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COMPARISONS OF DIRICHLET, NEUMANN AND

LAPLACIAN EIGENVALUES ON GRAPHS AND THEIR

APPLICATIONS

YONGJIE SHI1 AND CHENGJIE YU2

Abstract. In this paper, we obtain some comparisons of the Dirichlet, Neu-
mann and Laplacian eigenvalues on graphs. We also discuss their rigidities and
some of their applications including some Lichnerowicz-type, Fiedler-type and
Friedman-type estimates for Dirichlet eigenvalues and Neumann eigenvalues.
The comparisons on Neumann eigenvalues can be translated to comparisons on
Steklov eigenvalues in our setting. So, some of the results can be viewed as
extensions for parts of the works of [10] by Hua-Huang-Wang, and parts of our
previous works [19, 20].

1. Introduction

Let (Mn, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold with Ricci curvature bounded
from below by a positive constant K. Then, the well-known Lichnerowicz estimate
[14] tells us that the first positive Laplacian eigenvalue of (Mn, g) is no less than
nK
n−1

. This estimate was later extended to compact Riemannian manifolds with
boundary by Reilly [17]. In recent years, Lichnerowicz estimate was extended to
graphs in [2, 13, 15]. So, it is a natural problem to extend Reilly’s Lichnerowicz
estimate to graphs with boundary.

On the other hand, in the recent works [19, 20], the authors obtained Lich-
nerowicz estimates for Steklov eigenvalues on graphs which may be viewed as an
extension of the works of Escobar [4] and Xia-Xiong [21] into discrete setting, by
using a comparison of Steklov eigenvalues and Laplacian eigenvalues on graphs
that was also mentioned in [11] for graphs with normalized weights. It seems
that such kinds of eigenvalue comparisons make a major difference of spectral
theory on graphs with that on Riemannian manifolds. In this paper, motivated
by our previous works, by further exploring comparisons of Dirichlet, Neumann
and Laplacian eigenvalues on graphs, we obtain Lichenerowicz-type estimates for
Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues on graphs extending the classical results of
Reilly [17] into discrete setting.
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Firstly, we have the following comparison of Neumann eigenvalues and Lapla-
cian eigenvalues. We use νi and µi to denote the ith Neumann eigenvalue and
ith Laplacian eigenvalue of a weighted graph. For detailed definitions and other
notations, see Section 2.

Theorem 1.1. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary. Then,

(1.1) νi ≥ µi

for any i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|. If µi = νi > 0 for some i = 2, · · · , |Ω|, then there is
a function u ∈ R

V such that u|B = ∂u
∂n

= 0 and u is simultaneously a Laplacian
eigenfunction and a Neumann Laplacian eigenfunction of the eigenvalue νi = µi.

We next have the following rigidity for (1.1). For a weighted graph (G,m,w),
and S ⊂ V (G), we use µi(S) to denote the ith Laplacian eigenvalue of the induced
subgraph on S inheriting vertex-measure and edge-weight from G. For detailed
definitions and other notations, see Section 2.

Theorem 1.2. Let (G,B,m,w) be a connected weighted finite graph with bound-
ary. Then, the equalities of (1.1) hold for any i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| if and only if the
following two statements are both true.

(1) There is a nonnegative function ρ ∈ R
B, such that wxy = ρxmxmy for any

x ∈ B and y ∈ Ω. In particular, each boundary vertex is either adjacent to every
interior vertex or adjacent to no interior vertex.

(2) When ρ is constant,

(1.2) µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ min {ρVΩ, µ2(B) + ρ(VΩ − VB)} .

When ρ is nonconstant,

µ|Ω|(Ω) <
VΩ

VB

Degb,

and for any f ∈ R
B with 〈f, 1〉B = 0,

〈df, df〉B + VΩ〈ρf, f〉B −
(

µ|Ω|(Ω) + Degb
)

〈f, f〉B ≥
VΩVG

VΩDegb − VBµ|Ω|(Ω)
〈ρ, f〉2B.

Here
Degb := 〈ρ, 1〉B = DegB(y)

for any y ∈ Ω, VB =
∑

x∈B mx, VΩ =
∑

y∈Ω my and VG = VΩ + VB.

By Theorem 1.2, one can construct many nontrivial examples such that equality
of (1.1) holds for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|. For example, fix a graph (G,B) with boundary
containing the complete bipartite graph KB,Ω. Set the weights of boundary edges
and measures of interior vertices such that VΩ > VB, and wxy = ρmxmy for any
x ∈ B and y ∈ Ω. Finally, set the weights of interior edges small enough to make

µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ ρ(VΩ − VB).

Then, by Theorem 1.2, equalities of (1.1) hold for all i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| on the
graph constructed.

As an application of Theorem 1.2, we have the following rigidities of (1.1) for
graphs equipped with the unit weight or a normalized weight.
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Corollary 1.1. Let (G,B) be a connected finite graph with boundary equipped
with the unit weight such that each boundary vertex is adjacent to some interior
vertex. Then, the equalities of (1.1) hold for any i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| if and only if

(1) every boundary vertex is adjacent to any interior vertex, and
(2) µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ µ2(B)+|Ω|−|B| when |B| ≥ 2, and µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ |Ω| when |B| = 1.

In particular, if every boundary vertex is adjacent to any interior vertex and

2∆(G|Ω) ≤ |Ω| − |B|,

then the equalities of (1.1) hold for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|. Here ∆(G|Ω) is the maximum
degree of G|Ω.

Corollary 1.2. Let (G,B,m,w) be a connected finite graph with boundary equipped
with a normalized weight such that E(B,B) = ∅. Then, the equalities of (1.1)
hold for any i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| if and only if

(1) for any x ∈ B and y ∈ Ω, wxy =
1
VΩ
mxmy, and

(2) µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤
VΩ−VB

VΩ
when |B| ≥ 2, and µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ 1 when |B| = 1.

Secondly, we have the following comparisons of Dirichlet eigenvalues, Neumann
eigenvalues and Laplacian eigenvalues of the interior subgraph. We use λi to
denote the ith Dirichlet eigenvalue of a weighted graph. For details of definitions
and other notations, see Section 2.

Theorem 1.3. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary. Then,

(1) for any i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| and j = 0, 1, · · · , |Ω| − i,

λi ≤ µi+j(Ω) + Deg
(|Ω|−i)
B

with equality for some pair i, j if and only if there is a nonzero function

u ∈ R
Ω such that ∆Du = λiu, ∆Ωu = µi+j(Ω)u and DegB ·u = Deg

(|Ω|−i)
B ·u;

(2) for any i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| and j = 1, 2, · · · , i,

λi ≥ µi−j+1(Ω) + Deg
(j)
B

with equality for some pair i, j if and only if there is a nonzero function

u ∈ R
Ω such that ∆Du = λiu, ∆Ωu = µi−j+1(Ω)u and DegB ·u = Deg

(j)
B ·u.

Here

Deg
(1)
B ≤ Deg

(2)
B ≤ · · · ≤ Deg

|Ω|
B

is the rearrangement of DegB(x) with x going through Ω.

Theorem 1.4. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary. Then

νi ≥ µi(Ω)

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|, with equalities for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| if and only if each con-
nected component of NG(B) contains at most one interior vertex. Here

NG(B) = B ∪ {y ∈ V (G) | y ∼ x for some x ∈ B}.
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Theorem 1.5. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary. Then,

λi ≥ νi

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|.

Combining Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.5, we have the following comparison of
Dirichlet eigenvalues and Laplacian eigenvalues.

Corollary 1.3. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary. Then,

λi ≥ µi

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|.

Combining (1) of Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.3, we have the following com-
parison of the Laplacian eigenvalues and the Laplacian eigenvalues of the interior
subgraph.

Corollary 1.4. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary. Then,

µi ≤ µi+j(Ω) + Deg
(|Ω|−j)
B

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| and 0, 1, · · · , |Ω| − i.

Note that µi is independent of the choices of B. Then, we have the following
upper bound estimate for µi by Corollary 1.4 and noting that µi(Ω) = 0 if G|Ω
has at least i connected components. It can be viewed as an extension of the
vertex-connectivity upper bounds for Laplacian eigenvalues by Fiedler [7].

Corollary 1.5. Let (G,m,w) be a weighted finite graph. Then, for i = 1, 2, · · · , |V |,

µi ≤ min

{

Deg
(|Sc|−j)
S

∣

∣

∣

∣

S ⊂ V, 0 ≤ j ≤ |Sc| − i, and π0(G− S) ≥ i+ j

}

.

In particular, for i = 1, 2, · · · , |V |,

µi ≤ min

{

max
x∈Sc

DegS(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

S ⊂ V such that π0(G− S) ≥ i

}

.

Especially, if G is equipped with the unit weight, then

µi ≤ min {|S| | S ⊂ V such that π0(G− S) ≥ i} ,

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |V |. Here π0(G − S) is the number of connected components of
G− S, and

Deg
(1)
S ≤ Deg

(2)
S ≤ · · · ≤ Deg

|Sc|
S

is the rearrangement of DegS(x) with x going through Sc.

Note that the equalities in Theorem 1.5 can not hold. For example, when G is
connected, ν1 = 0, but λ1 > 0. This means that the comparison in Theorem 1.5
is not sharp. By comparing the Neumann Laplacian operator and the Dirichlet
Laplacian operator, we have the following sharp comparison of Neumann eigen-
values and Dirichlet eigenvalues.
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Theorem 1.6. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary such
that each connected component of G contains some interior vertices. Then

(1.3) νi + λmin(ABL
−1
B AΩ) ≤ λi ≤ νi + λmax(ABL

−1
B AΩ)

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|, with equalities for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| if and only if ABL
−1
B AΩ :

R
Ω → R

Ω is a scalar operator.

Here AB and AΩ are the weighted adjacent operators relative to B and Ω re-
spectively (see Section 2 for details), and LB : RB → R

B is the Dirichlet Laplacian
operator with Dirichlet boundary value on Ω (see Section 3 for details). Moreover
λmin(T ) and λmax(T ) denote the minimal eigenvalue and maximal eigenvalue of
the linear transformation T respectively.

Because it is hard to get explicit expression of L−1
B for general weighted graphs

with boundary, we are not able to obtain a geometric characterization of graphs
that the equalities of (1.3) all hold. However, when the boundary of the graph is
simple in the sense that E(B,B) = ∅, we have an explicit expression for L−1

B . With
the help of this expression, we are able to get a more geometric characterization
of graphs that the equalities of (1.3) all hold.

Theorem 1.7. Let (G,B,m,w) be a connected weighted finite graph with bound-
ary such that E(B,B) = ∅. Then

(1.4) νi + λmin(ABDeg−1AΩ) ≤ λi ≤ νi + λmax(ABDeg−1AΩ)

for any i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|. Moreover, the equalities of (1.4) hold for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|,
if and only if

(1) every boundary vertex is adjacent to only one interior vertex, and
(2) the weighted degree DegB(x) relative to B is independent of x ∈ Ω.

There are also comparisons between Dirichlet eigenvalues and Neumann eigen-
values, and comparisons between Neumann eigenvalues and Laplacian eigenvalues
for the interior subgraph similar to Theorem 1.3. See Theorem 5.1 and Theorem
5.2 in Section 5 for details.

Finally, by combining the comparison results above and some known lower
bounds for Laplacian eigenvalues such as Lichnerowicz-type estimates in [2, 15, 13],
Fielder’s estimate [7] and Friedman’s estimate [6], we can get some interesting
estimates on Neumann eigenvalues and Dirichlet eigenvalues. For example, we
have the following Lichnerowicz-type estimates for the first positive Neumann
eigenvalue. For other estimates, see Section 6 for details.

Theorem 1.8. Let (G,B,m,w) be a connected weighted finite graph with bound-
ary.

(1) If (G,m,w) satisfies the Bakry-Émery curvature-dimension condition CD(K, n)
with K > 0 and n > 1, then ν2 ≥

nK
n−1

.

(2) If the Ollivier curvature of (G,m,w) has a positive lower bound κ, then
ν2 ≥ κ.
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Note that in the Lichnerowicz estimates above, no analogue of boundary cur-
vatures such as mean curvature or second fundamental form was involved. This
is different with the Riemannian case.

At the end of this section, we would like to mention that we take the most
general definition of graphs with boundary in this paper. That is, any pair (G,B)
with B ⊂ V (G) is a graph with boundary (see [22] for example). For all the com-
parison results of eigenvalues, we don’t need the assumption that E(B,B) = ∅
(see [18, 10] for examples). However, when considering rigidities of the compar-
isons of eigenvalues, we sometimes need this assumption to obtain more geometric
characterizations. See Corollary 1.1, Corollary 1.2 and Theorem 1.7 for examples.

Moreover, because in this most general notion of graphs with boundary, one
can interchange the roles of the interior and boundary. So, Neumann eigenvalues
and Steklov eigenvalues can be viewed as dual of each other in the sense that

σi(G, S) = νi(G, Sc), ∀S ⊂ V (G).

Therefore, the comparisons on Neumann eigenvalues in this paper also provide
comparisons on Steklov eigenvalues on the most general graphs with boundary,
and Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.8 are actually extensions of our
previous works [19, 20] to the most general graphs with boundary. The compar-
isons on Neumann eigenvalues can then be translated as comparisons on Steklov
eigenvalues. See Corollary 5.2, Corollary 5.3, Corollary 5.4 and Corollary 5.5 in
Section 5 for examples.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce some
notations and preliminaries. In Section 3, we obtain some simple but useful re-
lations on the Dirichlet Laplacian operator, Neumann Laplacian operator and
Laplacian operator of the interior subgraph. In Section 4, we obtain the compari-
son of Neumann eigenvalues and Laplacian eigenvalues and its rigidity. In Section
5, we obtain some comparisons on Dirichlet eigenvalues, Neumann eigenvalues and
Laplacian eigenvalues of the interior subgraph. In Section 6, we obtain some ap-
plications of the comparisons of eigenvalues by combining them with some known
lower bounds for Laplacian eigenvalues.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some preliminaries and notations on analysis of
graphs. For more details about analysis on graphs, see [8] and [3].

Firstly, let’s recall the notion of weighted graphs.

Definition 2.1. A weighted graph is a tripe (G,m,w) where

(1) G is a simple graph;
(2) m : V (G) → R

+ is called the vertex-measure;
(3) w : E(G) → R

+ is called the edge-weight.

Here V (G) and E(G) are the sets of vertices and edges of the graph G respectively.
We will simply write them as V and E respectively if no confusion was made.

When m ≡ 1 and w ≡ 1, we say that G is equipped with the unit weight.
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For simplicity, we also view w as a symmetric function on V × V by zero
extension. Throughout this paper, graphs are assumed to be simple and finite.

For each x ∈ V , define the weighted degree Deg(x) at x as

Deg(x) =
1

mx

∑

y∈V

wxy.

If Deg(x) = 1 for any x ∈ V , we say that G is equipped with a normalized weight.
For any S ⊂ V , define the weighted degree DegS(x) relative to S at x as

DegS(x) =
1

mx

∑

y∈S

wxy.

Moreover, define the weighted adjacency operator AS : RS → R
Sc

relative to S as

ASu(x) =
1

mx

∑

y∈S

u(y)wxy, ∀u ∈ R
S and x ∈ Sc.

It is clear that
DegS(x) = AS(1)(x) ∀x ∈ Sc.

Equip R
V with the inner product:

〈u, v〉 =
∑

x∈V

u(x)v(x)mx, ∀u, v ∈ R
V .

For S ⊂ V , define

〈u, v〉S =
∑

x∈S

u(x)v(x)mx.

It is then clearly that AS and ASc are the adjoint operator of each other:

〈ASu, v〉Sc = 〈u,AScv〉S, ∀u ∈ R
S and v ∈ R

Sc

.

Let A1(G) be the space of skew-symmetric functions α on V × V such

α(x, y) = 0 when x 6∼ y.

In fact, α is called a flow in [1]. Equip A1(G) with the inner product:

〈α, β〉 =
∑

{x,y}∈E

α(x, y)β(x, y)wxy =
1

2

∑

x,y∈V

α(x, y)β(x, y)wxy, ∀α, β ∈ A1(G).

For S ⊂ E, define

〈α, β〉S =
∑

{x,y}∈S

α(x, y)β(x, y)wxy, ∀α, β ∈ A1(G).

For S ⊂ V , define

〈α, β〉S = 〈α, β〉E(S,S), ∀α, β ∈ A1(G).

For any u ∈ R
V , define the differential du ∈ A1(G) of u as

du(x, y) =

{

u(y)− u(x) {x, y} ∈ E

0 otherwise.
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From this definition, we know that du ≡ 0 if and only if u is constant on each
connected component of G.

Let d∗ : A1(G) → R
V be the adjoint operator of d : R

V → A1(G). The
Laplacian operator on R

V is defined as

∆ = d∗d.

By direct computation,

∆u(x) =
1

mx

∑

y∈V

(u(x)− u(y))wxy

for any x ∈ V . Moreover, by the definition of ∆, it is clear that

(2.1) 〈∆u, v〉 = 〈du, dv〉

for any u, v ∈ R
V . So ∆ is a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on R

V . Let

0 = µ1 ≤ µ2 ≤ · · · ≤ µ|V |

be the eigenvalues of ∆ on (G,m,w). It is not hard to see from (2.1) that the
multiplicity of eigenvalue 0 equals to the number of connected components of G.
So, when G is connected, µ2 > 0.

We will also denote ∆ as ∆G, and denote µi as µi(G) or µi(G,m,w) when it is
necessary. For any nonempty subset S of V , the Laplacian operator of the induced
subgraph G|S (inherit the weights from G) is denoted as ∆S. The eigenvalues of
∆S is denoted as

0 = µ1(S) ≤ µ2(S) ≤ · · · ≤ µ|S|(S).

For i > |S|, we take the convention that µi(S) = +∞.
Next, let’s recall the notion of graphs with boundary.

Definition 2.2. A pair (G,B) is called a graph with boundary if G is a graph
and B is a nonempty subset of V (G) which is called the boundary of the graph.
The set Ω := V \B is called the interior of the graph. Edges in E(B,Ω) are called
boundary edges.

Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted graph with boundary. For any u ∈ R
V and

x ∈ B, define the normal derivative of u at x as:

∂u

∂n
(x) :=

1

mx

∑

y∈V

(u(x)− u(y))wxy = ∆u(x).

Then, by (2.1), one has the following Green’s formula:

〈∆u, v〉Ω = 〈du, dv〉 −

〈

∂u

∂n
, v

〉

B

.

We now introduce Dirichlet eigenvalues, Neumann eigenvalues and Steklov
eigenvalues on weighted graphs with boundary.
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A real number λ is called a Dirichlet eigenvalue of (G,B,m,w) if the following
Dirichlet boundary value problem:

{

∆u(x) = λu(x) x ∈ Ω
u(x) = 0 x ∈ B

has a nontrivial solution. The corresponding operator for Dirichlet eigenvalues is
the Dirichlet Laplacian operator introduced as follows.

Let E0 : R
Ω → R

V be defined as

E0(u)(x) =

{

u(x) x ∈ Ω
0 x ∈ B.

Then, the Dirichlet eigenvalues of (G,B,m,w) are the eigenvalues of the operator
∆D : RΩ → R

Ω with

∆Du = ∆E0(u)|Ω

which is called the Dirichlet Laplacian operator. By (2.1), it is clear that

(2.2)
〈

∆Du, v
〉

Ω
= 〈∆E0(u), E0(v)〉 = 〈dE0(u), dE0(v)〉

for any u, v ∈ R
Ω. So, ∆D is a nonnegative self-adjoint operator on R

Ω. We
denote its eigenvalues as

0 ≤ λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λ|Ω|.

We also denote ∆D as ∆D
G,B, and denote λi as λi(G,B) or λi(G,B,m,w) when it

is necessary. When i > |Ω|, we take the convention that λi = +∞.
By (2.2), we have the following conclusion for the multiplicity of the eigenvalue

0 for ∆D.

Proposition 2.1. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary. Let
i(G,B) be the number of connected components of G that contains no boundary
vertex. Then

dimker∆D = i(G,B).

In particular, if i(G,B) = 0, then λ1 > 0 which also implies that ∆D is invertible.
Especially, when G is connected, λ1 > 0.

Proof. Let u ∈ ker∆D. By (2.2), we have

〈dE0(u), dE0(u)〉 = 0.

So, E0(u) is constant on each connected component of G. Because E0(u)|B =
0, E0(u) = 0 on each connected component of G that contains some boundary
vertices. On those connected components of G that contain no boundary vertex,
the constant can be arbitrary. So,

dim ker∆D = i(G,B).

�
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A real number ν is called a Neumann eigenvalue of (G,B,m,w) if the following
Neumann boundary value problem:

{

∆u(x) = νu(x) x ∈ Ω
∂u
∂n
(x) = 0 x ∈ B

has a nontrivial solution. The corresponding operator for Neumann eigenvalues
is the Neumann Laplacian operator introduced as follows.

For each u ∈ R
Ω, let N0(u) ∈ R

V be its harmonic extension. That is

(2.3)

{

∆N0(u)(x) = 0 x ∈ B

N0(u)(x) = u(x) x ∈ Ω.

The Neumann eigenvalues of (G,B,m,w) are the eigenvalues of the operator
∆N : RΩ → R

Ω where

(2.4) ∆Nu = ∆N0(u)|Ω

is called the Neumann Laplacian operator.
Note that harmonic extension is not unique without any connectivity assump-

tion on (G,B). However, the definition (2.4) of ∆N : RΩ → R
Ω is independent of

the choices of the harmonic extension N0(u). In fact, consider all the connected
components of G, on those connected components containing some interior ver-
tices, the harmonic extension is uniquely determined by u (see [8]). So, ∆N0(u)|Ω
is uniquely determined by u. For simplicity, we also require thatN0(u) = 0 on con-
nected components of G that contain no interior vertices. With this requirement
on N0(u), N0 : R

Ω → R
V is a well defined linear map.

Moreover, note that

(2.5)
〈

∆Nu, v
〉

Ω
= 〈∆N0(u), N0(v)〉 = 〈dN0(u), dN0(v)〉

by (2.1). So ∆N : RΩ → R
Ω is a nonnegative self-adjoint operator. Let

0 ≤ ν1 < ν2 ≤ · · · ≤ ν|Ω|

be its eigenvalues. We also denote ∆N as ∆N
G,B, and denote νi as νi(G,B) or

νi(G,B,m,w) when it is necessary. When i > |Ω|, we take the convention that
νi = +∞.

By (2.5), we have the following conclusion about the multiplicity of the zero
eigenvalue for the Neumann Laplacian.

Proposition 2.2. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary. Let
j(G,B) be the number of connected components of G that contain some interior
vertices. Then,

dim ker∆N = j(G,B).

In particular, if G is connected with nonempty interior, then ν2 > 0.

Proof. Let u ∈ ker∆N . Then, by (2.5),

〈dN0(u), dN0(u)〉 = 0.

So, N0(u) is constant on each connected components of G. Note that

N0(u)|Ω = u
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and the constants on each connected components are arbitrary. So,

dim ker∆N = j(G,B).

�

A real number σ is called a Steklov eigenvalue of (G,B,m,w) if the following
boundary value problem:

{

∆u(x) = 0 x ∈ Ω
∂u
∂n
(x) = σu(x) x ∈ B

has a nonzero solution. The Steklov eigenvalues are the eigenvalues of the Steklov
operator introduced as follows.

For any u ∈ R
B, let H0(u) ∈ R

V be the harmonic extension of u. That is,
{

∆H0(u)(x) = 0 x ∈ Ω
H0(u)(x) = u(x) x ∈ B.

The Steklov eigenvalues are the eigenvalues of the Steklov operator Λ : RB → R
B

defined as

Λ(u) =
∂H0(u)

∂n
.

The same as in the definition of Neumann operators, although harmonic extension
is not unique in general, the Steklov operator is independent of the choices of
harmonic extensions. Moreover, if we further require that H0(u) is zero on those
connected components contain no boundary vertex, then H0 : R

B → R
V is a well

defined linear map.
By (2.1), it is clear that

〈Λu, u〉B = 〈∆H0(u), H0(u)〉 = 〈dH0(u), dH0(u)〉.

So, Λ is a nonnegative self-adjoint operator, let

0 = σ1 ≤ σ2 ≤ · · · ≤ σ|B|.

be is eigenvalues.
We also denote Λ as ΛG,B and denote σi as σi(G,B) or σi(G,B,m,w) if neces-

sary. We take the convention that σi = +∞ when i > |B|.
Note that in the general definition of graphs with boundary, one can interchange

the roles of the interior and boundary. From this point of view, by the definition
of Neumann eigenvalues and Steklov eigenvalues, one can see that they are dual
of each other. More precisely, one has the following relation between Steklov
operators and Neumann operators:

ΛG,B = ∆N
G,Ω,

and hence

σi(G,B) = νi(G,Ω)

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |B|. So, any result on Neumann eigenvalues can be translated as a
result on Steklov eigenvalues by interchanging the roles of Ω and B. For example,
Proposition 2.2 translated as a result on Steklov eigenvalues is as follows.



12 Shi & Yu

Corollary 2.1. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary, let
b(G,B) be the number of connected components of G containing some boundary
vertices. Then

dimker Λ = b(G,B).

In particular, if G is connected, then σ2 > 0.

Remark 2.1. The conclusion of Corollary 2.1 is slightly different with that of
[10, Proposition 3.2]. This is because connected components that consist of only
interior vertices were ignored in [10, Proposition 3.2].

Finally, recall the following theorem of Weyl (see Theorem 4.3.1 of [12]) on
the spectrum of the sum of two self-adjoint linear transformations which will be
frequently used in Section 5.

Theorem 2.1 (Weyl). Let V be an n dimensional vector space equipped with an
inner product. Let A,B be two self-adjoint linear transformations of V . Then,

(1) for i = 1, 2, · · · , n and j = 0, 1, · · · , n− i,

λi(A+B) ≤ λi+j(A) + λn−j(B)

with equality for some pair i, j if and only if there is a nonzero vector x ∈ V

such that (A+B)x = λi(A)x, Ax = λi+j(A+B)x and Bx = λn−j(B)x;
(2) for i = 1, 2, · · · , n and j = 1, 2, · · · , i,

λi(A +B) ≥ λi−j+1(A) + λj(B)

with equality for some pair i, j if and only if there is a nonzero vector x ∈ V

such that (A+B)x = λi(A+B)x, Ax = λi−j+1(A)x and Bx = λj(B)x.

Here λi(A) means the ith eigenvalue of A.

3. Relations of ∆D,∆N and ∆Ω

In this section, we derive some simple but useful relations among ∆Ω, ∆
D and

∆N .

Proposition 3.1. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary.
Then, for any u ∈ R

Ω,

(3.1) ∆D = ∆Ω +DegB · IΩ

where IΩ : RΩ → R
Ω is the identity map.

Proof. For any u ∈ R
Ω and x ∈ Ω,

∆Du(x) =∆E0(u)(x)

=
1

mx

∑

y∈V

(E0(u)(x)−E0(u)(y))wxy

=
1

mx

∑

y∈Ω

(u(x)− u(y))wxy +
1

mx

∑

y∈B

u(x)wxy

=∆Ωu(x) + DegB(x)u(x).

This completes the proof of the proposition. �
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Note that removing connected components of G that contain no interior vertex
will not influence the expression of ∆Ω, ∆

D and ∆N by definition. So, we may
assume that any connected components of G contain some interior vertex. By
Proposition 2.1, this implies that λ1(G,Ω) > 0 and that

LB := ∆D
G,Ω : RB → R

B

is invertible. With the help of L−1
B , we have the following expression of N0(u).

Proposition 3.2. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary such
that every connected components of G contains some interior vertices. Then, for
any u ∈ R

Ω,
N0(u)|B = L−1

B AΩu.

In particular, when E(B,B) = ∅,

N0(u)|B = Deg−1 ·AΩu.

Proof. For any u ∈ R
Ω and x ∈ B, we have

0 =∆N0(u)(x)

=
1

mx

∑

y∈V

(N0(u)(x)−N0(u)(y))wxy

=
1

mx

∑

y∈B

(N0(u)(x)−N0(u)(y))wxy +
1

mx

∑

y∈Ω

(N0(u)(x)− u(y))wxy

=∆BN0(u)(x) + DegΩ(x)N0(u)(x)−AΩu(x).

By (3.1), we have
LBN0(u) = ∆BN0(u) + DegΩN0(u).

So,
N0(u)|B = L−1

B AΩu.

Moreover, when E(B,B) = ∅, ∆B = 0. So, we have

N0(u)(x) =
1

DegΩ(x)
AΩu(x) =

1

Deg(x)
AΩu(x), ∀x ∈ B

by that E(B,B) = ∅. This completes the proof of the proposition. �

By the help of the expression of N0(u) in Proposition 3.2, we have the following
relations among ∆N , ∆Ω and ∆D.

Proposition 3.3. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary such
that every connected component of G contains some interior vertices. Then,

∆N =∆Ω +DegB · IΩ − ABL
−1
B AΩ

=∆D − ABL
−1
B AΩ.

(3.2)

In particular, when E(B,B) = ∅,

∆N =∆Ω +DegB · u− ABDeg−1AΩ

=∆D −ABDeg−1AΩ.
(3.3)
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Proof. For any u ∈ R
Ω and x ∈ Ω, by Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2,

∆Nu(x) =
1

mx

∑

y∈V

(N0(u)(x)−N0(u)(y))wxy

=
1

mx

∑

y∈Ω

(u(x)− u(y))wxy +
1

mx

∑

y∈B

(u(x)−N0(u)(y))wxy

=∆Ωu+DegB(x)u(x)−
1

mx

∑

y∈B

L−1
B AΩu(y)wxy

=∆Ωu+DegB(x)u(x)− (ABL
−1
B AΩ)u(x)

=
(

∆D − ABL
−1
B AΩ

)

u(x).

This completes the proof of the proposition. �

Translating Proposition 3.3 into Steklov operators, we have the following con-
clusion.

Corollary 3.1. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary such
that every connected component of G contains some boundary vertices. Then,

Λ =∆B +DegΩ · IB − AΩL
−1
Ω AB

=LB −AΩL
−1
Ω AB.

(3.4)

In particular, when E(B,B) = ∅,

Λ = DegΩ · IB −AΩL
−1
Ω AB.(3.5)

Here LΩ = ∆D.

Remark 3.1. The identity (3.5) is essentially Corollary 2.1 of [10]. So, the identity
(3.4) can be viewed as an extension of [10, Corollary 2.1] for more general graphs
with boundary.

4. Comparison of the Neumann eigenvalues and Laplacian

eigenvalues and its rigidity

In this section, we prove the the comparison of Neumann eigenvalues and Lapla-
cian eigenvalues and its rigidity.

We first prove Theorem 1.1, a comparison of Neumann eigenvalues and Lapla-
cian eigenvalues.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let v1 = 1, v2, · · · , v|Ω| ∈ R
Ω be eigenfunctions of ν1 =

0, ν2, · · · , ν|Ω| respectively such that

〈vi, vj〉Ω = 0

for i 6= j. Let u1 = 1, u2, · · · , u|V | ∈ R
V be eigenfunctions of µ1, µ2, · · · , µ|V |

respectively such that

〈ui, uj〉 = 0
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for i 6= j. For each i ≥ 2, let v = c1v1 + c2v2 + · · ·+ civi with c1, c2, · · · , ci not all
zero, such that

(4.1) 〈N0(v), uj〉 = 0

for j = 1, 2, · · · , i − 1. This can be done because (4.1) for j = 1, 2, · · · , i − 1
form a homogeneous linear system with i − 1 equations and i unknowns which
will certainly have nonzero solutions. Then,

(4.2) νi ≥
〈dN0(v), dN0(v)〉

〈v, v〉Ω
≥

〈dN0(v), dN0(v)〉

〈N0(v), N0(v)〉
≥ µi.

If νi = µi > 0, then all the inequalities become equalities in (4.2). Hence, N0(v) is
simultaneously a Neumann Laplacian eigenfunction and a Laplacian eigenfunction
for νi = µi. Moreover, since µi > 0,

〈dN0(v), dN0(v)〉 > 0.

Thus, N0(v)|B = 0. Note that ∂N0(v)
∂n

= 0 by definition of N0. This completes the
proof of the theorem by letting u = N0(v). �

We next prove Theorem 1.2, a general rigidity for (1.1).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. If the equality of (1.1) holds for all i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|, we
claim that there are ũ1 = 1, ũ2, · · · , ũ|Ω| ∈ R

V such that

(1) ∆ũi = µiũi for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|;
(2) ∆N(ũi|Ω) = νiũi|Ω for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|;
(3) ũi|B = ∂ũi

∂n
= 0 for i = 2, 3, · · · , |Ω|;

(4) 〈ũi, ũj〉Ω = 〈ũi, ũj〉 = 0 for 1 ≤ j < i ≤ |Ω|.

In fact, suppose that ũ1 = 1, ũ2, · · · , ũi−1 have been constructed for some i ≥ 2.
Let v = c1v1 + c2v2 + · · ·+ civi with c1, c2, · · · , ci not all zero such that

〈N0(v), ũj〉 = 0

for j = 1, 2, · · · , i−1. Here v1, v2, · · · , v|Ω| are the same as in the proof of Theorem
1.1 Then, using the same argument as in (4.2), we know that ũi := N0(v) will
satisfy the requirements (1)-(4) above, since νi = µi > 0 for i ≥ 2.

Then, for any v ∈ R
Ω with

(4.3) 0 = 〈v, 1〉Ω =
∑

y∈Ω

v(y)my.

We know that

v = c2ũ2|Ω + · · · c|Ω|ũ|Ω||Ω

for some c2, c2, · · · , c|Ω| ∈ R. Thus, by (3) of the claim,

N0(v) = c2ũ2 + · · ·+ c|Ω|ũΩ

which implies that N0(v)|B = 0 by (3) of the claim again. By Proposition 3.2,

1

mx

∑

y∈Ω

v(y)wxy = AΩv(x) = (LBN0(v)|B) (x) = 0
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for any x ∈ B. By comparing this to (4.3), there is a nonnegative function ρ ∈ R
B

such that

wxy = ρxmxmy

for any x ∈ B and y ∈ Ω.
Conversely, if wxy = ρxmxmy for any x ∈ B and y ∈ Ω, then for any v ∈ R

Ω

with 〈v, 1〉Ω = 0, we have

AΩv(x) = ρx〈v, 1〉Ω = 0, ∀x ∈ B.

So, by Proposition 3.2,

N0(v)|B = L−1
B AΩv ≡ 0.

If v is further an eigenfunction of ∆N with eigenvalue νi, then by that

∆N0(v)|Ω = ∆Nv = νiv

and

∆N0(v)|B = 0 = νiN0(v)|B,

we know that N0(v) is also an eigenfunction of ∆ with the same eigenvalue νi.
Moreover, for any u ∈ R

Ω with 〈u, 1〉Ω = 0, since N0(u)|B = 0, by Proposition
3.1,

∆Nu = ∆N0(u) = ∆E0(u)|Ω = ∆Du = ∆Ωu+Degb · u.

So,

µ|Ω| = ν|Ω| = µ|Ω|(Ω) + Degb.

Hence, the equality νi = µi for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| holds if and only if

(4.4)
〈du, du〉

〈u, u〉
≥ µ|Ω|(Ω) + Degb

for any nonzero u ∈ R
V with 〈u, ũi〉 = 0 for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|. Because

〈u, ũi〉Ω = 〈u, ũi〉 = 0

for i = 2, 3, · · · , |Ω|, we know that u|Ω must be a constant c.
When c = 0, let f = u|B, then 〈f, 1〉B = 〈u, 1〉 = 0 and by (4.4),

〈df, df〉B + VΩ〈ρf, f〉B
〈f, f〉B

=
〈du, du〉

〈u, u〉
≥ µ|Ω|(Ω) + Degb.

That is,

(4.5) 〈df, df〉B + VΩ〈ρf, f〉B −
(

µ|Ω|(Ω) + Degb
)

〈f, f〉B ≥ 0

for any f ∈ R
B with 〈f, 1〉B = 0.
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When c 6= 0, we can assume that c = 1. Let f = u|B + VΩ

VB
. Then, by that

〈u, 1〉 = 0, we have 〈f, 1〉B = 0. Moreover, by (4.4),

〈df, df〉B + VΩ

(

〈ρf, f〉B − 2VG

VB

〈ρ, f〉B +
V 2

G

V 2

B

Degb

)

〈f, f〉B + VΩVG

VB

=
〈df, df〉B + VΩ

〈

ρ(f − VG

VB
), f − VG

VB

〉

B

VΩ +
〈

f − VΩ

VB

, f − VΩ

VB

〉

B

=
〈du, du〉

〈u, u〉

≥µ|Ω|(Ω) + Degb.

That is,

〈df, df〉B+VΩ〈ρf, f〉B −
(

µ|Ω|(Ω) + Degb
)

〈f, f〉B

− 2
VΩVG

VB

〈ρ, f〉B +
VΩVG

VB

(

VΩ

VB

Degb − µ|Ω|(Ω)

)

≥ 0
(4.6)

for any f ∈ R
B with 〈f, 1〉B = 0. Let f = 0 in (4.6). We get

(4.7) µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤
VΩ

VB

Degb.

Moreover, replacing f by λf in (4.6), we have
(

〈df, df〉B + VΩ〈ρf, f〉B −
(

µ|Ω|(Ω) + Degb
)

〈f, f〉B
)

λ2

− 2
VΩVG

VB

〈ρ, f〉Bλ+
VΩVG

VB

(

VΩ

VB

Degb − µ|Ω|(Ω)

)

≥ 0

for any λ ∈ R. Then,
(

2
VΩVG

VB

〈ρ, f〉B

)2

≤4
VΩVG

VB

(

〈df, df〉B + VΩ〈ρf, f〉B −
(

µ|Ω|(Ω) + Degb
)

〈f, f〉B
)

(

VΩ

VB

Degb − µ|Ω|(Ω)

)

which is equivalent to
(

VΩ

VB

Degb − µ|Ω|(Ω)

)

(

〈df, df〉B + VΩ〈ρf, f〉B −
(

µ|Ω|(Ω) + Degb
)

〈f, f〉B
)

−
VΩVG

VB

〈ρ, f〉2B ≥ 0

(4.8)

for any f ∈ R
B with 〈f, 1〉B = 0.

Conversely, it is not hard to see that the combination of (4.5), (4.7) and (4.8)
implies (4.4).
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When ρ is constant, substituting this into (4.5), (4.7) and (4.8), we find that
they are equivalent to that

(4.9) 〈df, df〉B +
(

ρ(VΩ − VB)− µ|Ω|(Ω)
)

〈f, f〉B ≥ 0

for all f ∈ R
B with 〈f, 1〉B = 0, and

µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ ρVΩ

by noting that Degb = ρVB in this case. Note that (4.9) is automatical true if
|B| = 1 and when |B| ≥ 2, (4.9) is equivalent to that

µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ µ2(B) + ρ(VΩ − VB).

So, when ρ is constant, the combination of (4.5), (4.7) and (4.8) is equivalent to

µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ min {ρVΩ, µ2(B) + ρ(VΩ − VB)} .

When ρ is nonconstant, let f ∈ R
B be such that 〈1, f〉B = 0 and 〈ρ, f〉B 6= 0.

Substituting f into (4.8), we get

µ|Ω|(Ω) <
VΩ

VB

Degb.

Moreover, (4.8) can be rewritten as

〈df, df〉B + VΩ〈ρf, f〉B −
(

µ|Ω|(Ω) + Degb
)

〈f, f〉B

≥
VΩVG

VΩDegb − VBµ|Ω|(Ω)
〈ρ, f〉2B.

(4.10)

which is stronger than (4.5). So, we only need to require (4.10) in this case.
This completes the proof of the theorem. �

We next come to prove Corollary 1.1 and Corollary 1.2, the rigidity of (1.1)
when the graph is equipped with the unit weight or normalized weight.

Proof of Corollary 1.1 . If the equalities of (1.1) holds for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|, by
Theorem 1.2, there is a nonnegative function ρ ∈ R

B, such that

wxy = ρxmxmy

for all x ∈ B and y ∈ Ω. Because x ∈ B is adjacent to some y ∈ Ω and the graph
is equipped with unit weight, we have

ρ ≡ 1.

So, any boundary vertex is adjacent to any interior vertex. Substituting ρ ≡ 1
into (1.2), we get

µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ min{|Ω|, µ2(B) + |Ω| − |B|} = µ2(B) + |Ω| − |B|

when |B| ≥ 2, by noting that µ2(B) ≤ |B| (see Fiedler [7]). When |B| = 1,
µ2(B) = +∞, by (1.2),

µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ |Ω|.

Conversely, because every boundary vertex is adjacent to every interior vertex,
we have

wxy = mxmy
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for any x ∈ B and y ∈ Ω. So ρ ≡ 1. Then, note that (2) of Corollary 1.1
is equivalent to (1.2). So, by Theorem 1.2, the equalities of (1.2) hold for i =
1, 2, · · · , |Ω|.

Moreover, recall the following estimate (see [7] for example):

µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ 2∆(G|Ω).

So, if

2∆(G|Ω) ≤ |Ω| − |B|,

then (2) of Corollary 1.1 holds. This completes the proof of Corollary 1.1. �

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Suppose the equalities of (1.1) hold for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|.
By Theorem 1.2, for any x ∈ B,

1 = Deg(x) =
1

mx

∑

y∈Ω

wxy = ρxVΩ,

since E(B,B) = ∅. So, for any x ∈ B, ρx = 1
VΩ
. Substituting this into (1.2), we

get

µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤
VΩ − VB

VΩ

when |B| ≥ 2, since µ2(B) = 0 by E(B,B) = ∅. When |B| = 1, since µ2(B) =
+∞, by (1.2),

µ|Ω|(Ω) ≤ 1.

The converse is clearly true by Theorem 1.2. This completes the proof of
Corollary 1.2. �

5. Comparisons of the eigenvalues for ∆N ,∆D and ∆Ω

In this section, we obtain the comparisons of Dirichlet eigenvalues, Neumann
eigenvalues and Laplacian eigenvalues of the interior subgraph, and their rigidities.

We first prove Theorem 1.3, a comparison of the Dirichlet eigenvalues and the
Laplacian eigenvalues of the interior subgraph.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Proposition 3.1, we have

∆D = ∆Ω +DegB · IΩ

Then, the conclusions come from Theorem 2.1 directly by noting that

λi(DegB · IΩ) = Deg
(i)
B

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|. �

We next prove Theorem 1.4, a comparison of Neumann eigenvalues and Lapla-
cian eigenvalues of the interior subgraph.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. For any u ∈ R
Ω, by (2.5), we have

〈

∆Nu, u
〉

Ω
= 〈dN0(u), dN0(u)〉 ≥ 〈du, du〉Ω = 〈∆Ωu, u〉Ω.

So, for any i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|, νi ≥ µi(Ω).
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Moreover, νi = µi(Ω) for all i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| if and only if for any u ∈ R
Ω,

〈dN0(u), dN0(u)〉 = 〈du, du〉Ω.

This is equivalent to

〈dN0(u), dN0(u)〉B = 〈dN0(u), dN0(u)〉E(B,Ω) = 0

and thatN0(u) is constant on each connected component ofNG(B) for any u ∈ R
Ω.

Because u ∈ R
Ω is arbitrary, this is equivalent to that each connected component

of NG(B) contains at most one interior vertex. �

By Proposition 3.3, the identity on the Neumann Laplacian operator and the
Laplacian operator on the interior subgraph, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.1. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary such
that each connected component contains some interior vertices. Then,

(1) DegB · IΩ − ABL
−1
B AΩ is nonnegative;

(2) for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|,

λi(ABL
−1
B AΩ) ≤ Deg

(i)
B

with equalities for all i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| if and only if each connected com-
ponent of NG(B) contains at most one interior vertex.

Proof. By Proposition 3.3, (2.1) and (2.5), for any u ∈ R
Ω

〈

DegB · u− ABL
−1
B AΩu, u

〉

Ω
=
〈

∆Nu−∆Ωu, u
〉

Ω

=〈dN0(u), N0(u)〉 − 〈du, du〉Ω ≥ 0.

So DegB · IΩ − ABL
−1
B AΩ is nonnegative. This proves (1).

The inequalities in (2) comes directly from (1). When the equalities in (2) all
hold, we know that ∆N = ∆Ω. So, each connected components of NG(B) contains
at most one interior vertex. This completes the proof of the corollary. �

Translating Theorem 1.4 to Steklov eigenvalues, we have the following conclu-
sion.

Corollary 5.2. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary. Then,

σi(G,B) ≥ µi(B)

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |B|, with equalities for i = 1, 2, · · · , |B| if and only if each con-
nected components of NG(Ω) contains at most one boundary vertex.

We next prove Theorem 1.5, a comparison of Neumann eigenvalues and Dirichlet
eigenvalues.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. For any u ∈ R
Ω, by the Dirichlet Principle (see [8]), we

have
〈dE0(u), dE0(u)〉 ≥ 〈dN0(u), dN0(u)〉.

So, by (2.2) and (2.5), we have
〈

∆Du, u
〉

Ω
= 〈dE0(u), dE0(u)〉 ≥ 〈dN0(u), dN0(u)〉 =

〈

∆Nu, u
〉

Ω
.
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Thus, λi ≥ νi for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|. �

Translating Theorem 1.5 into Steklov eigenvalues will give us the following
estimate on Steklov eigenvalues which can be viewed as an extension of the upper
bound on Dirichlet-to-Neumann map in [10, Proposition 3.1].

Corollary 5.3. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph. Then,

σi(G,B) ≤ µi+j(B) + Deg
(|B|−j)
Ω

for any i = 1, 2, · · · , |B| and j = 0, 1, · · · , |B| − i. In particular, if E(B,B) = ∅,
then

σi(G,B) ≤ Deg
(i)
Ω .

Here

Deg
(1)
Ω ≤ Deg

(2)
Ω ≤ · · · ≤ Deg

(|B|)
Ω

is the rearrangement of DegΩ(x) with x going through B.

Proof. By Theorem 1.5 and (1) of Theorem 1.3, we have

σi(G,B) = νi(G,Ω) ≤ λi(G,Ω) ≤ µi+j(B) + Deg
(|B|−j)
Ω

for any i = 1, 2, · · · , |B| and j = 0, 1, · · · , |B| − i.
When E(B,B) = ∅, we have µ|B|(B) = 0. So, by letting j = |B| − i in the last

inequality, we get the inequality σi(G,B) ≤ Deg
(i)
Ω for i = 1, 2, · · · , |B|. �

We next prove Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.7, sharp comparisons of Neumann
eigenvalues and Dirichlet eigenvalues.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. By Proposition 3.3,

∆D = ∆N + ABL
−1
B AΩ.

Then, the conclusion comes directly comes from this identity. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. The inequalities comes directly from Theorem 1.6 and Propo-
sition 3.2. We only need to show the rigidity. The equalities of (1.4) hold for
i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω| if and only if ABDeg−1AΩ is a scalar operator. By direct compu-
tation, this is equivalent to the follows:

(5.1)
∑

x∈B

w2
xz

mz

∑

y∈Ω wxy

:= s

is independent of z ∈ Ω, and

(5.2)
∑

x∈B

wxzwxy

mz

∑

ξ∈Ω wxξ

= 0

for any y 6= z ∈ Ω. Because E(B,B) = ∅ and G is connected, each boundary
vertex must be adjacent to some interior vertex. So, s > 0. Then, by (5.1), we
know that each interior vertex must be adjacent to some boundary vertex. Finally,
it is clear that (5.2) is equivalent to that each boundary vertex is adjacent to only
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one interior vertex. So, the there is a surjective map ϕ : B → Ω such that
x ∼ ϕ(x). Then, by (5.1), for any z ∈ Ω,

s =
∑

x∈B

w2
xz

mz

∑

y∈Ω wxy

=
∑

x∈ϕ−1(z)

w2
xz

mz

∑

y∈Ω wxy

=
∑

x∈ϕ−1(z)

w2
xz

mzwxz

= DegB(z).

So, DegB(z) is independent of z ∈ Ω.
Conversely, it is not hard to show (5.1) and (5.2) assuming (1) and (2) of

Theorem 1.7. This completes the proof of the theorem. �

In fact, by using Theorem 2.1 similarly as in the proof of Theorem 1.3, we can
get the following comparison of Neumann eigenvalues and Dirichlet eigenvalues
which is an extension of Theorem 1.7.

Theorem 5.1. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary such
that each connected component of G contains some interior vertices. Then

(1) for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|, j = 0, 1, · · · , |Ω| − i,

λi ≤ νi+j + λ|Ω|−j(ABL
−1
B AΩ)

with equality for some pair i, j if and only if there is a nonzero func-
tion u ∈ R

Ω such that ∆Du = λiu, ∆Nu = νi+ju and ABL
−1
B AΩu =

λ|Ω|−j(ABL
−1
B AΩ)u;

(2) for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|, j = 1, 2, · · · , i,

λi ≥ νi−j+1 + λj(ABL
−1
B AΩ)

with equality for some pair i, j if and only if there is a nonzero func-
tion u ∈ R

Ω such that ∆Du = λiu, ∆Nu = νi−j+1u and ABL
−1
B AΩu =

λj(ABL
−1
B AΩ)u.

Proof. By Proposition 3.3, we have

∆D = ∆N + ABL
−1
B AΩ.

Then, the conclusions follow directly by using Theorem 2.1. �

Translating the last result into Steklov eigenvalues, we get the following estimate
on Steklov eigenvalues.

Corollary 5.4. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary such
that each connected component of G contains some boundary vertices. Then

(5.3) λi−j(G,Ω)−λ|B|−j(AΩL
−1
Ω AB) ≤ σi(G,B) ≤ λi+k−1(G,Ω)−λk(AΩL

−1
Ω AB)

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |B|, j = 0, 1, · · · , i−1 and k = 1, 2, · · · , |B|− i+1. In particular,
when E(B,B) = ∅, we have

(5.4) Deg
(i−j)
Ω − λ|B|−j(AΩL

−1
Ω AB) ≤ σi(G,B) ≤ Deg

(i+k−1)
Ω − λk(AΩL

−1
Ω AB)

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |B|, j = 0, 1, · · · , i − 1 and k = 1, 2, · · · , |B| − i + 1. Here
LΩ = ∆D.
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Proof. By (1) of Theorem 5.1, we have

λi−j(G,Ω) ≤ νi(G,Ω) + λ|B|−j(AΩL
−1
Ω AB) = σi(G,B) + λ|B|−j(AΩL

−1
Ω AB).

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |B|, j = 0, 1, · · · , i − 1. This gives us the lower bound in (5.3).
The upper bound of 5.3 can be proved similarly by using (2) of Theorem 5.1.

When E(B,B) = ∅, by Proposition 3.1, we have

∆D
G,Ωu = ∆Bu+DegΩ · u = DegΩ · u, ∀u ∈ R

B.

So, λi(G,Ω) = Deg
(i)
Ω for i = 1, 2, · · · , B. Substituting this into (5.3), we get (5.4).

This completes the proof of the corollary. �

Remark 5.1. Letting k = 1 in the R.H.S. of (5.3) and (5.4), we know that Corollary
5.4 is stronger than Corollary 5.3 by the fact that λ1(AΩL

−1
Ω AB) ≥ 0.

Furthermore, by applying Theorem 2.1 to

∆Nu = ∆Ωu+DegB · u− ABL
−1
B AΩu

in Proposition 3.3, we have the following comparison on Neumann eigenvalues and
Laplacian eigenvalues of the interior subgraph.

Theorem 5.2. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary such
that each connected component of G contains some interior vertices. Then

(1) for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|, j = 0, 1, · · · , |Ω| − i,

νi ≤ µi+j(Ω) + λ|Ω|−j(DegB · IΩ − ABL
−1
B AΩ)

with equality for some pair i, j if and only if there is a nonzero function
u ∈ R

Ω such that ∆Nu = νiu, ∆Ωu = µi+ju and

DegB · u− ABL
−1
B AΩu = λ|Ω|−j(DegB · IΩ − ABL

−1
B AΩ)u;

(2) for i = 1, 2, · · · , |Ω|, j = 1, 2, · · · , i,

νi ≥ µi−j+1(Ω) + λj(DegB · IΩ − ABL
−1
B AΩ)

with equality for some pair i, j if and only if there is a nonzero function
u ∈ R

Ω such that ∆Nu = λiu, ∆Ωu = µi−j+1u and

DegB · u−ABL
−1
B AΩu = λj(ABL

−1
B AΩ)u.

Remark 5.2. By Corollary 5.1, DegB ·IΩ−ABL
−1
B AΩ is nonnegative. So, Theorem

5.2 is stronger than Theorem 1.4.

Finally, translating the last result into Steklov eigenvalues, we can obtain the
following estimate on Steklov eigenvalues which is stronger than Corollary 5.2.

Corollary 5.5. Let (G,B,m,w) be a weighted finite graph with boundary such
that each connected component of G contains some boundary vertices. Then

µi−j+1(B) + λj(DegΩ · IB −AΩL
−1
Ω AB) ≤σi(G,B)

≤µi+k(B) + λ|B|−k(DegΩ · IB −AΩL
−1
Ω AB)

for i = 1, 2, · · · , |B|, j = 1, 2, · · · , i and k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , |B| − i. Here LΩ = ∆D.
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6. Some applications

In this section, by combining the comparisons of eigenvalues in the last two
sections and some known lower bounds on Laplacian eigenvalues, we get some
interesting lower bounds for Neumann eigenvalues and Dirichlet eigenvalues.

First recall the Licherowicz estimates of Laplacian eigenvalues for graphs with
positive curvature lower bounds.

Theorem 6.1 ([2, 13, 15]). Let (G,m,w) be a connected weighted finite graph
with boundary.

(1) If (G,m,w) satisfies the Bakry-Émery curvature-dimension condition CD(K, n)
with K > 0 and n > 1, then µ2 ≥

nK
n−1

.

(2) If the Ollivier curvature of (G,m,w) has a positive lower bound κ, then
µ2 ≥ κ.

Remark 6.1. The Ollivier curvature we used here the most general one introduced
in [16] extending the definition introduced by Lin-Lu-Yau [15] to general weighted
graphs.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. By combining Theorem 6.1 and the comparison of Neu-
mann eigenvalue and Laplacian eigenvalues (1.1), we get Theorem 1.8 directly. �

Similarly, by combining (2) of Theorem 1.3, (2) of Theorem 5.2 and Theorem
6.1, we have the following Lichnerowicz-type estimates for the Dirichlet eigenvalues
and Neumann eigenvalues directly.

Theorem 6.2. Let (G,B,m,w) be a connected weighted finite graph with bound-
ary.

(1) If (G|Ω, m|Ω, w|Ω) is connected and satisfies the Bakry-Émery curvature-
dimension condition CD(K, n) for some K > 0 and n > 1, then

λi ≥
nK

n− 1
+ Deg

(i−1)
B

and

νi ≥
nK

n− 1
+ λi−1(DegB · IΩ − ABL

−1
B AΩ)

for i = 2, 3, · · · , |Ω|.
(2) If G|Ω is connected and the Ollivier curvature of (G|Ω, m|Ω, w|Ω) has a

positive lower bound κ, then,

λi ≥ κ+Deg
(i−1)
B

and

νi ≥ κ+ λi−1(DegB · IΩ − ABL
−1
B AΩ)

for i = 2, 3, · · · , |Ω|.

Proof. For i = 2, 3, · · · , |Ω|, let j = i−1 in (2) of Theorem 1.3 and (2) of Theorem
5.2 and use Theorem 6.1 for G|Ω. We get the conclusions. �
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Next, recall the estimate of Fiedler which relate the connectivity of graphs and
their first positive Laplacian eigenvalues which are called the algebraic connectiv-
ity of graphs in [7].

Theorem 6.3 (Fiedler [7]). Let G be a graph on n vertices equipped with the unit
weight. Then,

(6.1) µ2 ≥ 2e(G)
(

1− cos
π

n

)

.

Here e(G) is the edge connectivity of G. That is the least number of edges need to
be deleted from G to make it disconnected.

By combining the comparisons of eigenvalues with Theorem 6.3, we have the
following estimates relating the Neumann eigenvalues and Dirichlet eigenvalues to
edge connectivity or edge connectivity of the interior subgraph.

Theorem 6.4. Let (G,B) be a connected finite graph with boundary equipped with
the unit weight. Then, for i = 2, 3, · · · , |Ω|

(1) ν2 ≥ 2e(G)
(

1− cos π
|V |

)

;

(2) νi ≥ 2e(Ω)
(

1− cos π
|Ω|

)

+ λi−1

(

DegB · IΩ − ABL
−1
B AΩ

)

;

(3) λi ≥ 2e(Ω)
(

1− cos π
|Ω|

)

+Deg
(i−1)
B ;

(4) λi ≥ 2e(G)
(

1− cos π
|V |

)

+ λi−1

(

ABL
−1
B AΩ

)

.

Here e(Ω) is the edge connectivity of G|Ω.

Proof. By Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 6.3, we have

ν2 ≥ µ2 ≥ 2e(G)

(

1− cos
π

|V |

)

.

This gives us (1).
In (2) of Theorem 5.2, letting j = i−1 and using Theorem 6.3 for G|Ω, we have

νi ≥µ2(Ω) + λi−1

(

DegB · IΩ −ABL
−1
B AΩ

)

≥2e(Ω)

(

1− cos
π

|Ω|

)

+ λi−1

(

DegB · IΩ − ABL
−1
B AΩ

)

.

This gives us (2).
Similarly, in (2) of Theorem 1.3, letting j = i − 1 and using Theorem 6.3 for

G|Ω, we get (3).
Finally, in (2) of Theorem 5.1, letting j = i− 1 and using (1), we get (4). This

completes the proof of the theorem. �

Finally, recall the following geometric estimate for Laplacian eigenvalues of
Friedman [6].

Theorem 6.5 (Friedman [6]). Let G be a connected graph on n vertices equipped
with the unit weight. For 2 ≤ i ≤ n, let k =

⌊

n
i

⌋

. Then,
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(1) when i 6 |n,

µi ≥ 2

(

1− cos
π

2k + 1

)

;

(2) when i|n
µi ≥ λ1(Pk+1, {0}, m, w).

Here Pk+1 is a path: 0 ∼ 1 ∼ 2 ∼ · · · ∼ k, mj = 1 for j = 0, 1, · · · , k, and
w12 = w23 = · · · = wk−1,k = 1 and w01 = µi(Pi) with Pi equipped with the
unit weight.

By combining Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 6.5, we have the following geometric
lower bounds for Neumann eigenvalues.

Theorem 6.6. Let (G,B) be a connected finite graph with boundary equipped with

the unit weight. For i = 2, 3, · · · , |Ω|, let k =
⌊

|V |
i

⌋

. We have

(1) when i 6 | |V |,

νi ≥ 2

(

1− cos
π

2k + 1

)

;

(2) when i | |V |,

νi ≥ λ1(Pk+1, {0}, m, w).

Here (Pk+1, {0}, m, w) is the same as in Theorem 6.5.

Proof. By Theorem 1.1, we have

νi ≥ µi.

Then, by Theorem 6.5, we get the conclusion. �

By combining (2) of Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 6.6, we have the following lower
bounds for Dirichlet eigenvalues.

Theorem 6.7. Let (G,B) be a connected finite graph with boundary equipped with

the unit weight. For i = 2, 3, · · · , |Ω| and j = 1, 2, · · · , i− 1, let k =
⌊

|V |
i−j+1

⌋

. We

have

(1) when (i− j + 1) 6 | |V |,

λi ≥ 2

(

1− cos
π

2k + 1

)

+ λj(ABL
−1
B AΩ);

(2) when (i− j + 1) | |V |,

λi ≥ λ1(Pk+1, {0}, m, w) + λj(ABL
−1
B AΩ).

Here (Pk+1, {0}, m, w) is the same as in Theorem 6.5.

Proof. By (2) of Theorem 5.1, we have

λi ≥ νi−j+1 + λj(ABL
−1
B AΩ).

Then, by Theorem 6.6, we get the conclusions. �
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Moreover, by combining (2) of Theorem 1.3, (2) of Theorem 5.2 and Theorem
6.5 for the interior subgraph, we have the following lower bounds for Dirichlet
eigenvalues and Neumann eigenvalues.

Theorem 6.8. Let (G,B) be a connected finite graph with boundary equipped
with the unit weight such that G|Ω is also connected. For i = 2, 3, · · · , |Ω|, and

j = 1, 2, · · · , i− 1, let k =
⌊

|Ω|
i−j+1

⌋

. We have

(1) when (i− j + 1) 6 | |Ω|,

λi ≥ 2

(

1− cos
π

2k + 1

)

+Deg
(j)
B

and

νi ≥ 2

(

1− cos
π

2k + 1

)

+ λj

(

DegB · IΩ − ABL
−1
B AΩ

)

;

(2) when (i− j + 1) | |Ω|,

λi ≥ λ1(Pk+1, {0}, m, w) + Deg
(i)
B

and

λi ≥ λ1(Pk+1, {0}, m, w) + λj

(

DegB · IΩ −ABL
−1
B AΩ

)

.

Here (Pk+1, {0}, m, w) is the same as in Theorem 6.5.

Proof. By (2) of Theorem 1.3 and (2) of Theorem 5.2, we have

λi ≥ µi−j+1(Ω) + Deg
(j)
B

and

µi ≥ µi−j+1(Ω) + λj

(

DegB · IΩ − ABL
−1
B AΩ

)

.

Then, by applying Theorem 6.5 on G|Ω, we get the conclusions. �
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