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MOON HYPERSURFACES AND SOME RELATED
EXISTENCE RESULTS OF CAPILLARY HYPERSURFACES
WITHOUT GRAVITY AND OF ROTATIONAL SYMMETRY

FEI-TSEN LIANG

Let Q. (R) be a domain in R” bounded by two spherical caps
-1 -

nn and R, with P—n——l— <R<1

(cf. Figure 1 for n = 3). We consider the vertical cylinder Z

over 9Q,(R) and seek a hypersurface ug(z;,... ,z,) over Q. (R)

of constant mean curvature H = 1 which meets Z in the angle

w (vertically downward) over ¥;(R) and the angle 0 (vertically

upward) over Xy(R); intuitively and essentially, this amounts
to seeking a solution to the problem

¥, and X, of respective radii

divTuR = n

(0.1) _J-1  onZXZi(R)
v-Tun= {1 on 5 (R),

v being outward unit normal.

0. Introduction.

In view of the shape of the base domain Q. (R), we shall, as in [FG] for n = 2,
refer to Q. (R) as n-dimensional moon domains and as in [F2], refer to the
solution of (0.1) as moon (hyper)-surfaces. Such a moon surface (n = 2) is
chosen to majorize the gradient of solution u(z) of

(0.2) divTu=2

in B, R? < R < 1, with R = 0.565406... being the unique value of
R for which ¥ (R) passes through the center of the circle including ¥ (R).
This enables us to show the existence of apriori gradient bounds for solution
of the equation (0.2) in BR,R(()Z) < R<1,in [FG].

0.1. We note that, an integration of (0.1) over the section 2, (R) yields
(0.3) [Z2(R)| — [Z1(R)] = n|Q(R)].

Thus, the condition (0.3) is necessary for existence of the moon hypersurfaces
UR.
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In §3 and §5.1 of this paper, the existence of n-dimensional moon domains

Q.(R), 1>R> "—
for n = 3 and n > 3, respectively. The existence of moon hypersurfaces, for
n =3 and n > 3, will be proved in §1 and §5.2, respectively. These results
may help us to extend the above-mentioned apriori gradient estimates to
higher dimensions.

, characterized by the condition (0.3), will be verified,

0.2. Asin [F2] and §3 of [L1] for n = 2, we shall, in §2 and §5.3, for n = 3
and n > 3, respectively, in a suitable sense indicated there, construct the
moon (hyper)-surface as a limit of solutions u, to (1.2) defined throughout
the sphere Br including 3,(R). This result will also be applied in [L2] to
show that absolute gradient estimates cannot hold for solutions of

(0.4) divTiu=n

in Br, R < R, R{"™ being the unique value of R for which £;(R) passes
through the center of the sphere including ¥»(R). As calculated in the ending
of §4, we have

—2+ 219

g = 0.746421987 - (cf. (4.11)).

Ry =

For n > 3, R{" is determined as in §5.1.1.

¥, (R)

-e

Figure 1. (n=3)

0.3. The proof of the existence of the moon hypersurfaces ug and the exis-
tence of that sequence of solutions converging to it are reduced to the general
existence results in Finn [F1]. That is, in §1, we shall verify, for n = 3,

(0.5.1)
#[Q°] = 189° N Q| + |0Q° N T,| — |99° N Sy| + n|Q°] > 0
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(0.5.2)
P[0 = 090 N QL] — [99° N 1| + 02N Sy| — n]Q > 0

for every Caccioppoli set 2° C Q,, Q° # ¢, Q,; in §2, we shall verify, for
n = 3, for e sufficiently small

(0.6.1)
P[] = [09° N Q.| — (1 — €)]N° NS, — B,

(0.6.2)
P[Q°] = [09° N Q| + (1 — €)]0N° N Sy + B.

89° N i:. +n|Q° >0,

89° N i‘l —n|Q°| > 0,

for every Caccioppoli set Q° C Bg, 1 > R > 2/3, Q° # ¢, Br where & =
OBr — 5, and B.(R) is a constant depending on R, and defined by the
equation (2.1); =1 < B, < 1for1 > R > 2/3 and —1 < B, < 0 for
1> R > RY. The verification of (0.5.1), (0.5.2), (0.6.1) and (0.6.2), however,
is not a straightforward generalization of that of the two dimensional case,
due to the fact that the hypersurfaces of constant mean curvature are in
general not spherical. A new approach is inexcusably required. We will
draw on the technique of the rearrangement of level curves. The rotational
symmetry of both the boundary surface dBr and the boundary data will
therefore play a crucial role in our investigation. Also, in this connection,
we find that, in both cases of §1 and §2, it is more easy and natural to discuss
[Q2°] than ¢[Q°); thus because of the respective equivalence of (0.5.1), (0.6.1)
and (0.5.2), (0.6.2), we will restrict our attention to (0.5.2) and (0.6.2). In
either case, a minimizing body for 1[Q2°] exists and, using our new technique,
the only possible non-empty minimizing body for [Q2°] is shown to have a
spherical cap of radius 2/3 and passing through 0%; as its boundary in
the sphere By (obtained by completing ¥,). This only possible non-empty
minimizing body includes or is included in a hemisphere in the case of §1
or §2, respectively, and has b > 0 in either case, thereby proving that the
empty set is the one and only minimizing body for 4[Q°]. (0.5.2) and (0.6.2)
are immediate consequences of this.

The main tool used in this case of §1 is, what is known as the classical
isoperimetric inequality. We, however, find difficulties in applying this tech-
nique to the case of §2, mainly due to the boundary data 1 — e being unequal
to 1. Steiner symmetrization is suitably modified to prove that the minimiz-
ing body for [Q°] in (0.6.2) is a surface of revolution, with the extremely
useful help of the analyticity of the boundary surface in Bg of a minimizing
body for 4[Q] and n = 3, (which is provided by Massari [Mal).
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0.4. For simplicity of writing and convenience of visualization, we deal ex-
clusively with the case of three dimensional domains in §1, §2, §3 and §4.
In the chapter §5, we will extend the results in these chapters to domains
of dimension higher than three. We note that, for n > 7, Massari’s Theo-
rem [Ma)] does not yield the analyticity of the boundary surface in Bg of a
minimizing body for ¢[Q?]. This difficulty of extension, however, as we shall
observe in §5.3, is insubstantial. Reviewing the argument used in §2 and
§5.3, incidentally, will enable us to formulate in §6 some existence results of
capillary hypersurfaces whose domain of definition and boundary data are
of rotational symmetry about the same axis.

1. Existence of the Moon Hypersurfaces for n = 3.
In this section, we shall prove.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q, C R® be a “moon domain”, bounded by two spherical
caps 3, and ¥, with the respective radii % and R, 1> R > %, which satisfies
the condition

(1.1) 21| = 2] = 3|%].
Then the problem
(1.2)divTu=3 in Q,,
/Q (wp,Ci + 3n) dz +/>3 ndo _/2 ndo =0 for alln € H'(Q,)
* 1 2

where Ci =Neyy W= V 1+ 'p|27 b= (plap27p3)a Di = Vg,

has a solution u(z), unique up to an additive constant.

1.1. Background information. As in §2 of [L1], we reduce the proof of
Theorem 1.1 to the general existence results in Finn [F1}, which, although
have been formulated for two dimensional domains, can be easily extended
to higher dimensions by the same argument.

As in [F1], the capillary problem in the absence of gravity can be reduced
to the variational problem for a functional

f[u]=/Q\/l+|Du|2+nH/9udx—/m,8(s)uda,

with 8(s), —1 < B(s) < 1, being piecewise Lipschitz continuous on the
boundary 9 of a bounded domain Q C R", and H being a constant. As in
§2 of [L1], for future reference we formulate
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Proposition 1. If, for a piecewise Lipschitz domain ), both the conditions

(1.3) $[9°] = [89° N Q| —/ Bds +nH|Q°| >0
aQoNon

and

(1.4) p) =lo*ngl+ [ gds—nH|2]>0
aNenan

hold for every Caccioppoli set Q° # ¢, Q(Q° C Q). Then there is a minimiz-
ing function u(z) € BWVoo(Q) for &[u]. Furthermore, the minimizing function
is unique up to an additive constant, is regular and locally bounded in (2,
satisfies in Q the Eq. (0.1) and the variational condition

(1.5) [ @nGe+ntimdzs— [ pn=o0
Q anN
for any 1 € HYNQ), G = n,,; here

W= 1+|pl2’ p:(p17p27--- >pn), Pi = Ug;-

1.2. The Proof of Theorem 1.1. In view of Proposition 1, it suffices to
show (0.5.1) and (0.5.2) for every Caccioppoli set Q° C Q,, Q° # ¢, Q,.

To show this, we first observe that if 2 c Q,, then
(1.6) p[Q]=10Q°NQ+3[Q° >0
$ Q0] = |89° N Q| - 3[Q°] > 0
where the last inequality is an immediate consequence of the following Propo-
sition. (Henceforth, we denote the characteristic function of a Caccioppoli
set £ as @p/, and the integral [z |Dyg|, denoted as the perimeter of E in
Bp, is defined by [ |Dyg| = sup [;_ g divg among all vector functions

g € C;(Bgr), |lg| < 1. This integral equals the surface area of JF in Bg
whenever this boundary is smooth.)

Proposition 2. If A is a Caccioppoli set with A C Bg, 0 < R < 1, then

/ DAl —3/ oadz > 0.
BR Br

Proof. Let v(z), defined on B, describe the lower unit hemisphere, then

(1.7) divIv=3 in B;.



438 FEI-TSEN LIANG

If AC Bg, 0 < R <1, we can integrate the Eq. (1.7) in A, obtaining

3 [ pads= / divTvdz = —(Dya, Tv),
Br A

and hence, as |[Tv| < 1in 4,3 [ padz < [p_|Dpal. a

(We note that this result is alternatively obtained in Giusti [G1], pages
114 and 115.)

Thus it now suffices to consider all those sets intersecting 92, with a set
of positive area. We shall show that (0.5.2) holds for all those Q° & Q. which
have either or both of |0Q° N ;| and |8Q° N E,| > 0. Once we show this,
since, for all the Caccioppoli sets Q° C 12,,

(1.8) ¢[Q°] =[0°NQ|+ |02° N T | — |0Q2° Ny | + 3|Q°|

=|0Q2°N Q| - T, Na (2 — Q)|

+ |2, N0 (2 — Q%) - 3|2 —=Q°, (by (1.1))

=9 [Q. -],
(0.5.2) implies that there also holds (0.5.1) for all the Caccioppoli sets Q° C
Q,, Q° # ¢, Q.. The proof of Theorem 1.1 can thus be completed.

To show this, we first observe that if Q° has [0Q° N X, | = 0, then ¥[Q°] =
|092° N Q| + |0N° N E| — 3| > 0, again due to Proposition 2.

n?

r=05,CP

Figure 2.

Thus, it suffices to consider all those Caccioppoli sets Q° with |0Q°NYZ;| >
0 and |02° N (R, UX,)| being connected. We observe also that, for all such
sets we can always assume that Q° N X, = 3, for otherwise we could add
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to Q° and e-neighbourhood of 3; and then pass to limit as ¢ — 0*. (Here
we note that the boundary data 3. being = —1 on ¥; enables us to do so.)
We call the collection of these sets as S. For sets in S, we have

(1.9) B [°] =090 N Q| — S| + [09° N 2y| - 3|Q°;

to minimize this expression (1.9) among all these sets in S, however, is
equivalent to minimizing

(1.10) P* [Q°] = [0Q° N Q.| + |092° N E,| — 3 |2° U Q..

in the same collection of sets, where €Q,, is that part of Br — (2, lying above
the unique plane P passing through the circle I' = 9%, (see Figure 2). Here
and in the following, we assume Bpr to be the sphere that is obtained by
completing ¥,, P to be the z,y plane and that side of P containing the
center of By to be “above” P.

As in §2 of [L1], we consider a minimizing sequence {Qg’} for the functional
1*[02°] in (1.10), and use the same argument to conclude from Theorem 1.19
in Giusti [G2] that there is a subsequence of {¢qo} that converges in LY(2)

to ¢ and that setting »=80N0Q,

=] = [ IDwal <int [ |Dyu|-
Q. Q.

Further, we have
¥ [0] <infy [29],
by a reasoning similar to that used for the proof of Lemma 6.3 in Finn [F1].

We proceed to characterize the geometry of .

Proposition 3. If % # ¢, then Y must be a spherical cap passing through
0%,.

Figure 3.
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Proof of Proposition 3. We consider an arbitrary body F in 2, US2,,UX; (cf.
Figure 3), passing through I' = %, and bounded below by the disk PN Bg.
From the discussion below Figure 2 and above (1.9), we may, without loss of
generality, assume that F'\ Q,, is in the collection S. Now that ¥*[FNQ,] =
|OF N (2, U Xy)| - 3|F|, we shall prove Proposition 3 by constructing a body
F such that F° \ Q.. is in the collection S, and that

7| =171,
|0F N (Q U T,)| > |aﬁm Q.U 22)|,
where the last equality holds only when 9F N (2, U X,) is a spherical cap

passing through I
We observe first that, for each value V with

Q| <V < Q.U Q,,

b

a spherical cap passing through I" and situating above P exists, the volume
enclosed by which and disk P N By, is equal to V. (Cf. Figure 4).

Figure 4.
Now that
1. < |F| < [Q UQ.|,
a body with
Fl=m

exists which has a spherical cap $ as its boundary in €2,. Obviously, fi \ Q..
is in the collection S. Furthermore, we may extend the spherical cap X to a
full sphere ¥ which is the boundary of a ball B. Then

F|+|B - F|=|F|+|B-F|=1B|,
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and the isoperimetric inequality for three dimensions (Cf. [MM], p. 92)
asserts that
[0F N (Q, UXy)| + ’Z \ Z’ > ¥,

that is,

|0F N (R, US,)| > | [aFn u22)],

and equality holds only when F = F'. O

Also, by the analyticity of ¥ (see [Ma]), we may use an argument similar
to that one used to prove Lemma 6.4 in page 148 of [F1] to conclude.

Lemma 1. If Y # ¢ then ¥ must consist of surfaces of constant mean
curvature 3/2 and §) lies on the side of ¥ into which the curvature vector
points.

Putting Proposition 3 and Lemma 1 together, we see that a non-empty )
must be a spherical cap of radius 2/3, which can possibly occur only when 3;
is a subset of a hemisphere of radius 2/3 and ¥ strictly includes a hemisphere
of radius 2/3. In case that ¥, is included in a hemisphere, denting ¥, as the
spherical cap of radius 2/3, included in €2, and @y as the body enclosed by
Yo and ¥;, we shall show

P [ UQL] 97 [0] >0, where ¢ [2.] = |54] - 3]0..]
and hence

P [Qo] = " [0 U Qu] — [Z1] + 3]
> ,l)b* [Q**] - IEII + 3 'Q**l
=0,

thereby proving (0.5.2), as minimizing % and 1* are one and the same matter.

In fact, adopting spherical coordinates with origin at the center 0 of By /3

2sin(m — 6
including Xy, we choose 6, < 7/2 so that the equation r = __Sm(7r 1) is

that for the circle I' (= 9%,). Thus, (cf. Figure 5) as calculated in (3 7) and
(3.8) for R = 2 (cf. (3.1), (3.3))

3

Ph* [ﬁo U Q**] -9 [Q.] = (—8—7r + Eﬂ' cos 01) — (—8~7r — éw cos 01)

27 27 27 27
16
= 2—77r cos® 6,
> 0,

as desired.
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J

I

r

Figure 5.

2. Moon Hypersurfaces constructed as a generalized solution
over By in the sense of Miranda for n = 3.

As in Sec. 7.11 of Finn [F1], II of Finn [F2], or §3 of [L1], let us extend the
spherical cap X, to a full sphere dBg, and write Y =08Br— % (cf. Figure
6). Then if € is small enough, it will be verified in §5 that there is unique
BAR), -1 <B.<1lforl>R>2/3and -1<fB. <0forl>R>RY,

such that data
g = E— € on ?z
Be on X,
satisfies the necessary condition

(2.1) (1- ) [Zo] + B

§| = 3|Bg|

for the existence of a minimizing function u.(z) € BV, (Bg), which mini-
mizing the functional

[u] = 1+ |Vul2+3 [ wds— (s)uds,
el = [ irvup+3 [ ude— [ p(suds

and thus (cf. Proposition 1) satisfies
divTu, =3

in Bpg; here (2.1) is necessary because substituting n(z) = 1 (in Bpg) into the
variational condition (1.5) for this particular function £¢[u] yields (2.1).

We shall show that (a) this minimizing function u.(z) indeed ezists if € is
small enough, and (b) as € = 0, |Vu,| cannot be bounded in € for any subset
of |21]| of positive area.
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X

—— ¥ = 8Bg\Z

Figure 6.

2.1. To prove (a), in view of Proposition 1, it suffices to show that, for
sufficiently small €, (0.6.1) and (0.6.2) hold for every Caccioppoli set Q2° C
Br, Q° # ¢, Bg. To show this, as in §1, we first observe that, if Q0 C Bp,
then

¢ [2°] = 10Q°| +3|Q°| > 0,
% [Q°] = [89°] - 3|Q°| > 0,

where the last inequality readily follows from Proposition 2 in §1. Thus,
it suffices to consider all those sets whose intersection with 0Bp is a set
of positive area. We shall show that (0.6.2) for n = 3 holds for all those

Q° & Q, which have [0Q° N X,[ > 0 or ‘690 N f]| > 0. As in §1, we note that
proof of (a) will be completed once we verify the truth of (0.6.2), because
there holds by virtue of (2.1),

¢ [Q°] = ¢ [Br — '],

for each Caccioppoli set Q° C Bp.
To show (0.6.2) for n = 3, we first observe that if € s small enough,

P [Q°] = [89° N Bg] + (1 —€) |0Q° N, — 3|92° >0

for all the Caccioppoli sets Qy with ’690 N f]’ = 0. This follows from Propo-
sition 2 and Giusti [G1], Lemma 1.

Thus it suffices to consider all those Caccioppoli sets Q° with ’690 N f). >
0 and 9Q° N (Bgr U %) being connected.
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As in §1, we may try to minimize 1 [2°] among all the Caccioppoli sets
Q and consider a minimizing sequence {Qg} for 1 [Q°] ; the same reasoning

concludes that there exists a subsequence of the {(pg?} converging in L(Q)
to ¢g such that
Wb [Q] < infe [Q;’] .

Set & = Q1N Bg. If £ # ¢, we have shown that ]aﬁ N i‘l > 0.

Due to the very fact that B, # 1, it seems infeasible to proceed further as
in §1. We may, however, take a different approach and arrive at the same
conclusion. The main idea of the following discussion is provided by Steiner’s
solution to the two dimensional isoperimetric problem.

Our main aim is to show

Proposition 4. The only non-empty candidate for 2:] is the spherical cap
Y;. In other words, the only non-empty candidate for Q is B — Q,.

We again let P to be the unique plane passing through the circle I' =
0%; N 0By and designate P as the z,y plane so that the center of Bg has
the z-coordinate z > 0.

To prove Proposition 4, we shall proceed to verify

Proposition 3*. If ¥ # ¢, then & is made up of surfaces of revolution
about the Z-azxis.

We will reduce the proof of Proposition 3* to that of the following

Proposition 3**. If S # ¢, then at each point of 5, the tangent of the
horizontal cross-section of ¥ through this point is the normal of the unique
vertical plane ax + by = 0,a,b : constants, passing through this point (and
the origin).

The equivalence of Proposition 3* and Proposition 3** is obvious; in fact,
at each height zy, Proposition 3** yields that

zz+yy=0

for each connected subarc (z(t), y(t), zo) of the horizontal cross-section of ¥,
which holds if and only if

z? + y2 = constant,

ie., (z(t),y(t),20) describes a circle with the center on the z-axis. This
amounts to Proposition 3*.
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We thus proceed to give a

Proof of Proposition 3**. Consider a vertical plane P: az+ by =20, a,b:
constants, which divides € into two non-empty parts Q; and Q, (and of
course passes through a great circle of 0Bg). We can assume 1[Q;] < 9[Q,].
Reflecting the body €2; in the plane ﬁ, we obtain a body €2} on the opposite
side of the plane P such that

QU C B
Then
Yl U Q}] = Y] + (9] - 2[00, N P|
<[] + [] - [0, 0 P| - |02, N P|
=[]
since P[] = P[] < [)] (cf. Remark 1 below) and |90, N P| =

|392

Q) =9 [ﬁ} (and hence 9[Q,;] = ¥[Q:]). The body ©; U ] is therefore an-
other minimizing body for ¥[}] and the theorem of Massari [Ma] thus yields
the analyticity of the boundary surface of ; U2} in Bg. In other words,
21 U E’ is an analytic surface in Bg, where 21 = 00, N Br and E’ is the
reﬂectlon of £, in the plane P.In particular, each horizontal cross-section
of ;U E’ must consist of smooth arcs, which is possible only if Proposition
3** holds, (for otherwise a cusp would have appeared at a certain horizontal
cross-section of £; U $1). O

, by construction. The minimizing property of € yields ¥[Q; U

Remark 1. We note that 1[Q}] = ¥[] because of the rotational symme-
try of both the boundary surface dBr and the boundary data f..

In Proposition 3*, we know that 8% N 8Bg C SU8T, by the fact that e
can be arbitrarily small and the reasoning used in the proof of Proposition 3
in §1. Thus, (0.6.2) yields that 8% N B must be a connected subset of s,
for otherwise replacing a part of ¥ below 8%, by that part of S surrounding
it yields a smaller value for 1. Thus, the reasoning used in the proof of
Proposition 3 yields that ¥ must be spherical. Also, the reasoning following
the proof of Proposition 3 excludes that spherical cap situated above ¥, and
passing through 0%, .

Furthermore, in Proposition 3*, were ¥ situating below ¥;, then a rigid
motion of it would result in a body meeting S with the same surface area and
therefore yielding the same value for 9 (cf. Figure 7), which, however, would
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by no means be symmetric with respect to the z-axis, violating Proposition
3*. We thus precluded the occurence of ¥ being a spherical cap other than
Y,. Proposition 4 is finally proved.

small congruent to ¥
and yet asymmetric
with respect to the z-axis

a surface of revolution
of constant mean curvature

Figure 7.

Now that Proposition 4 has been proved, our proof of (a) is complete by
observing that

pi§U] = ¢[Br — U]
= Gl + 1] = [Z2]) + €]
= €| %], by (0.3)
> 0.

2.2. Next, to prove (b), we note that a proof for (b) given in §3.2 of [L1]
for the two dimensional domains extends in an obvious may to arbitrary
dimensional domains and we do not repeat it here.

We, however, recall that, in the course of our proof, we have incidentally
proved

Proposition 5.
/ v-Tuc.ds — —|%4], ase€—0
P}

and Tu.(z) = v(zo), as € = 0, uniformly for zo € T,.

We therefore gain the rough impression that the solution of (0.6) in Q. has
been constructed as a limit of solutions u. defined throughout Bg, as stated
in §0.0.2. We may proceed to gain a rigid and precise understanding on this.
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As in §3.3.3 of [L1], according to a theorem of Miranda [M], we know that
a subsequence of {u.} can be found which converges in By to a generalized
solution u(z) of the equation (0.4), n = 3, in L} .(Bgr). Set P and N and
normalize the solutions u. in essentially the same way as we have done in
§3.3.3 of [L1]. We again have

Proposition 6. Both the sets N and Br — P minimize the functional
(23) 9% =100° N Ba|+ By [02° N 5| + [00° N 5| - 312°),

among all the Caccioppoli sets Q° C Bgr, Q° # ¢ or Br, where

3|Br| — |2

0<fBp=""E 1220 <1,
=]

Repeating our reasoning for proving Proposition 4, we again know that
the minimizing body for (2.3) must be either empty or else B — Q,. In
consideration of our normalization, the results in (b) and the reasoning used
in §3.3.4 of [L1] therefore again yield that P = ¢ and N = Bg—2,. We thus
prove that the regularity domain of u coincides with §2.. Also, the reasoning
used in the ending of §3.3.3 of [L1] or Theorem 7.8 in [F'3] again yields
the identity of the function u and the solution to (1.2) (or (0.1)) in Q.. We
therefore arrive at an accurate interpretation of what we asserted.

3. The Existence of Three Dimensional Moon Domains ,(R) for
1>R>2/3.

Consider the function
(3.1) f(r;0) = og(r) — 3vg(r)

where o¢(z) is the area of the spherical cap D,,,) whose boundary 8D,
is a circle of radius p = rsiné on 0B, and Vj(r) is the volume enclosed by
the spherical cap D, ) and the plane passing through the circle D,
(cf. Figure 8). We readily see that, if Q,(R), 1 > R > 2/3, exists, the
equation of the circle I' = 9%, (R) is p = 2 sin6;(R) where 6, (R) is the root
of the equation

(3.2) f(R;m—4(0)) — £(2/3;6) =0 (cf. (L.1) or (0.3)),

with

(3.3) ¥(0) = sin"" 2?;9.
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Figure 8.

We shall justify, for 1 > R > 2/3, the existence of 2,(R) by showing the
existence of a root 8 = 6,(R) for the equation

9(R;0) =0,
with
(34) 9(R;0) = f(R;m —(9)) — f(2/3;0).
We have
(3.5) os(z) = 2077 /0 ’ sin@do = 21r2(1 — cosh),
and

(3.6) Vp(r)= 1r/r (r? — 2*)dz = 7r*(2/3 — cos O + 1/3 cos® 6).

rcos @

Hence, by (3.1),

2\ _ 8r 8 3
(3.7) f (3—,6) =3 (1 —cosf) 277r(2 3 cos @ + cos’ 0)
8 8 3
= ﬁﬂ' - ﬁﬂCOS 0,
and

(3.8) f(R,m—(0))
= 2w R*(1 + cos ¥(0)) — mR3(2 + 3 cos 1(8) — cos® 1(h)),
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with

(3.9) cosp(6) = 1/1— [2?;0] (cf. (3.3)).

By (3.4), (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9), we have

ifR<1
(3.10) o(R,0) = dxR? —arge ]~ O MES<L
—0, ifR=1,
and
16 (=0, ifR=2/3
3.11 R,7) = 47R? — 47 R® — — ’ ’
@11)  g(R,m) = dmR" ~ dm 27”{<0, if1> R > 2/3.

The existence of a root 8 = 6;(R), 0 < 6,(R) < m, for the equation g(R;0) =
0 readily follows from (3.10) and (3.11).

4. In (4.1), if € is sufficiently small, -1 < B.(R)<1for1>R>2/3
and —1 < 3.(R) <0 for 1 > R > R{®.

In (2.1), we have to set

5, 31Bal = (1 - I
R

It follows at once that B.(R) < 1 for e sufficiently small, since 3|Bg| =
4mR® < 4mR? = || +|S|, for 1 > R > 2/3. On the other hand, using (0.3),

(4.1) A(R) = 3|Br — Q*Iléllzll + €|%|

To show that —1 < 3, (R) for sufficiently small € we only need verify
(4.2) IS4 = 31Br — 0| < [S].

To do so, we, as in §1, denote P as the plane passing through the circle 0%,
and denote (2,, as the body enclosed by PN By, and ¥, (cf. Figure 2). Then,
we have

(4.3) hf]‘ > | the planar disk P N Bpg|,
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and
(4.4) |Z1] = 3|Br — Q| < |Z1] — 3|Qus]-
However, the inequality

(4.5) |P N Bg| > |Z1] — 3|0

follows immediately from the fact proved in §1 that 2,. strictly minimizes
%*[Q2°] (cf. (1.10) and (1.12)) among all the Caccioppoli sets passing through
the circle 0¥, and situating entirely at one side of the plane P (including
P). The inequality (4.2) is thus proved.

We note that, alternatively, (4.5) can be proved by a direct calculation.
Namely, using the notations in §3,

4
|PN Bg| = §7rsin2 6,

and
2 _ 8 8 3
IS0] = 3. | = f (g,ol) = - meos’l (cf. (3.7).
Hence
|P N Bg| = (|21 = 3|Br — )
4 .
= 57%(3 sin”@ — 2 + 2cos® )
4 2
= 5771’[1 — cos” 0(3 — 2 cos 0)]
>0,
for all 6.

We now proceed to prove ﬁe(R) <0forl>R> R((,B). We have, as
|Br — Q.| < 2|Q,.]|, that

|%1] —3|Br — ]
> [Z1] — 6]

8
= -27771'(—1 + 3 cosf; — 2cos® ;)

= i7r(1 —cosf;)(2cos?* 6, +2cosh; — 1)

27
— gﬂ(l —cos ;) [cos01 + \/§2+ 1] [cos@l - \/32— 1] .
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In view of (2.1), we therefore only need verify

V3-1
2

(4.6) 0:(R) < cos™! [ ] , for 1 > R> R,

To do so, we may observe that, there holds the following
Proposition 7. 6,(R;) = 6,(R>), if R1 S R>.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of (0.5.2). In fact, if R S R,
and 0;(R;) < B;(Ry), then after a rigid motion, X;(R;) C X;(R,) and

Y2 (Ry)] = |5:2(Ry)| — |21 (Ry)] = 3|Q(Ry)] > 0,

in accordance with (0.5.2) and yet contradicting our original definition (0.3)of
Q. (Ry). a

22 (RQ)

. (Ry)

Figure 9.

Thus, to verify (4.6), it suffices to show that

(4.7) 6, (RY") < cos™ [\/g - 1} .

2

To do so, we may observe that, as 3 (R(()B)) passes though the center of
B, we have, using the notation as in §3,
0

n 0 (R)

5 5 (cf. Figure 10),

48  w(n(BY)) =

that is,

(3)
RS cos ——91 (};0 ) = gsin 0, (R(()S))
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3 2 2
and hence
6, (RS
(4.9) sin—l—(2—)— - 45333),

which yields

®
(4.10)  costy (R{Y) =1 - 2sin’ o (303 ) =1- g (R(‘,‘”)2.

Substituting (4.8) into (3.2) or (3.4), we shall obtain R as the root of the

equation
o (R5")

3 1 2
f (RS );g+ —2—> -f <§;01 (R(()a))) =0,
or, using (3.1), (3.7) and (3.8),
(3)
2 (RY)’ (1 +sin (1;0 ))

0 (7)) o0 (R)

- (R(‘,‘”)a (2 +3sin — > — sin’ ___2_)
=5 (1o (8)) = 7 (2= oonts (8) o' ()
or, using (4.9) and (4.10)
2 ()" (14 5087 = () (24 8 - %)
2 9 ¢ | 27 6
= (R‘()B)) -3 (Rt() )) + 64 (R(()S)) )

that is,
1 31\ 4 3 3 3\ 2
Lo ()" () -5 ()] <o
or,

2

9 (R((,”)2 +4(RY) -8=0.
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Hence,

(4.11) RY) = = 0.746421987 . ..

-2+V76  —2+2V19
a - a

Figure 10.

Thus, using (4.10) and (4.11)

0 (887) = o™t |1 § ()] = cost [ Y0

8 9

As [_H;/E] > \/3‘2—1’ (4.7) (and hence (4.6)) follows.

5. On Still Higher Dimensional Cases.

5.1. We first verify the ezistence of the n-dimensional moon domain €2, (R),

-1
1>R>n

, characterized by the equation

(5.1) 32(R)| — [21(R)| = n|Q.(R)]|

where 0Q2, = ¥, UX,, ¥, and 3, being spherical caps in R™ of the respective
-1

radii R; = n and R. As in §2, we set

(5.2) f(r;0) = og(r) — nvy(r),

where the definition for o4(r) and ve(r) in the beginning of §3 extends to
the present setting in an obvious way. If Q,(R) exists, the equation of the

sinf, where 0, is the

(n — 1)-dimensional sphere I' = 9%,(R) is p = r
root of the equation

fRm = () - £ (“i0) =0,
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with ( 1) sin®
n — 1) sin
6) = sin™! ——0r—— .
¥ (6) = sin R
Denoting wy as the volume of the N-dimensional sphere and setting,
again,

53) g(Ri6) = F(Rim = p(6)) = 1 ("=i6).
we have
54 9(R;0) = f(R;m)

=2(n - Dw,,R"™ —2(n — w,_,R"
>0, ifR<1,

g(R;m) = f(R;m) — f (n;;l;?r>

=2(n — Dw,_, {(R""1 - k") - [(n; 1)"“ - (n; 1)"] }

n—1

=0, ifR=

nn—l
<0, if1>R> —

since r = is the zero of the derivative of the concave function h(r) =
n

r"~1 —r". From (5.4) and (5.5) follows the existence of a root 8 = 6,(R), 0 <

0:(R) < m, for the equation g(R;m) = 0, of which the existence of Q,(R) is

an immediate consequence.

5.1.1. Using the above notation, we may here describe a procedure for de-

termining the value Rf)"), n > 3. Indeed, since R(()") is the unique value of

R for which X (R((,")) passes through the center of B (M We may, as in §4,
obtain R((,n) as the root of the equation

F(r3+%2)-1(56)=0

with
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and

2
. n
COSOI =1- 251n2 51 =1- mRz,
here f(r;8) is defined by (5.2).
The number R(()") , as mentioned of in the end of 0.2 is of significance once
we place it into perspective in the context of the results in [L2].
5.2. Having verified the eistence of Q,(R) for n > 3, we proceed to prove

the existence of comparison hypersurfaces in Q.(R), 1 > R > E—_——, which
n

is the solution to the problem (0.4) and (1.5), setting H = 1 and = —1,+1

on %, ¥,, respectively. We again, using Proposition 2, reduce this to the

proof of the ineq.

(5.6) °[Q°] = |09° N Q| +0Q° N Ty| — n|Q° U Q|
> Y7 [Qn] = 51| = n|Qu.

for all Q° passing through I' = 9%, with the whole ¥; as a part of its
boundary and situating entirely in one of the two half spaces provided by
the hyperplane passing through T'; here €1,, is the region bounded by ¥; and
this hyperplane. Repeating the variational procedure indicated in §1, we
again justify the existence of a minimizing body for 4*[Q°]. Set ¥ = 9Q N1,
We readily see that Proposition 3 holds here; that is, nonempty 3 must be
a spherical cap passing through I', which as Lemma 1 can also be extended,

-1
strictly including a hemisphere and

. ...n
must be a spherical cap of radius

can possibly occur only when X; is included in a hemisphere. However, if
3}, is included in a hemisphere, denoting 2, as the body enclosed by 3; and

included in £2,, we have, adopting the

that spherical cap of radius n-
n

notation in §5.1,

P [Qo U Q] — 97 [.]
= f(2/3;m — 6:(2/3)) — f(2/3;6:(2/3))
= (On—6.(2/3)(2/3) — 00,(3/2)(2/3)) = (Vr—6,(2/3)(2/3) — vo,(2/3)(2/3))

T—6 2/3cos 6 4
=(n—Dw,_,(2/3)"! / sinf df — wn_l/ <
01 2/3 cos(m—01)

——Zﬁz dz
2 n—1 T—0; 2 n T—01
=n-1w,, <—) / sinfdf — w,_; (—) / sin™ 6 dO
3 o 3 o

9
> 0, obviously.

We therefore prove (5.6) and the existence of the comparison hypersurfaces
for n > 3.
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5.3. A careful examination of the work of §5 tells us that; in order to
construct such a sequence of solutions to (0.4) in B C R*, n > 3, whose
limit, in the sense indicated in 2.2 is our moon hypersurface in Q,(R) C R*,
we only need to (1) verify that —1 < B.(R) <1, for 1 > R > n-
sufficiently small, where

Be(R) _ n|Bg| — (Z?A—| €)|Z2(R)|
b))

and €

S = OBg — %, the full sphere By being obtained by extending (R).

(2) Prove the statement of Proposition 3** and Proposition 4 in spite of
the difficulty arised by the possible ezistence of singular subsets of $NBg in
the case of n > 7. The fact that 8. < 1 readily follows from the inequality

n|Bg| = nw,R" < nw, R"! = |0BR| = | 2] + lﬁ'
The fact B, > —1, by (5.1), amounts to the fact that
2] > %] - nlB, — Q.|

which is a consequence of the inequality

‘Dp(el,"T-l) > l21| - le**|,

(see the beginning of §3 for notation) obtained immediately from the fact
that €,, minimizing 1*[Q] (cf. (5.6)) among all sets indicated below (5.6).
As of (2), we may, first of all, put Proposition 4, 3* and 3** in a precise
form in the higher dimensional setting. In fact, to extend the existence
results in §2 to the case where n > 3, it suffices to verify that (0.6.2) holds

for every Caccioppoli set 2° C By, Q° # ¢,Bg, 1 > R > n-l

as in §2, we may observe that it suffices to consider those Cgccioppoli sets
with IGQO N il > 0 and 90Q° N (Br U Z3(R)) being connected. Thus, as in
§2, we may try to minimize %[Q°] in (0.6.2) among all the Caccioppoli sets
) C By and the same reasoning concludes that a subsequence of minimizing
sequence {Q%} for ¥{Q°}, O C Bp, exists such that {(,DQ?} converges in
L'(9) to pg such that

. To do so,

¥ [0] < infyl0))

Set & = 80N Bg. If T # ¢, we have observed that [f) N f)] > 0, and we may
assume 9)° N (Bg U Z5(R)) to be connected.
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For our present purpose, we only have to show, as in §2.1.

Proposition 4. The only non-empty candidate for 2 1s the spherical cap
31. In other words, the only non-empty candidate for Q2 is B — (Q,.

We again let P to be the unique plane passing through the (n — 2)-
dimensional sphere I' = 0%, N 0dBg and designate P as the z;,z,,... , 2,
plane so that the center of By has the z,-coordinate z,, > 0.

To prove Proposition 4, we shall also proceed to verify

Proposition 3*. If ¥ # ¢, then & is of rotational symmetry about the
T, -0T1S.

In §2.1, Proposition 3* is proved with the aid of a theorem of Massari [Mal],
which, as mentioned above, does not exclude the possibility of existence of
singular points of a minimizing body in the case that n > 7; however, it gives
an estimate for the dimension of singular parts, which has been improved by
Federer. Their results yields

Theorem Of Massari And Federer. IfY # ¢, then the reduced boundary
0*Q of Q is an analytic manifold of dimension n — 1 and

Hs[(—)i\a*ﬁ)ﬂBR] =0, Vs>n—-17, s€R,

where H, denotes the Hausdorff s-measure.

To prove Proposition 3*, as in §2.1, we consider a vertical plane P: ayz'+
axx®> + -+ a,_12" ! =0, ay,...,a,_, : constants, which divides Q into
two non-empty parts ; and {2,. We may assume, without loss of generality,
that ¥[Q;] < 9[Q,]. Reflecting the body £, in the opposite side of the plane
13, then

Q,UQ; C Bp,

and, as in §2.1, we have [Q, UQ|] < Q| and hence Y[, UQ] =19 Ql,
1 1

in view of the minimizing property of Q. Thus, we have

Proposition 3**. If s # ¢, then at each regular point of i, the nor-
mal of the horizontal cross-section of 5 through this point is orthogonal to
the normal of the unique vertical plane ax' + axx®> + -+ + ap_ 12" =
0, ay,as,...,a,_; : constants, passing though this point (and the origin).

At height z7, if the horizontal cross-section includes regular points of 3,
we may choose a regular point (zJ,...,z§) of X, then, for each connected
curve (z'(t),... ,z" *(t),z?) through this point and included in a regular
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part of the horizontal cross-section of & at the height z{, Proposition 3**
yields that
:tlxl +£i:2332 + ... +:i:'n-lz_n—1 — 0,

which holds if and only if
(')’ + (2%)*+ -+ (z"7')® = constant,

ie. (z(t),...,z""*(¢),z}) lies on a sphere with its center at (0,...,0,z7).
Thus, each regular point of this horizontal cross-section of ¥ must be in-
cluded in a region on an (n — 2)-dimensional sphere with its center at
(0,0,...,z%) and, furthermore, denoting C' as the component of this hor-
izontal cross-section including this spherical cap, we note that C' must be
a whole closed sphere; indeed, were C' bounding a region in the hyperplane
2™ = zg and C includes only a portion of and not the whole sphere, then
C would have to include at least two disjoint spherical regions and the di-
menston of singular parts of this cross-section would be n — 2, contradicting
above-mentioned regularity result of Massari and Federer; however, were C
bounding no region then a portion of £ with positive (n — 1)-dimensional
Hausdorff measure would not be a portion of the boundary of any compo-
nent of (with positive n-dimensional Hausdorff measure) and removing
this portion of S would result in a smaller value of 1, contradicting the
minimality of Q and 5. Thus, the proof of Proposition 3* is complete. The
argument following the proof of Proposition 3** in §2.1 again applies in our
present setting and enables us to prove Proposition 1, from which, as indi-
cated above, follows (0.6.2) and the existence of that sequence of solutions
to (0.4) in B C R", described in §0.0.2 and beginning of this section.

6. Some existence Results of Capillary Hypersurfaces without
Gravity and of Rotational Symmetry.

As in Finn [F1] and quoted in Proposition §1 of this paper, we may reduce
the capillary problem in the absence of grativity to the variational problem

(6.1) {[u]=/{2\/1+|Vu|2+nH/Qud:c—/m,3(s)uds,

with 8(s), —1 < B(s) < 1, being piecewise Lipschitz on the boundary of a
piecewise Lipschitz domain 2 C R", and H being a constant. As quoted
in Proposition 1, a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a
minimizing function u(z) € BV;,.(2) for the functional (6.1) is that both the
conditions (1.3) and (1.4) hold for every Caccioppoli set Q° # ¢, Q(Q° C
Q). Furthermore, since H is constant, the conditions (1.3) and (1.4) are
equivalent. Thus, in §1, §2, §5.1 and §5.3 of this work, we have restricted
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our attention to verifying (1.4); the argument used in §2 and §5.3 yields the
existence of a minimizing body 2 for ¥[Q°] and setting ¥ = 9Q N Q, the
argument used to verify Proposition 3* yields.

Proposition 3***.  Suppose 2 and B(s) are rotational symmetry of the
same azxis. If X # ¢ then X is of rotational symmetry about this azis.

We may, without loss of generality assume that this axis of symmetry is
the z,-axis. Suppose, in addition, that ((s) is piecewise constant; i.e., there
exist relatively open subsets 3¢ of 9, such that, if 1 < j, X! is “below” X7
(in the sense that, for two arbitrarily chosen points z* € ¥* and 27 € %7,
then z,, component of z' is less than that of z7), and,

(6.2) B(s)|gi = constant ¢;, UX' = 0.

Then, the argument used in §2.1 to exclude those ) situating below 3,
can be applied to yield

Corollary 1. Suppose, in addition to the hypothesis of Proposition 3**,
B(s) is piecewise constant, as indicated in (6.2). Then, if Q # ¢ or Q, there
occurs at least one of the following possibilities:

Possibility 1. 95N %! = ¢ or '
Possibility 2. There exists at least one 4, 1 > 1, such that

X\ anitt C o9,

Possibility 3. In (6.2), EleEi = 0f} for some integer k < oo and

NNk = ¢ or TF.

Figure 11.
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Indeed, ¥* being open, were Corollary 1 false, a rigid motion of Q would
result in a body meeting ¥, for each j, with the same area as Q and is
therefore another minimizing body for the functional 1, which, however,
would not be of rotational symmetry of the axis indicated in Proposition
3***‘
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