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Abstract

For an open set Q C R? let A(Q) denote the bottom of the spectrum of
the Dirichlet Laplacian acting in L?(Q2). Let wgq be the torsion function
for Q, and let ||.||, denote the LP norm. It is shown there exists n > 0
such that |[wa|leoA(Q2) > 147 for any non-empty, open, simply connected
set © C R? with A(Q2) > 0. Moreover, if the measure |[Q| of  is finite,
then [Jwn 1 A(%) < (1 — )|

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020): 35J25,35P15,35P99.

Keywords: Torsion function, first Dirichlet eigenfunction, simply connected.

*corresponding author


http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.14448v1

1 Introduction

Let Q be a non-empty, open set in Euclidean space R™, and let A\(©2) denote the
bottom of the spectrum of the Dirichlet Laplacian acting in L?(Q). That is

Vul?
AQ) = inf{f(}llTQ' Lu e HY(©),u#0}.
If the measure || of Q is finite, then A\(Q2) is the fundamental eigenvalue.

We define the torsion function for arbitrary non-empty open sets Q (with
either finite or infinite measure) by a limiting procedure. Let B, denote the ball
of radius 7 centred at the origin, and define wgq : Q@ — [0, +o0] for a.e. z € R™
by wq(z) = lim, 4 wans, (), where won g, (x) is the unique solution of

~Aw=1, we€ H}(QNB,).

If Q has finite measure, then wq is the classical torsion function, and the con-
vergence wonp, — wgq is strong in H L If © has infinite measure, the function
wgq is a well-defined, non-negative Borel function, and possibly infinite valued.
If wq is finitely valued on €, then wq(x) is the expected lifetime of Brownian
motion starting at x € 2, and wq is a weak solution, in the sense of distribu-
tions, of —Aw = 1 on 2, which satisfies w|sq = 0 at all regular points of 9.
Moreover, if Go(z,y), = € Q, y € Q is the kernel of the resolvent of the Dirichlet
Laplacian, then

wo(r) = /Q dy Ga(z,y). (1)

It is known that A(Q) > 0 is equivalent to wq € L>®(Q) (see [6]). Moreover,
as soon as A\(2) > 0, the following inequality holds

1< il A(®) < 2)
and the constant ¢, satisfies, see [6l, Theorem 1],
cm <4+ 3mlog2.

A proof of the lower bound in () can be found in [7, Theorem 5.3]. It was
shown in [8, Theorem 1] and [16, Theorem 3.3] that if m > 2 the lower bound
1 in (@) is sharp: for every € > 0 there exists a non-empty open set 2. C R™
such that

[wo. floA(€2e) <1 +e. (3)

An example of such an open set {2, is an open cube with side-length 1 punctured
with N™ balls positioned in a periodic order and with suitable chosen small
radii. See Figure 1.

In 1994, R. Banuelos and T. Carroll [2, (4.4),(4.6)] conjectured that the
lower bound in the left-hand side of (2)) remains sharp for  in the class of
simply connected sets in R?. Since the open sets constructed in [§] (Figure [
are not simply connected, the answer to the conjecture of Banuelos and Carroll
remained open.

In Theorem [ below we show that if  is simply connected in R? then the
constant 1 in the left hand side of (2) can be improved by a positive num-
ber, thereby disproving the Banuelos and Carroll conjecture. We shall give an
estimate of this number, without any claim to be optimal.

Our first main result is the following.
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Figure 1: Q,, N=9, m=2

Theorem 1. Let Q C R? be non-empty, open and simply connected. If \(2) >
0, then
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where jo is the first positive zero of the Bessel function Jy.

[walleoA(2) > 1+ (4)

In [2, Theorem 1] it was shown that if €2 is simply connected in R?

7¢(3)
fwalle < Zre2,
0

(5)

where ((.) is the Riemann zeta function, ¢g is the schlicht Bloch-Landau con-
stant, and

() = sup do(z)
zeQ

is the inradius of Q with the distance to the boundary 92 given by
do(r) = inf{|lz —y|:y ¢ Q}.
Combining Theorem [[] with (&) yields

16¢32 36¢9
Q) > 0
(@)= 74(3)( MSTEIRIER

This improves the constant in [2, (0.7)], see also [10, p.2473], by a factor given
by the right-hand side of (). We believe this is, as far as we know, the best
result at present. However, its importance is not so much its small improvement
rather the non-trivial contribution of the right-hand side of ().

We recall [3] Theorem 1] where it was shown that

)r()2,

sup {||wa|ls7(€2) % : Q simply connected, non-empty, open inR?, () < oo}

has a maximiser. We point out that this maximiser is not necessarily a minimiser

of
inf {A(Q)r(©)? : Q simply connected, non-empty, open inR?, () < co}.

We shall see below that it suffices to prove Theorem [II for non-empty, open,
simply connected sets in R? with finite measure. The proof of Theorem [ relies



on some properties of the torsion function wg and of the first Dirichlet eigen-
function ug. These will be presented in Proposition 2l below. The assertions
there will be given in more generality as we believe these to be of independent
interest. In Proposition 2] (i) we merely assume that € is simply connected and
A(Q2) > 0, while in (ii) we assume that the torsion function has a maximum. In
fact (ii) is not needed in the proof of Theorem[Il In Proposition 2(iii) we obtain
a lower bound for the distance to the boundary of the maximum of the first
Dirichlet eigenfunction (chosen positive) in a simply connected open set in R2.
The existence of that first Dirichlet eigenfunction is guaranteed if the Dirichlet
Laplacian acting in L?(2) has compact resolvent. The latter is, by [4, Corollary
8], equivalent to

[{z € Q:da(x) >e}| < o00,Ve > 0. (6)

Proposition 2. Let Q C R? be non-empty, open and simply connected.
(i) If M) > 0, then

31/4 _
w(x) < S5 2 AA(Q) " da(2), (7)

(i) If A(2) > 0 and if zy, is a point at which wq attains its mazimum, then

3
€ _
do(Twg) > mA(Q) 12, (8)
(i) If (@) holds, then there exists a point ., € S such that uq(xy,) = |Juq||so-
Moreover 5
€ _
do(Tug) > mA(Q) 12, 9)

Estimates like (@) have been obtained in [19, Corollary 1.2]. The constant
there has not been quantified. However, [I9, Proposition 3.1] suggests a possi-
bility to estimate it. In the special case of open, bounded and convex sets in
R™ we refer to [12, Theorem 2.8] and [I1] Theorem 3.2]. In particular, this last
result implies that dq(,,) > 0.28)\(Q) /2.

In order to introduce the second result of the paper, we recall a classical
inequality for open sets (2 with finite measure involving the torsional rigidity
T(Q) := |Jwallx of ©, which goes back to Pélya and Szego [18]. It asserts that
the function F defined by

F(Q) = L?Q(Q) (10)
satisfies
F(Q) < 1. (11)

The constant 1 in the right-hand side of () is sharp, as shown in [9, Theorem
1.2]. That is, given € € (0, 1) there exists a non-empty open set Q. C R such
that

FQ)>1-¢. (12)

The open set €2 is yet again an open cube with side-length 1 punctured with
N™ balls positioned in a periodic order and with suitably chosen small radii,



as in Figure 1. Moreover [9, Theorem 1.1] quantifies the inequality in (I1I), and
reads N
2 TR
m+2 [Qmeim
where w,,, is the measure of the ball with radius 1 in R™. The question arises
once more whether the constant 1 in ([l is sharp for simply connected sets
Q) C R? with finite measure. Our second main result is the following.

(13)

Theorem 3. If Q C R? is non-empty, open and simply connected with finite
measure, then

F(Q) <1-— 3 : (14)

4
T2
12801+ 295 (1 + 742

Note that for simply connected open sets (I3]) cannot give a bound of the
form (I4). Indeed, it is possible to construct a simply connected open set Q C R?
with |Q] = 1 and T(Q) arbitrarily small: let §2,, be the union of n disjoint balls

with total measure 1 — ﬁ connected by n — 1 disjoint thin tubes having total
measure g5 1t is easily seen that T'(9,)/|Qn|* = O(2).

Though the sets Q. and Q. look very similar, and the statements of Theorems
[ and [ are very similar, we were unable to show that either Theorem [Ilimplies
Theorem [ with possibly different correction to 1 in ([I4]) or Theorem [B] implies
Theorem [I] with possibly different correction to 1 in ().

For the p-Laplace operator, the value 1 in inequality (1) is sharp for p €
(1,m]. This was proved in [14]. For p > m, the constant 1 is no longer sharp,
see [13]. The latter situation corresponds to the case where points have strictly
positive p-capacity. A somewhat similar situation occurs in Theorem Bl Here,
the simply connectedness hypothesis implies a uniform thickness with respect
to the Wiener criterion, leading to a constant strictly less than 1. However, in
our framework we are able to give an estimate for that constant, which is not
the case for arbitrary p.

The key result on which the proof of Theorem [3] relies is established in
Proposition [ below. It is convenient to introduce the mean to max and the
participation ratios of the torsion function defined, respectively, by

1wl 1 fwall
- , B12(Q) = — . 15
1 e o 12 = 10T Twalz (15)

Dy 0 (2)

Proposition 4. If Q C R? is a non-empty, open and simply connected set with
finite measure, then

34 :
D)< (1- 7| -
12801 - 23 (1 + =22

Roughly speaking, the proof follows the same strategy as in [I3] for the p-
Laplacian when p > m. However, there are some key points where the proofs
are significantly different. These concern the growth of the torsion function near
the boundary which, in the case p > m, is reduced to the analysis of a singleton.
In our case, the proof requires quantified decay estimates relying on the Wiener
criterion along with the repeated use of Vitali’s covering theorem.

We also obtain an estimate of the mean to max ratio.



Corollary 5. If Q C R? is non-empty, open and simply connected with finite
measure, then

34 3609\ -1
12801 - 23 (1 + =22

Corollary Bl complements the results of the mean to max ratio of the torsion
function in [I6] and of the p-torsion from [I3]. In the latter, the authors showed
that this ratio is also bounded away from 1 in the case p > m.

In order to have a global view of the inequalities in (2]), we introduce the
following families of sets:

A, = {non-empty, open inR™}, (17)
2, = {simply connected, non-empty, open in R?}, (18)
2., = {non-empty, open, convex in R"}. (19)

It remains an open question to prove existence of a minimiser of the varia-
tional problem
inf {HwQHOO)\(Q) Qe Ase , N(Q) > O}.

It was mentioned above the variational problem
inf {[JwallsA() : 2 € Ao, A(Q) > 0}

does not have a minimiser, and that the infimum value 1 is asymptotically
attained by sequences described in (3).
It has been shown in [I7, 3.12]) that

2
inf {[|wollsoA(Q) : Q € Ay, A(Q) > 0} = %

with equality if 2 is the open connected set, bounded by two parallel (m — 1)-
dimensional hyperplanes.

The constant ¢, received further improvements in [20, Theorem 1.5], where

it was shown that
m 1 1
Cm < ) + Z“5(1 + Zlog2)\/m+ 1.

The sharp value of the constant ¢, is not known. Similarly to the minimum
problem, one may investigate the existence of a maximiser of the variational
problem

sup {HwQHOO/\(Q) :QeANQ) > 0}, (20)

for the admissible classes defined in (I7), (I8]) and (I9). It is not known whether
[20) admits a maximiser for (I7) or for [I8). In the class of convex sets (19,
Henrot, Lucardesi and Philippin proved the existence of a maximiser in [16,
Theorem 3.2], and they conjectured that for m = 2, that the maximiser is the
equilateral triangle.

Similarly the variational problem

sup {F() : Q € A, |Q| < o0},



remains open for (I8). For (7)) there exist maximising sequences described in
([@2) but no maximiser, see [9]. For (I9) and m = 2 it has been conjectured that
the supremum equals 72 /12 achieved for a sequence of thinning rectangles.

This paper is organised as follows. The proofs of Theorem [[land Proposition
are deferred to Section ] while the proof of Theorem B Proposition [ and
Corollary Bl are deferred to Section [3

2  Proof of Theorem [1

Throughout the paper we denote an open ball centred at x with radius r by
B(z;r) or B.(x). We put B, = B(x;0).

We first prove Proposition ] and begin with a few basic lemmas. Let
pa(z,y;t), x € Q, y € Q, t > 0 be the Dirichlet heat kernel for Q. Then

Galz,y) = / dt o, y: )
R+

is the kernel of the resolvent of the Dirichlet Laplacian acting in L?(12).

Lemma 6. If Q C R? is non-empty, open and simply connected with finite
measure, then

(i)

(do(y) + |z — y))' + da(y)' "
(do(y) + |z — y)) /2 — do(y)/2’

1
Ga(z,y) < Py log re,yeq, (21)
T

and

(i)

Galz,y) < %(min{dls;@ytlisz ()}

1/2
) ,x €, ye.
We recall the proof on [5], p.618].

Proof. Let H be the conformal map from the unit disc onto 2 with H(0) = x.
Then by the results of [I],

Galr,y) = 5= logcoth(po(r, 1), (22)
where ) | ()|
=in vt

pa(z,y) = Vf/o dt )] (23)

and where the infimum is taken over all rectifiable curves v in Q with v(0) =
x, v(1) = y and where H'(0) is evaluated at v(¢). By Koebe’s 1/4 Theorem,

do(v(t)) < [H'(0)] < 4do(v(t)). (24)

Without loss of generality we may assume that v has a parametrisation with
constant speed c¢. Then for any such -,

da(v(t)) < da(z) + ct. (25)



By 23), 24) and (23,

1/t c 1 ¢ 1 |z — vyl
> dt— = (1 )>—1 (1 ) 26
pa(®y) 2 4/0 daw a1 am) 2 ale U gn) ) 29
since ¢ > |z — y|. By [22) and ([26) we get that

1 —a1/2 1/2
Gal,y) < = log (do(z) + |z —y[)'/* + do(z) 7
21 7 (da(x) + |z — y[)1/? — do(z)1/?

By symmetry we may reverse the roles of  and of y in ([27). This proves (i).
By (2I) we have

reQ, yel. (27)

1 d 1/2 d 1/2
Ga(z,y) < —log ((1 + 2(y) ) n ( a(y) ) )
T |z =yl 2~y
1/2
< 3( do(y) ) 2
m\|z =yl
and the assertion under (ii) follows by symmetry. -

Below we state and prove an upper bound for Gq(x,y) which decays faster
than |z — y|~/2 for large |z — y|.

Lemma 7. If Q is an open set in R? for which the spectrum of the Dirichlet
Laplacian is discrete, then

2L/2 [0 dt ey o)
Gaolx < — —e 8t T,
Q( 5y) = 4r 0 t

Proof. The following inequality is well known. By the semigroup property of
the Dirichlet heat kernel and Cauchy-Schwarz,

pa(z,y;t) = / dzpa(z, z;t/2)pa(z, y; /2)
Q

< (/depg(x,z;t/Q)Q)l/Q(/QdeQ(Z,y;t/Q)Q)

= (pn(w, z; t)pa(y, v t)) 7 (28)

Furthermore by the spectral representation of the Dirichlet heat kernel and
monotonicity

1/2

palx,z;t) < emND 2pg (2, 15t/2)
< e_t)‘(ﬂ)/QpRz (x,2;t/2)

o~ tA(Q)/2
- 29
2t ( )
We obtain, by [28) and (29),
1/4
pa(z,y;t) < (pn(w,w;t)pn(y,y;t)) pa(z,y;t)/?
1/4 "
S(pﬂ(w,w;t)pn(y,y;t)) pr2(z,9;1)
21/2 @) lew?
< —¢ 1 E
— 4wt
O



To prove Proposition [2 we let A > 0 be arbitrary. By Lemma [0l

2 _
/ dy Gol(z,y) < ~do(z)"? / dy |z — y| /2
{yeQ:|z—y|<A} m {yeR2:|z—y|<A}

= gdg(x)1/2A3/2. (30)

By Lemma [[ and Tonelli’s Theorem

2L/2 %0 qr e _le—yl?
S JEE— —e 4 dye 8t
(veula—yl>ay AT Jo 1 {yeulo—y|>A}

IN

21/2 o dt @ / la—yl?
< — —e 4 dye™ st
Am Jo 1 {yeR2:|o—y|>A}
_ 93/2 /OO dte_txin)_%
0
< 23/2/ dt e~ 25" -Supe_“f(sm_/a\a_f
0 >0
29/2 | o2
_ SOREIY 31
It is elementary to verify that e=%z3/2 < (%)3/2, a > 0. This yields, with (BTI),
that 3\ 3/2 64
< (—) A (32)
/{yeQ:w—yZA} € A(Q)T/AA3/2
By (@), B0) and (32)
wo(r) = / dy Ga(z,y)
Q
8. 3\8/2 64
<° /2 A3/2 (_) o
< 3dg(:c) A2+ " NOUDNE (33)
Minimising the right-hand side of (B3] with respect to A gives
wa(x) < KXQ)™Pdg(a)!/, (34)
where K is given by
_ 3 11/2
K= MQ . (35)
This proves ([@). If a maximum xz,,, exists then by @) wq(zw,) = |lwallc >
A(Q)~L. This, together with (), gives (8.
Following the lines of [7, Theorem 5.3], we obtain by (II) that
u
mmz/@%mm”@
Q lua oo
1 ug(x)
=— : (36)
A€) Jlualloo
By 34), (33) and (B8] we obtain that
e3 ug(x) \4
dox) > = ) A@)2 37
Q(Z') = 3. 922 ||UQ||oo ( ) ( )



Let (x,,) be a sequence of points in €2 such that lim,, uq(z,) = ||uqllc. Without
loss of generality we may assume that for all n, uq(z,) > 1|lug| . Inequality
B7) implies that do(z,) > cA(Q)~/2, where ¢ = 1—16362% Hence all (z,,) are in
the closed set {x € Q : do(z) > cA\(2)~'/2}. To prove compactness it suffices to
show that this set is bounded. Suppose to the contrary. Then {x € Q : do(z) >
cA(Q)71/2} contains a sequence (i) such that |y, — ym| > MQ)"/2,m # n.
Hence 1 1

{z € Q:do(z) > 5cA(Q)—W} > | Byn; §cA(Q)—1/2). (38)

The balls in the right-hand side of ([89) are disjoint, and their union has infinite
measure. This contradicts (@). Hence {z € Q : do(z) > cA(2)~/?} is compact,
and (z,,) contains a convergent subsequence also denoted by (x,,) and converging
to say z*. Since the restriction of ug to {x € Q : do(z) > cA(Q)~Y?} is
continuous, z, — x* implies uq(x,) = uq(z*). By hypothesis lim,, ug(x,) =
lug|loo- It follows that ug(z*) = |Juqllc, and so z* = x,,. It follows that
U0 (Tug) = ||uallco, and @B7) implies (). O

The estimate below improves the constant in (5.17) of [5].

Corollary 8. If Q C R2 is non-empty, open and simply connected with finite

measure, then
8

37r3/4

wa(z) < da(x)!/2QF/1. (39)

Proof. Let
|2\ 1/2
7) . (40)

@) = (

By Lemma [l and rearrangement

2
wo(x) < 2dg(x)'V? / dyla —y| /2
7T Q

2

< —dn(z)”z/ dy |z —y| 71/
T Ba(a)(z)

™

2
= —dQ($)1/2/ dr 2mrt/?,
(0,A(2)]

which gives (39) by {0). O

Proof of Theorem . Let Q C R? be an open, simply connected set such that
A(Q) > 0, and ||wgl|eo < 400. Since r — wonp, is an increasing sequence of
functions and wonp, — wq pointwise almost everywhere, we have that

i Jwans, oo = lun

Moreover, since C2°(€2) is dense in H} (), we have lim, oo A(QN B,.) = A().
This implies that it is enough to prove Theorem[lfor bounded, simply connected
sets. Indeed, if we do so, we choose from Q N B, the (possibly r-dependent)
component which supports the first eigenvalue of 2N B, for which the inequality
is true. By monotonicity of the torsion function with respect to inclusion, the
inequality holds on the full set QN B,.. Passing to the limit » — 400 we get it on

10



Q. From now on, we can assume without loss of generality that €2 is bounded.
We refine ([B6]) so that

_ 1 up(@) . _ ua(y)
o) = 370) Tunll + [ avGate) (1 ol (4D

At the point g := x,,, we obtain, by ([B8) and (4],

uq(y) )

1
wao oonQ Ty :—+/dyGQ q,Y 1-—
lwol (run) = 57 * | v Gl )( Tanll

= ﬁ +/Qdy G(Z(qu)(l - ||1:1/S;(|?|Jo)o)+
ﬁ +/Qdy Gsz(q,y)(l - A(Q)wﬂ(y))+’

where (.)1 denotes the positive part. We obtain by Proposition 2{i) or (34) that

1 > /
M) T Jyeuda )<k —4a@)-1/2}

dy G p(gean(a) (@ y) (1 — KAQ)3da(y)/4).

dy Ga(q,y) (1 — KX(Q)3dq(y)*/*)

[walloo —

>

/{yGQ:dn(yKK“A(Q)l/z}ﬁB(q;dn(q))

The Green’s function for the disc satisfies

da(q) 1 da(y)
G . R = —1 -~ 7~ Z a_ .
Blgda(a) (4:Y) = 5 -log (dsz(Q) - dQ@)) 27 do(q)
Hence
1
[walleo — )
1 ay 92W) (1 _ gen@) 1 Bdg )1/,

T2 Jyeuda(y) <K@/ B(gda(e) | 40(9)
(42)

Let g € R?\ Q be such that |§ — ¢q| = da(q), and let ¢* be on the closed line
segment [g,q] such that |¢* — G| = (a + b)K~*\(Q)~"'/2, where a > 0,b >
0, a + 2b < 1. We claim that

{y € Q:daly) < K~NQ) ™2} 0 Blg:dalq) O Blg™bK*A(@Q) %), (43)
Let € B(g*;bK*\(Q)~'/2) be arbitrary. By Proposition Biii), da(q) >
K=4NQ)7Y2 > (a+20) K~*\(Q)~2. So |[¢—q*| = da(q)— (a+b) K ~4\(Q)~ /2.
By the triangle inequality

lv —ql <lqg—q"| +|q¢" — =]
< (da(q) — (a+b)K*NQ)™2) + bE *ANQ) ™2 < da(q),

and so z € B(q;dq(q)). Furthermore

do(z) < |z =7 < |z —q¢"|+|¢" =7 < (a+20)K*AQ) /2 < K*ANQ) 712,

11



and so x € {y € Q: do(y) < K~*\(Q)~/?}. By @) and @3)

1 d
Jwalloe — s > a(y)

: /
= Y
M) 727 Jpgrpr-aa@)-12)  da(q)

(1 — KXQ)Y8da(y)'/*).

(44)
We have that

aK~AINQ) Y2 < da(y) < (a+20)K4NQ)7YV2, Yy € B(q*; bK 4N (Q)71/2).
Hence
do(y) (1 — KAQ)Y3da(m)?) = a(1 - (a + 26) /K A@) 772,
and the integral in the right-hand side of (@) is bounded from below by

1
————|B(g": bK*ANQ) %) ]a(1 — (a + 20) /) K AN(Q) 7Y/
ey BTN (1 — (a+26) KA ©)
K712/\(Q)73/2
— L ab?*(1 - 2b)1/4). 4
)= (2 (45)
The right-hand side of (%)) is maximised for
1/12\4

This gives by (@), (@3] and (40)
1 K=12\Q)73/2 1 (12)12
Q) ST 2r(Q) 3a3\13)

lwalleo — (47)

Since ) contains a ball with radius r(2) we have by monotonicity of Dirichlet
eigenvalues that

9
Jo
Q) < 48
@) < . (48)
where j2 is the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of a ball with radius 1. Theorem [II
follows by (@), [@8]) and (3. O

3 Proof of Theorem 3l

The key result to prove Theorem Blis Propositiondl Let £ C R? be a non-empty,
open and simply connected set with finite measure. Assume we know that

7(/(2109)2 <1l-n
o fuh
Q

Taking wq as a test function for the first eigenvalue we have

Q|VUJQ|2 _ (/QwQ)2
2

2
/ Wo / Wa
Q Q
so that Theorem [3 holds true.
Before proving Proposition El we give a technical result.

TAQ) < T(Q)

< (1 =n)4,

12



Lemma 9. Let U C R? be a non-empty, open, simply connected set, let xq € OU
and let Ry > 0. Assume that v € H*(U N Bag,(70)) satisfies the following

—Av=1 inUnN Bar,(x0),
v=20 on OU,
v<1 on 0Bag, (x0).

Then Ya € Bg,(xzo) NU we have that

2
8
) or (4R o — o, (49)
2R2

v(x) < (1 + 3

Proof. Note that U N Bag,(z9) may not be connected. However its connected
components are simply connected sets. It is enough to prove the inequality for
such an arbitrary component, and for a point ¢ on its boundary. Collecting all
inequalities on all components, (@) will hold on the full set Bg,(z¢) N U with
a point xg € OU. Indeed, if x( is not on the boundary of some component, the
inequality still holds since the right hand side in ([@9) is larger. Let us introduce
the radial function ¢ : Bag,(20) — [0,1] such that ¢(x) =0 on Bgr,(x0), and

(z) = 1 lcos (FM
plr) = Ro

-5 ). & € Bany (20) \ B, (w0).
Note that ¢ € H?(Bag,(z0)) and, by direct computation, that

T+ w2
Vz € BQRO(‘TO)) |A(p(.’L')| < “op2
2R;
Now, v — ¢ < 0 on (U N Bag, (o)) and

2

T+ 7T
Al —¢) <1
(v—p) <1+ R

in DI(U N BQRU (ZL'()))

This implies that

7r—|—7r2
Vo € U N Bag, (o), v(z) — @(z) < (1 + 572 )wUﬂBZRO(Io)-
0

But U N Bag,(zo) is a union of simply connected sets and the estimate of
Corollary B (see also [, Corollary 5.2]) holds

1
2

8 _s 3
WU B o) @) < 57| Bary (20| (dovran, (va) @)
Since x¢ € OU and ¢(x) = 0 on By, (o), we get (@9). O

We now come back to the proof of Proposition 4 and follow the main lines
of the proof in [I3, Lemma 3.3] adapted to our situation and keeping track of
the constants.

Proof. We assume without loss of generality that (2 is also bounded and rely on
the approximation wonp, — wq strongly in H I By rescaling, we can assume

that ][ wqdzx = 1. Our purpose is then to prove
Q

1
][w?ldzz e —
Q L=

13



We rely on the following equality

]é w?ldz = (]{lwgd:c)2 +]€z (wg — ]é wgdz) 2d:c =1 +]€z (’LUQ — 1)2d:c.

Our objective is now to prove

/Q (wg - 1)2d$ > %|Q|

We cover Q by balls as follows: Vo € € we consider Bp(,)(z) the ball centred
at  with radius R(z) = d(z, ). The union of all these balls coincides with .
Using Vitali’s covering theorem (1.5.1 in [I5]), there exists an at most countable
family of pairwise disjoint such balls {Bg, (x;)}ics such that

Q C UierBsr, (4).

Let us introduce Ry = /8, chosen such that wp,, (0) = 2. We consider the
following cases.

Case 1. Assume that

1 1
1€T,R;>Ro

We claim that if this situation occurs then

—_

3 1 1
>l >2.2. 0l
ng = 2}’ Z 75 51 (50)

Indeed, since R? > R% = 8, we have that

3 ™ 1
{wbn, 0 = 5 }| = w82 = 6) = TRY = 1Br. ()]

Since wo > wpy, (2,), we get (B0). Then

2 1 11 1 1
/(wg—l) de/ —dx>—--- = =12l
Q wazgpd  —4 4 25

leading to
1
n = @
Case 2. Assume now that
1 1
> Bg, ()| > 3 §|Q|-

i€Z,R;<Ro

By construction, every such ball Bp, (x;) touches the boundary of Q. Choose
one point y; € 90N By, (x;). We consider the following two sub-cases.

Case 2-a. Assume that

1
'§|Q|-

N |
N |

> {IBr.(@i)| : Ri < Ro,wq < 2 on Bag,(y:)} >

1€

14



Consequently, we can use the estimate of Lemma [J]
2
8 _: : 1
Vo € B, () N9, wo () <2(1+ ”2;7; )or @R — .
0

3

Let rg be such that

T+72\8 s o8 11
2(1+ o )3 Ryt = .

Then, for x € Bg,(x;) N By, (y;) we have wq(z) <

7“2

|Br, (i) N Bry (yi)] > 3—%|BRi (i)l

%. Since R; < Ry, we get

Finally,
1 11 1
<Y >0.2.-. — |0
ng = 2}‘ Z32°3 2 5
leading to
r2 r2
2 = 0 < 0 5
12801 12800 + rg
Case 2-b. Assume now that
1 1 1
—To]]

> AIBri ()| : Ri < Ro, max{wa(x) : & € Bag,(y:)} > 2} >

i€
If wq is extended by 0 on R? \ Q, the function satisfies in R?, in the sense of

distributions,
—Awq <1in D'(RQ).

In particular, this implies that for every point a € R?,
|z —al
x = wo(x) + 1

is subharmonic in R?. Assuming that wq(a) > 2, then for every r > 0

—al? 2
2<f (wolw)+ B Dyir < wowdn+ I
B (a) 4 Br(a) 4
Choosing rg = v/2, we get

or )
][ (wa(x) — 1)dz > =,
By, (a) 2



Let us denote
A =U{Bg,(2;) : i € I, R; < Ry, max{wq(x) : ¢ € Bag,(y:)} > 2}}.

We cover the set A with the balls Byg,(y;) for the index i above. By Vitali’s
covering theorem, there exists a family of pairwise disjoint such balls indexed
by j € J such that

A C Ujey B2or, (Y5)-

Note that J is necessarily finite. For every such index j let us denote a maximum
point of wg in Bag,(y;) by . We know that wq(x}) > 2. Then

1
/ (wg — 1)2dz > Zm’g
By (x})

0
1
/(wQ — 1)%dx > card(J)=T.
Q 2

We also have that

11
card(J)m(20Ry)? > |A| > = - 9|,
4 52
hence ) ) L1
1) dr > ——— = Q).
/Q(w" Vdv 25 oz 1 52
We get
o1 1 1
2 (20Rp)? 4 5?2
N3 = 1 1

Then 7 = min{n,n2,n3} gives that
34

']’I:

.
128012 (1 + 222
(9]

We finish this section with the proof of Corollary

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Theorems [Il and Bl By the definition of
T(Q), [I0) and (IT), we see that

= TwalA @) 51

Applying the upper bound in Theorem [3] to the numerator and the lower bound
in Theorem [ to the denominator we obtain inequality (&II). O
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