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Abstract

Let D be a non-empty open subset of R™, m > 2, with boundary 9D,
with finite Lebesgue measure |D|, and which satisfies a parabolic Harnack
principle. Let K be a compact, non-polar subset of D. We obtain the lead-
ing asymptotic behaviour as € | 0 of the L® norm of the torsion function
with a Neumann boundary condition on 0D, and a Dirichlet boundary
condition on 9(eK), in terms of the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian with
corresponding boundary conditions. These estimates quantify those of
Burdzy, Chen and Marshall who showed that D\ K is a non-trap domain.
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1 Introduction and main results

Let D be an open, non-empty set in R™, m > 2, with finite Lebesgue measure
|D|, and let K C D be a compact set with boundary 0K, and with positive
logarithmic capacity if m = 2 or with positive Newtonian capacity cap (K) if
m > 3. Let uk,p be the solution of

—Au =1,
with Dirichlet boundary condition
u(z) =0, z € 0K, (1)
and Neumann boundary condition
0
a—g(ac) =0,2 € 0D, (2)

where v is the inward normal. Boundary conditions () and (2) have to be
understood in the weak sense. In particular () holds for all regular points of
OK. Let np(z,y;t), x € D,y € D, t > 0 denote the Neumann heat kernel for
D. We say that the parabolic Harnack principle (PHP for short) holds in D if
for some tg € (0, 00) there exists ¢ = co(D, tg) < 0o, such that

WD(xay;t) S COWD(/an;t)a t Z th T, Y,v,w S D.

See also [8]. As was pointed out in [4], PHP is equivalent to the following
assertion: there exist t; € (0,00), ¢1 < 00, ¢z > 0 depending on D such that

1
sup |[mp(z,y;t) — —| < cre” 2t t >ty (3)
z,yeD |D|

It was shown in [4] that if D satisfies PHP then ug p is bounded, and D\ K
is a non-trap domain. In Theorem [I] below we quantify this statement in terms
of the first eigenvalue A\(K, D) of the Laplacian with boundary conditions ()
and (2)) in the case where K is scaled down by a factor £ with respect to a fixed
point (the origin) in D.

Estimates of this type are well known for the torsion function ug for an open
set  satisfying a 0 Dirichlet boundary condition on 9Q. In [2] it was shown
that ug € L>(£2) if and only if A(©2) > 0. If the latter holds then

A < Jualleo < emA(©Q)7H
where ¢, is the sharp constant defined by
Cm = Sup{/\(Q)”uQHOO : Qopen iana A(Q) > 0}5

and | - ||, denotes the standard L? norm, 1 < p < oo.

In [2] it was shown that ¢, < 4 + 3mlog2. This bound has been improved
since. See for example [5] and [I0]. For general open, non-empty, and connected
D, and a non-empty compact subset K C D one does not have boundedness of
ur,p. Examples of these trap domains were given in [4].



Theorem 1. Let D C R™, m > 2, be open, non-empty, containing the origin,
and let D satisfy the parabolic Harnack principle. If K is a non-polar compact
subset of D, then for e ] 0,

1+0((loge™)71/2), m = 2,

1+0(m=2/2) >3, 4)

AeK, D)luck,plloc = {

where eK = {y € R™ : e~ly € K}. Furthermore for any non-polar compact set

KcD,
1

vk, plloc > NE, D)’ (5)

It was shown in Theorem 2.5(i) in [4] that if (B]) holds, then the Neumann
Laplacian on D has discrete spectrum. Sufficient geometric conditions for D to
satisfy the PHP were obtained in, for example, Corollary 2.7 of [4]. Conversely
PHP implies some geometric and spectral properties of D. The proposition
below is of independent interest.

Proposition 2. Let D be open, non-empty, with |D| < oo. If @) holds then
we have the following.

(i) D is connected.

(ii) The first eigenvalue of the Neumann Laplacian acting in L?(D) has mul-
tiplicity 1.

(iii)
2/m
u<B>(%) > (D) > e, (6)

where u(D) is the first non-zero eigenvalue of the Neumann Laplacian
acting in L?(D), and B is a ball of radius 1 in R™.

2 Proof of Theorem [

In this section we prove Theorem [11

Proof. Let mg p(z,y;t), x € D\ K,y € D\ K, t > 0 denote the heat kernel
with a Neumann boundary condition on dD, and with a 0 Dirichlet boundary
condition on K. We have for § € (0,1),

UK,D(SC):/ dt/ dymr p(x,y;t)
0 D\K

t1/(1-90) 0o
:/ dt/ dyﬂK,D(ac,y;t)—i—/ dt/ dy g p(z,y;t)
0 D\K t1/(1—6) D\K

t1/(1-9) 00
S/ dt/ dyﬂD(:C,y;t)—i—/ dt/ dy i p(x,y;t)
0 D\K t1/(1—8) D\K
t oo
<y / i / dy e p (@, v ). (7)
1-=90  Jusa-s Jo\x



By the heat semigroup property, and by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality,

WK,D(z,y;t):/ 7D (T, 2;t/2) TR D (2, Y5 t/2) dz
D\K

1/2 1/2
S </ ﬂ_K,D(xvz?t/2)2 dZ) (/ ﬂ-K,D(zay7t/2)2 dZ)
D\K D\ K

= (rx.p(z,2;t) T p (v, y: 1)) . (8)
By the spectral theorem we have
mr.p(,x;t) < e NP e b (2 (1 — 6)t). (9)
By @) and (@),
(mr.p (2, y:0))" < e NP (e (@25 (1 — )i, p (y, 3 (1 — O)1))

< e NED) sup (e p(a,y; (1— 0)t))°
z,yeD

5/2

< e~ 07 tA(K, D) sup (7TD(5073J§ (1- 5)t))6' (10)
z,yeD

By @),

)
1
(wD(x,y; (1- 6)15))6 < (m + Cle—cz(l—é)t)

1 t
< Jo—cad(l=0)t 4~ M
=Tpp Ta° T 19

This, together with (I0), gives

3]
1_

1 .
(7x,p(, y;f))6 < e PAKD) (— + 0(156_°26(1_5)t), t>

o7 - (1

We obtain by (II), and by Hoélder’s inequality,

/ dt/ dy g, p(x,y;t)
t1/(1—8) D\K

o _ 1 sl
S/ dt/ dy (mi,p (@, ;1)) e AED) <—5 +cfeme200 ‘5”)
D\K |D|

t1/(1=6)
~ .18 —s2eak.p) (L § —cas(1-8)t
< dt dy (WD(:E,y,t)) € s + ce
t1/(1-9) D |D|
oS} 1-06 , 1
< [T a( [ dymotenn) ippe o (o demesioor)
t1/(1-9) D |D|
— 1 675%1,\(1(,1))/(175)
52\(K, D)
+ DI (e20(1 — 8) + 82A(K, D))~ e~ (0eatdIMKD)/(1=0)
1 4|D)

S PNKD) | ead(l—0) (12)



By (@) and ([12),
S é
’U,KyD(:L')A(K,D) < 572+ < t1 01|D|

1—8  20(1-9)
By taking the supremum over all © € D\ K we obtain
tl C?|D|§

<62 .
lure, Dllcc A, D) <677 + (1 5+ oo _5)>>\(K,D)

>/\(K,D).

Hence for 6 € (0,1) and € € (0,1),

_ tl 06|D|5
SAEeK,D) <672 L
luer.pllocA(e K, D) < 077+ (1 —5 T es(1-0)
In the lemma below we obtain an upper bound for the rate at which \(e K, D) | 0
ase | 0.

))\(EK,D). (13)

Lemma 3. If D is open, non-empty in R™, m > 3, with |D| < oo, and if
K C D with cap (K) > 0 then

K
limsupe? ™\ (eK, D) < cap (K)
el0 |D|

If D is open, non-empty in R?, with |D| < oo, and if K C D has strictly positive
logarithmic capacity, then

(14)

lim sup (1og5_1))\(5K,D) < 2—7T (15)
0 |D|
We note that (i) the constants in the right-hand sides of (I4]) and (IH)
are well-known and sharp (see for example [7]), (ii) both formulae hold for
arbitrary open and connected sets D with |D| < oo, and without any regularity
assumptions on dD. We now choose

§=1—|D|Y™\(eK, D)2 (16)
Then 6 € (0,1) for all e sufficiently small. By ([I3) and (I6]),
|uek,pllowA(eK, D) < 1+ O(NeK, D)Y/?). (17)

The proof of (Bl is similar to the one of Theorem 5 in [3], and Theorem
1, (0.5) in [I]. Let ¢ denote the normalised first eigenfunction (positive) of
the Laplacian with Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions on 0D and
OK respectively, suppressing both K and D dependence. We have by Cauchy-
Schwarz’s inequality that [}, ;¢ <[D\ K|'/2. Using

8UK1D
v ov

we obtain by Green’s formula,

A, D)Juxeplloc / ¥ > (K, D) / w.pP = — / A
D\K D\K D\K

= —/ ’leU}gD :/ ’L/J
D\K D\K
This implies the assertion.

Finally @) follows by (@), (I7), and Lemma [3 O

= UK1D8£ =0 On(?DU(?K,
ov



3 Proof of Lemma [3l and Proposition
Proof of Lemma Bl Recall that 0 € D, and so

R =min{ly| : y € 9D} > 0.
Since K is compact,

Ry =max{|z| :z € K} < c0.

€1 = min 1£
1 — ’RK .

If e < ey theneK C B(0; R). See [9] for estimates related to the proof of Lemma
Bl First we consider the case m > 3. Let ux denote the equilibrium measure of
K in R™, and let

Let

orlo) = 2 [ el o - o

Then ¢x(z) = 1,2 € K, 0 < ¢ < 1,z € R™\ K, and ¢x is smooth on
the complement of K. We use 1 — ¢ as a trial function in the Rayleigh-Ritz
characterisation of A(K, D). This gives

Vul?
MK, D) = inf M
w€H(D), u|x=0 fD\K u?

fD\K |V¢K|2
- fD\K(l - 0K)?
me\K IVox|?
= o= 0x)?
cap (K)

T o= 0x)7 s

It remains to bound the denominator in the right-hand side of (I8)) from below.
Since we will apply this lower bound with €1 K rather than K itself, we assume
that K C B(0; R). We let 0 < a < 1. Tt is a standard fact that the capacitary
potential is monotone increasing in K. In particular,

¢K () < dp(o;r) () = min {1, ( i )m_Q}.

||

Hence

Y

(1— a)2/ 1
{¢x (z)<a}nD

(1 —a)*(ID] = {on0:r)(2) > a}|)
(1—a)*(|D] — a=™/ (M=, R™), (19)

/ Lo’

AV,



where wy, = |B1(0)]. We choose « such that
[ B(0; R)|

— —m/(m—2) 1Z2\Y FY)1 (20)
a=a :
D]
This, together with ([I8)), (I9), and (20) implies
(m=2)/(2(m—=1))\ —3
K B(0;
MK, D) < &2 )(1 - (M) ) . (21)
D] D]

In particular for € € (0,1], ee1 K C eB(0; R), and this together with (ZI) gives

. (m=2)/(2(m—=1))\ —3

cap (ee1 K) e|B(0; R)|

Nee K, D) < SPEELR) (1 - <7 L (22)
|D| |D|

Formula (I4) follows by (22)), and scaling of the Newtonian capacity,
cap (eK) = e™ 2cap (K).

Next we consider the planar case m = 2. We use Hadamard’s method of
descent so as to avoid logarithmic potential theory. See for example p.51 in
[9]. Let h > R, and consider the cylinder (D \ K) x (0,h) C R3. Then the
first eigenvalue of the Laplacian acting in L?(D \ K)) with Dirichlet boundary
condition on 0K, and Neumann boundary condition on 0D is precisely equal to
the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian acting in L?((D\ K) x (0, h)) with Dirichlet
boundary condition on J(K x (0,h)), and Neumann boundary condition on
A(D x (0,h))\ O(K x (0,h)). We apply ([2I)) to the setting above and obtain by
monotonicity of Newtonian capacity,

AMee1 K, D) < MeB(0; R), D)
cap (B(0;eR) x (0,h)) (. (elBO; R)|\/*\~°
: Dih (1 ( D| > ) |

To obtain an upper bound on cap (B(0;eR) x (0,h)) we let C(R',h') C R? be
an ellipsoid with a circular cross section of radius R’ and axis h’. Then for a
suitable translation and rotation C(R’,h’) D B(0;eR) x (0, h) provided

(23)

2—,22 + (‘?2)2 <1 (24)
We let o € (0,1) be arbitrary, and choose
R =& %(eR), (25)
and
o= (1), (26)

The choice ([25)—(286]) satisfies ([24]). For % — 00, or equivalently ¢ | 0 with h
fixed, we have by formula (12) on p.260 in [6],

2mh’

cap (C(R/, hl)) = m(l + 0(1))
2mh
1+ o0(1
(1 520‘)1/2 log(h/R’)( o)
< 2mh (14 o(1)).

(1—a)(1—e2) 1/2 loge—!



Thus,

cap (B(0;eR) x (0,h)) 27
< 1 1)).
DIk - (lfoz)IDllogff*l( +elt)
By (@3), )
limsup (loge ™) \(ee 1 K, D) < B L
e (e N e D) < oy

Since « € (0,1) was arbitrary, this completes the proof of the case m = 2.
O

Proof of Proposition Bl To prove (i) we recall that, since D is open, D is a
countable union of open components. Suppose that this union contains at least
two elements, one of which is C. Then both C and D \ C are open and non-
empty. Let 14 denote the indicator function of a set A. From () we obtain,

C
’/ dymp(z,y;t) — %‘ <alClem @ t>t;, 2 € D.
c |D|

We note that
qc,D(:c;t):/ dymp(z,y;t)
C

is the solution of the heat equation

Jq
Ag = -2
4= 5

with initial condition
q(x;0) = 1c(x),
and with a Neumann (insulating) boundary condition on dD. It follows that
go,p(z;t) = 1o(x), t > 0.

From (B)) we have
€l

— | <c|Clem 2t t>t;, xz € C.
- 5 s e 0
We conclude that, by taking the limit ¢ — oo, |C| = |D|. Since C C D,
|D\ C| = 0. This contradicts D\ C is open and non-empty. This in turn implies
that D consists of just one component C'. Hence C is connected. This implies
assertion (ii). To prove (iii) we have that (@] implies

/ drmp(z,z;t) < 1+ ci|Dle™ 2t t > t;.
D
Hence the Neumann heat semigroup is trace-class, and

| 4 e—tn(D) < / dzmp (e, 1) <1+ ci|Dle™t, t > ). (27)
D

Taking the limit ¢ — oo in (27)) implies the second inequality in (@). The first
inequality in (@) is due to Weinberger [11]. O
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