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Abstract The Hardy constant of a simply connected dom@irc R? is the best
constant for the inequality
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/Q| utdxz c o dist(x,0Q)?2 X, ueC(Q)

After the work of Ancona where the universal lower bound MES obtained, there
has been a substantial interest on computing or estimdttélgardy constant of pla-
nar domains. In[[8] we have determined the Hardy constanh afrbitrary quadri-
lateral in the plane. In this work we continue our investigmeind we compute the
Hardy constant for other non-convex planar domains. Inesles the Hardy constant
is related to that of a certain infinite sectorial region vihias been studied by E.B.
Davies.
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1 Introduction

The well-known Hardy inequality foRY = RN-1 x (0, +) reads
/ |Duf2dx > 1/ Y ix. forallue Co(RY) (1)
RY S ARG o

where the constant/4 is the best possible and equality is not attained in theaappr
priate Sobolev space. The analoguedf (1) for a doriain RN is

1 u? .
/Q|Du|2dx2‘—1/9¥dx, forallue C2(Q), 2)

whered = d(x) = dist(x,0Q). However, [2) is not true without geometric assump-
tions onQ. The typical assumption made for the validity [of (2) is tkats convex.
A weaker geometric assumption introduced.in [6] is tRais weakly mean convex,
that is

—Ad(x) >0, inQ, 3)

whereAd is to be understood in the distributional sense. Condifis(equivalent
to convexity wherN = 2 but strictly weaker than convexity whéh> 3 [3]. Other
geometric assumptions on the domain that guarantee thaetliédardy constant is
1/4 were recently obtain in[4,10].

For a general domaif2 we may still have a Hardy inequality provided that the
boundary Q has some regularity. In particular it is well known that faydounded
Lipschitz domainQ c RN there existg > 0 such that

. -2
/Q|Du|2dx2 c/Q %dx, forallue C(Q). 4)

The best constamtof inequality [4) is called the Hardy constant of the dom@in

In general the Hardy constant depends on the dofaisee [7] for results that
concern properties of this dependence. In dimension 3 Davies [9] has con-
structed Lipschitz domains with Hardy constant as small ress wishes. On the
other hand foN = 2 Anconal[2] has proved that for a simply connected domain the
Hardy constant is always at least1b; see alsa [12] where further results in this
directions where obtained.

Davies [9] computed the Hardy constant of an infinite plaeatar/g of angle
B.

Ng=1{0<r, 0<O<B.}

He used the symmetry of the domain to reduce the computatidimet study of a
certain ODE; sed [9) below. In particular he establisheddhewing two results,
which are also valid for the circular sector of anle

(a) The Hardy constant is/4 for all angles3 < fcr, wherefer = 1.5467t.

(b) For Ber < B < 2mthe Hardy constant of\g strictly decreases wit and at
the limiting casg3 = 2mrthe Hardy constant i 0.2054.
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Our interest is to determine the Hardy constant of certamalos in two space
dimensions; seé [5, 11] for relevant questions. In thisadioa, in our recent work
[8] we have established

Theorem.Let Q be a non-convex quadrilateral with non-convex armgle 3 <
21. Then the Hardy constant @@ depends only of8. The Hardy constant, which
we denote from now on by cis the unique solution of the equation

3+,/1-4cg
veptan(yez(E2T) —Z(F(Hi ‘iw:) )2, ®)
r(—z—")

whenfe < <2mand ¢ = 1/4 whenm < 3 < B. The critical angleBc is the
unique solution in(7z, 2mT) of the equation

Ber— 1T . ,—(3) z
tan( 2 )_4<I’(§1)) : (6)

Actually the constantg coincides with the Hardy constant of the secty,
so equation[{5) provides an analytic description of the Mamhstant computed
numerically in [9].

In this work we continue our investigation and determineriaedy constant for
other families of non-convex planar domains. Our first resedds as follows; see
Fig.[D.

Fig. 1 A typical domainQ for Theoreni1L

Theorem 1.Let Q = KNAg, B € (1,27, where K is a bounded convex planar set
and the vertex of\g is an interior point of K. Lety, andy_ denote the interior
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angles of intersection of K withg. There exists an anglg € (77/2, i) such that if
y+. Y- < yp, then the Hardy constant @ is ¢z, where g is given by[(5),[(5).

Detailed information on the anglg is given in Lemmab and Theordth 4. We note
that Theoren]l can be extended to cover the case wRdseunbounded and the
boundary of the convex s&t does not intersect the boundary of the se¢tpr see
Theorentb.

We next study the Hardy constant for a family of domdiias, which may have
two non-convex angles. The boundaits , of such a domain consists of the seg-
mentOP and two half lines starting fror® and fromP with interior angles3 and
y; henceB + y < 311, see FiglR in casg < rmand Fig[B in casg¢ > . We then have

Fig. 2 Atypical domainEg ,, y < m< 3 Fig. 3 Atypical domainEg \, B,y > 1t

Theorem 2. (i) If 0 < y < m< B < 2mrthen the Hardy constant ofgE, is cs.
(i) If m< B,y < 2mrthen the Hardy constant ofgg, is Gz, provided that

By < arccos2, /G5y - (7)

Cotry-—m
It is interesting to notice that in case (i) where we have amlg non-convex angle,
the Hardy constant is related to the non-convex afigle@hereas in case (ii) where
we have two non-convex angles, the Hardy constant is refatise angle8 + y—
formed by the two halflines.

Our technique can actually be applied to establish besttaon$or Hardy
inequality with mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary conadiits. We consider a
bounded domaig whose boundaryDg consists of two partsgDg = o U T .

On 'y we impose Dirichlet boundary conditions and it is frégithat we measure
the distance fromd(x) = dist(x, ). On the remaining paft we impose Neumann
boundary conditions. The curvg is the union of two line segments which have as
a common endpoint the origi@ where they meet at an angbe 7 < 8 < 2m. We
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assume that the curve is the graph in polar coordinates of a Lipschitz function
r(6),

r={(r(6),0):0<6<p};

see Fig[h.

Fig. 4 Atypical domainDg. Note that” is not necessarily the boundary of a convex set

We then have

Theorem 3.Let Dg be as aboverr < 8 < 2. If " is such that
"(0)<0, 0<6<b
r@)>0 E<o<p,

then for all functions & C*(Dp) that vanish neafy there holds

W2
Oul?dxd >c/ —dxdy.
Jy, [ouaxdy=c [ axay

The constantgis the best possible.

The structure of the paper is simple: in Sectidn 2 we provéouarauxiliary
results, while in Sections 3-5 we prove the theorems.
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2 Auxiliary results

Let B > mbe fixed. We define the potenthd(0), 6 € (0, 3),
1

76’ 0<6<7,
vV(e)={1, ) 7<0<B-1%, 8)
m,ﬁ—g<e<ﬁ.

Forc > 0 we then consider the following boundary-value problem:

{ —y"(0)=cV(8)y(6),0< 6 <P,
Y(0)=uy(B)=0

It was proved in[[9] that the Hardy constant of the secigrcoincides with the
largest positive constanfor which (3) has a positive solution. Due to the symmetry

of the potentiaV (8) this also coincides with the largest constarfor which the
following boundary value problem has a solution:

{ —y"(8) =cV(0)yY(6),0< 6 <B/2,
Y(0)=y'(B/2)=0.

The largest anglg. for which the Hardy constant is/4 for 8 € [, B¢] was com-
puted numerically in[[9] and analytically ih1[B, 13] whefé) (8as established; the

approximate value ¢ = 1.5467t.
We define the hypergeometric function

(9)

(10)

e Zr@+nrb+nz"

I (a)r (b) nZO r(c+n n

F(a,b,c;z) :=

The boundary value probleri{|10) was studied[ih [8] where dlleing lemma
was proved:

Lemma 1. (i) Let > B¢r. The boundary value problefn {10) has a positive solution
if and only if c= cg. In this case the solution is given by

V2cos(,/c(B — m)/2)sin?(6/2) cod~?(6/2)

)
F(3,3.a+%:3)

11 1 .,6
I F(é,é,aJré,smz(z ),
Y(o)= if 0<6<

n
2
B
R

IN

cos(ve(5 - 9)), if <0

whereaq is the largest solution off (1— a) = c.
(i) Letm< B < Ber. The largest value of ¢ so that the boundary value probledh (10
has a positive solution is€ 1/4. For 3 = S the solution is
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cos(Be T sinl/ZBF 11

peO)=q FG3Ly) 22
cos(3(B - 9)), Tcg<ba

while for Ber < B < 2mand0 < 6 < 17/2it has the form

_ ] e._11, . ,0
w(6) = cusin'/?(5) cos 2()F (5,5, Lisirf(3)
i 1/2.Y9 /2( 2 Z . Z . 1:sirf(=
+Cpsin (2)0051L (2)':(2’2’1'S'rF(2))/Sin2(e/z)t(l—t)Fz(%,%,lit).

for suitable g, cp.

For our purposes it is useful to write the solution [of](10) asep > B as a
power series

w(e) = 6° iane” , (1)

wherea is the largest solution of the equatioril — a) = cg in casef > B¢ and
o =1/2 whenf3 = . We normalize the power series settag= 1; simple com-
putations then give

B _a(l-a)
a;=0, az——m. (12)
We also define the auxiliary functions
)
f(0)= MOk 6 <(0,B), (13)
e v
g(0) = (o) sin@ , 6¢<(0,B8), (14)

wherey is the normalized solution df9) described in Lendmha 1. Wetloat these
functions depend of. Simple computations show that they respectively solve the
differential equations

f'(6)+f2(0) +cgV(0) =0, 0<6O<p (15)
and 1
¢(6)= - [g(e)z_ cosg(h) +cﬁ} , 0<B6<m/2 (16)

We shall also need the following
Lemma 2.Letr< 3 < 2mandy > Owith B+ 2y < 3m. Then

3

f(6)cos@+y)+all+sinf+y)]>0, <6<

NS
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Proof. We first note that

B T 3
f(0) = vetan(\G5(5-0)),  5<0< v,
and B 3
T T T T
_< ——0)< - - <0< —-—vV.
2 =VB(5-0=7, 3 S0=5 v
It follows that the required inequality is written equivatky,
a(l+ sin(y+ 6))c05(\/@(g —0)) a7
B 3

+ VEsin(,/G5(5 ~ 0))cosy+6) 20, Z<O< Ty (18)

But, sincea > . /cg,

a (1+sin(6+ y))cos(\/q(g —-0))+ \/qsin(\/q(g —0))cogB+Yy)

> /eg{ (1+sin(6+ y))cos(\/q(g ~9) +sin(\/q(g —6))cos6+y) |
:Zﬁsin[ﬁ(g—6)+g+g+g sin(g+g+g). (19)

The second sine is clearly non-negative, so it only remaipsdve that the first sine

is also non-negative. For this we use the monotonicity/Ug(% -0)+ 7+ % + %’
with respect tdd to obtain

B m 6 vy B 3m T %”—y y
L a4 <« T _ z
VBG—0+7+5+5<VBG - (5 +7+ 5 +3

= \/—B+2V 3n+ m<m, (20)

by our hypothesi$ + 2y < 3mt. This completes the proof. O

We shall need to consider the initial value problém (21) Wweldlthough this is
a strongly singular problem, we shall see that standard eoisgn arguments hold.
In particular we shall establish existence, uniquenessrambtonicity with respect
to a parameter.

Lemma 3. Consider the singular initial value problem

{ () = —— (ah(e) — cosBh(6) +1— a), 0<0<3 o

" sin@
h(0) = 1.
(i) If a € (1/2,1) then the problem has a classical solution which is unique Th

solution o, 8) depends monotonically am: if a1 < az then Ha1,0) < h(az,0)
forall 6 € (0,11/2].
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(i) For a =1/2we do not have unigueness. Indeed we have a continuum df/posit
solutions.

(i) Let1/2 < a < 1 and in addition leth € C[0, 71/2] N C*(0, 17/2] be an upper
solution of problen({21), that is

{me) >~ = (aR(6) - cosdh(6) +1-a),0< 6. (22)

Then

=
Q
2
IN
=i
=
o
I
()
IN
N3

Proof. (i) By Lemmdl the function

w(6) =sin"(6/2) co§*“(9/2)F(%, ,a+ %;sinz(g))

1
2

solves the differential equation

0) T
"(6 1- Ll =0, 0<O6<—.
PO +al-a) om0 =0, 0<8<3
It is then easily verified that the function
1¢/(6) .
h(0) = — sinf
= %)

is a solution of the initial-value problern (21).

We next establish the uniqueness of a solution.hyeh, be two solutions of the
initial value problem[{2I1). Then the functian= h, — h; solves the singular linear
initial value problem

{ Z(6) = — s (a(h1+ hp) — cose)z(e),
z(0)=0.

Let us assume theis not identically zero. By the standard uniqueness theprem
z cannot have any positive zeros, hence we may assume(that- O for all 6
(0,1/2). However we haver (hy + hy) — cosf > 0 nearf = 0, hencez decreases
near zero, which is a contradiction.

The monotonicity of the solutioh with respect tax will follow from the mono-
tonicity of the nonlinearity with respect m. Let

V(6,h,a) = —%(ahz—COSGM— 1- a)

ForO<h<1and 0< 6 < /2 we then have



10 G Barbatis & A. Tertikas

o 1- h?

da  sin@
Now, let /2 < o < a2 < 1. By (23) we haveh(az,6) > h(ay,6) near6 = 0.
Once we are away frorf = 0 we can apply the standard comparison arguments to

complete the proof.
(i) By Lemmdl the general solution of the equation

1¢(9) T
- =0, 0<6< -,
4sirt 6 2

(23)

Y'(0)+

is

1
2
1 )) 1/2 dt
2 27" Jsire(e/2) t(1—t)F2(3,3,1;t)

This is positive in(0, 17/2] whenc; > 0 andc, > 0. For any suchy the function

sin@

then satisfies

1
/ — —
h(6) = 25sinf

(h(e)2 — 2cosBh(8) + 1) . h(0)=1.
Actually after some computations we find that the functios given in this case by

3 3 5.cip2(0
h(68) = cosf +sir’ F(3 §,2,sm2(§))

4F(3,3,1;sirP(9))
B A
11 0 1/2 dt ’
F2(3.3.1; S'“Z(i (1+’\j in(6/2) t (H)F%%,%,n))

whereA =cy/c; > 0.

(iii ) Whenh(0) > 1 the result follows immediately by combining continuitytiwi
standard comparison arguments. Assume nowtf@t= 1. The functiore=h—h
then satisfies

{ 2(6) > —ty (a(ﬁ+ h) —cose)z(e),
z(0)=0.

(24)

The quantitya (h+ h) — cos is positive neaB = 0, say in(0, 6y). We shall estab-
lish thatz > 0 in this interval; the result fof0, r1/2) will then follow immediately.
Suppose on the contrary that there exists an intéB4ab,) C (0, 6y) such thaz < 0
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in (61, 6,). By (24) we conclude thatis actually strictly increasing it6y, 6,). This
contradicts the initial valug(0) = 0. O

From Lemmd3 it follows that the cage= 1/2 is critical and needs a differ-
ent approach. This will be done in the next lemma. In order &kenexplicit the
dependence off we denote

_ We(B.0) _.
9(B,0) = 74/(5,6) sing ,

where (B, 6) is the solution of[(P) andg (B, 6) is the derivative with respect to
6.

Lemma 4. Supposer < 8 < . Then df3,0),0 < 6 < 11/2, is strictly increasing
as a function ofB, that is, if m< B1 < B2 < Ber then dB1,0) < g(B2, 0) for all
6 € (0,/2].

Proof. The functiong(3, 6) solves the differential equation

99 _

1
1 e 1
90 sine(g g°059+4)' (25)

Since 1 8
T L
g(BaE)_Etalﬁ( 4 )7
which is strictly increasing with respect ®, the result follows from a standard
comparison argument. O
Let us note here that far < 3 < B we haveg(,0) = 1/2. So the functions
9(B,-), m< B < LB, all solve the same initial value problem.

Lemma5.Let B € [m,2m]. There exists an angl@ so that forall0 < y < yp we
have v -
=~ >0 0<H< —. 26
520, 0<0< (26)
Moreoveryg is a strictly decreasing function ¢ and in particular:

9(B,6)cog 6 + %) +acos

form< B < B we have 0.701T ~ ygcr < yﬁ <y~ 0.867m

for Ber < B <2m we have 0.673m~ y;, < VE < yﬁm ~ 0.701m. (27)

Proof. Inequality [26) is written equivalently

y sin@
2= 9+ o
COSU+ 58.9)

cot (28)

so what matters is the maximum of the function at the RHE df. (28r each 0<
6 < /2 this function is strictly monotone as a function @f this follows from
Lemmd3 forBy < B < 2mand from Lemm&l forr < B < Ber.
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The angley; € (0, 1) defined by

B sinf
Cot— = max —————
2 [0,7/2] COSO + 9B.9)

is then a strictly increasing function @f. The approximate values in the statement
have been obtained by numerical computations; see howevemd6. O

It would be nice to have good estimatesygnNithout using a numerical solution
of the differential equatiori (16) solved lgy6). This will be done foiB,, < B < 2m
by obtaining very good upper estimatesgif, ). We define

a a(4a?+2a+3
9(B.6) =a- A

T
27a+1)° ' 2apat @@ r8atr3)’ 0 0<0<%

wherea is the largest solution od(1—a) = cg. We define the auxiliary quantity
Y5 € (0.10) by

173 sin@
cot— = max ——x—
2 o rr/2] cosf + (B e)

Lemma 6. Let B < B < 2. Then we have
. T
(I) g(Bve)Sg(Bae)a O<9<§7
(i) v < v
Actually we have (cf(27))

Vi ~0.700m, s~ 0.672.

Proof.We haveg(f3,0) =g(B3,0) = a. Therefore, given thai(3, 6) satisfies

7}

a—g =~Sno (g —gcose+cg) (29)
it is enough to show that

o

d_g > — sind (g gcos@+cﬁ) (30)

The functiong(g, 8) is decreasing with respect & hence

smeﬂ +3° — (cosB)g+ Cp

de
z(e %3+16—;O)@+g —(1—7+6 )G+CB- (31)
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Now, a direct computation shows that the RHSof (31) is ecual t

a(l—a)0%/16(2a+3)(2a+ 1)(22a%4 2a+ 3) — (12a%+ 2a+ 3)(4a+ 2a+ 3) 67
28802a+ 1)%(4a2+8a+3)2

L all- a)(12a%+2a+ 3)(4a?+ 2a+ 3)0%(16— 62)
- 28802a+ 1)%(4a2+8a+3)2
>0.

We note that in our argument we only used that [1/2,1).
We now establish (i) fofr < B < 2. The function

R(a,8) = g([z )

(where, as usualy is the largest solution off (1 —a) = cg < 1/4) is an upper
solution to the initial value probleri (R1). Hence applyiiiiy 6f Lemmal3 we obtain
the comparison.

To obtain (i) for3 = Bcr we use the monotonicity with respectdoof h(a, 6).
Passing to the limitr — 1/2+4 we conclude that

H(O):= lim h(a,0) <A(%,0) <2g(Br.0), O0<BO<L.
a—1/2+ 2 2

The functiorH (0) is then the maximal solution of the singular initial valuelpiem
(23) and therefore coincides with the functiog( B, 0). This completes the proof
of (i). Part (ii) then follows immediately from (i). O

3 Proof of Theorem 1

In this section we give the proofs of our theorems. We stattt wiproposition that
is fundamental in our argument and will be used repeateddyd@hot try to obtain
the most general statement and for simplicity we restricselves to assumptions
that are sufficient for our purposes.

LetU be adomain and assume tidat = I" Ul wherel is Lipschitz continuous.
We denote by the exterior unit normal of.

Proposition 1. Letg € HL.(U) be a positive function such thakp/¢ € L?(U) and
D@/ @ has an L trace onl™ in the sense thatlWp/@ has an L trace ondU for

every ve C*(U) that vanishes neal. Then

' 0uPdxdy> — [ 2%2dxdy+ [ 22 . nids (32)
Ju Ju @ Jr @
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for all smooth functions u which vanish nelgrand A ¢ is understood in the weak
sense.
If in particular there exists & R such that

C
STERT (33)

in the weak sense in U, where=ddist(x, ), then

2
/U|Du|2dxdy2 c/u %dxder/l_uz%p-ndS (34)

for all functions ue C*(U) that vanish near.

Proof. Let u be a function irC*(U) that vanishes nedp. We denotél = —[¢/ @.
Then

/uzdidexdy: —2/ uDu-dedy+/u2T-ndS
U U r

< / |T|2U2dXdY+/ IDu|2dxdy+/u2T-ndS,
U U r

that is i i _
/ |Du|2dxdy2/ (divT—|T|2)u2dxdy—/T-nuzdS.
U U Jr
Using assumptio (33) we obtaln{34). O

For B € (1t,2m) we denote byfTg the class of all planar polygons which have
precisely one non-convex vertex and the angle at that vestxGiven a polygon
in Mg we denote byy, andy_ the angles at the vertices next to the non-convex
vertex.

Theorem 4.Let B € (1r,2m]. LetQ be a polygon iz with

. 3m—
Vi, Y- < min{yz, TB} (35)
wherey; € (0, m) is defined by
Vs sin@
2 [0,1/2) cosfO + 9B.0)

Then the Hardy constant @ is cg.

Proof. We denote byA_, A, the vertices next to the non-convex vertexso that
A_,OandA, are consecutive vertices with respective angle8 andy, . We may
assume thad is the origin and tha#\ ;. lies on the positive--semiaxis. We write the
boundary Q as

0Q=5US
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whereS; = OA; UOA_ andS, = dQ \ ;. We then define the equidistance curve
[={xeadQ :dist(x,S) =dist(x,S)}.

Hencel™ dividesQ into two sets2; andQ,, whose nearest boundary points belong
in S; and$S; respectively. It is clear thdt can be parametrized by the polar angle
0 €[0,B].

The curvel™ consists of line segments and parabola segments. Stantimgpf—
0 we have line segments,...,Lg; then from6 = /2 to 6 = 3 — 17/2 we have
parabola segmenf, ..., Py; and from6 = 3 — /2 to 8 = 3 we have again line
segments, ... L.

Letu e CZ(Q) be given. Len denote the unit normal alorfg which is outward
with respect toQ;. Applying PropositioLfl withp(x,y) = @j(8), where@ is the
polar angle of the pointx,y), we obtain

/ ICufZdxdy> ¢ / Y ixd +/ 59 h2ds (36)
o Y= Jo, @V ) g

We next apply Propositidil 1 of2, for the functiong (x,y) = d(x,y)? (we recall
thata is the largest solution af (1 — o) = cg). In Q7 the functiond(x,y) coincides
with the distance frons, and this implies that

a

d
—Ad"’za(l—a)@, onQ, .
Applying Propositioi Il we obtain that
. . 2 .
/ |Ouf2dxdy > c/ W ixdy— [ 999 nids 37)
Jay o, d Jr d
Adding (38) and[(3]7) we conclude that
2 Op 0Od
e Goxon [ (5o ns
/Q|Du| dxdy>c dedxdy—i— r( o o d ) nu-dS (38)

We emphasize that in the last integral the value§lgf ¢ are obtained as limits
from Q1 and, more importanmtly, those bid/d are obtained as limits fro,.

It remains to prove that the line integral [n{38) is non-rtagaFor this we shall
consider the different segments/of Due to the symmetry of our assumptions with
respect tdd = 3/2 it is enough to establish the result for08 < 3/2.

(i) Let L be one of the line segments,...,Lx. The points on this segmeht
are equidistant from the sid®A. and some sid& of dQ \ (OAL UOA.). Let
y be the angle formed by the liné and thex-axis so that the outward normal
vector alongk is (siny, cosy) andE has equatioxcosy+ ysiny+ c = 0 for some
¢ € R. Elementary geometric considerations then give(—r/2, 1). Now, simple
computations give
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(0] d

It remains to show that the RHS 6 (39) is non-negative far® < 11/2. In the case
0 < y < mrthis is equivalent to showing that

(D_"’ P Dd) = %(g(@)cos{@—i— Y)+acosy)), ol (39)

sin@

> <9<
c036+ﬁ’ 0<6s<

cot% > : (40)

NS

This is true sincg/ < y; < yg

In the case-11/2 < y < 0 we have cod + %’) >0forall0< 6 < m/2 and the
RHS is clearly non-negative.

(ii) Let P be one of the parabola segmeRis. . ., Py. The points orP are equidis-
tant from the originO and some sid& of dQ \ (OA; UOA_). As in (i) above,
let y be the angle formed by the liné and thex-axis so that the outward nor-
mal vector alongt is (siny,cosy) andE has equatioxcosy+ ysiny+c = 0 for
somec € R. Theny € [m— %,n]. We note that the axis of the parabola has an
asymptote at anglé = 37" —y. Indeed we shall prove the required inequality for all
039 o155

Simple computations oR give

(D_fp_aﬂ_d

. - ).n_ ! (f(e)cos(9+y)+a[l+3iﬂ(9+V)])-

12+ 2sin6+y) )
41

Hence, noting thay < y., the result follows from Lemmil 2. This completes the

proof. O
Proof of Theorem 1. This follows easily by approximating the convex geby

a sequence of convex polygons and using Thedlem 4; selg Fig. 1. O
Remark. In caseB < B¢ we havqf‘ﬁ < yﬁcr ~ 0.701rrand therefore the condition

3

Ve Y- < minfyg, EB} of Theorem§1l arld 4 takes the simpler form

Vi, Y- S VE

If the convex seK is unbounded andK does not intersect the boundary/&y
then there is no need for any restriction. In particular

Theorem 5.Let Q = KNAg K is an unbounded convex set ang is a sector of
anglef € (m,2m] whose vertex is inside K. Assume that the boundaries of K and
/g do not intersect. Then the Hardy constantfss cg, where g is given by[(b),

©).

Proof. Let u € CZ(Q) be fixed. There exists a bounded convexketsuch that
Q; 1=Ky N S satisfies all the assumptions of Theofdm 1 and in addition

dist(x,0Q) = dist(x,0Q1) , X € SUpfu);
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of course,K; depends omnu. Applying Theorenfll ta2; we obtain the required

Hardy inequality. O
Remark. Of course, one could state an intermediate result wherenteesec-

tion K N dAg is exactly one point forming an anglg in this the assumption

y< min{y[;, #} should hold.

4 DomainsEg , with two non-convex angles

We reacall from the Introduction that given angfgéandy, we denote byeg , the

domain shown in Fig.]2 in cage< rand in Fig[B in casg > 1. Its boundaryEg ,

consists of three parts, L, andLs. Ly is a line segment and meets the halflihgs

andL, at the origin O and the poift(1,0) respectively. We assume that- y < 3

so that the halflineks; andL3 do not intersect. Without loss of generality we assume

thatf3 > yand since we are interested in the non-convex case, we afisatfie> 1.
Proof of Theorem[Zpart (i). We denote by the curve

I ={(xy) € Eg:dist((x,y),L1) = dist((x,y),Lo UL3)}.

The curvel™ dividesEg \, in two setsE = {(x,y) € Eg ,: d(x,y) = dist((x,y),L2 U
Ls)} andE, = {(xy) € Eg : d(x,y) = dist((x,y),L1)}. We denote by the unit
normal along™ which is outward with respect tié_.

Once again we shall use Propositidn 1. We distinguish twesd3ase A, where
0<y<m/2and Case B, wherg/2<y< .

Case A0 < y < 11/2) We distinguish two subcases.

Subcase Ag3 + y < 27t. In this casd™ consists of three parts: a line segment
which bisects the angle &; a parabola segmei, whose points are equidistant
from the origin and the lin&1; and a halflindz whose points are equidistant from
L1 andL3. We parametrizd™ by the polar angléd, so thatl; = {0 < 6 < T},
R={F<0<p-T}andz={B-F<6<BV}

Letue CZ(Eg,y). We apply Propositionl 1 withh = E_, [y = Lo ULz and for the
functiong(x,y) = /(8), wherey = g and@ is the polar angle ofx,y). We obtain
that

2
/E IDu?dxdy> CB/E %dxdw/r%".nuzds. (42)

We next apply Propositidd 1 to the domain and the functiorg, (x,y) = d(x,y)?.
We obtain that

) u? od
/E |Oul“dxdy> CB/E @dxdy—a/l_ F-nu ds. (43)
+ +

Adding (42) and[(43) we conclude that
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Od

o |, oo | (5 o58) v
/EB~V|DU| dxdy_cB'EMdzdxdy—i—r(q) ad) nw2ds.  (44)

We note that in the last integral the valued i/ @ are obtained as limits frofa_
while those ofJd/d are obtained as limits froff, . It remains to prove that the last
integral in [44) is non-negative. For this we shall consttierdifferent parts of .

(i) The segmeni; (0 < 6 < 11/2). Simple computations give that

Qe 0d 1 y y T
—_r_qg_— = L r < -
o a— d(g(e)cos(9+2)+acos(2)), O<9_2,
this is non-negative by Lemni& 5, sin@> /2.
(i) The segment> (17/2 < 6 < B — 11/2). In this case we have

Op  Od 1 :
(?—GF)-n: Ir\/2+23i—n(9+y)(f(e)cos(9+y)+or[1+sm(9ﬂ/)]) :

this is non-negative by Lemnila 2, sinBe- 7 < 37" —.
(iii) The segmenfs (8 — ¥ < 6 < EXJLY) The line containing has equation
B-y B- vy siny
2 2 2sinfY)

xcog ) +ysin(

hence the outer (with respecto ) unit normal along is (cos(ﬁ—;’),sin(ﬁ—;’)).
Using the fact thatl = r sin(8 — 6) on I3, we have alongs,

Op Od . 1y(9) . (siny,cosy)
(F —GF) ‘n= [F w0 (—smG,cosG)Jraf]
(cogP Y sinPY))
_1y®) . B-y sin(24Y)
‘F[w(e) i~ — 0) + 0 gy
Zoa

since both terms in the last sum are non-negative (the fiestasithe product of two
non-positive terms).

Subcase AbB + y > 27 In this casel” consists of only two part; and I,
described exactly as in subcase Aa, the only differenceghhiat the range 06
inhRis7 <6< 37” —y. This means that the parabola segment goes all the way to
infinity. As before we have

(D_‘P_O,D_d).n_ 1 (“’/(9) cos(9+y)+a[1+5in(9+y)])

@ d Cry/2+2siN6+y) \ @(b)
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and the result follows again from Lemrh 2. This completespttoaf in the case
O<y<m/2.

Case B(rr/2 < y < m). On E_ we again consider the functiap(x,y) = (/(0)
and apply LemmaAl1 as in the previous case. We fix a functieiCs’ (Eg ) and we
obtain

2
/E |Du|2dxdyZCﬁ/E %dxder/I_(%o-n)uzdS. (45)

In E; we consider a new orthonormal coordinate system with darteoordi-
nates denoted bfxs,y1) and polar coordinates denoted by, 6;). The originO;
of this system is located on the lihg and is such that the lin@0; is perpendicular
to L;. The positivex; axis is then chosen so as to contain(diagram) We note that
this choice is such that

the point on for which 6 = J — § satisfies als@, = J — J. (46)

We apply Proposition]1 ok with the functiong (x,y) = @(61). This function
clearly satisfies-A¢ = cd?¢;, hence we obtain

2
/ |Oul?dxdy> c/ u—zdxdy—/(D—(pl-n)uzdS, (47)
E+ E.d r o

where, as before is the interior toE ;. unit normal alond™.
Adding (45) and[(4l7) we conclude that

. . u2 . D(p qu_]_
Oul2dxdy> ¢ / ¥ dxd +/ =@ _®) h2ds (48
./EB,Y| | y B Eg, d? ¥ r( [0) o ) (48)

The rest of the proof is devoted to showing that the last ialeig (48) is non-
negative.

As in the case & y < m/2, we need to distinguish two subcases: Subcase Ba,
wheref + y < 2m, and Subcase Bb, whefet+ y > 2.

Subcase Bg3 + y < 2. The curvel” consists of three parts: a line segmeént
which bisects the angle & a (part of a) parabol&, whose points are equidistant
from the origin and the lin&1; and a halflings whose points are equidistant from
L1 andLs. As before, we consider separetely each segment and we giziza
by the polar anglé so that

rlz{eer:ogeg’_;}, rzz{ggegﬁ_g}’

T
FSZ{B—E§9< 5

(i) The segmenf; (0 < 6 < 11/2). We have

Op _ ¥
[0 rg (o)

cog 6+ g) , onl.
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and similarly
O Y'(61) y
—n=-— cog6,— =), onl.
0] riy(6r) & 2) !
Sincer; sinB; = rsinB alongly, it is enough to prove the inequality

9(0)cos 0+ %) +g(Bcosb-2) =0, 0<e<T @9
This has been proved inl[8]; we include a proof here for the sdlcompleteness.
Recalling [46) and applying the sine law we obtain that albnthe polar angle$

and6; are related by

cotf; = —cosycotf +siny . (50)

Claim. There holds
6>0+y—rm, only. (51)

Proof of Claim We fix 6 € [0, /2] and the correspondir = 6,(0). If 0+ y— <
0, then[(BL) is obviously true, so we assume thaty— 1> 0. Since 0< 0+ y— <
m/2 and 0< 6; < rr/2, (B1) is written equivalently cé < cot(6 + y— m); thus,
recalling [50), we conclude that to prove the claim it is egioto show that

m

—cosycotf +siny<cot(f+y), m—y<60< >

or, equivalently (sincer < 6 + y < 3m/2),

— cosycot 8 + (— cosycoty — coty + siny) cotf + 1+cosy > 0, m— y< 0 < g
(52)
The left-hand side of(32) is an increasing function of@&aind therefore takes its
least value at c@ = 0. Hence the claim is proved.
For0< 6 < m/2—y/2 (49) is true since all terms in the left-hand side are non-
negative. So letr/2 — y/2< 6 < m/2 and6; = 6,(0). From [50) we find that

dé, 1 _ cosy(1+cof 8) +1+cof 6,
de N 1+cof6;
1+ sir? y+ cosy — 2 sinycosycot8 + cosy(1+ cosy) cof’
T 1+ coB 6, '

The function
h(x) := 1+ sir y+ cosy — 2 sinycosyx + cosy(1+ cosy)x?

is a concave function of. We will establish the positivity oh(cotf) for /2 —
y/2< 6 < /2. For this it is enough to establish the positivity at thepoidts. At
6 = m/2 positivity is obvious, whereas

h(tar‘(%)) = 1+siry+cosy— 2cosysin2%/ > 0.
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From [48) we conclude th# < 6 for 1/2—y/2 < 6 < 11/2. Now, it was proved
in [8l Lemma 4] that the functiog is decreasing. Hence far/2—y/2< 6 < 1/2
we have,

9(6)cos 0+ %) +9(61)cos8— 2) > 9(6)co6+ %) +coser — L)
_ 2g(e)cos(9;91)cos(9_zl+y)

>0,

where for the last inequality we made use of the claim. HABglfas been proved.
(ii) The segmenf (3 < 6 < B — J). After some computations we obtain that

(D—“’_D—"’l)-n— ! {f(e)cos(6+y)

® @/  r/2+2sin6+y)

— f(61)sinBy[sin(6;— 6 —y) — cosel]},

where 8 and 6, are related by cd = —cog6 + y). The result then follows by
applying [8, Lemma 6].

(iii) The segmenf3 (B— 5 < 6 < B*—g’y). Simple computations yield that along
I3 we have

Op O@y —— ¢(O) . B-y ) . Bty
(?—H)-n_rw(e)sm( > O ey S ) (69)

The first summand in the right-hand side [6fl(53) is non-nggatincey’(6) and

sin(%’ — 8) are non-positive in the given range @f Moreover, two applications
of the sine law yield that alon; the coordinateér, 6) and(rq, 6;) are related by

. . sin( —0)
risinby =rsin(f—0) , tanf, = cos07 )"
It follows in particular that 0< 6; < 17/2, and hencer/4 < @’ — 6, < 1. Hence
the second summand in the right-hand sidé¢ _of (53) is alsonegative, completing
the proof in this case.
Subcase B2B + y > 2. In this casel” consists only of two part§; and I,
described as in Case B1. The only difference is that the rahen I now is 7 <
0 < 37" —y, the result follows as before. This completes the proof efttieorem™
Proof of Theorem[Zpart (ii). We set for simplicityy) = @, . We divideEg ,
in three parts€;, E; andEgz as in the diagram, and dendte= (JE;) N dEg . We
also sef; ={(i,y) : y>0},i =0, 1, the halflines that are the common boundaries of
theE;’s. We first apply Propositiofl 1 to the doméi. For this we introduce polar
coordinateqry, 6;) centered aP, so that the positivey axis coincides with the
halflineL;. Letu e CZ(Eg ) be fixed. Applying Propositiddl 1 wittp(x,y) = y(61)
we obtain
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~ R WD) [
Oudxdy> cp.y. / W dxd +72/ Yy, 54
/E]_l | y B+y Tl" E, d2 y Lp(y_ 7_2'[) Jn y y ( )

OnE;z we use the standard polar coordiante$) and the functiomp(x,y) = ¢( —
6). We obtain

V(B-73) / u?
l.U(B—%T) JTo

Without loss of generality we assume tifflat- y and we therefore have

Y'y-3) _ ¥B-3)

. 2
2 > u-
/Es |Oul“dxdy> CBH,,,T/E3 OI2dxdy+

2) _ 2
Wly—73) Y(B-7)

Now, we haveu(1,y)2 — u(0,y)? = 2 [} uudx, hence, using also the 1-dimensional
Hardy inequality we have for ang/> 0,

>0.

u? u? u? 1
Yay— [ Y4 <e/ Y dxd +—/ u2dxd
/royy ny V=g 2T Jg, Y

< (e—i)/ u—zdxd +}/ uZdxd +}/ uzdxd
- 4e’ Jg, y? y ele, Y y eJe, * y

and therefore

1 u? u? u?
Oul?dxdy> (= — &2 / —dxd +e/ —d —s/ —dy. (56
/Ez| | y= (4 ) E Y2 Y oy y ny Y (56)

This is also true foe = 0. We choose = ¢/(y— 5)/¢/(y— %) and we note that by
(@) we have

B_y):j_(wy_ "))2: 1 2

1
Cpry-n< 7~ Cpyy-ntar? (y Cpry-m5

Adding (52), [Eb) and(36) we obtain the inequalities in alses.

We now prove the sharpness of the constantQ @¢note the best Hardy constant
for Eg . We extend the halflinéls; andLz until they meet at a poin, and we call
Do the resulting infinite sector, whose anglgBis- y — . We introduce a family of
domainsD; that are obtained frofg , by movingL, parallel to itself toward# so
thatit is a distance from A. All these domain®; have the same Hardy constant as
Eg,,. Letdg(x) = dist(x,dD;) anddp(x) = dist(x, dDo). Then clearlydg (x) — do(x)
for all x € Do.

Letu e CZ (Do) vanish neafy. This can be used as a test function for the Hardy
inequality inD¢, therefore we have

2
/|Du|2dxdyzc/ %dxdy,
D¢ D¢ Ug
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which can be written equivalently

: 2
/ |Oul?dxdy> C/ u—zdxdy.
Do Do U¢

Passing to the limig¢ — 0 we therefore obtain

2
/|Du|2dxdyzc/ u—zdxdy.
Do Do dO

Since the best Hardy constantidf is cg .., , We conclude tha < cg ., Which
establishes the sharpness.

5 A Dirichlet - Neumann Hardy inequality

We finally prove Theorem] 3.
Proof of Theorem[3 Letue C*(Dg). Applying Propositiofi]L forp(x,y) = ¢(0)
we have

/ |Ouf?dxdy> — / (p(p 2dxdy+/ — .nu?dS
. D

_c[;/ OI2dxdy+/ — .nud

A direct computation gives that alorigwe have
S () v
) r(8)\/r(0)2+r'(8)2 (o)’

which establishes the inequality. The fact thats sharp follows by comparing with
the corresponding Dirichlet problem. O
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