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Abstract

We consider the problems of extreming the first eigenvalue and the fundamental gap of a
sub-elliptic operator with Dirichlet boundary condition, when the potential V' is subjected to a
p-norm constraint. The existence results for weak solutions, compact embedding theorem and
spectral theory for sub-elliptic equation are given. Moreover, we provide the specific character-

istics of the corresponding optimal potential function.
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1 Introduction

For the extremal properties of the first eigenvalue and the fundamental gap, it seems to be a broader
focus on Schrodinger equation. In general, consider the operator —A + V(x) with the Dirichlet
boundary condition, where V' is a potential, a multiplication operator, z €  C R", Q) is a fixed
bounded smooth domain. For reasonable potentials V', the spectrum is discrete and consists of

non-negative eigenvalues which can be numbered in an increasing order as follows
D<A <A< Az <Ay, < eee s (1.1)

In quantum mechanics, these eigenvalues correspond to the energy levels, in atomic units, of a
quantum particle in the potential energy V imagined as +oo outside €. The first eigenvalue Ay (V)
is generally referred as the ground state, the second Ao (V) is the first excited state and the difference
L(V) = X2(V) — A1 (V) is the fundamental gap.

The fundamental gap typically has profound physical implications and mathematical senses.
Simultaneously, the gap is also a core topic of interest in statistical mechanics and quantum field
theory, especially, if it is small enough of the size for the fundamental gap, it can produce the
well-known tunnelling effect, hence, the problem of minimizing the fundamental gap seems very
crucial. Moreover, the gap plays an important role in both numerical calculation and analysis, such
as in the improvement of Poincaré inequality, a priori estimates. For more information, we can
refer to [3, 24].
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The problem of maximizing the first eigenvalue of a Schrodinger operator among potentials V'
of given LP norm was initiated at least in the early 1960s [32]. Subsequently, in one-dimensional
case, detailed descriptions were given on [18, 46, 47, 9, 30], in particular, the eigenvalue problem of
unbounded interval was considered in [47, 9]. In a situation of multidimension, [22, 17, 5] provided
the effective solution to ideas and methods for maximizing the first eigenvalue. The problem
of extreming eigenvalues of Schrodinger operators on manifolds was considered, for example in
[45, 42, 20]. For other types of operators, the interesting problem about the eigenvalue was also
discussed, for instance, the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem for degenerate elliptic operator —Ax on
Q) was considered on [13], where X = (X3, X9, -+, X,;,) be a system of real smooth vector fields
defined on © with the boundary 02 which is non-characteristic for X. We also refer to [36, 11] for
similar topics.

Van den Berg put forward in 1983 [16] that the fundamental gap I'(V) is bounded below
3m2/d?, where d is the diameter of the convex domain. One can find more results in [3]. Beyond
the work [16], the recent history of the fundamental gap problem mainly comes from [44], which
obtained that T'(V) > 72/4d? of the general Schrédinger problem for all dimensions n. This result
has been improved in many subsequent works [51, 48, 35], it was not until 2011 that Andrews
and Clutterbuck [2] completely solved this conjecture. For one-dimensional case, there are also
many excellent works, we can refer to [4, 26, 27, 1, 33, 6]. Notably, the problem of extreming the
fundamental gap of a Schrédinger operator among potentials V' of given LP norm was studied on
[7, 29]. For more general operators, the gap of a second order self-adjoint operator was considered
in a domain [10], the boundary is partitioned into two parts with Dirichlet boundary condition on
one of them, and Neumann condition on the other one. Wolfson [50] gived a estimate the eigenvalue
gap for a class of nonsymmetric second-order linear elliptic operators. The eigenvalue gap of the
p-Laplacian eigenvalue problem was introduced in [14].

Inspired by these works, in this paper we consider the extremal properties of the eigenvalue
problem for the following degenerate sub-elliptic equation:

— (yzalﬁgu + xzo‘z@gu) +Vu=Au, xe€Q,

(1.2)
u =0, x € 09,

where aq, a9 € (07%)7
Q= {(a,y) eR?[0<z<1,0<y<1},

and
VesS,={VeLl(Q)|V=0ae,|V|wa <M},

M is a positive constant, 1 < p < co. We shall discuss the solvability of the differential equation,
and prove the corresponding compact embedding theorem. Based on these, the characteristics of
spectrum are described as (1.1), which shows that it is meaningful to study the fundamental gap.
The aim of the paper is to find optimal potentials associated to sup A1 (V) and Vlggp I['(V) for some

VeS,
p.



In this paper, we proceed as follows. In Section 2, we introduce weak solution space and provide
the corresponding compact embedding theorem. The local boundedness and regularity of the weak
solution are established in Section 3. In Section 4, we consider the maximum of the first eigenvalue
problem (1.2) when V € S, 1 < p < oo. In Section 5, the minimum problem of fundamental gap
is characterized when V' € S, 2 < p < 0.

2 Solution space

Our overall plan is first to define and then construct proper weak solution u with respect to (2.1)
and only later to explore other properties of u. The space we mentioned below may be involved in

many works such as [37, 41, 12, 8, 34], but we will introduce more detailed results. Consider

— (y2°‘18§u + $2a2a§u) +Vu= f7 (S Q’

(2.1)
u =0, x € 01,
where f € L*(Q), a1, a2 € (0, 3).
Define
HY(Q) = {u e L2(Q) ( Y 0pu € LA(Q), 2°20,u € LZ(Q)} ,
with scalar product
(u, )31 () = //Q wv + (Y 0pu) (Y™ 0pv) + (2 0yu) (2 0yv) dxdy,
endowed with the norm
%
[ullyr (@) = (HU|’2L2(Q) + Iy Bpull72 o) + Hx”ayuﬂzm(n)) :
It is not hard to find that [lul[31 ) = 1/(; )1 )
Throughout this paper, let || - || and (-,-) denote the norm and the inner product of L?(Q),

H'(9) is the classical Sobolev space.
Let () denotes the closure of C§°(€2) in the space H!(Q), that is,
() = @ .
Lemma 2.1. The space (H'(Q), (-, Jni(q)) is a Hilbert space.

Proof. Firstly, we easily verify that (H'(Q), (-, )31 (q)) is an inner space. Let {un }nen C H () be
a Cauchy sequence, so that {un, }nen, {y* Oztn fnen, {20yun fnen are Cauchy sequences in L2(9).
Then there exist u,v,w € L?(2) such that

Uy — U, Y Oply, — v, 2*?0yu,, — w strongly in L2(Q).

For each ¢ € C§°(Q2), we have

// vpdrdy < // M Opun) pdrdy = // Up (Y Opp) dxdy — — // Yy 0y p) dxdy, n — 0o



in the sense of distribution, which implies that
v =y Ou

in the sense of distribution. Naturally, v = y®*d,u in L?(Q) since w € L?(2). Implement the same
method again then w = 2%20,u in L?(Q) is attained. All these imply that

Uy, — u in HH(Q). O
Lemma 2.2. The space H(Q) is separable and reflexive.

Proof. Define L3(Q) = L?(Q) x L?(Q) x L*(Q), where

1
2
”UHLg(Q) = <//Q lur]? + Jus|® + \uglzdxdy>

for u = (uy,uz2,u3) € L3(2) as the norm of space L3(f). It is evident that L3(f) is a separable

space. Set
Pu = (u, °20,u, y** dpu),u € H'(Q),

clearly, W = {Pu | u € H'(Q2)} is a subspace of L%(Q2). It is found that P is an isometric
isomorphism of mapping H!(Q2) to W in view of [Pullzz) = llullzr(@)- Given that HY(Q) is
complete, W is a closed subspace of L%(Q), it implies that W is separable. Note that P is an
isometric linear isomorphism, then H!(£2) has the same properties. The reflexivity can be obtained

in the same way. O

Definition 2.3. We define the space

H(Q) = {u € H'(Q) ‘ / i Vutdedy < oo} ,
with scalar product
(u,0) ey = / /Q v + (5 0,) (5 D) + (220,) (2200 + (V 3u) (V 30 dardy,
and the associated norm
Py = (el oy + I Dty + 1220, + 1V bule )
We also define the space Ho(Q2) = {u € H(Q) | [[, Vuldedy < oo }.

Lemma 2.4. The space(H(Q), (-;*)m(q)) is a Hilbert space.

Proof. Let {un}neny € H(2) be a Cauchy sequence, thus {V%un}neN is a Cauchy sequence in
L?(9), i.e., there exists g € L?(Q2) such that

Viu, — g in L*Q).



From Lemma 2.1 it follows that ||u, — ully1q) — 0, as n — oo, it is sufficient to prove that
g=Viu in L2(Q). (2.2)

Since {V%un}neN is a Cauchy sequence, one has for Ve > 0, there exists N € N, such that HV%um -
V%unH r2@) < € for any m,n > N. Moreover, there is a subsequence of {uy}nen, denoted by
{tn, }jen, such that

Up, — U a.e. as j — 00,

given that u, — u in L?*(Q). This implies that V%unj — Viu ae. as j — oo. Fixed n > N,

2 2
drdy = // lim ‘V%unj(:n) - V%un(x)‘ dxdy
Q

applying Fatou Theorem
j—o0

1 1
// ‘Viu —Vau,
Q
1 1
< h_m // ‘Viunj _VEUn
j—oo Q

So far, (2.2) is verified. O

2 2
dxdy < €”.

Lemma 2.5. H'(Q) is continuously embedded into WH1(Q).

Proof. For any u € H'(Q), using Hélder inequality,

1 1
// |0z uldzdy < (// y_2a1dxdy> i <// |ya18wu|2dxdy> ’
Q Q Q

< Clly™ Opullp2(q)-
The same procedure is implemented again, we have [|9yul|11(q) < Cllz*?0yul| 2 (q)- O
Lemma 2.6. H} () C HA(Q) ¢ HY(Q) n W, (Q).

Proof. For u € Hg(R), there is a sequence {un}nen € C§°(2) such that [[u, —ul| g1 0y = 0, 7 —= oo,
and we observe that

llwn — UHHI(Q) < Clluy — UHHI(Q) — 0, n — oo,

therefore u € H}(Q).
For u € H{(S), there is a sequence {un}nen € C§°(€2) such that |lu, — ull31(q) = 0, n — oo.

And from Lemma 2.5
[un — ullwri) < Cllun — ullyn @) = 0, n— oo,
so that we have Hy(Q) C H1(Q) N W, (). O
From Lemma 2.6, we know that it makes sense to consider Dirichlet condition problem (2.1).

Lemma 2.7. For any u € C§°(Q2), we have

1
3
HuHL%(Q) < <//Q ’yal&cu‘? + \xaz(‘)yupdxdy> (2.3)
1 : 1 1
Jor 5 <0< m1n{a1+1, a2+1}.



Proof. For any u € C§°(£2), we observe that

u(z,y) = /Ox 0:(8,y)ds,

then .
u(z, y)| < /0 9su(s, y)] ds. (2.4)

Similarly, we have |u(z,y)| < fol |Oyu(z,t)|dt, furthermore, for 0 < § < 1,

lu(z, y)|° < (/01 |8x(s,y)|ds>6, lu(z, y)|? < (/01 \ay(a;,t)|dt>6. (2.5)

Therefore

[ ey

<[ Al{(/oliax<s,y>|ds)6 (/Olwayw)!dt)é}dxdy

- [ (/01\6y<:v,t>|dt>5{/01 (/01\8x<s,y>|ds)5dy}dsv

- [ </01\ax<s,y)\ds>5dy./01 (/Oliay<x,t>\dt)6dw

= L[ ettt [ ([ o) aesama

(el ([ [l {[ -l ([ o]

1 : 1 1
Let 5 S 0 < mln{m, m}, we have

1 1
/0 /0 ju(,9)[Pdady < Clly Bl g 12720yl

that is,

1 1
lull sy < Clly™ Butils g a0yl ) < € (9™ Ortillirey + e yullrey) . (26)
We put |u|? (y > 1) into (2.6) and obtain

Il sy < € ([l =y Bt ) + 10l 220 1 g )

<C |HUW_1HL2(Q) (Hyalaxu”LZ(Q) + Hmo‘zayuHLz(Q)) :

Taking v = ﬁ,

1

5
, H|u|7_1HL2(Q) = (HUH%(Q)> i

Ml sy = (1l s, )



the inequality (2.7) becomes:

1 )
1-6 1-3
(1l 5 ) = (Il ) 0utliny + a0yl
therefore

||UHL 250 00 S C (Il 0uull 20y + 2°?0yull L2 ()

1
2
<C <// |yt Opul? + ]a:%ayu\2da:dy> .
Q

Remark 2.8. We ecasily obtain that the inequality (2.7) is established for all u € H(Q) when

O

% < § < min {ﬁ, ﬁ} Moreover, the Poincaré inequality is received by taking § = % Hence,

the equivalent norm of H3(Q) and Hy(Q) are

[

2

lullagg ) = (9™ OoullZaqy + 122 Oyulf2(q) )
} o) @

D=

(0% Q 1
ull oy = (™ Bul3aqgy + 12 Byul3a gy + IV 3l )
Theorem 2.9. H}(Q) is compactly embeded in L™ (), where m € [1,4).

Proof. Since WH1(Q) is compactly embeded into L(Q2), we find that the embedding H(Q) —
LY(Q) is compact by Lemma 2.5. In other words, let {u,}nen C HG(2) be a bounded sequence
with a upper bound M, there exists a subsequence of {uy, },en, still denoted by itself, converge in
LY(9).

By Lemma 2.7, we obtain that {u,},en is bounded in L*(Q) since min{ﬁ, ﬁ} > 2.

Through the interpolation inequality for m € (1,4), we have

[t = tm|[Lm(0) < [lun — um”%l(g)”un - umHlLZEIQ) < (2My)' O fun, — um”%l(ﬂ)

for some a € (0,1), given that {u,}nen converge in L'(€), choosing n, m sufficiently large shows

that {u,}nen converge in L™(2). O
Remark 2.10. Since the embedding

Ho () = H5(Q)
is continuous, we have that the embedding

Ho(Q) — L*(Q)

is compact by invoking the Theorem 2.9.



Definition 2.11. The bilinear form a(-,-) associated with the sub-elliptic operator L is
a(u,v) = // (Y Ozu) (Y™ 0zv) + (x*20yu) (x*20yv) + Vuvdzdy
Q
for u,v € Hy(2). We call u € Hy(Q?) is a weak solution for the problem (2.1) if

a(u,v) = (f,v)r2(q) (2.8)
for all v € Hy(R2).

Theorem 2.12. The boundary value problem (2.1) has a unique weak solution u € Hy(2) for any
given f € L*(Q).

Proof. For any v € Hy(2), we deduce that f : Hyp(2) — R is a linear continuous functional on
Hy(€2) based on the fact that

(f,v)2) < fllce@llvllizz @) < Iz vl oo )-

Thanks to the Holder inequality, we observe that

a(u,v) = //Q(yo‘l@xu)(yal@mv) + (2 0yu) (2 0yv) + Vuvdzdy,
< Ny 20y 1y Davll 2y + 12220yl 20y 12220yl 2y + IV 2wl 2oy IV 20 20
< (Hyalaquizm) +[|lz28yul g + HV%U”%%Q))é
: (HyalaxUH%%Q) + (|28, v][72(q) + HV%UH%%Q))%

< Cllull gy 101 o ()

for any u,v € Hy(Q2). Additionally, for any u € Hy(Q2)
1
alu,u) = // Y™ Opul? + |2°20,ul? + |V 2u2dady > 5\|1L||§LJ,O(Q). (2.9)
Q

The desired result is proved by employing the Lax Milgram theorem. O

3 Local properties of weak solutions

We have established the existence and uniqueness of the solution of problem (2.1) and explored
the compact embedding theorem. The purpose of this section is to reveal that weak solutions
of equation (2.1) are locally bounded and locally Holder continuous. To demonstrate this we will
follow the technique by [21, 43, 52]. In what follows, for 1 < p < oo, let us denote by ¢ its conjugate
(% + % = 1), and consider

L=—(y"™0:+2°20]) + V. (3.1)

For any sg = (20, o) € €2, for convenience, write B, for B, (sg).



Theorem 3.1. Let u € Hyp(R2) be a weak solution of Lu = f defined in ) as in Definition 2.11,
where f € L?() and V(x) € LP(Q), 1 < p < oo, V(x) > 0. For any so = (x0,y0) € Q with
By, CC QQ, then there is a positive C, we have

sup [u] < C([lullz2(p,,) + 1 fllz2()- (3.2)
Proof. Setting
w = |ul + h,
and
w?, h<w<l,
F(w) = (3.3)
2w — (2 = 1)I7, 1< w,

where z > 1, [ > h, h is a positive number that will be determined later. Let us define the function
G(u) = sign(u) (F(w)F'(w) — zh**71)
sign(u) (zw?*~1 — zh?*71) | h<w<l, (3.4)
{Sign(u) (22127720 — 2(z = DI = 2p27 ) 0w >,

it is easy to verify that

2—1/2)|F']?, |ul <1—h,
G = (3.5)
{F’27 lul| >1—h,
and
|G| < FF', wF' <:F. (3.6)

For any open set ' CC € and choose an open set W such that Q' cc W cc Q. Consider the
function v = n?G(u), where n € CP(R?) and 0 < n < 1,n=1on ', n =0 on R? — W. Since
Dv = 2nDnG(u)+n*G’ (u)Du for |u| # I—h, Dv = 2nDnG(u) and Du = 0 a.e. [43] when |u| = [—h,
thus v € H}(Q) can be obtained by (3.3), (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6). Let Oy = {x € Q : Ju| <1 — h},
Qo ={x € Q:Jul >1—h}, from (3.6) we naturally know

|G(u)| < FF' < 217 in O,
|G(u)| < 221772 u| + 2%1%72h — 2(2 — 1)I%7 in Qu.

Hence

/ / Voldady < (1% D2Vl pia) < G2V o),
951

// Voldzdy < 224141 // V|ul*dzdy + C(z, L)V L1 q
Qz Q2
1
<2 1 V3|, o+ O LIV I,

here C(z,l,h) = 2 (22122_2h —2(z — 1)122—1)2. These display that v is a legitimate test function.
Substituting v in (2.8) yields
Ou |2 ou |2 on o on o
// y2a1n2G/(u)‘a—z‘ + 2222 G (u) a—Z‘ + 2y2°‘177G(u)—77—u + 2x2a2nG(u)—n—udxdy
Q

Ox Ox oy Oy
(3.7)
= //Q n? fG(u)dxdy — //Q *VuG (u)dzdy.



According to the definition of  and (3.5), we have
// 201 2G/ ‘8 ‘ + 20 2Gl ‘ dxdy
> : 200 2001 2 et 2
> ginta ) [ G“”\ax( )| 51 [ dady
1
= - min{az2a2,y2a1}// n? G (u)| Du|*dzdy

1
511(1‘)[1/10{:1:20‘2 20‘1}// n?|F'|?| Dw|*dzdy.

(3.8)

Let ¢ = %mwi/n{:ﬂaz,y%‘l}, utilizing (3.6), (3.7), (3.8) and DF(w) = F' Dw, by the Young inequality

we obtain

/ /Q IDF (w) 2dady

<297! //Q (01Dl | Dw||G(w)| + n?[f[|G(w)| + 7°V |u||G(u)]) dady

< 29! // (Dl FF |\ Dwl + 20 V|| F2 + 2n?VIF[?) dady
Q

<297! // <§772!F/!2!D’w!2 + %E\DTNQ\FF + zh 7 I |F)? + 2?72V!F!2> dxdy,
Q

where the second inequality we have used

|u|+h 1

G(w)] < FuwF' <

G| = 716G < =|F?

>

and
lul|G(u)] < |u|FF’ < FwF' < z|F|2.

Selecting the € = g, we know

/ / 72| DF (w)dedy < C / / DyPIF (@) + b | f 0P| F(w) 2 + 2 |V]|[F(w)Pdedy,  (3.9)
Q Q

here and in the following content in this proof, C' is independent on z. Since nF(w) € H}(S), for
any 1 < 2X < oo, from Sobolev imbedding theorems and inequality (3.9) we obtain

InF()lzax @) < ClnF (@)l @ < C//Q | D[ (w)[? + n?| DF (w) ?dady
(3.10)
< C//Q(Z + 1)|D77|2|F(u))|2 + Zh_1772|f||F(w)|2 + z772|V||F(IU)|2d:Edy

due to z > 1. Moreover, we choose max{2,q} < X < oo, for any € > 0 it follows that
[ 1P Ry < ey lnP @)l e
B 2
<[ fllz2(@) <€H77F(w)||L2X(Q) + € “1||77F(w)\|L2(Q)) :
J | EVIP@)Pdsdy < 1V o) InF (@) e

2
< WV loq@) (cllnF @)l zax @) + € 2P @)l )
10



where pp = %, o = X)((q__ql). Setting h = || f|lz2(q) (if f = 0, we may take h > 0, eventually let

h — 0), and choosing the proper p such that e=2# > max{e~2* =242}, then the inequality (3.10)

becomes

P )y < € [ + DIDHPF )Py + O ) )+ O 20 ()] o

(3.11)
Now, choosing the appropriate €, in fact we may select €2 = %, thus
InE (W) 72x () < C//Q(z +1)|Dn | F(w)[dedy + C2# [nF(w)][72 o)
< Ce+ 0200 [[ (D] 0| Fw) Py,
Q
that is,
[nF ()| 2x () < C(z + V(|1 Dl + 1) F(w)]| 2 (- (3.12)

It is now desirable to specify the cut-off function 7 more precisely. Let r; and ry be such
that r < r1 < r9 < 3r, selecting 7 in such a way that 0 < n < 1, 77|B =1 and U‘RQ_B =0,
1 2
|Dn| < —2-. By (3.12),

— ro—r1’

(z + 1)tt

F <
1B )llpox ) < O =

1 F [l L2(8,,)- (3.13)

1
Setting ®(p,r) = (ffB'r |w|pd:17dy) " letting [ — oo, by (3.13), then

(z + 1)ntt
To —T1

(22)“+1

T2 —T1

oz < (c )i oz < (0 )i B(22,12).

Taking 6 = 2z, then the above inequality is transformed into

Q;H-l

@(HX, 7’1) < <C >§ @(9,7‘2). (3.14)

r2—n

This inequality can now be iterated to receive the desired results. Indeed, we may choose § = 0™ =

2X™, and r'™ =1 + 55, m = 0,1,2-- -, the iteration yields
B2X™,r™) < (CX)2WFDEMXT" G () o) < CD(2,2r). (3.15)
Consequently, letting m — oo, we obtain
supw < Cllwl|p2(p,,)- (3.16)

T

Following the definition of w, we can see that

sup [ul < C(l[ullzz(z.) + 1 fll2@)- (3.17)

11



Theorem 3.2. Let w > 0, u € Hy(Q2) be a weak solution of Lu — cu = 0 defined in Q as in
Definition 2.11, so = (x0,%0) € Q, where f € L*(Q) and V(z) € LP(Q), 1 <p < o0, V(x) >0, ¢ is
a constant. Then for any By, CC S, there is a positive C' such that

supu < C’mf u. (3.18)
By

Proof. From the Section 2 we know that u € H\ () and [[, Vu?dz < oo, and u € L®(By,) by
Theorem 3.1. Define
u=u-+k,

where we may choose arbitrary k& > 0 and eventually let & — 0. Consider the function v = n?@”,
where n € C§°(R?) and 0 < 5 < 1, suppn C Bs,(so) and 3 € R. Through simple verification, we
can get v is a valid test function.

Since Dv = 2nDna? + Bn?@P~! Du, by substitution into (2.8) for 8 # 0, we find that

ou
// 772y2a1 _B—1

8:17‘

_ 877 au 204 0N Ou U8
= ﬁ// cuv — Vuvdzdy // 9z ax nx 8 8 dxdy

2 2a2 ﬁ 1 8_ dflfdy

+nx

oul? oul?
c| + V)2 dedy + — // Zy2on | 220 P g g2 | 2| @ N dady
<7 /" B 1) |0 T |y
an?
// —ﬁ-l-l T+ 20 | 7 ,L—Lﬁ-i-ldxdy
" Bl
Selecting € = min{1, @} and utilizing the feature of 1, we have
//7721/2@1 _3—1 g ‘ 4 g2 gf 8_ dzdy
Q v (3.19)
<ca) [ [ 1DnPa + (el + Vita dody
and as in (3.8) we find that
ou ul?
// nPyPghl ‘ + nlaezghf-l —‘ dxdy > C// nzﬁﬁ_llDuFda;dy. (3.20)
o dy Q
Combining (3.19) and (3.20) yields
/ / 277V | Dul?dzdy < C(|B]) / / D@ + (|e] + V)i dedy. (3.21)
Q Q
To proceed further, setting
41
17’77 B _17
O = #
log u, = -1,
we may rewrite (3.21) by
Tl InDOPdrdy < OB + 12 [fo (DaPa™*! + (e + Ve ) dady, 541, o

[fq InDOPdady < C [[q, (IDnl* + (lc| + V)n?) dady, =1
12



We may apply Sobolev imbedding theorems to obtain for any 1 < 2X < oo
901E2x ) < Cll@lE ) < € [[ (DUFIOF +1nDOF) dody. (3.23)
Consider ¢ < X < 0o, we obtain
J [ el Volefdedy < 6l + V)l 1101 o
B 2
< (el + V)llzncey (€@l ox @) + € 0Ol r2))
where p = %. Letting v = 4 1, by (3.23) it then follows that
001225 0y < O (22 + DIDNOI2 ) + 72 nOlox ) + 7 % 1013200y

where C' = C(|f|) is bounded when |3] is bounded away from zero. Furthermore, choosing a

suitable e, we then get
1701 2x () < C(y+ P HI(Dn + 0)O 20 (3.24)

Now, the more accurate cut-off function n will be given let r < r; < ryg < 3r such that
(3.24),

B, (s0) = 1, Mr-B,,(s0) =

olbl+ 1)

- H@HL%BQ(SO)) (3.25)

191l z2x (B, (s0)) < C

For any By,(sg) C Q and p # 0, now we introduce

1
r) = <]O/ |adedy> ,
T(SO)

in fact,
U(oo,r) = lim ¥(p,r) = sup a,
P—00 B (s0)
U(—o0,7) = pli}r_noo U(p,r) = Bi?sfo) .
From (3.25),

+17\ 2/
\II(/VXv Tl) < <(Ch‘+1)# ) \Ij(’yv’r?)v vy > 07

T2—T1

(Clyl+1)rt1 ) 2/ 1] (3.26)
W(rr) < (L) My x ), <o

T2—T1

When 3 > 0, we have v > 1, taking p > 1, v = 9™ = X™p and ™" = r + 55, m = 0,1,---,
consequently, by inequality (3.26),

U(X"p, 1) < (OX)PIFVEmXw (p, 2r) < CU(p, 20),

letting m — oo,
up < Cll 1oz, (3.27)

T
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For g < 0, then v < 1, in a similar manner, we can prove that for any pg, p such that 0 < pg <
p<X,
\P(pv 27") < C\Ij(p(]v 37"),

(3.28)
U (—pg,3r) < CU(—o0,T).
In reality, we only require to prove that
¥(po,3r) < C¥(—po,3r) (3.29)

for some pg. Now, to verify (3.29), we turn to the second estimate of (3.22).
Choosing 7 in such a way that n|p,(s0) = 1, suppn C Bag(so) C Bar(so), and |Dn| < C, where
By(sp) is an arbitrary open ball contained in Bs,(sp). Thanks to Holder inequality, from (3.22) we

// |DO|dxdy < Cd,
Ba(z0)

by invoking the Theorem 7.21 [21], there exists a constant py > 0 such that for

1
Q)= —— // Odzxdy,
’B?)r(so)’ Bsr(sg)

// ePol®=0ol grdy < C.
Bsr(s0)

Linking with the definition of ©, the desired result (3.29) is obtained. Combining (3.28) and (3.29),

we know that

then have

we have

4l e (Byy(s0)) < C inf . (3.30)
BT‘(SO)

Now, recall the inequalities (3.27) and (3.30), that imply

supu < C'inf . (3.31)
B By

O

Lemma 3.3. Let s = (z,y), Dlu(s) = w (1 = 1,2) denote the i-th difference quotient
of size | for s € V', 1 € R, 0 < |I| < dist(Q,09Q), Q' CC Q. Suppose u € H(Y), then for any
Q' cc Q, we have

1Dl < [ 522 10aul? + 52 0yuP dady < Clullyy
for some constant C and all 0 < [I| < § dist(',0€2), where D'u = (D}, Dyu).

Proof. Suppose u € C§°(Q2), for any s € ¥, i =1,2, 0 < [I| < %dist(Q’,@Q), we see that

1
(e +1,y) = u(eg) =1 [ Duule+ tly)at,
0

so that .
W@+Lw—u@wN§W/!%Mx+mmﬁ
0
14



ie.
1
Du(z, )| < / Deule + 1L, y)|dt.
0

Similarly, we have |Dbu(z,y)| < fol |0yu(x, y+tl)|dt. Hence, for any ' CC Q, by Cauchy inequality,

we obtain that

C1 //Q/ ‘Dlu(x)dedy < //Q/ <y2a1’D11U(x)’2 +x2a2’Déu(x)’2> dzdy
2

1 2 1
< // Y2 (/ |0z u(z + tl,y)]dt) + g2 </ |Oyu(z,y + tl)\dt) dxdy
' 0 0

1
< / // (y2°‘1\8xu(a:1 + tl,y)\2 + a:2a2\8yu(a:,y + tl)\z) dxdydt
0 !
< / / Y2 |Bu(, )| + 2202 By u(z, y) Pdudy,
Q

1200 2
where ¢; = 511{121/11{;5 o2 g1l > (), so that

/Q, |Dlu(x)>dzdy < C (//Q Y2 |0pu)? + x2a2\8yu]2dxdy> .

Since C§°(€2) is dense in HS(Q2), then the above inequality is established for any u € H3(€). O

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that u € Hy(Q)) is the weak solution for the problem (2.1) on 2, where
V eLP(Q),2<p< oo, feL*N), thenu € HE (Q). Furthermore, u € CO*(Q), where o € (0,1),
Q' cc

Proof. 1. For any subset ) CC Q, we may choose an open set W such that ' cc W cc Q. In
addition, we select a function 7 € C§°(R?) such that n=1on ', n=00on R?> — W and 0 <7 < 1.
Note that u is the weak solution for Lu = f, then for any v € H():

//Q Y2 0pudyv + 2229y udyvdrdy = //Q(fv — Vuv)dzdy. (3.32)

Let
A= // Y21 9 ud,v + :E2a28yu8yvdxdy, B = // (fv—Vuv)dxdy,
Q Q

then A = B.
2. Let 0 < [I| < 3 min{dist(Q2',0W), dist(W,9Q)} and consider that |I| be sufficiently small,
then substitute v = —Dgl(nQDéu) into (3.32), k € {1,2}. Indeed,

o= 2D (P@)lute +lex) — u(@)
- 112 (* (2 — lex)[u(@) — u(z — ley)] — 1*(@)[u(z + ley) — u(x)])

since u € HL (), Viu e L*(Q) and suppn C W, thus v € H}(Q) C H(Q), and Viv e L2(9).
Then

A=— (// Y21 0,u, (Dk_l(n2DLu)> + 22°29,u0), (Dgl(nzDéu)) da:dy)
)
15



= / Diy(y** 9,u) 9, (1 Dju) + D, (2°29,u) 9y, (n* Diju)dedy
/ / 201\L (Dl 9,u), (nDlas) + (Dhy?®)dyuds (12Dl w)
(z2°2)L (DL0,u)d, (> Diu) + (DLa?*2)0,ud, (n* Diu)dzdy
= / / (1) (D} Oau) (D D) n? + (2°2) (Dydyu) (D dyu)n® dzdy
// 2(y** )}, (0xn) (D}, 0u) (Djw) + 2n(0xn) (D}y?** ) 0zu(Dju) + 1 (Djy** ) 0pudy (Dju)

+ 2(2°2) (8y1) (D}, dyu) (Diw) + 21(9yn) (Dia®**)dyu(Dyu) + n*(Djx?*2)dyudy (Dju) dwdy

= Al + A27
where
201 _
N Y=, k=1,
(") =
(y+ 1), k=2
N (x+02%2 k=1
(7)) =
22 k=2
According to the definition of i, we have
A > 5// n?| Dt Dul*dxdy > 0// n?| D} Dul*dxdy (3.33)
Q Q

for some proper constant 6, 6 € (0,1), and given that y?¥,z2*2 € C1(0,1]
Ag] < c// 9| DDul[ Dl + 1| DL Dul[Du| + n|Dkul| Duldedy.
Q
Furthermore, by suppn C W and Cauchy’s inequality with €, then

|Ag| < e// n?| D} Dul*dx + ¢ // <|D§€u|2 + |Du|2) dxdy.
Q € JJw

By invoking the result of Lemma 3.3, we see that [, |D}ul*dzdy < CHuH%l(Q). Moreover,
0

. o o\ —1
[ 1udziy < (yinia, 57 0)  ulfy) < Clulige

We may choose € = g, hence

0
el < § [ [ oPIDLDudndy + Cllulfy (334

Combining (3.33) with (3.34), we obtain

0 2 1 2 2
A> 5//97; Dy Dudady — Clull2y - (3.35)
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3. Since v = —Dgl(n2D§€u), by Lemma 3.3 we know

/ / lvf2de < © / / Y20, (2 D) 2 + 2221, (12 D) Pdeedy
Q Q
< C// |DLul? 4+ 0% D} Dul*dzdy
w
< Olul|? C 2| D! Dul%dzd
< Cllulliyey +C [ PIDLDuPdrdy

Applying the Cauchy’s inequality with ¢ and Theorem 3.1, and based on the fact V € LP(Q),
2 <p < oo,

B| < / /Q (£l + V]ullol) dedy
< ezl + Tl gy / /Q Violdady

< Il ol + Oz + ullz2qen) / /Q Vol dedy

< fllzllvlizz) + CUfllz2@) + lullz@) IV I 2@ vl 22 ()
< | fllz2@llvlliz2) + CUIfllz2@) + lullL2@) IV e @)Vl 22 ()
< O fllz2@) + Nlull 2@ vl 220

c c
Se// n2|DgDu|2d$dy+—// 12+ luPdady + <l .
Q € Q € 0

Similarly, we choose € = %, then

0
B| < Z//Qnﬂpgpuﬁd:pdwc//ﬂ|f|2+|u|2dxdy+0||u||;é(9). (3.36)

4. Thanks to (3.35) and (3.36), we observe that for k = 1,2,

0 2 l 2 2 2 2
3 [ PpkuPdsay < ¢ [[ 15 + P dady + Clully

for any sufficiently small |I| # 0. Furthermore, since u € H' ('), utilizing the result (2) of Theorem
3 [19, Chapter 5.8.2], we know Du € H'('), hence u € H2 (). By the classical Sobolev compact
embedding theorem, we know u € C%(Q), where o € (0, 1). O

4  The first eigenvalue

In this section, we are interested in extremum problems involving the first eigenvalue of problem
(1.2) when V € S, 1 < p < oo. In particular, we first discuss the properties of the spectrum, which
paves the way for finding the optimal potential function. Finally, we characterize the optimal
potential function and prove its uniqueness, where some of ideas were developed in [38, 17]. In
order to analyze the properties of the spectrum, we rely on the following lemmas, the similar results

may be displayed on [19, 21, 23], for the sake of clarity, we will provide specific proof.
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Lemma 4.1. Suppose F : R — R is C! with F' is bounded, then for any u € H}(Q), we have

F(u) € H'(9),

YO F (u) = y* F'(u)Opu, 220, F (u) = 22 F' (u)dyu. (1
Proof. Firstly, we will show that
Oz (y™ F(u)) = y*' F' (u)Opu. (4.2)
In fact, for any u € HS(2), there exists a sequence (uy)nen C C§O(£2) such that
[un — ull31 @) — 0, (4.3)
up to a subsequence, we know
Up — U a.€., (4.4)
since F’ is continuous,
F'(uy) — F'(u) a.e.. (4.5)
Moreover, |F(up) — F(0)] < [|[F'|| oo (o) lun| € L?(€2), then
|[F(un)| < [F(O)] + [ F'[| oo (@) lunl
i.e. F(u,) € L*(Q). Note that
// |F(uy,) — F(u)*dzdy < // HF'HLOO )t —ufdzdy — 0, n — oco.
For any ¢ € C§°(Q2),
// N F(u)0ypdrdy = hm // 1 F(uy, )0 pdzdy
= —Jl_)n;o // Op (Y F (uyp,))pdady = — lim // Yy 0 F (up,)pdrdy (4.6)

= — li_)m // N F (uy, ) Opunpdrdy = // A F (u)Opupdzdy,

indeed, for the last equality, applying the fact (4.3) (4.4) (4.5), and given that F' € C' and F’ is

bounded, using the dominated convergence theorem,
// | (yalF/(u)amu — yalF/(un)ﬁwun) ¢|dxdy
Q
< [ 1) = Pl 0zulo] + ()5 Bt — y** Oz oldady > 0, n .
Q

Moreover, for any ¢ € C§°(€2),

/ /Q (y*1 0, F (u))pdady = / QamF( (y*' ¢)dady = / / (v ¢))dxdy
- [[[ v Feno.sdzdy = [[ ouFw)sdady,

Combining (4.6) and (4.7), we see that y*' 0, F(u) = y** F'(u)0yu. Similarly, we can obtain that
20y F(u) = 2 F'(u)0yu. Though simple verification, the result (4.1) is obtained. O
18
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Lemma 4.2. Let u™ = max(u,0), u~ = —min(u,0). For any u € H(Q), we have

(1)
Dot — Ogu  a.e. on {u >0}, (48)
0, a.e. on {u <0},
0, e. > 0},
P a.e. on {u >0} (4.9)

—0yu, a.e. on {u <0},

Oyu  a.e. on {u >0},
dut =" tu>0} (4.10)
0, a.e. on {u <0},

0, a.e. on{u >0},
du” = (4.11)
—0yu, a.e. on {u < 0}.

(2) For any u € HL(Y), we have
Du =0 a.e. on the set {u = 0}. (4.12)
(3) If u € HE(Q), we have |u] € H(Q).

Proof.

(1) For r € R and € > 0, let

24 2\3
r°+e€)2 —¢, 1T2>0,
F (r) = ( ) (4.13)
0, r < 0.

Then we find that F, € C! and F! is bounded, and u* = lir% F.(u). By invoking the Lemma 4.1,
€E—
for any ¢ € C§°(Q2) we know

J[ v Ewosodsdy =~ [ 4 Fiwosusdsdy
Q Q

letting € — 0, utilizing the dominated convergence theorem,

/ / Y Fe(u)0ypdrdy = / / y* 1 ut gdrdy,
Q Q

(4.14)
- // yalFé(u)axu(ﬁdxdy = - // yalﬁxux{u>0}¢da:dy,
Q Q

so that
y*1out = Y™ OpUX {u>0} G-€-- (4.15)

The rest of the cases are similar to the above process, we will not give a detailed description here.

(2) From the result (1), when z € {u > 0}, we have Du™ = 0 a.e., when =z € {u < 0}, we have
Dut =0 a.e.. The set {u =0} ={u>0}N{u <0}, and Du= Du™ — Du™ =0 on set {u = 0}.
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(3) For any u € H}(Q), there is a sequence (uy,)nen C C5°(£2) such that
[un — ullyr (@) — 0, n — oo, (4.16)

then u, € H'(Q), furthermore u, € H;

loc

(Q). Since suppu, C €, we deduce that u, € HZ(Q).
Combining the results of (1) and (2), we know that w,},u, € HZ(Q). Thus there is a sequence

n»-n
{vn}nen C C§°(Q) such that [lv, — ul||z1(q) — 0. Given that u] = max{u,,0} = §(un + |unl),
ut = max{u,0} = (u + |u|), from (4.16) we have
+ 7t < 1 1
ey = wF @) < 5llun = sy + 5| [lunl = ful] @
< Jun — ullpr ) — 0, n— oo.

Hence,

[on = u™ |30 ) < lvn = usy llgr ) + Ny — u™ [lg(q)

< on = ug @) + g = u™ @) = 0, n— oo,

we have u™ € H}(Q). Similarly, u= € HS(2). Consider that |u| = u™ +u~, then |u| € H{(Q). O
Lemma 4.3. (1) All the eigenvalues of L is real and can be arranged in a monotone sequence on
the basis of its (finite) multiplicity:

o(L) = { k}rz, O0< A <A< <Ag-— 00, k— o0

(2) There exists an orthonormal basis {wg}32; C L*(Q), where wy, € Ho(Y) is an eigenfunction
with respect to A\, i.e.,

Lw, = Mwy, x € Q,

u =0, x € 01,
fork=1,2---.
(3) We have
A = Ecigof(ﬁ) 21612 a(u,u). (4.17)
dim(B)=k lull ;2 (=1
In particular, assuming that we have already computed uy, ug, - ,up_1 the (k — 1)-th first eigen-

functions, we also have: Ny = inf{a(u,u) | v € Ho(Q),ulVi_1,||ullp2) = 1}, where Vi1 =
span{uy,ug - ,up_1}, the equality holds if and only if u = wy.

(4) The eigenvalue Ay is simple and the first eigenfunction uy is positive on ).

Proof. Employing standard functional analysis and compactness theory (remark 2.10), the desired
results (1), (2) and (3) are simply acquired. From (4.17) and Lemma 4.2, |u| is the eigenfunction
for A1 if w is. Then for any ' cC Q, we have sup u < Ci{ril/fu for the equation Lu — Aju = 0
by Theorem 3.2 . Since |u| is non-negative in Q,Qwe further obtain that |u| is a positive (a.e.)
eigenfunction. This indicates that the eigenfunctions of A are either positive or negative and thus
it is impossible that two of them are orthogonal, hence A; is simple. O
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From Lemma 4.3, we obviously have A\;(V)) > A1(0), so that Vlng A1(V) would be achieved by
€5p

Vo = 0. So, we are prefer to consider the problem sup A\;(V), 1 < p < co. Besides,
VeS,

_ a1(u,u) + [[o, Vuldady
AM(V)= inf 5
ue}i(é)O(Q) [Jo [u?dady

2
< a1 (u,u) + ||VHLP(Q)||UHL2«1(Q) (4.18)
[Jo [u?dady
ar(u,w) + Ml[ulZ2 o
S 2 ’
fo |u|2dxdy

where
aq (u, w) / [y 0pul? + |22 dyu|*dxdy.

Setting

ay(u,u) + Mllul[Z o)
[Jo [ul?dady

hence, if u € H§(Q) N L*(Q) C Hy(f2), we immediately learn that, for all V € S,, 1 < p < oo,

J(u) = L w0,

(V) < inf  J(u). (4.19)
wEHF(QNL2(Q)
u#0

In the next work, for convenience we denote
U=mHy(Q)NL*Q), Liu=—(y*"0u+2*?du),
1 1 _
where s>t = 1.

Lemma 4.4. The functional J(u) attains its minimum in HE(Q) N L24(Q), further, the minimizers

for J(u) is non-negative.

Proof. First of all, we notice that the functional J(u) is not identically equal to +o00. Let thus

{u’ﬂ}’nEN be a IIllIllIIllZlIlg Sequellce7 1‘8‘7
- ( ”) l U ~ (u)

So that we may assume the sequence is bounded in U, by Lemma 2.2, there is a subsequence

{un}nen, again denoted by itself, such that
U, — 2z in U,
and by invoking Theorem 2.9, we further have
U, — 2 in L*(Q).

Utilizing the lower semicontinuity
J(z) < ilea(f] J(u). (4.20)
In summary, z € U and J(z) < 51615 J(u), this proves that J(z) = irellfj J(u). In addition, by Lemma
4.2 we have J(Ju|) = J(u), we may assume that the minimizers are non-negative. O
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Lemma 4.5. Let 4 ba a minimizer of J(u), and assume that there exists a function Ve Sp with
1 < p < oo such that
Lyt + Vi = A (4.21)

where X := J(u) is the minimum value of J(u). Then
M(V) =)= J(1).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume [|i[[z2(q)=1. Assume that v is the first eigen-

function with respect to V, by Lemma 4.3 and
Liv+ Vo = A\, (4.22)

we have v > 0 a.e. on  and A > Aq.
Suppose A1 < A by (4.19), considering (4.21) and (4.22),

/\// avdzdy, a(t,v) = A\ // uvdzdy,
—-A) // wvdzdy = 0.
Q

This together with Lemma 4.4 tell us that wv = 0 a.e., and given that v > 0 a.e. and 4 is

thereby

non-negative by Lemma 4.4 again, we obtain & = 0 a.e., which is contradictory to the fact that

il 2 = 1. U

Lemma 4.6. The function J(-) is Gateaus-differentiable, i.e., for any 1 € HE(Q)NL>() we have

Jy(u) = m< 1(u, ) + M |u 2” // lu| 292 updrdy — J(u // u1/1dxdy>

Proof. Consider

o S tY) — Jw) 1 a1(u+ i, u+ ) + Mlu+ 8l ) aa(u,u) + MJulfa q)
t—=0 t =0t ||u +t¢”L2(Q ||UH%2(Q) ’
(4.23)
where
liml ai(u +t1/1,1;+t1/1) B al(g,u) _ 2a1(2u,1/1) 2a1(u,u) [[q uwda:dy (4.24)
=0t “u+t¢“L2(Q) Hu”Lz Q) HUHLZ(Q) Hu” ()
Moreover,
1 (Mt Wl Mg,
150t Hu—l—thL 2(0) HuHLQ(Q)
M|Ju + th%ZtZ(Q)Hu”%P - M”“H%Zq(g) HUH%Z(Q)
= lim
o lut 022 [0
) 5 ) (4.25)
2tM”uHL2q(Q fo uwdwdy +t M”“Hpq(g ”¢HL2(Q
— lim
B tlut 0y T
. MHU‘FtTZ}Hqu MHUHqu(Q 2M||UHL2q(Q ffgu¢dmdy
= lim
t=0 tHu“‘tT/’”m(Q) HUHL2(Q)
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It is not difficult to find that

lw+ 17 20y — Ilull7 2, 7!
lim L) L) _ o (/ |u|2qd:17dy> / |u| 292 urpdady. (4.26)

t—0 t

Combining equations (4.23) (4.24) (4.25) (4.26), we have

J(u+t) — J(u)

lim

t—0 t
2 (u,u) + Mull?
// wpdxd y L9 | [|u 2“ / lu22uspdxdy
Hu|yL2(Q lullZ2q)
= (' (), ).
Though simple calculation, we can verify that (J'(u),v) < Cl|¢)|lq) for any ¢ € Hg(Q2) N L* (),
where || - [l3) = I - [l33() + || |24 (). Therefore, the desired result is proved. O

Theorem 4.7. Let 1 < p < oo and let us denote by q its conjugate (% +% = 1). Then the mazximum

of M (V) in the class Sy, is achieved by the function
1- _
Vo =M ||uf| " ol (4.27)

where ug is the minimizer in HE(Q) N L?(Q) C Ho(Q) of J(u). The function ug can also be

characterized as the first eigenfunction of the eigenvalue problem:
Liu+ Vou = M (Vo)u, (4.28)

with A\1(Vp) = J(ug) = sup A\ (V). Furthermore, Vy is the unique maximizer.
VES,

Proof. From the Lemma 4.4, in[fj J(u) is attained, recorded by wug, and the minimizers is non-
ue

negative. Then taking the supremum in (4.19) one obtains

sup A\ (V) < J(up). (4.29)
ves,

Consider uy € Hy () N L29(12), note that the function J(-) is Gateaux-differentiable by Lemma
4.6, for any ¢ € HE(Q) N L2(Q) we have

Tl (ug) = —2— <a1<uo,¢>+Muu3||2;3m ][ P 2oy - ) [[ uowd:cdy).

HUOHL2(Q

Hence a minimizer ug > 0 solves the equation J&,(UO) =0, i.e.,
Liug + Vouo = M(Vo)uo, uo € Ho(Q) N L*(Q)

with A(Vp) = J(up) and Vp = MHU%HEQ\UOP(Q_D, in other words,
aj(up,w) + // Voupwdzdy = A\(Vp) // upwdzdy for any w € Hy(Q) N L2(Q). (4.30)
Q Q
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Through direct verification, ||Vp||z»(q) = M can be obtained, so that Vy € S,. Taking advantage

of Lemma 4.5 and the inequality (4.29), we readily find out that A1 (Vp) = J(ug) = sup A1(V).
VES,

Next we prove the uniqueness of the V{, to show this, we require to first explain that A;(V) is

concave. Let
a1 (u,u) + [fo, Vuldady

fo |u|2dxdy ’
recalling the definition of Ay, for any V1,V5 € S, and 0 <t < 1,

Rlu; V] =

a1(u,u) + t [[o Vivtdady + (1 —t) [[ Vauldady

Al(tvl + (1 — t)VQ) = inf

ueggo(ﬂ) [ [ lul?dzdy ’
= inf (tR[u; Vl] + (1 - t)R[u; VQ]) Z t)\l(Vl) + (1 - t))\l(VQ).
uelé(zéﬂ)

Suppose that V7 and V5 are maximizing functions, owing to the concavity we know that V3 = %(Vl +
Va) is also a maximizing function. Let wuj, ug and wus denote their normalized first eigenfunctions,

respectively. Clearly, unless u1 = ugs = ug, since A is simple, we get a contradiction in the following
N = Au(Va) = Rlug; V5] = 5 (Rlusi Vil + Rlus; Va)) > 5 0u(V2) +2a(13)) = A7
Hence, u; = uo. Consider that
Lyuy +Viug = M (Vi)ur,  Lyug + Vaug = Ay (Va)ug,
we have fo(Vl — Va)urpdzdy = 0 for all ¢ € C§°(R2), so that Vi = V5 a.e. due to uj > 0. O

Theorem 4.8. Under the assumption of Theorem 4.7, the mazximizing function Vi and the corre-
sponding first eigenfunction ug satisfy

p—1

)\1(%)>2
oo < q bl
luoll oo (@) < ( i lluoll 24 (0) (4.31)

Vol o) < A1(Vo)-

p-1
Proof. Let ¢ = (%) ’ [wollz20(qy, and set ¢ = ug — min{ug, c}. Note that ¢ > 0 and ¢ €
HE(Q) N L?(Q), and by (4.30)

0160 = ar(w0.0) = [ (3V0) = MU o P4 ) oGy (432)
If ¢ > 0, that is, ug > ¢, it is not hard to find that
M| 1 oY > Mud ]| %@ = Xy (Vo)

on the set {x € Q| {(x) > 0}, this implies a1(¢,¢) < 0 from (4.32). However, a1(¢,¢) > 0, which
is a contradiction. All these tell us that { = 0, furthermore, we have ug < c.

The estimate of Vj (4.27) can be obtained by applying the estimate of wy. O
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5 The fundamental gap

The aim of this section is mainly to depict the optimal potentials over the class Sp, p > 2, some of

theories are inspired by [7, 29]. Before that, we first offer the existence for optimal function.
Theorem 5.1. The fundamental gap I'(V') attains its minimum in the classes of S, by V*, p > 2.

Proof. Firstly, we obtain that H}(f2) is compactly embeded in L™(2), m = [1,4) from Theorem
2.9. Actually, at this situation, we deduce that for all u € H{(Q) and V € LP(Q), p > 2, we

have Vu?dxdy is bounded from ||V || 1» (o ||©]|? 20 0y, Where 2¢ = 2Tp € (2,4). Now utilizing the
Q %N L2a (@) p-1

min-max formulae, it is easy to see that A;(V') is uniformly bounded on S, j = 1,2. Furthermore,

we observe that
1
lullgs o < ullirog@y < (M + 1) ullyy 0

by Theorem 2.9, in other words, the norm H} () is equivalent to the norm Hy(£2).
Let {V*}1en € S, be the minimization sequence of I'(V), p > 2, i.e.,

(V) { jnf (V) =T"

Let us denote by )\g? =\ (V¥) (j =1,2) and u;“ (j = 1,2) the sequence of corresponding eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions. As usual, u? is normalized by HufH r2(@) = 1. Up to a subsequence, for which

we keep the index k, by the definition of S, and (4.19), we can assume that
VE—=V*in LP(Q), A= \). (5.1)

Now, since
k12 k|2 k|2 k|, k(2 k

this implies that ugf is also bounded in H(2) and we can assume that
k% 1
uf — u* in Ho(Q), (5.2)

and
uf —u*in L™(Q), m € [1,4). (5.3)

For each j we know for all v € H}(Q)
//Q Y2 Gxué?(‘)xv + x2a28yu§8yv + Vku;?vda:dy = )\g‘? //Q ué‘?vdmdy, (5.4)
choosing k sufficiently large, according to (5.1), (5.2), and (5.3), hence
//Q Y s Opv + 2220y 0y + ViuSvdady = Xj //Q ujvdrdy. (5.5)

This shows that )\g? converges to an element of the spectrum of the problem (1.2) given by V*.

Especially, we may extract a subsequence of {uf}ren C L*(Q) such that uf is converge to uj

a.e. by (5.3), owing to the non-negativity of u¥ (see Lemma 4.3 (4)), then u} must be the first
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eigenfunction and A} = A1 (V*). Note that u3 and u] are orthogonal on (2, we know that u3 must
change the sign on €, which indicates that u3 not to be the first eigenfunction of A; (V*) by Lemma
4.3. Hence, we know A5 > Xo(V*), furthermore,

D(VF) = X = A >T(V¥), k — oo, (5.6)

that is, I'(V*) < inf I'(V). Meanwhile, I'(V*) > inf I'(V'), then we see that the minimum value
VES, Ves,

of I'(V) can be attained on S,, p > 2. O

Definition 5.2 ([7]). A real-valued, measurable and bounded function P(x) on  is called an

admissible perturbation of V (x) if and only if dist(V +tP, S,) = o(t), i.e.,

inf ||V +tP — V| = o(t).

Ves,

It is strongly admissible if and only if V(x) + tP(x) € S, for any sufficiently small ¢, where ¢ can
only be non-negative or non-positive, or it can be any sign. An admissible perturbation is thus
either strongly admissible or tangential to 05,. A perturbations admissible for both positive and

negative small ¢ are tangential to 9S, in LP (p > 2) in the sense that

//Q VP P(z)dzdy = 0. (5.7)

Remark 5.3. Define the functional p : LP(Q) — R* by p(V) = ||V||Lp(Q p > 2, the set 0S, is a
level surface of p. The functional p is Fréchet differentiable [}9, Proposition 1.12] and

dyolP) = (64, P) =1 [ [ 1vp=2vPasay (5.8)

for any P € LP(QY). Referring to [28, (p153-154)], we know the surface 0S, is real analytic sub-

manifold with tangent space given by
Ty 0S, = Kerdyp,

together with (5.8), we have

Ty0S, = {P € L*(Q) : // VPt Pdzdy = 0}.
Q

Lemma 5.4 ([25, 31, 39, 15]). If the \o(V) is simple, for any admissible perturbation P(x), we
have
dr(V +tP(z))

o -/ / ) (fusf? — Jur ) ddy, (5.9)
t=0

where u; is a normalized eigenfunction associated to \i(V'), i = 1,2. Suppose Xo(V') were r fold

degenerate, then for any admissible perturbation P(x), A can split into a cluster of eigenvalues
Aom, m = 1,2,--- 7, which can be considered as a set of differentiable functions near t = 0, but
those functions do not ordinary correspond to the ordering of eigenvalues given by the min-mazx
principle. For example, the lowest one for t < 0 will typically be the highest for t > 0. And

dlp,(V + tP(z
(VL // P(@) (Jug ? — fua ) dady, (5.10)




where 'y, = Ay — A1, and the orthonormal eigenfunctions uy ; are chosen so that

// ug,jPug ymdxdy = 0, j # m.
Q

Proof. We will follow the idea of [15, p343-348] to prove the first order perturbation of the
eigenvalue. Consider the operator L = — (y2a18§u+x2a28§u) +V,V €85, p> 2, note that
Dom(L) = H}(Q) is dense in L?(€2), and for any u,v € H}(Q),

(Lu,v) = (v, Lu),

it implies that L is a Hermitian operator. Similarly, for L(¢) = L + tP, where P is an admissible
perturbation as defined in Definition 5.2, we observe that L(t) is a Hermitian operator for real
small [t| < e. Besides, for u € Dom(L*), then there exists u* € L?({2) such that for any v € H}(Q),
(u*,v) = (u,Lv), where L* is the conjugate operator of L. Since the range of operator L is
L*(Q) (Theorem 2.12), there exists a w € H(2) such that u* = Lw. It is not hard to see that
(w, Lv) = (Lw,v) = (u*,v) = (u, Lv), then u = w € Dom(L). Furthermore, Dom(L) C Dom(L*),
we obtain Dom(L) = Dom(L*). All these reveal that L is self-adjoint. In addition, L is also a
closed operator. For u, € H§(2), u, — u and Lu,, — g in L?(2), we will show that u € H}(Q)
and g = Lu. Indeed, for any ¢ € C§°(12),

(Lun7¢) = (unvL¢) - (’LL, L¢) = (L’LL, ¢)7

given that Lu, — ¢, (Lun,¢) — (g,6), we obtain Lu = g in L?(Q) and u € H(2). Thus the
operator L(0) = L on H}(Q2) is hypermaximal. Consider P € L>(f2), then the operator L(t) on
H(R) is regular in a real neighborhood of € = 0 by Criterion 3 [40, p78].

From Lemma 4.3 and the Theorem 3 [40, p74], we know if \ is an eigenvalue of finite multiplicity

r of the operator L, then there exists power series [40, p54]
M), AT (2)
and power series in Hilbert space
ul(t), - ,u'(t)
all convergent in a neighborhood of t = 0, which satisfy
Lt)u'(t) = N(t)u'(t), i=1,--- 7, (5.11)

MN(0) =\, i=1,---,r, and (u'(t),u?(t)) =i, 4,5 = 1,--- ,7. Then we know that if Ay is simple,
k =1,2, we may assume

Ae(t) = Mg+ tppy + s+

uk(t) = up + tug1 + t2vk72 + -
Substitute them into (5.11), and given that Luj = Agug, we obtain that

Loy + Pug = pgaup + Mg 1, (5.12)
27



we multiply above equation by u; and integrate on 2, hence

A // wvg 1dedy — Mg // wvg 1drdy = pu 1 // wupdrdy — // Pujupdzdy. (5.13)
Q Q Q Q

Letting k = [, we obtain the perturbations of first order p;1 = [ fQ Pu%dwdy.
If the eigenvalue \o(V') = A were r fold degenerate, i.e., Ay < Ay = A3 =+ = A\py1 < Apya, We
may assume the r eigenfunctions associated with the eigenvalue A transformed into another system

of such eigenfunctions by means of an orthogonal transformation

r+1
=St (@2 r4) 510
j=2
which will be determined later. We now assume for n =2, ,--- ,r+ 1,

)\n(t) = )\k + t,un,l + t2,un,2 4+

U (t) = uy + toy 1 + tzvng +oeey
Similarly, by Lu} = A,u’ and (5.11),
Lvp 1 + Puy, = pip 1wy, + A1,

multiply above equation by u; and integrate on €2, hence

r+1

(N =) // WUy, 1dxdy = Z’y,w- <// [, 105U — Pujulda;dy> ,
Q = Q
and hence in particular for [ =2,--- ,r + 1 we know
r+1
0= Z(dﬂ — 105 0)Yn,5,  (Ln=2,---,7r+1),
j=2

where d;; = fo Pujwdrdy. From these r2 equations, Hn1, n = 2,---,r + 1, may be uniquely
determined as roots of the characteristic equation |dj; — f1n,19;;| = 0 [15, Chapter I]. For simplicity,
select a system of orthonormal eigengunctions us,--- ,u,41 for which d;; = 0, j # [. Then the
orthogonal matrix (7, ;) is also determined uniquely, and the u}, is now fixed. Let us designate
these u) by u,. The matrix (d;;) in the new notation is a diagonal matrix with the elements
dpn = pin,1, the remaining elements are zero. Then the first order perturbation of the eigenvalue is

given by fin 1 = dyp. O

Theorem 5.5. Let V* € S, (p > 2) be a minimizer of T'(V) for the eigenvalue problem (1.2).
Then

(1) Mo(V*) is non-degenerate.

(2) supp V* € Q and ||V*| 1rq) = M, where supp V* C Q means |Q — supp V*| > 0.
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(3) Moreover,

lus|® — [ui> > 0 on Q\ supp V",
\u§\2 — \u’ﬂz =¢(V*)? a.e.on supp V™,

for some constant ¢ < 0, where u] and u3 are the first and second normalized eigenfunctions with

respect to V'*, respectively.

Proof. Step 1. Suppose A2(V*) is simple. We claim that the set Q = {z € Q : |u}|? = |u}|?} can
only happen on a set of zero.
By contradictory, without losing generality, we suppose the set QT = {z € Q : u§ > 0} is of
positive measure, we know = Q1TUQ™ in view of that u} > 0 on Q, where Q= = {z € Q : u} < 0}.
Clearly, u} — uy = 0 a.e. on QT and uj —uj € HL_

a.e. on QT by [21]. Since ue € HZ_(2) by Theorem 3.4, we obtain that Au. = 0 a.e. on @ by

Lemma 4.2. Therefore 3?1 02u, + xz‘m@gue = 0 a.e. on Q7, substituting it into the eigenvalue

(€2), denote u, = uj — ub, we have Du, =0

problem (1.2), we see that (A2 — A1)uj =0 a.e. on @, which is impossible since u; > 0 on Q.
Step 2. We exclude the situation of |V*||1»q) =0, i.e., V =0 a.e. on Q.
By contradictory, we assume V* = 0 a.e. on ). Let x¢ be any point in  and G; C Q be
any measurable sequence of subsets containing x¢, then, perturbations of the form P(z) = x¢ . are

admissible for small ¢ > 0. Then we see that

d0(V* + tP
(V" + tP(x)) :// a2 — [utPdady > 0. (5.15)
t=0 G;

dt
Dividing the |G,| and letting G; shrink nice to zp as j — oo, from the Lebesgue Differential
Theorem we have |u3|? — [uf|* > 0 on Q, it follows from the Step 1 that [, |uj|*> — |uf|*dzdy > 0.

However, this is contrary to the conditions of normalization [, |u3|* — |uf|*dzdy = 0.

Step 3. Now, we will rule out the possibility that 0 < |[V*||z» < M. Suppose 0 < |[|[V*||L» < M,
consider the set R = supp V* (in the sense of distribution), then for any zy € R, and R; C R be
any measurable sequence of subsets containing xg, in fact, P(z) = XR; are admissible for small
t € (—e,€), it is not hard to discover that

dl'(V* +tP(z))
dt

_ // a2 — [ut Pdady = 0. (5.16)
t=0 G,

Once again dividing by |R;| and letting R; shrink nice to z¢ as j — oo, we find by the Lebesgue
Differential Theorem that |uj|? — |uf|?> = 0 on R. This reveals that R is a zero measure subset by
the conclusion of Step 1. One can immediately receive that V* = 0 a.e., this is inconsistent with
the fact [|[V*||L» > 0.

Step 4. Based on the above results, we conclude that ||[V*|| rr() = M. Now, we prove that the
set Q\ supp V* must be a positive measure set.

Otherwise, we assume V' > 0 a.e. on ). For zg € €, and H; C ) be any measurable sequence

of subsets containing xg, P(z) = x H; are admissible for small ¢ < 0,

ING% P
dr(V- +tP)| J[ 1l = i asay <o, (5.17)
t=0 H;
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so that |u5|* — |uf|? < 0 on Q. Combined with the conclusion of Step 1 again, we have [, |u3|? —
]u’{dedy < 0, this is contrary to the normalization condition. This implies that supp V* C Q.
Step 5. We show that

— [ui? = ¢(V*)P~! a.e. on supp V*, (5.18)

here ¢ < 0 is a constant and V* is continuous a.e..

On one hand, let us consider perturbations (tangential to 9.5,) of the form

XTy XT»
ff (V*y—Ldzdy ffT2 (V*)p—ldxdy’

(5.19)

where T} and Ty are disjoints subsets lie in supp V*, we observe that P(z) as in (5.19) is admissible

by (5.7) for both positive and negative small ¢. Hence,

d(V* +tP@)| Sl 5P = luilPdady [ [ (w3l — |uiPdedy . (5.20)
dt im0 JIn(V)p-tdady [, (V¥ P—tdady '
for all admissible sets T4, T%, from which we have (5.18) is established.
On the other hand, we can now prove that
lu3* — [uf]> < 0 a.e. on supp V*, (5.21)

utilizing the same strong perturbation argument as (5.17).

In conjunction with the result (5.18),(5.21), we have ¢ < 0, and V* is continuous a.e. since uj
and uj are locally continuous on €2 by Theorem 3.4.

Step 6. We will illustrate that |u3|? — |uf|? > 0 on Q\ supp V*.

Indeed, let = be any point in Q\ supp V* and F; C Q\supp V* be any measurable sequence of
subsets containing x, then P(x) = xr, are admissible for small ¢ > 0 based on (5.7), according to
the same theory as before, we see that |uj|> — |uf|> > 0 on Q\ supp V*.

Step 7. We prove \y(V*) can not be degenerate. Suppose \o(V*) are r fold degenerate, by
Lemma 5.4, then for any admissible pertubation P(z), the cluster of eigenvalues A, (t) into which
A2(V*) would split could be arranged to be analytic in ¢ at t = 0, and likewise for the associated
orthonormalized eigenfunctions {us,,} (depending on P).

Suppose now u* is any normalized vector in the eigenspace for Ao, then

where ¢, € R, and

//Q P(x) (’u*P — IUTP) dxdy = // P(x) <ZT: ’Cm\2!ug,m\2 _ ‘UTP) ddy

—ZrcmP // (i 2 — 1ct]?)ddy.

(5.22)



As we did in the Step 2 and Step 3, we can remove the possibility that 0 < ||[V*||z» < M. More
precisely,

(a) Suppose [|[V*||» = 0, if P(x) is a positive perturbation for small ¢ > 0, then we must have

dl'm,

>0
dt

t=0

for any m. Otherwise, suppose dl;—t’" o < 0, we would have

I'(to) < Tim(to) < I'm(0) =T'(0) (5.23)

for some ty > 0, this contradicts the fact that V* is a minimum. Coupling with (5.22), we find

//Q P(x) (]u*\2 — \u’ﬂ2) dxdy > 0,

as discussed as before, we have |u*|?> — |[uf|> > 0 on Q. This will cause the same contradiction in
Step 2.
(b) Suppose 0 < ||[V*||z» < M, consider the set R = supp V*, we have

dl'y,

- 24
o 0 (5.24)

t=0

for all admissible perturbations P(x) as t € (—¢, €) and all m, where supp P(x) C R. Otherwise, if
dl;;" > 0, then would lead to the same contradiction for some ¢y < 0 as (5.23). If dF T <0,
t=0

we Would find the result (5.23) is established for some ¢y > 0, which is impossible. Based the above

J[ P@ = ui)aody o

Repeating the Step 3, we know that this case is excluded.

information, we have

Step 8. We argue as Step 4-Step 6, we conclude that

|u*? — |u}|> < 0 onsupp V*,
(5.25)
|u*|? — [ul|*> > 0 on Q\ supp V*.
And suppose there are two orthonormal vectors, us, and ugp in the second eigenspace, and that
g is a point on IBNQ, B = supp V*, so that we may take uj ,(w0) = u3 ,(w0) = u1(zo)* # 0, then

the normalized eigenfunction
* 1 * *
u(z) = —=(us5 () — us ,(x
( ) \/5( 2,(1( ) 2,b( ))

is zero at x = xg, then u*(xg) < uj(zg). Because of the continuity for eigenfunctions, it would

follow that uj(z) > u*(z) on part of Q\B, which is contrary to (5.25). O
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