arXiv:2304.11297v1 [math.AP] 22 Apr 2023

SHARP BOUNDS FOR THE FIRST TWO EIGENVALUES
OF AN EXTERIOR STEKLOV EIGENVALUE PROBLEM

CHANGWEI XIONG

ABSTRACT. Let U C R™ (n > 3) be an exterior Euclidean domain with
smooth boundary OU. We consider the Steklov eigenvalue problem on
U. First we derive a sharp lower bound for the first eigenvalue in terms
of the support function and the distance function to the origin of OU.
Second under various geometric conditions on OU we obtain sharp upper
bounds for the first eigenvalue. Along the proof, we get a sharp upper
bound for the capacity of OU when n = 3 and QU is connected. Last we
also discuss an upper bound for the second eigenvalue.

1. INTRODUCTION

The investigation on various eigenvalue problems is one of the most impor-
tant and extensively-studied topics in the fields of the differential geometry,
partial differential equations, etc. See e.g. the excellent surveys [31[7,14,23]
on different types of eigenvalue problems. In this paper we are concerned
with an exterior Steklov eigenvalue problem in the Euclidean space R"
(n > 3). The classical (interior) Steklov eigenvalue problem has received
considerable attention since it was introduced by Steklov [30] around 1900;
see [18] for a historical introduction and [14] for a specialized review. In
contrast, the exterior Steklov eigenvalue problem has not been much stud-
ied; see e.g. [4,22] for some results on it. However, besides in the differential
geometry and partial differential equations, the exterior Steklov eigenvalue
problem also plays an indispensable role in the potential theory, the mathe-
matical physics, the functional analysis etc. So we believe it is desirable to
contribute and draw more attention to this eigenvalue problem.

To describe the exterior Steklov eigenvalue problem let us first set the
context. Let U C R™ (n > 3) be an exterior domain in the Euclidean space
R™. Namely, U is a non-empty connected open set in R™ such that R™ \ U
is non-empty and compact. Suppose further that the origin O € R"\ U and
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2 C. XIONG

the boundary QU is the union of finitely many disjoint, closed, Lipschitz
hypersurfaces, each of finite hypersurface area.
We consider the following exterior Steklov eigenvalue problem:

Ap =0, in U,
1.1
—a—(’nggp, on OU, (L)
ov

where v is the unit normal vector along OU pointing into U and ¢ belongs
to the space E'(U) of functions on U having finite energy. We refer to
Section [ for the precise definition for E'(U). This eigenvalue problem is
well-posed and has a discrete spectrum:

0<& <&<- S +oo.
The variational characterization for & (i > 1) reads

& = inf M

YEEL(U) Jou 2da
fBU ppjda=0, j=1,2,...,i—1.

(1.2)

where ¢; (j = 1,2,...,7 — 1) are the first (¢ — 1) eigenfunctions. For the
analytic setting and basic properties of the eigenvalue problem (LI), we
refer to the work [4].

In this paper we first derive the following sharp lower bound for the first
eigenvalue &;.

Theorem 1. Let U C R" (n > 3) be an exterior domain in the Euclidean
space R™ with C* boundary. Suppose the origin O € R™\ U. Then there
holds

&> <n—2>n5;]n%,
with the equality if and only if U is the exterior domain of some centered
ball Bg (R >0), i.e., U=R"\ Bpg.

Remark 2. The bound (L3 is meaningful only when the boundary OU is
star-shaped with respect to the origin, i.e., (z,v) > 0 on OU. And if the
boundary is only Lipschitz, the lower bound becomes (cf. Theorem [I3]below)

oz, v)
> — .
&> (n—2) eSS[l]nf PE

(1.3)

In view of the variational characterization (L2 for &;, we get the following
Poincaré—trace inequality.

Corollary 3. Assumptions are as in Theorem [ There holds

. <$7y>/ 2 1
V|’ dz > (n — 2) min p?da, e E(U), 14
| 1vefds = n-2mn il [ o), (04

with the equality if and only if U is the exterior domain of some centered
ball B (R > 0), i.e., U = R™\ Bg, and ¢ is its first exterior Steklov
etgenfunction.
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To the best of our knowledge, Theorem [Ilis the first lower bound for the
first exterior Steklov eigenvalue. We note a remark by L. E. Payne in [23],
“Upper bounds for physically interesting eigenvalues are usually not difficult
to obtain, but in most cases lower bounds are far more important” (Page 461
in [23]). In light of his remark, we hope our Theorem [I] would motivate more
studies on the lower bounds of the exterior Steklov eigenvalues. As for the
proof of Theorem [Tl our method is inspired by the work [25] where nice lower
bounds for the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of elliptic operators were derived.
Two main ingredients in our proof are the variational characterization (L.2)
for &1 and a suitably chosen vector field on U.

Second we shall obtain the following sharp upper bounds for the first
eigenvalue &;.

Theorem 4. Let U C R" (n > 3) be an exterior domain with smooth
boundary.

(1) If OU is convex, then

1 1
) 1.5
]E?U] [y [y oida - t1) 7Lt (1.5)
where o; (i =1,2,...,n — 1) denotes the ith mean curvature of the

boundary (e.g., o1 is the summation of the principal curvatures of
the boundary).

(2) If QU 1is star-shaped with respect to the origin (i.e., the support func-
tion (x,v) >0), then

& < <x, v) " da. (1.6)

—2

- |5U|

(3) If OU is mean convex and outer—minimizz’ng (i.e., OU minimizes area
among all hypersurfaces homologous to OU in U ), then

n—2
<— da. 1.7
S D100 Sy o
(4) If QU is mean convex and star-shaped, then
n—2
< — da. 1.8
S D100 Sy e

(5) If n =3 and ¥ = OU is connected, then

\/7 fEHQda
167
H := 0. (1.9)
arsmh fE sza 1

(6) If OU is only smooth, then
1)@=/ gg \ D)
&< (n-2) (faU b - . ()

|0U|
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Moreover, the equality holds in (L), (LT), (L), (LI) or (LIQ) if and only
if U is the exterior domain of a round ball; the equality holds in (LG)) if and

only if U is the exterior domain of a round ball centered at the origin.

The proof for Theorem Ml is the combination of the observation

Cap(0U)
< ——— 7
S = ]

by Payne [22], and various estimates for the electrostatic capacity Cap(9U)
for the boundary OU. Here the electrostatic capacity of QU is defined as

Cap(dU) : = inf {/ \Vf|?de: f € C(R™),f>1on R™\ U}
Rn

= / \Vu|?dz,
U

where the infimum is achieved by the so-called electrostatic capacitary po-
tential u € E'(U), i.e., the unique solution in E'(U) of the PDE

Au=0, in U,
u =1, on OU.

We collect known estimates for Cap(OU) in Theorem [I4] of Section @ Our
new estimate for Cap(9U) is in Theorem For the proof of Theorem [0,
we employ a classical approach which may go back to [24,31] and has been
applied successfully in some papers, e.g., in [8/[12,2T,35-37]. In particular,
we mainly follow the argument in Bray and Miao’s [§] where the weak inverse
mean curvature flow developed by Huisken and Ilmanen and the monotonic-
ity of the Hawking mass of the evolving surfaces along this flow [15] comprise
two of the key tools. The proof of our Theorem [16] relies on the introduction
of a modified Hawking mass of the evolving surfaces which is inspired by
the work [16].

Next, for the second exterior Steklov eigenvalue &3, we obtain the follow-
ing upper bound by use of good test functions in the min-max variational
characterization for £. Our result generalizes the corresponding one in
Payne’s [22] for the 3-dimensional case to the higher dimensional case.

(1.11)

Theorem 5. Let U C R" (n > 3) be an exterior domain with smooth
boundary. Assume that the virtual mass potential wle] (see (6I) for its
definition) in the direction e € S"~! satisfies

/ wle]lda =0, Vee S L. (1.12)
oUu
Then we have 60 ( \Jou|
Cap(0U) (n—1)[0U
< .
& < max{ a0 v } , (1.13)

where Cap(OU) is the electrostatic capacity of OU and V denotes the volume
of the set R"\ U.
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Remark 6. The virtual mass corresponding to the domain U is an important
physical quantity; see e.g. [2L28] for an introduction. The assumption (LI2])
indicates some kind of symmetry of the domain U. We do not know exactly
for which domains it is satisfied. See Remark [I9] for a further comment on
it.

When U is mean convex and star-shaped, it was proved in [36] (see
Theorem [I4] in Section M) that

n —

Cap(0U) < - 2/ oida. (1.14)
L Jau

If we assume further that OU is convex, then we are allowed to use the
Alexandrov—Fenchel inequality (see [29])

n |oU |2
< . .
n_l/aUalda_ c (1.15)

Therefore by combining ([L.I4]), (LI5), Theorem [l and Theorem [ we im-
mediately conclude the following sharp upper bounds for & and &.

Corollary 7. Assumptions are as in Theorem [ Suppose further that OU
1s convex. Then we have

(n —2)|0U| (n —1)|0U|

— L <—
nV nV

Both equalities hold if U is the exterior domain of a round ball.

&1 < (1.16)

Remark 8. When n = 3, Corollary [ can be obtained by combining Payne’s
work [22] and Schiffer’s work [27]. But for n > 4, new techniques, e.g. the
inverse mean curvature flow (see [13[32]), are required first to derive (.14,
in order to prove Corollary [7l

Remark 9. It is worth mentioning that (I.I6]) was conjectured to be true for
any smooth exterior domain U by Payne in [22].

Last, we give some remarks on the problem to get sharp upper bounds
for &1, towards the conjecture mentioned in Remark [l The natural idea is
to use suitable test functions in the variational characterization for &, i.e.,

fU |V f|*dx 1
<=0 E . 1.1
gl = faU f2da ) f S (U) ( 7)
Let Q :=R"\ U. Assume the origin O € Q. Then the first candidate is
1
= 1.1
fl (33‘) ’x‘n_g ( 8)

The second candidate is the gravitational potential for €2, i.e.,

fol) = ——— / L, (1.19)

(n = 2)wn-1 Jo ly — ="
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where wy,_1 = [S?"!|. The third candidate is the single layer potential for
09, i.e.,

fa(z) = — ! / L4 (1.20)

(0= 2wn 1 Jon Ty — a2
Note that all f; (i = 1,2, 3) are harmonic outside Q and have the right decay
rate at co. Moreover, when 2 is a Fuclidean ball, all of them are indeed the
first Steklov eigenfunctions. So the question is how to estimate the Rayleigh
quotient in (LI7) for f; (i = 1,2,3).

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2] we review the
setting of the exterior Steklov eigenvalue problem and discuss the case of
the exterior domain of a round ball. In Section [3] we prove the lower bound
for the first eigenvalue. In Section [d] we obtain the various upper bounds for
the first eigenvalue. In the next Section [§] we discuss an upper bound for the
second eigenvalue. In the last section we present some auxiliary and related
results used in the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For the setting of the exterior Steklov eigenvalue problem, we mainly
follow the work [4].

Let U be an exterior domain in R™ (n > 3). In other words, U is a
non-empty, open, connected set in R™ such that its complement R™ \ U
is a non-empty compact set. Moreover, we assume that the origin O €
Q) := R"\ U and the boundary dU is the union of finitely many disjoint,
closed, Lipschitz hypersurfaces, each of finite hypersurface area. Let u be
a Lebesgue measurable extended real-valued function on U. We say that u
decays at infinity if for each ¢ > 0, the set

Se(u) :={x €U :|u(x)| > c}

has finite Lebesgue measure. Furthermore, we say that u has finite energy,
if u decays at infinity, u € L'(Ug) for each R > Ry, and |Vu| € L?(U). Here
Ugr := UNBpg and Ry, := sup{|z| : z € OU} with Bg denoting the Euclidean
ball of the radius R. Now we define E'(U) to be the set of all functions
having finite energy on U. The set E'(U) is the main space of functions we
will use in this paper.

Next we introduce the harmonic function in E*(U). A function u € E*(U)
is called harmonic if it satisfies

/Vu-Vgod:nzO
U

for all ¢ € CH(U). Let H(U) be the subspace of E'(U) of all harmonic
functions. In [4, Section 12] and [4, Section 5], respectively, the existence
and uniqueness of solutions to a harmonic Neumann problem and a harmonic
Dirichlet problem, respectively, on U is proved. For later use, we state them
here as follows.
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Proposition 10 (Thm. 12.1 in [4]). For any n € LY(0U) with ¢ > 2(n —
1)/n, there exists a unique u € H(U) such that V,u =mn on OU.

Proposition 11 (Thm. 5.1 in [4] and the paragraph following it). For any
f e HY2(dU), there exists a unique u € H(U) such that u = f in the sense
of traces on OU.

Here the fractional Sobolev space H'/2(dU) is defined to be the set of
functions f € L?(9U) satisfying

|f(x) = f(y)P
/aU /aU Ty dalw)daly) < oo

Thanks to the work [4], the eigenvalues of the exterior Steklov problem
admit the following variational characterization

&= inf Jy Vel da 1
' peEL(U) Jop ©2da > T
faU SDSDJda:()v .72172772_1

where ¢; (j =1,2,...,7— 1) are the first (i — 1) eigenfunctions.
Next we discuss the exterior Steklov eigenvalue problem on the special
domain, the exterior domain of a Euclidean ball.

Example 1. For the case of the Euclidean ball, i.e. R"\ U = Bpg for
some R > 0, the eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenfunctions can be
computed explicitly. In fact, by separation of variables, any exterior Steklov
eigenfunction o can be expressed as r>"" - w,,(p) in the polar coordinate,
where wy,(p) (p € S*1) is a spherical harmonic on S*~' of degree m > 0.

For readers’ convenience, let us recall some knowledge on spherical har-
monics. Given a spherical harmonic wy,, on S*™1 of degree m > 0, it can be
regarded as the restriction on S*™' of a harmonic homogeneous polynomial
Wm on R™ of the same degree m. For each m > 0, let D,, be the space
of harmonic homogeneous polynomials on R™ of degree m and p,, be the
dimension of D,,. For example, we know

Do = span{l}, po=1,
Dy = span{x;, i=1,2,...,n}, p1 =n,
2
-2
Dy = span{wz;zj, ¥} —}, 1 <i<j<n, 2<k<n}, #2:%,

and fu, = CZ;#L_l - CZ;#L_?, for m > 2. See [3] for basic facts concerning
Dy and jin,. For a spherical harmonic w,, on S*' of degree m > 0, one of
its basic properties is that —Agn—1Wy = TmWm, With T, = m(n — 2+ m).
Therefore, back to our exterior Steklov problem for U = R™\ Bgr, we can
list its first (n + 1) eigenvalues and their corresponding eigenfunctions as
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follows:

===, wile) =T =23 0L

Using the above example, we can get the following useful fact concerning
the decay rate of functions in H(U).

Proposition 12. Let u € H(U). Then we have the decay rate for u(z) and
its derivatives

u(z) = O(\x!Q_"), Vku(a;) = O(\x!2_"_k), kE>1, asx — oc0. (2.1)

Proof. Take a large ball Br containing the boundary OU of the domain
U. As in the above example, let {y;(z)}°; be the family of the exterior
Steklov eigenfunctions for R™ \ By such that its restriction on dBg forms
an orthonormal basis of L?(0Bg), i.e.,

/ pipjda =&j, 4,j=1,2,.... (2.2)
OBg
Then we can decompose the restriction on 0Bg of u € H(U) as
ulopy = chk\aBm c €R, k>1.
k>1

We claim that

U = chgok, in R" \ Bg.
k>1

In fact, both w and Y, ek lie in H(R™\ Bg), and they admit the same
boundary value on 0Bg. Then Proposition [[1] implies the claim.

By the claim and the expressions of ¢; (i > 1) in the above example, the
conclusion follows.

O
3. PROOF OF THEOREM [II
In this section we first prove a more general result.

Theorem 13. Let U C R" (n > 3) be an exterior domain in the Euclidean
space R™ with Lipschitz boundary. Let & be the first exterior Steklov eigen-
value and @ a corresponding eigenfunction. Assume that the vector field

ﬁ(az) consisting of n smooth functions P;(x), i =1,2,...,n, on U satisfies
lim (P, v)da = 0, (3.1)
R—o0 OBgr

where Br denotes the centered ball with the radius R, and

divP — |P|> > 0. (3.2)
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Then we have
> essinf(P, v).
&1 2 essinf(P,v)

Proof. First we note

& / Pda - / Vl2dz,
oU U

For the vector field ﬁ(x) on U, we get by use of the divergence theorem

& [ da [ PP~ [ [VePdo- [ Pvjda
oU oU U oU
:/ |V<p|2dx+/ _div(<,0215)d:17—/ (@*P,v)da,
U

Br\Q OBRr

where By, is a ball containing Q and recall Q = R"\ U.
Using (B1)) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we see

{1/ <,02da—/ 902(13,y>da:/ <|V<,0|2+2ZPZ-<,DZ-<,0+diVIS<p2> dx
oU oU U p

> / (divl5 - |]3|2> O?dz.
U
Finally noting the condition (B8.2]), we finish the proof. O

Now for the proof of Theorem [I we choose

H@%ﬂn—%é%,i:LZ”wn

Then for (31]), we see that

_ 1
/ (¢*P,v)da = (n —2)—= / ©?da — 0,as R — oo,
9B R Jopy

since ¢(x) = O(|z|* ™) as & — oo in view of Proposition

Next ([B.2) becomes

—2? (n—-2? _

. 3 B (n
divP — |P]* = PE P =0.

So we get the inequality in Theorem [Il

Now assume the equality holds. Then from the proof above, we see that
Vo = —P and (z,v)/|z|? is a constant along the boundary dU. Then
o(z) = c|lz|> ", and along AU the radial function |z| is constant (considering
the maximum and minimum points of |z| on the C' boundary OU). So we
conclude that U is the exterior domain of a centered ball. So we finish the
proof of Theorem [I1
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4. ESTIMATES FOR THE ELECTROSTATIC CAPACITY AND PROOF OF
THEOREM [4]

For the proof of Theorem [, we employ the following observation by Payne
[22]:
Cap(0U
g < C2pOU)
|0U|

So it suffices to get nice upper bounds for Cap(9U). For that purpose we
recall the following results.

(4.1)

Theorem 14. Let U C R™ (n > 3) be an exterior domain with smooth
boundary.

(1) If OU is convex, then ( [19,24,[31,57])

1
Cap(OU) < —57 , ,
Jo? (2350 Joy ovda- 1))~ dt
with the equality if and only if U is the exterior domain of a round
ball.
(2) If OU is star-shaped with respect to the origin, then ( [19,21,/2])])

Cap(0U) < (n — 2)/ (z,v) 'da, (4.2)
ou
with the equality if and only if U is the exterior domain of a round
ball centered at the origin.
(3) IfOU is mean convex and outer-minimizing, then ( [12, Theorem 2 (a)])

Cap(0U) < n-2 / o1da,
L Jou

n —

with the equality if and only if U is the exterior domain of a round
ball.
(4) If OU is mean convex and star-shaped, then ( [36, Theorem 3.1])

Cap(0U) < n-2 / oida,
L Jou

n —

with the equality if and only if U is the exterior domain of a round
ball.
(5) If n =3 and OU is connected, then ( [8, Corollary 2])

Jory H?da
Cap(@U) S \/7_1'\/ |8U| 1 + T s H =01, (43)

with the equality if and only if U is the exterior domain of a round
ball.
(6) If OU is only smooth, then ( [1, Corollary 4.4])

Jour 11/ (n = 1)|@n=3)/(n=1) da) (n-1)/(2n-3)

Cap(9U) < (n —2)|0U| ( 0U |
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with the equality if and only if U is the exterior domain of a round
ball.

Remark 15. By checking the proof of [I, Corollary 4.4], we may conclude
n—2
<
Cap(0U) < — |0U | max oy,

with the rigidity statement. Note that here the upper bound involves
maxgy 01, not maxgy |o1]-

In this paper, we provide a new sharp upper bound for Cap(dU) in the
case that n = 3 and OU is connected. Compared with (43]), our upper
bound (£5]) below is better, since there holds the elementary inequality

Vs
2———— <1+ vV 1, V 0. 4.4
arsinh\/§< tvst+l, Vs> (44)
Precisely, we prove the following.

Theorem 16. Let U C R3 be an exterior domain with smooth boundary. If
3 = 90U is connected, then

Jy H3da

1
Cap(0U) < 2(r[%) e
16w

with the equality if and only if U is the exterior domain of a round ball.

Remark 17. The right-hand side of (4.5) is understood as a limit when
[, H*da = 167. In addition, the Willmore energy [. H?da of a closed

surface ¥ C R? is known to satisfy

, (4.5)
1

arsinh

/ H?da > 16,
b

with the equality if and only if 3 is a round sphere (see e.g. [111,26,[34]).

Proof. By [15], there exists a proper, Lipschitz function ¢ > 0 on U, called
the solution to the weak inverse mean curvature flow with the initial surface
3., satisfying the following properties:

(1) The function ¢ has value ¢|x = 0 and lim,_,+ ¢(x) = oo. For ¢t > 0,
the sets ¥y = 0{¢ > t} and X} = 9{¢ > t} define two increasing
families of C1® surfaces.

(2) For t > 0, the surfaces ¥; (X}, resp.) minimize (strictly minimize,
resp.) area among surfaces homologous to ¥; in the region {¢ > t}.
The surface ¥ = 9{¢ > 0} strictly minimizes area among surfaces
homologous to X in U.

(3) For almost all t > 0, the weak mean curvature H of ¥; is well defined
and equals |V¢|, which is positive for almost all x € ¥;.

(4) For each t > 0, the area |¥;| = €'|X'|; and |X;| = €!|2] if ¥ is outer-
minimizing (i.e., ¥ minimizes area among all surfaces homologous to

Y in U).
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(5) All the surfaces ¥ (t > 0) remain connected. The Hawking mass

2| 1 2
Yi)=A/—|1— — H4d 4.6
ma (%) =\ Tor 167 Jy, (4.6)
satisfies lim;_,or mpy(X:) > mpy(X') and its right-lower derivative
satisfies (see (5.24) in [15]; but note the misprints on some coefficients
there, and the correct coefficients are as in (5.22) in [15])

e mH(Bs) —mp (5)
D . mpy(%) := hsrg%?f p—

> — _ _
\/—— or 16m 8 —Amx (X)) + Zt(2[VIOgH\ + 2()\1 o) )day ),

where \; and A2 are the weak principal curvatures of ¥; and x(%;)
is the Euler characteristic of ¥;. See [I5 Section 5] for more details.

Now we define a modified Hawking mass

_ |24 | 24| 1 2
Xi) = — Y)=— 11— — H d . 4.
M (%) Tor " (50 = T50 167 o (47)
Then we can check limy_,oy my(2:) > mpy(X') and

/ 2 / 2
+mH Et lth— Et ’16t +mH Et
|24 / 2
> — = H=d
= emez (7 gy, M

1
+8m — dmx(X4) + / (2|Viog H? + 5(/\1 - /\2)2)dat>
Xt

- (1%7:‘)2 <167T —Amx(Xe) + / (2|V log H|* — 2>\1>\2)dat>
¢
=4 2
167 — 87x (%) + | 2|Vleog H|*day
= (167)? g

>0,

where the last equality holds because of the weak Gauss—Bonnet formula

(Page 403 in [15]) and the last inequality is due to the fact the surfaces ¥;
remain connected.

Remark 18. The introduction of the modified Hawking mass is inspired by
the work [16].

Now we choose the test function f(z) = f(¢(z)) for some C* function f :
[0,00) — R satisfying f(0) = 1 and f(oco) = 0 to be determined. Therefore

Cap(9U) < /U IV f P = /U (F'(6(2))) |V 2
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Using the co-area formula, we get

/ (F(6(2)))? |V 2 = /0 T2 [ veldat.

P>
Note that

1/2
\Vé|da; = Hdat§</ H2dat> |32, |1/
o pI P

1/2
< (167? —e (167 — H’2da)> €%t|2/|1/27

Z/
where we used the Holder inequality and the monotonicity of the modified
Hawking mass. Here H' denotes the mean curvature of the surface ¥/. Thus
we get

00 1/2
/|Vf|2dx§/ (F(1))2 (167ret+(/ H’2da—167r)> dt - |32,
U 0 /

Meanwhile, note that by the Holder inequality, we have

/fdt

(f(0)
1/2
/ <167Te + (| H?da— 1677)) dt
E/

~1/2
X / (1671'6 + (/ H"da — 167T)> dt,
0 !

with the equality when

~1/2
fit)=c (167T€t + (/ H"?da — 167T)> , c€eR.

Set
_ fzf H"da 1
167 '
Note - 12 5
el +s) ' dt' = “—arsinh(vse '/?).
TGS —arsinb(y/5e 1)

So noticing f(0) =1 and f(co) = 0 we may choose

- arsinh(y/se”%/2)
1= arsinhy/s

Then in this case we get

< 12512l Vs
/|Vf| dr < (16m)'/ =% 3 arsinh /s

As a result, we have

< 9 1/2|5(1/2 Vs '
Cap(0U) < 27 /% %| arsinh/s
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Next we replace ¥’ by Y. First recall that X/ strictly minimizes area
among all surfaces homologous to X. So |X'| < [3].

Second, because ¥ is C?, the surface ¥/ is C"! and moreover C™ where
Y’ does not contact Y. Besides, the mean curvature H' of Y/ satisfies

H =0onY'\X, and H = H >0 a.e. on ¥’ N .

Therefore we see
H"da < / H?da.
s )
In conclusion, we derive (noting that y/s/arsinh/s is increasing in s)

Js H?da _

1
Cap(9U) < 2(w|x|)/? 16w
ap(9U) < (%) ——
167

1

arsinh

Next we consider the equality case. If fz H?da = 167, then ¥ is a round
sphere. Now suppose f2 H?da > 167. Then checking the above proof, we
see that

x| = %, / H"?da = / H%da, mp () =my(X), Vt >0,
b b

and f(z) = f(¢(z)) is the electrostatic capacitary potential on U with f|sx =
1 and f(oco) = 0. So ¥ is outer-minimizing and the modified Hawking mass
mp () is equal to my(X) for all ¢. Moreover, since f(z) is harmonic in U,
any level set of f(z) can not have non-empty interior, and so the surfaces ¥
and ¥ do not jump to X and X' respectively, in the sense of [I5] (meaning
¥ =) and ¥ = X'). Next fix any ¢ > 0 and consider the exterior domain of
¥ in U. Using the fact f(z) is constant on ¥; and ¥ is at least C'', by the
Hopf boundary lemma, we see that V f never vanishes on ¥;. So ¢ = f~lof
is a smooth function on U with V¢ # 0. It follows that the surfaces {¥;}
evolve smoothly by the inverse mean curvature flow. Then the equality case
of mp(X;) > mpy(X) implies that H is constant on ¥, and so ¥ is a round
sphere. So X itself is a round sphere, which contradicts fE H?da > 16m.
Therefore when fz H?da > 167, we have the strict inequality

Js H?da 1
4715 1/2 167
Cap(&U) < (45 -
167

arsinh 1

So the proof of Theorem [If] is complete.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

Recall the min-max variational characterization of the Steklov eigenvalues

V|?d
&= inf supM 1> 1.

VCE'(U) 0#peV faU(P2da 7 n

dim V=i
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In this section we focus on the second Steklov eigenvalue &5.
Let u € EY(U) be the electrostatic capacitary potential of OU. Namely,
u € EY(U) uniquely solves (Proposition [IT])
Au =0, in U,
u =1, on OU.
On the other hand, for any unit vector e € S"!, there exists a unique

solution, the virtual mass potential wle] € H(U) to the partial differential
equation (Proposition [I0])

Awle] =0, in U,

owle] — Oz,e)
5 5 (v,e), on OU.

Then the function we] and the electrostatic capacitary potential u satisfy

/(J(Vw[e],Vu)dm = — /(’)U agie]uda = /6U<e, vyda = 0. (5.1)

So wle] and u are linearly independent, and then {awle] + bu : a,b € R} is
a 2-dimensional linear space in E'(U). Therefore we have

2
£ < sup Jor IV (awle] + bu)2] dx
a2+6220  Jop (awle] 4+ bu)?da
_ a® [ [Vwle][Pdz + b? [, [Vul*dx
T e @ Ly wlePda+RoU]

where we used (B.I]) and the assumption in Theorem

/ wle]uda = / wlelda =0, Ve e S"L (5.2)
oUu oUu
Choosing respectively a = 0 and b = 0, we conclude

Cap(dU) [y, [Vule]*dz

& < max { U] 7 [ wlel?da s

where we recall that Cap(0U) = [;; [Vu|*dz is the electrostatic capacity of
ou.

Remark 19. At the bottom of Page 537 in [22], Payne claimed that with the
proper choice of the origin the following (in our notation) holds,

/ wle]da =0, VYec S"1
oUu
We can not follow this claim, since the quantity faU wle]da should be un-

changed under the translation of the origin. Instead, we have to impose this
assumption.
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Assume & > Cap(0U)/|0U|. Then for any e € S"~!, we have
(Jy [Vwle] Pdx)? 1
s Jou wlelPda [, [Vwle]Pdz
_ (Jor (Vwle], v) wle]da)? 1
Jor wle?da Jo IVwle]|?dx
- Jor (Vwle],v)?da
= [y IVwle]2dax

_ faU(e, v)2da
Jo IVwle]|2dx’

which implies
NWape €9 < Z/ (0;,v)%da = |0U|.
i=1 70U

Here 0; (i = 1,2,...,n) is the standard coordinate vector and Wy, :=
Sy Ji IVw[di]Pda /n is the average virtual mass corresponding to U. We
refer to Section for its precise definition and basic properties.

By the lower bound (6.6]) on Wy, we conclude
Cap(0U) (n—1)|0U]| !

ou| nV ’
So we finish the proof of Theorem

& < max {

6. AUXILIARY AND RELATED RESULTS

In this section we generalize the results in [27,33] of the case n = 3 to
the higher dimensional case n > 3. Since some coefficients appearing in
the generalization depends on the dimension n, we find it may be worth
providing all the details for the convenience of readers. Our presentation
mainly follows that in [33]. Besides, in this section the Einstein convention
on the summation of indices is used unless otherwise stated, i.e., repeated
indices mean the summation over them.

6.1. Virtual mass. Now we consider the virtual mass of the domain  :=
R™\ U. For any unit vector e € S"~!, there exists a unique solution, the vir-
tual mass potential wle] € E*(U) to the partial differential equation (Propo-
sition [10))

Awle] =0, in U,

0 o{z, 6.1

A B

Definition 1 ( [2,28]). The virtual mass matrix W;; (4,5 = 1,2,...,n) is
defined as

Wij == /U(Vw[ai],Vw[(?dex,
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where 0; (i = 1,2,...,n) is the standard coordinate vector. The geometric
invariant tr W/n is called the average virtual mass Wy..

The goal of this subsection is to derive a sharp lower bound for the matrix
W. For that purpose we need to use the gravitational potential for =
R™\ U. In R™ (n > 3), the gravitational potential of € is defined as

Vo) im oy [,

(n=2)wn-1 Jo ly — "2
where w,_1 = |[S?!|. By direct verification we note
AU =0, inU; AU=1, in Q. (6.2)
Define
- Jo Wijdx
ool

For later use, first we have an observation.
Lemma 20. For the matriz Wij, we have
0<V <.

Proof. First, using (6.2]) and the divergence theorem (the integral term on
the boundary of a large ball Br vanishes as R — oo due to Proposition [12]),

we note
/\I’k\I’kjdx—/(\I’Z )kda:
U

—— | wwnde
ou

/ " — viv)Vuda

(2104
= —/ \I’ik\I’kjd.Z' + / \I»'ijdx,
Q Q
where we used the relation
;Z(xo) \I’OUt( ) = Vi(xo)vk(xo), xo € oUu (63)
from Proposition 29 below. Here and in the sequel we use the notations
¢ o ) — 1 y
i(ao) 1= im Wyla), Wa) = lim Uyla). (64)

Therefore we have

/ \Ifijd$ = / \Ifik\Ifkjdl‘ > 0.
Q UuQ2
Second we note

/(5ik — W) (O — Wij)da = /(% = 2Wij + Wi Wyj)di.
Q Q
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Thus we get

/(5” — \I/ij)dx = /(5zk — \I’Zk)((skj — \I/kj)da: +/ \I/ijdx — / \I/ik\I/kjdx
Q Q Q Q

= /(5zk — \Ifik)((skj — \Ifkj)dilt —I—/ \I’ik\Ifkjdﬂj > 0.
Q U

Then we can prove the following sharp bound for W.

Proposition 21. For any bounded domain @ C R™ (n > 3) with smooth

boundary, we have the matriz inequality
W _
—>I-9)'-TL (6.5)
il

Remark 22. Proposition 2Ilin the case n = 3 appeared in [33]. We generalize

here the result in [33] to the higher dimensional case.

Taking trace on ([6.5]) and using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we obtain
the following.

Corollary 23. For any bounded domain Q@ C R™ (n > 3) with smooth
boundary, we have
1
ave 2 Q . .
4% — 19] (6.6)

Remark 24. When n = 3, the bound (6.0) is due to [27].

Remark 25. In the literature, there are extensive works concerning the gen-
eralized polarization which includes the virtual mass (and the polarization
in Section [6.2]) as a limit case. The generalized polarization (see e.g. [2])
defined for a bounded set 0 C R"™ involves a parameter 0 < k # 1 < oo,
the conductivity of Q. When k = 0 (2 is insulated), the generalized po-
larization reduces to the virtual mass; while when k& — oo (€2 is perfectly
conducting), it reduces to the polarization in Section See [2, Page 89].
The inequality for 0 < k # 1 < oo corresponding to (6.6]) was obtained
in [6L9,20]; see [10] for a survey. In [6,0120], different methods from the one
in the proof of Proposition 2] were used. Moreover, the equality (rigidity)
case for 0 < k # 1 < oo and n = 3 was handled in [17].

Proof of Proposition[Z1l For a constant symmetric matrix A = [a;;] to be
determined, define a family of functions w; by

@Z(az) = aij\IJj(a;).

We have the matrix inequality

/U (V(w[)] - ), V (w[d;] - @y))de > 0,
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which leads to

W, > /U (Vwldi], Vi) + (Vulds, Vis;) — (Vii, Vi) )da

N 8117Z ~ 811)[81] ~ 811)[8]] ~
_/39<81/w]_ v T oy da

8\I,out
N / <aipajq8—p\1’q + (v, 0i)ajeVq + (v, aj>ai:n‘1jp> da
N v

a\I,out
= aipajq/ —p\I/qda—l— ajq/ \I/iqdac +aip/ \I/jpdx.
o Ov Q Q

For the first term, we use Proposition 29 below to get

8\I,out
/ £ \Ifqda:/ \I’zztyk\lfqda:/ ( ;’i—upuk)yk\lfqda
o Ov o0 o0

= p\I/da—/ v, 0, v)da
o v ¢ aQ<qp>

:/\I’pk\qudx—/\lqudx.
Q Q

3. . Jo Yijdz
voooal

Note that we have the matrix inequality

Recall

/Q (Wi — T (W5 — Tjp)der > 0,
which is the same as
/Q Uy W gde > 0049,
Therefore we conclude

W o . . .
= > aipajq(‘ljpk‘l'qk — W) + ajqVig + aipVjp.

|€2]
Now we choose
A=—(I-0)"L
So we get the matrix inequality
W —
—>I-9)' -
€
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6.2. Polarization. As a byproduct, let us consider the parallel results for
the polarization of those in Section 6.1l For any unit vector e € S”~!, there
exists a unique solution, the polarization potential v[e] € E*(U) (together
with a unique constant cle]) to the partial differential equation (Proposi-

tion [IT])

Avle] =0, in U,
vle] = (x,e) + cle], on AU,
v[e] = O(|z|'™™), as  — oo.

Definition 2 ( [2,28]). The polarization matrix P;; (i,j = 1,2,...,n) is
defined as

VETRES /U(Vv[(?i],VU[(‘)dex.

The geometric invariant tr P/n is called the average polarization Py..
Now we prove the following sharp bound for P.

Proposition 26. For any bounded domain @ C R™ (n > 3) with smooth
boundary, we have

P -
—— > ] (6.7)
€

Remark 27. Proposition in the case n = 3 appeared in [33]. Again we
generalize here the result in [33] to the higher dimensional case.

Taking trace and using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we get the follow-
ing.

Corollary 28. For any bounded domain Q C R™ (n > 3) with smooth
boundary, we have

Pave > (n —1)|9]. (6.8)

Proof of Proposition [20. For a constant symmetric matrix B = [b;;] to be
determined, define a family of functions v; by

We have the matrix inequality

/U (V0[] - T1), V(0[;] - T))dz > 0,
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which leads to
P> / (Vo[0i], VT;) + (Vo[di], VE;) — (V5 Vi) )da
U
. 652~ avj 851
_ /m (EUJ - oy - 5@@]) da
8\1"”” o OUt 8\Pout
= /BQ (bipqu o Wy —bjg—— 8 ((z,0i) + c[Bi]) — bipa—Z(<33=aj> +C[aj])> da
8\I,zut 8\I,out 8\I,out
= bipqu/ —\I’qda — qu/ <l‘ 8 >d bip <l‘ 8 >d
oo O P

v q Ov oo Ov

For the first term, we use Proposition 29 below to get

ov out )
/ 8” U, da = / \I/gztl/k U, da = / (Uk — vpri)vk Yoda
o0N o0N o0

14
owin

= p\I/da / v, 0, v)da
54 aV 6Q<qp>

:/\prk\l’qkdl‘—/\l’pqdiﬂ
Q Q

> Epkaqk“’” _/qupqu7

where the inequality appeared in the proof of Proposition 21l For the second
term, we get

/ \Ijg t(x 0, >da = / (\I/m - ) (x 0, >da
) Ui VgV )VEAZ, O;
oo Ov 50 ak 7ok Tk
8\11“‘

- | Gt 8>da—/m(u,8q><x,8i>da

= / \Ifiqd:E — 52q|Q|
Q

Therefore we conclude
P

’éj‘ > bzpbyq( pkqjqk ‘I'pq) - qu(aiq - 5iq) - bip(ajp - 5]'10)-
Now we choose
B=0".
So we get the matrix inequality
P S gt
— >V -]
€



22 C. XIONG

6.3. Gravitational potential. In R"™ (n > 3), define the gravitational po-

tential as
1 1
V() :=— / dy,
O = D Sy ly— a2

where w,, 1 = [S"71|.
This subsection is devoted to proving the following.

Proposition 29. Let Q@ C R" (n > 3) be a bounded domain in R™ with
smooth boundary. Fiz xo € 0. For the second derivatives of ¥(x), we have

lim \IJZJ(JE) - lim \IJZJ(JE) = l/i(ﬂj‘o)ljj(ﬂj‘o). (69)

Q5x—x0 Usz—xg

Proof. Note that for y # x, we have

Yy— 2
)

div = .
Ay a2 =Ty

So for x € U, we get

_ 1 . Yy—x
V) = gy o e

et [ =5,

2(n = 2)wn—1 Jog ly — x[*~?

while for z € Q, by choosing a small ball B,(z) C 2, we get

1 1
Y = 1 d
@) =~ 2o /Q\Brm T
1 . . Yy—x
=———— lim div. (—2—~ \d
2(n — Z)Wn—l r—0+ Q\B, (z) y(|y — x|n—2) Y

__ 1 i y—zv) o y—av)
 2(n—2)wp A </an ly — x!"_2d ) /8B7n(x) ly — a:\"_zd (y))
= - . / W20 o).

2(n = 2)wn—1 Joo ly — x[*~?

In either case, we have

U(x)=— ! / by —=.v) da(y).

2(n — 2)wn—1 Joq |y — x["2

Then we obtain its first derivatives

() = — 1 —Vi n_ i~z
V)= g f (e + -2 aat)
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and its second derivatives

() = — 1 Vi($j—yj)+yj($i—yi)_ M
\IIZJ( ) 2wp—1 /8(2 < \y - x\" 52] ‘y — x‘n
gy — o, Tylf)if,{g bi) > da(y)
1
- 2w /as)(V’ Xij (y))da(y),

where we defined a vector field X;;(y) for y # z as

(x5 — y;)05 + (zi — v:)0; y—x (@i —yi)(2j —y;)

Xij(y) =

+n(y — x)

ly — | Yy —am ly — x| +2

Note that for y # x, by direct computation we have

divy (Xij(y)) = 2 <n(yz —xi)(yj — %) dij ) .

ly— T2 Jy—a|

So for x € U, we can conclude

() = — 1 /Q<n(yi—l’z’)(yj—xj) 0ij )dy;

Wn1 ly—z[rt2  Jy—a|

while for z € Q, by choosing again a small ball B,(x) C €, we get

o | X ()daty
= —2wi_1 ( /Q\B ( )divy(Xij(y))dy + /a " )(u, X@j(@/))d&(@/)) .

Direct computation yields

Vij(z) = —

2
/ (v, Xij(y))da(y) = ——wn—10;5.
9B, (x) n

So for x € ) we get

1 (yi — i)y — =) 8ij > 1o
Uij(z) = — n — dy + —di
i(@) Wn—1 /Q\Br(m) < ly — x|*+2 y—a) YT R
_ 1 / <n<y2_$_l)(yi+_2 zj) iij n> dy—l—l&j,
Wn—1JqQ ly — x| ly — x| n

where in the last step we took r — 0+.

Without loss of generality, we choose zq as the origin and v as the positive
x,~direction.

Note first that for » > 0 sufficiently small, the intersection set QN B, ()
is approximately a half n-ball B, (xg). Fix a small » > 0. Then we intend
to compare the integrals in the expression of W;;(z) over QN B,(x) and over
Q\ B,(x) for x € U or x € Q.
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For the integral over Q \ B,.(x), it is continuous with respect to z. It
remains to consider the integral over Q N B,(x), namely,

‘W”:ABUM@”@
NBr(x

where

(yi — 2i)(yj — x5) bij

e e A e

When i # j, since

/BT (z0) <n e (!zozil(jj}ziz(xo)j)> dy =0,

both limos,—z, Lij(x) and limysz—a, 1ij(x) can be as close to zero as possi-
ble, as long as r is chosen at first very small. So we finish the proof of (6.9])
for ¢ # j.

Next we consider ¢ = j. It suffices to consider the two cases i = j =1
and ¢ = j = n. Define the approximating quantities

~ i — )y — 5 i
{yeR" |y, <0}NB(z) ly — x| ly — x|

We only need to compute

A= el In(z), Ay:= MISELO Tu(@),
B_:= lim I, By=lim I,
el e B = I Tonl)

where R” =R" N {z,, <0} and R =R" N {x, > 0}.
Note that we have the following identities,

yi 1
e [ ()
" By \ |y["T2 fyl"
= / (Llﬁigk - —n> dy =0,
B:(0) |yl |yl
2
v 1
B_+B :/ (n—"——)dyzo,
" B.0) \ [y["TZ y

lyl? n
(n—l)A_+B_:/ <n —— | dy =0.
rraB0) \ Y"TE |y
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So we only need to compute one of them. Let us compute B,. Equivalently,

we derive
. y 1
B, = lim < —n > dy
e 0+ BT(O)ﬂ{yn>s} [y[n+2 [yl
. yn 1 /
= lim d — dx
s ). /lm'|<\/r2—yn ( (I']2 +y2) (n+272 (/|2 + y%)"”)
r 7“2—y
: " yn 1 n—2
=1 d — _ ds.
0t . y"/o e e L
Let s = y, sinht. Then we have
" arsinh(4/72—y2 /yn) n — cosh? ¢ )
B, = lim dyn/ ———————sinh" "t dt.
=0+ Yn 0 cosh" 1
r Wno Sinhn_l + arsinh(y/72—y2 /yn)
= [ —
it Yn Ir s ¢ 0
— lim " Wn—2 \/ r? — y%/yn n-t
e—0+ yn 1 _|_ /r2 yn/y n/2 n
= wp_o lim r‘”(r y2) =2 gy,
e—=0+ /.
w/2 1 w/2
= Wp_2 / sin” tdt = wn_gn / sin" 2 ¢ dt
0 0
n—1
= 2 n—1
Then we can deduce
n—1 1 1
B =— _ A= —w,_ A = ——wp—
m Wn—1, 2nwn 1, + 2nwn 1

Now we are ready to prove the remaining conclusion. Let > 0 be arbitrary.

Then we can choose r small enough such that

lim
Usz—xg B (z)NQ

lim
Q3z—w0 /B, (z)NQ

frm(xyy)dy - B—|—| < Wn—lga

fnn(xyy)dy - B_’ < wn_lg.
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Note that
. 1
lim \Ifnn(l‘) = — / fnn($07y)dy
Usxz—xo Wn—1 Q\Br(z0)
1 .
— lim fnn($ay)dyv
Wp—1 Usz—20 Br(z)NQ
. 1
lim \Ifnn(l‘) = — / fnn($07y)dy
Qoz—w0 Wn—1 JO\ B (x0)
o 1
- lim fon (2, y)dy + —.
Wn—1 23220 J B, (2)nQ n

So we obtain

| lim U,,(x)— lim ,,(z) -1

Q3z—x0 Usz—xgo
1 1
<| - B_—-B ——1 =
\ wn_l( +) =1+ =m,
which implies
li v = i v 1.
gim, Yan(@) = lm Fon(e) +

Similar arguments show that

lim Vy(x)= lm Uux), i=1,2,...,n—1.

Q3x—x0 Usz—xg

So we finish the proof of the Proposition

(1]
2]

3]
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