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THE WILLMORE ENERGY AND THE MAGNITUDE OF
EUCLIDEAN DOMAINS

HEIKO GIMPERLEIN, MAGNUS GOFFENG

ABSTRACT. We study the geometric significance of Leinster’s notion of mag-
nitude for a compact metric space. For a smooth, compact domain X in an
odd-dimensional Euclidean space, we show that the asymptotic expansion of
the function M x (R) = Mag(R-X) at R = oo determines the Willmore energy
of the boundary 0X. This disproves the Leinster-Willerton conjecture for a
compact convex body in odd dimensions.

INTRODUCTION

The notion of magnitude was introduced by Leinster [3, 9] as an extension of the
Euler characteristic to (finite) enriched categories. Magnitude has been shown to
unify notions of “size” like the cardinality of a set, the length of an interval or the
FEuler characteristic of a triangulated manifold, and it even relates to measures of
the diversity of a biological system. See [10] for an overview.

Viewing a metric space as a category enriched over [0, 00), Leinster and Willer-
ton proposed and studied the magnitude of metric spaces [9, 11]: If (X,d) is a
finite metric space, a weight function is a function w : X — R which satisfies
D oyex e~ 4@ Wy (y) = 1 for all x € X. Given a weight function w, we define the
magnitude of X as Mag(X) := > wex w(x); this definition is independent of the
choice of weight function. Beyond finite metric spaces, the magnitude of a compact,
positive definite metric space (X, d) was made rigorous by Meckes [12]:

Mag(X) :=sup{Mag(E) : 2 C X finite} .

Instead of the magnitude of an individual space (X, d), it proves fruitful to study
the magnitude function M x (R) := Mag(X, R - d) for R > 0.

Compact convex subsets X C R™ provide a key example, surveyed in [10]. Moti-
vated by properties of the Euler characteristic and computer calculations, Leinster
and Willerton [11] conjectured a surprising relation to the intrinsic volumes V;(X),
which would shed light on the geometric content of the magnitude function:

(1) kz% X)R¥ 4 0(1), as R — .

Here, wy, is the volume of the k-dimensional unit ball. This asymptotic expansion
resembles the well-known expansion of the heat trace, with leading terms V,,(X) =
vol, (X), Vi—1(X) = vol,,—1(0X) [1]. The expansion coefficients for the heat trace,
however, are not proportional to V(X)) for k < n — 2.
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The conjectured behavior (1) was disproved by Barcelé and Carbery [1] for the
unit ball Bs C R5. They explicitly computed the rational function Mp, and ob-
served numerical disagreement of the coefficients of R*. Their results were extended
to balls in odd dimensions in [14].

In spite of this negative result, the authors were able to prove a variant of (1),
with modified prefactors, which confirmed the close relation between magnitude
and intrinsic volumes [2]: When n = 2m — 1 is odd and X C R™ is a compact
domain with smooth boundary, there are coefficients (¢;(X));en such that

Mx(R)=>" L?R"*j +O(R™™), as R — o0,

where
m2
2

co(X) = vol,(X), ¢1(X) = mvol,,_1(0X), c2(X) = (n—1) HdS .

ax
Here, H denotes the mean curvature of X. Each coefficient c; is an integral
over 0X computable from the second fundamental form of X and its covariant
derivatives. For j = 0,1,2 and X convex, the coefficient ¢; is proportional to the
intrinsic volume V,,_;(X), for j = 0,1,2. This proves that the Leinster-Willerton
conjecture holds for modified universal coefficients up to O(R"~3).

The following variant of the Leinster-Willerton conjecture therefore remained
plausible. It would confirm the relation between magnitude and intrinsic volumes
and, in particular, show that ¢,, is proportional to the Euler characteristic Vj:

Conjecture 1. For n > 0, there are universal constants Yon, Yi,ns---» Ynn SUch
that for any compact convex subset X C R™, Mx(R) = > 1_o Ykn Vi (X)RF 4 0(1),
as R — oo.

In this paper we prove that Conjecture 1 fails in all odd dimensions n > 3
and find unexpected geometric content in ¢3. While the conjecture holds true for
the terms of order R", R"~! and R" 2, the R" 3-term is not proportional to an
intrinsic volume:

Theorem 2. Assume that n > 3 is odd and that X C R"™ is a compact domain
with smooth boundary. Then there is a dimensional constant A\, # 0 such that

c3(X) = A W(0X),

where W(0X) = faX H?dS is the Willmore energy of the boundary of the hyper-
surface 0X.

Building on [2], the proof reformulates the magnitude function in terms of an
elliptic boundary value problem of order n 4 1 in R"™\ X, which is then studied us-
ing methods from semiclassical analysis. See Proposition 4 and Equation (5) below.

To see that Theorem 2 disproves Conjecture 1 in the fourth term, we observe
that the Willmore energy is not an intrinsic volume: The only intrinsic volume with
the same scaling property as the Willmore energy is V,,_3. For instance, if n = 3
then V,,_3 is the Euler characteristic while f ax H2dS can be non-zero even when
0X has vanishing Euler characteristic (e.g. for a torus). In general dimension, for
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a > 0 the solid ellipsoid
/ n—1 12 |z |?
Xy =< (2',zn) €R xR:|x|+7§1 ,

satisfies that W(0X,) — oo as a — 0. On the other hand, Hausdorff continuity
of intrinsic volumes shows that V;,_3(X,) converges to a finite number, namely the
n — 3:rd intrinsic volume of the n — 1-dimensional unit ball. Therefore Theorem 2
implies the following.

Corollary 3. Assume that n > 3 is odd and that X C R™ is a compact convex
domain with smooth boundary. There are universal constants Yn—2 n, Yn—1,n, Yn,n
such that

Mx(R) = Z Ve Vi (X)RF + O(R" ™), as R — oo.
k=n—2
However, there is no constant v, 3, such that Mx(R) =Y ,_, 4 Ve Vie (X)) RF +
O(R"*) as R — oco. In particular, the Leinster-Willerton conjecture fails even
with modified universal coefficients.
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back, which helped improve the paper. MG was supported by the Swedish Research
Council Grant VR 2018-0350. We thank Tom Leinster for comments on an earlier
draft.

BACKGROUND AND NOTATION

We assume that X C R" is a compact domain with C'°*°-boundary, where n =
2m — 1 odd. Denote by Q := R™ \ X the exterior domain. We use the Sobolev
spaces H*(R") := (1 — A)~*/2L2(R™) of exponent s > 0. Here, the Laplacian
A is given by A = E?:l %. The spaces H*(X) and H?®(Q) are defined using
restrictions. The Sobolev spz;ces H#(0X) can be defined using local charts or as
(1 — Apx)*/?L?(0X).

We use 0, to denote the Neumann trace of a function « in 2. The operator 0,
extends to a continuous operator H*(Q2) — H*"3/2(0X) for s > 3/2. Similarly,
Yo : H¥(Q) — H*1/2(9X) denotes the trace operator defined for s > 1/2.

For R > 0 we shall need the operators

D d, 0 (R?—A)U=1/2 " when j is odd,
B Vg0 (R2— A)I/2, when j is even.
By the trace theorem, D%, is continuous as an operator Dy, : H*(Q) — H*~7~1/2(9X)

for s > j+1/2.
We recall a key observation from [1], in the reformulation presented in [2]:

Proposition 4. [2, Proposition 9] Suppose that hg € H*™(Q) is the unique weak
solution to the boundary value problem

(R2—A)"hg =0 inQ

; RI, j even
DLh = ’ ,j=0,...,m—1.
RUR {0, jodd. 7
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Then the following identity holds

1, (X 1 . -
Mx(R) =22 (X) g — > RHJ/ DY 'hpds.
nlwy, nlw, ., = ox

2 <m

The operators Dg% define a matrix-valued Dirichlet-Neumann operator A(R) :
‘H4+ — H_ in the Hilbert space

W= P B2 0x) 0 @ H*™ 72 (0X)

j=0 j=m

3

Hy H_

as follows: A(R)(uj);-”:_ol = (D%u)?:m, where u € H?™(Q) is the unique weak
solution to

(2)

The operator A(R) is a parameter-dependent pseudodifferential operator on 9X.
The parameter R enters like an additional co-variable, which allows us to compute
the asymptotics of M x from Proposition 4. For the convenience of the reader we
recall the salient features of the parameter-dependent pseudodifferential calculus,
see for instance [5, 6, 13] for further details. We restrict to parameters R € R, =
(0, 00).

Definition 5. A parameter-dependent pseudodifferential operator A of order s on
R™ is an operator on the Schwartz space of the form

B A =0 [ [ el R )y, f e SERD)

where the full symbol a admits a polyhomogeneous expansion of order s in (&, R).
That is, for k € N there are functions as_; € C*°(R™ x R™ x R4 ) with

a’S*k(xvté.atR) = t57ka5*k(xa€7R)a fOI‘ t Z 15 H(55R)|| 2 17

and a can be written as an asymptotic sum

o0
a ~ E As_f-
k=0

We call a the principal symbol of A. If as(x, &, R) is invertible for every (x,&, R) €
R™ x R™ x Ry, we say that A is elliptic with parameter.

Definition 5 on R"™ extends by standard techniques, using coordinate charts, to
define a pseudodifferential operator and its full symbol on a compact manifold, see
for instance [2, 5, 6, 13]. The use of the parameter-dependent calculus is crucial to
the work [2] and the computations in this paper, including formulas for the symbol
of a product of two pseudodifferential operators and the parametrix construction.
In particular, if A is elliptic with parameter of order s on a compact manifold,
it has a parametrix with parameter B of order —s. The full symbol expansion
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b ~ E?io b_s_; can be explicitly computed: The principal symbol is given by
b_s(z,& R) = as(x,&, R)™, and for j > 0 the following inductive formula holds,

jled

(4) booj(@&R) = —as(x, &, R)T Y 708 k(2,6 R)OTb o i(2,6, ).

k+1+|al=7,
I<j

The computation proving Equation (4) follows from [13, Section 5.5].

For R — oo the parameter-dependent calculus further allows to compute expec-
tation values of the form [,, A(1) dz in terms of the symbol:

Lemma 6. Suppose that A : C*°(M) — C*°(M) is a parameter-dependent pseu-
dodifferential operator of order s acting on a compact manifold M equipped with a
volume density. Then there is an asymptotic expansion

/ A1) dz = apR*F + O(R™),
M k=0

where the coefficients ay, are computed as follows: Expand the full symbol of A into
terms homogeneous in (£, R) as oa(x,&, R) ~ > poy0s—k(A)(z,&, R) and set

ay = /M s—1(A)(2,0,1) da.

For the proof of Lemma 6 we refer the reader to [2, Lemma 20] or [3, Lemma
2.24], but let us outline the main idea. The claimed asymptotics of Lemma 6 is
coordinate invariant because [ 1 A(1) dz is coordinate invariant. It therefore suffices
to compute the asymptotics for an operator A on R™ as in Equation (3), assuming
a is compactly supported in the a-variable. In this case, A(1) = a(z,0, R), so that
for R>1

/n A(1) dz = / _a(@,0, R)dw = > /M o5 1(A)(2,0,R) dz + O(R™>°) =
k=0

= Z/ oo k(A)(2,0,1) dzR*™F + O(R™™) = " ayR*™" + O(R™™).
k=0"M k=0

The reader should note that the integrands as_j(z,0, R) = as_(x,0,1)R™~* are
well defined because each as—_j is homogeneous in (£, R), and not only in .

From Proposition 4 and Lemma 6 we deduce a formula for the expansion coeffi-
cients cg:

5 aX=- 3 3 / 02 o1 k(Aaj1.20)(2,0, 1) S,
m<j<mo<i<m/2” 9%

for k > 0 where A = (/\j-Jﬂml);’fl_:%J and o2;_2;—x(A2j—1,21) the homogeneous part of
order 2j — 2] — k in its symbol (with parameter). See [2, Proposition 20].

The full symbol of the parameter-dependent operator A can be computed by
adapting standard techniques in semiclassical analysis [6]. The operator A is first
computed using boundary layer potentials. To define these, we consider the function

K(R;z):= %e_R‘Z‘, z € R"™
The constant k,, > 0 is chosen such that
(R* = A)"K = 0§y
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in the sense of distributions on R™. For [ = 0,...,n, we define the functions
Ki(Ryz,y) = (-1)'D} /K (R;z —y), x€R", y€dX.
Here Dé?qy denotes Dé% acting in the y-variable. We also consider the distributions
Kjr(Riw,y) =Dy Ke(Riz,y), z€0X.

Each K}, defines a parameter-dependent pseudodifferential operator A, ;(R) :
C>®(0X) — C*(0X),

Aj (R f(x) := /8X K (Ryx,y)f(y)dS(y), =€ dX.

The integral defining A; »(R) is understood in the sense of an exterior limit. These
operators combine into a 2m x 2m-matrix of operators A := (Aj,l)?,lzo tH — H.
It decomposes into matrix blocks

He My
a (b A0) T LT
7+ —_

H_ H-_

with Ay, : Hy — H, forp,q € {+,—}. By integrating by parts as in [2, Proposition
12], one can show that if u solves Equation (2) then

Uy = A++u+ + AJF,’UJ,,

where uy = (uj);-”;()l and u_ = (um+j)}”:61. Therefore, (1 — Ay )uy = A _u_
and we can express the Dirichlet-Neumann operator A in terms of layer potentials
as

(6) A=B(1-Ay).

Here B = (Bj-irm,l);n,l;%) denotes a parametrix (with parameter) of Ay = (Aj7l+m);'n,l;%)'
See more in the proof of [2, Theorem 18].

The proof of Theorem 2 uses Equation (6) to compute components of the symbol
of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator A. The formula for ¢z then follows from (5).

PROOF OF THEOREM 2

To prove Theorem 2 we note that we by Equation (5) only need to compute the
third term oa;_9;—3(Agj-1,2;/) in the polyhomogeneous expansion

o0
o(Agj—1,21)(2,& R) ~ Z 02j—21—1-k(N2j—1,21)(2, &, R),
k=0
in the range % < j < m, 0 <1 < m/2. In fact, we only need to compute
the evaluation ogj_2;—3(A2j—1,21)(x,0,1). Recall that we are using the parameter-
dependent calculus, so that each oa;_9—1-(A2j—1,21)(x, &, R) is homogeneous of
degree —2j — 21 — 1 — k in (&, R).
For the convenience of the reader, we change to the notation (2, &, R) € T*0X x
R, for coordinates and cotangent variables on the boundary 90X, as used in [2].

For an integer k € Z, we use the notation

or(Aiy) = (0j-1k(A50)) 1120,

ok (Ay-) = (0j-rrh—m(Aj1rm))]1Z0
ok (B) = (0j4m—t-4+%(Bjtm1)) =6

and
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Here we write 0j_;4,(A;;) for the degree j — [ + k part of a;; written as a sym-
bol depending on the variable (z/,¢', R) € T*0X x Ry. The symbols ox (A1),
or(Ay_) and o (B) relate to the (parameter-dependent) Douglis-Nirenberg cal-
culus naturally appearing in the boundary reduction of boundary value problems
[2, 5]. The reader should note the difference with the expressions appearing just
after [2, Proposition 37] in that they are for symbols in the variables (2/,y’, ¢, R).
The process of going between these two symbol expressions is one of the difficulties
in the computation ahead.

The reader can note that og(A44), oo(A;—) and o¢(B) are the matrices of
principal symbols of Ay, A, _ and B, respectively. In particular,

o0(B) = oo(Ay_)~".

It follows from [2, Theorem 12] that o¢(B) does not depend on 2’ € 9X. Define
the symbol

D = (6;x(R* + |§|2)j/2)?,k20'

By the computational result [2, Theorem 12], there are constant m x m-matrices
CQ, Cl, Cg, C3 such that

00(A++) = DOODil, O’O(A+7) = DClDil,
o 1(Ayy) = HDCoD™!, o (A, )= HDC3D!, and
oo(B) =DC; DY,

where H denotes the mean curvature of 0X and we in each identity embed m x m-
matrices in a suitable fashion into 2m x 2m-matrices.

From [2, Lemma 22, part a] and the z’-independence of o¢(B) we can from
Equation (4) deduce that

o 1(B) = —ao(B)o_1 (A _)oo(B) = HDC;'C3C ' D71,

as well as
7-2(8) = ~o0(B) (o-2(As-) + 3 0 00(As)o0(B0n, -1 ()~

—o_1<A+_>oo<B>o_1<A+_>)oo<B>.



8 HEIKO GIMPERLEIN, MAGNUS GOFFENG

Using [2, Lemma 22, part b], we write
o-2(A) =0_2(B)(1 — 00(As)) —o-1(B)o—1(Ayy) — oo(B)o—2(Ar4)+

n—1
+iY 0,0 1(B)Or,0 1 (Ayy) =
j=1

n—1

—— 0o(B) (7200 + 3 0 00(A o0 B)0n 71 ()~

(A )oo(Bos <A+_>) 00(B)(1 — oo(Ap))+
+oo(B)o—1(Ar_)oo(B)o—1(A++)) — oo(B)o—2(Ars)—

i3 3, (0(B)o 1 (A )o0(B)) By, 7 (A 4)

Since all og-occurences only depend on R? + |£|2, all its ¢-derivatives will vanish at
¢ =0, and therefore,

o_s(A)(@',0, R) =
—| -~ o0(B) (0-2(As-) = -1 (A Jon(Blo-1 (A1) | BIL -~ q0(Ass )+

+oo(B)o_1(Ar Yoo(B)o_1(Ayy) — 00(3)0—2(A++)} oo -

_ [ —DCTID (0g(Ay_)DCT (1 - Co)D ™ + o_a(Ary)) +

+ H*DC O3CT O30 (1 — Co)D™ 1t + Hchllcgcllch_l]
§'=0

Assume for now that o_o(A;_)(2',0,R) = 0_2(A;4)(2/,0,R) = 0. Then this
computation shows that indeed, there are universal constants (dj-l-m,l)??l;%) (inde-
pendent of X)) such that for 5 < j <mand 0 <1 <m/2,

02j—21-2(A2j_1,21)(x,0,1) = d2j71,2lH(I)2-

In particular, we have shown that for a dimensional constant \,, we have that
c3(X) = A\, [, H?dS. Tt follows from [14] that A, # 0 for n > 3 odd.

It remains to show that o_3(Ay_)(2',0,R) = o_2(A;11)(2',0,R) = 0. Note
that we do not claim that o_9(Ay_) = o_2(A;1) = 0 just that when restricting
to & = 0 the symbols vanish. This last step in the proof relies on the technically
involved computations in [2, Appendix A.2] and the process of going from “two-
variable symbols” a(z,y, &, R) to “one-variable symbols” a(z, &, R), see [7, Theorem
7.13]. We pick local coordinates at a point on X. We can assume that this point
is 0 € R™ and that the coordinates are of the form (2/,S(2’)), where 2’ belongs
to some neighborhood of 0 € R"~! and S is a scalar function with S(0) = 0 and
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VS(0) = 0. We can express a;j as
ajk(x/7 ylv §I7 R) :bO,m—p—q(Rz + |§I|27 S(CC/) - S(y/))v
when j =2p,k =n — 2q
ajk(x/7y17§I7 R) :bl,m—p—q(Rz + |§I|27 S(CC/) - S(y/))+

(€ - VS(@"))bo,m—p—q(R* + €7, S(2') = S(y")),
when j =2p+ 1,k =n—2q

ajk(x/v ylvglv R) :blﬂn—p—q(RQ + |€/|27 S(,T/) - S(y/))+
(€ - VS(y))bo,m—p-q(B* + [€'7,S(z') = S(y')),
when j =2p,k=n—2q—1
ajk(xlv ylvglv R) :b27m—p—q(R2 + |€/|27 S(xl) - S(yl))+
(€ VS)) + (€ - VS(@)))brm-—p—q(B* + €', S(2") = S(y))+
(€ - VS@NE VS )bom—p-q(R* + €17, S (") = S(y)),
when j=2p+1,k=n—2q— 1,
where
(—i0.)" (u — 0%)"Nd,—0, N <0,
by n(u,z) =
. |z|ke7‘ z|Vu
(—i0,)" Zk -0 CkTN4uN w7z, N >0,
for some coeflicients ¢ , N
We need to Verify that oj_g—2(4;x)(z',0,R) = 0 for any j and k. The symbol

0j—k—2(Aj ) inz’ =0is by [7, Theorem 7. 13] given by the terms of order j —k —2
in the expression

8a3k ank ’
a;x(0,0,€, R) — Zaga (0,0,¢, R) Z aglagsaylays(o’o’f’m

Recall that S(0) = 0 and V.S(0) = 0 so there are several terms vanishing when

setting 2’ = 0. Indeed, no term of order j — k — 2 in a,(0,0,&’, R) is non-zero.
All non-zero terms of order j — k — 2 in Y7 g&zg;z (0,0,&', R) are odd functions
under the reflection & — —¢’, so they vanish when restrlctlng to £ = 0. Similar
o .
computations show that terms of order j—k—2in 3 Ly~ Ls=1 m all contains

a factor of & or &€, so they vanish when restricting to £’ = 0.
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