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Abstract
In this work we prove that given an open bounded set Q C R? with a C? boundary, there exists
€ := €(2) small enough such that for all 0 < § < e the maximum of {A1(Q — Bs(x)) : Bs C 2} is never
attained when the ball is close enough to the boundary. In particular it is not obtained when Bs(z) is
touching the boundary 0f2.

1 Introduction

Consider the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem, in a bounded domain Q C R?, given by:
—Au=>Mu in®
_ (1)
u=0 on 02

where —A admits a purely discrete spectrum 0 < A;(2) < A2(Q) < ... < X(R2) < ... — o00. Observe that
A1(Q?) is a simple eigenvalue, and as a consequence there exists a unique associated positive normalized
eigenfunction ugq.

In this paper, we study the maximization problem

max My (2 - B), (2)
where Bs is the set of balls Bs(z) of fixed radius ¢ > 0 such that Bs(z) C . It follows from the work of
Flucher ﬂﬂ] that, for every point = € 2, there exists some radius R, such that Bg, (z) C €2, and:

2T
) o)

This result hints that the maximum of (2) is attained at a ball Bs(x) where z is the maximum of ugq.
However, since R, in (@) depends on the choice of z, we can’t compare uniformly A (2 — B,.(x)) using this
asymptotic formula. In particular it doesn’t allow us to consider small balls that are close to the boundary,
since B,.(xz) must be contained in the bigger ball Br, (z) C Q.

The first results regarding the maximum of () were obtained when € is a ball Bz(0). In [11], Ramm
and Shivakumar proved that the maximum of (2] is attained when Bj(z) is concentric with Bgr(0). The
result was generalized to higher dimensions by Kesavan in E] Regarding higher eigenvalues, in M], El Soufi
and Kiwan proved that the maximum of \y(Bgr(0) — Bs(x)) is attained when the balls are concentric. In
the case where ) is a convex set, or presents some symmetry, Harrell, Kurata and Kroger proved in ﬂé]
that the maximizer is not attained when the ball touches the boundary. Still in the case where (2 is a ball
Bgr(0), in another recent paper B] by Chorwadwala and Roy, the authors showed that the maximizer K of
M (Br(0) — K), for sets K with dihedral symmetry and K C Bg(0), must share some symmetry with Br(0).

Similar problems regarding other types of eigenvalues can be found in the literature. One of them relates
to predator-prey systems, where the authors are led to consider shape optimization problem with mixed
Dirichlet-Neumann conditions, see m, m] Another setting one can consider is Dirichlet-Steklov conditions,
which lead to different eigenvalues. For results of this kind see for instance ﬂa, ]

M(Q = B (2)) = M(Q) + ud(x +o(log™'(r)) asr|0. (3)
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Figure 1: Ball touching parabolic boundary

In this work we assume that 2 C R? has a C? boundary, and we study:
A1(€ — Bs(x))

for balls Bs(x) C €, close to the boundary. We notice that since 92 is C?, if the radius § of the ball Bs(z),
is small enough, then for all P € 95, there exists x € ) such that Bs(x) C Q and 0Bs(z) is touching 0f2 at
the point P.

This also implies that there exists a tubular neighborhood of 052,

Va = {z € Q : dist(z,9Q) < d}, 4)
for d > 0 small enough, such that for all p € V; there exists a unique z(p) € 92 such that:

min dist(p, 9Q) = dist(p, z(p)), (5)

yeoN

and p — z(p) is colinear with the normal at z(p) € Q. This is not true for C*® boundaries for o €]0, 1[.
Now define:
distyin (A, B) := inf{dist(p, B) : p € A},

where A and B are two sets of R2.
In this work, we prove the following

Theorem 1. Given a bounded domain Q C R? with C? boundary, there exists € := €(Q) > 0 such that for
any 6 €]0, €[, if p € Q satisfies Bs(p) C Q and

distynin (09, Bs(p)) < 62 (6)
then there exists v € R? such that Bs(p + tv) C Q for small t > 0 and

d

o M (Bs(p + tv)) > 0. (7)

=0
In particular Bs(p) is not a solution of (2.

More precisely, we will show that (@) implies that z(p) € 9Q is well defined, and v is the unit vector
from z(p) to p. With this choice, equation (7)) implies that minimizing balls of radius small enough, must be
searched away from the boundary.

Given p and ¢ > 0, let v from Theorem [I] be given by e, (we can always make a rotation of the domain
since this does not change the eigenvalues or eigenfuntions). This entire work will rely on the Hadamard’s
formula, found in [7, Theorem 2.5.1]. In particular we will show that it implies that the formula (7)) can be

written as
d

a . 6U57p 6U57p 1
i, A (Bs(p + tey)) —/ v (—8u ) dm’, (8)

0B5(p)



where us,p is the normalized first Dirichlet eigenfunction of  — B;s(p). To conclude we will prove that

/ Ouay (—8“5*”> dH* > 0. 9)
9B;5(p) ay v
under the conditions of Theorem [11

The first section is some preliminaries of this work. We state some of the main theorems used from
references, and how we will use them. We also show some generic properties of the first eigenfunctions
usp € HY(Q — Bs(p)) that are independent of p and §, such as bounds on the eigenvalues, and bounds on
the eigenfunctions.

The next sections of the proof will rely in dividing dBs(p) in three different pieces C’; , Cy , Ag given by
@@, [@8), (I9) and estimating the integral (@), restricted to each of these set. The plan of the proof will be
to analyse blowups given by:

Un (60 (7, y) + pn)
on

for suitably chosen p,, and §,, given by a contradiction argument. These will converge to a positive harmonic

function v : K — R in the set:

Up(z,y) = . (10)

K :={y > —1} — By(0). (11)

Given a fixed 6, we will use regularity theory to compare u, in the sets CJ and A. This is possible because
these will correspond to smooth parts of K. On the other hand we will not be able to use regularity theory
to study the integral in the set C,, since this is close to a singularity of the set K. We will need the following
regularity theorems

The second section is devoted to proving an integral bound for us, such that one can prove that the
blowup limits of the sequences (10 are non-trivial. This will be done by obtaining a lower bound on integrals
of us,, in specific sets, by comparing to harmonic functions. It will also take advantage of the fact that for
the first eigenfunction ugq of the set €2, there exists A > 0 such that:

. Ouq(z)
min
280 Qv

> A.

This is true by application of Hépf’s lemma, and the fact that ug € C1(Q2). Also for small balls Bs(p) close
enough to the boundary then the eigenfunctions us, € H' (2 — Bs(p)) will be close in H' to ug. Thus using
regularity theory, for a set in the interior V' € Q the functions us, and ug will also be close in the C°(V)
norm. This will then be used to create harmonic functions that are below us, and allow non-trivial lower
bounds that are preserved under blowups.

The third section is devoted to proving an upper bound for the integral:

6U5 2
/c* (—8V’p) (ey,u>d7-[1
7]

which does not come directly from the blowup argument. The upper bound on this integral will be obtained
by choosing 6 small enough, and a choice of distance d := dist,,in(p, ), such that there exists C > 0

independent of 6 and p such that:
Ous, 2
/c < 8Vp) (ey,v)dH!

]

)

< Co0>. (12)

This will be done by taking advantage of the proximity of the balls Bs(p), to the boundary 952, in particular
using the geometric fact that the height of a ball is quadratic with the angle 6, when 6 is close to zero.

Finally the penultimate section is divided into two subsections. In the first one we prove that if ¢ is small
enough and dist,, (0B5(p),p) < 6%, then:

/A (%)2 (ey,V)dH" > 0. (13)



This is done through a contradiction, and use of a blowup argument on the sequence (I{) and use of regularity
theory. The blow up will be done along balls Bg, (p) satisfying:

distynin (0Bs, (pn), 09) < 62,

obtaining in the limit, a positive harmonic function v : K — R. Properties of this harmonic function are
studied. In particular for the side integrals, one is interested in studying %. In particular the one will prove

that for x > 0 then:
ov

o0
By use of Hopf’s lemma, we would then have that:

(z,9) >0

0%v
000v

(z,y) >0,

from which we would be able to conclude that the side integrals for the function v are positive, and so must
also be for the sequence u,,.
By use of the fact that % is harmonic, to prove it is positive for > 0, one can reduce the question to
proving that it is positive in an arc:
0Br(0) N {z >0,y > —1},

and this R can be as big as one wants. Thus to study %, one uses a blowdown of the harmonic function v.
Given a sequence R,, — oo one considers:

vn(2,y) = Rinvmn(x,y) +(~1,0)).

One can prove that this sequence will converge to a linear function given by ay, for some o > 0. Again
using regularity theory, for z € 0Bg,,, we will have that Vov(z) will be close to ey, if Ry, is big. With this
we conclude that if Z, = 0 (Bgr, N{x > 0,y > —1}) then

lim inf LU(I’ v)

>0
n (z,y)€Zn 00 -

from which one can conclude the desired positivity of %.

The second subsection is devoted to proving that there exists ¢ > 0 and 6 > 0 such that for § < & and
p € Q satisfying dist,, (0Bs(p), 02) < 62, then:

8u5,, 8u5,,
bl bl > .
/C; Ay ( v )—095 (14)

This will be done again by contradiction, using a blowup argument with limit v which is a nontrivial positive
harmonic function. Then through use of Hopf’s lemma and regularity theory we will be able to arive at a
contradiction, concluding (Id)). We will use formulas (I2)), (I3 and ([I4) to prove [@).
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

e ) C R? a bounded open connected set with C? boundary.



e uq : 2 — R the normalized first Dirichlet eigenfunction of 2.
Given ¢ > 0 and p € Q such that Bs(p) C , let
e s be the first eigenvalue of 2 — Bs(p).
e us, the first normalized Dirichlet eigenfunction of 2 — Bs(p).
o Vi={zeQ:d(x,00) <d}.
o dist,,in (A, B) = inf{dist(p, B) : p € A}., tubular neighborhood of 9.

o Cf = {z € 0B;s(p) : % > cos(ﬁ)}.
o C) = {z € 0B;s(p) : % < —cos(ﬁ)}.

o Ap =142z € dBs(p): —cos(h) < &L’srﬂ < cos(ﬁ)}.

2
o K ={(z,y) eR?:y > —1} — B1(0).
o z:Vy— 0N gives unique point such that min,egq dist(p, 0Q) = dist(p, z(p)).
e Qsop:={(z,y) €Q— Bs(p): —dsin(h) < x < dsin(d); —C6* <y <ds,+0J—5cos(d)}.
o Parsalp) = {(@.y) : (v — (py +8)) > M(z — po)? and (y — (p, +5)) < 3d}.
o Topyy s.4(p) = Pars.a(p) N {(y — (py +9)) = 34},
* Qs(p) = [pz — 6, pz + 8] X [py, py + 26].
o Q5(p) = [ps — 0,px + 8] X [py + 58,y + 20]
o H={(zr,y) €eR?:y >0}

2.2 Hadamard’s formula

Theorem 2. [7, Theorem 2.5.1] Let Q C RY be an open connected bounded subset with C? boundary.
Given V' a smooth vector field, and ®(t) := Idgn +tV, define Q; := ®(t)(). Let uy € H} () be the first
eigenfunction of the Dirichlet Laplacian such that ||ut||p2(q,) = 1. Then A\1(4) is differentiable at t = 0

and: )
d () = —/ <@> (V, l/)dHN_l.
t=0 a0 \ OV

dt

where v is the exterior normal.

Consider balls of small enough radius such that Bs(p) € V. Let V be a vector field such that V = 2=

[p—2(p)I
in a neighborhood a neighborhood of dBj(p), and V = 0 in 9. By taking ®(t) = Idgz + tV, we have that:
p—z(p)
®(t)(2 — Bs(p)) = Q@ — Bs(p + t———=)-
lp — 2(p)|
By a simple rotation we can assume that |z :zgz gl is the vector e, (Throughout the proof we make this

assumption, since the rotation does not change the eigenvector). Then we have by Hadamard’s formula

d M@@@—&@D:/

(au&p)? (ey,v)dH" = / Ouay (‘9“‘*1’) aH', (15)
dt{,— omsy \ O ) Y oBs(p) 0y \ OV ’



Figure 2: Image of decomposition of the circle

where v is the exterior normal to 9B;s(p) (which is interior to  — Bs(p)). The equality above follows since
usploBs(py = 0, thus Vus ,(z) = 8“‘;’) (x)v for x € OBs(p). As such we have that for x € 9B;(p)

:
2o52a) = [Fu(olllen) = (F22(0)) tey) (16)

Given an angle 0 €]0, Z|, define the sets given by
Cf = {z € 0Bs(p) : % > cos(e)} , (17)
Cy = {z € &Bs(p) % < —cos(e)}, (18)
Ap = {z € 9Bs(p) : — cos(0) < % < cos(o)} . (19)

an image of these is provided by figure [@)). The study of the integral (I5]) will be done by restricting it to
each of these and prove the positivity there.

2.3 Elliptic regularity

Theorem 3. Let V€ W C Q be open sets. There exists C = C(V,W, m) such that for all v € H*()
satisfying:
—Av=finW,

then:
ol zrm vy < CULF Il Em—2wy + [v]lL2(w))-

This first regularity theorem is the most classical version of an interior regularity theorem. This will be
used to derive some bounds for us, in the interior of the set @ — B;s(p) far from the boundary.

Theorem 4. [12][Theorem 2.14] Let Q C R™ be an open set, and u € L>°(Q) satisfy:
—Au(zr) = g(x)

for x € Q. Then u e C:1Q) and

loc
ulleriovy < C (14 |ull @) + 19l )
for Ve Q where C' = C(distmin (V,00)).



Theorem 5. [12, Theorem 2.17] Let Bf = {(x,y) € B1(0) : y > 0} and u € L>=(B{") such that:
—Au(z) = g(x)
for x € B, Assume also that ul{y—oy = 0 in the Sobolev trace sense. Then:

||D2u||Loo(B? < CO+lull o sy + N9ll e 51))-

These other two theorems will be used for analysing the blowup sequence (I0) and its limit both close to
0B1(0) and in the interior of K (given by (IIl)).

2.4 Other results

Using properties of how the complementary Hausdorff distance relates to the continuity of eigenvalues (see
for instance [2, Sections 4.6, 4.7]), we know that the function:

(0,p) €]0,€[xQ = A5 1= M (2 — Bs(p))
is continuous. With this we can prove the first lemma.

Lemma 6. There exists € > 0, small enough and C > 0, such that for all § < € and p € Q satisfying
Bs(p) C Q, then Asp, = M (Q — Bs(p)) < C.

Lemma 7. If we extend us, by zero to R? —Q, then:
—Augs, < Aspusp in R?,
where we extend us, by zero to R* — Q.
Lemma 8. There ezists C > 0 such that for 6 < € and p such that Bs(p) C 2, then:
l[uspllL= (@) < C.

Proof. From Lemma [§] we concude that us, is uniformly bounded in Hg (). Also that there exists C' > 0
such that:
—Ausp < Cusp.

By use of a Brezis-Krato argument, we derive uniform L>°(€2) bounds. O
We will call the family of eigenfunctions:

Fs ={usp : Bs(p) C Q,us,) first eigenfunction of Q — Bs(p)} (20)

Now we will estimate the derivatives of the eigenfunctions us, close to the boundary. For this we will
use a comparison principle, and compare with the solution vg € H}(2) of the problem:

—AUQ =1.

This solution satisfies vg > 0 in §2. Also this solution is regular, in particular it is Lipschitz continuous in
Q, thus there exists C' > 0 such that for all z,y € Q) we have:

lva(x) —va(y)| < Llz —yl.
Lemma 9. There exists C > 0 such that for all 6 < € and usp € F5, © € Q and y € 092 then:
|usp(z) — usp(y)] = lusp(2)] < Cly — .

In particular for all x € Q:
lus p(z)] < Cdist(z, 09).



Proof. By Lemma [6] and [§] there exists C' such that for all us, € Fs:
—Au&p <C.

Thus —Aus, < C = —CAvg in Q—Bs(p). Since Cvgla—p;p) = 0 = uspla—Bs(p), by the maximum principle
we conclude that:
usp < Cug.

From this, if y € 99 and x € Q) then:
us.p(z)] < Clua(z)| = Clua(z) — valy)| < CL[z —yl.
O

We remind of the definition of V given by [{@]). We will use the above Theorem Bl to conclude the following
lemma:

Lemma 10. For every € >0 and d > 0, there exists p > 0 such that, if Bs(p) C V; then:
lus,p — uallero-v,) <e.
Proof. Given d > 0, we suppose that Bs(p) C V%. This implies that us, satisfies the equation:
—Ausp = Asplsp in Q— V%.
Using Theorem [3] inductively, for each m, there exists C' depending on d and m, such that:

[us,pllzm@-vy) < Csplluspllam-2-v,) + [uspllr2)-
2

By Lemma [ there exists 6 > 0 and C' > 0 such that, if § < 6, then As,p < C. Using this fact and induction,
we conclude that there exists C' > 0 depending on d and m such that:

[wspl| zrm(@-vy) < C. (21)
Again using Theorem [3] since:
—A(u[;)p — UQ) = Ag,pu(;p — )\1 (Q)UQ in Q— Vg,
there exists C depending on d and m, such that:
||u5,p - uQHHm(Q—Vd) < O(||>\6,pu6,p - Al(Q)uQHHm*Z(QfVQ) + ||U6,p - UQHLQ(Q—VQ))
2 2

< O((Aé,p - Al(Q)”|u5,p||Hm*2(QfV%) + /\1(Q)||u6,p - UQHHmf?(vag) + ||u6,p - UQ||L2(Q—V%))'

We can use induction on this argument and equation (2I)), we can conclude that if § < & and Bs(p) C Va,
there exists C' = C(d, m) such that:

llusp = uollam@-va) < C((Asp = A (@) + llusp = uallz2@-vy)). (22)
Now we notice that by the results in |2, Sections 4.6, 4.7], if
dn, — 0 and dist(9Q, By, (pn)) — 0,
since the complementary Hausdorff difference:
H(Q,Q— Bs, (pn)) = 0

then:
||un — UQHHl(Q) — 0.



Thus for all 0 < ¢, there exists 0 < p < min{%, 5} small enough, such that if:
Bs(p) C V3,
then

€
lusp = unllm@ < 50 Asp— () < 5=, §<.

From equation (22)) we conclude:
l|usp — uallam@-v,) < e

so for m big enough the Sobolev embedding will imply that:
lus,p — ualler@-vy) <
so for € small enough the proof follows. O

Lemma 11. There exists d > 0, such that for every 0 < d < d, there exists p > 0 such that, if Bs(p) C Vj,
and x € Voq — Vg then:

and

where ug € H} () is the first eigenfunction of the set §).

Proof. By Hopf’s Lemma, since € is C2, for all p € 92 we have that:

(52) 0r>0

Since ug € C1(9), there exists A > 0 such that:

Since ug € C2(Q), there exists d > 0 small enough such that, for every d < d:

A dist(z, 09Q)
2 [ N

uq () 5
for all x € Voy. In particular for x € Vo4 — Vz we have:
Ad

Now we use Lemma [0 to conclude that there exists p > 0, such that if Bs(p) C V;, and us), €
HY(Q — Bs(p)) is the first eigenfunction of Q — Bs(p), then:

Ad
|us.p — ual|lp=@-v,) < s (24)

Using equations (23) and ([24)) implies that for = € Vaq — V4 we have:

concluding the proof. O



Lemma 12. For all C > 0, there exist 6 > 0 and 0 > 0 such that for all < 0, § < 5, if & > 0 satisfies:
22 < C5 + Co0*r = 1 <2060, (25)
2 <O+ Céx =  x <206 (26)
Proof. We choose § > 0 such that for all § < ¢ then C62 < C2. If z > 2C66% and 62 < }, then:

2% — C80%x = x(x — C60%) > C25%0* > C5*0*

and so
22 > C5*0* + Co6%x.

Thus if inequality ([25) is satisfied, then z < 20§62
On the other hand if > 2C§ then:

z(x — C8) > 20262,

If 62 < 2C then:
z(x — C068) > 2C%5°% > Co*,

and so 22 < C6* 4+ Céx can not be satisfied. This proves the second part of the statement. O

3 Upper bound of bottom integral

This section is devoted to proving the following proposition:

Proposition 13. There exist 0y := 0o(Q) > 0 and C = C(6y) such that for all 0 < 0y there exists 6 =
5(2,00,0) > 0 such that if 6 < & and dist(Bs(p), 0Q) < §% given the set:

C, :={z € 0B;s(p) : (v.,ey) < —cos()}, (27)

then:

/ Ousp sy | < csp2.
C

ov 0Oy

o
Proof. We assume without loss of generality that the interior unit normal at z(p) is e, and that z(p) = (0,0).
Also by the fact that the boundary is C2, there exists a § and C' > 0 independent of p, such that for all

0 <4
[—6, 6] x [<6,0] N Q — Bs(p) C [—6,8] x [-Cé2, 4], (28)

and that the interior normal v, for z € 9Q N [—6, 8] x [0, §] satisfies:
(Vz,ey) > 0. (29)

Let:
dsp = dist(99, Bs(p))-

Define the set:
Qs.0.p = {(z,y) € Q= Bs(p) : —dsin(d) <z < §sin(f); —C6? <y <ds,+ 35— dcos(h)}.
Notice that if 6y > 0 is small enough, if 6 < 6, then:
1 — cos(6) < 267
If ds,, < 62 this implies that:

Qs.0.p C [—0sin(0), 5sin(0)] x [~Cs2, 6% 4 5267 (30)

10



B;s(p)

Ve

\ [—5, 8] x [—652,5]
z(p) = (0, 0) .

Figure 3

Claim 14. There exist 0 and 6 > 0 such that if § < and 0 < 6 then:

dus,, O
/ T T iyt < 2 / Vg |*dy + 2 / Vs p[*dy.
; Qs.0.pN{e=—35in(8)} Qs.0.pN{o=0sin(0)}

dy Ov
Let S1 = {z = —dsin(0)} NQs.9,, and S2 = {x = dsin()} N Qs,¢,p. Using integration by parts we obtain
that:

Oug . Ous
As, / Us.p—2E = —/ dlv(V—’p)u& (31)
g Qs.6,p ? ay Qs.0,p ay ?
[ G Tus) - [ usu v (32)
= B 5, - 5, . .
Qs,0,p Ay P S1US> b dy
Since — diV(Vag‘;’p) )\5,,, ay , applying integration by parts again to ([B2]), we obtain:

Oug Oug Oug Ous
)‘5717/ Us,p p) P — )‘5717/ Us,p p) -2 +/ p) )p<v“5,p7’/> _/ usp(V ) L v),
Qévevp Y QJ,@,p Y aQJ,G,p Y S1US2 )

equivalently:

8u5,, / 8u5,,
—— (Vus p,v) — us p(V = vy=0 33
‘/BQS,S,T, ay < D > $1USs P< 8y > ( )

(9@5)9)1, =S, USU C(; U (Q5797p N 8(2)

When v is the exterior normal to 9Q at (Qs,g,, N ), we know there exists 5 > 0 such that, if § < 4, then
equation (29)) is satisfied. This implies that since us,, is positive that:

We have that:

0
(Vusp,v) S0, Z5E(2,y) 20 ¥(a,y) € Qsop 100,
Thus we conclude that:
8u5 P
——(Vusp,v) <0. (34)
(@s.0,009) OV
If v, is the exterior normal of Qs p, then for z € Si, we have that:
8u5 82u5
\Y% ;P7 z] — ;P7
< Jy va) 0xdy
and for z € Ss:
<Vau&p,l/z> _ 82u(s,p'
dy 0xdy

11



) ) ) § — & cos(9) < 2802
[—dsin(), 5 sin(0)] x [-C6?, ds,p + 6(1 — cos(0))] —= Q5,9,p - ds, < 52

Figure 4: Image of Q5,6

Since:

6U5 D / (92U5 P / 62u5 P
— us (V——"= 1) = U = dy — U =d
~/91US2 57P< 8y > S 8,p 8y817 Y S, 4,p 8y817 Y

and

/ (9’(1454) <VU57;D,V> :/ (9’(1454) 8U57p_/ (9’(1454) 8u6’pdy+/ 811,57;0 8u§1pdy+/ 8u(;7p
9Qs5,0,p dy c; Oy Ov s, Oy Ox s, Oy Ox (Qs,0,,NON) dy

2

substituting inequality ([B4) in (B33]) we obtain:

(Vusp,v)

8u5 6U5 62u5 6U5 8u5 62u5 6U5 8u5
0< — p OUsp / P P 2\ g / _ P P 2\ du.
- /c dy ov ~ Js, (u(s,p Oyox dy Ox vt S5 o Oyox + dy Ox 4

0
Applying integration by parts in the 1 dimensional integrals in S;, we also have that:

(92U5 D 6U5 8u5 6U5 6U5 8u5
Py = P _ P 7Pd — _ P P
/ [us.p Ox los, s, O0r Oy 4 s, Or Oy

since for z € 95, usp(z) = 0. From this we obtain

8u5 P 6U5 D / 8u5 P 6U5 D / 6U5 D 8u5 D
_ Z 9P 7 0P ~ _9 2 %P Z 70D g 2 %P 770D g
/C oy Ov — s, Or Oy v s, Or Oy Y

[

If < Z,and 6 < 6, then Jo- Ousp % < 0, and so we have:
o

dy
/ (9’(1454) 811,57;0 d?‘[l
C

< 2/ |Vus, |2dy+2/ |Vus | *dy,
dy Ov Qs.6.pN{z=—6sin(0)} b Qs.6.pN{z=65in(0)} b

6

finishing the proof.

Claim 15. There exist 6 > 0 and C > 0 such that for all 0 < 0, there exists 5(9, Q) such that if &
dist(Bs(p), 0) < §2, then:

/ |Vus,|? < C66*
Qs,0,p

12
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Consider a non-negative function ¢ € C* such that:

¢|Q(5,9,p =1, 0<¢<1

supp(¢p) C [—20sin(0), 2 sin(9)] x [—2d sin(h), 26 sin(6)], (35)
Vol < 5. (36)

By testing us,, with us,¢? € H} (2 — Bs(p)) we obtain:

[ (Fus Vus) 6 = [(Vus F06%) = 2 [ (Vs Tohuspo < Xsy [ 18,6% +2 [ Vs, [Volus,

. N _ (37)
There exists § > 0, § and C' > 0 such that if § < § and 0 < 0 such that if dist(Bs(p), Q) < 42, then equation
(30) is satisfied, and from (3], we conclude that for any z € supp(¢) N — Bs(p) we have that:

dist(z, 0Q) < C8% + 266> 38
(

In particular we have that: R
|supp(¢) N Q — Bs(p)| < (466)(C5* + 2562). (39)

since |sin(f)| < 6, and:
supp(¢) NQ — Bs(p) C [~20sin(h), 26 sin(8)] x [-C62, 6% + 2067].
By Lemma [ and equation (B8]), there exists C' > 0 such that, for all z € supp(é) N Q — Bs(p) we have:
usp(2) < C(CH? + 2662). (40)

Using Lemma [0l and equations [B9) and ({#0), we conclude that there exists C' > 0 such that:
As.p / uj ,¢* < C(C6? + 260)%450. (41)

With the above and equation (B6), we also have that there exists C' > 0 such that:

450(C5? + 2662)* (C82 +256%)3
[rvatat, < G <0

Now choose & small enough depending on 6 such that 6 < 02 If § < &, then we have that for some C > 0:
396
/|V¢|2 < C— < C5%0° < 05%0%. (42)

for 0 < 1. Substituting {@Il) and {@2) in @7) implies:
/<vu§,p, Vusp)¢® < C(6% 4 266)%2560 + 2(/ (Vs p)26%) % ( /|v¢|2u5p )2
< 05*0* + C30%( / (Vs p, Vs p)$%) 2

Let o = ([(Vusp, Vusp)$?)7. Then we have that:
z® < C§'0* + Co6%a.
By Lemma [[2] there exists § and § such that if § < § and 6 < 6 such that:

( / (Vg p, Vs p) %) < 20662,

This finishes the proof.
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Claim 16. Let §(0,Q) be the constant from Claim[13. There exist 0o > 0 and C' > 0 (independent of 0 and
§) such that, for all 6 €]0,6[ and 6 < §(0,Q), there exists 0 €]0,20] such that:

/ Vs p|*dy < C56%;
Qéyéypﬂ{m:—ésin(G)}

/ Vs pPdy < C56%;
Q5.5 ,{z=0sin(0)}

g(s) = / |Vu(;7p|2dy.
Qs,20N{x=5s}

6 sin(20)
/ |Vus,p|? = / g(s)ds.
Q5,20 —dsin(20)

For § < 5(6‘, ), by Lemma [TH] there exists C' > 0 independent of § and # such that

Let:

Then:

6 sin(20)
/ |Vus,p|? = / g(s)ds < C5%0*.
Qs,20

—4sin(20)

Thus we have that:
|{s € [~6sin(26),6sin(20)] : g(s) > Cs6°}| < 66

Thus if 6y is small enough, by a measure argument (since |[§ sin(6), d sin(26)]| > 16 > 662 for small ), there
must exist 6 €]6, 20[ such that:
g(8sin(0)) < C66%;  g(—dsin(0)) < C562.

This shows the claim.
To conclude the proof of Proposition 3] by Claim [I8] there exist 6y and C' > 0, such that for all § < 6
and 0 < 6(£2,26), there exists 6 €], 26[, such that:

/ Vs p|Pdy < €62,
Qs 5M{z=—0sin(0)}

/ Vg p|Pdy < C56°.
Qs 5MN{z=dsin(0)}

6u5p8u5,, 1
X
/c Jdv Oy &

Applying Claim [I4] we conclude:
< 4C56?

6

6u5p8u5,, 1
%P Z70P g
/c v 0Oy ”

Since # < 0 we have:

< < 40662

v Yy

/ 6U57p 8u5,p d'HI
c 0

o 6

concluding the proof. O

4 Non trivial integral for Blowup

Let p = (ps,py) € Q. For any M, d,d > 0, we define:

N W

Parsalp) = {<w,y> W (py+8)) > M(z — p,)? and (y — (py +6)) <

.

14



Figure 5: Image of Top,; 5 4(p) and Pars5.4(p)

3
Topas5ad) i= Patsalp) 0 {0 = oy +9) = 3}
Qé(]?) = [pm —0,ps + 6] X [pyvpy + 26]7

_ 3

Qs(p) := [ps — 6, pz + 0] X [py + iéapy + 24].
For this section we will need the following fact regarding sets with C? boundary.
Lemma 17. There exists d > 0 and M > 0 such that, for alld < d, if Bs(p) C V% , and the interior normal
at the point z(p) € 0Q is given by e, then:

Topas,5,a(p) C Vaa — Va.
The aim of this section is to prove the following:

Proposition 18. There exists M,d > 0 such that for all d < d, there exist & > 0 and p > 0 such that if
Bs(p) C Vj, then

50t < L uj (43)

Qs(p)

Proof. Given M, 6,d > 0 consider vs, q € H*(Pars,4(p)) the smooth solution in Py s4(p) and satisfying the
boundary conditions:
Avspa =0, on  Puysa(p) (44)

Vs pa =0, on {(y—(p,+0)) =M _p1)2} (45)

Ad T [2M
Ué,p,d(fﬂay) = s CoS (5 g(m - Io)) , on TOPM,&,d(p)-

Claim 19. There exist M, p > 0 such that if Bs(p) C V;, then:
Vspd < Usp  on Parsa(p) (46)

Notice that due to Lemma [[T] given d > d > 0, we can choose > 0 such that if B (p) C V5, then:

Ad

v57107d|T0pM,5,d(P) < ] < u57P|TOPM,5,d(P)'

15



Thus
U57P7d|8PM,6,d(ZD) < u57P|3PM,5,d(P)
and
—A(u(;,p — ’U(;’pﬁd) >0

in Pass.4(p), and so by maximum principles, we conclude that:

U5,P,d|PA1,5,d(P) < u57P|PM,5,d(ZD)' (47)

We fix such a d > 0 for the rest of this section.
Since Py 5,4(p) is simply a translation of Py q = Par,4(0,0), and if v : Pps g — R is the harmonic function
having the boundary conditions above, we have that vs, 4 is a translation of v, that is

Vs,p,d(2) = V(2 = (Do, Py + 0)). (48)
Claim 20. For M,d,p as in Claim[I4 and d < d, there exist & > 0 and p > 0, such that if Bs(p) C V5,

then:

/ 57p7d > 56t
Par,s5,a(p)NQs (p)

By the observation of equation (48], we only need to prove that there exists & > 0 such that:

/ v > 564,
Pura

We can apply Hopf’s Lemma to conclude that there exists ¢ > 0, depending on M and d such that:

g%@LO)ZC. (49)

Using C? continuity of v in Py q close to (0,0), there exists 6 > 0 small enough, such that for § < §, we
have that:

RLEE (50)

in
z€ Py, dﬂ 6y 2

With this, for (zo,y0) € Paa(p) N[—6,5)2 satlsfymg yo > 2 5, we obtain using (B0):

¥ du(zo, y) c 2 c 0 2
= 0T gy > —(yo — P ,
otan) = [ 0By > S - Mad) > §(G M) (51)
0
Choose é > 0 small enough satisfying M < i, such that for § < § and z¢ € [—9, 8] we have:
Max2 < M§? < Mbs < g (52)
Using (BI) and (B2) we conclude that for (zo,y0) € [6,6] x [50,4]:
c
v(wo, Yo) > g (53)
Since Par,q(p) is a parabola, there exists 6 > 0 small enough such that for all § < § and z < §, we have:
1
Mz? < =6
- < 5%
that is .
[_67 5] X [_57 6] - PM,d(p) N [_57 6]2 (54‘)
Using (B3) and (B4]), we conclude that there exists & = %‘f—2 = g5 > 0, such that:

/’ 3 pd t/ > G564,
@Am . 66xP66

There exists § > 0 small enough such that, if Bs(p) C Vj, then § < & and equation (@7) is satisfied.
Applying Claims [[9 and 20, we directly obtain (43]). O
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P s,a(p)

Qs(p) =[-8+ Pz, §+pa] X [py + 26, py

Pur,s5,a(p) N Qs (p)

Qs(p)

Figure 6: Image of Qs(p) and Q;(p)

5 Blow Up Argument

This section is divided in two subsections. The first one is dedicated to prove a positivity result for the side
integrals (I3]), that is in the set (I9). This is done by a contradiction argument, by constructing a blowup
and studying it to achieve contradiction. In the first subsection most of the blowup construction is done. In
the second section one proves a result about the top integral in ([I4]), also by contradiction using the blowup.

5.1 Side Integrals

Let 0o €]0, 5[ be a given angle, and define the sets:
Ay :={z € 0Bs(p) : —cos(By) < (z — p,ey) < cos(bp); (z —p,ez) > 0};
Ag :={z € 0Bs(p) : —cos(By) < (z —p, ey) < cos(by); (z —p,ez) <0}
In this section, we will prove the following theorem:

Proposition 21. There ezists 8y > 0 such that for all 6y < 8y, there exists € := €(2,00), such that if:
§ <&  distyin(Bs(p),0Q) < 62,

then:
Ous p

OUsp .11
—=dH" >0,
a4, Ov 0Oy

Ousyp sy g~ ¢,
a4, Ov 0Oy -

To prove this, we will proceed by contradiction. So we suppose there exists a sequence u, := u, such
that for all n we have:
Ouy, Oy, . 4 . 9
— —dH <0; 6, —0; dy:=disti(9Bs, (pn),00) < d:. (55)
a4, Ov Oy
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We consider a blowup of this sequence given by:
Unp
Up(x) = 6—(5nx + pn). (56)

_ Pn—2(pn)

We suppose without loss of generality for all the section that p, = 0 and that e, = 2 where z(p) is

defined in section 2.1. Recall that the set K defined by equation (IT).

Lemma 22. There exists a non-trivial v € H} (K) such that up to a subsequence:

ﬂn —\Hl

loc

(K) V.

Moreover, v is harmonic in K, v > 0, vlgg = 0. For any K' € int(K) compactly contained, there exists
C = C(K') such that:
sup ||Vﬂn||L2(K/) S C,
n

and for any R > 0,
sup [|un|| Lo (B (0)) < +00

Proof. First we notice that the sets %(Q — Bs, (pn)) will converge to K due to hypothesis (B3] and the fact
that 9 is C?. In particular for any compact set K’ C int(K), there exists N big enough such that for all
n > N we have: )

K'c 5 (@ = Bs, (pn)).
Also we prove that:

S?LpHEnHHl(K/) < Fo0.

This will prove that there exists v € H} (K), and a subsequence such that u, —HL (K) V-
By Lemma[d since z(p,) € 99, there exists C' > 0 such that:
U
() = 5—:
where we use the fact that |p, — z(pn)| < 26, for n big enough. This implies that @, is uniformly bounded
in L°(K’) and so it also is in L?(K’) since it is compact.
Now we will prove that for all K/ C K, there exists a subsequence such that:

1
(5n33 +pn) < 6_O|5nI + (pn - Z(pn))| < O|I| +2C,

sup ||V || 2 (k) < +oo0.
To prove this we consider a test function ¢ € C°(K) such that for some C > 0:
Ol =1; [V <C; 0<¢<1, [{o>0}<C.

Thus considering the rescaling ¢, (z) := ¢(x/d,) we have that:
C
Vénl < 575 [{dn > 0} = {o > 0}j0} < Co7 (57)

Now we test the equation of u,, against u,¢2 to obtain:

/ |Vun|?¢2de = Xs, p, / u2 ¢ dr — 2 / (Vi, V) tydndx (58)
Q Q Q
< Asppn / w7 da + 2| |fn Vi || 2(0) | [un Vén | 2(0), (59)
Q
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where in the last inequality we used Hélder’s inequality. Now by the conditions of ¢,, in (51), Lemma [0l and
Lemma [0 there exists some C' > 0 such that, for all z € {¢,u,, > 0} we have u,(z) < Cd,, As, p, < C and
(B7) are satisfied, and so we conclude that there exists M = max{C3,C%} > 0 such that:

Moy [ Wi6hdn < €262 (6, > 0)| < P61 < M5
Q

1 5
[unVon|lr20) < {dn > 0} - [|unllze (4, >0n [V nllLe((p,>0p) < C2n < M0,
Thus by setting z,, = |[¢nVun||12(q) and substituting in (59) the previous inequalities, we obtain:

3:3I < M(Sf; + Mépxy,.
From this inequality, the fact that §,, — 0 and Lemma [I2] there exists N > 0 big enough such that, for all
n > N:
/ Vun|2 < 22 < (2M5,)2.
S K’

Now we have that:
1 (2M6,,)?

Jovar =g [ VP < S5k < ey,

proving the uniform bound.
This implies that there exists v € H} (K) and a subsequence 1, (which we leave with the same label),
such that:

En AHI

loc

(K) V.

Since U, > 0 this implies v > 0. Also since U, € H} (5= (2 — Bs, (pn))) this implies that:
U|6K =0.

To prove the harmonicity of v, let ¢ € C°(K). For n big enough, we have that supp(¢p) C i (Q— Bs, (pn))-
Thus:

/ (Vu, Vip)dx = lim/<Vﬂn, V)de = —lim/AUn¢d$
K n n
= —lim 6n/Aun(5nx + pn)Y(x)dz = lim 6, A5, p, /un(énx + pp)(z)dz — 0,

since 0, — 0, ||uyn ||z~ and As, p, is uniformly bounded by Lemma [§ and [6l and ¢ has compact support.
Finally we prove that v is non-trivial. By Lemma 20 there exists o > 0, such that:

| u? > 063,
Qs,, (Pn)
This implies that:
/ _ ﬂi > 0.
% Qs,, (pn)
We have that the sets: )
5_Q6(pn)

n

are exactly equal to:
3
[—1,1] x [5,2] C int(K).

Thus by the weak convergence in H'([—1,1] x[2,2]), we have that u, converges strongly in L*([—1,1] x [3, 2])

we conclude:
/ v2:lim/ 63120>0.
[7111]X[%72] n {7171]X[%72]
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Lemma 23. There exists C > 0 such that the function v from Lemma[22 satisfies

oz, )] < Cly + 1), v(@,y) =v(=2,y). (60)
for all (z,y) € K

Proof. First we prove the inequality. Let (z,y) € K be an interior point. For n big enough we have that
(z,y) € iQ. The tangent space at z(pn) is T.(p, 02 = {(z,y) : y = —|2(Pn) — Pnl}-

Since the boundary Q is C?, there exists C' > 0 (independent of (z,y)), and a point (§,z,y,) € I
such that dist((0n2,Yn), T(p,)00) < Clz|262, that is |y, + |2(pn) — pal| < C|z[?62. We also notice that
|Z(pn) - pn' =0p + 0(5721)

We can use this boundary point and use Lemma [0 to conclude

T, y) = U(5n§w,y)) < %Mx’y) — G| < Clony + |2(pn _p")|5_ (Yn + 12(Pn) — Pnl)l (61)
< Cly + 1|+ CO(5,) + CC|z|?5,. (62)
and so taking the limit we conclude that
v(z,y) < Cly +1]. (63)
We now prove the symmetry property. Given a radius R consider the sets given by:
Vi.,r := KN Bgr(0,-1)N{z > 0}
Vo,r :== KN Bgr(0,-1)N{z < 0}
We now consider the function f : Vi g — R given by:
f(@,y) = v(z,y) —v(=2,y).
Notice that by the definition of this function we have:
flovi r—8Br(0,-1) = 0.
The function is harmonic in V4 z and by Lemma 23] there exists C' > 0 such that:
(2, y)] < 2C|(2,y) = (0,-1)] < 2CR (64)

for (z,y) € 9BR(0,—1) N K. Now define the sets given by

< <(I,y+1),61>. _

1
(zy+D] "~ 2

Fli={(z,y) eR*:2>0; y>-1}CF

Fo= {(x,y)ERQ:—% SM}

(@, y + 1)

We have that F is a cone at the point (0, —1) with an angle o« = 5 +2% < 7 since cos(%) = 1. Let h: F - R
be the positive harmonic function given by:

h(r.6) = 17g(0),

20 0(5)-0(3+7) -0

and r and 6 are the radius and angle measured from the point (0,—1). Also since a@ < 7 we have that v > 1.
We have that ¢ = minge(p, =) g(f) > 0. Now define the function given by:

where:

— 2
hr(r,8) := Och(r, 9),
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which satisfies
2CRY¢(0)

Ry—1¢
Thus we conclude that —hglov, , < flovin < hrlov, . Since both of these are harmonic, by maximum
principle we have that:

hr(r,0)| FrooBr(-1,0) = > 2CR > |f(=z,y)|.

—hr(2) < f(2) < hg(2).

for all z € V; g. Since 7 > 1, we have that hr — 0 uniformly on compact sets as R — oo, and thus f = 0
proving that v(z,y) = x,y). O

(_
Lemma 24. Let w = (%, 0). There exists a constant C > 0 independent of n such that:

sup |V, (w)| < C.

Proof. We start by noticing that for n big enough, the ball B1 (w) is contained in the domain of @,. Now
define the function given by:

Un(2) 1= Tp(2) — Up(w) — (V,(w), z — w).

We have that:
Avy(2) = =62 s, pulin(z) < 0.

Thus if we define: )

0B, Jon, (w)

on(r) : vpdH?

then: )
/ 1
o (r) = —/ AvpdH® <0.
|0B| J 5, (w)

Since v, (0) = 0 this implies that:

/ vpdH <0 (65)
IB,(w)
for all r €]0, 1. After a rotation, we assume without loss of generality that Vi, (w) = —ay,(1,0). We then
have that: 9
Uy,
- =0.
5 (@)
Also we have that: 5 P
v U
A" = §2 -
8$ (Z) 577,A5n7pn ax (Z)

By Lemma 22, since Bi1(w) C int(K), there exists C' > 0 such that:
||Vﬂn||L2(lei(w)) <C
From Holder’s inequality we then conclude that for r €]0, ;[:
(w)) < C7. (66)

V|l L1 (B, (w)) < IXBw)llz2(B, () VnllL2(B

Bl
Bl

Now define: ) 5
v
On(r) = —— —dHt.
") |0B:| Jop, (w) 0

Using (66) and Lemma [, we conclude:

1 vy,
|8BT| B, (w) ox

1

ou
< o 5o N5 |
|0B, | /Br(w) P

G| 52 ST o102,
ox

16/,(r)] = = 0 9B,

21



replacing C by C|0Bj|? if necessary. Since Vv, (w) = 0, integrating the previous equation, we have for all
r €]0, 1[:
1 ovy,

05,1 Jos o) 8—de1 = ¢n(r) < C62|0B|r = C62|0B,|.

ov, / " / Oy, 1 / " [ |0Bs] Oy, 4
-— = —H | ds < —H" | ds
~/BT(w) Ox 0 ( 9B, (w) 0T ) o \10Bs| Jp,(w) Oz

T 5 )
= / (Ca219B,[2) ds = C2lOP1
0

Thus we obtain:

Using integration by parts we also have that:

o, / _CEoB
Ovn _ o (2) (1) odHY < Z0nI9D1 5 67
/Br(w) Ox 9B, (w) (2)(0=) 3 (67)

Summing equations (3] and (G1) we obtain:

2 2
/ v (2)(1 + (vp).)dH! < 705"|8B1| rs,
OB, (w) 3

_ (mw)s
T |rw]

where (v;), is the = coordinate of the outer normal v of dB|._, (w) at z. Also since @, are

positive in B (w) we have:
n(2) = =Un(w) — (VUy, 2 — w) = —Up(w) + an(z — w),.
Defining a,, = Uy (w), we obtain:

2 2 _
Mrﬁ > / (—an + an(z — w)y) (1 4 w> dH:
3 9B, (w) |z — wl

r|0By|

(z—w
— 2 7

2
- / —ap + 0n ): dH' = —an|0B;| + an

OB, (w) |z — w]
where we have used symmetry of (z — w), in dB,(w). Since this is true for all n € R, since §,, — 0 and
an = Tp(w) is uniformly bounded by Lemma 22 if «,, = |V@,(w)| = oo the inequality above cannot hold,
thus there exists C' > 0 such that for all n € N we have:

|V, (w)| < C,
concluding the proof. O

We can apply Theorem [l to conclude the following
Lemma 25. Let v be the function from Lemmal[22 and define the subset of K :

V :={(z,y) € B2(0) — B1(0) : y > — cos(bo)}.

Then:
||Vﬂn — VUHLOO(V) — 0.

Proof. Using theorem [l and a change of variables, since:
—Au, = )‘Jmpn Onln,
we can conclude that there exists C' > 0 such that in the set V' we have:

|1 D*tn || oo vy < C (1 + |[Tnl| Lo (Ba(0)=B1(0)) + | X6, 9 OnTin || oo (B2 (0)=B1 (0))) - (68)
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B (077)

Figure 7

Also, by Lemma 22 we can conclude that there exists C' > 0 such that ||ty ||z~ (B,(0)-B,(0)) < 2C. Thus

|| D%y || oo (v is uniformly bounded. Now given the point w = (2,0) € V, by Lemma 24 we can conclude
that there exists C' > 0 such that:
[V, (w)] < C. (69)

for all n. Combining (G8)) and (69)) we can conclude that there exists C' > 0 such that:
|V || e vy < C. (70)

From (G8)), by Sobolev inequalities, we know that @, are uniformly Lipschitz in V, and by (0) we know
that they are also uniformly bounded in V. Thus using Ascoli-Arzela’s Theorem, there exists a subsequence
V@, (which we leave with the same label) such that it converges uniformly in V' (and by unicity of limits it
must be Vv). From the convergence above and by Lemma 22 we conclude that:

[IVin — Vol[pee vy =0,
finishing the proof. O

Now we construct a blowdown sequence from the function v. Let R, > 2 be a sequence such that
R, — +o0.
We will construct the following blowdown sequence of the harmonic function v, given by:
. 1
U’"«(xay) = R_U(Rn(xv y) + (03 _1))

mn

Lemma 26. There exist 0 : {(z,y) : y > 0} = R such that:

[[Vin — Vo[ Loo (B2 (0)- (B1 (0)ufy>0}) — 0,

and some o > 0 such that:
o(z,y) = ay.

Proof. Let D := B3(0) — (B1(0) U {y > 0}).
By Theorem [B since v is harmonic, we can conclude that there exists C' > 0 such that:

[[D*n]| Lo (Banp) < C (14 |[tnl|L=(D)) - (71)

Also using Lemma we can conclude that there exists C' > 0 such that ||0,||p~pp) < 2C, and so
|| D%5y || o (B, p) is uniformly bounded. Also given the point w = (v/3/2,v/3/2) € By (0) — B1(0), since @,
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are positive and harmonic, we can do a proof similar to Lemma[24] to conclude that there exists C' > 0 such
that:
sup | Vo, (w)| < C. (72)
n

From equation (72) and the uniform bound of || D?%,|| Loo(Bf —By(0)) We must have that Vv, must converge
in the uniform topology in By (0) — B1(0). Generalizing this argument, substituting B1(0) by B.(0) a smaller
ball, we can also conclude that:

n P H, () ©
where ¥ is harmonic in the upper half plane H and ¥|sg = 0. From Lemma 23 we have that o, (x,y) < Cy.

Thus, since 0 is positive and it satisfies a bound o(x,y) < Cy, from the fact it is harmonic, we can conclude
that:

o(z,y) = ay
for some a > 0. From the uniform convergence of the gradients the proof follows. O
Lemma 27. Let v be the function from Lemmal2d. We must have that:

v

— >0

5g (1Y) 2

for x >0 and (z,y) € K defined in equation (II)).

Proof. By Lemma 23] we must have:
v
—(0 =0.
500 Y)

Also since v is positive, and v(z,—1) = 0, for > 0 we must have:

ov

— — > (.

Also for (z,y) € dB1(0) we have:
81;( ) =0
20 T,y) =Y.

Given the sequence R,, — oo, define:
Dy :={z=20}n{y = -1} N Bz, (0) — B1(0).
If we prove that:
. . v
lim inf — >
" (2,9)€0By p (0)N{y>—1;220} 00

since % is harmonic we conclude that:

v
inf — >0 73
(z,;I)IGDn ol (:E7 y) -7 ( )

for all n. From Lemma there exists a > 0 such that we have that:

Vv = aeyllr=@py, ©nty>-13) = IVon = aeyHLOO(BB%(O,ﬁ)ﬁ{yNJ}) — 0.
Thus in particular:
v 0
H% ~ale, %(m,y)> L=(©@By  ()n{y>—1}) 0
Since (ey, %(z,y)> > 0 for points (x,y) with > 0, we conclude:
B 0B, Btz 1620) %(I’ v) =0
Thus we conclude equation (73)) is satisfied for all n. and because R,, — oo, this concludes the proof. o
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Lemma 28. There exists v > 0 such that for
z € Ay = {(z,y) € 9B1(0) : —cos(fo) < ((2,y), ey) < cos(b);z > 0}

we have:
0%v (2) >
d0ov =7

Proof. Using Hoépf’s Lemma, Lemma 27 and the fact that v is non-trivial (which implies % is non-trivial),

we conclude that for (z,y) € 9B1(0) with z > 0 we must have:

8%v 0%v

m(%y) = m(%y) > 0.

Thus using C? continuity in the set A}, we conclude that there exists y > 0 such that for all (z,y) € {(z,y) €
0B1(0) : —cos(By) < {(z,y),ey) < cos(bp);z > 0} we have:

0%v (.y) >
—(z .
a6ov Y =1
O
Now we conclude the proof Proposition 211
Proof. By Lemma 28 we conclude that in the set A}, there exists ¢ > 0 such that:
dv O ov\*
/ GUIY iy :/ <—”) (ey, V)AH' > ¢ > 0.
A, Ov oy Aar \Ov
This is the case since (%)2 increases as 6 increases and (e, ) is an odd function in 6.
By the convergence from Lemma 25, we conclude that for n > N where N is big enough we have:
Ju,, ou
il U5 TR 74
/ , v Oy (74)
but this implies that
Oy, Ouy,
/ Oun n a1 < g
a4, Ov Oy
in contradiction with the initial hypothesis (B2]). This concludes the proof reaching contradiction. O

5.2 Top Integral Lower Bound

In this section we prove the following proposition:

Proposition 29. If § €]0, 5[, there evists 6 > 0 and ¢ > 0 depending only on Q such that if § < & and

distynin (0Bs(p), 0Q) < 62 then:
/ <8“‘“”) (—8“54’) dH > 05
Cg’é(p) aV 8y -

Cys(p) = {Z € 9Bs(p) : E=p.y) > cos(@)} .

where:

and v is the exterior normal to Bs(p).
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Proof. The proof will be done by contradiction as in the section for the side integrals. Thus we suppose
by contradiction that there exists a sequence 6,, €]0, %[, , — 0 and p, such that dist,,i,(0Bs, (pn), 92)

satisfying:
1 % % dH! =0 (75)
0,0, ov Ay '
9 Sn (p n

By considering the blowup given by:
_ Unp,
Up(x) i= 5—(6n:v + pn),

we can use Lemmas and 28] to conclude there exists v : K — R harmonic in K such that:
Vv = V| (5 0)- B, (0)) = O (76)

where K = {(z,y) : y > —1} — B1(0). By 22 v, is a non-trivial positive harmonic function, thus by Hopf’s
Lemma, we conclude there exists ¢ > 0 such that:

sup |Vu(z)|>c¢>0 (77)
2€B;(0)

Using ([6) and ([Td), for n big enough we have that:

Oy,
— >
ov (2) =

sup
ZEC;“&” (pn)

C
D) .

This implies that for n big enough there exists a > 0 such that:

1 n n 1 _n n
(5) (&) =3 o (52) (5 ™
9n6n C;naén (pn) ov 8y 9 Ce,,,1(0) ov 8y
2 2
> (C/—)/ (ey,v)dH' > a > 0. (79)
On ey, 1(0)
We have that ([[9) contradicts the hypothesis (75), which concludes the proof. O

6 Conclusion of Theorem

Now we conclude the proof of Theorem [l

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 be the constant from Proposition 29 and C' > 0 the constant from Proposition I3l Choose
6 > 0 such that:
CO* < cd.

By Propositions 29 and I3 choose § = 6(£2, §) small enough such that for § < § and dist,ni, (0Bs(p), IQ) < 52

we have:

8u5 ous,p 6U5 D 1
3 9. >
/C+ o Oy —=dH co0; (80)
Ousp Ousp 01 2
> 0-. 1
/7 T 2Pt > —C6 (81)

Also for A = dB;s(p) — (C4 UCy ), by Proposition 21] there exists 5(6, ) small enough such that for § < &
then:

8u5 ous,p 6U5 D 1
. —=d > 0. 82
A4 Ov Oy " (82)

Combining equation (80), BI) and (82) we conclude that:

/ Ousp Nsp yy1 5 5300 — C8%) >
dB;(p) v 8y

concluding the proof. O
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