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Abstract: In this paper we consider the problem to determine a unique quantum state from given
distribution of position (density) and momentum density of particles, namely the so called Pauli
problem in quantum physics. In the first part, we will review the method of wave function lifting
developed in [4, 5] to construct a complex wave function € H*(R?), s = 1,2, associated to given
density and momentum density. The second part is focused on the dynamical version of the wave
function lifting, namely we study the relation between solutions to quantum fluid models and wave
functions solving the nonlinear Schrodinger equation. The uniqueness of the lifted wave function is
essentially related to the structure of vacuum regions of the position density.
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1. Introduction

In quantum physics, the state of a particle is characterised by a complex wave function ¢ (quantum
state) in a suitable Hilbert space /. However, it is impossible to directly observe a complex quantity
in experiments, instead physical observable quantities of a particle are given by the expectation values
of operators with respect to the quantum state, such as the probability distribution of position and
momentum of particles. It is natural to ask whether it is possible to uniquely determine a quantum
state from an appropriate set of physical observables, namely the so called Pauli problem, originally
from a footnote in Pauli’s article in Handbuch der Physik [21], see also for related researches [9, 25].
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In this paper, we will partly answer the Pauli problem, by collecting the method of wave function
lifting to reconstruct a complex wave function ¢ from given distribution of position (density) p and
momentum J, which is formally equivalent to knowing the expectations of all powers of the position
and momentum operators.

The relationship between quantum states ¢ and physical observable quantities (p,J) was early
interpreted by Madelung [17] to obtain a hydrodynamic formulation of quantum mechanics. For a
given complex wave function ¢y € H(RY), it can be formally decomposed in terms of its amplitude
and phase,

W= \/ﬁeﬁs, (1.1)

where p = ||, and by defining the phase velocity v = VS and momentum J = pv, we obtain (p, J) as
the distribution of the position and momentum densities associated to the quantum state ». Moreover,
if the evolution of a quantum state ¥ = ¥ (¢, x) is governed by a Schrodinger-type equation

2

ihow + %Aw = Hy, (1.2)

where H is a potential function, then by writing (1.2) in its real and imaginary parts, we obtain the
Hamilton-Jacobi equation of the density p and the phase function §,

8,p + div(pVS) =
th
8.8 + —|VS|2 cH=TAVP
2 \p

As a consequence, the position density p and the momentum density J associated to ¢ formally satisfy
the quantum hydrodynamic (QHD) system
op+divJ =0

1.3
8,J + div (%) +pd,H = L pV (%) (13)

and the physical observables p and J are also called the hydrodynamic data associated to y. For the
Schrédinger equation (1.2), the natural energy functional is defined by

2
E(r) = f %|V1//|2+H|¢/|2dx, (1.4)
R4

which has the corresponding hydrodynamic formulation as

E(t):f |V\/_| + +pde (1.5)

The QHD system is extensively used in physics to describe a compressible, inviscid fluid where
quantum effects appear at macroscopic / mesoscopic scales and thus they need to be taken into account
also in the hydrodynamical description. It is for instance the case when studying phenomena in
superfluidity [15], Bose-Einstein condensation [23] or in the modeling of semiconductor devices at
nanoscales [13].
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The main problem of the Madelung transformation (1.1) is that the phase function S usually fails to
be well-defined when vacuum regions {p = 0} exist. It is straightforward to see that the phase function
S may experience high oscillation or blow-up as the density p approaching 0, which leads to lost of
information of the phase function at vacuum boundaries. Moreover, even though the velocity field
v = VS is irrotational outside vacuum, its circulations on closed curves around a vacuum region are
actually quantized [12,19], namely for any Lipschitz closed curve 7 strictly away from vacuum points,
it should follows

f vy (1)) - y(H)dt € 2rh. (1.6)
0

In [1,2] the authors overcome the difficulty of defining the hydrodynamic data (p, /) when vacuum
regions may exist by means of the polar decomposition approach (see Proposition 7, or the
overview [3]). In this way it is possible to consider (p,J) of any given wave function, which are
defined almost everywhere and satisfy a generalized irrotationality condition.

In this present paper we are going to provide the method of wave function lifting to reconstruct
a complex wave function from given distribution of particle density p, which may contain vacuum
regions, and momentum density J under suitable conditions, and discuss the uniqueness of the lifted
wave function. More explicitly, we will consider hydrodynamic data (p, J) given in the following
three cases: 1-dimensional data with general vacuum regions, multi-dimensional quantum vortex data
satisfying the quantised vorticity condition (1.6), and solutions of the QHD system (1.3) without
vacuum. The first two results are reviews of the wave function lifting arguments in [4, 5], and we
discuss further the source of non-uniqueness of the wave function lifting in this paper. The last result is
our recent extension of the wave function lifting method to the dynamics of quantum fluids governed
by QHD models (1.3).

In our construction of wave function, we find that the only possible source of the non-uniqueness of
the lifted wave function is the lost of information at vacuum boundary. Therefore in the cases such that
the connected components of non-vacuum regions are strictly separated (namely they can be contained
in disjoint open neighbourhoods), as the 1-dimensional problem considered in this paper, the answer
to the Pauli problem is usually negative—there are infinitely many wave functions associated to the
same hydrodynamic data. However, we also show that those lifted wave functions are only differed by
piece-wise constant phase shifts (see Lemma 13). On the other hand, for hydrodynamic data such that
the position density p is continuous and the non vacuum region is connected (for example the case of
pointwise quantum vortices), since there is no problem of crossing vacuum boundaries, the lifted wave
function is unique upto constant rotations, which gives a positive answer to the Pauli problem.

We start with the wave function lifting result in dimension d = 1 for finite energy hydrodynamic
data given by functional (1.5). To consider the momentum density in vacuum regions, let us introduce
the hydrodynamic state (4/p, A) (see Definition 5 or [1,2]), and the momentum density is given by
J = ypA. In our results we further require A = 0 almost everywhere in vacuum regions, which is
called the physical compatibility condition of hydrodynamic state. This condition is equivalent to say
that the energy density vanishes in large vacuum regions, which is a physically reasonable condition,
and is guaranteed for all Schrodinger generated data by Lemma 6.

Theorem 1. Let (+/p, A) be a hydrodynamic state. There exists an associated wave function y € HL(R)
in the sense of the Definition 5, if and only if (p, A) satisfies
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(1) there exists a constant 0 < M, < oo such that

Al Vol + 1Al 2Ry < Mi;
(2) A = 0 almost everywhere in {p = O}.

Furthermore, we have
B = (hd\p + iR,
Wl ey < 77 C(MY),

where ¢ € P(¥) is a polar factor of ¥ defined in (2.1).
For any piecewise constant phase shift

® = exp [IZ ejl(aj,bj)), 6; € [0,27), (1.7)
J

where {(a;, b))}; is a disjoint decomposition of the non-vacuum region {p > 0}, we have @) € H.(R)
and Oy is also a wave function associated to (\Jp, A). On the other hand, if  is another wave function
associated to (\Jp, \), then there exists a phase shift @ of form (1.7) such that § = Oy

The lifting result of wave functions in space H- is established for (p, J) with L2 bounded generalised
chemical potential A (see Definition 9, in 1-D space we omit the subscript), which is abbreviated as
GCP states in this paper.

Theorem 2. Let (+Jp, A) be a hydrodynamic state. There exists a wave function y € H*(R), associated
to (+fp, A\) in the sense of Definition 5, if and only if

e (+/p, ) is a GCP state in the sense of Definition 10;
e the kinetic energy density k = h—;(ﬁx \//5)2 + %A2 is continuous.

Moreover, let us assume
Al Vellgw) + 1Al 2wy <M,

(1.8)
L ps0,0:d/ Vollzwy + 1Al 2wy <M,
for some constants My, M, < oo, where A is defined in (2.8), it follows that
W2y < CO My + 177 M). (1.9)

In the 2-dimensional case, we additionally assume the continuity of density p, which is essential to
give a proper definition to the point vacuum and can not be inferred by the finite energy assumption
and Sobolev embedding in multi-dimension. It is also needed to provide a local lower bound on the
density when strictly away from the vacuum. Nevertheless, in the physical and mathematical literature
the most widely studied quantum vortex structures (1.6) fall in this framework, see for example [7, 20,
24], and in the Theorem, we formulate the quantised vorticity condition in a distributional differential
form (1.12). This result can also be extended to the case of simple vortex lines in 3-dimensional case,
see Proposition 19.
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Theorem 3. Let (+/p, A) be a finite energy hydrodynamic state satisfying the bound

Al Vollmwe) + Al 2wy < M. (1.10)

Let us further assume that Jp is continuous with isolated point vacuum (consequently V = {x; p(x) =
0} is at most countable)
V= {-x(a)}(zeﬂ c RZ, H}tg |x((x) - x(ﬁ)l > O, (111)

and the velocity v satisfies the quantised vorticity condition

v e M(R?),

VAV =2nh 3}, kyby,» ko €Z.
aeA

(1.12)

Then there exists a wave function € H'(R?) such that

Vo =Wl A=hIm@Vy),

where ¢ € P(Y) is a polar factor defined in (2.1). The lifted wave function is unique upto constant
rotation €, 0 € [0, 2r).
If we furthermore assume that Ap,VJ € L}

loc

(R?) and ( \p, A) satisfy also the bounds

8xj‘]j .
7 2wy < My,  j=1,2, (1.13)

A1l 22y + Al

where A;’s are the generalised chemical potential given by Definition 9, then Y € H?(R?) and we have
12 r2) < C(H™ "M, + 12 M,).

Our results establish the equivalence between hydrodynamic states and the corresponding wave
functions ¢ in H! and H?, and we also refer to the recent paper [6], where the wave function lifting
method of ¥ € Hi is considered for general spaces (X, d, v) with metric d and measure v. In [6], the
velocity v is interpreted as a cotangent vector filed in L*(T*X), and the quantised vorticity condition is
extended in the integral form

f v(y(1)) - y(t)dt € 2rhZ,
0

for almost every closed curve y on X. However, in general spaces usually one can not expect the
uniqueness of lifted wave functions.

Let us remind that the previous results do not provide correspondence between the dynamics of
Schrédinger equations and the QHD models. For given a hydrodynamic solution (p,J), one can
construct its associated wave function ¥(z, -) by Theorem 1 to Theorem 3 at each fixed time 7. But to
make i a solution to the corresponding Schrddinger equation, more delicate construction is required.
In the last result, we restrict us to the non-vacuum case and extend the wave function lifting result to
the dynamical case for GCP solutions of the QHD system (1.3), which provides the equivalence of the
dynamics of QHD models (1.3) and Schrodinger equations (1.2).
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Theorem 4. Let (p, J) be a GCP solution (see Definition 12) of (1.3) on [0, T) x R with potential H €
L;"’L}Oc’x, such that p is strictly positive on any compact set, then there exists a unique (upto constant

phase shifts) wave function € L*([0, T), HX(R?)) associated to (p, J) in the sense of Definition 5 for
almost every t € [0, T). Moreover, ¥ is a weak solution of the Schrodinger equation (1.2).

If the corresponding Scrodinger equation has satisfactory well-posedness result, as a consequence of
Theorem 4 one immediately obtains the well-possedness of the QHD model for non-vacuum solutions.
However, this correspondence generally does not hold true if vacuum regions exist. For example,
the cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation H = |/|> has well-known well-posedness theory, while the
uniqueness of the corresponding QHD system for initial data with quantized vorticity is still an open
problem. If the condition of quantized vorticity is not required, [10] (multi-D) and [18] (1-D) provide
the non-uniqueness results of finite energy weak solutions.

The rest of this paper is structured in the following way: In Section 2 we will give the definitions
and recall some preliminary results, including the polar decomposition approach. In Section 3 we
construct the lifted wave function for 1-dimensional hydrodynamic data (Theorems 1 and 2) which
may contain general vacuum regions, while multi-dimensional data satisfying the quantised vorticity
condition are considered in Theorem 3 in Section 4. Last, in Section 5 we prove Theorem 4, namely
for a given solution of the QHD system (1.3) without vacuum region, there exists a unique (upto
constant rotations) lifted wave function, which is also a solution to the corresponding Schrodinger
equation (1.2).

2. Definitions and preliminaries

Notations and definitions will be fixed in this section and are used through this paper. The standard
notation for Lebesgue and Sobolev norms are given by

nmw:ﬁﬁﬂﬂmmmh

k
1fllyee = D IV fllg,
=0

and we denote H* := H*(R?) = W5*(RY). The mixed Lebesgue norm of functions f : I — L'(RY) is

defined as . )
|mmu:(fwmmmY=(ﬂfWﬂmwmuf,
1 ’ I JRY

where I C [0, 00) is a time interval, and the explicit dependence on [ is omitted in this paper. The mixed
Sobolev norm LY W is defined analogously. Last, often letters as C and M are used to denote positive
constants, which may change line to line.

Now we recall the method of polar decomposition to define the hydrodynamic state associated to a
given quantum state i possibly containing vacuum regions. Given any function ¢ € H!(R?), we can
define the set of polar factors as

P) = {p € LYRY | 9lls < 1. Voo = ¥ ace.). (2.1)
where /p := [y].
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Definition 5. Let Q c R? be an open set. Given a wave function ¢ € H}C(Q), we say that (4/p, A) is
the hydrodynamic state associated to ¢ if

Vo=l and A =nrIm(@Vy), (2.2)
where ¢ € P(¢) is a polar factor of ¢, and the momentum density of ¢ is defined by
J = +pA.

In general the polar factor of a wave function ¢ is not unique, due to the possible appearance of
vacuum regions. Nevertheless, A = 7 Im(¢Vy) is well defined, as a consequence of the following Sard
type lemma (see e.g., Theorem 6.19 in [16] for a general statement).

Lemma 6. Let Q C RY be an open set, g : Q@ — R be in H\(Q), and
B=g'({0) = {xeQ : g(x)=0}.
Then Vg(x) = 0 for almost every x € B.
We stress that, in view of the lemma above, A satisfy the physical compatibility condition
A =0 ae. on{p=0} 2.3)

Furthermore, ( /o, A) enjoy the following properties.

Proposition 7 (Polar factorization [1,2]). Let ¢ € H.(R?) and (+Jp,A) be a hydrodynamic state
associated to y, then we have (\Jp,\) € H ;(Rd) X Lfc(Rd), and

PRe(Vy@Vy) =*Vp®V+p+A®A, ae. inR. (2.4)
Moreover the following identity is satisfied in the sense of distributions
VAJ=2V+pAA. (2.5)

Remark 8. The identity (2.5) is called the generalised irrotationality condition introduced by the authors
of [1,2]. Formally it is easy to compute that (2.5) is equivalent to

pV AV =0,

therefore (2.5) can be seen as an extension of the irrotationality property of the phase velocity v = VS
to the case when vacuum regions are present.

By taking the trace of (2.4), we have

JI°

IV = BV pl® + |AP = 12|V \jpl* + '

therefore V 4/p and A together characterise the H. regularity of . Following the energy functional (1.5)
and the terminology of hydrodynamic theory, we define the kinetic energy density function to be

k= Z gt = 19 ol + Liap 2.6)
= 5 Wl = IV pl + SIAF. '
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Let us also recall the space of hydrodynamic functions corresponding to H> wave functions, which is
introduced by [4,5]. To define the new space, we start by considering the following chemical potential

KA 1
U= EAVP “P + H. 2.7)

2 \p 2
Formally it is possible to interpret u as the first variation of the total energy functional (1.5) with respect

to the position density [14],
OE

o
Obviously, the chemical potential u cannot be used to carry out a satisfactory mathematical analysis

when vacuum regions exist. For this reason it will be more convenient to consider the following
“generalized chemical potential” ;.

u

Definition 9. Let
(v, A) € [HY(RY) N C. (RN x LA(RY; RY),

such that A satisfies (2.3) and Ap € L}OC(R). Then we define the generalized chemical potential A;,

j=1,2,...,d, to be the measurable function given by
~E g2 \/—+1A—§ in {p >0}
/lj = 27 PT3 \p p ’ (2.8)
0 elsewhere,

where A is the j-th component of A.

In what follows we provide the definition of bounded generalized chemical potential hydrodynamic
states, namely those states where A; can be rigorously characterized.

Definition 10 (GCP states). We say that the pair (4/o, A) is a state with bounded generalized chemical
potential (GCP state, in short) if:

VP € HXRY) N C(R?) and A € L2(RY; RY);

A =0a.e. on{p=0};

ap,VJ € L}oc,x(Rd), where (0, J) = (Vp)?, VPA);
the following bounds are satisfied

il1p>00:,J/ Vol + Al 2wey < C, j=1,2,....d,
where A is defined as in (2.8).

Now we extend the hydrodynamic spaces defined above to solutions of the QHD system (1.3). Since
we consider hydrodynamic functions with relatively low regularity, we need to introduce the definition
of general weak solutions of (1.3). Preliminary, we first rewrite the quantum pressure term as

P2 o_(a 72 1
—pV (T‘f) =7 div(pV?logp) = ZVAp — 12 div(V yp ® V). (2.9)

2
We can now give the definition of weak solutions to the QHD system.
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Definition 11 (Weak solutions). Let pg, Jy € L}Oc(Rd), we say the pair (p, J) is a finite energy weak
solution to the Cauchy problem for (1.3) with initial data p(0) = p,, J(0) = Jy, in the space-time slab

[0, T) x R? if there exist \jp € L} (0,T;H, (R)), A €L} (0,T;L; (R?)) such that

loc loc
(i) p = (V)% J = \PA;
(i) ¥ 7 € C3([0,T) X RY),

T

fd pom +J - Vndxdt + fd Po(x)n(0, x)dx = 0; (2.10)
R R

0

(iii) Y € C3([0,T) x R%; RY),

T
f fJ'8[§+A®A:V§—p§8XH+h2V\/ﬁ®V\/ﬁ:V§
0 Jre

- (2.11)
+ Z'OA div { dxdt + f Jo(x) - £(0,x)dx = 0;
R4
(iv) (generalized irrotationality condition) for almost every ¢ € (0,7)
VAJ=2V+pAA, (2.12)

holds in the sense of distributions.
The weak solutions of finite energy and GCP weak solutions are given by the following definition.

Definition 12. Let (p,J) be a weak solution to the QHD system (1.3) as in the Definition 11. We
say that (p, J) is a finite energy weak solution, if we have sup E(f) < oo, where E(?) is the energy

1€[0.T)
functional defined by (1.5).

Moreover, we say (p, J) is a GCP weak solution if for almost every ¢ € [0, T), the corresponding
hydrodynamic state ( /o, A)(?) is a GCP state as in Definition 10, and satisfies the uniform bound

d
1l10; VPllL=.7:12Rey) + Z Al Lo 0.7 02Rey) < 1o < 0.
=1

3. Wave function lifting in 1-dimensional space

In this section we establish the method of wave function lifting in dimension d = 1. We first prove
Theorem 1, which gives sufficient and necessary conditions for a hydrodynamic data (4/p, A) to have
an associated wave function € H'(R).

Proof of the lifting part of Theorem 1. Let y € H.(R) be associated to (4o, A), then by means of the
polar factorization in Proposition 7 we have that both conditions (/) and (2) are fulfilled.

To prove the converse statement, we consider &,(x) = Le™/2 which is locally strictly positive and
converges to 0 as n — co. We define the following approximating hydrodynamical quantities

] P
VPn = VPt On, Ny = = A,
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then it is straightforward to check that the sequence {( +/o,, A,)} also satisfies a uniform bound as in
condition (1),

I Voullmwy < 1VPlla @) + 104l R) < C(h'My),

and since +/p,(x) > /p(x) for every x € R, we have |A,(x)| < |A(x)| a.e. and consequently

IAnll2®) < [IAll2R)-

By we have jp, — +/p in H\(R). Moreover, the physical compatibility condition (2) holds also for
A,. Hence /p,(x) = +/p(x) and A,(x) — A(x) a.e. in R. Then the dominated convergence theorem
yields A, — A in L2(R). Furthermore, since jp,(x) > 0 it is possible to define the approximating
velocity field

Notice that, since by definition +/p, is uniformly bounded away from zero on compact intervals, we
have v, € Llloc(R)’ hence it makes sense to define the phase

S,(x) = f vo(x)dx
0
and consequently the wave function

Yn(X) = Vpn(x)ehS ),

Let us remark that ¢, is uniquely defined, up to a constant phase shift. We now show that the sequence
¥, has a limit ¢ € H!(R) satisfying |¢| = \o, Im(¢pdy) = A, where ¢ € P(y). Since 0,4, =
e#51(d, \Jpn + iA,), we have

Billgall, = B0 NPl + AR, < C(My),

thus, up to subsequences, ¥, — ¢ in H'. On the other hand, we also have \jp, = ypin H', A, > A
in L? and moreover ei’" — ¢ weakly* in LT, for some ¢ € L. It is straightforward to check that
¢ € P(¥), indeed we have ¢, = \/p_neﬁs "= \p¢p =y in L)ZC(R). Furthermore

RO, = 75" (hdx \Jpm + iA,) — ¢ (RO, \p +iA), in LA(R)

so that 0, = ¢ (h@x VP + iA) and hence (+/p, A) are the hydrodynamical quantities associated to ¢ in
the sense of the Definition 5. O

Now we begin to discuss the uniqueness and stability properties of the wave function lifting given in
Theorem 1 in H!(R). Actually the wave function associated to a finite energy hydrodynamic data can
not be uniquely determined because of the arbitrary phase shifts allowed on each connected component
of {p > 0}. In the next lemma, we show that this is the only source of non-uniqueness. Since this lemma
is also used in later contents for multi-dimensional cases, we present it here in a general form.

Mathematics in Engineering Volume 6, Issue 4, 648—675.



658

Lemma 13. Let Q C R? be a connected open set and iy, W, € HL(Q) be two wave functions associated
to the same hydrodynamic data (+Jp, A) € [H(Q)NCLUQ) X L(Q). Furthermore we assume that p > 0
on L.

Then there exists a constant phase shift 0 € [0, 2r), such that

l,[lg = €i9lp]. (31)
Proof. By our assumption and the polar factorization, we have
i .
W= \po; and Vy;=(VNp+ A =12

where ¢; € P(y/;), j = 1,2. Since p > 0 on , the polar factor ¢; is uniquely defined by

v
5

then we can define function f =y, /y, € H'(Q). A direct computation shows that

;=

1 i i )
Vf = E \//_)Qﬁz(v \//_) + £A)¢1 - \/ﬁ(]&](v \//_) + %A)gbz =0, a.e. inQ.
2
Since Q is open and connected, the function f = /¢, is a constant C on €, which satisfies
=10y,
[a
therefore formula (3.1) holds true. O

Before stating the next results, here we collect some elementary properties of Sobolev functions
that will be used later. Let g be a function in H'(a, b) and H!(b, c), then g € H!(a, c) if and only if g is
continuous at point b, and in this case we have

2 2 2
||6xg||L§(a,c) = ||axg||L§(a,b) + ||6xg||LE(b,C)'

Then let us consider g € H!(Q), where Q C R is an open set. The continuity of g allows us to
decompose the set {x; g(x) # 0} into disjoint open intervals, i.e.,

{x;g # 0} =Uja; b)), gla;)=gb;) =0. (3.2)

The next lemma shows that we can introduce arbitrary constant phase shift on each component (a;, b;),
without breaking the H' regularity of g.

Lemma 14. Let g € H(Q) and let © € L (Q) be a piecewise constant phase shift given by the formula
® = exp [ZZ ejl(aj,bj)], 6; € [0,27), (3.3)
J

where (a;,b;)’s are the components of {g # 0} as in (3.2). Then we have ®g € H.(Q), and
0,(0g) = 00,g. (3.4)
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Proof. The proof of the lemma follows a standard argument of weak derivative. We take n € C°(Q2) to
be a test function and consider the weak derivative d,(®g):

bj )
f n0,(0g)dx = - f@g[)xn dx = — Z f e"igd.mdx.
Q Q i vaj

On each interval (a;, b;) by integration by parts and g(a;) = g(b;) = 0, we obtain

bj )
fn(?x(®g) dx = Z f eind.g dx.
Q ;i aj

Furthermore the vanishing derivative Lemma 6 implies d,g = 0 a.e. outside {x; g(x) # 0} = U(a;, b)),
J

fn@x((ag)dx:fn@axgdx,
Q Q

namely 8,(0g) = ©d,g € L2(Q), which finishes the proof of the lemma. |

therefore we can conclude

A direct consequence of Lemmas 13 and 14 is the non-uniqueness of wave function lifting for
given hydrodynamic data at H' level, and the only source of non-uniqueness is the arbitrary phase
shifts allowed on the components of the non-vacuum regions. More precisely, let v € H!(R) be a
wave function associated to ( /o, A) in the sense of the Definition 5, then for any piecewise phase shift
function @ of the form (3.3), by formula (3.4) it is straightforward to check that ®y € H!(R) is another
wave function associated to the same hydrodynamic data, whose polar factors are P(Oy) = OP(y).

Another application of Lemma 14 is the following Proposition 15. We can show that even though
the lifted wave functions do not enjoy general stability property, there is at least one wave function
associated to the limiting hydrodynamic data, which can be attained as a strong limit in H!(R) of a
subsequence of associated wave functions with well-chosen phase shift.

Proposition 15. Given a sequence of hydrodynamic data {(+[p,, An)} which converges to (\/po, Ao) in
H!(R) x L2(R), let us assume {i,} and yy are wave functions associated to {( VPns Ap)} and (+Jpo, Ao),
respectively.

Then there exists a subsequence Y, and a piecewise constant phase shift © given by the
formula (3.3) on the connected components of {y # 0}, such that

n{l_l’}l[lx) ”wnk - ®w0”H;I((R) =0.

Proof. For the case that py = 0, the proposition is trivial. Therefore we assume p, is not identically O.
By Lemma 14, for any phase shift @ given by (3.3), we have @y, € H.(R) with

9x(By) = O .

By the polar decomposition provided by Proposition 7, we have

wn = \/Eqﬁn and 8an = (ax \/p_n + %An)ﬁbn (35)
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with a polar factor ¢, € P(y,). Since [|¢,|l.> < 1, then up to a subsequence {¢,, } converges weakly*

to some ¢o in LO(R). We define Yo = +jpodo. Since (+/on, A,) converges strongly to (4/oo, Ag) in
H!(R) x L*(R), by passing to the limit as r;, — oo in (3.5) we obtain

Une = VOm®Bn — VPobo = Yo, in L3(R),

and

i i ~ )
8x'ybnk = (ax Vpnk + %Ank)qsnk - (ax \/p_O + %A0)¢09 1n L_)ZC(R)

Consequently, g is a weak limit of ¢,,, with iy € H (R) and

~ I -
00 = (0x Voo + ﬁ/\o)fﬁo-
Moreover the polar factorization of i, and ¥, implies

2 2 2 112 2 7 112

then by the weak convergence and the convergence of norms we obtain ¢,, — ¢, in H.(R). Since i
is a wave function associated to ( /oo, Ag), by Lemma 13 on each component (a;, b;) of {)o # 0}, there
exist a unitary ¢’ such that

Go = ey on (a;, b)).

Let
G) = eizj Hjl(aj’bj)’

then we have ¢, = @y, on R. |

Now we are going to prove Theorem 2, which states the wave function lifting at the H? level. One
should notice that Sobolev regularity for the wave function does not correspond to further regularity for
the hydrodynamical quantities. For example if we consider ¥/(x) = x on [-1, 1], then ¢ € C{’, but on
the other hand +/p is only Lipschitz, with 4 yjp = 6. In fact, the same example is considered in more
details in [8], which shows that Sobolev regularity above % is not preserved, but regularity below % is
preserved. Considering a wave function ¢ € H? will require further information on the energy density
and on the generalised chemical potential A given by Definition 9 (in 1-D we omit the subscript of 4,).
Another important fact we should emphasise when considering a wave function lifting ¢ € H*(R) is
that d,¢ should be a continuous function. As mentioned before, ¢ should have well designed phase
shifts on all the connected components of the set {p > 0}, such that 9,4 have no jump discontinuity at
vacuum boundaries.

In order to prove Theorem 2, we first state the following lemma, which shows the connection
between the hydrodynamic quantities A, %{)l{pw} and the H? regularity of the associated wave
function .

Lemma 16. (1) If the hydrodynamic state (+Jp, A) is given through an associated wave function | €
H(R), then ( \p,A) is a GCP state and the identities

0.1
P
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hold true in L*(R), where ¢ € P(Y) is a polar factor of .

(2) Let us assume that (+Jp, \) is a GCP state and let y € H 1(R) be a wave function associated to
(vo, N), then € H(a i»bj), for all connected components (a;, b;) of the set {p > 0} as given in (3.2),
and we have

A ,
"o%y = [— \/ﬁ]aﬁ in L*(aj,b)). (3.7)

Proof. Let us consider (o, A) given through an associated wave function y € H2(R), then it follows
from Theorem 1 that (yjp,A) € H.(R) X L2(A). Moreover, by the definition of the hydrodynamic
quantities p = ||, J = i Im(J0,y), we have on the set {p > 0} = {|y| > 0}
O Im(yoy) 0.7

¥ a

Moreover, by using the definition (2.8) for A, on the set {|¢/| > 0} we have

RIm(¢dy) = i

2

72 hi
~5 Re@y) = - 3 [a Re(@d.) — 10|

21y
— h2 1 —2A2
2
Pp+ =

\/_

Let us emphasize that the previous computations are rigorous since ¢ € H>(R) and {|y| > 0} is an
open set. By Lemma 6 we have % = 0 a.e. in {p = 0}, thus identities (3.6) hold almost everywhere
on R.

To prove the converse statement, we assume (/p, A) to be a GCP state, and let ¢ € H}c(R) be a
wave function associated to (4/o, A). By using the polar factorization, it follows that

U = NP9 O = @ VP + 2 N)G,

where ¢ € P(y). Since || > 0 on (a;, b;), the polar factor ¢ € P(y) is uniquely defined, ¢ = %, and a
direct computation gives

00 = i 0w - o) = e
o\t ] np
Using the identities above and the definition of hydrodynamic quantities, we obtain
0.J ] 9 2 A?
- ¢ = (h(') \/_+lh0A+lha\/_
e’ v )’
:hax [(hax \/ﬁ + lA)¢] = hzax(ax'vlf)
Thus we prove the identity (3.7), and by using the bounds of A and ‘9\;
GCP state, it follows that ¢ € HZ(a;, b)). O
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The previous lemma shows that the condition

L ps00:d/ Vollzw) + 1Al 2wy < Mo,

on the hydrodynamic state allows to improve on the regularity of the wave function ¢ on the connected
components of {p > 0}. However, in general ¢ is not in H(R), since .4 may possibly experience jump
discontinuities at vacuum boundaries, due to the fact that the H' regularity allows for arbitrary phase
shifts on connected components. On the other hand, H? regularity requires compatibility conditions
of the phase shift at vacuum boundaries. We will show that, by additionally assuming the continuity
of kinetic energy density k, it is possible to provide an appropriate choice of the phase shifts on every
connected component, which will enable us to construct another wave function y € H>(R) associated
to the same hydrodynamical quantities. More precisely, starting from i, we will construct a ¢y € H*(R)
such that / = @y, where O is a piecewise phase shift of the form

® = exp [12 9j1<a_/,,,j)J, 6, € [0, 2). (3.8)
J

The main difficulty of our construction lies in the accumulation points of vacuum boundaries. To
overcome this difficulty, we need the next lemma which shows that under the assumption of Theorem 2,
the kinetic energy density k vanishes at the accumulation points of vacuum boundaries, and Vk is
indeed a function in the space H!(R).

Lemma 17. Let (\Jp, A) be a GCP hydrodynamic state and let us assume that the kinetic energy density
k is continuous. If X is an accumulation point of vacuum boundaries U{aj, b;}, then k(x) = 0.
j

Proof. By using Theorem 1, there exists a ¢ € H}(R) associated to (o, A), and the kinetic energy
density is given by

hZ
k=—l0.yl.
5 10:44]

In particular, the continuity of k implies that |0,y/] is also a continuous function. To prove Lemma 17,
it is sufficient to show |0,¢| vanishes at the accumulation points of vacuum boundaries.

Let us consider an accumulation point X of the vacuum boundaries U;{a;, b;}, namely there exists
a sequence of intervals {(a;,,bj,)}, such that (a;,b;) — X asn — oco. On each (a;,,bj,), we take
x;, = 3(a;, + b;,), and we claim d,4(x;,) — 0 as n — oo. If the claim holds, by the continuity of |8,y/]
we obtain [0 (X)| = 0.

The claim d,4(x;,) — 0 can be proved by contradiction. Indeed, let us assume that

liminf|dW(x; )| > ¢ > 0.

Since a;, and b;, are vacuum boundary points, namely ¢(a;,) = ¥(b;,) = 0, then we have
b .

0= [ awmady.

Ajn

Moreover by the property (2) of Lemma 16, we have ¢ € HZX(a;,,b;,), so we can decompose the

integral as
b j, y bj, Y
0= f [axw(xjnn f a,%w(s)ds] dy = 0.(x;);, + f f W (s)dsdy,

Ajn n n
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where [;,

= bj, — a;,. By using the identity (3.7) and the bounds (1.8), it follows that

0,J 1

2 -2 -1
1020, 5, < 207NNl + A7) P

psollz < C> M),

then we have

3 3
5 1192 3 -2
< 11,0, < OO M),

bjn "y
f Ow(s)dsdy

n n

1
For n large enough one has [0,(x;,)| > ¢ and lJZ."C(h‘zMz) < §since I;, — 0 asn — oo, hence it
follows that

bj, [
f f Giw(s)d sdy

n

0> |0(x;);,] - > %ljn >0,

which is a contradiction. O
Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let us consider the hydrodynamic data ( /o, A) given through an associated wave
function ¢ € H?*(R), then by the property (1) of Lemma 16 we know that (vp,A) is a GCP state.
Moreover, by Sobolev embedding, k = %I(%(z,//l2 is a continuous function.

Now we assume that (/p, A) is a GCP state, and decompose the non vacuum regions into disjoint

intervals,
(o> 0)=Uya;.b), pla)) = plby) =0. (3.9)

Lemma 16 shows that on all the connected components (a;, b;) of {p > 0} we have y € Hﬁ(a D),
and the identity (3.7) holds true in L(a j»bj). However as discussed before, to obtain a H? wave
function defined on the whole R, we need to overcome the possible jump discontinuity at vacuum
boundaries. The additionally assumption on the continuity of energy density allows us to provide an
well-designed choice of the phase shifts on every connected component and to construct another wave
function ¢ € H? associated to the same hydrodynamical quantities. More precisely, starting from i,
we will construct a piecewise phase shift function ® of the form

® = exp [lz 9]-1(“_/,,,])), 6; € [0, 2), (3.10)
J

such that y = @y belongs to H2(R).
Before the construction of ®, we first give some discussion on vacuum boundaries Uj{a;, b;}. Let
{a;} denote the isolated vacuum points, namely p(é@;) = O and p > O on (&, — €,a; + €) \ {@;} for some

small € > 0. Then we define the set
W = {p > 0} U ().
J

By the continuity of p and the definition of a;, it is straightforward to see that W is an open set,
consequently it can be represented as disjoint open intervals

W = U(a;, b)),
j
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where Ezj,Ej € Ujfa;,b;} \ Uja;}. The set U{a;,b;} \ U{a;} consists of the following two types of
vacuum boundary points. The first type is the boundary of large vacuum intervals, where by definition
of @;’s we have |y|> = p = 0 on (a;—¢€,a;) oron (b;, b;+e€) for some & > 0, and by the continuity of |9,y
we have [0.y(a;)| = 10W(b ) = 0. The second type is the accumulation point of vacuum boundaries,
where |0,4/| also vanishes as proved in Lemma 17.

Let us fix an interval (a;, B,-) and let {a jk}kKj K denote the vacuum points in (a;, b j). By our
construction, the only possible accumulation points of {a;} are a; and b;, hence we can assume
a; < aj,, forall k.

The phase shift function ® on (@, b;) is constructed through the following strategy. We start from a
fixed (@;y, a;,) and set 8, = 0, namely ® = 1 on (&;,, @;,). To extend the definition of ® to (@;,,a;,), we
notice that the intervals (&, a;,,,) are connected components of the set {p > 0}. Thus by Lemma 16
we have the H? regularity of ¢ on (&;,,&;,) and (&j,,é,,), which implies the the left and right side
limits d(a;,) and 9.4(a7) exist. On the other hand, the continuity of the kinetic energy density k
implies |0,y| = 7! V2k is continuous, hence we have |ax¢(&— )| = |0xw(c°z+ )|. Therefore we can choose
ad; € [0,2r) such that (O - 6x¢/)(a )= e")flaxl//(a )@, =0 if |0,y Vamshes at a;,), and we define
® = €% on (a;,a;). By repeatmg this process mductlvely, we extend the definition of ® to the
whole (a;, b;). Moreover we have @9,y € H'(&4;,,;,) and our construction ensures the continuity of
®4,y at all point vacuum a;,. Thus by the elementary property of Sobolev functions, it follows that
®d.y € H\(a,, b i), and by Lemmas 14 and 16 we have the identity

20
R

To this point we have constructed the phase shift function ® on W = U;(@;, b,), and we extend © to
the whole R by defining ® = 1 on W¢, thus ® has the form (3.10) as required, and we define U = Oy.
By Lemma 14 we have 0,/ = @9,y and ¢ € H}(R) is also a wave function associated to (o, A)
which satisfies

120,(00,y) = |2d* \p ¢ in L*(a;,b;), ¢ € PW). (3.11)

RO = (o, \p + iN)Og. (3.12)
Now we prove 8,4/ = @0,y € H'(R). Let 7 € C>°(R) be an arbitrary test function, then we have

f 0 0.(@dw)dr = — f (©3,0)d.n dr.
R R

By the vanishing derivative Lemma 6, it follows that 0,4 = 0 a.e. outside the set W, therefore

f n ax(®8xw)dr = f (®aXW)ax77 dx = _Z (®axw)axn dx.

!

Since @4, € H\(a,, b;), we can write

bj bj _ _

f (®5x¢)(9x77 dx = — f nax(®arw)dx + n(b/)(®ax¢’)(b1) - n(aj)(®axw)(aj),

where the boundary terms vanish since 0,4/(a;) = O(b i) = 0 as we have shown before. By using the
identity (3.11) and the bounds for GCP states in Definition 10, we obtain

2

A o.J
<Inll2® (||h2<9§ Vo - %”LE(W) + 1 P
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Thus we conclude 8,/ = ©®9, € H!(R). Moreover again by the Sard type Lemma 6, we have
0.(00y) = 0 almost everywhere on the set {p = 0} = {¢ = 0}, therefore the identity

- A? 0.J
Wou = 1*90d.y) = |0, \p — — + ih—= | 1,500 (3.13)
\/_ \/ﬁ \//—) {0>0}
holds true in Lﬁ(R), and the bound (1.9) for the wave function ¢ follows directly. O

4. Wave function lifting with quantum vortices

One of the main obstacles for multi-dimensional problems is the topology of the vacuum region
{o = 0}. First, while in one space dimension the energy estimate and the Sobolev embedding yield
the position density to be continuous, which consequently implies that {o = 0} is a closed set, in
the multidimensional cases we loose this topological information and in general it is not possible to
characterize the structure of the vacuum region with the same methods of the 1-D case. Moreover, for
d > 2 an extra structural property of the quantum vortex discussed in Section 1 needs to be taken into
account. Therefore we first focus on the wave function lifting method in two-dimensional space, and
we assume that the position density p = p(x), x € R?, is continuous such that V = {x; p(x) = 0} consists
of isolated points, namely there exists an at most countable set A of indices, such that

V= {-x(a)}(zeﬂ - RZ, g}tg |x((x) - x(ﬁ)l > 0. 4.1)

Moreover a quantization condition for the vorticity is required, as explained in the discussion of
quantum vortices presented in Section 1. More precisely, let v = J/p be the velocity field, which
is well-defined almost everywhere, then the quantised vorticity condition (1.6) is restated in the sense
of distribution as

v e M(R?),

VAv=2rh) k,0
aeA

k, € Z. 4.2)

X(a)?

where M(R?) is the space of measures, and 0., 18 the Dirac-delta function supported at x, for a € A.
This condition is connected to the Bohr-Sommerfeld quantization rule in quantum theory.

Remark 18. A straightforward consequence of the wave function lifting is that the quantized vorticity
condition (4.2) implies the generalized irrotationality condition

VAJ=2V+pAA, forae. xeR. (4.3)

More precisely, given a hydrodynamic state (4/oA) satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 3, then
we know that there exists an associated wave function v € H!(R?), then as a consequence of the
polar factorization Proposition 7, we further have that the hydrodynamic state (+/po, A) satisfy the
identity (4.3), where J = 4/pA. On the other hand, the reverse implication from (4.3) to (4.2) does not
hold, see e.g., [6].

Now we are at the point to prove the wave function lifting proposition in the two dimensional case.
We will use the notion of difference quotients (see [11]), namely for any function f € L] (R?) and
direction h € R?, |h| > 0, we define

fe+h) - f()

h £y —
Df(x) = ™

4.4)
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As |h| — 0, the difference quotient D" f will approximate the derivative of f in the direction h.
We remark that in the cases of quantum vortices, the non-vacuum region is a connected set, therefore
as a direct consequence of Lemma 13, the lifted wave function is unique upto constant rotation.

Proof of Theorem 3. We restrict to the simplest case, when the vacuum is a single point, and without
loss of generality we assume V = {0}. In this case the quantised vorticity condition becomes

{v e M(R?), “s)

V Av =2khnéy, ke'Z.

For isolated vacuum points, the proof follows essentially the same idea.
To construct a wave function we take a sequence of smooth mollifier {y¢} such that supp(y“) C
B¢(0), where B,(x) is the ball centred at x with radius r. We define

VE(x) = v x(x) = (v, x(x = ),
so that
VAVE=(VAV)*x€ =2khndy = x¢ = 2kny©.

Let us fix an arbitrary xy ¢ B(0), we can take a piecewise smooth curve y(x) connecting x, and x,
strictly away from B€(0). In this way, for any x ¢ B€(0), the approximating polar factor ¢ can be

defined as _
6°(x) = exp (1 f () dl?y))
INNE

and we extend the definition of ¢¢ continuously to x € B€(0) by setting ¢(x) = ¢“(ex/|x]).

We claim that the above definition of ¢¢ is independent of the choice of curve y. Indeed, for any
two curves y; and vy, connecting x, and x, we can patch them into a piecewise smooth closed curve ¥.
Denote Q the domain inside ¥, then we have two cases: B(0) € Q or B(0) N Q = (. In either case by
Stokes’ theorem

f V) -dity) - [ v -dity) = f V() - dily) = f V AV ()dy = 2kh or O,

71 V2 4 Q

where £ is the integer given in (4.5), thus we have

exp(% f ve(y)'df(y))=€XP(% f Ve(y)-dl?y))~
Y1 72

The polar factors {¢€} have uniform L bound 1, therefore up to subsequences we have ¢¢ = ¢ in
LY (R?) with |||z < 1. The lifted wave function is defined by ¢ = jpg. Obviously y € LA(R?), then
we are going to show ¥ € H!(R?).
For this purpose, we only need to show the L? norm of the difference quotient D*¢ defined in (4.4)
has a uniform bound, namely
D"l 22y < C
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for some constant C and all h € R? with [h| # 0 small. We have

h h h
||D l//”LE(Rz) = ||D w”L%(B‘m(O)) + ||D w”L%(B‘m(O)C)'

For the part near the vacuum point 0, we simply bound it by

1
”th”L)%(B‘m(O)) = m”l/’(' +h) = YO0
2 1
< m” VOl 5,0y B0 = 2 Vrll Vol o)

which is uniformly bounded since +/p is continuous.
Then we consider the norm away from the vacuum. For any relatively compact open set U C By, (0)°
and for any € < |h|, we have explicit representation

i S
9 = eXp(£ f vf(y)-dl(y)),
y
V< = %qubf.
By the continuity of 4/o, we have in[g{ Vo(x)} = @ > 0 and the velocity field v = A/+Jp € L2(U).
Moreover, v¢ — v in L%(U )and ¢ = * — lirr8¢8, then it follows
Vo' = %quf ~ %v¢ = V¢ in L2(U). (4.6)

Thus we obtain that in L2(U)

V= (VB + 2 VPN = (VP + AN

with uniform L2 bound
VYl = AllV \//_)”LE,(U) + Al 2wy < M.
By using a sequence of relatively compact sets U invading B¢, we get

-1
IV 28, 00) < 77 M,

and we conclude ¢ € H!(R?). Furthermore, the above argument implies that for a.e. x € R* we have

V= (V\p + 2 ), @.7)

which proves the polar factorization (2.2).

Further let us assume the condition (1.13), then we are able to show that v € H*(R?). The proof
uses difference quotients as in the previous case, but here it requires further small technicalities since
Vy gLy
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Let us consider a relatively compact set U, strictly away from the vacuum point 0. By (4.6) and (4.7)
it follows that for j = 1, 2,
AZ

: 0y, Jj
[0, Vp = ~5) + ih= =1 = (W05, NP+ iy A, + ihd, \pv; = Ay vi)e

= 10, [0y, VP + A)¢| = 120, (0.0

in the sense of distribution. Therefore the condition (1.13) and Definition 9 of A; imply Gij:p e LX(U)
satisfying the uniform bound
167 Wlli2wy < 2 Mo. (4.8)

Now we again take the smooth mollifier {y¢} such that supp(y¢) c B®(0), and we define the smooth
approximating wave function y* = ¢ * x°. It follows (4.8) that for any relatively compact open set U
such that dist(U, Q) > &, we have

||a§j¢8||L§(U) < ||0)2¢jlﬁ||L§(U6) < h_2M2, 4.9)

where U? is the e—neighbourhood of the set U. For 9, ¢*, j = 1,2, by using the polar factorization we
can decompose it as 9, ¥* = |0xj1//5|¢§, where the polar factor ¢% = 0., °/10,,4°| when |0, 4| # 0. In
this case direct computation shows

Im@, ey

0,05 =i VL % (4.10)
and by the same argument as polar factorization we have
— 2
, (1@, 5% u*)
0% WP = (010, °1) + [ ] : (4.11)

To apply the theory of difference quotients, instead of d,,¢° and 9,4, we will consider the L*
cut-off functions { ffn} and f;, defined by

fn = min{|(9le/,€|’ n}¢j, ] = 1’ 2’

fin =min{|0y yl, n}¢;,  ¢; € P(Ox¥).

By using the fact
| jfn - f},nl < |axj'¢’8 - ax_,¢|,

and 8,,y° — 9,,¥ in L3(R?), it follows f5, = finin L*(R?) as e — 0.
Now we consider the difference quotient of f;, in the direction e;, where

e; =(1,0) and e;=(0,1),
and we let h; = |h|e; for [h| # 0 small, and we have

h; h; h:
ID™ finllzwey = 1D finllzeayop + 1D finll 200
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For the part near the vacuum, it can be simply controlled by

”Dhjfj,n”L%(B‘m(O)) <2Vl fialls < 2Vmn.

The part away from the vacuum is treated again by considering a relatively compact open sets U C
B /(0)°. By definition | ff,,| < |(9x_,.¢//8|, and since 6)2(1_1//8 € L)ZC(U ) for all & < |h|, the x;—derivative of the
truncated function ffn also belongs to Lﬁ(U ). Moreover by using (4.10) and (4.11), for [0;y°| > n we
have

M@, 372 y°) ) (Im@,, 970 y°)\
J < J < |6§/w8|2’

|ax~ ‘Snlz = |ax ne’ |2 =|n
iFiall = 10500 0, 0°F 0071

e _— 92 ,1€ 3 & . .
and 9, fJn = Oxjtﬁ in the case |0,,4°| < n. Therefore by using (4.9), we have the uniform bound
105, /1Ml 2wy <N Yoz < B2 Ma.
By passing to the limit as £ — 0, we obtain
10, finll 2wy < hM, 4.12)

for any relatively compact open set U strictly away from 0, hence it also works on By (0)°. Therefore
the theory of difference quotient shows 4., f;, € L*(R?) and we have the bound

-2
”axjfj,nIlL)z((Rz) <SH My +2 \/7_7.”

Notice that even though the bound of ||d,, f;.ll;> obtained above depends on n, as long as we have
Ox,fin € L*(R?), a zero measure set has no effect on the L? norm of Oy, fjn- Thus by choosing a sequence
of open set U invading R? — {0} in (4.12), we obtain that

||ax,-fj,n||L§(R2) < h_zMz, j=172.

On the other hand, it is straightforward to see that f;, converges to 9, strongly as n — co by
construction. Therefore we conclude éﬁjw € L2(R?) for j = 1,2, with the bound

||8)2cjw“L§(R2) <h M.
It implies Ay € L2(R?) and we have
Ayl 2gey < 277 My,
then by standard argument we can conclude that y € H>(R?) satisfies the bound
W]l p2gey < C™' My + H2My).
O
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The wave function lifting argument can also be extended to a simple example of 3D hydrodynamic
data, where we assume planar symmetry of the data and the vorticity to be concentrated in a finite
number of vortex lines. This is a typical example of the vortex structure of quantum flows in 3D
space [22]. More precisely, we consider hydrodynamic data (o(x), J(x)), x = (x;,%,x3) € R? and
J € R?, of the following form:

p(x) = pi(x1, x2)p2(x3)  and  J(x) = (Ji(x1, x2)p2(x3),0) = VA, (4.13)

where p,p; € Rand J; € R?. The data (p, J) is essentially a product of a 2D data (p;, J;) and a 1D data
(02,0). We assume (o1, J1) = (( \/p_l)z, 4/p1A1) has pointwise vacuum and quantised vorticity, namely
we assume p; to be continuous with vacuum structure (1.11), and the velocity field v; = J;/p; to satisfy
the quantized vorticity condition (1.12). The regularity of (p;, J,) is characterised by the bounds (1.10)
and (1.13), and we assume +/p, € H}(R) with s = 1 or 2.

Under the above assumptions, we can state the following proposition as an extension of the wave
function lifting argument to 3D data.

Proposition 19. Let (p,J) be a hydrodynamic data as in (4.13), with (0,,J1) satisfying the
conditions (1.11) and (1.12). Furthermore let us assume that (0y,J,) satisfy the mass and energy
bounds (1.10) and +Jp, € H ;(R). Then there exists a wave function Y € H;(R3) such that

Vo =Wl A=hIm@Vy),

where ¢ € P(¥) is a polar factor defined in (2.1).
If we furthermore assume the bounds (1.13) on (p1, Jy) and +Jp> € H?(R), then ¢ € H*(R®) and

W 23y < C(H™'M, + 7> M,).
5. Wave function lifting for non vacuum solutions of QHD models

In the last section we will extend the wave function lifting method to GCP weak solutions of QHD
system (1.3) given by Definition 10. For existence results of GCP solutions, we refer to [4, 5] for
polynomial potential H = p”~!, y > 1. We also restrict ourselves to the case of non-vacuum solutions
to avoid the difficulty involving the structure of vacuum regions and the dynamics of system (1.3).

In the previous results, the lifted wave function ¢ associated to given hydrodynamic data (o, J) is
constructed at every fixed time, which can be rotated by any constant phase shift. However, to recover
the dynamics of the corresponding Schrodinger equation, the evolution of the phase function should
also be considered in the scheme of wave function lifting, which is solved by a space-time gradient
equation involving the velocity v and the chemical potential u, as we will see in the next lemma.

Lemma 20 (Phase function). Let (p,J) be a GCP solution of (1.3) on [0,T) x RY with potential
H € L‘,"’L}OC’X, such that p is strictly positive on any compact set. Then there exists a unique (upto
NW LL ([0, T) x RY), which can

. . . . o) 1
constant phase shifts in space-time) phase function S € (L;"H loc.x

loc,x
be explicitly written as
S(t,x) =S, + f f vo(y) - dl,dx*
U JI0,x)

!
+ff v(t,y).dl;dx*—ff/.t(s,x*)dsdx*,
U Ji(x* x) U Jo
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where S, € [0,2n) and U = —%, %)d.

Proof. By Lemma 16, for (p, J) generated by a wave function ¢ such that || = +/p is strictly positive
on any compact set, we have

\Y n2 A 1 /U
v:lm(—‘l’), U=- \/ﬁ+—|v|2+H:——Re(?¢/)+H,

7 2 \p 2 2
which imply v € L([0,T), L}, (R?)) and u € LX([0,T), L, (R?)). On the other hand, by Madelung
transformation (1.1), the phase function S, formally given by S = %log (ﬁ), of ¢ should satisfy a

space-time gradient equation

{VS =v, 0,5 =—u, (5.2)

S$0,0)=S..

Therefore we should define the phase function S to be the unique solution of the space-time gradient
Eq (5.2). For locally strictly positive density, the generalised irrotationality condition (2.5) reduces to

VAv=0

in the sense of distribution, and the equation for momentum density in (1.3) can be written as

n? A\//_) 1 2
= V[—E |- -VpP-VH=-V .
oy > (\/ﬁ) 5 vl J7a (5.3)

which exactly combine to the solvability condition of the gradient Eq (5.2).
To rigorously define the phase function S in hydrodynamic functions, we again use the smooth
mollifiers {y¢} and define

VE(X) = v x(x),  p(x) = x(n),

which also satisfy the “irrotationality” conditions
VAV =0, 0p°=-Vu'. 5.4

Then we define the approximating phase function to be

!
Se(t, x;x7) =S, + f veo(y) - dl, + f V(2 y) - dl f K (s, x,)ds,
1(0,x*) I(x*,x) 0

where x, € R? is an arbitrary point, and the curve I(x, y) of integration is given by

l(x’)’) = U?:]{(yla s ’yj—l’za xj+1a e ,Xd);z € (mln{x]’y]}a maX{xja)’j})}’

namely the piecewise straight lines parallel to frame axises connecting x and y. It is straightforward to
check that the approximating phase function S ® solves the mollification of Eq (5.2), namely

VSE=vS%, 8,8 = -1,
$4(0,0) = S°.
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However, for weak solutions (p, J), the velocity v and the chemical potential y are merely Lebesgue
functions in Lf"L1 therefore we can not directly take the limit € — 0 in S°(z, x; x*). On the other

loc,x’

hand, due to the irrotationality condition (5.4), the choice of x* has no influence on the definition of
Sé(t, x; x*), thus we can take the average of S*(z, x; x*) with respect to x, € U = (—%, %)d, which allows
us to give the hydrodynamic definition of the approximating phase function S ® independent of x, as

Se(t, x) =S, + f f Veo(y) - dldx*
U JI0,x%)

!
+ff vg(t,y)‘dl;dx*—ff,ug(s,x*)dsdx*.
U JIl(x*,x) U JO

By take the limit & — 0, we obtain the explicit formulation of the phase function S as (5.1). The
regularity of S is a direct consequence of (5.1)and v € L®([0,T), L2 (RY)), u e L>([0,T), L} (R?)).

loc,x loc,x
O

Remark 21. If we replace the local positivity of p and the irrotationality condition V A v = 0 with the
quantised vorticity condition (4.2), and assume that the velocity and the chemical potential satisfy

ve L ([0,T), Ly, (RY), ue M(J0,T)*xRY,

where M([0, T) x R?) is the space of Radon measures, then we can extend Lemma 20 to the cases of
quantum vortex. However, so far assumptions above for v and u, and the structure of quantum vortex,
are not proven to be preserved along general GCP weak solutions, due to the lack of estimates of v and
1 when vacuums exist. Therefore we restrict ourselves to the case of non-vacuum.

Now we can proof the main theorem of this section.
Proof of Theorem 4. Following the assumption of Theorem 4, we can define a wave function
v = pers,

where § is the phase function of (p,J) given by Lemma 20. By Eq (5.2), it is straightforward to
compute that ¢ is an wave function associated to (p, J) in the sense

p =Wl J=nIm@Vy).

Therefore by Theorem 2 or Theorem 3, we have € L ([0, T), H*(R?)). Moreover, by the continuity
equation of p and (5.2), we can compute that

divJ
2\p

7o =(hd, \Jp + i \Jpd,S)et = - [h Y @] s

Recall that
divJ = hIm(yay),
K2 A
M= —?RC(%) + H,
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then it follows that

- s
ho = [—hzw + % Re (—) - iH] N/

2 52

which shows ¢ is a solution of the corresponding Schrodinger equation. The uniqueness of the lifted
wave function is a direct consequence of Lemma 13 and the local positivity of |y]. O

6. Conclusions

In this paper, we consider the Pauli problem to construct a quantum state from given distribution of
position density p and momentum density J of particles, and the uniqueness of the associated quantum
state.

In the following cases: 1-dimensional data with general vacuum regions, multi-dimensional
quantum vortex data satisfying the quantised vorticity condition (1.6), and solutions of the QHD
system (1.3) without vacuum, we provide the wave function lifting method to construct a complex
wave function ¢ as a quantum state associated to given (p, J) in the sense of

p =P J=Im@Vy),

where (p, J) belongs to the finite energy space or the GCP space (see Definition 10), and the wave
function  has corresponding regularity in H! or H>.

Concerning the uniqueness problem, we prove that in general the lifted wave function is not
unique if the connected components of the non-vacuum region {p > 0} are strictly separated by
open neighbourhoods. However, we also show that the only resource of non-uniqueness is the lost
of information on vacuum boundaries, and any two lifted wave functions associated to the same (p, J)
are only differed by a piecewise constant phase shift function of the form

® = exp [lz ejlgj), 9, € [0,2n),
J

where €;’s are the connected components of {p > 0}.
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