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Liquid drop with capillarity and rotating traveling waves

Pietro Baldi, Vesa Julin, Domenico Angelo La Manna

Abstract. We consider the free boundary problem for a 3-dimensional, incompressible, irrotational
liquid drop of nearly spherical shape with capillarity. We study the problem from scratch, extending
some classical results from the flat case (capillary water waves) to the spherical geometry: the
reduction to a problem on the boundary, its Hamiltonian structure, the analyticity and tame
estimates for the Dirichlet-Neumann operator in Sobolev class, and a linearization formula for it,
both with the method of the good unknown of Alinhac and by a differential geometry approach.
Then we prove the bifurcation of traveling waves, which are nontrivial (i.e., nonspherical) fixed
profiles rotating with constant angular velocity.
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1 Introduction and main results

We consider the free boundary problem for a liquid drop with capillarity, a problem already consid-
ered by Lord Rayleigh [37]. We do not consider gravity forces; in fact, a liquid drop with capillarity
falling in the vacuum under gravity is described by the same system, as gravity can be removed
from the equations by considering a reference frame that falls together with the drop.
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We assume that the liquid drop occupies the time-dependent, open bounded region Ωt ⊂ R3

with smooth boundary ∂Ωt for some time interval t ∈ (0, T ), and that the velocity vector field u
and the pressure p are defined in Ωt. Since the only effecting force is the surface tension, then Ωt,
u and p satisfy

∂tu+ u · ∇u+∇p = 0 in Ωt, (1.1)

div u = 0 in Ωt, (1.2)

p = σ0HΩt
on ∂Ωt, (1.3)

Vt = 〈u, νΩt
〉 on ∂Ωt, (1.4)

where Vt is the normal velocity of the boundary, νΩt
is the unit outer normal of the boundary, HΩt

is the mean curvature of the boundary ∂Ωt, σ0 is the capillarity coefficient, and 〈·, ·〉 denotes the
scalar product of vectors in R

3. Equations (1.1), (1.2) are the Euler equations of incompressible
fluid mechanics, (1.3) gives the pressure at the boundary in terms of capillarity, and (1.4) is the
assumption that the movement of the boundary ∂Ωt in its normal direction is due to the movement
of the liquid particles on ∂Ωt, that is, the velocity of ∂Ωt and the vector field u must have the
same normal component at the boundary ∂Ωt. We call (1.1) the dynamics equation, (1.2) the
incompressibility condition, (1.3) the condition for the pressure at the boundary, and (1.4) the
kinematic condition. All four together form the free boundary problem for the motion of a drop
of incompressible fluid with capillarity. The unknowns are the domain Ωt, the velocity vector field
u, and the pressure p.

An important property of system (1.1)-(1.4) is the conservation of the total energy

E(t) =
1

2

∫

Ωt

|u|2 dx+ σ0Area(∂Ωt), (1.5)

which means that E(t) = E(0) for all t ∈ (0, T ); this follows from a straightforward calculation.
The total fluid mass, i.e., the volume of Ωt, and the velocity of the fluid barycenter are also
conserved quantities.

If the velocity u is zero, then by (1.1) and (1.3) the mean curvature HΩt
is constant, and

therefore by the Alexandrov theorem [4] the drop is the ball. Moreover, if the velocity is small (in
C1-sense) and the droplet is uniformly C2-regular, then by [15] the drop is nearly spherical, i.e., a
small perturbation of the ball. Hence, if we study solutions with small velocity, we may reduce to
nearly spherical geometry. In particular, the drop is star-shaped.

In this paper we study the case when the vorticity is zero and Ωt is star-shaped with respect
to the origin, i.e., the boundary ∂Ωt is the graph of a radial function over the sphere. We thus
always assume that the domain Ωt, or Ω when the time plays no role, is of the form

∂Ωt = {(1 + h(t, x))x : x ∈ S
2} or ∂Ω = {(1 + h(x))x : x ∈ S

2}, (1.6)

where h(t, ·) : S2 → (−1,∞), or h : S2 → (−1,∞) when time plays no role, is the elevation
function. In particular, ∂Ω is diffeomorphic to the sphere with diffeomorphism γ : S2 → ∂Ω,

γ(x) = (1 + h(x))x. (1.7)

In the case of moving boundary we denote γt : S
2 → ∂Ωt,

γt(x) = (1 + h(t, x))x. (1.8)

Since the vorticity is zero and Ωt is diffeomorphic to the ball, there exists a velocity potential
Φ : Ωt → R such that

u = ∇Φ in Ωt. (1.9)

Like in the case of water wave equations, we may use these assumptions to reduce system (1.1)-
(1.4) into a system of two equations written in terms of the elevation function h in (1.6) and the
function ψ(t, ·) : S2 → R defined as the pullback by γt of the velocity potential at the boundary,

ψ(t, x) := Φ(t, γt(x)). (1.10)
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In order to write these two equations we need to introduce further notation. Assuming sufficient
regularity to exchange partial derivatives, one has ∂tu = ∇∂tΦ and u · ∇u = ∇(12 |∇Φ|2). Hence
the dynamics equation (1.1) becomes

∂tΦ +
1

2
|∇Φ|2 + p = 0 in Ωt, (1.11)

which is an equation for equivalence classes with respect to the equivalence relation f ∼ g iff
∇f = ∇g. The incompressibility condition (1.2) becomes the Laplace equation

∆Φ = 0 in Ωt. (1.12)

We define the Dirichlet-Neumann operator G(h)ψ, where h is the elevation function as in (1.6)
and ψ : S2 → R is a generic Dirichlet datum, as

G(h)ψ(x) := 〈(∇Φ)(γ(x)), νΩ(γ(x))〉 (1.13)

at all points γ(x) ∈ ∂Ω, i.e., for all x ∈ S2, where Φ : Ω → R is the solution of the boundary value
problem

∆Φ = 0 in Ω and Φ(γ(x)) = ψ(x) for all γ(x) ∈ ∂Ω, i.e., for all x ∈ S
2. (1.14)

Finally, we use the notation

H(h)(x) := HΩ(γ(x)) for x ∈ S
2, (1.15)

where γ : S2 → ∂Ω is defined in (1.7). We derive the formula of the mean curvature H(h) in
terms of the elevation function h in Lemma 2.2 as the precise explicit formula is difficult to find in
literature.

Under the assumptions of zero vorticity and star-shapedness of Ωt, the free boundary problem
(1.1)-(1.4) can be formulated as the system of two equations on S2

∂th =

√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2
1 + h

G(h)ψ, (1.16)

∂tψ − 1

2

(

G(h)ψ +
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)
√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2
)2

+
|∇S2ψ|2
2(1 + h)2

+ σ0H(h) = 0, (1.17)

where ∇S2 denotes the tangential gradient on S2 and, moreover, system (1.16), (1.17) is a Hamil-
tonian system. In the flat case x ∈ R2 or x ∈ T2, this is an old and well-known observation [45],
[20]. In the spherical case x ∈ S2 the equivalence of system (1.1)-(1.4) and system (1.16), (1.17) is
proved in [11, 38] but we give the argument in order to be self-contained, see Proposition 3.1. The
Hamiltonian structure of (1.16), (1.17) is proved in [11] but we also prove it with a slightly more
general argument, see Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 3.4.

Our aim is to study the motion of a drop when Ωt is nearly spherical, i.e., when the elevation
function in (1.6) is small. To this aim, we first study the linearization of equations (1.16), (1.17).
The first main result of this paper is Theorem 4.1, which gives an explicit formula of the shape
derivative of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator G(h)ψ defined in (1.13) and (1.14), i.e., given a
function η : S2 → R, we compute a formula for

G′(h)[η]ψ =
d

dε

∣
∣
∣
ε=0

G(h+ εη)ψ. (1.18)

The calculations for (1.18) are rather heavy, and we give two different methods to derive the desired
formula. First, we consider the method of the good unknown of Alinhac from the theory of water
waves [3], [30] and adapt it to the nearly spherical geometry. Interestingly, the method does not
generalize from water waves to the drop trivially, because, on one side, the natural homogeneous
extension of the diffeomorphism γ in (1.7) generates a singularity at the origin, which needs to
be handled with care, and, on the other hand, the method shows a sort of rigidity, as it seems
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it does not work with other extensions; see Remark 4.8 for a more detailed explanation of this
(surprising!) difficulty. Then we also give a completely different argument for (1.18), which relies
only on differential geometry. This geometric method is more direct and has the advantage that it
can be adopted to more general setting as the method itself does not rely on the spherical symmetry.
Then again, the fact that the reference manifold is the sphere and not the plane, as in the flat
case, makes the calculations technically more challenging as the derivatives do not commute. On
the other hand, the advantage of using the good unknown of Alinhac is that it does not require
any knowledge in differential geometry and therefore we choose to give both arguments.

The second main result of the paper is Theorem 5.19, where we prove that the Dirichlet-
Neumann operator in (1.13) depends analytically on the elevation function and prove tame esti-
mates for it in Sobolev class. With respect to the flat case, the spherical geometry causes two
technical difficulties. First, we need to derive functional inequalities, such as the product estimate,
for high order Sobolev norms. A natural way to define high order Sobolev space on S2 is via the
spherical harmonics, but spherical harmonics do not have the same nice properties as the complex
exponentials on Rn. For example, the product of two spherical harmonic functions is not a spheri-
cal harmonic. We overcome this issue by considering Sobolev spaces Hs(S2) defined by partition of
unity, rectification and extension following [33, 41]. We also consider non-isotropic versions of the
spaces Hs(R3

+) that are able to catch higher and fractional regularity in the tangential directions.
These results in Section 5 are somewhat related to the idea of the “convolution by horizontal lay-
ers” in [17]. Second, we need to localize the argument near the boundary, since the homogeneous
extension of the diffeomorphism γ in (1.7) has a singularity at the origin.

As an application of the analyticity proved in Section 5 we show in Theorem 6.14 the existence
of traveling waves, i.e., non-trivial solutions of system (1.16), (1.17) which have a fixed profile that
is rotating around the x3-axis with constant angular velocity. To the best of our knowledge this
is the first existence result for three-dimensional capillary traveling waves on S2. An important
consequence of Theorem 6.14 is that it provides the first example of global-in-time solutions for sys-
tem (1.16), (1.17), for which, for general initial data, only local existence [11, 17, 39], continuation
criteria and a priori estimates [29, 40] have been proved.

We prove Theorem 6.14 by applying the classical bifurcation theorem due to Crandall-Rabinowitz
[21] for simple eigenvalues of the linearized operator. The set-up of the problem differs from the flat
case and also the linearized operator is different due to the curvature of the sphere. This leads us
to analyze solutions of certain Diophantine equation specific of the spherical geometry, see (6.48).
By a careful arithmetical argument using prime number factorization, we are able to find infinitely
many choices of angular velocity producing a one-dimensional kernel of the linearized operator.

Related literature. The Hamiltonian structure of the water wave equations has been proved
to hold also with constant vorticity in [43]. With the method of the good unknown of Alinhac
of [3], a formula for the shape derivative of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator is proved in [30] in
the flat case. See also the recent work [28] in conical domains. A corresponding paralinearization
formula is in [3] for the flat case, and in [39] for S

2. The analyticity of the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator as a function of the elevation function is proved in the flat case in dimension 2 and 3 by
many authors, see, for example, the classical works [14, 16], the works [18, 19, 30], and the recent
papers [10, 24]. See also the related paper [1]. Tame estimates for the Dirichlet-Neumann operator
are proved in [2, 30] for the flat case; for related estimates on S2 see [11]. The literature about
traveling waves in the flat case is huge, for both pure gravity and gravity-capillary case, for both
periodic profiles and solitary waves, both finite and infinite depth, with and without viscosity. For
a comprehensive review of the existing literature we refer to the recent survey [26]; here we just
mention the pioneering works [32, 36], the papers [18, 19, 25, 42, 44], and the recent works [9, 31].
We also mention [35], where rotating travelling waves are obtained for a 2-dimensional drop.

Acknowledgements. We thank Alberto Maspero for some interesting discussions. This work
is supported by Italian GNAMPA, by Italian PRIN 2022E9CF89 Geometric Evolution Problems
and Shape Optimization, by Italian PRIN 2020XB3EFL Hamiltonian and dispersive PDEs and the
Academy of Finland grant 314227.
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2 Notations and parametrization of the geometric objects

Throughout the paper, LHS means “left-hand side”, RHS means “right-hand side”, N = {1, 2, . . .},
and N0 = {0, 1, . . .}.

2.1 Notations for differential operators on surfaces

We denote the fluid domain by Ωt ⊂ R3, or simply by Ω when time does not play any role, and
assume it is star-shaped with respect to the origin. We may thus parametrize the boundary by the
elevation (or height) function h : S2 → R as in (1.6), and denote the associated diffeomorphism by
γ : S2 → ∂Ω as in (1.7). We always assume without mentioning that the elevation function satisfies
h(x) > −1 for all x ∈ S

2 in order to (1.6) make sense. If we assume that the Lipschitz norm of the
elevation function is small, i.e., ‖h‖W 1,∞(S2) ≤ c for some c < 1, then we call the domain Ω nearly
spherical.

We assume that Ω is C2-regular, which for us means that the elevation function h is of class
C2(S2), and we denote its outer unit normal by νΩ, the mean curvature by HΩ and the second
fundamental form by BΩ. We use orientation for which HΩ is nonnegative for convex sets. We
denote the tangent plane at x ∈ ∂Ω by Tx(∂Ω), which we may identify with the plane in R3

Tx(∂Ω) = {y ∈ R
3 : 〈y, νΩ(x)〉 = 0}.

We define the projection on Tx(∂Ω) as

ΠTx(∂Ω) = I − νΩ(x) ⊗ νΩ(x), (2.1)

where I is the identity matrix and ⊗ denotes the tensor product (given a, b ∈ R3, a ⊗ b is the
3× 3 matrix with entry aibj in the row i and column j, i.e., a⊗ b is the matrix product abT of the
column matrix a with the row matrix bT ). Note that in (2.1) we identify the projection map with
the matrix representing it. We also remark that (2.1) is symmetric. We may split a given vector
a ∈ R3 into normal and tangential components with respect to a fixed tangent plane Tx(∂Ω) for
x ∈ ∂Ω as

aν = aνΩ(x) = 〈a, νΩ(x)〉 νΩ(x) and a∂Ω = a− aν = ΠTx(∂Ω)a. (2.2)

Then |a|2 = |aν |2+|a∂Ω|2. For a vector field F : R3 → R3, Fν and F∂Ω define normal and tangential
vector fields on ∂Ω. For a scalar function f : R3 → R, we define the normal and tangential gradient
fields as

∇νf(x) = 〈∇f(x), νΩ(x)〉 νΩ(x) and ∇∂Ωf(x) = ΠTx(∂Ω)∇f(x), (2.3)

and we denote
D∂Ωf(x) = [∇∂Ωf(x)]

T = [∇f(x)]TΠTx(∂Ω) (2.4)

the transpose of the vector∇∂Ωf(x); thus, ∇∂Ωf(x) is a vector of R
3, i.e., a column, while D∂Ωf(x)

is a 1 × 3 matrix, i.e., a row. Since we assume that the domain Ω is at least C2-regular, we may
extend any regular vector field F : ∂Ω → R3 to R3 and define the tangential differential at x ∈ ∂Ω
as

D∂ΩF (x) := DF (x)−DF (x)νΩ(x)⊗ νΩ(x) = DF (x)ΠTx(∂Ω), (2.5)

whereDF (x) denotes the (Euclidian) differential (i.e., the Jacobian matrix) of the extension. Thus,
D∂ΩF (x) is a 3× 3 matrix, whose k-th row is D∂ΩFk(x), the transpose of the tangential gradient
of the k-th component Fk of the vector field F . It is easy to see that definition (2.5) is independent
of the chosen extension. We remark that this definition, unlike the covariant derivative, does not
generalize to tensors, but, since we only deal with first order derivatives of vector fields, definition
(2.5) is enough for us. For a scalar function f : ∂Ω → R, using any extension of it, the tangential
gradient is defined in (2.3), and we define the tangential Hessian as

D2
∂Ωf := D∂Ω(∇∂Ωf). (2.6)
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We also define the Laplace-Beltrami on ∂Ω as the trace of the tangential Hessian

∆∂Ωf(x) = TrD2
∂Ωf(x). (2.7)

For a vector field F : ∂Ω → R3 we define the tangential divergence as the trace of the tangential
differential

div ∂ΩF = Tr(D∂ΩF ) = divF − 〈(DF )νΩ, νΩ〉, (2.8)

and note that it holds
∆∂Ωf = div ∂Ω(∇∂Ωf) (2.9)

and
HΩ = div ∂ΩνΩ. (2.10)

If f is defined in a neighborhood of ∂Ω, it holds

∆∂Ωf = ∆f − 〈D2f νΩ, νΩ〉 −HΩ〈∇f, νΩ〉. (2.11)

Finally, the divergence theorem for hypersurfaces states that
∫

∂Ω

div ∂ΩF dH2 =

∫

∂Ω

HΩ〈F, νΩ〉 dH2, (2.12)

where dH2 is the 2-dimensional Hausdorff measure (see, e.g., [34, 6]).
When Ω is the unit ball B1, its boundary is the unit sphere S2, and we write ∇S2 , div S2 , etc.

instead of ∇∂B1
, div ∂B1

, etc. For the unit sphere, it is natural to extend a given scalar function
f : S2 → R to R3 \ {0} in a homogeneous way as

E0f(x) := f(σ(x)), E1f(x) := |x|f(σ(x)), where σ(x) :=
x

|x| , (2.13)

for all x ∈ R3 \{0}, and similarly for vector fields F : S2 → R3. Note that the gradient and Hessian
of 0-homogeneous extensions satisfy

〈∇(E0f)(x), x〉 = 0, D2(E0f)(x)x +∇(E0f)(x) = 0 (2.14)

for all x ∈ R3 \ {0} (differentiate the identity E0f(λx) = E0f(x) with respect to λ, and then with
respect to xk). For the unit sphere, the link between the tangential differential operators defined
above and the corresponding classical differential operators for 0-homogeneous extensions become
particularly simple: one has

∇S2f(x) = ∇(E0f)(x), DS2F (x) = D(E0F )(x), D2
S2
f(x) = D2(E0f)(x) +∇(E0f)(x)⊗ x,

∆S2f(x) = ∆(E0f)(x), div S2F (x) = div (E0f)(x) (2.15)

for all x ∈ S2. From (2.14) and (2.15) it follows, in particular, that

〈∇S2f(x), x〉 = 0, (2.16)

〈D2
S2
f(x)v, x〉 = −〈∇S2f(x), v〉 (2.17)

for all x ∈ S2, all v ∈ Tx(S
2).

2.2 Parametrization of the geometric objects

Now we write the normal unit vector and the mean curvature in terms of the elevation function.
Let us first consider the diffeomorphism γ : S2 → ∂Ω in (1.7), and take its 1-homogeneous extension

E1γ(x) = x (1 + E0h(x)), (2.18)

defined on R3 \ {0}, where E0, E1 are defined in (2.13). Its Jacobian matrix is

D(E1γ) = (1 + E0h)I + x⊗∇E0h. (2.19)
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The advantage of the extension in (2.18) is that its Jacobian matrix D(E1γ) is invertible, and its
inverse can be immediately calculated by observing that, by (2.16), M = x⊗∇(E0h) is a nilpotent
matrix satisfying M2 = 0. Thus

[D(E1γ)]−1 =
I

1 + E0h
− x⊗∇E0h

(1 + E0h)2
. (2.20)

We also calculate the determinant

detD(E1γ) = (1 + E0h)3 (2.21)

and the transpose of the inverse matrix

[D(E1γ)]−T =
I

1 + E0h
− (∇E0h)⊗ x

(1 + E0h)2
. (2.22)

Note that on S2 one has
D(E1γ) = (1 + h)I + x⊗∇S2h on S

2 (2.23)

and

[D(E1γ)]−T =
I

1 + h
− (∇S2h)⊗ x

(1 + h)2
on S

2. (2.24)

The tangent plane Tγ(x)(γ(S
2)) to the surface γ(S2) at the point γ(x) ∈ γ(S2) is

Tγ(x)(γ(S
2)) = {DS2γ(x)v : v ∈ Tx(S

2)}, for all x ∈ S
2. (2.25)

By (2.5), one has DS2γ(x)v = Dγ̃(x)(I − x⊗ x)v = Dγ̃(x)v for all v ∈ Tx(S
2), for any extension γ̃

of γ; in particular, this holds for γ̃ = E1γ. For all v ∈ Tx(S
2) one has

0 = 〈x, v〉 = 〈x, [Dγ̃(x)]−1Dγ̃(x)v〉 = 〈[Dγ̃(x)]−Tx,Dγ̃(x)v〉, γ̃ = E1γ,

where [Dγ̃(x)]−T is in (2.24). Hence, for x ∈ S2, the vector

N(γ)(x) := [D(E1γ)(x)]−Tx (2.26)

satisfies 〈N(γ)(x), w〉 = 0 for all w ∈ Tγ(x)(γ(S
2)), i.e., it is orthogonal to the tangent plane (2.25).

It is also easy to see that it points outside the domain Ω (note that, for h = 0 one has N(γ)(x) = x).
Therefore the outward unit normal to the surface γ(S2) at γ(x) is, by (2.24) and (2.26),

νΩ(γ(x)) =
N(γ)(x)

|N(γ)(x)| =
(1 + h(x))x −∇S2h(x)

√

(1 + h(x))2 + |∇S2h(x)|2
(2.27)

for x ∈ S2. For future purpose it is convenient to introduce the notation

J = J(h) =
√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2. (2.28)

In order to deal with the forthcoming computation, in the next lemma we give some general
differentiation rules.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that the domain Ω and the elevation function h : S2 → R are as in (1.6),
and let γ be as in (1.7). For any scalar function f : ∂Ω → R, let f̃ be its pullback by γ, namely
f̃(x) = f(γ(x)). Then

(∇∂Ωf)(γ(x)) =
∇S2 f̃(x)

1 + h
+

〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J

νΩ(γ(x))

=
∇S2 f̃(x)

1 + h
− 〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)J2
∇S2h+

〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉
J2

x,

(2.29)
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where J is defined in (2.28). For a vector field F : ∂Ω → R3 we denote similarly F̃ (x) = F (γ(x)).
Then

(D∂ΩF )(γ(x)) =
DS2 F̃ (x)

1 + h
− (DS2 F̃ )∇S2h

(1 + h)J2
⊗∇S2h+

(DS2 F̃ )∇S2h

J2
⊗ x, (2.30)

(div ∂ΩF )(γ(x)) =
div S2 F̃ (x)

1 + h
− 〈(DS2 F̃ )∇S2h,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)J2
+

〈(DS2 F̃ )∇S2h, x〉
J2

. (2.31)

Proof. We only need to prove (2.29), because (2.30) follows by applying (2.29) to the components
of F , and (2.31) follows from (2.30) by applying the trace, since div ∂ΩF = Tr(D∂ΩF ).

To prove (2.29), we extend f : ∂Ω → R by taking its 0-homogeneous extension, which we denote
f0, namely we define f0(x) = f(γ(x/|x|)) for all x ∈ R3 \ {0}. We also define h0 : R3 \ {0} → R,
h0(x) = (E0h)(x) = h(x/|x|). Note that 〈∇f0, x〉 = 〈∇h0, x〉 = 0 on R3 \ {0} and ∇h0 = ∇S2h on
S2. We also extend γ as E1γ defined in (2.18).

For λ > 0 it holds (f0 ◦ E1γ)(λx) = (f0 ◦ E1γ)(x). Therefore for x ∈ S2 it holds

∇(f0 ◦ E1γ)(x) = ∇S2(f0 ◦ E1γ)(x) = ∇S2 f̃(x).

On the other hand, one has

∇(f0 ◦ E1γ)(x) = [D(E1γ)(x)]T (∇f0)(E1γ(x)).

Then, by (2.24) and the orthogonality 〈∇S2 f̃, x〉 = 0, we have, for all x ∈ S2,

(∇f0)(γ(x)) = [D(E1γ)(x)]−T∇S2 f̃(x) =
∇S2 f̃(x)

1 + h(x)
.

Then (2.29) follows from the identity

(∇∂Ωf)(γ(x)) = (∇f0)(γ(x)) − 〈(∇f0)(γ(x)), νΩ(γ(x))〉νΩ(γ(x))

(see definitions (2.1), (2.3)) and formula (2.27).

Note that in equation (1.17), as well as in (1.3), we have the mean curvature, which has an
explicit formula in terms of the elevation function h. Such a formula follows from a classical
calculation, which is, however, hard to find in literature in its complete version; see the recent
paper [23]. For the sake of completeness, we give the calculations in the next lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that the domain Ω and the elevation function h : S2 → R are as in (1.6).
Then the parametrization of the mean curvature is

H(h)(x) = HΩ(γ(x)) = − ∆S2h

(1 + h)J
+

2

J
+

〈(D2
S2
h)∇S2h,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J3

+
|∇S2h|2
J3

, (2.32)

where J is defined in (2.28).

Proof. Let us recall formula (2.27) for the outer normal νΩ(γ(x)). We define the vector field
n : ∂Ω → R3 such that, for x ∈ S2,

n(γ(x)) = ñ(x) = (1 + h(x))x −∇S2h(x). (2.33)

Then νΩ(y) = ϕ(y)n(y) for y ∈ ∂Ω, where ϕ = 1/|n|, and

HΩ = div∂ΩνΩ = ϕdiv∂Ωn+ 〈∇∂Ωϕ, n〉.

Since n(y) is in the direction of νΩ(y), the last term is zero. Also, |n(γ(x))| = J . It remains to
calculate (div∂Ωn)(γ(x)). To this aim, we apply formula (2.31) to the vector fields n, ñ. We first
calculate DS2 ñ. By (2.33), (2.5), (2.6), (2.16), we have

DS2 ñ(x) = −D2
S2
h+ (1 + h)IS2 + x⊗∇S2h, (2.34)
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where IS2 = I − x ⊗ x (i.e., IS2 is the matrix ΠTx(S2) in (2.1)) By (2.34), (2.8), (2.7), (2.16), we
obtain

div S2 ñ(x) = −∆2
S2
h+ 2(1 + h),

〈(DS2 ñ)∇S2h,∇S2h〉 = −〈(D2
S2
h)∇S2h,∇S2h〉+ (1 + h)|∇S2h|2.

Moreover, by (2.34) and (2.17),

〈(DS2 ñ)∇S2h, x〉 = −〈(D2
S2
h)∇S2h, x〉+ |∇S2h|2 = 2|∇S2h|2.

We use (2.31) and the above calculations to deduce that

(div∂Ωn)(γ(x)) =
div S2 ñ(x)

1 + h
− 〈(DS2 ñ)∇S2h,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)J2
+

〈(DS2 ñ)∇S2h, x〉
J2

= −∆2
S2
h

1 + h
+ 2 +

〈(D2
S2
h)∇S2h,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J2

+
|∇S2h|2
J2

.

Since |n(γ(x))| = J , the lemma is proved.

To conclude this subsection we parametrize the Laplace-Beltrami operator on ∂Ω. This is
needed in subsection 4.2.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that the domain Ω and the elevation function h : S2 → R are as in (1.6).
Let f : ∂Ω → R and denote f̃(x) = f(γ(x)). The parametrization of the Laplace-Beltrami operator
is

(∆∂Ωf)(γ(x)) =
∆S2 f̃

(1 + h)2
− 〈(D2

S2
f̃)∇S2h,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)2J2

− 2
〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J2

+H(h)
〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J

,

where J is defined in (2.28) and the mean curvature H(h) = HΩ(γ(x)) is calculated in Lemma 2.2.

Proof. By (2.29) and (2.27), it holds

(∇∂Ωf)(γ(x)) =
∇S2 f̃(x)

1 + h
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=F̃1(x)

+
〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J

νΩ(γ(x))

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=F̃2(x)

.

Recalling (2.9), we have to calculate ∆∂Ωf = div ∂Ω(∇∂Ωf) = div ∂Ω(F1 + F2), where F1, F2 are
defined by the equality Fi(γ(x)) = F̃i(x), i = 1, 2, for x ∈ S2. We immediately notice that, since
F2 is of the form ϕνΩ for a scalar function ϕ, then, by (2.8), (2.10), we have div ∂Ω(ϕνΩ) = ϕHΩ,
and therefore

(div ∂ΩF2)(γ(x)) = H(h)
〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J

, (2.35)

where H(h) is defined in (1.15). In order to parametrize div ∂ΩF1, first, by (2.5), (2.6), we calculate

DS2F̃1 =
D2

S2
f̃

1 + h
− ∇S2 f̃ ⊗∇S2h

(1 + h)2
.

By (2.8), (2.7), (2.17), this yields

div S2 F̃1 =
∆S2 f̃

1 + h
− 〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)2
,

〈(DS2 F̃1)∇S2h,∇S2h〉 =
〈(D2

S2
f̃)∇S2h,∇S2h〉
1 + h

− |∇S2h|2
(1 + h)2

〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉,

〈(DS2 F̃1)∇S2h, x〉 =
〈(D2

S2
f̃)∇S2h, x〉
1 + h

= −〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉
1 + h

.
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We have then, by (2.31) and (2.28), that

(div ∂ΩF1)(γ(x))

=
∆S2 f̃

(1 + h)2
− 〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)3
− 〈(D2

S2
f̃)∇S2h,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)2J2

+
|∇S2h|2〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)3J2
− 〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)J2

=
∆S2 f̃

(1 + h)2
− 〈(D2

S2
f̃)∇S2h,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)2J2

− 2〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J2

.

This and (2.35) yield the claim.

We notice that we may define the elliptic operator Lh : C2(S2) → C(S2),

Lh[ϕ] = ∆S2ϕ− 〈(D2
S2
ϕ)∇S2h,∇S2h〉

J2
, (2.36)

and the Laplace-Beltrami operator in Lemma 2.3 can be written as

(∆∂Ωf)(γ(x)) =
Lh[f̃ ]

(1 + h)2
+

(

− Lh[h]
(1 + h)2J2

+
|∇S2h|2
(1 + h)J4

)

〈∇S2 f̃,∇S2h〉. (2.37)

3 The water wave equations on the unit sphere

In this section we prove that for the star-shaped liquid drop with zero vorticity the system of
equations (1.1)-(1.4) is equivalent to (1.16), (1.17). We then show that the equations (1.16), (1.17)
have Hamiltonian structure. These results are classical for the water wave equations in nearly flat
case.

3.1 Reduction to an equivalent problem on the unit sphere

In this subsection we show that the free boundary problem for the capillary liquid drop can be
formulated as system (1.16), (1.17). In the flat case where x ∈ R2 or x ∈ T2, this is an old and
well-known observation; we show here the analogue observation for the spherical case x ∈ S2.

Proposition 3.1. Under the condition of zero vorticity curlu = 0 and star-shapedness of Ωt, sys-
tem (1.1)-(1.4) is equivalent to system (1.16), (1.17), where ψ is defined in(1.10) and the elevation
function h is in (1.6).

Proof. First we show that (1.1)-(1.4) imply (1.16), (1.17). We begin by observing that the
parametrization of equation (1.4) is given by (1.16): the boundary ∂Ωt in (1.6) is described by γt
in (1.8), and the normal velocity Vt appearing in the left hand side of (1.4) is, by definition, the
normal component at γt(x) ∈ ∂Ωt of the time derivative ∂tγ, namely

Vt(γt(x)) = 〈∂tγt(x), νΩt
(γt(x))〉 =

(1 + h)

J
∂th on S

2, (3.1)

where we have used formula (2.27) for the unit normal, the orthogonality property (2.16) and the
definition (2.28) of J . On the other hand, the term 〈u, νΩ〉 in the right hand side of (1.4) can be
written by using assumption (1.9) and the definition (1.13) of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator,
i.e.,

〈u(t, γt(x)), νΩt
(γt(x))〉 = 〈(∇Φ)(t, γt(x)), νΩt

(γt(x))〉 = G(h)ψ(x) (3.2)

for all x ∈ S2. Thus (1.4) becomes (1.16).
We proceed to derive (1.17). By continuity, equation (1.11) also holds on the boundary ∂Ωt

and, under the pressure condition (1.3), we have

∂tΦ +
1

2
|∇Φ|2 + σ0HΩt

= 0 on ∂Ωt. (3.3)
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We recall that Φ, ψ satisfy identity (1.10). By differentiating (1.10) with respect to time, we have

(∂tΦ)(t, γt(x)) + 〈(∇Φ)(t, γt(x)), ∂tγt(x)〉 = ∂tψ(t, x)

for all x ∈ S2. Therefore (3.3) becomes

∂tψ(t, x)− 〈(∇Φ)(t, γt(x)), ∂tγt(x)〉 +
1

2
|(∇Φ)(t, γt(x))|2 + σ0H(h)(x) = 0

for all x ∈ S2, where H(h)(x) is defined in (1.15). We then split the gradient ∇Φ into its normal
∇νΦ and tangential ∇∂ΩΦ part defined in (2.3). Using the definition of the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator (1.13), we have

(∇νΦ)(t, γt(x)) = G(h)ψ(x)νΩ(γt(x)). (3.4)

Therefore we deduce that

∂tψ(t, x) −G(h)ψ〈∂tγt, νΩt
(γt(x))〉 − 〈∇∂Ωt

Φ, ∂tγt〉

+
1

2
(G(h)(ψ))2 +

1

2
|∇∂Ωt

Φ|2 + σ0H(h)(x) = 0.

Now 〈∂tγt, νΩt
(γt)〉 = G(h)ψ by (3.1), (3.2) and (1.4). Hence

∂tψ − 1

2
(G(h)ψ)2 − 〈∇∂Ωt

Φ, ∂tγt〉+
1

2
|∇∂Ωt

Φ|2 + σ0H(h) = 0. (3.5)

We write the tangential part (∇∂Ωt
Φ)(t, γt(x)) using (2.29) and (1.10), and obtain

(∇∂ΩΦ)(t, γt(x)) =
∇S2ψ

1 + h
− 〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)J2
∇S2h+

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉
J2

x, (3.6)

with x ∈ S2. By (3.6), we calculate

|(∇∂ΩΦ)(t, γt(x))|2 =
|∇S2ψ|2
(1 + h)2

− 〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉2
(1 + h)2J2

. (3.7)

Moreover, since ∂tγt = x∂th, we have

〈(∇∂ΩΦ)(t, γt(x)), ∂tγt(x)〉 =
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

J2
∂th =

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J

G(h)ψ, (3.8)

where in the last equality we have used (1.16). Combining (3.5) with (3.7) and (3.8) yields

∂tψ − 1

2
(G(h)ψ)2 − 〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)J
G(h)ψ − 1

2

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉2
(1 + h)2J2

+
1

2

|∇S2ψ|2
(1 + h)2

+ σ0H(h) = 0.

Then (1.17) follows by noticing that the three terms with minus sign form a square.
Now we prove that (1.16), (1.17) imply (1.1)-(1.4) with curlu = 0. Suppose that two functions

h and ψ, defined on (0, T )× S2, satisfy the kinematic equation (1.16) and the dynamics equation
(1.17). Define the set Ωt as in (1.6) and Φ(t, ·) in Ωt as the solution of the Laplace problem (1.14).
Then Φ(t, ·) satisfies the incompressibility condition ∆Φ = 0 in Ωt. By (1.16) and (1.13), equation
(1.4) is also satisfied. From (1.17), using (1.16), we obtain (3.3). Now we define p on the closure
of Ωt as

p := −∂tΦ− 1

2
|∇Φ|2 in Ωt = Ωt ∪ ∂Ωt. (3.9)

Then the dynamics equation (1.11) in the open domain Ωt trivially holds. From (3.9) at the
boundary ∂Ωt and (3.3) (which is an identity for points of the boundary ∂Ωt) we deduce that
p = σ0HΩt

on ∂Ωt, i.e., (1.3).
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3.2 Hamiltonian structure

In this subsection we prove that equations (1.16) and (1.17) form a Hamiltonian system. Similarly
as for Proposition 3.1, also the Hamiltonian structure of the water wave system is an old and
well-known result in the flat case x ∈ R2 or x ∈ T2, which goes back to [45, 20]. In this subsection
we prove the analogue result for the spherical case x ∈ S2.

We remark that, concerning the Hamiltonian structure, with the spherical geometry there is a
difference with respect to the flat case: while on R2 or T2 the elevation h and the value ψ of the
velocity potential at the boundary are Darboux coordinates of the system, on S2 this is not true.
However, (h, ψ) fail to be Darboux coordinates only because of a “wrong” multiplicative factor
(1+h)2 (see Lemma 3.2 below), and it is not difficult to obtain Darboux coordinates with a simple
change of coordinate (Lemma 3.4).

We start with writing the energy (1.5) in terms of h, ψ. For ∂Ω = γ(S2), where γ is in (1.7),
the area formula gives

Area(∂Ω) =

∫

S2

(1 + h)
√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2 dσ =: U(h), (3.10)

where the last identity defines U(h). Recall that, given ψ : S2 → R, we denote Φ : Ω → R the
solution of problem (1.14) We extend γ to R3 \ {0} by E1γ defined in (2.18). If h is smooth, then
E1γ is smooth in R3 \ {0}, and it can be extended to a Lipschitz continuous map in the whole
R3, mapping 0 to itself and B1 onto Ω bijectively, which in this subsection, with a little abuse of
notation, we also denote by E1γ. Therefore the function

Φ̃(x) = Φ(E1γ(x)) for x ∈ B1 (3.11)

is Lipschitz continuous in B1, it satisfies

∇Φ̃(x) = [D(E1γ)(x)]T (∇Φ)(E1γ(x)) in B1 \ {0}, (3.12)

and hence, by arguing as in [22] (section 6.3, page 320), it is a weak solution of the Dirichlet
problem

div (P∇Φ̃) = 0 in B1, Φ̃ = ψ on S
2, (3.13)

where the matrix P (x) is

P (x) := det(D(E1γ)(x))[D(E1γ)(x)]−1[D(E1γ)(x)]−T (3.14)

in R3 \ {0} (note that P (x) is not defined at x = 0, but this is irrelevant for weak solutions). We
use (2.20), (2.21) and (2.22) to calculate

P (x) = (1 + E0h)I − (∇E0h)⊗ x− x⊗ (∇E0h) +
|∇E0h|2
1 + E0h

x⊗ x (3.15)

for x ∈ R3\{0}. If h is Lipschitz continuous with a norm ‖h‖W 1,∞(S2) ≤ C, then it is straightforward
to see that the matrix P is uniformly elliptic on B1 \ {0}, i.e., c0|ξ|2 ≤ 〈P (x)ξ, ξ〉 ≤ C0|ξ|2 for
all ξ ∈ R3, all 0 < |x| ≤ 1, for some constants 0 < c0 < C0 independent of x, ξ. Therefore
the differential operator in (3.13) is uniformly elliptic, and the weak solution of problem (3.13) is
unique, i.e., Φ̃ is its unique weak solution.

By the change of variable y = E1γ(x), the divergence theorem and (3.13), we have

∫

Ω

|∇Φ|2 dx =

∫

B1

〈P∇Φ̃,∇Φ̃〉 dx =

∫

S2

ψ〈P∇Φ̃, x〉 dσ. (3.16)

By the definition (1.13) of the Dirichlet-Neumann, the differentiation rule (3.12), the first identity
in (2.27) for the unit normal νΩ, formula (2.26) for the normal vector N , and definition (3.14) of
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the matrix P , we get

G(h)ψ(x) = 〈[D(E1γ)(x)]−T∇Φ̃(x),
[D(E1γ)(x)]−Tx
|[D(E1γ)(x)]−Tx|

〉

=
〈P (x)∇Φ̃(x), x〉

|[D(E1γ)(x)]−Tx| det[D(E1γ)(x)]
(3.17)

for x ∈ S2. The matrix [D(E1γ)(x)]−T on S2 is given by (2.24), and therefore

[D(E1γ)]−Tx =
x

1 + h
− ∇S2h

(1 + h)2
and |[D(E1γ)(x)]−Tx| =

J

(1 + h)2
(3.18)

on S2, where J is in (2.28). Thus, by (3.17), (3.18) and (2.21), we deduce that

G(h)ψ =
〈P∇Φ̃, x〉
(1 + h)J

(3.19)

on S2, where J is in (2.28), P is in (3.14), and Φ̃ is the solution of (3.13). By (3.16) and (3.19) we
have that

1

2

∫

Ω

|∇Φ|2 dx =
1

2

∫

S2

ψ (G(h)ψ) (1 + h)
√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2 dσ =: K(h, ψ), (3.20)

where the last identity defines K. Hence the energy (1.5) written in terms of h, ψ is

H(h, ψ) = K(h, ψ) + σ0U(h), (3.21)

with K in (3.20) and U in (3.10). With the same calculations above, given h, ψ1, ψ2, with corre-
sponding Φi, Φ̃i, i = 1, 2, one has

∫

Ω

〈∇Φ1,∇Φ2〉 dx =

∫

B1

〈P∇Φ̃1,∇Φ̃2〉 dx =

∫

S2

ψ2〈P∇Φ̃1, x〉 dσ =

∫

S2

ψ2G(h)ψ1(1 + h)J dσ,

and therefore G(h) satisfies

∫

S2

ψ1G(h)ψ2 dµh =

∫

S2

ψ2G(h)ψ1 dµh, dµh = (1 + h)
√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2 dσ, (3.22)

for all ψ1, ψ2 ∈ H
1
2 (S2).

Proposition 3.2. System (1.16), (1.17) is system

∂th =
∂ψH(h, ψ)

(1 + h)2
, ∂tψ = −∂hH(h, ψ)

(1 + h)2
, (3.23)

where ∂hH, ∂ψH are the gradients of H with respect to the L2(S2) scalar product.

We provide two different proofs of Proposition 3.2. The first proof is here and uses Hadamard’s
formula; the second proof is in subsection 4.3, and uses the formula (4.1) of the shape derivative
of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator.

First proof of Proposition 3.2. By linearity and (3.22), we have

∂ψH(h, ψ) = ∂ψK(h, ψ) = (1 + h)JG(h)ψ, (3.24)

with J in (2.28). Hence (1.16) is the first equation in (3.23). To calculate ∂hH, we consider ∂hU
and ∂hK separately. Concerning the potential energy U in (3.10), its derivative with respect to h
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in direction η is

∂hU(h)[η] =

∫

S2

η
√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2 dσ +

∫

S2

(1 + h)
(1 + h)η + 〈∇S2h,∇S2η〉
√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2
dσ

=

∫

S2

η
2(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2
√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2
dσ −

∫

S2

η div S2

(
(1 + h)∇S2h

√

(1 + h)2 + |∇h|2

)

dσ

=

∫

S2

η
2(1 + h)2

√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2
dσ −

∫

S2

η(1 + h)div S2

( ∇S2h
√

(1 + h)2 + |∇h|2

)

dσ

=

∫

S2

η(1 + h)div S2

(
(1 + h)x−∇S2h

√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2

)

dσ,

where we have used the divergence theorem (2.12) on S2 with F = (1 + h)J−1h1∇S2h where J is
defined in (2.28), (2.16), and div S2(x) = 2. Hence

∂hU(h) = (1 + h)div S2

(
(1 + h)x−∇S2h

√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2

)

= (1 + h)2H(h) (3.25)

on S2, where H(h) is given by (2.32). To prove the second identity in (3.25), apply formula
div S2(ϕF ) = ϕdiv S2F + 〈∇S2ϕ, F 〉 to ϕ = (1 + h)J−1, F = x and to ϕ = J−1, F = ∇S2h, where
J is in (2.28), and use the fact that, for any extension of h, one has ∇(J−1) = −J−2∇J and
∇J = J−1{(1 + h)∇h+ (D2h)∇h}.

To compute the derivative of K(h, ψ) with respect to h in direction η, we consider K(h+εη, ψ),
given by (3.20) with h replaced by h+ εη. To this aim, we define

γε(x) = (1 + h(x) + εη(x))x (3.26)

for x ∈ S2, we extend h, η, γε as E0h, E0η, E1γε, with E0, E1 in (2.18), we denote Ωε = (E1γε)(B1),
and we denote Φε the solution of problem

∆Φε = 0 in Ωε, Φε = ψ ◦ γ−1
ε on ∂Ωε, i.e., Φε(γε(x)) = ψ(x) ∀x ∈ S

2. (3.27)

For ε = 0, this is problem (1.14), and we write Φ, γ,Ω instead of Φ0, γ0,Ω0. Denote Φ̇ = ∂ε|ε=0Φε.
Thus, by (3.20),

K(h+ εη, ψ) =
1

2

∫

Ωε

|∇Φε|2 dx. (3.28)

To differentiate (3.28) with respect to ε, we use the following formula (see, e.g., [27]).

Lemma 3.3 (Hadamard formula, or Reynolds transport theorem). Let Ω ⊂ R3 be as in (1.6),
and assume that βε : R3 → R3 is a one-parameter family of diffeomorphisms, differentiable with
respect to the parameter ε, such that β0(x) = x, and let d

dε

∣
∣
ε=0

βε(x) = X(x). Assume that a family
of functions u(·, ε) : Ωε → R is differentiable with respect to ε, and denote u̇ = ∂εu(·, 0). Then

d

dε

∣
∣
∣
ε=0

∫

Ωε

u(x, ε) dx =

∫

∂Ω

u〈X, νΩ〉 dσ +

∫

Ω

u̇ dx.

To apply Lemma 3.3, we define the family of diffeomorphisms βε : R
3 → R3 by

βε(x) =
(

1 + ε
E0η(x)

1 + E0h(x)
)

x

for x ∈ R3 \ {0}, and βε(0) = 0. Hence Ωε = βε(Ω) and (E1γ) ◦ βε = βε ◦ (E1γ) = E1γε. For all
x ∈ R3 \ {0}, it holds

X(x) =
d

dε

∣
∣
∣
ε=0

βε(x) =
E0η(x)

1 + E0h(x)
x,
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and, at y = γ(x) ∈ ∂Ω, with x ∈ S2, one has

X(γ(x)) =
E0η(γ(x))

1 + E0h(γ(x))
γ(x) = E0η(x)x, (3.29)

because from y = (1 + h(x))x it follows that E0h(y) = E0h(x) = h(x). By (3.28) and Lemma 3.3,
we have

∂hK(h, ψ)[η] =
d

dε

∣
∣
∣
ε=0

1

2

∫

Ωε

|∇Φε|2 dx

=
1

2

∫

∂Ω

|∇Φ|2〈X, νΩ〉 dσ +

∫

Ω

〈∇Φ,∇Φ̇〉 dx

=
1

2

∫

∂Ω

|∇Φ|2〈X, νΩ〉 dσ +

∫

∂Ω

Φ̇ 〈∇Φ, νΩ〉dσ, (3.30)

where we have integrated by parts and used that Φ is harmonic in Ω. By (3.29), (2.27) and the
area formula, the change of variable y = γ(x), dσ(y) = (1 + h)Jdσ(x) gives

∫

∂Ω

|∇Φ|2〈X, νΩ〉 dσ =

∫

S2

|∇Φ(γ(x))|2(1 + h(x))2η(x) dσ.

From the identity Φε(γε(x)) = ψ(x), x ∈ S2, it follows that Φ̇(γ(x)) + 〈(∇Φ)(γ(x)), η(x)x〉 = 0 for
x ∈ S2, namely, by (3.29),

Φ̇(y) = −〈∇Φ(y), X(y)〉
at y = γ(x) ∈ ∂Ω, with x ∈ S2. Hence, by (1.13), (3.29) and the area formula, the last integral in
(3.30) is

∫

∂Ω

Φ̇ 〈∇Φ, νΩ〉 dσ = −
∫

∂Ω

〈∇Φ, X〉〈∇Φ, νΩ〉 dσ = −
∫

S2

〈(∇Φ)(γ(x)), x〉η(1 + h)JG(h)ψ dσ.

Thus, by (3.30),

∂hK(h, ψ) =
|(∇Φ) ◦ γ|2(1 + h)2

2
− 〈(∇Φ) ◦ γ, x〉(1 + h)J G(h)ψ. (3.31)

By (3.4), (2.27), (3.6), we have

〈(∇Φ) ◦ γ, x〉 = 〈(∇∂ΩΦ) ◦ γ, x〉+ 〈(∇νΦ) ◦ γ, x〉 =
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

J2
+

1 + h

J
G(h)ψ

on S2, and, by (3.4) and (3.7),

|(∇Φ) ◦ γ|2 = |(∇∂ΩΦ) ◦ γ|2 + |(∇νΦ) ◦ γ|2 =
(
G(h)ψ

)2
+

|∇S2ψ|2
(1 + h)2

− 〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉2
(1 + h)2J2

on S2. Using also (3.25), it follows that (1.17) is the second equation in (3.23).

Now we show that, with a simple change of variable, the factor (1+ h)−2 can be removed from
(3.23), so that we obtain a Hamiltonian system written in Darboux coordinates.

Lemma 3.4. Consider a change of variable of the form

h = f(η), ψ = g(η)̟, (3.32)

where f, g are real-valued functions of one real variable, f invertible, g never vanishing, with

(1 + f(η))2f ′(η)g(η) = 1. (3.33)

Then system (3.23) is transformed into the Hamiltonian system
{

∂tη = ∂̟H1(η,̟),

∂t̟ = −∂ηH1(η,̟),
(3.34)

where
H1(η,̟) = H(f(η), g(η)̟). (3.35)
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Proof. Differentiating (3.35) gives

∂ηH1(η,̟) = ∂hH(h, ψ)f ′(η) + ∂ψH(h, ψ)g′(η)̟, ∂̟H1(η,̟) = ∂ψH(h, ψ)g(η),

where (h, ψ) = (f(η), g(η)̟), whence

∂hH(h, ψ) =
∂ηH1(η,̟)

f ′(η)
− ∂̟H1(η,̟)

g(η)f ′(η)
g′(η)̟, ∂ψH(h, ψ) =

∂̟H1(η,̟)

g(η)
.

Also,
∂th = f ′(η)∂tη, ∂tψ = g′(η)̟∂tη + g(η)∂t̟.

Hence (3.23) becomes

∂tη =
∂̟H1(η,̟)

a(η)
, ∂t̟ = −∂ηH1(η,̟)

a(η)
, where a(η) = (1 + f(η))2f ′(η)g(η),

and this is (3.34) if f, g satisfy (3.33).

Special cases of transformations (3.32) satisfying (3.33) are

(i) f(η) = η, g(η) = (1+η)−2, which is the change of variable ψ = ̟/(1+h)2 with h unchanged;

(ii) f(η) = (1 + 3η)
1
3 − 1, g(η) = 1, which is (1 + h)3 = (1 + 3η), with ψ unchanged.

The transformation (i) offers the convenience of not having to change h in the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator G(h) and in the mean curvature H(h). The transformation (ii) also has some advantage,
because, in that case, the conservation of the total fluid mass becomes a zero average condition
for the new elevation function η. This nice feature of (ii), however, only concerns the mass
conservation, because the conservation of the barycenter velocity becomes a condition involving
(1 + 3η)

4
3 , which does not seem to be better than (1 + h)4.

4 Shape derivative of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator

The Dirichlet-Neumann operator G(h)ψ defined in (1.13) is linear in ψ and, as we prove below
(Theorem 5.19), it depends analytically on h in suitable Sobolev spaces. Hence G(h)ψ is differen-
tiable with respect to h; in this section we prove the following formula for its derivative.

Theorem 4.1. There exists δ0 > 0 such that, for h, η ∈ H3(S2), ψ ∈ H
5
2 (S2), ‖h‖H3(S2) < δ0, the

Fréchet derivative of G(h)ψ with respect to h in direction η is

G′(h)[η]ψ = bη + 〈B,∇S2η〉 −G(h)(Wη), (4.1)

where

W =
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

J2
+

(1 + h)G(h)ψ

J
, B =

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉∇S2h

(1 + h)J3
− ∇S2ψ

(1 + h)J
, (4.2)

b =
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

J3
− 2G(h)ψ

1 + h
− div S2{(1 + h)(∇S2ψ −W∇S2h)}

(1 + h)2J
, (4.3)

and J is in (2.28).

We give two independent proofs of Theorem 4.1. The first proof, in subsection 4.1, follows
the method of the “good unknown of Alinhac”; the second proof, in subsection 4.2, is based on a
geometric argument.
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4.1 Proof by the method of the good unknown of Alinhac

In this section we prove Theorem 4.1 by adapting the approach of Alazard, Métivier, and Lannes
to the nearly spherical geometry. We follow, as long as possible, the proof in Lannes’ book [30];
however, the adaptation of that technique to the sphere has some delicate aspects; we postpone to
Remark 4.8 a technical explanation of that (surprising!) difficulty.

Let h ∈ W 1,∞(S2), with ‖h‖W 1,∞(S2) ≤ 1/2, and let ψ ∈ H
1
2 (S2). Then problem (1.14) has a

unique weak solution Φ ∈ H1(Ω), problem (3.13) has a unique weak solution Φ̃ ∈ H1(B1), and the
two problems are equivalent, as Φ ∈ H1(Ω) is the weak solution of (1.14) if and only if Φ̃ ∈ H1(B1)
in (3.11) is the weak solution of (3.13). The Dirichlet-Neumann G(h)ψ is defined in (1.13), and
it satisfies (3.19), with P in (3.15) and J in (2.28). Inserting the formula (3.15) into (3.19), using
(2.28), (2.16), and the identity 〈∇Φ̃,∇S2h〉 = 〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉, we obtain

G(h)ψ =
J〈∇Φ̃, x〉
(1 + h)2

− 〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J

on S
2. (4.4)

To compute the derivative of G(h)ψ with respect to h in direction η using formula (4.4), we
have to study the derivative of Φ̃ with respect to h in direction η. Let Φ̃ε be the weak solution of
problem

Φ̃ε ∈ H1(B1), div (Pε∇Φ̃ε) = 0 in B1, Φ̃ε = ψ on S
2, (4.5)

where Pε is the matrix we obtain by replacing h with h+εη in (3.15). Given ψ ∈ H
1
2 (S2), the map

h 7→ Φ̃ is analytic from the ball (5.12) into H1(B1), see Proposition 5.2 below. Hence problem
(4.5) can be differentiated with respect to ε, and, at ε = 0, we obtain

f1 ∈ H1(B1), div (P1∇f0) + div (P0∇f1) = 0 in B1, f1 = 0 on S
2, (4.6)

where, to shorten the notation, we denote

P0 := P, P1 := ∂εPε|ε=0 = P ′(h)[η], f0 := Φ̃, f1 := ∂εΦ̃ε|ε=0 = Φ̃′(h)[η]. (4.7)

Differentiating (3.15) with respect to h in direction η we get

P1 = (E0η)I − (∇E0η)⊗ x− x⊗∇E0η +
(2〈∇E0h,∇E0η〉

1 + E0h
− |∇E0h|2E0η

(1 + E0h)2
)

x⊗ x (4.8)

in R3 \ {0}. To adapt the method of the “good unknown of Alinhac” in [30] to the unit ball B1,
we replace the vertical partial derivative ∂z of the flat case with the radial derivative operator

Dx := 〈x,∇〉, (4.9)

and we look for a scalar function α defined in B∗
1 := B1 \ {0} such that

div (P1∇f0) = div (P0∇(αDxf0)) in B∗
1 . (4.10)

Identity (4.10) implies that also the term div (P1∇f0) appearing in (4.6) can be expressed as the
operator div (P0∇·) applied to a scalar function; as a consequence, the second item of (4.6) becomes
an identity of the form div (P0∇v) = 0 where v is a scalar function, and this is the identity one has
in the definition of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator. We prove that equation (4.10) has an explicit
solution, given by the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let h, ψ, η, P0, P1, f0, f1 be as above. Then the function

α = − E0η
1 + E0h

in R
3 \ {0} (4.11)

solves equation (4.10).

Before starting with the proof of Lemma 4.2, we recall the following basic commutator rules,
whose proof is elementary.
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Lemma 4.3. One has

(i) ∇(Dxϕ) = Dx(∇ϕ) +∇ϕ, (ii) div (Dxg) = Dx(div g) + div g,

(iii) div (ϕg) = ϕdiv g + 〈∇ϕ, g〉, (iv) div (xϕ) = 3ϕ+Dxϕ

for all scalar functions ϕ and all vector-valued functions g.

In the next lemma we study div (P0∇(αDxf0)) for any scalar function α, using the fact that
f0 solves the elliptic equation in (3.13), i.e.,

div (P0∇f0) = 0 in B∗
1 , (4.12)

and the identity
DxP0 = 0 in R

3 \ {0}, (4.13)

where DxP0 is the matrix obtained by applying Dx to each entry of P0. Identity (4.13) holds
because P0 is homogeneous of degree 0: E0h has degree 0, its gradient ∇(E0h) has degree −1, the
identity map x has degree 1, and each term in (3.15) has degree 0.

Lemma 4.4. Let P0, f0 be as above, and let α be any scalar function defined in R3 \ {0}. Then

div (P0∇(αDxf0)) = div (P̃∇f0) in B∗
1 , (4.14)

where
P̃ = P0(∇α)⊗ x+ (x⊗∇α)P0 − (α+Dxα)P0 in R

3 \ {0}. (4.15)

Proof. By the formula of the gradient of a product of two functions, one has

div (P0∇(αDxf0)) = div (P0(∇α)Dxf0) + div (P0α∇Dxf0). (4.16)

Applying Lemma 4.3(iii) to the last term of (4.16) gives

(4.16) = div (P0(∇α)Dxf0) + α div (P0∇Dxf0) + 〈∇α, P0∇Dxf0〉. (4.17)

The second term in the RHS of (4.17) vanishes, because

div (P0∇Dxf0) = 0. (4.18)

Let us prove (4.18). Applying Dx to identity (4.12), and using 4.3(ii) and (4.12), one has

0 = Dxdiv (P0∇f0) = div (Dx(P0∇f0))− div (P0∇f0) = div (Dx(P0∇f0)). (4.19)

Using the formula of the gradient of a product, then using (4.13), and then Lemma 4.3(i), one has

Dx(P0∇f0) = (DxP0)∇f0 + P0Dx∇f0 = P0Dx∇f0 = P0∇Dxf0 − P0∇f0. (4.20)

By (4.19), the divergence of (4.20) is

0 = div (Dx(P0∇f0)) = div (P0∇Dxf0)− div (P0∇f0). (4.21)

By (4.12), the last term in (4.21) is zero, and this proves (4.18).
Concerning the last term in (4.17), we observe that, by (4.20),

P0∇Dxf0 = Dx(P0∇f0) + P0∇f0. (4.22)

Hence, by (4.18) and (4.22), identity (4.17) becomes

(4.16) = div (P0(∇α)Dxf0) + 〈∇α,Dx(P0∇f0)〉+ 〈∇α, P0∇f0〉. (4.23)

To study the second term in the RHS of (4.23), we observe that

Dx{〈∇α, P0∇f0〉} = 〈Dx∇α, P0∇f0〉+ 〈∇α,Dx(P0∇f0)〉, (4.24)
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and therefore, using (4.24) to substitute the second term in the RHS of (4.23), we get

(4.16) = div (P0(∇α)Dxf0) +Dx{〈∇α, P0∇f0〉} − 〈Dx∇α, P0∇f0〉+ 〈∇α, P0∇f0〉. (4.25)

To study the third term in the RHS of (4.25), we note that, by Lemma 4.3(iii), (4.12) and Lemma
4.3(i), we have

div ((Dxα)P0∇f0) = (Dxα)div (P0∇f0) + 〈∇Dxα, P0∇f0〉
= 〈∇Dxα, P0∇f0〉
= 〈Dx∇α, P0∇f0〉+ 〈∇α, P0∇f0〉. (4.26)

Using (4.26) to substitute the third term in the RHS of (4.25), we obtain

(4.16) = div
(
P0(∇α)Dxf0

)
+Dx{〈∇α, P0∇f0〉} − div ((Dxα)P0∇f0) + 2〈∇α, P0∇f0〉. (4.27)

To study the second term in the RHS of (4.27), we observe that identity Lemma 4.3(iv) applied
to the scalar function 〈∇α, P0∇f0〉 gives

div (x〈∇α, P0∇f0〉) = 3〈∇α, P0∇f0〉+Dx{〈∇α, P0∇f0〉}. (4.28)

Using (4.28) to substitute the second term in the RHS of (4.27), we get

(4.16) = div
(
P0(∇α)Dxf0

)
+ div (x〈∇α, P0∇f0〉)− div ((Dxα)P0∇f0)− 〈∇α, P0∇f0〉. (4.29)

Concerning the last term in (4.29), we note that, by Lemma 4.3(iii) and (4.12), one has

div (αP0∇f0) = α div (P0∇f0) + 〈∇α, P0∇f0〉 = 〈∇α, P0∇f0〉. (4.30)

Thus all the terms in (4.29) are in divergence form. Moreover, the third term in the RHS of (4.29)
is of the form div (M∇f0) for some 3 × 3 matrix M . The first term in the RHS of (4.29) is also
of the same form because (∇α)Dxf0 = (∇α)〈x,∇f0〉 = (∇α)xT∇f0 = ((∇α) ⊗ x)∇f0. Since
〈∇α, P0∇f0〉 = (∇α)TP0∇f0, the second term in the RHS of (4.29) is of the same form too (x is
a column, and (∇α)T is a row). By (4.30), the last term in (4.29) is also of the form div (M∇f0).
The sum of all the terms in (4.29) gives (4.14) with P̃ given by (4.15).

By (3.15), the matrix P̃ in (4.15) can be explicitly calculated in terms of h and α. We get

P̃ = −(α+Dxα)(1 + E0h)I + α
[
(∇E0h)⊗ x+ x⊗∇E0h

]
+ (1 + E0h)

[
(∇α) ⊗ x+ x⊗∇α

]

+
( |∇E0h|2
1 + E0h

(Dxα− α)− 2〈∇E0h,∇α〉
)

x⊗ x in R
3 \ {0}. (4.31)

Lemma 4.4 and formula (4.31) hold for any scalar function α. When α is the function in (4.11),
one has Lemma 4.2, which can now be proved.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let α be the function in (4.11). Then a straightforward calculation shows
that the matrices P̃ in (4.31) and P1 in (4.8) coincide. Hence (4.10) follows from Lemma 4.4.

Remark 4.5. Formula (4.11) for α such that P̃ = P1 is suggested, for example, by a comparison
of the coefficients of the identity matrix in (4.31) and in (4.8): the coefficients are equal if −(α+
Dxα)(1 + E0h) = E0η in R3 \ {0}. The given functions E0h and E0η are homogeneous of degree 0;
this suggests to look for α in the same class. For α homogeneous of degree 0, one has Dxα = 0,
and formula (4.11) for α follows immediately.

Now we use Lemma 4.2 to calculate the shape derivative G′(h)[η]ψ. Using (4.10) to replace the
term div (P1∇f0) with div (P0∇(αDxf0)) in (4.6), one obtains

div (P0∇w) = 0 in B∗
1 , w := f1 + αDxf0 in B∗

1 , (4.32)

where α is the function in (4.11). Since the elliptic problems of the form (3.13) have uniqueness
of solution in H1(B1), we want w to belong to H1(B1). We already know that f1 ∈ H1(B1), see
(4.6). Concerning αDxf0, we have the following result.
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Lemma 4.6. Let h, η ∈ H3(S2), ψ ∈ H
3
2 (S2), and let ‖h‖H3(S2) < δ0, where δ0 is the constant in

Proposition 5.16 below. Then αDxf0 ∈ H1(B1).

Proof. The function f0 = Φ̃ ∈ H1(B1) in (4.7) is the weak solution of (3.13). Hence the function
Φ satisfying (3.11) is in H1(Ω), and it is the weak solution of (1.14). Thus Φ is harmonic in Ω, and
therefore Φ ∈ C∞(Ω). We consider the partition of unity (5.19), and we study αDxf0 in the ball
B̄ρ = {x ∈ R3 : |x| ≤ ρ}, ρ = 1− (δ/2), and in the annulus A = B1 \ B̄ρ, where δ is the constant
in (5.19).

Let K = (E1γ)(Bρ) (we put E1γ(0) = 0). Then K is a compact subset of Ω, and Φ,∇Φ, D2Φ
are bounded on K. From (4.11), (4.9), (3.12), (2.19), and 〈∇(E0h), x〉 = 0 it follows that

αDxf0 = −(E0η)〈x, (∇Φ) ◦ (E1γ)〉

in B∗
1 = B1 \ {0}. Its gradient is

∇(αDxf0) = −∇(E0η) 〈x, (∇Φ) ◦ (E1γ)〉 − (E0η){(∇Φ) ◦ (E1γ) + [D(E1γ)]T [(D2Φ) ◦ (E1γ)]x}

in B∗
1 , and it belongs to L∞(Bρ) ⊂ L2(Bρ) because, by homogeneity, in B∗

1 one has

|∇(E0η)(x)||x| ≤ ‖∇S2η‖L∞(S2), |E0η| ≤ ‖η‖L∞(S2), |D(E1γ)| ≤ 1 + ‖h‖W 1,∞(S2),

while
|(∇Φ) ◦ (E1γ)| ≤ ‖∇Φ‖L∞(K), |(D2Φ) ◦ (E1γ)| ≤ ‖D2Φ‖L∞(K)

in Bρ. Note that ‖h‖W 1,∞(S2) ≤ C‖h‖H3(S2), see (5.55), (5.56).

By Proposition 5.16, the solution f0 = Φ̃ of the elliptic problem (3.13) satisfies ‖f0‖X2,0
0

≤
C‖ψ‖

H
3
2 (S2)

< ∞, with ‖ · ‖X2,0
0

defined in (5.61); note that the radial cut-off ζ0 appearing in

(5.61) satisfies ζ0 = 1 in the annulus A, see definition (5.57). This implies that f0 ∈ H2(A) and
therefore ∇(αDxf0) ∈ L2(A).

By (4.6), f1 ∈ H1(B1), and, by Lemma 4.6, αDxf0 ∈ H1(B1). Hence w in (4.32) is in H1(B1).
By (4.6), f1 = 0 on S2, and, by (4.11), α = −η/(1 + h) on S2, while, by (4.4), Dxf0 = 〈x,∇Φ̃〉 on
S2 is

Dxf0 =
(1 + h)2G(h)ψ

J
+

(1 + h)〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉
J2

= (1 + h)W on S
2, (4.33)

whereW is defined in (4.2). Therefore w in (4.32) is w = −ηW on S2. Thus w is the weak solution
of the problem

w ∈ H1(B1), div (P0∇w) = 0 in B1, w = −ηW on S
2. (4.34)

By (4.34), formula (3.19) with (−ηW ) in the role of ψ and w in that of Φ̃ gives

−G(h)(ηW ) = Z〈P0∇w, x〉 on S
2, Z := Z(h) =

1

(1 + h)J
, (4.35)

with J in (2.28).

Lemma 4.7. Let h, η ∈ H3(S2), ψ ∈ H
5
2 (S2), and let ‖h‖H3(S2) < δ0, where δ0 is the constant in

Proposition 5.16 below. Then
(i) ηW ∈ H

3
2 (S2),

(ii) w, f1, Dxf0 ∈ H2(A) in some annulus A = {x ∈ R3 : c < |x| < 1}, c ∈ (0, 1),

(iii) the trace at S2 of the gradients (∇w)|S2 , (∇f1)|S2(∇Dxf0)|S2 ∈ H
1
2 (S2) is well-defined.

Proof. For ‖h‖H3(S2) < δ0, ψ ∈ H
5
2 (S2) and η ∈ H

3
2 (S2), one has J ∈ H

3
2 (S2) by Lemma

5.18, G(h)ψ ∈ H
3
2 (S2) by Theorem 5.19, and W, ηW ∈ H

3
2 (S2) by (4.2), (5.53), (5.55). As a

consequence, by Proposition 5.16, the solution w of the elliptic problem (4.34) satisfies ‖w‖X2,0
0

≤
C‖ηW‖

H
3
2 (S2)

<∞, with ‖·‖
X

2,0
0

defined in (5.61). This implies that w ∈ H2(A) for some annulus
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A, ∇w ∈ H1(A), and the trace (∇w)|S2 ∈ H
1
2 (S2) is well-defined. By Proposition 5.16, taking also

η in H3(S2) (so that h+ εη is in the required ball for ε small enough), recalling the definition (4.7)

of f1, we have that ‖f1‖X2,0
0

is finite, and therefore f1 ∈ H2(A) and (∇f1)|S2 ∈ H
1
2 (S2). Since

αDxf0 = w − f1, by triangular inequality ‖αDxf0‖X2,0
0

is also finite. For η = −(1 + h), one has

α = 1, whence Dxf0 ∈ H2(A) and (∇Dxf0)|S2 ∈ H
1
2 (S2).

Lemma 4.7 implies that any identity in B∗
1 involving ∇Dxf0,∇w,∇f1 also holds on S2 by

taking the trace of the involved functions.
To calculate the derivative of G(h)ψ with respect to h in direction η, we differentiate identity

(3.19). Recalling the definition of P0, P1, f0, f1, Z in (4.7), (4.35), one has

G′(h)[η]ψ = Z ′(h)[η]〈P0∇f0, x〉
︸ ︷︷ ︸

E1

+Z〈P1∇f0, x〉
︸ ︷︷ ︸

E2

+Z〈P0∇f1, x〉
︸ ︷︷ ︸

E3

on S
2. (4.36)

Calculation of E1. By the definition (4.35) of Z, we have

Z ′(h)[η] = − {2(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2}η + (1 + h)〈∇S2h,∇S2η〉
(1 + h)2J3

on S2, and, by (3.19), 〈P0∇f0, x〉 = (1 + h)JG(h)ψ. Hence E1 in (4.36) is

E1 = −{2(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2}G(h)ψ
(1 + h)J2

η − G(h)ψ

J2
〈∇S2h,∇S2η〉. (4.37)

Calculation of E2. By formula (4.8), recalling notation (4.9), we calculate

〈P1∇f0, x〉 = ηDxf0 − 〈∇S2η,∇f0〉+
(2〈∇S2h,∇S2η〉

1 + h
− |∇S2h|2η

(1 + h)2

)

Dxf0 (4.38)

on S2. Now Dxf0 on S2 is given by (4.33), and 〈∇S2η,∇f0〉 = 〈∇S2η,∇S2ψ〉 on S2 because f0 = ψ
on S2. Hence E2 in (4.36) is

E2 =
W

J

(

1− |∇S2h|2
(1 + h)2

)

η − 〈∇S2ψ,∇S2η〉
(1 + h)J

+
2W 〈∇S2h,∇S2η〉

(1 + h)J
. (4.39)

Calculation of E3. To calculate the term E3 in (4.36), we use the definition (4.32) of w to write
f1 as the difference f1 = w − αDxf0 in B∗

1 . Thus,

〈P0∇f1, x〉 = 〈P0∇w, x〉 − 〈P0∇(αDxf0), x〉 (4.40)

in B∗
1 , and therefore, by the discussion following Lemma 4.7, also on S2. Hence, by (4.35) and

(4.40), the term E3 in (4.36) is

E3 = −G(h)(ηW )− Z〈P0∇(αDxf0), x〉 (4.41)

on S2. Since α and Dxf0 are scalar functions, one has

〈P0∇(αDxf0), x〉 = (Dxf0)〈P0∇α, x〉+ α〈P0∇Dxf0, x〉 (4.42)

in B∗
1 , and therefore on S

2. Hence, by (4.41) and (4.42),

E3 = −G(h)(ηW ) − Z(Dxf0)〈P0∇α, x〉
︸ ︷︷ ︸

E4

−Zα〈P0∇Dxf0, x〉
︸ ︷︷ ︸

E5

(4.43)

on S
2. To study E4, by (3.15), (4.11), we calculate

〈P0∇α, x〉 =
〈∇S2h,∇S2η〉

1 + h
− |∇S2h|2η

(1 + h)2
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on S2, while Dxf0 and Z on S2 are in (4.33), (4.35). Therefore E4 in (4.43) is

E4 =
W 〈∇S2h,∇S2η〉

(1 + h)J
− |∇S2h|2Wη

(1 + h)2J
. (4.44)

The term E5 in (4.43) contains derivatives of f0 of second order; we use the elliptic equation (4.12)
to express them in terms of h, ψ. Denoting g = P0∇f0, and gj its j-th component, by (4.12) one
has

0 = div g(y) =
∑

j

〈∇gj(y), ej〉 =
∑

j

〈ΠTx(S2)[∇gj(y)], ej〉+
∑

j

〈∇gj(y), x〉〈x, ej〉

for y ∈ B∗
1 , x ∈ S2. Taking the trace at the sphere, i.e., y ∈ S2, and recalling (2.8), we find

0 = div (P0∇f0) = div S2(P0∇f0) + 〈x,Dx(P0∇f0)〉 (4.45)

on S2. We recall that the tangential divergence div S2(P0∇f0) depends only on the restriction of
P0∇f0 to S2, which now we calculate. By (4.33), and because f0 = ψ on S2, one has

∇f0 = ∇S2f0 + 〈∇f0, x〉x = ∇S2f0 + (Dxf0)x = ∇S2ψ +W (1 + h)x (4.46)

on S2. By (4.46), using formulas (3.15), (4.2), (2.28) of P0,W, J , we obtain

(P0∇f0)|S2 = (1 + h)(∇S2ψ −W∇S2h) + (1 + h)J(G(h)ψ)x (4.47)

on S2 (note that the x component in (4.47) is also given by (3.19)). Now we consider the scalar
product 〈x,Dx(P0∇f0)〉 in B∗

1 . By (4.13) and Lemma 4.3(i), one has

Dx(P0∇f0) = (DxP0)∇f0 + P0Dx∇f0 = P0Dx∇f0 = P0∇Dxf0 − P0∇f0

in B∗
1 , and therefore also on S2. Hence, taking the scalar product with x, and using (3.19) (or

(4.47)) to write 〈x, P0∇f0〉, we get

〈x,Dx(P0∇f0)〉 = 〈x, P0∇Dxf0〉 − (1 + h)JG(h)ψ (4.48)

on S2. By (4.48), (4.45), (4.47), we get

〈x, P0∇Dxf0〉 = (1 + h)JG(h)ψ − div S2{(4.47)}. (4.49)

Moreover, by (2.5), (2.8), we have div S2{ϕ(x)x} = 2ϕ(x) for any scalar function ϕ on S
2; we apply

it to ϕ = (1 + h)JG(h)ψ. Therefore, using (4.49), (4.47) and formulas (4.35), (4.11) of Z, α, the
term E5 in (4.43) is

E5 =
(div S2{(1 + h)(∇S2ψ −W∇S2h)}

(1 + h)2J
+
G(h)ψ

1 + h

)

η. (4.50)

By (4.36), (4.37), (4.39), (4.43), (4.44), (4.50), we obtain (4.1) with W in (4.2) and

b = −{2(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2}G(h)ψ
(1 + h)J2

+
W

J
− div S2{(1 + h)(∇S2ψ −W∇S2h)}

(1 + h)2J
− G(h)ψ

1 + h
,

B =
( W

(1 + h)J
− G(h)ψ

J2

)

∇S2h− ∇S2ψ

(1 + h)J
.

Note that, in computing b, the terms W
J

|∇
S2
h|2

(1+h)2 in E2 in (4.39) and in E4 in (4.44) cancel out, and

also note that, in computing the coefficient of ∇S2h in B, the term W
(1+h)J appears with coefficient

2 in E2 and with coefficient 1 in E4. Finally, using the definition of W,J in (4.2), (2.28), we obtain
the formulas for B, b in (4.2), (4.3). The proof of Theorem 4.1 is complete.
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Remark 4.8. To transform the free boundary ∂Ω into the fixed sphere S2, and the fluid domain
Ω into the unit ball B1, we have used the diffeomorphism E1γ in (2.18), which is a homogeneous
function. Working with homogeneous functions is certainly easier than with general functions,
because nice simplifications occur in the calculations of integrals and derivatives: see, for example,
properties (2.15).

However, homogeneous functions also have some unpleasant drawbacks in our free boundary
problem: the diffeomorphism E1γ in (2.18) is homogeneous of degree 1, and, in general, it is merely
Lipschitz around the origin, even if h ∈ C∞(S2). Its partial derivatives ∂βx (E1γ) of order |β| ∈ N are
homogeneous of degree 1− |β|; in particular, partial derivatives of second order have a singularity
of type |x|−1 around the origin, so that they are not in L∞(B1), and partial derivatives of third
order are like |x|−2 around the origin, so that they are not even in L2(B1). As a consequence, even
if h, ψ ∈ C∞(S2), the solution Φ̃ of the transformed problem (3.13) cannot have, in general, a high
Sobolev regularity Hm(B1), because of the (artificially created) singularity at the origin, while the
corresponding solution Φ of the original problem (1.14) is harmonic in Ω, and, for Φ, the origin is
a point like all the other internal points, with no special role.

In some sense, we could say that E1γ gives to the origin the role of “the bottom” of the flat
case, where “the bottom” is no longer a surface, but it collapses to one single point.

A natural way to overcome this problem is to modify E1γ around the origin: for example,
consider

γreg : B1 → Ω, γreg(x) :=
(
1 + χ(x)E0h(x)

)
x,

where χ ∈ C∞(R3) is a cut-off function such that χ(x) = 1 for |x| ≥ 1/2, χ(x) = 0 for |x| ≤ 1/4,
and 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1. Thus, γreg = E1γ in the annulus 1/2 < |x| < 1, and γreg(x) = x in the ball
|x| < 1/4. The map γreg has no geometric singularity, and, for h regular enough, the composition

with γreg preserves the Sobolev regularity, so that Φ̃ has the same Sobolev regularity as Φ.

So why not using γreg instead of E1γ? Because surprisingly, unlike in the flat case, the method
of the good unknown of Alinhac (at least, the one used in this section) does not work with γreg. The
point at which the method fails is in the proof of Lemma 4.2: the candidate α can be determined
by an argument similar to that in Remark 4.5, but then the corresponding matrices P̃ and P1 do
not coincide: they coincide for the terms involving the derivatives of η, but there are terms in η
that do not cancel.

For this reason, we have used E1γ, and found ways to overcome the geometric singularities at
the origin. This is why we use only the Sobolev space H1(B1), and sometimes H2(B1), but the
higher, and fractional, regularity is treated differently, see subsection 5.3.

4.2 Proof via geometric argument

In this section we give another, independent proof of formula (4.1), using an argument relying on
geometry. Here we assume that Ω is star-shaped. The proof is divided in different subsections.

We consider γε,Ωε,Φε as in (3.26), (3.27). Arguing as in [13, Proof of Proposition 8.1] we
deduce that ε 7→ Φε is smooth. We then denote Φ̇ := d

dε

∣
∣
ε=0

Φε and note that it is harmonic in Ω.
Indeed, this follows from the fact that by linearity Φε−Φ is harmonic away from the boundary of
∂Ω and thus

Φ̇ = lim
ε→0

Φε − Φ

ε

is harmonic in Ω. Similarly we denote ν̇ = d
dε

∣
∣
ε=0

νΩε
(γε(x)) for x ∈ S2. We also define, like in

Lemma 3.3, the vector field X : ∂Ω → R3 associated with the change of the domain such that, for
x ∈ S2,

X(γ(x)) =
d

dε

∣
∣
∣
ε=0

γε(x) = η(x)x, (4.51)

which is (3.29). Using these notations we may write the Dirichlet-Neumann operator as

G(h+ εη)ψ = 〈(∇Φε)(γε(x)), νΩε
〉.
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We may then write (1.18) by differentiating the above and have

G′(h)[η]ψ =

=A1
︷ ︸︸ ︷

〈∇Φ̇(γ(x)), νΩ〉+
=A2

︷ ︸︸ ︷

〈D2Φ(γ(x))X(γ(x)), νΩ〉+
=A3

︷ ︸︸ ︷

〈∇Φ(γ(x)), ν̇(γ(x))〉 . (4.52)

The calculations for each term is rather cumbersome. We will treat them separately in different
subsections.

4.2.1 Calculations of the term A1

We begin by calculating the term A1 = 〈∇Φ̇(γ(x)), νΩ〉 in (4.52) and show that it can be written
as

A1 = G(h)(−ηW ), (4.53)

where W : S2 → R is in (4.2). We begin by recalling that Φ̇ is harmonic. Therefore, by the
definition of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator in (1.13), in order to identify the term A1 we need
to show that Φ̇(γ(x)) = −ηW (x) for x ∈ S2, where W is given by (4.2). To this aim we recall
that Φε has the boundary values Φε(γε(x)) = ψ(x) for all ε and x ∈ S2. We differentiate this with
respect to ε and obtain

0 =
d

dε

∣
∣
∣
ε=0

Φε(γε(x)) = Φ̇(γ(x)) + 〈∇Φ(γ(x)), x〉 η(x).

Let us decompose the gradient of Φ into the normal and the tangential components as in (2.3) and
by the above it holds

Φ̇(γ(x)) = −
(
〈∇Φ(γ(x)), νΩ〉 〈νΩ(γ(x)), x〉 + 〈∇∂ΩΦ(γ(x)), x〉

)
η(x). (4.54)

We may simplify this by using the definition (1.13), i.e., 〈∇Φ(γ(x)), νΩ〉 = G(h)ψ and the
formula of the normal (2.27) which implies 〈νΩ(γ(x)), x〉 = 1+h

J
, where J is defined in (2.28).

Therefore the first term on the RHS in (4.54) is

〈∇Φ(γ(x)), νΩ〉 〈νΩ(γ(x)), x〉 =
1 + h

J
G(h)ψ.

To deal with the last term in (4.54), we use (3.6) and get

〈∇∂ΩΦ(γ(x)), x〉 =
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

J2
.

The two above equalities and (4.54) imply the formulas (4.53) and (4.2).

4.2.2 Calculations of the term A2

This term is the most cumbersome to calculate and we show that it has the form

A2 =− η
Lh(ψ)

(1 + h)J
+

η

J2
〈∇S2

(
G(h)ψ

)
,∇S2h〉

+
η

(1 + h)J3

(

∆S2h− 2
〈(D2

S2
h)∇S2h,∇S2h〉

J2
− 2(1 + h)|∇S2h|2

J2
− (1 + h)

)

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

+
η

(1 + h)J3
〈(D2

S2
h)∇S2h,∇S2ψ〉 − η

1 + h

J
H(h)G(h)ψ.

(4.55)

We begin by decomposing vector field X in (4.51) into the normal and tangential components
as in (2.3). Recalling that X(γ(x)) = η(x)x and the formula for the normal (2.27) we have

Xν(γ(x)) =
η(x)

J
〈((1 + h)x−∇S2hx), νΩ(γ(x))〉 = η(x)

(
1 + h

J

)

νΩ(γ(x)),

X∂Ω(γ(x)) = (X −Xν)(γ(x)) = η(x)x − η(x)

(
1 + h

J

)(
(1 + h)x−∇S2h

J

)

= η(x)
|∇S2h|2
J2

x+ η(x)

(
1 + h

J2

)

∇S2h.

(4.56)
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Then we write

A2 = 〈D2Φ(γ(x))X, νΩ〉 = 〈X, νΩ〉 〈D2Φ(γ(x))νΩ, νΩ〉+ 〈D2Φ(γ(x))X∂Ω, νΩ〉. (4.57)

Let us first calculate the first term on the RHS of (4.57). First, we have by (4.56) that

〈X, νΩ〉 = Xν = η(x)

(
1 + h

J

)

.

We proceed by recalling that the function Φ is harmonic in Ω and have by the formula (2.11)

〈D2Φ(γ(x))νΩ, νΩ〉 = −∆∂ΩΦ−HΩ〈∇Φ, νΩ〉.

The mean curvature is calculated in Lemma 2.2, the Laplace-Beltrami is calculated in Lemma 2.3
(recall that Φ(γ(s)) = ψ(x)) and by definition of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator (1.13) it holds
〈∇Φ, νΩ)〉(γ(x)) = G(h)ψ. Therefore it holds by (2.37)

〈X, νΩ〉 〈D2Φ(γ(x))νΩ, νΩ〉 = −η 1 + h

J
(∆∂ΩΦ +HΩ(γ(x))G(h)ψ)

= −η Lh(ψ)
(1 + h)J

+ η

( Lh(h)
(1 + h)J3

− |∇S2h|2
(1 + h)J5

)

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

− η(x)
1 + h

J
H(h)

(
G(h)(ψ)

)
,

(4.58)

where the operator Lh is defined in (2.37).
Let us then calculate the last term in (4.57). We differentiate 〈∇Φ, νΩ〉 in the direction of X∂Ω,

which of course is on the tangent plane, and have

〈∇∂Ω〈∇Φ, νΩ〉, X∂Ω〉 = 〈D2ΦX∂Ω, νΩ〉+ 〈D∂ΩνΩX∂Ω,∇Φ〉.

Therefore
〈D2ΦX∂Ω, νΩ〉 = 〈∇∂Ω〈∇Φ, νΩ〉, X∂Ω〉 − 〈D∂ΩνΩX∂Ω,∇Φ〉. (4.59)

Let us treat the first term on the RHS of (4.59). First we write

〈∇∂Ω〈∇Φ, νΩ〉, X∂Ω〉 = 〈∇∂Ω〈∇Φ, νΩ〉, X〉.

We have by (2.29), by 〈∇Φ, νΩ〉(γ(x)) =
(
G(h)ψ

)
(x), and by X(γ(x)) = η(x)x that

〈∇∂Ω〈∇Φ, νΩ〉, X∂Ω〉 = 〈∇∂Ω〈∇Φ, νΩ〉, X〉 = η(x)

J2
〈∇S2

(
G(h)ψ

)
,∇S2h〉. (4.60)

We begin by treating the second term on the RHS of (4.59) by recalling that the differential
of the normal is the second fundamental form B∂Ω = D∂ΩνΩ. In particular, D∂ΩνΩ is symmetric,
because (D∂ΩνΩ)νΩ = 0, and DνΩ is the Hessian of the signed distance, therefore it is a symmetric
matrix. Hence for all vector fields F,Ψ one has

〈(D∂ΩνΩ)F,Ψ〉 = 〈(D∂ΩνΩ)F,Ψ∂Ω〉.

Moreover, by definition, (D∂ΩνΩ)F = (D∂ΩνΩ)F∂Ω, so that D∂ΩνΩ is symmetric. Thus

〈D∂ΩνΩX∂Ω,∇Φ〉 = 〈D∂ΩνΩ∇∂ΩΦ, X∂Ω〉.

We write the normal by using the vector field n defined in (2.33) as νΩ = n
|n| . Then it holds

D∂ΩνΩ = 1
|n|D∂Ωn+ n⊗ (∇∂Ω1/|n|) and using 〈n,X∂Ω〉 = 0 we have

〈D∂ΩνΩ∇Φ, X∂Ω〉 =
1

|n| 〈D∂Ωn∇∂ΩΦ, X∂Ω〉.
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We use (2.29) and Φ(γ(x)) = ψ(x) to deduce that

(D∂Ωn)(γ(x)) (∇∂ΩΦ)(γ(x)) = D∂Ωn(γ(x))

(∇S2ψ(x)

1 + h
+

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)2J

νΩ(γ(x))

)

=
1

1 + h
D∂Ωn(γ(x))∇S2ψ(x)

because D∂Ωn(y)νΩ(y) = 0, and then (2.30) and have

D∂Ωn(γ(x))∇S2ψ =
1

1 + h
DS2 ñ∇S2ψ − 〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)J
DS2 ñ∇S2h.

Recall that by (4.56) it holds X∂Ω(γ(x)) = η
|∇

S2
h|2

J2 x + η
(
1+h
J2

)
∇S2h. Then by |n|(γ(x)) = J we

may write

〈D∂ΩνΩ∇Φ, X∂Ω〉(γ(x)) =
1

(1 + h)
〈D∂Ωn(γ(x))∇S2ψ,X∂Ω(γ(x))〉

= η(x)
|∇S2h|2

(1 + h)2J3

(

〈DS2 ñ∇S2ψ, x〉 −
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

J2
〈DS2 ñ∇S2h, x〉

)

+
η

(1 + h)J3

(

〈DS2 ñ∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉 −
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

J2
〈DS2 ñ∇S2h,∇S2h〉

)

.

(4.61)

By (2.17) it holds (DS2 ñ)
Tx = 2∇S2h. Using this and recalling J =

√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2 we may
write the first term on the RHS of (4.61) as

η
|∇S2h|2

(1 + h)2J3

(

〈DS2 ñ∇S2ψ, x〉 −
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

J2
〈DS2 ñ∇S2h, x〉

)

= 2η
|∇S2h|2
J5

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉. (4.62)

We use (2.34) and have

〈DS2 ñ∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉 = −〈D2
S2
h∇S2h,∇S2ψ〉+ (1 + h)〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉,

〈DS2 ñ∇S2h,∇S2h〉 = −〈D2
S2
h∇S2h,∇S2h〉+ (1 + h)|∇S2h|2.

We may then write the last term in (4.61) as

η(x)

(1 + h)J3

(

〈DS2 ñ∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉 −
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

J2
〈DS2 ñ∇S2h,∇S2h〉

)

= − η(x)

(1 + h)J3
〈D2

S2
h∇S2h,∇S2ψ〉+

η(x)

J3
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

+
η(x)

(1 + h)J5
〈D2

S2
h∇S2h,∇S2h〉〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉 − η(x)

|∇S2h|2
J5

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉.

(4.63)

The formula (4.55) then follows by combining (4.57), (4.58), (4.59), (4.60), (4.61), (4.62) and
(4.63).

4.2.3 Calculations of the term A3

We show that the term A3 = 〈∇Φ(γ(x)), ν̇(γ(x))〉 in (4.52), where ν̇ = d
dε

∣
∣
ε=0

νΩε
(γε(x)) can be

written as

A3 = η
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

J3
− 〈∇S2ψ,∇S2η〉

(1 + h)J
+

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉〈∇S2η,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J3

. (4.64)

To this aim we use the result in [13], equation (8.6), where a general formula for calculation of ν̇
is derived, and we have

〈∇Φ(γ(x)), ν̇(γ(x))〉 = −〈D∂ΩX(γ(x))∇∂ΩΦ(γ(x)), ν∂Ω(γ(x))〉.
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Recall that X(γ(x)) = η(x)x. We then have DS2X̃(x) = ηIS2 + x⊗∇S2η, where IS2 = I − x⊗ x,
and therefore by applying the second equality in Lemma 2.1 we deduce

D∂ΩX(γ(x)) =
η

1 + h
IS2 +

1

1 + h
x⊗∇S2η −

η(x)

(1 + h)J2
∇S2h⊗∇S2h

− 〈∇S2η,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J2

x⊗∇S2h+
η(x)

J2
∇S2h⊗ x+

〈∇S2η,∇S2h〉
J2

x⊗ x.

Therefore it holds by the first equality in Lemma 2.1, by Φ(γ(x)) = ψ(x), and by the formula of
the normal (2.27) that

−〈D∂ΩX(γ(x))∇∂ΩΦ(γ(x)), ν∂Ω(γ(x))〉 = − 1

1 + h
〈D∂ΩX(γ(x))∇S2ψ, ν∂Ω(γ(x))〉

= − 1

J
〈D∂ΩX(γ(x))∇S2ψ, x〉 +

1

(1 + h)J
〈D∂ΩX(γ(x))∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

= −〈∇S2ψ,∇S2η〉
(1 + h)J

+
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉〈∇S2η,∇S2h〉

(1 + h)J3

+
η

(1 + h)2J
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉 −

η|∇S2h|2
(1 + h)2J3

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉.

The formula (4.64) then follows from above and by recalling that J =
√

(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2 which
then simplifies the last terms as

η

(1 + h)2
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉 −

η|∇S2h|2
(1 + h)2J3

〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉 =
η

J3
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉.

4.2.4 Conclusion

By (4.52), (4.53), (4.55), (4.64), we obtain (4.1) with W,B in (4.2) and

b = − Lh(ψ)
(1 + h)J

+
1

J2
〈∇S2

(
G(h)(ψ)

)
,∇S2h〉

+
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉
(1 + h)J3

(

∆S2h− 2
〈D2

S2
h∇S2h,∇S2h〉

J2
− 2(1 + h)|∇S2h|2

J2

)

+
〈(D2

S2
h)∇S2h,∇S2ψ〉
(1 + h)J3

− 1 + h

J
H(h)G(h)ψ,

(4.65)

where the operator Lh is defined in (2.36), and the mean curvature H(h) is calculated in Lemma
2.2. Finally, a long, but straightforward, calculation shows that the function b in (4.65) coincides
with b in (4.3). This completes the proof of Theorem 4.1.

4.3 Another proof of the Hamiltonian structure

In this short subsection we provide an alternative proof of Proposition 3.2, which makes use of
formula (4.1) instead of relying on Hadamard’s formula (Lemma 3.3) to compute ∂hK(h, ψ).

Second proof of Proposition 3.2. The only difference with respect to the first proof concerns the
calculation of ∂hK. Recalling the definition (3.20) of K(h, ψ), we have

∂hK(h, ψ)[η] =
1

2

∫

S2

ηJ(h)ψG(h)ψ dσ +
1

2

∫

S2

(1 + h)J ′(h)[η]ψG(h)ψ dσ

+
1

2

∫

S2

(1 + h)J(h)ψG′(h)[η]ψ dσ, (4.66)
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where J(h) = J is in (2.28). The second term in the RHS of (4.66) is equal to

1

2

∫

S2

(1 + h)
(1 + h)η + 〈∇S2h,∇S2η〉

J
ψG(h)ψ dσ

=
1

2

∫

S2

η
(1 + h)2

J
ψG(h)ψ dσ − 1

2

∫

S2

η div S2

( (1 + h)∇S2h

J
ψG(h)ψ

)

dσ,

where we have used the divergence theorem (2.12) on S
2. For the last term of (4.66), we use (4.1)

to replace G′(h)[η]ψ with bη + 〈B,∇S2η〉 −G(h)(Wη), and then we apply the divergence theorem
(2.12) on S2 to the integral containing 〈B,∇S2η〉, and (3.22) to that containing G(h)(Wη). Hence
the last term of (4.66) is

1

2

∫

S2

η
{

(1 + h)J
(
bψ −WG(h)ψ

)
− div S2

(

(1 + h)JψB
)}

dσ.

Thus we have proved that

∂hK(h, ψ) =
1

2

(

J +
(1 + h)2

J

)

ψG(h)ψ +
1

2
(1 + h)J

(
bψ −WG(h)ψ

)

− 1

2
div S2

(1 + h

J
(∇S2h)ψG(h)ψ + (1 + h)JψB

)

. (4.67)

By definition (4.2) of W and B, the term in the tangential divergence in (4.67) is

1 + h

J
(∇S2h)ψG(h)ψ + (1 + h)JψB = −ψ(∇S2ψ −W∇S2h).

Inserting the last identity in (4.67), and using definitions (4.2), (4.3), after some cancellations it
remains

∂hK(h, ψ) =
|∇S2ψ|2

2
− 1

2

(

(1 + h)G(h)ψ +
〈∇S2ψ,∇S2h〉

J

)2

, (4.68)

and the proof is complete.

5 Analyticity and tame estimates for the Dirichlet-Neumann

operator

In this section we show that the Dirichlet-Neumann operator depends analytically on the elevation
function h, and we prove tame estimates for it. As a first step, we prove that the solution Φ̃ of the
elliptic problem (3.13) is analytic in h, by writing it as a power series Φ̃ = u =

∑
un of h and its

derivatives, see (5.3), (5.4), and estimating each term un of the series. Such estimates are rather
simple to obtain in low norm, see Lemma 5.1. On the contrary, estimates in higher norm are much
heavier to obtain. To this aim, we first recall in subsection 5.2 some general notions about Sobolev
spaces on domains of Rn and on their boundaries, mainly following the approach of Triebel’s book
[41], and we list several useful properties of Sobolev norms. The proof of such properties is in
the Appendix. Then, in subsection 5.3, we estimate the high Sobolev norm of each term un of
the power series of Φ̃, see Lemma 5.14, and we obtain tame estimates for the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator, see Theorem 5.19.

5.1 Analytic dependence in low norm

The matrix P (x) appearing in (3.13) is defined in (3.14), it is written in (3.15) in terms of h, and,
for ‖h‖L∞(S2) < 1, it is given by the series P =

∑∞
n=0 Pn, where P0 = I,

P1 = (E0h)I − (∇E0h)⊗ x− x⊗∇E0h, Pn = (−E0h)n−2|∇E0h|2x⊗ x ∀n ≥ 2. (5.1)
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Since E0h is a 0-homogeneous function of x ∈ R3 \ {0}, the matrix (∇E0h)⊗ x, its transpose and
the matrix |∇E0h|2x⊗ x, and therefore all matrices Pn, are 0-homogeneous functions of x. Hence

‖E0h‖L∞(B1) = ‖h‖L∞(S2), ‖(∇E0h)⊗ x‖L∞(B1) = ‖∇E0h‖L∞(S2) = ‖∇S2h‖L∞(S2),

and

‖P1‖L∞(B1) ≤ ‖h‖L∞(S2) + 2‖∇S2h‖L∞(S2),

‖Pn‖L∞(B1) ≤ ‖h‖n−2
L∞(S2)‖∇S2h‖2L∞(S2) ∀n ≥ 2. (5.2)

Thus, for any fixed δ0 ∈ (0, 1), the series
∑
Pn is totally convergent in the norm of L∞(B1)

uniformly for h in the ball ‖h‖L∞(S2) ≤ δ0.

We want to expand the solution Φ̃ of the elliptic problem (3.13) in powers of h. Thus, we
consider the series u =

∑∞
n=0 un whose terms are recursively defined in the following way: u0 is

the unique solution of the Laplace problem

u0 ∈ H1(B1), ∆u0 = 0 in B1, u0 = ψ on S
2, (5.3)

namely u0 is the harmonic extension of ψ to the open unit ball, and, for n ≥ 1, un is recursively
defined as the unique solution of

−∆un = div gn in B1, un ∈ H1
0 (B1) (5.4)

with datum

gn :=

n−1∑

k=0

Pn−k∇uk, n ≥ 1. (5.5)

In the next lemma we estimate ‖∇un‖L2(B1) using the inequality

‖Pn‖L∞(B1) ≤ (2τ)n ∀n ≥ 1, τ := ‖h‖L∞(S2) + ‖∇S2h‖L∞(S2) = ‖h‖W 1,∞(S2). (5.6)

Note that (5.6) is less accurate than (5.2), but using (5.2) instead of (5.6) in proving Lemma 5.1
gives no relevant improvement.

Lemma 5.1. The functions un defined in (5.3), (5.4), (5.5) satisfy

‖∇un‖L2(B1) ≤ C‖ψ‖
H

1
2 (S2)

((1 + C)2τ)n (5.7)

for all n ≥ 0, where τ is defined in (5.6) and C is a universal positive constant.

Proof. By the standard theory of harmonic functions and elliptic PDEs, one has

‖∇u0‖L2(B1) ≤ C‖ψ‖
H

1
2 (S2)

, ‖∇un‖L2(B1) ≤ C‖gn‖L2(B1), n ≥ 1, (5.8)

where C is a universal positive constant. Thus (5.7) for n = 0 holds by the first inequality in (5.8).
Now assume that, for a given n ≥ 1, inequality (5.7) holds for u0, . . . , un−1. By (5.5), (5.6) and
the induction assumption, one has

‖gn‖L2(B1) ≤
n−1∑

k=0

‖Pn−k‖L∞(B1)‖∇uk‖L2(B1) ≤ C‖ψ‖
H

1
2 (S2)

(2τ)n
n−1∑

k=0

(1 + C)k. (5.9)

Since
n−1∑

k=0

(1 + C)k =
(1 + C)n − 1

(1 + C)− 1
<

(1 + C)n

C
, (5.10)

using the second inequality in (5.8) we obtain (5.7).
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From (5.7) it follows that, for any ρ ∈ (0, 1), the series
∑∇un converges totally in L2(B1),

uniformly in h in the ball (1 + C)2τ ≤ ρ. Moreover, un (as well as Pn and gn) depends on h in
a n-homogeneous way, namely un(λh) = λnun(h) for all λ ∈ R, and it coincides with a n-linear,
continuous, symmetric map

◦

un :W 1,∞(S2)× . . .×W 1,∞(S2) → H1
0 (B1), (h1, . . . , hn) 7→ ◦

un[h1, . . . , hn] (5.11)

evaluated at (h, . . . , h), i.e., un(h) =
◦

un[h, . . . , h]. Explicitly, one has Pn(h) =
◦

Pn[h, . . . , h], where
◦

P1 = P1 and, for n ≥ 2,
◦

Pn is the n-linear, continuous, symmetric map

◦

Pn[h1, . . . , hn] =
1

n!

∑

σ∈Sn

(−1)n〈∇E0hσ(1),∇E0hσ(2)〉(E0hσ(3)) · · · (E0hσ(n))x⊗ x,

where Sn is the set of the permutations of {1, . . . , n}; gn(h) = ◦

gn[h, . . . , h], where

◦

gn[h1, . . . , hn] =
1

n!

∑

σ∈Sn

n−1∑

k=0

◦

Pn−k[hσ(k+1), . . . , hσ(n)]∇{ ◦

uk[hσ(1), . . . , hσ(k)]},

and
◦

un[h1, . . . , hn] is the solution of problem (5.4) with
◦

gn[h1, . . . , hn] instead of gn. Adapting the
proof of Lemma 5.1, one easily obtains

‖∇{ ◦

un[h1, . . . , hn]}‖L2(B1) ≤ C‖ψ‖
H

1
2 (S2)

n∏

j=1

((1 + C)2‖hj‖W 1,∞(S2)).

Moreover, since un(h) =
◦

un[h, . . . , h], the derivative of un with respect to h in direction η is
u′n(h)[η] = n

◦

un[h, . . . , h, η], its second derivative is u′′n(h)[η1, η2] = n(n− 1)
◦

un[h, . . . , h, η1, η2], and
so on. Thus, we have proved the following analyticity result.

Proposition 5.2. For every ψ ∈ H
1
2 (S2), the map h 7→ u :=

∑∞
n=0 un from the ball

{h ∈ W 1,∞(S2) : ‖h‖L∞(S2) + ‖∇S2h‖L∞(S2) < δ0} (5.12)

into H1(B1) is well-defined and analytic, with

‖u‖H1(B1) ≤ C‖ψ‖
H

1
2 (S2)

, ‖u′(h)[η]‖H1(B1) ≤ C‖ψ‖
H

1
2 (S2)

‖η‖W 1,∞(S2),

‖u′′(h)[η1, η2]‖H1(B1) ≤ C‖ψ‖
H

1
2 (S2)

‖η1‖W 1,∞(S2)‖η2‖W 1,∞(S2),

where the radius δ0 ∈ (0, 1) and the constant C > 0 are universal constants.

5.2 Sobolev spaces on domains and boundaries

In this subsection we consider both standard and non-isotropic versions of Sobolev spaces of func-
tions on bounded open subsets of Rn and on their smooth boundary, and we prove some useful
properties for them; these properties will be used in subsection 5.3 for the sphere S2 and for the
unit ball B1 with various cut-off functions. We follow the approach of Triebel’s book [41], i.e., local-
ization, rectification and extension. The results of this subsection are classical, but it is nontrivial
to find a complete proof for all of them in literature. The proofs are collected in the Appendix.
Concerning the notation, in this subsection (and only in this one) n denotes the dimension of the
Euclidean space Rn.

• On Rn, for s ∈ R, we consider the usual Sobolev spaces (Bessel potential spaces)

Hs(Rn) := {u ∈ S ′(Rn) : ‖u‖Hs(Rn) <∞}, ‖u‖2Hs(Rn) :=

∫

Rn

|û(ξ)|2(1 + |ξ|2)s dξ, (5.13)

where S ′(Rn) is the space of tempered distributions on Rn, and û is the Fourier transform of u
on Rn. We also consider the following non-isotropic version of those spaces, where the last real
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variable xn plays a distinguished role. For x ∈ Rn, denote x′ = (x1, . . . , xn−1), so that x = (x′, xn).
For s, r ∈ R, we define

Hs,r(Rn) := {u ∈ S ′(Rn) : ‖u‖Hs,r(Rn) <∞},

‖u‖2Hs,r(Rn) :=

∫

Rn

|û(ξ)|2(1 + |ξ′|2)r(1 + |ξ|2)s dξ = ‖Λ′
ru‖2Hs(Rn), (5.14)

where Λ′
r is the Fourier multiplier of symbol (1 + |ξ′|2) r

2 . In subsection 5.3 these spaces will be
used for s ∈ {0, 1, 2} and r ≥ 0 real. They are used by Triebel, see [41], Definition 4.2.1, page 218;
see also Lannes [30], Definition 2.11.

• On any open set Ω ⊆ Rn, following [41], Definition 1 in Section 3.2.2, we define

Hs(Ω) := {u ∈ S ′(Ω) : ‖u‖Hs(Ω) <∞},
‖u‖Hs(Ω) := inf {‖v‖Hs(Rn) : v ∈ Hs(Rn), v|Ω = u}, (5.15)

Hs,r(Ω) := {u ∈ S ′(Ω) : ‖u‖Hs,r(Ω) <∞},
‖u‖Hs,r(Ω) := inf {‖v‖Hs,r(Rn) : v ∈ Hs,r(Rn), v|Ω = u}, (5.16)

with the convention that the infimum of the empty set is ∞. In other words, Hs(Ω) is the set of
the restrictions to Ω of the elements of Hs(Rn), and similarly for Hs,r(Ω). We mainly deal with
the case when Ω is the open half space

R
n
+ := {(x′, xn) ∈ R

n : xn > 0}. (5.17)

• On smooth compact manifolds, we recall the construction and the definition in [41], Sections
3.2.1 and 3.2.2. Let Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded open set with smooth boundary Γ = ∂Ω. Fix N
open balls K1, . . . ,KN that cover Γ, namely Γ ⊂ ∪Nj=1Kj , such that Γ ∩ Kj is nonempty for all
j = 1, . . . , N . For every ball Kj, fix a function fj such that

(i) fj : R
n → R

n is a C∞ diffeomorphism of Rn onto itself,

(ii) fj maps the ball Kj onto a bounded open subset Aj = fj(Kj) of R
n,

(iii) fj maps the center pj of the ball Kj into 0,

(iv) fj maps Γ ∩Kj onto the (n− 1)-dimensional open subset fj(Γ ∩Kj) = {y ∈ Aj : yn = 0} =
Aj ∩ Rn0 of the hyperplane Rn0 := {y ∈ Rn : yn = 0},

(v) fj maps Ω ∩Kj onto the simply connected open subset fj(Ω ∩Kj) = {y ∈ Aj : yn > 0} =
Aj ∩ R

n
+ of the half space R

n
+,

(vi) the Jacobian matrix Dfj(x) is invertible at every point x in the closure Kj of Kj,

(vii) the Jacobian matrix Dfj(pj) of fj at the center pj of Kj is the identity matrix.

Also fix a smooth open set K0 such that K0 ⊂ Ω and Ω ⊂ ∪Nj=0Kj, and fix a resolution of

unity {ψj}Nj=0, where ψj : R
n → R is a C∞ function with supp(ψj) ⊂ Kj , and

∑N
j=0 ψj(x) = 1 for

all x ∈ Ω. Thus the restriction of ψ1, . . . , ψN to Γ is a resolution of unity for Γ, and, in addition,
∑N
j=1 ψj(x) = 1 for all x ∈ Ω \K0. On Γ, for s ∈ R, we define

Hs(Γ) := {u ∈ S ′(Γ) : (ψju)(gj(·, 0)) ∈ Hs(Rn−1) ∀j = 1, . . . , N},

‖u‖Hs(Γ) :=

N∑

j=1

‖(ψju)(gj(·, 0))‖Hs(Rn−1), gj := f
−1
j , (5.18)

where (ψju)(gj(·, 0)) is defined on Rn−1, extended to 0 in the set of all y′ ∈ Rn−1 such that
gj(y

′, 0) /∈ Kj, in which case one has ψj(gj(y
′, 0)) = 0.

In subsection 5.3 these spaces will be used for Γ = S
2. For Γ = S

n−1, the construction can
be more explicit and adapted to the spherical geometry. Given any δ ∈ (0, 1/4), we choose K0 as
the ball B1−δ(0) of center the origin and radius 1 − δ, and Kj = B2δ(pj), j = 1, . . . , N , where N
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is sufficiently large and the points pj ∈ Sn−1 are appropriately positioned to obtain the covering
property above. In this way one has

N∑

j=1

ψj(x) = 1 ∀x ∈ R
n, 1− δ ≤ |x| ≤ 1, (5.19)

namely (Kj)
N
j=1 covers the sphere Sn−1 and the closed annulus 1 − δ ≤ |x| ≤ 1, and (ψj)

N
j=1 is a

resolution of unity for Sn−1 and for the closed annulus.
The diffeomorphisms fj can be defined in several ways; here we choose a simple construction

that is convenient for the Hs,r(Rn+) norms, i.e., we essentially introduce local spherical coordinates
y, where the last coordinate yn gives the signed distance of the point x from Sn−1, and the
coordinates (y1, . . . , yn−1) = y′ determine the unit vector x/|x|, using the stereographical projection
of x from the origin to the hyperplane yn = −1. More precisely, we define fj as the composition
fj(x) := f(Rjx) of a rotation Rj of R

n mapping the center pj of the ball Kj into the “South Pole”
p0 := (0, . . . , 0,−1) with the function

f(x) :=
(

− x′

xn
, 1− |x|

)

, (5.20)

where x′ = (x1, . . . , xn−1). The function f is well defined and smooth in the half space {x ∈ Rn :
xn < 0}, bijective onto the half space {y ∈ Rn : yn < 1}, with inverse

g(y) := (1− yn)(1 + |y′|2)− 1
2 (y′,−1), (5.21)

because, if f(x) = y, then |x| = 1 − yn, x
′ = −xny′, whence (1 − yn)

2 = |x|2 = |x′|2 + x2n =
x2n(1 + |y′|2); for xn < 0, one obtains x = g(y). We also denote

gj(y) := R−1
j g(y). (5.22)

For δ < 1/2, the ball B2δ(p0) is contained in {x ∈ Rn : xn < 0}, therefore fj is well defined in the
ball Kj , with image Aj := fj(Kj) = f(B2δ(p0)) =: A0. One has fj(pj) = f(p0) = 0. The Jacobian
matrix satisfies Df(p0) = I and |Df(x) − I| ≤ Cδ for all x ∈ B2δ(p0), where I is the identity
matrix and C is a constant independent of δ. Hence, given any ε > 0, for N sufficiently large
and δ sufficiently small one has Dfj(pj) = Rj and |Dfj(x) − Dfj(pj)| ≤ ε for all x ∈ Kj . Note
that Dfj(pj) is the rotation matrix Rj , and not the identity matrix appearing in item (vii) above;
however, this gives the same result for the application to differential operators. By construction,
one has fj(B1 ∩Kj) = A0 ∩Rn+ and fj(S

n−1 ∩Kj) = A0 ∩ Rn0 .
If two balls Kj ,Kℓ have nonempty intersection, for x ∈ Kj ∩ Kℓ one has fj(x) ∈ fj(Kj ∩

Kℓ) ⊆ fj(Kj) = A0 and fℓ(x) ∈ fℓ(Kj ∩ Kℓ) ⊆ A0. If, in addition, x ∈ B1 ∩ Kj ∩ Kℓ, then
fj(x) ∈ Rn+ ∩ fj(Kj ∩Kℓ) ⊆ Rn+ ∩ A0 and fℓ(x) ∈ Rn+ ∩ fℓ(Kj ∩Kℓ) ⊆ Rn+ ∩ A0. The transition
map

fℓ ◦ gj = fℓ ◦ f−1
j : fj(Kj ∩Kℓ) → fℓ(Kj ∩Kℓ)

can be explicitly calculated using (5.20), (5.21) and the basic property |RℓR−1
j x| = |x| of rotation

matrices. We find that

fℓ ◦ gj(y) = (Tℓj(y
′), yn), Tℓj(y

′) = −
[RℓR

−1
j (y′,−1)]′

[RℓR
−1
j (y′,−1)]n

(5.23)

for all y = (y′, yn) in the domain fj(Kj ∩ Kℓ) of fℓ ◦ gj. Formula (5.23) shows the remarkable
property that the transition map fℓ ◦ gj does not move the last variable yn, and it acts on y′ as a
function independent of yn.

To estimate the Hs,r(Rn+) norms of products and compositions of functions, it is convenient to
extend f, g and fℓ ◦ gj outside their original domains. The first order Taylor expansion of f(x)
around p0 is x− p0; therefore we define

f̃(x) := x− p0 + ϕδ(x− p0)(f(x) − x+ p0) ∀x ∈ R
n, (5.24)
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where ϕδ(x − p0) := ϕ( |x−p0|2δ ) for some cut-off function ϕ ∈ C∞(R) such that ϕ(t) = 1 for t ≤ 1,
ϕ(t) = 0 for t ≥ 2, and 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1. Taking δ sufficiently small, the function f̃ is a diffeomorphism
of Rn because |Df̃(x)− I| ≤ 1/2 for all x ∈ Rn. Also, f̃ = f in B2δ(p0). We define g̃ as the inverse
of f̃ in (5.24). We also define f̃j := f̃ ◦ Rj and g̃j as its inverse function.

Concerning the transition map, of course f̃ℓ ◦ g̃j is an extension of (5.23); however, it is con-
venient to introduce another, more explicit extension, preserving the property of not moving yn
and acting on y′ independently on yn. The affine function y′ 7→ RℓR

−1
j (y′,−1) = RℓR

−1
j (0,−1) +

RℓR
−1
j (y′, 0) is defined for all y′ ∈ Rn−1, and its value at y′ = 0 is

RℓR
−1
j (0,−1) = RℓR

−1
j p0 = Rℓpj = Rℓpℓ + Rℓ(pj − pℓ) = p0 + Rℓ(pj − pℓ), (5.25)

with |Rℓ(pj−pℓ)| = |pj−pℓ| < 4δ because pj , pℓ are the centers of the two intersecting balls Kj ,Kℓ

of radius 2δ. We write the rotation matrix RℓR
−1
j as

(
A b

c d

)
, where A is an (n− 1)× (n− 1) matrix,

b is a column with n− 1 components, c is a row with n− 1 components, and d is a scalar. Thus

Ay′ = [RℓR
−1
j (y′, 0)]′, b = [RℓR

−1
j (0, 1)]′ = −[Rℓ(pj − pℓ)]

′,

cy′ = [RℓR
−1
j (y′, 0)]n, d = [RℓR

−1
j (0, 1)]n = 1− [Rℓ(pj − pℓ)]n (5.26)

for all y′ ∈ Rn−1, where we have used (5.25) and the fact that p′0 = 0, (p0)n = −1. Hence Tℓj(y
′)

in (5.23) becomes

Tℓj(y
′) =

−b+ Ay′

d− cy′
. (5.27)

Lemma 5.3. Let δ < 1/8. Then the scalar d and the matrix Ad− bc are invertible, one has

|d− 1| < 4δ, |c| = |b| < 4δ, |(Ad− bc)−1y′| ≤ λ|y′| ∀y′ ∈ R
n−1, λ := d−1, (5.28)

and, for all |y′| ≤ 1, one has the converging Taylor expansion

−b+ Ay′

d− cy′
= −λb+ λ2(Ad− bc)y′(1 + S(y′)), S(y′) :=

∞∑

m=1

(λcy′)m. (5.29)

Proof. By (5.26), the vector (b, d − 1) is the opposite of Rℓ(pj − pℓ), and its norm is |(b, d − 1)|
= |Rℓ(pj − pℓ)| = |pj − pℓ| < 4δ. This gives the bound for |b|, |d − 1| in (5.28). Since RℓR

−1
j is a

rotation matrix, all its columns and rows have unitary norm. In particular, taking the nth row
and nth column, one has |b|2 + d2 = 1 and |c|2 + d2 = 1, whence |c| = |b|.

To study the matrix Ad− bc, we observe that

(
A b

c d

)(
dI ′ 0
−c 1

)

=

(
Ad− bc b

0 d

)

, (5.30)

where I ′ is the (n− 1)× (n− 1) identity matrix. The first matrix in (5.30) is the rotation RℓR
−1
j ,

whose determinant is 1, while the determinant of the second matrix is dn−1. Hence the determinant
of the third matrix in (5.30) is dn−1, which is nonzero, and this is also the product of d with the
determinant of Ad− bc. This proves that the matrix Ad− bc is invertible.

Now let z′ ∈ Rn−1. We consider the product of (5.30) with the vector (z′, 0), and we calculate
its norm. The matrix in the RHS of (5.30) times the vector (z′, 0) gives ((Ad − bc)z′, 0), whose
norm is |(Ad− bc)z′|. The matrix product in the LHS of (5.30) times the same vector (z′, 0) gives
RℓR

−1
j (dz′,−cz′), whose norm is equal to the norm of (dz′,−cz′), which is ≥ d|z′|. This proves

that |(Ad − bc)z′| ≥ d|z′| for all z′ ∈ Rn−1. Since Ad − bc is invertible, taking z′ = (Ad− bc)−1y′

gives the third inequality of (5.28).
Formula (5.29) is obtained by writing (d − cy′)−1 = λ(1 − λcy′)−1 as a power series, which

converges for λ|cy′| < 1. One has λ ≤ (1 − 4δ)−1 < 2 and |c| < 4δ, whence λ|cy′| < 8δ < 1 for all
|y′| ≤ 1.
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We define

T̃ℓj(y
′) := −λb+ λ2(Ad− bc)y′

(
1 + ϕδ(y

′)S(y′)
)
, ϕδ(y

′) := ϕ
( |y′|
4δ

)

, (5.31)

where ϕ ∈ C∞(R) is a smooth cut-off function such that ϕ(t) = 1 for t ≤ 1, ϕ(t) = 0 for t ≥ 2,
and 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1. Hence T̃ℓj = Tℓj where ϕδ = 1, i.e., in the ball |y′| ≤ 4δ. Since δ < 1/4, the set
A0 = f(B2δ(p0)) is contained in the ball |y| < 4δ, and

(T̃ℓj(y
′), yn) = (Tℓj(y

′), yn) = fℓ(gj(y)) ∀y = (y′, yn) ∈ A0. (5.32)

Lemma 5.4. There exists a universal constant δ0 ∈ (0, 1/8) such that, for 0 < δ ≤ δ0, if Kj∩Kℓ 6=
∅, then the map T̃ℓj in (5.31) is a C∞ diffeomorphism of Rn−1 that coincides with Tℓj in (5.23) in
the ball |y′| ≤ 4δ, and coincides in |y′| ≥ 8δ with the affine map y′ 7→ −λb+ λ2(Ad− bc)y′.

Proof. Let us prove that T̃ℓj is a bijection of Rn−1. Given x′ ∈ Rn−1, one has T̃ℓj(y
′) = x′ if and

only if y′ = Φ(y′), where Φ(y′) := λ−2(Ad− bc)−1(x′ + λb)− y′ϕδ(y
′)S(y′). The Jacobian matrix

DΦ(y′) vanishes for |y′| ≥ 8δ, and, for δ < 1/16, one has

|DΦ(y′)z′| ≤ Cδ|z′| ∀y′, z′ ∈ R
n−1,

where the constant C depends only on ‖ϕ′‖L∞(R); we can assume that, say, ‖ϕ′‖L∞(R) ≤ 10, so
that C is a universal constant. Hence, for Cδ ≤ 1/2, Φ is a contraction mapping on Rn−1, and it
has a unique fixed point. This proves that T̃ℓj is a bijection of Rn−1. The C∞ regularity of T̃ℓj
and of its inverse map T̃−1

ℓj follows from a standard implicit function argument.

Now that Sobolev spaces on domains are defined, we recall and/or prove some useful properties.

Lemma 5.5. Let r ≥ 0 be any real number, let s = 0 or s = 1, and let u ∈ Hs+1,r(Rn+). Then

‖u‖Hs+1,r(Rn
+
) ≤ C‖∆u‖Hs−1,r(Rn

+
) + Cr+1‖∆u‖Hs−1,0(Rn

+
) + C‖u(·, 0)‖

H
s+1

2
+r(Rn−1)

+ Cr+1‖u(·, 0)‖
H

s+1
2 (Rn−1)

+ Cr+1‖u‖Hs,0(Rn
+
) (5.33)

where C > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof. See the Appendix.

Remark 5.6. The constant C in (5.33) is universal because we estimate the Hs+1,r(Rn+) norm of
u only in the cases s = 0 and s = 1; in general, for s arbitrarily varying in N0, the constant C
would depend on s in a nontrivial way, related to the operator norm of the extension operators
involved in the proof. Here, however, we are only interested in high (and possibly non integer)
Sobolev regularity with respect to the variable x′, corresponding to tangential directions, and in
one or two derivatives with respect to the variable xn, corresponding to the normal direction.

Lemma 5.7. On Rn and Rn+ one has the following properties.
(i) Density. For s, r ∈ R, the Schwartz class S(Rn) is dense in Hs,r(Rn), and the set S(Rn+) :=

{f |Rn
+
: f ∈ S(Rn)} of the restrictions to Rn+ of the Schwartz functions of Rn is dense in Hs,r(Rn+).

(ii) Embedding. Let s, r ∈ R, with s > 1/2, s + r > n/2. Then Hs,r(Rn) ⊂ L∞(Rn) and
Hs,r(Rn+) ⊂ L∞(Rn+), with

‖v‖L∞(Rn) ≤ Cs,r‖v‖Hs,r(Rn), ‖u‖L∞(Rn
+
) ≤ Cs,r‖u‖Hs,r(Rn

+
), (5.34)

for all v ∈ Hs,r(Rn), all u ∈ Hs,r(Rn+), where the constant Cs,r depends on s, r.
(iii) Partial derivatives. The partial derivatives (in the sense of distributions) satisfy

‖∂xk
u‖Hs,r(Rn

+
) ≤ ‖u‖Hs,r+1(Rn

+
) ≤ ‖u‖Hs+1,r(Rn

+
), k = 1, . . . , n− 1, (5.35)

‖∂xn
u‖Hs,r(Rn

+
) ≤ ‖u‖Hs+1,r(Rn

+
), (5.36)
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for all u ∈ Hs+1,r(Rn+), for all s, r ∈ R.
(iv) Equivalent norms. For every real r ≥ 0, one has

‖u‖2H0,r(Rn
+
) =

∫ ∞

0

‖u(·, xn)‖2Hr(Rn−1) dxn ∀u ∈ H0,r(Rn+), (5.37)

1

2
‖u‖2H1,r(Rn

+
) ≤ ‖u‖2H0,r+1(Rn

+
) + ‖∂xn

u‖2H0,r(Rn
+
) ≤ ‖u‖2H1,r(Rn

+
) ∀u ∈ H1,r(Rn+). (5.38)

In particular, for r = 0,

‖u‖H0,0(Rn
+
) = ‖u‖L2(Rn

+
),

1

2
‖u‖2H1,0(Rn

+
) ≤

∑

|α|≤1

‖∂αx u‖2L2(Rn
+
) ≤ ‖u‖2H1,0(Rn

+
). (5.39)

(v) Trace. Let s, r ∈ R, with s > 1/2. On Rn, the trace operator

T : Hs,r(Rn) → Hs+r− 1
2 (Rn−1), u 7→ Tu = u(·, 0) (5.40)

is a well defined, bounded, linear operator, with

‖u(·, 0)‖
H

s+r− 1
2 (Rn−1)

≤ Cs‖u‖Hs,r(Rn) (5.41)

for all u ∈ Hs,r(Rn) (first defined on S(Rn), then extended to Hs,r(Rn) by density), where the
constant Cs depends on s and it is independent of r. On Rn+, for s = 1, r ∈ R, the trace operator

T : H1,r(Rn+) → Hr+ 1
2 (Rn−1), u 7→ Tu = u(·, 0) (5.42)

is a well defined, bounded, linear operator, with

‖u(·, 0)‖
H

r+1
2 (Rn−1)

≤ C‖u‖H1,r(Rn
+
) (5.43)

for all u ∈ H1,r(Rn+), where C =
√
2π.

(vi) Product estimate. Let r0, r ∈ R, with r0 + 1 > n/2 and r ≥ 0. One has

‖uv‖H1,r(Rn
+
) ≤ Cr0‖u‖H1,r0(Rn

+
)‖v‖H1,r(Rn

+
) + Cr‖u‖H1,r(Rn

+
)‖v‖H1,r0 (Rn

+
) (5.44)

for all u, v ∈ H1,r(Rn+)∩H1,r0(Rn+), where Cr0 depends on r0 and it is independent of r, while Cr
depends on r, r0, and it is an increasing function of r. For 0 ≤ r ≤ r0, one also has

‖uv‖H1,r(Rn
+
) ≤ Cr0‖u‖H1,r0(Rn

+)‖v‖H1,r(Rn
+
) (5.45)

for all u ∈ H1,r0(Rn+), v ∈ H1,r(Rn+). Estimates (5.44) and (5.45) can be written together as

‖uv‖H1,r(Rn
+
) ≤ Cr0‖u‖H1,r0(Rn

+
)‖v‖H1,r(Rn

+
) + (χr>r0)Cr‖u‖H1,r(Rn

+
)‖v‖H1,r0 (Rn

+
), (5.46)

where (χr>r0) = 1 if r > r0, (χr>r0) = 0 if r ≤ r0, Cr is increasing in r, and Cr0 does not depend
on r. The same estimates also hold with Rn+ replaced by Rn.

(vii) Multiplication by bounded functions with bounded derivatives. One has

‖fu‖H0,r(Rn
+
) ≤ 2‖f‖L∞(Rn

+
)‖u‖H0,r(Rn

+
) + Cr‖f‖W 0,b,∞(Rn

+
)‖u‖H0,0(Rn

+
) (5.47)

for all f ∈W 0,b,∞(Rn), u ∈ H0,r(Rn+), r ≥ 0 real, where b is the smallest integer such that b ≥ r,

‖f‖W 0,b,∞(Rn
+
) := ess sup

xn∈(0,∞)

‖f(·, xn)‖W b,∞(Rn−1), (5.48)

W 0,b,∞(Rn+) is the space of functions whose norm (5.48) is finite, and Cr is increasing in r. Also,

‖fu‖H1,r(Rn
+
) ≤ C0‖f‖W 1,∞(Rn

+
)‖u‖H1,r(Rn

+
) + Cr‖f‖W 1,b,∞(Rn

+
)‖u‖H1,0(Rn

+
) (5.49)
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for all u ∈ H1,r(Rn+), all f ∈W 0,b,∞(Rn+) with ∂xn
f ∈W 0,b,∞(Rn+), where

‖f‖W 1,b,∞(Rn
+
) := ‖f‖W 0,b+1,∞(Rn

+
) + ‖∂xn

f‖W 0,b,∞(Rn
+
) (5.50)

and W 1,b,∞(Rn+) is the space of functions whose norm (5.50) is finite.
(viii) Composition with functions of x′. Let s ∈ {0, 1}, r ≥ 0 real, r0 > (n − 1)/2. Let

f : Rn−1 → Rn−1, f(x′) = a + Ax′ + g(x′) be a diffeomorphisms of Rn−1, with a ∈ Rn−1,
A ∈ Mat(n−1)×(n−1)(R), g ∈ Hr+1+r0+s(Rn−1). One has

‖x 7→ u(f(x′), xn)‖Hs,r(Rn
+
) ≤ Cr,f (‖u‖Hs,r(Rn

+
) + ‖g‖H1+r0+r+s(Rn−1)‖u‖Hs,0(Rn

+
)) (5.51)

for all u ∈ Hs,r(Rn+), where Cr,f depends on r, |A|, ‖g‖H1+r0(Rn−1), and it is increasing in r.

Proof. See the Appendix.

The next lemma deals with Sobolev spaces Hs(Sd) on the sphere.

Lemma 5.8. The Sobolev spaces Hs(Sd) defined in (5.18) with Γ = Sd, d = n − 1, satisfy the
following properties.

(i) Interpolation inequality. Let s0, s1 ∈ R, s = s0(1− ϑ) + s1ϑ, 0 < ϑ < 1. Then

‖u‖Hs(Sd) ≤ ‖u‖1−ϑ
Hs0(Sd)

‖u‖ϑHs1(Sd) (5.52)

for all u ∈ Hs1(Sd).
(ii) Product estimate. Let s, s0 ∈ R, with s ≥ 0 and s0 > d/2. Then

‖uv‖Hs(Sd) ≤ Cs0‖u‖Hs0(Sd)‖v‖Hs(Sd) + (χs>s0)Cs‖u‖Hs(Sd)‖v‖Hs0 (Sd), (5.53)

where (χs>s0) = 1 if s > s0, (χs>s0) = 0 if s ≤ s0, the constant Cs0 depends on s0 and it is
independent of s, while Cs depends on s, s0 and it is increasing in s.

(iii) Power estimate. Let s, s0 be as in (ii). Then

‖um‖Hs(Sd) ≤ (Cs0‖u‖Hs0(Sd))
m−1‖u‖Hs(Sd)

+ (χs>s0 )(m− 1)Cs(Cs0‖u‖Hs0(Sd))
m−2‖u‖Hs0(Sd)‖u‖Hs(Sd) (5.54)

for all integers m ≥ 2, where Cs0 , Cs are the constants in (ii).
(iv) Tangential gradient. Let s ∈ R, with s ≥ 0. Then

‖∇Sdu‖Hs(Sd) ≤ C0‖u‖Hs+1(Sd) + Cs‖u‖H1(Sd), (5.55)

with C0 independent of s and Cs increasing in s.
(v) Embedding. Let s0 ∈ R, with s0 > d/2. Then

‖u‖L∞(Sd) ≤ Cs0‖u‖Hs0(Sd). (5.56)

Proof. See the Appendix.

5.3 Estimates in higher norms

In subsection 5.1, see Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 5.2, we have studied the low norm of the solution
Φ̃ of problem (3.13) expanded as power series Φ̃ = u =

∑
un, with un defined in (5.3), (5.4). Now

in this subsection we study the higher Sobolev tangential regularity of u and 〈x,∇u〉 on S2. To this
aim, we use partitions of unity, local rectifications, smooth cut-off functions, and Sobolev spaces
Hs(S2) and Hs,r(R3

+) defined in subsection 5.2, studying the functions un only at points of B1

sufficiently close to the boundary S2.
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Remark 5.9. In general, the function E0h (appearing in the definition (5.4) of un for n ≥ 1) is
not in H2(B1) even if h is C∞ on S

2, because of the singularity of homogeneous functions at the
origin: at any point x = ry with 0 < r < 1 and y ∈ S2, one has ∂αx (E0h)(x) = r−2∂αx (E0h)(y) for
all multi-indices |α| = 2, and the L2(B1) integrability of second order partial derivatives is lost.
For this reason, to study higher Sobolev regularity we only consider points of B1 sufficiently close
to the boundary S2. See also the related discussion in Remark 4.8.

Let δ,Kj, ψj , fj, f, g, Rj, gj, pj , A0, p0,R
3
+,R

3
0 be as in subsection 5.2. We decompose the annulus

1−δ < |x| < 1−(δ/2) into a sequence of annuli ρk+1 < |x| < ρk, where ρ0 = 1−(δ/2), the sequence
(ρk) is decreasing and it converges to 1 − δ, and for each annulus we introduce a smooth, radial
cut-off function ζk in the following way. Let ϕ ∈ C∞(R,R) with ϕ = 0 on (−∞, 0], ϕ = 1 on
[1,∞), and 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1. We define

ρk := 1− δ

2

k∑

ℓ=0

1

2ℓ
, ζk(x) := ϕ

( |x| − ρk+1

ρk − ρk+1

)

∀x ∈ R
3, k ∈ N0. (5.57)

Thus ζk(x) = 0 for |x| ≤ ρk+1, ζk(x) = 1 for |x| ≥ ρk, and

|ζk(x)| ≤ 1, |∂αx ζk(x)| ≤ Cα2
k|α| ∀x ∈ R

3, k ∈ N0, α ∈ N
3
0, (5.58)

where the constant Cα depends on the length |α| of the multi-index α (and also on ϕ and δ, which
we consider as fixed). We note that ζk+1 = 1 where ζk 6= 0, i.e.,

ζk+1 = 1 on supp(ζk), ∀k ∈ N0. (5.59)

We also define

ζ∗(x) := ϕ
( |x| − 1 + 2δ

δ

)

∀x ∈ R
3, (5.60)

and we note that ζ∗(x) = 0 for |x| ≤ 1 − 2δ, ζ∗(x) = 1 for |x| ≥ 1 − δ, and, in particular, ζ∗ = 1
on the support of ζk, for all k ∈ N0.

For s ∈ {0, 1, 2}, r ∈ R, k ∈ N0, for any function f , we denote

‖f‖Xs,r

k
:=

N∑

j=1

‖(fζkψj) ◦ gj‖Hs,r(R3
+
). (5.61)

Before studying the norm (5.61) of un for general r, we consider the case of low norm r = 0, which
is directly related to Lemma 5.1. For notation convenience, we define gn also for n = 0 by setting
g0 := 0.

Lemma 5.10. The functions un, gn defined in (5.3), (5.4), (5.5) satisfy

‖un‖X1,0

k
≤ C02

kµzn, ‖gn‖X0,0

k
≤ µzn (5.62)

for all n, k ∈ N0, where
µ := ‖ψ‖

H
1
2 (S2)

, z := (1 + C)2τ, (5.63)

C0 does not depend on n, k, h, ψ, and C, τ are given by Lemma 5.1.

Proof. For j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, the function ψj ◦ gj vanishes in R3
+ \ A0, and, by (5.58), the function

akj := (ζkψj) ◦ gj satisfies

‖akj‖L∞(R3
+
) ≤ 1, ‖∂αy akj‖L∞(R3

+
) ≤ Cα2

k|α| (5.64)
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for all α ∈ N3
0. Hence, by (5.39),

‖(unζkψj) ◦ gj‖H1,0(R3
+
) ≤ 2

∑

|α|≤1

‖∂αy {(unζkψj) ◦ gj}‖L2(R3
+
)

= 2
∑

|α|≤1

‖∂αy {(unζkψj) ◦ gj}‖L2(A0∩R3
+
)

≤ 2
∑

|α|≤1

‖∂αy (un ◦ gj)‖L2(A0∩R3
+
) + C12

k‖un ◦ gj‖L2(A0∩R3
+
)

≤ C0

∑

|β|≤1

‖∂βxun‖L2(Kj∩B1) + C02
k‖un‖L2(Kj∩B1),

for some constants C1, C0 independent of n, k, h, ψ; in the last inequality we have used the fact
that gj is a diffeomorphism of A0 ∩R

3
+ onto Kj ∩B1. Taking the sum over j = 1, . . . , N and using

(5.7), we obtain the first inequality in (5.62). The second inequality in (5.62) is proved similarly,
using (5.39), (5.9), (5.10); there is no factor 2k because the derivatives of ζk are not involved.

Lemma 5.11. For all k ∈ N0, n ∈ N, the functions un, gn defined in (5.4), (5.5) satisfy

‖un‖X2,0

k
≤ C02

3kµzn + C0‖gn‖X1,0

k
, (5.65)

where µ, z are defined in (5.63). For 0 ≤ b− 1 < r ≤ b, with b integer and r real, one has

‖un‖X2,r

k
≤ C0‖gn‖X1,r

k
+ Cr‖gn‖X1,0

k
+ Cr,kµz

n + Cr,k

( b−1∑

ℓ=1

‖gn‖X1,r−ℓ

k+ℓ

+ ‖gn‖X1,0

k+b

)

, (5.66)

where Cr depends on r, Cr,k depends on r, k, both Cr and Cr,k are increasing functions of r, and
C0 is independent of r, k.

Proof. Let j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, and consider the diffeomorphism fj : B1∩Kj → A0∩R3
+ and its inverse

gj. Since −∆un = div gn, taking test functions in C∞
c (B1 ∩Kj), recalling the transformation rule

for the gradient

(∇un) ◦ gj(y) = [Dgj(y)]
−T∇(un ◦ gj)(y), y ∈ A0 ∩ R

3
+, (5.67)

and following the same kind of calculations leading to (3.14), (3.13), one finds that

− div{P∇(un ◦ gj)} = div{(detDgj)(Dgj)
−1(gn ◦ gj)} in A0 ∩ R

3
+, (5.68)

where

P(y) := p(y)Q(y), p(y) := det(Dgj(y)) = det(Dg(y)), (5.69)

Q(y) := [Dgj(y)]
−1[Dgj(y)]

−T = [Dg(y)]−1[Dg(y)]−T (5.70)

in A0 ∩R
3
+. The last identities in (5.69) and (5.70) hold because gj = R

−1
j ◦ g and Rj is a rotation.

By (5.21), in A0 one has

Q(y) =





(1 + y21)q(y) y1y2q(y) 0
y1y2q(y) (1 + y22)q(y) 0

0 0 1



, q(y) :=
1 + y21 + y22
(1− y3)2

, p(y) =
(1− y3)

2

(1 + y21 + y22)
3
2

. (5.71)

Since the (3, 3) entry of the matrix Q is 1, and since derivatives with respect to y3 play a separate
role, it is convenient to work with Q instead of P. Dividing by p, (5.68) becomes

− div{Q∇(un ◦ gj)} = p−1〈∇p, Q∇(un ◦ gj)〉+ p−1 div{p(Dgj)
−1(gn ◦ gj)} in A0 ∩ R

3
+. (5.72)
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Given any two functions v, a, one has

div(Q∇(va)) = a div(Q∇v) + 2〈Q∇a,∇v〉+ v div(Q∇a). (5.73)

At the point y = 0, one has Dg(0) = I (identity matrix), whence Q(0) = I, p(0) = 1. To take
advantage of the fact that Q(y) is close to Q(0) = I for y close to 0, we decompose Q in the l.h.s. of
(5.73) as the sum I + (Q− I), and (5.73) becomes

∆(va) = div{(I − Q)∇(va)} + a div(Q∇v) + 2〈Q∇a,∇v〉+ v div(Q∇a). (5.74)

For k ∈ N0, applying (5.74) with v = un ◦ gj , a = (ζkψj) ◦ gj, and using (5.72) to substitute the
second term in the r.h.s. of (5.74), we get

∆wnkj = div{(I − Q)∇wnkj} − akjp
−1〈∇p, Q∇vnj〉 − akjp

−1 div{p(Dgj)
−1(gn ◦ gj)}

+ 2〈Q∇akj ,∇vnj〉+ vnj div(Q∇akj) (5.75)

in A0 ∩ R
3
+, where

vnj := un ◦ gj , akj := (ζkψj) ◦ gj , wnkj := akjvnj = (unζkψj) ◦ gj. (5.76)

Since ψj is compactly supported in Kj, the support of ψj ◦ gj is a compact set contained in A0.
Since ψj ◦ gj appears in every term of (5.75), identity (5.75) holds in the whole half-space R3

+ (it
becomes “0 = 0” in R3

+ \A0), where wnkj is extended to R3
+ by setting wnkj = 0 in R3

+ \A0, and
Q, p in (5.70), (5.69) are defined in R

3 if we replace g with its extension g̃ = f̃−1, see (5.24); with a
little abuse of notation, we denote the extensions without changing letters. Note that, by (5.24),
one has f̃(x) = x− p0 for all x outside the ball B4δ(p0), and therefore p = 1, Q = I outside the set
f(B4δ(p0)), which is a neighborhood of A0 = f(B2δ(p0)).

Since un ∈ H1
0 (B1), since ζk, ψj are smooth, and ψj is compactly supported in Kj, one has

wnkj ∈ H1
0 (R

3
+). (5.77)

Then, by Lemma 5.5, for every real r ≥ 0 one has

‖wnkj‖H2,r(R3
+
) ≤ C‖∆wnkj‖H0,r(R3

+
) + Cr+1‖∆wnkj‖L2(R3

+
) + Cr+1‖wnkj‖H1(R3

+
), (5.78)

where C > 0 is the universal constant in (5.33), and ∆wnkj is given by (5.75). Now we estimate
each term in the right-hand side of (5.75).

First term. By (5.71), the third column and the third row of the matrix (I − Q(y)) vanish in
A0∩R3

+, and div{(I−Q)∇wnkj} is the sum of terms of the form ∂yi(c(y)∂yℓwnkj) with i, ℓ ∈ {1, 2},
without derivatives of wnkj with respect to y3. Hence, by (5.35) and (5.47), one has

‖ div{(I − Q)∇wnkj}‖H0,r(R3
+
) ≤ C0‖I − Q‖L∞(R3

+
)‖wnkj‖H0,r+2(R3

+
)

+ Cr‖I − Q‖W 0,b,∞(R3
+
)‖wnkj‖H0,1(R3

+
),

where C0, Cr, b are given by the application of (5.47). As explained in Section 5.2, given any ε > 0,
the radius 2δ of the balls K1, . . . ,KN can be chosen sufficiently small to have C0‖I−Q‖L∞(R3

+
) ≤ ε;

note that such a δ is independent on r. Hence

‖ div{(I − Q)∇wnkj}‖H0,r(R3
+
) ≤ ε‖wnkj‖H0,r+2(R3

+
) + Cr‖wnkj‖H0,1(R3

+
), (5.79)

where Cr is another constant depending on r, increasing in r, which incorporates the factor ‖I −
Q‖W 0,b,∞(R3

+
).

Second term. By (5.76), (5.59) and (5.19), the second term in the r.h.s. of (5.75) is

akjp
−1〈∇p, Q∇vnj〉 =

∑

ℓ∈Aj

akjp
−1〈∇p, Q∇{(unζk+1ψℓ) ◦ gj}〉, (5.80)
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where Aj := {ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , N} : Kℓ∩Kj 6= ∅}. Identity (5.80) holds because, by (5.59), ζk+1 ◦gj = 1
in the support of ζk ◦ gj , by (5.19), and because, if the balls Kℓ,Kj are disjoint, then ψℓ ◦ gj = 0
in the support of ψj ◦ gj . Moreover, for every ℓ ∈ Aj , one has

(unζk+1ψℓ) ◦ gj = (unζk+1ψℓ) ◦ gℓ ◦ fℓ ◦ gj = wn,k+1,ℓ ◦ (fℓ ◦ gj), (5.81)

where wn,k+1,ℓ is defined as in (5.76), and the transition map fℓ ◦ gj in A0 is given by formula
(5.23). We consider the extension of the transition map to R3

+ given in (5.31), (5.32). By Lemma
5.4, the function T̃ℓj is a diffeomorphism of R2, and it is the sum of an affine map and a smooth
function with compact support. Hence, by the composition estimate (5.51), we get

‖wn,k+1,ℓ ◦ (fℓ ◦ gj)‖H1,r(R3
+
) ≤ Cr‖wn,k+1,ℓ‖H1,r(R3

+
), (5.82)

where the constant Cr is increasing in r. Concerning akj , one has estimate (5.64). Also, by (5.57),
ζk(gj(y)) depends only on |gj(y)|; moreover gj(y) = R−1

j g(y), and |gj(y)| = |g(y)| = 1−y3 by (5.21).
Hence ζk ◦ gj depends only on y3, and not on y1, y2, so that ∂αy {(ζkψj) ◦ gj} = (ζk ◦ gj)∂αy (ψj ◦ gj)
for all multi-indices α = (α1, α2, 0). As a consequence, by (5.76) and (5.48) one has

‖akj‖W 0,b,∞(R3
+
) = ‖(ζkψj) ◦ gj‖W 0,b,∞(R3

+
) ≤ ‖ψj ◦ gj‖W 0,b,∞(R3

+
) ≤ Cr (5.83)

for some constant Cr dependent on r, increasing in r (in fact, Cr depends on b). By (5.47), (5.81),
(5.82), (5.64), (5.83), each term of the sum in the r.h.s. of (5.80) satisfies

‖akjp−1〈∇p, Q∇{(unζk+1ψℓ) ◦ gj}〉‖H0,r(R3
+
) ≤ Cr‖wn,k+1,ℓ‖H1,r(R3

+
). (5.84)

The sum of (5.84) over ℓ ∈ Aj gives an estimate of the second term in the r.h.s. of (5.75).
Third term. We write the third term in the r.h.s. of (5.75) as

akjp
−1 div{p(Dgj)

−1(gn ◦ gj)} = p−1 div{p(Dgj)
−1γnkj} − 〈(Dgj)

−1(gn ◦ gj),∇akj〉, (5.85)

where
γnkj := akj(gn ◦ gj) = (gnζkψj) ◦ gj. (5.86)

By (5.47), (5.35), (5.36), (5.49), the first term in the r.h.s. of (5.85) satisfies

‖p−1 div{p(Dgj)
−1γnkj}‖H0,r(R3

+
) ≤ C0‖γnkj‖H1,r(R3

+
) + Cr‖γnkj‖H1,0(R3

+
). (5.87)

Using (5.76), (5.59) and (5.19) as in (5.80), and using the identity gj = gℓ ◦ fℓ ◦ gj as in (5.81), we
write the last term of (5.85) as

〈(Dgj)
−1(gn ◦ gj),∇akj〉 =

∑

ℓ∈Aj

〈(Dgj)
−1((gnζk+1ψℓ) ◦ gj),∇akj〉

=
∑

ℓ∈Aj

〈(Dgj)
−1(γn,k+1,ℓ ◦ (fℓ ◦ gj)),∇akj〉, (5.88)

where γn,k+1,ℓ is defined as in (5.86). Hence, using (5.47), (5.64), (5.83), and Lemma 5.4 and (5.51)
for the composition with the transition map fℓ ◦gj, one proves that each term of the sum in (5.88)
satisfies

‖〈(Dgj)
−1(γn,k+1,ℓ ◦ (fℓ ◦ gj)),∇akj〉‖H0,r(R3

+
) ≤ Cr2

k‖γn,k+1,ℓ‖H0,r(R3
+
). (5.89)

The constant Cr in (5.89) depends on r because we have estimated a composition; the factor 2k

is due to the presence of the first derivative ∂y3(ζk+1 ◦ gj). From (5.87) and (5.89) we obtain an
estimate for (5.85).

Fourth and fifth term. Proceeding as in (5.80)-(5.84), one proves that the fourth and fifth term
in (5.75) are the sum over ℓ ∈ Aj of terms satisfying the same bound (5.84), but with Cr2

2k instead
of Cr. The factor 22k is due to the presence of the second derivative of ζk+1 with respect to y3.
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Estimate of u. By (5.75), (5.79), (5.84), (5.87), (5.89), and (5.84) with factor 22k, one has

‖∆wnkj‖H0,r(R3
+
) ≤ ε‖wnkj‖H0,r+2(R3

+
) + Cr‖wnkj‖H1,0(R3

+
) + Cr2

2k
∑

ℓ∈Aj

‖wn,k+1,ℓ‖H1,r(R3
+
)

+ C0‖γnkj‖H1,r(R3
+
) + Cr‖γnkj‖H1,0(R3

+
) + Cr2

k
∑

ℓ∈Aj

‖γn,k+1,ℓ‖H0,r(R3
+
). (5.90)

By (5.78), (5.90) and (5.90)|r=0, we get

‖wnkj‖H2,r(R3
+
) ≤ εC0‖wnkj‖H0,r+2(R3

+
) + εCr‖wnkj‖H0,2(R3

+
) + Cr‖wnkj‖H1,0(R3

+
)

+ Cr2
2k

∑

ℓ∈Aj

‖wn,k+1,ℓ‖H1,r(R3
+
) + C0‖γnkj‖H1,r(R3

+
) + Cr‖γnkj‖H1,0(R3

+
)

+ Cr2
k
∑

ℓ∈Aj

‖γn,k+1,ℓ‖H0,r(R3
+
) (5.91)

for some C0, Cr (possibly different than above). Recalling definitions (5.76), (5.86) of wnkj , γnkj ,
taking the sum of (5.91) over j = 1, . . . , N , and using notation (5.61), we obtain

‖un‖X2,r

k
≤ εa0‖un‖X0,r+2

k
+ εbr‖un‖X0,2

k
+ Cr‖un‖X1,0

k
+ Cr2

2k‖un‖X1,r

k+1

+ C0‖gn‖X1,r

k
+ Cr‖gn‖X1,0

k
+ Cr2

k‖gn‖X0,r

k+1

, (5.92)

where we have denoted by a0 and br the constants appearing with the factor ε; also, br, Cr are
increasing functions of r. For r = 0, (5.92) becomes

‖un‖X2,0

k
≤ ε(a0 + b0)‖un‖X0,2

k
+ C0‖un‖X1,0

k
+ C02

2k‖un‖X1,0

k+1

+ 2C0‖gn‖X1,0

k
+ C02

k‖gn‖X0,0

k+1

. (5.93)

Since ‖un‖X0,2

k
≤ ‖un‖X2,0

k
, we fix ε (and therefore the half-radius δ of the balls Kj and their

cardinality N) such that ε(a0 + b0) ≤ 1/2, so that the first term in the r.h.s. of (5.93) can be
absorbed by the l.h.s. of (5.93). The second, the third and the fifth term in the r.h.s. of (5.93) are
estimated by (5.62), and we get (5.65). Note that ε, δ,N do not depend on r, j, k.

Since a0ε ≤ 1/2 and ‖ · ‖H0,r+2(R3
+
) ≤ ‖ · ‖H2,r(R3

+
), the first term in the r.h.s. of (5.92) can be

absorbed by the l.h.s. of (5.92). Also, we use (5.65) to estimate the second term in the r.h.s. of
(5.92), and we use (5.62) to estimate the third one. Thus,

‖un‖X2,r

k
≤ Cr2

3kµzn + Cr2
2k‖un‖X1,r

k+1

+ Cr‖gn‖X1,0

k
+ C0‖gn‖X1,r

k
+ Cr2

k‖gn‖X0,r

k+1

. (5.94)

For r = 0, (5.94), (5.62) give (5.65). For 0 < r ≤ 1, we consider (5.94), we use the fact that

‖un‖X1,r

k+1

≤ ‖un‖X1,1

k+1

≤ ‖un‖X2,0

k+1

, ‖gn‖X0,r

k+1

≤ ‖gn‖X0,1

k+1

≤ ‖gn‖X1,0

k+1

,

and we apply (5.65) (with k + 1 instead of k) to bound ‖u‖X2,0

k+1

; in this way we obtain

‖un‖X2,r

k
≤ Cr,kµz

n + Cr,k‖gn‖X1,0

k+1

+ C0‖gn‖X1,r

k
+ Cr‖gn‖X1,0

k
, 0 < r ≤ 1. (5.95)

Now we prove (5.66) by induction on b. For b = 1, (5.66) is (5.95). Assume that (5.66) is proved
for some integer b ∈ N, and let b < r ≤ b+1. Apply (5.94), use the inequality ‖u‖X1,r

k+1

≤ ‖u‖
X

2,r−1

k+1

and use the induction assumption (5.66) (with r − 1, k + 1 instead of r, k) to estimate ‖u‖
X

2,r−1

k+1

.

This gives (5.66) with b + 1 instead of b (and constants Cr,k possibly different than those of the
induction assumption). Note that the constant C0 in (5.66) is not changed by the induction step.
Hence (5.66) holds for all integers b ≥ 1.

In the next lemma we estimate the norm (5.61) of u0, which was not included in Lemma 5.11.
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Lemma 5.12. For k ∈ N0, u0 in (5.3) satisfies

‖u0‖X2,0

k
≤ C0‖ψ‖

H
3
2 (S2)

+ C02
3k‖ψ‖

H
1
2 (S2)

≤ Ck‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

. (5.96)

For 0 ≤ b− 1 < r ≤ b, with b integer and r real, one has

‖u0‖X2,r

k
≤ C0‖ψ‖

H
r+3

2 (S2)
+ Cr,k

( b−1∑

ℓ=1

‖ψ‖
H

r+3
2
−ℓ(S2)

+ ‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

)

(5.97)

≤ C′
0‖ψ‖Hr+3

2 (S2)
+ C′

r,k‖ψ‖H 3
2 (S2)

, (5.98)

where C′
0 = 1+C0, C0 is independent of r, k, while Cr,k, C

′
r,k depend on r, k, and they are increasing

functions of r.

Proof. We closely follow the proof of Lemma 5.11. Since u0 solves (5.3), the function w0kj (defined
as in (5.76)) satisfies (5.75) with g0 = 0, that is, without the third term in the r.h.s., and

w0kj ∈ H1(R3
+), w0kj = (ψψj) ◦ gj on R

2 × {0} (5.99)

instead of (5.77) (note that ζk ◦ gj(·, 0) = 1 for all k ∈ N0). Applying Lemma 5.5 gives

‖w0kj‖H2,r(R3
+) ≤ C‖∆w0kj‖H0,r(R3

+) + Cr+1‖∆w0kj‖L2(R3
+) + C‖w0kj(·, 0)‖

H
r+3

2 (R2)

+ Cr+1‖w0kj(·, 0)‖
H

3
2 (R2)

+ Cr+1‖w0kj‖H1(R3
+
), (5.100)

where C > 0 is the universal constant in (5.33), ∆w0kj is given by (5.75) (with g0 = 0) and
w0kj(·, 0) is given by (5.99). Now ∆w0kj satisfies (5.90) without the terms with γnkj , γn,k+1,ℓ,
which are zero for n = 0. Thus, by (5.100), (5.90) and (5.90)|r=0, we get

‖w0kj‖H2,r(R3
+
) ≤ εC0‖w0kj‖H0,r+2(R3

+
) + εCr‖w0kj‖H0,2(R3

+
) + Cr‖w0kj‖H1,0(R3

+
)

+ Cr2
2k

∑

ℓ∈Aj

‖w0,k+1,ℓ‖H1,r(R3
+
) + C‖(ψψj) ◦ gj‖

H
r+ 3

2 (R2)
+ Cr+1‖(ψψj) ◦ gj‖

H
3
2 (R2)

(5.101)

instead of (5.91). Hence u0 satisfies (5.92) with g0 = 0 and with the additional terms C0‖ψ‖
H

r+3
2 (S2)

and Cr‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

in the r.h.s., and we obtain

‖u0‖X2,r

k
≤ C0‖ψ‖

H
r+3

2 (S2)
+ Cr,k‖ψ‖

H
1
2 (S2)

+ Cr‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

+ Cr,k‖u0‖X1,r

k+1

(5.102)

instead of (5.94). Then (5.96), (5.97) are proved in the same way as (5.65), (5.66).
Inequality (5.98) is deduced from (5.97) by the interpolation inequality (5.52), using the fact

that

|ψ|r ≤ |ψ|1−ϑr0
|ψ|ϑr1 =

1

λ
(λp|ψ|r0)1−ϑ|ψ|ϑr1 ≤ 1

λ
(λp|ψ|r0 + |ψ|r1) = λp−1|ψ|r0 +

|ψ|r1
λ

(5.103)

for any λ > 0, with r = (1− ϑ)r0 + ϑr1, 0 < ϑ < 1, p = 1/(1− ϑ), |ψ|r = ‖ψ‖Hr(S2), and choosing
λ sufficiently large, depending on r, k.

Lemma 5.13. The matrices P1, P2, . . . in (5.1) and the functions u0, u1, . . . in (5.3), (5.4) satisfy

‖Pm∇uσ‖X1,r

k
≤ m

(
C0‖h‖Hr0+2(S2)

)m(
‖uσ‖X2,r

k
+ Cr,k‖uσ‖X1,r

k+1

)

+ (χr>r0)m
(
C0‖h‖Hr0+2(S2)

)m−1‖h‖Hr+2(S2)

(
Cr‖uσ‖X2,r0

k

+ Cr,k‖uσ‖X1,r0
k+1

)
(5.104)

for all integers m ∈ N, σ, k ∈ N0, for all real r ≥ 0, r0 > 1/2, where (χr>r0) = 1 for r > r0 and
(χr>r0) = 0 for r ≤ r0. The constant Cr,k depends on r, k and not on m,σ; Cr depends on r and
not on k,m, σ; Cr,k, Cr are increasing in r; C0 is independent of r, k,m, σ; Cr, Cr,k, C0 depend on
r0 (which we consider as fixed).
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Proof. By (5.1), Pm(x) is homogeneous of order 0 in x. Hence, recalling (5.21), (5.22), and denoting
y′ = (y1, y2), one has

gj(y
′, y3) = (1 − y3)gj(y

′, 0), Pm ◦ gj(y′, y3) = Pm ◦ gj(y′, 0)

for all y = (y′, y3) ∈ A0. Therefore, in R
3
+, the product Pmψj satisfies

(Pmψj) ◦ gj(y) = Pm ◦ gj(y′, 0)ψj ◦ gj(y) ∀y ∈ R
3
+,

because ψj ◦ gj = 0 outside A0. By (5.19), 1 =
∑N
ℓ=1 ψℓ(x) at any point x = gj(y

′, 0). Also,
ζk ◦ gj(y) = (ζ∗ζk) ◦ gj(y) for all y ∈ R3

+, because ζ
∗ in (5.60) is equal to 1 on the support of ζk,

for all k ∈ N0. Hence

(Pmζkψj) ◦ gj(y) =
∑

ℓ∈Aj

(Pmψℓ) ◦ gj(y′, 0) ζ∗ ◦ gj(y)akj(y)

=
∑

ℓ∈Aj

(Pmψℓ) ◦ gℓ(T̃ℓj(y′), 0) ζ∗ ◦ gℓ(T̃ℓj(y′), y3) akj(y) (5.105)

in R
3
+, where akj is defined in (5.76). We have used the identity gj = gℓ ◦ fℓ ◦ gj in A0, where the

transition map fℓ ◦ gj satisfies (5.23) in A0, and T̃ℓj(y
′) is defined for all y′ ∈ R2 by (5.31) and it

satisfies (5.32). Again, identity (5.105) holds in R3
+ (and not only in A0 ∩R3

+) because ψj ◦ gj = 0
outside A0. Moreover,

ζ∗ ◦ gℓ(T̃ℓj(y′), y3) = ζ∗ ◦ gℓ(0, y3)
because ζ∗ is a radial function and, therefore, ζ∗ ◦ gℓ is a function of y3 only, independent of y′.
By (5.67), using the definitions in (5.76), we obtain

(Pmζkψj∇uσ) ◦ gj(y) =
∑

ℓ∈Aj

(Pmψℓ) ◦ gℓ(T̃ℓj(y′), 0) ζ∗ ◦ gℓ(0, y3) akj(y)[Dgj(y)]
−T∇vσj(y)

=
∑

ℓ∈Aj

(Pmψℓ) ◦ gℓ(T̃ℓj(y′), 0) ζ∗ ◦ gℓ(0, y3)[Dgj(y)]
−T

(
∇wσkj(y)− vσj(y)∇akj(y)

)
(5.106)

in R3
+. Moreover, using (5.19) and (5.59), and recalling the notations in (5.76), vσj∇akj in (5.106)

can be replaced by
∑

i∈Aj
wσ,k+1,i∇akj . By (5.38), (5.37), (5.51), the function y 7→ (Pmψℓ) ◦

gℓ(T̃ℓj(y
′), 0) ζ∗ ◦ gℓ(0, y3) (which is the product of a function of y′ with a function of y3) satisfies

‖y 7→ (Pmψℓ) ◦ gℓ(T̃ℓj(y′), 0) ζ∗ ◦ gℓ(0, y3)‖H1,r(R3
+
) ≤ C0‖(Pmψℓ) ◦ gℓ(T̃ℓj(·), 0)‖Hr+1(R2)

≤ Cr‖(Pmψℓ) ◦ gℓ(·, 0)‖Hr+1(R2). (5.107)

Hence, by (5.106), (5.107), (5.46), (5.35), (5.36), recalling definitions (5.61), (5.18) of norms ‖ ‖Xs,r

k

and ‖ ‖Hr(S2), and summing over j, ℓ, i, we obtain

‖Pm∇uσ‖X1,r

k
≤ Cr0‖Pm‖Hr0+1(S2)‖uσ‖X2,r

k
+ (χr>r0)Cr‖Pm‖Hr+1(S2)‖uσ‖X2,r0

k

+ Cr,k‖Pm‖Hr0+1(S2)‖uσ‖X1,r

k+1

+ (χr>r0)Cr,k‖Pm‖Hr+1(S2)‖uσ‖X1,r0
k+1

, (5.108)

where the first and second term in the r.h.s. of (5.108) comes from estimating the terms with ∇wσkj
in (5.106), while the third and fourth term in the r.h.s. of (5.108) comes from estimating the terms
with vσj∇akj in (5.106), namely with wσ,k+1,i∇akj . The real number r0 in (5.108) comes from
the application of (5.46), and it has to satisfy r0 + 1 > 3/2. As a consequence, to proceed with
estimating the r.h.s. of (5.108), we have to estimate ‖Pm‖Hr+1(S2) for r ≥ r0, namely ‖Pm‖Hs(S2)

for s ≥ r0 + 1. By (5.1), (5.52), (5.53), (5.54), (5.55), Pm on S2 satisfies

‖P1‖Hs(S2) ≤ Cs0‖h‖Hs+1(S2) + Cs‖h‖Hs0+1(S2),

‖Pm‖Hs(S2) ≤ Cs(m− 1)(Cs0‖h‖Hs0(S2))
m−2‖h‖Hs0+1(S2)‖h‖Hs+1(S2) ∀m = 2, 3, . . . , (5.109)
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for all real s ≥ s0, where s0 is given by (5.53) and it has to satisfy s0 > 1. For m = 1 and m = 2,
(5.109) follows easily from (5.1), (5.53), (5.55); for m ≥ 3, observe that Pm = (−h)m−2P2 and use
the estimate for P2 already proved, together with (5.53), (5.54), (5.52). Estimate (5.109) implies
the less accurate inequality

‖Pm‖Hs(S2) ≤ Csm(C0‖h‖Hs0+1(S2))
m−1‖h‖Hs+1(S2) ∀m = 1, 2, . . . , (5.110)

for all real s ≥ s0, where C0 does not depend on s,m, h. Taking s0 ≤ r0 + 1, inequality (5.104)
follows from (5.108) and (5.110).

In (5.104) we have used only Sobolev norms ‖h‖Hr(S2) of h, while in (5.6), (5.7), (5.62), (5.63),
(5.65), (5.66) one finds ‖h‖L∞(S2), ‖∇S2h‖L∞(S2) in τ, z defined in (5.6), (5.63). We note that, by
(5.55), (5.56), one has

z ≤ C0‖h‖Hs0+1(S2) ≤ C0‖h‖Hr0+2(S2), (5.111)

where 1 < s0 ≤ r0 + 1, for some constant C0 depending on s0 (which we consider as fixed).

Lemma 5.14. The functions un in (5.4) satisfy

‖un‖X2,r

k
≤ (Bc0z0)

n
(
‖ψ‖

H
3
2
+r(S2)

+Ar,k‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

)

+ (χr>r0)Ar,kB
n(c0z0)

n−1‖h‖H2+r(S2)‖ψ‖
H

r0+3
2 (S2)

, z0 := ‖h‖Hr0+2(S2), (5.112)

for all n ∈ N, k ∈ N0, all real r ≥ 0, where r0 ∈ (12 , 1]. The constants B, c0 are independent of
r, n, k; Ar,k depends on r, k, it is increasing in r, and it is independent of n; c0 is the maximum
between the constant C0 in (5.104) and the constant C0 in (5.111); B, c0, Ar,k depend on r0.

Proof. We start with the case r = 0. For n = 1, by (5.65), (5.63), (5.111), (5.5), one has

‖u1‖X2,0

k
≤ Ckz0‖ψ‖

H
1
2 (S2)

+ C0‖P1∇u0‖X1,0

k
,

and, by (5.104), (5.96), (5.62),

‖P1∇u0‖X1,0

k
≤ Ckc0z0‖ψ‖

H
3
2 (S2)

. (5.113)

Hence (5.112) holds for r = 0, n = 1 if B ≥ 1 and A0,k ≥ Ck, for some Ck depending on k. Now
assume that (5.112) with r = 0 holds for u1, . . . , un−1, for some n ≥ 2. By (5.65), (5.63), (5.111),
(5.5), one has

‖un‖X2,0

k
≤ Ck(c0z0)

n‖ψ‖
H

1
2 (S2)

+ C0

n−1∑

σ=0

‖Pn−σ∇uσ‖X1,0

k
,

and, by (5.104),

n−1∑

σ=0

‖Pn−σ∇uσ‖X1,0

k
≤

n−1∑

σ=0

(n− σ)(c0z0)
n−σ

(
‖uσ‖X2,0

k
+ Ck‖uσ‖X1,0

k+1

)
.

Using (5.96), the induction assumption (5.112) for u1, . . . , un−1, and (5.62), we obtain that

‖un‖X2,0

k
≤ (c0z0)

n‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

(

Ckn+ Ck

n−1∑

σ=1

(n− σ) + C0(1 +A0,k)

n−1∑

σ=1

(n− σ)Bσ
)

.

Now n+
∑n−1

σ=1(n− σ) = 1
2n(n+ 1) ≤ n2, and

n−1∑

σ=1

(n− σ)Bσ = Bn
n−1∑

σ=1

n− σ

Bn−σ
= Bn

n−1∑

m=1

m

Bm
< Bn

∞∑

m=1

m

Bm
=

Bn−1

(1−B−1)2
≤ 4Bn−1 (5.114)
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for B ≥ 2. Hence (5.112) with r = 0 holds for un if Ckn
2 + C0(1 + A0,k)4B

n−1 ≤ (1 + A0,k)B
n.

Now Ckn
2 ≤ 1

2 (1 + A0,k)B
n if A0,k ≥ 2Ck and B ≥ 3 (so that n2 ≤ Bn for any n ∈ N), and

C0(1 + A0,k)4B
n−1 ≤ 1

2 (1 + A0,k)B
n if B ≥ 8C0. This proves that, for A0,k larger than some

constant Ck (depending on k), and B larger than some constant C0 (independent of k), (5.112)
with r = 0 holds for all n ∈ N.

Consider the case 0 < r ≤ 1. For n = 1, by (5.66), (5.63), (5.111), (5.5), one has

‖u1‖X2,r

k
≤ Cr,kc0z0‖ψ‖

H
1
2 (S2)

+ C0‖P1∇u0‖X1,r

k
+ Cr‖P1∇u0‖X1,0

k
+ Cr,k‖P1∇u0‖X1,0

k+1

.

By (5.104), (5.98), (5.96), (5.62), one has

‖P1∇u0‖X1,r

k
≤ c0z0(C0‖ψ‖

H
3
2
+r(S2)

+ Cr,k‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

) + (χr>r0)Cr,k‖h‖Hr+2(S2)‖ψ‖
H

r0+3
2 (S2)

,

where we have used the fact that ‖u0‖X1,r

k+1

≤ ‖u0‖X2,r−1

k+1

≤ ‖u0‖X2,0

k+1

. The term ‖P1∇u0‖X1,0

k
has

been estimated in (5.113). Hence

‖u1‖X2,r

k
≤ c0z0(C0‖ψ‖

H
3
2
+r(S2)

+ Cr,k‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

) + (χr>r0)Cr,k‖h‖Hr+2(S2)‖ψ‖
H

r0+3
2 (S2)

,

and (5.112) with r ∈ (0, 1] holds for u1 if B ≥ C0 and Ar,k ≥ Cr,k. Assume that (5.112) with
r ∈ (0, 1] holds for u1, . . . , un−1, for some n ≥ 2. By (5.66), (5.63), (5.111), (5.5), one has

‖un‖X2,r

k
≤ Cr,k(c0z0)

n‖ψ‖
H

1
2 (S2)

+

n−1∑

σ=0

(

C0‖Pn−σ∇uσ‖X1,r

k
+ Cr‖Pn−σ∇uσ‖X1,0

k
+ Cr,k‖Pn−σ∇uσ‖X1,0

k+1

)

,

and, by (5.104), this is

≤ Cr,k(c0z0)
n‖ψ‖

H
1
2 (S2)

+
n−1∑

σ=0

(n− σ)(c0z0)
n−σ

(

C0‖uσ‖X2,r

k
+ Cr‖uσ‖X2,0

k
+ Cr,k‖uσ‖X2,0

k+1

+ Cr,k‖uσ‖X2,0

k+2

)

+ (χr>r0)
n−1∑

σ=0

(n− σ)(c0z0)
n−σ−1‖h‖Hr+2(S2)

(

Cr‖uσ‖X2,r0
k

+ Cr,k‖uσ‖X2,0

k+1

)

,

where we have used the elementary inequalities

‖uσ‖X1,0

k+1

≤ ‖uσ‖X1,r

k+1

≤ ‖uσ‖X2,r−1

k+1

≤ ‖uσ‖X2,0

k+1

, ‖uσ‖X1,0

k+2

≤ ‖uσ‖X2,0

k+2

(one has r − 1 ≤ 0 and also r0 − 1 ≤ 0). Using bounds (5.96) and (5.98) for u0, the induction
assumption (5.112) with r ∈ (0, 1] for u1, . . . , un−1, the already proved estimate (5.112) with r = 0
for u1, . . . , un−1, the inequalities n ≤ Bn−1 and (5.114), we obtain that

‖un‖X2,r

k
≤ C0B

n−1(c0z0)
n‖ψ‖

H
r+3

2 (S2)

+
{
C0Ar,k + Cr,k(1 +A0,k +A0,k+1 +A0,k+2)

}
Bn−1(c0z0)

n‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

+ (χr>r0)
{
C0Ar,k + Cr(1 +Ar0,k) + Cr,k(1 +A0,k+1)

}
Bn−1(c0z0)

n−1‖h‖Hr+2(S2)‖ψ‖
H

r0+ 3
2 (S2)

.

One has C0B
n−1 ≤ Bn if B ≥ C0; one has C0Ar,kB

n−1 ≤ 1
2Ar,kB

n if B ≥ 2C0; and one has
Cr,k(1 +A0,k +A0,k+1 +A0,k+2)B

n−1 ≤ 1
2Ar,kB

n if B ≥ 1 and Ar,k ≥ 2Cr,k(1 +A0,k +A0,k+1 +
A0,k+2). This proves that (5.112) with r ∈ (0, r0] holds for all n ∈ N if Ar,k is larger than some
constant depending on r, k (involving the constants A0,k, A0,k+1, A0,k+2 already fixed in the r = 0
case) and B is larger than some constant independent of r, k. Similarly, (5.112) with r ∈ (r0, 1]
holds for all n ∈ N if Ar,k is larger than some constant depending on r, k (involving the constants
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A0,k, A0,k+1, A0,k+2 already fixed in the r = 0 case and also the constant Ar0,k already fixed in the
r = r0 case), and B is larger than some constant independent of r, k.

Now we prove, by induction on b, that (5.112) holds for all real r ∈ (b − 1, b], all n ∈ N, all
b ∈ N. For b = 1 we have just proved it. Let b ∈ N, b ≥ 2, and assume that (5.112) holds for all
r ∈ (β − 1, β], all n ∈ N, all β = 1, . . . , b− 1; we have to prove that (5.112) holds for r ∈ (b− 1, b].
Let b− 1 < r ≤ b. For n = 1, by (5.66), (5.63), (5.111), (5.5), one has

‖u1‖X2,r

k
≤ Cr,kc0z0‖ψ‖

H
1
2 (S2)

+ C0‖P1∇u0‖X1,r

k
+ Cr‖P1∇u0‖X1,0

k

+ Cr,k

b−1∑

ℓ=1

‖P1∇u0‖X1,r−ℓ

k+ℓ

+ Cr,k‖P1∇u0‖X1,0

k+b
. (5.115)

By (5.104), (5.98), one has

‖P1∇u0‖X1,r

k
≤ c0z0(C0‖ψ‖

H
r+3

2 (S2)
+ Cr,k‖ψ‖

H
3
2 (S2)

) + (χr>r0)Cr,k‖h‖Hr+2(S2)‖ψ‖
H

r0+ 3
2 (S2)

,

‖P1∇u0‖X1,r−ℓ

k+ℓ

≤ c0z0(C0‖ψ‖
H

r−ℓ+3
2 (S2)

+ Cr,k,ℓ‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

)

+ (χr−ℓ>r0)Cr,k,ℓ‖h‖Hr−ℓ+2(S2)‖ψ‖Hr0+ 3
2 (S2)

,

where we have used the inequalities

‖u0‖X1,r

k+1

≤ ‖u0‖X2,r−1

k+1

, Cr,k‖ψ‖
H

r−1+ 3
2 (S2)

≤ ‖ψ‖
H

r+3
2 (S2)

+ C′
r,k‖ψ‖H 3

2 (S2)

(see (5.103)), and similarly for the terms with r − ℓ. The terms ‖P1∇u0‖X1,0

k
and ‖P1∇u0‖X1,0

k+b

are estimated in (5.113). Hence (5.115) gives

‖u1‖X2,r

k
≤ c0z0(C0‖ψ‖

H
r+3

2 (S2)
+ Cr,k‖ψ‖

H
3
2 (S2)

) + (χr>r0)Cr,k‖h‖Hr+2(S2)‖ψ‖Hr0+3
2 (S2)

,

and (5.112) with r ∈ (b − 1, b] holds for u1 if B ≥ C0 and Ar,k ≥ Cr,k. Now assume that (5.112)
with r ∈ (b− 1, b] holds for u1, . . . , un−1, for some n ≥ 2. By (5.66), (5.63), (5.111), (5.5), one has

‖un‖X2,r

k
≤ Cr,k(c0z0)

n‖ψ‖
H

1
2 (S2)

+

n−1∑

σ=0

(

C0‖Pn−σ∇uσ‖X1,r

k
+ Cr‖Pn−σ∇uσ‖X1,0

k

+ Cr,k

b−1∑

ℓ=1

‖Pn−σ∇uσ‖X1,r−ℓ

k+ℓ

+ Cr,k‖Pn−σ∇uσ‖X1,0

k+b

)

,

and, using (5.104), (5.114), the induction estimate for ‖uσ‖X2,r

k
, the estimates for uσ already

proved, and the interpolation inequality (5.103), this is

≤ C0B
n−1(c0z0)

n‖ψ‖
H

r+3
2 (S2)

+ (C0Ar,k + Cr,k,A)B
n−1(c0z0)

n‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

+ (χr>r0)(C0Ar,k + Cr,k,A)B
n−1(c0z0)

n−1‖h‖Hr+2(S2)‖ψ‖
H

r0+ 3
2 (S2)

,

where C0 is independent of r, b, n, k, while Cr,k,A is independent of n, and it depends on r, k and
on the constants Ar0,k, A0,k+b, A0,k+b+1, Ar−ℓ,k+ℓ, Ar−ℓ,k+ℓ+1, ℓ = 1, . . . , b− 1, all of which have
been already fixed. Hence (5.112) with r ∈ (b− 1, b] holds for un if C0B

n−1 ≤ Bn, C0Ar,kB
n−1 ≤

1
2Ar,kB

n, and Cr,k,AB
n−1 ≤ 1

2Ar,kB
n. These conditions are satisfied for B ≥ 2C0 and Ar,k ≥

2Cr,k,A. This completes the proof of the induction step.

The assumption r0 ≤ 1 in Lemma 5.14 is not really necessary, but only convenient.
In the next lemma we observe that what we have proved for the function un can be easily

adapted to the n-linear map
◦

un in (5.11).
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Lemma 5.15. The n-linear map
◦

un in (5.11) satisfies

‖ ◦

un[h1, . . . , hn]‖X2,r

k
≤ Bncn0

( n∏

j=1

‖hj‖Hr0+2(S2)

)(
‖ψ‖

H
3
2
+r(S2)

+Ar,k‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

)

+ (χr>r0)Ar,kB
ncn−1

0

1

n

( n∑

j=1

‖hj‖Hr+2(S2)

∏

i6=j

‖hi‖Hr0+2(S2)

)

‖ψ‖
H

r0+3
2 (S2)

(5.116)

for all h1, . . . , hn, all n ∈ N, k ∈ N0, all real r ≥ 0, where r0 ∈ (12 , 1]. The constants B, c0, Ar,k, c0
are those of Lemma 5.14.

Proof. The proof is a simple adaptation of the previous lemmas.

Proposition 5.16. For any r0 ∈ (12 , 1], there exists δ0 > 0 such that, for ‖h‖Hr0+2(S2) ≤ δ0, the
series u =

∑∞
n=0 un, with un in (5.3), (5.4), satisfies

‖u‖X2,r

k
≤ C0‖ψ‖

H
3
2
+r(S2)

+ Cr,k‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

+ (χr>r0)Cr,k‖h‖Hr+2(S2)‖ψ‖
H

r0+ 3
2 (S2)

(5.117)

for all k ∈ N0, all real r ≥ 0, where the constant Cr,k depends on r, k and it is increasing in r, while

C0 and δ0 are independent of r, k. For any ψ ∈ H
3
2
+r(S2), the map h 7→ u is analytic from the ball

{h ∈ Hr+2(S2)∩Hr0+2(S2) : ‖h‖Hr0+2(S2) < δ0} to the Banach space {u ∈ H1(B1) : ‖u‖X2,r

k
<∞}

endowed with the norm ‖u‖H1(B1) + ‖u‖
X

2,r

k
. The derivative of u with respect to h in direction η

satisfies

‖u′(h)[η]‖X2,r

k
≤ C0‖η‖Hr0+2(S2)(‖ψ‖H 3

2
+r(S2)

+ Cr,k‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

)

+ (χr>r0)Cr,k(‖η‖Hr+2(S2) + ‖η‖Hr0+2(S2)‖h‖Hr+2(S2))‖ψ‖
H

r0+3
2 (S2)

, (5.118)

and the second derivative satisfies

‖u′′(h)[η1, η2]‖X2,r

k
≤ C0‖η1‖Hr0+2(S2)‖η2‖Hr0+2(S2)(‖ψ‖H 3

2
+r(S2)

+ Cr,k‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

)

+ (χr>r0)Cr,k{‖η1‖Hr+2(S2)‖η2‖Hr0+2(S2) + ‖η1‖Hr0+2(S2)‖η2‖Hr+2(S2)

+ ‖η1‖Hr0+2(S2)‖η2‖Hr0+2(S2)‖h‖Hr+2(S2)}‖ψ‖
H

r0+
3
2 (S2)

. (5.119)

Proof. To prove (5.117), use (5.96), (5.98), (5.112), with Bc0‖h‖Hr0+2(S2) ≤ 1/2, and fix δ0 :=
1/(2Bc0). To prove (5.118) and (5.119), recall that u′n(h)[η] = n

◦

un[h, . . . , h, η] and u
′′
n(h)[η1, η2] =

n(n− 1)
◦

un[h, . . . , h, η1, η2] and use (5.116).

Lemma 5.17. For ‖h‖Hr0+2(S2) ≤ δ0, the function u in Proposition 5.16 satisfies

‖(∇u)|S2‖
H

r+1
2 (S2)

≤ C0‖ψ‖
H

r+3
2 (S2)

+ Cr‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

+ (χr>r0)Cr‖h‖H2+r(S2)‖ψ‖
H

r0+3
2 (S2)

≤ C′
0‖ψ‖Hr+3

2 (S2)
+ (χr>r0)Cr(1 + ‖h‖H2+r(S2))‖ψ‖

H
r0+3

2 (S2)
(5.120)

for all real r ≥ 0, where Cr depends on r and it is increasing in r, while C0, C
′
0, δ0 are independent

of r; δ0, r0 are given by Proposition 5.16. Also,

‖〈∇u, x〉|S2‖
H

r+ 1
2 (S2)

≤ RHS of (5.120). (5.121)

Moreover,

‖(∇{u′(h)[η]})|S2‖
H

r+ 1
2 (S2)

≤ C0‖η‖Hr0+2(S2)‖ψ‖Hr+3
2 (S2)

+ (χr>r0)Cr(‖η‖Hr+2(S2) + ‖h‖Hr+2(S2)‖η‖Hr0+2(S2))‖ψ‖Hr0+ 3
2 (S2)

, (5.122)

‖(∇{u′′(h)[η1, η2]})|S2‖
H

r+ 1
2 (S2)

≤ C0‖η1‖Hr0+2(S2)‖η2‖Hr0+2(S2)‖ψ‖Hr+3
2 (S2)

+ (χr>r0)Cr{‖η1‖Hr+2(S2)‖η2‖Hr0+2(S2) + ‖η1‖Hr0+2(S2)‖η2‖Hr+2(S2)

+ ‖h‖Hr+2(S2)‖η1‖Hr0+2(S2)‖η2‖Hr0+2(S2)}‖ψ‖Hr0+ 3
2 (S2)

, (5.123)
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and

‖〈∇{u′(h)[η]}, x〉|S2‖
H

r+1
2 (S2)

≤ RHS of (5.122), (5.124)

‖〈∇{u′′(h)[η1, η2]}, x〉|S2‖
H

r+1
2 (S2)

≤ RHS of (5.123). (5.125)

Proof. By (5.57), one has ∇u = ∇(uζ0) on S2, because ζ0 = 1 on |x| ≥ 1− (δ/2). By the definition
(5.18) of the Hr(S2) norm and the trace estimate (5.43), one has

‖(∇u)|S2‖
H

r+1
2 (S2)

= ‖(∇(uζ0))|S2‖
H

r+ 1
2 (S2)

=

N∑

j=1

‖{ψj∇(uζ0)} ◦ gj(·, 0)‖
H

r+1
2 (R2)

≤ C

N∑

j=1

‖{ψj∇(uζ0)} ◦ gj‖H1,r(R3
+
).

We proceed similarly as in the proof of the previous lemmas. One has ψj∇(uζ0) = ∇(uζ0ψj) −
uζ0∇ψj . Concerning the term ∇(uζ0ψj), one has {∇(uζ0ψj)} ◦ gj = (Dgj)

−T∇{(uζ0ψj) ◦ gj},
and, by (5.49), (5.35), (5.36), (5.61),

N∑

j=1

‖(Dgj)
−T∇{(uζ0ψj) ◦ gj}‖H1,r(R3

+
)

≤ C0

N∑

j=1

‖∇{(uζ0ψj) ◦ gj}‖H1,r(R3
+) + Cr

N∑

j=1

‖∇{(uζ0ψj) ◦ gj}‖H1,0(R3
+)

≤ C0

N∑

j=1

‖(uζ0ψj) ◦ gj‖H2,r(R3
+
) + Cr

N∑

j=1

‖(uζ0ψj) ◦ gj‖H2,0(R3
+
) = C0‖u‖X2,r

0
+ Cr‖u‖X2,0

0
.

Concerning the term uζ0∇ψj , by (5.19) one has (uζ0∇ψj) ◦ gj = ((∇ψj) ◦ gj)
∑

ℓ∈Aj
(uζ0ψℓ) ◦ gj =

((∇ψj) ◦ gj)
∑

ℓ∈Aj
(uζ0ψℓ) ◦ gℓ ◦ (fℓ ◦ gj), where Aj = {ℓ : Kj ∩Kℓ 6= ∅}, and, by (5.49), (5.32),

Lemma 5.4, (5.51), (5.61),

N∑

j=1

∑

ℓ∈Aj

‖((∇ψj) ◦ gj)(uζ0ψℓ) ◦ gℓ ◦ (fℓ ◦ gj)‖H1,r(R3
+
)

≤ Cr

N∑

ℓ=1

∑

j∈Aℓ

‖(uζ0ψℓ) ◦ gℓ ◦ (fℓ ◦ gj)‖H1,r(R3
+
)

≤ C′
r

N∑

ℓ=1

‖(uζ0ψℓ) ◦ gℓ‖H1,r(R3
+
) = C′

r‖u‖X1,r
0

≤ C′
r‖u‖X2,r−1

0
.

Hence
‖(∇u)|S2‖

H
r+ 1

2 (S2)
≤ C0‖u‖X2,r

0
+ Cr(‖u‖X2,r−1

0
+ ‖u‖X2,0

0
).

Applying (5.117) with k = 0, and then using the interpolation inequality (5.52) like in (5.103) if
r − 1 > 0, we obtain the first inequality in (5.120). The second inequality in (5.120) is obtained
from the first one because

Cr‖ψ‖
H

3
2 (S2)

≤ Cr0‖ψ‖Hr+3
2 (S2)

+ (χr>r0)Cr‖ψ‖Hr0+3
2 (S2)

(5.126)

for all r ≥ 0. To prove (5.126), consider the two cases r ∈ [0, r0] and r > r0 separately, and use the
fact that Cr ≤ Cr0 for r ∈ [0, r0]. To prove (5.121), use (5.120) and the product estimate (5.53).
The proof of (5.122), (5.123), (5.124), (5.125) is similar, using (5.118), (5.119), (5.53).

Now that the radial derivative 〈∇u, x〉|S2 of the solution u = Φ̃ of problem (3.13) has been
estimated, we can estimate the Dirichlet-Neumann operator using identity (4.4). To this purpose,
we estimate the other terms appearing in (4.4).
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Lemma 5.18. Given s0 > 1, there exists δ0 > 0 such that, for ‖h‖Hs0+1(S2) ≤ δ0, one has

‖(1 + h)α‖Hs(S2) ≤ Cs(1 + ‖h‖Hs(S2)), α ∈ {−1,−2},
‖{(1 + h)2 + |∇S2h|2}±

1
2 ‖Hs(S2) ≤ Cs(1 + ‖h‖Hs+1(S2)),

‖〈∇S2h,∇S2ψ〉‖Hs(S2) ≤ Cs0‖h‖Hs0+1(S2)‖ψ‖Hs+1(S2) + (χs>s0 )Cs‖h‖Hs+1(S2)‖ψ‖Hs0+1(S2)

for all real s ≥ 0. The constant Cs depends on s, s0 and it is increasing in s, while Cs0 , δ0 depend
on s0 and are independent of s.

Proof. To estimate (1+h)α, we write it as a power series around h = 0 and apply estimate (5.54) to
each term of the series. We estimate (1+g)p, p = ± 1

2 , in the same way, with g = 2h+h2+ |∇S2h|2,
then we estimate g by (5.53), (5.55). The estimate for 〈∇S2h,∇S2ψ〉 follows from (5.53), (5.55).

Theorem 5.19 (Tame estimate and analyticity of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator). Let 1 < s0
≤ 3/2. There exists δ0 > 0 such that, for ‖h‖

H
s0+ 3

2 (S2)
≤ δ0, the Dirichlet-Neumann operator

G(h)ψ satisfies

‖G(h)ψ‖Hs(S2) ≤ C0‖ψ‖Hs+1(S2) + (χs>s0)Cs(1 + ‖h‖
H

s+3
2 (S2)

)‖ψ‖Hs0+1(S2) (5.127)

for all real s ≥ 1/2. The constant Cs depends on s, s0 and it is increasing in s, while C0, δ0 depend
on s0 and they are independent of s. For any ψ ∈ Hs+1(S2), the map h 7→ G(h)ψ is analytic

from the ball {h ∈ Hs0+
3
2 (S2)∩Hs+ 3

2 (S2) : ‖h‖
H

s0+ 3
2 (S2)

< δ0} to Hs(S2), and its first and second

derivative satisfy

‖G′(h)[η]ψ‖Hs(S2) ≤ C0‖η‖
H

s0+ 3
2 (S2)

‖ψ‖Hs+1(S2)

+ (χs>s0)Cs(‖η‖Hs+3
2 (S2)

+ ‖h‖
H

s+3
2 (S2)

‖η‖
H

s0+ 3
2 (S2)

)‖ψ‖Hs0+1(S2) (5.128)

and

‖G′′(h)[η1, η2]ψ‖Hs(S2) ≤ C0‖η1‖
H

s0+ 3
2 (S2)

‖η2‖
H

s0+ 3
2 (S2)

‖ψ‖Hs+1(S2)

+ (χs>s0)Cs{‖η1‖Hs+3
2 (S2)

‖η2‖
H

s0+3
2 (S2)

+ ‖η1‖
H

s0+3
2 (S2)

‖η2‖
H

s+3
2 (S2)

+ ‖h‖
H

s+3
2 (S2)

‖η1‖
H

s0+ 3
2 (S2)

‖η2‖
H

s0+3
2 (S2)

}‖ψ‖Hs0+1(S2). (5.129)

Proof. To prove (5.127), consider the Dirichlet-Neumann formula (4.4), use estimate (5.121) with
r = s− 1

2 , r0 = s0 − 1
2 for the radial derivative 〈∇Φ̃, x〉 = 〈∇u, x〉 on S2, use Lemma 5.18 for the

other terms appearing in (4.4), and apply the product estimate (5.53). The proof of (5.128) and
(5.129) is similar, using estimates (5.124) and (5.125).

As for r0 ≤ 1 in Lemma 5.14, the assumption s0 ≤ 3/2 in Theorem 5.19 is not really necessary,
but only convenient.

6 Traveling waves

In this section we construct traveling waves. Let h, ψ be functions of the form

h(t, x) = η(R(ωt)x), ψ(t, x) = β(R(ωt)x), t ∈ R, x ∈ S
2, (6.1)

where η, β : S2 → R are scalar functions defined on S2, independent of time, ω ∈ R is the angular
velocity parameter, and R(ϑ) is the rotation matrix

R(ϑ) =





cosϑ − sinϑ 0
sinϑ cosϑ 0
0 0 1



 . (6.2)

The transformation law for the time derivative ∂th, ∂tψ is the following one.
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Lemma 6.1. The matrix R(ϑ) in (6.2) satisfies

∂ϑR(ϑ)R
T (ϑ) =





0 −1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0



 =: J (6.3)

for all ϑ ∈ R. The function h(t, x) defined in (6.1) satisfies

∂th(t, x) = ω〈J y,∇S2η(y)〉 (6.4)

where y = R(ωt)x, for all x ∈ S2, all t, ω ∈ R.

Proof. The proof is a straightforward calculation.

For the other terms of the equations, the time variable plays the role of a parameter. We have
the following transformation laws.

Lemma 6.2. Let M ∈ Mat3×3(R) be an orthogonal matrix, i.e., MMT = MTM = I. Let
h(x) = η(Mx) and ψ(x) = β(Mx) for all x ∈ S

2, where h, ψ, η, β : S2 → R. Then

(E0h)(x) = (E0η)(Mx) ∀x ∈ R
3 \ {0}, (6.5)

∇S2h(x) =MT (∇S2η)(Mx) ∀x ∈ S
2, (6.6)

|∇S2h(x)| = |(∇S2η)(Mx)| ∀x ∈ S
2, (6.7)

∆S2h(x) = (∆S2η)(Mx) ∀x ∈ S
2, (6.8)

〈(D2
S2
h)(x)∇S2h(x),∇S2h(x)〉 = 〈(D2

S2
η)(Mx)(∇S2η)(Mx), (∇S2η)(Mx)〉 ∀x ∈ S

2, (6.9)

H(h)(x) = H(η)(Mx) ∀x ∈ S
2, (6.10)

〈∇S2h(x),∇S2ψ(x)〉 = 〈(∇S2η)(Mx), (∇S2β)(Mx)〉 ∀x ∈ S
2, (6.11)

Ph(x) =MTPη(Mx)M ∀x ∈ R
3 \ {0}, (6.12)

(G(h)ψ)(x) = (G(η)β)(Mx) ∀x ∈ S
2, (6.13)

where E0h is the 0-homogeneous extension of h, and Ph(x) = (1 + h0(x))I − ∇h0(x) ⊗ x − x ⊗
∇h0(x) + (1 + h0(x))

−1|∇h0(x)|2x⊗ x, with h0 = E0h, is the matrix in (3.14) and (3.15).

Proof. All the properties can be easily proved using the identitiesMMT =MTM = I, which imply
that the map x 7→ Mx is an isometry; to prove (6.13), use also the uniqueness of the solution of
the elliptic problem (3.13).

By Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2, system (1.16), (1.17) for the unknowns h, ψ satisfying ansatz
(6.1) becomes the equation

F(ω, u) = 0 (6.14)

for the unknown u = (η, β) on S2, where

F(ω, u) := (F1(ω, u),F2(ω, u)), (6.15)

F1(ω, u) := ωMη −
√

(1 + η)2 + |∇S2η|2
1 + η

G(η)β, (6.16)

F2(ω, u) := ωMβ − 1

2

(

G(η)β +
〈∇S2β,∇S2η〉

(1 + η)
√

(1 + η)2 + |∇S2η|2
)2

+
|∇S2β|2
2(1 + η)2

+ σ0Hη, (6.17)

and M is the linear operator

Mf(x) := 〈J x,∇S2f(x)〉, x ∈ S
2, (6.18)

for any f : S2 → R. Note that, since J x belongs to the tangent space Tx(S
2), one also has

Mf(x) = 〈J x,∇f̃(x)〉 = (x1∂x2
− x2∂x1

)f̃(x) ∀x ∈ S
2, (6.19)

for any extension f̃ of f to an open neighborhood of S2. We also observe that F(ω, 0) = 0 for all
ω ∈ R.
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Lemma 6.3. Let s0, s ∈ R, s ≥ s0 > 1, and let

U := {u = (η, β) : η ∈ Hs+ 3
2 (S2,R), β ∈ Hs+1(S2,R), ‖η‖

H
s0+3

2 (S2)
< δ0},

where δ0 is the constant in Theorem 5.19. Then F1(ω, u) ∈ Hs(S2,R), F2(ω, u) ∈ Hs− 1
2 (S2,R)

for all u ∈ U , ω ∈ R, and the map

F : R× U → Hs(S2,R)×Hs− 1
2 (S2,R)

is analytic.

Proof. It is a straightforward consequence of the properties and estimates proved in Section 5.

6.1 The linearized operator at zero

We calculate the linearized operator L := ∂uF(ω, 0) at u = 0, which is the linear operator

L : Hs+ 3
2 (S2)×Hs+1(S2) → Hs(S2)×Hs− 1

2 (S2),

L(η, β) =

(
ωMη −G(0)β

ωMβ − σ0(2η +∆S2η)

)

=

(
ωM −G(0)

−σ0(2 + ∆S2) ωM

)(
η
β

)

. (6.20)

The operators G(0) and 2 + ∆S2 are diagonalized by the real spherical harmonics, with

G(0)ϕℓ = ℓϕℓ, −(2 + ∆S2)ϕℓ = (ℓ+ 2)(ℓ − 1)ϕℓ ∀ϕℓ ∈ Hℓ(S
2,R), ℓ ∈ N0,

where Hℓ(S
2,R) is the space of the real spherical harmonics of degree ℓ; as is well known, it is

a vector space of dimension (2ℓ + 1) on R. The operator M can also be block-diagonalized by
real spherical harmonics; in particular, the restriction of M to Hℓ(S

2,R) can be represented by
a block-diagonal matrix with ℓ 2-blocks ( 0 −m

m 0 ), m = 1, . . . , ℓ, and one 1-block 0 (using complex
spherical harmonics, M becomes diagonal with complex eigenvalues im, m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ).

As is well known, an L2(S2,R) orthonormal basis of Hℓ(S
2,R) is given by the classical real

spherical harmonics

Y
(cos)
ℓ,m (θ, φ) = c

(m)
ℓ (sin θ)mP

(m)
ℓ (cos θ) cos(mφ), m = 0, . . . , ℓ,

Y
(sin)
ℓ,m (θ, φ) = c

(m)
ℓ (sin θ)mP

(m)
ℓ (cos θ) sin(mφ), m = 1, . . . , ℓ, (6.21)

commonly written as functions of the angles θ ∈ [0, π], φ ∈ [0, 2π] expressing any point x ∈ S2

in spherical coordinates x1 = sin θ cosφ, x2 = sin θ sinφ, x3 = cos θ. Here P
(m)
ℓ (t) is the m-th

derivative of the ordinary Legendre polynomial Pℓ(t), which is a polynomial of degree ℓ with real

coefficients, with parity Pℓ(−t) = (−1)ℓPℓ(t), and c
(m)
ℓ ∈ R is a normalizing coefficient; see, e.g.,

[7], Example 2.48 in Section 2.11. For am, bm ∈ R, the sum am cos(mφ) + bm sin(mφ) is the real
part of the complex number (am − ibm)e

imφ. Hence any linear combination of (6.21) with real
coefficients am, bm can be written as

ℓ∑

m=0

amY
(cos)
ℓ,m (θ, φ) +

ℓ∑

m=1

bmY
(sin)
ℓ,m (θ, φ)

= a0c
(0)
ℓ Pℓ(cos θ) +

ℓ∑

m=1

c
(m)
ℓ P

(m)
ℓ (cos θ)Re {(am − ibm)(sin θ)meimφ},

which, in Cartesian coordinates, becomes

= a0c
(0)
ℓ Pℓ(x3) +

ℓ∑

m=1

c
(m)
ℓ P

(m)
ℓ (x3)Re {(am − ibm)(x1 + ix2)

m}.
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Hence the functions

ϕℓ,0(x) := c
(0)
ℓ Pℓ(x3), ϕ

(Re )
ℓ,m (x) := c

(m)
ℓ P

(m)
ℓ (x3)Re [(x1 + ix2)

m], m = 1, . . . , ℓ,

ϕ
(Im )
ℓ,m (x) := c

(m)
ℓ P

(m)
ℓ (x3)Im [(x1 + ix2)

m], m = 1, . . . , ℓ, (6.22)

with x ∈ S
2, form an L2(S2,R) orthonormal basis of the real vector space Hℓ(S

2,R). For notation
convenience, we denote

ϕℓ,m := ϕ
(Re )
ℓ,m , ϕℓ,−m := ϕ

(Im )
ℓ,m , m = 1, . . . , ℓ. (6.23)

Thus, {ϕℓ,m : m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ} is an L2(S2,R) orthonormal basis of Hℓ(S
2,R). This is the basis of

Legendre real spherical harmonics in Cartesian coordinates.

Lemma 6.4. One has Mϕℓ,m = −mϕℓ,−m for all m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ, all ℓ ∈ N0.

Proof. To apply (6.19), we observe that the functions in (6.22) have a natural extension, which
we write without changing the notation, to a neighborhood of the sphere; such extensions are
simply obtained by extending the validity of the formulae in (6.22). In general, these extensions
are neither harmonic nor homogeneous, but (6.19) holds without requiring those properties. One
has

(x1∂x2
− x2∂x1

){(x1 + ix2)
m} = im(x1 + ix2)

m

for all m ∈ N, all (x1, x2) ∈ R
2, and

(x1∂x2
− x2∂x1

)Re {(x1 + ix2)
m} = −m Im {(x1 + ix2)

m},
(x1∂x2

− x2∂x1
)Im {(x1 + ix2)

m} = mRe {(x1 + ix2)
m}.

Therefore, by (6.19), we obtain

Mϕℓ,0(x) = 0, Mϕ
(Re )
ℓ,m (x) = −mϕ(Im )

ℓ,m , Mϕ
(Im )
ℓ,m (x) = mϕ

(Re )
ℓ,m , m = 1, . . . , ℓ. (6.24)

Recalling the notation in (6.23), this completes the proof.

Given (f, g) ∈ Hs(S2) × Hs− 1
2 (S2), we study the equation L(η, β) = (f, g). We use the real

spherical harmonics (ϕℓ,m) of Lemma 6.4 to decompose

η =
∑

(ℓ,m)∈T

η̂ℓ,mϕℓ,m, T =
⋃

ℓ∈N0

Tℓ, Tℓ = {(ℓ,m) : m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ}, (6.25)

with η̂ℓ,m ∈ R, and similarly for β, f, g. Hence

Mη =
∑

(ℓ,m)∈T

η̂ℓ,m(−m)ϕℓ,−m =
∑

(ℓ,m)∈T

mη̂ℓ,−mϕℓ,m.

One has L(η, β) = (f, g) if and only if

−ωmη̂ℓ,m − ℓβ̂ℓ,−m = f̂ℓ,−m, σ0(ℓ+ 2)(ℓ− 1)η̂ℓ,m + ωmβ̂ℓ,−m = ĝℓ,m ∀(ℓ,m) ∈ T , (6.26)

that is,

Lℓ,m

(
η̂ℓ,m
β̂ℓ,−m

)

=

(

f̂ℓ,−m
ĝℓ,m

)

∀(ℓ,m) ∈ T , Lℓ,m :=

(
−ωm −ℓ

σ0(ℓ+ 2)(ℓ− 1) ωm

)

. (6.27)

One has
detLℓ,m = −ω2m2 + σ0(ℓ + 2)(ℓ− 1)ℓ, (6.28)

and bifurcation can only occur at values of ω such that (6.28) vanishes at some (ℓ,m). Thus, we
assume that

ω =
√
σ0

√

(ℓ0 + 2)(ℓ0 − 1)ℓ0
m0

(6.29)

for some fixed integers ℓ0,m0, with ℓ0 ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ m0 ≤ ℓ0. With ω in (6.29), a pair (ℓ,m) gives
detLℓm = 0 if and only if

(ℓ+ 2)(ℓ− 1)ℓ = c0m
2, c0 := (ℓ0 + 2)(ℓ0 − 1)ℓ0m

−2
0 . (6.30)
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Lemma 6.5. Let ℓ0,m0 ∈ N, with ℓ0 ≥ 2, 1 ≤ m0 ≤ ℓ0. Let S ⊂ T be the set of the pairs
(ℓ,m) ∈ T satisfying (6.30). Then S has a finite number of elements, which are (ℓ,m) = (ℓ0,m0),
(ℓ0,−m0), (1, 0), (0, 0), and possibly finitely many other pairs, all of which with ℓ ≤ c0. Moreover,
assuming (6.29), there exists a constant C > 0, depending on ℓ0, σ0, such that

| detLℓ,m| ≥ Cℓ3 ∀(ℓ,m) ∈ T \ S. (6.31)

Proof. For any (ℓ,m) ∈ T one has m2 ≤ ℓ2. If (ℓ,m) ∈ S, then (ℓ+2)(ℓ− 1)ℓ = c0m
2 ≤ c0ℓ

2. For
ℓ ≥ 2 one has ℓ2 ≤ (ℓ + 2)(ℓ − 1), and we deduce that ℓ ≤ c0 for all (ℓ,m) ∈ S with ℓ ≥ 2. The
bound ℓ ≤ c0 holds also for ℓ = 0, 1 because c0 ≥ (ℓ0 + 2)(ℓ0 − 1)ℓ−1

0 ≥ ℓ0 ≥ 2.
For (ℓ,m) ∈ T \ S, one has detLℓ,m 6= 0. Moreover, detLℓ,m ≥ detLℓℓ because |m| ≤ ℓ, and

for ℓ ≥ 2c0 it holds detLℓℓ = σ0(ℓ + 2)(ℓ − 1)ℓ − σ0c0ℓ
2 ≥ σ0ℓ

3 − σ0c0ℓ
2 ≥ 1

2σ0ℓ
3. On the other

hand, min{| detLℓm|ℓ−3 : (ℓ,m) ∈ T \ S, ℓ < 2c0} is also positive because it is the minimum of a
finite set of positive numbers.

For (ℓ,m) ∈ T \S, one has detLℓ,m 6= 0, and system (6.27) with (f̂ℓ,−m, ĝℓ,m) = (0, 0) has only

the trivial solution (η̂ℓ,m, β̂ℓ,−m) = (0, 0). For (ℓ,m) ∈ S, we distinguish ℓ = 0 from ℓ > 0. For

(ℓ,m) = (0, 0), system (6.27) with (f̂0,0, ĝ0,0) = (0, 0) has solutions (η̂0,0, β̂0,0) = (0, λ), λ ∈ R. For

(ℓ,m) ∈ S with ℓ ≥ 1, (6.27) with (f̂ℓ,−m, ĝℓ,m) = (0, 0) has solutions (η̂ℓ,m, β̂ℓ,−m) = λ(ℓ,−ωm),
λ ∈ R. Hence the kernel of the linear operator L is the finite dimensional space

V := kerL =

{(
η
β

)

= λ0,0

(
0
ϕ0,0

)

+
∑

(ℓ,m)∈S
ℓ≥1

λℓ,m

(
ℓϕℓ,m

−ωmϕℓ,−m

)

: λℓ,m ∈ R

}

. (6.32)

Its orthogonal complement in L2(S2)× L2(S2) (we denote L2(S2) = L2(S2,R)) is the vector space

W :=

{(
η
β

)

= λ0,0

(
ϕ0,0

0

)

+
∑

(ℓ,m)∈S
ℓ≥1

λℓ,m

(
ωmϕℓ,m
ℓϕℓ,−m

)

+
∑

(ℓ,m)∈T \S

(
η̂ℓ,mϕℓ,m
β̂ℓ,mϕℓ,m

)

: λℓ,m, η̂ℓ,m, β̂ℓ,m ∈ R, (η, β) ∈ L2(S2)× L2(S2)

}

.

Thus L2(S2)× L2(S2) = V ⊕W , and V and W are orthogonal with respect to the scalar product
of L2(S2)× L2(S2). Moreover

Hs+ 3
2 (S2)×Hs+1(S2) = V ⊕W s, W s :=W ∩ (Hs+ 3

2 (S2)×Hs+1(S2)).

For (ℓ,m) ∈ T \S, given any f̂ℓ,−m, ĝℓ,m, there exists a unique solution of system (6.27), which
is

η̂ℓ,m =
ωmf̂ℓ,−m + ℓĝℓ,m

detLℓ,m
, β̂ℓ,−m =

−σ0(ℓ+ 2)(ℓ− 1)f̂ℓ,−m − ωmĝℓ,m
detLℓ,m

. (6.33)

For (ℓ,m) ∈ S, we distinguish the cases ℓ = 0 and ℓ > 0. For (ℓ,m) = (0, 0), system (6.27) has a

solution only if f̂0,0 = 0, and, in that case, the solutions are the pairs (η̂0,0, β̂0,0) with

η̂0,0 = −(2σ0)
−1ĝ0,0, β̂0,0 ∈ R. (6.34)

For (ℓ,m) ∈ S with ℓ ≥ 1, system (6.27) has a solution only if ωmf̂ℓ,−m + ℓĝℓ,m = 0, and, in that

case, the solutions are the pairs (η̂ℓ,m, β̂ℓ,−m) with

β̂ℓ,m = −ℓ−1(ωmη̂ℓ,m + f̂ℓ,−m), η̂ℓ,m ∈ R. (6.35)

Hence the range of L is contained in the space

R :=

{(
f
g

)

= ĝ0,0

(
0
ϕ0,0

)

+
∑

(ℓ,m)∈S
ℓ≥1

f̂ℓ,−m

(
ϕℓ,−m

−ωmℓ−1ϕℓ,m

)

+
∑

(ℓ,m)∈T \S

(

f̂ℓ,mϕℓ,m
ĝℓ,mϕℓ,m

)

: f̂ℓ,m, ĝℓ,m ∈ R, (f, g) ∈ L2(S2)× L2(S2)

}

. (6.36)
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The orthogonal complement of R with respect to the scalar product of L2(S2) × L2(S2) is the
finite-dimensional space

Z :=

{(
f
g

)

= λ0,0

(
ϕ0,0

0

)

+
∑

(ℓ,m)∈S
ℓ≥1

λℓ,m

(
ωmϕℓ,−m
ℓϕℓ,m

)

: λℓ,m ∈ R

}

. (6.37)

Thus, L2(S2) × L2(S2) = R ⊕ Z, and R and Z are orthogonal with respect to the scalar product
of L2(S2)× L2(S2). Moreover

Hs(S2)×Hs− 1
2 (S2) = Rs ⊕ Z, Rs := R ∩ (Hs(S2)×Hs− 1

2 (S2)).

Let L|W s :W s → Rs be the restriction of L to W s.

Lemma 6.6. The linear map L|W s : W s → Rs is bijective. Its inverse (L|W s)−1 : Rs → W s is
bounded, with

‖(L|W s)−1(f, g)‖
H

s+3
2 (S2)×Hs+1(S2)

≤ Cs‖(f, g)‖
Hs(S2)×Hs− 1

2 (S2)
(6.38)

for all (f, g) ∈ Rs. The constant Cs depends on σ0, ℓ0, s.

To prove the lemma, we use spectral norms for the spaces Hs(S2). Given any η ∈ Hs(S2)
written as the series of spherical harmonics (6.25), we define

‖η‖∗,s :=
(

|η̂0,0|2 +
∑

(ℓ,m)∈T \T0

|η̂ℓ,m|2ℓ2s
) 1

2

. (6.39)

By [33], Remark 7.6 in Section 7.3, (6.39) and (5.18) are equivalent norms on Hs(S2).

Proof of Lemma 6.6. The map L|W s is injective on W s by construction; we prove that it is sur-

jective onto Rs. Let (f, g) ∈ Rs, with coefficients (f̂ℓ,m, ĝℓ,m). For (ℓ,m) ∈ T \ S, the solution

(η̂ℓ,m, β̂ℓ,m) of system (6.27) is uniquely determined by (6.33). For (ℓ,m) = (0, 0), the infinitely

many solutions (η̂0,0, β̂0,0) of system (6.27) are given by (6.34), and the condition (η, β) ∈ W se-

lects just one of these, which is β̂0,0 = 0. For (ℓ,m) ∈ S with ℓ ≥ 1, the infinitely many solutions

(η̂ℓ,m, β̂ℓ,−m) of (6.27) are given by (6.35), and the condition (η, β) ∈ W selects just one of these,
which is

η̂ℓ,m =
−ωmf̂ℓ,−m
ℓ2 + ω2m2

=
ℓĝℓ,m

ℓ2 + ω2m2
, β̂ℓ,−m =

−ℓf̂ℓ,−m
ℓ2 + ω2m2

. (6.40)

Hence the inversion problem L(η, β) = (f, g), (η, β) ∈ W s has a unique candidate solution (η, β)

determined by its coefficients (η̂ℓ,m, β̂ℓ,m). We have to prove that this candidate is an element of
W s. For (ℓ,m) ∈ T \ S, formula (6.33) and bound (6.31) imply that

|η̂ℓ,m| ≤ Cℓ−2(|f̂ℓ,−m|+ |ĝℓ,m|), |β̂ℓ,−m| ≤ C(ℓ−1|f̂ℓ,−m|+ ℓ−2|ĝℓ,m|), (6.41)

for some constant C > 0 depending on σ0, ℓ0. From (6.41) it follows that

ℓs+
3
2 |η̂ℓ,m|+ ℓs+1|β̂ℓ,−m| ≤ 2C(ℓs|f̂ℓ,−m|+ ℓs−

1
2 |ĝℓ,m|) (6.42)

for all (ℓ,m) ∈ T \ S. For (ℓ,m) = (0, 0) one has |η̂0,0| = (2σ0)
−1|ĝ0,0|, β̂0,0 = 0. For (ℓ,m) ∈ S

with ℓ ≥ 1, (6.35) implies that |η̂ℓ,m| ≤ ℓ−1|ĝℓ,m| and |β̂ℓ,m| ≤ ℓ−1|f̂ℓ,m|, but ℓ is in the bounded

interval 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ c0, see Lemma 6.5, and therefore ℓs+
1
2 ≤ c0 ℓ

s− 1
2 . This implies that inequality

(6.42) also holds for (ℓ,m) ∈ S with ℓ ≥ 1, with a (possibly different) constant C depending on
σ0, ℓ0. As a consequence, one has

‖η‖2∗,s+ 3
2

+ ‖β‖2∗,s+1 ≤ C(‖f‖2∗,s + ‖g‖2∗,s− 1
2

).

Hence (η, β) ∈ W s, the inverse map (L|W s)−1 : Rs → W s is well-defined and bounded, and, from
the equivalence of the norms (6.39) and (5.18), the proof is complete.

Remark 6.7. The dependence of the constant Cs in (6.38) on s is (only) due to the fact that we
have used equivalent norms.
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6.2 Symmetries and bifurcation from a simple eigenvalue

The set S in Lemma 6.5 has at least the 4 elements (0, 0), (1, 0), (ℓ0,±m0), and consequently the
kernel of L has dimension dimV ≥ 4. In this subsection we use the symmetries of equation (6.14)
to reduce the problem to the case of bifurcation from a simple eigenvalue.

First, we observe that the space of functions that are even in x3 is an invariant set for the map
F(ω, ·).

Lemma 6.8. If (η, β) is even in x3, then also F(ω, η, β) is an even function of x3.

Proof. LetM = diag(1, 1,−1) be the 3×3 matrix that maps x = (x1, x2, x3) 7→Mx = (x1, x2,−x3)
for all x ∈ R3. Then M is an orthogonal matrix, i.e., MMT =MTM = I, and Lemma 6.2 applies
to M . Now a function η defined on S2 is even in x3 if η(Mx) = η(x) for all x ∈ S2; in the notation
of Lemma 6.2, this means that η(x) = η(Mx) = h(x), i.e., η = h. Hence, if η, β are even in x3, then
all the properties of Lemma 6.2 hold with h = η and ψ = β. In particular, G(η)β, 〈∇S2η,∇S2β〉,
|∇S2η|2, Hη are all even in x3. By (6.18), Mη, Mβ are also even in x3 because MTJM = J .
Recalling the definition (6.16), (6.17) of F , the proof is complete.

Lemma 6.9. The spherical harmonics ϕℓ,m of Lemma 6.4 satisfy

ϕℓ,m(x1, x2,−x3) = (−1)ℓ−mϕℓ,m(x) ∀x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ S
2, ∀(ℓ,m) ∈ T .

Proof. The ordinary Legendre polynomial Pℓ(t) of degree ℓ has parity Pℓ(−t) = (−1)ℓPℓ(t). Hence
its m-th derivative has parity (−1)ℓ−m, i.e.,

P
(m)
ℓ (−t) = (−1)ℓ−mP

(m)
ℓ (t), m = 1, . . . , ℓ.

Then, by (6.22), ϕℓ,0 has parity (−1)ℓ as a function of x3, and ϕ
(Re )
ℓ,m , ϕ

(Im )
ℓ,m , m = 1, . . . , ℓ, have

parity (−1)ℓ−m in x3. Since (−1)ℓ+m = (−1)ℓ−m, by (6.23) we obtain the thesis.

If a function η is even in x3, then, by Lemma 6.9, only the spherical harmonics ϕℓ,m that are
even in x3 appear in its expansion, i.e., η̂ℓ,m = 0 for all (ℓ,m) ∈ T such that ℓ −m is odd, and
only coefficients η̂ℓ,m with ℓ−m even can be nonzero.

Now we consider the parity with respect to x2, and prove that F(ω, ·) changes that parity, as
it maps any (even, odd) pair into an (odd, even) one.

Lemma 6.10. If η is even in x2 and β is odd in x2, then F1(ω, η, β) is odd in x2 and F2(ω, η, β)
is even in x2.

Proof. Consider the matrixM = diag (1,−1, 1) that maps x = (x1, x2, x3) intoMx = (x1,−x2, x3)
for all x ∈ R3. Then M is an orthogonal matrix, i.e., MMT =MTM = I, and Lemma 6.2 applies
to M . Let η, β be defined on S2, and let h(x) := η(Mx), ψ(x) := β(Mx) for all x ∈ S2. Assume
that η is even in x2 and that β is odd in x2. Then h = η and ψ = −β. By Lemma 6.2, we deduce
that (1 + η), (1 + η)2, |∇S2η|2, Hη, |∇S2β|2 are even in x2, while G(η)β and 〈∇S2β,∇S2η〉 are odd
in x2. Also, Mη is odd in x2 and Mβ is even in x2, because (Mη)(Mx) = 〈JMx, (∇S2η)(Mx)〉 =
〈MTJMx,∇S2h(x)〉, similarly (Mβ)(Mx) = 〈MTJMx,∇S2ψ(x)〉, and MTJM = −J . By the
definition (6.16), (6.17) of F1, F2, the proof is complete.

Lemma 6.11. The spherical harmonics ϕℓ,m of Lemma 6.4 satisfy

ϕℓ,m(x1,−x2, x3) = ϕℓ,m(x), m = 0, . . . , ℓ,

ϕℓ,m(x1,−x2, x3) = −ϕℓ,m(x), m = −ℓ, . . . ,−1,

for all x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ S2, all ℓ ∈ N0.
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Proof. For m = 0, the spherical harmonic ϕℓ,0 in (6.22) does not depend on x2, therefore it is even
in x2. For m = 1, . . . , ℓ, one has wm = wm for all w ∈ C, that is, complex conjugation and mth
power commute in C, whence

Re {(x1 − ix2)
m} = Re {(x1 + ix2)

m}, Im {(x1 − ix2)
m} = −Im {(x1 + ix2)

m}

for all (x1, x2) ∈ R2, and, recalling (6.22),

ϕ
(Re )
ℓ,m (x1,−x2, x3) = ϕ

(Re )
ℓ,m (x), ϕ

(Im )
ℓ,m (x1,−x2, x3) = −ϕ(Im )

ℓ,m (x)

for all x ∈ S2. By (6.23) we obtain the thesis.

If η is even in x2 and β is odd in x2, then, by Lemma 6.11, their coefficients satisfy η̂ℓ,m = 0

for m < 0 and β̂ℓ,m = 0 for m ≥ 0, and only coefficients η̂ℓ,m with m ≥ 0 and β̂ℓ,m with m < 0 can
be nonzero.

We put together the properties of parity with respect to x2 and x3, and define the two subspaces

X := {f ∈ L2(S2,R) : f = even(x2), even(x3)},
Y := {f ∈ L2(S2,R) : f = odd(x2), even(x3)}. (6.43)

Hence any η ∈ X , β ∈ Y have expansion

η =
∑

(ℓ,m)∈TX

η̂ℓ,mϕℓ,m, β =
∑

(ℓ,m)∈TY

β̂ℓ,mϕℓ,m, (6.44)

TX := {(ℓ,m) ∈ N
2
0 : 0 ≤ m ≤ ℓ, ℓ−m = even},

TY := {(ℓ,m) ∈ N0 × Z : −ℓ ≤ m ≤ −1, ℓ−m = even}.

By Lemmas 6.3, 6.8 and 6.10, the domain and codomain of the map F can be restricted to the
subspaces X × Y and Y ×X respectively, namely

Fres : R× (U ∩ (X × Y )) → (Hs(S2)×Hs− 1
2 (S2)) ∩ (Y ×X), (6.45)

where the index “res” indicates this restriction. The linearized operator Lres = ∂uFres(ω, 0) is
L restricted to X × Y . The kernel of Lres is Vres := V ∩ (X × Y ), its complement in X × Y is
Wres := W ∩ (X × Y ), the range of Lres is contained in Rres := R ∩ (Y ×X), whose complement
in Y ×X is Zres := Z ∩ (Y ×X). We calculate

Vres = V ∩ (X × Y ) =

{(
η
β

)

=
∑

(ℓ,m)∈Sres

λℓ,m

(
ℓϕℓ,m

−ωmϕℓ,−m

)

: λℓ,m ∈ R

}

, (6.46)

Sres := {(ℓ,m) ∈ S : ℓ ≥ 1, m ≥ 0, ℓ −m = even}, (6.47)

and we note that among the 4 elements (0, 0), (1, 0), (ℓ0,±m0) of S listed in Lemma 6.5, only
(ℓ0,m0) belongs to Sres. Hence, if S contains only those 4 elements, then Vres is a 1-dimensional
space, and ω in (6.29) is a simple eigenvalue of Lres. Now we check that Lemma 6.6 also holds on
the restricted spaces W s

res :=W s ∩ (X × Y ), Rsres := Rs ∩ (Y ×X).

Lemma 6.12. The map Lres|W s
res

: W s
res → Rsres is invertible, with bounded inverse satisfying

estimate (6.38) for all (f, g) ∈ W s
res.

Proof. Let (f, g) ∈ Rsres = Rs ∩ (Y × X). By Lemma 6.6, we already know that there exists a
unique (η, β) = (L|W s)−1(f, g) ∈ W s such that L(η, β) = (f, g), with inequality (6.38). We only
have to prove that (η, β) ∈ X × Y . The coefficients of (η, β) are determined by those of (f, g) by
explicit formulas: they are given by (6.33) for (ℓ,m) ∈ T \ S, by (6.40) for (ℓ,m) ∈ S with ℓ ≥ 1,

and by (6.34) with β̂0,0 = 0 for (ℓ,m) = (0, 0). If (ℓ,m) ∈ T and ℓ −m is an odd integer, then

f̂ℓ,−m = ĝℓ,m = 0 because both f and g are even in x3, and hence η̂ℓ,m = β̂ℓ,−m = 0 from the
explicit formulas just mentioned. This implies that both η and β are even in x3. If (ℓ,m) ∈ T
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with m < 0, then ĝℓ,m = 0 because g is even in x2 and f̂ℓ,−m = 0 because −m > 0 and f is odd

in x2. Then, again from the explicit formulas, η̂ℓ,m = β̂ℓ,−m = 0 for m < 0. This implies that η is

even in x2. Moreover, for m = 0, one has f̂ℓ,0 = 0 because f is odd in x2, and therefore, from the

explicit formulas, β̂ℓ,0 = 0. Hence β is odd in x2.

To obtain the bifurcation from a simple eigenvalue, it only remains to check the following
transversality property. Recall that ω is given by (6.29), and it is nonzero.

Lemma 6.13. Let (ℓ,m) ∈ S, with ℓ ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ |m| ≤ ℓ. Let η = ℓϕℓ,m and β = −ωmϕℓ,−m.
Then the pair (Mη,Mβ) does not belong to R.

Proof. By Lemma 6.4, one has Mη = −ℓmϕℓ,−m and Mβ = −ωm2ϕℓ,m. Hence, by (6.36), the
pair (Mη,Mβ) belongs to R if and only if

(
−ℓmϕℓ,−m
−ωm2ϕℓ,m

)

= λ

(
ϕℓ,−m

−ωmℓ−1ϕℓ,m

)

∃λ ∈ R,

and, since ω 6= 0, this is possible only for m = 0.

By the classical results of bifurcation from a simple eigenvalue, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 6.14. Let σ0 > 0. Let ℓ0,m0 be integers with ℓ0 ≥ 2, 1 ≤ m0 ≤ ℓ0 and ℓ0 −m0 even.
Assume that the Diophantine equation in the unknowns (ℓ,m)

m2
0(ℓ + 2)(ℓ− 1)ℓ = (ℓ0 + 2)(ℓ0 − 1)ℓ0m

2 (6.48)

has only the solution (ℓ,m) = (ℓ0,m0) in the finite set

T =
{
(ℓ,m) ∈ Z

2 : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ c0, 0 ≤ m ≤ ℓ, ℓ−m = even
}
,

c0 = (ℓ0 + 2)(ℓ0 − 1)ℓ0m
−2
0 . (6.49)

Then the value

ω∗ =
√
σ0

√

(ℓ0 + 2)(ℓ0 − 1)ℓ0
m0

(6.50)

for the angular velocity parameter ω is a bifurcation point. The set of nontrivial solutions of
equation F(ω, u) = 0 near (ω∗, 0) in R× (Vres ⊕W s

res) is a unique analytic curve with parametric
representation on the 1-dimensional space Vres.

Proof. Equation (6.48) is (6.30), and (6.50) is (6.29). As observed in Lemma 6.5, equation (6.48)
has no solution with ℓ > c0, and therefore the set Sres in (6.47) has only one element, the
pair (ℓ0,m0). Recalling (6.20), the mixed second derivative ∂2ωuF(ω, 0) is the operator (η, β) 7→
(Mη,Mβ). Thus, by the analysis above, the thesis follows from a direct application of the classical
theory of bifurcation from a simple eigenvalue; see, e.g., [5], Theorem 4.1 in Section 5.4, and [12].
The use of symmetries to obtain a simple eigenvalue is also contained, e.g., in [5], Sections 6.3 and
6.4.

6.3 Arithmetics of simple eigenvalues

Using the prime factor decomposition of integers, it is not difficult to see that there exist both
pairs (ℓ0,m0) that satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 6.14 and pairs that do not satisfy them.
By direct check, we have studied the following few cases of small integers.

Lemma 6.15. (i) For (ℓ0,m0) = (2, 2), (3, 3), (4, 2), (4, 4), (5, 5), (6, 4), (6, 6), (7, 5), (7, 7), the
assumptions of Theorem 6.14 are satisfied, and hence the set Sres in (6.47) has only one element,
the pair (ℓ0,m0) itself.

(ii) For (ℓ0,m0) = (3, 1), (5, 3), (5, 1), (16, 16), the assumptions of Theorem 6.14 are not
satisfied, and the corresponding set Sres is, respectively,

Sres = {(3, 1), (10, 6), (16, 12)}, Sres = {(5, 3), (8, 6)},
Sres = {(5, 1), (8, 2), (126, 120)}, Sres = {(16, 16), (10, 8)}.
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Proof. Using the prime factor decomposition, the proof is a bit long but completely elementary.

As the previous lemma shows, it seems hard to guess a simple criterion that determines whether
a given pair (ℓ0,m0) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 6.14. Nonetheless, again using prime
numbers, we can prove that there are infinitely many pairs (ℓ0,m0) that satisfy those assumptions.

Proposition 6.16. (i) For every prime integers 2 < p1 < p2 < · · · < pn, n ≥ 1, given ℓ0 =
p1p2 · · · pn, the pair (ℓ0,m0) = (ℓ0, ℓ0) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 6.14.

(ii) For every prime integer ℓ0 ≥ 11, the pair (ℓ0,m0) = (ℓ0, ℓ0 − 2) satisfies the assumptions
of Theorem 6.14.

(iii) For every prime integer p > 3, given ℓ0 = 2p, the pair (ℓ0,m0) = (ℓ0, ℓ0) satisfies the
assumptions of Theorem 6.14.

In particular, there are infinitely many pairs (ℓ0,m0) satisfying the assumptions of Theorem
6.14.

Proof. (i) For m0 = ℓ0 > 0, equation (6.48) becomes

ℓ0(ℓ + 2)(ℓ− 1)ℓ = (ℓ0 + 2)(ℓ0 − 1)m2, (6.51)

and c0 in (6.49) becomes c0 = (ℓ20 + ℓ0 − 2)ℓ−1
0 < ℓ0 + 1. Assume that (ℓ,m) ∈ T solves (6.51).

Recall that ℓ0 is the product p1 · · · pn, and observe that, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, pi divides neither
ℓ0 + 2 nor ℓ0 − 1, since p1 > 2. Hence, for all i, the prime pi must divide m2, and therefore m.
Thus m = κℓ0 for some integer κ ≥ 1. Since m ≤ ℓ ≤ c0 < ℓ0 + 1, we immediately have κ = 1.
Hence ℓ0 = m ≤ ℓ < ℓ0 + 1, whence ℓ = ℓ0.

(ii) For m0 = ℓ0 − 2 > 0, equation (6.48) becomes

(ℓ0 − 2)2(ℓ+ 2)(ℓ− 1)ℓ = (ℓ0 + 2)(ℓ0 − 1)ℓ0m
2, (6.52)

and c0 in (6.49) becomes c0 = ϕ(ℓ0)ℓ0, where ϕ is the function ϕ(x) = (x + 2)(x − 1)(x − 2)−2 =
1+5(x− 2)−1+4(x− 2)−2, decreasing in x ∈ (2,∞). For ℓ0 ≥ 11, one has c0 = ϕ(ℓ0)ℓ0 ≤ ϕ(11)ℓ0,
and ϕ(11) = 130/81 < 2. Assume that (ℓ,m) ∈ T solves (6.52), and let ℓ0 ≥ 11 be prime. Then,
by (6.52), ℓ0 must divide one of the factors ℓ− 1, ℓ, ℓ+ 2. We consider the three cases.

Case one. Assume that ℓ0 divide ℓ. Hence ℓ = bℓ0 for some integer b ≥ 1. Since (ℓ,m) ∈ T ,
one has bℓ0 = ℓ ≤ c0 ≤ ϕ(11)ℓ0 < 2ℓ0, whence b = 1. Then ℓ = ℓ0, which is the trivial solution.

Case two. Assume that ℓ0 divides ℓ − 1. Hence ℓ − 1 = bℓ0 for some integer b ≥ 1. Since
(ℓ,m) ∈ T , one has bℓ0 < bℓ0 + 1 = ℓ ≤ c0 ≤ ϕ(11)ℓ0 < 2ℓ0, whence b = 1. Then ℓ = ℓ0 + 1, and
(6.52) becomes

(ℓ0 − 2)2(ℓ0 + 3)(ℓ0 + 1) = (ℓ0 + 2)(ℓ0 − 1)m2. (6.53)

Now gcd(ℓ0+2, ℓ0+1) = 1 and gcd(ℓ0+2, ℓ0+3) = 1 (consecutive integers). Also, gcd(ℓ0+2, ℓ0−2) ∈
{1, 2, 4} (their difference is 4), but ℓ0 ± 2, like ℓ0, is odd. Hence gcd(ℓ0 + 2, ℓ0 − 2) = 1. As a
consequence, any divisor of ℓ0 + 2 divides the RHS of (6.53) and it does not divide the LHS of
(6.53), a contradiction.

Case three. Assume that ℓ0 divides ℓ + 2. Hence ℓ + 2 = bℓ0 for some integer b ≥ 1. Since
(ℓ,m) ∈ T , one has bℓ0− 2 = ℓ ≤ c0 ≤ ϕ(11)ℓ0, whence bℓ0 ≤ ϕ(11)ℓ0+2 and b ≤ ϕ(11)+ (2/ℓ0) ≤
ϕ(11) + (2/11) < 2. Therefore b = 1. Then ℓ = ℓ0 − 2, and (6.52) becomes

(ℓ0 − 2)3(ℓ0 − 3) = (ℓ0 + 2)(ℓ0 − 1)m2. (6.54)

Now since ℓ0 is odd we have by arguing as above gcd(ℓ0−2, ℓ0+2) = 1. Moreover gcd(ℓ0−2, ℓ0−1) =
1 (consecutive integers). Hence (ℓ0 − 2)3 divides m2, namely m2 = b(ℓ0 − 2)3 for some integer
b ≥ 1. Thus (ℓ0 − 2)3 ≤ b(ℓ0 − 2)3 = m2 ≤ ℓ2 = (ℓ0 − 2)2, but this is impossible for ℓ0 > 3.

(iii) As observed above, for m0 = ℓ0 > 0, equation (6.48) becomes (6.51), and c0 in (6.49)
becomes c0 = (ℓ20 + ℓ0 − 2)ℓ−1

0 < ℓ0 + 1. Let m0 = ℓ0 = 2p, with p prime. Then (6.51) becomes

p(ℓ+ 2)(ℓ− 1)ℓ = (p+ 1)(2p− 1)m2. (6.55)
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Assume that (ℓ,m) ∈ T solves (6.55). Since p is prime, gcd(p, 2p− 1) = 1, and gcd(p, p + 1) = 1,
we have that p divides m2 and therefore m. Hence m = κp for some integer κ ≥ 1, and, since
m ≤ ℓ ≤ c0 < ℓ0 + 1 = 2p+ 1, one has κ ∈ {1, 2}. If κ = 2, then m = 2p = ℓ0, and ℓ0 = m ≤ ℓ ≤
c0 < ℓ0 + 1, whence ℓ = ℓ0. Therefore (ℓ,m) = (ℓ0,m0), which is the trivial solution. It remains
to study the case κ = 1, i.e., m = p. For m = p, (6.55) gives

(ℓ+ 2)(ℓ − 1)ℓ = (p+ 1)(2p− 1)p. (6.56)

Since p is prime and p > 3, we have that p divides exactly one of the three factors on the LHS of
(6.56). We consider the three cases.

Case one. Assume that p divides ℓ. Hence ℓ ∈ {p, 2p} because ℓ ≤ c0 < 2p+ 1. Identity (6.56)
with ℓ = p gives p2 + 1 = 0, a contradiction; (6.56) with ℓ = 2p gives 4 = 1, a contradiction.

Case two. Assume that p divides ℓ − 1. Hence ℓ − 1 is an integer multiple of p, and, since
ℓ − 1 ≤ c0 − 1 < ℓ0 = 2p, one has ℓ − 1 = p. Plugging ℓ = p+ 1 into (6.56) gives p = 4, which is
not a prime number, a contradiction.

Case three. Assume that p divides ℓ+2. Hence ℓ+2 ∈ {p, 2p} because ℓ+2 ≤ c0 +2 < 2p+3
< 3p. For ℓ + 2 = p, (6.56) gives (p+ 7)(p− 1) = 0, a contradiction. For ℓ + 2 = 2p, (6.56) gives
6p2 − 21p+ 13 = 0, but this polynomial has no integer root, a contradiction.

7 Appendix

Proof of Lemma 5.5. This is essentially Theorem 4.2.2 of [41], page 221, in the case m = 1,
A = ∆, p = q = 2, σ = 0, s ∈ {0, 1}, adapted to the non-isotropic spaces Hs,r(Rn+). Note
that the spaces Hs,r(Rn+) are already used by Triebel in Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 4.2.2.
The proof of our lemma consists in slightly modifying the proof in [41], using r ∈ [0,∞) as the
higher regularity parameter, and paying attention to the constants in the various inequalities along
the proof. Also, the two functions u0, u1 in Step 2 in [41], page 222, corresponding to low/high
frequency components of the function u, must be treated separately regarding their regularity in
x′; in particular, the factor Cr in (5.33) comes from the estimate of the term u0.

Proof of Lemma 5.7. (i) Proof of density. Let s, r ∈ R. Since 1 ≤ 1 + |ξ′|2 ≤ 1 + |ξ|2, one has

(1 + |ξ|2)r0 ≤ (1 + |ξ′|2)r ≤ (1 + |ξ|2)r1 ∀ξ ∈ R
n,

where r0 := min{0, r} and r1 := max{0, r}. Hence
‖u‖Hs+r0(Rn) ≤ ‖u‖Hs,r(Rn) ≤ ‖u‖Hs+r1(Rn) (7.1)

for all u ∈ Hs+r1(Rn). By Fourier truncation, it is immediate to prove that Hs+r1(Rn) is dense in
Hs,r(Rn): given u ∈ Hs,r(Rn), let ûN = û in the ball |ξ| < N , and ûN = 0 outside that ball. Let
uN be the Fourier anti-transform of ûN . Then uN ∈ Hσ(Rn) for all σ ∈ R, and ‖u− uN‖Hs,r(Rn)

tends to zero as N → ∞. Given ε > 0, fix N such that ‖u− uN‖Hs,r(Rn) < ε/2. As is known (see,
e.g., [41], Theorem 2.3.3, page 48), S(Rn) is dense in Hσ(Rn) for all σ ∈ R. Hence there exists
ϕ ∈ S(Rn) such that ‖uN − ϕ‖Hs+r1(Rn) < ε/2. By the second inequality in (7.1) and triangular
inequality, one has ‖u− ϕ‖Hs,r(Rn) < ε. This proves that S(Rn) is dense in Hs,r(Rn).

On R
n
+, let u ∈ Hs,r(Rn+), and let v ∈ Hs,r(Rn) with v|Rn

+
= u. Given ε > 0, take ϕ ∈ S(Rn)

such that ‖v−ϕ‖Hs,r(Rn) < ε, and let f := ϕ|Rn
+
. Since v−ϕ ∈ Hs,r(Rn) and (v −ϕ)|Rn

+
= u− f ,

one has

‖u− f‖Hs,r(Rn
+
) = inf{‖w‖Hs,r(Rn) : w ∈ Hs,r(Rn), w|Rn

+
= u− f} ≤ ‖v − ϕ‖Hs,r(Rn) < ε.

This proves that the set {f : f = ϕ|Rn
+
∃ϕ ∈ S(Rn)} is dense in Hs,r(Rn+).

(ii) Proof of (5.34). Let v be a function in the Schwartz class S(Rn), and let v̂ be its Fourier
transform on R

n. By Fourier inversion formula, ‖v‖L∞(Rn) ≤ ‖v̂‖L1(Rn). Multiplying and dividing

v̂(ξ) by (1 + |ξ|2) s
2 (1 + |ξ′|2) r

2 , and applying Hölder’s inequality, one has

‖v̂‖L1(Rn) ≤ Cs,r‖v‖Hs,r(Rn), C2
s,r =

∫

Rn

1

(1 + |ξ|2)s(1 + |ξ′|2)r dξ.
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For every fixed ξ′ ∈ Rn−1, the change of variable ξn = (1 + |ξ′|2) 1
2 t gives

∫

R

1

(1 + |ξ|2)s dξn =

∫

R

1

(1 + |ξ′|2 + ξ2n)
s
dξn = (1 + |ξ′|2) 1

2
−s

∫

R

1

(1 + t2)s
dt. (7.2)

The last integral converges for 2s > 1 (in particular, for s = 1 its value is π). Hence the integral
C2
s,r is finite if 2(r + s− 1

2 ) > n− 1, i.e., r + s > n/2. The assumption v ∈ S(Rn) is removed by
density. This proves (5.34) on Rn. On Rn+, let u ∈ Hs,r(Rn+), and let v ∈ Hs,r(Rn) with v|Rn

+
= u.

Then
‖u‖L∞(Rn

+
) = ‖v|Rn

+
‖L∞(Rn

+
) ≤ ‖v‖L∞(Rn) ≤ Cs,r‖v‖Hs,r(Rn).

Taking the infimum over all such v gives the second embedding inequality (5.34).
(iii) Proof of (5.35), (5.36). Inequality (5.36) is trivial on Rn, i.e., with Rn+ replaced by Rn. On

Rn+, let u ∈ Hs+1,r(Rn+). For any v ∈ Hs+1,r(Rn) with v|Rn
+
= u, the distribution ∂xn

v belongs to

Hs,r(Rn) and it coincides with the distribution ∂xn
u in Rn+. Hence the set {∂xn

v : v ∈ Hs+1,r(Rn),
v|Rn

+
= u} is a subset of {w ∈ Hs,r(Rn) : w|Rn

+
= ∂xn

u}, and, by definition (5.16),

‖∂xn
u‖Hs,r(Rn

+
) = inf{‖w‖Hs,r(Rn) : w ∈ Hs,r(Rn), w|Rn

+
= ∂xn

u}
≤ inf{‖∂xn

v‖Hs,r(Rn) : v ∈ Hs+1,r(Rn), v|Rn
+
= u}

≤ inf{‖v‖Hs+1,r(Rn) : v ∈ Hs+1,r(Rn), v|Rn
+
= u} = ‖u‖Hs+1,r(Rn

+
).

The proof of (5.35) is similar.
(iv) Proof of (5.37), (5.38), (5.39). Proof of (5.37). On Rn, one has

‖v‖2H0,r(Rn) =

∫

R

‖v(·, xn)‖2Hr(Rn−1) dxn ∀v ∈ H0,r(Rn)

by Fubini/Tonelli and Plancherel. On R
n
+, given u ∈ H0,r(Rn+), its trivial extension u0 defined as

u0 = u in Rn+ and u0 = 0 in Rn \ Rn+ belongs to H0,r(Rn) and it satisfies

‖u0‖2H0,r(Rn) =

∫

R

‖u0(·, xn)‖2Hr(Rn−1) dxn =

∫ ∞

0

‖u(·, xn)‖2Hr(Rn−1) dxn.

Hence ‖u0‖H0,r(Rn) ≤ ‖v‖H0,r(Rn) for any other v ∈ H0,r(Rn) such that v|Rn
+
= u, and therefore

u0 realizes the infimum of definition (5.16). Proof of (5.38). On Rn, one has

‖v‖2H1,r(Rn) = ‖v‖2H0,r+1(Rn) + ‖∂xn
v‖2H0,r(Rn) ∀v ∈ H1,r(Rn) (7.3)

(use Fourier transform and split 1 + |ξ|2 as (1 + |ξ′|2) + ξ2n). On Rn+, using (5.37) and (7.3), for
u ∈ H1,r(Rn+) and v ∈ H1,r(Rn) with v|Rn

+
= u, one has

‖u‖2H0,r+1(Rn
+
) + ‖∂xn

u‖2H0,r(Rn
+
)

=

∫ ∞

0

‖u(·, xn)‖2Hr+1(Rn−1) dxn +

∫ ∞

0

‖∂xn
u(·, xn)‖2Hr(Rn−1) dxn

≤
∫

R

‖v(·, xn)‖2Hr+1(Rn−1) dxn +

∫

R

‖∂xn
v(·, xn)‖2Hr(Rn−1) dxn = ‖v‖2H1,r(Rn).

Taking the infimum over all v ∈ H1,r(Rn) with v|Rn
+
= u gives the second inequality in (5.38). To

prove the first inequality in (5.38), let u ∈ H1,r(Rn+), and assume that u is the restriction to R
n
+

of a continuous function on Rn. Consider the extension uR defined by reflection as

uR = u if xn ≥ 0, uR(x
′, xn) = u(x′,−xn) if xn < 0. (7.4)

Then ∂xn
uR, as a distribution on Rn, is ∂xn

uR = ∂xn
u in Rn+, and (∂xn

uR)(x
′, xn) = −∂xn

u(x′, xn)
for xn < 0, because, integrating by parts with test functions on Rn, the two boundary terms at
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xn = 0 cancel out. Hence uR ∈ H1,r(Rn), and

‖uR‖2H1,r(Rn) =

∫

R

‖uR(·, xn)‖2Hr+1(Rn−1) dxn +

∫

R

‖∂xn
uR(·, xn)‖2Hr(Rn−1) dxn

= 2

∫ ∞

0

‖u(·, xn)‖2Hr+1(Rn−1) dxn + 2

∫ ∞

0

‖∂xn
u(·, xn)‖2Hr(Rn−1) dxn. (7.5)

Also, ‖u‖H1,r(Rn
+) ≤ ‖uR‖H1,r(Rn) by definition (5.16), and, using (5.37), we obtain the first in-

equality in (5.38). The continuity assumption for u is removed by density. Proof of (5.39). It
follows immediately from (5.37), (5.38).

(v) Proof of (5.43). Let v be a function in the Schwartz class S(Rn), let v̂ be its Fourier
transform on Rn, and let g(x′) := v(x′, 0) be the restriction of v to the hyperplane xn = 0. Let ĝ
be the Fourier transform of g on Rn−1. One has

ĝ(ξ′) =

∫

R

v̂(ξ′, ξn) dξn ∀ξ′ ∈ R
n−1 (7.6)

because, by Fourier inversion formula, at any point x = (x′, 0) one has

g(x′) = v(x′, 0) = v(x) =

∫

Rn

v̂(ξ)ei2π〈ξ,x〉 dξ =

∫

Rn−1

(∫

R

v̂(ξ′, ξn) dξn

)

ei2π〈ξ
′,x′〉 dξ′.

By (7.6), multiplying and dividing v̂(ξ) by (1 + |ξ|2) s
2 , applying Hölder’s inequality and (7.2), for

every ξ′ ∈ Rn−1 one has

|ĝ(ξ′)|2 ≤
(∫

R

1

(1 + |ξ|2)s dξn
)( ∫

R

|v̂(ξ′, ξn)|2(1 + |ξ|2)s dξn
)

= C2
s (1 + |ξ′|2) 1

2
−s

∫

R

|v̂(ξ)|2(1 + |ξ|2)s dξn, C2
s :=

∫

R

1

(1 + t2)s
dt.

Multiplying |ĝ(ξ′)|2 by (1+ |ξ′|2)σ, with σ = r+ s− 1
2 , and integrating in dξ′ over Rn−1, we obtain

‖g‖Hσ(Rn−1) ≤ Cs‖v‖Hs,r(Rn). Since S(Rn) is dense in Hs,r(Rn), the last inequality allows one to
define the trace operator on Hs,r(Rn), with bound (5.41).

On Rn+, consider s = 1, r ∈ R, let u ∈ H1,r(Rn+), and assume that u is the restriction to Rn+

of a continuous function. Consider the extension uR of u defined by reflection in (7.4). Then
uR ∈ H1,r(Rn) and, by (7.5), (5.38), one has ‖u‖H1,r(Rn

+
) ≤ ‖uR‖H1,r(Rn) ≤

√
2‖u‖H1,r(Rn

+
). We

define Tu := TuR, and we note that this definition gives a bounded linear operator of H1,r(Rn+)

to Hr+ 1
2 (Rn−1), with bound (5.43), such that Tu = u(·, 0) if u is continuous.

(vi) Proof of (5.44), (5.45). Proof of (5.44). On Rn, let u, v ∈ H1,r(Rn), r ≥ r0. The Fourier
transform of the product uv is the convolution

∫

Rn û(ξ − η)v̂(η) dη, and

‖uv‖2H1,r(Rn) =

∫

Rn

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Rn

û(ξ − η)v̂(η)(1 + |ξ|2) 1
2 (1 + |ξ′|2) r

2 dη

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dξ. (7.7)

Now

(1 + |ξ|2) 1
2 ≤ (1 + |ξ − η|2) 1

2 + (1 + |η|2) 1
2 , (7.8)

(1 + |ξ′|2) r
2 ≤ 4(1 + |ξ′ − η′|2) r

2 + Cr(1 + |η′|2) r
2 ∀ξ, η ∈ R

n. (7.9)

To prove (7.8), consider its square, use triangular inequality |ξ| ≤ |ξ − η| + |η| and its square to

bound 1 + |ξ|2, and use the fact that |x| ≤ (1 + |x|2) 1
2 for x = η and x = ξ − η. Inequality (7.9)

is also elementary, and it is proved in [8], inequality (B.10) and Lemma B.5, where the slightly
stronger version with |η′|r instead of (1 + |η′|2) r

2 is proved, and where the constant Cr is written
explicitly; Cr is a continuous increasing function of r ∈ [0,∞), with Cr = 1 for r ∈ [0, 1] and
Cr → ∞ as r → ∞. The product of the LHS of (7.8) and (7.9) is bounded by the product of the
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corresponding RHS, which is the sum of 4 products. Then the internal integral in (7.7) is bounded
by the sum of 4 integrals, and, since (a1 + . . .+ a4)

2 ≤ 4(a21 + . . .+ a24) for any ai ∈ R, one has

(7.7) ≤ 4
∑

i,j=1,2

∫

Rn

(∫

Rn

|û(ξ − η)||v̂(η)|σiτj dη
)2

dξ,

where σ1, σ2 are the two terms in the RHS of (7.8) and τ1, τ2 are those in the RHS of (7.9). In the

case σ1τ1, multiplying and dividing by σ2(1 + |η′|2) r0
2 , and applying Hölder’s inequality, we get

∫

Rn

(∫

Rn

|û(ξ − η)||v̂(η)|σ1τ1 dη
)2

dξ ≤ 42C2
r0
‖u‖2H1,r(Rn)‖v‖2H1,r0 (Rn),

where

C2
r0

:=

∫

Rn

1

(1 + |η|2)(1 + |η′|2)r0 dη =

∫

Rn−1

π

(1 + |η′|2)r0+ 1
2

dη (7.10)

is finite for 2(r0 +
1
2 ) > n− 1. The second identity in (7.10) holds by (7.2). In the case σ1τ2, we

multiply and divide by σ2(1+ |ξ′−η′|2) r0
2 and, proceeding similarly, we find that the corresponding

integral is bounded by the square of Cr0Cr‖u‖H1,r0(Rn)‖v‖H1,r(Rn), where Cr is the constant in
(7.9), and Cr0 is in (7.10). In fact, using (7.2) and Hölder’s inequality, for every ξ ∈ Rn one has

∫

Rn

1

(1 + |η|2)(1 + |ξ′ − η′|2)r0 dη =

∫

Rn−1

π

(1 + |η′|2) 1
2 (1 + |ξ′ − η′|2)r0

dη′

≤ π
( ∫

Rn−1

1

(1 + |η′|2) p
2

dη′
) 1

p
(∫

Rn−1

1

(1 + |ξ′ − η′|2)r0q dη
′
) 1

q

= C2
r0

(7.11)

with p = 2r0+1, 1
p
+ 1
q
= 1. The cases σ2τ1, σ2τ2 are analogous. This proves (5.44) with Rn instead

of Rn+. To obtain (5.44), let u, v ∈ H1,r(Rn+), and assume that they are the restriction to R
n
+ of

continuous functions. Consider the extensions uR, vR of u, v as in (7.4). Then the product uRvR
satisfies the estimate (5.44) on Rn that we have just proved. Thus, by (7.5), (5.38), we deduce that
the product uv satisfies (5.44). The continuity assumption is removed by density. Proof of (5.45).
To prove (5.45), we proceed similarly, but without exceeding r in the powers of η′: for example,

in the case σ1τ1, we multiply and divide by σ2(1 + |η′|2) r
2 (1 + |ξ′ − η′|2) r0−r

2 . As above, we use
(7.2) and Hölder’s inequality, and we choose Hölder’s exponents p, q giving the power r0 +

1
2 like

in (7.10), (7.11).
(vii) Proof of (5.47), (5.49). Proof of (5.47). On Rn, one has

‖gv‖Hr(Rn) ≤ 2‖g‖L∞(Rn)‖v‖Hr(Rn) + Cr‖g‖W b,∞(Rn)‖v‖L2(Rn) (7.12)

for all v ∈ Hr(Rn), all g ∈ W b,∞(Rn), where r ≥ 0 is real, b is the smallest integer such that b ≥ r,
and Cr is an increasing function of r. Estimate (7.12) is proved, e.g., in Lemma B.2 of [8]. Then
(5.47) follows by using identity (5.37) and applying estimate (7.12) (with Rn−1 instead of Rn) to
the product f(·, xn)u(·, xn) in the integral, and Hölder’s inequality (or triangular inequality for
the L2(0,∞) norm). Proof of (5.49). Use the first inequality in (5.38), estimate separately each
product fu, (∂xn

f)u and f(∂xn
u) by (5.47), then use the second inequality in (5.38).

(viii) Proof of (5.51). On Rn, given a diffeomorphism f of Rn of the form f(x) = a+Ax+g(x),
one has

‖u ◦ f‖Hr(Rn) ≤ Cr,f (‖u‖Hr(Rn) + ‖g‖Hr+1+r0(Rn)‖u‖L2(Rn)) (7.13)

for all u ∈ Hr(Rn), all real r ≥ 0, where Cr,f depends on r, |A|, ‖g‖H1+r0(Rn) and r0 > n/2.
Estimate (7.13) is classical, and it can be proved in this way. For r = 0, use the change of variable
f(x) = y in the integral giving the L2(Rd) norm of u ◦ f , and the L∞(Rn) norm of the Jacobian
determinant detD(f−1) of the inverse transformation, to get ‖u◦f‖L2(Rn) ≤ C0‖u‖L2(Rn) for some
C0 depending on f . For r = 1, we note that

∇(u ◦ f)(x) = [Df(x)]T (∇u) ◦ f(x) = AT (∇u) ◦ f(x) + [Dg(x)]T (∇u) ◦ f(x) (7.14)
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for all x ∈ Rn, then we proceed like in the r = 0 case to estimate the L2(Rd) norm of (7.14),
and we get ‖u ◦ f‖H1(Rn) ≤ C1‖u‖H1(Rn) for some C1 ≥ C0 depending on f . Then, by the
classical interpolation theorems for linear operators, ‖u ◦ f‖Hr(Rn) ≤ C1‖u‖Hr(Rn) for all real
r ∈ [0, 1]. Assume that (7.13) holds for some real r ≥ 0. The norm ‖u ◦ f‖Hr+1(Rn) is controlled by
‖u◦f‖Hr(Rn)+‖∇(u◦f)‖Hr(Rn), and we use identity (7.14) and triangular inequality. To estimate
the product (Dg)T (∇u) ◦ f , we use the product estimate

‖vw‖Hr(Rn) ≤ Cr0‖v‖Hr0(Rn)‖w‖Hr(Rn) + Cr‖v‖Hr+r0 (Rn)‖w‖L2(Rn) (7.15)

with v = (Dg)T and w = (∇u)◦f . Estimate (7.15) is proved similarly as (5.44), (5.45), using (7.9)
(in fact, the proof of (7.15) is simpler because no coordinate has a special role). By the interpo-
lation inequality of Hr(Rn) spaces, the product ‖g‖Hr+1+r0‖u‖H1 is bounded by ‖g‖Hr+2+r0‖u‖H0

+‖g‖Hr0+1‖u‖Hr+1 , and (7.13) follows by induction. On Rn+, estimate (5.51) is immediately de-
duced from (5.37), (5.38), applying (7.13) with Rn−1 instead of Rn; for s = 1, we also use the fact
that ∂xn

{u(f(x′), xn)} = (∂xn
u)(f(x′), xn).

Proof of Lemma 5.8. Proof of (5.52). Recall the definition (5.18) of the norm, apply the stan-
dard interpolation inequality ‖f‖Hs(Rd) ≤ ‖f‖1−ϑ

Hs0(Rd)
‖f‖ϑ

Hs1(Rd) of the spaces Hs(Rd) to each

function f = (uψj) ◦ gj(·, 0), then use Hölder’s inequality

N∑

j=1

ajbj ≤
( N∑

j=1

apj

) 1
p
( N∑

j=1

bqj

) 1
q

with p = 1/(1− ϑ), q = 1/ϑ, aj = ‖(uψj) ◦ gj‖1−ϑHs0 (Rd)
, bj = ‖(uψj) ◦ gj‖ϑHs1(Rd).

Proof of (5.53). By (5.19),

(uvψj) ◦ gj(·, 0) =
∑

ℓ∈Aj

ũℓj ṽj , ũℓj := (uψℓ) ◦ gj(·, 0), ṽj := (vψj) ◦ gj(·, 0).

On R
d, one has the well-known product estimate

‖ũℓj ṽj‖Hs(Rd) ≤ Cs0‖ũℓj‖Hs0 (Rd)‖ṽj‖Hs(Rd) + (χs≥s0 )Cs‖ũℓj‖Hs(Rd)‖ṽj‖Hs0 (Rd), (7.16)

which can be proved similarly as (5.46) (in fact, the proof of (7.16) is slightly easier). Since
gj = gℓ ◦ fℓ ◦ gj, one has

ũℓj = (uψℓ) ◦ gℓ ◦ fℓ ◦ gj(·, 0) = (uψℓ) ◦ gℓ(T̃ℓj(·), 0) = ũℓ ◦ T̃ℓj,

where ũℓ := (uψℓ) ◦ gℓ(·, 0) and T̃ℓj is defined in (5.31). By Lemma 5.4 and the composition
estimate (5.51), one has

‖ũℓj‖Hs0 (Rd) ≤ Cs0‖ũℓ‖Hs0 (Rd), ‖ũℓj‖Hs(Rd) ≤ Cs‖ũℓ‖Hs(Rd). (7.17)

Using (7.17) into (7.16) and taking the sum over j, ℓ gives (5.53).
Proof of (5.54). For m = 2, (5.54) is (5.53) with v = u; (5.54) with m + 1 instead of m is

deduced from (5.54) by applying (5.53) with v = um.
Proof of (5.55). Let u ∈ Hs+1(Sd). Denote u0 := E0u its 0-homogeneous extension to R

n \ {0},
n = d + 1, so that ∇Sdu = ∇u0 on Sd. By (5.18), we have to estimate the sum over j =
1, . . . , N of ‖((∇u0)ψj) ◦ gj(·, 0)‖Hs(Rd). The function ((∇u0)ψj) ◦ gj(·, 0) is the result of the
composition T (Gj(Ψj(∇u0))), where T is the trace operator f 7→ f(·, 0), Gj is the composition
operator f 7→ f ◦ gj , and Ψj is the multiplication operator f 7→ fψj. The composition of these
operators with the gradient operator satisfies the following identities. First, one has Ψj(∇f) =
∇(Ψjf) − (∇ψj)f . Second, Gj(∇f) = (Dgj)

−T∇(Gjf). Third, T (∇f) = (∇y′(Tf), T (∂ynf)).
Applying these identities, one has that ((∇u0)ψj) ◦ gj(·, 0) = S1,j + S2,j +S3,j , where S1,j is the
product of the matrix T ((Dgj)

−T ) with the vector (∇y′{T (Gj(Ψju0))}, 0), S2,j is the product of
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the same matrix T ((Dgj)
−T ) with the vector (0, T (∂yn{Gj(Ψju0)})), and S3,j is −T (Gj{(∇ψj)u0}).

By (7.12),

‖S1,j‖Hs(Rd) ≤ C0‖∇y′{T (Gj(Ψju0))}‖Hs(Rd) + Cs‖∇y′{T (Gj(Ψju0))}‖L2(Rd)

≤ C0‖T (Gj(Ψju0))‖Hs+1(Rd) + Cs‖T (Gj(Ψju0))‖H1(Rd),

and therefore, recalling the definition (5.18) of the norm on Sd, the sum over j = 1, . . . , N of
the terms S1,j is bounded by C0‖u‖Hs+1(Sd) + Cs‖u‖H1(Sd). Concerning S2,j , we observe that
∂yn(Gju0) = 0 because, by (5.21), (5.22), the vector ∂yngj(y) is parallel to gj(y), and 〈x,∇u0(x)〉 =
0, as u0 is a 0-homogeneous function. Hence T (∂yn{Gj(Ψju0)}) = T (∂yn(Gjψj))T (Gju0). We
proceed similarly as in the proof of (5.53): we insert 1 =

∑

ℓ∈Aj
ψℓ, and write gj = gℓ ◦ fℓ ◦ gj , so

that gj(·, 0) = gℓ(T̃ℓj(·), 0), with T̃ℓj defined in (5.31). Then we use the product estimate (7.12),
Lemma 5.4 and the composition estimate (5.51), and we obtain that the sum over j = 1, . . . , N
of the terms ‖S2,j‖Hs(Rd) is bounded by the sum over j, ℓ with ℓ ∈ Aj of Cs‖T (Gℓ(Ψℓu0))‖Hs(Rd).
The terms S3,j are estimated similarly as S2,j . Thus we obtain

‖∇Sdu‖Hs(Sd) ≤ C0‖u‖Hs+1(Sd) + Cs‖u‖H1(Sd) + Cs‖u‖Hs(Sd).

To absorb the last term, we use (5.52) with s0 = 0, s1 = s+ 1, and proceed like in (5.103).
Proof of (5.56). On Rd one has the embedding inequality ‖f‖L∞(Rd) ≤ Cs0‖f‖Hs0(Rd). On Sd,

by (5.19), one has u =
∑N
j=1 uψj , and

‖u‖L∞(Sd) ≤
N∑

j=1

‖uψj‖L∞(Sd) =

N∑

j=1

‖(uψj) ◦ gj(·, 0)‖L∞(Rd)

≤ Cs0

N∑

j=1

‖(uψj) ◦ gj(·, 0)‖Hs0 (Rd) = Cs0‖u‖Hs0(Sd),

because Kj ∩ S2 = {gj(y′, 0) : (y′, 0) ∈ A0} and ψj = 0 outside Kj, ψj ◦ gj = 0 outside A0.
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