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PERTURBATIONS OF A MINIMAL SURFACE WITH TRIPLE
JUNCTIONS IN R? x §!

CHEN-KUAN LEE

ABSTRACT. We construct stationary perturbations of a specific minimal surface with a circle

of triple junctions in R? x S!, that satisfy given boundary data.

1. Introduction

Surfaces with triple junctions arise naturally in the study of minimal surfaces and soap
bubble clusters. Taylor [14] showed that there are only two possible singularities of certain
almost-area-minimizing surfaces ((M, ¢, d)-minimal sets introduced by Almgren [I]) in R3.
One of them is the triple junction, which consists of three surfaces that meet at 120°, and
the other is a tetrehedral-type junction, which consists of four triple junctions meeting at
a point. Later, Lawlor and Morgan [7] proved that submanifolds with triple junctions are

always locally area-minimizing in arbitrary dimension and codimension.

In some ways, triple junctions are one of the simplest and nicest singular models. They are
topologically stable, in the sense that minimal surfaces near triple junctions will also have
triple junctions [12], and they are also very regular: minimal surfaces with triple junctions

are analytic up through their singular curve [5], [6].

In this paper, we construct examples of minimal surfaces with a circle of triple junctions
modeled on Y x S in R? x 8!, Given any perturbation of the boundary circles (Y x S')NoB,
where B = B?(0) x G! is the solid torus in R? x 5!, we shall find perturbations of (Y x S')NB
which are stationary and have the prescribed boundary. We describe our precise setup and

the main theorem below.

1.1. Notation and the main result. Consider the Euclidean space (R?, (,-)) and identify
S! with R/Z inheriting the Riemannian metric from the Euclidean one. Then R? x S' with
the product metric is also a complete Riemannian manifold. Here we slightly abuse the
notation: still denote the product metric by (-,-). Let Y C R? be the cone consisting of
three rays that meet at 120°:

Y = {(z,0) |z > 0} U{(—=, V31) |z >0} U{(—=z, —V/31) |z >0} (1.1)

We note that Y is a stationary rectifiable varifold in R?, and hence Y x 8!, which contains
a circle of triple junctions, is a 2-dimensional stationary cone in R? x S!. In particular,
(Y x S') N B is stationary in B.
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Throughout the paper, we often consider a triple of functions u = (uy,us, u3) : Q@ — R,
where ) is a manifold, possibly with boundary. Define |u| := Z?Zl lu;| and let C**(Q) be
the triple of C»*(Q) equipped with the norm ||ulra = Y20 |tillg.a, Where ||Ju;|sq is the
usual Holder norm of u; € C**(Q). Note that when Q is compact, both C**(Q) and C**(Q)

are Banach spaces.

Our main result is the following theorem, which states that there are C*“-perturbations
of (Y x S') N B that are stationary and have the prescribed boundary data.

Theorem 1.1. Given any 6 € (0,%) and a € (0,1), there ezists ¢ > 0 satisfying the

following: for all p € C**(S") with |¢|l2.a < €, there exists u € C**([0,1] x S') such that

(]) g‘{l}xSl =¥
(2) There is a stationary C>*-perturbation of (Y x S') N B associated with u.

Mese and Yamada [I1] used energy methods to find area-minimizing surfaces in Euclidean
space with triple junctions bounding wire frames which are deformations of (Y x R) N 9B?,
provided that they satisfy a certain non-degeneracy condition. Since we consider perturba-
tions of (Y x 5')NB, we avoid any degeneracy issues with the interior singular set interacting

with the boundary, or with singularities in the boundary wire frame itself.

We take a non-parametric approach in this paper, by explicitly describing a minimal
surface with triple junctions as a kind of graph over the model case Y x S!, and expressing
the corresponding minimal surface equations as a perturbation of a linear system. We solve
this system with (small) prescribed boundary data using a contraction mapping argument,
and obtain quantitative estimates for our surface. We note that since the triple junction
behaves like a free boundary in the surface, we cannot prescribe both the singular set and

the boundary curves—instead, the singular curve is obtained as part of our solution.

Let us also remark that, even in general, there are relatively few examples of minimal
surfaces with non-trivial singular sets, with most constructions being fairly recent; see e.g.
[13), 18, [9, [10].

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we elaborate on the definition
of C**-perturbations and give a sufficient condition to be a stationary C%*“-perturbation.
This leads to dealing with a system of quasilinear PDEs. Section 3 contains the solvability,
uniqueness, and a Schauder estimate to the linearization of the PDE system. Finally, we use
the contraction mapping to solve the original PDE system and prove the main theorem in

Section 4.

Acknowledgement. The author is really grateful to Prof. Nick Edelen for his constant
support and many inspiring comments. He would also like to thank Jui-Yun Hung for

several valuable discussions.



2. Parametrization of stationary varifolds as C*“-perturbations of (Y x S!) N B

Let

1 V3 1 V3

n; =(—1,0), ny,= (5, —7), ng = (5, 7) (2.1)

be three unit vectors in R?. Rotating n; counterclockwise by 90° to get v;. That is,

n=(0,—1), 1= (?,%), o (L3 1) (2.2)
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For each i = 1,2, 3, we define
Qi:{(—xni,y)’0§x<1,y681}CB. (2.3)

We then decompose (Y x S') N B as the union of Qy, Q2 and 3.
3

M= {((0,0).3) ]|y € 5"}

i=1
is called the spine of (Y x S') N B, which is an S' of triple junctions. After identifying the
tangent space of R? x S! with R3, we note that (0,0, 1) is the unit tangent of the spine, (n;, 0)
is the unit outer normal of the spine in €;, and (v;,0) is a unit normal of €2; in B. Moreover,
Q; can be identified with [0,1) x S! in such a way that Om,;,0) = —0p = On, where n is the
unit outer normal of {0} x ' in [0,1) x S' C R x S

Now, we want to perturb (Y x S') N B along the normals. For fixed 6 € (0,3), let

n : [0,1] — [0,1] be a standard smooth cutoff function that is 1 on [0,6], 0 on [26, 1], and
| < %. Given u = (uy, ug,u3) : [0,1) x ' — R, we define w; : S! — R? by

wily) = ui—1(0,y) — ui41(0,9)

7 n; (2.4)

and parametrize
M = UM = U {(—2n; +wi(z, y)vi + n(z)wi(y),y) | (z,y) € [0,1) x S'}. (2.5)

In this paper, by C*®-perturbation we mean the following.

Definition 2.1. M is called a C*“-perturbation of (Y x S') N B associated with wu if

(1) we C2([0,1] x SY) with [lufae = S0, ullae < &

(2) Each M; has no self-intersection.

3) (CO-compatibility) For each ¢ # j, M; only meets M, on the spine ()_; M, of M.
j =1

Moreover, the spine is still a circle of triple junctions.

Lemma 2.2. If u € C**([0,1] x S') satisfies |[ullao < 35 and S ui(0,y) = 0 for all
y € S, then there exists v : St — R? such that

u;i(0,y) = (v(y),vi) , , wi(y) = (v(y),n;) n;



foralli=1,2,3 and y € S'. Moreover, M is a C>*-perturbation of (Y x S')NB associated
with u. Its spine is characterized by

MM = {(v(v).9) |y € 5').

Proof. We first claim that the existence of v is equivalent to 25’:1 u;(0,y) = 0 for all y € Gt

If such v exists, then

D wi(0,y)=> (v(y),v) = <V(y)>ZVi> = 0.

i=1 i=1
Conversely, we suppose that Z?Zl u;(0,y) = 0. For all i = 1,2,3 and y € S!, we define
v, = w; + u;(0,9)v;.

It suffices to show that v; = v; for all 4,j. According to (ZI)) and (2.2]), we note that

(ni,ni_1> = <Ili, Ili+1> = <Vi7 Vi—l) = <Vi7 Vi+1> = —% and <Ili, Vi—1> = — <Ili, Vi+1> = @ Then

i— 07 - U 07
Vz’:u 1(0,9) = i y)ni+ui(0>?/)7/i

V3
ui-1(0,y) —uir1(0,y) 1 V3 V3 1

= 73 (—éniq + 7%‘71) + u;(0, y)<_7nz’—1 - 5%‘71)

B i1(0,y) — wi_1(0,y) — 3ui(0’y)n- 4+ —i+1(0,9) +ui—1(0,y) — Ui(O,?/)V )
2V/3 - ’ i
_ ui+1(07 y) — ui(o’y)n.il -+ u<71<0 y)V'fl

V3

= Vi-1.

This holds for all 4, which finishes the proof of the claim.

Next, we claim that if [jul[2n < 2, then M; can not self-intersect. Note that [u]lo <

/|2, < & for all i = 1,2,3. Then by the choice of 1, we have

u;—1(0,y) — ui11(0,9) 2 Jlui—allo + [lwigallo
147 (x <—-1+=. <0,

;—1(0,9)—ui+1(0,y)
V3

which implies that —x + n(z)

is strictly decreasing in x for any fixed y € S
Therefore,

M; = {(—zn; + wi(z,y)v; + n(z)wi(y),y) | (z,y) € [0,1] x S'}

_ —x T ul’*1<07 y) - ui+1<07y>
= {((=z +n(x) 7

n; + ui(z,y)vs,y) | (x,y) € [0,1] x S'}

can not self-intersect.

According to the first claim, it is easy to see that {(v(y),y)|y € S'} C N_, M. We

now claim that for each i # j, M; only meets M; at {(v(y),y) |y € S'}. This also implies
4



ﬂ?zl M; = {(v(y),y) }y € S'} and finishes the proof. It suffices to show that for any fixed
i=1,2,3and y € 5!, if
—zn; +ui(z, y)vi + n(x)wi(y) = —2n; 1 +ui (2, y)vio +n(2)wii (), (2.6)

then x = 2 = 0.

Writing n;_1,v;_1 as linear combinations of n; and v;, (2Z.6]) can be rewritten as

(n(z) —n(2))v(y) = (z + Z 4 ﬁ(uifl('za y) — n(2)ui—1(0,y)))n;

2 2
\/gz 1
F Y () - nf@)n0.9)) - (s (z2) — (a0, )
(2.7)
Note that [[ulj2,. < 5 leads to

Ui— + ||u; 1)
vilo = sup y/Iwa(w) P + [us(0, )2 < o [(Leiztlot Wsalony e 80 o)

yeS! \/g 5

Thus, the left hand side of (27) has length at most g. On the other hand, the right hand
side of (2.7) has length at least
z V3 z V36
@+ 5 + 5 (Wina(z,y) = n(2)uia 0, y)| 2 2+ 5 = ==
Therefore, (2.7) holds only when x + % — \5—305 < g. In other words, z,z € [0,4]. It follows
that n(x) = n(z) = 1 and ([2.7) becomes

0=(z+2+ E(Ui—l(z, y) — ui-1(0,y))n

2 2
\/gz 1
+ (5 = (wilz,y) = wi(0,9)) = S (wia (2,y) = wia (0,9))v:
Now, by the mean value theorem and [ju;_1 1 < ||ul|2,0 < &5, we have
. — < 5
|ulfl(z7 y) ul*l((]? y)‘ — 102
Then
z V3 z 0
_ 2 VY _ . > c_Z
leads to z = 2 = 0. U

To be a stationary varifold, M must also satisfy the following two conditions:

(1) (Minimal condition) Each M;, as a C? submanifold with boundary, is minimal in

R? x G, That is, the mean curvature vector Hy, in int M is zero.
5
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(2) (C'-compatibility) The unit conormals & € C(ﬂ?zl M;, T(R* x S') n? M)
j=1 M
C(S',R?) of the spine ﬂi’:l M; in M;,7: = 1,2,3, should meet at 120°. In other

words,
3
> &y =0 (2.9)
i=1

for all y € S'.

These two conditions follow from the first variation of the area functional A and the di-
vergence theorem: for any C!-vector field X on R? x S! that vanishes on the boundary of
M,

3
0=0A(X)= / divpg (X) dH> = / divpag, (X7 + X4) dH?
i=1 Y Mi

M

3 3
— o X)) dH' — / Hy, X)) dH?
Z/M@ =3 a0

holds, where H* denotes the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure, X7 and X+ denote the

tangential and normal part of X to M; respectively.

The conditions () and () come down to a system of PDEs.
Proposition 2.3. Let u be as in Lemmal2.2. Then M is stationary if and only if u satisfies
Au=F = (F,F, F3) in (0,1) xS, Pu=(0,G) = (0,G1,G>) on {0} x ', (2.10)

where A is the boundary operator

PBu = (u1 + ug + uz, Ogua — Onug, Opy — %(@ug + Ohus)), (2.11)
and F;, G; have the following structure:
Fi(ay) = Foa(w,ul o) Dyl o, Dl ) - D],
 Fualw 1l ) Dyt ) Dl ) - D] (2.12)

+F’i,?)(xaﬂ‘(oy)aDy@‘(oy)aDui‘ )7

Gl(y) = GZ(DQ‘(O’y))a

(z,y)

where F; ;, G; are smooth functions satisfying the structural condition: there exists C' > 0
such that

|F’i,3| ((l, b7 ¢, d)
([Fial + |Fig| + |DoFis| + [DeFis| + | DgFis|)(a, b, ¢, d)
(|DyFip| + |DeFip| + |DaFia| + | Dy Fio| + | DoFio| + |DaFia|)(a, b, c,d)

(16l + lel + |dI)*,

<C
< C([b] +[e] + 1),
C

IA

)

(2.13)
6



whenever |b] + |c| + |d| < 1;
|Gil(a) < Clal?,

|D,Gil(a) < Clal, (2.14)
| D2aGil(a) < C,

whenever |a| < 1.

Proof. We first introduce a terminology to shorten the discussion: FE is said to be a combi-

nation of (ay,as, - ,a,) and (by, by, -+ ,by,) of class (7, k) if it is of the form
E= > Eipeiakik k@13 @l DS b

Jitje++in=J
ki+ko+-+km=Fk

where Fj j,...jokiko-kn are smooth functions of ai,as, -, a,,b1,bs,- -+, by. In particular,
when b = --- =b,, = 1, we simply call £ a combination of aq,--- ,a, of class j.

Next, we interpret the minimal condition (Il) as a PDE system. The calculations will be
performed on a fixed M;. For simplicity, let us omit the index i from now on.

On int M, there are two tangent vector fields induced by 9, and 0, respectively:
e = (—n+u,v+n'w,0) and ey = (u,v+nw', 1). (2.15)
Then the induced metric g and its inverse are given by
e1,e e1, e _
g=(lve) ) g g et
(e2,€1) (€2, €2)

where 1 is the identity matrix, F, and E, are 2 X 2-matrices whose entries are combinations
of (ug,uy, (w,n),(w',n)) and (n,n’) of class (1,0). In addition, the unit normal of M; in

R? x S! is of the form
1

V14 B2 +92
where [ = 1_773‘& o and 7 = —u, — fn(w',n). We then compute the second fundamental

form h of M; C R? x G':

(Bn+v,7)
VIt B2 +2
(Bn+v,7)
V1+ B2 +2
(Bn+v,7)

Bea, e2) = (Veyen, 7) = <<W 0 e

where V is the Levi-Civita connection on (R? x S!,(-,-)), Es, F5, E;, Fg are combinations

h(ela 61) - <v61617 77> - <(uxx7/ + 77”W7 0)7 > = Uz + E3tize + By,

h(ela 62) - <v61627 77> = <(uxy7/ + T/Wla O), > = Ugy + E5uxy + EGa

> = Uy + E7uyy + Eg <W”> Il> )

of (ug,uy, (w,n),(w',n)) and (n,7',n") of class (1,0), and Ej,, Fs are combinations of
7



(Ug, uy, (W,n) , (W, m)) and (n,7/,n") of class (2,0). It follows that the mean curvature

vector is of the form

Hyr, = tr(g7 )0 = (e + tyy + EgD*u + Erg (W', 1) + En),

(3

where Ey, Fyo are combinations of (Du, (w,n), (w’ n)) and (n,7',n") of class (1,0), and Ey;
is a combination of (Du, (w,n),(w’,n)) and (n,n’,n") of class (2,0). Finally, we recall that

(wi(y),n;) = ”Fl(o’y)\;gui“(o’y) to see that the minimal condition () is equivalent to that w;

satisfies

in (0,1) x S, where Fj(z,y) = F;; - Dyyu‘(0 + Fo - DZui}(w) + F;3, and Fj,, F; 5 are
combinations of ( @}(o,y)’Dyﬂ}(o,y)’Dui}(m,y)) and (n(x),n'(z),n"(x)) of class (1,0), Fi3 is a
(m,y)) and (n(x),n'(x),n"(x)) of class (2,0). Since n has
bounded C?-norm, F; 1, F; 5 and F; 3 satisfy the desired structural condition (2.13).

combination of (g}(o e Dyg}(o e Dui}

Now, we deal with the boundary operator %. The first term of Au is automatically 0
by Lemma It remains to characterize the C'-compatibility (2)). It follows from Lemma
that the spine of M is given by y — (v(y),y), y € S'. Therefore, the tangent vector
of the spine at p = (v(y),y) is (v/(y),1). On the other hand, for fixed y € S', ¢
(—tn; +w;(t,y)v; + n(t)w;(y), y) is another curve on M; which touches the spine at p when
t = 0. Its tangent vector at p is (—n; + Dxuz‘(o v;,0). Hence, the conormal of the spine in

M; at p is given by

(—n; +Dxul‘(0 Vi 0) —

which is parallel to

(~(1+ V)P, + (Dol + Do [V ) )0
+ ((V,(y)v ni> - Dxui’((xy) (y)v I/»)V’(y), <V,(y)v ni) - Dwui}(ovy) <V,(y)v Vz))

Recall that v(y) = ”iil(o’y)\;;”l(o’y) n; +u;(0,y)v; by Lemma 221 Then the unit conormal at

p is of the form

&Gi(y) = (—m + D:vuz‘(o vi, (V'(y), 03)) 4+ (Hiang + Hiovy, Hig),
8



where H; 1, H; 2, H; 3 are combinations of Du 0.9) of class 2. The C'-compatibility (2) there-

0,y
fore becomes

0= Z &i(y)

3 3 3
= (- Z n; + Z Dxui}(oy)’/ia <v’(y), Z Hz>) + Z(Hi,lni + H;ovj, Hi,3) (2.16)
i=1 i=1 i=1

i=1
3 3 3 3

= (Z Dmui’(()’y)Vi + Z Hz’,lni + Z Hi,gl/i, Z Hi,3)-
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

We also notice that each £(y) lives in the plane that is tangent to (v/(y), 1). In other words,

D UQ} —D U3‘
3 Yy7el(oy) Y2 1(0,y)
{€()}L, € span{(n, NG ), (1, =Dyun )} (2.17)

Recall that 0, = —0,, where n is the outer normal of {0} x S! in [0,1] x &' C R x G
By taking inner product of (2I6) and vectors in (2ZI7) respectively, we conclude that the
C'-compatibility () is equivalent to the following two scalar equations:

(8nu2 — 6nu3)‘(07y) = G1
1 (2.18)
(anul - §<anu2 + anu3))‘(07y) = G27

where G, G5 are combinations of Dul(,) of class 2. This gives the desired structural con-
dition (2.I4) to the last two terms of Au and finishes the proof. O

3. The Linearization of (2.10)

Instead of directly dealing with the quasilinear PDE system (2ZI0]), we first consider its
linearization. In this section, we show the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the

inhomogeneous system and derive a Schauder estimate.

Theorem 3.1. Given any F € C**([0,1] xS'), G = (0,G1, G5) € C**(S') and € C>*(S),
the inhomogeneous PDFE system

Au=F in (0,1) x S
PBu = G on {0} x S (3.1)
u=¢ on {1} x &'

has a unique solution u, € C**([0,1] x S). Moreover, it has the following estimate:
[uollze < CUIE 0.0 + |Glha + l¢ll2a), (3.2)

where C'is a constant independent of F',G and p.
9



Before tackling the complicated system (B.]), we start with two simpler scalar-valued
PDEs. One is the Dirichlet problem, and the other is the mixed boundary value problem.
Proposition 3.2. Given any f € C%*([0,1] xS!) and p € C*>*(S'), the inhomogeneous PDE

Av = fin (0,1) x S
v=0on {0} x ! (3.3)
v= on {1} x S

has a unique solution vy € C>*([0,1] x S'). Moreover, it has the following estimate:

[voll2.a < C1fllo.a + llpll2.0), (3.4)

where C' is a constant independent of f and .

Proof. We first show the uniqueness. By subtracting the solutions, it suffices to show that
Av=0in (0,1) x G!
v=0on ({0} x 8" ) U ({1} x S")

has only zero solution. Indeed, Green’s first identity leads to

O:/ v@nvda:/ vAvdV+/ |Vv|2dV:/ |Vo|*dV.
({0} xSHU({1}xS1) (0,1)x 5! (0,1)xS! (0,1)x 3!

Therefore, Vv = 0 and v = 0 by the boundary condition.

Next, we derive the apriori estimate. Suppose that v € C>*([0,1] x S!). Since [0, 1] x S' is
compact, the classical interior (cf. [3, Theorem 6.2]) and boundary Schauder estimates (cf.
[3, Lemma 6.4, Theorem 6.6]) yield

[v]l2a < CIAV[lo.a + V] gy e 2 + 0] 1y s 20 + T01l0), (3.5)
where C' is a constant independent of v. We claim that

[ollo < C(l|Av]jo + sup [0l) (3.6)
({0} xSHu({1}xS1)

for some constant C' independent of v. Let F = SUp[1]xst max{—Av,0} and & =
SUP ({0} xS1)u({1}xS1) max{v,0}. Consider

w(z,y) =&+ (e — ") F € C*([0,1] x ')

to be the barrier. Note that Aw = —e®F < —F in (0,1) x S' and v > ® in [0, 1] x . Then
Alv—w)>Av+F >01in (0,1) x S' and v —w < 0 on ({0} x S*) U ({1} x S'). Therefore,
the maximum principle (cf. [2, Theorem 3.73]) leads to v —w < 0 in [0, 1] x 5!, which means
that

sup v < sup w<P+eF <e( sup max{—Av,0}+ sup max{v,0}). (3.7)

[0,1] xS [0,1] x5! [0,1] x5! ({0}xSHU({1}xS1)
10



A similar argument, by replacing v with —v, shows that

sup —v < e( sup max{Awv,0} + sup max{—v,0}). (3.8)
[0,1]x St [0,1]x St ({0}xShHu({1}xS1)
([3.6) now follows from adding (3.7)) and (B.8) together. Combining (8.5) with (3.6]) gives
ol < CUIA0 + 0] sl & 0] 1y 20) 39)

which is exactly (3.4).

The last step is to prove the existence. We first show that ([B:3]) has a smooth solution if
feC>([0,1] x S') and ¢ € C>°(S!). In this case, f has a uniform convergent Fourier series

f(z, )+ Z fra(x) cos(2mky) + fro(x)sin(2wky)).

keN

Moreover, for every my € R, fi ; has the decay || fillo < Cp, (1 4+ k)™ for some constant
Cyy, independent of k and j (cf. [4, Corollary 3.3.10 (b)]). Similarly, ¢ also has a uniform
convergent Fourier series

e(y) = o + Z(@m cos(2mky) + @i 2 sin(2mky))
keN
with decay |k ;| < Cp, (1 + k)~™2 for all my € R. We now fix m = my + 2 = my and write
v(w,y) = ao(x) + Z ay(x) cos(2mky) + b () sin(27ky))

keN

and try to solve ayg, bi. Note that

AV = vy + vy, = ag(z) + Z — 47k ay,) (7) cos(2ky) + (b — 47*k*by) (z) sin(27ky)).

keN

By comparing the coefficients, ag satisfies the second order ODE
ag(z) = fo(x) for z € (0,1)
ap(0) =0 (3.10)
ax(1) = o,
ar with k # 0 satisfies
aj(r) — 4n’k2ay(x) = fra(z) for x € (0,1)
a,(0) = 0 (3.11)
ax(1) = or1,

and b;, satisfies

by (x) — 47*k?by () = fro(z) for x € (0,1)
b(0) =0 (3.12)

bi(1) = @i 2.
11



Therefore, ag is of the form

ao(z) = /0 ' /0 " folt) dtds + (0o — /0 1 /0 " folt) dtds)a. (3.13)

On the other hand, it follows from the classical ODE theory that the general solution to
aj — 4m*k*ay, = fi1 is of the form
627rkaz —2rkx

o * 2kt -
Ak (/0 fk71<t)€ dt+02) Ak y

where C, Cy are constants. Plugging in the boundary condition a;(0) = 0 and ax(1) = ¢x 1,

ap(z) = </1$ frei(t)e ™ dt + Cy) (3.14)

we see
B 47Tk;e27rkgpk,1 — fol fk71(t)6—27rkt dt + f01 fk,l(t)e%kt 0t
b ok _ 1
and
drke*™ oy — et fol Ffor(t)e 2t dt+f01 For ()2 dt
: edrk _ )
Similarly,
: —2rkt -, | ek m - _ o—2nkz
= (/1 Fralt)e Tt GOy _(/0 fra(O)e™ dt + Cy)———, (3.15)
where 1 1
él _ 47T/{:e27rk‘gpk,2 _fo fk,g(t)ef%kt dt+f0 fk,z(t)e%kt dt
ok _ 1
and

‘o 47Tk?627rk(pk72 — edrk fol fk,z(t)€72ﬂkt dt+f01 fk,g(t)e%kt dt
2= Ak .
et —1

Note that (3.13), (3.14), (B.15) and the decay of f; ;, ¢ ; yield the decay of algn), bé"):
e o + 1165 llo < C(L+ k)™,

where C' is some constant independent of k. Plancherel’s identity (cf. [4, Proposition 3.2.7
(1)]) therefore shows that v € H™ 275(]0,1] x S!) for all £ > 0. Then Sobolev embedding
(cf. [2, Theorem 2.30]) gives v € C™27([0,1] x &) for all £ > 0. Let m — co. We conclude
that v € C*>([0,1] x S'), and it is the solution, by the construction, to (3.3]) whenever
fec>(0,1] x S') and ¢ € C>=(G).
Finally, we consider the bounded linear operator
& C**([0,1] x ) — €%*([0,1] x S') x C**(Sh)
v (Av,v‘{l}xsl).

By the apriori estimate (8.9)), - has closed range. On the other hand, since C*([0, 1] x S') x
C>(8!) is dense in C**([0,1] x G') x C*>*(S'), the previous paragraph shows that the range
of £ contains a dense subset. It follows that .2 is surjective. This implies that (3.3) has a

solution whenever f € C%*([0,1] x ') and ¢ € C*>*(S') and finishes the proof. O
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Proposition 3.3. Given any f € C*([0,1] x 8'), g € C»*(S') and ¢ € C**(S'), the
imhomogeneous PDFE
Av = fin (0,1) x S
Oav = g on {0} x S (3.16)
v=¢ on {1} x S

has a unique solution v € C>*([0, 1] x S'). Moreover, it has the following estimate:

[vll2.0 < C([fllo.a + lglha + l¢ll2a), (3.17)

where C' is a constant independent of f, g and .

Proof. We first show the uniqueness. By subtracting the solutions, it suffices to show that
Av =0in (0,1) x S
Onv = 0 on {0} x S
v=0on {1} x &
has only zero solution. As in the proof of Proposition B.2] Green’s first identity yields v = 0.

Next, we derive the apriori estimate. Suppose that v € C*>*([0,1] x S'). Due to the
compactness of [0,1] x S' and that the Neumann boundary {0} x S! and the Dirichlet
boundary {1} x S' are separated, the interior Schauder estimate (cf. [3, Theorem 6.2]), the
boundary Schauder estimate for Dirichlet problem (cf. [3, Lemma 6.4, Theorem 6.6]) and
the boundary Schauder estimate for Neumann problem ([3, Lemma 6.27]) yield

[0z < COUAN0w + 10u0] o1 1 + 0] 1y 20 + 10]0) (3.18)
where C' is a constant independent of v. We claim that

[ollo < C(|[Av]lo + sup [Gnv|+ sup [v]) (3.19)

[0} x5! {1} xSt
for some constant C' independent of v. Suppose not, then there exists a sequence {v; €
C>*([0,1] x 8")}2, such that [|vgllo = 1 but [|Aws|lo + supoyxst [Onvs| +supgy e [vi] = 0 as
i — oco. By [BI8), {v;} is a bounded sequence in C**([0, 1] x S'). Since C*([0, 1] x S') embeds
in C>*([0,1] x S') compactly by Arzela-Ascoli theorem, after passing to a subsequence, we
may assume that there exists w € C?([0,1] x S') such that v; — w as i — in the C*-

topology. Then Aw = lim;_,,, Av; = 0, &“w}{O}XSl = lim;_ oo On¥; =0, and w}{l}xsl =

}{O}XSl
lim;_, oo vi’ (yxst = 0. Hence, by the arguments for uniqueness, w = 0. However, ||wl||o =
lim; o0 ||villo = 1, which is a contradiction. We therefore show ([B.I9). Combining (3.I8))

with (3.19) leads to
ol < COAVIo0 + 1900] gy verlla + 0] 3 e 20 (320)

which is exactly (B17).
13



Finally, we show the existence. As in the proof of Proposition [3.2] we first assume that f,
g,  are smooth and use Fourier series to construct the smooth solution to (B.16]) directly.

Again, f has a uniform convergent Fourier series

f(a, )+ Y (fra(@) cos(2mky) + fio(w) sin(2mky))
keN
with decay || fijllo < Cm, (1+k)~™ for all my € R, ¢ has a uniform convergent Fourier series
e(y) = o+ Z(@lm cos(2mky) + @i 2 sin(2mky))
keN

with decay ¢ ;| < Cp, (1 + k)~™2 for all my € R, and g has a uniform convergent Fourier
series

9(y) = go+ Y _ (g1 cos(2mky) + grsin(2mky))
keN

with decay |gi ;| < Cpg(1 4+ k)™™ for all mg € R. We now fix m = my +2 =my = my + 1
and write

v(z,y) = ag(z) + Z (ar(x) cos(2mky) + b(x) sin(27ky)).
keN
Since 0, = —0,, ag satisfies the second order ODE

ag(z) = fo(x) for z € (0,1)
a;,(0) = —go (3.21)
ax(1) = o,
ax with k # 0 satisfies
(a)(x) — 4nk*ay(x) = fra(z) for x € (0,1)
a,(0) = —gra (3.22)
[ ax(1) = @1,

and b;, satisfies

(V] (1) — 47°k>by(x) = fro(x) for x € (0,1)
0,(0) = — G2 (3.23)

0k (1) = pr2.
As in the proof of Proposition 3.2]

ag(x) = /r /s fo(t) dt ds — gox + po — /1 /s fo(t) dtds + go; (3.24)

2rwkx
/ fk 27rkt dt + 02)

—27rkx

4rk

a /f,cl —Zﬂktdwcl) (3.25)

where ) ,
Amke*™ op1 — 2001 + [y fea(t)e 2™ dt + [ fea(t)e®™ dt

e47rk + 1
14
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and

_47Tk627rk(pk71 _ 2647rk:gk71 + etk fol fk71(t)6727rkt dt — fol fk71(t)e27rkt dt.

oo etk + 1 ;
v . omka @ _—2rka
be(z) = (/1 fk,z(t)e—%rkt dt + Ch) e (/O fk’z(t)emt dt & CZ)W, (3.26)
where
¢ — 4rke®™ pr o — 2gk0 + fol f’z72£t)e_27rkt dt + fol Fra(t)e™ dt
et + 1
and

Cip — —4mke*™ oy 5 — 21 gy 5 + €I™F fol Jra(t)e 2™ dt — fol Foa(t)e?™ dt
647rk + 1 .

Note that (3:24), (325), 320) and the decay of fi;, grj, x; yield the decay of al™, b{™:

lai[lo + 165”0 < C(Q + k)~™*,

where C'is some constant independent of k. Therefore, the same argument as in the proof of
Proposition shows that v is a smooth solution to ([B.I6]) when f, g, ¢ are smooth. Now,
we define the bounded linear operator

£ C*([0,1] x 8') — €%*([0,1] x S') x CcP(Sh) x C**(Sh)
v (Av,0nv}{0}xs1,v’{1}xgl).

The apriori estimate ([B.20) and the solvability of ([B.16) when f, g, ¢ are smooth show that

the range of £ is a closed dense subset of C%*([0, 1] x S') x CV*(S') x C**(S'). In other

words, & is surjective. The solvability of ([B.I6) when f € C%*([0,1] x S!), g € C1(8!),

@ € C**(8!) therefore follows. O

Now we are able to prove Theorem [3.11

Proof of Theorem[31. Define vy := uy + ug + us, v9 = us — uz and vy = u; — %(uz + ug).
Then vy satisfies (B3]) with f = Fy + Fy + F3 and ¢ = 1 + s + p3; v satisfies (B16) with
f=F—F, g=G1and ¢ = ¢y — @3; v3 satisfies (316) with f = F} — 3(F> + F3), g = G>
and ¢ = p; — %(QOQ + 3). It follows from Proposition and Proposition that vy, vy

and vz are uniquely determined. Note that

1 1 1 1 1
up = g(vl +203), up = g(m —v3) + QU2 U= Z(v1 —v3) — Svs. (3.27)
15



This gives the unique solution u, = (uy, us, uz) € C**([0,1] x S') to BI). Furthermore,
B21), B4) and BI7) lead to
[oll2.0 = luall2.0 + luzll2a + lusll2a
< Cllvillza + llo2ll2a + llvs]l2.)
< O(F + B+ Flloa + 11 + 02 + ¢3ll2.0
+ 111 = Falloa + [Gillia + llv2 — @3l2.0

FIF = 5B+ Flloa + 1Gallia + o1 5 (2 + 95) )
< C([|Filloa + [[F2lloa + [[Fslloa + [[Gill1a + 1Galla + lo1ll2a + l@2ll2a + l@sll2q)
= C(lElloa + G110 + ll#ll2.a),
where C' is a constant that may varies from line to line but still remains independent of w;,
v, Fy, Gi and ¢;. This is exactly (3.2), which finishes the proof. O

4. (2.10) with Dirichlet boundary condition and the proof of Theorem [1.7]

We impose the Dirichlet boundary condition u = ¢ on {1} x S to (2.10).

Theorem 4.1. Let F,G be as in Proposition[2.3. Then there exists 7 € (0, 1] satisfying the
following: given any r € (0,7), there exists e(r) > 0 such that for any ¢ € C>*(S') with
¢ll2,0 <€, the system

Au = F(u) in (0,1) x &'

PBu = G(u) on {0} x S (4.1)

has a solution w, with ||ugl|2,. < 7.

Proof. Define o7 : C**([0,1] x S') — C**([0, 1] x S') by setting .27 (u) = w as the solution to
Aw = F(u) in (0,1) x S
PBw = G(u) on {0} x S (4.2)
w =y on {1} x S".

The well-definedness of o7 follows from (2.12)) and Theorem 3.1l We claim that there exist
r € (0,1) and € > 0 such that when |||z, <&, M‘BT : B, — B, is a contraction mapping,
where B, is the ball of radius r centered at 0 in C*>*([0, 1] x S).

Suppose that uw,v € B, C C**([0,1] x S') with » < 1 and [|¢[j2,o < . Then by the
structural conditions (213]), (2.14]) and the Schauder estimate (3.2]), we have

1 (W20 < CUE@ oo + 1GW 10+ [1€]l2a) < Cr(llullz o + [€ll2a) < CL(r* +2),
16



where C is a constant independent of r and . On the other hand, </ (u) — </ (v) is the
solution to

Aw = F(u) — F(v) in (0,1) x S'
Pw = G(u) — G(v) on {0} x S' (4.3)
w=0on {1} x S".

Therefore, by (Z13), [2.14) and ([3:2) again, we see
17/ (w) = & (0)[[2.0 < CUE(w) — E(0)lJo.0 + 1G(w) = G(v)]|1.0)
< Coflu = vfl2.alllzllze + [|2]l2q)
< 2rChlu — vl[2,a;
where () is a constant independent of r and €. Consequently, for any r < 7 = min{cil, ﬁ, 1}
and € < T(C% -,
17 (W)ll2.0 <7

1
17 () =  (V)l|2.0 < 5llu = 2l2a

holds whenever u,v € B, and |||z« < €. In other words, JZZ’B : B, — B, is a contraction

mapping when |||z, < €.

Finally, by the Banach fixed-point theorem, there exists u, € B, C C**([0, 1] x S') such
that .7 (u,) = u,, and hence w, is a solution to (A1) with [jug|2.. < 7. O

Theorem [L. 1] is now a corollary of Theorem [4.1

Proof of Theorem[11. Let r < min{r, 1%}, where 7 is as in Theorem [£.Il Then Theorem

1] guarantees the existence of £(r) > 0 and a solution u to (1) with [julsn < r < &

whenever |||z, < €. Finally, Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 2.3 show that u gives the desired

C>%-perturbation. O
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