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EIGENVALUE ESTIMATES FOR THE POLY-LAPLACE
OPERATOR ON LATTICE SUBGRAPHS

BOBO HUA AND RUOWEI LI

ABSTRACT. We introduce the discrete poly-Laplace operator on a sub-
graph with Dirichlet boundary condition. We obtain upper and lower
bounds for the sum of the first k£ Dirichlet eigenvalues of the poly-Laplace
operators on a finite subgraph of lattice graph Z¢ extending classical
results of Li-Yau and Kroger. Moreover, we prove that the Dirichlet
2l-order poly-Laplace eigenvalues are at least as large as the squares of
the Dirichlet [-order poly-Laplace eigenvalues.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let © be a connected bounded domain with a smooth boundary in a d-
dimensional Euclidean space R? and let v be the outward unit normal vector
field of 9€2. Denote by A the Laplace operator on R?. Solutions of Af = 0 on
Q are the classical harmonic functions that describe the equilibrium state
of an elastic homogeneous membrane. Solutions of A?f = 0 are called
biharmonic, and they model equilibria of homogeneous plates. Similarly,
solutions of Alf = 0, where I € N, are called poly-harmonic. One naturally
considers the eigenvalue problem

(A f=XNf i

(1.1) 8f al—lf
f|6Q=%8Q=---:m|89=0
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We can order the eigenvalues as
0 <X (Q) <A <... <A(Q) <

For the case [ = 1, the eigenvalue problem (LI)) is called a fixed membrane
problem which has been well-studied. Beginning with the work of Weyl in
1912 [34], he states that as k — oo,
ko2

)7,
V(Q)

ML) ~ Ca(
_2
where V(Q) is the volume of the domain Q and Cy = (27)?V,, ¢
being the volume of the unit ball in R%.
For a planar domain 2 that tiles R?, Pélya [29] provided the lower bound
estimate for d = 2 as

with Vy

ko2

)4
V()
His proof applies to any dimension d > 2, and he conjectured that this
estimate holds for all bounded domains in R?. A partial solution to this
conjecture was obtained by Lieb [25]

X () = Ca(

‘)
|4V
where the constant Dy < Cy and is proportional to Cy. Later Li-Yau [24]

and Berezin [3] derived the sharp estimate known as the Berezin-Li-Yau
inequality

SUIN

N (92) = Da(

k.2
k§: )> T3l

Then Li and Yau’s estimate on the sum of the eigenvalues was improved by
Melas [26] whose result was further improved in [19] 36]. The upper bound
estimate on the sum of the eigenvalues was proved by Kroger [21] in 1994,
which includes an extra term depending on the geometry of 2. Moreover
in the same spirit, Kroger [20, 2I] obtained upper and lower bounds for the
sum of the first & Neumann eigenvalues. Finally, Strichartz [31] developed
a general framework for obtaining upper and lower bounds for the sum of
the first k£ Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues.

For [ > 2, poly-Laplace operators have various applications in physics.
For example, for | = 2 the eigenvalue problem (LLI) is called a clamped
plate problem [I4, Chapter 11]. Agmon [I] and Pleijel [28] established the
Weyl’s asymptotics for the eigenvalues of the clamped plate problem. And
Birman and Solomyak [4], 5] generalized the Weyl’s asymptotics to arbitrary
[. Later, Levine and Protter [23] extended the Berezin-Li-Yau inequality for
arbitrary order [ > 1,

N} d _,,  k [20-v
(12) k:z d+2lCd( @ Tty
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which is sharp in the sense of Weyl’s asymptotics. Later [6] gave a significant
improvement of (I2) by adding ! lower-order terms than k%/? to its right-
hand side, and it was further improved by [33] [35]. For the upper bound
of the sum of the first k-th eigenvalues of the Dirichlet bi-Laplace operator,
Cheng and Wei in [7] prove that there exists a constant ro > 0 such that for
k> V@),

4(d+4)(d?4+2d46) V(Qry)
w3 giAQ_(QKH( ) o aC} ke
' kT v\ d+4V(Q)
= (1- %)

where Q, := {z € Q : dist(z,0Q) < r~'}. The estimate is sharp in the sense
of the Weyl’s asymptotics since V(£2,,) — 0 as rg — +o00. The eigenvalue
problem (L)) for arbitrary order case has recently received more attention.
For instance, look at [I7] for universal bounds for eigenvalues, [10} 22} 27] for
Lieb-Thirring type inequalities and [I1] for positiving preserving problems.

In recent years, increasing attention has been paid to the analysis of
graphs. The graph Laplacian has been extensively studied in the literature,
e.g. [12, 13, [16], 2]. Hirschler and Woess in [15] studied bi-Laplace equa-
tions for directed networks and Markov chains. And Duffin considered the
difference equations of the poly-Laplace type [§]. Other works [9, [30] 18]
mainly focus on the numerical framework of bi-Laplace. However, there
are no references available studies on the eigenvalue problem of the discrete
poly-Laplace operators. The motivation comes from studying the discretiza-
tion of the corresponding physical models and providing theoretical results
for future numerical calculations and algorithms. In this paper, we first
introduce the definition of the poly-Laplace operator on a locally finite con-
nected graph G with Dirichlet boundary condition, and moreover, we prove
the upper and lower estimates for the sum of the first & Dirichlet eigenvalues
of poly-Laplace operators on a lattice graph.

Recall the setting of graphs. A locally finite, simple, undirected and
connected graph G = (V, E) consists of the set of vertices V and the set
of edges E. In the following € G means that x € V, and let |G| be the
number of vertices in G. Two vertices x,y are called neighbors, denoted by
x ~ y, if there exists e € FE connecting x and y. The degree of x € V is
defined as deg(x) := |{y : y ~ 2} |. The graph distance on G is defined by

d(z,y) = inf{n|z =29 ~ -+ ~ 2, = y}.
Define balls B(x,r) = {y € V : d(x,y) <7} on G. A subgraph Gy = (V1, E1)

of G means V4, C V and Fy C E. For a subgraph €2 of GG, recall the notion
of the boundary d£2

N ={yeV\Q:3Jzx e st y~a}.

Denote 62 by 6,12, and for a positive integer | define the [-th layer boundary
as
0 =5(QUHQU...Ud_19).
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Recall that the graph Laplace operator is defined for any f: V — C as
Af(x)=> (f(y) = f(@))
Yy~
For a positive integer [, the poly-Laplace operator can be regarded as itera-
tions of the Laplace operator defined inductively

Al=AoAo---0A.
—_—
I—th
For a finite graph G = (V, E) with V = {x1,--- ,x,}, the Laplace matrix is
defined as A = A — D, where D = diag(deg(z1),--- ,deg(zy)) is the degree
matrix and A is the adjacency matrix whose element A;; is one when there

is an edge from vertex x; to vertex x;, and zero when there is no edge. For
any f:V — C,

l
(A ()= (D— A f(a) = 3 ( l )Dl-m<—1>mAmf<w>

m=0 m
= Y d,fy),
yeB(z,l)
where
1
(14) b= 3 () (") (o)

m=0
and pp,(x,y) = f{paths x = z9 ~ -+ ~ z,, = y} is the number of paths of
length m from vertex x to vertex y.
Given a finite subgraph Q C @, we introduce the poly-Laplace operator
with Dirichlet boundary, denoted by Alg’zp, which is defined as

AP f = Alf*q.
Here f: Q2 — C, and f* : G — C is the zero extension of u. One readily

sees that (—1)1Al§’2D is a self-adjoint and positive definite operator on 2. The
Dirichlet poly-Laplace eigenvalue problem is given by

(1.5) (—D)!AEP () = A f(2) in Q.
There are || corresponding real eigenvalues:
0. < XH(©) < A5(2) < ... < Mgy().

See subsection for more properties of this operator.

Consider the d-dimensional integer lattice Z¢ as a graph. We study the
Dirichlet poly-Laplace problem on a finite subgraph Q of Z% using the Fourier
transform. In 2022, Bauer and Lippner [2] first studied the graph Laplacian
eigenvalues with Dirichlet boundary condition on Q of Z? Later Wang
[32] introduced the Dirichlet problems of graph fractional Laplacian and
developed a framework for estimating the Dirichlet eigenvalues of fractional
Laplacian. For the average of the first £ Dirichlet eigenvalues, they derived
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the upper estimate in the spirit of Kroger [21] and the lower estimate in the
spirit of Li-Yau [24]. In this paper, we follow the proof strategies in [21 24,
2, [32]to derive the upper and lower bounds for the Dirichlet eigenvalues of
the discrete poly-Laplace operator.

The following are the main results of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. For a positive integer I, consider the Dirichlet poly-Laplace
eigenvalue problem (I.73) on a finite subgraph Q of Z%. Then

(a) for all 1 < k < min{1, %}]Q\, we have the upper bound estimate

d ko a [0'Q
=i ( )i + -
d+ 20" V4|9 19]

=

k
> (@) < (2m)”
j=1

For 1 < k < min{1, %}\QL there holds
2ld-2%( k_yu Ll
d+ 20 “Vy|Q| Q|
Recall that Vy is the volume of the unit ball in R® and
o= >, Y
x€5QU...U§QyeB(z,l)NQ
<4ld (169 + ...+ 6,9)),

where ak,, is defined by (1).

(b) For all 1 < k < min{1, (Lf)dvd}my, the lower bound estimate is given
as

Ne1() < (2)

X () =

=

k
> X(@)

[ m
l 1 2(14+m) d koo 20em)
> —_ 2
Z(m)( 12) (27) d—|—2(l+m)(Vd|Q|) T >0

m=0

Remark 1.2. (1) Compared with the continuous upper bound estimates (L3])
and lower bound estimates (I.2)), the terms (27)% ﬁ(%)% are the same
and consistent with the Weyl’s asymptotics. Moreover, the upper bound
estimates (L3]) also contain a geometric quantity V' (£2,,) that depends on
the domain boundary.

(2) The boundary term |3'Q2| can be bounded by 4'd' (|6Q| + ... + [65;22)).
In particular, for [ = 1 and | = 2, we can bound |9'Q| and |6%Q| by &7
and (Z8)) respectively.

The ideas behind the proof are as follows. The upper bound estimate is
based on Lemma [3.1] (was proved by the Rayleigh-Ritz formula in [2]), which
gives an estimate (B3.I]) for eigenvalues of general self-adjoint and positive
semidefinite operators. Let g(z) = h.(z) = ™2 and integrate ([3.I) in a
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measurable subset B of [—7, 7]%. By the properties of the Fourier transform
we can prove Lemma Finally, the upper bound estimate (a) follows
from the proper choice for set B.

For the lower bound estimate, the key is to prove Lemma [3.3] which is
an adaption of Li and Yau’s method [24]. To prove the lemma, for a real-
valued function F with 0 < FF < M and f[—mr}d F(z)dz > K, first construct

a radially symmetric function o(z) : [—m, 7]% — C which satisfies 0 < ¢(z) <
(®(2))! and

/ (@) F(2)dz > / o(2)F(2)dz.
[—m,m]d

[_ﬂvw}d

Note that F' = M1, minimizes the integral f[_ﬂ my ©(z)F(z)dz, and gives

a lower bound of f[_7r ﬂ]d(tﬁ(z))lF(z)dz. Choose F(z) = Z;?Zl I{ é,hz>Q‘2,

where {‘M’}KK\QI are corresponding eigenfunctions of (—1)lAl(’2D, and (b) is
derived from Lemma 331

Notably, on a graph G without the boundary, the eigenvalues of (—A)! are
actually the [-th power of the corresponding eigenvalues of the Laplace oper-
ator —A. However, this relationship generally does not hold for the Dirichlet
eigenvalue problems. The following theorem shows that the Dirichlet eigen-
values of lower-order poly-Laplace can provide a rough lower bound for the
higher-order poly-Laplace. Therefore, it is necessary to establish a more
precise estimate for the poly-Laplace eigenvalue, as stated in Theorem [Tl

Theorem 1.3. For a finite subgraph 2 of G = (V, E) and a positive integer
[, let )\L, )\il be the k-th eigenvalues of the Dirichlet poly-Laplace Al(’ZD and
Aél’D respectively. Then for 1 < k < |9,

2
(A@) <AZ
Moreover, if Q is a finite subgraph of Z%, then
2
(A;) < A2

Remark 1.4. (1) We obtain the same estimate ()\2)2 < )\%l for the continuous
settings, see Theorem

(2) The strict inequality follows from Lemma [B.5] which states that there
is no £2-eigenfunction of poly-Laplace on Z?, while the strictness is usually
not true on general graphs. For example, on the subgraph Q = {vy,v9} of

the 3-cycle C5 = {v1, v2,v3}, we have ()\%)2 =(-3)2=9= ).

1 2
(3) On a path graph [0,n] C Z, we have ();fZ)
k

—cp < 1asn— 400, see

numerical experiments in Appendix.
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For an infinite graph G = (V, E), the k-th eigenvalue of the poly-Laplace
on G is defined as

N(G) = inf max  ((—=A)'f, f)e-
MCCy(V) feM
dimM =k ||f[lz=1

And it can be estimated by the exhaustion trick, see Definition

Theorem 1.5. Let W = {W;};2, be an exhaustion of infinite graph G =

(V, E) with bounded degree sup degr < 400, then
zeV

N(G) = Lim N (W5),

1—+400
In particular, for k =1 we have

(M(G) = X(G) = Lim X,(w).

i——+o00

Remark 1.6. For k = 1, the bottom of the spectrum of poly-Laplace (—A)!
is the [-th power of the bottom of the spectrum of Laplace operator —A.

The paper is organized as follows. In next section, we first recall the basic
setting of graphs, and introduce the discrete poly-Laplace operator and some
important lemmas. In Section [3, we prove Theorem [I.1] and Theorem [I.31

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Basic notations and facts of graphs. We recall the setting of graphs.
A locally finite, simple, undirected and connected graph G = (V, E) consists
of the set of vertices V' and the set of edges E. We denote the space of
functions on G by C(G) := {f : V. — C}, and let Cy(G) be the set of all
functions on G with finite support. For a finite graph G = (V, E), then
C(Q) is a finite dimensional complex vector space of functions defined on
G, and equip it with the natural Hermitian scalar product

(f,9)a =Y _fx)g(x), Vf,g € C(G).
z€G
For f € C(G) and p > 1, define the fP-norm of f as

1
p
1 ller(c) = (Z\f(x)\p> :
zeG
And let
P(G) = {f € CG) : |fllme < +oo)

be the space of /P-summable functions on G. For any edge (z,y) € E define
the gradient operator as

vmyf = f(y) - f(l‘), Vfe O(G)
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The Laplace operator on G is defined as
Agf(z) = Vauyf, Vf € C(G),
Yy~T

which is self-adjoint with respect to the above scalar product. And we write
A instead of Ag when it causes no confusion.

For subgraphs G1,Go C G, define the edge set of connecting G; and Gy
as

E(Gl,Gg) = {(a:,y) eFE:zelGyce GQ}.

Let €2 be a finite subgraph of G. Give the notions of the boundary 62 and
the closure €2 of the subgraph € as

N ={yeV\Q:3IxcQ,st. y~ua},
Q= QUN.

Denote 6§2 by 0182, and for a positive integer [ define the [-th layer boundary
as

§Q = 8(QUSQU...UF_19Q).
For f € C(Q), the Dirichlet Laplace operator is defined as

AGS = Af*le,

where f* € C(G) obtained by extending functions to be 0 on Q¢ Note
that Ag is self-adjoint with respect to the Hermitian scalar product [2]
Proposition 2.2]. For f € C(Q) and z € §9, define the discrete outward
normal derivative of f at x as

of
%(x) = Z Vyaf.

r~yed

2.2. The Dirichlet poly-Laplace operator. In this subsection, we intro-
duce the Dirichlet poly-Laplace operator and give the Dirichlet poly-Laplace
eigenvalue problem.

Definition 2.1. Let Q be a finite subgraph of G = (V, E), then for all func-
tions f € C(f2) define the Dirichlet poly-Laplace operator AgD :C(Q) —
C(Q) as

AGCf = Alf*a,
where f* € C(G) obtained by extending functions to be 0 on Q¢. In partic-
ular, we know A;z’D is the Dirichlet Laplace operator Ag.

Lemma 2.2. Let Q be a finite subgraph of G = (V, E), then (—1)1A§{D is
self-adjoint and positive definite.

Proof. For all functions f,g € C(£2), we have
L ALD o o I px o o I px %
(1'2671.9) = ((~8a) Flacg) = ((~86) f7297), -
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Since Agq is self-adjoint, then
_ I opx % _ * 0 I x _ 1\ ALD
(20) 1) = (' (=da)g") = (F.(-1'aflg)
And the positive definiteness follows from the positive definiteness of —Ag.

O

In this paper, we consider the Dirichlet poly-Laplace eigenvalue problem
on a finite subgraph 2

(—1)!ALPF = Mf, in Q.

Since (—1)lAé’2D is self-adjoint, positive definite and a finite dimensional
operator, then there exist || eigenvalues (with multiplicities), all of which
are positive real numbers. We label them in increasing order

l l l
0<AN() <) <... < )‘IQ\(Q)'
Denote the corresponding eigenfunctions by {(JSé}lgigm‘ respectively.

Lemma 2.3. (Domain monotonicity) For finite subgraphs Q1 and Qo of
G=(V,E), if Q1 C Qq, then for all 1 < k < ||

Ap(Q1) = N (Qa).
Proof. Since the poly-Laplace (— 1)lAgD can be written in the min-max form
(21) M@=  min max  ((=1)'Agf, e

MCCQ) feM
dimM =k || fllego =1

O

Definition 2.4. For an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space H, the spectrum
of a bounded linear operator T : H — H is defined as

o(T) ={A € C: AI — T not invertible} .
And inf o(T) is the bottom of the spectrum of 7.

For an infinite graph G = (V, E), the k-th eigenvalue of the poly-Laplace
on G is defined as
(2:2) X(G) = inf max  ((-A)'f, fe.
M C Co(V) femMm

Fact 2.5. On an infinite graph G = (V, E) with bounded degree sup degr <
zeV

+00, the poly-Laplace (—A)! is a bounded linear operator from (*(G) to
2(G), then
(1) N (G) € o((=A))),
(2) o((=2)") = (o(=4))",
(3) M(G) = inf o((=A)!) = (inf o(~A))' = (M(@)".
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Definition 2.6. Let G = (V, E) be an infinite graph. A sequence of subsets
of vertices W = {W;}:2, is called an exhaustion of G, if it satisfies

(W cWyC---CW; C---CV,

(2) [W;| < oo, foralli =1,2,- -,

B)V=Ux2,W;.

By the exhaustion method we can estimate the eigenvalues of the poly-
Laplace on G as Theorem

Proof of Theorem I3, By the domain monotonicity A (W;) > AL(Wiyq),
then the limit exists follows from the definition (21) and 2.2)). O

2.3. The integer lattice Z? and the Fourier transform on Z%. Let Z¢
be the d-dimensional integer lattice, and choose S = {ey,...,eq,—€1,...,—€4}
as the generating set. Here e; € Z% is the vector whose i-th component is 1
and the rest are 0. Thus consider Z¢ as the Cayley graph generated by S.
For any s € S, the gradient operator Vs : C(Z%) — C(Z%) can be written
for a function f € C(Z9) as

Vsf(xz) = flz+s)— f(x).
Note that the gradient operator on Z? satisfies the integration by parts and

commutative law as follows.

Fact 2.7. (Integration by parts) For all 1 < i < d and f,g € Co(Z?), we
have

<ve¢f7 g>Zd = <f7 v—ei.g>Zd‘
(Commutative law) For all 1 < 4,7 < d and f € C(Z%), we have
veivej-f = vejveif’

Next, we introduce the Fourier transform on Z¢. For z € [—7T,7T]d, we

define h.(z) : Z% — C as h,(z) = ®?) where (z,2) = Z?:l x;z;. Thus,
for all f € ¢*(Z%), the Fourier transform on Z? is defined by

F: ¥ ¢l

fo= f
and R '
F(2)=>_ e @A f(z) = (£, h)za,
xE€7Z4
f(z) = (2m)? i<x’z>f dz.
@ =t [  defe

Let Q be a finite subgraph of Z¢, and write ®(2) = 2?21(2 — 2cos z;) for
z € [~m,7]%. Then we prove several critical lemmas as follows.

Lemma 2.8. Let | be a positive integer, then for all f € Co(Z?) we have
(~A)f(2) = (2())' F(2), ¥z € [-m,7]".
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Proof. By the definition of Fourier transform, for all z € [—m, 7%, we have
2) =Y e A=A f(x)
z€Z4
— Z —i(x,z) )l 1f( )
z€Z4
Z e —i(z,z) l lf( )
xc€Z4
)Y e A f(a) = (2(2)) f(2),
z€Z4
O

Lemma 2.9. Let Q be a finite subgraph of Z%. For all f € C(Q), the
following equalities holds:

(2.3) Ty p—

2
(27T) /[—ﬂ,ﬂd ’<f7 hz>Q‘ dZ,

#/[_ }d(fb(z))le, h:)aldz.

Proof. The result of [2.3]) follows from the Plancherel formula. For (2.4]),
letting 1 <41 < d, we compute

! / (2 — 2coszy)|(f, hZ>Q|2dZ

(2.4) (f, (1) AG" o =

U

2m)d Ji_r me
:(271r)d /[_M le=" = —1P|(f, hs)ol dz
:(271r)d /[_m}d 1(f, (e 2 —1)h ) 2dz
:(Qi)d /{_w [(f*,V e, hz)zal*dz
:(2717)d /[—mr}d (Ve 75 he)zaldz

:<vei1 f*7 vﬁil f*>Zd - <f*7 v_eil veil f*>Zd7
which follows from (2:3]) and the integration by parts, see Fact 271 Then
by summing over all coordinate directions for 1 < iq,...,4 < d we get

d

ol ICOUUARELEEED DL A B A

Uy =1

= (", (=A) g = (£, (=1)'AG° .
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Lemma 2.10. Let Q be a finite subgraph of Z%, then the following holds:

(2'5) <h2yhz>ﬂ = |Q|
(2.6) (o (—1)PAEP (ha]o))al < (®(2))Q] + 180,
where

o= > Y layl

x€5QU...U§QyeB(z,l)NQ
<Al (16 + ... 6,9]),

and aéy is defined by (1.7). In particular, for p =1 and p = 2, the terms
|01Q| and |6%Q| can be bounded by (2.7) and (Z3) respectively.

Proof. The first result (2.5]) follows from

(hoihdo =Y ho(@)ho(z) =) 1=1Q|.

e e
Note that

[(hay () AGY (hal@))al = (B2, (—A) (hala)*)zal.

Since

and by the definition (L4])
[(hey (—A) (hal@) Vel < D7 172 (=A) (hala)* (2)]

zeNe

< D YD dyh)

z€IQU...U§ QY yeB(z,l)NQ

< > ST jdk,l = 10'.

x€50QU... U5 Q2 ye B(z,1)NN
Then we can estimate the left-hand side of (2.6]) as
[z, (—1)'AG7 (Bal@))al < (e, (=A) (Bala))zal + [{has (—A) (hla) o]
< (@(2))'19] + 9",
Similar to (4], we define

(D+ Al f i( >Dl AT () = Y b,

m=0 yeB(z,l)
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where D is the degree matrix and A is the adjacency matrix. Then
S s Xt <X (04 ay) <,
yEB(z,l) yEB(z,l) Y i
Hence we can get a upper estimate
o'ol= > > Jab,l <4 (160 + ... 169)) .
x€50QU...U§Q ye B(z,1)NN
In particular, for [ = 1 we have

27)  [hey=AR (hl)al = Y0 Vayhel?+ D [he(a)f

(z,y)EE(2) (z,y)EE(2,60)
< @(2)[€f + [E(€2, 692)].

And for | = 2 we have

D 1A% (hele) (@) < Y 1A% (halo) (@) + D 1A% (hilo)” (2)]

IS OAS €6 €61
= T+1II

For convenience, denote Ey = |E(dQ2,Q)|, Ey := |E(0Q2)|, B3 = |E(6, 02€2)].
Then

1= 313 (A (hl0) () — A (hile)* (@)

€N Y~T

< S+ Y Y AG) W) - Alhle) @)

(z,y)€E(6Q,Q) (z,9)EE(Q) (z,y)€E(0,02Q)

_ ¥ 2 (hlo)"

Atwlay )+ 20 )+
(z,y)EE(682,Q2)

D(hule) \ O(hulo)’
2 | W@ 3
(z,y)eE(652) (z,y)€EE(65,020)

9 (hz]o)"

< D0 1D (Ahl) (v) = A(hale)” (2)) ]

TEHQ Y~T

< Y IAGu) o)

(z,y)€E(629,0Q)

< Z Z \h.(y')| < EsE;.

(z,y)EE(529,09) (y,y" ) EE(6Q,0)

< 4dE1 + (El + 2E2 + Eg)max
€2
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Hence

(hZ‘Q)*

(2.8) 0°Q| < 4dEy + (B + 2E> + E3)ma =

JQ

($)‘ + E3E1.

3. ESTIMATES OF DIRICHLET POLY-LAPLACE EIGENVALUES

In this section, we follow the methods in [24} 2, 21] to derive the upper
and lower bounds of Dirichlet poly-Laplace eigenvalues on a finite subgraph
Q of Z%. Recall that

(—D)!ALPF = M f, in Q.
There are |§2| positive real eigenvalues (with multiplicities)

0 <A <A <. < Mg
and denote the corresponding eigenfunctions by {¢i}1<i<|m respectively.
3.1. Upper bound. We begin with a general lemma (proved in [2]) on
eigenvalues.

Lemma 3.1. Let L be a self-adjoint, positive semidefinite operator on a
finite dimensional, Hermitian, complex vector space W with Hermitian inner
product (,). Let 0 < 7 < ... < 75 be its eigenvalues, and choose an
orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions {fi}1<i<|q|, where f; corresponds to ;.
Then for any 1 < k < s and any vector g € W one has

k
(3.1) 1(9,9) < {9, Lg) + > (1 — )9, i)
j=1
By choosing g = h;|qg and f; = (bé-, we can derive an inequality between

Mjyq and Z] 1 ] as follows.

Lemma 3.2. Let Q be a finite subgraph of Z%. For any 1 < k < |Q| and a
measurable set B C [—m, w1]?, we have

k
ooy (1901B] — @m)k) < |9 /€B< (2))'dz — 2m) Y AL+ (B 109,
z =1

where ®(z) = ZZ (2 —=2cos ), and N, =0 if k= |Q].
Proof. In Lemma B.1l we choose
W = (CQv L= (_1)lAl(72D7 g = hZ|Q7 Vi = )‘_177 fj = ¢_ly7

which satisfying the conditions of Lemma [B.1] since (—1)1Al(’2D is self-adjoint
and positive definite. Integrating both sides of the inequality (B.I) over a
measurable set B C [—m,7]? yields

k
Moy / (hoh)o < / (hey (“1) AEP (h2l0)e DICHE / ((he, ).
2eB 2eB j=1 zeB
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By Lemma[ZI0] the left-hand side is equal to A} +11Bl|€|, and the right-hand
side

k
<[ (@@)i0]+ @ R)ds + @n) Y (s - M)k dhha
z€B j=1

=

10| / (@)= + Bl 00 + (20) 31 -
zEe

7j=1
which completes the proof of this lemma. O

Then we can prove the upper bound estimate (a) of Theorem [[1]

Proof of Theorem[1.1 (a). In Lemma B.2] for 1 < k£ < min{l, ¥}|Q|, we

choose the measurable set B as a ball of radius 27 (s )fll centered at the

ValQ|

origin in RY, so that the radius R = Zﬁ(m)% m and |B| = k(%‘) Thus

we derive an inequality

k
(32) e N <0l [ (@()ds+ |Bl- 09,
j=1 z€B
In the rest of the proof, we need to estimate fzeB(<I>(z))ldz. And by calcu-
lation,
d . d
(@(2))' = (O _(2—2cosz)) Z4sm2 <O =12
i=1 =1

This yields that

l l R d dVd I+d
/ (®(2)) dz</ |z|2dz:dVd/ p2 =ty = WV pored
2€B 2€B 0 d+2I

Applying the above inequality to ([B.2]), we obtain

ZA dVy |Q|Rd+2l+|alsz|
k IS d+20 k(2n)d Q|

d E oz 09
= (2m)% :
TS AT Ao
Similarly, for 1 < k < mm{l, szt 1|2, we choose R = 2dR which implies
R = 2 (v \Ql)é < 7 and \B’\ = % Then we repeat the above proof

and ignore the term $°* obtaining that

le’

B <19 / (@) dz + B o'oY
zeB’

dVyq d+2l 2k(2m)*0' Q|
< -~ 7 '
<l d+ ara’ Q| ’
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which implies that

d+2l
d- ) 1019
N1 < (2m)% i+ (Vd\Q!) +2w-

v

O

3.2. Lower bound. To prove the lower bound estimate ((b) of Theorem
[LT)), we follow the method of Li and Yau [24].

Lemma 3.3. (Modification of Lemma 1 from [24]) Let F' be a real-valued
function on R such that 0 < F < M and
/ F(2)dz > K.
[—m,m]

Assume
K

MVy

(~=-)i < V6 <.

Then we have

/[_mﬂd(@(z))lF(z)dz > ZI: ( Tln ) <_%>m d+2d§(+ m)(MKVd)L‘m) .

m=0
where ®(z) = 324 (2 — 2cos z).
Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that f[_ﬂ Jd F(z)dz = K by de-
creasing I’ as necessary. Then prove the lemma in two steps.
Step 1: First we are going to construct a radially symmetric function
©(z) : [-m, 7]* = R such that 0 < ¢(2) < (®(2))!. Since 2 — 2cosz >
22 — 2*/12 for all 2. Then

d

d d d
1 1 1
2(2 —2cosz;) = 2(222 — Ez?) > Zzlz 1 (Z zf) =|z? — 512‘47

i=1 i=1 i=1
which means for |z| <7 < 23

d l
(@) = (@~ 2e0s5) > (|6 = g5ll!) = H(:D.

i=1

Note that H(|z|) is monotone increasing on [0, +/6]. Then we define

() H{([2)), |2 < V6,
Z) =
HWV6) =3, V6<|z|<n
Since ®(z) is monotone increasing in [—m,7]¢ along each half line starting
at 0, then we get that (®(z))! > ¢(z) for all z € [-, 7]%.
Step 2: Since F' > 0, we can give a lower bound of f[_ﬂ 7r}d(tID(z))lF(z)dz
as

(3.3) /[_W L@ FG)E > / o(2)F(2)dz.

[_va}d

)
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Let R = (Mfgfd)é < V6 < 7 such that MRV, = K, and define

S M <R
©=Y0 | 1>r

Then we have

/ F(z)dz = / F(z)dz = K.
[—7,m]d [—7,m]d

We claim that F' minimizes the integral f[_ﬂ ] ©(z)F(z)dz for all functions
F satisfying 0 < F' < M and f[_w Y F(z)dz = K. Since ¢(z) is monotonic
and radially symmetric, then

[ #eEE) P
_ / P(2)F(2)dz — / o(2)(M — F(2))dz

[=m,7]\Br Br
So) [ PG [ (P

:cp(R)(/[_ " F(z)dz — : Mdz) = 0.

Thus we have the estimate

D)) F(2)dz > 2)F(z)dz > 2)F(z)dz
[ e [ darees [ )

[_ﬂvw}d

R
= o(z)dz = MdVd/ H(r)r®tdr
0

=MdVy (Zl: < Tl,,, > <_%>m%>

m=0

_zl:z BER N SR RS
B m 12) d+2(l+m) MV, ’

which is positive when R = (MLVd)é < V6. O

Then we can prove the lower bound estimate (b) of Theorem [I11

Proof of Theorem[11] (b). Suppose eigenfunctions {qbé ;?:1 form a standard-
ized orthogonal basis in £2(2). We define P; as the projection operator on
the space spanned by ¢§», and P as the projection operator on the space
spanned by {(;52 2?:1. Let h,(z) = ¢*?) as before. To apply Lemma 3.3}, let

Fy(2) = (Pyhay Piha)a = | Py,
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F(2) =) Fj(2) = | Phl20-

By Lemma 2.10] we have

F(2) = |IPh: g Z!cﬁ al® < [hallfzq) = 19,

k
/[ . dz—Z/ [(6h, hadalPdz = (2m)* () ) = k(2m),
-7, 7j=1

/[ (G P = Z/{ L(®C)o} hojal'a:
—T, T j=1"l=mm
k k
I
= @m)? Y (65, (D' Ag ¢ha = 2m)? Y _ X
j=1 j=1
By Lemma B3 with M = |Q|, K = k(27)¢, we get
Lk
(@) > 3 SN ©)
j=1
l m
l 1 2(14+m) d k| 204m)
2 TS 2 9
mzzo< w) (752) O i
which is positive when k& < min{1, (%)dVdHQL O

3.3. Comparison between eigenvalues of 1 and 2l-order poly-Laplace.

Next we want to compare the eigenvalue of A?{’D and the square of eigen-

value of (—1)! Alg’zp. First we prove a lemma as follows.

Lemma 3.4. Let Q be a finite subgraph of G and | € N, then for all
fel@),

(AP) 1. P < (AZPF. fla.
Proof. For all f € C(Q2), we have
() f, 7)o = (AP 1,857 Flo = (A F*lo, Al Pla)o
S (AL A G = (AP )
= (A2 f*q, fia = (AP, Pa.
O

The following lemma states that there is no #?-eigenfunction of poly-
Laplace on Z<.
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Lemma 3.5. Forl € Ny and Nl > 0, if f € (?(Z%) satisfies
(3.4) (=A) f(x) = N f(x) on Z°.
Then f =0.

Proof. Since ¢2(Z%) is the completion of Co(Z¢) in £2 norm. Assume that

there exists a function f € Co(Z?) satistying (3.4). By the Fourier transform
of both sides of (34]), we have

Then
{zelmal f() £0} € {z e [-m | (@(2)) =X},

which is a set of Lebesgue measure zero. Hence f(z) %0, and then f(z) =0
on Z. U

Then we are ready to prove that the eigenvalues of A?{’D are at least as
large as the squares of the eigenvalues of (—1)1Al§’lp.

Proof of Theorem[1.3. By the Min-Max-Theorem and Lemma [3.4] we know

()= min o max (D'ARPL P
MCCOQ) feM
dimM =k || f]l;2 =1

< min max (Al(’zpf, Alg’ZDﬁQ(fa e
MCCQ) feM
dimM =k || flle =1

_ . 1,0\ 2
= Mlgmg(sz) fnéaXM <<AQ ) fhea
dimM =k |flle=1

min max <A?2l’Df7 f>Q = )‘2l7
MCCQ) feM
dimM =k || f]l;z =1

N

Moreover, if Q is a finite subgraph of Z%, and the equality ()\2)2 = )\%l holds,
then

M= max  (AZPf o= max  ((—1)'AkPr nE = (A;)2 .
€ My fe M
[fllz =1 1flle =1

Suppose fo € My such that || foll,z = 1 and

(M) = (1 A fo. fos2.
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Then

2
(M) = (=AY fi S < (A5 (=AY fi a5 )z
(=D 5, 3)za = (OGP fo, fo)a < AT,
where the first inequality follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Since
both sides of the above formula are equal, then there is a positive constant p

such that (—A) f§ = ufy. By Lemma 5 we have f§ = 0, which contradicts
to || follez = 1. O

We also have the same estimate in the continuous settings.

Theorem 3.6. Let 2 be a connected bounded domain with smooth boundary
in R and v be the outward unit normal vector field of Q. For a positive
integerl, z'f)\ﬁ (i = 1,2) are the k-th eigenvalues of the Dirichlet poly-Laplace
problems

@Awfzy% in Q,
il—1
f=4%=..=%+L=0  onoQ,

respectively. Then
2
l 21
<)\k> <A

Proof. Recall

HE'(Q) = ¢ f o flga = DY ID*fllz> < 400, D*flog = 0 for |a| <il =1,

|or| il

and note that H () is the completion of C§°(2) in H¥ norm. Then

(W)= e s (VU903
MCH\Q) feM
dimM =k ||f| =1
= inf sup  ((=A)'f, )3
MCCEQ)  feMm
dimM =k | f]|,2 =1

inf sup ((—A)lﬁ (—A)lf>ﬂ<fa fa
M C C5° () feM

dimM =k | f||l.=1

= inf sup  ((—A)'f, (=A) fla =M}
MCHMNQ)  feM
dimM =k HfHL2 =1

N
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4. APPENDIX

The following numerical experiment illustrates that on the path graph
[0,n] C Z, the ratio of the squares of discrete Dirichlet Laplace eigenvalues
and Dirichlet bi-Laplace eigenvalues in Remark [[.4] (3) approximates the
continuous case (0,n) C R, that is,

(Ao, (AL(0,1))”

M) T R ST

suggesting that the definition (LT is reasonable.

Ratio of Eigenvalues (A () / A2(©2)
0.9 ‘ : : : : : :
o O Q={0,n]k=1
o Q=(0,1),k=1
[o Q=[0,n),k=2 |
o - = 0=(0,1)k=2
g o Q=[0n]k=3

o7k 0=(0,1)k=3
S 06r k i

0.4 q

%
02 —g

0.1 I I I 1 I I I I |
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

n

0.8

2
k

(e(@F /2

Figure 1. This figure shows the convergence of ratio of eigenvalues.
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