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Abstract

The eigenvalue problem for the p-Laplace operator with Robin boundary condition
is considered in this paper. A Faber-Krahn type inequality is proved. More precisely,
it is shown that amongst all the domains of fixed volume, the ball has the smallest first
eigenvalue.
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Preface

The result of this paper was announced at first on a conference held at the Wuhan
Institute of Physics and Mathematics in May 2007. The final version of this paper
was finished in September 2008 when the first author worked as a research fellow at
The Australian National University. As soon as we completed our paper, we sent a
copy of our preprint to D.Daners (see item 6 in the reference of [3]) since our result
is related to a previous paper [5] of him. Five months later, D.Bucur and D.Daners
give an alternative proof of our result in February 2009. Though the paper has been
published (see [3]), their proof depends completely on Proposition 2.2, Corollary 2.3
and Proposition 2.7 of this paper which, to our knowledge, can not been found in other
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materials. For completeness of their proof and the reader’s convenience, our paper will
be published here.

1 Introduction

Let Q ¢ RY(N > 2) be an open bounded smooth domain, we consider the following
eigenvalue problem

(11) —div(|Vu[P=2Vu) = MuP72u in €,
' |Vu|p_2% + BluP~2u =0 on 09,

where 1 < p < 400, v is the outward unit normal of 92 and S is a non-negative
constant.

The p-Laplacian div(|Vu|P~2Vu) arises in many applications such as non-Newtonian
fluids, quasi-regular and quasi-conformal mapping theory and Finsler geometry etc. An
important special case of the p-Laplacian is the well known Laplacian Au = div(Vu)
which corresponds to p = 2. Problem (I.]) is called Dirichlet when 8 = 400, Neumann
when 8 = 0, and Robin when 0 < 8 < +c0.

The main purpose of this paper is to prove a Faber-Krahn type inequality for the
Robin problem of the p-Laplacian. This inequality says that amongst all the domains
of fixed volume, the ball has the smallest first eigenvalue. The study of this kinds of
inequalities can be traced back to 1877 [20]. Let B denote a ball in RV, and \P(Q)
denote the first eigenvalue of the following eigenvalue problem

12) { —AY =) zEQ,

=0 x € 0.

Rayleigh [20] conjectured that
(1.3) M@Q) > P(B) for Qc RY  with |Q] = |B|,

and the equality hold if and only if 2 = B. This conjecture was proved independently
by Faber [8] and Krahn [16} [17] in the 1920’s by making use of Schwartz symmetrization.
Since then, the inequality (I.3]) was known as Faber-Krahn inequality. In 1999, a proof
of Faber-Krahn type inequality for the Dirichlet problem of the p-Laplacian was given
by T. Bhattacherya [I]. Recently, Faber-krahn type inequality was generalized to Robin
problem of the Laplacian by M.H.Bossel [2] for dimension N = 2, and by D.Daners [5]
for dimension N > 3 but left the equality case open. A little bit later, D.Daners and
J.Kennedy complete the proof of equality case in [6]. Note that the generalization of
the Faber-Krahn inequality from Dirichlet problem to Robin problem is not trivial as,
unlike in the Dirichlet problem, the first eigenvalue of Robin problem is not monotone
as the domain expands (see [11]). For more information of the Faber-Krahn type
inequality on manifold , we refer to [13].



Since the level surface of the first eigenfunction of Robin problem intersects with
the boundary €, the Schwartz symmetrization of the first eigenfunction generally does
not decrease its Dirichlet integral and hence the Schwartz symmetrization method does
not apply to the proof of Faber-Krahn inequality for Robin problem. Therefore, new
approach must be employed in the proof of the Faber-Krahn inequality for Robin prob-
lem. The two crucial tools used by D.Daners [5] to prove the Faber-Krahn inequality
for Robin problem of the Laplacian are the Bessel functions and a new formula for the
first eigenvalue by making use of level sets of the corresponding eigenfunction. To prove
the Faber-Krahn type inequality for Robin problem of the p-Laplacian with p # 2, we
mainly face two difficulties. One is the lack of Bessel functions and the other is the
degeneracy of the operator. The tools we use to overcome these difficulties are some
new abstract propositions of the first eigenfunction and some approximation procedure.
The main results of this paper can be stated as the following

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < p < 400 and A\ (2) be the first eigenvalue of problem (1.1)
with 0 < B < 4o00. If B is an open ball such that |B| = ||, then A1(B) < A1(2).

Remark. Theorem 1.1 is proved under the assumption that € is smooth. However,
by an approximation method similar to that used in [5], we can prove that Theorem
1.1 is still true for the domains of Lipschitz type.

Theorem 1.2. Let 1 < p < 400 and B be a ball satisfying |B| = |Q]. If \(R2) =
M (B), then, up to a translation, we have Q = B.

We also point out here that a symmetry result due to Gidas, Ni and Nirenberg
[10] plays a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 1.2 when p = 2 (see D.Daners and
J.Kennedy [6]). However, this kind of result is not available for p-Laplace equation
when p > 2 and p # N (see however [I5] for the case p = N). Fortunately, we can
prove a symmetry result needed in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in the special case of
eigenvalue problem, though we can not prove more general symmetry result as in [10].

The contents of the rest of this paper are as follows: §2 The First Eigenvalue and
Eigenfunction. §3 Level Sets Formula of A1 (€2). §4 The lower bound of A;(Q2). §5 Proof
of Theorem 1.1. §6 Proof of Theorem 1.2.

2 The First Eigenvalue and Eigenfunction

In this section, we give definition and some properties of the first eigenvalue and its
corresponding eigenfunction of problem (LI]). We focus on the case 0 < 8 < 400, since
the case 8 = 400 has been resolved and the case § = 0 is trivial.

Let K = {u € WHP(Q); ||ull 1r() = 1}. Let

(2.1) A(Q) = imf{/Q |VulP + 5/89 |ulP; we K}

be the first eigenvalue and v the corresponding eigenfunction of problem (L).
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Proposition 2.1. Let A\ (2) be defined as in (211). Then A\1(2) > 0 can be achieved
by some positive function .

Proof. Define functional ®(u) on K by

B(u) = / VulPdz + B / lufPda.
Q o0

It is obvious that ®(u) is a convex functional. By Theorem 1.3 in Chapter 5 of [12],
®(u) is weakly lower semi-continuous on K. Let {u;}72; be a minimum sequence of Ay
on K, that is, [, u;|Pdz =1 and

/ \Vuj]pdx+5/ |u;jPde — A\ (Q2), as j— +o0.
Q 00

Since {u;} is bounded in W1P(£2) and the embedding W1P(2) < LP(Q) is compact,
there exists u € W5HP(2) such that

uj — u weakly in WP (),

uj — u strongly in LP(Q).

Hence, by the weakly lower semi-continuity of ®(u), we have

D(u) < lim; o ®(uj) = At (9).

On the other hand, we have A\;(2) < ®(u) due to v € K and the definition of A\;(12).
Thus A\ (2) = ®(u). Let ¢ = |u| , it is easy to check that A\ (Q2) = ®(¢)). Moreover, ¢
is positive in Q by the strong maximum principle (see Lemma 2.6 below) . Thus, we
complete the proof of proposition 2.1.

Proposition 2.2. Let \1(Q2) be the first eigenvalue of problem (I.1). Then A1(Q)
is simple in the sense that if 11 > 0 and Y9 > 0 are two eigenfunctions corresponding
to A1(Q), then 1y = Cpy and C is a constant.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ and 1, are two eigenfunctions corresponding to A;(£2),
and 11, Y9 > 0. Then v;, i = 1,2 satisfy

(2 2) —le(‘Viﬂz ]p‘2V1/zi) = A’T/Ji’p_21/1i n Q,
' | VailP~2 9 4 Blay[P~24p; = 0 on 9.
Let
P D P D
m = — by P = w;}f_??, o =ty — Py, P = wibg_lfl .

Multiplying equation (Z.2)) by n; (i = 1,2) and integrating by parts, we obtain

/ VP2V - Vi + 8 / Wl — A / Wl =0, (i=1,2).
Q o0 Q



It follows
Jo+ (P = DRIV + [o(1+ (p— D(5E)P) [ Vibal?

(2.3)
— (22 [V [+ p( )P Va2V - iy = 0.

Noticing that V(In;) = Vq;fi, ([23) can be rewritten as

Jo (W7 + (p = DY)V In g [P + (45 + (p — 1)}V In P

= pfﬂ(wg‘Vlnwl‘p_2 + T/Jf‘Vlan‘p_z)v lnwl . VIIll/}Q

(2.4)

Hence

Jo@F = ¥5)(IVInyy [P — |V Ingp|P)
(2.5) =p [o U5V Iny[P72(VIney) - (VIngg — Viney)
—p Jo W [V In s [P~2(Vins) - (Vinty — Viny).

Observing that (see [18])

&2 — &P

26) [l —lal 2 a6 (@ - &) + O P Y EnG e R,
we obtain
|Vln¢1|p — |Vln¢2|p
(2.7) p2 |V 1n 91—V In o
> p|VIngo[P~3(Vinis) - (VInyy — Vinee) + Ci(p) =——5—1 .
and
Vi r—|VI p
2.8) [VIngs|P — [V

> p|VIng [P2(Viney) - (VIngy — Viny) + Cy(p) iz Vit

where C'(p), Ci(p) and Cy(p) are positive constants depend only on p.

From (2.3]), 27) and (28], we deduce

_W/Q(% + %)\vmzpl ~ Vingsl > 0.
2 1

This implies that V(In; — Int) = 0, namely, 1o = Cty. This completes the proof

of Proposition 2.2.

Corollary 2.3. If Q = B(0) is a ball, then the first eigenfunction 1 of problem

(I1) is radially symmetry, that is, P (x) = (r) with r = |z|.

Proof. The conclusion of Corollary 2.3 comes immediately from the simplicity of

A1(92) and the rotational invariance of problem (I.TI).

To state our next proposition of the first eigenfunction, we need the following two

lemmas which were proved in the appendix of [21].



Lemma 2.4.(Weak comparison principle) Let Q € RN be a bounded domain with
smooth boundary 0. Let u1,us € WHP(Q) satisfy

—div(|Vu; [P2Vuy) < —div(|Vue[P"2Vuy)  in Q

in weak sense. Then uy < ug on 0L implies up < ug in Q.

Lemma 2.5.(Hopf’s lemma) Let Q € RN be a bounded domain with smooth bound-
ary 0. Let uw € CY(Q) satisfy

(2.9) { —div(|VuP=2Vu) >0 z €,

u >0 z € Q.
If u =20 at xg € 092, then %(xo) < 0, where v denotes the unit outward vector normal

to ON).

We also need the following strong maximum principle which is a special case of
Theorem 1.1 in [19].

Lemma 2.6.(Strong mazimum principle) If u € C1(Q) satisfies the following in-
equalities in weak sense

(2.10)
u >0 z € Q.

{ —div(|VuP=2Vu) >0 x €9,
Then, u(xzg) = 0 for some xg € Q implies u(x) =0 in Q.

Proposition 2.7. Let Bg(0) be a ball in RN with radius R and center 0. If (x) =
(r) denotes the first eigenfunction of problem (I1) on Br(0), then ¢'(r) < 0 for any
0<r<R.

Proof: For any fixed ry € (0, R), we have

¢(x) = ¢(ro) z € 0By, (0).

Hence, by lemma 2.4, we have

{ ~div(|V(ro) P2V (rg)) < —div(|Ve(x)[P2Ve(z)) @ € By, (0)

¢(x) > ¢(ro) @ € Byy(0).
Since ¢(z) is not a constant, it follows from lemma 2.6 that

¢(z) > ¢(ro) = € Byy(0).
Let w(z) = ¢(x) — ¢(ro) = G(r) — (ro). Then, w(z) satisfies

—div(|Vw(z)[P72Vw(z)) = Mié(z) >0 x € B,y (0)
w(xz) >0 x € By (0)
w(z) =0 x € 0B,,(0).



Consequently, lemma 2.5 implies that ¢'(rg) < 0. Noting that rq is arbitrary, the
conclusion of proposition 2.7 then follows.

We conclude this section with the following proposition which is essential for the

proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 2.8. Let Br(0) be a ball in RN with radius R and center 0. Let 1(x) =
W(r) denote the first eigenfunction of problem (I1) on Br(0). If g(r) = [¢'(r)|/¥(r),

1

then ¢'(r) > 0 for 0 <r < R, and g(r) < 7=1 for any r € [0, R].

Proof: It follows from Proposition 2.7 and the standard regularity theory of elliptic
equations that ¢ € C*°(Bg(0) \ {0}). Consequently, 0 < g € C*>(0,R). Now, we
compute

T[), T,Z)”
(2.12) o 399" —
. g = b + 99 9
From the equation satisfied by ¥, we have
(2.13) — (=D P2 - |¢’V 2= AP
It follows that
N-1 0

" r_

(2.14) - - S =

Differentiating the above equation, we obtain

w/// 1/}// N _ 1 )\1 (p _ 2))\19/
2.1 - K S S .
( 5) (p ) w r 1/} r2 g gp—3 gp—l
Since —%, =g’ — g%, it follows from (Z.14)) that
— —(p—1)gP2¥ L N=1 p—1
(2.16) A (p=1g" 5+ 9
= (p—1g" 29 — (p—1)g* + HE=Lgr!
Hence ) N1
. _
-y%3=—@—MM+(—Ug————f,
and
" 3 (N-1)g /
_r 4 - 2 ,
v e

where f =g+ ( ) + (Igp_l)zg)?il. Substituting this equation into (212]), we infer that
for any r € (0, R)

(N —1)g(r)

w7

g"(r) +[f(r) = 3g(r)lg'(r) =



we claim that ¢’ # 0 in (0, R). For if there exists 19 € (0, R) such that ¢'(r9) = 0, then
g"(ro) > 0. Hence r( is a minimum point of g. Since g > 0 and g(0) = 0, it follows
from the continuity of g that g(rg) = 0. This contradicts with the fact that g > 0
in (0, R). Consequently, ¢’ has definite sign in (0, R). This implies immediately that
g > 0in (0,R). For if ¢ < 0 in (0, R), then we have g(r) < g(0) = 0 in (0, R), a
contradiction. Finally, the a priori estimate g(r) < 8 7T for any r € [0, R] follows from
the facts that ¢’ > 0 and g(R) = 8 71, This completes the proof of Proposition 2.8.

3 Level Sets Formula of \((?)

For an open set U C 2, we define the interior and exterior boundary of U respectively
by
orjU =0U N, 9IgU =9U N on.

Then OU = 0;U U dgU is a disjoint union. For any ¢ € C(2) and o(x) > 0, we define
a functional Hq(U, ) by

(3.1) HQ(U,w)zﬁ(/andaﬂL [ s da—(p—n/Usofl dz),

where o is the (N — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure defined on OU and |U]| is the
Lebesgue measure of U. Since ¢ is continuous on 9;U and U, all integrals in Hq (U, ¢)
are well defined. In the following, we reformulate A\;(Q2) by Hq(U, ). To this end,
we always denote by ¢ the first eigenfunction of (1)) and sometimes denote ¥ by 1q
when we want to emphasize the dependence of ¢ on the domain 2 . Furthermore, we
choose 1 so that ¢ > 0 and ||¢||f~() = 1. By regularity results of DiBenedetto [7]
and Tolksdorf [23] 24], we know that 1 belongs to C1%(Q) for some 0 < a < 1. Let

m = miny(z).
€N

Then, by Hopf’s boundary point Lemma we have m > 0. For any ¢ € (m, 1), we denote
by U; the level set of 9, that is

U ={z € Q; ¢(z) > t},
then U; is open and the interior boundary of U; is the level surface
Sy = 01Uy = {x € Q; (x) = t}.

Hence, S; =0, if t ¢ (m,1]. Bearing all notations 1, U; and S; in mind, we prove

Proposition 3.1. Let A\ (Q) be the first eigenvalue of problem (I1), v be the
corresponding eigenfunction , and Hq(U, ) be defined as in (31]). Then

[V

(3.2) AM(Q) = Ho(Uy, W

) for te(m,1).
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As in [5], second partial derivatives of eigenfunction will be involved in the proof of
Proposition 3.1. However, it is well known that, in general, the best possible regularity
results of Problem (II)) is C%®. Hence, to prove Proposition 3.1, we consider the
following regularized problem
(3.3)

—div[(eu? + |Vue2) T V] = NJue [P 2ue — e(eus? + |Vue ) Toue, z€Q,

(eu2 + |Vue 2) T 9= 4 gul™ = 0, e

where 1 < p < 400, v is the outward unit normal of 9f2.
Define A\j(€2) by

A[(Q) = inf{/ (eu? + |Vue[?)? —|—ﬂ/ u?; u. € K}.
) o9

Then, we have

Lemma 3.2. For any ¢ > 0, A\{(Q2) is attained by a positive function . € K.
Moreover, up to a subsequence, we have lin% A5 (2) = A1 (92), and
e—

limy. =1 in CY(Q)

e—0

where \1 () is the first eigenvalue of problem (11]) and J s a corresponding eigen-
function with |[{||1r ) = 1.

Proof. The conclusion that Aj(2) is attained by a positive function 1. can be
proved in the same way as that of Proposition 2.1. To prove the second part of Lemma
3.2, We first note that 1. is bounded in W!P(2) when ¢ is small enough. Hence, up
to a subsequence, we may assume that

Y. — 1p weakly in WHP(Q), ase — 0.

Since W'P(Q) < LP(Q) is compact, we also have ¢ € K. Because convex functional is

weakly lower semi-continuous, we have

) 7P 7P li Ep Ep
(3.4) /Q|W| +ﬁ/m|¢| §ﬂg—>o(/ﬂ|vﬂ)| +6/m|¢|)

On the other hand, if {b\ is the first eigenfunction of problem (II]) with qu; e = 1,
then by the definition of A\;(2) and Aj(€2), we have

M) = [ [VOP + 8 g [0 < [y IVY]? + B [, [1e]?
(3.5) < Jo (202 + Ve E + B [y vE

— () < [y (602 + [V )E + B [ 0P



Let € — 0 on the both side of the above inequality, we obtain

30 tma@) =l [ (Vor+s [ o= [ [©9ires [ pr-am)

From (3.4) and (3.6]), we infer that

Lwires [ pr< [ wires [ o =xo.

Hence, ) is a minimizer of A\;(Q). This implies that 1) = J due to the simplicity of
A1() and ||12||LP(Q) = ||J||LP(Q) = 1. Consequently, 1. — 1) weakly in WhP(Q) as
¢ — 0. Finally, by the regularity theory of Tolksdorf [23] 24] and DiBenedetto [7], we
know that for € € (0, 1),there exists « € (0,1) and a positive constant C' independent
of & such that |[¢c||c1e(Q) < C. Hence, up to a subsequence, 9. converges to  in
C1(9Q). This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. For any fixed ¢t € (m,1), let v denote the outward
unit vector normal to OU;. If we denote by 1. the solution of Problem (B.3]) obtained
in Lemma 3.2, then by the standard regularity theory of elliptic equations we know
that 1. € C*°(Q). Hence, by divergence Theorem, we have

—2
(cv2+IVee2) 2 ou.
- faUt o do

w?*: 2&;72
an Ju, div((“"f”j;'ifws)dx -
- _ fUt div((ewEHZ:bflf)vas)dx Y (p—1) fUt (e¢§+\vwsggT\V%\2dw
— X — e fy, ST ) [, RO T vu g,

Passing to the limit in (B.7]) as ¢ — 0, we obtain

Vo[P2 94 VP
(3.9) —/ Vol —¢da:)\1(Q)]Ut\+(p—1)/ VOP 4
ou, pp—t v U P
Since A1(€?) is simple, we have
[V [P—2 94 / V[P
. — —do = X (Q -1 dx.
(39) |, S Geae = n@pvd+ - [ s
By the boundary condition, we have
_ VYP oy
5 - = ¢p—1 57 VS aEthv
due to OgU; C 0. Noticing further that |Vi| = —% on S;, we obtain from the
definitions of S; and dgU; that
[V [P~2 9y / (Vo2
3.10 —/ ————do = Vildo + B do.
(3.10) ou, WPt Ov s, Yt M OpU;

Now, the conclusion of Proposition 3.1 follows from (3.3]) and (B.10).
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4 The lower bound of \()

In this section, we give a lower bound of A\;(Q2). Let

(4.1) Mg = {p(z) € C(Q);p(x) > 0, limp(z) < B, Vz e dQ}.

T—z

Keep in use the same notations 1, U; and S; as in the previous section. Since ¥(z) €
C1(Q), it is easy to see that (|v—1;l}‘)5”_1 € Mg if and only if ¢ is a constant on 0€2. In
fact, if ¢ is a constant on 02 then g—f = —|V4| on 0. Hence

V[Pt VY oy

= o oy

6 on 0f).

This implies that (%)p_l € Mg.
On the other hand, if (%)p_1 € Mg, then

VP! _VYPTPay _ (VP!
¢P—1 é B - ¢P—1 % S ’l]Z)p_l V T € 89
Hence g—f = —|V¥| for all x € 99, which implies that ¢ is a constant on 9.

The main results of this section can be stated as

Theorem 4.1. For every ¢ € Mg, there exists a set I C [0, 1] with positive measure
such that

(4.2) M(Q) > Hq(Up,p)  forall tel.

Theorem 4.2. Let p(x) € Mg, and v be the first eigenfunction of problem (1.1)).

If p # Wwﬁ‘f;l , then there exists a set I C [m, 1] with positive measure such that

Hq(Us, ) < A\i(Q) forall tel.

To prove Theorems, we prove some lemmas first. For any given ¢ and ¢ > 0, let

vyt

e x € Q.

(4.3) w(z) = p(x)

Then we have

Lemma 4.3. For any ¢ € Mg, let w be defined as ({{.3). Then for any e > 0 there
exists § > 0 such that w(x) < e for all x € Q with dist(x, Q) < 0.

—1 —
Proof. Since WJZ},‘: is continuous on the compact set 2, we have that for any

fixed € > 0, there exists §y > 0 such that
Vip(x)P~t [V)[P!

£
O A C T B

for any x, 2 € Q, |z — 2| < do.
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For any fixed z € 9Q and the above fixed ¢, by the assumption that lim,_,,p < 3, we
can choose r, > 0 such that

3
sup  p(r) < B+,
x€B(2z,m:)NQ 2

that is

(4.5) p(x) — B < for all z € B(z,r,) NQ,

<

27

where B(z,7,) denotes the ball with radius r, and center z . Since the set {B(z,7,), z €

00} of balls form an open cover of the compact set 92, we can select a finite sub-

cover {B(z;, )}y with r; = r;,. Let 6 < min{ry,ro,---,7,,d0} be so small that
n

x € | B(z,r;) whenever z € Q satisfying dist(z,09Q) < 0. Then, for any z €
i=1

with dist(z, ) < 0, there exists ig € {1,2,--- ,n} such that x € B(z,,ri,). By the

boundary condition, we have

[V [P~2 0y V!
(46) 5 = — ¢p_1 E(ZZ’O) < W(Zio).
It follows from (@4, (£3) and (£6) that for any x € Q with dist(x, 02 < 4§, we have
2)|P—1 2)|P—1
w(z) = o) - BEgE— = “”($)\v_¢f .+>|fi %
(4.7) <5+ e — S

<s+5=-e
This is just the desired conclusion of Lemma 4.3.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that ¢ € C(Q) is non-negative such that ¢ € L*(U) for
every open set U C Q. Let w be defined as ({.3). Set

1
F(t) ::/t %/ wdodr, for t € (m,1).

Then F' is absolutely continuous on (g,1) for all e € (0,1) and

d 1
GFO =7 [ wdo,
dt t /s,

Proof. Fix ¢ € (0,1). By the assumption ¢ € C(2) N L'(U.) and the co-area

formula, we have
1 1 ©
/ —/ godeT:/ =|V| dx < oo
e T JS, (8 1/}

1o vyt V[P
/6;/57— sz—l dO’dT—/swd.Z'<OO.
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for almost all t € (0,1).

and




Let 1
f(r):=— w do
() 7/5‘, ’

Then f(7) € L'((¢,1)), thus F(t) = ftl f(7) dr is absolutely continuous on (g,1) and
differentiable almost everywhere. Moreover

F(t) = —f(t) = —%/S w do.

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.4.

To state our next Lemma, we recall more regularity results of the first eigenfunction
1. By the boundary condition and the Hopf’s boundary point Lemma, we know that
P(z) > 0 for any x € 9Q. Consequently |Vi|(z) > 0 for any x € 9Q. Since 09 is
compact and |V € C(Q), it is easy to prove that there exists positive number o and
a neighborhood N of 92 in Q such that |V|(x) > a > 0 for any x € N. This implies
that p-Laplacian is uniformly elliptic in N. Hence, by the interior regularity theorem
of elliptic equations, we know that ¢ € C®(N). If we let m = min{y(z);z € Q} and
K = {z € Q;¢(x) = m}, then by strong maximum principle we know that K C 9f.
Noticing furthermore that K is compact, there exists g € (m, 1) small enough such
that

Sy C N forany t<tg.

An argument similar to that used by Daners in [5] implies the following lemma since
all computations in [5] are local.

Lemma 4.5. Let U; and Sy be defined as in section 8. Then U, is a Lipschitz
domain, moreover, there exist t1 € (m,tg) and a constant C > 0 independent of t such
that o(Sy) < Co(9Q) for all t € (m,t1).

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We give a proof by contradiction. Suppose that there
exists ¢ € Mg such that

(4.8) M () < Hq(Ui, @) for almost all t € (m,1).

Let w be defined as ([43]) and F(t) be defined as in Lemma 4.4, that is

[V
~ g

(4.9) w(z) = p(z) x € Q.

and .
1
F(t) ::/ ;/ wdodr, for all t € (m,1).
t .
Then by (8], the definition of Hq (U, ¢) and Proposition 3.1, we have

@10) [ war—@-1) [ (77~ VL) de = Ul (U o) — 2a(@)] > 0
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By Taylor’s expansion, there holds

_P_ Y|P VP~ Y|P

o ot _ | w| ('ﬁ,‘l ) _ vy w|
: _ p(\lep*)lw_F_ 5
p—1% ygp=t p—1

-1
where ¢ is a nonnegative function with value between ¢ and Wﬁ,'fl .

From (4.I0)), (£11]), the co-area formula and the definition of F(t), we obtain

1
1
/wd0>p/ dex:p//—wdadT:pF(t)
St Uy ¢ t 7—7—

for almost all ¢ € (m,1).
It follows from Lemma 4.4 and the above inequality that

jt(th( £) = —P£(8) + ptP F (1) = 771 (— /S wdo £ pF(D) <0

for almost all t € (m,1).

Hence, the function tPF(t) is strictly decreasing on (m,1). Since F(1) = 0 and
F(t) is continuous on (m, 1), there exists n > 0 and t2 € (m, 1) such that F(t) > n for
t € (m,tz]. On the other hand, by Lemma 4.5, there exists t3 € (m,t2] and a constant
C > 0 such that o(S;) < Co(09) for t € (m,t3). Set

n
Co(0)

g =

For this fixed g, it follows from Lemma 4.3 that there exists dg > 0 such that w(z) < &g
for any x € Q with dist(z, 92) < dp. Noticing that 1 attains its strict minimum on 052,
we can choose 0 < t4 < t3 so small that dist(z, Q) < §p for any = € S; and ¢ € (m, ty).
Hence, for any t € (m,t4), there holds

pn < pF(t) < / wdo < epo(St) < egoCo(00) <n
St

which is a contradiction. Thus we complete the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. We give a proof by contradiction. Assume that ¢ #

deﬁ‘f;l and that

(4.12) Hq (U, ) > A(Q2), for almost all t € (m, 1).

Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1, by the definition of Hq (U, ¢) and Proposition
3.1, we have

1 2
(4.13) / wdo > pF(t)+ 5% f?*zl)w2da; for almost all t € (m,1),
St -
and p ) .
a(th(t)) < —51% £Tfllw2d:17 <0, for almost all ¢ € (m,1),
—1lJu
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V[Pt

where ¢ is a nonnegative function with value between ¢ and —7=—. Hence t"F (t) is
nonincreasing in (m,1). Since w(z) € C(Q), w(z) Z0and |J Ui = Q, there exists
te(m,1)

to € (m, 1) such that

2-p
(4.14) Er1wide >0
Uty

Moreover, if t1,to € (m, 1) satisfy t; < to, then we have Uy, C Uy, . Hence, the map

2—-p 2
t— Er—Twdx
U
2—
is non-increasing in (m,1) and fU1 £ﬁw2d:p =0 due to Uy = 0.
Let

t* = sup{t € (m, 1), fguﬂd:ﬂ > 0}.
Ui

From (4.I4]), we know that t* € (m, 1] and thus tPF(t) is strictly decreasing on (m,t*)
and non-increasing on [t*, 1], similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1, there exists t3 €
(m, t*) such that for any t € (m,t3),

pn < pF(t) < / wdo <eo(Sy) <,
St

which is a contradiction. Hence, we complete the proof of Theorem 4.2.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

This section devotes to prove Theorem 1.1. To this end, we denote by A;(Q2) the
first eigenvalue of problem (LI]) on the domain © and g denotes its corresponding
eigenfunction. Furthermore, B = Br(0) denotes the ball with radius R and center 0
such that |B| = [Q2]. Let U; be the level set and S; be the level surface of ¥q at level
t defined in section 2, and B,.;)(0) be the ball with radius 7(¢) and center 0 such that
| Bty (0)| = |Ut|. Define

p—1
bp(x) = % for x € Bgr(0).
Vg (x)
By Corollary 2.3, ®p is radially symmetry. So, we only need to consider the radial
function . .
—
G = oa(al) = 2O — 1)t v e 0,m)
P
Vg ()

where g(r) is the function defined in Proposition 2.8. Then by Proposition 2.8, we
know that G(r) is strictly increasing in (0, R). Consequently, G(r) < G(R) =  for
any r € [0, R]. we construct our test function as the following.
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For any t € (m,1) and = € S;, we set

It is obvious that ® is well defined since (2 is a disjoint union of Sy, t € (m, 1]. Moreover,
® € Mg(Q) due to @ is continuous and ®(x) < g for all z € Q. It is also not too
difficult to see that

_p
(5.1) /|<1>|ﬁdx=/ o da.
Ut By

Since by the construction the level sets of ® and ®p have the same measure. Now, we
are in a position to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Since ® € Mg, we conclude from Theorem 4.1 that there
exist a set I C (m,1) with positive measure such that

(5.2) A1(Q) > Hq(Uy, @) forall tel.

Noticing that o(0B;,) < o(0Uy) for all t € (m,1], and ®(z) = G(r(t)) < B when
x € St, we have

faBr(t) ®p(r)do = G(T‘(t))a(@BT,(t)) < G(r(t))o(0Uy)

(53 = Gr()(fy, do + Jy, o)
< fSt ®do + faEUt pdo.

Hence, from (51)), (53) and the definitions of Hp(B,(0),®p5) and Ho(U;, @), we
have

(5.4) Hp(B,(0), ®5) < Ho(Uy,®) Vit € (m, 1).

Since, by Proposition 3.1, we have A\{(B) = Hp(B,(0),®p) for any t € (m,1), it
follows from (5.2)) and (5.4]) that

() > M (B).

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

6 Proof of Theorem 1.2

This section devotes to prove Theorem 1.2. To this end, we keep in use of all notations

in section 5, and prove some lemmas first.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that Q0 satisfies that \1(2) = A\1(B) with || = |B|. Then

p—1
o - V¥al

e and  Hq(U;, ®) = A (B),
Q
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for almost all t € (m,1).

Proof. If A\;(2) = A\i(B), then by Proposition 3.1 and (5.4), we have A(Q2) =
A (B) = Hp(B(r(t)),G) < Hq(U, ®) for almost all t € (m,1). Hence by Theorem 4.2,
1
o = WZ%JP Again, by Proposition 3.1, we obtain Hq(U, ®) = A\1(Q2) = A\ (B), for
almost all ¢t € (m,1).

Lemma 6.2. Let vq be the eigenfunction corresponding to the first eigenvalue
A(Q), and Uy be the level set of ¥q. Then Ho(Uy, ®) = M\ (B) if and only if Uy is a
ball and o(OgU;) = 0.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.1 that A\{(B) = Hp(B(r(t)),G) for all ¢t €
(m,1). By the construction of G and ®, we know that the level sets of G and ® have

the same measure. Hence

’(I)‘ppldx:/ ]G]%dx, for all t € (m,1).
Ut r(t)

Using the definitions of Hq(U, ¢) and ®, we have
_p_
Ho(Up, ®) = 7 (fo,0, ®do + [5,0, Bdo — (p = 1) [, @71 dz),

= \Brl(t)\ (G(r(t)o(St) + Ba(OpU) — (p— 1) fBr'(t) G%dx].

(6.1)

If U is a ball and 0(9rUy) = 0, then o(S;) = 0(9B,()) and

Hq(U;, @) = |BT—1®|[G( r(t)o(0B,)) — fB G71da]

(6.2)
= HB(BT(t)vG) = Al(B)

Conversely, if Ho(Uy, ®) = A1(B), then for this ¢,

G(r(t))o(Sy) + po(OrUs) = G(T(t))a((‘)Br(t)).
Noticing that S; = 9;U; = dU; — OgUy, we have

o(0sU)(B = G(r(t)) = G(r())(0(0B,)) — o (9U})).

This is only possible when o(9gU;) = 0 and 0 (0B, )) = 0(9U), since 0 < G(r(t))) < 8
for all ¢ € (m,1) and |B, )| = |Uy| implies 0(9B,)) < 0(0U;). But we know that the
ball is the unique minimizer of the isoperimetric inequality. Hence, Uy = B, + z for
some z € RN. This completes the proof of Lemma 6.2.

Lemma 6.3. Assume that u(z) > 0 satisfies that —div(|Vu[P~2Vu) = \uP~1 in
Q for some A > 0. Suppose further that for some t > 0 the level set {z € Q,u(x) >
t} = Byy(wo) is a ball with radius r(t) and center xo. If u € C(Byy (o)) and
0(0r B, (z0)) = 0, then u is radially symmetric with respect to xo in B, ) (o)

This lemma is crucial to the proof of Theorem 1.2. In the case p = 2, the conclusion
of the Lemma 6.3 is a famous result due to Gidas, Ni and Nirenberg [10] (see also

17



Corollary 3.4 in [9]). In the case 1 < p < 2, the conclusion of Lemma 6.3 was given in
[]. In the case p = N, the conclusion of Lemma 6.3 was proved in [15]. However, the
conclusion of Lemma 6.3 for the case p > 2 and p # N is not available so far. Here,

we give a proof of Lemma 6.3 for all p € (1, +00).

Proof of Lemma 6.3. By the assumption, we know that for the same ¢ > 0 in
the above Lemma, u(z) is a solution of the following Dirichlet problem

—div(|Vo[P~2Vv) = APt in B,y (20),
(63) v >0 in Br(t) (:L'(]),
v=t on 9B, (wo)-

By Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5, we know that any solution of problem (6.3]) is strictly
positive in Q. Since problem (6.3)) is invariant under rotation, we can prove Lemma 6.3
by proving that uniqueness theorem is valid for (6.3]). To this end, we denote B, (o)
by € for simplicity, and suppose that v; > 0 and vy > 0 are two solutions of problem
63). Then v;(z) (i = 1,2) satisfy

. _2 _ _2 .
(6.4) —div(|Vu; [P7*Vv;) = Avi|P~%v;  in Q,
v; =1 on 0f).
Let p_ D p_ D
_ p1-p _ V1~ Uy _ p l-p _ V2 U}
M=V =0V = === M=V2-U0V = 5=
vy Uy

It is obvious that n; = 0 (i = 1,2) on 99Q2. Multiplying equation (6.4) by n; (i = 1,2)
and integrating by parts, we obtain

/|Vvi|p_2Vvi'Vm—)\/ vf_lm =0, (1=1,2).
Q Q

By a similar argument to that used in the proof of Proposition 2.2, we infer that
V(lnv; — Inwy) = 0, namely, vo = Cv; for some constant C. Since vi(x) = vo(z) =t
for x € 952, we obtain that C = 1 and vi(z) = va2(x) on Q. Hence, the solution of
problem (6.3) is unique, and hence, the symmetry result of Lemma 6.3 follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let Q satisfy A\;(2) = A\1(B) and |Q2| = |B|, U; be the level
set of eigenfunction 1 correspond to A1(€2). Then by Lemma 6.1, Hqo (U, ®) = A1 (B)
for almost all t € (m,1), and so, U; is a ball for any ¢ € (m,1) and o(9gU;) = 0 by
Lemma 6.2. At this stage, Lemma 6.3 implies that ©q is radially symmetry inside Uy,
and all interior level sets U, for 7 € (t,1) are concentric balls. In particular, for all
t € (m, 1], the level sets U; are concentric balls. Therefore, Q@ = (J;¢(,,,1) Ut is a ball.
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