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STABILITY OF EXTREMAL DOMAINS FOR THE FIRST

EIGENVALUE OF THE LAPLACIAN OPERATOR

MARCOS P. CAVALCANTE AND IVALDO NUNES

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

1. Introduction

Let (Mn, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension n ≥ 2. For
each compact domain Ω ⊂ M with smooth boundary, let λ1(Ω) > 0 denote
the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian operator on Ω with Dirichlet bound-
ary condition. Given 0 < m < vol(M,g), a very interesting isoperimetric
problem in spectral geometry and shape optimization is that of investigat-
ing the minimizers or, more generally, the critical points of the functional
Ω ⊂ M 7→ λ1(Ω) defined on the class of domains Ω ⊂ M such that
vol(Ω) = m.

Regarding this problem, Faber [11] and Krahn [21] proved that, in Rn,
geodesic balls are the only global minimizers of Ω ⊂ Rn 7→ λ1(Ω) subject
to a volume constraint. More precisely, they proved that if Ω ⊂ Rn is a
compact domain, then λ1(Ω) ≥ λ1(B), where B ⊂ Rn is a geodesic ball such
that vol(Ω) = vol(B), and equality holds if and only if Ω is a geodesic ball.
We note that the analogous result is true in Sn, the round sphere, and Hn,
the hyperbolic space (see, for example, Chapter IV, Section 2, of [6]).

In turn, it is known that a compact domain Ω0 ⊂ (M,g) with smooth
boundary is a critical point of the functional Ω ⊂ M 7→ λ1(Ω) with respect
to volume preserving deformations of Ω0 in M if and only if the first eigen-
functions of the Laplacian operator of Ω0 with Dirichlet boundary condition
solve the following overdetermined problem:





∆ϕ+ λ1(Ω0)ϕ = 0 in Ω0,
ϕ = 0 on ∂Ω0,
∂ϕ

∂ν
= c on ∂Ω0,

where c 6= 0 is a constant and ν denotes the outward unit normal vector
along ∂Ω0.
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This follows from the first variation formula for the first Dirichlet eigen-
value of the Laplacian operator, known as the Hadamard formula, which was
originally proved by Garabedian and Schiffer [14] in Euclidean space and
later by El Soufi and Ilias [9] for general Riemannian manifolds. From now
on, following [25], we say that a compact domain Ω0 ⊂ (M,g) with a smooth
boundary is an extremal domain if it is a critical point of Ω ⊂ M 7→ λ1(Ω)
with respect to volume preserving deformations. We refer the reader to
Section 2 for details and precise definitions.

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

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

Recently, Lamboley and Sicbaldi [23] established an existence and regu-
larity theorem for the Faber-Krahn profile of any given Riemannian manifold
(Mn, g), which is the function FK : m ∈ (0, vol(M)) 7→ FK(m) defined by

(1.1) FK(m) = inf{λ1(Ω) : Ω ⊂M is an open subset and vol(Ω) = m}.

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

FK(m) = λ1(Ω
⋆).

In particular, Ω⋆ is a smooth extremal domain if n = 2, 3 or 4. We note
that an asymptotic expansion of the Faber-Krahn profile for small volumes
was obtained Druet in [8]. On the other hand, Espinar and Mazet [10]
proved that simply connected extremal domains (and, in fact, f -extremal
disks) in S2 are geodesic disks.

It is worth mentioning that all the above results have parallels in the
context of hypersurfaces of constant mean curvature (see, for example, [35],
[24], [3], [17], [15], and [19]). For more results on the existence of extremal
domains, we refer the reader to [32] and [33].

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

In this paper, we initiate the investigation of the stability properties of ex-
tremal domains in general Riemannian manifolds. We say that an extremal
domain Ω ⊂ (M,g) is stable if it minimizes the first Dirichlet eigenvalue
functional up to the second order with respect to volume preserving de-
formations. We point out that Shimakura studied in [31] the notions of
extremability and stability for domains in the Euclidean space from a local

point of view and proved that every local extremal domain in Rn is locally
stable. An alternative proof of Shimakura’s result was obtained by Jorge
and de Lima in [20], where an index formula has been proved in this setting.

In Section 3, we derive the second variation formula and establish a crite-
rion for stability, obtaining important insights into the geometry of extremal
domains. Using this criterion, we give a complete characterization of stable
extremal domains in the round sphere S2. We prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω ⊂ (S2, gcan) be an extremal domain. If Ω is stable,

then it is necessarily a geodesic disk.

This theorem can be considered as the parallel of the Barbosa-do Carmo-
Eschenburg theorem [4]. It is interesting to observe that Theorem 1.1, com-
bined with Lamboley-Sicbaldi’s theorem proved in [23] and cited above,
provides an alternative proof of the Faber-Krahn inequality in S2, which
states that for any 0 < m < 4π, if Ω ⊂ S2 is a compact domain with area
m, then:

λ1(Ω) ≥ λ1(D),

where D ⊂ S2 is a geodesic disk with area v and equality holds if and only
if Ω is a geodesic disk.

In the case that n = 2 and M2 = (S2, gcan), Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 in [23]
imply that there exists a smooth domain Ω⋆ such that λ1(Ω) ≥ λ1(Ω

⋆). In
particular, Ω⋆ is a stable extremal domain and, in fact, a global minimizer
of λ1 with an area constraint. By Theorem 1.1 above, we have that Ω⋆ is a
geodesic disk D. Moreover, if λ1(Ω) = λ1(D), then Ω is a stable extremal
domain. Applying Theorem 1.1 again we have that Ω is also a geodesic disk,
thus proving the Faber-Krahn inequality in S2.

In general, for stable extremal domains Ω in a given Riemannian surface
(M2, g), we prove the following restriction on the topology of Ω.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M2, g) be an orientable compact Riemannian surface. If

Ω ⊂M is a stable extremal domain with nonnegative total Gauss curvature,

that is,
´

ΩKg da ≥ 0, then the only possible values for the genus gΩ of Ω
and the number r of connected components of ∂Ω are:

(1) gΩ = 0 and r ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5};
(2) gΩ = 1 and r ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7}.

In particular, it follows that stable extremal domains in a sphere (S2, g)
with nonnegative curvature have at most 5 boundary components.
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By using the asymptotic expansion of the Faber-Krahn profile proved by
Druet in [8] we are able to obtain the following bounds on the topology of
stable extremal domains with small areas in general Riemannian surfaces,
which provides, in this case, an improvement on Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.3. Let (M2, g) be an orientable compact Riemannian surface.

There exists ε, depending only on the geometry of M , such that if Ω ⊂M is

a stable extremal domain with area(Ω) < ε, then the only possible values for

the genus gΩ of Ω and the number r of connected components of ∂Ω are:

(1) gΩ ∈ {0, 2} and r ∈ {1, 2, 3};
(2) gΩ = 1 and r ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}.

Since the Faber-Krahn inequality is true on Sn for any n ≥ 2, it is a very
natural question to ask if the characterization proved in Theorem 1.1 can be
extended to stable extremal domains in Sn, for n ≥ 3. By using a result due
to Reilly (see [26, Theorem 4]), we are able to give the following description
of stable extremal domains Ω ⊂ Sn, n ≥ 3, in the case ∂Ω is a minimal
hypersurface.

Theorem 1.4. Let Ω ⊂ (Sn, gcan) be an extremal domain such that ∂Ω is a

compact minimal hypersurface. If Ω is stable, then Ω is a hemisphere.

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

2. Basic definitions and first variation formula for λ1

Let (M,g) be a smooth Riemannian manifold. For each smooth compact
domain Ω ⊂M , let λ1(Ω) denote its first eigenvalue of the Laplacian opera-
tor with Dirichlet boundary condition. We will start this section by defining
what we mean by a local deformation of Ω in M .

A smooth local deformation of Ω in M is a smooth one-parameter family
of domains Ωt ⊂ M , t ∈ (−ε, ε), given by Ωt = ft(Ω), where ft : M → M
is the smooth flow of some smooth vector field V ∈ X(M). If, in addition,
vol(Ωt) = vol(Ω) for all t ∈ (−ε, ε), then we say that Ωt = ft(Ω) is a volume

preserving local deformation of Ω.
Let Ωt = ft(Ω), t ∈ (−ε, ε), be a smooth local deformation of a smooth

compact domain Ω ⊂ M . As the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the Laplacian
operator is simple, it follows from the implicit function theorem that the
function t ∈ (−ε, ε) 7→ λ1(Ωt) is smooth.

Definition 2.1 (Extremal domains). We say that a smooth compact domain
Ω ⊂ (M,g) is extremal if

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

λ1(Ωt) = 0,

for any volume preserving local deformation Ωt = ft(Ω), t ∈ (−ε, ǫ), of Ω in
M .
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Next, we will state the Hadarmad formula proved by El Soufi and Ilias
[9] which gives a first variation formula for the functional Ω ⊂M 7→ λ1(Ω).

Proposition 2.2 (El Soufi and Ilias, [9]). Let (M,g) be a smooth Riemann-

ian manifold and let Ω ⊂M be a smooth compact domain. Let Ωt = ft(Ω),
t ∈ (−ε, ε), be a smooth local deformation of Ω. We have

(2.1)
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

λ1(Ωt) = −
ˆ

∂Ω
v

(
∂ϕ

∂ν

)2

dℓ,

where ν is the outward unit normal vector along ∂Ω, v = 〈V, ν〉 is the normal

displacement of ∂Ω induced by the deformation,and ϕ ∈ C∞(Ω) is the first

Dirichlet positive eigenfunction of the Laplacian operator on Ω such that

‖ϕ‖L2(Ω) = 1

We notice that if Ωt = ft(Ω), t ∈ (−ε, ε), is volume preserving, that
is, vol(Ωt) = vol(Ω) for all t ∈ (−ε, ε), then

´

∂Ω v dℓ = 0. Conversely, if

v ∈ C∞(∂Ω) is such that
´

∂Ω v dℓ = 0, then there exists a smooth local
deformation Ωt = ft(Ω), t ∈ (−ε, ε), such that dft/dt|t=0 = vν on ∂Ω.

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





∆ϕ+ λ1(Ω)ϕ = 0 in Ω,
ϕ = 0 on ∂Ω,
∂ϕ

∂ν
= c on ∂Ω,

where c 6= 0.

2.1. Examples. Assume that there exists an isometric action of a compact
Lie group G on a Riemannian manifold M , and let Ω ⊂ M be a domain
invariant under the action of G with a single connected boundary component.
If ϕ is a first eigenfunction, then ϕ ◦ θ also solves the Dirichlet eigenvalue
problem in Ω = θ(Ω) for all θ ∈ G. Since λ1(Ω) is simple, it follows that
ϕ◦θ = cθϕ, defining a group homomorphism θ 7→ cθ. Due to the compactness
of G, we have cθ = 1, proving that ϕ is G-invariant. This invariance implies
that ∂ϕ

∂ν
is constant along ∂Ω.

A basic non-trivial example using this construction is given by the action
G = SO(k + 1) × SO(n − k) on the unit round sphere Sn ⊂ Rn+1 when we
consider Rn+1 = Rk+1 ⊕ Rn−k. In this case, the invariant domains are the
solid tori Ωr, r ∈ (0, π/2), whose boundaries are given by the principal orbits
of G, Σ(r) = Sk(cos r)× Sn−k−1(sin r). In particular, ∂Ω(π/4) is a minimal
hypersurface. Note that, by choosing suitable values for r ∈ (0, π/2), we
can also construct extremal G-domains from this family with two boundary
components.

Another family of examples of extremal domains we can construct using
this method are the solid tori Dn−1

r × S1 ⊂ T n, r ∈ (0, 1), where T n stands
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for the flat n-torus. From this particular family, Sicbaldi [32] and Schlenk-
Sicbaldi [29] constructed new extremal domains using bifurcation techniques.

3. Second variation formula for λ1 and stability of extremal

domains

Let (M,g) and Ω0 ⊂M be a smooth Riemannian manifold and a smooth
compact domain, respectively. Suppose that Ω0 is extremal. Since Ω0 is a
critical point of the functional Ω ⊂ M 7→ λ1(Ω), it is natural to investigate
the second variation of this functional at Ω0. In this section, we will present
a second variation formula for this functional, in a very general setting. As
a consequence, we will give a criterion for a given extremal domain Ω0 ⊂M
to be stable.

Definition 3.1 (Stable extremal domains). We say that an extremal domain
Ω0 ⊂ (M,g) is stable if

d2

dt2

∣∣∣∣
t=0

λ1(Ωt) ≥ 0,

for any volume preserving local deformation Ωt = ft(Ω), t ∈ (−ε, ǫ), of Ω0

in M .

In the following proposition, we present a formula for the second variation
for the functional Ω ⊂M 7→ λ1(Ω) at an extremal domain Ω0, with respect
to volume preserving local deformations.

Proposition 3.2 (Second variation formula for λ1). Let Ω0 ⊂ (M,g) be

an extremal domain and let ϕ0 ∈ C∞(Ω0) be the first Dirichlet positive

eigenfunction of the Laplacian operator on Ω0 with ‖ϕ0‖L2(Ω0) = 1. For any

volume preserving local deformation Ωt = ft(Ω0), t ∈ (−ε, ε), of Ω0 in M ,

we have

(3.1)
d2

dt2

∣∣∣∣
t=0

λ1(Ωt) = 2c2
ˆ

∂Ω0

(
v
∂v̂

∂ν
+Hv2

)
dℓ,

where H is the mean curvature of ∂Ω0 with respect to the outward unit nor-

mal vector ν, v = 〈dft/dt|t=0, ν〉 is the normal displacement of ∂Ω0 induced

by the deformation, c = ∂ϕ0/∂ν and v̂ is a (∆ + λ1(Ω0))-extension of v,
that is, v̂ is a solution to the following problem:{

∆v̂ + λ1v̂ = 0 in Ω0,
v̂ = v on ∂Ω0.

Proof. See the Appendix A. �

Remark 3.3. Let Ω ⊂ (M,g) be a smooth compact domain and let ϕ be a first
Dirichlet eigenfunction of the Laplacian operator on Ω. Given v ∈ C∞(Σ),
as a consequence of the Fredholm alternative, there exists a (∆ + λ1(Ω))-
extension v̂ of v if and only if

(3.2)

ˆ

∂Ω
v
∂ϕ

∂ν
dℓ = 0.
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Moreover, v̂ is unique up to an addition of a multiple of ϕ (see, for example,
Lemma 2.5 of [34]). In the case Ω0 ⊂ (M,g) is an extremal domain, we
know that ∂ϕ0/∂ν is constant along ∂Ω. Thus, (3.2) becomes

ˆ

∂Ω0

v dℓ = 0,

which is equivalent to say that the local deformation of Ω0 given by v is
volume preserving.

Remark 3.4. The second variation formula given by (3.1) was deduced by
Garabedian and Schiffer [13] for domains in the Euclidean plane R2 and
by Shimakura [31] for domains in Rn for n ≥ 3 (see also [18, Theorem
2.5.6]). To the best of the authors’ knowledge, this is the first time that this
formula for extremal domains in general Riemannian manifolds appears in
the literature.

We recall that volume preserving local deformations of Ω0 are in bijection
with functions in the space F(∂Ω0) = {v ∈ C∞(∂Ω0) :

´

∂Ω0
v dℓ = 0} of

smooth functions on the boundary of Ω0 with zero average. Motivated by
Proposition 3.1, we consider the quadratic form

Q : F(∂Ω0)×F(∂Ω0) → R

given by

Q(v,w) =

ˆ

∂Ω0

(
v
∂ŵ

∂ν
+Hvw

)
dℓ,

where ŵ is a (∆ + λ1(Ω0))-extension of w to Ω0. This setup allows us to
define the index of an extremal domain.

Definition 3.5 (Index of Extremal Domains). If Ω0 ⊂ (M,g) is an extremal
domain, then the Morse index of Ω0 is given by

Ind(Ω0) = max{dimV : V ⊂ F(∂Ω0) and Q is negative definite on V }.
By this definition, the index represents the number of linearly indepen-

dent, volume preserving variations that decrease the first Dirichlet eigen-
value. In particular, Ω0 is stable if and only if Ind(Ω0) = 0.

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

Proposition 3.6. An extremal domain Ω0 ⊂ (M,g) is stable if and only if
ˆ

Ω0

|∇v|2 da− λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

v2 da+

ˆ

∂Ω0

Hv2 dℓ ≥ 0,

for all v ∈ C∞(Ω0) such that
´

∂Ω0
v dℓg = 0.

Proof. Given v ∈ C∞(Ω0), define

S(v, v) = S0(v, v) +

ˆ

∂Ω0

Hv2 dℓ,
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where S0(u, v) =
´

Ω0
〈∇u,∇v〉 da − λ1(Ω0)

´

Ω0
uv da.

Integrating by parts, we obtain that

(3.3) S(v̂|∂Ω0
, v̂|∂Ω0

) = Q(v|∂Ω0
, v|∂Ω0

),

where v̂|∂Ω0
is a (∆ + λ1(Ω0))-extension of v|∂Ω0

.
Now, since S0(u, u) ≥ 0 for all u ∈ C∞(Ω0) such that u = 0 on ∂Ω0, we

have that

(3.4) S(v̂|∂Ω0
, v̂|∂Ω0

) ≤ S(v, v),

for all v ∈ C∞(Ω0). Therefore, from (3.3) and (3.4) we conclude the proof.
�

We conclude this section with some properties of Jacobi functions associ-
ated to the first Dirichlet eigenvalue.

We say that a function v ∈ F(∂Ω) is a Jacobi function of λ1 if
ˆ

∂Ω

(
∂v̂

∂ν
+Hv

)
w dℓ = 0,

for all w ∈ F(∂Ω).
The next lemma presents basic facts about Jacobi functions of λ1 that

will be used in Section 5.

Lemma 3.7. Let Ω ⊂ (M,g) be an extremal domain.

(i) v ∈ F(∂Ω) is a Jacobi function of λ1 if and only if there exist c ∈ R

and a (∆ + λ1(Ω))-extension v̂ of v such that

∂v̂

∂ν
+Hv = c on ∂Ω.

(ii) If Ω is stable and v ∈ F(∂Ω) satisfies
ˆ

∂Ω

(
∂v̂

∂ν
+Hv

)
v dℓ = 0,

then v is a Jacobi function.

4. Instability of rotationally symmetric annuli in S2

Given r0 ∈ (0, π/2), let Ar0 ⊂ (S2, gcan) be the rotationally symmetric
domain given by Ar0 = {p ∈ S2 : dS2(p, γ0) ≤ r0}, where γ0 = S2∩{x3 = 0}.

Since Ar0 is rotationally symmetric and it is also symmetric with respect
to γ0, it is not difficult to see that Ar0 is an extremal domain for all r0 ∈
(0, π/2).

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

Lemma 4.1. Let Ω ⊂ S2 be a stable extremal domain. If ∂Ω has at least two

connected components and
´

∂Ω xi dℓ = 0 for all i = 1, 2, 3, then λ1(Ω) ≤ 1.
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Proof. By Proposition 3.6, the stability of Ω means that

(4.1)

ˆ

∂Ω
κgv

2 dℓ+

ˆ

Ω
|∇v|2 da− λ1(Ω)

ˆ

Ω
v2 da ≥ 0

for all v ∈ C∞(Ω) such that
´

∂Ω v dℓ = 0, where κg denotes the geodesic
curvature of ∂Ω.

Since
´

∂Ω xi dℓ = 0 for all i = 1, 2, 3, we can use x1, x2, and x3 as test
functions in (4.1). By summing over i = 1, 2, 3, we get

(4.2)

ˆ

∂Ω
κg dℓ+ 2area(Ω) ≥ λ1(Ω) area(Ω).

Let r be the number of connected components of ∂Ω. Since r ≥ 2, we
have by the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem that

´

∂Ω κg dℓ = − area(Ω)+2π(2−r) ≤
− area(Ω). Thus, by this inequality and by (4.2), we have

area(Ω) ≥ λ1(Ω) area(Ω).

Therefore, λ1(Ω) ≤ 1. �

Now we have:

Proposition 4.2. The rotationally symmetric annuli Ar0 ⊂ (S2, gcan) are

not stable for any r0 ∈ (0, π/2).

Proof. First, note that we can write gcan on Ar0 as gcan = dr2 + cos2 r dθ2

on [−r0, r0]× S1, where r0 ∈ (0, π/2).
We note that the first eigenfunction of ∆gcan on Ar0 with Dirichlet bound-

ary condition is a radial function, that is, it depends only on r.
If ϕ = ϕ(r), then

∆gcanϕ = ϕ′′ − (tan r)ϕ′.

We would like to investigate the first eigenvalue of the following problem:

ϕ′′ − (tan r)ϕ′ + λϕ = 0, ϕ(−r0) = ϕ(r0) = 0.

Define f(r) =
√
cos r. Since f solves

(4.3) f ′ = −1

2
(tan r)f,

we have, by a simple computation, that w = fϕ solves

w′′ − f ′′

f
w + λw = 0, w(−r0) = w(r0) = 0.

As a consequence, we have

(4.4) λ1(Ar0) = inf

´ r0
−r0

(w′)2 +
(
f ′′

f

)
w2 dr

´ r0
−r0

w2 dr
,

where the inf is taken over the set of functions w defined on [−r0, r0] such
that w(−r0) = w(r0) = 0.

Our next goal is to find a lower estimate for λ1(Ar0).
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First, it follows from (4.3) that

f ′′

f
= −1

2
− 1

4
tan2 r.

Moreover, we have
´ r0
−r0

(w′)2 dr
´ r0
−r0

w2 dr
≥
(
π

2r0

)2

.

Note that for |r| ≤ r0 < π/3, we have

(4.5)

(
f ′′

f

)
(r) ≥

(
f ′′

f

)
(r0) > −1

2
− 1

4
tan2(π/3) = −5

4

and

(4.6)

(
π

2r0

)2

>
9

4

for |r| ≤ r0 < π/3.
Thus, it follows from (4.4) and estimates (4.5) and (4.6) that

λ1 ≥
(
π

2r0

)2

+

(
f ′′

f

)
(r0) > 1.

From this and by using Lemma 4.1, we can conclude the instability of the
extremal annuli Ar0 ⊂ S2 for all r0 < π/3.

Now, suppose that r0 ≥ π/3 and define ϕ(r) = sin r/ sin r0 on Ar0 . Note
that ϕ(r0) = 1 and ϕ(−r0) = −1. Thus,

´

∂Ar0

ϕdℓ = 0.

We have
ˆ

∂Ar0

κgϕ
2 dℓ+

ˆ

Ar0

|∇ϕ|2 da− λ1(Ar0)

ˆ

Ar0

ϕ2 da <

ˆ

∂Ar0

κg +

ˆ

Ar0

|∇ϕ|2 da

= − area(Ar0) +

ˆ

Ar0

|∇ϕ|2 da,

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

(4.7) area(Ar0) = 2π

ˆ r0

−r0

cos r dr = 4π sin r0

(4.8)

ˆ

Ar0

|∇ϕ|2 da =
2π

sin2 r0

ˆ r0

−r0

cos3 r dr =
4π

sin r0
− 4π

3
sin r0.

By (4.7) and (4.8) we have
ˆ

∂Ar0

κgϕ
2 dℓ+

ˆ

Ar0

|∇ϕ|2 da−λ1(Ar0)

ˆ

Ar0

ϕ2 da <
4π

sin r0

(
1− 4

3
sin2 r0

)
≤ 0,

since r0 ≥ π/3.
Thus, we conclude that the annulus Ar0 ⊂ S2 is also unstable for r0 ≥ π/3.

�
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5. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let Ω ⊂ S2 be a stable extremal domain and let ∂1Ω, ∂2Ω, . . . , ∂rΩ, r ≥ 1,
be the connected components of ∂Ω.

For each unit vector a ∈ R3, define the following vector field on S2:
Va(x) = a ∧ x, where ∧ denotes the vector product in R3.

Now, define ϕa : ∂Ω → R by ϕa(x) = 〈Va(x), ν(x)〉, where ν denotes the
outward unit normal vector along ∂Ω. Since divS2 Va = 0, we have

(5.1)

ˆ

∂kΩ
ϕa dℓ = 0,

for all k = 1, 2, . . . , r.
The vector field Va generates a one-parameter family of rotations ft :

S2 → S2 around the vector a. Consider the local deformation of Ω in S2

given by Ωt = ft(Ω). As ft is an isometry of S2 for all t, we have that
λ1(Ωt) = λ1(Ω) for all t. In particular,

d2

dt2
λ1(Ωt)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= 0

and, by Proposition 3.2, this implies that
ˆ

∂Ω

(
∂ϕ̂a

∂ν
+ κgϕa

)
ϕa dℓ = 0.

Therefore, since Ω is stable, we have by Lemma 3.7 that ϕa is a Jacobi
function of λ1, that is, there exists a function ϕ̂a ∈ C∞(Ω) such that

(5.2)





∆ϕ̂a + λ1(Ω)ϕ̂a = 0 on Ω,

∂ϕ̂a

∂ν
+ κgϕa = c on ∂Ω.

After adding ϕ̂a to a constant multiple of ϕ, if necessary, where ϕ is the
first eigenfuncion of the Laplacian operator on Ω with Dirichlet boundary
condition such that ϕ > 0 and ‖ϕ‖L2(Ω) = 1, we may assume without loss
of generality that c = 0 in the second equation above.

Next, fix k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}. We know that S2 \ ∂kΩ consists of two con-
nected components, both homeomorphic to a disk. Let W be one of these
connected components. Note that ∂W = ∂kΩ. Now, let D be the closed
geodesic disk of largest radius such that D ⊂W . Because of the way D was
chosen, we have that ∂D touches ∂kΩ tangentially at least at two points.
In particular, if a ∈ D is the center of D, then ϕa vanishes at least at two
points on ∂kΩ. We claim that ϕa vanishes at least at one more point of ∂kΩ.
In fact, if −a ∈ ∂kΩ, we are done. If not, we let W ′ be the connected com-
ponent of S2 \ ∂kΩ which contains −a and consider D′, the geodesic closed
disk centered at −a contained in W ′ with the largest possible radius. In
this case, we have that ∂D′ touches ∂kΩ tangentially at least at one point.
Thus, this proves our claim.
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Following ideas from Ros and Vergasta [28], we will prove in the following

that Ω \ ϕ̂a
−1(0) has at least three connected components. Let M1, . . . ,Ml

be the connected components of Ω\ϕ̂a
−1(0). By applying the Gauss-Bonnet

Theorem to each Mi we obtain

area(Mi) = 2πχ(Mi)−
ˆ

∂Mi

κg dℓ−
ji∑

k=1

θik,

where θik are the external angles of ∂Mi.
By summing over i = 1, 2, . . . , l, we get that

area(Ω) = 2π

(
l∑

i=1

χ(Mi)

)
−
ˆ

∂Ω
κg dℓ−

∑

j

θj,

where
∑

j θj stands for the sum of the external angles of all nodal domains
Mi.

By the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem applied to Ω, we have

(5.3) 2π(2− r) = 2π

(
l∑

i=1

χ(Mi)

)
−
∑

j

θj.

Now, it follows from (5.1) that ϕa vanishes in at least two points of ∂iΩ,
for all i = 1, 2, . . . , r. Moreover, we know that for ϕa vanishes in at least
three points of ∂kΩ. This implies that

(5.4)
∑

j

θj ≥ 2π

(
1

2
+ r

)
.

Thus, by (5.3) and (5.4) we can conclude that
∑

i=1

χ(Mi) ≥
5

2
> 2.

This implies that Ω \ (ϕ̂a)
−1(0) has at least three connected components.

But since Ω is a stable extremal domain and ϕ̂a solves (5.2) we have that
Ω \ (ϕ̂a)

−1(0) has at most two connected components unless ϕ̂a ≡ 0. Thus,
it follows from the above argument that ϕ̂a ≡ 0, which implies that Ω is
rotationally symmetric.

Since the rotationally symmetric extremal annuli are unstable we have
that Ω is a geodesic ball.

6. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let (M2, g) be an orientable Riemannian surface and let Ω ⊂ M be
a stable extremal domain. Suppose that Ω has nonnegative total Gauss
curvature, that is,

´

ΩKg da ≥ 0.
By a result of Gabard [12, Théorème 7.2.], which improved a previous

result due to Alfhors [1], there exists a proper conformal branched cover
ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) : Ω → D2, where D2 ⊂ R2 is the closed unit disk, of degree at
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most gΩ+ r. Moreover, after composing ϕ with a conformal diffeomorphism
of D2 if necessary, we may suppose that

ˆ

∂Ω
ϕi dℓ = 0,

for i = 1, 2.
Thus, by the stability of Ω, we have that

2∑

i=1

ˆ

∂Ω
κgϕ

2
i dℓ+

2∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω
|∇ϕi|2 da ≥ λ1(Ω)

2∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω
ϕ2
i da.

Since ϕ is conformal and has degree at most gΩ + r,

2∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω
|∇ϕi|2 da ≤ 2π(gΩ + r).

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

2π(2 − 2gΩ − r) + 2π(gΩ + r) ≥ λ1(Ω)

2∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω
ϕ2
i da+

ˆ

Ω
Kg da > 0.

Thus, 4π − 2πgΩ > 0, that is, gΩ < 2.
Now, in order to estimate the number r of connected components of ∂Ω,

we use a similar, but different, balancing argument. Let Ω denote a compact
Riemannian surface obtained from Ω by attaching a conformal disk at any
connected component of ∂Ω, such that Ω and Ω have the same genus. There
exists a nonconstant holomorphic map ψ = (ψ1, ψ2, ψ3) : Ω → S2 of degree
at most 1 + ⌊(gΩ + 1)/2⌋ (see, for example, [16], p.261), where S2 ⊂ R3 is
the unit sphere centered at the origin. Again, after composing ψ with a
conformal diffeomorphism of S2 if necessary, we may assume that

ˆ

∂Ω
ψi dℓ = 0,

for i = 1, 2, 3.
For each i = 1, 2, 3, we define ϕi = ψi|Ω. Since

∑3
i=1 ϕ

2
i = 1 in Ω, it

follows from the stability of Ω that

ˆ

∂Ω
κg dℓ+ 8π

(
1 +

⌊
gΩ + 1

2

⌋)
≥
ˆ

∂Ω
κg dℓ+

3∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω
|∇ψi|2 da

>

ˆ

∂Ω
κg dℓ+

3∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω
|∇ϕi|2 da

≥λ1(Ω) area(Ω) > 0.

By the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem, we have that

12π − 2πr − 4πgΩ + 8π

⌊
gΩ + 1

2

⌋
> 0.
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Therefore, if gΩ = 0, then 12π− 2πr > 0 which implies that r < 6. In the
case gΩ = 1, we have 16π − 2πr > 0 and this implies r < 8.

7. Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let (M2, g) be an orientable Riemannian surface. First, note that it
follows from the asymptotic expansion of the Faber-Krahn profile proved by
Druet in [8] that

(7.1) lim
m→0

FK(m)m = λ1(D
2)π,

where D2 ⊂ R2 is the closed unit disk.
It is well known that λ1(D

2) = j20 , where j0 is the first positive zero of
the Bessel function J0 (see, for example, Theorem 4, Section 5, Chapter II
of [6]). Moreover, since j20 ≈ 2.40483 we have that λ1(D

2) ≈ 5.7832 > 5.
Therefore, by (7.1), we conclude that there exists ε > 0 such that

(7.2) FK(m)m > 5π

for all 0 < m < ε.
Now, suppose that Ω ⊂ M is a stable extremal domain. Following the

same steps as the proof of Theorem 1.2 we can obtain the following two
inequalities:

4π − 2πgΩ >

ˆ

Ω
Kg da ≥ − sup

M

|Kg| area(Ω)

and

12π − 2πr − 4πgΩ + 8π

⌊
gΩ + 1

2

⌋
≥ λ1(Ω) area(Ω) +

ˆ

Ω
Kg da

≥ λ1(Ω) area(Ω)− sup
M

|Kg| area(Ω).

Therefore, decreasing ε > 0 if necessary, we obtain from the first inequal-
ity that if area(Ω) < ε then gΩ ≤ 2. Moreover, since λ1(Ω) area(Ω) > 5π by
(7.2), we get from the second inequality that

7π − 2πgΩ > − sup
M

|Kg| area(Ω) if gΩ ∈ {0, 2}

and

11π − 2πr > − sup
M

|Kg| area(Ω) if gΩ = 1.

Thus, decreasing ε > 0 once more if necessary, we obtain that r ≤ 3 if
gΩ ∈ {0, 2} and r ≤ 5 if gΩ = 1 whenever area(Ω) < ε.

8. Proof of Theorem 1.4

Suppose that Ω ⊂ (Sn, gcan) is a stable extremal domain such that ∂Ω is
a compact minimal hypersurface, that is, H∂Ω = 0. It follows from a result
due to Reilly [27, Theorem 4] that λ1(Ω) ≥ n with equality if and only if Ω
is a hemisphere.
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Since ∂Ω is minimal, it is well known that
ˆ

∂Ω
xi dℓ = 0,

for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n + 1.
Thus, using the coordinate functions as test functions in Proposition 3.6,

we get
ˆ

Ω
|∇xi|2 da ≥ λ1(Ω)

ˆ

Ω
x2i da

for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n + 1.
By summing over i = 1, 2, . . . , n + 1 and using that |∇xi|2 = 1 − x2i , we

have

n vol(Ω) ≥ λ1(Ω) vol(Ω).

This implies λ1(Ω) ≤ n. Thus, λ1(Ω) = n and Ω is a hemisphere.

Appendix A. Proof of Proposition 3.2

Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold and let Ω0 ⊂ M be an extremal
domain. In this section, we will deduce the second variation formula (3.1)
for the first eigenvalue functional Ω 7→ λ1(Ω) at Ω0.

Let ϕ0 ∈ C∞(Ω0) be the first eigenfunction of the Laplacian operator
on Ω0 with Dirichlet boundary condition such that ϕ0 > 0 on Ω0 and
‖ϕ0‖L2(Ω0) = 1. Since Ω0 is extremal, there is a constant c ∈ R such that
∂ϕ0/∂ν0 = c on ∂Ω0.

For each smooth domain Ω ⊂M , define

J(Ω) = λ1(Ω) + c2 vol(Ω).

Let Ωt = ft(Ω0), t ∈ (−ε, ε), be a local deformation of Ω0 in M given by
a smooth vector field V ∈ X(M). It is well known that

d

dt
vol(Ωt) =

ˆ

∂Ωt

vt dℓt, ∀ t ∈ (−ε, ε),

where vt = 〈V, νt〉, νt denotes the outward unit normal vector along ∂Ωt,
and dℓt is the volume element of ∂Ωt induced by g.

Therefore, by Proposition 2.2, we have

(A.1)
d

dt
J(Ωt) = −

ˆ

∂Ωt

vt

[(
∂ϕt

∂νt

)2

− c2

]
dℓt, ∀ t ∈ (−ε, ε),

where ϕt ∈ C∞(Ωt) denotes the positive first eigenfunction of the Laplacian
operator on Ωt with Dirichlet boundary condition and such that ‖ϕt‖L2(Ωt) =
1.

Since ∂ϕ0/∂ν0 = c, it follows from (A.1) that Ω0 is a critical point of J
with respect to all local deformations Ωt = ft(Ω0) of Ω0 in M , not only the
volume preserving ones. Moreover, we have
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d2

dt2
J(Ωt)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= −
ˆ

∂Ω0

v0

[
d

dt

(
∂ϕt

∂νt

)2
∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

]
dℓ0

= −2

ˆ

∂Ω0

v0
∂ϕ0

∂ν0

(
d

dt

∂ϕt

∂νt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

)
dℓ0.

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

Note that

˙(
∂ϕt

∂νt

)
=

d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

〈∇ϕt, νt〉

= 〈∇ϕ̇, ν0〉+ 〈∇ϕ0, ν̇〉

=
∂ϕ̇

∂ν0
+
∂ϕ0

∂ν̇
.

Let gt = f∗t (g) be the pullback metric of g on Ω0. Let h = ġ be the
derivative tensor at t = 0. Note that h = LV g, where L denotes the Lie
derivative.

Since ∇ϕ0 = (∂ϕ0/∂ν0) ν0 on ∂Ω0, we get 〈∇ϕ0, ν̇〉 = (∂ϕ0/∂ν0) 〈ν0, ν̇〉.
Moreover, since 〈νt, νt〉 = 1 for all t, it follows directly that

〈ν0, ν̇〉 = −1

2
h(ν0, ν0).

Therefore,

d2

dt2
J(Ωt)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= −2

ˆ

∂Ω0

v0
∂ϕ0

∂ν0

∂ϕ̇

∂ν0
dℓ0 +

ˆ

∂Ω0

v0

(
∂ϕ0

∂ν0

)2

h(ν0, ν0) dℓ0

= −2c

ˆ

∂Ω0

v0
∂ϕ̇

∂ν0
dℓ0 + c2

ˆ

∂Ω0

v0h(ν0, ν0) dℓ0.

Now, suppose that Ωt = ft(Ω0), t ∈ (−ε, ε), is a volume preserving local
deformation. Note that, in this case, we have

d2

dt2
J(Ωt)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

=
d2

dt2
λ1(Ωt)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

.

Moreover, we also have that
´

∂Ω0
v0 dℓ0 = 0.

Let v̂0 be a (∆ + λ1(Ω0))-extension of v0, that is, v̂0 solves the following
problem (see Remark 3.3):

{
∆v̂0 + λ1(Ω0)v̂0 = 0 in Ω0,

v̂0 = v0 on ∂Ω0.
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Using that ϕ̇ = 0 along ∂Ω0, the Green formula yields
ˆ

∂Ω0

v0
∂ϕ̇

∂ν0
dℓ0 =

ˆ

Ω0

(v̂0∆ϕ̇− ϕ̇∆v̂0) da0

=

ˆ

Ω0

v̂0 (∆ϕ̇+ λ1(Ω0)ϕ̇) da0,

where da0 is the volume element of Ω0.
Now, differentiating the equation ∆gtϕt + λ1(Ωt)ϕt = 0 we get

∆̇ϕ0 +∆ϕ̇+ λ̇1ϕ0 + λ1(Ω0)ϕ̇ = 0.

And so, since λ̇1 = 0 we have

∆ϕ̇+ λ1(Ω0)ϕ̇ = −∆̇ϕ0.

Combining these identities, we arrive at

(A.2)
d2

dt2
λ1(Ωt)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= 2c

ˆ

Ω0

v̂0∆̇ϕ0 da0 + c2
ˆ

∂Ω0

v0h(ν0, ν0) dℓ0,

where ∆̇ϕ0 = −〈h,∇2ϕ0〉 − div h(∇ϕ0) +
1
2〈∇(trΩ0

h),∇ϕ0〉 (see [5, 9]).
Integrating by parts, we have

−
ˆ

Ω0

〈h,∇2ϕ0〉v̂0 da0 = −
ˆ

Ω0

div(h(∇ϕ0, ·)v̂0) da0 +
ˆ

Ω0

div h(∇ϕ0)v̂0 da0

+

ˆ

Ω0

h(∇ϕ0,∇v̂0) da0

= −
ˆ

∂Ω0

h(∇ϕ0, ν0)v̂0 dℓ0 +

ˆ

Ω0

div h(∇ϕ0)v̂0 da0

+

ˆ

Ω0

h(∇ϕ0,∇v̂0) da0.

Plugging this identity into (A.2) and noting that

h(∇ϕ0, ν0) = (∂ϕ0/∂ν0) h(ν0, ν0) = ch(ν0, ν0) on ∂Ω0,

we get

d2

dt2
λ1(Ωt)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= −2c

ˆ

∂Ω0

h(∇ϕ0, ν0)v0 dℓ0 + 2c

ˆ

Ω0

h(∇ϕ0,∇v̂0) da0

+ c

ˆ

Ω0

v̂0〈∇(trΩ0
h),∇ϕ0〉 da0 + c2

ˆ

∂Ω0

v0h(ν0, ν0) dℓ0

= −c2
ˆ

∂Ω0

vh(ν0, ν0) dℓ0 + 2c

ˆ

Ω0

h(∇ϕ0,∇v̂0) da0

+ c

ˆ

Ω0

〈∇(trΩ0
h),∇ϕ0〉v̂0 da0.
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Using h = LV g, we have

ˆ

Ω0

h(∇ϕ0,∇v̂0) da0 =

ˆ

Ω0

(LV g) (∇ϕ0,∇v̂0) da0

=

ˆ

Ω0

(〈∇∇ϕ0
V,∇v̂0〉+ 〈∇∇v̂0V,∇ϕ0〉) da0.

On the other hand,

div(〈V,∇v̂0〉∇ϕ0) = 〈∇〈V,∇v̂0〉,∇ϕ0〉+ 〈V,∇v̂0〉∆ϕ0

= 〈∇∇ϕ0
V,∇v̂0〉+ 〈V,∇∇ϕ0

∇v̂0〉 − λ1(Ω0)〈V,∇v̂0〉ϕ0

= 〈∇∇ϕ0
V,∇v̂0〉+∇2v̂0(V,∇ϕ0)− λ1(Ω0)〈V,∇v̂0〉ϕ0,

and similarly,

div(〈V,∇ϕ0〉∇v̂0) = 〈∇∇v̂0V,∇ϕ0〉+∇2ϕ0(V,∇v̂0)− λ1(Ω0)〈V,∇ϕ0〉v̂0.

Thus, we have that

ˆ

Ω0

h(∇ϕ0,∇v̂0) da0 =

ˆ

Ω0

div(〈V,∇v̂0〉∇ϕ0) da0 −
ˆ

Ω0

∇2v̂0(V,∇ϕ0) da0

+ λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

〈V, v̂0〉ϕ0 da0 +

ˆ

Ω0

div(〈V,∇ϕ0〉∇v̂0) da0

−
ˆ

Ω0

∇2ϕ0(V,∇v̂0) da0 + λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇ϕ0〉v̂0 da0

=

ˆ

∂Ω0

(
〈V,∇v̂0〉

∂ϕ0

∂ν0
+ 〈V,∇ϕ0〉

∂v̂0
∂ν0

)
dℓ0

−
ˆ

Ω0

(
∇2v̂0(V,∇ϕ0) +∇2ϕ0(V,∇v̂0)

)
da0

+ λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇v̂0〉ϕ0 da0 + λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇ϕ0〉v̂0 da0.

Now, on ∂Ω0, we have V = V T + v0ν0 and ∇ϕ0 = cν0, where V
T is the

component of V tangent to ∂Ω0. Moreover, note that

∇2v̂0(V,∇ϕ0) +∇2ϕ0(V,∇v̂0) = 〈∇〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉, V 〉.

Thus
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ˆ

Ω0

h(∇ϕ0,∇v̂0) da0 =

ˆ

∂Ω0

(
〈V T ,∇v̂0〉

∂ϕ0

∂ν0
+ v0

∂v̂0
∂ν0

∂ϕ0

∂ν0
+ v0

∂ϕ0

∂ν0

∂v̂0
∂ν0

)
dℓ0

−
ˆ

Ω0

〈∇〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉, V 〉 da0 + λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇v̂0〉ϕ0 da0

+ λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇ϕ0〉v̂0 da0

= c

ˆ

∂Ω0

〈V T ,∇v̂0〉 dℓ0 + 2c

ˆ

∂Ω0

v0
∂v̂0
∂ν0

dℓ0

−
ˆ

Ω0

〈∇〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉, V 〉 da0 + λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇v̂0〉ϕ0 da0

+ λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇ϕ0〉v̂0 da0.

Next, let us deal with the last integral in the formula of d2

dt2
λ1(Ωt)

∣∣∣
t=0

by

applying integration by parts again and using that trΩ0
h = 2div V .

We have:

ˆ

Ω0

〈∇ trΩ0
h,∇ϕ0〉v̂0 da0 =

ˆ

Ω0

div((trΩ0
h)v̂0∇ϕ0) da0 −

ˆ

Ω0

(trΩ0
h) div(v̂0∇ϕ0) da0

=

ˆ

∂Ω0

(trΩ0
h)v0

∂ϕ0

∂ν0
dℓ0 − 2

ˆ

Ω0

div V div(v̂0∇ϕ0) da0

= c

ˆ

∂Ω0

(tr∂Ω0
h)v0 dℓ0 + c

ˆ

∂Ω0

h(ν0, ν0)v0 dℓ0

− 2

ˆ

Ω0

div V div(v̂0∇ϕ0) da0,

where in the last equality we have used that trΩ0
h = tr∂Ω0

h + h(ν0, ν0).
Now, since V = LV g, we have that

ˆ

Ω0

〈∇ trΩ0
h,∇ϕ0〉v̂0 da0 =2c

ˆ

∂Ω0

(div∂Ω0
V )v0 dℓ0 + c

ˆ

∂Ω0

h(ν0, ν0)v0 dℓ0

− 2

ˆ

Ω0

div V (〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉+ v̂0∆ϕ0) da0
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By using that ∆ϕ0 + λ1(Ω0)ϕ0 = 0, we obtain that
ˆ

Ω0

〈∇ trΩ0
h,∇ϕ0〉v̂0 da0 =2c

ˆ

∂Ω0

(div∂Ω0
V )v0 dℓ0 + c

ˆ

∂Ω0

h(ν0, ν0)v0 dℓ0

− 2

ˆ

Ω0

div V (〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉 − λ1(Ω0)v̂0ϕ0) da0

=2c

ˆ

∂Ω0

(div∂Ω0
V )v0 dℓ0 + c

ˆ

∂Ω0

h(ν0, ν0)v0 dℓ0

− 2

ˆ

Ω0

div(〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉V ) da0 + 2

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉〉 da0

+ 2λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

(div V )v̂0ϕ0 da0.

As div∂Ω0
V = div∂Ω0

V T +Hv0 on ∂Ω0, we obtain that

ˆ

Ω0

〈∇ trΩ0
h,∇ϕ0〉v̂0 da0 = 2c

ˆ

∂Ω0

v0 div∂Ω0
V T dℓ0 + 2c

ˆ

∂Ω0

H(v0)
2 dℓ0

+ c

ˆ

∂Ω0

h(ν0, ν0)v0 dℓ0 − 2

ˆ

Ω0

div(〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉V ) da0

+ 2

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉〉 da0 + 2λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

div(v̂0ϕ0V ) da0

− 2λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

(〈V,∇ϕ0〉v̂0 + 〈V,∇v̂0〉ϕ0) da0

= −2c

ˆ

∂Ω0

〈∇∂Ω0
v0, V

T 〉 dℓ0 + 2c

ˆ

∂Ω0

H(v0)
2 dℓ0

+ c

ˆ

∂Ω0

h(ν0, ν0)v0 dℓ0 − 2

ˆ

Ω0

div(〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉V ) da0

+ 2

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉〉 da0 − 2λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇ϕ0〉v̂0 da0

− 2λ1(Ω0)

ˆ

Ω0

〈V,∇v̂0〉ϕ0 da0.

Thus, substituting into the formula above for d2

dt2
λ1(Ωt)

∣∣∣
t=0

and canceling

some terms, we have that

d2

dt2
λ1(Ωt)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= 4c2
ˆ

∂Ω0

v0
∂v̂0
∂ν0

dℓ0 + 2c2
ˆ

∂Ω0

H(v0)
2 dℓ0

− 2c

ˆ

Ω0

div(〈∇v̂0,∇ϕ0〉V ) dℓ0

= 2c2
ˆ

∂Ω0

(
v0
∂v̂0
∂ν0

+H(v0)
2

)
dℓ0,

and this finishes the proof.
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