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Abstract

Variational principles are proved for self-adjoint operdunctions arising from variational evolu-
tion equations of the form
(2(t),y) +0[z(t),y] +ao[z(t),y] = O.
Hereag andd are densely defined, symmetric and positive sesquilineandmn a Hilbert spackl.
We associate with the variational evolution equation arivadent Cauchy problem corresponding to a
block operator matrix7, the forms

A% Y] = A%(xy) +A0[xY] + ao[x. Y],

whereA € C andx,y are in the domain of the formay, and a corresponding operator familyA ). Using
form methods we define a generalized Rayleigh functionalchadacterize the eigenvalues above the
essential spectrum o by a min-max and a max-min variational principle. The obgdimesults are
illustrated with a damped beam equation.

Keywords: block operator matrices; variational principle; operédtaorction; second-order equations;
spectrum; essential spectrum; sectorial form
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1 Introduction

Variational principles are a very useful tool for the quatiite and numerical investigation of eigenvalues
of self-adjoint operators and operator functions. Foraneg, the eigenvalugs < A, < ... below the
essential spectrum of a self-adjoint operaidhat is bounded from below and has dom&ifA) can be
characterized using the Rayleigh functional

P9 = . xe 7. x£0,
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via a min-max principle or a max-min principle:

An= min  max p(x max min  p(x).
Lc7(A) xeL\{0} CLcH - xe2(A)\{0}
dimL=n dimL=n-1 xLL
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Variational principles were first introduced by H. Weberrdl&ayleigh, H. Poincaré, E. Fischer, G. Polya,
and W. Ritz, H. Weyl, R. Courant (see, eld.[[4, 7, 20], and #ierences therein).

In this article we investigate variational principles falfsadjoint operator functions arising from
variational evolution equations of the form

<Z(t)ay> —I—D[Z(t),y] + aO[Z(t)ay] =0. (1.1)

Hereap with domainZ(ag) andd with domainZ(d) > Z(ap) are densely defined, symmetric and po-
sivite sesquilinear forms on a Hilbert spddesatisfying(F1)~(F3), see Sectiohl3. With this variational
evolution equation we associate a Cauchy problem

(@)=~() (o)=(2) 12)

on 2(ag) x H in such a way that the solutions 6 (IL.1) equal the first conepbof the solutions of (112).
For A € C we define the sesquilinear form

t(A)[XY] 1= A%(X,Y) + AD[X,Y] + ag[X, Y] (1.3)

with domainZ(t(A)) := H% = P(ag). We identify a disab,, C C which is the largest disc around zero

with an empty intersection with the essential spectrum/ofForA € ®,, we show that the forni(A)
is closed and sectorial and that the corresponding opefdtoy is m-sectorial. Moreover, oy, the
spectrum (point spectrum) @ and the spectrum (resp. point spectrumY afoincide.

In [7] R.J. Duffin proved a variational principle for eigefwas of a quadratic matrix polynomial,
which was generalized in various directions to more gerayatator functions; see, e.g. the referencesin
[9] and [19]. In [9] such a variational principle was provext igenvalues of operator functions whose
values are possibly unbounded self-adjoint operatorse er adapt this variational principle froml [9]
to our situation. Using the for{A) we introduce a slightly more general definition of a geneeali
Rayleigh functional and we show that the variational ppitegeneralizes to this situation. In particular,
for a fixedx e H% \ {0}, denote the two real solutions (if they exist) of the quadraguation

t(A)x,x=0

by p_(x) andp(x) such thatp_(x) < p;(x) is satisfied and sqt (X) := —, p_(X) := = if there are
no real solutions. Then the functign. plays the role of a generalized Rayleigh functional in ouirma
theorem, which yields variational principles for the reiglemvalues ofe or, what is equivalent, of .
These variational principles hold in certain real intesvahbove the essential spectrumdafin the disc
®,, with the property thafA does not contain values @_. In A the spectrum of7 is either empty or
consists only of a finite or infinite sequence of isolated ssimiple eigenvalues of finite multiplicity of
«/. Moreover, we show that these eigenvaldes> A, > ---, counted according to their multiplicities,
satisfy
Ah= max min X)= min su X
” ;fnt/i xnio P dimion-1 XGH;/EF{O} P+

and, ifN < o, we show fom > N that

sup  min - p(x) <infA and inf sup  p+(x) <infA.
diniZn XLo) dinl =1 XGXQL\L{O}

A major application of this variational principle is a qugeneral interlacing principle which is the second
main result of this article: if the stiffness operatyy decreases and the damping oper&adncreases,



then the correspondingth eigenvalue decreases compared with ritieeigenvalue of the unchanged
system. We illustrate the obtained results with an exampleravwe consider a beam equation with a
damping such thaf corresponds to the fourth derivative on the inter{@ll) (with some appropri-
ate boundary conditions) and the damplhgaquals—d%d% with some smooth functiod (and some
boundary conditions).

We proceed as follows. The variational principle obtainef®] is adapted to the setting of this paper
in Sectior2. Sectioh] 3 is devoted to general propertiesettass of second-order systems studied in
this paper. The main results of this paper are proved in @ddti In particular, we study the forfa (1.3)
and their relation to the operator matrix and the operator function(A). On a discdy, around zero,
t(A) is a closed sectorial form and the spectrum (point spectaiinyj and the spectrum (point spectrum)
of T coincide. Further, the variational principles fof are presented in Theordm#.8. As an application
of the variational principle we show interlacing propest eigenvalues of two different second-order
problems with coefficients which satisfy a specific ordeatieh. Finally, in Sectiofi]5 we apply the
obtained results to a damped beam equation.

Throughout this paper we use the following notation. Forlaadjoint operatolSand an interval
we denote by% (S) the spectral subspace 8fcorresponding td. A closed, densely defined operator
in H is calledFredholmif the dimension of its kernel and the (algebraic) co-dimem®f its range are
finite. Theessential spectrurof a closed, densely defined operafas defined by

OesdS) := {A € C|S—Al is not Fredholn).

A closed, densely defined operafbris calledsectorialif its numerical range is contained in a sector
{ze C|Rez> 7y, |argz—z9)| < 6} for somezy € R and 6 € [0, 5). A sectorial operatol is called
m-sectorialif A € p(T) for someA with ReA < zy; see, e.g[[15;V.3.10]. For a sesquilinear foraf -, -]
with domainZ(a) the corresponding quadratic form is definedddy := a[x,x], x € Z(a). A form is
calledsectorialif its numerical range is contained in a secfarc C | Rez > z, |arg(z— 2)| < 8} for
somezp € R and@ < [0, J); see, e.g/[15V.3.10].

2 Ageneral variational principle for self-adjoint operator functions

In this section we recall a general variational principledmenvalues of a self-adjoint operator function
from [9] adapted to the present situation. Here we also stumesadditional statements. We mention
that in [9] a more general class of operator functions wasstigated.

For the rest of this section |&C R be an interval with

a=infA and b=supj, —o<a<b< oo, (2.1)

and letQ be a domain irC such thatA C Q. On Q we consider a family of closed, densely defined
operatorsT (A), A € Q, in a Hilbert spacéd with inner product -, -), whereT (A) has domairZ(T(A)).

In the following we shall assume that eittefA ) or —T (A) is an m-sectorial operator fdr € Q. Under
this assumption the sesquilinear foKfi(A)-,-) is closable forA € Q, and we denote the closure by
t(A)[-,-] with domainZ(t(A)) and sett(A)[X] := t(A)[x,X], which is the corresponding quadratic form.
Recall (see, e.gl [18VI1.4]) that T := (T(A)), <q is called aholomorphic family of typéB) if T(A) is
m-sectorial forA € Q, the domainZ(t(A)) of the closed quadratic foriA ) is independent ok, which
we denote byZ, andA — t(A)[x] is holomorphic orf2 for everyx € 7.

We suppose that one of the following two conditions is s&tikfi

() Let Q be a domain irC andA ¢ QNR an interval with endpointa, b as in [21). The family
(T(A))arcq is a holomorphic family of type (B)T (A) is self-adjoint forA € A and there exists a
¢ € A such that dinZ_ 0)(T(c)) < .



() Let Q be a domain irC andA € QNR an interval with endpoints, b as in [2.1). The family
(=T(A))xeq is @ holomorphic family of type (B)T (A) is self-adjoint forA € A and there exists
ac € A such that dintZ{g ) (T(c)) < .

Note that under assumption () fare A the operatord (A) are self-adjoint and sectorial, and, hence,
bounded from below. Similarly, under assumption (), thexatorsT (A) are bounded from above for
A € A. The condition dim¥|_, g)(T(c)) < o« is equivalent to the fact that(T (c)) N (—,0) consists of
at most a finite number of eigenvalues of finite multiplictie

Before we formulate the second set of assumptions, let adl tee following definitions. Thepec-
trum of the operator functioft is defined as follows:

o(T):={A €Q|T(A)is not bijective fromz (T (A)) ontoH }
={AeQ|0ea(T(A))}.
Similarly, theessential spectrumf the operator functioft is defined as
OesdT):={A €Q|T(A)isnot Fredholn = {A € Q|0 € Tes{T(A))}.

A numberA € Qs called areigenvaluef the operator functiof if there exists ax e Z(T(A)), x# 0,
such thafl (A )x = 0. Thepoint spectrunis the set of all eigenvalues:
op(T):={A €Q|3Ixe 2(T(A)),x#0,T(A)x=0}
={AeQ|0e0qy(T(A))},
wheredy (T (A)) denotes the point spectrum of the operdt¢k ) for fixedA € Q. Thegeometric multi-

plicity of an eigenvalu@ of the operator functioff is defined as the dimension of KefA ).
In addition to (1) or (I) we shall assume that one of the fallog two conditiong™\,), () is satisfied.

(\«) Foreveryxe 2\ {0} the functiomA — t(A)[x] is decreasing at value zemnA, i.e. if t(Ag)[X] =0
for someAg € A, then
tA)X] >0  forA € (—w,Ag)NA,
t(A)X <0 for A € (Ag,) NA.

() Foreveryxe 7\ {0} the functiomA — t(A)[x] isincreasing at value zeronA, i.e. if t(Ag)[X] =0
for someAg € A, then

tA)X <0 forA € (—o,Ap) NA,
t(A)[X] >0 forA € (Ag,) NA.

If T satisfies ) or (), then, forx € 2\ {0}, the scalar functiod — t(A)[x] is either decreasing
or increasing at a zero and, hence, it has at most one zéo in

We now introduce the notion of a generalized Rayleigh fumetip, which is a mapping fron¥ \ {0}
toRU{+w}. Ifthere is a zerd of the scalar functioi — t(A)[x] in A, then the corresponding value of
a generalized Rayleigh functiona(x) must equal this zerg(x) = Ag. Otherwise, there is some freedom
in the definition. More precisely, we use the following defom.

Definition 2.1. Let A andQ be as above. Moreover, |&(A), A € Q, be a family of closed operators
in a Hilbert spacéd satisfying either (1) or (II) and which satisfies al§g") or (\). In the cas&™) a



mappingp: 2\ {0} — RU{=£e} with the properties

=)o if t{Ag)[X =0,
<a ifaefAandt(A)[x <OforallA €A,
p(x)s <a ifa¢Aandt
>b ifbeAandt

>b ifb¢Aandt

x| <OforallA €A,

x| >0forallA €A,

x| > 0forallA € A.

is called egeneralized Rayleigh functionfalr T onA. In the cas¢ ') a mapping: 2\ {0} — RU{+o}
with the properties

=X if t(Ao)[X =0,
>b if beAandt
p(x)s >b if b¢ Aandt

x| <OforallA €A,
x| <OforallA €A, (2.2)
<a ifaelAandt(A)[x >0forallA €A,

x| >0 forallA € A.

<a ifa¢Aandt

is called ageneralized Rayleigh functionfdr T onA.

Remark 2.2. One possible choice fgrin the casé™\) is the following (se€[4.19]). Fox € 2\ {0} set

Ao if t(Ag)[x] =0,
p(x) =4 —o if t(A)[x] <OforallA €A,

A
+oo if t(A)[X] >O0forallA €A,

—_  ~—

which was used as a definition of a generalized Rayleigh fomatin [4,[9]. However, here we propose
to use the Definitiof 211. This has the following advantafi:is a generalized Rayleigh functional for
T onA, then the sam@ remains a generalized Rayleigh functional in the sense &hifien 2.7 for T
on a smaller interval’ with A’ C A. Moreover, in many applications, including the one in Sud#, the
operator functioT is defined on a larger intervAl S A but satisfies, say;\,) only onA. If t(-)[x has a
zeroAg in A where)g < aandt(A)[x] < O forall A € A, one can sep(x) := Ao.

Example 2.3. We consider two examples to illustrate the notion of a gdiz@@Rayleigh functional.

(i) Let A be a bounded self-adjoint operator in a Hilbert spidcand consider the operator function
T(A)=A—Al, A € Q=C. The corresponding quadratic forms a(@)[x| = (Ax x) — A||x||?,
x€ 2 =H. Ifwe takeA = R, thenT satisfies condition (I), where one can chooseaaymina (A);
it also satisfies (Il), where one can choose any maxa(A). Moreover, the functio satisfies

condition(\) sincet’ (A)[x] = —||x||?. For eachx € H \ {0} the functiont(-)[x] has the unique zero
(AX %)
P(X) = ;
= e

hence the classical Rayleigh quotient is a generalizedeRgyFfunctional in the sense of Defini-
tion[2.1.



(ii) In H = C? consider the quadratic operator function

[A-22+1 -2

T(A
() -2 A24+1]’

AeQ:=C,

and choosé := (—,0). Clearly, conditions (I) and (Il) are satisfied. Boe (g) € C? one has

AP = (TA)x%) = X222 = 20x1?A + |X||* ~ 4Re(x1%).

Since the coefficient oA is non-positive, the sum of the two zeros of the polynon{glx] is
non-negative ifx £ 0, and therefore at most one zero can bA.inAt any such zero the function
must be decreasing, which shows that conditiay) is satisfied. Moreovet(-)[x] is positive onA

if it has no negative zero. Hence a possible choice for a géimed Rayleigh functional is given

by

xal? = V/Ixal* = X2+ 4Rexa%2)
p(x) = [1[[2
[ otherwise

if [xa|* — [[X]|+ 4 Re(x1%3) > 0,

Note that three cases occur: (&) [x] has a positive and a negative zero, in which gasg equals
the negative zero; (H)-)[x] has two positive zeros, in which capéx) > 0= supA; (c) t(-)[X] has
no real zeros, in which caggx) = . Examples for these three cases are given by the v )Jrs

(%), (1), respectively.
For a generalized Rayleigh functiorahs in Definitio 21l we have foxr € A, x € 2(T (X)) \ {0},
TA)x=0 = pKx) =A.
If T satisfies\), then forxe 2\ {0}

tAX >0 <= pKx >A,

tAX <0 <= pXx <A; 23)
if T satisfieq "), then forx € 2\ {0}

tAX >0 <<= pKx <A,

tAX <0 <= pX >A. (24)

In [9, Theorem 2.1] a variational principle involving a gealized Rayleigh functional was derived.
There the generalized Rayleigh functional was defined assmd&kZ.2 and not in the (slightly more
general) way as in Definition 2.1. Therefore, the variatigmanciple in the following theorem is an
adapted version of [9, Theorem 2.1] where a non-decreasiggesce of eigenvalues of an operator
function is characterized. Moreover, in [9, Theorem 2.1lydhe case (l), ) was considered (under
slightly weaker assumptions @

Theorem 2.4. LetA andQ be as above. Moreover, let(X), A € Q, be a family of closed operators in
a Hilbert space H satisfying eithél), () or (Il), ("), let p be a generalized Rayleigh functional and
assume that

po J8 if OesdT)NA=0,
- {{/\ EA|A <inf(OesdT)ND)}  if GesdT)NAHD,

is non-empty.



Theno(T)N4A' is either empty or consists only of a finite or infinite sequenidsolated eigenvalues
of T with finite geometric multiplicities, which in the cadeidfinitely many eigenvalues io(T) N4/
accumulates only atupA’ (which equalsnf(ges{T) NA) if gesdT) NA # 0 and equals b otherwige

If o(T)N4' is empty, then set N= 0; otherwise, denote the eigenvaluesdiT) N A’ by (AJ‘)E\I:]_,

N € NU{e}, in non-decreasing order, counted according to their gemimenultiplicities: A1 <A, <---.
Choose ac A’ so that in the case M 0 it satisfies A< A1. Then the quantity

dim.Z_..0)(T(@)) if (1), (\) are satisfied
K =
{dimiﬂ(o,m) (T(&)) if (1), (") are satisfied

is a finite number. Moreover, the nth eigenvalyen € N, n < N, satisfies

An=min sup  p(x), (2.5)
dimLLC:?ﬁLn xeL\{0}

An= inf . 2.

= M o PO (2:6)
dimL=k+n-1 ||

For subspaces L with dimensions not considere@iB) and (2.8) the right-hand side of2.5) and (2.8)
gives values with the following properties:kif> 0, then

inf su X) < a
Lco XEL\{F)O} p( ) -

dimL=n
it forn=1,... k; (2.7)
su in X) < a
) Lcl—ﬁ) xe7\{0} Pix) <
dimL=n-1  xLL
if N < oo, then
inf  sup p(x) > supy’
a2 xeL\{0}
forn> k +N withn< dimH. (2.8)

H !
o el Pz et
dimL=n-1  xlL
Proof. Let us first consider the case when (I),) are satisfied. We appl][9, Theorem 2.1]. Since
T is a holomorphic family of type (B)[]9, Proposition 2.13]ptres that conditions (i) and (ii) of ]9,
Theorem 2.1] are satisfied. It follows directly from (1) afie,) that (iii) and (iv) of [9, Theorem 2.1] are
also satisfied. Now ]9, Theorem 2.1] implies thg(fl ) N A’ is either empty or consists of a sequence of
isolated eigenvalues that can accumulate at most a/'sup
Set

N if N=0,
A =
{uen |p<A} otherwise.

In [9, Theorem 2.1] the numberwas defined as dit|_., o) (T(a”)) with a particular choice o’ € A.
However, the function
A dimZ ) (T(A))

is constant om\; by [9, Lemma 2.6]. Hence we choose an arbitrarg A; for the definition ofk, which
by [9, Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 2.6] is a finite number:

K =dim.Z_e ) (T(@)).



Let us now provel(2]5). I ]9] a special choice of a generdliRayleigh functional was considered; see
RemarKZ.P. In order to distinguish it, we denote itdpy.e. forx € 2\ {0} we set
Ao ift(Ag)[X] =0,
g(x) ;=14 —oo if t( < OforallA €A,
+oo i {( >0forallA € A

[X

A)
A)[x

If p(x) € Aorq(x) € Aholds for somexe 2\ {0}, then by the definition op andq we havet(p(x))[x] =0
or t(q(x))[X] = 0, respectively, and thyz(x) = q(x) follows. In [9, Theorem 2.1] it was proved that

An=min max  q(x)
. Lcz xeL\{0}
dimL=k+n

forne N, n < N. Letn e Nwith n < N. There exists a subspacg C 2 with dimLy = k + nsuch that

max q(x) =A
xeLO\{O}q( )= An,

which implies in particular thag(x) < A, for all x € Lo\ {0}. If, for x € Lo\ {0}, we haveq(x) = —oo,
thenp(x) < aby the definitions op andg, and hence(x) < Aq. If, for x € Lo\ {0}, we havey(x) # —oo,
theng(x) € A and hence(x) = q(x) < An. This implies that

su X) < max g(X) = An. 2.9
xeLo\?O} P(x) < XGLO\{O}q( ) " (29)

LetL C 2 be an arbitrary subspace with dim= k +n. Then, by the definition off,

> = An.
I8 002, 900 =

Hence there exists ag € L\ {0} with q(xo) > An. If q(X0) = +o0, thenp(xg) > b and, in particular,
pP(Xo) > An. If q(x0) # +00, thenq(xo) € A, which implies thap(Xp) = q(xo) > An. Hence

sup p(x) > An. (2.10)
xeL\{0}

By (2.9) and[(2.10) we obtaif (2.5). Equatidn {2.6) is showa similar way.

Next we prove the first inequality ifiL(2.7). Let< k and letA € A; be arbitrary. We have seen above
that dim%(_., 0)(T(A)) = k. Therefore we can choose ardimensional subspace of(_, ) (T(A)),
which we denote by and which is contained iZ(T(A)) C 2. Sincet(A)[x] < 0 forallx € Lo\ {0},
we have

inf  sup p(x) < sup p(x) <A.

a2, xen\{oy xeLo\{0}

This implies the first inequality i (2.7) since € A; was arbitrary. The second inequality [0_(2.7) is
shown in a similar way.

We show the first inequality in(2.8). Let> k + N. If we haveAy = b = supd’, then [2.8) follows
from (Z.3). In all other cases, chooses A’ such thath > Ay if N > 0. It follows from [9, Lemmas 2.6
and 2.7] that dint _, 0)(T(A)) = k +N. Hence, for each subspace- 2 with dimL = n, there exists
anxp € L\ {0} such that(A)[xo] > 0. Therefore

sup p(x) > p(xo) > A.
xeL\{0}



Since this is true for every sudh we have

inf ~ sup p(x) >A,
dimiZn X€L\{0}

which implies the validity of the first inequality ii (2.8) ascan be chosen arbitrarily close to fMpsee
[9, Lemma 2.6]. In a similar way one can show the second inégua (2.8).

Ifinstead of (1), (\,) the assumptions (I1),£") are satisfied, then the functid{A ) := —T (A ) satisfies
the assumptions (1);,) andp(x) := p(x) is a generalized Rayleigh functional foron A, see Definition
2. Hence we can apply the already proved statemenits tehich imply all assertions also in this
situation asop(T) = gp(T). O

Remark 2.5.

() Instead of assuming that is a holomorphic family of type (B) it is sufficient to assunanse
weaker continuity properties. Also the domain of the quadfarm may depend on. For further
details se€ [9], in particular, the assumptions (i) andtiére.

(i) If the functionalp is chosen such that it is continuous as a mapping féomto the extended real
numbersR U {+o} andp(cx) = p(x) for all c € C\ {0} andx € Z, then the supremum if.(2.5) is
actually a maximum, i.e. the eigenvaldig n € N, n < N, satisfies

An=min max  p(X).
Lco xeL\{0}
dimL=k+n

This follows from the fact that it is sufficient to take the semum over the seix € L | ||x|| = 1},
which is compact. The same statement applies1d (2.7)@8H (2.

A similar theorem holds if we replace in Theoréml2.4 the aggtion (1), (\,) by (1), (") and (Il), (")
by (I1), (\.), respectively, and chand¢ accordingly. This is done in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.6. LetA andQ be as above. Moreover, let(X), A € Q, be a family of closed operators in
a Hilbert space H satisfying eithél), () or (1), (\\), let p be a generalized Rayleigh functional and
assume that

A/ . A |f O‘esiT) ﬂA - 07
C A en|A > sup(oesdT)NA)} if GesdT)NA#D,
is non-empty.

Theno(T)NA' is either empty or consists only of a finite or infinite seqeenfdsolated eigenvalues
of T with finite geometric multiplicities, which in the cadeimfinitely many eigenvalues ia(T) N4/
accumulates only ahfA’ (which equalsup(des{T) NA) if desd T) NA # 0 and equals a otherwige

If o(T)N4 is empty, then set N= 0; otherwise, denote the eigenvaluesaliT) N A" by (/\j)z-\lzl,

N € NU{}, in non-increasing order, counted according to their getmenultiplicities: Ay > A > ---.
Choose be A’ so that in the case ¥ 0 it satisfiesA; < b'. Then the quantity

dim.Z_..0) (T (b)) if (1), (") are satisfied
K =
{dimiﬂ(o,m) (T(O)) if (), () are satisfied

is a finite number. Moreover, the nth eigenvalyen € N, n < N, satisfies

An= [ .

= max XE:REO} P(X), (2.11)
dimL=k+n

An= min sup  p(x). (2.12)

. LcH xe2\{0}
dimL=k+n-1 Ll



For subspaces L with dimensions not considere(@iil) and (Z.12) the right-hand side of2.11) and
(212)gives values with the following properties:if> 0, then

su inf X) > b
ch xeL\{0} P(x) =

dimL=n
) forn=1,... k; (2.13)
jnf sup p(x) >b
dimLC:nfl XE)Z\EO}
if N < oo, then
su inf X) < infa'
_LC£ xeL\{0} Pe) <
dimL=n . .
forn>k+N withn<dimH. (2.14)

Lim;| sup p(x) <infa’
dimLC:nfl XE)Z\L{O}

Proof. The theorem follows from Theorem 2.4 applied to the funclign ) := T(—A), —A € Q. With
a:=—b,b:=—aandA:= {=A | A € A} allassumptions of Theordm 2.4 are satisfied, namely (1) Bnd (
remain the same and\,) turns into(,*) and vice versa. That ig, satisfies either (I),"¢,) or (II), ().
Then lhe mappingT)A(x) = —p(x) is a generalized Rayleigh functional fron A; see Definitior ZI1.

~

SinceAn = — Ay for Ay € 0p(T), all assertions of Theorelm 2.6 follow from Theorlem 2.4. O

Remark 2.7. If the functionalp is chosen such that it is continuous go(@x) = p(x) for c € C\ {0} and
x € 2 (see Remark215), then the infimum[n_(2.11) is actually a mimh, i.e. the eigenvalug,, n € N,
n < N, satisfies

An= max min X).
"TICT xel\{0} P(X)
dimL=k-+n

A similar statement applies tb (2]13) ahd (2.14).

3 Framework

Let H be a Hilbert space and lay andd be sesquilinear forms oA with domainsZ(ap) and 2(0),
respectively, such that the following conditions are $iaiils

(F1) The sesquilinear formg is densely defined, closed, symmetric and bounded from blejoa
positive constant, i.&lc; > 0 such thatip[x] > c1||x||? for x € Z(ao).

(F2) The sesquilinear form is symmetric, satisfie¥(9) > Z(ap), and there exists e > 0 such
that
0<0[X < cpag[X] forall xe 2(ap).

It is our aim to study the following second order differehéiquation
(2(t),y) +0[z(t),y] + ao[z(t),y] =0  forally € Z(ao). (3.1)

In a first step we find an equivalent Cauchy problem. Thenguigia standard theory of semigroups, we
obtain solutions of(3]1). Therefore we associate with tienfag a positive definite self-adjoint operator
Ao with Z(Ag) C Z(ag) and 0€ p(Ap) via the First Representation Theoreéml[15, Theorem VI.24],

ao[X, Y] = (AoX,y) forall xe 2(Ao), y € Z(ap). (3.2)

10



The operatol is calledstiffness operatorThe Second Representation Theorem [15, Theorem VI.2.6]
shows@(Aé/z) = 9(ap) and

ao[x,y] = <Aé/2x, Aé/2y> forall x,y € Z(ap).

We define the two spaces
: 2 : ) 2
= .@(AO/ ) with norm ||x|\H% = ||Aé/ | (3.3)

and
Hf% as the completion dfl with respect to the norm

_ (3.4)
Iy = 1Al

By continuity, Ag andAé/2 can be extended to isometric isomorphisms fl‘dr?n ontoH_; and from

H onto Hi%, respectively. These extensions are also denotedobyndAé/z. The spacé-li% can be
identified with the dual space bf% by identifying elements Hi% with bounded linear functionals on
H jas follows

(x,y>H7%XH% = (A, 2%, AV, xe€H_j,yeHy. (3.5)

Note that, forxe H,y € H%, we have

<X7y>H7%><H = <X7y>H' (3.6)

Nl

The formag can be expressed in terms of the extended opefator

a0,y = (Ax.Y)n yxh,  forall xyeHy; (3.7)
2

1
2
this relation is obtained froni_(3.2) by continuous extensio

Assumption(F2) implies thato restricted td—|% is a bounded, non-negative, symmetric sesquilinear
form on the Hilbert spacei%. Hence, by[[15, Theorem VI.2.7] there exists a bounded;astjtfint,

non-negative operatd on H% such that

o[x,y] = (Dx,y),, forall x,y € Hj.

1

2

Now we define thelamping operator Dby
D:=AgD,

whereAy is considered as a bounded operator fndgmnto Hf%. Clearly, the operatdD is bounded
from H% toH 1. Using [3.5) we obtain the following connection betw@esmndD:

_1i.
2

alxy] = (Dxy)y,, = (A “Dx.A)

2 (3.8)
_ <A81/2DX,Aé/zy> _ <DX7y>H7%><H

NI

forx,y e H%.
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We consider the following standard first-order evolutiona&ipn
X(t) = ZX(t) (3.9
in the space?” .= H% x Hwheres/ : (o) C 7 — s given by

0o
of — [_AO _D] 7 (3.10)

@(ﬂ){@) € Hy x Hy

Itis easy to see (e.d.[18]) that has a bounded inverse i’ given by

o= [A"lD Aoll - [6 Aoll , (3.12)
| 0 | 0

Agz+Dw e H}. (3.12)

whereA; D is considered as an operator actlng-|l andl is the embedding frorh-h intoH. The
operatore itself is not self-adjoint in the Hilbert spaw However, with

< )

the operatod.e7 is symmetric in”. Sinces/ has a bounded inverse, the operdtof is even self-adjoint
in 7. Therefore,
o =34, with 2(&*) =39 ()

(see alsd]2]1, Proof of Lemma 4.5]) and
Re(o7x,x) <0 forxe 2(«/) and Ré«/*x,x) <0 forxe 2(a™).

This implies thate/ is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup of eatittns on the state space
2. This fact is well known; see, e.@.1[2,[2,[6,] L0] 16]lor|[21,gsition 5.1]. Hence[(3]9) together with
an appropriate initial value has a unique (classical) smufThis implies the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Assume thafF1)}(F2) are satisfied. Forgwg € H% with AgZg + Dwp € H there exists
asolutionz R™ — H% of (3.J)that satisfies

e 7(0) = zp andz(0) = wp;
e the function z is continuously differentiable ir% H

e the functiorz is continuously differentiable in H.

Moreover, a solution ofi3.1) with the above properties is unique and equals the first carapbof the

classical solution of the Cauchy problem
z\ z z0)\ (2o
(W=() (o)) 619

with (2) € 2().
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We mention that a similar relation holds for mild solutiorigtee Cauchy probleni(3.13) Wit(ﬁ%) in
2 instead of7 (/) and a somehow weaker formulation pf(3.1),

%(('z(t),y)Jra[z(t),y]) +aolz(t),y)=0  forally e 2(ap). (3.14)

For details we refer td [6, Theorem 2.2], see also [3].

Remark 3.2. The operatorgy andD satisfy the following conditionéAl) and(A2), which appeared in
various papers; see, e.g. [12] 13].

(Al) The stiffness operatd¥ : Z(Ag) C H — H is a self-adjoint, positive definite linear operator on
a Hilbert spacéd such that Gz p(Ay).

(A2) The damping operatd : H% — Hf% is a bounded operator with

<DZ,Z>H 1 xH >0, ZEH%.
2

NI

Instead of starting with the forms and then constructingojperators one could also start with two oper-
atorsAp andD that satisfy(Al) and(A2) and then define the sesquilinear foragsando via

ao[X,y] i= <A0X,y>H7% »H

)

NI

X,ye H:EL

D[X,y] = <DX7y>H xHyg
- 2

Nl

It is easy to see that these forms satigfl) and(F2).

In the following we study the spectrum of . For (3}), (32) € Hy x H we define an indefinite inner

product ons# by
[(;i) ’ (;(’2)} = <‘] (;(/1) ’ (§§)> = <X1,X2>H% — (Y1, Y2)-

Then(s7,[-,-]) is a Krein space and’ is a self-adjoint operator with respect[to: | (note that the latter
is equivalent to the self-adjointnessb# in 2#’). Henceo (/) is symmetric with respect 18; see, e.g.
[5, Theorem VI.6.1]. For the basic theory of Krein spaces@petators acting therein we refer o [1] and
[5]. In the following proposition we collect the above catesiations.

Proposition 3.3. If (F1) and (F2) are satisfied, then the operatey is self-adjoint in the Krein space
(2,[-,-]), its spectrum is contained in the closed left half-plane i@rgymmetric with respect to the real
line. The operatory has a bounded inverse, and it is the generator of a stronghficoous semigroup

of contractions on the state spacg€.

Propositio 3.B guarantees that the spectrunvdf contained inC_, whereC_ denotes the closed
left half-plane{z € C | Rez < 0}. Since.« has a bounded inverse, we even haver) C C_\ {0}.
However, apart from this restriction and the symmetry withpgect to the real line, the spectrumagfis
quite arbitrary; see, e.d. [11, Examples 3.5 and 3.6] andefes to Example 3.2 il [12].

For the rest of the paper we assume that, in additiqfr19 and(F2), also the following condition is
satisfied.

(F3) The operatoAa1 is a compact operator i .
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In the following we consideD = A;'D andAgl/ZDAgl/2 as bounded operators actingl-'rr% andH,
respectively. FoaA € C the relations

ker(AyV?DAg 2~ 1) = AY% (ker(D - 1)),
ran(A; /?DA; 2~ 1) :Aé/z(ran(f)—}\))
hold. This, together with the fact thA@é/2 is an isomorphism frorhi% ontoH, implies that

O'(Aal/ZDAal/Z) _ 0_(5)7 Gess(Aal/ZDAal/Z) _ O'ess(ﬁ)- (3.15)

In the next definition we introduce some numbers that are stk following proposition for a further
description of the spectrum a# and in the next section in connection with the study of a qatir
operator polynomial.

Definition 3.4. Set

5:=mina(A,?DAY?),  y:=maxa (A, DA, ). (3.16)
If H is finite-dimensional, then set
d = +oo, Yo :=0; (3.17)
otherwise, set
d :=min Gess(Aal/ZDAal/z) , Yo = maxaess(Aal/zDAal/Z) ) (3.18)
Moreover, ifH is infinite-dimensionaldy = 0 andyp > 0, then set
&1 = inf (Tesd Ay /*DA; %) \ {0}). (3.19)

If H is infinite-dimensional, then clearly0 d < & < yp < y. The number® andy can be expressed
in terms of the formsg ando:

~1/2npp~1/2 (DY.Y)H_;xH
D _1xA1
5= inf Lo DA TG g TR
xeH\{0} (]l yeH12\ {0} (AoY,Y)H 1 xH;
22 (3.20)
_ o[y]
yeHy,\{0} aoly] ’
where we made the substitutign= A, Y %y, and similarly
y= sup M (3.22)

yeHy,2\{0} aoly]

If H is infinite-dimensional, then one can use the standardti@mi principle for bounded operators to
express)y andyp in terms ofag ando:

d =sup inf sup M yo=inf sup inf M (3.22)

, .
neN LCHiz ver\joy @olY] NEN LcH,, yel\{0} aoly]
dimL=n dimL=n
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Proposition 3.5. Assume thafF1)—(F3) are satisfied. Then

Cesd ) = {/\ e C\{0} | /\1 c aess(—f))} (3.23)
{Agcw@]%GOQ{Aﬁﬂm%”ﬁ} (3.24)
C (—w,0). (3.25)

The spectrum i€\ gesd ) is a discrete set consisting only of eigenvalues. Moredherseto (<) \ R
has no finite accumulation point.
Moreover, the following statements are true:

o if yp =0, thendesd &) = 0;
e if o> 0andd =0, then

—w  if 3, =0,
—— if &1>0,
5 o
1

MaXOesd &7 ) = —%;

e if &> 0, then

MINOesd 7 ) = f% and Max0esd &7 ) = f%.
Proof. The equality in[(3.213) was proved in]12, Theorem 4.1]. Reta(3.15) implies[(3.24), and(3.25)
follows from assumptioifF2). The discreteness of the spectruntin des{ ) follows from Fredholm
theory and the fact thél\ ges{ /) is a connected set and has non-empty intersectiongyit), namely
0 p(#)N(C\ Tesd &)) by (312). Corollary 5.2 in[[12] implies that no point fromsd <) is an
accumulation point of the non-real spectrumagf which shows that the non-real spectrum has no finite
accumulation point. The remaining assertions are clear. O

Note that, althouglaﬂka1 is compact, the operator — is in general not a compact operatori. In
fact, o7 ~1 is compact if and only if the operat@ is compact as an operator acting frdrn%] into Hi%;
see[[17, Lemma 3.2].

4 A quadratic operator polynomial
In the following we construct a quadratic operator polynalifi(A ) that is connected with the operator
</ and also the differential equatidn (B.1). Throughout teigti®on letag ando be sesquilinear forms that
satisfy (F1)~(F3) from Sectio B. Moreover, let the operatdys D, .7 and the numbers, y, &, yo be
as in Sectiofil3. It follows froni(3.20) and (3121) that

SaolX <o <yaolX,  xeHy. (4.)

Before we define the operator polynomiglh ), we need two lemmas.
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Lemma 4.1. Let R be a compact operator in H amdan arbitrary positive number. Then there exists a
constant C> 0 such that

1/2 2 < 1/2,,12 2
|RAY “X|© < €]|Ay “X||“ +CJ|x]| foraIIer%.
1/25-1/2 _ 1/2.. aL/2 .
Proof. The operatoRA) A, Rlsacompactoperatoriﬁ HenceRA, “is -compact; see, e.g.

[15, Section IV.1.3]. Byl[8, Corollary III.7.7]RAD hasAO -bound 0, which implies the assertion (see
[15, §V.4.1]). O

Define the following set, on which the operator polynorigh ) will be defined:

1
zeC|l74 < — if 0,
o | {zCl <] 107
C if yo=0.

(4.2)

Lemma 4.2. For A € ®, the formAd is relatively bounded with respect ég with ap-bound less thad,
i.e. there exist real constants (€, with C; > 0, 0 < C, < 1 such that

[A2[X]| < Cy[|x[|?+Caao[x]  forallx e Hy = 7(a0).

Proof. Obviously, forA = 0 the assertion of Lemnia4.2 is true. Let ® \ {0} and choose/ € R
such thaty <y < ‘Tl‘ Denote byE the spectral function il corresponding to the bounded self-adjoint

operatorS:= Agl/zDAgl/z. Then, forx e H%, we have

1

01| = (DxX)n bty = (Ag DX, AG ) = (AP AF Y
= (SE([0, Y])Ay > E(10, V) Ay )
+ (SE((Y, ) Ay X E((Y ) Ay *x)
< V|[E(0, VDAY X|)* + ||SY2E (Y, =) Ag X
< V185 X2+ | S2E((Y o)) A5 X

By the definition ofyp and the fact thay > y it follows thatE((y 0)) is a finite rank projection. Choose
£ > 0 such thatA|(y + €) < 1, which is possible becauge< + - Then Lemm@4l1 applied to the finite

rank operatoB'/?E((y/,»)) implies that there exists@> 0 such that
2 2
AR | < IAIY 14522+ 2] (£l1A6 X2+ Clx|2)
= [AI(Y +€)aol¥ + A [C]x]%,

which shows thad d is ag-bounded withig-bound less than 1. O

ForA € C we define the sesquilinear fortth ) with domain2(t(A)) = H% by

AV =A% Y) +A0[x Y] +aolxy] Xy EH, (4.3)
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and the corresponding quadratic form gy )[x] := t(A)[x,X] for x € H%. Note that if a function of the
form z(t) = eMx with x € H% is plugged into[(3]1), then one obtains the equati@n[x,y] = 0. Using
(3-2) and[(3.B) we can rewrit¢A ) as follows:

tA)XY] == (A2 +ADX+AoX V) -

1
2

X,y € H%. (4.4)

Nl

In the next proposition we introduce the representing dpesd (A ) for A € ®, and state some of their
properties.

Proposition 4.3. For A € @, the formt(A) with domainZ(t(A)) = H% is a closed sectorial form in H.
The m-sectorial operator A ) in H that is associated with(A ) is given by

Z(T(1)) = {x€ Hy | ADx+Agxe H |,
T(A)x= A2+ ADx+ A, xe 2(T(A)).

The family TA), A € ®,, of m-sectorial operators is a holomorphic family of ty{#), which satisfies
T(A)=T(A)*for A € ®. For A € d, NR the operators TA ) are self-adjoint and bounded from below.

Proof. Sinceag is a closed symmetric non-negative form and, by LerimiMo2s bounded with respect
to ag with ag-bound less than 1, it follows from [15, Theorem VI1.1.33]ith@ ) is closed and sectorial for
A € @y Hence byl[15, Theorem VI.2.1] there exist m-sectorial afmnsT (A ) that represent the forms
t(A). The form of the domain and the action BfA) follow easily from [15, Theorem VI.2.1]. The
domain oft(A) is independent ok, and the analyticity ok — t(A)[X] is clear. Henc& is a holomorphic

family of type (B). Sincet(A)[x,y] = t(A)[y,X], we haveT (A) = T(A)*; see[[15, Theorem VI.2.5]. From
this we obtain also the self-adjointnessigfl ) for A € ®,, NIR; moreoverT (A) is bounded from below
in this case since it is m-sectorial. O

Next we show that oy, the spectral problems fa¥ andT are equivalent.

Proposition 4.4. Consider T as a function defined dx,. On ®,, the spectra and point spectra of
and T coincide, i.e.

Op( ) NPy =0(F) NPy, = a(T) = gp(T). (4.5)
For Ao € 0p(«7) N ®y, the geometric multiplicities coincide:
dimken.«/ — Ag) = dimkerT (Ap). (4.6)
Moreover,
OesdT) = 0.

If yo # 0, then there are at most finitely many eigenvalues’ofand, hence, of Yin @, \ R.

Proof. First we show equality of the point spectra.ef andT. For this, letA € ®,, and assume that
0€ 0p(T(A)). Then there exists€ Z(T(A))\ {0} with A2x-+ADx+Agx = 0. Therefore 5 ) € 2()

and
(o —A) (AXX) =0.

Conversely, ifA € op(7) and if () € 2(«) is a corresponding eigenvector, one concludes that

y=Ax and Apx+Dy+Ay=0. 4.7)

17



Hencexe 2(T(A)) andT (A)x = 0 with X # 0 because otherwisgy) = 0. Therefore the point spectra of
</ andT coincide in®,,. Moreover, as the first component of an eigenveff§) € 7(«) of o satisfies
x€ 2(T(A)) andT(A)x= 0 and vice versa, the statement on the geometric multigléciollows.

Next assume that € p(«/) N ®y,. Then forg € H there existyy) € Z() with

X 0
o —A = .
-n(3)= (o)
From this one concludes that

y=Ax and Agx+Dy+Ay=g,

which shows thak € 2(T(A)) andT(A)x=g. HenceT(A) is surjective and, by the already proved
statement about the eigenvalugss p(T). Propositiorl 36 implies thatesd <) N ®y, = 0 which, to-
gether with Oc p(#/) (see Proposition 3.3), gives the first equality[inf4.5). e&pach poind in ®y,

is either an eigenvalue o¥ and, hence, of , or belongs to the resolvent set.af and hence of . This
proves[(4.b).

We show the statement about the essential spectruim bétA € ®,,. The statement is obvious for
finite-dimensionaH; hence leH be infinite-dimensional. By Lemnia 3.2 there exist constarttsuch
thata>0,0<b< 1and

|A0[x]| < aljx||?+baolx], xe H;.

; : AP+a
Denote byl the spectral subspace fag corresponding to the mterv%D, | 1Lb + 1}. Assume that @&

TesdT(A)). It follows from Propositiofi:3]5 and the definition @, thatA ¢ desd o) andA ¢ Oesd 7).
Hence[(4.B) implies that dimk&i(A) < o« and

dim(ranT (1)) = dim(kerT (1)*) = dimkerT (1) < co,

By [8, Theorem I1X.1.3] there exists a singular sequepa@en With xp € Z(T(A)), [[Xn]l =1, % — 0
(i.e.xn converges to 0 weakly) ant(A )x, — 0 asn — c. We decomposkr, as follows:

Xr‘|:l,lr'|‘i_Vr'|7 UneL, VnLL

The projection ontd is weakly continuous and s finite-dimensional by assumpti¢R3); therefore the
sequencéun)nen converges strongly il to 0, Aguy — 0 and||vp|| — 1 asn — . We obtain

[(T(A)%n,Xn)| = [€(A) [Xn]| = [AZ+ A0[Xq] + ao[Xq] |
> aoXn] — (JA%+ [AD[xa][) > (1—b)ao[xn] — (|A?[ +a)

A2+a
1-b /-

=(1-b) (ao[un] + ao[Vn] —

As n — o, we haveng[un] — 0, andag|vn] > (%‘ +1)||vn||2 holds for everyn € N. Hence

Iiﬂgf\(T(A )%n,%n)| > (1—b) >0,
which is a contradiction. Thereforedgesd T(A)).
Finally, assume thagp > 0. Suppose that there are infinitely many eigenvalueg ai ®, \ R. Since
®,, \ R is a bounded set, there exists a sequence of non-real elgeswdi.es’ which converges. However,
this contradicts Propositidn 3.5. Hence the last statefsgrbved. O
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In the following we prove variational principles for reagjenvalues o7 or, what is equivalent (see
Propositiod 4.14), off. To this end we introduce functionagbs. andp_ so thatp, serves as generalized
Rayleigh functional foil on appropriate intervals. For fixed:= H%\{O} consider the equation

t(A)B = AZ(|X|2+ Ad[x] + aolx] = 0 (4.8)
as an equation in.
Definition 4.5. If (A.8) forx € Hy \ {0} does not have a real solution, then we set
P+ (X) 1= —oo, P—(X) 1= Hoo.
Otherwise, we denote the solutions[of {4.8)my(x):

—olx £/ (0[)* — 4|x|[2a0[x]
e 2 T

(4.9
1/2
0%y OO0y — K17 K17
T2

2 2 2

2x2
Note that the values g (x) andp_(x) belong to(—c0,0) U {£o}. Set
7" = {xe H1\ {0} [ 3A € R such that(A)[x] = 0}

= {x€ Hy\ {0} | p(x) are finite}

= {xeHy\ {0} | 21X = 2|X]| /ool } (4.10)
and define L
max{ sup p—(x), ——} if yo > 0,
o= e v (4.11)
sup p-(x) if yo=0,

Xegp*
where we set syp - p—(X) = —o if Z* =0.

We collect some of the properties pf., p— anda in the following lemma. Note that > 0 if and
only if o # 0.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that # 0. Then
1
pi(x)<f;/ for xe 2%,
and hence

1
a<—-—.
y

Proof. The assumption # 0 implies thaty > 0. Letx € 2*. It follows from (4.1) that forA € [7%700) \
{0},
t(A)Dd = AZ(|x]|2+A0[x] + ao[¥]

> A2||x||2 - ﬂ;‘] +aolx] > A?[|x]|? > 0.
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Sincet(0)[x] = ag[x] > 0, we therefore hav&A)[x] > 0 forall A € [f%,,oo). This implies thatp (X) <

—%,. The statement oa follows from this and the inequality% < —%,. O

In the next proposition we discuss situations when theZseis empty or non-empty. Note that (i) in
the following proposition contains a slight improvementtud fifth assertion in [13, Theorem 3.2].

Proposition 4.7. For the setZ* we have the following implications.
@) If
Ay PDAy Y7 < 2n) Y2, (4.12)

where the inequality is understood as a relation betweeng®badjoint operators in the Hilbert

space H(i.e. (Agl/zDAgl/zx, X) < 2<A51/2x, x) for all x € H\ {0}), then

2*=0  andwe haveo,(«/)NR =0.

(i) If
—1/2 A—1/2 ~1/2
1ag™ DA )| > 2]|Ag Y2, (4.13)
where the norms are the operator norm in the Hilbert spacehdnt
7" #0.

Proof. (i) Letx e H% \ {0} be arbitrary and set:= /2y Fromthe assumptioh (4112) we obtain that

1/2

<A61/2DA61/2y’y> < 2<A81/2y;y> <2|ly|| ||A(; yH’

which implies
1/2
O = (DX Xk 4y < 2|8 3| X1l = 2]1X]| /a0l
Together with[(4.70) this shows thatt 2*. HenceZ* = 0. To prove the last statement in (i), letbe a
real eigenvalue of with corresponding eigenvect()?) € 9(4). Then
AoX+ADx+A%x =0,

by (4.1), which implies that(A )[x] = 0. The latter is not possible siné&* = 0.
(i) The numbe|1|Aal/2DAal/2H is an element of the closure of the numerical range of thesghtfint

operatomgl/zDAgl/z. Therefore, there exists a sequefg@ in H with ||yn|| = 1 such that

(Ao ™?DAg Py yn) — A ?DAG?| asn— e,

Assumption[ZIB3) implies thaBy, ' *DAg Y %Yy, Yro) > 2||A51/2|| for someng € N. Setx:= Ay %y
then
_1/2A-1/2 “1/2
O = (DXXhu_y xhty = (Ao DA Py yng) > 21| ™7
~1/2 1/2
> 2]|Aq ™ yng | = 201X [|Ag ] = 2/1X]| /a0l
Now we obtain from[(4.70) thatc 2*; henceZ* + 0. O

The following theorem is one of the main results of this papgeecall that an eigenvalue is called
semi-simple if the algebraic and geometric multiplicitdesncide, i.e. if there are no Jordan chains.
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Theorem 4.8. Assume thaF1)-(F3) are satisfied. LefA be an interval withA C (a,0] andmaxA = 0.

Then the set (&) NA is either empty or consists only of a finite or infinite seqeeofisolated semi-

simple eigenvalues of finite multiplicity of . The case of infinitely many eigenvalueifiy) N A can
1

occur only ifa = %= inf A and, in this case, the eigenvalues accumulate only%t

If o(e7)NA is empty, then set N=0; otherwise, denote the eigenvalues@fin A by (/\j)z-\lzl,
N € NU{e}, in non-increasing order, counted according to their nplitities: Ay > A, > ---. Then the
nth eigenvaluén, n€ N, n <N, satisfies

An= max  min py(x)= min _sup p(x). (4.14)
Ic;ii:-lil:/i Kol dimi =1 XGHKL\{O}

IfN < oo, then
sup  min  p;(x) <infA

Lcz x<L\{0}
dimL=n

forn> N with n<dimH. (4.15)
inf sup pi+(x) <infA

CLCH - xeon\ {0}
dimL=n-1 Ll

Proof. Except for the semi-simplicity, the first part of TheorEml foows from Propositiol 3]5. Let
us next prove the second part, for which we apply Thedrei Toéhis end, we consider the operator
function T defined onQ := ®,,. Assumption (I) in Sectiofi]2 is satisfied because of Projodd.3
and becaus@ (0) = Ag is a positive definite operator iH. Next we show that ) is satisfied. For
X e H% \ {0}, the functiomk — t(A)[X] is increasing at value zero dnbecause it is convex and a zero in
(a,0] is the greater one of the two zeros of that function by the difimof a (note that a double-zero
cannot lie in(a,0]). Hence( ") is satisfied. Moreovep, satisfies[(212) in both casgs 2* andx ¢ 2*

by the definition ofp.. Therefore,

PO = p+(x),  xeH,

is a generalized Rayleigh functional féron A, cf. Definition[Z2.].
By Propositio 4.4 the eigenvalues and their geometriciplidities of T and. coincide inA, and
the intervald’ in Theoreni 26 equals natv The quantityk in Theoreni 2.6 is determined as

K = dim.Z| e, 0)(T(0)) = dim.Z_ ) (Ao) =0.

Now the formulae in[(4.14) and ii_(4]15) follow frol (211 12,72), Remark2]7 and Propositionl4.4.
Let us finally show that the eigenvaluesw@fin (a,0) are semi-simple. Assume thate (a,0) is an
eigenvalue that has a Jordan chain, i.e. there exist ve@ipys(}:) € Z(«), both being non-zero, such

that
(o —A) <§g) -0, (o-A) (@ - <§2> (4.16)

It follows thatyp = Axg andxo # 0. Moreover, we havey € Z(T(A)) andT (A)x =0, cf. (4&1). From
the second equation in(4116) it follows that

yi=Xo+Axy and  Agxg+Dy;+Ayr = —Axg.

Substituting fory; we obtain
—(A24+AD+Ag)x1 = (2A +D)xg
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and hence, by {41 3) and the symmetryto¥) for realA,
7t()\ )[Xla XO] = 7t(/\ )[XO, Xl]

(A + D)XO’XO>H71 xH

li
2 2

= (T X1y |, =0,
2

where we used thaty € kerT(A). The left-hand side of this equation is equalttoh )[xo], which is
positive becausg € (a,0) and there is no double-zero &f— t(A)[Xo] in (a,0]. This is a contradiction
and henca is semi-simple. O

The next proposition provides a sufficient condition for théstence of eigenvalues in the interval
(=5-0)-

Yo
Proposition 4.9. Assume thatF1)—(F3) are satisfied and thag > 0. If

1

—1/2pA—1/2 _
o (A DA AT M. 0) £ 0. (4.17)

then
o(/)N (——,o) £ 0. (4.18)

Proof. Define the following operator function
R(A) := Ay /2DAS 2+ AA T+ /\il, A € R\ {0},

whose values are bounded operatorsliPssumption[(4.117) implies that

~1/2

maxo(R(— %)) = maxo (Aal/zDAO

On the other hand, fox < 0,

%Agl—yol) >0,

1
maxo (R(A)) Sy e asA —0—.

Since maxs(R(A)) is continuous im (see, e.gl[15, Theorem V.4.10]), there exisfy & (—%,0) such
that maxo (R(Ag)) = 0. The compactness 8§ * implies that

1
maxdess R(A0)) = yo + T < 0.
0
Hence Oc gp(R(Ap)), i.e. there exists g e H \ {0} such that

o 1
Ay 2DAG Py + AoAy ty + Y=o

Applying Aé/z to both sides, multiplying byg and setting<:= Aal/zy we obtain that
A&x+ AgDx+ Agx = 0.

This, together with[{4]5), implie§ (4.118). O
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The converse of Propositign 4.9 is not true, i.e. (4.18) dw#smply (4.IT). This can be seen from
the following example. Letl = ¢2 and define the operatofg andD by

2Xl; n= 17
(AoX)n=nX,  (DX)n=14{ n
Exn; n Z 27

0

wherex = (Xn)n_;. Theny = 3,
—12p-12 L0\ fq 1 12 -
U(AO DA yOAO)_{O’z}U{z n|n€N’n—2}’
which is disjoint from(yp, «). However,—1 is an eigenvalue of with eigenvecto(1,0,0,...).

With the help of the fornt(A) it is shown in the following proposition that a certain trig@ belongs
to the resolvent set of7; see Figur&ll. This complemenis]14, Theorem 3.2], wherag shown that
the open disc around zero with radius

2

y+1/V2+41A Y

r=

belongs top(«); note thatr < 3.

<l
<I-

Rez

<=

<k
<I—

Figure 1: The region on the left-hand side[of (4.19), whiatoistained irp(<7); the three circles indicate
the numbers-1, — - &, which, in general, do not belong fr{.<7).

Proposition 4.10. Assume that # 0. Then

{ze(C

wherey is defined in(3.16) If, in addition,y # y, then alstk%, e p(o).

1 3m 5m 1 1 i
z=0or —-—<Rez<0,argze | —,— ——,——*+ - Cp(d 4.19
y -~ ’ [4 4]}\{ y vy V} pl) .19

Proof. Sinced # 0, we haveD = 0 andy > 0, seel(3.16). Lex be either in the set on the left-hand side
of (4.19) or letA = f%, and assume that=# y in the latter case. Suppose that o (7). By Proposition

[3.5 the set on the left-hand side bf(4.19) is disjoint frogad <7 ), and—‘—ll ¢ Oesd o) if Y yo. HenceA
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is an eigenvalue of7. By (4.1) there exists ane H% \ {0} such that(A)[x] = 0. We have R&A) > —
and RéA?) > 0, where at least one of the two inequalities is strict. Ugth@) we therefore obtain

0=Re(t(A)[X) = Re(A?)||x||2+ (ReA )d[X] + aolX]

<k

> Re(A?)||X]|*+ (ReA)yao[x] + ao[X

1
>y yao[X| + ao[x] =0,
which is a contradiction. Hence € p(«7). O

One can easily construct examples with eigenvalue$ o7 satisfying arg\ € (" 3") and|ReA| <

%,. For example, lefAg be a positive definite operator with compact resolvent andllest eigenvalue

1/2. For the ch0|ceD Ao, we havey = 1 andAg = —z +i f is an eigenvalue of7 which satisfies
Redg=-1/4> -1 =_1andargo e (£, 3).

Another applicatlon of Theorel 4.8 results in interlacimgperties of eigenvalues of two different
second-order problems with coefficients that satisfy aifipewrder relation. This is the content of the
following theorem.

Theorem 4.11. Let the formsug, dg, @ andd in the Hilbert space H be given so tha4, o and do, 9,
respectively, satisfy assumptiofffd }{(F3). Assume tha®(ap) = Z(ag) and
ag[X] > do[X, X <JX  for xe Z(ap). (4.20)

Let.</, 8, §, &, fo. &, P+, andd be defined as iZI0-@E11) (16) @17) @I8) @3) and @3)-
(4.113) respectively, wherey is replaced byig andd by 0. Then we have

y<¥%.  w<f 8<8  &H<b. (4.21)
Let
A:=(a,0] with a>max{a,a}.
Assume now thatr(7) N A is non-empty; then also (<) NA is non-empty. LetA, )N_, and ()\ )n 1

N,N e NU {e}, be the eigenvalues of and 2 respectively, in the interval, both arranged in non-
increasing order and counted according their multipliegi Then N< N and

An<An forneN,n<N. (4.22)
Proof. The inequalities in[(4.21) follow froni (4.0}, (3120), (3)2 (3.22) and(3.17), e.g.
y= sup Mo g M

yeHy 2\{0} 90lY]  yeh, 5\ (0} aoly]
The relations in[{4.20) imply that
A >N, xe Hy, A € (—,0].
It follows from (2:4) thatp. (x) < p;(x) for x € H1 \ {0} and hence

= su min < su min  Pp.(X) =: . 4.23
Hn- Lch;z ity P < Lch/)z ety Pe(0 =" o (4.23)
dimL=n dimL=n

Assume that7 has at leasi eigenvalues if\. Then, by Theorefi 4.8, = tm > a. If <7 had less than
m— 1 eigenvalues i, thenfin < aby (4.18), which is a contradiction tb (4]23). Hence the iicgtion
o(/)NA+#D = o(</)NA+0 and the inequalithN < N are true. Finally, the inequality if {Z122)

follows from (4.12%) and(4.23). O
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5 Example: beam with damping

We consider a beam of length 1 and study transverse vibsabaly. Letu(r,t) denote the deflection
of the beam from its rigid body motion at timeand positiorr. We consider for the beam deflection a
damping model which leads to the following description & Wibrations wherep > 0 is a real constant
andd € C*[0,1] with min,cjo 5 d(r) > O:

0%u 9% 9% [ du
— — +—-—|d—| =0 0,1),t > 0. 5.1
dt2+aodr4+dtdr[dr} o re@),t> 1)
Assuming that the beam is pinned, free to rotate and doexpetience any torque at both ends, we have
for allt > O the following boundary conditions

0%u

d%u
u‘r:O:u‘r:l: or2 -

 Ar2
r=0 ar

—0. (5.2)
r=1
We consider the partial differential equatién {5.0)=(%8)a second-order problem in the Hilbert space

H = L2(0,1). In order to formulate this beam equation as[in](3.1), weothice the formsiy and?
defined forx,y from the form domain®(ag) = 2(d) = H?(0,1)NHE(0,1) as

1 1
ao[x,y]::ao/o X'(ny’(r)dr -~ and  2[x,y] ::/0 d(r)X (r)y'(r)dr.

Then [5.1)4(5R) corresponds to
(U(t),y) 4+ aolu(t),y] +o[u(t),y] =0 forally € Z(ag) = 2(0).
Set
Omin := rg{%q}d(r), Amax = rggﬁd(r).

Forx e Z(ag) we have
aolX] = ao(x",X") > aom|X||?,

which showgF1). Using agair|x’|| > 1|x|| we obtain forx € Z(ag) that

1 _
a0 =20l > 2o | [x] > 207 | | ¢ ()T

1 1
- aonzl/o X(r)|%dr > %/O d(r)|X(r)|Pdr = ﬂa[x].

dmax

Thus(F2) holds. In order to shoF3) we introduce the operat@y associated withiy via the the First
Representation Theorem 15, Theorem VI.2.1] a§inl (3.2%. éasy to see th#d has the form

d4
wv

Obviously,Aq satisfies assumptigir3). We define the Hilbert spadﬂz% asin[3.3); theri-l% = P(ag) =
2(0). Moreover, we define the damping operator as

d[,d
o 2ol
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Due to the fact thad € C*[0,1], D is a linear bounded operatorfrdm% toH. Forx e H% we have
(DX, X) = (dX,X) = d[x].

SinceDAal/2 is a bounded operator i andAal/2 is a compact operator i, we see tha&\gl/zDAgl/z
is a compact operator id. From this we obtain

Uess(Agl/zDAal/z) — {0}
and hencep = & = 0. This, together with Propositidn 3.5, yields

Oesd ) = 0. (5.3)
Finally, we apply the results of this paper to the damped begunation.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that
diin > 4a0. (5.4)

ThenZ* +# 0 (cf. (4.10) and the numbea from (4.17)satisfiesa < —dmmé. The set

o(/)N (— dm‘z”nz,o)

is non-empty and consists only of a finite sequence of isbéztmi-simple eigenvalues of finite multiplicity
of & counted according to their multiplicitiest; > A, > ... > Ay for some Ne N. The nth eigenvalue
An, 1 <n <N, satisfieg4.14)in TheorenZ.8and the following inequalities:

—Omax+ /02, — 4ag
Ay < —2 7V Tmax @22, 1<n<N, (5.5)

2

—Gmin+ 1/d2,, — 430
Ap> — m .n®, neN suchthat A<

2 1- [1- %

and

(5.6)

Note that the inequality id(5.6) for, holds at least fon = 1.

Proof. We introduce the formgm;, andomax by

1
Omin/max[)(vy] = dmin/max/o x’(r)y’(r)dr, X,ye H%a
the form polynomials$min andtmax by
tmin/max()\ )[X7 y] =A 2<Xa y> +A amin/max[xa y] + Clo[X, y]7 X,y e H% )

and the corresponding operator functidis, andTmax as in Propositiof 413. Le$:= —5’722 in L?(0,1)
with domainZ(S) = H?(0,1) "HE(0, 1), which has spectrum(S) = {n?m? | n € N}. Since we can write

Tmin/max()\ )=A 2+ Ormin/maxS+ as,
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we can use the spectral mapping theorem to obtain

0(Tmin) = {A € C | A%+ Adminn? 1%+ agn*1t* = 0 for somen € N}

3 n neN} C (—,0). (5.7)

In a similar way one obtains a description®{Tmax).-

Definep, p{™, p™ o, D Dioaxo A Omin, Omax as in Definitior 45 corresponding 1 Tin
andTmax respectively. Denote bgy the eigenvector to the smallest eigenvalu®, of Swith ||eg|| = 1,
i.e.e; = v/2sin(mr-) andSq = e;. It follows from (5.2) that

o[er] — 2||er]| v/ aole1] > dmin[e1] — 2+/ao[e]

= dmin<SQ,el> - 2\/a_o||SQH = dminnz— 2\/%712 >0,
which by [410) implies tha#* + 0. Sincey = 0, we have

—apd -/ (21%)> — 4lIx]2a0]

a = supp_(x) = sup

Xeg* XED* 2||XH2
_ . ) 2 )
< sup O[Xl < su Omln[zx] i dmlnHXIZH _ 7dm|n772 '
xez+ 2|XI1% 7 xemy,, 2| xeHyz  2|X]| 2
In the same way one obtains th@tin, Omax < *M-

SetA = (—W,O] and let(A\™)Nmin and (A\"@))Nmax pe the eigenvalues Gin and Tmay, re-
spectively, in the interval ordered non-increasingly and counted with multiplicitie#/e can apply
Theoreni 471 to the paiiin, T andT, Tmax Which implies thalNmin < N < Nmaxand

A < A, 1 <N < N,
(5.8)
An <A™ 1<n<N
It follows from (5.7) that
. /42 /42
pgmin _ Zomn G 480, e ~Omect e %0,
n 2 ) n 2 .
MoreoverNmin is the largest positive integer such that
) 2
“mint /4% o o A
2 2
where the latter inequality is equivalent to
dmin 1 (5 9)

Nr%]in < == .
- 4
dmin* d%in*4ao 17\/17(15?:]

Now the inequalities in[(518) imply (5.5) and (5.6). Since tight-hand side of(5l9) is greater than or
equal to 1, we havBl > Npin > 1. Henceo (<) NA # 0. MoreoverN is finite becaus@esd @) = 0. O
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