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Rotating solutions to the incompressible Euler—Poisson
equation with external particle

Diego Alonso-Ordn, Bernhard Kepka, and Juan J. L. Veldzquez

Abstract. We consider a two-dimensional, incompressible fluid body, together with self-induced
interactions. The body is perturbed by an external particle with small mass. The whole configuration
rotates uniformly around the common center of mass. We construct solutions, which are stationary
in a rotating coordinate system, using perturbative methods. In addition, we consider a large class of
internal motions of the fluid. The angular velocity is related to the position of the external particle
and is chosen to satisfy a non-resonance condition.

1. Introduction and previous results

The shape of fluid objects due to the combination of rotational and self-gravitating forces
is a classical research field which has been extensively considered for different fluid mod-
els. In particular, a detailed description of the historical evolution of the field can be
found [11] for the (three-dimensional) incompressible Euler equations. Further results
were established by Lichtenstein [31]. For the case of compressible fluids we refer to the
works [6, 12,24, 27-30, 32-34, 39, 40] and references therein. A kinetic model, namely
the Vlasov—Poisson equation, has been studied as well; see e.g. [17,29]. In fact, there is a
relation between steady states of the Vlasov—Poisson equation and the compressible Euler
equation; see [36] and references therein for an overview of the variational methods used
in these problems.

In this paper we consider a two-dimensional, self-interacting, incompressible fluid
body modeled by the Euler equations. Furthermore, we study the problem of deforma-
tions of the geometry when it is perturbed by some external particle. The fluid body
and the external particle are assumed to rotate around their center of mass. This prob-
lem (adding a small particle) can be seen as a test of stability of the rotating solutions and
also as a simple model of tides. Furthermore, differently from the results reviewed in [11]
(excluding the figures studied by Riemann), we construct solutions of the Euler—Poisson
equation for which the fluid velocity is in general different from zero in any coordinate
system. Recently, in [7], the authors studied the stability of solutions for long times in
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suitable functional spaces close to the equilibrium states of an inviscid, incompressible,
and irrotational fluid, subject to the self-gravitational force.

In this work we study a family of interaction potentials including the classical (New-
tonian) gravitational forces. The latter can be interpreted as an extremely simplified model
for galaxies. However, this does not correspond to a three-dimensional problem restricted
to planar geometries. The reason is that the pressure would necessarily act only in the
plane which contains the fluid body as well as the external particle. Nevertheless, such a
model can be considered in the case of the Vlasov—Poisson equation, assuming that the
velocities of the particles are contained only in the same plane as the fluid. In this situation,
the tensor describing the pressure is anisotropic and it yields zero forces in the direction
perpendicular to the plane but not in the horizontal direction; cf. [35].

Since we consider a two-dimensional fluid body we can apply two tools that cannot
be employed in three-dimensional problems. Specifically, we use conformal mappings as
well as the Grad—Shafranov method [20, 38]. We restrict ourselves to the two-dimensional
setting since the corresponding three-dimensional version requires an understanding of
some small denominator problem which cannot be tackled with the methods employed in
this article.

Besides the problem treated here, a variety of different free-boundary problems arising
in fluid mechanics have been studied in the last decades. For instance, the problem of jets
and cavities with or without gravity has been studied in [3-5] and the theory of gravity
water waves has been developed in several works, cf. [26,41,42]. Let us also highlight the
recent survey [23] that covers the mathematical theory of the steady water waves problem.
A question that has been discussed in [23, Section 6.2] is the effect on the free boundary
of the presence of point vortices. This question is different from the one treated in this
article but has some mathematical analogies.

An important difference between the previous free-boundary problems and the one
studied in this paper is that the interacting force (e.g. gravity) is due to the fluid itself.
Another type of problem that has some similarities with the one considered in this article is
that related to the theory of rotating vortex patches. The first rigorous result was shown by
Burbea [8] where he constructed rotating vortex patches close to the disk by means of the
classical Crandall-Rabinowitz bifurcation approach. A more thorough study of rotating
vortex patches can be found in [22,25] and the references therein.

1.1. Setting of the problem

We are concerned with a flat incompressible fluid body with density p = 1g. Here, 1g
denotes the indicator function of the set E. The shape of the body E(¢) C R? has a smooth
boundary, is simple connected and close to a disk; see below for the precise meaning of
this. We also include a particle X = X(¢) € R? with small mass m. However, we consider
only situations in which the particle and the fluid body are at a positive distance. The
velocity field v of the fluid body then satisfies the following free-boundary problem for
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the Euler—Poisson system:

v+ (w-Vv=-Vp— VUEg) —mVUxy) in E(2),
V-v=0 in E(t), (1.1)
n-v="Vy on dE (1),

where Vy is the normal velocity of the interface dE(¢), n the outer unit normal vector
of dE(¢) and V denotes the classical gradient operator in two dimensions, namely, V =
(0x,, 0x,). Here, Ug ) and Ux(,) are the gravitational potentials; see below for the precise
definitions. Furthermore, p = p(¢, x) is the scalar pressure which describes the internal
pressure of the body for x € E(t) and the external pressure of the surrounding space for
x € R2\ E(t). We assume the external pressure to be constant on R?\ E(¢) and without
loss of generality we can take this constant to be zero. This reflects that the configuration is
surrounded by a uniform medium. Therefore, the continuity of the pressure at the interface
that separates the liquid from the exterior implies that

p=0 ondE(). (1.2)

Since there are no external forces acting on the configuration described by the fluid
body and the external particle, their common center of mass moves at constant speed.
Consequently, we can assume without loss of generality (using a change of the coordinate
system) that the center of mass is at zero, i.e.

/ xdx +mX(t) = 0.
E(@)

As mentioned in the introduction, we study two cases for the potentials Ug(;) and
UX(t) in (].1)1
(A) We consider a family of power law potentials, more precisely for v € (0, 1] we
define

! Uk () (x) f 4y (1.3)
_ X) = — _. .
x—Xx@Op FO Ew X =y’

(B) We consider potentials given via the fundamental solution of the two-dimensional
Laplace operator, i.e.

Ux@r)(x) == —

Uxioy () = In|x — X)), Ugo(x) = /E Inle=ldy.
t

Note that in both cases the signs are chosen to yield attractive forces. Furthermore, case
(A) with v = 1 can be interpreted as Newtonian gravitational interactions.

Let us mention here that in case (A) with v = 1, some care is needed in order to define
a solution to (1.1), since the gradient VUEg () is not well defined due to the onset of a
singularity. However, this does not suppose a problem since the pressure gradient V p also
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has a similar singularity with a reverse sign that compensates the singularity of VUE ).
In order to avoid these singular terms, it is convenient to rewrite problem (1.1) subtracting
the hydrostatic pressure. To this end, we define p = P — Ug () — mUyx(s), where P is the
non-hydrostatic pressure. Then system (1.1) turns into

v+ (v-V)v=-VP inE(),
V-v=0 in E(1),
n-v="Vy on JE(1),
P = Ugy) +mUxq) on JE(t),

(1.4)

where the last equation follows from (1.2). Now, these equations do not contain singular
terms.

The solutions to (1.4) studied in this paper are classical solutions, i.e. v: E(t) — R?
and JE (r) are regular. However, the function P: E(r) — R is in general only continuous,
i.e. in case (A) the gradient V P is not defined on dE (). As we will see in the next section,
this condition of continuity of the pressure and the last equation in (1.4) yields an equation
for the free boundary.

Furthermore, the solutions constructed in this paper occur as perturbations of solutions
to the time-independent equation with m = 0, that is,

(w-V)y=—-VP inkE,

V-v=0 in E,

(1.5)
n-v=0 on 0F,
P =Ug on J0F.

One particular solution we consider is given by the unit disk £ = D, together with a
corresponding velocity field v and the non-hydrostatic pressure P.

In addition, we assume that the perturbed fluid body and the external particle solving
(1.1) rotate around their center of mass with angular speed of rotation £2¢ > 0. Further-
more, we look for configurations which are time independent in a rotating frame at angular
speed 2¢; see Figure 1. Changing to such a rotating coordinate system we obtain the equa-

tions
(v-V)v+2QoJv—Q3x =—VP inkE,
Vv=0 in E,
n-v=0 on dE,
P =Ug +mUyx on dE, (1.6)
QIX = VUg(X),
|E| =7,
Jpxdx +mX =0.
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Figure 1. Configuration of the fluid body E and the external particle X. Both rotate around their
common center of mass (at the origin) with angular speed 2¢.

In equations (1.6) we used the matrix J defined by

0 -1
J:(1 0), (1.7)

which encodes the action of the vector product in the two-dimensional case.

Notice that in this setting, the shape of the body E, the velocity field v and the position
of the particle X do not depend on time. Furthermore, we construct solutions v # 0,
which can be interpreted as some type of tidal wave induced by the gravity of the external
particle, as well as the velocity of the unperturbed fluid.

We briefly comment on the system of equations (1.6). First, note that the terms 22 J v
and —Q3x represent the Coriolis and the centrifugal forces, respectively, which appear in
the rotating frame of reference. The third equation in (1.6) ensures that the free boundary
is stationary, i.e. the fluid inside the body does not move across the boundary. As stated
above, the external pressure is assumed to be constant outside the body. The equation
Q23X = VUg(X) follows from Newton’s law and ensures that the external particle is
at rest. Note that VUE (X) is now well defined in case (A) also, since we consider only
cases with X separated from E. The centrifugal force acting on X balances with the
gravitational force of the fluid body. In addition, for definiteness, we assume that the total
mass of the fluid is w = |D|. The last equation in (1.6) ensures that the center of mass is
at the origin. In fact, as we will see in the proof of our main result (see Section 6) this last
equation in (1.6) follows from the other equations in (1.6).

Finally, let us mention that equations (1.6) are invariant under rotations around the
origin. Hence, we can assume without loss of generality that the particle X = (a, 0) is
located on the xj-axis. In particular, a solution to (1.6) yields a family of solutions by
applying rotations.
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In this paper we construct solutions to (1.6) obtained as perturbation of solutions to
(1.5) with E = ID by means of an implicit function theorem in Holder spaces. We require
a non-resonance condition on 2o and a non-degeneracy condition on the unperturbed
velocity field solving (1.5); see Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.2.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we reformulate the problem using
Grad—Shafranov, the Bernoulli equation and conformal mappings to derive a reduced sys-
tem of equations that will be more amenable to mathematical analysis. This new system
is solved using an implicit function theorem. To this end, we provide some preliminary
results concerning conformal mapping properties and estimates for elliptic equations, as
well as suitable representations of the gravitational potentials in Section 3. In Section 4
we prove the Fréchet differentiability of the reduced system of equations with respect to
the unknowns of the problem. Furthermore, in Section 5 we prove the invertibility of the
Fréchet derivative at the unperturbed solution. Finally, we conclude the article with the
proof of the main results in Section 6.

2. Reformulation of the problem and main result

In this section we reduce problem (1.6) to a set of equations that will be studied in the
main part of the paper. To this end, we apply in particular conformal mappings, as well as
the Grad—Shafranov method.

Conformal mappings. We use conformal mappings, i.e. bijective analytic functions, to
parameterize the domain of the fluid. Recall that, by the Riemann mapping theorem, for
any simply connected domain £ C C one can find a conformal mapping f:D — E. Here,
we identify C with R? via z = x; + ix;. In the case of smooth domains, the mapping
extends conformally to D — E.

In our study, we consider conformal mappings of the form f;,: D — R2, f,(z) =
z + h(z), where A is small such that the domain is close to the disk. Let us mention that
under a general smallness condition on some arbitrary analytic function #: D — C the
mapping f is conformal; see Lemma 3.1. We denote the corresponding domain by Ej =
Jn (D) to emphasize the dependence on /4. Accordingly, we use the notation U, = Ug, .
Furthermore, we denote by f, the complex derivative, i.e. understanding f}, as a mapping
DcC—C.

Let us also introduce the so-called Blaschke factors (see [37]), defined by

bea(z) = dlz;_c, ceD,deC, |d=1. 2.1)
—CZ

These factors are the only conformal mappings D — D. Choosing ¢, d accordingly allows
us to set #(0) = 0 and 4’ (0) € R by replacing f by f; o b. 4. This defines the conformal
mapping f and hence also % uniquely.

Grad-Shafranov method. In order to construct the velocity field v solving (1.6) we
use the Grad—Shafranov method. Roughly speaking, the Grad—Shafranov approach allows
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us to transform the original problem (1.6) to an elliptic problem for the stream func-
tion. These ideas have been very useful for constructing solutions in different problems
arising in plasma physics, for instance to prove flexibility and rigidity results in magneto-
hydrostatics (cf. [13, 14,21]) or to study boundary value problems (cf. [2]). In the next
paragraphs, we will recall the key ideas of this approach.

In this paper we are interested only in two-dimensional vector fields v = (vy, v3).
However, in order to use classical formulas for fluid mechanics in three dimensions it
is convenient to think in those vector fields as three-dimensional fields with zero third
component, namely, v = (v1 v2,0). Therefore, the Vortlclty associated to this vector field
v is denoted by @, i.e. @ = V x . Here we use the notation V = (0, 0x,,0x3) = (V, 0x;).
Due to the form of the vector field 7, it turns out that @ = (0, 0, w(x)) with x = (x1, x2).
Similarly, the vector angular velocity is denoted by € = (0,0,0). We denote by #:R3 —
R? the projector given by

P(y1.v2.y3) = (1.y2), Yy = (31,2, y3) € R’

Using the classical formula

~ ~ ~ O\~ | ~12

IVxXw=—(0-V)0+ EV(|U| ),
as well as

PO xd)=—wJv,

we infer that |

—vJw =—-(@-V)v+ 5V(|U|2).
Recall that J is the matrix defined in (1.7).

Hence, the first three equations in (1.6) can be written as

—(w +2R0)Jv=VH inEp,
V-v=0 in Ey, 2.2)
np-v=20 on 0E},.

Here, H is called the Bernoulli head and is defined by
1 Q2
H =P+ —|v]*> - =2|x|%
+ 3o = S2x]

The term 2€2¢ can be interpreted as the third component of vorticity of the velocity field
ﬂ’(ﬁ X (X1, X2, x3)) which occurs in terms of the Coriolis force due to the rotating frame
of reference. Applying the operator V+- = (—0y,, dx,)- to the first equation in (2.2) and
using that V - v = 0 yields

(- V)(w+22p) =0.
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Let us remark that this identity holds in general only in two dimensions, which restricts
the Grad—Shafranov method to these situations. As a corollary of the above identity we
obtain that @ + 22 and thus w is constant along stream lines (characteristics) of v.

The main object in the Grad—Shafranov approach is the stream function ¥: E;, — R
satisfying v = V4 := J V¥ = (=0, V. dx, V). Let us mention that, in general, in order
to guarantee the existence of a stream function ¥ we need to work with a simply connected
domain. However, since the boundary conditions (cf. second equation in (2.2)) imply that
Y is a constant in each of the connected components of the boundary of dEy, as well
as the fact that the divergence-free condition on v implies that v is harmonic, it then
follows that the function ¥ is well defined for arbitrary domains, not necessarily simply
connected. However, during this work Ej, is simply connected.

Now, with the stream function at hand, we can write w = Atr. Since V is also constant
along the characteristics of v = J V1, one might conclude the existence of a function
G:R — R such that Ay = G(¢). Let us remark here that, in general, the existence of
G can be concluded only locally when Vi # 0. Furthermore, the function G might be
multi-valued, a situation that although interesting we will not consider in this paper. In
addition, we require nj - v = 0 on 0E}j, and thus

0=nh-JVIﬂ=‘L’h-VIﬁ,

where 7y, is the positively oriented tangential vector on dEj,. We integrate along the bound-
ary to get for x € dE}, that y(x) = ¢ for some constant ¢y € R. Note that the potential v
is given up to a constant, so we can choose ¢y = 0 by adapting the function G if needed.
Thus, the stream function solves the equation

{Aw = G(y) inEp, 23

v =0 on 0E},.

In the Grad—Shafranov approach, the above reasoning is reversed in the sense that we are
given some (regular enough) function G and we construct the stream function (hence also
the velocity field) by solving equation (2.3).

Note that ¥: E;, — R is a function of &, so that we sometimes write ¥ if we want
to emphasize the dependence on /. Let us also remark that the existence and uniqueness
of solutions to (2.3) are ensured in general by assuming that G is non-decreasing; see
Lemma 3.4.

We now use the conformal mapping in order to reduce equation (2.3) to the domain D.
We set ¢, := ¥y, o fp, which is now defined on the disk ¢: D — R. The corresponding
equation reads

2.4)

Agp = |1/1?G(¢p) inD,
on=0 on dD.

It must be stressed that the function G only depends on the stream function v, and the
conformal mapping, and not on the external mass particle m.
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Equation of the free boundary. The equation determining the free boundary can be
derived from the fact that the non-hydrostatic pressure P is continuous along the free
boundary. Using the stream function v = V11, we can write

PO x (& +29)) = —(G(Yn) + 220 VEYy, = (G(Yn) +2Q0) VY, in Ej.
‘We conclude that
PO x (@ +2Q) = VIFWn). F@Wmn)log, =0,

where F' = G + 2Qy is a primitive with F(0) = 0. Consequently, in order to ensure
equality in the first equation in (2.2), the non-hydrostatic pressure is given (up to a constant
A) by

1 Q2
P = Fyn) = 5IVnl® + S Ix” + 4 in Ep. @5)
The condition that P is continuous along the free boundary yields, with P = Uy, + mUy

on dEy and F(Yy)|ag, = O, the equation

1 Q2
§|V1ph|2—7°|x|2+Uh +mUx =1 ondEj,. (2.6)

The evaluation at the boundary 0E;, = f;(dD) in (2.6) can be performed using the con-
formal mapping f;. We now summarize the reduced system that we aim to solve in our

study: 5 )
%%zl - %W +Uno fu+mUyx o fr =2 ondD,
A = | £12G(gn) nD. @.7)
dn =0 on dD,
an = 0x, Up(X),
|Ep| = 7.

Recall that the position of the particle is chosen as X = (a, 0). The unknown triplet
is (h,a, A). As we will see (cf. Corollary 2.2), solutions of (2.7) constructed in this
paper yield solutions to (1.6). Let us mention that the fourth equation in (2.7) is the x;-
component of Newton equation for the particle X ; see also the fifth equation in (1.6). The
other component follows, as we will see in Corollary 2.2, by the symmetry of the domain
E with respect to the x-axis.

Solution for m = 0. In the case when no external particle is present, i.e. m = 0, we
assume that the fluid body has the shape of a disk D. Furthermore, we consider a velocity
field on D with stream function ¢¢ solving

A¢o = G(¢o) inD,
¢o=0 on dD.
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Note that this coincides with (2.4) for 2 = 0. Observe that due to the rotational invariance
do = ¢o(|x|), the equation reduces to the ODE

%(“ﬁé)/ = G(¢o(r)). o(1) = 0.

This ODE is complemented by the condition that lim,_,¢ ¢o(r) exists. Therefore, the
velocity field becomes v(x) = ¢¢(|x])Jx/|x]|. It describes a non-uniform rotation with
angular speed depending on the distance to the center. Since the velocity field is rotation-
ally symmetric, the velocity in the non-rotating coordinate system is given by (¢ (|x])/|x|
+ Q¢)J x. Furthermore, note that the function ¢y can be extended to > 1. This is nec-
essary, for instance, when evaluating ¢¢ on the boundary dE},, which is close to dD.

The position of the unperturbed particle is chosen of the form Xy = (ag, 0). Since we
consider only cases for which the fluid body and the external particle are strictly separated,
we assume say ao > 2. Hence, Ej; does not contain X ~ X for small enough /. The
Newton equation for the particle requires that

QZXo = VUp(Xp).

Further information on the potentials Uy of the disk in both cases (A) and (B) is given in
Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6. For ag > 1 we have Ug(ao) > 0 and furthermore Uj(ag)/ao — 0 as
ap — oo. In addition, ag — Ug(ao)/ao is strictly decreasing for ag > 1. Hence, there is
a one-to-one correspondence between Qo € (0, \/Ug(1)] and ag > 1 via

Q = ,/—Ui(:") . 258)

All in all, this defines a map Q¢ — a(£2¢). Finally, the constant in (2.6) is given by
Ao = ¢ (1)2 — 1Q2 + Up(1).

2.1. Notation

We will use the following notation throughout the manuscript:
*  We use D to denote the unit disk with boundary 0D and T = [0, 27] the 27 -periodic
torus with endpoints identified.
* The Holder seminorm of a function u: T — R or u:ID — R is defined by
u® (x2) = u® (x1)]

[u]k,a = Sup o ’ o€ (09 1),
x1£%s |x2 — x1]

ulko = 4P o, a=0.

e We abbreviate H** := H**(D) := H(D) N Ck*(D), where H(D) is the space of
analytic functions on D and k € Ny, @ € (0, 1). We equip it with the standard Holder
norm | - flx.a-
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*  We denote by Héc “ < HK* the subspace of analytic functions / such that 4(0) = 0
and 7' (0) € R.

* Furthermore, the Fourier coefficients of a function g: T — R are given by
1 2w .
&n = —/ glp)e'™ de.
21 0

Recall that &, = gr__n since g is real valued.

*  We denote by Cé‘ “(T) € C**(T) those functions g with zero average, i.e. §o = 0.

e Letus abbreviate by B, = B,(0) C Héc ** the ball of radius r around zero.

*  We will denote by C a positive generic constant that depends only on fixed parameters
including €2¢ and norms of the function G in (2.7). Note also that this constant might
differ from line to line.

2.2. Main result and strategy towards the proof

In order to construct the desired solution, we make use of the implicit function theorem;
cf. Lemma 3.3. To do so, let us introduce the following functional spaces:

XkH2e .= gkt2em) R xR, ZKFLe = CKFLYT) xR xR, (2.9)

We define the following function related to system (2.7). Define the map F: U x V —
ZKH1% where U € HET2*(D) x R xR, V C R, with X = (a,0), by

2 2
[% “V}Z"'z‘ - %|fh|2 +Upo fp+mUxo fj —/\] e
F(h,a,A,m) = Q%a — 0, Up(X) . (2.10)
| /n(D)] -7

The subset U is a sufficiently small neighborhood of (0, ag, A¢). In particular, it
ensures that / defines a conformal mapping f(z) = z + h(z); see Lemma 3.1.

Our goal is to solve the equation F (&, a, A, m) = 0 via the implicit function theorem.
To this end, we study the Fréchet derivative at the point (0, ag, Ag, 0). We will apply a
Fourier decomposition for the first component of I, which is a function on the torus T.
As we will see (cf. Lemma 5.7), the corresponding linear operator can be diagonalized
and the Fourier multipliers have the form

1 1
wn = =398 = 3861l + 1)+ (D Al (D] + 1) + . @.11)

The coefficients w,, are visible in a non-resonance condition for 2¢ in our main result; cf.
Theorem 2.1. In the definition of w,, the function ¢ is the unperturbed stream function
for m = 0. The coefficients ¢, enter through the interaction potential & > (U o f3,)(e'?).
In case (A), they are given by (note we identify again R? = C)

1 l_yn+1 dy
= - S ) 1)y" , 2.12
n fD(v [T, 2y )“_y'v (2.12)
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and in case (B) by

(2.13)

Cp =

Let us note that the integral in (2.12) defines a real quantity. Note also that only the first
term in (2.11) depends on ¢, whereas all the other terms depend on either the function
G or the choice of the interaction.

Finally, the numbers A/, (1) are computed by means of the functions A,: (0, 1) — R
solving the ODE

1 2
Sy — ’j—zAn — G (po(r) An = r™G(go(r)).  An(1) = 0. (2.14)

They appear in the Fréchet derivative of the stream function / + ¢p; cf. Section 5.
The main result of this work reads as follows:

Theorem 2.1. Let k € Ny, € (0, 1) and ag > 2. Assume G € C¥T3(R;R) to be non-
decreasing. Let Q¢ > 0 be related to Xo = (ag(2y), 0) as stated in (2.8) and let the
non-resonance condition

VneN:iw, #0 (2.15)

be satisfied for w, given in (2.11). Furthermore, we assume for the unperturbed stream
function ¢q that

(1) # 0. (2.16)

Then there are § > 0, ¢ > 0 such that for any m € [0, §) there is a unique solution
(h,a,)) € Xkt2:2 of the equation F (h,a, A, m) = 0 satisfying

I2llk+2,0 + la — aol 4+ A — Ao| < &.

Furthermore, the dependence m — (h,a, A)(m) is continuous.

As a corollary we obtain that a solution to F (4, a, A, m) = 0 yields a solution to our
original problem (1.6).

Corollary 2.2. Under the assumption of Theorem 2.1, the domain Ey, = f,(D) in Theo-
rem 2.1 is symmetric with respect to the x1-axis. Finally, the corresponding velocity field
v = VL, together with the position of the particle X = (a,0) and the non-hydrostatic
pressure P, yields a solution to (1.6).

Remark 2.3. Let us comment on the non-resonance condition (2.15).

(i) Itensures that the linearized operator can be inverted in order to apply the implicit
function theorem. In the case that (2.15) is not satisfied, bifurcations to other
shapes might occur.
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(ii)) As mentioned before, the quantities w; in (2.11) contain a term only depending
on 2, while the other terms depend only on the choice of the function G and
the interaction. Thus, the non-resonance condition (2.15) is a condition on 2.
Furthermore, note that this condition (2.15) is needed only for n € N, since w,
only depends on |n|. Furthermore, as we will see in Lemmas 5.3 and 5.5, the
leading-order term on the right-hand side of (2.15) is given by —¢g (1) (|n| + 1),
whereas the other terms are at most of order @ (Inn) as n — oo. In particular,
condition (2.15) is automatically satisfied for sufficiently large n. Hence, it is
possible to verify the condition numerically.

(iii) Inthe particular case that the fluid has no internal motion in the non-rotating coor-
dinate system for m = 0 we have v(x) = —Q¢Jx and thus ¢o(x) = —Qo(|x|> —
1)/2. This corresponds to the choice G = —22¢. Then we can readily check that
solutions to (2.14) have the form

2 =1) Qo
A =2Qy——=, A1) =- .
n(r) “ant 4 ==
Hence, condition (2.15) reduces to
n
wp = —%Q% +cpp) # 0.

Remark 2.4. Let us mention that assumption (2.16) in Theorem 2.1 is also needed to
prove the invertibility of the Fréchet derivative in order to apply the implicit function
theorem. This condition implies that the function ¢¢ has no local extremum at the bound-
ary. When perturbing such extrema, saddle points are created generically. Consequently,
vortices would appear. Furthermore, let us comment on the assumption that G is non-
decreasing. This condition crucially implies that the stream function is well defined and
regular enough (see Lemma 3.4). It might be possible to relax this assumption and instead
assume that in a neighborhood of an initially chosen solution ¢ to (2.3) for 4 = 0 one can
uniquely solve equation (2.3). This could be achieved using an auxiliary implicit function
theorem. However, we do not pursue this here.

Remark 2.5. We are assuming in Theorem 2.1 that m > 0 since it is the most natural
setting from the physical point of view. However, the proof of Theorem 2.1 is also valid
for the case m € (-4, 9).

Remark 2.6. In this paper we restricted ourselves to interaction potentials defined in
cases (A) and (B). The study of more general interactions would require further modifica-
tions, in particular a better understanding of results like Lemma 5.8 on pseudo-differential
operators on the torus.

Remark 2.7. Finally, let us mention that the corresponding three-dimensional problem
of (1.6) requires a different approach, since conformal mappings and the Grad—Shafranov
method are restricted to two-dimensional problems. Furthermore, the study of the eigen-
values of the linearization involves several technical complications due to instabilities.
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Let us mention that the presence of the external particle does not allow us to construct
axisymmetric configurations, since the interaction with the particle breaks this symmetry.

We conclude this section with the discussion of the particular case of constant G =
K € R\{0}. This corresponds to an unperturbed velocity field vo(x) = KJx/2 in the
rotating and Vp(x) = (K + 2Q¢)J x/2 in the non-rotating frame of reference. In this
case, one can do a formal linearization using the ansatz dEj;, = T,,(T), T,(0) = 1 + en(0),
0 € T for the free boundary. Here, n € T — R allows us to change the boundary of the
fluid body and ¢ = m is the mass of the particle. More precisely, one can linearize the
system (compare with (2.7))

1 Q2
§|V1/fn|2 -0 Uy, +mUx =1 on aEn,

2
Ay, =K in £y,
Y, =0 on 0E,,
|En| = 7.

The linearization yields the following formula for 7 in terms of Fourier series:

. S, K2 K2 T
9=§ et = -2t By = — — —|n| — Q2 -
77() Nn Mn . n 4 4 | | ot T |n|

nezZ

The terms §n are the Fourier coefficients of the perturbation, that is,
R 1 2

S, = — Ux (cos 6, sin G)e_i"g do.
27'[ 0

Here, X = (ay, 0) is the unperturbed position of the external particle; cf. (2.8).

Let us mention that the mass constraint |E,| = & imposes 7)o = 0. Furthermore,
one obtains 7, = #j—, € R. In particular, the function 7 is invariant under reflection
(x1,x2) = (x1,—x3). In addition, the condition that the center of mass is at zero yields
(after linearizing) 71 = —ago/2m, which in fact can be shown to match with the above
formula 7; = —§1 /oy = 5‘1 / Q%. Furthermore, note that the Fourier coefficients 7, do
not depend on the sign of K or 2.

Let us mention that the non-resonance condition (2.15) is equivalent to @, F# 0.

In Figure 2 we plot the function 7, for the values Q29 = 1, K = —2,0.1, 10 and for an
interaction potential Uy as in case (B). In the plot the zero level line is shown. Outside this
circle the function is positive, whereas inside it is negative. Let us recall that the particular
case K = —2 = —2%( corresponds to the situation in which the unperturbed fluid body
has no internal motion in the non-rotating coordinate system. Furthermore, in Figure 3 we
plotted the function 7 in a situation close to resonance due to the mode n = 8. In fact, for
Qo =1, K = 1 we have wg ~ 1073 so that the largest contribution to the Fourier series
of 7 is due to the two coefficients 7jg = 7j_g.
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90°

270°

Figure 2. Plot of the function n for ¢ = 1 and different values of K. The interaction is given as
in case (B). Furthermore, the particle is to the leading order at position X = (ag,0), ag = /7;
cf. (2.8).

3. Preliminary results

We collect here some auxiliary results that will be used in the subsequent sections. Let us
start with a well-known result in complex analysis regarding analytic functions.

Lemma 3.1. Consider the analytic function f,(z) = z + h(z) with ||h|c1 ) < 1/2.
Then f,:D — f;,(D) is conformal.

Proof. We prove that f;, is injective. Define the function {(¢) = f5(e!®), ¢ € T. Let ¢y,
@2 € T. We can assume |p; — @2| < . If @1 — ¢2| > /2 we have

i 1 . (P2 —¢1
£92) = Lpn)] = e = | =2l o) = 2[sin(ZSEL) [ = 2l ) > 0

On the other hand, if |¢; — ¢2| < /2 we estimate

92 . .
fieyieV dy
1

18(p2) = E(p1)| =

> [ — ' — g2 — @il lhll o1 5

. (P2 — 1
= Z‘SH](T)’ — |2 — ‘/’1|||h||cl(lﬁ>)
1
2 g2~ o1l ~ Ihllcim)).
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90°

270°

Figure 3. Plot of the function 7 for Q¢ = 1 and K = 1. In this case there is almost resonance since
@g ~ 1073, In particular, the biggest contribution to the Fourier series of 7 is due to the Fourier
coefficients 7jg = 7)—g.

Hence, f, is one-to-one on the boundary. As a consequence of the Darboux—Picard theo-
rem (see [9, Theorem 9.16]), f}, is injective on D. [

Lemma 3.2 (Faa di Bruno formula [15]). For any n € N and two functions f, g €
C™"(R; R) we have the formula

d(1+ ALy

W= Y | f](g(x))ﬂ(rr (x ))

Liyeesn
1y ++n-Ly=n

We recall the following version of the implicit function theorem.

Lemma 3.3 (Implicit function theorem, [16]). Let X, Y, Z be Banach spaces and U C X,
V C Y be neighborhoods of xg, yo, respectively, where F(xq, yo) = 0. Suppose that
F:U x V — Z is continuous, continuously differentiable with respect to x € U and
Dy F(x0,y0) € £(X,Z) is invertible. Then there are balls B¢(xo) C U, Bs(yo) CV and a
unique map &: Bs(yo) — Bg(xo) withF (E(y),y) =O0forall y € Bs(yo). Furthermore, £ is
continuous.

Here we denote by £(X, Z) the space of bounded linear operators X — Z. Furthermore,
D F (x9, y0) € £(X, Z) is the Fréchet derivative with respect to the first variable, i.e. we
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have

F(xo + &, y0) = F(xo,y0) + DxF(x0, y0)[§] + 0([[llx), as [[§]x — 0.

Let us also give an existence and uniqueness result for equation (2.4). Such elliptic
equations have been studied extensively in both Holder and Sobolev spaces; see e.g. [18,
19].

Lemma34. Lethe By, C H§+2’a and assume G € C*¥T3(R;R) to be non-decreasing.
Then there is a unique solution ¢, € C¥t2%(D) to (2.4). Furthermore, there exists a
constant C > 0 independent of h such that

||¢h||ck+2,a(]f)>) <C 3.D

Proof. We prove the assertion in terms of ¥ = ¢j, o fh_l. The existence follows from
standard methods of The calculus of variations applied to the functional

v |V1ﬁ|2dx+/ F(y)dx,
Ey

Ep
where F' = G is a primitive. Note that F is convex, since G is non-decreasing. The
regularity follows via a bootstrapping argument, recalling that G € C**3(R;R). Observe
that due to f;, € H¥+2:2 the boundary dEj, is sufficiently regular. The uniqueness can be
proved using a comparison principle, since G is non-decreasing.
Estimate (3.1) is a consequence of the maximum principle and Schauder estimates.
Indeed, this will be done by separating two cases.

Case 1. We assume that there is yo € R with G(y¢) = 0. Since G is non-decreasing, we
can find N > 0 sufficiently large such that G(—N) < 0 < G(N). We conclude from a
comparison principle that ||¢;|lco < N. Hence, the right-hand side in (2.4) is uniformly
bounded in /. We apply regularity theory in Sobolev spaces to conclude that ¢;, € W22
with a bound independent of 2 € B;/,. Hence, by Sobolev embedding we obtain ¢, € C*.
Now, the right-hand side in (2.4) is uniformly bounded in C*. We hence repeatedly apply
Schauder estimates to yield the result.

Case 2. If G is always non-zero, we can assume without loss of generality that G > 0. In
this case, we infer ¢, < 0 by the maximum principle. Thus, the right-hand side in (2.4) is
uniformly bounded. We can now argue as in Case 1. ]

Next we prove a formula for the unperturbed interaction potential of D, i.e. of the
unperturbed solution for m = 0, in case (A) with v = 1 and case (B).

Lemma 3.5. The following formulas hold in case (A) withv = 1:
2k

4 r r r
U(r) = —— Y W3} - , 0<r<1,
o(r) nZZ 2k(2k+2+2k—1 2k—1) =r=

(3.2)
Us(r) = — 222k+2r2k+1 r>1.
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1
Up(r) =7 2 B (3-3)

Let us recall that limy_, o N W, = /m/2. Consequently, the series in (3.2) also con-
verges for the critical value r = 1.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. To this end, we use a multipole expansion for x = x(r, 6, ¢), y =
y(s,0",¢") € R3,

1 1
|x — y| N \/r2 + 52 —2rs(cos 6 cos 6’ + sin 6 sin 6’ cos(¢ — ¢'))

4 12
= Z Z T (V /\S) Yl,m(e,(p)ye,m(el,wl)*’

{+1
=0 Inlot 20+ 1(rvs)

where the spherical harmonics are given by

2041 (€—m)!
4 (L + m)!

Yem(0,0) = eim‘pPem(cos 0).

Here, P/ are the associated Legendre polynomials. We have for 6 = ' = /2,

dre? (U (rAs)sds 20+ 1
Uo(r) == £ , o= Yeo(m/2,0) =
o(r) 1)y GvsE 20(7/2,0) o

Py(0).
>0

A computation shows that

(_1)4/2w e even
Py(0) = o ’

0, £ odd.

Rewriting the coefficients of the series in terms of the Wallis” formula and choosing £ = 2k
yields both formulas in (3.2). The formula in (3.3) follows by solving the Poisson equation
AUy = Ip. |

The following lemma contains information on the unperturbed potential U in all cases
considered.
Lemma 3.6. In both cases (A) and (B) the potential Uy satisfies

i) Ug(r) > 0forr > 1,

(ii) %[Ué (r)/r] <O forr > 1, and in particular r — Ug(r)/r is strictly decreasing
forr = 1. Furthermore, lim, .o Uy(r)/r = 0.
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Proof. In case (A) we first use equation (1.3), as well as polar coordinates, to derive the

explicit formula
1 2m
sdsdy
UO(r) = _/ / 2 2 /2 N
o Jo (r?+s%?—2rscosg)”

Then claim (i) follows by differentiating the previous formula and using that » > 1 > s.

Indeed,
2 (r—scosg)sdsde
U, = > 0.
0(7’) V/ / (r2+S2 2rscos<p)1+"/2

Next, let us show claim (ii). To that purpose, we use the change of variable s — nr yielding

U(r) /l/r/‘27r (1—=ncosp)ndnde
(14 1% —2ncosg)ttv/2’

Differentiating this formula with respect to r shows that -4 2 |Uy(r)/r] < O0forr > 1, since
the integrand is non-negative and v > 0. Furthermore, Uj(r)/r — 0 as r — oo also follows
from the previous formula. In case (B) both claims (i) and (ii) are a direct consequence of
the explicit formula (3.3). [

4. Fréchet derivative of the main problem

In this section we prove the Fréchet differentiability of the function F. We separately
consider the stream function ¢ and the interaction potential Uy, o f3.

4.1. Fréchet derivative of the stream function

In this subsection we derive the Fréchet differential of the function /& +— ¢y,.

Lemma 4.1. Let k € Ny and a € (0, 1). There exists ey > 0 sufficiently small such that
for B, C HET2®,
I ¢y € C1(Bey; CFP2(D)).

More precisely, the linear operator D¢y, is defined by g — Dpoplg] =: ¢, where

4.1)

Ap = | f}12G' (¢n)$ + 2Re[(1 + 1) g'|G(¢p) inD,
$=0 on dD.

Proof. First of all, equation (4.1) has a unique solution ¢, since G’ > 0. We apply
Schauder estimates for the Laplacian and absorb the term | £/ |2G’(¢p)¢ into the left-hand
side by choosing || 1||x+2,« < €o sufficiently small. This yields

IBllk+2.0 < Cllglk+2.as (4.2)

where C > 0 is independent of & € B,, C Héc 2o by Lemma 3.4.
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Furthermore, by taking the difference of the equations for ¢4, and ¢, given respec-
tively via (2.4), we obtain

1
[—A + [L6ra-nm+ e dt}(dmg — 1) = i o2~ 121G Bnre).
Therefore, using Schauder estimates, we infer that

Pn+e — Pnllk+2.0 < Cliglk+2,as (4.3)

where C > 0 is independent of 4.
Next we find that for Dj,¢p[g] = ¢ and denoting R := Ohtg — Pn — 0,

AR = (| fy 41> = | /i = 2Re[(1 + h")g'DG(¢n)
+ (fpsgP = 1PC @) + | fir 4 7 (G(dntg) — G(gn) — G'(¢n)$)
=1g'1PG(¢n) + (1 fy1¢)> = 1S5P)G ()¢ + G'(¢n) R

1
+ /(; G"((1 = )p + tPnyg) dt (Pnig — P1)>.

Similarly to above, invoking Schauder estimates and bounds (4.2)—(4.3) we obtain (note
that G € CK3(R; R))
IRllk+2,0 < Cligllz 42,0-
Here, the constant C > 0 is independent of 4.
Finally, we need to prove that i > D¢y, € éﬂ(HéH'z’“; Ck+2.2(D)) is continuous. To
this end, one has to consider differences of solutions to (4.1) for 1, hy € Bg,. Applying
Schauder estimates we find the bound

| Drdp,[g] — Drdn,[glllk+2.0 < Cllglkt2,a(lh1 — M2llkt2,0 + 1dn; — Phsllkt2,0)-

which shows the continuity property. ]

4.2. Fréchet derivative of the interaction potential

Here we derive the Fréchet derivative of the mapping i — (U, o f3,)(e'?). We give only
the details of the proof of case (A) with v = 1. The remaining cases can be shown in a
similar way (and are in fact simpler since the integrals are less singular). We summarize
the corresponding results for case (B) at the end of this section.

First of all, it is convenient to apply a change of variables

. | )12 | S y)?
° ipy — _ _ dy = — - :
(Un o fn)(€'?) f]D) | fn(€i®) = fLO)]” A; | fn(e'?) — fr(et®y)|¥

We then have the following result:
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Proposition 4.2. Let Uy, be defined as in case (A) and let k € Ny, a € (0, 1). There exists
g0 > 0 sufficiently small such that for h € B, C Hg—’_z"x we have

h Uy o fy)(€'?) € C' (B, CFF14(T)).
More precisely, for h + g € By, it holds that

0, [81(¢. y) o2[g)(¢. y)

o ) = — dy(@, y)'+?
PrUno I == | o @Y Jy Aoy

| fa(e™y)I? dy.
where we define
di(@,y) = | fa(€'®) = fu(ey),

oxlgl(p. ) = 2Re[(1 + (")) (€1 )], (4.4)
orlgl(@. y) = Re[(e"(1 — y) + h(e'?) — h(e'?y))(g(e'?) — g(ei?y))].

From now on we restrict ourselves to the case v = 1. In order to prove Proposition 4.2
it is convenient to introduce the following notation:

en(p,y) = di(p,y)* = | fu(€'?) = fu(e ).
Furthermore, we need the following computation with ¢ € [0, 1]:

2 4 i 2
%[—%] = T r1g @)+ Tiig o 09) + Tty £ (@, 9),
2|g' (" y)|?
g0 y)
Thirg.g @)
dpyig(@. )3 (4.5)
Thi1g.g (02 ¥) =205, [81(9. Y)0j . [€](0, )
+ | fryig € 9)P12(e'?) — g ()P,
Trtigg @)
dnt1g (9, 7)>’
Tirrig.g (@2 9) = =3\ Sy 41 (@O0 (0741 (9, ).

0 .
Th+tg’g (§0, y) =

Thl-}-tg,g(w’ y) =

2 .
Th+tg,g((p’ y) =

Lemmad4.3. Letk € Ny, a € [0, 1). For &g > 0 sufficiently small and g, h € B, C H§+2’a
the following estimates hold:

(i) Forl e Ny, L <k+1,y €D wehave

sup [0, 1816 )]y 4 < Cllgllksaall = y[27%.
t€(0,1]
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(i) Forl e No, L <k +1,m=1,2, y € D we have

s[up][t;’,"ﬂg[g](ny)]e,a < Clglfsa ol = y1P"
telo,1

(iii) For€ € No, £ <k + 1, y € D we have

sup [entrglgl( )], = CIL =P

t€l0,1]

Proof. The proof of this lemma is straightforward. Indeed, one can readily check the
bounds by means of the following general estimate: for any u € H!(D) we have

————— (e y) —u(e)] — [u(e'?y) —u(e'?)]|
lp2 — ¢1]®
< QU lloo)* 21T = Yl o)™ < 2fullcr]1 — y|' . n
The next lemma is also useful.

Lemma 4.4. Let k € Ng, a € [0, 1). There is a sufficiently small g > 0 such that for any
h € B, C H§+2’a and y € D we have

dp(p,y) = c|l —y|. (4.6)

Furthermore, foranyq € N, n € No, n <k + 1 and y € D the estimate

[;} < Cha
dh('? y)q n,a |1 _y|q+a
holds. Both ¢ > 0 and Cy 4~ > 0 are independent of h.

Proof. The first assertion follows using the mean-value theorem and choosing gy > 0
sufficiently small. To prove the second assertion we first consider n = 0. It then suffices
to consider ¢ = 1. We have

1 1 1
lpr — @2|* 1 dp(@1,y)  dn(e2.y)
_ ldn(e1.y) = dn(92, )| 1
lpr — @2]® dn(e1, y)dn(92,y)
C | fu(e'®) — fu(e'®?) + fu(e'®'y) — fu(e'¥?y)|
T L=y lp1 — @2|*
C
<
- |1 _ y|1+a

We now compute the nth-order derivative, n < k 4+ 1. By Faa di Bruno’s formula (cf.
Lemma 3.2) applied to the composition of the functions x — x~%/2 and e}, = df, the
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preceding expression is a sum of terms of the form

n

s LGyt
——enl®,y
Fp—
dh((p,y)Z(l-‘r +4n)+q i de’

1 z 1 d’ &
dp(p. y)? 1'1:[1<dh(‘/’» )2 do/ eh((p’y)> ’
where £1, 405, ...,{, € Ny satisfy £1 + 2{, + - - - + n{,, = n. The supremum norm of each
term in the product j = 1,...,n is bounded due to Lemma 4.3 (iii) and (4.6).

We estimate now the seminorm [-],, of this expression. Note that for products, only one
term is estimated in this seminorm, while the other terms are estimated in the supremum
norm. For the seminorm we apply Lemma 4.3 (iii) and the case n = 0 we discussed above.
Hence, the seminorm is bounded up to a constant by |1 — y|797%. ]

As a result of the previous lemmas we obtain the following estimates:
Lemma 4.5. Let k € Ny and a € (0, 1). We have for sufficiently small g > 0, g, h €

Be, C HET2® andm = 0,1,2,

o gl y) o2[g]C.y) i
HJL___ h < Cllgli+aall —yI77%,

ol Pl
dh(-,y) Hk+1,a dh(-,y)3 k+1,a
1T o G ks < ClIgIZ a1 — ¥ 712,

The constant C > 0 is independent of h, g.

Proof. The previous lemmas can be applied without difficulty. Note that in the case of

2 . 5 . . . .
Ty, 0.8 there is a faf:.tor dy ., g N the denominator. This is compensated by the extra
factor in Lemma 4.3 (ii) for m = 2. ]

With the previous lemmas we can give the proof of Proposition 4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. We consider only v = 1. For the sake of the exposition we divide
the proof into two steps.

Step 1. We first show the Fréchet differentiability. We write

R(®) = (Uptg © fntg)(€?) — (Up o fi)(€?) — Dyp(Uy o fi)lgl(e™?)
L[ [t Mty
‘Aﬂﬂtwi drrreloy) U
1
=ALa—mmmgww+mwgww+ﬁmgwmww,

recalling (4.5). We apply Lemma 4.5 to get (note that —1 — o > —2)

||R||k+l,a =<C ||g||12c+2,a?

which implies the Fréchet differentiability.
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Step 2. Now we show that & +— Dy, (U, o f3)[g] is continuous. First of all, one can esti-
mate using Lemma 4.5,

I Dr(Up o Yn)glllk+1,e < Crllgllks2,a:

where Cy > 0 is independent of &, g € B, C H(f 2% We can use these estimates to cut
out the singularity in the integral uniformly in /2, g € Bg,. The remaining integrand is then
a smooth function with respect to 4. As a consequence it is continuous in 4. The above
bounds show that this is also uniform in || g||x+2,«, Which ensures these estimates in the
operator norm. Hence, /1 — Dy, (Uy, o f3,)[-](e'?) € ef(H(I,ﬁLz’o‘; Ck+L.e(T) is continuous.

L]

Let us give the corresponding result to Proposition 4.2 in case (B). To this end, we
write

(Un o f)(@®) = /D ORI /@) — fu(r)] dy
- /D f1@ )P In] fa(@®) — fu@®y)|dy.

Proposition 4.6. Let Uy, be defined as in case (B) and let k € Ny, a € (0, 1). There exists
g0 > O sufficiently small such that for h € B, C H(;Hrz’“ we have

h (Un o fi)(€'?) € C1(Bey, CHH1(T)).
More precisely, for h + g € By, it holds that

o7l y)

i _ 1
DUy o fu)lgl(e®) = /Dah [g](p. y) Indy(p, y) dy + b dn(@, )

| (e y)* dy.
where o}[g], 02[g] and dy (¢, y) are given in (4.4).

4.3. Fréchet derivative of the full problem

Here we compute the Fréchet derivative of the second and third components of I in (2.10).

For the second component note that the continuous differentiability of the mapping
(h, X) — VU (X) involves no complications since X = («, 0) is assumed to be close to
Xo = (ay, 0) with ag > 2. Hence, VUj, is smooth on a neighborhood of X and

[ X—y o X—fi)
VUh(X) - U/E}, |X_y|v+2 dy o U/D |X—fh(y)|v+2

in case (A), and

| ) dy

VUh<X>=/ X = /i) | ey dy

p X = f()I?
in case (B). Here, we identify f;, with a function D — R2. We obtain the following result
for the Fréchet derivative (we again identify X = (a,0) € R? = C).
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Lemma 4.7. Let Uy, be defined as in case (A) or case (B) and k € Ny, a € (0, 1). The map

(h,a) — 0x,Up(a,0) is continuously differentiable for |a — ag| < €9, h € By, C H§+2’a,

g0 > 0 sufficiently small, with derivative
D(,a)(3x, Un(a.0))[g. b] = 93, Up(a.0)b + Wy q4[g].
The function Wy, 4(g] is defined by

_ [ —Re[sWIIfH(»)* +2Re[(1 + 1'(y))g"(y)] Rela — fir ()]
Whalgl = [ = Ao dy
o+ 2)/10, Ref(a — ﬁllciy—))f‘h((yy)llljﬂf — /n)] FL )P dy

in case (A), and by

_ [ —RelgOIIH0)P +2Rel(1 + K ()T Rela — fi(»)
ool = | a— /P »
[ 2Rel@— fro)gOIRela = fi ] o
/s PENAIE STy

in case (B).

The mass constraint, i.e. the third component of I, leads to the following Fréchet
derivative:

Lemma 4.8. The Fréchet derivative of the map

h > |Eyl = /D £ (I dx
is given by

g 2Re/ (1 +n")g dx.
D

We omitted the proof of the previous lemmas since they can be easily checked. Finally,
the following differentiability result follows from combining Lemma 4.1, Proposition 4.2,
respectively Proposition 4.6, and Lemmas 4.7, 4.8.

Proposition 4.9. Let k € Ny, o € (0, 1). There is g9 > O sufficiently small such that F €
CY(U; Z**19), where

U = Beo(o) X (ag — €0, a0 + €9) X (Ao — €0, A0 + &0) C xk+2.a

5. Invertibility of the linearized operator

In order to apply the implicit function theorem we need to invert the linearized operator at
the point (0, Xy, A9, 0), i.e. the linear operator

k20 gkFLe (o b 1) b DyanyF (0, ao, Ao, 0)[g, b, ). 6.1
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We recall that the functional spaces are defined in (2.9). It is convenient to write the func-

tion g € Héc +2 using power series of the form
gz) =) gnz"". (5.2)
n>0

Recall that g(0) = 0 and g’(0) = go € R since g € HéC—i—Z,a.

Remark 5.1. Let us briefly comment on the form of the power series (5.2).

(i) We choose an index shift in the coefficients of (5.2), in order that the linearized
operator (5.1) is diagonalized when using a Fourier decomposition; cf. Lemma
5.7.

(i) With this choice the coefficient g corresponds to a rescaling z — (1 + go)z.
Consequently, it appears in the linearization of & > | E|; cf. Lemma 5.7. In the
Fourier series it appears as the zeroth coefficient.

(iii) Furthermore, infinitesimal translations are given by the conformal mappings 7:
z + z + ¢ for small & > 0. In order to satisfy the conditions 7,(0) = 0 and
T/(0) € R we use a Blaschke factor (see (2.1)), yielding the conformal mapping

2
z—¢ z—¢&"z
Z +e= =z + he(z),
1 —ez 1 —ez
(5.3)
ez — g%z ) )
he(z) = — =€z + O(¢%),
1 —ez
as ¢ — 0. In particular, infinitesimal translations correspond to the coefficient of

z2,i.e. g1 in (5.2). In Fourier series they correspond to the coefficients for e

which is g; respectively &1 in the linearization; cf. Lemma 5.7.

+ip
9

The main result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Let k € Ny, o € (0, 1). The operator (5.1) is an isomorphism under the
assumptions of Theorem 2.1.

For the purpose of proving Proposition 5.2 it is necessary to compute explicitly the
form of the linear operator (5.1). This is done in the following subsections, which also
contain further needed auxiliary results.

Linearization of the stream function. For the proof we write the operator ¢[g] =
Dy¢r(0)[g], i.e. the Fréchet derivative of ¢, at h = 0, more explicitly. Due to Lemma
4.1 it solves the equation

Ap = G'(¢o)¢ + 2Re[g'|G(¢o), ¢lap = 0. (5.4)

Hence, using expression (5.2) we find that

2Re[g'(re'?)] = 2Re [Z(n + l)gnr”ei"‘”] = Z(|n| + Déu[g]rMeime, (5.5

n>0 nez
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where the coefficients g?,, [g] are given by

gﬂv n=>1,
En[g] = 2§07 n :07
g_rb n S _1
Recall that g’(0) = go € R since g € H(]; +2:% We use a Fourier decomposition to obtain

the formula

Plhl(r.@) = > (In] + Déalg]An(r)e™?.

nez

where A, (r) solves the ordinary differential equation (see (2.14))
1 N/ n? |n|
—(r4,) — —An — G14n = 1" Go, A (1) =0. 5.6)
r r

Above we used the shortcut notation Go(r) := G(¢o(r)), G1(r) := G’ (¢o(r)). Moreover,
notice that A, = A_, by symmetry.
The function ¢ enters the linearization of F in the following way:

[Veo - Vol(e'®) = ¢ (1)d,p(1,0) = ¢6(1) D (In| + Déalgl Ay, (De™. (5.7
nez
Recall that the unperturbed stream function ¢ is radial. Hereafter we provide a crucial

result concerning the asymptotics of A, (1) as n — oo.

Lemma 5.3. Consider the solution ¢ of (5.4). Then the coefficients A, have the asymp-

totics G |
nli)n;onA;l(l) = (¢+()). (5.8)

Remark 5.4. Compare (5.8) with the explicit solutions for G = —2£2 in Remark 2.3 (iii).

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Let n > 1 throughout the proof. Writing ¢, (r, ¢) = A, (r)e!"? we
have
(A =G =1"e¢"Go.  Gn(l.9) =0.
Since G1 = G’ o ¢pg > 0, the operator A — G with zero boundary conditions is invertible.
Furthermore, since Gy € C*¥3% we have ¢, € C¥+5%(D).
Let us look at the following auxiliary ODE:

1 1N/ n2 n
~(rby) = —5bu = "Go. ba(1) = 0.

Note that comparing it with the ODE solved by A, given in (5.6), only the term Gy is
removed, which is expected to be of lower order for n — oo. It is convenient to write
bn(r) = r"B,(r) with

Loy + 228, = Go. Bty =o.
r r
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We can find the solution explicitly up to a parameter

Bi(1) 1 - r2
2n r2n

Bn(r) =

1! 11 ! S
— %/r G()(S)S ds + EVW/ GO(S)S n ds.

r

In order that 8, exists for r — 0 we choose

1
Bui= ()= [ o+ as, (5.9)

yielding

Ba(r) = D1 I/IG()d L L7 G552
ryy=—-—— s)sas — —— S)S S.
" 2n 2n J, 0 2n r2n J, 0

Observe that |8,,(r)| < C/n for some constant C > 0 independent of r and n.
Let us now decompose

$n(r,90) = (1. 0) + 71 0). Gy (r,0) = 1" Bu(r)e’".
Accordingly, we get the decomposition
An(r) = AN(r) + AZ(r),  Ap(r) = r"Ba(r). (5.10)
Hence, with the above calculations we have
(A= Gy = (A= G1)(dn —¢p) = 1. drlap = 0.

We can apply regularity estimates in Sobolev spaces to obtain
5 5 C 1 1/2 C
1Bwae = Clediliom < ([ 41as) " <55
Here we used @) (r, 9)| < |Bn(r)| < C/n. Applying the trace theorem (cf. [19]) gives
~ C
18, ¢ (1, ) L2 0py < TR

and hence |(A2)'(1)| < C/n3/? 1n conclusion, combining (5.10) and (5.9) we find that

lim nA, (1) = lim n(A}) (1) = lim ng,(1) = lim nB,
n—>o0 n—>o0 n—>oo n—>o00o

. Go(1) 1 L ant2
nlinéo"(zn 12 m+2 [0 Gols)s™ ™ ds
Go(1)) _ G(¢o(1)

2 2

showing the desired result. ]

1
lim n/ Go(s)s?" 1 ds
0
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Linearization of the interaction potential, case (A). Due to Proposition 4.2 we have for
x = €' (we use here the change of variables e!?y > ),

/ 2Re[g' ()] dy+U/ Re[(x =) (g(x) — g(¥))]
D D

lx —y[¥ |x — y[>tY

Dp(Up o fn)ln=olgl(x) = — dy.

As before we use the power series expansion for g given in (5.2). We have

n+1 n+1

-
xX—=Yy

o = s o X _ n dy ]
Di(Un © fi)la=olg](x) ;Re[gn [D (v 2+ 1y )—|x_ ok

Since x = e'? we can use a rotation to obtain

n+1

. 1—y" dy
ZRe[g e’”“’/D( T _2(”+1)yn)—|1_y|u]

Recalling the definition of ¢, in (2.12), the fact that ¢, are real and the definition of é,, [g]
in (5.5), we obtain

Dy(Up o f)la=olgl(e’®) = Y cabnlgle™. (5.11)

nez

where we define ¢, = ¢ for n < 0. The following result will be useful:

Lemma 5.5. The sequence c,, defined in (2.12) with v = 1 satisfies

lim - = o with yo _[ / e 7Lsin®) 4 ge) (5.12)

n—oco Inn (r + §2)3/2

Forv € (0, 1) we have sup,,~ |cn| < 00.

Proof. First of all, we have

Z /ll— dy —(n+ )/ = dy.

1 yk
ckzz—/ ~dy
2 Jp [1—-y]

T "¢ sin(¢)
kll)rgok ck=Vv5. Yo .—v/ / 2 +§2)(2+v)/2 drdt. (5.13)

Note that y = yo for v = 1. With this we infer for v = 1,

Let us define

We show below that

n
. Cn 1
A g = o, Ha= Z_ PR
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Since H, = In(n)(1 + o(1)) as n — oo, this implies the asymptotics (5.12) for v = 1.
The claim for v € (0, 1) is also a consequence of the above asymptotics.
We now prove (5.13). The term ¢y is real valued so that

2 1 cos(kg)
= dodr = I} + I} 5.14
G = / / (1+r2 2r cos ¢)¥/2 pdr =1l + I (5.14)

The two terms [ kl and / ,f are defined by splitting the integral (5.14) with respect to r into
the regions (0, 1/2) and (1/2, 1). We can readily check that

2—v

_ Ck
K>V < e ning 0. (5.15)

To deal with the kz we notice that with the change of variablesr = 1 — s,

2—v  pl1/2 p2m k1
K2 = k / / (1—s) §025(k¢) dods
2 Jo (52 + 4(1 = 5) sin*(p/2))"/2

kv k/2 p2m (1 _ %)k—i—l COS(kgt))
= d
2 /0 /0 [(5)? + 4(1 — ) sin®(£)]v/2

In the second equality we used the change of variables ks = r. Furthermore, writing
ko = ¥ we get

a k/2 p2knm _ L)k+1 COS(W)
k2 vr2 — dv d
e [ / 2 4 4(1 — D)k2sin? (L )]/2 vdr

k/2 pkrm ryk+1
/ / )T cos(¥) dy dr.
[r2 + 4(1 k)k2 smz(ﬂ)]"/2

where we used the symmetry in the last equality. Let us now define the function &z : (0, k)
— (0,2k) by

() = 2ksin( 1),

which is one-to-one and onto. Furthermore, by a Taylor expansion one can show that
L () — ¥ forany ¢ € (0, k) as k — oco. Consequently, we have for the inverse function
Y (&) — ¢ as k — oo. We obtain by the change of variables ¢ — ¢,

k/2 p2k )k+1
K22 = / / — (1 k,);z]m cos(Yi ()4 () di dr.

We now use an integration by parts in ¢ to obtain (note that the boundary terms vanish
since Y (0) = 0, Y (2k) = k)

K22 = /“2 /”‘ (1= P2 sin( (©)

24 (1- r)é-z](v—i-z)/z didr.
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The integrand converges pointwise to

e "{sin(f)
(r2 + £2)0 22

as k — oo. Since

(1 — £>k+2 = exp((k +2) ln(l — %)) <e ',
Y (C) =2k arcsin(%) <C¢,
for say ¢ € (0, 1), a majorant is given by

e”"min(C¢2,0)
(r2 + §2/2)(2+v)/2'

Hence, we get kz_vllf — y¢ - Combining this with (5.15) and (5.14) yields (5.13). [

Linearization of the interaction potential, case (B). By Proposition 4.6 we have for
x = e'%,

Dp(Up o fu)ln=0lgl(x)

=2/Dln|x—y|Re[g(y>1dy+/D

Re[(x =) (g(x) —g(¥))] dy
|x — y|? '

Again, we use the power series expansion for g (cf. (5.2)), yielding

Dy(Up o fi)ln=olgl(e’®)
0 A 1 gl pntl
= ZZRe[gn/ ((n + 1)y"In|x — y| + E—y) dy}.
oy D xX=Yy

For x = ¢'¢ and applying the change of variables y > ¢’y gives

n+1

o0

. 11—
ZZRe[grne’”‘”/ ((n+1)y”1n|1—y| +—L> dy}.
=0 D 2 l—y

As we will see below we have (see (2.13))

1 (1 1) n>1
11—y" S\U-=) nzL
Cn=/((n+1)yn1n|1_y|+-—y Jay =124 n (5.16)
D 2 1-y T n=0
27

Recalling the definition of §,, [g] in (5.5), we have (see (5.11))

Di(Un o fi)ln=olgl(e’®) = D cunlgle’™.

nez

where we again define ¢, = ¢, forn < 0.



D. Alonso-Orén, B. Kepka, and J. J. L. Veldzquez 32

Let us now prove (5.16). For n = 0 the integral reduces to Up(1) + 7/2 = 7/2; cf.
Lemma 3.5. For the other cases let us first observe that

1 l_yn+1 1 & 1& 2 pl ) T
E/Tdy:EZ/ykdyZEZ/ / rke’k‘prdrdga:E. (5.17)
D y k—0’D k—=0"0 (!

Moreover, we can also write

1 2n
n+ 1)/ Y|l —y|ldy = (n+ 1)/ / e In|l —re'®|rdrde. (5.18)
D o Jo
Hence, using the expansion

A 1 A .
In|l —re'’| = =(In(1 —re'?) + In(1 — re™"?))
2

1( X Lk+1,i(k+ e 0 rk+1e—i(k+1)¢>)
k

_+
= k+1 = k+1

and plugging it in (5.18) we find that

v

1 1
(n+1)/y”ln|1—y|dy=—2nn+ / rtldr = ——.
D 2n  Jo 2n

Thus, combining (5.17) and (5.18) we infer (5.16).

Remark 5.6. Let us note that in both cases (A) and (B) we have ¢; = 0. This holds
in general since (Up, o f,)(1) = Up(1), where he(z) = ez? + O(¢?) is associated to
translations; see formula (5.3) in Remark 5.1. We hence obtain

d
¢1 = Dy(Uy o fidla=olz2)(D) = —| _ (U, o fi)(1) = 0.

As mentioned in Remark 5.1, the effects of conformal mappings due to translations appear
to first order in the Fourier modes n = =1 and thus in the coefficient c;.

Linearization of the full problem. We summarize the full linearized operator at (hy =
0,a9, A9, m = 0) in the following lemma:

Lemma 5.7. The operator Dy, 4 3)F (0, ag, Ao, 0) has the form

Lg—p
(8.0, 1) > | Q5b — 0%, Uo(ao. 0)b — Wo,alg] | .
JT]’Z()
Lg(@) = 20080+ Y @ngne™ + Y wpgine’™.
n>1 n<—1

1 1
on = =590 (Inl + 1) + @G (DA, (1)(In] + 1) = 52 + €l

Here, Wy 4,(g] is defined in Lemma 4.7 in both cases (A) and (B).
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Note that in the last component of the linearized operator we again identify R? = C.
Furthermore, the coefficients w, have appeared already in (2.11).

Proof of Lemma 5.7. The first component of IF in (2.10) has the linearization at the point
(l’l = O, Xo,ko,m = 0)

(8. 1) = ¢ (1D)3,d(1,0) — ¢y (1)* Re[g’ ("))
— Q2Re[e ™ g(e'*)] + Dy (Un o fi)ln=olgl(e™®) — .

Using (5.2) and (5.5) we obtain

Refe ()] = 5 3 Ealgle™.

neZ

Using both (5.7) and (5.11) yields the expression for the first component. Applying the
definition of én [g] in (5.5) yields the form of the operator Lg.

The linearization of the second component I in (2.10) is a consequence of Lemma
4.7. For the last component, note that the linearization of the mass constraint in Lemma

4.8 becomes g — m Re[go] = 7 gy, since g € Hé€+2’a. This concludes the proof. ]

Before providing the proof of Proposition 5.2 we need to show the following result on
Fourier multipliers on the torus in Holder spaces.

Lemma 5.8. Let k € N and a € (0, 1). Consider a sequence 8 = (Bn)n of the form
Bn =k/(n| + by), Bo =0, n € Z with some real constant k # 0. Assume that b, # —|n|
is a sequence satisfying sup, o |bu||n|”" < C for some 0 <y < 1/2. Then the periodic
pseudo-differential operator

OP(BIE(@) = Y Pubne™

neZ\{0}
k,a k+1,a
defines a bounded map Cy"(T) — C, (T).

Proof. Recall that the Hilbert transform H defined by the Fourier multipliers —isgn(n) is
a bounded map Céc’a (T) - Cé"“ (T) for all k € N, @ € (0, 1). Since the operator with
multiplier 1/in corresponds to integration, we conclude that the operator with multiplier
1/|n| = isgn(n)/in is a bounded map Cé"“(T) — Cé‘“’a(T).

We now write

K K b, K
Bn=17— =0+
In| In| (In]+bn)  |n]

By assumption it holds that ¢; < |1 + b, /|n|| for some constant ¢; > 0. Hence, we have

bul __C ¢

I'al < .
Il = el = Ty S a2
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Thus, the sequence r = (r,,), satisfies the p-condition in [10, Theorem 3.1] with p = 1/2
and hence OP(r) constitutes a bounded map Cé"“ (T) — Céc’“ (T) forallk e N, € (0, 1).
In the mentioned reference, periodic Besov space B, ., have been used. Recall that B,
coincides with the classical Holder space C**(T) for s = k 4+ a ¢ N. This concludes the
proof. |

Proof of Proposition 5.2. We consider cases (A) and (B) simultaneously, since the proof
is the same. Given (S, Z, M) € ZKt1e = Ck+Le¢(T) x R x R we want to solve for
(g.b,p) € H§+2’a x R x R the equations

Lg—pn=S5,
Q2b — 82 Uo(ao. 0)b — Woa,lg] = Z. (5.19)
T[é():M.

First, we have g9 = M /7. For the first equation in (5.19) we decompose S in its Fourier
coefficients (Sy)nez. Then the first equation in (5.19) becomes

26()0M

n>1 n<-—1 n>1 n<—1

Recall that 3'_,,, = §,, for n > 0 since S is a real-valued function. We then choose y =
2woM/m — Sp. Since the multipliers w,, of £ are non-zero by assumption (2.15), we can
define £L7! = OP(w;, !). By Lemmas 5.3 and 5.5 we can write

_ Inl+ b

Wp s K_l = _¢(/)(1)2»
K

with sup,, o [bn||n|™" < C for any y > 0. Note that by our assumption in Theorem 2.1 we
also have ¢ (1) # 0. We can hence apply Lemma 5.8 yielding F € Céc 20 (T) defined
by

F = 0P(w; ")(S — So).

Note that F is real valued with ﬁn = §n Jwy, forn > 1.
The function F is only defined on the torus. We now define the function g from F via

. M S,
g(z) = 8oz + Y Fpz"t' = —z+ > w—”z"“. (5.20)
n

n>1 n>1

We need to show that g € H§+2’°‘. To this end, define the function F := %(1 +H)F,
recalling that { denotes the Hilbert transform. The function F has the Fourier decompo-
sition

Fp) =) Fae™. |Flcrram) < IFllcrsracry.

n>1
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The last inequality follows from the fact that 3(: Ck+2:%(T) — C*+2:%(T) is bounded
with [|H|| = 1. Since F contains only Fourier modes n > 0, there is a unique holomorphic
extension in C*+2:%(ID). This extension has the power series expansion
F(z) = Z F,z"*1.
n>1
Consequently, the function g(z) := goz + F(z) e Héc +2:% gatisfies (5.20) and hence also
(5.19).
Finally, we determine b in (5.19). To this end, we need to solve

(QE - Uy (ao))b = Z + Wo 4,2l

At this point W 4,(g] is a determined real number. We observe that due to (2.8) and
Lemma 3.6,

Ug(ao) Uglao) | Ug (ao)
2 _ g — 0 T — _ -0 0
2~ Uy (a) = =2 = U tao) = —ao (== 5 + =2 )
__, 4 Us(r)
_—GOE r=ao[ ; ]>0

Thus, we can invert the above equation in terms of b.
The above arguments show that D 4 1)[F (0, a0, Ao, 0) is one-to-one and onto. Hence,
it is an isomorphism which concludes the proof. ]

6. Proof of Theorem 2.1 and consequences

In this last section we first provide the proof of Theorem 2.1. We also include the details
towards Corollary 2.2, which is a direct consequence of the previous main result.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Due to Proposition 4.9 the function F is continuously differen-
tiable. Under assumption (2.15) and by Proposition 5.2 we can invert the linearized opera-
tor D 4,1 (0, a0, A0,0). Hence, we can apply the implicit function theorem; see Lemma
3.3. This concludes the proof. ]

Proof of Corollary 2.2. For the sake of clarity we divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1: Symmetry. We first prove the symmetry of the domain Ej,. To this end, we show
that the function g(z) := h(Z) € H§+2’°’ satisfies F (g, a, A, m) = 0. Note that g induces a
conformal map fg which parameterizes the domain R(E}y), where R(x1,x2) = (X1, —x2).
As a consequence of the uniqueness of solutions to (2.3), the stream function satisfies
Yg (x) = ¥ (Rx). Furthermore, we have, recalling X = (a, 0),

Ug (x) = Ur(g,)(x) = Up(Rx),
Ux(x) = Ux(Rx).
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Since (h,a, A, m) is a solution, we obtain from (2.6), which is equivalent to the first
component of I, and application of x — Rx,

1 Q2
5|v¢1pg(x)|2 — 70|x|2 + Ug(x) + mUx(x) = A, x € 0E,.

The other components of F(g,a, A, m) = 0 follow in the same manner. By the unique-
ness statement of the implicit function theorem we have f,(z) = fg(z) = fr(Z), i.e. the
domain E} is symmetric.

Step 2: Solution. The symmetry of the domain Ej implies
A, Un(X) =0 = Q3 X5.

We can now define the non-hydrostatic pressure P as in (2.5) and observe that all equa-
tions but the last one in system (1.6) are satisfied for v = VX, X = (a,0) and P.

Step 3: Center of mass. We now show that the last equation in (1.6) is a consequence of
the other equations in (1.6). More precisely, they imply that the center of mass is zero:

1
X. = ([ xdx+mX) =0.
m+m\Jg,

Combining the first equation and the fifth equation in (1.6) gives

(r + m)SZ%XC = [ (v-V)v+2Q0Jv + VP)dx + mVUL(X).
Ey

Since (v - V)v = div(v ® v) and v - n, = 0 on JE}, the first term is zero. Furthermore,
due to v = V+yy, = JVyy, and ¥, = 0 on 0E}, we have

/ Jvdxz—[ Vi dx = — YpnpdS = 0.
Eh Eh BE;,
We have for the non-hydrostatic pressure,
/ Vde=/ PnhdS=/ (Un + mUx)ny dS,
Eh Eh 8Eh
where we used the fourth equation in (1.6). Furthermore, we have in case (A),

1 ny
mVUL(X) = —m Vy| —— |d =—m/ —dSs
W) L Ul Ele o, X =y 50

= —-m / Uxnp dS.
J0E),
In case (B) we get a corresponding equality. This yields

(r + m)QX, = / Upnyp dS.
AE;,
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By symmetry of the interaction potential we obtain in case (A),

/ UhnhdS:/ VUh(x)dx:v/ / x;yzdxdyzo.
OE), Ep Ey JE, |x —yIPt

However, this argument holds only for v < 1 due to the singularity. For v = 1 we use
an approximation. The same conclusion holds in case (B). This implies X, = 0, since
Qo # 0, which concludes the proof. ]
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