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Abstract

Our purpose in this paper is to study of the eigenvalues {\;(1)}; of the Dirichlet problem
(—A)u=A((-A)2u+pu) in Q,  w=0 in RV\Q,

where 0 < 82 < 81 <1, N > 2s; and (—A)* is the fractional Laplacian operator defined in the
principle value sense.

We first show the existence of a sequence of eigenvalues, which approaches infinity. Secondly
we provide a Berezin—Li-Yau type lower bound for the sum of the eigenvalues of the above
problem. Furthermore, using a self-contained and novel method, we establish an upper bound
for the sum of eigenvalues of the problem under study.
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1 Introduction and main results

Let 0 < s < 51 < 1, © be a smooth bounded domain in RV with the integer N > 1, N > 2s;. The
main goal of this paper is to study the lower bounds of the eigenvalues for the Dirichlet problem

Ay = A (—A)s2 i
(—A)*1y )\<( A)2y + ,uu> in Q, (11)
u=0 in RV\Q,
where (—A)® is the fractional laplacian defined in the following sense (principle value)
(—A)*u(z) = ey lim u(z) — uly) (1.2)

N+2
e—0t RN\Be(!L') |$—y| +2s

F(N~b2»2s)

with s € (0,1), en,s = 92573 =5 and I' being the Gamma function, see e.g. [40]. Recall that,
for s € (0,1), the fractional Laplacian of a function u € C°(R”) can also be defined by:

(—A)u(e) = F (\sr%f(u)(s)) for all € € RY,
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where F'(f) denotes the Fourier transform of f.

Problem (L)) involves two fractional Laplacians with two different powers. The terminology
“mixed operators” refers to the differential or pseudo-differential order of the operator, and to
the type of the operator, which can combine classical and fractional features. When A < 0, (L))
involves a sum of two fractional Laplacians of different orders. Indeed, such sum of operators arises
naturally from superposition of two stochastic processes with a different random walk and a Lévy
flight, this is the case when a particle can follow either of these two processes according to a certain
probability, the associated limit diffusion equation is described by a sum of fractional Laplacians, see
for e.g [4] . While if A > 0, (L.I]) models a difference of two fractional Laplacians. The sum and the
difference of two fractional Laplacians appear in many circumstances. To mention few, problems of
blood circulation in the heart, responsible for causing heart problems and in many circumstances
coronary bypass surgeries, can be modelled by two to five mixed fractional Laplacians, for e.g.
see [16[33H35]. It also appears in many circumstances because of the anomalous blood circulation,
but it is often not the same anomaly in all the arteries, and the blood can follow either of the
five arteries. Other applications of mixed fractional operators with different orders include plasma
physics and population dynamics, ways to reduce pandemics and so on. In view of these important
applications, we strongly believe that equation (II) and some of its variants described above will
get an increasing interest in the near future.

The most primitive model of (II]) for the eigenvalues is

1.3
u=20 on 0f), (1.3)

{ —Au=MXu in
which has attracted the attention of mathematicians since 1912. Indeed, Weyl in [43] showed that
the k-th eigenvalue, A; 5 (©2) (1 stands for s = 1) of (L3]), has the asymptotic behavior

ALk(Q) ~ Cy (KDY as k — +oo,

where ,
Cy = (27)°|By| "~

and | By| is the volume of unit ball in RY. Later, Pélya [38] (in 1960) provided a lower bound for
the k-th eigenvalue,
2
ALk(Q) = C(k/1Q)¥ (1.4)

for any plane covering domain D in R? with C' = Cy, (his proof also works in dimension N > 3).
D is called a plane covering domain in R? if an infinity of domains congruent to D cover the
whole plane without gaps and without overlapping except a set of measure zero. In [38], Pélya
also made a conjecture that (L) holds for any bounded domain in RY with C' = Cy. To answer
this conjecture, Lieb [32] proved (4] with a positive constant C' for general bounded domain and
Li-Yau [31] improved the constant C' to NL-FQCN' Until now, this constant for lower bound is the

best and (4] with C' = NLHCN is called Berezin-Lieb-Yau inequality. More related estimates on
lower bounds for the eigenvalues under various setting can be found in [14L[I8[32l[36]. On the other
hand, the upper bounds of Dirichlet eigenvalues were derived by Kroger in [29] by calculating the
Rayleigh quotient by using a sequence of functions approaching the characterized function of €.

We also refer to Yang’s upper bounds of the Dirichlet’s eigenvalues in [8/[I3] in the following way:
A E(2) < e, k‘))\l,l(Q)k% for some ¢(N, k) > 0.

The unstopped interest in finding bounds for eigenvalues of the Dirichlet problem is in part due
to the following fact: The Hilbert-Polya conjecture is to associate the zero of the Riemann Zeta
function with the eigenvalue of a Hermitian operator. This quest initiated the mathematical interest
for estimating the sum of Dirichlet eigenvalues of the Laplacian while in physics the question is



related to count the number of bound states of a one body Schrodinger operator and to study their
asymptotic distribution. The latter constitutes in itself a branch in nonlinear analysis. During the
last decade, there has been a renewed and increasing interest in the study of linear and nonlinear
integral operators. The prototype is the fractional Laplacian. This has been motivated by numerous
applications in different fields motivated by connections to real world life applications and by
important advances in the theory of linear and nonlinear partial differential equations, see basic

properties [24H26],37], regularities [5,[39], Liouville property [6], general nonlocal operator [I1],
fractional Pohozaev identity [40], singularities [IL[7,9], uniqueness [20], fractional variational setting

BUI5L 19,27, 41] and the references therein.
When p =0, s =0 and s = s; € (0,1), (LI reduces to the fractional Laplacian problem

(1.5)

(—=A)*u=Au in £,
u=0 in RM\Q,

for which the asymptotic behavior of eigenvalues A, ; has been studied, for Klein-Gordon operator
i.e. s =1 in [23| Proposition 3.1] or for general order s € (0,1) in [2I, Theorem 1],

lim &k~ N)\ k= a(N, 5)|Q| N (1.6)
k—4-00
where ,
a(N,s) = (2m)%|By| "~ . (1.7)

Moreover, a refinement of Berezin—Li—Yau-type lower bound for the sum of eigenvalues was built
by Yolcu and Yolcu in [45] Theorem 1.4] as follows

k
Z >\s,j >

J=1

N “a(N, s)|f N (1.8)

for some ¢ > 0 depending on |€2|. In a recent work [44], Hajaiej and Wang provided the asymptotic
behavior of the sum of the eigenvalues of (LH)

k
. _1—2s ' o N _2s
Jm KR D 0(@) = e aler . (19)

For more estimates on eigenvalues of the fractional Dirichlet problem, we refer the readers to

M2, 21123L[45146], a review [20] and the references therein.
To analyze the fractional Dirichlet eigenvalues of (L), we denote H§(€2) the space of all mea-

surable functions u : RV — R with v = 0 in RV \ Q and

u(y)|”
//]R2N 7=y ‘N+23 dxdy < 4o00.

It is well known that H(€2) is a Hilbert space equipped with the inner product

Oy gy L RO R

and the induced norm

lulls :== VEs(u,u).

We say a function u € H}' (2) be an eigenfunction of (L] corresponding to the eigenvalue A if

Esy (u,w) = A(ESQ (u,w) + ,u/

uw dx) for all w € H' ().
Q



For 1 > —\s,,1, we denote by HZQO(Q) the space of all measurable functions u : RY — R with
u=0in RV \ Q and

1
2
HuHSz,ﬂ = (582(%“) +H/ u? dl“) < 0.

Q
The corresponding inner product in HZQ,O(Q) is given by

(U, W) gy 4y 7= Esy (U, w) + ,u/ﬂuwdx, Vou, w e Hy (Q).

Let Xg, 1 be the first eigenvalue of (3] corresponding to s = so.  We note that ||.|[s,,, is equivalent
to ||.[|s, for > —Xg, 1.

Our first aim is to show the existence of a sequence of discrete eigenvalues of (L] as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let i > —\g, 1, where Ag, 1 > 0 be the first eigenvalue of (L) with s = sy. Then
problem (L)) admits a sequence of real eigenvalues

0 <Ar(p) < Aa(p) < - < Aj(p) < Ajga(p) < -+

and the corresponding eigenfunction ¢;, i € N. Moreover, we have the following properties:

(1) Nj(p) = min{&, (u,u) : u € Hy;(2), HUHHZQ,o(Q) = 1}, where
Ho1(Q2) = Hg' (), Ho () :={uecHi (Q) : (U, dm)sypy =0 form=1,...,5—1} forj>1;

(1) {¢; : j € N} is an orthonormal basis of H;7(2);
(iii) lim Aj(p) = 4o00;
j—00

() For pn € (—Xgy,1,+00), the map p— Ai(p) is decreasing and limsup A\ (p) < +oo.

+

,u~>7)\52’1

We remark that

(a) from the appendix in [41], problem (LH) has the property that the first eigenvalue is simple and
the corresponding eigenfunction ¢ ; is positive; these properties are derived by the following:
Es(|dsnl) < Es(ps1), if ¢s1 is sign-changing. However, this argument fails for problem (L.1))
due to presence of multiple fractional Laplacians, and it is very interesting but challenging
to determine the one-fold of A1(u) and the positivity of the eigenfunction ¢; corresponding
to the first eigenvalue Ay for problem (I.1);

(b) thanks to the monotonicity and boundedness of Aj(u), assertion (iv) indicates that it is
possible to obtain the existence of {\j(u)}jen for g < —XAg, 1;

(c) it is known that eigenfunctions of (LH]) are C*°(€2). To see this, one uses bootstraps method
to prove solutions of ([LH]) are in L>°(£2) and then uses regularity results of [39]. While the
regularity for (L)) seems to be much more complicated, because bootstraps iteration has to
work between different order fractional Laplacians.

We now provide a lower bound for the sum of eigenvalues of (LTl).

Theorem 1.2. Let ;1 > 0 and {\;(p)}jen be the increasing sequence of eigenvalues of problem
(1) and w,,_, denote the surface area of the unit sphere in R™Y. Then for k € N

2(s1—s9) 2(s1—s2) 2s 251 —4s9
() = b Q7N TR T EREN by |Q| N K Y (1.10)

k
=1

J



where

BTN N—2s9 2(s1—s9)
_ 2o+ N)P2FN ) (Nargae) o8 2R DETHT2) oo = 5md
bl - 2 7'[' 2 wN 1 7]\[ N
2s1 + N [(sy+ 1)
i N-2 2
£l — 48 s9
by = by 251 + N - <2 (N+142s55) 35%2;%2 '~ 2)N213V2) Wit
N(2sy + N)%2+8 [(s2+1)

We remark that when so = 0 = p, the constant by (s1,0) in Theorem [T 2lreduces to %%a(N, s1),
where a(N, s1) is defined as in (7). Moreover, (LI0) coincides with Berezin-Li-Yau estimate for

([C3) (with s; =1).
The proof of Theorem [[2] is inspired by the Berezin—Li—Yau method (see [3I]) in which the
authors treated mainly the function Uy (z,y) = 25:1 Y;(x)j(y), where 1);’s are the eigenfunctions

corresponding to the eigenvalues A; of (L3). Denote F = [pn [(F2¥s)(2,y)[*dy, the key estimate

is the following
N +2 iz vz
P < (S02 [ PRaz) Y (1BlIF) (111
N RN

where | B| denotes the volume of unit ball in RY. For our problem (LLTJ), the situation is much more
complicated. More precisely, to apply Berezin-Li-Yau method, we need to consider the function

[ = Jan [(Fo®i)(z,y)[*dy, where

RN

D=

k
) = D 6i(@)di(y), &= ()2 + 1) ¢
j=1

and ¢;’s are eigenfunctions corresponding to the eigenvalues A; of (LI). The most important
estimate is [y (|2%*2+p) f(2)dz, which is controlled by [px [2]*! fdz and || f|| . These difficulties
arise from the non homogeneous property of lower oder term (|z]?2 + 1) f and the estimate || f||z.
For || || o<, the original tool is the Bessel’s inequality, which requires orthonormal property for {¢;}
in L%(2), while {¢;}; is not an orthonormal sequence in L*(Q2) (it is orthonormal in H;7%()). To
overcome this difficulty, we transform ¢; to <£j which is orthonormal in L?(R™) but not supported
in . Further using certain delicate estimate, we have overcome the difficulty (see Section 3.2).

The following is a direct corollary from Theorem using the monotonicity of map j — A;(u).

Corollary 1.3. Let i > 0 and {\;j(p)}jen be the increasing sequence of eigenvalues of problem
(L1). Then for k € N

2s1 —4s

2(s1—s9) —452
e RIS E S el (1.12)

(81 52)

Ak(p) = 0|
where by and by are same as in Theorem [I.2

For the upper bounds, due to the numerous challenges mentioned earlier, we only address the
case that ;4 = 0 and a restriction on the upper range of s;. More specifically, we have the following
estimates on upper bounds.

Theorem 1.4. Let 0 < s5 < 81 < H%, =0 and {\;(p)}ien be the increasing sequence of eigen-
values of problem (L) and Q be a bounded C? domain. Then there exists co = co(N, s1,52,Q) >0
and &3 € (0,1 + 3252) such that for k € N

k
2(s1—s9) 2(s1—s9)
STN(0) < byl T TR RN 4ok, (1.13)
j=1
where :
_2(s1—s9) N1+ Sl =
by = (2m)er =gy v NN
3 ( 7T) wN—l N+2(81 o 82)



It is worth noting that
(d) the constant b3 in the upper bound (LI3]) coincides with (L9]) with s = s1 — s9;

(e) the upper bound and the lower bound for our problem (L) obtained in Theorem and
Theorem [[.4] are not enough to determine Zle Aj(p), even for p = 0.

(f) from our proofs, it isn’t too difficult to see that Theorem [[LJJand Theorem [[.2can be extended
to the case s; = 1. However, it fails for the upper bound in Theorem [[L4] because of the

restriction of s; < H% < 1, which is not essential since it appears due to the technique
difficulty.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we study qualitative properties of the
eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenfunctions of problem (II), namely Theorem [Tl Section
3 is devoted to show the lower bound of the sum of eigenvalues, namely Theorem Finally, in
section 4, we discuss the upper bounds aspects, namely Theorem [[L41

Notations: Throughout this paper, wxn_; denotes the surface area of unit sphere in RY,
B,.(x) C RY is an open ball of radius r centered at z € RY, and we set B, := B,.(0) for r > 0. For
any set A of R, |A| denotes the Lebesgue measure of A and F(f) denotes the Fourier transform
of a function f. By C®(RY), we denote C* functions in RY with compact support.

2 Existence

We set Q := R?V \ (Q° x Q°), where Q¢ = R \ Q and for 1 < p < oo define

_ P
u =0 a.e. in Q° and dedy < oo}

Wos’p(Q) = {u . ]RN — R measurable 0 ‘.%' _ y‘NJrsp

Note that from the fractional Poincaré inequality, see [15], the space W*(€2) is endowed with the

norm defined as "
u(@) — u(y) !
[ullwer @) = < 0 dedy :

Theorem 2.1. Let0 < sy < s1 < 1, p > 1 and Q be a bounded domain in RY | then WP (Q) — W3*P(Q)
18 continuous and compact.

Before starting to prove the above theorem, we need to introduce the Besov Space over ). We
follow the notations of 42, Section 2.3.1].

Definition 2.2. Let S denote the Schwartz class functions on RY and A be collection of all sequence
n={ni}2, € SRY) such that

supp(no) C {x : |z| <2}, supp(n;) C {x: 2L < g| <22} forj=1,2,---,

Z 77j($) =1,
=0

and for every multi-index « there exists a positive number c, such that
29 D;(x)| < e Yi=0,1,2,... and VzecRY.

Definition 2.3. Let s € (—o00,00) and p,q € (0,00] and {n;}2, € A. Then

By (BY) = {f € S®Y): 1y ) = 129F " F NN (pagny) < )



It can be shown that the quasi-norm || f||, (RN does not depend on the choice of 7 € A
p,q
(see [42 Proposition 1 in 2.3.2]).

Definition 2.4. Let D'(Q) denote the set of all distributions over Q. For 1 < p, q < oo, and
0<s<1, we set

B%GD:{uGDﬂD:ng%ARM wngm:u}

and

U = inf .
Il =, 6 Dol e

Here By () is called the Besov Space over §).

Lemma 2.5. [/2, Theorem 8.1.1(i)] Let po,qo,p1,q1 € (0,00), 0,81 € (—00,00) and Q be a
smooth bounded domain in RN . Then the following embedding

B . (Q) < B (Q)

Po,90 P1,q1

is continuous if sg — - > 1 — pﬂl

Lemma 2.6. [/2, pg.233/ Let 0 < sy < s1 and p,q € (0,00) and Q be a smooth bounded domain
in RN. Then the embedding B3 (Q) < B2 (Q) is compact.

Proof of Theorem 2.1l From [2, Lemma 2.2], we know that the embedding W"*(Q2) C W5>"(Q)
is continuous. Moreover, from [42] pg. 209]), it follows that

1
. |uz) —uly)” »
HUHWS’P(Q) = HUHLP(Q) + (AXQ dedy

is an equivalent norm for [lul|ps (q) for p € (1,00), s € (0,1). Therefore, by Lemma we have
that
WerP(Q) — W*2P(Q) is compact. (2.1)

Now let {u,} be a bounded sequence in Wy'"(2), to prove the theorem we need to extract a
convergent subsequence in W;>"(2). By Rellich compactness, up to a subsequence u, — u in
LP(Q) for some u € W;P(2). For that subsequence we define v, := u,, — u. Therefore, we need to
show v, — 0 in W5*P(Q2). As v, =0 in Q°,

’Un(x) - Un(y)‘p / / ‘Un(x) B Un(y)’p
b H 07" (@) /Q><Q |z — y|NFs2p v er yeqe |o —y|Ntep xy

onlyeam +?/ / [vn(@) = on W) ) (2.2)
- we ve Jyeqe T — y’NJr”p

By Péincare inequality in [I5, Theorem 6.7] there exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that

N

[v(z) —v(y)|P s,
HvHiP(Q) < C/Q —|x T dxdy for any v € W;*(Q).
X

Thus, from the definition of WOS 17p(Q) and W91P(Q), there exists ¢ > 0 such that
HUHHWSM’(Q) S CHUnHWgLP(Q).

Therefore, {v,} is a bounded sequence in W*1P(€). Consequently, by (2I), up to a subsequence
vp, — 0 in W92P(Q). Therefore, to complete the proof, we only have to show that

[vn (%) — vn(y) P
dxdy — 0.
/;ceﬂ /ych |35 — y[N¥s2p




To that end, let € > 0 be arbitrary and we define M := sup,, anHW;l,p(Q). Then

p _ p
zEQ Jyee ’1‘— ’ s2p zeQ JyeQen|z—y|<e ’x_y’ s2p
[vn () — vn(y)[?
+/ / dxdy
zeQ JyeQen|z—y|>e ‘.%' - y‘N+S2p
_ / / [Un () — vn(y)[? |z — ‘81 52)pdmdy
zeQ JyeQen|z—y|<e ’1‘— ’N+81p
dy
+/ (/ 7>\v (2)Pda
e yeQen|z— y\>5 ‘.%' - y’N—"_SQp "

(51 s2)p ‘Un ( )’pd d
//]RNX]RN ’x—y’NJrslp o

FCEO el
< 6(81_82)pM—|—0(1),

IN

where o(1) — 0 as n — oco. Therefore, the above integral can be made arbitrary small. Hence from
[22), we conclude that anHWOSQ,p(Q) — 0. This completes the proof. O

In the particular case that p = 2, for s € (0,1) we set
H5 () = Wg™(2)
which is a Hilbert space with the inner product &s(u,v) for u,v € H{ ().
Proof of Theorem 1.1l The functional

H' () — R, ur— P(u) = &, (u,u)
is weakly lower semicontinuous. Moreover, let
My = {u € Hg' (), [lulls, + pllullr2@) = 1},

where || - [|s, + | - | 22(q) is equivalent to || - ||, in the space H*(Q2) for 1 > —As, 1. Then we have
that
P (u) < 00 for u € M;.

Put Aj(p) := infaq, ®. By Theorem 2] the embedding Wy'"(Q) — WP (Q2) is compact and
therefore, it follows that Aj(u) is attained by a function ¢; € M;. Consequently, there exists a
Lagrange multiplier A € R such that

1
Es, (P1,w) = 5@’((]51)11; = )\<582(q§1,w) + ,u/ prw dac) for all w € H' ().
Q
Choosing w = ¢; yields to A = A1(u). Hence ¢; is an eigenfunction of (LLI]) corresponding to the

eigenvalue A\ (p). Moreover A\1(u) > 0. Next we proceed inductively and assume that ¢o, ..., ¢ €
HG' (£2) and Aa(p) < --- < Ap(p) are already given for some k£ € N with the properties that for

Jj =2,...,k, the function ¢; is a minimizer of ® within the set
M= {u e H3'(Q) : ulls, + [ullr2) = 1, Esy(u, dm) + ,u/guqﬁm de=0form=1,...5—1},
A1) = inf g, @ = ©(6), and
Ea (D), 0) = Nj() <532 (¢5, ) + ,u/ﬂgbjgo dﬂ:) for all ¢ € H' (Q). (2.3)

8



Again by the compact embedding in Theorem [2.1] the value A\ is attained by a function ¢y €
Mp1. Consequently, there exists a Lagrange multiplier A € R such that

Esy (P41, 0) = A(&Q(%H, ©) + n /Q Pr+14 dm) for all ¢ € My41(Q). (2.4)

Choosing ¢ = ¢p11, we have that A\ = A\gy1(u). Moreover, for j = 1,...,k, we have, by (23] and
the definition of My1(£2), that

Es1 (D1, 05) = Esy (05, Prr1) = Aj(1) (5s2(¢j, Prt1) + M/Q P Prt1 dw)
=0

= Air1(p) (582(¢k+17 ¢j) + /Q i Prr1 dw)-

Hence ([2.4) holds with A = Mgy (p) for all ¢ € Hi' (). Inductively, we have now constructed a
normalized sequence (¢ in H{' () and a nondecreasing sequence {\} in R such that property
(i) holds and such that ¢ is an eigenfunction of (ILI]) corresponding to A = A (i) for every k € N.
Moreover, by construction, the sequence {¢y}; forms an orthonormal system in HZQO(Q)

Next we show property (iii), i.e., klim Ak(p) = +oo. Supposing by contradiction that ¢ :=
—+00
klim Ai(p) < 400, we deduce that &, (g, o) < c for every k € N. Hence the sequence (¢) is
— 00

bounded in H' (€2), and therefore by Rellich compactness theorem, (¢y) contains a convergent sub-
sequence (¢, ); in L?(€2). This however is impossible since the functions {®k; }jen are orthonormal
in H;7%(€2). Hence (iii) is proved.

Next, to prove that {¢r : k € N} is an orthonormal basis of HZ?O(Q), we first suppose by
contradiction that there exists v € Hg' (Q) with [|v]|s, +pl|v]l 12y = 1 and E, (v, ¢x) +pu [ vor da =
0 for any k£ € N. Since klgrgo A (1) = 400, there exists an integer kg > 0 such that

D(v) < My (1) = inf B(u),

ko

which by definition of My, implies that &, (v, ¢) + p [ véx dz # 0 for some k € {1,... ko —1}.
This is a a contradiction to &, (v, ¢r) + ,qu vor dr = 0 for any k € N. Thus, we conclude that
H' (€2) is contained in the H7-closure of the span of {¢y : k € N}. Since Hy'(€) is dense in
H}7(2), we conclude that the span of {¢) : k € N} is dense in H;7(?), and hence {¢y : k € N}
is an orthonormal basis of H ;% (€2). This proves (ii).

Finally, we show (iv). It follows by the definition of the first eigenvalue () that for u €
(—Asy,1,+00), the map p+— Aj(p) is decreasing.

Let (Asy,1, ©ss.1) be the first eigenvalue and the corresponding eigenfunction of (LH]) with s = ss.
We may assume that ¢, 1 > 0 in €2, fQ @?2,1daz = 1. Let np be a smooth function with compact
support in By, (zo) such that Bay,(zo) C Q with [,nddz = 1. Note that ng # ¢s,1 in Q. Then
Esy(M0,M0) > Asy,1, Otherwise 1y = s, 1 since the first eigenfunction of (LT) with s = sg is simple.

Thus, we have that

Es, (M0, 1M0)
A(p) < -
( Esy (10, M0) + 1 [ mida
581(7707770)
- 532(7707770) - )\52,1

4
s9,1°

<400 as pu— —A

This completes the proof. O



3 Lower bounds
3.1 Important estimate
To prove the Li-Yau’s type lower bound for (II]), we need the following results.

Proposition 3.1. Let 1 >0, 0 < s < 51 < 1 and f be a real-valued function defined on RYN with
0<f<DM,

[ 7@z <
RN
then
2s N 2s
/ (2252 + ) f(2)d < wy_, M <(281 + N)M2> ErrEny [1 +M282 + N <(281 +N)MQ>QSIEN}.
RN — 289 + N leN71 N leN—l

Proof of Proposition Bl Let

(|z%%2 + p)M;  for |z| < R,
h(z) =
0 for |z| > R,

where R > 0 such that
M1|z|251dz = Mg.

Br
Direct computation shows that
R251+N — (281 + N)M2
leNfl ‘
Since
2 (|22 — B2 (£(2) = (=P + 1)~ h(2) 2 0
and

u(J2P = B2 (£(2) = (1222 + w)7'h(2)) 2 0,

it follows that

LT (1) = G2 4 h(2)) s
1

- 2s2 2(81732) _ 259 1
S /R ) (£(2) = (2 4 ) h() )
1 2s
< s [ ) = Mg, )iz <o, -

and
n [ (76 = =P 7 h(e)) s

< [ (£ = (R ) h(e) )

=

<

R2s1 /RN 2% (f(2) — Mixp,)dz < 0. (3.2)

10



Combining B1]) and [B.2]), we have

252 2)dz z)dz
[P s < [ we

Wy 1 M1 o +N< 252+ N o5 )
= 7R 2 1 7R 2
255+ N TN
_ wy_, M <(251 + N)M2> ijfi% {1 n 259 + N<(281 + N)M2>_2521$-EN:|
2s9 + N M1WN71 K N MIWN,1 .
We complete the proof. O

We also need the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that 1 > 1 > 79 > 0 and dy > 0.
Let r1 be the solution of

r7 <1 + riTQ) =d,

then

1 _ T2

A 1 12
ar (1= —d, ") <mo<df.
T1

Proof. Let
)= (1477,

then f(0) =0, lim, o f(r) = +00 and f'(r) = 7yr™ "L+ (1 — )21 > 0, f(r) = 7y (11 —
Dr=2 4 (1 — ) (m1 — 72 — 1)r"t " ™72 < 0, As a consequence, f is strictly increasing, concave in
(0, 4+00) and for any d; > 0, there exists a unique solution ry such that f(r;) = dy. Moreover, since
f(r) >0 for r > 0, we conclude r > 0.

Let

kD) 1

1 1 -2 1
Ry=d]' (1= —d, ™) and Ry=d]’,
1 +
where a4y = max{0,a}. Note that

R _T2
I 2):1+d1” >1
dq

2

and if %d;i < 1, then
1

) (1 Ry LRy
—(1- =4 Tl) d”(l——d Tl)
dq o T o
_r2 _r2 _ _2m2
Sl_dlfl+dlfl_71 Ty

<1,
where we used the fact that for 7 € (0,1),

(1-t)" <1—7t foranyte(0,1).

2

On the other hand, if T—lldzﬁ > 1, then Ry = 0. Therefore, f(ﬁl) =0 < 1. Thus, in both the cases

f(R1) < dy < f(R2). Now using the fact that f is strictly increasing, continuous and f(r1) = dj,
we conclude Ry < r; < Rs. This completes the proof. O

11



3.2 Lower bound

The Bessel inequality plays an important role in the Li-Yau method for the lower bound of eigen-
values: Let H be an inner product space or a Hermitian product space together with its product

function (-,-). Let e1,ea,--- be any (finite or infinite) orthonormal sequence. Then for any x € H,
Dl ep)? < (x,2) = |2
i>1

Proof of Theorem Let i
Op(z,y) = 6i(2)d;(y),
j=1
where )
by o= (81 +u) oy = 7 (s ) 7).

Using the Fourier transform, we have that

N .
Fu(Pr)(z,y) = (2m) " 2 /N O (x,y)e ™ *dx
R
and

F (((—A)s2 + M)f%) (2) = (|22 + w) 2 F(65(2) for p>0.

Therefore, doing a straightforward computation we have

/]RN /RN ‘(‘2!82 + M)%fx(‘ﬁk)(z,y)rdydz = ]z:/RN - &?(m)qgg(y)dydx =k, (3.3)

- 2
by the orthonormality of {¢;}jen in L2(RY). Next, we estimate | [pn [Fu(®k)(2,y) dy{Loo(RN).

Here the main difficulty comes from the fact that {¢;}; is not an orthonormal sequence in L?(2).

Let G, be the fundamental solution of (—A)®2 +  in RY. Then

0 < Gu(x) < Go(x) = an,|z[**N for >0,

N—2s2
r 2

- — ——< 59 1=a . 3.4
, T(s2) T(sg+1)72 7 40w (3.4

Note that
(—A)* + ,u)_lg =Gu+g in RY

for g € L?(RY). Using Fourier transform, we can see that
s -1 s -1
F(ar 4 070) () = (1P + 1) Fla(),

Consequently, ((—A)*2 + u)fl/ 2g can be defined as follows

1/2

(“)2 4 1) V2 = {((—Aww)ﬂ ngl[(uzﬁswm1>”2f<g> |

12



Now, in view of Parseval’s relation and Bessel’s inequality, we obtain

/R |E@aew| @ = <2w>—Nj§k; / _0i(@) (e xale)de| / 195 Pdy
:<2W>Ni /R N ((—A)S“ru) bi(@)((=8)" + 1)

e Y| [ s (car n)

1
2

* (e xq(@)) do

‘ 2

2

< (2m) N /R N2y + W) (¢"*xa(@))| dz

e [ [<(_A)32 ¥ M)xl(eix'ZXQ(ﬂ:))]mdx
00 [ e raten s

< (2m) N /Q Go * xad

= (2m) Nan,s, / / Iz — y[22 N dyda

< (2m)” aNSQIQ\sup/ |z — y\252 Ndy

Now we choose r > 0 such that |Q] = wN LN and using rearrangement inequality, we have

sup / o — PNy < / lz — g Ny
zeQN JQ B (x)

259
_ s O (NI 2
282 282 WN-1 ’

where 1 )
259 1-=
ag = s—NT wy_,

282

As a consequence, we obtain that

[

Meanwhile, using the definition of @y, it also follows that

/]RN /RN ’Z‘Zsl‘fx(cbk)(z’y)‘Qdydz:/Q/Q(bk(x7y)(_A)ich)k(ﬂU,y)dydw
k
— (A dr 7. 2
=3 [ mcarss | 160

k
=D Ain)

j=1

259 _2sy

v N
NN wy_,

Now we apply Proposition 3] to the function
1) = [ IFe0) ) Py
RN

13

( iz- zXQ( ))d.%'

2 2s 2s
—N 252 ~ 252
Fo(@)(z,0)| dy < (2m) N ansaol0 T H = st |0

‘ 2

(3.6)



with

N+2s9

k
M, = (277)7NaN,32a0|Q| N and My = Z)\j(,u),
j=1

then we conclude that

_ @na M ((231 + N)Mz) el <1 IECER <(231 + N)M2>—2;S+%V> |

3.7
— 289 + N Miw N Miw ( )

N-1 N-1

Case: p=0. In this case, [B.7) reduces to

| < wy_ My <(281 + N)M2) 32?1%
~ 259+ N Mw, _, ’
that is .
My > (2822::1]1);2+N M1wN_1)_2;Ssl2:rsf\%)k§zéix,

which implies that

k 251+N
(282+N)232+N N _ 2(s1—s2) _ N+2s9 2(s1—sg) 1+2(S1*82)
)\A 0 2 2 AN 50 QOW 259+ N Q N N+2s9 k 2s9+N
D0 > BT (@) oty )T S

2(s1—s9) 2(s1—s3)
L

25 +N
Case: > 0. By Lemma [B.2] with
2s9 + N 259
T1:281+N’ T2:281+N
and
(0 289+ N\ =TS (251 + N) My _ 25+ N 255+ N\ 255
= TR) T S e Ty) ko
Then
255 + N\ —23 (251 + N) M
(=5=) 7 S

2s90+N 251+N 259

> <232+N(M232+N)* 2 1) 22N [1_ 251 —|—N(282—1—]\7(#232_|_N)72s225+21\rk>7282%,}7
wN71M1 N 289 + N wN71M1 N

which is equivalent to

2s51+N

9 N) 254N _2(sy=sp) 2s1+N 2 N 252 2%
My > ( 822+ +)N2 Miw, )~ 4% N {1 -~ w(2s1 + 252 (wn_1 M) T2 N | 252+N:|,
S1 N(2sy + N)22+N
that is,

2(s1—s2)

2(s1—s9)
Aj(p) > by|Q7 N g
1

k

J
2s9

281 —4s
_ N2 _ 251 142217752
— by = <(27T) NwN_ICSQaO) ZIQITE kT 2N

Substituting the value of ap and an s from (33 and (34) respectively, we complete the proof. [
Proof of Corollary It follows by the nondecreasing monotonicity of k — A\g(u) that

k
1
() > o Z A ().
7j=1
Applying the above inequality in (LI0) yields (LI2I). O
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4 Upper bounds

In order to prove the upper bounds, we need following lemmas.
Lemma 4.1. Let s € (0,1) and for fired z € RN \ {0}
v,(z) = % VaeRY, (4.1)

then
(=A)’v,(z) = |z[¥v.(x), VzeRY. (4.2)

Proof. Without loss of generality, it is enough to prove [@2]) with z = te;, where ¢ > 0 and
e1 = (1,0,---,0) € RY. For this, we write

vi(x) = po (1) = ™,z = (zy,2) € R x RN 7L,
Using [10, Lemma 3.1] we obtian that
(=A)vi(x) = (=A)gv(21)-

Now we claim that
(—A)gve(w1) = t*v(z1), Va1 €R. (4.3)

Indeed, observe that —Agrv; := —(V¢)z,2, = t2v¢ in R and then
(|fl|2 - tQ)@(fl) =F (—Ath - 752%) (51) =0,
which implies that
supp(t;) C {=£t},

which in turn implies

([€1]* = 2)5(&1) = 0= F ((=A)jwe — t2vr) (&1).

and finally
(=A)goy — t°v) (&) =0 in R,

which yields
(—A)vi(z) = (~A)gvr = tPvi(z), Vo eRY,
which completes the proof. O
Let 19 be a C? increasing function such that ||noc1, [|[m0llc2 < 2,
m(t) =1 if t>1,  nt)=0 if t<0.
For ¢ > 0, denote
we(x) = no(o p(z)), VaeRY, (4.4)

where
p(x) = dist(z, RV \ Q) for z € RY.

Since Q is a C? domain, then p is C? in {z € RV : p(z) < &} for some dg > 0. Therefore, there
is o9 € (0,1] such that for o € (0, 0¢]
w, € C*RY).

Notice that
Wy =1 in Q as o — 0.

Moreover, we have that
|Q2] > / wedxr > / w2dx > Q] (4.5)
Q Q

thanks to w, = 1 in Q,.
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Lemma 4.2. Let s € (0,1) and Q2 be a C? domain, then for o € (0,0¢]
[(—A)wy(2)] < 2en5wy_,0 2 for z € Q.
Proof. For z € €, we have that

2w (2) = we (2 + () = we (2 — ()] < min{4, wy|lc2[¢1*}
< min{4, 0~ ?||nollc=[¢[*}.

We use an equivalent definition

L

d
CN,s |C|N+2s C

min{4, o2 ||nolc=[¢|?}

— RN |<|N+25 dC

<202/ <" dg+/ 4
- B, |CINF2s rRV\B, [CIVT2s

< 4w, o7

)

where ||ng||c2z < 2. This completes the proof. O
Note that if w, and v, are defined by (LI and ([£4]) respectively then
(=A)* (wev:)(2) = v:(2) (= A) ws (2) + wo () (= A) vz (2) + Lowe (),
where

(wo () — wc(j))(emz - eix'z)
‘.%' _ .%’N—i—Qs

Liwy(z) = cN,S/ dz. (4.6)

RN
Lemma 4.3. Let s € (0,1), Q be a C? domain and R > 1 be such that Q C Br(0), then o € (0,00,
x€Q and |z| > 1

(i) for s € (5,1),
Wy

4o~ tw w
L < —11.,12s—1 N-1 2s—1 N—-1 R—Zs,
o (@)] < P S et S

(i) for s =1,

w w
[L3we (2)] < 2L 122 g doy (log 2] + log(4R)) + XL R,
CN,s 1—s 2s

(#i1) for s € (0, %),
W Wy

1 w
LS < N-1 —1 2s—1 4 N-1 AR 1-2s -1 Rf2s.

Proof. Note that N )
|6w'z - eza:~z| < min{Q’ |z||j — x|}

and 5
|w0(x)_wa(j)| < ;|x—j|, |j| < 3R.
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For z € Q and |z| > 1, we have that

Lops o () — wo (&)] 5% — 2|
e < [ =
20’*1‘,@ — Z| min{2, |z||Z — z|} ,_ 9 )
S/ \x—uﬂN“S dm’—i-/N md%’
Par RN\Byr
< 20712 & — #2 N4z 4 40! / o — &[Nz
Bﬁ @) Byp\B 1 (z)
2
"’/ — 5o dT,
RN\ By, [TV T2
where 1
o w
20’*1‘2,’ ’1’—.%’27N723di'§ ¢‘Z’23717
Bﬁ(m) _
2 w
— — __dx < N-1 R72$
/RN\BR |Z|N+2s =T
and
% 25—1 1
457 |2 if s€ (2 1),
4071 /B N |z — @’1*]\77256{@ < 40'71wN71(10g |z| + log(4R)) if s= %
i \71\(36) o lwy 1-2s 1
4—=5;—(4R) if s€(0,5).
This completes the proof. -

Proof of Theorem [I.4l. Denote

and
N .
Fo(Pp)(z,y) = 2m) 2 /N Uy (x,y)e *dx.
R

Let v,(z,y) be the solution of

u=0 in RV\Q,

We claim that v, € H§(Q) for any s € (0, 1£52).
In fact, from [39, Corollary 1.6, for 5 € [%, 1+82 )there exists Cg > 0 such that

[velcs ) < Cyt™>/?7P Yt e (0,7)

for some rg > 0, where

={z € Q: p(x) > t}.

From [39, Proposition 1.1], we also have v, € C*2/2(RY). First we note that for 3 € [, 1552) it
holds

‘va(:c) - va(y)‘ < Cgmax {p”/%ﬁ( p*2/2B( Hx y|ﬁ for any z, y € Q. (4.8)
Indeed, to see the above estimate, note that if |z — y| < 2p(z) then p(y) < 3p(x), i.e., z,y € Qpy)
3

and thus
|00 () = v ()| < Co™*Ply)|z - y]”.
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Similarly if |z — y| < 2p(y) then it follows
[0 () = vo ()] < Cp™* P (@)|z —y|”.
Finally when |z — y| > 2max{p(x), p(y)}, then from [39] we have
|00(2) = v (1) < [vo (@) + |va(y)] < C(p% (2) +p7 (y) < Cmax {2 P (2), p2> P (y) } |z —y|”.

Hence (@8] follows.
Next, for any given s € (%,
we have that

Vo S S — —N-—2s
/Q Q’ |;1 |N+(2 dydﬂ:<C//< 272 (z) + p™ 2ﬁ(ﬂ)>|ﬂf—y|26 N=28 Qyda
< 2/ / p*2 2 (y)|w — yPP N2 dyda
oJo
< 2/ (/ |z — y!w‘N‘zsdw> p* P (y)dy
Q lz—y|<p(y)
+2/ (/ \x—y\zﬁ‘N‘Qsdﬂc>p”‘w(y)dy
Q lz—y[>p(y)

<C / p*2 7 (y)dy + C / pPPm et 20 () dy
Q

0

<C / t5272848dt + C / / 527254 S dt
t=0 J p(y)=t (y)=t

< 00,

1282). We fix some > 0 such that 5 € (s, 1'552). Then using (4.8]),

for our choice that 3 < s < < H% Similarly, we also show that

‘UU ”UO— 28 _(N-+2s
/ / \x—y\N+25 e = o er—yymsdyd“ : o = y| "M dydz < oo,

as s < 1552 and for any y € €, it follows {z :€ Q°: |z — y| < p(y)} = 0. Hence, v, € HF(Q) for

s < 1*—232
Denote .
Vg (x,2) = (—A)%vg(m,z)
and
k ~
Uo,k(z7y) = UO’(y72) - Z 60('72)7¢j>L2(RN)¢j(y)'
j=1
Note that N
s2 -
(_A) ; vak(z y - UU y, Z L2(]RN)¢ (y)a

thus we get vy 5 (2, ) € Ho+1(Q2) and the Raylelgh—thz formula shows that

52 S1
/\k+1‘/ 2vakzydy‘ ‘/N( A)2vak(zydy‘
R
for any z € RY and o > 0. Thus we can conclude that

A Vo,k\%, ﬁd dz
Apr1(p) < inf Jp, Jren (=8)5 Vo y)M ydz.
>0 fBT fRN A y UJﬁ(Z’y) Uo,k(Z,y)dydz

18



An elementary calulation yields that

/ / T Vo k(2,Y) Vo1 (2, y)dydz
- JRN

:/T/RN(— 72vaka\dyalz
:/BT /RN‘(_ 7 Vo (2,Y)] dydz—/ Z‘(vg 2), b; LQ(RN)‘ /(bjdxdz
z/ /RN Qd:cdz—Z/

¢] LQ(RN ‘ dZ

and

/ </ (—A)5 001 (2, Y) Voo (2, y)dydz
/BT/RN( A)stug(y, 2 2) vy (y, 2) dydz—/rg‘@a ¢] L) /% AV drd:
/ [ (0= Wdydz—;)\j(u)/ [CREER R

/ / (Esl 2 (W) Wee®? 4+ wy(—A)*1 2w, + ]2\2(51_52)w§(x)>dxdz
RN
_ Z)\] / ‘<’UU ¢] L2 RN)‘ dz.
j=1

Since Q is C?, there exists to € (0,1) such that

|0 ] < 2|09 for t € (0, tg].
From (4.5,

Q
\Qyz/ ( Ydy > Q5] > |Q] — 20|09 > |2|
Q

when o is small enough. We choose r > ry for some ry > 1 such that =3

2% = o satisfies the
above relation and o < m]m. Therefore,
2 —21222 2]
Q> [ wy(y)dy > [ —2r7 2 et (4.9)
Q
Note that for s = 51 — s9 and r > rg
1 _
/ / |L5w, wyel®?|dydz
CN,s - JRN
N+42s—1 2 N
Wy, T w r —2s
Q , R)|Q 7}2 Q
wy_, |9 w2
< N—-1 N+25+ RO R—Qs 0
S (N+2s—D(1—s) e RO+ =50 i

< e1(N, s1, 89)|Q pNFmax{2s5-1,3

where
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Aw _ ,r.N+25—1 1
G (VBT if se(31)
po(r, R) = { Howoa 77008 HosUR) e 1 (4.10)

4w 1-2s 1

N(1=55) (4R) if s (0,3).
Moreover, we have that

2 N
w T
/ /RN |we (—A) we|dydz < 2cpn s N;\lr o Q| = CQ(N,Sl,SQ)’Q‘?"N+32.
Furthermore,
N+2
[ ] = 220wz
By RN N+2S [¢) 7

Let

s s s
50:max{25—|—§—1, 5,52} =5

where we have used the hypothesis that s; < 1+82
Let

pP;: = /T ‘<®U(.,z),(5j>L2(RN)‘2dz

. ~ |12
<[ fomara
RN RN

) [ |Fwndy| e
= 0" [ (i) < en)

IN

using the Parseval’s inequality. Note that

st [ wdy +00) rmrNﬂ—ZA

>‘k‘+1(0) S A )

—WTTN/Qwi(y)dy— > P

j=1

and now taking

0, = NLTN”(SFS?) / wi(y)dy +O0M)|QrN*: and @y = h7°N/ w(y)dy,
+2(s1 — s2) 0 Q

we have that

_ Q- AP

—
SR k+1(0)
B (@1 — QXer1(0) + 320 ()\k+1(0) - Aj(O))Pj
N Q2— Y5, P
_ (@ -@An@) + n)Y T (M) - X(0)
- QQ — (27T)N]€ ’
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since Ag41(0) > Aj(p) for j < k+1 and P; € (0, (2m)"]. Therefore

e e [y + 0l — (2m)Y 370 (0)

5152

0 < A+1(0) <

There exists kg > 1 such that for k > ko, we can choose r > rg satisfying

St [ iy = )

As a consequence, using (£9]) and the above relation, we obtain for k > ko

k

w
Aj(0) < (27 _N#TNH(SI_”)/?UQ dy + c|QrNt
j;]()_( ) N+2(31—82) Q a(y)y ’ ‘
2( ) N 1 ) _ 2s1—s9)
e 2 §1—S82 —<N_ d )
(2m) N +2(s; — s2) wN—l/QwU(y) Y
T gkt R

< b3|Q|_2(SlN_32)k31+2$11_vs2 + C4k1+%¥ + 63k1+%slz_v52

where ¢3, ¢4 > 0 depends on NV, s1, s9, €2,

81 —89 s1—s

(k+1)1+2 ¥ Skuz—N? +C5k2

and we use the fact that for ¢7,cg > 0

_2(81]\782) —ss _2(51]\752)
([ w2ta) < (101 - 2~ "5 20
< |Q|_2(311\7$2) 4 667‘_51532
< |Q|_2(311\7$2) i C7k3_512;\’32 .

Here for k < kg, we only have to adjust the constant cg or

—wlzvvl?”N/Qwi(y)dy — (2m)Nk

Nk +1).

Ay for k>1

Cq.

51752

(4.11)

O
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