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Inequalities for eigenvalues of Laplacian and biharmonic
operators on submanifolds
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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 € a bounded connected
domain in M. Let A and A? denote the Laplacian and biharmonic operators acting on
functions on M respectively. The Dirichlet eigenvalue problem is stated as:

{ Au = —Xu in , (1.1)

ulp = 0.
Let
O< A <A< A<,

denote the successive eigenvalues of (ILI]). 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 Q (other than its dimension), it is called a universal inequality. Universal
inequality is an important area in the study of the spectrum of A 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 (L) was initiated by Payne, Pélya, and Wein-
berger [12] in 1956, they proved
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for  C R2. Exactly by the same proof, their result can promoted to dimension n as

k
4
A - < — i
k+1 k_kn;

for Q C R™.
In 1980, Hile and Protter [7] proved

N kn
PR
i—1 Ak+1 - )\Z 4
In 1991, Yang [15] proved

k
4

D kg = ) <)\k+1 - (1 + ﬁ) )\i> <0,

i=1

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

)\k+1<—< >ZAZ,

which is called Yang’s second inequality.
When M is isometrically immersed in R™ , Chen and Cheng [3] and Soufi, Harrel and
Ilias [I3] have proved independently that

k k
4
E )‘k+1 2 < E E )\k—i-l <)\ + HO> (12)

where Hy = max,cq |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
A%y =Tuin Q,
[ autuma ws
ulpn = 81/‘89 -

where v denotes the outward unit normal to the boundary 9.

The study on universal inequalities for eigenvalues of the clamped plate problem can be
traced back to 1950s. When M is a Euclidean space R™ , Payne, Pélya and Weinberger [12]
in 1956 proved that the eigenvalues {I';};°; of the problem (L3) satisfy

k
8(n+2)1
Tt =T < =52 ;r (1.4)

In 1984, Hile and Yeh [8] strengthened (L.4]) and obtained

n2k3/2 [ F 2 k Fz
r;
8n + 2 ZZ:; Z Fk+1

=1




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

ZP1/2 Z Fj/z
n+2 Ppp1—T5 )7

In Ashbaugh’s survey paper [I] 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
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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 k
1
Y (Tpsr —Ti)? < n—§ (Cpit — ( 212 4 (2n +4)r1/2) ( 2H2+4F1/2), (1.5)
=1 =1

where Hy = supq |HJ.
In 2011, Wang and Xia [14] strengthened the inequality (L5]) by Cheng, Ichikawa and
Mametsuka and obtained

k k 1/2
Z (Thgr1 — n {Z Lpy1 — ( 2H0 + (2n + 4)F1/2)}
=1 z—kl "
{Z Tt — ( 22 +4r1/2)} . (1.6)
=1

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 Q be a bounded domain with smooth boundary 02 in M. Let D(M) denotes the space
of C* functions with compact support in M. Assume that M is isometrically immersed in
R™ with mean curvature vector H, and there exists a constant C7 > 0 such that for any

ueDM),
(n—2)/n
(/ |u|2"/("_2)> < 01/ Vul2. (1.7)
M M



Denote by \; the ith eigenvalue of the problem (IL1]). Then

k k
n> (g1 — M)’ < (4 + nzclmH’”%"(Q)) D k1 = M) Ay (1.8)
i=1

i—1
1
where ||[H||| 1) = (Jo [ H["dvolg)wn.

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

k k 1/2
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=1

=1
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Since [|[H]||znq) < [[[H[|[ £ (ar), 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 2 be a bounded domain with smooth boundary OS2 in M. Let D(M) denotes the space
of C* functions with compact support in M. Assume that M is isometrically immersed in
R™ with mean curvature vector H, and there exists a constant C7 > 0 such that for any

ueDM),
(n—2)/n
(/ |u|2n/(n—2)> SCI/ |Vu|2
M M

Denote by \; the ith eigenvalue of the problem (I1]). Then

k

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

k k 1/2
1 /2
; (a1 —T4)? = {; (L1 — ( n2Crl|[H|2n(ary + 20+ 4)T; / >}

N 1/2
{Z Dig1 — ( nC1[|B|[7n ar) +4)F1/2)} :
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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 AP (M) denotes the
first eigenvalue of the Laplacian for the Dirichlet problem on 2. The following two statements



are equivalent.
(1) There exists Cy > 0 such that for any u € D(M) ,

(n—2)/n
</ ’u‘2n/(n—2)> < CO/ ’V’U/P
M M

(2) There exists A > 0 such that for any Q CC M, A\P(Q) > AVol,(Q)~2/™ .

Theorem 1.6. Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and Q a
bounded domain with smooth boundary 02 in M. Assume that M is isometrically immersed
in R™ with mean curvature vector H. Suppose that |||H|||1n)C2 < 1, where Cy is the
constant in Michael-Simon’s Sobolev inequality. Denote by \; the ith eigenvalue of the
problem (I1]). Then

k k
1> (M1 — A% < <4+n2C8 I1H12 )Z (Mett — Ai) A, (1.10)
i=1 =1

2
_ Ch 2(n—1)
where Cs = (1—||\H|||Ln<mcz n—2 )

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

k k 1/2
1
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2
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where Cy = (1 e ) :

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 Q a
bounded domain with smooth boundary 02 in M. Assume that M is isometrically immersed
in R™ with mean curvature vector H. Suppose that |||H|||p»nC2 < 1, where Cy is the
constant in Michael-Simon’s Sobolev inequality. Denote by \; the ith eigenvalue of the

problem (I1]). Then

k

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

n

k
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_ Co 2(n—1)
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] =

1/2
(Cesr = Ti) (n2Co 1By + 4>r}/2)} ,
1

2 Michael-Simon’s type Sobolev inequality

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

Lemma 2.1 ([I1]). Let M be an n-dimensional submanifold immersed in R"*P with mean
carvature vector H. Then for any function h € C¢(M) , we have

(/[ |h|n”1>n"l <c( [ rvnls [ ),

where Co 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 Q = M:

Lemma 2.2 ([10]). Let M be an n-dimensional submanifold immersed in R™" P with mean
carvature vector H. Suppose that €2 is a smooth open domain in M and |[H|n)C2 <1,
where Cy is the constant in Lemma 2.1. Then for any f € C3(Q) , we have

( i \f\f%)nﬁ <c. [1wsp

2
_ Co 2(n—1)
where Cy = <1—IIHIILn(Q)Cz e .

Proof. For the reader’s convenience, we give a proof of this lemma here. For a function
h € C&(Q) as in Lemma 2.1, by Holder’s inequality, we have

n—1

/ mumg( / rh\ﬁ) 1HHl] o,
M (9]

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

we get
= C
W) o< 2 /Vh.
</Q|| > 1 — [[H|| pn ) C2 Q| |

6




(n—1)
Now for any f € C3(Q) , let h = f2n*21 , we get

Cy /
\Y
1 —[[Hl|zr @ (12 n— f172|V |

G (/Mff?)g (=)

Then the conclusion follows easily. Substituting (5.4)) into (B.I)), we can prove (ILI0). O

n—1
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Q
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3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Proof. Assume that u;,i = 1,...k, are eigenfunctions of the Dirichlet problem with eigen-

values )\;, such that
/ U;Uy; = (52]
Q

The first part of the proof can be found in [I3]. 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 k
Z Ak+1 — [ A, Flug, Fug) L2(Q) = Z N1 — AyF]uiHiQ(Q)y
i=1 1=1

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 — R™ be an isometric immersion, and Xq, ..., X,, the components
of the immersion X. A straightforward calculation gives

[—A, Xa] U; = (—AXQ) Ui — 2VXa . V’U,Z
By integrating by parts we obtain
(=4, Xa]ui, Xaui) 2 :/Q|VX«1|2U2

thus

S (-4, Xal i, Xati) 20 z/m P = [t =

07

On the other hand, we have

-8 Xl = [ (-AXa)w = 29X, - Vu)?,



Since X is an isometric immersion, it follows that
(AXy,...,AX,,) =nH

ZVX Vu)? = |V |?

Z o) uiVXq - Vi = —H - Vu? = 0.

Using all these facts, we get

S 1= Xal il =n* [ HPu 44 [ [Vul.
a=1 Q Q

Q
k

k
2 DICYREPSLED S Ol N R e B (3.)

i=1 =1

Since

using Lemma 3.1 we obtain

Using Holder’s inequality, we have

2 2 2 2
B < e I

Letting p = ~"5 and using Lemma 2.1 we obtain

/Q [H2u2 < Oy [Vl 2oy | H e (3.2)

Substituting (3:2]) into (B.I]), we can prove (L8]). O

4 Proof of Theorem

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 Ty, i=1, ..., k+1, be the ith eigenvalue of the Clamped plate
problem and u; the orthonormal eigenfunction corresponding to I'; , that is,
. ou;
Ay =T inQ,  ulyg = 8—1/2 o =0,

/uiujzéij, Vij=1,2,....k+1.
M
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Then for any smooth function h: Q— R, we have

k
§ja¢H—r»{/uﬂvm2
X Q

i=1
k
< 52 Tt — /Q (u?(Ah)z 4 <<Vh, Vu;)? + wiAh (Vh, Vui>) - 2ui|Vh|2Aui>
k_ (T w; AR\ 2
k 1 7
+Z + /Q<<Vh,wi>+ 5 > : (4.1)
i=1

where & is any positive constant.

Proof. For i =1,...,k , consider the functions ¢; : 1 — R given by

k
¢; = hu; — Zrijuja

j=1

rij :/h’LLZ’LLJ
Q

where

0,

Since ¢|y0 = G I 0 and

/’LLj(JSZ':O,VZ',j:l,...,k’,
Q

it follows from the Rayleigh-Ritz inequality that

A2
uﬂgh%gﬂ (42)
Q7
We have
k
/Q G\ = /Q bi (M (hui)jzlrijrjuj)

:A@wa

_ / 65 (A (usAR) + 24 (Vh, Vaug) +2 (Vh, V (Aug)) + AhAu; + Tihus)
Q
=1, H(bZH2 + / (251 (A (uzAh) + 2A <Vh, VUZ> + 2 <Vh, \Y (Aul)> + AhAul)
Q

— Ty il + / B (A (us AR + 2 (Vh, V) + 2 (Vh, V (Aus)) + AhAu;)
Q

k
— Zrijsij (4'3)
j=1



where ||¢;||* = [, ¢ and
55 = / s (A (AR + 22 (Vh, V) + 2 (Vh, V (Aus)) + AhAuy)
Q
Multiplying the equation A%u; = I'ju; by hu; , we have
h’LLjA2ui = Fihuiuj. (4.4)
Changing the roles of i and j , one gets
h’LLZ'A2’LLj = thuiuj. (4.5)

Subtracting (4] from (&3] and integrating the resulted equation on € , we get by using
the divergence theorem that

(Fj — Fi) rij = / (huiA2uj — h’LLjA2’LLZ')
Q

((wiAh 4+ 2(Vh,Vu;)) Au; — ((u;jAh + 2 (Vh, Vu;)) Au;)

I
S~ S5

(uj (A (u;Ah) +2A(Vh, V) — ujAhAu; 4 2u; div (Aw; Vh))

o)

I
»
<

)

i (4.6)

where for a vector field Z on €, div Z denotes the divergence of Z . Observe that
/Q hus (A (s AR) + 2A (Vh, Vi) + 2 (Vh, V (Aus)) + AhAw,)
= /Q (A (hu;) u; Ah 4+ 2A (hu;) (Vh, Vu;) — 2Au; div (hu; Vh) + hu; AhAw;)
_ /Q (2 (ah)? + 4 ((Vh, Vus)® + wi A (Vh, Tug) ) — 20| ThP Ay ) (4.7)

It follows from (4.2) , (£3), (£8) and (47 that
(Crg1 — Ta) [l
< / (u?(Ah)z +4 (<Vh, Vui)2 + w; AR (Vh, Vui>> - 2u,~]Vh\2Aui)
Q

k
+Yy (@ =Ty (4.8)
j=1

Set




then
tii +tj =0,

and

k
iAh
0 2 0

Jj=1

k
= / u22|Vh|2 —I—QZT‘Z'jtij. (4.9)
Q

J=1

Multiplying (@3) by (T'js1 — I's)? and using the Schwarz inequality and @R) , we get

k
(Tpsr — )2 (/Q u?|Vh|?> + 2 Z T‘ijtij)

=1

A

= (Dpp1 — 14)? /M —2¢; (<<Vh Vug) + ulAh) thuj)

I - I
N |
M

(F — Fz) u,Ah
= (5(Fk+1 — I‘Z.)?’ ” (252’2 + k—l—lf/Q <<Vh VUZ ) Zt )

< 5 (Tppr — I2)? ( / (u?(Ah)z +4 (<Vh, Va2 + w; A (Vh, vu,->) - 2u,~]Vh\2Aui)
Q

k
+Z(Fifj)ri2j) +%+Fi) (/Q <(Vh V) + u’Ah> Zt ) (4.10)

Summing over ¢ from 1 to k for (£10) and noticing

k
iAh
(h, Vug) + = 5~ > tiju;
7=1

Tij = Tji, tij = —tji,

11



k

k
> Cea =T [ WIVAE =2 Y (Thps = 1) (T =) gt
i=1 Q ij=1
k
<3 (Tps — 5/ 4 (<Vh, Vui)? + w A (Vh, Vui>) - 2ui\Vh]2Au,->
=1

+Y 7(““5_ D) /Q <<Vh, Vu;) + ui§h>2

k

k
(T
> (T T 6 (T — Ty) Z R (4.11)
i,j=1

which implies (4.1]).

Proof. Now we begin to prove Theorem 1.2 by using the lemma above.

Let X, a =1,...,m , be the components of the position vector X of M in R . Taking
h = X, in [@J) and summing over «, we have

k m
> =Ty [ (95
a=1

i=1
k+1

<63 (Tpar — ) Em:/ (uf (AX,)? +4 (<vxa, Vu;)?
i=1 a=17%

F Ui AX (VX o, Vi) — 204 |V X[ Au,)

+Z F’““ Z/ <VXQ,WZ uZAX > (4.12)

Since M is isometrically immersed in R™, we have

f: IVX,|* =
a=1

hence we have

Z/ u?‘VXaF =
a=17%

Also, we have

A(Xl, )E(AXl, AX ):’I’LH
Z VXQ,V’LLZ Z V’LLZ a |V’LLZ|2
a=1 a=1

12



and
Z 0 (VX Vi) = > AX Vi (Xo) = (nH, V) = 0
a=1 a=1
Substituting these facts into (£12]), we obtain

k

k
nY (Tryr —T) <6 (Thgr — Fi)z/ (”2"LL?|H|2 +4|Vu,|* — 2nuz’AUi>
i=1 Q

i=1
k
(Fk+1—Fi)/ 2 | nPuf[H?
ASullih ot S 72 YV, i B bl B
+; 5 IVl +—

!
<0 Cups = 10? (CH Bl + @0 +-0) T
k 2 2
(TCpet —T) n=Cll |70 )\ 172
+ ; # 1+ 4 Fi :

Here in the last inequality, we have used the fact that
1/2 1/2
/ |V |* = /uZAuZ < </ u22> </ (Aui)2> = I‘%/Z
Q Q

1/2

Taking

n2Ch|[|H|||2,,
S (Tegr — ) <<1 + #) Fz‘1/2>

0=
b Trns =10 ((n2Cll HII, ) + (20 +4)) 1))

in (£.13]), one gets (LI).

5 Proof of Theorem

Proof. From the proof of Theorem 1.1 , we have

k k
”Z()\kﬂ 2 Z Ak41 — </Qn2\H]2u?+4)\,->,

i=1 =1

Using Holder’s inequality, we have

2,2 2 2
I <l

13

(4.13)

(4.14)



Taking p = 3, using Lemma 2.2, we obtain

n—2

(/Q|u2-|n2n2> ! gos/ﬂwuiﬁ, (5.3)

2
_ Cy 2(n—1)
where Cy = (1—IHHIIILn(mC2 ~—~ ) - Thus

[P < IVl I o
= Ol H[Zn )N (5.4)
Substituting (5.4) into (5.II), we can prove (LI0). O

6 Proof of Theorem [1.7]

Proof. From the proof of Theorem 1.2, we have

k k
n> (Tepr —T9)° <6 (Tpyr — ri)2/Q (n2u3|H|2 +4|Vu|* — 2nuiAui>
=1 =1

k
(Pk+1—Fi)/ 2 | n*ufHJ?
—_— Vu; — 6.1
3 [ (1wl (6.1)
Using (@.14)),(5.2]) and (5.3]), we obtain
HPui < CollVuill Ta IHI 700
M
1
< Cll[H[[7n g T2 (6.2)

2
_ Ch 2(n—1)
where Cs = <1—||\H|||L7L(Q)Cz =

Substituting (6.2)) into (G.I]) , and taking
2Csl[HlEn 1/2
>t (Thgpr = T4) <<1 + w> ry/ >

b (e = T (€ I oy + (20 +4)) 1%)

1/2

0=

we can prove (LIT). 0
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