arXiv:2110.15818v1 [math.AP] 29 Oct 2021

EXISTENCE AND NONEXISTENCE OF TRAVELING WAVES FOR THE GROSS-PITAEVSKII EQUATION IN TORI

FRANCISCO JAVIER MARTÍNEZ SÁNCHEZ AND DAVID RUIZ

On June 29, 2020, Ireneo posted: “I miss my normal life”. We do miss you having your normal life, my friend.

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider traveling waves for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation which are T -periodic in each variable. We prove that if T is large enough, there exists a solution as a global minimizer of the corresponding action functional. In the subsonic case, we can use variational methods to prove the existence of a mountain-pass solution. Moreover, we show that for small T the problem admits only constant solutions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we are concerned with the Gross-Pitaevskii equation

(1.1) i∂_tΨ = ΔΨ + Ψ ( 1 − |Ψ|^2 ) on R^N × R. Here Ψ is the wave function and N = 2 or 3 is the spatial dimension. This is a Nonlinear Schrödinger Equation under the effect of a Ginzburg-Landau potential. The Gross-Pitaevskii equation was proposed in 1961 ( [18,28]) to model a quantum system of bosons in a Bose-Einstein condensate, via a Hartree-Fock approximation (see also [3, 5, 20, 21]). It appears also in other contexts such as the study of dark solitons in nonlinear optics ( [23, 24]).

From the point of view of the dynamics, the Cauchy problem for the Gross- Pitaevskii equation was first studied in one space dimension by Zhidkov [30] and in dimension N = 2, 3 by Béthuel and Saut [9] (see also [16, 17, 22]). At least formally, equation (1.1) presents two invariants, namely:

• Energy: E = � 1 2 |∇Ψ|^2 + 1 4 ( 1 − |Ψ|^2

)_2 , • Momentum: P = 1 2 � (i∇Ψ) · Ψ, where f · g = Re(f)Re(g) + Im(f)Im(g). For later use the first component of the momentum will be of special interest: P = 1 2 � (i∂_{x1} Ψ) · Ψ.

D. R. has been supported by the FEDER-MINECO Grant PGC2018-096422-B-I00 and by J. Andalucia (FQM-116). He also acknowledges financial support from the Spanish Ministry of Science and Innovation (MICINN), through the IMAG-Maria de Maeztu Excellence Grant CEX2020-001105- M/AEI/10.13039/501100011033. 1

In this work, we are concerned with the existence of periodic traveling waves of (1.1). Traveling waves for (1.1) are special solutions to (1.1) of the form

(1.2) Ψ(x, t) = ψ(x_1 − ct, x̃), x̃ = (x_2 . . . x_N ) ∈ R^{N−1} ,

where the parameter c > 0 characterizes the speed of the traveling wave and x_1 indicates the direction of the wave. By the ansatz (1.2) the equation for the profile ψ is given by

(TWc) ic∂_{x1} ψ + Δψ + (1 − |ψ|^2)ψ = 0.

The case of solutions ψ : R^N → C with finite energy has attracted a lot of attention in the literature. The existence, nonexistence and qualitative behavior has been very much studied as part of the so-called Jones-Putterman-Roberts program. In particular, in [20, 21] it was conjectured that such solutions exist only if c ∈ (0, √ 2). The value c = √ 2 is interpreted as the speed of sound, and is related to the behavior of the linearization around the constant solutions of modulus 1. Indeed, finite energy traveling waves for supersonic speed c > √ 2 are constant, see [13]. In dimension N = 2 this result holds also for c = √ 2, see [14].

For small c > 0 existence of solutions were proved in [9], see also [2, 10–12, 19, 25, 26] for its asymptotic behavior and multiplicity results. A general existence result for all c ∈ (0, √ 2) was missing until the work [27], where the case N ≥ 3 is addressed. For the planar case N = 2, an existence result for almost all c ∈ (0, √ 2) has been recently given, see [4]. More references can be found in the survey [7].

In this paper we are concerned with the doubly periodic case, that is, solutions which are T -periodic in all variables x_i. This question has been addressed in [6, 8] as a tool to get finite energy solutions as the period goes to infinity. The approach of [6, 8] consists in minimizing the energy under a constraint P (ψ) = p. In this way the speed c appears as a Lagrange multiplier and is not controlled.

It is to be noted that, as commented in [6], the case of periodic solutions is interesting in its own right. The main goal of this paper is to give existence and nonexistence results of periodic traveling waves with fixed speed c.

In general, T -periodic solutions of (TWc) are stationary points of the action functional:

I^c_T : H^1_T (R^N ) → R, I = E − c P where H^1_T (R^N ) is the Sobolev space of T -periodic complex-valued functions. More precisely,

(1.3) I^c_T (ψ) = 1 2 � T(T ) |∇ψ|^2 dx + 1 4 � T(T ) (1 − |ψ|^2)^2 dx − c 2 � T(T ) (i∂_{x1} ψ) · ψ dx, with T(T ) = [0, T ]^N .

In this paper we first use variational methods to give existence of solutions. Indeed the functional I^c_T attains its infimum, which is a nonconstant solution for T sufficiently large. Being more specific, we can prove the following result:

Theorem 1.1. For N = 2, 3, and for any c > 0 there exists T̄ (c) > 0 such that, for any T > T̄ (c), there exists a non-constant T -periodic solution ψ̄_T of (TWc). This solution is a global minimizer for I^c_T , and I^c_T (ψ̄_T ) < 0.

More interestingly, one can also show the existence of a mountain pass solution. The main idea is that the constant solutions of modulus 1 form a nondegenerate curve of local minimizers if c ∈ (0, √ 2), and that the global minimizer given in Theorem 1.1 has negative energy.

Theorem 1.2. For N = 2, 3 and any c ∈ (0, √ 2) there exists T̄ (c) > 0 such that, for any T > T̄ (c), there exists a non-constant T -periodic solution ψ̃_T of (TWc). This solution is a mountain-pass solution for I^c_T , and

(1.4) 0 < I^c_T (ψ̃_T ) ≤ M(c),

for some M(c) > 0 independent of T .

The proof of the above theorem is the original motivation of this paper. The reason is that one can conjecture that the above solution converges locally, as T → +∞, to a finite energy solution in R^N . This strategy could be of use in the future to prove the existence of finite energy solutions in R^2 for all c ∈ (0, √ 2), a problem that remains open in its full generality despite many attempts. In order to pass to the limit, one of the main challenges could be to find uniform bounds on the energy.

The above theorems have been stated for dimensions N = 2, 3. Under minor changes everything works also in dimension 4; the only point there is that the nonlinear term in I^c_T becomes critical in the sense of the Sobolev embeddings. For higher dimensions, I^c_T is not well defined in H^1_T (R^N ), and hence a truncation would be in order. For the sake of simplicity, we have prefered to restrict ourselves to the physically relevant dimensions 2 and 3.

With those results at hand, the first question that arises naturally is whether the size requirement on the period T is necessary or not. In the next theorem we show that this is indeed the case.

Theorem 1.3. For all c > 0, there exists T^∗ > 0 such that for any T ∈ (0, T^∗), any T -periodic solution of (TWc) is necessarily constant.

The proof of the above theorem is by contradiction. If we assume the existence of T_n periodic solutions ψ_n with T_n → 0, by uniform L^∞ estimates (see [15]) and regularity arguments, one can pass to the limit in C^k sense. In this way the solutions converge to a constant solution ψ_0. Constant solutions of (TWc) are either 0 or a complex number of modulus one. The idea of the proof is that for n sufficiently large, ψ_n becomes exactly equal to its limit.

In both cases, the proof uses as a main tool the min-max characterization of the first nontrivial eigenvalue of the Laplacian. The case ψ_0 = 0 follows from a somewhat simple manipulation. The case |ψ_0| = 1 is more delicate. First, it requires the use of a lifting, that is, to write the solution as ψ_n = ρ_ne^{iθn} , for some functions ρ_n : R^N → R^+ , θ_n : R^N → R. Here it is important to realize that θ_n becomes periodic for large n. Finally we combine some cancellations with the Poincaré inequality for the functions 1 − ρ_n and θ_n to conclude.

The existence results commented above will be presented in Section 2. Section 3 is devoted to the nonexistence result given in Theorem 1.3.

2. EXISTENCE RESULTS In this section we will prove the existence of T -periodic solutions to (TWc) for large T . As commented in the introduction, our proof is variational, and we will consider (weak) solutions as critical points of the action functional I^c_T : H^1_T (R^N ) → R. We will denote the usual scalar product H^1_T (R^N ),

⟨ϕ, ψ⟩ = � T(T ) ∇ϕ · ∇ψ + ϕ · ψ = � T(T ) N∑ k=1 (∂_{xk} ϕ) · (∂_{xk} ψ) + ϕ · ψ, where T(T ) = [0, T ]^N . The norm is then denoted as: ‖ϕ‖^2 = ⟨ϕ, ϕ⟩. Other norms will be denoted with a subscript.

2.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.1. The functional I^c_T is weakly lower semicontinuous for all c, T > 0.

Proof. Let {ψ_n} ⊂ H^1(T(T )) be a sequence weakly convergent to some ψ ∈ H^1(T(T )). On one hand, ∇ψ_n ⇀ ∇ψ in L^2(T(T )) and by the weak lower semicontinuity, � T(T ) |∇ψ|^2 dx ≤ lim inf_{n→+∞} � T(T ) |∇ψ_n|^2 dx. On the other hand, by Rellich-Kondrachov theorem, there is a subsequence of {ψ_n} strongly convergent to ψ in L^2(T(T )) and L^4(T(T )). Then, up to such subsequence, � T(T ) (1 − |ψ|^2)^2 dx = lim_{n→+∞} � T(T ) (1 − |ψ_n|^2)^2 dx.

This completes the weakly lower semicontinuity of the energy E. Regarding the momentum p, recall that ψ_n → ψ in L^2(T(T )) and ∂_{x1} ψ_n ⇀ ∂_{x1} ψ in L^2(T(T )), therefore lim p(ψ_n) = p(ψ) and p is weakly continuous. Finally, I^c_T = E − cp is weakly lower semicontinuous in view of the weakly lower semicontinuity of E and the weak continuity of p. □

Lemma 2.2. The functional I^c_T is coercive for all c, T > 0.

Proof. Indeed, using the fact that for every λ > 0 there exists a positive constant K_λ > 0 (depending only on λ) such that (1 − x^2)^2 ≥ 4λx^2 − K_λ for all x ∈ R, we have E(ψ) = 1 2 � T(T ) |∇ψ|^2 dx + 1 4 � T(T ) (1 − |ψ|^2)^2 dx ≥

≥ 1 2 � T(T ) |∇ψ|^2 dx + 1 4 � T(T ) (1 − |ψ|^2)^2 dx ≥

≥ 1 2 � T(T ) |∇ψ|^2 dx + λ � T(T ) |ψ|^2 dx − K_λ =

= 1 2 ‖∇ψ‖^2_L2 + λ‖ψ‖^2_L2 − K_λ, for some λ > 0 to be determined later. The Hölder inequality leads to p(ψ) = 1 2 � T(T ) ⟨i∂_{x1} ψ, ψ⟩ dx ≤ 1 2 ‖∇ψ‖_L2 ‖ψ‖_L2 . In other words, I^c_T (ψ) ≥ 1 2 ‖∇ψ‖^2_L2 + λ‖ψ‖^2_L2 − K_λ − c 2 ‖∇ψ‖_L2 ‖ψ‖_L2 . We now make use of the inequality ‖∇ψ‖_L2 ‖ψ‖_L2 ≤ 1 2c ‖∇ψ‖^2_L2 + c 2 ‖ψ‖^2_L2 . Combining these two inequalities, I^c_T (ψ) ≥ 1 2 ‖∇ψ‖^2_L2 + λ 2 ‖ψ‖^2_L2 − K_λ − c 2 ‖∇ψ‖_L2 ‖ψ‖_L2 ≥

= 1 4 ‖∇ψ‖^2_L2 + ( λ − c^2 4 ) ‖ψ‖^2_L2 − K_λ. It suffices to choose λ >^{c2}_4 to conclude. □ As a consequence of the two previous lemmas, the functional I^c_T attains its infimum. It remains to show that the minimizer is different from a constant solution. Observe that:

I^c_T (0) = 1 4 T^N , I^c_T (e^{iθ}) = 0 for any θ ∈ R.

Next lemma, due to [27], will be the key to show that I^c_T may achieve negative values if T is sufficiently large.

Lemma 2.3 (lemma 4.4 of [27]). There exists a continuous map R → υ_R from [2, ∞) to H^1(R^N ) such that ψ_R ∈ C_0(R^N ) for any R ≥ 2 and the following estimates hold: (i) � R^N |∇υ_R|^2 dx ≤ AR^{N−2} log R, (ii) | | � R^N (1 − |(1 + υ_R)|^2)^2 dx | | ≤ BRN−2, (iii) πω_1(R − 2)^{N−1} ≤ P (1 + υ_R) ≤ πω_1R^{N−1}.

where A, B > 0 are constants and ω_1 denotes the measure of the unit ball in R^N . Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, the functional I^c_T attains its infimum. Our aim now is to show that the minimizer cannot be a constant function.

Take R sufficiently large so that E(1 + υ_R) − cP (1 + υ_R ) < 0, where υ_R is given in Lemma 2.3. We now take T̄ > diam(supp υ_R). For any T > T̄ we can assume that supp υ_R ⊂ T(T ), up to a suitable translation. We define:

(2.5) w_R is the extension of υ_R by 0 in T(T ), and periodically to R^N .

In this way we obtain that 1 + w_R ∈ H^1_T (R^N ) and I^c_T (1 + w_R) < 0. As a consequence, the minimum of I^c_T is negative and cannot be achieved by a constant function. □

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. In the previous subsection we have proved the existence of a global minimizer at a negative value of the functional. Here we will be concerned with the existence of a mountain pass solution. For this, let us define: Z = {e^{iθ}, θ ∈ [0, 2π]}, which is a smooth curve in H^1_T (R^N ) of constant solutions to (TWc). As commented before, I^c_T (e^{iθ}) = 0 for any θ ∈ [0, 2π]. In next result we study the behavior of I^c_T around Z:

Lemma 2.4. If c ∈ (0, √ 2) the set Z is a nondegenerate curve of local minimizers of I^c_T .

Proof. The proof is based on the study of the second derivative (I^c_T )^{′′}(e^{iθ}). Of course this operator is 0 on the tangent space to Z, or, in other words,

(I^c_T )^{′′}(e^{iθ})[ie^{iθ}] = 0.

The proof will be concluded if we show that (I^c_T )^{′′}(e^{iθ})(ϕ, ϕ) is positive definite for ϕ orthogonal to ie^{iθ}.

By phase invariance, we can restrict ourselves to the case θ = 0. Observe that, denoting u = Re ϕ, v = Im ϕ, we have: ⟨ϕ, i⟩ = � T(T ) ϕ · i = � T(T ) v. We now compute:

(2.6) (I^c_T )^{′′}(1)[ϕ, ϕ] = � T(T ) |∇ϕ|^2 + 2(ϕ · 1)^2 − c(i∂_{x1} ϕ) · ϕ.

We now check that,

(ϕ · 1)^2 = u^2, and, integrating by parts, � T(T ) (i∂_{x1} ϕ) · ϕ = � T(T ) (∂_{x1} u)v − (∂_{x1} v)u = −2 � T(T ) (∂_{x1} v)u. Hence, c | | | � T(T ) (i∂_{x1} ϕ) · ϕ | | | = 2c | | | � T(T ) (∂_{x1} v)u | | | ≤ c √ 2 |∇v|^2 + √ 2cu^2. Plugging this estimate in (2.6), we have:

(I^c_T )^{′′}(1)[ϕ, ϕ] ≥ � T(T ) |∇u|^2 + |∇v|^2 + 2u^2 − c √ 2 |∇v|^2 − √ 2cu^2 = � T(T ) |∇u|^2 + ( 1 − c √ 2 ) |∇v|^2 + ( 2 − √ 2c ) u^2.

Observe now that if ϕ is orthogonal to the constant function i, then � T(T ) v = 0

and the Poincaré inequality implies that: � T(T ) |∇v|^2 ≥ c(T )‖v‖^2, for some c(T ) > 0. Then, (I^c_T )^{′′}(1)[ϕ, ϕ] ≥ ε‖ϕ‖^2, for some ε > 0, concluding the proof. □ The above result, together with Lemma 2.3, imply the presence of a Mountain Pass geometry. Next proposition is devoted to the study of the Palais-Smale property.

Proposition 2.5. The functional I^c_T satisfies the Palais-Smale condition for any c, T > 0. Proof. Let ψ_n be a Palais-Smale sequence for I^c_T , that, is, a sequence such that:

I^c_T (ψ_n) is bounded, (I^c_T )^′(ψ_n) → 0 in (H_T )^{−1} sense.

By Lemma 2.2, we conclude that ψ_n is a bounded sequence. Up to a subsequence, we can assume that ψ_n ⇀ ψ. Our aim now is to show strong convergence.

By the Rellich-Kondrachov Theorem we have that ψ_n → ψ in L^2 and L^4 sense. As in Lemma 2.1, we have:

lim inf n→+∞ � T(T ) |∇ψ_n|^2 ≥ � T(T ) |∇ψ|^2. lim n→+∞ � T(T ) (i∂_{x1} ψ_n)ψ_n = � T(T ) (i∂_{x1} ψ) · ψ, Observe that,

0 ← (I^c_T )^′(ψ_n)(ψ_n) = � T(T ) |∇ψ_n|^2 − c(i∂_{x1} ψ_n)ψ_n − |ψ_n|^2 + |ψ_n|^4.

Moreover,

0 ← (I^c_T )^′(ψ_n)(ψ_n) = � T(T ) ∇ψ_n · ∇ψ^2 − c(i∂_{x1} ψ_n) · ψ − ψ_n · ψ + |ψ_n|^2ψ_n · ψ → � T(T ) |∇ψ|^2 − c(i∂_{x1} ψ)ψ − |ψ|^2 + |ψ|^4. As a consequence we conclude that � T(T ) |∇ψ_n|^2 → � T(T ) |∇ψ|^2, which implies that ψ_n → ψ in H^1_T (R^N ). The proof is completed. □ Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Lemma 2.4, there exists δ_0 > 0 such that, for any δ ∈ (0, δ_0), there exists ε > 0 such that I^c_T (ψ) > ε for any ψ ∈ ∂N(δ), where (2.7) N(δ) = {ψ ∈ H^1_T (R^N ) : d(ψ, Z) < δ}. Here d(ψ, Z) = min{‖ψ − z‖, z ∈ Z}. Take T̄ as given by Theorem 1.1, and w_R as in (2.5). Clearly, 1 + w_R /∈ N(δ).

Define:

γ(T ) = inf_{α∈Γ} max_{t∈[0,1]} I^c_T (α(t)), where

Γ = {α : [0, 1] → H^1_T (R^N ) continuous: α(0) = 1, α(1) = 1 + w_R}. By (2.7), γ(T ) > ε > 0, whereas I^c_T (1) = 0, I^c_T (1 + w_R) < 0. By the well-known Mountain-Pass lemma (see for instance [1]), we conclude that there exists ψ such that (I^c_T )^′(ψ) = 0, I^c_T (ψ) = γ(T ).

We only need now to show that γ(T ) is bounded in T . For this, take α_0 ∈ Γ, α_0(t) = 1 + tw_R. Observe that by the definition of w_R, I(α_0(t)) is independent of T > T̄ for any t ∈ [0, 1]. If we denote:

M = max_{t∈[0,1]} I^c_T (α_0(t)), we conclude that γ(T ) ≤ M, concluding the proof. □ 3. ALL SOLUTIONS ARE CONSTANT IF T IS SMALL This section is devoted to prove Theorem 1.3. First, we state and prove a useful lemma, that can be seen as a version of the Poincaré inequality that fits perfectly in our setting.

Lemma 3.1. Let f : T(T ) → R be a measurable function satisfying 1/2 ≤ f ≤ 2 on T(T ). Then for all T > 0 there exists C_T > 0 such that � T(T ) |∇u(x)|^2 dx ≥ C_T � T(T ) |u(x)|^2 dx for any u ∈ H^1(T(T )) with � T(T ) f(x)u(x) dx = 0. Futhermore, C_T does not depend on f and C_T → +∞ as T → 0.

Proof. Let us define the eigenvalue

λ_T (f) = inf {� T(T ) |∇u| 2 � T(T ) f|u| 2 , u ∈ H^1_T \ {0}, � T(T ) fu = 0 } > 0. Note that the particular case f = 1 is related to the classical Poincaré inequality with constant denoted by λ_T (1). From the above formula it is obvious that λ_T (2) = λ_T (1)/2.

We now take advantage of the monotonicity property: λ_T (f) > λ_T (2).

Such property follows at once from the min-max characterization of λ_T (f) (see, for instance, [29, Chapter 11]):

λ_T (f) = inf_U { max_{u∈U} {� T(T ) |∇u| 2 � T(T ) f|u| 2 , u ∈ U \ {0} } U ⊂ H^1_T , dim(U) = 2 } .

As a consequence, if � T(T ) f(x)u(x) = 0, � T(T ) |∇u(x)|^2 dx ≥ λ_T (f) � T(T ) f(x)|u(x)|^2 dx ≥ λ_T (1) 2 � T(T ) f(x)|u(x)|^2 dx

≥ λ_T (1) 4 � T(T ) |u(x)|^2 dx. Then we can take C_T = λ_T (1)/4. Finally, it is well known that λ_T (1) diverges when T is small, concluding the proof. □ Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose that {ψ_n} is a sequence of solutions to

(3.8) Δψ_n + ic∂_{x1} ψ_n + (1 − |ψ_n|^2)ψ_n = 0 on T(T_n)

with T_n → 0. We aim to show that there exists m ∈ N such that ψ_n is constant if n ≥ m. Just by integration of the equation on T(T_n) one obtains:

(3.9) � T(T_n) (1 − |ψ_n|^2)ψ_n = 0.

This identity will be of use in what follows.

By [15], all solutions are uniformly bounded, which implies uniform C^k bounds via elliptic estimates, for any k ∈ N. As a consequence, {ψ_n} converges to a constant function ψ_0 in C^k sense. Such constant must solve (TWc), hence we have two possibilities: ψ_0 = 0 or ψ_0 is a constant of modulus one.

Case 1: ψ_0 = 0. Multiplying the equation (3.8) by ψ_n and integrating, yields � T(T_n) |∇ψ_n(x)|^2 dx−c � T(T_n) ⟨iψ_n(x), ∂_{x1} ψ_n(x)⟩ dx− � T(T_n) (1−|ψ_n(x)|^2)ψ_n(x) dx = 0.

Now, we compute this useful estimate in light of Cauchy-Schwartz inequality: � T(T_n) |⟨cψ_n(x), ∂_{x1} ψ_n(x)⟩| dx ≤ c^2 2 � T(T_n) |ψ_n(x)|^2 dx + 1 2 � T(T_n) |∇ψ_n(x)|^2 dx. This inequality allows us to write the following 0 = � T(T_n) |∇ψ_n(x)|^2 − (1 − |ψ_n(x)|^2)|ψ_n(x)|^2 − ⟨icψ_n(x), ∂_{x1} ψ_n(x)⟩ ≥

≥ � T(T_n) |∇ψ_n(x)|^2 − |ψ_n(x)|^2 − c^2 2 |ψ_n(x)|^2 − 1 2 |∇ψ_n(x)|^2 =

= 1 2 � T(T_n) |∇ψ_n(x)|^2 − (1 + c^2/2) � T(T_n) |ψ_n(x)|^2 ≥

≥ ( C_{Tn} 2 − 1 − c^2 2 ) � T(T_n) |ψ_n(x)|^2, where in the last inequality we have used Lemma 3.1 applied to f = 1−|ψ_n|^2, taking advantage of (3.9). Observe now that if T_n is sufficiently small,^{CTn}_2 − 1 −^{c2}_2 > 0, which implies that ψ_n is identically equal to 0.

Case 2: |ψ_0| = 1. By the phase invariance, we can assume that ψ_0 = 1. In this case, the function ψ_n extended to R^N is vortexless for large n, and hence there exists a lifting ψ_n = ρ_ne^{iθn} with:

ρ_n : R^N → R^+ , T_n-periodic, ρ_n → 1 in C^k sense,

θ_n : R^N → R|_{2πZ}, T_n-periodic.

Observe now that since ψ_n → 1 in C^1 sense, the oscillation max θ_n − min θ_n converges to 0. This implies that, for large n,

θ_n : R^N → R, T_n-periodic, θ_n → 0 in C^k sense.

Again by phase invariance, we can make small rotations such that:

(3.10) � T(T_n) θ_n(x) dx = 0. In terms of the lifting, equation (3.9) reads as:

(3.11) � T(T_n) (1 − ρ^2_n(x))ρ_n(x)e^{iθn(x)} dx = 0.

With all these preliminaries, we are now ready to begin our argument. Multiplying equation (3.8) by ψ_n and integrating we obtain, in terms of the lifting.

(3.12) � T(T_n) |∇ρ_n|^2 + ρ^2|∇θ_n|^2 + c(ρ^2_n − 1)∂_{x1} θ_n − (1 − ρ^2_n)ρ^2_n = 0.

Observe that the periodicity of θ_n has been used in the above expression. Note that, by Cauchy-Schwartz, � T(T_n) |c(ρ^2_n − 1)∂_{x1} θ_n| ≤ 1 2 � T(T_n) |∂_{x1} θ_n|^2 + c^2 2 � T(T_n) (1 − ρ^2_n)^2.

Taking into account (3.11) we obtain: � T(T_n) (1 − ρ^2_n)ρ^2_n = � T(T_n) (1 − ρ^2_n)(ρ^2_n − ρ_n) A + � T(T_n) (1 − ρ^2_n)ρ(1 − e^{iθn} ) B .

For sufficiently large n we have that: A = − � T(T_n) (ρ_n + ρ^2_n)(1 − ρ_n)^2 ≤ 3 � T(T_n) (1 − ρ_n)^2 .

In addition, using the fact that |1 − e^{it}| ≤ |t| for all t ∈ R and Cauchy-Schwartz, |B| = | | | � T(T_n) (1 − ρ^2_n)ρ_n(1 − e^{iθn} ) | | | ≤ � T(T_n) (ρ_n + ρ^2_n)|1 − ρ_n||θ_n| ≤

≤ 3 � T(T_n) |1 − ρ_n||θ_n| ≤ 3 2 � T(T_n) |1 − ρ_n|^2 + 3 2 � T(T_n) |θ_n|^2.

Using these estimates in (3.12), 0 = � T(T_n) |∇ρ_n|^2 + ρ^2_n|∇θ_n|^2 + c(ρ^2_n − 1)∂_{x1} θ − (1 − ρ^2_n)ρ^2 ≥

≥ � T(T_n) |∇ρ_n|^2 + ( ρ^2_n − 1/2 ) |∇θ_n|^2 − c^2 2 (1 − ρ^2)^2

−3 � T(T_n) (1 − ρ_n)^2 + 1 2 (1 − ρ_n)^2 + 1 2 |θ_n|^2. In sum, we obtain that for sufficiently large n,

(3.13) 0 ≥ � T(T_n) |∇ρ_n|^2 − (c2 + 9 2 ) (1 − ρ_n)^2 + 1 4 |∇θ_n|^2 − 3 2 |θ_n|^2. We now plan to apply Lemma 3.1 to the functions θ_n and (1−ρ_n). Actually, (3.10) allows us to use the classical Poincaré inequality to θ_n, and for large n we have that � T(T_n) |∇θ_n|^2 ≥ 7 � T(T_n) |θ_n|^2. With respect to (1 − ρ_n), observe that taking the real part of (3.11) we obtain: � T(T_n) (1 − ρ_n)(ρ_n + ρ^2_n) cos(θ_n) = 0.

Hence we can use Lemma 3.1 with f =^1_2 (ρ_n + ρ^2_n) cos(θ_n) to conclude that for large n, we have � T(T_n) |∇ρ_n|^2 ≥ (c2 + 9 2 + 1 ) (1 − ρ_n)^2.

As a consequence, the inequality (3.13) can hold only if ρ_n = 1, θ_n = 0 for all x ∈ T(T_n) and n large enough. This finishes the proof. □ REFERENCES

[1] A. Ambrosetti and A. Malchiodi, Nonlinear Analysis and Semilinear Elliptic Problems, Cambridge University Press, 2007.

[2] WW. Ao, Y. Huang, Y. Li and J. Wei, Generalized Adler-Moser polynomials and multiple vortex rings for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation, preprint arXiv:2101.08958v1.

[3] I. V. Barashenkov and V. G. Makhan’kov, Soliton-like bubbles in a system of interacting bosons, Phys. Lett. A 128 (1988), 52-56.

[4] J. Bellazzini and D. Ruiz, Finite energy traveling waves for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation in the subsonic regime, preprint arXiv.org/pdf/1911.02820.

[5] N. G. Berloff, Quantised vortices, traveling coherent structures and superfluid turbulence, in stationary and time dependent Gross-Pitaevskii equations, Contemp. Math. 473, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2008, pp. 27-54.

[6] F. Béthuel, P. Gravejat and J.C. Saut, Traveling waves for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation II, Comm.

Math. Phys. 285, pp. 567-651, 2009.

[7] F. Béthuel, P. Gravejat and J. C. Saut, Existence and properties of traveling waves for the Gross- Pitaevskii equation , American Mathematical Society 473, pp. 55-104, 2008.

[8] F. Béthuel, G. Orlandi, and D. Smets, Vortex-rings for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation, J. Eur. Math.

Soc. 6. pp. 17-94, 2002.

[9] F. Béthuel and J. C. Saut, Traveling waves for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation I, Ann. Inst. H.

Poincaré Phys. Théor. 70, pp. 147-238, 1999.

[10] D. Chiron, Traveling waves for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation in dimension larger than two, Nonlinear Anal. 58, pp. 175-204, 2004.

[11] D. Chiron and E. Pacherie, Coercivity for traveling waves in the Gross-Pitaevskii equation in R^2 for small speed, preprint.

[12] D. Chiron, E. Pacherie, Smooth branch of traveling waves for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation in R^2 for small speed, preprint.

[13] P. Gravejat, A nonexistence result for supersonic traveling waves in the Gross-Pitaevskii equation, Commun. Math. Phys. 243, 93-103 (2003).

[14] P. Gravejat, Limit at infinity and nonexistence results for sonic traveling waves in the Gross- Pitaevskii equation, Differential Integral Equations 17, no. 11-12, 1213D̄1232 (2004) [15] A. Farina, From Ginzburg-Landau to Gross-Pitaevskii, Monatsh. Math. 139, pp. 265-269, 2003. [16] P. Gérard, The Cauchy problem for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré ANL 23(5) (2006), 765-779.

[17] P. Gérard, The Gross-Pitaevskii equation in the energy space. Stationary and time dependent Gross-Pitaevskii equations, Contemp. Math. 473, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, (2008), 129- 148.

[18] E.P. Gross, Hydrodynamics of a superfluid condensate, J. Math. Phys., 4(2):195-207, 1963. [19] R.L. Jerrard and D. Smets, Leapfrogging vortex rings for the three-dimensional Gross-Pitaevskii equation, Ann. PDE 4 (2018), no. 1, Art. 4, 48 pp [20] C. A. Jones, S. J., Putterman, and P. H. Roberts, Motions in a Bose condesate IV: axisymmetric solitary waves, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General, vol. 15, pp. 2991-3011, 1982.

[21] C. A. Jones, S. J., Putterman, and P. H. Roberts, Motions in a Bose condesate V: stability of solitary wave solutions of nonlinear Schrödinger equations in two and three dimensions, . Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General, vol. 16, pp. 2991-3011, 1986.

[22] R. Killip, T. Oh, O. Pocovnicu, and M. Vişan, Global well-posedness of the Gross-Pitaevskii and cubic-quintic nonlinear Schrödinger equations with nonvanishing boundary conditions, Math. Res. Lett. 19 (2012), 969-986.

[23] Y.S. Kivshar and B. Luther-Davies, Dark optical solitons: physics and applications, Phys. Rep., 298:81-197, 1998.

[24] Y.S. Kivshar, D.E. Pelinovsky, and Y.A. Stepanyants, Self-focusing of plane dark solitons in nonlinear defocusing media, Phys. Rev. E, 51(5):5016-5026, 1995.

[25] T. Lin, J. Wei and J. Yang, Vortex rings for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation in R^3 , J. Math. Pures Appl. 100 (2013) 69-112 [26] Y. Liu and J. Wei, Multi-vortex traveling waves for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation and the Adler- Moser polynomials, SIAM Journal of Mathematical Analysis 52 (2020), no. 4, 3546-3579.

[27] M. Mariş, Traveling waves for nonlinear Schrödinger equations with nonzero conditions at infinity, Annals of Mathematics 178, pp. 107-182, 2013.

[28] L.P. Pitaevskii, Vortex lines in an imperfect Bose gas, Sov. Phys. JETP, 13(2): 451-454, 1961. [29] W. A. Strauss, Partial Differential Equations, an Introduction, John Wiley & Sons, 1992. [30] P.E. Zhidkov, The Cauchy problem for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Joint Inst. Nucl.

Res., Dubna (1987), 15 pp.

FRANCISCO JAVIER MARTINEZ SÁNCHEZ Email address: javims96@correo.ugr.es

DAVID RUIZ, IMAG, UNIVERSIDAD DE GRANADA, DEPARTAMENTO DE ANÁLISIS MATEMÁTICO, CAMPUS FUENTENUEVA, 18071 GRANADA, SPAIN

Email address: daruiz@ugr.es