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OVERDETERMINED STEKLOV EIGENVALUE PROBLEMS ON
COMPACT SURFACES
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ABSTRACT. We consider the overdetermined problem given by

0
ov
where € is a connected, orientable, compact Riemannian surface with smooth boundary
092, and o is the first non-zero Steklov eigenvalue of 2. We give a complete characteri-
zation of 2 when the overdetermined problem is solvable.

Precisely, we prove that the overdetermined problem above admits a (nontrivial)
solution if and only if 2 is conformally equivalent to either the flat unit disk or a flat
cylinder [~L, L] x S* for certain L > Lo by a conformal transformation which (up to
scaling) is an isometry on the boundary. In particular, we completely determine the
compact domains in R? or in H? such that the overdetermined problem is solvable.

Ay =0in €, 2%~ ojuon 09, |Vu| = constant on 0f,

1. INTRODUCTION

Finding solutions to partial differential equations under prescribed boundary conditions
is a fundamental and important topic in analysis. Overdetermined problems, which im-
pose more boundary conditions than typically required for well-posedness, often lead to
symmetry conclusions. A celebrated result is Serrin’s theorem [16], which (in a special
case) states that, for a domain Q C R"™, the solvability of the system

Au= -1 in Q,
u=0 on 012,
ou

g, = constant  on o0

implies that € is a ball and v is radially symmetric. Since Serrin’s work, numerous
extensions have been obtained. For instance, Kumaresan and Prajapat [13] generalized the
result to the hemisphere and the hyperbolic space; Xia and his collaborators [11}/12] studied
so-called partially overdetermined problem for domains of manifolds with boundary; Gao,
Ma and Yang [8] considered overdetermined problems for fully nonlinear equations in space
forms.

In this paper, we focus on overdetermined Steklov eigenvalue problems. Let (M™, g) be
an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold, n > 2. For a bounded domain 2 C M
with smooth boundary 052, the Steklov problem is to find real numbers ¢ such that there
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exists a non-zero function u on {2 satisfying

(1.1) Au=0 inQ,
ou
(1.2) g, — v on 09,

where v is the outward unit normal on 9€2. We call such a ¢ a Steklov eigenvalue, and
u the corresponding Steklov eigenfunction. It is well known that Steklov eigenvalues are
discrete and satisfy

O=09g<o01 <09 <+ = +00.

Over the past decades, the Steklov spectrum has been intensively studied. Various
results are obtained, such as estimates of the bounds, comparison theorems and isoperi-
metric inequalities; see [7,/10,/18] for instance. We refer the reader to [5] for a recent
survey which includes this topic. However, to the authors’ knowledge, few results address
overdetermined Steklov eigenvalue problems. Payne and Philippin [15] first imposed the
following additional condition

(1.3) |Vu| = ¢ on 02
and raised the following questions:

Question 1.1. Is there a domain €2 for which the overdetermined problem has a solution?
If so for which eigenfunctions is it achieved? Is the domain 2 unique and if so what is this
domain?

They proved

Theorem 1.1 (|15, Theorem 1]). Let Q C R? be a simply connected domain with smooth
boundary 0S2. Then the overdetermined problem (1.1), (L.2) and (1.3) with o0 = o7 is
solvable if and only if Q is a round disk.

We remark that the constant ¢ in ([1.3)) must be positive when u is an eigenfunction
corresponding to a non-zero Steklov eigenvalue. Otherwise, v = 0 on 992 by (1.2), and
then v = 0 in 2 by using (1.1)), a contradiction.

A natural question is whether Theorem can be generalized. It is known that the
results fails for o (k > 2) or for Q@ C R™(n > 3) (cf. [1,2]). Very recently, Lee and Seo [14]
studied the surface case. Observing the condition (|1.3) is equivalent to

(1.3") Hess u(Vu) = ¢u for some ¢ € C*°(92) on 012,
they established

Theorem 1.2 ([14, Theorem 2.3 and Corollary 2.4]). Let Q be a connected compact
surface with C? boundary. Assume that the Gaussian curvature Ko > 0 and ¢ < 0. If the
overdetermined problem , and with o = o1 admits a nontrivial solution,
then Q is flat and OS2 is the disjoint union of geodesics and geodesic circles of radius 1/o71.
In particular, if Q is simply connected, then Q is a flat disk.

In this paper, we study above overdetermined Steklov problem for arbitrary compact
Riemannian surfaces, dropping both the simply connected condition in Theorem and
the restrictions on Kq and 1 in Theorem

For convenience, throughout this paper, all the surfaces (or domains) are assumed to
be orientable with smooth boundary. We introduce some definitions and notations.
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Definition 1.3. A surface (or a domain) Q is called solvable for certain overdetermined
problem if it admits a (non-trivial) solution of this overdetermined problem. Otherwise,
we say that  is unsolvable for this overdetermined problem.

We assign the name (OS-I) to the overdetermined Steklov problem consists of (|1.1)),
(1.2) and (1.3 with o = o7y, i.e.,
Au=20 in Q,
(0S-1) 9u = gyu on 09,
|Vu| = ¢ a constant  on 99Q.

Notations:

) M%{: the 2-dimensional simply connected space form of constant Gaussian curva-
ture K, i.e., M%( = $?, R? and H? when K = 1,0 and —1, respectively.

e : the unit disk of R?.

e Ap =[-L,L] x S': a cylinder with the flat metric dt* + d6?, where L > 0 and S*
is the unit circle.

e Ly(=~ 1.2): the unique positive solution of the equation 1/z = tanh z;

o Agpn(R): the spherical zone in S? which is bounded by two parallel latitude circles
of the same radius cos R, which is symmetric with respectively to the equator, i.e.,

Agpn(R) = {(cosrcosf,cosrsinf,sinr) | —R <r < R,0 € S'},

where 0 < R < /2.

e Ry = 2arctantanh(Ly/2) ~ 0.99 ~ 56.7°.

e (21,91) ~ (92, g2): there exists a conformal transformation from €5 to Q2 which
(after rescaling g1) is an isometry on the boundary.

Now our main result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let (€2, gq) be a connected compact surface with boundary 02. Then §2 is
solvable for (OS-I)) if and only if either (2, gq) ~D or (2, ga) ~ Ay, for certain L > Ly.

Remark 1.2. From Example [3.4] and Example [£.2] we can further know that, if Q ~ D,
then every first eigenfunction solves (OS-I)); if 2 ~ Ap, then only the “linear eigenfunction”
solves . Hence, if we require that every function in the first Steklov eigenspace solves
(OS-T)), then the critical cylinder Az, must be excluded.

It is worth noticing that the critical cylinder Ay, is equivalent (in the ~ sense) to a
so-called “critical” catenoid in 6], which is of geometric interest since it is a free boundary
solution in the ball. We may call Ay a supercritical cylinder when L > Lg. The readers
may refer [6, Sect. 3 and 4] for details.

We will separate Theorem [1.4] into two parts: the simply connected case Theorem
and the multiply connected case Theorem 4.1l Furthermore, applying this theorem to

domains of M%(, we prove the following result (cf. Corollaries and .

Theorem 1.5. A connected compact domain Q@ C R? or Q C H? with boundary 05) is
solvable for (OS-1) if and only if Q is a geodesic disk.

Theorem 1.6. A connected domain Q C S* with boundary 09 is solvable for (OS-1) if
and only if Q0 is either a spherical cap, or Q ~ Agpn(R) for certain R € [Ry,7/2).

The paper is organized as follows.
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In Sect. [2, we recall some fundamental computations under a special local coordinate
system in Riemannian geometry and basic properties of Steklov eigenfunctions.

In Sect. |3 we solve the case of the simply connected surfaces, where Proposition
plays a crucial role. Although the auxiliary function used is the same as before, finer
and novel calculations and analyses are done. This ultimately allows us to employ the
Gauss—Bonnet formula and the Weinstock inequality and prove Theorem

Theorem [I.1] can be derived by Theorem [3.1] (cf. Corollary [3.5). This means that, even
for the simply connected domains, we give an alternative proof of Theorem which is
more geometric in flavor, whereas the original one is more analytic.

Next, we deal with the case of the multiply connected surfaces in Sect. [l We firstly
check the solvability of an annulus (Example , where the key Proposition fails.
We seek a modified version Proposition [£.4] instead of Proposition then the Gauss—
Bonnet formula can be applied again and help us determine the genus and the number
of the boundary components. Furthermore, we show that boundary components are of
equal length, which is key to prove the restriction of the conformal transformation to the
boundary is an isometry.

As an application, we investigate which multiply connected domains in a space forms are
solvable for . The results are obtained by discussing the existence and uniqueness of
solutions of the second-order elliptic equation satisfied by the conformal factor. Corollary
(cf. Theorem implies that the simply connected condition in Theorem is not
necessary.

In the last Sect. 5 we consider another overdetermined Steklov problem for simply con-
nected domains in the hemisphere or in the hyperbolic space, and give a characterization
of such domains (Theorem [5.2), where the Serrin-type theorem for domains of S? and H?
is applied.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Normal exponential maps. Let (2, gn) be a simply connected compact surface
with smooth boundary 92 of length L. We parametrize 9S2 by the arc-length as ~y: [0, L] —
99Q,v(0) = v(L),7'(0) =+/(L), |7/| = 1. Points in Q near the boundary can be parametrized
by [0,€) x [0, L] > (z,y) = exp, ) (zD) for small € > 0, where ¥ = —v is the inward unit
normal along the boundary. Then the metric on € (near the boundary) can be written as

(2.1) go = daz” + X*(z,y)dy?,

where A\(x,y) is a positive function satisfying \(0,y) = 1.

If we write go = g;jdvidv’/ with (vl,v?) = (z,y), then the Christoffel symbols are given
by

F%l = F%2 = F%l = F%l =0,
Ay
)\’

A

F%z = =g, 1%2 = F%z = F%l = BN
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For any smooth function ¢ € C*°(2), under the local coordinates above, it is not hard
to obtain

1
(22) V¢ - ¢x833 + F¢yayv
1
(2:3) Vol = ¢z + 3595
1 Az A
(2.4) A¢ = (ba:a: + ﬁéyy + T(bar - /\%%

A direct computation shows that V.7 (y) = (=Az(0,y))?. Hence,
(2.5) k= —Xz(0,y)

is the geodesic curvature x of 92 (with respect to the inward normal 7).

2.2. Basic properties of Steklov eigenfunctions. Although the following result is
well-known, we give a quick proof.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that OS2 has only one connected component. Then no Steklov eigen-

function of Q corresponding to the eigenvalue oy (k > 1) is constant along 0S).

Proof. For a Steklov eigenfunction u corresponding to ox(k > 1), we always have

ou
2.6 0’/ U= —/AU—O,
(2:6) " Joq o v Jo

(2.7) ak/ uQ—/ uau—/ |Vu\2+/uAu—/ |Vul?.
o9 o0 OV Jo Q Q

Suppose u|gg = ¢ is constant, then ¢ must be 0 from (2.6)) since o3 > 0. Now (2.7)) implies
|Vu|? = 0 in Q. Hence, u = 0 in €2, a contradiction. U

The following lemma allows us to construct an auxiliary function in the next sections.

Lemma 2.2 (cf. [15 Lemma 3| and [14, Lemma 2.1]). Let 2 be a connected compact
surface with C? boundary. Then any first Steklov eigenfunction has no critical point in Q.

We end this section with a statement on the conformal invariance of solvability.

Lemma 2.3. Let (2, g) be a connected compact Riemannian surface with boundary OS2,
For any conformal metric § = p3g, if ploq is constant, then (2, g) is solvable for (OS-I)

if and only if (2, g) is solvable for (OS-I)).
In other words, if (Q1,91) ~ (Q2,91), then the solvability of Q1 and Qg for (OS-1) are

the same.
Proof. Assume p|gg = po > 0. Since VIu = p~2V9u, v3 = p~1v,, we conclude
Aju =0 <= Aju=0in ,
(VIu,v3)5 = pg (V9u, 1), on 0L, \V§u|§ = p62|Vgu]§ on 01},

where we used Az = p~2A, for the case of dimension two. In fact, we have seen that the
Steklov spectrum of (£, §) is the Steklov spectrum of (€, g) multiplying p, ' with the same
Steklov eigenfunctions. O



6 HANG CHEN AND BOHAN WU
3. THE CASE OF SIMPLY CONNECTED SURFACES

In this section, we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let (2, ga) be a simply connected compact surface with boundary 0S2. Then
Q is solvable for the overdetermined problem (OS-1) if and only if Q ~ D.

Following in [14,[15], we introduce the auxiliary function f = log|Vu|?, where u is any
first Steklov eigenfunction of 2. Due to Lemma[2.2] f is well-defined. We need to analyze
f carefully.

Lemma 3.2 (cf. [14, Lemma 2.2]). For any first Steklov eigenfunction of 2, the Laplacian
of f =log|Vul? satisfies
1

where K is the Gaussian curvature of ).

Proof. This has been proven in [14]. Here we give a quick proof by using the moving
frame. We will see that the dimension 2 is crucial.

Choose a local orthonormal frame {e1, e2} on §2, and denote Vu = uje1+uges, Hessu(e;, e5) =
ui;. Without loss of generality, we can assume (u;;) is diagonal. Hence, we have w11 +ug2 =
Au = 0,u12 = uo; = 0. The Ricci identity gives

Zuiuijj = Z UiUj55 + Z uiukRkjij = U%R1212 + u%Rglgl = ‘Vu|2K.
ij i, i,k
Now a direct computation yields
1, . 1AVu? 1|V|Vu??

SAf =
2 / 2 |Vul? 2 |Vul*
_ 25 (wiij + “22]) B 232,032 uiuj)?
[Vul? |Vul*
=K+ Uiy uyy  2ufud +uyuz,)
|Vul? WE
=K+ 2“’%1 _ 2(“% +u%)“?1
|Vu]2 ‘Vu|4
=K.
This completes the proof. 0

In the lemma above, u need not satisfy ([1.3]). However, we need this additional condition
in the key proposition below.

Proposition 3.3. Let Q be a simply connected surface and u be a first Steklov eigen-
function satisfying (1.3). Then the normal derivative of f = log|Vu|?> on the boundary
satisfies

10f
55—01—/@ on 0f2,

where k is the geodesic curvature of 0€).
Proof. Denote F' = {p € 092 | %% =01 — K at p}. It is sufficient to prove F' = 9.

Clearly, F' is closed while its complement set F = 9Q\F is open. Consider the open
set G = {p €| uy0,y) #0at p=-(y)}. We make the following assertions.
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Claim 1: G is not empty.

Claim 2: G(= suppuylaq) C F.

Claim 3: if F is not empty, then %% = —k on F°.

By Claims 1 and 2, F' is not empty. If F'° is not empty, then F° is not closed, otherwise
F¢ = 99 by the connectedness of 92, which contradicts F' # (). Hence, there is a point
p € F¢N F. By Claim 3 and the continuity, we have %% = —k on F° at p ; on the other
hand, %% = 01 — k at p by the definition of F. This is impossible. Therefore, F'® must
be empty, i.e., F' = 0f.

Now we prove Claims 1-3 to complete the whole proof. We must carefully distinguish
between taking derivatives on the boundary and taking derivatives within the domain and
then restricting them to the boundary. Although all the calculations can be done via the
moving frame, here we adopt the local coordinates in Sect. to see it more clearly.

Take ¢ = u in (2.4)), we have

(3.1) 0=Au=1ugy, + %uyy + %uz - %uy.
Restricted this to the boundary, noticing A(0,y) = 1, we have
(3.2) (Uga + Uyy + AgUg)|z=0 = 0.

The boundary condition is equivalent to
(3.3) uz(0,y) +uj(0,y) = &,
where we used and A(0,y) = 1. Differentiating with respect to y, we obtain
(3.4) (Ugliay + tytiyy)|z=0 = 0.

From % = (Vu, —30;) = o1u on 0L, noticing , we derive
(3.5) —ug(0,y) = o1u(0, y)
and then
(3.6) Uzy(0,y) = —o1uy(0,y).

Similarly,

10 1 1|Vul?

(37) 55 = gl =~ Flout| -

By using (2.3)), we have

1 1 Az
(3.8)  SIVul; ;

= (Uplgy + 12 Wytys — Fuy)

= (UgUga + UyUyy — )\muz)

=0 x=0 =0

If G is empty, then u,(0,y) = 0, which implies u|gq is constant and then contradicts
Lemma Claim 1 is proved.

Inserting ({3.6]) into (3.4), we have

(3.9) uy (0, ) (uyy (0,y) — o1u2(0,9)) = 0.
When u,(0,y) # 0, from (3.9) we have
(3.10) Uyy(0,y) = 01uz(0,y).

Combining (3.10)) with (3.2)), we conclude

(311) U:mc|x:0 = (_Ulux - )‘xuﬂﬂ)|x=0‘
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Hence, (3.8) becomes

1
§|Vu|i = (um(—alux — Aplly) — O1UylUy — Amuz) -
=—(o1+ )\x)(ui + uz)
z=0
= —(01 4 Xo)|Vul?
=0
by using (3.6) and (3.11]). Inserting this equation into (3.7)) and using (2.5)), we obtain
10f
12 10f _ .
(3.12) 2 v SR

This shows G C F and Claim 2 is obtained by the continuity.

If F¢ is not empty, since F'° is open, we have u,(0,y) = 0 and uy,(0,y) = 0 on F°.
From (3.2)) we have u,z|y—0 = —(Agusz)|z=0, then (3.8) becomes

1
(3.13) §\Vu|326

= —\u?
x=0 r

= k|Vul.
0

xr=

Inserting this into (3.7]), we obtain %% = —k on F°. Claim 3 is proved. O
Now we are ready to prove the theorem.

Proof of Theorem [3.1. Assume the solvability of (OS-I)), by using Lemma Proposition
the Stokes formula and the Gauss-Bonnet formula, we have

5= L™= Lo
o

= 01 L(09) +/ K — 2,
Q

Hence, 01 L(0€2) = 2. The famous Weinstock inequality (cf. [6,/17]) states o1 L(0Q) < 27
with equality if and only if there is conformal map from 2 to the unit disk which is an
isometry on the boundary.

Conversely, the following example shows that the disk is solvable. Hence, we complete
the proof. O

Example 3.4. Denote by D (R) the geodesic disk of radius R in M3%. Then Dk (R) is
solvable for (OS-1)).

Indeed, since o1(D) = 1 and with multiplicity 2, and the first eigenspace is spanned by

{ugl) = 7 COS 0,u§2) = rsinf} (under the polar coordinates). One can easily verify that

Vu(i) = 1 in the whole D including the boundary. Based on the fact Dg(R) ~ I, we
1
finally obtain the conclusion by using Lemma[2.3

In fact, the solvability of Dk (R) can also be directly verified via the explicit expression
of the first Steklov eigenspace of Dk (R) (cf. [3,19])

Consider the equality case in the Weinstock inequality for domains of space forms, we
immediately obtain the following

Corollary 3.5. A simply connected compact domain 2 C M%( s solvable for the overde-
termined problem (OS-1) if and only if Q is a geodesic disk.
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Clearly, Corollary [3.5] recovers Theorem [1.1] of Payne and Philippin when K = 0. It is
new when K =1 or —1.

4. THE CASE OF MULTIPLY CONNECTED SURFACES

In this section, we are concerned with multiply connected surfaces. We first obtain
the characterization of Riemannian surfaces, and then apply the result to the domains in
space forms.

4.1. Riemannian surfaces. We will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let (2, gq) be a connected compact surface with k boundary components,
k > 2. Then Q is solvable for the overdetermined problem (OS-1) if and only if Q ~ A,
for some L > Lo, where A, and Ly are defined in Sect. .

First, let us check the solvability of the cylinder Ay. It is a special case of |9, Example
1.3.3] (originally from [4, Lemma 6.1]) and shows that both Proposition [3.3| and Theorem
[3-1] no longer hold if the simply connected condition is removed.

Example 4.2. The boundary OAr, has two connected components 'y := {£L} x S*.
By the method of separation of variables, the Steklov spectrum of Ay, is given by
0, 1/L, ktanh(kL), kcoth(kL) (k=>1),
and the corresponding eigenfunctions are
1, t, cosh(kt)vg(0), sinh(kt)vi(0) (k>1),
where vi(0) = cos(kf) or sin(kf) is the eigenfunction of the Laplacian operator on S*
corresponding to the eigenvalue A\ (S') = k2.

Since tanh(kL) < coth(kL) for any k > 1 and tanh(-) is strictly increasing, we have
o1 = 1/L or o1 = tanh L. By the monotonicity of 1/L and tanh L with respect to L and
the asymptotic behaviors as L tends to 0 and oo, there is a unique constant Lo > 0 such
that 1/Lo = tanh L.

(1) When L > Ly, we have 1/L < tanh L. Hence, o1 = 1/L. Moreover, oy is simple
when L > Lo while oy has multiplicity 3 when L = Lo. In this case, u; =t solves (OS-I),
since Vuy = 0y and then |[Vui| =1 on L.

Moreover, uy = L on I'y while uy = —L on I'_, i.e., uy is constant on each connected
component of the boundary respectively but is not constant on the whole boundary. Mean-
while, %8% log [Vuy|? = 0 = —k, which coincides with Claim 3 in the proof of Proposition

but Proposition itself fails.

(2) When L < Lo, we have tanh L < 1/L. Hence, o1 = tanh L, which has multiplicity
2. In this case, any first Steklov eigenfunction can be written as

uy = (Acosf + Bsinf) cosht.
Since
|Vui|? = (Acos@ + Bsinf)?sinh?® L 4 (B cos§ — Asinf)? cosh? L =: Q(6)
on the boundary, if Q(0) is constant, then
A? sinh? L + B? cosh? L = Q(0) = Q(n/2) = B*sinh?® L 4+ A? cosh? L
implies A?> = B2. Without loss of generality, we take A = B = 1. However,
Q(m/4) = 2sinh? L < cosh? L = Q(—7/4),
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which means that |Vuy| is not constant on the boundary.

In summary, we have proved the following result.

Proposition 4.3. The cylinder Ay is solvable for the overdetermined problem (OS-1)) if
and only if L > Lg, where Lg is the unique positive solution of the equation tanhxz = 1/x.

Example [£.2] motivates us to give a modified version of Proposition

Proposition 4.4. Assume 02 has k connected components, denoted by T'y,--- ,T'i(k > 2).
Let u be a non-trivial solution of (OS-I) and f = log|Vu|?>. For each i, we have the
following assertions.

(1) If u is constant on T';, then

18f
55 = —kK 0ONn FZ.

(2) If u is not constant on I';, then
10f

ia——al—ﬁ onT;.

Proof. 1t suffices to replace 02 with I'; in the proof of Proposition and repeat the
argument. If u is constant on I';, then u,(0,y) = 0 on I';, and Assertion (1) follows from
Claim 3.

If w is not constant on I';, then G is not empty, and Assertion (2) follows from the same
reasoning as in the proof of Proposition O

Proof of Theorem[{.1]. The sufficiency follows directly from Proposition and Lemma
Next we focus on establishing the necessity.

Assume the solvability of (OS-I). By Lemma Proposition and Gauss—Bonnet

formula, we have
19f
—Af = / d;01 — / K
/ / o020V or, 1 Joa

k
= Z 0'1(51'[/(8112') +/ K — 27TX(Q
i=1 &

where §; = 0 or 1, depending on whether u|r, is constant or not. This leads to

k
(4.1) o1 6 L(09) = 2mx(Q) = 2m(2 — 2y — k),
i=1
where v denotes the genus of €.
Since the left-hand side of (4.1)) is nonnegative, (4.1) cannot hold if v > 1 or k£ > 3.

Thus, we must have v = 0 and k£ < 2. We rule out the case v = 0,k = 1 since {2 would be
simply connected.

When v = 0 and k& = 2, Q is topologically an annulus. The right-hand side of
equals to 0, which forces §; = 6o = 0. By Proposition @, U must be constant on each I';,
denoted by c;. Then we deduce ¢? = ¢?/0? on I'; from and with u,(0,y). On
the other hand, (2.6) implies clL(Fl) + CQL(FQ) =0, hence c1 = —cg and L(T';) = L(T9).
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By complex analysis, there exists a conformal diffeomorphism
(4.2) d:Q— Ap.
We now show that ®, up to scaling, is an isometry on the boundary. Without loss of
generality, we assume ®(I'1) =T_,®(I'y) =y, L(I'1) = L(I'2) = L(I'~) = L(T').
Recalling Example let £(t) =t be the first eigenfunction of Az, which is linear in ¢
and normalized by [|€][2(94,) = 1. Pulling £ back to €2, we obtain [[£ o ®|12(50) = 1.

The restriction of £ to I'_ and I'y is constants, denoted by [ and [, respectively.
Clearly, [ + [+ = 0, then we have

(4.3) fod = l_L(F1) + Z+L(P2) =0,

o0N
Therefore, we may use £ o ® as a test function in the variational characterization of o1 (£2)
to obtain

(4.4) 51(Q) < E(f o ®) = E(f) = o1 (Ar).

Conversely, consider ®~1: Ay — Q and the eigenfunction u of Q solving (OS-I)). Since
it has been proved that u|r, = ¢;(i = 1,2) and ¢; + ¢2 = 0, then by the same argument
above, we may use u o ®~! as the test function to estimate o1(Az), i.e.,

(4.5) 01(AL) < B(uo ® ') = E(u) = 01(Q).

Hence, 01(Ar) = 01(2) = 01, and £ o @ is a first eigenfunction of Q. If we write the
metric of  as p?(dt? +d6?), then % =01l on 9Q where v = —p~10; on 'y and v = p~1;
on I's. Since both ¢ and ;¢ are constant on each boundary component, so is p. Finally, we
conclude p = 1 on the boundary since we have assumed I'; and I'; have the same length.
This completes the whole proof. O

4.2. Domains in space forms. In the rest of this section, we investigate the solvability
of domains in space forms. By applying Theorem we prove the following results.

Corollary 4.5. Any multiply connected compact domain Q C R? or Q C H? with boundary

00 is unsolvable for (OS-I)).

Proof. Suppose 2 C M is solvable for (OS-I)), then Q ~ Ay, for some L by Theorem
We write the metric g of Q as g = p%go with go = dt? + d6?, then

(4.6) e Agw = — K,
where w = Inp and Ag = (%22 + 88—922 is the Laplacian with respect to gg.

(1) © € R?*(K = 0): The equation becomes Agw = 0, i.e., w is harmonic. Since
wl|pq is constant, we deduce that both w and p = e are constant. Thus, €2 is isometric
to Ay after rescaling. It is a contradiction, since each connected component of Ay is a
geodesic, but each complete geodesic in R? is a straight line and it is non-compact.

(2) Q@ C H?*(K = —1): The equation becomes Agw = e**. Since wl|sq is constant,
this semi-linear elliptic equation has at most one solution by the maximum principle.
If such a solution exists, it is independent of 6 and is even in ¢, i.e., w = w(t) and
w(t) = w(—t); so is p = e”. Consequently, the geodesic curvature of each boundary
component is constant. Since the boundary components have constant geodesic curvature
and equal length, both I'; and I'y are closed geodesic circles of the same radius. However,

such circles cannot be nested and do not bound a compact domain. Hence, it is impossible
that Q ~ Ap.
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This completes the proof. O

Corollary 4.6. A multiply connected domain Q C S? with boundary 0K is solvable for
(OS-1) if and only if Q ~ Agpn(R) for certain R € [Ry,m/2).

Proof. The metric of Agyy, is
g1 = dr? + cos?(r)d6>.

Under the change of variables

N 1+ tan(r/2)

b=t 2)

<= r = 2arctan tanh(¢/2),

we obtain

g = (dt* 4 d6?).

cosh?(t)
This implies Agpn(R) ~ Ap with R = 2arctantanh(L/2). Moreover, t =0 <= r =0
while Ly < L < 4+00 <= Ry < R < /2.

Hence, €2 is solvable for (OS-I)) if and only if @ ~ Af, ~ Agpn(R) for certain R € [Ro, 7/2)
by Theorem O

Remark 4.7. When K =1, the equation becomes Aqw = —e?*. We cannot ensure
the uniqueness of the solution to this non-linear equation with Dirichlet boundary value
condition. But if we can prove the solution is independent of 6, then we can prove € is
isometric to Agpn(R).

5. ANOTHER OVERDETERMINED CONDITION

Payne and Philippin [15] also considered another additional constraint for the Steklov
problem, that is, every nonconstant Steklov eigenfunction has zero mean value:

(5.1) / up =0 for all £ > 1.
Q

Under this condition, they proved

Theorem 5.1 (|15, Theorem 2]). Let Q C R? be a simply connected domain with smooth
boundary 2. Then the overdetermined problem (L.1)), (1.2) and (5.1)) is solvable if and
only if Q is a round disk.

We extend Theorem to the hemisphere and the hyperbolic space.

Theorem 5.2. Let 2 C S?i- or Q C H? be a simply connected domain of with smooth
boundary 02. Then the overdetermined problem (L.1)), (1.2) and (5.1)) is solvable if and
only if Q) is a geodesic disk.

The proof relies on the following lemma, which extends [15, Lemma 4] from R? to S?,_
and H?, and admits an analogous proof.

Lemma 5.3. Let Q2 C S%r or Q C H? be a simply connected domain with Lipschitz boundary
oN. If

1 1
5.2 / h=—— h
(5:2) o Jo" = 109 oo

for any harmonic function h € C%(Q), then Q is a geodesic disk.
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Proof. Let u be the solution of the Saint-Venant problem in {2:
(5.3) { Au=—-1 inQ,
(5.4) u=20 on 0f.

Then for any harmonic function h, we have

ou oh ou
. [ h= [ hAau= [ ur L au.
(5.5) /Qh /Qh u /Qu h+/m<hay uay> s

Inserting (5.5)) into (5.2) yields

S Ou 1 [
Q| Joq Ov |09 Joq

ou Q|
hl—+ =) =0.
/89 (5 + \8(2])
The arbitrariness of h leads to

Ou _ 9]
v |09

equivalently,

(5.6) = constant on 0f2,

since we can take a harmonic function h such that h = % + % on 0f2. Hence, u solves

the overdetermined problem (5.3), (5.4) and (5.6). By the Serrin-type theorem [13] for S?
and H?, Q must be a geodesic disk. O

Proof of Theorem[5.3. Let {u;};>0 be a complete orthonormal system of L?(92) consisting
of Steklov eigenfunctions. Then any harmonic function h € C%(Q) can be represented by

(5.7) h= f; </m ul-h) ;.

Integrating this equation over €2, we derive

(5.8) /Qh: (/(muoh>/ﬂu0:ug|(2]/(muoh,

where we used (b.1)) and the fact that wug is constant.

On the other hand, since ug is normalized, we have
(5.9) 1 :/ 2 = w200,
oN

It follows from (j5.8]) and (5.9) that h satisfies (5.2):

1 / 1
— [ h=—u [ h
Q0 Jo 109] Jan

By Lemma Q is a geodesic disk. O
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