
A NOTE ON OPTIMIZATION OF THE SECOND POSITIVE
NEUMANN EIGENVALUE FOR PARALLELOGRAMS

VLADIMIR LOTOREICHIK AND JONATHAN ROHLEDER

Abstract. It has recently been conjectured by Bogosel, Henrot, and Michetti
that the second positive eigenvalue of the Neumann Laplacian is maximized,
among all planar convex domains of fixed perimeter, by the rectangle with one
edge length equal to twice the other. In this note we prove that this conjecture
is true within the class of parallelogram domains.

1. Introduction

On a bounded, sufficiently regular domain Ω ⊂ R2 the eigenvalue problem for
the Laplacian with Neumann boundary conditions is given by{

−∆ψ = µψ in Ω,
∂νψ = 0 on ∂Ω,

where ∂νψ denotes the derivative of ψ in the direction of the exterior unit normal
field on the boundary ∂Ω. This problem has a sequence of eigenvalues 0 = µ1(Ω) <
µ2(Ω) ≤ µ3(Ω) ≤ . . . , which we count according to their respective multiplicities.
A classical result due to Szegő (and Weinberger, in higher dimensions) states that
among all Ω of fixed area, µ2(Ω) is maximized by the disk, see e.g. [7, Theorem
7.1.1]. About half of a decade later it was shown by Girouard, Nadirashvili, and
Polterovich [6] that the unique maximizer of µ3(Ω) under an area constraint is the
disjoint union of two disks; this was generalized to higher dimensions by Bucur
and Henrot [3]. A related question which has attracted considerable interest in
recent years is the maximization of eigenvalues under a perimeter constraint, i.e.
determining the quantity

sup
{
µk(Ω)|∂Ω|2 : Ω ⊂ R2 convex

}
(1.1)

for some k ≥ 2, where |∂Ω| denotes the perimeter of Ω, and finding optimal shapes
if they exist. It is well known that this supremum is infinity if the convexity
assumption on Ω is omitted, see, e.g. the construction in [8, Proposition 3.3]. On
the other hand, it was recently shown in [2, Theorem 2.6] that this supremum is
always attained, i.e. a maximizing shape exists for each k.

The case k = 2 has seen considerable progress very recently. In fact, it has
been noticed in [11, Problem 9.2] that an optimal shape for the maximization
problem (1.1) with k = 2 cannot be the disk and an open problem about the
optimal shape has been posed. It was stated as a conjecture by R. Laugesen in [1]
that µ2(Ω)|∂Ω|2 ≤ 16π2 holds for all convex Ω and that equality holds if and only if
Ω is a square or an equilateral triangle. This has been verified for special classes of
convex domains such as triangles [11] and parallelograms [8], see also [13]. However,
it has been a recent breakthrough that the conjecture is true within the class of all
convex domains with two (not necessarily orthogonal) axes of symmetry [8].

In this note we focus on the case k = 3 of the second positive Neumann eigen-
value. It was conjectured and numerically verified in [2, Section 4] that among all
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2 V. LOTOREICHIK AND J. ROHLEDER

planar convex domains of fixed perimeter the third Neumann eigenvalue is max-
imised by the rectangle one side of which is twice as long as the other. Relying
on the fact that the third Neumann eigenvalue of the rectangle can be explicitly
computed, it is not hard to see that this conjecture is equivalent to the upper bound

µ3(Ω)|∂Ω|2 ≤ 36π2 (1.2)
for any bounded convex domain Ω ⊂ R2. Inspired by this conjecture, in this note
we verify the bound (1.2) among parallelograms. This class of domains is a natural
choice due to the fact that it includes all rectangles as a subclass and thus the
conjectured optimizer is contained. In fact, we prove that the unique maximizing
domain among parallelograms is indeed the rectangle with edge length ratio 2:1.
This is done by a variational argument constructing appropriate trial functions. In
our analysis, we parametrize the parallelogram by two real parameters. After that
we split the parameter space into four disjoint regions, where in three of them we
employ appropriate trial subspaces, while in the remaining region we make use of
a general upper bound due to Kröger.

In this context, we also refer to the overview [12] on eigenvalue optimization for
the Laplacian with Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions on special domains
such as triangles or rhombi. More recent contributions address optimization of the
Robin eigenvalues on special domains such as triangles [9] or quadrilaterals [4].

As for the structure of this note, in Section 2 we provide an alternative variational
principle for the eigenvalues of the Neumann Laplacian on a parallelogram based on
a linear transformation onto a rectangle. In Section 3 we compute the corresponding
Rayleigh quotients for a collection of selected trial functions. Finally, in Section 4
we formulate and prove the main result of this note, Theorem 4.3.

2. The Neumann Laplacian on parallelograms

The aim of this section is to derive an alternative variational principle for the
eigenvalues of the Neumann Laplacian on a parallelogram. Let us denote by Ωc,d ⊂
R2 the (open) parallelogram spanned by the vectors (1, 0)⊤ and (c, d), see Figure 1,
where c ≥ 0, d > 0 and c2+d2 ≤ 1. The vertices of this parallelogram, enumerated in

(0,0) (1,0)

(c+1,d)(c,d)

Figure 1. The parallelogram Ωc,d with vertices having coordi-
nates (0, 0), (c, d), (c+ 1, d), and (1, 0).

the clockwise order, have coordinates (0, 0), (c, d), (c+1, d), and (1, 0), respectively.
It is clear that in order to verify (1.2) among all parallelograms it suffices to verify
this bound among all parallelograms Ωc,d satisfying the mentioned restrictions on
c and d; indeed, any parallelogram can be scaled in such a way that its largest side
has length 1, and then it can by rigid motion and reflection be brought into the
above form. However, the expression µ3(Ω)|∂Ω|2 is invariant under scaling, rigid
motion and reflection.

Recall that the self-adjoint Neumann Laplacian −∆Ωc,d

N in the Hilbert space
L2(Ωc,d) can be introduced via the first representation theorem using the closed,
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densely defined and non-negative quadratic form

h
Ωc,d

N [u] :=
∫

Ωc,d

|∇u|2 dxdy, dom h
Ωc,d

N := H1(Ωc,d).

The spectrum of this operator is purely discrete thanks to compactness of the
embedding of H1(Ωc,d) into L2(Ωc,d). We denote by 0 = µ1(Ωc,d) < µ2(Ωc,d) ≤
µ3(Ωc,d) ≤ . . . the eigenvalues of −∆Ωc,d

N , counted with multiplicities.
We will now construct an operator acting on the rectangle Ω0,d which is unitarily

equivalent to −∆Ωc,d

N . For this, consider the linear mapping

Φ: Ω0,d → Ωc,d, Φ(x, y) :=
(
x+ y c

d
y

)
.

It is easy to see that Φ provides a bijection from the rectangle Ω0,d onto the paral-
lelogram Ωc,d. In the next lemma, we compute the quadratic form of the operator
in L2(Ω0,d), which is unitarily equivalent to the Neumann Laplacian on Ωc,d via
the transformation Φ.

Lemma 2.1. The Neumann Laplacian −∆Ωc,d

N on Ωc,d is unitarily equivalent to the
self-adjoint operator Hc,d in the Hilbert space L2(Ω0,d) associated with the closed,
non-negative, and densely defined quadratic form

hc,d[u] :=
∫ d

0

∫ 1

0

[(
1 + c2

d2

)
|∂xu|2 + |∂yu|2 − 2c

d
Re
(
∂xu ∂yu

)]
dxdy,

dom hc,d := H1(Ωc,d).
(2.1)

Proof. The Jacobian matrix of the mapping Φ can be computed explicitly and is
given by

DΦ =
(

1 c
d

0 1

)
.

The determinant of this matrix is equal to one. Therefore, the mapping

V : L2(Ωc,d) → L2(Ω0,d), Vu := u ◦ Φ

is unitary. The self-adjoint operator V(−∆Ωc,d

N )V−1 in L2(Ω0,d) corresponds to the
closed, non-negative, densely defined quadratic form

H1(Ω0,d) ∋ u 7→
∫

Ωc,d

|∇(u ◦ Φ−1)|2 dxdy, (2.2)

where we implicitly have used that V maps H1(Ωc,d) bijectively onto H1(Ω0,d). It
remains to verify that the quadratic form (2.2) is equal to the form hc,d in (2.1). In
fact, by a direct computation using the chain rule, the substitution formula, and
the fact that detDΦ = 1, we obtain∫

Ωc,d

|∇(u ◦ Φ−1)|2 dx dy =
∫

Ωc,d

∣∣(DΦ−1)⊤(∇u) ◦ Φ−1∣∣2 dxdy

=
∫

Ω0,d

∣∣(DΦ−1)⊤∇u
∣∣2 dx dy

=
∫

Ω0,d

∣∣∣∣( ∂xu

− c
d∂xu+ ∂yu

)∣∣∣∣2 dxdy,

which leads to (2.1). □

The unitary equivalence stated in the above lemma and the classical min-max
principle (see e.g. [5, Theorem 1.28]) yield the following variational characterisation.
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Corollary 2.2. The eigenvalues of −∆Ωc,d

N are given by

µk(Ωc,d) = min
L⊂H1(Ω0,d)

dim L=k

max
u∈L∖{0}

hc,d[u]∫
Ω0,d

|u|2 dxdy
, k ∈ N,

where the minimum is taken over k-dimensional linear subspaces of H1(Ω0,d).

3. Application of the Rayleigh-Ritz principle

In this section we apply the Rayleigh–Ritz principle, based on Corollary 2.2,
to appropriate trial functions. These trial functions are chosen with the goal to
imply (1.2) on the parallelogram Ωc,d for large parts of the parameter space c ≥
0, d > 0, c2 + d2 ≤ 1. The trial functions we are going to use are the normalized
eigenfunctions of the Neumann Laplacian on the rectangle Ω0,d corresponding to
its first 5 eigenvalues. In Section 4 this will turn out useful to prove (1.2) for a large
region of points (c, d) in the parameter space and specifically in a neighborhood of
the parameter (c, d) = (0, 1

2 ) corresponding to the optimizing domain.
We are going to express the following spectral bounds in terms of the eigenvalues

of the two Hermitian matrices

Lc,d :=
(
π2
(

1 + c2

d2

)
− 8c

d2

− 8c
d2

π2

d2

)
and Mc,d :=

π2
(

1 + c2

d2

)
+ π2

d2 − 32
√

2c
3d2

− 32
√

2c
3d2 4π2

(
1 + c2

d2

) .

(3.1)

For any Hermitian matrix M of size N × N , where N ∈ N, we use the convention
to denote its eigenvalues by λ1(M) ≤ λ2(M) ≤ . . . with multiplicities taken into
account.

Proposition 3.1. The inequality

µ3(Ωc,d) ≤ λ2(Lc,d ⊕ Mc,d)

holds for all c ≥ 0 and all d > 0.

Proof. Let us consider the following five functions on the rectangle Ω0,d

ψ1(x, y) = 1√
d
, ψ2(x, y) =

√
2
d

cos(πx),

ψ3(x, y) =
√

2
d

cos
(πy
d

)
, ψ4(x, y) = 2√

d
cos(πx) cos

(πy
d

)
,

ψ5(x, y) =
√

2
d

cos(2πx).

It is straightforward to see that this family of functions is orthonormal. Let P be
the orthogonal projection in the Hilbert space L2(Ω0,d) onto the subspace L :=
span {ψ1, ψ2, . . . , ψ5} of H1(Ω0,d). By [5, Corollary 1.32] we have

µk(Ωc,d) ≤ λk(PHc,dP) = λk(A), 1 ≤ k ≤ 5, (3.2)

where the operator PHc,dP has been identified with a 5 × 5 symmetric matrix
A = (αij)5

i,j=1 via

(Aξ, ξ)C5 = hc,d[ψ] if ψ =
5∑

i=1
ξiψi

for ξ ∈ C5. The entries of A are given by the formula

αij := hc,d[ψi, ψj ], 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 5.
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By a direct computation, we find that the diagonal entries of the matrix A are given
by
α11 = 0,

α22 = 2π2

d

∫ d

0

∫ 1

0

(
1 + c2

d2

)
sin2(πx) dxdy = π2

(
1 + c2

d2

)
,

α33 = 2π2

d3

∫ d

0

∫ 1

0
sin2

(πy
d

)
dxdy = π2

d2 ,

α44 = 4π2

d

∫ d

0

∫ 1

0

[(
1 + c2

d2

)
cos2

(πy
d

)
sin2(πx) + 1

d2 sin2
(πy
d

)
cos2(πx)

]
dxdy

= π2
(

1 + c2

d2

)
+ π2

d2 ,

α55 = 8π2

d

∫ d

0

∫ 1

0

(
1 + c2

d2

)
sin2(2πx) dxdy = 4π2

(
1 + c2

d2

)
.

The non-zero off-diagonal entries can be computed as follows

α23 = α32 = −2π2c

d3

∫ d

0

∫ 1

0
sin(πx) sin

(πy
d

)
dxdy = −8c

d2 ,

α45 = α54 = 2
√

2
d

∫ d

0

∫ 1

0

[(
1 + c2

d2

)
2π2 sin (2πx) sin(πx) cos

(πy
d

)
− 2π2c

d2 sin (2πx) cos(πx) sin
(πy
d

)]
dx dy = −32

√
2c

3d2 .

It is not hard to check that all the remaining entries of the matrix A are zero. From
these computations we infer that the matrix A has the block-diagonal structure

A =

0 0 0
0 Lc,d 0
0 0 Mc,d


with Lc,d and Mc,d given in (3.1). The inequality (3.2) yields that the matrix A is
non-negative and that its kernel is of dimension one. Hence, we get from the above
block-diagonal structure of A that λ3(A) = λ2(Lc,d ⊕ Mc,d) and the claim follows
from (3.2). □

4. Main result and its proof

In this section we prove the main result of this note, Theorem 4.3 below. As
a preparation we state an observation on the order of the eigenvalues of Lc,d and
Mc,d.

Lemma 4.1. For c ≥ 0 and d > 0, the lowest eigenvalues of the matrices Lc,d and
Mc,d satisfy

λ1(Lc,d) ≤ λ1(Mc,d)

and, in particular,

λ2(Lc,d ⊕ Mc,d) = min{λ2(Lc,d), λ1(Mc,d)}.

Proof. Using the trial vector (1, 0)⊤ we get that

λ1(Lc,d) ≤ π2
(

1 + c2

d2

)
.
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The quadratic form of the matrix Mc,d evaluated on the vector ξ = (ξ1, ξ2)⊤ ∈ C2

can be estimated from below using 2 Re(ξ1ξ2) ≤ 1
t |ξ1|2 + t|ξ2|2 for t > 0, applied to

t = 32
√

2c
3π2 , giving

(Mc,dξ, ξ)C2 =
[
π2
(

1 + c2

d2

)
+ π2

d2

]
|ξ1|2 + 4π2

(
1 + c2

d2

)
|ξ2|2 − 64

√
2c

3d2 Re
(
ξ1ξ2

)
≥ π2

(
1 + c2

d2

)
|ξ1|2 +

[
4π2

(
1 + c2

d2

)
− 2048

9π2
c2

d2

]
|ξ2|2

≥ π2
(

1 + c2

d2

)(
|ξ1|2 + |ξ2|2

)
.

This bound combined with the min-max principle yields that λ1(Lc,d) ≤ λ1(Mc,d).
□

Note that the eigenvalues of Lc,d and Mc,d can be computed explicitly, which we
will use. We have

λ2(Lc,d) =
π2(c2 + d2 + 1) +

√
π4(c2 + d2 − 1)2 + 256c2

2d2 (4.1)

and

λ1(Mc,d) =
3π2(5c2 + 5d2 + 1) −

√
9π4(3c2 + 3d2 − 1)2 + 8192c2

6d2 . (4.2)

Next, let us recall a bound obtained by Kröger, formulated here in the special
case of dimension 2 and the third Neumann Laplacian eigenvalue.

Theorem 4.2. ([10, Theorem 1]) Let Ω ⊂ R2 be a bounded, convex domain with
diameter dΩ. Then

µ3(Ω) ≤
(

2j0,1 + π

dΩ

)2

holds, where j0,1 ≈ 2.4048 is the first zero of the Bessel function J0.

The perimeter and the diameter of the parallelogram Ωc,d can be computed by
the formulae

|∂Ωc,d| = 2
(

1 +
√
c2 + d2

)
, dΩc,d

=
√

(1 + c)2 + d2.

Thus, the bound in Theorem 4.2 in the special case of parallelograms reads as

µ3(Ωc,d) ≤ (2j0,1 + π)2

(1 + c)2 + d2 .

Now the bound (1.2) for parallelograms follows from the following theorem; cf.
Proposition 3.1.

Theorem 4.3 (Main result). For any c ≥ 0 and d > 0 with c2 + d2 ≤ 1 we have

min
{
λ2(Lc,d ⊕ Mc,d), (2j0,1 + π)2

(1 + c)2 + d2

}
≤ 9π2

(1 +
√
c2 + d2)2

,

and, in particular,
|∂Ωc,d|2µ3(Ωc,d) ≤ 36π2.

Both inequalities are strict if (c, d) ̸= (0, 1
2 ).

Proof. Throughout this proof we will mostly work with polar coordinates

c = r cos θ, d = r sin θ, 0 < r ≤ 1, 0 < θ ≤ π

2 .
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In these coordinates, our aim is to prove that

min
{
λ2(Lr cos θ,r sin θ ⊕ Mr cos θ,r sin θ), (2j0,1 + π)2

1 + 2r cos θ + r2

}
<

9π2

(1 + r)2 (4.3)

holds for all r ∈ (0, 1], θ ∈ (0, π
2 ] such that (r, θ) ̸= ( 1

2 ,
π
2 ).

Step 1: Small angles. For

c⋆ := 2(2j0,1 + π)2

9π2 − 1 ≈ 0.4235

consider the region
R1 :=

{
(r, θ) ∈ (0, 1] × (0, π

2 ] : cos θ > c⋆

}
.

Since
(1 + r)2

18π2r
(2j0,1 + π)2 −

r + 1
r

2 =
(

(2j0,1 + π)2

18π2 − 1
2

)(
r + 1

r

)
+ (2j0,1 + π)2

9π2

is strictly increasing as a function of r ∈ (0, 1], we have

(1 + r)2

18π2r
(2j0,1 + π)2 −

r + 1
r

2 ≤ c⋆ < cos θ

for all (r, θ) ∈ R1, which is equivalent to
(2j0,1 + π)2

1 + 2r cos θ + r2 <
9π2

(1 + r)2 ,

and, thus, implies (4.3) whenever (r, θ) ∈ R1.
Step 2: Large angles and radii. Consider the region

R2 :=
{

(r, θ) ∈ (0, 1] × (0, π
2 ] : r ∈ ( 1

2 , 1), cos2 θ < 1 −
(r2 + 3

4 )2

4r2 , cos θ ≤ c⋆

}
.

We will show

λ2(Lr cos θ,r sin θ) =
π2 (r2 + 1

)
+
√
π4(r2 − 1)2 + 256r2 cos2 θ

2r2 sin2 θ
<

9π2

(1 + r)2 (4.4)

for all (r, θ) ∈ R2, cf. (4.1). First, note that cos2 θ < 1 − (r2+ 3
4 )2

4r2 implies sin2 θ >
(r2+ 3

4 )2

4r2 . Hence,

λ2(Lr cos θ,r sin θ) <
π2(r2 + 1) +

√
π4(r2 − 1)2 + 160r2 − 64r4 − 36

1
2 (r2 + 3

4 )2 , (r, θ) ∈ R2,

and, thus, in order to obtain the inequality (4.4) it is sufficient to prove

9π2(r2 + 3
4
)2

(1 + r)2 − 2π2(r2 + 1) > 2
√
π4(r2 − 1)2 + 160r2 − 64r4 − 36

for all r ∈ ( 1
2 , 1). This is done in Lemma A.1.

Step 3: Intermediate angles and radii. Let us now consider the region

R3 :=
{

(r, θ) ∈ (0, 1] × (0, π
2 ] : 1

2 < r ≤ r⋆, 1 −
(r2 + 3

4 )2

4r2 ≤ cos2 θ ≤ c2
⋆

}
,

where r⋆ :=
√

1 − c2
⋆ −

√
1
4 − c2

⋆ ≈ 0.6401. Our aim is to prove λ1(Mr cos θ,r sin θ) <
9π2

(1+r)2 in this region. Let us make the substitution t := cos2 θ in the expression for
λ1(Mr cos θ,r sin θ), see (4.2), and consider the function

g(r, t) := 3π2(5r2 + 1) −
√

9π4(3r2 − 1)2 + 8192r2t− 54π2r2

(1 + r)2 (1 − t). (4.5)
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In the described region, the first entry of the minimum in (4.3) is smaller than the
right hand side if the inequality

g(r, cos2 θ) < 0, r ∈
( 1

2 , r⋆

]
,

holds. By computing the second derivative with respect to t we infer that for any
fixed r ∈ (0, 1) the function (0, 1) ∋ t 7→ g(r, t) is strictly convex. Hence, for any
t1 < t < t2 we have g(r, t) ≤ max{g(r, t1), g(r, t2)}. Thus for (4.5) it suffices to
check that

max
{
g(r, c2

⋆), g
(
r, 1 −

(r2 + 3
4 )2

4r2

)}
< 0, r ∈

( 1
2 , r⋆

]
.

This inequality follows from Lemmata A.2 and A.4 in Appendix A.
Step 4: large angles and small radii. Let us now consider the region

R4 :=
{

(r, θ) ∈ (0, 1] × (0, π
2 ] : r ≤ 1

2 , cos θ ≤ c⋆

}
Also here we want to prove λ1(Mc,d) < 9π2

(1+r)2 provided that (r, θ) ̸= ( 1
2 ,

π
2 ) and

will use the function g defined in (4.5). By strict convexity of g with respect to t
in order to verify that g(r, cos2 θ) < 0 for all (r, θ) ∈ R4∖ {( 1

2 ,
π
2 )} it is sufficient to

check that
max{g(r, c2

⋆), g(r, 0)} ≤ 0, r ∈
(
0, 1

2
]
,

the inequality being strict if r ̸= 1
2 . This inequality follows from Lemma A.2 and

Lemma A.3 in Appendix A.
Step 5: final step. It remains to notice that the union of R1, . . . , R4 covers the

quarter of the unit disk (r, θ) ∈ (0, 1]× (0, π
2 ] without holes (see Figure 2). For this,

note that for all r ∈ (r⋆, 1] we have 1 − (r2+ 3
4 )2

4r2 > 1 − (r2
⋆+ 3

4 )2

4r2
⋆

= c2
⋆. □

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

R1

R4

R3

R2

Figure 2. The regions R1, R2, R3, and R4.
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Appendix A. Auxiliary inequalities

In this appendix, we collect some auxiliary inequalities which are used in the
proof of the main result, Theorem 4.3.

Lemma A.1. The inequality

9π2(r2 + 3
4
)2

(1 + r)2 − 2π2(r2 + 1) > 2
√
π4(r2 − 1)2 + 160r2 − 64r4 − 36 (A.1)

holds for all r > 1
2 .

Proof. Note first that the left-hand side of the inequality (A.1) is positive for all
r > 1

2 since

9(r2 + 3
4 )2 − 2(r2 + 1)(1 + r)2 = 27

8 + 6s+ 14s2 + 10s3 + 7s4,

where s = r − 1
2 > 0. Thus (A.1) follows if we can show its squared version

81π4(r2 + 3
4 )4

(1 + r)4 − 36π4 (r2 + 3
4 )2(r2 + 1)

(1 + r)2 + 4π4(r2 + 1)2

> 4
(
π4(r2 − 1)2 + 160r2 − 64r4 − 36

)
,

which is equivalent to

81π4(r2 + 3
4 )4 − 36π4(r2 + 3

4 )2(r2 + 1)(1 + r)2 + 4π4(r2 + 1)2(1 + r)4

− 4
(
π4(r2 − 1)2 + 160r2 − 64r4 − 36

)
(1 + r)4 > 0

(A.2)

for r > 1
2 . Furthermore, by collecting the terms with respectively without the factor

π4 and factorizing one sees that the left-hand side of (A.2) equals
2r − 1

256

(
4096(1 + r)4(2r − 3)(2r + 1)(2r + 3)

+ π4(6r − 1)(4r2 − 8r + 9)(12r2 + 8r + 17)(20r2 + 8r + 9)
)
.

Since 4r2 − 8r + 9 > 0 holds for all real r and π4 > 96 = 3 · 32, to obtain (A.2) it
suffices to show p(r) > 0 for all r > 1

2 , where

p(r) = 128(1 + r)4(2r − 3)(2r + 1)(2r + 3)
+ 3(6r − 1)(4r2 − 8r + 9)(12r2 + 8r + 17)(20r2 + 8r + 9)

= 32
(
162 + 1269s+ 2502s2 + 3759s3 + 3680s4 + 3136s5 + 1552s6 + 572s7)

for s = r − 1
2 . Especially, for r > 1

2 we have s > 0 and, hence, p(r) > 0. This
completes the proof of the lemma. □

For the remainder of this appendix, recall that the constants c⋆ and r⋆ are given
by

c⋆ = 2(2j0,1 + π)2

9π2 − 1 ≈ 0.4235, r⋆ =
√

1 − c2
⋆ −

√
1
4 − c2

⋆ ≈ 0.6401.

Lemma A.2. The inequality

3π2(5r2 + 1) −
√

9π4(3r2 − 1)2 + 8192r2c2
⋆ − 54π2r2

(1 + r)2 (1 − c2
⋆) < 0

holds for all r ∈ (0, 1].
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Proof. It suffices to check that for all r ∈ (0, 1](
3π2(5r2 + 1) − 54π2r2

(1 + r)2 (1 − c2
⋆)
)2

< 9π4(3r2 − 1)2 + 8192r2c2
⋆.

After multiplying the inequality by (1 + r)4 we end up with the necessity to show
that for all r ∈ (0, 1](

9π4(3r2 − 1)2+ 8192r2c2
⋆

)
(1 + r)4

−
(
3π2(5r2 + 1)(1 + r)2 − 54π2r2(1 − c2

⋆)
)2
> 0.

Simplifying the left-hand side and dividing it by r2 leads to the requirement to
show that the polynomial

G(r) := 324π4(1 − c2
⋆)(5r2 + 1)(1 + r)2 − 144π4(1 + r2)(1 + r)4

− 2916π4r2(1 − c2
⋆)2 + 8192c2

⋆(1 + r)4

is positive for r ∈ (0, 1]. In fact, by a direct computation we get that G(0) > 0.
Suppose for the moment that G is not positive on the whole interval (0, 1]. Then
there exists r0 ∈ (0, 1] such that G(r0) = 0. In this case one of the following r0 ∈
(0, 1

2 ], r0 ∈ ( 1
2 ,

3
4 ], or r0 ∈ ( 3

4 , 1] holds. By a direct, but cumbersome computation,
of the integrals we verify the following inequalities1∫ 1

2

0
(G′(r))2 dr∫ 1

2

0
(G(r))2 dr

< π2,

∫ 3
4

1
2

(G′(r))2 dr∫ 3
4

1
2

(G(r))2 dr
< 4π2, and

∫ 1

3
4

(G′(r))2 dr∫ 1

3
4

(G(r))2 dr
< 4π2.

(A.3)
If r0 ∈ (0, 1

2 ], then we get by the min-max principle that for any non-trivial f ∈
H1(0, 1

2 ) with f(r0) = 0 there holds∫ 1
2

0
|f ′(r)|2 dr∫ 1

2

0
|f(r)|2 dr

≥ π2

leading to a contradiction with the first inequality in (A.3). If r0 ∈ ( 1
2 ,

3
4 ], then we

get by the min-max principle that for any non-trivial f ∈ H1( 1
2 ,

3
4 ) with f(r0) = 0

there holds ∫ 3
4

1
2

|f ′(r)|2 dr∫ 3
4

1
2

|f(r)|2 dr
≥ 4π2

leading to a contradiction with the second inequality in (A.3). Analogously, we
exclude the case when r0 ∈ ( 3

4 , 1] by a contradiction to the third inequality in (A.3).
Thus, G does not vanish on (0, 1], by which the argument is complete. □

Lemma A.3. The inequality

3π2(5r2 + 1) −
√

9π4(3r2 − 1)2 − 54π2r2

(1 + r)2 < 0

holds for all r ∈
(
0, 1

2
)
.

1Approximate numerical values of the ratios in the left-hand sides are 7.28761, 29.7613 and
9.11554, respectively.
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Proof. It suffices to check that for all r ∈ (0, 1
2 )(

3π2(5r2 + 1) − 54π2r2

(1 + r)2

)2

< 9π4(3r2 − 1)2.

Expanding the left-hand side, combining like terms and multiplying the inequality
by (1+r)4

π4r2 we end up with the necessity to show that for all r ∈ (0, 1
2 )

9(5r2 + 1)(1 + r)2 − 4(1 + r)4(1 + r2) − 81r2 > 0.

Let us define the polynomial

H(r) := 9(5r2 + 1)(1 + r)2 − 4(1 + r)4(1 + r2) − 81r2

= (1 − 2r)(2r + 5)
(
r4 + 2r3 − 7r2 + 2r + 1

)
.

We need to show that H(r) > 0 for all r ∈ (0, 1
2 ). The factors 1 − 2r and 2r+ 5 are

clearly positive for all r ∈ (0, 1
2 ). For the third factor we get that for all r ∈ (0, 1

2 )

r4 + 2r3 − 7r2 + 2r+ 1 ≥ −7r2 + 2r+ 1 = −7
(
r + 2

√
2 − 1
7

)(
r − 1 + 2

√
2

7

)
> 0,

where we used that 1+2
√

2
7 > 1

2 . Thus, we conclude that H(r) > 0 for all r ∈
(0, 1

2 ). □

Lemma A.4. The inequality

3π2 (5r2 + 1
)

−
√

9π4 (3r2 − 1)2 − 128 (16r4 − 40r2 + 9) −
27π2 (r2 + 3

4
)2

2(r + 1)2 < 0

holds for all r ∈
( 1

2 , r⋆

]
.

Proof. Consider the function

S(r) := 3π2 (5r2 + 1
)

−
√

9π4 (3r2 − 1)2 − 128 (16r4 − 40r2 + 9)

−
27π2 (r2 + 3

4
)2

2(r + 1)2 .

The graph of S is plotted in Figure 3. Notice that

-2.0

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

Figure 3. Graph of the function S on the interval [ 1
2 ,

3
4 ]

S

(
1
2

)
= 0, S (r⋆) ≈ −1.81 < 0.
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It suffices to show that S′′(r) > 0 for all r ∈ ( 1
2 , r⋆). Let us introduce the auxiliary

functions

S1(r) := −
27π2 (r2 + 3

4
)2

2(r + 1)2 , S2(r) := 3π2 (5r2 + 1
)
,

S3(r) := −
√

9π4 (3r2 − 1)2 − 128 (16r4 − 40r2 + 9),
so that the representation S = S1 + S2 + S3 holds. The second and the third
derivatives of S1 are given by

S′′
1 (r) = −

27π2 (16r4 + 64r3 + 96r2 − 48r + 51
)

16(r + 1)4 , S′′′
1 (r) = −567π2(4r − 3)

4(r + 1)5 .

Hence, for all r ∈ ( 1
2 , r⋆) we have S′′′

1 (r) > 0 and thus S′′
1 (r) > S′′

1 ( 1
2 ) = −20π2.

The second and the third derivatives of S3 are as follows

S′′
3 (r) =

−486π8 (3r2 − 1
)3 − 131072

(
64r6 − 240r4 + 108r2 − 45

)(
9π4 (1 − 3r2)2 − 128 (16r4 − 40r2 + 9)

)3/2

+
2304π4 (288r6 − 684r4 + 291r2 − 47

)(
9π4 (1 − 3r2)2 − 128 (16r4 − 40r2 + 9)

)3/2 ,

S′′′
3 (r) = −

1536
(
32768 − 207π4) r ((81π4 − 2048)r4 + 1152 − 9π4)(
9π4 (1 − 3r2)2 − 128 (16r4 − 40r2 + 9)

)5/2 .

Using that 32768 − 207π4 > 0, 81π4 − 2048 > 0, and 1152 − 9π4 > 0, we conclude
that S′′′

3 (r) < 0 for all r ∈ ( 1
2 , r⋆). Thus, we get that S′′

3 (r) > S′′
3 (r⋆) ≈ −22.28 for

all r ∈ [ 1
2 , r⋆). It remains to notice that for all r ∈ [ 1

2 , r⋆)

S′′(r) = S′′
1 (r) + S′′

2 (r) + S′′
3 (r) > −20π2 + 30π2 + S′′

3 (r⋆) > 0.

This completes the proof of the lemma. □
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