
GENERIC PROPERTIES OF STEKLOV EIGENFUNCTIONS

LIHAN WANG

Abstract. Let Mn be a smooth compact manifolds with smooth bound-
ary. We show that for a generic Ck metic on Mn with k > n − 1, the
nonzero Steklov eigenvalues are simple. Moreover, we also prove that
the non-constant Steklov eigenfunctions have zero as a regular value and
are Morse functions on the boundary for such generic metric. These re-
sults generalize the celebrated results on Laplacians by Uhlenbeck to the
Steklov setting.

1. Introduction

Given a smooth compact Riemannian manifold Mn with smooth bound-
ary ∂Mn, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator , denoted by Λ, takes a func-
tion f on ∂Mn to the normal derivative of the harmonic extension of f .
Its eigenvalues and eigenfunctions are often called the Steklov eigenvalues
and Steklov eigenfunctions respectively. Since they were first discussed by
Steklov ([17]) in 1902 motivated by physics: these eigenfunctions represent
the steady state temperature on bounded domains such that the flux on the
boundary is proportional to the temperature.

There have been intense study of Steklov eigenvalues and eigenfunctions.
Recently, Fraser and Schoen made great progress in the extremal Steklov
eigenvalue problems for general surfaces, higher dimensional domains and
the higher Steklov eigenvalues ([6], [7], [8], [9], [10]). In particular, in the
seminal work [8], Fraser and Schoen revealed a deep connection between
the extremal Steklov eigenvalue problems and the free boundary minimal
surface theory in the unit Euclidean ball Bn. A free boundary minimal sur-
face in Bn is a surface contained in the unit ball with zero mean curvature
which meets the boundary of the ball orthogonally. Such a surface arises
variationally as a critical point of the area among surfaces in Bn with bound-
aries lying on ∂Bn but free to vary on ∂Bn. Fraser and Schoen showed that
if a metric g realizes the maximum of the first non-zero normalized Steklov
eigenvalue, then this metric is θ-homothetic to the induced metric on a free
boundary minimal surface in Bn. In fact, there exists a branched conformal
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2 LIHAN WANG

immersion into Bn by first Steklov eigenfunctions whose image is a free
boundary minimal surface.

It would be very helpful if we can understand the Steklov eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions better in the study of the free boundary minimal surfaces.
And it could have applications in other areas, like the inverse conductivity
problems ([2], [19]) and cloaking ([11]) where the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
operator has been used. See [14] for more geometric questions related to
Steklov eigenvalues and [13] for recent results about Steklov eigenvalues.

Our purpose of this paper is to show certain generic properties of Steklov
eigenfunctions. In her seminal work [20], Uhlenbeck established generic
properties of eigenfunctions of second-order elliptic differential operators
on compact manifolds. In particular, one of celebrated results asserts that
nonzero eigenvalues of the Laplacian ∆g are simple for generic metrics.
Many works have been done to generalize this result in different directions.
For instance, the nonzero eigenvalues of the Hodge Laplacian are shown to
be generically simple on a closed manifold of dimension 3 in [5]. In addi-
tion to second-order differential operators, eigenvalues of the Dirac operator
on a spin three manifold are also shown to be simple for generic metrics in
[4]. The case of conformally covariant operators was discussed in [3].

Lastly, we note that the spirit of Uhlenbeck’s work has been influential in
other non-linear geometric variational problems. In particular, in the recent
celebrated developments of the min-max theory of minimal hypersurfaces
and related volume spectrum, the Multiplicity One Conjecture ([21]) can
be viewed an analogous result to Uhlenbeck’s work. The free boundary
version is treated in [18].

In this paper, we prove that nonzero Steklov eigenvalues are simple for
generic metrics. Moreover, we prove the corresponding Steklov eigenfunc-
tions generically have zero as a regular value and are Morse functions on
the boundary. That is, the nodal sets and the sets of critical points of Steklov
eigenfunctions on the boundary consist of isolated points for generic met-
rics. The study of nodal sets and critical points of eigenfunctions is one of
oldest topic in geometric spectral theory. In the case of Steklov eigenfunc-
tions, the nodal sets and critical points remain largely unexplored. It would
be of interest to see what further results these generic properties may lead
to. After the completion of the work, we were informed that the generic
simplicity of Steklov eigenvalues was conjectured in [14].

Our main result can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Main Theorem). Let Mn be a smooth compact manifold with
smooth boundary ∂Mn for n ≥ 2. Given an integer k > n − 1, there exists
a residual set of Riemannian metrics which are Ck on Mn, for which the
following properties hold at non-constant Steklov eigenfunctions:
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(1) The eigenspaces of nonzero Steklov eigenvalues are one dimensional,
i.e., nonzero Steklov eigenvalues are simple.

(2) Zero is a regular value of eigenfunctions restricted to ∂Mn.
(3) The eigenfunctions are Morse functions on ∂Mn.

Following the spirit of Uhlenbeck’s work in [20], we employ the infi-
nite dimensional transversality theory to demonstrate these generic proper-
ties for Steklov eigenfunctions. As known, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann op-
erator is a first-order, elliptic, self-adjoint and pseudo-differential operator.
Various essential difficulties arise in the extension of Uhlenbeck’s proofs
and results. One challenge appears in the verification of regular values of
evaluation maps. In the case of differential operators, Green’s function is
employed in [20]. However this approach does not work in the case of
the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator . Since the Dirichlet-to-Neumann oper-
ator has a compact resolvent, we take a different approach using resolvent
operators for this purpose. Technical details are listed in Section 3. It is
worth mentioning that resolvent operators are also used to prove generic
properties of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of Hodge Laplacians in [5].

Due to the non-local property of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator ,
some technical complications arise in deriving the density lemma (Lemma
3.7) which plays a key role in the application of transversality theorems. In
the case of differential operators, the density lemma can be derived directly
by variation formulas of operators with respect to the underlying metric,
which are local. However, in our case, the variation formula of Λ f with
respect to the metric depends on not only the variation of g on ∂Mn, but
also the harmonic extension of f and the corresponding variation on Mn.
So the usual approach does not work for the Dirichlet-to-Neumann opera-
tor . To overcome the complication, we use variation formulas both of Λ f
and the the harmonic extension of f , and apply Green’s formula carefully
to derive the desired density lemma (Lemma 3.7). Moreover, this density
lemma provides the existence of certain conformal variations of the metric
which are needed in proofs in Section 3. The precise discussion is included
in Section 2 and Section 3.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we set up the definition
of Λ and evaluate its variation with respect to the metric. We also derive the
variation of harmonic extensions with respect to the metric. The weak con-
tinuation principle of Steklov eigenfunctions is established in this section
too. In Section 3, we recall basic definitions and transversality theorems.
Then we prove three generic properties of Steklov eigenfunctions in Main
Theorem separately through Theorem 3.6 (Section 3.1), Theorem 3.11(Sec-
tion 3.2) and Theorem 3.13 (Section 3.2).
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The author would like to thank Xin Zhou for suggesting this topic and
helpful comments. The author thanks the referee for helpful comments to
improve the exposition and pointing out the conjecture of generic simplicity
of Steklov eigenvalues in [14].

2. Preliminary Lemmas

Throughout this paper, Mn will stand for a smooth compact manifold
with smooth boundary ∂Mn and n ≥ 2. We shall consider the space Gk of
Riemannian metrics g which are Ck on Mn. For g ∈ Gk with integers k ≥ 1
and p ≥ 2, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator is defined as:

Λ : Wk− 1
p , p(∂Mn)→ Wk−1− 1

p , p(∂Mn)
f → un

(2.1)

with u as the solution of {
∆u = 0, Mn

u = f , ∂Mn.
(2.2)

In fact, according to trace theorems (Chapter 2 in [16]) and elliptic theory
(Chapter 9 in [15]), for any f ∈ Wk− 1

p , p(∂Mn), there exists the unique har-
monic extension u ∈ Wk, p(Mn) of f when g ∈ Gk. And its normal derivative
un belongs to Wk−1− 1

p , p(∂Mn).

Remark 2.1. We can make assumptions for this definition weaker. Actually
Λ above is still well-defined when Mn is Ck,1 and g is Ck−1,1 on Mn according
to results in [16] and [15].

In this section, we will evaluate the variations of the harmonic extension
u and the the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator Λ with respect to the metric g.
We shall denote the tangent space of Gk by TGk, which can be identified as
the space of symmetric tensor fields of class Ck on Mn and of type (0, 2).
The variation of the metric g shall be denoted by h = Dg ∈ TGk. When the
variation is conformal, we denote it as h = σg for some positive function
σ ∈ Ck(Mn). The symbol h−1 = Dg−1 refers to the variation of g−1. The
symbol Dg refers to the differential with respect to g.

We use gi j, gi j, hi j and hi j to denote the components of g, g−1, h, h−1 in
local coordinates respectively. We employ the Einstein summation conven-
tion throughout this paper. The trace of a tensor S with respect to g will be
written as trgS := gijSij. The volume element of Mn shall be denoted by dV
and the area element of ∂M shall be denoted by dA.

At first, we will derive the variations of harmonic extensions with respect
to the metric g.
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Lemma 2.2 (Variations of harmonic extensions). Consider a function f ∈
Wk− 1

p , p(∂Mn) and its harmonic extension u ∈ Wk, p(Mn) with k ≥ 2 and
p ≥ 2. Let h = Dg be the variation of g. With f fixed, we denote the
variation of u with respect to g by v = Dgu. Then v satisfies{

∆v + Dg(∆)u = 0, Mn

v = 0, ∂Mn(2.3)

with Dg(∆)u = hi jui j + ∂i(hi j)u j + 1
2 tr(h−1∂ig + g−1∂ih)gijuj + 1

2 tr(g−1∂ig)hijuj.
When h = σg is a conformal variation for some σ ∈ Ck(Mn), it follows

that ∆v − (1 −
n
2

)〈∇σ,∇u〉 = 0, Mn

v = 0, ∂Mn.
(2.4)

Proof. As the harmonic extension of f , u satisfies that{
∆u = 0, Mn,

u = f , ∂Mn.
(2.5)

Do the differential with respect to g on both sides of (2.5). It follows that
v = Dgu satisfies {

∆v + Dg(∆)u = 0, Mn

v = 0, ∂Mn.

To calculate Dg(∆), we express ∆ in terms of the local coordinates {xi}:

∆u = |g|−
1
2∂i

(
|g|

1
2 gi ju j

)
= gi jui j + ∂i(gi j)u j +

1
2

(trg ∂ig)gijuj.

With u fixed, taking the differential with respect to g on both sides yields
that

Dg(∆)u = hi jui j + ∂i(hi j)u j +
1
2

(trh∂ig + trg∂ih)gijuj +
1
2

(trg∂ig)hijuj.

Do the differential on the equality gg−1 = I. It follows that

Dg−1 = −g−1(Dg)g−1

= −g−1hg−1.

When h = σg is a conformal variation for σ ∈ Ck(Mn), it follows that

Dg−1 = −σg−1.

Plug this into the the above formula of Dg(∆), we get

Dg(∆)u = −

(
σ∆u + (1 −

n
2

)〈∇σ,∇u〉
)
.(2.6)

Then (2.4) follows by plugging (2.5) and (2.6) into (2.3). �
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Next, we will derive the variation of Λ with respect to the metric g based
on the lemma above.

Lemma 2.3 (The variation of Λ). Consider a function f ∈ Wk− 1
p , p(∂Mn)

with k ≥ 2 and p ≥ 2. Let u denotes its harmonic extension in Wk, p(Mn).
Let h = Dg be the variation of g and v = Dgu be the variation of u with
respect to g. Let (DgΛ)(h) f denote the variation of Λ f with respect to g in
the direction of h. Then it satisfies

(DgΛ)(h) f = vn − h(∇u, ~n) +
un

2
h(~n, ~n).(2.7)

Here ~n is the outward norm along ∂Mn and vn is the derivative of v with
respect to ~n.

When h = σg is a conformal variation for some σ ∈ Ck(Mn), we have

(DgΛ)(h) f = vn −
σ

2
un.(2.8)

Proof. Fix a point x ∈ ∂Mn. In a neighborhood of x, there exists some
boundary defining function ρ such that ~n =

∇ρ

|∇ρ|
.

By the definition (2.1), there is

Λ f = un =
uiρ jgi j

|∇ρ|

with respect to the local coordinates {xi}. Taking the differential with respect
to g on both sides yields that

(2.9)
(DgΛ)(h) f =

viρ jgi j

|∇ρ|
+

uiρ jhi j

|∇ρ|
−

un(hi jρiρ j)
2|∇ρ|2

= vn +
uiρ jhi j

|∇ρ|
−

un(hi jρiρ j)
2|∇ρ|2

.

Since

h(∇u, ~n) = −
hi juiρ j

|∇ρ|

h(~n, ~n) = −
hi jρiρ j

|∇ρ|2
,

we get (2.7).
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When h = σg, plug hi j = −σgi j into (2.9) :

(DgΛ)(h) f = vn +
uiρ jhi j

|∇ρ|
−

un(hi jρiρ j)
2|∇ρ|2

= vn − σ
uiρ jgi j

|∇ρ|
+ σ

ungi jρiρ j

2|∇ρ|2

= vn − σun +
1
2
σun|~n|2

= vn −
1
2
σun.

Then we get (2.8). �

Remark 2.4. We can do the variation of Λ since it is C1with respect to
the metric g. In fact, it can be shown that the right hand side of (2.7) is
the directional derivative of Λ with respect to g in the direction h using the
definition of directional derivative directly. And the the right hand side of
(2.7) depends on g continuously. Thus Λ is C1 with respect to g.

In the end, we will prove the weak unique continuation principle for
Steklov eigenfunctions.

Theorem 2.5 (Weak unique continuation principle). Let Mn be a smooth
compact manifold with smooth boundary ∂Mn for n ≥ 2 and Riemann-
ian metric g which is Ck on M. Consider a non-constant function f ∈
Wk− 1

p , p(∂Mn) with k ≥ 2 and p ≥ 2. Assume that Λ f = λ f . If f = 0 on a
open set of ∂Mn, then f vanish on ∂Mn.

Proof. Let u be the harmonic extension of f . Then
∆u = 0, Mn

u = f , ∂Mn

un = λ f , ∂Mn.

(2.10)

Let Γ be an open subset of ∂M where f = 0. Fix an arbitrary point x ∈ Γ.
Choose a small neighborhood Ω of x such that Ω ∩ ∂M ⊂ Γ. And there
exists a homeomorphism to the unit half ball B+ in Rn:

Φ : Ω→ B+ = {(x1, · · · , xn) ∈ Rn|
∑

x2
i ≤ 1, x1 ≥ 0}

which maps the x to the origin and each boundary point in Ω ∩ ∂M to a
point with x1 = 0.
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With respect to the local coordinates given by Φ, (2.10) together with the
assumption f = 0 on Γ imply that:

|g|−
1
2∂i

(
|g|

1
2 gi ju j

)
= 0, B+

u = f = 0, {x1 = 0} ∩ B+∑
gi jρiu j√∑
gi jρiρ j

= λ f = 0, {x1 = 0} ∩ B+.

(2.11)

Here ρ is the boundary defining function around x with ρ|∂M = 0, |∇ρ|∂M ,
0.

Since u = 0 and ρ = 0 on the boundary {x1 = 0}∩B+, we get ui = 0, ρi = 0
for i = 2, · · · , n on {x1 = 0} ∩ B+. At the same time, |∇ρ|2 =

∑
gi jρiρi =

g11ρ2
1 , 0 on {x1 = 0} ∩ B+. Then the second boundary condition in (2.11)

implies that u1 = 0 on {x1 = 0} ∩ B+. Then we can extend u to the unit ball
B = {

∑
x2

i ≤ 1} as {ũ = u, B+

ũ = 0, B \ B+

such that ũ ∈ W1,p(B).
Since g is Ck on B+, we can extend g to a Ck Riemannian metric on the

unit ball B. Then we get

|g|−
1
2∂i

(
|g|

1
2 gi jũ j

)
= 0

on B and ũ = 0 on the open set B \ B+. By the weak unique continuation
principle of second order elliptic operators, ũ must vanish in B. It implies
that u vanishes in Ω. As a harmonic function on M, u vanishing in the open
set Ω ∩ M implies that u vanishes everywhere in M.

�

Remark 2.6. See Theorem 1.1 in [12] for the weak unique continuation
principle of second order elliptic operators. (Or see Section 1 in [20] where
C3 coefficients are assumed.)

3. Main Results

In this section, we will establish generic properties of Steklov eigenfunc-
tions using transversality theorems.

Let us recall some basic definitions at first.

Definition 3.1. Consider a C1 map F : X → Y between two manifolds. Say
x ∈ X is a regular point of F if DxF : Tx(X) → TF(x)(Y) is onto. Say y ∈ Y
is a regular value if every point x ∈ F−1(y) is a regular point.
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Definition 3.2. Say a subset of a topological space is residual if it is the
countable intersection of open dense sets.

Definition 3.3. Say a map F : X → Y is transverse to a submanifold Y ′ ⊂ Y,
if for all x ∈ X with F(x) ∈ Y ′,

Im(DxF) + TF(x)(Y ′) = TF(x)Y.

We are going to use transversality theorems from [20] which are stated
as follows.

Theorem 3.4. Let φ : H × B → E be a Ck map, H, B and E be Ba-
nach manifolds with H and E separable. If 0 is a regular value of φ and
φb = φ(, b) is a Fredholm map of index less than k, then the set {b ∈
B, 0 is a regular value of φb} is residual in B.

Theorem 3.5. Let Q, B, X,Y and Y ′ be separable Banach manifolds, Y ′ ⊂ Y
and Y,Y ′ and X finite dimensional. Let π : Q → B be a Ck Fredhlom map
of index 0. Then if f : Q × X → Y is a Ck map for k > max(1, dimX +

dimY′ − dimY), and if f is transverse to Y ′, then the set {b ∈ B : fb =

f |π−1
b

is transverse to Y ′ } is residual in B.

3.1. Simple Steklov Eigenvalues. We will use Theorem 3.4 to show that
nonzero Steklov eigenvalues are simple for generic metrics. Precisely, we
will prove:

Theorem 3.6. Let Mn be a smooth compact manifold with smooth boundary
∂Mn. Given an integer k ≥ 2, there exists a residual set of metrics g ∈ Gk

for which all nonzero Steklov eigenvalues are simple.

Consider f ∈ Wk− 1
p , p(∂Mn) with u ∈ Wk, p(Mn) as its harmonic extension.

When f is an eigenfunction corresponding to the non-zero Steklov eigenvalue
λ, it is easy to see that f is non-constant by (2.1) and (2.2). Moreover, by
Green’s formula,∫

∂Mn
f dA =

1
λ

∫
∂Mn

un · 1dA =
1
λ

∫
Mn

∆u dV = 0.

So we introduce the following space in order to apply Theorem 3.4:

S p
k =

{
f ∈ Wk− 1

p , p(∂Mn) :
∫
∂M

f dA = 0
}
.

And define the map

φ : S p
k × R × G

k → Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn)

( f , λ, g)→ (Λ − λ) f .
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When ( f , λ, g) ∈ φ−1(0), it follows that λ is a nonzero Steklov eigenvalue
with respect to metric g and f is one corresponding Steklov eigenfunction
which is non-constant.

Here the tangent space can be characterized as

TS p
k × R × TGk|( f ,λ,g) =

{
(ν, s, h) : ν ∈ Wk−1− 1

p , p(∂Mn),∫
∂Mn

νdA = 0, s ∈ R, h = Dg
}
.

The differential of φ is given as follows:

Dφ( f ,λ,g)(ν, s, h) = (Λ − λ)ν − s f + (DgΛ)(h) f(3.1)

with (ν, s, h) ∈ TS p
k × R × TGk|( f ,λ,g).

For convenience, we will denote the differential of φ in the direction of
S p

k × R by D1 and the differential in the direction Gk by Dg. That is,

Dφ =(D1φ,Dgφ) at ( f , λ, g)

with
{D1φ(ν, s, h) = (Λ − λ)ν − s f

Dgφ(ν, s, h) = (DgΛ)(h) f .

We will apply Theorem 3.4 to the map φ introduced above. For this
purpose, we need to show that 0 is a regular value of φ. At first, let us prove
the following density lemma about the image of Dgφ.

Lemma 3.7. At any point ( f , λ, g) ∈ φ−1(0), there is

(Im Dgφ)⊥ ⊆ {ψ ∈ Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn) | supp(ψ) ⊆ f−1(0)}.

In other words,

{ψ ∈ Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn) | supp(ψ) ∩ f−1(0) = ∅} ⊆ Im(Dgφ).

Moreover, for any ψ ∈ Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn) with supp(ψ) ∩ f−1(0) = ∅, there

exists σ ∈ Ck(Mn) such that (DgΛ)(σg) f = ψ.

Proof. Fix ( f , g, λ) ∈ φ−1(0). We know that λ , 0 by the definition of φ. Let
u be the harmonic extension of f and v = Dgu. Take ψ ∈ (Im Dgφ|( f ,g,λ))⊥

and denote its harmonic extension by ũ.
Since Dgφ(ν, s, h) = (DgΛ)(h) f at ( f , g, λ), it follows that for any h ∈

TGk:

0 =

∫
∂Mn

ψ(DgΛ)(h) f dA.(3.2)
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When h = σg as a conformal variation for arbitrary σ ∈ Ck(Mn), apply
Lemma 2.3 to 3.2. It follows:

0 =

∫
∂Mn

ψ(DgΛ)(σg) f dA

= −
1
2

∫
∂Mn

σψun dA +

∫
∂Mn

ψvn dA.

Then apply Green’s formula to the second integral:

0 = −
1
2

∫
∂Mn

σψun dA +

∫
Mn

(ũ∆v + 〈∇ũ,∇v〉) dV

= −
1
2

∫
∂Mn

σψun dA +

∫
Mn

(ũ∆v − v∆ũ) dV +

∫
∂Mn

vũn dA

Since ũ is the harmonic extension of ψ, there is ∆ũ = 0 on Mn. Since v
is the variation of u, Lemma 2.2 implies that v|∂Mn = 0. Thus the equation
above becomes :

0 = −
1
2

∫
∂Mn

σψun dA +

∫
Mn

ũ∆v dV.(3.3)

By Lemma 2.2, we know

∆v = (1 −
n
2

)〈∇σ,∇u〉.

Apply this to the last integral in (3.3). Then we get

0 = −
1
2

∫
∂Mn

σψun dA + (1 −
n
2

)
∫

Mn
ũ〈∇σ,∇u〉 dV.

Apply the Green’s formula to the second integral. It follows

0 = −
1
2

∫
∂Mn

σψun dA + (1 −
n
2

)
(
−

∫
Mn

(σũ∆u + σ〈∇ũ,∇u〉) dV +

∫
∂Mn

σψun dA
)
.

(3.4)

Since {
∆u = 0, Mn,

un|∂Mn = λ f , ∂Mn,

the equation (3.4) can be simplified as

0 = −
λ(n − 1)

2

∫
∂Mn

σψ f dA − (1 −
n
2

)
∫

Mn
σ〈∇ũ,∇u〉dV.(3.5)
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Since σ ∈ Ck(Mn) is arbitrary and λ , 0, the equation (3.5) implies that
ψ f = 0 on ∂Mn. This means :

Im⊥(Dgφ) ⊆ {(DgΛ)(σg) f |σ ∈ Ck(Mn)}⊥

⊆ {ψ|ψ f = 0 on ∂Mn} ∩Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn)

= {ψ| suppψ ⊆ f −1(0)} ∩Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn).

Therefore we get

Im(Dgφ) ⊇ {(DgΛ)(σg) f |σ ∈ Ck(Mn)}

⊇ {ψ | supp(ψ) ∩ f −1(0) = ∅} ∩Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn).

The second relation implies that for any ψ ∈ Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn) with supp(ψ)∩

f−1(0) = ∅, there exists σ ∈ Ck(Mn) such that (DgΛ)(σg) f = ψ. �

Remark 3.8. By the weak unique continuation principle (Theorem 2.5),
f −1(0) is closed with empty interior. So {ψ | supp(ψ)∩f−1(0) = ∅}∩Wk−1− 1

p , p(∂Mn)
is dense in Wk−1− 1

p , p(∂Mn).

Proposition 3.9. 0 is a regular value of φ.

Proof. By Definition 3.1, we need to prove Im Dφ|( f ,λ,g) = Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn)

at any point ( f , λ, g) ∈ φ−1(0).
We first show that Im Dφ|( f ,λ,g) is dense in Wk−1− 1

p , p(∂Mn). Take ψ ∈
(Im Dφ( f ,λ,g))⊥. Then for any (v, s, h) ∈ TS p

k × R × TGk|( f ,λ,g), there is

0 =

∫
∂M
ψ

(
(Λ − λ)ν − s f + (DgΛ)(h) f

)
dA.(3.6)

When ν = 0 and s = 0 in (3.6), it follows that for any h ∈ TGk

0 =

∫
∂M
ψ

(
(DgΛ)(h) f

)
dA.

So ψ ∈ (Im Dg(Λ) f )⊥. Then Lemma 3.7 implies that suppψ ⊆ f−1(0). By
Theorem 2.5, f −1(0) is closed with empty interior. Therefore ψ = 0 on some
open set of ∂Mn.

When s = 0 and h = 0 in (3.6), it follows that for any ν ∈ Wk− 1
p , p(∂Mn)

satisfying
∫
∂Mn νdA = 0, there is

0 =

∫
∂Mn

ψ ((Λ − λ)ν) dA.

That is, ψ ∈ (Im(Λ − λ))⊥ ∩Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn). Since Λ− λ is self-adjoint and

elliptic, there is Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn) = Im(Λ−λ)⊕ker(Λ−λ). Therefore, we have

ψ ∈ ker(Λ− λ). At the same time, the previous argument implies that ψ = 0
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on some open set of ∂Mn. By Theorem 2.5, ψ mush vanish everywhere
in ∂Mn as in the kernel of Λ − λ. This means (Im Dφ|( f ,λ,g))⊥ = {0}, i.e.,
Im Dφ|( f ,λ,g) is dense in Wk−1− 1

p , p(∂Mn).
Since Λ−λ is Fredholm, it follows that Im(Λ−λ) is closed in Wk−1− 1

p , p(∂Mn)
with the finite co-dimension denoted by l. By the density of the image of
Dφ|( f ,λ,g), we can select a l−dimensional subspace V ⊂ TGk|( f ,λ,g) such that

Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn) = Im(Λ − λ) ⊕ Dφ|( f ,λ,g)(V) ⊆ Im Dφ|( f ,λ,g).

Hence 0 is a regular value of φ. �

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 3.6.

Proof of Theorem 3.6. We apply Theorem 3.4 with H = S p
k×R, B = Gk, E =

Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn) here.

By Theorem 3.9, we know that 0 is a regular value of φ. We need to show
that φg is a Fredholm map of index 0. As a self-adjoint elliptic operator,
Λ − λ : Wk− 1

p , p(∂Mn) → Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn) has the Fredhlom index 0 for a

fixed λ. The restriction on S p
k will reduce the index of Λ − λ by one since

it has the co-dimension one in Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn). So the index of φg = Λ − λ

will be zero when λ is allowed to vary. Then Theorem 3.4 implies that the
set of g ∈ Gk such that φg with 0 as a regular value is residual.

The conclusion follows since that Λ with respect to g has all nonzero
eigenvalues simple if and only if φg has 0 as a regular value. To show this,
it is enough to prove that:
For a fixed g, all non-zero eigenvalue of Λ are simple if and only if Dφg is
onto at every ( f , λ) ∈ φ−1

g (0).
We notice that ( f , λ) ∈ φ−1

g (0) if and only if f is one eigenfunction of Λ

corresponding to λ , 0. At ( f , λ) ∈ φ−1
g (0), by (3.1), there is

Dφg : TS p
k × R→ Wk−1− 1

p , p(∂Mn)
(v, s)→ (Λ − λ)v − s f .

Then it follows
Im Dφg = Im(Λ − λ) ⊕ span(f).

On the other hand, since Λ − λ is elliptic and self adjoint, we have

Wk−1− 1
p , p(∂Mn) = Im(Λ − λ) ⊕ ker(Λ − λ).

Therefore, at ( f , λ) ∈ φ−1
g (0), Dφg is onto Wk−1− 1

p , p(∂Mn) if and only if
ker(Λ − λ) = span(f), that is, λ is simple.

�
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3.2. Nodal sets and critical points of Steklov eigenfunctions. We will
apply Theorem 3.5 to study nodal sets and critical points of non-constant
Steklov eigenfunctions. We will work on the Banach manifold of all non-
constant eigenfunctions Q = φ−1(0) which is a smooth manifold by Propo-
sition 3.9. Let π : Q → Gk be the restriction of the projection S p

k × R × G
k

to Gk on the parameter space. Then π is a Fredholm map of index 0 from
the dimension counting.

Let us define the evaluation maps as:

α : Q × ∂Mn → R,

( f , λ, g, x)→ f (x),

and

β : Q × ∂Mn → T ∗(∂Mn),
( f , λ, g, x)→ d f (x).

Here the notation d is the exterior derivative with respect to ∂Mn instead of
Mn.

To apply Theorem 3.5 to the map α, we need to show it has 0 as a regular
value at first.

Proposition 3.10. 0 is a regular value of α.

Proof. For x ∈ ∂Mn, let αx = α(, x) : Q → R. To show that 0 is a regular
value of α, it is enough to show for every x ∈ ∂Mn,

Dαx : T( f ,λ,g)Q→ R,
(v, s, h)→ v(x)

is onto when αx( f , λ, g) = f (x) = 0.
As a linear map, Dαx is either onto R or Dαx(v, s, h) = v(x) = 0 for all

(v, s, h) ∈ T( f ,λ,g)Q. Assume the second case holds for some x ∈ ∂M. We
will construct some special (ν, 0, h) ∈ T( f ,λ,g)Q to get a contradiction.

Notice the constraint equation for (ν, s, h) ∈ T( f ,λ,g)Q is :
(Λ − λ)ν − s f + Dg(Λ)(h) f = 0,∫
∂Mn

ν dA = 0.
(3.7)

Choose w ∈ ker⊥(Λ − λ) with supp(w) ∩ f−1(0) = ∅ and
∫
∂M

wdA = 0.
According to Lemma 3.7, there exists σw ∈ C

k(Mn) such that hw = σwg
satisfies

Dg(Λ)(hw) f = −w.
Since Λ is self-adjoint, there exists sequence of eigenfunctions {ψn} cor-

responding to eigenvalues λn which forms an orthonormal basis of L2(∂M).
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As discussed in Section 3.1, when the eigenvalue λn = 0, the corresponding
eigenfunction is constant. When the eigenvalue λn > 0, the correspond-
ing eigenfunction ψn is non-constant and satisfies

∫
∂M
ψndA = 0 (i.e. ψn is

orthogonal to 1).
Since Λ has a compact resolvent ([1]), we can consider the resolvent

operator

Rλw =
∑
λn,λ

〈w, φn〉∂M

λn − λ
ψn

which satisfies
(Λ − λ)Rλw = w.

Here 〈w, φn〉∂M =
∫
∂M

wψndA. In addition,
∫
∂M

wdA = 0 implies that

Rλw =
∑

λn,λ,λn>0

〈w, φn〉∂M

λn − λ
ψn.

Then (Rλw, 0, hw) ∈ T( f ,λ,g)Q according to (3.7). By the assumption,
Rλw(x) = 0 for all such admissible w, i.e.,∑

λn,λ,λn>0

〈w, ψn〉∂M

λn − λ
ψn(x) = 0.(3.8)

According to Remark 3.8, the set {w | supp(w) ∩ f−1(0) = ∅} is dense in
Wk− 1

p , p(∂Mn). So the set of these admissible w is dense in ker⊥(Λ−λ)∩{ψ ∈
Wk− 1

p , p(∂Mn))|
∫
∂M
ψdA = 0}. Then (3.8) implies that

ψn(x) = 0 when λn , λ, λn > 0.(3.9)

When ψn is the eigenfunction of λ, we get (ψn, 0, 0) ∈ T( f ,λ,g)Q according
to (3.7). Therefore ψn(x) = 0 by the assumption when λn = λ. This fact
together (3.9) imply that all non-constant eigenfunctions of Λ with respect
to g vanish at x which is absurd. Thus Dαx is onto R. �

Theorem 3.11. Let Mn be a compact manifold with smooth boundary ∂Mn

and n ≥ 2. Given an integer k > n − 1, there exists a residual set of metrics
g ∈ Gk such that for all g in this set, non-constant Steklov eigenfunctions
have zero as a regular value in ∂Mn.

Proof. We apply Theorem 3.5 here with replacing f by α, B by Gk, X by
∂Mn, Y by R and Y ′ by {0}.

By the Sobolev imbedding theorem, there is Wk− 1
p , p(∂Mn) ⊂ Ck−1(∂Mn)

for any p > n. So α is a Ck−1 map for any p > n which is sufficient
smooth to apply Theorem 3.5, with dimX + dimY′ − dimY = n − 2 and the
assumption k > n − 1. Moreover, α has 0 as a regular value by Proposition
3.10. Therefore Theorem 3.5 implies that there exits a residual set of g ∈ Gk

such that αg = α|π−1(g) has 0 as a regular value.
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We know that αg( f , λ, x) = 0 if and only if f is one eigenfunction of Λ

corresponding to λ , 0 with respect to g and f (x) = 0. And dαg = d f |x at
( f , λ, x). Therefore αg has 0 as a regular value implies that that every non-
constant Steklov eigenfunction f of Λ with respect to g has 0 as a regular
value. The conclusion follows.

�

Next we will apply Theorem 3.5 to the map β. We need to prove the
following proposition at first.

Proposition 3.12. β is transverse to the zero section of T ∗(∂Mn).

Proof. For x ∈ ∂Mn, let βx = β(, x) : Q → T ∗x (∂Mn). To show that β
is transverse to the zero section of T ∗(∂Mn), it is enough to show that for
every x ∈ ∂Mn,

Dβx : T( f ,λ,g)Q→ T ∗x (∂Mn)
(ν, s, h)→ dν(x)

is onto when βx( f , λ, g) = d f (x) = 0.
Assume this is not true for some ( f , λ, g) and x with d f (x) = 0. Since

ImD βx is a linear subspace of T ∗x (∂Mn), there will exist a nonzero ξ ∈
T ∗(∂Mn) such that ξ · dν(x) = 0 for all dν(x) ∈ Im Dβx by the assumption.
Here ξ · dν(x) denotes the inner product in T ∗(∂Mn).

Consider the special (ν, 0, h) constructed in the proof of Proposition 3.10.
That is, for any w ∈ Ker⊥(Λ−λ) with supp(w)∩f−1(0) = ∅ and

∫
∂M

wdA = 0,
there is

ν = Rλw =
∑

λn,λ,λn>0

〈w, ψn〉∂M

λn − λ
ψn

and
hw = σwg for some σw ∈ C

k(Mn)
such that (Rλw, 0, hw) ∈ T( f ,λ,g)Q. Then for all such admissible w, it follows
that

ξ · dRλw(x) = 0.
That is, ∑

λn,λ,λn>0

〈w, ψn〉∂M

λn − λ
ξ · dψn(x) = 0.

Then the density of the set of the admissible w in Ker⊥(Λ−λ)∩{
∫
∂M
ψdA =

0} implies that

ξ · dψn(x) = 0 when λn , λ, λn > 0.(3.10)

When ψn is the eigenfunction of λ, we get (ψn, 0, 0) ∈ T( f ,λ,g)Q according
to (3.7). Then ξ · dψn(x) = 0 by the assumption when λn = λ. In addition,
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when ψn is the eigenfunction of the eigenvalue λn = 0, ψn is constant and
then ξ · dψn(x) = 0. These facts together with (3.10) imply that ξ · dζ(x) = 0
for any function ζ on ∂Mn. For any η ∈ T ∗x (∂Mn), we can find some function
ζ on ∂Mn such that η = dζ at the point x. It follows that ξ · η(x) = 0 for all
η ∈ T ∗x (∂Mn). Then ξ = 0 which is a contradiction. Therefore Dβx is onto.

�

Theorem 3.13. Let Mn be a compact manifold with smooth boundary ∂Mn.
Given an integer k ≥ 2, there exists a residual set of metrics g ∈ Gk such
that for any g in this set, all non-constant Steklov eigenfunctions are Morse
functions.

Proof. We apply Theorem 3.5 here with replacing f by β, B by Gk, X by
∂M, Y by T ∗(∂Mn) and Y ′ by the zero section of T ∗(∂Mn).

Since f ∈ Wk− 1
p , p(∂Mn) ⊂ Ck−1(∂Mn) for all p ≥ n, we have β as a Ck−1

map for all p ≥ n. So β is sufficiently smooth to apply Theorem 3.5, with
dimX + dimY′ − dimY = 0 and the assumption k ≥ 2. By Proposition
3.12, β is transverse to Y ′, the zero section of T ∗(∂Mn). Thus Theorem 3.5
implies that there exits a residual subset of g ∈ Gk such that βg = β|π−1(g) is
transverse to the zero section of T ∗(∂Mn).

We know that βg( f , λ, x) = 0 if and only if f is one eigenfunction of
Λ corresponding to λ , 0 with respect to g and d f (x) = 0. Therefore
βg is transverse to the zero section of T ∗(∂Mn) will imply that the map
d f : ∂Mn → T ∗(∂Mn) is transverse to the zero section of T ∗(∂Mn) for any
non-constant eigenfunction f with respect to g. This means that in a local
coordinates U ⊂ ∂Mn, the map

( fx1 , · · · , fxn−1) : U → Rn−1

has 0 as a regular value, which is equivalent to the Hessian of f at critical
points being non-degenerate. Thus the conclusion follows.

�

In the end, Theorem 3.6, 3.11 and 3.13 together imply the Main Theorem.
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[16] Jindřich Nečas, Direct methods in the theory of elliptic equations, Springer Mono-
graphs in Mathematics, Springer, Heidelberg, 2012. Translated from the 1967 French
original by Gerard Tronel and Alois Kufner; Editorial coordination and preface by
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