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MINIMAL STEKLOV EIGENVALUES ON COMBINATORIAL
GRAPHS

CHENGJIE YU! AND YINGTAO YU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study extremal problems of Steklov eigenval-
ues on combinatorial graphs by extending Friedman’s theory [Duke Math.
J. 69 (1993), no. 3, 487-525] of nodal domains for Laplacian eigenfunctions
to Steklov eigenfunctions, and solve an extremal problem for Steklov eigen-
values on combinatorial graphs that is an analogue of the extremal problem

solved by Friedman [Duke Math. J. 83 (1996), no. 1, 1-18.] for Laplacian

eigenvalues. More precisely, we mainly show that the minimum of the i*}

Steklov eigenvalue on a connected combinatorial graph with n vertices is es-
sentially attained by a star with each arm a minimal broom when ¢ Jn, and
attained by a regular comb with each tooth a minimal broom when i|n.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary, the Steklov operator or
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map (DtN map for short) is defined to be the map send-
ing the Dirichlet boundary data of a harmonic function on the manifold to its
Neumann boundary data. The eigenvalues of the Steklov operator are called
Steklov eigenvalues of the manifold. Such notions were originated in Steklov’s
study of liquid sloshing more than a century ago (See [25], [18]). Steklov opera-
tors or DtN maps are also original models for inverse problems such as detecting
the inside of a body by boundary measurements. Escobar [5] also found rela-
tions between Steklov eigenvalues and the Yamabe problems on Riemannian
manifolds with boundary. In recently years, Fraser and Scheon [6] found rela-
tions between Steklov eigenfunctions and free boundary minimal submanifolds
in the Euclidean ball and made important progresses on extremal problems of
Steklov eigenvalues ([6, [7, 8, [9]).

The notions of Steklov operators and Steklov eigenvalues were recently ex-
tended to discrete settings independently by Hua, Huang and Wang in [16]
and Hassannezhad and Miclo in [13]. Colbois and Girouard [3] also considered
similar extensions of Steklov eigenvalues to the discrete settings when study-
ing Steklov eigenvalues on manifolds constructed out of graphs (See also [4]).
Although the notions are new, there have been a number of studies on explor-
ing the properties of Steklov eigenvalues in the discrete setting. For example,
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in [13] [16] 17, 12} 14, 20l 26], the authors considered isoperimetric control of
Steklov eigenvalues. In [15], 27], the authors considered monotonicity of Steklov
eigenvalues. In [19], the author gave some interesting lower bounds. In [24], the
authors compared the Steklov eigenvalues with the Laplacian eigenvalues. In
[23], the authors obtained a Lichnerowicz-type estimate for Steklov eigenvalues.
In [22], the authors introduced higher degree versions of Steklove operators and
Steklov eigenvalues.

In this paper, motivated by the works of Fraser and Schoen in the smooth
setting and Friedman’s works [10, [I1] for Laplacian eigenvalues on combinatorial
graphs, and also motivated by the works [14}[15] of He and Hua, and our previous
work [27], we consider extremal problems on combinatorial graphs. Let’s first
recall some preliminary notions for graphs.

Definition 1.1. (1) A triple (G, m,w) is called a weighted graph where
(a) G is a simple graph with V(G) and E(G) the sets of vertices and
edges of G respectively;
(b) m : V(G) = RT is the vertex-measure;
(¢) w: E(G) — R" is the edge-weight.
When m = 1 and w = 1, we say that G is equipped with the unit
weight. A subgraph G’ of the weighted graph G is viewed as a weighted
graph by restricting the vertex-measure and edge-weight of G to G’. For
convenience, the edge-weight w is also viewed as a symmetric function
on V(G) x V(G) by zero extension.

(2) A pair (G, B) is called a graph with boundary where G is a simple graph
and B C V(G). The set 2 := V(G) \ B is called the interior of G. We
will also denote B and 2 as B(G) and Q(G) respectively if necessary.

(3) A simple graph G is called a combinatorial graph with boundary (or is
called a combinatorial graph for simplicity) if it is equipped with the
unit weight and B(G) = {v € V(G) | degv < 1}. For a nontrivial
combinatorial tree G, B(G) = L(G) by definition, where L(G) is the
collection of leaves in G.

On a weighted finite graph (G, B,m,w) with boundary, analogous to the
smooth case, one can similarly define the Steklov operator A : R® — R (See
Section 2l for details). The eigenvalues of A are called Steklov eigenvalues of the
graph and denoted as

0=01(G,B,mw) <oo(G,B,m,w) <--- < op|(G,B,m,w).

For simplicity, we will also write 0;(G, B, m,w) as o;, 0;(G) or 0;(G, B) if the
ignored information is clear in context. When ¢ > |B|, we conventionally take
0; = +00. For the trivial graph G with only one vertex, the vertex is a boundary
vertex by definition and hence o1(G) = 0 and 0;(G) = 400 for i > 2.

The extremal problem we considered in this paper is: Let G be a connected
combinatorial graph on n vertices. What is the minimum of 0;(G)? This prob-
lem is an analogue of the problem considered by Friedman [II] for Laplacian
eigenvalues.
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Note that the notion of graphs with boundary considered in this paper is
more general than that in [19]. The main difference is that we don’t require
that E(B,B) = { in (2) of Definition [[LI In fact, this kind of more gen-
eral graphs with boundary was considered in [3], [4]. Note that if all the edges
in E(B, B) are deleted, we get a graph with boundary under the more spe-
cial definition in [I9] in general. Moreover, the process of deleting the edges
in E(B, B) will reduce the Steklov eigenvalues by the simple monotonicity of
Steklov eigenvalues in Theorem below. Thus, there will be no difference
in general when considering minimum problems on Steklov eigenvalues for the
two kinds of graphs with boundary. The reason that we take this more general
notion of graphs with boundary is twofold. One is that the notion is simpler
and more general, and the other is that the path with two vertices can not
be viewed as a combinatorial graph with boundary if we take the more special
definition in [19].

Our answer to the extremal problem for Steklov eigenvalues is similar to that
of Friedman [I1] for Laplacian eigenvalues. Follows is a summary of the main
results of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a connected finite combinatorial graph on n > 2 ver-
tices. Then,

(1) 02(G) > A(%52). The equality holds if and only if
(a) G =DB(m,2m,m) when n =4m+ 1;
(b) G = DB(m,2m + 1, m) when n = 4m + 2;

)
(¢) G =DB(m+1,2m,m+1),DB(m, 2m~+2,m) or DB(m,2m+1, m+
1) when n = 4m + 3;
(d) G=DB(m+1,2m+1,m+ 1) when n =4m + 4;
(2) fori with2 <i<mn andi [ n,

0:(G) > A(m)

where m = | %]. Moreover, when n = im + 1, the equality holds if and
only if G is a star of degree © such that each arm is a minimal broom
Br(m) with the center of the star as the root.

(3) fori with 2 <i <mn and i|n,

oi(G) > A(m — 1+ 6))

n 1

where m = % and 0; = j—5=. The equality holds if and only if
27

G = Comb(P; T') when i is even, and G = Comb(P;;T') or Comb(C;; T)

when i is odd. Here P; and C; are the path and the cycle on i vertices

respectively. Moreover, T is the minimal broom Br(m — 1+ 6;) with the

Dirichlet boundary vertex deleted and the vertex adjacent to the Dirichlet

boundary vertex as the root.
Here,

A 7 0<l<l1
= 1
R
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For the definitions of the minimal broom Br(l), dumbbell DB(dy,1,ds) and regu-
lar combs Comb(P;; T') and Comb(C;; T'), see Definition[2.4), Definition[2.3 and
Definition [2.7 in Section [2 respectively.

Note that when m > 3 is an odd number, there are two different brooms
in Br(m) (See Lemma 2.3). Thus, when m is an odd number not less than 3,
there are i 4+ 1 different stars of degree ¢ with all arms minimal brooms Br(m).
So, in Theorem [[LI] when n = iém + 1 with m an odd number not less than 3,
there are ¢ 4 1 different graphs so that the equality o;(G) = A(m) holds. When
n =im+s with 2 < s < i—1, the same as in [I1], we are not able to completely
characterize the graphs such that the equality o;(G) = A(m) holds. However,
the equality holds for example on the star with degree i+ s — 1 such that ¢ arms
are minimal brooms Br(m) and s — 1 arms are paths of length 1.

Our strategy to solve the extremal problem for Steklov eigenvalues on com-
binatorial finite graphs is similar to the strategy by Friedman [I1] solving the
corresponding extremal problems for Laplacian eigenvalues. First by the fol-
lowing simple monotonicity of Steklov eigenvalues that is different with the
monotonicity in [I5] 27], we reduce the extremal problems to trees.

Theorem 1.2. Let (G,E,m, w) be a weighted finite graph and (G, B) be such
that G is a subgraph of G and B D B. Then

(1.1) 0;(G, B) > 0:(G, B)

fori=1,2,--- ,|§| In particular, if G is a finite combinatorial graph and G
s a spanning subgraph of G, Then,

(1.2) 0:(G) > 0:(G)

for all i > 0.

After reducing the extremal problem to trees, following the strategy by Fried-
man [I1], we then study the minimal problem of the first Steklov eigenvalues
with vanishing Dirichlet boundary data on trees (See Section [ for details).
In [11], Friedman showed that the minimal tree for the first Laplacian eigen-
values with vanishing Dirichlet boundary data is essentially a path. However,
it is rather different for the Steklov case. The minimal tree for this case is
essentially a minimal broom (See Theorem [.]] for details). This makes the
minimal graphs for Steklov eigenvalues become more complicated than those
for Lapalcian eigenvalues in [11].

Next, by developing a theory of nodal domains for Steklov eigenvalues that
is similar to the theory of nodal domains for Laplacian eigenvalues established
by Friedman [10], we reduce the extremal problem for Steklov eigenvalues on
trees to the minimum problem of the first Steklov eigenvalues with vanishing
Dirichlet boundary data on its nodal domains which has been solved in the last
step.

The organization of the rest of the paper is as follows. In Section 2l we
introduce some preliminary notions and symbols on analysis of graphs; In Sec-
tion B, we prove the monotonicity in Theorem and discuss its rigidity; In
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Section 4] we study nodal domains for Steklov eigenfunctions; In Section [Bl, we
obtain the minimum for the first Steklov eigenvalues with vanishing Dirichlet
boundary data on trees which is an analogue of Lemma 3.1 in [11] and plays an
important role in later applications; In Section [6], we recall the notion of clump
numbers of trees in [I1], explore some of its properties and recall the results in
[T1] about reducing clump numbers of trees by removing edges. In Section [7]
we prove Theorem [T A crucial step in the proof of Theorem [L.Ilis to relate
the first positive Steklov eigenvalue of a tree to its clump number (See Theorem
[C1) which is an analogue of Lemma 4.1 in [I1] for the first positive Laplacian
eigenvalue.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall some notions and symbols on spectral analysis of
graphs.

Let (G,m,w) be a weighted finite graph. As in [I, Definition 2.1], a skew
symmetric function a : V(G) x V(G) — R such that a(z,y) = 0 when = £ y
is called a flow on the graph . The collection of all flows on G is denoted as
AY(@G). Equipped with the spaces RV(®) and A'(G) the natural inner products

(2.1) (9= Y fl@)gl@)m,

zeV(G)
and
(2:2) (@ Bg= >, alr,y)B,y)w.y
{z.y}eB(G)

respectively. When A C V(G) and S C E(G), we define
(2.3) (fr9)a =D f@)g(@)m,

€A
and
(2.4) (@, B)s= Y ola,9)B,y)wsy.
{z,y}es
Let d : RV(@ — AY(G) be the map:
23 i) ={ JO I 1y

Let d* : AY(G) — RY(@ be the adjoint operator of d and define the Laplacian
operator of G as

(2.6) Aqf = —d*df.

By direct computation, it is not hard to check that
1

(27) Aaf(e) = — 3 (fly) — Flx))ny
T yev(c)
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for any z € V(G) and f € RV(®), By the definition of Ag, it is clear that
(2.8) —(Acf 9)¢ = (df,dg)q

for any f,g € RV(®). So —A¢ is a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on RY().
Its eigenvalues are denoted as

0=10(G) < pa(G) < -+ < e (G)

and are called the Laplacian eigenvalues of G.
Let (G, B,m,w) be a weight finite graph with boundary. For any f € RV(®),
define
8f

eV(G
for any x € B. The operator is regarded as the discrete version of taking normal
derivative on the boundary of a Riemannian manifold. By (2.8)) and (2.9]), we
have the following Green’s identity:

(2.10) o) = (5h0) ~(Baf.oly

This may be the reason that one defines 2 an as —Aqgf }
A real number o is called a Steklov eigenvalue of (G, B, m, w) if the following
boundary value problem:

Agf(z) =0 z€Q
(2.11) { %(z):af(:z) r € B
has nonzero solutions. A nonzero solution f of the boundary value problem is
called a Steklov eigenfunction for the eigenvalue o. It is not hard the see that
the Steklov eigenvalues are the eigenvalues of the so called Steklov operator or
DtN map:
A:RP 5 RP A(u) = ou
on
where u means the harmonic extension of u. That is, u satisifies the following
Dirichlet boundary value problem:

Agu(x) =0 z€Q
(2.12) { A1) —u(z) ze B,

By (2.10), we know that
(2.13) (A(u),v) 5 = (du, dv)
for any u,v € RP. So, A is a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on RZ, and its
eigenvalues are denoted as
0=01(G,B,mw) <oo(G,B,m,w) <--- < op|(G,B,m,w).

For simplicity, we also denote o;(G, B,m,w) as o;,0,(G),0;(G, B) when the
ignored information is clear in context.
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To extend Friedman’s theory of nodal domains for Laplacian eigenfunction to
Steklov eigenfunctions, we need to consider Steklov eigenvalues with vanishing
Dirichlet boundary data as in [I5, 27]. So, we introduce the notion of graph
with boundary and Dirichlet boundary for convenience.

Definition 2.1. A triple (G, B, Bp) is called a graph with boundary B and
Dirichlet boundary Bp if G is a simple graph, B, Bp C V(G) and BN Bp = ().
Qp = V(G) \ Bp is called the Dirichlet interior of G and Q = Qp \ B is
called the interior of G. An edge in F(Bp,{)p) is called a Dirichlet boundary
edge. We will also denote B, Bp, {2 and Qp as B(G), Bp(G), Q(G) and Qp(G)
respectively if necessary.

Let (G, B, Bp, m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary B and Dirich-
let boundary Bp. A real number A is called a Steklov eigenvalue of (G, B, Bp, m, w)
with vanishing Dirichlet boundary data on Bp if the following boundary value
problem:

Agf(x)=0 2€Q
(2.14) %(m) =\f(z) z€B
f(z)=0 x € Bp

has nonzero solutions. A nonzero solution f of the boundary value problem is
called a Steklov eigenfunction with vanishing Dirichlet boundary data on Bp
for the eigenvalue A. The Steklov eigenvalues with vanishing Dirichlet boundary
data on Bp are the eigenvalues of the following Steklov operator with vanishing
Dirichlet boundary data on Bp:

ICu
Ao :RP 5 RP, Ag(u) = %

where (, satisfies

AgCu(z) =0 €
(2.15) Cu(x)=u(zr) z€B
Cu(z) =10 T € Bp.

By @.10),
(216) <A0(U), U>B = <d<u> d<v>G

for any u,v € RE. So, Ay : R® — R is a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on
R, and its eigenvalues are denoted as:

0 S )\1(Ga B,BD,m,'UJ) S )\Q(Ga B,BD,m,'UJ) S S )\\B\(G>BaBD>maw)‘

For simplicity, we also denote \;(G, B, Bp, m,w) as \;, \i(G), \i(G, B, Bp) when
the ignored information is clear in context. By the Dirichlet principle, it is clear
that

M(G, B, Bp) = min{%

<.faf>B

f eRYD with flp #0and f|p, = 0.} .
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Thus, if G is connected and Bp is nonempty, then A\ (G, B, Bp) > 0. It is also
clear that the measures of the vertices in Bp do not affect the map Ay and the
eigenvalues \;(G, B, Bp).

Next, we introduce the notion of a broom.

Definition 2.2. Let P be the path of length i. The tree formed by adding a
Dirichlet boundary edge to one of the end points of P with length [ (i.e. with
weight %) and adding d boundary vertices to the other end point of P is denoted
as Br(l, i, d) which is called a broom with parameters (,4,d). When d = 0, the
other end point of P is viewed as the boundary vertex. The Dirichlet boundary
vertex is viewed as the root of the broom. All the vertices and edges of Br(l, i, d)
except the Dirichlet boundary edge are considered to be of unit weight.

Note that Br(l,i,1) = Br(l,7 + 1,0) by definition. The Steklov eigenvalues
with vanishing Dirichlet boundary data of a broom can be computed directly.

Lemma 2.1. For any real number | > 0 and nonnegative integers i and d,

L d=0
nimn(i.a) = {
Moreover, let vy ~ vy ~ -+ ~ v; be the path P and o ~ vy in Br(l,i,d), and
Uy, Usg, -+, Uq be the boundary vertices of Br(l,i,d) when d > 0, where o is the

root of Br(l,i,d). Then, the eigenfunction f for \ is given by

0 z=o0
(217) f(g”):{ B g = w; with j=0,1,-- i
when d =0, and
0 rT=o0
(2.18) fla) =14 {520 o =v withj=0,1,-- i
1 r=u; withj=12---,d

when d > 0. Furthermore, when d > 2,
Xo(Br(l,i,d)) =--- = X\g(Br(l,i,d)) =1
with the eigenspace generated by

1 r = Uy

file) =9 -1 z=u
0 otherwise

forj=23,--- d.
Proof. The conclusion can be shown by direct verification. O

Next, we introduce the notion of minimal brooms. It plays an important role
in Section [Bl
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Definition 2.3. For any nonnegative integer n and positive real number [, we
denote Br(l, n) the brooms that have the minimal \; among all brooms Br(l, i, d)
with i 4+d = n. We call Br(l,n) the minimal brooms with parameters (/,n) and
denote A\ (Br(l,n)) as A(l,n).

By Lemma 2.1 we have the following conclusion.

Lemma 2.2. The function A(l,n) is strictly decreasing on | and n. More
precisely, when n = 0,1, Br(l,n) = Br(l,n,0), and when n > 2,

Br(1,0,n) L>n

Br Z,L"T—ljjn—L"T_lJ I <n and {"5 l}<%
Br(l,n) = ¢ Br(l,[%4],n — [254] L <nand {*3} >3

Br (/, LHT_IJvn_LnT_lJ or

Br (1, [%4],n — [%1] [ <nand {%*'} = 1.

Moreover

HLH n=20,1

ﬁ [>n>2
A(l,n) = 1 n>21<nand {%!} <

1+(1+L"77J1)(n—[n77lJ)
L[5 ) (= 54)
Here {z} := x — |x]| for x € R.

We now introduce the notion of minimal brooms with total length [.

N—= D=

n>21<nand {%} >

Definition 2.4. For a real number [ > 0, define
Br(l) — Br(1,/ —1) [is an integer
BT Br({), [1]) Otherwise

and

A(l) = M(Br(l)).
By Lemma 2.2 we have the following conclusions for minimal brooms with
total length (.

Lemma 2.3. The function A(l) is strictly decreasing. More precisely,

( Br(l—[l—ﬂ [[—1],0) 1<2
Br(1, m) [ >2andl=2m withm € N
Br(l) Br(1, 1m+1)
(1mm) [>2andl=2m+1 withm €N
Br(a, m,m) l=2m+a withm € N,a € (0,1)
( Br(a,m,m+1) l=2m+ 1+« withm e N, a € (0,1)
and
I 1<2
ﬁ [>2andl=2m with m e N
A(l) = W{nﬂ) [>2and!l=2m+1 withm €N
Wrnf‘a) [=2m+ « wzthmEN,aE(O,l)

T ra) ) l=2m+ 14+« withm € N,a € (0,1).
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In particular, when 1 > 1,

A !

IR

and when | € N,
1

IEEEER
Heuristically, the wedge-sum of two brooms on their roots is called a dumb-
bell. For the definition of wedge-sums of graphs, see [14] 27].

A(l)

Definition 2.5. Let P be a path of length i. The combinatorial tree formed by
adding dy edges and d; edges adjacent to the two end vertices of P respectively
is called a dumbbell with parameters (dy, ¢, d;) and is denoted as DB(dy, i, d;).

The Steklov spectrum of the a dumbbell can be computed directly.

Lemma 2.4. Let dy,i,d; be positive integers. Then, the Steklov eigenvalues of
DB(dy, i, dy) are given by

09 = d0—|—d1 03 =04 = -+ =0¢ dzl.
do + dy + idod;’ ora
Moreover, let xg ~ x1 ~ -+ ~ x; be the path P in DB(dy,1,dy), uy,ug, -, uq,
be the boundary vertices joining to xoy and vy, vy, - - - ,vg4, be the boundary vertices
joining to x;. Then, the eigenfunction of oo is given by
—d1 IIUj,jzl,Q,"'d(]
f(;)j): do I:Uj,jzl,Q,'-',dl

dodi (jdo—(i—j)d . _
Odlo(-jl-di+(dod]1)i U T =2T5,] = 0,1,2--- 4,
and the eigenspace for the eigenvalue 1 is generated by the following eigenfunc-
tions:

1 =1y

gilw)=q -1 z=u;

0  otherwise

forj=1,2,---,dy—1, and

1 xz=wvq
hi(x) =< —1 x =1y
0  otherwise
fork=1,2,--- dy — 1.

Proof. The conclusion can be obtained by direct verification. O

Next we introduce the notions of stars and combs which extend the corre-
sponding notions in [11].

Definition 2.6. Let T,715,---,T, be r rooted trees with 01,05, ,0, their
roots respectively. Then, the wedge-sum of T7,T5, - - - ,T}. on their roots is called
a star of degree ¢ with arms T3, Ts, - -+ , T, and is denoted as St(T}, 15, -+, T}).
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The identified vertex of the roots is called the center of the star. When T; is
a path of length [; with the root o; one of its end vertices for ¢ = 1,2,--- ,r,
St(Ty, Ty, - -+, T,) is simply denoted as St(l1,la, -+ ,1.). lfly =lp=--- =1, =1,
the star St(ly,ls,- -+ ,[,) is simply denoted as St(r;1).

The Steklov spectrum of a star of degree ¢ with each arms a minimal broom
Br(m) can be computed directly.

Lemma 2.5. For any integers i > 2 and m > 1, let T; be a minimal broom
Br(m) for j = 1,2,--- i and the combinatorial tree G = St(Ty, Ty, - ,T;) .
Then

09(G) = 03(G) = --- = 0;(G) = A(m)
and the other positive Steklov eigenvalues of G are 1. Moreover, the eigenspace
for the eigenvalue A(m) is generated by the eigenfunctions

flz) = eV(T)
(2.19) gi(x) = § [filx) =€ V(T})

0 otherwise
for j =1,2---i — 1, where f is a fived first Steklov eigenfunction of T; with
vanishing Dirichlet boundary data and f; is the first Steklov eigenfunction of T}
with vanishing Dirichlet boundary data such that

(f, 1>B(Ti) + {3, 1>B(Tj) =0

for j = 1,2,--- i — 1. Furthermore, let B(T;) = {uj1,uj2, -+ ,ujq;} for
j =1,2,---,i. Then, the eigenspace of the eigenvalue 1 is generated by the
ergenfunctions
Iz =wuj
h]k(llﬁ') = -1 z= Ujk
0  otherwise
forj=1,2,--- tandk=1,2,---,d; — 1.

Proof. The conclusion can be obtained by direct verification using Lemma 2.1]
O

Definition 2.7. Let GG be a connected subgraph of the connected graph G. For
each = € V(G), we denote by éx the connected component of G with all the
edges in G deleted that contains x.

(1) If for any z,y € V(G) with = # y, V(G,) N V(G,) = 0, we call G a
comb over G. The subgraph G is called the base of the comb and G, is
called the tooth of the comb at the base vertex x € V(G);

(2) Let G be a comb over G and T be a rooted tree with o as its root. If for
each = € V(@), the tooth (G,, ) is isomorphic to (T, 0) as rooted trees,
then G is called a regular comb over G with tooth 7" and is denoted as
Comb(G;T).

Similar to Lemma 5.3 in [27], the Steklov eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of a
regular comb can be computed directly as follows.
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Lemma 2.6. Let the combinatorial graph G = Comb(G;T) be a reqular comb
over the nontrivial connected graph G with tooth the nontrivial rooted tree (T, 0).
Let

0= <p2 < < pyvo)
be the Laplacian eigenvalues of the connected graph G, and Ty =T and T} be the
tree formed by adding a Dirichlet boundary edge {0, 0} of weight u; to T adjacent
too fori=2.3,---,|V(G)|. Let f be an eigenfunction of (11, L(T1)\{o}) when
i=1or (T;, L(T;) \ {0'},{0'}) when i > 2, and g be an eigenfunction of p;(G).
Moreover, let
(2:20) h(v) = g(x) f(pa(v))
when v € G, with x € V(G). Here ¢, : (Gy,x) — (T, 0) is the isomorphism
of the rooted trees. Then, h is a Steklov eigenfunction for G with the same
eigenvalue as f.

Proof. The conclusion is clearly true for ¢ = 1 by noting that g = ¢ in this case.
When i > 2, for any = € V(G),

(Ag)h(z) =(Ach)(z) + (Ag, h)(x)
=f(0)(Aag)(x) + g(z)(Arf)(0)

(2.21) = — nif(0)g(x) + g(x)[(Az, f)(0) = (f(0) = f(0)) ]

= — pif(0)g(x) + pif(o)g(x)

=0
by noting that Ar, f(0) = 0 and f(o') =0

Moreover, when v € G, and v #+x,

(222)  (Agh)(v) = (Ag, h)(v) = g(2)(Arf)(pa(v)) = g(2) (AT, f)(pa(v)).
Thus, we get the conclusion of the lemma. 0

Lemma 2.7. Let (G, B,m,w) be a weighted connected finite graph with bound-

ary and z € §). Let G be a graph formed by adding a Dirichlet boundary edge
{0, z} of weight w,, to G adjacent to z. Then,

(2.23) o2(G) > M (G).
Proof. Let f be an eigenfunction of o5(G). Then, (f,1); =0 and
{df,df )¢
: G)=——"FF—".
(2 24) 02( ) <f’ f>B
Let g € RV be such that glvie)y = f — f(2) and g(o) = 0. Then,
(2.25) (@) < Vo d)g _ . df)g < 0,(G).

<gag>B B <f>f>B+.f2(Z) erBmx o

When ))}(é) = 05(G), we know that f(z) = 0 and g is an eigenfunction of G
for A1(G). However, this is impossible by Theorem [Tl O
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Combining Lemmal[2.6land Lemmal[2.7, we can get oy (¢, (é) for G = Comb(G;T).
Corollary 2.1. Let G = Comb(G;T) and the notations be the same as in
Lemmal28. Then, oy ) (G) = M\ (T\V(G)\)-

Proof. By Lemma 2.7,
02Ty, L(T1) \ {o}) > M (T5).
for i =2,3,---,|V(G)|. So, by Lemma 2.8, we know that oy(G) = 0 and

0i(G) = M(T;)
fori =2,3,--- ,|[V(G)]. O
The following result was essentially obtained in [11] and will be used when

handling the case i|n in Theorem [[LTI Here, we give a more elementary proof
of the result for completeness.

Proposition 2.1. Let G be a connected graph on n > 2 vertices and P, be a
path on n vertices that are both equipped with the unit weight. Then,

(2.26) 11n(G) > 11 (Pn) = 4 cos? %

The equality holds if and only G is a path when n is even, and is either a cycle
or a path when n is odd.

Proof. If there is a vertex x € V(@) such that deg(z) > 3, let y1, 49, y3 € V(G)
be such that x ~ y; for i = 1,2,3. Let f € RV be such that

-1 v=y1,y2,¥3
(2.27) flo)=2 3 wv==x
0 otherwise.

Then,

(df.df) e Sy (f(yi) = f(x))?
O 2 R T Pt e P

If for any = € V(G), deg(z) < 2, then G is either a cycle C, or a path P,.
Note that

=4 > u,(P,).

Nn(Cn> =4> ,un(Pn)
when n is even and

™
nCn: nPn =4 2 —
pn(Cn) = pin(Pn) = 4 cos”

when n is odd (See [2, P. 9]). So, we complete the proof of the theorem. O

Finally, recall the notion of geometric representation of a graph introduced
by Friedman [10].
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Definition 2.8. (1) For a simple graph G, let K(G) be the one dimensional
simplicial complex with the vertex set V(G) corresponding the set of
O-simplexes in K(G) and the edge set E(G) corresponding the set of
1-simplexes such that the boundary points of the 1-simplex {z,y} are
x and y. Then, K(G) is called the one dimensional simplicial complex
representing G.

(2) A weight on an abstract one dimensional simplicial complex is to assign
each O-simplex a measure and each 1-simplex a length.

(3) Let (G, m,w) be a weighted graph. Assign to each 0-simplex x of K(G)
the measure m, and assign to each 1-simplex {z,y} of K(G) the length
loy = w%y We will simply denote such a weighted one dimensional sim-

plicial complex as (K(G),m, i) and call it the geometric representation
of (G,m,w). We also simply denote (K(G),m,1) as K(G).

(4) Let (G, m,w) be a weighted graph and K (G) be its geometric represen-
tation. We then identify each 1-simplex {x,y} in K(G) with the interval
0, w%y] Let f € RV we denote f : |K(G)| — R the edgewisely linear
extension of f. Here |K(G)| is the underlying topological space of K (G).

Note that the geometric representation K (G) of a weighted graph (G, m,w)
is a one dimensional Riemannian polyhedron in |21 P. 20] equipped the vertex-
measure m such that the length of the 1-simplex {z,y} is w%y So |K(G)| can

be naturally viewed as a geodesic space. For any two points z,y € |K(G)|, we
denote |ry| the geodesic distance of x and y. Moreover, for any =,y € |K(G)|,
if x and y are contained in the same edge of K(G), we denote by [zy] the part
of that edge lying between z and y (including x and y) and |[zy]| means the
length of [xy].

Conversely, from a connected open set in |K(G)|, we can define its induced
graph.

Definition 2.9. Let (G, B, m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary
B and K(G) be the geometric representation of (G, m,w). For any connected
open subset U of | K(G)|, we define its induced graph Gy as the weighted graph
with boundary and Dirichlet boundary as follows:
(M V(Gy)={xcU|ze€V(G)orzecdUl;
(2) E(Gy) = {{z,y} | x #y € V(Gyp) lie on the same edge of |K(G)| and (zy) C
U.}, where (zy) = [zy] \ {z,y};
) Bp(Gy) = 0U;

B(Gy) = B(G)NU;

)
) for any {z,y} € E(GU) Wey = o
)

(=]’
my I ¢ BD(GU)

(
(
(
( 1 e BnlGy).

6) for any = € V(Gy), m, = {

Similarly as in [I1], we need the following two results when considering the
case i|n in Theorem [Tl They are essentially contained in [I1]. Here, we state
them in more general settings and give their detailed proofs for completeness.
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Proposition 2.2. Let (G, m,w) be a weighted connected bipartite finite graph.
Then, the greatest Laplacian eigenvalue iy ) (G) is of multiplicity one and its
eigenfunction f must have alternating signs which means that f(x)f(y) < 0
when x ~ y.

Proof. Let ¢ be a function on V(G) taking values in {1, —1} which has alter-
nating signs. The existence of ¢ is guaranteed by that G is bipartite. Let f be
an eigenfunction for py(g). Note that

(d(olf]), d(olf]))g
VO = e
S s (1F@] + [£@) ),
(2.25) - 7 e
. dpyg

- <f7 f>G
=Hv (@)
So, ¢|f] is an eigenfunction of jy(cy).-

Next, we want to show that |f| > 0. Otherwise, there is a vertex v with
f(v) = 0 and some x ~ v with |f(x)| > 0 since G is connected. Then,

0=-— M\V(G)ISO(U)‘ﬂ(U)
=Ag (| f])(v)

:m% S (@) ()t

r~v

= 2O S e
%0 r~v

which is a contradiction. So |f| > 0. Moreover, by that the inequalities in
([2:28) are equalities,

(2.30) [F@)]+1F W)l = [f(x) = f(y)l

when = ~ y. So f(z)f(y) < 0 when x ~ y. This shows that f has alternating
signs.

Suppose the multiplicity of p(g) is greater than one. Then, there are two
eigenfunctions f, g of 1y () such that (f,g), = 0. However, this is impossible
because both f and g have alternating signs. This completes the proof of the
theorem. O

(2.29)

Corollary 2.2. Let (G,m,w) be a weighted connected bipartite finite graph
and f be a Laplacian eigenfunction for pyv e (G). Let K(G) be the geometric
representation of G and for any edge Ty in |K(G)|, let z,, € [zy] be the zero
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point of f Then, for any vertex x,
1 1

(2.31) —
M 5 |[222y]]

= v (e)(G).

Proof. Note that f(x) # 0 and w,, = @ for any edge {x,y}. So
v (G)f(x) == (Acf)(x)

LS - f)
M Z: |[zy]]
(2.32) 1 f@) = flay)
M ; |22y
1 1
= 2 e
Hence, m% oz m = v (G). O

3. A MONOTONICITY OF STEKLOV EIGENVALUES

In this section, we prove Theorem and discuss the rigidity when the
equalities of (I.I]) hold.
Proof of Theorem[L2 Let o1 = 1,0, -+, ¢35 € RY(® be an orthogonal sys-

tem of eigenfunctions of the DtN map for (G, B) such that ¢; is an eigenfunction
of 0;(G) for i = 1,2,---|B|. Let ¢y = 1,9, -+ ,¢yp € R be an orthog-
onal system of eigenfunctions of the DtN map for (G, B) such that ¢; is an

eigenfunction of 0;(G) for i = 1,2,--- ,|B|. For each 2 <i <|B, let

Y =cC1p1 + Capa + -+ Gy
with ¢, ¢o, -+, ¢; not all zero such that
(3.1) (p.1j)p =0
for j =1,2,---,2— 1. The existence of such ¢y, ¢y, -+, ¢; comes from the fact
that (3.I)) with j =1,2--- .7 — 1 form a linear homogeneous system with i — 1
equations on ¢ unknowns: ¢y, ¢, -+ ,¢; which certainly has nonzero solutions.

Then, by that E(G) C E(G) and B C B,

o ~ D <d(pad¢>é <d(padgp>G
(3.2) (G B) 2 (0, 0)5 - (¢, 0)5

This completes the proof of the first part of the theorem.
When G is a combinatorial finite graph and G is its spanning subgraph, it is

clear that B(G) D B(G). So, the conclusion follows. This completes the proof
of the theorem. O

> Ui(Gv B)

For completeness, we also discuss the rigidity for (LI to hold for all i =
1,2---|B|.
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Theorem 3.1. Let (G, B, m,w) be a weighted connected finite graph with |B| >
2 and (G, B) be such that G is a connected subgraph of G and B > B. Then,
the equalities of (L)) hold for alli =1,2,--- ,|B| if and only if all the following

statements are true:

(1) B\ B c 2(8);

(2) for anyuw e H(G ) uly g,y is a constant for any v € V(G);
(3) for any v € RV with (v,1), = 0 and v|5 being constant,

(3.3) (dv, dv)g > 015(G)(v,v) 5.
Here B B
H(G) ={f e RVD | (Agh)lg@ =0, and (f,1)5=0.}
and
Z(G) = {x € UG) | f(x) =0 for any f € H(G).}.

In particular, if B = B and H(G) separating vertices in V(G), then the equali-
ties of (L)) hold fori=1,2,---,|B| if and only if G is a comb over G.

Proof. 1f equalities of (LI) hold for i =1,2,---, |§ |, we first claim: There are
|B| functions uy = 1, ug, - - U € RY() such that
(i) u; is an eigenfunction for o;(G, B) fori=1,2,---,|B|;

(ii) v; == wilv(q) is an eigenfunction for o;(G,B) fori=1,2,---,|B|;
(111)u\B\B—Of0rZ—23 -, |Bl; N
(iv) wi(w) = ui(y) for any edge {w,y} € E(G)\ E(G) andi=1,2,---,|B|;
(v) (us,uj)p =0 for 1 <j<i< |B|.
We will show the claim by induction. Fori > 2, suppose that u; = 1, ug, -+, u;_1

has been constructed. Let

U = C1P1 + Copa + -+ -+ iy
with ¢1,co,- -+, ¢; are constants not all zero such that

(3.4) (Ui, uj) g =0

for j = 1,2,---,i — 1. Here @1, 9, - , || are the same as in the proof of
Theorem For the same reason as before, the existence of such constants is
clear. Then,

<uiaui>§ N <uiaui>B
So, the above inequalities are all equalities which implies that wu; satisfies the

above properties (i)—(v). This completes the proof of the claim.
Note that

(3.5) 0;(G,B) = 0;(G, B) > ¢ > 0,(G, B).

H(é) = Span{u2a Us, - - 7u|§|}
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So, we get (1) and (2) by (iii) and (iv). Conversely, when (1) and (2) are true, for

any eigenfunction u € RV of o;(G) with i > 2, v = uly () is an eigenfunction

of 0;(G) since

(3.6) Agv(z) = Agu(x)

for any z € V(G). Thus, under the assumption of (1) and (2), the equalities of
() hold for i = 1,2,---,|B| if and only if for any v € RV(® with

(3.7) (v,u;) g =0

fori=1,2,---,|B|,

(3.8) (dv, dv)g > 015(G) (v, v) 5.

By (iii), we know that
<U>ui>§ = <U>ui>B =0

fori=2,---,|B|. So v|5 is constant and (v, 1); = 0. Conversely, for any v €
RY(® such that v|5 is constant and (v, 1), = 0, it is clear that (v,u;), = 0 for
i=1,2,---,|B|. This completes the proof of the first conclusion the theorem.

When H(G) separating vertices in V(G), by (2), we know that

V(G,)NV(G,) =0

for any x # y € V(G) if the equalities of (IT) hold for i = 1,2,---,|B|. So, G
is a comb over G. Conversely, it is clear that if G is a comb over G and B = B ,
then the equalities of (L.I]) hold for i = 1,2, - | |§ |. This completes the proof
of the theorem. O

When considering the rigidity of the case n = im + 1 in Theorem [L.I| we
need the following result.

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a nontrivial connected combinatorial graph and G be
its spanning tree. Suppose that the first positive Steklov eigenvalue of G is of
multiplicity i — 1 for some 2 <1 < |B(G)|. Suppose that 0;(G) = 0;(G) and
(1) Hi(G) separates vertices in Q(G), and
(2) for any x € B(G), there is a function f € Hi(G) such that f(z) # 0,
where Hy(G) is the eigenspace of the first positive Steklov eigenvalue of G. Then,
G=@G.

Proof. Because 0;(G) = 0;(G) = 02(G), by Theorem [[.2] we know that

(3.9) 0;(G) = 0;(G) = 02(G)
for j = 2,3,---,i. Then, by the same argument as in the proof of Theorem [3.1]
there are u; = 1, ug, - - -, u; € RV such that

(1) u; is an eigenfunction both for G and G with respect to 0;(G) for j =
1a 27 e >'é;
(i) ujl ggpp@ =0 for j =2,3,--- 4
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(iii) u;(z) = u;(y) for any edge {z,y} € E(G )\ E(G) and j = 2,3, ,i;
(iv) (uj, uk) gy = 0 for 1 < j < k <.
Note that H,(G) is generated by wug,us, - ,u;. By assumption (2) and (ii),
we know that B(G) = B (é) Moreover, by assumption (1) and (iii), for any
r #y € QG), V(G )N V(G,) = 0. This implies that G = @ since G is a
spanning tree of G. U

4. FIRST STEKLOV EIGENFUNCTION WITH DIRICHLET BOUNDARY DATA
AND STEKLOV NODAL DOMAINS

In this section, we extend the Friedman’s theory of nodal domains for Lapla-
cian eigenfunctions to Steklov eigenfunctions. We first show that the first
Steklov eigenfunction with vanishing Dirichlet boundary data is positive and
the first eigenvalue is of multiplicity one which is a discrete version of Courant’s
result for Steklov eigenvalues.

Theorem 4.1. Let (G, B, Bp, m,w) be a weighted connected finite graph with
boundary B and Dirichlet boundary Bp. Suppose that the induced subgraph
G[Qp] of G on Qp is connected. Then, the eigenfunctions of M\ (G, B, Bp)
must be everywhere positive or everywhere negative in (p.

Proof. Let fo € RV be an eigenfunction for A\;(G, By, Bp). Then, f, is a

minimizer of the Rayleigh quotient

(4.) Rolf) = e

<f> .f)B
among all f € RV(® with f|z # 0 and f|p, = 0. First, note that

@il dfhe= > (/@) = 1F1y) wsy

{z.y}eE(G)
(12) < S (@) - f) u,

{z.y}eE(G)

=(df,df )¢

with strictly inequality when for some edge {x,y}, f(x) <0 < f(y). Moreover,
(4.3) (fo, fo) g = (Ifol; Lfol) -
So, | fo| is also a first eigenfunction and
(4.4) (dfo. dfo) = (d|fol. d| fol)¢-

We then only need to show that |fo| > 0 on Qp. Otherwise, because fo Z 0 and
G[p] is connected, there is a vertex v € Qp, so that | fy|(v) = 0 and | fo|(x) > 0
for some x € Qp with z ~v. If v € Q, then

(45) 0= Balfol(v) = == S (1fall9) ~ 1l = - 3 Lol > 0

Yy~ y~v
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which is a contradiction. If v € B, then

9| fol 1
(4.6) 0= Ailfol(v) = = =(v) I—E;\fom)wvy <0
which is also a contradiction. This completes the proof of the theorem. O

By Theorem [£.1] we have the following straightforward consequence.

Corollary 4.1. Let (G, B, Bp,m,w) be a weighted connected finite graph with
boundary B and Dirichlet boundary Bp. Suppose that the induced subgraph
G[Qp] is connected. Then, \(G, B, Bp) is of multiplicity one and any higher
eigenfunctions must change signs on B.

Proof. If \; is not of multiplicity one, then by Theorem 1], there are two eigen-
functions fi|g > 0, fo|p > 0 of Ay such that (fi, f2) 5 = 0. This is ridiculous.
So, A1 is of multiplicity one. Let f be an eigenfunction for \; with f|z > 0, and
g be an eigenfunction for \; with ¢ > 2, then (f, g), = 0 implies that g must
change signs on B. This completes the proof of the corollary. ([l

The following result shows that the assumption on the connectivity of G[€2p]
is necessary for the conclusion of Theorem (4.1

Proposition 4.1. Let (G, B, Bp, m,w) be a weighted connected finite graph
with boundary B and Dirichlet boundary Bp. Let Gi,Ga, -+, Gy be the con-
nected components of G[Qdp|, G; = G[V(G;) U Bp] and B; = BN V(G;) for
i=1,2,---,k. Then,

SpeC(G, B, BD) = I_Ilespec(éi, Bi, BD)

Here Spec(G, B, Bp) is the collection of all the Steklov eigenvalues with vanish-
ing Dirichlet boundary data on (G, B, Bp,m,w) counting multiplicities and LI
means disjoint union.

Proof. Note that any eigenfunction of (G;, B;, Bp) is an eigenfunction of (G, B, Bp)
with the same eigenvalue after zero extension. This proves the conclusion. [J

Next, we give the definition of nodal domains for Steklov eigenfunctions.

Definition 4.1. Let (G, B, m,w) be a weighted connected finite graph with
boundary and K (G) be its geometric representation. Let f € RY() be a Steklov
eigenfunction of (G, B,m,w) and U be a connected component of [K(G)| \
f710). Then, U and its induced graph Gy are both called a nodal domain of
f.

We first confirm some elementary properties of nodal domains.

Proposition 4.2. Let (G, B, m,w) be a weighted connected finite graph with
boundary, f € RV be a Steklov eigenfunction of (G, B,m,w) and U be a nodal
domain of f. Then Qp(Gy) # 0, Gu[Qp(Gr)| is connected, and B(Gy) # 0.
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Proof. By definition of U, there is a vertex v € U such that f(v) # 0. Then v €
Qp(Gy). SoQp(Gy) # 0. Moreover, because U is path connected, Gy [Qp (G )]
is a connected graph. N

Finally, if B(Gy) =0, let g = flv(c,)- Then, for any « € V(Gy) \ Bp(Gv),
z € Q(G). Thus Agf(z) = 0. Furthermore, because f(x) # 0, forany y € V(G)
adjacent to x, either {z,y} € E(Gy) or there is a point z, in the edge [xy] such

that f(z,) = 0 and {z,z,} € E(Gy) with weight ——. In the later case, we

oz
have

9(z) —g(x) _ f(z) = flx) _ fly) = fla) _ TR
S 2 I =3 N 77 I A A
Therefore,
(4.8) Agyg(r) = Agf(z) =0

for any x € V(Gy) \ Bp(Gy). So g as the solution of the following boundary
value problem:

(4 9) AGUQ(I) =0 z¢€ V(GU) \ BD(GU)

' g(z) =0 x € Bp(Gyp),
must be vanished. This is a contradiction. So B(Gy) # 0. This completes the
proof of the proposition. O

At the end of this section, we extend Friedman’s nodal domain theorem in
[10] for Laplacian eigenfunctions to the case of Steklov eigenfunctions. They
are both discrete analogue of Courant’s classical result.

Theorem 4.2. Let (G, B, m,w) be a weighted connected finite graph with bound-
ary and f € RV be q Steklov eigenfunction of G with eigenvalue o > 0. Then,
for each nodal domain U of f, flv(ay) s a Steklov eigenfunction for Gy with
vanishing data on Bp(Gy) for the eigenvalues A\ (Gy) = o.

Proof. By the same argument as in the proof of Proposition using ([L7), we
know that ﬂV(GU) is a Steklov eigenfunction for GGy with vanishing Dirichlet
boundary data on Bp(Gy) with respect to the eigenvalues o. Moreover f]q p(Go)
does not change signs because U is a nodal domain. Then, by Corollary [£.1] and
Proposition [4.2] we know that ﬂV(GU) is an eigenfunction for A\ (Gy). O

5. A LOWER BOUND FOR THE FIRST STEKLOV EIGENVALUE WITH
VANISHING DIRICHLET BOUNDARY DATA

In this section, we first obtain a crucial lower bound for the first Steklov
eigenvalues with vanishing Dirichlet boundary data on trees extending Lemma
3.1 in [11] to the case of Steklov eigenvalues. Then, as an application of the
lower bound, we give a more explicit sufficient condition for the rigidity of the
isodiametric estimates by He-Hua [14] and its extension by the authors [27].
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Theorem 5.1. Let (G, B, Bp,m,w) be a weighted finite tree with boundary
B # 0 and Dirichlet boundary Bp # 0 such that L(G) = B U Bp, G[Qp] is a
tree with unit weight and |Q2p| =n+ 1 with n > 1. Then,

(5.1) M(G, B, Bp) > A(l,n).

The equality of the inequality holds if and only if G[Q] is a path of length I(l,n)
and all the Dirichlet boundary vertices are adjacent to the same end vertex of
the path and the other boundary vertices are adjacent to the other end vertex of
the path. Here

0 [>n
) 1% l<n, and {51} <1
Im) =1 e [ <n, and {*5'} > 1
(2 or [254] 1< n, and {#51} = 1.

In particular, when |Bp| = 1, the equality holds if and only if G is a minimal
broom Br(l,n). Here
1

[ = .
ZSEEBD,ZJEQD wxy

Proof. We first consider the case |Bp| = 1. Let f € RV(%) be an eigenfunction
for A;. Then, by Theorem (1] we can assume that f > 0 on Qp.

Let Bp = {o} and take o as the root of the tree G. we first claim that
f is increasing along the tree. More precisely, if x is the parent of y, then
f(x) < f(y). Indeed, if this is not true, i.e. f(z) > f(y), let

(5.2)  gl2) = { ; 8 +2(f(2) = f(y) Z=yor is a descendant of y
Then,

(5-3) (dg,dg) ¢ = (df, df)q

and

(5-4) (9,905 > (£, )y

and g(0) = 0. So,
(dg.dg)g _ (. )
(9,996 ([, )5

which contradicts that f is the eigenfunction for A;.
Next, we claim that f is strictly increasing. In fact, when z is the parent of
y € B,

5.5) 0< N 7t) = 2 (w) = 7ly) - F(a),

So, f(z) < f(y). Therefore, if the claim is not true, then there are three vertices
x,y, z such that x is the parent of y and y is the parent of z with f(z) = f(y)
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and f(y) < f(z). Note that y € © since y is not a leaf. Then
0=Aqf(y)
=(f(2) = F) + (F(2) = FW) + D (F(0) = f(y)wy

vET,Z
>f(z) = f(y) >0

since f(v) > f(y) by that f is increasing. This is a contradiction.

Let Gy be a tree satisfying the assumption in the statement of the theorem
achieving the minimum of A\; when |Q2p| and the weight of the Dirichlet bound-
ary edge are fixed (Go must exist because the number of such kind of trees is
finite.). Let fo be the eigenfunction for A\; with fo > 0 on Qp(Gy). By the
claims before, we know that fy is strictly increasing when taking the Dirichlet
boundary vertex o as the root.

We first claim that Go[Q2(Go)] must be a path and o is adjacent to one of the
end vertices of the path. Otherwise, there are z,y, z € Q(Gp) such that x is the
parent of y and z. Suppose that fy(y) > fo(z). Let G’ be the tree obtained by
removing the edge {z,y} and adding a new edge {y, z} on G. Then,

{dfo, dfo)er (dfo, dfo) g, — (fo(y) = fo(x))? + (foly) — fo(2))? _ (dfo, dfo) g,
(o, fo) pany (fo, fo) B(Go) (fo, fo) mao)

since 0 < fo(x) < fo(2) < fo(y). This contradicts that Gy achieves the minimum
of )\1.

We next claim that all the leaves in B(Gy) must be adjacent to the other end
vertex of the path Go[Q(Go)] (i.e. the end vertex of Go[2(Go)] not adjacent to o
when Go[Q(Gy)] is a nontrivial path). Otherwise, let v be the other end vertex
of Gy[2(Gy)], and suppose there is a leave z € B(Gy) adjacent to some vertex
y € QGp) \ {v}. By that fy is strictly increasing, we know that

(5.6) fo(x) > fo(y) and fo(v) > fo(y).

Let G’ be the graph formed by removing the edge {z,y} from Gy and adding
the edge {z,v} and f be such that

f(@) = fo(z) = foly) + fo(v) > fo(x)
and f(z) = fo(2) for z # . Then,

(df df)e _ (dfo,dfo)g
(f, f>B(G') {fo, f0>B(Go)

This contradicts that GGy achieves the minimum of A;.

Thus, Gy must be a minimal broom Br(l,n). This completes the proof of the
theorem when |Bp| = 1.

When |Bp| > 2, let Gy be the tree achieving the minimal A\; among all trees
satisfying the assumptions in the statement of the theorem and with |Q2p|, |Bp|
and the weights of Dirichlet boundary edges are fixed. Let fy be a first Dirichlet

(5.7)

- )\1 (Go)
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eigenfunction such that fola, e > 0. Let v € Q(Gy) with
f(v) = min f(z).

Z‘EQ(G())
Let G’ be the tree by moving all the Dirichlet boundary edges of Gy to v. Then,

(dfo, dfo)er . {dfo, dfo)g
(fo: fo) gy ~ (o, Jod piay)

So, G’ is also a tree achieving the minimum of A\;. Let G” be the tree by
removing all the the Dirichlet boundary edges of G’ and adding a Dirichlet
boundary edge to v with the weight equal to the total weight of all the removed
Dirichlet boundary edges. Then, it is clear that A\;(G") = A\1(G’). Now, we have
reduced to the case that |Bp| = 1 and complete the proof of the theorem. [

(5.8) = A1(Go).

As an application of Theorem B, we can give a more explicit sufficient
condition for the rigidity of the isodiametric estimate in [14] and its extension
in [27]. First recall the estimate:

Theorem 5.2 (Theorem 5.1 in [15] & Theorem 4.1 in [27]). For r > 2 and
[ > 1, let G be a finite tree containing St(r;l) as a subtree. Then,

(5.9) 0i(G) <

~| =

fori =23,--- r. Moreover, the equality holds for i = 2 if and only zfé =
St(r; 1) Vo Gy with Ay (GO,L(éo) \ {0}, {0}) > 1. Here o is the center of the
star St(r;1), and St(r;1) V, G, means the wedge-sum of St(r;l) and G, at o.
Now, by Theorem [5.1] and Proposition [l we have the following conclusion.
Corollary 5.1. Letr > 2 andl > 1 and let G = St(r; 1)V, G, be such that each

branch of éo with respect to o has no more than L 40-1) + IJ edges when

taking o as the root of Go. Then, 03(G) = I

Proof. Let Gi, -, Gy be the branches of G,. Then, by Theorem [5.1]

(610) (@0 LG\ fo} fo}) = AIE@)]) = —
1+ {TJ

Vv
N.l —_

So, by Proposition [4.1]

(5.11) M (Go, L(Go) \ {0}, {0}) =

~| —

This completes the proof of the theorem. O
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6. CLUMP NUMBERS OF TREES

In this section, we recall the definition of the clump number of a tree in [11]
and introduce some of its properties.

Definition 6.1. Let G be a finite combinatorial tree and K (G) be its geometric
representation. For any p € |K(G)|, the connected components Uy, Us, - - -, Uy
(or their corresponding induced trees Gy,,Gu,, - -, Gy, ) of |[K(G)|\ {p} are
called the clumps of GG with respect to p. The clump number of G with respect
to p is defined as

Clump(G, p) = max{Length(U;), Length(U>), - - - , Length(Uy)}
where Length(U;) is the total length of U;. Moreover, the clump number of G
is defined to be
(6.1) Clump(G) = inf Clump(G,p).

PE|K(G)
We have the following properties for Clump(G, p).

Proposition 6.1. Let G be a finite combinatorial tree and K (G) be its geomet-
ric representation. Then,

(1) Clump(G, p) is a lower semi-continuous function for p € |K(G)|. Thus
there is a point p € |K(G)| such that Clump(G) = Clump(G, p);

(2) the point p € |K(G)| such that Clump(G) = Clump(G, p) is either a
vertex or a mid-point of an edge. Thus, Clump(G) is either an integer
or a half-integer.

(3) if p € |K(G)| is a mid-point of some edge such that Clump(G) =
Clump(G, p), then the clumps of G with respect to p are two clumps
of equal total length &f)';

(4) there is unique point p € |K(G)| such that Clump(G) = Clump(G, p).
We called the point p the equilibrium point of G.

Proof. (1) When p is not a vertex of K(G), it is clear that Clump(G,p) is
continuous at p by definition. When p is a vertex of K(G), let Uy, Us,--- , Uy
be all the clumps of p and suppose that U; has the maximal total length among
the k clumps. Then, for any € € (0,1) and x € B,(e) NU; with ¢ =2,3,--- |k,
(6.2) Clump(G, ) > Clump(G, p) > Clump(G,p) — €

because there is a clump of = containing U;. Moreover, for any « € B,(e) N Uy,
it is clear that

(6.3) Clump(G, z) > Clump(G, p) — €
since Uy \ [pz] is a clump of . So, Clump(G,p) is a lower semi-continuous
function of p € |K(G)].

(2) Let p € |K(G)| be a point such that Clump(G) = Clump(G, p) and p is
not a vertex of K(G). Suppose that p is contained in the edge 7y. Let U, and
U, be the clumps of p containing = and y respectively. Then

(6.4) Length(U,) = |[zp]| + n, and Length(U,) = |[yp]| + n,
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where n, + 1 and n, + 1 are numbers of vertices in U, and U, respectively. We
claim that n, = n,. Otherwise, suppose that n, > n,. Let ¢ be the mid-point
of [xp]. Then,

1
Clump(G, q) = n.+|[zq]| = nx+§|[zp]| < ng+|[xp]| = Clump(G, p) = Clump(G)
which is a contradiction. Now, let z be the mid-point of the edge Ty. Then,
1
Clump(G) < Clump(G, z) = n, + 3 < Clump(G, p) = Clump(G).

So p = z is the the mid-point of the edge 77.
(3) It has been shown in the proof of (2).
(4) Let p,q € |K(G)| be two different points such that

Clump(G, p) = Clump(G, ¢) = Clump(G).

By (2) and (3), we know that p and ¢ must be simultaneously vertices of K(G)
or mid-points of some edges of K(G).

For the first case: p and ¢ are both vertices of K(G), let U; be the clump of
p that contains g and W; be the clump of ¢ that contains p. Then,

(6.5) Clump(G) = Clump(G, p) > Length(Uy)
and similarly,
(6.6) Clump(G) = Clump(G, q) > Length(W;).

Let v be the vertex in U; adjacent to p and z be the mid-point of pv. Let U,
and U, be the clumps of z containing p and ¢ respectively. Then, U, ; Wy and
U, ; U;. So,

(6.7) Length(U,) < Length(W;) and Length(U,) < Length(U)
which implies that
(6.8) Clump(G, z) = max{Length(U,), Length(U,)} < Clump(G).

This is a contradiction.
For the second case: both p and ¢ are mid-points of some edges, it is clear
that this is impossible by (3). O

For further applications, we need the following notions and propositions come
from [11]. To make the paper more self-contained, we quote them at the end of
this section. All the trees are assumed to be finite combinatorial trees.

Proposition 6.2 (Lemma 4.3 in [I1]). Let G be a finite tree. Then,
|E(G)|
5
Proposition 6.3 (Lemma 5.1 in [I1]). Let G be a finite tree. Suppose that
|E(G)| < (r+2)k+r for some integers r > 0 and k > 1. Then, we can remove

at most r edges from G to get a forest each of whose trees have clump number
not greater than k.

Clump(G) <
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Proposition 6.4 (Lemma 5.2 in [I1]). Let G be a finite tree with |E(G)| <
(r+2)k + (r + 1) edges for some integers k > 0 and r > 0. Then, we can
remove at most r edges from G to get a forest each of whose trees have clump
number not greater than k + %

Definition 6.2 (Definition 8.1 & 8.2 in [LI]). Let £ > 1 be an integer.

(1) A tree G is called of type A with respect to k if |E(G)| = rk — 1 for some
r > 1 and by removing r — 1 edges we are left with a forest of r trees each of
k — 1 edges.

(2) A tree G is called of type B if (r — 1)k < |F(G)| < rk —1 for some r > 2
and by removing r — 2 edges we are left with a forest of trees whose clump
number are not greater than k£ — 1.

Proposition 6.5 (Lemma 8.3 in [11]). Let G be finite tree and k > 1 be an
integer. If |E(G)| > k — 1 then G 1is either of type A or type B with respect to
k.

Remark 6.1. The statement of the Proposition [6.5is slightly more general than
the original statement of Lemma 8.3 in [II]. The proof is the same as Friedman’s
original proof. We state it in this more general form because in Friedman’s
original argument by induction, it seems that such a general form of statement
is needed.

7. MINIMAL STEKLOV EIGENVALUES

In this section, we prove Theorem [[L1l The following conclusion is crucial in
our solution of the extremal problems for Steklov eigenvalues.

Theorem 7.1. Let G be a nontrivial finite combinatorial tree. Then,
(7.1) o9(G) > A(Clump(G)).

The equality holds if and only if at least two of the clumps of the equilibrium
point of G are the minimal brooms Br(Clump(G)).

Proof. Let p € |K(G)| be the equilibrium point of G and f € RV be an
eigenfunction for o9(G). Suppose that f(p) < 0. Let U be a clump of p
containing a leaf v of G such that f(v) > 0 and N be the nodal domain of f
containing v. It is clearly that N C U. By Theorem A2 g = ﬂV(GN) is an
eigenfunction for \;(Gy) = 02(G). Let § € RV(E) be the zero extension of
g. That is g(x) = 0 for any x € V(Gy) \ V(Gy). Then, by Theorem and
Theorem 5.1,

B _({dg,dg)c, _ (dg.dg)c,
(7.2) 72(G) = M(Gw) 0 D aen G D aten)
>M(Gr) > A(Length(U)) > A(Clump(G)),

where the first inequality comes from the fact that each edge of N is contained
in some edge of U.
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Moreover, if 05(G) = A(Clump(G)), then U = N and f(p) = 0. Furthermore,
by Theorem B, Gy must be a minimal broom Br(Clump(G)). Similarly, let
W be a clump of p containing a leaf w of G such that f(w) < 0. Then, for the
same reason, Gy must be a minimal broom Br(Clump(G)). This completes the
necessary part for the equality to hold.

Conversely, if there are two clumps U, W of p that are minimal brooms
Br(Clump(G)). Let fy be the eigenfunction and fir be the eigenfunctions of
Gy and Gy respectively such that

(fu; Dy + (s D pey) =0
Let ¢ € RV be such that

fU(ZL') xr € V(GU)
(7.3) v(x) =< fw(z) e V(Gwy)
0 otherwise.

Then, 9 is a Steklov eigenfunction of G with eigenvalue A(Clump(G)) by Lemma
21l By the estimate (7.1]), we know that

(7.4) 09(G) = A(Clump(G)).
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

As an application of the Theorem [7.1l we can solve the extremal problem for
09(G) when G is a tree.

Theorem 7.2. Let G be a nontrivial finite combinatorial tree. Then,

(7.5) 2(G) > A ('E(G)‘) |

2

The equality holds if and only if
(1) G = DB(m, 2m,m) when |E(G)| = 4m;
(2) G =DB(m,2m + 1,m) when |E(G)| =4m + 1;
(3) G=DB(m+1,2m,m+1),DB(m,2m+2,m) or DB(m,2m+1,m+1)
when |E(G)| =4m + 2;
(4) G=DB(m+1,2m+1,m+ 1) when |E(G)| = 4m + 3.

Proof. By Proposition [6.2] we know that

E(G
Clump(G) < | (2 )|
Thus, by Theorem [7.1],
E
(76) 5(G) > A(Clump(G)) > A (@) |
When the equality of (7.5]) holds, we know that Clump(G) = @ Moreover,
by the rigidity part of Theorem [[.1l we get the conclusion. O

By combining Theorem and Lemma [3.1], we can prove (1) of Theorem [T.1]
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Proof for (1) of Theorem[1.1. Let T be a spanning tree of G. Then, by Theo-
rem [[.2]

(7.7) 05(G) > 0a(T) 2A<|E(2T)|) :A(”;l)

Conversely, if 05(G) = A ("T_l), by the rigidity part of Theorem [.2] T" must be
a dumbbell listed in Theorem [.2l Moreover, by Lemma 2.4] and Lemma [B.1]
G =T. This completes the proof. O

Next, we come to deal with the case 7 fn in Theorem [T By imitating the
arguments in [I1], we need to modify the notion of sub-% in [I1], Definition 5.3].

Definition 7.1. Given a positive integer k, a finite combinatorial tree G is
called sub-k if either (i) it has clump number less than k, or (ii) it has clump
number k with respect to some vertex o, but contains at most one clump with
respect to o which is a minimal broom Br(k) with o as the root.

By Theorem [Tl if a tree G is sub-k, then
(7.8) o9(G) > A(k).

Similarly as in [II, Lemma 5.4], we have the following result with the proof
similar to the proof of [11, Lemma 5.4]. For completeness, we give the proof of
the result in details.

Proposition 7.1. Let G be a combinatorial tree with |E(G)| = (r + 2)k edges
for some integers r > 0 and k > 1. Then, unless G is star of degree r + 2 with
each arm a minimal broom Br(k) with the center of the star as the root, we can
remove at most r edges from G to get a forest, each of whose trees are sub-k.

Proof. We proceed by induction.

When r = 0, if G is not sub-k, then Clump(G) > k and there is vertex o
such that there are least two clumps with respect to o that are minimal brooms
Br(k) with o as the root. This means that G is a star with two arms that are
minimal brooms Br(k). This proves the conclusion for r = 0.

When r = 1, let p be the equilibrium point of G. By Proposition [6.2]

Clump(Cp) < |E(G)|/2 = .

If p is an mid-point of some edge, by replacing p by an end-vertex v of that
edge, we know that there is a vertex v of G such that

(7.9) Clump(G,v) < 2k.
Let T be a clump of G with respect to v such that
|E(T)| = Clump(G,v) < 2k.

If |E(T)| > k, after removing the edge in T joining to v, we get two trees T}
and 75 such that
k<[ET)|=[ET)|-1<2k-1
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and
k< |E(Ty)| = |E(G)] - [E(T)| <2k - 1.
By Proposition 6.2] we know that 77 and T3, are both sub-k.

If |[E(T)] < k and G is not a star with center v and each arm a minimal
broom Br(k), then there are at most two clumps of G that are minimal brooms
Br(k). If there is no clump of G with respect to v that is a minimal broom
Br(k), the G itself is sub-k. So no edge need to be removed. If there is a clump
of G that is a minimal broom Br(k), remove the edge in that clump that is
adjacent to v, we get a forest of two trees whose trees are both sub-k because
there are at most two clumps of G that are minimal brooms Br(k). This proves
the conclusion for r = 1.

Suppose the conclusion is true for r < m — 1 with m > 2. When r = m, let
p be the equilibrium point of G. Then, by Proposition [6.2]

Clump(G,p) < |E(2G)| = (m;?)k“
If p is the mid-point of some edge, by replacing p by an end-vertex v of that
edge, we know that there is a vertex v of G such that

(7.10) Clump(G,v) < mk.

If there is a clump 7T of v with |E(T)| = kq with 2 < ¢ < m, then after
removing the edge in T" adjacent to v, the tree G will break into two trees T}
and T, with

(7.11) B(Ty)| = |E(T)| 1= kq—1=g(k— 1)+ g1
and
(7.12) |E(T>)| = |E(G)| - |[E(T)| = (m+2—q)k.

By Proposition and the induction hypothesis, we can remove no more than
q—2 edges from T} to get a forest whose trees are of clump numbers not greater
than k& — % < k, and we can also remove m — ¢ edges from T5 to get a forest
whose trees are all sub-k. Note that we have removed no more than

1+¢g—-2+m—-qg=m-—1
edges from G. We get the conclusion for this case when r = m.

If there is a clump T of v with clump number greater than k but not a
multiple of k, let |E(T)| = kq+ i with i =1,2,--- Jk — 1 and ¢ > 1. Then, by
removing the edge in T" adjacent to v, we get two trees T} and 75 such that

|[E(Th)|=kq+i—-1<qgk+k—-2<(¢+1)(k—1)+¢q
and
[E(T2)| < (m—q+2)k—1=(m—q+2)(k—1)+(m—q+1).

So, by Proposition [6.4], we can remove ¢ — 1 and m — ¢ edges from 77 and T3
respectively to get a forest whose trees are of clump numbers not greater than
k — % < k. This gives us the conclusion in this case when r = m.
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The remaining case is that each clump of v is of total length not greater than
k. Let Py, Py,--- ,P,T,, T, -, T, be clumps of G with respect to v. Such
that Py, Py, .-+, P, are minimal brooms Br(k) and Ti,---, Ty are either trees
of total length not greater £ — 1 or trees of of total length k that are not a
minimal broom Br(k). If ¢ = m + 2, then G is a star with degree m + 2 and
each arm a minimal broom Br(k). If ¢t < m + 1, then by removing the edges in
Py, Py, -+, P,_1 adjacent to v, we get a forest whose trees are all sub-k. This
completes the proof of the conclusion. O

We are now ready to solve the extremal problem for trees when i [|V(G)|.

Theorem 7.3. Let G be a finite combinatorial tree and 2 < i < |V(G)| be an
integer with i [ |V(G)|. Then
(7.13) 0i(G) > A(m)

where m = L@J . Moreover, when |V (G)| = itm + 1, the equality holds if and

only if G is a star of degree i such that each arm is a minimal broom Br(m)
with the center of the star as the root.

Proof. Note that
IE(G)| =|V(G)|—1<mi+i—2.
So, by Proposition [6.3], one can remove no more than i — 2 edges from G to get

a forest F' whose trees 11,715, - - - , T}, are of clump numbers not greater than m.
Note that k < i — 1. So, by Theorem [[.2 and Theorem [7.T],

(7.14) 0i(G) > oy(F) > min{oo(T1), -, 02(T})} > A(m)

by noting that the Steklov spectrum of the forest F' is the disjoint union of the
Steklov spectrums of its trees: 11,715, -+, Tk.

When |V(G)| = mi + 1, that is |E(G)| = mi, if G is not a star of degree i
with each arm a minimal broom Br(m), by Proposition [Tl one can remove no

more than ¢ — 2 edges to get a forest whose trees: 11,75, -+, T}, are all sub-m.
In this case, similarly as before,
(7.15) 0i(G) > 0;(F) > min{oy(T1), -+ ,02(Tk)} > A(m).

This means that if the equality of (TI3]) is achieved, then G must be a star of
degree i with each arm a minimal broom Br(m). This completes the proof of
theorem. n

By Theorem [7.3] and Lemma B.1] we can prove (2) of Theorem [I.1]

Proof for (2) of Theorem[11. Let T be a spanning tree of G. Then, by Theo-
rem and Theorem [7.3],

(7.16) 5i(G) > oy(T) > A(m).

When V(G) = mi + 1 and the equality holds, by Theorem [[.3] 7" must be a
star of degree ¢ with each arm a minimal broom Br(m). Finally, by Lemma
and Lemma [3.Il G = T. This completes the proof. O
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We finally come to deal with the case i|n in Theorem [Tl We first solve the
extremal problem for trees.

Theorem 7.4. Let G be a finite combinatorial tree and 2 < i < |V(G)| with
il |[V(G)|. Then

(7.17) 0i(G) > A(m — 1 +6;)
where m = @ and 0; = ﬁgg. The equality holds if and only if G is the

regular comb Comb(P;; T') where P; is a path on i vertices and T' is the minimal
broom Br(m — 1+ 6;) with the Dirichlet boundary vertex deleted and the vertex
adjacent to Dirichlet boundary vertex as the root.

Proof. Note that |E(G)| = im — 1, by Proposition 6.5, G is either of type A or
type B.
When G is of type B, by removing ¢ — 2 edges from G we are left a forest F

consisting of ¢ — 1 trees: 11,15, -+ ,T;_1 with clump numbers all no more than
m — 1. Then, by Theorem and Theorem [7.1],

O'Z(G) > O'Z(F) > IIliIl{O’g(Tl), s ,Ug(ﬂ_l)} > A(m — 1) > A(m -1+ 9,)

When G is of type A, we can remove 7 — 1 edges to get a forest F' of ¢ trees
T, T5,---,T; that are all of m — 1 edges. Let G’ be a graph with

V(G/) = {T17T27 T 7E}
and
E(G") = {{T,,T.} | There is an edge joining 7, and Ty in G.}

It is clear that G’ is a tree. Let ¢ be a Laplacian eigenfunction of G’ for p;(G’).
By Proposition 2.2 ¢ has alternating signs. So, on each edge e of |K(G')|,
there is zero point z. of . Because each edge of e corresponding to an edge in
G, we can simply view z. as a point on the corresponding edge of |K(G)|. Let
Ty, Ty,--- ,T; be the connected components of |K(G)| with all the z.’s deleted
such that YN’] D Tjfor j=1,2,---,i. By Corollary 2.2]

- > wen@)
GEE(BD(Tj)yﬂD(Tj))

for j=1,2,--- i.
Let fi =1, fs, -+, f; € RV be an orthogonal system of Steklov eigenfunc-
tions for G such that f; is an eigenfunction of ¢;(G) for j = 1,2,--- 4. Let

U = span{ fi, fa,---, fi} and

W ={feRVE | f(z,) =0 forall z.}.
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Note that dimU =i and dim W > |V(G)|—i+1. SoUNW #0. Let g € UNW
be a nonzero function. Then, by Theorem [5.1], Proposition 2.1 and (7.I8]),

(dg,dg)e  >y=1 (49, d9), [ 5. d9)s,
(9:9p@) it @D pa,) == | G Dpa,
>min{\(T1), M (T2), -+, M(T3)}

>A <ﬁ,m—1) ZA(ﬁ,m—l) = A(m—1+6).

When the equality holds, we know that G must be of type A and G’ must be
a path on ¢ vertices. Moreover, the function g before must be an eigenfunction
for 0;(G). Let N1, No,---, Ny be the nodal domains of g. It is clear that each

N; is contained in some 7),. Then, by Theorem and Theorem [5.1]

(7.19) Alm —146;) = 0:(G) = M(N;) > M(T)) > Alm —1+6;).

The inequality A;(N;) > A\(T,) comes from the same argument as in (7.2) by
zero extension. Thus, by the rigidity part of Theorem 5.1l and Corollary 2.1}, we
completes the proof of the theorem. O

Finally, we come to prove (3) of Theorem [I1]
Proof for (8) of Theorem[1.1l Let G’ be a spanning tree of G. By Theorem [[.2]
(7.20) 0i(G) > 0;(G') > A(m —1+6,)
When the equality holds, by the rigidity part of the last theorem, we know that
every spanning tree of G must be isomorphic to Comb(P;; T'). By [28, Theorem

in P.424], we know that G = Comb(P;;T) or Comb(C;;T). When i is even,
because

1i(Ci) = 4> pi(Py),
by Corollary 2.1l we know that
(7.21) 0;(Comb(C;, T)) > 0;(Comb(F;, T)).
When i is odd, by [2, P. 9],

wi(Cs) = pi(F).

So, by Corollary 2.1],
(7.22) 0;(Comb(C;, T)) = 0;(Comb(P;, T)) = A(m — 1+ 6;).
This completes the proof. O
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