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STEKLOV FLOWS ON TREES AND APPLICATIONS

ZUNWU HE AND BOBO HUA

ABSTRACT. We introduce the Steklov flows on finite trees, i.e. the flows
(or currents) associated with the Steklov problem. By constructing ap-
propriate Steklov flows, we prove the monotonicity of the first nonzero
Steklov eigenvalues on trees: for finite trees G; and Go, the first nonzero
Steklov eigenvalue of G; is greater than or equal to that of Gs2, provided
that G; is a subgraph of Gs.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a compact orientable Riemannian manifold (M, g) with smooth
boundary 0M, the Steklov problem on (M, g) reads as

Af(x)=0, =€ M,
{ 8 (z) = Mf(x), = € IM,

where A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M, g) and a% is the outward
normal derivative along 9M. The spectrum of the Steklov problem on (M, g)
coincides with that of the following Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator [KS14],

T :H2(OM) — H™2(OM)

of

f — Ff = 677

n
where f is the harmonic extension to M of f. It is well-known that the
Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator is a first-order elliptic pseudo-differential op-
erator [Tayl1], which is self-adjoint and non-negative. The spectrum of I is

discrete, and can be ordered as
O=XM <A< A< Soo,

where \g is called the first (nonzero) Steklov eigenvalue. See
[F'S11], [Esc97, [Esc99, [Esc00, for more results of Steklov eigen-
values on Riemannian manifolds.

In order to detect spectral properties of Riemannian manifolds, Colbois
et al. investigated the Steklov problem on some discretizations of manifolds
[CGR18|; see Section [2| for the definition of the Steklov problem on graphs.
The second author, Huang and Wang [HHW17], and Hassannezhad and Mi-
clo [HM17], studied the first Steklov eigenvalue on graphs using isoperimetric
constants independently. Some lower bound estimates of the first Steklov
eigenvalue on graphs were proved in [Per19,[SY20a]. For subgraphs in Cayley
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graphs of discrete groups of polynomial growth, the upper bound estimates
were proved in [Per20]; see also [HHI19]. In our previous paper [HH20],
we obtained various upper bounds of Steklov eigenvalues on finite trees.
Note that infinite trees are regarded as discrete counterparts of Hadamard
manifolds. See [HHW18, [SY19al [SY19b, [SY20b] for other developments on
Steklov eigenvalues of graphs.

In this paper, we study the Steklov eigenvalues for the Steklov problem on
finite trees. For investigating the relation of the first Steklov eigenvalues of
finite trees, we introduce a A-flow to some interior vetex or some boundary
vertex on a finite tree G (see Definition , which can be regarded as a
generalization of Steklov eigenfunction on G associated with eigenvalue .
For a finite tree G = (V, E'), we denote by 6G the boundary of G, i.e. the set
of pending vertices, and by €2 :=V — 6§ the set of interior vertices of G.

Definition 1.1. For a finite tree G = (V, E) with boundary dG, if there is a
nonzero function fx € RV, some A\ >0 and x € V such that

Afw) =0, weQ—{a},
(1) { I () = Af(w), w e 6G — {z},

then we say that fy is a A-flow to x on G, or simply a A-flow to x. In the
above, 3% 18 the discrete version of outward normal derivative; see Section .

Remark 1.2. (1) For a A-flow fy to x on G, if > fa(z) =0 in case
2€6G
of x € §G, or Afa(x) = 0 in case of v € Q, then f\ is a Steklov

eigenfunction on G associated with eigenvalue A.

(2) There are less constraint equations for a A-flow than those for a
Steklov eigenfunction. In fact, the A-flow fy has one degree of free-
dom. This guarantees the existence of A-flows on G for A in some
interval, and these A-flows are continuous in \; see Lemma[3.9

(8) The flows (or currents) are well-studied in the literature of electrical
networks; see e.g. [Barl7, Definition 2.1]. For f\ defined above, we
regard it as the potential in an electrical network, i.e. the voltage. In
this paper, we would rather consider the flow induced by the potential
in the proofs for convenience, and hence call fy the \-flow.

The main result is formulated as follows. For two graphs G; and Gs, we
say that G; is a subgraph of G if there is an injective graph homomorphism
from G; to Gs.

Theorem 1.3. Given two finite trees G1 and Go, if G1 is a subgraph of Gs,
then

(2) X2(G2) < Aa(Gh),

where Ao is the first Steklov eigenvalue.
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Remark 1.4. (1) This result fails for general finite graphs; see Figure
1 2
. Here Gy is a subgraph of Ga, but \a(G1) = 3 < A2 (G2) = 3

(2) The monotonicity for eigenvalues is important in the spectral the-
ory. It is well-known that Dirichlet eigenvalues for subgraphs are
monotone with respect to the inclusion of subgraphs, [Fri93, Theo-
rem 2.3]; see interlacing inequalities for general setting [Hae95]. For
the class of finite trees, we prove the monotonicity of the first Steklov
etgenvalue, which is possibly a consequence by the combinatorics of

trees.
9o ¢ o @ ‘_<>_‘

G G2

FiGURE 1. The counterexample for monotonicity of the
Steklov eigenvalues on general graphs.

We sketch the proof strategy for Theorem Since one graph is a sub-
graph of the other, it suffices to consider the case of that G’ is obtained from
G by adding one vertex y and directed edges (x,¥), (y,z). The basic idea is
that we construct a A\-flow f) to y on G’, which can be descended to a contin-
uous “homotopy mapping” on G x [0, A\2(G)] between fy|g (the eigenfunction
on G associated to eigenvalue 0) and f),(g)lg (the eigenfunction on G asso-

ciated to eigenvalue A2(G)). This can be used to deduce that > f;(z) =0
2€8G’

with 0 < \ < X2(G) and hence f5 must be a Steklov eigenfunction on g’

associated with eigenvalue A. This proves the result.

In the following, we turn to the crucial construction of the A-flow. Lemma
and Lemma [3.13| are two key ingredients to construct the above A-flow
fr. Lemma [3.13] implies that f) must take the same sign on the relative
boundaries of some “sufficiently large” branches, as A is small. Let z be a
boundary vertex. Lemmashows the existence, uniqueness (up to scaling)
and continuity of some A-flow gy to z on G for sufficiently small A, such that
g has the same sign on the relative boundary vertices except z. These
A-flows satisfying Lemma [3.9] are the fundamental blocks to construct the
previous A-flow to y on G'.

The above A-flow f) to y on G’ is constructed inductively by adding some
M-flows satisfying Lemma on subtrees of G’. In order to ensure that
ra(g)lg is a Steklov eigenfunction on G associated with A\2(G), Lemma
indicates that we must find a “deepest” edge (u,v) in G with two subtrees
H1,Ho obtained by removing (u,v), such that fy|g takes positive values on
‘H1 containing u and non-positive values on Hs containing v.
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This provides the first step of construction of the above fy. We may
assume Hs contains x and there is a path a := vg = v ~ v] ~ vy ~
<+s ~ Uy = x ~ y connecting v and y in G’. By induction and Lemma
it admits a A\-flow f;; (fr; resp.) to v; on each subtree H; (v ;,v;)
(Gi(vi—1,v;) resp.) with d(v;j,v;) = 1, and 1 < j < deg(v;) — 2 for some
1 < i < m, where H;; (G; resp.) is the branch from (v;j,v;) ((vi—1,v;)
resp.) in G (some notations see Definition [3.1); see Figure 2l Since (u,v) is
“deepest”, the previous flow f) ; ; takes nonzero value at v; as 0 < A < A2(G).
This implies f);; can be used to assemble a A-flow on a larger subtree. We
go forth inductively to construct the A-flow fy along the path «, and finish
the construction.

FIGURE 2

In our previous paper [HH20], we prove the upper bound estimate of
the first nonzero Steklov eigenvalue using the diameter of a finite tree; see
[HH20, Theorem 1.4]. As an application of the main result, we characterize
the equality case for the upper bound estimate; see Theorem Moreover,
we prove a lower bound on the first Steklov eigenvalue of finite trees, in
terms of the bounds for the vertex degree and the diameter; see Theorem 5.3}
and also characterize the equality case. These yield rigidity results for the
estimates of the first Steklov eigenvalue via the diameter.

At the end of the introduction, we propose two open problems on the
monotonicity of higher order Steklov eigenvalue of some finite trees and
graphs.
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Problem 1.5. Let Gi,Gy be two finite trees with boundaries §G1,0Go such
that G is a subgraph of Ga. Does it hold that A\ (G1) > A\p(Ga) for 3 <k <
|0G1|, where A is the k-th Steklov eigenvalue?

Problem 1.6. Let G1,Go be two finite trees with boundaries 6G1,0Go such
that Gy is a subgraph of Go. If ix : 1(G1) — 71(G2) is a group isomorphism,
where the map 1 is the canonical inclusion from Gi to G and 71 denotes the
fundamental group, does it hold that A\p(G1) > Ap(G2) for 2 < k < 5G],
where A is the k-th Steklov eigenvalue?

Remark 1.7. Problem is equivalent to the case that Gy = (V1,E1),Gs =
(Va, Eg) with Vo = Vi U{y}, B2 = E1 U {(z,y)}, where xz € Vi,y ¢ Vi and
(z,y) € Eo, Eq, Ey are sets of undirected edges.

The assumption on . can not be removed; see the counterexample in

Figure[1]

The paper is organized as follows: In next section, we recall some basic
facts on graphs. Section [3] is devoted to the Steklov flow. In Section [4]
we prove the main result, Theorem [I.3] The last section contains some
applications of the main result.

Acknowledgements. B.H. is supported by NSFC, grants no.11831004
and no. 11926313.

Data Available Statement. The data used to support the findings of
this study are available from the corresponding author upon request.

2. PRELIMINARIES

First, we introduce some basic concepts. Let (V, E) be a graph with the
set of vertices V and the set of directed edges E. In this paper, we denote
by | - | the cardinality of a set.

Definition 2.1. Let G; = (V;, E;), i = 1,2, be graphs and x; € V;. We say
that the graph Gi| |Ga/x1 v xo := (V, E) is the wedge sum of G1,Ga at x1,x2
if V.=Vi||Va/x1 v~ x9 and E = E1| |Es. Here | | means disjoint union,
r1 « xo means the identification of two vertices.

In particular, we denote by (G)2 = (V, E) the wedge sum of G,G' at x,x’
withG = (V,E),G' = (V/,E"), V=V ||V'/z ~ 2/, E = E| | E', where there
is a map ¢ such that v € V — ¢(x) =2’ € V' and (z,y) € E — ¢((z,y)) =
(«',y') € E', and ¢ is a graph isomorphism.

Remark 2.2. We does not distinguish two graphs up to graph isomorphism.
We regard G as a subgraph of (G)2 with V Cc V, E C E.

T

From now on, we always consider finite trees G = (V| E), and FE is a set of
directed edges. Denote by (G, dG) the graph G = (V| E) with the boundary
0G and the interior Q := V' \ 6G.

For a subtree G; = (V1, E1) in G, we define the relative boundary (bound-
ary, resp.) of G; to be 6G N V; (all the vertices in V; of degree one in G,
resp.), denoted by §(G1,G) (0Gy, resp.).
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Note that there is no edge connecting two boundary vertices and €2 is
connected. For any subset S C V, we denote by R® the vector space of all
real functions on S over R. It can be equipped with ¢-inner product (-,-)g :
for any f,g € R®, set (f,9)s := Y. f(z)g(z). Then (R (-,-)s) is a Hilbert

z€eS

space. For f € RV, one can define the Laplace operate A on RY such that
(3) (AN@) = Y (fl@) = f®),
yeViy~zx

where y ~ x means that they are neighbors. For convenience, we set

Vi) f = f(u) — f(v) for any f € RY.
The outward normal derivative operator is defined as

9 RV, R
on

of
f — %7

where %(l’) = Y (f(z)— f(y)) for any = € 6G. Since there is no edge
yeQy~x

connecting two boundary vertices, %(x) = (Af)(z) for any x € 6G.
We introduce the Steklov problem on the pair (G,dG). For any nonzero
function f € RV and some A € R, the following equations hold,

{ Af(z) =0, x € Q,

gi(m) = \f(x), x€dG.

The above A is called the Steklov eigenvalue of the graph G with boundary
0G, and f is a Steklov eigenfunction associated to eigenvalue A.

In analogy to the Riemannian case, one can define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
operator in the discrete setting as

AR — RY

(4)

of
Af = —
9 froaf= ol
where f is the harmonic extension of f. Namely, f satisfies
(6) { éf(x) =0, T €,
f(@) = f(x), we€dg.

It is well known that the Steklov eigenvalues in are exactly the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann eigenvalues in , and the Steklov eigenfunctions in are
the harmonic extensions of the corresponding eigenfunctions in . The
Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator is non-negative and self-adjoint. Since V
is finite, there are |0G| Steklov eigenvalues. We may arrange the Steklov
eigenvalues in the following way:

(7) 0=X\ <A <+ < Apsgy-
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In fact, since €2 is connected, A2 > 0 and 56| < 1. Moreover, (f;, fj)sg =
0 if A\; # Aj, where f; and f; are eigenfunctions with eigenvalues A;, \;
respectively. Note that constant functions are the eigenfunctions of A\ =
0. The space R% has an orthonormal basis consisting of the Dirichlet-to-
Neumann eigenfunctions.

For any 0 # f € RY, recall that E is directed edge set, we define the
Rayleigh quotient

> (fle) = f(y)?
(z,y)EE

2 ) A=)

r€OG

(8) R(f) =

The variational principles for Ay read as

9 A = min max R

( ) F WCRV, dimW=k0AfeW (f)

10 A = min max R(f),

(10) F WCRY  dimW=k—10#fEW (/)
Wllgg

where 1s5g is the characteristic function on 6G, i.e. f(z) = 1 if z € §G
and f(x) = 0, otherwise, and W L 15; means that any function in W is
orthogonal to 1sg.

3. THE STEKLOV FLOWS

In this section, we aim to introduce the Steklov flows, i.e. A-flows, and
study their properties.

Definition 3.1. Given a finite tree G = (V, E) with x,y € V,(x,y) € E, we
call the subtree H is the branch from (x,y) if H is the connected component
containing x as one removes the edge (x,y) in G. Denote by H(x,y) the
subtree generated by H U {y} in G.

Remark 3.2. Note that the other connected component which contains y is
the branch from (y,x).

We give some useful properties for A-flows.

Lemma 3.3. For a finite tree G = (V, E) with boundary G containing x,
assume that fy € RV is a A-flow to = for some A > 0 with f\(x) = 0. Then
for any c # 0, we have

A= R(fx) = R(cfr)-
Proof. Note that cf) is also a A-flow to x. Since G is finite and F is directed
edge set, it always holds that for any g € RV,

() 5> (o) - 9(0)) = (g, 9)v-

(u,v)EE
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Hence by , and Definition we have
_ (A Bv (Af B)se
Rlef) = R(f) = (fafse (B Psg
_ (B Nsg—ay _

(fx FA)og—{a}

A

O

Lemma 3.4. For a finite tree G = (V, E) with boundary G containing x,
assume that fy € RY is a A-flow to = for some X > 0 and (u,v) € E with
d(xz,u) > d(z,v). Then

Vb= > A\

z€8H (u,v)—{v}
where H is the branch from (u,v), dH(u,v) is the boundary of H(u,v).

Proof. Assume that v,u; are all neighbours of u for 1 < j < m — 1 with
m = deg(u). We argue by induction on |V|. The case of |V| = 2 is trivial.
By induction on H(uj, u), we have V(. ) f = > fa(2)A. Since
2€6H (uj,u)—{u}
Afx(u) =0 and 0H (u,v) — {v} is the union of dH(uj,u) — {u} for 1 < j <
m — 1, we deduce that

m—1
Vi h =Y Vawh= Y A\
j=1

z€6H (u,w)—{v}
U

Definition 3.5. For a finite tree G = (V, E) with boundary 0G containing
x, if there exists a A-flow to x, fy € RV with A > 0 such that

(i) fx(z) =0,

(”) v(y,z)f)\ = f)\(y> - f)\(z> >0 if (ya Z) € E and d(l‘,y) > d(.’IJ,Z)
Then we denote by ¥(G, x) (i(g, x),resp.) the set of such \’s satisfying (ﬂ),
({4). resp.) and

o(G,x):= inf A 6(G,x):= inf A resp.|.
(G2) AEX(G,z) ( (G,2) e (G,x) p)

Remark 3.6. By the definition, it is clear that (G, x) C f](g,m), o(G,xz) >
6(G,z) if £(G,z) # 0.

Now we give another equivalent description of A-flow satisfying in
Definition 3.5

Lemma 3.7. Given any finite tree G = (V, E) with boundary 6G containing
xz. Then f\ € RY is a A-flow to x with A > 0 satisfying i Definition
if and only if fy € RV is a A-flow to x with X > 0 satisfying fr(z) > 0
for any z € 6G — {z}.
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Proof. For any z € 6G — {x}, there is a path zg =z ~ 21 ~ - - ~ z; = z for
some i € N. If fy € RV is a A\-flow to z satisfying Definition with A > 0,
since d(z,x) =i > i —1 = d(z1,z), we have fy(z) — fa(z1) = Afa(z) > 0.
Thus we get fi(z) > 0as A > 0.
If fy € RV is a Mflow to o with A > 0 satisfying fy(z) > 0 for any
z € G — {x}, one easily checks that f) satisfies in Definition by
Lemma [3.41
O

Lemma 3.8. For a finite tree G = (V, E) with boundary G containing x,
there are finitely many A satisfying (@) in Deﬁnition whose cardinality
is at most (|6G| — 1).

As a consequence, we have o(G,x) = min A > ¢(G,x) = min A\ >

A€X(G,x) AES(G,)
X2((G)2) > 0, if £(G, ) # 0.

Proof. Assume A and f) satisfy in Definition Then we can define
a function g on the graph G := (G)2 = (V, E) with boundary §G, V =
V||V )z w2, and E = E| | E' as follows. Let g: V — R, z+— fy(2), if
zeV, 2 — —fi(z) if 2/ € V'. Since fy(z) = —fr(z) = 0, the function g
is well-defined.

One easily verifies that Ag(z) = 0 by Lemma Hence g satisfies

Ag(z) =0, 2€Q:=V -G,

gfl(z) = \g(2), z€dG.
Note that f) = 0 if A = 0, which is impossible by the definition of A-flow.
Thus we complete the proof. ([l

We introduce the key lemma on the existence and the uniqueness (up to
scaling) of some A-flow, which is continuous in A for sufficiently small A.

Lemma 3.9. For any finite tree G = (V, E') with boundary 6G containing x,

assume x1,x; € V such that x ~ x1 ~ x; with 2 < j < m = degx;. Choose

any vertex w € 0G — {z} and fiz it. Then there exists the unique A-flow to

x, f) € RY with 0 < X\ < o1 such that

(1) (uniform sign and normalization) f\(z) > 0 for all z € 6G — {x} with
f(w) =1,

(2) (continuity) fx is continuous in A for 0 < \ < oy,

(3) (monotonicity) 0 < min{0 <\ < o1|fa(z) =0} = 0(G,2) < 01,

where o1 := 2g}i<nma(gj,x1), Gj:=Hj(zj,x1) = (V}, Ej) with boundary 0G

and H; is the branch from (z;,21).

Moreover, fy is continuous in A as 0 < X\ < o1 if there exists jo with
2 < jo < m such that 0(Gj,x1) > 0(Gj,, 1), for any 2 < j # jo < m.

Proof. Denote by € :=V; —0G; and 2 :=V —G. Note that x; € 6G; N2
and (1) is equivalent to that V(, .y fx = fa(y) — fa(z) > 0 if A > 0, where
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(y,z) € E with d(z,y) > d(x, z) by Lemma[3.7 It is clear that such f) is a
constant for A\ = 0 and then fy = fo(w) = 1. So that

{0 <A <a|fa(z) =0} ={0 < A < o1|fa(z) = 0}.

We argue by induction on |V|. The case of |V| = 2 is trivial.
Since x ¢ Vj, |V;| < |V|. Suppose that x1,x;; are all neighbours of x; for
2 <1 < mj, where m; = degx;. By induction, we have a A\-flow f) ; to x1
on G; for 0 < A < oy j such that
(i) faj(w;) =1 for fixed w; € 6G; — {x1} and fy;(z) > 0 for all z €
0G; — {1},
(ii) fx; is continuous in A for 0 < X < oy 5,
(i) {0 < A < orfaj(@1) = 0} = {0 < A <oy 5(fa;(21) = 0} # 0, ie
0 <min{0 < A < oy5|fa;(@1) =0} =0 (Gj,21) < o1,

whereoyj:= min 0(Gjy,2;), G = Hju(wji, ) = (Vjg, Bjy) with bound-
Stsmy

ary 0G;; and H,; is the branch from (x;;, z;).

First we will show f j(x1) > 0 for 0 < A < 01,2 < j < m. Otherwise,
Frosjo(®1) < 0 with some 0 < A\g < o1 and 2 < jop < m and fojo(z1) =
fo.jo(2) = fojo(wj,) =1 > 0 for all z € 6G;, — {z1}. By (ii) in the above,
there exists some 0 < Ag < Ag < o1 such that f/\o,jo( ) = 0. This is
impossible by the definition of o;.

Note that o1 < 0(Gj,x1) < 01;. Thanks to the finiteness of G, we may
assume o1 = 0(Go, x1). Then we construct fy for 0 < A < o7 as follows. Let

f“(xl)fA i(2)

(12) f)\(Z) =cC f)\,]( )

for z € V; and some ¢ > 0,

f,\z - v
xj,xl)f)\,jv
=2

(@) = falz1) ZV (j1) A = cfaz(21) —

7.7 ]

such that fy(w) = 1.
One easily checks that fy is well-defined and indeed it is a A-flow to = on

G satisfying , in Lemma We need to show in Lemma
Claim 3.10. There exists some A\o1 € (0,01) such that fi,,(x) <O0.

Proof of Claz'm [3.10. Recall that o1 = 0(Ga,x1) and for A € [0,01), fa(z) =
@) = Z Vg enfr (@) = cfag(@1) and Vg, »)fa > 0 by 1ID in

Lemma m
Then we have fx(7) < c(fa2(%1) = V(zy,21)f12) =: gr2- By induction gy o
is continuous in A for 0 < A\ < o7 2, and hence continuous in A = (G, z1) =
01 < o1,2. Thus we obtain g, 2 = —CV(LE?’J;I)fJ(gQ,ml)’Q < 0. The above
discussion yields that fy,,(z) < 0 for some A1 € (0,01).
O



STEKLOV PROBLEMS ON TREES 11

Note that fo = 1, and then fy(z) > 0. By Claim and , there
exists some Ag 2 such that fy,,(7) =0 with 0 < X\g2 < Ao1 < 01. This gives
0<o0(G,z) <min{0 < X < g1|fa(z) =0} < o1.

It suffices to show for any g, satisfying conditions in Lemma then
gr = fr. We also argue by induction on |V, the case of |V| = 2 is also
trivial. By induction on fy j,gx; on G; with fy j(w;) = gx j(w;) = 1, where
2 < j <'m, we have

(13) Ini = 9xrjs

(14) Ay, = f“(xl)fm,
4(T1)
A2(71)

(15) Ny, = (ml)g

Suppose w € V; for some 7 with 2 < ¢ < m. On the other hand, by
induction on fi|v;, gxlv; on G; with fy|v; (w ) = galv;(w) =1, we have fA|Vz- =
galv;. Hence by ., ., . ) for j = i, we obtain ¢; = c3. So we get
fAlv—{z} = 9rlv—{a}- Note that

@) = fa(x1) Zv(mj,mfmw( ) = gx(x1) Zv(xj,xl

=2

It is clear that fy(z) = gx(z).
This verifies in Lemma

Note that o1 = o(Gj,, 1) if there exists jo with 2 < jo < m such that
o(Gj,x1) > 0(Gj,,x1), for any 2 < j # jo < m. Similarly, we can construct
fx by replacing fyo with fyj, and we claim that f5, j(z1) > 0 for any
2 < j # jo < m. Otherwise, fo, j(xz1) <0, fo(z1) = 1 > 0, then there
exists some ¢ € [0,01] such that f; ;(x1) = 0, by the continuity for A €
[0,0(Gj,z1)). So o(Gj,xz1) < 6 < o1, which contradicts that o(G;,z1) >
0(Gjy,x1) = o1. Hence we can construct f\ by replacing fo with f) j, in
2.

Finally, we conclude the proof.

[l

As a consequence, we have the following.

Corollary 3.11. Let H with boundary 0H be a subtree of G = (V, E) with
boundary 6G containing x. Assume that y € SH N (V —8G) and H does not
contain x. Then

o(H,y) > o(G,z).
Proof. This follows from Lemma [l

Corollary 3.12. Let fy(z) be as in Lemma [3.9 and f,(z) < O for some
0<~vy<oy. Then~vy > o(G,x).
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Proof. Note that fo = fo(z) =1 > 0 and f,(x) < 0. Since f) is continuous
in A for 0 < X < 01, one can deduce that f;(x) = 0 for some 0 < 4 < 7.
Thus 0 < 0(G,z) <7 <. O

Next, we propose a very useful criterion, which is used to compare A
associated to some A-flow on a finite tree G with o(G,x), where z is a
boundary vertex of G.

Lemma 3.13. Given any finite tree G = (V, E) with boundary 6G containing
x. Assume fy is a A-flow to x on G, then the following holds.

If fx(2) =0 for some z € 6G — {x} or fa(z1)fr(22) < O for some z1,z29 €
0G — {x}, then there exists a proper subtree G = (V1, E1) = H(u,v) with
boundary 6G1 such that x ¢ Vi, fx(v) <0, fa(s) >0 or fa(v) >0, fa(s) <0
for any s € 0G; — {v}, where H is the branch from (u,v) in G.

As a consequence, A > o(G,x) if fx satisfies the above condition.

Proof. Recall that f\|sg—_{s1 # 0. Suppose that there is a path a := x ~
Tl ~ Ty~ -+~ T, with z, € 6G and some n € N.

We argue by induction on |V|. The case of |V| =4 is trivial.

Case 1. We assume fy(z) = 0 and fx(s) # 0 with z ~ 21 ~ 29 ~ -+ ~
Zny = Tiy, S~ 8]~ 89~ e~ Sy, = Xy, for some z,s € §G — {x}, where
ni,ng € N, 1< 11,12 < n.

Subcase 1. i1 < i. By Definition[L.1] fi(21) = (1—X)fa(z1) = 0. Assume
that 21 ; ~ 21 and M1 (21,5, 21) does not contain x, where 1 < j < deg(z1) —
2, and Hy; is the branch from (215,21) in G. If faly, (21 ,2) # 0, We
finish the proof by induction. Hence by Definition we have f)(z2) = 0.
Applying the same argument along the path, we get fi(zn,) = fa(zi;) = 0.
If i1 = i9, since fi(s) # 0, we finish the proof by induction for 7:[(sn2_1, Sny)
which does not contain ;, where A is the branch from (Sng—15sSny ). If i1 < g,
we also finish the proof by induction for H(x;, 41, 2;, ) which does not contain
x, where H is the branch from (z;, 11, %, ).

Subcase 2. 41 > i3. We can extend z ~ 21 ~ 29 ~ -+ ~ Xy~ T ~

- ~ x;,, similar to the proof of Subcase 1, so that we can assume fy(z;,) =
0 and finish the proof by induction for #(s,,_1, $n,) which does not contain
x, where H is the branch from (Sng—1, Sny)-

Case 2. We assume f\(p)fa(q) < Oand p ~ p;1 ~ pa ~ -+ ~ pp, =
Tj, ¢~ QL ~ G2~ o~ Gmy, = Zj, for some p,q € 6G — {x}, where
my,mg € N, 1 < j; < jo < n. By Case 1, we may assume f)(z) # 0 for
any z € 6G — {x}. By induction on Hi(Pm,—1,Pm;)s H2(Gmg—1,Gm,) With
the relative boundaries dH1,d0Hs in G respectively, where Hi,Ho are the
branches from (pm,—1,Pm;)s (@ma—1,qm,) In G respectively, we may assume
Ia(s1)fa(p) > 0, fa(s2) fa(q) > 0 for any s1 € 6H1—{pm, }, 52 € 6Ha—{qm, }-

If j1 = jo, then pp, = ¢m, =: y. Since fr(p)fr(q) < 0, we may assume
r(p) fr(y) < 0 and finish the proof for Hi(pm,—1,Pm,) by induction.

If j1 < jo, by induction on H3(xj,+1,2; ) which does not contain z, we
have fx(t)fx(q) > 0 for any ¢t € Hz — {x}, }, where H3 is the branch from
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(zj,+1,x5,) and 6G3 is the relative boundary Hs(zj 4+1,2;) in G. Simi-
lar to the above, we may assume fy(p)fr(y) < 0 and finish the proof for

7{1@%n171apnn)'
Thus, we have A > ¢(G1,v) > o(G, z) for such f) by Lemmal[3.9] Corollary

and Corollary O

Corollary 3.14. Given a finite tree G = (V, E) with boundary 0G containing
x, then (G, x) = 6(G, x).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma [3.9] and Lemma [3.13

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3|

Before giving the proof of Theorem we show the following interesting
result on the zeros of the Steklov eigenfunction associated with the first
Steklov eigenvalue.

Theorem 4.1. Given any finite tree G = (V, E) with boundary 0G, assume
xz,xj € V such that d(xz,z;) = 1 with 1 < j < m := deg(x). Denote by
Gj = Hj(zj,x) = (V}, Ej) with boundary 6G;, where H; is the branch from
(zj,2) inG. Let G = (G)2 = (V, E) (see Deﬁmtion with boundary 6G

~

and go € RV be any Steklov eigenfunction associated to eigenvalue A\a(G),
then go(x) = 0.
Moreover, we have min o(G;,z) = A2(G).
1<j<m

A

Proof. First, we will show 12111<n 0(Gj,x) > A2(G). Assume that min o(G;,x) =
i<m

1<j<m

0(Gy, ) for some 1 < ¢t < m. By Lemma there exists a A-flow f) to x
on G; such that A\ = o(G;, z) with fy(z) = 0.

We construct a nonzero function g on the graph G = (V, E) with boundary
G as follows, where V.=V | |V//z v~ 2’ and E = E| |E'. Let g : V —
R, g(z) = falz),if z € Vi, g(z) =01if 2 € V =V, and ¢g(2') = —g(2) if
z € V'. Since fy(z) = —fa(z) = 0, the function g is well-defined.

One easily verifies that Ag(z) = 0 by Lemma Hence g satisfies

~

Ag(z) =0, zeQ:=V 4G,
g—z(z) = \g(2), z€dG.
On the other hand, it is clear that >  g¢(z) = 0. So g is a Steklov eigen-

2€6G
function associated with eigenvalue A\. Then we have o(G;,x) = A = R(g) >

N

X2(9). )
Thus we have min o(G;,z) > A2(G).

1<j<m
If go(z) # 0 and ) g2(z) = 0, we may assume go(z) < 0 and ga(w) > 0
z€40§g

for some w € §G; with some 1 <7 < m. Recall that g, is a AQ(Q)—ﬂow on G.
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If g, has the same sign on §G; — {x}, applying Corollary we have
. e o
A2(G) > o(Gi,x) = min o(F;,7)

If ga(z1)g2(22) < 0 for some z1, 22 € 6G; — {z}, then using Lemma we
get .
A2(G) > 0(Gi,x) > min o(Gj, ).

1<j<m
This is impossible. So we have g2(z) = 0.
If g2(v1)g2(v2) < 0 for some vi,v2 € G, — {z} with some jy such that
1 < jo < m, by Lemma |3.13| again, we obtain

A2(G) > 0(Gjy,7) > 1gi§nm0'(gja$)-

It is a contradiction.
Hence gg(vl)gg(vg) > 0 for any vi,v2 € 6G; — {z}, g2(z) = 0. By Lemma

we have A\2(G) > min (G, x).
1<j<m
Thus we get )\g(g) = 12}1%%0(91’ ).
O

Corollary 4.2. Given any finite tree G = (V, E) with boundary 6G and
G :=(G)2 = (V, E) with boundary 6G, then the following hold.

1) Xo(G,x) = 0(G,7) < Ao(G) if = € 6G.

2) )\Q(g,l’) < )\Q(g) Zf.%’ eV — (5Q

Proof. Let go € RV be a Steklov eigenfunction associated with A\a(G). We
also assume x; € V such that d(z,z;) = 1 with 1 < j < m := deg(x).
Denote by G; := H;(x;, ) with boundary 0G;, where H; is the branch from
(zj,x) in G.

If v € 6G, then m = 1. So )\2(6) = o0(G,z) by Theorem Since

>~ g2(z) = 0, we may assume that there exist v1,v2 € §G such that ga(v1) <
2€6G
0,92(v2) > 0. If ¢ {v1,v2}, by Lemma one can show that A2(g) >

0(G,x) = A2(G). Otherwise, suppose that & = vy. If go has the same sign
on 6G — {z}, applying Corollary we have
X2(G) > 0(G, ) > Xa(9).

If go(v2)g2(v3) < 0 for some v € 0G — {z}, via Lemma we can also
deduce R
X2 (G) > (G, x) = Aa(G).
Suppose that z € V — 0G, and assume go(x) # 0. Similar to the proof of
A2 (G

Theorem we get \a(G) > 12111<n o(Gj,x) = 7). If go(x) = 0, similar
<j<m
to the proof of Theorem we get \a(g) > £n1<n o(G;,z) = A2(G).
<<
(]

Now we are ready to prove Theorem
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Proof of Theorem [1.3, It suffices to show that if two finite trees G = (V, E) C
G = (V',E)such that V' = VU{y}, E' = EU(z,y)U(y,x) forz € V,y € V',
then )\Q(g) Z )\2(9’)

Denote by dG, G’ the boundary of G, G’ respectively, and by Q := V —
6G, QY := V' — §G the set of interior vertices respectively. Let hy € RY be
a Steklov eigenfunction associated with Ao(G). Assume hg(xg) > 0 for some
o € 6G.

Claim 4.3. For the finite tree G, assume zj,z € V with d(zj,z) = 1 for
1 <j <deg(z). Let Fj = (Vj., Ej.) (F; = (V],, E},),resp.) be the branch

from (zj,2)((z, 2;),resp.) in G. Then the following statements hold.
o If o(Fi(z1,%2),2) < X2(G), then o(Fj(zj,2),2) > X2(G) for any 2 <

j < deg(2).
o Suppose that o(F1(z1,2),2) = > Iilc'lln( )0(.7-"j(zj, z),z). Theno(Fi(z1,2),2) =
<j<deg(z

X2(G) if and only if there is some 2 < jo < deg(z) with o(Fj,(zj,, 2), 2) =
o(Fi(z1,2),2) = A2(G). Furthermore, ha(z) = 0 if the previous case
holds.

Proof of Claim[{.3. Denote by 0.F;(zj, 2),0F}(2, z;) the boundary of F;(zj, 2), Fi(z, 2;)
in G respectively.

For the first part, if o1 , 1= o(F1(21,2), 2) < A2(G) and 0}, » = o(Fj, (2j,,2),2) <
A2(G) for some 2 < j; < deg(z). By Lemma/3.9] there exist functions f,, , on
Fi(z1,2) ,fghyz on Fj(zj,z) such that f,, . (2) = fgjlvz (2) =0, fo,.(51) >0
if s1 € Vi, and fo, .(sj;) > 0if s, € Vj .. By Lemma we have
R(fcn,z) =01, and R(fo'jl,z) = O0j1,2-

We construct a nonzero function f € RY such that

f|V1,z = Z ijl,z(Sjl) f(fl,z?

55, €0F ) (25,2)—{z}

f‘le,z = - Z fUl,z(Sl) fo'jl,z7

$1€8F1(z1,2)—{z}
f|V*V1,z7‘/j1,z = O

Similar to the proof of Lemma one easily shows that f € RY is well-

defined and Y f(z) = 0. A direct computation yields that R(f) < A2(G),
s€8G

but R(f) > A2(G). Hence this is a contradiction.

For the second part, if o(Fi(z1,2),2) = A2(G), it follows from the first

part that
1§jr£c’11£1g(z) o(Fj(zj,2),2) = o(Fi(z1, 2), 2) = Aa(G).

If ha(z) # 0 and > ha(s) = 0, we may assume ha(z) < 0,ha(s;) > 0

s€0g
with s; € 0F;(zi,2) for some 1 < i < deg(z). Then using Lemma
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and Corollary we have A\2(G) > o(Fi(zi,2),2) > A2(G), which is a
contradiction.

So that ha(z) = 0.

If it holds that o(F;(2;, 2), 2) > A2(G) for any 2 < j < deg(z). Recall that
he € RV is a Steklov eigenfunction associated to A2(G). It is a Ao(G)-flow to
zong.

Assume that ho|F;(z;, z) # 0 for some j with 2 < j < deg(z). Note that
ha(z) = 0. Then A\2(G) = o(Fj(zj,2),2) > X2(G), which is a contradiction.
So that ha|Fj(zj,2) = 0 for any j with 2 < j < deg(z) and ha|s,, # O.
Recall that > ha(s) = 0, hence there exist two boundary vertices ¢;,t2 in

SESG
dFi(z1,2) such that ha(t1)ha(t2) < 0. By Lemma we get

>\2(g) > J(fl(zlaz)az) = )‘2(g)7

which is also a contradiction.

For the other direction of the second part, it is trivial and lengthy by a
similar construction in the proof of the first part, and an argument same to
that in the above for the second part.

O

Let z1 € V with d(zo,z1) = 1. Note that o(Go(zo,z1),21) > Xa2((G)2,)
by Corollary where Gy = (W, Ep) is the branch from (zg,z1) in G, i.e.
{zo}-

If1 = O'(go(xo,xl),l’l) < )\Q(g), then o(go(xo,:vl),xl) = )\Q(g) =1 and
this case is trivial.

If o(Go(zo,z1),21) > X2(G) and o(Gi(z2, 1), 21) = X2((G)2,) for some
xg € V with d(z1,22) = 1, where G} is the branch from (z2,21). Since G
is finite, using Corollary Theorem and Corollary we can find
a; € V such that o(Gj—1(zj-1,25)) > Aa(G), 0(G)(xj41,25), 25) = X2((9)3,)
for 1 < j <k, and

o (Gr(wh, Tet1), Trr1) = A2((9)2,,,) < Ma(G),

where G; = (V;, Ej) is the branch from (z;,z;41) and G = (V/, EY) is the
branch from (zj11,2;), k > 2.
In summary, we have

(16) o(Gr—1(rr—1,21)) > Aa2(9),
(17) (G (Trt1, 7)), 21) < A2(G),
(18) 0 (Gr(@k, Tht1), Th1) < X2(G).

Let xp i, xp41,4 € V such that d(xy;, xr) = d(Tpt14, Th1) = 1 with 1 <
i < deg(xy) — 2,1 <t < deg(xp41) — 1. Denote by Gy ; the branch from
(i, xk) in G, and by Gr1t = (Vit1¢, Ekt1,) the branch from (241 ¢, T41)
ingG.

Case 1. Subcase 1. o(Gg(zk, Tpt1), T+1) = A2(G). By Claim[4.3] we have

(19) (Gt 1,4 (Tht 1,6, Thp1)s Thg1) = A2(G).
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Subcase 2. (G, (Tr+1, k), Tk) = A2(G). By Claim we have
(20) 0(Gr,i(@hir T ), Tk) > A2(G).

Note that Subcase 1 is dual to Subcase 2. So that it suffices to consider
Subcase 1.

By Claim there is xp414, € V with 1 <ty < deg(xp41)— 1, such that
0 (Grt1,t0 (Tt 1,105 Tht1)s Thot1) = A2(G)-

If there is zp414, € V with 1 < ¢y # t1 < deg(xg41) — 1 such that
0(Gk+1,t (Tt 1,605 Tht1), The1) = A2(G). Suppose that z ¢ Vi U Vigag,,
recalling that o(Gr(zk, Trps1),2x) = A2(G), similar to the proof of Claim
E we can construct g € RV with g(z¢) = 1 such that

91(8)g2(2), = € Vi,
8€0Gk 41,10 (Tht1,t0Th+1)—{Trt1}
(21)  g(z)=4q - > 92(8)91(2), 2 € Vieri,to
$€0Gk Tk, Th+1)—{Zk+1}
0, otherwise,

where g1, g2 are A2 (G)-flows to xy11 on Gy 1,40 (Tht1,t05 Tht1) and Gi(Tk, Ty 1)

respectively. One easily verifies that g is a Steklov eigenfunction on G asso-

ciated with eigenvalue A2(G). It is clear that g(x) =0 by « & Vi, U Viy1 4.

Then we extend g to ¢’ on G’ by setting ¢'(y) = 0. Note that > ¢'(s) =
s€8g’

> g(s) = 0. Using the variational inequality and Lemma we get
s€d6g

X2(G") < R(g') = R(g) = X2(9).

If
(22) 0(Grs1t(Thyr e, Thr1), Trp1) > A2(G)
for 1 <t # ty < deg(aps1) — 1 and = € Vjyqy,, then there is a path
Q= Ty = Vg ~ Thtlgy = V1 ~ V2 ~ - ~ vy, =2 ~ y in G for some
n > 1.

We will construct inductively a A-flow to y on G’ along the path «, such
that fy is continuous in A as 0 < A < \y(G) and fi(xo) = 1.

By and o (G (g, Tkr1), Tpr1) = A2(G), it follows from Lemma
that there exists a A-flow fy 1 to v1 on Hi(vg, v1) such that fy ; is continuous
inAas0 <A < A(G) and fy 1(zg) = 1, where H; = (‘71,0, EI,O) is the branch
from (vp,v1) in G. By induction, there is a A-flow fy; to v; on H;(vi—1,v;),
such that fy ; is continuous in A as 0 < X < Ay(G), where H; = (TA/fL',i_l, Ez-ﬂ-_l)
is the branch from (v;_1,v;) in G for some 1 <i < n.

Assume that v; j ~ v; for 1 < j < deg(x;) — 2. Note that

(23) o (Hij(vij, i), 0i) > 0(Grtite (Thattor Tht1), Tht1) = A2(G),

which follows from H; ;(vij,vi) © Grt1to(@k+14, Tk+1) and Lemma
where H,; ; = (f/”l, E,]Z) is the branch from (v; j,v;) in G. Then by Lemma
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there is a A-flow fy;; to v; such that fy,; is continuous in X as 0 <
A < A2(G) and fi,(g)(vi) > 0. We define fy ;41 as follows.

(24) )
f)\ Z( ) A Vvi,ifla
f)\ z(vz) ELNAUArN Z,J( ) S Vi,j,u

f)\,i—l—l(z) = f)x,z,](vz) den(on)2
S f)\i(vz)
Vg —Vv._ Vi i VU.,U.i iy < = Uj
S2i(i) = Vo, ) M, j; vigw) J(U)fx J +1-

One easily checks that f) ;1 is a A-flow to v;11 on H;q1(vs, vi41) such that
frit1 is continuous in A as 0 < X < Ay(G) and fy i41(x0) = 1.

Thus we construct a A-flow to y on G’ along the path «a, such that f, is
continuous in A as 0 < A < A\2(G) and fy(zg) = 1.

By the construction of f, it is clear that fy(vo) > 0 as 0 < A < \a(G),
Fra(g)(v0) = 0. Then by Lemma or Lemma Fra(g)(v1) < 0. Recalling
and by the construction of f), we have

(25) f>\2(9)|Vk+1,t0 <0.

Note that since fy,(g)(vo) = 0, f>\2(g)‘V—Vk—V10 = 0. It is not hard to
see that fA@h/ = g by the construction of f) and Lemma where g is
(21

defined in (21) and it is a Steklov eigenfunction associated with A2(G). So
that we have

(26) Y hug) =
2€6G
(27) Fra@) W) = Frog) (), if v €,
(28) @) W) = Fro0)(®) = Ve Frog) if €63
Hence we have
(29) Y Fa@(?) = hag (@), if 1€,
2€6G’
(30) Y he@() = =V fug = 22(G) e (@), if € 6G.
z€5g/
U d (25), we h ; < 0. Note that >
smg an 1 5)), we have zgz(sg' Fra(0)(2) ote tha zgz(sg' fo(z)

fo( aco >0 and f>\ is contlnuous in A for 0 < X\ < A\o(G). Thus there exists
a A such that 3 f5(2) = 0 for 0 < A < A2(G). Then f5 is a Steklov
2€6G’
eigenfunction on G’ associated with eigenvalue A By the inequality , we
have
A2(G) < R(f5) = A < X2(9).

Case 2. 0(Gp—1(zr—1,2)) > X2(G), 0(G(@hs1,2k), ) < A2(G), and

0 (G (hy Tht1), Tt 1) < A2(G). By Claim [4.3] we have

0 (Gkt1,t(Tht 1.t Tt 1), Tht1) > A2(G), 0(Gki(@his Tx)) > A2(9),
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for any 1 < i < deg(xg) —2 and 1 < t < deg(zrr1) — 1. We assume
x € Vig14o U {ak41} and there is a path a := vy = g1 ~ Tpp14, = v1 ~

S~ Uy =T~ Y or T = Tpe1 ~ y. Similar to Case 1, we can construct a
Mflow fy to y on G' with fi(zo) = 1 along the path «, such that fy,g) is
continuous in A for 0 < A < A2(G).

This case is similar to Case 1. It is easier than Case 1, since fy(v;) # 0
for any A € [0, A\2(G)] and v;. One easily checks that fy,g)lv is a Steklov
eigenfunction associated with the eigenvalue A2(G) and fy,gy(z) < 0. Thus
we have \a(G') < \a(G).

([

Note that we can construct different A-flows on a given finite tree along
different paths in general, since such a A-flow takes the same sign on each
subtree (involved in the construction of the A-flow along a path).

The subsequent result implies some strict monotonicity of (G, ) for finite
trees, provided that x is a boundary vertex. It can be applied to deduce
some rigidities of finite trees in the sequel.

Corollary 4.4. Assume that Gy = (V1, E1) is a finite tree with boundary
0G1 containing x, Go = (Va, E9) is a proper subgraph of G1 (i.e. Vo C V1)
such that x € Vo. Then

(31) O'(gg,l') > a(gl,:c).

Proof. It is clear that QQ = (g2)§, can be viewed as a subgraph of Gl =
(G1)2. By Theorem and Theorem we have

0(Ga, ) = Aa(G2) > Xo(G1) = 0(G1, 2).
So it suffices to show holds for the case that Vi = Vo U {y}, E1 =
Es U {(Zay)v (y,z)},x,z € V5 and Yy §é Va.
Let H := Gi||G2/x «~ z. By Theorem and Case 1 in the proof of
Theorem we have

(32) (Ga, ) = Aa(G2) > Aa(H).

If 0(G2,2) = 0(G1,x), using the argument similar to that in the first part
of Claim in the proof of Theorem we deduce A2(H) = 0(G2,z) =
o(G1,z). Tt is a contradiction, which violates . Recall that we get
0(Ga,x) > (G, x), thus we conclude the proof.

([

5. SOME APPLICATIONS

In the previous paper [HH20], we proved that the bound for the first non-
zero Steklov eigenvalue on any finite tree, in terms of the diameter of the
tree.

Theorem 5.1 (Theorem 1.4, [HH20]). For any finite tree G = (V, E),

2
)\2(g) < Za
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where L is the diameter of G.

Now we give a complete description for the case that attains the upper
bound in Theorem [5.1]

Theorem 5.2. Given a finite tree G = (V, E), assume there is a path xo =
T ~xy~ Ty ~xp =y in G, where L is the diameter of G. For 1 <
E < L —1, we remove the edges (zx—1,zx) and (xg,xx+1) from G, and
denote by Gy, = (Vi, Ex) the connected component containing i, and by
8(Gk, G) := Vi N 6G the relative boundary. Set ng := |6(Gk,G)| € N.

2 L
Then Aa(G) = 7 if and only if L is even, n, =0 for 1 <k # 3 <L-1,

2
and G = Hq U Ho such that AQ((Hg)iL) > T where the subgraph Hi =
2

1, 1) s generated by all vertices x; with 0 < 53 < L in G and the subgrap
W, E d by all j h0<j<LinG andth b h
Ho=Gvr.

2

Proof. (=) For convenience, we adopt the notations in the proof of Theorem
1.4 in [HH20].

2
If \2(G) = T it is clear that

L—1 2 L—1
(33) (Z nkak) =0, Z nkaz =

k=1 k=1
Then
L1
2aq + E n;a; ok
(34) flyr) =ao — k- 7 = ao( L)

by the proof of Theorem 1.4 in [HH20|, where yi € Vi, f(zr) = ax € R for
1<k<L-1,and

(35) flzr) = —ao — i Q.

If ap =0, thenf(yk)—Oby.for1<k<L—1andfJ:L —Oby.,
which contradicts that f # 0. Hence a 0. If n 0 for some k with

L
1<k<L-1,then f(zx) =ar =0 by 33 Using 1 ), we have k = 3 It
implies that L is even and ni = 0 for any k with 1 < k 7é — < L.

Consider the branches from edges (z,z.) in G, Where z runs over all

2
2
neighbors of x . Since \2(G) = T using Theorem and Claim in the
2

proof of Theorem it is easy to obtain Ap((H2)3, > Aa2(G) = 5
2
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: 2
: (<) Applying Theorem Theorem Theorem 4.1{and Ao ((H2): P ) >

= =Xa((H1)7

7 , we deduce that

)
(36) 1 2 %(0) 2 Xa((9)2,) = minAa(()2 ) Aa((Ha )2, )} =

Hence we finish the proof. O

e

We denote by T},4+1 the (n+ 1)-regular tree for n € N. We write Br(z) in
a tree G for the ball centered at the vertex x with radius R, with respect to
the canonical combinatorial metric in G.

Another interesting consequence is an explicit lower bound of the first
Steklov eigenvalue for finite trees, with bounded vertex degree and bounded
diameter. Moreover, we give the characterization for the cases attaining the
lower bound.

Theorem 5.3. Let G = (V, E) be a finite tree with diameter at most L and
verter degree at most D + 1, i.e. deg(v) < D + 1 for any v € V.. Then the
following hold.

(i) If L = 2R for some positive integer R, then

1 D—-1
(37) MG) 2 77— = DR T
> Dt
i=0

Moreover, the equality holds if and only if G contains a subgraph G; =
(H1(y,x))%, where Hy is the branch from (y,x) in the subtree generated

by the ball Br(x) in Tpyy := (VP EPHY) with (y,z) € EPHL.
(i) If L = 2R + 1 for some positive integer R, then
2 2(D —1)
(38) X2 (G) > = = DRI L DR 3
2> Di+ DR
i=0
Moreover, the equality holds if and only if G = F = (f/, E), where F is

ezactly the subtree generated by Br(z)|J Br(w) in Tpyy := (VP EPHL)
with (z,w) € EPFL,

Proof. For , one easily shows that such G can be viewed as a subgraph of
the graph Gs generated by Br(z) in Tp+1. By Theorem direct calculus
shows that

(39) A2(G1) = A2(G2) = o(Ha(y,z),x) =

1 D-1
R-1 T~ DR_T°
>, Dt

=0

Thus follows from Theorem and .

We proceed to discuss the remaining claim.
(«<=) Applying Theorem [1.3] we have \2(G2) < A2(G) < A2(G1). Hence
we finish the proof by .
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(=) Let d(z,z;) = 1 with 1 < j < deg(x) for G. Note that G7(x;, x) can
be viewed as a subgraph of H;(y,z), where G/ is the branch from (z;,x)
in G. By Corollary we have o(G’(zj,z),x) > o(Hi(y,r),z). Using
Theorem [I.3] Theorem [4.1] and the above result, we get

2(0) 2 M((@) = _min o(G/(a.2).2) 2 o(Ha(y.2).2).

D_
On the other hand, it is obvious that \o(G) = DE 1= o(Hi(y,z),z) by
. Using Claim in the proof of Theorem there exist s, such that
O’(gs<$s,$),l’) = U(gt(xtax)7x) - U(,Hl(y,.%'),.%') with 1 < s, < deg(:r)
Applying Corollary we conclude the proof.
2(D -1
For , it is similar to the proof of . Note that Ao (F) = DR+§ n DR)— 5

It is clear that G can be viewed as a subgraph of F, hence we deduce .
So we only need to show the equality case.

(<=) This direction is trivial.

(=>) By Theorem [1.3] it suffices to prove that if G = ' := (V/, E') is a
proper subgraph of F such that V = V' U {¢} and E = E' U {(p,q), (¢,p)}
for some p € V1,q ¢ V', then \2(G) > DREEZ_T_ D;)— 5

Assume that Fa(ws, w) contains p, where (we,w) is a directed edge of G
and F3 is the branch from (wg,w) in G. Let z;(# w) be a neighbor of z in
G, and denote by F* the branch from (z;, z) in G for 2 < i < deg 2. Using
Theorem Theorem and Claim [4.3]in Theorem one deduces that

o(F(2i,2),2) = 0(F*(22, 2), 2)
> A2 (G) > 1§]1.Tglidlggw0(fj(wjaw),w) = o(Fi(wy,w),w),

2S;rglgelgwa(’rj(wjvw)vw) > )‘Q(Q)v
where d(wj, w) = 1 with wy = 2z, and Fj is the branch from (w;,w) in G for
1 <j < deg(w).
By Case 2 in the proof of Theorem we get that \o(G) = \o(F') >
Ao (F).
U
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