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REPROVING FRIEDLANDER’S INEQUALITY WITH THE DE RHAM
COMPLEX

MAGNUS FRIES, MAGNUS GOFFENG, GERMAN MIRANDA

ABSTRACT. Inequalities between Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues of the Laplacian
and of other differential operators have been intensively studied in the past decades.
The aim of this paper is to introduce differential forms and the de Rham complex in
the study of such inequalities. We show how differential forms lie hidden at the heart
of the work of Rohleder on inequalities between Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues
for the Laplacian on planar domains. Moreover, we extend the ideas of Rohleder to a
new proof of Friedlander’s inequality for any bounded Lipschitz domain.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let © € R? be an open, connected, bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. We
write \;(T) for the j:th eigenvalue, ordered increasingly, for a positive operator T' with
discrete spectrum. We denote by Ap and Ay the Dirichlet and Neumann realization of
the Laplacian on 2. The main goal of this paper is to introduce methods of differential
forms and the de Rham complex as a tool for obtaining inequalities between eigenvalues
of AD and AN.

The inequality A2(Ax) < M (Ap) appears already in the work of Pélya for d = 2
[P6152], and it was extended by Payne to Aj12(An) < Aj(Ap) for all j =1,2,... when
is a C? convex domain [Pay55]. Later, Levine and Weinberger generalized the inequality
Ni+d(AN) < Aj(Ap) considering a convex domain in R? with C? boundary with Hélder
continuous second derivatives [LW86]. As pointed out by Levine and Weinberger, the
previous inequality can be extended by approximation to \j1q(An) < Aj(Ap) for all
convex bounded domains. Moreover, they recovered the inequality Aj11(An) < A;(Ap)
for domains with C? boundary and non-negative mean curvature proven by Aviles [Avi86)].

In 1991, Friedlander [Fri91] used properties of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator to
prove

Aj+1(AN) < A;(Ap), (1.1)
for all j = 1,2,..., and for C' domains and no curvature assumption. The smoothness
assumption was removed and the inequality was proven to be strict by Filonov in [Fil04]
in a beautiful argument using Glazman’s lemma, see more in the textbook [LMP23]. We
call Equation (1.1) Friedlander’s inequality. Recently, Rohleder [Roh23] proved that for
any simply connected, bounded, Lipschitz domains in R?, there is an inequality

Aj+2(An) < Aj(Ap), (1.2)

for any j € N. We combine the ideas of [Roh23] with the de Rham complex [BL92] into a
common framework that in arbitrary dimension allows a proof of Friedlander’s inequality
(1.1) and a generalization of Rohleder’s results on the curl curl operator [Roh24], as well
as a short proof of Rohleder’s inequality (1.2) in dimension two.

The main novelty in this paper is found in the method we introduce. As mentioned, the
method stems in the de Rham complex. Since our geometries have boundaries, we require
an appropriate boundary condition. We use the so called absolute boundary condition
allowing us to rely on previous work [BL92| on this well studied Hilbert complex. What is
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promising with this method is that it allows us to give concise proofs of work of Rohleder
[Roh23, Roh24] and carries large dimensions of internal degrees of freedom that holds
hope of pushing the estimates even further (cf. Remark 4.2 below).
It was conjectured that

Aj+d(An) < A;(Ap) (1.3)
holds for all domains 2 C R? with no convexity assumption [BLP09]. If d = 2,3, (1.3)
is sharp because the unit ball is an edge case, namely Agi2(Ax) > A1 (Ap). For d > 4,
it was observed in [CMS19] that for the unit ball we have more than d + 1 Neumann
eigenvalues strictly below the first Dirichlet eigenvalue. For example, if d = 4 we have
( dfl) + (gﬂ) Neumann eigenvalues strictly below the first Dirichlet eigenvalue. Recall
that, for the unit ball, these binomial coefficients are connected with the dimension of
the space of spherical harmonics of certain degrees (see [LMP23, Section 1.2.3] for more
details). In a recent work, Freitas[Fre24] studied the gap between Dirichlet and Neumann
eigenvalues with respect to the index j. It was conjectured that

Ajtle(q) (AN) < Xj(Ap), (1.4)

Va1 41-1/d 4q V; is the volume of the d-dimensional unit ball. More-

J
2v, /4
over, for d > 4 and all j € N we have the weaker inequality

Ajticair-s/4)(AN) < Xj(Ap), (1.5)

where the constant Cq is not explicit (see [SF10, Fre24]). The de Rham complex intro-
duces large binomial coefficients (cf. Remark 4.2 below) into the estimates that we hope
can provide insight into the conjectural extra shift (1.3) for general domains.

The techniques used in proving inequalities for the Laplacian have been adapted to
other differential operators. Frank, Helffer and Laptev [FL10, FHL24] adapted such ideas
to prove a similar inequality for the sub-Laplacian on an open set of a Carnot group,
which in particular covers the Heisenberg group. Another example given by Mazzeo
[Maz91] is the adaptation of Friedlander’s ideas to prove the same inequality for certain
manifolds, e.g. for all symmetric spaces of noncompact type. However, for manifolds
there are cases where the inequality (1.1) does not hold, for example any spherical cap
larger than a hemisphere [Maz91]. Recently, Lotoreichik explored these inequalities for
the magnetic Laplacian with the homogeneous magnetic field in two and three dimensions
[Lot24]. Similar inequalities have also been proven for Schrédinger operators —A + V un-
der convexity assumptions and further restrictions on the potential [Roh21], and between
the eigenvalues of a curl curl operator and the Dirichlet Laplacian [Roh24].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give a brief summary of the main
tools we need in order to introduce the de Rham complex and prove the main results.
We recall the de Rham complex on a manifold with boundary as well as the relevant
technical results thereon in Section 3. In Section 4 we rephrase the results of [Roh23]
in general dimension using the de Rham complex, which lead us to our new proof of
Friedlander’s inequality (1.1). We compare our methods to Rohleder’s work [Roh23,
Roh24] in dimension 2 and 3 in Section 5 where we provide a short proof for Rohleder’s
inequality (1.2).

where ¢(d, j) =

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let T be a positive, self-adjoint operator with discrete spectrum (i.e. the spectrum
consists of isolated eigenvalues of finite multiplicity). We denote by A;(T) the j:th eigen-
value of T ordered increasingly counting multiplicity. We write the counting function of
T as

NN :=#{j : ;;(T) <A}
We let
m(T, A) := dimker(T — \),
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denote the multiplicity of an eigenvalue (or 0 if A is not an eigenvalue). Note that
J < N(TN(T)) <5 +m(T,0(T)) - 1. (2.1)

2.1. Variational principle. The results in [Fil04] and [Roh23] rely on a variational
principle, which will also be useful in our approach using the de Rham complex. Because
of this, we recall Glazman’s lemma describing the counting function by means of finite-
dimensional subspace of the form domain.

Lemma 2.1 (Glazman’s lemma). Let T be a positive self-adjoint operator with discrete
spectrum acting on a Hilbert space (H,(-,-)) and qr the quadratic form associated with
T. Then
N(T,\) = max dim V,
VCDom(qr)
R[u]<AvVueV\{0}

where R[u] = %T(“) is the so-called Rayleigh quotient.

w,u)

See [Shu20, Proposition 9.5] for a proof of the Glazman’s lemma. Hence, if we have a
finite-dimensional subspace V' C Dom(gr) such that

qr(u) < AlJul?,
for w € V, then using Glazman’s lemma we obtain
N(T,\) > dim V.

We will also use the notation N(gr,\) := N(T, ). We use the notation T : H --+ H' for
a densely defined operator between two Hilbert spaces. A fact we use is that if there is a
closed densely defined operator ¢ : H --+ H' for some Hilbert space H' such that T = ¢*t,
then Dom(gr) = Dom(t) and gr(u,v) = (tu, tv).

2.2. Hilbert Complexes. A key aspect in our study of inequalities between Dirichlet
and Neumann Laplacian eigenvalues will be the usage of the de Rham complex on a
domain in R™ with appropriate boundary conditions. It is helpful to set this in an abstract
framework, so we first recall the notion of a Hilbert complex. We follow the presentation
of [BL92] and refer the reader there for further details. Below in Section 3 we specialize
to de Rham complexes.

Definition 2.2. A Hilbert complex written as (He,7s) Or

K T Ta—
0= Ho—2Hi — - Hag1 — Hg — 0,

consists of Hilbert spaces Ho, H1,...,Hq and closed, densely defined maps Ty : Hg --»
Hi+1 with the property that
ran(Ti—1) C ker(T%).
In other words, ran(Ty—1) C Dom(T%) and T}Tx—1 = 0.
We say that (Ha, Ts) is Fredholm if the cohomology groups

H*(H,,T,) := ker(T})/ ran(Ty_1),

are finite-dimensional. The Euler characteristic of a Fredholm Hilbert complex (H,,Ts)

is defined as
d

X(He,To) :=> (~1)* dim H*(H,,Ty). (2.2)
k=0
We say that (H,e,7Tse) has discrete spectrum if for any k the densely defined, self-adjoint
Laplacians
Apry = TpTe + Tp 1Ty - Hi - Hy,

have discrete spectrum.
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We note it is a stronger assumption to have discrete spectrum than being Fred-
holm. Moreover, each operator T} has closed range if the Hilbert complex (Ho,7s) is
Fredholm. Note also that Ay, = (T + T;_{)*(Tx + T;;_;) and hence Domgn, ,, =
DomTj, N Dom T} _;.

We will utilize Hilbert complexes (He, 7o) in order to compare the spectrum of the
bottom Laplacian Ag 7, = T37p and the top Laplacian Ay, = T4T;. We shall see
below that for the de Rham complex with an appropriate boundary condition, Ag 7, is
the Neumann realization of the Laplacian and Ay 7, is up to the Hodge star the Dirichlet
realization of the Laplacian. Assuming that (He,7s) is Fredholm, we have the Hodge
decomposition

Hi = ker(Ag,7,) ®ran(Ty) @ ran(Ty—1). (2.3)
In particular, if (He,7Ts) in fact has discrete spectrum we can deduce that
N(Akr,, A) = dimker(Ag,z,) + N(T3Tk; (0, A]) + N (Tr—1T_15 (0, A]). (2.4)

Here we use the notation N(T’;(0,)]) for the number of eigenvalues of a self-adjoint
operator T in the interval (0, A]. Combining such terms in an alternating sum, and using
that T}T} and T3, T} has the same non-zero spectrum including multiplicities, we conclude
the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that (He,Ts) is a Hilbert complex with discrete spectrum. Then
for any A > 0, we have an equality

d

Z(*l)kN(Ak,T. ,A) = x(He, To).
k=0

3. THE DE RHAM COMPLEX

We now turn to studying the de Rham complex with boundary conditions. The ma-
terial in this section is well known and can be found in the literature [BL92, Gil95]. The
reader uninitiated in differential forms and the de Rham complex can consult [War83] for
more details, or the more elementary text [GH19]. We take a smooth, oriented, compact
manifold with Lipschitz boundary M, or in other words, M is a precompact domain with
Lipschitz boundary in a smooth, oriented manifold. We write d for the dimension of
M. To carry out spectral geometry, we need to choose a Riemannian metric g on M.
We denote the Riemannian volume form by dV and the Riemannian volume density by
dz. The volume density will only be used as a measure in integrals so its difference to
differentials such as dz; will be clear. We write T*M — M for the cotangent bundle on
M. Abusing the notation, we write A¥T*M — M for the complexified bundle of degree
k-forms on M and A*T*M := EBZZO AET*M for the bundle of all complexified forms on
M.

For our application to the Friedlander’s inequality (1.1), we consider Lipschitz domains
in R? with the Euclidean metric. For notational clarity, we reserve the letter
for domains in R? and M for general manifolds. If  is a domain in R?, the basis
vectors of R¢ defines a frame and trivializations AFT*Q 22 Q x AFC?.

The exterior differential between differential forms is a well studied differential opera-
tor. We write the exterior differential on forms of degree k as

dg : C®°(M,AFT* M) — C°°(M, \FT1T* M) (3.1)

and the exterior differential on all forms as d: C®°(M,AN*T*M) — C°(M,N*T*M). We
also write § : C°(M,N*T*M) — C°(M, N*T*M) for the formal adjoint of d, decompos-
ing over the form degrees into

S+ C°(M, AFTIT* M) — C°°(M, A\*T* M). (3.2)
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The operator §; takes the form
O = (—1)k+1 *x 1 dg_r_1%,

where * denotes the Hodge star. The Hodge star xw of a k-form w is the n — k-form with
the property that for any real k-form w’,

W' A Kw = (W w) argepr dV

where (-, -) \k7+ s denotes the inner product on k-forms and dV denotes the Riemannian
volume form. The operator I) := d+4 is an elliptic first order differential operator, called
the Hodge-Dirac operator, and ¢2 coincides with the Hodge Laplacian on forms, see
[Gil95].

So far the discussion has only been concerned with differential expressions. Now we
turn to realizations of these operators on L2-spaces. We consider the Hilbert spaces

Hy. := L2(M; AFT* M), k=0,1,2,...,d.

There are several ways to realize the exterior differential and its adjoint on Hj as closed
operators, notably via the ideal boundary conditions defined as those boundary conditions
ensuring that we obtain a Hilbert complex. Such boundary conditions are discussed in
detail in [BL92]. We will only use the so-called maximal realization but for completeness
we also discuss the minimal realization.

o We shall write dj max for the maximal realization of dg, i.e. so u € Dom(dy max) if
and only if u € L2(M; AFT*M) satisfies that du € L2(M; A*¥+1T*M) where the
exterior differential is applied in a distributional sense. The reader should beware
that, for £ > 0 the domain of di max is substantially larger than Hl(M; /\kT*M).
It follows from [BL92, Section 4] that H'(M; A*T*M) is a core for di max-

e The minimal realization djmin of dj, i.e. the graph closure of d; acting on
C®(M°,A\*T*M). Also in this case, the reader should be aware that for k < d
the domain of d. i, is larger than H} (M; AFT* M) even if it follows from [BL92,
Section 4] that H}(M; A*T*M) forms a core for the operator.

Unless otherwise state, we use the maximal realization. We use the notation

Ak,a = dz,max dk,max + dkfl,max dlt—l,max'
The index a refers to its defining boundary condition which is called the absolute boundary
condition, it is called so for reasons that will become apparent in Theorem 3.3 and Remark
3.4 below. Note that dj_; ... is the minimal realization of d;_1. We make the following
observations from quadratic form considerations. We have that

*
AO,a = dO,max dO,max = ANv

is defined from the quadratic form with domain H!(M) so it is the Neumann realization
of the Hodge Laplacian on 0-forms. We have that

Ad,a = dg,max d;,max = Ap,

is defined from the quadratic form with domain H} (M, AYT*M) so it is the Dirich-
let realization of the Hodge Laplacian on d-forms. Indeed, the Hodge star L?(M) —
L3(M;NT*M), f — fdV implements a canonical identification of A, , with the Dirich-
let realization of the Laplacian on O-forms. Below in Lemma 3.2 we will see that the
domain of Ay, is contained in H(M;AFT*M), so by the Rellich theorem we obtain
that the Hilbert complex (L?(M;A*T*M),d,) has discrete spectrum as soon as M is a
compact manifold with Lipschitz boundary.

The operator Ay, is a realization of the Hodge Laplacian on k-forms, and the realiza-
tion is described by a boundary condition. Let us clarify the boundary condition defining
Ay for 0 < k < d and describe their form domains. We do so using the Hodge-Dirac
operator I) = d+6 and the results from [BL92]. The results in [BL92] are described for
smooth manifolds with boundary, but using [Hil85, Tel83] the results extend ad verbatim
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to Lipschitz manifolds with boundary. To state the results, we need further notation.
Write z,, for the inwards pointing normal coordinate near the boundary. For a k-form w
we can near the boundary write

w = wy +dz, Aws, (3.3)

where w; and wy are defined near the boundary and take values in A¥T*9M and AK=1T*0M
respectively. In other words, (3.3) uniquely decomposes w into components w; and wsy
not containing dx,,. Following [Gil95, Section 2.7.1] we can define the relative boundary
condition B, and the absolute boundary condition B, by

B,w = wi|lom= 0 and B,w := wa|gp= 0,
Theorem 3.1. Let M be a compact Lipschitz manifold with boundary. The operator

D, := dpax +d%,,, s a self-adjoint realization of the Hodge-Dirac operator Ip = d+6 with
domain contained in the Sobolev space HX(M;A*T*M). In fact,

Dom(D,) := {u € H (M; \N*T*M) : Byu=0},

and in the special case that M is a smooth manifold with smooth boundary then D, is a
Shapiro-Lopatinski elliptic boundary value problem.

The reader can find more details about Shapiro-Lopatinski elliptic boundary value
problems in [Agr97]. We refer the reader to [BL92, Theorem 4.1.1] for a proof of
Theorem 3.1. But to give the reader a feeling for the argument, we recall its salient
features. The main idea is to go to the doubled Lipschitz manifold M := 2M and let
o : M — M denote the flip map which is an involutive Lipeomorphism; in [BL92] they
remain within the smooth category. We equip M with the Riemannian structure mak-
ing « isometric. Now as in [BL92], the Hilbert complex (H,,de) defined from the de
Rham complex on M has only one ideal boundary condition (the minimal and maximal
realization coincides). We decompose into the +1-eigenspaces for o* as

(Ho,da) = (HS,d,) @ (H7,d,) -
——
=ker(a*—1) =ker(a*+1)
As in [BL92], one proves that
(He,dg)|ar = (Ho,demax) and  (HY,dg) [ = (He, de min).

From here, the proof proceeds as in [BL92] to show that dpmax + df ., is the realization
defined from the boundary condition B,. We note here that the relative boundary con-
dition B, arises in the same way but from the minimal realization dpyjy.

By construction, we have that
Dg = @g:OAk,aa
so we can describe the form domain of Ay , rather easily using Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 3.2. The quadratic form qj q associated with Ay, , takes the form

Q.a(W) = / (| dkw|2 + |5k,1w|2) dz,
M

and its domain is given by
Dom(gx,q) := Dom(dg,max) N Dom(dj_y o) = {u € H (M;AFT*M) : Bou=0}.
When M and its boundary are smooth, we can even describe the domain of Ay ,. We
define the boundary conditions B, for the Hodge Laplacian on k-forms Ay as
Byw := (Byw, By(d+0)w).

The identity D? = @gzoAk,aa Theorem 3.1 and elliptic regularity for Shapiro-Lopatinski
elliptic boundary value problems implies the following.
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Theorem 3.3. Let M be a smooth compact manifold with smooth boundary. The operator
Ak,a = dz,max dk,max + dkfl,max dzflﬁmaxy
is a self-adjoint realization of the Hodge Laplacian on k-forms with domain contained in

the Sobolev space H*(M; \NET*M). In fact, Ay o is a Shapiro-Lopatinski elliptic boundary
value problem and

Dom(Ay.q) == {u € H*(M; \*T*M) : Byu=0}.

We here impose the assumption that M is smooth to ensure that the Sobolev space
H?(M; A\*T*M) is well-defined and to be able to employ elliptic regularity. For instance,
Theorem 3.3 covers Euclidean domains with smooth boundary. For our considerations,
we only need the quadratic form domain (as described in Lemma 3.2) in the proofs of
eigenvalue inequalities. We note also that [Gil95, Lemma 2.7.2] ensures that (Ag, B,) is
self-adjoint from first principles, and not only from that it coincides with our operator
JAVAS

Let us verify again that Ay, coincides with the Neumann realization of the Hodge
Laplacian. In degree zero, B, (d+0)w = B, dow = 0., w|on. So by definition, for w €
C>®(M) = C>®(M,N\°T*M),

Baw = (0, 8Inw|3M).
In particular, in degree zero,
Baw =0« aznwa = 0,

which gives the desired Neumann boundary condition. If one wants to check that Ay, co-
incides with the Dirichlet realization, one computes that for w = wo dV € C>(M, A T* M),
with wg € C°(M) and dV = %(1) the Riemannian volume form, that

Bow = ((dzp—w)|on, 0), so Buw =0 < wolom = 0.

Here dz,—w denotes the contraction of w along the normal covector dx,,. Moreover, by
[Gil95, Lemma 2.7.1] the Hodge star x implements an identification of &¢_,Ay , with
the corresponding relative/minimal realization @Z:oAkm at the cost of flipping degree k&
forms to degree d — k-forms. Indeed, B,w =0 < B, xw = 0.

Remark 3.4. The content of [BL92, Theorem 4.1.2] is precisely that
ker(Agq) = H*(M;C).

This is the motivation for using the term absolute boundary conditions, since the as-
sociated space of harmonic forms realizes the absolute cohomology groups H*(M;C).
In particular, the definition of Euler characteristic (see Equation (2.2)) and the Hodge
decomposition (2.3) implies that

X(LP(M; AT M), do max) = X(M).
So, for any A > 0, Lemma 2.3 implies

d

D (1PN (Akar A) = x(M).
k=0

If we use the minimal/relative realization, we instead have the equalities
ker(Ay,) =2 H*(M,0M;C), and x(L*(M;A*T*M),demin) = x(M,0M),

where H*(M,OM;C) denotes the k:th relative cohomology with respect to the boundary
inclusion OM — M and x(M,0M) := ZZZO(—l)k dimc H*(M,0M;C). This is the
motivation for using the term relative boundary conditions, since the associated space of
harmonic forms realizes the relative cohomology groups H*(M,0M;C).
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3.1. Some computations on domains in R?. We are primarily interested in Q C R¢
being a domain. In this case, we use the standard basis for the exterior algebra. That
is, we construct an ON-basis dz; for the k-forms labeled by ordered sets I = {1 < i2 <
o+ <k}, wherei; € {1,...,d}, as

dzy :=dx;, Adxi, A+ Ada,.

In particular, we see that

tk AP T*Q = dim AFC? = (Z) : (3.4)

For instance, dzy A dza A - -+ A dzg is the basis element of choice for A?T*Q. In these
bases, for a function f € C°°(€2) we have that

D(fdar) = Ou, fday ANdap = sign(j, 1)0a, f dzp gy,

jer jerl

where sign(j, I) € { —1,1} is determined by dx; Adxp ; = sign(j, I) dz;. We then have

D°(fdar) = (Af)dar. (3.5)

In particular, Ay, is a realization of the scalar Laplacian on each of the basis vectors of
AFCA.

4. SPECTRAL PROPERTIES OF THE DE RHAM COMPLEX

In this section we use the notions and results introduced in the previous sections to
obtain estimates using the ideas from [Roh23] applied to the de Rham complex. We
combine them to prove Friedlander’s inequality (1.1) and in the next section they are
used to prove Rohleder’s inequality (1.2). We will henceforth only consider a domain
Q) C R¢ which is bounded, connected and has Lipschitz boundary. We provide a series of
rough estimates leading up to a new proof of Friedlander’s inequality (1.1). In particular
Lemma 4.3 provide a higher dimensional analog to estimates appearing in [Roh23, Roh24].
We believe they are of significant interest for future considerations improving estimates
between eigenvalues of Dirichlet and Neumann Laplacians, for instance the conjectural
bound (1.3).

Lemma 4.1. Let Q C R? be a connected and bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary for
d>2 and (Ak,a)k=o0,....a be the corresponding Hodge Laplacians on k-forms with absolute
boundary conditions. For A > 0 and 0 < k < d we have that

(Z) N(AgasA) € N(ApaA) < (Z) N(Bo.0,2).

Proof. Consider the quadratic form

d
Gr(u) == Z/ |(9lu|2 dz,
=179

with domain Dom(gy) = H (2, AFT*Q2). We also write qk,(0) for the restriction of gx to
HE (9, \FT*Q). We now explain how g and qk,(0) identifies with (Z) copies of qg, and
d,q respectively, and that there is a chain of extensions

Gr,0) € Qk,a S Grs

of quadratic forms. The lemma then follows from Glazman’s lemma (see Lemma 2.1
above).
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Firstly, we compare g and gy, (o) t0 qo,a and qa,q, respectively. Let e, for [ =1,..., (Z)

denote the standard ON-basis for A" C? inducing a frame for A" T*Q, that is, elements
of the form dzj, A--- Aday, with {{1,...,lx} € {1,...,d}. The unitary mapping

12,y o LX(Q, AFT*Q),
implemented by the choice of ON-basis maps H!((?, (C(Z>) — HY(Q,A*T*Q) and HE (1, (C(Z>) —
HE (9, AFT*Q). Tt is clear that this mapping identifies G and Gk, (0) With (,‘Z) copies of g 4
and gq,, respectively.
Secondly, we make some observations concerning the Hodge-Dirac operator Ip = d+¢
using Stokes’ theorem. For u,v € H (2, A*T*Q)) we have that
(I, v) 120 =) — (U, POY 1200 pe o) = (4.1)
(Bat, Brv) 200,07 00) — (Brt, Bav) 1290,/ 1+00)
which can be found in [Gil95, Equation (2.7.12)]. When u and v are smooth k-forms,
Equation (4.1) and the identity A = »’ imply
Qi (u, v) =(Agu, ) 2 Ak T+ Q) = (O, Us V) L2 (00, AR T+ )
=(Du, Pv) L2, no1+0) — (O Us V) L2(80, 0+ T+0)
+ (BalDu, Byv) 12(90,00700) — (BrlDu, Bav) 12(90,07+09)
=(Du, Pv) 120 pere0) + (Do Bat, Bov) 120,50 7-09) — (Do Bru, Bav) 1200, A T+00) 5
where D, denotes the Hodge-Dirac operator on the boundary d2. The last step uses the
facts that
B, = —ﬂaBa + By0,, and B.I) = ]ﬁaBT — By0s,, . (4.2)
See for example [Gil95, Equation (2.7.6)] for how one deduces (4.2). By an approximation
argument, we see that
G (u,v) = (Pu, Pv) 120 p-0)+ (Do Batt, Byv) 1290, 0T 09)

— (Do Bru, Bav) 12900 T+09)
for u,v € HY(Q, A*T*Q). The fact that we have an extension

Gr,(0) € Gk,a

is now immediate. Moreover, we can conclude that we have an extension

qk,a g (jka

from Theorem 3.1 and the fact that g q(u) = ||]Z)u|\%2(§27A*T*Q) for u € Dom(qi,q) =
Dom(D,) N L2(T*Q, AKT*Q). O

Remark 4.2. The naive estimate in Lemma 4.1 gives a first hint towards the appear-
ance of binomial coefficients in counting function estimates. This is interesting since
as the discussion in the introduction indicates, the optimal shift ¢ = ¢(d) for which
Nite(@ (ANn) < Xj(Ap) for all j is conjecturally a binomial coefficient, or a sum of bino-
mial coefficients, in d. Indeed, a small improvement in the choice of the subspace V in
the proof of Lemma 4.1 could lead to an improvement of the right size with respect the
conjecture.

Next, we give a natural generalization to higher dimensions of the main idea in [Roh23].
In Section 5, we will give further details on how this lemma translates into the results in
[Roh23, Roh24, KR24].



10 MAGNUS FRIES, MAGNUS GOFFENG, GERMAN MIRANDA

Lemma 4.3. Let Q C R? be a connected and bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary
with d > 2 and (Agq)k=0,....a be the corresponding Hodge Laplacians on k-forms with
absolute boundary conditions. For A > 0,

d N(Adya, /\) + m(Adya, /\) < N(Adfl,ay )\)

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.1, we let N := N(Ag4,A) and select N orthonor-
mal eigenfunctions f1dV,..., fndV of Ay, with eigenvalues less or equal to A. Consider
the dN-dimensional space

Vi i=Span{ fjdz; : j=1,...,N, l=1,....d} C H}(Q; A*'T*Q)

where (I:;l :=dxy A---Adxzy_1 Adxzypq A- - - deg denotes the standard ON-basis for A?~1C<.
We can estimate gg—1,q(u) < )\||u||2LQ(QAAd,1T*Q) for u € V7.
Next, we will consider the space

Vo :=dg—1 ker(Agq — A)

for which dim Vo = dim d4—1(ker(Agq — A)) = dim(ker(Agqe — A)) = m(Ag,q, A). We will
show that V1NV, = 0, that is, if §4_19 € V4 for some g € ker(Ag ,—A) then g is identically
zero (this proof is similar to [LMP23, Lemma 3.2.36]). We denote by 7 the trace operator.
Since g € ker(Ag, — A) we have that g € H}(; AYT*Q), which implies that vog = 0.
Moreover, since §4_19 € Vi C H&(Q;/\d_lT*Q) we have that v9dg—19 = 0. This means
that we can extend g by zero to § € H'(R?; AYRY). For any v € C2°(R%4; AYRY)

<6d—1§a6d—1U>L2(]R'i;/\d*1]Rd) = <5d—1ga6d—1'U>L2(Q;/\'i*1T*Q)

= (Adg, V) L2(0snd1+0)

)\<gv U>L2(Q;/\dT*Q)
>\<g7 'U>L2(]Rd;/\d]Rd),

where the boundary term is zero because 7d4_19 = 0. Therefore, § € H'(R?; AYC?) is
a solution of Agg = Aj in the weak sense on R?. By elliptic regularity, we get that § is
real-analytic. Since §|Rd\9 = 0, then unique continuation results imply that ¢ = 0. This
ensures that the space V :=V; + V5 has

dim(V) =d N +m(Agq, ). (4.3)

Lastly, for u € V of the form u = v; + vy with v; € V; C H}(Q,A4"1T*Q) and vy € Vo C
ker(Ag—_1,, — A) we see that

Qdfl,a(u) = [|[dg—1v1 + dd—1U2||2L2(Q;AdT*Q) + ||5d72vl||i2(Q;Adf2T*Q)

= qa-1,a(v1) + |da-1v2]| T2 (g pap-g) + 2Re(dd-101, da-102) 2 (00740

= ¢a-1,a(v1) + Al|v2]| 720 na- 17+ ) + 2ARe(V1, v2) £2(0;n07+ )

< MullZa@ina-17-0)
The result follows from Glazman’s lemma using the linear subspace V. O
Proof of the Friedlander’s inequality (1.1). Note that Lemma 4.1 and 4.3 imply that

AN (Ap, ) + m(Ap,\) <dN(An, A).
From this inequality we conclude the Friedlander’s inequality (1.1)
Aj+1(ANn) < Aj(Ap).

Indeed, take A = X;(Ap) and use Equation (2.1) in combination with the fact that
N(T, ) >z if and only if Ar,7(T) < A. O
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5. COMPARING FORMS TO VECTORS IN TWO AND THREE DIMENSIONS

The aim of this section is to rewrite the results of Section 4 in vector operators in two
and three dimensions to see how our results compare to those in [Roh23, Roh24, KR24].

5.1. Inequalities in dimension 2. Let Q C R? be a connected and bounded domain
with Lipschitz boundary. In two dimensions, the exterior differential on 1-forms intro-
duced in (3.1) acts as

dl(ul dx1 + us dl‘g) = ( — &Czul + GZIUQ) dzy A das,
and the formal adjoint of the exterior differential on 0-forms introduced in (3.2) as
do(u1 dzy + ug dze) = Oy, u1 + gy us,

which can be identified with the differential expressions w(u) := 0y, ug — Og,u; and divu
introduced in [Roh23]. In other words, the form q1,q associated with A; , with domain
Dom(g1, a) = Dom(dy max) N Dom(dp,max) is exactly the same as

afu,v] = / (divudive + w(uw)w(v)) dz,
Q
with
Doma = {u € L*(Q)? : divu,w(u) € L*(Q), (ulpq,v) =0},
where v the unit normal vector, introduced in [Roh23, Section 3]. This means that the

operator A introduced in [Roh23, Proposition 3.1] coincides with A ,. Next, we present
[Roh23, Theorem 4.1] and give an analogous proof using Lemma 4.3.

Proposition 5.1. Let Q C R? be a connected and bounded domain with Lipschitz bound-
ary. Let 7 =1,2,... then

Ajtx(@)+m(Ap 2 (ap) (An) < Aj(Ap). (5.1)

Proof. We let j € N, and fix XA := X\j(Ag,) as well as m = m(Agq,Aj(A24)). By
Lemma 4.3 we know that

2N (Ag,q,A) +m < N(Aq e, N), (5.2)
and by Lemma 2.3 we have
N(Ao,a:A) = N(A1,a,A) + N(Az0, A) = X (). (5.3)
Combining (5.2) with (5.3)
N(Ao,a, A) >x(Q) + N(Az0, \) +m
which gives (5.1) since Ay = Ay, and Ap = Az, (see Section 3). O

Corollary 5.2. [Roh23, Theorem 4.1] Let Q C R? be a simply connected and bounded
domain with Lipschitz boundary. Then

Aj+2(AN) < Aj(Ap)
forallj=1,23,....

Proof. If Q C R? is simply connected, then x(Q) = 1, so the result follows from Proposition 5.1
and m(AD,)\](AD))Zl O

Remark 5.3. If Q C R? is non-simply connected, Proposition 5.1 contains no new infor-
mation beyond Friedlander’s inequality (1.1). In fact, if Q has g = 1 holes we retrieve
Friedlander’s inequality (1.1), for ¢ = 2 holes then x(2) = —1 and Proposition 5.1 gives
the same bound as simply applying Glazman’s lemma to the fact that the form domain
of Ap is contained in the form domain of Ay. If 2 has g > 2 holes, Proposition 5.1 gives
a worse bound than variational principles.
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Remark 5.4. In the previous corollary we used the fact that m(Ap, A;(Ap)) > 1. Note
that keeping the multiplicity term in (5.1) will give
Ajr14m(ap A (ap) (AN) < Aj(Ap).

This inequality can be observed in the case of the unit disc where m(Ap, A2(Ap)) = 2, i.e.
A2(Ap) = A3(Ap). For the disc we know that As(Ax) < A3(Ap) but A¢(An) = A3(Ap),
where this equality comes from the fact that the zeros j, , of the m:th Bessel function
Jm(r) and the positive zeros jy, ,, of the derivative J}, (r) fulfill j1 ,, = jj 41 for n € N.

Remark 5.5. Rohleder was able to obtain strict inequality in (5.1) for simply connected
domains if A, (Ap) is a simple eigenvalue or 9 contains a straight line segment. We refer
to [Roh23, Theorem 4.1] for the proof.

5.2. Rohleder’s bound on eigenvalues for the curl curl operator. Let Q c R?
be a connected and bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. We can define a positive,
self-adjoint operator

¢:= dd72,max d:lfzmaxa
which is densely defined on the Hilbert subspace

ker(dg—1 max) C L2(Q,ATTIT*Q).
The form associated with the operator € takes the form

qe(u) := |5d,2u|2dz,
Q

that by Lemma 3.2 has the domain
Dom(qe) =ker(dg—1,max) N Dom(dy 5 1ax)
= {u € ker(dg—1 max) N HY (U ATIT*Q) - Bou=0}.

For a (d — 1)-form u, we can near the boundary write u = ugdVy + dz, A us where
ug is a scalar function, dVy the volume form on 92 induced from the Euclidean metric,
and ug is a section to AT72T*9€). In particular, if u € ker(dg_1 max) N H(; AT71T*Q)
then B,u = 0 if and only if us|sg = 0. In analogy with [Roh24], we call € the curl curl
operator.

Proposition 5.6. Let Q C R? be a connected and bounded domain with Lipschitz bound-
ary and write € for its curl curl operator. Let j =1,2,... then

Ad=1)j+m(ap.2 (ap) (€) < Aj(AD). (5.4)
Proof. By the definition of € and the Hodge decomposition, we have for A > 0 that
N(€, ) = dim(ker(Ag—1,a)) + N(dd—2,max dg—2 max; (0, A])-
In particular, using Equation (2.4)
N(€A) = N(Ad—1,0;A) = N(dg_1 max da—1,max; (0, A])
= N(Ad-1,0,A) = N(Ap, A).
From Lemma 4.3, we see that
N(€X) > (d—1) N(Ap,\) + m(Ap, N),
and the proof is complete. (|
In three dimensions, the exterior codifferential §; on 2-forms acts as
01(u1 dae A dzg+ug das A dxy + uzday A das)
= (Ouz — O3uz) dzq + (O1us — Osu1) dwe + (O2ur — Orusz) dus,

so up to the Hodge star we can identify §; with the curl operator in three dimensions. A
similar computation shows that ds can be identified with the divergence of vector fields.
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We note the discussion above shows that a 2-form u belongs to Dom(ge) if and only if
dou = 0 in distributional sense and xu restricts to the zero form on 9. If we identify
2-forms with vector fields via the Hodge star, this means that u belongs to Dom(ge¢) if and
only if div(u) = 0 in distributional sense and u x v = 0 on 9. We see that in dimension 3,
¢ coincides with the curl curl operator defined in [Roh24] and in the notation of [Roh24],
Aj(€) = ¢;. In particular, Proposition 5.6 extends [Roh24, Theorem 1.1] from dimension
three to arbitrary dimension.

Remark 5.7. In [Roh24, Theorem 1.1] strict inequality in (5.4) is attained when  is a
polyhedron or Ax(Ap) is a simple eigenvalue. An analogous proof could be carried on to
obtain strict inequality between € and Ap for d > 2.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Jonathan Rohleder for his comments on an early version of the paper. We
thank Mikael Persson Sundqvist for the useful discussions. We are most grateful to
Matthias Lesch for his careful explanations and helpful remarks on [BL92]. G.M. would
like to thank Daniel Sahlberg for providing numerical examples concerning domains in
two dimensions.

REFERENCES

[Agr97] M. S. Agranovich. Elliptic boundary problems. In Partial differential equations, IX, volume 79
of Encyclopaedia Math. Sci., pages 1-144, 275-281. Springer, Berlin, 1997. Translated from the
Russian by the author.

[Avi86] Patricio Aviles. Symmetry theorems related to Pompeiu’s problem. Amer. J. Math.,
108(5):1023-1036, 1986.

[BL92] J. Briining and M. Lesch. Hilbert complexes. Journal of Functional Analysis, 108(1):88-132,
August 1992.

[BLP09] Rafael Benguria, Michael Levitin, and Leonid Parnovski. Fourier transform, null variety, and
Laplacian’s eigenvalues. J. Funct. Anal., 257(7):2088-2123, 2009.

[CMS19] Graham Cox, Scott Scott MacLachlan, and Luke Steeves. Isoperimetric relations between
Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues, June 2019. arXiv:1906.10061.

[FHL24] Rupert L. Frank, Bernard Helffer, and Ari Laptev. Inequalities between Dirichlet and Neumann
eigenvalues on Carnot groups, November 2024. arXiv:2411.11168.

[Filo4]  N. Filonov. On an inequality for the eigenvalues of the Dirichlet and Neumann problems for
the Laplace operator. Algebra i Analiz, 16(2):172-176, 2004.

[FL10] Rupert L. Frank and Ari Laptev. Inequalities between Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues on
the Heisenberg group. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, 2010(15):2889-2902, 2010.

[Fre24] Pedro Freitas. On the (growing) gap between Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues, May 2024.
arXiv:2405.18079.

[Fri91] Leonid Friedlander. Some inequalities between Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues. Arch. Ra-
tional Mech. Anal., 116(2):153-160, 1991.

[GH19] Victor Guillemin and Peter Haine. Differential forms. World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd.,
Hackensack, NJ, 2019.

[Gil95]  Peter B. Gilkey. Invariance theory, the heat equation, and the Atiyah-Singer index theorem.
Studies in Advanced Mathematics. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, second edition, 1995.

[Hil85]  Michel Hilsum. Signature operator on Lipschitz manifolds and unbounded Kasparov bimodules.
In Operator algebras and their connections with topology and ergodic theory (Busteni, 1983),
volume 1132 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 254-288. Springer, Berlin, 1985.

[KR24] James B. Kennedy and Jonathan Rohleder. On the hot spots conjecture in higher dimensions,
October 2024. arXiv:2410.00816.

[LMP23] Michael Levitin, Dan Mangoubi, and Iosif Polterovich. Topics in spectral geometry, volume 237
of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2023.

[Lot24]  Vladimir Lotoreichik. Inequalities between Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues of the magnetic
Laplacian, May 2024. arXiv:2405.12077.

[LW86] Howard A. Levine and Hans F. Weinberger. Inequalities between Dirichlet and Neumann eigen-
values. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 94(3):193-208, 1986.

[Maz91] Rafe Mazzeo. Remarks on a paper of L. Friedlander concerning inequalities between Neumann
and Dirichlet eigenvalues: “Some inequalities between Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues”



14

[Pay55]

[P6152]
[Roh21]

[Roh23]
[Roh24]
[SF10]

[Shu20]

[Tel83]

[War83]

MAGNUS FRIES, MAGNUS GOFFENG, GERMAN MIRANDA

[Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 116 (1991), no. 2, 153-160; MR1143438 (93h:35146)]. Internat.
Math. Res. Notices, (4):41-48, 1991.

L. E. Payne. Inequalities for eigenvalues of membranes and plates. J. Rational Mech. Anal.,
4:517-529, 1955.

G. Pélya. Remarks on the foregoing paper. J. Math. Physics, 31:55-57, 1952.

Jonathan Rohleder. Inequalities between Neumann and Dirichlet eigenvalues of Schrédinger
operators. J. Spectr. Theory, 11(3):915-933, 2021.

Jonathan Rohleder. Inequalities between Neumann and Dirichlet Laplacian eigenvalues on pla-
nar domains, June 2023. arXiv:2306.12922 version: 1.

Jonathan Rohleder. Curl curl versus Dirichlet Laplacian eigenvalues, April 2024.
arXiv:2404.11301.

Yu. G. Safarov and N. D. Filonov. Asymptotic estimates for the difference between Dirichlet
and Neumann counting functions. Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen., 44(4):54-64, 2010.

Mikhail Shubin. Invitation to partial differential equations, volume 205 of Graduate Studies
in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2020. Edited and with a
foreword by Maxim Braverman, Robert McOwen and Peter Topalov, Translated from the 2001
Russian original.

Nicolae Teleman. The index of signature operators on Lipschitz manifolds. Inst. Hautes Etudes
Sci. Publ. Math., (58):39-78, 1983.

Frank W. Warner. Foundations of differentiable manifolds and Lie groups, volume 94 of Grad-
uate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin, 1983. Corrected reprint of the
1971 edition.

(M. Fries) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, LUND UNIVERSITY, SWEDEN
Email address: magnus.fries@math.lth.se

(M. Goffeng) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, LUND UNIVERSITY, SWEDEN
Email address: magnus.goffeng@math.lth.se

(G. Miranda) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, LUND UNIVERSITY, SWEDEN
Email address: german.miranda@math.lth.se



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Variational principle
	2.2. Hilbert Complexes

	3. The de Rham complex
	3.1. Some computations on domains in  Rd

	4. Spectral properties of the de Rham complex
	5. Comparing forms to vectors in two and three dimensions
	5.1. Inequalities in dimension 2
	5.2. Rohleder's bound on eigenvalues for the curl curl operator

	Acknowledgements
	References

