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Isoperimetric Bounds for Lower Order Eigenvalues

Fuquan Fang and Changyu Xia

Abstract

New isoperimetric inequalities for lower order eigenvalues of the Laplacian on
closed hypersurfaces, of the biharmonic Steklov problems and of the Wentzell-
Laplace on bounded domains in a Euclidean space are proven. Some open questions
for further study are also proposed.

1 Introduction and the main results

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension ≥ 2. The spectrum of the
Laplace operator on M provides a sequence of global Riemannian invariants

0 = λ0(M) < λ1(M) ≤ λ2(M) ≤ · · · ր ∞.

We adopt the convention that each eigenvalue is repeated according to its multiplicity.
An important issue in spectral geometry is to obtain good estimates for these and other
eigenvalues in terms of the geometric data of the manifold M such as the volume, the
diameter, the curvature, the isoperimetric constants, etc. See [1],[2],[10],[13],[31] for
references.

On the other hand, after the seminal works of Bleecker-Weiner [4] and Reilly [30],
the following approach is developed: the manifold (M, g) is immersed isometrically into
another Riemannian manifold. One then gets good estimates for λk(M), mostly for
λ1(M), in termos of the extrinsic geometric quantities of M . See for example [4], [15],
[16], [23], [24], [35], [37]. Especially relevant for us is the quoted work of Reilly [30],
where he obtained the following remarkable isoperimetric inequality for the first positive
eigenvalue λ1(M) in the case that M is embedded as a hypersurface bounding a domain
Ω in R

n:

λ1(M) ≤ n− 1

n2
· |M |2
|Ω|2 . (1.1)

Here |M | and |Ω| denote the Riemannian (n − 1)-volume of M and the Riemannian
n-volume of Ω, respectively. Moreover, equality holds in (1.1) if and only ifM is a round
sphere. Our first result improves (1.1) to the sum of the first n non-zero eigenvalues of
the Laplace operator on M .
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Theorem 1.1 Let M be a closed embedded hypersurface bounding a domain Ω in R
n.

Then the first n non-zero eigenvalues of the Laplacian on M satisfy

n
∑

i=1

λi ≤
n− 1

n
· |M |2
|Ω|2 (1.2)

and

n
∑

i=1

λi ≤
(n− 1)

√

|M |
|Ω|

(
∫

M

H2

)1/2

, (1.3)

where H stands for the mean curvature of M . Moreover, equality holds in either of (1.2)
and (1.3) if and only if M is a sphere.

In the second part of this paper we study eigenvalues of fourth order Steklov problems.
Let Ω be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with boundary and ∆ and ∆
be the Laplace operators on Ω and ∂Ω, respectively. Consider the eigenvalue problem

{

∆2u = 0 in Ω,
∂νu = ∂ν(∆u) + ξu = 0 on ∂Ω,

(1.4)

where ∂ν denotes the outward unit normal derivative. This problem was first discussed
by J. R. Kuttler and V. G. Sigillito [28] in the case where Ω is a bounded domain
in R

n. The eigenvalue problem (1.4) is important in biharmonic analysis and elastic
mechanics. In the two dimensional case, it describes the deformation u of the linear elastic
supported plate Ω under the action of the transversal exterior force f(x) = 0, x ∈ Ω
with Neumann boundary condition ∂νu|∂Ω = 0 (see, [33],[34],[39]). In addition, the first
nonzero eigenvalue ξ1 arises as an optimal constant in an a priori inequality (see [28]).
The eigenvalues of the problem (1.4) form a discrete and increasing sequence (counted
with multiplicity):

0 = ξ0 < ξ1 ≤ ξ2 ≤ · · · ր +∞. (1.5)

Let Dk be the space of harmonic homogeneous polynomials in R
n of degree k and denote

by µk the dimension of Dk, k = 0, 1, · · · ,. For the n-dimensional Euclidean ball with
radius R, the eigenvalues of (1.4) are ξk = k2(n + 2k)/R3, k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , and the
multiplicity of ξk is µk (see [39], Theorem 1.5 ). When Ω has nonnegative Ricci curvature
with strictly convex boundary, a lower bound for ξ1(Ω) has been given in [38]. On the
other hand, an isoperimetric upper bound for ξ1(Ω) has been proven for the case where Ω
is a bounded domain in R

n (see [39], Theorem 1.6 ). We have an isoperimetric inequality
for the sum of the reciprocals of the first n nonzero eigenvalues of the problem (1.4) on
bounded domains in R

n.

Theorem 1.2 Let Ω be a bounded domain with smooth boundary in R
n. Then the first

n nonzero eigenvalues of the problem (1.4) satisfy

n
∑

i=1

1

ξi
≥
n2|Ω|

(

|Ω|
ωn

)2/n

(n+ 2)|∂Ω| , (1.6)

with equality holding if and only if Ω is a ball, where ωn denotes the volume of the unit
ball in R

n.
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Now we come to another Steklov problem for the bi-harmonic operator. Let Ω be a
bounded domain in R

n and τ a positive constant. Denote by ∇2 and ∇ the Hessian on
R
n and the gradient operator on Ω, respectively. Consider the following Steklov problem

of fourth order














∆2u− τ∆u = 0, in Ω,

∂2u
∂ν2 = 0, on ∂Ω,

τ ∂u∂ν − div∂M
(

∇2u(ν)
)

− ∂∆u
∂ν = λu, on ∂Ω.

(1.7)

This problem has a discrete spectrum which can be listed as

0 = λ0,τ < λ1,τ ≤ λ2,τ ≤ · · · ≤ λk,τ ր +∞.

The eigenvalue 0 is simple and the corresponding eigenfunctions are constants. Let
u0, u1, ..., uk, · · · , be the eigenfunctions of problem (1.7) corresponding to the eigenvalues
0 = λ0,τ , λ1,τ , · · · , λk,τ , · · · ,. For each k = 1, · · · , we have the following variational
characterization

λk,τ = min

{

∫

Ω

(

|∇2u|2 + τ |∇u|2
)

∫

∂Ω
u2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

u ∈ H
2(Ω), u 6= 0,

∫

∂Ω

uuj = 0, j = 0, · · · , k − 1

}

. (1.8)

The eigenvalues and eigenfunctions on the ball in R
n have been determined by Buoso-

Provenzano in [9]. In particular, if Bn
R is the ball of radius R centered at the origin in

R
n, then

λ1,τ (B
n
R) = λ2,τ (B

n
R) = · · · = λn,τ (B

n
R) =

τ

R
(1.9)

and the corresponding eigenspace is generated by {x1, · · · , xn}. Buoso and Provenzano
[9] also proved the following isoperimetric inequality for the sums of the reciprocals of
the first n non-zero eigenvalues:

n
∑

i=1

1

λ1,τ (Ω)
≥ n

τ

( |Ω|
ωn

)1/n

(1.10)

with equality holding if and only if Ω is a ball. Further study for the eigenvalues of the
problem (1.7) has been made in [8], [15], [39], etc. Our next result is an isoperimetric
inequality for the sum of the first n non-zero eigenvalues of the problem (1.7).

Theorem 1.3 Let Ω be a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω in R
n. Denoting

by λi,τ the i-th eigenvalue of the (1.7), we have

n
∑

j=1

λj,τ ≤ τ |∂Ω|
|Ω| . (1.11)

Equality holds in (1.11) if and only if Ω is a ball.

The final part of the present paper concerns the eigenvalue problem with Wentzell
boundary conditions:

{

∆u = 0 in Ω,
−β∆u+ ∂νu = λu on ∂Ω,

(1.12)
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where β is a nonnegative constant, Ω is a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension
n ≥ 2 with non-empty boundary, ∆ and ∆ denote the the Laplacian on Ω and ∂Ω,
respectively. When β = 0, (1.12) becomes the Steklov problem:

{

∆u = 0 in Ω,
∂νu = pu on ∂Ω,

(1.13)

which has been studied extensively ( see [6], [7],[11],[18]-[22],[27],[28],[32], [36],[39],[40] ).
The spectrum of the problem (1.12) consists in an increasing sequence

λ0,β = 0 < λ1,β ≤ λ2,β ≤ · · · ր +∞,

with corresponding real orthonormal (in L2(∂Ω) sense) eigenfunctions u0, u1, u2, · · · .
Consider the Hilbert space

H(Ω) = {u ∈ H1(Ω),Tr∂Ω(u) ∈ H1(∂Ω)}, (1.14)

where Tr∂Ω is the trace operator. We define on H(Ω) the two bilinear forms

Aβ(u, v) =

∫

Ω

∇u · ∇v + β

∫

∂Ω

∇u · ∇v, B(u, v) =

∫

∂Ω

uv, (1.15)

where, ∇ and ∇ are the gradient operators on Ω and ∂Ω, respectively. Since we assume
that β is nonnegative, the two bilinear forms are positive and the variational character-
ization for the k-th eigenvalue is

λk,β = min

{

Aβ(u, u)

B(u, u)
, u ∈ H(Ω), u 6= 0,

∫

∂Ω

uui = 0, i = 0, · · · , k − 1

}

. (1.16)

When k = 1, the minimum is taken over the functions orthogonal to the eigenfunctions
associated to λ0,β = 0, i.e., constant functions.

If Ω = Bn
R, then [12]

λ1,β = λ2,β = · · ·λn,β =
(n− 1)β +R

R2

and the corresponding eigenspace is generated by {xi, i = 1, · · · , n}. For the Steklov
problem (1.13), Brock [6] showed that if Ω is a bounded domain with smooth boundary
in R

n, then the first n nonzero eigenvalues of Ω satisfy

n
∑

i=1

1

pi(Ω)
≥ n

( |Ω|
ωn

)
1

n

, (1.17)

with equality holding if and only if Ω is a ball. Brock’s theorem has been generalized to
the eigenvalues of the problem (1.12) in [15]. We prove

Theorem 1.4 Let β ≥ 0 and Ω be a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω in R
n.

Denote by λ1,β ≤ λ2,β ≤ · · · ≤ λn,β the first n non-zero eigenvalues of the following
problem with the Wentzell boundary condition.

{

∆u = 0 in Ω,
−β∆u+ ∂νu = λu on ∂Ω,

(1.18)
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Then we have

n
∑

i=1

λi,β ≤ |∂Ω|
|Ω| +

(n− 1)β

n
· |∂Ω|

2

|Ω|2 . (1.19)

Furthermore, equality holds in (1.19) if and only if Ω is a ball.

Taking β = 0 in (1.19), we have a new isoperimetric inequality for the first n nonzero
Steklov eigenvalues of a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R

n:

n
∑

i=1

pi(Ω) ≤
|∂Ω|
|Ω| (1.20)

with quality holding if and only if Ω is a ball.
It has been conjectured by Henrot [25] that the first n nonzero Steklov eigenvalues

of a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R
n satisfy

n
∏

i=1

pi(Ω) ≤
ωn
|Ω| (1.21)

which is stronger than Brock’s inequality (1.17). If n = 2, or n ≥ 3 and Ω is convex,
then (1.21) is true ( see [27], [26] ). This result can be extended to eigenvalues of the
problem (1.12). Namely, we have

Theorem 1.5 Let the notation be as in Theorem 1.4 and when n ≥ 3, assume further
that Ω is convex. Then

n
∏

i=1

λi,β ≤
(

1 +
(n− 1)β|∂Ω|

n|Ω|

)n

· ωn|Ω| (1.22)

with quality holding if and only if Ω is a ball.

2 A Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we give a

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let ∆ and ∆ be the Laplace operators on R
n and M , respec-

tively, and let {ui}+∞
i=0 be an orthonormal system of eigenfunctions corresponding to the

eigenvalues

0 = λ0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · → ∞ (2.1)

of the Laplacian of M , that is,

∆ui = −λiui,
∫

M

uiuj = δij . (2.2)

We have u0 = 1/
√

|M | and for each i = 1, · · · , the Rayleigh-Ritz characterization for λi
is given by

λi = min
u6=0,

∫
M
uuj=0,j=0,···i−1

∫

M |∇u|2
∫

M u2
, (2.3)
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being ∇ the gradient operator on M .
In order to obtain good upper bound for λi, we need to choose nice trial functions φi

for each of the eigenfunctions ui and insure that these are orthogonal to the preceding
eigenfunctions u0, · · · , ui−1. We note that the coordinate functions are eigenfunctions
corresponding to the first eigenvalue of the hypersphere in R

n. For the n trial functions
φ1, φ2, · · · , φn, we simply choose the n coordinate functions:

φi = xi, for i = 1, · · · , n, (2.4)

but before we can use these we need to make adjustments so that φi ⊥ span{u0, · · · , ui−1}
in L2(∂Ω). By translating the origin appropriately we can assume that

∫

M

xi = 0, i = 1, · · · , n, (2.5)

that is, xi ⊥ u0.
Nextly we show that a rotation of the axes can be made so that

∫

M

φjui =

∫

M

xjui = 0, (2.6)

for j = 2, 3, · · · , n and i = 1, · · · , j − 1. In fact, let us define an n× n matrix P = (pji) ,
where pji =

∫

M
xjui, for i, j = 1, 2, · · · , n. Using the orthogonalization of Gram and

Schmidt (QR-factorization theorem), one can find an upper triangle matrix T = (Tji)
and an orthogonal matrix U = (aji) such that T = UP , that is,

Tji =
n
∑

k=1

ajkpki =

∫

M

n
∑

k=1

ajkxkui = 0, 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n.

Letting yj =
∑n
k=1 ajkxk, we have

∫

M

yjui =

∫

M

n
∑

k=1

ajkxkui = 0, 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. (2.7)

Since U is an orthogonal matrix, y1, y2, · · · , yn are also coordinate functions on R
n. Thus,

denoting these coordinate functions still by x1, x2, · · · , xn, one arrives at the condition
(2.6). It follows from (2.3) that

λi

∫

M

x2i ≤
∫

M

|∇xi|2, i = 1, · · · , n, (2.8)

with equality holding if and only if

∆xi = −λixi. (2.9)

Integrating the equality

1

2
∆x2i = 1 (2.10)

on Ω and using the divergence theorem, one gets

|Ω| =
∫

M

xi∂νxi, i = 1, · · · , n, (2.11)
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where ν denotes the outward unit normal of ∂Ω = M . Taking the square of (2.11) and
using the Hölder inequality, we infer

|Ω|2 ≤
(
∫

M

x2i

)(
∫

M

(∂νxi)
2

)

, i = 1, · · · , n. (2.12)

Multiplying (2.8) by
∫

M
(∂νxi)

2 and using (2.12), we have

|Ω|2λi ≤
(
∫

M

|∇xi|2
)(

∫

M

(∂νxi)
2

)

, i = 1, · · · , n. (2.13)

Observing that on M

1 = |∇xi|2 = |∇xi|2 + (∂νxi)
2, (2.14)

one deduces from (2.13) that

|Ω|2λi ≤
(

|M | −
∫

M

(∂νxi)
2

)(
∫

M

(∂νxi)
2

)

, i = 1, · · · , n. (2.15)

Summing over i and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

|Ω|2
n
∑

i=1

λi ≤ |M |
n
∑

i=1

(
∫

M

(∂νxi)
2

)

−
n
∑

i=1

(
∫

M

(∂νxi)
2

)2

(2.16)

≤ |M |2 − 1

n

(

n
∑

i=1

∫

M

(∂νxi)
2

)2

=
(n− 1)|M |2

n
.

This proves (1.2).
To prove (1.3), we use divergence theorem and Hölder inequality to get

∫

M

|∇xi|2 = −
∫

M

xi∆xi ≤
(
∫

M

x2i

)1/2(∫

M

(∆xi)
2

)1/2

, (2.17)

which, combining with (2.8), gives

λi

(
∫

M

x2i

)1/2

≤
(
∫

M

(∆xi)
2

)1/2

. (2.18)

Multiplying (2.18) by
(∫

M
(∂νxi)

2
)1/2

and using (2.12), we have

λi|Ω| ≤
(
∫

M

(∆xi)
2

)1/2(∫

M

(∂νxi)
2

)1/2

, i = 1, · · · , n. (2.19)

Summing over i and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequaty, we infer

|Ω|
n
∑

i=1

λi ≤
(

n
∑

i=1

∫

M

(∆xi)
2

)1/2( n
∑

i=1

∫

M

(∂νxi)
2

)1/2

(2.20)

= (n− 1)

(
∫

M

H2

)1/2

|M |1/2,
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where, in the last equality, we have used the fact that

∆x ≡ (∆x1, · · · ,∆xn) = (n− 1)H, (2.21)

being H the mean curvature vector of M in R
n. Hence, (1.3) holds.

If the equality holds in (1.2), then the inequalities (2.8), (2.12), (2.15) and (2.16)
must take equality sign. It then follows that (2.9) holds,

∫

M

(∂νx1)
2 =

∫

M

(∂νx2)
2 = · · · =

∫

M

(∂νxn)
2, (2.22)

and so

λ1 = λ2 = · · · = λn. (2.23)

Thus, the position vector x = (x1, · · · , xn) when restricted on ∂Ω satisfies

∆x = −λ1(x1, · · · , xn). (2.24)

Combining (2.24) and (2.21), we have

x = − (n− 1)

λ1
H, on M. (2.25)

Consider the function h = |x|2 :M → R. It is easy to see from (2.25) that

Zh = 2〈Z, x〉 = 0, ∀Z ∈ X(M).

Thus g is a constant function and so M is a hypersphere. If the equality holds in (1.3),
one can use similar arguments to deduce that M is a hypersphere in R

n. ✷

Remark 2.1 Noting that the Reilly inequality (1.1) has been strengthened to [35]

λ1 ≤ (n− 1)|M |
n|Ω|

(

ωn
|Ω|

)1/n

(2.26)

with equality holding if and only M is a hypersphere, we believe that a stronger form of
(1.2) is valid.

Conjecture 2.1 If the conditions are as in Theorem 1.1, then

n
∑

i=1

λi ≤
(n− 1)|M |

|Ω|

(

ωn
|Ω|

)1/n

. (2.27)

Moreover, the equality holds in (2.27) if and only M is a round sphere.

Remark 2.2 It is easy to see from (2.15) that

λn ≤ |∂Ω|2
4|Ω|2 (2.28)

which is also new. It would be interesting to know the best possible upper bound for λn.
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3 Proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3

In this section, we shall prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. Before doing this, let us recall some
known facts. Let {φi}∞i=0 be orthonormal eigenfunctions corresponding to the eigenvalues
{ξi}∞i=0 of the problem (1.4). That is,







∆2φi = 0 in Ω,
∂νφi = ∂ν(∆φi) + ξiφi = 0 on ∂Ω
∫

∂Ω φiφj = δij .
(3.1)

For each k = 1, · · · , the variational characterization for ξk is given by

ξk = inf
φ∈H2(Ω),∂νφ|∂Ω=0,φ|∂Ω 6=0

∫
∂Ω φφi=0,i=0,1,··· ,k−1

∫

Ω(∆φ)
2

∫

∂Ω φ
2
. (3.2)

Let Ω be a bounded domain in R
n and Ω∗ the ball centered at the origin in R

n such
that |Ω∗| = |Ω|. The moments of inertia of Ω with respect to the hyperplanes xk = 0,
are defined as

Jk(Ω) =

∫

Ω

x2k for all k ∈ {1, · · · , n}. (3.3)

By summation over k, we obtain the polar moment of inertia of Ω with respect to the
origin denoted by

J0(Ω) =

n
∑

k=1

∫

Ω

x2k. (3.4)

Note that J0(Ω) depends on the position of the origin. In fact, J0(Ω) is smallest when
the origin coincides with the center of mass of Ω, i.e. when we have

∫

Ω

xk = 0, k = 1, · · · , n. (3.5)

We need the following well known isoperimetric property [5], [27]:

Theorem 3.1 Among all domains Ω of prescribed n-volume, the ball Ω∗ centered at the
origin has the smallest polar moment of inertia, that is,

J0(Ω) ≥ J0(Ω
∗), Ω ∈ O, (3.6)

for all bounded domain Ω of prescribed n-volume |Ω|, with equality if and only if Ω
coincides with Ω∗.

By multiplication over k in (3.3), we obtain a quantity denoted by J(Ω),

J(Ω) =

n
∏

k=1

Jk(Ω) (3.7)

which satisfies the following isoperimetric inequality [3], [26]:

J(Ω) ≥ J(Ω∗) =
|Ω|n+2

(n+ 2)nω2
n

(3.8)



Fuquan Fang and Changyu Xia 10

with equality if and only if Ω is an ellipsoid symmetric with respect to the hyperplanes
xk = 0, k = 1, · · · , n.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By a translation of the origin in R
n, we can assume that

∫

Ω

xi = 0, i = 1, · · · , n. (3.9)

For each i ∈ {1, · · · , n}, let gi be the solution of the problem







∆gi = xi in Ω,
∂νgi|∂Ω = 0,
∫

∂Ω
gi = 0.

(3.10)

We claim that if the coordinate functions x1, · · · , xn are chosen properly, then

gi⊥span{φ0, · · · , φi−1}, i = 1, · · · , n. (3.11)

To see this, let us fix a set of coordinate functions x1, · · · , xn and the solutions g1, · · · , gn
as above. Consider the n×n matrix H = (hji) with hji =

∫

M gjφi, for i, j = 1, 2, · · · , n.
One can find an upper triangle matrix S = (sji) and an orthogonal matrix T = (tji)
such that S = TH , that is,

sji =
n
∑

k=1

tjkhki =

∫

M

n
∑

k=1

tjkgkφi = 0, 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. (3.12)

Letting yj =
∑n
k=1 tjkxk, g̃j =

∑n
k=1 tjkgk, we have from (3.10) and (3.12) that







∆g̃i = yi in Ω,
∂ν g̃i|∂Ω = 0,
∫

∂Ω
g̃i = 0

(3.13)

and

g̃i⊥span{φ0, · · · , φi−1}, i = 1, · · · , n. (3.14)

Since T = (tji) is an orthogonal matrix, y1, · · · , yn are also coordinate functions of Rn.
Thus, our claim is true. Denoting these coordinate functions and the solutions of (3.13)
still by x1, x2, , xn, and g1, · · · , gn, respectively, we conclude from (3.9) that

ξi ≤
∫

Ω x
2
i

∫

∂Ω
g2i
, i = 1, · · · , n. (3.15)

From divergence theorem we know that
∫

Ω

x2i =

∫

Ω

xi∆gi = −
∫

Ω

〈∇xi,∇gi〉 = −
∫

∂Ω

gi∂νxi, (3.16)

which gives

(
∫

Ω

x2i

)2

≤
∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2

∫

∂Ω

g2i , i = 1, · · · , n. (3.17)
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Combining (3.15) into (3.17), we infer

ξi

∫

Ω

x2i ≤
∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2, i = 1, · · · , n, (3.18)

which implies that

n
∑

i=1

1

ξi
≥

n
∑

i=1

∫

Ω
x2i

∫

∂Ω
(∂νxi)2

. (3.19)

Using the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality and the isoperimetric inequality (3.8),
we have

n
∑

i=1

∫

Ω x
2
i

∫

∂Ω(∂νxi)
2

≥
n

(

n
∏

j=1

∫

Ω x
2
i

)1/n

(

n
∏

j=1

∫

∂Ω
(∂νxi)2

)1/n

≥ n|Ω|1+ 2

n

(n+ 2)ω
2/n
n

· 1
(

n
∏

j=1

∫

∂Ω(∂νxi)
2

)1/n

≥ n|Ω|1+ 2

n

(n+ 2)ω
2/n
n

· 1
1
n

∑n
i=1

∫

∂Ω(∂νxi)
2

=
n2|Ω|1+ 2

n

(n+ 2)|∂Ω|ω2/n
n

(3.20)

with equality holding if and only if
∫

Ω
x21

∫

∂Ω
(∂νx1)2

= · · · =
∫

Ω
x2n

∫

∂Ω
(∂νxn)2

, (3.21)

n
∏

j=1

∫

Ω

x2i =
|Ω|n+2

(n+ 2)nω2
n

(3.22)

and
∫

∂Ω

(∂νx1)
2 = · · · =

∫

∂Ω

(∂νxn)
2. (3.23)

Combining (3.19) and (3.20), one gets (1.6). If the equality holds in (1.6), then (3.15),
(3.17), (3.18), (3.19) and (3.20) should take equality. It follows that

∫

Ω

x21 =

∫

Ω

x22 = · · ·
∫

Ω

x2n =
|Ω|
n+ 2

·
( |Ω|
ωn

)2/n

(3.24)

and so

∫

Ω

n
∑

i=1

x2i =
n|Ω|
n+ 2

·
( |Ω|
ωn

)2/n

. (3.25)
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Consequently, we conclude from Theorem 3.1 that Ω is a ball. On the other hand, if Ω
is a ball of radius R in R

n, then

n
∑

i=1

1

ξi
=

n

ξ1
=

n
(n+2)
R3

=
n2|Ω|

(

|Ω|
ωn

)2/n

(n+ 2)|∂Ω| . (3.26)

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. ✷

Remark 3.1. Consider a more general eigenvalue problem :
{

∆2u = 0 in Ω,
∂νu = ∂ν(∆u) + ζρu = 0 on ∂Ω,

(3.27)

where ρ is a continuous positive function on ∂Ω. The eigenvalues of this problem can be
arranged as (counted with multiplicity):

0 = ζ0 < ζ1 ≤ ζ2 ≤ · · · ր +∞. (3.28)

When Ω is a bounded domain with smooth boundary in R
n, one can use similar argu-

ments as in the proof of (3.29) to show that the first n nonzero eigenvalues of the problem
(3.27) satisfy

n
∏

j=1

ξj ≤
(

ωn
|Ω|

)2

·
(

(n+ 2)

n|Ω|

∫

∂Ω

1

ρ

)n

, (3.29)

with equality holding implies that Ω is an ellipsoid. To see this, let us take an orthonormal
set of eigenfunctions {ψi}∞i=0 corresponding to the eigenvalues {ζi}∞i=0, that is,







∆2ψi = 0 in Ω,
∂νψi = ∂ν(∆ψi) + ζiρψi = 0 on ∂Ω.
∫

∂Ω ρψiψj = δij

(3.30)

The variational characterization for ζk is given by

ζk = inf
ψ∈H2(Ω),∂νψ|∂Ω=0,ψ|∂Ω 6=0

∫
∂Ω ρψψi=0,i=0,1,··· ,k−1

∫

Ω
(∆ψ)2

∫

∂Ω ρψ
2
, k = 1, · · · . (3.31)

We choose the origin in R
n so that (3.9) holds. For each i ∈ {1, · · · , n}, let hi be the

solution of the problem






∆hi = xi in Ω,
∂νhi|∂Ω = 0,
∫

∂Ω ρhi = 0.
(3.32)

As in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we can assume that
∫

∂Ω

ρxiψj = 0, i = 1, 2, · · · , n, j < i. (3.33)

It follows from (3.31) that

ζi

∫

∂Ω

ρh2i ≤
∫

Ω

x2i , i = 1, · · · , n. (3.34)
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Since

∫

Ω

x2i =

∫

Ω

xi∆hi = −
∫

∂Ω

hi∂νxi ≤
(
∫

∂Ω

ρh2i

)1/2(∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2

ρ

)1/2

, (3.35)

we infer from (3.34) that

ζi

∫

Ω

x2i ≤
∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2

ρ
, i = 1, · · · , n. (3.36)

By multiplication over i, one gets

n
∏

j=1

ζj ·
n
∏

i=1

∫

Ω

x2i ≤
n
∏

i=1

∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2

ρ

≤
(

1

n

n
∑

i=1

∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2

ρ

)n

=

(

1

n

∫

∂Ω

1

ρ

)n

, (3.37)

which, combining with (3.8), yields (3.29). Also, when the equality holds (3.29), we must
have the equality in (3.8) and so Ω is an ellipsoid.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 Let u0, u1, u2, · · · , be orthonormal eigenfunctions corresponding
to the eigenvalues 0, λ1,τ , λ1,τ , · · · , that is,



























∆2ui − τ∆ui = 0, in Ω,

∂2ui
∂ν2 = 0, on ∂Ω,

τ ∂ui∂ν − div∂Ω
(

∇2ui(ν)
)

− ∂∆ui
∂ν = −λi,τui, on ∂Ω,

∫

∂Ω
uiuj = δij .

Note that u0 = 1/
√

|∂Ω|. Using the same discussions as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we
can assume that

∫

∂Ω

xiuj = 0, i = 1, · · · , n, j = 0, · · · , i− 1. (3.38)

Thus, we have from (1.8) that

λi,τ

∫

∂Ω

x2i ≤
∫

Ω

(

|∇2xi|2 + τ |∇xi|2
)

= τ |Ω|, i = 1, · · · , n. (3.39)

As in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we have for each i ∈ {1, · · · , n} that

|Ω|2 =

(
∫

∂Ω

xi∂νxi

)2

≤
(
∫

∂Ω

x2i

)(
∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2

)

(3.40)

with equality holding if and only ∂νxi = ηixi for some constant ηi 6= 0.
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Multiplying (3.39) by
∫

∂Ω
(∂νxi)

2 and using (3.40), we get

λi,τ |Ω|2 ≤ τ |Ω|
∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2, 1, · · · , n. (3.41)

Dividing by |Ω|2 and summing over i, one gets

n
∑

j=1

λj,τ ≤ τ

|Ω|

∫

∂Ω

n
∑

i=1

(∂νxi)
2 =

τ |∂Ω|
|Ω| . (3.42)

This proves (1.11). Moreover, if equality holds in (1.11), then ∂νxi = ηixi, for some
nonzero constants ηi i = 1, · · · , n. It follows that

n
∑

i=1

η2i x
2
i = 1 on ∂Ω. (3.43)

If z =
∑n
i=1 η

2
i x

2
i , then the outward unit normal of ∂Ω is given by

ν =
∇z
|∇z| . (3.44)

Note that

ν = (∂νx1, · · · , ∂νxn) = (η1x1, · · · , ηnxn). (3.45)

Comparing (3.44) and (3.45), we infer η1 = η2 = · · · = ηn, which shows that ∂Ω is a
hypersphere and so Ω is a ball. On the other hand, we have

λ1,τ (B
n
R) = · · ·λn,τ (Bn

R) =
τ

R
=
τ |∂Bn

R|
n|Bn

R|
, (3.46)

that is, the equality holds for balls in (1.11). ✷

Conjecture 3.2 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.3, we have

n
∏

j=1

λj,τ ≤ τnωn
|Ω| (3.47)

with equality holding if and only if Ω is a ball.

It should be mentioned that if Ω is convex, then the above conjecture is true. To see
this, it is enough to take the products of the n inequalities in (3.39) and use Lemma 4.1.

4 Proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.4 and 1.5. We shall need the following result [27].
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Lemma 4.1 Let Ω be a bounded convex domain in R
n. Assume that origin coincides

with the center of mass of ∂Ω, that is,

∫

∂Ω

xids = 0, i = 1, · · · , n. (4.1)

Then we have

n
∏

i=1

∫

∂Ω

x2i ds ≥
n
∏

i=1

∫

∂Ω∗

x2i ds =
|Ω|n+1

ωn
, (4.2)

with equality if and only if Ω = Ω∗.

We prove the following result from which Theorem 1.4 follows.

Theorem 4.2 Let β ≥ 0 and Ω be a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω in R
n.

Let ρ be a positive continuous function on ∂Ω and denote by 0 < η1,β ≤ η2,β ≤ · · · ≤
ηn,β ≤ · · · the eigenvalues of the problem :

{

∆u = 0 in Ω,
−β∆u+ ∂νu = ηρu on ∂Ω,

(4.3)

Then we have

n
∑

i=1

ηi,β ≤ 1

|Ω|2

(

(|Ω|+ β|∂Ω|)
∫

∂Ω

ρ−1 − β

n

(
∫

∂Ω

1√
ρ

)2
)

. (4.4)

Furthermore, if ρ is constant, the equality holds in (4.4) if and only if Ω is a ball.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let u0, u1, u2, · · · be orthonormal eigenfunctions corresponding
to the eigenvalues 0 = η0,β < η1,β ≤ η2,β ≤ · · · , of the problem (4.3), that is,







∆ui = 0 in Ω,

−β∆u+ ∂νui = ηiρui on ∂Ω,
∫

∂Ω
ρuiuj = δij .

(4.5)

Note that u0 is a constant function 1/(
∫

∂Ω
ρ)1/2. The eigenvalues ηi,β , i = 1, 2, · · · , are

characterized by

ηi,β = min
u∈H(Ω)\{0}

∫
∂Ω ρuuj=0, j=0,1,··· ,i−1

∫

Ω |∇u|2 + β
∫

∂Ω |∇u|2
∫

∂Ω
ρu2

. (4.6)

As in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we can choose the coordinate functions x1, · · · , xn of Rn

so that
∫

∂Ω

ρxiuj = 0, j < i, i = 1, · · · , n. (4.7)
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Hence

ηi,β

∫

∂Ω

ρx2i ≤
∫

Ω

|∇xi|2 + β

∫

∂Ω

|∇xi|2 (4.8)

= |Ω|+ β

∫

∂Ω

|∇xi|2

= |Ω|+ β

(

|∂Ω| −
∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2

)

, i = 1, · · · , n. (4.9)

We have from (3.40) that

|Ω|2 ≤
(
∫

∂Ω

ρx2i

)(
∫

∂Ω

ρ−1(∂νxi)
2

)

. (4.10)

Multiplying (4.9) by
∫

∂Ω
ρ−1(∂νxi)

2 and using (4.10), we get

ηi,β |Ω|2 ≤ (|Ω|+ β|∂Ω|)
∫

∂Ω

ρ−1(∂νxi)
2 − β

(
∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2

)(
∫

∂Ω

ρ−1(∂νxi)
2

)

≤ (|Ω|+ β|∂Ω|)
∫

∂Ω

ρ−1(∂νxi)
2 − β

(
∫

∂Ω

1√
ρ
(∂νxi)

2

)2

. (4.11)

Summing over i and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one has

|Ω|2
n
∑

i=1

ηi,β ≤ (|Ω|+ β|∂Ω|)
∫

∂Ω

ρ−1 − β

n

(

n
∑

i=1

∫

∂Ω

1√
ρ
(∂νxi)

2

)2

= (|Ω|+ β|∂Ω|)
∫

∂Ω

ρ−1 − β

n

(
∫

∂Ω

1√
ρ

)2

. (4.12)

Dividing by |Ω|2, we get (1.19). Moreover, when ρ is constant, the equality holds in
(1.19) if and only if Ω is a ball. ✷

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let us choose the origin in R
n as the center of mass of ∂Ω.

Taking ρ = 1 and using the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 1.4, we can get

λi,β

∫

∂Ω

x2i ≤ |Ω|+ β

(

|∂Ω| −
∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2

)

, i = 1, · · · , n. (4.13)

By multiplication of these inequalities, one infers

n
∏

i=1

λi,β

n
∏

j=1

∫

∂Ω

x2j

≤
n
∏

i=1

(

(|Ω|+ β|∂Ω|)− β

∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2

)

≤
(

1

n

n
∑

i=1

(

(|Ω|+ β|∂Ω|)− β

∫

∂Ω

(∂νxi)
2

)

)n

=

(

|Ω|+ (n− 1)β

n
|∂Ω|

)n

(4.14)
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Substituting (4.2) into (4.14), we obtain (1.22). It is clear from the proof that equality
holds in (1.22) if and only Ω is a ball. ✷

Remark 4.1 We believe that the convexity assumption in Theorem 1.5 is unneces-
sary.
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