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Abstract. We consider the overdetermined problem given by

∆u = 0 in Ω,
∂u

∂ν
= σ1u on ∂Ω, |∇u| = constant on ∂Ω,

where Ω is a connected, orientable, compact Riemannian surface with smooth boundary
∂Ω, and σ1 is the first non-zero Steklov eigenvalue of Ω. We give a complete characteri-
zation of Ω when the overdetermined problem is solvable.

Precisely, we prove that the overdetermined problem above admits a (nontrivial)
solution if and only if Ω is conformally equivalent to either the flat unit disk or a flat
cylinder [−L,L] × S1 for certain L ≥ L0 by a conformal transformation which (up to
scaling) is an isometry on the boundary. In particular, we completely determine the
compact domains in R2 or in H2 such that the overdetermined problem is solvable.

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 Ω ⊂ Rn, the solvability of the system

∆u = −1 in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
∂u
∂ν = constant on ∂Ω

implies that Ω is a ball and u 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 (Mn, g) be
an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold, n ≥ 2. For a bounded domain Ω ⊂ M
with smooth boundary ∂Ω, the Steklov problem is to find real numbers σ such that there
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exists a non-zero function u on Ω satisfying
∆u = 0 in Ω,(1.1)

∂u

∂ν
= σu on ∂Ω,(1.2)

where ν is the outward unit normal on ∂Ω. We call such a σ a Steklov eigenvalue, and
u the corresponding Steklov eigenfunction. It is well known that Steklov eigenvalues are
discrete and satisfy

0 = σ0 < σ1 ≤ σ2 ≤ · · · → +∞.

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) |∇u| = c on ∂Ω

and raised the following questions:

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

They proved

Theorem 1.1 ([15, Theorem 1]). Let Ω ⊂ R2 be a simply connected domain with smooth
boundary ∂Ω. Then the overdetermined problem (1.1), (1.2) and (1.3) with σ = σ1 is
solvable if and only if Ω is a round disk.

We remark that the constant c in (1.3) must be positive when u is an eigenfunction
corresponding to a non-zero Steklov eigenvalue. Otherwise, u ≡ 0 on ∂Ω by (1.2), and
then u ≡ 0 in Ω by using (1.1), a contradiction.

A natural question is whether Theorem 1.1 can be generalized. It is known that the
results fails for σk(k ≥ 2) or for Ω ⊂ Rn(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’) Hessu(∇u) = ψu for some ψ ∈ C∞(∂Ω) on ∂Ω,

they established

Theorem 1.2 ([14, Theorem 2.3 and Corollary 2.4]). Let Ω be a connected compact
surface with C2 boundary. Assume that the Gaussian curvature KΩ > 0 and ψ ≤ 0. If the
overdetermined problem (1.1), (1.2) and (1.3) with σ = σ1 admits a nontrivial solution,
then Ω is flat and ∂Ω is the disjoint union of geodesics and geodesic circles of radius 1/σ1.
In particular, if Ω is simply connected, then Ω 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 1.1 and
the restrictions on KΩ and ψ in Theorem 1.2.

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) Ω is called solvable for certain overdetermined
problem if it admits a (non-trivial) solution of this overdetermined problem. Otherwise,
we say that Ω 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 σ = σ1, i.e.,

(OS-I)


∆u = 0 in Ω,
∂u
∂ν = σ1u on ∂Ω,

|∇u| = c a constant on ∂Ω.

Notations:

• M2
K : the 2-dimensional simply connected space form of constant Gaussian curva-

ture K, i.e., M2
K = S2, R2 and H2 when K = 1, 0 and −1, respectively.

• D: the unit disk of R2.
• AL = [−L,L]× S1: a cylinder with the flat metric dt2 + dθ2, where L > 0 and S1

is the unit circle.
• L0(≈ 1.2): the unique positive solution of the equation 1/x = tanhx;
• Asph(R): the spherical zone in S2 which is bounded by two parallel latitude circles
of the same radius cosR, which is symmetric with respectively to the equator, i.e.,

Asph(R) = {(cos r cos θ, cos r sin θ, sin r) | −R ≤ r ≤ R, θ ∈ S1},

where 0 < R < π/2.
• R0 = 2arctan tanh(L0/2) ≈ 0.99 ≈ 56.7◦.
• (Ω1, g1) ∼ (Ω2, g2): there exists a conformal transformation from Ω1 to Ω2 which
(after rescaling g1) is an isometry on the boundary.

Now our main result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let (Ω, gΩ) be a connected compact surface with boundary ∂Ω. Then Ω is
solvable for (OS-I) if and only if either (Ω, gΩ) ∼ D or (Ω, gΩ) ∼ AL for certain L ≥ L0.

Remark 1.2. From Example 3.4 and Example 4.2, we can further know that, if Ω ∼ D,
then every first eigenfunction solves (OS-I); if Ω ∼ AL, then only the “linear eigenfunction”
solves (OS-I). Hence, if we require that every function in the first Steklov eigenspace solves
(OS-I), then the critical cylinder AL0 must be excluded.

It is worth noticing that the critical cylinder AL0 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 AL a supercritical cylinder when L ≥ L0. 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 3.1
and the multiply connected case Theorem 4.1. Furthermore, applying this theorem to
domains of M2

K , we prove the following result (cf. Corollaries 3.5, 4.5 and 4.6).

Theorem 1.5. A connected compact domain Ω ⊂ R2 or Ω ⊂ H2 with boundary ∂Ω is
solvable for (OS-I) if and only if Ω is a geodesic disk.

Theorem 1.6. A connected domain Ω ⊂ S2 with boundary ∂Ω is solvable for (OS-I) if
and only if Ω is either a spherical cap, or Ω ∼ Asph(R) for certain R ∈ [R0, π/2).

The paper is organized as follows.



4 HANG CHEN AND BOHAN WU

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 3.3
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 3.1.

Theorem 1.1 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 1.1, 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. 4. We firstly
check the solvability of an annulus (Example 4.2), where the key Proposition 3.3 fails.
We seek a modified version Proposition 4.4 instead of Proposition 3.3, 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 (OS-I). The results are obtained by discussing the existence and uniqueness of
solutions of the second-order elliptic equation satisfied by the conformal factor. Corollary
4.5 (cf. Theorem 1.5) implies that the simply connected condition in Theorem 1.1 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 S2 and H2

is applied.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Normal exponential maps. Let (Ω, gΩ) be a simply connected compact surface
with smooth boundary ∂Ω of length L. We parametrize ∂Ω by the arc-length as γ : [0, L] →
∂Ω, γ(0) = γ(L), γ′(0) = γ′(L), |γ′| ≡ 1. Points in Ω near the boundary can be parametrized
by [0, ϵ) × [0, L] ∋ (x, y) 7→ expγ(y)(xν̂) for small ϵ > 0, where ν̂ = −ν is the inward unit

normal along the boundary. Then the metric on Ω (near the boundary) can be written as

(2.1) gΩ = dx2 + λ2(x, y)dy2,

where λ(x, y) is a positive function satisfying λ(0, y) ≡ 1.

If we write gΩ = gijdv
idvj with (v1, v2) = (x, y), then the Christoffel symbols are given

by

Γ1
11 = Γ1

12 = Γ1
21 = Γ2

11 = 0,

Γ1
22 = −λλx, Γ2

22 =
λy
λ
, Γ2

12 = Γ2
21 =

λx
λ
.
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For any smooth function ϕ ∈ C∞(Ω), under the local coordinates above, it is not hard
to obtain

∇ϕ = ϕx∂x +
1

λ2
ϕy∂y,(2.2)

|∇ϕ|2 = ϕ2x +
1

λ2
ϕ2y,(2.3)

∆ϕ = ϕxx +
1

λ2
ϕyy +

λx
λ
ϕx −

λy
λ3
ϕy.(2.4)

A direct computation shows that ∇γ′(y)γ
′(y) = (−λx(0, y))ν̂. Hence,

(2.5) κ = −λx(0, y)

is the geodesic curvature κ of ∂Ω (with respect to the inward normal ν̂).

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

Lemma 2.1. Assume that ∂Ω has only one connected component. Then no Steklov eigen-
function of Ω corresponding to the eigenvalue σk(k ≥ 1) is constant along ∂Ω.

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

σk

ˆ
∂Ω
u =

ˆ
∂Ω

∂u

∂ν
=

ˆ
Ω
∆u = 0,(2.6)

σk

ˆ
∂Ω
u2 =

ˆ
∂Ω
u
∂u

∂ν
=

ˆ
Ω
|∇u|2 +

ˆ
Ω
u∆u =

ˆ
Ω
|∇u|2.(2.7)

Suppose u|∂Ω = c is constant, then c must be 0 from (2.6) since σk > 0. Now (2.7) implies
|∇u|2 ≡ 0 in Ω. Hence, u ≡ 0 in Ω, a contradiction. □

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 Ω be a connected compact
surface with C2 boundary. Then any first Steklov eigenfunction has no critical point in Ω.

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

Lemma 2.3. Let (Ω, g) be a connected compact Riemannian surface with boundary ∂Ω,
For any conformal metric g̃ = ρ2g, if ρ|∂Ω is constant, then (Ω, g) is solvable for (OS-I)
if and only if (Ω, g̃) is solvable for (OS-I).

In other words, if (Ω1, g1) ∼ (Ω2, g1), then the solvability of Ω1 and Ω2 for (OS-I) are
the same.

Proof. Assume ρ|∂Ω ≡ ρ0 > 0. Since ∇g̃u = ρ−2∇gu, νg̃ = ρ−1νg, we conclude

∆g̃u = 0 ⇐⇒ ∆gu = 0 in Ω,

⟨∇g̃u, νg̃⟩g̃ = ρ−1
0 ⟨∇gu, νg⟩g on ∂Ω, |∇g̃u|2g̃ = ρ−2

0 |∇gu|2g on ∂Ω,

where we used ∆g̃ = ρ−2∆g for the case of dimension two. In fact, we have seen that the

Steklov spectrum of (Ω, g̃) is the Steklov spectrum of (Ω, g) multiplying ρ−1
0 with the same

Steklov eigenfunctions. □
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3. The case of simply connected surfaces

In this section, we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let (Ω, gΩ) be a simply connected compact surface with boundary ∂Ω. Then
Ω is solvable for the overdetermined problem (OS-I) if and only if Ω ∼ D.

Following in [14, 15], we introduce the auxiliary function f = log |∇u|2, where u is any
first Steklov eigenfunction of Ω. 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 Ω, the Laplacian
of f = log |∇u|2 satisfies

1

2
∆f = K in Ω,

where K is the Gaussian curvature of Ω.

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 Ω, and denote∇u = u1e1+u2e2, Hessu(ei, ej) =
uij . Without loss of generality, we can assume (uij) is diagonal. Hence, we have u11+u22 =
∆u = 0, u12 = u21 = 0. The Ricci identity gives∑

i,j

uiuijj =
∑
i,j

uiujji +
∑
i,j,k

uiukRkjij = u21R1212 + u22R2121 = |∇u|2K.

Now a direct computation yields

1

2
∆f =

1

2

∆|∇u|2

|∇u|2
− 1

2

|∇|∇u|2|2

|∇u|4

=

∑
i,j(uiuijj + u2ij)

|∇u|2
−

2
∑

j(
∑

i uiuij)
2

|∇u|4

= K +
u211 + u222
|∇u|2

− 2(u21u
2
11 + u22u

2
22)

|∇u|4

= K +
2u211
|∇u|2

− 2(u21 + u22)u
2
11

|∇u|4
= K.

This completes the proof. □

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 Ω be a simply connected surface and u be a first Steklov eigen-
function satisfying (1.3). Then the normal derivative of f = log |∇u|2 on the boundary
satisfies

1

2

∂f

∂ν
= σ1 − κ on ∂Ω,

where κ is the geodesic curvature of ∂Ω.

Proof. Denote F = {p ∈ ∂Ω | 1
2
∂f
∂ν = σ1 − κ at p}. It is sufficient to prove F = ∂Ω.

Clearly, F is closed while its complement set F c = ∂Ω\F is open. Consider the open
set G = {p ∈ ∂Ω | uy(0, y) ̸= 0 at p = γ(y)}. We make the following assertions.
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Claim 1: G is not empty.

Claim 2: G(= suppuy|∂Ω) ⊂ F .

Claim 3: if F c is not empty, then 1
2
∂f
∂ν = −κ on F c.

By Claims 1 and 2, F is not empty. If F c is not empty, then F c is not closed, otherwise
F c = ∂Ω by the connectedness of ∂Ω, which contradicts F ̸= ∅. Hence, there is a point
p ∈ F c ∩ F . By Claim 3 and the continuity, we have 1

2
∂f
∂ν = −κ on F c at p ; on the other

hand, 1
2
∂f
∂ν = σ1 − κ at p by the definition of F . This is impossible. Therefore, F c must

be empty, i.e., F = ∂Ω.

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. 2.1 to see it more clearly.

Take ϕ = u in (2.4), we have

(3.1) 0 = ∆u = uxx +
1

λ2
uyy +

λx
λ
ux −

λy
λ3
uy.

Restricted this to the boundary, noticing λ(0, y) ≡ 1, we have

(3.2) (uxx + uyy + λxux)|x=0 = 0.

The boundary condition (1.3) is equivalent to

(3.3) u2x(0, y) + u2y(0, y) = c2,

where we used (2.3) and λ(0, y) = 1. Differentiating (3.3) with respect to y, we obtain

(3.4) (uxuxy + uyuyy)|x=0 = 0.

From ∂u
∂ν = ⟨∇u,−∂x⟩ = σ1u on ∂Ω, noticing (2.2), we derive

(3.5) −ux(0, y) = σ1u(0, y)

and then

(3.6) uxy(0, y) = −σ1uy(0, y).

Similarly,

(3.7)
1

2

∂f

∂ν
= −1

2
fx|x=0 = − 1

2

|∇u|2x
|∇u|2

∣∣∣∣
x=0

.

By using (2.3), we have

(3.8)
1

2
|∇u|2x

∣∣∣
x=0

= (uxuxx +
1

λ2
uyuyx −

λx
λ3
u2y)

∣∣∣
x=0

= (uxuxx + uyuyx − λxu
2
y)
∣∣∣
x=0

.

If G is empty, then uy(0, y) ≡ 0, which implies u|∂Ω is constant and then contradicts
Lemma 2.1. Claim 1 is proved.

Inserting (3.6) into (3.4), we have

(3.9) uy(0, y)(uyy(0, y)− σ1ux(0, y)) = 0.

When uy(0, y) ̸= 0, from (3.9) we have

(3.10) uyy(0, y) = σ1ux(0, y).

Combining (3.10) with (3.2), we conclude

(3.11) uxx|x=0 = (−σ1ux − λxux)|x=0.
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Hence, (3.8) becomes

1

2
|∇u|2x

∣∣∣
x=0

=
(
ux(−σ1ux − λxux)− σ1uyuy − λxu

2
y

)∣∣∣
x=0

= −(σ1 + λx)(u
2
x + u2y)

∣∣∣
x=0

= −(σ1 + λx)|∇u|2
∣∣∣
x=0

by using (3.6) and (3.11). Inserting this equation into (3.7) and using (2.5), we obtain

(3.12)
1

2

∂f

∂ν
= σ1 − κ.

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

If F c is not empty, since F c is open, we have uy(0, y) = 0 and uyy(0, y) = 0 on F c.
From (3.2) we have uxx|x=0 = −(λxux)|x=0, then (3.8) becomes

(3.13)
1

2
|∇u|2x

∣∣∣
x=0

= −λxu2x
∣∣∣
x=0

= κ|∇u|2.

Inserting this into (3.7), we obtain 1
2
∂f
∂ν = −κ on F c. Claim 3 is proved. □

Now we are ready to prove the theorem.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Assume the solvability of (OS-I), by using Lemma 3.2, Proposition
3.3, the Stokes formula and the Gauss–Bonnet formula, we haveˆ

Ω
K =

ˆ
Ω

1

2
∆f =

ˆ
∂Ω

1

2

∂f

∂ν

=

ˆ
∂Ω
σ1 −

ˆ
∂Ω
κ

= σ1L(∂Ω) +

ˆ
Ω
K − 2π,

Hence, σ1L(∂Ω) = 2π. The famous Weinstock inequality (cf. [6,17]) states σ1L(∂Ω) ≤ 2π
with equality if and only if there is conformal map from Ω 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. □

Example 3.4. Denote by DK(R) the geodesic disk of radius R in M2
K . Then DK(R) is

solvable for (OS-I).

Indeed, since σ1(D) = 1 and with multiplicity 2, and the first eigenspace is spanned by

{u(1)1 = r cos θ, u
(2)
1 = r sin θ} (under the polar coordinates). One can easily verify that

|∇u(i)1 | = 1 in the whole D including the boundary. Based on the fact DK(R) ∼ D, we
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 Ω ⊂ M2
K is solvable for the overde-

termined problem (OS-I) if and only if Ω 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 (Ω, gΩ) be a connected compact surface with k boundary components,
k ≥ 2. Then Ω is solvable for the overdetermined problem (OS-I) if and only if Ω ∼ AL

for some L ≥ L0, where AL and L0 are defined in Sect. 1.

First, let us check the solvability of the cylinder AL. 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 ∂AL has two connected components Γ± := {±L} × S1.

By the method of separation of variables, the Steklov spectrum of AL is given by

0, 1/L, k tanh(kL), k coth(kL) (k ≥ 1),

and the corresponding eigenfunctions are

1, t, cosh(kt)vk(θ), sinh(kt)vk(θ) (k ≥ 1),

where vk(θ) = cos(kθ) or sin(kθ) is the eigenfunction of the Laplacian operator on S1

corresponding to the eigenvalue λk(S
1) = k2.

Since tanh(kL) ≤ coth(kL) for any k ≥ 1 and tanh(·) is strictly increasing, we have
σ1 = 1/L or σ1 = tanhL. By the monotonicity of 1/L and tanhL with respect to L and
the asymptotic behaviors as L tends to 0 and ∞, there is a unique constant L0 > 0 such
that 1/L0 = tanhL0.

(1) When L ≥ L0, we have 1/L ≤ tanhL. Hence, σ1 = 1/L. Moreover, σ1 is simple
when L > L0 while σ1 has multiplicity 3 when L = L0. In this case, u1 = t solves (OS-I),
since ∇u1 = ∂t and then |∇u1| ≡ 1 on Ω̄.

Moreover, u1 ≡ L on Γ+ while u1 ≡ −L on Γ−, i.e., u1 is constant on each connected
component of the boundary respectively but is not constant on the whole boundary. Mean-
while, 1

2
∂
∂ν log |∇u1|

2 = 0 = −κ, which coincides with Claim 3 in the proof of Proposition
3.3, but Proposition 3.3 itself fails.

(2) When L < L0, we have tanhL < 1/L. Hence, σ1 = tanhL, which has multiplicity
2. In this case, any first Steklov eigenfunction can be written as

u1 = (A cos θ +B sin θ) cosh t.

Since

|∇u1|2 = (A cos θ +B sin θ)2 sinh2 L+ (B cos θ −A sin θ)2 cosh2 L =: Q(θ)

on the boundary, if Q(θ) is constant, then

A2 sinh2 L+B2 cosh2 L = Q(0) = Q(π/2) = B2 sinh2 L+A2 cosh2 L

implies A2 = B2. Without loss of generality, we take A = B = 1. However,

Q(π/4) = 2 sinh2 L < cosh2 L = Q(−π/4),
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which means that |∇u1| is not constant on the boundary.

In summary, we have proved the following result.

Proposition 4.3. The cylinder AL is solvable for the overdetermined problem (OS-I) if
and only if L ≥ L0, where L0 is the unique positive solution of the equation tanhx = 1/x.

Example 4.2 motivates us to give a modified version of Proposition 3.3.

Proposition 4.4. Assume ∂Ω has k connected components, denoted by Γ1, · · · ,Γk(k ≥ 2).
Let u be a non-trivial solution of (OS-I) and f = log |∇u|2. For each i, we have the
following assertions.

(1) If u is constant on Γi, then

1

2

∂f

∂ν
= −κ on Γi.

(2) If u is not constant on Γi, then

1

2

∂f

∂ν
= σ1 − κ on Γi.

Proof. It suffices to replace ∂Ω with Γi in the proof of Proposition 3.3 and repeat the
argument. If u is constant on Γi, then uy(0, y) ≡ 0 on Γi, and Assertion (1) follows from
Claim 3.

If u is not constant on Γi, then G is not empty, and Assertion (2) follows from the same
reasoning as in the proof of Proposition 3.3. □

Proof of Theorem 4.1. The sufficiency follows directly from Proposition 4.3 and Lemma
2.3. Next we focus on establishing the necessity.

Assume the solvability of (OS-I). By Lemma 3.2, Proposition 4.4 and Gauss–Bonnet
formula, we have

ˆ
Ω
K =

ˆ
Ω

1

2
∆f =

ˆ
∂Ω

1

2

∂f

∂ν
=

k∑
i=1

ˆ
∂Γi

δiσ1 −
ˆ
∂Ω
κ

=
k∑

i=1

σ1δiL(∂Γi) +

ˆ
Ω
K − 2πχ(Ω),

where δi = 0 or 1, depending on whether u|Γi is constant or not. This leads to

(4.1) σ1

k∑
i=1

δiL(∂Ω) = 2πχ(Ω) = 2π(2− 2γ − k),

where γ denotes the genus of Ω.

Since the left-hand side of (4.1) is nonnegative, (4.1) cannot hold if γ ≥ 1 or k ≥ 3.
Thus, we must have γ = 0 and k ≤ 2. We rule out the case γ = 0, k = 1 since Ω would be
simply connected.

When γ = 0 and k = 2, Ω is topologically an annulus. The right-hand side of (4.1)
equals to 0, which forces δ1 = δ2 = 0. By Proposition 4.4, u must be constant on each Γi,
denoted by ci. Then we deduce c2i = c2/σ21 on Γi from (3.3) and (3.5) with uy(0, y). On
the other hand, (2.6) implies c1L(Γ1) + c2L(Γ2) = 0, hence, c1 = −c2 and L(Γ1) = L(Γ2).
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By complex analysis, there exists a conformal diffeomorphism

(4.2) Φ: Ω → AL.

We now show that Φ, up to scaling, is an isometry on the boundary. Without loss of
generality, we assume Φ(Γ1) = Γ−,Φ(Γ2) = Γ+, L(Γ1) = L(Γ2) = L(Γ−) = L(Γ+).

Recalling Example 4.2, let ℓ(t) = t be the first eigenfunction of AL which is linear in t
and normalized by ∥ℓ∥L2(∂AL) = 1. Pulling ℓ back to Ω, we obtain ∥ℓ ◦ Φ∥L2(∂Ω) = 1.

The restriction of ℓ to Γ− and Γ+ is constants, denoted by l− and l+, respectively.
Clearly, l− + l+ = 0, then we have

(4.3)

ˆ
∂Ω
ℓ ◦ Φ = l−L(Γ1) + l+L(Γ2) = 0,

Therefore, we may use ℓ ◦Φ as a test function in the variational characterization of σ1(Ω)
to obtain

(4.4) σ1(Ω) ≤ E(ℓ ◦ Φ) = E(ℓ) = σ1(AL).

Conversely, consider Φ−1 : AL → Ω and the eigenfunction u of Ω solving (OS-I). Since
it has been proved that u|Γi = ci(i = 1, 2) and c1 + c2 = 0, then by the same argument
above, we may use u ◦ Φ−1 as the test function to estimate σ1(AL), i.e.,

(4.5) σ1(AL) ≤ E(u ◦ Φ−1) = E(u) = σ1(Ω).

Hence, σ1(AL) = σ1(Ω) = σ1, and ℓ ◦ Φ is a first eigenfunction of Ω. If we write the
metric of Ω as ρ2(dt2+dθ2), then ∂ℓ

∂ν = σ1ℓ on ∂Ω where ν = −ρ−1∂t on Γ1 and ν = ρ−1∂t
on Γ2. Since both ℓ and ∂tℓ are constant on each boundary component, so is ρ. Finally, we
conclude ρ ≡ 1 on the boundary since we have assumed Γ+ and Γ1 have the same length.
This completes the whole proof. □

4.2. Domains in space forms. In the rest of this section, we investigate the solvability
of domains in space forms. By applying Theorem 4.1, we prove the following results.

Corollary 4.5. Any multiply connected compact domain Ω ⊂ R2 or Ω ⊂ H2 with boundary
∂Ω is unsolvable for (OS-I).

Proof. Suppose Ω ⊂ M2
K is solvable for (OS-I), then Ω ∼ AL for some L by Theorem 4.1.

We write the metric g of Ω as g = ρ2g0 with g0 = dt2 + dθ2, then

(4.6) e−2w∆0w = −K,

where w = ln ρ and ∆0 =
∂2

∂t2
+ ∂2

∂θ2
is the Laplacian with respect to g0.

(1) Ω ⊂ R2(K = 0): The equation (4.6) becomes ∆0w = 0, i.e., w is harmonic. Since
w|∂Ω is constant, we deduce that both w and ρ = ew are constant. Thus, Ω is isometric
to AL after rescaling. It is a contradiction, since each connected component of ∂AL is a
geodesic, but each complete geodesic in R2 is a straight line and it is non-compact.

(2) Ω ⊂ H2(K = −1): The equation (4.6) becomes ∆0w = e2w. Since w|∂Ω 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 θ and is even in t, i.e., w = w(t) and
w(t) = w(−t); so is ρ = ew. Consequently, the geodesic curvature of each boundary
component is constant. Since the boundary components have constant geodesic curvature
and equal length, both Γ1 and Γ2 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 Ω ∼ AL.
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This completes the proof. □

Corollary 4.6. A multiply connected domain Ω ⊂ S2 with boundary ∂Ω is solvable for
(OS-I) if and only if Ω ∼ Asph(R) for certain R ∈ [R0, π/2).

Proof. The metric of Asph is

g1 = dr2 + cos2(r)dθ2.

Under the change of variables

t = ln
1 + tan(r/2)

1− tan(r/2)
⇐⇒ r = 2arctan tanh(t/2),

we obtain

g1 =
1

cosh2(t)
(dt2 + dθ2).

This implies Asph(R) ∼ AL with R = 2arctan tanh(L/2). Moreover, t = 0 ⇐⇒ r = 0
while L0 ≤ L < +∞ ⇐⇒ R0 ≤ R < π/2.

Hence, Ω is solvable for (OS-I) if and only if Ω ∼ AL ∼ Asph(R) for certain R ∈ [R0, π/2)
by Theorem 4.1. □

Remark 4.7. When K = 1, the equation (4.6) becomes ∆0w = −e2w. 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 θ, then we can prove Ω is
isometric to Asph(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)

ˆ
Ω
uk = 0 for all k ≥ 1.

Under this condition, they proved

Theorem 5.1 ([15, Theorem 2]). Let Ω ⊂ R2 be a simply connected domain with smooth
boundary ∂Ω. Then the overdetermined problem (1.1), (1.2) and (5.1) is solvable if and
only if Ω is a round disk.

We extend Theorem 5.1 to the hemisphere and the hyperbolic space.

Theorem 5.2. Let Ω ⊂ S2+ or Ω ⊂ H2 be a simply connected domain of with smooth
boundary ∂Ω. Then the overdetermined problem (1.1), (1.2) and (5.1) is solvable if and
only if Ω is a geodesic disk.

The proof relies on the following lemma, which extends [15, Lemma 4] from R2 to S2+
and H2, and admits an analogous proof.

Lemma 5.3. Let Ω ⊂ S2+ or Ω ⊂ H2 be a simply connected domain with Lipschitz boundary
∂Ω. If

(5.2)
1

|Ω|

ˆ
Ω
h =

1

|∂Ω|

ˆ
∂Ω
h

for any harmonic function h ∈ C2(Ω), then Ω is a geodesic disk.
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Proof. Let u be the solution of the Saint-Venant problem in Ω:{
∆u = −1 in Ω,(5.3)

u = 0 on ∂Ω.(5.4)

Then for any harmonic function h, we have

(5.5) −
ˆ
Ω
h =

ˆ
Ω
h∆u =

ˆ
Ω
u∆h+

ˆ
∂Ω

(
h
∂u

∂ν
− u

∂h

∂ν

)
=

ˆ
∂Ω
h
∂u

∂ν
.

Inserting (5.5) into (5.2) yields

− 1

|Ω|

ˆ
∂Ω
h
∂u

∂ν
=

1

|∂Ω|

ˆ
∂Ω
h,

equivalently, ˆ
∂Ω
h
(∂u
∂ν

+
|Ω|
|∂Ω|

)
= 0.

The arbitrariness of h leads to

(5.6)
∂u

∂ν
=

|Ω|
|∂Ω|

= constant on ∂Ω,

since we can take a harmonic function h such that h = ∂u
∂ν + |Ω|

|∂Ω| on ∂Ω. Hence, u solves

the overdetermined problem (5.3), (5.4) and (5.6). By the Serrin-type theorem [13] for S2
and H2, Ω must be a geodesic disk. □

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Let {ui}i≥0 be a complete orthonormal system of L2(∂Ω) consisting
of Steklov eigenfunctions. Then any harmonic function h ∈ C2(Ω) can be represented by

(5.7) h =
∞∑
i=0

(ˆ
∂Ω
uih

)
ui.

Integrating this equation over Ω, we derive

(5.8)

ˆ
Ω
h =

(ˆ
∂Ω
u0h

)ˆ
Ω
u0 = u20|Ω|

ˆ
∂Ω
u0h,

where we used (5.1) and the fact that u0 is constant.

On the other hand, since u0 is normalized, we have

(5.9) 1 =

ˆ
∂Ω
u20 = u20|∂Ω|.

It follows from (5.8) and (5.9) that h satisfies (5.2):

1

|Ω|

ˆ
Ω
h =

1

|∂Ω|

ˆ
∂Ω
h.

By Lemma 5.3, Ω is a geodesic disk. □
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