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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

n(−1).

1 Introduction

Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and Ω a bounded connected
domain in M . Let ∆ denote the Laplacian acting on functions on M . Eigenvalues of the
Dirichlet Laplacian 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. It is well-known that the following Weyl’s asymptotic formula holds (cf. [3]):

λk ∼
4π2

(ωnV olΩ)
2

n

k
2

n , k → ∞, (1.2)

where ωn is the volume of the unit ball in R
n.

Generally, if an equality of eigenvalues requires no hypotheses on the geometric quanti-
ties of the domain Ω (other than its dimension), it is called an universal inequality. Universal
inequality is an important research 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, Pölya, and Wein-
berger [17] 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 [12] proved

k∑

i=1

λi

λk+1 − λi
≥

kn

4
.

In 1991, Yang [19] (cf. [7]) proved a sharp universal inequality:

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 ≤

4

n

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)λi, (1.3)

which has been called Yang’s first inequality by Ashbaugh (cf. [1] and [2] and so on).
When Ω is a bounded domain in S

n(1), Cheng and Yang [6] proved in 2005 that eigen-
values of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) satisfy

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 ≤

4

n

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(
λi +

n2

4

)
, (1.4)

by canonically embedded S
n(1) into R

n+1 (see also [4] and [18]). It is optimal since the
above inequality becomes an equality for any k when Ω = S

n(1).
It is very natural to consider universal inequalities for eigenvalues of the eigenvalue

problem (1.1) when Mn is the hyperbolic space H
n(−1). If n = 2, by making use of

estimates for eigenvalues of the eigenvalue problem of the Schrödinger like operator with a
weight, Harrell and Michel [10] and Ashbaugh [2] have obtained several results. For general
n, Cheng and Yang [8] proved in 2009 that eigenvalues of the eigenvalue problem (1.1)
satisfy

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2
6 4

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(
λi −

(n− 1)2

4

)
. (1.5)

It remains a challenge problem if one can improve the coefficient on the right hand side
of (1.5) from 4 to 4

n
(which is sharp by making use of a recursion formula of Cheng and Yang

[7] and Weyl’s asymptotic formula (1.2)). Actually we have a conjecture raised by Cheng [5].

Conjecture: Assume that λi are eigenvalues of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) with (Mn, g)
being the hyperbolic space H

n(−1). Then have we

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2
6

4

n

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(
λi −

(n− 1)2

4

)
.

In this paper, we consider universal inequalities for the eigenvalues of the Dirichlet
Laplacian on the hyperbolic space H

n(−1). More generally, we consider eigenvalues of the
eigenvalue problem (1.1) on conformally flat manifolds. We have
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Proposition 1.1. Let (Rn, g̃) be an n-dimensional conformally flat Riemannian manifold
with the conformal metric g̃ = e2fg, where f is a smooth function on R

n, and let Ω be a
bounded smooth domain in (Rn, g̃). Then eigenvalues λi’s of the eigenvalue problem (1.1)
satisfy

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2
∫

Ω
xpui

(
−2∇̃xp∇̃ui − (n− 2)e−2f∇f∇xpui

)

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

∫

Ω

∣∣∣2∇̃xp∇̃ui + (n− 2)e−2f∇f∇xpui

∣∣∣
2

(1.6)

where xp (p = 1, 2, · · · , n) denotes the standard coordinates of Rn , while ∇̃ and ∇ denotes
the gradient of (Rn, g̃) and (Rn, g), respectively.

From Proposition 1.1 we obtain

Proposition 1.2. For a conformally flat manifold (Rn
+, g̃) with conformal metric

g̃ =
dx21 + dx22 + · · · + dx2n

xtn
,

where t is a real constant, eigenvalues λi’s of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) satisfy

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2

(
n

∫

Ω
xtnu

2
i

)

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(
4λi

∫

Ω
xtnu

2
i +

((
−
n2

4
+ n+ 1

)
t2 − nt

)∫

Ω
x2t−2
n u2i

)
. (1.7)

Here R
n
+ := {(x1, · · · , xn) ∈ R

n|xn > 0}.

Recall that (Rn
+, g̃) with the conformal metric

g̃ =
dx21 + dx22 + · · ·+ dx2n

x2n

is the upper half space model of the hyperbolic space H
n(−1). Therefore let t = 2 and

k = 1 in Proposition 1.2 we obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that (Mn, g) is the hyperbolic space Hn(−1) = (Rn
+,

dx2

1
+dx2

2
+···+dx2

n

x2
n

),

then eigenvalues λ1, λ2 of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) satisfy

λ2 − λ1 6
4

n

(
λ1 −

n2 − 2n − 4

4

)
. (1.8)

The hyperbolic space H
n(−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 1.3. First we prove
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Proposition 1.4. Assume that (Mn, g̃) is an n-dimensional conformally flat manifold M

with metric g̃ = e2fg, where g is the standard metric in R
n, and f is a radial symmetric

function. Then eigenvalues λi’s of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) satisfy

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2

(
n

∫

Ω
e−2fu2i

)

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(
4λi

∫

Ω
e−2fu2i −

(
n2 − 4n− 4

) ∫

Ω
e−4f

∣∣f ′(r)
∣∣2 u2i

−2n

∫

Ω
e−4f

(
f ′′(r) +

f ′(r)(n− 1)

r

)
u2i

)
, (1.9)

where r := |x|.

Recall that the Poincaré unit disk model of the hyperbolic space

H
n(−1) = (Bn,

4

(1− |x|2)2
g),

where B
n is the unit disk in R

n and g = dx21 + · · ·+ dx2n is the canonical metric on B
n. As

an application of (1.9), we have

Corollary 1.5. Assume that (Mn, g) is the hyperbolic space H
n(−1) = (Bn, 4

(1−|x|2)2 g),

then eigenvalues λi’s of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) satisfy

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2

(
n

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i

)

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
[
4λi

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i − n2

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i

+ (2n + 4)

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
|x|2u2i

]
. (1.10)

Note that since |x| < 1, we see that
∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
|x|2u2i ≤

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i ,

and thus we can deduce (1.8) from (1.10) by letting k = 1.

Let ρmax := maxΩ
1
x2
n

and ρmin := minΩ
1
x2
n

. For general k, it easy to see that we can

deduce the following result from Proposition 1.2.

Theorem 1.6. Assume that (Mn, g) is the hyperbolic space Hn(−1) = (Rn
+,

dx2

1
+dx2

2
+···+dx2

n

x2
n

),

then eigenvalues λi’s of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) satisfy

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2
6

ρmax

ρmin

4

n

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(
λi −

n2 − 2n− 4

4

)
. (1.11)
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Remark 1.7. Note that Ashbaugh [2] proved similar result for eigenvalues of the eigenvalue
problem of the Schrödinger like operator with a weight, and as a consequence, he proved that
eigenvalues of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) satisfy

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2
6

ρmax

ρmin
2

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)λi,

when Ω is a bounded domain in H
2(−1). Our result generalize his result to general dimen-

sion.

Assume that Ω ⊂ {0 < a ≤ x2n ≤ b}, then we have

Corollary 1.8. Assume that (Mn, g) is the hyperbolic space Hn(−1) = (Rn
+,

dx2

1
+dx2

2
+···+dx2

n

x2
n

),

then eigenvalues λi’s of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) satisfy

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2
6

b

a

4

n

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(
λi −

n2 − 2n− 4

4

)
. (1.12)

Organization. In the preliminaries we collect some useful formulas which will be used
many times in this paper. Proposition 1.1 will be proved in section 3, Proposition 1.2 will
be proved in section 4, while Proposition 1.4 and Corollary 1.5 will be proved in section 5.
In the last section we discuss more consequences of Propositions 1.1 and 1.4.

2 Preliminaries

In this paper, we denote

∇f∇h = 〈∇f,∇h〉g, ∇̃f∇̃h = 〈∇̃f, ∇̃h〉g̃

for any functions f, h : Ω → R. Then we have

∇̃f∇̃h = 〈∇̃f, ∇̃h〉g̃

= e2f
〈
e−2f∇f, e−2f∇h

〉
g

= e−2f 〈∇f,∇h〉g

= e−2f∇f∇h.

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, g̃) with the conformal metric g̃ = e2fg. Let ∆̃ and
∆ denote the Laplacian on (M, g̃) and (M,g) respectively and ∇̃, ∇ denote the Riemannian
connection of (M, g̃) and (M,g) respectively. There are known formula of the Laplacian
under conformal transformation, which states that for a smooth function F : M → R,

∆̃F = e−2f (∆F + (n − 2)∇f∇F ) . (2.1)

It is obvious that for any smooth function G : M → R we have,

∆̃(FG) = ∆̃FG+ ∆̃GF + 2∇̃F ∇̃G = ∆̃FG+ ∆̃GF + 2e−2f∇F∇G.
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3 Proof of Proposition 1.1

Proof. Let λi, i=1, . . . , k+1, be the ith eigenvalue of problem (1.1) and ui the orthonormal
eigenfunction corresponding to λi , that is,

∆̃ui = −λiui in Ω, ui|∂Ω = 0,

∫

M

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

Let x1, x2, . . . , xn denote the standard coordinates in R
n, for i = 1, . . . , k. Consider the trail

functions φi : Ω → R given by

φi = xpui −

k∑

j=1

aijuj,

where

aij =

∫

Ω
xpuiuj .

Since φi|∂Ω = 0 and

∫

Ω
ujφi = 0,∀i, j = 1, . . . , k,

using (2.2) we obtain

∆̃φi = ∆̃


xpui −

k∑

j=1

aijuj




= ∆̃xpui + ∆̃uixp + 2e−2f∇xp∇ui +

k∑

j=1

aijλjuj.

Hence we have

∫

Ω
φi

(
−∆̃φi

)
=

∫

Ω
φi


−∆̃xpui − ∆̃uixp − 2e−2f∇xp∇ui −

k∑

j=1

aijλjuj




=

∫

Ω
φi


λiuixp − λi

k∑

j=1

aijuj − ∆̃xpui − 2e−2f∇xp∇ui




= λi ‖φi‖
2 −

∫

Ω
φi

(
∆̃xpui + 2e−2f∇xp∇ui

)
,

(3.1)

6



where ‖φi‖
2 =

∫
Ω φ2

i . It follows from the Rayleigh-Ritz inequality that

(λk+1 − λi) ||φi‖
2

≤

∫

Ω
−
(
∆̃xpui + 2e−2f∇xp∇ui

)

xpui −

k∑

j=1

aijuj




=

∫

Ω
xpuiqi +

k∑

j=1

aij

∫

Ω
∆̃xpuiuj + 2

k∑

j=1

aij

∫

Ω
e−2f∇xp∇uiuj

=

∫

Ω
xpuiqi + (n − 2)

k∑

j=1

aij

∫

Ω
e−2f∇f∇xpuiuj + 2

k∑

j=1

aij

∫

Ω
e−2f∇xp∇uiuj ,

(3.2)

where qi = −
(
∆̃xpui + 2e−2f∇xp∇ui

)
. Now let

sij =

∫

Ω
e−2f∇f∇xpuiuj ,

bij =

∫

Ω
e−2f∇xp∇uiuj .

Note that

λjaij =

∫

Ω
xpui

(
−∆̃uj

)

= −

∫

Ω
uj∆̃ (xpui)

= −

∫

Ω
uj

(
∆̃xpui + xp∆̃ui + 2e−2f∇xp∇ui

)

= −(n− 2)

∫

Ω
e−2f∇f∇xpuiuj + λiaij − 2bij

= −(n− 2)sij + λiaij − 2bij ,

thus we have

bij =
(λi − λj)

2
aij −

(n− 2)

2
sij,

and

(λk+1 − λi) ‖φi‖
2
6

∫

Ω
xpuiqi + (n− 2)

k∑

j=1

aijsij + 2
k∑

j=1

(
(λi − λj)

2
aij −

(n− 2)

2
sij

)
aij

=

∫

Ω
xpuiqi +

k∑

j=1

(λi − λj) a
2
ij . (3.3)

7



Set rij =
∫
Ω uj

(
2∇̃xp∇̃ui + ∆̃xpui

)
, then rij = −rji since

rij = 2

∫

Ω
e−2f∇xp∇uiuj + (n− 2)

∫

Ω
e−2f∇f∇xpuiuj

= 2bij + (n − 2)sij

= (λi − λj)aij.

Furthermore,

∫

Ω
(−2)φi

(
2∇̃xp∇̃ui + ∆̃xpui

)

= −2

∫

Ω
xpui

(
2∇̃xp∇̃ui + ∆̃xpui

)
+ 2

k∑

j=1

aijrij

= wi + 2

k∑

j=1

aijrij, (3.4)

where wi = −2
∫
Ω xpui

(
2∇̃xp∇̃ui + ∆̃xpui

)
.

Multiplying (3.4) by (λk+1 − λi)
2 and using the Schwarz inequality and (3.3), we get

(λk+1 − λi)
2


wi + 2

k∑

j=1

aijrij




= (λk+1 − λi)
2
∫

Ω
(−2)φi

(
2∇̃xp∇̃ui + ∆̃xpui

)

6 (λk+1 − λi)
3
∫

Ω
|φi|

2 + (λk+1 − λi)

∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2∇̃xp∇̃ui + ∆̃xpui −

k∑

j=1

rijuj

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

6 (λk+1 − λi)
2



∫

Ω
xpuiqi +

k∑

j=1

(λi − λj) a
2
ij




+ (λk+1 − λi)

∫

Ω

∣∣∣2∇̃xp∇̃ui + ∆̃xpui

∣∣∣
2
− (λk+1 − λi)

k∑

j=1

r2ij.

(3.5)
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Summing over i from 1 to k, we have

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 wi + 2

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 aijrij

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2
∫

Ω
xpuiqi +

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 (λi − λj) a

2
ij

+
k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

∫

Ω

∣∣∣2∇̃xp∇̃ui + ∆̃xpui

∣∣∣
2
−

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi) r
2
ij

(3.6)

Noting that
aij = aji, rij = −rji,

we infer

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 aijrij

=

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi) (λk+1 + λj − λj − λi) aijrij

=

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi) (λk+1 − λj) aijrij +

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi) (λj − λi) aijrij

=

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi) (λj − λi) aijrij ,

where we used
k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi) (λk+1 − λj) aijrij = 0.

Similarly,

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 (λi − λj) a

2
ij

=

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi) (λk+1 + λj − λj − λi) (λi − λj) a
2
ij

=
k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi) (λk+1 − λj) (λi − λj) a
2
ij −

k∑

i,j=1

(λj − λi)
2 a2ij

= −
k∑

i,j=1

(λj − λi)
2 a2ij.

9



Therefore

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2wi

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2
∫

Ω
xpuiqi +

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

∫

Ω

∣∣∣2∇̃xp∇̃ui + ∆̃xpui

∣∣∣
2

− 2

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi) (λj − λi) aijrij −

k∑

i,j=1

(λj − λi)
2 a2ij −

k∑

i,j=1

(λk+1 − λi) r
2
ij

=

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2
∫

Ω
xpuiqi +

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

∫

Ω

∣∣∣2∇̃xp∇̃ui + ∆̃xpui

∣∣∣
2

−

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi) [(λj − λi) aij + rij]
2

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2
∫

Ω
xpuiqi +

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

∫

Ω

∣∣∣2∇̃xp∇̃ui + ∆̃xpui

∣∣∣
2
.

(3.7)

By definition of wi, qi and
∆̃xp = (n− 2)e−2f∇f∇xp,

we have

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2
∫

Ω
xpui (−1)

(
2∇̃xp∇̃ui + (n− 2)e−2f∇f∇xpui

)

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

∫

Ω

∣∣∣2∇̃xp∇̃ui + (n− 2)e−2f∇f∇xpui

∣∣∣
2
, (3.8)

which is (1.6). ✷

4 Proof of Proposition 1.2

Proof. In this section we consider the eigenvalues of the Dirichlet Laplacian on the confor-
mally flat Riemannian manifold (Rn

+, g̃), where

R
n
+ := {~x = (x1, x2, · · · , xn) ∈ R

n|xn > 0}

with the metric

g̃ =
dx21 + · · ·+ dx2n

xtn
= e2fg,

10



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

f = −
t

2
lnxn,

and

∇f =

(
0, · · · ,−

t

2xn

)
,

∆f =
t

2x2n
,

e−2f = xtn.

First,

− 2

∫

Ω
xpui∇̃xp∇̃ui

= −
1

2

∫

Ω
∇̃x2p∇̃u2i

=
1

2

∫

Ω
∆̃x2pu

2
i .

Since

∆̃
(
x2p
)
= e−2f

(
∆
(
x2p
)
+ (n− 2)∇f∇

(
x2p
))

= e−2f
(
2 |∇xp|

2 + 2(n − 2)∇f∇xpxp

)

= xtn (2− t(n− 2)δpn) ,

we obtain

− 2
n∑

p=1

∫

Ω
xpui∇̃xp∇̃ui

=
1

2

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω
∆̃x2pu

2
i

=

(
n−

(n− 2) t

2

)∫

Ω
xtnu

2
i . (4.1)

Direct computations show that

− (n− 2)

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω
xpuie

−2f∇f∇xpui

=
(n− 2)t

2

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω
δpnx

t
nu

2
i

=
(n− 2)t

2

∫

Ω
xtnu

2
i (4.2)
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and

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(n− 2)e−2f∇f∇xpui

∣∣∣
2

=

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣(n− 2)xtnδpn

(
−

t

2xp

)
ui

∣∣∣∣
2

= (n− 2)2
∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣x
t
n

(
−

t

2xn

)
ui

∣∣∣∣
2

=
(n− 2)2t2

4

∫

Ω
x2t−2
n u2i . (4.3)

Moreover,

n∑

p=1

4(n− 2)

∫

Ω
∇̃xp∇̃uie

−2f∇f∇xpui

=

n∑

p=1

4(n− 2)

∫

Ω
e−2f∇xp∇uie

−2f∇f∇xpui

= 4(n − 2)

∫

Ω
e−4f∇ui∇fui

= 4(n − 2)

∫

Ω
e−2f∇̃ui∇̃fui

= 2(n − 2)

∫

Ω
e−2f∇̃f∇̃u2i

= −2(n − 2)

∫

Ω
∇̃ ·
(
e−2f ∇̃f

)
u2i , (4.4)

and

∇̃ ·
(
e−2f ∇̃f

)

= −2e−2f ∇̃f∇̃f + e−2f∆̃f

= −2e−4f∇f∇f + e−2f
(
e−2f (∆f + (n− 2)∇f∇f)

)

= −2x2tn
t2

4x2n
+ x2tn

(
t

2x2n
+ (n− 2)

t2

4x2n

)

=
(n− 4)t2 + 2t

4
x2t−2
n . (4.5)

Therefore we have

n∑

p=1

4(n − 2)

∫

Ω
∇̃xp∇̃uie

−2f∇f∇xpui

= −
(n− 2)(n− 4)t2 + 2(n− 2)t

2

∫

Ω
x2t−2
n u2i . (4.6)
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In the end,

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω

∣∣∣2∇̃xp∇̃ui

∣∣∣
2

= 4

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω

∣∣∣e−2f∇xp∇ui

∣∣∣
2

= 4

∫

Ω
e−4f |∇ui|

2

= 4

∫

Ω
e−4f∇ui∇ui

= 4

∫

Ω
e−2f∇̃ui∇̃ui

= −4

∫

Ω
∇̃ ·
(
e−2f ∇̃ui

)
ui

= −4

∫

Ω
−2e−2f ∇̃f∇̃uiui − 4

∫

Ω
e−2f ∆̃uiui

= 8

∫

Ω
e−2f∇̃f∇̃uiui + 4λi

∫

Ω
xtnu

2
i .

Since ∫

Ω
e−2f ∇̃f∇̃uiui

=
1

2

∫

Ω
e−2f∇̃f∇̃u2i

=−
1

2

∫

Ω
∇̃ ·
(
e−2f ∇̃f

)
u2i ,

from (4.5) we have

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω

∣∣∣2∇̃xp∇̃ui

∣∣∣
2

=
(
(4− n)t2 − 2t

) ∫

Ω
x2t−2
n u2i + 4λi

∫

Ω
xtnu

2
i . (4.7)

From (4.1), (4.2), (4.3), (4.6) and (4.7) we obtain

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2

(
n

∫

Ω
xtnu

2
i

)

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(
4λi

∫

Ω
xtnu

2
i +

((
−
n2

4
+ n+ 1

)
t2 − nt

)∫

Ω
x2t−2
n u2i

)
, (4.8)

which proves (1.7). ✷
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5 Proof of Proposition 1.4 and Corollary 1.5

Poof of Proposition 1.4.

Proof. In this section, we consider an n-dimensional conformally flat manifold M with
metric g̃ = e2fg, where f is a radial symmetric function. In this case, we have

∇f =

(
f ′(r)

x1

|x|
, · · · , f ′(r)

xn

|x|

)
, ∆f = f ′′(r) +

f ′(r)(n− 1)

r
,

where r := |x|.
As in the proof of Proposition 1.2, first we have

− 2

∫

Ω
xpui∇̃xp∇̃ui

=
1

2

∫

Ω
∆̃x2pu

2
i .

For each 1 ≤ p ≤ n, since

∆̃
(
x2p
)
= e−2f

(
∆
(
x2p
)
+ (n− 2)∇f∇

(
x2p
))

= e−2f
(
2 |∇xp|

2 + 2(n − 2)∇f∇xpxp

)

= e−2f

(
2 + 2(n− 2)f ′(r)

x2p

|x|

)
,

(5.1)

we obtain

− 2

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω
xpui∇̃xp∇̃ui

=
1

2

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω
∆̃x2pu

2
i

= n

∫

Ω
e−2fu2i + (n− 2)

∫

Ω
e−2ff ′(r)|x|u2i . (5.2)

Direct computations show that

− (n− 2)

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω
xpuie

−2f∇f∇xpui

= −(n− 2)

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω
e−2f∇f∇xpxpu

2
i

= −(n− 2)

∫

Ω
e−2ff ′(r)|x|u2i (5.3)
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and

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω

∣∣∣(n− 2)e−2f∇f∇xpui

∣∣∣
2

= (n− 2)2
n∑

p=1

∫

Ω
e−4f

∣∣f ′(r)
∣∣2 x2p

|x|2
u2i

= (n− 2)2
∫

Ω
e−4f

∣∣f ′(r)
∣∣2 u2i . (5.4)

Note that

n∑

p=1

4(n− 2)

∫

Ω
∇̃xp∇̃uie

−2f∇f∇xpui

=

n∑

p=1

4(n− 2)

∫

Ω
e−2f∇xp∇uie

−2f∇f∇xpui

= 4(n − 2)

∫

Ω
e−4f∇ui∇fui

= 2(n − 2)

∫

Ω
e−4f∇u2i∇f

= 2(n − 2)

∫

Ω
e−2f∇̃u2i ∇̃f

= −2(n − 2)

∫

Ω
∇̃ ·
(
e−2f ∇̃f

)
u2i , (5.5)

and

∇̃ ·
(
e−2f ∇̃f

)
= −2e−2f ∇̃f∇̃f + e−2f∆̃f

= −2e−4f∇f∇f + e−2f
(
e−2f (∆f + (n− 2)∇f∇f)

)

= (n− 4)e−4f |∇f |2 + e−4f∆f

= e−4f

(
(n− 4)

∣∣f ′(r)
∣∣2 + f ′′(r) +

f ′(r)(n− 1)

r

)
. (5.6)

Therefore we get from (5.5) and (5.6) that

n∑

p=1

4(n − 2)

∫

Ω
∇̃xp∇̃uie

−2f∇f∇xpui

= −2(n− 2)(n − 4)

∫

Ω
e−4f

∣∣f ′(r)
∣∣2 u2i

− 2(n− 2)

∫

Ω
e−4f

(
f ′′(r) +

f ′(r)(n− 1)

r

)
u2i . (5.7)
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Finally,

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω

∣∣∣2∇̃xp∇̃ui

∣∣∣
2

= 4

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω

∣∣∣e−2f∇xp∇ui

∣∣∣
2

= 4

∫

Ω
e−4f |∇ui|

2

= 4

∫

Ω
e−4f∇ui∇ui

= 4

∫

Ω
e−2f∇̃ui∇̃ui

= −4

∫

Ω
∇̃ ·
(
e−2f ∇̃ui

)
ui

= −4

∫

Ω
−2e−2f ∇̃f∇̃uiui − 4

∫

Ω
e−2f ∆̃uiui

= 8

∫

Ω
e−2f∇̃f∇̃uiui + 4λi

∫

Ω
e−2fu2i .

Since
∫

n

e−2f ∇̃f∇̃uiui =
1

2

∫

n

e−2f∇̃f∇̃u2i = −
1

2

∫

n

∇̃ ·
(
e−2f ∇̃f

)
u2i ,

by (5.6) we obtain

n∑

p=1

∫

Ω

∣∣∣2∇̃xp∇̃ui

∣∣∣
2

= −4

∫

Ω
∇̃ ·
(
e−2f ∇̃f

)
u2i + 4λi

∫

Ω
e−2fu2i

= −4(n− 4)

∫

Ω
e−4f

∣∣f ′(r)
∣∣2 u2i − 4

∫

Ω
e−4f

(
f ′′(r) +

f ′(r)(n− 1)

r

)
u2i

+ 4λi

∫

Ω
e−2fu2i . (5.8)

From (5.2), (5.3), (5.4), (5.7), (5.8), we obtain

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2

(
n

∫

Ω
e−2fu2i

)

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)

(
4λi

∫

Ω
e−2fu2i −

(
n2 − 4n− 4

) ∫

Ω
e−4f

∣∣f ′(r)
∣∣2 u2i

−2n

∫

Ω
e−4f

(
f ′′(r) +

f ′(r)(n− 1)

r

)
u2i

)
, (5.9)
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which proves (1.9). ✷

Proof of Corollary 1.5.

Proof. Now let (Mn, g̃) be the hyperbolic space with the Poincaré unit disk model, and
Ω a bounded smooth domain in H

n(−1). In this case the conformal factor is the radial
symmetric function

f(r) = ln
2

1− r2
.

Then

f ′(r) =
2r

1− r2
, f ′′(r) =

2r2 + 2

(1− r2)2
.

Insert these formulas into (1.9), we get

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2

(
n

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i

)

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
[
4λi

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i − n2

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i

+ (2n+ 4)

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
|x|2u2i

]

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
[
4λi

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i − n2

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i

+ (2n+ 4)

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i
]

=
k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
[
4λi

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i −

(
n2 − 2n− 4

) ∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i
]
.

where in the last inequality we used |x| < 1.

Finally let k = 1 and divided by the term
∫
Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
u2i on both sides of the above

inequality we get (1.8).
✷

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, 11, 13, 14,
15, 16] and so on). In this section we will see that universal inequalities for more special
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conformally flat manifolds could be obtained as consequences of Propositions 1.1 and 1.4.
First we have

Proposition 6.1. For a conformally flat manifold (Rn
+, g̃) with conformal metric

g̃ =
dx21 + dx22 + · · · + dx2n

xtn
,

assume that

(i) n ≥ 5 and t ≥ 0, or

(ii) n = 2, 3, 4, and 0 ≤ t ≤ n

−n2

4
+n+1

, or

(iii) n ≥ 5 and t ≤ n

−n2

4
+n+1

.

Then eigenvalues λi’s of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) satisfy

λ2 − λ1 6
4

n
λ1. (6.1)

Here R
n
+ := {(x1, · · · , xn) ∈ R

n|xn > 0}.

Proof. If t ≥ 0, direct computations show that −n2

4 + n + 1 ≤ 0 when n ≥ 5, and thus

(−n2

4 +n+1)t2 −nt ≤ 0; when 2 ≤ n ≤ 4, we have also (−n2

4 +n+1)t2 −nt ≤ 0 if 0 ≤ t ≤
n

−n2

4
+n+1

. If t < 0, then when n ≥ 5 and t ≤ n

−n2

4
+n+1

we still have (−n2

4 +n+1)t2−nt ≤ 0.

Therefore under assumptions of the above proposition, from (1.7) we have

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2

(
n

∫

Ω
xtnu

2
i

)

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi) 4λi

∫

Ω
xtnu

2
i , (6.2)

which implies (6.1) by letting k = 1. ✷

Next we consider conformally flat manifolds (Bn, 4
(1−|x|2)t

g), where t is a real constant.

In this case e2f = 4
(1−|x|2)t , while f(r) = ln 2

(1−r2)
t

2

. Then

f ′(r) =
tr

1− r2
, f

′′

(r) =
tr2 + t

(1− r2)2
.
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Then from (1.9) we obtain

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2

(
n

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)t
u2i

)

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
[
4λi

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)t
u2i −

tn2

2

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)t
u2i

+ [−
n2 − 4n − 4

4
t2 +

t(n− 2)n

2
]

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)2
|x|2u2i

]
. (6.3)

Then similarly with the proof of Proposition 6.1 we get that if 0 ≤ t ≤ 2(n−2)
n2−4n−4(n ≥ 5) or

t ≤ 2(n−2)
n2−4n−4

(2 ≤ n ≤ 4), we have

[
−
n2 − 4n − 4

4
t2 +

t(n− 2)n

2

]
≥ 0.

Then from (6.3) we obtain that

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2

(
n

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)t
u2i

)

6

k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
[
4λi

∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)t
u2i +

(
−
n2 − 4n− 4

4
t2 − nt

)∫

Ω

(
1− |x|2

)t
u2i
]
,

which implies

λ2 − λ1 6
4

n

[
λ1 +

(
−
n2 − 4n− 4

16
t2 −

nt

4

)]
.

To summarize, we obtain

Proposition 6.2. For a comformally flat Riemannian manifold (Bn, g̃) with

g̃ =
4

(1− r2)t
g,

assume that

(i) 0 ≤ t ≤ 2(n−2)
n2−4n−4(n ≥ 5), or

(ii) t ≤ 2(n−2)
n2−4n−4

(2 ≤ n ≤ 4).

Then eigenvalues λi’s of the eigenvalue problem (1.1) satisfy

λ2 − λ1 6
4

n

[
λ1 +

(
−
n2 − 4n− 4

16
t2 −

nt

4

)]
.
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