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Abstract

Recently Rohleder proposed a new variational approach to an inequality between the
Neumann and Dirichlet eigenvalues in the simply connected planar case using the language
of classical vector analysis. Writing his approach in terms of differential forms permits to
generalize these results to a much broader context. The spectrum of the absolute boundary
problem for the Hodge-Laplacian on a Riemannian manifold with boundary is presented
as a union of the spectra of the absolute boundary problem on the spaces of closed and
co-exact forms. An inequality for the eigenvalues of the absolute boundary problem for the
Hodge-Laplacian and the Dirichlet boundary problem for the Laplace-Beltrami operator in
the Euclidean case is obtained using this presentation. The Rohleder’s results are obtained
as corollaries of a more general theorem.

1 Introduction

Let us consider the following classical question in Spectral Theory in Riemannian Geom-
etry. Given a compact Riemannian manifold with a nonempty boundary, how many Neumann
eigenvalues are less then the k-th Dirichlet eigenvalue? This question is related, for example, to
the the investigation of maxima and minima of eigenfunctions and the hot spots conjecture [§].

Consider a compact oriented Riemannian manifold M with a boundary 0M. In this case,
the spectra of the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary problems for the Laplace-Beltrami operator
are discrete sets without limit points other than 4oco. In particular, any Dirichlet or Neumann
eigenvalue has finite multiplicity, see [7} Theorem 2.1.39]. Let us denote the ordered eigenvalues
of the Dirichlet boundary problem (Dirichlet eigenvalues) by

D<M <A< A<...,
and the ordered eigenvalues of the Neumann boundary problem (Neumann eigenvalues) by
O0=p1 <po<pz<....

The eigenvalues are counted accordingly to their multiplicities for both boundary problems,
i.e. each eigenvalue is written exactly as many times as the dimension of the corresponding
eigenspace. Classical variational descriptions of eigenvalues imply immediately that

VeeN i < M.

However, a stronger statement,
VEeN ppr1 < A,

is true for M C R™. It was proven by Friedlander in paper [3]. Later, Filonov proved in paper
[2] that under the same condition there is a strict inequality,

Vk e N L1 < Ak

For convex Euclidean domains even stronger inequalities are known. If M C R? is a convex
domain with C?-smooth boundary, then the inequality

VEEN prge < M (1)
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holds, it was proven by Payne in [10]. Levine and Weinberger showed in [6] that for a convex
M C R"™ whose boundary is C?>-smooth with Hélder continuous second derivatives the following
estimate holds,

Vk e N Prgrn < Ak

As remarked in [6], it can be concluded by approximation argument that the inequality
Vk €N pigrn < A,

holds for any convex bounded domain M C R™.

The index of the Neumann eigenvalue in the inequality above cannot be greater than k + n
without reducing the generality of the result. For instance, for a flat disk one has uqs > A;.
However, conditions on M can still be weakened. For example, Rohleder in his recent work [12]
proved that the convexity condition can be weakened to simply connectedness in case dim M = 2.
Rohleder’s work is interesting not only for its progress in the problem described above, but also
because his proof is based on a joint variational description for the Neumann and Dirichlet
eigenvalues.

Definition 1.1. Consider two nondecreasing sequences A = {a;};->° and B = {b;};-% such that

neither A nor B have limit points but +o0o. We define an ordered disjoint union of A and B as

a nondecreasing sequence C' = {¢; :;Of such that for any r € R we have

#{ci = r|i € N} = #{a; = r|li € N} + #{b; = r|i € N}.
Here #X s the cardinality of the set X. We denote such a union by the square cup,
C:=AUB.

Let us denote the ordered disjoint union of the Dirichlet spectrum and the nonzero part of
the Neumann spectrum as follows,

{me}25 = w2 U {125
Then the following variational description holds.

Theorem 1.2 (Rohleder, [I2, Theorem 4.1]). Let M C R? be a bounded simply connected planar
domain. Then

J (v ?(0) + |w(v)[?)

. M
Nk = min max
WirCHe, vEWR f |’U|2 ’

where w(v) = d1vg — Davy is the vorticity of a vector field v and H, is the space of all vector
fields v € L?>(M)? such that dive, w(v) € L2(M) and v|gn is tangent to the boundary.

Another recent Rohleder’s result concerns the problem of finding the eigenvalues of the
curl curl operator. Let M C R? be a compact Euclidean domain with Lipschitz boundary M,
and consider a vector field u € T'(T'M). The problem is given by the following system,

curlcurlu = fu  in M,
divu =0 in M, (2)
uxv=>0 on OM.

Here v is an exterior normal vector.

Let {61}, be the spectrum of problem (2). Then we have the following theorem.



Theorem 1.3 (Rohleder, [I3, Theorem 3.1|). Let M C R3 be a bounded connected Euclidean
domain. Then for any k € N it is true that

Oort1 < Ag.

Both of the Rohleder‘s approaches use the similar technique, but none of them is universal,
and each time Rohleder constructs an auxiliary operator anew.

In this paper we move from vector fields used by Rohleder to differential forms and obtain
Theorems and [l In Section 4 we show that Theorems and are special cases of
Theorem 4.1. Now let us introduce Theorems and [£.1]

Consider the absolute boundary condition on the space of all differential p-forms. This
problem is given by the following system

Apw = aw,
nw =0,
ndw = 0,

where A, is the Hodge-Laplace operator and nw = 0 means that form w is “tangential” to the
boundary OM. For a precise definition of nw see Section 2.

Let D be some set of differential p-forms. We denote the spectrum of the absolute boundary
problem restricted to L?D by speca(D).

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem BI0). Let M be a compact oriented Riemannian manifold with a
boundary OM. Then

speca(Q (M) = speca(cBR (M)) U spec(CY (M)).
Moreover, if M is simply connected, then
speca(cER (M)) = speca(CRTH(M)).

Here QR (M) is a space of all p-forms w such that nw = 0, CR, (M) is a space of all closed
p-forms w such that nw = 0 and cER; (M) is a space of all co-ezact p-forms w such that nw = 0.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem ET)). Let M C R™ be a compact Fuclidean domain with a smooth
boundary OM. Let {0x};25 := speca(Cr ' (M)). Let {\x};=5 be the Dirichlet spectrum of M.
Then for any m € N the following inequality holds,

0(n—1)m+1 < )\m

Remark 1.6. This paper is an extended English version of the author’s M.Sc. thesis [9] pub-
lished on-line in Russian in the summer 202/.

Remark 1.7. There is a recent preprint [§)] by M. Fries, M. Goffeng and G. Miranda. The
results of [4)] highly intersects with ones of the present paper. However the results of the present
paper are obtained independently and by using another technique.

Remark 1.8. There is another recent preprint [3] by B. Hua, F. Munch, and H. Zhang appeared
on the arxiv the same day as the first version of the present paper. The Rohleder’s result is
generalized in [5] from Euclidean domains to hyperbolic surfaces. The proposed generalization
of an index shift in () uses the first Betti number. Unlike [3l], the present paper is devoted to
generalizing to the case of an arbitrary dimension of M.

2 Basic facts and notations

Instead of a Euclidean domain let us consider an n-dimensional compact oriented Riemannian
manifold (M, g) with a boundary OM. Let QP (M) be the space of all smooth differential p-forms



on M. We denote the differential, the co-differential and Hodge star operators by d,d and x
respectively. It is worth to recall, that

§ = (—1)"PFDH gy,
sk = (—1)PP=1),
Also, QP(M) can be equipped with the L? inner product

= fonon

M

In the case, when OM = & operators d and ¢ are adjoint, but in general we have the following
variation of Stokes‘ formula.

(dw,n}:/dw/\*n:/w/\*5n+/w/\*n:(w,én>+/w/\*n. (3)

M M oM oM

We write C?(M) and ¢CP(M) for the subspaces of (M) consisting of closed and co-closed
p-forms, i.e.

CP(M) = {n € Q|dn = 0},
cCP(M) := {n € QP|on = 0},
and we write EP(M) and ¢EP(M) for the subspaces of exact and co-exact p-forms, i.e.
EP(M) = {n € QP|n = dw,w € QP (M)},

cEP(M) :={n € QP|n = dw,w € QP~H(M)}.

Intersections of these spaces are denoted by a juxtaposition of symbols. For example,
CcCP(M) = CP(M) N cCP(M).
The main operator we use is the Hodge-Laplace operator,

A, QP (M) — QP(M),
A, = dd + db.

It is well-known that the Hodge-Laplace operator, acting on O-forms, coincides with the
Laplace-Beltrami operator, i.e.
Ay = A.

In the case when M has a nonempty boundary, the Hodge-Laplace operator acting on whole
QP(M) is not self-adjoint, so we need some boundary condition for p-forms. We define the map

t: T (AP (T*M) |oar) —> T(AP (T M) |onr)
by a formula
(X1, Xp) = 0(X] o, X)), VX0, X, € T(TM|onr),
where X = X!l + X is the decomposition of the vector field X along M. Then we define the
map n as
n: (AP (T"M) |op) — T (AP (T M) |onr) »
nn = nlon — tn.

Remark 2.1. Let i : OM — M be the inclusion map of the boundary. Abusing notation, tn
1s sometimes identified with the pullback i* of the form n. Note that tn belongs to the space
T (AP (T*M) |oar) but i*n belongs to the space QP(OM), and since they are two different spaces
we cannot have tn equal to i*n. The case of n and v, is similar. The following two propositions
clarify why these identifications still make sense.



Proposition 2.2 ([I, Proposition 5.1]). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with boundary,
let i : OM — M be the inclusion map of the boundary, and let n € QP (M). Then

tn=0<i"n=0.

Proposition 2.3. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold with boundary, let v be the outward
normal vector to the boundary, and let n € QP(M). Then

n=0%&n=0.
< If ny = 0 then n|gar = tn, so
LUT](Xl,XQ,.. ) = 7’](V,X1,X2,. )|8M = t’l](V,Xl,XQ,.. ) =

=n0,xI xll,..y=o.

Note that X+ = f - v, where f is a function. So, due to linearity,
(X + X5 X+ X5 = xd + X X+ X ) = X ))low

is a sum of terms of form f; - ,,n(v, v, ...,XJJ,XJL, ...). Therefore, if 1,7 = 0 we have nn = 0. >

We say that a p-form 7 satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition if tn = 0. If ny = 0, we
say that 7 satisfies the Neumann boundary condition. The corresponding subspaces of QP (M)
are denoted by QF, (M) and QX (M), i.e.

Qf (M) = {n € Q" (M) |tn = 0},
QF (M) ={n € Q" (M) |nn = 0}.

Note that the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions for p-forms do not generalize the
Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions for functions. Indeed, Q% = C*°(M) is just the
space of all C*°-smooth functions. Moreover, restriction from Q? to QX or QF, is still not enough
to obtain a self-adjoint operator. However, these conditions still have some good properties.

Proposition 2.4 ([I, Proposition 5.2|). Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold with boundary
and n € QP(M). Then

*(tn) = n(xn).
Lemma 2.5. Consider w € QR (M) and n € Q% (M) then
{dw,m) = (w, 0m).

< Indeed, we have [ w Axn =0 due to t*n = 0. Applying @) we get
oM

(dw,n) = (w, dn) + / w A xn = (w, on).
oM

>

Proposition 2.6 ([I, Proposition 5.4]). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with boundary.
Then

o the differential d : QP (M) — QPTL(M) preserves the Dirichlet boundary condition,

e the co-differential § : QP(M) — QP~1(M) preserves the Neumann boundary condition.



Some more notation for different subspaces of QF (M),

B =d (2 (M) = {n e 9 (M) n=d¢,C € 2 (M),

cBf =5 (91 (M) = {n € (M) In = 8¢, € O (M)
CP (M) = CP (M) N Q% (M) ;
cCh (M) = cC? (M) N QY (M);;
CR (M) = €7 (M) N 9%, (1)

eC%, (M) = cC? (M) N Q% (M).
Unfortunately, QP (M) is not complete with respect to this inner product.
Definition 2.7. Consider a subset A C QP(M). We denote L?-completion of A by L?A.
Now we can present some decomposition results.

Theorem 2.8 (Hodge-Morrey decomposition, [I5, Theorem 2.4.2]). The space L?QP (M) de-
composes into the L?-orthogonal direct sum

L2QF (M) = L?EY, (M) @ L*CcCP (M) @ L*cER, (M).
Lemma 2.9. The spaces L>*CR, (M) and L*cEX, (M) are orthogonal to each other.

< Due to the Cauchy-Bunyakovsky inequality, it suffices for us to check that C% (M) L
cER (M). Let w € C% (M), and 1 € cE% (M). Then dw = 0 and there is such a & € QX" that
17 = 6£. Then

(w,77>—<w,5§>—/w/\*5§—/dw/\*§—aﬂ//jw/\*{—()—I—O—O.

M M
So, CX.(M) is orthogonal to cER (M), and ,therefore, L2CR, (M) is orthogonal to L?cEX (M). >
Lemma 2.10. The space LQQ’])V (M) can be decomposed into the following orthogonal direct sum,
L2QR(M) = L*CR.(M) @ L*cER (M).
< Let m be the projection map
7 L2QP(M) — L?QR(M).
Recall the Hodge-Morrey decomposition for L?QP (M),
L*QP(M) = L*EY (M) @ L*CcCP (M) @ L*cER(M).

We have
(L?E} (M) @ L*CcCP(M)) C L*CP(M),

SO
© (L2ED/(M) & L*CcC?(M)) C L*C%(M).

Due to Lemma 23, we have L2CK, (M) L L?cER (M), so

L2C%(M) C (L*E} (M) & L*CcCP(M))
and m(L*CR(M)) = L>*CR, (M), which means that

m (L*E% (M) & L*CcCP(M)) = L*CR,(M)
and

O (M) = (L?E% (M) & L*CcCP(M) & L*cER (M)) = L*C%, (M) ® L*cE},(M).



3 Boundary problems

We make a great use of the following two boundary condition for the Hodge Laplacian
acting on L2Q% (M) and L2Q5(M) := L2(QR, (M) N QY (M)).

3.1 Absolute boundary condition
The boundary problem

Apw = aw,
nw = 0,
ndw = 0,

for the Hodge-Laplace operator and the corresponding boundary condition are called absolute.
For reference see [I4], [16, Sections 5.8 - 5.9].

We will call eigenvalues and eigenforms of the system above the absolute eigenvalues and
the absolute eigenforms. Also, we will denote the space of all smooth p-forms with absolute
boundary condition as follows,

Q5 (M) == {w|w € QP(M),nw = 0,ndw = 0}.

Proposition 3.1 ([I6, Proposition 5.9.7]). Eigenvalues of the absolute boundary problem form
a discrete set and have no accumulation points but +00. Moreover, the corresponding eigenforms
are analytic and can be chosen to form an orthonormal basis of L*QR(M).

We will denote the ordered eigenvalues of the absolute boundary problem counted according
to their multiplicities by

o <ar << ap <.,

Proposition 3.2 ([I6], Section 5.9]). The Hodge Laplacian with the absolute boundary have the
following quadratic form,

qv,u] == (Apu,v)p2 = (du, dv) 2 + (du, 6v) 2.
Corollary 3.3. There is the following variational description for {ak}zﬁ‘i,

J (dv A xdv + dv A x6v)

ap = min max
Wi CL2QE, (M), v€Wi J v Axv
dim Wy, =k M

Lemma 3.4. The differential operator d maps Q¥ (M) to Q5T (M).

< Let w be an absolute p-form, then nw = ndw = 0. Moreover, ddw = 0. Therefore,
ndw = 0,
nddw = 0.
In the other words, dw belongs to Q57 (M). >

Definition 3.5. We define the spaces of closed and exact absolute as follows,
CA(M) = {w|w € Q) (M), dw = 0},
EP (M) = Img(Q57H).
Definition 3.6. We define the absolute cohomology as follows,

H (M) = O (M)/EL (M).



The quotion space in the definition above make sense due to Lemma [3.4] .

Definition 3.7. We define the space of absolute harmonic p-forms as follows:
HY (M) = {w e QY (M)|dw = éw = 0}.

Proposition 3.8 (|16, Proposition 5.9.10]). Consider the space of absolute harmonic p-forms
HY (M) and the absolute cohomology HY (M), then

H (M) = H (M).
Hence, in the simply connected case
HL (M) = {0}.
Now let us move to the main result of this paper.

Definition 3.9. Let D be a subset of va We denote the spectrum of the absolute boundary
problem restricted to L?D by speca(D).

Theorem 3.10. Let M be a compact oriented Riemannian manifold with a boundary OM . Then
speca(QR (M) = speca(cER, (M)) U speca(CR,(M)).
Moreover, if M is simply connected, then
speca(cER (M) = speca(CRT (M)).

< Due to Proposition B] there is an orthonormal basis AP of the space L?QRX (M), where
AP consists only of the absolute eigenforms. Let us show that AP can be chosen in a form
AP = AP, U A7, where A is an orthonormal basis of the space L*cEX (M) and A7, is an
orthonormal basis of the space L2C} (M). Here the union of sequences means that we are
considering a new sequence, where the elements of the first sequence are in even places, and the
elements of the second are in odd places

Let w be an absolute p-eigenform with an eigenvalue . Due to Lemma 2.T0] there are unique
n € L2CR (M) and & € L*cER, (M) such that w = n + . Note that 6§ = dn = 0, so there are
two following equalities,

Ap(§) =ddg,  Ap(n) = don.

Let us compute A, on w,
a(n+§) = aw = Ap(w) = Ap(n + &) = don + 5d¢.
Due to the uniqueness of £ and 1 we have the following equalities,
Ap(§) = 0d§ = o, Ap(n) = don = an.

Therefore, 7 and £ are absolute eigenforms. The author leaves the process of further reconstruc-
tion of the basis AP to the reader.
As long as we can chose AP in the form AP = AP, U A?,, the following decomposition holds,

speca QX (M) = speca(cER (M) U speca(CR,(M)).
Now let us prove, that if M is simply connected, then
Speca(CR(M)) = Speca(cER (M)).

First of all, let us show that Speca(C%(M)) C Speca(cER (M)). Here C means that if the
sequence Speca(CRT(M)) contains m copies of an element a then Speca(cER (M)) contains
at least m copies of an element .



Let wy L wo be two orthogonal absolute (p+ 1)-eigenforms. Let Apyqwi = cqwr and Apjqwe =
opwsy. Let us show that dw; and dws are nonzero absolute p-eigenforms and dw; L dwa, Apdw; =
odwy and Apdwe = aadws.

Forms dw; and dws are nonzero, because elsewhere either wy or ws is harmonic, and there is
a contradiction with Lemma

Now we compute A,dws,

Ap5w1 = (5d + d5)5W1 = 5d5w1 = (55d + 5d5)w1 = 5Ap+1w1 = aléwl.

Let us show that dw; satisfy the absolute boundary condition. The condition néw; = 0
holds because nw; = 0 and the operator ¢ preserves the Neumann boundary condition for
forms. Moreover, nddw; = najw; = 0.

So we can conclude that dw; and dws are the absolute p-eigenforms. Now let us show that
dw1 L dws. Due to Lemma [2.5] we have

<5w1,5w2> = <d5w1,w2> = 1 <W1,WQ> = O

Now let C2*! be an eigenspace of the operator A, 41 with a domain C%"' (M) and cE?, be
an eigenspace of the operator A, with a domain c¢EX,(M). Both of the eigenspaces correspond
to the eigenvalue . Note, that in such notations the orthonormal basis of C2! which consists
of the absolute (p + 1)-eigenforms generates an orthonormal basis of ¢E?, which consists of the
absolute p-eigenforms. So we have

speca(CPTY) C speca(cEP).
Hence,
speca(CRTH (M) C speca(cER (M)).

Now we prove that speca(CRT (M) D speca(cEX (M)).

Let us show that for any co-exact absolute p-eigenform § € cEX (M) with an eigenvalue
o there is a such closed absolute (p 4 1)-eigenform w € C%' (M) with the eigenvalue a that
ow=¢.

Tfe form ¢ is co-exact, so there is p+ 1-form n € Q?VH (M) such that dn = £. Due to Lemma
210 there are such p+ 1-forms w; € L*CE™ (M) and wy € L2cERT (M) that 7 = wy +ws. Since
dws = 0, we know that £ = dws.

Let us show that wy is an absolute (p + 1)-eigenform with the eigenvalue o,

adwy = Apéwl = (d66 + 6d5)w1 = (55d + 6d5)w1 = 6Ap+1w1.

Therefore, Ay 1w = aw; + X, where x € L2cEXT (M).

Note that dw; = 0, hence, Apjiwi = déwy € LQC]ZQH(M), and y = 0. Therefore, w;
is an absolute p-eigenform with the eigenvalue o and dw; = £. So, in a way similar to the
proof that speca(C%TH(M)) C speca(cER (M)), we can conclude that speca(CRTH(M)) D
speca(cER (M)). Hence,

speca(C%TH(M)) = speca(cER (M)).

>
In the end of this section we propose the following lemma, which will be useful in obtaining
the Rohleder's results.

Lemma 3.11. Let M be a compact oriented Riemannian manifold of dimension n with a bound-
ary OM. Then speca(Q%(M)) = speca(C%(M)) = {\}}25. Here {\:}}25 is the Dirichlet
spectrum on M.



< Note that any n-form on M is closed, so C} (M) = Q% (M).

Any n-form in Q% (M) can be writen as fdVWl. For such a forms the absolute boundary
condition reduces to n(fdWl) = 0, or, in the other terms, tf = 0. Condition tf = 0 on a
functions is equal to floy = 0, so

speca(Qy (M) = { A 121

3.2 Second boundary condition

Consider the space QF (M) := QX (M) N QY (M). One can consider the following boundary
condition and the corresponding boundary problem on Qf (M) C QX (M),

Apw = ow,
nw =0, (4)
tw = 0.

Due to the reasons described below, throughout this paper we will call {) the true Dirichlet
condition (in order to separate it from the usual Dirichlet boundary condition.) The correspond-
ing eigenvalues and eigenforms will be called true Dirichlet too.

Proposition 3.12. Operator A, with domain Qf(M) is symmetric and positive.

< For any w,n € Qf (M) we have

<pr,77>:/Aw/\*n:/d&u/\*n—l—/5dw/\>f<77:/d5w/\*77+/77/\*5dw:
M M

M M M

:/5w/\>k577+/d77/\*dw—|—/6w/\>k77—|—/77/\*dw:
M M oM

oM

= (dw, In) + (dn, dw) + / dw A 1 — / N A *dw.
oM oM

Note that n|anr = *n]|anr = 0. Therefore,

(Apw,n) = (éw, dn) + (dn, dw).
Thus, we have shown that gw,n] := (Ayw,n) is a quadratic form, so, for any w,n € Qf we

have (Apw,n) = (w, Apn) and (Apw,w) > 0. >

Corollary 3.13 (Friedrichs extension [I1, Theorem X.23]). In the notation of Proposition[3 12,
q is a closable quadratic form and its closure q is a quadratic form of a unique self-adjoint
operator A,. Operator A, is a positive extension of A,, and the lower bound of its spectrum is
the lower bound of q.

Since A, is self-adjoint, the eigenvalues of the true Dirichlet boundary problem form a
discrete set and have no accumulation points but +oco. We will denote the ordered eigenvalues
of the true Dirichlet boundary problem counted according to their multiplicities by

pr<p2<---<pp< ...

Also, we have the following variational description for {py}/ >,

10



J (dv A xdv + dv A *6v)

. M
Pr = min _ max (5)
Wi Cdom (A,), veWi JvAsxv
dim Wy =k

In the Euclidean case it is quite easy to build an orthonormal basis of Qf (M) consisting of
true Dirichlet eigenforms.

Theorem 3.14. Consider a bounded Euclidean domain M C R™ and p-forms ¢} := updx™ A
- Adx'r, where 11 <ip < .-+ <1y and uk;l:? 1s the orthonormal basis of C§° consisting of the
Dirichlet eigenfunctions. Then the following two statements hold.

e Any p-form C}. is the a Dirichlet eigenform with an eigenvalue Ay,.
e Set of all p-forms C;. form an orthonormal basis in the space 2.

< Again, the completeness follows from the completeness of {uy}; 2] in Q% (M). Moreover,
Ci satisfies the true Dirichlet boundary condition, since uy|gar = 0.
Let us show the orthogonality. If for ¢ and (J, one has i # j, then

dz™ A Adz' A xdz? A - Adadr = 0.
Hence,

GG = [o=o
M

For ¢} and (!, with same i, we have

(Ghs Gn) = / Uty dVOL = 6%,
M
Now, let us show, that ¢} is an eigenform. Let
*dz A Ndxt = dxt A A danr.
Then, _ _ _ |
sdz? A - Ndadnr = (=1)POTP) gt A A dates

sdz?® A dz Ao Ndrr = (=1)PTP el A A dziv A - A dainry

sdz’s Ada?t Ao Adainr = (—1)PEDR e Tgpin A LA dgie A A dae
Therefore,

n—p
8d(¢) = (—=1)" P+DFL y f « < ga dz?® A dx™ A - /\dgcip> =

= (~1)"P Pl g (Z

= da? A ~/\d3£jb/\~-~/\dxj"17>—

p n—p

= (-1 "p+p+b Z Z — 8 dxte Adadt A Adads A Adadrr |+
1 £ xﬂbaxza

- (92’1%

OxIv Qv
b=1

+(—=1)mPrPrl ( daiv A A dxj"P> =

11



A
a+1 7 i . ip _
Z Z D D dz® Adz A - Ada A dx

a=1 b=1

n—p

82uk i i
and
do(Ch) = (=1)" P4 d (upda? A - A dainr) =
P Ouy, ‘
= (_1)n(P+1)+1d* < S dxl“ A dedt A '/\d.fL'J"P> _
Buk ~. )
= (_1)ad 8—d Z1 A - ANdxia A Adrte _
a=1
n—p p 82 |
( Z — L _dxi Ada™ A Adaia A A d:vlf'> _
Oxta Oxiv
b=1 a=1
p
82’U,k . .
_ %dZI/\"'/\de )
; Oxtadgla v v )
Finally,
i i "L 0y i ; ) i i
A, (C) = (6d + dd)(y, = — 6xa6xadx LA Adat = Ag(ug)da™ A - Adatt = MGl
=1

>
Since {¢.} C Qf(M) is also a basis in Qf(M), it is a basis of dom Aj,. Therefore, in the
variational principle (@) instead of dom A, we can write Qf (M),

[ (dv A sdv + §v A *6v)

Pk = min max
W, CQE (M), vEW), JvA*v
dim Wy =k M

Also, from Theorem 3.2, we know, that {px}{>5 is (£) copies of {\;}/ >3, so we have the
following statement.

Proposition 3.15. Conszder a bounded Euclidean domain M C R™ and let {pk}k be equal
to the ordered disjoint union |_] {3}, then

i=1

[ (dv A sdv + §v A *6v)

. M
pr= Mmin  max
W, CQE (M), vEW), JvA*v

4 Variational principles comparison

We begin our comparison of the two boundary problems with a rather general theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let M C R™ be a compact Euclidean domain with a smooth boundary OM. Let
{0125 == speca(ChH(M)). Let {\;};=5 be the Dirichlet spectrum of M. Then for anym € N
the following inequality holds,

e(nfl)erl < )\m
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< At first, let m € N be such an integer that A\, < A\p11.
Let denote the whole absolute spectrum on QR (M) as

{an 125 = speca(QR (M)).
Theorem and Lemma 311 imply
{06327 UGS = {an}i2T
Corollary provides the following variational description,

J (dv A xdv + dv A x6v)

ap = min max
Wi, CQ% (M), vEWy, JvA*v
dim W=k v#0 M

(6)

On the other hand, due to Proposition B.I7] there is a variational description for n copies of the
n

Dirichlet spectrum. Let {pr};25 := | {\};2], then
i=1

1=

J (dv A xdv + dv A x6v)

pr =  min max 7
Wi CQE (M), vEWy, [ vA*v (7)
dim Wy,=k v#0 M

Let {ux} "™ be first mn eigenforms of degree n—1, corresponding to the true Dirichlet boundary
condition and to the first mn elements of {p;}{ . Then each uy belongs to Qf ™' (M) C
Q%1 (M), so we can choose span({u;}7™ ) as a subspace Wi, in (@) and obtain

amn S Ama
and, therefore,
em(nfl) S )\mu (8)

Now let us show, that lower index of the left hand side of () can be increased by 1. Let v be an
absolute (n—1)-eigenform with the eigenvalue \,,. First of all, note that v is linearly independent
from span({uy}}*") because otherwise v would satisfy the following three boundary conditions,

nv =0,
tv =0,
ndv =0,

and since operator d preserves the Dirichlet boundary condition on forms, the form v would
satisfy the fourth boundary condition,

tdv = 0.
In the other words, v would satisfy
U|6M = 07
d’U|3M = 0,

and then, due to the fact that v is analytic, we get v = 0. Secondly, due to the fact that v is the
absolute eigenform with the eigenvalue \,,,, we know that for any (n — 1)-form w € Q7% (M) it
is true that

(v, dus) + (60, 60) = g, w] = (An_1,) = A (0,0)
and hence gw, n] < A (w,n) for any w,n € span({uk}7" U{v}).

13



Therefore, we can chose Wi,,41 for (@) as span({ux}?", U{v}) and obtain

AUmn+1 g Am .

As long as A\, < A\ppg1, we get
em(nfl)Jrl < )\m

Now let A\, = Apy41- Let [ be the first natural number greater than m such that A\; < A\j41,
then

em(nfl)Jrl < el(nfl)Jrl < )\l — )\ma

hence,
0m(n—1)+1 g >\m .

>
Now let us show, how to obtain the Rohleder’s results as particular cases of Theorem 1] in
dimensions 2 and 3.

Corollary 4.2 ([12, Theorem 4.1|). Let M C R? be a compact simply connected planar domain
of dimension 2 with a smooth boundary OM . Let {)\k}zj be the Dirichlet spectrum on M and
{,u;c};:;’? be the Neumann spectrum on M. Then for all k € N the following inequality holds,

Hit2 < Ak
< In the case, when dimM = 2, we have the following equality of spaces,
Q2 (M) = Q% (M) = C(M).

Here C°°(M) corresponds to the space of all C*° smooth functions on M. The equality holds
since for all f € C*°(M) it is true that nf = 0.
We know that for all f € C°(M)

df =0« f = const,
hence, the space of closed 0-forms consists only of the constant functions,
C{ (M) =C*(M) = {c|c € R}.

Therefore,
cES (M) = {c|c € R}*.

On functions the absolute boundary condition reduces to the Neumann boundary condition,
because nf = 0 holds for all f € C*°(M) and

0
l’ldf =0& —f|aM =0.
v
Hence, speca(Q%(M)) = {u}/2 and

speca(cEX (M) = {p} 25 \ speca({cle € R}) = {me} 29\ {0} = {m}, 55

Theorem (1] and Theorem imply

Hit2 < Ak

14



Corollary 4.3 (|13, Theorem 3.1]). Let M C R? be a compact Euclidean domain of dimension
3 with a smooth boundary OM. Let {\;}{>5 be the Dirichlet spectrum on M and {0} be the
spectrum of the boundary problem given by the system

vel(TM),
curl curl v = fv,
dive =0,

v X v=_0.
Then for all k € N the following inequality holds,

Oort1 < Ag.

< Consider the canonic isomorphism ¢ between the spaces I'(T'M) and Q'(M) induced by
the Euclidean metric. For w € Q'(M) and v € I'(T'M) the equality p(v) = w holds if and only
if for all w € T'(T'M) we have w(u) = (u,v). In Cartesian coordinates, the isomorphism has the
form

(fx + fya + famm ) = fodz + fydy + fodz.

Let
w = fpdx + fydy + f.dz
and
V= fm + fya + fz >
then of of of
i ZJr o, 2y z.
dive = Ox + Oy * 0z’

bw= (1) s dxw = —(xd(fody N dz + fydz Ndz + f.dx A dy)) =

(L (o (0 ot OLY.
= ((6 dx /\dy/\dz+ >)_ (5$+8y+62 :
(05 08\ D (0f 08N O (95, 08\ 0.
curlv_<ay Bz>8x+<az Ox 8y+ or Oy ) 9z’

*dv = * fwd A dx +ﬁd Adr + fydw/\dy—i—%dz/\dy-i- 0f:
ox 0z ox

_(Of. Ofy Ofr Of. ofy, Ofs
(G- (- R ()

/=
0z

9f-

dr Ndz + dy/\dz):
dy

Therefore, we have
1. divo =0 dw =0;
2. vxv=0&tw=0;
3. p(curlv) = *dw.

We obtain from 1. and 3. that

p(curl curl v) = ddw = Aqw.

15



Therefore, problem (@) on v is equal to the following problem on w.

we QY(M),
Ayw = Ow,
dw =0,
tw = 0.

The problem above is equal to its dual problem

w e QY M),
Agxw=0*w,
dxw =0,

nxw=20.

Obviously, we have
d+w=0=>nd*w=0,

Hence, the system (@) is equal to the system

w e QY (M),
Ao xw=0*w,
d+xw =0,
ndxw =0,

n*xw =20,

And it is the absolute boundary condition, restricted on C% (M), therefore, speca(C%(M)) =
{6,325 and Theorem [ZT] implies

Oort1 < Ag.
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