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GENERIC SIMPLICITY OF ELLIPSES

LUC HILLAIRET AND CHRIS JUDGE

Steve Zelditch’s impressive work in a wide variety of subjects has been very influential on ours. We cannot
acknowledge all of the discussions with him that eventually led to something, whether a result, a proof,
an example... Our use of his note [Z1d04] in this paper is representative of his influence on us. We hope
that he would have liked the result and this text is dedicated to his memory.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we adapt the methods of [HJ11] to prove that the Laplace spectrum of the generic ellipse is
simple, both with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition. Multiplicities are unchanged if one applies
an isometry or a homothety, and hence it suffices to consider ellipses of the form

Ep = {(z,y) : (hz)* +4* <1}
where h € ]0, 1].

Theorem 1.1. There exists a countable subset C C ]0,1] so that if h ¢ C, then each eigenspace of the
Dirichlet (resp. Neumann) Laplace operator of the ellipse &, is one dimensional.

The spectral geometry of ellipses has a long history, starting with the work of Emile Mathieu (see [Mth68])
and it has been recently the subject of a number of striking results, both on its dynamical and spectral
sides. In [HZ22b], H. Hezari and S. Zelditch, use (among many other ingredients) dynamical results
initiated in [AdSKI6] to prove that ellipses of small eccentricty are spectrally determined. In a previous
paper ([HZ22al) the same authors conjecture that eigenvalues of a generic ellipse have multiplicity at
most 2. The latter result is a consequence of analyticity of the spectrum and the well-known fact that
eigenvalues of the disk have multiplicity at most 2. In this paper, we refine this result and prove that
the spectrum of a generic ellipse is actually simple. It turns out that the method of proof also gives that
there do exist ellipses (besides disks) that have at least one multiple eigenvalue.

In [HJ11], we designed a general approach to prove generic simplicity in settings that depend only on a
finite number of geometric parameters. This should be constrasted with the well-known results of Albert
[AIb78] and Uhlenbeck [ULI76] that require infinitely many parameters. This approach relies on two main
ingredients: analytic perturbation theory and (semiclassical) concentration of eigenfunctions. In [HJ11],
we used this approach for triangles and here we use it for ellipses. Although the general philosophy is the
same, the exact method described in [HJ11] does not apply directly to ellipses. For the ellipse &, above,
the natural profile curve is y = L(z) = y/1 — (hx)? and the derivative L’ does not exist at the endpoints
x = +1/h. The method of [HJ11] requires that L’ be finite at each endpoint. To apply our approach in
the case of ellipses, we need an extra new ingredient that is a careful control of the mass of eigenfunctions
near x = +1/h. We also use the structure of the spectrum of the unit disk while the method of [HJ1I]
does not require a knowledge of the spectrum of a particular member of the family of domains.

We outline the contents of the paper. We treat the case of the Dirichlet Laplacian in the main part of the
text and provide details of the Neumann case in Appendix[B] In §2] we state and prove a non-concentration
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estimate for a 1-dimensional semi-classical family P,u = —h?u” + Vu of Schrédinger operators with an
unbounded, single-well potential V. In §3| we apply this non-concentration estimate to prove an estimate
for a family of semi-classical Sturm-Liouville operators Apu = —h2L~!(Lu’)’ + L~2u on a finite interval
where L is a non-negative function that vanishes on the endpoints and has exactly one critical point.
These operators arise from naively applying separation of variables to a domain 2 that lies between the
z-axis and the graph of the function L. The estimate is a non-concentration estimate for H' functions
supported away from the endpoints.

In §4 we make sense of the formal sum A, = >, —h2L~Y(Lv')’ + (mk/L)*u, and we obtain a non-
concentration estimate in this context. In section §5|we show that the quadratic form a, associated to Ay,
is comparable and in fact ‘asymptotic’ to the quadratic form gs(u) = [, h? - |ug|* + |uy|* on H} (). This
allows us to use the non-concentration estimate for A; to identify the semi-classical limits of real-analytic
eigenvalue branches h — FEj, of ¢ under Dirichlet and certain mixed conditions.

The quadratic form g, is the pull-back of the Dirichlet energy on a domain 2, obtained by stretching
horizontally. In §6| we consider the domain €2, obtained by reflecting 2 across the z-axis. For example,
Q, is the ellipse &, if L(z) = V1 — 22. The symmetry of Qy, allows one to decompose into ‘even’ and ‘odd’
functions. The results of §5|immediately imply that limits of ‘odd’ eigenvalue branches and the limits of
‘even’ eigenvalue branches are distinct. By specializing this result to the family of ellipses and by using
Bourget’s hypothesis we are able to prove Theorem

In &j we use the same method to prove that the generic ellipsoid in R? has simple spectrum.
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2. A ONE-DIMENSIONAL NON-CONCENTRATION ESTIMATE

For each u € C°(R) and h € ]0,00[, define Pyu = —h?-u” + V - u. That is, P, is a one-dimensional
semi-classical Schrodinger operator. For basic results on Schrodinger operators, see for example §7.1 of
[Brthl.

We will assume that the ‘potential’ V' satisfies the following conditions:

V1. V is positive and smooth and liim |V (z)] = 4o0.
o0

V2. If £ #£ 0, then z - V'(z) > 0

Condition V2 implies that V attains its global minimum at x = 0 and hence P}, is semi-bounded from
below. We will use P, to denote the Friedrichs extensionﬂ Condition V1 implies that P, has compact
resolvent, and so its spectrum, spec (Py,), is discrete and consists of eigenvalues. Condition V1 also implies
that each eigenspace of P, is 1-dimensional. For each eigenvalue )\, choose an L?-normalized eigenfunction
Y. Then (¢x) xespec (P, is & Hilbertian basis for L?(R): Each u € L?*(R) may be written as

w= Y (dau) -y

A€spec (Py)
where (v, u) = / v-udz.
R

It is customary to set H}ph := dom ((Py + 1)%), and

HUH?{l = [|(Pn+ 1)2ul|7,
—h?/ o (& ]2dx+/ V(z) - \u(x)\2dx+/ u(z) 2 da.
R
A+ 1) [(a,u) .
)\Espec(Ph)

We denote by H;hl the dual space to HIth equipped with the dual norm. If v € H}Dh and if £ € R, then
(P, — E)u belongs to H;hl. We have

A\ — E)?
W Bl = [ (AH) L w)?
h Aespec Py,
— sup { ‘h2 [ (z)v' (z) dx —|F| j“ — E)u(z)v(x) d:n‘ e H})h}
vl

The following proposition implies a non-concentration result for O(h) quasimodes.

Proposition 2.1. Let K be compact set such that K C ]V (0),+oo].
For any € > 0 there exists a constant C and hy such that, if h € 10, ho], E € K and u € C§°(R), then

e
lull g, - < 5 - (Ph = E)UHHI;hl + C-lh- | e

n fact, P is essentially self-adjoint, but this is not important for us.
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Proof. By assumption, there exists an interval [a,b] such that K C ]a,b[ and [a,b] C [V(0),4o00[. We
argue by contradiction. Suppose that the statement is not true, and let N* denote the set of positive
integers. Then there exists Fy € K, a constant M, a subset H C |0, 00[ with zero as an accumulation
point, and functions &£ : H — R and ¢ : H — R, such that as h € H tends to zero, we have E; — FEj,
en — 0,

(2) (P _Eh)uhHHI;hl < M-h- HuhHH}Dha
and
(3) 1A - upll2 < 5h'Huh”H},h'

In the language of semiclassical analysis, equation means that uy is a quasimode for Py, of order O(h).

The assumptions on V imply that the compact interval [a,b] consists of non-critical energies. Using
semiclassical analysis, the distribution of the eigenvalues of P, in K is thus Well—understoodﬂ In particular,
using Bohr-Sommerfeld rules for instance, we know that the spectrum in the interval [a,b] is given by
an (ordered) sequence \;; and that there exist two positive constants ¢; and cp such that if h is small
enough, then, for any eigenvalue \;j, of P} in [a, b] we have
(4) c1-h < Ngip—Aip < c2-h.
The number Ej, lies in the closure of some component of R \ spec P, thus, there exists a unique integer
i, so that
Aiph S En < Ny < Aipp 2 h
It follows that, for each sufficiently large integer N and h small enough:
a < Njy—-Nh < ANph—N-ci-h < Nyp < Npp + N-er-h < N 4npn < b
Using N, we decompose up, onto those modes that are close to Ej and those that are far from Ej.
Concretely, we define the projection of uy onto the modes close to Ej, to be
N
vh = (Wi Un) - iy
j=—N

We now show that v, approximates wu, as h goes to zero. Define 1, := up — v, to be the remainder.
Using the definitions of the H},h and H;hl norms we have

Nip-N—1h 1) Nianiin +1)°

( U )2’ ( th+N+ )2 'H(Ph*Eh)uhHiI—l'

Nip—N—1h — Ep)?" (Nip+N+1,0 — Ep) Py,
(b + 1)2 C3

(N01 — 02)2 . ]’L2 = JN2 . h2

combining this with —the assumption that uy is a quasimode—we obtain the following estimate for h

small and N large:

2
© iy, < max{;

The prefactor on the right of is bounded above by for N large. By

2 c3 2
Il < 2o - sl -

Here c3 is a constant that depends neither on A nor on N.

We next proceed to estimate [vp||? by comparing it to [|h - v}[2,. Set Vi n to be the span of {t; :
li —ip| < N}. By construction vy, belongs to each Vj, y. The space Vj, n is a 2N + 1-dimensional vector
space.

Let By,n : Vv — R denote the quadratic form defined by By n(v) = ||k -0/ H%Q This quadratic form is
represented by a hermitian matrix By n in the basis of eigenfunctions.

2See [Dms-Sjs], [Zwi], [HMRR7], [CAV05] and the references therein.
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The small h behavior of the diagonal entries of By, v is described by semiclassical (defect) measures (see
for example [Zwr]). In dimension 1, there is only one semiclassical measure associated to a noncritical
energy. Indeed, this measure, denoted pf,, equals the Liouville measure on 7T*R restricted to the energy
shell’

Sp, = {(@.6) : € + V(2) = Eo}.
From this, we find that each diagonal entry of By converges to the positive number

/8 = 52 dMEO'

A nice argument of Steve Zelditch in [Z1d04] when semiclassically reformulated, shows that, for any j, k
between —N and N, there exists a (complex) measure p;, such that

Va, (Opp,(a)vi,+j, Vi, +k) — /adujk,

and that, moreover, the measure f; is absolutely continuous with respect to pg,. We can thus write

ik = fik LB,
for some integrable f;;. It follows that the matrix Bj, y converge to the matrix
By = & firdur,

—N<k<N
By construction, this matrix is Hermitian and we claim that it is also positive. For, otherwise, there
would be a normalized eigenvector (w;)_n<j<n such that

/ ¢ Zﬁjfjkwkdqu <0.
o8 7.k
The latter implies that the integrable function ) wj fjrwy, vanishes. This is in contradiction with the fact
j7k“
that the measure ) w; firwrdpg, is the semiclassical measure associated with the sequence
j?k

N

wh =Y withi, 4,
j=-N

and, as such, is a probability measure.

Denote by /3 the smallest (positive) eigenvalue of By.

For h small enough, we have

p
I il > 2 - lonll2s

> L w2

g 2 2
> . _
2(b+1) ||uh||H113h HthHIth
B < cs ) 2
> (1= =), )
2(b+ 1) w2 ) - lunll,
This yields a contradiction with the definition of the sequence ¢, provided that N is sufficiently large. [

3See the appendix of [HMRS8T7] for precise statements.
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Remark 2.2. Note that, by using a semiclassical quantization, the controlling term ||h - v;lH%Q may be
thought of as (Opy,(€2)up,us). In the proof we can replace £2 by any non-negative symbol a of order 0

provided that /adqu > 0.

Remark 2.3. Because [ €2 dug, > 0, the probability measure up, is not concentrated at the turning
points for noncritical £. This can also be observed by using an Airy function analysis near a turning
point (see [HJ11] Proposition 9.1 and Remark 9.3). Proposition can thus be rephrased as any O(h)
quasimode cannot concentrate on the turning points. The corresponding statement for an o(h) quasimode
is a straightforward implication of the invariance of semiclassical measures under the hamiltonian flow of
the symbol.
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3. AN APPLICATION TO A SINGULAR SCHRODINGER OPERATOR

To study the eigenvalue problem for an ellipse, we will use singular Schrédinger operators on |—1,1[. In
this section we derive a non-concentration estimate of the same form as above.

Let L be a smooth positive function on |—1, 1], that satisfies the following assumptions:
L1. For any = € |—1,1[, we have = - L'(z) < 0 when z # 0.
L2. L extends continuously to [—1,1] by setting L(£1) = 0.

The function L2 will be used to construct a potential that satisfies conditions V1 and V2 of

Remark 3.1. For our application to the disk, we will have that L vanishes like /(1 — z) at = 1 (resp.
V14 z at x = 1). We note here that for functions L that either do not vanish at x = +1 or that vanish
to order 1, then the results below would follow directly of [HJ11].

Let # = L? (]—1,1[, L(x) dx) and let A}, be the symmetric operator defined on C§°(]—1, 1[) by

1 1
— 2 AV
Apu == —h*- E(Lu )+ Tzl
The study of the essential self-adjointness of Ay is a standard procedure that we do not pursue here. We
simply observe that the quadratic form (Apu,u)y is non-negative, so that we may consider the Friedrichs

extension that we still denote by Aj,.

The operator Ay is non-negative and has compact resolvent so that its spectrum consists of eigenvalues
and we may define spaces H}‘h and H E; in the same way that we defined H }Dh and H ]Shl as in the previous
section.

For § € ]0,1[, we denote by Is the interval [—1 + 9,1 — §]. The following proposition is a consequence of
proposition 2.1]

Proposition 3.2. Let b > a > 1/L(0)%. There exists & € )0, 1[ such that the following holds. For any
d €10,00[ and any € > 0 there exist constants C' and ho such that if h € |0, hol, if E € [a,b] and if
u € C3°(Is) then

3
lullg, < 5 I = Byull s + €[l

Remark 3.3. We warn the reader that the interval [a, b] in the statement of Proposition corresponds to
the compact set K in the statement Proposition [2.1]and not to the interval used in the proof of Proposition

21

Proof. Because L is continuous and L(—1) = 0 = L(1), there exists dp € ]0, 1] so that = ¢ I, implies that

L(z)™2 > b+ 1. Let 6 € ]0,00]. Choose a potential Vs that coincides with # on I and that satisfies
2

assumptions V1 and V2 of See Figure |3 Define Pyu := —h? - u” + Vs - u.

Let € > 0. Proposition applies to give a constant C' so that for any u € C§°(I5)
€
lelliy, < 5 I(Bn = By + C- IR Ul 2wy

The claim now follows from [B3.4] below. O
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FIGURE 1. The construction of the potential V.
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Lemma 3.4. Let a,b,0 and Vj be as in the proof of Proposition[3.2. Then, there exist constants m; and
M;, i=1,2,3, such that for any u € C§°(Is)

1
(6) mi - lullpzry < flully < mfl'HUHH(R)
1
(7) m2‘HUHH}Dh < HUHH}% < *‘HUHH}%
1
(8) ||(Ph—E)uHH};hl < m*?)'H(Ah—E)UHHX; + ma-he [y

Proof. Everywhere in the proof, we will use the fact that « has support in Iy = [—-1 46,1+ §].

Estimate @ follows from the fact that L is uniformly bounded above and below on Is5. For we observe
that

= [ hd@Pde + [ (V@)D @) ds

Is Is

iy, = [ hv@PLed +
h Is Is

<L(lx)2 + 1> Ju(@) 2 L(z) da.

and we obtain using @ and the fact that the functions V' and % coincide on [s.

To prove estimate (8)), we use the definitions of the H~! norms. In particular, if we let
10) = 1 [ (@) ¢(a)dn + [ (Vie) - E)a(o) o(a) do.
R R
then || (Ph—E)uHH;1 equals the supremum of ]I(qﬁ)\/HqSHH}D over ¢ € C3°(R). We now proceed to compute
h h

I(¢). Because u has support in Ij, we can insert a cutoff function y that is 1 on I5 and 0 outside I /2-
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Since L > 0 on I5/9, there exists ¢ € C;°(R) such that L -1 = ¢ - x. We have

1(¢) = R /R (@) (x - 8)' () do + / V(@) - B)alx) (x - 6)(x) da

R
= 2 ' (x -L)(z) dx ) — u(x . x)dr
_ h/R (2) (- L)' (2) d +/R<v<> E)iu(z) (- L)(z)d
—/ / 1 7 a !
_ /R @ (2) o/ (z) L(z) do + /R <M_E) a(z) ¥ () L(z) dx + b / #(z) Y (x) L' (z) da.

— (Ar— By, i)y + B2 / @ (@) b(z) L' (x) d.
Using the definition of the H;hl norm and the fact that L’ is bounded on Is, we obtain
L@ < 1(An = Eyullgr - 1901y + e b lIhull 2y - 102 w).
Since 1) has support in I5/5 we have the estimate ||w||H}1h <C HwHH}%'

Since ¢ = quﬁ it is straightforward to prove that
[Wllg, < Clloly -

Finally, we obtain
1) < (0 1= Bl + bl ) ol
This yields .
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4. SUMMING NON-CONCENTRATION ESTIMATES
Let L satisfy conditions L1 and L2 of the previous section and as before let # = L? (]—1,1[, L(z) dx). For
each k € N*, h € ]0,00[, and v € C§°(]—1, 1]) define

1 / k272
A = —h2= (L — .
k,hV h L( ’U) + L2($)U

We will let Ay p, : Dy, = H denote the Friedrichs extension. Note that the domain Dy, j, does not depend

on k or h and hence we will simply write D. The analysis of section [3| applies to each of the operators
A We will consider a ‘sum’ of the Ay, j over k € N*.

Define the Hilbert space H := ¢2(N*; ). An element in H can be uniquely written as

u = U Q ek

where (ey)r>1 is the canonical Hilbert basis of /2(IN*). Note that HuHi = >k lluwll3,,

Let D ¢ denote the subspace of H consisting of u such that each u; € D and only finitely many of the u; are

nonzero. (Here the subscript f refers to the finiteness of each sum.) Define the operator Ay : Dy — H
by

Afpu = ZAk,hU ® eg

k>1
1 / k27T2
= > (-n* - (Ly ——
k>l< g (L) L2<x>“’“)®e’“

The quadratic form aj, associated with Ay, is given byﬂ

1 1 27.[.2
) o) = S8 [ @P L@+ [ ) L) da

k>1

= Z ag,n(uk)

k>1

The following theorem summarizes the spectral theory of Ay ;. Its proof is left to the reader. Let D
consist of u € H such that uy € D for each k and Y, || A pug|* < +o0.

Theorem 4.1. The operator Ay, : D—H defined by

Ay, Z up XKep | = Z Ak,huk X e

k>1 k>1
is the Friedrichs extension of Aysyp. It has compact resolvent. Its spectrum is given by
spec Ay, = U spec A, p.
k=1

More precisely, if, for any k, (Yre)e=0 s a Hilbert basis of H consisting in eigenvectors for Ay then
(Ve @ ex)re=o0 s a Hilbert basis of eigenvectors of Ap,.

4A similar quadratic form was introduced in §11 of [HJ11] as part of the so-called method of asymptotic separation of
variables. Here we include the otherwise unimportant factor of 72 in the definition of ap in order to be consistent with the
approach in [HJII].
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The H}L‘h norm is easily computed:
|UHH1 = > luln
k>1 kol
and u belongs to HJ14h if and only if the sum on the right hand side is finite. By duality
([ (Ap — UllH—l = I(Agn - UkHH—

k>1 k.h

The analysis in §3]leads to the following.
Proposition 4.2. Let kg € N* and suppose that
kom\> [ (ko+1)7\>
a,b] C 0T ’ (ko +1)m ‘
L(0) L(0)
There ezists &g € 10, 1] such that, for any € > 0, for any 6 € |0, dp], there exist constants C' and hgy such

that, for any h € )0, hol, for any E € [a,b] and any u € H}‘lh N 2(N*,C°(I5)) the following estimate
holds:

€ /
leller, < 5 1A = Bl + Cllh - Diullg,
where D' is the operator defined by D' (3w, @ ex) = > u) ® eg.

Proof. Write u = Zk>1 U Q eg.
For k € N*, let T}, denote the ‘threshold’ (kw/L(0))2.
Note that ay p(v) > Ty ||v]| and hence spec Ay, C [Tj, +oo[ for each k and h.
In particular, if £ > ko 4+ 1 and A € spec Ay j,, then by hypothesis

A—F > Tk0+1—b > 0.
Thus, by using the analogue of equation , we find that if & > kg + 1, then

ekl < et 1(Akn = E)ullgr,
where
b+ 1

Tko+1 —b

A+1
cy = Sup{|’Aj—E|’ : )\ZTkOJrl and F € [a,b]} =1+

For k < ko, we may use the estimate in Proposition [3.2}
€ !/
el < 3 ICARR = Eullgpr + Cllh - vyl
By squaring and summing all of these estimates, we obtain
2e 2
ol < (max {35 ci}) 1A= Bl + Cl Dl

We choose hy < CQ—i, and the claim follows. O



12 LUC HILLAIRET AND CHRIS JUDGE

5. COMPRESSING HALF-OVALS WITH DIRICHLET AND MIXED CONDITIONS

We apply the preceding estimates to study the analytic eigenvalue branches of the family g of quadratic
forms defined on certain subspaces of H'() where

(10) Q= {(z,y) € R?, |z] < 1,0 <y < L(z)}
and L satifies the conditions L1 and L2 of section [3| For each u € H'(Q), we define
(1) an(w) = 1 [ Jcute. )P dedy + [ [,ule.g) dudy,

Q Q

We consider individually the restriction of g;, to three distinct subspaces of H!(Q2), and thus obtain three
distinct spectral problems:

e Full Dirichlet: Restrict g, to H(€2).

e Dirichlet on curved part: Restrict g, to the subspace H}.(Q) consisting of u € H(Q2) whose trace
vanishes on the graph of L. In this case, eigenfunctions satisfy Dirichlet conditions on the graph
of L and Neumann conditions on the z-axis.

e Dirichlet on straight part: We restrict g5 to the subspace H{ (Q) consisting of u € H'(Q) that
vanish on the z-axis. In this case, eigenfunctions satisfy Neumann conditions on the graph of L
and Dirichlet conditions on the z-axis.

Here we study the spectrum of g, relative to || - || where || - || denotes the standard norm on L?($, dz dy).
Recall that u is an eigenfunction of g relative to ||u||? with eigenvalue E if and only if u belongs to the

chosen subspace of H'(Q) and g, (u,v) = E (u,v) for each v belonging to the same subspace.

Remark 5.1. The quadratic form g arises from deforming the domain 2. Indeed, suppose that 2 is the
image of Q2 under the map (z,y) — (z/h,y). By making the change variables Z = x/h we have

1
o) = [ ot pPdedy + [ 10,u. ) dzdy.
Qp, Qp

Note that the map (x,y) — (x/h,y) ‘stretches’ Q in the horizontal direction by a factor of 1/h.

On the other hand, the map (x,y) — (x, hy) compresses the domain €2 in the vertical direction. If 2, is
the image of this map and we set 4y = h - y, then we find that

1
o) = [ ot pPdedy + [ 109 ded.
Qp Qp

In either case, the study of the spectrum of Dirichlet and mixed Laplace operators on €2;, may be reduced
to the study of the spectrum of g, restricted to the appropriate subpace of H'(Q) and relative to || - ||2.
Observe that the latter norm also is also simply related to the L? norm in €,

Kato-Rellich analytic perturbation theory [Kat] applies to the family g, and so in each of the three cases
above, the spectrum of g, relative to || - | may be organized into analytic eigenbranches (Ej,u). The
derivative of the eigenvalue branch Fj, is given by the Feynman-Hellmann formula:

dEp — (Ongn)(un) 2h 1 || - Opup(z, y)|?

12 = = / Opup, (2, y) > drdy =
(12) T Tl TwlP Jo 2yl B Junl?

In particular, 9y E, > 0 and so each eigenvalue branch FEj, is an increasing function of h. Since Ej > 0
for all h, we deduce that Ej tends to a limit as h tends to 0.
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The following theorem restricts the possible limits of eigenvalue branches in the full Dirichlet case. After
the proof we will state the analogous result for the mixed cases and we will discuss how to modify the
proof.

Theorem 5.2 (Full Dirichlet). For any analytic eigenvalue branch Ej, of qn, on HL(Q) relative to || - ||?,

there exists k € N* such that )
kr
lim BE;, = | —
o <L<O>>

We will use two lemmas to prove Theorem
The first lemma is a corollary of the Poincaré inequality on the segment [0, L(x)]. For § € ]0,1[ define
Js :=]—1,1]\ I5 where Is is defined as in

Lemma 5.3 (Poincaré estimate). There exists f : |0, 1[ — R* with lims_,o f(6) = 0 so that if 6 € |0, 1]
and u € H}(Q), then

[ 1@tz dedy < 10) [ L) yule.g) P dzdy,
Q Q

Proof. For each fixed x € |—1, 1] we perform a Fourier sine decomposition in y:

(13) =Y ug(x) V2 sin <Lké7;) y> .

k>1
A computation gives

J 1) P drdy = 3 [ @l ) de

k>1

/Q]lJé(a:).ﬁyu(x,y)\Qda:dy = Z/J ( >2 lug (z)|? L(z) da.

k>1
Thus the desired inequality holds with

Since L(z) — 0 as x — *£1, we have %in(l) f(6) =0. O
—

The second lemma will show that the quadratic form ¢, may be approximated by the quadratic form ay,
of section 4l’| To be precise, we identify the space L?(£2, dz dy) with the space ¢2(N*, ) using the unitary
map u — »_, u ® e where uy is as in equation . Under this identification, for u € C5°(£2) we set

ap(u) = Y h2/ (2)? L(z) dx + /_11 <LZZ)>2 |ug()|? L(z) da

k>1
= b D'ull* + [[9yul?

where D’ is the operator defined in Proposition Asin section we will let A, denote the self-adjoint
operator associated to ap.

For any ¢ € |0, 1], we define
Qs = {(z,y) €Q : z € Is}.

5This approximation is the basis for the method of asymptotic separation of variables described in [HJ1I].
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where we recall that Is =]—1+ 6,1 — §[. On the domain €, the function L'/L is uniformly bounded.

Lemma 5.4 (Asymptotic at first order). For any 0 € |0,1[, there ezists a constant Cs such that, for any
u € HY(Qs) and v € H () we have

N|=

(14) lgn(u,v) — an(u,v)| < Cshan(u)? an(v)?.

Proof. We first assume that v € HE(Qs) and then later show how to extend the inequality to v € HE ().

Since L'/L is uniformly bounded on Iy, if w € H(€s), then the function w* defined by

L/
w(z,y) == —y L((f)) cw(z,y)
also belongs to H{(Qs). A computation shows that
(15) Opu = D'u+ dyu*.

Using this, a further computation shows that
q(u,v) — a(u,v) = h*- ((D'u,dv*) + (9yu*, D'v) + (Dyu*,dyv*))
where (-,-) is the inner product for L?(Q,dxdy). Let C = sup{|L'(z)/L(x)| : = € Is}. By using the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we find that
la(u, v) = a(u,v)] < B (C|D"u]l [9yoll + C[|dyull [ Dol + C* [ dyull 19y0]) -
In general, h || D'wl|| < a(w)% and ||0yw|| < a(w)%. Thus, we obtain 1) when v € HE(Qs).

If v € H}(Q), then define x(z,y) = p(z) where p is smooth with compact support in I5/5 and identically
one on Is. Because supp(u) C s, we have ap(u, xv) = ap(u, xv) and gqp(u, xv) = gp(u, xv). Since
X v € Hi({5/2) the argument above gives
1 1
lan(u,v) — gn(u,v)| = |an(u, xv) — qn(u, xv)] < C hap(u)z ap(xv)z.

A direct computation shows that there exists a constant C” so that a;(x w) < C" a(w) for each w € H} ()
when h is small. The claim follows. g

The proof of Theorem The proof is by contradiction. Assume that the conclusion is not true.
Then there exists an eigenbranch (Ep,uyp,) such that Ej, tends to Ey and /Ep - L(0)/7 is not an integer.
Thus there exists a < b, hy > 0, and a non-negative integer kg, so that if h < hg, then Ej, € [a,b] and

ko \? [ (ko+1)7\?
16 ,b] C — ), | —— .
o) o <] (75) - (M
Because Ej, has a limit as h tends to zero, its derivative Jy Fj, is integrable with respect to dh near h = 0.

Thus, it follows from that there exists a subset H C |0, oo[ with accumulation point 0 and a sequence
(en)hem such that e, — 0 and

(17) I+ Oun® < e [lunll?
where || - || is the Euclidean L*norm on . Our goal is to contradict , the integrability condition.

Suppose h < hg. Then Ej, < b and so since [|[|Vuy|||? = Ej ||lup|? we find that [|9,up|®* < bljun|?.
Therefore, it follows from Lemma [5.3] that if § > 0 is sufficiently small and h < hg, then

1
ln - s |* < 5 Ml
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We fix § > 0 so that this estimate holds and so that the conclusion of Proposition [£.2] holds. Choose a
cut-off function x with support in Is/, and that is identically 1 on I5 and set

wp, = x-up and Ty = up — wp.
Since |rp| < |up| - Lj,, the preceding estimate gives ||rp|| < [Jupl|/2 and hence |Jwp|| = |lun]|/2.
Let @, be the self-adjoint operator associated with g;. We compute
Qn(x-up) = Epxup + [Qn.X]un and  [Qn, X un = —h* (2x pun + X" up) -
Hence we obtain
1(Qn — E)wn|l < Chllupl].
Thus, if ¢ belongs to the form domain of ¢, then
|an(wn, @) — E{wp, ¢n)| < Chllug|l o]

Using Lemma we then obtain

1 1
an(wn 6) = Bn (wn, @) < Ch (an(wn)? + unll) an(6)?.
The quantity ay,(wy,) is majorized by a multiple of g, (up) = Ej, |up|?, and so

(18) |an (wh, @) — En (wh, #)| < C hlupl| an(9)?.

We have ap(wp, ¢) = (Apwp, ¢) where we regard Apwy, as an element of H;li, and moreover, Hgb||§ﬁh =ap(¢) + ||o||*
Therefore, from we find that if h < hg, then

(19) (4 = EJwnllyzr < Chllunll

Because of and because each Fourier coefficient of wy, lies in C§°(Is), we may apply Proposition
to estimate ||wp||. By combining the resulting estimate with we find that for h € H with h < hg

lwnll < e llun| + Clh- D'wy

where D’ is the operator defined in Proposition
Using , we find that

/

L
D'wy, = X up, + x Opup, — Xfﬁyuh.

Thus because x has support in I5, we get the estimate
15 D'wp]| < C (17 Opunll + Bllunll)-
We finally obtain
1
5 lunll < llwnll < (Cellunll + Cllh - dpull + Chllunl)).

We now can choose € and hg small enough to absorb the first and last terms of the RHS into the LHS,
yielding

1
7l < Cllh - Ogun]|.
This contradicts the integrability condition (17)). O

Theorem 5.5 (Mixed conditions). Let Ej be an analytic eigenvalue branch of gy, restricted HL.(Q) (or
restricted to H},(Q)) relative to || - ||>. Then there exists k € N* such that

' (k- LHr)’
- (558
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Proof. The proofs are nearly identical to the proof of Theorem In the case where gy, is restricted to
HE.(Q), we use the Fourier decomposition

(k — 3)my
u(z,y) = Zuk(x) V2 cos <L(i‘)>

k=1
In the case where gy, is restricted to H{,, the identification of L2(Q) with ¢2(IN*,H) is given by

u(z,y) = up(z) - Sinm

In each case, an analogue of the Poincaré estimate—Lemma [5.3l—still holds as does an analogue of Lemma
Using the same method used to prove Theorem [5.2], we obtain the theorem. 0
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6. EIGENVALUE LIMITS FOR SYMMETRIC DOMAINS WITH DIRICHLET CONDITIONS

In this section, we consider domains  C R? of the form
Q= {(z,y) eR? |z| < 1, —L(z) < y < L(2)}

where L satisfies conditions L1 and L2 of section [3] We consider the family of quadratic forms ¢ defined
as in and restricted to H(Q).

Note that 2 is invariant under the reflection symmetry (z,y) — (x,—y). This symmetry defines an
orthogonal decomposition, L*(Q, dz dy) = L2 ,(Q) & L., (), into the sum of the space of ‘odd’ functions
and the space of ‘even’ functions. If u,v € HJ(2) and u and v have opposite parity, then g (u,v) = 0. Tt
follows that each eigenspace V of g, on H} (£2) with respect to ||-||2, equals (VL2 14(2)) @ (VNLZ ().
In particular, the spectral problem for g, on H}(£2) reduces to the study of g5 on H{(92) N L2,(£2) and

the study of g5 on H} () N L2, ().

The Kato-Rellich theory [Kat] applies separately to the family g restricted to ‘odd’ functions and the
family gj, restricted to ‘even’ functions. The theory provides analytic paths h +— up e € L2 4(€2) (resp.
L%,..(Q)) and h — Ejy so that for each the set {up,: ¢ € N*} is a Hilbertian basis for L2,,(Q) (resp.
L2, (Q)) and gy (upe,v) = Ep g (upe,v) for v € HE(Q).

even

Theorem 6.1. If E, is an ‘odd’ analytic eigenvalue branch of qy, restricted to H} () N L2,4(SY), then

R (LA
o T \Z())

If Ey, is an ‘even’ analytic eigenvalue branch of g, restricted to HE(Q) N L2, (Q), then

, AUEEAN
o = (U5)

Proof. This follows from the results of Indeed, let ' denote the intersection of Q with the upper half
plane {y > 0}. Restriction u + ulq defines an isomorphism from the space of ‘odd’” Hg () functions onto
the space H3(€Y') This restriction also defines an isomorphism from the space of ‘even’ H}(f2) functions
onto the space HJ.(€)) of functions whose trace along the graph of L vanishes identically. Moreover, the

ratio gy (u)/||ul|? is unchanged by restriction. The claim then follows from Theorems and O

We next combine and Bourget’s hypothesis (Appendix to prove the generic simplicity of ellipses.
First note that, up to isometry, each ellipse has the form

Eap = {(z,y) : (x/a)” + (y/b)* <1}
Thus, we may naturally identify the set of isometry classes of ellipses with the set of {(a,b) : 0 < b <
a < oo}

Theorem 6.2 (Theorem [1.1). There exists a countable subset C C ]0,1] so that if b/a ¢ C, then each
eigenvalue of the Dirichlet Laplace operator of the ellipse £,y is simple.

Proof. The multiplicities of the Laplace spectrum of a domain are unchanged by a homothety of the
domain. In particular, the spectrum of &, is simple if and only if the spectrum of &, 1. Let €2 be
the unit disk. If we let Qj denote the image of Q image under (z,y) + (z/h,y), then & ;1 = Qp. As
discussed in Remark the study of the Dirichlet Laplace spectrum of €2, is equivalent to the study of
the quadratic form g of restricted to H} () relative to || - ||2. Thus, to prove the claim, it suffices to
show that there exists a countable set C C ]0, 1] such that g has simple spectrum.
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To ‘construct’ the set C, it suffices to show that each of the real-analytic eigenvalue branches of ¢
is distinct. Indeed, let {h — Ej, : ¢ € N*} denote the collection of analytic eigenvalue branches
associated to the family gp. If for some h we have E}, # Ej  then analyticity implies that the set
Cor :={h : Epg= Ep ¢} is countable. Thus, C = ﬂ Co ¢ is the desired set.

(£l

To prove that the various analytic eigenvalue branches are distinct, we argue by contradiction. Suppose
to the contrary, that ¢ # ¢’ but Ej y = E}, ¢ for each h € ]0,1]. Let up ¢ and up, ¢ denote the corresponding
analytic eigenfunction branches. For each h we have uj ¢ L uj ¢ and in particular wy, L uy . It follows
from the discussion before Theoremthat either up, ¢ (resp. up ) is ‘odd’ for each h or up ¢ (vesp. wp )
is ‘even’ for each h.

It is well-known that each eigenspace V' of ¢; is at most two dimensional, and moreover, if dim(V) = 2,
then dim(V N L2,4(R)) =1 = dim(V N L2,,(?)) (see Corollary in Appendix. Therefore, u; ¢ and

even

uy ¢ span an eigenspace of ¢; and they have opposite parity. Hence they have opposite parity for each h.
Theorem then implies lim Ej y # lim Ej ¢, a contradiction. ]
h—0 7 h—0 7

We now remark that this proof also yields a way to construct ellipses that have some multiplicity in the
spectrum. We obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 6.3. There exists a sequence (hy)n>0 going to zero such that, for any n, if b/a = hy, then
the ellipse &, has at least one multiple eigenvalue.

Proof. Fix some hg, it suffices to show that there exists h < ho so that the spectrum of &/, ; has (at
least) one eigenvalue of multiplicity at least 2. Let h +— Ej oqq be the smallest odd eigenvalue of &, ;.
This map is continuous, piecewise analytic, non-decreasing and it tends to 72. Using, min-max theory, it
is easy to show that, for any N the N** eigenvalue of &), converges to %2. Let now N be such that the
N eigenvalue of Eng,1 1s greater than Ej, ,qq. By continuity, there must be some h < hg such that the
N*'™ cigenvalue of €1 is equal to Ejp odd. O
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7. ELLIPSOIDS

In this section, we prove that the generic ellipsoid has simple spectrum. As for ellipses, this result relies
on knowing precisely how the multiplicities in the spectrum of the unit ball are distributed and on the
limiting behaviour of analytic eigenbranches upon the stretching/compressing degeneration.

We denote by E, . the ellipsoid:
Eope = {(2,y,2) €R’ : (z/a)’ + (y/b)* + (2/¢)* < 1}.

We first consider the ellipsoids with ‘circular cross-sections’:
Einaa = {(z,9,2) € R® : (ha)’ +y°+ 2% < 1}.
Proposition 7.1. There exists a countable subset C € |0, 1] such that if h ¢ C, then each eigenspace of the

Dirichlet Laplacian on By, 11 is at most two dimensional. Moreover, if V' is a 2-dimensional eigenspace
of Ei/n1,1, then there exist ux € V so that V = span{u,u_} and us(v,y, —2) = *u(z,y, 2).

The proof of Proposition [7.1] will use the same ideas as the proof of Theorem [6.2] in a slightly different
setting. First, by a change of variables, we are led to consider the following quadratic form

(20) qn(u) 1:/ (h? - |0pul* + [Oyul® + |0:ul?) dz dy.
B

defined on H'(B) where B is the unit ball in R3.

Instead of using a reflection symmetry to decompose the spectrum, we will use the natural rotational
symmetry. To be concrete, it will prove convenient to use cylindrical coordinates (x,r, ) where (y,z) =
(z,7cos(f),rsin(f)). Then the rotation about the z-axis through angle « is given by

Ry(z,r,0) = (x,7,0 + ).

The map u +— u o R, is an isometry of both L?(B) and H{(B). Note that gn(u o R,) = gn(u) for each
u € HY(B). For m € Z define

L2(B) = {u€ L*(B) : uo Ry = €™ -1}
(21) H&m(B) = {u€ H}(B) : uo Ry = ™.y}

Then L§(B) = € L2,(B) and H}(B) = P Hj ,,(B).

We fix m € Z, and let g3, denote the restriction ¢ to H&m(B).

Let L(xz) = V1 — 22, and let D, denote the disk {(r,6) : r < L(z)}. The rotation R, preserves D,,
and we define the spaces L2, (D,) and H&m(DI) as above. Let {¢\'} be a Hilbertian basis of H&m(Do)

consisting of eigenfunctions of the Dirichlet Laplacian on the unit disk DOH Let spec,,(Dp) denote the
set of eigenvalues associated with {¢}'}.

As with the case of ellipses, the proof of Proposition [7.1] is based on a determination of the limits of
analytic eigenbranches:

Proposition 7.2. For any analytic eigenvalue branch Ey, of qnm on Hj,, () relative to ||-||?, there exists
A € spec (Do) such that

Y
lim B, = ———
oo T L(0)2

6Each o' is a multiple of Jm(ﬁ r) e where J,, is the Bessel function of order m.
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Proof. The proof follows the same outline as the proof of Theorem [5.2 We provide a sketch and leave
the details to the reader. For u € H}(B) with compact support we have

r
A€spec m (Do)

Given § € |0,1], let Bs = {(x,y,2) € B: =1+ J <x <1—6}. By using in place of the Fourier sine

decomposition, one proves a Poincaré estimate on B\ Bs analogous to Lemma with 9, replaced by

V =0uo, + ’r'_zagu 0y.

For u € H&m(B) define

(Du)(a,r0) = Y wh(z) - of <LE;;) 9) .
A€spec m (Do)
and
apm(u) = ||h-D'ull® + || Vulf?
where Vu = 0,40, + r20pu 0. By using the method of proof of Lemma one finds that g, ,, and
ap,m are asymptotic at first order in the sense of where s is replaced by Bs.

Following section @, one now defines an operator Ay ,, associated with the quadratic form ay,, by
identifying e; with QSTk where )\, is the k™" element of spec ;,(Dp). The Hilbert space H is now H =
L*(] — 1,1[, L*(z)dz) and the operators Ay, ,, i are defined as

1

i (L) + .

Apmpv =
One proves the analogue of Proposition [4.2| with (kom)? and ((ko + 1)m)? replaced by successive elements
Ako < Akg+1 10 spec (D).

Given the analogues of Proposition Lemma and Lemma the proof of [7.2] follows the same
lines as does the proof of Theorem O

Proof of Proposition Given Proposition [7.2) and well-known facts about the Dirichlet spectrum of
the unit ball, much of the proof follows the same outline as the proof of Theorem As described there,
the ‘construction’ of the set C will follow from proving that the various analytic eigenvalue branches of gy,
are all distinct.

In the present case, Kato-Rellich theory implies that there exist analytic branches h — E}", € R and
h— uy'y € H(%’m so that, for each h € ]0,1], the set {uj’, : ¢ € N*} is a Hilbertian basis for L2 (B)
and so that for each ¢ € N* the function u}", is an eigenfunction of gy, ,, relative to || - ||* with eigenvalue
E3,. Bourget’s hypothesis implies that if [m[ # [m/| then spec (Do) N spec (Do) = 0 (see Appendix
. Thus Lemma |7.2{implies that if [m[ # [m’|, then for every ¢, ¢" € N*, the branch E}, is distinct from

the branch EJT,.

Suppose for contradiction that g, has two distinct analytic eigenfunction branches w and wj whose
corresponding eigenvalue branches coincide for all A. Then the preceding paragraph implies that there
exist m, m’, £, and ¢’ so that |m| = |[m/|, up = uj, and uj, = u%,.

The functions u; and u) lie in the same eigenspace V; of the Dirichlet Laplace operator on the unit
ball. The intersection of H&’m(B) with any such eigenspace is one-dimensional (see Appendix . Hence
we cannot have m’ = m. Therefore, m’ = —m, the function u; spans Vi N H&m(B), and u} spans
Vin H&’_m(B).
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From 1| one sees that complex conjugation defines a unitary isomorphism from H&m(B) onto H&ﬁm(B).
Because ¢, (0) = gn(v), if (Eh,us) is an analytic eigenbranch for g, ., then (Ej, @) is an analytic eigen-
branch for gj, _,. In particular, we may assume that (E, ", u, ") = (E}",,4p",) for each £, h, and m.

Since u) spans Vi N Hg _,,(B), it follows that u} = cui; for some constant ¢. Hence, without loss of
generality, u; = uy for each h. It follows that £ = ¢ and one can find real eigenfunctions u4 and
u_ € Vin(Hg,,(B)® Hj_,,(B)) that satisfy u(z,y, —2) = fus(z,y, 2). O

Theorem 7.3. There exists a set of C C ]0,1] x 0, 1] of Lebesgue measure zero so that if (h,h') ¢ C, then
each eigenspace of the Dirichlet Laplacian on Eyp, 1/ 1 s one-dimensional.

Proof. Let &, denote the ellipse {(y,2) : (hy)? + 22 < 1}. By Theorem and Proposition there
exists hg € ]0,1] so that the Dirichlet spectrum of &, is simple and so that each Dirichlet eigenspace
V' of the ellipsoid E /5, is at most 2-dimensional (exchanging the x and y coordinates is harmless),
and moreover, if dim(V') = 2, then V' = span{uy,u_} where uy(z,y, —2) = tu(x,y, z). We fix hy and
consider the family of domains Qy := Ey 5, 1/p,,1- It suffices to show that there exists some h € ]0,1] so
that p has simple Dirichlet Laplace spectrum. Indeed, analyticity of the spectrum would then imply
that for each line £ in ]0, 1] x ]0, 1] that passes through (h, hg), there exists a countable subset C;, C ¢ such
that if (g,9") € £\ Cy, then Ey /4,y 1 has simple spectrum. Then C = Uy C; would be the desired set of
measure zero.

Let  := Q1 = Eq 14,1 and consider the quadratic form g, of on H}(Q). Let gn+ denote the
restriction of ¢, to the space H&i(Q) = {u € H}Q) : u(v,y,—2) = tu(z,y,2)}. Let {d)f} be a
Hilbertian basis of Dirichlet eigenfunctions of the ellipse &, such that gb)i\(y, —z) = :l:gbf(y,z). Let
spec +(&p,) denote the set of (simple) eigenvalues associated to the eigenfunctions qbf. The now familiar
method that was used to prove Theorem and Proposition may be used to prove that each real-
analytic eigenvalue branch E}, of gj, + limits to an element of spec + (&, ).

The idea used to prove Theorem can now be used to prove that there exists a countable set C' € 0, 1]
so that if h ¢ C’, then the spectrum of ¢; (and hence Q) is simple. Indeed, each analytic eigenvalue
branch of ¢ on H&(Q) is either an eigenvalue branch of g, _ or an eigenvalue branch of g, _. Because
spec (&p,) is simple, we have spec _(E,) Nspec 4 (Ep,) = 0. Therefore, since the g, 4+ branches limit to an
element of spec + (&, ), the g, — branches are distinct from the gj, + branches. In particular, if two distinct
eigenfunction branches u; and uy of ¢, were to have coincident eigenvalue branches, then either each
branch is a branch of g, _ or each is a branch of g;, +. Thus, u; and v} would either be two independent
‘odd’ Dirichlet eigenfunctions of E; 1/, 1 or would be two independent ‘even’ Dirichlet eigenfunctions of
E1,1/ho,1- This would contradict the choice of hy made above.

Therefore, no two analytic eigenvalue branches of ¢, coincide, and so analyticity provides the existence
of the desired set C’. The spectrum of ¢, on € is the same as the spectrum of the Dirichlet Laplacian on
1 /h,1/ho,1, and thus the latter is simple for some h € ]0,1]. O

Remark 7.4. We observe that the strategy of the present paper could apply to study the quadratic form
g, on a domain Q C RY that satisfy the following property for a profile function L:

(1, ,xN) €Q <= (O’LQZ:)"“’LQC(ZQ c Q.
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APPENDIX A. THE SPECTRUM OF THE UNIT DISK AND THE UNIT BALL

The Dirichlet and Neumann spectra of the unit disk D may be computed using separation of variables
and Bessel functions. A Hilbertian basis of eigenfunctions of ¢; restricted to Hg(D) N L2 (D) is given
by Jix(VEr)sin(kf) where Jy, is the standard Bessel and VE is a zero of Jy. A Hilbertian basis of
eigenfunctions of ¢, on H'(Q)(D) N L2, (D) is given by Jx(vE r) cos(kf). It follows that the part of the
spectrum of q{v and qlD that correspond to positive k coincide, so that the multiplicity of an eigenfunction

that has a non-radial corresponding eigenfunction is at least 2.

The following theorem is a well-known corollary of Siegel’s work [Sgl|.

Theorem A.1 (Bourget’s hypothesis). If k and k' are distinct integers, then the Bessel functions Jy, and
Jir have no common zeros other than 0.

Proof. See §15.28 of [Wts]ﬂ If ¥ > k, then a recurrence relation implies that Jy/(2) = p(1/2) Ji(z) +
q(1/2) Jx—1(2) where p, q are polynomialﬂ with rational coefficients. It is known that Ji and J._; have
no common zeros other than zero [Wts|. Thus, if J; and Jy were to have a common zero zy # 0, then
q(1/2z9) = 0. Hence z¢ is an algebraic number and Siegel’s theorem [Sgl] would imply that Jx(z9) is not
algebraic. But Ji(z9) = 0, a contradiction. O

Bourget’s hypothesis has the following corollary. Recall from the notion of ‘even’ and ‘odd’ function
with respect to the symmetry (z,y) — (x, —y).

Corollary A.2. The dimension of each eigenspace V' of ¢ on H'(D) is at most two. If dim(V) = 1,
then each u € V is a radial function (hence ’even’). If dim(V) = 2, then V is spanned by an ‘even’
function and an ‘odd’ function.

Proof. For each k, let Zi be the set of £ > 0 so that J (\/E) = 0. Theorem |A.1|implies that the sets
Zy are disjoint. By the discussion before Theorem the spectrum of ¢; equals the union Uk>1 Zy,.

Moreover, if k = 0, then for each E € Zj,, the space is spanned by Jo(v/E - ) which is radial. If k£ > 0 and
E € 7y, the space is spanned by Ji,(v'E - r)sin(f) which ‘odd’ and Jy,(vV'E - r) cos(6) which is ‘even’. [

To describe the eigenspaces of the Dirichlet Laplace operator on the unit ball B C R3, we use the
harmonic polynomials P, of degree ¢ on R3. To describe a useful basis, for P, we use the differential
operators associated to rotating about the z, y, and z-axes:

R, = —z0y+y0,
R, = —20.+ 20,
R, = —y0;+ x0,.

The ‘ladder operators’ L := R, + iR, and L = R, — iR, preserve P;,. A computation shows that the
polynomial (y — iz)¢ is harmonic. If we define Yy ; := L¥(y — iz), then for each k, we have
(23) RyYpp = —i(l — k) - Yy
Moreover, the set
Yor : k=0,1,...,20}
is a basis for F;.
7Bourget’s hypothesis was presented as a conjecture in the first edition of [Wts|, and later was presented as a theorem in

the second edition.
8The polynomials p and g are called Lommel polynomials.
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In terms of spherical coordinates (r,w) for B, a Hilbertian basis of Dirichlet eigenfunctions is given by
1
Oaen(rw) = 172 Jp 1 (VAF) - Yog(w)

where £ € N, k =0,---,2¢, and JH;(\f)\) = 0. Bourget’s hypothesis also holds for Bessel functions of
2
half-integer order, and so the nonzero zeros of J,, 1 are distinct from the nonzero zeros of J, 1 if 0 £1.

The eigenspace V associated to the eigenvalue A\ where JH%(\E) = 0 has basis {¢rsr : k=0,...,20}.
Recall the subspace H&}m(B) defined in .

Lemma A.3. Let V be an eigenspace of the Dirichlet Laplace operator on the unit ball associated to a
zero of J,, 1. For |m| <, the dimension of V N H{,.(B) equals one.
2 b

Proof. It follows from that the function Y7 ¢4, belongs to H&?m(B). O
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APPENDIX B. THE NEUMANN CASE

The purpose of this appendix is to prove the analogues of Theorems [5.2]and [5.5]in the full Neumann case.
Namely, we prove the following theorem, in which we use the notation of section [f

Theorem B.1 (Full Neumann). For any analytic eigenvalue branch Ey of q, on HY(Q) relative to || - ||?,
there exists k € N = N*U {0} such that

i By = (7Y
nso = \Z(0)

As is obvious from the statement, the main difference between the full Neumann case and the boundary
conditions considered in is the presence of a zeroth mode corresponding to & = 0. Of course, the
presence of this mode follows from the fact that constant functions are in the kernel of the Neumann
Laplace operator in Q. Given v € L?(Q), we perform the transversal Fourier decomposition:

v=1®1 4+ Z’Uk»®€k7
k>1
where

km
ex(z,y) = ﬂCOSTxy)
1

L(x)
w@) = g [ vt ds

L(x)
w(z) = L(lx) /0 o(z,y) dy.

To prove Theorem we apply the same overall strategy as in the proof of Theorem That is, we
suppose for contradiction that a (normalized) analytic eigenbranch (Ej, uy) does not limit to one of the
thresholds (7k)2/L(0)?, and we seck to contradict the resulting integrability condition . As we will
see, the arguments that we used in the central region ()5 still work so that the integrability condition gives
that, for any ¢ and any ‘horizontal’ cutoff function yg, the quantity ||xsup| is eventually, for h small,
arbitrarily small. This will imply that w; concentrates away of €25. The Poincaré inequality is also still
valid for k& > 1 so that, for any ¢, the quantity ||(1 — xs)(ur — un,0)|| also tends to 0. As a consequence, it
will follow that up eventually has all of its mass supported on its zeroth mode near the points x = +1. We
will obtain a contradiction by making a careful study of the second order inhomogenous ODE satisfied
by up 0.

B.1. In the central region Q(g
Recall the region 25 defined in §5| In this section, we fix § € (0, 3) and define H!({s) to be the subspace
of functions in H' that vanish on the vertical sides x =1—4 and xr=—1+6.

For each v € H}(Qs), we define
D'(w) = vp®1 + Y v}, ®ep,
k>1
and the quadratic form

Z/H(s [hz (@)l + 5222;2)’“(:3)’2} L(z)dzx.

k>0

For h small enough, using that L’ and % are uniformly bounded on €5, we obtain the following lemma
that implies that g, and a; are asymptotic at first order on H}(£2s)
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Lemma B.2. For any §, there exists C > 0 and hg such that, for any h < hg and any v,w € H}(Qs)

lan (v, w) — ap(v,w)| < C - h-ap(v)zap(w)?

The proof is the same as the proof of Lemma [5.4l Details are left to the reader.

Following the proof in the Dirichlet case, we introduce the abstract Hilbert space £2(N,Hs) by formally
identifying ej with the canonical Hilbertian basis of £2(N). This enables us to define an operator Aj; that
coincides with the previous one on the modes k£ > 1. On the zeroth mode, we have

21

7 (Lv')'.

Aoﬁ’Uo = —h
In order to prove the analogue of Proposition [2.1] we thus only need to study the concentration estimate
for this operator. Actually, using that

L/
Ao pvo = —h%" — hzfvl,

and the fact that we work in Ij, the following lemma is enough.

Lemma B.3. Let P, be the Dirichlet realization of —h?v" in L?(Is). For any e, and any compact set
K CJ0,+o0], there exist a constant C' and ho such that if h €]0,ho], E € K and v € H}(Is)

9
ol < FNCP =Byl + Clilllzaqry.

02
¢ = 2 — 20 is the length of the interval I5. We observe that if £k is such that hz’z;WQ € [a,b] C ]0,+o0]
then k is of order 1/h so that the distance between two consecutive eigenvalues is also of order 1/h as
desired (see Equation ) Next, we need a description of the quadratic form B;. The matrix element
of the latter can be explicitly described since the eigenfunctions of P, are known: They are given by
x +— sin (%’r(x +1—10)). In the interval [a,b], the relevant k is of order 1/h so that the asymptotics of
B are easily computed. All of the arguments in the proof of Proposition [2.1] are then seen hold in the
present case. ]

Proof. We follow the proof of Proposition The spectrum of P, is given by {@, k> 1} where

By following the proof of Theorem we are able to prove the following proposition. We recall that a
‘threshold’ is an element of the set
k22
———, ke N,.
(i +=n}

Proposition B.4. For any 6, any €, and any interval [a,b] that does not contain any threshold, there
exists a constant C and hg such that, for any h < hg and for any eigenfunction uy, of qn whose eigenvalue
E}, is in [a,b], we have

(24) lunllrzy) < € llunllzz@) + Cllh Ozunllr2(q)-

Proof. We fix a cutoff function x that is identically 1 in I5 and identically 0 outside Is. The previous
2
lemma implies that the analogue of Proposition [4.2] holds true

13
Il <5 (A —Eh)(th)HH;; + C A D' (xun)ll 2(0y.,)
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where all the norms are taken on I5/5. Using the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem we
show first that there exists some M (that depends only on 4, a, and b) such that

AR = En) Ocun)ll 2 < Mllunllza)-
and then that there exists another constant M such that
1 D' (x un)llz2(0,,0) < M (IR Ozunllr2() + A llunll) -
The claim follows. O

As before, we will use the preceding proposition to prove that if an eigenvalue branch converges to a limit
that is not a threshold, then its mass must concentrate away of 25. Our aim will then be to obtain a
contradiction.

So for the remainder of this appendix, we make the following assumption:

Assumption B.5. We assume that (up, Ey) is an analytic eigenbranch of qp, such that
k2w

25 lim F, ———, ke N;.

( ) hg% h ¢ {LQ(O)’ € }

Using the Feynman-Hellmann formula as in the proof of Theorem we find that there exists a
subset H C R* with accumulation point 0 such that for each € > 0 there exists hg so that if h € ]0, ho[NH,
then

(26) |- Ozunll 2y < € llunllrz(q)-

Assumption implies that there exists an interval an [a,b] not containing a threshold so that if & is
sufficiently small, then Ej, € [a,b]. Therefore, we may apply Proposition [B.4] to the sequence (uj)penm and
obtain

Proposition B.6. Under assumption [B.3], there exists a subsequence H going to 0 such that, for any
g,0 > 0, there exists hg such that if h € |0, ho[ NH, then

(27) lunllzz(0s) < € llunllzz()-

B.2. Outside of the central region. In this section, we assume that (up)nem is a sequence provided

by Proposition The proof of Theorem will be completed by showing that estimate cannot
hold true. That is, Assumption will be contradicted.

We want to control u; near x = £1. These two problems are completely equivalent so that we will only
treat the case where x is near —1. In order to simplify the notation, we make the change of variable
x < = + 1 so that x is now near 0, and L(z) = /(2 — z). We set

Us = {(z,y), 2€]0,0[, 0<y<L(z) }.
In other words, Us is the connected component of Q2 \ €5 that lies to the left of the central region ;.

Since uy, is an eigenvalue, we will use several times the following estimate that we call the H }1L bound:

I dsunlZegy + 18yunll® < Cllunll sz,

We recall the transversal Fourier decomposition of up:

up, = v QL + Zuh’k@)ek.
k>1
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The function v, ® 1 is the (transversal) zeroth mode of uy, and we define uﬁ = up —vp ® L. Our aim is

to prove there exists some § so that, for A small enough, all of the mass of u;, cannot lie in Us. We will
use three different estimates to achieve our goal:

e An estimate for ui- in Us that follows from a Poincaré inequality. (See Lemma )
e An estimate for vy, in the interval [0, eh] that follows from the H} bound. (See Corollary )

e An estimate for vy, in the interval [eh, 0] that is obtained using standard methods in the study of
one-dimensional Schrédinger (or Sturm-Liouville) equations. (See Proposition [B.11]).

It will be possible to choose the parameters € and J, and we will always assume that h is chosen so that
eh < ¢. We also fix some (small) upper bound dy so as to have estimates that depend on dy and not on
§ < dp.

B.2.1. The estimate for uﬁ

Lemma B.7. There exists a function f that goes to O when & goes to zero so that if h < hg, then

up [ 2wy < F00) llunllz2(g)-

Proof. For any k > 1, we have

) ) ) ) k:27r2 )
/ fup () PL(z)dz < L2(5) / (@) 2L () da
0 o L (ff)
It follows that

i Zayy < L2 N0yunlliaw, < € L*(0) 18yunllzz -

B.2.2. The estimate for vy, in [0,eh].

In this regime, we only need the fact that uy, is in H'(2). Thus, we will supress the dependence of u on
h here.

Lemma B.8. There exists a constant C such that, for any v € H'(Q), for any o, 3 such that a < B < %
we have

3
o\ 2 3 1
() lull32q) + 02 B%(|0zull32q) + alldyulag |

¢ 2
/0 o) Loy < €| (5

where v ® 1 is the zeroth-mode of u.

Proof. By density, we may assume that u € C°(€). Using the transversal Fourier decomposition, we
have

L/
Ot = v 1 + Zu;@ek - yfayu
k>1
Since yL'/L € L*(Q) and |Vu| is bounded, it follows that

L/
Dyt + yfayu e L2(9),
so that

! _ ! e u(z yL'(z) u(x
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For a function w € L?(Q), we introduce the notation

L(x) 2
Nolz) = (A hﬂan%w>.

)
ALMwwwéHWé@-

By construction, for any § > 0,

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on the definition of v" and the behaviour at 0 of L, we get that there
is a constant C' such that

V@) < C a7 i N (@) + 2N (@)

N | —

Ve <
Integrating this inequality on an interval [z,y], and using Cauchy-Schwarz again, we obtain
1 1.1 _1 _1.1
[v(y) —v(@)| < C |2 =230l 20y + (75 =y )0l 2oy -
We square, use Young’s inequality, and remove the obviously negative terms to obtain that for each z < y
1 1
p(@) < C @) + y2|opul® + o~ |0yul?) .

We now fix a < 8, multiply by L(y) and integrate the preceding over y € [3,25]. Using that

28 26 | .
/ L(y) dy = / y2 dy =< B2,
g g
we obtain
3 1 1
vz € (0,0), @) < O[5 3 ullfa + 210wl + o210yl
We finally multiply by L(x) and integrate over x € |0, «f. O

We obtain the following corollary for vy,.

Corollary B.9. There exists a constant C' such that, for any € € 10,1[ and h small enough we have

eh
/ (@) PL() de < Ce |[un|l®
0

Proof. We let § = h and a = ¢h to obtain
i 2 2 2 2 2 2
; w(@)|"L(z) dz < €2 [Jupllf2q) + €2 [hOsunllz2q) + el [0yunlliz(q)-

The claim follows using the eigenvalue H ,% bound on uy,. O

We now move on to study vy, on [gh, J].
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B.2.3. The estimate for vy, in [ch,d]. Fix some 69 < 2, and let ¢ € C§°(]0,d[). Integration against the
eigenequation gives

)
h2/ Opup(z,y)¢ (z) dedy = Eh/ up(z,y)p(x) dedy = Eh/ vp(x)o(x) L(z)dx.
Q Q 0
Now, recall that

Ll
Opup = v, ® 1 + ZU;L}C ®er — yff)yuh,
k=1

and integrate this equation against ¢’ to find

5o 8o )
2 [ @6 @ Ldts - By [ w@oe) Laas = 02 [T n@d @

where we have set

L(x) "z
ri(z) :/0 yf(;))ayuhdy.

We divide by h? and make an integration by parts on the RHS to find that

do , , E}, do - do ,
| @@ @ =33 [T o@ie L = - [T @ d

It follows that, on the interval (0,do), v, satisfies the following Sturm-Liouville equation:

1 E 1
—Z(LU;L)/ — ﬁ’l}h = _ZT;Z

We first make the change of dependent variable w = L3v. The equation becomes

E 1 /
(28) iV (L’L’%> w = —L" 37,

In order to solve this equation, we first study the associated homogenous equation:

E 1 /
—u’ — —w + §L—% (L’L—%) w = 0.

We can write L as
L(z) = V2z (1 4 I(z)),
where £ is smooth on [0, dg]. It follows that we can write

(29) %L*% (L/L*%)'(x) - —1612(1 + zl(z)),

where ¢ is smooth on [0, dg].

We now perform the change of independent variable x = @z Setting W(z) = w(x), we are led to the

following homogeneous equation on |:€ Ep, %}

3
W’ + W + 62 = W
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We set J, = {5 By, 50}1/E] and observe that, for any h € H, we have J, C J, = [e\/a,Zy] with
Zy = ‘SOT‘/E. The function f3, satisfies the following uniform bound:
IM, Vh < ho, VE € [a,b], Vz € J,

h
(30) @) < M~
We solve the preceding equation as a perturbation of the equation
3
1 " —W = 0.
(31) Wo 4+ W + 1 6z2W 0

It is standard that any solution to equation on the half-line is asymptotic to a linear combination
of cosx and sinz near +00. We define 1), to be the solution that is asymptotic to cosine and s to be
the solution that is asymptotic to sine. We now apply the variation of constants method: We define an
operator K on C%(J},) by

R

K[W](z) -5 fh(C)W(C) [wc('z)ws(g) - %(ZWC(C)] dc,

z

and observe that the function W + K[W] is a solution to the unperturbed equation (3I). It follows that
a basis of solutions is given by {¢s, ¢.} where

by = fid + K] 'y and . = [id + K] v,

provided that id + K is invertible. Since 1. and 1, are uniformly bounded on [e\/a, +0o0), the uniform
bound on f} in implies that there exists some constant C' that depends on a,b, e, dy such that for
each h € H the operator norm of K is at most Ch |Inh|. This ensures the invertibility of id 4+ K for small
h, and so ¢5 and ¢. are well-defined.

By unwinding the change of independent variable, we find that

frooe (55 oo (50

is a basis of solutions to the homogenous equation (29). Since the Wronskian of these two solution is
@ we find that the following function w,, solves 1} on the interval [eh, §] for any § such that § < dy.

(@) = ) [ 15@ € 00 (VEe/R) de

- 2%@(@ / PR GIGL (VEg/n) de.

We perform an integration by parts in the integrals. The boundary terms at x cancel out and the boundary
terms coming from § contribute to a solution of the homogenous equation. It follows that the sum of the
following four terms is a solution to the equation:

wp@) == o) [ (178) @ r@o, (V) a
20
—oule) [ L@ (V) de

+ 25@%(@ / T (1) ©r(© 0. (VEe) e
26 ‘
+oua) [ RO oL (VEe/R) de.
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We denote these four terms by w,,; for i = 1,2,3,4. In order to bound these terms, we use the following
bound, obtained by applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the definition of r: There exists C' so that

7(€)] < CEF Nayu(€).

We also use that the functions ¢s, ¢., and their derivatives are uniformly bounded on [e\/a, Zp,).

For i =1 and 3 we find that
) 5 %
upetel < cnloul ([o%)

< Ch||0yul| z™ "
It follows that, for any ¢ < dg
/z wpi(x)[* dx < Ch?||0yul)? /j x 2 da
E < Ch||oyul®. )

We now proceed to estimate wy,; for i = 2 or 4.

We proceed as above, using that qﬁ’qs is uniformly bounded on [e,00). For i = 2,4 we obtain that

do %
fwpas(@)| < Clloyul ( / slds)

< Clloyul|nwl?,
It follows that, for any ¢ < dg
1 1
/ oy o) dar < C||8yu|]2/ In €] de
eh eh
< C|9yul*s1ns].

Finally, the L? norm of w, on [eh, 0] satisfies the following. For any e > 0, there exists a constant C' such
that, for any § and h small enough,

1
(32) lwpllL2(enopy < C (R + 8] 6]))2 JJull L2(q)-

Now, since w), is a solution to the same equation as wy there exist a solution ¢ to the homogenous
equation such that wy, = w, + ¢p.

We now claim the following

Lemma B.10. For any § € ]0,1], there exist constants C and hy such that, for any h < hy and any ¢

solution of the homogenous equation
20
vE
dr < C/ 10) <m>
s h

s VE
P\ h T
eh
Proof. Changing variables, it suffices to study the behaviour of

X/h
/ 16(2)? d.

2 2

dx.
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as h tends to 0 and X < Xy = 2vbdy. There exists a, § such that ¢ = ad. + B¢s. By construction, on
[e, X0/h], we have

Mh [l hl {[¢ellco
Mh|Inh| |9 co-

H¢c _wcHCO
H¢s _¢S||CO

and, for z going to infinity, we have

NN

Ye(z) =cosz + O(z71),
Ys(2) =sinz + O(z71).

Finally, we obtain:

X/h X/h
/ lp(2) > dz = / (acosz + Bsinz)?dz
&g 3

+(Jaf? +18%) O(n | X/hl)
+(Jaf* + [81*) |X/h| O(h* In |h[?).
A direct computation gives that
a?+ B2 X
2 h
It follows that there exist a constant C, and hg so that, for any X, «, 5, and h small enough we have
X(O‘Q,f P o LX/h|¢(z)l2dz < (J.X(QZh+ 7

The claim now follows. O

X/h
/ (vcosz + Bsinz)?dz = + |ab] O(1).
€

c'.

All of these estimates may be combined to give

Proposition B.11. For any € and dg, there exists a constant C' such that for each 6 < 0y there exists hg
such that if h < hg, then

J
(33) [ 1on@P L@y do < € (lulagy) + b + 5113) - Julq))
eh

Proof. By definition of wy, we have

1) 1
/ |Uh(:z)\2L(x) dx = / \wh(:z)\Qda:.
eh eh
Since wy, = wp + ¢, we obtain

1)
/wh \2daj\ </ |on(z |2d:v+/|wp \Qdfc>.
eh

The second integral may be estimated using Lemma [B

) 20 20 20
2 2 2 2
/€h|¢h<x>r i< [Tk < 2( [ @B s+ [ o) dx).

Estimate can be used to estimate each of the integrals involving w,, and so we obtain:

) 20
[ e ar < c( [ @ e + <h+6lna>ruuim>)-
ch )
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The claim follows since

20 20
/5 (@) de < /5 0@ L@)dz < JunlZay-

B.2.4. Obtaining the contradiction.

We now finish the proof of Theorem [B.I]} Recall that we are assuming for contradiction that the statement
of the theorem is false, and hence Prop081t10n - provides us with a sequence (up,)pem so that that given
g,0 > 0, there exists hg such that if h € |0, ho[ N H, then

(34) lunllr2y) < € llunllr2)

Fix n > 0. By Proposition Lemma [B.7] Corollary there exists ¢, g, hg > 0 so that if § < dg
there exists hg so that if h € |0, ho[ N H, then

(35) lunllzzs) < nllunllzz),

HU#H%Z(U(;) <7 HUhH%z(Q)
and

ch
/0 on(@)? L(z) dz < 1 |unl3(o

With these choices of € and &g, we apply Proposition to obtain a constant C' for which holds if
h is sufficiently small. Choose 0 < &y so that C§ |Ind| < n. With this choice of 0 we have

)
lunlBayy = et ey + /0 o (@)]? L (x)dz

N

)
D llenlZay + 1 lunllZa + /h\vh<x>|2L<x>dx
£

< 2 [lunlZe) + Cllunlliaio, + (C -k + 0)llunlizq)
< 30 unllzz () + Cllunllzz (g, + C - hllunllzeq).

The last term is less than 7 HuhHLQ(Q) if h < n/C. To bound the second term, we apply Proposition
There exists C’ so that if h is sufficiently small, then

N
lunlZaio,) < C ull720y + C" [Ihdsul®.
Using these estimates, we find that for h small enough we have
lunl2eyy < 50 lunlZeg) + CC" 1 dul
Therefore, the integrability condition implies that for h small enough
lunllFaw,y < 6 llunlZe

Recall that Us is the component of Q\ €25 on the left of the central region €2s. The same argument applies
to the component of 2\ Qs on the right of the central region. Thus, in sum we have

||Uh||%2(9\95) < 1277||Uh||%2(9)'
By combining this with we find that

lunll 22 () < 130 [lunlZ2(q)
which is absurd if n < 1/13.
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