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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 €; C R3
with smooth boundary 9 for some time interval ¢ € (0,T), and that the velocity vector field u
and the pressure p are defined in €2;. Since the only effecting force is the surface tension, then 2,
u and p satisfy

dru+u-Vu+Vp=0 in Qy, (1.1)
divue =0 in {y, (1.2)

p=o09Hq, on 0, (1.3)

Vi = (u,vq,) on 0y, (1.4)

where V; is the normal velocity of the boundary, vq, is the unit outer normal of the boundary, Hq,
is the mean curvature of the boundary 09, o is the capillarity coefficient, and (-,-) denotes the
scalar product of vectors in R3. Equations (1)), (L2)) are the Euler equations of incompressible
fluid mechanics, (L3)) gives the pressure at the boundary in terms of capillarity, and (4] is the
assumption that the movement of the boundary 0€2; in its normal direction is due to the movement
of the liquid particles on 02, that is, the velocity of 0€2; and the vector field v must have the
same normal component at the boundary 9. We call (ILT]) the dynamics equation, (L2) the
incompressibility condition, (3] the condition for the pressure at the boundary, and (L4 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 §2;, the velocity vector field
u, and the pressure p.
An important property of system (LI)-(L4) is the conservation of the total energy
E®t) = %/ |u|? dz + oo Area(9€;), (1.5)
Q

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 €;, and the velocity of the fluid barycenter are also
conserved quantities.

If the velocity u is zero, then by (L) and (L3) the mean curvature Hg, is constant, and
therefore by the Alexandrov theorem [4] the drop is the ball. Moreover, if the velocity is small (in
Cl-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 €); is star-shaped with respect
to the origin, i.e., the boundary 0€2; is the graph of a radial function over the sphere. We thus
always assume that the domain €2, or €2 when the time plays no role, is of the form

o ={(1+h(t,z)z:2eS* or 90={(1+h(z))r:zecS?}, (1.6)

where h(t,-) : S — (=1,00), or h : S — (—1,00) when time plays no role, is the elevation
function. In particular, 9 is diffeomorphic to the sphere with diffeomorphism ~ : S — 99,

v(z) = (1 + h(x))z. (1.7)
In the case of moving boundary we denote ; : S — 9Q;,
Yi() = (1+ h(t, 2))a. (18)

Since the vorticity is zero and € is diffeomorphic to the ball, there exists a velocity potential
® : ; — R such that
u=V® in . (1.9)

Like in the case of water wave equations, we may use these assumptions to reduce system (LI])-
(C4) into a system of two equations written in terms of the elevation function h in (L6 and the
function 9 (¢,-) : S — R defined as the pullback by 7; of the velocity potential at the boundary,

Blt,x) = B(t, (). (1.10)



In order to write these two equations we need to introduce further notation. Assuming sufficient
regularity to exchange partial derivatives, one has dyu = V9;® and u - Vu = V(3|V®[?). Hence
the dynamics equation (1)) becomes

1
at@+§|vq>|2+p:0 in Q, (1.11)

which is an equation for equivalence classes with respect to the equivalence relation f ~ g iff
Vf = Vg. The incompressibility condition (.2]) becomes the Laplace equation

AD =0 in Q. (1.12)

We define the Dirichlet-Neumann operator G(h)y, where h is the elevation function as in (6]
and 1 : S2 — R is a generic Dirichlet datum, as

G(h)p(z) = (V@) (v(x)), va(y(2))) (1.13)

at all points v(z) € 99, i.e., for all z € S?, where ® :  — R is the solution of the boundary value
problem

AP =0in Q and ®(y(z)) =¥(z) for all y(x) € I, ie., for all z € S2 (1.14)
Finally, we use the notation
H(h)(z) := Hao(v(x)) for x € S?, (1.15)

where v : §? — 9Q is defined in ([I7). We derive the formula of the mean curvature H(h) in
terms of the elevation function h in Lemma [Z.2] as the precise explicit formula is difficult to find in
literature.

Under the assumptions of zero vorticity and star-shapedness of {2;, the free boundary problem
(CI)-(C4) can be formulated as the system of two equations on S?

JUF R+ [VghP

Ouh = = G(h)o, (1.16)
1 (Vg21h, Vg2 h) 2 Vst _
o =5 (O + o T o) T aeRp TR =0 (D

where Vg2 denotes the tangential gradient on S? and, moreover, system (LI6), (LI7) is a Hamil-
tonian system. In the flat case z € R? or x € T?, this is an old and well-known observation [45],
[20]. In the spherical case x € S? the equivalence of system (LI)-(L4) and system (LI6), (LI7) is
proved in [111 B8] but we give the argument in order to be self-contained, see Proposition [l The
Hamiltonian structure of (LI6), (II7) is proved in [II] but we also prove it with a slightly more
general argument, see Proposition and Lemma [3.4

Our aim is to study the motion of a drop when 2, is nearly spherical, i.e., when the elevation
function in (L)) is small. To this aim, we first study the linearization of equations (L.I6]), (LI1).
The first main result of this paper is Theorem [l which gives an explicit formula of the shape
derivative of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator G(h)y defined in (LI3) and (LI4), i.e., given a
function 1 : S — R, we compute a formula for

¢ = |+ en. (1.18)
€ le=0

The calculations for (II8]) 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 + in (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



it does not work with other extensions; see Remark for a more detailed explanation of this
(surprising!) difficulty. Then we also give a completely different argument for (ILI8]), 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 .19, where we prove that the Dirichlet-
Neumann operator in (LI3)) 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 §? is via the
spherical harmonics, but spherical harmonics do not have the same nice properties as the complex
exponentials on R™. For example, the product of two spherical harmonic functions is not a spheri-
cal harmonic. We overcome this issue by considering Sobolev spaces H*(S?) defined by partition of
unity, rectification and extension following [33] [41]. We also consider non-isotropic versions of the
spaces H? (Ri) that are able to catch higher and fractional regularity in the tangential directions.
These results in Section [l are somewhat related to the idea of the “convolution by horizontal lay-
ers” in [I7]. Second, we need to localize the argument near the boundary, since the homogeneous
extension of the diffeomorphism v in (I7) has a singularity at the origin.

As an application of the analyticity proved in Section Bl we show in Theorem [6.14] the existence
of traveling waves, i.e., non-trivial solutions of system ([LT6l), (LT7) 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 S?. An important
consequence of Theorem [6.14]is that it provides the first example of global-in-time solutions for sys-
tem (LI6]), (ILIT), for which, for general initial data, only local existence [111 [I'7, [39], continuation
criteria and a priori estimates [29, 40] have been proved.

We prove Theorem[G.I4 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>. 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 [I]. Tame estimates for the Dirichlet-Neumann operator
are proved in [2, [B0] for the flat case; for related estimates on S? see [L1]. 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 [ [31].
We also mention [35], where rotating travelling waves are obtained for a 2-dimensional drop.
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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 NO = {0, 1, .. }

2.1 Notations for differential operators on surfaces

We denote the fluid domain by Q; C R3, or simply by Q 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 : S — R as in (L.6)), and denote the associated diffeomorphism by
v :$? — 9 as in (7). We always assume without mentioning that the elevation function satisfies
h(z) > —1 for all x € S? in order to (LG) make sense. If we assume that the Lipschitz norm of the
elevation function is small, i.e., [|A| w1, (s2) < ¢ for some ¢ < 1, then we call the domain Q nearly
spherical.

We assume that Q is C2-regular, which for us means that the elevation function h is of class
C?(S?), and we denote its outer unit normal by vg, the mean curvature by Hg and the second
fundamental form by Bg. We use orientation for which Hq is nonnegative for convex sets. We
denote the tangent plane at z € 9Q by T,(99Q), which we may identify with the plane in R3

T.(09) = {y € R”: {y, va(z)) = 0}.
We define the projection on T,(0%2) as
Hr, 90) = I —va(z) @ va(z), (2.1)

where I is the identity matrix and ® denotes the tensor product (given a,b € R® a ® b is the
3 x 3 matrix with entry a;b; in the row 7 and column j, i.e., a ® b is the matrix product ab™ of the
column matrix a with the row matrix b7). Note that in (1)) we identify the projection map with
the matrix representing it. We also remark that (2.J) is symmetric. We may split a given vector
a € R? into normal and tangential components with respect to a fixed tangent plane T,,(9) for
x € 0f) as

Ay = Qg () = (@, va(x)) va(r) and asn = a — a, = Ilp, (s)a. (2.2)

Then |a|? = |a,|?+|agq|?. For a vector field F' : R3 — R3, F,, and Fyq define normal and tangential
vector fields on 9. For a scalar function f : R* — R, we define the normal and tangential gradient
fields as

Vof(x) = (Vf(z),va(z))va(z) and Vaaf(z) =g, 60)Vf(z), (2.3)
and we denote

Doaf(x) = [Voaf (@)]" = [Vf(2)] I, (00 (2.4)

the transpose of the vector Vg f(); thus, Vao f(z) is a vector of R3, i.e., a column, while Daq f ()
is a 1 x 3 matrix, i.e., a row. Since we assume that the domain 2 is at least C?-regular, we may
extend any regular vector field F : 9Q — R? to R? and define the tangential differential at z € 9
as

DpoF(x) := DF(x) — DF (z)va(z) ® vo(z) = DF(x)ll, (50, (2.5)

where DF(z) denotes the (Euclidian) differential (i.e., the Jacobian matrix) of the extension. Thus,
DyqF () is a 3 x 3 matrix, whose k-th row is Daq Fy (), the transpose of the tangential gradient
of the k-th component Fj, of the vector field F'. It is easy to see that definition (Z3]) 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
23) is enough for us. For a scalar function f : 9 — R, using any extension of it, the tangential
gradient is defined in (2.3]), and we define the tangential Hessian as

D3qf = Doa(Voal). (2.6)



We also define the Laplace-Beltrami on 052 as the trace of the tangential Hessian
Aoaf(x) = Tr Djo f(x). (2.7)

For a vector field F : 92 — R? we define the tangential divergence as the trace of the tangential
differential

div go F' = Tr(DaoF') = div F — ((DF)vq, va), (2.8)
and note that it holds
Apa f = divoa(Vaalf) (2.9)
and
Hq = div grg. (2.10)
If f is defined in a neighborhood of 012, it holds
Noaf = Af — (D*frg,va) — Ha(V f,vq). (2.11)

Finally, the divergence theorem for hypersurfaces states that

/divangH2: Ho(F,vq) dH?, (2.12)
on on

where dH? is the 2-dimensional Hausdorff measure (see, e.g., [34} [6]).

When € is the unit ball By, its boundary is the unit sphere S?, and we write Vg, divge, etc.
instead of Vgp,, divgp,, etc. For the unit sphere, it is natural to extend a given scalar function
f:S? = R to R?\ {0} in a homogeneous way as

Eof(x) = flo(x)), &f(x):=|z|f(o(x)), where o(x):=—, (2.13)

for all z € R3\ {0}, and similarly for vector fields F' : S — R3. Note that the gradient and Hessian
of 0-homogeneous extensions satisfy

(V(&of)(x),z) =0, D*(Ef)(x)z+V(Ef)(x) =0 (2.14)

for all z € R?\ {0} (differentiate the identity & f(Az) = & f(z) with respect to A, and then with
respect to xy). 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

Ve f(z) = V(& f)(x), DgF(z)=D(EF)(x), Dgf(x) =D& f)(x)+ V(& f)(zx) @,
Agz f(z) = A& f)(x), diveF(x) = div (& f)(x) (2.15)

for all € S?. From (2.I4) and (Z.I5) it follows, in particular, that
(Vg2 f(x),x) =0, (2.16)
(DR f (), ) = —(Va2 £(z),0) (217)
for all z € S?, all v € T,,(S?).

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 « : §2 — 9Q in (7)), and take its 1-homogeneous extension

51’}/(1') =T (1 + th(l')), (218)
defined on R3 \ {0}, where &y, £ are defined in ([2.13). Its Jacobian matrix is

D(El’y) = (1 + th)f +r® Vgoh (219)



The advantage of the extension in (ZI8)) is that its Jacobian matrix D(&17) is invertible, and its
inverse can be immediately calculated by observing that, by (ZI8), M = 2 ® V(Eph) is a nilpotent
matrix satisfying M? = 0. Thus

[D(Ey)! = 1+Isoh - éﬁgjﬁ; (2.20)
We also calculate the determinant
det D(E17) = (1 + &h)? (2.21)
and the transpose of the inverse matrix
DENT = e~ e (2.22)
Note that on S? one has
D(&7) = (1+h)+2®Vgh on §? (2.23)
and
DEN " = 1ih —~ (Tfif)h@;x n S2. (2.24)
The tangent plane T, (7(S?)) to the surface y(S?) at the point () € (S?) is
Ty () (7(S%)) = {Dgey(z)v : v € To(S?)},  for all z € S*. (2.25)

By ([Z3), one has Dg2y(z)v = Dy(z)(I —z @ x)v = D¥(z)v for all v € T,(S?), for any extension 7
of 7; in particular, this holds for ¥ = £;7. For all v € T,(S?) one has

0 = (z,v) = (,[DF(2)] "' Di(w)v) = (DF(2)] " &, Di(x)v), 7 =&,
where [Dy(x)]~7T is in ([224). Hence, for # € S?, the vector
N()(x) = [D(E)(@)] Tz (2.26)

satisfies (N (v)(x), w) = 0 for all w € T,,(,)(¥(S?)), i.e., it is orthogonal to the tangent plane (Z2H)).
It is also easy to see that it points outside the domain € (note that, for ~ = 0 one has N(vy)(z) = z).
Therefore the outward unit normal to the surface v(S?) at v(z) is, by ([224) and ([2.26),

_ N (A +h(@)r — Vsh(z)
) = N @] = O h@) R TV h ()P (2:27)

for z € S2. For future purpose it is convenient to introduce the notation

J=J(h) =/ (1+h)?+|Vsh]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 Q and the elevation function h : S? — R are as in ([LG),
and let v be as in (LT). For any scalar function f : 0 — R, let f be its pullback by v, namely

f(x) = f(v(z)). Then

Vs f(x) | (Vs2f, Vg2h)

(Voo f)(v(x)) = va(v(z))
1 +~h (1 T h)J ] (2.29)
_ Ve f(x) (Vs2favs2h>v It (Vs f, V2h) |
T 1+h A+ngz % J? ’



where J is defined in Z28). For a vector field F : 9Q — R3 we denote similarly F(z) = F(y(z)).
Then

(Do) = 2 DD Tl g g,y Dol Vol o, (2.30)
(diV aQF) (7(1')) _ lelSiF}‘L(,f) _ <(Dgz Z)fiZ)I;QVSZ h) + <(Dgz F[)]2VS2 h, .T> . (2-31)

Proof. We only need to prove ([2:29)), because (2Z30) follows by applying ([2:29) to the components
of F, and (23] follows from (230) by applying the trace, since div goF = Tr(Dsa F).

To prove (Z29), we extend f : 9Q — R by taking its 0-homogeneous extension, which we denote
fo, namely we define fo(z) = f(y(z/|z|)) for all x € R®\ {0}. We also define ho : R?\ {0} — R,
ho(z) = (Eoh)(z) = h(x/|z|). Note that (V fo,z) = (Vhg,z) = 0 on R\ {0} and Vho = Vs2h on
S2. We also extend v as &1y defined in ([2.15).

For A > 0 it holds (fo o &19)(Ax) = (fo o E177)(x). Therefore for # € S? it holds

V(foo&1y)(x) = Vs2(fo o E17) () = Ve f ().
On the other hand, one has

V(foo &17)(x) = [DE)(@)]T (Vfo)(E1(x)).
Then, by ([2:24) and the orthogonality (Vg2 f. x) = 0, we have, for all z € S,

(VA0 @) = [D(E)@)] T Vee o) = 7.
Then (229)) follows from the identity

(Voo f)(v(2)) = (Vo) (v(2)) = (V fo) (v(2)), va (v(x)))va(y(x))
(see definitions (Z1)), (Z3])) and formula (Z27]). O

Note that in equation (LIT), as well as in (L3), 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 Q and the elevation function h : S? — R are as in (LG).
Then the parametrization of the mean curvature is

Ag2h N 2 N ((D2:h)Vs2h,Vs2h)  |Vg2h|?
1+h)J J (1+h)J3 Js

H(h)(z) = Ha(y(z)) = — (2.32)

where J is defined in (2.28)).

Proof. Let us recall formula (227) for the outer normal vo(y(x)). We define the vector field
n : 00 — R3 such that, for z € S2,

n(y(z)) =n(x) = (1 + h(z))z — Vg2 h(x). (2.33)
Then vq(y) = p(y)n(y) for y € 0N, where ¢ = 1/|n|, and
Hq = divagra = ¢divaan + (Vaap, n>

Since n(y) is in the direction of vq(y), the last term is zero. Also, |n(vy(z))| = J. It remains to
calculate (divaan)(vy(z)). To this aim, we apply formula (231)) to the vector fields n,n. We first

calculate Dg=ni. By ([233), (Z3), (Z4), (216), we have
Dgeii(z) = —DZ&h + (1 + h)Ig: + x ® Vg2 h, (2.34)



where Is» = I —x @ x (ie., Ig2 is the matrix IIp, 2y in (1)) By @34), &8), @1, I0), we

obtain
divg:i(z) = —AZ:h +2(1+ h),
(Ds27)V2h, Vgzh) = —((D3:h)Vseh, V2 h) + (1 + h)|Vszh|*.
Moreover, by [234) and 217,
((Dg2)Vg2h, ) = —((D2:h)Vs2h, x) 4+ |Vg2h|? = 2|Vs2h|?.
We use (231)) and the above calculations to deduce that

_ diveefi(z)  ((Ds2i)Vs2h, Vgzh)  ((Ds27) Vg2 h, x)

(divaan)(y(z)) 7 AT 72
o AZh tog ((D%,h)Vs2h,Vg2h)  |Vgh|?
 14h (14 h)J? Jz
Since |n(vy(x))| = J, the lemma is proved. O

To conclude this subsection we parametrize the Laplace-Beltrami operator on 02. This is
needed in subsection

Lemma 2.3. Assume that the domain Q and the elevation function h : S* — R are as in (LG).
Let f: 0 — R and denote f(x) = f(y(x)). The parametrization of the Laplace-Beltrami operator
18

Ag: f <(D§zf~)vszhvvs2h> _ 2<V82f, Vs2h) + H(h)

B (Vs f, Vg h)
(14 h)? (14 h)2J2 (14 h)J?

(1+h)J

(Asaf)(y(z)) =

where J is defined in [2.28]) and the mean curvature H(h) = Hq(y(x)) is calculated in Lemmal22
Proof. By [229) and (227, it holds

_ Ve f(z)  (Vsef, Vszh)

(Voal)(2(@) = = + =gy vali(@).
5,—/
=F () =Fy(x)

Recalling ([29]), we have to calculate Agof = divaq(Vaaf) = divea(F1 + F»), where Fy, Fs are

defined by the equality Fi(y(z)) = F;(z), i = 1,2, for z € S?. We immediately notice that, since

F5 is of the form @vg for a scalar function ¢, then, by 23], 2I0), we have div sa(pra) = ¢Hq,

and therefore _

(Vsz f, Vg2 h)
1+h)J

where H(h) is defined in (I.TH). In order to parametrize div g F1, first, by ([Z.3)), (2.8), we calculate

(div oo F2)(v(z)) = H(h) (2.35)

Déz]g B ngf@) Vs2h
1+h (1+h)?

Dg:Fy =

By @2.38), 1), @I1), this yields

As2f (Ve f, Verh)
1+h (1+h)2
(D% f)Vs2h, Vs2h)  |Vagah|?

dngzpl =

(Dg2 F1)Visah, V2 h) = (Vs2 f, V),

1+h (1+ h)?
I _ <(D§2f)vS2ha‘T> _ <v82f7 V82h>
((Ds2F1)Vszh,z) = T h S v —



We have then, by [231)) and ([2:28)), that

(div oo F1)(v(2))
 Def  (Vef Veh) ((DE)Veh Veh) | |Veh*(Vef Veh)  (Vef Vgh)
Ta+h? (1+h)? (1+ h)2J2 (1+ h)3.J2 1+ h).J
_ Agf  ((DEf)Vsh,Veh)  2(Vef,Vgh)
T (1t h)? (1+ h)2J2 (1+h)J2
This and (Z35) yield the claim. O

We notice that we may define the elliptic operator £, : C?(S?) — C(S?),

((DZ2¢)Vs2h, Vs lr)

Lnlp] = Agep — 7 , (2.36)
and the Laplace-Beltrami operator in Lemma [2.3] can be written as
_ _Lalf] Lnlh] V2 h|? P

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 ([ILI))-(T4) is equivalent to (LI6), (II7). We then show that the equations (16, (TI7)

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 (LI6]), (LIT7). In the flat case where x € R? or x € T?, 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 2z, sys-

tem (LI)-(T4) s equivalent to system (L16), (LIT), where @ is defined in(LI0) and the elevation
function h is in (L6]).

Proof. First we show that (LI)-(T4) imply (LI6), (LI7). We begin by observing that the
parametrization of equation (L4 is given by (LI6): the boundary 09 in (L.6) is described by

in (L), and the normal velocity V; appearing in the left hand side of (L)) is, by definition, the
normal component at y:(z) € 9Q; of the time derivative 9y, namely

(1+h)

¥ Oth on S?, (3.1)

Vi(ye(x)) = (O(@), va, (n(2))) =

where we have used formula (Z27)) for the unit normal, the orthogonality property (ZI8) and the
definition (2.28) of J. On the other hand, the term (u,vq) in the right hand side of (L4) can be
written by using assumption ([L9) and the definition (ILI3]) of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator,
ie.,

(u(t, ve(x)), va, (i (2))) = (VO)(E, 71 (2)), va, (7:(2))) = G(h)d(x) (3.2)

for all z € S?. Thus (L4) becomes (LIG).
We proceed to derive (LI7). By continuity, equation (.11 also holds on the boundary 9,
and, under the pressure condition (L3]), we have

1
0,® + 5|v<1>|2 +o0oHg, =0 on 0% (3.3)

10



We recall that @, satisfy identity (II0). By differentiating (II0) with respect to time, we have

(0:®@)(t, () + (VO)(t, 7e(2)), Opyi(w)) = Ouh(t, )
for all z € S?. Therefore ([B.3]) becomes

Opp(t, x) = (V@)(t, 71 (x)), Oiye()) + %I(V‘I’)(lﬁ,%(x))l2 +ooH (h)(x) =0

for all z € S?, where H (h)(z) is defined in (LI5). We then split the gradient V& into its normal
V,® and tangential Vpo® part defined in (2.3). Using the definition of the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator (LI3), we have

(Vo @)(t, 7(2)) = G(R)y(x)va (1(z))- (3.4)

Therefore we deduce that
Ap(t, x) — G(h)Y(Oy, v, (1:(2))) — (Vaq, P, dive)
+ %(G(h)(d)))Q + %|Va(zt@|2 +ooH (h)(z) = 0.
Now (0¢yt, v, (1)) = G(h)y by B1), B2) and (L4). Hence
A — %(G(h)q/))Q — (Voo,®,dye) + %Wagt@ﬁ + o0t (h) = 0. (3.5)
We write the tangential part (Vaq, ®)(t,v¢(2)) using 29) and (I0), and obtain

Vs (Vg21h, Vg2 h) (Vs21h, V2 h)

(0] = — 2 .
with z € S%. By (B.6), we calculate
Va2 (Ve Veeh)?
(p t 2 — | S _ Y .
Moreover, since 0yy; = x0¢h, we have
(Vs21), Vg2 h) (Vs21), Vg2 h)
(Voa®)(t, vi()), Orye(z)) = B Oth = WGU&W, (3.8)
where in the last equality we have used (IL.I6]). Combining (3.0) with B.7) and B8] yields
1 2 (Vs29), Ve ) 1 (Vg29p, Vg2 r)? 1 [Vget)|?
O =5 G = =y G s e T e ae T oo =0

Then (LI7) follows by noticing that the three terms with minus sign form a square.

Now we prove that (LI6), (LI7) imply (LI)-(T4) with curlu = 0. Suppose that two functions
h and 1, defined on (0,T) x S?, satisfy the kinematic equation (LI6]) and the dynamics equation
(LI7). Define the set € as in (LG) and ®(¢,-) in €; as the solution of the Laplace problem (LI4]).
Then ®(¢, ) satisfies the incompressibility condition A® = 0 in ;. By ([LI6) and (LI3), equation
(7)) is also satisfied. From (LIT), using (LI6), we obtain B.3)). Now we define p on the closure
of Q; as

1 N
pi= 0,0 — 5|v<1>|2 in Q = Q,U. (3.9)

Then the dynamics equation (LII) in the open domain € trivially holds. From (B3] at the
boundary 0§ and B3] (which is an identity for points of the boundary 9€;) we deduce that
p=ooHgq, on 09, i.e., (L3). O

11



3.2 Hamiltonian structure

In this subsection we prove that equations (LI6) and (ILI7) form a Hamiltonian system. Similarly
as for Proposition B.], also the Hamiltonian structure of the water wave system is an old and
well-known result in the flat case z € R? or # € T?, which goes back to [45, 20]. In this subsection
we prove the analogue result for the spherical case z € S2.

We remark that, concerning the Hamiltonian structure, with the spherical geometry there is a
difference with respect to the flat case: while on R? or T? the elevation h and the value % of the
velocity potential at the boundary are Darboux coordinates of the system, on S? this is not true.
However, (h,) fail to be Darboux coordinates only because of a “wrong” multiplicative factor
(14 h)? (see Lemma B2 below), and it is not difficult to obtain Darboux coordinates with a simple
change of coordinate (Lemma [3.7]).

We start with writing the energy (L)) in terms of h, 1. For 9Q = ~(S?), where v is in (L),
the area formula gives

Area(0Q) = /82(1 + h)\V/(1 + h)2 +|Vs:h|2do =: U(h), (3.10)

where the last identity defines U(h). Recall that, given ¢ : S? — R, we denote ® : QO — R the
solution of problem (LI4) We extend v to R3\ {0} by &~ defined in (ZIF). If & is smooth, then
&1 is smooth in R3\ {0}, and it can be extended to a Lipschitz continuous map in the whole
R3, mapping 0 to itself and By onto  bijectively, which in this subsection, with a little abuse of
notation, we also denote by &;y. Therefore the function

O(x) = ®(&1y(x)) for z € By (3.11)

is Lipschitz continuous in By, it satisfies

Vo(z) = [D(E17)(@)]" (Ve)(£1y(x)) in By \ {0}, (3.12)

and hence, by arguing as in [22] (section 6.3, page 320), it is a weak solution of the Dirichlet
problem R ~
div(PV®) =0 in By, ® =1 onS? (3.13)

where the matrix P(z) is
P(z) = det(D(£17)(x))[D(E17) ()] [D(E7) ()] " (3.14)

in R3\ {0} (note that P(x) is not defined at x = 0, but this is irrelevant for weak solutions). We

use (220), 221) and ([2Z22) to calculate

|VEoh|?
14+ &h

P(z) = (14 &h) — (VER) @z —x @ (VEh) + TR (3.15)
for z € R*\{0}. If h is Lipschitz continuous with a norm ||Ally1.s2y < C, then it is straightforward
to see that the matrix P is uniformly elliptic on B; \ {0}, i.e., ¢olé]? < (P(2)&,&) < Cpl¢|* for
all £ € R3, all 0 < |z| < 1, for some constants 0 < ¢g < Cp independent of x,&. Therefore
the differential operator in (BI3) is uniformly elliptic, and the weak solution of problem BI3) is
unique, i.e., @ is its unique weak solution.

By the change of variable y = £1y(x), the divergence theorem and ([B.I3]), we have

/|V<I>|2dx:/ (PV®,VO)dx = [ (PV®,z)do. (3.16)
Q B, S2

By the definition (LI3) of the Dirichlet-Neumann, the differentiation rule [3.12)), the first identity
in (Z27) for the unit normal v, formula ([226]) for the normal vector N, and definition (3I4]) of

12



the matrix P, we get

~ 1 )] Tz
G(z) = (D) @) Vi), DENLL

(P(2)V(x), )

)

_ 3.17
D@ @] ol det DE @) 10
for € S?. The matrix [D(£17)(z)]~T on S? is given by ([2.24)), and therefore
Vsz2h J
DEY)] Tr = — - S D Tl = 1
on S?, where J is in (2.28). Thus, by @.I7), BI8) and Z.21)), we deduce that
(PV®, )
W = — "7 1
Gl = 4 (3.19)

on S, where J is in (2Z28), P is in (3I4)), and ® is the solution of (3I3). By @I6) and BI9) we

have that

1 1
5 [IVelde=3 [ w(Gww) 1+ nTTRP+ VP do = K(hw),  (320)
Q 52
where the last identity defines K. Hence the energy (L) written in terms of h, 1) is
H(h, ) = K(h,v) + ooU(h), (3.21)

with K in (3.20) and U in (3.I0). With the same calculations above, given h, 1,2, with corre-
sponding ®;, ®;, i = 1,2, one has

/<vq>1,vq>2>d:c:/ (PV®,, V&) dr = | ¢o(PV®,x)do = | oG (h)ih1(1 4 h)J do,
Q B; S2 S2

and therefore G(h) satisfies

/82 D G(R)bs day, = /S UG dins dpn = (1+ By /AT AR ¥ NahPdo,  (3.22)

for all 1y, 1hy € H2 (S?).
Proposition 3.2. System ([LI6), (LI7) is system

_ OyH(h, ) .
Oth = W , O =

ahH(h‘a w)

_ 3.23
(1+h)2 "’ (3.23)

where O, M, OyH are the gradients of H with respect to the L*(S?) scalar product.

We provide two different proofs of Proposition[3.2l The first proof is here and uses Hadamard’s
formula; the second proof is in subsection 3] and uses the formula (@J]) of the shape derivative
of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator.

First proof of Proposition [32. By linearity and ([8:22]), we have
OyH(h, ) = 0pK (h,¥) = (1 + h)JG(h)), (3.24)

with J in (2:28). Hence ([I6) is the first equation in (323)). To calculate 9, H, we consider 0,U
and 0y, K separately. Concerning the potential energy U in ([BI0), its derivative with respect to h
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in direction 7 is

(L+h)n + (Vs2h, Vsar)
aUhn:/n 1+h2+V2h2d0+/ 1+h do
il = [/ TTREF VehPdo + [ (140t

2(1+ h)? + Vg h|? / . ( (1+ h)Vs:h )
= n do — ndiv g
2 /(L+ )2 +[Vgh|? 52 (1+h)? +[Vh]?

2
=7 2+ 1) do — / (1 + h)div g2 < Vgeh ) do
2 /(1 +h)? + [Vgh|? 52 (1+h)2 +[Vh[]?

/n(1+h)divsz< (L+h)z — Veh > ,
52 VA + )2+ [Vgzh|2

where we have used the divergence theorem ([2I2) on S? with F' = (1 + h)J 1h;Vs2h where J is
defined in ([Z28), (Z16), and divgz(x) = 2. Hence

(1+ h)x — Vgh
V(1 +h)2 + Vg h|?

OpU(h) = (1 + h)div g2 ( > = (1+h)*H(h) (3.25)

on S?, where H(h) is given by ([232). To prove the second identity in ([B.25)), apply formula
divg:(pF) = pdivee F + (Vgep, F) to o = (1 + h)J 1, F = 2 and to ¢ = J =}, F = Vg2h, where
J is in ([Z28), and use the fact that, for any extension of h, one has V(J~!) = —J2VJ and
VJ = J Y (1 +h)Vh + (D2h)Vh).

To compute the derivative of K (h, ) with respect to h in direction 1, we consider K (h+en, ),
given by [B.20) with h replaced by h + en. To this aim, we define

Ye(z) = (1 + h(x) + en(z))x (3.26)

for z € S?, we extend h,n, Ve as Eoh, Eon, E176, with &, & in (ZIF), we denote Q. = (E17:)(B1),
and we denote ®. the solution of problem

A®, =0 in ., b, =voyt ondQ., ie., O(y(z)) =1(r) VreS? (3.27)

For & = 0, this is problem (LI4)), and we write ®,,Q instead of ®g, 7o, Q0. Denote & = 9. |.—P..
Thus, by (3.20),

1
K(h+en,y) = 5/9 VO, |2 da. (3.28)

To differentiate (B.28)) with respect to €, we use the following formula (see, e.g., [27]).

Lemma 3.3 (Hadamard formula, or Reynolds transport theorem). Let @ C R3 be as in (L8],
and assume that f. : R? — R? is a one-parameter family of diffeomorphisms, differentiable with
respect to the parameter €, such that Bo(x) = x, and let die ‘Ezoﬂg(z) = X(x). Assume that a family
of functions u(-,€) : Q. — R is differentiable with respect to €, and denote i = O-u(-,0). Then

/ u(z,s)dz:/ u<X,1/Q>dJ+/1ld:c.
e=0Jq, o0 Q

To apply Lemma B3] we define the family of diffeomorphisms 3. : R? — R3 by

Be(z) = (1 + 5%)95

a4
de

for z € R?\ {0}, and B:(0) = 0. Hence Q. = B-(Q) and (£17) o B = Be o (£17) = E17.. For all
x € R?\ {0}, it holds
X(z) = 4

_ &omn(=)
de Be(z) y

e=0 T 1t &oh(x)
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and, at y = v(z) € 09, with = € S?, one has

X(0(0)) = T (a) = Eonla), (3.29)

because from y = (1 + h(z))z it follows that Eh(y) = Eh(z) = h(x). By (328) and Lemma B3]

we have
ok (vl = 5| 5 [ IvePa
h ) n = dE =0 2 a. £ i
1 )
= _/ |V‘I’|2<X,sz>do+/<V<I>,V®> dx
2 o0 Q
1 )
= —/ |V<I>I2<X,m>do+/ ® (VP, vq)do, (3.30)
2 Joo o0

where we have integrated by parts and used that ® is harmonic in Q. By 3.29), (Z217) and the
area formula, the change of variable y = v(x), do(y) = (1 + h)Jdo(z) gives

| 1vePCtabds = [ [VeO@)EQ+ hw)Po(s) do
o0 S2

From the identity ®.(y(z)) = 1(z), z € S?, it follows that ®(y(z)) + (V®)(y(z)), n(z)z) = 0 for
x € S?, namely, by 3.29), .

o(y) = =(Ve(y), X ()
at y = y(x) € 09, with z € S%. Hence, by (LI3), (3.29) and the area formula, the last integral in
B3 is

/ (VP vg) do = f/ (VO®, X)(VD,vq)do = f/ (VD) (y(x)), x)n(1 + h)JG(h)Y do.
o0 o0

SZ
Thus, by B.30),
[(V®) oy[(1 + 1)?

O (h, ) = - — (V) 0, 2)(1+ h)JT G(h). (3.31)
By (34), (2210), (B.6]), we have
(V8) 0 7.2) = (Von®) 0 7,z) + ((V,@) 0 y,a) = e Vel T hg,,

J? J
on S?, and, by @.4) and (3.7,
2 | |Ve?  (Vs2th, Ve h)?

(V) 0* = [(Voa®) o 1* +|(Vu®) ool = (GI) + s — rr me.2

on S?. Using also ([3.25)), it follows that (LI7) is the second equation in (3.23)). O

Now we show that, with a simple change of variable, the factor (1+ h)~2 can be removed from
[B23), so that we obtain a Hamiltonian system written in Darboux coordinates.

Lemma 3.4. Consider a change of variable of the form

h=fm), ¢=gnw, (3.32)
where f, g are real-valued functions of one real variable, f invertible, g never vanishing, with
L+ fm)* ' (mg(n) = 1. (3.33)

Then system ([B23)) is transformed into the Hamiltonian system

at?? = a’le(nv w)v
o Zain oo
where
Hi(n, @) =H(f(n),9(n)w@). (3.35)
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Proof. Differentiating (B:35) gives
O H1(n, @) = O H(h, ) f'(n) + Oy H(h,¥)g (M,  O=Hi(n, @) = OpH(h,¥)g(n),

where (h, ) = (f(n), g()=), whence

_ 6777'[1(77,@) _ ale(naw) / _ ale(n’w)
Onti(h,9) = f'(n) g ¢ (e, OyH(k.Y) 9(n)
Also,
Oth = f'(M0n, O = g'(m)wdin + g(n)0yw.
Hence [3:23) becomes
o= 2D gy = PRI e at) = (14 1) P (o)

and this is F34) if f, g satisfy 333). O
Special cases of transformations ([B.32)) satisfying (33) are
(i) f(n) =n, g(n) = (1+n)~2, which is the change of variable 1) = w/(1+h)? with h unchanged;
(ii) f(n) = (143n)3 —1, g(n) = 1, which is (1 + k)3 = (1 + 37), with 1) unchanged.

The transformation () 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 (i7) 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 7. This nice feature of (ii), however, only concerns the mass
conservation, because the conservation of the barycenter velocity becomes a condition involving
(1+3n)%, which does not seem to be better than (1 + h)*.

4 Shape derivative of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator

The Dirichlet-Neumann operator G(h)y defined in (LI3) is linear in ¢ and, as we prove below
(Theorem [5.19), it depends analytically on h in suitable Sobolev spaces. Hence G(h)v is differen-
tiable with respect to h; in this section we prove the following formula for its derivative.

Theorem 4.1. There exists 6o > 0 such that, for h,n € H*>(S?), ¢ € H%(S2), |2l 3 (s2) < o, the
Fréchet derivative of G(h)y with respect to h in direction n is

G'(M) ]y = by + (B, Vs2n) — G(h)(Wn), (4.1)
where
(Ve Veeh) (14 B)G(h)Y (Ve Ve h)Veeh Vet
W=—""pn 1 Aty oy S oy w AR S
bh— <V§2w, Vg2h> B QG(h)’L/J _ diVSz{(l + h)(VSM/J — WVg2h)} (43)

J3 1+h (14 h)2J ’
and J is in (229).

We give two independent proofs of Theorem Il The first proof, in subsection [£1] follows
the method of the “good unknown of Alinhac”; the second proof, in subsection [£.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 ] 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 a technical explanation of that (surprising!) difficulty.

Let h € Who(S?), with [|A[|wree(s2) < 1/2, and let 4 € Hz(S?). Then problem (II4) has a
unique weak solution ® € H'(Q), problem (BI3) has a unique weak solution ® € H'(B;), and the
two problems are equivalent, as ® € H'(Q) is the weak solution of (ILI4) if and only if ® € H'(B;)
in BII) is the weak solution of ([BI3). The Dirichlet-Neumann G(h)y is defined in (II3)), and

it satisfies (3.19), with P in (B.15) and J in [Z28). Inserting the formula ([F.13) into (3.I9), using
227), 2I6), and the identity (V®, Vszh) = (Vg21), Vgzh), we obtain

_ J(V®,x) (Vs Vg2 h) )
G(h)y = (ES LA RSy on S°. (4.4)

To compute the derivative of G(h)i) with respect to h in direction 1 using formula ([#4), we
have to study the derivative of ® with respect to h in direction 7. Let ®. be the weak solution of

problem ~ ~ R
®. € HY(By), div(P.V®.)=0 in B;, ®.=1 onS? (4.5)

where P. is the matrix we obtain by replacing h with h+en in B.I5). Given ¢y € H 2 (S?), the map
h — @ is analytic from the ball (512) into H'(B;), see Proposition below. Hence problem
(@) can be differentiated with respect to €, and, at € = 0, we obtain

fi € HY(By), div(PiVfo)+div(PyVfi)=0 in By, fi =0 on$S? (4.6)
where, to shorten the notation, we denote
Py:=P, Py = 0.P.|c— = Pl(h)[n]v Jo:= (i); f1:= 8sq~)s|620 = (i)l(h)[n]' (4.7)

Differentiating (BI5) with respect to h in direction n we get

(VEoh,VEon) |V50h|25077) .

9
Py = (&)l — (V&n) @z — 2 © Ve + ( 1+ &h (1 + &h)?

(4.8)

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

D, = (z,V), (4.9)
and we look for a scalar function « defined in B} := By \ {0} such that
div (P V fy) = div (PoV(aDy fo)) in B}. (4.10)

Identity (@I0) implies that also the term div (P1V f) appearing in (&6 can be expressed as the
operator div (PyV-) applied to a scalar function; as a consequence, the second item of (@Gl becomes
an identity of the form div (PyVv) = 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 ([£I0) has an explicit
solution, given by the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let h,v,n, Py, P1, fo, f1 be as above. Then the function

Eon 3
= — R 4.11
1+&n \ {0} (4.11)

solves equation (EI0).

Before starting with the proof of Lemma [£2] we recall the following basic commutator rules,
whose proof is elementary.
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Lemma 4.3. One has
(Z) V(Dz(p) = Dm(v@) + Vo, (”) div (ng) = Dm(div.g) + divyg,
(i11) div (pg) = pdivg +(Vep,g),  (iv) div(zp) = 3p + Do
for all scalar functions ¢ and all vector-valued functions g.

In the next lemma we study div (PyV(aDy fy)) for any scalar function «, using the fact that
fo solves the elliptic equation in [FI3), i.e.,

div (PyVfo) =0 in BY, (4.12)

and the identity
D,Py=0 inR*\ {0}, (4.13)

where D, Py is the matrix obtained by applying D, to each entry of Py. Identity (AI3) holds
because Py is homogeneous of degree 0: Eyh has degree 0, its gradient V(Egh) has degree —1, the
identity map x has degree 1, and each term in ([B.I5]) has degree 0.

Lemma 4.4. Let Py, fo be as above, and let a be any scalar function defined in R3\ {0}. Then
div (PoV(aD, fo)) = div (PVfo) in B, (4.14)

where

P=P(Va)®@z+ (z®Va)Py — (a+ Dya)Py in R\ {0}. (4.15)
Proof. By the formula of the gradient of a product of two functions, one has
div (FoV(aDg fo)) = div (Po(Va) Dy fo) + div (PoaV Dy fo). (4.16)
Applying Lemma [3[(ii¢) to the last term of ([@I6]) gives
EI16) = div (Po(Va)D,. fo) + adiv (PoV Dy fo) + (Va, PoV D, fo). (4.17)

The second term in the RHS of ([@I7) vanishes, because

div (PyV Dy fo) = 0. (4.18)
Let us prove (£I8). Applying D, to identity [@I2]), and using [A3|(é¢) and [@I2]), one has
0 = Dydiv (PyV fo) = div (Dy(PoV fo)) — div (PyV fo) = div (Dy(PoV fo)). (4.19)

Using the formula of the gradient of a product, then using [@.I3]), and then Lemma[43]7), one has

Dy (PoV fo) = (D Po)V fo + PoDyV fo = PoDyV fo = PoV Dy fo — BV fo. (4.20)
By (@I9), the divergence of (£20) is
0 = div (Do (PyV fo)) = div (BoV Dy fo) — div (PyV fo). (4.21)

By ([{12), the last term in (£21]) is zero, and this proves ({.IT).
Concerning the last term in ([@IT), we observe that, by ([@.20),

PoVDq fo = D2(PoV fo) + FoV fo. (4.22)
Hence, by (18) and (£22), identity ([@IT) becomes
m =div (Po(va)szo) + <VO(, D, (POVf0)> + (Va, P0Vf0>. (423)

To study the second term in the RHS of ([£23)), we observe that

D {(Va, BoV fo)} = (DVa, BV fo) + (Va, Do (PoV fo)), (4.24)
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and therefore, using ([{.24)) to substitute the second term in the RHS of (23], we get
@EI6) = div (Py(Va) D, fo) + Do {{(Va, PV fo)} — (D.Va, BV fo) + (Va, PoV fo). (4.25)

To study the third term in the RHS of (£.20]), we note that, by Lemma[d.3|ii), (I12) and Lemma
[4.3(7), we have

div (D) PaV fo) = (Dya)div (PyV fo) + (VD,a, PyV fo)
= <VD104, POVf0>
= (D,Va, PyVfo) + (Va, PyV fo). (4.26)
Using ([{26]) to substitute the third term in the RHS of ([@23]), we obtain
@I14) = div (PO(Va)DIfO) + D {(Va, bV fo)} — div (D) PV fo) + 2(Va, BV fo).  (4.27)

To study the second term in the RHS of ([@27]), we observe that identity Lemma F3|iv) applied
to the scalar function (Va, PyV fo) gives

div (z(Va, PoV o)) = 3(Va, PoV fo) + Do {(Va, PoV fo)}. (4.28)
Using ([{.28) to substitute the second term in the RHS of (£21), we get
EIE) = div (Py(V) Dy fo) + div (2(Ve, BV fo)) — div (De) BV fo) — (Va, PoV fo).  (4.29)
Concerning the last term in ([@29]), we note that, by Lemma [43|(ii7) and (£12), one has
div (aPoV fo) = adiv (RV fo) + (Va, RV fo) = (Va, PV fo). (4.30)

Thus all the terms in ([@29)) are in divergence form. Moreover, the third term in the RHS of (£29)
is of the form div (MV fy) for some 3 x 3 matrix M. The first term in the RHS of [@29)) is also
of the same form because (Va)D,fo = (Va){z,Vfo) = (Va)zTVfy = ((Va) ® )V fy. Since
(Va, PoVfy) = (Va)T PyV fo, the second term in the RHS of (£29) is of the same form too (z is
a column, and (Va)T is a row). By [@30), the last term in (@29) is also of the form div (M V fy).
The sum of all the terms in [@29) gives @I4) with P given by @IH). O

By (BI3), the matrix P in (@I5) can be explicitly calculated in terms of & and . We get
P=—(a+Dya)(1+ &R +a[(VEh) @ x + 2@ VEh] + (1 + &h)[(Va) @z + 2 ® Va]

(|V50h|2
1+ &h

Lemma L4l and formula (@3T]) hold for any scalar function a. When « is the function in ([@IT]),
one has Lemma [£2] which can now be proved.

(Dya — a) — 2(VEh, Va>)z ®z inR3\ {0} (4.31)

Proof of Lemma[{.3 Let o be the function in (£IT). Then a straightforward calculation shows
that the matrices P in (@3] and P; in (£8) coincide. Hence [@I0) follows from Lemma @4 O

Remark 4.5. Formula (@I)) for « such that P = P is suggested, for example, by a comparison
of the coeflicients of the identity matrix in (@31]) and in (#): the coefficients are equal if —(a +
D,a)(1+ &h) = En in R3\ {0}. The given functions Eoh and Eyn are homogeneous of degree 0;
this suggests to look for « in the same class. For o homogeneous of degree 0, one has D, = 0,
and formula ([@IT]) for a follows immediately. O

Now we use Lemma 2] to calculate the shape derivative G’(h)[n]e. Using ([@I0) to replace the
term div (P;V fo) with div (PoV(aDy fo)) in (6], one obtains

div (PpVw) =0 in BT, w:= f1 +aDyfo in BY, (4.32)

where « is the function in (£II)). Since the elliptic problems of the form (313 have uniqueness
of solution in H'(B;), we want w to belong to H'(B1). We already know that f; € H(By), see
@4). Concerning aD, fo, we have the following result.
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Lemma 4.6. Let h,n € H3(S?), ¢ € H2(S?), and let |2l 3 (s2) < do, where g is the constant in
Proposition below. Then aD,fy € H*(By).

Proof. The function fo = ® € H'(B;) in @) is the weak solution of (FI3). Hence the function
® satisfying (311 is in H'(Q), and it is the weak solution of (LI4)). Thus ® is harmonic in €2, and
therefore ® € C*°(2). We consider the partition of unity (5.I9), and we study aD, fo in the ball
B,={z €R3:|z| < p}, p=1-(§/2), and in the annulus A = By \ B,, where § is the constant
in :

Let K = (€17)(B,) (we put &7(0) = 0). Then K is a compact subset of 2, and &, V®, D?*®
are bounded on K. From (@II), (£9), BI2), ZI9), and (V(Eh),x) = 0 it follows that

aDy fo = —(En)(z, (V) o (E17))
in Bf = By \ {0}. Its gradient is
V(aD, fo) = =V (&n) (z, (V) o (E17)) — (Eam{(V®) 0 (E17) + [D(E)]"[(D*®) o (£17)]}
in B}, and it belongs to L>(B,) C L2(B,) because, by homogeneity, in B} one has

V(&) (@)l|z] < [ VsenllLoes2), 1€l < lllzoe(sz)s  [DEN] < T+ [[hllwie(s2),

while
[(V®) o (E17)] < IV®|o(iy,  [(D*®) 0 (E17)| < [|D*®|| oo (k0
in B,. Note that [|h[|y1.00s2) < C||h|| g3 (s2), see (B.55), (B.5G).
By Proposition .16, the solution fo = ® of the elliptic problem BI3]) satisfies ||f0||X§,o <
C||¢||H%(Sz) < oo, with || - ||X§,0 defined in (G.61)); note that the radial cut-off {, appearing in

(5.6T)) satisfies o = 1 in the annulus A, see definition (5.57)). This implies that fo € H?(A) and
therefore V(aD, fo) € L*(A). O

By [@8), f1 € H'(B1), and, by Lemma 8, aD, fo € H'(Bj). Hence w in [@32) is in H'(By).
By [@8), f1 = 0 on S?, and, by @II), o = —n/(1 + h) on S?, while, by [@4), D, fo = (v, V®) on

S? is
2
Dfo = LHMPCEY | (15 W)(Tert, Teoh)

where W is defined in (@2). Therefore w in [@32)) is w = —nW on S2. Thus w is the weak solution
of the problem

= (1+h)W on S$?, (4.33)

we HY(By), div(Po,Vw)=0 in By, w=—-nW on S (4.34)
By ([@34), formula BI9) with (—1W) in the role of 1) and w in that of ® gives

—G(h) (W) = Z{PyVw,z) onS?, Z:=Z(h)= ﬁ (4.35)

with J in (Z28).

Lemma 4.7. Let h,n € H3(S?), ¢ € H2(S?), and let |7l 3(s2) < b0, where g is the constant in
Proposition below. Then

(i) nW € H3(S?),

(ii) w, f1, Dy fo € H*(A) in some annulus A= {x € R3 : ¢ < |z| < 1}, c € (0,1),

(iii) the trace at S of the gradients (Vw)|sz, (Vf1)|s2(VDafo)ls> € H2(S?) is well-defined.

Proof. For ||h]| sz < o, ¢ € HE(S?) and n € H2(S?), one has J € H2(S?) by Lemma

BI8, G(h)y € H2(S?) by Theorem 519, and W,nW € H3(S?) by @2), (553), B55). As a
consequence, by Proposition 016 the solution w of the elliptic problem ({34 satisfies ||wl| X20 <

OHnWHH%(sz) < oo, with ||- ||X§,o defined in (5.61)). This implies that w € H?(A) for some annulus
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A, Vw € H'(A), and the trace (Vw)|s2 € H2(S?) is well-defined. By Proposition .16} taking also
nin H3(S?) (so that h+en is in the required ball for ¢ small enough), recalling the definition (7))
of f1, we have that ||f1||X§,0 is finite, and therefore f; € H2(A) and (Vf1)|s2 € H2(S?). Since

aD, fo = w — f1, by triangular inequality ||ozDIf0||X§,o is also finite. For n = —(1 + h), one has
o =1, whence D, fo € H2(A) and (VD, fo)|s> € H=(S?). O
Lemma 7] implies that any identity in B} involving VD, fo, Vw, Vf1 also holds on S? by

taking the trace of the involved functions.
To calculate the derivative of G(h)y with respect to h in direction 7, we differentiate identity

(3I9). Recalling the definition of Py, Py, fo, f1,Z in (@7), [@35), one has
G' (W) = Z' (W) [PV fo, x) + Z(P\V fo, ) + Z(PoV fi,2)  on % (4.36)

F1 E> E3

Calculation of F1. By the definition ([@38]) of Z, we have

(1+ h)2.J3

Z'(h)n) = -

on S?, and, by @I9), (PyV fo,z) = (1 + h)JG(h)y. Hence E; in ([30) is

{20+ 1) + Ve h*}G(h)y — G(h)y
1+ h)J? KE

E1 == <ngh, VS277> (437)

Calculation of F2. By formula (@), recalling notation (£9), we calculate

2(Vseh, Ven)  |Vs2h|*n
1+h (1+h)?

(PLV for 2) = 1Dafo — (Vern, Vo) + ( )Dufo  (438)

on S2. Now D,.fo on §? is given by [@33), and (Vs2m, Vfo) = (Vs2n, Vg21p) on S? because fo = 9
on S?. Hence E» in ([@38)) is

B, — K(l _ |V§2h|2) _ <VS2’¢,VSZT]> 2W<ngh, VS277>
2 (1+h)2 (1+h)J (1+hJ

Calculation of E3. To calculate the term E5 in ([{30]), we use the definition [@32)) of w to write
f1 as the difference f1 = w — aD, fo in Bf. Thus,

(4.39)

<POVf1, ZL'> = <P0Vw, ZL'> - <POV(Oész0), SC> (440)

in B, and therefore, by the discussion following Lemma H7] also on S?. Hence, by (£35) and
#40), the term E3 in [@30) is

By = —G(h) (W) — Z(PyV(aDy fo), z) (4.41)
on S2. Since a and D, fy are scalar functions, one has
(PoV(aDy fo), ) = (Dy fo)(PoVa, z) + a(PoV D, fo, x) (4.42)
in B7, and therefore on S?. Hence, by (@A) and ([{42),

Es = —G(h)(nW) — Z(Dy fo)(PoVa, ) — Za{PyV Dy fo, z) (4.43)

E4 E5

on S?. To study Ey, by (3.15), [@II), we calculate

(Vg2h, V) |[Vgzh[*n
1+h (1+h)?

(PyVa,z) =
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on S?, while D, fo and Z on S? are in ([£33), @37). Therefore E4 in ([@43) is

Fy — W<Vg2h,VS277> . |Vg2h|2W7’]
N A (1+h)2J "

(4.44)

The term Ej5 in (£43) contains derivatives of fy of second order; we use the elliptic equation (£I2)
to express them in terms of h, . Denoting g = PyV fo, and g; its j-th component, by (@I2) one
has

0=divg(y) =D (Vgi(y).e;) = > (M, 2)[Vaiw)l.e;) + D _(Vg;(y), z){(x, ;)
J J J
for y € B}, x € S?. Taking the trace at the sphere, i.e., y € S?, and recalling (Z.8), we find

0 = div (P()Vf()) = div S2 (P()Vfo) + <.T, Dw (POVf0)> (445)

on S?. We recall that the tangential divergence divgs2(PyV fo) depends only on the restriction of
PyV fo to S?, which now we calculate. By ([#33), and because fo = ¢ on S?, one has

Vfo= Vs fo+ <Vf0,l‘>$ = Vs fo+ (leo)l' = Vg2 + W(l + h)l‘ (4.46)
on S?. By (&486)), using formulas (3.15), [@2), Z28) of Py, W, J, we obtain
(PoV fo)ls2 = (1 + h)(Vs2) — WVg2h) + (1 4 h)J(G(h)¢) (4.47)

on S? (note that the z component in ([@47) is also given by [B.I9)). Now we consider the scalar
product (x, D;(PoV fo)) in Bf. By (@13) and Lemma [£.3)(7), one has

D.(PoV fo) = (D2 Po)V fo + PoD.V fo = PoD,V fo = PoV D, fo — PV fo

in Bf, and therefore also on S?. Hence, taking the scalar product with z, and using ([BI9) (or
@A) to write (z, PV fo), we get

(z, Dz (PoV fo)) = (x, BhV Dy fo) — (14 h)JG(h) (4.48)
on S*. By ([@48), @45), @EZD), we get
(z, bV Dy fo) = (1 + h)JG(h)Y — div g { [EIT)}. (4.49)

Moreover, by (3], [238)), we have div gz {p(x)r} = 2p(x) for any scalar function ¢ on S?; we apply
it to ¢ = (1 + h)JG(h)y. Therefore, using (£49), (£47) and formulas (@35), (@II) of Z, «, the
term Fj in (£43) is

(N G,
By (&34)), (£37), [@39), (£43), [@44), (E50), we obtain ({@I)) with W in [@2]) and
b _ {200 4 h)* + |V h[*}G(R)y n W dive{(1 + ) (Vg2tp — WVgs2h)}  G(h)y
(1+h)J? J (14 h)2J 1+h’
b= ((1 —I:Vh)J - GEJ]ZW)VS”’ %'
Note that, in computing b, the terms %% in Fy in (@39) and in E, in (@44) cancel out, and

also note that, in computing the coefficient of Vsz2h in B, the term % appears with coefficient
2 in 5 and with coeflicient 1 in E,. Finally, using the definition of W, J in (£2), (Z2]), we obtain
the formulas for B,b in ({2]), (£3). The proof of Theorem [£.1]is complete.
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Remark 4.8. To transform the free boundary 02 into the fixed sphere S2, and the fluid domain
Q into the unit ball By, we have used the diffeomorphism &y in ([ZI8]), 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 (2Z.TH]).

However, homogeneous functions also have some unpleasant drawbacks in our free boundary
problem: the diffeomorphism &+ in ([2-I8]) is homogeneous of degree 1, and, in general, it is merely
Lipschitz around the origin, even if h € C°°(S?). Its partial derivatives 92 (€;7) of order || € N are
homogeneous of degree 1 — |§|; in particular, partial derivatives of second order have a singularity
of type |x|~! around the origin, so that they are not in L°(Bj), and partial derivatives of third
order are like |z|~2 around the origin, so that they are not even in L?(Bj). As a consequence, even
if h,1p € C>(S?), the solution ® of the transformed problem (I3) cannot have, in general, a high
Sobolev regularity H™(B1), because of the (artificially created) singularity at the origin, while the
corresponding solution ® of the original problem (LI4) is harmonic in 2, and, for ®, the origin is
a point like all the other internal points, with no special role.

In some sense, we could say that £ 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 £+ around the origin: for example,
consider

Yreg : Bt = Q,  Yreg(@) := (14 x(x)Eoh(2))z,

where y € C*°(R3) is a cut-off function such that x(x) = 1 for |z| > 1/2, x(x) = 0 for |z| < 1/4,
and 0 < x < 1. Thus, Yy = &1y in the annulus 1/2 < |z < 1, and 7,eq(z) = 2 in the ball
|z] < 1/4. The map 7,y has no geometric singularity, and, for h regular enough, the composition
with vy preserves the Sobolev regularity, so that ® has the same Sobolev regularity as ®.

So why not using 7,4 instead of £;y?7 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 7,..4. The
point at which the method fails is in the proof of Lemma [£.2} the candidate o can be determined
by an argument similar to that in Remark 5] but then the corresponding matrices P and P; do
not coincide: they coincide for the terms involving the derivatives of 7, but there are terms in 7
that do not cancel.

For this reason, we have used &£;7, and found ways to overcome the geometric singularities at
the origin. This is why we use only the Sobolev space H!(B;), and sometimes H?(B;), but the
higher, and fractional, regularity is treated differently, see subsection o

4.2 Proof via geometric argument

In this section we give another, independent proof of formula (£1]), using an argument relying on
geometry. Here we assume that € is star-shaped. The proof is divided in different subsections.
We consider ., Qe, @ as in B26), (27). Arguing as in [I3} Proof of Proposition 8.1] we
deduce that e — @, is smooth. We then denote & := d% co®e and note that it is harmonic in €.
Indeed, this follows from the fact that by linearity ®. — ® is harmonic away from the boundary of
0f) and thus
P = lim ¢ -0

e—0 £

is harmonic in €. Similarly we denote v = d%‘gzoygs (ve(x)) for z € S?. We also define, like in

Lemma 33 the vector field X : 99 — R3 associated with the change of the domain such that, for
x €S2,

X(y(a)) = o

7 de

which is (8:29]). Using these notations we may write the Dirichlet-Neumann operator as

G(h+en)p = (VO:)(1e(2)), va, ).

@) =n(@)z, (4.51)
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We may then write (ILI8) by differentiating the above and have
—A, =A, =43
G' (M) = (VO (v(2)), va) + (D*P(v(x)) X (v(2)), va) + (VO (v(2)), (7(2))) - (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 A;

We begin by calculating the term A; = (V®(y(z)), vq) in [@52) and show that it can be written
as

Ay = G(h)(—mW), (4.53)
where W : $* — R is in [@2). We begin by recalling that & is harmonic. Therefore, by the
definition of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator in (IL.I3]), in order to identify the term A; we need
to show that ®(y(z)) = —nW(x) for x € S?, where W is given by @Z). To this aim we recall
that ®. has the boundary values ®.(7.(r)) = ¢ () for all e and x € S?. We differentiate this with
respect to € and obtain

= %L:O‘I’EWW = d(y(2)) + (VO(y(x)), z) n().

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

D(y(x)) = —((VO(y(2)), va) (va(y(x)), z) + (Vaa®(y(2)), z)) n(z). (4.54)

We may simplify this by using the definition (LI3), i.e., (V®(y(x)),vq) = G(h)y and the
formula of the normal ZZ7) which implies (vo(y(z)),z) = L, where J is defined in (Z28).
Therefore the first term on the RHS in ([@57) is

(Vo(y(2)),va) (va(y(2)),2)
To deal with the last term in ([@54]), we use (3.0) and get
Ve, Verh
(Voa®(v()),r) = %
The two above equalities and (@54) imply the formulas (£53)) and (£2)).

0

_1+h

7 G(h)y.

4.2.2 Calculations of the term A,

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

L
Az=—naﬁ%%wj%6@4amwyvym
D2,h)\Ve2h, Vs h 2h|?
n i +nh>J3 (Agzh— 2<( 52h) JS2 szh)  2(1 +l:L])le hl” (1 +h)) (Verth, Vs h)
1+h
MG +nh)J3 ((D3:h)Vs2h, Veav)) —n %H(h) G(h)y.

(4.55)

We begin by decomposing vector field X in ([@E]]) into the normal and tangential components
as in ([23)). Recalling that X (y(x)) = n(z) « and the formula for the normal (2:27]) we have

X, () = S0+ 1y = Vesha) (@) = nfo) (57 ) (o),

Xoa(v(x)) = (X — X,)(1(x)) = ne) 2 — n(a) (1 - h) ((1 Thiz - VS”L) (4.56)

J J
Vs hl? 1+h
x| S |x+n($)( 72

) vt
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Then we write
Az = (D*@(y(2)) X, va) = (X, v) (D*®(v(2))va, va) + (D*®(v(2)) Xoa, va). (4.57)
Let us first calculate the first term on the RHS of [@57). First, we have by (£hf) that

(o) = X, = o) (151)).

We proceed by recalling that the function ® is harmonic in  and have by the formula (2T
(D*®(y(x))va, va) = —Asa® — Ho(VE,vq).

The mean curvature is calculated in Lemma [2.2] the Laplace-Beltrami is calculated in Lemma 23]
(recall that ®(v(s)) = ¥(z)) and by definition of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator (LI3) it holds
(V®,vq))(y(x)) = G(h)y. Therefore it holds by (2.37)

1+h

(X, v0) (D*®(v(z))va, va) = N5 (Ap® + Ho(y(x))G(h)1)
— Ln(¥) Ly (h) Vg2 h?
B _77(1 i h)J B ((1 th)JS T fh)J5) (Vs21p, Vg2 h)  (4.58)
— @) 1) (G W),

where the operator £y, is defined in (2.37).
Let us then calculate the last term in [L57). We differentiate (V®, vq) in the direction of Xpq,
which of course is on the tangent plane, and have

(Voo (V®,1vq), Xoa) = (D*® Xaq,va) + (Daava Xoa, V).

Therefore
(D*® Xpa,va) = (Voo (Ve,va), Xoa) — (Daava Xoa, V). (4.59)

Let us treat the first term on the RHS of (£.59). First we write
<V89 <Vq)7 VQ>7 X199> = <V89 <Vq)7 VQ>7 X>
We have by (@), by (Ve,v0)(1(2)) = (G(h)¥) (2), and by X (3(z)) = n(a) o that

x
(Voa(Ve,vq), Xoa) = (Vaa(VP,vq), X) = %Ws@ (G(h)v), Vg2 h). (4.60)
We begin by treating the second term on the RHS of (A1) by recalling that the differential
of the normal is the second fundamental form Bgqo = Daqrq. In particular, Daqrq is symmetric,
because (Daqra)va = 0, and Dug is the Hessian of the signed distance, therefore it is a symmetric
matrix. Hence for all vector fields F, ¥ one has

(Daqra)F,¥) = ((Daava) F, ¥aq).
Moreover, by definition, (Daqra)F = (Daava)Fsq, so that Daqrq is symmetric. Thus
(Daqra Xoq, V®) = (DaaraVaoo®, Xaq).

We write the normal by using the vector field n defined in 233) as vq = %. Then it holds

In|
Daqra = = Daan +n ® (Vaql/|n|) and using (n, Xpq) = 0 we have

In|

1
(DaqraVe, Xaq) = i (Daan Vaa®, Xaq).
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We use 2:29) and ®(y(x)) = ¢(z) to deduce that

(Doan)(1(2)) (Voa®)((x)) = Dagn(+(z)) (VW@ Vet Veeh) <x>>)

1+h 1+ h)2J

— - Donn(3(2) V()

because Daon(y)va(y) = 0, and then (Z30) and have

1 . Vb, Veoh)
Doan((x))Very = 1 Dezit Ve MDSWR Ve h.

h  (1+h)J

Recall that by (@50 it holds Xoq(v(x)) = nY2a 1 5 (152) Vgeh. Then by |n|(v(x)) = J we
may write
1
(DoaraVe, Xaq)(y(z)) = s (Daan(v(x))Vs29, Xoa(v()))
_ |Vs2h|? 7 (Vs21p, Vo h) .
= n(m)m ((DSZTLVSZ’lp, .’L'> — T<D§2 nVSz h, .’L'>)
n . (Vs29), Vg2 ) N
+ m (<D82TLVSZ’I/), VSZ h> — T <DSZTLVSZ h, VSZ h>) .

(4.61)

By (ZI7) it holds (Dgz2)T2 = 2Vgzh. Using this and recalling J = /(1 + h)2 + |Vgzh|2 we may
write the first term on the RHS of ([@61) as

|Vs2h|?

(Vgath, Vs )
T+ n)2ss

J2

[Vs2h[?
Jb

<<D§2ﬁVS2’L/J, (E) — <DS277LVS2h, (E>> = 2 <VS2’L/J sz h> (462)

We use [234) and have
(Dg2niVg2), Ve h) = — (D2 hVg2 b, Vg2 )) + (1 4 h) (Vg2 4, V2 h),
(Ds2iVg2h, Vg2 h) = —(D2:hVs2h, Vg2 h) + (1 + h)|Vs2h)?.

We may then write the last term in ([A6]]) as

(Vs21), Vg2 h)

x ~ ~
L)ng <<DSQTLVS2 1/), VSZ h> - <DS2 TLVS2 h, VSZ h>>

(1+h) J2
= —%(Dézhvgzh, VSZ’L/J> + %(ngw’ V82h> (463)
Vs2h|?
+ (11(%<D§2hvszhvVs2h><vs2¢7vs2h> - 77(50)| i5 | (Vg21h, V2 h).

The formula ([@35H) then follows by combining (@57), @58), @329), (E60), (E6I), @EG62) and
E53).

4.2.3 Calculations of the term As

We show that the term Az = (V®(y(z)), #(y(z))) in @52, where v = < _o¥a.(7e()) can be

X de le=
written as

(Vs Vg2h)  (Ve2th, Vo) (Vg2th, Vg2 h) (Vg2 Vg2 h)
A =1 T 1+ h)J3 ' (4.64)

To this aim we use the result in [I3], equation (8.6), where a general formula for calculation of &
is derived, and we have

(Ve(v(2)),2(v(2))) = =(DoaX (7(2)) Voo ®(v(2)), vaa (v(x))).
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Recall that X (y(z)) = n(z) z. We then have Dg> X () = nls> + x @ Vo, where Io = [ — 2 ® ,
and therefore by applying the second equality in Lemma 21] we deduce

U 1 n(@)
Do X (y(z)) = i hISZ + H—hx ® Vg2n — WVSZ}L ® Vszh
<VS2U,Vg2h> T](SC) <VS2U,Vg2h>
_ W:C@nghﬁL ?Vszh@)erT:c@z

Therefore it holds by the first equality in Lemma 2] by ®(y(z)) = ¢(x), and by the formula of
the normal (Z27]) that

(Do X (1) Vor®((2), von(1(2))) = — 15 (DonX (1) Vesth von ()
1

= J<D69X(7($))V82¢a$> + ﬁ(DaQX(W(HU))VSZM Vs2h)
(Vs21), Vs2n)  (Vg21), Vg2 h) (Ve Vg2 h)
L+ h)J TEDNE
n n|Vs2h|?

T h)UWSZQﬁ’ Vaxh) = 1+ h)2J3

(Vg21p, Vo ).

The formula (£64) then follows from above and by recalling that J = /(1 + h)2 + [Vgz2h|2 which
then simplifies the last terms as

1| Vs h|?
(14 h)2J3

n
(14 h)?

(Ve2t), Vo h) — (Veat), Vo h) = %ww, Ve h).

4.2.4 Conclusion

By @X52), @53), [@55), @6d), we obtain @) with W, B in @2) and

B % " %Wsz (G(h)(®)), V)
% (A5t -2 <D§‘2hv§2h’ Veh) 21+ hJ) (Veehl) o)
<<D§2Z>ZSZ§L}§SQ¢> 1 ; e Gl

where the operator Ly, is defined in (Z30), and the mean curvature H(h) is calculated in Lemma
Finally, a long, but straightforward, calculation shows that the function b in (£65]) coincides
with b in (43]). This completes the proof of Theorem (.11

4.3 Another proof of the Hamiltonian structure

In this short subsection we provide an alternative proof of Proposition B.:2] which makes use of
formula (@) instead of relying on Hadamard’s formula (Lemma B3]) to compute 0, K (h, ).

Second proof of Proposition[3.2. The only difference with respect to the first proof concerns the
calculation of 9, K. Recalling the definition 20) of K(h, ), we have

oKl =5 [ aI0iGwwds +3 [ (14 mT WlaeGh do

+ % /sz (1 + h)J(R)YG' (h)[n] do, (4.66)
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where J(h) = J is in ([2:28). The second term in the RHS of ([£G0) is equal to

1 (1 +h)n+ (Vg2h, Vgzn)
: /S (1+) ; VG (h)y do
1 (1+h)p2 1 /(14 h)Veh
=5 [ v ds — 5 [ naive (R v6ns) do

where we have used the divergence theorem ([212) on S?. For the last term of (Z.66), we use ()
to replace G'(h)[n]y with by + (B, Vs2n) — G(h)(Wn), and then we apply the divergence theorem
([ZI2) on S? to the integral containing (B, Vs2n), and ([3.22) to that containing G(h)(Wn). Hence
the last term of (£.60) is

% /S n{ (14 (b = WG (h)p) — dives (14 h)JyB) } do

Thus we have proved that

ALK (h, ) = %(J + %)w(h)w + %(1 +h)J (b — WG (h)y)
- %div o (1 TR G )G + (1 4+ B)JYB). (4.67)

By definition [@2]) of W and B, the term in the tangential divergence in (£G7) is

LR (Ve )y Gy + (14 )IYB = —p(Varip — W),

Inserting the last identity in (£67), and using definitions ([@2)), [@3]), after some cancellations it

remains 5
_|VeyP 1 (VsﬂPaVsm))Q
2 2 J ’
and the proof is complete. O

ALK (h, ) ((1 +R)G(h)Y + (4.68)

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 ® of the
elliptic problem (BI3)) is analytic in h, by writing it as a power series d=u= > uy, of h and its
derivatives, see (03], (&4)), and estimating each term w,, of the series. Such estimates are rather
simple to obtain in low norm, see Lemma[.Il 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 R"™ 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 wu, of
the power series of @, 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 (313) is defined in (B14), it is written in (BI5) in terms of h, and,
for ||h|| oo (s2) < 1, it is given by the series P =" ° | P,,, where Py = I,

Py = (E&h)I — (V&R) @z — 2 @ VEh, P, = (—&h) " 2|V&R Pz @z Vn > 2. (5.1)
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Since Eyh is a 0-homogeneous function of x € R3\ {0}, the matrix (VEh) ® z, its transpose and
the matrix |VEh|?xr ® z, and therefore all matrices P, are 0-homogeneous functions of z. Hence

€0l Loy = [hllLeo(s2y,  [(VER) @ z[|Loc(B,) = IVEQD Lo (s2) = [|Vs2hl| Lo (s2),
and
1Pl o (By) < NIPllLoe(s2) + 2[|Vs2 bl oo (s2)
| Pollo(B,) < ||h||7£;2(sz)||ngh||%oc(52) Vn > 2. (5.2)

Thus, for any fixed §y € (0,1), the series > P, is totally convergent in the norm of L°°(Bj)
uniformly for i in the ball ||| ;e g2y < do.

We want to expand the solution ® of the elliptic problem (BI3) in powers of h. Thus, we
consider the series u = Y ° u, whose terms are recursively defined in the following way: wug is
the unique solution of the Laplace problem

up € HY(B1), Aup=0 in By, wuo=1 onS? (5.3)

namely ug is the harmonic extension of i to the open unit ball, and, for n > 1, u,, is recursively
defined as the unique solution of

—Au, =divg, in By, u, € Hj(B) (5.4)

with datum .
Gn = Z P, yVug, n>1. (5.5)

k=0

In the next lemma we estimate ||Vu,||z2(5,) using the inequality
||Pn||Loo(Bl) S (27’)" V?’L Z 1, T = ||h||Loo(S2) + ||vs2h||Loo(SZ) = ||h||W1,oo(S2). (56)

Note that ([B.0) is less accurate than (5.2]), but using (5.2]) instead of (B.0]) in proving Lemma [B.1]

gives no relevant improvement.

Lemma 5.1. The functions u,, defined in (53), (&4), BB satisfy

IVunllz2s,) < ClIYll, g g (1 + C)27)" (5.7)

for all n > 0, where 7 is defined in (&8) and C is a universal positive constant.

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

IVuoll L2,y < Cll¢|l IVunllz2) < Cllgnll2sy, n>1, (5-8)

H3 (s2)’
where C'is a universal positive constant. Thus ([5.7)) for n = 0 holds by the first inequality in (&.8]).
Now assume that, for a given n > 1, inequality (5.7)) holds for wg,...,u,—1. By (&), (5.8) and
the induction assumption, one has

n—1 n—1
lgnllz2 ) < D IPa—kll oo Vukll L2,y < Clivll 3 g2y (27)" > (1+0)k (5.9)
k=0 k=0
Since )
— 1+0)"—-1 _ (1+0)
1+0)k = ( < , 5.10
kzzo( O =i o1 c (5.10)
using the second inequality in (B8] we obtain (&.7)). O
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From (5.7) it follows that, for any p € (0,1), the series Y. Vu, converges totally in L?(Bj),
uniformly in A in the ball (1 4+ C)27 < p. Moreover, u, (as well as P, and g,,) depends on h in
a n-homogeneous way, namely u,,(Ah) = A"u,(h) for all A\ € R, and it coincides with a n-linear,
continuous, symmetric map

G WHO(S?) x oo x WE(S?) — HY(B1), (b1, .oy hn) = Gnlha, ..o ha) (5.11)
evaluated at (h,...,h), i.e., up(h) = Uylh,. .., h]. Explicitly, one has P,(h) = ﬁn[h, ..., h], where
1031 = P, and, for n > 2, 1—07,1 is the n-linear, continuous, symmetric map

o 1 n
Pn[hl, ey hn] == Z (—1) <V50hg(1), Vgohg(g)ﬂgohg(g)) ce (50hg(n))$ KT,

‘eSS,

where &, is the set of the permutations of {1,...,n}; gn(h) = gu[h, ..., h], where

n—1
o 1 2
Gnlhi, ... hn] = — E E P klhorys - hom) | V{tk o), - - hom)]}
" 0€G, k=0

and 4p[h1, ..., hy] is the solution of problem (E4) with §,[h1, ..., h,] instead of g,. Adapting the
proof of Lemma [5.1] one easily obtains

19 inlbr, o Bl 2oy < Clblp g H ((1+ O)2 iy . ).

Moreover, since un(h) = tnl[h,...,h], the derivative of u, with respect to h in direction 7 is
ul,(h)[n] = nuylh, ..., h,n], its second derivative is w2 (h)[m,n2] = n(n — D)aylh, ..., h,n1,n2], and

n
so on. Thus, we have proved the following analyticity result.

Proposition 5.2. For every ) € H? (S?), the map h — w:=Y ", u, from the ball
{h S Wl’oo(S2) : HhHL“(SQ) + ||VS2h||Loo(S2) < 50} (5.12)
into HY(By) is well-defined and analytic, with

lull iz < ClPl g oy N9 B 81) < ClN 3 o Il 52,
Il (R) s m2ll e (ma) < ClYN g o) Imllwrs 2 2l s s2),

where the radius 0y € (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 R™ and on their smooth boundary, and we prove some useful
properties for them; these properties will be used in subsection 53] for the sphere S? and for the
unit ball By 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 R™.
e On R”, for s € R, we consider the usual Sobolev spaces (Bessel potential spaces)

R = (w e S®): fullman <o) el = [ [WQPA+IER) 5, (513)

where §'(R™) is the space of tempered distributions on R™, and @ is the Fourier transform of u
on R™. We also consider the following non-isotropic version of those spaces, where the last real
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variable x,, plays a distinguished role. For x € R™, denote ' = (21, ...,2p—_1), S0 that z = (2, zp).
For s,r € R, we define

H*"(R") :={u € §'(R") : ||lu| g=.rmn) < 00},
[ull ey = /R (&)1 +[€'17)" (1 +[€]*)* d€ = |ALullFr @), (5.14)
where A/ is the Fourier multiplier of symbol (1 + |¢/|)2. In subsection 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.
e On any open set @ C R", following [41], Definition 1 in Section 3.2.2, we define

H*(Q) :={u € §'(Q) : ||lull (@) < oo},

||u||Hs(Q) = inf{H’UHHs(Rn) v E Hs(Rn), ’UlQ = u}, (515)
H>"(Q) :=={u e 8(Q): ||ullgsr) < oo},
llull goor ) = inf {{[v||gor@ny s v € H¥(R™), v]g = u}, (5.16)

with the convention that the infimum of the empty set is co. In other words, H*(£2) is the set of
the restrictions to Q of the elements of H*(R™), and similarly for H*"(£2). We mainly deal with
the case when 2 is the open half space

R} = {(2',2,) € R" : 2, > 0}. (5.17)

e On smooth compact manifolds, we recall the construction and the definition in [4I], Sections
3.2.1 and 3.2.2. Let 2 C R™ be a bounded open set with smooth boundary I' = 9Q. Fix N
open balls Ki,..., Ky that cover I', namely I" C U;-Vlej, such that I' N K; is nonempty for all
j=1,...,N. For every ball K;, fix a function f; such that
) £ : R — R™ is a C*° diffeomorphism of R™ onto itself,

(#4) £; maps the ball K; onto a bounded open subset A; = £,(K;) of R",
;) £; maps the center p; of the ball K into 0,
) £; maps I' N K onto the (n — 1)-dimensional open subset £;(I'NK;) ={y € A; : y, =0} =
A; NRY of the hyperplane Rj := {y € R" : y,, = 0},
(v) £; maps QN K; onto the simply connected open subset £;(QNK;) ={y € 4; : y, >0} =
A; NRY of the half space R,
(vi) the Jacobian matrix Df;(z) is invertible at every point x in the closure K; of Kj,
(vii) the Jacobian matrix Df;(p;) of £; at the center p; of K is the identity matrix.

Also fix a smooth open set Ky such that Ko C Q and Q C Uf’:OKj, and fix a resolution of
unity {1/)]-}?[:0, where ¢; : R” — R is a C*° function with supp(¢);) C Kj, and Z;VZO Yi(x) =1 for

all 2 € Q. Thus the restriction of ¢1,...,9¥n to I' is a resolution of unity for I', and, in addition,
S¥ ¥i(x) =1forall z € Q\ Ko. OnT, for s € R, we define

H*(I) == {u € §'(T) : (;u)(g;(0)) € H(R"™!) Vj=1,....,N},

N
el rery o= Y 1 (yu) (5 (o Ol o nys &5 = £ (5.18)
j=1

where (¢ju)(g;(+,0)) is defined on R"™!, extended to 0 in the set of all ¥’ € R"~! such that
g;(y',0) ¢ K, in which case one has 9;(g;(y’,0)) = 0.

In subsection these spaces will be used for I' = S2. For I' = S"!, the construction can
be more explicit and adapted to the spherical geometry. Given any § € (0,1/4), we choose Ky as
the ball Bi_5(0) of center the origin and radius 1 — 6, and K; = Bas(p;), j = 1,..., N, where N

31



is sufficiently large and the points p; € S*~! are appropriately positioned to obtain the covering
property above. In this way one has

N
D W) =1 VreR", 1-0< |z <1, (5.19)
j=1

namely (Kj)évzl covers the sphere S"~! and the closed annulus 1 — ¢ < |z| < 1, and (1/)]-)?’:1 is a
resolution of unity for S*~! and for the closed annulus.

The diffeomorphisms f; can be defined in several ways; here we choose a simple construction
that is convenient for the H*"(R’}) norms, i.e., we essentially introduce local spherical coordinates
y, where the last coordinate y, gives the signed distance of the point x from S"~!, and the
coordinates (y1,...,Yn—1) = ¥y determine the unit vector z/|x|, using the stereographical projection
of z from the origin to the hyperplane y, = —1. More precisely, we define f; as the composition
f,(z) := £(R;x) of a rotation R; of R™ mapping the center p; of the ball K; into the “South Pole”
po :=(0,...,0,—1) with the function

/

£(z) = (f 5—,1f |x|), (5.20)

n

where ' = (21,...,2,-1). The function f is well defined and smooth in the half space {z € R" :
x, < 0}, bijective onto the half space {y € R™ : y,, < 1}, with inverse
1
g(y) =1 —wn)(L+y[") 72y, 1), (5.21)
because, if £(z) = y, then |z| = 1 — y,, 2’ = —x,y’, whence (1 —y,)? = |z|? = |[2/]? + 22 =
22 (1 + |y'|?); for &, < 0, one obtains z = g(y). We also denote
gi(y) =R, 'g(y). (5.22)

For § < 1/2, the ball Bys(po) is contained in {z € R" : z,, < 0}, therefore £; is well defined in the
ball K, with image A, := £,;(K;) = £(Ba2s(po)) =: Ao. One has £;(p;) = £(po) = 0. The Jacobian
matrix satisfies Df(pg) = I and |Df(z) — I| < C§ for all & € Bas(po), where I is the identity
matrix and C is a constant independent of §. Hence, given any € > 0, for N sufficiently large
and ¢ sufficiently small one has Df;(p;) = R; and |Df;(x) — Df;(p;)| < € for all x € K;. Note
that Df;(p;) is the rotation matrix R;, 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(Bl N Kj) =Ap ﬂRi and fj(Snil N Kj) =ApN Rg

If two balls K;, K, have nonempty intersection, for x € K; N K; one has f;(z) € £;(K; N
Ke) - fj(Kj) = AO and fz(l‘) S fz(Kj n Ke) - Ao. If, in addition, T € BN Kj N Ky, then
fi(x) e Ry N1E;(K; NKy) CRY N Agand £f4(x) € R} NE(K; N Ky) € RY N Ag. The transition
map

frog; =140 fj_l : fj(Kj NKy) — fg(Kj N Ky)

can be explicitly calculated using (5.20), (5:2I) and the basic property |R¢R;1x| = |x| of rotation
matrices. We find that

ReR; (v, —1)]'
[ReR7 (Y, —Dln

for all y = (v, yn) in the domain £;(K; N Ky) of £, 0 g;. Formula (5:23) shows the remarkable
property that the transition map £, o g; does not move the last variable y,, and it acts on ¥’ as a
function independent of y,,.

To estimate the H*" (R’ ) norms of products and compositions of functions, it is convenient to
extend f, g and £, o g; outside their original domains. The first order Taylor expansion of f(x)
around pg is * — pg; therefore we define

frogi(y) = (T;(¥),un),  Tes(¥') = — (5.23)

f(z) =z —po+ ¢s(x —po)(f(x) —x+py) VaeR™, (5.24)
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|z—po|

where @s(z — po) := (55> ) for some cut-off function ¢ € C*°(R) such that p(t) =1 for t <1,
o(t) =0 for t > 2, and 0 < ¢ < 1. Taking ¢ sufficiently small, the function £ is a diffeomorphism
of R™ because |Df(x) — I| < 1/2 for all x € R™. Also, f = £ in Bas(pg). We define g as the inverse
of £ in (5.24). We also define £; := f oR; and g; as its inverse function.

Concerning the transition map, of course f; o g; is an extension of (5.23); however, it is con-
venient to introduce another, more explicit extension, preserving the property of not moving v,
and acting on 3’ independently on y,. The affine function 3y’ — RgR}l(y', -1) = RgR;l(O, -1)+
RgR}l(y’, 0) is defined for all 4’ € R"~1, and its value at y/ = 0 is

ReR; (0, —1) = ReR; 'po = Repj = Repr + Re(pj — pe) = po + Relpj — pe), (5.25)

with [Re(p; —pe)| = |pj — pe| < 40 because p;, pe are the centers of the two intersecting balls K, K,
of radius 2. We write the rotation matrix ReRj_l as (43), where A is an (n — 1) x (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 = [ReR; My O)),

ey’ = [ReR; (¥, 0)ln,

= [ReR;1(0,1)] = —[Re(p; — p2)]',
= [ReR; (0, 1)) = 1 — [Re(pj — po)ln (5.26)

for all ' € R"~!, where we have used (520 and the fact that p{, = 0, (po), = —1. Hence T¢;(y’)

in (2.23) becomes

—b+ Ay

. .2
d—cy (5.27)

Tej(y') =
Lemma 5.3. Let § < 1/8. Then the scalar d and the matriz Ad — bec are invertible, one has
|d—1| <46, |c|=0] <45, [|(Ad—Dbc) /| <Ay V¥ eR*™  Xi=d'  (528)
and, for all |y'| < 1, one has the converging Taylor expansion

db%clgﬁl = —Ab+ >‘2(Ad —be)y' (1+8(y)), s):= Z (Acy/)™. (5.29)

m=1

Proof. By (£.20]), the vector (b,d — 1) is the opposite of Re(p; — p¢), and its norm is |(b,d — 1)]
= |Re(p; — pe)| = |pj — pe| < 46. This gives the bound for |b|,|d — 1| in (28). Since RgRj_l is a
rotation matrix, all its columns and rows have unitary norm. In particular, taking the nth row
and nth column, one has |[b|? +d% = 1 and |c|? + d% = 1, whence |c| = [b].

To study the matrix Ad — bc, we observe that

£ -0 )

where I’ is the (n — 1) x (n — 1) identity matrix. The first matrix in (5.30) is the rotation RgRj_l,
whose determinant is 1, while the determinant of the second matrix is d”~!. Hence the determinant
of the third matrix in (5.30) is d"~!, 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 2/ € R"~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 (&.30) times the same vector (z/,0) gives
RgRj_l(dZI, —cz’), whose norm is equal to the norm of (dz’, —cz’), which is > d|z’|. This proves
that |(Ad — bc)2’| > d|2’| for all 2/ € R"~L. Since Ad — bc is invertible, taking 2z’ = (Ad — bc) ™1y’
gives the third inequality of (28]

Formula (5.29) is obtained by writing (d — cy’)™! = A(1 — Acy’)~! as a power series, which
converges for A|cy’| < 1. One has A < (1 —46)~! < 2 and |c| < 46, whence A|cy’| < 85 < 1 for all
ly'| < 1. O

33



We define

Tej(y') := —Ab+ A\?(Ad — bc)y’(l + wg(y’)S(y’)), ws(y') = w(%), (5.31)

where ¢ € C*(R) is a smooth cut-off function such that ¢(t) = 1 for t < 1, ¢(t) = 0 for t > 2,
and 0 < ¢ < 1. Hence ng = Ty; where ¢5 = 1, i.e., in the ball |y'| < 46. Since 6 < 1/4, the set
Ap = £(B2s(po)) is contained in the ball |y| < 44, and

(Tej (') yn) = (T (W), yn) = £e(g;(¥)) Yy = (¥, yn) € Ao. (5.32)

Lemma 5.4. There ezists a universal constant g € (0,1/8) such that, for 0 < § < &y, if K;NK, #
0, then the map Te; in (5.31)) is a C° diffeomorphism of R"™1 that coincides with Te; in (B23) in
the ball |y'| < 46, and coincides in |y'| > 86 with the affine map y' — —Xb + A?(Ad — bc)y’.

Proof. Let us prove that Ty; is a bijection of R"~!. Given 2’ € R"~!, one has Ty;(y') = ' if and
only if y' = ®(y'), where ®(y) := A72(Ad — bc)~1(2/ + Ab) — v/¢5(y')S(y'). The Jacobian matrix
D®(y') vanishes for |y'| > 80, and, for § < 1/16, one has

|DD(y)2'| < C6l2'| Wy, 2" e R*T,

where the constant C' depends only on [|¢'|| = (r); We can assume that, say, ||¢'|| L ®) < 10, so
that C is a universal constant. Hence, for C§ < 1/2, ® is a contraction mapping on R"~! and it
has a unique fixed point. This proves that Ty; is a bijection of R"~!. The C* regularity of T;
and of its inverse map Té_jl follows from a standard implicit function argument. O

Now that Sobolev spaces on domains are defined, we recall and/or prove some useful properties.
Lemma 5.5. Let v > 0 be any real number, let s =0 or s =1, and let u € HSJFLT(R’}F). Then

Jullzessrgay < CllAUls 1) + O A0l e s0gsy, + Cllu( )]

+ ™ u(-,0)

HS+%+T(R7L71)

||HS+% (Rn—l) + CTJrlHuHHs,O(Ri) (533)

where C > 0 is a universal constant.
Proof. See the Appendix. O

Remark 5.6. The constant C' in (5.33) is universal because we estimate the H**1" (R’ ) norm of
u only in the cases s = 0 and s = 1; in general, for s arbitrarily varying in Ny, 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 z’, corresponding to tangential directions, and in
one or two derivatives with respect to the variable x,,, corresponding to the normal direction. O

Lemma 5.7. On R" and R’} one has the following properties.
(i) Density. Fors,r € R, the Schwartz class S(R™) is dense in H*"(R"™), and the set S(R'}) :=
{flrn : f € S(R")} of the restrictions to R} of the Schwartz functions of R™ is dense in H*"(R).
(i4) Embedding. Let s,r € R, with s > 1/2, s+ > n/2. Then H>"(R™) C L*°(R") and
H*"(RY) C L*(R?), with

H’UHLoo(Rn) S CSJ,”’UHHS,T(]RTL), ||U||L00(Ri) S Cs7fr||u||HS,T(Ri)7 (534)

for allv e H>"(R™), all w € H*"(R"}), where the constant Cs, depends on s,r.
(7i1) Partial derivatives. The partial derivatives (in the sense of distributions) satisfy

[0z ull formyy < llullgsrr@ny < lullgstrr@n), k=1,...,n—1, (5.35)

[0z, ull gy < Nullrsvrrrry ), (5.36)
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for all w € HYL"(RY), for all s,r € R.
(iv) Equivalent norms. For every real r > 0, one has

||U||§10,T(R1) /0 ||U(',$n)||§1r(uanfl)d$n Vu € HO’T(Ri), (5.37)
1 T n
Sl ey < Nelones ey + 100,030 gy < Nllfneqeyy Vo€ BV (RE). (5.38)
In particular, for r =0,
1 (6%
lull ooy = Nullzzesys slulnoy) < S0 108ul3amy) < lulfnogy)  (5:39)
ler|<1

(v) Trace. Let s,r € R, with s > 1/2. On R", the trace operator
T:H*"(R") — HT"3(R"™),  wrs Tu=u(-,0) (5.40)
is a well defined, bounded, linear operator, with
[ 0) 5 sy < Colluliercany (5.41)

for all w € H>"(R™) (first defined on S(R™), then extended to H*"(R™) by density), where the

constant Cs depends on s and it is independent of r. On R, for s =1, r € R, the trace operator
T:HY(RY) — H™ 3 (R™Y), e Tu=u(-,0) (5.42)

1s a well defined, bounded, linear operator, with
[0 gt gy < Cllullinoeg (5.43)

for alluw € HY"(R%), where C' = /2.
(vi) Product estimate. Let ro,r € R, with ro +1 >n/2 and r > 0. One has

lwoll rrgey < Crollllzro ey lvll e @y + Crllull g ey |10l 1o mey (5.44)

for all u,v € H-"(R™) N HY" (R ), where Cy, depends on ro and it is independent of v, while C,
depends on r,rg, and it is an increasing function of r. For 0 <r < rg, one also has

vl ) < Gl o ol (5.45)
for allu € HV™(R™%), v € HY"(RY). Estimates (5.44) and ([G45) can be written together as
vl 1@y < Crgllull o @) vl e @e) + Orsro)Crllwll e @n) vl o ey ) (5.46)
where (Xrsre) = 1 if 7 > 10, (Xr>re) = 0 if r < 1o, C, is increasing in r, and Cyr, does not depend
on r. The same estimates also hold with R’ replaced by R™.
(vii) Multiplication by bounded functions with bounded derivatives. One has
[ fullor @y < 2[| fll Lo @ llullmor @y + Crllfllwo oo @y 1wl o0 ey (5.47)

for all f € WOU(R"), w e HO"(RY), r > 0 real, where b is the smallest integer such that b > r,

[fllwoboeny = esssup [[f(zn)|wo.o@n-1), (5.48)

z,€(0,00
Wo’b*‘x’(R’fr) is the space of functions whose norm (B5.48)) is finite, and C,. is increasing in r. Also,

[ fullrr@n) < Collfllwree@py el e @z + Crll Fllwroce ey llell groen) (5.49)
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for allu € HY(RT), all f € WOP(RL) with 9,, f € WOP(R™), where
[fllwreee @y = [l fllworsroo@y) + 102, fllwos.my) (5.50)

and W2 (R™) is the space of functions whose norm (BB0) is finite.

(viit) Composition with functions of a’. Let s € {0,1}, » > 0 real, 1o > (n — 1)/2. Let
f: R o R f(2') = a+ Ax’ + g(a') be a diffeomorphisms of R, with a € R,
A€ Mat(,—1)x(n-1)(R), g € Hritrots(Rn=1) " One has

||JE —> u(f(:c ) xn)”HS r(R ) < CT f(HuHHs T(R ) + ||g||H1+T0+7‘+S(R’n 1)||U||Hs U(Rn)) (551)
for alluw € H*"(RY), where C,. y depends on r, |Al, ||g|| g1+romn-1), and it is increasing in r.
Proof. See the Appendix. O

The next lemma deals with Sobolev spaces H*(S%) on the sphere.

Lemma 5.8. The Sobolev spaces H*(S?) defined in (5I8) with T = S, d = n — 1, satisfy the
following properties.
(i) Interpolation inequality. Let sg,$1 € R, s = so(1 —¢) + 519, 0 < ¥ < 1. Then

lall s sy < Nlullzeg gy lullron s (5.52)

for all w € H**(S%).
(#4) Product estimate. Let s,s9 € R, with s > 0 and so > d/2. Then
||UU||Hs(sd) <y, ”u”HSO(Sd)”UHHS(Sd) + (Xs>so)CS||u||HS(Sd)||U||H50(Sd)a (5.53)

where (Xs>so) = 1 if 8 > S0, (Xs>s0) = 0 if s < s, the constant Cs, depends on sy and it is
independent of s, while Cs depends on s, sy and it is increasing in s.
(i4i) Power estimate. Let s, sg be as in (i1). Then
™| sy < (Cso llull oo say)™ el o sy
+ (Xs>s0) (M — 1)Cs(CSU||U||Hso(sd))m_2||U||Hso(sd)||u||Hs(sd) (5.54)

or all integers m > 2, where Cy,,Cs are the constants in (it).
0
iv) Tangential gradient. Let s € R, with s > 0. Then
g g

||ngu||Hs(Sd) S Co||u||H5+1(Sd) + CSHUHHl(Sd)a (555)

with Cy independent of s and Cs increasing in s.
(v) Embedding. Let sg € R, with so > d/2. Then

llull oo say < Csp |l oo say- (5.56)

Proof. See the Appendix. O

5.3 Estimates in higher norms

In subsection5.1] see Lemmal5.Jland Proposition 5.2, we have studied the low norm of the solution
® of problem (BI3) expanded as power series ® = u = 3 u,, with u,, defined in (5.3), (5.4). Now
in this subsection we study the higher Sobolev tangential regularity of u and (x, Vu) on S%. To this
aim, we use partitions of unity, local rectifications, smooth cut-off functions, and Sobolev spaces
H#(S?) and H*"(R?) defined in subsection [.2] studying the functions u, only at points of By
sufficiently close to the boundary S2.
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Remark 5.9. In general, the function &h (appearing in the definition (B4]) of w, for n > 1) is
not in H?(Bj) even if h is C* on S?, because of the singularity of homogeneous functions at the
origin: at any point x = ry with 0 < r < 1 and y € S?, one has 9%(Eh)(z) = 77202 (Eoh)(y) for
all multi-indices || = 2, and the L?(B;) integrability of second order partial derivatives is lost.
For this reason, to study higher Sobolev regularity we only consider points of B; sufficiently close
to the boundary S?. See also the related discussion in Remark O

Let 0, K;,%;,£5,£,8,R;,85, 5, Ao, Po, Ri, Rg be as in subsection[5.2l. We decompose the annulus
1—-6 < |z] < 1—(0/2) into a sequence of annuli py11 < |z| < pi, where py = 1—(8/2), the sequence
(pr) is decreasing and it converges to 1 — 4, and for each annulus we introduce a smooth, radial
cut-off function (i in the following way. Let ¢ € C*°(R,R) with ¢ = 0 on (—00,0], ¢ = 1 on
[1,00), and 0 < ¢ < 1. We define

k

1) 1 x| —
pim1-33 3 6= p(HTE) v e R ket (5.57)

=0
Thus (x(z) = 0 for |z| < pr+1, G(x) =1 for [2] > py, and
CGe(@)| <1, [02¢k(2)] < Cu2M°l vz e R, keNy, aeNj, (5.58)

where the constant C, depends on the length || of the multi-index « (and also on ¢ and §, which
we consider as fixed). We note that (x+1 = 1 where (; # 0, i.e.,

Ct1 =1 onsupp(Ck), Vk € No. (5.59)
We also define o — 1426
* -1+
CH(x) == w(f) Va € R?, (5.60)

and we note that (*(x) = 0 for |z| < 1— 24, (*(z) =1 for |x| > 1 — 4, and, in particular, (* =1
on the support of (g, for all & € Ng.
For s € {0,1,2}, r € R, k € Ny, for any function f, we denote

N
£z o= D N Ghbs) © gl e s )- (5.61)
j=1

Before studying the norm (&.61)) of u,, for general r, we consider the case of low norm r = 0, which
is directly related to Lemma [l For notation convenience, we define g,, also for n = 0 by setting

go := 0.
Lemma 5.10. The functions wuy, g, defined in (83), (54), (BB satisfy

lunllyro < Co2buz™, flgullgoo < pz" (5.62)

for all n, k € Ny, where
pe= Yl g ey 2= (L 0)2T, (5.63)

Co does not depend on n,k,h,v, and C,7 are given by Lemma [51l

Proof. For j € {1,..., N}, the function t; o g; vanishes in R \ Ao, and, by (558), the function
ar; = ((rtj) o g; satisfies

larsllies) <1, 105ars ) < Ca2t1® (5.64)
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for all a € N§. Hence, by (5.39),

1 (wnCrty) o gjllmoms) <2 Y 195 {(unCitty) © g} ll2s)

la<1

=2 (105 {(unCithy) o g5}l 2 (a0rms)

laf<1

<2 Z Ha;(“n ° gj)HLZ(AOmRi) + Cl2k||“n ° ngL?(Aon]Ri)
lo|<1

< Co Z 108 un | z2(x;n81) + Co2* unll L2, nB1)
[8]<1

for some constants C7,Cy independent of n, k, h,1; in the last inequality we have used the fact
that g; is a diffeomorphism of Ag N Ri onto K; N By. Taking the sum over j = 1,..., N and using
(&), we obtain the first inequality in (5.62)). The second inequality in (5.62) is proved similarly,
using (5:39), (5.9), (5I0); there is no factor 2% because the derivatives of (; are not involved. [

Lemma 5.11. For all k € Ng, n € N, the functions un, gn defined in (B4, (0] satisfy
lunll x20 < Co2* pz" + Collgnll 10, (5.65)

where p, z are defined in ([LG3). For 0 <b—1<r <b, with b integer and r real, one has

b—1

lunllx2r < Collgnllxrr + Crllgnllxro + Crppz™ + cr,k(; lgnllxp.rme + IIgnIIX;Qb), (5.66)

where C,. depends on r, Ci. . depends on r,k, both C, and C\ j, are increasing functions of r, and
Cy is independent of 1, k.

Proof. Let j € {1,..., N}, and consider the diffeomorphism f; : BiNK; — Ay ﬂRi and its inverse
g;. Since —Au,, = div g,, taking test functions in C¢°(B; N Kj), recalling the transformation rule
for the gradient

(Vun) o gj(y) = [Dg;(v)] " V(unogj)(y), ye A NRI, (5.67)
and following the same kind of calculations leading to (B14]), (BI3)), one finds that
— div{PV(u, 0 gj)} = div{(det Dg;)(Dg;) (9 0 g;)} in Ao NRL, (5.68)
where

P(y) :==p(y)Q(y), p(y) = det(Dg;(y)) = det(Dg(y)), (5.69)
Qy) == [Dg;()] ' [Dg;(y)]~" = [Dg(y)] ' [De(y)] ™" (5.70)

in Ag NR3.. The last identities in (5.69) and (5.70) hold because g; = Rj_1 og and R; is a rotation.
By (&21)), in Ag one has

(I+ydaly)  vyealy)

0
Ay) = | wyealy) (1+wy3)aly) 0], a):
0 0 1

1+y7 +u3 1—ys3)®
L ) et 1)

(1—ys3)? ’ (14 y2+42) 1)

Nlw

Since the (3,3) entry of the matrix Q is 1, and since derivatives with respect to ys play a separate
role, it is convenient to work with Q instead of P. Dividing by p, (B.68) becomes

—div{QV(un 0 gj)} =p ' (VP,QV(un 0 g;)) + p~ ' div{p(Dg;) ' (gn 0 g;)} in AgNRY. (5.72)
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Given any two functions v, a, one has
div(QV(va)) = adiv(QVv) + 2(QVa, Vv) + vdiv(QVa). (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 Lh.s. of
E73) as the sum I + (Q — I), and (B73) becomes

A(va) = div{(I — QV(va)} + adiv(QVv) + 2(QVa, Vv) + v div(QVa). (5.74)

For k € Ny, applying (5.74) with v = u, 0 gj, a = ((x¥;) © g;, and using (B2 to substitute the
second term in the r.h.s. of (B74), we get

Awng; = div{(I — Q)Vwnk;} — ar;p~ " (Vp,AVvy;) — arp” " div{p(Dg;) ' (gn 0 g;)}
+ 2<QVakj, V’Unj> + Unj diV(Qvakj) (5.75)

in Ag NR3., where

Upj = Up 085, akj = (GYj) 0 8jy  Wakj 1= kiU = (UnCrky) © g (5.76)

Since 1; is compactly supported in K, the support of ¢; o g; is a compact set contained in Ay.
Since 1 o g; appears in every term of (G.70), identity (E75) holds in the whole half-space RY (it
becomes “0 =07 in R3 \ Ay), where wyy; is extended to RY by setting wynr; = 0 in R} \ A, and
Q,p in (5.70), (5.69) are defined in R? if we replace g with its extension § = £, see (5.24); with a
little abuse of notation, we denote the extensions without changing letters. Note that, by ([G.24),
one has f(z) = 2 — pg for all z outside the ball Bys(po), and therefore p = 1, Q = I outside the set
£(Ba4s(po)), which is a neighborhood of Ag = £(Bas(po))-
Since u,, € H(By), since (i, 1; are smooth, and ¢; is compactly supported in K, one has

wyrj € Hy(RY). (5.77)
Then, by Lemma [55] for every real » > 0 one has
lwnii | 2 sy < CllAWnk | ro.r sy + CT | Awni || 2@ y + O lwnlla as ) (5.78)

where C' > 0 is the universal constant in (5.33), and Awyy; is given by (G.75). Now we estimate
each term in the right-hand side of (B.75).

First term. By (B.71)), the third column and the third row of the matrix (I — Q(y)) vanish in
AoNRE, and div{(] —Q)Vwng;} is the sum of terms of the form 8y, (¢c(y)dy, wnk;) with i, ¢ € {1,2},
without derivatives of wyk; with respect to ys3. Hence, by (5.35) and (5.47), one has

[ div{(I — Q)Vwnk; }H o sy < Colll — Qll oo s ) lwnkg |l ro.r+2mes )
+ CrllT = Qllwo.eioo w2 ) [ wnk | o 2 ),

where Cy, C.., b are given by the application of (5.47). As explained in Section[5.2] given any ¢ > 0,
the radius 26 of the balls K7, ..., K can be chosen sufficiently small to have Cy||I — Q||LM(R1) <eg;
note that such a ¢ is independent on r. Hence

| div{(T ~ Q) Vs o st < ellwmisllrorsaqeyy + Collwmagllos ey (5.79)

where C,. is another constant depending on r, increasing in r, which incorporates the factor ||[I —
Q”Wﬂ,b,ao(Ri).
Second term. By (&.70), (5.59) and (5.19), the second term in the r.h.s. of (570) is

akp~ (VP QVons) = Y arp~ (VP QV{ (UnCri1the) 0 g5}), (5.80)
ZEAJ
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where A; :={¢ € {1,...,N} : K,NK; # 0}. Identity (5.80) holds because, by (5.59), Cx+10g; =1
in the support of i o g;, by (E19), and because, if the balls Ky, K; are disjoint, then ¢, o g; =0
in the support of ¢; o g;. Moreover, for every ¢ € A;, one has

(UnCri1%e) 0 85 = (UnCri1%e) 0 grofr0gj = wnpy1,0 0 (Fr0gj), (5.81)

where wy, k41,0 is defined as in (B.76), and the transition map fy o g; in Ap is given by formula
(£.23). We consider the extension of the transition map to R} given in (5.31), (5.32). By Lemma
B4 the function Ty; is a diffeomorphism of R?, and it is the sum of an affine map and a smooth
function with compact support. Hence, by the composition estimate (551), we get

l[wn kt1,e 0 (£ 0 g5)llmrrr ey < Crllwnktr,ell ey, (5.82)

where the constant C,. is increasing in 7. Concerning ag;, one has estimate (5.64). Also, by (5.571),

Cr(g;(y)) depends only on |g;(y)[; moreover g;(y) = R} 'g(y), and |g;(y)| = Ig(y)| = 1~y by G2I).
Hence (i o g; depends only on y3, and not on y1, y2, so that 95 {(Ckv;) o g;} = (Ck 0 &5)9 (¥ 0 g;)
for all multi-indices o = (1, a2, 0). As a consequence, by (B.70) and (548) one has

lakllwos.e@s) = [1(Crbs) © gjllwonoems) < 1) 0 gjllwose®y) < Cr (5.83)

for some constant C,. dependent on r, increasing in r (in fact, C, depends on b). By (£.47), (5.81)),

E32), (64), (583), each term of the sum in the r.h.s. of (5.80) satisfies
llar;p ™ (VP QV{ (unCri19e) © g5 ) | o sy < Crllwn ks1ell e zs - (5.84)
+ +

The sum of (5.84) over ¢ € A; gives an estimate of the second term in the r.h.s. of (G.75).
Third term. We write the third term in the r.h.s. of (B0 as

ag;p” " div{p(Dg;) ' (gn o g;)} = p ' div{p(Dg;) " vnk;} — ((Dg;) "' (gn 0 &5), Var;),  (5.85)

where

Vnkj = akj(gn © 85) = (gnCr¥;) © &;- (5.86)
By (&47), (535), 536), (5-49), the first term in the r.h.s. of (B.80) satisfies
5" div{p(De;) ksl o) < Collvas lneas) + Gl lnos ). (5.87)
+ + +

Using (0.76), (5.59) and (5.19) as in (5.80), and using the identity g; = grofrog; as in (G.81)), we

write the last term of (5.83]) as

(Dgj) " (gn 0 85), Vars) = > _ ((Des) ™ ((gnlrs1t0) 0 &), Var;)
LEA;

=Y ((Dg) ™ (Trt1e 0 (fr0g))), Vars), (5.88)
LA,

where vy, g41,¢ is defined as in (5.86). Hence, using (5.47), (5.64), (5.83), and Lemma[G.4land (G.51)

for the composition with the transition map f;0g;, one proves that each term of the sum in (5.88)
satisfies

{(Dgj) ™ (vnptr,e 0 (£ 0 85)) Vawg) | o sy < Cr2¥ [y v el mor - (5.89)

The constant C,. in (5.89) depends on r because we have estimated a composition; the factor 2%
is due to the presence of the first derivative Oy, (Cx41 0 g;). From (E87) and (5:89) we obtain an

estimate for (B.85).
Fourth and fifth term. Proceeding as in (5.80)-([2.84), one proves that the fourth and fifth term

in (5.75) are the sum over £ € A; of terms satisfying the same bound (5.84), but with C,.2%* instead
of C,.. The factor 22* is due to the presence of the second derivative of (41 with respect to ys.
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Estimate of u. By (5.79), (5:19), (5.84), (5.87), (5.89), and (5.84) with factor 22¥, one has

| Awnks | o sy < ellwnksll gorra@sy + Crllwnksllaroms) + Cr2®* Y lwnprsell s
ZGAJ'

+ CollYaksll (g ) + Crllmnsll oo es )y + Cr2¥ ZA Vw16l oz (5.90)
LEA;

By (578), (590) and (G90)|,—0, we get

lwnk;ll mrzr m2 ) < €Collwnnsll mor+2(ra y + €Crl[wnkjll o2 ma y + Crllwnis || o ez )

+C2%% lwn ki1l e @) + Collymsllmr@s ) + Crllvnkillmroms )
ZGAJ'

+C2° Z H'Yn,k-l-l,ZHH“’T(]Ri) (5.91)
LeA;

for some Cy, C, (possibly different than above). Recalling definitions (G.76), (5.86) of wnkj, Ynkj,
taking the sum of (B.91)) over j = 1,..., N, and using notation (5.61]), we obtain

||Un||X]§'r < €a0||un||X2,r+z + {—:br||un||X2,2 + CT“”H”X;"’ + CTQQkHUnHX;L

+ Collgall s+ Crllgall o + 28l o (5.92)

where we have denoted by ag and b, the constants appearing with the factor ¢; also, b, C, are
increasing functions of r. For r = 0, (5.92)) becomes

anll 2o < (o + bo) Junll 0 + Collunllzo + Co2® Junll o

+2Collgnllx 10 + Co2"|gnl oo, (5.93)

Since ||un||X22 < ||un||X§,o, we fix ¢ (and therefore the half-radius ¢ of the balls K; and their
cardinality N) such that e(ag + bo) < 1/2, so that the first term in the r.h.s. of (E93) can be
absorbed by the Lh.s. of (5.93). The second, the third and the fifth term in the r.h.s. of (593) are
estimated by (5.62), and we get (5.65]). Note that €,d, N do not depend on r, j, k.

Since ape < 1/2 and || - ||H0,r+2(]R3+) <[ ||Hz,r(R:j.r), the first term in the r.h.s. of (592]) can be
absorbed by the Lh.s. of (502). Also, we use (B.G0) to estimate the second term in the r.h.s. of
(E92), and we use (B.62) to estimate the third one. Thus,

||un||xfr < C2% 2" + Oﬂ%”“ﬂ”xéfl + OT”QnHX;’“ + COHQnHX;” + Or2k||gn||xgil' (5.94)

For r =0, (94), (562) give (5.65). For 0 < r < 1, we consider (5.94), we use the fact that
fualr, < Nnllxzs, < lullxzn . loallxer < loallxes, < loalxis

and we apply (5.65) (with k + 1 instead of k) to bound ||“||X,f° ; in this way we obtain
)
ftallxz < Coupiz™ + Crilgnll i +Collgnllxir +Crllgallxon 0<r<1. (5.95)

Now we prove (.66 by induction on b. For b = 1, (B.66]) is (5.95]). Assume that (5.60]) is proved
for some integer b € N, and let b < r < b+1. Apply (594, use the inequality ||u||X;r < ||u||X§,r71
+1 +1

and use the induction assumption (B.66) (with r — 1,k 4 1 instead of 7, k) to estimate |u| y2.r-1.
k+1

This gives (B.66) with b + 1 instead of b (and constants C, j, possibly different than those of the
induction assumption). Note that the constant Cy in (5.60) is not changed by the induction step.
Hence (5.66) holds for all integers b > 1. O

In the next lemma we estimate the norm (B.61]) of ug, which was not included in Lemma B.111
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Lemma 5.12. For k € Ny, ug in (B3) satisfies

lollzo < Colll,y3 o, + Co2™ 113 o) < Crll¥l 13 (5.96)
For0<b—1<r <b, with b integer and r real, one has
b—1
ol < ol oy + O (010 g Wl ) (5.97)
< OOl e gy + CoI9 3 (5.98)

where C, = 14-Cy, Cy is independent of r, k, while Cy , C’;,k depend on r, k, and they are increasing
functions of .

Proof. We closely follow the proof of Lemma[5.11l Since ug solves (5.3]), the function wo; (defined
as in (B.70)) satisfies (B.70) with go = 0, that is, without the third term in the r.h.s., and

worj € H'(RY), worj = (Yp;) og; onR* x {0} (5.99)
instead of (B.7T) (note that (; o g;(-,0) =1 for all k € Ng). Applying Lemma [5.5] gives
[wokll z2.r(rs ) < Cll Awors || gorrs y + C"FH || Awors | L2 gs y + Cllwor; (-, 0)

+ O |wors (-,

H™ 3 (R2)
Ol 15 oy + € o s e (5.100)
where C' > 0 is the universal constant in (5.33)), Awog; is given by (E15) (with go = 0) and
wok; (+,0) is given by (B99). Now Awpy; satisfies (5.90) without the terms with ks, Yn,k+1,¢,
which are zero for n = 0. Thus, by (E100), (E90) and &30 |,—o, we get

l[wor; |l mr2.r w2 ) < €Collwor || or+2(ra ) + €Crlwoks | o2y ) + Crllworsll o e )

+ 02 S wonsrellmnr ) + ClG) 0 g5l g oy + O N0 0 gill 3 gy (5:101)

LeA;
instead of (5.91]). Hence u satisfies (5.92) with go = 0 and with the additional terms Co |4 || @)
and C, ||1/)|| 3 (5) in the r.h.s., and we obtain
||u0||X£’T S CO||1/}||HT+%(SQ) + Cr,k”i/)”H% (SQ) + OT||1/}||H%(SZ) + C”Hk”uOHX;’J:I (5102)

instead of (5.94]). Then (5.96]), (5.97) are proved in the same way as (0.63), (£.60).
Inequality (5.98) is deduced from (E97) by the interpolation inequality (.52)), using the fact
that

. - Y|r
e < BT, = SOP1) 2RI, < 3 Ol + k) = ¥l + A (5.108)
for any A > 0, with r = (1 = 9)rg + 971, 0 <9 <1, p=1/(1 =), |¢|, = ||¢|| gr(s2), and choosing
A sufficiently large, depending on r, k. O

Lemma 5.13. The matrices Py, Ps, ... in (&) and the functions ug,u1, ... in @3), BA) satisfy
”vauo”X;’T < m(COHhHHm“(S?))m(HUG”X;‘:’T + an”UGHX,iil)
-1
+ Otrsro)m(Coll k[ grovae)) ™ Al arrrzgsn) (Crllue 2o + Crillusllxiro) — (5.104)

for all integers m € N, o,k € Ny, for all real r > 0, rg > 1/2, where (Xr>r,) = 1 for r > rg and
(Xr>ro) =0 for r <ro. The constant C.j depends on r,k and not on m,o; C, depends on r and
not on k,m,o; Cyp i, Cy are increasing in r; Cy is independent of r,k,m,o; Cy, Cy , Co depend on
ro (which we consider as fized).
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Proof. By (B11), P, (2) is homogeneous of order 0 in . Hence, recalling (521]), (£.22)), and denoting
y' = (y1,y2), one has

gi(,ys) =(1—y3)g;(¥,0), Pnogi(y,ys)=Pmog;(y',0)

for all y = (y',y3) € Ag. Therefore, in R?, the product P,,¢; satisfies
(Pnthy) 0 gi(y) = Pmogi(y',0) ¢ 0 g;(y) Wy € RY,

because ¢; o g; = 0 outside Ap. By EI9), 1 = Zévzl Ye(x) at any point z = g;(y’',0). Also,
Ceogi(y) = (¢*Ck) o gj(y) for all y € R3, because ¢* in (5.60) is equal to 1 on the support of (j,
for all £ € Ng. Hence

(PmCrtbj) 085 () = D (Pmtbe) 0 g;(y',0) ¢* 0 g;(y)ax; (y)

eE.Aj

= 3" (Putbe) o g0(Te; (), 0) ¢ 0 ge(Tes ('), ) any (9) (5.105)
LEA;

in Rﬁ_, where ay; is defined in (570). We have used the identity g; = g0 f,og; in Ag, where the
transition map £, o g; satisfies (5.23) in Ay, and T(;(y’) is defined for all y' € R? by (E31) and it
satisfies (5.32). Again, identity (5.108) holds in R? (and not only in Ag NRY) because ¢jog; =0
outside Ay. Moreover,

C*oge(Tei(y'), ys) = ¢* 0 ge(0,y3)
because ¢* is a radial function and, therefore, (* o gy is a function of y3 only, independent of y'.
By (&.67), using the definitions in (5.70]), we obtain

(PGt Vo) 0 g5(y) = D (Pmtbe) 0 ge(Te(y'),0) ¢ 0 ge(0, ys) ar; (v)[Dej (y)] " Vo (y)
LEA;
= (Pthe) 0 ge(Te;(y'), 0) ¢ 0 g0(0,y3)[Deg; ()]~ (Vwok; (y) — voj (y)Var; (y))  (5.106)

eE.Aj

in R% . Moreover, using (5.19) and (5.59), and recalling the notations in (5.70), vs; Vay; in (G.106)
can be replaced by > ;e 4 Wok+1,iVar;. By G.38), (.37), (B51), the function y +— (Pribe) o

ge(Te;(y'),0) ¢* 0 ge(0,y3) (which is the product of a function of 3’ with a function of y3) satisfies
ly = (Pmte) 0 e(Te;(y'), 0) ¢ 0 ge(0, y3) || i mzy < Coll(Prntbe) © ge(Te; (), 0) || v )

< Crll(Pmibe) o ge(+ 0)[| rrv1 ey (5.107)

Hence, by (6.106), (.107), (5.46), (5.35), (G.34), recalling definitions (5.61)), (5.I8) of norms || ||X;'T
and || || gr(s2), and summing over j, £, i, we obtain

HPWVUUHX;” < Gy HPmHHTO“(S?)||UU||X§’T + (Xr>ro)CTHPmHHTH(S?)||“U||X:”0

+ Crkll Pall o s [uallxar + (rsro)Crall Bl a1 (s2)lluoll x 1o, (5.108)

where the first and second term in the r.h.s. of (5.108) comes from estimating the terms with Vwey;

in (BI06]), while the third and fourth term in the r.h.s. of (5I08) comes from estimating the terms

with v,;Vag; in (GI06), namely with w, g+1,;Vag;. The real number ry in (GI08) comes from

the application of (5.4€), and it has to satisfy ro + 1 > 3/2. As a consequence, to proceed with
estimating the r.h.s. of (5.I08), we have to estimate || Py, gr+1(s2) for r > ro, namely || P || g+ (s2)

for s > ro + 1. By (5.1, (5.52), (5.53), (554), (5.55), P, on S? satisfies

Pl s (s2) < Csollbllmgetr(s2) + Csllhl| grsot1(s2),
||Pm||H5(S2) S CS (m - 1)(650 ||h||Hso(32))m_2||h||Hso+1(Sz)||h||Hs+1(S2) Vm = 2, 3, ceey (5109)
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for all real s > sg, where s¢ is given by (E.53) and it has to satisfy so > 1. For m = 1 and m = 2,
(5.109) follows easily from (E.1), (5.53), (5.55); for m > 3, observe that P, = (—h)™ 2P, and use

the estimate for P, already proved, together with (053], (554), (B.52). Estimate (5I09) implies
the less accurate inequality

m{|Hs(S2) > sm(Co Hsot+1(S2) B Hs+1(82) m=1,4,..., .
£ | < Csm(Collhll )"l vm =1,2 (5.110)

for all real s > sg, where Cy does not depend on s,m,h. Taking sy < rg + 1, inequality (5.104)

follows from (EI08) and (EI10). O

In (G.104) we have used only Sobolev norms ||h| g s2y of h, while in (5.6), (5.7), (6.62), (E.63),
(565), (5.68) one finds |||l g (s2), [|Vs2 b Lo (s2) in 7,2 defined in (5.6), (E.63). We note that, by

(.53), (B.56), one has
z S CO||h||H80+1(SZ) S OO||h||HTU+2(S2)7 (5111)

where 1 < sg < 7 + 1, for some constant Cy depending on sg (which we consider as fixed).
Lemma 5.14. The functions u, in (54) satisfy
oz < (Beozo) (13- gy + Artllél 3 )

+ (XT>TU)AT,an(COZO)n71 ||h||H2+T(SZ) ”wHHer%(S?)’ 20 = ||h||HTU+2(SZ)7 (5112)
for all n € N, k € Ny, all real r > 0, where rg € (%, 1]. The constants B, ¢y are independent of
r,n,k; Ay depends on v, k, it is increasing in v, and it is independent of n; co is the mazimum
between the constant Co in (BI04) and the constant Cy in (BILI); B, co, Arr depend on rg.
Proof. We start with the case r = 0. For n =1, by (5.69), (5.63)), (5111), (5.5)), one has

lullyzo < Cezall]
and, by (5.104), (5.96), (5.62),
1P Vol 20 < Cucozol]

H% (s2) + OOHPlvuO”X;,O;

i o) (5.113)

Hence (BI12) holds for r = 0,n = 1if B > 1 and Ao > Cy, for some Cj depending on k. Now

assume that (B.I12) with » = 0 holds for uy, ..., u,—1, for some n > 2. By (5.65), (5.63), (G111,
(E5), one has

n—1

||un||xf“ < Ck(cozo)"||1/)||H%(S2) + Co Z ||Pnfovua||xé’“a
o=0
and, by (5.104),
n—1 n—1
S 1ol < S = ey (lurk o + el ).
o= o=

Using (0.96]), the induction assumption (BI12) for uy, ..., u,—1, and ([G.62)), we obtain that

n—1 n—1

lunllxzo < (020)" 11,43 o) (Con + Ci Y (n = @) + Co(L + Ao) Y_(n— ) B7).
o=1 o=1
Now n + ZZ;}(” —0) = 3n(n+1) <n?% and
n—1 n—1 n—o n—1 m o) m Bn_l
—0)B° = B" = B" — < B" — =——_ <4B"! (5114
gz::l(” o) 0221 Bn-o mZ:1 Bm < mZ:1 Bm (1-B-1)2 — ( )
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for B > 2. Hence (5I12) with r = 0 holds for u, if Cyn® + Co(1 + Agx)4B" ! < (1 + Ao x)B
Now Cin? < %(1 + Ao x)B™ if Ag > 2C) and B > 3 (so that n? < B" for any n € N), and
Co(1l + Ag)4B" ! < %(1 + Ao x)B™ if B > 8Cy. This proves that, for A larger than some
constant Cj, (depending on k), and B larger than some constant Cy (independent of k), (5112
with » = 0 holds for all n € N.

Consider the case 0 < r < 1. For n =1, by (&.66), (563), (6111, (5.5, one has

l[ur]l x2r < Cr kcozol[¥]| + Col[PrVuol xpr + Crl| PrVuo | g0 + Criel| PrVuol| x 20 -

H3 (s2)
By G.104), (5.99), (5.96), (5.62), one has

||P1Vu0||Xé,r < COZO(CO||7/1||H%+T(SZ) + Cr,kH?/)HHg(SQ)) + (XT>T0)Or,k||h||HT+2(SZ)||7/}||Hr0+%(82)5

where we have used the fact that ||u0||X;,T < ||u0||X§,r71 < ||u0||Xz,o . The term ||P1Vu0||X;,o has
c+1 +1 o1 .
been estimated in (G.I13). Hence

||u1||X£,r < COZO(CO||7/}||H%+T(S2 + /Ic||7/)||H2 (s2) )+ (X’I‘>T0)Cr,k”h”]—jr+2(82)||'¢)||Hr0+%(sz)ﬂ

and (BI12) with » € (0,1] holds for uy if B > Cy and A, > Cy . Assume that (BI12) with
r € (0,1] holds for uq,...,u,—1, for some n > 2. By (566), (&63), (111, (55, one has

||un||X’3,T S C’r‘,k(COZO)nHw”H% (SQ)
n—1

+3 (COHPn,gVUGHX;,T + Col| Pa Vi 1.0 + Cryk||Pn,gVug||Xif1),
o=0

and, by (&I04), this is

< Crle020)" 191l 13

+ ) (n—0)(coz0)" " (Co||uallxgw + Crlluollx20 + Crpllucl x20 + Cr,k||ua||ng2)

n—1

+ (Xrsre) D (0 = 0)e020)" " llgrsaqen) (Crlluoll 20 + Crklus 20, ),

o=0

where we have used the elementary inequalities

||“U||X;f1 < ||“U||X;+T1 < ||“U||X1f3:f1 < HuaHXzfla ||“U||X;J:’2 < HUUHX)ffZ

(one has r — 1 < 0 and also 79 — 1 < 0). Using bounds (596) and (E98) for ug, the induction
assumption (BI12) with r € (0,1] for uq, ..., u,—1, the already proved estimate (B.I12) with » =0
for ui, ..., un_1, the inequalities n < B"~! and (5.114)), we obtain that

Junllar < CoB™ " (eozo) Nl g
+ {Co rk + Cri(1+ Aok + Ao kst + Aoks2) }Bn H(cozo)" ||¢||H2(Sz

+ (Xr>ro) {CO ik + Cr(14+ Arg k) + Cr (14 Ao k1) }Bn 1 (coz0)™™ 1||h||HT+2(SZ)||Q/’HHm+ (s?)’
One has CoB"~! < B" if B > Cy; one has CoA, yB"~' < 1A, B" if B > 2Cy; and one has
Cri(L+ Ao + Ao s1 + Ao pr2)B" 1 < %Ar,an it B>1and Ay > 2C, x(1 4+ Aok + Aok+1 +
Ao k+2). This proves that ([BII12) with r € (0,70 holds for all n € N if A, is larger than some
constant depending on r, k (involving the constants Ag x, Ao k+1, Ao k+2 already fixed in the r =0
case) and B is larger than some constant independent of r, k. Similarly, (5I12) with r € (ro, 1]
holds for all n € N if A, ;, is larger than some constant depending on r, k (involving the constants
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Aok, Ao, k+1, Ao k+2 already fixed in the r = 0 case and also the constant A, ; already fixed in the
r = ro case), and B is larger than some constant independent of r, k.

Now we prove, by induction on b, that (BI12) 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 (B.112) holds for all

e(f—-1,8,allneN,all B =1,...,b—1; we have to prove that (BI12) holds for r € (b —1,].

Let b—1 < r <b. For n =1, by (&60), (563), (111, (55), one has

[urll x2r < Cr kcozol[ ]| + Col[ PV uol| xr + Crl[PiV o] 1.0

b—1
+Croi ; 1PLVuo| 1 e + Cril Pr Vo o (5.115)

H2 (S2)

By (5.I), (E35), one has

||P1V’LL0||X1 T < COZO(COHwH T+2(Sz + CT kHwHHZ(SZ ) + (XT>T0)CT7k||h||HT+2(SZ)||w||HTU+%(SZ)’

121 Vuol| xpre < cozo(CollYll rvr g o) + Cramell®ll 3

2 (S2) H2 (S?) )

+ (Xr—€>ro) r,k,@HhHHT*[*Z(SZ)||Q/J||Hm+%(82)’
where we have used the inequalities
oz, < leollxzrss ol yrosog oy < 190l oy + Chall g3

(see (BI03)), and similarly for the terms with » — ¢. The terms [Py Vugl| 1.0 and [|PyVugl| y1.0
k k+b
are estimated in (5113). Hence (G113 gives

lullxzr < coz0(Coll ¥l v g oy + Crkll¥ll g o)) + Orsro ) CrnllPllir+2(2) 191 oo 8 g

and (BI12) with r € (b — 1,b] holds for u; if B > Cp and A, > C, ;. Now assume that (5112
with 7 € (b —1,b] holds for uy, ..., u,—_1, for some n > 2. By ([&.66), (5.63), (I1I), (55, one has

n—1
||“n||XzT < an(cozo)nHwHH%(Sz) + Z(:) (COHPH—UVUGHX;” + CTHPH—UVUUHX;*U

b—1
+ Cr,k Z ||Pnfavua||XiL:[’5 + Or,kHPnfavuaHX’ifb)a
=1
and, using (5I04), (EII4), the induction estimate for ||u,,||X§,r, the estimates for u, already
proved, and the interpolation inequality ([.I03), this is

n—1 n . n—1 n p
< COB (00210) ”wHHT*%(SZ) + (CoAnk + CT71€7A)B (Cozo) HwHH%(S?)

+ (o) Codrt + Cre ) B (eo0)™ e 191013 g
where Cj is independent of r, b, n, k, while C;. ; 4 is independent of n, and it depends on r, k and
on the constants Ay, k, Ao k+b, A0,k+b+1, Ar—tk+0, Ar—ok+e+1, £ =1,...,b—1, all of which have
been already fixed. Hence (.112) with r € (b — 1, 5] holds for u,, if CoB"~! < B", CyA, yB" !
%AT,kB”, and C, aB" ! < %AnkB”. These conditions are satisfied for B > 2Cy and A, j
2C, ., 4. This completes the proof of the induction step.

OV IA

The assumption rg < 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 u, can be easily
adapted to the n-linear map 1, in (5.I1)).
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Lemma 5.15. The n-linear map 1, in (511) satisfies

il - Bl ae < B (TT Whsllroesceey ) (191 3r gy + Artllel g3 o))
j=1

n _n— 1 -
 (trora) Ara B T = (D Isllaresa@n [T hilrosan) ) 10l gt oy (5:116)
j=1

i£j
for all hy,... hy, alln € N, k € Ng, all real r > 0, where rg € (%, 1]. The constants B, ¢y, Ay i, o
are those of Lemma[5.14)
Proof. The proof is a simple adaptation of the previous lemmas. O

Proposition 5.16. For any ro € (3,1], there exists 5o > 0 such that, for ||h|| gro+2(s2) < 8o, the
series =y~ o Up, with u, in (53), (4), satisfies

lell e < Collgll g gay + Corblltll g3 o) + Orra) o llizrsty [0l g oy (5:117)

for all k € Ng, all real r > 0, where the constant Cy 1, depends on r,k and it is increasing in r, while
Cy and g are independent of r, k. For any ¢ € H%*‘T(SQ), the map h — w is analytic from the ball
{h e H2(S*)NH™2(S?) : [|h|| grro+2(s2) < do} to the Banach space {u € H'(B;) : ||u||XzT < oo}
endowed with the norm ||ul| g1,y + ||u||X:T The derivative of u with respect to h in direction n
satisfies

[ ()]l 2. < C0||77||Hm+2(s2)(||¢||Hg+r(82) + Cr,k||1/f||Hg(S2))
+ Orsro ) Crallnllar+2(s2) + [1ll o2 s2) 1Rl are2 @) 19 oo+ 3 g2y, (5:118)
and the second derivative satisfies
[ (B) s 2]l 2o < Collmllmrova sy m2ll o2 (191 g v o) + Crallll 4 g2)
+ (Xr>ro) CredIm L zr+2s2) M2l ro+2(s2) + 1M1l Erro+2(s2) 12| Er 2 (s2)
+ ||771||HT0+2(SZ)||772||HT0+2(SZ)||h||HT+2(SZ)}||1/}||Hm+%(Sz)- (5.119)

Proof. To prove (BIT7), use (B396), BI8), (G-I12), with Beollhllgrot2(s2y < 1/2, and fix §y :=
1/(2Bcy). To prove (BII8) and (BI19), recall that u’,(h)[n] = niy[h, ..., h,n] and «2(h)[n, n2] =
n(n — 1)iy[h,. .., h,n1,m2] and use (EI16). O

Lemma 5.17. For ||h||grot+2(s2) < 0o, the function u in Proposition satisfies
||(VU)|SZ ||H7‘+%(SZ) S COHQ/JHHTJr% (Sz) + CTH’L/JHH%(S2) + (XT>T0)CT||h||H2+T(S2)||w||HT0+%(SZ)
< Yl v g, + O O (L [l g ey (5:120)

for all real r > 0, where C,. depends on r and it is increasing in r, while Co, C{, do are independent
of r; 8g, 70 are given by Proposition [5.10. Also,

19,2} 2§ gy < RS of G2, (5.121)
Moreover,
L D5y gy < Collallzrasa@n 1] e g
+ (XT>TU)CT(||77||HT+2(SQ) + ||h||Hr+2(s2)||77||Hm+2(s2))||7/)||Hr0+g(Sz)a (5.122)
NV () a5 s gy < Collllmosaeoyllme larroaony 191y

+ (Xr>ro)Crlllml arv2 g2y 1m2ll mrro+2 82y 4 [0l Erro+2 52 12| Hm 2 (52)
+ ||h||Hr+2(SZ) ||771 ||HT0+2(SZ) ||n2||Hr0+2(82)}||1/}||HT0+% (Sz)) (5123)
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and
IV B} @)l sy o) < BHS of B.I22), (5.124)
VA" (W) m2lt @)l Nl sy o) < RS of BI23). (5.125)

Proof. By (.57, one has Vu = V(ulp) on S?, because {; = 1 on |z| > 1—(§/2). By the definition
(5.IR) of the H"(S?) norm and the trace estimate (5.43]), one has

IV)ls2ll s g2y = 1V (wGo))ls2ll s o

N N
D IV (ko) 1o gi (Ol yrrg oy < O {5 V (o)} o gl s -
j=1

Jj=1
We proceed similarly as in the proof of the previous lemmas. One has ©;V(uy) = V(uot;) —

u¢oVe;. Concerning the term V(upv;), one has {V(u(o);)} o g; = (ng)’TV{(ug‘Oq/)j) ogit,
and, by (£.49), (5.33), (5.36), (G.61),

N
Z (Dg;) ™"V {(ulot;) 0 g} a1z

N
<Co Z IV { (o) o g}l e sy + Cr D IV (o) o g Hl o)

j*1 Jj=1

< COZ [(uCo;) o g;ll 2. rs) + Cr Z 1(uGots) © gjll 20wz = Collull 2.+ + Crllull xz0.
j=1 j=1
Concerning the term u(yV;, by (EI9) one has (u(oV¥;)og; = (V) og;) ZeeAj (uCotpe) o gj =
(V) o g5) ZeeAj (uCothe) o ge o (fe 0 gj), where A; = {{: K; N K, # 0}, and, by (549), (5.32),
Lemma 53}, (5.51), (8D,

N
Z Z (V) o g;)(uCotpe) o ge o (£ éogJ)Hle(RS

LEA;

<G, Z D @) o geo (£e 0 )l rces)

(=1 j €A,

N
< O l(uGotbe) © gell e sy = Chllull i < Chllull gz
(=1

Hence
I(Valszl frv g g2y < Collull xzr + Crlllull a1 + [lull xz0)-

Applying (BIT7) with & = 0, and then using the interpolation inequality (552) like in (EI03) if
r — 1 > 0, we obtain the first inequality in (BI20). The second inequality in (B120) is obtained
from the first one because

C ||1/J|| 2 < CT0||1/J||HT+%(S2) + (XT>T0)CT||1/J||HT0+%(SQ) (5126)

for all » > 0. To prove (ED:QEI), consider the two cases r € [0,70] and r > 1y separately, and use the
fact that C, < C,, for r € [0,79]. To prove (121, use (BI20) and the product estimate (G.53]).
The proof of (5122), (&123), (124), (5128) is similar, using (EI18), (E119), (E53). O

Now that the radial derivative (Vu,z)|s2 of the solution u = ® of problem ([BI3) has been
estimated, we can estimate the Dirichlet-Neumann operator using identity (£4]). To this purpose,
we estimate the other terms appearing in (£4]).
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Lemma 5.18. Given so > 1, there exists 6o > 0 such that, for ||h| gso+1(s2y < do, one has

[(1+R)* g2y < Cs(1 + [[Mllms(s2)), a€{-1,-2},
1
I{(1+ 1) + |V h|*}F2 || g2y < Co(1+ || Rl gorr(s2)),
[{Vs2h, Ve th) | s s2) < Cso Ml mso+1s2y 190l mrs+1.(s2) + (Xs>s0) Cs 1l mrs+1.(s2) 19| rso+1s2)

for all real s > 0. The constant Cs depends on s,so and it is increasing in s, while Cs,,do depend
on sg and are independent of s.

Proof. To estimate (1+h)%, we write it as a power series around h = 0 and apply estimate (5.54) to
each term of the series. We estimate (1+¢)?, p = £3, in the same way, with g = 2h+h%+ |Vg2h|?,

then we estimate g by (5.53), (5.53). The estimate for (Vs2h, Vs21)) follows from (£53), (E53). O

Theorem 5.19 (Tame estimate and analyticity of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator). Let 1 < sq
< 3/2. There exists 5o > 0 such that, for ||h||HSO+§ < &g, the Dirichlet-Neumann operator

2(8?%)
G(h)y satisfies
Gl bres2) < Collllrsri(szy + (Xs>s0)Cs (LA 1] s g o) I N rroo+as2) (5.127)

for all real s > 1/2. The constant Cs depends on s, so and it is increasing in s, while Cy, 0o depend
on so and they are independent of s. For any ¢ € H*TY(S?), the map h — G(Rh)Y is analytic
from the ball {h € H%%3(S2) N H*+5(S?) : ||h|| )< So} to H5(S?), and its first and second
derivative satisfy

G ()l e 2y < Colll ey g g [0 112

+ (X0 )OIl ors gy + 1l ovg o) Il oos g (g WM b0+ 52 (5.128)

oot @2

and
|G (B) 11, 2]l o s2) < Co||771||H50+g(S2)||772||Hso+%(52)||¢||H5+1(S2)
+ (XS>SU)CS{||771 ||HS+% (Sz) ||’r]2||H50+% (Sz) + ||771 ||H50+% (Sz) ||772||Hs+% (Sz)
+ ||h||HS+% (Sz) ||n1 ||H50+% (Sz) ||’r]2||H50+% (Sz)}||w||HSU+1(SZ)' (5129)

Proof. To prove ([5.127), consider the Dirichlet-Neumann formula (£4)), use estimate (L.I21]) with
r=s—1 ro=sy— i for the radial derivative (V®,z) = (Vu,z) on S?, use Lemma [5I§ for the
other terms appearing in ([4.4), and apply the product estimate (G.53). The proof of (B.I12]) and

(EI129) is similar, using estimates (5124) and (5.125). O

As for 1o <1 in Lemma [5T4] the assumption sg < 3/2 in Theorem [E.19 is not really necessary,
but only convenient.

6 Traveling waves

In this section we construct traveling waves. Let h, 1 be functions of the form
h(t,z) = n(R(wt)x), (t,x) = B(R(wt)x), teR, xS (6.1)

where 1, 8 : S — R are scalar functions defined on S?, independent of time, w € R is the angular
velocity parameter, and R(9) is the rotation matrix

cosY¥ —sind 0
R(¥) = | sin? cos?d O]. (6.2)
0 0 1

The transformation law for the time derivative d;¢h, 9yt is the following one.
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Lemma 6.1. The matriz R(9) in [62) satisfies

0 -1 0
WRORTW) =1 0 0| =J (6.3)
0 0 O
for all ¥ € R. The function h(t,x) defined in (6.1 satisfies
Oih(t, ) = w(Ty, Vs2n(y)) (6.4)
where y = R(wt)x, for all x € S?, all t,w € R.
Proof. The proof is a straightforward calculation. O

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 € Matzx3(R) be an orthogonal matriz, i.e., MMT = MTM = I. Let
h(z) = n(Mx) and ¢(z) = B(Mzx) for all v € S?, where h,,n, 3 : 82 — R. Then
|

(Eoh)(x) = (&JU)(MHC) va € R\ {0}, (6.5)

Veh(z) = M7 (Vsn)(Mz) Vo e §? (6.6)

[Vszh(z)| = [(Vs2n)(Ma)| Vo € 82, (6.7)

Agah(z) = (Agan)(Mz) Vo € S? (6.8)

(D) () Ve (), Vesh(a)) = (D) (M) (Vemm) (Ma), (Vo) (Ma)) Vo €82, (6.9)
H(h)(z) = H(n)(Mz) Va € S? (6.10)

(Veh(), Vertb(a)) = {(Vern)(Ma), (Ve B)(Ma)) Vo € 7, (6.11)

Py(z) = MTP,(Mz)M Yz € R*\ {0}, (6.12)

(@h)() = (CH(Mz) Vo e S, (6.13)

where Egh is the 0-homogeneous extension of h, and Pp(x) = (1 4 ho(z))I — Vho(z) @ 2 — 2 ®
Vho(z) + (1 + ho(z)) Y Vho(2)|?z ® z, with hog = Eoh, is the matriz in FI4) and B.I5).

Proof. All the properties can be easily proved using the identities M M?* = MT M = I, which imply
that the map x — M is an isometry; to prove (6.13)), use also the uniqueness of the solution of
the elliptic problem B.I3). O

By Lemma and Lemma [6.2] system (LI6), (LI7) for the unknowns h, 1) satisfying ansatz
([6.1) becomes the equation

F(w,u)=0 (6.14)
for the unknown u = (1, 3) on S?, where
Flw,u) := (Fi(w,u), Fa(w,u)), (6.15)
2 D)
Pl = omty - YLDV g, (6.16)
o 1 (Vg2 8, Vo) 2 |VepP?
Pl =M =5 (G003 + o T o) P T 10

and M is the linear operator
Mf(z) = (Tx, Ve f(z)), z€8? (6.18)
for any f: S? — R. Note that, since Jx belongs to the tangent space T} (S?), one also has
M (x) = (Tw,Vf(x)) = (2185, —2200,)[(2) V€S, (6.19)

for any extension f of f to an open neighborhood of S2. We also observe that F(w,0) = 0 for all
w e R.
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Lemma 6.3. Let sg,s € R, s > s9g > 1, and let

U:={u=(np):neHT2(SR), geHTR), <o},

||77||H50+% (Sz)

where 8 is the constant in Theorem [5.19. Then Fy(w,u) € H*(S?,R), Folw,u) € H* 2 (S% R)
forallu e U, w € R, and the map

F:RxU— H*(S*,R) x H*"7(S%,R)
s analytic.

Proof. Tt is a straightforward consequence of the properties and estimates proved in Section[ [

6.1 The linearized operator at zero

We calculate the linearized operator L := 9, F (w,0) at uw = 0, which is the linear operator

L: HP3(S?) x HPH(S?) — H*(S?) x H¥ 3 (S?),

Ln. ) = <w/\/l§/\—/lgo_(2§7¥(—g)§§zn)> - (—ao(gj-\i-/lAgz) _wcj\(/(l))) <Z> ’ (6.20)

The operators G(0) and 2 + Ag: are diagonalized by the real spherical harmonics, with
GO0)pr = bps, —(2+Ag2)pr = (L+2)(f —1)pe  Vor € He(S%R), £ €Ny,

where H,(S?,R) is the space of the real spherical harmonics of degree ¢; as is well known, it is
a vector space of dimension (2¢ 4+ 1) on R. The operator M can also be block-diagonalized by
real spherical harmonics; in particular, the restriction of M to H,(S?,R) can be represented by
a block-diagonal matrix with ¢ 2-blocks ([ =), m =1,...,¢, and one 1-block 0 (using complex
spherical harmonics, M becomes diagonal with complex eigenvalues im, m = —¢, ..., 0).

As is well known, an L?(S? R) orthonormal basis of H,(S?,R) is given by the classical real
spherical harmonics

Y500, ¢) = ¢i™ (sin 0)™ P™ (cos 0) cos(me), m =0,...,L,
Ym0, 0) = ¢y (sin0)™P,"™ (cos 0) sin(mg), m=1,...,1, (6.21)

commonly written as functions of the angles § € [0,7], ¢ € [0,27] expressing any point z € S?
in spherical coordinates x1 = sinfcos¢, o = sinfsin¢, x3 = cosf. Here Pe(m) (t) is the m-th
derivative of the ordinary Legendre polynomial Pp(t), which is a polynomial of degree ¢ with real
coefficients, with parity Py(—t) = (—1)*Py(t), and cem) € R is a normalizing coefficient; see, e.g.,
[7], Example 2.48 in Section 2.11. For am, by, € R, the sum a,, cos(me) + by, sin(me) is the real
part of the complex number (a,, — iby,)e!™?. Hence any linear combination of (GZI)) with real
coefficients a,, b, can be written as

14

¢
> an¥(0.9) + P Yo (6,0)
m=0
e .
= apc, )Pg cosf) + Z (m)P(m) (cos O)Re {(ay, — iy, )(sin §)"e™?},

m=

which, in Cartesian coordinates, becomes

¢
= aOCEO)Pg(,Tg) + Z cém)Pe(m)(m)Re {(am — ibm) (21 +i22)™}.

m=1
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Hence the functions
pro(@) = Polws), i) (@) == "™ P{"™ (ws)Re (21 +iws)™], m=1,....0,
<pg;nl)(x) = cgm)Pe(m) (x3)Im[(z1 +ix2)™], m=1,...,¢, (6.22)

with 2 € S?, form an L?(S?,R) orthonormal basis of the real vector space H,(S?,R). For notation
convenience, we denote

Opm = goﬁz), Ol —m = gogrn?;), m=1,...,¢ (6.23)

Thus, {¢em :m = —{,..., £} is an L*(S* R) orthonormal basis of H¢(S? R). This is the basis of
Legendre real spherical harmonics in Cartesian coordinates.

Lemma 6.4. One has Myg;m = —mpy,—y, for allm = —£,..., ¢, all £ € Ny.

Proof. To apply (6I9), 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 ([G.I9) holds without requiring those properties. One
has
(105, — 20, ) {(z1 + ix2)™} = im(x1 + i)™

for all m € N, all (21, 72) € R?, and

(102, — 20z, )Re {(x1 + ix2)"} = —mIm {(z1 + iz2)™},

(2102, — 20, )Im { (21 + i22)™} = mRe {(z1 + iz2)™}.

Therefore, by ([6.19), we obtain
Mg o(z) =0, M(pﬁ?(m) = —mgogrrg), M(pg;nl)(x) = m@gf}z), m=1,... 4. (6.24)
Recalling the notation in ([G@23]), this completes the proof. O

Given (f,g) € H*(S?) x H*~2(S?), we study the equation L(n, 3) = (f,g). We use the real
spherical harmonics (pg,,) of Lemma [6.4] to decompose

n= > mem T=|J T Te={Em):m=—L.. 0, (6.25)
(4,m)eT £€N,
with 7¢m € R, and similarly for 3, f,g. Hence
Mn = 2: Ne,m (—=M)Pe,—m = E: M, —mPe,m-
(e,m)eT e,m)eT

One has L(n, 8) = (f,g) if and only if

—wmilem = LBt —m = fo,-m, G0l +2)(€ = Ditem +wmBe —m = gem  V(,m) €T, (6.26)
that is,

ﬁl,m - flyim - —wm ¢
b (g ) = (o) vem e b= (o S50ty ) 02

One has
det Ly = —w?m? + oo(0 +2)(£ — 1)¢, (6.28)

and bifurcation can only occur at values of w such that (6.28)) vanishes at some (¢, m). Thus, we

assume that
2 -1
w:w%V%+)% )o
mo

for some fixed integers £o, mg, with £y > 2 and 1 < mgy < ¢y. With w in ([G29), a pair (¢,m) gives
det Ly, = 0 if and only if

(C+2)(¢ — 1)l =com?,  co:= (lo+2)(lo — 1)lymy ™. (6.30)

(6.29)
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Lemma 6.5. Let {y,my € N, with {9 > 2, 1 < mg < ly. Let S C T be the set of the pairs
(6,m) € T satisfying [@30). Then S has a finite number of elements, which are (€, m) = (Lo, mo),
(Lo, —myg), (1,0), (0,0), and possibly finitely many other pairs, all of which with ¢ < ¢y. Moreover,
assuming ([6.29), there exists a constant C' > 0, depending on £y, o¢, such that

|det Lym| > CE* Y(l,m) e T\ S. (6.31)

Proof. For any (¢,m) € T one has m? < (2. If (¢,m) € S, then (£ +2)(¢ — 1)¢ = cym? < cof?. For
¢ > 2 one has 2 < (£ +2)(¢ — 1), and we deduce that ¢ < ¢g for all (¢,m) € S with £ > 2. The
bound ¢ < ¢ holds also for £ = 0,1 because c¢g > (¢o + 2)(bo — 1)[51 >y > 2.

For (¢,m) € T\ S, one has det Ly, # 0. Moreover, det Ly, > det Ly, because |m| < ¢, and
for £ > 2¢q it holds det Ly = oo(¢ + 2)(£ — 1)l — cocol?® > aol® — oocol? > %0063. On the other
hand, min{|det L, |[¢73 : (¢,m) € T\ S, £ < 2cp} is also positive because it is the minimum of a
finite set of positive numbers. O

For (¢,m) € T\ S, one has det Ly, # 0, and system @27) with (f7._m, je.m) = (0,0) has only
the trivial solution (g.m, 3¢, _m) = (0,0). For (¢,m) € S, we distinguish £ = 0 from ¢ > 0. For
(¢,m) = (0,0), system (B27) with (fo.0,d0.0) = (0,0) has solutions (.0, 0.0) = (0, A), A € R. For
(¢,m) € S with £ > 1, B27) with (fz._m,Je.m) = (0,0) has solutions (7ig.m, Be.—m) = M, —wm),
A € R. Hence the kernel of the linear operator L is the finite dimensional space

n 0 &Pé m
Vi:i=kerL = =\ Ao ’ e ER G 6.32
. { (5) 0 <<P0,0> PR <—Wm90€,—m) “ } (6.32)

(¢,m)es
>1

Its orthogonal complement in L2(S?) x L?(S?) (we denote L?(S?) = L?(S?,R)) is the vector space

Ui ©0,0 WMPe,m Ne,mPe,m
W .= =X\ )+ Ao.m, ’ + I
{ <6> 00 ( 0 > Z “ (ﬁp&—m ) Z (ﬂé,m@é,m)

(é,en;)les (L,m)eT\S

: )\Z,maﬁf,magf,m € Ra (77)6) € LQ(S2) X L2(SQ)}

Thus L2(S?) x L2(S?) =V & W, and V and W are orthogonal with respect to the scalar product
of L?(S?) x L?(S?). Moreover

HP3(S?) x HPU(S?) = V@ W*, W*:=Wn(H""3(S%) x H*"1(S?)).

For (¢,m) € T\ S, given any ngy,m, Je,m, there exists a unique solution of system (627, which
is
wmfl,fm + ggl,m 5 *0'0(6 + 2)(6 - 1)fl,7m - wmgé,m

det Lo Pe-m = det Ly

For (¢,m) € S, we distinguish the cases £ = 0 and ¢ > 0. For (¢,m) = (0,0), system (6.27) has a

Nem = (6.33)

solution only if fA010 =0, and, in that case, the solutions are the pairs (7,0, 50,0) With

fo,o = —(200) " go,0,  Boo ER. (6.34)

For (¢,m) € S with £ > 1, system (6.21) has a solution only if wmfg,_m + £Ggem = 0, and, in that
case, the solutions are the pairs (¢ m, BL,m) with

Bom = =t (wmilp.m + fo.-m), e € R. (6.35)

Hence the range of L is contained in the space

f> A 0 & ©e,—m fe ©e

R R CA T 0 ED i Y = G FUD SN (s

’ ’ - [ m m m

g ©0,0 (e,en;)es wm Ve, (m)eT\S ge,mpe,
>1

 FomGem € R, (J,g) € I2(8) x L%SQ)}. (6.36)
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The orthogonal complement of R with respect to the scalar product of L?(S?) x L?(S?) is the
finite-dimensional space

__ I\ _ %0,0 WmMee,—m \ |
Z._{(g =Xoo (70" + > Aem lorm ‘Aem ERG. (6.37)

(£,m)es
>1

Thus, L3(S?) x L?(S?) = R& Z, and R and Z are orthogonal with respect to the scalar product
of L?(S?) x L*(S?). Moreover

HY(S?) x H"3(S*) = R°® Z, R®:= RN (H*(S?) x H*3(S?)).
Let L|w- : W* — R? be the restriction of L to W*.

Lemma 6.6. The linear map L|ws : W* — R® is bijective. Its inverse (L|ws)"!: RS — W* is
bounded, with

NI 29t oo oy = oI 9 gy e o (6.35)
for all (f,g) € R®. The constant Cs depends on og, o, S.

To prove the lemma, we use spectral norms for the spaces H*(S?). Given any n € H*(S?)
written as the series of spherical harmonics ([6.25]), we define

1
. . s\ 2
Il i= (0ol + D0 litemle>) . (6.39)
(£,;m)€T\To

By [33], Remark 7.6 in Section 7.3, (6.39) and (5.I8) are equivalent norms on H*(S?).

Proof of Lemmal68. The map L|w- is injective on W* by construction; we prove that it is sur-
jective onto R®. Let (f,g) € R®, with coeflicients (fgﬁm,[]g,m). For (¢,m) € T\ S, the solution
(He.m» Be.m) of system (B27) is uniquely determined by @33). For (£,m) = (0,0), the infinitely
many solutions (fjo.0, Bo.0) of system (B.27) are given by (6.:34), and the condition (1, 3) € W se-
lects just one of these, which is 3070 = 0. For (¢,m) € S with £ > 1, the infinitely many solutions
(Ye.m» Be.—m) of [B27) are given by (B35), and the condition (1, 3) € W selects just one of these,
which is R .
. - —wmfe,—m _ £ge.m A _ —Lfo—m
Tem = mE T 2+ w?m? Pe-m = 02 + w?m?’
Hence the inversion problem L(n, 8) = (f,g), (n,8) € W* has a unique candidate solution (7, )

determined by its coefficients (fi¢,m, Se,m). We have to prove that this candidate is an element of
Ws. For (¢,m) € T\ S, formula ([G33)) and bound (G3T)) imply that

(6.40)

[em| < CO2( fe—ml + 13eml)s  1Be—m| < O fomml + €2130,m), (6.41)
for some constant C' > 0 depending on oy, ¢p. From (@.41]) it follows that
CF 2 i ]+ € B —m] < 20| fomm| + €7 % Ge,m) (6.42)

for all (¢,m) € T\ S. For (¢,m) = (0,0) one has |fjo.0| = (200)*|do.0l, fo.o = 0. For (¢, m) € S
with ¢ > 1, B35) implies that |fg.m| < £ Ge.m| and |Bem| < €7 fe.m|, but £ is in the bounded
interval 1 < ¢ < ¢g, see Lemma [6.5] and therefore 5t < co ¢5=%. This implies that inequality
[642) also holds for (¢,m) € S with ¢ > 1, with a (possibly different) constant C' depending on
00,%y. As a consequence, one has

1912 o5 + 18I o1 < CUSIZ s + llallZ —1)-

Hence (n,3) € W#, the inverse map (L|w:)~!: R® — W* is well-defined and bounded, and, from
the equivalence of the norms (6.39) and (5I8)), the proof is complete. O

Remark 6.7. The dependence of the constant Cs in ([638) on s is (only) due to the fact that we
have used equivalent norms. O
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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), (49, +=mg), and consequently the
kernel of L has dimension dim V' > 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(w,-).
Lemma 6.8. If (n,3) is even in x3, then also F(w,n,B) is an even function of 3.

Proof. Let M = diag(1, 1, —1) be the 3 x 3 matrix that maps z = (z1, 22, x3) — Mx = (21,22, —23)
for all z € R3. Then M is an orthogonal matrix, i.e., MM7T = MTM = I, and Lemma 6.2 applies
to M. Now a function 7 defined on S? is even in z3 if n(Mx) = n(z) for all z € S%; in the notation
of Lemmal6.2] this means that n(x) = n(Mx) = h(x), i.e., n = h. Hence, if n, 8 are even in x3, then
all the properties of Lemma hold with h = i and ¢ = 8. In particular, G(n)g8, (Vs2n, Vs 3),
|Vs2n]?, H,, are all even in xz3. By (GI8), Mn, Mp are also even in z3 because MTIM = 7.
Recalling the definition (@I6), (€I7) of F, the proof is complete. O

Lemma 6.9. The spherical harmonics @p,m of Lemma[6-4] satisfy

14

Co.m(x1, 22, —x3) = (1) """ ppm(x) Vo= (r1,22,23) € S?, V(l,m)eT.

Proof. The ordinary Legendre polynomial P, (t) of degree ¢ has parity Py(—t) = (—1)*P,(t). Hence
its m-th derivative has parity (—1)*~™, i.e.,

P (—t) = (~1)" P, m=1,...,L.

Then, by ([6.22), 0 has parity (—1)* as a function of z3, and @ﬁi?,(pgz), m=1,...,¢, have
parity (—1)~™ in x3. Since (—1)“ = (—1)*=™, by ([6.23) we obtain the thesis. O

If a function 7 is even in 3, then, by Lemma [6.9] only the spherical harmonics ¢y ,,, that are
even in x3 appear in its expansion, i.e., Mg, = 0 for all (¢,m) € T such that £ —m is odd, and
only coefficients 7 ,, with £ —m even can be nonzero.

Now we consider the parity with respect to a2, and prove that F(w,-) changes that parity, as
it maps any (even, odd) pair into an (odd, even) one.

Lemma 6.10. If n is even in xo and B is odd in xo, then Fi(w,n,B) is odd in x2 and Fa(w,n, B)
1S even in xs.

Proof. Consider the matrix M = diag (1, —1, 1) that maps x = (21, z2, x3) into Ma = (21, —22, x3)
for all z € R3. Then M is an orthogonal matrix, i.e., MM7T = MTM = I, and Lemma 6.2 applies
to M. Let 1, be defined on S?, and let h(z) := n(Mx), ¥ (z) := B(Mz) for all z € S%. Assume
that 7 is even in x5 and that 8 is odd in 22. Then h = n and ¥ = —f. By Lemma [6.2] we deduce
that (14 n), (1+n)?, |Vs2n|?, Hy, |Vs28]? are even in x5, while G(n)8 and (Vg2 3, Vgan) are odd
in 29. Also, Mn is odd in 22 and M is even in xq, because (Mn)(Mz) = (T Mz, (Vgn)(Mx)) =
(MTJMz,Vs:h(x)), similarly (MB)(Mx) = (MTJMz,Vs1)(z)), and MTJM = —F. By the
definition (6.16), (6I7) of F1, F2, the proof is complete. O

Lemma 6.11. The spherical harmonics ¢¢m of Lemmal[6.4) satisfy

(pf,m(-rla_CEani%) :Soé,m(x)a m:(),...,f,

@f,m(l‘la_maniﬁ) = _tpf,m(‘r)a m = _Ea"'a_la

for all x = (z1,22,23) € S?, all £ € Np.
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Proof. For m = 0, the spherical harmonic ¢ in [@22) does not depend on x4, therefore it is even
in zo. Form =1,...,¢, one has w™ = w™ for all w € C, that is, complex conjugation and mth
power commute in C, whence

Re{(z1 —iz2)™} = Re{(z1 +iz2)™}, Im{(x; —iz2)"} = —Im{(z1 + iz2)™}

for all (z1,22) € R?, and, recalling (6.22),

@ﬁz)(%h —T,13) = wﬁf},‘i)(m), 902,";)(:61, —2,23) = —wﬁfﬁ’(m)
for all z € S?. By (6.23)) we obtain the thesis. O

If n is even in x2 and B is odd in x9, then, by Lemma [G.I1] their coefficients satisfy 7, = 0

for m < 0 and Beym = 0 for m > 0, and only coefficients )¢, with m > 0 and Beym with m < 0 can
be nonzero.
We put together the properties of parity with respect to x5 and =3, and define the two subspaces

X :={f € L*(S*,R) : f = even(xs), even(zs)},
Y :={f € L*(S*,R) : f = odd(x3), even(x3)}. (6.43)

Hence any n € X, § € Y have expansion

77 = Z ﬁé,m@é,ma 6 = Z B@,m(pﬂ,m; (644)
(,m)eTx (,m)eTy

Tx :={(t,m) € N3 :0<m < /¥, £ —m=even},

Ty ={(,m)eNygxZ: - <m< -1, { —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 x Y and Y x X respectively, namely

Fres 1R x (UN (X xY)) = (H*(S?) x H72(S2) N (Y x X), (6.45)

where the index “res” indicates this restriction. The linearized operator Lyes = OyFres(w,0) is
L restricted to X x Y. The kernel of Lyes is Vies := VN (X x Y), its complement in X x Y is
Wies := WN (X xY), the range of L,es is contained in Ryes := RN (Y x X), whose complement
nY x X is Zes :=ZN(Y x X). We calculate

‘/res = V N (X X Y) = { <Z> - Z >\éym <_W€;lpfé;z_m) : A[ﬁm S R}, (646)

(@,m)GSres
Sres :={({,m) €S :£>1,m>0,¢—m=even}, (6.47)

and we note that among the 4 elements (0,0),(1,0), (€9, £mg) of S listed in Lemma [65] only
(Lo, mo) belongs to Syes. Hence, if S contains only those 4 elements, then Ve is a 1-dimensional
space, and w in [629)) is a simple eigenvalue of L,es. Now we check that Lemma also holds on
the restricted spaces Wi, :=W*N(X xY), R, =R N (Y x X).

res res

Lemma 6.12. The map Lies|lws_ @ Wi — Ri
estimate [0.38)) for all (f,g) € WS,.

Proof. Let (f,g9) € R, = R°N (Y x X). By Lemma [6.6] we already know that there exists a

unique (1, 8) = (Llws)"1(f,g) € W* such that L(n, 8) = (f,g), with inequality ([6.35)). We only
have to prove that (n,5) € X x Y. The coefficients of (n, 8) are determined by those of (f,g) by
explicit formulas: they are given by ([@33) for (¢,m) € T\ S, by (@40) for (¢,m) € S with ¢ > 1,
and by 634) with G = 0 for (¢,m) = (0,0). If ((,m) € T and £ —m is an odd integer, then
ngy,m = go,m = 0 because both f and g are even in 3, and hence 7 ,, = BL,m = 0 from the
explicit formulas just mentioned. This implies that both 7 and 8 are even in x3. If (¢,m) € T

is invertible, with bounded inverse satisfying
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with m < 0, then gy, = 0 because g is even in zo and fg,_m = 0 because —m > 0 and f is odd
in &2. Then, again from the explicit formulas, 7¢,, = 357_m = 0 for m < 0. This implies that 7 is
even in xs. Moreover, for m = 0, one has fgﬁo = 0 because f is odd in x5, and therefore, from the
explicit formulas, BZ,O = 0. Hence f is odd in z,. O

To obtain the bifurcation from a simple eigenvalue, it only remains to check the following
transversality property. Recall that w is given by ([6.29)), and it is nonzero.

Lemma 6.13. Let (¢,m) € S, with £ > 1 and 1 < |m| < £. Let n = lpp,m and B = —wmpe,—m.
Then the pair (Mn, M) does not belong to R.

Proof. By Lemma [64 one has Mn = —¢myy _,, and MB = —wm?@y,,. Hence, by ([6.38), the
pair (Mn, M) belongs to R if and only if

_Zm(pﬂ,—m = Yo, —m =5 c R
_wmQ(pZ,m _wmg_l(pﬂ,m ’

and, since w # 0, this is possible only for m = 0. o

By the classical results of bifurcation from a simple eigenvalue, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 6.14. Let o9 > 0. Let £y, mg be integers with by > 2, 1 < mg < {y and £y — mg even.
Assume that the Diophantine equation in the unknowns (£, m)

ma(l+2)(0 — 1) = (Lo + 2) (g — 1)lom? (6.48)
has only the solution (£, m) = (Lo, mg) in the finite set
T:{(f,m)€Z2:1§€§co, 0<m<U{, f—m:even},
co = (Lo +2) (Lo — 1)lomy 2. (6.49)
Then the value

V(b +2)(lo — 1)l

mo

Wy = /00

for the angular velocity parameter w is a bifurcation point. The set of montrivial solutions of
equation F(w,u) = 0 near (w,0) in R X (Vies ® WZ,) is a unique analytic curve with parametric
representation on the 1-dimensional space Vies.

Proof. Equation ([@48) is (€30), and (650) is (629). As observed in Lemma [65] equation (G:4])

has no solution with £ > c¢o, and therefore the set Syes in (647) has only one element, the
pair (¢p,mo). Recalling (6.20), the mixed second derivative §2,F(w,0) is the operator (n, 3) —
(Mn, MB). 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. O

(6.50)

6.3 Arithmetics of simple eigenvalues

Using the prime factor decomposition of integers, it is not difficult to see that there exist both
pairs (£, mg) that satisfy the assumptions of Theorem .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 (¢o,mo) = (2,2), (3,3), (4,2), (4,4), (5,5), (6,4), (6,6), (7,5), (7,7), the
assumptions of Theorem[6.17] are satisfied, and hence the set Sies in ([GAT) has only one element,
the pair (Lo, mg) itself.
(1¢) For (bo,mo) = (3,1), (5,3), (5,1), (16,16), the assumptions of Theorem are not
satisfied, and the corresponding set Syes 1S, Tespectively,
Sres = {(3’ 1)) (10,6)’ (16a 12)}a Sres = {(5’3)5 (&6)};
Sres = {(57 1)a (8a 2)7 (1267 120)}5 Stes = {(167 16)) (10,8)}
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Proof. Using the prime factor decomposition, the proof is a bit long but completely elementary. O

As the previous lemma shows, it seems hard to guess a simple criterion that determines whether
a given pair (£o,mg) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [614] Nonetheless, again using prime
numbers, we can prove that there are infinitely many pairs (£y, mg) that satisfy those assumptions.

Proposition 6.16. (i) For every prime integers 2 < p1 < pa < -+ < pnp, n > 1, given g =
DP1p2 -+ Pn, the pair (Lo, mo) = (Lo, o) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [6-17)

(i1) For every prime integer £y > 11, the pair (¢o,mg) = (Lo, Lo — 2) satisfies the assumptions
of Theorem [6.14]

(i4i) For every prime integer p > 3, given £y = 2p, the pair (bo,mo) = (Lo, o) satisfies the
assumptions of Theorem [6-17.

In particular, there are infinitely many pairs (£y, mg) satisfying the assumptions of Theorem

0. 14}
Proof. (i) For mg = {p > 0, equation (6.48) becomes

Co(l+2)(6 — 1) = (bo +2)(lo — 1)m?, (6.51)

and co in (EZ9) becomes ¢ = (62 + o — 2)l5 " < lo + 1. Assume that (¢,m) € T solves (G51).
Recall that ¢ is the product p; - - - pp, and observe that, for any 7 € {1,...,n}, p; divides neither
Ly + 2 nor £y — 1, since p; > 2. Hence, for all 4, the prime p; must divide m?, and therefore m.
Thus m = k¥ for some integer x > 1. Since m < ¢ < ¢g < fp + 1, we immediately have x = 1.
Hence ¢y = m < £ < {y+ 1, whence £ = (.

(1) For mg = £y — 2 > 0, equation (6.48) becomes

(b — 2)2(0 +2) (£ — 1) = (Lo + 2) (Lo — 1)lom?, (6.52)
and co in (649) becomes co = (o), where ¢ is the function p(x) = (x +2)(z — 1)(z — 2)72 =
14+5(x—2)"14+4(z —2)72, decreasing in = € (2,00). For £y > 11, one has co = ¢(£o)lo < (11)4y,
and ¢(11) = 130/81 < 2. Assume that (¢,m) € T solves ([6.52]), and let £o > 11 be prime. Then,
by ([652)), £o must divide one of the factors £ — 1, £, £ + 2. We consider the three cases.

Case one. Assume that ¢ divide ¢. Hence ¢ = bly for some integer b > 1. Since (¢,m) € T,
one has bly = £ < cg < (11)¢y < 2¢p, whence b = 1. Then £ = £y, which is the trivial solution.

Case two. Assume that £y divides ¢ — 1. Hence ¢ — 1 = by for some integer b > 1. Since
(6,m) € T, one has bly < blyg+1 =40 <co < p(11)ly < 2¢y, whence b = 1. Then £ = ¢y + 1, and
(652) becomes

(Lo —2)%(Lo +3)(lo + 1) = (Lo + 2) (o — 1)m>. (6.53)

Now ged(€o+2, £o+1) = 1 and ged(€o+2, £o+3) = 1 (consecutive integers). Also, ged(£o+2, £o—2) €
{1,2,4} (their difference is 4), but €y £ 2, like ¢y, is odd. Hence ged(fy + 2,49 —2) = 1. As a
consequence, any divisor of ¢y + 2 divides the RHS of (653) and it does not divide the LHS of
E353), a contradiction.

Case three. Assume that ¢y divides ¢ 4+ 2. Hence ¢ + 2 = bfy for some integer b > 1. Since
(¢,m) € T, one has blyg —2 = £ < ¢o < p(11)€y, whence bly < p(11)€g+2 and b < p(11)+ (2/4y) <
©(11) 4+ (2/11) < 2. Therefore b = 1. Then ¢ = ¢y — 2, and ([@.52)) becomes

(Lo —2)3(Lo — 3) = (Lo +2)(Lo — 1)m?. (6.54)
Now since £ is odd we have by arguing as above ged(€p—2, £o+2) = 1. Moreover ged(£y—2,¢p—1) =
1 (consecutive integers). Hence (£o — 2)% divides m?, namely m? = b({y — 2)3 for some integer
b>1. Thus (fp —2)® < b(ly — 2)% = m? < £? = (fy — 2)?, but this is impossible for £y > 3.
(#31) As observed above, for mg = o > 0, equation (648) becomes (651, and ¢y in ([@49)
becomes ¢y = (€2 + £y — 2)661 < lo+ 1. Let mg = £y = 2p, with p prime. Then ([E5I]) becomes

p(l+2)(¢ - 1) = (p+1)(2p — Y)m>. (6.55)
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Assume that (¢,m) € T solves ([G55). Since p is prime, ged(p,2p — 1) = 1, and ged(p,p+ 1) =1,
we have that p divides m? and therefore m. Hence m = kp for some integer x > 1, and, since
m<l<cy<lp+1=2p+1,onehasre{l,2}. fr=2then m=2p=1~{y,and {o =m <{ <
co < lo + 1, whence ¢ = £y. Therefore (¢, m) = (£y, mg), which is the trivial solution. It remains
to study the case k =1, i.e., m = p. For m = p, (6.59) gives

(L+2)(t —1)=(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
(E58). We consider the three cases.

Case one. Assume that p divides £. Hence ¢ € {p,2p} because £ < ¢y < 2p+ 1. Identity (6.56])
with ¢ = p gives p?> + 1 = 0, a contradiction; (6.56) with ¢ = 2p gives 4 = 1, a contradiction.

Case two. Assume that p divides ¢ — 1. Hence ¢ — 1 is an integer multiple of p, and, since
£—1<¢y—1<¥ly=2p,one has £ — 1 = p. Plugging £ = p+ 1 into ([@H0) gives p = 4, which is
not a prime number, a contradiction.

Case three. Assume that p divides £+ 2. Hence £+ 2 € {p,2p} because £ +2 < c¢p+2 <2p+3
< 3p. For £+ 2 = p, [656) gives (p+ 7)(p — 1) = 0, a contradiction. For ¢+ 2 = 2p, ([6.56) gives
6p? — 21p + 13 = 0, but this polynomial has no integer root, a contradiction. o

7 Appendix

Proof of Lemma [5.5. This is essentially Theorem 4.2.2 of [41], page 221, in the case m = 1,
A=A p=q=20=0,s € {01}, adapted to the non-isotropic spaces H>"(R"}). Note
that the spaces H*"(R'}) 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 [4I], using r € [0,00) as the
higher regularity parameter, and paying attention to the constants in the various inequalities along
the proof. Also, the two functions ug, u; in Step 2 in [41], page 222, corresponding to low/high
frequency components of the function w, must be treated separately regarding their regularity in
a’; in particular, the factor C" in (B.33]) comes from the estimate of the term wg. O

Proof of Lemma [5.7. (i) Proof of density. Let s,r € R. Since 1 <1+ [¢/|*> <1+ |¢[?, one has
A+ <A+IEP) <A+ vEeR™,
where ro := min{0, 7} and r; := max{0,r}. Hence

[ullrero @y < lull o @ey < llllreer @) (7.1)
for all w € H*T"1(R™). By Fourier truncation, it is immediate to prove that H*t"*(R™) is dense in
H*"(R™): given u € H*"(R"), let 4 = @ in the ball |{| < N, and 4n = 0 outside that ball. Let
uy be the Fourier anti-transform of 4y. Then uy € H?(R") for all 0 € R, and [|u — un || gr=.r(mn)
tends to zero as N — oo. Given € > 0, fix N such that ||u — un | gsr@n) < €/2. As is known (see,
e.g., [41], Theorem 2.3.3, page 48), S(R™) is dense in H?(R™) for all o € R. Hence there exists
¢ € S(R™) such that [[uy — ¢l gs+r mny < €/2. By the second inequality in () and triangular
inequality, one has [[u — ¢||gs.r(gn) < €. This proves that S(R™) is dense in H*"(R").

On RY, let u € H*"(RY}), and let v € H*"(R") with v|gy = u. Given € > 0, take ¢ € S(R")
such that [|v — o[ gerrn) <€, and let f:= p[pn. Since v —¢ € H*"(R") and (v — ¢)|ry =u— [,
one has

||u — f”HS,'r‘(]Ri) = inf{”u}”Hs,r(]Rn) W e HS’T(Rn), ’LU|]R1 =u— f} < ||’U — (pHHs,r(]Rn) <E.

This proves that the set {f : f = ¢|rr Jp € S(R")} is dense in H*"(RY).
(1) Proof of (&34). Let v be a function in the Schwartz class S(R™), and let © be its Fourier
transform on R™. By Fourier inversion formula, ||v||ze®n) < ||0][z1(gn). Multiplying and dividing
0(&) by (14 [£]2)% (1 + |¢/)?)%, and applying Hélder’s inequality, one has
1
w (L EP) (L4 [E2)r

18]l 2@y < Copllvllarer @y, €2, = / 3
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For every fixed ¢ € R"1, the change of variable &, = (1 + |¢/|?)2t gives

1 1 . 1
= g, = /2y " _
/R(1+|€|2)S ‘ /R(1+|§'|2+§g)s &n = (L4 [E) /R(Hﬁ)s t (7.2)

The last integral converges for 2s > 1 (in particular, for s = 1 its value is 7). Hence the integral
C2, is finite if 2(r +s— %) >n — 1, i.e,, r+ s > n/2. The assumption v € S(R™) is removed by
density. This proves (.34) on R". On R, let u € H*"(R%}), and let v € H*"(R") with v|ry = u.
Then

ull Loern) = l[vlrn | @n) < 0l Loe ey < Corllv rar@ny.-

Taking the infimum over all such v gives the second embedding inequality (5.34]).

(ii1) Proof of (5.33), (5:36). Inequality (5.38)) is trivial on R™, i.e., with R’} replaced by R™. On
R?, let w € H*TH(R%). For any v € H*t1"(R™) with v[ry = u, the distribution 9, v belongs to
H*"(R™) and it coincides with the distribution d,,u in R”. Hence the set {0,,v : v € H*t1"(R™),
vlry = u} is a subset of {w € H>"(R") : w[gn = 0y,u}, and, by definition (E.IG),

[0z, ull rsrry ) = f{[|w] sy 1 w € H¥"(R™), wiry = Op,,u}
<0, 0l ey 0 € BT RY), vl = )

< inf{||U||Hs+1,r(Rn) NS HS+1’T(Rn), ’U|Ri = ’u,} = ||u||Hs+l,T(]Ri).

The proof of (B.33)) is similar.
(iv) Proof of (5317), (53]), (539). Proof of (53T). On R™, one has

w@wm=éwwmmwﬂwnwemmw

by Fubini/Tonelli and Plancherel. On R}, given u € H%"(R%), its trivial extension uy defined as
uo =u in R? and ug = 0 in R™ \ R? belongs to H*"(R") and it satisfies

luollZror @y = [ Mol zn)lfgr g1y don = [ ul z0) | @n-1) dn.
R 0

Hence |uol|go.r@n) < ||v]| go.r(rny for any other v € H®"(R") such that vlry = u, and therefore
ug realizes the infimum of definition (L.I6). Proof of (538). On R™, one has

[0l Fr @y = [0l Fo.rs1(gey + 102,01 o @ny Vo € HYT(R™) (7.3)

(use Fourier transform and split 1+ [£]* as (1 + [¢/[?) + &2). On R%, using (E37) and (Z3), for
u€ HY(RY) and v € H'"(R") with v|gy = u, one has

||U||%{0,r+1(m) + ||8wn,u||%{0m(m)

=A|wwm%wwwm+4n%wwmmwﬂwn
< /g|hm-,wn>nzw+anfl>dwn-+‘[Lnéunzm-,wn>n%menfl>dwn,::nvn%pﬂmRny

Taking the infimum over all v € H»"(R") with vlgr = u gives the second inequality in (B.38). To

prove the first inequality in (5.38), let u € H"(R"), and assume that u is the restriction to R"
of a continuous function on R™. Consider the extension up defined by reflection as

ugp=u ifz, >0, wgr(a, x,)=ul,—z,) ifz, <O. (7.4)
Then 0, ug, as a distribution on R", is 9;, ur = Op,u in RY, and (0., ur)(2', 2n) = =0y, u(z’, x,)
for z,, < 0, because, integrating by parts with test functions on R", the two boundary terms at
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x, = 0 cancel out. Hence up € H>"(R"), and
HURH%ILT(]R") = ||UR('v$n)||§1r+1(Rn—l) dy + ||aznuR('v$n)||§w(Rn—l) dxy
R R

= 2/0 ||’U,(', zn)||§ir+1(Rn71) dl'n + 2/0 ||8Inu('7 xn)||§{T(Rn71) dl'n. (7.5)

Also, [[ull ey < [lug| e (we) by definition (B.I6), and, using (B.37), we obtain the first in-
equality in (238). The continuity assumption for u is removed by density. Proof of (B39). It

follows immediately from (.37), (53]).
(v) Proof of (BA3). Let v be a function in the Schwartz class S(R™), let ¢ be its Fourier

transform on R™, and let g(z') := v(a’,0) be the restriction of v to the hyperplane z,, = 0. Let ¢
be the Fourier transform of g on R”~!. One has

3(€) = [ ol &) de, v err (7:6)
R
because, by Fourier inversion formula, at any point z = (2’,0) one has
([ ot 60 de,)ermte = ag.

By (Z.6), multiplying and dividing ©(¢) by (1 + |€|)2, applying Holder’s inequality and (Z.2), for
every ¢ € R"! one has

9(EP < (/W ) ([ 1o(e P+ ey dea)

1
2 /2 2. -
=C;(1+ €' /|v 1+ |§| ) dE,, C:: /]R(l BIE dt.

g(') = v(a’,0) = v(x) = / (g e dg =

Rn—1

Multiplying [§(¢")|? by (1+ |¢/|?)?, with o = r+s— 5, and integrating in d¢’ over R !, we obtain

9]l o mn—1y < Csl|v|| o (.- Smce S(R™) is dense in H*"(R"™), the last inequality allows one to
define the trace operator on H*"(R"), with bound (&.41]).

On R?, consider s = 1, r € R, let w € H>"(R"), and assume that u is the restriction to R’}
of a continuous function. Consider the extension ugr of u defined by reflection in (T.4)). Then
up € H"(R™) and, by (ZF), (E38), one has |ju| g1 ®7) < lJuglmr@n < V2l i (®7)- We
define Tu := Tur, and we note that this definition gives a bounded linear operator of H 1 T(RY)
to H™*2 (R"1), with bound (5.43), such that Tw = u(-,0) if u is continuous.

(vi) Proof of (5.44), (545). Proof of (5.44). On R™, let u,v € HY"(R™), r > 1. The Fourier

transform of the product uv is the convolution [, @(§ —n)o(n) dn, and
vl ey = [

A+ €22 < (1 +[E—nP)E + (1 +[nP)3, (7.8)
L+E1P)E <41+ =P+ Cr(L+ 0 *)E VYEn eR™

2

e =mam(+IEM)EA+IE1M)? dn| de. (7.7)

Now

To prove (Z.8)), consider its square, use triangular inequality || < |£ — 1| + |n| and its square to
bound 1 + |£2, and use the fact that |z| < (14 |z[2)z for z = n and # = & — 7. Inequality (ZJ)
is also elementary, and it is proved in [§], inequality (B.10) and Lemma B.5, where the slightly
stronger version with |7’|" instead of (14 |1’|?)% is proved, and where the constant C,. is written
explicitly; C, is a continuous increasing function of r € [0,00), with C, = 1 for r € [0,1] and
C, — 00 as r — oco. The product of the LHS of (Z8]) and (7)) 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)) is bounded
by the sum of 4 integrals, and, since (a3 + ...+ a4)?> < 4(a? + ...+ a?) for any a; € R, one has

mm<a 3 [ ([l mliatlo dn) de,

|
i,j=1,2 R™

where o1, 09 are the two terms in the RHS of (T8]) and 71, 72 are those in the RHS of (T9)). In the
ro

case o171, multiplying and dividing by a2(1 + ||?) 2 , and applying Hélder’s inequality, we get

2
[ ([ tate = mllotlorm an) de < 2C2 ul a9l

where

1 T
C? ::/ dn:/ —dp 7.10
T S W B+ R T Jpoes (1t 2yt (7.10)

is finite for 2(rg + 3) > n — 1. The second identity in (ZI0) holds by (Z2). In the case o172, we

multiply and divide by oo (1+ &' —1'|?) % and, proceeding similarly, we find that the corresponding
integral is bounded by the square of C,Cy||ul| g1.r0 mn)||V]| 1.7 ®ny, Where C;. is the constant in
[9), and Cy, is in (TI0). In fact, using (C2) and Holder’s inequality, for every & € R™ one has

1 T

dU:/ 1
/]R" (L+ )X+ & —n'[?)ro Rt (14 |/ [?)2 (L+ (€ —n'[?)70
1 1 1 1
< —dn' )" / dn')* =C2 (7.1
<ol [ ) (o e ) =G @

with p = 2rg+1, %—i—% = 1. The cases 0271, 0272 are analogous. This proves (.44]) with R™ instead
of R. To obtain (5.44), let u,v € H""(R"), and assume that they are the restriction to R} of
continuous functions. Consider the extensions ug,vr of u,v as in (4). Then the product ugvg
satisfies the estimate (0.44)) on R™ that we have just proved. Thus, by (7)), (5.38), we deduce that
the product uv satisfies ([.44]). The continuity assumption is removed by density. Proof of (&.43).
To prove (548, we proceed similarly, but without exceeding r in the powers of ': for example,

/

dn

TQ—T

in the case o;7;, we multiply and divide by ao(1 + [7/|?)2 (1 + |¢/ — 7/|?) "= . As above, we use
([T2) and Holder’s inequality, and we choose Holder’s exponents p, g giving the power ro + % like
in (Z10), (10,

(vii) Proof of (&A1), (&49). Proof of (&4M). On R™, one has

lgollar@ny < 2l|gll Lo @ml[oll e @ny + Crllgllwe.o @m)llvll L2 @) (7.12)

for all v € H"(R™), all g € W»>°(R"), where r > 0 is real, b is the smallest integer such that b > 7,
and C, is an increasing function of r. Estimate (ZI2)) is proved, e.g., in Lemma B.2 of [8]. Then
(547) follows by using identity (5.37) and applying estimate (ZI2) (with R"~! instead of R") to
the product f(-,2,)u(-,2,) in the integral, and Holder’s inequality (or triangular inequality for
the L?(0,00) norm). Proof of (E49). Use the first inequality in (538), estimate separately each
product fu, (O, f)u and f(0,u) by (&A1), then use the second inequality in (B.38]).
(viii) Proof of (@51). On R™, given a diffeomorphism f of R™ of the form f(z) = a+ Az +g(x),
one has
lwo fllar@ny < Crp(llullzr@ny + 19l gr+14ro ey 10l L2 @n)) (7.13)

for all u € H"(R"), all real » > 0, where C,. y depends on r,|Al, ||g||g1+ro@n) and 1o > n/2.
Estimate (TI3)) is classical, and it can be proved in this way. For r = 0, use the change of variable
f(z) = y in the integral giving the L?(R?) norm of u o f, and the L>(R") norm of the Jacobian
determinant det D(f~") of the inverse transformation, to get |[uo f||12®n) < Collu|2(rn) for some
Cy depending on f. For » = 1, we note that

V(uo f)(z) = [Df(@)]" (Vu) o f(z) = AT(Vu) o f(z) + [Dg(2)]" (Vu) o f(z) (7.14)
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for all # € R™, then we proceed like in the = 0 case to estimate the L2(R?) norm of (714,
and we get ||[u o f|lg1mrn)y < Cillul|gigny for some Cy > Cy depending on f. Then, by the
classical interpolation theorems for linear operators, [[u o fl|gr@mn) < Cillullgr@ny for all real
r € [0,1]. Assume that (ZI3) holds for some real r > 0. The norm [[uo f|| gr+1gny is controlled by
lwo fllgr@ny + | V(wo )|l ey, and we use identity (ZI4) and triangular inequality. To estimate
the product (Dg)T (Vu) o f, we use the product estimate

||vw||H7‘(RTL) S C’l‘[) ||’U||Hrg(]Rn) ||w||Hr(]Rn) 4+ CTH’U”HT+TU (]Rn) ||’w||L2(]Rn) (715)

with v = (Dg)T and w = (Vu)o f. Estimate (ZI5) is proved similarly as (5.44), (5.45)), using (Z.9)
(in fact, the proof of (I%)) is simpler because no coordinate has a special role). By the interpo-
lation inequality of H"(R™) spaces, the product ||g|| gr+1+r ||| g1 is bounded by || g|| gr+2+ro ||2]| go
+\gll gro+1[|ull gr+1, and [ZIF) follows by induction. On R}, estimate (L.5I)) is immediately de-
duced from (5.37), (5.38), applying (ZI3) with R*~! 1nstead of R™; for s = 1, we also use the fact

that 9., {u(f(2"), 2n)} = (O, w)(f (), 2n). -

Proof of Lemma[5.8. Proof of (552). Recall the definition (5I8) of the norm, apply the stan-
dard interpolation inequality [ fI|zsga) < ||J“||HSU(]Rd)||f||H51 gay Of the spaces H*R%) to each

function f = (u1;) o g;(+,0), then use Hélder’s inequality

with p=1/(1=9), ¢ = 1/9, aj = [[(uthy) © g;ll 5700 (gay» b5 = 1)) © &5 e say-
Proof of (5.53). By (.19,

(i) 0 g;(0) = D gy by, iy = (uhy) 0 gj(-,0), ;= (vi);) 0 g;(-,0).

LeA;

On R<, one has the well-known product estimate

1505 || 71 (mety < Ciso sl o0 ey 1051 £r= Rty + (X280 ) Ol Tt || 71 vty 1051 20 () (7.16)

which can be proved similarly as (5.40) (in fact, the proof of (7I6]) is slightly easier). Since
gj = geo fy0g;, one has

tgj = (uihe) 0 ge o £ 0g;(-,0) = (uthe) o ge(Tej(+),0) = @y 0 Ty,

where i, := (uthy) o ge(-,0) and Ty, is defined in (5.31). By Lemma [5.4] and the composition
estimate (B.21)), one has

il 710 Ry < Coo el oo may, Nt ll 71y < Cslliel| s may- (7.17)

Using (C.I7) into (C.I6]) and taking the sum over j, ¢ glves B353).

Proof of (B54). For m = 2, (5.54) is (553) with v = u; (.54) with m + 1 instead of m is
deduced from (&54) by applying (B53) with v = u™

Proof of (5.55). Let u € H571(S?). Denote ug := Eou its 0-homogeneous extension to R™\ {0},

= d + 1, so that Vgau = Vug on S¢. By (GI8), we have to estimate the sum over j =
L...,N of [((Vuo);) o g;(:,0)||g=®e)- The function ((Vug)i;) o g;(-,0) is the result of the
composition T'(G;(¥,;(Vup))), where T is the trace operator f — f(-,0), G; is the composition
operator f — fog;, and ¥; is the multiplication operator f — f1;. The composition of these
operators with the gradient operator satisfies the following identities. First, one has ¥;(Vf) =
V(U f) — (V4;)f. Second, &(Vf) = (Dg;) TV(G;f). Third, T(Vf) = (Vyr(T1),T(8,,f)).
Applying these identities, one has that ((Vuo)¥;) o g;(-,0) = S1,; + S2; +53,;, where Sy ; is the
product of the matrix T'((Dg;)~T) with the vector (V, {T(G;(¥,uo))},0), Sa; is the product of
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the same matrix 7'((Dg;)~T) with the vector (0,7 (8y, {G; (¥, u0)})), and Ss ; is —T(G;{(Ve);)uo}).
By (ZI2),

151,51l r7s (rty < CollVy {T(Gj(¥ju0)) }H s ray + Cs I Vy {T (G5 (¥ ju0)) }H L2 (re)
< Col| TG (o)) ra+1(ray + CslIT(G5 (¥ ju0))|| o (mey

and therefore, recalling the definition (5.I8) of the norm on S?, the sum over j = 1,..., N of
the terms Sy ; is bounded by Co|lullg=+1(say + Csllul g1 say. Concerning Ss j, we observe that
Oy, (Gjug) = 0 because, by (B:21)), (5.22)), the vector 9y, g;(y) is parallel to g;(y), and (z, Vug(z)) =
0, as ug is a 0-homogeneous function. Hence T'(9y, {G;(¥;uo)}) = T(dy, (G;¥;))T(Gjug). We
proceed similarly as in the proof of (553): we insert 1 = ZéeAj ¢, and wrlte g; =grofyog;, so

that g;(-,0) = g¢(T¢;(+),0), with T; defined in (5.31). Then we use the product estimate (712,
Lemma [5.4] and the composition estimate (B.51]), and we obtain that the sum over j = 1,..., N
of the terms ||S2 ;|| = (ra) is bounded by the sum over j, ¢ with £ € A; of Cs||T(Ge(¥uo))l| s (me)-
The terms Ss ; are estimated similarly as S» ;. Thus we obtain

Vsaull s say < Collull gar1sey + Csllull grsay + Csllull go sy -

To absorb the last term, we use (£.52) with so =0, s; = s+ 1, and proceed like in (GI03).
Proof of (&50). On Rd one has the embedding inequality ||f||Loo ®4) < Cooll fll 5o (ray- On sS4,

by (EI9), one has u = ijl w;, and

N N
lullpossay < D lutbjllpoosay = D l1(uthy) o g5 (-, 0l 1o ey

j=1 j=1

N
< Coy Y N(wth;) 0 g5( 0) | g0 (ray = Ciso llttll 1120 9,

Jj=1

because K; NS? = {g;(y',0) : (v/,0) € Ao} and ¢; = 0 outside Kj, ¢; o g; = 0 outside Ay. O
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