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SPECTRAL COMPARISON RESULTS FOR LAPLACIANS ON
DISCRETE GRAPHS

PATRIZIO BIFULCO®, JOACHIM KERNER®, AND CHRISTIAN ROSE

ABSTRACT. In the recent literature, various authors have studied spectral comparison
results for Schrédinger operators with discrete spectrum in different settings including
Euclidean domains and quantum graphs. In this note we derive such spectral comparison
results in a rather general framework for general and possibly infinite discrete graphs.
Along the way, we establish a discrete version of the local Weyl law whose proof does
neither involve any Tauberian theorem nor the Weyl law as used in the continuous case.

1. INTRODUCTION

The underlying idea of the spectral comparison results we shall study in this paper is
to compare — in a suitable way — the eigenvalues of two different (self-adjoint) operators
defined over the same structure, and where one of them is a perturbation of the other.

A benchmark in this direction was obtained in [RWY21] (see also [FL24] for more
recent developments) where the authors compare the sums of the first n eigenvalues of the
Neumann Laplacian and of a Robin Laplacian on a bounded domain in R2. Based on this,
they derive an explicit expression for the limiting mean eigenvalue distance which involves
the circumference, the area of the domain and the Robin parameter. Similar results have
subsequently been established for quantum graphs [BK24al [ BK24c, [BK24d, RBS24]. More
explicitly, given a metric graph, the authors of [BK24c| compare the sums of the first n
eigenvalues of two self-adjoint Schrodinger operators with each other. For finite compact
metric graphs, an explicit expression for the mean eigenvalue distance involves some
combinatorial data of the graph as well as the potentials associated with the operators. In
contrast to this, in [BK24d] it is shown that, for a certain infinite quantum graph of infinite
total length, the mean average eigenvalue distance has value zero, but that a modified
average of the eigenvalue distances yields a more meaningful result. This remarkable
and somewhat unexpected effect has its root in a modified Weyl law for the eigenvalue
counting function. As shown in [BK24d]|, this modified Weyl law also leads to a modified
local Weyl law. Indeed, local Weyl laws constitute a key tool for the derivation of spectral
comparison results and they are intimately connected to properties of the heat kernel. As
we will see in the following, for discrete graphs, the derivation of a local Weyl law is more
direct than in other settings in that it does not involve Weyl’s law. In contrast, in many
settings including Euclidean domains and metric graphs, there is a direct link between
the heat kernel and the Weyl law via Karamata’s Tauberian theorem.

In this paper, we obtain spectral comparison results for Laplacians on discrete graphs
which are typically infinite (Theorem []) and, to this end, we provide a local Weyl law
for such graphs (Proposition ). By doing this, we also recover some results obtained
in [BK23| for normalized Schrodinger operators on finite discrete graphs. The surprising
feature of the results obtained in this paper is that one has yet again to modify the spectral
comparison results as well as the local Weyl law. Indeed, rather than an expression
for an averaged version of the eigenvalues distances one obtains an expression for the
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sum of all eigenvalue differences. In this sense, the spectral properties of Laplacians on
discrete graphs are quite different from those of Schrodinger operators defined in the
continuous setting. In addition, the derived spectral comparison results immediately
imply an Ambarzumian-type theorem (Corollary [@) and hence a connection to inverse
spectral theory is established; we refer to [Amb29, Bor46, Davi3, Kur23, BK24b] and
references therein.

2. BASIC SETUP AND THE MAIN RESULT
Let X be a non-empty and at most countable set and b: X x X — [0, 00) symmetric
satisfying b(z,z) = 0 and > b(z,y) < oo for all z € X. Let ¢ : X — [0,00) and
m : X — (0,00) be two maps and extend m to a measure in the obvious way. We then

call (b, c) a graph over the discrete measure space (X, m); see [KLW21] for more details.
Denote by C(X) the linear space of real functions and

eetm) = {7 €0 s X If@lma) <

reX
which, equipped with the scalar product
<ngQXm . Zf ) fag€€2(X7m>7

zeX
is a Hilbert space. We let

D {feC LY byl f(@ <y>|2+Zc(:v>|f(a:>|2<oo},

z,yeX zeX

and define the quadratic form Qp.: Dy X Dy — R by

(. 9) Z bz, y)(f(x) = f()(9(x) = g(v)) + Y c(@) f(x)g(x) , f.g € Dy, .

z,yeX reX

We are interested in self—adjoint realizations of the operator £ . formally acting as

(Lb cf

m<$)f(x), reX.

To this end, let () = vac be a positive quadratic form over (b,c¢) with form domain
D(Q) C ¢*(X, m) which is closed with respect to the form norm

LAIG = 1 em + QU S) . f€DQ).

We assume that C.(X) C D(Q), where C.(X) denotes the subspace of functions in C'(X)
having finite support.

According to the form representation theorem, its associated self-adjoint positive oper-
ator L in (X, m) with domain D(L) C D(Q) satisfies the relation

Q(f.9) = (f. Lg)eexmy  forg € D(L), f € D(Q) .
As demonstrated in [KLW21], we have L = L. on D(L). Most prominent choices are

Q(N)<f7 g) = Qb,c<f7 g) fOI' fvg € D(Q(N)> = £2<X7 m) N Db,c )

and

QPN(f.g) = Quelfrg)  for f,g € D(Q®)) = Co(x) " 1%e
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which correspond to the Neumann and Dirichlet realizations, respectively. By construc-
tion, we always have D(QP)) c D(Q) c D(Q™)). Such inclusions hold, in particular,
for so-called Markovian realizations, see [KLW21l, Definition 3.9 and Theorem 3.11].

Remark 1. As illustrated in [KLW21), there exist graphs satisfying D(QP)) = D(QW))
and therefore there is a unique form in our sense associated with such a graph. However,
there also exist many situations where the inclusion is indeed strict and in which case the
corresponding realizations in-between can be characterized explicitly, cf. [KLSS19].

Regarding spectral comparison results, we now want to compare — for a fixed discrete
measure space (X, m) — the spectrum of two self-adjoint operators, one defined over the
graph (b,0) and the other over (b, ¢) for some ¢ : X — [0, 00). More explicitly, we want to
compare the spectrum of (Lg, D(Lg)) associated with the form (Qq, D(Qo)) defined over
a graph (b, 0) over (X, m) to the one of (L., D(L.)) associated with the form (Q., D(Q.))
over the graph (b, ¢) over (X, m), where Q. = Q, . and

D(Q) = D@ N { £ € L0 m)s 3 el f(@)f < 00 < D@
rzeX
In the following, we call such a self-adjoint operator Lq a realization and the self-adjoint
operator L, corresponding to ¢ : X — [0, 00) its induced realization.

Assumption 2 (Discreteness of the spectrum). Let Ly be a realization associated with
(Qo, D(Qo)) defined over a graph (b,0) over the discrete measure space (X, m). We assume
that its form domain D(Qy) is compactly embedded in (*(X,m).

Following a general argument cf. [Sch12], the spectrum of Lg is purely discrete under
Assumption 2 in this case we write A,(0) for the n-th eigenvalue of L,. Notice that,
whenever /2(X,m) is infinite-dimensional, the eigenvalues diverge to infinity and hence
Lo is an unbounded operator. Also, given X is finite, Assumption 2] is superfluous.
On the other hand, since D(Qy) C D(QW)), one has a compact embedding whenever
D(QW)) = 2(X,m) N Dy is compactly embedded in ¢*(X,m). This holds, for instance,
whenever m(X) < oo and X satisfies a Sobolev inequality [HKSW23] or is bounded with
respect to a certain distance-like function, [BM25, Lemma 2.6].

Lemma 3. Consider a realization Ly, ¢ : X — [0,00) and its induced realization L.. If
Ly satisfies Assumption[d, D(Q.) is also compactly embedded in (*(X, m) and hence o(L.)
15 also purely discrete.

Proof. The statement follows directly from the definition of a compact embedding, taking
into account the definition of D(Q.) and ¢ > 0 on X. O

Whenever an induced realization L. has purely discrete spectrum, we likewise denote
its eigenvalues by A, (c), n € N. We can now formulate the main result of this note.

Theorem 4 (Spectral comparison for discrete graphs). Let Ly satisfy Assumption [2,
c: X = [0,00) and L. the corresponding induced realization. Then, we have

S () — Au(0)) = 37 L

n=1 zeX m(x)

where the right-hand side equals +oo if the map X > x +— <2) goes not belong to (*(X,1).

m(x)
Remark 5. If Assumption2 and < € ('(X, 1), Theorem[g implies that (A, (c) — A (0)),,en

is a null sequence. This therefore shows that the two (unbounded) operators Ly and L,
are asymptotically isospectral; see [KS20] for a related discussion.
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3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

It is well-known that any induced realization L. generates a strongly continuous semi-
group (e *le);5q consisting of integral operators on (?(X,m), i.e., there exists a map
p¢:[0,00) x X x X — R, the heat kernel, such that

(™ f) (@) = Y _wilw, ) f)mly), w€X t>0, fel*(X,m).
yeX
Furthermore, this identity readily implies
(L "L gyy) e eam)
m(x)m(y)

This yields the following statement which represents a counterpart to [BEJ22, Theo-
rem 4.1], [BK24c, Proposition 4] and [BK24d, Lemma 13| for discrete graphs.

pi(x,y) = , z,ye X, t>0.

Proposition 6 (Local Weyl law). Let Lo satisfy Assumption(d, ¢: X — [0,00) and L, the
induced realization. Further, let f¢ € (*(X,m), n € N, denote corresponding orthogonal
and normalized eigenfunctions to the eigenvalues A, (c), n € N. Then, one has

S @R - ——,  seX.
n=1

m(z)’

Proof. As o(L.) is purely discrete by Lemma [Bland L. is associated with a positive form,
we employ Mercer’s theorem to obtain

pi(z,x) = e ™| fe(x) )

for all t > 0 and z € X, where the right-hand side converges uniformly in x € X for fixed
t > 0. Due to continuity of scalar products and the strong continuity of the semigroup
(e7F<);50, we have

<1{x} lim e*tL01{m}> ||1 ||2
’ m x m 1
lim pj(z,x) = t=0" exm A EXm)

t—0+ m(z)?  om(z)2 ma)

for every x € X. Moreover, using Mercer’s identity and Fatou’s lemma, we conclude for
every x € X and every s > 0

o0

. 1
c : —tAn(c)| fc 2 s —tAn(c)| fc 2 1 c o
Pt ) <3 i e OV < eI =l piCen) = L
The claim follows considering s — 0. O

In order to relate the eigenvalues of L. and Ly, we want to ensure that the respective
form domains are the same.

Lemma 7. Let Ly be a realization over the graph (b,0), ¢: X — |
realization over the graph (b,c). Moreover, suppose < € £(X, 1

D(Qo) = D(Qe) -

Proof. By definition of @, the inclusion D(Qy) D D(Q.) is clear. If conversely f € D(Qo)
it is sufficient to show that > _y c(x)|f(x)]* < oo to conclude that f € D(Q.). As

0,00) and L, the induced
). Then, we have
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£ e (*(X)and f € *(X,m), we deduce

> @l = 3 S wPme) < |2 L 1o <o

zeX X m(x)

immediately yielding the claim. U

Whenever the form domains agree, similar arguments as in [L.S24] yield the following;
see also [Kat66].

Proposition 8 (Hadamard-type formula). Let Ly satisfy Assumption[d, ¢: X — [0,00)
and for any T € [0, 1] let L. be the induced realization of the function Tc. Further, for any
7€ [0,1], let ¢ € *(X,m), n € N, denote the corresponding orthogonal and normalized
eigenfunctions to the eigenvalues \,(7c), n € N. Assume = € (°(X,1). Then, the map
[0,1] 5 7 +— A\, (7¢) is differentiable almost everywhere with

Daalre) = Y el

zeX

Using this, we are now in the position to prove our main result.

Proof of Theorem [/, We first restrict to the case where = € (X, 1): by the Hadamard-
type formula, we may write for any N € N

37 () = A(0)) = / S (@) S A7) dr

For every N € N and every 7 € [0, 1], the local Weyl law provided by Proposition [ yields
Sl @) < o [fi(@)]? = 5k Hence, we get

D (@)Y @) <

zeX

such that the sequence (>, c(z) SOV 1f7¢(x) ) wen is bounded uniformly in 7 € [0, 1].
Therefore, due to dominated convergence, we arrive at

C

m

<0,
£H(X)

i (@) = 20(0) = [ lgcm Jim_ (f} 175 ()P )dT
- /01;;% & :;sa -

Next, assume < ¢ ('(X,1): similar to [BK24d, Theorem 9] we enumerate the set of
vertices X = {z,,} and consider the family of maps ¢y, : X — [0,00), M € N, given by

c(z,), ifl1<n<M,
e (n) = 0 else

Then, clearly <& € (X, 1) for every M € N and according to the min-max principle and
the first part of the proof, we deduce

> () = M0) 2 3~ (o) Aa(0) = 3 ) 7 )

for every M € N. Letting M — oo, the statement follows. O
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We finish this note with an interesting and straightforward application of Theorem [4]
namely, we shall prove an Ambarzumian-type theorem similar to what was done in
[BK24b| in the case of quantum graphs, see also [Dav13l, BKSIS, [KS20]. This result
falls into the realm of inverse spectral theory which seems to have been initiated by
the work of Ambarzumian [Amb29] and later Borg [Bor46]. For an overview regarding
Ambarzumian-type theorems for Schrodinger operators on quantum graphs we refer to
[Kur23] and references therein.

Corollary 9 (Ambarzumian-type theorem for discrete graphs). Let Lo satisfy Assump-
tion[d, ¢: X — [0,00) and L. be the induced realization. Assume < € (*(X,1). If
An(€) = A (0) for alln € N, then we have ¢ = 0.
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