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STABILITY OF EXTREMAL DOMAINS FOR THE FIRST
EIGENVALUE OF THE LAPLACIAN OPERATOR

MARCOS P. CAVALCANTE AND IVALDO NUNES

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we compute the second variation of the first
Dirichlet eigenvalue on extremal domains in general Riemannian man-
ifolds and establish a criterion for stability. We classify the stable ex-
tremal domains in the 2-sphere and higher-dimensional spheres when
the boundary is minimal. Additionally, we establish topological bounds
for stable domains in a general compact Riemannian surface, assuming
either nonnegative total Gaussian curvature or small volume.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M™,g) be a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 2. For
each compact domain € C M with smooth boundary, let A\;(£2) > 0 denote
the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian operator on €2 with Dirichlet bound-
ary condition. Given 0 < m < vol(M,g), a very interesting isoperimetric
problem in spectral geometry and shape optimization is that of investigat-
ing the minimizers or, more generally, the critical points of the functional
Q C M — X() defined on the class of domains 2 C M such that
vol(2) = m.

Regarding this problem, Faber [II] and Krahn [21I] proved that, in R",
geodesic balls are the only global minimizers of Q@ C R™ +— A\;(Q2) subject
to a volume constraint. More precisely, they proved that if 2 C R™ is a
compact domain, then A\1(2) > A\ (B), where B C R" is a geodesic ball such
that vol(Q2) = vol(B), and equality holds if and only if €2 is a geodesic ball.
We note that the analogous result is true in S”, the round sphere, and H",
the hyperbolic space (see, for example, Chapter IV, Section 2, of [0]).

In turn, it is known that a compact domain Qg C (M, g) with smooth
boundary is a critical point of the functional Q C M +— A1(Q2) with respect
to volume preserving deformations of €2y in M if and only if the first eigen-
functions of the Laplacian operator of €2y with Dirichlet boundary condition
solve the following overdetermined problem:

Ap+ )\1(90)(,0 =0 in Qo,

v =0 on 09y,
0
a—f =c¢ on 09,

where ¢ # 0 is a constant and v denotes the outward unit normal vector
along 0€.
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This follows from the first variation formula for the first Dirichlet eigen-
value of the Laplacian operator, known as the Hadamard formula, which was
originally proved by Garabedian and Schiffer [I4] in Euclidean space and
later by El Soufi and Ilias [9] for general Riemannian manifolds. From now
on, following [25], we say that a compact domain Qy C (M, g) with a smooth
boundary is an extremal domain if it is a critical point of Q@ C M +— A1 ()
with respect to volume preserving deformations. We refer the reader to
Section [2] for details and precise definitions.

In Euclidean space R, in hyperbolic space H", and in the round hemi-
sphere S", only geodesic balls are extremal domains. This result follows
from the classical work of Serrin [30], and its extension to space forms by
Kumaresan and Prajapat [22], on elliptic overdetermined problems, which
was proved using the moving plane method introduced by Alexandrov in [2].

Extremal domains share many similarities with embedded hypersurfaces
of constant mean curvature, and significant progress has been made in recent
years regarding their existence, regularity, and classification. For example, in
[25], Pacard and Sicbaldi demonstrated the existence of extremal domains
with small volume in compact Riemannian manifolds (M, g) by assuming
that the scalar curvature of M has a nondegenerate critical point. In [7],
Delay and Sicbaldi improved this result by removing the condition on the
scalar curvature of M.

Recently, Lamboley and Sicbaldi [23] established an existence and regu-
larity theorem for the Faber-Krahn profile of any given Riemannian manifold
(M™, g), which is the function F'K : m € (0,vol(M)) — FK(m) defined by

(1.1) FK(m)=inf{A\(Q): Q C M is an open subset and vol(2) = m}.

They proved that for any connected compact Riemannian manifold (M, g)
and given 0 < m < vol(M,g), there exists an open set Q* C M that is
smooth except for a singular set of codimension less than n — 5, satisfying

FEK(m) = A\ (Q).

In particular, Q* is a smooth extremal domain if n = 2,3 or 4. We note
that an asymptotic expansion of the Faber-Krahn profile for small volumes
was obtained Druet in [§]. On the other hand, Espinar and Mazet [10]
proved that simply connected extremal domains (and, in fact, f-extremal
disks) in S? are geodesic disks.

It is worth mentioning that all the above results have parallels in the
context of hypersurfaces of constant mean curvature (see, for example, [35],
[24], B8], [I7], [I5], and [19]). For more results on the existence of extremal
domains, we refer the reader to [32] and [33].

Furthermore, numerous examples of extremal domains can be constructed
on Riemannian manifolds endowed with an isometric action by a compact
Lie group (see Section 2.1]). In particular, this construction provides many
examples of extremal domains on the round sphere S™ that are not geodesic
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balls. This shows that the moving plane method used by Serrin in [30] fails
in this case.

In this paper, we initiate the investigation of the stability properties of ex-
tremal domains in general Riemannian manifolds. We say that an extremal
domain 2 C (M,g) is stable if it minimizes the first Dirichlet eigenvalue
functional up to the second order with respect to volume preserving de-
formations. We point out that Shimakura studied in [31] the notions of
extremability and stability for domains in the Euclidean space from a local
point of view and proved that every local extremal domain in R" is locally
stable. An alternative proof of Shimakura’s result was obtained by Jorge
and de Lima in [20], where an index formula has been proved in this setting.

In Section B, we derive the second variation formula and establish a crite-
rion for stability, obtaining important insights into the geometry of extremal
domains. Using this criterion, we give a complete characterization of stable
extremal domains in the round sphere S2. We prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let Q C (S?, gean) be an extremal domain. If Q is stable,
then it is mecessarily a geodesic disk.

This theorem can be considered as the parallel of the Barbosa-do Carmo-
Eschenburg theorem [4]. It is interesting to observe that Theorem [[T], com-
bined with Lamboley-Sicbaldi’s theorem proved in [23] and cited above,
provides an alternative proof of the Faber-Krahn inequality in S?, which
states that for any 0 < m < 4w, if Q C S? is a compact domain with area
m, then:

M(Q) = M (D),
where D C S? is a geodesic disk with area v and equality holds if and only
if Q is a geodesic disk.

In the case that n = 2 and M? = (S?, gcan), Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 in [23]
imply that there exists a smooth domain Q* such that \;(2) > A1(Q2*). In
particular, 2* is a stable extremal domain and, in fact, a global minimizer
of A1 with an area constraint. By Theorem [[.I] above, we have that 0* is a
geodesic disk D. Moreover, if A\1(©2) = A\1(D), then Q is a stable extremal
domain. Applying Theorem [[.T]again we have that € is also a geodesic disk,
thus proving the Faber-Krahn inequality in S%.

In general, for stable extremal domains () in a given Riemannian surface
(M?, g), we prove the following restriction on the topology of Q.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M2, g) be an orientable compact Riemannian surface. If
Q C M is a stable extremal domain with nonnegative total Gauss curvature,
that is, fQ Kyda > 0, then the only possible values for the genus go of
and the number r of connected components of 02 are:

(1) go =0 and r € {1,2,3,4,5};

(2) go =1 and r € {1,2,3,4,5,6,7}.

In particular, it follows that stable extremal domains in a sphere (S?, g)
with nonnegative curvature have at most 5 boundary components.
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By using the asymptotic expansion of the Faber-Krahn profile proved by
Druet in [8] we are able to obtain the following bounds on the topology of
stable extremal domains with small areas in general Riemannian surfaces,
which provides, in this case, an improvement on Theorem

Theorem 1.3. Let (M2, g) be an orientable compact Riemannian surface.
There exists €, depending only on the geometry of M, such that if 2 C M is
a stable extremal domain with area(Q) < e, then the only possible values for
the genus gq of Q2 and the number r of connected components of OS2 are:
(1) g € {0,2} and r € {1,2,3};
(2) go =1 and r € {1,2,3,4,5}.

Since the Faber-Krahn inequality is true on S” for any n > 2, it is a very
natural question to ask if the characterization proved in Theorem [T can be
extended to stable extremal domains in S, for n > 3. By using a result due
to Reilly (see [26, Theorem 4]), we are able to give the following description
of stable extremal domains 2 C S™, n > 3, in the case 0f) is a minimal
hypersurface.

Theorem 1.4. Let Q C (S, gean) be an extremal domain such that O is a
compact minimal hypersurface. If Q is stable, then € is a hemisphere.

Finally, we would like to mention that our methods are inspired by those
used by Ros and Vergasta [28] to study stable constant mean curvature
hypersurfaces with free boundary in convex domains of R".

2. BASIC DEFINITIONS AND FIRST VARIATION FORMULA FOR Ay

Let (M, g) be a smooth Riemannian manifold. For each smooth compact
domain Q C M, let A1(€2) denote its first eigenvalue of the Laplacian opera-
tor with Dirichlet boundary condition. We will start this section by defining
what we mean by a local deformation of 2 in M.

A smooth local deformation of ) in M is a smooth one-parameter family
of domains 0, C M, t € (—¢,¢), given by Q; = f,(Q2), where f; : M — M
is the smooth flow of some smooth vector field V' € X(M). If, in addition,
vol(§) = vol(Q) for all t € (—¢,¢), then we say that Q, = f:(2) is a volume
preserving local deformation of €.

Let Q; = fi(Q), t € (—¢,¢), be a smooth local deformation of a smooth
compact domain 2 C M. As the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the Laplacian
operator is simple, it follows from the implicit function theorem that the
function ¢ € (—¢,e) — A1(£2;) is smooth.

Definition 2.1 (Extremal domains). We say that a smooth compact domain
Q C (M,g) is extremal if
d
dt|,_g

for any volume preserving local deformation €, = f,(2), t € (—¢,¢), of Q in
M.

)\1 (Qt) — 0,
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Next, we will state the Hadarmad formula proved by El Soufi and Ilias
[9] which gives a first variation formula for the functional Q C M — A1 (Q).

Proposition 2.2 (El Soufi and Ilias, [9]). Let (M, g) be a smooth Riemann-
ian manifold and let @ C M be a smooth compact domain. Let Qy = fi(Q),
t € (—e,e), be a smooth local deformation of Q. We have

d B Op 2
== [ (5)

dt
where v is the outward unit normal vector along O, v = (V,v) is the normal
displacement of 0 induced by the deformation,and ¢ € C*() is the first
Dirichlet positive eigenfunction of the Laplacian operator on 0 such that

el 2 =1

(2.1)

We notice that if Q; = fi(Q), t € (—e,¢), is volume preserving, that
is, vol(Q) = vol(Q) for all t € (—¢,e), then [,,vdl = 0. Conversely, if
v e C®(09Q) is such that [,,vdl = 0, then there exists a smooth local
deformation Q; = f;(Q), t € (—¢,¢), such that df;/dt|;—o = vv on 0.

Therefore, it follows as a consequence of (2.1)), that €2 is an extremal do-
main if and only if its first eigenfunctions of Laplacian operator with Dirich-
let boundary condition solve the following overdetermined elliptic problem:

Ap+ A (Q)e =0 inQ,

w=0 on 09,
g—f:c on 012,

where ¢ # 0.

2.1. Examples. Assume that there exists an isometric action of a compact
Lie group G on a Riemannian manifold M, and let & C M be a domain
invariant under the action of G with a single connected boundary component.
If ¢ is a first eigenfunction, then ¢ o # also solves the Dirichlet eigenvalue
problem in Q = () for all § € G. Since () is simple, it follows that
poll = ¢y, defining a group homomorphism 6 — ¢y. Due to the compactness
of G, we have ¢y = 1, proving that ¢ is G-invariant. This invariance implies
that g—f is constant along 0f2.

A basic non-trivial example using this construction is given by the action
G = SO(k + 1) x SO(n — k) on the unit round sphere S* ¢ R"*! when we
consider R**! = R¥*1 @ R"*_ 1In this case, the invariant domains are the
solid tori Q,., r € (0,7/2), whose boundaries are given by the principal orbits
of G, X(r) = S¥(cos7) x S""*~I(sinr). In particular, 9Q(r/4) is a minimal
hypersurface. Note that, by choosing suitable values for r € (0,7/2), we
can also construct extremal G-domains from this family with two boundary
components.

Another family of examples of extremal domains we can construct using
this method are the solid tori D?~! x S ¢ T", r € (0,1), where T™ stands
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for the flat n-torus. From this particular family, Sicbaldi [32] and Schlenk-
Sicbaldi [29] constructed new extremal domains using bifurcation techniques.

3. SECOND VARIATION FORMULA FOR Ay AND STABILITY OF EXTREMAL
DOMAINS

Let (M, g) and Q¢ C M be a smooth Riemannian manifold and a smooth
compact domain, respectively. Suppose that €y is extremal. Since g is a
critical point of the functional Q C M — A\1(£2), it is natural to investigate
the second variation of this functional at g. In this section, we will present
a second variation formula for this functional, in a very general setting. As
a consequence, we will give a criterion for a given extremal domain Qg C M
to be stable.

Definition 3.1 (Stable extremal domains). We say that an extremal domain
Qo C (M, g) is stable if
d2
dt?|,_,
for any volume preserving local deformation €y = f;(2), t € (—¢,¢€), of Qo
in M.

A1(Q) >0,

In the following proposition, we present a formula for the second variation
for the functional Q@ C M +— A\1(f2) at an extremal domain g, with respect
to volume preserving local deformations.

Proposition 3.2 (Second variation formula for A\;). Let Qo C (M,g) be
an extremal domain and let g € C™(Q) be the first Dirichlet positive
eigenfunction of the Laplacian operator on Qg with |[¢ol|r2(qy) = 1. For any
volume preserving local deformation Qy = fi(Qo), t € (—e,¢), of Qo in M,
we have

2 A~
(3.1) d () = 2(:2/ (v@ + Hv2> dr,
Qo

E =0 F) 81/
where H is the mean curvature of 02y with respect to the outward unit nor-
mal vector v, v = (df/dt|i=o,V) is the normal displacement of 9 induced
by the deformation, ¢ = Opo/Ov and ¥ is a (A + A\1(Q))-extension of v,
that is, U is a solution to the following problem:
AT+ M0 =0 in Qyg,
v=wv on 00.

Proof. See the Appendix [Al O

Remark 3.3. Let Q C (M, g) be a smooth compact domain and let ¢ be a first
Dirichlet eigenfunction of the Laplacian operator on Q. Given v € C*°(%),
as a consequence of the Fredholm alternative, there exists a (A + A1(Q))-
extension v of v if and only if

Jip
2 - =0.
(3.2) /m”au dt =0
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Moreover, v is unique up to an addition of a multiple of ¢ (see, for example,
Lemma 2.5 of [34]). In the case Q¢ C (M,g) is an extremal domain, we
know that dpg/0v is constant along 0X2. Thus, [3.2) becomes

/ vdl =0,
0Qo

which is equivalent to say that the local deformation of Qg given by v is
volume preserving.

Remark 3.4. The second variation formula given by ([B.1) was deduced by
Garabedian and Schiffer [I3] for domains in the Euclidean plane R? and
by Shimakura [3I] for domains in R™ for n > 3 (see also [I8, Theorem
2.5.6]). To the best of the authors’ knowledge, this is the first time that this
formula for extremal domains in general Riemannian manifolds appears in
the literature.

We recall that volume preserving local deformations of €y are in bijection
with functions in the space F(9Qp) = {v € C*(0) : faﬂo vdl = 0} of
smooth functions on the boundary of )y with zero average. Motivated by
Proposition B.1l, we consider the quadratic form

Q : F(090) x F(0%) — R

ow
Q(v,w :/ <v—+va> de,
(v, w) s a0

where @ is a (A + A\ (€))-extension of w to €y. This setup allows us to
define the index of an extremal domain.

given by

Definition 3.5 (Index of Extremal Domains). If Qo C (M, g) is an extremal
domain, then the Morse index of )y is given by

Ind(€) = max{dimV : V" C F(0€) and @ is negative definite on V'}.
By this definition, the index represents the number of linearly indepen-

dent, volume preserving variations that decrease the first Dirichlet eigen-
value. In particular, Q is stable if and only if Ind(€y) = 0.

Now, we have the following useful criterion for the stability of extremal
domains.

Proposition 3.6. An extremal domain Qg C (M, g) is stable if and only if

/ |Vv|2da—/\1(Qo)/ v? da + Hv?dl >0,
Qo Qo 0Qo

for all v € C>(Qp) such that [, vdly = 0.
Proof. Given v € C*(£)y), define

S(v,v) = So(v,v) + Hv? de,
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where Sp(u,v) = fQO<Vu, Vo) da — A1(Q) fQo uv da.
Integrating by parts, we obtain that

(3.3) S(v]ogg, vlon,) = Q(v]an, vlaa),

where % is a (A + A1 (€Qo))-extension of v, .
Now, since So(u,u) > 0 for all u € C*°(€) such that u = 0 on 99, we
have that

(3'4) S(U’()Qovq)’aflo) < S(v,v),
for all v € C°(§y). Therefore, from [B.3]) and ([B.4) we conclude the proof.

O

We conclude this section with some properties of Jacobi functions associ-
ated to the first Dirichlet eigenvalue.
We say that a function v € F(0Q) is a Jacobi function of A\q if

/ <@+Hv>wd€:0,
o0 81/
for all w € F(0Q).

The next lemma presents basic facts about Jacobi functions of A; that
will be used in Section

Lemma 3.7. Let Q C (M, g) be an extremal domain.

(i) v € F(0Q) is a Jacobi function of A1 if and only if there exist c € R
and a (A 4+ A\ (Q2))-extension v of v such that
@ + Hv=c on 0N.
v

(i) If Q is stable and v € F(0N) satisfies

/ <@+Hv>vd€:0,
o0 8V

then v is a Jacobi function.

4. INSTABILITY OF ROTATIONALLY SYMMETRIC ANNULI IN Sz

Given rg € (0,7/2), let A,y C (S% gean) be the rotationally symmetric
domain given by A,, = {p € S? : ds2(p,y0) < 70}, where 7o = SN {x3 = 0}.

Since A,, is rotationally symmetric and it is also symmetric with respect
to o, it is not difficult to see that A,, is an extremal domain for all 7y €
(0,7/2).

In this section, we will show that all these rotationally symmetric annuli
are unstable extremal domains. We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q C S? be a stable extremal domain. If OQ has at least two
connected components and [y, x; dl =0 for all i =1,2,3, then A\1(Q) < 1.
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Proof. By Proposition B.6] the stability of {2 means that

(4.1) / mgv2d€+/ ]Vv]2da—)\1(§2)/v2da20
[2/9] Q Q

for all v € C*°(Q) such that [, vdl = 0, where k4 denotes the geodesic
curvature of 0f2.

Since fag xidl = 0 for all i = 1,2,3, we can use x1,x2, and x3 as test
functions in ([J]). By summing over i = 1,2, 3, we get

(4.2) /89 kg dl 4+ 2area(§) > A (Q) area(12).

Let r be the number of connected components of 0€). Since r > 2, we
have by the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem that [, kg dl = — area(Q2)+2r(2—7) <
—area(f2). Thus, by this inequality and by (.2l), we have

area(€)) > A\ (Q) area(92).
Therefore, A\ () < 1. O

Now we have:

Proposition 4.2. The rotationally symmetric annuli A,, C (Sz, Jean) are
not stable for any ro € (0,7/2).

Proof. First, note that we can write geqn on Ay, as gean = dr? + cos? r do?
on [—7rg, 7] x S, where rq € (0,7/2).

We note that the first eigenfunction of A, . on A, with Dirichlet bound-
ary condition is a radial function, that is, it depends only on r.

If o = p(r), then

Agcango = QOH - (ta‘n T)QO,‘
We would like to investigate the first eigenvalue of the following problem:
¢ — (tanr)p' + Ap =0, ¢(=r0) = ¢(ro) = 0.
Define f(r) = \/cosr. Since f solves

(4.3) . —%(tan ",

we have, by a simple computation, that w = f solves
"
w” — 711) +Aw =0, w(—ro)=w(ro)=0.

As a consequence, we have

(4.4) Ai(Ay,) = inf T widr ,

—ro
where the inf is taken over the set of functions w defined on [—rg, o] such
that w(—rg) = w(rg) = 0.

Our next goal is to find a lower estimate for A;(A,,).
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First, it follows from (4.3]) that
" 1 1
f— = —— — —tan®r.
f 2 4
Moreover, we have
T 2
f_go(w') d?" > l 2‘
fﬁio w2dr — \2rg
Note that for |r| < 7o < 7/3, we have

(4.5) <f7> (r) = <f7> (ro) > —% — itanz(w/3) = _Z

and

(4.6) <2”70>2 > %

for |r| < rp < 7/3.
Thus, it follows from (£4]) and estimates ([@H]) and (LG) that

v (5) + (5o

From this and by using Lemma [} we can conclude the instability of the
extremal annuli A,, C S? for all 7y < 7/3.

Now, suppose that ro > 7/3 and define ¢(r) = sinr/sinrg on A,,. Note
that ¢(rg) = 1 and ¢(—rp) = —1. Thus, faAro pdl = 0.
We have

/ Kgp> d€+/ V)2 da—)\l(Am)/ ©*da < / /ig—i-/ |V|? da
04, A, A, oA, Ay

0 0 0 0
= —area(4,,) + / |Vl|? da,
70

where we have used the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem in the last equality.
We have

70
(4.7) area(Ay,) = 271/ cosrdr = 4mwsinrg
—ro
2 ro 4 4
(4.8) / V|? da = — ;T / cosdrdr =1 " sinryg.
A, sin“ 7o J_r, sin rg 3
By (@) and ([L3F]) we have
4 4
/ Kgp? d€+/ |V|? da—)\l(ArO)/ ©?da < — T <1 — — sin? T0> <0,
Arg Ary Arg sinrg 3

since rg > /3.
Thus, we conclude that the annulus 4,, C S? is also unstable for 79 > 7/3.
O
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

Let Q C S? be a stable extremal domain and let 9'Q,9?Q,...,9"Q, r > 1,
be the connected components of Jf2.

For each unit vector a € R3, define the following vector field on S?:
Vau(z) = a Az, where A denotes the vector product in R3.

Now, define ¢, : 9 — R by ¢4 (z) = (Vu(z),v(z)), where v denotes the
outward unit normal vector along 0f). Since divs2 V, = 0, we have

(5.1) / Qo dl =0,
kQ

forall k=1,2,...,r.

The vector field V, generates a one-parameter family of rotations f; :

S? — S? around the vector a. Consider the local deformation of € in S?

given by Q; = f;(2). As f; is an isometry of S? for all t, we have that

A1(2¢) = A1(Q) for all ¢. In particular,
d2

—Al(Qt)

dt2 =0

t=0

and, by Proposition B.2] this implies that

9%a >
+ Kgpq | wadl = 0.
/ag ( v !

Therefore, since € is stable, we have by Lemma B.7 that ¢, is a Jacobi
function of A1, that is, there exists a function p, € C°°(£2) such that

Apa+A(Q)p, =0 on

(5.2) P
% + Kgpq =c on 0.

After adding p, to a constant multiple of ¢, if necessary, where ¢ is the
first eigenfuncion of the Laplacian operator on ) with Dirichlet boundary
condition such that ¢ > 0 and |¢[|z2(q) = 1, we may assume without loss
of generality that ¢ = 0 in the second equation above.

Next, fix k € {1,2,...,7}. We know that S?\ 9*Q consists of two con-
nected components, both homeomorphic to a disk. Let W be one of these
connected components. Note that OW = 9*Q. Now, let D be the closed
geodesic disk of largest radius such that D C W. Because of the way D was
chosen, we have that D touches 9FQ) tangentially at least at two points.
In particular, if @ € D is the center of D, then ¢, vanishes at least at two
points on 9*). We claim that ¢, vanishes at least at one more point of 9*.
In fact, if —a € 9*Q, we are done. If not, we let W’ be the connected com-
ponent of S?\ 9*Q which contains —a and consider D', the geodesic closed
disk centered at —a contained in W’ with the largest possible radius. In
this case, we have that 0D’ touches 0*Q tangentially at least at one point.
Thus, this proves our claim.
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Following ideas from Ros and Vergasta [28], we will prove in the following
that Q\ @, '(0) has at least three connected components. Let M, ..., M,
—~—1

be the connected components of Q\ p,~ (0). By applying the Gauss-Bonnet
Theorem to each M; we obtain

ji
area(M;) = 2nx(M;) — / kg dl — Z 0:,
OM; k=1

where 6! are the external angles of 9M;.
By summing over i = 1,2,...,[, we get that

1
area({) = 27w <; X(Mz)) — /{m Kgdl — Ej:eja

where . 0; stands for the sum of the external angles of all nodal domains

By the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem applied to €2, we have

l
(5.3) om(2—r) =2r (Z X(M,~)> — Z 0.

Now, it follows from (5.1I) that ¢, vanishes in at least two points of 9,
for all ¢+ = 1,2,...,r. Moreover, we know that for ¢, vanishes in at least
three points of 9%€. This implies that

1
J
Thus, by (53]) and (54) we can conclude that

5)
> x(M;) > 5> 2
i=1

This implies that Q\ () ~1(0) has at least three connected components.
But since € is a stable extremal domain and @, solves (5.2]) we have that
Q\ ($2)71(0) has at most two connected components unless @, = 0. Thus,
it follows from the above argument that p, = 0, which implies that € is
rotationally symmetric.
Since the rotationally symmetric extremal annuli are unstable we have
that Q is a geodesic ball.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM

Let (M?2,g) be an orientable Riemannian surface and let Q C M be
a stable extremal domain. Suppose that 2 has nonnegative total Gauss
curvature, that is, [, Ky da > 0.

By a result of Gabard [12] Théoréme 7.2.], which improved a previous
result due to Alfhors [I], there exists a proper conformal branched cover
© = (¢1,902) : @ — D?, where D? C R? is the closed unit disk, of degree at
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most go + 7. Moreover, after composing ¢ with a conformal diffeomorphism
of D? if necessary, we may suppose that

o0
fori=1,2.

Thus, by the stability of {2, we have that

2 2 2
S [ mdaesY [waPdoz @ [ o
i—1 709 =179

=178

Since ¢ is conformal and has degree at most gq + r,

2
> [ Ve da < 2n(ga 1)
i=179

Thus, it follows from this and from the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem that

2
27?(2—299—r)+27r(gg+7‘)2)\1(9)2/gp?da—l—/Kgda>0.
=179 L

Thus, 47 — 27wgq > 0, that is, go < 2.

Now, in order to estimate the number r of connected components of 052,
we use a similar, but different, balancing argument. Let £ denote a compact
Riemannian surface obtained from {2 by attaching a conformal disk at any
connected component of 9, such that Q and Q have the same genus. There
exists a nonconstant holomorphic map v = (1, 19,%3) : Q — S? of degree
at most 1+ [(gq +1)/2] (see, for example, [I6], p.261), where S? C R3 is
the unit sphere centered at the origin. Again, after composing 1 with a
conformal diffeomorphism of S? if necessary, we may assume that

o0

fori=1,2,3.
For each i = 1,2,3, we define ¢; = 1;|q. Since Z?:l ¢? = 1in Q, it
follows from the stability of €2 that

3
1
/ /-@gd€—|—87r<1—|—{gﬂ+ J) 2/ ﬁgd€+2/|v¢i|2da
o0 2 o0 = Ja
3
> kg dl + /chﬂda
| s > [ 19

>\ (Q) area(2) > 0.
By the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem, we have that

1
127 — 27r — 4dmgq + 87 VQ; J > 0.



14 CAVALCANTE AND NUNES

Therefore, if go = 0, then 127 — 27 > 0 which implies that r < 6. In the
case gq = 1, we have 167 — 27 > 0 and this implies r < 8.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [IL.3]

Let (M?2,g) be an orientable Riemannian surface. First, note that it
follows from the asymptotic expansion of the Faber-Krahn profile proved by
Druet in [§] that
(7.1) lim FK(m)m = A\ (D?)r,

m—0
where D? C R? is the closed unit disk.

It is well known that A;(D?) = j2, where jo is the first positive zero of
the Bessel function Jy (see, for example, Theorem 4, Section 5, Chapter II
of [6]). Moreover, since j& ~ 2.40483 we have that A\;(D?) ~ 5.7832 > 5.
Therefore, by (I]), we conclude that there exists € > 0 such that

(7.2) FK(m)m > 5w

forall 0 <m < e.

Now, suppose that 2 C M is a stable extremal domain. Following the
same steps as the proof of Theorem we can obtain the following two
inequalities:

A — 2mgq > / Kg,da > —sup | K| area((2)
Q M

and

v

1
127 — 27 — 4mgq + 8T VQ i J

5 A1(Q2) area(Q) +/ K,da
Q
> A (Q)area(2) — sup | K | area(2).
M

Therefore, decreasing £ > 0 if necessary, we obtain from the first inequal-
ity that if area(£2) < e then go < 2. Moreover, since \;(Q2) area({2) > 57 by
([72)), we get from the second inequality that

Tm —2mgqo > —sup |Ky|area(Q?) if go € {0,2}
M

and
117w — 27 > —sup | Ky area(2) if go = 1.
M

Thus, decreasing € > 0 once more if necessary, we obtain that r < 3 if
ga € {0,2} and r <5 if gg = 1 whenever area(f2) < .

8. PROOF oF THEOREM [ 4]

Suppose that Q C (S™, gean) is a stable extremal domain such that 0 is
a compact minimal hypersurface, that is, Hgo = 0. It follows from a result
due to Reilly [27, Theorem 4] that A1(€2) > n with equality if and only if
is a hemisphere.
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Since 0f) is minimal, it is well known that

o0
forallt=1,2,...,n+ 1.

Thus, using the coordinate functions as test functions in Proposition 3.6,
we get

/\VmiPdaz)\l(Q)/ z? da
Q Q

foralli=1,2,....,.n+ 1.
By summing over i = 1,2,...,n + 1 and using that |Vz;|? = 1 — 22, we
have
nvol(©2) > A1 (2) vol(Q).

This implies A1(€2) < n. Thus, A;(2) = n and 2 is a hemisphere.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and let Qg C M be an extremal
domain. In this section, we will deduce the second variation formula (3.1
for the first eigenvalue functional Q — A\ (£2) at Q.

Let ¢o € C*(€p) be the first eigenfunction of the Laplacian operator
on )y with Dirichlet boundary condition such that @y > 0 on Qg and
leollr2(e) = 1. Since € is extremal, there is a constant ¢ € R such that
Opp /0y = ¢ on 09.

For each smooth domain 2 C M, define

J(Q) = M\ (Q) + 2 vol(Q).

Let Q; = fi(Qo), t € (—¢,¢), be a local deformation of Qy in M given by
a smooth vector field V' € X(M). It is well known that

ivol(szt):/ vdly, Vite(—ee),
0

dt
where vy = (V,14), v, denotes the outward unit normal vector along 0€),
and df,; is the volume element of 0€2; induced by g.
Therefore, by Proposition 2.2] we have

d B AR
(A1) %J(Qt)_—/mvt[@—%) _ | dn, Vie(—ee),

where ¢; € C°°(£2;) denotes the positive first eigenfunction of the Laplacian
operator on {; with Dirichlet boundary condition and such that ¢ z2(q,) =
1.

Since dpg/0vy = ¢, it follows from (Al that Qg is a critical point of J
with respect to all local deformations Q; = f1(Qg) of Q¢ in M, not only the
volume preserving ones. Moreover, we have



16 CAVALCANTE AND NUNES

d (Op > 2
=— v | = | =— dl
t=0 /890 0 [ dt < th =0 0

o < d Oy >
= -2 v9— | ——=—— dly.
/390 0 Oy \ dt Ovy |,_, 0

From now on, we will denote derivatives with respect to ¢t at ¢ = 0 by
using dots.
Note that

d2

@J(Qt)

o\ d
<0_> = iho Vo)

= (Vo, 1) + (Vo, )
_ 99, 9%
(91/0 av '

Let g. = f/(g) be the pullback metric of g on . Let h = ¢ be the
derivative tensor at ¢ = 0. Note that h = Ly g, where £ denotes the Lie
derivative.

Since Vo = (9po/0rg) vp on 9, we get (Vpg, ) = (Opo/0vy) (1o, 7).
Moreover, since (v, 1) =1 for all ¢, it follows directly that

. 1
(v, v) = —ih(yo, ).

Therefore,
d_2J(Q) = — / U%a_(pdg _|_/ U % 2h(V I/)de
A o0 O oo Joa, | \ O 0,07 %50

= —20/ an—(’p CMQ + 62 / Uoh(l/o, V()) CMQ.
00 vy Q0

Now, suppose that Q; = f;(Q), t € (—¢,¢), is a volume preserving local
deformation. Note that, in this case, we have

d2

mo  dE?

< j

dt? M($k)

t=0

Moreover, we also have that f 80, V0 dly = 0.

Let Ug be a (A + A\ (Qp))-extension of vg, that is, ¥y solves the following
problem (see Remark B.3)):

~

Ay + )\1(90)@\0 =0 in Qo,
Vo = vy on 0.
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Using that ¢ = 0 along 02y, the Green formula yields

0¢ A~
/ an—(p dly = / (VoA — ATy) dag
FEIoN Lo Qo

_ /Q To (Ag + A1 (20)¢) dag,
0

where dag is the volume element of €.
Now, differentiating the equation Ay, + A1 ()@ = 0 we get

Ay + A+ Ago + M (Q)@ = 0.
And so, since \; = 0 we have
Ag + A (20)¢ = —Ago.
Combining these identities, we arrive at

2
(A2 o)

= 20/ /?70A(,00 dCL() + 62 / Uoh(l/o, V()) CMQ,
t=0 Qo Qo

where Apg = —(h, V2¢q) — div h(Vg) + $(V(tra, h), Vo) (see [B0]).
Integrating by parts, we have

~ [ 0 en)tndag = [ div(h(Ti0, ) dao + | div (T} dao
Qo Qo Qo
+/ h(V(,DQ,V’l/)\Q) dCL()
Qo
= —/ h(V(po,V())’l/)\Q dgo-l-/ divh(vwo)@\o dayg
aQo QO

+/ h(VgDQ,Vi)\Q) dao.
Qo

Plugging this identity into (A2]) and noting that
h(V o, o) = (Opo/0vy) h(vg, vo) = ch(vg,vg)  on 99,

we get
d2
M) = —20/ h(Vo, vo)vo dlo + 26/ h(Vo, Vo) dag
dt t=0 Qo Qo

+ C/ /170 <V(trgo h), V(p0> dag + 02/ Uoh(l/o, VO) dly
Q() 89O

= —62/ vh(vg, o) dly +2c/ h(V o, V1y) dag
aQo QO

+e / (¥ (tx0, h), Vioo)To dag.
Qo
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Using h = Ly g, we have

/ h(Vpo, Vo) dag = / (Lyvg) (Veoo, Vo) dag
Q() Q()

(Vg Vi Vo) + (Vvg, V, Vo)) dag.

Il
ég\

On the other hand,

diV((V, V170>V900) = <V<V, Vo), Vo) + <V, V) Ago
= (VWOV, V@0> + <V, VV¢0V60> -\ (QQ)<V, V@0><,00
= (Vg V, Vo) + V200 (V, Vo) — A1 (Q20)(V, Vo) o,

and similarly,
div((V, Vo) Vo) = (Vva, V, Vo) + V20(V, Vi) — M (Q0)(V, Vipo) .

Thus, we have that

/ h(V(po, V@o) dao :/ diV(<V, V@0>V(p0) dao — / V21/)\0(V, V(,DQ) dCL()
Qo Qo Qo
+ )\1(90)/

<V, 1/70><,00 dag + / diV((V, V(p0>V60) dag
Qo

Qo

[ V2e0(V, V) dap + M () / (V. Vo) dag
Qo Q0

~ 0o 5’?70>
_ V, Vo) 220 1V, Vg 20 e
[ (VTG e v 5L ) it

~ [ (F¥0(V. Vin) + T20(V, Vi) day
Qo

+ Al(Qo)/

Qo QO

Now, on 08, we have V = VT + vgry and Vg = crg, where VT is the
component of V' tangent to 9€y. Moreover, note that

V200(V, Vo) + Vo (V, Viy) = (V(Vy, Vo), V).

Thus

(V, Vo) o dag + A1 (Qo) / (V, Vo)p dag.
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. Opo dvo 0o Jipo Dy
T —_— —_—— e
<<V ’ V’UQ> 81/0 v 81/0 81/0 v 61/0 81/0 dfo

/ h(V o, Vo) dag :/
Q0 890
— /Q <V<V170, V(,00>, V> dag + )\1(90) / (V, V170>(p0 dag
0

Qo

+ )\1(90) / <V, V(poﬁj\o dCL()
Qo

Yo

:c/ (VT Vo) dey +2c/ w0 2 ag,
9% o0, O

- /Q (V (Vi Vo), V) dag + A1 (Q) /Q (V. Voio)o dag
0 0

+ )\1(90) /{; <V, V(poﬁj\o dCL().
0

Next, let us deal with the last integral in the formula of %Al(Qt)‘ by

applying integration by parts again and using that tro, h = 2div V.
We have:

/ <V tro, h, V(poﬁ)\o dag :/ div((trQO h)@()V(,DQ) dag — / (tI‘QO h) diV(@oV(po) dag
Qo Qo Qo

:/ (tI‘QO h)vo% dly — 2/ divV diV(@oV(po) dag
9% o o8

= C/ (traQO h)’UQ dly + C/ h(l/o, 1/0)1)0 dly
Qo Qo

-2 div V div(vg Vo) day,
Qo

where in the last equality we have used that trq,h = trag, h + h(vo, o).
Now, since V = Ly g, we have that

(diVaQO V)’UQ dly + C/ h(l/o, V())’UQ dly

/ (V tra, h, Vo)vo dag = 20/
QO o 890

Qo

—2 | divV((VDy, Vo) + ToAgy) dag
Qo



20 CAVALCANTE AND NUNES
By using that Apg + A1(Q0)po = 0, we obtain that

/ <V tro, h, vwoﬁ)\o dag = 26/ (diVaQO V)Uo dly + ¢ h(l/o, I/Q)UO dly
Qo Qo Q0

- 2/Q div V' ((Vo, Vo) — A1 (Q0)vowo) dag
0

= 26/ (divaq, V)vo dly + ¢ h(vy, vo)vo dby
Qo Qo

-2 div((V1g, Vo) V) dag + 2/ (V,V(Vuy, Vo)) dag
Qo Q()

+ 2)\1 (QO) / (diV V)’l/)\ocp() dCL().
Qo

As divgg, V' = divaq, VT 4+ Huy on 99, we obtain that

/ (V tro, h, Vo)vo dag = 26/ vp divagq, vT dly + 2c H(U0)2 dly
Qo 00 Qo

+ C/ h(V(), VO)'U() dly — 2/ diV(<V@\0, V(,DQ>V) dayg
Q0 Qo

+ 2/ <V, V<V@\0, V(,00>> dag + 2)\1(90) / diV(’l/)\QQO()V) dayg
Qo QO

20 (%) / (V. Vepo)Bo + (V. Vio)ipo) dag

Qo

_ o / (Voagvo, V) dlo +2¢ [ H(vo)? df
890 690

+ C/ h(V(), VO)'U() dly — 2/ diV(<V@\0, V(,DQ>V) dayg
aﬂo QO

+ 2/ (V, V{Vto, Vo)) dag — 21 (£20) / (V, Vipo)vo dag
Qo QO

- 2)\1(90)/9 <V, V’l/)\0><,00 dao.
0

Thus, substituting into the formula above for %/\1 (Qt)‘ . and canceling
t=

some terms, we have that
d2
— A1 (22
TR

%
= 462 / Uoﬂ dfo + 2C2 H(U0)2 dEO
0 00, o 8%

py / div((Vo, Vo) V) dlo
Qo

o
= 207 — 4+ H(vy)?) dt
c /890 <U05Vo + H (o) > 0

and this finishes the proof.
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