arXiv:1601.05290v2 [math.AP] 20 Jun 2016

FRACTIONAL EIGENVALUE PROBLEMS THAT
APPROXIMATE STEKLOV EIGENVALUES

LEANDRO M. DEL PEZZO, JULIO D. ROSSI, ARIEL M. SALORT

ABSTRACT. In this paper we analyze possible extensions of the classical Steklov
eigenvalue problem to the fractional setting. In particular, we find a nonlocal
eigenvalue problem of fractional type that approximate, when taking a suitable
limit, the classical Steklov eigenvalue problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

Of crucial importance in the study of boundary value problems for differential
operators are the Sobolev spaces and inequalities. Hence, the Sobolev inequalities
and their optimal constants is a subject of interest in the analysis of PDE’s and
related topics. They have been widely studied in the past by many authors and
is still an area of intensive research, see the book [I] and the survey [10] for an
introduction to this field.

When analyzing elliptic or parabolic problems with nonlinear boundary condi-
tions it turns out that among the Sobolev embeddings, a fundamental role is played
by the Sobolev trace theorem. The study of the best constant in the Sobolev trace
theorem leads naturally to eigenvalue problems known in the literature as Steklov
eigenvalues.

Our main goal in this paper is to analyze a fractional approximation for Steklov
eigenvalues. Given a bounded domain 2 C R", s € (0,1) and p € (1,00), we are

aimed at studying the following nonlocal problem
A
_ _ s p—2, _ p—2 :
(1.1) Ko p(1 = 8)(=A)pu+ [ulP~*u EXQE|U,| u in Q, B
Nspu=0 in Q¢ =R"\ Q,

where s and € are real numbers belonging to (0,1) and . = {x € Q: d(z,Q) < e}.
The fractional p—Laplacian is defined as

u(z) — u(y) P2 (u(z) —u
(~Apute) = 2p. [ 1)U le) 0t

and N is the associated nonlocal derivative defined in [9] by

12 Nole) =2 /Q|u<x>—u<y>|p-2<u<x>—u(y))dy’ eR\T

o =y

The constant Ky, ,, is the normalization constant computed in []. In fact, although

the fractional seminorm [u]s, — oo as s — 1, Bourgain, Brezis and Mironescu

in [4] proved that for any smooth bounded domain Q@ C R", u € WHP(Q) with
1
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p € (1,00) there exists a constant /C,, , such that

()"

1.3 lim /C,, ,( 1—5// ——————dzdy = VulP dz.
(13) so1- 7 QxQ |5U—y|"+5p | |
The constant can be explicitly computed and is given by

o pl(ME)
n,p —

ol ptly’
2 T (25
As the authors of [9] pointed out, one of the main advantages in using this form

of nonlocal derivative arises in the following nonlocal divergence theorem: for any
bounded smooth enough functions v and v it holds that

(1.4) /Q(—A)Zs,u(x) de =— [ N,pu(z)de

Qe
Moreover, the following integration by parts formula is true

(1.5) Hep(u,v) = /Q v(z)(=A)yu(r) de + /se v(z)Ns pu(x) de,
where

_ |u(z) — u(y)[P~*(u(z) — uy))(v(z) —v(y))
Hep(u,v) = //R%\ - dz dy.

o= g

By multiplying (LI)) by bounded smooth enough function v, integrating in 2
and by using (LI we obtain the following weak formulation for (TI)

(1.6) Knp(l—s)Hsp(u,v) + /

A
|u|P~2uv da = —/ |ulP~%uv de.
Q € Ja.

We introduce some notation we will use along the paper. Given a measurable
function u : R” — R we set

1 1
s,p T (HUH () + [ ] ) ) where [u]s,p = (Hs)p(u,u))f’
Associated with this norm the natural space to consider is the following

WP(Q) := {u: R" — R measurable : ||ul|s, < co}.

[ul

For a fixed value € > 0, we say that the value A € R is an eigenvalue of problem
([T if there is u € W*P(Q) such that (6] holds for any v € W*P(Q). Note that
if A € R is an eigenvalue of problem (1)) and u is an associated eigenfunction, then
A>0and u Z 0 in Q.. Thus the first eigenvalue of ([IJ) is given by

IC”7P(1 )[ ]sp+ ||u||LP(Q

1.7 Ae(s,p) = inf
( ) 1,5( ) wEWSP(Q), _”u”
ull?p (o) 70 e ILr(Qe)
Recall that it is well-known that the first eigenvalue of the Steklov problem
(1.8) —Apu+ |ulP2u=0 in Q,
' [Vu|P~29% = \|u[P~2u  on 91,
is given by

(1.9) A (p) = IVullfoq) + lullz,

in
ueWhr(Q), HU’HLP(aﬂ)
u#0
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Here the p—Laplacian is defined as Apu = div(|Vu[P=2Vu) for p € (1,00).

Taking € = 1 — s, we are interested in studying the behavior of A\ 1_s(s,p)
as s — 17. Intuitively, a connection between the limit of such eigenvalue and
A1(p), the first eigenvalue of the Steklov p—Laplacian in €2, is expected to be found.
Indeed, note that from (3] one has that, for a fixed u,

Sl_ig{ Knp(l = s)ul; 0+ ||u||12p(9) = HVUHZ(Q) + ||U||Z£p(g)§

and, moreover, since Q. == {z € Q: d(z,Q) < ¢} is a strip around the boundary
00 of size [Q.| ~ e x |09 one expects that

1
lim —— |u|pdx:/ |u|Pdo.
SJao . oQ

Note that the choice e = 1 — s is precise for this limit to hold.
Our main results can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a sequence of eigenvalues of (1) Ai.c(s,p) such that
Ake(s,p) = +00 as k — +oo. Every eigenfunction of (Il is in L°(2).

The first eigenvalue A\1.(s,p) of [LI) is isolated and simple and has eigenfunc-
tions that do not change sign.

Moreover, choosing €e =1 — s, we have the convergence of the first eigenvalue to
the first Steklov eigenvalue as s — 17, that is,

hrn )\11 5(5 p) —Al( )

s—1—
Remark 1.2. It seems natural to consider

{Kn,p(l — (=AUt uPPu=0  inQ,

1.10
(1.10) N pu = Mu|P~2u in Q°.

Associated with the first eigenvalue in this problem one has the following minimiza-
tion problem

Konp(1 = $)[ul? o + [0l

inf >
uEWSP(Q), ||u||Lp(QC)
”uHiP(QC)¢O

(1.11) M(s,p) =

However, this idea gives
5\1 (Sv p) =0

as can be easily obtained just by considering as a minimizing sequence ug(x) =
o(x + kep) with ¢ a C*> compactly supported profile.

Remark 1.3. When a trace embedding theorem holds (that is, for ps > 1) we can
consider the best fractional Sobolev trace constant that is given by

(1.12)
o [ OO iy
QxQ |:c— y[rtep

ue W () / luf? do
o0
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Thanks to the compactness of the embedding W*?(Q2) < LP(JQ) this infimum is
attained and the minimizers are solutions to

nplt ) [ 1065 0P 0) o) = o) 1,

o=y

+/ |u|p_2uvd:v=A1(s,p)/ |u|P~2uw de,
Q a9

for every v € W#P(Q). Note that with this formulation it is not clear how to
identify the “boundary condition” satisfied by a minimizer u (the equation inside
the domain reads as

Konpl =) Q — ul(g)fylﬁg) = U(y))dy + [ulP~?u(z) = 0

for € ). This is why we choose to analyze (7)) (that has (II)) as associated
PDE problem) instead of ([L12]).

With the same ideas used in the study of the limit as s — 1~ in Theorem [Tl
(see Section M) one can show that

lim Aq(s,p) = \i(p).

s—1—

We leave the details to the reader.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section [2] we gather some preliminary
results, in particular we show a minimum principle for our problem; in Section Bl
we deal with the eigenvalue problem (I)) and prove the first part of Theorem [T}
finally, in Section ] we analyze the limit as s — 1.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We denote the usual fractional Sobolev spaces by W*P(Q) for p € [1,00) and
€ (0,1) endowed with the norm

| Ju(2) — u(y)]?
Vil = ey + // i ey

In the following, |u[y=.»(q) denotes usual Gagliardo seminorm defined as

Ju(z) = u(y)]” 3
[ulpsr ) = (//Q2 |x—y|"+517 dx dy

for 1 < p < oo. It is easy to check that W*P(Q) is a subset of W*P(Q) for all
€ (0,1).
It will be quite useful here to establish the fractional compact embeddings. For
the proof see [7].

Theorem 2.1. Let Q C R"™ a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary, s € (0,1)
and p € (1,00). Then we have the following compact embeddings:

W*P(Q) — L1(Q) for all q € [1,p%), if sp < m;
WoP(Q) < CPAN Q) for all X < 5 —n/p, if sp > n.
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Where p% is the fractional critical Sobolev exponent, that is
n

pg;: n — sp
00 if sp > n.

if sp < n,

2.1. A minimum principle. Here, we follow the ideas in [5].
Given s,e € (0,1) and p € (1,00). We say that v € W*P(Q) is a week super-
solution of

— ) (—A)E P20 i
(2.1) Konp(1 = 8)(=A)pu+ [ulP~*u =0 %n Q,
Nopu =0 in Q°.
iff
(2.2) K (1 — 8)Ho (11, 0) + / luP~2uv da > 0
Q

for every v € W*P(Q2),v > 0.
First we need a subtle adaptation of Lemma 1.3 in [§].

Lemma 2.2. Let s,e € (0,1) and p € (1,00). Suppose that u is a weak super-
solution of @) and w > 0 in R™. If Br(zg) C R™\ 09 then for any B, =
B.(20) C Bryy(w0) and 0 <0 < 1

//M P 1%(2@31?)

A— B, ifBRCQ,
Qi BrCcR™\Q,

and C' is a constant independent on §.

P
daxdy < Cr=*P(1 + r°P),

where

Proof. Let 0 <7 < B/2,0 <6 and ¢ € C5°(Bs./,) be such that
0<¢<1, ¢=1inB, and |D¢|<Cr'in Bsy, C Bg.

Taking v = (u + 6)17P¢P as test function in ([Z2) we have that

ub~!

(2.3) 0 < Knp(l = 8)Hsp(u, (u+8)7PoP) + / #P dz.

P e
On the other hand, in the proof of Lemma 1.3 in [§], it is showed that

[u(@) —u@P (@) —u) (o0 <

o =y

1 1 AV - p
Cla —y[n+ep u(y) +96 |z — y|rrer

for a constant C' = C(p). Moreover, in the case Br C €2, it is showed that

_ _ 1 u(z) +6
Hs u,u—l—&l”ngr"Sp—// 10( )
pli e o)) e e

where C' independent on §. Then, by ([Z.3)) and using that 0 < u?~!(u+4)17PgP < 1
in Bsj, N2 = Bsry,, the lemma holds.

(2.4)

P
dxdy,
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We proceed now to consider the case Bg C R™\ Q. Since Bs,;, N1Q = 0, by (Z3)
P
dxdy < C// (7)n|+sdxdy
B';T/QXQ |I - | P
"

and (),
1 u(x)+0
10g< )
//TXQ |z — y|rrer u(y) +96
<O
< CqsiBr. )
for C = C(n,s,p) O

Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem A.1 in [5] and using the previous lemma,
we get the following minimum principle.

Theorem 2.3 (Minimum Principle). Let s,e € (0,1) and p € (1,00). If u is a
weak super-solution of 1)) such that w > 0 in R™ and u # 0 in all connected
components of R™\ 99, then u > 0 a.e in .

Proof. We argue by contradiction and we assume that Z = {z: u(xr) = 0} has
positive measure. Since u Z 0 in all connected components of R™ \ €2, there are a
ball Br(xzo) C R™\ 9Q and r € (0,2R) such that |B,(x¢) N Z] > 0 and w # 0 in
BT (,To)

For any 6 > 0 and = € R", we define

o) = o (1+42).

Observe that, if y € B,(z9) N Z then

(2r)tep (U(I)+ >p
F. P — |F, L Vo € R
B = 1Fa) ~ Bl < o2 log (S )| v
Then
(2r)ntsp 1 u(z) + 0\ |" "
|5 ()P < S 120 B, @) Jo, o) 7 — ol F7 log alg) 76 dy VYreR
Therefore
(2r)ntsp u(x) +6\ "
Fs(x)|Pde < ———+— // ( ) dzxdy
[ < R =y [ (s
where

A_{B BrCQ,
lQ ifBpcR"\Q

By, Lemma [2.2] there is a constant C' independent on § such that
2n 1 sp
/ Fy(@)Pde < 010 T)
A

|Z N By (x0)] '
Taking 6 — 0 in the above inequality, we obtain
u=0in A

which is a contradiction since u # 0 in all connected components of R™ \ 9. Thus
u > 0in R™. O
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3. THE EIGENVALUE PROBLEM

In this section, we prove that A\j .(s,p) is the first non-—zero eigenvalue of (L.I));
that there is a sequence of eigenvalues; and that the eigenfunctions are bounded.
Additionally, we show that A (s, p) is simple and isolated. Variational methods
for non-local operators of elliptic type. For more datails about the construction of
the eigenvalues in nonlocal settings, see, for instance, [16, Appendix A] and [I5].

Theorem 3.1. A\ -(s,p) is the first non-zero eigenvalue of (LTl).

Proof. Take a minimizing sequence {u tren C W*P(Q) of A1 (s, p) and normalize
it according to [[ug||Lr(q.) = €. Then, there is a constant C' such that
[urlls.p < C.
Thus, by Theorem 2.1l up to a subsequence,
up — u  weakly in W*P(Q),
(8-1) ur — u  strongly in LP(Q).

In particular, ux — u strongly in LP(€.) and therefore ||ul[1r(o.) = €.
Since ([B.1)) holds,

Ko (U= )l [l gy < Tmint Koy (1 = )ual2, + s
= lim Ky (1= )unlly + el
= A1,5(551))'

Then, by (L), we have that
Ko (1= )l + [l ) = e (5,)

The fact that a minimizer verifies (LG is standard but we include a short proof
here for the sake of completeness. Let u be a nontrivial minimizer of (7). Then,
using Lagrange’s multipliers, we get the existence of a value A € R such that

A
(3.2) Knp(l —s)Hs p(u,v) —I—/ |up [P~ 2uv da = g/ |u|P~2uw da.
Q

€

for all v € W*P(Q) with [[v| rr.) = €. Therefore (82) also holds for all v €
W#P(Q). Finally, taking v = u we get that A = Ay (s, p). O

Using a topological tool (the genus), we can construct an unbounded sequence
of eigenvalues.

Theorem 3.2. There is a sequence of eigenvalues i (s, p) such that A (s, p) —
o as k — oo.

Proof. We follow ideas from [I3] and hence we omit the details. Let us consider
My = {ue WP (Q): ||ul

sp = pa}t
and

1 p
ww=5/|wmwn

We are looking for critical points of ¢ restricted to the manifold M, using a minimax
technique. We consider the class

S={AcCWP(Q)\{0}: Ais closed, A = —A}.
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Over this class we define the genus, v: ¥ — NU {oo}, as
v(A) = min{k € N: there exists ¢ € C(A,R* — {0}), ¢(x) = —¢(—2)}.
Now, we let Cy, = {C C M,,: C is compact, symmetric and v(C) < k} and let

3.3 Br = sup min @(u).
(33) i = sup min o)

Then B > 0 and there exists u, € M, such that p(ug) = B and uy is a weak
eigenfunction with A\, = /By O

Our next aim is to prove that the eigenfunctions are bounded. We follow ideas

from [12].

Lemma 3.3. Let s,e € (0,1), p € (1,00), and X be an eigenvalue of (LI)). If u is
an eigenfunction associated to X then u € L™ (€2).

Proof. If ps > n, by Theorem 2] then the assertion holds. Then let us suppose
that sp < n. We will show that if |[u | rrq) < 6 then uy is bounded, where § > 0
must be determined.

For k € Ny we define the function uy by

up = (u(z) —1+277),.

Observe that, up = uy and for any k € Ny we have that uy € W*P(Q),

Ukt1 < up a.e. R™,
(3.4) u < (2" — Duy in {upy > 0},

{1 > 0} C {ug > 27 DY,
Now, since

[v4(2) = v ()P < Jv(z) —v(E)P7* (v(@) = v(y)(v4(2) = v4(y)) Yo,y €RT,

for any function v: R™ — R, by taking v = u — 1 + 27 we have that

KoL = 8)[raa]2p + s [

< Knp(1 —8)Hs p(w, up41) + |u|p72uuk+1 dx
Q

A

= —/ |u|P~2uny 1 de,
g Q.

for all k € Ny. Then, by (34]), we have that

A _
Kol = Dl + sl < 2 [ 0 s do
(3.5) \ §2
< Z 2]{}-{-1 1 p—1 p
= 8( ) ||uk||LP(Q)

for all £ € Np.
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On the other hand, in the case sp < n, using Hoélder’s inequality, fractional
Sobolev embeddings and Chebyshev’s inequality, for any & € Ny we have that

sP/n

tks1 %y < ksl g etk 1 > O}
< Cllugsa | fupsr > 037"
< Cllugsa [ fup > 27 K+D 7/

< Cllua 2, (2447 2, )

Similarly, in the case sp = n, taking r > p and proceeding as in the previous case
sp < n (with r in place of p¥), we have that (8.0) holds with 1 —»/r > 0 in place of
Sp/n.

Then, by (B1) and [B.6), there exist a constant C' > 1 and « > 0 both indepen-
dent on k such that

SP/n

”ukJrl”Lp Q) < Ok(”uk”LT’ Q))lJra'

Therefore, if ||u+||’£p(ﬂ) = ||u0||1£p(9) < C~** = §P then

G luglzei) = 0.

On the other hand, as up — (u — 1)1 a.e in R”, we obtain (u — 1)y = 0 in R™.
Therefore u is bounded.

Finally, taking —u in place of u we have that u_ is bounded if [Ju_||z»(q) < 9.
Therefore u is bounded.

Now, using Theorem 2.3, we show that a non-negative eigenfunction is positive.

Lemma 3.4. Let s,e € (0,1), p € (1,00). and A be an eigenvalue of [I)). If u is
a non-negative eigenfunction associated to X then u > 0 in R™.

Proof. By Theorem 23] we only need to show that u # 0 in all connected compo-
nents of R™\ 9. Suppose, by contradiction, that there is Z a connected components
of R™\ 99 such that w =0 in Z. Taking ¢ € C§°(Z) as a test function in (L), we

get
Hsp(u, ¢) = 0.

Therefore

p—1 ¢(y) T = 00
/Q(u(aj)) /Zﬁ_y'nﬂpdyd 0 VoeCr2).

Then v = 0 in €. Thus, since u s a non-negative eigenfunction associated to A, we
obtain that

1 A
Ulsp = Hsp(u,u) = ——— —/ updx—/updx)zo.
e = Hapls) = = (3 [ o= [ ju

€

Hence v = 0 in R™ which is a contradiction since u # 0 in R". O

Note that, if u is an eigenfunction associated to A1 c(s,p) then

u4(x) = max{u(x),0} #Z 0 or u_(x) = max{—u(x),0} £0
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in Q.. If up(z) #0 in Q, then

Knp(l— S)[UJJr]:Z,p + ||u+||1£p(g) < Knp(l = s)Hs p(u,uy) + /Q |u|p72uu+d{£
Al,s(svp) / |u|p_2uu+d:1:
Q.

e
)\l,E(Sap)
£

Hu'f‘HI[)/P(QE)?

that is, uy is a minimizer of (ILT). Therefore u, is a non-negative eigenfunction
associated to A1 (s, p). Then, by Lemma B4 uy > 0 in Q.

In the same manner we can see that if u_(z) # 0 in Q, then u_ > 0 in §2. Thus
the next theorem is proved.

Theorem 3.5. Any eigenfunction associated to M\ (s, p) has constant sign.

A key ingredient in the next sections is the simplicity of the first eigenvalue
ALe(s,p). In order to prove this result we need the following Picone-type identity
(see Lemma 6.2 in [2]).

Lemma 3.6. Let p € (1,00). For u,v: R" — R such that u > 0 and v > 0, we
have

L(u,v) >0 inR" x R",

where

L)) = )= )P = o) o) (0(0) o) ( el — ).

vP=l(z)  wP~

The equality holds if and only if u = kv a.e. in R™ for some constant k.

Theorem 3.7. Let Q C R"™ be a bounded open connected set with Lipschitz bound-
ary. Assume that w is a positive eigenfunction corresponding to A1 c(s,p). Then
if A\ > 0 is such that there exists a non-negative eigenfunction v of (L) with
eigenvalue X, then X = A\i o(s,p) and there exists ¢ € R such that v = cu a.e. in

R™.

Proof. Since A1 .(s,p) is the first eigenvalue, we have that A1 ¢(s,p) < A. On the
other hand, by Lemma 34 v > 0 in R".

For k € N take vy, := v+1/k. We begin by proving that wy, == up/v}fl € WP(Q).
First observe that wy € LP(£2), due to v € L>(), see Lemma B3 Now, for all
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(z,y) € R" x R™ we have

welz) — w - uP(z) — uP(y) _Up(y)( ;Z I(I)—vzil(y))
) =l = vy~ () 0271(‘%)”271@)

< KPP (@) — uP(y)] + IIUII”

< RPN (WP (@) + P (y ))|u(x) U(y)l
vp () +op (y)|

# 0= Dl ek o) - o)
< 2kl u() — u(y)
+<p—1>|u|£o( S — >|v<x>—v<y>|
@ @) @)

< Ok, Jlulloos p) (Ju(z) = u(y)| + |v(z) —v(y)]) -

As u,v € WHP(Q), we deduce that wy, € W(Q) for all k¥ € N.

Recall that u,v € W*P(Q) are two eigenfunctions of problem (LI) with eigen-
value A1(s,p) and X respectively. Then, by using the previous lemma, we deduce
that

0 <Kpp(1 // - vk)(+ )d dy
Ran\ (020)2 Iw—y|" Sp
[u(@) — u(y)”
< K, (1—s>// ey ey
. r2n\(e)2 |7 —y[rToP
_ p—2 _
ot f],.,,, B
R27\ ()2 |517_y|n P
P p
. ( Z,Sx) B Z,Sy) ) dudy
vy, () Uk (v)
_ P
<Kupt—s) [[ ROl g,
R2m\(Q€)2 |z —y|+ep
p P
_é/ Pt u,l d33+/vp71 uf1 dx
> Q. U;Z Q ’UZ
A A ! ’
SM/ updx—/ |u|pdx——/ Pt U_l déE-f—/Up_l u—l dx.
e Q Q € Jo ’U:Z Q ’Uz

€ €

Taking k — oo and using Fatou’s lemma and the dominated convergence theorem,

we infer that
L
[ M,
R27\ ()2 |I— | p

(recall that A; (s,p) < A). Therefore, by the previous lemma, L(u,v)(z,y) = 0
a.e. in R?"\ (Q¢)? and u = cv for some constant ¢ > 0. O

We will need the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.8. Let € > 0. If u is an eigenfunction associates to A > A1 c(s,p) there
exist C' > 0 and a > 0 independent on A\, u and € such that

Ce\“
=] <19%.
(5) <10
Here O = {z € Q: u(z) > 0}, and Q= = {z € Q: u(x) < 0}.

Proof. Let u™(x) = max{0,u(x)}. Since u is an eigenfunction associates to A >
A1,2(s,p), u changes sign then vt # 0. In addition,

min {Kpp(1 =), 1} u" |7, < Knp(1 = )™, + Ju'[170q)

< Knp(1 = 8)Ha p(u, u™) +/ |u|P~2uut dx
Q

(3.7)
:é/ |u|P~2uutdx
€ Ja.
A

= g|‘“+|‘ip(95)'

On the other hand, by Sobolev embedding theorem, there exists a constant C
independent on A, u and € such that

[ut || Loy < Cllu™llsyp

where 1 < ¢ < p. Then, by (81) and Holder’s inequality, there exists a constant
C independent on A, u and ¢ such that

A a—p
||u+||Lq(Q < CgHu+H;2q(Q)|Q+| 4 Vp <gq< p;-

Fix any p < ¢ < p} and take o = — 1
q—p
£ [e3
—) <|Qf.
(z5) =1
In order to prove the second inequality, it will suffice to proceed as above, using
the function v~ (x) = max{0, —u(x)} instead of u™. O

Theorem 3.9. For each fized value € > 0, A1 c(s,p) is isolated.

Proof. From its definition, we have that Ay -(s,p) is left-isolated.

To prove that Ay (s, p) is right-isolated, we argue by contradiction. We assume
that there exists a sequence of eigenvalues {\x}ren such that A\, > A\ <(s,p) and
A N\ A1 e(s,p) as k — 4o00. Let uy be an eigenfunction associated to Ag, we can

assume that
1
—/ |ug (x)|P dx = 1.
g Q.

Then {ug}ren is bounded in W#P () and therefore we can extract a subsequence
(that we still denoted by {uy }ren) such that

up = u  weakly in W*P(Q),
ug — u  strongly in LP(9).

1
—/ |u(z)|P de =1
€ Ja.

Then
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and
K1 = )2, + [y < Ko (1= ) liminfnl?, + [l o

= i N = o)
Hence, u is an eigenfunction associates to A1 - (s, p). By Theorem[B5] we can assume
that u > 0.
On the other hand, by the Egorov’s theorem, for any § > 0 there exists a subset
As of Q such that |As| < § and up — u > 0 uniformly in Q\ As. This contradicts
the fact that, by Lemma [B3.8]

C «@
<—E> < Hz € Q: ug(z) <0}
Ak

This proves the theorem. 1

4. THE LIMIT OF A1 1_4(S,p) AS s = 1.

Throughout this section, we assume that € is a smooth bounded domain and
take e =1 —s.

Here we analyze the behavior of A\ 1_5(s,p) as s — 1~. For simplicity, we omit
the subscript 1 — s and we just write Ai(s,p).

First we show that
limsup A1 (s, p) < Ai(p).

s—1—

For this purpose, we state some convergence results. We start with the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q be a domain in R™ with Lipschitz boundary and p € (1,00). If

u € WHP(Q) then
1
lim —/ |u|pd:1c=/ |ulP dS.
e=0t € Jo. o0

In order to deal with the integrals on . we will state the following lemma,
which is an immediate consequence of the Coarea formula. See [I1], Section 3.4.4],
for details.

Lemma 4.2. Given g : R™ — R an integrable function, and f : R™ — R a Lipschitz
function such that essinf|Df| > 0. Then it follows that

t
g
(4.1) / gdx:/ / ——dS | dr.
{0<f<t} o \Jy=ry DS

Now we are ready to proceed with the proof of Lemma 11

Proof of Lemma[4.1] We consider the (n—1)-dimensional hyper-surface in R™ given
by w, = {z € R": d(z,Q°) = r}, where d(z,Q) = inf,cq |z — y|. Observe that
Q. ={z eR": z € w, forr € [0,e]} and wy = IN. By applying Lemma F.2] with
g =|ulP and f(z) = d(z,Q°) we get

/ |ulP doz = / ( |u|P dS) dr
Q 0 Wy

€
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since |Df| = 1. The Mean value theorem for integrals asserts that there exists

ro € [0,¢] such that
/ ( |u|? dS> dr = 5/ |u|? dS.
0 Wy w

0

Since 7o tends to 0 as € — 07, we get that w,, tends to 9Q as e — 07 and the
result follows using that the trace operator for a fixed function in W?(£2) depends
continuously on the hyper-surface (see [3]) and hence

/ |u|pd5'—>/ luf? dS,
w o0

0

as rg — 0+. [l

If Q is a smooth bounded domain in R™ then, by Theorem 7.25 in [I4], for any
open ball Bg DD ( there is a bounded linear extension operator E from W!(Q)
into Wy ?(Bg) such that Fu = u in . Our next goal is to prove that

(42) Icn,p(l - S)[Eu]s,p - HVUHZI)/P(Q)

as s = 17. To this end, we need the following result. For the proof we refer to [4}
Corollary 2].

Theorem 4.3. Let ) be a smooth bounded domain and p € (1,00). Assume u €
LP(Q)), then
Slir{L ’Cn,p(l - 5)|“|§Vs,p(g) = |u|€vl,p(g)

with

|'LL| ||vu||:zp((2) qu € WL;D(Q))
wie@) = ) o

otherwise.
We now show 2] which will be key in the proof of next results.
Lemma 4.4. If u € WH?(Q), then
lim K (1= 8)[Eulf ), = [IVullf,q)-

s—1—

Proof. Observe that

FE —F P
B2, = [ully i +2// | Bu(z) f(y)l dyde
' Qx(szcmBR) |~”U —y[rtep

E —F P
+2// |Bula f( D s
Qx B, |:v—y|" P

Then, by Theorem [£.3] we need to show that

E —F p
(1—29) // |Bu(z) nfs(y” dydx — 0,
Qx(Q¢NBR) |33 —y|rtep

Eu(z) - FE p
// |Bu(z nfs( vl dydr — 0,
QxBg |:17 - | P

as s — 1.
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By Theorem [£3] what we have that
Kanp(1 = )|Eu|WSp (Br) ||VE“H1£;7(BR)=
Kn P(l - 5)|Eu|ws P(Q) — ||VEU||:ZP(Q)7
’Cn,p( )|EU|WS P QmBC — ||VEU’H1[),17(QCQBR)5

as s — 17. Therefore

E E p
— Bute) ~ Bu) o,
Ox(QenBr) T —y[mteP

(1-s)
= 5 (1Bl e ) = Bl = 1Bl )
—0 ass—1".
On the other hand

|Eu(z) — Eu(y)|P (1—29) 1
dydx < C, —0
e S e

as s — 17, O
From Lemmas [ and 4] we get

Corollary 4.5. Let Q be a smooth bounded domain and p € (1,00). For a fized
u e WhP(Q)\ Wy P(Q), it holds

Knyp(l - 5)[Eu] + HEUHLp @ _ HVUH P(Q) + HUHLp Q)

lim T
s—17 EHEUHL;?(QPS) HUHLp(aQ)
From this result the following corollary is straightforward.
Corollary 4.6. Let Q2 be a smooth bounded domain and p € (1,00). Then

limsup A1 (s,p) < A1(p).

s—1—

With this result in mind, to prove the last part of Theorem [T, we need to show
that

(4.3) A1(p) < liminf A\ (s, p).
s—1—
Before proving this, we need to state some auxiliary results.
The next theorem is established in [4, Corollary 7].

Theorem 4.7. Let Q be a smooth bounded domain, p € (1,00), and us € WP ().
Assume that

lusllry < C and (1 = s)|us|wer) <C Vs> 0.

Then, up to a subsequence, {us} converges in LP(Q2) (and, in fact, in W50P(Q) for
all so € (0,1)) to some u € WHP(Q).

The proof of the following proposition can be found in [6, Proposition 3.10].

Proposition 4.8. Let Q2 be a smooth bounded domain andp € (1,00). Given {s,} C
(0,1) an increasing sequence converging to 1 and {ug}ren C LP () converging to
w in LP(§2), we have that

||VU‘HLP(Q < klggo Icn,p(l - Sk)|u8k|€vsk,p(g)
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Lemma 4.9. Let 2 be a smooth bounded domain, p € (1,00) and {us}se(o,1) be
such that us — u strongly in WHP(Q) for some t € (1/p,1). Then

1
/ |us|Pdx — |u|PdS
Qs a0

1—s
as s — 17.

Proof. We start observing that, since Q2 € C? and t > 1/p, the trace constant
in the embedding W"?(Q) — LP(9Q.) for all £ € (0,2¢) is bounded uniformly
(independently of ). Then, there is a constant C' independent on s such that

lus — ullLraa.) < Cllus — ullwer(a)-

Therefore

1 1 1—s
/ s ()P = _/ </ |us|pdS) dr %/ lu[PdS
1—-5Ja,_. 1—-sJo a9, 0Q

as s — 1. O

Now we are ready to prove ([L3).
Corollary 4.10. Let Q2 be a smooth bounded domain and p € (1,00). Then
A1(p) < liminf A\ (s, p).
s—1—
Proof. Let {si}ren be a sequence in (0,1) such that s — 1~ as kK — oo and
lim A (s, p) = liminf A1 (s, p).
k— o0 s—1—

For k € N, let uy be the eigenfunctions of problem (L) with s = s and A =
A1 (s, p) normalized such that

1
/ |ug|P dx = 1.
1-— Sk Ql—sk

Moreover, by Corollary L8] there is a positive constant C such that
HukHLP(Q) <C and (1- Sk)|uk|ws,p(g) <(C VkeN.

Then, by Theorem 7] up to a subsequence, {uy} converges in LP(2) (and, in fact,
in WeoP(Q) for all sg € (0,1)) to some u € WP(Q). Thus, by Proposition .8 and
Lemma [£.9] we get

IVullfo oy < hm ICnp(l—sk)|usk|Wsk,p(Q)

and

lim

1
' / g ()P = / lufPds.
k—oo 1 — Sk Ql—sk a0

Then HuHip (o) = 1 and
HVUH P(Q) + HU’HLP Q) < hrn Kn ;D(l - Sk)|u5k|W k0P (Q) + Hu’k”LP Q)
< hm A1(Sg,p) = liminf A (s, p).
k— o0 s—1—
Therefore

Ai(p )<hm1nf)\1(s D).

s—1—
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