arXiv:1505.06684v1 [math.SP] 25 May 2015

LAPLACE OPERATORS WITH EIGENFUNCTIONS WHOSE NODAL SET IS A KNOT

ALBERTO ENCISO, DAVID HARTLEY, AND DANIEL PERALTA-SALAS

Abstract. We prove that, given any knot γ in a compact 3-manifold M, there exists a Riemannian metric on M such that there is a complex-valued eigenfunction u of the Laplacian, corresponding to the first nontrivial eigenvalue, whose nodal set u^{−1}(0) has a connected component given by γ. Higher dimensional analogs of this result will also be considered.

1. Introduction

Let M be a closed manifold of dimension 3 endowed with a smooth Riemannian metric g. The eigenfunctions of M satisfy the equation

Δu_k = −λ_ku_k ,

where 0 = λ_0 < λ_1 ⩽ λ_2 ⩽ . . . are the eigenvalues of M and Δ is the Laplace operator of the manifold. As is well known, the zero set u^{−1}_k (0) is called the nodal set of the eigenfunction.

Our goal in this paper is to establish the existence of knotted nodal sets in eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on a Riemannian 3-manifold. Specifically, the starting point of the present paper is the following

Question. Let γ be a (possibly knotted) curve in M. Is there a complex-valued eigenfunction u of the Laplacian whose nodal set u^{−1}(0) is diffeomorphic to γ?

Before getting into the background of this question, it is worth discussing why the eigenfunction u is assumed complex-valued. The idea is that, by the maximum principle, the nodal set of a real-valued eigenfunction (i.e., u^{−1}_k (0)) cannot have a connected component of codimension greater than or equal to 2, so there cannot be a real eigenfunction of the Laplacian whose nodal set has a component diffeomorphic to the curve γ. A way to bypass this obstruction is to take a complex function of the form, say, u := u_1 + iu_2, which will indeed be an eigenfunction provided that λ_1 = λ_2. Notice that u^{−1}(0) = u^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ u^{−1}_2 (0). Hence the above question is in fact a problem about Laplacians with degenerate eigenvalues.

The context of this question is the study of the nodal sets of the eigenfunctions of the Laplacian in a compact Riemannian manifold, which is a classical topic in geometric analysis with a number of important open problems [20, 21]. In a way, this question addresses the flexibility of low-energy Laplace eigenfunctions, as we shall explain next.

It is well known that high-energy eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the Laplacian are rather rigid, as illustrated by Weyl’s asymptotic formula for the eigenvalues and by Yau’s conjecture concerning the Hausdorff measure of the eigenfunction’s nodal 1

sets as the eigenvalue tends to infinity, which was proved for real-analytic metrics in [6]. Indeed, the measure-theoretic properties of the nodal set of high-energy eigenfunctions have been a hot topic of research for decades [6, 13, 17]; a recent account of the subject can be found in [15].

On the contrary, the situation for low-energy eigenvalues and eigenfunctions is much more flexible. The eigenvalue case was considered by Colin de Verdière in [5], where it was shown that there are metrics whose first N eigenvalues can be prescribed a priori. Concerning nodal sets, the problem of constructing a metric on M for which the nodal set u^{−1}_1 (0) of the first eigenfunction has a prescribed connected component was solved in [10] (see also [11, 16] for the two dimensional case).

The question that we have started with addresses the possibility of prescribing a component of the intersection of nodal sets

u^{−1}(0) = u^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ u^{−1}_2 (0) , subject to the additional constraint that the eigenvalues λ_1 and λ_2 should coincide. This constraint is important, since it is well known that for a generic metric the eigenvalues are all simple [19]. In a way, this problem is the metric counterpart of Berry’s conjecture [3], recently proved in [7], which states that there should be a smooth (real) potential for which the Schrödinger operator −Δ + V in R^3 admits a complex-valued eigenfunction whose nodal set has a connected component of any given knot type.

Our main result in this paper provides an affirmative answer to the above question. Specifically, we show that given a smooth closed curve γ (without selfintersections, but possibly knotted), there is a metric for which u^{−1}(0) has a connected component given by γ, with u := u_1 + iu_2 corresponding to the first eigenvalue λ_1 = λ_2, which has multiplicity 2. Moreover, the knot γ is structurally stable in the sense that any small enough perturbation of u (in the C^k norm with k ⩾ 1) has a connected component in its nodal set that is a small perturbation of γ (i.e., the image of γ under a smooth diffeomorphism of M that is close to the identity in the C^k norm). We are thus led to the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let γ be a (possibly knotted) closed curve in a closed 3-manifold M. Then there exists a Riemannian metric g on M such that its first nontrivial eigenvalue has multiplicity 2 (i.e., λ_1 = λ_2 ≠ λ_3) and γ is a connected component of the nodal set u^{−1}(0) of the complex-valued eigenfunction u = u_1 +iu_2. Moreover, γ is a structurally stable component of the nodal set.

Equivalently, the theorem asserts that the closed curve γ is a connected component of the intersection of the nodal sets of the real-valued eigenfunctions u^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ u^{−1}_2 (0) for any basis of the eigenspace corresponding to the first nontrivial eigenvalue.

The proof of this result starts off with the construction of a metric g that is of order ϵ in the complement of a tubular neighborhood Ω of the curve γ. If ϵ is small enough, the eigenfunctions u_1 and u_2 are close in the set Ω to the first nontrivial Neumann eigenfunctions v_1 and v_2 of this set, so in principle the nodal set of the former can be controlled in terms of the latter using Thom’s isotopy theorem. To develop this strategy there are two difficulties one has to deal with. First, the intersection v^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ v^{−1}_2 (0) must be transverse in order to apply Thom’s isotopy theorem. Second, the eigenvalue λ_1 must be degenerate, which is a non-generic property according to Uhlenbeck’s theorem [19]. These problems are overcome by constructing very carefully the metric g in successive steps.

Since the nodal set of the complex-valued eigenfunction u = u_1 + iu_2 is the intersection of the nodal sets u^{−1}_1 (0)∩u^{−1}_2 (0), the question that we have started our paper with is simply the easiest case of whether we can realize a set of codimension m ⩾ 2 in a compact d-manifold as the intersection of the nodal sets

u^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ · · · ∩ u^{−1}_m (0)

of m real-valued eigenfunctions having the same energy λ_1 = · · · = λ_m (of multiplicity m). The full problem will be tackled in Section 5, where we provide a higher-dimensional version of Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 5.1). This is a significant generalization of [10], but its statement is a little more technical than that of Theorem 1.1.

The content of this paper is as follows. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is presented in Section 2, although the proofs of two technical results, Propositions 2.1 and 2.2, are relegated to Sections 3 and 4, respectively. Finally, in Section 5 we state and prove a higher dimensional analog of Theorem 1.1.

2. Proof of the main theorem

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is divided in four steps. In Step 1 we introduce an appropriate metric g_0 whose explicit expression in a tubular neighborhood Ω of the curve γ allows us to compute, in closed form, the first Neumann eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the domain Ω. In Step 2 we rescale the metric g_0 with a smooth factor that is of order ϵ in the complement of Ω, and show that the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of M with this metric tend to the Neumann eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of Ω as ϵ ↘ 0 (Proposition 2.1). In Step 3 we prove that the metric introduced in the previous step can be deformed so that its first nontrivial eigenvalue has multiplicity 2 and its corresponding eigenspace is close to an eigenspace of Neumann eigenfunctions of Ω (Proposition 2.2). Finally, in Step 4 we use Thom’s isotopy theorem to control the intersection of the nodal sets of the eigenfunctions obtained before.

Step 1: Neumann eigenfunctions of a certain bounded domain. Let us consider a tubular neighborhood Ω of the curve γ, which is diffeomorphic to the product S^1 × D^2 because the normal bundle of a knot is always trivial [18]. Hence we will parametrize the set Ω using coordinates z = (z_1, z_2) ∈ D^2 and s ∈ R/Z. Here D^2 denotes the unit two-dimensional disk.

We shall take a metric g_0 on M such that its restriction to Ω can be written in these coordinates as

g_0|_Ω := A^{−1} ds^2 + |dz|^2 = A^{−1} ds^2 + dr^2 + r^2 dθ^2 .

Here (r, θ) are the polar coordinates in the disk associated to z and A is a large enough constant. Specifically, we assume that

(2.1) A > μ_D2 4π^2 , where μ_D2 is the first nontrivial Neumann eigenvalue of the unit 2-disk. Notice that the coordinate s essentially corresponds to a parametrization of the curve γ proportional to arc-length and that the variables z describe a disk orthogonal to the curve.

Let us consider the Neumann eigenvalue problem

Δv_k = −μ_kv_k in Ω , ∂_ν v_k = 0 on ∂Ω ,

where Δ stands for the Laplacian associated with the metric g_0. By separation of variables and using the condition (2.1), we infer that the Neumann eigenvalues μ_k of the domain Ω with respect to the metric g_0 are then μ_0 = 0,

μ_1 = μ_2 = μ_D2 ,

and μ_k > μ_D2 for k ⩾ 3. Hence the eigenspace of μ_1 is two-dimensional, with a particular orthogonal basis being

v_1 = J_1( √ μ_1r) cos θ , v_2 = J_1( √ μ_1r) sin θ .

Here J_1 denotes the Bessel function.

Since J_1( √ μ_1r) does not vanish for 0 < r < 1 and the eigenfunctions behave in a neighborhood of the origin as

v_1 = √ μ_1 2 r cos θ + O(r^2) = √ μ_1 2 z_1 + O(|z|^2) , v_2 = √ μ_1 2 z_2 + O(|z|^2) ,

it is elementary that, as the eigenfunctions are only defined in the set |z| < 1, the intersection v^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ v^{−1}_2 (0)

is the set z = 0, that is, the curve γ (which is identified via the coordinates with the set S^1 × {0}). Moreover, the behavior of the Neumann eigenfunctions near the set z = 0 shows that their intersection is transverse in the sense that

(2.2) rank(∇v_1(x), ∇v_2(x)) = 2

for all x ∈ v^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ v^{−1}_2 (0). These properties obviously hold for any other basis {v_1, v_2} of the eigenspace corresponding to μ_1.

Step 2: Convergence of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions. Let us take a one-parameter family of smooth, positive, uniformly bounded functions f_t on M such that f_t(x) = ϵ in the complement Ω^c := M\Ω and f_t(x) = 1 if x ∈ Ω and the distance between x and ∂Ω, as measured with the metric g_0, is larger than 1/t. Here both t and ϵ are positive real numbers, and f_t is assumed to be analytic in t and ϵ. Notice that the smooth functions f_t converge pointwise to the discontinuous function

f(x) := { ϵ if x ∈ Ω^c , 1 if x ∈ Ω , as t → ∞. Let us now define the one-parameter family of smooth metrics g_t := f_t g_0. In the following proposition we consider the behavior of the eigenvalues λ_{k,t} and eigenfunctions u_{k,t} of the metric g_t as the parameter ϵ tends to zero and t tends to infinity. Specifically, we are interested in comparing these quantities with the Neumann eigenvalues μ_k and eigenfunctions v_k of the domain Ω, which were introduced in Step 1:

Proposition 2.1. There is a basis of the eigenfunctions u_{k,t} of the Laplacian on M with the metric g_t and a basis v_k of the Neumann eigenfunctions of the domain Ω such that λ_{k,t} − μ_k = o(1) , ‖u_{k,t} − v_k ‖_H1_{(Ω)} = o(1) .

Here we are denoting by o(1) quantities that tend to zero (not uniformly in k) as ϵ ↘ 0 and t → ∞.

The proof of this result is presented in Section 3, and uses ideas introduced by Colin de Verdière [4].

Step 3: Collapse of eigenvalues. From Proposition 2.1 we infer that the eigenvalues λ_{1,t} and λ_{2,t} are very close to the first Neumann eigenvalue μ_D2 provided that t is large enough and ϵ is sufficiently small. Uhlenbeck’s theorem [19] implies that, generically, λ_{1,t} ≠ λ_{2,t}, so generally if we want to get a sequence of eigenvalues of multiplicity 2 converging to μ_D2 , we need to deform the family of metrics g_t. In the following proposition we show that such a deformation exists. The statement of the proposition is in terms of an ϵ-dependent smooth metric g_ϵ, ϵ > 0, whose eigenvalues will be denoted by λ_{k,ϵ}.

Proposition 2.2. There exists a positive ϵ-dependent function h_ϵ on M of class C^∞, a basis of the eigenfunctions u_{k,ϵ} of the Laplacian on M with the metric g_ϵ := h_ϵg_T , where T := ϵ^{−1}, and a basis v_k of the Neumann eigenfunctions of the domain Ω (with the metric g_0) such that:

(i) λ_{1,ϵ} has multiplicity 2 and λ_{1,ϵ} = λ_{2,ϵ} = μ_D2 , (ii) lim_{ϵ↘0} ‖u_{1,ϵ} − v_1‖_H1_{(Ω)} = lim_{ϵ↘0} ‖u_{2,ϵ} − v_2‖_H1_{(Ω)} = 0.

Moreover, lim_{ϵ↘0} ‖h_ϵ − 1‖_Cl_{(M)} = 0 for any integer l.

The proof of this result is in Section 4 and exploits the fact that when ϵ ↘ 0 the eigenvalues λ_{1,T} and λ_{2,T} are very close according to Proposition 2.1 (recall that μ_1 = μ_2 = μ_D2 ). Then a Hadamard-type formula for the variation of eigenvalues with respect to metric perturbations allows us to use an implicit function theorem argument to construct the function h_ϵ.

Step 4: Transverse intersection of nodal sets. Proposition 2.2 ensures that, for any fixed δ > 0, one can then choose a small ϵ so that the eigenvalue λ_{1,ϵ} of the Laplacian computed with the metric g_ϵ has multiplicity 2, and that there is a basis {u_{1,ϵ}, u_{2,ϵ}} of the corresponding eigenspace such that

‖u_{1,ϵ} − v_1‖_H1_{(Ω)} < δ , ‖u_{2,ϵ} − v_2‖_H1_{(Ω)} < δ .

(2.3)

Here {v_1, v_2} is a basis of Neumann eigenfunctions of the domain Ω.

Since the conformal factor h_ϵ defining the metric g_ϵ in Proposition 2.2 is arbitrarily close to 1 as ϵ ↘ 0, the definition of the metric g_t implies that

‖g_ϵ − g_0‖_Cl_{(S)} < C_lδ

for any integer l and any compact subset S ⊂ Ω, where the constant C_l depends on l and S. Therefore, standard elliptic estimates allow us to promote the H^1 bound (2.3) to a C^1 bound:

‖u_{1,ϵ} − v_1‖_C1_{(S)} < Cδ , ‖u_{2,ϵ} − v_2‖_C1_{(S)} < Cδ .

(2.4)

For small enough δ (and hence small ϵ), the transversality property (2.2) allows us to apply Thom’s isotopy theorem [1, Section 20.2] to conclude that the nodal set u^{−1}_{1,ϵ} (0) ∩ u^{−1}_{2,ϵ} (0) has a connected component in Ω diffeomorphic to γ = v^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ v^{−1}_2 (0) , and that the corresponding diffeomorphism Φ_ϵ : M → M can be chosen arbitrarily close to the identity in C^1(M) and different from the identity only in a small neighborhood of γ.

Finally, let us consider the pulled-back metric g := Φ^∗_ϵ g_ϵ and call u_1 := u_{1,ϵ} ∘ Φ_ϵ , u_2 := u_{2,ϵ} ∘ Φ_ϵ the associated eigenfunctions, whose corresponding eigenvalue λ_1 := λ_{1,ϵ} has multiplicity 2. Accordingly, the nodal set u^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ u^{−1}_2 (0) has a connected component given by the curve γ, which is structurally stable because Eq. (2.2) and the C^1 estimates (2.4) imply rank(∇u_1(x), ∇u_2(x)) = 2 for all x ∈ γ. The theorem then follows.

Remark 2.3. The transversality property (2.2) of the intersection of the nodal sets v^{−1}_1 (0) and v^{−1}_2 (0) is key in the proof, as in particular it allows us to use Thom’s isotopy theorem in Step 4.

3. Proof of Proposition 2.1

Since the family of smooth functions f_t converges pointwise to the discontinuous function f as t → ∞, it is convenient to work first with the discontinuous metric

g_ϵ := fg_0 = { ϵg_0 if x ∈ Ω^c , g_0 if x ∈ Ω , and later we will prove the desired result for the metric g_t provided that t is large enough.

To define the spectrum of the Laplacian associated to the metric g_ϵ, we use the quadratic form

Q_ϵ(φ) := ∫ M |dφ|^2_ϵ dV_ϵ = ∫ Ω |dφ|^2 + ϵ^{12} ∫ Ω^c |dφ|^2 , and the natural L^2 norm corresponding to the metric g_ϵ:

‖φ‖^2_ϵ := ∫ M φ^2 dV_ϵ = ∫ Ω φ^2 + ϵ^{32} ∫ Ω^c

φ^2 .

Here the subscripts ϵ refer to quantities computed with respect to the metric g_ϵ and we are omitting the subscripts (and indeed the measure in the integrals) when the quantities correspond to the reference metric g_0. As is well known, the domain of the quadratic form Q_ϵ can be taken to be the Sobolev space H^1(M). (Recall that,

M being compact, this Sobolev space is independent of the smooth metric one uses to define it).

By the min-max principle, the k^{th} eigenvalue λ_{k,ϵ} of this quadratic form is (3.1) λ_{k,ϵ} = inf_{W ∈Wk} max_{φ∈W \{0}} q_ϵ(φ) ,

where W_k stands for the set of (k + 1)-dimensional linear subspaces of H^1(M) and

q_ϵ(φ) := Q_ϵ(φ) ‖φ‖^2_ϵ is the Rayleigh quotient. The k^{th} eigenfunction u_{k,ϵ} is then a minimizer of the above variational problem for λ_{k,ϵ}, in the sense that any subspace that minimizes the variational problem can be written as span{u_{0,ϵ}, . . . , u_{k,ϵ}}.

In what follows we fix an integer k_0. Let us first prove that the eigenvalues λ_{k,ϵ} are almost upper bounded by μ_k for k ⩽ k_0 in the sense that

(3.2) λ_{k,ϵ} ⩽ μ_k + O(ϵ^{12} ) , where O(ϵ^m) stands for a quantity that is bounded by Cϵ^m. For this purpose, we consider the harmonic extension to the whole manifold M of the Neumann eigenfunctions v_k of the domain Ω:

ψ_k := { v̂_k in Ω^c , v_k in Ω , where v̂_k is the solution to the boundary value problem Δv̂_k = 0 in Ω^c, v̂_k|_{∂Ω} = v_k |_{∂Ω} .

Recall that Δ is the Laplacian computed with the reference metric g_0. Throughout this section we shall normalize the Neumann eigenfunctions v_k so that they define an orthonormal basis of L^2(Ω). Standard elliptic estimates then give us the bound

(3.3) ∫ Ω^c |dv̂^2_k| + ∫ Ω^c

v̂^2_k ⩽ C‖v_k‖^2_H 1_{2 (∂Ω)} ⩽ C‖v_k‖^2_H1_{(Ω)} = C(μ_k + 1) ,

where C is a constant independent of ϵ and k.

For any linear combination φ, φ̃ ∈ span{ψ_0, . . . , ψ_k}, with k ⩽ k_0, using Eq. (3.3) we obtain that ∫ M φφ̃ dV_ϵ = ∫ Ω φφ̃ + ϵ^{32} ∫ Ω^c φφ̃ = ∫ Ω φφ̃ + O(ϵ^{32} )(μ_{k0} + 1)‖φ‖_L2_{(Ω)}‖φ̃‖_L2_{(Ω)}, = ∫ Ω φφ̃ + O(ϵ^{32} )‖φ‖_L2_{(Ω)}‖φ̃‖_L2_{(Ω)},

where, to pass to the last line, we have absorbed the constant μ_{k0} + 1 in the O(ϵ^{32} ) term. Accordingly, for sufficiently small ϵ, the linear space span{ψ_0, . . . , ψ_k}, is a (k + 1)-dimensional subspace of H^1(M) provided that k ⩽ k_0. In a similar manner we have Q_ϵ(φ) = ∫ Ω |dφ|^2 + ϵ^{12} ∫ Ω^c |dφ|^2 = ∫ Ω |dφ|^2 + O(ϵ^{12} )‖φ‖^2_L2_{(Ω)} .

Therefore, for k ⩽ k_0 we can estimate λ_{k,ϵ} as λ_{k,ϵ} ⩽ max φ∈{ψ_0,...,ψ_k } Q_ϵ(φ) ‖φ‖^2_ϵ ⩽ max φ∈{ψ_0,...,ψ_k } ∫ Ω |dφ|^2 + O(ϵ^{12} )‖φ‖^2_{L2(Ω)} ‖φ‖^2_{L2(Ω)}

= max χ∈{v_0 ,...,v_k } ∫ Ω |dχ|^2 ‖χ‖^2_{L2(Ω)}

+ O(ϵ^{12} )

=μ_k + O(ϵ^{12} ) , which proves the upper bound (3.2).

Now we proceed to prove the lower bound (3.4) λ_{k,ϵ} ⩾ ( 1 + O(ϵ^{12} ) ) μ_k for all k ⩽ k_0. To obtain this bound we split H^1(M) into two closed linear subspaces H_1 := {φ ∈ H^1(M) : Δφ = 0 in Ω^c} , H_2 := {φ ∈ H^1(M) : φ|_Ωc ∈ H^1_0 (Ω^c), φ|_Ω = 0} , so that H^1(M) = H_1 ⊕ H_2 and ∫ M g_0(∇φ_1, ∇φ_2) = 0,

for all φ_j ∈ H_j . We will write φ_j for the component of a function φ ∈ H^1(M) in H_j .

We first note that by choosing a sufficiently small ϵ, the upper bound (3.2) implies that λ_{k,ϵ} < μ_{k0} + 1 for all k ⩽ k_0, which allows us to reduce the min-max formula (3.1) for k ⩽ k_0 to (3.5) λ_{k,ϵ} = inf_{W ∈W ′k} max_{φ∈W \{0}} q_ϵ(φ) ,

where W^′_k is the set of (k + 1)-dimensional subspaces of H^1(M) such that q_ϵ(φ) < μ_{k0} + 1 for all nonzero φ ∈ W ⊂ W^′_k.

A simple computation shows that (3.6) ‖φ_2‖^2_ϵ = O(ϵ)‖φ‖^2_ϵ , for any φ ∈ W ⊂ W^′_k with k ⩽ k_0. Indeed, this relation follows from the estimate

μ_{k0} + 1 > q_ϵ(φ) =

‖φ_2‖^2_ϵ ‖φ‖^2_ϵ Q_ϵ(φ) ‖φ_2‖^2_ϵ ⩾ 1 ϵ ‖φ_2‖^2_ϵ ‖φ‖^2_ϵ ∫ Ω^c |dφ2| 2 ∫ Ω^c φ 2 2 ⩾ λ_Ωc ϵ ‖φ_2‖^2_ϵ ‖φ‖^2_ϵ , where the ϵ-independent constant λ_Ωc is the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of Ω^c. In particular, Eq. (3.6) implies that

(3.7) ‖φ‖^2_ϵ = ( 1 + O(ϵ^{12} ) ) ‖φ_1‖^2_ϵ .

Proceeding as in the proof of Eq. (3.3) and using the bound (3.7), we obtain that for φ ∈ W ⊂ W^′_k with k ⩽ k_0, ∫ Ω^c

φ^2_1 + ∫ Ω^c |dφ_1|^2 ⩽ C ∫ Ω φ^2_1 .

Combining these two results we conclude that,

q_ϵ(φ) = ( 1 + O(ϵ^{12} ) ) ∫_M |dφ_1|2_ϵ dV_ϵ + ∫_M |dφ_2|2_ϵ dV_ϵ ‖φ_1‖^2_ϵ ⩾ ( 1 + O(ϵ^{12} )

) ∫_Ω |dφ_1|2 ∫ Ω φ^2_1 + ϵ^32 ∫ Ω^c φ 2 1 = ( 1 + O(ϵ^{12} )

) ∫_Ω |dφ_1|2 ∫ Ω φ^2_1 , for any φ ∈ W ⊂ W^′_k with k ⩽ k_0. Therefore by the min-max principle (3.5) we have λ_{k,ϵ} ⩾ ( 1 + O(ϵ^{12} ) ) inf W ∈W^′_k max φ∈W \{0} ∫ Ω |dφ_1|^2 ∫ Ω φ^2_1 ⩾ ( 1 + O(ϵ^{12} ) ) μ_k, for all k ⩽ k_0, which establishes the lower bound (3.4).

The bounds (3.2) and (3.4) imply that

(3.8) lim_{ϵ↘0} ‖λ_{k,ϵ} − μ_k‖ = 0

for all k ⩽ k_0. Since the metric g_ϵ is equal to g_0 in the domain Ω, and the eigenvalues control the H^1 norm, it is standard that the convergence of eigenvalues (3.8) implies that for k ⩽ k_0, there exists a basis of eigenfunctions u_{k,ϵ} and a basis of Neumann eigenfunctions v_k such that

(3.9) lim_{ϵ↘0} ‖u_{k,ϵ} − v_k‖_H1_{(Ω)} = 0 .

To finish the proof of the proposition, recall that the family of smooth metrics g_t converges pointwise to g_ϵ. It is then well known (see e.g. [2]) that the eigenvalue λ_{k,t} converges to λ_{k,ϵ} and that there is a basis of eigenfunctions u_{k,t} converging in H^1(M) to a basis of eigenfunctions u_{k,ϵ} as t → ∞. Combining this result with equations (3.8) and (3.9), the proposition follows.

4. Proof of Proposition 2.2

In order to construct the conformal factor h_ϵ, we introduce an auxiliary smooth function h_s depending on two real parameters s ≡ (s_1, s_2) ∈ R^2 that has the form

h_s = e^{2s1ψ1+2s2 ψ2} , where ψ_1 and ψ_2 are smooth functions with zero normal derivative on ∂Ω that will be fixed later. We denote by λ_{k,ϵ,s} the eigenvalues of the smooth metric g_{ϵ,s} := h_sg_T , where T := ϵ^{−1}, and by u_{k,ϵ,s} an orthonormal basis of the corresponding eigenfunctions. By construction we have that g_{ϵ,s} is analytic in the parameters ϵ > 0 and s ∈ R^2 , and that g_{ϵ,0} = g_T . We also denote by μ_{k,s} the Neumann eigenvalues of the Laplacian associated with the smooth metric

g_{0,s} := h_sg_0

in the domain Ω, and by v_{k,s} an orthonormal basis of the corresponding eigenfunctions. By the Kato–Rellich theorem, since the Laplacian for the metric g_{ϵ,s} is analytic in the parameters s ∈ R^2 and ϵ > 0, it is well known that we can take the families of eigenvalues λ_{k,ϵ,s} and eigenfunctions u_{k,ϵ,s} to vary analytically in s and ϵ (this result is independent of the multiplicities of the eigenvalues). The same theorem also implies that the Neumann eigenvalues μ_{k,s} and eigenfunctions v_{k,s} are analytic in s, and in particular

(4.1) lim_{s→0} |μ_{k,s} − μ_k| = 0 , lim_{s→0} ‖v_{k,s} − v_k ‖_H1_{(Ω)} = 0 .

To construct the desired function h_ϵ we will apply a version of the implicit function theorem to the map Λ : R^+ × R^2 → R^2 given by

Λ(ϵ, s) := { (λ_{1,ϵ,s} − μ_D2 , λ_{2,ϵ,s} − μ_D2 ) if ϵ > 0 , (μ_{1,s} − μ_D2 , μ_{2,s} − μ_D2 ) if ϵ = 0 .

From the analytic dependence of the eigenvalues with ϵ and s, we have that Λ(ϵ, s) depends analytically on the variable ϵ ∈ (0, ∞) for any fixed s ∈ R^2 and also on the variable s ∈ R^2 for any fixed ϵ ∈ [0, ∞). In particular, Λ is differentiable in its second variable when the first is fixed. Moreover, Λ is continuous in both variables at the point (0, s_0) for any s_0 ∈ R^2 and Λ(0, 0) = (0, 0). This is proved by proceeding exactly as in the proof of Proposition 2.1, cf. Section 3, to show that lim_{ϵ↘0} |λ_{k,ϵ,s} − μ_{k,s}| = 0 , and (4.2) lim_{ϵ↘0} ‖u_{k,ϵ,s} − v_{k,s}‖_H1_{(Ω)} = 0 ,

for any fixed s ∈ R^2 (in the proof one only has to change the reference metric g_0 by the metric g_{0,s}). Since this property does not depend on the particular way that the point (ϵ, s) tends to (0, s_0), we conclude that the map Λ is continuous on its domain.

With the aim of using an implicit function theorem, we now need to evaluate the derivative of Λ with respect to s at the point (0, 0). To do this we first calculate the derivative of the Laplacian Δ_s, computed with the metric g_{0,s}, at the point s = 0, acting on the Neumann eigenfunction v_k. Noticing that Δ_sv_k reads as

Δ_sv_k = 1 2 h^{−2}_s g_0(∇h_s, ∇v_k) − μ_kh^{−1}_s v_k , where ∇ is computed with the reference metric g_0, a straightforward computation taking derivatives of this expression with respect to the parameter s_i, i ∈ {1, 2}, and using the form of the conformal factor h_s, shows that

(4.3) D_{si} Δ_s(0)v_k = g_0(∇ψ_i, ∇v_k) + 2μ_kψ_iv_k .

Now we can take derivatives of the eigenvalue equation Δ_sv_{k,s} = −μ_{k,s}v_{k,s} with respect to s_i (recall that the families of eigenfunctions v_{k,s} and μ_{k,s} were chosen to be analytic with respect to s), and evaluate at s = 0. If we multiply the resulting expression by v_k and integrate over the domain Ω (with respect to the measure induced by g_0, which we omit for the sake of simplicity) we easily get

(4.4) D_{si} μ_{k,s}(0) = − ∫ Ω v_kD_{si} Δ_s(0)v_k − ∫ Ω v_kΔ(D_{si} v_{k,s}(0))−μ_k ∫ Ω v_kD_{si} v_{k,s}(0) . To obtain this formula we have used that ∫ Ω v^2_k = 1.

Noticing that the unit vector field ν_s orthogonal to the boundary ∂Ω with respect to the metric g_{0,s} is given by

ν_s = h^{− 12}s ν ,

with ν the unit normal field of ∂Ω computed with g_0, we infer that the Neumann eigenfunction v_{k,s} also satisfies the Neumann boundary condition with respect to the normal field ν, that is, ∂_ν v_{k,s} = 0. In particular, taking derivatives with respect to s_i in this expression we get ∂_ν (D_{si} v_{k,s}(0)) = 0.

Accordingly, the D_{si} v_{k,s}(0) terms in Eq. (4.4) cancel after integration by parts, using that Δv_k = −μ_kv_k. Finally, putting together Eqs. (4.3) and (4.4) we obtain a Hadamard-type formula for the variation of the Neumann eigenvalue μ_{k,s}: D_{si} μ_{k,s}(0) = − ∫ Ω v_kg_0(∇ψ_i, ∇v_k ) − 2μ_k ∫ Ω ψ_iv^2_k = 1 2 ∫ Ω v^2_k(Δψ_i − 4μ_kψ_i) .

Here we have integrated by parts and used that ∂_ν ψ_i = 0, by assumption, in order to pass to the second equality.

This equation and the fact that μ_1 = μ_2 = μ_D2 imply that the expression for the derivative D_sΛ(0, 0) is:

D_sΛ(0, 0) = 1 2 ( ∫ Ω v^2_1 (Δψ_1 − 4μ_D2 ψ_1) ∫ Ω v^2_1 (Δψ_2 − 4μ_D2 ψ_2) ∫ Ω v^2 (Δψ_1 − 4μ_D2 ψ_1) ∫ Ω v^2 (Δψ_2 − 4μ_D2 ψ_2) ) . In order to apply an implicit function theorem to the map Λ, in the following lemma we compute the rank of the matrix D_sΛ(0, 0) for a suitable choice of the functions ψ_1, ψ_2. The lemma is stated in terms of a function v̂_{k0} that is any smooth extension to the whole manifold M of the Neumann eigenfunction v_{k0} of the domain Ω.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a positive integer k_0 such that

rank [D_sΛ(0, 0)] = 2

with the choice ψ_1 = 1 and ψ_2 = v̂_{k0} .

Proof. First notice that, with this choice, the functions ψ_1 and ψ_2 satisfy the Neumann condition ∂_ν ψ_i = 0 on ∂Ω. Since ∫ Ω v^2_k = 1 by assumption (we are considering an orthonormal basis), the derivative D_sΛ(0, 0) reads as

D_sΛ(0, 0) = − 1 2 ( 4μ_D2 (μ_{k0} + 4μ_D2 ) ∫ Ω v^2_1 v_{k0} 4μ_D2 (μ_{k0} + 4μ_D2 ) ∫ Ω v^2 v_{k0} ) . The problem then reduces to finding a Neumann eigenfunction v_{k0} such that ∫ Ω (v^2_1 − v^2 )v_{k0} ≠ 0 .

It is obvious that such eigenfunction exists because the set of Neumann eigenfunctions {v_k}^∞_{k=0} spans L^2(Ω) and the quantity v^2_1 − v^2 is not identically zero due to the fact that v_1 and v_2 are not proportional. This proves the lemma. □

We can now use the implicit function theorem [12, Theorem B] to obtain a constant ϵ_0 > 0, an open neighborhood U of 0 ∈ R^2 and a function R : [0, ϵ_0) → U such that:

• R(0) = 0, • Λ(ϵ, R(ϵ)) = Λ(0, 0) = 0 for all ϵ ∈ [0, ϵ_0), and • R is continuous at ϵ = 0, so in particular lim_{ϵ↘0} R(ϵ) = 0.

We can define the desired conformal factor h_ϵ as h_ϵ := h_{R(ϵ)} , so that the continuity of R implies that lim_{ϵ↘0} ‖h_ϵ − 1‖_Cl_{(M)} = 0 for any integer l. With this definition of h_ϵ we have that the metric g_ϵ and the eigenvalues λ_{k,ϵ} in the statement of the proposition are given by g_ϵ = g_{ϵ,R(ϵ)} , λ_{k,ϵ} = λ_{k,ϵ,R(ϵ)} . Accordingly, since Λ(ϵ, R(ϵ)) = 0 for ϵ ∈ [0, ϵ_0), we conclude that

λ_{1,ϵ} = λ_{2,ϵ} = μ_D2 provided that ϵ > 0 is small enough. The multiplicity of this eigenvalue is exactly 2 because lim_{ϵ↘0} |λ_{3,ϵ} − μ_3| = 0 and μ_3 > μ_D2 .

Concerning the eigenfunctions u_{k,ϵ} associated to the eigenvalues λ_{k,ϵ}, we observe that u_{k,ϵ} = u_{k,ϵ,R(ϵ)} , and therefore Eqs. (4.1) and (4.2) imply lim_{ϵ↘0} ‖u_{1,ϵ} − v_1‖_H1_{(Ω)} = lim_{ϵ↘0} ‖u_{2,ϵ} − v_2‖_H1_{(Ω)} = 0 ,

thus completing the proof of the proposition.

5. Higher dimensional analogs of the main theorem

In Theorem 1.1 we have shown the existence of a Riemannian metric for any closed 3-manifold whose first nontrivial eigenvalue has multiplicity 2 (i.e., λ_1 = λ_2 ≠ λ_3) and a prescribed component of codimension 2 (that is, a knot) in the nodal set u^{−1}(0) of the complex-valued eigenfunction u = u_1 + iu_2. In this section we shall show that essentially the same argument enables us to construct a metric on any closed d-dimensional manifold, whose first nontrivial eigenvalue has multiplicity m ⩾ 2 and a prescribed component of codimension m in the set

u^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ · · · ∩ u^{−1}_m (0) .

However, a technical condition makes the statement considerably more involved in the general case. This condition is associated with the crucial requirement that the nodal set be structurally stable. In the situation covered by the main theorem, the structural stability follows from the important equation (2.2), which plays a crucial role in the proof (see Remark 2.3). The higher dimensional analog of that relation is the requirement that the intersection of the nodal sets u^{−1}_1 (0), . . . , u^{−1}_m (0) is transverse on Σ ⊂ ∩^m_{k=1}u^{−1}_k (0), that is,

(5.1) rank ( ∇u_1(x), . . . , ∇u_m(x) ) = m for all x ∈ Σ.

We shall next state the higher dimensional analog of Theorem 1.1. For this, let Σ be a compact embedded submanifold of a d-dimensional manifold M. Throughout we will assume that Σ has codimension m ⩾ 2 and is connected and boundaryless. Our result shows that Σ is a connected component of the transverse intersection of m independent eigenfunctions corresponding to the same eigenvalue λ_1 of the Laplacian on M for some metric. For the transversality condition (5.1) to hold, a topological obstruction on Σ is that its normal bundle must be trivial. Geometrically, this is equivalent to the assertion that a small tubular neighborhood of the submanifold Σ must be diffeomorphic to Σ × D^m , where D^m denotes the unit mdimensional disk. Since a knot always has trivial normal bundle [18], Theorem 1.1 corresponds exactly to the case d = 3 and m = 2. The case m = 1, i.e. codimension one hypersurfaces embedded in M, was covered in [10].

Theorem 5.1. Let Σ be a codimension m compact submanifold of M with trivial normal bundle, m ⩾ 2. Then there exists a Riemannian metric g on M such that its first nontrivial eigenvalue has multiplicity m (i.e., λ_1 = · · · = λ_m ≠ λ_{m+1}) and Σ is a connected component of the transverse intersection of the nodal sets u^{−1}_1 (0)∩· · ·∩u^{−1}_m (0). Here {u_1, · · · , u_m} is any basis of the eigenspace corresponding to λ_1.

The proof of this result goes almost exactly as the proof of Theorem 1.1. First, we construct a reference metric g_0 on M such that

g_0|_Ω = g_Σ + |dz|^2 ,

where Ω is a tubular neighborhood of Σ, which can be identified with Σ × D^m because Σ has trivial normal bundle, and z ∈ D^m are coordinates parametrizing the disk D^m . We take the metric g_Σ on Σ such that the first nontrivial eigenvalue of the Laplacian on Σ with g_Σ is bigger than the first Neumann eigenvalue μ_Dm of D^m . Therefore, the Neumann Laplacian in Ω with the metric g_0 has eigenvalues μ_0 = 0, μ_1 = · · · = μ_m = μ_Dm , and μ_k > μ_Dm for k ⩾ m + 1. The eigenspace of μ_1 is then m-dimensional, with a particular orthogonal basis being

v_k = r^{1− m2} J^m_2 ( √ μ_Dm r) Y_{1,k} (θ) = C_mz_k + O(|z|^2) , where J_i denotes the i^{th} order Bessel function and Y_{1,k}, 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m, are the first order spherical harmonics on S^{m−1}. The explicit expression of the constant C_m is not relevant for our purposes. From this formula for the eigenfunctions it is easy to check that the intersection

v^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ · · · ∩ v^{−1}_m (0)

is transverse and coincides with the submanifold Σ. The same holds for any other basis of the eigenspace corresponding to μ_1.

Step 2 is the same as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, so that we can construct a 1-parameter family of smooth metrics g_t = f_tg_0 such that the corresponding eigenvalues λ_{k,t} and eigenfunctions v_{k,t} behave when t → ∞ as in Proposition 2.1. In Step 3 we can prove a result analogous to Proposition 2.2. The only difficulty is in choosing the functions ψ_i (see Section 4) for the conformal factor h_s = e^{2s1ψ1 +···+2smψm} , where s ≡ (s_1, · · · , s_m) ∈ R^m . The conditions that these functions must satisfy are that their normal derivatives on ∂Ω must be zero, and the differential D_sΛ(0, 0) has maximal rank, where the map Λ : R^+ × R^m → R^m is defined as:

Λ(ϵ, s) := { (λ_{1,ϵ,s} − μ_Dm , · · · , λ_{m,ϵ,s} − μ_Dm ) if ϵ > 0 , (μ_{1,s} − μ_Dm , · · · , μ_{m,s} − μ_Dm ) if ϵ = 0 . The quantities λ_{k,ϵ,s} and μ_{k,s} are the eigenvalues corresponding to the metrics g_{ϵ,s} := h_sg_T , T = ϵ^{−1}, and g_{0,s} := h_sg_0, respectively, with their associated orthonormal eigenfunctions u_{k,ϵ,s} and v_{k,s}. By Kato–Rellich we can assume that all these quantities are analytic in the variables ϵ > 0 and s ∈ R^m .

The derivative D_sΛ(0, 0) can be computed using a Hadamard-type formula as in Section 4, thus yielding:

(D_sΛ(0, 0))_{ij} = 1 2 ∫ Ω v^2_i ((d − 2)Δψ_j − 4μ_Dm ψ_j )

for 1 ⩽ i, j ⩽ m. To compute the rank of this matrix, we can prove an equivalent lemma to Lemma 4.1 by noting that the transversality of the nodal sets of v_k, 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m, implies that the functions v^2_k are linearly independent and hence their span V is m-dimensional. This allows us to choose m linearly independent Neumann eigenfunctions {v_{k1} , . . . , v_{km} } so that no function in their span is orthogonal to the subspace V (these eigenfunctions exist because the set of Neumann eigenfunctions is a basis of L^2(Ω)).

Therefore, if we set ψ_i = v̂_{ki} for i ∈ {1, . . . , m}, where v̂_k denotes any smooth extension to the whole manifold M of the Neumann eigenfunction v_k, it follows that the vectors

w_i := − 1 2 (∫ Ω ( (d − 2)μ_{k1} + 4μ_Dm ) v^2_i v_{k1} , · · · , ∫ Ω ( (d − 2)μ_{km} + 4μ_Dm ) v^2_i v_{km} )

for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ m, are linearly independent, where each vector w_i is the i^{th} row of the matrix D_sΛ(0, 0). Indeed, if w_i were linearly dependent, there would exist a nontrivial set of constants {c_i}^m_{i=1} ⊂ R such that m∑ i=1 c_i ∫ Ω v^2_i v_{kj} = 0

for all 1 ⩽ j ⩽ m. Hence, the function F := ∑_m i=1 c_iv^2_i would be a linear combination of the functions v^2_i that is orthogonal to each v_{kj} . By the construction of the Neumann eigenfunctions v_{kj} , this would imply that F = 0 and from the linear independence of the set {v^2_i }^m_{i=1} we would obtain that c_i = 0 for every 1 ⩽ i ⩽ m, thus proving the claim. Notice that, as in the proof of Proposition 2.2, we can take ψ_1 = 1.

The rest of the proof goes exactly as in Section 4 using the implicit function theorem [12, Theorem B] to prove a result analogous to Proposition 2.2, and Thom’s isotopy theorem in Step 4, so the details are omitted.

Remark 5.2. Theorem 5.1 has the following striking corollary: since any exotic sphere of dimension m embeds smoothly in S^{2m} with trivial normal bundle [14], we conclude that there is a metric on S^{2m} whose first nontrivial eigenvalue has multiplicity m and the exotic sphere is a component of the transverse intersection of the nodal sets u^{−1}_1 (0) ∩ · · · ∩ u^{−1}_m (0). Recall that an exotic sphere is a smooth manifold that is homeomorphic but not diffeomorphic to the standard sphere.

Acknowledgments

The authors are supported by the ERC Starting Grants 633152 (A.E.) and 335079 (D.H. and D.P.-S.). This work is supported in part by the ICMAT–Severo Ochoa grant SEV-2011-0087.

References

1. R. Abraham and J. Robbin, Transversal mappings and flows, Benjamin, New York, 1967. 2. S. Bando, H. Urakawa, Generic properties of the eigenvalue of the Laplacian for compact Riemannian manifolds, Tohoku Math. J. 35 (1983) 155–172.

3. M. Berry, Knotted zeros in the quantum states of hydrogen, Found. Phys. 31 (2001) 659–667. 4. Y. Colin de Verdière, Sur la multiplicité de la première valeur propre non nulle du laplacien, Comment. Math. Helv. 61 (1986) 254–270.

5. Y. Colin de Verdière, Construction de laplaciens dont une partie finie du spectre est donnée, Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. 20 (1987) 599–615.

6. H. Donnelly, C. Fefferman, Nodal sets of eigenfunctions on Riemannian manifolds, Invent.

Math. 93 (1988) 161–183.

7. A. Enciso, D. Hartley, D. Peralta-Salas, A problem of Berry and knotted zeros in the eigenfunctions of the harmonic oscillator, Preprint, arXiv:1503.05101.

8. A. Enciso, D. Peralta-Salas, Critical points of Green’s functions on complete manifolds, J. Differential Geom. 92 (2012) 1–29.

9. A. Enciso, D. Peralta-Salas, Submanifolds that are level sets of solutions to a second-order elliptic PDE. Adv. Math. 249 (2013) 204–249.

10. A. Enciso, D. Peralta-Salas, Eigenfunctions with prescribed nodal sets, J. Differential Geom., in press (2015).

11. A. Eremenko, D. Jakobson, N. Nadirashvili, On nodal sets and nodal domains on S^2 and R^2 , Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 57 (2007) 2345–2360.

12. H. Halkin, Implicit functions and optimization problems without continuous differentiability of the data, SIAM J. Control 12 (1974) 229–236.

13. R. Hardt, L. Simon, Nodal sets for solutions of elliptic equations, J. Differential Geom. 30 (1989) 505–522.

14. W.C. Hsiang, J. Levine, R.H. Szczarba, On the normal bundle of a homotopy sphere embedded in Euclidean space, Topology 3 (1965) 173–181.

15. D. Jakobson, N. Nadirashvili, J. Toth, Geometric properties of eigenfunctions, Russ. Math.

Surv. 56 (2001) 1085–1105.

16. R. Komendarczyk, On the contact geometry of nodal sets, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 358 (2006) 2399–2413.

17. F.-H. Lin, Nodal sets of solutions of elliptic and parabolic equations, Comm. Pure Appl. Math.

44 (1991) 287–308.

18. W.S. Massey, On the normal bundle of a sphere imbedded in Euclidean space, Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc. 10 (1959) 959–964.

19. K. Uhlenbeck, Generic properties of eigenfunctions, Amer. J. Math. 98 (1976) 1059–1078. 20. S.T. Yau, Problem section, Seminar on Differential Geometry, Annals of Mathematics Studies 102 (1982) 669–706.

21. S.T. Yau, Open problems in geometry, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 54, pp. 1–28, Amer. Math.

Soc., Providence, 1993.

Instituto de Ciencias Matemáticas, Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Científicas, 28049 Madrid, Spain

E-mail address: aenciso@icmat.es, david.hartley@icmat.es, dperalta@icmat.es