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A LOWER BOUND FOR EIGENVALUES OF
A CLAMPED PLATE PROBLEM?*

QING-MING CHENG AND GUOXIN WEI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study eigenvalues of a clamped plate problem. We
obtain a lower bound for eigenvalues, which gives an important improvement of
results due to Levine and Protter.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold. The following is
called Dirichlet eigenvalue problem of Laplacian:

{Au =—Au, in €,

1.1
u =0, on 012, (1.1)

where €2 is a bounded domain in M with piecewise smooth boundary 02 and A
denotes the Laplacian on M. It is well known that the spectrum of this eigenvalue
problem (1.1) is real and discrete.

O<)\1<>\2§)\3§"'—)OO,

where each \; has finite multiplicity which is repeated according to its multiplicity.
Let V(Q2) denotes the volume of 2 and B,, the volume of the unit ball in R™, then
the following Weyl’s asymptotic formula holds
4 2
My~ —— ki, k= oo, (1.2)
(BnV(82))n

From this asymptotic formula, one can infer
k

1 n 472 2

— Ai ~ kx, k— oo. 1.3

k ; n+2(B,V(Q)* o
In particular, when M = R", Pélya [18] proved

4 2
ANe > — ki, fork=1,2---, (1.4)
(BnV(Q2))n

if Q is a tiling domain in R™. Moreover, he conjectured for a general bounded
domain,
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Conjecture of Pélya. If () is a bounded domain in R™, then eigenvalue A\, of the

eigenvalue problem (1.1) satisfies
2
M 2 gk —1,2,-- . (1.5)
(B.V())n

On the conjecture of Pélya, Li and Yau [13] (cf. [4], [14]) proved

471'2 2
skn, fork=1,2---. 1.6
kz _n+2(BV(Q)) (1.6)

It is sharp about the highest order term of k in the sense of average according to
(1.3). From this formula, one can derive
n 472
2 >
n+2(B,V(Q))=
which gives a partial solution for the conjecture of Pélya with a factor .

Furthermore, Melas [15] obtained the following estimate which is an improvement
of (1.6).

fen, fork=1,2--, (1.7)

n 472 V(Q) B
kZ Z_n+2(B e kv +c “ @) fork=1,2,---, (1.8)

where ¢, is a constant depending only on the dimension n and

= mm/ |z — al®dx

aeR"”

is called the moment of inertia of €.

For a bounded domain in an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold, Cheng
and Yang [9] have also given a lower bound for eigenvalues, recently.

Our purpose in this paper is to study eigenvalues of the following clamped plate
problem. Let 2 be a bounded domain in an n-dimensional complete Riemannian
manifold M™. The following is called a clamped plate problem, which describes
characteristic vibrations of a clamped plate:

A%y =Tu, in €,
1.9
U= — Ou =0, on 01, (1.9)
ov

where A is the Laplacian on M™ and v denotes the outward unit normal to the
boundary 9€). It is well known that this problem has a real and discrete spectrum

0<IH ST < ST < - = +o0,

where each I'; has finite multiplicity which is repeated according to its multiplicity.

For eigenvalues of the clamped plate problem, Agmon [1] and Pleijel [17] gave
the following asymptotic formula, which is a generalization of Weyl’s asymptotic
formula,

kv, k— oo. (1.10)
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The average of the eigenvalues satisfies

k 4
Sor, 07 bt ko (1.11)
= n + 4 (B V(Q))

?vli—‘

Furthermore, Levine and Protter [12] proved that eigenvalues of the clamped plate
problem satisfy

k
1 4
Z > bm k. (1.12)
= = (B.V(@)"
The inequality (1.12) is sharp about the highest order term of & according to (1.11).
In this paper, we give an important improvement of the result due to Levine and

Protter [12] by adding to its right hand side two terms of the lower order terms of
k. In fact, we prove the following:

Theorem. Let Q) be a bounded domain in an n-dimensional Euclidean space R™.
Figenvalues of the clamped plate problem satisfy

i 16m' .
= n + 4 (B V(Q))%

n 2 1 V(Q)
+ <12n(n+4) 1152n2(n+4)> ) n

wlr—t

47‘(‘2 2

k= (1.13)
(B.V ()

Sv

T3
+<576n(2+4) 2764802 n+2 (n+4 )( ((g)))

where 1(§2) is the moment of inertia of Q.

Corollary. Let Q be a bounded domain in an n-dimensional Fuclidean space R™.
Then eigenvalues I';’s of the clamped plate problem satisfy

4
Fj Z n 167 . /{Z%

| =
M-

J

( n+2 1 ) ! " An® o
12n(n+4)  1152n%(n+4) ) Y0 puitn+2 (BnV(Q))%

* (57671(11 +4) 27648n2(ni 2)(n + 4)) (gi [ ) 2 ’
(1.14)

where py, -+, Wy are the first n nonzero eigenvalues of the Neumann eigenvalue
problem of Laplacian

Av = —pw, in €,

v
- 0, on 0f).
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Remark 1. On universal estimates for eigenvalues of the clamped plate problem,
one can see [6], [7], [§], [10] and [20].

2. PROOF OF RESULTS

For a bounded domain €2, the moment of inertia of €2 is defined by
I1(Q) = min/ |z — al*dw.
a€R™ Jq

By a translation of the origin and a suitable rotation of axes, we can assume that
the center of mass is the origin and

Q) = /Q lo[2da.

For reader’s convenience, we first review the definition and serval properties of
the symmetric decreasing rearrangements. Let 2 C R" be a bounded domain. Its
symmetric rearrangement 2* is the open ball with the same volume as €2,

1
Vol(Q2) \ »
0" = {z € R"| \x|<< ol( )) 3
B,
By using a symmetric rearrangement of €2, we have
2
V)N
Q) = [ |2]dz > 24y = —— V(0 . 2.1
@ = [foParz [ jePae— v (S2) 2.)
Let h be a nonnegative bounded continuous function on €2, we can consider its
distribution function pup,(t) defined by
pn(t) = Vol({zx € Q| h(z) > t}).

The distribution function can be viewed as a function from [0, c0) to [0,V (€2)]. The
symmetric decreasing rearrangement h* of h is defined by

h*(x) = inf{t > 0|ux(t) < B,|z|"}

for x € Q*. By definition, we know that Vol({z € Q|h(z) > t}) = Vol({z €
Q*|h*(x) > t}), Yt > 0 and h*(x) is a radially symmetric function.

Putting g(|x|) := h*(z), one gets that g : [0, +00) — [0, sup h] is a non-increasing
function of |z|. Using the well known properties of the symmetric decreasing re-
arrangement, we obtain

/nh(:c)d:c = /nh*(x)dx = nB, /OOO s"tg(s)ds (2.2)

and -
/ 2 *h(x)da > / 2" (z)dz = nB, / 53 (s)ds. (2.3)
n R” 0

Good sources of further information on rearrangements are 3], [19].
One gets from the coarea formula that

sup h
pn(t) = / / |Vh| ' dods.
t {h=s}
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Since h* is radial, we have
pn(g(s)) = Vol{z € Q|h(x) > g(s)} = Vol{z € Q*[h"(x) > g(s)}
= Vol{z € Q*|g(|z|) > g(s)} = Bps".
It follows that
nBys""" = 1, (g(s))g (s)

for almost every s. Putting 7 := sup |Vh|, we obtain from the above equations and
the isoperimetric inequality that

i (g(s)) = / IVh| Yoy > 7 Vol,y({h = g(s)})
{h=g(s)}
> nB,s" L

Therefore, one obtains
—7<g(s)<0 (2.4)

for almost every s.
Next, we prepare the following lemma in order to prove of our theorem.

Lemma 2.1. Letb> 1,1 >0 and ¢ : [0,+00) — [0,400) be a decreasing smooth
function such that

and, for a constant d < 1,

with

Then, we have

+4
1 d s s
" <3b(b+4)n2 C6(b+ 2)2(b+4)772) (bA) T (0)7  (2.5)
! 4
* (366([)—}— 4)n? - 36(b+2)2(b + 4)774> Ap(0)".

Proof. Defining
D::/ s (s)ds,
0

one can prove from the same assertions as in the lemma 1 of [15],

e L e AG(0)?
D= /0 F(s)ds > s (04) ) U (2.6)
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Since the formula (2.6) holds for any constant b > 1, we have

+
y 1 Ag(0)*5” b Ap(0)*F 2
{1+b+26(bA)"“ <2 b+26(bA)"H n? )}w(())

(from the Taylor formula)
]_ 2b—2 A¢(0)4

T AR A O
A?/)( )

1 2
> g |00+ 2

1 A’l/)( )2b+2 b _b%
% {H b+ 26(bA) "5 n2 <2_ b+2d)}¢(0)

1 2025 4 A0
T el A B Oy rwry
b+4(bA)T¢( )b

1 d bia s
" <3b(b+4)n2 - 6(b+2)2(b+4)772> (bA) ™ (0)

1 4
i <36b(b +4)nt 36(b+ 2)2(b+ 4)774) Ap(0)*.

This completes the proof of the lemma.
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Proof of Theorem. Let u; be an orthonormal eigenfunction corresponding to the
eigenvalue I';, that is, u; satisfies

A2Uj = Fju]‘, in Q,
ou;
uj = a—yj =0, on 09, (2.7)

Jwuy =6, for any 14, j.

Thus, {u;}52, forms an orthonormal basis of L*(). We define a function ¢; by

oy @), e,
#ilz) = {o, z e R\ Q.

Denote by @;(z) the Fourier transform of ¢,(z). For any z € R", we have by
definition that

Pi(z) = (2%)_"/2/ oj(z)e'~"*>dr = (2%)_"/2/uj(x)ei<x’z>dx. (2.8)

Q

n

From the Plancherel formula, we have
| aew =0,

for any i,j. Since {u;}32, is an orthonormal basis in L*(2), the Bessel inequality
implies that

Z 1Z5(2)” < (2m) 7" /Q |72 [P = (2m)"V(Q). (2.9)

For each g =1,---,n, j =1,--- ,k, we deduce from the divergence theorem and

u.
Uj|aQ = 8—1/J|8Q = 0 that

2 i<x,2>
,0%

250 = 20 [ )P e

2p;(x) |
— —(271’)_”/2/ giigwel<m’z>d$ (2.10)
" q
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It follows from the Parseval’s identity that

~ —~ 2
j/ 12413,(=)Pdz = /L’\szgy(z)\ dz

(2.11)

Since

VEi(z) = (27) / i (2)e <" da, (2.12)
Q

we obtain

k
Z IVE;(2)|? < (27r)_"/Q lize’<"*>|2dr = (270)"1(Q). (2.13)

i=1

Putting
k

hz)=> |

Jj=1

(=)
one derives from (2.9) that 0 < h(z) < (2m)7"V (), it follows from (2.13) and the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

. 12 , 4 1/2
IVh(z)] <2 <; |@(z)|2) (; IV@(Z)F) (2.14)

< 2(2m) "/ V() I(Q)

for every z € R". From the Parseval’s identity, we derive

/n h(z)dz = é/ﬂ Ju; (2)Pdz = k. (2.15)

Applying the symmetric decreasing rearrangement to h and noting that 7 = sup |[Vh| <
2(2m)7"/V(Q)I(Q) := n, we obtain, from (2.4),

< —7<g(s) <0 (2.16)
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for almost every s. According to (2.2) and (2.15), we infer

h— / h(2)dz = / B*(2)d= = nB, /Ooo S 1g(s)ds. (2.17)

From (2.3) and (2.11), we obtain

er = /R 2| R (2)dz

j=1
> / 2 h* (2)d (2.18)
=nB, /000 s"3g(s)ds.
In order to apply Lemma 2.1, from (2.17) and the definition of A , we take
vl) = gs), A=—1- 0 =2m) " V@I, (2.19)

from (2.1), we deduce that

1

) By V()" (2.20)

>2(2m)™"
n 2 2(2m) (n +2
On the other hand, 0 < g(0) < sup h*(z) = suph(z) < (2m) "V (), we have from
(2.1), (2.19) and (2.20) that

2n+2 2n+2

9(0) ((2m) ™"V (€)=~
2 z — n 3 _% ntl 2
b (nA)» Gn(2(2m) (5)* Ba " V()™ 2 (5)
4 4
_n+2 By n+2 By
©24n? (27)2kn — 24n? (2m)%
o213
By a direct calculation, one sees from B, = ———— that
7111(5)
By 1
< = 2.21
5o <3 (2.21)

where I'(%) is the Gamma function. From the above arguments, one has

2n+42

g(0)7= nt 2
6nn2(nA)% ~ 48n?

(2.22)

Hence we know that the function ¢ (s) = ¢(s) satisfies the conditions in Lemma 2.1
with b = n and
_n+2

n=22m) VYOI, d==.
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From Lemma 2.1 and (2.18), we conclude

k 00
ij > an/ s"3g(s)ds
i=1 0

n 4
> B,) n
_n+4< )

n+4 4
n

k™ g(0)” (223

1 1 s ., -
(3(n+4)n2 B 288n(n+2)(n+4)n2) k™ (B,) 7g(0)" =

+ ! ! kg(0)*
36n(n+ 4yt 172802(n+ 2)(n+ 4t ) I
Defining a function F' by

F(t) =2 (B k=t

2 2n—2

1 1 n+2 —
- k n Bn _nt n
i <3(n T4 288n(n+ 2)(n + 4)772) (Bn) (2.24)

+ ! - ! kt*
36n(n+4)n*  1728n%(n + 2)(n + 4)n* ’

It is not hard to prove from (2.20) that n > (2W)_"B,:%V(Q)n7+1. Furthermore, it
follows from (2.24) that

4 4 n+4 4
< ——— (By) k't
n—i—4( )

2(n—1) (n—1) 5 2nt1) no2
2m) ™V (Q £
<3n(n+4) 144n2n+2 n+4) VYT

1 4 4(n+1)
kt*(2m)*(B,)»V(Q)™ =
+<9n(n+4) 432n2n+2 n+4) ™) ()

k _nt4 2(71, — 1) ) 9 2(n+1) 2n+2
SELES o) 2wV (Q) £
PR (e 144n2(n+2))< ) ()"

1 1 4 4(ntl) dntd
—4(B,) Tk A (— — —————)2m) " (B, V(Q) T b n )

Hence, we have

n+4 n+4
tn F
) (0

= (2(n3; 2 144(22(_712 2))( TRV ()

4 4 1 1 4 4(n+1) 4n+4
—A(B,)) nkn + (—— ——— ) 21)"™(B,)=V(Q
(Ba) ™k + (5, 432n2(n+2))( ) (B V)T

(2.25)
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Since the right hand side of (2.25) is an increasing function of ¢, if it is not larger
than 0 at ¢t = (27) "V (Q), that is,

2(n—1) (n—1)

2(n+1)

( 3n 144n2(n—|—2))( )2nk Ve ((2m)” nV(Q»an
+ (g7~ Ty O BV @ v 220
— A(By,) nk» <0,
then one has from (2.25) that F'(t) < 0 on (0, (27)™"V(Q)]. Hence, F(t) is de-

)
creasing on (0, (2m)7"V(22)]. Indeed, by a direct calculation, we have that (2.26) is

equivalent to
(n—1) (n—1) 9;2
— 2 kn
( 60 5o+ XM
1 1
— 2m) (B,
* (36n 1728n2(n—|—2)) (2m) " (Bn)
< (Bn)"nk.
From (2.21), we can prove that (27)2(B,)" < 1 and

<(n6711) 576(:;2(_71112 )( ) P

3

(2.27)

(36n 1728n2 n+2 ) Bn)

9 1
(2m)~ ko + ﬁ(%r)

1
7T) { k’”‘l'%}

< (2m) 2k < (B,) wkn,

that is, F'(t) is a decreasing function on (0, (27)~ "V (£2)].

On the other hand, since 0 < ¢g(0) < (27)7"V(2) and the right hand side of the
formula (2.23) is F'(¢(0)), which is a decreasing function of g(0) on (0, (27) "V (£2)],
then we can replace g(0) by (27)~"V(§2) in (2.23) which gives inequality

(2.28)

—~
3 o:lr—t

=

4
% r, > n . 167 kn
J=1 n (B V(Q))
n+ 2 1 V(Q) n 472 kg
(12n(n+4) 1152n2(n+4)) 1) n+2 BnV(Q)) '

* (57671(11%—4) 2764812 n+2 CEw ) ( ((g)))?

This completes the proof of Theorem.
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Proof of Corollary. Let vy, - - -, v, be n orthonormal eigenfunctions corresponding to
the first n eigenvalues pq, - - -, u, of the Neumann eigenvalue problem of Laplacian,
that is,
Avi = — M4y, in Qa
Ov;
L =0, on 0,
ov

fQUin:(Siju l,le, , 1.
It then follows from the inequality (2.8) in [2] that

"1, xPde
; m > QV(T) (2.29)

Combining (1.13) and (2.29), we have the inequality (1.14).
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