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Abstract

It is natural to consider continuous dependence of the n-th eigen-
value on d-dimensional (d > 2) Sturm-Liouville problems after the
results on 1-dimensional case by Kong, Wu and Zettl [11]. In this pa-
per, we find all the boundary conditions such that the n-th eigenvalue
is not continuous, and give complete characterization of asymptotic
behavior of the n-th eigenvalue. This renders a precise description
of the jump phenomena of the n-th eigenvalue near such a boundary
condition. Furthermore, we divide the space of boundary conditions
into 2d + 1 layers and show that the n-th eigenvalue is continuously
dependent on Sturm-Liouville equations and on boundary conditions
when restricted into each layer. In addition, we prove that the ana-
lytic and geometric multiplicities of an eigenvalue are equal. Finally,
we obtain derivative formula and positive direction of eigenvalues with
respect to boundary conditions.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the d-dimensional Sturm-Liouville equation
—(PY) +Qy =AWy, on [a,b], (1.1)

where d > 2, X is the spectral parameter, and P, Q) and W satisfy the follow-
ing assumptions:
Hypothesis 1:

(i) P,Q and W are d x d-matrix symmetric real-valued functions on [a, b],
(ii) P(t) > py and W(t) > ug a.e. on t € [a,b] for some pq, g > 0,
(iii) P,Q,W € L>([a,b], R¥*%).
The self-adjoint boundary condition is given by
(A| B)Y(a,b) =0, (1.2)
where Y (a,b) = (—y(a)”,y(0), (Py')(a)T, (Py')(b)T)T, A and B are 2d x 2d

complex matrices such that

rank(A | B) =2d, AB* = BA", (1.3)
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A* is the complex conjugate transpose of A. The spectrum of the Sturm-
Liouville problem is bounded from below and consists of discrete eigenvalues,
which are ordered in the following non-decreasing sequence

AM< A3l <N, <

with A\, — 00 as n — oo, counting repeatedly according to their analytic
multiplicities.

When studying the perturbation of eigenvalues of Sturm-Liouville prob-
lem (1.1)—(1.2), the n-th eigenvalue changes as coefficients in the equation
(1.1) or the boundary condition (1.2) are subjected to perturbations. The in-
dices (i.e. n) of eigenvalues may change drastically in a continuous eigenvalue
branch due to the high dimension, and the eigenvalues with the same index
may jump from one to another branch in a complex way. The jump phe-
nomena of the n-th eigenvalue in high dimension are more interesting from
geometric aspects and more complicated than 1-dimensional Sturm-Liouville
problems. Moreover, in computing eigenvalues, their indices are in general
unknown and still need to be determined due to the importance of the first
few eigenvalues in physical models. The high dimension, however, leads oscil-
lation theory of 1-dimensional Sturm-Liouville problems to becoming invalid
and thus makes a difficult task in numerical calculation. So the question
“what the singular (discontinuity) set of the n-th eigenvalue is in high di-
mensional case’” not only has strong motivation from physics and numerical
analysis, but also is theoretical challenging. Indeed, after the previous work
in 1-dimensional case [11], it has been an open problem for several years. We
shall solve it in this paper and give complete characterization of asymptotic
behavior of the n-th eigenvalue.

This question is completely answered for 1-dimensional Sturm-Liouville
problems. The first breakthrough is due to Rellich [23]. In 1950, he gave
an example for the following 1-dimensional Sturm-Liouville problem at the

ICM [21]):
—u" = Xu, on [0,1],

with the boundary condition u(0) = 0, ku/(1) = u(1), where x € R. Though
the n-th eigenvalue is continuous near x = 0 from the left direction for each
n > 1, it is discontinuous from the right direction, and has the following
asymptotic behavior:

lim A\ (k) = —o0, lim A,(k) = Ay—1(0), n>2.

k—0t k—0t



See also Figure 1 in P. 292 of [13]. In 1997, Everitt et al. in [7] investigated
1-dimensional Sturm-Liouville equation (1.1) with separated boundary con-
dition cosay(a) — sina(py’)(a) = 0, cos fy(b) — sin B(py’)(b) = 0. By using
Priifer transformation to (1.1), they obtained that the n-th eigenvalue A, is
continuous on a x 3 € [0,7) x (0, 7] for each n > 1, and moreover, for any
fixed a € [0, 7),

lim A = — lim A = A\ > 2
5i>%1+ 1(0576) oo, ﬁLI(I)L n(aaﬁ) n 1(04,71'), n =z

and for any fixed € (0, 7],

lim A\ (o, 8) = —o00, lim A\, (a,f) = A21(0,8), n>2.

a—T a—T
Kong et al. in [11] regarded the n-th eigenvalue as a function on the space
of Sturm-Liouville equations and that of boundary conditions, respectively.
They showed that the n-th eigenvalue is continuously dependent on the co-
efficients in (1.1) for each n > 1. By using the above results in [7] and
some inequalities among eigenvalues of 1-dimensional Sturm-Liouville prob-
lems obtained in [0], they found the singular set of the n-th eigenvalue in
the space of complex (resp. real) boundary conditions. They also gave all
the asymptotic behavior of the n-th eigenvalue near each singular boundary
condition. See Theorems 3.39 and 3.76 in [11]. Other discussions of the n-th
eigenvalue can be found in [3, 5, 18, 28, 30].

It is worthy to mention that the analytic, algebraic and geometric mul-
tiplicities of an eigenvalue are shown to be equal for 1-dimensional Sturm-
Liouville problems [6, 15, 16, 27] and some extensions [3, 9, 11, 12, 22 25].
In particular, Kong et al. showed the equivalence of analytic and geometric
multiplicities even if P changes sign in 1-dimensional case [16]. Naimark
proved analytic and algebraic multiplicities of an eigenvalue coincide for a
class of high-order differential operators [22]. When studying the discon-
tinuity of the n-th eigenvalue, it is always listed according to the analytic
multiplicity. From the perspective of application, however, people pay more
attention to how many eigenvalue branches jump (tend to infinity) in the
sense of geometric multiplicity. So it is necessary to clarify the relationships
of these multiplicities of an eigenvalue for high dimensional Sturm-Liouville
problems. Motivated by Naimark [22], we shall rigorously prove that the
three multiplicities of an eigenvalue are the same in high dimensional case
even if P is non-positive.



In this paper, we shall give the set of all the complex (or real) boundary
conditions such that the n-th eigenvalue is not continuous in high dimensional
case. We call it to be the singular set ¢ (or ©¥) in the space of complex (or
real) boundary conditions and call any element in 3¢ (or ¥®) to be a singular
boundary condition. We mainly discuss the complex boundary conditions in
this paper, and the real ones can be treated in a similar way. When there is
truly difference in the discussion, we shall give remarks on providing a feasible
way for the real ones. Our inspiration is from the symplectic geometry,
especially the structure of Lagrangian-Grassmann manifold [1, 2]. Indeed,
we shall prove that in high dimensional case, the singular set, denoted by
Y€, consists of all the boundary conditions A = [A | B] such that

n(B) > 0, (1.4)

where n°(B) denotes the geometric multiplicity of zero eigenvalue of B.

An accompanying difficulty is how to give and prove asymptotic behav-
ior of the n-th eigenvalue near a singular boundary condition. The strategy
based on the Priifer transformation does not work for separated boundary
conditions due to the coupling of the Sturm-Liouville equations. The inequal-

ities argument used in [11] also becomes invalid owing to the complexity of
the boundary conditions, for example, the appearance of mixing boundary
conditions [26]. Moreover, the directions, from which the boundary condi-

tions tend to a more singular one, are diversified in high dimensional case.
All these make the problem nontrivial. Our first task is also to study the
topology of the space of boundary conditions. However, instead of using sep-
arated, coupled and mixed boundary conditions, we choose the coordinate
charts of the Lagrangian-Grassmann manifold introduced by Arnold [1, 2] to
describe the space of boundary conditions. We divide ¥¢ into 2d layers such
that for any [A | B] in the k-th layer X5,

n’(B) =k, (1.5)

where 1 < k < 2d. Define X5 to be the complementary set of 3¢ in the space
of boundary conditions. We then prove that the n-th eigenvalue is contin-
uously dependent on the Sturm-Liouville equations and on the boundary
conditions when restricted into Xt for each n > 1, where 0 < k < 2d. In the
proof of asymptotic behavior, besides using the above results and the locally
uniform property of eigenvalues (Lemma 3.2), our technique is to construct
various paths in different parts of the k-th layer in the space of boundary



conditions. The asymptotic behavior of the n-th eigenvalue is proved for the
following targets via a step-by-step procedure:

1. A non-coupled Sturm-Liouville equation and a separated boundary con-
dition in a path connected component of Xt see Lemmas 7.3 and 7.4.

2. The non-coupled Sturm-Liouville equation and any boundary condition
in the path connected component of ¥t see Lemma 7.5.

3. Any fixed Sturm-Liouville equation and any boundary condition in the
path connected component of X5, see Lemma 7.6.

Our complete characterization of asymptotic behavior of the n-th eigenvalue
near A € F (or (w, A)) is given in Theorems 7.1 and 7.2, where 1 < k < 2d.
The essential characterization is that there exists a neighborhood U of A in
the whole space of boundary conditions such that U = Up<;<,U’, and for
each 0 <i <k, U'+# () and

lim A\, (B)=—00, 1< n <4, (1.6)
U'sB—A

li An(B) = Ai(A), 3 1.7
Jm A(B) = A (A), > (17)

In order to make the results explicitly, we clarify what U? is in Corollary 7.1.

In a forthcoming paper, we shall show that [—-U, | ®,] defined in (3.3)—
(3.4) tends to [Iyq | 024) as A — —oo for a more general Sturm-Liouville
system. Based on this result and the theory of Maslov index, we shall give
a new proof of the discontinuity of the n-th eigenvalue. Furthermore, we
determine the range of the n-th eigenvalue not only on the whole space of
boundary conditions but also on the k-th layer $t (or XF), where 0 < k < 2d.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, topology on
space of Sturm-Liouville equations, and that on space of complex boundary
conditions are presented. Basic properties of eigenvalues are given in Section
3 and further analysis on 1-dimensional results is provided in Section 4. In
Section 5, it is proved that the analytic, algebraic and geometric multiplicities
of an eigenvalue are equal. Section 6 is devoted to proving that the n-
th eigenvalue is continuous on the space of Sturm-Liouville equaitons, and
on each layer in the space of boundary conditions. Singularity of the n-
th eigenvalue is completely characterized in Section 7. In the last section,
derivative formula of eigenvalues with respect to the boundary conditions
and comparison of eigenvalues are obtained.



2 Space of Sturm-Liouville problems

In this section, we introduce the topology on space of Sturm-Liouville equa-
tions, and that on space of complex boundary conditions, respectively.
The space of Sturm-Liouville equations is

={(P,Q, W) : P,Q and W satisfy Hypothesis 1}

with product topology induced by L*([a,b],R?*?). Following [14], we use
bold faced (lower case) Greek letters, such as w, to stand for elements in (.
Two linear algebraic systems

(A| B)Y(a,b) =0, (C|D)Y(a,b) =0,

represent the same complex boundary condition if and only if there exists a
matrix 7' € GL(2d, C) such that

(€| D)= (TA[TB),

where GL(2d,C) := {2d x 2d complex matrix 7" : det T" # 0}. Since each
boundary condition (1.2) considered in this paper is self-adjoint, it must
satisfy (1.3). So it is natural to take the quotient space

B° .= GL(2d, (C)\£2d,4d((c),

equipped with the quotient topology, as the space of complex boundary condi-
tions, where L£9444(C) := {2d x 4d complex matrix (A | B) : rank(A | B) =
2d, AB* = BA*}. The topology on L5444(C) here is induced by that of
€3, The boundary condition represented by (1.2) is denoted by [A | B] :=
{(TA|TB):T € GL(2d,C)}. Bold faced capital Latin letters, such as A,
are also used for boundary conditions. See also [15] in 1-dimensional case.
B® coincides with the complex Lagrangian-Grassmann manifold A(2d) [2].
Motivated by Arnold [1, 2], we shall give the canonical atlas of local coor-
€ = (Oa"' 0, 1,0, 70)?><2d
i
for any 1 < ¢ < 2d, S be a 2d x 2d matrix whose entries and columns are
denoted by s;;, 1 < 1,7 < 2d, and s; = (815, , S2qj)”, respectively. Set K
be a subset of {1,2,---,2d} with §(K) to be the number of elements in K.
Define

dinate systems on B% in our framework. Let



Ok = {A = [A| B] =[(a1, a2, ,a2q) | (b1, b2, , b2g)] : (2.1)

—€; if i€ K,
a; =
si if ie{1,2,--- 2d}\K,

b, — S; if i€K7
" le  ifie{1,2,--,2d}\K,

for any 2d x 2d Hermitian matrix S = (s, S, - - - ,Sgd)}

for any K C {1,2,---,2d}. Below S is written as S(A) when it is necessary
to indicate its dependence on A. The following result gives the topology and
geometric structure on BE.

Theorem 2.1.

Kc{1,2,,2d}

Moreover, B® is a connected and compact real-analytic manifold of dimension
4d?.

Remark 2.1. Similar result is true for BX with C replaced by R except that
the dimension of BX is d(2d + 1) as a real-analytic manifold.

Proof. Firstly, we show that

J ofcsBs (2.2)

Kc{1,2,,2d}

Forany K C {1,---,2d}, choose [A | B] = [(a1,- - ,a24) | (b1, ,b2q)] C
0%, where

a; = (Cllj, s aa2dj)Tabj = (blja T >b2dj)T7 jg=1---,2d.

Define

s JLick
0, i ¢ K.



For any 1 <,k < 2d, by (2.1) we have

2d

(AB")i, = Z ;b (2.3)
=1
= Z aijl_)kj -+ Z aijgkj

jeK i¢K
= Z _5ij§kj -+ Z S,;j(skj
JEK JEK

= —0; i Ski + (1 — Ok i) Sik,

2d

(BA™)i, = Z bijay; (2.4)
j=1
= by + Y by

JEK jEK
= Z —sijékj -+ Z 5ij§kj
JEK jE¢K

= =0k Sik + (1 — 0i i) Ski-

Since S = S*, we have AB* = BA*. Then (2.2) follows.
Conversely, let

[A| Bl =(ar, + aza) | (br, -+, baa)] € B

and mg := rankA. Suppose rank (ag,,---,a, ) = mo. Denote K :=
{k1, - Jkmo} and {1,2,-+- [ 2d} \ K := {kmgs1, " » koa}-
Claim: (ag;, -, Ak Okpy 115 5 Dkyy) I8 NON-degenerate.

Firstly, we can choose T' € GL(2d,C) such that

A, B
T(A|B) = ( 01 B;) € L2444(C), Ay, B1 € Myyx2a, By € M(2d—mg)x2ds

where M, <24 denotes the set of all my x 2d complex matrices. Let

Al = (al,h Ce ’a1’2d), B2 = (62’17 ce ,b2’2d)7



where a1y = (a1,11, -+, Qimer)” and oy = (bo 1y, -+, ba 2a—men)’, 1 < 1< 2d.
Since [A | B] € B®, direct computation shows that

() @)= (5) ¢ o
< Ay By symmetric and A;B; = 0.
Let
E = (B | Ey) = (al,kla T ALk, | A1, kmg419 """ ,@1,k2d),
F = (Fl | F2) = (b2,k1, T ,bz,kmo | b2,km0+17 T 7b2,k2d>~

Note that rankF, = rankF = rankA; = mg and rankF = rankBy = 2d —my,.
Since A;B; = 0, we have EF* = E\F)' + EyFy = 0. Direct calculation gives

(Fy — LB By Fy = FyFf — F\ET By Fy = FyFy + RE[ BV Ff = FF*,
which yields
2d — mgy > rankFy > rankF'F* = rankF = 2d — my.
Then rankF5 = 2d — mg. Thus

(B =
(akl""a/‘u‘m07bkm0+17'."b2d):T 1(01 F2>

is non-degenerate and this claim holds.

Let
Ty = (=arys s =k Doy i1 7 Ok
Then
(Tl_lA | Tl_lB) = (alla T 7a/2d’b/1> T l2d)>
where aj = —e;, 1 = 1,--- ,my, bﬁgj =ej, J=mo+1,---,2d. Let S =
(51,-++,82a) = (5i) € Magx2q and
a;7 l ¢ K?
&:{%ZEK

Since AB* = BA*, by the calculation in (2.3)—(2.4), we have s;, = §x;. Thus
[A| B] ¢ O%. Other assertions are direct consequences of properties of
Lagrangian-Grassmann manifold [1, 2]. This completes the proof. O

The product space €2 x BC is the space of Sturm-Liouville problems, and
(w, A) is used to stand for an element in  x B°.
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3 Basic properties of eigenvalues

Firstly, we introduce the following weighted space:

b
L%@Mﬁﬁzw:/y@mww@ﬁ<+wh

with the inner product (y, z)y = fab 2(t)*W (t)y(t)dt.
Let (w,A) € Q x B® with w = (P,Q,W) and A = [A | B]. Then the
corresponding Sturm-Liouville operator

Tway =WH{=(Py) + Qy) (3.1)
is self-adjoint with the domain

Da = {y € Liy([a,b],C?) :y, Py’ € AC([a,b],C?), (3.2)
Tiw,ay € L2, ([a, b], C%), y satisfies (1.2)}.

For any A € C, let ¢y, -, ¢24 be the fundamental solutions to (1.1)
determined by the initial conditions

( pra(a) - ¢2d,A(a))> = Loy

P¢,1,,\(a) Pébéd,x(a
Denote
o —¢1,A(G) _¢2d,)\(a>
@)\ = ( leA(b) . ¢2d7)\(b) ) ) (33)
o P¢’1,/\(a) P¢/2d,)\(a>>
W”‘(Pﬁxw o Poh (b)) (34)

Then ®, and ¥, are entire 2d x 2d-matrix valued functions of A.

Lemma 3.1. The spectrum of the d-dimensional Sturm-Liouville problem
(w, A) consists of isolated eigenvalues, which are all real and bounded from
below. Moreover, A € R is an eigenvalue of (w, A) if and only of X is a zero

of
F(w,A)()\) = det(A(I))\ + B\If/\) (35)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.5 in [29]. O

11



Definition 3.1. Let A be an eigenvalue of (w, A). The order of A as a zero of
['w,a) is called its analytic multiplicity. The number of linearly independent
eigenfunctions for X\ is called its geometric multiplicity. The dimension of the
space B\ = {y € L},([a,b],C?) : (T(wa) — Ny = 0 for some integer k > 1}
15 called its algebraic multiplicity.

We show in Theorem 5.1 that the three multiplicities of an eigenvalue are
equal. Thus we shall not distinguish them. The following result is locally
continuous dependence of eigenvalues on Sturm-Liouville problems, which
can be proved by Rouché’s Theorem [1]. See [, 31] in 1-dimensional case.

Lemma 3.2. Let r1 < 19 be two real numbers such that neither of them 1is
an eigenvalue of a given Sturm-Liouville problem (w,A), and n > 0 be the
number of eigenvalues of (w, A) in the interval (ri,ry). Then there exists a

neighborhood U of (w, A) in Q x B such that each (6,B) € U has exactly n
eigenvalues in (r1,r2), and neither r1 nor ry is an eigenvalue of (o, B).

Proof. Let R := {z € C : |z — (r1 +1r2)/2| < (ra —r1)/2} and n :=

iniar}lzw(“”A)()\”’ where OR denotes the boundary of R. Then n > 0 by
€

Lemma 3.1. By the compactness of R and the uniform continuity of I'¢, a)
on (w,A) and ), there exists a neighborhood U of (w,A) in Q x B such
that |I',B)(A) — T'w,a)(A)| < n for all A € OR and for all (o, B) € U, which
also implies that |I'z.8)(A)] > |Tw,.a)(A)] — T'eB)(A) = Tw,a)(A)| > 0. Thus
neither 71 nor 7, is an eigenvalue of (¢,B) € U. Since I'pp) — I'(, a) and
I'w,a) are both entire functions of A, I', B) and I', o) have the same number
of zeros in R, counting order, by Rouche’s Theorem. The proof is complete
by the fact of the reality of eigenvalues. n

The next result is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.3. Let A, be an eigenvalue with multiplicity m of (w,A), and
r1 < ro be two real numbers such that A\, € (r1,73) is the only eigenvalue
of (w,A) in the interval [ri,rs]. Then there exist a connected neighborhood
U of (w,A) in Q x B® and continuous functions Ay,--- , A\, defined on U
such that 1y < Ay(0,B) < --- < A (0,B) < 1y for each (6,B) € U, where
A(e,B), -+, Ay (0,B) are eigenvalues of (o, B).

These functions in Lemma 3.3 are locally called continuous eigenvalue
branches. When m = 1, A; is called the continuous simple eigenvalue branch.
Then we shall make a continuous choice of eigenfunctions for the eigenvalues
along a continuous simple eigenvalue branch.

12



Lemma 3.4. Let A\, be a simple eigenvalue of (w,A), ug be a given eigen-
function for \,, and A be a continuous simple eigenvalue branch defined on
a neighborhood U of (w, A) in Q x B® through .. Then there exists a neigh-
borhood Uy C U of (w,A) such that for any (6,B) € Uy, there is an eigen-
function upe ) for A(o,B) satisfying that upw,ay = to, and uxy and puﬁ\(.)
are continuous on Uy in the sense that for any (o,B) € Uy, UA(r,C) — UA(o,B)
and puy, o) = Py gy as Ur 2 (1,C) = (o, B) both uniformly on [a,b].

Proof. The proof is similar as that of Theorem 3.1 in [17]. O

When w (or A) is fixed, we can get corresponding results on a neighbor-
hood of A (or w) as those in Lemmas 3.2-3.4. Then we turn to present the
continuity principle for the n-th eigenvalue.

Lemma 3.5. Let O be a subset of 2 x BE. If \; is bounded from below on O,
then the restriction of the n-th eigenvalue to O is continuous for eachn > 1.

Lemma 3.6. If O is a subset of Q x B®, (w,A) ¢ O is an accumulation

point of O,
lim A(0,B) = —oc0
03(0,B)—(w,A)
foranyn =1,--- m, where m > 0, and X\, 41 is bounded from below on O,
then

im  A(0,B) = Ao (w, A)
03(6,B)—(w,A)

for anyn >m+ 1.

By using Lemma 3.2, the proofs of Lemmas 3.5-3.6 are similar to those
of Theorems 1.40-1.41 in [11], respectively.

4 Analysis on 1-dimensional results

In this section, we reform the singular boundary conditions in the frame (2.1)
and refine the results of Theorems 3.39 and 3.76 in [11].

13



The explicit coordinate systems (2.1) in 1-dimensional case are as follows:

C _ [ s11s12 10 .
O@—{ S13 S9p 0 11 Sll,SQQER,SlQEC}, (41)

-1 s s 0
c _ 12 S11 )
) _{ 0 s 512 1 } PSSz ER sy € (C} )

c S11 0 1 S192 .
0{2}_{ S —1 0 822} ’ 511’822€R’812€C}7

S12 S22

-1 0 s11 s
0?1,2} :{ 0 -1 e ] D S11,802 € R, 810 € C}~

In order to refine the above results ,we need the following notation, which
will be used for any d > 1 in the sequel. For a nonempty subset K =
{ni, -+ yNmg} C{1,-++,2d} and for any A € O%, let

Sning Sning T Snanm,
§n1n2 Sngng e Sngnm
0
Sk(A)=1 . . _ . (4.2)
5n1nm0 Snznmo e Snmonmo

512 S22
Let n™(Sk(A)),n(Sk(A)) and n*(Sk(A)) denote the total multiplic-
ity of negative, zero and positive eigenvalues of Sk(A), respectively. For a
nonempty subset K C {1,---,2d}, define

In 1-dimensional case, Sg;3(A) = (i), ¢ = 1,2, and Spi23(A) = (Sll 812).

JomtnT) (4.3)

Ok
={A € Og[n"(Sk(A)) = n’,n"(Sk(A)) = n*,n"(Sk(A)) = n"}

for three nonnegative integers n°, n™ and n~ satisfying n® +n* +n~ = #(K).

Then we get the following refinement from Theorem 3.76 in [11]. One key fact
in the following proposition is that n™(Sk(B)) — n™(Sk(A)) is the number
of eigenvalues which tend to —oc as B — A.

Proposition 4.1. (i) The restriction of A\, to X% is continuous for each
n > 1, where k =0,1,2.

(ii) Consider the restriction of A, to O% for eachn > 1, where K C {1,2}.

14



(iia) The restriction of A, to Of is continuous.
(iib) Let K be nonempty, 0 < n® < nf <#(K), n™ >nl andn™ >n7.

n9nt ny
Then for any A € Jécl’ i ), we have
K

, Jlim A(B) = —o0, n < nt —nf,
(nY,nT,n7)

JO% >B—A

lim A(B) = A, (i oty (A), n>n" —nf.
ISR ES S Y '
oC
K

Remark 4.1. Inspired of [19, 20, 21], we provide an intuitional representa-

tion of sets in the space of real boundary conditions, which is also helpful to
understand the global concept of singular boundary conditions. Let

OIFQ’J# ={A ¢ (’)ﬁ?} ts11 > 0,510 € R, s11822 > [s12]°}
(9]52777 ={A¢c O]ﬁz} tos11 < 0,512 € R, s11822 > [s12]°}
O]FQHF_ = {A € 0]5172} : 812 € R, 811890 < |512|2},

Oly o ={A € OIFIQ} D os11+ S22 > 0,512 € R, 511500 = [s12]7}
(9%70 ={A¢c O]ﬁz} D os11+ S22 < 0,512 € R, 511800 = [s12]*}

Consider an element A = [—1 | S| in the coordinate chart (OIFLQ},gle),

where ¢12 1 (A — 5 = (811 812>)' Firstly we define a map

S12 S22

repiy = Ao ¢1_21 : {5131175127322 € R} — (Dl X Sl)/ﬁ
S [(r,z,0)],

where

[(r,2,0)] € (D' x SY/f ={(r,2,0)|(r —2)* + 2* < 1}U
H(r,2,0),(r,z,0 +m)}(r —2)* + 2% = 1},

the map A : (D' x SV)/f — Lag(2,R) ~ B® is a homeomorphism defined in

the proof of Theorem 1 in [19].
Under the map rep,,, we obtainrep,5(0) = (2,0,0) and rep,,(— tan gIQ) =

15



In(@'x sy

In(@'x 8"y

3

singular sets of sets of Dirichlet

; . bt : R R R R R
Figure 1: The intuitional representation of Of; , |, 075y, 075, O15 14, O3 -

(2,0,0) with 6 € R/2xZ. Furthermore,

( Zn 0]52,777 Zf 8 € (077T)7

Dirichlet boundary condition, if 6 = 0,
¢y (—tan S I) is Q in Of .., if 0 € (—,0),

converging to Neumann boundary condition,
L if 0 — +m.

In Figure 1, the inner torus with two shrinking points denotes two sin-
gular cycles, i.e. the part with x < 0 (orx > 0) is the set of elements
which have common subspace with Neumann (or Dirichlet) boundary con-
dition (rep;5(—2,0,0)) (or rep;5(2,0,0)). Note that inner torus lies on the
outside torus if x = 0.

Since the left part (x < 0) of the inner torus is not in the range of rep,, by
the path connectedness of OF, , ., OF, . _,0f __,0f ., and OFf, _, we have
Region I denotes (’)1527++, i.e. the inside of the inner torus under Y -axis. The
curve repyy(—22L1,), 6 € (—,0) is in Region L.

Region II denotes (9%__, i.e. the inside of the inner torus upper Y -axis.
The curve repyy(—2221,), 6 € (0,7) is in Region II.

Region III denotes Of,  _, i.e. the outside of the inner torus in (D' x S*)/f.
Region IV denotes O]$2,+0 and O%_O. More precisely, the parts of the inner
torus with X > 0,Y < 0 and with X,Y > 0 denote Of, , and OF, _,
respectively.
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5 Equality of multiplicities of an eigenvalue

In this section, we show the equivalence of the analytic, algebraic and geo-
metric multiplicities of an eigenvalue.

Theorem 5.1. The analytic, algebraic and geometric multiplicities of an
eigenvalue of (w, A) € Q x BE are equal.

Proof. Fix A\, be an eigenvalue of (w, A) withw = (P,Q, W) and A = [A]| B].
Since T{y a) is self-adjoint, the algebraic and geometric multiplicities of A,
coincide. We shall show that the analytic and geometric ones are the same.

By p and x denote the geometric and analytic multiplicities of A, respec-
tively. Let ¢;, 1 <17 < p, be the linearly independent eigenfunctions of A,.
Choose ¢;, p+ 1 < i < 2d be the solutions of (1.1) with A = A, such that
©i, 1 <i < 2d, are linearly independent. Let y;(-, ) be the solutions of (1.1)
with A € C such that y;(a, \) = pi(a), Pyi(a, \) = Pyi(a),1 < i < 2d. Then
yi(+, A) = ¢; and y; has the Taylor expansion

vilw, ) =@ (@) (A = A’

: 0 _ . = (Y1 - Yo .
with ¢; ' = ¢;, 1 <i < 2d. Let &) = (Py{ Pyéd) By (3.5), we have
Lw.a)(Y)
=det(A + BDy(b)®;(a)) = det(Ady(a) + BDx(b)) det(y (a)),  (5.1)
where
—I; 0 0 0
B 0 0 I 0
0 0 0 Iy
Note that

() () o =en

7

which yields that the i-th column of I, a)(A) must contain the factor (A—X,).
So

Lwa)y(N) = (A= A)PT g a)(A).

17



It suffices to show that f‘(w7A)()\*) # 0. Let

. o LW L
Poyj o Py PSO;)H o Py,
Then
[wa)(\) = det(Ad(a) + B(b)) det(P}(a)). (5.2)

Suppose f‘(“,’A)()\*) = 0. By x1, ", X2q denote the columns of flci)(a) +
B®(b). Then

2d
D i =0 (5.3)
=1

for ¢1,- -+, caq € C to be not all vanished. We divide the discussion into two
cases below.
Case 1. ¢y =---=1¢, =0.
2d
Let ¢y = > ¢ip;. Then ¢ is a nontrivial solution of (1.1) since ppi1,- - - ,
i=p+1
(paq are linearly independent solutions of (1.1) with A = A,. By (5.3), we get

A(motn) 8 (o) 0

P 2d
which implies that v is an eigenfunction for A.. Thus ¢ = > djp; = > cip;
i=1 i=p+1
with dy,--- ,d, to be not all zero, which is a contradiction since ¢y, --- , @9
are linearly independent.
Case 2. ¢1,- -, ¢, are not all vanished.
Let
P 2d
J=> cyit Y alh— Ay
i=1 i=p+1

Then ¢ is a nontrivial solution of

—(P7) + Qy = AW3g.

18



It is obvious that (-, A,) satisfies the boundary condition A. Differentiating
the above equation by A\, we get

9y, 9y
1)) O\
Let A = A,. Then ay‘/\ A. 1s nontrivial since otherwise, by (5.4) g(-, Ax) =0,
which is a contradiction. Clearly, m| r=xn. € LE([a,b],C?). If in addition
%| A=\, satisfies the boundary condition A, we have

9y

(Tw,a) — )\*)5 A=A,

—(P(57)) +Q = Wi+ AW = (5.4)

=9 ). (5.5)

- ~ p
Now we show that %L\:,\* satisfies A. Let ¢ = Zcigoz(» + Z cipi. Tt
=1 i=p+1
follows from (5.3) that

i ( @\, p ( (b)b)) _0. (5.6)

PY/(a) Py/(
Note that Z£|,=» :<p§ ),1 <1 <p,and y;(-, \) = @i, p < i < 2d. Thus
ag D 2d
_ (1) 7
5 A=A — ; Cip; + Z:zp;rl Cip; = ¢

(5.6) implies that 2% 901\, satisfies A. By (5.5), a,\|)\ A, 1s a generalized eigen-
function of A, Wthh contradicts the fact that the geometric and algebraic
multiplicities of A, are equal.

Therefore, f(w,A)()\*) # 0 in any case and K = p. This completes the
proof. O

Remark 5.1. Here our proof is independent of the condition that P is posi-
tive. Thus Theorem 5.1 also holds true when P is invertible and non-positive
a.e. on |a,b.

6 Continuity of the n-th eigenvalue

In this section, we prove that the n-th eigenvalue is continuously dependent
on the Sturm-Liouville equations and boundary conditions when restricted
into the k-th layer, where 0 < k < 2d.
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Theorem 6.1. The n-th eigenvalue is continuous on Q x Xt for each n > 1,
where 0 < k < 2d.

Proof. Let (wi,A1) € Q x XF, where w; = (P, Q1,W;). By Lemma 3.5, it
suffices to show that there exists a neighborhood U; of (wy, A;) in Q x 3Xf
such that the first eigenvalue A\; is bounded from below on U;. It is equivalent
to show that there exists p € R such that

(Twayy, vyw = plyllyy, Yy € Da,

uniformly for (w, A) € Uy, where T{, o) and D are defined in (3.1) and
(3.2).

Firstly, let U; be chosen sufficiently small that for any (w, A) € U; with
w = (P,Q, W), there exist d, p; > 0 satisfying ||w — w1 ||peoxpexre < d; and

P(t) > py, W(t) > w1, a.e.ont € [a,b)]. (6.1)
Direct computations show that for any (w, A) € U; with w = (P,Q, W) and
any y € Da,

(Tloayt Yhw = / (—(PyY + Q. y)udt (6.2)

_ /ab(py',y’)d+ (Qy, y)adt — ((?Z’EZ;) ’ (;/gé(b()l)>)zd

where (-, )4 is the usual inner product in C%.
Let A = [A| B] € £%. Choose Ty € GL(2d,C) such that

(A B
nal 5= (4 5)
where Ay, By € M@a—kyx2d, A2, Bo € Mjx2q and rankB; = rankB = 2d — k.

Then exists the unique F € My (2q—k) such that By = E'By, and E is locally
continuously dependent on B. Direct computation shows that

Iygy 0\ (A1 Bi) _ Ay By

—FE I Ay By Ay —FA; 0 )°
Applying the QR decomposition (see Theorem 2.1.14 in [10]) on B; and
Ay — FAq, we get

Bl = L1D1, AZ - EAl = LQCZa
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where Ly € GL(2d — k,C) and Ly, € GL(k,C) are lower triangular positive
matrices, and D; € Ma_p)xoq and Cy € Myyoq satisfy D1 D} = gy,
CyC5 = 1i. Let C) = LflAl. Note that L;, C; and Dy, @ = 1,2, are uniquely
determined and locally continuously dependent on A. Thus we denote them
by L;(A),C;(A) and D;(A). Direct calculation gives

L(A)! 0 Ay Bi\  (Ci(A) Di(A)
( 0 L(A)21> (Az — EA, 0) - (CQ(A) 0 )
Since (gﬁ;) (Dy(A)* 0) = (DléA)) (CL(A) Ch(A)"), we have
Co(A)D1(A)* =0 and C1(A)D;(A)" = D1(A)Ci(A)™.
Thus E1(A)E1(A)* = Iy, which implies that £y (A) is unitary, where E;(A) :=

(G

e () +mum (3) . m (7)o

Then

). It follows from the boundary condition that

)
[ —y(a) —y(a)
‘( GilA ( y(b) )’Dl(A) ( y(b) ))
|| CLIA) | Mz o I D1 (AN Mgy aa ([0 (@)]7 + [ (B)[7)

Scucl (A)”M(Zd—k)XQdHDl (A) HM(Qdfk)XZdHyH%@?

where [[Clluy uy,00 = masi;{Jeyl} and [lylco = masxie{ly(Dla}. Here
and in the sequel, ¢ denotes a generic positive constant and c(«) denotes
such a constant depending only on «. We now interpolate ||ly|/co between
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the norms ||y||z2 and ||y/||2. Choose e; > 0 sufficiently small and ¢(e1) > 0
sufficiently large such that

Cucl(Al)HM(2d7k)><2d”D1(A1)HM(dek)x%igl < i (64)

and

IyllEo < erlly/llZz + clen)lyllz:. (6.5)

It follows from (6.4) and the locally continuity of C1(A) and D;(A) on A
that U; can be shrunk such that for any (w, A) € Uy,

C”C1<A)HM(2d—k)><2dHDl(A)HM(2d—k)><2d€1 < H1. (66>

By (6.1)-(6.3), (6.5)-(6.6) and noting that || - ||z2 is equivalent to || - ||z , we
have

(Tlw,a)Y, Y)w

> lly'I72 — (IQ1llzee + ) lwll72 = el CrA) | Mg waal D1 (A) | Mgty oa”
ey 172 — cllC A Mezaiy ol D1 (A Mgy waa€(E) 101172

>pllyllzs.

for some p € R and for all (w, A) € U;. The proof is complete. n

7 Singularity of the n-th eigenvalue

In this section, we determine the singular set in the space of boundary con-
ditions for d-dimensional Sturm-Liouville problems, and give complete char-
acterization of asymptotic behavior of the n-th eigenvalue near any fixed
singular boundary condition.

Theorem 7.1. Consider the restriction of A\, to O% for each n > 1, where
K cC {1, 2d}.

(i) The restriction of A, to Of is continuous.
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ii) Let K be nonempty, 0 < n® < nd < #(K), n* > nd and n= > ng .
0 0 0

ndnt no
Then for any A € Jéco’ 0 0), we have
K

, Jim A(B) = —o00, n <nt —ng,
JonT T B A
OK
: _ v
lim A(B) = A,y (A), n>n" —ng,
gl s A 0
ok

where Jgg’ntn_) is defined in (4.3).

Consequently, ©° = {A = [A | B] : n%(B) > 0}.

Proof. (i) holds due to Theorem 6.1 and the fact Of C Xf. We shall give the
proof of Theorem 7.1 (ii) step by step via the following results in Lemmas
7.3, 7.4, 7.5 and 7.6. O

By Theorems 6.1 and 7.1, we give the explicit description of U’ in (1.6)
and (1.7):

+ —
Corollary 7.1. For each A € Jgég’no o) and 0 < 1 < ng, there exists a
K
neighborhood U of A in O% such that

Ui — U Jgg’”+’"_) nu,

nt—ng=i,n0<ng,n=>n,

where U satisfies (1.6) and (1.7).

Let K C {1,---,2d} be a nonempty subset below. For each 0 < n® <
1K),

C C %@ lfOSTLOSﬁ(K),
OKQZ"O{:@ if #(K) <n®<2d,

and furthermore, n°(Sk(A)) = n® for any A € O NEE,. OF NI, possesses
precisely #(K) — n® + 1 components as follows:

JG 0 <t <H(K) =0, nT =4(K) —n®—nt. (7.1)

Ok
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Next, we show that every J ((QTLO’W’"_) is a path connected component. In
the following discussion, by a path v to connect xy and x; in a topological
space X, we mean a continuous function v : [0, 1] — X such that v(0) = xg

and y(1) = z;.

Lemma 7.1. Jg?co’w’ni) is path connected for each 0 < n® < #(K) and
K
0<nt <H(K)-—n°

Proof. Fix any given A, € Jé%o’"+’"7),j = 1,2, and denote

Aj = [A] ‘ Bj] :[(agj)’ agj)v o 7aéj)) | (bgj)v bgj)’ e 7bg]z'i))]>

where
a(j) )6 if i e K,
' s9 it ie{1,2,-- 2d}\K,
b(j) B Sz(j) if 1€ K,
’ e if ie{1,2,--- 2d}\K,
for two different 2d x 2d Hermitian matrices SV = (sgj), e ,sgg), sl(-j) =

(sg) ,sgﬂ)i)T. Let mo := 4(K) and Sk(A;) be defined as that in (4.2).
Then there exist matrices RY) € GL(my,C), j = 1,2, such that

0,0
Sk(A;) = RV*JRY J .= I+ : (7.2)
—1I,-

Choose a path of mg x mo matrices: v to connect RV and R® such that
v(r) € GL(my,C), 7 € [0,1]. Then ~(r) = y(r)*Jy(r) with entries
(70(7))ij, 1 < 4,5 < my, is a path to connect Sk(A;) and Sk(Az) such
that n%(y(7)) = n° and n*(y(7)) = n*, 7 € [0,1]. Define a Hermitian
2d x 2d matrix $™) = ({7 ... ,sgl)), 7€ 1[0,1], where s = (s{7, ... ,sg&)T
with entries

) . (1—7)51(2»1)—1—751(1.2) if i¢gKorl¢ K,
(o) if i€ K.
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Thus we can construct a path & in J ((9%0’"+’n_) to connect A; and Ay:

£(r) =[AD | B =[(a{” a8, al)) | (057,657, - 05))],

where
(1) —€; if ¢ € K,
a; =93 () .0 .
s; it ie{l,2,---,2d}\K,
b(T) . SZ(-T) if i e K,
Y e if ie{1,2,---,2d}\K.
This finishes the proof. O

Remark 7.1. The only difference in the proof of Lemma 7.1 for real boundary
conditions is that RY) should be chosen such that det RY) >0, j = 1,2. This
can be easily done, since otherwise, we can replace RY) by

-1 ,
RY.
( Imo—l)

Lemma 7.2. Let 0 < nd < 4(K) and 0 < nj < #(K) —n). Then for any

ndnt n- .
A e J((QCO’ 00 ), there exists €1 > 0 such that for any 0 < € < &y,

K

U. :={B € Ok : [|S(B) = S(A) || Moo < €}
- U U0, (7.3)
K
nogng,n‘LZn(‘f,n*Zno_

and UaﬂJg?CKo’"ﬁ"f) is path connected for anyn® < nd, n* > nd andn= > ny .

Proof. Let A = [A | B] be given in (2.1). Then there exists a mgy X mg
unitary matrix N such that

%51

Sk(A) = N* ( g M) N, M= Hng ,(74)

151
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where mg = #(K) and 1, < -+ < V= < 0 < pp < -+ < fht- (7.3)
is straightforward from the small perturbation of Sk(A) in (7.4). Fix any
B, e U.n J nhntinT) i = 1,2, Their entries are given by a similar way as

(2.1). Then the connection from s;;(B;) to s;;(B2) is trivial if | ¢ K or
j ¢ K. So it suffices to construct a path connecting Sk (B1) and Sk(B,).
To do so, we only need to show that

E:={E:||E — Eol|Muyxm, <0, E = E*,n*(E) = n*}

is path connected for ¢y > 0 sufficiently small, where Fy := (0”8 M)

 (En EY, B 1 0
Let £ = <E12 M + Eay € £ and define F, = (M + Ey) 1B 1)’
where E; = Ef, i =1,2, and 7 € [0,1]. Then v(7) = FEF; is a path in £
F 0 . _ .
from E to (0 M+ Egg)’ where F' = Eyy — Ejy(M + Eg) ' E}y. Similarly,
for another E = E::H Eik2~ € &, one can construct a path 74 in £
- F 0 F 0
to connect E to (O M+E22)' Now, we connect (O M+E22) and

(Zg M—f(—)Egg) in &, M + (1 — 7)Ey + TEy is a path from M + Ey to

M + EQQ The rest is to connect F' and F. Note that n*(F) = n*™(F) =
n*t —no Thus there exists a path v, to Connect F and F by a similar strategy
used in (7.2) such that n*(y,(7)) = n* — ng for each 7 € [0,1]. However,

|71 (7)|| maybe larger than gy, where || - || := | - HMnang for convenience.

Thus we need to shrink the path 7, as follows. Assume that ||F| > ||F]|,

otherwise the construction is similar. Connect F' and ‘}?HF by ||7”£TH)||71( ),

and then connect ”?”F and F by %F 7 € [0,1]. This completes

the proof. n

In the following discussion, we always assume that 0 < nd < #(K), 0 <
o < 8(K) —mng, n® < ng, n+2n0 and n~ > ng .

Set K = {k1,--+ ,km,} and define

Ao = [Apg i) | Bugat) [[2d|(b1,b2,---,bZd)]eJ(”O”O"“), (7.5)
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where
0 if 1€ {ki,- k),
b= q e if le {kng-‘rl" o 7kn8+n3’} U ({17 o 72d}\K)7
—er i 1€ {hyginiin K}

Consider

P11
Py = , (7.6)

Pdd
Qo and Wy are defined similarly as (7.6), where p;;, ¢ii, wy; € L*([a,b], R),

and p;;, w;; > 0 a.e. on [a,b] for each 1 < i < d. We get the following result
from 1-dimensional Sturm-Liouville problems:

Lemma 7.3. Consider the Sturm-Liouville equation wy = (Py, Qo, Wy) de-
~ + -
fined in (7.6). Then for Ay € Jgfcg’n“ o) defined in (7.5), there exists a path
K
A, € Jgéo’w’n_), s € (0,1] such that Ay — Ay as s — 07, and
K

lim A, (A,) = —oco, n < n" —ng, (7.7)
s—0t

lim A, (A,) = )\nf(n+7n+)([&0), n>n"—ng. (7.8)
s—0F 0

Proof. A, € J((,)no’"ﬂni), s € (0,1], can be directly constructed by setting

C
K

A nOntn-
A, =[Iaq | (bi(s), bals),-- - baals))] € Joe ™",

where
(0 if 1€ {ky, - kp},
sel if 1€ {knosts ko nsnt b
bi(s) = —se if [ € {/{no+n+,n3-+1a T 7kn8}7
el if L€ {kngir, kngimt t UL, 241\ K),
| —e if 1€ {kpgint s s Fmo s
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and by(s) == (bu(s),- -, baa(s))”. Since the Sturm-Liouville equation wq and
A, are equivalent to d one-dimensional Sturm-Liouville equations

—(psiy;)" + di5y; = Mwjzy;, on [a, b,
with boundary conditions
yj(a) + bj;(s)(pj;;)(a) = 0, —y;(b) + bayj ars(s)(pj;y;)(b) = 0,
where 1 < j < d. Then (7.7) and (7.8) hold by Proposition 4.1. O

0+ = ~
Next, we consider other paths in J géo’no "o ), which tend to Ay given in
K
(7.5).

Lemma 7.4. Let wy = (FPy,Qo, Wo) be given in (7.6). Then for A, €
+ — —
Jmeng o) defined in (7.5) and for any path A, € Jgéo’ﬁ’n ). s € (0, 1]
K

Ok
such that Ay — Ay as s — 01, we have

lim \,(A,) = —o0, n <nt —nd, (7.9)
s—0t

lim A\, (A;) = /\n_(n+_n+)(A0), n>nt—ng. (7.10)
s—0t 0

Proof. If n* — nd = 0, then it suffices to show that )\; is bounded from
below on {A; : s € (0,1]} by Lemma 3.5. Suppose otherwise, there exists a
sequence {s,}°2; such that s, — 0" as n — oo and

lim A (Ag,) = —o0. (7.11)

n—oo

Let r < ry such that /\1(AO) with multiplicity myg is the only eigenvalue of
(wo, Ag) in (r1,7) and neither 7, nor 7, is an eigenvalue of (wy, Ag). By
Lemma 3.2, there exists a neighborhood Uy of Ay in O% such that for each
A € Uy, (wo,A) has exactly my eigenvalues in (ry,r2) and neither 71 nor ro
is an eigenvalue of (wp, A). Choose n; € N such that

A8n1 € UO and )\1(A5n1) <7 (712)

by (7.11). Lemma 7.3 tells us there exists s’ € (0, 1] such that

A, € Uy, and Al(Asf) > 7. (7.13)
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Note that A, , A, e Uyn J((;"CO’M’"_), which can be chosen such that it is
K
path connected by Lemma 7.2. Then we choose a path 7y in Uy N J(" )

to connect Asn1 and AS/. By Theorem 6.1, Ay is continuous on %. Then

there exists 7o € (0,1) such that A\ (yo(70)) = r1 by (7.12)—(7.13). However,

71 is not an eigenvalue of (wp, A) for any A € Uy. This is a contradiction.
Let n* —ngd > 0. For any 1 <1i < n' —n{, assume that

lim \;j(A;) = —o0, 1<j<i—1, (7.14)

s—0t

we show that

lm A (A,) = —oo. (7.15)

s—0t

Suppose otherwise, there exists a sequence {sg)}%‘;l C (0, 1] such that s
0% asn — oo, and J; is bounded from below on {A ) }52,. Then lim (A )
n n—00 n

— M\ (Ag) by Lemma 3.5 for i = 1 and by Lemma 3.6 for i > 1. Again
from Lemma 7.3, lim+ Ai(As) = —oo. Thus we can choose Ay, A o) €
s—0 Sny

Up N Jgfco’"ﬂ"i) such that A\;(Ay) < 11 < A(A ) for some s} € (0,1] and
K n1
some ny € N. Then the choice of r; contradicts that A\;(Us N J nontn )) =

{NA) A eUn J Y s connected by Theorem 6.1 and Lemma 7.2.
To prove (7.10), 1t is sufﬁaent to show that )\n+_nar 41 1s bounded from

below on Uy N J
1 € (0,1] such that Ay € Upn J(” T and Ay (A, ,2) < r. By
Lemma 7.3, there exists s; € (0,1] such that Asg € UyN Jn 57 and

nntn” ) by Lemma 3.6. Suppose otherwise, there exists

(O nt n7)

An+_n8r+1(Asé) > r1. Connect Ay, and Asé by a path ~; in Uj ﬁ J e

K
Thus there exists 7, € (0,1) such that )\n+_n3r+1(71 (11)) =11. However, ry is

Ontn~

not an eigenvalue for any boundary condition in Uy N J , which is a

contradiction. ]

From Lemma 7.4, we have shown asymptotic behavior of the n-th eigen-
value near Ag from all the directions in O%. Next, we consider other bound-
0.+ =
ary conditions in J (T}?’n“ o)
K
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Lemma 7.5. Let wy = (Py, Qo, Wo) be given in (7.6). Then for any By €
0+ - _
JU0m0m0) 0 d for any path B, € Jg‘CO’W’n ) s e (0,1] such that B, — By
K

oC
K
as s — 0T, we have

lim \,(B,) = —o00, n <nt —ng, (7.16)
s—0+
lim A,(Bs) = A, () (Bo), n>n" —ng (7.17)
s—0t

0t
Proof. By Lemma 7.1, there exists a path 7 in J((;Coﬂo M)t connect By and

Ay, which is given in (7.5). Ay is continuous on ¥ by Theorem 6.1. Fix any
ry < min A\ (7). If n™ — nd = 0, it suffices to show that \; is bounded from
below on {B; : s € (0,1]} by Lemma 3.5. Suppose otherwise, there exists a
sequence {s,}°2; such that s, — 0% as n — oo and

lim A\ (B;,) = —o0. (7.18)

n—oo

For any given A in Lemma 7.4,

lim A (Ay) = A\ (Ag). (7.19)

s—0t
Choose 14, > 71 such that A (7(7)) with multiplicity m, , is the only eigen-
value in (r1,79,) and 79, is not an eigenvalue of (wy,5(7)) for each 7 € [0, 1].
Then by Lemma 3.2, for any given 7 € [0, 1], there exists a neighborhood U
of (1) in O% such that for each A € U,, (wo, A) has exactly m, , eigenvalues
in (rq,79,-) and neither 7 nor r, ; is its eigenvalue. Set U := U,¢jo1)U-. Then
71 is not an eigenvalue of (wg, A) for any A € U. Since ¥ is compact, it is
casy to see that U, := {B € O% : |S(B) — S(A)||mypros < €0, A €7} C U
for some 9 > 0. It follows from (7.18)—(7.19) that there exist n; € N and
5 € (0,1] such that By, , As € Uz, N Jgg’”+’”’> and

M(B,, ) <71 < A(As). (7.20)

We can construct a path 7y in U,, N J((;g,ntn*) to connect B,, and Aj; as
follows. Define s;;(%1(7)) := s;;(3(7)) when i ¢ K or j ¢ K,7 € [0,1]. Let
mo = #(K). Denote Sk (5(1)) = M*Sk(Ay)M, to be the path to connect
Sk(Bg) and Sk (Ap) such that M, € GL(mg,C),7 € [0,1]. Then define
Sk(A1(1)) := M*Sk(As)M,. Note that Az can be chosen sufficiently close
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to Ag such that 4, C U, N J((Q%O’"+’"_). Following Lemma 7.2, connect 7;(0)
K

and B,, by 7, in U, N Jgfco’”ﬂ"i). Combining 7;, i = 1,2, we get the desired
K
path 59. A1(%) is connected by Theorem 6.1. Thus (7.20) contradicts that
r1 is not an eigenvalue for any boundary condition in 7.
If n™ —ng >0, for any 1 < i < n* —nf, assume that lim )\;(B;) =

s—0t
—o0, 1 <5 <i—1, we show that

lim A\(B,) = —cc. (7.21)

s—0t

Suppose otherwise, there exists a sequence {§£f o0 ; such that 89 5 0t as

n — 0o and J\; is bounded from below on {B, <)}n - Then lim \;(B,») =
n—00 Sn
A1(Bg) by Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6. Note that lim X\;(Ay) = —oo, where Aj is

s—0t
given in Lemma 7.4. Thus we can choose B ), Ay € Ug N J
ny
that

2% tn7) guch

>\2(A§/1) <r < )\Z(Bg(z)) (722)
ni

for some n; € N and some §) € (0, 1]. Similar as above, there exists a path 43
inU,NJ ((Q%KO’W’W) to connect B, and Ay . Ai(73) is connected by Theorem
6.1. Then the choice of r; contradicts (7.22).

Suppose (7.17) is not true. Then we can find Bg,, A, € U, N J montin”)
such that A . _ n++1(A52) > ry > )\n+_n0++1(B52). By Constructlng A4 in
U, N J ) to connect By, and As,, one can get a contradiction as

above ThlS completes the proof. O]

Now, for any w = (P,Q, W) € Q, we give asymptotic behavior of the n-th
eigenvalue near any boundary condition in J ming g ) ,ny > 1, from all the

directions in O%.

Lemma 7.6. Letw = (P,Q,W) € Q. Then for any Cy € J(no 00 gnd for

(no ,TL+ e )

any path Cs € J,c , s €(0,1] such that Cy — Cqy as s — 07, we have
K

lim \,(C,) = —o00, n <nt —ng, (7.23)
s—0t

hm )\n(cs) - )\nf(nJrfn"’)(CO)? n > 7”L+ - ng (724)
s—0F 0
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Proof. Let
((r)=TR+1-1)P,7Qo+ (1 —7)Q, Wy + (1 —7)W), 7€]0,1],

where (Py, Qo, Wp) is given in (7.6). Then it is easy to verify that ((7) €
Q7 € [0,1]. ¢ x Cy means {({(7),Cq) : 7 € [0,1]} and choose 7; <
min{A;(¢ x Cp)}.

Let 75, > 7q such that A\ ({(7),Cp) with multiplicity m,, is the only
eigenvalue in (71,7,) and 72, is not an eigenvalue of (((7),Cy) for each
7 € [0,1]. Then by Lemma 3.2, there exists a neighborhood U, of (¢(7), Cy),
7€ [0,1], in Q x O% such that each (o, C) € U, has exactly 7, , eigenvalues
in (71, 72,,) and neither 7y nor 7y, is its eigenvalue. Set U= UTE[O,l]UT' Then
71 is not an eigenvalue of (g, C) € U. By the compactness of (, there exists
a neighborhood Ug, of Cy in O% such that (C(7),Uc,) C U for all 7 € [0, 1].

If n* —ngd = 0, then by Lemma 7.5, for any By, s € (0, 1], such that B, —
Cp as s — 07, Ay is continuous on {(wp, Bs) : s € (0,1]} U {(wo, Co)}. Thus
there exists sp € (0, 1] such that B, € Ug, N Jgg’nJr’"_) and A\ (wo, Bs,) >

71. Suppose there exists s; € (0, 1] such that C,, € Ug, N J((O,?Co,nﬂn*) and
K

M(w,Cy,) < 7. In (2 % J((QE’W’M)) N U, via constructing a path to connect
(wo, Bs,) and (wg, Cy,) by Lemma 7.2 then a path to connect (wq, Cy,) and
(w, Cs,) through ¢, we get a path 4 to connect (wg, Bs,) and (w, Cy,). A1 (9)
is connected by Theorem 6.1. This contradicts A\ (w, Cy,) < 71 < A1 (wo, Bs,)
and 7 is not an eigenvalue of (o,C) € 4 C U.

Let n* —ng > 0. Then for any 1 < i < n™ — nJ, assuming that we

have shown that lim+ Aj(w,C;) = —o0,1 < j <7 —1, we now show that
5—0

lim Ai(w, Cy) = —oo. If it is not true, there exists {s,}>2; such that \; is

5—0

bounded from below on {(w, Cs,)}5, and thus lim \;(w, Cy,) = A (w, Cyp)
n—oo
by Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6. This, together with Lemma 7.5, implies that there
0 _
exsts s, € (0,1] and n, € N such that By,, C,,, € Ug, N Joe ™ ™) and
K

Sny
)\i((‘UOa BSQ) <7< /\Z(w, C5n1)7 (725)

where B, € J((;LCO’W’W), s € (0,1] is any path such that B, — Cg as s — 0.
K

We can construct a path 4; in (Q X J((;(Lco’n+’”_)) N U to connect (wo,Bs,)
K
and (w,C,, ) as above. \;(91) is connected by Theorem 6.1. Thus (7.25)
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contradicts that 7; is not an eigenvalue for any (o, C) € 4;. This completes
the proof of (7.23).
(7.24) can be shown similarly as above and the proof is complete. O

To conclude this section, we combine the Sturm-Liouville equations and
boundary conditions to get the following asymptotic behavior of the n-th
eigenvalue:

+ —
Theorem 7.2. For any (w, A) € Q x Jgfcg’no ™) and for any path (ws, As) €
K

Q2 x ‘]g?co’nﬂni); s € (0,1] such that (ws, Ag) = (w, A) as s = 07, we have
K

lim A\, (ws, Ay) = —o00, n < nt —nf, (7.26)
s—07t

lim A, (ws, Ag) = A, (st (W, A), 1> nt —ng. (7.27)
s—0+ 0

Proof. The proof is also by a contradiction argument as that used in the
proof of Lemmas 7.4, 7.5 and 7.6. So we just sketch the proof here. It
follows from Lemma 7.6 that for the path (w, A;), we have the asymptotic
behavior (7.26)—(7.27) with w, replaced by w. Thus, to get the contradiction,

it suffices to construct a path in (€2 x Jg}co’nﬂni)) NU to connect (w, Ay, ) and
K

(ws,, As,) for some sq, s € (0, 1], where U is a sufficiently small neighborhood
of (w, A) in Q x O%. This can be obtained due to Lemma 7.2. O

8 Derivative formulas and comparison of eigen-
values

In this section, we give derivative formula of a continuous simple eigenvalue
branch with respect to boundary conditions. Then we obtain some inequali-
ties of eigenvalues.

Theorem 8.1. Fizw € Q. Let \.(A) be a simple eigenvalue for A, y be a
normalized eigenfunction for A\.(A), and A be a continuous simple eigenvalue
branch defined on a neighborhood of A in O% through . for some K C
{1,---,2d}. Then A is differentiable at A and its Frechet derivative formula
s given by

dA|, (H) = u*Hu (8.1)
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for any 2d x 2d Hermitian matriz H, where u = (uy, -+ ,usq)? is given by

pi, 1 €4{1,---,2d} \ K,
Ui = .
ni, © € K,

and (p1,--+ , p2a, i, 5 1ea) = (—y(a)”,y(0)", (Py'(a))”, (Py'(b)T).

Proof. Let A := [A(S) | B(S)] and B := [A(S + H) | B(S + H)] € 0%,
which correspond to Hermitian matrices S and S + H, respectively. Then
there exists an eigenfunction § = ya) for A(B) such that Py’ — Py’ as
B — A in the sense of Lemma 3.4.

Note that y and y satisfy

—(P7) + Qi =AB)W5, —(Py) +Qy=AA)Wy.

Thus

b 0 —Iy)

@) -2 [ = (70 Fan.vien)

u I O d

Denote
Y :=Y(a,b), X := (Z) :

where v := (vy, -+ ,v9q)7 is given by

") —pi i € K.

Y, X, @, can be defined similarly. Then for A and B, we have
[A(S) [ BS)]Y =[5 [ L2a]X

151 5 )

=Su+v =0,
[A(S+ H) | B(S+ H)]Y =[S+ H | I4) X

Isg1

~i5 4+ 1] 1l

)

=(S+H)u+0v=0.

N
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It follows that

Letting H — 0, we get (8.1). O

The positive direction of continuous eigenvalue branches is given in the
following result, which is a direct consequence of Theorems 5.1 and 8.1.

Corollary 8.1. Fiz w € Q. Let M\.(A) be an eigenvalue for A and A be
a continuous eigenvalue branch defined on a neighborhood U of A in O%
through \,. Then

A(A) < A(B)
if Be U and S(B) — S(A) is non-negative.
Remark 8.1. Theorem 8.1 (it is required that \,,(A) is simple) and Corollary

8.1 also hold true when ), is continuous on a neighborhood U of A in O%.
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