arXiv:1711.09838v1 [math.PR] 27 Nov 2017

Torsional rigidity for cylinders with a Brownian fracture

M. van den Berg School of Mathematics, University of Bristol University Walk, Bristol BS8 1TW United Kingdom

mamvdb@bristol.ac.uk

F. den Hollander Mathematical Institute, Leiden University P.O. Box 9512, 2300 RA Leiden The Netherlands

denholla@leidenuniv.nl

27 November 2017

Abstract We obtain bounds for the expected loss of torsional rigidity of a cylinder ΩL = (−L/2, L/2) × Ω ⊂ R^3 of length L due to a Brownian fracture that starts at a random point in ΩL, and runs until the first time it exits ΩL. These bounds are expressed in terms of the geometry of the cross-section Ω ⊂ R^2 . It is shown that if Ω is a disc with radius R, then in the limit as L → ∞ the expected loss of torsional rigidity equals cR^5 for some c ∈ (0, ∞). We derive bounds for c in terms of the expected Newtonian capacity of the trace of a Brownian path that starts at the centre of a ball in R^3 with radius 1, and runs until the first time it exits this ball.

AMS 2000 subject classifications. 35J20, 60G50.

Key words and phrases. Brownian motion, torsional rigidity, heat kernel, capacity.

Acknowledgment. The authors acknowledge support by The Leverhulme Trust through International Network Grant Laplacians, Random Walks, Bose Gas, Quantum Spin Systems. FdH was also supported by the Netherlands Organisation for Scientific Research (NWO) through Gravitationgrant NETWORKS-024.002.003.

1 Introduction

In Section 1.1 we formulate the problem, in Section 1.2 we recall some basic facts, in Section 1.3 we state our main theorems, and in Section 1.4 we discuss these theorems and provide an outline of the remainder of the paper.

1.1 Background and motivation

Let Λ be an open and bounded set in R^m , with boundary ∂Λ and Lebesgue measure |Λ|. Let Δ be the Laplace operator acting in L^2(R^m ). Let (β̄(s), s ≥ 0; P̄_x, x ∈ R^m ) be Brownian motion in R^m with generator Δ. Denote the first exit time from Λ by

τ̄ (Λ) = inf{s ≥ 0: β̄(s) ∈ R^m − Λ},

and the expected lifetime in Λ starting from x by

v_Λ(x) = Ē_x [τ̄(Λ)], x ∈ Λ, where Ē_x denotes the expectation associated with P̄_x. The function v_Λ is the unique solution of the equation −Δv = 1, v ∈ H^1_0 (Λ),

where the requirement v ∈ H^1_0 (Λ) imposes Dirichlet boundary conditions on ∂Λ. The function v_Λ is known as the torsion function and found its origin in elasticity theory. See for example [17]. The torsional rigidity T (Λ) of Λ is defined by

T (Λ) = ∫ Λ dx v_Λ(x). Torsional rigidity plays a key role in many different parts of analysis. For example, the torsional rigidity of a cross-section of a beam appears in the computation of the angular change when a beam of a given length and a given modulus of rigidity is exposed to a twisting moment [1], [14]. It also arises in the calculation of the heat content of sets with time-dependent boundary conditions [2], in the definition of gamma convergence [9], and in the study of minimal submanifolds [13]. Moreover, T (Λ)/|Λ| equals the expected lifetime of Brownian motion in Λ when averaged with respect to the uniform distribution over all starting points x ∈ Λ.

Consider a finite cylinder in R^3 of the form Ω_L = (−L/2, L/2) × Ω, where Ω is an open and bounded subset of R^2 , referred to as the cross-section. It follows from [5, Theorem 5.1] that T^′(Ω)L ≥ T (Ω_L) = T^′(Ω)L − 4H^2(Ω)λ^′_1(Ω)^{−3/2}, (1.1)

where H^2 denotes the two-dimensional Hausdorff measure, λ^′_1(Ω) is the first eigenvalue of the twodimensional Dirichlet Laplacian acting in L^2(Ω), and T^′(Ω) is the two-dimensional torsional rigidity of the planar set Ω.

We observe that in (1.1) the leading term is extensive, i.e., proportional to L, and that its coefficient T^′(Ω) depends on the torsional rigidity of the cross-section Ω. There is a substantial literature on the computation of the two-dimensional torsional rigidity for given planar sets Ω. See, for example, [17] and [16]. The finiteness of the cylinder induces a correction that is at most O(1).

Let (β(s), s ≥ 0; P_x, x ∈ R^m ) be a Brownian motion, independent of (β̄(s), s ≥ 0; P̄_x, x ∈ R^m ), and let τ(Λ) = inf{s ≥ 0: β(s) ∈ R^m − Λ}. (1.2)

Denote its trace in Λ up to the first exit time of Λ by

B(Λ) = {β(s): 0 ≤ s ≤ τ(Λ)}. (1.3)

In this paper we investigate the effect of a Brownian fracture B(Ω_L) on the torsional rigidity of Ω_L. More specifically, we consider the random variable T (Ω_L − B(Ω_L)), and we investigate the expected loss of torsional rigidity averaged over both the path B(Ω_L) and the starting point y, defined by

T(Ω_L) = 1 |Ω_L| ∫ Ω_L dy E_y [ T (Ω_L) − T (Ω_L − B(Ω_L)) ] , (1.4)

where E_y denotes the expectation associated with P_y.

1.2 Preliminaries

It is well known that the rich interplay between elliptic and parabolic partial differential equations provides tools for linking various properties. See, for example, the monograph by Davies [10], and [3, 4, 5, 7, 8] for more recent results. As both the statements and the proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 below rely on the connection between the torsion function, the torsional rigidity, and the heat content, we recall some basic facts.

For an open set Λ in R^m with boundary ∂Λ, we denote the Dirichlet heat kernel by p_Λ(x, y; t), x, y ∈ Λ, t > 0. The integral u_Λ(x; t) = ∫ Λ dy p_Λ(x, y; t), x ∈ Λ, t > 0, (1.5) is the unique weak solution of the heat equation ∂u ∂t (x; t) = Δu(x; t), x ∈ Λ, t > 0, with initial condition lim_{t↓0} u( · ; t) = 1 in L^1(Λ), and with Dirichlet boundary conditions u( · ; t) ∈ H^1_0 (Λ), t > 0.

We denote the heat content of Λ at time t by Q_Λ(t) = ∫ Λ dx u_Λ(x; t) = ∫ Λ dx ∫ Λ dy p_Λ(x, y; t), t > 0. (1.6) The heat content represents the amount of heat in Λ at time t when Λ has initial temperature 1 while ∂Λ is kept at temperature 0 for all t > 0. Since the Dirichlet heat kernel is non-negative and is monotone in Λ, we have 0 ≤ p_Λ(x, y; t) ≤ p_Rm(x, y; t) = (4πt)^{−m/2} e^{−|x−y|2/(4t)}. (1.7) It follows from (1.5) and (1.7) that 0 ≤ u_Λ(x; t) ≤ 1, x ∈ Λ, t > 0, and that if |Λ| < ∞, then 0 ≤ Q_Λ(t) ≤ |Λ|, t > 0. (1.8) In the latter case we also have an eigenfunction expansion for the Dirichlet heat kernel in terms of the Dirichlet eigenvalues λ_1(Λ) ≤ λ_2(Λ) ≤ . . . , and a corresponding orthonormal set of eigenfunctions {φ_{Λ,1}, φ_{Λ,2}, . . . }, namely,

p_Λ(x, y; t) = ∞∑ j=1 e^{−tλj (Λ)}φ_{Λ,j} (x)φ_{Λ,j} (y), x, y ∈ Λ, t > 0.

We note that by [10, p.63] the eigenfunctions are in L^p(Λ) for all 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. It follows from Parseval’s formula that

Q_Λ(t) = ∞∑ j=1 e^{−tλj (Λ)} (∫ Λ dx φ_{Λ,j} (x) )_2 ≤ e^{−tλ1 (Λ)} ∞∑ j=1 (∫ Λ dx φ_{Λ,j} (x) )_2 = e^{−tλ1 (Λ)} |Λ|, t > 0, (1.9) which improves upon (1.8). Since the torsion function is given by

v_Λ(x) = ∫ [0,∞) dt u_Λ(x; t), x ∈ Λ, we have that T (Λ) = ∫ [0,∞) dt Q_Λ(t) = ∞∑ j=1 λ_j (Λ)^{−1} (∫ Ω dx φ_{Λ,j} (x) )_2 . (1.10)

1.3 Main theorems

To state our theorems, we introduce the following notation. Two-dimensional quantities, such as the heat content for the planar set Ω, carry a superscript^′. The Newtonian capacity of a compact set K ⊂ R^3 is denoted by cap(K). For R, L > 0 we define D_R = {x^′ ∈ R^2 : |x^′| < R}, C_{L,R} = (−L/2, L/2) × D_R, C_R = C_{R,∞}. (1.11)

For x ∈ R^3 and r > 0, we write B(x; r) = {y ∈ R^3 : |y − x| < r}.

Theorem 1.1 If Ω ⊂ R^2 is open and bounded, then (i) 0 ≤ T (Ω_L) − T^′(Ω)L + 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2}Q^′_Ω(t) ≤ 8 L λ^′_1(Ω)^{−1}T^′(Ω), L > 0, (1.12)

(ii) T(Ω_L) ≤ 6λ^′_1(Ω)^{−1/2}T^′(Ω), L > 0, (1.13)

(iii) lim sup L→∞ T(Ω_L) ≤ 4λ^′_1(Ω)^{−1/2}T^′(Ω). (1.14)

Theorem 1.2 If Ω = D_R, then

lim_{L→∞} T(C_{L,R}) = cR^5, R > 0, (1.15)

with 67703 √ 79 − 582194 5059848192 κ ≤ c ≤ π 2j_0

, (1.16)

where j_0 = 2.4048... is the first positive zero of the Bessel function J_0, and

κ = E_0 [ cap ( B(B(0; 1)) )] . We obtain better estimates when the Brownian fracture starts on the axis of the cylinder C_{L,R}, with a uniformly distributed starting point. Let

C(C_{L,R}) = 1 L ∫ (−L/2,L/2) dy_1 E_{(y1 ,0)} [ T (C_{L,R}) − T ( C_{L,R} − B(C_{L,R}) )] . (1.17)

Theorem 1.3 If Ω = D_R, then

lim_{L→∞} C(C_{L,R}) = c^′R^5, R > 0, (1.18)

with 2867 √ 61 − 21773 303750 κ ≤ c^′ ≤ π 4 ( 1 + 1 j_0 ) . (1.19)

1.4 Discussion and outline

Theorem 1.1(i) is a refinement of (1.1), while Theorems 1.1(ii) and 1.1(iii) provide upper bounds for the expected loss of torsional rigidity. Theorem 1.2 gives a formula for the expected loss of torsional rigidity in the special case where Ω is a disc with radius R. Theorem 1.3 does the same when the fracture starts on the axis of the cylinder, with a uniformly distributed starting point.

Computing the bounds in (1.16) numerically, we find that the upper bound is 0.653 and the lower bound is approximately .386 × 10^{−5}κ. Since κ is bounded from above by cap(B(0; 1)) = 4π, the lefthand side is at most 0.485 × 10^{−4}. Thus, the bounds are at least 4 orders of magnitude apart. It is not clear what the correct order of c should be. The bounds for c^′ in Theorem 1.3 are at least two orders of magnitude apart.

The remainder of this paper is organised as follows. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is given in Section 2, and uses the spectral representation of the heat kernel in Section 1.2. The proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 are given in Section 4, and rely on a key proposition, stated and proved in Section 3, that provides a representation of the constants c and c^′.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1(i). We use separation of variables, and write x = (x_1, x^′), y = (y_1, y^′), x_1, y_1 ∈ R, x^′, y^′ ∈ R^2 . Since the heat kernel factorises, we have

p_{ΩL} (x, y; t) = p^{(1)}_{(−L/2,L/2)}(x_1, y_1; t) p^′_Ω(x^′, y^′; t), x, y ∈ Ω_L, t > 0,

where p^{(1)}_{(−L/2,L/2)}(x_1, y_1; t) is the one-dimensional Dirichlet heat kernel for the interval (−L/2, L/2), and p^′_Ω(x^′, y^′; t) is the two-dimensional Dirichlet heat kernel for the planar set Ω. By integrating over Ω_L, we see that the heat content also factorises,

Q_{ΩL} (t) = Q^{(1)}_{(−L/2,L/2)}(t) Q^′_Ω(t), t > 0, (2.1)

where Q^{(1)}_{(−L/2,L/2)} is the one-dimensional heat content for the interval (−L/2, L/2), and Q^′_Ω is the two-dimensional heat content for the planar set Ω. In [5] it was shown that L − 4t^{1/2} π^{1/2} ≤ Q^{(1)}_{(−L/2,L/2)}(t) ≤ L − 4t^{1/2} π^{1/2} + 8t L , t > 0. (2.2)

Combining (1.10), (2.1) and (2.2), we have

T (Ω_L) = ∫ [0,∞) dt Q_{ΩL} (t) ≤ ∫ [0,∞) dt ( L − 4t^{1/2} π^{1/2} + 8t L ) Q^′_Ω(t)

= LT^′(Ω) − 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2}Q^′_Ω(t) + 8 L ∫ [0,∞) dt t Q^′_Ω(t). (2.3)

To bound the third term in the right-hand side of (2.3), we use the identities in (1.9) and (1.10) to obtain ∫ [0,∞) dt t Q^′_Ω(t) = ∫ [0,∞) dt t ∞∑ j=1 e^{−tλ′j (Ω)} (∫ Ω dx φ_{Ω,j} (x) )_2 = ∞∑ j=1 λ^′_j (Ω)^{−2} (∫ Ω dx φ_{Ω,j} (x) )_2

≤ λ^′_1(Ω)^{−1} ∞∑ j=1 λ^′_j (Ω)^{−1} (∫ Ω dx φ_{Ω,j} (x) )_2 = λ^′_1(Ω)^{−1}T^′(Ω). (2.4)

This completes the proof of the right-hand side of (1.12). The left-hand side of (1.12) follows from (1.10), (2.1) and the first inequality in (2.2).

Proof of Theorem 1.1(ii). Since Ω_L ⊂ R × Ω, we have that v_{ΩL} (x_1, x^′) ≤ v_{R×Ω}(x_1, x^′) = v^′_Ω(x^′). Hence

T (Ω_L) ≤ ∫ (−L/2,L/2) dx_1 ∫ Ω dx^′ v^′_Ω(x^′) = LT^′(Ω). (2.5)

To prove the upper bound in (1.13), we recall (1.4) and combine (2.5) with a lower bound for E_y [(T (Ω_L− B(Ω_L))]. We observe that, for the Brownian motion defining B(Ω_L) (recall (1.2) and (1.3)) with starting point β(0) = (β_1(0), β^′(0)),

τ(Ω_L) ≤ τ^′(Ω) = inf{s ≥ 0: β^′(s) /∈ Ω}.

Hence B(Ω_L) ⊂ [ max { − L 2 , min 0≤s≤τ^′(Ω) β_1(s) } , min { L 2 , max 0≤s≤τ^′(Ω) β_1(s) }] × Ω. Therefore Ω_L − B(Ω_L) is contained in the union of at most two cylinders with cross-section Ω and with lengths ( L/2 + min_{0≤s≤τ} ′_{(Ω)} β_1(s) ) + and ( L/2 − max_{0≤s≤τ} ′_{(Ω)} β_1(s) ) +, respectively. For each of these cylinders we apply the lower bound in Theorem 1.1(i), taking into account that the total length of these cylinders is bounded from below by L − ( max_{0≤s≤τ} ′_{(Ω)} β_1(s) − min_{0≤s≤τ} ′_{(Ω)} β_1(s) ) . This gives T ( Ω_L −B(Ω_L) ) ≥ ( L − ( max 0≤s≤τ^′(Ω) β_1(s) − min 0≤s≤τ^′(Ω) β_1(s) )) T^′(Ω)− 8 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2}Q^′_Ω(t). (2.6)

With obvious abbreviations, by the independence of the Brownian motions B_1 and B^′, we have that E_{(y1 ,y}′_) = E_{y1} ⊗ E_y′ . For the expected range of one-dimensional Brownian motion it is known that (see, for example, [11]) E_{y1} [ max 0≤s≤τ^′(Ω) β_1(s) − min 0≤s≤τ^′(Ω) β_1(s) ] = 4τ^′(Ω)^{1/2} π^{1/2} . (2.7)

Furthermore, E_y′ [ τ^′(Ω)^{1/2} ] = ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{1/2} P_y′ ( τ^′(Ω) ∈ dτ ) = − ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{1/2} ( d dτ P_y′ ( τ^′(Ω) > τ ) )

= 1 2 ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2} P_y′ ( τ^′(Ω) > τ ) = 1 2 ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2} ∫ Ω dz^′ p^′_Ω(y^′, z^′; τ). (2.8)

Therefore, by (1.6) and Tonelli’s theorem, ∫ Ω dy^′ E_y′ [ τ^′(Ω)^{1/2} ] = 1 2 ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2}Q^′_Ω(τ). (2.9)

So with |Ω_L|/L = H^2(Ω), 1 |Ω_L| ∫ Ω_L dy E_y [ τ^′(Ω)^{1/2} ] = 1 2H^2(Ω) ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2}Q^′_Ω(τ). (2.10)

Combining (1.4), (2.5), (2.6) and (2.10), we obtain

T(Ω_L) ≤ 8 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2}Q^′_Ω(t) + ( 2 π^{1/2}H^2(Ω) ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2}Q^′_Ω(τ) ) T^′(Ω). (2.11)

The second integral in the right-hand side of (2.11) can be bounded from above using (1.9). This gives that 2 π^{1/2}H^2(Ω) ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2}Q^′_Ω(τ) ≤ 2 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2} e^{−τ λ′1(Ω)} = 2λ^′_1(Ω)^{−1/2}. (2.12)

Via a calculation similar to the one in (2.4), we obtain that 8 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2}Q^′_Ω(t) ≤ 4λ^′_1(Ω)^{−1/2} T^′(Ω). (2.13)

Combining (2.11), (2.12) and (2.13), we arrive at (1.13).

Proof of Theorem 1.1(iii). If we use the upper bound in (1.12) instead of the upper bound in (2.5), then we obtain that T(Ω_L) ≤ 4λ^′_1(Ω)^{−1/2} T^′(Ω) + 8L^{−1}λ^′_1(Ω)^{−1} T^′(Ω).

This in turn implies (1.14).

3 Key proposition

The proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 rely on the following proposition which states formulae for the constants c in (1.15) and c^′ in (1.18), respectively. We recall definitions (1.4), (1.11) and (1.17).

Proposition 3.1 If Ω = D_R, then

lim_{L→∞} T(C_{L,R}) = cR^5, lim_{L→∞} C(C_{L,R}) = c^′R^5, R > 0, (3.1)

with c = 1 π ∫ D_1

dy^′ E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ C_1 dx ( v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−B(C1)}(x) )] , c^′ = E_{(0,0)} [∫ C_1 dx ( v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−B(C1)}(x) )] . (3.2)

Proof. The proof for T(C_{L,R}) comes in 10 Steps. 1. By (1.4),

T(C_{L,R}) = 1 πR^2L ∫ C_{L,R} dy E_y [∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CL,R−B(CL,R)}(x) ) ] . (3.3)

We observe that x → v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CL,R−B(CL,R)}(x) is harmonic on C_{L,R} − B(C_{L,R}), is non-negative, and equals 0 for x ∈ ∂C_{L,R}. By Lemma A.1 in Appendix A, N → v_{CN,R} (x) − v_{CN,R−B(CL,R)}(x) is increasing on [L, ∞), and bounded by^1_4 R^2 uniformly in x. Therefore v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CL,R−B(CL,R)}(x) ≤ lim_{N→∞} ( v_{CN,R} (x) − v_{CN,R−B(CL,R)}(x) ) = lim_{N→∞} v_{CN,R} (x) − lim_{N→∞} v_{CN,R−B(CN,R)}(x) = v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CL,R)}(x) ≤ v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x), x ∈ C_{L,R} − B(C_{L,R}). (3.4) The last inequality in (3.4) follows from the domain monotonicity of the torsion function. Inserting (3.4) into (3.3), we get T(C_{L,R}) ≤ 1 πR^2L ∫ C_{L,R} dy ∫ C_R dx E_y [( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) )] . (3.5)

Since v_{CR} (x) is independent of x_1, we have v_{CR} (x) = v_{CR} (x − (y_1, 0)) and so

E_y [v_{CR} (x)] = E_{(0,y}′_) [v_{CR} (x − (y_1, 0))] . (3.6)

Since the stopping time τ(C_R − B(C_R)) is independent of y_1, we also see that E_y [ v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) ] = E_{(0,y}′_) [ v_{CR−B(CR)}(x − (y_1, 0)) ] . (3.7)

Combining (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7), we obtain T(C_{L,R}) ≤ 1 πR^2L ∫ C_{L,R} dy E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x − (y_1, 0)) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x − (y_1, 0)) )]

= 1 πR^2L ∫ C_{L,R} dy E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) )]

= 1 πR^2 ∫ D_R dy^′ E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) )] . We conclude that

lim sup L→∞ T(C_{L,R}) ≤ 1 πR^2 ∫ D_R dy^′ E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) ) ] . Scaling each of the space variables y^′ and x by a factor R, we gain a factor R^5 for the respective integrals with respect to y^′ and x. Furthermore, scaling the torsion functions v_{CR} and v_{CR−B(CR)}, we gain a further factor R^2. This completes the proof of the upper bound for c.

2. To obtain the lower bound for c, we define L̃ = {x ∈ R^3 : x_1 = ±L/2} and C̃_{L,R} = { (x_1, x^′) ∈ C_R : − L 2 + (RL)^{1/2} < x_1 < L 2 − (RL)^{1/2} } , L ≥ 4R. Then, with 1 denoting the indicator function, we have that T(C_{L,R}) ≥ 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CL,R−B(CL,R)}(x) )]

≥ 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CL,R)∩L̃=∅}} ∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CL,R−B(CL,R)}(x) ) ]

= 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CL,R)∩L̃=∅}} ∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CL,R−B(CR)}(x) ) ]

= 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CL,R−B(CR)}(x) ) ] − A_1, (3.8) and A_1 = 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CL,R)∩L̃≠∅}} ∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CL,R−B(CL,R)}(x) ) ]

≤ 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CL,R)∩L̃≠∅}} ] ∫ C_{L,R} dx v_{CL,R} (x) ≤ R^2 8 ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy P_y ( B(C_{L,R}) ∩ L̃ ≠ ∅ )

≤ πR^4L 8 sup y∈C̃_{L,R} P_y ( θ(L̃) ≤ τ(C_R) ) , (3.9)

where θ(K) = inf{s ≥ 0: β(s) ∈ K} denotes the first entrance time of K. The penultimate inequality in (3.9) uses the two bounds ∫ C_{L,R} dx vC^{L,R} (x) ≤ ∫ C_{L,R} dx vC^R (x) = 1 8 πR^4L and |C̃_{L,R}| ≤ πR^2L. 3. The following lemma gives a decay estimate for the supremum in the right-hand side of (3.9) and implies that lim_{L→∞} A_1 = 0.

Lemma 3.2 sup y∈C̃_{L,R} P_y ( θ(L̃) ≤ τ(C_R) ) ≤ (j_0 + 1)π^{1/2} e^{−j0L1/2/(2R1/2 )}, L ≥ 4R. (3.10)

Proof. First observe that the distance of y to L̃ is bounded from below by (LR)^{1/2}. Therefore P_y ( θ(L̃) ≤ τ(C_R) ) ≤ P_{(0,y}′_) ( max 0≤s≤τ^′(C_R) |β_1(s)| ≥ (LR)^{1/2} ) . (3.11)

By [6, (6.3),Corollary 6.4],

P^{(1)}_0 ( max 0≤s≤t |β_1(s)| ≥ R ) ≤ 2^{3/2}e^{−R2/(8t)}. (3.12)

Combining (3.11) and (3.12) with the independence of β_1 and β^′, we obtain via an integration by parts, P_y ( θ(L̃) ≤ τ(C_R) ) ≤ 2^{3/2} ∫ [0,∞) dτ ( ∂ ∂τ P_y′ ( τ^′(D_R) > τ ) ) e^{−LR/(8τ )} = LR 2^{3/2} ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^2 P_y′ ( τ^′(D_R) > τ ) e^{−LR/(8τ )}. (3.13)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the semigroup property of the heat kernel, the eigenfunction expansion of the heat kernel, and the domain monotonicity of the heat kernel, we have that P_y′ ( τ^′(D_R) > τ ) = ∫ D_R dz^′ p^′_{DR} (z^′, y^′; τ) ≤ (πR^2)^{1/2} ( ∫ D_R dz^′ (p^′_{DR} (z^′, y^′; τ))^2 )_{1/2}

= (πR^2)^{1/2} ( p^′_{DR} (y^′, y^′; 2τ) )_{1/2}

= (πR^2)^{1/2} (_∞∑ j=1 e^{−2τ λ′j (DR)} ( φ^′_{DR,j} (y^′) )_2 )_{1/2}

≤ (πR^2)^{1/2}e^{−τ λ′1(DR)/2} (_∞∑ j=1 e^{−τ λ′j (DR)} ( φ^′_{DR,j} (y^′) )_2 )_{1/2}

= (πR^2)^{1/2}e^{−τ λ′1(DR)/2} ( p^′_{DR} (y^′, y^′; τ) )_{1/2} ≤ (πR^2)^{1/2}e^{−τ λ′1(DR)/2} ( p^′_R2(y^′, y^′; τ) )_{1/2}

= Re^{−j20 τ /(2R2)} (4τ)^{1/2}

. (3.14)

Combining (3.13) and (3.14), and changing variables twice, we arrive at P_y ( θ(L̃) ≤ τ(C_R) ) ≤ LR^2 2^{5/2} ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{5/2} e^{−j20 τ /(2R2)−LR/(8τ )}

= j^{3/2}_0 L^{1/4} 2R^{1/4} ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{5/2} e^{−j0L1/2(τ +τ −1)/(4R1/2)}

= j^{3/2}_0 L^{1/4} R^{1/4} ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^4 e^{−j0L1/2(τ 2+τ −2)/(4R1/2 )} = π^{1/2}j_0 ( 1 + 2R^{1/2} j_0L^{1/2} ) e^{−j0L1/2/(2R1/2)}. (3.15)

The last equality follows from [12, 3.472.4]. This proves (3.10) because L ≥ 4R.

4. We write the double integral in the right-hand side of (3.8) as B_1 + B_2, where

B_1 = 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CR)∩L̂=∅}} ∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CL,R−B(CR)}(x) ) ] , (3.16)

B_2 = 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CL,R)∩L̂≠∅}} ∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CL,R−B(CR)}(x) ) ] , with L̂ = ± L 2 ∓ (RL)^{1/2} 2 . We have that

B_2 ≤ 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy P_y ( B(C_R) ∩ L̂ ≠ ∅ ) ∫ C_{L,R} dx v_{CR} (x) ≤ πR^4L 8 sup y∈C̃_{L,R} P_y ( τ(L̂) ≤ τ(C_R) ) . (3.17)

The distance from any y ∈ C̃_{L,R} to L̂ is bounded from below by (RL)^{1/2}/8. Following the argument leading from (3.13) to (3.15) with (RL/4)^{1/2} replacing (RL)^{1/2}, we find that P_y ( τ(L̂) ≤ τ(C_R) ) ≤ π^{1/2}j_0 ( 1 + 4R^{1/2} j_0L^{1/2} ) e^{−j0L1/2/(4R1/2 )}. (3.18)

This, together with (3.17), shows that lim_{L→∞} B_2 = 0. It remains to obtain the asymptotic behaviour of B_1.

5. We write B_1 = B_3 + B_4 + B_5, where

B_3 = 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CR)∩L̂=∅}} ∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) ) ] ,

B_4 = 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CR)∩L̂=∅}} ∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CR} (x) )] ,

B_5 = 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CR)∩L̂=∅}} ∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) − v_{CL,R−B(CR)}(x) ) ] . (3.19)

We have that

B_4 = 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy P_y ( {B(C_R) ∩ L̂ = ∅} ) ∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CL,R} (x) − v_{CR} (x) )

≥ 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy ( T (C_{L,R}) − LT^′(D_R) )

≥ − 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2}Q^′_{DR} (t), (3.20)

where we have used the lower bound in (1.12) for Ω = D_R. Furthermore,

B_3 = 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) )] − A_2 − A_3, (3.21)

where

A_2 = 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CR)∩L̂=∅}} ∫ C_R−C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) ) ] ,

A_3 = 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CR)∩L̂≠∅}} ∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) )] . (3.22)

6. To bound A_2 we note that x → v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) is harmonic on C_R − B(C_R), equals 0 for x ∈ ∂C_R, and equals^1_4 (R^2 − |x^′|^2) for x ∈ B(C_R). Therefore v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) ≤ R^2 4 P̄_x ( τ̄(B(C_R)) ≤ τ̄ (C_R) ) . On the set {B(C_R) ∩ L̂ = ∅} we have that τ̄ (L̂) ≤ τ̄ (B(C_R)). Hence

A_2 ≤ 1 4πL ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CR)∩L̂=∅}} ∫ C_R−C_{L,R} dx P̄_x ( τ̄ (L̂) ≤ τ̄ (C_R) ) ]

≤ 1 4πL ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [∫ C_R−C_{L,R} dx P̄_x ( τ̄ (L̂) ≤ τ̄(C_R) ) ]

= R^2 4 ( 1 − 2R^{1/2} L^{1/2} ) ∫ C_R−C_{L,R} dx P̄_x ( τ̄ (L̂) ≤ τ̄(C_R) ) . (3.23)

Recall that τ̄ (L̂) equals the first hitting time of L̂ by β̄_1, and that τ̄ (C_R) is the first exit time of D_R by β̄′. Furthermore, for x ∈ C_R − C_{L,R} the distance from x to L̂ is equal to (RL/4)1/2 + x_1. By (3.14), P̄_{x′} (τ̄^′(D_R) > τ) ≤ R e^{−j} 2 0 τ /(2R^2)

(4τ)^{1/2} . It is well known that

P̄^{(1)}_0 ( max 0≤s≤τ β̄_1(s) > R ) = (πτ)^{−1/2} ∫ [R,∞) dξ e^{−ξ2/(4τ )} ≤ 2^{1/2} e^{−R2/(8τ )}. Hence P̄^{(1)}_0 ( max 0≤s≤τ β̄_1(s) > (RL/4)^{1/2} + x_1 ) ≤ 2^{1/2}e^{−(RL+4x21)/(32τ )}.

By the independence of β̄_1 and β̄^′ we have, similarly to (3.13),

P̄_x(τ̄ (L̂) ≤ τ̄ (C_R)) ≤ 2^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dτ ( ∂ ∂τ P̄_{x′} (τ̄^′(D_R) > τ) ) e^{−(RL+4x21)/(32τ )} ≤ R(RL + 4x^2_1)

2^{11/2} ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{5/2} e^{−j20 τ /(2R2)−(RL+4x21)/(32τ )} = R(RL + 4x^2_1)

2^{11/2} ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{1/2} e^{−j20 /(2R2 τ )−(RL+4x21)τ /32} = R(RL + 4x^2_1)

2^{9/2} ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^2 e^{−j20 /(2R2 τ 2)−(RL+4x21)τ 2/32} = 2π^{1/2}R(RL + 4x^2_1)^{−1/2} ( 1 + j_0(RL + 4x^2_1)^{1/2} 4R ) e^{−j0(RL+4x21)1/2/(4R)} ≤ 2π^{1/2} ( R^{1/2} L^{1/2} + j_0 4 ) e^{−(j20 L/(32R))1/2−(j0 x21/(32R2 ))1/2} ,

where we have used [12, 3.472.2]. Integration of the above over x ∈ C_R − C_{L,R}, together with (3.23), gives A_2 = O ( e^{−(L/(6R))1/2} ) , L → ∞. (3.24) 7. To bound A_3 in (3.22), we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to estimate

A_3 ≤ 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy ( P_y ( θ(L̂) ≤ τ(C_R) ) )_{1/2}( E_y [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) )]2 )1/2 . (3.25)

The probability in (3.25) decays sub-exponentially fast in (L/R)^{1/2} by (3.18). Hence it remains to show that the expectation in (3.25) is finite. Define

B̂(C_R) = { x ∈ C_R : min 0≤s≤τ (C_R) β_1(s) < x_1 < max 0≤s≤τ (C_R) β_1(s) } . Then B(C_R) ⊂ B̂(C_R), and E_y [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) )]2 ≤ E_y [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B̂(CR)}(x) )]2 . For x ∈ B̂(C_R) we have v_{CR} (x) ≤ R^2/4 and v_{CR−B̂(CR)}(x) = 0. Furthermore, v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) ≤ R^2 4 P̄_x(τ̄ (B̂(C_R)) ≤ τ̄(C_R)), x ∈ C_R − B̂(C_R),

and hence E_y [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B̂(CR)}(x) )]2

≤ R^4 8 E_y [ |B̂(C_R)|^2 + ( ∫ C_R−B̂(C_R) dx P̄_x ( τ̄ (B̂(C_R)) ≤ τ̄ (C_R) ))2 ] . (3.26)

The probability distribution of the range of one-dimensional Brownian motion is known (see, for example, [11, Eq. (19)]). This gives E_y′ [ max 0≤s≤τ^′(D_R) β_1(s) − min 0≤s≤τ^′(D_R) β_1(s)

]_2 = 64 log 2 π^{1/2} τ^′(D_R). (3.27)

By a calculation similar to (2.8) and (2.9), we see that E_y′ [ max 0≤s≤τ^′(D_R) β_1(s) − min 0≤s≤τ^′(D_R) β_1(s)

]_2 = 64 log 2 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dτ ∫ D_R dz^′ p^′_{DR} (y^′, z^′; τ) = 64 log 2 π^{1/2} v^′_{DR} (y^′) ≤ 16 log 2 π^{1/2} R^2.

Together with (3.27), this yields E_y ( |B̂(C_R)|^2 ) ≤ 16π^{3/2}(log 2)R^6,

which gives us control over the first term in the right-hand side of (3.26). To estimate the second term in the right-hand side of (3.26), we note that the set C_R − B̂(C_R) consists of two semi-infinite cylinders. It is instructive to calculate this term explicitly. To simplify notation, we define C^+_R = {x ∈ R^3 : x_1 > 0, |x^′| < R}, Z_R = {x ∈ R^3 : x_1 = 0, |x^′| ≤ R}, and ϑ(Z_R) = inf{s ≥ 0: β̄(s) ∈ Z_R}. Then, by separation of variables and integration by parts, we get

P̄_x(ϑ(Z_R) ≤ τ̄(C^+_R )) = ∫ [0,∞) P̄_{x′} (τ̄^′(D_R) ∈ dτ)P̄_{x1} (ϑ(Z_R) ≤ τ) = ∫ [0,∞) P̄_{x′} (τ̄^′(D_R) ∈ dτ) 2 π^{1/2} ∫ [x_1/(2τ^{1/2}),∞) dξ e^{−ξ2} = ∫ [0,∞) dτ P̄_x′ ( τ̄^′(D_R) > τ

) 2x_1 πτ^{3/2} e^{−x21/(4τ )}. (3.28)

Integrating (3.28) with respect to x_1 ∈ R^+ , we find that ∫ R^+ dx_1P̄_x ( ϑ(Z_R) ≤ τ̄(C^+_R ) ) = 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2} P̄_x′ ( τ̄^′(D_R) > τ ) . (3.29)

Subsequently integrating both sides of (3.29) over x^′ ∈ D_R, we get ∫ C^+_R dx P̄_x ( ϑ(Z_R) ≤ τ̄ (C^+_R ) ) = 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2}Q^′_{DR} (τ). It follows that ( ∫ C_R−B̂(C_R) dx P̄_x ( τ̄(B̂(C_R)) ≤ τ̄ (C_R) ) )_2 = 64 π ( ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2}Q^′_{DR} (τ) )_2

. (3.30)

The integral over τ in (3.30) is finite by (2.12). We conclude that, by (3.18),

A_3 ≤ ( P_y ( θ(L̂) ≤ τ(C_R) ) )_{1/2}( 2π^{3/2}(log 2)R^{10} + 8 π R^4 ( ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2}Q^′_{DR} (τ) )_2)_{1/2}

= O ( e^{−j0L1/2/(4R1/2)} ) , L → ∞. (3.31)

8. The integrand in (3.21) is independent of y_1. Since lim_{L→∞}(L − 2(RL)^{1/2})/L = 1, we have by (3.21), (3.24) and (3.31) that

lim inf L→∞ B_3 ≥ 1 πR^2 ∫ D_R dy^′ E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) )] . (3.32)

9. It remains to obtain a lower bound on B_5 in (3.19) as L → ∞. The integrand with respect to x is a non-negative harmonic function, which can be bounded from below by enlarging the set B(C_R) to

Ĉ_{R,L} := {D_R × [−^L_2 +^1_2 (RL)1/2,^L_2 −^1_2 (RL)1/2]}. Hence

B_5 ≥ 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy E_y [ 1_{{B(CR)∩L̂=∅}} ∫ C_{L,R} dx ( v_{CR−ĈR,L} (x) − v_{CL,R−ĈR,L} (x) ) ]

= 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy P_y ( B(C_R) ∩ L̂ = ∅ ) ∫ C_{L,R}−Ĉ_{R,L} dx ( v_{CR−ĈR,L} (x) − v_{CL,R−ĈR,L} (x) ) . (3.33)

The set C_{L,R} −Ĉ_{R,L} consists of two cylinders with cross-section D_R and length (RL)^{1/2}/2 each. Hence, by Theorem 1.1(i), we have ∫ C_{L,R}−Ĉ_{R,L} dx v_{CL,R−ĈR,L} (x) = T^′(D_R)(RL)^{1/2} − 8 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2}Q^′_{DR} (t) + O(L^{−1/2}). (3.34)

The set C_R − Ĉ_{R,L} consists of two semi-infinite cylinders, and we integrate the torsion function for that set over two cylinders of length (RL)^{1/2}/2, each near their base. Adopting previous notation, we get ∫ C_{L,R}−Ĉ_{R,L} dx v_{CR −ĈR,L} (x) = 2 ∫ [0,(RL)^{1/2}/2) dx_1 ∫ D_R dx^′v_C+_R (x) = 2 ∫ [0,∞) dt ∫ [0,(RL)^{1/2}/2) dx_1 ∫ D_R dx^′ ∫ [0,∞) dx_1 ∫ D_R dy^′ ∫ [0,∞) dy_1 p^′_{DR} (x^′, y^′; t)p_R+(x_1, y_1; t) = 2 ∫ [0,∞) dt ∫ [0,(RL)^{1/2}/2)

dx_1 u_R+(x_1; t)Q^′_{DR} (t) = 2 ∫ [0,∞) dt ∫ [0,(RL)^{1/2}/2) dx_1 ( 1 − 2 π^{1/2} ∫ [x_1/(4t)^{1/2},∞) dξ e^{−ξ2} ) Q^′_{DR} (t) = T^′(D_R)(RL)^{1/2} − 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt Q^′_{DR} (t) ∫ [0,(RL)^{1/2}/2) dx_1 ∫ [x_1/(4t)^{1/2} ,∞) dξ e^{−ξ2} ≥ T^′(D_R)(RL)^{1/2} − 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt Q^′_{DR} (t) ∫ [0,∞) dx_1 ∫ [x_1/(4t)^{1/2},∞) dξ e^{−ξ2} = T^′(D_R)(RL)^{1/2} − 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2} Q^′_{DR} (t). (3.35)

Combining (3.33), (3.34) and (3.35), we arrive at

B_5 ≥ 1 πR^2L ∫ C̃_{L,R} dy P_y ( B(C_R) ∩ L̂ = ∅ ) ( 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2} Q^′_{DR} (t) + O(L^{−1/2}) ) . We conclude that lim inf L→∞ B_5 ≥ 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2} Q^′_{DR} (t). (3.36)

10. From (3.20), (3.32) and (3.36), we get

lim inf L→∞ (B_3 + B_4 + B_5) ≥ 1 πR^2 ∫ D_R dy^′ E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) )] . Scaling each the space variables y^′ and x by a factor R, we gain a factor R^5 for the respective integrals with respect to y^′ and x. Furthermore, scaling the torsion functions v_{CR} and v_{CR−B(CR)}, we gain a further factor R^2. Hence 1 πR^2 ∫ D_R dy^′ E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ C_R dx ( v_{CR} (x) − v_{CR−B(CR)}(x) )]

= 1 π R^5 ∫ D_1

dy^′ E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ C_1 dx ( v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−B(C1)}(x) )] , which is the required first formula in (3.1).

The main modification for the proof for C(C_{L,R}) in the second formula of (3.1) is that no averaging takes place over the cross-section D_R as y^′ = 0 is fixed. Hence the absence of the factor^1_π and the integral with respect to y^′ over D_1 in the formula for c^′ in (3.2).

4 Proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3

The proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 are given in Section 4.1 and 4.2, respectively, and rely on Proposition 3.1.

4.1 Proof of Theorem 1.2

To prove the upper bound we note that λ^′_1(D_R) = j^2_0 /R^2 and T^′(D_R) = πR^4/8 (see [5]). This gives the upper bound πR^5/2j_0 for the right-hand side of (1.15), which implies the upper bound for c in (1.16).

To prove the lower bound we start from (3.2). Let a ∈ (0,^1_4 ). We have the following estimate: c = 1 π ∫ D_1

dy^′ E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ C_1 dx ( v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−B(C1)}(x) )]

≥ 1 π ∫ D_a dy^′ E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ C_1 dx ( v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−B(C1)}(x) )]

≥ 1 π ∫ D_a dy^′ E_{(0,y}′_) [∫ {x∈R^3 : |x−β(0)|<a} dx ( v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−B(B(β(0);a))}(x) ) ] , (4.1)

where we have used that B(C_1) ⊃ B(B((0, y^′); a)). To estimate the second integral, we consider a fixed compact set K ⊂ B((0, y^′); a) ⊂ R^3 and derive a lower bound for v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−K} (x) uniformly in |y^′| ≤ a and |x − (0, y^′)| ≤ a. First note that x → v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−K} (x) is harmonic on C_1 − K, equals 0 for x ∈ ∂C_1, and equals 1 4 (1 − |x^′|^2) for x ∈ K. If |y^′| < a, then |x^′| < 2a, x ∈ K. Hence v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−K} (x) ≥^1_4 (1 − 4a^2) for x ∈ K. We therefore have v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−K} (x) ≥ 1 − 4a^2 4 P̄_x(τ̄_{R3−K} < τ̄(C_1)), x ∈ C_1. (4.2)

By the strong Markov property, we have P̄_x(τ̄_{R3−K} < τ̄ (C_1)) = P̄_x(τ̄_{R3−K} < ∞) − P̄_x(τ̄ (C_1) ≤ τ̄_{R3−K} < ∞) ≥ inf {|x−(0,y^′)|<a} P̄_x(τ̄_{R3−K} < ∞) − sup x∈∂C_1 P̄_x(τ̄_{R3−K} < ∞). (4.3) Let μ_K denote the equilibrium measure for K. Then (see [15]) P̄_x(τ̄_{R3−K} < ∞) = ∫ K μ_K (dz) 1 4π|x − z| , x ∈ K. (4.4) If z ∈ K and |x − (0, y^′)| ≤ a, then |x − z| ≤ 2a. Hence (4.4) gives inf {|x−(0,y^′)|<a} P̄_x(τ̄_{R3−K} < ∞) ≥ 1 8πa ∫ K μ_K (dz) = 1 8πa cap(K). (4.5)

Furthermore, if x ∈ ∂C_1, z ∈ K and |y^′| ≤ a, then |z − x| ≥ 1 − 2a. Hence (4.4) also gives sup x∈∂C_1 P̄_x(τ̄_{R3−K} < ∞) ≤ 1 4π(1 − 2a) cap(K). (4.6)

Combining (4.5) and (4.6), we get P̄_x(τ̄_{R3−K} < τ̄ (C_1)) ≥ 1 − 4a 8πa(1 − 2a) cap(K), K ⊂ B((0, y^′); a), |x − (0, y^′)| ≤ a |y^′| ≤ a. (4.7) Combining (4.1), (4.2) and (4.7), we arrive at c ≥ 1 − 4a^2 4π 1 − 4a 8πa(1 − 2a) ∫ D_a dy^′ ∫ {x∈R^3 : |x−(0,y^′)|<a} dx E_{(0,y}′_) [ cap ( B(B(β(0); a)) )]

= (1 − 4a)(1 + 2a)a^4 24 E_0 [ cap ( B(B(0; a)) )]

= (1 − 4a)(1 + 2a)a^5 24 κ, (4.8)

where we have used that H^2(D_a) = πa^2, |B(0; a)| =^{4π}_3 a^3, and

E_0 [ cap ( B(B(0; a)) )] = a E_0 [ cap ( B(B(0; 1)) )] = κa. The right-hand side of (4.8) is maximal when a = √ 79 − 3 28 . This choice of a yields the left-hand side of (1.16).

4.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

We first prove the upper bound. By (2.8),

E_0 [ τ^′(D_R)^{1/2} ] = ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{1/2} P_y′ ( τ^′(D_R) ∈ dτ ) = 1 2 ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2} ∫ D_R dz^′ p^′_{DR} (0, z^′; τ). (4.9)

By the monotonicity of the Dirichlet heat kernel,

p^′_{DR} (0, z^′; τ) ≤ p^′_R2(0, z^′; τ) = (4πτ)^{−1}e^{−|z′|2/(4τ )}. (4.10)

Combining (4.9) and (4.10), we get

E_0 [ τ^′(D_R)^{1/2} ] ≤ 1 2 ∫ [0,∞) dτ τ^{−1/2} ∫ D_R dz^′ (4πτ)^{−1} e^{−|z′|2/(4τ )} =^1_2 π^{1/2}R. (4.11)

Combining (2.6), (2.7) and (4.11), we obtain

E_0 [T (C_{L,R} − B(C_{L,R}))] ≥ ( L − 2R)T^′(D_R) − 8 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2}Q^′_{DR} (t). (4.12)

From (1.12) we have T (C_{L,R}) ≤ T^′(D_R)L − 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2}Q^′_{DR} (t) + 8 Lλ^′_1(D_R)

T^′(D_R). (4.13)

Combining (1.17), (4.12) and (4.13), we get

C(C_{L,R}) ≤ 2RT^′(D_R) + 4 π^{1/2} ∫ [0,∞) dt t^{1/2}Q^′_{DR} (t) + 8 Lλ^′_1(D_R)

T^′(D_R).

Since T^′(D_R) =^π_8 R^4, we conclude by (2.13) with Ω = D_R, that

lim sup L→∞ C(C_{L,R}) ≤ π 4 ( 1 + 1 j_0 ) R^5.

To prove the lower bound we start from (3.2). Let a ∈ (0,^1_3 ). We have the following estimate:

c^′ = E_0 [∫ C_1 dx ( v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−B(C1)}(x) )] ≥ E_0 [∫ D_a dx ( v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−B(B(β(0);a))}(x) )] . Fix a compact set K ⊂ B(B(0); a) ⊂ R^3 . Note that x → v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1 −K} (x) is harmonic on C_1 − K, equals 0 for x ∈ ∂C_1, and equals^1_4 (1 − |x^′|^2) for x ∈ K. If |x| < a, then |x^′| < a, x ∈ K. Hence v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−K} (x) ≥^1_4 (1 − a^2) for x ∈ K. We therefore have v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1 −K} (x) ≥ 1 − a^2 4 P̄_x(τ̄_{R3−K} < τ̄ (C_1)), x ∈ C_1. It is straightforward to check that (4.5) holds for y^′ = 0. Furthermore, if x ∈ ∂C_1 and z ∈ K, then |z − x| ≥ 1 − a. Hence, by (4.4), sup x∈∂C_1 P̄_x(τ_{R3−K} < ∞) ≤ 1 4π(1 − a) cap(K).

Combining (4.5) and (4.6), we get P̄_x(τ̄_{R3−K} < τ̄ (C_1)) ≥ 1 − 3a 8πa(1 − a) cap(K), K ⊂ B(β(0); a), |x| ≤ a. Combining (4.2), (4.5) and (4.7), we arrive at

E_0 [∫ C_1 dx ( v_{C1} (x) − v_{C1−B(C1)}(x) )]

≥ 1 − a^2 4 1 − 3a 8πa(1 − a) ∫ {x∈R^3 : |x|<a} dx E_0 [ cap ( B(B(0; a)) )]

= (1 − 3a)(1 + a)a^3 24 κ. (4.14)

The right-hand side of (4.14) is maximal when a = √ 61 − 4 15 . This choice of a yields the left-hand side of (1.19).

A Appendix

The following estimate was used in Step 1 of the proof of Proposition 3.1.

Lemma A.1 Let Ω_1 ⊂ Ω_2 be non-empty open sets in R^m and K a compact set in R^m . Let the torsion functions for Ω_1, Ω_2, Ω_1 − K, Ω_2 − K be denoted by v_{Ω1} , v_{Ω2} , v_{Ω1 −K} , v_{Ω2 −K} , respectively. Suppose that inf[spec(−Δ_{Ω2} )] > 0. Then

v_{Ω2} (x) − v_{Ω2 −K} (x) ≥ v_{Ω1} (x) − v_{Ω1 −K} (x), x ∈ Ω_1 − K, and v_{Ω2} (x) − v_{Ω2 −K} (x) ≤ 1 8 (m + cm^{1/2} + 8)λ(Ω_2)^{−1}, x ∈ Ω_1 − K, (A.1)

with c = √ 5(4 + log 2).

Proof. We extend the torsion functions v_{Ω2 −K} and v_{Ω1 −K} to all of Ω_1 by putting them equal to 0 on K ∪ (R^m − Ω_1). Define h(x) = (v_{Ω2} (x) − v_{Ω2 −K} (x)) − (v_{Ω1} (x) − v_{Ω1 −K} (x)), x ∈ Ω_1 − K. Then h is harmonic on Ω_1 − K, and h(x) = v_{Ω2} (x) − v_{Ω1} (x) ≥ 0, x ∈ K, by the domain monotonicity of the torsion function. Furthermore, h(x) = v_{Ω2} (x) − v_{Ω2 −K} (x) ≥ 0, x ∈ ∂Ω_1, by the domain monotonicity, and h(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω_1 − K, by the maximum principle of harmonic functions. The estimate in (A.1) follows from the non-negativity of the torsion function, together with the estimate in [18].

References

[1] C. Bandle, Isoperimetric Inequalities and Applications, Monographs and Studies in Mathematics, Pitman, London (1980).

[2] M. van den Berg, Large time asymptotics of the heat flow, Quart. J. Math. Oxford Ser. 41 (1990), 245–253.

[3] M. van den Berg, Estimates for the torsion function and Sobolev constants, Potential Anal. 36 (2012), 607–616.

[4] M. van den Berg, D. Bucur, On the torsion function with Robin or Dirichlet boundary conditions, J. Funct. Anal. 266 (2014), 1647–1666.

[5] M. van den Berg, G. Buttazzo, B. Velichkov, Optimization problems involving the first Dirichlet eigenvalue and the torsional rigidity, in: New Trends in Shape Optimization (eds. A. Pratelli, G. Leugering), Birkhäuser, Int. Series Numerical Math. 166 (2016), 19–41.

[6] M. van den Berg, E. B. Davies, Heat flow out of regions in R^m , Math. Z. 202 (1989), 463–482.

[7] M. van den Berg, V. Ferone, C. Nitsch, C. Trombetti, On Pólya’s inequality for torsional rigidity and first Dirichlet eigenvalue, Integral Equ. Oper. Theory 86 (2016), 579–600.

[8] M. van den Berg, E. Bolthausen, F. den Hollander, Torsional rigidity for regions with a Brownian boundary, arXiv:1605.07007.

[9] D. Bucur, G. Buttazzo, Variational Methods in Shape Optimization Problems, Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equations and their Applications 65, Birkhäuser, Boston (2005).

[10] E. B. Davies, Heat Kernels and Spectral Theory, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (1989).

[11] R. Duadi, M. Yor, A. N. Shiryaev, On probability characteristics of “downfalls” in a standard Brownian motion, Theory Probab. Appl. 44 (2000), 29–38.

[12] I. S. Gradshteyn, I.M. Ryzhik, Table of Integrals, Series, and Products (7th edition). Elsevier/Academic Press, Amsterdam (2007).

[13] S. Markvorsen, V. Palmer, Torsional rigidity of minimal submanifolds, Proc. London Math. Soc.

93 (2006), 253–272.

[14] G. Pólya, G. Szegö, Isoperimetric Inequalities in Mathematical Physics, Ann. Math. Stud. 27, Princeton University Press, Princeton (1951).

[15] S. C. Port, C.J. Stone, Brownian Motion and Classical Potential Theory, Academic Press, New York (1978).

[16] R. J. Roark, Formulas for Stress and Strain, McGraw-Hill, New York (1954).

[17] S. P. Timoshenko, J.N. Goodier, Theory of Elasticity, McGraw-Hill, New York (1951).

[18] H. Vogt, L_∞ estimates for the torsion function and L_∞ growth of semigroups satisfying Gaussian bounds, arXiv:1611.0376.