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EQUIVARIANT CONSTRUCTIONS OF SPHERES WITH

ZOLL FAMILIES OF MINIMAL SPHERES

LUCAS AMBROZIO AND DIEGO GUAJARDO

Abstract. We construct one-parameter deformations of the Euclidean
sphere Sn inside Rn+1 that admit a Zoll family of codimension one
embedded minimal spheres, in all dimensions n ≥ 3. The method of
construction is equivariant with respect to the natural actions of the
orthogonal group. In particular, we show that the original Zoll spheres
of revolution in R3 have counterparts in the context of minimal surface
theory, in all dimensions.

We also describe the first examples of metrics on the real projective
spaces RPn, in all dimensions n ≥ 3, that admit a Zoll family of em-
bedded minimal projective hyperplanes, and which are not isometric to
metrics with minimal linear projective hyperplanes.

The new constructions are underpinned by equivariant versions of
Nash-Moser-Hamilton implicit function theorem, and yield new infor-
mation even in dimension n = 2. As an application, we also show that
every finite group of the orthogonal group O(3) that does not contain
−Id is the isometry group of some (classical) Zoll metric on S2.

1. Introduction

Let (M,g) be a connected Riemannian manifold. The metric g is Zoll if
all geodesics are closed, simple, and have the same length.

The canonical metrics on spheres and projective spaces (i.e. the standard
metrics of the compact rank-one symmetric spaces) are Zoll metrics. All
manifolds admitting Zoll metrics share topological properties with these
manifolds (see [9], Chapter 7). It is expected that, on the projective spaces,
the symmetric metrics are in fact the only Zoll metrics. This conjecture has
been confirmed in the case of the real projective space RPn in dimension
n = 2 by L. Green [17] and in all other dimensions by M. Berger (see [9],
Corollary D.2 together with Theorem 7.23).

Perhaps surprisingly, spheres of any dimension have many Zoll metrics,
aside from constant curvature metrics. The first examples were found by
O. Zoll at the beginning of the twentieth century [29]. His examples are,
in fact, spheres of revolution in R3. The construction was later extended,
and a simple formula, depending only on an odd smooth function of one
real variable, describes all Zoll metrics on the two-dimensional sphere that
admit an isometric circle action (see [9], Corollary 4.16). Finally, Weinstein
observed that the spherical suspension of these two-dimensional Zoll metrics
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yields Zoll metrics on spheres, of arbitrary dimension n ≥ 3, which are
invariant by the special orthogonal group SO(n) (see [9], Proposition 4.41).

A different strategy for the construction of Zoll metrics on spheres, not
based on symmetry reduction, was pursued by P. Funk [15], and later com-
pleted by V. Guillemin [18]. Let Sn denote the Euclidean sphere of ra-
dius one centered at the origin of Rn+1, and denote by can its canonical
metric. Funk deduced a necessary condition for the existence of a one-
parameter family of Zoll metrics gt = eρtcan on S2, with geodesics of length
2π, starting at g0 = can. Namely, he showed that the time zero derivative ρ̇0
must be an odd function on S2 (with respect to the antipodal map). Then,
Guillemin showed how to construct, out of any given smooth odd function
f on S2, a smooth one-parameter family of Zoll metrics gt = eρtcan such
that gt = (1 + tf + o(t))can as t goes to zero. In contrast with the two
dimensional case, very little is known about the space of Zoll deformations
in higher dimensions, since there are higher order obstructions for a Zoll
deformation starting at can to be possible ([21]).

Due to the special yet flexible geometric properties of Zoll metrics on
spheres, its study has attracted attention over the years from many differ-
ent perspectives. While the classification of Zoll metrics remains incomplete
(cf. the comprehensive and still fairly updated classical book by A. Besse
[9]), some interesting recent results have highlighted the importance of Zoll
metrics from variational points of view. See, for instance, [1] (Corollary 4
and the subsequent discussion), [2] (Theorem 1.6), and [24].

Geodesics have natural higher-dimensional generalizations: minimal sub-
manifolds. While only geodesics can be studied with tools of the theory
of dynamical systems, both geodesics and minimal submanifolds are varia-
tional objects, in the sense that they are critical points of the length and
area functional, respectively.

There are several reasons to seek generalizations of Zoll metrics in the
context of minimal submanifold theory, in particular because they may be
special with respect to certain variational problems in the space of Rie-
mannian metrics ([5] and [23]), and are relevant to min-max theory [4]. The
next general definition seems to be appropriate to serve as a basis for fruit-
ful investigations. It is modeled on the notion of a transitive family in a
three-dimensional manifold introduced in [16], and with the particular case
of spheres introduced in [3].

Let (M,g) be a compact connected Riemannian manifold. A Zoll fam-
ily of minimal hypersurfaces in (M,g) is a family of embedded compact
connected minimal hypersurfaces {Σσ}, smoothly parametrized by points σ
of a compact connected smooth manifold, that satisfies the following two
conditions:

a) For every point (p, π) ∈ Grn−1(M) in the Grassmanian of (unori-
ented) tangent hyperplanes, there exists a unique Σσ in the family
such that TpΣσ = π; and

b) The assignment thus defined (p, π) ∈ Grn−1(M) 7→ Σσ is smooth.

The axioms above capture key properties of the set of geodesics of a Zoll
metric on S2. In fact, the set of geodesics (modulo reparametrization) of a
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Zoll metric on S2 is known to be a set of embedded geodesic circles, smoothly
parametrized by RP2 (see [22], Proposition 2.11), and whose elements de-
pend smoothly on the point and tangent lines that define them uniquely.
Notice also that the smoothness and connectedness of the family implies
that all elements of the Zoll family of minimal hypersurfaces have the same
area, because they are all critical points of the area functional.

Denote by Z the set of Riemannian metrics on a given compact connected
manifold that admit a Zoll family of minimal hypersurfaces. The set Z is
preserved by dilation and pull-back by diffeomorphisms of the manifold.

For instance, on Sn (resp. RPn), the canonical metric can belongs to Z,
because the set of codimension one totally geodesic spheres (resp. projective
hyperplanes) is a Zoll family of minimal hypersurfaces in (Sn, can) (resp.
(RPn, can)). The classification of minimal spheres in a homogeneous (S3, g)
implies that they form a Zoll family of minimal surfaces (see [25]).

In [3], F. Marques, A. Neves and the first author constructed new metrics
on Sn that belong to Z, in all dimensions n ≥ 3, using perturbation methods.
For instance, they showed that for every smooth odd function f on Sn, n ≥ 3,
there exists a smooth one-parameter family of metrics gt = eρtcan ∈ Z such
that ρt = tf + o(t) as t goes to zero (see [3], Theorem A). This is the exact
counterpart of Guillemin’s theorem in the context of minimal hypersurface
theory.

The constructions in [3] and [18] yield only a partial understanding of
the geometry of the metrics gt ∈ Z. In particular, it is not clear whether
one can construct the family gt ∈ Z in such a way that gt are the induced
metrics on graphical perturbations of Sn inside Rn+1, or so that (Sn, gt) has
a prescribed set of symmetries (for the case of the trivial isometry group,
see, however, [9], Corollary 4.71 and [3], Theorem C).

We aim to fill some gaps in the understanding of the possible geometries
of metrics in Z, and to construct new examples with interesting geometric
features.

Our first result shows that there are non-trivial smooth one-parameter
families of deformations of Sn inside Rn+1 such that their induced metrics
lie in Z. More precisely, we have:

Theorem 1.1. Let f be a smooth odd function on Sn, n ≥ 2. Then there
exists a smooth one-parameter family of functions ψt ∈ C∞(Sn), |t| < ε,
with ψt = tf + o(t) as t goes to zero, such that

ιt : S
n → Rn+1

x→ eψt(x)x, (1)

is an embedding with gt = ι∗t can ∈ Z for all t ∈ (−ε, ε).

The Zoll families of minimal hypersurfaces on (Sn, gt) constructed in The-
orem 1.1 are parametrized by RPn and consist of the image by ιt of graphical
perturbations of the codimension one totally geodesic spheres of (Sn, can).
Also, being odd is a necessary condition on the first-order term of the ex-
pansion of ψt if the induced metrics gt = i∗t can belong to Z and have all
elements of the Zoll family with area area(Sn−1, can), see Remark 3.9.
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It is important to bear in mind that the translations of Sn in the direction
v ∈ Rn+1 produce a family of isometric embeddings as in (1) such that

ψ̇0(x) = 〈x, v〉 for all x ∈ S. Thus, any smooth odd function on Sn that is
L2-orthogonal to all (restrictions of) linear functions does in fact generates,
via Theorem 1.1, a non-trivial deformation of Sn inside Rn+1 with induced
metric in Z (a similar remark can be made in the context of conformal
deformations considered in [3], because one-parameter families of conformal
diffeomorphisms of (Sn, can) generate families gt = eρtcan ∈ Z with ρ̇0 =
〈x, v〉 for some vector v ∈ Rn+1).

The specific construction of the family gt in Theorem 1.1, out of a given
smooth odd function f on Sn, turns out to be equivariant under the natural
action of the orthogonal group O(n + 1) on Sn and Rn+1. Building on this
observation, we prove:

Theorem 1.2. In the setting of Theorem 1.1 and its proof, assume further
that f is L2-orthogonal to the linear functions. Then, for every sufficiently
small t 6= 0, the isometry group of (Sn, gt) is the stabilizer group

Gf = {T ∈ O(n+ 1) | f ◦ T = f}.

Moreover, every isometry sends a member of the Zoll family of embedded
minimal spheres in (Sn, gt) into another member of the Zoll family.

This result has several consequences of geometric interest. For instance,
by choosing any smooth odd function on Sn, n ≥ 3, depending only on
one coordinate of Rn+1 and L2-orthogonal to linear functions, we construct
higher dimensional counterparts of Zoll’s original spheres of revolution, in
the context of minimal hypersufaces theory:

Theorem 1.3. In all dimensions n ≥ 3, there exist non-trivial O(n)-
invariant spheres in Rn+1 that contain a Zoll family of codimension one
embedded minimal spheres which is itself preserved by the action of O(n).

While O. Zoll’s original metrics are explicit and can be far from being
round, notice, however, that the metrics in Theorem 1.3 are perturbations
of canonical metric, and we did not find a simple formula describing the
generating curve.

We also apply Theorem 1.2 to obtain new Zoll metrics on S2:

Theorem 1.4. Let G be a finite subgroup of O(3) with −Id /∈ G. Then
there are embedded spheres in R3 whose induced metrics are Zoll and whose
isometry groups are G.

Notice that L. Green’s theorem [17] implies that the isometry group of a
non-round Zoll metric on S2 cannot contain an orientation-reversing involu-
tion. Theorem 1.4 confirms that this is the only obstruction in the case of
finite groups (see Remark 5.6).

The same strategy used to establish the equivariance of the construction
of Theorem 1.1 works for the constructions of Theorems A and E in [3].
As an application, we show that it is possible to deform (RPn, can) into
new metrics that admit Zoll families of embedded minimal real projective
hyperplanes:
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Theorem 1.5. Let h be a smooth divergence-free traceless symmetric two-
tensor on (RPn, can), n ≥ 3. Then there exists a smooth one-parameter
family of Riemannian metrics gt on RPn, |t| < ε, with gt = can+th+o(t) as
t goes to zero, such that each (RPn, gt) contains a Zoll family of codimension
one embedded minimal real projective spaces parametrized by RPn.

Recall that divergence-free, traceless, symmetric two-tensors with respect
to can parametrize infinitesimal directions that are transverse to the confor-
mal class and to the orbit of can under the action of diffeomorphism group
by pull-back [8]. In the conformal class of the canonical metric on RPn,
n ≥ 3, we do not know if there are metrics in Z aside from those with
constant curvature (see, however, [3], Theorem B).

Metrics on RPn with minimal linear real projective hyperplanes were com-
pletely classified in [3] (see Theorem 9.8). They form a subset K ⊂ Z,
parametrized by an open cone in a vector space of finite dimension depend-
ing on n. Thus, for most choices of divergence-free, traceless tensors h on
RPn (see their classification in [10]), Theorem 1.3 produces metrics on Z
that are not isometric to any metric on K (see Remark 4.22).

As in [3] and [18], all new constructions in this paper rely on some version
of the Nash-Moser Implicit Function Theorem. We expect that our strategy
to prove the equivariance of the constructions in the framework of tame
Fréchet spaces of R. Hamilton [20] is adaptable to other contexts. For other
constructions of Zoll-like objects with symmetries in magnetic dynamics, see
the work of L. Asselle and G. Benedetti [6], and of these two authors and
M. Berti [7].

1.1. Plan of the paper. After a preliminary Section 2, where we fix no-
tations and perform some basic computations, we devote Section 3 to the
construction of the graphical deformations of Sn whose induced metrics lie
in Z. The construction closely follows the framework built in [3], and is
an application of Nash-Moser Implicit Function Theorem with a quadratic
error due to R. Hamilton (see [20], Part III, Section 2).

In Section 4.1, we first introduce some general notions pertaining to the
theory of tame Fréchet spaces, and formulate the abstract equivariant ver-
sions of the aforementioned results of Hamilton (see Theorems 4.14 and
4.15). In Section 4.2, we check that the maps constructed in Section 3 (and
in [3]) satisfy the hypotheses of these abstract results, yielding their equiv-
ariance with respect to the natural action of O(n+1). Theorem 1.5 follows,
but the proof of Theorem 1.2 requires additional work, which is carried out
in Section 4.3. We use rigidity results for isometric immersions in Rn+1 of
metrics with positive curvature to conclude that the intrinsic isometries of
the metrics gt in Theorem 1.2 are actually restrictions to ιt(S

n) of isometries
of Rn+1. This allows some control on sequences of isometries of the metrics
gt for small t. As an application of Theorem 1.2, we prove Theorem 1.3.

Section 5 contains the proof of Theorem 1.4. By Theorem 1.2, it is enough
to find smooth odd functions on S2 with prescribed finite stabilizer subgroup
of O(3) not containing −Id. For each group in the classification of such
groups, we exhibit the desired function explicitly.
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Finally, in the Appendix, we collect some formulas for the second funda-
mental form of star-shaped embeddings, compare the metrics constructed
in Theorem C of [3] and Theorem 1.2, and discuss their isometry groups.

2. Preliminaries and notations

The basic concepts and notations introduced in this preliminary section
are adapted from and motivated by [3].

Let can be the canonical metric on the sphere Sn = {x ∈ Rn+1 : |x| = 1}.
The set of smooth odd functions with respect to the antipodal map x 7→ −x
will be denoted by C∞

odd(S
n).

Given v ∈ Sn, Σv ⊆ Sn denotes the equator orthogonal to v. The equa-
tors are totally geodesic hypersurfaces of (Sn, can), and they are smoothly
parametrized by the real projective space RPn = Sn/x ∼ −x, since Σv =
Σ−v. Hence, for σ = [v] := {v,−v} ∈ RPn, we write Σσ = Σv. In order
to maintain consistency throughout this work, we only use Greek letters for
the elements of RPn.

We want to smoothly deform Sn inside the Euclidean space Rn+1, together
with its standard Zoll family of totally geodesic equators {Σσ}, in such a
way that the deformed family, inside the deformed embedding of Sn, is a
Zoll family of codimension one embedded minimal spheres with respect to
the induced metric from Rn+1. This is what we will achieve with the proof
of Theorem 1.1.

Given a smooth function ψ ∈ C∞(Sn), let gψ denote the Riemannian
metric on Sn given by

gψ := e2ψ(can+ dψ ⊗ dψ).

Equivalently, gψ is the induced metric by the star-shaped embedding ι =
ιψ : Sn → Rn+1 given by

ι(x) = eψ(x)x. (2)

Clearly, g0 = can and ι0 is the standard inclusion of Sn in Rn+1.
After observing that functions ψ ∈ C∞(Sn) correspond to metrics on Sn

that are induced by star-shaped embeddings as in (2), let us describe how
graphical perturbations of the family of equators are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with certain functions on the unit tangent bundle of Sn, that is,
on the manifold

T1S
n = {(p, v) ∈ Sn × Sn | 〈p, v〉 = 0}.

Let C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n) be the set of functions Φ ∈ C∞(T1S
n) that are odd

with respect to the second variable, that is, Φ(x,−v) = −Φ(x, v). Given
Φ ∈ C∞

∗,odd(T1S
n), consider the map F = FΦ : T1S

n → Sn defined by

F (x, v) = cos(Φ(x, v))x + sin(Φ(x, v))v.

Observe that FΦ
v = F (·, v) : Σv → Sn is an embedding for Φ small (|Φ| < π/2

is enough). Its image is denoted

Σv(Φ) := FΦ
v (Σv) ⊆ Sn,

Since FΦ
v = FΦ

−v, we have Σv(Φ) = Σ−v(Φ), so we also denote this set
by Σσ(Φ) for σ = [v] ∈ RPn. We have {Σσ(0)} = {Σσ}, and the family
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{Σσ(Φ)} is the set of graphical deformations, determined by Φ, of the family
of equators.

Given any such family, for every y = FΦ
v (x) ∈ Σv(Φ) we define the varia-

tional vector

nv(y) = nΦv (y) :=
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

FΦ+t
v (x) = − sin(Φv(x))x+ cos(Φv(x))v ∈ TyS

n.

(3)
Notice that nv(y) /∈ Ty(Σv(Φ)). Intuitively, nv plays the role of a transversal
vector to Σv(Φ), adjusted to the variation (beware that it might be non-
orthogonal to Ty(Σv(Φ)) with respect to a given metric gψ).

Given a graphical deformation associated to Φ ∈ C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n), we define
the incidence set as

[F (Φ)] := {(y, σ) ∈ Sn × RPn | y ∈ Σσ(Φ)},

which is a compact hypersurface of Sn ×RPn for Φ small enough in the C1

topology. We also define the dual hypersurface associated to p ∈ Sn by

Σ∗
p(Φ) := {σ ∈ RPn | (p, σ) ∈ [F (Φ)]}.

For Φ close to zero in the C1 topology, Σ∗
p(Φ) ⊆ RPn is a regular hypersurface

and is diffeomorphic to RPn−1 (note that Σ∗
p(0) = Σp/{±Id} is simply the

real projective plane orthogonal to p ∈ Sn).
Assuming further that Φ is C2-close to zero, the family Σσ(Φ) satisfies the

topological axioms in the definition of a Zoll family of minimal hypersurfaces
(see [3], Proposition 2.4).

Thus, in this setup, we search for pairs (ψ,Φ) ∈ C∞(Sn)× C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n),

sufficiently close to (0, 0) in the smooth topology, such that Σσ(Φ) is a
minimal hypersurface of (Sn, gψ) for all σ ∈ RPn. Equivalently, such that
the family {ιψ(Σσ(Φ))} is a Zoll family of minimal hypersurfaces on ιψ(S

n) ⊂
Rn+1 with the induced metric by the embedding ιψ : Sn → Rn+1 as in (2).

3. Construction

3.1. The Area operator. The condition that Σv(Φ) is a minimal hyper-
surface in (Sn, gψ) is variational. Thus, we begin by analyzing the properties
of the area functional in the class of graphical deformations of Σv.

Given ψ ∈ C∞(Sn) and Φ ∈ C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n), the area functional is a function
on Sn that computes, for every v ∈ Sn,

Av(ψ,Φ) := Areagψ(Σv(Φ)) =

∫

Σv(Φ)
dAgψ .

Clearly, A−v = Av, so that we can think of A(ψ,Φ) as a function on RPn.
By a change of variables, this functional can be expressed as an integral

over (Σv, can). In order to compute it, we write Φv : Σv → R for the map
Φv = Φ(·, v) on Σv, and let ∇v be the gradient operator with respect to
the canonical metric acting on smooth functions on Σv. Finally, given any
smooth function f : Sn → R, we write fv = f ◦ FΦ

v : Σv → R.

Lemma 3.1. The area functional is given by

Av(ψ,Φ) =

∫

Σv

Jv(ψv(x),Φv(x),∇
vψv(x),∇

vΦv(x))dAcan(x),
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where Jv is the smooth map, defined on the Whitney sum R2 ⊕ TΣv ⊕ TΣv,
given by the formula

Jv(p, q, u, w) = e(n−1)p cos(q)n−3
[
|u ∧w|2 + cos(q)2(cos(q)2 + |u|2 + |w|2)

] 1
2 .

Proof. Since both F ∗
v dAgψ and dAcan are top forms of Σv,

F ∗
v dAgψ = JvdAcan, (4)

for a certain smooth function Jv : Σv → R. Changing variables on the
integral, we only need to verify that Jv is given by the formula presented in
the statement of this Lemma.

Suppose first that ∇vψv and ∇vΦv are linearly independent in a neigh-
borhood U ⊆ Σv. With respect to the canonical metric, consider a local
orthogonal frame {ei}

n−2
i=0 of U where

e0 := ∇vψv, e1 := |∇vψv |
2∇vΦv − 〈∇vψv,∇

vΦv〉∇
vψv,

and the remaining {ei}
n−2
i=2 are a local orthonormal frame of {e0, e1}

⊥ ⊆ TΣv.
Then, evaluating (4) in this frame, we have that

Jv|∇
vψv|

2|∇vψv ∧ ∇vΦv| = dAgψ(dFv(e0), dFv(e0), . . . , dFv(en−2))

=
√
det(gψ(dFv(ei), dFv(ej)). (5)

Notice that

dψ(dFv(ej)) = dψv(ej) = 〈∇vψv , ej〉,

and, using the definition of (3),

dFv(ej) = 〈∇vΦv, ej〉nv + cos(Φv)ej .

Hence, the entries of the matrix Gψ = (gψ(ei, ej))ij are

gψ(e0, e0) = e2ψv (〈dFve0, dFve0〉+ |∇vψv|
4)

= e2ψv (〈∇vΦv,∇
vψv〉

2 + cos(Φv)
2|∇vψv|

2 + |∇vψv|
4),

gψ(e0, e1) = e2ψv 〈dFve0, dFve1〉

= e2ψv (|∇vΦv ∧ ∇vψv|
2〈∇vΦv,∇

vψv〉),

gψ(e1, e1) = e2ψv 〈dFve1, dFve1〉

= e2ψv (|∇vΦv ∧ ∇vψv|
4 + cos(Φv)

2|∇vψv |
2|∇vΦv ∧ ∇vψv|

2),

gψ(ei, ej) = e2ψvg0(dFvei, dFvej) = δije
2ψv cos(Φv)

2, for j ≥ 2.

Using these formulas, the determinant of Gψ is computed, and the desired
formula for Jv is deduced from (5), at least at each open neighborhood
U ⊂ Σv where ∇vΦv and ∇vψv are linearly independent.

Suppose now that U ⊆ Σv is an open subset where ∇vΦv and ∇vψv span
a line. Consider a local orthogonal frame {ei}

n−2
i=0 of U with ∇vΦv,∇

vψv ∈
span{e0}. Similar computations of the determinant of G = (gψ(ei, ej))ij
yields a direct verification that the formula for Jv works in this case as well.

Finally, consider the situation in which U ⊆ Σv is an open subset where
∇vΦv = ∇vψv = 0. In this case, φv and ψv are constant, so we simply scale
the metric of Σv∩U by the factor eψv cos(φv). It is straightforward to verify
that the formula of Jv also holds in this situation.
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These three cases show that the formula for Jv holds on a dense subset
of Σv, so they coincide everywhere by continuity. �

If Σv(Φ) is a minimal hypersurface of (Sn, gψ), then it is a critical point
of the area functional. In particular, in this case the pair (ψ,Φ) is such that
A(ψ,Φ) has a zero derivative in its second entry. Before analyzing what
does this condition mean, we compute :

Lemma 3.2. For every v ∈ Sn,

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

Av(ψ,Φ + tφ) =

∫

Σv

Hv(ψ,Φ)φvdAcan, ∀φ ∈ C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n),

where

Hv(ψ,Φ) =D1Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇
vψv,∇

vΦv)∂nψv

+D2Jv(ψv,Φv,∇
vψv,∇

vΦv)

− div(Σv ,can)
(
D3Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇

vψv,∇
vΦv)

)
∂nψv

− div(Σv ,can)
(
D4Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇

vψv,∇
vΦv)

)
. (6)

Here, ∂nψv is the derivative of ψ in the nv direction, and is given by

∂nψv := 〈∇ψ, nv〉 ◦ Fv : Σv → R,

where ∇ψ is the gradient of ψ on (Sn, can), and nv is the transverse vector
field defined in (3).

Proof. Given φ ∈ C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n), consider the derivative

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

Av(ψ,Φ + tφ) =

∫

Σv

[
D1Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇

vψv,∇
vΦv)

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(ψ ◦ FΦ+tφ
v )

+D2Jv(ψv,Φv,∇
vψv,∇

vΦv)φv

+
〈
D3Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇

vψv,∇
vΦv),

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(
∇v(ψ ◦ FΦ+tφ

v )
)〉

+ 〈D4Jv(ψv,Φv,∇
vψv ,∇

vΦv),∇
vφv〉

]
dAcan,

where φv = φ(·, v), and DiJv denotes the derivative of Jv with respect to
the ith-coordinate. A computation gives

D1Jv(p, q, u, w) = (n− 1)Jv(p, q, u, w), (7)

D2Jv(p, q, u, w) = tan(q)Jv(p, q, u, w)

(
(n− 3)+

+
cos(q)2(2 cos(q)2 + |u|2 + |w|2)

|u ∧ w|2 + cos(q)2(cos(q)2 + |u|2 + |w|2)

)
,

(8)

D3Jv(p, q, u, w) =
Jv(p, q, u, w)((|w|

2 + cos(q)2)u− 〈w, u〉w)

|u ∧ w|2 + cos(q)2(cos(q)2 + |u|2 + |w|2)
, (9)

D4Jv(p, q, u, w) = D3Jv(p, q, w, u). (10)

Since
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(ψ ◦ FΦ+tφ
v ) = ∂nψvφv and

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(
∇v(ψ ◦ FΦ+tφ

v )
)
= ∇v(∂nψvφv),

formula (6) is obtained after applying Stokes’ theorem. �
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The function H(ψ,Φ) belongs to C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n). It depends on Φ and ψ up
to their second-order derivatives. While it is not exactly the mean curvature
of Σσ(Φ) in (Sn, gψ), we have

Lemma 3.3. H(ψ,Φ) ≡ 0 if and only if Σv(Φ) is a minimal hypersurface
in (Sn, gψ) for every v ∈ Sn.

Proof. Let Nv be a normal unit vector field on Σv(Φ), with respect to the

metric gψ, and let Ĥv(y) be the mean curvature of Σv(Φ) in (Sn, gψ) at

the point y with respect to Nv (we use the convention that ~H = −HN
is the mean curvature vector). Notice that c(y) := gψ(nv(y), Nv(y)) 6= 0,
since nv(y) /∈ Ty(Σv(Φ)). By definition of Av and the first variation of area
formula,

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

Av(ψ,Φ + tφ) =

∫

Σv(Φ)
Ĥv(y)gψ

( d
dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(FΦv+tφv
v ), Ny

)
dAgψ(y)

=

∫

Σv(Φ)
Ĥv(y)gψ

(
φv(F

−1
v (y))ny, Ny

)
dAgψ(y)

=

∫

Σv(Φ)
Ĥv(y)c(y)φv(F

−1
v (y))dAgψ (y)

=

∫

Σv

Ĥv(Fv(x))c(Fv(x))φv(x)JvdAcan(x).

Hence

Hv(ψ,Φ) = (Ĥv ◦ Fv)(c ◦ Fv)Jv , (11)

from which it follows that Σv(Φ) ⊆ (Sn, gψ) has zero mean curvature if and
only if Hv(ψ,Φ) ≡ 0. �

In view of Lemma 3.3, from now on we look for pairs (ψ,Φ) ∈ C∞(Sn)×
C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n), sufficiently close to (0, 0) in the C2 topology, such thatH(ψ,Φ)

vanish identically. In this case, {Σσ(Φ)}, σ ∈ RPn, is a Zoll family of
codimension one embedded minimal spheres in (Sn, gψ).

3.2. The Funk transform and its dual. In the previous section, we ana-
lyzed the partial derivative D2A(ψ,Φ) in order to characterize the condition
that all Σv(Φ) ⊆ (Sn, gψ) are minimal hypersurfaces in (Sn, gψ). In this sec-
tion, we analyze D1A(ψ,Φ), which is crucial for understanding when there
are one-parameter families (ψt,Φt) such that H(ψt,Ψt) ≡ 0 for every small
t.

We recognize this derivative as a generalized Funk transform, similar to
the ones considered in [3], Section 9.5. In fact, a way to compute D1A(ψ,Φ)
is to observe that

(D1A(ψ,Φ) · f)(v) :=
1

2

∫

Σv(Φ)
tr(Σv(Φ),gψ)

( d
dt

∣∣∣
t=0

gψ+tf

)
dAgψ .

This is nothing but the tensor transform considered in [3], Section 9.5, com-
puted at the symmetric two-tensor

h = 2fgψ + e2ψ(df ⊗ dψ + dψ ⊗ df).
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In particular,

D1A(0, 0) · f : v ∈ Sn 7→ (n− 1)

∫

Σv

f dAcan ∈ R.

is the standard Funk transform (up to the (n − 1) factor). The kernel and
the range of this transform are well known to be the odd and even smooth
functions on Sn, respectively (cf. Appendix of [1]).

At the end of this section, we show that the transform D1A(ψ,Φ), viewed
as a map taking values in C∞(RPn), has a right-inverse, as soon as (ψ,Φ)
sufficiently close to (0, 0) in the C3n+3 topology. This fact will be crucial for
the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Since more explicit formulae forD1A(ψ,Φ)·f are required for our analysis,
we compute:

Lemma 3.4. There exists a smooth function Qv = Qv(ψ,Φ) : Σv(Φ) → R

such that Qv = Q−v and

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

Av(ψ + tf,Φ) =

∫

Σv(Φ)
f(y)Qv(y)dAgψ(y).

Moreover, if (ψ,Φ) is Ck+2-close to (0, 0), then the function Q = Q(ψ,Φ) ∈
C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n) given by

Q(x, v) = Qv(Fv(x)),

is Ck-close to the constant function (n− 1).

Proof. We have

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

Av(ψ + tf,Φ) =

∫

Σv

(
D1Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇

vψv,∇
vΦv)fv

+ 〈D3Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇
vψv,∇

vΦv),∇
vfv〉

)
dAcan

=

∫

Σv

(
D1Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇

vψv,∇
vΦv)

− divΣv
(
D3Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇

vψv,∇
vΦv)

))
fvdAcan.

To simplify the notation, let Jv : Σv → R be the function given by Jv =
Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇

vψv,∇
vΦv). Using the explicit formula of Jv deduced in Lemma

3.1 and its derivatives computed in Lemma 3.2, we obtain

D1Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇
vψv,∇

vΦv) = (n− 1)Jv , (12)

and

D3Jv(ψv ,Φv,∇
vψv,∇

vΦv) = JvXv, (13)

where Xv is the vector field tangent to Σv given by

Xv :=
(cos(Φv)

2 + |∇vΦv|
2)∇vψv − 〈∇vΦv,∇

vψv〉∇
vΦv

|∇vΦv ∧ ∇vψv|2 + cos(Φv)2(cos(Φv)2 + |∇vΦv|2 + |∇vψv|2)
.

Hence,

divΣv
(
D3J(ψv ,Φv,∇

vψv,∇
vΦv)

)
= dJv(Xv) + JvdivΣvXv. (14)

It follows from (13) that dJv(Xv) = BvJv , where

Bv = (n− 1)dψv(Xv) + (n− 3) tan(Φv)dΦv(Xv) + dξ(Xv), (15)
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and

ξ =
1

2
log
(
|∇vΦv ∧ ∇vψv|

2 + cos(Φv)
2(cos(Ψv)

2 + |∇vΦv|
2 + |∇vψv|

2)
)
.

The function Bv depends on ψ and Φ up to their second derivatives. Com-
bining (12), (14) and (15),

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

Av(ψ + tf,Φ) =

∫

Σv

(
n− 1−Bv − divΣv(Xv)

)
fvJvdAcan. (16)

Let Qv : Σv(Φ) → R be defined by

Qv(y) := (n− 1)−Bv ◦ F
−1
v (y)− divΣv(Xv) ◦ F

−1
v (y).

Since F ∗
v dAgψ = JvdAcan (see Lemma 3.1), by changing variables in (16)

(y = Fv(x), Σv(Φ) = Fv(Σv)), the first part of the Lemma is proven.
Finally, observe that Q = Q(ψ,Φ) : T1S

n → R is given by

Q(x, v) = Qv(Fv(x)) = (n− 1)−Bv(x)− divΣv (Xv)(x),

which depends on ψ and Φ up to derivatives of second order, and is even in
the variable v. Since Q(0, 0) ≡ n− 1, the last assertion follows. �

Given (ψ,Φ) ∈ C∞(Sn) × C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n) sufficiently close to (0, 0) in the

smooth topology, it is convenient to consider the area functional A(ψ,Φ)
as a map on C∞(RPn). We then define the generalized Funk transform
F(ψ,Φ) : C∞(Sn) → C∞(RPn) by setting

(
F(ψ,Φ)(f)

)
(σ) := (D1A(ψ,Φ) · f)(σ),

for every σ = [v] ∈ RPn. Lemma 3.4 shows that

(
F(ψ,Φ)(f)

)
(σ) =

∫

Σσ(Φ)
f(y)Qv(y)dAgψ(y).

Another useful expression is

(
F(ψ,Φ)(f)

)
(σ) =

∫

Σv(Φ)
f(y)Qv(y)Tv(y)dAcan(y),

for some Tv = T−v ∈ C∞(Σv). Notice that we may view both Q and T as
smooth functions on the incidence set [F (Φ)].

Similarly to what was done in Lemma 3.1, it is straightforward to compute
Tv:

Lemma 3.5. The volume forms of Σv(Φ) induced by canonical round metric
metric g0 and gψ at y = Fv(x) ∈ Σv(Φ) are related by

dAgψ = Tv(ψv(x),Φv(x),∇
vψv(x),∇

vΦv(x))dAcan,

where Tv is a smooth function defined on the Whitney sum R2⊕TΣv⊕TΣv
and given by

Tv(p, q, u, w)= e
(n−1)p cos(q)−1

(
|u ∧ w|2 + cos(q)2(cos(q)2 + |u|2 + |w|2)

|w|2 + cos(q)2

) 1

2

.

Moreover, if (ψ,Φ) is Ck+1-close to (0, 0) then T : T1S
n → R given by

T (x, v) = Tv(Fv(x)) is Ck-close to the constant function 1.
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In order to apply the Nash-Moser implicit function theorem, it will be
crucial to obtain a right-inverse of F(ψ,Φ), when (ψ,Φ) is sufficiently close
to (0, 0) in the smooth topology, that depends on (ψ,Φ) in a controlled way.
Recall that right-inverses of linear maps, when they exist, are not necessarily
unique. However, there is a canonical choice of a right-inverse R for a linear
map A : Rk → Rm such that A ◦ A∗ : Rm → Rm is invertible, where
A∗ : Rm → Rk is the adjoint map. Namely, the map R = A∗ ◦ (A ◦ A∗)−1 :
Rm → Rk. This suggests the study of the dual transform of F(ψ,Φ), that
is, the map F∗(ψ,Φ) : C∞(RPn) → C∞(Sn) defined so that
∫

RPn

(
F(ψ,Φ)(f)

)
(σ)g(σ)dAcan(σ) =

∫

Sn
f(y)

(
F∗(ψ,Φ)g

)
(y)dAcan(y),

holds for every f ∈ C∞(Sn) and g ∈ C∞(RPn).
Using the co-area formula for Riemannian submersions in an analogous

way as done in [3], Section 7.3, (and considering the maps Q and T from
Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5 as smooth maps of the incidence set [F (Φ)]), we obtain
∫

RPn

(
F(ψ,Φ)(f)

)
(σ)g(σ)dAcan(σ) =

=

∫

RPn

(∫

Σσ(Φ)
Q(y, σ)f(y)T (y, σ)dAcan(y)

)
g(σ)dAcan(σ) =

=

∫

Sn
f(y)

(∫

Σ∗

y(Φ)
g(σ)Q(y, σ)T (y, σ)U(Φ)(y, σ)dAcan(σ)

)
dAcan(y),

where U(Φ) is a certain smooth function, defined on the incidence set [F (Φ)],
whose explicit formula was computed in Proposition 7.3 of [3].

Thus, we define the dual generalized Funk transform of g ∈ C∞(RPn) as
the function F∗(ψ,Φ)g ∈ C∞(Sn) given by

(
F∗(ψ,Φ)g

)
(y) :=

∫

Σ∗

y(Φ)
g(σ)Q(y, σ)T (y, σ)U(Φ)(y, σ)dAcan(σ)

for every y ∈ Sn.

Let ∆ ⊆ RPn ×RPn be the diagonal. For every [u], [v] ∈ RPn ×RPn \∆,
consider

K(ψ,Φ)([u], [v]) :=

∫

Σu(Φ)∩Σv(Φ)

Q(y, u)T (y, u)Q(y, v)T (y, v)√
1− 〈N(Φ)(y, u), N(Φ)(y, v)〉2

dAcan(y).

(17)
where N(Φ) : [F (Φ)] → Sn associates to (y, v) the unit normal vector (in the
canonical metric) of Σv(Φ) in (Sn, can) at the point y. Notice that, in fact,
the above formula is well defined because it does not change under u 7→ −u
or v 7→ −v.

Following the deduction in [3], Section 7.4, it is possible to check that
(
L(ψ,Φ)(f)

)
(σ) :=

(
F(ψ,Φ) ◦ F∗(ψ,Φ)(f)

)
(σ)

=

∫

RPn
f(τ)K(ψ,Φ)(σ, τ)dAcan(τ).

The kernel K(ψ,Φ) has the same structural properties as the kernel used
in [3] (see Proposition 7.4). Therefore, Proposition 6.1 of [3] can be applied.
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It follows that L(ψ,Φ) is a pseudo-differential operator of order 1−n. More-
over, since L(0, 0) is elliptic and invertible (see Lemma A.1 in [3]), L(ψ,Φ)
is also elliptic and invertible for every (ψ,Φ) sufficiently small in the C3n+3

topology.
In summary, the map

R(ψ,Φ) := F∗(ψ,Φ)◦
(
F(ψ,Φ)◦F∗(ψ,Φ)

)−1
: C∞(RPn) → C∞(Sn). (18)

is a right-inverse of F(ψ,Φ), as soon as (ψ,Φ) is in a sufficiently close C3n+3

neighborhood of (0, 0).

3.3. The Nash-Moser framework. While the equationH(ψ,Φ) ≡ 0 char-
acterizes the pairs (ψ,Φ) such that Σv(Φ) is minimal in (Sn, gψ) for every
v ∈ Sn, we will give an equivalent criterion for this property to hold. The
usefulness of this criterion is that it can be expressed as distinguishing the
zero level set of a smooth tame map Λ between tame Fréchet spaces that
satisfy the assumptions of the Nash-Moser Implicit Function Theorem with
quadratic error due to R. Hamilton [20] (see Part III, Theorem 3.3.1). This
criterion was key for the deformation theorems proven in [3], and will be
central for us here as well.

As a first step, and following Section 3.3 of [3], let us introduce a split-
ting of C∞

∗,odd(T1S
n) as a direct sum of two spaces naturally adapted to our

problem.
Let Ω1

even(S
n) be the set of smooth one-forms on Sn that are invariant

under the antipodal map. The center map is the map C : C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n) →

Ω1
even(S

n) given by

(
C(Φ)

)
v
(u) =

∫

Σv

Φv(x)〈u, x〉dAcan(x)

for all u ∈ TvS
n. The center map measures if the functions {Φv}v are L2-

orthogonal to the linear functions on (Σv, can). The kernel of C is denoted
by C∞

0,odd(T1S
n).

The center map has an explicit right-inverse j : Ω1
even(S

n) → C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n)

(see [3], Proposition 3.5). The maps C and j then determine a splitting

C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n) = C∞
0,odd(T1S

n)⊕ j
(
Ω1
even(S

n)
)
. (19)

We show that H(ψ,Φ) ≡ 0 is equivalent to two conditions: the constancy
of the area of the hypersurfaces Σv(Φ) in (Sn, gψ), and the vanishing of the
component of H(ψ,Φ) in C∞

0,odd(T1S
n):

Proposition 3.6. The following assertions are equivalent:

i) H(ψ,Φ) ≡ 0.
ii) A(ψ,Φ) is constant and H(ψ,Φ) ≡ jCH(ψ,Φ).

Proof. The same as the proof of Proposition 3.8 in [3], with obvious nota-
tional changes. �

Consider the spaces

F := C∞(Sn)× C∞
0,odd(T1S

n) and H := C∞
0 (RPn)× C∞

0,odd(T1S
n), (20)
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where C∞
0 (RPn) is the set of zero average smooth functions on (RPn, can).

Given a sufficiently small neighborhood of (0, 0) in F , consider the map
Λ = (Λ1,Λ2) : (U ⊆ F ) → H be given by

Λ1(ψ,Φ) = A(ψ,Φ)−
1

Vol(RPn, can)

∫

RPn
Aσ(ψ,Φ)dAcan(σ),

Λ2(ψ,Φ) = H(ψ,Φ)− jC(H(ψ,Φ)).

(21)

By Proposition 3.6, the zeroes of Λ are precisely the pairs (ψ,Φ) ∈ F such
that H(ψ,Φ) ≡ 0.

The restriction on the domain of the variable Φ in the definition of Λ is
important for the following reason. Given (ψ,Φ) ∈ C∞(Sn)× C∞

∗,odd(T1S
n),

consider the operator

P(ψ,Φ) : C∞
0,odd(T1S

n) → C∞
0,odd(T1S

n),

φ→
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

(
H(ψ,Φ+ tφ)− jCH(ψ,Φ + tφ)

)
.

It is straightforward to compute (using, for instance, (11)) that
(
P(0, 0)(φ)

)
(x, v) = −∆Σvφv(x)− (n− 1)φv(x).

Since the kernel of the operator −∆Σv − (n − 1) on (Σv, can) is precisely
the linear functions, we conclude that C∞

0,odd(T1S
n) is nothing but the set

of functions Φ ∈ C∞
0,odd(T1S

n) such that every Φv ∈ C∞(Sn) lies in the L2-
orthogonal complement of the kernel of the Jacobi operator of Σv inside
(Sn, can), that is, the set of linear functions restricted to Σv.

By standard elliptic theory, P(0, 0) is invertible. Moreover, P(ψ,Φ) is
invertible for (ψ,Φ) sufficiently small in the C3 norm (see [3], Proposition
3.3). We denote by

S(ψ,Φ) : C∞
0,odd(T1S

n) → C∞
0,odd(T1S

n) (22)

the inverse of P(ψ,Φ).
We are now ready to state the main theorem of this section, which has

Theorem 1.1 as a consequence.

Theorem 3.7. There exists a neighborhood W of 0 ∈ ker(DΛ(0, 0)) and a
smooth tame map

Γ = (Γ1,Γ2) : ker(DΛ(0, 0)) ∩W → F,

such that Γ(0) = 0, Im(Γ) ⊆ Λ−1(0), and DΓ(0, 0)v = v for every v ∈
kerDΛ(0, 0).

Proof. This is a direct adaptation of [3], Sections 5 and 8. For the reader’s
convenience, we highlight the main steps.

Let V = (V1, V2) : (U ⊆ F )×H → F and Q = (Q1, Q2) : (U ⊆ F )×H ×
H → H be defined by the same formulas of Section 5.2 of [3], but with the
functions A(ψ,Φ) as in Lemma 3.1, H(ψ,Φ) as in (6), R(ψ,Φ) as in (18),
and S(ψ,Φ) as (22) instead.

As shown in Section 5.2 of [3], DΛ satisfies

DΛ(ψ,Φ) · V (ψ,Φ)(b, ξ) = (b, ξ) +Q(ψ,Φ) · {Λ(ψ,Φ), (b, ξ)}

for all (ψ,Φ) ∈ U and (b, ξ) ∈ H, where Q : U ⊆ F × H × H → H is a
smooth tame map that is bilinear in the last two entries. Therefore, V is a
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right inverse of DΛ up to a quadratic error Q. (Notice that V (ψ,Φ) is the
exact right-inverse of DΛ(ψ,Φ) if Λ(ψ,Φ) = 0).

In order to apply Theorem 5.1 of [3], it remains to check that all the maps
Λ, V and Q are smooth tame maps on tame Fréchet spaces. This verification
involves no further technical difficulties compared to what is done in Section
8 of [3], and can be done following very closely that work, while book-keeping
the obvious modifications arising from the different expressions for the maps
involved in the construction of Λ, V and Q that we computed explicitly in
Sections 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3. We leave the details to the meticulous reader.

Thus, we obtain the desired map Γ by applying Theorem 5.1 of [3] to the
map Λ. �

In order to prove Theorem 1.1, the only thing that remains to be done is
to compute kerDΛ(0, 0).

Proposition 3.8. The kernel of DΛ(0, 0) is the set of all pairs (f, φ) ∈
C∞(Sn)×C∞

0,odd(T
n
S ) such that

i) f is the sum of a constant function and an odd function;
ii) φ is such that, for every v ∈ Sn,

∆(Σv ,can)φv + (n− 1)φv = (n− 1)〈∇f, v〉 on Σv. (23)

Moreover, every f as in i) uniquely determines φ = φ(f) as in ii).

Proof. Since the family of equators is a family of minimal hypersurfaces in
(Sn, can), it is clear that D2Λ1(0, 0)φ = 0 for all φ ∈ C∞

0,odd(T1S
n). On the

other hand D1Λ1(0, 0) · f = 0 if and only if

F(0, 0) · f =
1

vol(RPn, can)

∫

RPn
(F(0, 0) · f)(σ)dAcan(σ).

By Lemma A.1 in [3], this is equivalent to f = λ + f0 for some λ ∈ R and
f0 ∈ C∞

odd(S
n).

As for Λ2, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that

Hv(tf, 0) = D1Jv(tfv, 0, t∇
vfv, 0)t∂nfv +D2Jv(tfv, 0, t∇

vfv, 0)

− div(Σv ,can)
(
D3Jv(tfv, 0, t∇

vfv, 0)
)
t∂nfv

− div(Σv ,can)
(
D4Jv(tfv, 0, t∇

vfv, 0)
)
,

so that a straightforward computation from the explicit formulas (7), (8),
(9), and (10) of each term Ji above gives

(D1H(0, 0) · f)(x, v) = (n− 1)∂nfv(x) = (n− 1)〈∇f(x), v〉

for every v ∈ Sn. Notice that 〈∇f(x), v〉 ∈ R is an even function of x ∈ Σv,
for every v ∈ Sn. In particular, C(D1H(0, 0) · f) ≡ 0.

Finally, since D2H(0, 0) = P(0, 0), we conclude that DΛ2(0, 0) · (f, φ) = 0
if and only if

∆(Σv,can)φv + (n− 1)φv = (n− 1)〈∇f, v〉 on Σv, (24)

for all v ∈ Sn.
Since, as in Proposition 9.1 of [3], for every f ∈ C∞

odd(S
n), there exists a

unique φ = φ(f) ∈ C∞
0,odd(T1S

n) solving (24), we obtain

kerDΛ(0, 0) = {(λ+ f0, φ(λ+ f0)) |λ ∈ R, f0 ∈ C∞
odd(S

n)},
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as claimed. �

We can now finish the proof of Theorem 1.1:

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Proposition 3.8, given f ∈ C∞
odd(S

n), there exists
a unique φ = φ(f) ∈ C∞

0,odd(T1S
n) so that

(f, φ(f)) ∈ kerDΛ(0, 0).

Therefore, by Theorem 3.7, for sufficiently small ε > 0, the map

t ∈ (−ε, ε) 7→ Γ(tf, tφ(f)) = (ψt,Φt) ∈ F (25)

describes a smooth one parameter family of pairs (ψt,Φt) ∈ Λ−1(0, 0) such

that (ψ̇0, Φ̇0) = DΓ(0, 0) · (f, φ(f)) = (f, φ(f)).
Thus, by Proposition 3.6, for each t ∈ (−ε, ε), the family {ιψt(Σσ(Φt))},

σ ∈ RPn, is a Zoll family of minimal hypersurfaces in the sphere ιψt(S
n) ⊂

Rn+1 with the metric induced by the embedding ιψt : S
n → Rn+1 as in (2).

Moreover, ψt = tf + o(t) as t goes to zero. �

Remark 3.9. The constant functions generate the trivial deformations of Sn

by dilations. On the other hand, any one-parameter graphical deformation
ιψt(S

n) with ι∗ψtcan ∈ Z can be rescaled at every t so that every element

of the Zoll family has an area in (Sn, gψt) equal to area(Sn−1, can). Since
the rescaling factor depends smoothly on t, by doing so one obtains a new
smooth one-parameter family gψt

∈ Z such that ψt = tf + o(t) for some

smooth odd function f on Sn, because the first-order term in this expan-
sion, aside from being in the kernel of DΛ1(0, 0), is also in the kernel of
D1A(0, 0) = F(0, 0). Thus, by Theorem 1.1, the smooth odd functions ac-
tually cover all possible first-order expansions of non-trivial deformations in
Z of its kind.

4. Symmetry

4.1. Equivariance. In order to verify the symmetries of constructions based
on the Nash-Moser inverse function theorem with quadratic error of R.
Hamilton ([20], Part III, Theorem 3.3.1), we need to revisit several defi-
nitions and proofs in the abstract theory of tame Fréchet spaces. We follow
[20], Part II.

Definition 4.1. Given two (graded) Fréchet spaces X and Y , we say that
X is a tame direct summand of Y if there exist tame linear maps L : X → Y
and M : Y → X such that ML = IdX . In particular, L is injective, M is
surjective, and Y = L(X) ⊕ ker(M).

Let (B, || · ||) be a Banach space. We associate to B the graded Fréchet
space

Σ(B) := {f = (fk)k∈N | fk ∈ B, ||f ||n :=
∑

k

enk||fk|| <∞, ∀n ∈ N}.

Definition 4.2. A Fréchet space X is tame if there exists a Banach space
B such that X is a tame direct summand of Σ(B), that is, if there are tame

linear maps X
L
−→ Σ(B)

M
−→ X such that ML = IdX . In this case, we call

(B,L,M) the tame data of X.
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Example 4.3. Σ(B) is itself trivially a tame Fréchet space with tame data
(B, IdΣ(B), IdΣ(B)).

Example 4.4. If X is a tame direct summand of a tame Fréchet space Y ,
then X is naturally a tame Fréchet space. To be more precise, if we have the

tame summands X
L
−→ Y

M
−→ X and Y

LY−−→ Σ(B)
MY−−→ Y then X is a tame

Fréchet space with tame data (B,LY L,MMY ). (Cf. [20], Part II, Lemma
1.3.3).

Example 4.5. The Cartesian product X1 × X2 of tame Fréchet spaces Xi

with tame data (Bi, Li,Mi) is a tame Fréchet space with tame data (B1 ×
B2, L1 × L2,M1 ×M2) (cf. [20], Part II, Lemma 1.3.4).

Although the tame data is not uniquely determined by the Fréchet space
X, a choice has been fixed once and for all for each tame Fréchet space that
has been considered in [20]. The above examples made it explicit in cases
that will appear repeatedly in this work. Another important example for us
is the Fréchet space C∞(Sn), which we discuss in detail below.

Example 4.6. If X is a compact manifold (without boundary), then C∞(X)
is a tame Fréchet space ([20], Part II, Theorem 1.3.6). We review the proof
of this fact in the specific case of the sphere Sn, this in order to make explicit
the tame data of C∞(Sn).

According to the proof of the aforementioned theorem, C∞(Sn) is a tame
direct summand of the space

L∞
1 (Rn+1, dx, log(1 + |x|)),

which consists of all measurable functions f on Rn+1 such that the norms
||f ||n :=

∫
Rn+1 |f(x)|(1 + |x|)ndx are finite for all non-negative integers n.

This space is nothing but the image by the Fourier transform of functions
belonging to C∞

0 (Rn+1), which is the set of smooth functions with all the
partial derivatives converging to zero at infinity. Moreover, this space itself
is a tame direct summand of Σ(L1(R

n+1)), by [20], Part II, Lemma 1.3.5.
Let us now explicitly determine the tame data (L1(R

n+1),L,M) of C∞(Sn).
If χk denotes the characteristic function of the set

{x ∈ Rn+1 | k ≤ log(1 + |x|) < k + 1}, k ∈ Z≥0,

we define the maps

L∞
1 (Rn+1, dx, log(1 + |x|))

L̃
−→ Σ(L1(R

n+1))
M̃
−→ L∞

1 (Rn+1, dx, log(1 + |x|)),

by

L̃(f) = (fχk)k and M̃((fk)k) =
∑

k

fkχk. (26)

The tame linear maps L̃ and M̃ satisfy M̃L̃ = Id. Hence, the Fréchet space
L∞
1 (Rn+1, dx, log(1 + |x|)) is tame with tame data (L1(R

n+1), L̃, M̃ ).
Consider the Fourier transform and its inverse,

C∞
0 (Rn+1)

F
−→ L∞

1 (Rn+1, dx, log(1 + |x|))
F−1

−−→ C∞
0 (Rn+1).

Since these maps are tame linear isomorphisms, C∞
0 (Rn+1) is a tame direct

summand of L∞
1 (Rn+1, dx, log(1 + |x|)).
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Let η be an O(n + 1)-invariant bump function that is equal to 1 in a
neighborhood of Sn and vanishes outside the annulus with center at the
origin and radii 1/2 and 3/2. Let ε : C∞(Sn) → C∞

0 (Rn+1) be the map that
first extends the function as a constant along every ray from the origin, and
then multiply the result by η. Finally, denote by ρ : C∞

0 (Rn+1) → C∞(Sn)
the restriction map. Since the maps ρ and ε are tame linear maps such that
ρ ◦ ε = Id, C∞(Sn) is a tame direct summand of C∞

0 (Rn+1).
In conclusion (and according to Example 4.4), C∞(Sn) is a tame Fréchet

space with tame data (L1(R
n+1), L̃Fε, ρF−1M̃).

Since we are interested in the action of O(n+ 1) on tame Fréchet spaces
like C∞(Sn), we introduce a notion of compatibility.

Definition 4.7. Let X be a tame direct summand of the Fréchet space Y ,

with X
L
−→ Y

M
−→ X and ML = IdX . We say that tame linear maps AX :

X → X and AY : Y → Y are compatible if LAX = AY L and AXM =MAY .

Definition 4.8. Let X be a tame Fréchet space with tame data (B,L,M).
We say that a tame linear map AX : X → X is compatible with the tame
data if there exists a bounded linear map AB : B → B such that AX is
compatible with the induced tame map AB : Σ(B) → Σ(B) defined naturally
by AB((fn)n) = (ABfn)n.

Example 4.9. In any tame Fréchet space X, the identity and zero maps
Id, 0 : X → X are compatible with the tame data. Indeed, simply take the
identity and zero maps Id, 0 : B → B.

Example 4.10. Let X be a tame direct summand of the Fréchet space Y ,
and suppose that AX : X → X and AY : Y → Y are compatible tame maps.
If Y is tame and AY is compatible with the tame data of Y , then AX is
compatible with the induced tame date of X (see Example 4.4).

Example 4.11. The product of two compatible maps is compatible with
respect to the tame structure of the product (see Example 4.5).

Example 4.12. Any map A ∈ O(n+ 1) induces a linear map

TA : C∞(Sn) → C∞(Sn),

simply by pre-composition with A. This map is clearly tame since it pre-
serves all the Ck norms. Let us verify that this map is compatible with
the tame data of C∞(Sn) (see Example 4.6). The map A determines a
bounded linear map on L1(R

n+1), also by pre-composition. We claim that
this map satisfies the condition for TA to be compatible with the tame data
of C∞(Sn). Indeed, this can be checked in a straightforward fashion, due
to the equivariance property, under the action of O(n + 1), of the Fourier

transform, of our choice of extension operator, and of the operators L̃ and
M̃ in (26).

The case of smooth functions on T1S
n ⊂ Rn+1 × Rn+1, which is also

important for our applications, is treated similarly.

Example 4.13. The tame Fréchet space C∞(T1S
n) is such that the natu-

ral action of any A ∈ O(n + 1) (namely, pre-composition with A × A) is
compatible with its tame data.
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In fact, consider the natural inclusion T1S
n ⊆ Rn+1 × Rn+1 = R2n+2. As

before, we have tame linear maps

L∞
1 (R2n+2, dx, log(1+|x|))

L̂
−→ Σ(L1(R

2n+2))
M̂
−→ L∞

1 (R2n+2, dx, log(1+|x|)),

with M̂L̂ = Id given by the same formula (26). Also, we have the Fourier
transform F and its inverse F−1 relating functions in C∞

0 (R2n+2) and in
L∞
1 (R2n+2, dx, log(1 + |x|). Finally, we define ρ̂ : C∞

0 (R2n+2) → C∞(T1S
n)

the restriction map, and ε̂ : C∞(T1S
n) → C∞

0 (R2n+2) the map that extends
a function as a constant along the normal lines of T1S

n ⊆ R2n+2, and then
multiplies the resulting function by the bump function ρ̂ given by ρ̂(x, y) =
ρ(x)ρ(y) for every x, y ∈ Rn+1, for ρ as in Example 4.6 (the support of
ρ must be taken smaller in order that the tubular neighborhood theorem
applies).

It is straightforward to check that C∞(T1S
n) is a tame Fréchet space with

tame date (L1(R
2n+2), L̂Fε̂, ρ̂F−1M̂).

Observe that every A ∈ O(n+ 1) determines a map

TA : C∞(T1S
n) → C∞(T1S

n),

(TAf)(x, y) := f(Ax,Ay).

As in the case of Sn, the natural map TA : L1(R
2n+2) → L1(R

2n+2), induced
by pre-composition with (A× A)(x, y) = (Ax,Ay), allows us to verify that
TA is compatible with the tame data of C∞(T1S

n).

The proof of Theorem 5.1 in [3], on which our main result Theorem 1.1
relies, is based on the concept of near-projection introduced in [19]. This is
a smooth tame map G : U ⊆ X → X, defined on an open subset U ⊆ X of
a tame Fréchet space X, that satisfies

(DG)x(G(x)− x) +Q(x){G(x) − x,G(x) − x} = 0 ∀x ∈ U, (27)

for some smooth tame map Q = Q(·){·, ·} : (U ⊂ X)×X ×X → X that is
linear in the last two coordinates. We call Q the associated quadratic form.

As shown in [19], (see the Theorem on page 26), the set of fixed points
Fix(G) of such map G is locally the set of fixed points of an actual smooth
tame projection P , that is, a tame map satisfying P 2 = P . We call it
the realizing projection. As will become clear from the construction, this
projection is not unique, it may depend on the tame data and on the choice
of smoothing operators.

The next theorem shows that the specific realizing projection constructed
by Hamilton satisfies an additional property. Namely, if a tame linear map
T is compatible with the tame data of X and commutes with the near-
projection G, then there exists a realizing projection that also commutes
with T .

Theorem 4.14. Let X be a tame Fréchet space and G : U ⊆ X → X be a
near-projection defined on an open neighborhood of 0 in X.

Then there exists an open neighborhood W ⊂ U of Fix(G) and a smooth
tame map P : W ⊆ X → W ⊆ X with the following properties: Fix(P ) =
Fix(G) ∩W , PP = P , P (0) = 0, and DP (0)u = u whenever DG(0)u = u.
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Moreover, if T : X → X is a tame linear map that is compatible with the
tame data of X and GT = TG on T−1(U) ∩ U then

PT = TP on T−1(W ) ∩W.

Proof. We review the proof of Hamilton’s Theorem on page 26 of [19], with
focus on checking the equivariance of P with respect to the compatible tame
linear map T : X → X that satisfies GT = TG on T−1(U) ∩ U .

Let (B,L,M) be the tame data of X and let T : B → B be the bounded
linear map such that LT = TL and MT = TM . Recall that L is injective,
M is surjective, and Σ(B) = L(X)⊕ ker(M).

We set U := L(U)⊕ ker(M) ⊆ Σ(B) and define the natural extension of
G, that is, the map G : U ⊆ Σ(B) → Σ(B) given by

G(L(x) + k) := LG(x), ∀x ∈ U, ∀k ∈ ker(M).

By construction, GL = LG and MG = GM . Moreover, Lx+ k ∈ U belongs
to Fix(G) if and only if k = 0 and LGx = Lx, which is equivalent to k = 0
and Gx = x, because L is injective. In other words, Fix(G) = L(Fix(G)).

We claim that the map G is a near-projection on the open set U =
M−1(U), with G(0) = 0. In fact, since G satisfies (27) for some associated
quadratic form Q : U ×X ×X → X, we can define the natural extension
of Q to Σ(B), that is, the map Q : U ×Σ(B)×Σ(B) → Σ(B), linear in the
last two variables, given by

Q(L(x0) + k0){L(x1) + k1, L(x2) + k2} = L(Q(x0){x1, x2}),

for all x0 ∈ U , x1, x2 ∈ X and k0, k1, k2 ∈ ker(M). Since, for x ∈ U and
k ∈ ker(M) we have G(L(x) + k)− (L(x)− k) = L(G(x)− x)− k, it follows
that

(DG)L(x)+k(G(L(x) + k)− L(x)− k) = L
(
(DG)x(G(x) − x)

)
,

and

Q(L(x) + k){G(L(x) + k)− L(x)− k,G(L(x) + k)− L(x)− k}

= L(Q(x){G(x) − x,G(x) − x}).

Adding up the two previous equations, we conclude thatG is a near-projection
with Q as its associated quadratic form. By construction, both G and Q are
smooth tame maps, and the claim is proven.

We also have

GT = T G on T
−1

(U) ∩ U.

In fact, for all k ∈ ker(M), MTk = TMk = 0, while for all x ∈ X,

TLx = LTx. Hence, for every x ∈ U and k ∈ ker(M), L(x)+k ∈ T
−1

(U)∩U
and

G(T (L(x) + k)) = G(L(Tx) + Tk) = LG(Tx)

= LTG(x) = TLG(x) = T G(L(x) + k).

Let s : R → R be a smooth map satisfying s(t) = 0 for t ≤ 0, s(t) = 1 for
t ≥ 1, and 0 ≤ s(t) ≤ 1 in between. For every t > 0, the smoothing operator
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St : Σ(B) → Σ(B) maps the sequence f = (fk) in Σ(B) to the sequence
St(f) = (St(f)k) where

St(f)k := s(log(t)− k)fk.

(Cf. [20], Part III, Section 1.4). Notice that St(fk) → (fk) as t→ ∞. Also,
they satisfy the estimates on page 28 of [19], for every t ≥ 1 and positive
integer ℓ ≤ m,

||St((fk))||m ≤ Ctm−ℓ+s||(fk)||ℓ,

||(I − St)((fk))||ℓ ≤ Ctℓ−m+s||(fk)||m,

for constants that C may depend on m and n and an integer s ≥ 2 that
depends only on the degree of the tame estimates of G and Q (compare with
Lemma 1.4.1 in [20], Part III, noticing that we took t ≥ 1).

Finally, it is clear from the definition that TSt = StT for every t.
Fix a real number t0 ≥ 3. Given x0 ∈ U ⊆ Σ(B), consider the algorithm

tn+1 := t3/2n ,

xn+1 := (I − Stn)xn + StnG(xn).

Notice that tn is increasing and divergent, and that xn is the constant se-
quence if x0 ∈ Fix(G). As proved in [19], pages 26-40, there exists an open
subset W ⊆ U with Fix(G) ⊆W , such that, for every x0 ∈W ,

P (x0) := lim
n→∞

xn,

is well defined and determines a smooth tame map P : W ⊆ X → W ⊆ X
such that P P = P and Fix(P ) = Fix(G) ∩W . Since the algorithm, for
every x0 = Lx0 + k ∈ U , defines the same sequence xn, n ≥ 1, for every
k ∈ Ker(M), we may take W of the form L(W ) ⊕ Ker(M) for the open
subset W = L−1(W ).

We claim that P T = T P on T
−1

(W )∩W . In fact, suppose that x0 ∈ U
is such that y0 := T (x0) ∈ U . Since GT = TG and StT = TSt for every
t, it is straightforward to check that the sequence {yn} that the algorithm
defines for the initial condition y0 is the sequence yn = T (xn), where {xn}
is the sequence the algorithm defines for the initial condition x0. Thus, by

definition of P and the continuity of T , whenever x0 ∈ W ∩ T
−1

(W ), we
have P T (x0) = Py0 = lim yn = limT (xn) = T (lim xn) = T P (x0).

The open subset W := L−1(W ) = M(W ) = U contains 0. Define P :=
MPL : W ⊆ X →W ⊆ X, which is a smooth tame map (as a composition
of smooth and tame maps).

In order to prove that PP = P and Fix(P ) = Fix(G) ∩W , it is enough
to check that Fix(G) ∩W = Fix(P ) = Im(P ).

By the definition of G, we deduce that Fix(G) ∩W = L(Fix(G) ∩W ).
Since Fix(G) ∩ W = Fix(P ) = Im(P ), we conclude in particular that
Im(P ) = L(Fix(G) ∩W ). Also, if x ∈W , then Lx ∈W and

G(x) = x ⇒ G(Lx) = Lx ⇒ P (Lx) = Lx ⇒ Px =MP (Lx) =MLx = x,
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so that Fix(G) ∩W ⊆ Fix(P ). Finally,

Fix(P ) ⊆ Im(P ) =MPL(W ) ⊆M(Im(P ))

=ML(Fix(G) ∩W ) = Fix(G) ∩W.

Thus Fix(P ) = Im(P ) = Fix(G) ∩W , as claimed.
We have G(0) = 0, and the algorithm starting at x0 = 0 clearly converges

to 0. Thus P (0) =MPL(0) = 0. Similarly, as in [19] pages 37-38, and using
ML = Id, we can check that

DG(0) · u = u ⇒ DG(0) · Lu = Lu ⇒ DP (0) · Lu = Lu ⇒ DP (0) · u = u.

Finally, the compatibility of T implies that,

PT =MPLT =MP TL =MT PL = TMPL = TP

on T−1(W ) ∩W , as we wanted to show. �

Using Theorem 4.14, we prove the equivariant version of Theorem 3.3.1.
in Part III of [20] (compare Theorem 5.1 in [3]).

Theorem 4.15. Let F and H be tame Fréchet spaces and let Λ be a smooth
tame map defined on an open set U ⊆ F containing the origin,

Λ : U ⊆ F → H,

with Λ(0) = 0. Suppose there exists a smooth tame map V (f)h linear in h,

V : U ×H → F,

and a smooth tame map Q(f){h, k} bilinear in h and k,

Q : U ×H ×H → H,

such that, for all f ∈ U and all h ∈ H,

DΛ(f)V (f)h = h+Q(f){Λ(f), h}.

Then there exists a neighborhood W ⊆ U with 0 ∈ W , and a smooth tame
map

Γ : KerDΛ(0) ∩W → Λ−1(0),

such that

Γ(0) = 0 and DΓ(0)v = v for every v ∈ Ker(DΛ(0)).

If, moreover, there exist tame linear maps TF : F → F and TH : H → H
that are compatible with the respective tame data and are such that

ΛTF = THΛ on T−1
F (W ) ∩W

and

V (TF × TH) = TFV on (TF × TH)
−1(W ×H) ∩W ×H.

then the map Γ also satisfies

ΓTF = TFΓ on KerDΛ(0) ∩ T−1
F (W ) ∩W.
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Proof. According to the proof of the aforementioned Theorem 3.3.1 in [20]
(see [3], Theorem 5.1), the smooth tame map

G : (U ⊂ F )×H → F ×H

given by

G(f, h) = (f − V (f)Λ(f), h− Λ(f))

is a near-projection, so that, for every x = (f, g) ∈ U ×H,

DG(x) · (G(x) − x) + Q̃(x) · {G(x)− x,G(x) − x} = 0

for the smooth tame map

Q̃ : (U ⊂ F )×H × (F ×H)× (F ×H) → F ×H

given by

Q̃(f, h) · {(ã, c̃), (a, c)}=

− ([DV (f) · {ã}] · {c}+ V (f)Q(f) · {c̃, c}, Q(f) · {c̃, c}) .

It is then straightforward to check that the compatible maps TF and TH are
such that

G(TF × TH) = (TF × TH)G on (TF × TH)
−1(U ×H) ∩ U ×H.

Notice that, also by construction, G(f, h) = (f, h) if and only if Λ(f) = 0.
In other words,

Λ−1(0) ∩ U = πF (Fix(G)),

where πF : F ×H → F is the standard projection.
By Theorem 4.14, there exits a smooth tame map

P : W̃ ⊂ (F ×H) → W̃ ⊆ (F ×H),

defined on an open neighborhood of the origin W̃ ⊂ U×H, that is a realizing
projection P = PP with P (0) = 0, DP (0) · u = u whenever DG(0) · u = u,
and

P (TF × TH) = (TF × TH)P on W̃ ∩ (TF × TH)
−1(W̃ ).

Finally, letting W = πF (W̃ ) ⊂ F and

Γ : Ker(DΛ(0)) ∩W → F

be defined by

Γ(f) = πF (P (f, 0)),

we obtain the map Γ with all the desired properties including the equivari-
ance, because, for every f ∈ Ker(DΛ(0)) ∩W ∩ T−1

F (W ),

Γ(TF (f)) = πF (P (TF f, 0)) = πF (P (TF × TH)(f, 0))

= πF ((TF × TH)P (f, 0)) = TFπF (P (f, 0)) = TFΓ(f).

�
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4.2. Applications. The main ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1 was
Theorem 5.1 of [3] (which is Theorem 3.2.1. in Part III of [20]). In the last
section, we extended that result, with the help of the notion of compatible
maps, so that we can now verify equivariance with respect to suitable tame
maps (see Theorem 4.15). This has laid down the path towards the proofs
of Theorems 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, and 1.5.

In our setup, the key step is to check the compatibility and equivariance
with respect to the natural action of O(n+ 1).

Let Λ : U ⊆ F → H be the smooth tame map defined in (21), defined on
an open neighborhood of 0 in the tame Fréchet space F and taking values
on the tame Fréchet space H.

Lemma 4.16. We can choose the tame data for the Fréchet spaces F and
H in (20) in such a way that the natural action of every A ∈ O(n + 1) is
compatible with their tame data.

Proof. According to Examples 4.12 and 4.13, the action of every A ∈ O(n+
1) is compatible with the chosen tame data of C∞(Sn) and C∞(T1S

n). We
will show that the spaces C∞

0 (RPn) and C∞
0,odd(T1S

n) are tame direct sum-

mands of C∞(Sn) and C∞(T1S
n), respectively. Choosing their tame data as

in Example 4.4, and the tame data of the Cartesian products F and H as in
Example 4.5, the compatibility with the natural action of every A ∈ O(n+1)
will follow immediately (see Examples 4.10 and 4.11).

Let i0 : C∞
0 (RPn) → C∞(RPn) be the inclusion and p0 : C∞(RPn) →

C∞
0 (RPn) be the tame linear map given by

p0(f) = f −
1

Vol(RPn)

∫

RPn
f(σ)dAcan(σ).

Since p0i0 = Id, C∞
0 (RPn) is a tame direct summand of C∞(RPn).

On the other hand, let π∗ : C∞(RPn) → C∞(Sn) be the pull-back of the
canonical projection π : Sn → RPn, and p1 : C

∞(Sn) → C∞(RPn) the tame
linear map given by

(
p1(f)

)
([v]) =

1

2
(f(v) + f(−v)), ∀[v] ∈ RPn.

Since p1π
∗ = Id, C∞(RPn) is a tame direct summand of C∞(Sn).

Hence, C∞
0 (RP) is a tame direct summand of C∞(Sn) and has induced

tame data as in Example 4.4. Moreover, the natural action of every A ∈
O(n + 1) in each space C∞

0 (RP) and C∞(Sn) is compatible in the sense of
Definition 4.7. Therefore, this action is compatible with the induced tame
data of C∞

0 (RPn) (by Example 4.10).
The space C∞

0,odd(T1S
n) is treated similarly. Let k : C∞

0,odd(T1S
n) →

C∞(T1S
n) be the inclusion map, and consider the map q : C∞(T1S

n) →
C∞
0,odd(T1S

n) given by the composition of the tame linear maps

C∞(T1S
n) → C∞

∗,odd(T1S
n)

Φ 7→
1

2
(Φ(·, ·) − Φ(·,−·)),
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and (recall (19))

C∞
∗,odd(T1S

n) → C∞
0,odd(T1S

n)

Φ 7→ Φ− jCΦ.

Since that qk = Id, C∞
0,odd(T1S

n) is a tame direct summand of C∞(T1S
n).

The natural action on both spaces of each A ∈ O(n + 1) is compatible.
Therefore, it is also compatible with the induced tame data of C∞

0,odd(T1S
n)

(see Example 4.10). �

This tame data for F and H is fixed once and for all.

Lemma 4.17. The tame maps Λ and V in Theorem 3.7 are equivariant
with respect to the natural action of any A ∈ O(n+ 1).

Proof. A straightforward computation shows the compatibility of the natu-
ral action of any A ∈ O(n+1) with all maps involved in the definition of Λ
and V . Thus, ΛA = AΛ and V A = AV on U (which can be itself chosen to
be invariant under every action by an element of O(n+ 1), since the action
preserves Ck norms of functions in C∞(Sn) and C∞(T1S

n) and we may take
U as a sufficiently small ball around the origin in the C3n+4 norm). �

Proposition 4.18. In the context of Theorem 1.1 and its proof, take A ∈
O(n+ 1) and consider the maps f and f = fA ∈ C∞

odd(S
n). Then

Aιt = ιtA, A∗gt = gt and AΣv(Φt) = ΣAv(Φt),

Proof. Given f ∈ C∞
odd(S

n), let φ = φ(f) ∈ C∞
0,odd(T1S

n) be the unique

function such that (f, φ) ∈ ker(DΛ)(0, 0) (see Proposition 3.8). That is, for
each v ∈ Sn, φ(f)v is the unique solution of (23) that is L2-orthogonal to
the linear functions of Σv. For every A ∈ O(n + 1), it is straightforward to
check that, given f = fA, then φ := φA is such that (f, φ) ∈ ker(DΛ)(0, 0),
that is, φ = φ(f).

By virtue of Lemma 4.16 and Lemma 4.17, the abstract Theorem 4.15
can be applied to the maps Λ and V . Thus, the map Γ is equivariant with
respect to the natural action of every A ∈ O(n+ 1).

This means that, if (ψt,Φt) = Γ(t(f, φ(f))) are the maps that determine
the metrics gt ∈ Z and the Zoll families {Σσ(Φt)} associated to the initial
data (f, φ), then

(ψt,Φt) := Γ(t(f , φ)) = Γ(t(f, φ) ◦A)

= Γ(t(f, φ)) ◦ A = (ψt,Φt) ◦A = (ψtA,ΦtA).

The equality ψt = ψtA has an intuitive geometric interpretation. If we
pre-compose the initial condition f by A ∈ O(n + 1), then the embedding
ιt constructed in Theorem 1.1 for the initial condition f = fA is related to
the embedding ιt associated with the initial condition f by Aιt = ιtA. It
follows that the metrics induced on Sn are related by gt = A∗gt.

The equality Φt = ΦtA also has an intuitive meaning. In fact,

A(Σv(Φt)) = {cos(Φt(x, v)Ax + sin(Φt(x, v))Av |x ∈ Σv}

= {cos(Φt(Ax,Av)Ax + sin(Φt(Ax,Av))Av |x ∈ Σv} = ΣAv(Φt).

�
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An immediate consequence is the following:

Corollary 4.19. Under the conditions of Proposition 4.18, every element
of

Gf = {A ∈ O(n+ 1) | fA = f}

maps ιt(S
n) ⊂ Rn+1 into itself, and maps members of the Zoll family of

this hypersurface into members of the Zoll family. In particular, Gf can be
identified with a closed Lie subgroup of the isometry group of ιt(S

n).

Proof. According to Proposition 4.18, in the particular case where f = f ,
that is, if A ∈ Gf , we have

Aιt = ιtA, A∗gt = gt and Aιt(Σv(Φt)) = ιt(AΣv(Φt)) = ιt(ΣAv(Φt)).

The result follows. �

Remark 4.20. As the reader will notice, the same arguments, with minor
notational changes, shows that Theorem A in [3] also has an equivariant
counterpart, and therefore a statement analogous to Corollary 4.19 holds.
We will discuss this further in Appendix C.

To finish this section, let us give another application of Theorem 4.15, in
the context of Theorem E of [3], and prove Theorem 1.5.

Given a closed manifold M , denote by Sym2(M) →M the vector bundle
of symmetric two-tensors on M . Also, if E → M is a vector bundle, we
denote by Γ(E) the set of its smooth sections. According to [20], Part II,
Corollary 1.3.9, Γ(E) is a tame Fréchet space. Let us make explicit the tame
data of this space for Γ(Sym2(S

n)).

Lemma 4.21. We can choose tame data for Γ(Sym2(S
n)) in such a way

that the action of every A ∈ O(n + 1) via pull-back is compatible with the
tame data.

Proof. Let S2 be the set of bilinear and symmetric maps on Rn+1, S2 is
a vector space of dimension (n + 1)(n + 2)/2. Observe that if (B,L,M)
is the tame data of C∞(Sn) (see Example 4.6), then the tensor product
C∞(S2)⊗ S2 has tame data (B ⊗ S2, L⊗ Id,M ⊗ Id).

Recall that the pre-composition by A ∈ O(n + 1), say TA : C∞(Sn) →
C∞(Sn), is compatible with the tame data of C∞(Sn) (see Example 4.12), so
let T : B → B be the map that induces the compatibility. A straightforward
computation shows that TA⊗A

∗ : C∞(Sn)⊗S2 → C∞(Sn)⊗S2 is compatible
with the tame data by considering the operator T ⊗A∗ : B ⊗ S2 → B ⊗ S2.
Observe that if i : Sn → Rn+1 is the natural inclusion, then C∞(Sn) ⊗ S2
is naturally identifiable with Γ(i∗(Sym2(R

n+1))), and the map TA ⊗ A∗ is
simply the action of A∗ in this space.

If N is the outward-pointing unit normal vector of Sn then it is not
difficult to show that

Γ(i∗(Sym2(R
n+1))) → Γ(Sym2(S

n))⊕ Γ(i∗(Ω1(Rn+1)))

T 7→
(
T |TSn×TSn , T (N, ·)

)
,

is a tame isomorphism of tame Fréchet spaces. This shows immediately that
Γ(Sym2(S

n)) is a tame direct summand of Γ(i∗(Sym2(R
n+1)). Moreover,

it is straightforward to verify that the action of A (by pull-back) on each
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space is compatible (in the sense of Definition 4.7). Examples 4.4 and 4.10
give the desired tame data for Γ(Sym2(S

n)). �

The maps Λ and V described in Section 9.5 of [3] are equivariant with
respect to the action of every A ∈ O(n+1), as can be checked in a straight-
forward fashion. Thus, applying Theorem 4.15, we obtain similar corollaries
about the metrics in Z constructed by the proof of Theorem E in [3]. In
particular, if the initial condition in Theorem E in [3] is a smooth divergence-
free symmetric two-tensor h that has a stabilizer group G ⊆ O(n+ 1), then
the one-parameter metrics induced by this initial condition are fixed by the
action of G, and the members of the corresponding Zoll families of minimal
spheres are permuted by the action of G.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let A := −Id ∈ O(n+1). Every smooth divergence-
free, traceless symmetric two-tensor h on (RPn, can) lifts to a smooth diver-
gence-free, traceless symmetric two-tensor h on (Sn, can) such that A∗h = h.
By the equivariance of the map Γ constructed in the proof of Theorem
E of [3], we conclude that the metrics gt ∈ Z constructed therein satisfy
A∗gt = gt (as long as we use the tame data described in Lemma 4.21 for
Γ(Sym2(S

n))). Moreover, similar to how it was argued in Proposition 4.18,

for every member Σ
t
[v], [v] ∈ RPn, of the Zoll family of (Sn, gt), one can

check that
A(Σ

t
[v]) = Σ

t
[Av] = Σ

t
[−v] = Σ

t
[v].

Passing to the quotient, we obtain a smooth one-parameter family of metrics
gt on RPn, with ġt = can+ht+o(t) as t goes to zero, and, for each parameter
t, a Zoll family of embedded minimal real projective hyperplanes Σtσ :=

Σ
t
σ/{±Id} in (RPn, gt), parametrized by RPn. �

Remark 4.22. Let K ⊂ Z be the space of metrics on RPn with minimal
linear real projective hyperplanes, and K0 ⊂ K be the subset consisting
of those metrics with the same volume as can. Let K2 be the space of
Killing symmetric two-tensors in (RPn, can), and K2,n ⊂ K2 be the subset
consisting of those with trcank = n. A symmetric two-tensor k belongs to
K2 if and only if ∇cank(X,X,X) = 0 for every tangent vector field X. As
a consequence, 2divcank + dtrcank = 0 for all k ∈ K2, and every k ∈ K2,n is
divergence-free.

Differentiating the correspondence k ∈ {k ∈ K2 | k > 0} 7→ gk ∈ K
described in [3], Proposition 9.8, along the path (1 − t)can + tk ∈ K2,n, for
arbitrary k ∈ K2,n, one checks that the tangent space of K0 at can is the set
of divergence-free traceless symmetric two-tensors of the form h = k − can,
k ∈ K2,n. It is also straightforward to compute that, for every k ∈ K2,

∆cank + 2n

(
k −

trcank

n
can

)
= Hesscan(trcank),

so that the tensors h = k− can ∈ TcanK0 with k ∈ K2,n lie in an eigenspace
of the (rough) Laplace operator ∆can acting on symmetric two-tensors of
(RPn, can).

Thus, the infinitesimal directions of variations in Z corresponding to vari-
ations within K0 that start at can constitute a finite dimensional space. Any
non-trivial divergence-free, traceless symmetric two-tensor h on (RPn, g)
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that is L2-orthogonal to TcanK0 (say, any other eigentensor of the Laplace
operator in the space of divergence-free traceless symmetric two tensors, see
[10]) generates metrics in Z \ K via Theorem 1.5. Actually, even more is
true: by Ebin’s slice theorem, which constructs a slice for the action of the
diffeomorphism group on the space of Riemannian metrics near can whose
tangent space at can is precisely the space of divergence-free symmetric two-
tensors with respect to can, the L2-orthogonality of h to TcanK0 implies that
metrics gt generated by such h are not isometric to any metric on K (see [8],
Section 3).

4.3. Computation of the isometry group. According to Corollary 4.19,
for any f ∈ C∞

odd(S
n), every element A of the stabilizer group

Gf := {R ∈ O(n+ 1) : fR = f},

maps ιt(S
n) into ιt(S

n). Since A is an isometry of Rn+1, the restriction of
A to ιt(S

n) is an isometry of ιt(S
n) with respect to the induced metric of

Rn+1.
Denote by Gt the isometry group of ιt(S

n). While we have seen that
Gf ⊆ Gt (here, we do a minor abuse of notation and identify A ∈ Gf with
its restriction to ιt(S

n)), our next aim is to prove that Gf = Gt for every
sufficiently small t, as soon as f is L2-orthogonal to the linear functions.
This is what remains to prove Theorem 1.2.

It is useful to keep in mind another identification. The radial perturbation
ιt : Sn → ιt(S

n) induces an abstract metric gt on Sn. Sometimes, it is

convenient to consider the group Ĝt := Iso(Sn, gt), which is conjugate to Ĝt,

with Gt = ιtĜtι
−1
t . Since A = ι−1

t Aιt (see Corollary (4.19)), also abusing

notation, we will sometimes think of Gf as a subgroup of Ĝt.
The first observation is that every intrinsic isometry of ιt(S

n) (and not
only those in Gf ) is the restriction of an extrinsic isometry of Rn+1.

Lemma 4.23. Assume that t is sufficiently small. For every T ∈ Gt there
exists T̃ ∈ Iso(Rn+1) with T̃ |ιt(Sn) = T .

Proof. Let ĵ = ĵt be an intrinsic isometry of (Sn, gt) = Ĝt. Then, we

have two isometric immersions of (Sn, gt) into Rn+1, namely, ιt and ιt ◦ ĵ.

We claim that, as soon as t is sufficiently small, there exists T̃ = T̃t ∈
Iso(Rn+1) such that T̃ ◦ ιt = ιt ◦ ĵ. Indeed, for n = 2, the claim is a
consequence of the Cohn-Vossen rigidity theorem for ovaloids [12], since
ιt(S

2) is an embedded surface with positive Gaussian curvature for t small
enough. Similarly, in dimensions n > 2, the claim follows from the results
of rigidity for compact hypersurfaces with positive sectional curvature; see
[13], Theorem 13.2. Since every element of Gt is of the form ιtĵι

−1
t for some

ĵ ∈ Ĝt, the conclusion follows. �

Lemma 4.23 implies that, as soon as t is sufficiently small, we can do
another identification and regard Gt as the set of all isometries T of Rn+1

that map ιt(S
n) into itself. Thus, for every T ∈ Gt there exist uniquely

determined A ∈ O(n + 1) and v ∈ Rn+1 such that Tx = Ax + v for every
x ∈ Rn+1.
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Let C∞
odd,0(S

n) ⊆ C∞
odd(S

n) be the subset of smooth odd maps of Sn that

are L2-orthogonal to all linear maps. We continue our analysis assuming
that f ∈ C∞

odd,0(S
n).

Lemma 4.24. Let f ∈ C∞
odd,0(S

n). Given tk → 0, let Tk ∈ Gtk ⊆ Iso(Rn+1)
be written as

Tk(x) = Ak(x) + vk

for Ak ∈ O(n + 1) and vk ∈ Rn+1. If limk Ak = A ∈ O(n + 1) exists, then
limk vk = 0 and lim Tk = A ∈ Gf .

Proof. Write Sk := ιtk(S
n) ⊆ Rn+1. We may assume that all Sk lie within a

closed ball of radius 2 centered at the origin in Rn+1. Hence, the sequence
{vk} is bounded in Rn+1, and therefore every subsequence has a converging
subsequence lim vtm = v ∈ Rn+1. We claim that v = 0. In fact, by the
hypothesis on Ak, the maps Tkm : x 7→ Akmx + vkm converge to the map
T : x 7→ Tx = Ax + v ∈ Iso(Rn+1). Since Tkm(Skm) = Skm, by passing to
the limit we conclude that T maps Sn onto Sn, so that it is an element of
O(n + 1). Therefore v = 0, as claimed. This shows that every subsequence
of {vk} has a subsequence converging to zero. It follows that lim vk = 0.

Therefore, Tk ∈ Gtk converges to A ∈ O(n+ 1). It remains to prove that
A ∈ Gf .

Let Hk : Sn → R be the mean curvature function of Sk, that is, Hk(x) is
the mean curvature of Sk at the point ιtk(x). By Lemma 5.9 of the Appendix,
we have

lim
k→∞

(Hk(x)− n

tk

)
= −∆f(x)− nf(x), ∀x ∈ Sn. (28)

Let T̂k = ι−1
tk
Tkιtk ∈ Ĝt. By virtue of Lemma 4.23, the mean curvature

Hk(x) coincides with the mean curvature Hk(T̂k(x)), for every x ∈ Sn.

Claim: For every x ∈ Sn, lim
(
Hk(T̂k(x))−Hk(A(x))

tk

)
= 0.

Assuming the claim, and using (28) at the points x, A(x) ∈ Sn, we obtain

−∆f(x)− nf(x) = lim
k→∞

(Hk(Tk(x)) − n

tk

)

= lim
k→∞

(Hk(Tk(x))−Hk(A(x)) +Hk(A(x)) − n

tk

)

= −∆f(A(x))− nf(A(X)) = −∆fA(x)− nfA(x),

where fA = f ◦ A (here we used that A is an isometry of (Sn, can)). Since
x is arbitrary, it follows that (f − fA) belongs to the kernel of ∆ + n on
(Sn, can), that is, the set of linear functions restricted to Sn. This set and its
L2-orthogonal complement, are invariant by the action of O(n + 1). Since,
by hypothesis, f is L2-orthogonal to all linear functions, we conclude that
fA has the same property. But then f−fA must vanish identically. In other
words, A ∈ Gf , as we wanted to show.

Let us now prove the Claim. Given x ∈ Sn, denote by dk the distance
in (Sn, can) between A(x) and T̂k(x). Clearly, lim dk = 0. Consider the
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normalized geodesic γ(s) = γk(s) of (S
n, can) with γ(0) = A(x) and γ(dk) =

T̂k(x).
Let H(t, x) = Ht(x) be the smooth function that computes the mean

curvature of ιt(S
n) at the point x. Since the mean curvature of Sn = ι0(S

n)
is constant and equal to n, the Taylor expansion of the function h(t, s) =
H(t, γ(s)) centered at (0, 0) up to second-order gives

Htk(T̂k(x)) = h(tk, dk)

= n−
(
(∆f)(Ax) + nf(Ax)

)
tk +

1

2
∂t∂th(θtk, θdk)t

2
k

+ ∂t∂sh(θtk, θdk)tkdk +
1

2
∂s∂sh(θtk, θdk)d

2
k,

for some θ = θk ∈ (0, 1). Moreover, as ∂s∂sh(0, s) ≡ 0, there exist constants
C and ε > 0 such that

|∂s∂sh(t, s)| ≤ C|t| ∀x ∈ Sn, ∀t ∈ [−ε, ε]. (29)

Hence, as k → ∞, (tk, dk) → (0, 0) and

Htk(T̂k(x)) = n−
(
(∆f)(Ax) + nf(Ax)

)
tk + o(tk).

Similarly, the Taylor expansion at 0 for the function g(t) = H(t, Ax) gives

Htk(Ax) = g(tk) = n−
(
(∆f)(Ax) + nf(Ax)

)
tk + o(tk)

when k → ∞. By comparing the two expansions, the claim is proven. �

We choose, once and for all, an inner product in Lie(Iso(Rn+1)), and
denote by exp the exponential map of Lie(Iso(Rn+1)) into Iso(Rn+1). The
next Lemma shows that the connected components of Gf and Gt are equal,
as soon as t is sufficiently small.

Lemma 4.25. If f ∈ C∞
odd,0(S

n) then Lie(Gf ) = Lie(Gt) for any sufficiently
small t 6= 0.

Proof. By Corollary 4.19, we have Gf ⊆ Gt, so that Lie(Gf ) ⊆ Lie(Gt) ⊆
Lie(Iso(Rn+1)) for all t.

Suppose, by contradiction, that there exists a sequence tk → 0 such that
Lie(Gf ) ( Lie(Gtk ) for every k. Then there exists wk ∈ Lie(Gk)∩Lie(Gf )

⊥

with |wk| = 1. After passing to a subsequence, we may assume that wk
converges to a unit vector w ∈ Lie(Gf )

⊥. Fix s ∈ R. The sequence Tk =
exp(swk) ∈ Gk is a sequence of isometries of Rn+1 mapping Sk into itself
that converges to A = exp(sw), an isometry of Rn+1 that maps Sn into
itself. Thus A ∈ O(n + 1). By Lemma 4.24, possibly after passing to a
further subsequence, we conclude that exp(sw) = A = lim Tk ∈ Gf . Since s
is arbitrary, w ∈ Lie(Gf ), a contradiction. �

Combining Lemmas 4.23, 4.24 and 4.25, we prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assume, by contradiction, that there exists a se-
quence tk → 0 with Gk := Gtk 6= Gf . By Lemma 4.23, since Gf ⊆ Gk ⊂
Isom(Rn+1) for every k, in this case there exists Tk ∈ Gk \ Gf of the form
Tk(x) = Ak(x) + vk, where Ak ∈ O(n+ 1) and vk ∈ Rn+1.

After passing to a subsequence, we may assume that limAk = A ∈ O(n+
1). By Lemma 4.24, we conclude that lim vk = 0 and limTk = A ∈ Gf ⊆ Gk.
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Thus, and since Tk ∈ Gk \ Gf , we have that A−1Tk ∈ Gk \ Gf forms a
sequence that converges to the identity map. In other words, by changing
Tk for A−1Tk, we can assume that our sequence Tk is such that limAk = Id
and lim vk = 0.

We claim that Ak /∈ Gf for all k. In fact, if not, then the composition

TkA
−1
k (which is just the translation by vk) is also an element of Gk. Since

Gk consists of maps that preserve a compact hypersurface of Rn+1, this is
possible only if vk = 0. Otherwise, the iterates would eventually move the
hypersurface outside the ball that contains it. But in this case Tk = Ak ∈
Gf , a contradiction. This proves the claim.

Consider the decomposition Lie(SO(n+1)) = Lie(Gf )⊕Lie(Gf )
⊥, with

respect to the chosen inner product on Lie(Iso(Rn+1)). Recall that exp
denotes the exponential map of Lie(Iso(Rn+1)) (which is a matrix group
when seen inside the affine group). We have exp(Lie(SO(n+1))) = SO(n+
1). The map

F : Lie(Gf )× Lie(Gf )
⊥ → SO(n+ 1)

(u,w) 7→ exp(u) exp(w),

has derivative equal to the identity at (0, 0), and therefore is a local diffeo-
morphism between a neighborhood of (0, 0) and a neighborhood of F (0, 0) =
Id. Since limAk = Id, Ak eventually lies in this small neighborhood.

By Lemma 4.25, Lie(Gf ) = Lie(Gk) for sufficiently large k. It follows
that, for all sufficiently large k, we have Ak = gk exp(skwk), where gk ∈ Gf ∩
SO(n+1) ⊂ Gk ∩ SO(n+1) lies in a sufficiently small neighborhood of Id,
wk ∈ Lie(Gf )

⊥ is a unit vector, sk 6= 0 is such that skwk lies in a sufficiently

small neighborhood of zero in Lie(Gf )
⊥, and exp(skωk) ∈ SO(n+ 1) \Gf .

Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that gk converges in the compact
group Gf , the unit vectors wk converge to a unit w ∈ Lie(Gf )

⊥, and the
small numbers sk converge to some number. In fact, since Ak → Id, we
have sk → 0.

Let T k = g−1
k Tk ∈ Gk, Ak = exp(skwk) and vk = g−1

k vk. Since Ak → Id,

by Lemma 4.24, vk → 0 and limT k = limAk = Id. Notice again that
Ak /∈ Gf for any k sufficiently large.

Given any t ∈ R, let nk ∈ Z be a sequence such that limnksk = t. For
the iterates T

nk
k ∈ Gk, we can find ṽnk ∈ Rn+1 such that

T
nk
k (x) = A

nk
k (x) + ṽnk = exp(nkskwk)x+ ṽnk .

Since T
nk
k ∈ Gk and

limA
nk
k = lim exp(nkskwk) = exp(tw),

we conclude, again by Lemma 4.24, that ṽnk → 0 and exp(tw) = lim T
nk
k ∈

Gf . Since t is arbitrary, differentiation along the path t 7→ exp(tw) at zero
gives w ∈ Lie(Gf ). And this is the final contradiction. �

To finish this section, we prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let f be any smooth non-zero odd function on Sn,
orthogonal to the linear functions, that depends only on the last coordinate
xn+1 (for instance, a zonal spherical harmonic of odd degree > 1). Then
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Gf contains a copy of O(n), consisting of maps of the form (x′, xn+1) 7→
(Rx′, xn+1), R ∈ O(n). In this case, Lemma 4.26 below shows that Gf =
O(n) since f is non-constant.

By Theorem 1.2, f generates a smooth one-parameter family of embed-
dings of Sn in Rn+1, each invariant by the above horizontal action of O(n),
and each containing a Zoll family of codimension one embedded minimal
spheres {Σσ}, σ ∈ RPn, such that A(Σ[v]) = Σ[Av] for every [v] ∈ RPn and
every A ∈ O(n). �

Lemma 4.26. Let G ⊆ O(n + 1) be a closed subgroup with −Id /∈ G and
O(n) ⊆ G, where O(n) ⊆ O(n+1) acts trivially in the last canonical vector
en+1 and naturally in its orthogonal complement. Then G = O(n).

Proof. For simplicity, we prove this for n = 2, but the proof works in any
dimension. In this case, the Lie algebra Lie(O(2)) consists of antisymmetric
matrices with the last row and column being zero.

Observe that G is a Lie subgroup of O(3) as it is closed. In particular,
Lie(O(2)) ⊆ Lie(G) ⊆ Lie(O(3)). We also consider in Lie(O(3)) the inner
product tr(ABt).

If Lie(G) 6= Lie(O(2)) then we can take, possible after an orthogonal
change of variables, X ∈ Lie(G) ∩ Lie(O(2))⊥ of the form

X =




0 0 1
0 0 0
−1 0 0


 .

In this case, we easily verify that [Lie(O(2)),X] + span{X} has dimension
3, so Lie(G) = Lie(O(3)), which shows that G = SO(3) since −Id /∈ G.
But in this case O(2) is not contained in G, a contradiction.

On the other hand, if Lie(G) = Lie(O(2)) then the adjoint map Adg(T ) =
g−1Tg satisfies Adg(Lie(O(2)) ⊆ Lie(O(2)) for any g ∈ G. This condition
implies that e3 is an eigenvector of g ∈ G. Observe that we cannot have
ge3 = −e3 since in this case there exists T ∈ O(2) ⊆ G such that −Id =
Tg ∈ G, which is a contradiction. Hence, ge3 = e3 for any g ∈ G, and this
shows that G ⊆ O(2). �

5. Zoll metrics on S2 with discrete group of isometries

Theorem 1.2 reduces the problem of deciding which Lie subgroups of
O(n + 1) can appear as the isometry group of the metrics constructed by
Theorem 1.1 to a purely algebraic problem. In this section, we solve this
problem completely in dimension n = 2 (see Theorem 5.1 and Remark 5.6
below).

A consequence of Green’s Theorem [17] is that no isometry group of a
non-round Zoll metric on S2 contains the antipodal map. The main result
of this section is:

Theorem 5.1. Let G be a finite subgroup of O(3) with −Id /∈ G. Then
there exists an odd smooth function f : S2 → R orthogonal to the linear
maps and such that Gf = G.

As the proof of Theorem 5.1 will be based on the classification of finite
subgroups of O(3), we start by recalling it.
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Two subgroups G1, G2 ⊆ O(3) are said to be conjugate if there exists
T ∈ O(3) such that G2 = T−1G1T . This notion defines an equivalence
relation among subgroups of O(3). Since, for every T ∈ O(3) and every
f ∈ C∞(S2), we have GfT = T−1GfT , it is enough to prove Theorem 1.4
for a representative of every conjugacy class of finite subgroups of O(3).

The conjugacy classes of finite subgroups of O(3) are well understood.
We present below the list of representatives of all these classes (for a proof,
see, for example, the Appendix of [28]).

Any conjugacy class is represented by one and only one element of one
of three families: Type I, II, and III. The first family corresponds to the
finite subgroups of SO(3). The list of representatives of each conjugacy class
of Type I is the following:

(1) The trivial group {Id};
(2) The cyclic group Zn, n > 1, generated by the map (z, t) ∈ C×R 7→

(ζnz, t) where ζn = e
2πi
n ;

(3) The dihedral group Dn, generated by the cyclic group Zn described
in the previous item and by the map (z, t) 7→ (z,−t);

(4) The group of orientation-preserving isometries of a regular tetrahe-
dron centered at 0, known as the tetrahedral group T ;

(5) The group of orientation-preserving isometries of a regular octahe-
dron centered at 0, known as the octahedral group O;

(6) The group of orientation-preserving isometries of a regular icosahe-
dron centered at 0, known as the icosahedral group I.

Clearly, (2) and (3) comprise representatives of infinitely many different
classes each.

The order of the groups above are

|{Id}| = 1, |Zn| = n, |Dn| = 2n, |T | = 12, |O| = 24, and |I| = 60.

A subgroup G̃ ⊆ O(3) is of Type II when it is generated by a group G of
Type I and by the map −Id. This family is not important to us.

Finally, the groups of Type III are obtained from the groups of Type I by
the following algebraic procedure. Given two finite subgroups G1 ⊆ G2 ⊆
SO(3) with |G2| = 2|G1|, then

G1[G2 := {T ∈ O(3) |T ∈ G1 or −T ∈ G2 \G1}

is a group of order |G1[G2| = |G2|. Using this notation, the list of represen-
tatives of the conjugacy classes of Type III is

{Id}[Z2, T [O, Zn[Z2n, Zn[Dn, and Dn[D2n.

The last there comprise representatives of infinitely many different classes
each.

In order to prove Theorem 5.1, we will exhibit, for each of the above
subgroups G ⊂ O(3) of Type I and III, a polynomial P = PG in R3 that is
a sum of homogeneous harmonic polynomials of odd degree > 1, such that

GP := {T ∈ O(3) |PT = P} = G.

Then, the restriction p := P |S2 is a sum of eigenfunctions of ∆can of odd
degree bigger than one. In particular, p is orthogonal to the first eigenspace
of ∆can, that is, the set of (restrictions to S2 of) linear maps.
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Since Gp = GP = G, a direct application of Theorem 1.2 proves the
existence of Zoll spheres in R3 whose groups of isometries are exactly G, as
we wanted.

Before we perform the case-by-case analysis, let us state a useful elemen-
tary lemma, which will be used repeatedly without further comment.

Lemma 5.2. If P =
∑k

i=1 Pk is the sum of homogeneous polynomials of
different degrees, then

GP = GP1
∩ . . . ∩GPn .

Proof. The proof is a straightforward induction starting from the case k = 2,
which we prove as follows. Since it is clear that GP1

∩GP2
⊆ GP , let T ∈ GP .

Then

P1(x)− P1(T (x)) = P2((T (x)) − P2(x),

which is an equality of homogeneous polynomials of different degrees. Hence

P1(x)− P1(T (x)) = 0 = P2((T (x))− P2(x),

which implies that T ∈ GP1
∩GP2

, as we wanted to show. �

5.1. Symmetries of Type III. We identify R3 ≃ C × R and use coordi-

nates (z, t) ∈ C× R. Recall that ζn := e
2πi
n denotes the nth-root of unity.

5.1.1. Dn[D2n-symmetry. For an integer n > 1, let F = Fn : C×R → R be
the harmonic homogeneous polynomial of odd degree

F (z, t) = Fn(z, t) :=

{
zn + zn if n is odd,
(izn − izn)t if n is even.

(30)

We claim that GF = Dn[D2n. In fact, first observe that we have Dn ⊆ GF
and

F (−ζ2k−1
2n z,−t) = F (z, t), ∀k ∈ Z, ∀(z, t) ∈ C× R,

so that Dn[D2n ⊆ GF . Moreover, by the classification, the only finite sub-
groups of O(3) that contain Dn[D2n are D(2k−1)n[D2(2k−1)n for k ∈ N. Since
GF is discrete (otherwise it would contain a copy of SO(2), which it does
not), we have GF = D(2k−1)n[D2(2k−1)n for some k. But then

F (z, t) = F (ζ(2k−1)nz, t), ∀(z, t) ∈ C× R,

which is possible if and only if ζn(2k−1)n = 1. Hence, k = 1 and GF = Dn[D2n,

as claimed.

5.1.2. Zn[Dn-symmetry. For n > 1 an integer, let H = Hn : C × R → R be
the harmonic homogeneous polynomial of odd degree

H(z, t) = Hn(z, t) :=

{
izn − izn if n is odd,
−(zn + zn)t if n is even.

(31)

Observe that Hn = Fn ◦ Tn, where Fn is given by (30) and Tn(z, t) = (ξz, t)
for some ξ ∈ C solving ξn = i. In particular,

GHn = T−1
n GFnTn.

This implies that GHn has order 4n and is generated by Zn[Z2n and the map
(z, t) 7→ (ξ−2z,−t).
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Notice also that the symmetry (z, t) 7→ (−z, t) belongs to GHn . Thus, in
particular, Zn[Dn ⊆ GHn .

Consider then

P = Hn +H2n,

and observe, by direct inspection, that Zn[Dn ⊆ GP . By Lemma 5.2, in
particular we have GP ⊆ GHn . But since

P (−ζ2nz,−t) = Hn(z, t)−H2n(z, t) 6= P (z, t),

we have GP = Zn[Dn.

5.1.3. Zn[Z2n-symmetry. Recall the polynomials defined in (30) and (31).
Consider

P := Hn + F3n,

and observe that Zn[Z2n ⊆ GP ⊆ GHn . But since GHm is the group gen-
erated by Zn[Z2n and the map (z, t) 7→ (ξ−2z,−t) (as computed in 5.1.2),
and

P (ξ−2z,−t) = Hn(z, t) − F3n(z, t) 6= P (z, t),

we conclude that GP = Zn[Z2n.

5.1.4. {Id}[Z2-symmetry. This is simply the group generated by the reflec-
tion R3(z, t) = (z,−t). Given the polynomials

P1 := H4 + F12 and P2 := H2 + F6,

we have already computed in 5.1.3 that GP1
= Z4[D4 and GP2

= Z2[D2.
In particular, these groups act on the C-plane and fix the t-coordinate.
Write (z, t) = (x, y, t) ∈ R3, and consider the orthogonal map T (x, y, t) =
(x,−t, y). A computation shows that

Z4[D4 ∩ T
−1(Z2[D2)T = T−1({Id}[Z2)T

is the group generated by the reflection R2(x, y, t) = (x,−y, t). Thus, con-
sidering the odd degree homogeneous harmonic polynomial

P := P1T
−1 + P2,

we have GP = TGPTT
−1 = T (GP1

∩ (T−1GP2
T ))T−1 = {Id}[Z2.

5.1.5. T [O-symmetry. The group T [O consists of the isometries of a regular
tetrahedron, including the ones that reverse orientation (the group T con-
tains only those that preserve orientation). It is well known that T [O ∼= S4,
where S4 is the group of permutations of the four elements.

More generally, we consider the regular (n+1)-simplex, whose symmetry
group is isomorphic to the group of permutations Sn+2, and describe an odd
degree spherical harmonic f : Sn → R, orthogonal to the linear maps, such
that Gf is precisely the symmetry group of the regular (n+ 1)-simplex.

The group Sn+2 is the set of bijections of the set {1, . . . , n+2} onto itself.
The elements of Sn+2 will be denoted with Greek letters.

Let {e1, e1, . . . , en+2} be the canonical orthonormal basis of Rn+2 and
consider the representation Sn+2 → O(n+ 2) given by

σ(ei) = eσ(i), ∀i.
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This representation is faithful, but not irreducible, because Sn+2 acts triv-
ially in the direction N := (1, 1, . . . , 1). For this reason, let

Vn+1 := N⊥ ⊆ Rn+2,

and denote by O(Vn+1) ⊆ O(n+2) the group of orthogonal matrices that fix
N . Then, we have an induced faithful representation Sn+2 → O(Vn+1), and
from now on we think of Sn+2 as a subgroup of O(Vn+1). Geometrically,
the maps in Sn+2 ⊆ O(Vn+1) are characterized as the orthogonal maps of
Vn+1 that preserve the regular (n+ 1)-simplex whose vertices are

vi :=
1√

(n+ 1)(n + 2)
((n+ 2)ei −N) ∈ Vn+1. (32)

In the rest of this argument, we use Sn to denote the unit sphere centred at
the origin of Vn+1. Notice that vi ∈ Sn.

For an odd integer m > 1, consider the polynomial

F (x1, . . . , xn+2) =

n+2∑

k=1

xmk ,

and let f := F |Sn be the restriction of F to Sn ⊆ Vn+1. Observe that
F |Vn+1 is a homogeneous polynomial of degree m that is harmonic on Vn+1.
In fact, using the formula for the Laplacian of a submanifold (in our case,
Vn+1 ⊆ Rn+2 is minimal), we obtain
(
∆Vn+1(F |Vn+1)

)
(x) =

(
∆Rn+2F

)
(x)−HessF (N,N)(x)

= m(m− 1)
( n+2∑

k=1

xm−2
k

)
−
d2

dt2

∣∣∣
t=0

( n+2∑

k=1

(xk + t)m
)
= 0.

Thus f is an eigenfunction of the Laplacian of Sn that is moreover orthogonal
to the linear maps, because its degree is m > 1.

Clearly, Sn+2 ⊆ Gf . In order to prove the opposite inclusion, we compute
the critical points of f , which must be permuted by any T ∈ Gf .

A point x = (x1, . . . , xn+2) ∈ Sn is a critical point of f if and only if there
exist µ, ν ∈ R such that

Q(xi) := mxm−1
i − 2µxi − ν = 0, ∀i. (33)

Lemma 5.3. For any c, d ∈ R constants, the polynomial

Q(y) = Qc,d(y) := ym−1 − cy − d,

has at most two real roots.

Proof. If all the real roots are zero, then there is noting to prove. Assume
that r 6= 0 is a real root. Observe that

Q(x) = Q(x)−Q(r) = Q̃
(x
r

)
(x− r)r−m+2,

where

Q̃(y) = −rm−2
1 c+

m−2∑

j=0

yj.
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Write m = 2n+ 1. We have

Q̃′(y) =
2n−2∑

j=0

(j + 1)yj =
( n−1∑

k=1

(ky2k + 2ky2k−1 + ky2k−2)
)
+ ny2n−2

= ny2n−2 +
n−1∑

k=1

ky2k−2(y + 1)2 > 0, ∀y ∈ R.

Hence, Q̃ has at most one real root. �

Lemma 5.4. The set of critical points of f decomposes as
⋃

1≤k≤⌊n+2

2 ⌋

(C+
k ∪ C−

k ),

where C−
k = −C+

k and C+
k has only one element (modulo permutation of its

coordinates). Moreover, there are numbers t1 > . . . > t⌊n+2

2 ⌋ > 0 such that

f(C+
k ) = tk = −f(C−

k ).

Proof. Let x = (x1, . . . , xn+2) ∈ Sn ⊂ Vn+1 be a critical point of f . Observe
that it is not possible that x1 = . . . = xn+2, because x is orthogonal to N .

As observed previously, there are µ, ν ∈ R satisfying (33). Lemma 5.3
implies that there exists k such that x is (up to permutation of indices) such
that

x1 = . . . = xk = ak 6= bk = xk+1 = . . . = xn+2.

Since
∑
x2i = 1, we determine

ak := ±

√
n+ 2− k

(n+ 2)k
and bk := ∓

√
k

(n+ 2)(n + 2− k)
.

Let C+
k and C−

k be the set of points where ak > 0 > bk and ak < 0 < bk,
respectively. It is not difficult to verify that these points are indeed critical
points, for we can indeed solve µ and ν in terms of ak and bk explicitly.

Finally, observe that

tk : = f(C+
k ) = kamk + (n+ 2− k)bmk

= k
(n+ 2− k

(n+ 2)k

)m
2

− (n+ 2− k)
( k

(n + 2)(n+ 2− k)

)m
2

,

is decreasing in k, because the function

h(y) = y
(n+ 2− y

y

)m
2

− (n+ 2− y)
( y

n+ 2− y

)m
2

,

is strictly decreasing on the interval (0, n + 2). �

We are now ready to show that Gf = Sn+2. If T ∈ Gf , then T preserves
the values of f and permutes its critical points. In particular, T permutes the
points of C+

1 . But this set is precisely the set of vertices of the regular (n+1)-
simplex in Vn+1, namely, the vectors vi as in (32). Given the geometric
definition of Sn+2, T belongs to Sn+2, as we wanted to show.

5.2. Symmetries of Type I. We analyze next the groups of Type I.
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5.2.1. T -symmetry. Under the identification T [O ∼= S4, the group T is iden-
tified with A4, the alternating group of order 4. Following the discussion of
the case of T [O symmetry, we view An+2 ⊂ Sn+2 as the group of orientation-
preserving isometries of the regular (n+1)-simplex in Vn+1, and we find an
odd degree spherical harmonic f : Sn → R (orthogonal to the linear maps)
with Gf = An+2 ⊆ Sn+2, for every n ≥ 2.

Consider the Vandermonde polynomial V : Rn+2 → R,

V (x) = V (x1, . . . , xn+2) :=
∏

i<j

(xi − xj).

V is a homogeneous polynomial of degree
(n+2

2

)
, which is odd only when

n ≡ 0, 1 (mod 4). For this reason, consider the homogeneous polynomial

Ṽ (x) = Ṽ (x1, . . . , xn+2) :=

{
V (x) if n ≡ 0, 1 (mod 4),
(x31 + . . . + x3n+2)V (x) if n ≡ 2, 3 (mod 4).

Lemma 5.5. Ṽ |Vn+1 is a harmonic polynomial of odd degree > 1.

Proof. Every alternating polynomial in n + 2 variables is divisible by xi −
xj, for every i < j . Thus, V has the smallest degree among non-trivial
alternating polynomials in n + 2 variables. But ∆Rn+2V is an alternating
polynomial in n + 2 variables, with degree deg(V ) − 2 if it is not zero.
Therefore ∆Rn+2V must vanish, that is, V is harmonic on Rn+2.

Let us analyze the restriction of Ṽ to Vn+1 (we follow the notation of
5.1.5). Consider first the case, n ≡ 0, 1 (mod 4). By the formula of the
Laplacian of a submanifold,

(
∆Vn+1(Ṽ |Vn+1)

)
(x) =

(
∆Rn+2V

)
(x)−HessV (N,N)(x)

= 0−
d2

dt2

∣∣∣
t=0

(∏

i<j

(xi + t− xj − t)
)
= 0.

In the other case, n ≡ 2, 3 (mod 4), we have
(
∆Vn+1(Ṽ |Vn+1)

)
(x) =

(
∆Rn+2 Ṽ

)
(x)−HessṼ (N,N)(x)

= 6

(
n+2∑

i=1

xi

)
V (x) + 6

(
n+2∑

i=1

x2i
∂

∂xi
V (x)

)

−
d2

dt2

∣∣∣
t=0




∏

i<j

(xi + t− xj − t)



(
n+2∑

i=1

(xi + t)3

)


= 6



n+2∑

i=1

x2i
∑

j 6=i

V (x)

xi − xj


− 6V (x)

( n+2∑

i=1

xi

)

= 6V (x)
∑

i<j

x2i − x2j
xi − xj

= 6V (x)
∑

i<j

(xi + xj) = 0,

where we used repeatedly that
∑n+2

i=1 xi = 0 for points x = (x1, . . . , xn+2) ∈
Vn+1, by definition of this space. �
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It follows from Lemma 5.5 that Ṽ |Sn is an eigenfunction of ∆Sn of degree
> 1, and therefore is orthogonal to the linear maps.

For an odd integer m > 1 with m 6= deg(Ṽ ), consider the odd degree
polynomial P : Vn+1 → R given by

P (x) := Ṽ (x) + F (x),

where F =
∑

i x
m
i . Then An+2 ⊆ GP ⊆ GF = Sn+2, as we verified in 5.1.5.

However, if T ∈ GP ⊆ Sn+2, then

V (T (x)) = V (x), ∀x ∈ Rn+2,

and this implies that T ∈ An+2. We conclude that GP = An+2.

5.2.2. Dn-symmetry. Recall the polynomial Fn defined in (30), and consider

P := Fn + F2n,

which satisfies Dn ⊆ GP ⊆ GFn = Dn[D2n. However,

P (−ζ2nz,−t) = Fn(z, t)− F2n(z, t) 6= P (z, t).

Hence, Dn = GP .
For use in the next case, we observe that, in fact, the same argument

shows that Dn = GFn ∩GF2kn
for any k ≥ 1.

5.2.3. Zn-symmetry. Recall the polynomials defined in (30) and (31), and
consider

P := Fn +H2n + F4n.

We have Zn ⊆ GP ⊆ GFn∩GF4n
, and in 5.2.2 we observed that GFn∩GF4n

=
Dn. But since

P (z,−t) = Fn(z, t)−H2n(z, t) + F4n(z, t) 6= P (z, t),

we conclude that GP = Zn.

5.2.4. O-symmetry. The octahedral group O ⊆ SO(3) is a group of order
24 consisting of the orientation-preserving symmetries of the octahedron,
or, equivalently, of the orientation-preserving symmetries of its dual solid,
namely, the cube. Observe that the full group of symmetries of the octahe-
dron contains the antipodal map, that is, it is a group of type II (in contrast
to the tetrahedron).

Consider the polynomial given by

P (x, y, z) = xyz(x2 − y2)(y2 − z2)(z2 − x2),

which is harmonic and homogeneous of degree 9.
In [26], it was observed that P is preserved byO, for the following intuitive

reason: Consider a cube with center at the origin in such way that the
coordinates axes are orthogonal to its faces. Any T ∈ O sends faces to
faces, and pairs of opposite edges into pairs of opposite edges. Thus, any
such T permutes the two dimensional linear subspaces parallel to the faces
and the ones containing opposite edges. Now, P is simply the product of
the degree one polynomials that define each of these nine planes. Hence,
every such T leaves P invariant, that is, O ⊆ GP .
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Going through the list of discrete subgroups of O(3), we see that any
group containing O is either O or contains −Id. Since P has odd degree,
the only possibility is GP = O.

5.2.5. I-symmetry. Let ϕ = 1+
√
5

2 be the golden ratio and consider the
degree 13 homogeneous polynomial

P (x, y, z) = xyz(ϕx+ ϕ−1y + z)(−ϕx+ ϕ−1y + z)(ϕx − ϕ−1y + z)

(ϕx+ ϕ−1y − z)(x+ ϕy + ϕ−1z)(−x+ ϕy + ϕ−1z)

(x− ϕy + ϕ−1z)(x+ ϕy − ϕ−1z)(ϕ−1x+ y + ϕz)

(−ϕ−1x+ y + ϕz)(ϕ−1x− y + ϕz)(ϕ−1x+ y − ϕz).

As observed in [26], P is a harmonic polynomial preserved by I. The intu-
ition is similar to the case of the octahedral group: each factor of P vanishes
precisely on the orthogonal complement of a set of axes of symmetry of the
icosahedron that are permuted by elements of I. Thus I ⊆ GP . Since
−Id /∈ GP , we conclude, again by the classification, that GP = I.

5.2.6. {Id}−symmetry. This is the generic case. See Corollary 4.71 of [9]
for a proof.

Remark 5.6. We can now fully describe the group of isometries G of a Zoll
metric g on S2 near the canonical metric can.

Firstly, Ebin’s Theorem 8.1 in [14] shows that, up to a conjugation of a
diffeomorphism of S2, G is a closed subgroup of O(3). Moreover, Green’s
Theorem [17] shows that if (S2, g) is not round, then −Id /∈ G.

The isometry group G is then either finite, one-dimensional or O(3). In
fact, if dim(G) ≥ 2, then g is homogeneous and therefore it has constant
positive curvature, so that G = Iso(S2, can) = O(3).

Suppose that dim(G) = 1. Then G contains a copy of SO(2) ≃ S1.
According to [9], Corollary 4.16, there exists coordinates (r, θ), with r ∈
(0, π), θ ∈ (−π, π), such that

g = (1 + h(cos(r)))2dr2 + sin(r)2dθ2,

where h : [−1, 1] → (−1, 1) is a non-zero smooth odd function such that
h(1) = 0 (note that this chart covers S2 except for a geodesic arc joining the
fixed points of the isometric circle action). From this explicit representation
of g, it is easy to check that G contains a copy of O(2), generated by the maps
(r, θ) 7→ (r, θ+α), α ∈ R and the orientation-reversing map (r, θ) 7→ (r,−θ).
In this case, Lemma 4.26 implies G = O(2).

In conclusion, the problem of classifying which Lie groups can appear as
the isometry group of some Zoll metric on S2 near can (up to conjugation
of diffeomorphisms of S2) is solved: the possibilities are precisely O(3) (the
constant curvature metrics), the standard O(2) (for instance, the metrics of
Theorem 1.3) and each discrete subgroup of O(3) that does not contain −Id
(for instance, the metrics of Theorem 1.4). Notice, moreover, that the Zoll
metric g with prescribed isometry group G can be chosen arbitrarily close
to can.
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Appendix

A. Second fundamental form star-shaped embeddings. We collect
here the formulae that describe the shape operator and the mean curvature
of a star-shaped Euclidean sphere, parametrized as in (1), and their first
variations under perturbations. All differential operations on functions ψ
on Sn are performed with respect to the canonical metric of Sn.

Given ψ ∈ C∞(Sn), let ι = ιψ : Sn → Rn+1 be the embedding defined by

ι(x) = eψ(x)x. The metric induced by ι on Sn is denoted gψ. Let N = Nψ :
Sn → Sn assign to each x ∈ Sn the unit outward-pointing normal vector of
the sphere ι(Sn) ⊆ Rn+1 at the point ι(x).

Lemma 5.7.

N(x) =
x−∇ψ(x)

(1 + |∇ψ(x)|2)
1

2

.

Proof. A straightforward computation, given that x is a unit vector orthog-
onal to TxS

n. �

Let A = Aψ : TSn → TSn be the shape operator (i.e. the Weingarten
map) with respect to N . We use the convention dι ◦A = dN . Its pointwise
trace is the mean curvature function H = Hψ : Sn → R of ι(Sn), that is,
H(x) = trgψAx.

In the next Lemma, Hessψ is regarded, at each point x ∈ Sn, as the
symmetric endomorphism of TxS

n corresponding to (∇dψ)x, and I denotes
the identity endomorphism.

Lemma 5.8. The shape operator and the mean curvature are given by

A =
e−ψ

(1 + |∇ψ|2)
1

2

(
−Hessψ + I +

dψ(Hessψ(·))

1 + |∇ψ|2
∇ψ
)
,

H =
e−ψ

(1 + |∇ψ|2)
1

2

(
−∆ψ + n+

Hessψ(∇ψ,∇ψ)

1 + |∇ψ|2

)
.

Proof. We compute at a given point p ∈ Sn. For every v ∈ TpS
n,

dι(Av) = dN(v) =
v −∇v∇ψ + 〈∇ψ, v〉x

(1 + |∇ψ|2)
1

2

−
〈∇v∇ψ,∇ψ〉

(1 + |∇ψ|2)
3

2

(x−∇ψ).

After rearranging terms and introducing some notation, we obtain

dι(Av) = 〈V,∇ψ〉x + V = dι(e−ψV ),

where

V :=
1

(1 + |∇ψ|2)
1

2

(
−∇v∇ψ + v +

〈∇v∇ψ,∇ψ〉

1 + |∇ψ|2
∇ψ
)
.

Hence

Av = e−ψV =
e−ψ

(1 + |∇ψ|2)
1

2

(
−Hessψ(v) + v +

dψ(Hessψ(v))

1 + |∇ψ|2
∇ψ
)
,

as claimed.



EQUIVARIANT CONSTRUCTIONS OF ZOLL FAMILIES 43

In order to compute the mean curvature, let e1, . . . , en ∈ TpS
n be an

orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of Hessψ (with respect to the canonical
metric), so that ∇ei∇ψ = λiei for certain eigenvalues λi ∈ R.

Writing ai = 〈∇ψ, ei〉, we have

gψ(Aei, ej) = 〈dι(Aei), dι(ej)〉

= −
〈(λi − 1)ei − aix

(1 + |∇ψ|2)
1

2

−
λiai

(1 + |∇ψ|2)
3

2

(x−∇ψ), eψ(ajx+ ej)
〉
,

so that

gψ(Aei, ej) = −
eψ

(1 + |∇ψ|2)
1

2

(
(λi − 1)δij − aiaj

)
(34)

for all indices i, j. On the other hand,

gij = gψ(ei, ej) = e2ψ(δij + aiaj).

Denote by gij the coefficient of the inverse matrix of G = (gij). A straight-
forward computation shows that

gij = e−2ψ
(
δij −

aiaj
1 + |∇ψ|2

)
. (35)

Since the mean curvature can be computed by

H =
n∑

i,j=1

gijgψ(Aei, ej),

the final formula forH is obtained by combining (34) and (35), and observing
that ∇ψ =

∑
aiei, ∆ψ =

∑
λi, and Hessψ(∇ψ,∇ψ) =

∑
λia

2
i . �

Let ιt : S
n → Rn+1, t ∈ (−ε, ε), be a one-parameter family of star-shaped

embeddings given by ιt(x) = eψ(t,x)x, where ψ : (−ε, ε)× Sn → R is smooth
and ψ(0, x) = x for all x ∈ Sn.

Lemma 5.9. For f(x) = ∂tψ(0, x), we have

∂

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

At = −Hess f − fI,

∂

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

Ht = −∆f − nf.

Proof. A straightforward computation using the formulae in Lemma 5.8. �

Remark 5.10. As one can observe from the Gauss equation, Corollary 5.9
confirms that the expansion of Ht in t has the same first-order term (up
to a constant factor) as the scalar curvature; see Section 9.3 of [3]. This
expansion was a key ingredient in the proof of Theorem C therein. Thus, if
we combine it with the fact that the mean curvature is preserved by intrinsic
isometries of (Sn, gψt) (which is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.23), we
can follow the steps in the proof of Theorem C of [3] to show that, by the
same judicious choice of initial smooth odd function on Sn, Theorem 1.1
yields isometric embeddings of metrics in Z with trivial isometry group.

In any case, Theorem 1.2 contains more information. Indeed, it guar-
antees that, for any given f ∈ C∞

odd(S
n) that is L2-orthogonal to linear

functions and such that Gf = {Id}, there exists a one-parameter family of
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metrics gt ∈ Z, each one induced by a star-shaped perturbation of Sn, that
have trivial isometry group for all sufficiently small t 6= 0.

B. Comparison between constructions. Given a smooth odd function f
on Sn, we have now two ways of constructing smooth one-parameter families
gt ∈ Z out it, so that gt = (1 + tf)can + o(t) as t goes to zero. Namely,
we can use either Theorem A of [3] or Theorem 1.1. We can show that,
generically, these families are distinct. More precisely, we give a criterion to
distinguish both families in terms of the Hessian of f on (Sn, can).

Proposition 5.11. Let f be a smooth odd function on Sn, n ≥ 4. Let
gt = ι∗t can and gt = eρtcan be the associated one-parameter families of
Riemannian metrics in Z given by Theorem 1.1 and Theorem A of [3],
respectively.

Let U be any open neighborhood of a given point p ∈ Sn. If Hess f(p) does
not have an eigenvalue of multiplicity at least n−1, then, for all sufficiently
small t 6= 0,

(i) (U, gt|U ) is not conformally flat; and
(ii) (U, gt|U ) does not have an isometric immersion in Rn+1.

Proof. When n ≥ 4, it is well known that a conformally flat hypersurface
of Rn+1 has a principal curvature of multiplicity at least n − 1 (see [11] or
[27]).

By the assumption on f , Lemma 5.9 implies that the principal curvatures
of At(p) do not have this property, for any sufficiently small t. This proves
item (i).

For the second item, let us consider the Ricci endomorphism of the metric
gt = e2ρtcan. By a standard computation,

Rict = e−2ρt
(
Ric0 − (n− 2)[Hess ρt − dρt(·)∇ρt]− (∆ρt + (n− 2)|dρt|

2)I
)
,

(36)
where Ric0 = (n− 1)I is the Ricci endomorphism of g0 = can. Differentiat-
ing equation (36) at t = 0,

∂

∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

Rict = −2(n− 1)fI − (n− 2)Hess f −∆fI.

Therefore, by the assumption on f , Rict(p) does not have an eigenvalue with
multiplicity at least n− 1, for all t 6= 0 sufficiently small.

Assume then, by contradiction, that some t 6= 0 sufficiently small is such
that (U, gt) has an isometric embedding into Rn+1. Let ei be the eigenvectors
of the shape operator Ap, and let λi be the associated eigenvalue. Since gt
is conformally flat, its shape operator Ap has an eigenvalue of multiplicity
at least n− 1. However, by Gauss equation, we have

Rict(ei) = (H − λi)λiei

where H = λ1 + . . . + λn. It follows that Rict also has an eigenvalue of
multiplicity at least n− 1, a contradiction. �

C. Equivariance of the conformally flat deformations. In this section
we sketch how the arguments of Section 4.1 can be adapt in order to deter-
mine the isometry groups of the conformally flat metrics in Z constructed
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via Theorem A of [3], see Theorem 5.13 below.

Given f ∈ C∞
odd(S

n), Theorem A of [3] constructs a one-parameter family
of conformally flat Riemannian spheres (Sn, e2ρtcan) with ρ0 = 0 and ρ̇0 =
f . As observed in Remark 4.20, we can check that the construction is
equivariant with respect to the natural action of O(n + 1), by following
the arguments of Section 4.2. Thus, arguing as in Proposition 4.18 and its
Corollary 4.19, we conclude that the stabilizer group Gf of f is a subset of
the group of isometries of (Sn, e2ρtcan) (here, we identify elements of O(n+1)
with their restrictions to Sn) for any t.

Let Rn+2
1 be the (n + 2)-dimensional Lorentz space. Decompose it or-

thogonally as Rn+2
1 = Rn+1 × Re, where e ∈ Rn+2

1 is a fixed vector with
〈e, e〉 = −1. Consider the maps

ιt : (S
n, e2ρtcan) → Rn+2

1

x 7→ eρt(x)((x, 0) + e).

It is straightforward to check that ιt is an isometric embedding, with the
image contained in the upper light cone.

Let O1(n + 2) be the orthogonal group of the Lorentz space Rn+2
1 . This

group contains a copy of O(n+1), acting naturally on the first factor of the
decomposition Rn+2

1 = Rn+1 × Re while fixing the vector e.
Let T be an isometry of (Sn, e2ρtcan). Theorem 16.1 of [13] shows that,

for n ≥ 3, there exists an isometry T̃ ∈ O1(n+2) such that T̃ |ιt(Sn) = T (cf.

Lemma 4.23). Hence, the isometry group Gt of (Sn, e2ρtcan) is identified
with the set

Gt = {T ∈ O1(n+ 2) : T (ιt(S
n)) = ιt(S

n)}.

Observe that, given the natural inclusion O(n + 1) ⊂ O1(n + 2), for every
A ∈ Gf we have Aιt = ιtA. Thus, Gf is a compact Lie subgroup of Gt.

We want to show that Gf = Gt for any sufficiently small t 6= 0, as soon as
f is L2-orthogonal to the linear functions. This restriction is again natural,
because we want to exclude trivial deformations corresponding to the action
of the group of conformal diffeomorphism of (Sn, can).

We adapt the argument of Lemma 4.24 to obtain:

Lemma 5.12. Let f ∈ C∞
odd,0(S

n). Given tk → 0, let Tk ∈ Gtk ⊆ O1(n+2).

If lim Tk = T ∈ O1(n + 2) exists, then T ∈ Gf .

The main difference is that, in the last part of the argument, we use the
scalar curvature Rt of the metric e2ρtcan instead of the mean curvature Ht

of the embedding ιt. Since R0 = n(n− 1) and

∂t|0Rt(x) = −2n(n− 1)(∆f(x) + nf(x)).

(see [3], Section 9.3), up to a constant, the properties of the Taylor expansion
ofHt required for the argument in Lemma 4.24 are the same as those satisfied
by Rt (cf. Remark 5.10, where a similar observation played an analogous
role).

Finally, following the argument of Lemma 4.25 with obvious notational
changes, we verify that Lie(Gf ) = Lie(Gt), as soon as t is sufficiently small.
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Combining these three ingredients as in the proof of Theorem (1.2), we
prove:

Theorem 5.13. In the context of Theorem A of [3] and its proof, suppose
that n ≥ 3 and f ∈ C∞

odd,0(S
n). Then Gt = Gf for every sufficiently small

t 6= 0.

Proof. We may assume, by restricting the interval of definition of the defor-
mation, that 1

2 ≤ eρt(x) ≤ 2 for any t and x.
Suppose, by contradiction, that exists a sequence tk → 0 with Gk :=

Gtk 6= Gf . Since Gf ⊆ Gk, in this case there exist maps Tk ∈ Gk \ G.
We claim that there exists a subsequence of {Tk} that converges to some
T ∈ O1(n+ 2).

In fact, let v1, . . . , vn+2 ∈ Sn be the vertices of a regular (n+ 2)-simplex,
and consider ei := vi + e ∈ Rn+2

1 . Observe that these vectors form a basis
of the Lorentz space. Moreover, there exists a wi = wi,k ∈ Sn such that
Tk(ιtk(vi)) = ιtk(wi), so

|〈Tk(ιtk(vi), ej〉| = |〈ιtk(wi), ej〉| = eρtk (wi)|〈wi + e, vi + e〉| ≤ 2(1 + 1),

thus
|〈Tk(ei), ej〉| = e−ρtk (vi)|〈Tk(ιtk (vi), ej〉| ≤ 8.

Since [−8, 8] ⊆ R is compact, we can assume, after taking a subsequence,
that

〈Tei, ej〉 := lim〈Tkei, ej〉,

exists and is well-defined for all i, j. This defines a linear map T = limTk
which belongs to O1(n+ 2) since this set is closed in the space of matrices.

By Lemma 5.12, we have T ∈ Gf . We follow now the steps of the proof by
contradiction of Theorem 1.2 to conclude. To be more precise, we replace
Tk by T−1Tk so limTk = Id, decompose Lie(O1(n + 2)) = Lie(SO(n +
1))⊕Lie(SO(n+ 1))⊥, and use the exponential map of O1(n+ 2) as in the
Euclidean case to find a non-zero w ∈ Lie(Gf )∩Lie(Gf )

⊥, a contradiction.
�
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