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REMARKS ON THE SPECTRUM OF A NONLOCAL DIRICHLET PROBLEM

RAFAEL D. BENGURIA AND MARCONE C. PEREIRA

ABSTRACT. In this paper we analyse the spectrum of nonlocal Dirichlet problems with non-
singular kernels in bounded open sets. The novelty is the continuity of eigenvalues with respect
to domain perturbation via Lebesgue measure. Also, under additional smooth condition on
the kernel and domain, we prove differentiability of simple eigenvalues computing their first
derivative.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this note, we discuss the spectrum set of a nonlocal equation with non-singular kernels and
Dirichlet conditions in bounded open sets  C RY. We consider the nonlocal eigenvalue problem
(J xu)(z) —u(z) = -Au(z), z€Q,
1.1
(L) u(r) =0, xeRN\Q,

where J * u stands for the usual convolution
(@) = [ I gy
RN

with a kernel J. Through out this article the function J satisfies the hypotheses

J € C(RY,R) is a nonnegative function, spherically symmetric and radially decreasing

(H) .
with J(0) > 0 and J(x)dx = 1.
RN

Our main goal is to study the continuity of the spectrum set with respect to the variation of the
domain Q. Next, assuming J and ) are still C!-regular, we also show differentiability of simple
eigenvalues computing an expression for their first derivative allowing §2 to vary in the set of open
sets which are C'-diffeomorphic.

Notice that analysing the spectral properties of (1.1]) is equivalent to study the spectrum of the
linear operator Bq : Wq +— Wq where Wo = {u € L*(RY) : u(x) =0 in RV \ Q} and

(1.2) Bou(x) = u(z) - /Q (& - yuly)dy, €.

Moreover, one has that the operator Bg, is the sum of the identity on the Hilbert space Wq minus
the compact and self-adjoint operator Jq : L*(Q2) — L?(2) which is given by the convolution

(1.3) Jou(z) = (Jxu)(z), =x€Q.

We will see that there exists a precise relationship between the spectrum of the operators B
and Jq. Indeed, the continuity properties for the eigenvalues of Bg will be obtained by an accurate
analysis of the spectrum of J, via perturbation theory for linear operators developed in [I7]. Here,
we mention our main result in this direction which guarantees the convergence of eigenvalues when
the Lebesgue measure of symmetric difference of involved open sets vanishes.
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Theorem 1.1. Let Q,, C RY be a sequence of bounded open sets with
[Q\ Q| + 2.\ Q] =0, asn— o0
for some bounded open set Q C RN .
Then, if 11(2) s an eigenvalue of Ja, there exists a sequence of eigenvalues u(§,) € o(Ja,,)

such that
w(Q,) = (), asn— oo.

In particular, if \() is an eigenvalue of B, there exists a sequence of eigenvalues () €
o(Bq, ) with
AQ2n) = AMQ),  asn — oco.

Next, we follow the approach introduced in [I4] to perturb Q in order to take derivatives of
simple eigenvalues with respect to the domain. More precisely, if @ C RY is a C'-regular open
bounded set, and h : Q — RY is a C'-diffeomorphism to its image, we define the composition map

h*v(z) = (voh)(z), =x€Q,
for any v set on h(2). h* : L2(h(Q)) = L?(Q2) is an isomorphism with (h*)~! = (h=1)*.

For such imbedding h and bounded region €2, one can introduce the nonlocal Dirichlet operator

By ) on the perturbed open set h(Q2) by

(14) Buar) )=o)~ [ Iy —wpetwidv, e )
with By : Wi) = Whyq)- On the other hand, we can use h* to set h*Bh(Q)h*_l : Wa — Wo
by

(1.5) h*Bh(Q)h*ilu(ZE) = / J(h(z) —w)(uwoh ™) (w)dw, Vz € Q.
h(Q)

It is known that expressions (|1.4)) and (1.5) are the customary manner to describe motion or
deformation of regions. Form (1.4)) is called the Lagrangian description, and (1.5)) the Eulerian
one. The former is written in a fixed coordinate system while the Lagrangian does not. Also,

W B ue) = o)~ [ Iy whvtwide = (Bue) 0

if we take y = h(z) and v(y) = (uo h=')(y) = h* " u(y) for y € h(Q).

In this way, we perturb our eigenvalue problem (I.1]). We take imbeddings h : Q — RY varying
in the set of diffeomorphisms Diff' () studying the eigenvalues of the operators (T.4) and (T.5)
which are the same. We have the following result concerning the derivative of simple eigenvalues.

Theorem 1.2. Let \g be a simple eigenvalue for Bq with corresponding normalized eigenfuction
up and J € CHRN R) satisfying (H). Then, there exists a neighbourhood V of the inclusion
iq € Diff'(Q), and C'-functions (un, \p) from V into L*(Q) x R which satisfy h*Bh(Q)h*_luh(m) =
(), © € Q, with up, € CH(Q). Also, A\, is a simple eigenvalue, (Nig,uiq) = (Mo, uo), and the
domain derivative is given by

@(m) V=-(01- /\0)/ ud V- NodS  for all V € CH(,RY)

where OQ denotes the boundary of Q@ and Ngq its normal vector.

(1.6)

At this point, it is worth noticing that we are improving here results from [12] where the domain
perturbation to the first eigenvalue of was considered and formula was first obtained.
There, the authors have used the variational formulation of the first eigenvalue and the positivity
of the corresponding eigenfunction which holds just in this particular case. Our result is more
general since it holds for any simple eigenvalue also showing smooth persistence.
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Finally, we mention some authors as [Il, [T} [I5] associate J under conditions (H) to a radial
probability density calling equation a nonlocal analogous to the Dirichlet boundary conditions
problem to the Laplacian. Indeed, several continuous models for species and human mobility
have been proposed using such nonlocal approach, in order to look for more realistic dispersion
equations [3} [7, [@]. Recall that hostile surroundings are modeled by the Dirichlet condition as in
(1.1). Besides the applied models with such kernels, the mathematical interest is mainly due to
the fact that, in general, there is no regularizing effect and therefore no general compactness tools
are available.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section [2] we show some preliminary results concerning to
the spectrum of Jq and Bgq also discussing isoperimetric inequalities for Bg. Such inequalities are
an analogue of Rayleigh-Faber-Krahn and Hong-Krahn-Szeg6 inequalities and have been recently
obtained for Jq in [21]. For a recent review on isoperimetric inequalities we refer to [6].

In Section |3, we study the continuity of eigenvalues with respect to 2. We also take into
account recent results concerning the convergence of eigenvalues posed in oscillating and perforated
domains. Finally, in Section [d] we obtain the stability of a simple eigenvalue with respect to the
variation of smooth domains performed by imbeddings, proving Theorem

2. BASIC FACTS AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Let us first discuss the operator Jqo : L%(Q) — L%(f) given by the convolution (1.3]). Notice
Ja is bounded, compact and self-adjoint satisfying

[TellLz@) < QU] Lo @™y

Such a proof is straightforward and can be found for instance in [19,20]. In the sequel, we mention
other properties with respect to its spectral set which are also consequence of classical results from
functional analysis.

Remark 2.1. Since Jq is compact and self-adjoint, one may obtain, for instance from [17, The-
orem 2.10 Chapter V], that the spectrum o(Jq) consists of at most a countable number of real
eigenvalues with finite multiplicities, possible excepting zero. Let us enumerate their eigenvalues
in decreasing order of magnitude

lal = |pa] = ...
If Py, P, ... are the associated eigenprojections of Jq, then P; are orthogonal and self-adjoint
with finite dimensional range. Also, we have the spectral representation
Jo = Z wi Py
i>1

in the sense of convergence in norm with projections forming a complete orthogonal family together
with the orthogonal projection Py on the null space of Jq.

Remark 2.2. From [I7, Theorem 2.10 Chapter V], we have that 0 € o(Jq). Also, if there exists
an infinite sequence of distinct eigenvalues u;, then p; — 0 as i — 400, and then, zero belongs
to the essential spectrum oess(Jq). On the other hand, if the set of eigenvalues is finite, its null
space is not trivial, indeed, it is an infinite dimensional subspace of L*(£2).

Remark 2.3. We note that |u1] is equal to the spectral radius of Jo which coincides with its norm

| = Jim TGN = (| Tl

Moreover, it is known from [19] 21], that the first eigenvalue py is positive, simple, whose corre-
sponding eigenfunction uy can be chosen strictly positive in Q.

Since the eigenvalues p; have finite multiplicity, we can set them in a decreasing order of
magnitude also taking account their multiplicity. Hence, we denote by w1, us, ... the corresponding
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eigenfunctions for each eigenvalue p; setting
Jaui(z) = pi(Q)uq(x).

Now, let us denote the range of Jo by R(Jq). Since Jq is self-adjoint, R(Jq) is orthogonal to
the kernel of Jq, ker(Jq), setting a useful decomposition for L?(Q2). From Remark one gets
L2(2) = R(Jn) @ ker(Ja).

We still have the following result concerning R(Jq).
Lemma 2.1. Assume R(Jq) is finite dimensional.

Then, there exist a set of normalized eigenfunctions {u1, ..., u, } C L*(), associated to nonzero
eigenvalues (1;(Y), such that

(2.7) Jx—y) =Y mQui(z)ui(y), ae Q.
i=1

In particular, J(x) = Y10 wi(Q)u;(z)u;(0) a.e. Q, and J(0)|Q = D07, wi(€2).

Proof. First, we recall that L2(€2) is the direct sum of R(Jq) and ker(Jq). Thus, if R(Jq) is finite
dimensional, by again, there exist {uy,...,u,} C L?(Q) given by orthogonal and normalized
eigenfunctions of Jq, associated to nonzero eigenvalues p;(€2) such that

R(JTa) = [u1, vy Um].

Hence, we can take the orthogonal projections P; as

Pate) = @) ( [ wut)) wio), e

For all u € L?(2), we have

Jou(r) = /Q J(x = y)u(y)dy = im(ﬂ) (/Q ui(y)U(y)dy> ui(z), @€

Consequently,

o | (J(x —y) - Zuim)ui(x)ui(y)) uly)dy, Vu € *(Q) and Vi € 0,
Q i=1
completing the proof. O

Now, let us consider the operator Bg : Wqo — Wgq defined by (1.2). Since Bg is a scalar
combination of the identity and the self-adjoint operator Jq, Bg is also a bounded self-adjoint
operator in L?(12).

Remark 2.4. We notice that:

a) A(Q) € a(Bq) is an eigenvalue, if and only if, there exists u € L*(Q), u # 0, with u(x) =0
in RN \ Q, satisfying equation for this same \(Q).

b) u € L*(Q) is a fived point of Bq, if and only if, u belongs to the null set of Jq.

c) MQ) € o(Bq) is an eigenvalue, if and only if, 1 — A()) is an eigenvalue of the compact
operator Ja. Also, 0 € 0ess(Ta), if and only if, 1 € 0.55(Bq), and zero is an eigenvalue
of Ja, if and only if, 1 € o(Jq).

d) From Remark we know that the first eigenvalue of B, which is given by A\ (Q2) =
1 — u1(2), it is associated to a strictly positive eigenfunction which is also simple with

M) =1 - | Jal < 1.
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) Further, since we are assuming fRN (y)dy = 1, we have

/R L =t = e dnde =l [ [ - putute) dyas,

and then, we get from d) that

(2.8) A(Q) = inf 2 fRN Jon J(@ —y)(uly) — u(r))?dydz
. 1 u#0 in Wa Hu||L2(RN) .

For more details, see [1I, [12].
Let us take uq, the first positive eigenfunction of Bg. It follows from that
@) [(@rd = [ w@ [ @) - n@)d
= =5 | [ 7= - @) e <o

Thus, 0 < A1(Q) < 1 with A{(Q) = 0, if and only if, u; is a positive constant. Now, due to [I}
Proposition 2.2], one can get that J * u(x) — u(r) = 0 in Q with u(z) = 0 in RV \ , if and only
if, u(z) = 0 in RY. Hence, we conclude that

(2.9) 0< M) <1 and 0<||Jal <1
for any bounded open set 2.

Consequently, we obtain from (2.9) that BQ isa perturbation of the identity being an invertible
operator with continuous inverse glven by BQ u=I-TJo) tu=>,",J5u.

Remark 2.5. Others informations and properties concerning the operators Jo and Bq, and their
spectrum set, can be seen for instance in [16] 19, 20] and references therein. Moreover, it is
important to know that all the results discussed to this point remain valid substituting the radial
condition on the function J with the even one, i.e., assuming J(—zx) = J(x).

Finally, let us just mention some isoperimetric inequalities for the first and second eigenvalues
of Bg. Due to the symmetric condition imposed on the kernel .J, an analogue of Rayleigh-Faber-
Krahn and Hong-Krahn-Szeg6 inequalities for J have been shown in [2I]. Hence, since Remark
[2:4] gives a precise relationship between the spectrum of Jo and Bg, we can easily extend the
results from [21] to the Dirichlet problem (L.T)).

Concerning the Rayleigh-Faber-Krahn inequality, we have the following result:

Corollary 2.1. Let Q* denote an open ball with same measure as Q. Then, under conditions (H),
the ball Q* is a minimizer for the first eigenvalue of Bq, i.e.,

AL(€) = A ().

Proof. Tt has been seen at [2I, Theorem 2.1] that the first eigenvalue p1(€2) of Jq achieves its
maximum among open sets of given volume at the ball Q*. That is, p1(Q) < p1(Q*). Hence, we
get the result from expression A1 () =1 — p1(€2) given by Remark O

Next, we consider the minimizer of the second eigenvalue of By, among open sets of given volume.
As we are going to see, the minimizer is no longer one ball, but the union of two identical balls
whose mutual distance is going to infinity. It is an analogue of the Hong-Krahn-Szegé inequality
[13] and it has been proven in [21, Theorem 2.3] for the compact operator Jq. First, we prove the
existence of \2(€2) (and p2(f2)) for any Q C RV,

Proposition 2.1. Under conditions (H), we have dim(R(Jq)) > 2. In particular, there exists
X2 (Q) for any bounded open domain Q C RV,
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Proof. Let us suppose that Jq is a one dimensional linear space. Then, by Lemma taking
z =y in (2.7), we have that J(0) = p1(Q2)(u1(2))? in © where y;(Q) is the first eigenvalue of Jq
with corresponding normalized eigenfunction u; € L?(£2). Hence, we conclude that u; is a strictly
positive constant which is a contradiction, since it satisfies with A1(2) = 1 — 11(2) > 0.
Finally, as A1 (2) is a simple eigenvalue, it follows that there exists at least another larger eigenvalue
of Bq. O

Now, let us optimize the second eigenvalue.

Corollary 2.2. Under hypothesis (H), the minimum of the second eigenvalue of (1.1) among all
bounded open sets with given volume is achieved by the disjoint union of two identical balls with
mutual distance attaching to infinity.

Proof. The result is a direct consequence of the expression A2(Q) = 1 — p2(2) and [2I, Theorem
2.3] where it has been proved that the maximum of p2(£2) is achieved in a disjoint union of identical
balls with mutual distance going to infinity. O

3. CONTINUITY OF EIGENVALUES

In this section we discuss the continuity of the eigenvalues with respect to Q@ C RY. Notice
that this is not a trivial task since any change of {2 causes a change on the operator domain. In
order to overcome this problem, we extend Jq into a L?(D) for a larger bounded set D C RV,

Let us take Q C D. We define Jq, : L?(D) — L?*(D) by
- | Jau(z) zeQ
jﬂ“(m)—{o veD\Q

Notice that Jou(z) = Jou(z) for all z € Q, and then, Jq, is an extension of Jq into L?(D). It is
not difficult to see that Jg is a compact and self-adjoint operator acting on L?(D) with

1Tallz2(py < 1QUIT]| Lo )
Thus, we can argue as in Remark getting from [I7, Theorem 2.10 Chapter V] that o(Jq)

consists of at most a countable number of real eigenvalues with finite multiplicities, possibly
excepting zero. We also enumerate their eigenvalues in decreasing order of magnitude

ia] = [fia] > ...
If Py, Py, ... are the associated eigenprojections, then P; are orthogonal and self-adjoint with finite
dimensional range. Finally, we also get a spectral representation
Jao = Z fiiP;
i>1

in the sense of convergence in norm with projections forming a complete orthogonal family together
with the orthogonal projection Py on the null space of Jq.

In the sequel, we first get conditions, in order to guarantee the continuity of the operators NG
with respect to €2. Next, we notice that the nonzero eigenvalues of Jq and Jq are equal. Here we
study continuity via abstract results concerning perturbations for linear operators dealt in [I7].

Lemma 3.1. Let Qq, Qs be two bounded open sets in RN . Then, there exists C > 0 depending
only on the measure of 1 and Qs such that
|70, = Joullp < Cll Tl @n) 190\ Qaf + 192\ ]2
In particular,
||le - jQQHLz(D) —0
if [0\ Qa| + Q2 \ | = 0 and || J|| L @r) < oo.
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Proof. Notice that

i N Jo, J@ = y)uly)dy — [q, J(z —y)u(y)dy, =€ Qi Ny,
jQ1u($) - jﬂzu(m) = le J(I - y)u(y)dya z e \927
- fﬂz J(x - y)u(y)dya S QQ \Ql

Hence, if z € Q1 N Qy, we get

|To, ul@) — Ta,ul)|

IN

[ poe (mv) V J(x —y)luly)|dy + / J(x — y)lu(y)ldy]
Q1\ Q2 Q2\ U

IN

17 eyl oy (190 @[1/2 + 1025\ 94 [/2]
On the other hand, if z € (1 \ Q2) U (22 \ 1),

[T () = Foyulw)| < 11| eyl 2y (190172 + 1921/2)
Consequently,

/ Fanulz) — Joyu(x)Pde < / Favu(z) — Foyu(z)de
D Q,UQ5

2
< I ulle oy (190 Q22 + 192\ @2[2) 701 1 |
2
HIT I a2y (190172 +192172) (190 \ 0] + 1022\ 1)
< 2T fulZa g (1920 Qaf + 1922\ Qu]) (190 U Qe + [2] + [24])
proving the result. O

Next, let us see that the sets of nonzero eigenvalues of jQ and Jq are equal.

Lemma 3.2. A nonzero value j is an eigenvalue of the operator Ja, if and only if, it is a nonzero
eigenvalue for Jo. Furthermore, we have that their multiplicity is preserved.

Proof. We have that p # 0 is an eigenvalue of Jo, if and only if, there exists u # 0 in L?(D) with
Jou(z) = pu(z), x= €D RN,
Thus, from definition of Jo, we get
Jou(z) = pu(z), =z €Q,

with u(z) = 0 in D\ Q since u # 0. Consequently, p is also an eigenvalue of Jq with corresponding
eigenfunction u. On the other hand, if y # 0 is an eigenvalue of Jg with corresponding nonzero
u € L*(Q), we have that the extension by zero of u into L?(D) is also an eigenfunction of Jq
associated to u, completing the proof. O

Now, let s = {\p,, ..., Ap, } be a collection of finite eigenvalues of a compact and self-adjoint
operator 1" and P,,, ..., Pp, their associated orthogonal eigenprojections. We say that st is a finite
system of eigenvalues with multiplicity m € N, if the range R(P,,) of P,, is finite and satisfies

k
> dim(R(B,,)) = m.
i=1
Notice we can associate to s an orthogonal projection Py, given by Py, =Y. P,,. If in addition,
all eigenvalues of sy are simple, we call sy a finite system of simple eigenvalues.

Our next result shows the persistence of a finite system of eigenvalues for Jo when we perturb
Q. As we shall see, this is a direct consequence of the continuity of the operators with respect to
Q in norm and abstract results from perturbation theory of linear operators shown in [I7].
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Lemma 3.3. Let s; C O’(jQ) be a finite system of eigenvalues with multiplicity m € N and
V C R a neighborhood of s 7 . Then, for all € > 0, there exist 6 > 0 and a neighborhood V. C V

of sz, depending on s 7,V and Ja, such that, if @ € D C RN satisfies

(3.10) 0\ Q[+ 2\ Q| <

then, j@ also has a finite system of eigenvalues 57, with multiplicity m and s, C Ve. Fur-

thermore, the orthogonal projections stn and Py, assoctated to the finite systems s 7, and 57,
Q

satisfy ||Ps ;= Ps;_llz2p) <.

Proof. Since s 7, 1s a finite collection of eigenvalues and V is a given neighborhood, we can construct
a finite collection of disjoint open disks B; in C with radius r; > 0 such that sz, C (UiB))NR CV
and B;Ns 7, = 1;(2) for some eigenvalue fi;(2) of J. For each ¢, let us consider the circle I'; given
by the boundary 0B; of B;. Hence, for each ¢, we can separate o(Jq) in two natural parts o; 1(Jq)
and 0'1‘72(jQ) where am(jg) = o(jg) N B; and 0'1'72(jg) = O'(jQ) N B, and L2(Q) = My,; ® M, »
where M ; is the range of the orthogonal projection associated to fi;(2) € B;, and My ; is the
enumerate union of all ranges given by the others eigenprojections and kernel of Jo.

It follows from Lemma (3.1} [17, Theorem 2.23, page 206] and [I7, Theorem 3.16, page 212]
that, for all € > 0, there exist §; and r; > 0 depending just on Jqo and T; such that, if Q satisfies
-, then o(J5) can be likewise separated by T'; in two parts o; 1(J) and Uzg(jﬁ) with
associated decomposition L2(Q) = M, i@ Ml 5. M i and Ml o are respectively isomorphic with
M, ; and M, 2 and corresponding orthogonal projections e-closed in operator norm. In particular,
dim(M; ;) = dim(M; ;) and dim(My;) = dim(Ms ;) and both o, 1(J) and 7, 9(Jg) are nonempty
if this is true for Jq. Since we are considering a finite collection of eigenvalues, the result follows
taking § = min;{J;} and V. = (U;B;) N V. O

As a direct consequence of Remark [2.4] and Lemmas [3.2] and we obtain the continuity of a
finite system of eigenvalues for the operators Jq and Bg. We have the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Let sz, C o(Ja) be a finite system of eigenvalues with multiplicity m € N and
V C R a neighborhood of s,

Then, for all € > 0, there exist > 0 and a neighborhood V. C V of sy, depending on sz, V
and Jq such that, if Q C D C RN satisfies

(3.11) 1\ Q| +]Q\ Q| <6
then, Jg also has a finite system of eigenvalues sz, with multiplicity m and sz, C Ve.

Furthermore, if sg,, is also a finite system of eigenvalues with multiplicity m € N for the operator
Bq, we have, under the same condition (3.11)), the existence of a finite system of eigenvalues
sBg C Ve with multiplicity m.

We also notice the persistence of a finite system of simple eigenvalues.

Corollary 3.1. Let sz, = {u1(Q), ..., e ()} C o(Ja) be a finite system of simple eigenvalues
with sz, CV for some open set V C R.

Then, for all € > 0, there exist 6 > 0 and a neighborhood V. C V of sy, depending on sz, V
and Jqo such that, if Q € D C RV satisfies (3.11)), the operator Jg also possesses a finite system

of simple eigenvalue sz, = {p1(Q), ooy ()} C V.

Respectively, if sp, = {A1(Q), .., \e(Q)} C V is a finite system of szmple eigenvalues for Bg,
then there exists a finite system of simple eigenvalues s, = {A1(2), ..., \p(2)} C V-.

Proof. Let us apply Lemma [3.3] to each single system {ni()} C sg,. Since p;(€2) is simple, for
each i = 1,2,...,k, there exists 0; > 0 such that {;;(2)} C o(Jg) is also a simple eigenvalue
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whenever () satisfies (3.11)) substituting § with ;. Hence, as s, is a finite collection, the result
follows if we take § = min{dy, ..., 0x} setting sz, in a natural form. O

Now, we are ready to obtain the convergence of single eigenvalues given by a sequence of
bounded open sets.

Lemma 3.4. Let Q, C RY be a sequence of bounded open sets with
[Q\ Q| + 2, \ Q] — 0, asn— o0

for some bounded open set~Q C RN, Then, if () is an eigenvalue for Ja, there ezists a family
of eigenvalues () € 0(Jq,) such that

() = @(2), asn— .

Proof. We just need to fix a small neighborhood for the single eigenvalue fi(2) applying Lemma
33 and Lemma [3.11 O

Next, let us proof Theorem [1.1

Proof of Theorem It follows from Remarks 2.1 and [2.2] that the eigenvalues of Jg, with finite
multiplicity are all nonzero. Hence, the convergence of u(€2,,) follows from Lemma and Lemma
Finally, the convergence of A({),) is guaranteed by the expression A\(Q,) = 1 — urp(Q)
obtained in Remark 2.4 O

Finally, let us consider two families of open sets discussing continuity of eigenvalues for the
integral operators Jq and Bg. First, we look at a family of open sets with rough boundary. Next,
we analyse a periodically perforated domain. Below, we illustrate each family in Figure 1 and
Figure 2 respectively.

Example 3.1 (Open sets with rough boundary). Let us consider the following family of domains

in(2
Q":{(x’y)ERz:xe(ovl)and0<y<1+w}.

The family (2,, can be seen as a perturbation of the unit square = (0,1)? and has been studied
by many authors; see e.g., [2 4, [§] and references therein.

It is not difficult to see that

1/2n .
2n sin(2mnx) dx 2
fo ( ) =— =0 asn— oo.
n ™

Consequently, we may apply Corollary Lemma [3.3] and Corollary to this family of open
sets evaluating the behavior of their eigenvalues.

2\ 2]+ 12\ Q] =

FIGURE 1. A family of open sets with rough boundary.
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Example 3.2 (Perforated domains). Let @ C RY be the following cell
Q = (Oall) X (07l2) X X (OalN)

We perforate Q C RV removing from it a set A€ of periodically distributed holes set as follows:
Take any open set A C @ such that Q \ A is a measurable set with |Q \ A| # 0. Denote by 7.(A)
all translated images of €A of the form e(kl + A) for k € ZV and kl = (kyly, ..., knly). Now define
A = QN7 (A) introducing our perforated domain as

Q= Q\ A%, e>0.

Notice that, if the measure of the set A is nonzero, then |\ Q¢| 4 |Q€\ | does not converge
to zero as € — 0. Thus, Theorem and Lemma [3.3] as well Corollary [3.1} can not be applied to
this family of open sets.

Indeed, it follows from [I8, Lemma 3.1 and Section 4.1] that the first eigenvalue A\ (Q2¢) of the
nonlocal Dirichlet operator Bge converges to a value 51 as e — 0 which satisfies 8; € (0, 1), and

B -2

(312) 26t @) = Bas™ (@) - L), e n,
for a strictly positive function ¢* € L?(Q), with ¢*(x) = 0 in RY \ 2, and a positive constant X
Ll

Q|

which is gotten by the limit of the characteristic function of the open sets Q¢ as € — 0.

‘We have:

Corollary 3.2. (3, is the first eigenvalue of Bq, if and only if, |A| = 0, that is, when § is weakly
perforated.

Proof. If By is the first eigenvalue of B and satisfies (3.12), taking, ¢* as a test function in
equation (3.12), we get that

1-X— 1
_%llqﬁ*ll%z(m =3 /RN /RN J(x =) (9" (y) — ¢*(x))*dydz > Bi[|¢*]|72 ()

and then, $1(1 — X) > (1 — X). Since f; € (0,1), we obtain X = 1, which implies |A| = 0.

Reciprocally, if |A] = 0, then |2\ Q¢ + |2\ Q| = 0 for all ¢ > 0, and then, we can apply
Theorem [I.1] obtaining A1 (Q2€) — A1(Q2) = 1 as € — 0, completing the proof. O

FIGURE 2. A periodic perforated domain Q¢ = (0,1)2\ A°.
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4. DOMAIN DERIVATIVE OF SIMPLE EIGENVALUES

In this section, we perturb simple eigenvalues of operators Jo and By getting derivatives with
respect to the domain . We use the approach introduced in [14] perturbing a fixed domain Q by
diffeomorphisms. As a consequence, we extend the expression obtained to the domain derivative
for the first eigenvalue in [I2] for any simple one in the spectral set of J and Bg.

Let Q ¢ RY be an open bounded set C'-regular. If h : Q — R” is a C! imbedding, that is, a
diffeomorphism to its image, we set the composition map h* (sometimes called pull-back) by

ho(z) = (voh)(z), =€,

when v is any given function defined on h(Q2). It is not difficult to see h* : L2(h(Q)) — L?() is
an isomorphism with inverse (h*)~! = (h=1)*.

For such imbedding h and a bounded region {2, one has

(4.13) m@w@:/ J(y — wyo(w)dw, Yy h(),

h(R)
setting Jh(q) : L2(h(Q)) — L*(h(€2)). On the other hand, we can use the pull-back operator h*
to consider h*Jj,@)h* "+ L3(Q) — L2(Q) given by

(4.14) B Ty () = /h o @) e h ), Ve <

As we have already mentioned, expressions and are the customary way to describe
motion or deformation of regions. is called the Lagrangian description, and the
FEulerian one. The former is written in a fixed coordinate while the Lagrangian does not. It is
easy to see

(4.15) h*jh(g)h*_lu(a:) = /h(m J(y — w)v(w)dw = (Tnho)v) (y)

if we take y = h(z) and v(y) = (wo h=")(y) = h*tu(y) for y € h(1).

Notice h/*jh(g)h*il is a compact operator since h* and h*~1 are isomorphisms and Jjq) is
compact. On the other side, if we maintain the Lebesgue measure, it is not a self-adjoint operator.

In fact, if we change the L?(Q2) measure using the determinant of the Jacobian matrix Dh of
h, we do obtain a self-adjoint operator. As J is even, by a change of variables, we have

[ @t e ulw)ldet(Dhalde = [ (pon o) [ Iy w)weh ) w)dudy
Q h()

/(/ MW)MWM?MW»MMMMMMz
o \Jn@

_ /Qh*jh(mh*_lgp(z) u(z) |det(Dh(2))|dz.

Consequently, if we change the measure of L?(Q2) taking

L2(Q) = {u Q=R / u?(x)|det(Dh(z))|dz < oo}
Q
we have that h*jh(g)h*_l : L2(Q) — L2(Q) is a compact self-adjoint operator in L2(Q). As h

is an imbedding, there exists ¢ > 0 such that |det(DR)| > ¢ > 0 in Q, and then, L2(Q) is well
defined. Thus, we can conclude that o (h*jh(g)h*_l) C R for any imbedding h : Q — R.

We have the following result:

Proposition 4.1. Let h: Q — R be an imbedding. Then, u € R is an eigenvalue of h*jh(g)h*fl,
if and only if, is an eigenvalue for Jp(q)-
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Proof. Indeed, it follows from that
h*jh(g)h*_lu(.T) = uu(z), z€Q,
if and only if,
In@v(y) = po(y), y € h(Q),

for v(y) = (uwo h=')(y) with y € h(Q). Also, since h* ' : L?(Q) ~— L?*(h(Q)) is an isomorphism,
u # 0, if and only if, v # 0. O

Now, let us study differentiability properties of simple eigenvalues p,(q) of Jyq) with respect

to h. For this, we denote by Diff'(Q) c C'(€2,RN) the set of C'-functions h : Q + R which are
imbeddings considering the map

F:Diff'(Q) x R x L2(Q) — L*Q) xR
(o = (T =) u. [ ldesDna)las)

It is not difficult to see that Diff'(Q) is an open set of C!'(€2, RY) which denotes the space of
C!-functions from Q into RY whose derivatives extend continuously to the closure € with the
usual supremum norm. Hence, F' can be seen as a map defined between Banach spaces.

Notice, if po € R is an eigenvalue for Jo for some ug € L*(Q) with [, u§(z)dz = 1, then
F(iq, po,uo) = (0,1) where iq € Diff'(Q) denotes the inclusion map of Q into RY. On the other
side, whenever F(h, p,u) = (0,1), we have from Proposition that

Tnyoly) = poly), y € h(Q), with /h o Wi =1

where v(y) = (uo h™1)(y) for y € h(Q). In this way, we can use the map F to deal with
eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of J,(q) and h*Jh(Q)h*_l perturbing the eigenvalue problem to
the fixed domain €2 by diffeomorphisms h.

Lemma 4.1. Let pg be a simple eigenvalue for Jo with corresponding normalized eigenfuction ug
and J € CY(RN | R) satisfying (H). Then, there exists a neighbourhood V of inclusion iq € Diff* (),
and C-functions uy, and pp from V into L?(2) and R respectively satisfying

W Tnyh™ " un (@) = pru(z), z€Q,
with up, € CY(Q) for allh € V.
Moreover, pp, is a simple eigenvalue with (u;,, ui,) = (o, o) and domain derivative

%(ig)-vzuo/ ul V- NodS YV € CHQ,RY).
oQ

Proof. Under the additional condition J € C'(RY,R), we get from [10] that the map F is a C!-
function between Banach spaces (see also [14, Chapter 2]). In fact, F is linear with respect to the
variables u € R and u € L?(£2). Also, it is of class C! with respect to h, since expressions

B Ty () /h o) e B (w)dw

/QJ(h(ac) — h(z))u(z)|det(Dh(2))|dz, =z € Q,

and [, u?(z)|det(Dh(z))|dz are set by compositions among smooth functions J, det and h which
define C'-maps in the variable h € Diff' ().



THE SPECTRUM SET OF A NONLOCAL DIRICHLET PROBLEM 13

Next, since pg is a simple eigenvalue with F(iq, po,ug) = (0,1), we are in condition to apply
Implicit Function Theorem to F at (iq, po, ug) € Diff*(Q) x R x L2(Q). First, we see

m(ig,uo,uo) Rx L*(Q) = L*(Q) xR

Q

is an isomorphism. In fact, since g is a simple eigenvalue, its eigenfunction ug is orthogonal to
the image of the operator (Jo — po) satisfying

L*(Q) = R(Ja — po) ® [uo]-
Thus, for any f € L*(Q2), there exists a unique w € R(Jh(q) — po) such that
(Jo —po)w = f — frug ~ with  fi= /quo
since for such i, f — fiug is orthogonal to ug in L?(£2) belonging to R(Jq — po). Consequently, for

all (f,a) € L?(Q) x R, we can take unique % = w + Sug and 1 = fQ fug such that

a(ii)ug,uo,uoxn,u) ~ (f.a).

Therefore, by the Implicit Function Theorem, there exist C*-functions h + (up,us) such that
F(h,/lh,’l,th) = (07 1)

whenever ||h — igl|c1(qrv) is sufficiently small. Thus, we have a family of simple eigenvalues sy,
and corresponding eigenfunctions vy, = (up o h™!) for Jn() defined by any h in a neighborhood
of iq € Diff*(€2) which is still differentiable with respect to h.

Finally, let us compute the derivative of up at h = iq. For this, it is enough to consider a curve
of imbeddings h(t,z) = z + tV(x) for a fixed V € C(Q,RY) taking the Gateaux derivative at
t=0.

Notice that

h(t)* Tneoyh()* ™ uney (2) = g uney, € Q,
and then,

0 _ Op; Ou; .
(4.16) (h(t)*jh(m)h(t)* 1uh(t)(x))‘ = g, ot e Q.

ot t=0 Ot ot

Thus, in order to complete our proof, we need to compute the derivative of the left-side of (4.16)).
We proceed as in [I4] using the anti-convective derivative Dy in the reference region {2

0 o . oh~"oh

By [14, Lemma 2.1], we have
* *— * a *— .
Dy (h(t) Tn(t,)h(t) luh(t)) =h(t)" 5, (jh(t,Q)h(t) luh(t)) in €2
Now, set v(t,y) = h(t)*_luh(t) (y) = uh(t)(h_l(ta y))a Y€ h(ta Q) Then, from " we get

% (jh(tﬂ)h(t)*_luh(t)) ‘t:O % (Tnceav) ’t:O

0
= 5 </h(t’m J(y — w)v(hw)dw)

for y € h(t,Q).

t=0
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Due to [I4, Theorem 1.11], we can compute domain derivatives for integrals obtaining
9] 1 0
i (Feoh® mo) | =5 |
5 (Jh(t,fz) ()" “une o = Bt (Tn.0)v)

= / J(x — w)(Dyu)(0,w) dw + J(x — 2)up(z) (V- No)(2)dS(z)
Q a0

t=0

where Nq is the unitary normal vector to ).

Notice that the last integral on 92 is well defined. Since .J is C!, the eigenfunctions u; and
their derivatives can be continuously extended to the border Q. Thus, uj, € C1(Q2), and we can
take the trace of uj on 0.

Consequently, from (4.16)), we get

aMZQ 8um o g x—1
5 ug + o o ot (Jh(t,ﬂ)h(t) “h(t)) ‘

= VI (o) + JaDeut |36 2u@) (V- Na)(:)as() in
xr o

Hence, multiplying by uy and integrating on €2, we obtain

0 i auisz auisz
%‘F/Q,UI(]UO ot dI:\/Q,LL()uO <VVUO+8tVVUO> dx

t=0

-/ ( [ 7= 2unta) dm) wo(2) (V- No)(2) dS(2)

which implies

852“ —Ho /m u3(2) (V - No)(2) dS(2)

completing the proof. O

Finally, as a direct consequence of Lemma and items a) and ¢) from Remark we get
Theorem concerning the Dirichlet problem ([1.1)).

Remark 4.1. From C’orollary we know A1 (Q*) is simple, and a critical point to the map
h € Diff (Q) — (Al(h(Q*)), ()] = |Q*|).
Hence, from Theorem[1.2

0 :/ u? V- No-dS  for all V € CH(Q*,RY) such that / V- Ng- =0.
a0~ a0~
Therefore, the first eigenfunction uy associated to A1 (2*) satisfies the boundary condition ui (z) = ¢
on 0 for some constant ¢ > 0.
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