arXiv:1404.6461v1 [math.AP] 25 Apr 2014

EXISTENCE OF STANDING WAVES FOR THE COMPLEX GINZBURG-LANDAU EQUATION

Rolci Cipolatti

Instituto de Matemática Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro Caixa Postal 68530 21944–970 Rio de Janeiro, R.J., Brazil email address: cipolatti@ufrj.br

Flávio Dickstein

Instituto de Matemática Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro Caixa Postal 68530 21944–970 Rio de Janeiro, R.J., Brazil email address: flavio@labma.ufrj.br

Jean-Pierre Puel

Université de Versailles Saint-Quentin LMV, CNRS UMR 8100 45 avenue des Etats Unis 78035 Versailles, France email address: jppuel@math.uvsq.fr

Abstract. We prove the existence of non-trivial standing wave solutions of the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation ϕ_t − e^{iθ} (ρI − Δ)φ − e^{iγ} |ϕ|^αφ = 0 in R^N , where (N − 2)α < 4, θ, γ ∈ (−π/2, π/2) and ρ > 0. Analogous result is obtained in a ball Ω ∈ R^N for ρ > −λ_1, where λ_1 is the first eigenvalue of the Laplace operator with Dirichlet boundary conditions.

1. Introduction

The complex Ginzburg-Landau equation ψ_t = z_1Δψ + z_2|ψ|^αψ + z_3ψ, (1.1) for α = 2, z_1, z_2, z_3 ∈ C , with ℜz_1 ≥ 0 was proposed independently by DiPrima, Eckhaus, Segel [11] and Stewartson, Stuart [33] to model the interaction of plane waves in fluid flows and plays a central role in the study of the development of nonlinear instabilities in fluid dynamics. See [13, 7, 35] and the references cited therein for a discussion of various problems where the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation applies. Local (global for ℜz_2 < 0) well-posedness of (1.1) (for α > 0) were derived in both R^N and a domain Ω ⊂ R^N , under various boundary conditions and assumptions on the parameters, in [14, 15, 16, 21, 22, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30].

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q56, 35C08.

Key words and phrases. Standing waves, complex Ginzburg-Landau equation. Flávio Dickstein was partially supported by CNPq (Brasil).

This work has been done while Jean-Pierre Puel was visiting Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro as a ”Professor Visitante Especial” of the ”Programa Ciência sem Fronteiras” of Capes/CNPq (Brasil). 1

The existence of special solutions of (1.1) (holes, fronts, pulses, sources, sinks, etc) is discussed in numerous works, see e.g. [6, 8, 10, 12, 19, 20, 24, 26, 31, 32, 35]. We look for standing wave solutions. Replacing φ by e^{iηt}φ for some η ∈ R and rescaling the equation, we rewrite (1.1) as ∂_tφ + e^{iθ}(ρφ − Δφ) = e^{iγ} |φ|^αφ, (1.2) where ρ ∈ R. Given ω ∈ R, a standing wave of the form φ = e^{iωt}u(x) is a solution of (1.2) if and only if u satisfies iωu + e^{iθ}(ρu − Δu) = e^{iγ} |u|^αu. (1.3) Plane waves φ = e^{i(kx−ωt)}, where k, ω ∈ R are particular standing waves. It is easy to see that (1.2) admits plane wave solutions in R^N for all values of ρ, θ, γ and α. Stationary solutions are also standing waves of special kind. If ω = 0 and u ≠ 0 then necessarily sin γ = sin θ, so that equation (1.3) reduces to the nonlinear elliptic equation ρu−Δu = ±|u|^αu. The case of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation θ = ±γ = ±^π_2 leads to the equation Δu + |u|^αu − (ρ ∓ ω)u = 0.

We will obtain solutions that are different from these particular ones. In fact, using well known results of the theory of nonlinear elliptic equations for the case ω = 0 and θ = γ, we show the existence of nontrivial standing wave solutions for θ ≠ γ by a perturbation argument, as we describe below.

Equation (1.3) will be considered both in the whole space Ω = R^N or in a ball Ω ∈ R^N with Dirichlet boundary condition, for N ≥ 1. We suppose θ, γ ∈ (−π/2, π/2) and α subcritical, i.e.

(N − 2)α < 4, (1.4)

which includes the relevant case α = 2, for N ≤ 3. For θ = γ and ω = 0, (1.3) reduces to ρu − Δu − |u|^αu = 0. (1.5) Consider first Ω = R^N , in which case we assume that ρ > 0. It is then known that (1.5) has a unique positive radially symmetric solution U ∈ C^2(R^N )∩C_0(R^N ). In fact, U ∈ H^2_{rad}(R^N ), the subspace of radial functions of H^2(R^N ). Note that (1.5) is phase invariant, i.e., Ue^{iβ} is also a solution for all β ∈ R. We prove the following result, in which the Hilbert spaces are real, but composed of complexvalued functions.

Theorem 1.1. Assume (1.4) holds and suppose ρ > 0. Let U ∈ H^2_{rad}(R^N ) be the unique positive radial solution of (1.5). Given θ ∈ (−π/2, π/2) and β ∈ R there exists 0 < ε < min{π/2 − θ, π/2 + θ} and a C^1 mapping g : (θ − ε, θ + ε) → R × H^2_{rad}(R^N ), g(γ) = (ω_γ , u_γ ), satisfying ω_θ = 0, u_θ = Ue^{iβ} and such that φ_γ = e^{iωγ t}u_γ is a solution of (1.2).

In the bounded domain case of the unitary ball Ω of R^N , we suppose that

ρ > −λ_1, (1.6)

where λ_1 is the first eigenvalue associate to the Laplace-Dirichlet operator in Ω. As in the case of the whole space, (1.5) admits a unique positive solution U ∈ H^2(Ω) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω), which is radial and radially decreasing. The following result is analogous to Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. Assume (1.4), (1.6) hold and let U ∈ H^2(Ω) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω)) be the positive solution of (1.5). Given θ ∈ (−π/2, π/2) and β ∈ R there exists 0 < ε < min{π/2 − θ, π/2 + θ} and a C^1 mapping g : (θ − ε, θ + ε) → R × (H^2 (Ω) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω)), g(γ) = (ω_γ , u_γ ), satisfying ω_θ = 0, u_θ = Ue^{iβ} and such that φ_γ = e^{iωγ t}u_γ is a solution of (1.2).

In the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 we apply the Implicit Function Theorem to F (w, u, γ) = iωu + e^{iθ}(ρu − Δu) − e^{iγ} |u|^αu in a neighborhood of w = 0, u = Ue^{iβ} and γ = θ. Analogous approach was considered in [4] to obtain standing wave solutions to (1.2) in a bounded domain for α small, where an eigenvector of the Laplace-Dirichlet operator is used as a starting point. Our point of view allows us to obtain solutions for α satisfying (1.4) and for the case of the whole space. We are lead to study the linearized operator L_β = ∂_uF (0, Ue^{iβ}, θ) in an appropriate setting. In fact, it will be sufficent to consider L = ∂_uF (0, U, θ), see Section 5.

We address some comments about the hypothesis in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

Remark 1.3. (1) The assumption θ ∈ (−π/2, π/2) yields an accretive linear operator associated to the problem and corresponds to ℜz_1 > 0 in (1.1). We also obtain γ ∈ (−π/2, π/2), i.e., standing waves appear in the focusing case. In the defocusing case γ ∈ (π/2, 3π/2), multiplying the equation by φ and integrating, we see that ‖φ(t)‖_L2_{(R}N_) decreases in time. Thus there cannot be any non-trivial standing wave in that case.

(2) The restriction to radial solutions in Theorem 1.1 seems to be necessary in our proof. It ensures the compactness of the linear operator K introduced in the proof. It also ensures that ker L is one-dimensional, which allows for the application of the Implicit Function Theorem. As discussed in Section 3, ker L is (N + 1)-dimensional in L^2(R^N ).

(3) The assumption that Ω is a ball in Theorem 1.2 ensures that ker L is onedimensional. We don’t know if this is true in general. The standing waves in Theorem 1.2 can be constructed such that they are radially symmetric, see Remark 5.1.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall some well stablished properties of the positive solution U, both in the bounded and in the unbounded domain cases. A spectral analysis of the operator L is developed in Section 4 for the case where Ω is a ball, and in Section 3 when Ω is the whole space. Finally, in Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

2. The starting point θ = γ

In this section we recall some well known properties of solutions u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) of (1.5) which will be useful later.

We consider first the case where Ω is a ball and we assume (1.6). Then (1.5) admits infinitely many real solutions and, in particular, a positive radially symmetric solution U [1]. Equation (1.5) is phase invariant: if u solves (1.5) so does e^{iβ} u for all β ∈ R. Non-radial complex solutions in R^N were obtained in [23].

The positive solution U, which was shown to be unique in [18], can be obtained by ode’s methods [3]. It can also be derived by solving the minimization problem min_{u∈S} ∫ ρ|u|^2 + |∇u|^2, (2.1) where S = {u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω), ∫ |u|^{α+2} = 1}. (2.2)

Using that H^1(Ω) is compactly injected in L^{α+2}(Ω) one easily sees that (2.1) has a (unique) positive solution Ũ. It is also clear that U = kŨ solves (1.5) for a judicious choice of k. It then follows from standard symmetrization arguments that U is radial and radially decreasing.

One may also obtain U as a mountain pass solution. Consider E(u) = ρ 2 ∫ |u|^2 + 1 2 ∫ |∇u|^2 − 1 α + 2 ∫ |u|^{α+2}. (2.3) and Γ = {γ ∈ C([0, 1]; H^1_0 (Ω)), γ(0) = 0, γ(1)) = u_1}, (2.4) where E(u_1) < 0. Then E(u) is well-defined for u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) and Γ is nonempty. In addition, c = inf_{γ∈Γ} sup_{t∈[0,1]} E(γ(t)) (2.5)

is a critical value of E such that c = E(U) > 0 and E^′(U) = 0. Moreover, it can be easily shown that U is a ground state solution, i.e., E(U) ≤ E(V ) for all solution V ≠ 0 of (1.5).

The general picture essentially remains unchanged for real solutions u of (1.5) in the whole space R^N , provided ρ > 0 and u ∈ H^1_{rad}(R^N ), the space of radially symmetric functions of H^1(R^N ). In fact, using that H^1_{rad}(R^N ) is compactly injected in L^{α+2}(R^N ) [34], the existence of a positive solution U can be obtained either by solving (2.1) or (2.5), when S and Γ are redefined by replacing H^1_0 (Ω) by H^1_{rad}(R^N ), see (2.2), (2.4). Again, symmetrization arguments ensure that U is radially decreasing. In fact, U decays exponentially [2]. It is not difficult to see that both methods provide the same solution. However, in [18] it is also shown the uniqueness of positive radially symmetric solutions in the whole space. (An alternative variational characterization of U involving the so-called Gagliardo-Nirenberg quotient is presented in [36, Proposition 2.6].

For Ω either the unitary ball or the whole space, we consider the linearized operator Lv = ρv − Δv − U^αv − αU^αℜv, (2.6) where U is the positive solution of (1.5). More precisely, we set D(L) = H^2(Ω) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω) and define L : D(L) ⊂ L^2(Ω) → L^2(Ω) by (2.6). Then Lv = L_+ℜv + iL_−ℑv where L_+v = ρv − Δv − (α + 1)|U|^αv, (2.7) L_−v = ρv − Δv − |U|^αv. (2.8) We study below the operators L_+ and L_−.

3. The linearized operator: the case of Ω = R^N

In the case Ω = R^N , under a suitable rescaling we may assume that ρ = 1 in (2.6). We want to show that L_+ is an injective operator when restricted to the space V := L^2_{rad}(R^N ) of radially symmetric and square integrable functions. We define D(L_+) = H^2(R^N ) ∩ V and consider L_+ : D(L_+) ⊂ V → V given by (2.7).

Set σ = U^α and denote V_σ the space L^2(R^N ) equipped with the scalar product ⟨u, v⟩_σ = ∫ σuv. (3.1) We also introduce K : V_σ → V_σ such that for v ∈ V_σ Kv = (α + 1)(I − Δ)^{−1}U^αv. (3.2) We have that K is a positive, symmetric operator. Using that U decays to zero at infinity, a standard argument shows that K is compact. Denote {φ_j }_{j∈N} the orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of K and {λ_j }_{j∈N} the corresponding set of eigenvalues. Then λ_j > 0 and Kφ_j = λ_j φ_j is equivalent to

φ_j − Δφ_j = α + 1 λ_j U^αφ_j . (3.3)

Therefore φ_1 = U and λ_1 = α + 1. We will now prove that λ_2 ≤ 1. This is a consequence of the fact that U is a mountain-pass solution. We present a simple proof below, which uses the specific form of the function E(u). For the proof that general critical points of mountain-pass type have Morse index equal to one, see [17] Lemma 3.1. λ_2 ≤ 1.

Proof. We first remark that for k > 1 large enough γ_0(t) = ktU ∈ Γ, see (2.4). In addition, max_{u∈γ0} E(u) = E(U).

We argue by contradiction and suppose that λ_2 > 1. We get from (3.3) that

⟨L_+φ_2, φ_2⟩ = (α + 1)(λ^{−1}_2 − 1) ∫ U^αφ^2 < 0. (3.4)

Consider now the plane π containing U and φ_2 and let γ_1 = {U − δ(cos tU + sin tφ_2), t ∈ [0, π]}. (3.5) be an arc of circle in π joining (1 − δ)U and (1 + δ)U. We have that

E(u) = E(U) + E^′(U)(u − U) + 1 2 ⟨L_+(u − U), u − U⟩ + o(δ^2). (3.6)

Moreover, using that ⟨L_+U, φ_2⟩ = −α⟨U, φ_2⟩_σ = 0 we get

⟨L_+(u − U), u − U⟩ = δ^2(cos^2 t⟨L_+U, U⟩ + sin^2 t⟨L_+φ_2, φ_2⟩) < 0. (3.7) Using this, (3.6) and that E^′(U) = 0, we see that we can choose δ small enough so that E(u) < E(U) for all u ∈ γ_1.

Let now γ be the curve obtained by replacing the path of γ_0 going from (1 − δ)U to (1+δ)U by γ_1. Then γ ∈ Γ and max_{u∈γ} E(u) < E(U), leading to a contradiction. This shows that λ_2 ≤ 1. □

Lemma 3.2. Suppose L_+φ = 0, φ ≠ 0. Then there exists a unique r^∗ > 0 such that φ(r^∗) = 0.

Proof. Let B_R be the ball of radius R of R^N . For v ∈ L^2_{rad}(B_R) let u ∈ H^2_{rad}(B_R) ∩ H^1_0 (B_R) satisfy (I −Δ)u = (α+1)U^αv. We define K_R : L^2_{rad}(B_R) → L^2_{rad}(B_R) such that K^Rv = u. Then K^R is a compact operator, which is symmetric and positive for the scalar product ⟨u, v⟩_{σ,R} = ∫ B_R U^αuv. (3.8)

Denote {φ^R_j }_{j∈N} an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of K^R, associate to the set {λ^R_j }_{j∈N} of eigenvalues, so that

(I − Δ)φ^R_j = α + 1 λ^R_j U^αφ^R_j (3.9)

and ∫ B_R U^αφ^R_i φ^R_j = δ_{ij} . (3.10)

Moreover, it is easy to see that λ^R_j < λ^R_1 < λ_1, (3.11)

where λ_1 is the first eigenvalues of K given by (3.2), and that for all j

λ^R_j ↗ λ^∞_j ≤ λ_1 (3.12)

as R → ∞. We extend φ^R_j (r) = 0 for r > R. Using (3.9) and (3.10) we see that ∫ |φ^R_j |^2 + |∇φ^R_j |^2 = α + 1 λ^R_j ∫ B_R U^α|φ^R_j |^2 = α + 1 λ^R_j . (3.13)

It follows then from (3.12) that {φ^R_j }_{R≥R} is uniformly bounded in H^1(R^N ) for all R > 0. Upon considering a subsequence, we may write that there exists φ^∞ in H^1(R^N ) such that φ^R_j ⇀ φ^∞_j weakly in H^1(R^N ) as R → ∞. Using that U(r) → 0 as r → ∞, we readily obtain that ∫ B_R U^αφ^∞_i φ^∞_j = δ_{ij} , (3.14)

with (I − Δ)φ^∞_j = α + 1 λ^∞_j U^αφ^∞_j . (3.15)

Thus, λ^∞_j is an eigenvalue of K, associated to φ^∞_j .

Suppose now that L_+φ = 0 so that Kφ = φ. Assume that φ(ρ) = φ(R) = 0 for some 0 < ρ < R. Then K^Rφ = φ. Thus 1 = λ^R_j for some j. However, since φ changes sign once in (0, R), 1 = λ^R_2 . Thus λ^∞_2 > 1. Since λ^∞_2 ≠ λ_1, we see that 1 < λ^∞_2 ≤ λ_2. But this contradicts Lemma 3.1. Thus, φ(r) has a single zero r^∗ > 0. □

We next present the ingenious argument of [5] to show that L_+ is injective.

Lemma 3.3. L_+ is injective.

Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume that there exists φ ≠ 0 such that L_+φ = 0. Using Lemma 3.2, we may assume that there exists r^∗ > 0 such that φ(r) > 0 for r < r^∗ and φ(r) < 0 for r > r^∗. Set now

η(x) = U(x) + α 2 x.∇U(x) (3.16) Since U decays exponentially, η ∈ H^1_{rad}(R^N ). Moreover, a straightforward calculation yields L_+η = −αU. (3.17)

Define w = U^α(r^∗)η − U and z = L_+w. Then z(r) = αU(r)(U^α(r) − U^α(r^∗)) and so z(r) > 0 for r < r^∗ and z(r) < 0 for r > r^∗. Hence, z(r)φ(r) > 0 for r ≠ r^∗. However, this is in contradiction with the fact that

⟨φ_2, z⟩ = ⟨φ_2, L_+w⟩ = ⟨L_+φ_2, w⟩ = 0.

This shows that L_+ is injective. □

Using decomposition in spherical harmonics, in [36] and in [5] it is proved that the complete kernel of L_+ in L^2(R^N ) is ker L_+ = [∂_1U, ∂_2U, ·, ∂_N U]. Note that ∂_j U is not a radial function.

We may now characterize the kernel of L given by (2.6).

Proposition 3.4. We have ker L = [iU].

Proof. If v ∈ ker L then ℜv ∈ ker L_+ and ℑv ∈ ker L_−. It follows from Lemma 3.3 that ℜv = 0. Moreover, if φ ∈ ker L_− then φ is an eigenvalue of K given by (3.2), associated to λ = α + 1. But α + 1 is the first eigenvalue of K and KU = (α + 1)U. Hence ker L_− = [U] so that ker L = [iU]. □

4. The linearized operator: the case of a ball

Let Ω ⊂ R^N be the unitary ball and suppose (1.6) holds. Let U be the unique positive solution of (1.5) and let L be given by (2.6). Then v ∈ ker L if and only if ℜv ∈ ker L_+ and ℑv ∈ ker L_−. Since L_−U = 0 and U > 0, it follows that ker L_− = [U] is a one-dimensional subspace. We will now show that L_+ is injective. This is proved in [9] for ρ = 0. For the reader’s convenience, we reproduce the arguments here. The two preliminary results, Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.1 hold in fact for ρ > −λ_1 and will be useful in the proof of the general case.

For x ∈ R^N write x = (t, y), where t ∈ R, y ∈ R^{N−1} , if N > 1 or x = t if N = 1. Set Ω^∗ = {x ∈ Ω, t < 0}, D(L^∗_+) = H^2(Ω^∗) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω^∗) and L^∗_+ : D(L^∗_+) ⊂ L^2(Ω^∗) → L^2(Ω^∗) be given by (2.7).

Lemma 4.1. We have λ^∗_1 = λ_1(L^∗_+) > 0.

Proof. Let v = ∂_tU. It is well known that v > 0 over Ω^∗ with v > 0 over Γ^∗ = {x ∈ Ω^∗, |x| = 1}. Moreover, taking the derivative with respect to t in (1.5) we see that L^∗_+v = 0. Consider u_1 a positive eigenvector of L^∗_+, so that L^∗_+u_1 = λ^∗_1u_1. Then

λ^∗_1 ∫ Ω^∗

u_1v = ∫ Ω^∗

vL^∗_+u_1 = − ∫ ∂Ω^∗ v∂_η u_1 > 0. (4.1)

This shows that λ^∗_1 > 0. □

As a consequence, we have the following.

Lemma 4.2. Let v satisfy L_+v = 0. Then v is radially symmetric.

Proof. If v ∈ ker L_+ then v ∘ R ∈ ker L_+ for all unitary transformation R. It thus suffices to show that v(t, y) is symmetric with respect to t. Define ψ(x) = v(t, y) − v(−t, y). Then L^∗_+ψ = 0, with ψ = 0 over ∂Ω^∗. It follows from Lemma 4.1 that ψ = 0. This ends the proof. □

Lemma 4.3. Suppose ρ = 0. Then the operator L_+ given by (2.8) is injective.

Proof. Let v ∈ H^2(Ω) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω) satisfy L_+v = 0. Then 0 = ∫ Ω L_+v U = ∫ Ω L_+U v = −α ∫ Ω U^{α+1}v. (4.2) Consider now the Pohozaev function ψ = x.∇U. We have that ∂_j ψ = ∂_j U + x.∇∂_j U, so that ∂^2_{jj} ψ = 2∂^2_{jj} U + x.∇∂^2_{jj} U. Thus, Δψ = 2ΔU + x.Δ∇U. In addition, we get from (1.5) that Δ∇U + (α + 1)U^α∇U = 0, and so Δψ = 2ΔU − (α + 1)U^αx.∇U = −2U^{α+1} − (α + 1)U^αψ. (4.3) It follows from (4.3) and (4.2) that 0 = 2 ∫ Ω U^{α+1}v = ∫ Ω L_+ψ v = ∫ ∂Ω ψ ∂_ηv = ∫ ∂Ω ∂_ηU ∂_ηv. (4.4)

We conclude from Lemma 4.2 and Hopf’s strong maximum principle that v^′(1) = 0. Therefore, v = 0. □ Remark 4.4. Following [9], Lemma 4.3 holds in the case N = 2 and Ω any regular bounded star shaped domain.

The proof that L_+ injective in the case ρ ≠ 0 follows the arguments of [5], see Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 4.5. Assume ρ > −λ_1, ρ ≠ 0. Then L_+ is injective. Proof. Let η(r) = 2U(r) + αrU^′(r). (4.5) A straightforward calculation gives that L_+η = −2ραU. (4.6) We want to show that ker L_+ = {0}. We argue by contradiction and assume that there exists φ_2 ≠ 0 such that L_+φ_2 = 0. Since U is a mountain-pass solution of (1.5), we know that λ_2(L_+) ≥ 0, see [17]. Thus, φ_2 is an eigenvector associated to the second eigenvalue λ_2 = 0. By Lemma 4.2, φ_2 is radial. Using standard comparison arguments, it is easy to see that φ_2 has a single zero r_0 in (0, 1). For b ∈ (0, 1), define g(r) = { 1 0 ≤ r < b, 2^{1−r}_{1−b} −^{(1−r)2}_{(1−b)2} b ≤ r ≤ 1.

(4.7)

Then g^{′′}(r) = g^′(r) = 0 if r < b. For r > b,

g^′(r) = 2(b − r) (1 − b)^2

, (4.8) g^{′′}(r) = − 2 (1 − b)^2

. (4.9) We remark that we can choose b close enough to 1 so that b > r_0 (4.10) and U^α(r) < U^α(r_0)g(r) (4.11) for r > b. Set now w(r) = g(r)η(r), see (4.5). It follows from (4.6) that L_+w = gL_+η − 2∇g.∇η − ηΔg = −2gραU − 2∇g.∇η − ηΔg. (4.12) Thus L_+w = −2ραU if |x| < b.

For |x| > b, we get from (4.5), (4.8) and (4.8) that ∇g(r).∇η(r) = g^′(r)η^′(r) = 2(b − r) (1 − b)^2

((2 + α)U^′(r) + αrU^{′′}(r)) (4.13) and that Δg = g^{′′} + N − 1 r g^′ = − 2 (1 − b)^2 − 2(N − 1)(r − b) r(1 − b)^2

. (4.14) Defining h = −2∇g.∇η − ηΔg we get from (4.5), (4.13) and (4.14) that there exists K > 0 such that (1 − b)^2h(r) ≤ 4U(r) + 2αrU^′(r) + K(r − b).

Since U(1) = 0 and U^′(1) < 0, 1 − b can be taken eventually smaller so that h(r) < 0 for r > b. (4.15) Set now t = U^α(r_0)/(2ρ) and z = L_+(−U + tw). Hence, by (4.12) we get z = αU^{α+1} + t(−2gραU + h). (4.16) Let us show that z and φ_2 have the same sign. For r < b we use that g = 1 and h = 0 to get z(r) = αU(r)(U^α(r) − U^α(r_0)).

It follows that z(r) > 0 if r < r_0 and z(r) < 0 for r ∈ (r_0, b). In addition, using (4.15) and (4.11), we get for r > b that z(r) < αU(r)(U^α(r) − gU^α(r_0)) < 0. We see then that z(r)φ_2(r) > 0 for r ≠ r_0. But ⟨φ_2, z⟩ = ⟨φ_2, L_+(−U + βw)⟩ = ⟨L_+φ_2, −U + βw⟩ = 0, giving a contradiction. This shows that L_+ is injective. □ We present now the main result of this section.

Proposition 4.6. We have ker L = [iU].

Proof. Let v ∈ ker L. Then ℜv ∈ ker L_+ and ℑv ∈ ker L_−. It follows from Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.5 that ℜv = 0. Moreover, as discussed in the beginning of this section ker L_− = [U]. This closes the proof. □

5. Proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 In this section we denote L^p(Ω) the real Banach space whose elements are complex-valued functions. In particular, L^2(Ω) is a Hilbert space for the scalar product (u, v) = ℜ ∫ Ω uv. (5.1) Accordingly, H^m(Ω) denotes a real Hilbert space having complex elements. Proof of Theorem 1.1. For a fixed θ ∈ (−π/2, π/2) set X = R × (H^2_{rad}(R^N )) and F : (−π/2, π/2) × X → L^2_{rad}(R^N ) such that F (γ, ω, u) = ρu − Δu − e^{i(γ−θ)}|u|^αu − iωe^{−iθ}u. (5.2) Note that F is well defined due to Sobolev embedding H^2(R^N ) → L^{2α+2}(R^N ).

Then φ_γ = e^{iωγ t}u_γ is a solution of (1.2) if and only if F (γ, ω_γ , u_γ ) = 0. Note that F (θ, 0, Ue^{iβ}) = F (θ, g(θ)) = 0. In addition, it is immediate to see that F is a C^1 function such that ∂F ∂ω (γ, ω, u)μ = −ie^{−iθ}uμ, ∂F ∂u (γ, ω, u)v = ρv − Δv − e^{i(γ−θ)} [ |u|^αv + α|u|^{α−2}uℜ(uv) ] − iωe^{−iθ}v. By the surjective form of the Implicit Function Theorem [37, Theorem 4.H, p.177], the proof will be completed once we show that ∂_{ω,u}F (θ, 0, Ue^{iβ} ) : X → L^2(Ω) is surjective. Note that ∂F ∂ω (θ, 0, Ue^{iβ} ) = −ie^{−iθ}Ue^{iβ} , (5.3) ∂F ∂u (θ, 0, Ue^{iβ})v = ρv − Δv − U^αv − αU^αe^{iβ} ℜ(e^{−iβ} v), (5.4) so that ∂_{ω,u}F (θ, 0, Ue^{iβ} )(μ, v) = e^{iβ} ∂_{ω,u}F (θ, 0, U)(μ, e^{−iβ} v). It thus suffices to consider the case β = 0.

Given f ∈ L^2_{rad}(Ω), ∂_{ω,u}F (θ, 0, U)(μ, v) = f is equivalent to − ie^{−iθ}U μ + Lv = f, (5.5) where L is given by (2.6). Note that L is a self-adjoint operator in L^2_{rad}(R^N ) for the scalar product (5.1). Using that ker L = [iU], see Proposition 3.4, we choose μ such that f̃ = f + ie^{−iθ}U μ ∈ (iU)^⊥, i.e., μ = − 1 cos θ‖U‖^2_{L2(RN)} ∫ R^N ℑfU. (5.6) The fact that Lv = f̃ has a solution for f̃ ∈ (iU)^⊥ follows from the Fredholm Alternative applied to the compact operator K = (ρ − Δ)^{−1}U^α, see Section 3. This shows that L is surjective and closes the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Set X = R × (H^2 (Ω) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω)) and define F : (−π/2, π/2) × X → L^2(Ω) by (5.2). The arguments of the proof of Theorem 1.1 are still valid in this case where Ω is a ball. The fact that ker L = [iU] was stablished in Proposition 4.6. □

Remark 5.1. (1) Let Ω be the unitary ball of R^N and let X̃ = R × H^2(Ω) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω) ∩ (iU)^⊥. Given f̃ ∈ (iU)^⊥, there exists a unique z̃ ∈ (iU)^⊥ such that Lz̃ = f̃. We may thus modify the proof of Theorem 1.2 and apply the standard Implicit Function Theorem to find a unique curve of g_γ = (ω_γ , u_γ ) in X̃ such that φ_γ = e^{iωγ} u_γ is a standing wave solution of (1.2). Since the equation is invariant under unitary transformations and U is radially symmetric, it follows by the uniqueness of g_γ that φ_γ is radially symmetric.

(2) Theorem 1.2 is still valid in the case N = 2, Ω any bounded regular star shaped domain and ρ = 0. From Remark 4.4 the argument of the proof applies without any change.

References

[1] Ambrosetti, A. Rabinowitz P.H., Dual variational methods in critical point theory and applications, J. of Functional Analysis 14.4 (1973), 349–381.

[2] Cazenave T., Semilinear Schrödinger equations, Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 10. New York University, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York; American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2003.

[3] Cazenave T., An introduction to semilinear elliptic equations, Editora do IM-UFRJ, Rio de Janeiro, 2006.

[4] Cazenave T., Dickstein F., Weissler F.B., Standing waves of the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation, Nonlinear Analysis T.M.A. 103 (2014), 26–32. (doi: 10.1016/j.na.2014.03.001) [5] Chang, S.M., Gustafson, S., Nakanishi, K., Tsai, T.P., Spectra of Linearized Operators for NLS Solitary Waves, SIAM J. on Math. Anal., 39, (2007), n. 4, 1070–1111. (doi: 10.1007/s10878-007-9050-z) [6] Chung K.W. and Cao Y.Y. Exact front, soliton and hole solutions for a modified complex Ginzburg-Landau equation from the harmonic balance method. Appl. Math. Comput. 218 (2012), no. 9, 5140–5145. (MR2870036) (doi: 10.1016/j.amc.2011.10.080) [7] Cross M.C. and Hohenberg P.C. Pattern formation outside of equilibrium, Rev. Mod. Phys.

65 (1993), no. 3, 851–1112. (doi: 10.1103/RevModPhys.65.851) [8] Cruz-Pacheco G., Levermore C.D. and Luce B.P. Complex Ginzburg-Landau equations as perturbations of nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Phys. D 197 (2004), no. 3-4, 269–285.

(MR2093575) (doi: 10.1016/j.physd.2004.07.012)

[9] Damascelli, L.; Grossi, M. and Pacella, F., Qualitative properties of positive solutions of semilinear elliptic equations in symmetric domains via the maximum principle, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 16 (1999), n. 5, 631–652. (doi: /10.1016/S0294-1449(99)80030-4) [10] Descalzi O., Argentina M. and Tirapegui E. Stationary localized solutions in the subcritical complex Ginzburg-Landau equation. Spatio-temporal complexity. Internat. J. Bifur. Chaos Appl. Sci. Engrg. 12 (2002), no. 11, 2459–2465. (MR1956001) (doi: 10.1142/S0218127402005960) [11] Diprima, R.C., Eckhaus W., Segel L.A., Non-linear wave-number interaction in near-critical two-dimensional flows, J. Fluid Mech. 49 (1971) 705–744. (doi: 10.1017/S0022112071002337) [12] Doelman A. Traveling waves in the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation. J. Nonlinear Sci. 3 (1993), no. 2, 225–266. (MR1220175) [13] Doering C.R., Gibbon J.D., Holm, D.D. and Nicolaenko B. Low-dimensional behaviour in the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation. Nonlinearity 1 (1988), no. 2, 279–309. (MR0937004) (doi: 10.1088/0951-7715/1/2/001) [14] Doering C.R., Gibbon J.D. and Levermore C.D. Weak and strong solutions of the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation, Phys. D 71 (1994), 285–318. (MR1264120) (doi: 10.1016/0167-2789(94)90150-3) [15] Ginibre J. and Velo G. The Cauchy problem in local spaces for the complex Ginzburg Landau equation I: compactness methods, Phys. D 95 (1996), no. 3-4, 191–228. (MR1406282) (doi: 10.1016/0167-2789(96)00055-3) [16] Ginibre J. and Velo G. The Cauchy problem in local spaces for the complex Ginzburg Landau equation II: contraction methods, Comm. Math. Phys. 187 (1997), no. 1, 45–79. (MR1463822) (doi: 10.1007/s002200050129) [17] Hofer, H.,The topological degree at a critical point of mountain-pass type, Nonlinear functional analysis and its applications, Part 1 (Berkeley, Calif., 1983), 501–509, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., 45, Part 1, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1986.

[18] Kwong, M.K., Uniqueness of positive solutions of Δu − u + u^p = 0 in R^N , Arch. Ration.

Mech. Anal. 105 (1989), 243–266.

[19] Lan Y., Garnier N. and Cvitanović P. Stationary modulated-amplitude waves in the 1D complex Ginzburg-Landau equation. Phys. D 188 (2004), no. 3-4, 193–212. (MR2043730) (doi: 10.1016/S0167-2789(03)00289-6) [20] Lega J. and Fauve S. Traveling hole solutions to the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation as perturbations of nonlinear Schrödinger dark solitons. Phys. D 102 (1997), no. 3-4, 234–252.

(MR1439689) (doi: 10.1016/S0167-2789(96)00218-7)

[21] Levermore C.D. and Oliver M. The complex Ginzburg-Landau equation as a model problem.

In Dynamical systems and probabilistic methods in partial differential equations (Berkeley, CA, 1994), 141–190, Lectures in Appl. Math., 31 , Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1996.

(MR1363028)

[22] Levermore C.D. and Oliver M. Distribution-valued initial data for the complex Ginzburg- Landau equation. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 22 (1997), no. 1-2, 39–48.

(MR1434137) (doi: 10.1080/03605309708821254)

[23] Lions, P.L., Solutions complexes d’équations elliptiques semilinéaires dans R^N , C. R. Acad.

Sci. Paris S ’er. I Math. 302 (1986), no. 19, 673–676.

[24] Mancas S.C. and Choudhury S.R. The complex cubic-quintic Ginzburg-Landau equation:

Hopf bifurcations yielding traveling waves. Math. Comput. Simulation 74 (2007), no. 4-5, 281–291. (MR2323319) (doi: 10.1016/j.matcom.2006.10.022) [25] Mischaikow K. and Morita Y. Dynamics on the global attractor of a gradient flow arising from the Ginzburg-Landau equation. Japan J. Indust. Appl. Math. 11 (1994), no. 2, 185–202.

(MR1286431) (doi: 10.1007/BF03167221)

[26] Mohamadou A., Ndzana F.II and Kofané T.C. Pulse solutions of the modified cubic complex Ginzburg-Landau equation. Phys. Scr. 73 (2006), no. 6, 596–600. (MR2247673) (doi: 10.1088/0031-8949/73/6/011) [27] Okazawa N. and Yokota T. Monotonicity method for the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation, including smoothing effect. Proceedings of the Third World Congress of Nonlinear Analysts, Part 1 (Catania, 2000). Nonlinear Anal. 47 (2001), no. 1, 79–88. (MR1970632) (doi: 10.1016/S0362-546X(01)00158-4) [28] Okazawa N. and Yokota T. Global existence and smoothing effect for the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation with p-Laplacian, J. Differential Equations 182 (2002), 541–576.

(MR1900334) (doi: 10.1006/jdeq.2001.4097)

[29] Okazawa N. and Yokota T. Monotonicity method applied to the complex Ginzburg- Landau and related equations, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 267 (2002), 247–263. (MR1886827) (doi: 10.1006/jmaa.2001.7770) [30] Okazawa N. and Yokota T. Perturbation theory for m-accretive operators and generalized complex Ginzburg-Landau equations, J. Math. Soc. Japan 54 (2002), 1–19. (MR1864925) (doi: 10.2969/jmsj/1191593952) [31] Popp S., Stiller O., Aranson I. and Kramer L. Hole solutions in the 1D complex Ginzburg-Landau equation. Phys. D 84 (1995), no. 3-4, 398–423. (MR1336543) (doi: 10.1016/0167-2789(95)00070-K) [32] Popp S., Stiller O., and Kramer L. From dark solitons in the defocusing nonlinear Schrödinger to holes in the complex Ginzburg-Landau equation. Phys. D 84 (1995), no. 3-4, 424–436.

(MR1336544) (doi: 10.1016/0167-2789(95)00071-B)

[33] Stewartson K. and Stuart J. T. A non-linear instability theory for a wave system in plane Poiseuille flow. J. Fluid Mech. 48 (1971), 529–545. (MR0309420) (doi: 10.1017/S0022112071001733) [34] Strauss W.A., Existence of solitary waves in higher dimensions, Comm. Math. Phys., 55 (1977), n.2, 149–162.

[35] van Saarloos W. and Hohenberg P.C. Fronts, pulses, sources and sinks in generalized complex Ginzburg-Landau equations. Phys. D 56 (1992), no. 4, 303–367. (MR1169610) (doi: 10.1016/0167-2789(92)90175-M) [36] Weinstein M.I., Modulational stability of ground states of nonlinear Schrödinger equations, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 16 (1985), no. 3, 472–491.

[37] Zeidler E., Nonlinear functional analysis and its applications. I. Fixed-point theorems. Translated from the German by Peter R. Wadsack. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1986. (MR0816732)