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EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN VALIDITY OF THE p-POINCARfE INEQUALITY
AND FINITENESS OF THE STRICT p-CAPACITARY INRADIUS.

A.-K. GALLAGHER

AsstrAcT. It is shown that the p-Poincaré inequality holds on an open set Q in R"
if and only if the strict p-capacitary inradius of Q) is finite. To that end, new upper
and lower bounds for the infimum of the associated nonlinear Rayleigh quotients
are derived.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q) be an open set in R", and ||. |, o the LP-norm on Q for 1 < p < co. The
classical p-Poincaré inequality is said to hold on Q) if there exists a constant C > 0
such that

(1.1) Ifllba < ClIVfllba VY feCX(Q),

where C°(€Q2) denotes the space of smooth functions with compact support in Q.
That is, (II) holds if the infimum of the so-called nonlinear Rayleigh quotient

p(@ =it {IVAL o /IfIL ¢ f € CE@\ (0},

is positive. If A1 ,(€2) is positive and attained at some non-zero function in Wé’p (Q),
i.e., the closure of CZ(Q) with respect to the LF())-Sobolev 1-norm, then it is
the smallest generalized eigenvalue for the p-Laplacian, with Dirichlet boundary
condition, on Q in the distributional sense.

In this note, we employ the concept of strict p-capacitary inradius of Q, originally
introduced in the case of p = 2 in [6] for n = 2 and in [5] for #n > 3, and derive the
equivalence between its finiteness and the positivity of A;,(€2). In the definition
of the strict p-capacitary inradius, we use the notion of Sobolev p-capacity, C,(K),
which, for a compact set K ¢ R”, is defined as

Cp(K) = inf {llull) g, + IVl o, - €S, uz=1onK],

where S denotes the space of Schwartz functions. The strict p-capacitary inradius
of Q is defined as

(12)  pp(@Q) =sup{r>0 : ¥e>03xeR" such that C,(B,(x) N Q) <e},

where BB, (x) denotes the open ball in IR” of radius r > 0 with center x € R"”. Roughly
speaking, finiteness of p,(€2) means that the complement of (2 is somewhat evenly
distributed in R". In fact, if p,(Q) is finite and R > p,(Q), then there exists a 6 > 0
such that within R-units of any point in R”, we may find a set in the complement
of QQ whose Sobolov p-capacity is at least 6.
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Finiteness of p,(Q)) is a necessary condition for (L) to hold on an open set Q).
In fact, our first result yields a sharp upper bound for p,(Q) in terms of A1 ,(Q).

Theorem 1.3. Let Q C IR" be an open set, 1 < p < co. Suppose A1,(Q2) > 0.
(1) Then

P
(1.4) (pp(Q))" < A1p(B1(0))/A1,(€D).
(ii) If Q is connected and bounded, then equality in (14) holds if and only if
Q = B(x, pp(Y) \ K

for some x € R" and some compact set K with C,(K) = 0. Furthermore, if Q is
connected and unbounded such that p,(Q) = p,(€2 N Bg(0)) for some R > 0, then
equality in (L4) cannot hold.

The heart of the matter of the proof of Theorem[L.3]is a continuity result for Ay .
That is, suppose {Kj}jen is a sequence contained in the closure of some bounded
domain D with smooth boundary. If C,(K;) tends to zero as j — oo and, for each
j € N, D\ Kj is an open set with smooth boundary, then A,,(D \ K;) tends to
A1p(D). This was orginally proved in [6] for the case n = 2, p = 2, D = B4(0),
and the logarithmic capacity in place of C,. Regularity results for the Dirichlet
problem and for first eigenfunctions of the p-Laplacian, A,, on open, bounded
sets with smooth boundary as well as the theory of p-harmonic functions allow
this continuity result to be extended to the case of the Sobolev p-capacity with
1 <p < o0, see Lemma[3.1l

To state the sufficiency of the finiteness of p,(£2), we define the scalar
(1.5) Or(Q) = sup {620 : C(Br(x) N Q) 26 Y x € R"}
for any R > 0. Note that 6r(Q) is positive whenever p,(Q) is finite and R > p,(Q).
Theorem 1.6. Let O C R" be an open set, 1 < p < oo. Suppose pp(Q) < oo and
R > pp(Q).
(i) Then,

Or(Q
L)p < Al,p(Q)/

R . ”ER”op

for any bounded, linear extension operator Er : WP((0,R)") — WW(R")

satisfying (ERf)\(o,R)ﬂ = ffOI’f € Wl,p((ol R)n)
(ii) There exist constants C = C(n,p) > 0 and yr(QY) € (0, 1] such that

(1.8) Cyr(Q) - R < A1,(Q).

1.7)

Part (i) of Theorem is a direct consequence of a Poincaré-type inequality
for any function in W#(Q) which has a representative that vanishes on a set of
positive p-Sobolev capacity in Q, where Q) is a bounded extension domain. This
inequality originates in the work of Meyers [16], and was completed by Adams,
see Theorem 8.3.3 and the notes in Section 8.3 on pg. 231 in [1]. For the proof
of Theorem one simply writes IR” as a union of closed cubes with mutually
disjoint interiors and of side length larger than the strict p-capacitary inradius of
the open set under consideration. Then, one applies this Poincaré-type inequality
to each cube. This kind of proof is contained in the works of Maz’ya— Shubin
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[13] and Souplet [17]. Souplet also splits IR" into cubes and then uses a Poincaré-
type inequality for functions which vanish on a set of positive Lebesgue measure.
Maz’ya-Shubin derive a Poincaré-type inequality in [13, Lemma 3.1], similar to
the one used in this note, but for balls which forces them take the multiplicity of
coverings by balls into account in order to obtain a global estimate.
Theorems[I.3]and [[.6l may be summarized in a qualitative manner as follows.

Corollary 1.9. Let Q) C IR" be an open set, 1 < p < oo. Then,
AMp(Q) >0 & py(Q) < oco.

It is well-known that the finiteness of the inradius, R(Q), of an open set Q), i.e.,
the supremum of the radii of all balls contained in (), is a necessary condition for
(LI). This can be seen by a simple scaling argument, see, e.g., Souplet’s proof of
[17, Prop. 2.1 (i)]. Souplet additionally shows in [17, Prop. 2.1] with p € [1, o0), that
this condition is also sufficient as long as () is a domain which satisfies a uniform
exterior cone condition; in the case of p = 2 this appears to go back to work of
Agmon [2]. In [17], Souplet introduces a measure-theoretic inradius, which yields
a sufficient condition for the validity of (L.I) without any regularity assumptions
on the boundary of the domain Q. Souplet’s formulation of inradius actually
inspired the notion of the capacitary inradius in (L.2), originally introduced in [6].
A sufficient condition, similar to Souplet’s, was previously obtain by Lieb in [9]
Corollary 2]. We note that the assumption of finiteness of either of these conditions
is a stronger assumption than the one of finiteness of the strict capacitary inradius
defined in (L.2). The reason for that is that these measure-theoretic inradii do not
take into account sets in the complement which are of Lebesgue measure zero but
of positive Sobolev p-capacity. However, for any pair (p’,p) with1 < p’ < p < n,
there exists a set E C R" of Lebesgue measure zero, such that C,(E) = 0 while
Cy(E) > 0, see [1} Theorem 5.5.1].

A complete description in the flavor of Corollary [[.9was first given by Maz'ya—
Shubin in [13] in the case of p = 2 and n > 3. The authors of [13] use different
notions of capacity and of capacitary inradius than presented in this note; see
Lemma 2.14 on how their capacitary inradius relates to the one defined in (1.2).
For p =2 and n > 3, estimate (I.4) is an improvement over the upper bounded for
A12(Q) provided in [13] while (L.8) and the lower bound given in [13] are similar.
We also point to the work of Vitolo [19] in which he shows that if p > n and Q
is a domain with finite inradius, R(Q), then /\Lp(Q) > 0. Note that if p > n, then
singletons have positive p-Sobolev capacity, so that R(Q2) = p,(Q), i.e., Theorem[L.6
rediscovers Vitolo’s result.

Together with Lebl and Ramachandran, we considered the problem of describ-
ing the validity of the Poincaré inequality in the case of n = 2, p = 2 in potential-
theoretic terms in [6]. Originally, we intended to investigate which potential-
theoretic conditions yield the L?-closed range property of (the weak maximal ex-
tension of) the Cauchy-Riemann operator which constitutes an open problem in
several complex variables. This closed range property turns out to be equivalent
to (L.I), and in fact, we showed both that Corollary .9/ holds for p = 2 and that
(1) is equivalent to the existence of a smooth, bounded function on Q such that
its Laplacian has a positive lower bound on ). These results were later shown
to hold for p = 2, n > 3 with the Newtonian capacity in place of C, in [5] by the
author of this note. We show in Lemma 2.17] that the strict p-capacitary inradius
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defined in (L.2) does not depend on the choice of p-capacity as long as the sets of
zero p-capacity are the same as the sets of for which C, is zero as well. In particular,
the strict capacitary inradii defined in [6, 5] are the same as the one defined in(1.2)
for p = 2, see the paragraph subsequent to the proof of Lemma[2.11]

This note is structured as follows. The notions of capacity, strict p-capacitary
inradius, and A1, and their basic properties are recalled in Section[2l The proofs of
Theorem[I.3]and Theorem[I.6lare given in Section [Bland 4} respectively.

Acknowledgement. I am very grateful to Carlo Morpurgo for his insights he
shared with me while completing this project.

2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Sobolev p-capacity.
Definition 2.1. Let K be a compact set in R", 1 < p < co. Then

Cy(K) := inf{||u||§ +IVull) g+ ueS,uzlon K}

R R

This definition may be extended to open sets U C R" by setting
(2.2) Cy(U) = sup{Cy(K) : K c U, K compact}.
It then follows that
Cy(K) =inf{C,(U) : K C U, U open},

which can be proven analogously to [1, Proposition 2.2.3]. The definition of C,
may now be extended to arbitrary sets by setting

(2.3) Cy(E) :=inf{C,(U) : E C U, U open}

for E C R". A set E C R" is called p-polar, if C,(E) = 0. Moreover, two functions are
said to equal p-quasi everywhere if they equal outside a p-polar set.
Next, we present some standard properties of C,,.

Lemma 2.4. Let E C R". Then
(i) IfE’ CE, then C,(E’) < Cy(E).
(ii) If x € R, then Cy(E + x) = C,(E).
(iii) Ifs > 0, then C,(sE) < s" max{1,sP}C,(E).
(iv) If {Eilien © R” such that E = U, E;, then Cy(E) < L.201 Co(Ey).
(v) Any Borel set E is capacitable, i.e.,

Cp(E) = sup{Cy(K) : K C E, K compact} = inf{C,(U) : E c U, U open}.

Proof. The proofs of (i)—(iv) for arbitrary sets follow from (2.2) and (2.3) once (i)—(iii)
have been established for compact sets. For compact sets, (i), (ii) and (iv) follow
directly from Definition 2.Tlwhile (iii) follows from a change of variable argument
yielding

n
C,(sK) = inf {s”lluIIZ/K + ZIVul, : wzTonKue S}.

For the proof of (v), see Propositions 2.3.12 and 2.3.13 as well as Theorem 2.3.11
and the succeeding remark in [1]. O
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2.2. The strict p-capacitary inradius. In a slight deviation of ([L.2), we define the
strict p-capacitary inradius as follows.

Definition 2.5. Let QO C R" be an open set, 1 < p < oo. Then, the strict p-capacitary
inradius of ) is defined as

(2.6) pp(Q) = sup {r >0 :Ve>0dxeR"such that C,(B,(x) N Q) < e} .

We show first that this definition of p, agrees with (L.2), although C, is not
invariant under taking closures.

Lemma 2.7. Let QO C R" be an open set, 1 < p < co. Then
(2.8) pp(Q) = sup {r >0 :VYe>0dxeR"such that C,(B,(x) N Q) < e} .

Proof. Let us denote the right hand side of (2.8) by p,(€2). By the monotonicity
of the Sobolev p-capacity, it is immediate that p,(€2) < p,(Q). Now, suppose that
0 < R < pp(Q). Then, for all e > 0 there exists an x € R" such that C,(Br(x)N€X) <€,
and hence

Cp(Br-s(x)N Q) <e Voe(0,R).
Therefore, R — 6 < p,(Q) for all 6 € (0, R), which implies p,(Q) < p,(Q). |

In the following, we collect some basic properties of the strict p-capacitary
inradius. To do so, we recall that the inradius, R(2), of an open set O C R" is
defined as

R(Q) =supf{r >0 : I x € R" such that B,(x) c Q}.
We also define the p-capacitary inradius, 1,(Q), by

1,(Q2) = sup {r >0 : dx € R" such that C,(IB,(x) N QX°) = 0} .

Lemma 2.9. Let QO € R" be an open set, 1 < p < oo.
(i) Ifx € R" and s > 0, then pp(Q + x) = pp(Q2) and p,(sQ) = sp,(Q).
(ii) If Q c Q' is an open set, the py(Q2) < pp(CY'). If additionally, QO \ Q is p-polar,
then pp(Q) = py(LY).
(iii) pp(Q) = 1,(Q) > R(Q), and equality holds if p > n.
(iv) If Q is bounded, then p,(Q) = 1,(Q). Moreover, there exists an x° € R", such
that

Co(Bp,(x°) N Q) =0,

ie., 1,(Q) is attained.
(V) pp(Q) = limr_e pp(Q2 N Bg(0)).

Proof. The translation invariance of p, holds because it holds for C,, see (ii) of
Lemma[2.4 To check the linearity under dilations we first note that

B,(x)NQ° = % (Bsr(xs) N (sQ)°).
Thus, if for a given r > 0 and € > 0 there exists an x € R" such that

Cp (B (xs) N (sQY)) <€,

then
Cp(B,(x) N Q) < s7"max({1,s}e,
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by (iii) of Lemma 2.4 It then follows that r < p,(€Q) whenever sr < p,(sQ), and
hence, sp,(Q2) < p,(sQ) for any s > 0. We now may repeat this argument with t = 1

S
in place of s and t1Q in place of Q to obtain
tpp(t1Q) < pp(Q) = 571 pp(sQ) < py(QY),
which yields
spp(Q) < pp(sQ) < 5pp(QQ),
hence, the proof of (i) is complete.

The first part of (ii) follows from the definition. The second part follows after

observing
Cp(By(x) N Q) < Cp(B,(x) N (Q))
by (iv) of Lemma[2.4land the fact that B,(x) N (2’ \ Q) is p-polar.

The set of inequalities in (iii) follows directly from the definitions of the inradii.
Equality holds if p > n, because C,({x}) > 0 for x € R". To wit, if R > R(Q), then
Br(x) N Q¢ is non-empty for all x € IR" so that C,(Br(x) N Q) > C,({0}) forall x € R".
Hence, R > p,(Q), so that R(Q) = p,(Q) follows.

For the proof of (iv), suppose Q) is bounded. Then, by definition of p,(Q), there
exists a sequence {(r}, xj)} jen in ]Rar x R" such that {rj} e is an increasing sequence
which converges to p,(€2), and

1
Co(By, (x)) N Q) < 5

Since Q is a bounded set, it follows that {x;} is a bounded sequence, thus, has a
convergent subsequence. For ease of notation, let us denote the subsequence by
{xj}jen. Write x° for the limit point. It suffices to prove that

(2.10) Cp (B, (x) N Q) =0

holds. To prove (2.10), let 6 € (0, py(Q2)) and choose jo € N such that |x° — x| < 2
forall j > jo. Then, choose j; > jo such that p,(Q) < r; + % for all j > j;. It follows
that

By, -s(x°) € By, (x;) Yjz=j,
and, therefore,
I 1 S
Cp (B, -s() N Q) < Gy (B, (x)) N ) < HIEE
Letting j — oo then yields

Cp (B @-s(x) NQ) =0 Y5 €(0,p,(Q)),

and, hence, by part (v) of Lemma[2.4 the claimed (2.10) follows.
Part (v) follows directly from the monotonicity property in (ii). |

We now can prove that the strict p-capacitary inradius does not depend on the
choice of p-capacity.
Lemma 2.11. Let Q C R" be open, 1 < p < co. Let I}, : P(R") — R U {oo} be such
that
(a) Ip(@) =0,
(b) ECE =T,(E) <Ty(E),
(c) all Borel sets are capacitable with respect to T
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Suppose I'y(E) = 0 iff C,(E) = 0 for all bounded Borel sets E C R". Then
(2.12) pp(Q) = sup {r >0 :Ve>0dxeR"such that T,(B,(x) N Q) < e}.

Proof. Note first that properties (a)—(c) ensure that (iv) and (v) of Lemma 2.9 hold
for the capacitary inradius, p;(Q), defined by the right hand side of 2.12).

Next, write Qg for Q N Bg(0) for R > 0. Then, by (v) and (iv) of Lemma 2.9 it
follows that

pp(Q2) = 1%1_?(}0 Pp(Qr) = 1(QR)
(2.13) = sup {r>0 : 3x € R" such that T,(B,(x) N (Qx)°) = 0},

where the last step follows from the assumption that I',(E) = 0 iff C,(E) = 0 for
all bounded Borel set E ¢ R". Since (iv)-(v) of Lemma hold for the (strict)
capacitary inradius with respect to I', it follows

sup {r>0 : 3 x € R" such that T,(B,(x) N (Qg)°) = 0} = Jim Ph(QR) = ph(QY),
i.e., pp is invariant under the choice of T,. o

Both the logarithmic capacity for n = 2 and the Newtonian capacity for n > 3
satisfy (a)-(c) of Lemma [2.11l Moreover, their bounded polar Borel sets are equal
to the bounded Borel sets which are polar with respect to C; by Theorem 1 (m =1,
p =2) in [12], see also Theorems A and B (a« = 0, m = 2) in [20]. As a consequence,
the strict capacitary inradius p, with respect to C, is the same as the one defined
in [6] with respect to the logarithmic capacity for n = 2 and the one defined in [5]
with respect to the Newtonian capacity for n > 3.

Maz'ya and Shubin used a different notion of inradius, formulated in terms of
the Wiener capacity, in their work [13], for p = 2 and n > 3. To wit, they defined
the interior capacitary radius, rq,,, of an open set O C R" for y € (0,1) by

roy =sup{r>0 : 3x e R" such that C; (B,(x) \ Q) < yC; (B.(0))},
where the Wiener capacity C;, 1 < p < oo, is defined by
C)(K) = inf{lqullZ’Rn tuxlonKuedS)

for K ¢ R" compact.
This interior capacitary radius relates to p,, for n > 3, as follows.

Lemma 2.14. Let QO CIR", n > 3, be an open set. Then p2(Q2) = inf{rq, : y € (0,1)}.

Proof. Note first that the Wiener capacity is equivalent to the Newtonian capacity,
see, e.g., pg. 4 in [13] for a sketch of the proof. That means in particular that the
Wiener capacity satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 2.11] and hence, it suffices to
show that p}(Q) = inf{rq, : y € (0, 1)}, where

p5(Q) =supf{r >0 : Ye>0dx € R" such that C;(IB,(x) N Q) < e}.

Moreover, the arguments supplied in the proof of 2.8) let us work with this
alternative formulation for p’(Q):

p5(Q) = sup{r >0 : Ve > 03 x € R" such that C;(B,(x) N Q) < €}.
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Now, let y € (0,1) be given. Let R < p}(Q), and choose € = yC’z(]B_R(O)). Then, by
definition of p}(Q), there exists an x € R" such that

Cy([Br(x) N ) < € = yCy(Br(0)).
Thus, R < rq,, for any given y € (0, 1), and hence, p/(Q) < inf{rq, : y € (0, 1)}.
Next, let R > p7(Q). Then, there exists an € > 0 such that C,(Bg(x) N Q) > € for
all x € R". Let yp = min{1, e/ C;(IB_R)(O)}. It then follows that
Cy(Br(x) N Q) > yCy(Br(0)) Yy € (0,70)

for all x € R". Thatis, R > rq,, for all y € (0,)0). Since rq,, is increasing in y, we
obtain that R > inf{rq, : y € (0,1)}. Hence, p5(Q2) > inf{rq, : y € (0, 1)}. O

Understanding the p-capacitary inradius as limit of Maz’ya—Shubin-like inradii
as in Lemma[2.14lcomes in handy in the proof of part (ii) of Theorem[1.6l We define

1p(Q) :=sup{r >0 : Ix € R" such that C,(B,(x) N Q)°) < yC,(1B,(0))}

fory € (0,1)and 1 < p < o0. A proof similar to the one given in Lemma 2.14 then
yields the following.

Corollary 2.15. Let Q C R" and 1 < p < oo. Then py(Q) = inf{r,,(Q) : y € (0,1)}.

2.3. Infimum of the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient for p-Laplacian.
Definition 2.16. Let Q) C R" be an open set, 1 < p < oo. Then

14
vl
llllp,0

A p(Q) = inf{ s u€C(Q)\ {0}}.

We collect some elementary properties of A, in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.17. Let QO C R" be an open set. Then
(i) If Q' C Qs an open set, then Ay (L) < Ay ,(QY).
(ii) If x € R, then A1,(Q + x) = A1,(Q).
(iii) Ifs > 0, then
Ap(sQ) = Ay, (Q)s7F.

(iv) If Q' c Qs an open set such that QO \ Q) is p-polar, then A1,(Q) = Aq1,(CY).
Proof. Parts (i)—(iii) follow from the definition, the translation invariance of the
Lebesgue measure, and a change of variable argument, respectively. For part (iv),

we note that if Q \ ()’ is p-polar, then Wé’p Q) = Wé’p (QY), see, for instance, [8,
Theorem 2.43]. Hence, by definition, A1,(€2) = A1,(QY). O

If A1,(€) is positive and attained at some u € Wé’p (Q)), then u is a weak solution
to
218) div (IVul=2Vu) + Aluf2u =0 inQ
u=0 on bQ
for A = A1,(Q). Such a function u is called a first eigenfunction of A,, where

Apu = div(|Vul~2Vu).
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Here, u being a weak solution to (2.18) means that

(2.19) f IVulP=2Vu o Vy dm = /\f [ulP~2uy dm
o) o)

forall x € CZ(Q).
It is well-known that if QO € R" is a smoothly bounded domain, then A1,(Q) is

positive and attained at some non-zero u € W(l)’p (Q) N C(Q). Moreover, such u may
be assumed to be positive in Q. A comprehensive resource for standard results on
the first eigenvalue and eigenfunctions for A, are the lecture notes by Lindqvist
[11]. The regularity result for the first eigenfunctions is due to Gariepy—Ziemer in
[7] for 1 < p < n; in the case of p > n, it is well-known that, under these conditions

on Q, a representative of u € W#(Q)isin C (Q), see, e.g., Theorem 5 in §5.6.2 in [4].

3. Proor or THEOREM [.3]

The following lemma is crucial for the proof of Theorem [1.3l

Lemma 3.1. Let D € R" be a smoothly bounded domain. Let K; C D, j € N, be compact
sets. Suppose that lim; .. C,(K;) = 0 and D; := D \ K; is an open set with smooth
boundary for all j € IN. Then, lim;_c A1,(D;) = A1,(D).

Proof. Note first that if p > n, then lim; ., C;(K;) = 0 implies that K; is empty for
all j sufficiently large, and hence, the conclusion holds trivially.
Since D is a bounded domain, A1,(D) > 0, and there exists a weak solution,

XS Wé’p (D) N C(D), to (Z.18) which is positive on D, see Section [2.3 for references.
After rescaling, we may further assume that 0 < ¢ <1 on D. Next, for each j € IN,
there exists a weak solution h; € WP(D j) to the Dirichlet problem for A, with
boundary data ¢ on Dj, i.e.,

Aph]' =0 in D]‘
hj =@ on bD]‘ !

see, e.g., [10, Th. 2.16]. It follows from work by Maz’ya [14], see also [10, Th. 2.16],
that h; € C(Ej), and hence #j = 0 on bD; N bD and 0 < h; < 1 on bD; \ bD. Finally,
set ; = ¢ — iy on D;. Then, ¢; € W,"(D;) N C(D;) and A,¢; = Ay holds weakly
on D;. Using (2.19), we compute

Voo, = fD [V Vs Vs dm
=f Vo' 7 Vo o Vi, dm
D/

~ 1000 [ ol vy < 0,0 Jolf ol
]

where the last step follows from Holder inequality. Using this estimate, in con-
junction with the definition of A1 ,(D)), yields

WP i

1 o ||4’J||p,D, S Hl’b]“Per
= P= -1’
Ap(D)) ||V¢J'HP,D]‘ Ap(D)- “@“ZDl/
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and therefore,
1
( A1,p(D) )*’1 5 Yillp,o, . llpllp,0; = [1hjlly,p, o1 1Al b, .
A1,p(Dj) llplly,p; llelly,p, llelly,p,
Since ¢ is bounded on D and lim;. C,(D \ D) = 0, so that lim; . m(D \ D;) = 0
as well, it follows from the Dominated Convergence Theorem that

lim = .
tim gl 0, = lipllo

Hence, it suffices to show that lim;, [|ll,,p; = 0.
For that, define

U={ueS:u=1nearK; 0<u<1}
for each j € IN. Temporarily fix j € IN and u € U;. Then, we may find a g; €
WP(D H)NC (ﬁj) which is a weak solution to
(3'2) Apg]'ZO il‘le '
gji=u on bD;

Note that/1; < ¢;holds on D; by the comparison principle for p-harmonic functions,
see, e.g., [10, Th. 2.15], and the fact that ¢ < u on bD;. Thence,

(3.3) Whjlly,0; < 118illp,0; < Ngj = ullp,p; + llully,p; -

By B2),gj—uce Wé’p (Dj). Thus, since D; C D, Poincaré inequality is applicable to
the first term on the right hand side of (3.3) with a uniform constant, i.e.,

g — ullp,o; < ClIVg; = Vully,p,
. -1/p
with C = (/\LP(D)) . Therefore, we have
llp,0; < ClIVEillp,p; + ClIVully,p; + llully,p; -
Next, note that (3.2) implies that g; is a quasi-minimizer, i.e.,
IV&illp,o; < IV £llp,p,

forany f € Wl'V(Dj) with g; - f € Wé’p (Dj), in particular, for f = u, see, e.g., [10,
Th. 2.15]. Thus,

Wi, < 2CIVullyp, + il
Therefore,
P p-1 s 4 4 . .
I, <2712C +1) 1nf{||u||p,D/_ + IVl cue u]}
=2""12C + 1)Cy(K)),

where the last step follows from the fact that C, (K;) = inf {IIuIIZ D, + IIVullz D, U € ll]-}.

This can be proved the same was as (ii) in §2.2.1 in [15]. This concludes the proof

since lim;,« C,(K;) = 0 by hypothesis. o
The following is a slight variation of [5, Proposition 6.1].

Lemma 3.4. Let K C R" be a compact set such that B1(0) N K # 0. Then, for any € > 0,

there exists a compact set K. C IB1(0) such that


https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5269-2879

11

(i) KNB;(0) C Ke,
(i) Cp(Ke) < Cy(K) +¢,
(iii) B1(0) \ K¢ has smooth boundary.
The above lemma differs from [5} Proposition 6.1] in two ways. On the one hand

K, is a compact subset of B1(0) instead of a relatively compact subset of B1(0), and
on the other hand, the Sobolev p-capacity is used instead of the Newtonian capacity.
That the latter change is acceptable is due to the fact that only the properties of
monotonicity, countable subadditivity and outer regularity are used. To ensure

that the former change is also correct, one only needs to set K. = QNB; (0) in the
last paragraph of the proof of [5, Proposition 6.1].

Now we are set to prove part (i) of Theorem[1.3l
Proof of part (i) of Theorem[L3] Suppose that A;,(Q) > 0 and
(pp(Q)) > A1,(B1(0))/A1,(€2)
hold. Then, we may choose a positive R < p,(D) such that
(8.5) RP > 21,(B1(0))/A1,5(€Y).

Let us first consider the case p > n. Then, p,(Q) = R(Q), and, hence, there exists
an x € R" such that Bg(x) c Q. Using (3.5) as well as (i) and (iii) of Lemma 2.17]
we then obtain

A1p(Br(x)) = A1,(€) > A1,(B1(0))R7? = A1, (Br(0)).

This is a contradiction, and hence, R(Q2) < A1 ,(1B1(0))/A1,(€2).
For the case of p € (1, 1], it follows from the definition of p,(Q) and (3.5) that for
all j € N there exists a x; € R" with

—_— 1
Cp(Br(x,) N Q°) < —,
pUPRA | 2jy

where y := R™ max{1, RF}. For each j € IN, define U; C B;(0) by setting

Aj = {x € R" : Ry + x; € Br(x;) N Q°}.

Then, it follows from parts (ii) and (iii) of Lemma[2.4lthat C,(;) < 1/(2j). Now, for
each j € N, we may apply Lemma 3.4l to the pair (2}, 1/(2)) to obtain a compact
set Ajsuch that C,(A;) < 1/j,Q; := B1(0) \ A is an open set with smooth boundary,

and %A; N B1(0) C A;. The latter implies that
RQj +x; Q.
It then follows from parts (i)—(iii) of Lemma2.17
Ap(Q) = RPA1,(RQ; + x7) > RPAL5(Q).
Hence, by (3.5), there is some € > 0 such that
A1p(Q2)) > A1,p(B1(0)) + €

for all j € IN. This is a contradiction to Lemma 3.1} with D = B;(0) and K; = A},
and it follows that

(pp(Q)) < A1,(B1(0))/A1,(CQ).
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The second part of Theorem[1.3is proved by using the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Let (21 C (), be open sets in R", )y connected and bounded. If A1,(Q1) =
A,p(C), then p \ Oy is p-polar.

The necessity of the connectedness assumption in Lemma [3.6] can be seen by
considering the example of (1 = B;(0) and €, = B(0) U By(x) for some x ¢ B.(0).
In this case A1,(Q1) = A1,(() while Q; \ Q; is p-polar.

Although, this result is presumably well-known, at least for p = 2, we present a
proof of Lemma [B.6 here for the sake of completeness.

Proof. Suppose that A1,(Q1) = A1,(22). Since €); is bounded, A1,(£);) is positive
and there exists a ¢ € Wé’p (€21) which is an eigenfunction of A, with eigenvalue
A1p(Q1). Then, there exists ¢ € Wé’p (R") such that ¢ = ¢ almost everywhere on
(21 and @ = 0 p-quasi everywhere on R”, see, e.g., [8, Theorem 4.5]. It follows that
@ is not zero p-quasi everywhere on (), and ¢ € Wé’p (€),) since (7 C Q. Hence,
@ is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue A1,(Q;) for A, on Q,. The assumption
A1p(€1) = A15(€2) then implies that @ is a first eigenfunction for A, on . Since

(), is connected and bounded, ¢ is non-zero almost everywhere on (). This is a
contradiction to ¢ = 0 p-quasi everywhere on (), unless (), \ (; is p-polar. O

Proof of part (ii) of Theorem[L.3l Suppose Q) is bounded. Then, A1,(Q) > 0, hence
pp(Q) < oo by part (i) of Theorem[L.3l Moreover, by (iv) of Lemma there exists
an x°such that

Cp (By,@(x°) N Q) =0.

This means that there exists a set K with C,(K) = 0, which is relatively closed in
]Bpp(g)(x"), such that
(]Bpp(g)(x") \ K) c Q.
By hypothesis,
A1,p(€Q) = A1,p(Bp,)(0)) = A1p(By, ) (x°) \ K).

Lemma[3.6lis now applicable with Oy = By, )(x°) \Kand (), = Q. Thus, we obtain
that Q\ (B, ) (x°) \ K) is p-polar which concludes the proof of (ii) for the bounded
case.

Next, suppose Q is unbounded such p,(Q) = p,(€2 N Br(0)) for some R > 0, and

A1pB1(0)(pp(C)) 7 = A1,p(€Y).

For ease of notation, write (g in place of QO N Bg(0). Without loss of generality, we
may assume that p,(Qg) < R. Part (i) of LemmaR.17land (L.4) for Qg yield

-p
Ap(Q) < A1p(QR) < A1p(B1(0)) (pp(QR)) -
Thus, it follows from the hypothesis and the two preceeding estimates that

(3.7) Mp(Qr) = Ap(B1(0)) (pp(Qw)) -
Denote by {Z;} en the set of connected components of Qg, and note that
(3.8) pp(Qr) =sup {p,(Z)) : jeN]},

Mp(Qr) = inf{A1(Z)) : j€NJ.
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Since Qg is bounded and p,(Qg) > 0, it follows that p,(Q2r) is attained at p,(Z;,) for
some jo € N. Then, (L4) yields

0 < A1,(Qr) < A1p(Zj)) < Arp(B1(0) (0p(Zi)) "

= M1,(B1(0)) (pp(Q))

Thus, by (3.7) and the choice of jo, it follows that A1 ,(Qr) = A1,(Z},). We now may
apply part (ii) of Theorem [L.3| for the bounded case to Z;,. That is, there exists an
x € R" such that Z;, is equal to B, (,)(x) modulo a p-polar set K. Now, either the
boundary of B, ) (x) meets the boundary of Bg(0) tangentially or the closure of
By, @) (%) is contained in Bg(0). In the latter case, it follows that Zj; is actually a
connected component of 2, and hence Q = Z; which is a contradiction to Q) being
unbounded. In the former case, it follows from the openess of Q2 and p,(Qr) < R
that Z;; is in fact a connected component of (2 which, again, is a contradiction.
Thus, equality in [L.4) cannot hold.

O

4. Proor oF THEOREM

The next theorem is the essence of Theorem It is a special case of Theo-
rem 8.3.3 in [1]] which is formulated for (1, p)-extension domains. A domain Q is of
this class, if there exists a linear, bounded operator Eq : W#(Q) — W'#(R") such
that (Eqf),, = f for f € W#(Q).

Theorem 4.1. Let QO C R" be a bounded (1,p)-extension domain, and suppose that
feWWY(Q),1<p < oo. Let K be a closed subset of Q) such that Cy(K) > 0. Suppose that
fic =0, then

VAl

42) Ifllp < (n(Q)7 - [Eqllop - =
(G)

where m(Q) is the Lebesgue measure of Q) and ||Eqllop is the operator norm of a bounded,
linear extension operator Eq : W'/(Q) — WY(R") such that (Eqf), = f for f €
WP (Q).

Proof. This follows straightforwardly from Theorem 8.3.3 and Lemma 8.3.2 in [1].
First, consider Lemma 8.3.2, withm =1, 0 = 0, so that ay = j;2 f duo and

ILfllwirqy = a0 - (m(Q))*?.

Then, use Theorem 8.3.3, with m = 1, 8 = 0, and ||G1 * polly = C,(K)"1/7. Collecting
the constants determining A in (8.3.7), we get A = (m())'? - [|[Eqllop- o

Proof of Theorem[L.6l It follows from Calderén’s work in [3, Theorem 12] that any
open square in R" is a (1, p)-extension domain. Hence, for given R > 0, there exist
bounded, linear operators from W'#((0,R)") to W'(R") which are the identity
operator on (0, R)". Let Er be such a operator.

Suppose p,(Q) is finite. Let R > p,(Q) and 6r(QQ) be defined as in (L.5). We note
that arguments analogous to the ones used in the proof of Lemma 2.7 yield

5r(Q) = supld > 0 : Cp(Br(x) NQF =6V x e R").
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Now, for each m € Z", set
Qu =[x € R" : xj & (Rmj, R(m; + 1)) Vje(l,...n)}.
Since
Jorran=3, [ 1van
mezZ"

it suffices to show that
n/p” R”op
e

holds for each m € Z".
For that, let 1 € (0, 0r(€2)) be fixed. Then, by our choice of R, we may choose a
compact set K, € Qy, N Q° such that Cy(Kj,) > n for each m € Z"". Since f € C°((2)

implies that f € C*(Q,,) with f,, = 0forall m € Z", TheoremE.Tlis applicable here
and yields

WV Alpg, ¥ feCIQ)

n/p” R”op

1fllp.o, <

for all m € Z". As this holds for any n € (0,6r(€2)), the proof of part (i) of
Theorem[L.§ i.e.,

IV, YfeCl(Q)

LQ);? < A1,(Q)
RnI|ER”op

is complete.
To prove part (i) of Theorem[L6] again, suppose p,(Q) < co and R > p,(€Q). Set
Yr(€QQ) = 6r(€))/Cp(Br(0)), ie.,

YR(Q) = suply € (0,1) : C,(Br(x) N Q) > yC,(Bg(0)) ¥ x € R").

This means that 7, ,(Q) < R for all y € (0, yr()), see also Corollary .15 Further-
more, there exists a constant ¢ = c(n, p) such that

Cp(Br(0)) > cR™7,
see Section 2.12 in [8]. Hence,
cyr(Q) - R"P < 6r(Q)).

Next, we may choose an extension operator Er for (0, R)" such that ||Eg|l,, only
depends on 7 and p, and not on R, see Stein’s construction of extension operators
in [18, Theorem 5], in particular, note Theorem 5" and (c) on pg. 190 therein in
regards to the operator norm dependencies. It follows that there exists a constant
C = C(n,p) > 0 such that

4.3) Cyr(Q) - R < App(Q).
O

Remark. Estimate (£.3) is in line with the estimate obtained by Maz’ya—Shubin in
case of p = 2,n > 3,1in (3.19) of [13], since 7;,,,)(Q2) = R
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