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Universal inequalities for eigenvalues of the Dirichlet Laplacian
on conformally flat Riemannian manifolds

Yong Luo, Xianjing Zheng

Abstract

In this paper we study eigenvalues of the Dirichlet Laplacian on conformally flat Rie-
mannian manifolds. In particular we establish some universal inequality for eigenvalues
of the Dirichlet Laplacian on the hyperbolic space H™(—1).

1 Introduction

Let (M™, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and 2 a bounded connected
domain in M. Let A denote the Laplacian acting on functions on M. Eigenvalues of the
Dirichlet Laplacian is stated as:

{ Au = —Xu in ,
u’aQ =0.

(1.1)

Let
D<A <A< A3

denote the successive eigenvalues of (ILT]). Here each eigenvalue is repeated according to its
multiplicity. It is well-known that the following Weyl’s asymptotic formula holds (cf. [3]):
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where w,, is the volume of the unit ball in R".

Generally, if an equality of eigenvalues requires no hypotheses on the geometric quanti-
ties of the domain € (other than its dimension), it is called an universal inequality. Universal
inequality is an important research 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, Pdlya, and Wein-
berger [17] in 1956, they proved

k
2

— < — .

A1 — A < k ;:1 i


http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.15643v1

for  C R2. Exactly by the same proof, their result can promoted to dimension n as
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for Q C R™.
In 1980, Hile and Protter [12] proved
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In 1991, Yang [19] (cf. [7]) proved a sharp universal inequality:
k k

DO =27 < =3 g = M) A, (1.3)
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which has been called Yang’s first inequality by Ashbaugh (cf. [I] and [2] and so on).
When  is a bounded domain in S™(1), Cheng and Yang [6] proved in 2005 that eigen-
values of the eigenvalue problem (1) satisfy
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i=1 i=1

by canonically embedded S"(1) into R"*! (see also 4] and [I8]). It is optimal since the
above inequality becomes an equality for any & when Q = S™(1).

It is very natural to consider universal inequalities for eigenvalues of the eigenvalue
problem (II)) when M™ is the hyperbolic space H"(—1). If n = 2, by making use of
estimates for eigenvalues of the eigenvalue problem of the Schriodinger like operator with a
weight, Harrell and Michel [I0] and Ashbaugh [2] have obtained several results. For general
n, Cheng and Yang [§] proved in 2009 that eigenvalues of the eigenvalue problem (L)
satisfy

> k1 —Xi)? <4
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1 (A1 — Ai) </\z' - M) : (1.5)

It remains a challenge problem if one can improve the coefficient on the right hand side
of (LA from 4 to % (which is sharp by making use of a recursion formula of Cheng and Yang
[7] and Weyl’s asymptotic formula (T.2])). Actually we have a conjecture raised by Cheng [5].

Conjecture: Assume that \; are eigenvalues of the eigenvalue problem (L) with (M™, g)
being the hyperbolic space H"(—1). Then have we
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In this paper, we consider universal inequalities for the eigenvalues of the Dirichlet
Laplacian on the hyperbolic space H"(—1). More generally, we consider eigenvalues of the
eigenvalue problem (II]) on conformally flat manifolds. We have



Proposition 1.1. Let (R™,g) be an n-dimensional conformally flat Riemannian manifold
with the conformal metric § = €2fg, where f is a smooth function on R™, and let Q be a
bounded smooth domain in (R"™,q). Then eigenvalues \;’s of the eigenvalue problem (1.1l
satisfy
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where x, (p=1,2,--- ,n) denotes the standard coordinates of R"™ , while V and V denotes

the gradient of (R™,q) and (R™,g), respectively.
From Proposition [I.I] we obtain

Proposition 1.2. For a conformally flat manifold (R}, g) with conformal metric

gzdm%—i-dm%—k---—kdazfl

t
Tn

where t is a real constant, eigenvalues \;’s of the eigenvalue problem (I.1) satisfy

(Aks1 — Xi)? (n/ x%“?)
Q
2
(A1 — A) (4)\2‘/ ztu? + <<—% +n+ 1> t? — nt> / :Eff’_2u22> . (1.7)
: Q Q

Here RY := {(x1, -+ ,xn) € Rz, > 0}.
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Recall that (R, g) with the conformal metric

_daf+dad 4+ da?
9= 2
':L"I’L

is the upper half space model of the hyperbolic space H"(—1). Therefore let ¢t = 2 and
k =1 in Proposition we obtain the following result.

(Rn dz?+dz3+--+dx? )
=+ m% )

Theorem 1.3. Assume that (M™, g) is the hyperbolic space H"(—1) =
then eigenvalues A1, Ao of the eigenvalue problem (I1]) satisfy

4 n2—2n—4
— N <= S ,
A9 )\1\”<)\1 1 > (1.8)

The hyperbolic space H"(—1) can also be seem as a conformally flat Riemannian man-
ifold with a radial symmetric conformal factor (the Poincaré unit disk model). From this
aspect, we can give an alternative proof of Theorem [[L3l First we prove



Proposition 1.4. Assume that (M™,§) is an n-dimensional conformally flat manifold M
with metric § = e*f g, where g is the standard metric in R™, and f is a radial symmetric
function. Then eigenvalues \;’s of the eigenvalue problem (I1l) satisfy

Mhs1 — N)? <n/ e_zfu?>
i=1 {
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—2n/Qe—4f <f”(r) L0 =1) U) u?) , (1.9)
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where 7 := |x|.
Recall that the Poincaré unit disk model of the hyperbolic space

4

H"(-1) = (B", mg),

where B is the unit disk in R” and g = da% + - - - 4+ dz? is the canonical metric on B". As
an application of (L.9), we have

Corollary 1.5. Assume that (M™,g) is the hyperbolic space H"(—1) = (B",ﬁg),
then eigenvalues \;’s of the eigenvalue problem (I1l) satisfy
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Note that since |z| < 1, we see that

/ (1—|$|2)2|x|2u? §/ (1—|x|2)2u?,
Q Q

and thus we can deduce (L8] from (I0) by letting & = 1.

Let pmaz := maxq 9%2 and ppin = ming 9%2 For general k, it easy to see that we can

deduce the following result from Proposition

Theorem 1.6. Assume that (M", g) is the hyperbolic space H"(—1) = (R, w),

g,

then eigenvalues \;’s of the eigenvalue problem (1)) satisfy
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Remark 1.7. Note that Ashbaugh [2] proved similar result for eigenvalues of the eigenvalue
problem of the Schrodinger like operator with a weight, and as a consequence, he proved that
eigenvalues of the eigenvalue problem (I1) satisfy

k

3 e = X)? < "m‘””2z Mkt — M) A,

i=1 Pmin i1

when ) is a bounded domain in H2(—1). Our result generalize his result to general dimen-
si0n.

Assume that Q@ C {0 <a < x% < b}, then we have

Corollary 1.8. Assume that (M™, g) is the hyperbolic space H"(—1
then eigenvalues \;’s of the eigenvalue problem (I1l) satisfy

k

k
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Organization. In the preliminaries we collect some useful formulas which will be used
many times in this paper. Proposition [[.I] will be proved in section 3, Proposition will
be proved in section 4, while Proposition [[4 and Corollary will be proved in section 5.
In the last section we discuss more consequences of Propositions [I.1] and [I.4l

2 Preliminaries

In this paper, we denote
VfVh=(Vf,Vh),, VfVh=(Vf Vh)
for any functions f,h : Q@ — R. Then we have
VfVh = (Vf,Vh);
=%/ <e_2fo, e_2th>
g

= eV, Vh),

= e IV fVh.

We now review some formulas of the Laplacian under conformal change of Riemannian
metrics. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Given a function h: M — R,
we consider the conformal manifold (M, g) with the conformal metric g = e?fg. Let A and
A denote the Laplacian on (M, g) and (M, g) respectively and V, V denote the Riemannian

connection of (M,g) and (M, g) respectively. There are known formula of the Laplacian
under conformal transformation, which states that for a smooth function F : M — R,

AF = e 2l (AF 4+ (n —2)VfVF). (2.1)
It is obvious that for any smooth function G : M — R we have,

A(FG) = AFG + AGF 4+ 2VFVG = AFG + AGF +2¢ Y VFVG.



3 Proof of Proposition 1.1

Proof. Let \;, i=1, ..., k+1, be the ith eigenvalue of problem ([.I]) and u; the orthonormal
eigenfunction corresponding to JA; , that is,

Au; = —\u; in Q,  wulyq =0, /uiujzéij, Vi, j=1,2,...,k+ 1.
M

Let 1, x2, ..., x, denote the standard coordinates in R", for ¢ = 1,..., k. Consider the trail
functions ¢; : 2 — R given by

k
bi = Tpui — Y aijiy,
j=1

where

aij:/xpuiuj.
Q

Since ¢;|y = 0 and

/’LLj(JSZ':O,VZ',j:l,...,k’,
Q

using (2.2]) we obtain
_ B k
A¢z =A xpui — Z aijuj
j=1

k
= ﬁxpui + ﬁuiznp + 26_2fV:Equi + Z AijAjUj.
j=1
Hence we have

k

/Q(ﬁl (—A(bl) = /Qgﬁl —&xpu,- - Kuia:p - 2e‘2fVa:qui - Z aij)\juj

Jj=1

k
= /Q¢z‘ AitiTp — A Z aiju; — Azpu; — 2¢72Va, Vu,
j=1

Aol = [ 6 (Bagu+ 267V, V).



where ||¢;[|? = Jo @2 Tt follows from the Rayleigh-Ritz inequality that

(Met1 — ) ||oa|?
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Q . Q , Q
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(3.2)

where ¢; = — (ﬁxpui + 26_2foqui>. Now let

sij:/e_2fopruiuj,
Q

bij:/e_2foquiuj.
Q

Note that

)\jaij = / TpUy (—&Ug)
Q

= _/ ujﬁ (zpui)
Q

= —/ uj (ﬁxpui + :Epﬁui + 26_2fV:Equi)
Q

= —(n — 2)/ e_szfVa;puiuj + )\iaij — Qbij

Q
= —(n — 2)82']' + /\iaij — Qbij,
thus we have

(A = Aj) (n—2)

bij = B aij —

and

k k
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(Ae41 = Ai) [[¢6]]” < pruzq,—k(n )Zazjszy+ Z 5 % o Jij | ij
j=1 g=1

k
= /pruiqz' + Z (Ai = Aj) ;. (3.3)

i=1



Set r;; = fQ uj <26:L'p%ui + &:Epui> , then r;; = —rj; since

rij = 2/96_2foqu1'% +(n—2) /Q e_ZfoV:Epuiuj
= 2[)” + (n — 2)87;]'

= (N = Aj)aij.

Furthermore,
/(—2)@- (26:171,61% + ﬁxpui)
Q

k
= —2/ Tpl; <2§xp6ui + ﬁxpui> +2 Z ijTij
Q .
7=1
k

=w; +2 Z 35755, (3.4)
j=1
where w; = —2 [(, T,u; (26%6%’ + &xpui)
Multiplying B4) by (Ax+1 — Ai)? and using the Schwarz inequality and (3.3)), we get
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i=1

= ()‘k—l—l — )\Z')2 /Q(—Q)(Zﬁz <26xp€ui + Axpu,>
2

k
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Q Q ;
7j=1
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— (M1 — M) ZTZQJ

J=1

+ (M1 — Ni) / ‘26%62% + Aa:pui
Q

(3.5)



Summing over ¢ from 1 to k, we have

k
Z (N1 — i) 2w +2 Z (M1 — A0)? agjrij
i=1 i,j=1
k
Z Akl — /Q$pui%' + Z Mot — M2 (N — Aj) ad,
i=1 ij=1

k 2 k
+ Z (Agr1 — / ‘2prVuZ + Aa;puZ — Z (Akg1 — Ai) 7’2'2]'

i=1 ij=1
Noting that
Qij = Qji, Tij = —Tji,
we infer
k
Z (b1 — Ai)? ari
i,j=1
k
= Z (Ae41 = i) Mer1 + A5 — X5 = Ai) agjri;
i,j=1

I
:M?r

(A1 — Ai) (M1 — Aj) agjrij + Z (A1 — i) (Nj — Ni) agjrij

2,7=1 i,7=1
k
= Z (A1 = Ai) (A — Ni) aijrig,
i,j=1
where we used N
Z (Mt — Ad) (A1 — Aj) agjrij = 0.
ij=1
Similarly,
k
Z Mrs1 = M) (s = A)) aj;
7j:
k
Z M1 = Ai) et + X5 = A5 = X) (A = Aj) ai
i,j=1
i k
=3 (ka1 = A) Qg = A5) (A = ) Z
i,j=1 J=1
k
== (M)
i,j=1



Therefore
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k
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(3.7)
By definition of w;, ¢; and N
Az, = (n—2)e 'V fVaz,,
we have
k ~ ~
Z (Aga1 — )\i)z/ zpu; (—1) <2V3:qui +(n— 2)6_2foV3:pui>
i=1 {
k - 2
< Z (A1 — N) / ‘ZV:Equi +(n—2)e" VvV, (3.8)
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which is (L8]). O

4 Proof of Proposition

Proof. In this section we consider the eigenvalues of the Dirichlet Laplacian on the confor-
mally flat Riemannian manifold (R%, g), where

RY :=A{Z = (x1,22, -+ ,zn) € R"|z,, > 0}

with the metric

10



and ¢ is a real constant. In this case, the conformal factor is

t
f = _ilnx7h

t
Vf_ (Ou"'7_E>7

f_2x27

e = a:n.

and

First,

—2/ :Epui%"np%ui
Q

= 1/Va:2Vu
/Aaz

Since
A (3312)) s (A (xf,) + (n—2)VfV (a:z))
— 2 (2 IV, |? + 2(n — 2)V fv:cpxp)
=z, (2 — t(n — 2)dpn) ,

we obtain

—22/ a:puiﬁa:pﬁui
Q

1 2,2
= 52/ A:Epu

(4.1)



and

pZ:/Q ‘(n —2)e VY fVx,u; ’

N Covts [t
_pz::l/ﬂ (n 2):17n5pn< 2$p>UZ

2

2

Moreover,
Z 4(n —2) / %:Ep%uie_wVfV:Epui
p=1 @
= Z 4(n—2) / eV, Vue IV fVau;
p=1 Q
=4(n — 2)/ e VUV fu;
Q
=4(n — 2)/ eIV fu
Q
=2(n— 2)/ eIV Vil
Q
= —2(n— 2)/ V- (e—2f%f> u?,
Q
and

V- (e_2f€f>
= —2e‘2f6f6f+e_2fAvf

= 2 MVIVf 4 (e—2f (Af + (n—2)VfV f))

" 4x? "\ 222 4z2

C(n—4?+ 2tx2t_2
B E—T
Therefore we have
Z 4(n —2) / 6xp6uie_2foprui
p=1 &
—2)(n—Dt2 +2(n—2)t
__(n=2)(n ); +2(n—2) / L2622
Q

n 7"
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In the end,

2

f:/ ‘26%61@

p=1"9

:42":/ ‘e_szxqui
p=1"%

:4/ e‘4f|Vu2-|2
Q

= 4/ e Y Vu; Vu;
Q

2

= 4/ e 2V u;Vu;
Q
:—4/ % e_2f%ui U;
V()
= —4/ —2e‘2f%f§uiui —4/ e_2fﬁu,~u,~
Q Q

= 8/ e_2f6f€u,~u,~ + 4\ / xiuf
Q Q

Since
/e_2f§f%uiu,~
Q
:l/e—Qfﬁfﬁuf
2 Ja
_ LS ersy) 2
= Q/QV <e Vf)ui,

from (@3] we have

2

En:/ ‘26%61”
p=1"¢

= ((4—n)t* — 2t /Qxff‘%? + 4A,~/Qa;gu§.

From (@), (£2), (£3), (£6) and (£71) we obtain
k

> rr = Ai)? (n/ x%“?)

; Q

=1

=

=1

which proves (7).
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5 Proof of Proposition [I.4] and Corollary

Poof of Proposition .4

Proof. In this section, we consider an n-dimensional conformally flat manifold M with
metric § = €2/ g, where f is a radial symmetric function. In this case, we have

Vf= (f’(T)ﬂ7 7f/(r)‘a;_"’>7 Af = f"(r) _’_w,

] r

where r := |z|.
As in the proof of Proposition [[L2] first we have

— 2/ a:puiexpﬁui
Q
1 ~

For each 1 < p < n, since

A (a;?,) =2 (A (m2) + (n—2)VfV (a;?,))

p
=e 2 (2 IV, |* +2(n — Z)VfV:prp)

x2
= (2 +2(n=2)7'() ) ,

||

(5.1)

we obtain
n ~ ~
—22/ Tpu; VI, Vu;
p=1"%
I [ %
=53 [ v
p=17%

= n/ e 2l 4 (n — 2)/ e (1) || u?. (5.2)
Q Q

Direct computations show that
—(n—2) Z/ zpuie” 2V YV
p=179
=—(n—2) Z/ e UV fVx,wu?
p=1"%
——(n-2) [ el (53)
Q
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and

2

Zn:/ ‘(n —2)e UV fVzu;
p=1"%

n 2
— (n — 922 —afyeren2 Fp 2
(n—2) Ezj/ﬂ 70 s

|22

= (n— 2)2 /Q e~ 4 |f’(r)|2u?. (5.4)

Note that

n

Z 4(n —2) / 6ajp6uie_2foVa;pui
p=1 Q@

:Z4(n—2)/

; eIV, Vuie IV fV
p=1

= 4(77, — 2)/ e_4fVu,~Vfui
Q

=2(n— 2)/ eIV
Q

=2(n— 2)/ AV AV
Q

=-2(n—-2) /Q V- (e_2f6f> u?, (5.5)

and
- (155) - -2 TTY 4 S

= 2 MVVf 4 (e—2f (Af + (n—2)V [V f))
= (n—4)e Y|V +e VA

= (- P+ e+ T g
Therefore we get from (B.5]) and (5.6]) that
Y n— Vi, Vue Tpl;
;4( 2)/Qv,,vz VfVapu;
=—-2(n—2)(n—4) /Q e |f/(7‘)|2 u?
~2n-) [ (e HOZD) (5.7

15



Finally,

2

3 / 2V, Vs
p=1 &
:42/‘6_2fv%vui
p=1"%
:4/ e |V |?
Q

= 4/ e YV Vu;
Q

2

= 4/ e_2f%ui%ui
Q
:—4/ % 6_2f%ui U;
V(7 u)
= —4/ —2e‘2f§f6uiui —4/ e_2f5u,~u,~
Q Q
:8/ e_2f6f§uiui+4)\i/ e_2fu22.
Q Q
Since
-~ 1 o~ 1 [ ~ ~
/e_2foVuiui =3 / e_QfoVul2 =-3 / V- <e_2fo) u?,

by (5.6]) we obtain
;/ﬁPV%VW
— . (2T 2 ) —2f,2
= 4/QV (e Vf)ul—l—él)\l/ge u;
=) [P a4 [ e (o + T
) -2f,2
+4)\,/Qe u;.

From (m)7 (EE)7 (m)v (IB:ZD7 (m)y we obtain

k

> k= A2 (0 [ 22

i=1

k
<;(Ak+l—xz~) (4&- /Q e Huf = (n® —4n - 4) /Q ) uf

o [ e <f”<r> . w> ug> |

16

2

(5.8)



which proves (L9]). O

Proof of Corollary

Proof. Now let (M™,g) be the hyperbolic space with the Poincaré unit disk model, and
2 a bounded smooth domain in H"”(—1). In this case the conformal factor is the radial
symmetric function

2
1—r2

f(r)=1In

Then
o 22 4+ 2

f/(T) = 12’ f”(T) = (1_7,2)2'

Insert these formulas into (L)), we get

> Ok =202 (0 [ (1= o) a?)
k
<3 O = M) [4/\2-/9(1—|x|2)2u?—n2/9(1—|:17|2)2u22

i=1

+(2n+4)/ (1= |a?)? 2 ?u?]
k

<> (A ) [4X 1—|z?) u -n 1— |z ?
Z; ht1 — / /( 22y

+(2n+4)/9( j2?)? u?]
:i st — M) 4 /9(1_\;42)%3_(n2_2n_4)/ﬂ(1_\x12)2u3}.

.
Il

where in the last inequality we used |z| < 1.
Finally let k = 1 and divided by the term [, (1 — |x|2)2 u? on both sides of the above

inequality we get (LS.
O

6 More results

Universal inequalities for the eigenvalues of the Dirichlet Laplacian has attracted much
attention in the past decades. Other than those mentioned in the introduction part, various
universal inequalities has also been obtained by mathematicians for the eigenvalues of the
Dirichlet Laplacian on a compact homogeneous manifold, or a compact minimal submanifold
in a sphere, or a submanifold in the Euclidean space (for example [4] [6], 8 9, 10} 1T}, 13} 14,
15 [16] and so on). In this section we will see that universal inequalities for more special

17



conformally flat manifolds could be obtained as consequences of Propositions [T and [L.41
First we have

Proposition 6.1. For a conformally flat manifold (R}, g) with conformal metric

gzdx%+dx%+---+d:n%

)
g,

assume that
(i)n>5and ¢t >0, or

(i) n=2,3,4, and 0 <t < —"— or
= tn+l

(i) n > 5 and t < —"—.
= +n+l

Then eigenvalues \;’s of the eigenvalue problem (1)) satisfy

4
A2 — A1 < ;)\1- (6.1)

Here RY := {(z1, -+ ,2n) € Rz, > 0}.

Proof. If t > 0, direct computations show that —"72 +n+1 <0 when n > 5, and thus
(—%2+n—|—1)t2—nt < 0; when 2 < n < 4, we have also (—”72 +n+ D)2 —nt <0if0<t<
———. If t <0, then when n > 5 and ¢ < —"—— we still have (—"72 +n+1)t2—nt <0.

- +tn+ - +n+l

Therefore under assumptions of the above proposition, from (7)) we have

(Aeg1 — Ni)? <W/Q$ZU3>

<Y g1 — N 4N / xtu?, (6.2)
1 Q

M-

=1

Ed

)

which implies (6.I]) by letting k = 1. O

Next we consider conformally flat manifolds (B", U—\LLW g), where t is a real constant.

In this case €2/ = ﬁilﬁ“ while f(r) =1In ( 2 Then

1—7“2)% ’
f(r) = _tr f”(r) — M
1= (1 —r2)2
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Then from (L9) we obtain

N1 — i) (n/ﬂ (1- |x|2)tu3>
tn?

et — M) [4AZ~/ (1 22) w2~ " [ (1= o) 2
Q Q

M- 1M

<
, 2

=1

n? —4n — n—2)n
e ST [ (1ol o). 63

Then similarly with the proof of Proposition [6.1] we get that if 0 <t < —gﬂ(n >5) or

n?—4an—4
t < 20D (9 < p < 4), we have

> 0.

_n2—4n—4t2+ t(n —2)n
4 2

Then from (6.3]) we obtain that

2 O =AY (n |- |:c|2>tu%)

2 _ _
<5 s — A) [4>\i/ (1— J2?) 2 + (—%ﬁ —nt> / (1— [22) 2],
; (9} Q

i=1

M-

1

e

which implies

4 n2—4n—42 nt
B PPl b PRI 2 I
Az =M \n[)\l ( 16 ! 4>]

To summarize, we obtain

Proposition 6.2. For a comformally flat Riemannian manifold (B", §) with
_ 4
g - (1 . 7’2)t ga

assume that

Then eigenvalues \;’s of the eigenvalue problem (1)) satisfy

4 n?—4n—4 ., nt
— <— A — _ .
A9 /\1\n[)\1—|-< 16 t 4>]
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