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ON GROWTH MONOTONICITY ESTIMATES OF THE

PRINCIPAL DIRICHLET-LAPLACIAN EIGENVALUE

V. A. PCHELINTSEV

Abstract. In the present paper we obtain growth monotonicity estimates
of the principal Dirichlet-Laplacian eigenvalue in bounded non-Lipschitz do-
mains. The proposed method is based on composition operators generated by
quasiconformal mappings and their applications to weighted Sobolev inequal-
ities.

1. Introduction

The goal of present work is to obtain the growth monotonicity estimates of the
principal eigenvalue of the Dirichlet-Laplacian

−div(∇u) = λu in Ω, u = 0 on ∂Ω,

generated by quasiconformal deformations of bounded non-Lipschitz domains Ω ⊂
R

2 satisfying to the quasihyperbolic boundary condition [18, 19]. This class of
domains includes domains with non-rectifiable boundaries [23].

Recall that a domain Ω satisfies the γ-quasihyperbolic boundary condition with
some γ > 0, if the growth condition on the quasihyperbolic metric

kΩ(x0, x) ≤
1

γ
log

dist(x0, ∂Ω)

dist(x, ∂Ω)
+ C0

is satisfied for all x ∈ Ω, where x0 ∈ Ω is a fixed base point and C0 = C0(x0) <∞,
[6, 16].

We will consider the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem in the weak formulation:
ˆ

Ω

〈∇u(x),∇v(x)〉 dx = λ

ˆ

Ω

u(x)v(x) dx, v ∈W 1,2
0 (Ω).

It is known [14, 22] that in bounded domains Ω ⊂ R
2 the Dirichlet spectrum of

the Laplace operator is discrete and can be written in the form of a non-decreasing
sequence

0 < λ1(Ω) ≤ λ2(Ω) ≤ . . . ≤ λn(Ω) ≤ . . . ,

where each eigenvalue is repeated as many time as its multiplicity. So, by the
Min-Max Principle (see, for example, [14, 22]) the first eigenvalue of the Dirichlet-
Laplacian can be represented as

λ1(Ω) = inf
u∈W 1,2

0
(Ω)\{0}

´

Ω

|∇u(x)|2 dx
´

Ω

|u(x)|2 dx .

0Key words and phrases: Elliptic equations, Sobolev spaces, quasiconformal mappings.
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It is known that exact calculations of Dirichlet-Laplacian eigenvalues are possible
in a limited number of cases. So, estimates of Dirichlet eigenvalues are significant
in the spectral theory of elliptic operators.

The lower estimates of Dirichlet eigenvalues directly connected to the Rayleigh-
Faber-Krahn inequality [5, 20] which states that the disc minimizes the principal
Dirichlet-Laplacian eigenvalue among all planar domains of the same area:

λ1(Ω) ≥ λ1(Ω
∗) =

j20,1
R2

∗
,

where j0,1 ≈ 2.4048 is the first positive zero of the Bessel function J0 and Ω∗ is a disc
of the same area as Ω with R∗ as its radius. Note that the Rayleigh-Faber-Krahn
inequality was refined using the capacity method, see §4.7 in [22].

Another lower bound for the principal Dirichlet-Laplacian eigenvalue for a simply
connected planar domain was obtained by Makai [21]:

(1.1) λ1(Ω) ≥
α

ρ2
,

where α = 1/4 and ρ is the radius of the largest disc inscribed in Ω. For convex
domains, this lower bound with α = π2/4 was obtained by Hersch [15].

In this paper we proposed estimates for the principal Dirichlet-Laplacian eigen-
value in terms of the quasihyperbolic geometry. For this we will use the method
is based on connections between the quasiconformal mappings [1] and composi-
tion operators on Sobolev spaces [7, 11, 24, 27]. It permits us to obtain growth
monotonicity estimates of the principal Dirichlet eigenvalue in domains with quasi-
hyperbolic boundary conditions.

The main results of the article:

If a non-Lipschitz domain Ω ⊂ R
2 satisfies to the quasihyperbolic boundary

condition, then

(1.2) λ1(Ω) ≥
λ1(Ω

′)

K||Jψ |L∞(Ω′)|| ,

where Ω′ ⊂ R
2 is a bounded domain and Jψ is a Jacobian of the K-quasiconformal

mapping ψ : Ω′ → Ω.

Let us illustrate the above result with an example. The homeomorphism

ϕ(z) =
√
a2 + 1z + az, z = x+ iy, a ≥ 0,

is aK-quasiconformal withK =
√
a2+1+a√
a2+1−a and maps the unit disc D onto the interior

of ellipse Ωe with semi-axes
√
a2 + 1+a and

√
a2 + 1−a. In this case the Jacobian

J(z, ϕ) = |ϕz |2 − |ϕz|2 = 1. Hence, we have

λ1(Ωe) ≥
√
a2 + 1− a√
a2 + 1 + a

j20,1,

where j0,1 ≈ 2.4048 is the first positive zero of the Bessel function J0. Note that
for a ≤ 1/8 this estimate is better than estimate (1.1) with α = π2/4, i.e.

√
a2 + 1− a√
a2 + 1+ a

j20,1 >
π2

4(
√
a2 + 1− a)2

.
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A classical result (see, for example, [14, 22]) tells us that the Dirichlet eigenvalue
λ(Ω) satisfies a so-called domain monotonicity property, namely

if Ω1 ⊆ Ω2 then λ(Ω1)− λ(Ω2) ≥ 0.

Given this property and inequality (1.2) we obtain growth monotonicity esti-
mates of the principal Dirichlet eigenvalue of the Dirichlet-Laplacian.

If a non-Lipschitz domain Ω ⊂ R
2 satisfies to the quasihyperbolic boundary

condition and such that Ω ⊂ Ω′, then

λ1(Ω)− λ1(Ω
′) ≥

(
1

K||Jψ |L∞(Ω′)|| − 1

)
λ1(Ω

′),

where Ω′ ⊂ R
2 is a bounded domain and Jψ is a Jacobian of the K-quasiconformal

mapping ψ : Ω′ → Ω.

As an example, we consider growth monotonicity estimates of the principal
Dirichlet-Laplacian eigenvalue in domains type rose petals Ωa, where

Ωa :=
{
(ρ, θ) ∈ R

2 : ρ = 2a cos(2θ), −π
4
≤ θ ≤ π

4

}

is the image of the unit disc D under the 2-quasiconformal mapping

ψ(z) = a(z + 1)
3
4 (z + 1)

1
4 , z = x+ iy, 0 < a < 1.

In this case the quality K||Jψ |L∞(D)|| = a2 < 1 and D ⊃ Ωa. Hence we have

λ1(Ωa)− λ1(D) ≥
1− a2

a2
j20,1,

where j0,1 ≈ 2.4048 is the first positive zero of the Bessel function J0.
Others examples growth monotonicity estimates of the principal Dirichlet-Laplacian

eigenvalue in non-Lipschitz domains will be given in Section 4.
In works [3, 4, 8, 9, 12, 13] using approaches are based on the geometric theory

of composition operators on Sobolev spaces were obtained the spectral estimates
for Dirichlet and Neumann eigenvalues of the Laplace operator for a large class of
rough domains satisfying quasihyperbolic boundary conditions. These composition
operators are generated by conformal mappings, quasiconformal mappings and their
generalizations.

2. Sobolev spaces and quasiconformal mappings

In this section we recall basic facts about composition operators on Lebesgue
and Sobolev spaces and also the quasiconformal mappings theory.

The following theorem about composition operators on Lebesgue spaces is well
known (see, for example, [27]):

Theorem 2.1. Let ϕ : Ω → Ω′ be a weakly differentiable homeomorphism between

two domains Ω and Ω′. Then the composition operator

ϕ∗ : Lr(Ω′) → Ls(Ω), 1 ≤ s ≤ r <∞,

is bounded, if and only if ϕ−1 possesses the Luzin N -property and

(
ˆ

Ω′

∣∣J(y, ϕ−1)
∣∣ r
r−s dy

) r−s

rs

= K <∞, 1 ≤ s < r <∞,
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ess sup
y∈Ω′

∣∣J(y, ϕ−1)
∣∣ 1
s = K <∞, 1 ≤ s = r <∞.

The norm of the composition operator ‖ϕ∗‖ = K.

Let Ω ⊂ R
n be an open set. The Sobolev space W 1,p(Ω), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ is defined

as a Banach space of locally integrable weakly differentiable functions f : Ω → R

equipped with the following norm:

‖f |W 1,p(Ω)‖ =

(
ˆ

Ω

|f(x)|p dx
) 1

p

+

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇f(x)|p dx
) 1

p

,

where ∇f is the weak gradient of the function f . Recall that the Sobolev space
W 1,p(Ω) coincides with the closure of the space of smooth functions C∞(Ω) in the
norm of W 1,p(Ω).

The homogeneous seminormed Sobolev space L1,p(Ω), 1 ≤ p < ∞, is the space
of all locally integrable weakly differentiable functions equipped with the following
seminorm:

‖f | L1,p(Ω)‖ =

(
ˆ

Ω

|∇f(x)|p dx
) 1

p

.

The Sobolev space W 1,p
0 (Ω), 1 ≤ p < ∞, is the closure in the W 1,p(Ω)-norm of

the space C∞
0 (Ω) of all infinitely continuously differentiable functions with compact

support in Ω.
We consider the Sobolev spaces as Banach spaces of equivalence classes of func-

tions up to a set of p-capacity zero [22].
Let Ω and Ω′ be domains in R

n. We say that a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω′

induces by the composition rule ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ ϕ a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1
p(Ω

′) → L1
q(Ω), 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞,

if the composition ϕ∗(f) ∈ L1
q(Ω) is defined quasi-everywhere in Ω and there exists

a constant Kp,q(Ω) <∞ such that

‖ϕ∗(f) | L1
q(Ω)‖ ≤ Kp,q(Ω)‖f | L1

p(Ω
′)‖

for any function f ∈ L1
p(Ω

′) [24].

Recall that a mapping ϕ : Ω → R
n belongs to L1,p

loc(Ω), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, if its

coordinate functions ϕj belong to L1,p
loc(Ω), j = 1, . . . , n. In this case the formal

Jacobi matrix Dϕ(x) =
(
∂ϕi

∂xj
(x)

)
, i, j = 1, . . . , n, and its determinant (Jacobian)

J(x, ϕ) = detDϕ(x) are well defined at almost all points x ∈ Ω. The norm |Dϕ(x)|
of the matrixDϕ(x) is the norm of the corresponding linear operatorDϕ(x) : Rn →
R
n defined by the matrix Dϕ(x).
Let ϕ : Ω → Ω′ be weakly differentiable in Ω. The mapping ϕ is the mapping of

finite distortion if |Dϕ(z)| = 0 for almost all x ∈ Z = {z ∈ Ω : J(z, ϕ) = 0}.
A mapping ϕ : Ω → R

n possesses the Luzin N -property if a image of any set
of measure zero has measure zero. Mote that any Lipschitz mapping possesses the
Luzin N -property.

The following theorem gives the analytic description of composition operators
on Sobolev spaces:
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Theorem 2.2. [24] A homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω′ between two domains Ω and Ω′

induces a bounded composition operator

ϕ∗ : L1,p(Ω′) → L1,q(Ω), 1 ≤ q < p <∞,

if and only if ϕ ∈W 1,1
loc (Ω), has finite distortion, and

Kp,q(Ω) =



ˆ

Ω

( |Dϕ(x)|p
|J(x, ϕ)|

) q

p−q

dx




p−q

pq

<∞.

For non-homeomorphic mappings a similar result was obtain in [27].
Recall that a homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω′ is called a K-quasiconformal mapping

if ϕ ∈W 1,n
loc (Ω) and there exists a constant 1 ≤ K <∞ such that

|Dϕ(x)|n ≤ K|J(x, ϕ)| for almost all x ∈ Ω.

Note that quasiconformal mappings have a finite distortion and a mapping which
is inverse to a quasiconformal mapping is also quasiconformal [26].

If ϕ : Ω → Ω′ is a K-quasiconformal mapping then ϕ is differentiable almost
everywhere in Ω and

|J(x, ϕ)| = Jϕ(x) := lim
r→0

|ϕ(B(x, r))|
|B(x, r)| for almost all x ∈ Ω.

3. Weighted Sobolev inequality

First of all, we recall two results concerning the non-weighted Sobolev inequality
for a bounded domain Ω′ ⊂ R

2 [10] and a connection between composition operators
on Sobolev spaces and the quasiconformal mappings theory [25]. Namely:

Theorem 3.1. Let Ω′ ⊂ R
2 be a bounded domain and f ∈W 1,2

0 (Ω′). Then

(3.1) ‖f | Lr(Ω′)‖ ≤ Ar,2(Ω
′)‖∇f | L2(Ω′)‖, r ≥ 2,

where

Ar,2(Ω
′) ≤ inf

p∈( 2r
r+2

,2)

(
p− 1

2− p

) p−1

p

(√
π · p

√
2
)−1 |Ω′| 1r√

Γ(2/p)Γ(3− 2/p)
.

Lemma 3.2. A homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω′ is a K-quasiconformal mapping if

and only if ϕ generates, by the composition rule ϕ∗(f) = f ◦ ϕ, an isomorphism of

Sobolev spaces L1,n(Ω) and L1,n(Ω′):

‖ϕ∗(f) | L1,n(Ω)‖ ≤ K
1
n ‖f | L1,n(Ω′)‖

for any f ∈ L1,n(Ω′).

Taking into account Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 we obtain an universal weighted
Sobolev inequality which holds in any simply connected planar domain with non-
empty boundary. Denote by h(x) = |J(x, ϕ)| the quasihyperbolic weight defined
by a K-quasiconformal mapping ϕ : Ω → Ω′.

Theorem 3.3. Let Ω be a simply connected planar domain. Then for any function

f ∈ W 1,2
0 (Ω), the weighted Sobolev-Poincaré inequality



ˆ

Ω

|f(x)|rh(x)dx




1
r

≤ Ar,2(h,Ω)



ˆ

Ω

|∇f(x)|2dx




1
2
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holds for any r ≥ 2 with the constant Ar,2(h,Ω) ≤ K
1
2Ar,2(Ω

′).

Proof. By [1] there exists a K-quasiconformal homeomorphism ϕ : Ω → Ω′.
So, by Lemma 3.2 the inequality

(3.2) ||f ◦ ϕ−1 |L1,2(Ω′)|| ≤ K
1
2 ||f |L1,2(Ω)||

holds for any function f ∈ L1,2(Ω).
Put h(x) := |J(x, ϕ)|. Using the change of variable formula for the quasicon-

formal mappings [26], the inequality (3.2) and Theorem 3.1, we get that for any
smooth function f ∈ L1,2(Ω)




ˆ

Ω

|f(x)|rh(x)dx





1
r

=




ˆ

Ω

|f(x)|r |J(x, ϕ)|dx





1
r

=



ˆ

Ω′

|f ◦ ϕ−1(y)|rdy




1
r

≤ Ar,2(Ω
′)



ˆ

Ω′

|∇(f ◦ ϕ−1(y))|2dy




1
2

≤ K
1
2Ar,2(Ω̃)



ˆ

Ω

|∇f(x)|2dx




1
2

.

Approximating an arbitrary function f ∈W 1,2
0 (Ω) by smooth functions we have




ˆ

Ω

|f(x)|rh(x)dx





1
r

≤ Ar,2(h,Ω)




ˆ

Ω

|∇f(x)|2dx





1
2

,

with the constant

Ar,2(h,Ω) ≤ K
1
2Ar,2(Ω) ≤ K

1
2 inf
p∈( 2r

r+2
,2)

(
p− 1

2− p

) p−1

p

(√
π · p

√
2
)−1 |Ω′| 1r√

Γ(2/p)Γ(3− 2/p)
.

�

3.1. Estimates of Sobolev constants. In this section we consider (sharp) upper
estimates of Sobolev constants in domains that satisfy the quasihyperbolic bound-
ary condition.

In [2] it was proved that Jacobians of quasiconformal mappings ϕ : Ω → Ω′

belong to Lβ(Ω) for some β > 1 if and only if Ω′ satisfy to a γ-quasihyperbolic
boundary conditions for some γ. Note that the degree of integrability β depends
only on Ω and the quasiconformality coefficient K(ϕ).

Since we need the exact value of the integrability exponent β for quasiconformal
Jacobians, we consider an equivalent definition (of domains satisfying the quasihy-
perbolic boundary condition) in terms of integrability of Jacobians [9]. A simply
connected domain Ω′ is called a K-quasiconformal β-regular domain about a do-
main Ω if there exists a K-quasiconformal mapping ϕ : Ω → Ω′ such that

ˆ

Ω

|J(x, ϕ)|β dx <∞ for some β > 1,
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where J(x, ϕ) is a Jacobian of a K-quasiconformal mapping ϕ : Ω → Ω′. The do-
main Ω′ ⊂ R

2 is called a quasiconformal regular domain if it is a K-quasiconformal
β-regular domain for some β > 1.

The following theorem gives (sharp) upper estimates of (non-weighted) Sobolev
constants in K-quasiconformal ∞-regular domains.

Theorem 3.4. Let Ω be a K-quasiconformal ∞-regular domain about a domain

Ω′. Then for any function f ∈W 1,2
0 (Ω), the Sobolev inequality

‖f | L2(Ω)‖ ≤ A2,2(Ω)‖f | L1,2(Ω)‖
holds with the constant

A2,2(Ω) ≤ K
1
2A2,2(Ω

′)
∥∥Jϕ−1 | L∞(Ω′)

∥∥ 1
2 ,

where Jϕ−1 is a Jacobian of the K-quasiconformal mapping ϕ−1 : Ω′ → Ω.

Remark 3.5. The constant A2
2,2(Ω

′) = 1/λ1(Ω
′), where λ1(Ω

′) is the first Dirichlet

eigenvalue of Laplacian in a domain Ω′ ⊂ R
2.

Proof. Let a function f ∈ L2(Ω). Since quasiconformal mappings possess the Luzin
N -property, then |J(x, ϕ)|−1 = |J(y, ϕ−1)| for almost all x ∈ Ω and for almost all
y = ϕ(x) ∈ Ω′. So, the following inequality is correct:




ˆ

Ω

|f(x)|2 dx





1
2

=




ˆ

Ω

|f(x)|2|J(x, ϕ)|−1|J(x, ϕ)| dx





1
2

≤ ‖Jϕ | L∞(Ω)‖− 1
2



ˆ

Ω

|f(x)|2|J(x, ϕ)| dx




1
2

.

In turn by Theorem 3.3 we have



ˆ

Ω

|f(x)|2 dx




1
2

≤ ‖Jϕ−1 | L∞(Ω′)‖ 1
2



ˆ

Ω′

|f ◦ ϕ−1(y)|2 dy




1
2

≤ K
1
2A2,2(Ω

′)
∥∥Jϕ−1 | L∞(Ω′)

∥∥ 1
2



ˆ

Ω

|∇f(x)|2 dx




1
2

for any f ∈W 1,2
0 (Ω). �

4. Lower estimates

We consider the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem in the weak formulation:
ˆ

Ω

〈∇u(x),∇v(x)〉 dx = λ

ˆ

Ω

u(x)v(x) dx, v ∈W 1,2
0 (Ω).

Recall that the first eigenvalue of the Dirichlet Laplacian is defined by

λ1(Ω) = inf
u∈W 1,2

0
(Ω)\{0}

´

Ω

|∇u(x)|2 dx
´

Ω

|u(x)|2 dx .
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In other words, this is the sharp constant in the Sobolev inequality


ˆ

Ω

|u(x)|2 dx




1
2

≤ A2,2(Ω)



ˆ

Ω

|∇u(x)|2 dx




1
2

, u ∈ W 1,2
0 (Ω).

Theorem 4.1. Let Ω be a K-quasiconformal ∞-regular domain about Ω′. Then

λ1(Ω) ≥
λ1(Ω

′)

K||Jϕ−1 |L∞(Ω′)|| ,

where Jϕ−1 is a Jacobian of the K-quasiconformal mapping ϕ−1 : Ω′ → Ω.

Proof. According to the Min-Max Principle and Theorem 3.4 we have
ˆ

Ω

|f(x)|2dx ≤ A2
2,2(Ω)

ˆ

Ω

|∇f(x)|2dx,

where

A2,2(Ω) ≤ K
1
2A2,2(Ω

′)
∥∥Jϕ−1 | L∞(Ω′)

∥∥ 1
2 .

Given the equality A2,2(Ω̃) = λ1(Ω̃)
− 1

2 , Ω̃ = Ω,Ω′, we get

λ1(Ω) ≥
λ1(Ω

′)

K||Jϕ−1 |L∞(Ω′)|| .

�

From this theorem and the domain monotonicity property for the Dirichlet eigen-
values we obtain growth monotonicity estimates of the principal Dirichlet-Laplacian
eigenvalue in quasiconformal regular domains.

Theorem 4.2. Let Ω be a K-quasiconformal ∞-regular domain about Ω′. Suppose

Ω′ ⊃ Ω, then

λ1(Ω)− λ1(Ω
′) ≥ 1−K||Jϕ−1 |L∞(Ω′)||

K||Jϕ−1 |L∞(Ω′)|| λ1(Ω
′),

where Jϕ−1 is a Jacobian of the K-quasiconformal mapping ϕ−1 : Ω′ → Ω.

Proof. By the theorem condition Ω′ ⊃ Ω. Hence λ1(Ω) ≥ λ1(Ω
′). By Theorem 4.1

we have

λ1(Ω) ≥
λ1(Ω

′)

K||Jϕ−1 |L∞(Ω′)|| .

Performing simple actions in this inequality yields the required result, i.e.:

λ1(Ω)− λ1(Ω
′) ≥ 1−K||Jϕ−1 |L∞(Ω′)||

K||Jϕ−1 |L∞(Ω′)|| λ1(Ω
′).

�

In the case of quasiconformal mappings ϕ : Ω → D, Theorem 4.2 can be refor-
mulated as

Theorem 4.3. Let Ω be a K-quasiconformal ∞-regular domain about the unit disc

D. Suppose D ⊃ Ω, then

λ1(Ω)− λ1(D) ≥
1−K||Jϕ−1 |L∞(D)||
K||Jϕ−1 |L∞(D)|| j20,1,
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where j0,1 ≈ 2.4048 is the first positive zero of the Bessel function J0 and Jϕ−1 is

a Jacobian of the K-quasiconformal mapping ϕ−1 : D → Ω.

As examples, we consider the domains bounded by an epicycloid. Since the
domains bounded by an epicycloid are K-quasiconformal ∞-regular, we can apply
Theorem 4.3, i.e.:

Example. For n ∈ N, the homeomorphism

ψ(z) = A

(
z +

zn

n

)
+B

(
z +

zn

n

)
, z = x+ iy, A > B ≥ 0,

is quasiconformal with K = (A + B)/(A − B) and maps the unit disc D onto the
domain Ωn bounded by an epicycloid of (n− 1) cusps, inscribed in the ellipse with
semi-axes (A+B)(n+ 1)/n and (A−B)(n+ 1)/n.

We calculate the Jacobian of mapping ψ by the formula [1]:

J(z, ψ) = |ψz|2 − |ψz|2.
Here

ψz =
1

2

(
∂ψ

∂x
− i

∂ψ

∂y

)
and ψz =

1

2

(
∂ψ

∂x
+ i

∂ψ

∂y

)
.

A direct calculation yields

ψz = A(1 + zn−1), ψz = B(1 + zn−1).

Hence

J(z, ψ) = (A2 −B2)|1 + zn−1|2

and

||Jψ |L∞(D)|| = ess sup
|z|<1

[
(A2 −B2)|1 + zn−1|2

]
≤ 4(A2 −B2).

Note that in the case A+B < 1/2 the quality K||Jψ |L∞(D)|| ≤ 4(A+B)2 < 1
and D ⊃ Ωn.

Thus, for A+B < 1/2, by Theorem 4.3 we have

λ1(Ωn)− λ1(D) ≥
1− 4(A+B)2

4(A+B)2
j20,1.

Acknowledgements. The author thanks Vladimir Gol’dshtein and Alexander
Ukhlov for useful discussions and valuable comments. This work was supported by
the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of Russia (agreement No. 075-02-
2021-1392) and RSF Grant No. 20-71-00037.

References

[1] L. V. Ahlfors, Lectures on Quasiconformal Mappings, Am. Math. Soc., Providence, RI (2006).
[2] K. Astala, P. Koskela, “Quasiconformal mappings and global integrability of the derivative”,

J. Anal. Math. 57, 203–220 (1991).
[3] V. I. Burenkov, V. Gol’dshtein, A. Ukhlov, “Conformal spectral stability for the Dirichlet–

Laplacian”, Math. Nachr. 288, No. 16, 1822–1833 (2015).
[4] V. I. Burenkov, V. Gol’dshtein, A. Ukhlov, “Conformal spectral stability for the Neumann–

Laplacian”, Math. Nachr. 289, No. 17, 2133–2146 (2016).
[5] G. Faber, “ Beweis, dass unter allen homogenen Membranen von gleicher Fläche und gleicher

Spannung die kreisförmige den tiefsten Grundton gibt”, Sitz. ber. bayer. Akad. Wiss. 169–172
(1923).

[6] F. W. Gehring, O. Martio, “Lipschitz classes and quasiconformal mappings”, Ann. Acad. Sci.

Fenn. Ser. A I Math. 10, 203–219 (1985).



ESTIMATES FOR THE PRINCIPAL DIRICHLET-LAPLACIAN EIGENVALUE 10

[7] V. Gol’dshtein, L. Gurov, “Applications of change of variables operators for exact embedding
theorems”, Integral Equations Oper. Theory 19, No. 1, 1–24 (1994).

[8] V. Gol’dshtein, V. Pchelintsev, A. Ukhlov, “Integral estimates of conformal derivatives and
spectral properties of the Neumann-Laplacian”, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 463, No. 1, 19–39
(2018).

[9] V. Gol’dshtein, V. Pchelintsev, A. Ukhlov, “Spectral properties of the Neumann-Laplace
operator in quasiconformal regular domains”, Contemp. Math. 734, 129–144 (2019).

[10] V. Gol’dshtein, V. Pchelintsev, A. Ukhlov, “Spectral stability estimates of Dirichlet divergence
form elliptic operators”, Anal. Math. Phys. 10, Article No. 74 (2020).

[11] V. Gol’dshtein, A. Ukhlov, “Weighted Sobolev spaces and embedding theorems”, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 361, No. 7, 3829–3850 (2009).
[12] V. Gol’dshtein, A. Ukhlov, “On the first eigenvalues of free vibrating membranes in conformal

regular domains”, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 221, No. 2, 893–915 (2016).
[13] V. Gol’dshtein, A. Ukhlov, “The spectral estimates for the Neumann-Laplace operator in

space domains”, Adv. in Math. 315, No. 4, 166–193 (2017).
[14] A. Henrot, Extremum Problems for Eigenvalues of Elliptic Operators, Frontiers in Mathe-

matics, Birkhäuser, 2006.
[15] J. Hersch, “Sur la fréquence fondamentale d’une membrane vibrante: évaluations par défaut

et principe de maximum”, Z. Angew. Math. Phys. 11, 387-413 (1960).

[16] R. Hurri, “Poincaré domains in R
n”, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn., Ser. A I, Math. 71, 1–42 (1988).

[17] R. Hurri-Syrjänen, S. G. Staples, “Quasiconformal maps and Poincaré domains”, Rocky

Mount. J. Math. 26, No. 4, 1395–1423 (1996).
[18] P. Koskela, J. Onninen, J. T. Tyson, “Quasihyperbolic boundary conditions and capacity:

Hölder continuity of quasiconformal mappings”, Comment. Math. Helv. 76, No. 3, 416–435
(2001).

[19] P. Koskela, J. Onninen, J. T. Tyson, “Quasihyperbolic boundary conditions and Poincaré
domains”, Math. Ann. 323, No. 4, 811–830 (2002).

[20] E. Krahn, “Uber eine von Rayleigh formulierte Minimaleigenschaft des Kreises”, Math. Ann.

94, 97–100 (1925).
[21] E. Makai, “A lower estimation of simply connected membranes”, Act. Math. Acad. Sci. Hun-

gary 16, No. 3-4, 319–327 (1965).
[22] V. Maz’ya, Sobolev Spaces. With Applications to Elliptic Partial Differential Equations,

Springer, Berlin (2011).
[23] S. Rohde, “Quasicircles modulo bilipschitz maps”, Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 17, 643–659 (2001).
[24] A. Ukhlov, “On mappings, which induce embeddings of Sobolev spaces”, Sib. Math. J. 34,

No. 1, 165–171 (1993).
[25] S. K. Vodop’yanov, V. Gol’dshtein, “Lattice isomorphisms of the spaces W

1
n

and quasicon-
formal mappings”, Sib. Math. J. 16, No. 2, 174–189 (1975).

[26] S. K. Vodop’yanov, V. Gol’dshtein, Yu. G. Reshetnyak, “On geometric properties of functions
with generalized first derivatives”, Russian Math. Surveys 34, No. 1, 19–74 (1979).

[27] S. K. Vodop’yanov, A. D. Ukhlov, “Superposition operators in Sobolev spaces," Russ. Math.

46, No. 10, 9–31 (2002).

Division for Mathematics and Computer Sciences, Tomsk Polytechnic Univer-
sity, 634050 Tomsk, Lenin Ave. 30, Russia; Regional Scientific and Educational
Mathematical Center, Tomsk State University, 634050 Tomsk, Lenin Ave. 36, Rus-
sia

E-mail address: vpchelintsev@vtomske.ru


	1. Introduction
	2. Sobolev spaces and quasiconformal mappings
	3. Weighted Sobolev inequality
	3.1.  Estimates of Sobolev constants

	4. Lower estimates
	References

