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QUANTITATIVE SPECTRAL STABILITY FOR THE NEUMANN
LAPLACIAN IN DOMAINS WITH SMALL HOLES

VERONICA FELLI, LORENZO LIVERANI AND ROBERTO OGNIBENE

ABSTRACT. The aim of the present paper is to investigate the behavior of the spectrum of the
Neumann Laplacian in domains with little holes excised from the interior. More precisely, we
consider the eigenvalues of the Laplacian with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions on a
bounded, Lipschitz domain. Then, we singularly perturb the domain by removing Lipschitz sets
which are “small” in a suitable sense and satisfy a uniform extension property. In this context,
we provide an asymptotic expansion for all the eigenvalues of the perturbed problem which are
converging to simple eigenvalues of the limit one. The eigenvalue variation turns out to depend
on a geometric quantity resembling the notion of (boundary) torsional rigidity: understanding
this fact is one of the main contributions of the present paper. In the particular case of a hole
shrinking to a point, through a fine blow-up analysis, we identify the exact vanishing order of
such a quantity and we establish some connections between the location of the hole and the sign
of the eigenvalue variation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the present paper, we investigate the stability of the spectrum of the Neumann Laplacian
under singular perturbations, consisting in the removal of small holes from a bounded domain.

Figenvalues and eigenfunctions of differential operators are ubiquitous in the theory of par-
tial differential equations. Understanding how these are sensitive to small perturbations, such as
variations in the domain, is of interest in several fields of physical applications, e.g. quantum
mechanics, material sciences, heat conduction, climate modeling and acoustics. See, in particular,
[Ray45] for perturbation theory in acoustics, [CH53, Chapter V] for eigenvalue problems in con-
nection with vibrating systems and heat conduction and [DT15] (see also [YLTCK22]) for links
to climate analysis. We also quote [Hal05] for a thorough survey on the dependence of eigen-
values and eigenfunctions on smooth and nonsmooth perturbations of the domain. Furthermore,
a comprehensive understanding of the shape of eigenfunctions holds great significance in many
numerical analysis problems. Nonetheless, the computational cost of determining eigenelements
in domains with minute cavities is considerably high: indeed, to ensure precision in such cases, i.e.
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to discern even small variations, dense mesh structures are needed around these cavities. Conse-
quently, theoretical approximation results in this specific context assume a pivotal role. We refer
to [BGG22] and references therein for a wide discussion of the topic. We also mention [Mar20] for
some recent applications to machine learning of spectral stability of the Neumann Laplacian under
domain deformations. Finally, as pointed out in [Hen06, Section 1.4], asymptotic expansions of
eigenvalues in domains with small holes might find applications in shape optimization, e.g. in the
proof of non-existence of minimizers.

The problem of spectral stability for differential operators in perforated domains has a long his-
tory, and presents intrinsically different features depending on which kind of boundary conditions
are taken into account. Let us consider a bounded open set Q@ C RY, which we call unperturbed
domain, and a compact subset K C , which we call hole; we refer to the set Q\ K as the perturbed
domain. In order for Q\ K to be regarded as a perturbation of €, the hole K needs to be sufficiently
small, in a suitable sense depending on the operator under investigation. In this regard, a key
role is played by the conditions prescribed on the boundaries of both the unperturbed domain and
the hole; among the most studied cases, we find homogeneous Dirichlet and Neumann boundary
conditions, as well as Robin-type ones. Under each of the boundary conditions mentioned above
and under suitable regularity assumptions on the sets, the eigenvalue problem for the Laplace
operator on the perturbed domain Q \ K typically admits a sequence of diverging eigenvalues

Ro(2\ K) < A (Q\ K) € Ap(Q\K) < - < Ay(Q\K) < -,

by classical spectral theory. Analogously, the unpertubed problem (corresponding to the case
K = () typically admits a sequence of diverging eigenvalues

Ao(Q) < Ar(2) S Ap(Q) < S AL(Q) < -+

In this setting, the stability of the spectrum is a main object of investigation. More precisely, a
major question is the following:

Question 1. Under which conditions on the hole K, are the perturbed eigenvalues A, (Q\ K)
arbitrarily close to the corresponding unperturbed ones A, (£2)?

Once conditions on K that ensure spectral stability are found, the further following question
naturally arises:

Question 2. Is it possible to quantify the difference A, (2\ K) — A,,(Q) in terms of some mea-
surement of K7

In the case of homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions on both the external boundary 02
and the hole’s boundary 0K, question 1 has been answered in [RT75]. In the present paper we
focus on question 2.

We precede the presentation of our results with a brief overview of the literature dealing with
the spectral stability for the Laplacian in perforated domains. This problem is widely investigated.
In particular, the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions is one of the most studied and, being the
literature on the topic so vast, we cite here just some of the most relevant papers. In the Dirichlet
case, it is well known that a key quantity in the study of spectral stability is the capacity of the
hole. Some first estimates of the variation of the Dirichlet eigenvalues in terms of the capacity of
the removed set date back to [Sam48]. The paper [RT75], published in 1975, still stands as a pivotal
reference in this research field; it contains a more systematic study of spectral stability in domains
with small holes, taking also into account more general boundary conditions. Subsequent studies
are carried out in a series of papers by Ozawa in the 80s, deriving sharp asymptotic expansions
of perturbed eigenvalues, especially in small dimensions, see e.g. [Oza81]. Another relevant result
is contained in [Cou95] (recently revisited in [AFHL19]), which provides an asymptotic expansion
for any perturbed (possibly multiple) eigenvalue; in particular, if A,(2) is a simple Dirichlet
eigenvalue and u,, is a corresponding L?-normalized eigenfunction, then

(1.1) Ap(Q\ Ko) = A () + capg (K, up) + o(capg (Ke,u,)) ase — 0,
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where {K_}.>0 is a family of compact sets concentrating to a zero-capacity set as € — 0, and
capg (K., uy) = inf {/ IVul® dz: u e HY(Q), u—u, € H}(Q\ Ka)} .
Q

We also cite [ALM22], treating the case of multiple limit eigenvalues. For simple eigenvalues, an
analogue of (1.1) is derived in [AFN20] in a fractional setting and in [FR23] for polyharmonic
operators. The results of [FNO21] seem to suggest that only the boundary conditions prescribed
on the hole essentially play a role in the asymptotics of eigenvalues when the hole disappears:
indeed, in [FNO21], in the case of Neumann conditions prescribed on the outer boundary and
Dirichlet conditions on the hole, an asymptotic expansion similar to (1.1) is proved. Again a
suitable notion of capacity of the hole comes into play.

As for Neumann boundary conditions prescribed on the hole, less is known, and a richer phe-
nomenology can be observed. After the work of Rauch and Taylor [RT75], where sufficient condi-
tions for stability of the Neumann spectrum are provided, several papers investigate the asymptotic
behavior of perturbed eigenvalues. In dimension 2 and in the case of a disk-shaped hole, Ozawa
[Oza83] proves that, if A, () is a simple eigenvalue of the Dirichlet Laplacian in Q, and A,, . is
the n-th eigenvalue of

—Au = Au, in Q. :=Q\X,,
(1.2) u=0, on9Q,
dpu =0, on 0%,
with $. = {z € R? : |z — 20| < €} for some zg € (2, then
Ane = An() = 722 (2] Fun(20)|” — An(Q)ud (o)) + O logel?) as e 0,

where u, € H}(Q) is a L?-normalized Dirichlet eigenfunction corresponding to A, (). See also
[0za85] for asymptotic properties of eigenfunctions of (1.2) in dimension 2. For N = 3, asymptotic
expansions for the perturbed Neumann eigenvalues i, (€2:) are obtained in [LNS11] in the case of
a hole shrinking to a point: more precisely, the expansion

pin(Q) = 1 (Q) + Cre® + 0(?) as e =0,

is proved, where C,, € R is explicitly characterized in [LNS11, (2.46)]. A more general framework is
taken into account in [Jim15]: here, the removed holes are tubular neighborhoods of d-dimensional
manifolds M C Q, i.e.

(1.3) Y. ={z e Q: dist(z, M) < e},

and both Neumann and Robin conditions on 9%, are considered. Denoting ¢ := N —d > 2, if
A, (Q) is a simple eigenvalue of the Dirichlet Laplacian in  (with a L?-normalized eigenfunction
up) and A, . is the n-th eigenvalue of (1.2) with . as in (1.3), then [Jim15] proves the expansion

An,s = An(Q) — Wq €q/ |:qql |vj_un‘2 + |v./\/lun|2 - An(Q)ugL + unH[un] de + 0(€q)
M _

as € — 0, where

Hluy](z) := lim Un(@ + tH(2)) = tn(w)
t—0 t
and H(x) denotes the mean curvature vector field on M. For Neumann conditions prescribed on
both 02 and the hole’s boundary 0%, full asymptotic expansions in terms of analytic functions
are obtained in [Lan12], in the case of a hole shrinking to a point. We also cite [Kab20], where
Neumann eigenvalues are studied for a zonal subdomain of the N-sphere, which converges to the
whole sphere itself. Finally, it is worth mentioning [BD02; LMS13; BGU16] for other quantitative
spectral stability results for the Neumann Laplacian and [Hem06; KT16; AP21; BSH22; CK23;
BSB23] for qualitative studies for more general types of holes.

As emerged from the previous discussion, the stability of Neumann eigenvalues in domains with
small holes is not understood as well as in the Dirichlet case and presents different and peculiar
features. For instance, stability of the spectrum of the Neumann Laplacian is not guaranteed



4 VERONICA FELLI, LORENZO LIVERANI AND ROBERTO OGNIBENE

under assumptions that would otherwise ensure stability in the Dirichlet case, see e.g. [CH53, p.
420] or [Sch15]. In [RT75] (see also [AP21]) it is proved that, by removing sets 3. whose measure
tends to zero as ¢ — 0, a sufficient condition for stability is a uniform extension property (in the
Sobolev sense) inside the hole, which rules out too wild behaviors of the disappearing hole itself;
see assumption (H) in section 2. The main novelty of the present paper lies in the identification
of a geometric quantity, related to the shape of the hole ¥, and to the limit eigenfunction ¢,,,
that plays in the Neumann context the same role as the capacity does for the Dirichlet case, con-
cerning quantitative spectral stability. This quantity, denoted as Tﬁ\Es (03¢, Opon), is introduced
in Definition 2.1 and resembles a notion of torsional rigidity.

Now, we provide a description of the most significant contents of the present paper, referring to
section 2 for the rigorous statements. Our first main result Theorem 2.4 contains an asymptotic
expansion for an eigenvalue A, (Q \ X.) of the perturbed Neumann problem (2.3), in case it con-
verges to a simple eigenvalue \,(€2) of the unperturbed one (2.1). In the asymptotic expansion of
the variation A\, (2\ 3.) — A\, (), the sum of two contributions appears: the geometric quantity

(1.4) ~Tons, (05, 0upn) < 0

which always has a negative sign, and the additional term
(15) - [ (Veul = 0ul) - 1)) ao.

whose sign depends on where the hole is located, with respect to the nodal, regular and singular
sets of ¢,. The presence of this additional term causes the eigenvalue variation not to have a
fixed sign, in stark contrast to what happens in the Dirichlet setting, where the monotonicity
of the eigenvalues with respect to the inclusion of domains always results in positive differences
A(@\ 52) = An(Q).

Next, we focus on holes shrinking to a point by maintaining the same fixed shape, that is of
the form

(1.6) Yoi=x0+eX ={xo+ex:z e}

for some x¢ € Q and ¥ C R¥. In this case, if N > 3, we succeed in performing a blow-up analysis,
which provides the explicit rate of convergence of the quantity (1.4). Moreover, by analyzing
the behavior of the limit eigenfunction ¢, near the point xy, we determine the explicit rate of
convergence of the additional term (1.5). Combining these two sharp expansions, we obtain our
second and third main results, namely Theorem 2.8 and Theorem 2.9, which provide, for N > 3
and the hole being as in (1.6), a precise description of the asymptotic behaviour of eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions, respectively.

From Theorem 2.8 we can deduce some interesting information about the sign of the eigenvalue
variation and the sharpness of the derived expansion. Notably, these aspects appear to depend
on whether zq is or is not located on the singular set of the limit eigenfunction, and, in the latter
case, on its specific positioning relative to the interface I' introduced in (2.22). See Remark 2.10
for details.

Finally, in Theorems 2.11 and 2.12 we derive more explicit expansions in the case of spherical
holes, in dimensions N > 3 and N = 2 respectively.

2. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS
For any open, bounded, connected, Lipschitz set 2 C RY, N > 2, we consider the following

eigenvalue problem:

—Ap+p=Ap, inQQ,
1) { P+ =Xp

Oy =0, on 09,

where v denotes the outer unit normal vector to 9€2. Problem (2.1) is meant in a weak sense; i.e.,
A € R is an eigenvalue if there exists u € H'(Q2) \ {0}, called eigenfunction, such that

(2.2) /(Vu -Veo+up)de = )\/ updx, for all p € H(Q).
Q Q
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In view of the compact embedding H' () — L?(f2), classical spectral theory ensures the existence
of a diverging sequence of eigenvalues
0<1=2(2) <A(2) S X(Q) < < A(Q) < -+ -

It is evident that the eigenvalues {u,(2)} of the standard Neumann Laplacian can be obtained
from those of (2.1) with a translation, i.e.

pn(§2) = An(2) = 1,

the eigenfunctions being exactly the same. Moreover, since Ag(f2) is equal to 1 for any choice of
the set 2, in the following we only consider eigenvalues with index 1 or higher.

Let us now perturb €2, by removing a small hole from the interior. More precisely, we consider
a family {X.}.c(0,c,) of subsets of RY satisfying the following assumption.

Assumption (H). We assume that, for some g > 0,

(H1) for every € € (0,2¢), ¢ is an open, Lipschitz set such that ¥, C €;

(H2) for every ¢ € (0,¢0), there exists E.: H*(Q\ X.) — H*(Q) such that
(Esu)‘ﬂ\i

where € > 0 is a constant independent of € € (0,¢9);

=u and |Ecull g ) < Cllull gz forallue HY(Q\ X)),

(H3) |X.] — 0 as € — 0 (where |- | denotes the N-dimensional Lebesgue measure).

For every ¢ € (0,&¢), we denote the perturbed domain by

Q. =0\ X,
and consider the perturbed problem

{—A@ +o=Ap, inQe,

(2.3) O =0, on 99,

meant in a weak sense as in (2.2). This produces the perturbed spectrum, which consists of an
increasing diverging sequence {\;(Q:)};jen. In [RT75, Theorem 3.1] Rauch and Taylor prove that,
under assumption (H),

(2.4) Aj(Qe) = A(Q) ase—0, foralljeN.
Moreover, by classical spectral theory, there exist
(2.5) {oitiz0 CH'(Q) and {¢5};>0 C H ()

orthonormal bases of L?(12), respectively L?(€).), such that, for every j, ¢; and ©5 are eigenfunc-
tions associated to \;(€2) and A;(€2.), respectively.
Hereafter, we fix n € N\ {0} such that

(2.6) An(92) is simple.

A key role in our asymptotic expansion is played by the geometric quantity defined below, which
provides a measurement of the hole X, and resembles the notion of torsional rigidity of a set;
see e.g. [HP18; PS51] for the classical notion of torsional rigidity and [BGI24] for the boundary
torsional rigidity.
Definition 2.1. Let E C RY be an open Lipschitz set such that E C  and f € L?(0F). Let

1

Jog,f: Hl(Q\E) =R, Jogrlu):= 7/ (|Vu|2+u2)da:—/ uf dsS.
2 JoE OE

We define the Sobolev f-torsional rigidity of OF relative to Q\ E (briefly, the f-torsional rigidity
of OF) as
7’5\E(8E,f) := —2inf {JQ’E’f('LL)Z u € Hl(Q\E)} .
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By standard minimization arguments, there exists a unique Ug g s € H'(Q \ E) achieving the
infimum defining 7'§\E(6E, f), i.e. such that

(2.7) Tone(0F, f) = =2Jo.p.(Ua.p.1),
see Proposition 3.4. We also recall the definition of Sobolev capacity of a set.

Definition 2.2. Let K C R" be a compact set. The Sobolev capacity of K is defined as
Cap (K) := inf {/ (\Vu\2 + u2) dz:ue H'(RY), u=1 a.e. in an open neighborhood of K} .
RN

If the family {¥.}.c(0,c,) satisfies (H) and
(2.8) Eh_r)r(l) Cap (X.) =0,

under assumption (2.6) it is possible to uniquely choose the n-th eigenfunction of the orthonormal
basis {¢5} >0 in (2.5) in such a way that

(2.9) / o5 ondr >0 for e sufficiently small.

25

If ¢ is chosen as above, one can prove that
(2.10) len = nllgio) =0 ase—0,
see Lemma 3.7. Furthermore, assumption (H) implies that

Tq. (0%, 0ppn) = 0 ase — 0,
see Corollary 3.3.

Remark 2.3. It could happen that (2.4) holds true while (2.8) fails (in contrast to what happens
in the Dirichlet case). An example of this phenomenon can be found in [RT75, Section 4]. More
precisely, for every j € N\ {0}, let E; be the union of j disjoint open balls of radius r; > 0,
evenly spaced inside a bounded region & C RY. Let us choose the radii r; in such a way that
lim; o0 jri¥ = 0 (so that |Ej| — 0) and

(211) {hmﬁoo jr}f—Q = +o0, if N> 3,

hmj_>oo “();ﬁ = +OO, if N =2.
J
In [RT75, Section 4] it is observed that, under condition (2.11), K; = E; becomes solid in U as

J — o0, ie.

) {fu\Ej|Vv|2 dz
aj:=inf —/~———

v2dx

cv€ HY U\ Ej),v=0o0n0E; p — +o0.

s, }H‘X’

This implies that it cannot happen that lim; . Cap (E;) = 0. Indeed, let us argue by con-
tradiction and assume that lim;_ Cap (E;) = 0. Then, for every j € N\ {0} there exists
u; € H'(RY) such that u; = 1 a.e. in an open neighborhood of E; and lim;_, o [Ju;| g1 ray = 0.
Let n € C°(RY) be such that n =1 in &. Then

S IV —)?dz fong; IV (g =) de N
= > a;
fu (uj - 77)2 dx fu\fj(uj - 77)2 dz ’
and a contradiction arises letting j — oo, since the left hand side converges to \71| fu |Vn|? da.

On the other hand, the sequence of sets { E; }; satisfies assumption (H), so that [RT75, Theorem
3.1] ensures spectral stability as j — oo for the Neumann problem under removal of the sets Ej.

Our first result provides an asymptotic expansion of a perturbed eigenvalue (and its correspond-
ing eigenfunction) in the case it converges to a simple eigenvalue of the limit problem.
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Theorem 2.4. Letn > 1 be such that (2.6) is satisfied. Let {Xc}oc(0,e,) satisfy assumptions (H)
and (2.8). Then

(212) Ml0) = Ml = T, 08 Ouipn) = [ (190 = ()~ 1)) o

+o (Tﬁs (0%c, Bupn)) +o (/2 (|V<,0n|2 — (AM(Q) — 1)@2) dx) as e — 0.

In addition, if U = Uq s, o,p, € H' () denotes the function achieving Tg_(0%c, dypn) as in
(2.7) and ¢%, is chosen as in (2.9), then

(2.13) 5, = (on = Uz () = 0 (T, (0%, 0upn)) + Olllenlfecs,)) ase—=0

and
(214) 115 = ealldia.) = T, (052, 0upn) + 0 (T, (92, Buipn)
+ Ollpnllizz.y) + O (lonliezy\/ Tar, (052, 0upn) ) as e 0.

Let us briefly describe the basic idea behind the proof of Theorem 2.4. We consider the function
fe i=on —U..

It turns out that f. is a good approximation of the perturbed eigenfunction ¢, while encoding
information from given quantities (the unperturbed eigenfunction ¢,, and the hole ¥.). Indeed,
since by assumption

HU€||i11(QE) = ,Tﬁi (08¢, 0ppn) =0 ase—0,

see Remark 3.5, then f. is close to ¢, for small e. Moreover, it satisfies an equation rather similar
to that of ¢f, i.e.

_Afs + fs = )\n(Q)@nv in st
8ufe = 07 on 828.

By estimating the difference @5, — fe, through an abstract result known in the literature as Lemma
on small eigenvalues (originally proved in [Col86]), see Lemma 7.1, we obtain the expansion of
the eigenvalue variation stated in Theorem 2.4.

Theorem 2.4 applies to a fairly general framework and provides an expansion in terms of
Tq. (0%, Ouepy) and f26(|Vg0n|2 — (An(2) — 1)92) dz. We now direct our attention towards the
asymptotic behaviour of these quantities, with the aim of deriving an explicit expansion of the
eigenvalue variation in some relevant examples: the case of a hole shrinking to an interior point
in dimension N > 3 and the case of a disk-shaped hole in dimension N = 2.

Let us fix g € Q and an open, bounded, Lipschitz set ¥ C R, and consider a hole ¥, = x¢+eX
as in (1.6). In this case, the family {¥.} is concentrating to the point zy by shrinking and
maintaining the same shape . Since €2 is open and ¥ is bounded, there exist 79 > 0 and g9 > 0
such that

(2.15) 1o+ B, CQ and x9+¢eX C g+ By, foralle e (0,g),

where B,, := {z € RY : |z| < 7o} is the ball in RY with center at 0 and radius r9. The family
{2 }ee(0,e0) turns out to satisfy assumptions (H) and (2.8), see Lemma 7.2; therefore, Theorem 2.4
applies. Hence, if A, (€2) is simple, the problem of finding explicit asymptotic expansions for the
perturbed eigenvalue A, (€2.) boils down to the analysis of the behavior of the quantities

T, 05 0upn) and [ (96" = (@) - D) do
Ye

as ¢ — 0. Similarly to what happens in other singularly perturbed spectral problems (see e.g.
[AFHL19; AO24; AFN20; FNO21; FNO22]), the local behavior of the normalized eigenfunction
©n, (which is unique, up to a sign) near the point xy plays a crucial role, as described below.
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For every u € C*(Q), y € Q and i € N, we consider the polynomial

u 1

(2.16) Pli(x) =Y aDﬁu(y) o, zeRV,

BeNY

|Bl=i
where || = 81+ ...+ By and B! = B! ... By! for all B = (B1,...,Bn) € NV, with the tacit
convention that
(2.17) Plo(z) :==u(y) forallxe RV,
In the case y = 0, we drop the index and write
(2.18) P = Py,

Definition 2.5. Let u € C*°(Q). We say that u vanishes of order k € N at y if
Ply(z)#0 and P};(r) =0 foralli<k.
We observe that every nontrivial solution to problem (2.1) is analytic in €, hence, at any point

y € €, it vanishes with some finite order k¥ € N (which is 0 if u(y) # 0) in the sense of Definition
2.5. For every analytic function u : Q — R, the nodal set of u is defined as

Z(u) = | Zx(w),
k=1

where, for every k € N'\ {0},
Zi(u) :== {x € Q: u vanishes of order k at x}.
We define the regular part of the nodal set as
Reg (u) := Z1(u) = {z € Q: u(z) = 0 and Vu(z) # 0}
and the singular part as
Sing (u) = Z(u) \ Reg (u).
Our second main result establishes that, in the case of a shrinking hole, the rate of convergence
of the perturbed eigenvalue to the unperturbed one depends on whether the hole is made on the

singular part or not. In order to state the result, we need a notion of limit boundary torsional
rigidity, to introduce which we recall the definition of Beppo Levi spaces.

Definition 2.6. Let N > 3 and £ C RY be an open Lipschitz set. The space DV2(RN \ E) is
defined as the completion of C2°(RY \ E) with respect to the norm

2
N Y L
RN\ E

By classical Sobolev’s inequality, DV2(RN \ E) = {u € L%(RN \ E): Vu e L*(RN \ E)}

2

Definition 2.7. Let N > 3, E C R¥ be a bounded open Lipschitz set, and f € L?(OF). Let

8 . 1
Je s : DRV \E) =R, Jg(u) ::5/ \ |Vul? d:c—/ uf dS.
RN\E OF

We define the f-torsional rigidity of OF relative to RN \ E as
T\ p(0F, f) == —2inf {JE,f(u): u € DV2(RY \E)} .

By standard minimization arguments, there exists a unique Ug s € DV2(RN \ E) achieving the
infimum defining v\ p(OF, f), i.e.

(2.19) Ten\p(0F, f) = =2Jp,;(Us 1),
see Proposition 3.4.

We are now ready to state our second main result, which is based on a blow-up analysis for the
quantities appearing in the asymptotic expansion in Theorem 2.4. This provides the explicit rate
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of convergence of the perturbed eigenvalues, in terms of the behavior of the limit eigenfunction
near the point where the hole is excised.

Theorem 2.8. Let N >3, 2o € Q, ¥ C RY be an open, bounded, Lipschitz set, g > 0 be as in
(2.15) and, for every e € (0,0), Xc :=xo +€X. Let n > 1 be such that A\, () is simple.

(1) If zo € 2\ Sing (¢y,), then, as e — 0,
An(2e) = An(9)
— eV (w5 (0%, Von(@o) - v) + [B](|Veon(20)* = (Aa(Q) = 1)i7, (w0))) + o(e™).
(ii) If zo € Sing (@), then, ase — 0,

Io,k

An(Q0) = Ao (Q) — gV F2R=2 (mmz(az,aupg;;k)ju /E |V P#n de) + o(eNT2k=2),

where k > 2 is the vanishing order of ¢, at xo and Pr"; is as in (2.16).

Thanks to the estimates for the norm convergence of perturbed eigenfunctions, see (2.13), we
are able to obtain the explicit rate of convergence in the case of a shrinking hole.

Theorem 2.9. Let N >3, 29 € Q, ¥ C RN be an open, bounded, Lipschitz set, ey > 0 be as in
(2.15), and, for everye € (0,e9), Xe := xo+eX. Let n > 1 be such that A\, (Q) is simple and k > 1
be the vanishing order of ¢, — pn(x0) at xg. Let

_ ph(ex + 20) — gn(20)

O (z) : : ,
where ¢f, is chosen as in (2.9). Then, for all R > 0 such that ¥ C Bp,
(2.20) o, — PIr, - Uz,aupfo% in HY(Br\ Z) as e — 0,

where U'E,aupjgfk € DYA(RN\ D) is the function achieving Ten\5 (9%, 9, i) as in (2.19). More-
over
(2.21) 2%5—(N+2k—2)”@2 - <Pn||%11(95) = e\ (0%, 0L P71 ).

We observe that, in Theorem 2.8—(ii), & is actually equal to the vanishing order of ¢,, — ¢, (z0),
since ¢p(z9) = 0 when zy € Sing (¢,), consistently with the notation used in Theorem 2.9. We
refer to Remark 5.2 for further discussion on vanishing orders of eigenfunctions.

From Theorem 2.8, one can see that the sign of the leading term in the asymptotic expansion
of A\n(Qe) — An(Q2) might change depending on the position of the hole. Indeed, the function
[ = mTev\x(0%, f) is continuous from L?(9Y) into R; hence Ten\x (0%, Vi, (79) - v) is small if
|Vn(xo)| is small. It follows that, if zg is close to critical points of ¢,, which are not zeroes,
then the coefficient of the leading term in the expansion is strictly positive (since, for n > 1, we
have A\, (2) > 1), while close to the nodal set Z(y,,) the coefficient is negative. A more detailed
discussion is contained in the following remark.

Remark 2.10. In the case of holes of type (1.6) shrinking to a point xg, the vanishing order of
An(Qe) — An(Q) is strongly influenced by the position of the point zg € . If zq lies on the singular
part of the nodal set of ¢,,, which is known to be at most (N — 2)-dimensional (see [CF85]), the
eigenvalue variation vanishes with the same order as eN+2%=2 being k > 2 the vanishing order of
©n at o, and the coefficient of the term eV+2%=2 in the expansion of A, (€.) — A\, () is strictly
negative; this implies that the expansion is sharp and

An(Qe) < A (), for e sufficiently small.

On the other hand, if xq is outside the singular set of ¢,, and outside the set

(2.22) [ =Ty, = {x € Q: T\ (9%, V() - v)

+ 211V en (@) = (Aa(Q) = )¢ () = 0} \ Sing (),
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the rate of convergence is V. If 2y € I', Theorem 2.8 just lets us know that
M(Q) = Ma(Q) = 0(eV) ase—0,

without further information about the next non-zero term in the expansion or about the sign. The
complement of the set " in § is the disjoint union of the two regions

QF 1= {2 € Q: man (05, Vou() - v) + [V (@) 2 — (Aa(©) — 1)2()) < 0}
and
O = {x € Q: rv\5 (08, Vo, (z) - v) + |Z|(\Vg0n(w)|2 — (An() — 1)«,031(:5)) > 0} U Sing (¢n),

in each of which the mutual position of the perturbed eigenvalue and the limit one is different.
Indeed, recalling that A, (Q2) > 1, if zg € QF, then

An(£2e) > A (), for e sufficiently small,
while, if zg € 27, then
An(Q2:) < Ap(Q), for € sufficiently small.
In particular, Z(p,) € Q~, while Crit(p,) C QF, where
Crit(py) == {x € Q: pp(x) # 0 and Ve, (z) =0}
denotes the set of critical points outside Z(¢y,).

The asymptotic expansion obtained in (2.12) can be made completely explicit in the case
of a spherical hole. In dimension N > 3 this can be done by calculating the limit quantity
Tea\5 (0%, 0, P2, ) that appears in Theorem 2.8.

220,](?
Theorem 2.11. Let N > 3, zp € Q, and X, := x¢g+eBy. Let n > 1 be such that A\, () is simple.
(1) If zo € 2\ Sing (vy,), then

() = A () — wone™ (NN1 Vn(@0)]? — (An() - 1>soi<wo>) +o(eY) ase—0,

where wy = |B1].
(ii) If xo € Sing (p,), then
E(N + 2k —2) N+2k-2

Y2dS +o(eVNT?72)  ase — 0,
N+k-2 . ( )

An () = A () —

where k > 2 is the vanishing order of p, at xo and Y is the spherical harmonic of degree
k given by Y = P;f:kal, Prry. being as in (2.16).

In the case N = 2, the blow-up argument is not helpful due to the unavailability of Hardy-type
inequalities, which prevents us from identifying a concrete functional space to which the blow-up
limits belong. In this case, direct computations, carried out by expanding the torsion function for
the perturbed problem in Fourier series, allow us to prove the following result.

Theorem 2.12. Let N =2, 29 € Q, and X, := xg+¢eBy. Let n > 1 be such that A, () is simple.
(i) If zo € 2\ Sing (¢n), then

An(9e) = An(@) = 7% (21Vpn(@0)|* — (An() = D2 (w0) ) +0(2), as e 0.
(ii) If xo € Sing (¢n), then

1
k2

ok ©n

658]16_18582

+ (o)

Fon
)\’I’L(QE) = )\n(Q> - 2k7r52k (‘ a;pk (1‘0)
1

2
) +0(e?), ase —0,

where k > 2 is the vanishing order of v, — ¢n(x) at xg.



SPECTRAL STABILITY FOR THE NEUMANN LAPLACIAN IN DOMAINS WITH SMALL HOLES 11

Theorem 2.11 and Theorem 2.12 provide a more explicit expression for the interface I' introduced
in Remark 2.10 and its 2-dimensional counterpart, in the case of a spherical hole: if ¥ = Bj, we
have

Tt Tl = (@) = ) =0\ Sing ()

Some examples of interfaces I' are described in Section 6, for 2 being a 3-dimensional box or a
2-dimensional disk.

F:{:CEQ:

Notation. In what follows, for any family {X.}.¢(,c,) satisfying assumption (H), we denote
)\i = )\1(9) and /\;€ = /\1(95)
for all i € N, where Q. := Q\ X.. Moreover, we fix an index n € N, n > 1, such that (2.6) is

satisfied; we recall that ¢,, is a corresponding eigenfunction such that fQ ¢2 dz = 1. We may also
denote by

(2.23) Te == Tq. (0%, Oupn)
the Sobolev 8, ¢, -torsional rigidity of 83, relative to Q., and by
(2'24) U€ = UQyZE78u<Pn € Hl(QE)

the function achieving it, see (2.7) and Proposition 3.4.

3. PRELIMINARIES

The first part of this section is devoted to some basic properties of the f-torsional rigidity of a
set.

Lemma 3.1. Let E CRY be an open Lipschitz set such that E C Q and let f € L?>(OF). Then

(fores)

; cu e HY(Q\ E)\ {0}
/ (|Vul” + u?) dx
O\E

(3.1) Ten (9. f) = sup

Proof. By the substitution v — tu, the characterization of 7;7\ g(OF, f) as in Definition 2.1 is
equivalent to

(3:2) To\p(9F, f)

= —2inf tz/ (|Vu|2+u2)dac—t/ ufdS:ue H'(Q\E)\ {0},t€R
2 Jo\e oF ’

2
=-2 inf inf —/ (|Vu|2+u2)dx—t/ ufdS:teRy.
weH(Q\E)\{0} 2 Jo\e OF

Minimizing in ¢ for a fixed u #Z 0, we find that inf;cp {% fQ\E(|Vu\2 +u?)de —t [y uf dS} is

attained for
/ uf dS
OE

/ (IVul? +u?) dz
O\E

Thus, substituting this into (3.2) we complete the proof. O

t=

The characterization of Tg, (9, f) given in (3.1) easily implies the following monotonicity
property with respect to domain inclusion.

Corollary 3.2. Let Q4,Q5 C Riv be two connected open bounded Lipschitz sets and E C RN be
an open Lipschitz set such that E C Q0 C Qo. Then, for any f € L*(0F),

Tom\ 5 (0, f) < Tam (O, f).
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Proof. If u € 51(92 \ E) \ {0}, then its restriction, still denoted as u, belongs to H'(2; \ E). If
uw=0in Qy \ F then u has null trace on F so that

(ppufas)
fm\E(W“F +u?)dx
Ifu#0in Q \ E, thenu € HY(Q \ E) \ {0} and, by (3.1),
UpofdS)  _ (poras)’
fm\E(W“‘Z +u?)dr le\E(|VU"2 +u?)dz

In both cases, we have

2
ds _
(Jor u ) . Torp(OE, f) for all w € H'(Qy\ E)\ {0},
fQZ\E(|Vu| +u?)dx !
which yields the conclusion by taking the supremum over H(Q3 \ E) \ {0}. O

Another relevant consequence of the characterization (3.1) is the vanishing of the 9, ¢-torsional
rigidity of 0. as ¢ — 0, whenever the family {¥3.}.c(c,) satisfies assumption (H) and ¢ is any
eigenfunction of problem (2.1).

Corollary 3.3. Let {X.}.c(0.,) be a family of sets satisfying assumptions (H) and ¢ be an
eigenfunction of problem (2.1). Then

(3.3) T5.(0%:,0up) =+ 0 ase — 0.
Proof. For every u € H*(£).), the Divergence Theorem, Holder’s inequality, and assumption (H2)
yield

’/825 ua”@ds‘ - ’/E div((E-u)Vy) dz| = ’/E ((A9)(Ecu) + V(Ew) - V) da

< (1@l 2s.y + Vel L2 (s immy) |Ectll a1 (o)
< Cullar @) (X =Ullellzee.) + 1IVellzs.ryy),

where A is the eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenfunction .
The characterization of Tg_ (9%, Op¢) given in (3.1) then implies

2
(fos, udpas) )
Tg. (0%, 0up) = sup 5 < (A =1llellzzs.) + IVellzzs.ryy)
weH' (Q) ”uHHl(QE)
u#0
so that the conclusion follows from assumption (H3) and the absolute continuity of Lebesgue
integral. (]

The following proposition states that the infimum appearing in the definition of the torsional
rigidity of a set is actually achieved.
Proposition 3.4.
(i) Let E C RY be an open Lipschitz set such that E CQ andlet f € L>(OE). Then, there
ezists a unique U = Uq g5 € H(Q\ E) such that
%\E(aEa f) = 72JQ,E,f(U)>
with Jo, ¢ being as in Definition 2.1. In addition, U € H (2 \ E) is the unique function
weakly satisfying
~AU+U=0, inQ\E,
o, U =0, ondQ,
o,U=f, onOF,
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that is

(3.4) / (VU-VU—i—Uv)dx:/ vfdS, forallve H(Q\E).
O\E OF

(i) Let N >3, B C RY be an open bounded Lipschitz set and f € L?>(OF). Then, there exists
a unique U = Ug ; € DV2(RN \ E) such that
v\ g(0F, ) = —2Jp ¢ (U),
where Jg. ¢ is as in Definition 2.7. In addition, U € DV2(RN \ E) is the unique function
weakly satisfying .
~AU =0, inRN\E,
o,U = f, ondE,
that is

VU-Vvdx:/ vfdS for allv € DVA(RN \ E).

RN\E OE

Proof. The proof is a direct application of the Lax-Milgram lemma. In particular, concerning
the proof of point (ii), we observe that the functional v fBE vfdS is linear and continuous
on DL2(RN \ E). Indeed, since E is bounded, E C B for some ball B, hence the restriction

map DV2(RY \ E) — HY(B\ E) is continuous and there exists a continuous trace operator from
DI2(RN\ E) to L(OE). 0

Remark 3.5. We observe that

Toe(0B.f) = | (VUa,
Q\E

*+ UG g ) da = / fUq,,r dS,
OFE
as one easily obtains by choosing v = Ug g, in (3.4). Similarly,

ri\p(0F, f) = /RN\E IVUp ¢ |* do = /aE fUg s dS.

The following lemma provides a comparison between the L?-norm of the torsion function and
the torsional rigidity as ¢ — 0.

Lemma 3.6. Let {X.}.c0,y) satisfy assumptions (H) and (2.8). If T. — 0 as e — 0, then
/ U2de =o(TZ), ase—0,
Q.

with Tz and U, being as in (2.23) and (2.24) respectively.

Proof. Let us assume by contradiction that there exist a constant C' > 0 and a sequence {&,;},>1
such that lim; , e; =0, U, # 0 and

/ Ufj dx / Ufj dx
Q, Q..

_ ) >C forall j>1,
T, U,

P
see Remark 3.5. For any ¢, let us consider the extension to the whole € of U,, i.e.
U := E.U. € H'(9),
being E. as in (H2). Letting W; := Usj/||U€j||L2(Q), we have ||Wj|\L2(Q) =1 and
Wil = el Wl e
10 2y~ Vsl — VC
Therefore, there exists W € H*(Q) such that, along a subsequence (still denoted by {W;}),
W; =W weakly in H'(Q) and W; — W strongly in L*(Q)
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as j — oo. From the strong L?({2)-convergence we immediately infer that ||[W]|,. (@) = 1, which
in turn tells us that W # 0.
Let v € C*°(2). By assumption (2.8), there exists {uc}.c(0,1) C Ce°(RY) such that u. =1 in

a neighborhood of ¥ and |[uel|g1rvy — 0 as € — 0. Letting v; = v(1 — ug,|,), we observe that

rl a o)
v; € C*°(Q), v; = 0 in a neighbourhood of ¥, and v; — v strongly in H'(), as j — co. Then,
from the weak convergence W; — W in H'(Q) it follows that

/Q(VWj -Vouj + Wjv;)de — /Q(VW -Vo+Wo)dz, asj— oo.

On the other hand, equation (3.4) and the fact that v; = 0 in a neighbourhood of igj imply that

1
1Ue; 20
_ 1

1Ue; Nl 220

/ (VWJ . ij + Wj’()j) dz = / (VUEJ. . VUJ' + Usjvj) dzx
Q Qaj

/ vja,,cpn ds = 0,
%,
for all j € N. Therefore, we conclude that
/(VW-Vv—i—Wv)dac:O
Q

for every v € C*°(Q), and, by density, for every v € H'(Q). This implies that W = 0, thus giving
rise to a contradiction. O

We conclude this section by proving (2.10).

Lemma 3.7. Let {¥.}.c0,,) satisfy (H) and (2.8) and n > 1 be such that (2.6) holds. If, for
every e € (0,g0), ©5 is an eigenfunction of (2.3) associated to the eigenvalue X and chosen in
such a way that [, |¢5]*dz =1 and (2.9) is satisfied, then lim._q ||¢5 — enllgi(q.) = 0.

Proof. Since ¢5 solve (2.3) with A = A%, from (2.4) and (H2) it follows that (possibly choosing g
smaller) {E.¢f }oe(0,20) is bounded in H*(Q). Therefore, for every sequence ¢; — 0T, there exist
a subsequence (still denoted as £;) and ¢ € H*(2) such that E. ¢,/ — ¢ weakly in H'(Q) as
j — o0.

Let v € C*(). Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.6, thanks to assumption (2.8) we can find
a sequence {v;} such that v; € C*°(€2), v; = 0 in a neighbourhood of ., and v; — v strongly in
H(Q), as j — oo. From the equation satisfied by ¢¢ we have

/Q (V(EEJ ©57) - Vu; + (Egjgofj)vj) dz = A7 /Q(Esj o5 u; de,
passing to the limit in which we obtain, taking into account (2.4),
(3.5) / (Vé- Vo + gv) dz = A, / Pvda,
Q Q

for every v € C°°(Q2) and hence, by density, for every v € H ().
Since, for any p > 2,

2/p
[ eipars ([ Egiran)  psdo-,
x. Q

by assumption (H3), Sobolev embeddings and boundedness of {E.¢5 }ee(0,¢,) in H' () we deduce
that

e—0

(3.6) lim [ |E.¢5|*dx = 0.
Ee



SPECTRAL STABILITY FOR THE NEUMANN LAPLACIAN IN DOMAINS WITH SMALL HOLES 15

Hence
(3.7) /|<,5|2d:v: lim / |E., ¢ | da
Q = Jo o

= lim (/ |gofg|2dx+/ |Esjgafg'|2dx> = lim (1 +0(1)) =1
J—0o0 Qaj Zaj J—>00

and, in view of (2.9),
(3.8) / Popdr = lim [ (Ec, ¢/ )pndr = lim (/ i, de + o(l)) > 0.
Q J— Jo J—ro0 Q.
In view of assumption (2.6), (3.5), (3.7), and (3.8) imply that ¢ = ¢,. In view of Urysohn’s
subsequence principle, we conclude that
(3.9) E.¢S — ¢, ase—0 weakly in H'(Q).

By (3.9) and compactness of the embedding H*(€2) C L*(2) we have lim. ¢ ||Ec¢5, —¢n|12(0) = 0,
hence

(3.10) s, — el =0 ase—0.

Testing the equation satisfied by ¢ with ¢f — ¢, and taking into account (3.6) and (3.9) we
obtain

(3.11) / Vet - V(gE — pn)de = (A — 1) / 05 (65, — ) d

€

~06-1) (1 [ vipnas)

~0a-v(1- [ Eavtiondn+ | e dz) = o(1)

as € — 0. Furthermore,

/ Ven - V(E-ps — on)da

=

so that, in view of (3.9),

(312) [ ou V(i pu)de = [ Vou Vil — o) do [ T V(Eph — o) do = ol1)
Qe Q

€

< |Ber, = nllar@lIVenllLa sy = o(1) ase =0,

as ¢ — 0. Combining (3.11) and (3.12) we obtain

(3.13) / V(¢S —@n)|?dz -0 ase—0

The conclusion follows from (3.10) and (3.13). O
4. ASYMPTOTICS OF SIMPLE EIGENVALUES

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 2.4. To this end, we apply the “Lemma on small
eigenvalues” due to Colin de Verdiére [Col86], which is stated in the Appendix, see Lemma 7.1.
The underlying idea is that good approximations of perturbed eigenfunctions induce good approx-
imations of perturbed eigenvalues.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. We first observe that, in view of (3.3) and Remark 3.5,
(4.1) lim [jn — Uel2q.) = lenlliz@) = 1;
hence, possibly choosing €p smaller from the beginning, ¢, — U; # 0 in . and

1
(4.2) 2> |lpn — UEHLQ(Qe) > 9
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for all € € (0,&¢). In order to apply Lemma 7.1 in our setting, we fix € € (0,£0) and define:

H = LQ(Qe)v with ('a ) = ('7 ')LQ(QE) and ||H = ||HL2(QE) )
D= H'(Q.);
q(u,v) = / (Vu- Vo +uwv)de — )\n/ wodzx, for every u,v € D;
Qe Qe
n - UE
foo on=Ue
llpn — Ue|l

We observe that A;, — A\, is an eigenvalue of ¢ and an associated normalized eigenfunction is given
by ¢¢; hence assumption (i) in Lemma 7.1 is satisfied with

A=A — A, =

Letting H; = span{y}, : 0 < k < n} and Hy = span{yj : k > n}, we observe that H, Hy are
mutually orthogonal in L2(€).), {¢}+ = H; ® Hs, and condition (7.1) is satisfied.

We are going to estimate the corresponding values §, 1, and 2 defined in (7.4), (7.2), and
(7.3), respectively. For what concerns the former, for any v € D\ {0} we have

1
q(f7 U) = M q(@’ﬂ - UE,’U)
1
- M/Q (V(gn — U) - Vo + (1 = Ap)(n — Us)v) da
1
= (/ (Von - Vo + ppv) do — / (VU: - Vo + Uev) do — )\n/ (pn — Ug)vdx)
lon = Uell \Ja. Q. Q.

An /
= U.vdx,
llon — Ue|l Q. :

where the last equality follows from the equations satisfied by ¢, and U, respectively, see (2.2)
and (3.4). Combining this with (4.2) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain that

d <2\, |U:|| for every € € (0,&9).

Since A, is simple and lim._,o A = A; for all ¢ € N, if € is sufficiently small we have

= inf{|q(v’v) cv € Hy\ {O}} =M — A1 >0,

2
[l

2
[[o]

so that, if ¢ is sufficiently small,

o = inf{”(”’“) cve (HyND)\ {0}} =X — A >0,

v = min{y1,72} > 70,
where

1
Yo = 5 min {)\n+1 — )\n7 >\n — Anfl}

is a positive number independent of . Hence, with these estimates for § and v and denoting as
II. the orthogonal projection onto span{¢S}, i.e.

(4'3) I : L2(QE) — L2(Qs)v HE(”) = (SDZ»U)LQ(QE) ‘me
from Lemma 7.1 and (4.2) we obtain

42N,

Yo

(4'4) ”9071 - Us - HE(QDTL - Us)” = ||f - Hsf” H‘Pn - UE“ S ||UEH

and

2 2 e
Yo Yo
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for € sufficiently small, where
q(pn = U, pn — Us)
§e = Q(fﬂ f) = 2
H‘Pn — Ul
At this point, we analyze what happens asymptotically as ¢ — 0. Bearing in mind that Lemma 3.6
ensures that |U.||* = ||U5Hiz(ﬂs) = 0(7:) as € — 0, estimates (4.4) and (4.5) yield

(4.6) lon — Ue = Me(n — U720,y = o(T2)
and
(47) )‘fz = )‘n + 65 + 0(7;)7

as € = 0. We are now ready to establish expansions (2.12) and (2.13)—(2.14).
Proof of (2.12). We begin by expanding &, as e — 0. By (4.1) we have

(4.8) € = q(on — Usyipn —Ue)(1+0(1)) ase— 0.

Furthermore

49)  qln—Ueripn —U.) = / (IVnl? +¢2)dz — A, / o2 du
Q. Q.

+/ (\VUE|2+UE2)da:—)\n/ U2 da
QE QE

-9 (/ (VU NV, + Uspp,) da — )\n/ U.on da:) .
Qe Qe

Since ¢, is an eigenfunction associated to A,, we have

[ (ven 4 eyde = [ prdo=— [ (190l = O~ 1)) do.
Qe Qe e
In view of Remark 3.5 and Lemma 3.6, the term on the second line of (4.9) satisfies

/(|VU5|2+UE2)d:rf)\n/ U2de =T.+0o(T:) ase—0.
Q. Q.

Finally, an integration by parts and Remark 3.5 allow us to rewrite the term on the last line of
(4.9) as

(VU -V, + Uepy,) dz — An/ U.ppdz = U.0,0,dS = T..
Q. Q. [2)I8

Plugging these identities into (4.8) and (4.7), we conclude the proof of (2.12).
Proof of (2.13). Let II. be as in (4.3). We claim that

(4.10) lhe = Tehe |G o) = o(T2) ase =0,
where h. = ¢, — U.. We observe that
~A(he = Tehe) + (he = Tehe) = 3 (he — o) + AaUs + (A — AS)he,  in Q)
{ Op(he — I he) =0, on 0f),,
in a weak sense. By testing the above equation with h. — I h. itself, we obtain
(411)  |[he - Heha‘ﬁ{l(ﬂa) =X, [|he — Heha\|i2(95) + An(Ues he = che) 2 (q,)
+ (A = M) (hey he —IIehe) L2 (0,

We are going to estimate each of the three terms on the right-hand side. Concerning the first one,
thanks to (4.6) and (2.4), we have

A he — HEhEHiQ(QE) =0o(T:) ase— 0.

To estimate the second term on the right hand side of (4.11), we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
Lemma 3.6 and (4.6). This leads to

MUz, he —=1che) 200y = o(T:) ase— 0.
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As far as the third term is concerned, we preliminarily observe that, by Lemma 3.1,

2 2
</ U0y Pn dS) (/ OnOpPn dS>
o%. )38

Te=  sup > Y ;
uEHl(QE)\{O}/ (|Vu\2+u2)dx n

€

which, by an integration by parts, implies that

/ (|Vgon|2 —(A\n — 1)@,02) dz| = ‘/ OnOpon dS” =0(/T:) ase—0.
. o5,
Combining (2.12) and (4.12) we obtain the rough estimate

(4.13) X — A, =ORT.) ase—0.

The last term in (4.11) can be estimated using (4.13), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (4.1) and
(4.6), thus obtaining

(4.12)

(An = A7) (hey he —IIche) 2.y = o(T:) ase — 0.

This concludes the proof of (4.10).
By the triangle inequality, Lemma 3.6, and (4.10), we have

(4.14) [Hehe — SDnHLZ(QE) < |[he = @nHL?(Qg) + [[Mehe — hEHLQ(Qg) =o(VT:) ase—0,
which implies that

1/2
(415)  Mehella,) = (1= lenlae +o(V/T2)

1
=1- §||<Pn||2L2(zE) +o(V/T:) + O(HLPnHQL?(zE)) as e — 0.

From (4.14) and the fact that lim._,¢ ||907L||H1(25) = (0 we also deduce that
/ onlchedz =140(1) ase — 0,
Qe

which, combined with (4.15), implies that

II.h
/ Op = dx > 0
o, [Mehell L2,

for ¢ sufficiently small. Hence, since 5 € H'(.) is uniquely determined by the condition above,

see (2.9), then necessarily
Hche

Mehellp2 gy
for € sufficiently small. We finally observe that
1

= 2
IMehellz2q.)

=

Pn

2
5, = on + Vel oy |T0ehe = MLk oy 0+ e 2, U

H'(Q)

1 2
= 7”1"[ h ||2 HHEhE - ha + (1 - ||H5ha||L2(QE)> ©n + (”HEhEHLZ(QE) - 1) UE HI(Q )
elbellL2(Q,) €

By the previous identity, (4.10) and (4.15) we obtain (2.13). To prove (2.14) we observe that,
. 2
since [|Ue |71 .y = 7e, see Remark 3.5,

(U57 90781 — ©n + UE)Hl(Qg)

1

- (v.Mh.—n (th )n (Hh f1> )
[Hehellp2(0.) (UE ehe —fe + Tehellzaa,) ) en + (IMehellL2 ) Ue HY(Q0)

CMehell oy — 1 (Ue,Mehe — he) i,y 1= Mehellp2q

€

(U, @n)Hl(QE)v

||Heha||L2(Qg) ||H8h6”L2(QE) ||Hah8HL2(QE)
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hence, in view of (4.15) and (4.10),
(4.16) (Uer @5 = 0u+ Uiy = o(T2) + O (el o) VTE)

as ¢ — 0. Writing ||¢8 — <Pn||%11(ﬂg) as

5, — nllirany = Um0 + 165 — @n + Uellin .y — 20, 5, — on + Us) i1 (,),
estimate (2.14) follows from (2.13), (4.16), and the fact that ||U€||§{1(QE) =7.. O

5. BLOW-UP ANALYSIS

In the present section, we focus on a particular choice of holes 3.. More precisely, let
(5.1) N >3, z9€f, and X bea bounded open Lipschitz set,

so that (2.15) is satisfied for some eg,79 > 0. Then, for every ¢ € (0,e0), we consider the hole
Y. :=x0+ X as in (1.6) and the corresponding perforated domain

(5.2) Q. =Q\Z. =Q\ (z¢ + ).

Without loss of generality, we can assume that zo = 0. We observe that the family {¥.}.c(0,c,)
defined as above satisfies assumption (H). Indeed, (H1) and (H3) follow directly from the definition
of ¥. and (2.15). Condition (H2) is, instead, a consequence of Lemma 7.2 in the Appendix.

The local behaviour of the eigenfunction ¢, near 0 is described in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. If ¢, vanishes of order k > 0 at 0, then, for every R > 0,
on(re)
rk
as r — 0; furthermore, P™ is a harmonic polynomial, homogeneous of degree k.
If ¢, — ©n(0) wvanishes of order k > 1 at 0, then, for every R > 0,
en(rz) — pn(0)
rk

Vo (re)
k-1

— PP () uniformly in Br and in H'(Bg)

— PP (x) wuniformly in Bg and in H(BR)
and

— VP{"(z) uniformly in Br and in H' (Br;R")
asr — 0.

Proof. The proof of the convergences follows from the analyticity of ¢,,. Moreover, the fact that
P?" is harmonic follows from standard scaling arguments, together with the fact that ¢, is an
eigenfunction. O

Remark 5.2. Tt is obvious that ¢,, vanishes at 0 of order k > 1 if and only if ¢,,(0) = 0; in such a
case, @, —¢n(0) vanishes of the same order k. On the other hand, if ,,(0) # 0, the vanishing order
of v, — ¢, (0) is necessarily equal to either £k = 1 or k = 2; this can be easily verified by taking
into account that ¢, is a solution to (2.1) (which is not constant since n > 1) and comparing the
Taylor expansions of —Agp,, + ¢, and A, p,. In the case ¢, (0) # 0 and k = 2, 0 is a critical point
for the function ¢,,, whereas, if ¢, (0) # 0 and k = 1, 0 is a regular point outside the nodal set.

The following Hardy-type inequality on perforated balls will be crucial to identify the limit
blow-up profiles.

Lemma 5.3 (Hardy-type inequality). Let N > 3 and ¥ C RY be an open, Lipschitz set such that
Y C Bg, for some Ry > 0. There exists Cy > 0, depending only on N and ¥, such that

2 1
(5.3) / L dz < Cy / |Vul® dz + —2/ u? dx
Br\T |7| Br\Z R Br\Z

for allu € HY(Br\'¥) and R > 2Ry. Moreover,

2
(5.4) / U—Q dz < CH/ |Vu|2 dx
R\ |z RN\Z
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for allu € C*(RYN \ %),

Inequality (5.4) allows us to characterize the space D2(RY \ X)) introduced in Definition 2.6
as

1,2/mpN ) 1 N . ul? “72 I < 00
(5.5) DM2(R \2)_{ € LL (R \2)./RN\Z<V | +|x2>d < }

2 | W :
u </ <|Vu| —|—2) dx)
RN\X ||

is an equivalent norm on DL2(RY \ &0).

Furthermore,

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Let R > 2Ry and u € H'(Bg \ ). We define the scaled function
ur(z) :=u(Rz) € H (B \ £Y),
as well as its extension to the whole B;
vgp:=E1ugr € HY(B)).

Lemma 7.2 ensures that the norm of the extension operator E e does not depend on R. Moreover

2
(5.6) / TR dz < Cy (/ Vg dx+/ v%,dx>,
B, |x‘ By B

for some constant C'y > 0 depending only on N. The above Hardy-type inequality is classical,
see, for instance, [FNO21, Lemma 6.7] for a proof in half-balls. In view of (5.6), we have

2
/ ) L%dl'g CNQ:2 / . |VUR|2 dx+/ . v%dx ,
B\ ;2 || BI\pE Bi\pZ

with € being as in Lemma 7.2 with 2 = By, ¢ = ﬁ, and ro = % Being v the extension of upg,
the above inequality holds for ur as well. Scaling back the inequality to Bg yields

2
RQ‘N/ 1) gy < ONeRN / R |Vu(z)[? dx+/ u¥(z)de |,
Bp\S |z] Br\> Ba\=

which, after a straightforward simplification, is precisely (5.3). Inequality (5.4) follows from (5.3)
by letting R — oo. O

The following result provides a first rough estimate of Tg_(9(eX), Ouy).

Lemma 5.4. Under assumptions (5.1)—(5.2) with xg = 0, let k > 1 be the vanishing order of
©n — ¢n(0) at 0. Then

7%25(8(52)’ Duipn) = O(eNTH=2) s e — 0.

Proof. For every u € H'(f.), by the Divergence Theorem, Hélder’s inequality, and Lemma 7.2
we have

‘ / U Oy Pn dS‘ =
d(ex)

<N A@nll 2y [Ectll g2+ (exy [ESIYN + 1V 2 esmm) IV (Ectr) | 2 ey
< Ecullis o) (SnallApallzeoe SN + [Venllaenas) )

/ div((Ecu)Ve,) dz
ex

- ‘ /EZ ((A%)(Esu) +V(E.u) - wn) da

< Cllullm o, (Svaldenll 2SN + [Vonl 2enan) )
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2N

N—-2
assuming N > 3) and Sy q is the operator norm of the embedding H'(Q) < L?" (). In view of
the characterization of Tg_(9(eX), Oy pn) given in (3.1), the above estimate yields

2
fB(EE) u Oy pn dS
(5.7) Tq. (0(eX), Ovipn) = sup ( 5 )
weH(Q.)\{0} ||UHH1(Q€)

< @ (v all Apull el S + [ Venlliaeman) )
Since ¢y, — ¢ (0) vanishes at 0 with order k£ > 1, we have
Ap,(z) = O0(|z[F72) and |V, (x)] = O(jz|*"1) asz —0,
which implies that
(58) || Agnllrres) =0 (EH%) and |V z2(exmn) = O (&*H%) as € — 0.

where 2* = is the critical Sobolev exponent (remember that in the present section we are

The conclusion follows by combining (5.7) and (5.8). O

Remark 5.5. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 5.4, we can prove that, if N = 2,
7-55 (8(52)7 au@n) = 0(82(1676)) as € — O7

for every § € (0,1). To prove this, it is sufficient to retrace the steps of the previous proof, using
the Sobolev embedding H!(Q)) < LP(Q2) with p = 2/4. In particular, we have, even in dimension
N =2, lim. 0 Tg_(0(¢X), dpipn) = 0.

We are now in position to state and prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.6 (Blow-up). Under assumptions (5.1)~(5.2) with xo =0, let k > 1 be the vanishing
order of ¢, — ¢n(0) at 0 and PZ™ be as in (2.16)~(2.18). Then

lim 5-N—2’“+2Tﬁg (0(eX), Ouipn) = Tri\2(0%, 0, PF™).

e—0

Furthermore, if U. := Uq e 6,0, € H*(Qe) is the function achieving Ta. (0(eX), Ouipn), see (2.7),
and

(5.9) Uclz) :=e *U.(cx), z€ (1o)\ %,

then
Uc. = Us g, pen  in HY(Br\X), ase — 0,

for all R > 0 such that ¥ C Bpg, where UE,B,P,;’" € DY2(RN \ X) is the function achieving
e\ (0%, 8, PY™) as in (2.19).

Proof. Let 19, Ry > 0 be such that B,, C Q and ¥ C Bg,, so that (2.15) is satisfied with zo = 0
and g9 = 79/Rp. Let R > Ry and ¢ < 5%. Since R < "2 and "® > 2Ry, by Lemma 5.3 and a
change of variable, we have

- U2 . 72
/ (VUE|2+82> dxg/ ALNELER IR
BR\Z |z] B \® |z]
~ ~ 2 ~
g/ |VU€\2dx+CH/ (lVU€|2+ €2U2> dz
Brg\Z Brg\Z o

1
= g~ NV-2k42 / VU |*dx + CH/ (|VU5|2 + 2U§) dz | .
Bry\eX Bry\eX To

Hence, by Lemma 5.4 we have

_ 72
(5.10) /B . <|VU€|2 + |Z|2> do < Cre™ NI (D(eR), 0pn) < O,
R
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where C1,C5 > 0 are constants independent of R and . Therefore, by a diagonal argument,
for every sequence £; — 07 there exists a subsequence (still denoted as {¢;}) and a limit profile
U € L. (RN \ ¥) such that, for all R > Ry, U € H'(Br \ ¥) and

loc

(5.11) [75]. —~U asj— oo weakly in H'(Bg \ X).

Furthermore, by compactness of the embedding H YBr\ X) = L?*(Br \ ¥) and of the trace map
from H'(Bg \ X) into L?(9X), we also have, as j — oo,

(5.12) INJE], — U strongly in L*(Bg \ ) for all R > Ry,
(5.13) UE], — U strongly in L*(9%).
From (5.10) and the weak lower semicontinuity of the norm we deduce that

- U2
/ <|VU|2 + ||2> dx < Cy for all R > Ry,
Bp\Z T

- U2
/ VU + —5 | dz < +o0
RN\S ||
and, consequently, that U € DV2(RN \ %), see (5.5).

For any v € C°(RY \ ¥) fixed, let j be sufficiently large in order to ensure that
suppv C Br, \ X C -\ 3,

which implies that

for some R, > Ry. From the equation satisfied by Uy, see (3.4), and a change of variable it follows
that

(5.14) / (VU., - Vo + 20.,v) dz — W2enE) g
Br,\2

k—1
) 5]‘

In view of (5.11), (5.12), and Proposition 5.1, we can pass to the limit as j — oo in (5.14). Hence,
by density, we obtain

/ VU-Vvda:—/ VO, PfmdS =0 forall v € DRV \ ¥,
RN\Z 0%

which, together with Proposition 3.4, implies that U = [NJE@VP):M. On the other hand, by (5.13)
and Proposition 5.1 we have

~ Oppn(e;x)
—N—2k+2
€ * 7~ﬁ€j (8(€j2)a6u90n) :/ Uaj = Z,lj ds
o% £;
= | Uso,pen 0 PF" = on\s (05,0, PF™)
%

as j — oo. Being the limit profile uniquely determined, by Urysohn’s subsequence principle we
conclude that the convergence statements above hold as € — 0, independently of the sequence
{€;} and of the subsequence.

In order to prove the strong H !_convergence, we observe that, in view of the equations satisfied
by U. and Uz,@,}p}fn, for R > Ry we have

L 2 L
(5.15) / ‘V(Ue —Us g, pen)| doz= / (U — Us 9, pen ) (Oppe — 0, PF™)dS
Br\Z TR ) Tk

+/ (UE - [J‘E,aupgn)(ayﬁg - aVUZ,aup]fn)dS — 52/ (052 - 050278,/13]:’71)(11',
OBR BR\E

where

(5.16) u(z) = PnlE2) —en(0)



SPECTRAL STABILITY FOR THE NEUMANN LAPLACIAN IN DOMAINS WITH SMALL HOLES 23

Since U, weakly solves the equation —AU, = —2U, in Bop \ Bg, and the family {52(75}0<6<%
is bounded in L?(Byg \ Bgr,), by classical elliptic regularity theory {ﬁ5}0<5<% is bounded in
HQ(B%R \ B(ry+R)/2), 50 that, by continuity of the trace operator, {&,UE}MK% is bounded in
L?(0Bg). This, combined with Proposition 5.1, convergences (5.12)—(5.13), and the compactness
of the embedding HY(Br\X) — L*(Br\Y), allows us to pass to the limit in (5.15), proving that
VU. = VUs p, pen strongly in L?(Bgr \ X) and completing the proof in view of (5.12). O

We finally have all the necessary ingredients for the proofs of Theorem 2.8 and Theorem 2.9.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. By translation, it is not restrictive to assume zg = 0. We first observe
that the family {¥:}.c(0,c0) = {€X}ce€(0,c0) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.4. Indeed, by
scaling arguments, one can easily verify that [¢X| — 0 and Cap (¢X) — 0 as ¢ — 0. Moreover,
(H2) follows from Lemma 7.2. In view of Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 5.6, to obtain an explicit
expansion for the perturbed eigenvalue we only have to analyze the asymptotic behavior, as e — 0,

of the term
[ (v = - 1)62) ao
e

To start, let us consider the case 0 € 2\ Sing (¢,,). Since ¢, is smooth, we have
en(x) = ¢n(0) + O(lz]) and  Ven(r) = Ven(0) + O(|z]) as [z] =0,
which directly yields

a1y [ (19l = 0 = D) do =V 9] (Va0 - 1 = D2(0)) + (=)

as € = 0. On the other hand, to identify the order of the term Tg_(9(eX), 0, ¢n) appearing in the
expansion (2.12), we distinguish two cases: Vi, (0) # 0 and V¢, (0) = 0. If Vi, (0) # 0, we can
apply Theorem 5.6 with k£ = 1 and, since P/ (x) = V¢, (0) - z, we obtain

(5.18) Tq. (0(eX), Ovipn) = ENTRN\Z(aZ, Ven(0)-v) +o(e) ase—0.

If, instead, V¢, (0) = 0, then Theorem 5.6 applies with some k& > 2, thus implying that
(5.19) Tq. (0(eX), Ovipn) = o(e™) ase—0.

Moreover, trivially,

(5.20) T 5 (0%, Vipn (0) - v) = mea (9, 0) = 0.

Combining (5.18), (5.19), and (5.20) with (5.17) we obtain (i).
If 0 € Sing () and k > 2 is the vanishing order of ¢,, at 0, then

on(z) = O(|1:|k) and Ve, (z) = VP (z) + O(|x\k) as |z| — 0,
thus implying that, as € — 0,

/ IV (2)? do :/ VP2 do + O(e2P 1) = NH2h=2 (/ |VP,f"|2dx+o(1)),
ex ex b

/ lon(z)> dz = O(e2 V) = o(eNF2k-2),
eXl

and hence
/ (|Vg0n|2 — (A — 1)4,0%) dz = VH2k=2 (/ VP |? da + 0(1)) as e — 0.
ex %
Combining this and Theorem 5.6 with Theorem 2.4 we obtain (ii). O

Proof of Theorezn 2.9. By translation, it is not restrictive to assume x¢g = 0. Let u. := @E—tﬁﬁ—ffa,
where @, and U, are defined in (5.16) and (5.9), respectively. From (2.13) and the change of
variable x +— ex it follows that, as e — 0,

ﬁg\z Vu|* dz + & /\ u?dz = o(e NG (9(e9), 0un)) + O (N 2112 0n))-
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If 9,(0) = 0, pn(x) = O(|z|*) as |z| — 0, hence ”9%”%2(52) = O(e2VH4R) = o(eN+2k=2) as e — 0.
If v, (0) # 0, either £ = 1 or k = 2 by Remark 5.2, so that ||<pn||‘i2(62) = 0(e?N) = o(eVNT2+2) as
€ — 0. In both cases we have

(5.21) lenlzeny = 0o(eVT?*72) ase —0.
From this and Theorem 5.6 we deduce that
. Ue T+ e Uu. dxr — as € — U.
5.22 V| dz 4 ¢ 2dz —0 0
1o\x IO\Z

Let 7o, Rg > 0 be such that B,, C Q and X C Bpg,; let R > Ry and € < 5%+ By Lemma 5.3 we

have
u? u?
/ <|Vu8|2+ Ez)dx</ <Vus|2+ EQ)dx
By ] B\ B
2
g/ |Vu5\2d9:+CH/ <|Vu€2+2u§) dx
Brg \Z Bro \Z "o

2
< (Cu+1) |Vue|? do+ 5 u?de | .
lo\s s lo\s

From this estimate and (5.22) we deduce that

2
/ <|Vu5|2+ u52>da:—>0 ase — 0
Br\S |z

for any R > 0 such that ¥ C Bg, which implies that u. — 0 strongly in H'(Br \ X) as ¢ — 0.
Combining this with Proposition 5.1 and Theorem 5.6 we obtain (2.20).
Finally, (2.21) follows from (2.14), Theorem 5.6, and (5.21). O

6. THE CASE OF A SPHERICAL HOLE

In this section, we focus on spherical holes, deriving in this specific situation more explicit
expressions for the coefficients of the asymptotic expansions obtained above. We distinguish
between the cases N > 3 and N = 2.

6.1. The case N > 3. As proved in Theorem 2.8, different behaviors occur depending on the
vanishing order or ¢, at xg. The most interesting and diverse phenomena are observed when
xo € Q\ Sing(¢y,), as in this situation the sign of the leading term in the asymptotic expansion is
not always the same regardless of where the domain is perforated. In view of Theorem 2.8-(i), the
interface I' defined in (2.22) divides the points of € where a hole produces a positive sign of the
eigenvalue variation A5, — A,, from those where there would be a negative sign, see Remark 2.10.
Here we focus on the specific case
X= Bl,

providing the proof of Theorem 2.11, to which we precede the following preliminary lemma.
Lemma 6.1. If N > 3 and P : RY — R is a harmonic polynomial homogeneous of degree
k € N\ {0}, then

ki2
N+Ek—-2 Jyp,

where Y is the spherical harmonic of degree k given by Y = P’aBl'

T\ 5, (0B1, 0, P) = Y?2ds,

Proof. To determine the torsion function U := Up, s, p, we recall that U € DV2(RV \ By) is the
unique weak solution to

(6.1)

—AU =0, in RV \ By,
o,U =0,P, on J0B.
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We work in spherical coordinates (r,0) and look for solutions to (6.1) of the form
U(r,8) = u(r)Y (),
where Y = P |8 B, We observe that, since P is harmonic and k-homogeneous, Y is a spherical
harmonic of degree k and solves
—App, Y =k(N+k—2)Y, ondBy,
where Agp, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator. Then, we can rewrite (6.1) as
N-1 k(N +k-2)

(6.2) u(r) + " ' (r) 3 u(r) =0, in (1,+00),

u'(1) = k.

The solutions to the equation in the first line of (6.2) are of the form
u(r) = eyrk + cor~ (NHE=2)

for some ¢y, ca. The fact that U(r,0) = u(r)Y (0) € DV2(RY \ By) implies that necessarily ¢; = 0,
whereas the condition v/(1) = k yields co = fm. Hence, by uniqueness of the torsion function,

b2y ()

U0 =-—§5 =3

We conclude that

2
rew s, (0B1, 0, P) = / U0, P)dS = — " ¥2(9)dS,

9B N + k — 2 9B,
thus completing the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 2.11. We observe that P(z) = Vi, (x0) - z is a harmonic polynomial of degree
k =1. Then Lemma 6.1 applies and yields

1

e, (081, Vonlan) ) = 577 [ Vga(an) -0 aS.

Exploiting the symmetry of the domain of integration, a simple computation yields

HN-1(OB WN
TR\ B, (0B1, Vo (20) - v) = N(N(_S)VQ%(?UO)F “N_1
where wy := |Bj| denotes the N-dimensional measure of B;. Substituting the above expression
for g\ g, (0B1, Vn (7o) - v) in the expansion of Theorem 2.8-(i), we obtain (i).
If zy € Sing(¢n), ¢n vanishes at xg with order £ > 2. Then, as observed in Proposition 5.1,
Pfo ", is a harmonic polynomial homogeneous of degree k. From Lemma 6.1 it follows that

|V<Pn($0)‘2a

k2
6.3 OB1,0,P%") = ——— Y?ds
( ) T]RN\Bl( 1, ajOJQ) N+k_2 2B,
where Y = P;‘; "k | 0B, is a spherical harmonic of degree k. Furthermore, by the fact that AP;; " =0

and the Divergence Theorem, we have
(6.4) /B 1 VP2 (2)] dz = /B 1 div(P7m VPE,) de = /8 . Pi VPP 84S =k - Y2ds.
Substituting (6.3)—(6.4) in the expansion of Theorem 2.8-(ii), we obtain (ii). O
Thanks to Lemma 6.1 and Theorem 2.11, the interface I defined in (2.22) can be described
quite explicitly in the case of spherical holes. More precisely, if ¥ = B; we have
I'={x e Q\Sing (¢,): h(z) =0},
where

h(z) = %mnmﬁ — (A — D)2 ().

We present below the example of spherical holes excised from 3-dimensional boxes.
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Example 6.2. Let us consider the 3-dimensional open box
Q= (0,1) x (0, V2) x (0, V3).

It is a well-known fact (see e.g. [GN13]) that the eigenvalues of problem (2.1) on 2 are simple and
of the form
2,2 2,2
N 2y T ng LT n3+17
1,12,N3 1 \/5 \/g

and the associated eigenfunctions are, up to a normalization constant,

mno ™™g
Ony maums (T, Y, 2) = cos (Tnix) cos %y cos %z .
Then the interface I' associated to ¢y, n,,ns is characterized by the equation
2 2 2
2. 2 ny .. o ™2y 3 N3z 2
nj tan“(mnix) + —= tan + —=tan” | —= +—=4+—]=0.
teanmia) + S5 o (2 ) + T (%) - (4 25+ 1)

Let us consider two specific cases. The first situation of interest is the one corresponding to the
the smallest nontrivial eigenvalue, namely,

ni,nz,n2 € N,

2
/\0,071 =—+41.

%ﬁ

Here, I' turns out to be the union of two planes

v 2 v 2
F:{(m,y,z)ER3 : z:\/garctanf}u{(x,y,z)eR?’ : z:\/:g(ﬂ—arctan\/»)}.
s 3 m 3

In Figure 1 we can see the plot of I' (in blue), along with the nodal set of the eigenfunction g ¢ 1
(in green). By our analysis, if the hole is punctured between the green and a blue plane, then
A5 < Ay

FIGURE 1. The case Ay o,1

Finally, we describe I" for A, = A; ;1. In this case the situation is more complex, but the general
picture does not change. With the help of Mathematica™, we can plot the set I' = {h = 0}, along
with the nodal set of 711 (once again in blue and green respectively). The resulting image is
presented in Figure 2.
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FIGURE 2. The case A1,

6.2. The case N = 2. In this subsection we consider the case N = 2 and X, being of the form
(1.6) with ¥ = B; and zy = 0, i.e. X, = Be, proving the following asymptotic expansion for
lTﬁ\BE (aBav &J@n)'
Proposition 6.3. If N =2 and the vanishing order of w, — ¢, (0) at 0 is k > 1, then

(i) if ©n(0) # 0 and 0 is a critical point of vy, (hence, necessarily, k =2), then

Tonp. (0Be, Ovpn) = I(/\n —1)%(pn(0))%e*| loge| + o(e*|loge|) as e — 0;

2
(i) if either ¢, (0) =0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0), then
" pn 2 1 o, 2
%\Ba (335,8,,<pn) =k (' ax’f (0) ﬁ m(o) 52k + 0(€2k) as e — 0.

Let k > 1 be the vanishing order of ¢,, — ¢,,(0) at 0. We observe that the polynomial P is
harmonic in R? in all cases except when k = 2 and ¢,,(0) # 0. More precisely, recalling that in all
critical points outside the nodal set ¢,, — ¢,,(0) necessarily vanishes of order 2, we have

(6.5) N 0, if either ¢,,(0) = 0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0),
' P (= A)en(0), if ©,(0) # 0 and 0 is a critical point of @,,.
By (2.16)-(2.17) we have, for all j > 1,
P/ (rcost,rsint) = I f;(t),

where

156 = 3 =22 (0)(cost)i(sinty .

i 9yt
5 0x10y

Let us consider the Fourier coefficients of f;:

) 2m
(6.6) al = 1 fj(t)cos(it)dz, >0,
T Jo
. 1 2
(6.7) bl == fi(t)sin(it) dz, > 1.
m™Jo

We observe that
(6.8) al =bl =0 ifi>j
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and, by the Divergence Theorem,

1 1 1
al) = fityde=— [ vPr.Zds=— [ APfds.
ap J J
™ Jo 7j Jon, || ) JB,
Remark 6.4. In particular, for j = k we have
. 0, if either ¢,,(0) = 0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0),
(69) ao = 1-— A

k —",(0), if »,(0) # 0 and 0 is a critical point of .

Furthermore, if j = k and if either ¢, (0) = 0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0), then, by (6.5), P is harmonic
and, consequently, there exist ¢1,ce2 € R such that (¢, ¢2) # (0,0) and

P (rcost,rsint) = r¥(cq cos(kt) + c2 sin(kt)), r >0, t€0,2n].

Since
Pf(rcost, rsint) rkz " pn (0)(cost)’(sint)F~*
= dxt ok~ ’
direct computations yield
8’“% 1 akﬂﬁn
6.10 = 0 d = -———7(0).
( ) C1 8:1:]{; ( ) an C2 k axfflaxz( )
Therefore, if either ¢, (0) =0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0), for ¢ > 1 we have
0, ifi 4k, 0, it ik,
(6.11) ab =< ok o b = o o o
! 88;",;"(0), if i = k, ! %W“fa'm(()), if i = k.

For every j > 1, R > 0, and ¢ € (0, R), we define

TEj’R:—2inf{;/ |Vu|2dac—/ (aypf")udS:ueHl(BR\Bﬁs), / udx:O}.
Br\Be OB, Br\B:

The above infimum is achieved by a unique function W, r ; € H'(Bg \ B.) satisfying

/ W57R7j da: = O7
BR\BE

and
_ 1
|BR \ BE‘ BR\BE

jade
= (O, Pf™)vdS + / vdz
/VaBE / R2 - EQ Bgr\B:

for every v € HY(Bg \ B:), i.e. We g ; is the unique zero-average weak solution to

(6.12) / VWe g, - Vodz = O P <v v da:> ds
Br\B oB.

_AWE,R,j = %7 in BR \ BE»
(613) al/WE,R,j =0, on OBg,
8UW57R7]' = 8,,P;—Pn, on 8BE.
Lemma 6.5. For every 7 >1 and R >0
3752 (ag)?e¥ |loge| + o(e¥ |logel), if ag #0,

(6.14)

Tj = J j bJ )
=T j <Z (b7)” ) €2 +o(e%), ifa) =0,
1
as € — 0, with al b} being as in (6.6)~(6.7). Moreover,

177

(6.15) /B » WEQ’RJ dz = O(ng’R) as e — 0.
R e
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Proof. For j > 1 and R > 0 fixed, let us expand We, r,; in Fourier series:

We g,j(rcost,rsint) = <,00 e( —|— Z (goz (1) cos(it) + ;- (r )sin(it))7

where
1 2m
Pie(r) == We g (rcost,rsint)cos(it) dz, >0,
T Jo
1 27
Yie(r) = = We r,j(rcost,rsint)sin(it) de, > 1.
T Jo

From (6.13) and the fact that fBR\BE We gr,jdx = 0 it follows that the function ¢ . solves the
problem

2jadel

_QOOE(T) 9005( )_ R2*E27 m (EvR)7
900,5( €)= ]€j 1%

©0,(R) =0,

R
/ roge(r)dr =0,

while the functions ¢; . and ;. with ¢ > 1 solve
2

(6.16)

? .
—pie(r) — *% E( )+ 5¢ie(r) =0, in (e, R),
@i (e) =je'a
(pi,s(R) =0,

and
1(r) = T+ Spea(r) =0, in (5, R)
)=

jei— lbj

ie(e
2,5(R) =0,

respectively. For ¢ > 1, direct computations yield

R i gt
Jja.e J0;¢€
( ) SD ’ (T) Z(RQ’L _ 521) Z(RQZ _ 821) (T

In particular, by (6.8) we have ¢; = ¢; . = 0 if i > j. Moreover, the unique solution to (6.16) is
i 0d od r2 £2 _ R2
Jjape 1 loge — R°log R 1 5
1(8)2<°gr 21%27L R? 2 e B
R
We conclude that the unique zero-average weak solution to (6.13) is given by

(r' 4+ R¥r~") and ;.(r) = — + R¥rh).

(6.18) p0,e(r) =

Wep(r cost, rsint) = 2220 +Z (1.0(r) cos(it) + vi.o(r) sinit) ),
with ¢o . as in (6.18) and ¢; ¢, ¥ as in (6.17). Furthermore, by Parseval’s Theorem,

Tg"R = /a N (O P )We g dS

2
=c Oy P/ (e cost,esint)We g (e cost,esint) dt
0

= e(—j&’ Nm (w + i(afsai,e(e) + b{%,s(&))) -

2 ,
=1
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We observe that, by (6.18),

j 1 o
%ﬁ(s) ~ §j(a6)28j loge ase — 0,

while (6.17) implies
i . I (a9)2 72
Z(Gg%’g(g) b (2)) ~ —jed Z (ai)” + (b))

=1 i=1

- as e — 0,
i

thus proving (6.14).
By Parseval’s Theorem we have

R 2 J
(6.19) /B . WéRJ dz = 7r/ r (‘Po;(r) + Z (gaf,s(r) + 7/)1'2,5(7“)) dr) .

=1

By (6.14) and (6.18)
R 0, if al =0,
[ rbemar=g2
€ O(e¥) = o(T! ), ifap#0,
= O(Tg)R) as e — 0,

and, by (6.14) and (6.17),

R -2 24425 Vi R
2 2 j’e ((a ) (b) )/ 2 4 —2i 2i
2 : = 2
/E (@i (1) + i (1)) dr (R )2 i r(r® + RYr~% + 2R*") dr
2 _2i+2) 712 242 _ 2042 2-2i _ _2-2
_JE ((@)?+ @) (R € 4R € 2i(p2 2
2(R? — %2 2tz Ry TR

=0(E¥?) = o(TE{R) as e — 0,
if 4 > 2, while, for i =1,

R 2425 j R
[ @ oo = PEUATEER [T e oy

7 (a])? + (5)?) <R4—64
)2

+ R*(log R — loge) + R?(R? — 62))

(R? — g2 4
= 0(e¥"?|loge|) = o(T? ) ase— 0.
Therefore (6.15) follows from (6.19). O

Remark 6.6. In view of (6.9) and (6.11), in the case j = k Lemma 6.5 provides the following
information:

(i) if vn(0) # 0 and 0 is a critical point of ¢,, (hence, necessarily, k = 2), then
Thn =T2 5 = 5 (O = 1)(p0(0))%" loge| + o('[logel) as e = 0;
(ii) if either ¢, (0) =0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0), then

ok S|
TFp =nk ’ ”(0)‘ + =
a < 9t k2

Lemma 6.7. For every 7 > 1 and R > 0,
TB—R\BE (0B, 8,,Pf”) = TEj’R + O(Tg’R) ase — 0.

oo,
- 0
3xlf_18x2 ( )

2
) e 4 o(e®) ase— 0.

Proof. By (3.4) we have

/ (VUgg,B..0,p¢m - VWe rj + Upy b0, pe We r,j) do = / (0 Pf")We g ;dS =T7
Br\B 0B,
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while (6.12) and Remark 3.5 yield
/ VWe R VUpy b, 0,pem dz
Br\B

— Pn Ja0€

- (3,,P ) UBR,BE,E)VP*"" dS + UBR,BE,E)L,P(F" dx
J J R2 — g2 J
9B. €% JBg\B:

on J aogj
:T?R\Bs(aBe,aij )+ B) UBR,Ba,BuP_;P" dx.
From the above identities we deduce that
Tomp, (0B, 0,PF") = T

jadel
== Ubp,p..0,Pym Werj 42 = 2573 Uspg,B..0, pem da.
Br\B. € JBr\B.

From Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, (6.15), and Lemma 3.6 (Remark 5.5 guaranteeing the validity
of assumption lim._,0 T5;\ 5. (9B, Oy P{™) = 0) it follows that

/ UBR,BE,B.,P;"" Werjdz=o0 (\/Tsj,R TB—R\BE (0B., alIP;P‘IL)>
Br\B-:

as ¢ — 0. Moreover, since ¢% = O(Tg’R) as € — 0 in view of (6.14), from Cauchy-Schwarz’s
inequality and Lemma 3.6 we deduce that

j — &2
<e&y/m € \//B BRBapwndJC

r\Be
-0 <\/E> o (\/Tam\s. (0B-,0,P]"))
—0 <\/ngR T\, (0B, al,Pf")>

as € — 0. Hence Tz, 5_(9B-, P = TE{R + O(TE{R) + o(Tgp\ 5. (0B, D P{m)), ie

J
e / UBR7BE78 p#?w dx
Br\B:

(L+0(1)) T\ p.(0B:, 0, P/") = (1 + o(1 ))TJR ase — 0.
The lemma is thereby proved. (]
Combining Lemmas 6.7 and (6.14) we derive the following asymptotic expansion as € — 0
3mi%(ap)?e™ | loge| +o(e¥[logel),  ifap #0,

(620) T?R\Bs (835, 8,,Pf") = ( j b7

Mb

> % + o(e¥), ifal =0,
i=1
for all 7 > 1. If j = k, in view of Remark 6.6, we have, more precisely,

(i) if pn(0) # 0 and Vi, (0) = (0,0) (hence, necessarily, k = 2), then, as € — 0,
%()\n — 1)%(0,(0))%c*| log g| + o(e*| log €|);

(ii) if either ¢, (0) =0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0), then, as e — 0,

(6.21) T\ 5. (0B2, 0, P") =

S|

k2

k
()

. 0" on
(6.22) Tom\p. (0B, 8, P{™) =k (’ (0) 95 00,

k
Oy

2
) e 1 o(e?h).
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Lemma 6.8. For every R >0
T?R\BE (0Bz, 0upn)
O(e”2[logel**), if pn(0) # 0 and Vi, (0) = (0,0),
O(e2k+3), if either ¢, (0) =0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0),
5(An = 1)*(n(0))%e"|loge| + o(e*|logel), if ¢n(0) # 0 and Vi, (0) = (0,0),
k(| 552 0)*+ 5 | 52582 (0)[*) % + o(e™),  if either 9n(0) = 0 or Vg (0) # (0,0),

kﬁ 8I§718I2

= T\ 5. (0B:, 0, PF") + {

as € — 0.

Proof. We first observe that, if N = 2, by Lemma 7.2 and Sobolev trace theorems, there exists
Cr > 0 (depending on R but independent of €) such that

C —
2 Ry 12 1
(6.23) /é)BE u dS < 5 HUHHl(BR\E) for all u € H (Br \ B:).

Let We = Upy.B..0.0n = Ubn,B.,0,P¢" = Ubn,B. 0, pgp, - From (3.4) it follows that
/ (VU - Vo+Tv)de = / vy, (pn — P — PF1)dS
Br\B. dB.
for every v € H'(Br \ B:), so that (6.23) yields
/ (VU |? +¥2)de = / V. 0y (pn — P — PPr)dS < consteF+3 / v2ds
Br\B. 8B, dB.
< const . s 5,57

for some const > 0 independent of & which varies from line to line. Hence

(6.24) Vel (poBr) = O(F*1) ase — 0.
From (6.24), Remark 3.5, (6.20), (6.21), and (6.22) it follows that
(6'25) HUBR’BaaVVJn HI(BR\E)

w8\Bo) T 1UBr, B0, PE7,

< N¥ellgr(ppB0) + 1UBR.B..0, P2
_ JO(e?[loge['/?), if ,(0) # 0 and Vo, (0) = (0,0),
1 O(E"), if either ¢, (0) = 0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0),
as € — 0. Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and estimates (6.24)—(6.25), (6.20), (6.21), and (6.22)
imply

H'(Br\B:)

1UBg.B..0,en — U o 7 — U en |17 B
Rr,Be,0vpn Br,B:, 00 P | H1(BR\B.) Br,Be,00 P | HY (BR\B:)
= (Yo, UBgn.B..0v0n = Up,B.o,pgm + Ubp.B.o,Pe7, ) o1 (Be\B:)

< ”\I/&HHl(BR\E) (HUBR,BE,BVW||H1(BR\E) + HUBR,BE,&,P,;"" ||H1(BR\E)

Vs, 20, im0

B O(e?|loge|'/?), if n(0) # 0 and Vi, (0) = (0,0),
) Ok, if either ¢, (0) = 0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0),

as € — 0. Hence, in view of (6.20),

(626) ||UBR7stauSan - UBR,BagauP;:,Pn Hl(BR\E)

_ JO(?loge|'*), if ,(0) # 0 and Vi, (0) = (0,0),
| O(ekte), if either ¢,,(0) = 0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0),
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as ¢ = 0. From Remark 3.5, Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, (6.26), (6.25), (6.21), and (6.22) it
follows that

'TBiR\BE (aBa; auSOn) - T?R\BE (8357 3Up]20n)

= UBw.B. 0. |31 (5,50 — UBR, B0 22" 31 (5,050
= (UBn.B..0u¢n = UBp.B..0,P¢": UBr.B.0ven + Usg B..0,PE ) i1 (B\BD)
B {0(59/2| logel*/4), if ,(0) # 0 and Vi, (0) = (0, 0),
O te), if either ¢,,(0) = 0 or Vi, (0) # (0,0),
as € — 0, thus completing the proof in view of (6.21) and (6.22). O

Proof of Proposition 6.3. Since 0 € €, there exist Ry, Re > 0 such that Br, C 2 C Bgr,. From
Corollary 3.2 it follows that

7-371%2\35 (835, 8,,gon) < 7-5\35 (835, 8,,gon) < TTM\BE (835, 8,,%),
so that the conclusion follows from Lemma 6.8. O

Proposition 6.9. Let N = 2.
(i) If 0 € Q \ Sing (¢n, ), then

| (96nl” = 0 = 1)62) do = 72 (19200 = (o = DInl0)) + o)

as € — 0.
(ii) If 0 € Sing (vy), then

k
A(W%F4M—n%ym=mﬂ<awwm

2

k2

9" pn
al’lf_lal’g

(0)

2
+ O(EQk)
oxh )

as € — 0, where k > 2 is the vanishing order at 0 of v, — p,(0).

Proof. If 0 & Sing (p,,), we can argue as in (5.17) to deduce (i).
Let 0 € Sing (¢5,). In this case P7" (rcost,rsint) = r*(c; cos(kt) + ca sin(kt)) with ¢1, ¢ as in
(6.10), see Remark 6.4. Then

/ <|V¢n|2 — (An — l)cpi) dz = 7/ PnOppn dS = 7/ P]‘f"@,,P,f" ds + 0(52k)
B. 9B, 9B,

2m
= ke?* / (c1cos(kt) + cosin(kt))? dt + o(e?*) = kne (2 + ¢2) + o(e?*) ase — 0,
0

thus proving (ii). O
We are now in position to prove Theorem 2.12.

Proof of Theorem 2.12. By translation, it is not restrictive to assume xy = 0. The conclusion
follows from Theorem 2.4, expanding the torsional rigidity 7'5\ B. (0B:, Ovpn) as in Proposition 6.3

and [5 (|V<pn|2 e 1)@%) dz as in Proposition 6.9. O

Example 6.10. We conclude this section with an example, in which the hole is excised from a
disk. To this end, let us take Q = By C R?. It is well known (see, e.g., [GN13]) that the eigenvalues
of the unperturbed Neumann problem (2.1) are
2
Q
>\nk = % + 17

ank, being the positive roots, enumerated by k, of J/ (z), where J,(z) is the Bessel function of the
first kind of order n. These eigenvalues are all simple for n = 0. In this case, the eigenfunctions
read

or(r,0) = Jo (aokg) .
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Therefore, the 2-dimensional analogue of the interface I' introduced in Remark 2.10 is characterized

by the equation
r r
2J12 (aOki) - Jg <a0k§> =0.

Relying again on the computational software Mathematica™ we can plot the interface (in blue),
along with the nodal lines of ¢, (in green), for the cases

Qo1 ~ 3831, Qo ~ 7.016.

The results can be seen in Figure 3.

S

_27\ L L L L L L L L
-2 -1 0 1 2 -2 -1 0 1 2

FIGURE 3. Interface I' and nodal lines of the eigenfunction for the cases ag; (left)
and agpg (right).

7. APPENDIX

We recall here a known result about approximation of small eigenvalues of linear operators.
This lemma, originally proved by Y. Colin de Verdiére in [Col86] and then revisited in [Cou95]
and [ALM22], also applies to multiple eigenvalues. We present here a simplified version applicable
to the case of simple eigenvalues and provide a short proof for the readers’ convenience.

Lemma 7.1 (Lemma on small eigenvalues). Let (H,(-,-)) be a real Hilbert space, D C H a
subspace, and q: D x D — R a bilinear symmetric form. Let

(i) A€ R and ¢ € D be such that
loll=1 and q(@,v) = A(p,v) for allv € D,

where || - || = /(:,+) denotes the norm associated to the scalar product;
(ii) f € D be such that || f]| = 1.

Let us assume that {¢}+ = Hy @ Ho for some subspaces Hy, Hy mutually orthogonal such that
H, CD,

(7.1) q(v1,v2) =0 for allvy € Hy and vo € HoN'D,
(7.2) 1 := inf { |q|(|2i12))| cv € Hy '\ {0}} >0,
(7.3) o i= inf { |q|(|2ig)| cve (HyND)\ {0}} >0,

and

(7.4) d :=sup { g/ v) v eD\ {0}} < +-00.
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Then

(7.5) If —1f] < Vf‘s

where v := min{vy1, 72} and II denotes the orthogonal projection onto span{¢}, i.e.
IT: H — span{¢}

v (6,0) ¢
Finally, if £ := q(f, f), then
52 52

7.6 A—¢ <20 = +2—.
(7.6) A =& <20Al =2
Proof. Let us denote

Nf:= f—TIIf.
We observe that Nf is orthogonal to ¢, i.e.

(¢,Nf) =0,

and, letting
NllH*)Hl and NQZH*)HQ

be the orthogonal projections on H; and Hs, respectively, we have

(7.7) Nf=Nif+Nof.
Moreover

Since H; C D by assumption, we have N1 f € D; moreover Nf € D, hence Nof € DN Hy by (7.7).
Therefore, taking into account (7.8),

q(¢7N1f) :>\(¢,le) :07 Q(¢7N2f) :)‘(¢7N2f) :Oa
so that
From (7.1), (7.7), and (7.9) it follows that
q(N1fN1f) = q(f —TIf = Nof,N1f) = q(f, N1 f) — q(ILf, N1 f) — q(N2f, N1 f) = q(f, N1 f)
q(N2f,Nof) = q(f —IIf — Ny f,N2of) = q(f,Naf) — q(ILf,Nof) — q(N1 f,Naof) = q(f,No.f).

Therefore, from the definition of §, 71, and v, we obtain

Iwﬂmmzmwmmﬁmmﬁ'“%ﬁm,

lg(N2f,Nof)| = [q(f,Nof)] <0 |IN2f|| <6

)

lg(N2.f, N2 f)]
72

which yields

2
(7.10) NN < S Ny Na ) <
Y1 Y2

Combining (7.10) with the definition of 1, 72,7, we obtain the estimates

2

Ny f,N 52 42 Nof, N 52 82
g < MENDE 0y < ML NDE 0
! 71 v v Y27
From (7.7), the orthogonality of Hy; and Hs and (7.11), we deduce that

242
INSIP = [INLF1 + IN2f]J? < gl

thus proving (7.5).
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Now, the proof of (7.6) follows from direct estimates, making use of (7.5) and (7.10). More
precisely, if ITf # 0, we first write |\ — £ as

qULLILF)  q(f, £)| _ |qULAILF) (N +ILFNF+ILf) |

T 1712 T INF + 117

Then, by this, the orthogonality condition (7.9), assumption (7.1), and the fact that ||f|| = 1, we
obtain

A—el=

(7.12) A= €l = [MINFIP = a(NL £ NLf) = (N2 . N2 )|
On the other hand, (7.12) is trivially satisfied if IIf = 0, since, in this case, f = Nf. Combining
(7.12) with the triangle inequality, (7.5) and (7.10), we obtain (7.6). O

The following lemma provides an uniform extension property in domains with small holes of
the form (1.6), see [SW99] for the proof.

Lemma 7.2 (Extension operators). For N > 2, let @ C RY and ¥ C RV be bounded, open
Lipschitz sets. Let g > 0 and ro > 0 be such that (2.15) is satisfied for some xo € Q. For every
e € (0,g0), let B == 29+ X and Q. = Q\ X.. Then, for every e € (0,¢0), there exists an (inner)
extension operator
E.: HY(Q) — HY(Q)
such that, for all u € H*(£.),
(Esu)|QE =u

and
[Ecull g1 () < Cllullgrq.)
for some constant € > 0 independent of € € (0,ep).
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