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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

d extending classical
results of Li-Yau and Kröger. Moreover, we prove that the Dirichlet
2l-order poly-Laplace eigenvalues are at least as large as the squares of
the Dirichlet l-order poly-Laplace eigenvalues.
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1. Introduction

Let Ω be a connected bounded domain with a smooth boundary in a d-
dimensional Euclidean space Rd and let ν be the outward unit normal vector
field of ∂Ω. Denote by ∆ the Laplace operator on Rd. Solutions of ∆f = 0 on
Ω are the classical harmonic functions that describe the equilibrium state
of an elastic homogeneous membrane. Solutions of ∆2f = 0 are called
biharmonic, and they model equilibria of homogeneous plates. Similarly,
solutions of ∆lf = 0, where l ∈ N+, are called poly-harmonic. One naturally
considers the eigenvalue problem

(1.1)





(−∆)lf = λlf in Ω,

f |∂Ω =
∂f

∂ν
|∂Ω = . . . =

∂l−1f

∂l−1ν
|∂Ω = 0.
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2 BOBO HUA AND RUOWEI LI

We can order the eigenvalues as

0 < λl
1(Ω) 6 λl

2(Ω) 6 . . . 6 λl
k(Ω) 6 . . . .

For the case l = 1, the eigenvalue problem (1.1) 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 → ∞,

λ1
k(Ω) ∼ Cd(

k

V (Ω)
)
2
d ,

where V (Ω) is the volume of the domain Ω and Cd = (2π)2V
− 2

d

d with Vd

being the volume of the unit ball in Rd.
For a planar domain Ω that tiles R2, Pólya [29] provided the lower bound

estimate for d = 2 as

λ1
k(Ω) > Cd(

k

V (Ω)
)
2
d .

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

λ1
k(Ω) > Dd(

k

V (Ω)
)
2
d ,

where the constant Dd < Cd and is proportional to Cd. Later Li-Yau [24]
and Berezin [3] derived the sharp estimate known as the Berezin-Li-Yau
inequality

1

k

k∑

i=1

λ1
i (Ω) >

d

d+ 2
Cd(

k

V (Ω)
)
2
d .

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 Kröger [21] in 1994,
which includes an extra term depending on the geometry of Ω. Moreover
in the same spirit, Kröger [20, 21] obtained upper and lower bounds for the
sum of the first k 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 l > 2, poly-Laplace operators have various applications in physics.
For example, for l = 2 the eigenvalue problem (1.1) is called a clamped
plate problem [14, Chapter 11]. Agmon [1] 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
l. Later, Levine and Protter [23] extended the Berezin-Li-Yau inequality for
arbitrary order l > 1,

(1.2)
1

k

k∑

i=1

λl
i(Ω) >

d

d+ 2l
C l
d(

k

V (Ω)
)
2l
d +

d

d+ 2l
C l
d(

k

V (Ω)
)
2(l−1)

d ,
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which is sharp in the sense of Weyl’s asymptotics. Later [6] gave a significant

improvement of (1.2) by adding l lower-order terms than k2l/d 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 r0 > 0 such that for
k > V (Ω)rn0 ,

(1.3)
1

k

k∑

j=1

λ2
j (Ω) 6

1 + 4(d+4)(d2+2d+6)
d+2

V (Ωr0 )

V (Ω)
(
1− V (Ωr0 )

V (Ω)

) d+4
d

dC2
d

d+ 4
(

k

V (Ω)
)
4
d .

where Ωr :=
{
x ∈ Ω : dist(x, ∂Ω) < r−1

}
. The estimate is sharp in the sense

of the Weyl’s asymptotics since V (Ωr0) → 0 as r0 → +∞. The eigenvalue
problem (1.1) for arbitrary order case has recently received more attention.
For instance, look at [17] for universal bounds for eigenvalues, [10, 22, 27] for
Lieb-Thirring type inequalities and [11] 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 [8]. 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 k 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 x ∈ 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 ∈ E connecting x and y. The degree of x ∈ V is
defined as deg(x) := | {y : y ∼ x} |. The graph distance on G is defined by

d(x, y) := inf{n|x = z0 ∼ · · · ∼ zn = y}.
Define balls B(x, r) = {y ∈ V : d(x, y) 6 r} on G. A subgraphG1 = (V1, E1)
of G means V1 ⊂ V and E1 ⊂ E. For a subgraph Ω of G, recall the notion
of the boundary δΩ

δΩ := {y ∈ V \Ω : ∃x ∈ Ω, s.t. y ∼ x} .
Denote δΩ by δ1Ω, and for a positive integer l define the l-th layer boundary
as

δlΩ := δ(Ω ∪ δ1Ω ∪ . . . ∪ δl−1Ω).
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Recall that the graph Laplace operator is defined for any f : V → C as

∆f(x) =
∑

y∼x

(f(y)− f(x)).

For a positive integer l, the poly-Laplace operator can be regarded as itera-
tions of the Laplace operator defined inductively

∆l = ∆ ◦∆ ◦ · · · ◦∆︸ ︷︷ ︸
l−th

.

For a finite graph G = (V,E) with V = {x1, · · · , xn}, the Laplace matrix is
defined as ∆ = A−D, where D = diag(deg(x1), · · · ,deg(xn)) is the degree
matrix and A is the adjacency matrix whose element Aij is one when there
is an edge from vertex xi to vertex xj , and zero when there is no edge. For
any f : V → C,

(−∆)lf(x) = (D −A)lf(x) =

l∑

m=0

(
l
m

)
Dl−m(−1)mAmf(x)

=:
∑

y∈B(x,l)

alxyf(y),

where

(1.4) alxy :=

l∑

m=0

(
l
m

)
(−1)m(deg(y))l−mpm(x, y)

and pm(x, y) = ♯ {paths x = z0 ∼ · · · ∼ zm = y} is the number of paths of
length m from vertex x to vertex y.

Given a finite subgraph Ω ⊆ G, we introduce the poly-Laplace operator

with Dirichlet boundary, denoted by ∆l,D
Ω , which is defined as

∆l,D
Ω f := ∆lf∗|Ω.

Here f : Ω → C, and f∗ : G → C is the zero extension of u. One readily

sees that (−1)l∆l,D
Ω is a self-adjoint and positive definite operator on Ω. The

Dirichlet poly-Laplace eigenvalue problem is given by

(1.5) (−1)l∆l,D
Ω f(x) = λlf(x) in Ω.

There are |Ω| corresponding real eigenvalues:

0 < λl
1(Ω) 6 λl

2(Ω) 6 . . . 6 λl
|Ω|(Ω).

See subsection 2.2 for more properties of this operator.
Consider the d-dimensional integer lattice Zd as a graph. We study the

Dirichlet poly-Laplace problem on a finite subgraph Ω of Zd using the Fourier
transform. In 2022, Bauer and Lippner [2] first studied the graph Laplacian
eigenvalues with Dirichlet boundary condition on Ω of Zd. 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 k Dirichlet eigenvalues, they derived
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the upper estimate in the spirit of Kröger [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 l, consider the Dirichlet poly-Laplace
eigenvalue problem (1.5) on a finite subgraph Ω of Zd. Then

(a) for all 1 6 k 6 min{1, Vd

2d
}|Ω|, we have the upper bound estimate

1

k

k∑

j=1

λl
j(Ω) 6 (2π)2l

d

d+ 2l
(

k

Vd|Ω|
)
2l
d +

|∂lΩ|
|Ω| .

For 1 6 k 6 min{1, Vd

2d+1 }|Ω|, there holds

λl
k+1(Ω) 6 (2π)2l

d · 2d+2l
d

d+ 2l
(

k

Vd|Ω|
)
2l
d + 2

|∂lΩ|
|Ω| .

Recall that Vd is the volume of the unit ball in Rd and

|∂lΩ| =
∑

x∈δΩ∪...∪δlΩ

∑

y∈B(x,l)∩Ω
|alxy|

6 4ldl (|δΩ|+ . . .+ |δlΩ|) ,
where alxy is defined by (1.4).

(b) For all 1 6 k 6 min{1, (
√
6

2π )
dVd}|Ω|, the lower bound estimate is given

as

λl
k(Ω) >

1

k

k∑

j=1

λl
j(Ω)

>

l∑

m=0

(
l
m

)(
− 1

12

)m

(2π)2(l+m) d

d+ 2(l +m)
(

k

Vd|Ω|
)
2(l+m)

d > 0.

Remark 1.2. (1) Compared with the continuous upper bound estimates (1.3)

and lower bound estimates (1.2), the terms (2π)2l d
d+2l (

k
Vd|Ω|)

2l
d are the same

and consistent with the Weyl’s asymptotics. Moreover, the upper bound
estimates (1.3) also contain a geometric quantity V (Ωr0) that depends on
the domain boundary.

(2) The boundary term |∂lΩ| can be bounded by 4ldl (|δΩ|+ . . .+ |δlΩ|).
In particular, for l = 1 and l = 2, we can bound |∂1Ω| and |∂2Ω| by (2.7)
and (2.8) 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 (3.1) for eigenvalues of general self-adjoint and positive

semidefinite operators. Let g(x) = hz(x) = ei〈x,z〉 and integrate (3.1) in a
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measurable subset B of [−π, π]d. By the properties of the Fourier transform
we can prove Lemma 3.2. 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 6 F 6 M and

∫
[−π,π]d F (z)dz > K, first construct

a radially symmetric function ϕ(z) : [−π, π]d → C which satisfies 0 6 ϕ(z) 6
(Φ(z))l and

∫

[−π,π]d
(Φ(z))lF (z)dz >

∫

[−π,π]d
ϕ(z)F (z)dz.

Note that F̃ = M1BR
minimizes the integral

∫
[−π,π]d ϕ(z)F (z)dz, and gives

a lower bound of
∫
[−π,π]d(Φ(z))

lF (z)dz. Choose F (z) =
∑k

j=1 |〈φl
j , hz〉Ω|2,

where {φl
i}16i6|Ω| are corresponding eigenfunctions of (−1)l∆l,D

Ω , and (b) is
derived from Lemma 3.3.

Notably, on a graph G without the boundary, the eigenvalues of (−∆)l are
actually the l-th power of the corresponding eigenvalues of the Laplace oper-
ator −∆. 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 1.1.

Theorem 1.3. For a finite subgraph Ω of G = (V,E) and a positive integer

l, let λl
k, λ

2l
k be the k-th eigenvalues of the Dirichlet poly-Laplace ∆l,D

Ω and

∆2l,D
Ω respectively. Then for 1 6 k 6 |Ω|,

(
λl
k

)2
6 λ2l

k .

Moreover, if Ω is a finite subgraph of Zd, then

(
λl
k

)2
< λ2l

k .

Remark 1.4. (1) We obtain the same estimate
(
λl
k

)2
6 λ2l

k for the continuous
settings, see Theorem 3.6.

(2) The strict inequality follows from Lemma 3.5, which states that there
is no ℓ2-eigenfunction of poly-Laplace on Zd, while the strictness is usually
not true on general graphs. For example, on the subgraph Ω = {v1, v2} of

the 3-cycle C3 = {v1, v2, v3}, we have
(
λ1
2

)2
= (−3)2 = 9 = λ2

2.

(3) On a path graph [0, n] ⊆ Z, we have
(λ1

k)
2

λ2
k

→ ck < 1 as n → +∞, 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

λl
k(G) = inf

M ⊆ C0(V )
dimM = k

max
f ∈ M
‖f‖2 = 1

〈(−∆)lf, f〉G.

And it can be estimated by the exhaustion trick, see Definition 2.6.

Theorem 1.5. Let W = {Wi}∞i=1 be an exhaustion of infinite graph G =
(V,E) with bounded degree sup

x∈V
degx < +∞, then

λl
k(G) = lim

i→+∞
λl
k(Wi).

In particular, for k = 1 we have
(
λ1
1(G)

)l
= λl

1(G) = lim
i→+∞

λl
1(Wi).

Remark 1.6. For k = 1, the bottom of the spectrum of poly-Laplace (−∆)l

is the l-th power of the bottom of the spectrum of Laplace operator −∆.

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 1.1 and Theorem 1.3.

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 C0(G) be the set of all
functions on G with finite support. For a finite graph G = (V,E), then
C(G) is a finite dimensional complex vector space of functions defined on
G, and equip it with the natural Hermitian scalar product

〈f, g〉G =
∑

x∈G
f(x)g(x), ∀f, g ∈ C(G).

For f ∈ C(G) and p > 1, define the ℓp-norm of f as

‖f‖ℓp(G) =

(
∑

x∈G
|f(x)|p

) 1
p

.

And let

ℓp(G) :=
{
f ∈ C(G) : ‖f‖ℓp(G) < +∞

}

be the space of ℓp-summable functions on G. For any edge (x, y) ∈ E define
the gradient operator as

∇xyf = f(y)− f(x), ∀f ∈ C(G).
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The Laplace operator on G is defined as

∆Gf(x) =
∑

y∼x

∇xyf, ∀f ∈ C(G),

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

For subgraphs G1, G2 ⊆ G, define the edge set of connecting G1 and G2

as

E(G1, G2) := {(x, y) ∈ E : x ∈ G1, y ∈ G2} .
Let Ω be a finite subgraph of G. Give the notions of the boundary δΩ and
the closure Ω̄ of the subgraph Ω as

δΩ := {y ∈ V \Ω : ∃x ∈ Ω, s.t. y ∼ x} ,
Ω̄ := Ω ∪ δΩ.

Denote δΩ by δ1Ω, and for a positive integer l define the l-th layer boundary
as

δlΩ := δ(Ω ∪ δ1Ω ∪ . . . ∪ δl−1Ω).

For f ∈ C(Ω), the Dirichlet Laplace operator is defined as

∆D
Ωf := ∆f∗|Ω,

where f∗ ∈ C(G) obtained by extending functions to be 0 on Ωc. Note
that ∆D

Ω is self-adjoint with respect to the Hermitian scalar product [2,
Proposition 2.2]. For f ∈ C(Ω̄) and x ∈ δΩ, define the discrete outward
normal derivative of f at x as

∂f

∂n
(x) :=

∑

x∼y∈Ω
∇yxf.

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 Ω be a finite subgraph of G = (V,E), then for all func-

tions f ∈ C(Ω) define the Dirichlet poly-Laplace operator ∆l,D
Ω : C(Ω) →

C(Ω) as

∆l,D
Ω f := ∆lf∗|Ω,

where f∗ ∈ C(G) obtained by extending functions to be 0 on Ωc. In partic-

ular, we know ∆1,D
Ω is the Dirichlet Laplace operator ∆D

Ω .

Lemma 2.2. Let Ω be a finite subgraph of G = (V,E), then (−1)l∆l,D
Ω is

self-adjoint and positive definite.

Proof. For all functions f, g ∈ C(Ω), we have
〈
(−1)l∆l,D

Ω f, g
〉
Ω
=
〈
(−∆G)

l f∗|Ω, g
〉
Ω
=
〈
(−∆G)

l f∗, g∗
〉
V
.
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Since ∆G is self-adjoint, then
〈
(−∆G)

l f∗, g∗
〉
V
=
〈
f∗, (−∆G)

l g∗
〉
V
=
〈
f, (−1)l∆l,D

Ω g
〉
Ω
.

And the positive definiteness follows from the positive definiteness of −∆G.
�

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

(−1)l∆l,D
Ω f = λlf, in Ω.

Since (−1)l∆l,D
Ω is self-adjoint, positive definite and a finite dimensional

operator, then there exist |Ω| eigenvalues (with multiplicities), all of which
are positive real numbers. We label them in increasing order

0 < λl
1(Ω) 6 λl

2(Ω) 6 . . . 6 λl
|Ω|(Ω).

Denote the corresponding eigenfunctions by {φl
i}16i6|Ω| respectively.

Lemma 2.3. (Domain monotonicity) For finite subgraphs Ω1 and Ω2 of
G = (V,E), if Ω1 ⊆ Ω2, then for all 1 6 k 6 |Ω1|

λl
k(Ω1) > λl

k(Ω2).

Proof. Since the poly-Laplace (−1)l∆l,D
Ω can be written in the min-max form

(2.1) λl
k(Ω) = min

M ⊆ C(Ω)
dimM = k

max
f ∈ M

‖f‖ℓ2(Ω) = 1

〈(−1)l∆l,D
Ω f, f〉Ω.

�

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

σ(T ) := {λ ∈ C : λI − T not invertible} .
And inf σ(T ) is the bottom of the spectrum of T .

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

(2.2) λl
k(G) = inf

M ⊆ C0(V )
dimM = k

max
f ∈ M

‖f‖ℓ2(G) = 1

〈(−∆)lf, f〉G.

Fact 2.5. On an infinite graph G = (V,E) with bounded degree sup
x∈V

degx <

+∞, the poly-Laplace (−∆)l is a bounded linear operator from ℓ2(G) to
ℓ2(G), then

(1) λl
k(G) ⊆ σ((−∆)l),

(2) σ((−∆)l) = (σ(−∆))l,

(3) λl
1(G) = inf σ((−∆)l) = (inf σ(−∆))l =

(
λ1
1(G)

)l
.
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Definition 2.6. Let G = (V,E) be an infinite graph. A sequence of subsets
of vertices W = {Wi}∞i=1 is called an exhaustion of G, if it satisfies

(1) W1 ⊆ W2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Wi ⊆ · · · ⊆ V ,
(2) |Wi| < ∞, for all i = 1, 2, · · ·,
(3) V = ∪∞

i=1Wi .

By the exhaustion method we can estimate the eigenvalues of the poly-
Laplace on G as Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By the domain monotonicity λl
k(Wi) > λl

k(Wi+1),
then the limit exists follows from the definition (2.1) and (2.2). �

2.3. The integer lattice Zd and the Fourier transform on Zd. Let Zd

be the d-dimensional integer lattice, and choose S = {e1, . . . , ed,−e1, . . . ,−ed}
as the generating set. Here ei ∈ Zd is the vector whose i-th component is 1
and the rest are 0. Thus consider Zd as the Cayley graph generated by S.
For any s ∈ S, the gradient operator ∇s : C(Zd) → C(Zd) can be written
for a function f ∈ C(Zd) as

∇sf(x) = f(x+ s)− f(x).

Note that the gradient operator on Zd satisfies the integration by parts and
commutative law as follows.

Fact 2.7. (Integration by parts) For all 1 ≤ i ≤ d and f, g ∈ C0(Z
d), we

have
〈∇eif, g〉Zd = 〈f,∇−eig〉Zd .

(Commutative law) For all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d and f ∈ C(Zd), we have

∇ei∇ejf = ∇ej∇eif.

Next, we introduce the Fourier transform on Zd. For z ∈ [−π, π]d, we

define hz(x) : Zd → C as hz(x) = ei〈x,z〉, where 〈x, z〉 =
∑d

i=1 xizi. Thus,

for all f ∈ ℓ1(Zd), the Fourier transform on Zd is defined by

F : C
Zd → C

[−π,π]d

f 7→ f̂ ,

and

f̂(z) =
∑

x∈Zd

e−i〈x,z〉f(x) = 〈f, hz〉Zd ,

f(x) = (2π)d
∫

[−π,π]d
ei〈x,z〉f̂(z)dz.

Let Ω be a finite subgraph of Zd, and write Φ(z) =
∑d

i=1(2 − 2 cos zi) for

z ∈ [−π, π]d. Then we prove several critical lemmas as follows.

Lemma 2.8. Let l be a positive integer, then for all f ∈ C0(Z
d) we have

̂(−∆)lf(z) = (Φ(z))lf̂(z), ∀z ∈ [−π, π]d.
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Proof. By the definition of Fourier transform, for all z ∈ [−π, π]d, we have

̂(−∆)lf(z) =
∑

x∈Zd

e−i〈x,z〉(−∆)lf(x)

=
∑

x∈Zd

(−∆)e−i〈x,z〉(−∆)l−1f(x)

= Φ(z)
∑

x∈Zd

e−i〈x,z〉(−∆)l−1f(x)

= (Φ(z))l
∑

x∈Zd

e−i〈x,z〉f(x) = (Φ(z))lf̂(z).

�

Lemma 2.9. Let Ω be a finite subgraph of Zd. For all f ∈ C(Ω), the
following equalities holds:

〈f, f〉Ω =
1

(2π)d

∫

[−π,π]d
|〈f, hz〉Ω|2dz,(2.3)

〈f, (−1)l∆l,D
Ω f〉Ω =

1

(2π)d

∫

[−π,π]d
(Φ(z))l|〈f, hz〉Ω|2dz.(2.4)

Proof. The result of (2.3) follows from the Plancherel formula. For (2.4),
letting 1 ≤ i1 ≤ d, we compute

1

(2π)d

∫

[−π,π]d
(2− 2coszi1)|〈f, hz〉Ω|2dz

=
1

(2π)d

∫

[−π,π]d
|e−i〈ei1 ,z〉 − 1|2|〈f, hz〉Ω|2dz

=
1

(2π)d

∫

[−π,π]d
|〈f, (e−i〈ei1 ,z〉 − 1)hz〉Ω|2dz

=
1

(2π)d

∫

[−π,π]d
|〈f∗,∇−ei1

hz〉Zd |2dz

=
1

(2π)d

∫

[−π,π]d
|〈∇ei1

f∗, hz〉Zd |2dz

=〈∇ei1
f∗,∇ei1

f∗〉Zd = 〈f∗,∇−ei1
∇ei1

f∗〉Zd ,

which follows from (2.3) and the integration by parts, see Fact 2.7. Then
by summing over all coordinate directions for 1 ≤ i1, . . . , il ≤ d we get

1

(2π)d

∫

[−π,π]d
(Φ(z))l|〈f, hz〉Ω|2dz =

d∑

i1,...,il=1

〈f∗,∇−eil
∇eil

· · · ∇−ei1
∇ei1

f∗〉Zd

= 〈f∗, (−∆)lf∗〉Zd = 〈f, (−1)l∆l,D
Ω f〉Ω.

�



12 BOBO HUA AND RUOWEI LI

Lemma 2.10. Let Ω be a finite subgraph of Zd, then the following holds:

(2.5) 〈hz , hz〉Ω = |Ω|.

(2.6) |〈hz, (−1)l∆l,D
Ω (hz|Ω)〉Ω| 6 (Φ(z))l|Ω|+ |∂lΩ|,

where

|∂lΩ| =
∑

x∈δΩ∪...∪δlΩ

∑

y∈B(x,l)∩Ω
|alxy|

6 4ldl (|δΩ|+ . . . |δlΩ|) ,

and alxy is defined by (1.4). In particular, for p = 1 and p = 2, the terms

|∂1Ω| and |∂2Ω| can be bounded by (2.7) and (2.8) respectively.

Proof. The first result (2.5) follows from

〈hz, hz〉Ω =
∑

x∈Ω
hz(x)hz(x) =

∑

x∈Ω
1 = |Ω|.

Note that

|〈hz , (−1)l∆l,D
Ω (hz|Ω)〉Ω| = |〈h∗z , (−∆)l (hz|Ω)∗〉Zd |.

Since

|〈hz, (−∆)l (hz |Ω)∗〉Zd | =| ̂(−∆)l (hz|Ω)∗(z)|

=|(Φ(z))l ̂(hz|Ω)∗(z)|
=(Φ(z))l|Ω|,

and by the definition (1.4)

|〈hz , (−∆)l (hz|Ω)∗〉Ωc | 6
∑

x∈Ωc

|e−i〈x,z〉(−∆)l (hz|Ω)∗ (x)|

6
∑

x∈δΩ∪...∪δlΩ
|

∑

y∈B(x,l)∩Ω
alxyhz(y)|

6
∑

x∈δΩ∪...∪δlΩ

∑

y∈B(x,l)∩Ω
|alxy| =: |∂lΩ|.

Then we can estimate the left-hand side of (2.6) as

|〈hz , (−1)l∆l,D
Ω (hz|Ω)〉Ω| 6 |〈hz , (−∆)l (hz|Ω)∗〉Zd |+ |〈hz , (−∆)l (hz|Ω)∗〉Ωc |

6 (Φ(z))l|Ω|+ |∂lΩ|,
Similar to (1.4), we define

(D +A)lf(x) =

l∑

m=0

(
l
m

)
Dl−mAmf(x) =:

∑

y∈B(x,l)

blxyf(y),
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where D is the degree matrix and A is the adjacency matrix. Then
∑

y∈B(x,l)

|alxy| 6
∑

y∈B(x,l)

blxy 6
∑

y

(
(D +A)l

)
xy

6 4ldl,

Hence we can get a upper estimate

|∂lΩ| =
∑

x∈δΩ∪...∪δlΩ

∑

y∈B(x,l)∩Ω
|alxy| 6 4ldl (|δΩ|+ . . . |δlΩ|) .

In particular, for l = 1 we have

|〈hz ,−∆D
Ω (hz|Ω)〉Ω| =

∑

(x,y)∈E(Ω)

|∇xyhz|2 +
∑

(x,y)∈E(Ω,δΩ)

|hz(x)|2(2.7)

6 Φ(z)|Ω|+ |E(Ω, δΩ)|.
And for l = 2 we have

∑

x∈Ωc

|∆2 (hz|Ω)∗ (x)| 6
∑

x∈δΩ
|∆2 (hz|Ω)∗ (x)|+

∑

x∈δ2Ω
|∆2 (hz|Ω)∗ (x)|

=: I + II.

For convenience, denote E1 := |E(δΩ,Ω)|, E2 := |E(δΩ)|, E3 := |E(δΩ, δ2Ω)|.
Then

I =
∑

x∈δΩ
|
∑

y∼x

(∆ (hz|Ω)∗ (y)−∆(hz|Ω)∗ (x)) |

6
∑

(x,y)∈E(δΩ,Ω)

+
∑

(x,y)∈E(δΩ)

+
∑

(x,y)∈E(δΩ,δ2Ω)

|∆(hz|Ω)∗ (y)−∆(hz|Ω)∗ (x)|

=
∑

(x,y)∈E(δΩ,Ω)

∣∣∣∣∆(hz|Ω)∗ (y) +
∂ (hz|Ω)∗

∂n
(x)

∣∣∣∣+

∑

(x,y)∈E(δΩ)

∣∣∣∣−
∂ (hz|Ω)∗

∂n
(y) +

∂ (hz|Ω)∗
∂n

(x)

∣∣∣∣+
∑

(x,y)∈E(δΩ,δ2Ω)

∣∣∣∣
∂ (hz|Ω)∗

∂n
(x)

∣∣∣∣

6 4dE1 + (E1 + 2E2 + E3)max
x∈δΩ

∣∣∣∣
∂ (hz|Ω)∗

∂n
(x)

∣∣∣∣ .

II 6
∑

x∈δ2Ω
|
∑

y∼x

(∆ (hz|Ω)∗ (y)−∆(hz|Ω)∗ (x)) |

6
∑

(x,y)∈E(δ2Ω,δΩ)

|∆(hz|Ω)∗ (y)|

6
∑

(x,y)∈E(δ2Ω,δΩ)

∑

(y,y′)∈E(δΩ,Ω)

|hz(y′)| 6 E3E1.
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Hence

(2.8) |∂2Ω| 6 4dE1 + (E1 + 2E2 + E3)max
x∈δΩ

∣∣∣∣
∂ (hz|Ω)∗

∂n
(x)

∣∣∣∣ + 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
Ω of Zd. Recall that

(−1)l∆l,D
Ω f = λlf, in Ω.

There are |Ω| positive real eigenvalues (with multiplicities)

0 < λl
1 6 λl

2 6 . . . 6 λl
|Ω|.

and denote the corresponding eigenfunctions by {φl
i}16i6|Ω| 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 6 γ1 6 . . . 6 γs be its eigenvalues, and choose an
orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions {fi}16i6|Ω|, where fi corresponds to γi.
Then for any 1 6 k 6 s and any vector g ∈ W one has

(3.1) γk+1〈g, g〉 6 〈g, Lg〉 +
k∑

j=1

(γk+1 − γj)|〈g, fj〉|2.

By choosing g = hz|Ω and fj = φl
j, we can derive an inequality between

λl
k+1 and

∑k
j=1 λ

l
j as follows.

Lemma 3.2. Let Ω be a finite subgraph of Zd. For any 1 6 k 6 |Ω| and a
measurable set B ⊂ [−π, π]d, we have

λl
k+1(|Ω||B| − (2π)dk) 6 |Ω| ·

∫

z∈B
(Φ(z))ldz − (2π)d

k∑

j=1

λl
j + |B| · |∂lΩ|,

where Φ(z) =
∑d

i=1(2− 2 cos zi), and λl
k+1 = 0 if k = |Ω|.

Proof. In Lemma 3.1, we choose

W = C
Ω, L = (−1)l∆l,D

Ω , g = hz|Ω, γj = λl
j , fj = φl

j ,

which satisfying the conditions of Lemma 3.1 since (−1)l∆l,D
Ω is self-adjoint

and positive definite. Integrating both sides of the inequality (3.1) over a
measurable set B ⊂ [−π, π]d yields

λl
k+1

∫

z∈B
〈hz , hz〉Ω 6

∫

z∈B
〈hz , (−1)l∆l,D

Ω (hz|Ω)〉Ω +

k∑

j=1

(λl
k+1 − λl

j)

∫

z∈B
|〈hz , φl

j〉Ω|2.
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By Lemma 2.10, the left-hand side is equal to λl
k+1|B||Ω|, and the right-hand

side

6

∫

z∈B
((Φ(z))l|Ω|+ |∂lΩ|)dz + (2π)d

k∑

j=1

(λl
k+1 − λl

j)〈φl
j , φ

l
j〉Ω

= |Ω| ·
∫

z∈B
(Φ(z))ldz + |B| · |∂lΩ|+ (2π)d

k∑

j=1

(λl
k+1 − λl

j),

which completes the proof of this lemma. �

Then we can prove the upper bound estimate (a) of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (a). In Lemma 3.2, for 1 6 k 6 min{1, Vd

2d
}|Ω|, we

choose the measurable set B as a ball of radius 2π( k
Vd|Ω|)

1
d centered at the

origin in Rd, so that the radius R = 2π( k
Vd|Ω|)

1
d 6 π and |B| = k(2π)d

|Ω| . Thus

we derive an inequality

(3.2) (2π)d
k∑

j=1

λl
j 6 |Ω| ·

∫

z∈B
(Φ(z))ldz + |B| · |∂lΩ|.

In the rest of the proof, we need to estimate
∫
z∈B(Φ(z))

ldz. And by calcu-
lation,

(Φ(z))l = (

d∑

i=1

(2− 2 cos zi))
l = (

d∑

i=1

4 sin2
zi
2
)l 6 (

d∑

i=1

z2i )
l = |z|2l.

This yields that
∫

z∈B
(Φ(z))ldz 6

∫

z∈B
|z|2ldz = dVd

∫ R

0
r2l · rd−1dr =

dVd

d+ 2l
R2l+d.

Applying the above inequality to (3.2), we obtain

1

k

k∑

j=1

λl
j 6

dVd

d+ 2l

|Ω|Rd+2l

k(2π)d
+

|∂lΩ|
|Ω|

= (2π)2l
d

d+ 2l
(

k

Vd|Ω|
)
2l
d +

|∂lΩ|
|Ω| .

Similarly, for 1 6 k 6 min{1, Vd

2d+1 }|Ω|, we choose R′ = 2
1
dR , which implies

R′ = 2π( 2k
Vd|Ω|)

1
d 6 π and |B′| = 2k(2π)d

|Ω| . Then we repeat the above proof

and ignore the term
∑k

j=1 λ
l
j , obtaining that

k(2π)dλl
k+1 6 |Ω| ·

∫

z∈B′

(Φ(z))ldz + |B′| · |∂lΩ|

6 |Ω| · dVd

d+ 2l
R′d+2l +

2k(2π)d|∂lΩ|
|Ω| ,
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which implies that

λl
k+1 6 (2π)2l

d · 2d+2l
d

d+ 2l
(

k

Vd|Ω|
)
2l
d + 2

|∂lΩ|
|Ω| .

�

3.2. Lower bound. To prove the lower bound estimate ((b) of Theorem
1.1), 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 Rd such that 0 6 F 6 M and∫

[−π,π]d
F (z)dz > K.

Assume

(
K

MVd
)
1
d 6

√
6 < π.

Then we have
∫

[−π,π]d
(Φ(z))lF (z)dz >

l∑

m=0

(
l
m

)(
− 1

12

)m dK

d+ 2(l +m)
(

K

MVd
)
2(l+m)

d > 0,

where Φ(z) =
∑d

i=1(2− 2 cos zi).

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that
∫
[−π,π]d F (z)dz = K by de-

creasing F as necessary. Then prove the lemma in two steps.
Step 1: First we are going to construct a radially symmetric function

ϕ(z) : [−π, π]d → R such that 0 6 ϕ(z) 6 (Φ(z))l. Since 2 − 2 cos x ≥
x2 − x4/12 for all x. Then

d∑

i=1

(2− 2 cos zi) >
d∑

i=1

(z2i −
1

12
z4i ) >

d∑

i=1

z2i −
1

12

(
d∑

i=1

z2i

)2

= |z|2 − 1

12
|z|4,

which means for |z| 6 π < 2
√
3

(Φ(z))l = (
d∑

i=1

(2− 2 cos zi))
l >

(
|z|2 − 1

12
|z|4
)l

=: H(|z|).

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

ϕ(z) =

{
H(|z|), |z| 6

√
6,

H(
√
6) = 3l,

√
6 < |z| 6 π.

Since Φ(z) is monotone increasing in [−π, π]d along each half line starting
at 0, then we get that (Φ(z))l > ϕ(z) for all z ∈ [−π, π]d.

Step 2: Since F > 0, we can give a lower bound of
∫
[−π,π]d(Φ(z))

lF (z)dz
as

(3.3)

∫

[−π,π]d
(Φ(z))lF (z)dz >

∫

[−π,π]d
ϕ(z)F (z)dz.
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Let R = ( K
MVd

)
1
d 6

√
6 < π such that MRdVd = K, and define

F̃ (z) =

{
M , |z| 6 R,

0 , |z| > R.

Then we have ∫

[−π,π]d
F̃ (z)dz =

∫

[−π,π]d
F (z)dz = K.

We claim that F̃ minimizes the integral
∫
[−π,π]d ϕ(z)F (z)dz for all functions

F satisfying 0 6 F 6 M and
∫
[−π,π]d F (z)dz = K. Since ϕ(z) is monotonic

and radially symmetric, then
∫

[−π,π]d
ϕ(z)(F (z) − F̃ (z))dz

=

∫

[−π,π]d\BR

ϕ(z)F (z)dz −
∫

BR

ϕ(z)(M − F (z))dz

>ϕ(R)

∫

[−π,π]d\BR

F (z)dz − ϕ(R)

∫

BR

(M − F (z))dz

=ϕ(R)(

∫

[−π,π]d
F (z)dz −

∫

BR

Mdz) = 0.

Thus we have the estimate
∫

[−π,π]d
(Φ(z))lF (z)dz >

∫

[−π,π]d
ϕ(z)F (z)dz >

∫

[−π,π]d
ϕ(z)F̃ (z)dz

=M

∫

BR

ϕ(z)dz = MdVd

∫ R

0
H(r)rd−1dr

=MdVd

(
l∑

m=0

(
l
m

)(
− 1

12

)m Rd+2(l+m)

d+ 2(l +m)

)

=
l∑

m=0

(
l
m

)(
− 1

12

)m dK

d+ 2(l +m)
(

K

MVd
)
2(l+m)

d ,

which is positive when R = ( K
MVd

)
1
d 6

√
6. �

Then we can prove the lower bound estimate (b) of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (b). Suppose eigenfunctions {φl
j}kj=1 form a standard-

ized orthogonal basis in ℓ2(Ω). We define Pj as the projection operator on

the space spanned by φl
j , and P as the projection operator on the space

spanned by {φl
j}kj=1. Let hz(x) = ei〈z,x〉 as before. To apply Lemma 3.3, let

Fj(z) = 〈Pjhz, Pjhz〉Ω = ‖Pjhz‖2ℓ2(Ω),
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F (z) =

k∑

j=1

Fj(z) = ‖Phz‖2ℓ2(Ω).

By Lemma 2.10, we have

F (z) = ‖Phz‖2ℓ2(Ω) =

k∑

j=1

|〈φl
j , hz〉Ω|2 6 ‖hz‖2ℓ2(Ω) = |Ω|,

∫

[−π,π]d
F (z)dz =

k∑

j=1

∫

[−π,π]d
|〈φl

j , hz〉Ω|2dz = (2π)d
k∑

j=1

〈φl
j , φ

l
j〉Ω = k(2π)d,

∫

[−π,π]d
(Φ(z))lF (z)dz =

k∑

j=1

∫

[−π,π]d
(Φ(z))l|〈φl

j , hz〉Ω|2dz

= (2π)d
k∑

j=1

〈φl
j , (−1)l∆l,D

Ω φl
j〉Ω = (2π)d

k∑

j=1

λl
j .

By Lemma 3.3 with M = |Ω|,K = k(2π)d, we get

λl
k(Ω) >

1

k

k∑

j=1

λl
j(Ω)

>

l∑

m=0

(
l
m

)(
− 1

12

)m

(2π)2(l+m) d

d+ 2(l +m)
(

k

|Ω|Vd
)
2(l+m)

d ,

which is positive when k 6 min{1, (
√
6

2π )
dVd}|Ω|. �

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

Next we want to compare the eigenvalue of ∆2l,D
Ω and the square of eigen-

value of (−1)l∆l,D
Ω . First we prove a lemma as follows.

Lemma 3.4. Let Ω be a finite subgraph of G and l ∈ N+, then for all
f ∈ C(Ω),

〈
(
∆l,D

Ω

)2
f, f〉Ω 6 〈∆2l,D

Ω f, f〉Ω.

Proof. For all f ∈ C(Ω), we have

〈
(
∆l,D

Ω

)2
f, f〉Ω = 〈∆l,D

Ω f,∆l,D
Ω f〉Ω = 〈∆lf∗|Ω,∆lf∗|Ω〉Ω

6 〈∆lf∗,∆lf∗〉G = 〈∆2lf∗, f∗〉G
= 〈∆2lf∗|Ω, f〉Ω = 〈∆2l,D

Ω f, f〉Ω.
�

The following lemma states that there is no ℓ2-eigenfunction of poly-
Laplace on Zd.
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Lemma 3.5. For l ∈ N+ and λl > 0, if f ∈ ℓ2(Zd) satisfies

(3.4) (−∆)lf(x) = λlf(x) on Z
d.

Then f ≡ 0.

Proof. Since ℓ2(Zd) is the completion of C0(Z
d) in ℓ2 norm. Assume that

there exists a function f ∈ C0(Z
d) satisfying (3.4). By the Fourier transform

of both sides of (3.4), we have

(Φ(z))lf̂(z) = λlf̂(z) on [−π, π]d.

Then
{
z ∈ [−π, π]d| f̂(z) 6= 0

}
⊆
{
z ∈ [−π, π]d| (Φ(z))l = λl

}
,

which is a set of Lebesgue measure zero. Hence f̂(z)
a.e.
= 0, and then f(x) = 0

on Zd. �

Then we are ready to prove that the eigenvalues of ∆2l,D
Ω are at least as

large as the squares of the eigenvalues of (−1)l∆l,D
Ω .

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By the Min-Max-Theorem and Lemma 3.4, we know
(
λl
k

)2
= min

M ⊆ C(Ω)
dimM = k

max
f ∈ M

‖f‖ℓ2 = 1

〈(−1)l∆l,D
Ω f, f〉2Ω

6 min
M ⊆ C(Ω)
dimM = k

max
f ∈ M

‖f‖ℓ2 = 1

〈∆l,D
Ω f,∆l,D

Ω f〉Ω〈f, f〉Ω

= min
M ⊆ C(Ω)
dimM = k

max
f ∈ M

‖f‖ℓ2 = 1

〈
(
∆l,D

Ω

)2
f, f〉Ω

6 min
M ⊆ C(Ω)
dimM = k

max
f ∈ M

‖f‖ℓ2 = 1

〈∆2l,D
Ω f, f〉Ω = λ2l

k ,

Moreover, if Ω is a finite subgraph of Zd, and the equality
(
λl
k

)2
= λ2l

k holds,
then

λ2l
k = max

f ∈ M0

‖f‖ℓ2 = 1

〈∆2l,D
Ω f, f〉Ω = max

f ∈ M0

‖f‖ℓ2 = 1

〈(−1)l∆l,D
Ω f, f〉2Ω =

(
λl
k

)2
.

Suppose f0 ∈ M0 such that ‖f0‖ℓ2 = 1 and

(
λl
k

)2
= 〈(−1)l∆l,D

Ω f0, f0〉2Ω.
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Then
(
λl
k

)2
= 〈(−∆)lf∗

0 , f
∗
0 〉2Zd 6 〈(−∆)lf∗

0 , (−∆)lf∗
0 〉Zd〈f∗

0 , f
∗
0 〉Zd

= 〈(−∆)2lf∗
0 , f

∗
0 〉Zd = 〈∆2l,D

Ω f0, f0〉Ω 6 λ2l
k ,

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 µ
such that (−∆)lf∗

0 = µf∗
0 . By Lemma 3.5 we have f∗

0 ≡ 0, which contradicts
to ‖f0‖ℓ2 = 1. �

We also have the same estimate in the continuous settings.

Theorem 3.6. Let Ω be a connected bounded domain with smooth boundary
in Rd and ν be the outward unit normal vector field of ∂Ω. For a positive
integer l, if λil

k (i = 1, 2) are the k-th eigenvalues of the Dirichlet poly-Laplace
problems {

(−∆)ilf = λilf,

f = ∂f
∂ν = . . . = ∂il−1f

∂il−1ν
= 0,

in Ω,

on ∂Ω,

respectively. Then
(
λl
k

)2
6 λ2l

k .

Proof. Recall

H il
0 (Ω) =



f : ‖f‖Hil =

∑

|α|6il

‖Dαf‖L2 < +∞, Dαf |∂Ω = 0 for |α| 6 il − 1



 ,

and note that H il
0 (Ω) is the completion of C∞

0 (Ω) in H il norm. Then

(
λl
k

)2
= inf

M ⊆ H l
0(Ω)

dimM = k

sup
f ∈ M

‖f‖L2 = 1

〈∇lf,∇lf〉2Ω

= inf
M ⊆ C∞

0 (Ω)
dimM = k

sup
f ∈ M

‖f‖L2 = 1

〈(−∆)lf, f〉2Ω

6 inf
M ⊆ C∞

0 (Ω)
dimM = k

sup
f ∈ M

‖f‖L2 = 1

〈(−∆)lf, (−∆)lf〉Ω〈f, f〉Ω

= inf
M ⊆ H2l

0 (Ω)
dimM = k

sup
f ∈ M

‖f‖L2 = 1

〈(−∆)lf, (−∆)lf〉Ω = λ2l
k .

�
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4. Appendix

The following numerical experiment illustrates that on the path graph
[0, n] ⊆ Z, the ratio of the squares of discrete Dirichlet Laplace eigenvalues
and Dirichlet bi-Laplace eigenvalues in Remark 1.4 (3) approximates the
continuous case (0, n) ⊆ R, that is,

(
λ1
k([0, n])

)2

λ2
k([0, n])

→ ck =

(
λ1
k((0, 1))

)2

λ2
k((0, 1))

< 1 as n → +∞,

suggesting that the definition (1.5) is reasonable.
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Figure 1. This figure shows the convergence of ratio of eigenvalues.
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“Équations aux Dérivées Partielles” (La Chapelle sur Erdre, 2000), pages Exp. No.
XX, 14. Univ. Nantes, Nantes, 2000. 1

[23] H. A. Levine and M. H. Protter. Unrestricted lower bounds for eigenvalues for classes
of elliptic equations and systems of equations with applications to problems in elas-
ticity. Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 7(2):210–222, 1985. 1

[24] Peter Li and Shing Tung Yau. On the Schrödinger equation and the eigenvalue prob-
lem. Comm. Math. Phys., 88(3):309–318, 1983. 1, 1, 1, 3, 3.2, 3.3

[25] Elliott H. Lieb. The number of bound states of one-body Schroedinger operators and
the Weyl problem. In Geometry of the Laplace operator (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math.,
Univ. Hawaii, Honolulu, Hawaii, 1979), volume XXXVI of Proc. Sympos. Pure Math.,
pages 241–252. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1980. 1



EIGENVALUE ESTIMATES FOR THE POLY-LAPLACE 23

[26] Antonios D. Melas. A lower bound for sums of eigenvalues of the Laplacian. Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc., 131(2):631–636, 2003. 1

[27] Y. Netrusov and T. Weidl. On Lieb-Thirring inequalities for higher order operators
with critical and subcritical powers. Comm. Math. Phys., 182(2):355–370, 1996. 1
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