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FREE BOUNDARY PROBLEMS FOR THE TWO-DIMENSIONAL

EULER EQUATIONS IN EXTERIOR DOMAINS

DAOMIN CAO, BOQUAN FAN, WEICHENG ZHAN

Abstract. In this paper we present some classification results for the steady Euler equa-
tions in two-dimensional exterior domains with free boundaries. We prove that, in an
exterior domain, if a steady Euler flow devoid of interior stagnation points adheres to slip
boundary conditions and maintains a constant norm on the boundary, along with certain
additional conditions at infinity, then the domain is the complement of a disk, and the flow
is circular, namely the streamlines are concentric circles. Additionally, we establish that
in the entire plane, if all the stagnation points of a steady Euler flow coincidentally form a
disk, then, under certain additional reasonable conditions near the stagnation points and
at infinity, the flow must be circular. The proof is based on a refinement of the method
of moving planes.

Keywords: The Euler equations, Free boundary problems, Symmetry results, Exterior do-
mains.

1. Introduction and Main results

Let Ω ⊂ R2 be a simply connected bounded domain of class C2 and n be the outward unit
normal on ∂Ω. Let us consider steady incompressible flows solving the Euler equations











v · ∇v+∇P = 0 in R2\Ω,
∇ · v = 0 in R2\Ω,
v · n = 0 on ∂Ω,

(1.1)

where v = (v1, v2) is the velocity field and P is the scalar pressure. Throughout this paper, the
solutions are always understood in the classical sense, that is, both v and P are (at least) of class
C1 and satisfy (1.1) pointwise.

We are concerned in this paper with rigidity properties of a steady Euler flow in two-dimensional
exterior domains whose boundary is free but on which the flow is assumed to satisfy an additional
condition. More precisely, we are interested in the solutions (v, P ) of the Euler equations (1.1)
that additionally |v| is a constant on ∂Ω. In general, this additional condition will make system
(1.1) overdetermined. The investigation of similar Serrin-type free boundary problems in smooth
simply or doubly connected bounded domains was recently considered by Hamel and Nadirashvili
[18]. Under certain additional reasonable conditions, they showed that the domains must be
disks or annuli, and the flow must be circular, namely the streamlines are concentric circles; see
Theorems 1.10 and 1.13 in [18]. Further rigidity results on bounded domains can be found in
[29, 34].

Note that the problems addressed in the present paper are set in unbounded domains. It seems
that rigidity results for unbounded domains are much more difficult to obtain; see Section 4 in
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[25] for some discussions on this aspect. The aim of this paper is to establish some classification
results for the steady Euler equations in two-dimensional exterior domains with free boundaries.
To state our results we need some notation. Let BR(x) be the open disk with center x and radius
R, and for simplicity, we denote BR = BR(0). Let us denote

er(x) =
x

|x| and eθ(x) =

(

−x2
|x| ,

x1
|x|

)

for x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2\{0}.
Our first main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let v be a C2(R2\Ω) flow solving (1.1). Assume also that:

(1) |v| > 0 in R2\Ω and |v| is a nonzero constant on ∂Ω.
(2) The following far-field conditions hold

lim inf
|x|→+∞

|v(x)| > 0 and v(x) · er(x) = o

(

1

|x|

)

as |x| → +∞. (1.2)

Then Ω = BR for some R > 0. Furthermore, v is a circular flow, that is, there is a C2(R,+∞)
function V : (R,+∞) → R with constant strict sign such that

v(x) = V (|x|)eθ(x)
for all |x| > R.

Theorem 1.1 provides a classification result for the steady Euler equations in two-dimensional
exterior domains with free boundaries. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1, it follows that the
only admissible solution is characterized by a circular flow. Below is an example of such flow
configurations.

Example 1.2. The smooth flow given by

v(x) = |x|eθ(x), P (x) = |x|2/2
clearly solves (1.1) with Ω = B1 and satisfies |v| = 1 on ∂Ω.

Given that the problem under consideration is set in an unbounded domain, suitable far-
field conditions are typically necessary, although the condition (1.2) presented here might not
be optimal. The identical far-field condition is also featured in the recent study by Hamel and
Nadirashvili; see Theorem 1.3 in [18] (see also Theorem A below).

We also note that the existence of nontrivial exterior domains where the Serrin-type free
boundary problem admits a nontrivial solution was established by Ros-Ruiz-Sicbaldi; see Theorem
1.1 in [28]. However, the counterexample constructed in [28] does not satisfy the conditions of
Theorem 1.1. Indeed, it is imperative to note that the stream function of the examined flow must
be unbounded. For more details, refer to Section 2 below.

Notice that in Theorem 1.1, we impose the condition that |v| remains a nonzero constant on
the boundary. An interesting question to ask is whether the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 still holds
true when all boundary points of the domain are stagnation points, specifically, when |v| = 0
on ∂Ω. Our second main result gives a positive answer to this question, with some additional
assumptions.

Theorem 1.3. Let v be a C2(R2\Ω) flow solving (1.1). Assume also that:

(1) |v| > 0 in R2\Ω and |v| = 0 on ∂Ω.
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(2) The following far-field conditions hold

lim inf
|x|→+∞

|v(x)| > 0 and v(x) · er(x) = o

(

1

|x|

)

as |x| → +∞.

(3) The vorticity ω := ∂1v2 − ∂2v1 does not vanish on ∂Ω.

Then, the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 remains valid.

In comparison to Theorem 1.1, our additional assumption entails the non-vanishing vorticity of
the flow on ∂Ω. We would like to mention that this assumption is primarily introduced to mitigate
the degeneration near stagnation points of the flow. Here the stagnation points of a flow v are
the points x for which |v(x)| = 0. The condition wherein all boundary points act as stagnation
points effectively imposes no-slip boundary conditions on steady Euler flows, suggesting that fluid
particles adhere to the boundary ∂Ω from a physical perspective. This degenerate situation poses
several challenges for mathematical analysis.

Let ω := ∂1v2 − ∂2v1 represent the vorticity of the flow. It directly ensues from (1.1) that

∇ω · v = 0.

It follows that the vorticity remains constant along the streamlines, thereby inferring that ω
attains constancy on ∂Ω, since ∂Ω serves as a streamline. So our assumption regarding the
vorticity is equivalent to saying that ω is a nonzero constant on ∂Ω. Below is an example of such
flow configurations.

Example 1.4. The smooth flow given by

v(x) = 2(|x| − 1)eθ(x), P (x) = 4 ln |x| − 4|x|
clearly solves (1.1) with Ω = B1 and satisfies |v| = 0 on ∂Ω. The vorticity ω is given by

ω = 2 + 2(|x| − 1)/|x|,
which evaluates to 2 on ∂B1.

Recently, Ruiz [29] established some rigidity results for nonzero compactly supported steady
solutions of the Euler equations in the whole plane. Specifically, he demonstrated that if the non-
stagnant points of the flow coincidentally form either a annular-shaped domain or a punctured
simply connected domain, then the flow exhibits circular characteristics. More robust results are
also established in the work of Wang and Zhan [34].

Let us turn now to consider steady solutions of the Euler equations in the whole plane:
{

v · ∇v +∇P = 0 in R2,

∇ · v = 0 in R2.
(1.3)

Let
S =

{

x ∈ R2 : |v(x)| = 0
}

be the set of stagnation points of the flow v in R2. An intriguing question arises as to whether
v constitutes a circular flow in the event that the set S happens to coincide with a disk. We
could not find in the literature any rigidity results concerning this matter. The third objective of
this paper is to address this question. We will give an affirmative answer to this question under
certain supplementary conditions.

Let us denote
v(x) = vr(x)er(x) + vθ(x)eθ(x).
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Here, vr(x) and vθ(x) are referred to as the radial velocity and angular velocity of v(x), respec-
tively. It is noteworthy that the far-field condition (1.2) can be expressed equivalently in the
following form

lim inf
|x|→+∞

vθ(x) > 0 and vr(x) = o

(

1

|x|

)

as |x| → +∞

after potentially changing v into −v. Our last result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.5. Let v be a C2(R2) flow solving (1.3). Assume also that:

(1) S = BR for some R > 0.
(2) The following far-field conditions hold

lim inf
|x|→+∞

vθ(x) > 0 and vr(x) = o

(

1

|x|

)

as |x| → +∞.

(3) There exists a δ > 0 such that vθ(x) > 0 for all R < |x| < R + δ, and vr(x) = o
(

vθ(x)
)

as |x| → R+.

Then v is a circular flow, that is, there is a C2(R,+∞) positive function V : (R,+∞) → R such
that

v(x) = V (|x|)eθ(x)
for all |x| > R.

Theorem 1.5 is an example of a Liouville theorem for steady solutions of the Euler equations
in the whole plane. It shows that any smooth steady solutions that satisfy the conditions in
Theorem 1.5 must be circular flows, isolating such configurations from non-circular steady states.

Below is an example of such flow configurations.

Example 1.6. One can readily verify that the flow given by

v(x) = 4(|x| − 1)3+eθ(x), P (x) = −|v|2
2

− F
(

(|x| − 1)4+
)

solves (1.3), where

t+ := max{t, 0} and F (t) := −4

∫ t

0

(

3
√
s+

4
√
s3

1 + 4
√
s

)

ds.

Clearly, |v| = 0 in B1(0), and the conditions (2) and (3) in Theorem 1.5 are also fulfilled.

Several further comments are in order. First of all, it is worth pointing out condition (1) in
Theorem 1.5 implies that the vorticity of the flow automatically vanishes on the boundary of
S. Hence, condition (3) in Theorem 1.3 becomes untenable in this scenario, rendering Theorem
1.3 inapplicable. We point out that condition (3) in Theorem 1.5 is primarily introduced to
alleviate the severe degeneration near stagnation points of the flow. It serves to partly ensure
the circularity of the flow near the periphery of S, behaving similarly to that at infinity, with
counterclockwise motion. This effectively guarantees that the flow v does not exhibit excessive
disorderliness near the periphery of S. It is not clear to us whether such a restriction is only
technical or deep-seated into the problem.

On the other hand, in [18], Hamel and Nadirashvili established the following theorem (stated
equivalently below).
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Theorem A ([18], Theorem 1.3). Let v be a C2(R2\BR) flow solving (1.1) with Ω = BR for
some R > 0. Assume also that:

(i) {x ∈ R2\BR : |v(x)| = 0} ( ∂BR.
(ii) The following far-field conditions hold

lim inf
|x|→+∞

vθ(x) > 0 and vr(x) = o

(

1

|x|

)

as |x| → +∞.

Then v is a circular flow, that is, there is a C2[R,+∞) positive function V : [R,+∞) → R such
that

v(x) = V (|x|)eθ(x)
for all |x| ≥ R.

We would like to point out that the non-stagnation condition (i) in Theorem A appears to
be essential in the argument presented in [18]. The effect of this condition is twofold. Firstly,
it ensures the absence of interior stagnation points, which is crucial for proving that the stream
function of the flow satisfies a semi-linear elliptic equation. Secondly, it prevents the flow from
stagnating along the entire boundary of the domain, thereby facilitating the implementation of
the moving plane scheme. The case where the boundary points are all stagnant points can be
regarded as a degenerate case. This degenerate case is out of the scope of Theorem A. Our
Theorems 1.3 and 1.5 deal mainly with such a degenerate case and can therefore be taken to be
a complement of Theorem A.

Lastly, we mention that it would be interesting to construct a non-circular flow in the whole
plane such that its stagnation points form precisely a disk. It is also intriguing to construct
counterexamples to the rigidity results established in [15, 17, 18, 29, 34] in scenarios where
specific conditions are not met. Indeed, several counterexamples have recently been rigorously
constructed; see, e.g., [2, 21, 25, 28, 30].

Comments on related works. In recent years, there has been tremendous interest in investi-
gating the rigidity in steady motion of an ideal fluid. Kalish [20] first showed that steady flows
v in the two-dimensional strip R × (0, 1) satisfying v1 6= 0 are necessarily parallel shear flows.
In [15], Hamel and Nadirashvili further proved that the same conclusion also holds under the
non-stagnation condition |v| 6= 0. Moreover, rigidity results for parallel shear flows under the
non-stagnation condition |v| 6= 0 also hold in two-dimensional half-planes [15, 16] and in the
whole plane [17]. We refer the interested readers to [5, 10, 11, 14, 19, 22, 35] and the relevant ref-
erences therein for more rigidity/non-rigidity results and additional stability analyses pertaining
to parallel shear flows.

In [18], Hamel and Nadirashvili considered steady Euler flows in bounded annuli, as well as in
complements of disks, in punctured disks and in the punctured plane. They showed that if the
flow does not have any stagnation point and satisfies the tangential boundary conditions together
with further conditions at infinity in the case of unbounded domains and at the center in the
case of punctured domains, then the flow is circular. Recently, Wang and Zhan [34] improved
upon certain rigidity results discussed in [18] through the utilization of a rearrangement technique
known as continuous Steiner symmetrization, developed by Brock in [7, 8]. They showed that
in bounded annuli, steady Euler flows must be circular flows provided they have no interior
stagnation point. Moreover, in disks, steady Euler flows with only one interior stagnation point
and tangential boundary conditions must also be circular flows.
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As mentioned earlier, Ruiz [29] established some symmetry results for steady solutions of
the two-dimensional Euler equations with compact support. Specifically, he showed that if the
non-stagnant points coincidentally form either a annular-shaped domain or a punctured simply
connected domain, then the flow must be circular flows. More robust results are also established
in the work of Wang and Zhan [34].

Serrin-type free boundary problems with overdetermined boundary conditions were also in-
vestigated by Hamel and Nadirashvili; see Theorems 1.10 and 1.13 in [18] (see also [29, 34]).
We would like to underline that non-stagnation conditions in these results are generally neces-
sary. Ruiz [30] constructed a non-circular steady Euler flow in a simply connected domain with
overdetermined boundary conditions, exhibiting at least two stagnation points within the domain.
Similar nonsymmetric solutions in annular-shaped domains are also known in the literature; see,
e.g., [2, 21].

It is noteworthy that the problems addressed in the present paper are formulated within the
context of exterior domains. It appears that there has been relatively limited exploration in this
aspect. In comparison with the aforementioned work, the results of this paper can be regarded
as a complementary addition in this context.

2. Proofs for the main results

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorems 1.1, 1.3 and 1.5. The primary focus of the
proof is to analyze the stream function of the flow and subsequently reformulate the problem
into a symmetry issue regarding the positive solution of the semilinear elliptic equation with
overdetermined boundary conditions.

In a celebrated paper [31], Serrin inaugurates the investigation into the radial symmetry of
solutions to elliptic equations subject to overdetermined boundary conditions. Serrin’s approach
is now known as the method of moving planes. It is a very powerful technique in proving symmetry
results for positive solutions of elliptic and parabolic problems in symmetric domains. We refer
the reader to the survey articles [9, 23, 24, 25, 33] and the references therein for more extensive
discussions on this and related topics.

Several symmetry results for elliptic problems set in exterior domains were established in
[1, 27, 28, 32]. However, the nonlinearity in these established results is often constrained by
monotonicity conditions, which renders them inapplicable to our scenario. Our proof is based on
a refinement of the method of moving planes, mainly by appropriately combining and developing
the ideas in [18, 26, 29].

Section 2.1 is devoted to some common lemmas. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed in
Section 2.2. In Section 2.3, we present the proof of Theorem 1.3. The proof of Theorem 1.5 is
done in Section 2.4

2.1. Some common lemmas. Let Ω ⊂ R2 be a simply connected bounded domain of class C2

and n be the outward unit normal on ∂Ω. We consider steady incompressible flows solving the
Euler equations











v · ∇v+∇P = 0 in R2\Ω,
∇ · v = 0 in R2\Ω,
v · n = 0 on ∂Ω.

(2.1)

The following result is concerned with the existence and some elementary properties of the stream
function of the flow, which is essentially contained in [18] (see also [29]).
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Lemma 2.1 ([18]). Let v be a C2(R2\Ω) flow solving (2.1). Assume also that:

(1) |v| > 0 in R2\Ω.
(2) The following far-field conditions hold

lim inf
|x|→+∞

vθ(x) > 0 and vr(x) = o

(

1

|x|

)

as |x| → +∞.

Then there is a unique (up to additive constants) stream function u : R2\Ω → R of class C3(R2\Ω)
such that

∇⊥u = v, that is, ∂1u = v2 and ∂2u = −v1.
Moreover, we have that

u = 0 on ∂Ω, 0 < u < +∞ in R2\Ω, and lim
|x|→+∞

u(x) = +∞. (2.2)

Furthermore, there exists a function f ∈ C([0,+∞)) ∩ C1(0,+∞) such that

∆u+ f(u) = 0 in R2\Ω. (2.3)

If, additionally, {x ∈ ∂Ω : |v(x)| = 0} ( ∂Ω, then the function f is of class C1[0,+∞).

For λ ∈ R, we define

Tλ = {x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2 : x1 = λ}, Hλ = {x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2 : x1 > λ}.
Let Rλ be the reflection with respect to Tλ. For x ∈ R2, set xλ = Rλ(x) = (2λ− x1, x2).

The following lemma states that the streamlines of the flow are almost circular at infinity
(although we are only discussing the x1-direction here, the result holds true for each direction);
see Lemma 3.1 in [18].

Lemma 2.2 ([18]). Let v be as in Lemma 2.1. Consider any point x ∈ R2\Ω. Let ξx be the
solution of

{

ξ̇x(t) = v(ξx(t)),

ξx(0) = x.

Then ξx is defined in R and periodic, and the streamline Φx := ξx(R) is a C2 Jordan curve
surrounding Ω in R2\Ω.

Let Dx denote the bounded connected component of R2\Φx. Then for each ε > 0, there exists
Rε > 0 such that

Rλ

(

Hλ ∩Dx

)

⊂ Dx

for all λ > ε and |x| ≥ Rε.

The following result is on the behavior of the stream function of the flow near the boundary
of Ω, which serves as an analogue of Proposition 2 in [26].

Lemma 2.3. Let v, u, f be as in Lemma 2.1. Assume also that one of the following conditions
holds:

(i) {x ∈ ∂Ω : |v(x)| = 0} ( ∂Ω.
(ii) The vorticity ω = ∂1v2 − ∂2v1 does not vanish on ∂Ω.
(iii) Ω = BR for some R > 0. In addition, there exists a δ > 0 such that vθ(x) > 0 for all

R < |x| < R+ δ, and vr(x) = o
(

vθ(x)
)

as |x| → R+.
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For z ∈ ∂Ω let ν be an inward unit direction into R2\Ω, i.e. n(z) · ν > 0. Then there exists a
disk Bρ(z) such that ∂νu > 0 in Bρ(z)\Ω.
Proof. If condition (i) holds, then f in (2.3) is of class C1[0,+∞). The conclusion can be readily
derived by mimicking the proof of Proposition 2 in [26]. Furthermore, if condition (ii) holds, then
f(0) < 0 due to (2.2) and the fact that ∆u = −f(u). One can easily obtain the desire results by
obvious modification to the proof of Proposition 2 in [26] (see in particular Case 2).

Now, let us assume that condition (iii) holds. Note that

n(z) = er(z) and ∇u(x) = vθ(x)er(x)− vr(x)eθ(x).

Let us express ν as ν = νr(x)er(x) + νθ(x)eθ(x). It follows from the assumption ν · er(z) > 0
that νr(x) is positive and away from zero in some neighborhood of z. We conclude that

∂νu(x) =
(

vθ(x)er(x)− vr(x)eθ(x)
)

·
(

νr(x)er(x) + νθ(x)eθ(x)
)

= vθ(x)νr(x)− vr(x)νθ(x) > 0

when x is sufficiently close to z, since vr(x) = o
(

vθ(x)
)

as |x| → R+ by assumption. �

Remark 2.4. We may assume ρ so small, that ν is an inward unit direction into R2\Ω for all
boundary points in ∂Ω ∩Bρ(z).

The following lemma provides a comparative analysis of the stream function of the flow, anal-
ogous to Proposition 1.14 in [18].

Lemma 2.5. Suppose the assumptions of Lemma 2.3 hold. Let ε ≥ 0. Assume also that

Rλ

(

Hλ ∩ Ω
)

⊂ Ω for all λ > ε. (2.4)

Then, for every λ ≥ ε, there holds

u(x) ≥ u(xλ) for all x ∈ Hλ\Rλ(Ω).

Proof. The proof is based on the method of moving planes developed in [3, 6, 13, 31]. We adopt
a similar approach to that presented in [18, 26].

The continuity of u implies that it is sufficient to consider the case when ε > 0. For λ > ε, let
us introduce the comparison function

Φλ(x) := u(xλ)− u(x), x ∈ Hλ\Rλ(Ω), (2.5)

which is well-defined by virtue of (2.4). Our task now is to show that for all λ > ε, there holds
Φλ ≤ 0 in Hλ\Rλ(Ω). In view of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, we have that

lim
|x|→+∞

min
R

|ξx| = +∞.

Moreover, there exists Rε > 0 such that

Rλ

(

Hλ ∩Dz

)

⊂ Dz

for all λ > ε and |z| ≥ Rε. Clearly, it suffices to show that for all |z| > Rε and for all λ > ε, there
holds

Φλ ≤ 0 in
(

Hλ ∩ (Dz\Ω)
)

\Rλ(Ω). (2.6)

We will maintain the assumption that |z| > Rε for the rest of the argument. To simplify the
notation, let us denote

Σλ =
(

Hλ ∩ (Dz\Ω)
)

\Rλ(Ω).
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CallM0 = maxx∈Dz
x1 > 0. Our plan is to show the following properties for Φλ for all λ ∈ (ε,M0):

Φλ ≤ 0 in Σλ, (2.7)

∂1Φλ < 0 on Tλ ∩ (Dz\Ω). (2.8)

This will be done by an initial step for λ ∈ (M0 − τ,M0) with τ > 0 small and by a continuation
step for all λ ∈ (ε,M0).

Let us start with the initial step: Recalling (2.3), we have that

∆Φλ + cλΦλ = 0 in Hλ\Rλ(Ω),

where

cλ(x) =







f(u(xλ))− f(u(x))

u(xλ)− u(x)
, if u(xλ) 6= u(x),

0, if u(xλ) = u(x).

(2.9)

For λ less thanM0 and close to M0, we have that Σλ ∪Rλ(Σλ) ⊂ R2\Ω, and hence cλ ∈ L∞(Σλ).
Notice that Φλ ≤ 0 on ∂Σλ. By the maximum principle in sets with bounded diameter and small
Lebesgue measure, and then from the strong maximum principle (see, e.g., [12]), we get that
Φλ < 0 in Σλ. Furthermore, considering that Φλ(x) = 0 on Tλ ∩ (Dz\Ω), by the Hopf Lemma,
we observe that ∂1Φλ(x) = −2∂1u(x) < 0 for all x ∈ Tλ ∩ (Dz\Ω).

Continuation step: By the initial step the following quantity λ∗ is well defined

λ∗ = inf{λ ∈ (ε,M0) : Φλ′ < 0 in Σλ′ for all λ′ ∈ (λ,M0)}.

Moreover, by the maximum principle, we see that both (2.7) and (2.8) hold for all λ ∈ (λ∗,M0).
Our intention is to show λ∗ = ε. Suppose 0 < λ∗ < M0. By the assumption (2.4), the x1-direction
is non-tangent on ∂Σλ∗

; see Lemma A.1 in [4]. Since u is constant along ∂Dz and |∇u| 6= 0 on

∂Dz, we have ∂1u > 0 on Tλ ∩ ∂Dz. There are sequences λk ր λ∗ and x(k) ∈ Σλk
such that Φλk

attains its positive maximum over Σλk
in x(k) and x(k) → x̄ with Φλ∗

(x̄) = 0 and ∇Φλ∗
(x̄) = 0.

Note that Φλ(x) < 0 for all x ∈ Hλ∗
∩ (∂Dz ∪ ∂Rλ∗

(Ω)). Combined this fact with the Hopf

Lemma, we see that x̄ ∈ Tλ∗
∩ (∂Dz ∪∂Ω) and x(k), x(k),λk → x̄. By Lemma 2.3, in the vicinity of

x̄ we have ∂1u > 0. Integration of ∂1u along straight lines from x(k) to x(k),λk yields Φλk
(x(k)) < 0

for k big enough, a contradiction. This shows that λ∗ = ε, and thus completes the proof of this
case. �

We have the following basic estimate.

Lemma 2.6. Let v, u, f be as in Lemma 2.1. Assume also that |v| is constant on ∂Ω and the
vorticity ω = ∂1v2 − ∂2v1 does not vanish on ∂Ω. Let δ > 0 and Ωδ = {x ∈ R2\Ω : d(x) < δ},
where d(x) = d(x, ∂Ω) = min{|x− p| : p ∈ ∂Ω}. Then there exists C > 0 such that

|f(u(x))− f(u(y))| ≤ C

min{d(x), d(y)} |u(x)− u(y)|, ∀x, y ∈ Ωδ. (2.10)

The proof of Lemma 2.6 is straightforward. In fact, it closely resembles the proof of Lemma
5.2 in [29], thus it is omitted.

The following two results are attributed to Ruiz [29]. The first is the Hopf lemma for singular
operators.
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Lemma 2.7 ([29], Proposition 4.3). Let N ≥ 2 be an integer. Let D ⊂ RN be a C2 domain, and
c : D → R satisfy that c(x)d(x) ∈ L∞(D), where d(x) = d(x, ∂D) = min{|x − p| : p ∈ ∂D}. Let
Br ⊂ D be a ball of radius r > 0, and ψ ∈ C1(Br) solving

−∆ψ + c(x)ψ ≥ 0

in a weak sense, that is, for any ϕ ∈ H1
0 (D), ϕ ≥ 0,

∫

D

∇ψ · ∇ϕ+ c(x)ψϕ ≥ 0.

Let ν be the outward unit normal on ∂D. Assume that

(1) ψ ≥ 0 in Br;
(2) ψ(p) = 0 for some p ∈ ∂Br.

Then

either ∂νψ(p) < 0 or ψ = 0 in Br.

The next lemma is the Serrin corner lemma for singular operators.

Lemma 2.8 ([29], Proposition 4.4). Let N ≥ 2 be an integer. Let D ⊂ RN be a C2 domain, and
c : D → R satisfy that c(x)d(x) ∈ L∞(D), where d(x) = d(x, ∂D) = min{|x − p| : p ∈ ∂D}. Let
Br ⊂ D be a ball of radius r > 0, and B+

r a half ball. We can assume, without loss of generality,
that

B+
r =

{

x ∈ RN : |x| < r, x1 > 0
}

.

Let ψ ∈ C2(B+
r ) be a weak solution of the inequality

−∆ψ + c(x)ψ ≥ 0.

Assume that

(1) ψ ≥ 0 in B+
r ;

(2) ψ(p) = 0 for some p ∈ ∂Br ∩ {x1 = 0};
(3) ∇ψ(p) = 0.

Then

either
∂2ψ

∂η2
(p) > 0 or ψ = 0 in B+

r ,

where η ∈ RN is any unit vector with η1 > 0, p · η < 0.

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. This subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let
Ω ⊂ R2 be a simply connected bounded domain of class C2 and n be the outward unit normal
on ∂Ω. Let v be a C2(R2\Ω) flow solving (1.1). Assume also that:

(1) |v| > 0 in R2\Ω and |v| is a nonzero constant on ∂Ω.
(2) The following far-field conditions hold

lim inf
|x|→+∞

|v(x)| > 0 and v(x) · er(x) = o

(

1

|x|

)

as |x| → +∞. (2.11)

Our goal is to show that v is a circular flow with respect to the origin. In fact, if v is a circular
flow with respect to some point z ∈ R2, then z must be the origin due to the far-field conditions
(2.11). Moreover, given the rotational invariance of the problem at hand, establishing radial
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symmetry only necessitates demonstrating symmetry with respect to one direction, for instance,
the x1-direction. In addition, we may assume, without loss of generality, that

lim inf
|x|→+∞

vθ(x) > 0 and vr(x) = o

(

1

|x|

)

as |x| → +∞

after possibly changing v into −v. Therefore, the conditions of Lemma 2.1 are fulfilled in this
case. In particular, the nonlinearity f in (2.3) now belongs to the class C1[0,+∞).

Step 1: Set R0 = maxx∈∂Ω x1. It is well known (see Lemma A.1 in [4]) that for values of λ a
little less than R0 the reflection of Hλ ∩ Ω is lying in Ω and the x1-direction is external at every
point of Hλ ∩ ∂Ω. Moreover, this stays true for decreasing values of λ until one of the following
alternatives happens:

(i) Internal tangency. There exists p ∈ Hλ ∩ ∂Ω such that Rλ(p) ∈ ∂Ω.
(ii) Orthogonality of ∂Ω and Tλ. There exists p ∈ ∂Ω ∩ Tλ such that n1(p) = 0.

We denote this critical value of λ by µ. Without loss of generality, we may assume µ ≥ 0 by
considering the −x1-direction instead of the x1-direction if necessary. Hence, there holds

Rλ

(

Hλ ∩ Ω
)

⊂ Ω for all λ > µ.

According to Lemma 2.5, we deduce that Φµ ≤ 0 in Hµ\Rµ(Ω), where Φµ is the comparison
function defined by (2.5). We remark that in order to establish the x1-symmetry of Ω, it suffices
to show that Φµ ≡ 0 on a component Z of Hµ\Rµ(Ω). For a detailed proof of this fact, please
refer to pages 385-386 in [27].

Step 2: In this step, the Neumann boundary condition will play an important role. We shall
adopt the same procedure as in the proof of Theorem 5.1 in [29].

Case 1: Internal tangency. Assume that we have internal tangency at a point p ∈ Hλ ∩ ∂Ω,
for instance. By the overdetermined boundary condition,

∂nΦµ(p) = 0. (2.12)

Due to the C2 regularity of the domain, we are able to select an open disk Br(z) in R2 \ Ω,
tangent to ∂Ω at the point p. We can shrink that disk such that Br(z) ⊂ Hµ\Rµ(Ω). In other

words, Br(z) ∩
(

Ω ∪Rµ(Ω)
)

= ∅. Recall that

∆Φµ + cµΦµ = 0 in Hµ\Rµ(Ω), (2.13)

where cµ ∈ L∞(Br(z)) is defined by (2.9). We proceed by applying Lemma 2.7 to the domain
Br(z), along with (2.12). This allows us to infer initially that Φµ is identically zero in Br(z), and

subsequently, Φµ remains identically zero in the component Z of Hµ\Rµ(Ω) containing Br(z).
This implies that Ω is symmetric with respect to Tµ.

Case 2: Orthogonality of ∂Ω and Tµ. Let us consider the case of a certain point p ∈ Tµ ∩ ∂Ω
with n1(p) = 0. Clearly, it holds that ∇Φµ(p) = 0. Reasoning as in pages 389-391 in [27] (see
also [26]), we conclude that the second order derivatives of Φµ at p are zero:

D2Φµ(p) = 0. (2.14)

As in the previous case, we can take an open disk Br(z) in R2 \ Ω, tangent to ∂Ω at the point
p. We can shrink Br(z) such that Br(z) ∩

(

Ω ∪Rµ(Ω)
)

= ∅. We now apply Lemma 2.8 to the
domain Br(z) and B+

r (z): taking into account (2.14) we conclude that Φµ ≡ 0 in B+
r (z). As in

the previous case, we can further deduce that Φµ remains identically zero in the component Z of

Hµ\Rµ(Ω) containing Br(z), and hence Ω is symmetric with respect to Tµ.
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In both cases, we conclude that Ω is symmetric with respect to the x1-direction. The proof of
Theorem 1.1 is thus complete.

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3. This subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.3. Let v be
a C2(R2\Ω) flow solving (1.1). Assume also that:

(1) |v| > 0 in R2\Ω and |v| = 0 on ∂Ω.
(2) The following far-field conditions hold

lim inf
|x|→+∞

|v(x)| > 0 and v(x) · er(x) = o

(

1

|x|

)

as |x| → +∞.

(3) The vorticity ω = ∂1v2 − ∂2v1 does not vanish on ∂Ω.

Our goal is to show that v is a circular flow with respect to the origin. The proof follows the
same argument as in the previous subsection, so we will be sketchy. Firstly, Step 1 in the proof
of Theorem 1.1 clearly remains valid. The only aspect requiring appropriate modification is Step
2, mainly because cµ in (2.13) is no longer in L∞. Nevertheless, we notice that Lemmas 2.7 and
2.8 only require that c(x)d(x) ∈ L∞. Therefore, we make the following modifications:

Case 1: Internal tangency. Assume that we have internal tangency at a point p ∈ Hλ ∩ ∂Ω,
for instance. By the overdetermined boundary condition,

∂nΦµ(p) = 0. (2.15)

Due to the C2 regularity of the domain, we are able to select an open disk Br(z) in R2 \ Ω,
tangent to ∂Ω at the point p. We can shrink that disk such that Br(z) ⊂ Hµ\Rµ(Ω). In other

words, Br(z) ∩
(

Ω ∪Rµ(Ω)
)

= ∅. From this, we have that

d(x, ∂Ω) ≥ r − |x|, d(x, ∂Ω) ≥ r − |x| for any x ∈ Br(z). (2.16)

Recall that

∆Φµ + cµΦµ = 0 in Hµ\Rµ(Ω),

where cµ is defined by (2.9). Combining (2.16) and Lemma 2.6, we conclude that

|cµ(x)| ≤
C

r − |x| in Br(z). (2.17)

We proceed by applying Lemma 2.7 to the domain Br(z), along with (2.15). This allows us to
infer initially that Φµ is identically zero in Br(z), and subsequently, Φµ remains identically zero in

the component Z of Hµ\Rµ(Ω) containing Br(z). This implies that Ω is symmetric with respect
to Tµ.

Case 2: Orthogonality of ∂Ω and Tµ. Let us consider the case of a certain point p ∈ Tµ ∩ ∂Ω
with n1(p) = 0. Clearly, it holds that ∇Φµ(p) = 0. Reasoning as in pages 389-391 in [27] (see
also [26]), we conclude that the second order derivatives of Φµ at p are zero:

D2Φµ(p) = 0. (2.18)

As in the previous case, we can take an open disk Br(z) in R2 \ Ω, tangent to ∂Ω at the point
p. We can shrink Br(z) such that Br(z) ∩

(

Ω ∪Rµ(Ω)
)

= ∅. As a consequence, also here (2.16)
is satisfied, and then the estimate (2.17) holds. We now apply Lemma 2.8 to the domain Br(z)
and B+

r (z): taking into account (2.18) we conclude that Φµ ≡ 0 in B+
r (z). As in the previous

case, we can further deduce that Φµ remains identically zero in the component Z of Hµ\Rµ(Ω)
containing Br(z), and hence Ω is symmetric with respect to Tµ.



In both cases, we conclude that Ω is symmetric with respect to the x1-direction. The proof of
Theorem 1.3 is thus complete.

2.4. Proof of Theorem 1.5. In this subsection, we present the proof of Theorem 1.5. Let v be
a C2(R2) flow solving (1.3). Assume also that:

(1) S = BR for some R > 0.
(2) The following far-field conditions hold

lim inf
|x|→+∞

vθ(x) > 0 and vr(x) = o

(

1

|x|

)

as |x| → +∞.

(3) There exists a δ > 0 such that vθ(x) > 0 for all R < |x| < R + δ, and vr(x) = o
(

vθ(x)
)

as |x| → R+.

Our goal is to show that v is a circular flow with respect to the origin. It suffices to show that the
stream function u is radially symmetric. Since the problem under consideration is rotationally
invariant, it suffices for the proof of radial symmetry to establish the symmetry with respect to
one coordinate axis, e.g., the x1-axis. By Lemma 2.5, we have that

u(x1, x) ≥ u(−x1, x) for all x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2\BR, x1 > 0. (2.19)

By using a rotation which replaces the x1-axis of our coordinate frame by the −x1-axis, we can
then deduce equality in (2.19), i.e., symmetry in the x1-direction. The proof of Theorem 1.5 is
thereby complete.
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