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EIGENVALUES OF XIN-LAPLACIAN ON
COMPLETE RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

LINGZHONG ZENG AND ZHOUYUAN ZENG

Abstract. In this paper, we consider Dirichlet eigenvalue problem which is re-

lated to Xin-Laplacian on the bounded domain of complete Riemannian mani-

folds. By establishing the general formulas, combining with some results of Chen

and Cheng type, we prove some eigenvalue inequalities. As some applications,

we consider the eigenvalues on some Riemannian manifolds admitting with spe-

cial functions, the translating solitons, minimal submanifolds on the Euclidean

spaces, submanifolds on the unit spheres, projective spaces and so on. In particu-

lar, for translating solitons, our eigenvalue inequalities are universal. In addition,

we investigate the closed eigenvalue problem for the Xin-Laplacian and general-

ize the Reilly’s result on the first eigenvalue of the Beltrami-Laplacian. As some

remarkable applications, we obtain a very sharp estimate for the upper bound

of the second nonzero eigenvalue(without counting multiplicities of eigenvalues)

of the Beltrami-Laplacian on the minimal isoparametric hypersurfaces and focal

submanifolds in the unit sphere, which leads to a conjecture and is the most fas-

cinating part of this paper. Furthermore, our result hints 2n may be the second

eigenvalue of Beltrami-Laplacian on the isoparametric hypersurfaces who are not

isometric a unit sphere.

1. Introduction

Let Mn be an n-dimensional, complete Riemannian submanifold isometrically

immersed into the (n + p)-dimensional Euclidean space Rn+p. Suppose that g0 is

the standard metric on the Euclidean space Rn+p and g is a Riemannian metric on

Mn induced from the Euclidean space Rn+p. Throughout this paper, we use 〈·, ·〉g,
| · |2g, div, ∆, ∇ and ν⊤ to denote the Riemannian inner product associated with

the induced metric g, norm with respect to the inner product 〈·, ·〉g, divergence,
Laplacian, the gradient operator on Riemannian manifolds Mn and the projection

of the vector ν onto the tangent bundle of Mn, respectively. Moreover, we use

〈·, ·〉g0, | · |2g0 and ν⊥ to represent the standard Euclidean inner product, norm on

Rn+p and the projection of ν onto the normal bundle of Mn, respectively. Next, we

define Xin-Laplacian (or call it Lν operator) as follows:

(1.1) Lν(·) = ∆(·) + 〈ν,∇(·)〉g0 = e−〈ν,X〉g0div(e〈ν,X〉g0∇(·)).

Key words and phrases: isoparametric hypersurface, Xin-Laplacian; eigenvalues; Riemannian

manifolds; universal inequality; translating solitons.
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Xin-Laplacian is an elliptic differential operator and introduced by Xin in [69]. From

the viewpoint of geometry, Xin-Laplacian plays an important role for the geometric

understanding of the translating solitons, see [19,69]. We remark that this operator

is similar to the L operator introduced by Colding and Minicozzi in [25] and Witten-

Laplacian given by ∆f (·) = ∆(·) − 〈∇f,∇(·)〉g, where f is a potential function

defined on Mn(cf. [28,29,67]). It can be shown that the elliptic differential operator

Lν is a self-adjoint operator with respect to the weighted measure e〈ν,X〉g0dv, namely,

for any u, w ∈ C2
0(Ω),

(1.2) −
∫

Ω

〈∇u,∇w〉e〈ν,X〉g0dv =

∫

Ω

(Lνw)ue
〈ν,X〉g0dv =

∫

Ω

(Lνu)we
〈ν,X〉g0dv.

From more analytic viewpoint, just like L operator and Witten-Laplacian, it is of

great importance to explore some analytic properties of Xin-Laplacian. For exam-

ple, one can consider Liouville property, spectrum of Xin-Laplacian, mean value

inequality, Gauss maps, heat kernel associated with the Xin-Laplacian and so on.

In particular, the first eigenvalue will lead to a lot of very profound results in un-

derstanding some geometric structure of translating solitons although we does not

cover this aspect in this paper.

Let Ω be a bounded domain on an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold Mn with

piecewise smooth boundary ∂Ω. We consider Dirichlet eigenvalue problem of Xin-

Laplacian on complete Riemannian manifolds as follows:

(1.3) Lνu+ Λu = 0, in Ω, and u = 0, on ∂Ω.

Assume that Λk denotes the kth eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenfunction uk.

Then, the eigenvalue problem (1.3) has real and discrete spectrum satisfying the

following inequalities: 0 < Λ1 < Λ2 ≤ Λ3 ≤ · · · ≤ Λk ≤ · · · ↑ +∞, where each

eigenvalue is repeated according to its multiplicity.

On one hand, suppose that Mn is an n-dimensional Euclidean space Rn, Payne,

Pólya and Weinberger [51] investigated the eigenvalues for Dirichlet eigenvalue prob-

lem (1.3) of Laplacian and obtained a universal inequality as follows:

(1.4) Λk+1 − Λk ≤
4

nk

k∑

i=1

Λi.

Here, the words “universal inequality” means that the spectrum is subject to uni-

versal bounds by which certain expressions involving eigenvalues dominate others

with no reference to the geometry of bounded domain Ω but reference to the dimen-

sion n. The study of the universal inequalities are stemmed from Payne, Pólya and

Weinberger’s important work in 1956 (cf. [51]). Furthermore, in various settings,

many mathematicians extended the universal inequality of Payne, Pólya and Wein-

berger. In particular, Hile and Protter [35] proved the following universal inequality

of eigenvalues:
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(1.5)
k∑

i=1

Λi
Λk+1 − Λi

≥ nk

4
,

which is sharper than inequality (1.4) given by Payne, Pólya and Weinberger. Fur-

thermore, an amazing contribution to eigenvalue inequality is that Yang [70] (cf. [21])

obtained a very sharp universal inequality:

(1.6)

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)Λi.

From (1.6), one can obtain

(1.7) Λk+1 ≤
1

k
(1 +

4

n
)

k∑

i=1

Λi.

The inequalities (1.6) and (1.7) are called by Ashbaugh Yang’s first inequality and

second inequality, respectively (cf. [5], [6]). In fact, Chebyshev’s inequality implies

following connections (1.6) ⇒ (1.7) ⇒ (1.5) ⇒ (1.4).

Let Ψ denote the set of all isometric immersions from Mn into the Euclidean

space Rn+p. In an important literature [14], Chen and Cheng investigated Dirichlet

problem of Laplacian on the Riemannian manifolds in 2008. In details, based on an

extrinsic method on the mean curvature of the immersion, they proved

(1.8)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +

1

4
C1

)
,

where C1 = infψ∈Ψ maxΩ n
2H2.

On the other hand, letting Ω be a bounded domain on the plane R2, Payne, Pólya

and Weinberger [51] proved that its lower order eigenvalues satisfy

(1.9) Λ2 + Λ3 ≤ 6Λ1,

which leads to a famous conjecture for Ω ⊂ Rn as follows (see [1]):

Genernal Payne-Pólya-Weinberger Conjecture. Let Ω be a bounded domain

on an n-dimensional Euclidean space Rn. Assume that Λi is the i-th eigenvalue of

Dirichlet problem (1.3) for the Laplace operator on Rn. Then, inequality

(1.10)
Λ2 + Λ3 + · · ·+ Λn+1

Λ1
≤ n

Λ2(B
n)

Λ1(Bn)

holds, where Λi(B
n)(i = 1, 2) denotes the ith eigenvalue of Laplacian on the ball Bn

with the same volume as the bounded domain Ω, i.e., V ol(Ω) = V ol(Ω∗).
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Attacking this conjecture, Brands [10] improved Payne, Pólya and Weinberger’s

inequality (1.9) to the following: Λ2 +Λ3 ≤ Λ1(3 +
√
7), when n = 2. Furthermore,

Hile and Protter [35] obtained Λ2 + Λ3 ≤ 5.622Λ1. In 1980, Marcellini [45] proved

Λ2 + Λ3 ≤ (15 +
√
345)/6Λ1. In 2011, by a new approach, Chen and Zheng [15]

proved Λ2 + Λ3 ≤ 5.3507Λ1. For general case, Ashbaugh and Benguria [4] made a

fundamental contribution for establishing a surprising universal inequality as follows:

(1.11)
Λ2 + Λ3 + · · ·+ Λn+1

Λ1
≤ n+ 4.

for Ω ⊂ Rn, in 1993. For more references on the solution of this conjecture, we refer

the readers to [2, 3, 24, 35] and references therein. In particular, an amazing break-

through was made by Ashbaugh and Benguria in [2](or see [3]). They affirmatively

settled the general Payne, Pólya and Weinberger’s Conjecture under certain special

case. More specifically, by dealing with some good properties of Bessel functions,

Ashbaugh and Benguria proved a famous conjecture listed in problem collection of

Yau [71](or cf. [1]) as follows:

Therorem (Payne-Pólya-Weinberger Conjecture). Let Ω be a bounded do-

main on an n-dimensional Euclidean space Rn. Assume that Λi is the i-th eigenvalue

of the Dirichlet problem (1.3) for the Laplace operator on Rn. Then, the following

eigenvalue inequality

Λ2

Λ1
≤ Λ2(B

n)

Λ1(Bn)

holds, where Λi(B
n)(i = 1, 2) denotes the ith eigenvalue of Laplacian on the ball Bn

with the same volume as the bounded domain Ω, i.e., V ol(Ω) = V ol(Ω∗).

In 2008, Chen and Cheng [14] proved (1.11) still holds when Ω is a bounded domain

in a complete Riemannian manifold isometrically minimally immersed in Rn+p .

Furthermore, Ashbaugh and Benguria [4] (cf. Hile and Protter [35] ) improved the

above result to the following interesting universal inequality:

(1.12)
Λ2 + Λ3 + · · ·+ Λn+1

Λ1
≤ n + 3 +

Λ1

Λ2
.

Very recently, Cheng and Qi [19] have proved that, for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n+2, eigenvalues

satisfy at least one of the following:

(1)
Λ2

Λ1
< 2− Λ1

Λj
, (2)

Λ2 + Λ3 + · · ·+ Λn+1

Λ1
≤ n+ 3 +

Λ1

Λj
.

In 2002, Levitin and Parnovski [41] proved an algebraic inequality, and by using this

algebraic inequality, they generalized (1.11) to

(1.13)
Λj+1 + Λj+2 + · · ·+ Λj+n

Λj
≤ n+ 4,
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where j is any positive integer. For general Riemannian manifold Mn isometrically

immersed into the (n + p)-dimensional Euclidean space Rn+p, in [14], Chen and

Cheng obtained

(1.14)
λ2 + λ3 + · · ·+ λn+1

λ1
≤ n + 4

where λi = Λi +
1
4
infψ∈Ψ maxΩ n

2H2, and H denotes the mean curvature of Mn

defined by (2.23). Also, Soufi, Harrell, Ilias and other mathematicians made many

very important contributions to eigenvalue problem of some self-adjoint elliptic dif-

ferential operators. In particular, Soufi, Harrell, Ilias studied the eigenvalues of

Schrödinger operator, and by the same algebraic argument, they established some

interesting inequalities of Payne-Pólya-Weinberger type in [58], which generalizes

inequality (1.14).

Next, letMn be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifolds without bound-

ary. We consider the following closed eigenvalue problem of the differential operator

Lν on the Riemannian manifolds Mn:

(1.15) Lνu+ Λu = 0, in Mn.

Let Λk denote the k-th eigenvalue of the closed eigenvalue problem (1.15), which

is corresponding to the eigenfunction uk. Similarly, the spectrum of the eigenvalue

problem (1.15) is discrete and satisfies 0 = Λ0 < Λ1 ≤ Λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ Λk ≤ · · · →
+∞, where each eigenvalue is repeated according to its multiplicity. Clearly, when

ν vanishes, closed eigenvalue problem (1.15) becomes a classical closed eigenvalue

problem of Beltrami-Laplacian:

(1.16) ∆u+ Λu = 0, in Mn.

Assume that Λk denotes the kth eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenfunction uk.

Let Γi be the i-th distinct eigenvalue of the closed eigenvalue problem (1.16) of

Beltrami Laplacian on a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary, where

i = 0, 1, 2, · · · . In other words, without counting multiplicity of each eigenvalue, one

has the following strict inequalities: 0 = Γ0 < Γ1 < Γ2 < Γ3 < · · · ↑ +∞.

Motivation. It is a very fundamental problem to investigate the eigenvalues of some

elliptic operators on the Riemannian manifolds. Usually, there are two important

problems to be considered in spectral geometry: From an analytic perspective, given

some geometric and topological structures on the manifolds, one tents to determine

the dates or demonstrate certain behaviors of spectrum of elliptic operators; Con-

versely, from a geometric viewpoint, one always wants to obtain some information

on the topology and geometry of manifolds when some spectrum dates are given.

The motivation of this paper focuses on the former part. Although we do does not

address the latter part, a conjecture is proposed deriving from some estimates for

upper bounds of the closed eigenvalue problem (1.16) of Beltrami-Laplacian. As the

authors know, there is few of investigation for the spectrum of Xin-Laplacian. Thus,

it is very urgent for us to consider the eigenvalue problem of Xin-Laplacian. Inspired
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by the previous work and the above statements, it is natural for us to discuss the

following problem.

Problem A. Can we establish some inequalities for the lower and higher order

eigenvalues of Dirichlet problem (1.3)? Furthermore, for translating solitons, whether

the spectral behavior of Xin-Laplacian has a similar rigidity just like the Dirichlet

Laplacian on the domain of the Euclidean space or not?

In 1982, Yau posed a famous conjecture (see Conjecture 6.10 in Section 6) and

his conjecture attracted the attention of many mathematicians, and we will briefly

describe its progress in Subsection 6.3. Up to now, it was far from settled. Yau’s

conjecture is concerned with the first eigenvalues, which is solved by Tang and Yan

in [64] when the hypersurface is assumed to be isoparametric. The authors think

that the second eigenvalue is also important subject worthy of consideration, and

thus it is natural to ask the following question.

Problem B. Assume that Mn is an n-dimensional minimal hypersurface embedded

into the unit sphere Sn+1(1). How can we estimate accurately the second nontrivial

eigenvalue (without counting the multiplicities of eigenvalues) of eigenvalue problem

(1.16)? Furthermore, suppose that Mn is a isoparametric hypersurface or focal sub-

manifold of the unit sphere, can we directly calculate the date of the second nontrivial

eigenvalue?

Supposing that Mn is an n-dimensional isoparametric hypersurface embedded

into an (n+1)-dimensional unit sphere, who is not isometric to a unit sphere, some

outstanding literatures indicated that 2n is an eigenvalue of Beltrami-Laplacian,

see [61,66]. However, the available results still do not adequately solve the following

problem.

Problem C. Assume that Mn is an n-dimensional isoparametric hypersurface em-

bedded into an (n + 1)-dimensional unit sphere and Mn is not isometric to a unit

sphere. Whether 2n is the second non-zero eigenvalue for the closed eigenvalue prob-

lem (1.16) of Beltrami-Laplacian or not?

For some special examples, for example in [47,59,60,63] and the references therein,

Problem C is partially well solved. However, for lots of the other cases, it is still

unknown. As we know, for Yau’s conjecture, it is extremely difficult to prove that

the coordinate function is the first eigenfunction. Likewise, it is even harder to prove

that the eigenfunction corresponding to 2n is exactly the second eigenfunction except

for some special cases.

In this paper, we make an affirmative answer to Problem A and partially answer

Problem B. Moreover, one of contributions of this paper to Problem C is that our

result further hints that 2n may be the second eigenvalue of Beltrami-Laplacian

on the isoparametric hypersurfaces. Based on those arguments, we propose some

conjectures. This paper is organized as follows.
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In Section 2, we prove several auxiliary lemmas. Applying those auxiliary lemmas,

we establish some general formulas for Dirichlet eigenvalue problem (1.3).

Furthermore, applying those general formulas, we prove the following eigenvalue

inequalities in Section 3:

(1.17)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +D1Λ

1
2
i +

1

4
D2

1 +
1

4
C1

)
,

and

(1.18)

n∑

l=1

Λj+l ≤ (4 + n)Λi + 4D1Λ
1
2
i +D2

1 + C1,

where C1 = infψ∈Ψ maxΩ n
2H2 and D1 = maxΩ |ν⊤|g0. See Theorem 3.1 and The-

orem 3.3 for details. Observing the right hand of (1.1), we know that the Xin-

Laplacian not only depends on the metric g on the Riemannian manifold Mn but

also depends on the standard metric g0 on the Euclidean space. Therefore, it is

different from the Witten-Laplacian, which only depends on the Riemannian met-

ric on Mn. It is well know that the Witten-Laplacian is unitarily equivalent to

the Schrödinger operator, which means that one can estimate the eigenvalues of

Witten-Laplacian by applying Schrödinger operator to Witten Laplacian. See [56]

for details. However, Xin-Laplacian is not unitarily equivalent to the Schrödinger

operator. As a consequence, some methods associated with unitarily equivalent no

longer works in our situations. Therefore, we remark that our method is differ-

ent from the method due to Levitin and Parnovski [41], where they utilized some

algebraic techniques to prove some desired results.

In Section 4, we discuss the eigenvalues of LII operator on the translating solitons.

To be special, we obtain the following universal inequalities:

(1.19)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi + Λ

1
2
i +

n2

4

)
,

and

(1.20)

n∑

k=1

Λj+k ≤ (n+ 4)Λj + n2 + 4Λ
1
2
i .

See Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2. One could hope that eigenvalue inequalities

are universal for the Dirichlet problem of some elliptic operators on Riemannian

manifolds, but, unfortunately, this is not always possible. In general, it is not easy

to obtain universal inequalities for weighted Laplacian and even Laplacian on the

complete Riemannian manifolds. Therefore, our work can be regarded as a new

contribution to universal inequality. Furthermore, by using (1.19), we give some

estimates for the upper bounds of the k-th eigenvalue and gaps of the consecutive

eigenvalues of LII operator on the translating solitons.
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As some further applications, we discuss the eigenvalues on the minimal submani-

folds on the Euclidean spaces, submanifolds on the unit spheres, projective spaces in

Section 5. In addition, we also consider the eigenvalues on some manifolds admitting

with special functions such as Cartan-Hadamard manifolds, product manifolds and

homogeneous manifolds and so on in this section. We refer the readers to Corollary

5.1-5.5 for details.

Before starting Problem B, we motivate the study of closed eigenvalue problem

(1.15) and establish some eigenvalue inequalities in Section 6. Furthermore, as some

remarkable applications, we prove some eigenvalue inequalities of Xin-Laplacian on

the minimal submanifolds in the unit sphere and generalize the Reilly’s result on

the first eigenvalue of the Beltrami-Laplacian. More importantly, we suppose that

Mn is an n-dimensional compact minimal isoparametric hypersurface in the unit

sphere Sn+1(1), and prove that eigenvalues of the closed eigenvalue problem (1.16)

of the Beltrami-Laplacian satisfy

(1.21)
1

n

n∑

k=1

Λn0+k ≤ 2n+ 4,

where n0 denotes the value of the multiplicity of the first eigenvalue, which gets a

very sharp estimation for the upper bound of the second eigenvalues as follows:

Γ2 ≤ 2n+ 4.

Here, we do not count the multiplicity of eigenvalues. As a byproduct, our result

further hints that 2n could be the second non-zero eigenvalue in term of the isopara-

metric hypersurfaces of OT-FKM type. For further details, we refer the readers to

Remark 6.6. Clearly, focal submanifolds are some important minimal submanifolds

of the unit spheres. In the remainder part of this section, we also discuss the eigen-

values of the Laplacian on them and some upper bounds are obtained.

Based on some arguments for the eigenvalues of Xin-Laplacian on the complete

Riemannian manifolds, several conjectures are posed in Section 7. In particular,

Conjecture 7.3 is closely related to Yau’s conjecture 6.10. Here, it is necessary for

us to emphasize that conjecture 7.3 is presented based entirely on a very sharp

estimates for the upper bound of the second non-zero eigenvalue (without counting

the multiplicity of eigenvalues) in Section 6, and many important examples hint that

this conjecture is true. In addition, the second eigenvalue will perfectly characterize

the isoparametric hypersurfaces if it is true. Furthermore, assumed that minimal

hypersurfaces has constant scalar curvature(without isoparametric assumption), the

first author present a rigidity conjecture (see Conjecture 7.5), which is related to

Yau’s conjecture 6.10 and Chern’s conjecture 7.4. To solve conjectures 7.3 and 7.5,

it seems to be very crucial for us to have an in-depth understanding for the topology

of minimal hypersurfaces on the unit spheres. Therefore, we think that the study

of those conjectures maybe have a far-reaching impact on the topology of minimal

hypersurfaces in the unit sphere, especially for the isoparametric theory.
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2. Several Auxiliary Lemmas and General Formulas

2.1. General Formulas. In this subsection, we would like to establish two general

formulas, which will play critical roles in the proofs of main results. Our first general

formula says the following.

Proposition 2.1. Let φl, l = 1, 2, · · · , m, be smooth functions on an n-dimensional

complete Riemannian manifold Mn and Λk the kth eigenvalue of (1.3). Then, for

any j = 1, 2, · · · , there exists an orthogonal matrix A = (als)m×m such that Φl =∑m
s=1 alsφs satisfy

(2.1)
m∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj)‖uj∇Φl‖2Ω ≤
m∑

l=1

∫

Ω

(
ujLνΦl + 2〈∇Φl,∇uj〉g

)2
e〈ν,X〉g0dv,

where uj is an orthonormal eigenfunction corresponding to eigenvalue Λj and

‖f(x)‖2Ω =

∫

Ω

f(x)2e〈ν,X〉g0dv.

In order to prove Proposition 2.1, we need the following auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 2.2. Let φ be a smooth function on an n-dimensional complete Riemannian

manifold Ω. Assume that Λi is the i
th eigenvalue of the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem

(1.3) and ui is an orthonormal eigenfunction corresponding to Λi such that Lνui =

−Λiui, and
∫
Ω
uiuje

〈ν,X〉g0dv = δij, where i, j = 1, 2, · · · . Then, for any j = 1, 2, · · · ,
the following equation

(2.2) ‖uj∇φ‖2Ω =
∞∑

k=1

(Λk − Λj)σ
2
jk,

holds, where σjk =
∫
Ω
φujuke

〈ν,X〉g0dv.

Proof. Since {uk}∞k=1 is an orthonormal basis of the weighted L2(Ω), then, for any

j, where j = 1, 2, · · · , we know that

(2.3) φuj =

∞∑

k=1

σjkuk.

According to Parseval’s identity, it is not difficult to check that

‖φuj‖2Ω =

∞∑

k=1

σ2
jk.

By a simple computation, we immediately derive
∫

Ω

(Lν (φuj)− φLνuj) uke
〈ν,X〉g0dv = (Λj − Λk)

∫

Ω

φujuke
〈ν,X〉g0dv,

and

Lν(φuj) = φLνuj + ujLνφ+ 2〈∇φ,∇uj〉g.
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Therefore, we have

(2.4)

∫

Ω

(ujLνφ+ 2〈∇φ,∇uj〉g)uke〈ν,X〉g0dv = (Λj − Λk)

∫

Ω

φujuke
〈ν,X〉g0dv.

Furthermore, from (2.3), we deduce

(2.5)

∞∑

k=1

(Λk − Λj)σ
2
jk =

∞∑

k=1

(Λk − Λj)

(∫

Ω

φujuke
〈ν,X〉g0dv

)2

=

∞∑

k=1

Λk

(∫

Ω

φujuke
〈ν,X〉g0dv

)2

− Λj‖φuj‖2Ω.

By using (2.3), we derive

Lν(φuj) =

∞∑

k=1

σjkLνuk = −
∞∑

k=1

σjkΛkuk,

which implies

(2.6) φujLν(φuj) = −
∞∑

k=1

σjkΛkukφuj.

Hence, it follows from (2.6) that

(2.7)

∫

Ω

φujLν(φuj)e
〈ν,X〉g0dv = −

∞∑

k=1

∫

Ω

σjkΛkukφuje
〈ν,X〉g0dv

= −
∞∑

k=1

Λk

∫

Ω

φujuke
〈ν,X〉g0dv

∫

Ω

ukφuje
〈ν,X〉g0dv

= −
∞∑

k=1

Λk

(∫

Ω

φujuke
〈ν,X〉g0dv

)2

.

Combining (2.5) with (2.7), we have
∞∑

k=1

(Λk − Λj)σ
2
jk =

∫

Ω

(−φujLν(φuj)− Λjφ
2u2j)e

〈ν,X〉g0dv

=

∫

Ω

(−φu2jLνφ− 2〈∇φ,∇uj〉gφuj)e〈ν,X〉g0dv

=

∫

Ω

(
|∇φ|2gu2j +

1

2
〈∇φ2,∇u2j〉g −

1

2
〈∇φ2,∇u2j〉g

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

= ‖uj∇φ‖2Ω.
This completes the proof of Lemma 2.2. �

By making use of the Lemma 2.2, we give the proof of Proposition 2.1.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. For any j = 1, 2, · · · , we consider the following m × m-

matrix:

C :=

(∫

Ω

(
ujLνφl + 2〈∇φl,∇uj〉g

)
uj+se

〈ν,X〉g0dv

)

m×m

.
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According to the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization, we know that there exists an

orthogonal matrix A = (als) such that

Q = AC = (qls)m×m =




q11 q12 · · · q1m
0 q22 · · · q2m
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 · · · qmm


 ,

that is,

qls =

m∑

i=1

ali

∫

Ω

(
ujLνφi + 2〈∇φi,∇uj〉g

)
uj+se

〈ν,X〉g0dv

=

∫

Ω

(
ujLν

(
m∑

i=1

aliφi

)
+ 2〈∇

(
m∑

i=1

aliφi

)
,∇uj〉g

)
uj+se

〈ν,X〉g0dv,

with qls = 0 for l > s. For Φl =
∑m

i=1 aliφi, we have

qls =

∫

Ω

(
ujLνΦl + 2 〈∇Φl,∇uj〉g

)
uj+se

〈ν,X〉g0dv = 0, for l > s.

Applying the Lemma 2.2 to functions Φl, we yield

(2.8) ‖uj∇Φl‖2Ω =

j−1∑

k=1

(Λk − Λj)β
2
ljk +

j+l−1∑

k=j

(Λk − Λj)β
2
ljk +

∞∑

k=j+l

(Λk − Λj)β
2
ljk,

where βljk :=
∫
Ω
Φlujuke

〈ν,X〉g0dv. According to (2.4) in place of φ with Φl, it is easy

to verify that

(2.9)

∫

Ω

(ujLνΦl + 2〈∇Φl,∇uj〉g)uke〈ν,X〉g0dv = (Λj − Λk)

∫

Ω

Φlujuke
〈ν,X〉g0dv,

which implies

(Λk − Λj)

∫

Ω

Φlujuke
〈ν,X〉g0dv = (Λk − Λj)βljk = 0, for k = j, j + 1, · · · , j + l − 1.

From (2.8), we conclude

(2.10) ‖uj∇Φl‖2Ω ≤
∞∑

k=j+l

(Λk − Λj)β
2
ljk.

Hence, from (2.9), (2.10) and Parseval’s identity, we infer that,

m∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj)‖uj∇Φl‖2Ω ≤
m∑

l=1

∞∑

k=j+l

(Λk − Λj)
2β2

ljk

≤
m∑

l=1

∫

Ω

(
ujLνΦl + 2〈∇Φl,∇uj〉g

)2
e〈ν,X〉g0dv.

The proof ends.

�
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In what follows, we would like to prove the second general formula for eigenvalues,

which generalizes a formula established by Cheng and Yang in [21] for the eigenvalue

problem of the Laplacian. We remark that the original method of this proof is due

to Cheng and Yang in [21]. However, for the convenience of readers, we shall give a

self contained proof.

Proposition 2.3. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact Riemann-

ian manifold. Assume that Λi is the ith eigenvalue of the Dirichlet eigenvalue prob-

lem (1.3) and ui is an orthonormal eigenfunction corresponding to Λi such that

Lνui = −Λiui, and
∫
Ω
uiuje

〈ν,X〉g0dv = δij , where i, j = 1, 2, · · · . Then, for any func-

tion ϕ(x) ∈ C2(Ω) and any positive integer k, eigenvalues of the Dirichlet eigenvalue

problem (1.3) satisfy

(2.11)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2‖ui∇ϕ‖2Ω ≤

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)‖2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g + uiLνϕ‖2Ω.

Before giving the proof of Proposition 2.3, we shall introduce several notations.

Set

σij :=

∫

Ω

ϕuiuje
〈ν,X〉g0dv,

and

Θi := −
∫

Ω

ζi(uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g)e〈ν,X〉g0dv.

where ϕ(x) ∈ C2(Ω), and

ζi := ϕui −
k∑

j=1

σijuj.

Define

τij := −
∫

Ω

(ujLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇uj〉g)uie〈ν,X〉g0dv.

In order to prove Proposition 2.3, we need the following several auxiliary lemmas.

The first auxiliary lemma is show that τji is skew-symmetric.

Lemma 2.4. Under the assumption of Proposition 2.3, we have

(2.12) τij = (Λi − Λj)σij ,

and

(2.13) τij = −τji.
Proof. By utilizing (1.2), it is easy to verify that τij = (Λi−Λj)σij . By the definition

of σij , we know that σij = σji. Therefore, we have τij = −τji. This finishes the proof
of this Lemma.

�

Next, we shall give an estimate for the lower bound of Θi.
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Lemma 2.5. Under the assumption of Proposition 2.3, we have

(2.14) (Λk+1 − Λi)‖ζi‖2Ω ≤ Θi.

Proof. Since uj is an orthonormal eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue Λj,

{uj}∞j=1 forms an orthonormal basis of the weighted L2(Ω). Furthermore, by the

Rayleigh-Ritz inequality, we have

(2.15) Λk+1 ≤ −

∫

Ω

ϕLνϕe
〈ν,X〉g0dv

∫

Ω

ϕ2e〈ν,X〉g0dv
,

for any function ϕ satisfing
∫

Ω

ϕuje
〈ν,X〉g0dv = 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

By a direct calculation, it is not difficult to verify that

(2.16)

∫

Ω

ζiule
〈ν,X〉g0dv = 0,

for 1 ≤ i, l ≤ k. Clearly, (2.15) implies

Λk+1 ≤ −

∫

Ω

ζiLνζie
〈ν,X〉g0dv

∫

Ω

ζ2i e
〈ν,X〉g0dv

.

Since

Lνζi = uiLνϕ− Λiϕui + 2〈∇ϕ,∇uj〉g +
k∑

j=1

Λjσijuj,

from (2.16), we have

(Λk+1 − Λi)‖ζi‖2Ω ≤ −
∫

Ω

ζi(uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g)e〈ν,X〉g0dv = Θi.

Thus, we finish the proof of this Lemma.

�

From Lemma 2.5, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Under the assumption of Proposition 2.3, we have

(2.17)

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2Θi ≤

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)‖uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g −
k∑

j=1

τijuj‖2Ω.
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Proof. Firstly, we give an estimate for the upper bound of Θi. From (2.14), (2.16)

and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we infer

(2.18)

Θi = −
∫

Ω

ζi

(
uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g −

k∑

j=1

τijuj

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

≤
{
‖ζi‖2Ω‖uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g −

k∑

j=1

τijuj‖2Ω

} 1
2

.

Uniting (2.14) and (2.18), we obtain

(Λk+1 − Λi)Θ
2
i ≤ (Λk+1 − Λi)‖ζi‖2Ω‖uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g −

k∑

j=1

τijuj‖2Ω

≤ Θi‖uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g −
k∑

j=1

τijuj‖2Ω.

Therefore, we have

(2.19) (Λk+1 − Λi)
2Θi ≤ (Λk+1 − Λi)‖uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g −

k∑

j=1

τijuj‖2Ω.

Summing on i from 1 to k for (2.19), we derive

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2Θi ≤

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)‖uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g −
k∑

j=1

τijuj‖2Ω,

as claimed. Thus, the proof of this lemma ends.

�

Applying Lemma 2.4, Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.6, we give the proof of Proposition

2.3.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. By the definition of τij and (2.12), it is not difficult to

infer that

(2.20)

‖uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g −
n∑

j=1

τijuj‖2Ω

= ‖uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g‖2Ω −
n∑

j=1

τ 2ij

= ‖uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g‖2Ω −
n∑

j=1

(Λi − Λj)
2σ2

ij ,



EIGENVALUES OF XIN-LAPLACIAN 15

According to the definitions of Θi and ζi, it follows from (2.12) that,

(2.21)

Θi = −
∫

Ω

(
ϕui −

k∑

j=0

σijuj

)(
uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

= −
∫

Ω

(ϕu2iLνϕ+ 2ϕui〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g)e〈ν,X〉g0dv

+

k∑

j=1

aij

∫

Ω

uj(uiLνϕ+ 2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g)e〈ν,X〉g0dv

= −
∫

Ω

(
ϕLνϕ− 1

2
Lνϕ

2

)
u2i e

〈ν,X〉g0dv +

k∑

j=1

σijτij

=

∫

Ω

〈∇ϕ,∇ϕ〉u2i e〈ν,X〉g0dv +
k∑

j=1

(Λi − Λj)σ
2
ij .

A simple calculation shows that

(2.22)

k∑

i,j=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2(Λi − Λj)σ

2
ij = −

k∑

i,j=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)(Λi − Λj)
2σ2

ij .

Furthermore, uniting (2.19), (2.20), (2.21) and (2.22), we get

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2‖ui∇ϕ‖2Ω ≤

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)‖2〈∇ϕ, ∇ui〉g + uiLνϕ‖2Ω.

Therefore, we finish the proof of this proposition.

�

2.2. Extrinsic Formulas. Assume that {e1, · · · , en} is a local orthonormal basis

of Mn with respect to the induced metric g, and {en+1, · · · , en+p} is the local unit

orthonormal normal vector fields. Assume that

(2.23)

H =
1

n

n+p∑

α=n+1

Hαeα =
1

n

n+p∑

α=n+1

(
n∑

i=1

hαii

)
eα, and H =

1

n

√√√√
n+p∑

α=n+1

(
n∑

i=1

hαii

)2

are the mean curvature vector field and the mean curvature of Mn, respectively. In

order to prove our main results, we need the following lemma. A proof of it can be

found in [14].

Lemma 2.7. For an n-dimensional submanifold Mn in Euclidean space Rn+p,

let x = (x1, x2, · · · , xn+p) is the position vector of a point p ∈ Mn with xα =

xα(y1, · · · , yn), 1 ≤ α ≤ n+ p, where (y1, · · · , yn) denotes a local coordinate system
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of Mn. Then, we have
n+p∑

α=1

〈∇xα,∇xα〉g = n,

n+p∑

α=1

〈∇xα,∇u〉g〈∇xα,∇w〉g = 〈∇u,∇w〉g,

for any functions u, w ∈ C1(Mn),

n+p∑

α=1

(∆xα)
2 = n2H2,

and
n+p∑

α=1

∆xα∇xα = 0,

where H is the mean curvature of Mn.

We choose a new coordinate system ȳ = (ȳ1, · · · , ȳn+p) of Rn+p given by y−y(P ) =
ȳA, such that

(
∂
∂ȳ1

)
P
, · · · ,

(
∂
∂ȳn

)
P
spanTPMn, and at P, 〈 ∂

∂ȳi
, ∂
∂ȳj

〉g = δij , where

A =
(
aαβ
)
∈ O(n+ p) is an (n+ p)× (n+ p) orthogonal matrix. Let

(2.24) ν =

n+p∑

θ=1

νθ
∂

∂yθ
∈ Rn+p,

and

g0αβ = 〈 ∂

∂yα
,
∂

∂yβ
〉g0.

Let w be a smooth function defined on the Riemannian manifold Mn. Under the

local coordinate system ȳ = (ȳ1, · · · , ȳn), by an easy exercise, one can show that

(2.25) ν⊤ =

n∑

θ=1

νθ
∂

∂yθ
,

and

(2.26) 〈ν,∇w〉g0 =
n∑

i=1

νi
∂w

∂yi
.

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

(2.27)

(
n∑

θ=1

νθ
∂w

∂yθ

)2

≤
(

n∑

θ=1

ν2θ

)
·

n∑

θ=1

(
∂w

∂yθ

)2

.

Therefore, combining (2.25), (2.26) and (2.27), we can prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.8. Let w be a smooth function defined on the Riemannian manifold Mn,

then we have

(2.28) 〈ν,∇w〉g0 ≤ |ν⊤|g0|∇w|g.

By a direct computation, one can show the following results of Chen and Cheng

type.

Lemma 2.9. (Result of Cheng and Chen Type) Let (y1, · · · , yn) be an ar-

bitrary coordinate system in a neighborhood U of P in Mn. Assume that x with

components xα defined by xα = xα (y1, · · · , yn), where 1 ≤ α ≤ n+ p is the position

vector of P in Rn+p. Then, we have

(2.29)

n+p∑

α=1

〈∇xα, ν〉2g0 = |ν⊤|2g0,

where ∇ is the gradient operator on Mn.

From Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.9, we have the fol-

lowing lemma.

Lemma 2.10. (Result of Cheng and Chen Type) Let (y1, · · · , yn) be an ar-

bitrary coordinate system in a neighborhood U of P in Mn. Assume that x with

components xα defined by xα = xα (y1, · · · , yn), where 1 ≤ α ≤ n+ p, is the position

vector of P in Rn+p. Then, we have

(2.30)

n+p∑

α=1

〈∇xα,∇u〉g 〈∇xα, ν〉g0 ≤ |∇u|g|ν⊤|g0,

where ∇ is the gradient operator on Mn.

Let x1, x2, · · · , xn+p be the standard coordinate functions of Rn+p and define an

((n + p) × (n + p))-matrix D by D := (dαβ) , where dαβ =
∫
Ω
xαu1uβ+1. Using the

orthogonalization of Gram and Schmidt, it is easy to see that there exist an upper

triangle matrix R = (Rαβ) and an orthogonal matrix Q = (ταβ) such that R = QB,

i.e., Rαβ =
∑n+p

γ=1 ταγdγβ =
∫
Ω

∑n+p
γ=1 ταγxγu1uβ+1 = 0, for 1 ≤ β < α ≤ n + p.

Defining

(2.31) hα =

n+p∑

γ=1

ταγxγ ,

we have
∫
Ω
hαu1uβ+1 = 0, where 1 ≤ β < α ≤ n + p. Since hα =

∑n+p
γ=1 ταγxγ and Q

is an orthogonal matrix, by Lemma (2.7), Lemma (2.9) and Lemma (2.10), we can

show the following lemma.

Lemma 2.11. Under the above convention, we have

(2.32)

n+p∑

α=1

|∇hα|2g = n,
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(2.33)

n+p∑

α=1

(∆hα)
2 = n2H2,

(2.34)

n+p∑

α=1

∆hα 〈∇hα,∇u1〉g = 0,

(2.35)

n+p∑

α=1

∆hα 〈∇hα, ν〉g0 = 0,

(2.36)

n+p∑

α=1

〈∇hα, ν〉2g0 =
∣∣ν⊤
∣∣2
g0
,

(2.37)

n+p∑

α=1

〈∇hα,∇u1〉g 〈∇hα, ν〉g0 ≤ |∇u1|g|ν⊤|g0,

and

(2.38)

n+p∑

α=1

〈∇hα,∇u1〉2g = |∇u1|2g .

3. Two Bounds for the Eigenvalues

In this section, applying general formulas, we give some bounds of the eigenvalues.

3.1. Bound of Yang Type. In this paper, we investigate the eigenvalues of Dirich-

let problem (1.3) of Xin-Laplacian on the complete Riemannian manifolds. The first

purpose of this paper is to prove an inequality of eigenvalues with higher order as

follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold

isometrically embedded into the Euclidean space Rn+p with mean curvature H. As-

sume that Λi denotes the i-th eigenvalue of the Dirichlet problem (1.3) of the Xin-

Laplacian. Then, we have

(3.1)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +D1Λ

1
2
i +

1

4
D2

1 +
1

4
C1

)
,

and

(3.2)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 6

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +

1

2
D2

1 +
1

6
C1

)
,
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where C1 = infψ∈Ψ maxΩ n
2H2 and D1 = maxΩ |ν⊤|g0.

Remark 3.1. In Theorem 3.1, one can show that (3.2) is sharper than (3.1), when

(3.3) 2Λ
1
2
i

(∫

Ω

u2i |ν⊤|2g0e〈ν,X〉g0dv

) 1
2

≥ Λi +

∫

Ω

u2i |ν⊤|2g0e〈ν,X〉g0dv;

while (3.1) is sharper than (3.2), when inequality (3.3) goes the other way.

Remark 3.2. In Theorem 3.1, assuming that |ν⊤|g0 = 0, one can deduce the fol-

lowing inequality:

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +

1

4
C1

)
,

where C1 = infψ∈Ψ maxΩ n
2H2, which is given by Chen and Cheng in [14].

Remark 3.3. For Theorem 3.1, an analogous version with respect to the L operator

is obtained by Chen and Peng in [18] and a similar result for the drifting Laplacian

is obtained by Xia and Xu in [68].

In this subsection, we give the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. From Nash’s Theorem, there exists an isometric immersion

from Mn into the (n+ p)-dimensional Euclidean space Rn+p. Assume x1, · · · , xn+p
are (n + p) coordinate functions of Rn+p, then x1, · · · , xn+p are defined on Mn

globally. Taking ϕ = xα, for 1 ≤ α ≤ n+ p, we have, from the Proposition 2.3,

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2‖ui∇xα‖2Ω ≤

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)‖2〈∇xα,∇ui〉g + uiLνxα‖2Ω.

Taking sum on α from 1 to n + p, we have

(3.4)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2

n+p∑

α=1

‖ui∇xα‖2Ω ≤
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

n+p∑

α=1

‖2〈∇xα,∇ui〉g + uiLνxα‖2Ω.

Applying Lemma 2.7, Lemma 2.9 and Lemma 2.10, we have

n+p∑

α=1

‖2〈∇xα,∇ui〉g + uiLνxα‖2Ω

≤ 4Λi +

∫

Ω

u2i (n
2H2 + |ν⊤|2g0)e〈ν,X〉g0dv + 4

∫

Ω

ui|∇ui|g|ν|g0e〈ν
⊤,X〉g0dv.
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Furthermore, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we infer that

(3.5)

n+p∑

α=1

‖2〈∇xα,∇ui〉g + uiLνxα‖2Ω

≤ 4Λi +

∫

Ω

u2i (n
2H2 + |ν⊤|2g0)e〈ν,X〉g0dv

+ 4

(∫

Ω

|∇ui|2ge〈ν,X〉g0dv

) 1
2
(∫

Ω

u2i |ν⊤|2g0e〈ν,X〉g0dv

)1
2

= 4Λi +

∫

Ω

u2i (n
2H2 + |ν⊤|2g0)e〈ν,X〉g0dv + 4Λ

1
2
i

(∫

Ω

u2i |ν⊤|2g0e〈ν,X〉g0dv

) 1
2

.

By the mean value inequality, we have

(3.6)

n+p∑

α=1

‖2〈∇xα,∇ui〉g + uiLνxα‖2Ω ≤ 6Λi +

∫

Ω

u2i (n
2H2 + 3|ν⊤|2g0)e〈ν,X〉g0dv.

Therefore, from (3.4), (3.5), (3.6) and Lemma 2.7, we infer that

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2

≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

×
(
Λi +

1

4

∫

Ω

u2i
(
n2H2 + |ν⊤|2g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv + Λ

1
2
i

(∫

Ω

u2i |ν⊤|2g0e〈ν,X〉g0dv

) 1
2

)
,

and

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 6

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +

1

6

∫

Ω

u2i
(
n2H2 + 3|ν⊤|2g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

)
.

Since eigenvalues are invariant in the sense of isometries, defining C1 = infψ∈Ψ maxΩ n
2H2,

and D1 = maxΩ |ν⊤|g0, where Ψ denotes the set of all isometric immersions from

Mn into a Euclidean space, we have

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +D1Λ

1
2
i +

1

4
D2

1 +
1

4
C1

)
,

and
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 6

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +

1

2
D2

1 +
1

6
C1

)
,

as claimed. It finishes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

�

By observing the proof of the Theorem3.1, one has the following corollary.
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Corollary 3.2. For an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold Mn, there

exists a function H such that eigenvalues Λi of the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem

(1.3) of the differential operator Lν satisfy

(3.7)

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

×
(
Λi +

1

4

∫

Ω

u2i

(
n2H2 + |ν⊤|2g0 + 4Λ

1
2
i |ν⊤|g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

)
,

and

(3.8)

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 6

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

×
(
Λi +

1

4

∫

Ω

u2i
(
n2H2 + 3|ν⊤|2g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

)
.

3.2. Bound of Payne-Pólya-Weinberger Type. In this subsection, we shall give

a bound of Payne-Pólya-Weinberger type for the Xin-Laplacian as follows.

Theorem 3.3. Let Mn be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold iso-

metrically embedded into the Euclidean space Rn+p with mean curvature H. Then,

for any j(j = 1, 2, · · · ), Dirichlet problem (1.3) of the Xin-Laplacian satisfy

(3.9)

n∑

l=1

Λj+l ≤ (4 + n)Λi + 4D1Λ
1
2
i +D2

1 + C1,

and

(3.10)

n∑

l=1

Λj+l ≤ (6 + n)Λi + 3D2
1 + C1,

where C1 = infψ∈Ψ maxΩ n
2H2 and D1 = maxΩ |ν⊤|g0.

Remark 3.4. In Theorem 3.3, when |ν⊤|g0 = 0, for all j = 1, 2, · · · , we have

Λj+1 + Λj+2 + · · ·+ Λj+n
Λj

≤ n+ 4,

which generalizes Ashbaugh and Benguria’s universal inequality (1.11).

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Nash’s Theorem implies that there exists an isometric immer-

sion from Mn into Rn+p. Let x1, · · · , xn+p be coordinate functions of Rn+p. Then

x1, · · · , xn+p are defined on Mn globally. Applying the Proposition 2.1 to functions

φl = xl, we obtain

(3.11)

n+p∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj)‖uj∇Φl‖2Ω ≤
n+p∑

l=1

∫

Ω

(
ujLνΦl + 2〈∇Φl,∇uj〉g

)2
e〈ν,X〉g0dv,



22 L. ZENG & Z. ZENG

with Φl =
∑n+p

s=1 alsxs, where A = (aij)(n+p)×(n+p) is an orthogonal matrix. Further-

more, we know that Φl satisfies Proposition 2.1 since A = (alt) is an orthogonal ma-

trix. By an orthogonal transformation, it is not hard to prove, for any l, |∇Φl|2g ≤ 1.

Furthermore, with a simple calculation, we derive

n+p∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj)‖∇Φluj‖2Ω

≥
n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj)‖∇Φluj‖2Ω + (Λj+n+1 − Λj)

n+p∑

l=n+1

‖∇Φluj‖2Ω

=
n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj)‖∇Φluj‖2Ω + (Λj+n+1 − Λj)

∫

Ω

(
n∑

l=1

(1− |∇Φl|2g)
)
u2je

〈ν,X〉g0dv

≥
n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj)‖∇Φluj‖2Ω +
n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj)

∫

Ω

(
u21 − |∇Φl|2g

)
u2je

〈ν,X〉g0dv,

which tells us

(3.12)
n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj) ≤
∫

Ω

n+p∑

l=1

(ujLνΦl + 2〈∇Φl,∇uj〉g)2e〈ν,X〉g0dv.

From Lemma 2.7, we have

(3.13)

n+p∑

l=1

(∆Φl)
2 = n2H2,

(3.14)

n+p∑

l=1

∆Φl∇Φl = 0,

and

(3.15)

n+p∑

l=1

〈∇Φl,∇w〉g〈∇Φl,∇v〉g = 〈∇w,∇v〉g,

since A = (alt) is an (n+p)× (n+p)-orthogonal matrix. Substituting (3.13), (3.14),

(3.15) into (3.12), we infer that

n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj)

≤
∫

Ω

n+p∑

l=1

{ujLνΦl + 2〈∇Φl,∇uj〉g}2 e〈ν,X〉g0dv

≤ 4Λi +

∫

Ω

{
u2j(n

2H2 + |ν⊤|2g0)
}
e〈ν,X〉g0dv + 4

∫

Ω

ui|∇uj|g|ν|g0e〈ν,X〉g0dv.
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Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the mean value inequality, we have

n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj) ≤ 4Λi +

∫

Ω

u2j

(
n2H2 + |ν⊤|2g0 + 4Λ

1
2
i |ν⊤|g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

and

n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj) ≤ 6Λi +

∫

Ω

u2j
(
n2H2 + 3|ν⊤|2g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv,

as desired. The proof of the Theorem 3.3 is finished.

�

Corollary 3.4. For an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold Mn, there

exists a function H such that, for any j = 1, 2, · · · , eigenvalues of the Dirichlet

eigenvalue problem (1.3) of the differential operator Lν satisfy

n∑

l=1

Λj+l ≤ (4 + n)Λi +

∫

Ω

u2j

(
n2H2 + |ν⊤|2g0 + 4Λ

1
2
i |ν⊤|g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv,

and

n∑

l=1

Λj+l ≤ (6 + n)Λi +

∫

Ω

u2j
(
n2H2 + 3|ν⊤|2g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv.

Remark 3.5. In some of the most important early literatures [31–33], Harrell II,

Michel, Stubbe developed an algebraic technique to discuss the eigenvalue problems

and this technique enable them to explore the universal inequality in various of set-

tings. Recently, based on an algebraic technique, some similar eigenvalue inequalities

of Schrödinger operator are established by Soufi, Harrell and Ilias in their cerebrated

paper [58]. However, the method estimating the eigenvalues in this paper is different

from their one.

3.3. A Remark on Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.3. According to Colin de

Verdière’s construction [26] and the celebrated isometric embedding theorem due

to Nash and Moser, there exist no universal inequalities for the eigenvalues of the

Laplace operator on the bounded domain of a Riemannian submanifold isometrically

embedded into the Euclidean space, unless it is a submanifold with constant mean

curvature. Likewise, for some submanifolds of the Euclidean spaces, eigenvalues of

the Xin-Laplacian do not satisfy universal inequalities. Therefore, in the absence

of any other condition of intrinsic geometry, the spectrum of drifting Laplacian

naturally contains information about the extrinsic geometry of a submanifold when

it is embedded into certain Euclidean space. However, for translating solitons, one

can obtain some universal inequalities. For example, see Section 4.
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4. Eigenvalues on the Translating Solitons

In this section, we would like to exploit the eigenvalues of Xin-Laplacian on the

translating solitons.

4.1. Translating Solitons Associated with MCF. Let X : Mn → Rn+p be an

isometric immersion from an n-dimensional, oriented, complete Riemannian mani-

fold Mn to the Euclidean space Rn+p. We consider a smooth family of immersions

Xt = X(·, t) : Mn → Rn+p with corresponding images Mn
t = Xt(Mn) such that

the following mean curvature equation system [37, 40]:

(4.1)

{
d
dt
X(x, t) = H(x, t), x ∈ Mn

X(·, 0) = X(·),

is satisfied, where H(x, t) is the mean curvature vector of Mt at X(x, t) in Rn+p. We

let ν0 be a constant vector with unit length in Rn+p. We denote ν⊥0 the normal pro-

jection of ν0 to the normal bundle of Mn in Rn+p. A submanifold X : Mn → Rn+p

is said to be a translating soliton of the mean curvature flow (4.1), if it satisfies:

H = ν⊥0 , which is a special solution of the mean curvature flow equation (4.1). They

are not only special solutions to the mean curvature flow equations, but they often

occur as Type-II singularity of a mean curvature flow, which play an important

role in the study of the mean curvature flow [7]. In [69], Xin studied some basic

properties of translating solitons: the volume growth, generalized maximum prin-

ciple, Gauss maps and certain functions related to the Gauss maps. In addition,

he carried out point-wise estimates and integral estimates for the squared norm of

the second fundamental form. By utilizing these estimates, Xin proved some rigid-

ity theorems for translating solitons in the Euclidean space in higher codimension

in [69]. Recently, Chen and Qiu [17] proved established a nonexistence theorem for

the spacelike translating solitons. These results are proved by using a new Omori-

Yau maximal principle. To agree with the notation appearing in [69], we denote Lν0
by LII henceforth in the section.

4.2. Eigenvalue Inequality of Yang Type. As an application of Theorem 3.1,

we study the eigenvalues of LII operator on the complete translating solitons in this

section. More precisely, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let Mn be an n-dimensional complete translating soliton isometri-

cally embedded into the Euclidean space Rn+p. Then, the eigenvalues Λi(1 ≤ i ≤ k)

of Dirichlet eigenvalue problem (1.3) of the differential operator LII satisfy

(4.2)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi + Λ

1
2
i +

n2

4

)
,

and, for any n ≥ 2,
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(4.3)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 6

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +

n2

6

)
.

Proof. Since Mn is an n-dimensional complete translating soliton isometrically em-

bedded into the (n+ p) dimensional Euclidean space Rn+p, we have

(4.4) H = ν⊥0 and |ν0|2g0 = 1,

which implies that

(4.5)

∫

Ω

n2H2e〈ν0,X〉g0dv =

∫

Ω

n2|ν⊥0 |2e〈ν0,X〉g0dv ≤ n2.

Combining with (4.4) and (4.5) yields

(4.6)
1

4

∫

Ω

u2i
(
n2H2 + |ν⊤0 |2g0

)
e〈ν0,X〉g0dv ≤ n2

4
.

Substituting (4.6) into (3.7), we obtain (4.2). The proof of (4.3) is similar. �

4.3. Eigenvalue Inequality of Levitin-Parnovski Type. Applying Theorem

3.3, we can show the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let Mn be an n-dimensional complete translating soliton isomet-

rically embedded into the Euclidean space Rn+p. Then, for any j = 1, 2, · · · , the

eigenvaluesof Dirichlet eigenvalue problem (1.3) of the differential operator LII sat-

isfy

n∑

k=1

Λj+k ≤ (n+ 4)Λj + n2 + 4Λ
1
2
i ,

and, for any n ≥ 2,

n∑

k=1

Λj+k ≤ (n+ 6)Λj + n2.

Proof. The proof is similar to Theorem 4.1. Therefore, we omit it here.

�

Remark 4.1. Roughly speaking, it is very difficult to obtain universal inequalities

of Witten-Laplacian on the Ricci solitons in the sense of Ricci flows or the self-

shrinkers in the sense of the mean curvature flows unless it is a trivial Ricci soliton

and there are some special assumption for the potential function f . For example, see

[68]. However, it is surprising that, in Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.1, the eigenvalue

inequalities are universal.



26 L. ZENG & Z. ZENG

4.4. Estimates for the Upper Bounds and Gaps of Consecutive Eigenval-

ues. In what follows, we will give several applications of Theorem 4.2 and Theorem

4.1. First of all, by (4.2), we have

(4.7) n
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
(
4Λi + 4Λ

1
2
i + n2

)
.

Since the formula (4.7) is a quadratic inequality of Λk+1, according to the direct but

somewhat tedious calculation, one can get

Λk+1 ≤
1

k

k∑

i=1

[
2

n

(
Λi + Λ

1
2
i

)
+ Λi

]
+
n

2

+

{[
1

k

2

n

k∑

i=1

(
Λi + Λ

1
2
i

)
+
n

2

]2
−
(
1 +

4

n

)
1

k

k∑

i=1

(
Λi −

1

k

k∑

j=1

Λj

)2

+
1

k

4

n

[
k∑

i=1

Λ
1
2
i

(
1

k

k∑

j=1

Λj − Λi

)]} 1
2

.

Thus, we have the following estimates for the upper bound of the eigenvalues of

Xin-Laplacian on the translating solitons.

Corollary 4.3. For an n-dimensional complete translating soliton (Mn, g), the kth

eigenvalue Λk of the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem (1.3) of the differential operator

LII satisfy,

(4.8)

Λk+1 ≤
1

k

k∑

i=1

[
2

n

(
Λi + Λ

1
2
i

)
+ Λi

]
+
n

2
+

{[
1

k

2

n

k∑

i=1

(
Λi + Λ

1
2
i

)
+
n

2

]2

−
(
1 +

4

n

)
1

k

k∑

i=1

(
Λi −

1

k

k∑

j=1

Λj

)2

+
1

k2
4

n

k∑

i,j=1

(
Λ

1
2
i Λj − Λ

3
2
i

)} 1
2

.

If we use a positive real-valued function f(n) to replace n in the proofs of Theorem

2.1 in [22], then we can extend Cheng and Yang’s recursion formula to the following

general case.

Theorem 4.4. ( A recursion formula of Cheng and Yang Type). Let µ1 ≤
µ2 ≤ . . . ,≤ µk+1 be any positive real numbers satisfying

k∑

i=1

(µk+1 − µi)
2 ≤ 4

f(n)

k∑

i=1

µi(µk+1 − µi).

Define

Λk =
1

k

k∑

i=1

µi, Tk =
1

k

k∑

i=1

µ2
i , Fk =

(
1 +

2

f(n)

)
Λ2
k − Tk.
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Then, we have

Fk+1 ≤ C(n, k)

(
k + 1

k

) 4
f(n)

Fk,

where

C(n, k) = 1− 1

3f(n)

(
k

k + 1

) 4
f(n)

(
1 + 2

f(n)

)(
1 + 4

f(n)

)

(k + 1)3
< 1.

By Theorem 4.4, we can show the following proposition. See [16].

Proposition 4.5. Let λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λk+1 be any positive real numbers satisfying

the following inequality

(4.9)
k∑

i=1

(λk+1 − λi)
2 ≤ 4

f(n)

k∑

i=1

λi (λk+1 − λi) ,

with f(n) > 0. Then we have

(4.10) λk+1 ≤
(
1 +

4

f(n)

)
k

2
f(n)λ1.

Proof. By using the same approach in [22], we can give the proof of this proposition.

Here, we leave out the details of this proof. �

Taking f(n) = 2n
3
and λi = Λi+

n2

6
in (4.9), we can give an estimate for the upper

bound of the eigenvalues of LII on the translating solitons.

Corollary 4.6. For an n-dimensional complete translating soliton (Mn, g), the kth

eigenvalue Λk of the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem (1.3) of the differential operator

LII satisfy, for any k ≥ 1,

(4.11) Λk+1 +
n2

6
≤
(
1 +

6

n

)(
Λ1 +

n2

6

)
k

3
n .

Remark 4.2. The upper bound (4.11) is not sharp in the sense of order of eigenval-

ues. Recall that, in [22], by establishing a recursion formula, Cheng and Yang gave

a sharp upper bound in the sense of order of eigenvalues. Unfortunately, Cheng and

Yang’s recursion formula dose not work in our situation. In other words, Proposi-

tion 4.5 can not apply directly to inequality (4.2). Therefore, we are fail to get a

sharp upper bound of Cheng and Yang type. To get a sharp upper bound, it seems

that a similar recursion formula needs to be proved.

Next, we give an estimate for the upper bound of the gap of consecutive eigenval-

ues of the Dirichlet problem (1.3) of LII operator on the translating solitons.

Corollary 4.7. Under the same condition as Theorem 4.1, we have
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(4.12)

Λk+1 − Λk ≤ 2





[
1

k

2

n

k∑

i=1

(
Λi + Λ

1
2
i

)
+
n

2

]2

−
(
1 +

4

n

)
1

k

k∑

i=1

(
Λi −

1

k

k∑

j=1

Λj

)2

+
1

k2
4

n

k∑

i,j=1

(
Λ

1
2
i Λj − Λ

3
2
i

)




1
2

,

and

(4.13)

Λk+1 − Λk ≤ 2



(
3

n

1

k

k∑

i=1

Λi +
n

3

)2

−
(
1 +

6

n

)
1

k

k∑

j=1

(
Λj −

1

k

k∑

i=1

Λi

)2



1
2

.

Proof. The strategy of this proof is similar to Corollary 1 in [20]. For completeness,

we give the proof of this corollary. Since k is an any integer, we know that (4.8) is

also true if we replace k + 1 with k. Equivalently, we have

n
k−1∑

i=1

(Λk − Λi)
2 ≤

k−1∑

i=1

(Λk − Λi)
(
4Λi + 4Λ

1
2
i + n2

)
.

Namely, Λk also satisfies the same quadratic inequality. Therefore, we infer

(4.14)

Λk+1 ≥
1

k

k∑

i=1

[
2

n

(
Λi + Λ

1
2
i

)
+ Λi

]
+
n

2
+

{[
1

k

2

n

k∑

i=1

(
Λi + Λ

1
2
i

)
+
n

2

]2

−
(
1 +

4

n

)
1

k

k∑

i=1

(
Λi −

1

k

k∑

j=1

Λj

)2

+
1

k2
4

n

k∑

i,j=1

(
Λ

1
2
i Λj − Λ

3
2
i

)} 1
2

.

From (4.8) and (4.14), we get (4.12). By modifying Cheng and Yang’s proof pre-

sented in [22], one can get (4.13). Thus, this completes the proof of Corollary 4.7.

�

5. Further Applications

In this section, we would like to give some applications of Theorem 3.1 and The-

orem 3.3. Specially, we obtain some eigenvalue inequalities on the submanifolds of

the Euclidean spaces, unit spheres and projective spaces.

5.1. Eigenvalues on the Manifolds of Euclidean Space and Unit Sphere.

Firstly, we suppose that Mn is an n-dimensional complete submanifold isometri-

cally embedded into the (n + p)-dimensional Euclidean space Rn+p with the mean

curvature H ≡ 0. Then, according to Theorem 3.1, one can deduce the following

corollary.
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Corollary 5.1. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional complete minimal submanifold

isometrically embedded into the Euclidean space Rn+p. Then, for any j = 1, 2, · · · ,
eigenvalues of the Dirichlet problem (1.3) of the Xin-Laplacian satisfy

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +D4Λ

1
2
i +

1

4
D2

4

)
,

and
n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj) ≤ 4Λj + 4D4Λ
1
2
j +D2

4,

where D4 is given by D4 = maxΩ |ν⊤|g0.

Next, we consider that (Mn, g) is an n-dimensional submanifold isometrically

immersed in the unit sphere Sn+p−1(1) ⊂ Rn+p with mean curvature vector H. We

use Ψ to denote the set of all isometric immersions from Mn into the unit sphere

Sn+p−1(1). By Theorem 3.1, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.2. If (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional submanifold isometrically immersed

in the unit sphere Sn+p−1(1) ⊂ Rn+p with mean curvature vector H. Then, eigen-

values of the Dirichlet problem (1.3) of the Xin-Laplacian satisfy

(5.1)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

[
Λi +D5Λ

1
2
i +

1

4

(
D2

5 + C5

)]
,

and, for any j = 1, 2, · · · ,

(5.2)

n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj) ≤ 4Λj + 4D5Λ
1
2
j +D2

5 + C5,

where C5 = infσ∈ΨmaxΩ n
2(|H|2 + 1) and D5 = maxΩ |ν⊤|g0.

Proof. Since the unit sphere can be canonically imbedded into Euclidean space, we

have the following diagram:

Mn

ψ◦σ $$
■

■

■

■

■

■

■

■

■

σ
// Sn+p−1

ψ
��

Rn+p

where ψ : Sn+p−1(1) → Rn+p is the canonical imbedding from the unit sphere

Sn+p−1(1) into Rn+p, and σ : Mn → Sn+p−1(1) is an isometrical immersion. Then,

the composite map ψ ◦σ : Mn → Rn+p is an isometric immersion from Mn to Rn+p.

Let H and H be the mean curvature vector fields of σ and ψ ◦σ, respectively. Then,
we have |H|2 = |H|2+1. Applying Theorem 3.1 directly, we can get (5.1) and (5.2).

Therefore, we finish the proof of this corollary. �
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In particular, we assume that (Mn, g) is an n-dimensional unit sphere Sn(1), and

then, the mean curvature equals to 1. This is,
∣∣H
∣∣ = 0, and thus, we have |H| = 1.

Therefore, by Corollary 5.2, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.3. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional unit sphere Sn(1) and Ω is a

bounded domain on Sn(1). Then, eigenvalues of the Dirichlet problem (1.3) of the

Xin-Laplacian satisfy

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

[
Λi +D5Λ

1
2
i +

1

4

(
D2

5 + n2
)]
,

and, for any j = 1, 2, · · · ,
n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj) ≤ 4Λj + 4D5Λ
1
2
j +D2

5 + n2,

where D5 is given by D5 =
1
4
maxΩ |ν⊤|g0.

5.2. Eigenvalues on the Submanifolds of the Projective Spaces. Next, let us

recall some results for submanifolds on the projective spaces. For more details, we

refer the readers to [13,58]. Let F denote the field R of real numbers, the field C of

complex numbers or the field Q of quaternions. In a natural way, R ⊂ C ⊂ Q. For

each element z of F, we define the conjugate of z as follows: If z = z0+z1i+z2j+z3k ∈
Q with z0, z1, z2, z3 ∈ R, then z̄ = z0 − z1i− z3j − z3k. If z is in C, z̄ coincides with

the ordinary complex conjugate. Let us denote by FPm the m-dimensional real

projective space if F = R, the complex projective space with real dimension 2m if

F = C, and the quaternionic projective space with real dimension 4m if F = Q,

respectively. For convenience, we introduce the integers

(5.3) dF = dimR F =





1, if F = R;

2, if F = C;

4, if F = Q.

It is well known that the manifold FPm carries a canonical metric so that the Hopf

fibration ρ : SdF·(m+1)−1 ⊂ Fm+1 → FPm is a Riemannian submersion. Hence, the

sectional curvature of RPm is 1, the holomorphic sectional curvature is 4 and the

quaternion sectional curvature is 4. We use A to denote the space of all (m+ 1)×
(m+ 1) matrices over F and let

Hm+1(F) =
{
A ∈ Am+1(F) | A∗ := tA = A

}

be the vector space of (m+1)× (m+1) Hermitian matrices with coefficients in the

field F. Then, one can endow Hm+1(F) with an inner product as follows: 〈A,B〉 =
1
2
tr(AB), where tr(·) denotes the trace for the given (m + 1) × (m+ 1) matrix. It

is clear that the map

ρ : SdF·(m+1)−1 ⊂ Fm+1 → Hm+1(F)
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given by

ρ(z) = zz∗ =




|z0|2 z0z1 · · · z0zm
z1z0 |z1|2 · · · z1zm
· · · · · · · · · · · ·
zmz0 zmz1 · · · |zm|2




induces an isometric embedding ρ from FPm into Hm+1(F) through the Hopf fi-

bration, where z = (z0, z1, · · · , zm) ∈ SdF·(m+1)−1. Moreover, ρ (FPm) is a minimal

submanifold of the hypersphere S

(
I

m+1
,
√

m
2(m+1)

)
of Hm+1(F) with radius

√
m

2(m+1)

and center I
m+1

, where I is the identity matrix. In addition, we need the following

lemma (see Lemma 6.3 in Chapter 4 in [13], [54] and a proof of this lemma in [62]):

Lemma 5.4. Let f : Mn → FPm be an isometric immersion, and let Ĥ and H

be the mean curvature vector fields of the immersions f and ρ ◦ f, respectively (here

ρ is the induced isometric embedding ρ from FPm into Hm+1(F) explained above).

Then, we have

|H|2 = |Ĥ|2 + 4(n+ 2)

3n
+

2

3n2

∑

i 6=j

K (ei, ej) ,

where {ei}ni=1 is a local orthonormal basis of Γ(TMn) and K is the sectional curva-

ture of FPm expressed by

K (ei, ej) =





1, if F = R;

1 + 3 (ei · Jej)2 , if F = C;

1 +
∑3

r=1 3 (ei · Jrej)2 , if F = Q,

where J is the complex structure of CPm and Jr is the quaternionic structure of

QPm.

�

Therefore, one can infer from Lemma 5.4 that

|H|2 =





|Ĥ|2 + 2(n+1)
2n

, for RPm;

|Ĥ|2 + 2(n+1)
2n

+ 2
n2

∑n
i,j=1 (ei · Jej)2 ≤ |Ĥ|2 + 2(n+2)

n
, for CPm;

|Ĥ|2 + 2(n+1)
2n

+ 2
n2

∑n
i,j=1

∑3
r=1 (ei · Jrej)

2 ≤ |Ĥ|2 + 2(n+4)
n

, for QPm.

Hence, from the above equation, one can verify the following inequality:

(5.4) |H|2 ≤ |Ĥ|2 + 2 (n + dF)

n
.

We note that the equality in (5.4) holds if and only if Mn is a complex submanifold

of CPm (for the case CPm ) while n ≡ 0( mod 4) andMn is an invariant submanifold

of QPm ( for the case QPm). By Theorem 3.1 and 3.3, we can show the following

corollary.
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Corollary 5.5. If Mn is isometrically immersed in a projective space FPm with

mean curvature vector Ĥ, Then, eigenvalues of the Dirichlet problem (1.3) of the

Xin-Laplacian satisfy

(5.5)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

[
Λi +D6Λ

1
2
i +

1

4

(
D2

6 + C6

)]
,

and, for any j = 1, 2, · · · ,

(5.6)

n∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj) ≤ 4Λj + 4D6Λ
1
2
j +D2

6 + C6,

where C6 =
1
4
infψ∈Ψ maxΩ (n2H2 + 2n (n+ dF)) , and D6 =

1
4
maxΩ |ν⊤|g0, and dF =

dimR F defined by (5.3).

Proof. As we know, there exists a canonical imbedding map ρ : FPm → Hm+1(F)

from FPm(F = R,C,Q) to Euclidean space Hm+1(F). Therefore, for compact mani-

foldMn isometrically immersed into the projective space FPm, one has the following

diagram:

Mn

ρ◦f %%
❏

❏

❏

❏

❏

❏

❏

❏

❏

❏

f
// FPm

ρ

��

Hm+1(F)

f : Mn → FPm denotes an isometric immersion from Mn to FPm. Then, the

composite map ρ ◦ f : Mn → Hm+1(F) is an isometric immersion from Mn to

Hm+1(F). According to inequality (5.4) and Theorem 3.1, we can conclude (5.5)

and (5.6). Hence, it completes the proof of corollary 5.5.

�

5.3. Manifolds Admitting Some Special Functions. In this section, we would

like to discuss the eigenvalue of Xin-Laplacian on the manifolds admitting some

special functions.

Theorem 5.6. Let Mn be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and

let Ω be a bounded domain with smooth boundary in Mn. Denote by Λi the i -

th eigenvalue of the problem (1.3) of the differential operator Lν . If there exist

a function W : Ω → R and a positive constant C3 such that |∇W|g = 1, and

|∆W|a ≤ C3, where |w|a denotes the absolute value of w, then

(5.7)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
(
4Λi + 4 (C3 +D3) Λ

1
2
i + (C3 +D3)

2
)
,

where D3 = maxΩ |ν⊤|g0.
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Remark 5.1. Let Mn be an n-dimensional connected complete Riemannian mani-

fold whose Ricci curvature satisfies RicMn ≥ −(n − 1)κ2, κ ≥ 0. Suppose that there

is a smooth function W on Mn with |∇W|g = 1. Then, we have |∆W|a ≤ (n−1)κ2.

See Remark 3.6 in [53]. Furthermore, we consider that ξ : [0,+∞) → M is

a geodesic ray, namely a unit speed geodesic with d(ξ(s), ξ(t)) = t − s for any

t > s > 0. Then the Busemann function bξ corresponding to ξ is defined as bξ(q) :=

limt→+∞(d(q, ξ(t)) − t). If Mn is an Hadamard manifold, then it is known that

bξ is a convex function of class C2 with |∇bξ|g ≡ 1 and these conditions charac-

terize Busemann functions (see [8, 34]). Thus, the Bussemann functions on the

Cartan-Hadamard manifolds Mn satisfy the conditions in Theorem 5.6. Also, if

N n−1 is complete Riemannian manifold with Ricci curvature bounded below and if

Mn = N n−1 × R is the product of N and R with the product metric, then the

function f : Mn → R given by f(p, t) = t satisfies the conditions of Theorem 5.6.

Remark 5.2. Let Mn = R×N n−1 be the complete manifold with the warped product

metric ds2M = dt2 + exp(2t)ds2N , where N n−1 is a complete manifold. If the Ricci

curvature of N is non-negative, then RicMn ≥ −(n − 1), which means that the

function f : Mn → R given by f(p, t) = t satisfies |∇f |g = 1 and |∆f |a ≤ n− 1.

See [54] for details. Consequently, the product Riemannian manifold Mn satisfies

the condition in Theorem 5.6.

Proof of Theorem 5.6. Substituting ϕ = W into (2.11), and utilizing (2.8) and

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we infer that

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2

≤
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

∫

Ω

(
ui (∆W + 〈ν,∇W〉g0) + 2 〈∇W,∇ui〉g

)2
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

≤
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

∫

Ω

(
|ui| (|∆W|a + |ν⊤|g0|∇W|g) + 2|∇W|g |∇ui|g

)2
e〈ν,X〉g0dv,

since |∇W|g = 1. Furthermore, we have

(5.8)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2

≤
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

∫

Ω

[(
C3 + |ν⊤|g0

)
|ui|a + 2 |∇ui|g

]2
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

≤
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

[
(C3 +D3)

2 ‖ui‖2Ω + 4 (C3 +D3)
∥∥∥ui |∇ui|g

∥∥∥
Ω
+ 4

∥∥∥|∇ui|g
∥∥∥
2

Ω

]
,
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since |∇W|g = 1, and |∆W|a ≤ C3, where D3 = |ν⊤|g0. By Cauchy-Schwarz in-

equality, we derive

(5.9)
∥∥∥ui |∇ui|g

∥∥∥
Ω
≤ (‖ui‖Ω)

1
2

(∥∥∥|∇ui|g
∥∥∥
Ω

) 1
2

= Λ
1
2
i .

From (5.8) and (5.9), we yield (5.7), as we desired. Hence, this completes the proof

of this theorem.

�

Theorem 5.7. Let Mn be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and

let Ω be a bounded domain with smooth boundary in Mn. Denote by Λi the i -

th eigenvalue of the problem (1.3) of the differential operator Lν. If Ω admits an

eigenmap

f = (f1, f2, · · · , fm+1) : Ω → Sm(1)

corresponding to an eigenvalue η, that is, ∆fα = −ηfα, where α = 1, · · · , m+ 1,

and
∑m+1

α=1 f
2
α = 1, then

(5.10)
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
(
4Λi + 4D3Λ

1/2
i +D2

3 + η
)
,

where Sm(1) is the unit sphere of dimension m and D3 = maxΩ |ν⊤|g0.

Remark 5.3. Let Mn be a compact homogeneous Riemannian manifold. Then,

Riemannian manifoldMn admits eigenmaps to some unit sphere for the first positive

eigenvalue of the Laplacian. See [42]. Therefore, it satisfies the condition of Theorem

5.7.

Proof of Theorem 5.7. Taking the Laplacian for the following equation

(5.11)
m+1∑

α=1

f 2
α = 1

and using the fact that ∆fα = −ηfα, where α = 1, · · · , m+ 1, we have

(5.12)

m+1∑

α=1

|∇fα|2g = η.

Taking the gradient for the equation (5.11), we have

(5.13)
m+1∑

α=1

fα∇fα = 0.
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By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (2.28) and (5.12), we have

(5.14)

∫

Ω

m+1∑

α=1

(
ui 〈ν,∇fα〉g0

)2
e〈ν,X〉g0dv ≤ η

∫

Ω

u2i |ν⊤|2g0e〈ν,X〉g0dv,

(5.15)
∫

Ω

m+1∑

α=1

(
4ui 〈ν,∇fα〉g0 〈∇ui,∇fα〉g

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv ≤ η

∫

Ω

(
4ui|ν⊤|g0|∇ui|g

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv,

and

(5.16) 4

∫

Ω

m+1∑

α=1

〈∇ui,∇fα〉2g e〈ν,X〉g0dv ≤ 4η

∫

Ω

|∇ui|2ge〈ν,X〉g0dv.

From (5.12), we have

(5.17)

m+1∑

α=1

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2‖ui∇fα‖2Ω = η

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 .

Taking ϕ = fα in (2.11) and summing over α, we infer that

(5.18)
m+1∑

α=1

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2‖ui∇fα‖2Ω ≤

m+1∑

α=1

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)‖2〈∇fα,∇ui〉g + uiLνfα‖2Ω.

Substituting (2.28), (5.12)-(5.17) into (5.17), we conclude that,

η

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2

≤
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

∫ m+1∑

Ω

(
ui

(
∆fα + 〈ν,∇fα〉g0

)
+ 2 〈∇fα,∇ui〉g

)2
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

=

k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

∫

Ω

m+1∑

α=1

(
−ηuifα + ui 〈ν,∇fα〉g0 + 2 〈∇ui,∇fα〉g

)2
e〈ν,X〉g0dv.

≤
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
η2 +

∫

Ω

(
4 |∇ui|2g + 4 |ui|g |∇ui|g |ν⊤|g0 + u2i |ν⊤|2g0

)
ηe〈ν,X〉g0dv

)

≤
k∑

i=1

(Λk+1 − Λi)
(
η2 +

(
4Λi + 4D3Λ

1/2
i +D2

3

)
η
)
,

where D3 = maxΩ |ν⊤|. Thus, we can obtain (5.10).

�



36 L. ZENG & Z. ZENG

6. The Closed Eigenvalue Problem

In this section, we investigate eigenvalue inequalities for the closed eigenvalue

problem on the compact Riemannian manifolds.

6.1. Estimates for the Eigenvalue of Closed Eigenvalue Problem. Let Lν

be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifolds without boundary. In this

subsection, we would like to study closed eigenvalue problem (1.15) and establish

some eigenvalue inequalities. By the same method as the proof of Proposition 2.1,

one can prove the following propsition.

Proposition 6.1. Let φl, l = 1, 2, · · · , m, be smooth functions on an n-dimensional

closed Riemannian manifold Mn. Assume that Λi is the i
th eigenvalue of the closed

eigenvalue problem (1.15) and ui is an orthonormal eigenfunction corresponding to

Λi, where i = 0, 1, 2, · · · , such that Lνui = −Λiui, and
∫
Mn uiuje

〈ν,X〉g0dv = δij,

for any i, j = 0, 1, 2, · · · . Then, for any j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , there exists an orthogonal

matrix A = (alt)m×m such that Φl =
∑m

s=1 alsφs satisfy

(6.1)
m∑

l=1

(Λj+l − Λj)‖uj∇Φl‖2Mn ≤
m∑

l=1

∫

Mn

(
ujLνΦl + 2〈∇Φl,∇uj〉g

)2
e〈ν,X〉g0dv.

Synthesizing Proposition 6.1, Lemma 2.7, Lemma 2.9 and Lemma 2.10, we can

prove the following theorem.

Theorem 6.2. Let Mn be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold without

boundary isometrically embedded into the Euclidean space Rn+p. Then, for any

j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , the eigenvalues of closed eigenvalue problem (1.15) of Xin-Laplacian

satisfy

(6.2)

n∑

k=1

Λj+k ≤ (n+ 4)Λj + 4D1Λ
1
2
j +D

2

1 + C1,

and

(6.3)

n∑

k=1

Λj+k ≤ (n+ 6)Λj + 3D
2

1 + C1,

where C1 = infψ∈Ψ maxMn n2H2 and D1 = maxMn |ν⊤|g0.

Proof. By making use of the same proof as in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we can

prove this theorem if one notices to count the number of eigenvalues from 1. �

For the sake of the appearance of the mean curvature, it is very natural to gen-

eralize an important result obtained by Rielly in [52]. Indeed, by Theorem 6.2, we

have following corollary.
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Corollary 6.3. Let Mn be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold without

boundary. Then, for any j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , the eigenvalues of closed eigenvalue problem

(1.15) of Xin-Laplacian satisfy

(6.4)

n∑

k=1

Λj+k ≤ (n + 4)Λj +

∫

Mn

u2j

(
n2H2 + |ν⊤|2g0 + 4Λ

1
2
j |ν⊤|g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv,

and

(6.5)

n∑

k=1

Λj+k ≤ (n+ 6)Λj +

∫

Mn

u2j
(
n2H2 + 3|ν⊤|2g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv.

Corollary 6.4. For an n-dimensional complete submanifold Mn in the Euclidean

space Rn+p, eigenvalues of the closed eigenvalue problem (1.15) of the differential

operator Lν satisfy

(6.6)

n∑

k=1

Λk ≤
∫
Mn

(
n2H2 + 3|ν⊤|2g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv∫

Mn e
〈ν,X〉g0dv

.

Proof. Since Λ0 = 0 and u0 is constant, by taking j = 0 in the Theorem 6.2, we can

infer that,
n∑

k=1

Λk ≤
∫
Mn

(
n2H2 + 3|ν⊤|2g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv∫

Mn e〈ν,X〉g0dv
,

where we have used a fact as follows:∫

Mn

u20e
〈ν,X〉g0dv = 1.

Therefore, we finish the proof of this corollary. �

Remark 6.1. If we take ν = 0, the operator Lν is the Beltrami-Laplacian and we

have
n∑

k=1

Λk ≤
n2
∫
Mn H

2dv∫
Mn dv

,

which is a remarkable result obtained by Ilias and Makhoul in [38]. Also, see [58]. In

particular, when Mn is an n-dimensional unit sphere Sn(1) and ν is a zero vector,

the identity holds. Hence, our result is a generalization of Reilly’s result in [52] on

the first eigenvalue

Λ1 ≤
n
∫
Mn H

2dv∫
Mn dv

.

Next, we consider that Mn is an n-dimensional compact minimal submanifold in

the unit sphere Sn+p(1). For this case, we have the following result.

Theorem 6.5. Let Mn be an n-dimensional compact minimal submanifold in the

unit sphere Sn+p(1). Then, for any j, where j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , eigenvalues of the closed

eigenvalue problem (1.15) of the differential operator Lν satisfy
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(6.7)

n∑

k=1

Λj+k ≤ (n + 4)Λj + 4D2Λ
1
2
j +D

2

2 + n2,

and

(6.8)

n∑

k=1

Λj+k ≤ (n+ 6)Λj + 3D
2

2 + n2,

where D2 = infψ∈Ψ maxMn |ν⊤|g0.
Proof. SinceMn is an n-dimensional minimal submanifold in the unit sphere Sn+p(1),

then Mn can be seen as a compact submanifold in Rn+p+1 with mean curvature

H ≡ 1. Therefore, by Corollary 6.3, we know that both inequalities (6.7) and (6.8)

hold. �

By the same strategy as the proof of Proposition 2.3, one also can prove the

following proposition.

Proposition 6.6. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold

without boundary. Assume that Λi is the ith eigenvalue of the closed eigenvalue

problem (1.15) and ui is an orthonormal eigenfunction corresponding to Λi, i =

0, 1, 2, · · · , such thatLνui = −Λiui, and
∫
Mn uiuje

〈ν,X〉g0dv = δij , for any i, j =

0, 1, 2, · · · . Then, for any function ϕ(x) ∈ C2(Mn) and any positive integer k,

eigenvalues of the close eigenvalue problem (1.15) satisfy

k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2‖ui∇ϕ‖2Mn ≤

k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)‖2〈∇ϕ,∇ui〉g + uiLνϕ‖2Mn,

where ‖ϕ(x)‖2Mn =
∫
Mn ϕ

2(x)e〈ν,X〉g0dv.

By using Proposition 6.6 and Lemma 2.7, we can establish the following eigenvalue

inequality of Yang type.

Theorem 6.7. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold iso-

metrically embedded into the Euclidean space Rn+p. Assume that Λi is the i
th eigen-

value of eigenvalue problem (1.15) of the Xin-Laplacian. Then, we have

(6.9)
k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +

1

4
D1Λ

1
2
j +D

2

1 +
1

4
C1

)
,

and

(6.10)
k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 6

n

k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi + 3D

2

1 +
1

6
C1

)
,

where C1 = infψ∈Ψ maxMn n2H2 and D1 = maxMn |ν⊤|g0.
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Proof. The proof almost is a copy of the proof of Theorem 3.1 word by word, and

the only thing needs to be done is to notices to count the number of eigenvalues

from 0. �

By Theorem 6.7, we have following corollary.

Corollary 6.8. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold iso-

metrically embedded into the Euclidean space Rn+p. Assume that Λi is the i
th eigen-

value of eigenvalue problem (1.15) of the Xin-Laplacian. Then, we have

k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)

×
[
Λi +

1

4

∫

Mn

u2i

(
n2H2 + |ν⊤|2g0 + 4Λ

1
2
j |ν⊤|g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

]
,

and
k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 6

n

k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)

[
Λi +

1

6

∫

Mn

u2i
(
n2H2 + 3|ν⊤|2g0

)
e〈ν,X〉g0dv

]
.

Finally, we assume that Mn is an n-dimensional compact minimal submanifold

in the unit sphere Sn+p(1). For this case, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 6.9. Let Mn be an n-dimensional compact minimal submanifold in the

unit sphere Sn+p(1). Then, for any j, where j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , eigenvalues of the closed

eigenvalue problem (1.15) of differential operator Lν satisfy

(6.11)
k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +

1

4
D2Λ

1
2
j +D

2

2 +
1

4
n2

)
,

and

(6.12)
k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 6

n

k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi + 3D

2

2 +
1

6
n2

)
,

where D2 = infψ∈Ψ maxMn |ν⊤|g0.
Proof. SinceMn is an n-dimensional minimal submanifold in the unit sphere Sn+p(1),

then Mn can be viewed as a compact submanifold in Rn+p+1 with mean curvature

H = 1. Therefore, by the Corollary 6.8, it is easy to see that both inequalities (6.11)

and (6.12) hold. This completes the proof of this theorem. �

Remark 6.2. In Theorem 6.9, we assume that ν = 0, and then, (6.11) implies that

(6.13)
k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)
2 ≤ 4

n

k∑

i=0

(Λk+1 − Λi)

(
Λi +

n2

4

)
,

which is given by Cheng and Yang in [20].
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6.2. Geometry of Isoparametric Foliations. In recent years, isoparametric the-

ory has remarkable applications in the research of geometry of submanifolds and

spectrum analysis. For the sake of reader’s convenience, we recall some funda-

mental facts about the isoparametric hypersurfaces and focal submanifolds. For

more information on isoparametric hypersurfaces and focal submanifolds, we refer

the readers to the good articles [11, 65]. Firstly, let us introduce the definition of

isoparametric functions. For this purpose, let b and a be a smooth function and a

continuous function defined on R, respectively. Let f be a smooth function defined

on Sn+1(1). If f satisfies

(6.14) |∇f |2g = b(f),

and

(6.15) ∆f = a(f),

then it is said to be isoparametric. A function satisfying only (6.14) is called

transnormal. The geometric meaning of (6.14) and (6.15) is that the regular level

hypersurfaces of f are parallel with each other and have constant mean curvatures.

In this sense, the regular level hypersurfaces of f are called isoparametric hypersur-

faces, and the two singular level sets of f are called focal submanifolds. Of course,

one can also define isoparametric hypersurfaces via an extrinsic geometric viewpoint

as follows: A hypersurface Mn in the (n+1)-dimensional unit sphere Sn+1(1) is said

to be isoparametric, if all of the principle curvatures are constant functions. A well-

known result of Cartan states that isoparametric hypersurfaces come as a family

of parallel hypersurfaces. To be more specific, given an isoparametric hypersurface

Mn in Sn+1(1) and a smooth field ξ with unit normals to Mn, for each x ∈ Mn

and θ ∈ R, we can define φθ : Mn → Sn+1(1) by

φθ(x) = cos θx+ sin θξ(x).

Here, φθ(x) is the point at an oriented distance θ to M along the normal geodesic

through x. If θ 6= θǫ for any ǫ = 1, · · · , ℓ, where ℓ denotes the number of distinct

constant principal curvatures, φθ is a parallel hypersurface to M at an oriented

distance θ. If θ = θǫ for some ǫ = 1, · · · , ℓ, it is easy to find that for any vector Y

in the principal distributions

Eǫ(x) = {Y ∈ TxM | AξY = cot θǫY } ,
where Aξ is a shape operator with respect to ξ,

(φθ)∗ Y = (cos θ − sin θ cot θǫ)Y =
sin (θǫ − θ)

sin θǫ
Y = 0.

In other words, if cot θ = cot θǫ is a principal curvature of Mn, φθ is not an immer-

sion, but is actually a focal submanifold of codimension mǫ+1 in Sn+1(1). Using an

elegant topological method, Münzner proved the remarkable result that the number
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ℓ must be 1, 2, 3, 4, or 6 mǫ = mǫ+2( indices mod ℓ); θǫ = θ1 +
ǫ−1
ℓ
π(ǫ = 1, · · · , ℓ);

and when ℓ is odd, m1 = m2(cf. [49, 50]). Münzner asserted that regardless of

the number of distinct principal curvatures of M, there are only two distinct focal

submanifolds in a parallel family of isoparametric hypersurfaces, and every isopara-

metric hypersurface is a tube of constant radius over each focal submanifold. We

denote the distinct focal submanifolds by M1,M2 according to the inverse images

of maximum or minimum values of f satisfy the equations system (6.14) and (6.15),

respectively. It is well known that Mi, where i = 1, 2, are minimal submanifolds in

Sn+1(1). Assuming that {P0, · · · ,Pm} is a symmetric Clifford system on R2l, this

is, Pi ’s are symmetric matrices satisfying

PiPj +PjPi = 2δijI2l,

in [27], Ferus, Karcher and Münzner constructed a polynomial function ℜ on R2l as

follows:

ℜ : R2l → R,

ℜ(x) = |x|4 − 2
∑m

i=0 〈Pix, x〉2 .
Then, each level hypersurface of f = ℜ|S2l−1, i.e., the preimage of some regular value

of f, is an isoparametric hypersurface with four distinct constant principal curva-

tures. We choose ξ = ∇f
|∇f |

, and it can be asserted thatM1 = f−1(1),M2 = f−1(−1),

with codimensions m1+1 and m2+1 in Sn+1(1), respectively. The multiplicity pairs

(m1, m2) = (m, l − m − 1), provided m > 0 and l − m − 1 > 0, where l = kδ(m)

(k = 1, 2, 3, · · · ) and δ(m) is the dimension of an irreducible module of the Clifford

algebra Cm−1 on Rl. See [30].

6.3. Eigenvalues on the Isoparametric Hypersurfaces of Laplacian. In 1982,

Yau posed a famous conjecture as follows:

Conjecture 6.10. (Yau’s Conjecture [71]) The first nontrivial(non-zero) eigen-

value of Beltrami-Laplacian for every closed embedding minimal hypersurface in the

unit sphere equals to the dimension of the hypersurface.

Attacking Yau’s conjecture, a significant breakthrough to it was made by Choi and

Wang [23]. They proved that the first eigenvalue of every (embedded ) closed min-

imal hypersurface in Sn+1(1) is not smaller than n
2
. Furthermore, Brendle pointed

out that the first eigenvalue is larger than n
2
in his survey paper [9]. Usually, the

calculation of the eigenvalues of the Beltrami-Laplacian, even of the first eigenvalue,

is rather complicated and difficult. Up to now, Yau’s conjecture remains unsolved.

In 2013, Tang and Yan made an extremely important contribution to this conjec-

ture in [64], where they made an affirmative answer to this conjecture under the

condition that Mn is a closed embedding isoparametric hypersurfaces in Sn+1(1).

For more progress on this conjecture, we refer the readers to [39, 47, 48, 59–61] and

references therein. As a fascinating application of Theorem 6.2, we can show the

following result.
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Theorem 6.11. Let Mn be an n-dimensional compact minimal isoparametric hy-

persurface in the unit sphere Sn+1(1). Then, eigenvalues of the closed eigenvalue

problem (1.15) of the Beltrami-Laplacian satisfy

(6.16)
1

n

n∑

k=1

Λn0+k ≤ 2n+ 4,

where n0 denotes the value of the multiplicity of the first eigenvalue.

Proof. Assume that Mn is a unit sphere Sn+1(1), the assertion is obvious. Now,

we consider that Mn is a minimal isoparametric hypersurface other than Sn(1), we

know that Λ1 = Λ2 = · · · = Λn0 = n according to some results showed by Tang and

Yan in [64]. From (6.7), we directly get (6.16). �

Remark 6.3. Let Mn be an n-dimensional compact minimal isoparametric hyper-

surface in the unit sphere Sn+1(1) and |ν|g0 = 0. Then, according to Theorem 6.11,

we get an estimate for the upper bound of the second non-zero eigenvalue without

counting the multiplicities of eigenvalues as follows:

(6.17) Γ2 ≤ 2n+ 4.

Remark 6.4. Let Mn be an n-dimensional unit sphere Sn(1) and |ν|g0 = 0. Then,

we have

Γ2 = 2n+ 2,

which means that eigenvalue inequality given in Theorem 6.16 is very sharp.

Remark 6.5. Let Mn be an n-dimensional compact minimal isoparametric hyper-

surface in the unit sphere Sn+1(1) and |ν|g0 = 0. Then, from (6.13), we can obtain

a weaker inequality than (6.16). To be more specific, we have

Γ2 ≤ 2n+ 4.

Remark 6.6. In [61], Solomon constructed an eigenfunction on a so-called quartic

isoparametric hypersurface Mn of OT-FKM-type, to conclude that Mn has 2n as

an eigenvalue to fill the gap of eigenvalue sequence 0, n, 3n, 4n, · · · , which contain

in the spectrum of Laplacian on the quartic isoparametric hypersurface Mn. There-

fore, Theorem 6.11 further hints that 2n could be the second non-zero eigenvalue,

although we still don’t know whether 2n is the second non-zero eigenvalue or not.

Furthermore, for the isoparametric hypersurfaces of OT-FKM type, Tang and Yan

revealed an important fact that 2n is an eigenvalue of Beltrami-Laplacian in [66],

whose eigenfunction is an isoparametric function. We remind that there is still a

question: is it true that 2n is the second eigenvalue? In fact, it is an extremely

difficult problem, and up to now, it remains open. However, Theorem 6.11 fur-

ther indicates that 2n could be the second eigenvalue of Beltrami-Laplacian in the

isoparametric minimal hypersurfaces of OT-FKM type.
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6.4. Eigenvalues on the Focal Submanifolds of Laplacian. In this subsection,

we are concerned with the focal submanifolds. It is remarkable that the focal sub-

manifolds of isoparametric hypersurfaces provide infinitely many spherical subman-

ifolds with abundant intrinsic and extrinsic geometric properties. For instance, they

are both minimal in a unit sphere. Moreover, two focal submanifolds of an isopara-

metric hypersurface with four distinct principal curvatures are both Willmore in a

unit sphere. See [43]. Let M1 be the focal submanifold of an isoparametric hy-

persurface with four distinct principal curvatures in the unit sphere Sn+1(1) with

codimension m1 +1. Tang and Yan [64] investigated the eigenvalue of Laplacian on

the focal submanifold of an isoparametric hypersurface with four distinct principal

curvatures and obtained an estimates for the lower bound as follows:

Λn+3 (M1) ≥
4(n+ 2) (m2 − 1)

n
,

which implies that

Γ2 (M1) ≥
4(n+ 2) (m2 − 1)

n
.

Applying Theorem 6.2, we can get an estimates for the upper bound of the eigenval-

ues Laplacian on the focal submanifold of an isoparametric hypersurface with four

distinct principal curvatures. This is what the following theorem states.

Theorem 6.12. Let M1 be the focal submanifold of an isoparametric hypersurface

with four distinct principal curvatures with dimension

dimM1 ≥
2n

3
+ 1

in the unit sphere Sn+1(1). Then, for the eigenvalues of Beltrami-Laplacian, we have

(6.18)
1

m1 + 2m2

m1+2m2∑

k=1

Λn+2+k ≤ 2(n+m2 + 2).

In particular, we have

(6.19) Γ2 ≤ 2(n +m2 + 2).

A similar conclusion holds for M2 under an analogous condition.

Proof. If dimM1 ≥ 2
3
n+ 1, Tang and Yan [64] proved that,

Λ1 (M1) = m1 + 2m2

with multiplicity n + 2. Therefore, it follows from (6.7) that,

(6.20)
m1+2m2∑

k=1

Λn+2+k ≤ [(m1 + 2m2) + 4] (m1 + 2m2) + (m1 + 2m2)
2 ,
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which gives (6.18), since n = 2(m1+m2). From (6.18), it is not difficult to conclude

(6.19). This completes the proof of Theorem 6.12.

�

Remark 6.7. Both M1 and M2 are fully embedded in Sn+1(1) if ℓ ≥ 3, namely,

they cannot be embedded into a hypersphere, which means that, the dimension n−m1

(resp. n−m2) of M1 is an eigenvalue of M1 (resp. M2) with multiplicity at least

n+ 2 (cf. [64]).

For the focal submanifold M1 of OT-FKM type in S5(1) with (M1,M2) = (1,1),

Tang, Xie and Yan [63] proved that Λ1 (M1) = dimM1 = 3 with multiplicity 6.

Furthermore, for the focal submanifold M1 of homogeneous OT-FKM type in S15(1)

with (m1, m2) = (4, 3), they claimed that Λ1 (M1) = dimM1 = 10 with multiplicity

16. Thus, we can prove the following theorems in the light of the idea of the proof

of Theorem 6.12.

Theorem 6.13. For the focal submanifold M1 of OT-FKM type in S5(1) with

(m1, m2) = (1,1), we have

(6.21)

3∑

k=1

Λ6+k ≤ 30.

In particular, for the second eigenvalue (without considering the multiplicity) of the

Beltrami-Laplacian, we have

(6.22) Γ2 ≤ 10.

Theorem 6.14. For the focal submanifold M1 of homogeneous OT-FKM type in

S15(1) with (m1, m2) = (4, 3), we have

10∑

k=1

Λ16+k ≤ 240.

In particular, we have

Γ2 ≤ 24.

Remark 6.8. For the focal submanifold M1 of homogeneous OT-FKM type with

(m1, m2) = (1, k), according to the Proposition 1.1 in [64] and Theorem 6.2, we can

similarly give an upper estimate for the non-zero eigenvalue without counting the

multiplicity of eigenvalues.

Remark 6.9. It is well known that, when ℓ = 2, the focal submanifolds are isometric

to Sp(1) and Sq(1). Thus, their second non-zero eigenvalues (without counting the

multiplications) equal to two times of their dimensions, respectively.
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Remark 6.10. When ℓ = 3, Cartan showed that m1 = m2 = 1, 2, 4 or 8. In the

unit spheres S4(1), S7(1), S13(1) and S25(1), the focal submanifolds of them are the

Veronese embedding of RP 2,CP 2,HP 2 and QP 2, respectively. The induced metric of

this RP 2 minimally embedded in S4(1) differs from the standard metric of constant

Gaussian curvature K = 1 by a constant factor such that K = 1
3
. As for CP 2,HP 2

and QP 2, these are minimally embedded in the unit spheres S7(1), S13(1) and S25(1)

respectively, while the induced metric differs from the symmetric space metric by

a constant factor such that 1
3
≤ Sec ≤ 4

3
. According to [46, 57], one knows that

the first eigenvalues of the focal submanifolds CP 2,HP 2 and QP 2 are equal to their

dimensions, respectively. In conclusion, when ℓ = 3, one can assert that

1

n0

n0∑

k=1

Λm0+k ≤ 2n0 + 4,

which implies that

Γ2 ≤ 2n0 + 4,

where n0 denotes the dimension of focal submanifolds and m0 denotes the multiplicity

of the first non-zero eigenvalue.

7. Some Conjectures and Further Remarks

In this section, we raise some conjectures and give some further remarks to end

this paper.

Let Ω be a bounded domain on an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold Mn with

piecewise smooth boundary ∂Ω. We consider Dirichlet eigenvalue problem of Lapla-

cian on complete Riemannian manifolds as follows:

(7.1)

{
∆u+ Λu = 0, in Ω,

u = 0, on ∂Ω.

We suppose that Λk is the kth eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenfunction uk. It

is well known that the spectrum of this eigenvalue problem (7.1) is real and discrete.

Furthermore, the following Weyls asymptotic formula holds (cf. [12]):

(7.2) Λk ∼
4π2

(ωn vol Ω)
2
n

k
2
n , k → ∞.

From this asymptotic formula (7.2), it is not difficult to infer that

k∑

i=1

Λi ∼
n

n + 2

4π2

(ωn vol Ω)
2
n

k
n+2
n , k → ∞.

In addition, for any positive integer n1, it is easy to show that the eigenvalues of the

eigenvalue problem (7.1) of Laplacian satisfy:
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lim
j→+∞

Λj+1 + Λj+2 + · · ·+ Λj+n1

Λj
= n1.

In particular, when n1 = n, we have

(7.3) lim
j→+∞

Λj+1 + Λj+2 + · · ·+ Λj+n
Λj

= n.

From (7.5), we know that (1.11) can be improved and thus the first author propose

the following conjecture.

Conjecture 7.1. Let Ω be a bounded domain with piecewise smooth boundary on an

n-dimensional Euclidean space Rn. Then, the eigenvalues of the eigenvalue problem

(7.1) of the Laplace operator satisfy the following universal inequality:

(7.4)
Λj+1 + Λj+2 + · · ·+ Λj+n

Λj
≤ Λ2 + Λ3 + · · ·+ Λn+1

Λ2
,

for any j = 1, 2, · · · .

Remark 7.1. If the conjecture above is true, it is natural for us to ask the same

problem for the case of general Riemannian manifolds, too.

Let Lν be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifolds without boundary.

In this section, we shall investigate eigenvalues of the closed eigenvalue problem of

Laplacian on the Riemannian manifolds Mn as follows:

∆u+ Λu = 0, in Mn.

Conjecture 7.2. Let Mn be an n-dimensional compact minimal submanifold in the

unit sphere Sn+p(1). Then, the eigenvalues of the closed eigenvalue problem (1.16)

of the Beltrami-Laplacian satisfy:

(7.5)
n∑

k=1

Λj+k ≤ (n+ 3)Λj +
Λ

2

j

Λj+1

+ n2.

Remark 7.2. Provided that (7.5) is true and Mn is a compact minimal isopara-

metric hypersurface in the unit sphere Sn+1(1), it is easy to verify the following

inequality

(7.6) Γ2 ≤
2n+ 3 +

√
4n2 + 16n+ 9

2
.

Clearly, inequality (7.6) is sharper than inequality (6.17).

IfMn is an isoparametric hypersurfaces embedded in the unit sphere Sn+1(1) with

ℓ = 1, then Γ2 = 2n+2. If Mn is the generalized Clifford torus Sp
(√

p
n

)
×Sq

(√
q
n

)

(p+q = n), by a straightforward calculation, we can show that the second eigenvalue
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Γ2 = 2n. When ℓ = 2, as is well known, the isoparametric hypersurface in Sn+1(1)

is isometric to the Clifford torus. Thus, Γ2 = 2n when ℓ = 2. As a further interest,

based on the argument in the previous section, the first author propose the following

conjecture, which is closely related to Yau’s Conjecture:

Conjecture 7.3. Let Mn be an n-dimensional closed minimal hypersurface embed-

ded into the (n+ 1)-dimensional unit sphere Sn+1(1). Then, we have

2n ≤ Γ2 ≤ 2n+ 2.

In particular, letMn be an n-dimensional closed minimal isoparametric hypersurface

embedded into Sn+1(1). Then, when ℓ = 2, 3, 4, 6, we have

Γ2 = 2n.

Remark 7.3. Yau’s Conjecture is to consider the first non-zero eigenvalue, while

Conjecture 7.3 is to explore the second non-zero eigenvalue. However, we consider

the lower and upper bounds for the second eigenvalue without counting the multipli-

cations of eigenvalues in Conjecture 7.3.

Remark 7.4. If the last part of Conjecture 7.3 holds, the second eigenvalue of

Laplacian will give a perfect and new character for the isoparametric hypersurfaces

embedding into the unit sphere Sn+1(1).

Hsiang and Lawson [36] showed that every homogenous hypersurfaces in the unit

sphere Sn+1(1) is represented as an orbit of a linear isotropy group of a Riemannian

symmetric space of rank 2. We refer the readers to [44] for the list of the complete

examples of homogenous hypersurfaces in the unit sphere Sn+1(1). In what follows,

there are some further remarks on the eigenvalues of Beltrami-Laplacian on the

isoparametric hypersurfaces.

Remark 7.5. It is well known that, both SO(3)/(Z2 + Z2) and SU(3)/T2 are two

isoparametric hypersurfaces embedded in the unit sphere Sn+1(1) with ℓ = 3, and

from [48], we know that Conjecture 7.3 holds for the cases of SO(3)/(Z2 + Z2) and

SU(3)/T2.

Remark 7.6. Assume that Mn are the cubic isoparametric minimal hypersurfaces

with n = 3, 6, 12, 24, or Mn, Solomon proved that [59, 60], without considering the

multiplicity of eigenvalues, 2n is an eigenvalue filling an obvious eigenvalue gap:

0, n, 3n. Likewise, Solomon considered a class of focal submanifolds with quadratic

forms in the quartic isoparametric hypersurfaces and an analogous results obtained

in [61], or see [66]. However, Solomon has not verified whether 2n is the second non-

zero eigenvalue or not for those isoparametric hypersurfaces. Just like the case of

the first eigenvalue, it shall be non trivial to prove that 2n is the second eigenvalue.

The following is a famous conjecture proposed by Chern(cf. [55, 71]):

Conjecture 7.4. (Chern Conjecture) A closed, minimally immersed hypersur-

face in the (n + 1)-dimensional unit sphere Sn+1(1), whose scalar curvature is a

constant, is isoparametric.
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Furthermore, suppose thatMn has constant scalar curvature, and the first author

raise a conjecture as follows:

Conjecture 7.5. (Rigidity Conjecture) Let Mn be an n-dimensional closed min-

imal hypersurface embedded into the (n + 1)-dimensional unit sphere Sn+1(1) with

constant scalar curvature. Then, the second eigenvalue either satisfies Γ2 = 2n, or

Γ2 = 2n+ 2.

Remark 7.7. Essentially, Conjecture 7.3 and Chern’s conjecture 7.4 imply the rigid-

ity conjecture 7.5. Therefore, form the perspective of spectrum theory, it is also a

fantabulous understanding for the isoparametric hypersurfaces if Conjecture 7.5 is

settled.
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Sn+1(1), Tôhoku Math. J. 1985, 37 , 523-532. doi: 10.2748/tmj/1178228592

[40] L. Lei, H. Xu and Z. Xu, A new pinching theorem for complete self-shrinkers and its general-

ization, Sci. China Math., 2020 63 (6): 1139-1152. doi: 10.1007/s11425-018-9397-y

[41] M. Levitin and L. Parnovski, Commutators, spectral trace identities, and universal estimates

for eigenvalues, J. Funct. Anal., 2002, 192: 425-445. doi: 10.1006/jfan.2001.3913

[42] P. Li, Eigenvalue estimates on homogeneous manifolds. Comment. Math. Helv. 1980, 55,

347-363. doi: 10.1007/BF02566692

[43] Q. C. Li and W. J. Yan, On Ricci tensor of focal submanifolds of isoparametric hypersurfaces.

Sci China Math, 2015, 58: 1723-1736. doi: 10.1007/s11425-014-4928-6

[44] H. Ma and Y. Ohnita, Hamiltonian stability of the Gauss images of homogeneous isoparametric

hypersurfaces. I. J. Diff. Geom., 2014, 97: 275-348. doi: 10.4310/jdg/1405447807

[45] P. Marcellini, Bounds for the third membrane eigenvalue. J. Diff. Eqns., 1980, 37(3): 438-443.

doi: 10.1016/0022-0396(80)90108-4

[46] K. Mashimo, Spectra of the Laplacian on the Cayley projective plane, Tsukuba J. Math. 21

(1997), 367-396. doi: 10.21099/tkbjm/1496163248

[47] H. Muto, The first eigenvalue of the Laplacian of an isoparametric minimal hypersurface in a

unit sphere, Math. Z., 1988, 197, 531-549. doi: 10.1007/BF01159810

[48] H. Muto, Y. Ohnita and H. Urakawa, Homogeneous minimal hypersurfaces in the unit

sphere and the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian, Tôhoku Math. J. 1984, 36: 253-267. doi:
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