielding:

Ψ(x, t) = (−Δ)^{−1}ω(x, t) = 1 2π ∫ R^2 log 1 |x − y| ω(y, t) dy and the fluid velocity field v = ∇^⊥Ψ := (Ψ_{x2} , −Ψ_{x1} ) follows the Biot-Savart Law: v(x, t) = 1 2π ∫ R^2 (y − x)^⊥ |y − x|^2 ω(y, t) dy . The Cauchy problem (1.1) is well-posed in the weak sense in L^1(R^2 ) ∩ L^∞(R^2 ) as deduced from the classical theories by Wolibner [16] and Yudovich [9]. Solutions are regular if the initial condition ω̊ is so. See for instance Chapter 8 in Majda-Bertozzi’s book [11].

Of special interest are solutions with vorticity concentrated around a finite number of points ξ_1(t), . . . , ξ_N (t) in the form ω_ε(x, t) = N∑ j=1 m_j ε^2 [ W ( x − ξ_j (t) ε ) + o(1) ] , (1.2) 1

where W (y) is a fixed radially symmetric profile with ∫ R^2 W (y)dy = 1, o(1) → 0 as ε → 0

and m_j ∈ R are the masses of the vortices. We have that ω_ε(x, t) ⇀ ω_S(x, t) = N∑ j=1 m_j δ_0(x − ξ_j (t)) as ε → 0, (1.3)

where δ_0(y) designates a Dirac mass at 0. Formally the trajectories ξ_j (t) satisfy the Kirchhoff-Routh vortex system

ξ̇_j (t) = − ∑ ℓ≠j m_ℓ 2π (ξ_j (t) − ξ_ℓ(t))^⊥ |ξ_j (t) − ξ_ℓ(t)|^2 , j = 1, . . . , N. (1.4) The study of point vortex dynamics evolving due to (1.4) is itself a rich topic with many deep works, see [2] and references within.

Finding regular solutions of (1.1) of the form (1.2) that approximate a superposition of point vortices satisfying (1.4) in the sense of (1.3) is a version of the classical vortex desingularization problem, which has been the subject of many works, see for example [12, 8, 5, 14] and further references inside.

A key tool in finding solutions to the desingularization problem is to build them from the class of steady solutions to (1.1), namely solutions whose shape does not depend on time. Examples include radially symmetric decaying functions W (y), which correspond to stationary solutions. Other examples are traveling and rotating waves. See for instance [14, 5].

One can find such solutions by reducing to semilinear elliptic problems, and a common method of doing so is the stream function method, which starts from the observation that if a Ψ(x) satisfies the equation

ΔΨ + f (Ψ) = 0, (1.5)

for f a C^1 function, then the stream-function/vorticity pair (Ψ, f (Ψ)) is a stationary solution to (1.1). From here, the family of rescaled solutions ( Ψ(x/ε), ε^{−2}f (Ψ(x/ε)) ) is an example of a desingularized vortex solution for a single stationary point vortex.

We are most in interested travelling wave solutions which can be constructed in a similar way; if ω(x, t) = ω_0(x − cte_1) for some constant c, then the transport equation in (1.1) is reduced to

∇^⊥ (Ψ − cx_2) · ∇ ω_0 = 0

in moving coordinate frame x^′ = x − cte_1. Thus if we can find a C^1 functions f and a solution Ψ to

ΔΨ + f (Ψ − cx_2) = 0,

we have a travelling wave solution to (1.1).

The aim of this paper is to construct and give certain fine information for a desingularization of the simplest travelling wave solution to the Kirkhhoff-Routh system (1.4), a vortex pair. Let q > 0, M > 0. Then a solution to (1.4) for N = 2 is given by

ξ_1(t) = qe_2 + cte_1, ξ_2(t) = −qe_2 + cte_1, c = M 4πq , (1.6)

which clearly describes two point vortices a distance 2q apart in the e_2 direction with opposite masses travelling uniformly in the e_1 direction at speed c.

Desingularizing vortex pairs has been a topic of great interest, yielding numerous results in various contexts. Our paper focuses on constructing a desingularized vortex pair solution to (1.1). This solution has previously been established by Smets and Van Schaftingen, in [14]. In their work, they treated the problem using variational techniques, obtaining least energy solutions by minimizing the associated energy functional. Cao, Liu, and Wei, in [5], addressed the case of bounded domains through a reduction method. Further results in this direction can be found in [4, 13], and earlier constructions are explored in [3, 15] by Burton and Turkington.

Vortex pairs have also been constructed and studied for related systems, see [1] for a vortex pair solution to the surface quasi-geostrophic equation, and [10, 6] for travelling wave solutions to the Gross-Pitaevskii equation.

Contrasting with [14], in this paper we construct the solution instead using Lyapunov- Schmidt reduction, give precise estimates in terms of ε on lower order terms, and show differentiability of the solution with respect to the parameter q.

We now describe the desingularized vortex pair (Ψ_ε, ω_ε) that solves (1.1). The vorticity takes the form ω_ε(x, t) = U_{q,ε} (x − cte_1) , where U_{q,ε} = ε^{−2}f_ε(Ψ_ε(x) − c_{q,ε}x_2) for an appropriate nonlinearity f_ε, with Ψ_ε solving the elliptic problem −ΔΨ_ε(x) = ε^{−2}f_ε(Ψ_ε(x) − c_{q,ε}x_2). (1.7) in the upper half plane x_2 > 0, and is even in x_1 and odd in x_2. Our stream function Ψ has the form

Ψ_ε(x) = Ψ̊_ε(x) + ψ^q_ε (x ε ) , Ψ̊_ε(x) = Γ ( x − qe_2 ε ) − Γ ( x + qe_2 ε ) , (1.8)

where Γ(x) is an entire radial classical solution of the problem ΔΓ + Γ^γ_+ = 0 on R^2 , {Γ > 0} = B_1, (1.9) γ > 3, ψ_{q/ε} is of order ε^2, and is even in x_1 and odd in x_2 so that Ψ exhibits the symmetries we desire. The speed c_{q,ε} has the expansion c_{q,ε} = M 4πq + O(ε^2), M := ∫ R^2

Γ^γ_+dx. (1.10)

Suppressing the dependency of c_{q,ε} on (q, ε) and instead writing c, the nonlinearity f_ε in (1.7) is defined by f_ε(Ψ(x) − cx_2) = (Ψ_ε(x) − cx_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{Bs(qe2 )}(x) − (−Ψ_ε(x) + cx_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{Bs (−qe2 )}(x). (1.11) Here s > 0 is a fixed constant, and the χ are indicator functions. To find such a solution requires choosing our c and Ω as a function of q. The quantity Ω is a parameter to adjust the mass of our vortex pair. We demand that −Γ ( 2qe_2 ε ) − cq − |log ε| Ω = 0. (1.12)

This choice guarantees that M − ε^{−2} ∫ R^2 ( Ψ̊_ε(x) − cx_2 − |log ε| Ω )_γ + χ_{Bs(qe2 )}(x) dx = O(ε), as ε → 0.

If we suppose q ∈ ( Q^{−1}_0 , Q_0 ) , some Q_0 > 0 large and c = c(q, ε) has the bound c ≤ mQ_0 for all ε small enough, then the support of f_ε(Ψ̊_ε(x) − cx_2) shrinks as ε → 0: there exists ε_0 small enough such that for all ε ≤ ε_0,

supp f_ε ( Ψ̊_ε(x) − cx_2 ) ⊆ B_{ρ0 ε}(qe_2) ∪ B_{ρ0 ε}(−qe_2) (1.13) for ρ_0 = 2 ( 1 + sQ_0 2 ) e^{Q20} , (1.14) and | | | ( Γ(y − q ε e_2) )_γ + − ( Ψ̊_ε(εy) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω )_γ + χ_{B sε} ( q_{ε e2} ) | | | ≤ Cεχ^Bρ0^{( q}ε^e2^)(y), (1.15)

with an analogous statement holding around −^q_ε e_2 via symmetry in y_2.

One can write down the form of Γ more explicitly. We have Γ = { ν(|x|) if |x| ≤ 1 ν^′(1) log |x| if |x| > 1 , (1.16) for ν the unique radial ground state of the problem Δν + ν^γ = 0, ν ∈ H^1_0 (B_1), ν > 0 on B_1. (1.17) A quantity we refer to repeatedly in our construction is something we call the reduced mass, M/2π, where M is defined in (1.10). From (1.16) and the fact that ν solves (1.17), we can see M = 2π |ν^′(1)| , m := M 2π = |ν^′(1)| . Rescalings of Γ are clearly C^1 across the boundary of the ball radius ε and solve ΔΓ (x ε ) + ε^{−2} ( Γ (x ε ))_γ + = 0,

which is of the form of a desingularized vortex obtained by the stream function method described in (1.5). Thus the form of the nonlinearity (1.11) as well as the choice of Ω (1.12) also mean that on B_{ρ0 ε}(qe_2) ∪ B_{ρ0 ε}(−qe_2), our vortex pair is a good approximation of these steady state vortices in the moving frame.

Our nonlinearity f_ε in (1.11) has the desired regularity due to the fact that our choice of cutoff represented by the indicator functions means that its support will actually be contained in χ_{Bs′ (qe2 )}(x) ∪ χ_{Bs′ (−qe2 )}(x), some s^′ < s, for small enough ε, meaning the nonlinearity is C^{⌊γ⌋,γ−[γ]} when γ /∈ Z and C^{γ−1} otherwise.

Our main theorem can now be stated.

Theorem 1.1. Let γ > 3 in (1.9) and let q > 0. For all ε > 0 small, there exist constants C > 0, c and a function ψ^q_ε (x) even in x_1, odd in x_2 such that Ψ given by (1.8) with Ω as in (1.12) solves (1.7), with f_ε given by (1.11). Set

q^′ = q ε . The speed c is given by c = m 2q + g(q^′) for a C^2 function g, and the following estimates hold true ‖ψ_q′ ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) + ‖∂_q′ ψ_q′ ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) + ‖∂^2_q′ ψ_q′ ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) ≤ Cε^2, (1.18) ε^2|g| + ε|∂_q′ g| + |∂^2_q′ g| ≤ Cε^4. (1.19) In addition to the properties stated in Theorem 1.1, we can also describe to main order the expansion in Fourier modes on B_{ρε}(qe_2) ∪ B_{ρε}(−qe_2), some constant ρ > 0 independent of ε, see Remark 2.8.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we construct the vortex pair. This is done by solving a nonlinear problem for ψ^q_ε , using Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, in a similar strategy to the one laid out in [1]. First, we will solve a related, projected linear problem. We will then use this linear theory we develop to solve a projected nonlinear problem by a fixed point argument. From there, our solution will be found by solving an algebraic equation involving c and q that will imply the solution to the projected nonlinear problem is actually our desired solution to the full problem. Where there is similarity to the techniques shown in [1], some details will be omitted.

In Section 3, we will show the existence of the derivatives of ψ^q_ε and c with respect to q, as well as bounds (1.18)–(1.19). This is a delicate issue as will see in Section 2 that via the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, ψ^q_ε and c solve a coupled system of equations. The key observation is that the semilinear elliptic equation for the difference quotient of ψ^q_ε with respect to q comes with a term on the right hand side that is multiplied by the difference quotient of c with respect to q. The structure of this term on the right hand side lets us adapt the linear theory we develop in Section 2 to simultaneously get good bounds on these two difference quotients, allowing us to show existence of the q derivatives, and finally (1.18)–(1.19).

2. The Vortex Pair 2.1. Nonlinear Problem for the Remainder. From now on, throughout the paper, γ > 3, and q = εq^′. We construct a travelling vortex pair solution, for all ε > 0 small enough, solving ΔΨ_ε + ε^{−2}f_ε (Ψ_ε − cx_2) = 0 (2.1)

of the form (1.8) with Γ defined in (1.16), and f_ε, defined in (1.11). Note that Ψ̊_ε also defined in (1.8) is odd in x_2, and even in x_1. We will find a solution to (2.1) with ψ_q′ having the same symmetries as Ψ̊_ε. That is ψ_q′ (−x_1, x_2) = ψ_q′ (x_1, x_2) = −ψ_q′ (x_1, −x_2). (2.2) Let us first rewrite our problem as a nonlinear problem in ψ_q′ . Substituting (1.8) in to the left hand side of (2.1), we get a solution to our problem of the form (1.8) if and only if

S[ψ_ε] := Δ ( Γ ( x − qe_2 ε ) − Γ ( x + qe_2 ε ) + ψ_q′ (x ε ))

+ ε^{−2} ( Γ ( x − qe_2 ε ) − Γ ( x + qe_2 ε ) + ψ_q′ ( x ε ) − cx_2 − |log ε| Ω )_γ + χ_{Bs(qe2 )} − ε^{−2} ( Γ ( x + qe_2 ε ) − Γ ( x − qe_2 ε ) − ψ_q′ ( x ε ) + cx_2 − |log ε| Ω )_γ + χ_{Bs(−qe2 )} = 0. (2.3)

Then, letting x = εy, condition (2.3) is equivalent to

S̃[ψ_ε] := Δ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_{q′} (y)) + (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ (y) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} − (Γ (y + q^′e_2) − Γ (y − q^′e_2) − ψ_q′ (y) + cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (−q}′_{e2 )} = 0.

We wish to write the above as something amenable to a fixed point problem in ψ_q′ , and so we will write the nonlinearity as a linearisation around Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) plus error terms. To do this we first define some quantities. First we define our potential:

V (y) = γ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} + γ (Γ (y + q^′e_2) − Γ (y − q^′e_2) + cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (−q}′_{e2 )}, := V^+ + V^−.

Next we define our error terms. Let

E_1(y) = (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ − (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )}, (2.4) E_2(y) = (Γ(y + q^′e_2))^γ_+ − (Γ (y + q^′e_2) − Γ (y − q^′e_2) + cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (−q}′_{e2 )} (2.5) Finally we define our nonlinearities, depending on ψ_q′ :

N_1[ψ_q′ ] = (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ (y) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} − (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} − γ ( (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ ψ_q′ (y) ) χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} (2.6) N_2[ψ_q′ ] = (Γ (y + q^′e_2) − Γ (y − q^′e_2) − ψ_q′ (y) + cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (−q}′_{e2 )} − (Γ (y + q^′e_2) − Γ (y − q^′e_2) + cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (−q}′_{e2 )} + γ ( (Γ (y + q^′e_2) − Γ (y − q^′e_2) + cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ ψ_q′ (y) ) χ_{B sε (−q}′_{e2 )}. (2.7) Then letting E(y) = E_1(y) − E_2(y), (2.8) N[ψ_q′ ] = N_1[ψ_q′ ] − N_2[ψ_q′ ], (2.9) the condition S̃[ψ_ε] = 0 is equivalent to L[ψ_q′ ] := Δψ_q′ + V ψ_q′ = E − N[ψ_q′ ], (2.10) where we have used the fact that

Δ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2)) = − ( (Γ (y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ − (Γ (y + q^′e_2))^γ_+ ) . To finish the first part of this section, we will precisely state the problem we are looking to solve, including the function space we will find a solution in. To do this, we define Z_1(y) = ∂_1Γ (y − q^′e_2) − ∂_1Γ (y + q^′e_2) = Z_{1,1}(y) − Z_{1,2}(y), Z_2(y) = ∂_2Γ (y − q^′e_2) + ∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) = Z_{2,1}(y) + Z_{2,2}(y).

(2.11)

We first want to solve a linear projected version of (2.10), where the projection is with respect to Z_1 and Z_2.

We notice that both Z_1 and Z_2 are odd in y_2, with Z_1 odd in y_1, and Z_2 even in y_1. Therefore any solution ψ satisfying the symmetry conditions (2.2) will automatically have ∫ R^2

V Z_1ψ = ∫ R^2

V Z_1Z_2 = 0.

Thus we need only to project with respect to Z_2. To that end, we will also demand our solutions satisfy ∫ R^2

V Z_2ψ = 0. (2.12)

Now, let X be the Banach space defined as follows X := { f ∈ L^∞ ( R^2 ) |f satisfies (2.2) and (2.12) } , (2.13)

equipped with the standard L^∞ ( R^2 ) norm. Then the problem we are trying to solve can be precisely stated as L[ψ_q′ ] = E − N[ψ_q′ ] on R^2 , ψ_q′ ∈ X. 2.2. Projected Linear Problem. It will be useful to construct a slightly more general linear theory than is required given the discussed in the previous section. Thus we consider the function space consisting of ψ ∈ L^∞ ( R^2 ) that satisfy ψ(y_1, −y_2) = −ψ(y_1, y_2), (2.14) satisfying the orthogonality conditions ∫ R^2

V Z_iψ = 0, i = 1, 2. (2.15)

To that end, define Y to be the function space Y := { f ∈ L^∞ ( R^2 ) |f satisfies (2.14) and (2.15) } (2.16)

equipped with the standard L^∞ ( R^2 ) norm. Note that X ⊂ Y , with X defined in (2.13).

With these definitions in hand, we first consider the projected linear problem L[ψ] = h + aV Z_1 + bV Z_2 on R^2 , ψ ∈ Y. (2.17) Here a, b ∈ R, and h is a function satisfying ‖h‖_{∗∗} := sup_{y∈R2} W (y)^{−(2+σ)} |h(y)| < ∞, with σ ∈ (0, 1), and

W (y) = 1 1 + |y − q^′e_2| + 1 1 + |y + q^′e_2|

. (2.18)

We first have a priori estimates on solutions to (2.17).

Lemma 2.1. Let (q, c, ε) be chosen so that (1.13)–(1.14) hold. Suppose we have a solution to (2.17), with h satisfying ‖h‖_{∗∗} < ∞ and the symmetry assumption (2.14). Then (|a| + |b|) ≤ C ( ε ‖ψ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) + ‖h‖_{∗∗} ) , some constant C > 0.

Proof. See [1]. □ Next is an a priori estimate for the solution of (2.17) in terms of ‖h‖_{∗∗}.

Lemma 2.2. Let (q, c, ε) be chosen so that (1.13)–(1.14) hold.. Suppose we have a solution to (2.17), with h satisfying ‖h‖_{∗∗} < ∞ and the symmetry assumption (2.14). Then ‖ψ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) ≤ C ‖h‖_{∗∗} , some constant C > 0.

Proof. This argument is again very similar to the corresponding a priori estimate in [1]. We proceed by contradiction and suppose there is a sequence of ε_n such that ε_n → 0 as n → ∞. Suppose further that for this sequence, we have a sequence of solutions ψ_n to (2.17) such that ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(R}2_) = 1 for all n, (2.19) ‖h_n‖_{∗∗} → 0 as n → ∞. (2.20) Let q_n = ε_nq^′_n for some sequence q_n ∈ (Q^{−1}_0 , Q_0) for all n. Then as in [1], (2.19)–(2.20) implies ( ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(BR (q}′_{ne2 ))} + ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(BR(−q}′_{ne2 ))} ) → 0 as n → ∞, (2.21) for any fixed radius R > 0, due to the orthogonality conditions (2.15) and the non-degeneracy argument for the linearized operator around the power nonlinearity vortex (1.9) given in [7]. In particular it is true for R = 2ρ, where the support of V_n in contained in B_ρ (q^′_ne_2) for all n. Next, we obtain bounds for ψ_n(y) on the region |y − q^′_ne_2| ≥ 3q^′_n. Using the Green’s function to write,

ψ_n(y) = 1 2π ∫ R^2_+ log ( |z − ȳ| |z − y| ) ( h_n(z) − V_nψ_n + a_nV_nZ^{(n)}_1 + b_nV_nZ^{(n)}_2 ) dz, we have ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{({|y−q}′_{ne2 |≥3q}′_{n})} ≤ C ( ‖h_n‖_{∗∗} + ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(Bρ(q}′_{ne2 ))} + |a_n| + |b_n| ) . (2.22) Now let G_n be the annulus defined by |y − q^′_ne_2| ∈ [2ρ, 3q^′_n]. We have shown that ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(∂Gn)} ≤ CK_n, (2.23) where

K_n = max { ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(∂B2ρ (q}′_{ne2 ))} , ‖h_n‖_{∗∗} + ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(Bρ(q}′_{ne2 ))} + |a_n| + |b_n| } . (2.24) On the annulus G_n, −Δψ_n = h_n. (2.25) Define β_n by β_n(y) = c_1K_n ( 1 − |y − q^′_ne_2|^{−σ} ) , for c_1 chosen appropriately so that β_n(y) ≥ ψ_n(y) on ∂G_n. Such a choice is possible on this region as 1 − (2ρ)^{−σ} ≤ 1 − |y − q^′_ne_2|^{−σ} ≤ 1 − (3q^′_n)^{−σ} .

Note that −Δβ_n = c_1σ^2 |y − q^′_ne_2|^{−(2+σ)} K_n. We know from (2.24) that K_n ≥ ‖h_n‖_{∗∗} + ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(Bρ (q}′_{ne2 ))} + |a_n| + |b_n| ≥ ‖h_n‖_{∗∗} . Therefore |y − q^′_ne_2|^{−(2+σ)} K_n ≥ |y − q^′_ne_2|^{−(2+σ)} ‖h_n‖_{∗∗} = |y − q^′_ne_2|^{−(2+σ)} sup_{z∈R2} + W (z)^{−(2+σ)} |h_n(z)| , where we can take the supremum over z ∈ R^2_+ due to the symmetry assumption (2.14), and the definition of W in (2.18). Now, since W (z)^{−(2+σ)} → ∞ as |z| → ∞, we have |y − q^′_ne_2|^{−(2+σ)} sup_{z∈R2} + W (z)^{−(2+σ)} |h(z)|

≥ C_0 |y − q^′_ne_2|^{−(2+σ)} ( (1 + |y − q^′_ne_2|) (1 + |y + q^′_ne_2|)

2 + |y − q^′_ne_2| + |y + q^′_ne_2| )_{2+σ} sup_{z∈R2} + |h(z)| , (2.26) some constant C_0. Now as y ∈ R^2_+ , |y − q^′_ne_2| ≤ |y + q^′_ne_2|, and thus (2.26) becomes

|y − q^′_ne_2|^{−(2+σ)} sup_{z∈R2} + W (z)^{−(2+σ)} |h(z)| ≥ C_0 ( 1 + 1 |y − q^′_ne_2| )_{2+σ} ( 1 2 )_{2+σ} sup_{z∈R2} + |h(z)| ≥ C_1 sup_{z∈R2} + |h(z)| , as |y − q^′_ne_2| ≤ 3q^′_n. Thus we can say −Δβ_n ≥ C_2 ‖h_n‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ≥ −Δψ_n, for some constant C_2 large enough, obtained by enlarging c_1 if necessary. We can also use (2.23) and (2.25) in the other direction to obtain β_n(y) ≥ −ψ_n(y), y ∈ ∂G_n −Δβ_n ≥ Δψ_n, y ∈ G_n. Thus by comparison with β_n on G_n, we have ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(Gn)} ≤ CK_n. (2.27) Combining (2.27) with (2.22) gives us ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{({|y−q}′_{ne2|≥2ρ})} ≤ CK_n. (2.28) Combining (2.21) and (2.28) gives, as n → ∞, that ‖ψ_n‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ≤ max { ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(B2ρ (q}′_{ne2 ))} , ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{({|y−q}′_{ne2 |≥2ρ})} }

≤ max { ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(B2ρ (q}′_{ne2 ))} , C ( ‖h_n‖_{∗∗} + ‖ψ_n‖_L∞_{(Bρ (q}′_{ne2 ))} + |a_n| + |b_n| )} → 0, (2.29) by the assumptions on h_n, Lemma 2.1, and (2.21). We have that (2.29) gives us a contradiction on the ψ_n, as desired. □ We combine Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 to obtain the main a priori estimate:

Lemma 2.3. Let (q, c, ε) be chosen so that (1.13)–(1.14) hold.. Suppose we have a solution to (2.17), with h satisfying ‖h‖_{∗∗} < ∞ and the symmetry assumption (2.14). Then ‖ψ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) + (|a| + |b|) ≤ C ‖h‖_{∗∗} , some constant C > 0.

We finish Section 2.2 by showing existence of solutions to the projected linear problem. Theorem 2.4. Let (q, c, ε) be chosen so that (1.13)–(1.14) hold.. Then there is a linear operator T_q from the space of h satisfying (2.14) and ‖h‖_{∗∗} < ∞ to Y such that ψ := T_q (h) is the unique solution to (2.17) associated to that h. Moreover, we have the bound ‖T_q (h)‖_{L∞(R2)} + (|a| + |b|) ≤ C ‖h‖_{∗∗} . (2.30) for some C independent of ε.

Proof. We can reformulate the problem (2.17) as ψ = Kψ + h̃, for an h̃ depending linearly on h, and K is a linear operator acting on Y defined by (Kψ)(y) = 1 2π ∫ R^2_+ log ( |z − ȳ| |z − y| ) V (z)ψ(z) dz, and extending by symmetry to R^2 . Using methods analogous to those in the proof of Lemma 2.2, we obtain ‖Kψ‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ≤ C |log ε| ‖ψ‖_L∞_{(Bρ(q}′_{e2 ))} ‖∇Kψ‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ≤ C ‖ψ‖_L∞_{(Bρ (q}′_{e2))} . These bounds show compactness of K for fixed ε, and by the Fredholm alternative, solutions to (2.17) are unique for a particular h as long as ψ = Kψ only has the zero solution in Y , guaranteed by the a priori estimate stated in Lemma 2.3. This lemma also gives the bound (2.30). □ 2.3. Projected Nonlinear Problem. We now use the linear theory developed in Section 2.2 to solve a projection of the full nonlinear problem. That is, we seek to construct a solution to the problem L[ψ] = E − N[ψ] + aV Z_1 + bV Z_2 on R^2 , ψ ∈ Y, (2.31) where we recall the definitions of Y from (2.16), and of E and N[ψ] from (2.8)–(2.9). Theorem 2.5. Let (q, c, ε) be chosen so that (1.13)–(1.14) hold.. Then for ε > 0 small enough, there is a unique solution ψ_q′ to (2.31) in the ball B := { ψ ∈ Y : ‖ψ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) ≤ ε |log ε| } . This solution has the bound ‖ψ‖_L∞_{(R}2_) ≤ Cε, (2.32) where C > 0 is a constant, and moreover the solution is continuous with respect to q.

Proof. This is a fixed point argument. Indeed, we can define a map A A : Y → Y, ψ → T_q (−E + N[ψ]) . Then solving (2.31) is equivalent to solving ψ = A(ψ). We run the fixed point procedure in the closed ball B ⊂ Y defined in Theorem 2.5.

From (1.15), (2.4), (2.5), and (2.8), we can see that ‖E‖_L∞_{(R}2_) ≤ C_1ε.

Moreover, for small enough ε > 0, by (2.6), (2.7), and (2.9), we have that N[ψ] is supported in B_ρ(q^′e_2) ∪ B_ρ(−q^′e_2) for ψ ∈ B, some ρ > 0 independent of ε. This means the support of N[ψ] can be contained inside a compact set uniformly for elements in this closed ball. Given the definition of N[ψ] in (2.9), we have the estimate ‖N[ψ]‖_L∞_{(R}2_) ≤ C_2 ‖ψ‖^2_L∞_{(R}2_) .

Then we can show that if ε is small enough, A : B → B is a contraction, and admits a unique fixed point. Moreover, we can see that for this fixed point ψ_q′ ‖ψ_q′ ‖_{L∞(R2)} ≤ C ‖E‖_L∞_{(R}2_) ≤ Cε, (2.34) giving the bound (2.32). Finally, the fixed point characterisation of the solution ψ_q′ gives continuity with respect to q. □ 2.4. Full Solution. We wish to solve L[ψ_q′ ] = E − N[ψ_q′ ] on R^2 , ψ_q′ ∈ X. (2.35) Note that solving (2.31) with the condition that ψ ∈ X ⊂ Y immediately forces a = 0. So we are reduced to the problem of finding a relationship between c and q so that L[ψ_q′ ] = E − N[ψ_q′ ] + bV Z_2, ψ_q′ ∈ X, (2.36) has b = 0.

Theorem 2.6. Let (q, c, ε) be chosen so that (1.13)–(1.14) hold.. Then for ε > 0 small enough, there is a unique c = c(q) such that the corresponding solution of (2.36) has b = 0. This c is of the form c = m 2q + g(q^′), (2.37) where g(q^′) is continuous in q^′.

Proof. We know that our solution to (2.36) ψ_q′ solves L [ψ_q′ ] = E − N [ψ_q′ ] + bV Z_2.

Integrating against Z_2 gives b (∫ R^2

V Z^2_2 )

≥c_0 = ∫ R^2

Z_2 (L [ψ_q′ ] − E + N [ψ_q′ ]) , (2.38) where c_0 is some absolute positive constant. Thus, b = 0 is equivalent to the right hand of (2.38) being 0. We know from the proof of Lemma 2.1, and the bound on ψ_q′ , (2.34), that | | | ∫ R^2

Z_2N [ψ_q′ ] | | | ≤ C ‖ψ^{q′} ‖^2L^∞(R^2) ≤ Cε^2, (2.39) | | | | ∫ R^2

Z_2L [ψ_q′ ] | | | | ≤ Cε ‖ψ^{q′} ‖L^∞(R^2) ≤ Cε^2. (2.40)

We know from the definition of the error E given in (2.4)–(2.5), and the definition of Z_2 given in (2.11), we have, ∫ R^2

EZ_2 = ∫ B_ρ (q^′ e_2 )

E_1Z_{2,1} + ∫ B_ρ (q^′ e_2 )

E_1Z_{2,2} − ∫ B_ρ(−q^′ e_2 )

E_2Z_{2,1} − ∫ B_ρ(−q^′ e_2 )

E_2Z_{2,2}

= 2 (∫ B_ρ(q^′ e_2 )

E_1Z_{2,1} + ∫ B_ρ(q^′ e_2 )

E_1Z_{2,2} ) , with | | | | | ∫ B_ρ (q^′ e_2 )

E_1Z_{2,2} | | | | | ≤ Cε^2, (2.41)

and, ∫ B_ρ(q^′ e_2 )

E_1Z_{2,1} = − ∫ B_ρ(q^′ e_2 )

∂_2 ( (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ ) (Γ (2q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε (q^′ − y_2)) dy + O ( |Γ (2q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε (q^′ − y_2)|^2 χ_{Bρ(q}′_{e2 )} )

= − ∫ B_ρ (q^′ e_2 )

∂_2 ( (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ ) (Γ (2q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε (q^′ − y_2)) dy + O ( ε^2 ) . (2.42)

Integrating by parts we have ∫ B_ρ(q^′ e_2 )

E_1Z_{2,1} = ∫ B_ρ(q^′ e_2 )

(Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ (−∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cε) dy + O ( ε^2 ) . Now we concentrate on calculating −∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cε:

−∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cε = m (y_2 + q^′)

|y + q^′e_2|^2 − cε = ε ( m 2q − c ) − mε^2 4q^2

(y_2 − q^′) + O ( ε^3 ) , (2.43)

where we have used the fact that we are on B_ρ (q^′e_2). We recall that ∫ B_ρ (q^′ e_2 )

(Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ = ∫ B_1

ν^γ_+ = M, (2.44)

and using (2.39)–(2.44), we have b (∫ R^2

V Z^2_2 ) = 2Mε ( c − m 2q + O(ε) ) , (2.45)

where M is an absolute constant defined in (1.10), and the remainder in the parentheses on the right hand side of order O(ε) is continuous in q^′. Thus, there is a solution to b = 0 of the form c = m 2q + g(q^′), (2.46) as required. □

We note that for g defined in (2.37), (2.45) and (2.46) imply that g has the bound |g(q^′)| ≤ Cε, (2.47) for some absolute constant C > 0. We can then use Theorem 2.6 to improve the bounds on E, and therefore ψ_q′ , and g itself.

Lemma 2.7. Let (q, c(q), ε) be as in Theorem 2.6. Then the corresponding solution to (2.35), ψ_q′ has the bound

‖ψ_q′ ‖_{L∞(R2)} ≤ Cε^2, (2.48)

|g(q^′)| ≤ Cε^2. (2.49)

Proof. As in (2.42), one can see that

E_1 = −γ (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^{γ−1}_+ (Γ (2q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε (q^′ − y_2)) +O ( |Γ (2q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε (q^′ − y_2)|^2 χ_{Bρ(q}′_{e2 )} ) . (2.50)

Expanding, we obtain that on the support of E_1

Γ (2q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε (q^′ − y_2) = −ε (y_2 − q^′) g(q^′) + m 8 (q^′)^2 ( y^2_1 − (y_2 − q^′)^2 )

+ m 24 (q^′)^3 ( 4 (y_2 − q^′)^3 − 3 (y_2 − q^′) |y − q^′e_2|^2 ) + O ( ε^4 ) = O ( ε^2 ) , (2.51)

by (2.47). Thus E_1 = O ( ε^2 ) . The same bound holds for E_2, and therefore E. Consequently, we can improve (2.34) and get

‖ψ_q′ ‖_{L∞(R2)} ≤ C ‖E‖_L∞_{(R}2_) ≤ Cε^2, (2.52)

giving (2.48). Then (2.52) gives the bounds | | | | ∫ B_ρ(q^′ e_2 )

E_1Z_{2,2} | | | | ≤ Cε^4, | | | | ∫ R^2

Z_2N [ψ_q′ ] | | | | ≤ C ‖ψ^{q′} ‖^2L^∞(R^2) ≤ Cε^4, | | | ∫ R^2

Z_2L [ψ_q′ ] | | | ≤ Cε ‖ψ^{q′} ‖L^∞(R^2) ≤ Cε^3,

(2.53)

improving the bounds (2.39)–(2.41). We note that the bound for the integral of E_1Z_{2,2} comes from the fact that Z_{2,2} is to main order a constant at order O(ε) with a remainder of order O ( ε^2 ) . Thus, due to the fact that we can represent E_1 using (2.50)–(2.51), we can see that it is to main order a sum of a mode 1 and mode 2 term with respect to y − q^′e_2, with remainder O ( ε^3 ) . Thus the product of the main order terms from E_1 and Z_{2,2} integrate to give 0 on B_ρ (q^′e_2). Next, eqreforthogonality-condition-error-improvement-1–(2.51) also gives us

E_1Z_{2,1} = −∂_2 ( (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ ) (Γ (2q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε (q^′ − y_2)) + O ( ε^4 ) . (2.54)

Finally, repeating the procedure of (2.42)–(2.46) with the improved bounds given in (2.53)– (2.54), as well as now taking into account that the order ε^2 in the expansion (2.43) is mode

1, and is being integrated against a radial function to give us 0, we conclude that 0 = 2Mε ( c − m 2q + O ( ε^2 ) ) , which gives (2.49). □ Remark 2.8. Since V is, to main order, radial, ψ_q′ exhibits an analogous modal expansion as in (2.51) on a ball B_ρ (q^′e_2), some fixed ρ > 0, with an analogous statement holding in coordinates y + q^′e_2 on some ball B_ρ(−q^′e_2).

We now show how the vortex pair behaves upon q^′-linearisation.

3. Properties of the Vortex Pair Under Linearisation Thus far we have found a family of solutions, Ψ_ε, to the problem ΔΨ_ε + f_ε(Ψ_ε − cεy_2) = 0, Ψ_ε ∈ X, (3.1) for all ε > 0 small enough, parameterised by q, where we recall the definition of f_ε from (1.11), and from (2.13) we recall that X was the collection of L^∞ functions on R^2 even in y_1 and odd in y_2, as well as orthogonality condition (2.12). We know this solution has the form Ψ_ε(y) = Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ (y) , where c = m/2q + g(q^′), with g(q^′) = O ( ε^2 ) . We would like to show the existence of ∂_q′ ψ_q′ and ∂_q′ c, as well as proving bounds on these derivatives. To help with clarity when doing computations in this section, we introduce some notation. Recall that

f_ε (Ψ_ε − cεy_2) = (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )}(y) − (Γ (y + q^′e_2) − Γ (y − q^′e_2) − ψ_q′ + cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (−q}′_{e2 )}(y).

Thus

f^′_ε (Ψ_ε − cεy_2) = γ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )}(y) + γ (Γ (y + q^′e_2) − Γ (y − q^′e_2) − ψ_q′ + cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (−q}′_{e2 )}(y).

We let

(f^′_ε)^+ = γ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )}(y), (f^′_ε)^− = γ (Γ (y + q^′e_2) − Γ (y − q^′e_2) − ψ_q′ + cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (−q}′_{e2 )}(y).

(3.2)

Our first step is to see what equation the difference quotient of ψ_q′ solves. Note that varying q does not change the symmetries in y_1 or y_2 for Ψ_ε, and so we can instead just work on R^2_+ , and use the fact that

Δψ_q′ (y) + (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ (y) − c(q)εy_2 − |log ε| Ω(q))^γ_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )}(y) = −ΔΓ (y − q^′e_2) on the upper half plane. Here we have used ΔΓ (y + q^′e_2) = 0, y_2 ≥ 0, and also emphasised the dependence of c and Ω on q. We define ϑ_h, h ∈ R, as the difference quotient for ψ_q′ :

ϑ_h (y) := ψ_q′_{+h} (y) − ψ_q′ (y) h . Similarly, we define c_h as c_h = c (q + εh) − c (q) h . (3.3) The nonlinearities for the semilinear elliptic equations ψ_q′ and ψ_q′_{+h} solve have different supports. However, we have that, for all ε > 0 and h ∈ R small enough, these nonlinearities are both supported in B_ρ′ (q^′e_2) ∪ B_ρ′ ((q^′ + h) e_2) ⊊ B^s_ε (q^′e_2) ∩ B^s_ε ((q^′ + h) e_2) , (3.4) some ρ^′ > 0 independent of ε. In addition, we can say that the boundary of the set on the left hand side of (3.4) is positively separated from the boundary of the set on the right hand side. For clarity, we also introduce the notation I := B^s_ε (q^′e_2) ∩ B^s_ε ((q^′ + h) e_2) .

With (3.4) in mind, we define a quadratic term for (ψ_q′_{+h}, ψ_q′ ):

N [ψ_q′_{+h}, ψ_q′ ] = 1 h (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′_{+h} (y) − c (q) εy_2 − |log ε| Ω(q))^γ_+ χ_I − 1 h (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ (y) − c (q) εy_2 − |log ε| Ω(q))^γ_+ χ_I − γϑ_h(y) (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ (y) − c (q) εy_2 − |log ε| Ω(q))^{γ−1}_+ χ_I.

We also define some error terms: E_h = 1 h ( (Γ (y − (q^′ + h) e_2))^γ_+ − (Γ (y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ )

− 1 h (Γ (y − (q^′ + h) e_2) − Γ (y + (q^′ + h) e_2) + ψ_q′_{+h} (y) − c (q + εh) εy_2 − |log ε| Ω(q + εh))^γ_+ χ_I + 1 h (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′_{+h} (y) − c (q + εh) εy_2 − |log ε| Ω(q + εh))^γ_+ χ_I.

G_h = 1 h (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′_{+h} (y) − c (q + εh) εy_2 − |log ε| Ω(q + εh))^γ_+ χ_I − 1 h (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′_{+h} (y) − c (q) εy_2 − |log ε| Ω(q))^γ_+ χ_I.

Then the equation ϑ_h solves on the upper half plane is Δϑ_h + (f^′_ε)^+ ϑ_h = E_h − G_h − N [ψ_q′_{+h}, ψ_q′ ] , (3.5) where we recall the definition of (f^′_ε)^+ from (3.2). Note that due to (3.4), all terms on the right hand side of (3.5) are still differentiable.

Now since we can explicitly differentiate Γ (y ± q^′e_2) with respect to q^′, and both ψ_q′ and c(q) are continuous in q^′, with uniform bounds with respect to q, we have that ‖E_h‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ≤ C, (3.6) some C independent of h, for all h ∈ R small enough.

For the quadratic term, we have

‖N [ψ_q′_{+h}, ψ_q′ ]‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ≤ C ‖ϑ_h‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ‖ψ_q′_{+h} − ψ_q′ ‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) . (3.7)

Finally, for G_h, we first calculate (c (q + εh) − c(q)) εy_2 + (|log ε| Ω (q + εh) − |log ε| Ω(q)) h = εc_h (y_2 − q^′) + ( m h log ( 1 + εh q ) − c (q + εh) ε ) , (3.8)

where we have used the definition of Ω in (1.12), and the definition of c_h in (3.3). Thus

G_h = G^{(1)}_h + G^{(2)}_h , where | | |G^{(1)}_h − γεch (y2 − q^′) (Γ (y − q^′e2) − Γ (y + q^′e2) + ψq′ +h (y) − c (q) εy2 − |log ε| Ω(q))^{γ−1}_+ χI | | | ≤ Cε, (3.9) and | | |G^{(2)}_h | | ≤ Cε, (3.10) with C independent of h. In both (3.9) and (3.10), we have used the fact that we can bound |(c (q + εh) − c(q)) εy_2 + (|log ε| Ω (q + εh) − |log ε| Ω(q))| ≤ Cε, (3.11) for some C independent of h, using the continuity of c and Ω as functions of q.

We also need to calculate the “approximate orthogonality condition” that ϑ_h satisfies. Given both ψ_q′_{+h} and ψ_q′ satisfy (2.12), we have ∫ R^2_+

V (q^′ + h) Z_2 (q^′ + h) ψ_q′_{+h} − ∫ R^2_+

V (q^′) Z_2 (q^′) ψ_q′ = 0. (3.12)

We can rearrange this to ∫ R^2_+

V (q^′) Z_2 (q^′) ϑ_h = 1 h ∫ R^2_+

(V (q^′) Z_2 (q^′) − V (q^′ + h) Z_2 (q^′ + h)) ψ_q′_{+h}. (3.13)

Our first result is a bound on c_h.

Lemma 3.1. Let (q, c(q), ε) be as in Theorem 2.6. Then for all ε > 0 and h ∈ R small enough, we have the bound |εc_h| ≤ C ( ε ‖ϑ_h‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) + 1 ) , (3.14)

some constant C > 0 independent of h.

Proof. The proof follows a similar strategy to the proof of Lemma 2.1, which can adapted from [1]. We integrate both sides of (3.5) against Z_2 and obtain ∫ R^2_+ ϑ_h ( ΔZ_2 + (f^′_ε)^+ Z_2 ) = ∫ R^2_+

E_hZ_2 − ∫ R^2_+

G_hZ_2 − ∫ R^2_+

N [ψ_q′_{+h}, ψ_q′ ] Z_2. (3.15)

Due to the bound on ψ_q′ , (2.48), we have | | | | ∫ R^2_+ ϑ_h ( ΔZ_2 + (f^′_ε)^+ Z_2 ) | | | | ≤ Cε ‖ϑ_h‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) .

Next, | | | | ∫ R^2_+

E_hZ_2 − ∫ R^2_+

N [ψ_q′_{+h}, ψ_q′ ] Z_2 | | | | ≤ C ( 1 + ε^2 ‖ϑ_h‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ) , using (2.48) and (3.7). Using (3.8)–(3.11), we have | | | | | ∫ R^2_+

G_hZ_2 − I | | | | | ≤ Cε, where I is given by ∫ R^2_+

γεc_h (y_2 − q^′) (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′_{+h} (y) − c (q) εy_2 − |log ε| Ω(q))^{γ−1}_+ χ_IZ_2.

Thus it remains to bound I. First note that ∫ R^2_+

γ (y_2 − q^′) (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′_{+h} (y) − c (q) εy_2 − |log ε| Ω(q))^{γ−1}_+ χ_IZ_2

= ∫ R^2_+

(y_2 − q^′)^2 |y − q^′e_2| ν^′ (|y − q^′e_2|) γν^{γ−1} (|y − q^′e_2|) dy + O(ε), (3.16)

where the O(ε) term on the right hand side of (3.16) has bound independent of h.

Then we note that the first term on the right side of (3.16) is ∫_{2π} 0 ∫_1 0 ( r^2 sin^2 θ ) ν^′ (r) γν^{γ−1} (r) drdθ = −c_0, (3.17)

some absolute constant c_0 > 0. This is due to the fact that ν^′ < 0 for r ∈ (0, 1]. Thus, combining (3.15)–(3.17) gives the desired result. □

Next we show that ‖ϑ_h‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) is uniformly bounded in h.

Lemma 3.2. Let (q, c(q), ε) be as in Theorem 2.6. Then for all ε > 0 small enough, there is an h_0 > 0 small enough such that we have the bound sup |h|≤h_0 ‖ϑ_h‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ≤ C,

some constant C > 0.

Proof. Suppose not, so that we can extract a sequence h_n → 0 such that ‖ϑ_{hn} ‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) → ∞ as n → ∞. By the bound (3.14), and relabelling if necessary, we can assume

ĉ := lim_{n→∞} εc_{hn} ‖ϑ_{hn} ‖_{L∞}(_R2_+)

exists and has the bound |ĉ| ≤ Cε. (3.18) Next, (3.6)–(3.10) give that 1 ‖ϑ_{hn} ‖_{L∞}(_R2_+)

(E_{hn} − G_{hn} − N [ϑ_{hn} ]) → ĉ (y_2 − q^′) (f^′_ε)^+ , n → ∞.

Thus, after relabelling if necessary, we can assume ϑ̂_{hn} := ϑ^{hn} ‖ϑ_{hn} ‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) → ϑ̂, locally uniformly, some ϑ̂, as n → ∞. Clearly ‖ϑ̂‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) = 1. Moreover, it is even in y_1, and is 0 on {y_2 = 0}. It solves the equation

Δϑ̂ + (f^′_ε)^+ ϑ̂ = ĉ (y_2 − q^′) (f^′_ε)^+

on the upper half plane, and from (3.12)–(3.13), we get that | | | | ∫ R^2_+

V Z_2ϑ̂ | | | | ≤ Cε^3, (3.19)

using the bound on c in (3.18), and the bound on ψ_q′ , (2.48). Then, following the same strategy as the proof of Lemma 2.2 with a minor adjustment for the fact we have the bound (3.19) instead of a true orthogonality condition, we obtain that ϑ̂ ≡ 0, a contradiction, as required. □

Now we show the existence of ∂_q′ ψ_q′ and ∂_q′ c.

Theorem 3.3. Let (q, c(q), ε) be as in Theorem 2.6, and be associated to the solution of (2.36), ψ_q′ . Then for all ε > 0 small enough, ∂_q′ ψ_q′ and ∂_q′ c exist and have the bounds ‖∂_q′ ψ_q′ ‖_{L∞(R2)} ≤ C, (3.20) |∂_q′ c| ≤ C, (3.21) some constant C > 0.

Proof. We know that ϑ_h is bounded in L^∞ uniformly in h. Moreover, using the fundamental solution to the Laplacian on R^2_+ and that ϑ_h solves (3.5), we obtain that ‖∇ϑ_h‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ≤ C, some C > 0 independent of h. So take a sequence h_n → 0 as n → ∞. We can extract a subsequence that converges locally uniformly to some ϑ_1 ∈ L^∞ ( R^2 ) that is even in y_1 and 0 on {y_2 = 0}. By relabelling if necessary, we have that εc_{hn} also converges to some c_1 on this subsequence. Then (ϑ_1, c_1) solve

Δϑ_1 + (f^′_ε)^+ ϑ_1 = E + c_1 (y_2 − q^′) (f^′_ε)^+ , (3.22)

with E some error term. Now suppose that there is another subsequence that converges to (ϑ_2, c_2). This pair then solve

Δϑ_2 + (f^′_ε)^+ ϑ_2 = E + c_2 (y_2 − q^′) (f^′_ε)^+ . (3.23)

Crucially, due to the fact that we can differentiate Γ (y ± q^′e_2) with respect to q^′, and because ψ_q′ and c are continuous with respect to q, the error term E in both (3.22) and (3.23) are the same. Thus we have that

Δ (ϑ_1 − ϑ_2) + (f^′_ε)^+ (ϑ_1 − ϑ_2) = (c_1 − c_2) (y_2 − q^′) (f^′_ε)^+ .

Using (3.12)–(3.13), we have | | | | ∫ R^2_+

V Z_2 (ϑ_1 − ϑ_2) | | | | ≤ C ( ε ‖ϑ_1‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) + ε ‖ϑ_2‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) + 1 ) ε^2. (3.24)

Then once again running the same strategy of proof as in Lemma 2.2, with the bound (3.24) instead of an orthogonality condition, we obtain that (ϑ_1, c_1) = (ϑ_2, c_2), showing the existence of both ∂_q′ ψ_q′ and ∂_q′ c. Everything we did on the upper half plane can then be reflected to show existence on all of R^2 .

Taking h → 0 in (3.5), and once again applying the techniques used in the proofs of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, the bounds (3.6)–(3.10) imply the bounds (3.20)–(3.21), as required. □ As in Lemma 2.7, we now improve the bounds (3.20)–(3.21).

Lemma 3.4. Let (q, c(q), ε) be as in Theorem 2.6, and be associated to the solution of (2.36), ψ_q′ . Then for all ε > 0 small enough, ∂_q′ ψ_q′ and ∂_q′ c have the bounds ‖∂_q′ ψ_q′ ‖_{L∞(R2)} ≤ Cε^2, |∂_q′ c| ≤ Cε, some constant C > 0. In addition, g defined in Theorem 2.6 has the bound |∂_q′ g| ≤ Cε^3, some constant C > 0.

Proof. We proceed in three steps.

Step I: Improvement of the bound on ‖∂_q′ ψ_q′ ‖_{L∞(R2)}.

Differentiating (3.1) with respect to q^′ and rearranging, we see that ∂_q′ ψ_q′ solves Δ (∂_q′ ψ_q′ ) + (f^′_ε)^+ ∂_q′ ψ_q′ = E_1 + E_2 (3.25) on R^2_+ , where E_1 = γ∂_2Γ (y − q^′e_2) (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ (y) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} − γ∂_2Γ (y − q^′e_2) (Γ (y − q^′e_2))^{γ−1}_+ , and E_2 =γ (∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 + |log ε| ∂_q′ Ω) · · (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ (y) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )}.

Differentiating the orthogonality condition (2.12) with respect to q^′, and using Lemmas 2.7 and 3.3 for bounds on ψ_q′ and ∂_q′ c, we have | | | | ∫ R^2_+ V Z_2∂_q′ ψ_q′ | | | | ≤ Cε^2. (3.26)

Also due to Lemma 2.7, we can see that ‖E_1‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ≤ Cε^2.

For E_2, we have by (1.12),

∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 + |log ε| ∂_q′ Ω = ∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + m q^′ + ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 − ∂_q′ (cq) . (3.27)

Also, using (2.37), ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 − ∂_q′ (cq) = ε∂_q′ (c) (y_2 − q^′) − m 2q^′ − εg(q^′). (3.28)

Putting (3.27) and (3.28) together, we have

∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 + |log ε| ∂_q′ Ω = ( ∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + m 2q^′ ) + ε∂_q′ (c) (y_2 − q^′) − εg(q^′). (3.29) We note that Lemma 2.7 implies εg(q^′) is O ( ε^3 ) on B_ρ′ (q^′e_2). The first term on the right hand side of (3.29) is given by

∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + m 2q^′ = − m (y_2 + q^′) |y + q^′e_2|^2 + m 2q^′ = − m 4 (q^′)^2 y^2 − q^′ 1 +^{y2−q′}_{q′} +^{|y−q′ e2|2}_{4(q′ )2} + 2q^′ 1 +^{y2−q′}_{q′} +^{|y−q′ e2|2}_{4(q′ )2} + m 2q^′ . Therefore ( ∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + m 2q^′ ) + ε∂_q′ (c) (y_2 − q^′) = − m 4 (q^′)^2

(y_2 − q^′) ( 1 − y_2 − q^′ q^′ + O ( ε^2 ) )

− m 2q^′ ( 1 − (y_2 − q^′) q^′ − |y − q^′e_2|^2 4 (q^′)^2 + (y_2 − q^′)^2

(q^′)^2 + O ( ε^3 ) ) + m 2q^′ + ε∂_q′ (c) (y_2 − q^′) .

We can therefore say that

∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 + |log ε| ∂_q′ Ω = −εg(q^′) + ( − m 4 (q^′)^2 + m 2 (q^′)^2 + ε∂_q′ c ) (y_2 − q^′) + m 8 (q^′)^3 ( y^2_1 − (y_2 − q^′)^2 ) + O ( ε^4 ) . (3.30)

From the definition of c in (2.37), and Theorem 3.3, we in fact obtain − m 4 (q^′)^2 + m 2 (q^′)^2 + ε∂_q′ c = − m 4 (q^′)^2 + m 2 (q^′)^2 − m 2 (q^′)^2 + ε∂_q′ g = − m 4 (q^′)^2 + ε∂_q′ g, so that (3.30) becomes

∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 + |log ε| ∂_q′ Ω = −εg(q^′) + ( − m 4 (q^′)^2 + ε∂_q′ g ) (y_2 − q^′) + m 8 (q^′)^3 ( y^2_1 − (y_2 − q^′)^2 ) + O ( ε^4 ) . (3.31)

Thus, Lemma 3.3. which implies the boundedness of ∂_q′ g, along with (3.31), implies that ‖E_2‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ≤ Cε. (3.32) Thus, once again adapting the methods of the proof of Lemma 2.2, using (3.26) instead of a true orthogonality condition, we obtain ‖∂_q′ ψ_q′ ‖_{L∞(R2)} ≤ Cε, (3.33) where the bound over all of R^2 once again comes from using the oddness in y_2. Step II: Improvement of the bound on ∂_q′ c.

We have the identity (2.38) with b = 0, which we can then differentiate with respect to q^′ to obtain 0 = ∫ R^2

(∂_q′ ψ_q′ ) L [Z_2] + ∫ R^2

ψ_q′ ∂_q′ (L [Z_2]) − ∂_q′ (∫ R^2 EZ_2 )

+ ∫ R^2

(∂_q′ Z_2) N [ψ_q′ ] + ∫ R^2

Z_2∂_q′ (N [ψ_q′ ]) . (3.34) Now by explicit calculation, we know that ‖∂_q′ Z_2‖_{L∞(R2)} ≤ C, (3.35) ‖∂_q′ (L [Z_2])‖_{L∞(R2)} ≤ Cε. For the quadratic term, on R^2_+ , we have ∂_q′ (N [ψ_q′ ]) = ∂_q′ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω) Ñ_1 [ψ_q′ ] + Ñ_2 [ψ_q′ , ∂_q′ ψ_q′ ] , with

Ñ_1[ψ_{q′} ] = γ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_{q′} (y) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q′ e2 )} − γ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} − γ(γ − 1) ( (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−2}_+ ψ_q′ (y) ) χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )}, and Ñ_2 [ψ_{q′} , ∂_{q′} ψ_{q′} ] = γ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ψ_q′ (y) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )}∂_q′ ψ_q′ (y) − γ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )}∂_q′ ψ_q′ (y).

Thus, ‖∂_q′ (N [ψ_q′ ])‖_{L∞(R2)} ≤ C ( ‖ψ_q′ ‖^2_{L∞(R2)} + ‖∂_q′ ψ_q′ ‖_{L∞(R2)} ‖ψ_q′ ‖_{L∞(R2)} ) ≤ Cε^3, (3.36) using Lemma 2.7, (3.33), and oddness in y_2.

Thus (3.35)–(3.36) and Lemma 2.7 give | | | | ∫ R^2

[(∂_q′ ψ_q′ ) L [Z_2] + ψ_q′ ∂_q′ (L [Z_2]) + (∂_q′ Z_2) N [ψ_q′ ] + Z_2∂_q′ (N [ψ_q′ ])] | | | | ≤ Cε^2. (3.37) Next we note ∂_q′ (∫ R^2 EZ_2 ) = 2∂_q′ (∫ R^2

E_1Z_{2,1} + ∫ R^2

E_1Z_{2,2} ) , with E_1 and Z_{2,i} being defined in (2.4) and (2.11). Explicitly calculating the integral of E_1Z_{2,2}, differentiating with respect to q^′ and applying the same modal considerations as in

(2.53) gives | | | ∫ R^2

∂_q′ (E_1Z_{2,2}) | | | ≤ Cε^4. (3.38)

For ∂_q′ (E_1Z_{2,1}), we have ∂_q′ (E_1Z_{2,1}) = ∂_q′ ( (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ − (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} ) ∂_2Γ (y − q^′e_2) + ( (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ − (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} ) ( −∂^2_2 Γ (y − q^′e_2) ) . Then we have that ∂_q′ (E_1Z_{2,1}) = E_1 + E_2 + E_3, where E_1 = γ∂_2Γ (y − q^′e_2) (∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 + |log ε| ∂_q′ Ω) · · (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )},

E_2 = −γ ( (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^{γ−1}_+ − (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} ) · · (∂_2Γ (y − q^′e_2))^2 ,

E_3 = − ( (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ − (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^γ_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} ) · · ∂^2_2 Γ (y − q^′e_2) .

Integrating E_3, and using integration by parts, we get ∫ R^2

E_3 = ∫ R^2

γ∂_2Γ (y − q^′e_2) (∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε) ·

· (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} dy − ∫ R^2

E_2. Thus∫

R^2

(E_1 + E_2 + E_3) = ∫ R^2

γ∂_2Γ (y − q^′e_2) (2∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε + ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 + |log ε| ∂_q′ Ω) ·

· (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} dy. Now, as in Lemma 2.7, we have γ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )} = γ (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^{γ−1}_+ + O ( ε^2 ) . (3.39) Moreover, similarly to (3.27)–(3.30), we have that 2∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε + ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 + |log ε| ∂_q′ Ω = ε∂_q′ (g) (y_2 − q^′) + O ( ε^3 ) = O(ε). on the support of the integrand. Therefore, ∫ R^2

(E_1 + E_2 + E_3) = ∫ R^2

∂_2 ( (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ ) (2∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε + ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 + |log ε| ∂_q′ Ω) dy + O ( ε^3 ) .

Integrating by parts, we finally obtain ∫ R^2

∂_q′ (E_1Z_{2,1}) = − ∫ R^2

(Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ ( 2∂^2_2 Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ∂_q′ (c) ε ) dy + O ( ε^3 ) . (3.40)

Recalling the explicit form of Γ (y + q^′e_2) on B_ρ (q^′e_2), we get

2∂^2_2 Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ∂_q′ (c) ε = − m 2 (q^′)^2 + ε∂_q′ c + 2m (q^′)^3

(y_2 − q^′) + O ( ε^4 ) . (3.41)

Then, combining (3.37), (3.38), (3.40), and (3.41), the statement (3.34) becomes 2Mε ( − 1 ε m 2 (q^′)^2 + ∂_q′ c + O(ε) ) = 0,

where we recall M is an absolute nonzero constant defined in (1.10). Since we know that 1 ε m 2 (q^′)^2 = mε 2q^2 = O(ε), we have that |∂_q′ c| ≤ Cε, (3.42) with an analogous bound holding for ∂_q′ g, for g defined in (2.37).

Step III: Repeating Steps I and II.

With the improved bound on ∂_q′ c in (3.42), we can now repeat the calculations (3.25)–(3.29) in Step I, and instead of obtaining the bound for E_2 in (3.32), we get that ‖E_2‖_{L∞}(_R2_+) ≤ Cε^2.

This implies that ‖∂_q′ ψ_q′ ‖_{L∞(R2)} ≤ Cε^2, as claimed for ∂_q′ ψ_q′ . This improved bound then implies that | | | ∫ R^2

[(∂_q′ ψ_q′ ) L [Z_2] + ψ_q′ ∂_q′ (L [Z_2]) + (∂_q′ Z_2) N [ψ_q′ ] + Z_2∂_q′ (N [ψ_q′ ])] | | | ≤ Cε^4, | | | | ∫ R^2

∂_q′ (E_1Z_{2,2}) | | | | ≤ Cε^4, (3.43) which lets us run Step II again to obtain that 2Mε ( − 1 ε m 2 (q^′)^2 + ∂_q′ c + O ( ε^2 ) ) = 0.

Since differentiating (2.37) gives us ∂_q′ c = − 1 ε m 2 (q^′)^2 + ∂_q′ g(q^′), we have |∂_q′ c| ≤ Cε, |∂_q′ g| ≤ Cε^2. (3.44) Step IV: Repeating Steps II and III.

With the improved bounds on ∂_q′ g in (3.44), we can go back to (3.39)–(3.40) and instead obtain

γ (Γ (y − q^′e_2) − Γ (y + q^′e_2) − cεy_2 − |log ε| Ω)^{γ−1}_+ χ_{B sε (q}′_{e2 )}

= γ (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^{γ−1}_+ + O ( ε^2 ) , 2∂_2Γ (y + q^′e_2) + cε + ∂_q′ (c) εy_2 + |log ε| ∂_q′ Ω = ε∂_q′ (g) (y_2 − q^′) + O ( ε^3 ) = O ( ε^3 ) , ∫ R^2

∂_q′ (E_1Z_{2,1}) = − ∫ R^2

(Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+ ( 2∂^2_2 Γ (y + q^′e_2) + ∂_q′ (c) ε ) dy + O ( ε^5 ) . We now also note that in the expansion (3.41), the order ε^3 is mode 1, so when integrated against the radial function (Γ(y − q^′e_2))^γ_+, will give 0.

Combining all this with the estimates in (3.43), the statement (3.34) becomes 2Mε ( − 1 ε m 2 (q^′)^2 + ∂_q′ c + O ( ε^3 ) ) = 0,

which gives |∂_q′ g| ≤ Cε^3, as required. □

The argument laid out in Section 3 can be repeated multiple times for large enough γ. In particular for γ > 3, we have ‖ ‖∂^2_{q′} ψ_{q′} ‖ ‖_{L∞(R2)} + | |∂^2_{q′} c | | + ε^{−2} | |∂^2_{q′} g | | ≤ Cε^2. (3.45)

Then Theorem 2.6, Lemma 2.7, Theorem 3.3, Lemma 3.4, and (3.45) give Theorem 1.1.

Acknowledgements:

J. Dávila has been supported by a Royal Society Wolfson Fellowship, UK. M. del Pino has been supported by the Royal Society Research Professorship grant RP-R1-180114 and by the ERC/UKRI Horizon Europe grant ASYMEVOL, EP/Z000394/1. M. Musso has been supported by EPSRC research grant EP/T008458/1. S. Parmeshwar has been supported by EPSRC research grants EP/T008458/1 and EP/V000586/1.

We thank the referee for a careful reading of the manuscript and valuable suggestions.

References

[1] W. Ao, J. Dávila, M. del Pino, M. Musso, and J. Wei, Travelling and rotating solutions to the generalized inviscid surface quasi-geostrophic equation, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 374 (2021), pp. 6665– 6689.

[2] H. Aref, Point vortex dynamics: a classical mathematics playground, J. Math. Phys., 48 (2007), pp. 065401, 23.

[3] G. R. Burton, Steady symmetric vortex pairs and rearrangements, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect.

A, 108 (1988), pp. 269–290.

[4] D. Cao, S. Lai, and W. Zhan, Traveling vortex pairs for 2D incompressible Euler equations, Calc.

Var. Partial Differential Equations, 60 (2021), pp. Paper No. 190, 16.

[5] D. Cao, Z. Liu, and J. Wei, Regularization of point vortices pairs for the Euler equation in dimension two, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 212 (2014), pp. 179–217.

[6] D. Chiron and E. Pacherie, Smooth branch of travelling waves for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation in R2 for small speed, Ann. Sci., 22 (2021), pp. 1937–2038.

[7] E. N. Dancer and S. Yan, The Lazer-McKenna conjecture and a free boundary problem in two dimensions, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2), 78 (2008), pp. 639–662.

[8] J. Dávila, M. Del Pino, M. Musso, and J. Wei, Gluing methods for vortex dynamics in Euler flows, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 235 (2020), pp. 1467–1530.

[9] V. I. Judovič, Non-stationary flows of an ideal incompressible fluid, Ž. Vyčisl. Mat i Mat. Fiz., 3 (1963), pp. 1032–1066.

[10] Y. Liu and J. Wei, Multivortex traveling waves for the Gross–Pitaevskii equation and the Adler–Moser polynomials, SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 52 (2020), pp. 3546–3579.

[11] A. J. Majda and A. L. Bertozzi, Vorticity and incompressible flow, vol. 27 of Cambridge Texts in Applied Mathematics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002.

[12] C. Marchioro and M. Pulvirenti, Vortices and localization in Euler flows, Comm. Math. Phys., 154 (1993), pp. 49–61.

[13] J. Norbury, Steady planar vortex pairs in an ideal fluid, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 28 (1975), pp. 679– 700.

[14] D. Smets and J. Van Schaftingen, Desingularization of vortices for the Euler equation, Arch. Ration.

Mech. Anal., 198 (2010), pp. 869–925.

[15] B. Turkington, On steady vortex flow in two dimensions. I, II, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 8 (1983), pp. 999–1030, 1031–1071.

[16] W. Wolibner, Un theorème sur l’existence du mouvement plan d’un fluide parfait, homogène, incompressible, pendant un temps infiniment long, Math. Z., 37 (1933), pp. 698–726.

J. Dávila.- Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Bath, Bath, Ba2 7AY, UK. Email address: jddb22@bath.ac.uk

M. del Pino.- Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Bath, Bath, Ba2 7AY, UK. Email address: mdp59@bath.ac.uk

M. Musso.- Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Bath, Bath, Ba2 7AY, UK. Email address: m.musso@bath.ac.uk

S. Parmeshwar.- Mathematics Institute, University of Warwick, Coventry CV4 7AL, UK Email address: Shrish.Parmeshwar@warwick.ac.uk