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ABSTRACT: In this paper we study optimal estimates for two functionals involving
the anisotropic p-torsional rigidity T, (Q), 1 < p < +oo. More precisely, we study

Q) = % and ¥Y(Q) = T(Q) ——, where M(Q) is the maximum of the
|QIRE(Q)]PT
torsion function ug and Rg(Q) is the anisotropic inradius of Q.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Let F: RN — [0,+0o[, N > 2, be a convex, even, 1-homogeneous and C3B (RN \ {0}) function
such that [FP]¢¢ is positive definite in RN \ {0}, 1 < p < +oo. The anisotropic p—laplacian is
the operator defined by

N
Qpui= ) a?q (F(VWP~'Fe, (V).

i=1

For p = 2, Q, is the so-called Finsler Laplacian, while when F(&) = || is the Euclidean norm,
Qp reduces to the well known p-Laplace operator.
Given a bounded domain Q in RV, let us consider the torsion problem for Qp:

(1)

—9ou=1 inQ
u=20 on 0Q).

The anisotropic p-torsional rigidity of Q) is the number T, (Q) > 0 defined by

Tp (Q) = JQ F(Vug)pdx = JQ quX,

where ug € Wg’p (Q) is the torsion function, that is the unique solution of (1).
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The main aim of the paper is the study of optimal estimates for the following two function-
als involving T, (Q):

_ T(0)
QM(0)’

Tp(Q)

_ P
¢Q) = QR Q)

Y(Q)

Here and after we will denote by q the Holder conjugate of p, q = p%], by M(Q) the
maximum of the torsion function ug and by Rr(Q) the anisotropic inradius of Q (see Section
2 for the precise definitions). Observe that the functionals ® and V¥ are scaling invariant with
respect to the domain. Indeed:

T, (tQ) = tN+qu(Q), Q] =tNQ, M(tQ)=tIM(Q), Rp(tQ)=1tRr(Q).
Our main result is the following.
Theorem 1.1. Let Q be a convex bounded domain in RN. It holds that
P — 3 < O(Q) < q

Na=T(N+q) Tq+ T
The right-hand side inequality is optimal for a suitable sequence of thinning rectangles.

1 1 1
< < —.
Na—TN +q sHQ) < q+1
The left-hand side inequality holds as an equality if and only if Q) is a Wulff shape, that is a ball
in the dual norm F°; the right-hand side inequality is optimal for a suitable sequence of thinning

rectangles.

i)

When F = € is the Euclidean norm, there is a wide literature on sharp estimates for T, (Q)
related to several geometrical quantities depending on Q. For example, in the classical case
of the torsional rigidity for the Laplace operator (p = 2), with N = 2, it is known that

Lewo) = 2 <
8 RZIQ| 3
where R¢ (Q) is the standard Euclidean inradius of Q. The left-hand side inequality is due to
Pélya and Szeg6 (see [PZ]), while the right-hand side inequality was proved by Makai in [M].
As regards the case p # 2, in [FGL], among other results, estimates for ¥(Q) are given in the
planar case, obtaining an upper bound and a sharp lower bound. In the anisotropic case, in
[BGM] the estimates in ii) are proved for p = 2.
As regards the functional ®(Q), up to our knowledge, it seems that the only known result
is in the Euclidean case for p = 2. Indeed, in [HLP] the authors prove the following estimates:
1 T2(Q) 2
Nz S P = gmia) S 3
Moreover, they show the optimality of the upper bound, while they conjecture that the lower
bound is not optimal, and that the sharp constant in the plane is %, achieved on a sequence
of thinning isosceles triangles. In our result, we improve the constant (N + 1)~2, replacing it
with [N(N +2)]7". Anyway, we believe that [N(N +2)]~" is not optimal, and for N = 2 we
show that there is a sequence of thinning isosceles triangles 1, such that (1) — %
In order to prove our main result, among the main tools involved, the following estimate
for the maximum M(Q) of the torsion function ug plays a key role.
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Theorem 1.2. Let Q be a bounded convex domain in RN, N > 2, and let Rp(Q) the anisotropic
inradius of Q. Let ugq be the solution of (1). For 1 < p < +oo it holds that
RE(Q) _ R{(Q)

<SM(Q) <
aNe T S MBI

(2)
The right-hand side inequality is optimal for a suitable sequence of thinning N-rectangular domains.

The other inequality, holds as an equality if and only if Q) is the Wulff shape Wx (xo).

The upper bound in (2) has been proved in [P] in the Euclidean case for p =2, N = 2 (see
also [S]), by using a P-function computation and a maximum principle. Anyway, many other
estimates for the torsion function are known; the interested reader can refer, for example, to
[vB, BFr, HLP] and the reference therein contained. We prove inequality (2) generalizing the
P-function technique to the case 1 < p < +00, and in the anisotropic case.

Finally, we recall that in the Euclidean case, several other estimates for the p-torsional
rigidity, involving different geometrical quantities, are known (for the Eucidean case, see for
instance [vBBV, vBENT, S] (p = 2), [FGL] (1 < p < +00), and [DG1] for the anisotropic case
(1 <p < +00)).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we fix some notation and recall prelimiary
results about Finsler metrics and the anisotropic p-torsional rigidity. In Section 3 we prove
Theorem 1.2 by using the P-function method. Finally, in Section 4 we give the proof of the
main Theorem 1.1. We will split it in several partial results.

2 NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper we will consider a convex even 1-homogeneous function

£eRN — F(E) € (0,400,
that is a convex function such that

F(te) = [tIF(£), teR, £eRY, (3)
and such that

ale| <F(E), E£eRN, @)
for some constant a > 0. The hypotheses on F imply there exists b > a such that

F(&) <blgl, &eRM (5)
Moreover, throughout the paper we will assume that F € C3P (RN \ {0}), and

[FP]¢ e (&) is positive definite in RN\ {0}, 6)

with 1 <p < 4o00.
The hypothesis (6) on F ensures that the operator

Qpu = div <;V5[Fp](Vu))

is elliptic, hence there exists a positive constant y such that

- Z Vi, [FPIMEE; > vinP2ER,

1]1

for some positive constant y, for any n € R™\ {0} and for any & € R™.
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Remark 2.1. We stress that for p > 2 the condition
V%[Fz](é) is positive definite in RN\ {0},
implies (6).

The polar function F°: RN — [0, +oo] of Fis defined as

o (&)
Fo(v) = .
VLR FE)

It is easy to verify that also F° is a convex function which satisfies properties (3) and (4).

Furthermore,

From the above property it holds that

(&)l <FE)F°Mm),  vEmeR™ (7)
The set

W={geRN:FO(g) <1}

is the so-called Wulff shape centered at the origin. We put k, = |[W|, where |[W| denotes the
Lebesgue measure of W. More generally, we denote with W;.(x() the set ¥'W + xo, that is the
Waulff shape centered at xo with measure k1™, and W, (0) = W;.

We observe that F is the support function of W. In general for a nonempty closed convex
set K € RN, the support function hy is defined by

hk (x) :=sup{(x, §),& € K}, forxe RN. (8)

The following properties of F and F° hold true:

(Fe(£),&) =F(&), (F2(&),&) =F°(&), VEeRN\{0} )
F(F(E)) =FO(Fe(E)) =1, VEe RN \{0}, (10)
FO(E)Fe(FR(E)) =F(E)FR (Fe(8) =&  VEe RN\ {0} (11)

2.1 Anisotropic mean curvature

Let Q be a C2 bounded domain, and v(x) be the unit outer normal at x € 9Q, and let
u € C2(Q) such that Q¢ = {u > t}, 3Q; = {u =t} and Vu # 0 on 3Q;. The anisotropic outer
normal nr to Q) is given by

ng(x) = Fe(v(x)) =F (—Vu), x € 0Q.
It holds
Fo(ng) =1.
The anisotropic mean curvature of 0Q); is defined as

Hr(x) = div (ng(x)) = div [VeF (=Vu(x))], x € 0Qy. (12)
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It holds that

0
a—; =Vu-Fg(—Vu) = —F(Vu). (13)

In [X] it has been proved that for a smooth function u, on its level sets {u = t} it holds

ou 9%2u
Qu=—Hr+—,
2u oy F+ an% (14)
where aa:f Vu - 1. In the next result we generalize (14) for Q,u.

Proposition 2.2. Let wbe a C2(Q) function with a regular level set dQ+. Then we have

_ ou 0%u
qu:FP Z(Vu) (am:j-fF+(p_])aT12) ’ (15)
F

where H is the anisotropic mean curvature of 0Q as defined in (12).

Proof. By definition of Qy,, (14) and (13), we have

Qpu = div (FP~2(Vu)F(Vu)F (V)
=FP2(Vu) (Quu+ (p—2)F, (Vu)Faj(Vu)uXixj)

ou %u
—fp—2 fhadl
FP~<(Vu) (anp He + an% + (p —2)Fg, (Vu)Fg, (Vu)uxlxj)
ou %u
. — —1)—
(Vu) (ammﬂp Uan%),
that is the thesis. O

Finally we recall the definition of the anisotropic distance from the boundary and the
anisotropic inradius.

Let us consider a domain Q, that is a connected open set of RN, with non-empty boundary.

The anisotropic distance of x € Q to the boundary of dQ is the function

dr(x) = inf F° Q.
F(x) yler;)Q (x—y), x¢

We stress that when F = |-| then df = dg, the Euclidean distance function from the
boundary.

It is not difficult to prove that dr is a uniform Lipschitz function in Q and, using the
property of F we have

F(Vdg(x)) =1 a.e. in Q.
Obviously, assuming sup df < +oo, df € W(])’OO(Q) and the quantity
Rr(Q) = sup{dr(x), x € Q}, (16)

is called anisotropic inradius of Q.
For further properties of the anisotropic distance function we refer the reader to [CM].
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2.2 Anisotropic p-torsional rigidity

In this subsection we summarize some properties of the anisotropic p-torsional rigidity. We
refer the reader to [DG1] for further details.
Let Q be a bounded domain in RN, and 1 < p < +oco. Throughout the paper we will
denote by q the Holder conjugate of p,
__P
q:= —
Let us consider the torsion problem for the anisotropic p—Laplacian

{ —Qpu = —div (FP71(VuWF¢(Vu)) =1 inQ

u=0 on 0Q). (17)

By classical result there exists a unique solution of (17), that we will always denote by uq,
which is positive in (). Moreover, by (6) and being F € C3(R™\ {0}), then up € C"*(Q)N
C3({Vugq # 0}) (see [LU, To]).

In view of the above considerations, we define the p-torsional anisotropic rigidity of Q the
number T, (Q) > 0 such that

T,(Q) = L) F(Vug)Pdx = L) updx. (18)

1

A characterization of T, is provided by the equality T,(Q) = o(Q)? T, where ¢(Q) is the
best constant in the Sobolev inequality

lolF: ) < SQIFV)Ty o)

that is
P
(], wrex)
QP '=0(Q)= max =L (19)
wewg*’(a)\{O}J F(V)P dx
Q

and the solution wq of (17) realizes the maximum in (19).
It is immediate to see that if Q c (), then

Tp(Q) < T (Q). (20)
Moreover, by the maximum principle it holds that
M(Q) < M(Q), (21)

where M(Q) is the maximum of the torsion function in Q.
A consequence of the anisotropic Pélya-Szeg6 inequality (see [AFLT]) is the following upper
bound for T, (Q) in terms of the measure of Q.

Theorem 2.3. Let Q) be a bounded open set of RN. Then,
Tp(Q) < Tp(Wr), (22)

where Wy is the Wulff shape centered at the origin with the same Lebesgue measure as Q).
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3 AN ESTIMATE OF THE MAXIMUM OF THE TORSION FUNCTION \

Remark 2.4. If O = Wg, by the simmetry of the problem, T,(Wg) and the solution u of (17)
can be explicity calculated. We have:

_RI—FO(x)d 1 Wel g

uw(x) = qNa—1 and T,(Wg) = WN—i—q (23)

Remark 2.5. We point out that the lower bound in statement ii) of Theorem 1.1 gives a stability
type inequality for (22). Indeed we have

0< Ty (WR) —Tp(Q) < 3 (R —RE(Q)),

Co| —

where [Wg| = Q.

3 AN ESTIMATE OF THE MAXIMUM OF THE TORSION FUNCTION

In order to give a sharp upper bound for the maximum M(Q) of the torsion function ug, we
will take into account the following P-function:

P(x) = pp_]FP (Vuo) + 1o — M(Q),

where M(Q) = maxg uqn. The following result is proved in [CFV].

Proposition 3.1. Let Q be a domain in RN, N >2 and ug € Wg)’p (Q) be a solution of (17). Set

dij = L 0 L (Vug)
0T FVua) O [ )T

Then it holds that
(dijPi); —bxPx =0 in{Vug # 0}

where

‘p_

2
b= e
K Fs(VLLQ)

FaZ(VuQ)TXZng(VUQ) +

2p—3 (Fee,(Vug)Py,
F2(Vug) < p—1 Feu(Vuo)
As a consequence of the previous result we get the following maximum principle for P.

Theorem 3.2. Let Q be a bounded C2 domain in RN, N > 2, with nonnegative anisotropic mean
curvature Hy > 0 on 0Q), and uq the torsion function. Then
p—1
P

FP(Vuo) +uo < M(Q) inQ,

that is the function P achieves its maximum at the points xy1 € Q such that ug (xm) = M(Q).

Proof. Let us denote by E,,, the set of the critical points of ug, thatis By, ={x € Q: Vug(x) =
0}. Being 000 C?, by the Hopf Lemma (see for example [CT]), Ey,, N 0Q = 0.

Applying Proposition 3.1, the function P verifies a maximum principle in the open set
O\ Ey,. Then we have

max P= max P.
O\Eug d(O\Eu,)

Hence one of the following three cases occur

7
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1. the maximum point of P is on 00Q);
2. the maximum point of P is on E,;
3. the function P is constant in Q.

In order to prove the theorem we have to show that statement 1 cannot happen. Let us
compute the derivative of P in the direction of the anisotropic normal n, in the sense of (13).
Hence we get

_ P p—1 42
9 p-—1 20 < aug) +auQ —(p—1)< 6u) aUQ+aUQ:

onr - P onr _anF onr - _anF 6n% onr

= —F(Vug)Qpu] — FP 71 (Vug)Hr — F(Vuq) = —FP 1 (Vua)Hr, (24)

where last identity follows by (15). On the other hand, if a maximum point X of P is on 0Q),

by Hopf Lemma either P is constant in Q, or %()‘c) > 0. Hence being Hf > 0 we have a

contradiction. O

As a consequence of the previous result we get the following optimal estimate for the
maximum of ug.

Theorem 3.3. Let Q be a bounded convex domain in RN, N > 2, and 1 < p < +oo. It holds that

RI(Q) RI(Q)
ng_1\\hdﬂl)<—Jir—. (25)

Remark 3.4. In the next section we will show that the right-hand side inequality in (25) is

optimal on a suitable sequence of thinning rectangles (see Proposition 4.4 and (36). We stress
q

that, in general, the quotient % approaches the value 1 also for different sequences of

sets (see the example 4.7).

Proof. The left-hand side inequality of (25) follows by (21) and (23). Hence, let us prove the
other inequality.

First of all, suppose that Q is a C?, strictly convex domain. Let v be a direction in RN. By
Theorem 3.2 and property (7) we have

— (Tu) < FVual ) < | P M) - ua)| " Fo), (26)

du Q
dv

where M(Q) is the maximum of uq in Q. Let us denote by xp the point of Q such that
M(Q) = uq(xm), by X € 0Q such that F°(xp — %) = df(xm) and by v the direction of the
straight line joining the points x,, and X. Then by (26) we get

]

M(Q) 1 3 =
| caus (P) ekl = () P
wx) (M(Q)—ug)? p—1 p—1

Being F°(x —xm) < Rp(Q), we get

1
(5 )M < (S2) reca)
p—1 p—1

which gives the estimate (25) for smooth convex domains. To prove the estimate in the case
of a general convex body Q, we proceed by approximation. It is well-known (see for example
[BE]) that a convex body Q) can be approximated in the Hausdorff distance by an increasing
sequence of smooth strictly convex bodies (), C Q. Clearly, R(Qr) / Rp(Q).
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Let u,, > 0 be the torsion function in Q,,. In order to conclude the proof we have to show
that M(Q,) = M(Q) as n — co. We first observe that by (25),

_REOW) _ RO

M(Qn) < < , (27)
n q q 7
hence u,, are bounded in L*(Q, ). Furthermore, applying Theorem 3.2 in Q,, we have
p—1 -
—FP(Vun) +un < M(Qn) in Qn.
Then by property (5)
[Vun| < C  in Q. (28)

Hence by (27) and (28), using Ascoli-Arzela theorem we get that u,, — ug uniformly in Q
and this allows to pass to the limit in (27) and the proof is completed. O

Remark 3.5. We point out that if we take OO smooth, the thesis of Theorem 3.3 holds if we
assume only that the anisotropic mean curvature of Q is nonnegative.

4 PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

We split the proof in various theorems. We first prove the lower bound for ¥(Q) in ii).
Theorem 4.1. If Q € RN is a convex bounded domain, N > 2, and 1 < p < +oo, then

Tp(Q)> 1 1
QO] 7 N4 TN+q

Rr(Q)9, (29)

where Rp(Q) is the anisotropic inradius of Q defined in (16). Moreover the equality holds when Q) is
a Wulff shape.

Proof. Let us assume first that Q is a strictly convex domain and then we remove this assump-
tion with a proof that follows by approximation as in Theorem 3.3. Let us consider as test
function into (19) the following

1 =XO(x)4
o(x) = W

where X is the support function of the polar set of (), defined in (8) . Then QO = {X° < 1}. By
(23), we observe that when (O =W then ¢ is exactly the torsion function of the Wulff shape.
We start computing

1 1
td B K (VKO (x)) _
onMM:JJ dwN1ﬁ:Jtﬁ' KVHD) qgen-1 gy,
L) (x) o st VO] N P T
1
1

:J tq+N—1J K(vo(x)) dHNT dt:J x-vo(x) dHNTT

0 20 N+4q Jsa
T . _ N|Q]
_MJQdIVXdX_ N+q,

where X = (X°)°. Then we have

o) - er Q] P
(Lz(p X) _Nq(N+q)P_<Nq1(N+q)> : (30)

9
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Let us now compute

! FP(VK©)

JQ FP (Vo) dx = JQ FP (V(X°(x)9)) dx = ]J

qPN® Na Jo VK]

1 1
= J TN J VICCPTFP (vo) dHN T dt
N9 Jo 20

1 FP(vq)
—_ tq+Nf1 ‘[ - \VTAA) dj_(N*] dt,
N Jo 00 XP~1(va)

where last equality follows by the identity K(VX®(x)) = 1. Being Wg,(q) C Q, it follows
that X(x) > Re(Q)F(x), so we have

1 1
(N+q)N9 Rp(Q)P

j PP (Vo) dx < j K(vo(x) dICONT =
Q 00
1 Q|

= Nt qQNaT Re(pe GV

Joining together (30) and (31), we have the thesis.

Now we prove the validity of (29) without the assumption on the strict convexity of the
domain Q. As in the proof of Theorem 3.3, let O, be a sequence of smooth strictly convex
bodies such that Q,, — Q. Such a convergence ensures that, as n — oo,

|Qn[—=1Q]  and  Rp(Qn) = Re(Q). (32)
By (20), it follows that
T (Q) 2 Tp (Qn),

and by applying (29) to each Q,,, we find

> Re(Qn)Y,

which, combined with (32), gives the desired result. Finally we stress that if Q is a Wulff
shape, the equality case follows from Remark 2.4. On the other hand, if the equality holds in
(29), then equality must hold in (31), and then X (x) = R¢(Q)F(x), which implies QO = Wg,. O

Let us consider the functional

T (Q)

Q) = m (33)

As consequence of theorems 4.1 and 3.3, we can prove the following estimates for (33) which
is statement i) of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 4.2. For any bounded convex domain Q) C RN, N >2,1<p < +oo it holds that

d <O(Q) < d

Na=T(N+q) = RS o

Proof. We first prove the lower bound for the functional ®. By (29) and (25) we have

BO) g

Y= om0 7 NN )

which gives the lower bound in (34).

10
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In order to prove the inequality in the right-hand side in (34), by Theorem 3.2 we have

-1 _
P lp (Vug) +ua < M(Q) in Q.

Integrating in both sides and recalling (18), we get

(P2 +1) mie) < Ml

which implies the upper bound in (34). O

In the following last result we prove the upper bound in statement ii) of Theorem 1.1, which
follows immediately by the preceding results. We stress that in the anisotropic setting, the
case p = 2 was previously considered in [BGM] with a completely different proof.

Theorem 4.3. Let Q € RN be a bounded convex domain, N > 2,1 < p < +oo. It holds that
q
Tp(Q) _ Re(0)

TS (35)
Proof. By the right-hand side inequality in (34), and (25), we have
Tp (Q) q Rg (Q)
<—MQ) < ——. 6
Q| q+1 Q) q+1 (36)
O

The final part of the section is devoted to prove the optimality of (35). As a consequence,
by (36) this will give the optimality of the right-hand side inequality of (34), and of (25).

Proposition 4.4. Let Q. be the N-rectangle ] — ¢, e[x] —az, az[x ... x] —an, an[, and suppose that
Re(Q) = eF°(eq). Then

lim Tp(Qe) = 1
e—0+ (RE(Q))V Qe q+1°

The hypothesis Rr(Q) = ¢F°(e1) is not restrictive, in the sense that if it is not true we can
choose a rotated N-rectangle where Rr(Q) = ¢F°(v) for some direction v, and use the remark
below.

Remark 4.5. If A € SO(N) is a rotation matrix, then, denoting by Fa (&) = F(AE), it holds that
(FA)?(&) = (F°)a(E), andthen R ,(AQ)=R¢(Q)

(see [DGP] for the details). Hence, emphasizing the dependence on F by denoting T,(Q) =
Tp,7(Q), we have

P P
(] lotoax) (] wiamsax)
T, r(Q) = max L2 = max Al
PEWP (Q) J FP(Vo(x))dx @EW"(Q) J FP 1 (Ve(ATx))dx
Q AQ
Q] [0]
= Tor (AQ) > T2k, (AQ)T = RA(Q)f
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Proof of Proposition 4.4. First of all, we observe that

Fo(e1) =

Fler)
Indeed, being Rr(Q) = eF°(ey), it holds that

F2ler)
F2(eq)l’

voleer) =er = |

where v (eeq) is the Euclidean outer normal vector to 0Q). Hence by (10) and (9), we have

1 1
Fe) = o)) = Foler)’

where last equality follows by F°(eq) = Fg(e1) - e = [Fg(eq).

Let Q. = C. UD,, where C, =] —¢,e[x]az +¢,a, —¢[x...x] —an + ¢ an — e, and D, =
Q; \ Ce. Setting x = (x1,z) with z € RN~" and a = (ay,...,an), we consider the function
@ defined by

_ 4
ed—x]

Qel(x1,2) :T in Cg

, gd —x{
@el(x1,2) = min {la —z|,| - a —z[} 1

qe

We can estimate the anisotropic p-torsional rigidity by using ¢, as test function. We have:

(o) (J e, o)

L) FP(Ve,)dx J FP(V(pE)dx—i-J Fp(V(pg)dx.

€ DS

Ty (Qe)P !

WV

We now compute

q__ 4 C.led
J (png:J Eixldx:| £|£
c. c. 9 q+]1

and

q
J FP(V(pE)dx:Fp(e”J X? dX:Fp(e])|C£|£ )
“ Ce q+1

We notice that both ng @ dx and IDE FP (V@) dx are negligible, since they go to zero as
eN*+9=1, By recalling that

q
4 _ (dF9(p, )4 — _°©
(Re(Q))% = e4F°(en)? = 5osg
we have
1 . T (Qe) < 1

72 =
q+17 50 Re(Qe) Qe ~ q+1

which concludes the proof. O
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Remark 4.6. We believe that the lower bound of ®(Q) in (34) is not optimal. Actually, in the
Euclidean setting, with p = 2 our bound improves the analogous result of [HLP]:

2 1
®>INT2 T N2

Moreover in [HLP] the authors conjecture that for F = £, p =2 and N = 2 it holds

and

O(QL) — asn — oo, (37)

where ), is a sequence of isosceles triangles degenerating to a segment.
In the following example, for F = &, N = 2 and p = 2, we find a sequence of degenerating
triangles Q,, such that (37) holds.

Example 4.7. Let

N=2, F(&)=,/e2+E2, p=2.

We want to show that there exists a sequence of thinning isosceles triangles 1, of the plane
such that

T2(Ta) 1

=——— 3 - as a—0, 8
taM(ta) 3 (38)

D(1q)
where T, (1) is the torsional rigidity of T4, M(14) is the maximum of the torsion function in
Tq and |14/ is the area of the triangle.

First of all, we recall that by a result contained in [FGL], for any sequence of isosceles

triangles Ty, such that the ratio % — 0, where w(t,,) is the width of t,,, then

T2(tn) P?(Tn) 2

n—oo [Tyl |Tn|2 3

2|l

Hence, recalling that in a triangle it holds that R(tn) = 55 then

o T2(th) Pz(Tn) RZ(TTL)
Pltn) = T T M)’

the result is proved if we find a sequence of triangles with vanishing ratio R(t,)/w(tn) and

2
such that 2RM((TT“H)) tends to 1.
Vi
(_aryll) (aryll)
2a
V3 0 V2
Figure 1

To this aim, let

Ea:{(x,y)G]Rzi - +(y_a)2 :]},

13
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and consider a point (a,yq), with yo = a+ ay/ 11:2a‘122. Let T4 be the isosceles triangle con-

structed with one side on the x-axis and with each side tangent to the ellipse at the points
(0,0), (a,Ya), (—a,yq), as in Figure 1.
The vertices of the triangle are:

4

a ya(ya a) 2
= a ’ = 1 7 7 .
Vi <O,y + o). a)> V, <a+ % (1—a%) O> Vs V,

Let us observe that Vi — (0,0) as a — 0, while the first coordinate of V, diverges.
Then, denoting by A(tq) and P(t,) respectively the area and the perimeter of T4, and by

a’ b Yalya —a) 2
— g Jalya =5 g
h ya+(]_a2)(ya_a)/ > a—+ o3 ( a )/
we have:
2Tq bh
R(ta) = 2Tal _

P(ta) b++v2hZ+b2

Now, being £, C 14, by the comparison principle and (25) it holds that

a?(1—a?)
2 7

M(€q) < M(1q)

N

M(ea) =

where the maximum of the torsion function on £, follows by a direct computation. Then,
being h = 2a + o(a?) and b — +oco as a — 0, we have

2
L < R(Tq)? _( b )2 o 1 h2 o
S 2M(Eq) b+ v2h2 + b2 a?(1—a?) 1+ /2%54_1 a?(1—a?)

and (38) is proved.
We explicitly observe that, from the above computations, it holds

R%(Eq)
P 1 .
IVIEN) — asa— 0
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