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ON THE FIRST EIGENFUNCTION OF THE SYMMETRIC STABLE PROCESSIN A
BOUNDED LIPSCHITZ DOMAIN

RODRIGO BANUELOS AND DANTE DEBLASSIE

ABSTRACT. We give a proof that the first eigenfunction of thesymmetric stable process on a bounded
Lipschitz domain iR, d > 1, is superharmonic foix = 2/m, wherem > 2 is an integer. This result was
first proved for the ball by M. KaBmann and L. Silvestre (pas@ommunication) with different methods. For
a = 1, the result was proved ir2][ Theorem 4.7].

1. INTRODUCTION

Fora € (0,2) andd > 1, let X; be thed-dimensional-symmetric stable process. This is the process
with stationary independent increments whose transitemsity

p(t,z,y) =plt,x —y), (t,z,y) € (0,00) x R x R

is characterized by its Fourier transform

/]Rd eV ip(t,y) dy = exp(—t[¢]*), t>0, &eR™

Whena = 2, this reduces t@-dimensional Brownian motion run at twice its usual speed.

The potential theory fotX;, 0 < a < 2, has been the subject of intense study for quite a few years
and many of the well known results for Brownian motion haverbextended for these’s (and even
to many other Lévy processes). More recently, there haea Ineany efforts to extend the detailed and
refined spectral theoretic properties of Brownian motionhi general case of < a < 2. Substantial
progress has been made but many basic questions remain Bpesome of this literature, we refer the
reader to I, 2, 4, 5, 10, 11], and the many references given in these papers. The resthis paper
arises from problems first raised in Bafuelos and Kulczygki(see the introduction to that paper) and
Bafiuelos, Kulczycki and Méndez-Hernandéz Question 1.1, Conjecture 1.2], concerning the shape of
the first eigenfunction for the semigroup generated by thblstprocess killed upon leaving a domain
D, or equivalently, for the first Dirichlet eigenfunction ftire fractional Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary
conditions. As discussed i} these problems were originally motivated by the cladsi&sult of Brascamp
and Lieb [/] which states that for the Laplacian (the case- 2) the eigenfunction isog—concave when the
domain is convex. Since one way to obtain this result is tavsthat the finite dimensional distributions of
Brownian motion are log—concave in the starting point whengets are convex, one would expect such an
approach to yield results also for stable processes andfevarore general Lévy processes. This approach
rests on Prékipa’s result that multiple convolutions ajHooncave functions afdeg-concave and it fails
for a # 2 as the transition densities are nog-concave. For more on this approach and what it gives for
stable processes (“mid—concavity”), s€g By exploiting the connection with a mixed Steklov problém
is proved in P, Theorem 4.7] that when = 1—the case of the Cauchy processes—the first eigenfunction is
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superharmonic for any Lipschitz domaih ¢ R%, d > 1. As a corollary of this result one obtains that the
eigenfunction for the intervab = (—1, 1) for the Cauchy process is in fact concave (helogeconcave) as
in the case of the Laplacian. 168][ DeBlassie made an analogous connectiorrdtional values ofa and
solutions of PDEs involving certain higher order operatdmsthis paper we make use of this connection to
study the situation whea = 2/m, wherem > 2 is an integer.

To set the stage, gD C R? be an open set with finite volume. Denote hy the first exit time ofX;,
from D andE, the expectation associated wikhy = x. Then the operator (se&][and [5])

PP f(x) =EB.[f(Xe);mp > 1], €D, t>0, feL*D)

generates a self-adjoint ultracontractive semigroug.6D) and hence there is an orthonormal basis of
eigenfunctions{,, } in L?(D) with corresponding eigenvalugs.,,} such that

PtDQOn - _)\n()@m onD
and
O< <A<,

with \,, — oo asn — oo. Moreover,p; > 0 on D and each eigenfunction is bounded and continuous on
D. Our result in this paper extends the result in Bafiueloskaridzycki, [2, Theorem 4.7] fol = 1 as
well as the KaBman-Silvestre result in the ball cited in thstact.

Theorem 1.1. SupposeD C R% is a bounded Lipschitz domain, whete> 1. Leta = 2/m, wherem > 2
is an integer. Then

(1.1) Ap; <0 onD.

Remark 1.1. As mentioned above, this result was first proved for the baMbKalRmann and L. Silvestre
(personal communication). Their method is completelyedéht from ours. Our proof of Theoreilrests
on various extensions of the results i &nd [3].

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we collect some results on stable subomligatWe also summarize and expand upon
some of the work in]] and [3] that we use below. The extensions are easily obtained tkagethods
and ideas in those papers and we omit the details.

Let P; be the semigroup associated with thesymmetric stable process; defined by

Pf@) = [ ptan)f)dy fe '@,
Define
(2.1) un(t, ) = Ppp(x), n>1
(recall o, is the n' eigenfunction associated witR”). It is well known thatX; can be obtained by
subordinating a Brownian motion. More precisely, by rugnav-dimensional Brownian motion at twice
an independent./2-stable subordinator, we obtain the symmetristable procesX;. The densityf;(z)
of the «/2-stable subordinator has Laplace transform

/ e M fi(s)ds = et

0
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Thus if
g(s,x,y) = (4ms)~ ¥ exp(—|x — y|*/4s),
then the transition density of; can be expressed as

plt,z,y) = /0 " g(s,2.y) fuls) ds.

The densityf; has the following properties:

Scaling:
(2.2) fils) =t fr (7% %).
For each nonnegative integgrthere arer;(q), j = 0,1, ..., ¢ such that
o1 - —2/a— ~2/a N\ ) —2/a
(2.3) %ft(s) = Zoaj(q)t 2/a=q (t 2/ s) fl(j)(t 2ey).
‘]:
If we set

(-1 (ka/2+1) | (Tha
Yk = k! s 5 )
then we have
(2.4) fi(s) = s Fe2L
k=1

For any nonnegative integer,
(2.5) ) (s) >0, ass— 0.

The formula 2.3) follows from (2.2). The expression2(4) can be found in Zolotarevip, p. 90, (2.4.8)] or
Feller [0, p. 583, Lemma 1]. The limit inA.5) is from Zolotarev [2]; see Section 2.5, Theorem 2.5.3 and
Remark 1.

LemmaZ2.l. If o« =2/m for some integerm > 2, then

(5 - COmg ) 5t =0,

Proof. It is not hard to show that fok > 0 andg > 0,

o > —As _ > —)\sg
%/0 e ft(s)ds—/o e E?tqft(s)ds
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(see the proof of Lemma 3.1 i]). Then integration by parts (using.@), (2.4) and @.5) to see that the
boundary terms are 0) gives

/0 e_As%ft(s) ds = /\/0 e f,(s)ds

= Nexp(—tA%/?) = Xexp(—tAY/™)

(. a—m 1/my _ [ ma_ a/2
= (1) exp(AY™) = () exp(—x)

:(—1)mgt—n;/ e_)‘sft(s) ds

= [ e gm e as

The next result is taken from DeBlassit Propositions 4.7 and 4.8].

Lemma2.2. LetD C R be a bounded Lipschitz domain and suppase k/m € (0,1) is rational. Then

for z € R? andt > 0,
%“t“ (t,2) = —Antin(t, ) + Pyrn (),

where the integrable function, is given by

/ Cd Pnly) )dy, € int(D°)
D

Tn(m) _ ‘.Z' _ y’d-‘ra
0, r €D,
and
Clo = 2017421 <d—|—Toz> r (1 + %) sin ?. O

Using the methods frong], the argument used to prove Theorem 4.7 in Bafiuelos ancizigcki [2] can
be modified to yield the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.3. SupposeD C R?is a bounded Lipschitz domain and= k/m € (0, 1] is rational. Then for
r €D,

Aguy(t,z) — Agpr(z), ast — 07, O
The final result we will need below is an easy extension of Len2m in DeBlassied].
Lemma 2.4. Suppose is integrable oriR?. Then for any integeq > 0,

aq
athtSO /Rd/ 9(s,2,y) 5 fi(s) ds dy.

In addition, if ¢ is bounded with compact support, then for any multi-ingdex (v1, ..., v4),

3“/1 (‘)“/d
D] Pp(x /d/ D} g(s,x,y)fi(s)dsdy, Dy =
R

oxmn oxvd’
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3. PROOF OFTHEOREM 1.1

We assume the hypotheses of Theotefirthroughout this section.
By Lemmas2.1 and 2.4, integration by parts (where we also use2l—(2.5 to see that the boundary
terms are 0) yields

Ayui(t,x) = Ay Pipr(x / / 01(y)Azg(s,z,y) fi(s) dsdy

/R/ e1ly [s 8$y)}ft(8)dsdy
_// ‘Pl(y)g(s7x7y)3ft(s)dsdy

om
- m+1/ / o1(y)g(s, y)8 fi(s)dsdy
R4 t

a1 O™
4U“WﬁM)

gt—mul(t, x).
By LemmaZ2.4 P;rq is infinitely differentiable int, so by Lemm&.2 we have

om m—1 91
aT:bl(t,w) =(—1™ ()\mul (t,z) + Z 1)t A - qﬁpﬂ’l( )) .
q=0

_ (_1)m+1

Thus,

m—1
1
Agui(t, @) = =Py (¢, DI P
uy(t, ) Tui(t, @ -I-q; o1 171(2).

By Lemma2.3, upon lettingt — 0™, we get

m—1
: m—1—q 01
Appi(x) = =AT¢r(@) + lim Y (=1 N7 —— Py ().

t—0+ otd
q=0
Thus the conclusion of Theoreinl will follow once we show
8(]
3.1 | 1?7 —P <0 =0,... — 1.
( ) t—1>H01( ) 8tq trl(gj)— ) q ) ,

In order to prove§.1) we need the following technical lemmas, whose proofs werdefthe next section.

Lemma3.1. Letx € D and setc = d(z, D¢)?/4 (which is positive). Then given a positive integeand
M > 1, for somer; (¢, M) > 0 independent of we have

M2/«

< ci(q, M) t2/aa / s~H2e=¢ls 4s — 0,
0

sup
yeDe

t2/a 8(1
| s s

ast — 07T,

Lemma3.2. Letz € D. Then given a positive integgrand M > 1, there is3(q, M) > 0 such that

0 ) aj e
q—2/x J . —2/a \—ka/2—1 < M
sup sup |t~422 3 a5(q memmw<2%as> )wm,x

t<1 yeDc =0 k=q+1
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where(q, M) converges t® as M — oo.

Lemma 3.3. For x € D andq a nonnegative integer,

sup sup
t<1 yeD¢c

[e%¢) j q
797 2/O‘Za q) / 57 g(s,x y <Z _2/0‘ ka/2_1> ds| < o

=0 M2/

and the inside of the absolute value converges to

o0
(q!)vq/ 571271 g(s,2,y) ds,
0
ast — 07.

We now show how these lemmas imp8;1). First, note that by Lemma.2, r; is integrable and vanishes
on D, so by Lemma&.4we have forx € D,

%Pm(x) :/c </Ooog(s r,y) ;;f( )d8> r1(y) dy.

Next, given a positive integerand M > 1,

01

M2/ q oo .
8t‘1f()ds:/0 g(S;py)a f()ds—i—/ g(s,x ’y)a_ft()

ota M2 ota

(3.2) /OOO g(s,z,y)

and by @.3)-(2.4),
= q—2/c —2/a \j £U) 42/
/Mf,?/a 9(8,2,y) 875‘1 s)ds = Za )t~ /MtQ/O‘ g(s,z,y) (t s)? f17(t s)ds
t q— 2/a CL /
Z q 12/
=t 9 2/0‘ZCZ / y ; s, ,y (Z'Wgt 2/a ka/2—1> ds
Mt/ %

. oo
3]9(37967@@]01@ 2/%s) ds

: o [ o0
_ 1—q—2/a -
s [T v 2 (£ £ )
(3.3) (e (t-z/asr“/?—l) ds,
where in the second equality we used the fact that
& -2/ —2/a)j £(7) (1—2/a
@fl(f gy =172 )]fl(])(t 2s).

Hence by Lemma8.1-3.3, we see that for fixed € D, the left hand side of3 2) is bounded for < 1 and
y € D¢. Sincer; is integrable orR? and vanishes o®, we can apply dominated convergence to get for
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M > 1,

o . e o
g gt = i | [\ o) hrn )

o < /MZ/Q os,2,9) o fls )ds> ) dy]

— o+ @ [ ([ s ds) nias+ 0G|
by (3.3) and Lemmag$.1-3.3. Then letM — oc to obtain

8 o0
i ) = @5 [ ([ s ds) niay
t—0 tq c 0

To finish the proof of 8.1), sincer; > 0, it remains to show that
(—1)7v, <0, ¢=0,...,m—1
To see this, observe that for somg > 0,
Y = Ry (1) sin (m;oz) .
Sinced < ¢ <m —1anda = 2/m,

and this implies that

It follows that for somep, > 0,

Vg = pg (—1)7F,

and this yields that—1)?v, < 0, as desired.

4. PROOF OFLEMMAS 3.1-3.3
Proof of Lemma3.1. ForM > 1 ands < Mt*“, by (2.3) and @.5),

q .
)| = [ e sy
=0

< C1(q, M)t/

wherec; (¢, M) > 0 is independent of. Thus for fixedr € D,

Mt2/a

09 M2/ 42 —es | 0
ds| < - A d
yseug)c /0 g(s,x,y) atqf 1(s)ds| < co /0 s e atqft(s) s
t2/a
< c3 t—2/a—q/ S_d/2 E_C/S ds
0

— 0,

ast — 0.
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Proof of Lemma 3.2. We have ford > 1,

00 ' o 0o
—q—2/a j —2/a \—ka/2—1
t /]\/[tQ/a S 9(87 €T, y) DsJ ( § ’Wc(t 8) ) ds

k=q+1

o > , D(ka/24+1+7) o — — —1—j
_ q—2/«x j § : 1)J 2j/a 2/« ka/2—1—j
=1t / 2/ S 9(37 €z, y) (kq+1 Yk ( ) F(k‘ /2 1) 13 (t S) ds

I'(ka/24+1+j) _ ha/2—
<t7a 2/ 2/ ka/2—1
t Z ’ k‘ k /2 + 1) / t2/a(t S) g(s7w7y) dS

—0—2/a 'l+qg+1a/2+1+j4 o DY o/
S S R R A e
(=0

- (l+q+1Da/2+1+7) —2/a \—(t+1)a/2 —qa/2—1
Z |W+q+l| (e + q + 1)@/2 + 1) /MtQ/a (t 8) S 9(87 €L, y) ds

> €+q+1a2+1+j N e
DI o Dyt [© a2ty gy ds.

Therefore for fixedc € D andM > 1, with ¢ = d(x, D¢)? /4,

N I & 2o k)2
a2/ Za /t2/a g(sxy)aj<z vt~ s)TRal2 1) ds

k=q+1

sup
yeDe

q
£+q+1)a/2+1+3) (+1)a/2
< Z\ay ‘Z”Yz+q+1’ LA
(jo D((6+q+1)a/2+1)
(47T)_d/2/ S—qa/Z—l—d/2 e_c/SdSZ/B(Q7M)7
0

whereg(q, M) — 0 asM — oo is independent of. O
In order to prove Lemma.3, we need the following result.

Lemma4.1. The following identity holds:

Zaj(q) (_1)j F(ka/2 +1+7) _ { 0, k< g

= I'(ka/2+1) q!, k=gq.

Proof. By (2.2), f,(s) = t=2/* f,(t~%/*s), hence the formula2(3) is a special case of the formula

(41) %t—2/a —2/a Za —2/a q _2/a8)jh(j)(t_2/a8).

Takingh(z) = z~**/2~1 we have

h) (z) = Fl)a’“ﬁéf/‘é‘i‘f)ﬂ Lka/2—1-j
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Then withs = 1, the right hand side ofi(1) becomes

Za (q)t=2/a=a(4=2/)i o) (472

Eq: t—2/a q (t—2/a) (ka/2 +1+ ]) (t—2/a)—ka/2—l—j
— I(ka/2 +1)

<.

On the other hand,
t—2/a h(t—Z/a) _ t—2/o¢ (t—2/a)—koz/2—1 _ tk,

and so 4.1) becomes

O & g ; D(ka/2 + 1+ 7)
Gt =11) (1Ya T(ka/2+1)
The desired conclusion follows from this. O

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We have

e
- 2/a / j t—2/a —ka/2—1 d
E ai(q tz/as g(s,z,y) Bad E i ( s

k=1
q .
- o D(ka/2 +1+7) pajp1-
— =92/ E+2/c ( 1\j ka/2—1—j
t j;]a kZ’Y’“/ oS IS D T ey s
q q
; _ C(ka/2 +1+j)
— ) _1\J ka/2— 1 k—q
S a1 ([ st glsm) )Z fpt s,
7=0 k=
q .
_ O rasa— D(ka/2+1+5
= (/Mﬁ/as gl ) ds) 2_asa) (=1Y (F(k/a/2+1) )
k=1 =0
= (q!)7q /th 5712 g(s, 2, y) ds,

by Lemma4.1. In particular, for fixedr € D andc = d(x, D¢)? /4,

1—a- 2/aza /Mtz/a sl g (s, @ y <Z’Y’f 2/a ka/2—1> ds

7=0

sup sup
t<1 yeD¢

< (q!) \’yq\(élﬂ)_d/z/o §790/271=d/2 g=¢/s g5 < o0,

Moreover, ag — 0T,

as desired. O
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