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Abstract. We address the problem of computing the graph p-Laplacian eigenpairs for

p ∈ (2,∞). We propose a reformulation of the graph p-Laplacian eigenvalue problem in

terms of a constrained weighted Laplacian eigenvalue problem and discuss theoretical and
computational advantages. We provide a correspondence between p-Laplacian eigenpairs

and linear eigenpair of a constrained generalized weighted Laplacian eigenvalue problem.

As a result, we can assign an index to any p-Laplacian eigenpair that matches the Morse
index of the p-Rayleigh quotient evaluated at the eigenfunction. In the second part of

the paper we introduce a class of spectral energy functions that depend on edge and
node weights. We prove that differentiable saddle points of the k-th energy function

correspond to p-Laplacian eigenpairs having index equal to k. Moreover, the first energy

function is proved to possess a unique saddle point which corresponds to the unique first
p-Laplacian eigenpair. Finally we develop novel gradient-based numerical methods suited

to compute p-Laplacian eigenpairs for any p ∈ (2,∞) and present some experiments.

1. Introduction

The p-Laplace operator arises as a natural generalization of the Laplace-Beltrami operator
in variational problems involving the p-norm of the gradient of an objective function ∥∇f∥p.
Its numerous applications make it one of a deeply studied nonlinear operators both in the
continuous and in the discrete settings [1, 5, 16, 32]. In this paper we focus our study on
the spectrum of the p-Laplace operator defined on graphs. The eigenpairs of a p-Laplacian
are typically defined as the critical points/values of the family of Rayleigh quotients given
by

Rp(f) =
∥∇f∥pp
∥f∥p

,

where different norms at the denominator can be considered [22]. The interest for nonlinear
eigenpairs is varied and includes data filtering, clustering, and partitioning, with linked
applications in the field of optimal transportation problems [6, 10]. For example, within
the field of variational filtering methods, in [9, 10] the authors show that the application of
a nonlinear filter to a signal corresponds to computing a denoised signal that is a spectral
approximation of the original one. Moreover, when using a regularizer of the form F (x) =
∥Ax∥1, possibly with additional structural properties of the linear operator A, the spectral
decomposition corresponds to a linear decomposition of the signal in terms of the nonlinear
eigenfunctions of the functional F (x).

A remarkable application of the p-Laplacian spectrum can be found in data clustering
and partitioning. Indeed, different authors have addressed this problem in both the discrete
[5, 11, 12, 23, 24, 39] and the continuous settings [30, 35]. It has been proved that the
variational eigenvalues of the 1-Laplacian, and more generally the limit of the variational
eigenvalues of the p-Laplacian as p goes to 1, provide good approximations of the Cheeger
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constants of the domain. In particular for p < 2 such approximations improve the known
relationships between the Cheeger constants and the Laplacian eigenvalues already observed
by Cheeger himself [13]. We recall that Cheeger constants are used to quantify the number
of clusters in the domain. More precisely, they evaluate how well a subset of the data can
be splitted in a certain number of clusters. The smaller the k-th Cheeger constant is, the
better the data can be clustered in k disjoint subsets. Considering the 1-Laplacian variational
eigenvalues, it is possible to prove that the 1-st and the 2-nd variational eigenvalues match
exactly the 1-st and the 2-nd Cheeger constants [11, 23, 24, 30, 35]. Moreover, the k-th
variational eigenvalue can be bounded, both from above and from below, in terms of the
higher order Cheeger constants with index “close” to k [12, 14, 39].

Analogous results relate the variational eigenvalues of the ∞-Laplacian with the packing
radii of the domain [6, 8, 15, 17, 27, 28]. The k-th packing radius of the domain is the largest
radius that allows the inscription of k-disjoint balls in the domain. As in the p = 1 case,
it is possible to show that the 1-st and the 2-nd variational eigenvalues of the ∞-Laplacian
match the reciprocal of the first and the second packing radii of the domain. Moreover, the
k-th packing radius can be approximated by the reciprocal of the k-th variational ∞-Laplace
eigenvalue.

Despite the large number of applications, the study of the p-Laplacian eigenpairs still
presents several open problems. Indeed, a number of properties of the linear (p = 2) Lapla-
cian eigenfunctions are lost in the nonlinear (p ̸= 2) case, yielding several critical issues and
open problems. The first and probably most notable difficulty is consequential to the fact
that the cardinality of the p-Laplacian spectrum is not known and can exceed the dimen-
sion of the space [2, 14, 42]. This clearly yields the loss of the notion of multiplicity of an
eigenvalue and of independence of the eigenfunctions.

The introduction of the variational eigenpairs allows to partially overcome these difficul-
ties. Variational eigenpairs are defined by a minmax theorem that generalizes the classical
Rayleigh-Ritz characterization of the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix. As a consequence,
the cardinality of the variational eigenvalues is always equal to the dimension of the space.
Hence, the variational eigenvalues provide a partition of the p-Laplacian spectrum in non-
empty subintervals. The position of a general eigenvalue in one of these intervals has some
nontrivial implications as it affects the characteristic “frequency” of the corresponding eigen-
function [14, 39] . In addition, it is possible to define a notion of multiplicity for the varia-
tional eigenvalues which is consistent with the notion of multiplicity in the linear case p = 2
[12, 14, 38].

Clearly, the numerical approximation of the p-Laplacian eigenpairs presents the same
difficulties in addition to the natural issues arising in all discretization processes. Among
these, we have identified two fundamental tasks that are not or only partially addressed in
the literature:

(1) develop consistent numerical algorithms, i.e., algorithms for which convergence to-
ward solutions of the eigenequation can be proved;

(2) classification of the approximated eigenpairs in terms of the variational spectrum.

Given the above mentioned difficulties and uncertainties, a scheme for which consistency in
the above sense is not proved may provide solutions that are not approximations of elements
of the sought spectrum. On the other hand, to the best of our knowledge, no methods exist
to identify the variational eigenvalues within a set of eigenpairs.

Notwithstanding the above difficulties and driven by the continuously excalating interest
in data science, different algorithms for the numerical solution of the p eigenproblem have
been proposed in the last few years [7, 23, 41]. In [41], the authors develop a scheme capable
of computing a sequence of N eigenpairs as follows. Given the subspace L spanned by the
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first k − 1 computed eigenfunctions (L := span{f̃1, . . . , f̃k−1}), the k-th eigenpair is found
solving the following optimization problem:

λ̃k = min
g⊥L

localmax
f̃∈span{g,L}

Rp(f̃) .

If the computed f̃k ̸∈ L, the authors show that (f̃k, λ̃k) is a p-Laplacian eigenpair and that,

assuming local differentiability of the map g → localmax
f̃∈span{g,L}

Rp(f̃), the eigenfunction f̃k has

local minmax index of order k−1. Here the local minmax index is the number of local strictly
decreasing directions of the p-Rayleigh quotient. However, there is no theoretical evidence
for the existence of a sequence satisfying such properties. Indeed, with the exception of
the smallest and largest variational ones, the p-eigenvalues may not be local maxima of the
p-Rayleigh quotient on the linear subspace spanned by the corresponding eigenfunction and
some other eigenfunctions corresponding to smaller eigenvalues. The situation improves
when looking for extremal eigenpairs. Indeed, for the nonlinear power method and the
gradient flow scheme proposed in [23] and [7] to compute the extremal eigenpairs, it is
possible to prove convergence. However, no a-priori information is available about the
position in the spectrum of the approximated eigenpair. In addition none of these methods
is suited to compute a full sequence of eigenpairs.

In this work, we try to address some of the above-mentioned fundamental tasks by pro-
viding new insights and results on the p-Laplacian eigenvalue problem on graphs. These
results lead naturally to an original numerical scheme that overcomes some of the limita-
tions identified above. The foundation of our work is a novel re-interpretation of the graph
p-Laplacian eigenvalue problem as a constrained linear weighted Laplacian eigenproblem.
The consequences of this reformulation are manifold. First, it becomes possible to assign a
linear index to every p-Laplacian eigenvalue λ by simply assigning to it the corresponding
index of the associated linear eigenvalue problem. Second, we are able to prove that, for any
eigenpair (λ, f), the linear index of λ matches the Morse index of the p-Rayleigh quotient
functional in f , providing thus additional information about the behaviour of the p-Rayleigh
quotient in a neighborhood of f .

Based on this reformulation and inspired by the Dynamical-Monge-Kantorovich method
introduced in [18–21], we consider the case of p ∈ (2,∞) and characterize the p-Laplacian
eigenpairs as critical points of a family of energy functions defined on the domains of the node
and edge weights. Such energy functions are indexed from 1 to N , where N is the dimension
of the graph, and thus provide a natural indexing for the eigenpair approximations. Indeed,
we are able to prove that the unique saddle point of the 1-st energy function corresponds
to the unique first p-Laplacian eigenpair. Moreover, we prove that any differentiable saddle
point of the k-th energy function corresponds to a p-Laplacian eigenpair having linear index
equal to k. We then derive gradient flows for our energy functions and develop numerical
algorithms for the computation of p-Laplacian eigenpairs. From a numerical point of view,
our methods compute p-Laplacian eigenpairs as limits of sequences of linear eigenvalue
problems, and we can then exploit the vast literature available for this last problem. Note
that we are able to compute higher p-Laplacian eigenpairs without any prior information
about the lower ones. Indeed, the choice of the index of the energy function prescribes
a-priori the type of saddle point we converge to. Lastly, considering again the first energy
function, since we know that its unique saddle point corresponds to the unique 1-st p-
Laplacian eigenpair, we can conclude that our method converges exactly to that eigenpair.

We point out that the energy functions here introduced are well defined also in the
p = ∞ case. This leads us to conjecture the validity of our results also in the case p = ∞.
However, the theoretical results that we prove in the case p ∈ (2,∞) cannot be extended in
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a straightforward manner to the case p = ∞, which will be the subject for a future paper.
We wish to conclude by observing that some very recent duality results [6, 26, 40] relate
the p-Laplacian eigenvalue problem on the nodes of the graph to the q-Laplacian eigenvalue
problem on the edges of the graph, where p and q are conjugate exponents. In particular,
in [26, 40] the authors prove that there is a 1-to-1 correspondence between the non-zero
eigenpairs of the node p-Laplacian and the edge q-Laplacian. Thus, extending some of our
results to the edge q-Laplacian for q > 2, yields to a possible extension of our numerical
schemes to the case p < 2 .

2. Preliminaries and Notation

Let G = (E, V, ω) be a non-oriented graph, where E is the set of edges, V is the set of
nodes, and ω is a weight defined on the edges of the graph. For each pair of nodes u and
v in V we have that the pair (u, v) is in E if and only if the pair (v, u) is in E. Also the
weights are unique on each edge, i.e., ωuv = ωvu. We denote by K ∈ R|E|×|V | the weighted
incidence matrix of the graph, i.e., for each w ∈ V :

K
(
(u, v), w

)
= ωuv

(
δv(w)− δu(w)

)
,

where δx(·) denotes the indicator function of x. Then, having identified a subset of the
nodes B ⊂ V as the boundary of the graph, we say that the pair (λ, f) is a p-Laplacian
eigenpair with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions if it solves the following nonlinear
equation:

(1)

{
1
2

(
KT |K f |p−2 ⊙K f

)
(u) = λ|f(u)|p−2f(u) ∀u ∈ V \B

f(u) = 0 ∀u ∈ B .

Then a simple argument allows to reformulate eq. (1) in terms of a generalized p-Laplacian

eigenvalue problem as in [14]. Now, consider Ẽ the subset of the edges obtained by selecting

a unique direction for any edge (if (u, v) ∈ Ẽ then (v, u) ̸∈ Ẽ) and let ∇ ∈ R|Ẽ|×|V \B| be

the submatrix of K obtained by sampling the rows corresponding to Ẽ and the columns
corresponding to V \ B. Then for any f ∈ H0(V ) = {f : V → R | f(u) = 0 ∀u ∈ B},
define f̃ := f |V \B the restriction of f to the internal nodes. An easy computation shows

that (λ, f) solves (1) if and only if (λ, f̃) solves the following equation:(
∇T |∇f̃ |p−2 ⊙∇f̃

)
(u) = λ|f̃(u)|p−2f̃(u) ∀u ∈ V \B .

In particular, any p-Laplacian eigenpair with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition
corresponds to a critical point/value of the following p-Rayleigh quotient defined on H(V \
B) := {f : V \B → R}:

Rp(f) =
∥∇f∥pp
∥f∥pp

=

∑
(u,v)∈Ẽ |∇f(u, v)|p∑

u∈V \B |f(u)|p
.

To prove it, it is sufficient to apply the chain rule to the composition of the functions f → ∇f
and Y → ∥Y ∥pp, which yields

∂Rp(f)

∂f
=

p
(
∇T
(
∂∥Y ∥pp/∂Y

)
|∇f −Rp(f)|f |p−2 ⊙ f

)
∥f∥pp

=
p

∥f∥pp

(
∇T
(
|∇f |p−2 ⊙∇f

)
−Rp(f)|f |p−2 ⊙ f

)
.

Throughout the whole paper, we define the p-Laplace operator, or p-Laplacian, as follows:
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Definition 2.1 (p-Laplace operator).

∆pf(u) :=
(
∇T |∇f |p−2 ⊙∇f

)
(u) f ∈ H(V \B), u ∈ V \B .

We remark that if B = ∅ our definition of ∆p matches the classical definition of the
p-Laplace operator by means of the incidence matrix [39]. On the other hand, when B ̸= ∅
our p-Laplacian is included in the class of the generalized p-Laplace operators considered
in [14, 36]. In addition, we point out that whenever B ̸= ∅, then Ker(∇) = {0}. In the
sequel, given f ∈ H(V \B) and the corresponding f̄ ∈ H0(V ), for economy of notation and
with a small abuse of notation, for any (u, v) ∈ E, we write

∇f(u, v) = Kf̄(u, v) = ωuv

(
f̄(v)− f̄(u)

)
Note that in such a case, by definition of Ẽ, since only ∇f(v, u) is well defined we define

∇f(u, v) := −∇f(v, u) when (u, v) ̸∈ Ẽ. Then, the p-Laplace operator and the correspond-
ing eigenvalue problem can be written as:

(2) ∆pf(u) =
∑
v∼u

ωuv|∇f(v, u)|p−2∇f(v, u) = λ|f(u)|p−2f(u) ∀u ∈ V \B .

We conclude this section by recalling the characterization of the first eigenpair of the p-
Laplace operator as the minimum and the minimizer of Rp [14, 24]:

Theorem 2.2 (from [24]). Let (f1, λ1) := (arg min,min)f∈H(V \B)Rp(f). Then:

(1) λ1 is simple, meaning that the associated eigenfunction f1 is unique up to scalar
factors;

(2) f1 is the only strictly positive eigenfunction, i.e., if f is an eigenfunction of ∆p and
f(v) > 0 for all v ∈ V \B, then f = f1 up to a multiplicative constant.

Finally, we adopt the following definition of a connected graph in the presence of a
boundary.

Definition 2.3 (Connected graph). Given the graph boundary B ⊂ V , we say that the graph
G is connected if the subgraph induced by V \B is connected.

If not otherwise stated, in this manuscript we always assume the graph to be connected
in the sense of the above definition.

3. An Equivalent Formulation of the p-Laplacian Eigenvalue Problem

In this section we consider a trivial reformulation of the p-Laplacian eigenvalue problem in
terms of a constrained weighted Laplacian eigenvalue problem. Using such an equivalence,
since the eigenvalues of the corresponding weighted Laplacian are finite, it is possible to
assign to every p-Laplacian eigenvalue, λ, a linear index defined by the corresponding linear
eigenavalue index. We prove that this index, which is theoretically computable, matches the
Morse index of Rp in f , where f is the p-Laplacian eigenfunction corresponding to λ. We
stress the fact that, here and in the following, we assume p > 2.

It is easy to observe that the pair (λ, f), solution of the p-Laplacian eigenequation (2), is
an eigenpair of the p-Laplace operator if and only if (λ, f) solves the following constrained
weighted Laplacian Dirichlet eigenvalue problem:

(3)


∆µf(u) =

(
∇Tdiag(µ)∇f

)
(u) = λν(u)f(u) ∀u ∈ V \B

µ(uv) = |∇f(u, v)|p−2 ∀ (u, v) ∈ Ẽ

ν(u) = |f(u)|p−2 ∀u ∈ V \B
,
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where µ ∈ M+(E) and ν ∈ M+(V \ B), with M+(E) = {µ : Ẽ → R+, µ ≥ 0} and
M+(V \ B) = {ν : V \ B → R+, ν ≥ 0} denoting the spaces of non-negative measures
defined on the edges and on the internal nodes of the graph. Before proceeding with the
task of calculating the Morse index of the p-Laplacian eigenpairs, we recall some facts about
the linear Laplacian generalized eigenvalue problem weighted in µ and ν. Let µ ∈ M+(E)
and ν ∈ M+(V \ B), we denote by diag(µ) and diag(ν) the diagonal matrices with entries
given by the weights calculated on each edge and each node of the graph, i.e., diag(µ) =
diag({µ(uv), uv ∈ E}) and diag(ν) = diag({ν(u), u ∈ V }). Consider the linear generalized
eigenvalue problem

(4) ∆µf(u) =
(
∇T diag(µ)∇f

)
(u) = λ diag(ν)f(u) ∀u ∈ V \B .

We point out that the (µ, ν)-weighted Laplacian eigenvalue problem (4) can be degen-
erate if Ker(diag(ν)) ∩ Ker(∆µ) is non empty. In this case, there would be only N −
dim

(
Ker(diag(ν)) ∩Ker(∆µ)

)
well defined, possibly infinite, eigenvalues.

The well defined generalized eigenvalues can be characterized in terms of the Rayleigh
quotient. To this aim, we introduce the following weighted seminorms on the spacesH(Ẽ) :=

{G : Ẽ → R} and H(V \B):

∥g∥22,ν =
∑
u

νu|g(u)|2, g ∈ H(V \B) , ∥G∥22,µ =
∑

(u,v)∈Ẽ

µuv|G(u, v)|2, G ∈ H(Ẽ).

The 2-Rayleigh quotient weighted in µ, ν given by:

R2,µ,ν(g) =
∥∇g∥22,µ
∥g∥22,ν

g ∈ H(V \B) ,

is well defined on (Ker(diag(ν))∩Ker(diag(µ)))⊥ and takes values in [0,∞] . Thus, the k-th
well defined eigenvalue can be characterized as the solution of the following saddle-point
problem:

λ(µ,ν),k = min
A∈Ak

max
f∈A

R2,µ,ν(f) ,

where Ak := {A ⊂ R|V \B| ∩Ker⊥(diag(ν) ∩∆µ | dim(A) ≥ k} .
In addition, we will be using the following expanded definition of multiplicity for the well

defined (µ, ν)-Laplacian eigenvalues:

Definition 3.1. Let λ be a (µ, ν)-weighted Laplacian eigenvalue. The multiplicity of λ is

mult(λ) = dim{f | ∆µf = λ diag(ν)f} .

Note that, this definition of multiplicity of λ takes into account not only the number of
times λ appears in the sequence of the well defined eigenvalues but also the dimension of
the subspace Ker(∆µ) ∩ Ker(diag(ν)). It finds application in the following result, whose
straight-forward proof is provided in Appendix A.

Lemma 3.2. Let (λ(µ,ν),k, f(µ,ν),k) be the k-th eigenpair of the generalized (µ, ν)-Lapla-
cian (4) and let m be the multiplicity of λ(µ,ν),k. Then:

MIf (R2,µ,ν) = k − 1 , MIf (−R2,µ,ν) = N − k −m+ 1 ,

where MIf (R2,µ,ν) denotes the Morse index of R2,µ,ν evaluated at f(µ,ν),k.

In essence, the Morse index MIf (R2,µ,ν) is the number of decreasing local directions of
R2,µ,ν(f(µ,ν),k). More precisely the Morse index of a function ϕ at a point x, MIx(ϕ), is
defined as the dimension of the largest subspace in which the Hessian matrix of ϕ at x is
negative definite [see, e.g., 33]. We point out that, sometimes, the Morse index is used only
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in relation to Morse functions, i.e. functions whose critical points are all non degenerate,
but, in general, this is not our case.

We return now to the p-Laplacian eigenproblem. Given an eigenpair (λ, f) and the
corresponding weights µ and ν, we immediately observe that

f ∈ Ker(diag(ν))⊥ ⊂
(
Ker(∆µ) ∩Ker(diag(ν))

)⊥
.

Moreover, if we assume without loss of generality that ∥f∥p = 1, then, by the definition of
ν, we have that ∥f∥2,ν = 1 . Thus, if we introduce the ‘spheres

Sp := {g ∈ H(V \B) | ∥g∥p = 1} and S2,ν := {g ∈ H(V \B) | ∥g∥2,ν = 1} ,

we can state that, if f ∈ Sp, then necessarily f ∈ S2,ν . Let Tf (Sp) and Tf (S2,ν) be the
tangent spaces of the two spheres at point f . It is not difficult to observe that

Tf (Sp) = {ξ | ⟨ξ, |f |p−2 ⊙ f⟩ = 0} = {ξ | ⟨ξ, ν ⊙ f⟩ = 0} = Tf (S2,ν) .

Considering Rp and R2,µ,ν as functions defined on the manifolds Sp and S2,ν , the next
Lemma shows that it is possible to compare the Morse indices of Rp and R2,µ,ν at point
f . This allows us to relate MIf (Rp) to the linear index of λ, i.e., the position of λ in the
spectrum of the associated linear eigenvalue problem, ∆µf = λ diag(ν)f .

Proposition 3.3. Given an eigenpair (λ, f) of the p-Laplacian and the weights ν = |f |p−2

and µ = |∇f |p−2 and assume that (λ, f) =
(
λ(µ,ν),k, f(µ,ν),k

)
have multiplicity m. Then:

MIf (Rp) = MIf (R2,µ,ν) = k − 1 ,

MIf (−Rp) = MIf (−R2,µ,ν) = N − k −m+ 1 .

Proof. To prove the lemma it is enough to show that ∀ ξ ∈ Tf (Sp) = Tf (Sν) we have:

∂2

∂ϵ2

(∥∇(f + ϵξ)∥pp
∥f + ϵξ∥pp

)∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

=
p(p− 1)

2

∂2

∂ϵ2

(∥∇(f + ϵξ)∥22,µ
∥f + ϵξ∥22,ν

)∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

.

Because of the equivalence of the p-Laplacian and weighted Laplacian eigenvalue problems,
f is a critical point for both Rayleigh quotients Rp and R2,µ,ν , i.e., and hence their first
derivative is zero:

(5)

0 =
∂

∂ϵ

(∥∇(f + ϵξ)∥pp
∥f + ϵξ∥pp

)∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

=
p

∥f∥pp

(
⟨|∇f |p−2 ⊙∇f,∇ξ⟩ −

∥∇f∥pp
∥f∥pp

⟨|f |p−2 ⊙ f, ξ⟩
)

0 =
∂

∂ϵ

(∥∇(f + ϵξ)∥22,µ
∥f + ϵξ∥22,ν

)∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

=
2

∥f∥22,ν

(
⟨µ⊙∇f,∇ξ⟩ −

∥∇f∥22,µ
∥f∥22,ν

⟨ν ⊙ f, ξ⟩
)

We note that, since ξ ∈ Tf (Sp) = Tf (Sν), we have

(6)
∂

∂ϵ
∥f + ϵξ∥pp

∣∣
ϵ=0

=
∂

∂ϵ
∥f + ϵξ∥22,ν

∣∣
ϵ=0

= C⟨|f |p−2 ⊙ f, ξ⟩ = C⟨ν ⊙ f, ξ⟩ = 0 ,

where C is an appropriate constant. Now, for any x, y ∈ R, we can calculate the following
derivative

(7)
∂|x+ ϵy|p−2(x+ ϵy)

∂ϵ

∣∣
ϵ=0

= (p− 2)|x|p−3 (x)
2

|x|
y + |x|p−2y = (p− 1)|x|p−2y .
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Differentiating (5), using (6), and (7), and recalling that |f + ϵξ|p−2 ⊙ (f + ϵξ) and |∇(f +
ϵξ)|p−2 ⊙ (∇(f + ϵξ)) are entrywise products, we obtain:

(8)

∂2

∂ϵ2

[∥∇(f + ϵξ)∥pp
∥f + ϵξ∥pp

]
ϵ=0

=
p(p− 1)

∥f∥pp

[
⟨|∇f |p−2 ⊙∇ξ,∇ξ⟩ −

∥∇f∥pp
∥f∥pp

⟨|f |p−2 ⊙ ξ, ξ⟩
]

∂2

∂ϵ2

[
∥∇(f + ϵξ∥22,µ
∥f + ϵξ∥22,ν

]
ϵ=0

=
2

∥f∥22,ν

[
⟨µ⊙∇ξ,∇ξ⟩ −

∥∇f∥22,µ
∥f∥22,ν

⟨ν ⊙ ξ, ξ⟩

]

=
2

∥f∥pp

[
⟨|∇f |p−2 ⊙∇ξ,∇ξ⟩ −

∥∇f∥pp
∥f∥pp

⟨|f |p−2 ⊙ ξ, ξ⟩
]

which yields the desired equality. The conclusion follows from Lemma 3.2 . □

We would like to observe that the results proved in this section show that, given a p-
Laplacian eigenapair, the linear index of the (µ, ν)-eigenvalue provides information about
the behaviour of the p-Rayleigh quotient in a neighborhood of the eigenfunction. However,
it is not clear at this stage of our study how to properly exploit this information. This
property will be used loosely in the next section but will be addressed more thoroughly in
a future work.

4. Nonlinear Eigenpairs as Critical Points of a Family of Energy Functions

The results of the previous section suggest to use the (µ, ν)-eigenvalue problems as much
as possible. Following this suggestion and taking inspiration from the energy function intro-
duced in [20], we propose a family of energy functions Ep,k, defined on M+(E)×M+(V \B)
and indexed by k, such that their critical points identify p-Laplace eigenpairs. The k-th
member of this family is given by

(9) Ep,k(µ, ν) :=
1

λ(µ,ν),k
+ME,p(µ)−MV,p(ν) ,

where λ(µ,ν),k is the k-th well defined eigenvalue of the weighted Laplacian eigenvalue prob-
lem (4) and the “mass functions” MV,p(ν) ME,p(µ) are given by

MV,p(ν) :=
p− 2

p

∑
u∈V \B

ν
p

p−2
u , and ME,p(µ) :=

p− 2

p

∑
(u,v)∈Ẽ

µ
p

p−2
uv .

We first state the main results of this section and discuss their significance, postponing the
proofs to the end of the section. The first theorem shows that any differentiable saddle point
of such energy functions corresponds to a p-Laplacian eigenpair.

Theorem 4.1. Let (µ∗, ν∗) ∈ M+(E)×M+(V \B) be a differentiable saddle point of the

function Ep,k(µ, ν). Then,
(
λ

p
2

(µ∗,ν∗),k, f(µ∗,ν∗),k

)
is a p-Laplacian eigenpair.

Observe that the hypothesis asking for (µ∗, ν∗) ∈ M+(E) × M+(V \ B) being a dif-
ferentiable saddle point of the function Ep,k(µ, ν) is equivalent to assuming that λ(µ,ν),k is
a simple eigenvalue of the generalized Laplacian eigenvalue problem (4). Indeed, since an
eigenvalue is differentiable if and only if it is simple [29], Proposition 3.3 shows that f(µ∗,ν∗),k

is a p-Laplacian eigenfunction such that

MIf(µ∗,ν∗),k
(Rp) = k − 1 MIf(µ∗,ν∗)

(−Rp) = N − k.

The second theorem asserts that if the boundary of the graph is not empty, B ̸= ∅, for k = 1
the hypothesis of differentiability can be removed. Indeed, Ep,1 has always a unique saddle
point which corresponds to the unique first eigenpair of the p-Laplacian.
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Figure 1. A graph with non-simple first eigenvalue. Assume νu = 1 ∀u ∈
V \B, then the graph is symmetric and the first eigenfunction of ∆p, f[p,p],1,
is unique and necessarily agrees with the symmetry of the graph. This
means that ∇f[p,p],1(3, 4) = 0 and thus the density µ = |∇f[p,p],1|p−2 of
eq. (4) is zero on the edge (3, 4), splitting G in two connected components.
As a result, λ(µ,ν),1 is not simple and Ep,1 is not differentiable.

Theorem 4.2. Let B ̸= ∅. Then the function Ep,1(µ, ν) admits a unique saddle point

(µ∗, ν∗) = arg max
ν∈M+(V \B)\{0}

arg min
µ∈M+(E)

Ep,1(µ, ν) .

Moreover, if λ(µ∗,ν∗),1 is the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian eigenvalue problem (4) weighted
in (µ∗, ν∗), then there exists an eigenfunction f(µ∗,ν∗),1 associated to λ(µ∗,ν∗),1 such that

(λ
p
2

(µ∗,ν∗),1, f(µ∗,ν∗),1) equals the first p-Laplacian eigenpair.

Observe that, in general, the k-th energy function Ep,k may not be well defined on the
boundary of M+(E)×M+(V \B) since in this case well defined k-th eigenvalues may not
exist. However, Ep,1 encounters this problem only in the degenerate case (ν, µ) = (0, 0). We
would like to remark that the assumption B ̸= ∅ is not restrictive since in the case B = ∅
Ker(∇) = span{1}, where 1 is the constant function equal to 1 on the nodes of the graph.

Observe that the differentiability hypothesis in the above theorems is nontrivial since
lack of continuity of the energy functions in (9) may occur when both µ ∈ ∂M+(E) and
ν ∈ ∂M+(V \ B), where ∂M+(E) and ∂M+(V \ B) denote the boundary of M+(E) and
M+(V \ B). Indeed, in this case, the generalized Laplacian eigenvalues may no longer be
continuous [4]. Moreover, the function Ep,k(µ, ν) is not differentiable whenever λ(µ,ν),k is not
simple [29]. In Fig. 1 we provide an example of this degeneracy in a p-Laplacian eigenpair
problem.

The last preliminary result needed to tackle the proof of Theorem 4.1, is the following
technical Lemma, which, assuming λ(µ,ν),k differentiable at (µ∗, ν∗), provides a classical
characterization of the derivatives of λ(µ,ν),k with repect to µ and ν.

Lemma 4.3. Let λ∗
k = λ(µ,ν),k be differentiable in (µ∗, ν∗) and assume that the correspond-

ing eigenfunction f∗
k = f(µ,ν),k is unique. Then:

∂µ

(
(λ∗

k)
−1
)
= − |∇f∗

k |2

(λ∗
k)

2∥f∗
k∥22,ν∗

and ∂ν

(
(λ∗

k)
−1
)
=

|f∗
k |2

∥∇f∗
k∥22,µ∗

.

Proof. The proof is straight-forward and uses the fact that if an eigenvalue is differentiable,
then it is necessarily simple [29]. □

Proof of Theorem 4.1. The generalized k-th (µ, ν)-Laplacian eigenpair is a function of µ and
ν. To simplify notation, when no ambiguity arises, in this proof we write λk and fk with no
explicit reference to the dependence upon (µ, ν). In addition, we write λ∗

k := λ(µ∗,ν∗),k and
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f∗
k := f(µ∗,ν∗),k, i.e., λ

∗
k and f∗

k are the k-th (µ, ν)-Laplacian eigenvalue and eigenfunction
evaluated at optimality.

Thanks to Lemma 4.3, the KKT conditions for the saddle points of the energy function
Ep,k(µ, ν) can be written as:

(10)



− |∇f∗
k (u, v)|2

(λ∗
k)

2∥f∗
k∥22,ν∗

+ µ∗
uv

2
p−2 − cuv = 0 ∀ (u, v) ∈ Ẽ

|f∗
k (v)|2

∥∇f∗
k∥22,µ∗

− ν∗v
2

p−2 + sv = 0 ∀ v ∈ V \B

cuvµ
∗
uv = 0 , cuv ≥ 0 ∀ (u, v) ∈ Ẽ

svν
∗
u = 0 , sv ≥ 0 ∀ v ∈ V \B

∆µ∗f∗
k = λ∗

kν
∗ ⊙ f∗

k

,

where Ẽ is the subset of the edges obtained by selecting a unique direction for any edge
(see Section 2). The constants {cuv}(u,v)∈Ẽ and {sv}v∈V \B are suitable families of Lagrange

multipliers. Since cuv ≥ 0, if µ∗
uv = 0 the following equation

− |∇f∗
k (u, v)|2

(λ∗
k)

2∥f∗
k∥22,ν∗

− cuv = 0

admits only the solution ∇f∗
k (u, v) = 0, cuv = 0. Analogously, ν∗v = 0 implies f∗

k (v) = sv =
0. Hence equation (10) yields:

(11)



µ∗ =
|∇f∗

k |p−2

(λ∗
k)

p−2∥f∗
k∥

p−2
2,ν∗

ν∗ =
|f∗

k |p−2

∥∇f∗
k∥

p−2
2,µ∗

∆µ∗f∗
k = λ∗

kν
∗f∗

k

.

Now we can write:µ∗ = cµ|∇f∗
k |p−2

ν∗ = cν |f∗
k |p−2

with

cµ = (λ∗
k)

2−p∥f∗
k∥

2−p
2,ν∗

cν = ∥∇f∗
k∥

2−p
2,µ∗

.

Dividing the second equation in the previous expression by the first one we obtain:

cν
cµ

= λp−2
1

(
∥f∗

k∥22,ν∗

∥∇f∗
k∥22,µ∗

) p−2
2

= (λ∗
k)

p−2
2 .

Replacing the previously obtained expressions for µ∗ and ν∗ in the last equation of (11),
dividing by cµ, and using the ratio cν/cµ just calculated, we obtain:∑

v∼u

ωuv|∇f∗
k (v, u)|p−2∇f∗

k (v, u) = (λ∗
k)

p
2 |f∗

k (u)|p−2f∗
k (u) ,

which shows that
(
λ

p
2

(µ∗,ν∗),k, f(µ∗,ν∗),k

)
is a p-Laplacian eigenpair. □

Next, we turn our attention to the proof of Theorem 4.2 and the necessary preliminary
results. The proof of the theorem is subdivided in two parts. The first part works on the
weighted [p, 2]-Laplacian eigenvalue problem and the second part extends these results to
the p-Laplacian (or [p, p]-Laplacian) eigenproblem. Here we use square brackets to avoid
confusion with the weighted (µ, ν) generalized Laplacian eigenproblem used before. Because
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the [p, 2]-Laplacian is of independent interest [7, 22, 34] we decided to subdivide these two
parts into two subsections. From know on, if not otherwise stated, we assume B ̸= ∅.

4.1. The [p, 2]-Laplacian Eigenvalue Problem. Let ν ∈ M+(V \ B) be a density on
the nodes with ν ̸= 0 and consider the following [p, 2]-Rayleigh quotient, which possibly can
take the value +∞:

Rp,2,ν(f) =
∥∇f∥pp
∥f∥p2,ν

=
∑

(u,v)∈Ẽ

|∇f(uv)|p
/( ∑

u∈V \B

νu|f(u)|2
) p

2 .

We assume Rp,2,ν to be defined on the domain H(V \ B) and we name its critical point
equation the [p, 2]-Laplacian eigenvalue equation weighted in ν:

(12) (∆pf)(u) = λ νu ∥f∥p−2
2,ν f(u) ∀u ∈ V \B .

We provide now a characterization of the first eigenpair of the [p, 2]-Laplacian as the minimal
value and the minimum point ofRp,2,ν . In particular, we use the notation (λ[p,2,ν],1, f[p,2,ν],1)
to indicate the 1-st weighted [p, 2]-eigenpair. In addition, we denote by (λ[p,p],1, f[p,p],1) the
first eigenpair of the p-Laplacian discussed in the preious sections (see Theorem 2.2). We
would like to note that the characterization of (λ[p,2,ν],1, f[p,2,ν],1) we are going to prove is
a simple extension of the characterization of the classical p-Laplacian eigenpair proposed
in [24] and already used in Thm 2.2. Moreover the continuous analogue result of our result
is well known to hold [25]. For these reasons we move the proof of this Theorem to the
appendix. In particular, the Theorem states that the first eigenvalue of the [p, 2]-Laplacian
is simple and positive and the corresponding unique first eigenfunction is the only one that
is strictly positive on all internal nodes.

Theorem 4.4. Let ν ̸= 0 and G be a connected graph. If (λ[p,2,ν],1, f[p,2,ν],1) is a first
eigenpair of the [p, 2]-Laplacian, then λ[p,2,ν],1 ≥ 0 and f[p,2,ν],1(u) > 0 for all u ∈ V \B.
Moreover λ[p,2,ν],1 is simple and f[p,2,ν],1 is the unique eigenfunction strictly greater than
zero on every internal node.

Remark 4.5. Observe that the same argument provides a characterization also for the first
eigenpair of the (µ, ν)-Laplacian eigenvalue problem. In particular, let µ ∈ M+(E) and let
Gµ be the subgraph of G obtained by removing the edges where µ = 0. Assume that Gµ is
connected and observe that the first well defined eigenvalue can be written as:

λ(µ,ν),1 = min
∥f∥ν=1

R2,µ,ν(f) .

The same proof of Theorem 4.4 shows that λ1(µ, ν) is simple and the corresponding eigen-
function f1 is uniquely characterized by the property of being strictly positive on any node of
Gµ. Finally note that if Gµ is not connected, even if the “if and only if” condition does not
hold, it is still possible to show that if we find a function f that satisfies the (µ, ν)-Laplacian
eigenvalue equation and that is strictly positive on the internal nodes, then necessarily the
corresponding eigenvalue is the first one, as the following corollary states.

Corollary 4.6. Given µ ∈ M+(E) and ν ∈ M+(V \ B) with µ, ν ̸= 0. If (λ, f) is an
eigenpair of the (µ, ν)-Laplacian such that f(u) > 0 for any v ∈ V \B, then λ = λ(µ,ν),1 .

Proof. The proof easily follows by observing that, even if the induced graph has been dis-
connected, Gµ = ∪Gi with Gi disjoint, the (µ, ν)-spectrum is given by the union of the
(µ|Gi , ν|Gi)-spectra. Moreover, for any Gi where the (µ|Gi , ν|Gi)-Laplacian eigenvalue prob-
lem is defined, i.e. (µ|Gi

, ν|Gi
) ̸= (0, 0), the first eigenfunction is characterized by

f(µ|Gi
,ν|Gi

),1(u) > 0 ∀u ∈ Gi .
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Thus, if f is an eigenfunction on G and f > 0, necessarily f =
∑

i αif(µ|Gi
,ν|Gi

),1 for some

{αi}j > 0, i.e., f corresponds to the first eigenvalue on any connected component. □

4.1.1. The [p, 2]-Laplacian eigenproblem as a (µ, ν)-Laplacian eigenproblem. Analogously to
the p-Laplacian eigenvalue problem discussed in Section 3, also the [p, 2]-Laplacian eigen-
value problem can be reformulated in terms of a constrained weighted Laplacian eigenvalue
problem. To this aim, we first rewrite the eigenvalue equation (12) as:

∇T
(
|∇f |p−2 ⊙∇f

)
(u) = λ νu∥f∥p−2

2,ν f(u) ∀u ∈ V \B.

Dividing both terms by ∥f∥p−2
2,ν , it is straightforward to observe that (λ, f) is an eigenpair of

the [p, 2]-Laplacian if and only if (λ, f) is an eigenpair of the constrained weighted Laplacian
problem, i.e., it is solution of the following equation:

∆µf(u) := ∇T (diag(µ)∇f) (u) = λνuf(u) ∀u ∈ V \B

µuv =
|∇f(u, v)|p−2

∥f∥p−2
2,ν

≥ 0 ∀ (u, v) ∈ Ẽ

4.2. Energy Function for the first eigenpair of the [p, 2]-Laplacian. In this section
we introduce a convex energy function whose minimum can be proved to correspond to the
unique first eigenapair of the [p, 2]-eigenvalue problem weighted in ν. The results and the
techniques presented here are the starting point to prove Theorem 4.10.

Given a fixed density ν ∈ M+(V \B) with ν ̸= 0, consider the following energy function:

L1,E(µ) =
1

λ(µ,ν),1
+ME,p(µ) = sup

∥f∥2,ν=1

∥f∥22,ν
∥∇f∥22,µ

+
p− 2

p

∑
(u,v)∈Ẽ

µ
p

p−2
uv

= sup
∥f∥2,ν=1

∑
u∈V \B

νuf(u)
2

∑
(u,v)∈Ẽ

µuv|∇f(uv)|2
+

p− 2

p

∑
(u,v)∈Ẽ

µ
p

p−2
uv

Observe that L1,E is the only part in Ep,1 of eq. (9) that depends on µ. In the following
Theorem we prove that the energy function L1,E(µ) admits a unique minimizer, µ∗, and that
the first eigenfunction of ∆µ∗ corresponds to the unique first eigenpair of the [p, 2]-Laplacian.

Theorem 4.7. Let ν ∈ M+(V \ B) with ν ̸= 0 and assume µ∗ is a minimum point of
L1,E(µ) on M+(E). Given λ∗

1 = λ(µ∗,ν),1, there exist a (µ∗, ν)-eigenfunction f∗
1 associated

to λ∗
1 such that

(
(λ∗

1)
p−1, f∗

1

)
, is the first [p, 2]-eigenpair, i.e.:

(λ∗
1)

p−1 = λ[p,2,ν],1 and f∗
1 = f[p,2,ν],1 .

Moreover

L1,E(µ
∗) =

2p− 2

p
λ
− 1

p−1

[p,2,ν],1 .

Proof. The function L1,E is strictly convex in M+(E) and thus it admits a unique minimizer
µ∗. Moreover, using the characterization of λ(µ,ν),1 by means of the (µ, ν)-Rayleigh quotient
R2,µ,ν , the minimum problem of the function L1,E can be written as a saddle point problem,
i.e.:

min
µ∈M+(E)

L1,E(µ) = min
µ∈M+(E)

max
∥f∥2,ν=1

∥f∥22,ν
∥∇f∥22,µ

+
p− 2

p

∑
(u,v)∈Ẽ

µ
p

p−2
uv .
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From the minmax inequality, we can write:

(13) min
µ∈M+(E)

L1,E(µ) ≥ max
∥f∥2,ν=1

min
µ∈M+(E)

∥f∥22,ν
∥∇f∥22,µ

+
p− 2

p

∑
(u,v)∈Ẽ

µ
p

p−2
uv .

Now, for a fixed f with ∥f∥2,ν = 1, it is possible to compute the weight µf that realizes the
minimum, i.e.:

µf = arg min
µ∈M+(E)

1

∥∇f∥22,µ
+

p− 2

p

∑
(u,v)∈Ẽ

µ
p

p−2
uv .

Indeed, the KKT conditions for this constrained minimization problem are:

(14)

−|∇f(u, v)|2

∥∇f∥4
µf

+
(
µf
uv

) 2
p−2 − cuv = 0 ∀ (u, v) ∈ Ẽ

cuv ≥ 0 and cuvµ
f
uv = 0 ∀ (u, v) ∈ Ẽ

where {cuv} is a family of edge-wise Lagrange multipliers that implement the non-negativity
constraints. Observe that if µf

uv = 0, from the first equality in (14) necessarily also cuv and
|∇f(u, v)| are zero. In particular, we see that µf satisfies the following equality:

(15) µf
uv =

|∇f(u, v)|p−2

∥∇f∥2p−4
µf

∀ (u, v) ∈ Ẽ

Multiplying by |∇f(u, v)|2 and summing over the edges we obtain:

(16) ∥∇f∥2p−2
µf = ∥∇f∥pp .

Thus, if we replace (16) and (15) in (13) we obtain the following lower bound:

min
µ∈M+(E)

L1,E(µ) ≥ max
∥f∥ν=1

(
1

∥∇f∥p

) p
p−1

+
p− 2

p

∥∇f∥pp
∥∇f∥2p

µf

= max
∥f∥ν=1

2p− 2

p
∥∇f∥−

p
p−1

p =
2p− 2

p
λ
− 1

p−1

[p,2,ν],1 .

On the other hand, consider the first [p, 2]-Laplacian eigenvalue λ[p,2,ν],1 and the correspond-
ing unique eigenfunction f[p,2,ν],1 with ∥f[p,2,ν],1∥ν = 1. Then, consider µ̄ defined by:

µ̄ = λ
2−p
p−1

[p,2,ν],1|∇f[p,2,ν],1|p−2 .

Corollary (4.6) implies that f[p,2,ν],1 is the first eigenfunction of the (µ̄, ν)-eigenvalue problem

with λ(µ̄,ν),1 = λ
1

p−1

[p,2,ν],1. Thus we can write:

min
µ∈M+(E)

L1,E(µ) ≤ L1,E(µ̄) = λ−1
(µ̄,ν),1 +

p− 2

p
λ
− 1

p−1

[p,2,ν],1 =
2p− 2

p
λ
− 1

p−1

[p,2,ν],1 ,

which concludes the proof. □

Since, as mentioned before, the [p, 2] eigenvalue problem is of independent interest, before
going back to the classical p-Laplacian eigenvalue problem we conclude this section by noting
that, given a fixed density ν on the internal nodes, the class of energy functions

Lk,E(µ) =
1

λ(µ,ν),k
+ME,p(µ)

can be used to characterize [p, 2]-Laplacian eigenpairs, in analogy with the (µ∗, ν∗) case of
Theorem 4.1. We collect this result in the following Theorem that can be proved analogously
to the (µ∗, ν∗) case.
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Theorem 4.8. Let µ∗ ∈ M+(E) be a differentiable minimizer of the energy function

Lk,E(µ). Then, (λp−1
(µ∗,ν),k, f(µ∗,ν),k) is a [p, 2]-Laplacian eigenpair.

4.3. From the [p, 2]-Laplacian to the p-Laplacian Eigenvalue Problem. This para-
graph is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 4.2. To this aim, we start by observing that,
analogously to the equivalence of the p-Laplacian eigenvalue problem with a generalized lin-
ear eigenvalue problem (eq. (3)), a pair (λ, f) is an eigenpair of the p-Laplacian operator if
and only if it satisfies the following constrained weighted [p, 2]-Laplacian eigenvalue problem:∆pf(u) = λνu∥f∥p−2

2,ν f(u) ∀u ∈ V \B

νu = |f(u)|p−2/∥f∥p−2
2,ν ∀u ∈ V \B

.

In Section 4.1 we have proved that, given a nonsingular weight function ν on the nodes,
it is possible to characterize the first eigenpair of the [p, 2]-Laplacian eigenvalue problem
weighted in ν by the minimizer µ∗

ν of the function L1,E(µ) (see Theorem 4.7). Similarly to
what done before, here we introduce an energy function depending only on the variable ν
and given by:

L1,V (ν) =
2(p− 1)

p
λ
− 1

p−1

[p,2,ν],1 −
p− 2

p

∑
u∈V \B

ν(u)
p

p−2 .

Observe that for any ν ̸= 0, from Theorem 4.7, we have the following equality:

L1,V (ν) = L1,E(µ
∗
ν)−MV,p(ν) = Ep,1(µ∗

ν , ν),

Moreover, since R−1
p,2,0(f) = 0 for any f ̸= 0, L1,V can be extended to zero by setting

L1,V (0) := 0. Now we want to show that there exists a unique critical point of L1,V and
that this critical point corresponds to the unique first eigenpair of the p-Laplacian operator.
We start our goal by collecting some preliminary results needed in the proofs. First, in
the next Lemma we address the differentiability of the function ν 7→ λ[p,2,ν],1. Note that
similar results are available in the continuous case for the regularity of the first p-Laplacian
eigenfunction with respect to perturbations of the domain [31]. We move the technical proof
to the appendix.

Lemma 4.9. Let λ1 and f1 be the minimum value and the minimizer of Rp,2,ν(f). Then
the function λ1 : ν 7→ λ[p,2,ν],1 and its first derivatives are continuous, i.e., λ1 ∈ C1(M+(V \
B) \ {0},R). Moreover:

∂λ1

∂ν
(ν0) = −p

2

λ1|f[p,2,ν0],1|2

∥f[p,2,ν0],1∥22,ν0

.

The next theorem asserts the there exists a unique maximum point ν∗ of the function
L1,V (ν), which is everywhere nonzero and it identifies the unique first eigenpair of the p-
Laplacian. In particular we write Int(M+(V \ B)) = {ν : V \B → R | νu > 0 ∀u ∈ V \B}
to denote the interior of M+(V \B)).

Theorem 4.10. The function L1,V (ν) admits a unique maximum point ν∗ ∈ M+(V \ B)
that satisfies the following properties:

(1) ν∗ ∈ Int
(
M+(V \B)

)
, i.e., νu > 0 for all u ∈ V \B.

(2) The first eigenpair
(
λ[p,2,ν∗],1, f[p,2,ν∗],1

)
of the weighted [p, 2, ν∗]-Laplacian is related

to the first eigenpair of the [p, p]-Laplacian by:(
λ

p
2(p−1)

[p,2,ν∗],1, f[p,2,ν∗],1

)
=
(
λ[p,p],1, f[p,p],1

)
and L1,V (ν

∗) = λ
2
p

[p,p],1 .

(3) No other internal critical points of the function L1,V (ν) exist.
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Proof. Observe that the first nonzero eigenvalue of the [p, 2, ν]-Laplacian given by:

λ[p,2,ν],1 = min
f ̸=0

∥∇f∥pp
∥f∥p2,ν

,

where the [p, 2]-Rayleigh quotient, admitting it could take values in [0,∞], is always well
defined (see Theorem 4.4). Hence we can write:

(17) max
ν∈M+(V \B)

L1,V = max
f ̸=0

max
ν∈M+(V \B)

2p− 2

p

( ∥f∥p2,ν
∥∇f∥pp

) 1
p−1

− p− 2

p

∑
u∈V \B

ν
p

p−2
u .

Now, assume f to be fixed and νf realizing the maxima below:

νf ∈ arg max
ν∈M+(V \B)

2p− 2

p

( ∥f∥p2,ν
∥∇f∥pp

) 1
p−1

− p− 2

p

∑
u∈V \B

ν
p

p−2
u .

Since the last is a constrained maximum problem, by the KKT conditions, there exist a
family of Lagrange multipliers {cu}u∈V \B such that:R− 1

p−1

p,2,νf (f)
|f(u)|2

∥f∥2
2,νf

− (νfu)
2

p−2 + cu = 0 ∀u ∈ V \B

cuν
f
u = 0 and cu ≥ 0 ∀u ∈ V \B

.

In particular, since whenever νu = 0 necessarily also f(u) = c(u) = 0, the previous equation
yields:

(18) νfu =
(
Rp,2,νf (f)

)− p−2
2(p−1)

|f(u)|p−2

∥f∥p−2
2,νf

∀u ∈ V \B .

Multiplying by |f(u)|2 and summing over u ∈ V \ B, the (2, νf ) seminorm of f can be
written as

(19) ∥f∥p
2,νf =

(
Rp,2,νf (f)

)− p−2
2(p−1) ∥f∥pp = ∥f∥2p−2

p /∥∇f∥p−2
p .

In particular, exploiting the expressions (18) and (19) we can derive the following expression
for the p/(p− 2)-norm of νf :

(20)
∑

u∈V \B

(νfu)
p

p−2 =
∥f∥2p
∥∇f∥2p

Finally if we replace the expressions from (19) and (20) in (17), we can now calculate the
maximum of L1,V :

max
ν∈M+(V \B)

L1,V = max
f ̸=0

2p− 2

p

( ∥f∥2p−2
p

∥∇f∥2p−2
p

) 1
p−1 − p− 2

p

∥f∥2p
∥∇f∥2p

= max
f ̸=0

∥f∥2p
∥∇f∥2p

= λ
− 2

p

[p,p],1

and, since the 1-st p-Laplacian eigenfunction f[p,p],1 realizes the maximum in f , from (18)
the maximizer ν∗ satisfies:

ν∗ = λ
− 2(p−2)

p2

[p,p],1

|f[p,p],1|p−2

∥f[p,p],1∥p−2
p

.

In addition, we know that f[p,p],1(u) > 0 for any u ∈ V \ B (see Theorem 2.2). Thus

ν∗ ∈ Int(M+(V \B)) and it is the unique maximizer.
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To conclude the proof, we observe that if ν is a critical point of L1,V with ν ∈ Int(M+(V \
B)), then, from Lemma 4.9, we haveλ

− 1
p−1

[p,2,ν],1

|f[p,2,ν],1(u)|2

∥f[p,2,ν],1∥22,ν
− ν(u)

2
p−2 = 0 ∀u ∈ V \B

∆pf[p,2,ν],1 = λ1(p, 2, ν)∥f[p,2,ν],1∥p−2
2,ν ν ⊙ f[p,2,ν],1

,

i.e.:

∆pf[p,2,ν],1 = λ
p

2(p−1)

[p,2,ν],1|f[p,2,ν],1|
p−2 ⊙ f[p,2,ν],1 .

But then, since f[p,2,ν],1 is the first [p, 2]-Laplacian eigenfunction, Theorem 4.4 ensures that
f[p,2,ν],1(u) > 0 for all u ∈ V \B, and thus f[p,2,ν],1 = f[p,p],1, i.e. ν = ν∗. □

These results lead directly to the proof of Theorem 4.2 .

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Theorems 4.10 and 4.7 ensure that there exists a unique (µ∗, ν∗),
such that:

(µ∗, ν∗) = arg max
ν∈M+(V \B)\0

arg min
µ∈M+(µ)

1

λ1(µ, ν)
+Mp(µ)−Mp(ν) .

Thus (µ∗, ν∗) is the only, possibly non-differentiable, saddle point of the function Ep,1:

Ep,1(µ, ν) =
1

λ1(µ, ν)
+ME,p(µ)−MV,p(ν) .

Moreover, since µ∗ ∈ arg maxµ
1

λ(µ,ν∗),1
+ME,p(µ), Theorem 4.7 implies that there exists a

first eigenpair
(
f(µ∗,ν∗),1, λ(µ∗,ν∗),1

)
of the (µ∗, ν∗) eigenvalue problem (4) such that(

f(µ∗,ν∗),1, λ
p−1
(µ∗,ν∗),1

)
=
(
f[p,2,µ∗],1, λ[p,2,µ∗],1

)
Finally, from Theorem 4.10, we have:(

f[p,2,µ∗],1, λ
p

2(p−1)

[p,2,µ∗],1

)
=
(
f[p,p],1, λ[p,p],1

)
,

which concludes the proof. □

4.4. Numerical evaluation of the saddle points. We have observed that every p-
Laplacian eigenpair can be considered as a linear eigenpair of a properly weighted Laplacian
eigenproblem. This characterization allowed us to introduce a class of energy functions
whose differentiable saddle points correspond to p-Laplacian eigenpairs. Now it is thus nat-
ural to investigate numerical methods for the computation of p-Laplacian eigenpairs based
on gradient flows of the functions Ep,k(µ, ν) . Next, we present some preliminary numerical
results showing that the these schemes actually deliver acceptable results in most situa-
tions. Nevertheless the problem of the lack of regularity of the functions Ep,k(µ, ν) in case of
eigenvalues with multiplicity greater than 1 is still a stumbling block. Indeed, discontinuous
energy functions prevent the convergence of the numerical schemes in some situations. These
are evidenced by bounded oscillations of residuals and non-convergence of the algorithm in
some cases.

The computation of the saddle points of the energy functions Ep,k(µ, ν) is a constrained
critical point problem. To incorporate in our formulation the positivity constraint we follow
the same procedure that turned out to be successful in the solution of the L1-Optimal
Transport problem and discussed in [19, 37]. Thus, we perform the following change of
variable, which preserves the positivity of µ and ν:

µ =
(
σ2
1

) (p−2)
p , ν =

(
σ2
2

) (p−2)
p .
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Using the new variables, the energy function Ep,k(σ
2(p−2)

p

1 , σ
2(p−2)

p

2 ) becomes well defined

everywhere in R|E| × R|V | except in the points (µ, ν) where dim(ker(∆µ) ∩ ker(diag(ν)))⊥

is smaller than k. We thus define a dynamics for the variables (µ, ν) as the gradient flow
with respect to the variables σ1 and σ2. To this aim, for p > 2, we use the following
time-derivatives:

µ̇ = 2
(p− 2)

p
σ

p−4
p

1 σ̇1 = −2
(p− 2)

p
σ

p−4
p

1

∂

∂σ1

(
Ep,k(σ

2(p−2)
p

1 , σ
2(p−2)

p

2 )

)
= −4

(p− 2)2

p2
σ

2(p−4)
p

1

∂

∂µ
Ep,k(µ, ν) = −4

(p− 2)2

p2
µ

p−4
p−2

∂

∂µ
Ep,k(µ, ν)

and

ν̇ = 4
(p− 2)2

p2
ν

p−4
p−2

∂

∂ν
Ep,k(µ, ν) .

Writing explicitly the partial derivatives and neglecting constant multiplicative factors,
which turn out to be just a variation of the speed of the dynamics, we end up with the
following gradient flow system:

µ̇ = µ
p−4
p−2

|∇f(µ,ν),k|2

λ(µ,ν),k∥f(µ,ν),k∥2ν
− µ

ν̇ = ν
p−4
p−2

|f(µ,ν),k|2

∥∇f(µ,ν),k∥2µ
− ν

∆µ+δf(µ,ν),k = λ(µ,ν),k diag(ν + δ)f[µ,ν],k

,

where δ > 0 is a small regularization parameter that enforces the condition

dim(ker(∆µ)) ∩ dim(ker(diag(ν))) = 0.

Thus, the equilibrium point of the above dynamics provides, up to δ, an approximation
of the sought eigenpair.

The first two algebraic-differential equations are discretized by means of a simple explicit
Euler method with an empirically-determined and constant time step size τ . The third
equation is a purely algebraic linear eigenvalue problem of the µ-weighted linear Laplacian
solved by means of standard Lapack routines [3]. No effort has been done to exploit sparsity
of the the graph-related matrices, which could provide important computational efficiency
improvements. Thus, when looking for the k-th eigenpair starting from given initial values
µ0 = µ0

k and ν0 = ν0k , the n = 1, 2, . . . approximations are calculated with the following
iterative scheme:

– choose δ > 0 and compute (λn+1, fn+1) solving:

∆µn+δf
n+1 = λn+1

(µn,νn),k diag(ν
n + δ)fn+1

– compute (µn+1, νn+1) by:

µn+1 := µn + τ

(
(µn)

p−4
p−2

|∇fn+1|2

(λn+1)2∥fn+1∥2νn

− µn

)

νn+1 := νn + τ

(
(νn)

p−4
p−2

|fn+1|2

∥∇fn+1∥2µn

− νn
)
.

It is straightforward to see that the previous iteration preserves the positivity constraint of
µ and ν provided (µ0, ν0) > 0 and τ ≤ 1.
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We apply the above scheme for the calculation of the first nine eigenpairs of the ∆p

operator with p = 3 on a unit square graph. The graph is a uniform 21× 21 discretization
with edge weights given by the reciprocal of the edge lengths. Homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions are imposed at the boundary chosen as the nodes lying on the sides
of the unit square. The regularization parameter is set to δ = 10−8 and the time step is
fixed at τ = 10−1. Convergence towards equilibrium is considered achieved when err :=
max {errµ, errν} is below a given tolerance, where

errµ :=
∥µn+1 − µn∥2

τ∥µn∥2
and errν :=

∥νn+1 − νn∥2
τ∥νn∥2

.

The accuracy of the computed eigenpair is verified by looking to the residual defined as

(21) res =
∥∆pf

n+1 − (λn+1)
p
2 |fn+1|p−2fn+1∥2

∥(λn+1)
p
2 |fn+1|p−2fn+1∥2

.

Figure 2 shows our numerical results. Looking at the behavior of the residual, we note
that, in most cases (k = 1, k = 2, k = 3, k = 4, k = 7, k = 9), convergence towards
equilibrium is smooth and fast. However, for k = 5, k = 6, k = 8, significant oscillations
appear in the pre-asymptotic phase but disappear quickly and convergence of the discrete
gradient flow proceeds smoothly after that. We must recall here that for k = 1 Theorem 4.2
ensures that the energy function Ep,1 has only one saddle point and the proposed algorithm is
expected to converge. However, for k > 1 nothing is known. In particular, if the eigenvalues
are not simple, the energy function may lose differentiability and the ODE trajectories
identified by the gradient flow can intersect, potentially leading to an oscillatory behavior of
the discrete method. In other cases we observe experimentally an pre-asymptotic oscillatory
behaviour followed by monotonic convergence towards stationarity. This behavior can be
justified empirically postulating that the time step becomes large enough to jump over
discontinuities and, by chance, the numerical scheme picks an appropriate trajectory thus
carrying the calculations to convergence. On the other hand, it is well known that also when
the gradient flow is smooth, the discrete gradient descent can stagnate. We should note here
that, unlike in the linear (p = 2) case, we have no means at the moment to identify the
position in the spectrum towards which we converge, and this adds to the difficulty of the
numerical calculation of the p-eigenpairs.

5. Conclusions

We would like to conclude with some notes and a short discussion on a number of open
problems that are worth addressing in future research.

We would first point out that we have not provided any theoretical study of the conver-
gence of the continuous gradient flows, nor of the numerical schemes, that we have proposed.
Thus, a detailed investigation of this theme is needed to definitely validate our approach.
The second observation we would like to mention is related to differentiable saddle points.
Any p-Laplacian eigenpair (λ, f) corresponding to a smooth saddle point of the k-th energy
function can be fully characterized in a neighborhood of f in terms of the behavior of the
p-Rayleigh quotient. Indeed, the fact that (µ∗, ν∗) is a differentiable saddle point implies
that the eigenvalue λ[µ∗,ν∗],k is simple, yielding MIf (Rp) = k− 1, MIf (−Rp) = N − k by
Proposition 3.3. As a consequence, differently from the local min-max algorithm presented
in [41], with our approach we can compute directly a p-Laplacian eigenpair (λ, f) such that
MIf (Rp) = k − 1, MIf (−Rp) = N − k without the need of computing a whole sequence
of p-Laplacian eigenpairs having linear index in {1, . . . , k − 1} .
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Figure 2. First nine eigenfunctions as calculated by the proposed method
for p = 3 displayed in sequential order from k = 1 to k = 9 (left to right, top
to bottom). For each k, the top panel shows the nodal values of the eigen-
functions, while the bottom panel reports the behavior of the log residual
defined in eq. (21) as a function of time steps (iterations) n.
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The second point we would like to stress is that the definition of the energy functions
Ep,k(µ, ν) can be easily extended to the case p = ∞ by setting p/p− 2 = 1 in the expression
of MV,p and ME,p. We will provide a more detailed study of this case in a future work.

Finally, we would like to recall that all of our results hold only in the case p > 2, thus
leaving the open problem of the case 1 < p < 2. However we would like to recall a recent
duality result, presented in [26, 40], and relating p-eigenpairs on the nodes to q-eigenpairs
on the edges (p, q conjugate). This result indeed could lead to an extension of our approach
to the case p ∈ [1, 2), up to a more detailed investigation.

Consider the eigenvalue problem given by the critical point equation of the q-Rayleigh
quotient RE

q defined on the set of edge functions H(Ẽ) = {G : Ẽ → R} as:

RE
q (G) :=

∥∇TG∥qq
∥G∥qq

.

Any critical pair (value,point) (η,G) of RE
q can be regarded as a q-eigenpair on the edges.

Note that (η,G) is a q-eigenpair if it satisfies the nonlinear eigenvalue equation:

(22)
(
∇
∣∣∇TG

∣∣q−2 ∇TG
)
(uv) = η|G(uv)|q−2G(uv) ∀u ∈ V \B

In [26, 40] the authors show by duality that the nonzero critical values and points of RE
q

correspond to the nonzero critical values and points of R̃p, where p is the conjugate of
q. In particular, the authors prove that if (λ, f) is an eigenpair of ∆p with λ ̸= 0, then

(λ
q
p , |∇f |p−2∇f) is a q-eigenpair on the edges. Viceversa, if (η,G) is a q-eigenpair on the

edges with η ̸= 0, then
(
η

p
q , |∇TG|q−2∇TG

)
is a ∆p-eigenpair. Using these facts, it is

straightforward to observe that equation (22) can be reformulated in terms of a generalized

eigenvalue problem defined on the function space H(Ẽ). In particular we can consider the
energy functions

(23) EE
k (ν, µ) =

1

ηk(µ, ν)
+Mq(ν)−Mq(µ) ,

where k ≥ dim(Ker(∇T )) and η[ν,µ],k is the k-generalized eigenvalue of the problem:

∇diag(ν)∇TG = ηµG .

Then, analogously to Thm. 4.1, it is trivial to observe that any differentiable saddle point of
EE
k corresponds to an edge q-eigenpair and hence, by duality, to a ∆p-eigenapair. Moreover,

when p < 2, q > 2, properties of saddle points of the functions (23) for q > 2 translate
into properties of ∆p-eigenpairs for p < 2. In particular, note that the conjecture about the
validity of our strategy in the q = ∞ case corresponds to the extremal case p = 1 .

Appendix A. Technical results

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Let us complete f to a ν and ∆µ-orthogonal basis by taking a basis of

eigenfucntions, i.e. take {fi}Ni=1 as follows: {fi}k−1
i=1 are eigenvectors relative to the first k−1

well defined eigenvalues, f = fk and {fi}k+m−1
i=k are eigenvectors relative to λk, including

a base of the subspace Ker(∆µ) ∩ Ker(ν), {fi}Ni=k+m are the eigenvectors relative to the
well defined eigenvalues λi > λk. The eigenvectors relative to the well defined eigenvalues,

except the base of Ker(∆µ) ∩ Ker(ν), are chosen in
(
Ker(∆µ) ∩ Ker(ν)

)⊥
. Observe that

Tf (S2,ν) = span{fi}i ̸=k, indeed Tgf (S2,ν) = {ξ, |, ⟨ν ⊙ f, ξ⟩ = 0} , and {fi(µ, ν)}i is a
ν-othogonal base of the space. Hence, the following implications hold:

∂2

∂ϵ2

(∥∇(f + ϵξ)∥22,µ
∥f + ϵξ∥22,ν

)∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

< 0 ⇐⇒ ξ ∈ span{fi(µ, ν)| i < k} ,
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∂2

∂ϵ2

(∥∇(f + ϵξ)∥22,µ
∥f + ϵξ∥22,ν

)∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

> 0 ⇐⇒ ξ ∈ span{fi(µ, ν)| i > k +m− 1} .

To prove the last statement, let ξ =
∑

i ̸=k αifi(µ, ν) and recall that if i ̸= j, then ⟨µ ⊙
∇fi,∇fj⟩ = 0 and ⟨ν ⊙ fi, fj⟩ = 0. Hence, using (8), we can provide the following equality
that allows easily to conclude the proof of the lemma:

∂2

∂ϵ2

(∥∇(f + ϵξ∥22,µ
∥f + ϵξ∥22,ν

)∣∣∣∣
ϵ=0

=
2

∥f∥22,ν

∑
i ̸=k

∑
j ̸=k

αiαj

(
⟨µ⊙∇fi,∇fj⟩ − λk⟨ν ⊙ fi, fj⟩

)

=
2

∥f∥22,ν

∑
i ̸=k

α2
i

(
⟨µ⊙∇fi,∇fi⟩ − λk⟨ν ⊙ fi, fi⟩

)
In the last equality observe that if fi is an eigenfunction corresponding to an eigenvalue λi

with fi ̸∈ Ker
(
diag(ν)

)
∩Ker

(
∆(µ)

)
, then(

⟨µ⊙∇fi,∇fi⟩ − λh⟨ν ⊙ fi, fi⟩
)

= ∥fi∥22,ν
(
λi − λk

)
,

i.e., fi is an increasing or a decreasing direction of R2,µ,ν in f according to the inequalities
λi > λk or λi < λk. Moreover if fi ∈ Ker(∆µ)∩Ker

(
diag(ν)

)
it is trivial to observe that fi

is neither an increasing nor a decreasing direction of R2,µ,ν in f , i.e.:(
⟨µ⊙∇fi,∇fi⟩ − λh⟨ν ⊙ fi, fi⟩

)
= 0 .

□

Proof of Theorem 4.4. In this proof we use the following maximum principle result from [36].
We point out that our definition of the p-Laplacian operator (see Def. 2.1) matches the
definition of the generalized p-Laplacian operator used in the maximum principle in [36].
For this reason, we only report the result adapted to our needs and notation.

Lemma A.1 (from [36]). If f, g : V → R satisfy ∆pf(u) > ∆pg(u), then f(u) ≥ g(u) for
any u ∈ V \B.

Now we first observe that, for ν ̸= 0, the Rayleigh quotient Rp,2,ν is always well defined if
we admit that it takes values in [0,+∞]. Indeed, if B ̸= ∅ then Ker(∇) = ∅. If B = ∅, then
Ker(∇) = span(1), where 1 denotes the constant vector but for any ν ̸= 0, 1 ̸∈ Ker

(
diag(ν)

)
.

In any case, for all f ̸= 0 we have that minRp,2,ν < ∞.
Let f1 be a minimum point of Rp,2,ν such that ∥f1∥2,ν = 1. An easy calculation shows

that
Rp,2,ν(|f1|) ≤ Rp,2,ν(f1) ,

with equality if and only if f1 = ±|f1|. Thus we can assume that f1(u) ≥ 0 for all u ∈ V \B.
If f1(u) = 0 for some u ∈ V \ B, then eq. (12) and the explicit expression of ∆p in eq. (2)
ensure that f1(v) = 0 for any v ∼ u. As a consequence of the connectedness of the graph,
this implies f1 = 0 for all u ∈ V \ B, from which ∥f1∥2,ν = 0, contradicting the initial
hypothesis.

Now we can prove the second part of the theorem. We start from the last statement.
Assume that there exists a positive eigenfunction f2 > 0 such that Rp,2,ν(f2) = λ2 > λ1 =
Rp,2,ν(f1). Then there exist t > 0 and u0 ∈ V \B such that

λ2f2(u) > tλ1f1(u) ∀u ∈ V \B and tf1(u0) > f2(u0) .

Applying Theorem A.1 to the functions tf1 and f2 we get a contradiction, proving that only
positive eigenfunctions are associated to the first eigenvalue. We are left to prove that λ1
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is simple, which implies the uniqueness of the corresponding eigenfunction f1. Assume that
there exist two positive eigenfunctions f1 and f2 relative to λ1 with ∥f1∥2,ν = ∥f2∥2,ν = 1.
Then, the function

g(u) =
(
f2
1 (u) + f2

2 (u)
) 1

2 ,

has 2-norm given by ∥g∥p2,ν = 2
p
2 and its gradient satisfies:

∥∇g∥pp ≤ 2
p−2
2

(
∥∇f1∥pp + ∥∇f2∥pp

)
with equality holding if and only if ∇f1(u, v) = ∇f2(u, v) for all (u, v) ∈ E. To prove the
last inequality, consider an edge (u, v) and use first the Cauchy Schwarz inequality applied
to the two vectors

(
f1(u), f2(u)

) (
f1(v), f2(v)

)
and then Jensen inequality applied to the

function x 7→ |x|
p
2 :

|∇g(v, u)|p = ωp
uv

∣∣∣(f1(u)2 + f2(u)
2
) 1

2 −
(
f1(v)

2 + f2(v)
2
) 1

2

∣∣∣p
≤ ωp

uv

∣∣∣(f1(u)− f1(v)
)2

+
(
f2(u)− f2(v)

)2∣∣∣ p2
≤ ωp

uv2
p−2
2

(∣∣f1(u)− f1(v)
∣∣p + ∣∣f2(u)− f2(v)

∣∣p)
= 2

p−2
2

(
|∇f1(v, u)|p + |∇f2(v, u)|p

)
where, by convexity of the function |x|

p
2 , we have equality if and only if f1(u) − f1(v) =

f2(u)− f2(v). This means that

λ12
p
2 = λ1∥g∥p2,ν ≤ ∥∇g∥pp ≤ 2

p−2
2

(
∥∇f1∥pp + ∥∇f2∥pp

)
= λ12

p
2 ,

implying that in any edge f1(u)− f1(v) = f2(u)− f2(v) and thus, by the connectedness of
the graph and the assumptions on f1 and f2, we obtain f1 = f2. □

Proof of Lemma 4.9. Recall the definition of the [p, 2, ν]-Rayleigh quotient:

Rp,2,ν(f) :=
∥∇f∥pp
∥f∥p2,ν

=

∑
(u,v)∈Ẽ

|∇f(u, v)|p

( ∑
u∈V \B

ν(u)|f(u)|2
) p

2

Recall that, given ν ∈ M+(V \B) \ {0}, the first eigenvalue is characterized by

λ1(ν) := min
f

Rp,2,ν(f) = Rp,2,ν(fν,1, ν) .

The function that associates to a density ν the corresponding first eigenfunction, fν :=
f[p,2,ν],1, of the [p, 2]-Laplacian weighted in ν, with ∥fν∥2,ν = 1 is well defined by Theorem
4.4 and continuous by the continuity of minimizers.

Now consider the variation of λ1 near a point ν0 ∈ M+(V \ B) \ {0}. We have the
following inequality:

λ1(ν0)− λ1(ν) = Rp,2,ν0
(fν0

)−Rp,2,ν(fν)

≤ Rp,2,ν0(fν)−Rp,2,ν(fν) = ∂νRp,2,ν0(fν)(ν0 − ν) + o(∥ν0 − ν∥) ,

which implies

lim sup
ν→ν0

(λ1(ν0)− λ1(ν)− ∂νRp,2,ν0(fν0)(ν0 − ν))

≤ lim sup
ν→ν0

(∂νRp,2,ν0
(fν)− ∂νRp,2,ν0

(fν0
)) (ν0 − ν) = 0 .
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Similarly we can write:

λ1(ν0)− λ1(ν) = Rp,2,ν0(fν0)−Rp,2,ν(fν)

≥ Rp,2,ν0(fν0)−Rp,2,ν(fν0) = ∂νRp,2,ν0(fν0)(ν0 − ν) + o (∥ν0 − ν∥)

which implies:

lim inf
ν→ν0

(λ1(ν0)− λ1(ν)− ∂νRp,2,ν0
(fν0

)(ν0 − ν)) ≥ 0 .

We can now conclude by observing:

∂νλ1(ν0) = ∂νRp,2,ν0(fν0) = −p

2

λ1(ν0)|fν0 |2

∥fν0
∥22,ν0

.

□
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