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A bstract

W e consider the Laplacian in curved tubes ofarbitrary cross-section ro-

tating together with the Frenet fram e along curves in Euclidean spaces

ofarbitrary dim ension,subject to D irichlet boundary conditions on the

cylindricalsurface and Neum ann conditionsatthe endsofthe tube. W e

provethatthespectralthreshold oftheLaplacian isestim ated from below

by the lowesteigenvalue ofthe D irichletLaplacian in a torusdeterm ined

by the geom etry ofthe tube.

1 Introduction

Problem slinking theshapeofa region to thespectrum oftheassociated Lapla-

cian,subject to various boundary conditions,have been considered for m ore

than a century. W hile classicalm otivations cam e from theories ofelasticity,

acoustics,electrom agnetism ,etc,in the quantum -m echanicalcontexta strong

fresh im petusism ostly dueto therecenttechnologicalprogressin sem iconduc-

torphysics.

M ore speci�cally,the Dirichlet Laplacian in in�nite plane strips or space

tubesofconstantcross-section iswidely used asa m athem aticalm odelforthe

Ham iltonian of a quantum particle in m esoscopic structures called quantum

waveguides [DE95,LCM 99,Hur00]. The existence of geom etrically induced

bound states in curved asym ptotically straightwaveguidesisprobably them ost

interesting theoreticalresultforthese system s[E�S89,G J92,RB95,DE95,K K,

CDFK ]. Indeed,these bound states,which are known to perturb the parti-

cle transport,are ofpure quantum origin because there are no classicalclosed
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trajectories in the tubes in question,apart from a zero m easure set ofinitial

conditionsin thephasespace.M athem atically,onedealswith thediscretespec-

trum ofthe DirichletLaplacian,which isa non-trivialproperty forunbounded

regions. The principalobjective ofthis paperisto establish a lowerbound to

the ground-stateenergiesofcurved quantum waveguides.

W e proceed in greater generality by considering d-dim ensionaltubes,un-

bounded orbounded,with any d � 2 and arbitrary cross-section rotating along

a reference curve together with the Frenet fram e. At the sam e tim e,we do

not restrict ourselves to asym ptotically straight tubes,i.e.,ifthe tube is un-

bounded,theestim ated spectralthreshold oftheLaplacianm aynotbeadiscrete

eigenvalue,butratherthethreshold oftheessentialspectrum ;thishappens,for

instance,ifthe tube isperiodically curved.

To statethem ain resultofthepaper,letusintroducesom enotation.G iven

a bounded orunbounded open intervalI,let� :I ! R
d be a unit-speed curve

with curvatures �i :I ! R,i2 f1;:::;d � 1g,w.r.t.an appropriate sm ooth

Frenet fram e fe1;:::;edg,cf the assum ption hH1i below. G iven a bounded

open connected set! 2 R
d�1 with the centre ofm assatthe origin,we de�ne

the tube 
 by rotating ! along the curvetogetherwith the Frenetfram e,i.e.,


 := L(I� !); L(s;u 2;:::;ud):= �(s)+ e�(s)u�; (1)

(the repeated indices convention is adopted throughout the paper,the Latin

and G reek indicesrun through 1;2;:::;d and 2;:::;d,respectively).W e m ake

theassum ption hH2ibelow (cf Rem ark 3)in orderto ensurethatL :I� ! ! 


isa di�eom orphism .O urobjectofinterestisthe non-negativeLaplacian

� � on L
2(
); (2)

subjectto Dirichletboundary conditionson the cylindricalpartofthe bound-

ary L(I � @!)and,if@I is notem pty,Neum ann boundary conditions on the

rem aining boundary L((@I)� !).O urm ain resultreadsasfollows.

T heorem 1. Suppose the assum ptionshH1iand hH2iare satis�ed.Then

inf�(� �)� m inf� 0(sup�1);�0(inf�1)g; (3)

where �0(�)� c> 0 denotes the spectralthreshold of� � in the tube ofcross-

section ! builteitherovera circle ofcurvature � if� 6= 0 orovera straightline

if� = 0;c isa constantdepending only on ! and d.

The lowerbound ofTheorem 1 holds,ofcourse,forotherboundary condi-

tionsim posed on L((@I)� !),cf Section 5.

Notethat�0(�)isthelowesteigenvalueoftheDirichletLaplacian in a torus

ofcross-section ! if� 6= 0 or the threshold ofthe essentialspectrum ofthe

DirichletLaplacian in an in�nite straighttube ofcross-section ! (which isthe

lowest eigenvalue �0 ofthe Dirichlet Laplacian in !) if� = 0,cf Section 4.

Thus the claim ofTheorem 1 can be expressed illustratively as follows: take

2



an \osculation torus" ateach pointof� (i.e.thetoruswith theidenticalcross-

section built overthe osculation circle to � atthe point),then the bound (3)

correspondsto the sm allestofthistorispectralthresholds.The uniform lower

bound given by the geom etric constantc isa consequence ofthe Faber-K rahn

inequality,cf Proposition 4.

W estressagain thatwhilethespectrum of(2)ispurely discretewheneverI

isbounded,�(� �)hasin generalboth discrete and essentialpartsin the un-

bounded case.Forinstance,ifI = R,! = B a (ballofradiusa > 0),�1 6= 0 but

�1(s)! 0 asjsj! 1 ,itisknown from [CDFK ]that�ess(� �)= [� 0;1 )and

therearealwaysdiscrete eigenvaluesin (0;�0).

W hileboundson theeigenvaluesfortheLaplacian on bounded subsetsofRd

have been studied by m any authors(see [Hen03]foran overview),to the best

ofour knowledge there is only one previous result on the lower bound to the

spectralthreshold of the Laplacian in unbounded tubes. Using the Payne-

P�olya-W einberger conjecture [PPW 55, PPW 56] proved then in [AB91] (see

also [AB92]),M .S.Ashbaugh and the �rst author derived in [AE90]a lower

bound in the situation when I = R,d = 2;3,the cross-section was circular

and the discrete spectrum of� � wasnot em pty but �nite. As we discuss at

the end ofSection 5,our Theorem 1 provides a better bound and applies to

tubeswith an in�nitenum ber,orwithoutany,discreteeigenvalues,too.O n the

otherhand,theapproach of[AE90]appliesto m oregeneralform sof
 than the

regulartubesconsidered here.Letusalso m ention thatonecan usethe results

of[EW 01]to derivea Lieb-Thirring-typeinequality for� �.

Theheuristicideabehind theproofofTheorem 1isasfollows.Foram om ent,

letusassum ethat�1 ispiece-wiseconstantand all�� = 0,sothatI isaclosure

ofthe union ofL (possibly L = 1 ) open subintervals I‘,‘ 2 f1;:::;Lg,and

each �‘ := �(I‘)isa circularorstraightsegm ent.W ehave� � �
L L

‘= 1
(� � ‘);

whereeach� � ‘ istheLaplacianonL2(L(I‘� !))with Dirichletboundarycondi-

tionson L(I‘� @!)and theNeum ann oneson L((@I‘)� !).Notethatinf�(� �
‘)

doesnotdepend on thelength of�‘ becausethe�rst(generalised)eigenfunction

oftheDirichletLaplacian in atorusoran in�nitestraighttubeisinvariantw.r.t.

to rotations ortranslations,respectively. Consequently,inf�(� � ‘)= �0(�
‘
1),

where �‘1 denotes the �rst curvature of�‘. The spectralthreshold of� � is

thusestim ated from below by m in‘�0(�
‘
1)and an analysisofthe propertiesof

the �rsteigenvalue in the torus(Section 4)showsthatthis m inim um is equal

to m inf�0(m ax‘�
‘
1);�0(m in‘�

‘
1)g (note that� 7! �0(�)m ay notbe even fora

generalcross-section !). An im portant consequence of(geom etric) Lem m a 1

below is that this lowerbound is not a�ected by higher curvatures ��. Then

the generalresultofTheorem 1 followsby the above procedure atonce ifone

considerstheLaplacian through itsquadraticform (becausethesupplem entary

Neum ann conditionsdo notappearexplicitly in the form dom ain).

The organisation of the paper is as follows. The tube 
 and the corre-

sponding Laplacian � � are properly de�ned in the prelim inary Section 2. In

Section 3,we prove the geom etric Lem m a 1 and an interm ediate lowerbound,

Theorem 2,asitsdirectconsequence.Theorem 1then im m ediately followsfrom
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Theorem 2 and resultsin Section 4,which isdevoted to a detailed analysisof

spectralpropertiesof� � in the case where the reference curve � isa circular

segm ent.Finally,in Section 5,wesum m arisetheresultsobtained,discusspos-

sible extensions and refer to som e open problem s. W e conclude the paper by

com paring ourresultwith thelowerbound found in [AE90]fora specialcaseof

in�nite tubesin two and three dim ensions.

2 Prelim inaries

2.1 T he reference curve

G iven an open intervalI � R and an integer d � 2,let � :I ! R
d be a

unit-speed C d�1 -sm ooth curvesatisfying

hH1i � possessesa positively oriented C 1-sm ooth Frenetfram efe1;:::;edg with

the properties thate1 = _� and

8i2 f1;:::;d� 1g; 8s2 I; _ei(s) lies in the span ofe1(s);:::;ei+ 1(s):

R em ark 1. W e refer to [K li78,Sec.1.2]for the notion ofFrenet fram es. A

su�cient condition to ensure the existence ofthe Frenet fram e ofhH1i is to

require that for alls 2 R,the vectors _�(s);� (2)(s);:::;�(d�1)(s) are linearly

independent,cf [K li78,Prop.1.2.2].Thisisalwayssatis�ed ifd = 2.However,

weprefernottoassum ea priorithisnon-degeneracycondition ford � 3because

then oneexcludesthecurvessuch that� �I1 liesin alower-dim ensionalsubspace
ofRd forsom eopen I1 � I.Furthercom m entson theassum ption hH1iwillbe

given in the closing section.

W e havethe Serret-Frenetform ulae,cf [K li78,Sec.1.3],

_ei = K ijej (4)

whereK � (K ij)isthe skew-sym m etricd� d m atrix de�ned by

K :=

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

0 �1 0

� �1
...

...

...
... �d�1

0 � �d�1 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

: (5)

Here �i is called the ith curvature of� which is, under our assum ptions,a

continuousfunction ofthe arc-length param eters2 I.
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2.2 Tubes

Let ! be an arbitrary bounded open connected set in R
d�1 . W ithout loss of

generality,we assum e that ! is translated so thatits centre ofm ass is at the

origin.Put
0 := I� ! and u := (u2;:::;ud)2 !.W e de�ne the tube 
 built

over� astheim ageofthem apping L :
 0 ! R
d de�ned in (1),i.e.
 := L(
 0).

Assum ing that

L :
0 ! 
 :f(s;u)7! L(s;u)g isa C 1-di�eom orphism ; (6)

we can identify 
 with the Riem annian m anifold (
 0;G ),where G � (G ij)is

the m etric tensorinduced by the im m ersion L,i.e. G ij := L;i� L;j.(Here and

in thesequel,thedotdenotesthescalarproductin Rd and thecom m a with an

index im eansthe partialderivative w.r.t.xi,x � (s;u)2 
0.) Using (4),we

�nd

G =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

h1 h2 h3 ::: hd�1 hd

h2 1 0 ::: 0 0

h3 0 1 0
...

...
...

hd�1 1 0

hd 0 0 ::: 0 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;

h1 := h
2 + h�h� ;

h(s;u):= 1� �1(s)u2 ;

h�(s;u):= � K ��(s)u� :

(7)

Furtherm ore,jG j:= detG = h2 which de�nes through dvol:= h(s;u)dsdu

the volum e elem entof
;here and in the sequeldu = du 2 :::dud denotes the

(d� 1)-dim ensionalLebesguem easurein !.

Itcan be checked by induction thatthe inverse G �1 � (G ij)ofthe m etric

tensor(7)satis�es

G
�1 =

1

h2

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 � h2 � h3 � h4 ::: � hd

� h2 h2 + h22 h2h3 h2h4 ::: h2hd

� h3 h3h2 h2 + h23 h3h4 ::: h3hd
...

...

� hd�1 hd�1 h2 ::: h2 + h2
d�1

hd�1 hd

� hd hdh2 ::: hdhd�1 h2 + h2
d

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (8)

R em ark 2 (Low -dim ensionalexam ples). W hen d = 2,the cross-section !

is an interval,the curve � has only one curvature � := �1 and G is diagonal

with

h(s;u)= 1� �(s)u:

W hen d = 3,one�nds

G (� ;u)=

0

@

(1� �u2)
2
+ �2 juj2 � � u3 � u2

� � u3 1 0

� u2 0 1

1

A ;

where� := �1 and � := �2 denotethe curvatureand torsion of�,respectively.
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R em ark 3 (O n the assum ption (6)). Letjuj:=
p
u�u� and de�ne

a := sup
u2!

juj:

By virtue of the inverse function theorem , L is a localC 1-di�eom orphism

provided h does not vanish on 
0. It becom es a globaldi�eom orphism ifit

isrequired to be injective in addition.Hence,(6)holdstrueprovided

hH2i (i) �1 2 L1 (I)and ak�1k1 < 1,

(ii) 
 doesnotoverlap itself,

which we shallassum e henceforth. Let us point out two facts. First,if�(I)

wereacom pactem bedded curve,then thecondition(ii)could alwaysbeachieved

fora su�ciently sm all. Second,we do notneed to assum e the condition (ii)if

weconsider(
0;G )asan abstractRiem annian m anifold whereonly thecurve�

isem bedded in Rd.

Forfurtherpurposes,weintroduce

!
� := fu 2 R

d�1
j(� u2;u3;:::;ud)2 !g;

i.e.the m irrorim ageof! w.r.t.the hyperplanefu 2 R
d�1 ju2 = 0g.

2.3 T he Laplacian

Introducingtheunitary transform ation 	 7! 	� L ;wem ay identify theHilbert

spaceL2(
)with H := L 2(
0;dvol)and theLaplacian (2)with theself-adjoint

operatorH associated with the quadraticform Q on H de�ned by

Q [	]:=

Z


 0

	 ;i(s;u)G
ij(s;u)	 ;j(s;u)h(s;u)dsdu; (9)

	 2 Dom Q :=
�
	2 W

1;2(
0;dvol)j	(s;u)= 0 fora.e.(s;u)2 I� @!
	
:

Here	(x)forx 2 @
 0 m eansthecorresponding traceofthefunction 	 on the

boundary.

W e have

H = � jG j
�

1

2 @ijG j
1

2 G
ij
@j;

which is a generalexpression for the Laplace-Beltram ioperatorin a m anifold

equipped with a m etric G . However,we stress that the equality m ust be un-

derstood in the form senseif�i arenotdi�erentiable(which isthe caseweare

particularly concerned to dealwith in thispaper).
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3 A n interm ediate lower bound

In thissection,wederivean intem ediatelowerbound to the spectralthreshold

of� � which iscrucialforthe proofofTheorem 1.

Itisworth to noticethatonehasthe decom position

G
�1 = diag(h�2 ;1;:::;1)+ h

�2
T ; (10)

where the m atrix T depends on the higher curvatures ��,but not on �1,in

such a way that T = 0 if�� = 0. Hence,ifthe reference curve � is planar

(i.e.�� = 0) then the norm ofa covector � 2 T�
(s;u)


0 w.r.t.the m etric G is

clearly estim ated from below by the norm ofits projection to T �

u! w.r.t.the

Euclidean norm ,i.e. �iG
ij�j � ����. An im portant observation is that this

property isnotin
uenced by the presenceofhighercurvatures:

Lem m a 1. One has

G
�1

� diag(0;1;:::;1)

in the m atrix-inequality sense.

Proof. In view of(8)and (10),one hasG �1 � diag(0;1;:::;1)= h�2 A where

A := diag(1;0;:::;0)+ T ispositivede�nite since

�iA ij�j � �
2

1 � 2�1h��� + (h���)
2 = (� �1 + h���)

2
� 0

forany � 2 R
d.

Lem m a 1 hasthe following crucialcorollary.

T heorem 2. Suppose the assum ptionshH1iand hH2iare satis�ed.Then

inf�(� �)� inf
s2I

�0
�
�1(s)

�
;

where

�0(�):= inf
 2W

1;2

0
(!)

R

!
 ;�(u) ;�(u)(1� �u2)du
R

!
j (u)j2 (1� �u2)du

: (11)

Proof. The de�nition ofthe form (9),Lem m a 1 and (11)yield

Q [	]�

Z

I

ds

Z

!

du 	 ;�(s;u)	 ;�(s;u)(1� �1(s)u2)

�

Z

I

ds �0(�1(s))

Z

!

du j	(s;u)j2 (1� �1(s)u2)

� inf
s2I

�0
�
�1(s)

�
Z

I

ds

Z

!

du j	(s;u)j2 (1� �1(s)u2)

� inf
s2I

�0
�
�1(s)

�
k	k 2

H

forany 	2 Dom Q .
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4 Toroidalsegm ents

In thissection,we give a geom etricalm eaning to the quantity (11)and exam -

ine itsproperties,which then yield Theorem 1 asa consequenceofTheorem 2.

In particular,the m onotonicity propertiesofProposition 1 below establish the

bound (3)ofTheorem 1,while the uniform lowerbound followsfrom Proposi-

tion 4 below.

Considernow the situation when I isbounded,� := �1 isconstantand all

�� = 0,i.e.� iseithera circularsegm entoflength jIjand radius1=j�jif� 6= 0

orastraightlineoflength jIjif� = 0.Theassum ption hH2iholdstrueprovided

aj�j< 1 and j�j� 2�=jIj: (12)

If� = � 2�=jIj,then � isa circle with one pointrem oved and 
 isa torusof

cross-section ! aboutit(m ore precisely,depending on the sign of�,
 can be

identi�ed eitherwith (C� !)n(f0g� !)or(C� !�)n(f0g� !�),whereC stands

forthe one-dim ensionalsphereofradius1=j�j).

LetH � denote the operatorassociated with (9)in thisconstantcase. The

spectrum ofH � consistsofdiscreteeigenvalueswhich wedenote by

�0(�;jIj)< �1(�;jIj)� � � � � �n(�;jIj)� :::;

wherethe�rstoneispositive.SinceK �� = 0 and �1 isconstant,them etric(7)

is diagonaland independend ofthe \angular" variable s. Consequently,the

coe�cientsofH � do notdepend on s eitherand the Laplacian can be decom -

posed w.r.t.theangularm om entum subspacesrepresented bytheeigenfunctions

of� � I
N ,i.e.the Neum ann Laplacian on L

2(I).

Lem m a 2. Let�n,n 2 N,denote the norm alised eigenfunction corresponding

to the (n + 1)th eigenvalue E n := (�=jIj)2n2 of� � I
N . Then H � is unitarily

equivalentto thedirectsum
L

n2N
H �
n ;whereeach H

�
n actson f�ng
 L

2
�
!;(1�

�u2)du
�
and itisde�ned in the form sense by

H
�
n :=

E n

(1� �u2)
2
�

1

1� �u2
@�(1� �u2)@� ; Dom (H �

n )
1

2 := f�ng
 W
1;2

0
(!):

Furtherm ore,each H �
n isunitarilyequivalenttotheoperator Ĥ �

n on f�ng
 L
2(!)

de�ned in the form sense by

Ĥ
�
n := 1
 (� � !

D )+ V
�
n ; Dom (Ĥ �

n )
1

2 := f�ng
 W
1;2

0
(!);

where

V
�
n (u2):=

E n � �2=4

(1� �u2)
2

(13)

and � � !
D denotesthe DirichletLaplacian on L2(!).
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Proof. Since� isconstant,h(s;u)isindependentofsand wehavethefollowing

naturalisom orphism s

H ’ L
2(I)
 L

2(!;(1� �u2)du);

Dom Q ’ Dom (� � I
N )

1

2 
 W
1;2

0
(!;(1� �u2)du):

Since the fam ily f�ngn2N form s a com plete orthonorm albasis in L2(I), the

Hilbert space H adm its a direct sum decom position H =
L

n2N
H n;where

H n := f�ng
 L
2(!;(1� �u2)du):NoticingthatthespacesW

1;2

0
(!;(1� �u2)du)

and W
1;2

0
(!)can beidenti�ed assets,wearriveatthe�rstclaim oftheLem m a

becauseQ [ ]= ( ;H �
n )forany  2 Dom (H �

n )
1

2 .Thesecond claim followsby

m eans ofthe transform ation  7! (1� �u2)
1

2  ;which is unitary from H n to

f�ng
 L2(!)and leavesinvariantDom (H �
n )

1

2 .

Letusrecallthatthespectrum of� � !
D consistsofdiscreteeigenvalueswhich

wedenoteby

�0 < �1 � � � � � �n � :::; n 2 N ;

wherethe lowesteigenvalue�0 ispositive.

Lem m a 2 is usefulin order to investigate the spectrum ofH �. Here we

em ploy it just to establish som e properties ofthe �rst eigenvalue. Since the

spectrum ofa direct sum ofself-adjoint operators is given by the sum ofthe

individualspectra,cf [RS72,Corol.ofThm .VIII.33],�0(�;jIj)isjustthe�rst

eigenvalueofĤ �
0 (and H �

0 ).

The�rstobservation isthat�0(�;jIj)doesnotdepend on jIjbecauseE0 = 0.

This factis easy to understand because �0(�;jIj),with � 6= 0,is nothing else

than the�rsteigenvalueoftheDirichletLaplacian in a torusofcrosssection !

and it is known that the corresponding eigenfunction is invariant w.r.t.the

rotationsaround the pointofsym m etry (�0(0;jIj)isthe spectralthreshold of

an in�nite straighttube ofcross-section ! which isequalto �0). In fact,asa

directconsequenceofa variationalform ula forthe lowesteigenvalueofH �
0,we

getthe identity

�0(�;jIj)= �0(�); (14)

wherethe latterisgiven by (11).

Henceforth,we consider � 7! �0(�) as a function on (� 1=a;1=a) and ex-

am ine itspropertiesby m eansofthe second partofLem m a 2 (an alternative,

equivalent,approach isto m akethechangeoftrialfunction  7! (1� �u2)
�

1

2  

directly in (11),which m akes the denom inator ofthe Rayleigh quotient inde-

pendentof�,while the potentialV �
0 appearsin the num erator).

Thefollowingresulttogetherwith Theorem 2establishesthelowerbound (3)

ofTheorem 1.

P roposition 1 (M onotonicity). The function � 7! �0(�)is

(i) continuouson (� 1=a;1=a);
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(ii) increasing on (� 1=a;0];

(iii) decreasing on [0;1=a).

Proof. ad (i).Thisisim m ediate from the m inim ax principle applied to Ĥ �
0.

ad (ii)and (iii).Calculating

@V �
0

@�
(u2)= �

�

2(1� �u2)
3
;

we see that the potential(13) as a function of� is increasing for � � 0 and

decreasingfor� � 0.Theclaim then followseasilybythem inim axprinciple.

The following resultfollowsfrom the factthatthe operator Ĥ �
0 isinvariant

w.r.t.the sim ultaneouschange� 7! � � and u2 7! � u2.

P roposition 2 (Sym m etry). If! = !�,then the function � 7! �0(�)iseven

on (� 1=a;1=a).

W enotethat�0,asan eigenvalueoftheDirichletLaplacian,hastheasym p-

totics �0 = O (a�2 ) as a ! 0. Since one is dealing with Dirichlet boundary

conditionson I� @!,one expectsthe sam e behaviourfrom �0(�). W e derive

the following asym ptotics.

P roposition 3 (T hin-w idth asym ptotics). One has

�0(�)= �0 �
1

4
�
2 + O (a) as a ! 0:

Proof. Since V �
0 (u2) = � 1

4
�2 + O (u2);the result im m ediately follows by the

m inim ax principle.

Finally,applying theFaber-K rahn inequality to �0(�)with help ofProposi-

tion 1,oneobtainsthe uniform lowerbound ofTheorem 1.

P roposition 4 (U niform bound). One has

8� 2 (� 1=a;1=a); �0(�)� c:=

�
jSd�1 j

djS1jaj!j

� 2

d

j
2

(d�2)=2;1 ;

where j(d�2)=2;1 denotesthe �rstzero ofthe Besselfunction J(d�2)=2 .

5 C onclusions

Them ain goalofthispaperwastoderivealowerbound tothespectralthreshold

oftheLaplacian (2)in curved tubes(1).O urTheorem 1 statesthatthisbound

is given by �0(�), i.e. the lowest eigenvalue of the Dirichlet Laplacian in a

torusofcurvature �,with � being determ ined uniquely by the �rstcurvature

ofthereferencecurveand thetubecross-section.Itfollowsfrom Section 4 that

� 7! �0(� �)isa decreasingfunction (cf Proposition 1),i.e.bending dim inishes
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thelowerbound (seealsoProposition 3).Anotherinterestingobservation isthat

the lower bound does not depend on higher curvatures ofthe reference curve

(technically,thisisa consequenceofLem m a 1),i.e.twisting does notdim inish

the lower bound.

W enotethatProposition 2 yieldsinf�(� �)� � 0(k�1k1 )provided ! = !�,

and Proposition 3 im pliesasym ptoticsofthelowerbound forthin tubes.

Itfollowsim m ediately from the m inim ax principle thatthe lowerbound of

Theorem 1 also appliesto otherboundary conditionsim posed on L((@I)� !),

e.g.,Dirichlet,Robin,periodic,etc.

Adapting theapproach ofSection 4 to thecaseofDirichletboundary condi-

tionsim posed everywhereon @
,one revealsinteresting isoperim etric inequal-

ities for the �rsteigenvalue,denoted here by �D0 (�;jIj),ofthe Laplacian in a

toroidalsegm ent
 ofcurvature �,length jIjand cross-section !. In particu-

lar,� 7! �D0 (�;jIj) attains its m inim um for � = � 2�=jIj,i.e. when 
 is the

whole toruswith a supplem entary Dirichletcondition im posed on a transverse

cross-section ! (cf the beginning ofSection 4). Thism inim um isequalto the

�rsteigenvalue�0 oftheDirichletLaplacian in ! and thereforeitdependsnei-

theron jIj,noron the rotationsof!.Atthe sam e tim e,itcan be shown that

� 7! �D0 (� �;jIj)isdecreasing on the interval[4a�2=jIj2;2�=jIj].Furtherm ore,

ifd = 2,one can m odify the proofofTheorem 2 in [Lau98]and show thatthe

m axim um isattained for� = 0,i.e.when 
 isa rectangle.An open problem is

to prove(ordisprove)the m onotonicity on [0;4a�2=jIj2].

Let us also m ention that the lower bound ofTheorem 1 is optim alin the

sense that the equality is achieved for a tube geom etry (a torus or a straight

tube). However,the question aboutan optim allowerbound in an unbounded

curved tube ism oredi�cultand rem ainsopen.

ThehypothesishH2iwasdiscussed in Rem ark3.Asm entioned in Rem ark1,

our hypothesis hH1i allows us to consider som e curves which do not possess

a distinguished Frenet fram e. However,there stillexist curves for which the

hypothesishH1ifails;see[Spi79,Chap.1,p.34]foran exam pleofsuch a (C 1 -

sm ooth butnotanalytic)curve in R
3. W ithoutgoing into details,letusonly

m ention that the hypothesis hH1i is not necessary for the lowerbound (3) to

hold.Forinstance,using a Neum ann bracketing argum ent,itsu�cesto assum e

thatthe hypothesishH1iissatis�ed \piece-wise";thism ay happen ifthere are

isolated pointswhen som eofthe curvaturesvanish.

Letusconclude thispaperby com paring the resultofTheorem 1 with the

lowerbound established in [AE90]in the situation when I = R,d = 2;3,the

cross-section wascircularand the discrete spectrum of� � wasnotem pty but

�nite.The resultsof[AE90]read as

inf�(� �)�

(

31�N (j0;1=j1;1)
2
�0 � 31�N 0:3939�0 if d = 2;

�
�=j3=2;1

�2
�0 � 0:4888�0 if d = 3;N = 1:

where N is the num ber ofdiscrete eigenvalues (counting m ultiplicity). O ur

11



uniform lowerbound given by Proposition 4 can be written as

inf�(� �)�

(

(j0;1=�)
2
�0 � 0:5860�0 if d = 2;

(2=(3�))2=3
�
j1=2;1=j0;1

�2
�0 � 0:6072�0 if d = 3;

which isevidently betterand appliesto tubeswith an in�nitenum ber,orwith-

out any,discrete eigenvalues,too;we also em phasise that we have com pared

the results of[AE90]with a crude bound ofProposition 4,a better bound to

inf�(� �)iscontained in (3)ofourTheorem 1.
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