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Abstract: We present upper and lower bounds for Steklov eigenvalues for do-
mains in RY*! with C? boundary compatible with the Weyl asymptotics. In
particular, we obtain sharp upper bounds on Riesz-means and the trace of cor-
responding Steklov heat kernel. The key result is a comparison of Steklov eigen-
values and Laplacian eigenvalues on the boundary of the domain by applying
Pohozaev-type identities on an appropriate tubular neighorhood of the bound-
ary and the min-max principle. Asymptotically sharp bounds then follow from
bounds for Riesz-means of Laplacian eigenvalues.
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1 Introduction.

Let Q € RY*! be a bounded domain with boundary 092. We consider the Steklov
eigenvalue problem on Q:

Au =0, in ,
ou (1.1)
5, = ou, on J,

where % = Vu - v denotes the derivative of v in the direction of the outward

unit normal v to 9€2. A classical reference for problem is [38] where it
was introduced to describe the stationary heat distribution in a body whose flux
through the boundary is proportional to the temperature on the boundary. When
N =1 problem can be intepreted as the equation of a free membrane the
mass of which is concentrated at the boundary (see [33]). The eigenvalues of
problem can be also seen as the eigenvalues of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map (see e.g., the survey paper [24]). We also mention that recently the analogue
of the Steklov problem has been introduced for the biharmonic operator as well
in [I0] (see also [9]).

It is well known that under mild regularity conditions on the boundary 0f2 (see
e.g., [24] for a detailed discussion), in particular if 9 is piecewise C', problem
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(1.1) admits an increasing sequence of non-negative eigenvalues of the form
O:O'0<O'1§O'2§"'/‘+OO,

where the eigenvalues are repeated according to their multiplicity and satisfy the
Weyl asymptotic formula (see [2])

limo;j ~YN = 27 BN o 7N, (1.2)

J]—00

N/2

I'(1+ N/2)
being the volume of the N-dimensional unit ball. It is an open problem to find
bounds on o; compatible with the Weyl-limit except when N = 1 and
09 is smooth (see [27]; see also [19] and the survey article [24]). The situation
is different when we consider the eigenvalue problem for the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on 0f2, that is

with |0€Q] denoting the N-dimensional measure of 02 and By =

—Apap = Ap  on €, (1.3)
which for a connected and sufficiently regular 092 (see Remark [4.13) admits an

increasing sequence of non-negative eigenvalues of the form
0=X <A <X <o S 400,
satisfying the Weyl asymptotic formula

lim \;j 2N = (2r)2 BN |99 N (1.4)

Jj—0o0
and Weyl-type bounds of the form (see e.g., [14], [17])
A < agq + by 2N 0Q N (1.5)

for some positive constants agg, by depending only on the geometry and the
dimension of the manifold 0€2. We refer to [I5] for an introduction to eigenvalue
problems for the Laplace-Beltrami operator on Riemannian manifolds and to
[17, [18, 19, 26] and to the references therein for a more detailed discussion on
upper bounds for the eigenvalues of the Laplacian on manifolds.

The above asymptotic formulas suggest that at least for large j the Steklov
eigenvalues o; are related to the Laplacian eigenvalues \; approximately via

73 % (1.6

The main result of our paper is a comparison between Steklov and Laplacian
eigenvalues for all j compatible with the asymptotic relation (|1.6]).

Theorem 1.7. Let Q C RY*! be a bounded domain with boundary 0 of class

C? such that O has only one connected component. Then there exists a constant
cq such that for all j € N

A <05 +2cq0;, 05 <cot\[A+ N (1.8)

lo; — /A] < 2cq. (1.9)

In particular,



The constant cq has the dimension of an inverse length and depends explicitely
on the dimension N, the maximum of the mean of the absolute values of the
principal curvatures ;(x), i = 1,..., N, on 9Q and the maximal possible size h
of a suitable tubular neighborhood about 0f). For convex domains 2 we shall
improve the estimates such that they become sharp for all j when €2 is a
ball of radius R and give the exact relation
N -1

R 7

between Steklov and Laplacian eigenvalues on the N-dimensional ball and N-
dimensional sphere of radius R respectively.
Clearly Theorem |[1.7]implies Weyl-type estimates for Steklov eigenvalues from the
bounds for Laplacian eigenvalues (see Corollary . Combining the sharp
Weyl-type estimates for Laplacian eigenvalues on hypersurfaces obtained in [25]
with the estimates of Theorem we prove the following sharp bound for Riesz
means of Steklov eigenvalues:

Theorem 1.10. Let Q C RY¥* be a bounded domain with boundary 02 of class
C? such that O has only one connected component. Then for all z >0

2

[e.e]

S0t < s 1)2<N 57 (27 B o (= + ea) ™ (1.11)

where cq is the constant from Theorem
The estimate (|1.11)) is asymptotically sharp since
- 2
l- —N-2 - \2 —
m =) (2= 0)} (N + 1)(N+2)(

J=0

21)~N By |09

according to ((1.2). Theorem implies sharp upper bounds on the trace of
the associated heat kernel (see Corollary as well as lower bounds on the
eigenvalues (see Corollary [6.6)).

The present paper is organized as follows: in Section [2| we recall some prop-
erties of the squared distance function from the boundary in a suitable tubular
neighborhood of a C? domain. We exploit these properties in Section |3]in order
to obtain estimates of boundary integrals of harmonic functions. In particular,
we establish a comparison between the L?(92) norms of the normal derivative
and of the tangential gradient of harmonic functions which is used in Section
together with the min-max principle to prove our main Theorem and, as a
consequence, Weyl-type upper bounds for Steklov eigenvalues. In Section |5| we
consider the case of convex C? domains for which we refine the estimates ,
which become sharp in the case of the ball. Finally, in Section [6] we prove The-
orem [1.10] as well as upper bounds on the trace of the Steklov heat kernel and
lower bounds on Steklov eigenvalues which turn out to be asymptotically sharp.

2 The squared distance function from the bound-
ary
In this section we collect a number of properties of the distance and squared

distance functions from the boundary 99 of a C? domain of R¥*! which will be
used in the proof of the main result.



We set
do(x) := dist(z, 09).
Let x € 092 and let v(z) denote the outward unit normal to 02 at . We have

the following characterization of v(x) in terms of dy(z):

Lemma 2.1. Let Q be a bounded domain in RN*! of class C?. Then for x € 052
v(z) = —Vdy(x).

We refer to [21, Ch.7, Theorem 8.5] for the proof of Lemma [2.1] Let & > 0.
The h-tubular neighborhood wy, of 0f) is defined as

wp ={z € Q:dy(x) < h} (2.2)
We have the following:

Theorem 2.3. Let Q0 be a bounded domain in RN*! of class C?. Then there
exists h > 0 such that every point in wy has a unique nearest point on OS).

We refer to [30] for the proof of Theorem [2.3| (see also [21, Ch.6, Theorem 6.3]
and [23, Lemma 14.16]). Throughout the rest of the paper we shall denote by h
the maximal possible tubular radius of €2, namely

h:=sup {h > 0 : every point in w;, has a unique nearest point on 9Q}. (2.4)

From Theorem_ it follows that if Q is of class C? such h exists and is positive.
For any h €]0, h| we denote by I', the set

Fh = &uh \ of). (25)

Throughout the rest of this section, we will denote by % a positive number such
that h €]0, h[. In a tubular neighborhood wy, the distance function (and hence its
square) is of class C?. This is stated in the following:

Theorem 2.6. Let Q be a bounded domain in RN* of class C%. Let wy, be as
in [2.2). Then dy is of class C? in wy. Moreover, for any v € 0N, the matriz
D? (dy(x)%/2) represents the orthogonal projection on the normal space to 02 at
x and
do(z — pr(z)) = Ipl,
Vdo(x — pv(z)) = —v(z),
for any p € R with |p| < h.

We refer to [4, Theorem 3.1], [21, Ch.7, Theorem 8.5] and [23] Lemma 14.16]
for the proof of Theorem 2.6 The situation described in Theorems [2.3] and [2.6] is
illustrated in Figure [I]

Remark 2.7. From Theorem it follows that the set T'}, is diffeomorphic to
0.

Let x € 09 and let kq(z), ..., kn(x) denote the principal curvatures of 92 at
x with respect to the outward unit normal. We refer e.g., to [23, Sec. 14.6] for
the definition and basic properties of the principal curvatures of 9€2. We have
the following:
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Figure 1: Tubular neighborhood of a C? planar domain.

Lemma 2.8. Let Q2 be a bounded domain in RN*! of class C?. Let x € wy, and
let y € OS) be the nearest point to x on OS). Then

1 —do(z)ki(y) >0 (2.9)
foralli=1,...,N.

We refer to [34, Lemma 2.2] for a proof of Lemma [2.8] We note that the
number h in ([2.4)) provides an upper bound for the positive principal curvatures
of 0€). In fact we have

1
K, = ax, max {0, ki(2)} < 7 (2.10)
€00
We also define K_ by
K_:=  in min {0, ki(x)} <O0. (2.11)
€0
and K, by
Ko =max{K, —K_ } = Max, |ki(2)]. (2.12)
€00

Now we introduce the functions d and n from wj, to R defined by
d(x) := dist(z,T'y)

and

Clearly d(z) = h — dy(z) for all z € wy,, hence d and 7 are of class C? in wy,.

Let z € 02 and let 2’ = x — hv(x) € T'j,. Let now &} (2'), ..., K’y (2") denote the
principal curvatures of ', at ' with respect to the outward unit normal. The
principal curvatures k}(z') and k;(z) are related, as stated in the following:



Lemma 2.13. Let Q be a bounded domain in RN of class C?. Let wy, and 'y, be
defined by (2.2) and (2.5)), respectively. Let x € O and let ' = x — hv(x) € T'p,.
Then we have

PeoI\ /@(%)
Ky(x') = 1= h(2) (2.14)

foralli=1,....N. Moreover, v(z) = v(z').

The proof of Lemma follows from [3, Theorem 3] and from the fact that
d(x) = h — do(zx) (see also [37]).

Now we are ready to state the following theorem concerning the eigenvalues
of D?n.

Theorem 2.15. Let Q be a bounded domain in RN of class C?. Let wy, and Ty,
be defined by and , respectively. Let x € wy, and lety’ = x+d(x)Vd(z) €
[y, be the nearest point to x on T'y,. Then, denoting by p1(z), ..., py(x) the eigen-
values of D?n(x) it holds

d(z)kL (Y’ . .
pi(@:{#ﬁg&), it 1 <i<N,
1, ifi=N+1.

The proof of Theorem can be carried out in a similar way as in [0, Lemma
1] (see also |23, Lemma 14.17]). We also refer to [3, Theorem 4] and [4, Theorem
3.2] for an alternative approach.

From now on we will agree to order the eigenvalues p;(x) of D*n(z) increas-
ingly, so that py(x) < pa(z) < -+ < pyja(w) = 1.

We conclude this section by presenting some bounds for the eigenvalues p; ()
when z € wy. We have the following:

Lemma 2.16. Let Q, wy, and I'y, be as in Theorem . Let x € wy, and let p;(x)
denote the eigenvalues of D*n(x) fori=1,..,N. Then

hK_ < pi(x) < hK, < 1. (2.17)

Proof. Let x € wy, and let y be the unique nearest point to z on 0f2. From ([2.14))
and from the fact that d(z) = h — dp(x) it follows that

1 — hri(y)

pilr)=1— . 2.18
@ = T ) 219
We observe that the function Kk — 1 — i:g: is increasing and convex for all

0 < d < h, provided x < 1/h (which is always the case, see (2.10) and (2.11)).

Moreover the function d — 1 — tz: is decreasing and concave if k > 0 and

increasing and concave if £k < 0. Then

1—hK,
i <]l]—-—— <hK
and 1 WK
(r)>1— ————  >hK_,
pile) 2 1= 9N 2
since K_ <0 < K. This concludes the proof. O



Remark 2.19. If Q) is a convex domain of class C* we have that k;(x) > 0 for all
i=1,...,N and for all x € 09, hence 0 < p;(x) <1, for alli=1,...., N+ 1 and
for all x € wy,. Moreover Theorem holds for all h €]0,1/K]| (see Section
Eb'l). This is not true for general non-convexr domains, since it is not possible to
estimate the size of the maximum tubular neighborhood wy only in terms of the
principal curvatures. In fact h can be much smaller than 1/ K, (see Figure @)

Q

>

Figure 2: If the domain is not convex we can have arbitrary small k while K, is
uniformly bounded.

3 Boundary integrals of harmonic functions

The aim of this section is to prove that for a function v € H?(2) harmonic in €,
the norms || Vaqu| r2(00) and |22 12(00) are equivalent. Here Vaqu denotes the
tangential gradient of a function v € H*(9). This is the usual intrinsic gradient
of v on the Riemannian C?-manifold 9Q with the induced Riemannian metric
of RN We will denote by H™(S2) (respectively H™(0€2)) the Sobolev spaces
of real-valued functions in L?(Q) (respectively L?(9))) with weak derivatives
up to order m in L%*(Q) (respectively L?(092)). We will also denote by do the
N-dimensional measure element of 0f2.

We start with the following generalized Pohozaev identity for harmonic func-
tions:

Lemma 3.1. Let F : Q — RY™! be a Lipschitz vector field. Let v € H?(Q) with
Av =0 1in Q. Then

1
%F -Vodo — = \Vu|*F - vdo
o0 OV 2 Joa

1
+ 5/ V|2 divFdz — /(DF -Vv) - Vuder =0, (3.2)
Q Q

where DF' denotes the Jacobian matriz of F.

Proof. Since v is harmonic in €2, we have AvF - Vo = 0 in 2. We integrate such

identity over 2. Throughout the rest of the proof we shall write 0;v for 88—; and

8%v
TR We have

2
o;v for

Oz/AvF-Vvdx:/ @F~Vvd0—/VU~V(F'VU)d[L’
Q a0 OV Q

= @F - Vudo — /(DF - V) - Vodx — /(DQU - F)-Vudz, (3.3)
a0 OV Q Q



where D?v denotes the Hessian matrix of v. Now let us consider the third sum-
mand in (3.3]). We have

N+1

/ (D*v- F)-Vudx = / > 0w vFdx
& Qi k=1
N+1 N+1
:/ Z&-v@wl’kukda—/ Z@ivak(aika)da:
My p—1 Q. k=1

= \Vul*F - vdo — / |Vl divFdr — /(D2U - F) - Vudz,
o) Q Q

thus
1 1
/(D2v - F)-Vovdr = = |Vu|*F - vdo — —/ |Vo|*divFdzr. (3.4)
Q 2 Joo 2 Ja

We plug (3.4) in (3.3) and finally obtain (3.2)). This concludes the proof of the

lemma. O

Remark 3.5. When F = x, formula (3.2) is usually referred as Pohozaev iden-
tity. It reads

ov 1 N -1
—ux - Vvdo — = Vv2x-l/d0+—/ Vol?dx =0, 3.6
| & 5 [ 19 1w (3.5

for all v € H*(Q) with Av = 0. Formula when Q is a ball in RN+ ql-
lows to write the exact relations between the Steklov eigenvalues of 0 and the
Laplace-Beltrami eigenvalues on OS2 without knowing explicitly the eigenvalues
(see Subsection . For a general domain Q of class C* it is natural to use I

as in (3.7) here below.

Let © be a bounded domain of class C? in R¥*!. Let h €]0, h[, where h is
given by (2.4)), and wy, be as in (2.2). Let F: Q@ — RY*! be defined by

0 if Q
Fa) =% Treien, (3.7)
Vn, if x € wy.

By construction F' is a Lipschitz vector field. We consider formula (3.2) with F
given by (3.7). We use the fact that for v € H'(Q) (and hence for v € H%(Q)),

Vo2 = |Vaqu]* + (8—2)2. Moreover, we use the fact that F(x) = hv(z) when

log d

z € 0¥). We have

ov\ 2 9
0= — do — |VaQU| do
a0 \ OV o0

1
+o (/ |Vu|?An — 2(D*n - Vo) - Vvdx) . (3.8)
Wh

Let x € wy,. From (3.8), in order to compare the integrals of |Vaqu|? and (%)2
over 0f2, we have to estimate

[Vo(z)[*An(z) — 2(D*n(x) - Vo(z)) - V(). (3.9)

We have the following lemma.



Lemma 3.10. Let Q2 be a bounded domain in RN*! of class C?. Let wy, be as in
[2.2). For any v € H(Q) it holds

/ |Vul?An — 2(D?*p - Vv) - Vude

< (1+ NHyh) / |Vv|?da, (3.11)
Q

where
_ 1 X
Hoo = max (ﬁ ‘51 |Hz($)|> :

Proof. Let x € wy,. Let &(x), i = 1,...,N + 1 be the eigenvectors of D?n(x)
associated with the eigenvalues p;(x) and normallzed such that & (x) - &(x) = d;;.

We can write then
N+1

Vou(z) = Z ()& (),

=1

for some a;(z) € R. We note that |[Vo(z)|? = SN a;(z)2. With this notation
(3.9) can be re-written as follows:

Q(Vu(x)) = [Vu(2)[*An(z) — 2(D*n(x) - V(z)) - Vo(z)

N+1 N N+1

= Z a;(z)? sz(@ -2 Z pi(z)ou(z)?. (3.12)

Suppose that Vv # 0, otherwise inequality (3.11)) is trivially true. We have that

N+1

Zf% (1 = 28(2)")| Vo (@), (3.13)

where
ai(z) = ai(7) = a:(z) .
' Zf\:{l ()2 V()|

It is straightforward to see that
N N+1
(Z pil) - 1) Vo) £ 3 a1 - 28Vl
i=1

<1+sz )|W( )2 (3.14)

Now from ({2.9)),(2.17) and (2.18)) it follows that

i) = hls(a)| =~ SEACZ B0 <

for all x € wy, and i = 1, ..., N, where y € 0f) is the unique nearest point to x on
092. Hence for all x € wy,

> pilx) ZN: z)| < NHoh. (3.15)




On the other hand, again from ({2.9)),(2.17) and (2.18]) we have that
(h — do(x))do(z)ki(y)*
i(2) — (h — do(x))ki(y) = >0,
for all x € wy, and i = 1,..., N, where y € 0f) is the unique nearest point to x on
092. Hence for all x € wy,

> pile) > ~NHyxh > ~NHh, (3.16)
where
= max N Z ki (3.17)

denotes the maximal mean curvature of 8Q. Clearly (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)),(3.15)
and (.16) imply )
Q(Vu(@))| < (1+ NHh)|Vo(z)|*

and therefore the validity of (3.11]). This concludes the proof.

From now on we will write

1 +NHOO
Co .— — e
2 oh 9

where h is given by (2.4). We are ready to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.18. Let v € H*(Q) be such that Av = 0 in Q and normalized such
that [y, v*do = 1. Then it holds

i)
ov\? ov\? ?
2do < — 2 — : 1
/(m]Van[ da_/89 <8y> do + 2cq (/69 (8y> da) ; (3.19)
v\ 2 2 ]
— ) do) <eq+4|ch+ |V aqu|?do. (3.20)
o0 \ OV oQ

Proof. Let h €]0, h[. We start by proving 7). From Lemmas [3.1] and we have

]Vagv\Qda:/ <%> do + — (/ IVu?An —2(D%*; - Vo) - Vvdx)
B o0
ov 1
< el -
<[, (5) 1o+ (5 ) [ ot
2
:/ (@) do + (1+NHOO> U@dl’
) h

ov

< /m (%)der (%+NFIOO> (/mUQdU)% (/m (%)2d0>2
L) (L) oo

10




where we have used the following Green’s identity

0
/Avvda::/ —Uvda—/|VU\2da:,
Q a0 OV Q

the fact that Av = 0 in Q, Holder’s inequality and the fact that [,,v*do = 1.
Since (3.21)) holds true for all h €]0, h[, it is true with h = h. This proves 7). We
repeat a similar argument for 7). We have

2
/ <@) do = |Vaqu|*do — = </ |Vo2PAn — 2(D?*p - Vo) - Vvdx)
o0 \ OV o0 h wh

1 _ ov\ > :
< Vaoqulldo + (— + NHOO) / (—) do | , (3.22
09 [Voarl h a0 \ OV (3.22)

which is equivalent to

Lo (o) ([ (3) ) - e
JR— o — — 00 —_— o —_— o =~ U.
a0 \ OV h a0 \ OV o0 o

This is an inequality of degree two in the unknown < /. 00 (%)2 da) : > 0. Solving

-

-

the inequality we obtain

ov\> 2 1 NH 1 NA_\2
— < (L 4 M 1 oo .
(/m (31/) da) = (2h Ty ) + \/(Qh t— ) + ., |Vaqu|?do

(3.23)
Since (3.23)) holds true for all h €]0, k[, it is true with A = h. This concludes the
proof of i) and of the theorem. O

Theorem states that for harmonic functions v in Q the L?*(9€2) norms of
% and of Vgqu are equivalent. This will be used in the next section to compare
the Steklov eigenvalues on {2 with the Laplace-Beltrami eigenvalues on 0f2.

Remark 3.24. We note that thanks to (3.14)) and (3.16) we can use the mazimal
mean curvature Hy, instead of Hy in (3.22)) and therefore in the inequality (3.23)).
Moreover, this and inequality (3.23) imply

1 NH,, 1 NH, 2
Vol2de < [ — 4+ —= — 4> 2do. )
/Q] v|“dz (2h + 5 ) + \/(Zh > ) /89 |Voqu|?do.  (3.25)

for allv € H*(Q) with Av =0 and [, v*do = 1.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.7

In this section we prove Theorem|[1.7] Namely, we prove that the absolute value of
the difference between the j-th eigenvalues of problems and is bounded
by 2cq. Throughout the rest of the paper we shall assume that €2 is a bounded
domain of class C? in RV*! such that its boundary 09 has only one connected

11



component. This says that 00 is a compact C?-submanifold of dimension N
in R¥*! without boundary. In particular, € is a Riemannian C2-manifold of
dimension N with the induced Riemannian metric.

The proof of Theorem is carried out by exploiting Theorem [3.18 and the
following variational characterizations of the eigenvalues of problems and

(T3), namely

0= inf sup / |Vv|?da, (4.1)
VAN Q), o#vev, Jo
dimV=j fan v2do=1

for all 7 € N, 7 > 1, where

and

Aj = inf sup / |V aqu|*do, (4.2)
VSH!(09), 0£veV, Joa
dimV=j f(,m v2do=1

for all j € N, 7 > 1, where

HY(0Q) :== {v c H'(09) : /mfuda = 0} :

It is useful to recall the following results on the completeness of the sets of

eigenfunctions of problems (1.1]) and (1.3)) in L?*(09).

Theorem 4.3. Let Q be a bounded domain in RN+ of class C?. Let {0} be
the sequence of eigenvalues of problem and let {u;}>" ) C H(Q) denote the
sequence of eigenfunctions associated with the eigenvalues o, normalized such
that fm wupdo = by, for all i,k € N. Then {Uj|ag};io s an orthonormal basis
of L*(092). Moreover, fQ Vu; - Vupdr = 0,64 for all i,k € N.

We refer e.g., to [5] for a proof of Theorem [4.3] (see also [7], 20]).

Theorem 4.4. Let Q2 be a bounded domain in RNT! of class C*. Let {12, be
the sequence of eigenvalues of problem and let {cpj};io C HY09Q) denote
the sequence of eigenfunctions associated with the eigenvalues \;, normalized such
that fm vippdo = 0, for all i,k € N. Then {gpj};”zo is an orthonormal basis of
L2(0R2). Moreover, fm Voawi - Vaaprdo = N0y for all v,k € N.

The proof of Theorem follows from standard spectral theory for linear
operators (see [7, 20]) and from the compactness of the embedding H'(99) C
L2(09).

We are now ready to prove Theorem [1.7]

Proof of Theorem[1.7] We start by proving i). Let uy, ..., u; be the Steklov eigen-
functions associated with oy, ...,0; normalized such that f a0 Wilgdo = Oy SO
that fQ Vu; - Vupdx = ;0 for all i,k = 1,..., 5. Moreover fm w;do = 0 for all
1t =1,...,j. From the regularity assumptions on €2, we have that u; are classical
solutions, i.e., u; € C*(Q) N CY(Q) (see [1]). In particular, u;,, € H*(99) and

Oui

5 = ouon 09, foralli =1,...,7. Let V C ﬁl(é?Q) be the space generated

12



bY Uiy, sty Any function u € V' with Joqu*do = 1 can be written as

u=>7_, Cilli|,,, Where ¢ = (c1,...,¢;) € R7 is such that |¢[ = 1, i.e., c € OB/ and
B’ is the unit ball in R/. Moreover Au = 0 for all u € V. From (4.2]) and (3.19)

we have

2
do

=1

A; < max |Vaqu|*do = max
07£U€V o0 ceBRI a0

Joq uldo=1 c=(C1,..,C5

( A ) 2 3
o> cuy
L7 )

ov “

; 2 ; 2 3
= max c;ou; | do + 2c¢ / c;ou; | do
(CGBj N /89 (Z ) ’ oQ <Z )

i=1 =1

1
j 2
= max E ol 4 2cq E co? = 0? + 2¢cqo0;.
ceB’ i—1

This proves ¢). In an analogous way we prove ii). Let ¢q,...,; € Hl(é?Q)
be the eigenfunctions associated with the eigenvalues Ay, ..., \; of problem (/1 ,
normalized such that [, pipedo = &y, for all i,k = 1,...,5. Then faﬂ Vaguz :
Voaauipdo = N0y, for all i,k = 1,..., 5. Moreover fBQ <plda =0forali=1,..7,
thus ; € H'(9). Now let ¢;, i = 1, ..., j be the solutions to

{Agbi =0, in,

4.5
¢i = i, on 0L ( )

It is standard to prove that for all i = 1,...,j, problem (4.5) admits a unique
solution ¢; which is harmonic inside €2 and which coincides with ¢; on 052 (see e.g.,
[23, Theroem 2.14]. From the fact that Q is of class C? and from standard elliptic
regularity (see [1]) it follows that ¢; € C*(Q) N C°(Q). Moreover [, ¢, d

f@Q @ido = 0 for all i = 1,...,7, thus ¢; € H(Q) for all s = 1,...,j. Let W C
H'(9) be the space generated by ¢y, ...¢;. Any function ¢ € W with [, ¢*do = 1
can be written as ¢ = ZZ‘ | Ci; with ¢ = (eq, ..., ¢j) € B?. Moreover A¢ = 0 for
all ¢ € V. Thanks to and ( . we have

j 2
=1

max /]V¢|2d$— max

0£pEW ccBI
f ¢?do=1 c=(c1,..,¢j
9 1
. 2
< / 0 (Zle Cz¢z> y
max U g
o ceBI 80 8V

<co+ |+ max /
e}

J
Vaq (Z Ci¢i) ‘
=1



-

2\ 2

J
Vaa (Z Cz'%')
=1

=cq + c?z + max /
ceB/ o0
c=(c1,...,¢j

2

J
<cog+ | A+ max EN | =ca /B + N
ceB’ i—1

c=(c1,...,¢5)
This concludes the proof of i) and of the theorem. O

Theoremnot only confirms the Weyl asymptotic behavior lim;_, \//\_J Jo; =
1, but says that the difference between the eigenvalues is given at most by a con-
stant independent of j.

By combining with we can now bound the Steklov eigenvalues from
above. To this purpose, it is convenient to specify the constants asqn and by in
by recalling the following theorem from [14]. We will denote by Ric, (M) the
Ricci curvature tensor of a Riemannian manifold (M, g). Accordingly, Ric,(0€2)
will denote the Ricci curvature tensor of the submanifold 02 equipped with the
induced Riemannian metric g.

Theorem 4.6. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary
of dimension N such that Ric,(M) > —(N — 1)k*, k > 0. Then

= w Ten (Volj(‘M)> ! (4.7

where cy > 0 depends only on N.
From Theorems and it immediately follows

Corollary 4.8. Let Q be a bounded domain of class C?* in RNT! such that OS)
has only one connected component. Then for all j € N it holds

S

A

Z[~

o; <ag+ck <|8J_Q|> : (4.9)

where ag > 0 depends on the dimension N, on the mazximal mean curvature of
02, on a lower bound of the Ricci curvature of 92 and on the mazimal size of
a tubular neighborhood about OS2, and cy > 0 is as in Theorem and depends
only on the dimension N.

Proof. Tt suffices just to combine (4.7)) with the second inequality in (1.8). We
have

, (N —=1)x?
0; <cotA\fcg+—F—+cCN

m(zw)) B

(N —2)k 1/ N1
< -~ 2 [ L )
< (QCQ + 5 + ¢} 29 , (4.10)

where £ > 0 is such that Ric,(0Q) > —(N — 2)k?. Since 9 is a compact
submanifold in R¥*! of class C? and therefore Ric,(92) is continuous on 952,
such a x exists finite. From (3.25)) and from the proof of Theorem , we note

that cq in (4.10) can be replaced by % + 12{“’. This concludes the proof. n

4
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We conclude this section with some remarks.

Remark 4.11. We remark that in (4.9) we have separated the geometry from the
asymptotic behavior of the Steklov eigenvalues. We also note that the constant
cN in (which depends only on the dimension) is not optimal, in the sense
that it is strictly greater than the constant appearing in the Weyl’s law of \;, as

1
highlighted in [1])], thus the constant ¢} in (4.9)) is not optimal in this sense as
well.

Remark 4.12. We remark that the constant cq in may become very big
when S presents very thin parts (like in the case of dumbell domains), and this
can happen also if the curvature remains uniformly bounded (see Figure @) In the
case of convez sets, anyway, it is possible to improve the constant in (|1.8)-(1.9)

and therefore the bounds (4.9) (see Section[5).
Remark 4.13. We remark that Theorems and[1.9 are usually stated for the

eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on smooth Riemanm’an manifolds.
Actually, it is sufficient that OQ is a manifold of class C* for (1.4) and .
to hold. In fact we can approximate OS2 with a sequence OS). of C°° subman-
ifolds such that 0 = .(0).), where . is a diffeomorphism of class C* and
11d = e ||l c2 00,y [[1d — w§_1)|]02(39) < e. This follows from standard approzima-
tion of C* functions by C*° (or analytic) functions (see [39]). We also refer to
[36, Sec. 4.4] for a more detailed construction of the approximating boundaries
00).. It is then standard to prove that the eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on 0S). pointwise converge the eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami op-
erator on 0S). This immediately follows from the min-max characterization of
the eigenvalues (we also refer to [32, [35] for stability and continuity results
for the eigenvalues of elliptic operators upon perturbations of some parameters
entering the equation and to [11, 12, [15] and to the references therein for spectral
stability results for eigenvalues upon perturbation of the domain). We also refer
to [16, [31] and to the references therein for more detailed information on the
convergence of Riemannian manifolds and the convergence of the corresponding
spectra of the Laplacian.

Moreover, from the fact that ||Id —. || c2(s0.), ||Id — T ||02 a0) < €, it follows
that |0Q| — 02| and if Kk > 0 is such that Ric,(0§2) > —(N )/12, then there
exists a sequence ke with k. — Kk as € — 0 such that Ricgs(aQE) > —(N —1)k?

Hence (1.4) and (1.5) hold if 2 is of class C?.

5 Examples: convex domains and balls

In this section we improve the constant in (1.8))-(1.9) and the bounds (4.9)) in
the case when 2 is a convex and bounded domain of class C? and show that the
corresponding estimates become sharp when 2 is a ball.

5.1 Convex domains

Let © be a convex domain of class C? in RV, Tt is well-known that in this case
ki(x) > 0 for all i« = 1,..., N and for all x € 9Q2. Moreover Theorem holds
for any h €]0,1/ K[ (see also (2.12)) for the definition of K,). This follows from

15



Blaschke’s Rolling Theorem for C? convex domains (see [8, 22], 28, 29]) and from
[23, Lemma 14.16].

From and from the fact that 0 < p;(xz) < 1 for all x € wy, and i =
1,..., N + 1 (see also Remark , it follows that

— / |Vl dr < / |Vu2PAn — 2(D?*p - V) - Vude < N/ Vo2 dz.  (5.1)
Q Wh Q
Then, by following the same lines of the proof of Theorems and and

choosing h = 1/K, it is straightforward to prove the following:

Theorem 5.2. Let ) be a bounded and convex domain of class C? in RN*L. Let
o; and \j, 7 € N, denote the eigenvalues of problems (1.1)) and (1.3 respectively.

Let K be defined by (2.12)). Then
i)

\j < 0F + NKyoj; (5.3)
i)
Ko K2,
S T T TN

We note that when € is a bounded and convex domain of class C?, Ric,(9Q) >
0. Accordingly, as a consequence of Theorem [4.6] we have the following:

Corollary 5.4. Let Q be a bounded and convex domain of class C? in RN+, Let
o; and A\j, j € N, denote the eigenvalues of problem (1.1) and (1.3|) respectively.
Let K, be defined by (2.12)). Then

1 j %
"f'%“ﬁ(m) |

We note that the geometry of the set enters in the estimate only by means of
the maximum of the principal curvatures.

Remark 5.5. Suppose that ) is a convex and bounded domain of class C? such
that (Zf\il pi(x) — 1) > 0 for all x € wy. Then by (5.1) and by the same
arguments in the proof of Theorems[1.7 and we have

i J
%S%Qmo

2|~

for all j € N.

5.2 Balls

Let © be a ball of radius R in R¥*!. We can suppose without loss of generality
that it is centered at the origin. We are allowed to take h = R—¢ for all § €]0, R|
through Sections and [4 By letting 6 — 0, the expression for the vector field
given by F' in simplifies to F(z) = x for all z € Q. We use F(x) = = in
and we obtain that for all v € H%(Q) with Av =0 in Q it holds:
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ov\? N -1
\Y v2d0:/ (—) do—i——/ Vou|*do; 5.6
| Wombar = [ (5 [ 17 (5.6

ov\ 2 N -1
— daz/ \V4 vzda——/ Vol?do. 5.7
/asz (81/) aQ| oa| R Q| | (5.7)

We find then that
i)

ii)

N -1
Aj < oj+ ( TRREL (5.8)
if)
(N —1)2 N-1
WSVf@T”*f"a?- (5.9)

Inequality follows immediately from ({5.6) by the same arguments as in the
proof of Theorems and . For , we note that if ¢; € H'(99Q) is an
eigenfunction associated with the eigenvalue A; of and if we denote by ¢,
the unique solution to , then from we have

B o, \° N—l/ )
0= /39(6V) do I Q]V(b]\ do

2
N -1
<A (/ |V¢j|2d$> - —/ V| da.
Q R Jq
This in particular implies

N —1)2 N-1
/|V¢j|2dx§\/(4—2>+Aj—T
Q

and therefore, by the min-max principle , the validity of . Combining
(15.8) with we immediately obtain the exact relation among the eigenvalues
of problems and on 2 and 02 respectively, without knowing explicitly
the eigenvalues. Namely we have the following:

N -1
>\j:0j2+( R )

For the reader convenience, we briefly recall the explicit formulas for the

Laplacian eigenvalues on 02 and the Steklov eigenvalues on €. An eigenvalue A

of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on 0f2 is of the form \ = l(l+RA;_1), with [ € N.

Let us denote by H; a spherical harmonic of degree [ in R¥*!. An eigenfunction
associated with the eigenvalue I(HR# is of the form H;(x/R), x € 0f). Hence the

multiplicity of the eigenvalue A\ = Z(HR#

o;. (5.10)

equals the dimension d; of the space
(I+N=2)!
NN=T1)! -
On the other hand, a Steklov eigenvalue o on € is of the form o = LR with

[ € N. The corresponding eigenfunctions are the restriction to €2 of the harmonic

polynomials on RY*! of degree [. Clearly the eigenvalues Z(HR# and }% have the

same multiplicity d;. It is now immediate to see that formula ({5.10]) holds true.

of the spherical harmonics of degree [ in RV "1 namely d; = (21 + N — 1)
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5.3 A further example: a bounded and convex domain of
class C'!

Throughout the paper we have considered bounded domains of class C2. This
is a sufficient condition to ensure the validity of Theorems [2.3] and [2.6] Actually,
Theorems and may hold also under lower regularity assumptions on €. It
is known that the existence of a tubular neighborhood wy, of 92 as in Theorem
implies that the distance function from 9 is a function of class C*' on wy,.
We refer to [21], Ch.7] for a more detailed discussion on sets of positive reach.

We construct now a convex subset 2 of R? of class O such that the set of
points in 2 where the distance function is not differentiable has zero Lebesgue
measure (in particular, it is a segment) and such that (Zf’zl pi(x) — 1) > 0. Let
x = (x1, 79, 73) denotes an element of R3. Let L, R > 0 be fixed real numbers.
Let zf := (0,0, L) and x5 := (0,0, —L). Let Q C R? be defined by

Q=0 UQyUQs,
where
QG ={zeR’:|lzr—af|<R}N{zeR’: x5 > L},
QQ::{x€R3:x3+x§<R2}ﬂ{x€R3:—L§x3§L}

and
Q={zeR’:|lz—z|<R}nN{zeR’ a3 <—L}.

By construction 2 is of class C''! but it is not of class C?. Moreover it is convex.
We note that we can take h = R — ¢ for all 6 €]0, R[. Hence, as in the case of the
ball, we can take in (3.2)) the vector field defined by

T -z, if v € Qy,
F(x) = < (x1,29,0), if 2 € Qy,
T — g, if z € Q.

By construction, F'is a Lipschitz vector field. Standard computations show that

pl(lli') =1,

for all x € 2 U3 and for ¢« = 1,2,3 and

for all x € €. Hence (E?Zl pi(x) —1) > 0 for all € Q. Then for the Steklov

L 1
. 2 _' 2
eigenvalues o; on €2 we have 0; < ¢3 <‘ 8JQ|> .

6 Proof of Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem [1.10, namely we prove asymptotically sharp
upper bounds for Riesz means of Steklov eigenvalues. As a consequence we pro-
vide asymptotically sharp upper bounds for the trace of the Steklov heat kernel
and lower bounds for Steklov eigenvalues.
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Proof of Theorem[1.10, For the Laplacian eigenvalues \; on 99 the following
asymptotically sharp inequality has been shown in [25]:

o0

, g
P CERE (N+2)(N +4)

J=0

(27) "V By |09Q|(z + 20)*t 2 (6.1)

N2
where 2y := e HZ? and H, is given by (3.17). We note that zy < c3. It follows
from the first inequality of (|1.8)) of Theorem that

d =)y > Z(z — 07 — 2cq0;)+. (6.2)

Jj=0

Defining a new variable by ¢ := y/z + ¢ — cq it is easily shown that (6.2)) is

equivalent to
D (P 2ea0 = A)e 2 2(C+ca) Y (C— o) = Y (C—oy)]
=0

J 7=0 7=0

and therefore it is equivalent to the differential inequality
iZ}’iO(C — ;)% < D so(CP 4 2caC — Aj) v
dg ¢ +co - (C + cq)2

Integrating the differential inequality (6.3) between 0 and ¢ and performing an
integration by parts on the right-hand side of the resulting inequality, we obtain

> ieo(C—0y)% - D 2o(CP H2caC — Ay 43 /C D ioo(s? +2cas — Aj)%
C + co - 4(C + CQ)3 4 0 (8 -+ CQ)4

(6.3)

ds.

We apply estimate (6.1]), replace 2o by ¢ and compute the resulting integral. We
get the inequality

o0

2 3
—0)? < 21) N By |09 N =
which proves the claim. [

Laplace transforming inequality (1.11]) of Theorem yields the following
upper bound on the trace of the heat kernel for the Steklov operator:

Corollary 6.4. Let  be a bounded domain of class C? in RNTY such that 05
has only one connected component. Then

1

> < oy (20 Bl e T o) (65)
=0

for all t > 0, where I'(a,b) = / t" et dt denotes the incomplete Gamma
b

function.
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The estimate is sharp as ¢ tends to zero since (6.5)) implies the exact bound

lim sup ¢V Ze %t < (2m) "N BNT(N +1)|09).

t—04

From (6.5)) we immediately obtain Weyl-type lower bounds on Steklov eigenvalues.

Since (j + 1)e” %" < Z e 7" for all j € N and T'(N + 3, cqt) < T'(N + 3) we get
k=0
from (/6.5 after optimizing with respect to ¢ the following:

Corollary 6.6. Let Q be a bounded domain of class C? in RN*1 such that 0
has only one connected component. Then for all j € N:

_ 41
0 > 7’N27TBN1/N <%> — CQ

Z[=

N

thry = ————— <1
w1 TN eF(N+ 1)1/N =
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