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Inequalities for eigenvalues of Laplacian and biharmonic

operators on submanifolds

Yong Luo∗, Xianjing Zheng

Abstract

In this paper we study eigenvalues of Laplacian and biharmonic operators on com-
pact domains in complete manifolds. We establish several new inequalities for eigenval-
ues of Laplacian and biharmonic operators respectively by using Sobolev type inequal-
ities.
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1 Introduction

Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and Ω a bounded connected
domain in M . Let ∆ and ∆2 denote the Laplacian and biharmonic operators acting on
functions on M respectively. The Dirichlet eigenvalue problem is stated as:

{

∆u = −λu in Ω,
u|∂Ω = 0.

(1.1)

Let

0 < λ1 < λ2 ≤ λ3 ≤ · · · ,

denote the successive eigenvalues of (1.1). Here each eigenvalue is repeated according to its
multiplicity.

Generally, if an equality of eigenvalus requires no hypotheses on the geometric quantities
of the domain Ω (other than its dimension), it is called a universal inequality. Universal
inequality is an important area in the study of the spectrum of ∆ and many works have
been done during the past decades. Now we give a brief introduction of the main results.

The study of universal inequalities for (1.1) was initiated by Payne, Pólya, and Wein-
berger [12] in 1956, they proved

λk+1 − λk ≤
2

k

k
∑

i=1

λi
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for Ω ⊂ R
2. Exactly by the same proof, their result can promoted to dimension n as

λk+1 − λk ≤
4

kn

k
∑

i=1

λi

for Ω ⊂ R
n.

In 1980, Hile and Protter [7] proved

k
∑

i=1

λi

λk+1 − λi
≥

kn

4
.

In 1991, Yang [15] proved

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(

λk+1 −

(

1 +
4

n

)

λi

)

≤ 0,

which is called Yang’s first inequality. It can be derived from this inequality that

λk+1 ≤
1

k

(

1 +
4

n

) k
∑

i=1

λi,

which is called Yang’s second inequality.
When M is isometrically immersed in Rm , Chen and Cheng [3] and Soufi, Harrel and

Ilias [13] have proved independently that

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 ≤

4

n

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(

λi +
n2

4
H2

0

)

, (1.2)

where H0 = maxx∈Ω |H| and H is the mean curvature vector of M .
Next we consider the eigenvalue problem for the biharmonic operator or the so-called

clamped plate problem, which is given by
{

∆2u = Γu in Ω,

u|∂Ω = ∂u
∂ν

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0.

(1.3)

where ν denotes the outward unit normal to the boundary ∂Ω.
The study on universal inequalities for eigenvalues of the clamped plate problem can be

traced back to 1950s. When M is a Euclidean space Rn , Payne, Pólya and Weinberger [12]
in 1956 proved that the eigenvalues {Γi}

∞
i=1 of the problem (1.3) satisfy

Γk+1 − Γk ≤
8(n + 2)

n2

1

k

k
∑

i=1

Γi. (1.4)

In 1984, Hile and Yeh [8] strengthened (1.4) and obtained

n2k3/2

8n + 2

(

k
∑

i=1

Γi

)− 1
2

≤

k
∑

i=1

Γ
1
2
i

Γk+1 − Γi
.

2



In 1990, Chen and Qian [4], and Hook [9] independently proved the following inequality

n2k2

8(n + 2)
≤

(

k
∑

i=1

Γ
1/2
i

)(

k
∑

i=1

Γ
1/2
i

Γk+1 − Γi

)

.

In Ashbaugh’s survey paper [1] on recent developments on eigenvalue problems, he asked
if we can establish an analog of Yang’s first inequality for the eigenvalues of the clamped
plate problem. In 2006, Cheng and Yang solved this problem in [6] by proving that

Γk+1 −
1

k

k
∑

i=1

Γi ≤

[

8(n + 2)

n2

] 1
2 1

k

k
∑

i=1

[Γi (Γk+1 − Γi)]
1
2 .

In 2010, Cheng, Ichikawa and Mametsuka [5] proved that if M is an n-dimensional
submanifold isometrically immersed in a Euclidean space with mean curvature vector H ,
then

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2 ≤

1

n2

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
(

n2H2
0 + (2n + 4)Γ

1/2
i

)(

n2H2
0 + 4Γ

1/2
i

)

, (1.5)

where H0 = supΩ |H|.
In 2011, Wang and Xia [14] strengthened the inequality (1.5) by Cheng, Ichikawa and

Mametsuka and obtained

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2 ≤

1

n

{

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
(

n2H2
0 + (2n + 4)Γ

1/2
i

)

}1/2

×

{

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
(

n2H2
0 + 4Γ

1/2
i

)

}1/2

. (1.6)

In this paper we study eigenvalues of the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem and the clamped
plate problem on compact domains in complete Riemannian manifolds. When the manifolds
are isometrically immersed in a Euclidean space, by using Sobolev type inequalities, we
obtain several new inequalities which involve integral of the mean curvature vector field.
We have

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold (n ≥ 3) and
let Ω be a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω in M . Let D(M) denotes the space
of C∞ functions with compact support in M . Assume that M is isometrically immersed in
Rm with mean curvature vector H, and there exists a constant C1 > 0 such that for any
u ∈ D(M) ,

(
∫

M
|u|2n/(n−2)

)(n−2)/n

≤ C1

∫

M
|∇u|2. (1.7)
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Denote by λi the ith eigenvalue of the problem (1.1). Then

n

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 ≤

(

4 + n2C1‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω)

)

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)λi, (1.8)

where ‖|H|‖Ln(Ω) = (
∫

Ω |H|ndvolg)
1
n .

Theorem 1.2. Under the same assumption as in the Theorem 1.1, and denote by Γi the
ith eigenvalue of the clamped plate problem (1.3). Then

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2 ≤

1

n

{

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
(

n2C1‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω) + 2n+ 4)Γ
1/2
i

)

}1/2

×

{

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
(

n2C1‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω) + 4)Γ
1/2
i

)

}1/2

. (1.9)

Since ‖|H|‖Ln(Ω) ≤ ‖|H|‖Ln(M), directly from Theorems 1.1, 1.2 we obtain the following
universal inequalities.

Corollary 1.3. Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold (n ≥ 3) and
let Ω be a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω in M . Let D(M) denotes the space
of C∞ functions with compact support in M . Assume that M is isometrically immersed in
Rm with mean curvature vector H, and there exists a constant C1 > 0 such that for any
u ∈ D(M) ,

(∫

M
|u|2n/(n−2)

)(n−2)/n

≤ C1

∫

M
|∇u|2.

Denote by λi the ith eigenvalue of the problem (1.1). Then

n

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 ≤

(

4 + n2C1‖|H|‖2Ln(M)

)

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)λi.

Corollary 1.4. Under the same assumption as in the Theorem 1.1, and denote by Γi the
ith eigenvalue of the clamped plate problem (1.3). Then

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2 ≤

1

n

{

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
(

n2C1‖|H|‖2Ln(M) + 2n+ 4)Γ
1/2
i

)

}1/2

×

{

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
(

n2C1‖|H|‖2Ln(M) + 4)Γ
1/2
i

)

}1/2

.

Remark 1.5. Let (M,g) be a complete Riemannian n-manifold of infinite volume. Let
D(M) be the space of C∞ functions with compact support in M and λD

1 (M) denotes the
first eigenvalue of the Laplacian for the Dirichlet problem on Ω.The following two statements
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are equivalent.
(1) There exists C0 > 0 such that for any u ∈ D(M) ,

(
∫

M
|u|2n/(n−2)

)(n−2)/n

≤ C0

∫

M
|∇u|2

(2) There exists Λ > 0 such that for any Ω ⊂⊂ M , λD
1 (Ω) ≥ ΛV olg(Ω)

−2/n .

Theorem 1.6. Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and Ω a
bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω in M . Assume that M is isometrically immersed
in Rm with mean curvature vector H. Suppose that ‖|H|‖Ln(Ω)C2 < 1 , where C2 is the
constant in Michael-Simon’s Sobolev inequality. Denote by λi the ith eigenvalue of the
problem (1.1). Then

n

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 ≤

(

4 + n2Cs ‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω)

)

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)λi, (1.10)

where Cs =
(

C2
1−‖|H|‖Ln(Ω)C2

2(n−1)
n−2

)2
.

Theorem 1.7. Under the same assumption as in the Theorem 1.6, and denote by Γi the
ith eigenvalue of the clamped plate problem (1.3). Then

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2 ≤

1

n

{

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
(

n2Cs ‖|H|‖Ln(Ω) + 2n + 4)Γ
1/2
i

)

}1/2

×

{

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
(

n2Cs ‖|H|‖Ln(Ω) + 4)Γ
1/2
i

)

}1/2

, (1.11)

where Cs =
(

C2
1−‖|H|‖Ln(Ω)C2

2(n−1)
n−2

)2
.

From Theorems 1.6, 1.7, we obtain the following universal inequalities.

Corollary 1.8. Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and Ω a
bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω in M . Assume that M is isometrically immersed
in Rm with mean curvature vector H. Suppose that ‖|H|‖Ln(M)C2 < 1 , where C2 is the
constant in Michael-Simon’s Sobolev inequality. Denote by λi the ith eigenvalue of the
problem (1.1). Then

n

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 ≤

(

4 + n2Cs ‖|H|‖2Ln(M)

)

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)λi,

where Cs =
(

C2
1−‖|H|‖Ln(M)C2

2(n−1)
n−2

)2
.
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Corollary 1.9. Under the same assumption as in the Theorem 1.6, and denote by Γi the
ith eigenvalue of the clamped plate problem (1.3). Then

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2 ≤

1

n

{

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
(

n2Cs ‖|H|‖2Ln(M) + 2n+ 4)Γ
1/2
i

)

}1/2

×

{

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
(

n2Cs ‖|H|‖2Ln(M) + 4)Γ
1/2
i

)

}1/2

,

where Cs =
(

C2
1−‖|H|‖Ln(M)C2

2(n−1)
n−2

)2
.

2 Michael-Simon’s type Sobolev inequality

The Michael-Simon’s Sobolev inequality is well known as the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1 ([11]). Let M be an n-dimensional submanifold immersed in R
n+p with mean

carvature vector H. Then for any function h ∈ C1
0 (M) , we have

(
∫

M
|h|

n
n−1

)
n−1
n

≤ C2

(
∫

M
|∇h|+

∫

M
|H||h|

)

,

where C2 is a constant depends only on dimension n .

In the latter sections we will need the following corollary proved by Li, Xu and Zhou
for Ω = M :

Lemma 2.2 ([10]). Let M be an n-dimensional submanifold immersed in R
n+p with mean

carvature vector H. Suppose that Ω is a smooth open domain in M and ‖H‖Ln(Ω)C2 < 1 ,
where C2 is the constant in Lemma 2.1. Then for any f ∈ C1

0 (Ω) , we have

(∫

Ω
|f |

2n
n−2

)
n−2
n

≤ Cs

∫

Ω
|∇f |2,

where Cs =
(

C2
1−‖H‖Ln(Ω)C2

2(n−1)
n−2

)2
.

Proof. For the reader’s convenience, we give a proof of this lemma here. For a function
h ∈ C1

0 (Ω) as in Lemma 2.1, by Hölder’s inequality, we have

∫

M
|H||h| ≤

(∫

Ω
|h|

n
n−1

)
n−1
n

‖H‖Ln(Ω).

Therefore by the Michael-Simon’s Sobolev inequality in Lemma 2.1 and the inequality above
we get

(
∫

Ω
|h|

n
n−1

)
n−1
n

≤
C2

1− ‖H‖Ln(Ω)C2

∫

Ω
|∇h|.
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Now for any f ∈ C1
0 (Ω) , let h = f

2(n−1)
n−2 , we get

(∫

Ω
f

2n
n−2

)
n−1
n

≤
C2

1− ‖H‖Ln(Ω)C2

2(n− 1)

n− 2

∫

Ω
|f |

n
n−2 |∇f |

≤
C2

1− ‖H‖C2

2(n − 1)

n− 2

(∫

M
f

2n
n−2

)
1
2
(∫

M
|∇f |2

)
1
2

.

Then the conclusion follows easily. Substituting (5.4) into (5.1), we can prove (1.10). ✷

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof. Assume that ui, i = 1, ...k, are eigenfunctions of the Dirichlet problem with eigen-
values λi, such that

∫

Ω
uiuj = δij .

The first part of the proof can be found in [13]. To prove Theorem 1.1 we will need the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. For any smooth function F on M and any positive integer k one has

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 〈[−∆, F ]ui, Fui〉L2(Ω) ≤

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi) ‖[−∆, F ]ui‖
2
L2(Ω) ,

where[·, ·] denotes the commutator of two operators B and C via [B,C] = BC − CB.

This lemma can be found in [2], so we skip the proof here.
Now let X : M −→ Rm be an isometric immersion, and X1, . . . , Xm the components

of the immersion X. A straightforward calculation gives

[−∆,Xα]ui = (−∆Xα) ui − 2∇Xα · ∇ui.

By integrating by parts we obtain

〈[−∆,Xα]ui,Xαui〉L2(Ω) =

∫

Ω
|∇Xα|

2
u2i .

thus

∑

α

〈[−∆,Xα]ui,Xαui〉L2(Ω) =
∑

α

∫

Ω
|∇Xα|

2 u2i = n

∫

Ω
u2i = n

On the other hand, we have

‖[−∆,Xα]ui‖
2
L2(Ω) =

∫

Ω
((−∆Xα) ui − 2∇Xα · ∇ui)

2
.

7



Since X is an isometric immersion, it follows that

(∆X1, . . . ,∆Xm) = nH
m
∑

α=1

(∇Xα · ∇ui)
2 = |∇ui|

2

m
∑

α=1

(−∆Xα)ui∇Xα · ∇ui =
n

2
H · ∇u2i = 0.

Using all these facts, we get

m
∑

α=1

‖[−∆,Xα]ui‖
2
L2(Ω) = n2

∫

Ω
|H|2u2i + 4

∫

Ω
|∇ui|

2
.

Since
∫

Ω
|∇ui|

2 = λi,

using Lemma 3.1 we obtain

n

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 ≤

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(

n2

∫

Ω
|H|2u2i + 4λi

)

, (3.1)

Using Hölder’s inequality, we have
∫

Ω
|H|2u2i ≤ ‖ui‖

2
L2p(Ω) ‖|H|‖2

L
2p
p−1 (Ω)

.

Letting p = n
n−2 and using Lemma 2.1 we obtain

∫

Ω
|H|2u2i ≤ C1 ‖∇ui‖

2
L2(Ω) ‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω) . (3.2)

Substituting (3.2) into (3.1), we can prove (1.8). ✷

4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

The first part of the proof can be found in [14]. To prove Theorem 1.2, we need the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.1 ([14]). Let Γi, i=1, . . . , k+1, be the ith eigenvalue of the Clamped plate
problem and ui the orthonormal eigenfunction corresponding to Γi , that is,

∆2ui = Γiui in Ω, ui|∂Ω =
∂ui

∂ν

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂Ω

= 0,

∫

M
uiuj = δij , ∀ i, j = 1, 2, . . . , k + 1.

8



Then for any smooth function h: Ω→ R , we have

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
∫

Ω
u2i |∇h|2

≤ δ

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
∫

Ω

(

u2i (∆h)2 + 4
(

〈∇h,∇ui〉
2 + ui∆h 〈∇h,∇ui〉

)

− 2ui|∇h|2∆ui

)

+

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)

δ

∫

Ω

(

〈∇h,∇ui〉+
ui∆h

2

)2

, (4.1)

where δ is any positive constant.

Proof. For i = 1, . . . , k , consider the functions φi : Ω → R given by

φi = hui −

k
∑

j=1

rijuj,

where

rij =

∫

Ω
huiuj .

Since φi|∂Ω = ∂φi

∂v

∣

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0 and

∫

Ω
ujφi = 0,∀i, j = 1, . . . , k,

it follows from the Rayleigh-Ritz inequality that

Γk+1 ≤

∫

Ω φi∆
2φi

∫

Ω φ2
i

. (4.2)

We have

∫

Ω
φi∆

2φi =

∫

Ω
φi



∆2 (hui)−

k
∑

j=1

rijΓjuj





=

∫

Ω
φi∆

2 (hui)

=

∫

Ω
φi (∆ (ui∆h) + 2∆ 〈∇h,∇ui〉+ 2 〈∇h,∇ (∆ui)〉+∆h∆ui + Γihui)

= Γi ‖φi‖
2 +

∫

Ω
φi (∆ (ui∆h) + 2∆ 〈∇h,∇ui〉+ 2 〈∇h,∇ (∆ui)〉+∆h∆ui)

= Γi ‖φi‖
2 +

∫

Ω
hui (∆ (ui∆h) + 2∆ 〈∇h,∇ui〉+ 2 〈∇h,∇ (∆ui)〉+∆h∆ui)

−
k
∑

j=1

rijsij (4.3)

9



where ‖φi‖
2 =

∫

Ω φ2
i and

sij =

∫

Ω
uj (∆ (ui∆h) + 2∆ 〈∇h,∇ui〉+ 2 〈∇h,∇ (∆ui)〉+∆h∆ui) .

Multiplying the equation ∆2ui = Γiui by huj , we have

huj∆
2ui = Γihuiuj. (4.4)

Changing the roles of i and j , one gets

hui∆
2uj = Γjhuiuj. (4.5)

Subtracting (4.4) from (4.5) and integrating the resulted equation on Ω , we get by using
the divergence theorem that

(Γj − Γi) rij =

∫

Ω

(

hui∆
2uj − huj∆

2ui
)

=

∫

Ω
(∆ (hui)∆uj −∆(huj)∆ui)

=

∫

Ω
((ui∆h+ 2 〈∇h,∇ui〉)∆uj − ((uj∆h+ 2 〈∇h,∇uj〉)∆ui)

=

∫

Ω
(uj (∆ (ui∆h) + 2∆ 〈∇h,∇ui〉)− uj∆h∆ui + 2uj div (∆ui∇h))

=

∫

Ω
uj (∆ (ui∆h) + 2∆ 〈∇h,∇ui〉+∆h∆ui + 2 〈∇∆ui,∇h〉)

= sij, (4.6)

where for a vector field Z on Ω, divZ denotes the divergence of Z . Observe that
∫

Ω
hui (∆ (ui∆h) + 2∆ 〈∇h,∇ui〉+ 2 〈∇h,∇ (∆ui)〉+∆h∆ui)

=

∫

Ω
(∆ (hui)ui∆h+ 2∆(hui) 〈∇h,∇ui〉 − 2∆ui div (hui∇h) + hui∆h∆ui)

=

∫

Ω

(

u2i (∆h)2 + 4
(

〈∇h,∇ui〉
2 + ui∆h 〈∇h,∇ui〉

)

− 2ui|∇h|2∆ui

)

. (4.7)

It follows from (4.2) , (4.3), (4.6) and (4.7) that

(Γk+1 − Γi) ||φi‖
2

≤

∫

Ω

(

u2i (∆h)2 + 4
(

〈∇h,∇ui〉
2 + ui∆h 〈∇h,∇ui〉

)

− 2ui|∇h|2∆ui

)

+

k
∑

j=1

(Γi − Γj) r
2
ij . (4.8)

Set

tij =

∫

Ω
uj

(

〈∇h,∇ui〉+
ui∆h

2

)

,

10



then
tij + tji = 0,

and

∫

Ω
−2φi

(

〈∇h,∇ui〉+
ui∆h

2

)

=

∫

Ω



−2hui 〈∇h,∇ui〉 − u2ih∆h+ 2

k
∑

j=1

rijtij





=

∫

Ω
u2i |∇h|2 + 2

k
∑

j=1

rijtij. (4.9)

Multiplying (4.9) by (Γk+1 − Γi)
2 and using the Schwarz inequality and (4.8) , we get

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2





∫

Ω
u2i |∇h|2 + 2

k
∑

j=1

rijtij





= (Γk+1 − Γi)
2
∫

M
−2φi

(

〈∇h,∇ui〉+
ui∆h

2

)

= (Γk+1 − Γi)
2
∫

M
−2φi





(

〈∇h,∇ui〉+
ui∆h

2

)

−

k
∑

j=1

tijuj





≤ δ (Γk+1 − Γi)
3 ||φi‖

2 +
(Γk+1 − Γi)

δ

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈h,∇ui〉+
ui∆h

2
−

k
∑

j=1

tijuj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= δ (Γk+1 − Γi)
3 ‖ φi|

2 +
(Γk+1 − Γi)

δ

∫

Ω

(

〈∇h,∇ui〉+
ui∆h

2

)2

−

k
∑

j=1

t2ij





≤ δ (Γk+1 − Γi)
2

(∫

Ω

(

u2i (∆h)2 + 4
(

〈∇h,∇ui〉
2 + ui∆h 〈∇h,∇ui〉

)

− 2ui|∇h|2∆ui

)

+

k
∑

j=1

(Γi − Γj) r
2
ij



+
(Γk+1 − Γi)

δ





∫

Ω

(

〈∇h,∇ui〉+
ui∆h

2

)2

−

k
∑

j=1

t2ij



 . (4.10)

Summing over i from 1 to k for (4.10) and noticing

rij = rji, tij = −tji,

11



we get

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
∫

Ω
u2i |∇h|2 − 2

k
∑

i,j=1

(Γk+1 − Γi) (Γi − Γj) rijtij

≤
k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
δ

∫

Ω

(

u2i (∆h)2 + 4
(

〈∇h,∇ui〉
2 + ui∆h 〈∇h,∇ui〉

)

− 2ui|∇h|2∆ui

)

+

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)

δ

∫

Ω

(

〈∇h,∇ui〉+
ui∆h

2

)2

−

k
∑

i,j=1

(Γk+1 − Γi) δ (Γi − Γj)
2
r2ij −

k
∑

i,j=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)

δ
t2ij, (4.11)

which implies (4.1). ✷

Proof. Now we begin to prove Theorem 1.2 by using the lemma above.
Let Xα, α = 1, . . . ,m , be the components of the position vector X of M in Rm . Taking

h = Xα in (4.1) and summing over α, we have

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2

m
∑

α=1

∫

Ω
u2i |∇Xα|

2

≤ δ

k+1
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2

m
∑

α=1

∫

Ω

(

u2i (∆Xα)
2 + 4

(

〈∇Xα,∇ui〉
2

+ui∆Xα 〈∇Xα,∇ui〉)− 2ui |∇Xα|
2∆ui

)

+

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)

δ

m
∑

α=1

∫

Ω

(

〈∇Xα,∇ui〉+
ui∆Xα

2

)2

, (4.12)

Since M is isometrically immersed in Rm, we have

m
∑

α=1

|∇Xα|
2 = n,

hence we have

m
∑

α=1

∫

Ω
u2i |∇Xα|

2 = n.

Also, we have

∆ (X1, . . . ,Xm) ≡ (∆X1, . . . ,∆Xm) = nH

m
∑

α=1

〈∇Xα,∇ui〉
2 =

m
∑

α=1

(∇ui (Xα))
2 = |∇ui|

2
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and

m
∑

α=1

∆Xα 〈∇Xα,∇ui〉 =

m
∑

α=1

∆Xα∇ui (Xα) = 〈nH,∇ui〉 = 0.

Substituting these facts into (4.12), we obtain

n

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2 ≤δ

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
∫

Ω

(

n2u2i |H|2 + 4 |∇ui|
2 − 2nui∆ui

)

+

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)

δ

∫

Ω

(

|∇ui|
2 +

n2u2i |H|2

4

)

≤δ

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
(

n2C1‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω) + (2n + 4)
)

Γ
1/2
i

+
k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)

δ

(

1 +
n2C1‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω)

4

)

Γ
1/2
i . (4.13)

Here in the last inequality, we have used the fact that

∫

Ω
|∇ui|

2 = −

∫

Ω
ui∆ui ≤

(∫

Ω
u2i

)1/2 (∫

Ω
(∆ui)

2

)1/2

= Γ
1/2
i . (4.14)

Taking

δ =















∑k
i=1 (Γk+1 − Γi)

((

1 +
n2C1‖|H|‖2

Ln(Ω)

4

)

Γ
1/2
i

)

∑k
i=1 (Γk+1 − Γi)

2
((

n2C2‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω) + (2n+ 4)
)

Γ
1/2
i

)















1/2

in (4.13), one gets (1.9). ✷

5 Proof of Theorem 1.6

Proof. From the proof of Theorem 1.1 , we have

n

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 ≤

k
∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(
∫

Ω
n2|H|2u2i + 4λi

)

, (5.1)

Using Hölder’s inequality, we have

∫

Ω
|H|2u2i ≤ ‖ui‖

2

L
2p
p−1 (Ω)

‖|H|‖2L2p(Ω) . (5.2)
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Taking p = n
2 , using Lemma 2.2, we obtain

(∫

Ω
|ui|

2n
n−2

)
n−2
n

≤ Cs

∫

Ω
|∇ui|

2, (5.3)

where Cs =
(

C2
1−‖|H|‖Ln(Ω)C2

2(n−1)
n−2

)2
. Thus

∫

Ω
|H|2u2i ≤ Cs ‖∇ui‖

2
L2(Ω) ‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω)

= Cs‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω)λi. (5.4)

Substituting (5.4) into (5.1), we can prove (1.10). ✷

6 Proof of Theorem 1.7

Proof. From the proof of Theorem 1.2, we have

n

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2 ≤δ

k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)
2
∫

Ω

(

n2u2i |H|2 + 4 |∇ui|
2 − 2nui∆ui

)

+
k
∑

i=1

(Γk+1 − Γi)

δ

∫

Ω

(

|∇ui|
2 +

n2u2i |H|2

4

)

(6.1)

Using (4.14),(5.2) and (5.3), we obtain
∫

M
|H|2u2i ≤ Cs ‖∇ui‖

2
L2(Ω) ‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω)

≤ Cs ‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω) Γ
1
2
i . (6.2)

where Cs =
(

C2
1−‖|H|‖Ln(Ω)C2

2(n−1)
n−2

)2
.

Substituting (6.2) into (6.1) , and taking

δ =















∑k
i=1 (Γk+1 − Γi)

((

1 +
n2Cs‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω)

4

)

Γ
1/2
i

)

∑k
i=1 (Γk+1 − Γi)

2
((

n2Cs ‖|H|‖2Ln(Ω) + (2n + 4)
)

Γ
1/2
i

)















1/2

we can prove (1.11). ✷
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