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Abstract We prove the regularity of solutions to the strain tensor equation on a

region S with the Gauss curvature changing sign. Furthermore, we obtain the density

property that smooth infinitesimal isometries are dense in the W 2,2(S, IR3) infinites-

imal isometries. Finally, the matching property is established. Those results are im-

portant tools in obtaining recovery sequences (Γ-lim sup inequality) for dimensionally-

reduced shell theories in elasticity.
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1 Introduction and Main Results

Let M ⊂ IR3 be a surface with a normal ~n and let the middle surface of a shell be an

open set S ⊂ M. Let T kS denote all the k-order tensor fields on S for an integer k ≥ 0.

Let T 2
symS be all the 2-order symmetrical tensor fields on S. For y ∈ W 1,2(S, IR3), we

decompose it into y = W + w~n, where w = 〈y, ~n〉 and W ∈ TS. For U ∈ T 2
symS given,

linear strain tensor of a displacement y ∈ W 1,2(S, IR3) of the middle surface S takes the

form

symDW + wΠ = U for x ∈ S, (1.1)
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where D is the connection of the induced metric in M, 2 symDW = DW + DTW, and

Π is the second fundamental form of M. Equation (1.1) plays a fundamental role in the

theory of thin shells, see [4, 6, 5, 7, 13, 15] and many others. When U = 0, a solution y

to (1.1) is referred to as an infinitesimal isometry.

The type of equation (1.1) depends on the sign of the curvature on the region S: It is

elliptic if S has positive curvature; it is parabolic if the curvature is zero but Π 6= 0 on S;

it is hyperbolic if S has negative curvature. When the curvature of the region S changes

its sign, problem (1.1) is of changing type.

Here we establish the regularity of solutions to (1.1) when S is a region with its

curvature changing sign, which will be specified below. Then it is proved that smooth

infinitesimal isometries are dense in theW 2,2(S, IR3) infinitesimal isometries on the region

S. Finally, the matching property is derived that smooth enough infinitesimal isometries

can be matched with higher order infinitesimal isometries. Those results are important

tools in obtaining recovery sequences (Γ-lim sup inequality) for dimensionally-reduced

shell theories in elasticity, when the elastic energy density scales like hβ , β ∈ (2, 4), that

is, intermediate regime between ”pure bending” (β = 2) and the von-Kármán regime

(β = 4). Such results have been obtained for elliptic surfaces [7], developable surfaces [4],

and hyperbolic surfaces [13, 15]. Moreover, the case of degenerated hyperbolic surfaces

has been studied in [1]. A survey on this topic is presented in [5].

Mixed type equations also arise naturally in many other areas. A detailed account of

the historical background and known results on mixed type equations and transonic flows

is given in [8]. A detailed review on mixed type equations and Riemannian-Lorentzian

metrics is presented in [11]. The most intensively studied equation of mixed type is the

Tricomi equation [10].

In this paper we study the mixed type equation (1.1) which is very different from all

the above cases. Equation (1.1) is equivalent to a mixed type scalar equation of the form

〈D2w,Q∗Π〉+ 1

κ
〈Dw,X0〉+κ( tr gΠ)w = κf +

1

κ
〈X0, F 〉+ 〈DF,Q∗Π〉 for x ∈ S, (1.2)

κ 6= 0, where w ∈ L 2(S) is the unknown, f ∈ L 2(S) and F ∈ L 2(S, TS) are given, and κ

is the Gauss curvature. The type of (1.2) is subject to the sign of κ.When κ = 0, there are

two terms degenerating in (1.2): The coefficient of 〈Dw−F,X0〉 becomes from +∞ to −∞
as a point crosses a zero curvature curve from the positive curvature to the negative. The

coefficient of a second derivative of w along the direction of the zero principal curvature

changes from positive to negative. Those situations challenge the analysis of (1.2).

We observe that problem (1.2) is equivalent to a vector field system as







Dv = ∇~nV + F for x ∈ S,

div gV = −v tr g∇~n+ f for x ∈ S,
(1.3)
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where ∇~n : Sx → Sx is the second fundamental form operator, (V, v) is the unknown

where V is a vector field and v is function, and (F, f) is as in (1.2). Problem (1.3) changes

type when the curvature changes sign. In order to have solutions to problem (1.1), one

normally starts to solve problem (1.2) in the previous works as in [1, 4, 7, 13]. However,

it makes the solvability of (1.2) extremely difficult that the coefficient of 〈Dw − F,X0〉
varies between +∞ and −∞ when the curvature changes sign. Instead of analysing (1.2),

here we begin from (1.3) and then obtain solutions to (1.1). The hard task is to achieve

regularity of solutions to (1.3) by some priori estimates near the zero curvature curve.

Thanks to the Bochner technique and the tensor analysis, the regularity analysis has been

complete in Section 3.

We state our main results as follows. Let S ⊂M be given by

S = {α(t, s) | (t, s) ∈ [0, a)× (−b0, b1) }, a > 0, b0 > 0, b > 0, (1.4)

where α : [0, a)× [0, b] →M is an imbedding map which is a family of regular curves with

two parameters t, s such that

Π(αt(t, s), αt(t, s)) > 0, for all (t, s) ∈ [0, a)× [−b0, 0], (1.5)

where α(·, s) is a closed curve with period a for each s ∈ [−b0, b1]. Set

S = S+ ∪ Γ0 ∪ S−,

where

S+ = {α(t, s) | (t, s) ∈ [0, a)× (0, b) }, Γ0 = {α(t, 0) | t ∈ [0, a] },

S− = {α(t, s) | (t, s) ∈ [0, a) × (−b0, 0) }.

Curvature assumptions Let κ be the Gaussian curvature function on M. We as-

sume that S satisfies the following curvature conditions:

κ(x) > 0 for x ∈ S+ ∪ Γb1 ; (1.6)

κ = 0, Dκ(x) 6= 0 for x ∈ Γ0; (1.7)

κ(x) < 0 for x ∈ S− ∪ Γ−b0 , (1.8)

where

Γb1 = {α(t, b1) | t ∈ [0, a) }, Γ−b0 = {α(t,−b0) | t ∈ [0, a) }.

Our main results are the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let S be of class Cm+5 for some integerm ≥ 1. For U ∈ Wm+1,2(S, T 2
symS),

there exists a solution y =W + w~n ∈ Wm,2(S, IR3) to equation (1.1) satisfying

‖W‖2
Wm+1,2(S,TS)

+ ‖w‖2
Wm,2(S)

≤ C‖U‖2
Wm+1,2(S,T 2

sym S)
.
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Remark 1.1. The curvature of S affects the regularity of (1.1) as







‖y‖2
Wm,2(S,IR3)

≤ C‖U‖2
Wm,2(S,T 2

sym S)
if κ > 0 on S;

‖y‖2
Wm,2(S,IR3)

≤ C‖U‖2
Wm+1,2(S,T 2

sym S)
if κ < 0 on S.

By the imbedding theorem [3, P. 158], the following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 1.1. Let S be of S ∈ Cm+5 for some integer m ≥ 0. Then problem (1.1)

admits a solution y =W + w~n ∈ Cm
B (S, IR

3) satisfying

‖W‖Cm+1
B (S,TS) + ‖w‖Cm

B (S) ≤ C‖U‖Cm+3
B (S,T 2

sym S),

where

Cm
B (S, IR

3) = { y ∈ Cm(S, IR3) |Dαy ∈ L∞(S, IR3) for |α| ≤ m }.

For y ∈ W 1,2(S, IR3), we denote the left hand side of equation (1.1) by sym∇y. Let

V(S, IR3) = { y ∈ W 2,2(S, IR3) | sym∇y = 0 }.

Theorem 1.2. Let S be of class Cm+5,1. Then, for every y ∈ V(S, IR3) there exists a

sequence { yk } ⊂ V(S, IR3) ∩ Cm
B (S, IR

3) such that

lim
k→∞

‖y − yk‖W 2,2(S,IR3) = 0.

A one parameter family { yε }ε>0 ⊂ C 1
B(S, IR

3) is said to be a (generalized) mth order

infinitesimal isometry if the change of metric induced by yε is of order ε
m+1, that is,

‖∇T yε∇yε − g‖L∞(S,T 2) = O(εm+1) as ε→ 0,

where g is the induced metric of M from IR3, see [4]. A given mth order infinitesimal

isometry can be modified by higher order corrections to yield an infinitesimal isometry

of order m1 > m, a property to which we refer to by matching property of infinitesimal

isometries, [4, 7].

Theorem 1.3. Let S be of class C 4m,1. Given y ∈ V(S, IR3) ∩ C 4m−2
B (S, IR3), there

exists a family { zε }ε>0 ⊂ C 2
B(S, IR

3), equi-bounded in C 2
B(S, IR

3), such that for all small

ε > 0 the family:

yε = id + εy + ε2zε

is a mth order infinitesimal isometry of class C 2
B(S, IR

3).

Application to elasticity of thin shells Let ~n be the normal field of surface M.

Consider a family {Sh }h>0 of thin shells of thickness h around S,

Sh = {x+ t~n(x) |x ∈ S, |t| < h/2 }, 0 < h < h0,
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where h0 is small enough so that the projection map π : Sh → S, π(x + t~n) = x is well

defined. For a W 1,2 deformation uh : Sh → IR3, we assume that its elastic energy (scaled

per unit thickness) is given by the nonlinear functional:

Eh(uh) =
1

h

∫

Sh

W (∇uh)dz.

The stored-energy density function W : IR3 × IR3 → IR is C 2 in an open neighborhood

of SO(3), and it is assumed to satisfy the conditions of normalization, frame indifference

and quadratic growth: For all F ∈ IR3 × IR3, R ∈ SO (3),

W (R) = 0, W (RF ) =W (F ), W (F ) ≥ C dist 2(F, SO(3)),

with a uniform constant C > 0. The potential W induces the quadratic forms ([2])

Q3(F ) = D2W (Id)(F,F ), Q2(x, Ftan) = min{Q3(F̂ ) | F̂ = Ftan }.

Let A : S → IR3×3 be a matrix field. We define A ∈ T 2S by

A(α, β) = 〈A(x)α, β〉 for α, β ∈ TxS, x ∈ S.

For given V ∈ V(Ω, IR3), there exists a unique A ∈ W 1,2(S, T 2) such that

∇αV = A(x)α for α ∈ TxS, A(x) = −AT (x), x ∈ Ω. (1.9)

We shall consider a sequence eh > 0 such that:

0 < lim
h→0

eh/h
β <∞ for some 2 < β ≤ 4. (1.10)

Let

βm = 2 + 2/m.

Recall the following results.

Theorem 1.4. [6] Let S be a surface embedded in IR3, which is compact, connected,

oriented, of class C 1,1, and whose boundary ∂S is the union of finitely many Lipschitz

curves. Let uh ∈ W 1,2(Sh, IR
3) be a sequence of deformations whose scaled energies

Eh(uh)/eh are uniformly bounded. Then there exist a sequence Qh ∈ SO (3) and ch ∈ IR3

such that for the normalized rescaled deformations

yh(z) = Qhuh(x+
h

h0
t~n(x))− ch, z = x+ t~n(x) ∈ Sh0 ,

the following holds.

(i) yh converge to π in W 1,2(Sh0 , IR
3).
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(ii) The scaled average displacements

Vh(x) =
h

h0
√
eh

∫ h0/2

−h0/2
[yh(x+ t~n)− x]dt

converge to some V ∈ V(S, IR3).

(iii) lim infh→0Eh(uh)/eh ≥ I(V ), where

I(V ) =
1

24

∫

S
Q2

(

x, (∇(A~n)−A∇~n)tan
)

dg, (1.11)

where A is given in (1.9).

The above result proves the lower bound for the Γ-convergence. With Theorems 1.2

and 1.3 a recover sequence can be constructed in the Γ-limit for thin shells as in [4, 7, 13]

such that the following theorem holds true. The details of the proof are omitted.

Theorem 1.5. Let S ⊂ M be of class C 5,1 given in (1.4) with (1.5) − (1.8). Suppose

that

eh = o (hβm).

Then for every V ∈ V(S, IR3) there exists a sequence of deformations {uh } ⊂ W 1,2(S, IR3)

such that (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.4 hold. Moreover,

lim
h→0

1

eh
Eh(uh) = I(V ), (1.12)

where I(V ) is given in (1.11).

2 L 2 Solutions of the tensor equation of mixed type

Let ∇ and D denote the connection of IR3 in the Euclidean metric and the one of M

in the reduced metric, respectively. We have to treat the relationship between ∇ and D

carefully.

Let m ≥ 1 be an integer. Let T ∈ TmM be a mth order tensor field on M. We define

a m− 1th order tensor field by

i Y T (Y1, · · · , Ym−1) = T (Y, Y1, · · · , Ym−1) for Y1, · · · , Ym−1 ∈ TM,

which is called an inner product of T with Y. For any T ∈ T 2S and α ∈ TxM,

tr g i αDT

is a linear functional on TxM, where tr g i αDT is the trace of the 2-order tensor field

i αDT in the induced metric g. Thus there is a vector, denoted by div gT, such that

〈 div gT, α〉 = tr g i αDT for α ∈ TxM, x ∈M.
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Clearly, the above formula defines a vector field div gT ∈ TM.

We need a linear operator Q ([13], [15]) as follows. For each point p ∈ M , the Riesz

representation theorem implies that there exists an isomorphism Q : TpM → TpM such

that

〈α,Qβ〉 = det (α, β, ~n(p)) for α, β ∈ TpM. (2.1)

Let e1, e2 be an orthonormal basis of TpM with positive orientation, that is,

det
(

e1, e2, ~n(p)
)

= 1.

Then Q can be expressed explicitly by

Qα = 〈α, e2〉e1 − 〈α, e1〉e2 for all α ∈ TpM. (2.2)

Clearly, Q satisfies

QT = −Q, Q2 = − Id .

Operator Q plays an important role in our analysis.

Here we sum up some formulas about operator Q and their proofs have been given in

[1].

Lemma 2.1. The following identities hold.

QDXY = DX(QY ) for X, Y ∈ TM. (2.3)

〈X,Y 〉Z = 〈Z, Y 〉X + 〈Z,QX〉QY for X, Y, Z ∈ TM. (2.4)

Let P ∈ T 2M. Let X and Y be vector fields and f be a function. Then

div g(PX) = 〈P,DX〉 + 〈 div gP,X〉, (2.5)

div g(fP ) = f div gP + P TDf.

Let P ∈ T 2M and let p ∈M be given. Then

〈Qv,w〉P − 〈Pv,w〉Q = Qv ⊗ Pw − Pv ⊗Qw, (2.6)

〈Qv,w〉QP + 〈Pv,w〉 id = Qv ⊗QPw + Pv ⊗ w for v, w ∈ TpM. (2.7)

For any X, Y ∈ TS,

∇~n[X,Y ] = DX∇~nY −DY∇~nX, (2.8)

div g[X,Y ] = X div gY − Y div gX. (2.9)

Lemma 2.2. For any Z, X, V, W ∈ TM,

〈X,Z〉〈〈W,QX〉Q∇~nV + 〈W,∇~nX〉V, Z〉
= Π(X,X)〈V,Z〉〈W,Z〉 −Π(QZ,QZ)〈V,QX〉〈W,QX〉 for p ∈M. (2.10)

7



Proof. Using (2.4) where Y = Z and Z = V, we have

〈X,Z〉V = 〈V,Z〉X + 〈V,QX〉QZ for p ∈M.

Similarly,

〈X,Z〉W = 〈W,Z〉X + 〈W,QX〉QZ for p ∈M.

Thus we obtain

〈X,Z〉(〈W,QX〉Q∇~nV + 〈W,∇~nX〉V )

= 〈W,QX〉Q∇~n(〈X,Z〉V ) + 〈〈X,Z〉W,∇~nX〉V
= 〈W,QX〉Q∇~n(〈V,Z〉X + 〈V,QX〉QZ) + 〈〈W,Z〉X + 〈W,QX〉QZ, ∇~nX〉V
= 〈V,Z〉〈W,QX〉Q∇~nX + 〈V,QX〉〈W,QX〉Q∇~nQZ + 〈W,Z〉Π(X,X)V

+〈W,QX〉〈QZ,∇~nX〉V for p ∈M.

It follows by QT = −Q and 〈QZ,Z〉 = 0 that

〈X,Z〉〈(〈W,QX〉Q∇~nV + 〈W,∇~nX〉V ), Z〉
= 〈V,Z〉〈W,QX〉〈Q∇~nX,Z〉+ 〈V,QX〉〈W,QX〉〈Q∇~nQZ,Z〉+ 〈W,Z〉Π(X,X)〈V,Z〉

−〈W,QX〉〈Z,Q∇~nX〉〈V,Z〉
= Π(X,X)〈V,Z〉〈W,Z〉 −Π(QZ,QZ)〈V,QX〉〈W,QX〉 for p ∈M.

For given ε > 0 small, let

Ω−ε = {α(t, s) | (t, s) ∈ [0, a)× (−ε, b1) },

Γ−ε = {α(t,−ε) | t ∈ [0, a) }, Γb1 = {α(t, b1) | t ∈ [0, a) }.

Let X ∈ TS be a given vector field and ν be the outside normal of Ω−ε. We consider

solvability of system










div g(Q∇~nV ) = f1 for x ∈ Ω−ε,

div gV = f2 for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈W,QX〉|Γ−ε = q, 〈W,ν〉|Γb1
= p,

(2.11)

where V ∈ TΩ−ε is the unknown, and fi ∈ L 2(Ω−ε), q ∈ L 2(Γ−ε), and p ∈ L 2(Γb1) are

given.

Let Y ∈ TS be a given vector field. In order to solve problem (2.11), we introduce an

operator LY : L 2(S, T ) → L 2(S, T ) by

LY V = e− γ κ[( div gQ∇~nV + 〈V, Y − ηQX〉)QX + (div gV − η〈V,∇~nX〉)∇~nX], (2.12)

D(LY ) = {V ∈ L 2(S, T )
∣

∣ div gV ∈ L 2(S), div gQ∇~nV ∈ L 2(S) }, (2.13)
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where γ ∈ [0,∞) and η ∈ Cm(Ω−ε).

For V, W ∈ W 1,2(S, T ), we compute

〈W,LY V 〉 = e− γ κ[( div gQ∇~nV + 〈V, Y − ηQX〉)〈W,QX〉
+(div gV − η〈V,∇~nX〉)〈W,∇~nX〉]

= div g(e
− γ κ〈W,QX〉Q∇~nV )− 〈Q∇~nV,D(e− γ κ〈W,QX〉)〉+ div g(e

− γ κ〈W,∇~nX〉V )

−〈V,D(e− γ κ〈W,∇~nX〉)〉+ e− γ κ(〈V, Y − ηQX〉〈W,QX〉 − η〈V,∇~nX〉〈W,∇~nX〉)
= div g[e

− γ κ(〈W,QX〉Q∇~nV + 〈W,∇~nX〉V )]

+ γ e− γ κ(〈W,QX〉〈Q∇~nV,Dκ〉+ 〈W,∇~nX〉〈V,Dκ〉)− e− γ κ(〈Q∇~nV,D〈W,QX〉〉
+〈V,D〈W,∇~nX〉〉) + e− γ κ(〈V, Y − ηQX〉〈W,QX〉 − η〈V,∇~nX〉〈W,∇~nX〉)

= div g[e
− γ κ(〈W,QX〉Q∇~nV + 〈W,∇~nX〉V )]

− γ e− γ κ(〈V, 〈W,QX〉∇~nQDκ− 〈W,∇~nX〉Dκ〉)
+e− γ κ〈V,∇~nQD〈W,QX〉 −D〈W,∇~nX〉〉
+e− γ κ〈V, 〈W,QX〉(Y − ηQX)− η〈W,∇~nX〉∇~nX〉

= div g[e
− γ κ(〈W,QX〉Q∇~nV + 〈W,∇~nX〉V )] + 〈V,L∗

YW 〉, (2.14)

where

L∗
YW = e− γ κ[∇~nQD〈W,QX〉 −D〈W,∇~nX〉 − γ (〈W,QX〉∇~nQDκ− 〈W,∇~nX〉Dκ)

+〈W,QX〉(Y − ηQX)− η〈W,∇~nX〉∇~nX]. (2.15)

Lemma 2.3. Let X, Y ∈ TS be given. Suppose that Ω ⊂ S be a subregion of S such

that

〈X, ν〉 6= 0 for x ∈ ∂Ω,

where ν is the outside normal of Ω. Then

(W,LY V )L 2(Ω,T ) = (V,L∗
YW )L 2(Ω,T )

+

∫

∂Ω
(£1〈V, ν〉〈W,ν〉 −£2〈V,QX〉〈W,QX〉)dΓ, (2.16)

for V, W ∈ TΩ, where

£1 =
e− γ κ

〈X, ν〉Π(X,X), £2 =
e− γ κ

〈X, ν〉Π(Qν,Qν) for x ∈ ∂Ω. (2.17)

Proof. We integrate (2.14) over Ω and use (2.10), where Z = ν, to have (2.16).

Lemma 2.4. Let X, Y ∈ TS be given. Let LY and L∗
Y be given in (2.12) and (2.15),
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respectively. Then

−e γ κ〈W,LYW + L∗
YW 〉

= γ (〈W,QX〉〈W,∇~nQDκ〉 − 〈W,∇~nX〉〈W,Dκ〉) + 〈W,DW (∇~nX)〉
+2η(〈W,QX〉2 + 〈W,∇~nX〉2)− 〈W, 2Y + div gQ∇~n〉〈W,QX〉
+〈W, DQ∇~nW (QX)〉 for x ∈ Ω−ε. (2.18)

Proof. From (2.12) and (2.5), we have

e− γ κ〈W,LYW 〉 = (div gQ∇~nW + 〈W,Y − ηQX〉)〈W,QX〉
+(div gW − η〈W,∇~nX〉)〈W,∇~nX〉

= 〈DW, 〈W,QX〉Q∇~n+ 〈W,∇~nX〉 id 〉 − η(〈W,QX〉2 + 〈W,∇~nX〉2)
+〈W,Y + div gQ∇~n〉〈W,QX〉 for p ∈ Ω−ε, (2.19)

where formula div gW = 〈DW, id 〉 has been used. In addition, it follows from (2.15) that

e− γ κ〈W,L∗
YW 〉 = 〈W, ∇~nQD〈W,QX〉 −D〈W,∇~nX〉〉

− γ (〈W,QX〉〈W,∇~nQDκ〉 − 〈W,∇~nX〉〈W,Dκ〉)
+〈W,QX〉〈W, Y − ηQX〉 − η〈W,∇~nX〉2

= −〈DW, QX ⊗Q∇~nW +∇~nX ⊗W 〉 − 〈W, DQ∇~nW (QX) +DW (∇~nX)〉
− γ (〈W,QX〉〈W,∇~nQDκ〉+ 〈W,∇~nX〉〈W,Dκ〉)
+〈W,QX〉〈W, Y 〉 − η(〈W,QX〉2 + 〈W,∇~nX〉2) for p ∈ Ω−ε. (2.20)

Moreover, formula (2.7) yields

〈W,QX〉Q∇~n+ 〈W,∇~nX〉 id = QX ⊗Q∇~nW +∇~nX ⊗W.

Thus (2.18) follows from (2.19) and (2.20).

For given ε > small, set

Sε = {α(t, s) ∈ | (t, s) ∈ [0, a)× (−ε, ε) }.

Let x ∈ Γ0. Since κ(x) = 0 and Dκ(x) 6= 0, from [14, Lemma 2.6], there exist vector

fields X1, X2 in a neighborhood of x satisfying ∇~nXi = λiXi, where λi are the principal

curvatures. Clearly we may extend the vector fields Xi to the region Sε when ε > 0 is

given small. We assume that Xi are vector fields such that

∇~nXi = λiXi, |Xi| = 1, 〈X1,X2〉 = 0 for x ∈ Sε, (2.21)

where

λ1 > 0 for x ∈ Sε, λ2 = 0 for x ∈ Γ0,

λ2 > 0 for x ∈ S+ ∩ Sε, λ2 < 0 for x ∈ S− ∩ Sε.

10



Lemma 2.5. For given ε > 0 small

X2(λ2) 6= 0 for x ∈ Sε.

Proof. It will suffice to prove

X2(λ2) 6= 0 for x ∈ Γ0.

First, we claim that 〈Qαt,X2〉(x) 6= 0 for x ∈ Γ0. If not, then 〈Qαt,X2〉(x) = 0 implies

that X2 = ηαt with η 6= 0, and thus

η2Π(αt, αt) = 〈∇X2~n,X2〉 = λ2(x) = 0,

which contradicts assumption Π(αt, αt) 6= 0.

In addition, assumption (1.7) implies

〈Dκ,αt〉 = 0 for x ∈ Γ0, Dκ = ιQαt for x ∈ Γ0, (2.22)

for some ι 6= 0. Thus we obtain

X2(λ2) =
1

λ1
X2(κ) =

ι

λ1
〈X2, Qαt〉 6= 0 for x ∈ Γ0. (2.23)

From (1.5) and (1.6), we have

Π(αt, αt) > 0 for x ∈ S. (2.24)

We assume that for each s ∈ [−b0, b1] the closed curve α(·, s) goes in anticlockwise with

t ∈ [0, a) increasing. We further assume that

X2(λ2) > 0 for Sε, (2.25)

for given ε > 0 small. For otherwise, we replace X2 with −X2. Furthermore, we assume

that X1, X2 has positive orientation. For otherwise, we replace X1 with −X1. Thus

QX2 = X1, QX1 = −X2 for x ∈ Sε. (2.26)

Lemma 2.6. We have

{

〈X2, Qαt〉 < 0 if det(αt, αs, ~n) > 0,

〈X2, Qαt〉 > 0 if det(αt, αs, ~n) < 0
for x ∈ Γ0. (2.27)
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Proof. Let det(αt, αs, ~n) < 0. The case of det(αt, αs, ~n) > 0 can be treated similarly.

Since
Qαt
|αt|

,
αt
|αt|

forms an orthonormal basis with positive orientation, the curvature assumptions (1.6)-

(1.8) yield

〈Qαt,Dκ〉 > 0 for x ∈ Γ0.

It follows from (2.22) that ι > 0 for x ∈ Γ0. Thus in the case of det(αt, αs, ~n) < 0 (2.27)

follows from (2.25) and (2.23).

We set

Xσ0 =

{

σ0αt −Qαt if det(αt, αs, ~n) > 0,

σ0αt +Qαt if det(αt, αs, ~n) < 0,
(2.28)

where σ0 is a constant satisfying

σ0 ≥ 1 + sup
x∈Γ0

|Π(αt, Qαt)|
Π(αt, αt)

.

Lemma 2.7. We have

Π(Xσ0 ,Xσ0) > 0 for x ∈ S+,

〈Xσ0 , ν〉 < 0 for x ∈ Γ0, 〈Xσ0 , ν〉 > 0 for x ∈ Γb1 , (2.29)

where ν is the outside normal of region S+.

Proof. It is easy to check that

{

ν = Qαt

|αt| for x ∈ Γ0,

ν = −Qαt

|αt| for x ∈ Γb1 ,
if det(αt, αs, ~n) > 0

and
{

ν = −Qαt

|αt| for x ∈ Γ0,

ν = Qαt

|αt| for x ∈ Γb1 ,
if det(αt, αs, ~n) < 0.

Thus (2.29) follows. Moreover, we have

Π(Xσ0 ,Xσ0) ≥ Π(αt, αt)(σ0 ±
Π(αt, Qαt)

Π(αt, αt)
)2 > 0 for x ∈ Γ0.

By Lemma 2.6 we fix ε > 0 small such that

{

〈X2, Qαt〉 < 0 if det(αt, αs, ~n) > 0,

〈X2, Qαt〉 > 0 if det(αt, αs, ~n) < 0
for x ∈ Γ−ε. (2.30)
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Moreover, since

〈αt,X1〉 6= 0 for x ∈ Γ0,

we assume that the above ε is such that

〈αt,X1〉 6= 0 for x ∈ S2ε.

Then
{

ν = Qαt

|αt| for x ∈ Γ−ε, if det(αt, αs, ~n) > 0,

ν = −Qαt

|αt| for x ∈ Γ−ε, if det(αt, αs, ~n) > 0.
(2.31)

Thus, by (2.30),

〈X2, ν〉 < 0 for x ∈ Γ−ε. (2.32)

We take ζ ∈ C∞
0 (−∞,∞) such that

0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1; ζ = 1 for s ∈ (−ε, ε); ζ = 0 for s ≥ 2ε.

Then we take

η = sη0(s) (2.33)

in (2.12) where η0 ∈ C∞
0 (−∞,∞) such that

0 ≤ η0 ≤ 1; η0 = 0 for s ≤ ε/2; η0 = 1 for s ≥ ε.

In addition, we take X in (2.12) by

X = ζ[ε1/3( sign 〈αt,X1〉)X1 +X2] + (1− ζ)Xσ0 for x ∈ Ω−ε, (2.34)

where sign 〈αt,X1〉 is the sign function for x ∈ S2ε, Xσ0 is given in (2.28), and σ0 is given

such that

σ0 ≥ 1 + sup
x∈Γ0

|Π(αt, Qαt)|
Π(αt, αt)

+ sup
x∈S2ε

|〈Qαt,X1〉|
|〈αt,X1〉|

. (2.35)

Then

Π(X,X) > 0, 〈X, ν〉 < 0 for x ∈ Γ−ε, (2.36)

when ε > 0 is small enough.

Lemma 2.8. Let η and X be given in (2.33) and (2.34), respectively. Let Y ∈
C 0(Ω−ε, T ). Then there are constants σ > 0, γ > 0, and s > 0 such that

−〈W, LYW + L∗
YW 〉 ≥ σ|W |2 for W ∈ TΩ−ε, x ∈ Ω−ε, (2.37)

for given ε > 0 small.
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Proof. Step 1. First, we prove

|X| > 0 for x ∈ S+ \ Sε. (2.38)

If not, there were a point x ∈ S+ \ Sε such that

X = 0.

If ζ = 0, then

|X| = |Xσ0 | ≥ σ0|αt| > 0,

which is not possible. Thus ζ 6= 0. By (2.35),

0 = 〈X,X1〉 = (1− ζ)(σ0〈αt,X1〉 ∓ 〈Qαt,X1〉) + ζε sign 〈αt,X1〉

implies that

ζ =
σ0〈αt,X1〉 ∓ 〈Qαt,X1〉

σ0〈αt,X1〉 ∓ 〈Qαt,X1〉 − ε sign 〈αt,X1〉
> 1,

which contradicts 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1 when given ε > 0 is small.

Since κ > 0 for x ∈ S+ \ Sε, X, ∇~nX forms an vector field basis on S+ \ Sε. Then
there exists σ > 0 such that

〈W,QX〉2 + 〈W,∇~nX〉2 ≥ σ|W |2 for x ∈ S+ \ Sε. (2.39)

Step 2. Consider the region Sε. Noting that ζ = 1 for x ∈ Sε, we have

X = ε1/3( sign 〈αt,X1〉)X1 +X2 for x ∈ Sε.

Denote 〈W,Xi〉 =Wi for i = 1, 2. We compute

γ (〈W,QX2〉〈W,∇~nQDκ〉 − 〈W,∇~nX2〉〈W,Dκ〉) + 〈W,DW (∇~nX2)〉
−〈W, 2Y + div gQ∇~n〉〈W,QX2〉+ 〈W, DQ∇~nW (QX2)〉

= γ (〈W,X1〉〈W,∇~nQDκ〉 − λ2〈W,X2〉〈W,Dκ〉) + 〈W,DW (λ2X2)〉
−〈W, 2Y + div gQ∇~n〉〈W,X1〉+ 〈W, DQ∇~nW (X1)〉

≥ γ [λ1X2(κ)− |λ2||X1(κ)|]W 2
1 + [X2(λ2)− |λ2|(|〈X2,DX1X1〉|+ γ X2(κ))]W

2
2

−C(W 2
1 + |W1||W2|) for x ∈ Sε. (2.40)

Similarly, we have

γ (〈W,QX1〉〈W,∇~nQDκ〉 − 〈W,∇~nX1〉〈W,Dκ〉) + 〈W,DW (∇~nX1)〉
−〈W, 2Y + div gQ∇~n〉〈W,QX1〉+ 〈W, DQ∇~nW (QX1)〉

≥ − γ λ1(|X1(κ)| +X2(κ))W
2
1 − C(W 2

1 + |W1||W2|)
−[ γ (|λ2||X1(κ)|+ λ1X2(κ)) + |〈X2,DX2(λ1X1)〉|+ |〈 div gQ∇~n,X2〉|]W 2

2 . (2.41)
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It follows from (2.18), (2.40), and (2.41) that

−〈W, LYW + L∗
Y 〉 ≥ γ [λ1X2(κ)− |λ2||X1(κ)| − ελ1(|X1(κ)|+X2(κ))]W

2
1

+{X2(λ2)− |λ2|(|〈X2,DX1X1〉|+ γ X2(κ))

−ε[ γ (|λ2||X1(κ)|+ λ1X2(κ)) + |〈X2,DX2(λ1X1)〉|+ |〈 div gQ∇~n,X2〉|]}W 2
2

−C(W 2
1 + |W1||W2|)

≥ { γ [λ1X2(κ)− |λ2||X1(κ)| − ελ1(|X1(κ)|+X2(κ))] − C}W 2
1

+{[X2(λ2)− |λ2|(|〈X2,DX1X1〉|+ γ X2(κ))]/2

−ε[ γ (|λ2||X1(κ)|+ λ1X2(κ)) + |〈X2,DX2(λ1X1)〉|+ |〈 div gQ∇~n,X2〉|]}W 2
2 , (2.42)

for x ∈ Sε, where C > 0 is independent of W ∈ TSε. Noting that X2(κ) = λ1X2(λ2) > 0

for x ∈ Γ0 and

|λ2| = O(ε) for x ∈ Sε,

we assume that the ε > 0 has been given so small such that

λ1X2(κ)− |λ2||X1(κ)| − ελ1(|X1(κ)| +X2(κ)) > 0 for x ∈ Sε.

Then we fix γ > 0 such that

γ [λ1X2(κ)− |λ2||X1(κ)|] − ελ1(|X1(κ)| +X2(κ)) − C > 0 for x ∈ Sε.

Finally, we move the ε > 0 to zero again such that

{[X2(λ2)− |λ2|(|〈X2,DX1X1〉|+ γ X2(κ))]/2

−ε[ γ (|λ2||X1(κ)| + λ1X2(κ)) + |〈X2,DX2(λ1X1)〉|+ |〈 div gQ∇~n,X2〉|]} > 0

for x ∈ Sε. Thus for the above given γ > 0 and ε > 0, from (2.42), we have obtained

σ > 0 such that

−e γ κ〈W,LYW + L∗
YW 〉 ≥ σ|W |2 for W ∈ TSε, x ∈ Sε. (2.43)

Step 3. Consider region S+ \ Sε. From (2.18) and (2.39), we have

−e γ κ〈W,LYW + L∗
YW 〉 ≥ sη0(〈W,QX〉2 + 〈W,∇~nX〉2)− C|W |2

≥ (s− C)|W |2 for s > 0, W ∈ TS+ \ Sε, (2.44)

for x ∈ S+ \ Sε. Thus (2.37) follows from (2.43) and (2.44) after we take s = C + σ in

(2.44).

Next, we consider solvability of problem (2.11) on region Ω−ε. Let F ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ),

p ∈ L 2(Γb1), and q ∈ L 2(Γ−ε) be given. Clearly, system (2.11) is equivalent to problem
{

LY V = F for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈V,QX〉 = q for x ∈ Γ−ε, 〈V, ν〉 = p for x ∈ Γb1 ,
(2.45)
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where LY is defined in (2.12) and vector field X is given in (2.34).

Let m ≥ 0 be an integer. Set

Cm
−ε,b1(Ω−ε, T ) = {W ∈ Cm(Ω−ε, T ) | 〈W,QX〉|Γ−ε = 〈W,ν〉|Γb1

= 0 },

Cm
b1,−ε(Ω−ε, T ) = {W ∈ Cm(Ω−ε, T ) | 〈W,QX〉|Γb1

= 〈W,ν〉|Γ−ε = 0 }.

We denote the completions of Cm(Ω−ε, T ) by L 2
−ε,b1(Ω−ε, T ) and L 2

b1,−ε(Ω−ε, T ) in the

norms of

‖W‖2
L 2

−ε,b1
(Ω−ε,T )

= ‖W‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+ ‖〈W,QX〉‖2
L 2(Γ−ε)

+ ‖〈W,ν〉‖2
L 2(Γb1

)

and

‖W‖2
L 2

b1,−ε(Ω−ε,T )
= ‖W‖2

L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+ ‖〈W,QX〉‖2

L 2(Γb1
)
+ ‖〈W,ν〉‖2

L 2(Γ−ε)
,

respectively.

Theorem 2.1. Let vector field X be given in (2.34) and Y ∈ C 0(Ωε, T ). Let F ∈
L 2(Ω−ε, T ), p ∈ L 2(Γb1), and q ∈ L 2(Γ−ε) be given. Then problem (2.45) admits a

unique solution V ∈ D(LY ) ∩ L 2
−ε,b1(Ω−ε, T ), which satisfies

(V,L∗
YW )L 2(Ω−ε,T )

= (W,F )L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+

∫

Γ−ε

£2q〈W,QX〉dΓ−
∫

Γb1

£1p〈W,ν〉dΓ (2.46)

for W ∈ C 1
b1,−ε(Ω−ε, T ), where £1 and £2 are given in (2.17). Furthermore, the following

estimate holds true.

‖V ‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+‖V ‖2
L 2(Γ−ε,T )

+ ‖V ‖2
L 2(Γb1

,T )

≤ C(‖F‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+ ‖q‖2
L 2(Γ−ε)

+ ‖p‖2
L 2(Γb1

)
). (2.47)

Proof. Step 1. Denote the completion of C 1
b1,−ε(Ω−ε, T ) in the norm of W 1,2(Ω−ε, T )

by W 1,2
b1,−ε(Ω−ε, T ).

We define a bilinear functional,

α : L 2
−ε,b1(Ω−ε, T )× W 1,2

b1,−ε(Ω−ε, T ) → IR,

by

α(V,W ) = −2(V,L∗
YW )L 2(Ω−ε,T )

.

Clearly, we have

|α(V,W )| ≤ C‖V ‖L 2(Ω−ε,T )
‖W‖W 1,2(Ω−ε,T )

for (V,W ) ∈ L 2
−ε,b1(Ω−ε, T )× W 1,2

b1,−ε(Ω−ε, T ). On the other hand, it follows from (2.29)

and (2.32) that

〈X, ν〉 < 0 for x ∈ Γ−ε, 〈X, ν〉 > 0 for x ∈ Γb1 . (2.48)
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Thus, from (2.16) and (2.37), we have

α(W,W ) = −(W,LYW + L∗
YW )L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+

∫

∂Ω−ε

(£1〈W,ν〉2 −£2〈W,QX〉2)dΓ

≥ σ‖W‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

−
∫

Γ−ε

£2〈W,QX〉2dΓ +

∫

Γb1

£1〈W,ν〉2dΓ

≥ σ‖W‖2
L 2

−ε,b1
(Ω−ε,T )

for W ∈ C 1
b1,−ε(Ω−ε, T ). (2.49)

Next, we define a functional on L 2
−ε,b1(Ω−ε, T ) by

F(W ) = −2(W,F )L 2(Ω−ε,T )
− 2

∫

Γ−ε

£2q〈W,QX〉dΓ + 2

∫

Γb1

£1p〈W,ν〉dΓ.

clearly, F is bounded on L 2
−ε,b1(Ω−ε, T ). By Theorem A given in Appendix there exists a

V ∈ L 2
−ε,b1(Ω−ε, T ) such that

−2(V,L∗
YW )L 2(Ω−ε,T )

= −2(W,F )L 2(Ω−ε,T )
− 2

∫

Γ−ε

£2q〈W,QX〉dΓ

+2

∫

Γb1

£1p〈W,ν〉dΓ (2.50)

for all W ∈ C 1
b1,−ε(Ω−ε, T ), which yield, by (2.16) again,

−2(W,LY V )L 2(Ω−ε,T )
= −2(W,F )L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+2

∫

Γ−ε

£2(〈V,QX〉 − q)〈W,QX〉dΓ + 2

∫

Γb1

£1(p− 〈V, ν〉)〈W,ν〉dΓ

for all W ∈ C 1
b1,−ε(Ω−ε, T ). Thus V ∈ L 2

−ε,b1(Ω−ε, T ) solves problem (2.45) and identity

(2.46) holds.

Noting that ζ = 1 for x ∈ Sε, from (2.34), we have

|∇~nX|2 = ε2λ21 + λ22 > 0 for x ∈ Sε.

Then, by (2.39), QX, ∇~nX forms a vector field basis on Ωε. Thus V ∈ D(LY ).
Step 2. From (2.49) and (2.50), we obtain (2.47). Thus the uniqueness follows.

We consider a duality problem of system (2.45)

{

L∗
Y V = F for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈V, ν〉 = p for x ∈ Γ−ε, 〈V,QX〉 = q for x ∈ Γb1 .
(2.51)

By a duality of operators LY and L∗
Y a similar argument as for Theorem 2.1 yields the

following.
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Theorem 2.2. Let vector field X be given in (2.34) and Y ∈ C 0(Ω−ε, T ). Let F ∈
L 2(Ω−ε, T ), p ∈ L 2(Γ−ε), and q ∈ L 2(Γb1) be given. Then problem (2.51) admits a

unique solution V ∈ D(L∗
Y ) ∩ L 2

b1,−ε(Ω−ε, T ), which satisfies

(V,LYW )L 2(Ω−ε,T )
= (W,F )L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+

∫

Γ−ε

£1p〈W,ν〉dΓ

−
∫

Γb1

£2q〈W,QX〉dΓ (2.52)

for W ∈ C 1
−ε,b1(Ω−ε, T ), where £1 and £2 are given in (2.17). Furthermore, the following

estimate holds true.

‖V ‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+‖V ‖2
L 2(Γ−ε,T )

+ ‖V ‖2
L 2(Γb1

,T )

≤ C(‖F‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+ ‖p‖2
L 2(Γ−ε)

+ ‖q‖2
L 2(Γb1

)
). (2.53)

3 Wm,2 Solutions of the tensor equation of mixed type

Consider problem
{

L0V = F for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈V,QX〉 = p for x ∈ Γ−ε, 〈V, ν〉 = q for x ∈ Γb1 ,
(3.1)

where X is given in (2.34) and L0 is given in (2.12) with Y = 0.

In this section, we shall establish the following.

Theorem 3.1. Let S be of Cm+3. Let F ∈ Wm,2(Ω−ε, T ), p ∈ Wm,2(Γ−ε), and

q ∈ Wm,2(Γb1) be given. Then problem (3.1) admits a unique solution V ∈ Wm,2(Ω−ε, T )

satisfying

‖V ‖2
Wm,2(Ω−ε,T )

≤ C(‖F‖2
Wm,2(Ω−ε,T )

+ ‖q‖2
Wm,2(Γb1

)
+ ‖p‖2

Wm,2(Γ−ε)
). (3.2)

By a similar argument and the duality, we have

Theorem 3.2. Let S be of Cm+3. Let F ∈ Wm,2(Ω−ε, T ), p ∈ Wm,2(Γb1), and

q ∈ Wm,2(Γ−ε) be given. Then problem

{

L∗
0V = F for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈V, ν〉 = p for x ∈ Γ−ε, 〈V,QX〉 = q for x ∈ Γb1 ,
(3.3)

admits a unique solution V ∈ Wm,2(Ω−ε, T ) satisfying (3.2).

Theorem 3.3. Let S be of C 3. Let p ∈ W 1,2(Γ−ε) and q ∈ W 1,2(Γb1) be given.

Suppose that F ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) be given such that

F |
Σ

ε/2
−ε

∈ W 1,2(Σ
ε/2
−ε , T ),
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where

Σs2s1 = {α(t, s) | (t, s) ∈ [0, a) × (s1, s2) } for − b0 ≤ s1 < s2 ≤ b1.

Then problem (3.1) admits a unique solution V ∈ W 1,2(Ω−ε, T ) satisfying

‖V ‖2
W 1,2(Ω−ε,T )

≤ C(‖F‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+ ‖F‖2
W 1,2(Σ

ε/2
−ε ,T )

+‖p‖2
W 1,2(Γ−ε)

+ ‖q‖2
W 1,2(Γb1

)
). (3.4)

If S is of Cm+3, then the above V satisfies

‖V ‖2
Wm,2(Ω−ε,T )

≤ C(‖F‖2
Wm−1,2(Ω−ε,T )

+ ‖F‖2
Wm,2(Σ

ε/2
−ε ,T )

+‖p‖2
Wm,2(Γ−ε)

+ ‖q‖2
Wm,2(Γb1

)
). (3.5)

By the duality and a similar argument in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we have the

following. The proof is omitted.

Theorem 3.4. Let S be of C 3. Let p ∈ W 1,2(Γ−ε) and q ∈ W 1,2(Γb1) be given.

Suppose that F ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) be given such that

F |
Σ

ε/2
−ε

∈ W 1,2(Σ
ε/2
−ε , T ).

Then problem (3.3) admits a unique solution V ∈ W 1,2(Ω−ε, T ) satisfying (3.4). If S is

of Cm+3, then the above V satisfies (3.5).

The proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 will be given in the end of this section.

We assume that V ∈ C 1(Ω−ε, T ) satisfies equation

L0V = F for x ∈ Ω−ε. (3.6)

For convenience, we denote

{

div gQ∇~nV − η〈V,QX〉 = f1 for x ∈ Ω−ε,

div gV − η〈V,∇~nX〉 = f2 for x ∈ Ω−ε.
(3.7)

Then

F = e− γ κ(f1QX + f2∇~nX).

Let Φ ∈ TS be given such that

〈∇~nΦ,Φ〉 6= 0 for x ∈ S.

We define an operator RΦ : L 2(S, T ) → L 2(S, T ) by

RΦV = [Φ, Q∇~nV ]−Q∇~n[Φ, V ] for V ∈ TS. (3.8)
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Lemma 3.1. Set

h1 =
〈RΦΦ, QΦ〉
〈∇~nΦ,Φ〉 , h2 =

〈RΦQΦ, QΦ〉 − h1〈∇~nQΦ,Φ〉
|Φ|2 , (3.9)

Z =
1

|Φ|2 (RΦ − h1Q∇~n− h2 id )
TΦ. (3.10)

Then

RΦ = h1Q∇~n+ h2 id + Z ⊗ Φ. (3.11)

Proof. We have

〈(RΦ − h1Q∇~n− h2 id )Φ, QΦ〉 = 〈RΦΦ, QΦ〉 − h1〈Q∇~nΦ, QΦ〉 − h2〈Φ, QΦ〉
= 〈RΦΦ, QΦ〉 − h1〈∇~nΦ,Φ〉 = 0, (3.12)

and

〈(RΦ − h1Q∇~n− h2 id )QΦ, QΦ〉 = 〈RΦQΦ, QΦ〉 − h1〈Q∇~nQΦ, QΦ〉 − h2〈QΦ, QΦ〉
= 〈RΦQΦ, QΦ〉 − h1〈∇~nQΦ,Φ〉 − (〈RΦQΦ, QΦ〉 − h1〈∇~nQΦ,Φ〉) = 0. (3.13)

Since QΦ
|Φ| ,

Φ
|Φ| forms an orthonormal basis, it follows from (3.12) and (3.13) that

〈(RΦ − h1Q∇~n− h2 id )W,QΦ〉 = 0 for W ∈ TS.

Thus

(RΦ − h1Q∇~n− h2 id )W =
1

|Φ|2 〈(RΦ − h1Q∇~n− h2 id )W,Φ〉Φ = 〈W,Z〉Φ = (Z ⊗ Φ)W

for all W ∈ TS, that is, (3.10).

Lemma 3.2. For given V ∈ C 1(S, T ), we have

LZ [Φ, V ] = FΦ, (3.14)

where Z is given in (3.10) and

FΦ = e− γ κ(f1ΦQX + f2Φ∇~nX), (3.15)

f1Φ = Φf1 − h1f1 − h2f2 + 〈V,H1〉, f2Φ = Φf2 + 〈V,H2〉,

H1 = ∇~nQD div gΦ+ [Φ(η) − h1η]QX − h2η∇~nX
+ηDΦ(QX) + h1 div gQ∇~n− div gRΦ −DΦ(Z, ·),

H2 = Φ(η)∇~nX −D div gΦ+ ηDΦ(∇~nX, ·).
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Proof. From (3.8), (2.9), (2.5), (3.11), and (3.7), we have

div gQ∇~n[Φ, V ] = div g[Φ, Q∇~nV ]− div gRΦV

= Φ(div gQ∇~nV )−Q∇~nV ( div gΦ)− 〈DV,RΦ〉 − 〈V, div gRΦ〉
= Φ(div gQ∇~nV )− 〈Q∇~nV,D div gΦ〉 − 〈DV, h1Q∇~n+ h2 id + Z ⊗ Φ〉 − 〈V, div gRΦ〉
= Φ(div gQ∇~nV ) + 〈V,∇~nQD div gΦ〉 − h1( div gQ∇~nV − 〈V, div gQ∇~n〉)
−h2 div gV − 〈DΦV,Z〉 − 〈V, div gRΦ〉

= Φf1 − h1f1 − h2f2 + 〈[Φ, V ], ηQX − Z〉 − 〈DV Φ, Z〉
+〈V, ∇~nQD div gΦ+ [Φ(η) − h1η]QX − h2η∇~nX
+ηDΦ(QX) + h1 div gQ∇~n− div gRΦ〉.

Thus

f1Φ = div gQ∇~n[Φ, V ] + 〈[Φ, V ], Z − ηQX〉 = Φf1 − h1f1 − h2f2 + 〈V,H1〉.

Similarly, we compute

div g[Φ, V ] = Φdiv gV − V div gΦ = Φf2 + η〈[Φ, V ],∇~nX〉+ 〈V,H2〉.

Consider an operator on L 2(Ω−ε, T ) :

L0V = e− γ κ[( div gQ∇~nV − 〈V, ηQX〉)QX + (div gV − η〈V,∇~nX〉)∇~nX], (3.16)

D(L0) = {V ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T )
∣

∣ div gV ∈ L 2(Ω−ε), div gQ∇~nV ∈ L 2(Ω−ε),

〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε = 〈V, ν〉|Γb1
= 0 }.

By Theorem 2.1, L−1
0 : L 2(Ω−ε, T ) → L 2(Ω−ε, T ) is bounded. Similarly, Theorem 2.2

implies that L∗
0
−1 : L 2(Ω−ε, T ) → L 2(Ω−ε, T ) is bounded, where the domain of operator

L∗
0 is

D(L∗
0) = {V, L∗

0V ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T )
∣

∣ 〈V,QX〉|Γb1
= 〈V, ν〉|Γ−ε = 0 },

where L∗
0 is given in (2.15) with Y = 0.

Let X be given in (2.34). Then QX, ∇~nX forms a vector field basis on Ω−ε. Denote

its conjugate basis by F1, F2, where

F1 =
Q∇~nX

〈∇~nX,X〉 , F2 =
X

〈∇~nX,X〉 for x ∈ Ω−ε. (3.17)

We define operator K : L 2(Ω−ε, T ) → L 2(Ω−ε, T ) by

KF = DΦF +MF +NL−1
0 (F ), (3.18)
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where

M = [DΦF1 + ( γ 〈Φ,Dκ〉 − h1)F1 − h2F2]⊗QX + (DΦF2 + γ 〈Φ,Dκ〉F2)⊗∇~nX,

N = e− γ κ(H1 ⊗QX +H2 ⊗∇~nX).

Lemma 3.3. Let K be given in (3.18). Then

(KF,G)L 2(Ω−ε,T )
= (F,K∗G)L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+

∫

∂Ω−ε

〈F,G〉〈Φ, ν〉dΓ, (3.19)

where

K∗G = −DΦG− ( div gΦ)G+MTG+ L∗
0
−1(N TG). (3.20)

Proof. We have

〈KF,G〉 = 〈DΦF +MF +NL−1
0 (F ), G〉

= div g(〈F,G〉Φ) + 〈F,−( div gΦ)G−DΦG〉+ 〈F,MTG〉+ 〈L−1
0 F,N TG〉.

We integrate the above identity over Ω−ε to have (3.19).

Lemma 3.4. We have

LZ [Φ, V ] = KL0V for V ∈ W 1,2(Ω−ε), (3.21)

where Z is given in (3.10).

Proof. For given V ∈ W 1,2(Ω−ε), set

div gQ∇~nV − 〈V, ηQX〉 = f1, div gV − η〈V,∇~nX〉 = f2.

By Lemma 3.2

LZ [Φ, V ] = FΦ,

where FΦ is given in Lemma 3.2.

Next, we shall prove

KL0V = FΦ.

Noting that

L0V = e− γ κ(f1QX + f2∇~nX),

we have

DΦL0V = − γ 〈Φ,Dκ〉L0V +e− γ κ(Φf1QX+Φf2∇~nX)+e− γ κ[f1DΦ(QX)+f2DΦ(∇~nX)].

Since F1, F2 is the conjugate basis of QX, ∇~nX, it follows that

ML0V = 〈DΦF1 + ( γ 〈Φ,Dκ〉 − h1)F1 − h2F2, L0V 〉QX + 〈DΦF2 + γ 〈Φ,Dκ〉F2, L0V 〉∇~n
= e− γ κ[−f1DΦ(QX)− f2DΦ(∇~nX)] + γ 〈Φ,Dκ〉L0V − e− γ κ(h1f1 + h2f2)QX.
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Thus, by (3.15), we obtain

KL0V = DΦL0V +ML0V +NL−1
0 (L0V )

= e− γ κ{[Φf1 − (h1f1 + h2f2) + 〈H1, V 〉]QX + (Φf2 + 〈H2, V 〉)∇~nX} = FΦ.

Now we construct a special Φ as follows. Define a function ψ on S by

ψ(α(t, s)) = s for x = α(t, s) ∈ S.

Then

〈Dψ,αt〉 = 0, 〈Dψ,αs〉 = 1 for x ∈ S.

Let

Φ0 = QDψ for x ∈ S.

Then

〈Φ0, ν〉 = 〈QDψ,±Qαt|αt|
〉 = 0 for x ∈ ∂Ω−ε.

Set

Φ = eϕΦ0 for x ∈ Ωε,

where ϕ is a function given in Lemma 3.5 below. Since

Dψ =
〈Dψ,Qαt〉

|αt|2
Qαt for x ∈ Ω−ε (3.22)

with 〈Dψ,Qαt〉 6= 0, from (2.24), we have

〈∇~nΦ,Φ〉 = e2ϕ〈∇~nΦ0,Φ0〉 = e2ϕ
〈Dψ,Qαt〉2

|αt|4
Π(αt, αt) > 0 for x ∈ Ω−ε.

Lemma 3.5. There exists a function ϕ on Ω−ε such that

〈DΦDψ +MDψ,QDψ〉 = 0 for x ∈ Ω−ε \ S+, (3.23)

〈[Φ,X], QX〉 = 0 for x ∈ Γb1 , (3.24)

where X is given in (2.34). Furthermore, for W ∈ C 1(Ω−ε, T ), we have

〈[Φ,W ],Dψ〉 = Φ〈W,Dψ〉 for x ∈ Ω−ε \ S+, (3.25)

〈[Φ,W ], QX〉 = Φ〈W,QX〉+ 〈W,QX〉〈[Φ, 1

|X|2QX], QX〉 for x ∈ Γb1 . (3.26)
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Proof. Noting that Φ = eϕΦ0 = eϕQDψ, we have

〈DΦDψ +MDψ,QDψ〉 = eϕ〈DΦ0Dψ,Φ0〉+ 〈DΦF2 + γ 〈Φ,Dκ〉F2,Dψ〉〈QDψ,∇~nX〉
+〈DΦF1 + ( γ 〈Φ,Dκ〉 − h1)F1 − h2F2, Dψ〉〈Dψ,QX〉

= eϕh− (h1〈F1,Dψ〉+ h2〈F2, Dψ〉)〈Dψ,QX〉, (3.27)

where

h = 〈DΦ0Dψ,Φ0〉+ 〈DΦ0F2 + γ 〈Φ0,Dκ〉F2,Dψ〉〈QDψ,∇~nX〉
+〈DΦ0F1 + γ 〈Φ0,Dκ〉F1,Dψ〉〈Dψ,QX〉.

On the other hand, from (3.8), we have

〈RΦΦ, QΦ〉 = 〈DΦ(Q∇~nΦ)−DQ∇~nΦΦ, QΦ〉
= e3ϕ[〈RΦ0Φ0, QΦ0〉+Φ0(ϕ)〈∇~nΦ0,Φ0〉].

Similarly, we obtain

〈RΦQΦ, QΦ〉 = e3ϕ[〈RΦ0QΦ0, QΦ0〉+ (QΦ0)(ϕ)〈∇~nΦ0,Φ0〉].

Thus

h1 = eϕ[
〈RΦ0Φ0, QΦ0〉
〈∇~nΦ0,Φ0〉

+Φ0(ϕ)],

h2 =
eϕ

|Φ0|2
{〈RΦ0QΦ0, QΦ0〉 −

〈RΦ0Φ0, QΦ0〉
〈∇~nΦ0,Φ0〉

〈∇~nQΦ0,Φ0〉

−(QΦ0)(ϕ)〈∇~nΦ0,Φ0〉+Φ0(ϕ)〈∇~nQΦ0,Φ0〉}.

We then obtain

h1〈F1,Dψ〉+ h2〈F2, Dψ〉 = eϕ{ĥ+Φ0(ϕ)(〈F1,Dψ〉+
〈∇~nQΦ0,Φ0〉

|Φ0|2
〈F2,Dψ〉)

−(QΦ0)(ϕ)
〈∇~nΦ0,Φ0〉

|Φ0|2
〈F2,Dψ〉},

where

ĥ =
〈RΦ0Φ0, QΦ0〉
〈∇~nΦ0,Φ0〉

〈F1,Dψ〉 +
〈F2,Dψ〉
|Φ0|2

[〈RΦ0QΦ0, QΦ0〉 −
〈RΦ0Φ0, QΦ0〉
〈∇~nΦ0,Φ0〉

〈∇~nQΦ0,Φ0〉].

It follows from (3.27) that

〈DΦDψ +MDψ,QDψ〉 = eϕ[h− ĥ+H(ϕ)], (3.28)

where

H = (〈F1,Dψ〉 −
〈∇~nDψ,QDψ〉

|Dψ|2 〈F2,Dψ〉)QDψ +
〈∇~nQDψ,QDψ〉〈F2,Dψ〉

|Dψ|2 Dψ.
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By (2.31) and (3.22),

〈QDψ, ν〉 = 0 for x ∈ Γ−ε.

From (3.22), (3.17), and (2.48), we have

〈H, ν〉 = 〈Dψ,Qαt〉2
|αt|4Π(X,X)

Π(αt, αt)〈X, ν〉 < 0 for x ∈ Γ−ε.

Thus, when given ε > 0 is small, the integral curves of the vector field H initiating from

Γ−ε direct to the interior of Ω−ε can across Γ0. We solve equation (3.28) along those

integral curves to have ϕ to satisfy (3.23).

By a similar argument, we obtain a function ϕ in a neighborhood Γb1 such that (3.24)

holds.

Next, we prove (3.25) and (3.26). By the symmetry of D2ψ, we have

〈[Φ,W ],Dψ〉 = Φ〈W,Dψ〉 − 〈W,DΦDψ〉 −W 〈Φ,Dψ〉+ 〈Φ,DWDψ〉 = Φ〈W,Dψ〉.

Moreover, since QX
|X| ,

X
|X| forms an orthonormal frame, it follows from (3.24) that

〈[Φ,W ], QX〉 = 〈[Φ, 〈W,X〉
|X|2 X], QX〉 + 〈[Φ, 〈W,QX〉

|X|2 QX], QX〉

=
〈W,X〉
|X|2 〈[Φ,X], QX〉 +Φ〈W,QX〉+ 〈W,QX〉〈[Φ, 1

|X|2QX], QX〉

= Φ〈W,QX〉 + 〈W,QX〉〈[Φ, 1

|X|2QX], QX〉 for x ∈ Γb1 .

Lemma 3.6. Let k > 0 be given large and W ∈ C 1(Ω−ε, T ). Then

〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW, ν〉|Γ−ε = 0 ⇒ 〈W,ν〉|Γ−ε = 〈[Φ,W ], ν〉|Γ−ε = 0,

〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW,QX〉|Γb1
= 0 ⇒ 〈W,QX〉

∣

∣

Γb1

= 〈[Φ,W ], QX〉
∣

∣

Γb1

= 0,

where operator K∗ is given in (3.20).

Proof. Since QDψ
|Dψ| ,

Dψ
|Dψ| forms an orhonormal frame, from (3.23), we have

DΦDψ +MDψ =
〈DΦDψ +MDψ,Dψ〉

|Dψ|2 Dψ.

Noting that Dψ|Γ−ε = ± 〈Dψ,Qαt〉
|αt| ν, we have

〈L∗
0
−1(N T [Φ,W ]),Dψ〉|Γ−ε = 0.
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It follows from (3.25) that

〈K∗[Φ,W ],Dψ〉 = 〈 −DΦ[Φ,W ]− ( div gΦ)[Φ,W ] +MT [Φ,W ], Dψ〉
= −Φ2〈W,Dψ〉 − ( div gΦ)〈W,Dψ〉+ 〈[Φ,W ],DΦDψ +MDψ〉

= −Φ2〈W,Dψ〉 − [ div gΦ− 〈DΦDψ +MDψ,Dψ〉
|Dψ|2 ]〈W,Dψ〉.

Thus we obtain

〈K∗[Φ,W ]+kW,Dψ〉〈W,Dψ〉 ≥ −Φ(〈W,Dψ〉Φ〈W,Dψ〉)+(Φ〈W,Dψ〉)2+(k−C)〈W,Dψ〉2.

We integrate the above inequality over Γ−ε to have

‖〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW,Dψ〉〈W,Dψ〉‖2
L 2(Γ−ε)

≥ σ(‖Φ〈W,Dψ〉‖2
L 2(Γ−ε)

+ ‖〈W,Dψ〉‖2
L 2(Γ−ε)

for given k > 0 large, that is what we want.

A similar computation yields the second conclusion.

We introduce a Hilbert space by

VΦ = {W, [Φ,W ] ∈ L 2(Ω, T ) | 〈W,ν〉|Γb1
∈ W 1,2(Γb1), 〈W,QX〉|Γ−ε ∈ W 1,2(Γ−ε) },

‖W‖2VΦ
= ‖[Φ,W ]‖2L 2(Ω,T ) + ‖W‖2L (Ω,T ) + ‖〈W,QX〉‖2W 1,2(Γε)

+ ‖〈W,ν〉‖2W 1,2(Γb1
).

Lemma 3.7. Let W0 ∈ C 1(Ω−ε, T ) be given with 〈W0, ν〉|Γ−ε = 0 and 〈W0, QX〉|Γb1
=

0. Then there exists a unique W ∈ VΦ such that

K∗[Φ,W ] + kW =W0 for x ∈ Ω−ε

for given k > 0 large.

Proof. Define a bilinear form α : VΦ × W 1,2
0 (Ω, T ) → IR by

α(W,V ) = (K∗[Φ,W ] + kW,V )L 2(Ω−ε)
.

Since 〈Φ, ν〉|∂Ω = 0, from (3.19), we have

α(W,V ) = ([Φ,W ],KV )L 2(Ω−ε)
+ k(W,V )L 2(Ω−ε)

which yield

|α(W,V )| ≤ C‖W‖VΦ
‖V ‖W 1,2(Ω,T ) for W ∈ VΦ, W ∈ W 1,2

0 (Ω, T ).

By (3.18), we have

α(W,W ) = ([Φ,W ],KW )L 2(Ω−ε)
+ k‖W‖2

L 2(Ω−ε)

= ([Φ,W ],DΦW +MW +NL−1
0 (W ))L 2(Ω−ε)

+ k‖W‖2
L 2(Ω−ε)

= ([Φ,W ], [Φ,W ] +DWΦ+MW +NL−1
0 (W ))L 2(Ω−ε)

+ k‖W‖2
L 2(Ω−ε)

≥ ‖[Φ,W ]‖2
L 2(Ω−ε)

+ (k − C)‖W‖2
L 2(Ω−ε)

(3.29)

≥ ‖W‖2VΦ
for W ∈ W 1,2

0 (Ω−ε, T ).
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Let F(V ) = (W0, V ) for V ∈ VΦ. Then F is bounded on VΦ. By Theorem A given in

Appendix there exists W ∈ VΦ such that

F(V ) = α(W,V ) for V ∈ W 1,2
0 (Ω−ε, T ),

which implies

K∗[Φ,W ] + kW =W0 for x ∈ Ω−ε.

Moreover, a similar computation as in (3.29) gives

(K∗[Φ,W ] + kW,W )L 2(Ω−ε)
≥ ‖[Φ,W ]‖2

L 2(Ω−ε)
+ (k − C)‖W‖2

L 2(Ω−ε)
.

Thus the uniqueness follows.

Proposition 3.1. Let F ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) be given with [Φ, F ] ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ). Let p ∈
W 1,2(Γ−ε) and q ∈ W 1,2(Γb1) be given. Then problem (3.1) admits a unique solution

V ∈ VΦ satisfying

‖V ‖2Φ ≤ C(‖[Φ, F ]‖2
L 2(Ω−ε)

+ ‖F‖2
L 2(Ω−ε)

+ ‖p‖2
W 1,2(Γ−ε)

+ ‖q‖2
W 1,2(Γb1

)
). (3.30)

Proof. Let k > 0 be given large. Let

D0 = {W ∈ C 1(Ω−ε, T ) | 〈W,ν〉|Γ−ε = 〈W,QX〉|Γb1
= 0 }, (3.31)

W = {W ∈ VΦ | there is W0 ∈ D0 such that K∗[Φ,W ] + kW =W0 }.

By Lemma 3.7, we introduce an inner product on W by

(V,W )W = (V0,W0)W 1,2(Ω−ε,T )
,

where K∗[Φ, V ] + kV = V0 and K∗[Φ,W ] + kW =W0. Then W ⊂ VΦ is an inner product

space. It follows from Lemma 3.6 that

〈W,QX〉|Γb1
= 〈[Φ,W ], QX〉

∣

∣

Γb1

= 〈W,ν〉|Γ−ε = 〈[Φ,W ], ν〉|Γ−ε = 0 (3.32)

for W ∈ W.

Step 1. We define a bilinear form α : VΦ ×W → IR by

α(V,W ) = −(V,L∗
0(K∗[Φ,W ] + kW ))L 2(Ω−ε)

.

Clearly, we have

|α(V,W )| ≤ C‖V ‖Φ‖W‖W for V ∈ VΦ, W ∈ W.
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Next, we prove the coerciveness. From (2.16), (3.32), (3.19), (3.21), (2.16) (again), we

compute

−2(W,L∗
0(K∗[Φ,W ] + kW ))L 2(Ω−ε)

= −2(L0W,K∗[Φ,W ] + kW )L 2(Ω−ε)

+2

∫

Γb1

£1〈W,ν〉〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW, ν〉dΓ

−2

∫

Γ−ε

£2〈W,QX〉〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW,QX〉dΓ

= −2(KL0[Φ,W ], [Φ,W ])L 2(Ω−ε)
− 2k(L0W,W )L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+2

∫

Γb1

£1〈W,ν〉〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW, ν〉dΓ

−2

∫

Γ−ε

£2〈W,QX〉〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW,QX〉dΓ

= −([Φ,W ],LZ [Φ,W ] + L∗
Z [Φ,W ])L 2(Ω−ε)

− k(W,L0W + L∗
0W )L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+Γb1(W ) + Γ−ε(W ), (3.33)

where

Γb1(W ) =

∫

Γb1

|£1|[2〈W,ν〉〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW, ν〉 − 〈[Φ,W ], ν〉2 − k〈W,ν〉2]dΓ,

Γ−ε(W ) =

∫

Γ−ε

|£2|[2〈W,QX〉〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW,QX〉 − 〈[Φ,W ], QX〉2 − k〈W,QX〉2]dΓ.

We estimate Γ−ε(W ) and Γb1(W ) below. By (2.48), QX, ν forms a vector field basis

along Γ−ε. It follows from (3.32) that

W = O(〈W,QX〉), [Φ,W ] = O(〈[Φ,W ], QX〉) for x ∈ Γ−ε.

Set τ = Φ/|Φ|. Then

2|£2|〈W,QX〉〈 −DΦ[Φ,W ], QX〉
= −2τ〈[Φ,W ], |£2||Φ|〈W,QX〉QX〉+ 2〈[Φ,W ],Dτ (|£2||Φ|〈W,QX〉QX)〉
= −2τ〈[Φ,W ], |£2||Φ|〈W,QX〉QX〉+ 2|£2|Φ〈W,QX〉〈[Φ,W ], QX〉〉

+2〈W,QX〉〈[Φ,W ],Dτ (|£2||Φ|QX)〉
= τ(h̃) + 2|£2|〈[Φ,W ], QX〉2 +O(〈W,QX〉〈[Φ,W ], QX〉) for x ∈ Γ−ε,

where

h̃ = −2〈[Φ,W ], |£2||Φ|〈W,QX〉QX〉.

Noting that

〈L∗
0
−1(N T [Φ,W ]), QX〉 = 0 for x ∈ Γ−ε,
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from (3.20), we obatin

|£2|[2〈W,QX〉〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW,QX〉 − 〈[Φ,W ], QX〉2 − k〈W,QX〉2]
= 2|£2|〈W,QX〉〈 −DΦ[Φ,W ]− ( div gΦ)[Φ,W ] +MT [Φ,W ] + L∗

0
−1(N T [Φ,W ]), QX〉

+k|£2|〈W,QX〉2 − |£2|〈[Φ,W ], QX〉2

= τ(h̃) + |£2|〈[Φ,W ], QX〉2 + k|£2|〈W,QX〉2 +O(〈W,QX〉〈[Φ,W ], QX〉)

≥ τ(h̃) +
|£2|
2

〈[Φ,W ], QX〉2 + (k − C)〈W,QX〉2

≥ τ(h̃) + σ(Φ〈W,QX〉)2 + (k − C)〈W,QX〉2 for x ∈ Γ−ε.

Thus

Γ−ε(W ) ≥ σ‖〈W,QX〉‖2
W 1,2(Γ−ε)

for W ∈ W

for given k > 0 large. By (3.22) a similar argument yields

Γb1(W ) ≥ σ‖〈W,ν〉‖2
W 1,2(Γb1

)
for W ∈ W

for given k > 0 large.

Using (2.37) in (3.33), we obtain

α(W,W ) ≥ σ‖W‖2VΦ
for W ∈ W.

Step 2. Let F ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) be given with [Φ, F ] ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ). Set

F(W ) = −(F,K∗[Φ,W ] + kW )L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+

∫

Γ−ε

|£2|p〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW,QX〉dΓ

+

∫

Γb1

|£1|q〈K∗[Φ,W ] + kW, ν〉dΓ for W ∈ VΦ.

Since (F,K∗[Φ,W ])L 2(Ω−ε,T )
= (KF, [Φ,W ])L 2(Ω−ε,T )

, it is easy to check that F is bounded

on VΦ. By Theorem A given in Appendix there exists a V ∈ VΦ such that

F(W ) = α(V,W ) for W ∈ W, (3.34)

‖V ‖Φ ≤ C‖F‖V∗

Φ
. (3.35)

Step 3. We shall show that V ∈ VΦ given in (3.34) is the solution to problem (3.1).

Let W0 ∈ C 1(Ω−ε, T ) be given with 〈W0, ν〉|Γ−ε = 〈W0, QX〉|Γb1
= 0. By Lemma 3.7,

there is W ∈ VΦ such that K∗[Φ,W ] + kW =W0. Then (3.34) becomes

(V,L∗
0W0)L 2(Ω−ε)

= (F,W0)L 2(Ω−ε,T )
−

∫

Γ−ε

|£2|p〈W0, QX〉dΓ

−
∫

Γb1

|£1|q〈W0, ν〉dΓ for W0 ∈ D0, (3.36)
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where D0 is given in (3.31). Using (2.16) in (3.36), one has

(W0,L0V )L 2(Ω,T ) = (F,W0)L 2(Ω,T )

+

∫

Γb1

|£1|(q − 〈V, ν〉)〈W0, ν〉dΓ +

∫

Γ−ε

|£2|(p − 〈V,QX〉)〈W0, QX〉dΓ (3.37)

for all W0 ∈ D0. Thus V ∈ VΦ solves problem (3.1). Finally, (3.30) follows from (3.35).

Lemma 3.8. Let Y ∈ TM be with |Y | = 1. Then

i YDZ = D〈Z, Y 〉 − 〈Z,QY 〉[QY, Y ] for Z ∈ TM. (3.38)

In addition,

− id ⊗Q∇~nZ +Q∇~n⊗ Z = QZ ⊗Q∇~nQ−∇~nZ ⊗Q for Z ∈ TM. (3.39)

Proof. |Y | = 1 implies that QY, Y is an orthonormal frame. Then

i ZDY = 〈DZY,QY 〉QY = 〈 iQYDY,Z〉QY for Z ∈ TM.

Since

〈DYQY,QY 〉 = 〈DQY Y, Y 〉 = 0,

we have

D〈Z, Y 〉 = QY 〈Z, Y 〉QY + Y 〈Z, Y 〉Y
= (〈 i YDZ,QY 〉+ 〈DQY Y,QY 〉〈Z,QY 〉)QY + (〈 i YDZ,Y 〉+ 〈DY Y,QY 〉〈Z,QY 〉)Y
= i ZDY + 〈Z,QY 〉(〈DQY Y −DYQY,QY 〉QY + 〈DQY Y −DYQY, Y 〉Y )

= i ZDY + 〈Z,QY 〉[QY, Y ],

that is (3.38).

Let E1, E2 be an orthonormal frame. Leting v = Ei, w = QEj , and P = ∇~n in (2.7)

yields

〈Ei, Ej〉Q∇~n+ 〈∇~nEi, QEj〉 id = QEi ⊗Q∇~nQEj +∇~nEi ⊗QEj.

Thus

〈Ei, Ej〉Q∇~nZ + 〈∇~nEi, QEj〉Z = 〈Z,QEi〉Q∇~nQEj + 〈Z,∇~nEi〉QEj.

Then

〈Ei, Ej〉〈Q∇~nZ,Ek〉−〈Q∇~nEi, Ej〉〈Z,Ek〉 = −〈QZ,Ei〉〈Q∇~nQEj , Ek〉+〈∇~nZ,Ei〉〈QEj, Ek〉

for all 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ 2, that is (3.39).
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Lemma 3.9. Let Ω ⊂ Ω−ε be a subregion and let θ ∈ C 1(Ω). Let E ∈ TΩ be given

with |E| = 1. Let σ > 0 be given small. Then

∫

Ω
θ2[Q∗Π( i EDV, iEDV )− σ|DV |2]dg

≤ C

∫

Ω
θ2[( div gQ∇~nV )2 + (div gV )2]dg + C‖V ‖2

L 2(Ω,T )

−
∫

∂Ω
θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉[1

2
|V |2〈ν ∧ [QE,E], E〉 + 〈V,QE〉〈ν ∧ d〈V,E〉, E〉]dΓ(3.40)

for all V ∈ W 1,2(Ω, T ), where ν is the outside normal of Ω and E is the volume element

of M.

Proof. Let E1, E2 be an orthonormal frame. For given W ∈ TM, using (3.39), we have

〈〈DV,Q∇~n〉QE − 〈DV, id 〉Q∇~nQE,W 〉 = 〈DV,Q∇~n〉〈W,QE〉 − 〈DV, id 〉〈Q∇~nQE,W 〉
= 〈DV ⊗W,Q∇~n⊗QE〉 − 〈DV ⊗W, id ⊗Q∇~nQE〉
= 〈DV ⊗W, −E ⊗Q∇~nQ−∇~nQE ⊗Q〉
= −

∑

DV (Ei, Ej)〈W,Ek〉(〈E,Ei〉〈Q∇~nQEj , Ek〉+ 〈∇~nQE,Ei〉〈QEj, Ek〉)
= 〈∇~nQ iEDV,QW 〉+ 〈 i∇~nQEDV,QW 〉.

Letting W = iEDV in the above identity gives

〈〈DV,Q∇~n〉QE − 〈DV, id 〉Q∇~nQE, iEDV 〉
= Q∗Π( i EDV, iEDV ) + 〈 i∇~nQEDV,Q iEDV 〉. (3.41)

Since QE, E forms an orthonormal frame, we obtain

〈 i∇~nQEDV,Q i EDV 〉 = 〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈 iQEDV,Q i EDV 〉
= 〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈DV (QE,E)E +DV (QE,QE)QE, DV (E,E)QE −DV (E,QE)E〉
= 〈∇~nQE,QE〉[DV (QE,QE)DV (E,E) −DV (QE,E)DV (E,QE)]

= 〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈 iQEDV ∧ iEDV, E〉. (3.42)

On the other hand, it follows from (3.38) that

i EDV ∧ iQEDV = (D〈V,E〉 − 〈V,QE〉[QE,E]) ∧ (D〈V,QE〉 + 〈V,E〉[QE,E])

= D〈V,E〉 ∧D〈V,QE〉 + (〈V,E〉D〈V,E〉+ 〈V,QE〉D〈V,QE〉) ∧ [QE,E]

= d〈V,E〉 ∧ d〈V,QE〉 + 1

2
d(|V |2) ∧ [QE,E]. (3.43)
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Moreover, noting that d2 = 0, we compute

d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈V,QE〉d〈V,E〉) + 〈V,QE〉d〈V,E〉 ∧ d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉)
= d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈V,QE〉) ∧ d〈V,E〉+ 〈V,QE〉d〈V,E〉 ∧ d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉)
= [〈V,QE〉d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉) + θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉d〈V,QE〉] ∧ d〈V,E〉
+〈V,QE〉d〈V,E〉 ∧ d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉)

= θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉d〈V,QE〉 ∧ d〈V,E〉, (3.44)

and

1

2
d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉|V |2[QE,E]) − 1

2
|V |2d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉[QE,E])

=
1

2
|V |2d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉[QE,E]) +

1

2
d(|V |2) ∧ (θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉[QE,E])

−1

2
|V |2d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉[QE,E])

=
1

2
d(|V |2) ∧ (θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉[QE,E]). (3.45)

Since

div gQ∇~nV = 〈DV,Q∇~n〉, div gV = 〈DV, id 〉,

inserting (3.45), (3.44), (3.43), and (3.42) into (3.41), we obtain

θ2〈( div gQPV )QE − ( div gV )QPQE, iEDV 〉
= θ2〈〈DV,Q∇~n〉QE − 〈DV, id 〉QPQE, i EDV 〉
= θ2Q∗Π( i EDV, i EDV ) + θ2〈 i∇~nQEDV,QW 〉
= θ2Q∗Π( i EDV, i EDV ) + θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈 iQEDV ∧ i EDV, E〉

= θ2Q∗Π( i EDV, i EDV ) + θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈d〈V,E〉 ∧ d〈V,QE〉+ 1

2
d(|V |2) ∧ [QE,E], E〉

= θ2Q∗Π( i EDV, i EDV ) + 〈d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈V,QE〉d〈V,E〉), E〉
+〈V,QE〉〈d〈V,E〉 ∧ d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉), E〉+ 1

2
〈d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉|V |2[QE,E]), E〉

−1

2
|V |2〈d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉[QE,E]), E〉

≥ θ2Q∗Π( i EDV, i EDV ) + 〈d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈V,QE〉d〈V,E〉), E〉
+
1

2
〈d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉|V |2[QE,E]), E〉 − C(|V ||θDV |+ |V |2).
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We integrate the above inequality over Ω to have
∫

Ω
θ2〈( div gQPV )QE − ( div gV )QPQE, i EDV 〉dg

≥
∫

Ω
θ2Q∗Π( i EDV, iEDV )dg +

(

d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈V,QE〉d〈V,E〉), E
)

L 2(Ω,Λ2)

+
1

2

(

d(θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉|V |2[QE,E]), E
)

L 2(Ω,Λ2)
− C

∫

Ω
(|V ||θDV |+ |V |2)dg

=

∫

Ω
θ2Q∗Π( i EDV, iEDV )dg +

(

θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈V,QE〉d〈V,E〉, δE
)

L 2(Ω,Λ2)

+
1

2

(

θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉|V |2[QE,E], δE
)

L 2(Ω,Λ2)
− C

∫

Ω
(|V ||θDV |+ |V |2)dg

+

∫

∂Ω
θ2〈∇~nQE,QE〉〈ν ∧ (〈V,QE〉d〈V,E〉+ 1

2
|V |2[QE,E], E〉dΓ,

where the following formula has been used

(dY, T )L 2(Ω,Λ2) = (Y, δT )L 2(Ω,T ) +

∫

Γ
〈ν ∧ Y, T 〉dΓ for Y ∈ TM, T ∈ Λ2M,

see [12, Theorem 1.29]. Thus (3.40) follows.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We shall prove the case of m = 1. The cases of m ≥ 2 can

be treated by repeating a similar argument.

Let F = e− γ κ(f1QX + f2∇~nX) be given with f1, f2 ∈ W 1,2(Ω−ε) and let V ∈
L 2(Ω−ε, T ) be the solution to problem (3.1). By Proposition 3.1,

DτV ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ), τ =
αt
|αt|

,

since Φ = −eϕ 〈Dψ,Qαt〉
|αt|2 αt. Noting that div gQ∇~n = 0 and Qτ, τ forms an orthonormal

frame on Ω−ε with positive orientation, from (3.7) and (2.5), we have










〈DQτV,Qτ〉 = η〈V,∇~nX〉+ f2 − 〈DτV, τ〉 for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈DQτV, τ〉Π(τ, τ) = (〈DQτV,Qτ〉+ 〈DτV, τ〉)Π(τ,Qτ) + 〈DτV,Qτ〉Π(Qτ,Qτ)
+f1 + η〈V,QX〉 for x ∈ Ω−ε,

(3.46)

which yield, by (2.24),

‖DQτV ‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

≤ C(‖DτV ‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+ ‖V ‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+ ‖F‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

).

Thus V ∈ W 1,2(Ω−ε, T ). In the case of m = 1 (3.2) follows from (3.30) and (2.47). �

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We shall prove the case of m = 1. The cases of m ≥ 2

can be treated by repeating a similar argument. By Theorem 3.1, we may assume that

F ∈ C 1(Ω−ε, T ). We take two cut-off functions θ1, θ2 ∈ C 1(−ε, b1) as follows:

θ1(s) = 1 for s ∈ (ε/3, b1), θ1(s) = 0 for s ∈ (−ε, ε/4);
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θ2(s) = 1 for s ∈ (−ε, ǫ/3), θ2(s) = 0 for s ∈ (ε/2, b1).

Let σ0 > 0 be given such that

Q∗Π ≥ 3σ0 id for x ∈ S+ \ Sε/3.

We take σ = σ0, θ = θ1, E = αt/|αt|, and E = Qαt/|αt| in (3.40), respectively. Then we

obtain
∫

Ω−ε

θ2[Q∗Π( i EDV, i EDV ) +Q∗Π( iQEDV, iQEDV )− 2σ0|DV |2]dg

≤ C(‖F‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+ ‖V ‖2
L 2(Ω,T )

+ ‖q‖2
W 1,2(Γb1

)
).

Thus

‖V ‖2
W 1,2(Σ

b1
ε/3

,T )
≤ C(‖F‖2

L 2(Ω−ε)
+ ‖V ‖2

L 2(Ω,T )
+ ‖q‖2

W 1,2(Γb1
)
). (3.47)

Set

V2 = θ2V.

Then V2 satisfies problem
{

L0V2 = θ2F + e− γ κ(〈Dθ2, Q∇~nV 〉QX + 〈Dθ2,∇~nX〉∇~nX) for x ∈ Σ
ε/2
−ε ,

〈V2, QX〉|Γ−ε = p, 〈V2, ν〉|Γε/2
= 0.

(3.48)

Noting that suppDθ2 ⊂ (ε/3, ε/2), applying Theorem 3.1 to problem (3.48) yields, by

(3.47),

‖θ2V ‖2
W 1,2(Σ

ε/2
−ε ,T )

≤ C(‖F‖2
W 1,2(Σ

ε/2
−ε ,T )

+ ‖V ‖2
W 1,2(Σ

ε/2
−ε ,T )

+ ‖p‖2
W 1,2(Γ−ε)

)

≤ C(‖F‖2
L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+ ‖F‖2
W 1,2(Σ

ε/2
−ε ,T )

+ ‖p‖2
W 1,2(Γ−ε)

). (3.49)

Thus (3.4) follows from (3.47) and (3.49). �

4 Wm,2 Solutions of a coupling tensor system of mixed type

For given (F, f) ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) arbitrarily, we directly seek some appropriate conditions

on the boundary data (p, q) ∈ L 2(Γ−ε)× L 2(Γb1) such that problem










Dv = ∇~nV + F for x ∈ Ω−ε,

div gV = ρv + f for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε = p, 〈V, ν〉|Γb1
= q,

∫

Ω−ε
vdg = 0,

where ρ = − tr gΠ, admits a solution (V, v) on Ω−ε.

For convenience, we denote

CV = ηe− γ κ(〈V,QX〉QX + 〈V,∇~nX〉∇~nX) for V ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ), (5.1)

where the function η and the vector field X are given in (2.33) and (2.34), respectively.

We consider a uniqueness problem.
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Proposition 4.1. Let S be of C 5. Problem






L∗
0W + CW = 0 for x ∈ Ω−ε,

W |Γb1
= 0

(5.2)

admits a unique zero solution, where L∗
0 is given in (2.15).

Proof. Let

w1 = e− γ κ〈W,QX〉, w2 = e− γ κ〈W,∇~nX〉.

From (2.15), we have

L∗
0W = ∇~nQDw1 −Dw2 − CW,

that is,

∇~nQDw1 −Dw2 = 0 for x ∈ Ω−ε. (5.3)

Thus we obtain

div gQ∇~nQDw1 = 0, div g(∇~n)−1Dw2 = 0 for x ∈ S+.

In addition W |Γb1
= 0 implies

w1|Γb1
= w2|Γb1

= 0.

Then

Dwi = 〈Dwi, ν〉ν for x ∈ Γb1 .

It follows from (5.3) that

〈Dw1, ν〉∇~nQν = 〈Dw2, ν〉ν for x ∈ Γb1 ,

this is,

〈Dw1, ν〉 = 〈Dw2, ν〉 = 0 for x ∈ Γb1 ,

since Π(Qν,Qν) > 0 for x ∈ Γb1 . Noting that − div gQ∇~nQDw1 and div g(∇~n)−1Dw2 are

elliptic in S+, the uniqueness theorem in [9] implies that

w1 = w2 = 0 for x ∈ S+. (5.4)

Next, we need to prove that when given ε > 0 is small,

w1 = w2 = 0 for x ∈ Σ0
−ε, (5.5)

where

Σ0
−ε = {α(t, s) | (t, s) ∈ [0, a) × (−ε, 0) }.

Let X1 and X2 be given in (2.21). Set

H =
1

κ2
X2 for x ∈ Σ0

−ε.
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From (5.3), we have

〈QDw2,D(Hw1)〉 = 〈Q∇~nQDw1,D(Hw1)〉 = 〈DQ∇~nQDw1
H,Dw1〉+ 〈DHDw1, Q∇~nQDw1〉

= 〈DQ∇~nQDw1
H,Dw1〉+ div g(〈Dw1, Q∇~nQDw1〉H)

−〈Dw1,DH(Q∇~nQDw1)〉 − 〈Dw1, Q∇~nQDw1〉div gH
= 2〈DQ∇~nQDw1

H,Dw1〉+ 〈QDw1,DH(∇~n)QDw1)〉
−(〈Q∇~nQDw1,DHDw1)〉+ 〈DQ∇~nQDw1

H,Dw1〉)
+〈QDw1,∇~nQDw1〉 div gH − div g(〈QDw1,∇~nQDw1〉H),

that is,

2〈QDw2,D(Hw1)〉 = Υ(w1)− div g(〈QDw1,∇~nQDw1〉H) for x ∈ Σ0
−ε, (5.6)

where

Υ(w1) = 2〈DQ∇~nQDw1
H,Dw1〉+ 〈QDw1,DH(∇~n)QDw1)〉+ 〈QDw1,∇~nQDw1〉 div gH.

Moreover, using H = κ−2X2, we compute

κ3〈DQ∇~nQDw1
H,Dw1〉 = −2〈Q∇~nQDw1,Dκ〉X2(w1) + κ〈DQ∇~nQDw1

X2,Dw1〉
= 2[λ2X1(w1)X1(κ) + λ1X2(w1)X2(κ)]X2(w1)

−λ2κ〈DX1X2,X1〉[X1(w1)]
2 − λ1κ〈DX2X2,X1〉X1(w1)X2(w2)

= λ2O(κ)[X1(w1)]
2 + 2λ1X2(κ)[X2(w1)]

2 +O(κ)X1(w1)X2(w2),

where the formula 〈DX2X2,X2〉 = 0 is used,

κ3〈QDw1,DH(∇~n)QDw1)〉 = κ〈QDw1,DX2(∇~n)QDw1)〉 = κX2(λ2)[X1(w1)]
2

+O(κ){[X2(w1)]
2 +X1(w1)X2(w1)},

where the formula DX2(∇~n)(X2,X2) = X2(λ2) is used, and

κ3〈QDw1,∇~nQDw1〉 div gH = κ{λ2[X1(w1)]
2 + λ1[X2(w1)]

2}div gX2

−2{λ2[X1(w1)]
2 + λ1[X2(w1)]

2}X2(κ)

= −λ2[2X2(κ) +O(κ)][X1(w1)]
2 − [2λ1X2(κ) +O(κ)][X2(w1)]

2,

respectively. Since κX2(λ2) = λ2[X2(κ) +O(κ)], we obtain

κ3Υ(w1) = −λ2[X2(κ) +O(κ)][X1(w1)]
2 + [2λ1X2(κ) +O(κ)][X2(w1)]

2

+O(κ)X1(w1)X2(w2),

which yields

−Υ(w1) ≥
c

κ2
|Dw1|2 for x ∈ Σ0

−ε, (5.7)
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when c > 0 and ε > 0 are small enough, since X2(κ) > 0 by (2.25).

Since S is of C 5, by Theorem 3.4 W ∈ W 5,2(Ωε) and thus

w1, w2 ∈ C 3(Ω−ε, T ).

From (5.4) we have

lim
s→0−

Dw1

κ2
(α(t, s)) = lim

s→0−

Dw2

κ2
= 0 for t ∈ [0, a).

Thus

lim
s→0−

[2H(w1)QDw2 + 〈QDw1,∇~nQDw1〉H](α(t, s)) = 0 for t ∈ [0, a). (5.8)

Moreover, since div gQDw2 = 0, we have

〈QDw2,D(Hw1)〉 = div g(Hw1QDw2). (5.9)

For given x ∈ Γ−ε and by (5.3), we obtain

κ2[2H(w1)〈QDw2, ν〉+ 〈QDw1,∇~nQDw1〉〈H, ν〉]
= 〈X2, ν〉{λ2[X1(w1)]

2 − λ1[X2(w1)]
2} − 2λ2〈X1, ν〉X1(w1)X2(w1),

that implies, by (2.32),

κ2[2H(w1)〈QDw2, ν〉+ 〈QDw1,∇~nQDw1〉〈H, ν〉] ≥ c1|Dw1|2 for x ∈ Γ−ε, (5.10)

when given ε > 0 is small enough.

For given −ε < s < 0, we integrate Υ(w1) over Σ
s
−ε to have, by (5.7), (5.6) and (5.9),

c

∫

Σs
−ε

|Dw1|2
κ2

dg ≤ −
∫

Γ−ε∪Γs

[2H(w1)〈QDw2, ν〉+ 〈QDw1,∇~nQDw1〉〈H, ν〉]dΓ,

from which we obtain, (5.8) and (5.10),

c

∫

Σ0
−ε

|Dw1|2
κ2

dg ≤ −
∫

Γ−ε

[2H(w1)〈QDw2, ν〉+ 〈QDw1,∇~nQDw1〉〈H, ν〉]dΓ ≤ 0,

that is, (5.5) is true.

Let

W0 = {W ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) | L∗
0W + CW = 0, 〈W,QX〉|Γb1

= 〈W,ν〉|Γ−ε = 0 }. (5.11)

Set

Γ(W0) = {£1〈W,ν〉|Γb1
|W ∈ W },

where £1 is given in (2.17). Consider the direct sum composition

L 2(Γb1) = Γ(W0)⊕ Γ⊥(W0) in the norm of L 2(Γb1).
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Lemma 4.1. Problem






L0V + CV = 0,

〈V, ν〉|Γb1
= q, 〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε = 0

(5.12)

admits a solution V ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) if and only if

q ∈ Γ⊥(W0).

Proof. Let V satisfy (5.12) and W ∈ W0. From (2.16), we have

−(W, CV )L 2(Ω,T ) = −(V, CW )L 2(Ω,T )

+

∫

Γb1
∪Γ−ε

(£1〈V, ν〉〈W,ν〉 −£2〈V,QX〉〈W,QX〉)dΓ,

which yield q ∈ Γ⊥(W0).

Conversely, for given q ∈ Γ⊥(W0), by Theorem 2.1 there exists a unique solution

V0 ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) to problem






L0V0 = 0,

〈V0, ν〉|Γb1
= q, 〈V0, QX〉|Γ−ε = 0.

For given Z ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ), by Theorem 2.1 problem






L0V = −CZ,
〈V, ν〉|Γb1

= 〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε = 0

admits a unique solution V ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ). By Theorem 3.3

V ∈ W 1,2(Ω−ε, T ).

We define a linear operator B : L 2(Ω−ε, T ) → L 2(Ω−ε, T ) by

BZ = V.

Then B is compact on L 2(Ω−ε, T ). By Fredholm’s theorem, problem

( id − B )V = V0 (5.13)

admits a solution in L 2(Ω−ε, T ) if and only if

(V0, U)L 2(Ω−ε,T )
= 0 for all U ∈ Z( id − B ∗). (5.14)

In addition, it is easy to check that

Z( id − B ∗) = {U ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) |U + C(L∗
0)

−1U = 0 }.
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For U ∈ Z( id − B ∗), let W = (L∗
0)

−1U. Then

L∗
0W + CW = 0,

that is, W ∈ Γ(W0). Thus (5.14) is equivalent to

0 = (V0,L∗
0W )L 2(Ω−ε,T )

= (L0V0,W )L 2(Ω−ε,T )
−

∫

Γb1

£1q〈W,ν〉dΓ

= −
∫

Γb1

£1q〈W,ν〉dΓ,

that is, q ∈ Γ⊥(W0).

Then there exists a solution V ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) to problem (5.13) that is also a solution

to problem (5.12).

Set

V0 = {V ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) | 〈V, ν〉|Γb1
= 〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε = 0 }.

By a similar argument and the duality, we have the following.

Lemma 4.2. Problem






L∗
0W + CW = 0,

〈W,ν〉|Γ−ε = 0, 〈W,QX〉|Γb1
= p

(5.15)

admits a solution W ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) if and only if

∫

Γ−ε

£1p〈V, ν〉dΓ = 0 for V ∈ V0.

Proposition 4.2. Let S be of Cm+5. There exists a H0 ∈ Wm+5,2(Ω−ε, T ) satisfying






div gQ∇~nH0 = div gH0 = 0 for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈H0, QX〉|Γ−ε = 0,
∫

Γ−ε
〈∇~nH0, Qν〉dΓ = 1.

(5.16)

Proof. Step 1. We consider a similar problem on a bigger region as

Ω̂−ε = {α(t, s) | (t, s) ∈ [0, a)× (−ε, b2) },

where b2 > b1 such that

κ(α(t, s)) > 0 for (t, s) ∈ [0, a) × [b1, b2].

We claim that there is a solution H0 ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) to problem






L0H0 + CH0 = 0 for x ∈ Ω̂−ε,

〈H0, ν〉|Γb2
= q, 〈H0, QX〉|Γ−ε = 0

(5.17)
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such that
∫

Γ−ε

〈∇~nH0, Qν〉dΓ = 1.

By contradiction. We suppose that for all q ∈ Γ⊥(W0) solutions V to problem (5.17)

satisfy
∫

Γ−ε

〈∇~nV,Qν〉dΓ = 0. (5.18)

Set

p0 =
e γ κΠ(X,Qν)

Π(X,X)
for x ∈ Γ−ε.

From (2.36), p0 6= 0 for x ∈ Γ−ε. By (2.4)

〈X, ν〉V = 〈V,QX〉Qν + 〈V, ν〉X for x ∈ Γ−ε, V ∈ V0.

Then V ∈ V0 and (5.18) imply that

∫

Γ−ε

£1p0〈V, ν〉dΓ =

∫

Γ−ε

Π(X,Qν)

〈X, ν〉 〈V, ν〉dΓ =

∫

Γ−ε

〈∇~nV,Qν〉dΓ = 0

for all V ∈ V0, where £1 is given in (2.17). By Lemma 4.2 problem (5.15) admits a

solution W0 ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) with p = p0, where Ω−ε and b1 are replaced with Ω̂−ε and b2,

respectively.

Now we claim that
∫

Γ+

£1〈W0, ν〉qdΓ = 0 for all q ∈ Γ⊥(W0). (5.19)

By Lemma 4.1, for each q ∈ Γ⊥(W0), problem (5.17) admits a solution V. Then (5.19)

follows from the formula (2.16).

The formula (5.19) implies that

£1〈W0, ν〉
∣

∣

∣

Γb2

∈ Γ(W0),

that is, there exists W1 ∈ W0 such that

〈W1, ν〉 = 〈W0, ν〉 x ∈ Γb2 .

Since 〈W1, QX〉 = 〈W0, QX〉 = 0 for x ∈ Γb2 , we have

W0 =W1 for x ∈ Γb2 .

By Proposition 4.1, W1 = W0 for all x ∈ Ω̂−ε. This is a contradiction since 〈W1, ν〉|Γ−ε =

〈W0, ν〉|Γ−ε = p0 6= 0. The proof is complete.

40



Step 2. Next, we show that H0 ∈ W 1,2(Ω−ε, T ). Let ϕ ∈ Cm+5(Ω̂−ε) be a cutoff

function satisfying

ϕ(x) = 1 for x ∈ Ω−ε; ϕ(x) = 0 for x ∈ Γb2 .

Set

H1 = ϕH0.

Then H1 ∈ L 2(Ω̂−ε, T ) solves problem






L0H1 + CH1 = 〈Q∇~nH0,Dϕ〉QX + 〈H0,Dϕ〉∇~nX for x ∈ Ω̂−ε,

〈H1, ν〉|Γb2
= 〈H1, QX〉|Γ−ε = 0.

Ii follows from Theorem 3.3 that H1 ∈ Wm+5,2(Ω̂−ε, T ). The proof is complete.

Let

Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε) = {w ∈ W 1,2(Ω−ε) |
∫

Ω−ε

wdg = 0 }

with the norm

‖w‖
Ẇ

1,2
(Ω−ε)

= ‖Dw‖L 2(Ω−ε,T )
.

For given V ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ), we solve problem







∆g̺ = η〈V,QX〉 for x ∈ Ω−ε,

̺|Γ−ε = ̺|Γb1
= 0,

(5.20)

and define an operator ̺· : L 2(Ω−ε, T ) → W 2,2(Ω−ε) by

̺V = ̺.

For given (V, v) ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε), we solve problem







L0W + CV = e− γ κρv∇~nX,
〈W,ν〉|Γb1

= 〈W,QX〉|Γ−ε = 0,
(5.21)

by Theorem 2.1, to have W ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ), where ρ = − tr gΠ. Moreover, by Theorem 3.3

W ∈ W 1,2(Ω−ε, T ).

Then we have

div gQ∇~nW = η〈W − V,QX〉 = ∆g̺W−V .

Thus we obtain

div gQ[∇~nW +QD̺W−V + φ∇~nH0] = 0 for x ∈ Ω−ε, (5.22)
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where H0 ∈ W 1,2(Ω−ε, T ) is given in Proposition 4.2 and

φ = −
∫

Γ−ε

〈∇~nW +QD̺W−V , Qν〉dΓ.

Since (5.22) means that d[∇~nW +QD̺W−V +φ∇~nH0] = 0 where d is the exterior deriva-

tive, by the de Rham cohomology group theorem there exists a unique w ∈ Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε)

such that

Dw = ∇~nW +QD̺W−V + φ∇~nH0. (5.23)

Clearly, w ∈ W 2,2(Ω−ε). We define a linear operator A : L 2(Ω−ε, T ) × Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε) →
L 2(Ω−ε, T )× Ẇ

1,2
(Ω−ε) by

A(V, v) = (W,w). (5.24)

Then A is compact on L 2(Ω−ε, T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε).

We consider the structure of

Z( id −A∗) = { (U, u) ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε) | (U, u) = A∗(U, u) }.

Clearly, dimZ( id −A∗) <∞. Suppose that W0 satisfies problem






L∗
0W0 = η̺0QX,

〈W0, ν〉
∣

∣

Γ−ε
= e γ κΠ(X,Qν)

Π(X,X) , 〈W0, QX〉
∣

∣

Γb1

= 0,
(5.25)

where






∆g̺0 = 0,

̺0|Γb1
= 0, ̺0|Γ−ε = 1.

(5.26)

Lemma 4.3. Let H0 be given in Proposition 4.2. Then (U, u) ∈ Z( id − A∗) if and

only if (U, u) satisfies


















U = −C(L∗
0)

−1(U +∇~nDu) + c(u)(CW0 + η̺0QX),

−∆gu = e− γ κρ〈(L∗
0)

−1(U +∇~nDu),∇~nX〉 − e− γ κc(u)ρ〈W0,∇~nX〉,
〈Du, ν〉|∂Ω−ε = 0,

∫

Ω−ε
udg = 0,

(5.27)

where c(u) = (∇~nH0,Du)L 2(Ω−ε,T )
.

Proof. Let W solve problem (5.21). It follows from the formula 〈X, ν〉W = 〈W,QX〉Qν+
〈W,ν〉X that

〈∇~nW,Qν〉 = Π(X,Qν)

〈X, ν〉 〈W,ν〉 for x ∈ Γ−ε.

By (2.16) we obtain
∫

Γ−ε

〈∇~nW,Qν〉dΓ =

∫

Γ−ε

£1〈W,ν〉〈W0, ν〉dΓ

= (W0,L0W )L 2(Ω−ε,T )
− (W,L∗

0W0)L 2(Ω−ε,T )
. (5.28)
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In addition, from (5.26) we have

∫

Γ−ε

〈D̺W−V , ν〉dΓ =

∫

Ω−ε

div g̺0D̺W−V dg =

∫

Ω−ε

̺0η〈W − V,QX〉dg. (5.29)

It follows from (5.21)-(5.29) that

φ =

∫

Ω−ε

[η̺0〈V,QX〉+ 〈V, CW0〉 − e− γ κρv〈W0,∇~nX〉]dg

= (V, CW0 + η̺0QX)L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+ (v,−e− γ κρ〈W0,∇~nX〉)L 2(Ω−ε)

. (5.30)

For given (V, v), noting that

∫

Ω−ε

〈QD̺W−V ,Du〉dg = −
∫

Ω−ε

div g(̺W−VQDu)dg = 0,

using (5.23), (5.21), and (5.30), we have

(V,U)L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+ (v,−∆gu)L 2(Ω−ε)

+

∫

∂Ω−ε

v〈Du, ν〉dΓ =
(

(V, v), (U, u)
)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε)

=
(

A(V, v), (U, u)
)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε)
= (W,U)L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+ (Dw,Du)L 2(Ω−ε,T )

= (W,U +∇~nDu)L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+ (φ∇~nH0,Du)L 2(Ω−ε,T )

=
(

(L0)
−1(−CV + e− γ κρv∇~nX), U +∇~nDu

)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+ (φ∇~nH0,Du)L 2(Ω−ε,T )

=
(

V, −C(L∗
0)

−1(U +∇~nDu) + c(u)(CW0 + η̺0QX)
)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )

+
(

v, e− γ κρ〈(L∗
0)

−1(U +∇~nDu),∇~nX〉 − e− γ κc(u)ρ〈W0,∇~nX〉
)

L 2(Ω−ε)
,

which yield (5.27).

By Theorem 3.3 and a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 4.1, we have

the following. The details are omitted.

Proposition 4.3. Let S be of C 5. Let U consist of all (Z, z) ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε)

satisfying






























L∗
0Z + CZ = ∇~nDz,

−∆gz = e− γ κρ〈Z,∇~nX〉,
〈Z, ν〉|Γ−ε = 〈Z,QX〉|Γb1

= 0,

〈Dz, ν〉|Γ−ε∪Γb1
= 0,

∫

Ω−ε
zdg = 0.

(5.31)

Then dimU <∞ and

〈Z, ν〉|Γb1
6= 0.
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Set

W0(Ω−ε, T ) = {F ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) | div gQF ∈ L 2(Ω−ε) },

with the norm

‖F‖2W0(Ω−ε,T )
= ‖F‖2

L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+ ‖div gQF‖2L 2(Ω−ε)

,

and

H0 = W0(Ω−ε, T )× L 2(Ω−ε)× L 2(Γ−ε)× L 2(Γb1).

By a similar argument as for (5.23), we have the following.

Lemma 4.4. Let H0 be given in Proposition 4.2. For given (F, f, p, q) ∈ H0, problem



















Dv = ∇~n(V + β(F, f, p, q)H0) +QD̺V + F,

div g(V + β(F, f, p, q)H0) = η〈V,∇~nX〉+ f,
∫

Ω−ε
vdg = 0, 〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε = p, 〈V, ν〉|Γb1

= q

(5.32)

admits a unique solution (V, v) ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T ) × Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε), where ̺V is given by (5.20)

and

β(F, f, p, q) = −
∫

Γ−ε

〈∇~nV +QD̺V + F,Qν〉dΓ.

Consider problem











Dv = ∇~nV + F for x ∈ Ω−ε,

div gV = ρv + f for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε = p, 〈V, ν〉|Γb1
= q,

∫

Ω−ε
vdg = 0,

(5.33)

where ρ = − tr gΠ. Let N0 consist of solutions to











Dv = ∇~nV for x ∈ Ω−ε,

div gV = ρv for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε = 〈V, ν〉|Γb1
=

∫

Ω−ε
vdg = 0.

By Theorems 3.3 and 3.1

N0 ⊂ Wm+4,2(Ω−ε, T )× Wm+5,2(Ω−ε)

if S is of Cm+5. Set

Wm(Ω−ε, T ) = {F ∈ Wm,2(Ω−ε, T ) | div gQF ∈ Wm,2(Ω−ε) }, (5.34)

‖F‖2Wm(Ω−ε,T )
= ‖F‖2

Wm,2(Ω−ε,T )
+ ‖div gQF‖2Wm,2(Ω−ε)

.
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Theorem 4.1. Let S be of Cm+5. Let (F, f, p) ∈ W0(Ω−ε, T )× L 2(Ω−ε)× L 2(Γ−ε)

be given. Then there exists

q ∈ Wm+9/2,2(Γb1)

such that problem (5.33) admits a unique solution N⊥
0 ∩ [ L 2(Ω−ε, T )× W 1,2(Ω−ε)]. More-

over, if (F, f, p) ∈ Wm(Ω−ε, T )× Wm,2(Ω−ε)× Wm,2(Γ−ε), then

(V, v, V |Γ−ε) ∈ Wm,2(Ω−ε, T )× Wm+1,2(Ω−ε)× Wm,2(Γ−ε, T ). (5.35)

Proof. Step 1. Let (F, f, p, q) ∈ H0 be given. We solve problem (5.32) to have the solution

(V0, v0) ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε). Then

L0V0 = G(F, f), 〈V0, QX〉|Γ−ε = p, 〈V0, ν〉|Γb1
= q,

where G(F, f) = e− γ κ[(− div gQF )QX + f∇~nX].

We compute β(F, f, p, q) as follows. LetW0 be given in (5.25). Noting that 〈X, ν〉V0 =
〈V0, QX〉Qν + 〈V0, ν〉X, we have, by (5.25) and (2.16),

∫

Γ−ε

〈∇~nV0, Qν〉dΓ =

∫

Γ−ε

1

〈X, ν〉 [pΠ(Qν,Qν) + Π(X,Qν)〈V0, ν〉]dΓ

=

∫

Γ−ε

(e γ κ£2p+£1〈V0, ν〉〈W0, ν〉)dΓ

=
(

p,£2(e
γ κ + 〈W0, QX〉)

)

L 2(Γ−ε)
−

(

q,£1〈W0, ν〉
)

L 2(Γb1
)

+(W0,L0V0)L 2(Ω−ε,T )
− (V0,L∗

0W0)L 2(Ω−ε,T )
,

∫

Γ−ε

〈D̺V0 , ν〉dΓ =

∫

Ω−ε

div g̺0D̺V0dg =

∫

Ω−ε

̺0η〈V0, QX〉dg.

Noting that
∫

Γ−ε

〈F,Qν〉dΓ = −
∫

Ω−ε

div g̺0QFdg,

we obtain

−β(F, f, p, q) =
(

p,£2(e
γ κ + 〈W0, QX〉)

)

L 2(Γ−ε)
−

(

q,£1〈W0, ν〉
)

L 2(Γb1
)

+
(

W0,G(F, f)
)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )
− ( div gQF, ̺0)L 2(Ω−ε)

+(F,QD̺0)L 2(Ω−ε,T )
. (5.36)

Step 2. Consider problem

( id −A)(V, v) = (V0, v0) in L 2(Ω−ε, T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε), (5.37)

where A is defined by (5.24). By the Fredholm theorem problem (5.37) admits a solution

in L 2(Ω−ε, T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε) if and only if
(

(V0, v0), (U, u)
)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε)
= 0 for (U, u) ∈ Z( id −A∗). (5.38)
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Set

Z = (L∗
0)

−1(U +∇~nDu), z = u for (U, u) ∈ Z( id −A∗). (5.39)

Then (Z − c(z)W0, z) satisfies (5.31) and (Z − c(z)W0, z) ∈ U . Using (5.32), (5.36) and

(2.16), we have

(

(V0, v0), (U, u)
)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε)
=

(

V0, U
)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+ (Dv0,Du)L 2(Ω−ε,T )

=
(

V0, U +∇~nDu
)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+ β(F, f, p, q)c(u) + (F,Du)L 2(Ω−ε,T )

=
(

V0,L∗
0Z

)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+ β(F, f, p, q)c(z) + (F,Dz)L 2(Ω−ε,T )

=
(

G(F, f), Z − c(z)W0

)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+

(

p,£2(e
γ κc(z) + 〈Z − c(z)W0, QX〉)

)

L 2(Γ−ε)

−
(

q,£1〈Z − c(z)W0, ν〉
)

L 2(Γb1
)
+
(

div gQF, c(z)̺0

)

L 2(Ω−ε)
+

(

F,Dz − c(z)QD̺0

)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )

= I(U, u)−
(

q,£1〈Z − c(z)W0, ν〉
)

L 2(Γb1
)
, (5.40)

where

I(U, u) =
(

G(F, f), Z − c(z)W0

)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )
+
(

p,£2(e
γ κc(z) + 〈Z − c(z)W0, QX〉)

)

L 2(Γ−ε)

+
(

div gQF, c(z)̺0

)

L 2(Ω−ε)
+

(

F,Dz − c(z)QD̺0

)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )
.

Set

X = { 〈Z − c(z)W0, ν〉|Γb1
|Z = (L∗

0)
−1(U +∇~nDu), z = u, (U, u) ∈ Z( id −A∗) }.

By Proposition 4.3

dimZ( id −A∗) = dimX .

Let { 〈Zi − c(zi)W0, ν〉 }ki=1 be a basis of X such that

(

〈Zi − c(zi)W0, ν〉,£1〈Zj − c(zj)W0, ν〉
)

Γb1

= δij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k.

For given (F, f, p) ∈ W0(Ω−ε, T )× L 2(Ω−ε)× L 2(Γ−ε), let

q =

k
∑

i=1

ci〈Zi − c(zi)W0, ν〉|Γb1
,

where

ci =
(

(V0, v0), (Ui, ui)
)

L 2(Ω−ε,T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε)
− I(Ui, ui),

and (Ui, zi) ∈ Z( id −A∗) such that

Zi = (L∗
0)

−1(Ui +∇~nDui), zi = ui for 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
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Then (5.38) hold true. Thus problem (5.37) admits a unique solution (V, v) ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T )×
Ẇ

1,2
(Ω−ε), which implies that

(V + β0H0, v) ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T )× Ẇ
1,2

(Ω−ε)

is a solution to problem (5.33) with

q = q0 + β0〈H0, ν〉 ∈ Wm+9/2,2(Γb1),

where

β0 = −
∫

Γ−ε

〈∇~nV + F,Qν〉dΓ.

Finally, (5.35) follows from Theorems 3.3 and 3.1.

Let W0 solve problem (5.25). We define

ℵ = { (£2(e
γ κc(z) + 〈Z − c(z)W0, QX〉), £1〈Z − c(z)W0, ν〉) |

(Z, z) is given in (5.39) }. (5.41)

By Theorem Theorems 3.3 and 3.1

ℵ ⊂ Wm+9/2,2(Γ−ε)× Wm+9/2,2(Γb1)

if S is of Cm+5.

Consider problem










Dv = ∇~nV for x ∈ Ω−ε,

div gV = ρv for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε = p, 〈V, ν〉|Γb1
= q.

(5.42)

Let N1 consist of solutions to










Dv = ∇~nV for x ∈ Ω−ε,

div gV = ρv for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε = 〈V, ν〉|Γb1
= 0.

(5.43)

Then

N1 ⊂ Wm+4,2(Ω−ε, T )× Wm+5,2(Ω−ε)

if S is of Cm+5.

Theorem 4.2. Let S be of Cm+5. Problem (5.42) admits a unique solution

(V, v)⊥N1 in L 2(Ω−ε, T )× W 1,2(Ω−ε)

if and only if

(p, q)⊥ℵ in L 2(Γ−ε)× L 2(Γb1). (5.44)

Moreover, if (p, q) ∈ W j,2(Γ−ε)× W j,2(Γb1) with (5.44), then

(V, v) ∈ W j,2(Ω−ε, T )× W j+1,2(Ω−ε) for 0 ≤ j ≤ m+ 4.
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Proof. Let (V, v) be a solution to problem (5.42). Then (V, v − θ) solves problem (5.33)

with

(F, f, p, q) = (0, θρ, p, q), (5.45)

where θ = (v, 1)L 2(Ω−ε)
/m(Ω−ε). Let P be the orthogonal projection operator from

L 2(Γ−ε)× L 2(Γb1) on to ℵ. By (5.40) problem (5.33) admits a solution if and only

(

p,£2(e
γ κc(z) + 〈Z − c(z)W0, QX〉)

)

L 2(Γ−ε)
+

(

q,£1〈Z − c(z)W0, ν〉
)

L 2(Γb1
)

= −θ
∫

Ω−ε

ρe− γ κ〈Z − c(z)W0,∇~nX〉dg = θ

∫

Ω−ε

∆gzdg = 0,

where Z − c(z)W0 satisfies (5.31). Thus the desired results follow.

5 Proofs of the Main Results

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let

U ∈ T 2
symS.

Consider problem
{

Dv = ∇~nV + F for x ∈ S,

div gV + v tr gΠ = f for x ∈ S,
(6.1)

where (V, v) ∈ L 2(S, T )× W 1,2(S) is the unknown and

F = Q[D( tr gU)− div gU ], f = − tr gU(Q∇~n·, ·) for x ∈ S. (6.2)

For y ∈ W 1,2(S, IR3), let

2v = ∇y(e2, e1)−∇y(e1, e2) for x ∈ S, (6.3)

V = (∇~n)−1(Dv − F ) for x ∈ S, (6.4)

where e1, e2 is an orthonormal basis of TxS with positive orientation.

By [13, Section 2], there is a y ∈ W 1,2(S, IR3) to solve problem (1.1) if and only if

(V, v), being given in (6.4) and (6.3), respectively, solves problem (6.1). In that case, we

have
{

∇e1y = U(e1, e1)e1 + [v + U(e1, e2)]e2 − 〈QV, e1〉~n,
∇e2y = [−v + U(e1, e2)]e1 + U(e2, e2)e2 − 〈QV, e2〉~n,

for x ∈ S. (6.5)

Moreover, from [13, Theorem 2.1], (V, v) is a solution to problem (6.1) if and only if v

solves problem

〈D2v,Q∗Π〉+ 1

κ
X0v+vκ tr gΠ = κf +

1

κ
〈X0, F 〉+ 〈DF,Q∗Π〉 for x ∈ S, κ 6= 0 (6.6)
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where f and F are given in (6.2).

Let U ∈ Wm+1,2(S, T 2
sym ) be given. We will find a solution

(V, v) ∈ Wm−1,2(S, T )× Wm,2(S)

to problem (6.1) as follows.

Consider the region Ω−ε in Theorem 4.1. By (6.2)

(F, f, 0) ∈ Wm−1(Ω−ε, T )× Wm−1,2(Ω−ε)× Wm−1,2(Γ−ε)

By Theorem 4.1 there exists q ∈ Wm+9/2,2(Γb1) such that problem











Dv = ∇~nV + F for x ∈ Ω−ε,

div gV = ρv + f for x ∈ Ω−ε,

〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε = p, 〈V, ν〉|Γb1
= q,

∫

Ω−ε
vdg = 0,

(6.7)

where ρ = − tr gΠ, admits a solution (U, u) satisfying

(U, u, U |Γ−ε) ∈ Wm−1,2(Ω−ε, T )× Wm,2(Ω−ε)× Wm−1,2(Γ−ε, T ).

The above solution can be extended to the region S1 = S/Ω−ε below. Since S1 is a

noncharacteristic region, the boundary operators T1 and T2 as in [13] can defined. Let

x ∈ Γ−ε be given. µ ∈ TxS1 with |µ| = 1 is said to be the noncharacteristic normal outside

S1 if there is a curve ζ : (0, ι) → S such that

ζ(0) = x, ζ ′(0) = −µ, Π(µ, Y ) = 0 for Y ∈ TxΓ−ε.

Let µ be the the noncharacteristic normal field along Γ−ε. We define boundary operators

Ti : TxM → TxM by

TiX =
1

2

[

Y + (−1)iχ(µ, Y )ω(Y )Q∇~nY ] for Y ∈ TxM, i = 1, 2, (6.8)

where

χ(µ, Y ) = sign det
(

µ, Y, ~n
)

, ω(Y ) =
1√−κ signΠ(Y, Y ), (6.9)

and sign is the sign function. By a similar argument for [13, Theorem 4.2] problem






〈D2v,Q∗Π〉+ 1
κX0v + vκ tr gΠ = κf + 1

κ〈X0, F 〉+ 〈DF,Q∗Π〉 for x ∈ S1,

w = u, 1√
2
〈Dw, (T1 − T2)αt〉 = 1√

2
〈Du, (T1 − T2)αt〉 for x ∈ Γ−ε

admits a unique solution w ∈ Wm+1,2(S1), where u is the component of the solution

(U, u) to problem (6.7). Let

W = (∇~n)−1(Dw − F ) for x ∈ S1.
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We define

(V, v) =







(U, u) for x ∈ Ω−ε,

(W,w) for x ∈ S1.

Then (V, v) ∈ Wm−1,2(S, T ) × Wm,2(S) is a solution to (6.1). Then by (6.5) y ∈
Wm,2(S, IR3). Thus by [12, Lemma 4.3]

symDW = U − 〈y, ~n〉Π ∈ Wm,2(S, T ).

The proof is complete. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2 Let y ∈ W 2,2(S, IR3) be an infinitesimal isometry. Let

2v = ∇y(e2, e1)−∇y(e1, e2), V = (∇~n)−1Dv for x ∈ S,

where e1, e2 is an orthonormal basis of TxS with positive orientation. Then (V, v) solves

problem
{

Dv = ∇~nV for x ∈ S,

div gV + v tr gΠ = 0 for x ∈ S.
(6.10)

By (6.5) with U = 0, y ∈ W 2,2(S, IR3) implies (V, v) ∈ W 1,2(S, T )× W 2,2(S).

Consider the region Ω−ε as in Theorem 4.2. By [3, Theorem 9.19] v|Γb1
∈ Cm+4,α(Γb1)

due to that v solves an elliptic equation on S+. In addition, since v solves a hyperbolic

equation on S−, v|Γ−ε ∈ W 2,2(Γ−ε) by [13]. Thus

V |Γb1
∈ Cm+1(Γb1), V |Γ−ε ∈ W 1,2(Γ−ε).

Set

p = 〈V,QX〉|Γ−ε , q = 〈V, ν〉|Γb1
.

We decompose as the direct sum

(V, v) = (V1, v1) + (V0, v0) in L 2(Ω−ε, T )× W 1,2(Ω−ε),

where (V0, v0) ∈ N1 and N1 is given by (5.43). Then

(V0, v0) ∈ Wm+4,2(Ω−ε, T )× Wm+5,2(Ω−ε),

and (V1, v1) ∈ L 2(Ω−ε, T )× W 1,2(Ω−ε) solves problem (5.42). By Theorem 4.2

(p, q)⊥ℵ in L 2(Γ−ε)× L 2(Γb1),

and

‖(V1, v1)‖W 1,2(Ω−ε,T )×W 2,2(Ω−ε)
≤ C‖(p, q)‖2

W 1,2(Γ−ε)×W 1,2(Γb1
)
,
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where ℵ is given in (5.41).

Next, for given ι > 0 arbitrarily, we take (pι, qι) ∈ Wm+1,2(Γ−ε)× Wm+1,2(Γb1) such

that

‖(p, q) − (pι, qι)‖W 1,2(Γ−ε)×W 1,2(Γb1
) ≤ ι.

Denote by (p̂ι, q̂ι) by the orthogonal projection of (pι, qι) from L 2(Γ−ε)× L 2(Γb1) to ℵ⊥

in L 2(Γ−ε)× L 2(Γb1). Since dimℵ <∞, we have

‖(p, q)− (p̂ι, q̂ι)‖W 1,2(Γ−ε)×W 1,2(Γb1
) ≤ Cι.

By Theorem 4.2 problem (5.42) admits a unique solution (Vι, vι) ∈ N⊥
1 in L 2(Ω−ε) ×

W 1,2(Ω−ε), and

‖(Vι, vι)‖Wm+1,2(Ω−ε,T )×Wm+2,2(Ω−ε)
≤ C‖(p̂ι, q̂ι)‖Wm+1,2(Γ−ε)×Wm+1,2(Γb1

).

Thus

(Vι, vι) ∈ Cm−1
B (Ω−ε),

and

‖(V1, v1)− (Vι, vι)‖W 1,2(Γ−ε)×W 1,2(Γb1
) ≤ Cι.

Now we extend the domains of (V1, v1), (V0, v0), and (Vι, vι) from Ω−ε to S, respectively,

as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, with the same notations such that

(V, v) = (V1, v1) + (V0, v0) in W 1,2(S, T )× W 2,2(S),

(Vι, vι) ∈ Cm−1
B (S),

(V1, v1), (V0, v0), and (Vι, vι) satisfy problem (6.10) on the region S, respectively, and

‖(V, v) − (Vι + V0, vι + v0)‖W 1,2(S,T )×W 2,2(S) ≤ Cι.

The proof is complete by the formula (6.5). �

Proof of Theorem 1.3 As in [4] we conduct in 2 ≤ i ≤ m. Let

yε =

i−1
∑

j=0

εjzj

be an (i− 1)th order isometry of class C
2+4(m−i+1)
B (S, IR3), where z0 = id and z2 = y for

some i ≥ 2. Then
k

∑

j=0

∇T zj∇zk−j = 0 for 1 ≤ k ≤ i− 1.
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Next, we shall find out zi ∈ C
2+4(m−i)
B (S, IR3) such that

φε = yε + εizi

is an ith order isometry. By Corollary 1.1 there exists a solution zi ∈ C
2+4(m−i)
B (S, IR3)

to problem

sym∇zi = −1

2
sym

i−1
∑

j=1

∇T zj∇zi−j

which satisfies

‖zi‖C
2+4(m−i)
B (S,IR3)

≤ C‖
i−1
∑

j=1

sym∇T zj∇zi−j‖C
2+4(m−i)+3
B (S,IR3)

≤ C

i−1
∑

j=1

‖zj‖C
2+4(m−i+1)
B (S,IR3)

‖zi−j‖C
2+4(m−i+1)
B (S,IR3)

.

The conduction completes. �

Appendix: A theorem of Lax-Milgram’s type

The following theorem is an improved version of the Lax-Milgram theorem.

Theorem A Let (V, 〈·, ·〉V) be a Hilbert space. Suppose that W ⊂ V is a linear subspace

of V such that (W, 〈·, ·〉W) is an inner product space, which may not be complete. Let β :

V ×W → IR be a bilinear functional satisfying

|β(v,w)| ≤ C‖v‖V‖w‖W for v ∈ V, w ∈ W, (6.11)

β(w,w) ≥ σ‖w‖2V for w ∈ W. (6.12)

Then there is a closed linear subspace V ′ ⊂ V such that for given bounded linear functional

F on V, there exists a unique v ∈ V ′ satisfying

F(w) = β(v,w) for w ∈ W,

‖v‖ ≤ 1

σ
‖F‖V∗ . (6.13)

Proof. For given w ∈ W, from (6.11) β(·, w) is a bounded linear functional on V. The Riesz
representation theorem implies that there exists a bounded linear operator A : W → V
such that

β(v,w) = 〈v,Aw〉V for v ∈ V, w ∈ W.
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Then ‖A‖ ≤ C. Thus

〈w,Aw〉V = β(w,w) ≥ σ‖w‖2V for w ∈ W,

which yield

‖Aw‖V ≥ σ‖w‖V for w ∈ W. (6.14)

Let V ′ be the closure of R(A) in V. Then for given y ∈ V ′ there is a sequence {wk}∞1 ⊂
W such that

‖y −Awk‖V → 0 as k → ∞.

Define

ϕ(y) = lim
k→∞

F(wk).

By (6.14) ϕ is a bounded linear functional on V ′. By the Riesz representation theorem

there exists a unique v ∈ V ′ such that

ϕ(y) = 〈v, y〉V for y ∈ V ′.

In particular, letting y = Aw for w ∈ W yields

F(w) = ϕ(y) = 〈v,Aw〉V = β(v,w) for w ∈ W.

Finally, (6.13) follows from (6.14).
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