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HOMOGENIZATION OF STEKLOV EIGENVALUES WITH
RAPIDLY OSCILLATING WEIGHTS

ARIEL M. SALORT

ABSTRACT. In this article we study the homogenization rates of eigenvalues
of a Steklov problem with rapidly oscillating periodic weight functions. The
results are obtained via a careful study of oscillating functions on the boundary
and a precise estimate of the L> bound of eigenfunctions. As an application
we provide some estimates on the first nontrivial curve of the Dancer-Fucik
spectrum.

1. INTRODUCTION

Homogenization of elliptic operators with rapidly oscillating coefficients has been
and continues to be a very active research area due to the wide applications. We
refer to [2, 5, 13, 15, 16, 19, 20, 25] for an introduction and a comprehensive develop
of this theory.

In particular, homogenization of eigenvalue problems involving rapidly oscillat-
ing quasilinear operators and/or rapidly oscillating weight functions is a field which
has received great attention in the last decades. Denoting by Ai . the k—th (vari-
ational) eigenvalue corresponding to a rapidly oscillating equation, and Ay the
k—th (variational) eigenvalue of the corresponding limit problem as ¢ — 0, k € N,
the labor of obtaining estimates of the difference |A\ge — Ak, 0| in terms of k& and e
was addressed by several authors: the order of convergence of eigenvalues in the
Dirichlet/Neumann case was treated by Kesavan [15, 16], Osborn [21], Oleinik et
al [20], Vogelius et al [19, 25], Castro and Zuazua [5], Kenig, Lin and Shen [14],
Fernandez Bonder et al [8, 9, 10, 11], among others. See also [23, 24].

Nevertheless, to the best of our knowledge, no investigation were performed
on convergence rates of eigenvalues involving quasilinear problems with Steklov
boundary condition and rapidly oscillating weight functions. Inspired on [1, 6],
that is the main scope of this manuscript.

Given Q C R™, n > 3 and an open convex bounded domain with Lipschitz
boundary we consider the Steklov eigenvalue problem for the p—Laplacian

—Apu+ |ulP2u =0 in €,
w2

|Vu|p_2% = MpluP~2u  on 99,
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where % is the outer normal derivative, A, := div(|Vul|P~2Vu), p > 1, and
p: 002 — R is a function such that, for some fixed constants py fulfills
(1.1) 0<p- <px) < pg < o0, x € 0L

Given a sequence of functions {pc}eso satisfying (1.1), we want to study the
convergence of eigenvalues of (P, ) as ¢ — 0 to the limit problem (P,,), where
these two problems are defined, respectively as

(1.2)

—Apue + |ue|P2u. =0 in Q, —Apug + |ug|P2ug =0 in Q,
VP29 = Ap.fucP~2u. on 09, | [VuoP~258 = ApoluglP~2ug  on 99.

Under the aforementioned assumptions of {p. }c~0 it is well-known that sequences
of eigenpairs {(ue, Ae) }exo solving (P, ) converge as € — 0 to eigenpairs (ug, Ag) to
(P,,), where pg is the weak™® limit in L>°(992) of p.. See for instance [1, 6].

The main goal of this paper is to study the behavior of the (variational) eigen-
values to (P, ) as € — 0. When no periodicity assumptions on the family {p:}e>0
are made, in Theorem 5.1 we prove that

lim )\k,a = )\k,O
k—0

where A, . and Ay denote the k—th (k € N) variational eigenvalue of problems
(1.2), respectively.

In the case of periodic homogenization, i.e., p.(x) = p(£) where p is a Q—periodic
function (being @ the unit cube in R™): p(x+ h) = p(z) for all x € 00 and h € Z",
it is well-known that p. — po weakly™* in L>(9Q) with py = Jpn p(z) dz, being T"
the unit torus of R™. In this case we obtain explicit estimates of the convergence
rate for the first two eigenvalues. Namely, in Theorem 5.1 it is proved that

|)\k,5 - )\k,0| < CEPT?I_T, k=1,2

for any 7 > 0, where C' is a computable positive constant depending only on n, p,
7, p+ and €.

In the linear case, that is, when p = 2, we are able to compute the rate of the
convergence of the full sequence of variational eigenvalues. Namely, in Theorem 5.2
we prove that for all eigenvalues the following estimate holds

2 1 n
Aee — Aol < Ce? ThkmTk?tsw, keN

for any 7 > 0, where C' is a computable positive constant depending only on 7, €,
n and py. As stated in Conjecture 5.3, we dare to guess that this bound should be

improved to be at least Ca%k%, and we let it as an open question.

It is worth mentioning that this type of problems are closely related with study
of continuity and strong continuity of eigenvalues. See for instance [18, 27, 28] and
references therein.

The Steklov boundary condition involved in our results brings on several techni-
cal problems with respect with the Dirichlet/Neumann case since rapidly oscillating
integrals on the boundary of the domain naturally appear. Dealing with these inte-
grals will be the main difficulty to face. This task is overcame by means of the use of
a duality approach via an auxiliary Neumann problem (Theorem 3.1); however, as
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it will be seen, our technique requires precise estimates on eigenfunctions, therefore,
with that end in Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.2 we compute explicit estimates on
the L norm of eigenfunctions to the Steklov problem (P,) via the Moser iteration
argument introduced in [4].

As an application of Theorem 5.1 we study the convergence of the first non-trivial
curve of the Dancer-Fucik spectrum with Steklov boundary condition. Given two
sequences of function {a.}.~o and {b.}.so satisfying (1.1) such that a. X a,
be = by weakly* in L>®°(99Q) as ¢ — 0, we consider the asymmetric eigenvalue
problem given by

(1.3)

—Apue + |uc|P2u. =0 in Q,
Ve [P~2 8 = aac(x)(ud )P~ — Bb(2)(uz )P~ on 99,

The first non-trivial curve C,_ . of (1.3) is given by the set of (o, ) € RT x R
such that the corresponding eigenfunctions change their sign. For each s € RT
let (ae(s),B:(s)) be the intersection between C,_;. and line of slope s starting
at the origin of R2. Then, we parameterize the first nontrivial curve of (1.3) as
{ae(s),B:(s)): s > 0} and denote it as C,_p.(s). For a fixed ¢ > 0, existence
and properties on that curve were studied for instance in [3]. Similarly, denote by
Cag.bo (s) the first non-trivial curve corresponding to the limit problem

1.4 —APUQ + |’U,0|p_2’u,0 =0 in Q,
4) Vo |[P~2 % = $)PL — Bob o )Pt 0
[Vuo[P~2 52 = aoao(z)(ug ) Bobo(z)(uq ) on

obtained as ¢ — 0 in (1.3).

In Theorem 6.1 we prove that Co_p, — Caq,p, @8 € — 0 in the sense that a.(s) —
ap(s) and B.(s) = Bo(s) as ¢ — 0 for each fixed s > 0. In the case of periodic
homogenization, i.e., when as(r) = a(%) and b.(x) = b(Z) with a, b two Q—periodic
functions, being @ the unit cube in R™, we further obtain that

laec(s) — ap(s)| < CeF T max{1,s '}, [B=(5) = Bo(s)] < CeT T max{1, s}.
for each 7 > 0, where C' is a positive constant depending of n, p, p1, Q and 7.

Finally, we mention that the results stated in Theorems 5.1 and 6.1 still true
when changing the p—Laplacian operator with a general quasilinear operator of the
form div(]A(z)Vu - Vu|przA(x)Vu), being A a uniformly elliptic and symmetric
matrix.

The article is organized as follows: in Section 2 we introduce the notation on
Sobolev spaces and functions of bounded variation used throughout the paper, as
well as some remarks on the Steklov eigenvalue problem; in Section 3 we deal with
the study of rapidly oscillating integrals on the boundary; Section 4 is devoted to
obtain precise L bounds of Steklov eigenfunction; in Section 5 we provide for the
proof of our main results; finally in Section 6 we introduce some applications to
asymmetric eigenvalue problems.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce some definitions and notation used in this paper.
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2.1. Oscillating functions. Given a sequence of functions {p.(z)}>0 satisfying
condition (1.1) we denote by po(z) its weak™ limit in L>°(0Q2) as € — 0. When we
say that {p:(z)}e>0 is a Q—periodic sequence, being @ the unit cube in R", we
mean that p.(x) := p(Z) with p(z + h) = p(x) for all x € 9Q and h € Z"; in this
case we have that pg € R and it is given by py = fw p(x) dx, being T™ the unit
torus of R™.

2.2. Sobolev spaces. If A C R™ is an open set and 1 < p < oo, we denote by
LP(A) the usual space of p—summable functions on A with norm ||-||,r(). WH?(Q)
stand for the Sobolev space of functions in LP(A) whose gradient in the sense of
distributions belongs to L?(A4,R"™), endowed with the norm

Iy = Velny + IV eliy = [ VP + P o

We recall that if Q2 C R™ is an open bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary,
there exists a continuous linear operator T': W?(€2) — LP(9Q) such that Tu =
ulaq if € WHP(Q) N C(Q) and

1 Tul| ro0) < O, () [Jullwrp (), for each u € Wl’p(Q).

Given A C R™ we denote with |A| its n—dimensional Lebesgue measure, and
with |99 its (n — 1)—dimensional Hausdorff measure, which is referred as H" 1.

2.3. Functions of bounded variation. If A C R™ is open, we say that u €
BV(A) if u € L'(A) and its derivative in the sense of distributions is a finite
Radon measure on A, i.e., Du € My(A;R™). The space of functions of bounded
variation on A is denoted BV (A), and it is a Banach space endowed with the norm

lull Bvay = llullLrcay + [[Dull pm, (a7 -
The quantity [Du|(A) := || Dul| pq,(a;rn) is the total variation of u.
Notice that W'(A) ¢ BV(A). Moreover, if u € WH'(A), then ||lul|gya) =
ullwraay-
We recall the Sobolev embedding in this setting: the space BV (R™) is continu-
ously embedded in LP(R") for every 1 <p < -2+

If Q@ C R™ is an open bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary, there exists a
continuous linear operator T': BV (2) — L*(99) such that, denoting T'(u) on 95
still by u, the following integration by parts holds true for every ¢ € C}(R™)

u&p dx :/ wpv; dH™ 1 —/ wdD;u,
o Oz o0 Q
where v; denotes the i—th component of the outer normal v. We denote C(2)
the norm of T. Thanks to the last expression above, T is a lifting to BV ()
of the trace operator on W11(Q), with the same norm. Moreover, the following

result is a consequence of the last expression: if u € W1(Q), then we have that
ulg € BV (R™) with

luloll sy = / IVl + [u] da + / ful d#
Q o0

where 1g(z) =1 if x € Q and 1g(x) = 0 otherwise.
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2.4. The Steklov eigenvalue problem. Given an open bounded domain Q2 C R"
with Lipschitz boundary and p satisfying (1.1) we consider the following Steklov
eigenvalue problem

2.1) —Apu+ |ulP~2u=0 in Q,
' [Vu|P~22% = Xplu[P~2u  on 9,

where % is the outer normal derivative.

We say that A > 0 is an eigenvalue of (2.1) with eigenfunction u € WHP(Q)\ {0}
if the following relation holds
(2.2)

|VuP~2Vu-V da:—|—/ |u|P2up dr = /\/ pluP2updH"™ Y € WHP(Q).
Q Q X9)

Since 2 has Lipschitz boundary, it is well-know that (2.1) admits a sequence of
variational eigenvalues {\r(p)}ren such that 0 < Ay < Ag < -+ 7 400 and they
can be characterized by means of the following minimax formula

. Jo IV|P + [v]P dx
2.3 Ak(p) = inf =
(23) k(p) cec, ilelg Joq plolP dH? 1

where C, = {C C W1P(Q): C compact, C = —C,~(C) > k}, where v(C) is the
Krasnoselskii genus of C'.

In particular, the first and second eigenvalue admit the following characterization
(see for instance [12])

fQ [VolP + |v|P dx
uewr () [oq, plv[P dHn1

) fQ [VulP + |v|P dx
min
u€AQ)  [oq plVIP dH1

where A = {u € W'P(Q): |0QF| > ¢}, being 90T = 9Q N {u > 0}, 90~ =
N {u <0} and ¢ = py A\ Oy, ()P,

When p = 1 we write \; instead of Ag(1).

Observe that in light of (1.1), i)‘k < X(p) < p%)‘k for every k € N. By using
the isoperimetric inequality,

(2.4) Mi(p) = A2(p) =

l n—
nwy Q] < 109
being w,, the volume of the unit ball in R™, and testing with the the function 1 in
the previous characterization we get
1Y

. < = < B T

When p = 2 it will be useful the following characterization of eigenvalues
i fQ |Vo|? + |[v]? dz
D [oq plof> dH 1

(2.6) Me(p)

where
Dy = {v e WH3(Q): / widH" 1 =0,j=1,....k—1}
a0
where v; is the corresponding j—th eigenfunction of \;(p).
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Finally, we recall that the eigenvalues (2.6) behave as follows:

(2.7) o (%>_ < Mlp) < (%>_

where 0 < ¢1 < ¢o < 00 are two constants independent of k£ and 2. See for instance
[22].

3. OSCILLATORY INTEGRALS ON THE BOUNDARY

In this section we analyze the behavior of oscillating integrals on the boundary.

Theorem 3.1. Let Q C R"™ be an open bounded convex set with Lipschitz boundary,
n>3. Letu € WHP(Q)NL>®(Q), € € (0,1) and p a Q—periodic function satisfying
(1.1) such that p. = po weakly* in L>°(0Q) as e — 0. Then, for every T > 0 it
holds that

(3.1)

/ (po — po)lul? dH"
o0

where C; > 1 is constant depending of n, p, T and p+ and Cy; > 1 is a constant
depending of ).

p=1_ . _
< CiC" Tl oy + Il o) IVl rge )

Proof. Given u € WhP(Q) and € € (0,1) we can write

| o =popur =t = [ s+ [ (o po =M e
= (1) + (i7),
where

1
M, := — po — pe(x)) dH" L.
00 oo~ 7

Since ) is convex and has Lipschitz boundary, by applying the principle of
stationary phase (see [26, Chapter VIII, Theorem 1]), the following classical result
in oscillatory integral theory holds:

IM.| < cre™T

where the constant ¢; depends of p+ and €2. Then
(1) < 015%/ JulP dH" T
a0

In order to bound (i) we use a duality approach via the following auxiliary
Neumann problem: let v. € W12(Q) be the weak solution of

—Av. =0 in Q,
v-Vv. =b. on 09,

being v the unit outward normal, where we have denoted b.(z) := py — p-(z) — M..
The function v, satisfies that

/ va-Vgodx:/ v-Vu.pdH" 1 =0 Yo e C™(Q)
Q o9
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which, taking into account the boundary condition turns in

(3.2) Ve - Vodr = / (po — pe(w) — M)pdH™ ! Vo € C(R).
Q X9)

The behavior as ¢ — 0 of the solution v. to the previous problem was studied
recently in [1]. Indeed, since

/ be dH" = / (po — p=(x) — M) dH" ™ =0,
o0 o0

in [1, Theorem 5.3] it is proved that for each 7 > 0 and 1 < ¢ < oo the following
gradient estimate holds

—
(3.3) Vvl pao) < erea 7.

Therefore, testing (3.2) with ¢ = %’ u € WHP(Q) N L>°(Q), and using Holder’s
inequality we get

(i) <

/ uP" Vo, - Vudz
Q

< HU’H;Z;I(Q)HVUE||LP’(Q)”quLP(Q)
R _
S C-,—Ep’ Hu”izool(g)HVU”LP(Q).
Gathering the bounds for (i) and (i) we get

/ (po — po)lul? ™!
o0

n—1 1 -1
< g2 HUH;Zp(aQ)"'CTEpI 7-”u”ioo(g)”quLP(Q)-

Observe that ||u||’£p(am in bounded in light of the Trace Theorem since (2 has
Lipschitz boundary.

Since € € (0,1), p > 1 and n > 3, from the last inequality we get that

\ [ oo =piup ane
o0

and (3.1) follows. O

1. _
< (1 e) (14 er)em T (ullp o + il IVl rce)-

4. BOUNDS OF EIGENFUNCTIONS IN TERMS OF EIGENVALUES

The aim of this section is to obtain precise bounds of the L° norm of eigenfunc-
tions of (2.1) in terms of the corresponding eigenvalue.

Theorem 4.1. Let Q C R"™ be an open bounded set with Lipschitz boundary. For
every eigenfunction u € WP(), p > 1 of the Steklov problem (2.1) with associated
eigenvalue \ we have that w € L () with

lull Lo () < CK (N, Q) Jullwrr )

where C' is a positive constant depending of n, p and p+, and

1
P

n—1
1

K(\Q) = max{l,C'Tr(Q)pnl, (%) } ()\% + |Q|n%n)p—

being A1 the first eigenvalue of (2.1).
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Proof. We split the proof in several steps for the reader’s convenience. Along this
proof C' will denote a positive constant depending only on n, p and p4, and it may
change from line to line.

Let u € WHP(Q) be an eigenfunction of (2.1) corresponding to the eigenvalue .
Step 1: We claim that if |u|* € WH(Q) with a > p, then

(4.1) lu|*X € WH1(Q)
with
« 1 ax 1 o
(42) (i) < Ce(@) (<1+Ap>ﬁ + |sz|w> el s

and

np—1 p—1

= +1>1.
np—p np—p

(4.3) X =

Let us prove (4.1). For every M > 0 let upr := (u A M)V (=M) and ¢y =
|UM|a_p’U,M.

Since ppr = F(upr) with upr € WHP(Q) N L®°(Q) and F(s) := |s|*Ps € C1, we
get that ¢y, € WHP(Q) with

Vou = (a—p)|un | PVuy.

Testing (2.2) with ¢ = ¢y, since |ul® € WHH(Q) and WHH(Q) € BV(Q) we get

(a—l)/ |Vu|P~2Vulup|* PV dac:)\/ plulP™2uluns | Pups dH
Q o9

- / [u|P~2u|upr|* Pugy da
Q

< )\p+/ |u|* dH™ +/ |u| da:
o0 Q
< (L + Ao+ Cre) ([ [u|*[[wrrr @

where we have used the Trace Theorem on BV ().

Letting M — oo and using the Monotone Convergence Theorem we get

(o — 1)/ [VulPlu|*"Pdr = (o — 1)/ [Vu|Plup| 7P dz
Q {—-M<u<M}

< (14 A4 Om)[l[ul* w9

(4.4)
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To see (4.1) let us prove first that |up|*X € WH(Q). By using Holder’s inequal-
ity, (4.4) and the explicit form of y we obtain

/|V(|UM|QX)|dI:0‘X/|“M|QX_I|VUM|d$
Q

< ax/ |u| X% “HVul dx

o (f |u|w><%)p (=) [ erivap i)’
(a—1)»

1
I

1 % % ax _an_
<A+ AP plCL)——— (/ |U|"1) [l HWl ()"
(—1)» Q

Observe that the fact that |u|* € W(Q) together with the Lipschitz regularity
of Q yields |u|0‘19 € BV(R™); hence by Sobolev’s Embedding Theorem it follows
that |u|*1q € L7 (R™) with

n—1
(45) ( ; |u|%) < Cn|||u|alg||Bv(Rn),

where (), is a constant depending on n. Since

el v @n) = / [ul* + V(|u[*) dz + /a ful* dH" " < (1 + ) [l 0,
Q Q
from the last three relations we finally obtain that

11 1 le%
[ 9t < (1 xbphoh) X
Q (—1)»

n 1
X (On(l + OTY)H|u|a||W1’1(Q)) (n=1)p |||u|a||{l/)[/1,1(ﬂ)

1 ax o
<C(+ AP)C(Q)(j”h” H%fvl,l(g)

p—1

where ¢(Q) = (1 4+ CTr)%Jr%ﬁ.

Now, since ¢ = 725 = o7 by using (4.5)

1
luar| X de < </ |u|aqu:17> |Q|%
Q Q
1
_an_ a 1 . 1
< ([ = ) 00 < Cllul* o217

From the last two expressions it follows that

«

% 1
T + IQI"P> el 1.1

(a—

Had ™ ey < €L+ ) ((1 b

Letting M — oo and using the Dominated Convergence Theorem we get (4.1) and

1 (0%
[l lwr1(e) < Ce() ((1 + )\10)7)(1)l

(a—

1
+ IQI"P> el 1511 )
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l,n p—1

with ¢(Q) = 14+ Cf, * ", which gives (4.2).

r

Step 2. Let us prove that u € L () with

2 1 1.2 <
(4.6) [ull L) < Ce()7 (14 AP +|Q[77)? H“p”ﬁ/l,l(g)'
Let a := px™ with m € N, since x > 1 we have that
m+1
bXx 2=l el

— Sp Y% P +1,

(px™ —1)7
then, using that x > 1 we can write (4.2) as

(4.7)
m—+1
m+1 1 D
X" 1 ) < Ce(€) (<1+Ap>7" ;
(px™ —1)»

1, p=1 ,p—1 1 m
< Ce(@) (14X T X7 1907 ) [0l [

1 m
" mw) P 10

1 1 p—1 m
< Ce()(1+ A% + Q77 )™ T 1| |ulPX [,
The previous relations gives

1
([P

) S [Co@P (1A QT

m41 Xfmfl
v 0

p—1 —m—1 m —m
x (x™7 +1)X [|Ju|PX wal,l(g)'

Tterating (4.7) in the right-hand side of the above inequality we get

1

m+1 —m— 1 1
(48) X" Ry gy < [Ce@)™ (14 A + (975 )7 X [uP|| w11 0

where

m—+1 m
Ym = Z X7, B = Z (jz% + 1) y I
j=1

j=1
Hence, the trace theorem in BV and (4.8) yield
X (m+D)
m+41 —m—1 1 1
([ =) s on ™ ee@Pn @k + e oo
Finally, sending m — oo and observing that
-1 -1
o X x  _rpn-1)
7'_77153100%”_ 1—xt 1—-x1 p-1 =0
2p—1) — —1)? )p—1
5ie lim g, = X2 )Qp:p(n Chtlp-1 _

we obtain (remember that x > 1)
1 1
[?[| o a0y < [Ce(]T(1+ A7 +1Q177) 3 [u [wa (@),
from which
bl 1 N L
(4.9) Jull s omy < Ce(Q)F (14 AF + 90%)3 |11 -

Finally, (4.6) follows from the last inequality and the maximum principle.
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Step 3. Testing in (2.2) with u we get [, [VulP + [u|P dz = X [, plu[PdH" .
Hence, by using Young’s inequality

/V(up)d:r:p/up_1Vud:17§ (p—l)/ |u|pd:17—|—/ |Vu|P dx
Q Q Q Q
—= (p_1)/ |u|pda:+)\/ plulPdH™ !
Q o2

1
» P
HupH{le,l(Q (p/ |u|? d:p—|—,\p+/ |u|den—1>
Q@ 19}

) <
(4.10) <C (||u||§p(m +ACmy, Hul\ivl,pm))
<C

from where

==

1
(1 AR ) T

where we have used that Cry, < A, being \; the first eigenvalue of (2.1) with
p=1.

Moreover, observe that

1n=1,mn
+P

(4.11) c@)F < +orr i <caron).

Finally, from (4.9), (4.10), (4.11) and the definitions of ¢(£2) and v we get
- 1 1 n-1 1 -1
HU‘HL“’(Q) S C(l + CrIp\;l )(1 + AP + |Q|"P)p*1 <1 + AP )\1 p) H’U,le,p(g)
and the proof concludes. O

Corollary 4.2. Let uy,us € WHP(Q) be two eigenfunctions corresponding to the
first and second eigenvalue of (2.1), respectively. Then it holds that

luill oo ) < CK(Q)||willwrr ), i=1,2
where C' is a positive constant depending of n, p and p+ and

_1
p—1
’

K1(9) = (max{Cn ()", 001 77,1001 })
Kx(Q) = (max{Cn ()", 02~ o0l 7}) 7
Proof. Let A = A\1(p) the first eigenvalue of (2.1).

Observe that the isoperimetric inequality gives that [Q < C|dQ|=-1. Testing
with ¢ = 1 in the definition of the first eigenvalue of (2.1) and using the mentioned
inequality we get

M(p) < < CloQ| .

~ p-109]
These observations lead to
(5 +1907)5 < (005w |0 et 5

< C(|aQ|_p<p1—1) + |aQ|p<p1—1))

and the result for u; follows.
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The estimate for uy follows analogously by using the bounds of As(p) provided
in [22]. O

We conclude this section remaking that, since Theorem 4.1 gives that eigenfunc-
tion to (2.1) are bounded, from the regularity theory for solutions of degenerate
elliptic equation proved by Lieberman in [17], the following result follows.

Corollary 4.3. Let u € WhP(Q) N L>®(Q) be an eigenfunction to (2.1). Then
u e CH2(Q) for some a € (0,1).

5. CONVERGENCE RATES

In this section we prove our main results on convergence rates of eigenvalues.

Theorem 5.1. Let {p:}.>0 be a sequence of functions satisfying (1.1) such that
pe — po weakly* in L>(09Q). Denote by A and Ao to the k—th variational
eigenvalue of (1.2), respectively. Then

(51) lim /\k,s == )\k,O-

e—0
When the sequence {pe}eso is further Q—periodic we have that for any T > 0,
Mee— kol Sc-CQes 7, k=12,
being ¢ a positive constant depending only of T, n, p and p+ and
C(Q) = G109 max{Cr ()", [0Q]7, 109 7, [90] =, |09~ }.
with Cy the constant of Theorem 3.1.

Proof. Let us start by proving (5.1). Let g be the k—th variational eigenvalue
of (P,,) with corresponding eigenfunction uy. € W'?(Q). Similarly, let Ay o and
ug,0 € WHP(Q) be the k—th variational eigenpair of (P,,).

The proof of (5.1) follows by the weak* convergence of the sequence p. as ¢ — 0

together with the variational characterization of the eigenvalues. First, since ps —
po weakly* in L>°(99Q) as ¢ — 0, and  has Lipschitz boundary it follows that

lim (pe — po)|ulP de =0 for all u € WP(Q),

e—=0 /90

from where . )
fag pelul? dH"~ _ fag polulP dH"™

= =1+o0(1).
fag polulP dH" =1 fag pelulP dH 1 )
Therefore, taking Cj, s € Cj, such that
([l
Ako = sup WLp(Q) 0(3)

u€Cy s fagz p0|u|p dH"—!

and testing with C} s in the characterization of Ay . we get

ullP, . P 1

Aie < sup
" T ueCis Joq polulP dH Y [oq pelulp i

Letting § — 0 and ¢ — 0 we obtain that lim._,o Ay < Apo. Interchanging the
roles of Ac and A it follows that lim._,0 A e > Ag0, and then (5.1) follows.
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Let us prove now the rates of convergence for the first two eigenvalues.

Let A. be the first eigenvalue of (P, ) with corresponding eigenfunction u. €
WhP(Q). Similarly, let Ag and ug € WP(Q) be the first eigenpair of (P,,).

Step 1.
First, observe that Theorem 3.1 together with the Trace Theorem gives that

\ [ (oo pollucp e
o0

where C' = C'1C;; is a positive constant depending of p, n, 7, p+ and €.

p—1_ _ ~1
< C"7 7 (AT ey + el iy )

The previous relation can be bounded by using Corollary 4.2 as

(5.2) \ [ (o= polluc
oN

where, being K the constant of Corollary 4.2, we denote

K(Q) = A7+ K ()Pt

p—1_
< CK"T T ullf -

From (5.2), (1.1) and the variational characterization of A. it is deduced that

n—1 p
S pelucl? dH <14 COKeSTT [ue w100 _
fag p0|u5|p dH"™ IBQ P0|U5|p dH™

P+ Hus”};vl,p(g)
P— fag peucl? dH™ !
<1+ CKe7 A

(5.3)

<1+ CKe5

With similar reasoning it is deduced that

ug|P dH™ ! =
faszp0| 0l < 1+OK£%—T/\O.
Joq peluol? dH" =1

(5.4)

Step 2. In light of the variational characterization of A\, testing with uy and
using (5.4) we obtain

\ < HU0||€V1,;.(Q) B ||U‘OH€VL:D(Q) f(’?Q poluo|P dH™ 1
T fagz pa|u0|p dH"—! f{)Q pO|u0|p dH"! fag pa|u0|p dH"—!

< o (1 + CICEPTTI*TAO)

from where )
-
Ae — XA < CKe™7 TTA2
Similarly, using the variational characterization of A\, testing with u. and invoking
(5.3) it is obtained that
Mo — Ae < CKe"5 A2,
Step 3. From the last two relations describing the difference between A. and Ag
we finally get

(5.5) e — Aol < CKe™s ™ max{AZ, \2}.

Observe that from (1.1), max{\., Ao} < p_*A;. Then the desired bound follows
from (5.5) taking into account the definition of K, Ky and the bound (2.5) for A;.
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The same analysis can be done to obtain a bound for the second variational
eigenvalues of (1.2) taking into account the variational characterization (2.4) of
these eigenvalues, the definition of the constant K5 of Corollary 4.2 and expression
(2.7). O

Next, we provide for the proof of the convergence rates for eigenvalues of Steklov
eigenvalue of the Laplacian.

Theorem 5.2. Let {p:}e~0 be a sequence of Q-periodic functions satisfying (1.1)

such that p. = po weakly* in L>°(0). Denote by Moe and Ao to the k—th
eigenvalue of (1.2) with p = 2, respectively. Then

n

Ao — Akl < ¢ C(Q)er ThnoT k2 znt

where ¢ a positive constant depending only of 7, n and p+ and

1

C(Q) = Cy max{1, Cr,(Q)"} max{|0Q| ", |0Q|} 2D
with Cy the constant of Theorem 3.1.

Proof. For each k € N denote by ug. € Wh2(Q) and ugo € WH%(Q) the eigen-
functions corresponding to Ay . and Ay o, respectively.

Step 1. Fixed k € N and ¢ € (0, 1), we define the test function
P =CleU1,0+ F CkeUk0 € W1’2(Q)
where the constants cj . are chosen such that

/ pettjepdH" P =0 Vi=1,...,k—1.
o0

Then, in light of the variational characterization (2.6) and the fact the sequence of
eigenvalues in non-decreasing, we get

(5.6)
k
2 . 2 n—1
|Vo|? d ch,s)‘m /09 pouj o dH / po? dH™!
Mo < —2 < = 99

[ oot [ oot [ oot
o o o

Step 2. Theorem 3.1 and the Trace Theorem give

‘/(m—mwww”
o0

By using Theorem 4.1 we can bound

1
< G0 (AT el 2 + Il eIl 2 ) -

k
lellze=@)llellwrz@) < Z|Cj,s||\uj,o|\Lw(Q) lellwre @

J=0

k
< Do CKM0, Ve cllujollwrz@ | lellwrao
=0

2
<C 121;2(1@ K()\j_ro, Q) : k”@”Wl?(Q)
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from where

Joq Pop? dH™ 1 ||80||%/V1,2(Q)

Jo POV Ty 00O T T (e Q) W)

Joq pep® 1 Joq pep® 1
where

)1 .
T(k,Q) =X+ k1??§kK(AJ’O’Q)’

here C; and C; are the constants of Theorem 3.1, \; is the first eigenvalue of (2.1)
with p = 2 and

A 1 1 i
K(X\j0,Q) = max{l,C’Tr(Q))", \/ /\L’lo} (AZo+ |z )"t ji=1,...,k.

Step 3. Estimate of T (k, Q).

First observe that for each 1 < j < k, in light of the isoperimetric inequality and

(2.7), for positive fixed constants ¢; and c¢o independent of k and € it holds that

i =L i =i
Cl(%)nq < jo < cz(wﬂ—m)n—l, from where

1 11 1 1 1
(Afo +1Q77)" " < Cj max{|0Q|" 2, [0Q[ }
AL < Clon)i, ,/% < CjTD
1

K(Xj0,9) < max{1, Cr, ()"} max{|0Q| 2, |0Q|7 }jz 77,

giving that

and consequently, since 1 < j < k and using (2.5),
T(k, Q) < C(1 + 097 7) max{1, Crr(Q)"} max{|0Q| 2, |0Q|? }k' T3 77

. HLPH?/VI,z(Q)
Step 4. Computatlon of W

Since uj, are eigenfunctions corresponding to Ajo, 1 < j <k, and Ajo < Ago
foreach 1 < j <k,

k
3 / 5.0 2 Vago? + [ 0f?) d
< 3=

H‘PHI%VL?(Q)
- k
/ p5<p2d'Hn71 Z | . |2| . |2dan71
90 PelCjel |Uj,0
= Joa

k |V’U,j10|2 + |Uj70|2d$
+ Q

p
P= =0 /poluj,0|2d7'l"_1
o0

IN

k
<ot > o < PE kdko < CloQ| 7 ks
-0 p—

where we have used (1.1) and (2.5).
Step 5. Putting all together.
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From Steps 1-4 and the bound of Ay o in (2.7)
Moo < Ao + - C(Q)er TRPHEmT e
where ¢ is a constant depending only 7, n and p4 and
C(Q) = C1C- (1 + 89|77 7) max{1, Cr, ()"} max{|0Q| 2,592 }.
Interchanging the roles of Ay . and Ay o, analogously it is obtained that

Moo < Ake +C- C(Q)E%*Tku%ﬁJr%

from where
Ao — Aee| < c- O(Q)E%*Tk“%ﬁJr%

and the proof finishes. O

Conjecture 5.3. In light of the results obtained for Dirichlet/Neumann eigenvalues,
we conjecture that the bound of Theorem 5.2 should be enhanced at least up to

C(Q) ek,

6. DANCER-FUCIK SPECTRUM

Given functions a, b satisfying (1.1), the Dancer-Fuéik spectrum of the Steklov
problem on WP (Q) is defined as the set ¥ = (a, b) of those (c, 3) € R? such that

{—Apu—i-U—O in Q,

(Fap) |vu|p—2% _ aa(x)(u+)p_l _ ﬁb(m)(u‘)”_l on 0f)

has a nontrivial solution. We recall that A\;(r) denotes the the principal eigenvalue
of (2.1) with with weight p = . The Dancer-Fuéik spectrum clearly contains the
trivial lines Cg:;r = {A\1(a)} x R and Cg:; =R x {A\(b)}. It is proved in [3] that
there exists a first nontrivial curve C,, C X such that Cg:;r and Cg:; are isolated

in ¥, in the sense that there is not («, 5) solving (Fq) between the trivial lines
and Ca,b-

Following the construction of [7], it can be deduced that the first nontrivial curve
is characterized as

(6.1) Can(s) == {(a(s),8(s)): s >0}
where a(s) = s7te(s), B(s) = ¢(s), being

c(s) == (w+7‘i‘)rif)€7)2 max{sAi(a,w_), A\1(b,w)}
and

P2 = {(w_,w+) C Q: w; is open and connected, w_ Nwy = B}.

For every s > 0 there exists u € W1P(Q) such that ({u™ > 0}, {u~ > 0}) achieves
¢(s). See [3] for different characterizations of this curve.

The function «(s) is proved to be strictly decreasing and f(s) strictly increasing;
indeed, one has that a(s) — Ai(a) as s — oo and SB(s) — 0o as s — c0. As a
consequence, C,p is a strictly decreasing curve in R? which is asymptotic to the
lines Cg:;‘ as s — oo and to Cg:; as s — 0.
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Given two @Q—periodic function a, b satisfying condition (1.1) we define a.(z) :=
a(%) and b.(x) := b(Z). For each fixed ¢ > 0 we consider the asymmetric Steklov
problem (F,_ . ) whose first nontrivial curve is given by

Car . (5) = {(@e(5), Bo(5)), 5 € RY} = {(s7eels), e (5)), 5 € R¥}

where c.(s) :=inf(,,, o )ep, max{sA(ac,w_), A1 (b, wy)}.
As ¢ — 0 we prove that C,_ . converges to a limit curve Cq, p, given by
Caoypo (5) = {(a0(s), Bo(5)), s € RT} = {(s "co(s), co(s)), s € R}

where ¢o(s) = max{sA;(ag,w-), A1(bg,wy)}. This limit curve is the first nontrivial
curve of problem (Fy, p,), where ap and by are the weak® limit in L°°(99) of a.
and b. as € — 0, respectively, where

ap = /n a(x)dx, by= /n b(x) dx

being T™ the unit torus of R™.

Theorem 6.1. With the previous notation in force, let Co_ . and Coyp, be the first
non-trivial curves of problems (Fa_p.) and (Fayp,), respectively. Then Co_p. —
Cag.by a5 € — 0 in the sense that

1B(5) = Bols)| = le=(s) = co(s)] < C="F " max{L, s},
loe (5) — ()] = s Hea(s) — co(s)| < CeT T max{1,s '}

for each T > 0, where C 1is a positive constant depending of n, p, 7, p+ and 2.

Proof. Let s > 0 be fix. Let (wy,w_) € P be a partition such that
co(s) = max{sAi(ag,w+), A\1(bo,w—)}.

Testing with (w,w_) in the definition of ¢.(s) we get

(6.2) ce(s) < max{sAi(ae,wt), A1 (be,w_)}.

Now, Theorem 5.1 allows us to bound A (a., w4 ) and A\ (b, w_) in terms of Ay (ag, w4 )
and Ay (bo,w_), from where, for each 7 > 0 we get

c-(s) < max{s(\ (ao,wy) + C(Q)apT?l*T),)\l (bo,w—) + C(Q)aijl*T}
< max{sA1 (ag, w4 ), A1(bo,w_)} + C(Q)ap%f" max{s, 1}
=co(s) + C(Q)EPTA_T max{1, s}
where C(Q) is a constant depending of 7, Q, n, p and p4. Therefore we obtain that
ce(s) < co(s) + C(Q)ap%fT max{1,s}.
Interchanging the roles of c.(s) and cy(s) we similarly obtain that
(6.3) co(s) < ce(s)+ C(Q)EPT?LT max{1, s}
which allows to derive that
lec(s) — co(s)| < C(Q)EPT?fT max{1, s}.

Finally, the proof concludes taking in account the last inequality together with the
definition of ag, g, B and Sy. (I
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