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SERRIN’S OVER-DETERMINED PROBLEM ON RIEMANNIAN
MANIFOLDS

MOUHAMED MOUSTAPHA FALL AND IGNACE ARISTIDE MINLEND

Abstract: Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension N, N > 2. In
this paper, we prove that there exists a family of domains (2.).¢(0,s,) and functions u. such
that

—AQUE =1 in Q.
(0.1) ue =0 on 0f),

9(Vgue,ve) = —% on 01,

where v, is the unit outer normal of 9€.. The domains ). are smooth perturbations of
geodesic balls of radius . If, in addition, py is a non-degenerate critical point of the scalar
curvature of g then, the family (0 ).c(0,s,) constitutes a smooth foliation of a neighborhood
of pg. By considering a family of domains Q. in which (0.1) is satisfied, we also prove that if
this family converges to some point pg in a suitable sense as € — 0, then pg is a critical point
of the scalar curvature. A Taylor expansion of he energy rigidity for the torsion problem is

also given.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension N > 2. We are interested
in this paper in the construction of smooth domains Q C M where there exists u € C?()
such that

—Agu=1 in Q
(1.1) u=20 on 0N}
g(Vgu,v) = —c. on 901,
where ¢ is a positive constant, A, = div(V,) is the Laplace-Beltrami operator, and v is the

unit outer normal of Q. In the Euclidean space (at least in R?), if a function v satisfies the
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.0065v1

2 MOUHAMED MOUSTAPHA FALL AND IGNACE ARISTIDE MINLEND

first two equations of (1.1) then the quantity
[Vol?
Q

is the torsional rigidity of the rod 2 x R. Namely the torque required for unit angle of twist
per unit length. We refer to [25] for the precise derivation and its relation with bending a
plane membrane and the motion of viscous fluids. Still in Euclidean space, it was proved by
Serrin in [41] that a C? domain € in which (1.1) has a solution must be a ball. The argument
of Serrin to prove his result relies on the moving plane method due to Alexandrov in [1].
In fact Alexandrov introduced the moving plane method while proving that an embedded
constant mean curvature hyper-surface in RV must be a sphere. Serrin’s result can be also
derived from the Alexandrov’s. Namely if (1.1) has a solution then 9 has constant mean
curvatures, see the work of Farina-Kawohl in [20] and Choulli-Henrot [7].

While CMC hyper-manifolds are stationary sets for the area functional under volume
preserving deformations, an over-determined problems arises when looking for a stationary
set (under volume preserving deformations as well) to some energy functional given by some
functional inequalities. In our case this energy is proportional to the inverse of the torsional
rigidity:

(1.2) J(Q) := mf{/Q |Vul? dvol, : /Qudvolg =1, ue H&(Q)}.

In particular minimizing Q — J(£2) is equivalent to maximizing the torsion rigidity and
therefore Serrin’s result states that balls maximize the torsion rigidity as it can be also
derived from the Faber-Krahn inequality, see for instance [6].

A smooth bounded domain € is stationary (or a critical point) for the functional Q — J(£2)

under volume preserving deformations if and only if there exists ug € H}(2) such that
—Agug = J(Q) in

(1.3) ug =0 on 00
9(Vguq,v) = Const. on Of).

We refer to Section 3 for more detailed explanations. In Fuclidean space it is known from
Serrin [41] and Weinberger’s [44] work that stationary smooth domains are balls. In this
paper, we will show that in a Riemannian manifold, geodesic balls can be perturbed to
stationary sets for J. Before stating our result, let us recall some known results in the
constructions of CMC hyper-manifolds. In [47], Ye proved that if pg is a non-degenerate
critical point of the scalar curvature of g then the geodesic ball BY(pg) might be perturbed
to a CMC sub-manifolds with mean curvature equal %, the mean curvature of Euclidean
balls B.(0) with radius e. By taking advantages on the variational properties of the problem,
Pacard and Xu showed in [37] that CMC hyper-manifolds with mean curvature =1 always
exist and the number is not less than the category of M.
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By direct computation, a solution to (1.1) in R is given by

& 52 B |J"|2
do(z) = N

which clearly satisfies

—AgE =1 in B.(0)

(1.4) $5=0 on 0B.(0)
%ﬁo =—% on 9B.(0).

The main results in this paper parallel those of Ye and Pacard-Xu. We first prove the

following:

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension N > 2. There
exists €9 > 0 and a smooth function F : M x (0,e9) — R such that for all ¢ € (0,¢0),
if p is a critical point of the function F(.,€) then there exists a smooth domain . and a
function u. € C?(Q) such that

—Ag’U,E =1 in €
(1.5) U =0 on 09,

9(Vgue,ve) = —% on 09,.
Here v, stands for the unit outer normal of 0Q.. Moreover we have
(1.6) ||]:(,€) _Sg||c2,a(_/\/[) < 082,
where Sy is the scalar curvature of M and C > 0 is a constant independent on ¢.

Let us denote by Bf(p) the geodesic ball centered at p with radius €. The domains Q. we
construct are perturbations of geodesic balls in the sense that Q. = (1 + vP)BY(p), with
vP€ 1 OBI(p) — R satisfying

[[0P%]| 2,082 () < €

while the function u. satisfies the estimates
(L.7) el eaar < e

where the constant ¢ is independent on €.

The fact that a solution to (1.5) exists is guaranteed by the existence of F. Indeed the
number of critical points of p — F(p,¢) is greater than the Lusternik-Shnirelman category
of M, see [3]. However (1.6) implies that near a topologically stable critical point of Sy,
there exists a critical point of F(-,¢). In particular if p is a non-degenerate critical point of
Sy then the implicit function theorem implies that there exists a curve p. of critical points of
F(-,€). It is known from the work of Micheletti and Pistoia in [33] that for a generic metric

on a manifold, all critical points of the scalar curvature are non-degenerate. This implies
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that for a generic metric g’, a neighborhood of any critical point of Sy can be foliated by
CMC hyper-manifolds, similar to geodesic spheres, thanks to Ye’s result. The analogous to

this result is contained in the following

Theorem 1.2. Assume that po is a non-degenerate critical point of the scalar curvature
function Sy of (M, g). Then, there exists £9 > 0 such that (0Q:)zc(0,¢,) constitutes a smooth
foliation of a neighborhood of py, where Q. is a domain in which Serrin’s over-determined

problem (1.5) possesses a solution.

In fact we obtain a precise form of the boundary of the domains constructed in Theorem
1.2. Indeed, we proved that there exists a function w® : S¥~! — R, such hat

N
Q. = {exppo (ws(y) ZylEl> , YE SNl}
i=1

and moreover the map ¢ — w® satisfies 9.w®|.—o = 1. In particular, we can see that the
domains Q. C Bj (po), for some function J. = ¢ + O(£?). Our next result can be merely

seen as the converse of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that for every e > 0 there exist 6. > 0, a smooth domain Q. C
B (po) and a function u. € C2%(Q.) such that

—Ag’U,E =1 in €
(1.8) u: =0 on O

9(Vgue,ve) = —% on 0€,.

Assume that

(1.9) e Mo —¢e| =0 ase—0
and

for some C > 0 independent on €. Then pg is a critical point of the scalar curvature Sy.

An other question of interest we study in this paper is the expansion of the isochoric
profile corresponding to the torsion problem. We define the profile Trs by

Tm(v,g) == | inf J(Q).

g=v

In particular, thanks to the Faber-Krahn inequality,

Tax (v) =J<Bl>(@)_w.
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Theorem 1.4. We have
Tim(v,g) = (1 — ey on mAz/leSg + O(v%)) Te~ (v),

as v — 0, where

2

N +6

-0 B
N =GN /P

This result suggests that torsion rigidity is maximized by sets located where scalar cur-
vature is maximal. Let g, be a metric of constant sectional curvature k on a manifold M’
with dimension N. Suppose that maxas Sy < N(N — 1)k then Theorem 1.4 implies that

Tm(v,9) > Tame (v, gr) = J(BSF), as v — 0,

where B9 is a geodesic ball ball with volume v in (M, g). We quote [21] and [46] for some

recent geometric comparisons of the energy torsional rigidity.

Remark 1.5. The result in this paper provides critical domains that concentrate at points.
In a forthcoming work, we will be interested in concentrations at minimal submanifolds.
Namely letting K be a non-degenerate minimal submanifold of M. Let K, be the geodesic
neighborhood of K with radius p > 0. We will perturbe the tube K, to a domain Q, such

that there exists a function u, which satisfies

—Au, =1 in €,
u, =0 on 09,
9(Vgup,v,) = Const. on 0Q,,.

In the CMC theory, minimal submanifolds play as well an important role. In comparison to
Ye’s result, nondegenracy of critical point of the scalar curvature is replaced by the fact K is
non-degenerate: the Jacobi operator about K does not have zero eigenvalues. We might not
expect existence for all p > 0 small but a sequence of p's will do. This is motivated by the
work of Malchiodi and Montenegro in [31] and related works on CMC’s concentrating along
submanifolds, [18, 28, 29].

Construction of solutions to over-determined problems on Riemannian manifolds was first
studied by Pacard and Sicbaldi in [36], where they study an over-determined problem for
the first Dirichlet eignevalue A1 (Q;):

—Ague = A (Qe) ue in Q.
(1.11) U =0 on 0,
9(Vue,ve) = Const. on 0€..
Pacard and Sicbaldi in [36] proved that when the Riemannian manifolds has a non-degenerate

critical point py of the scalar curvature then it is possible to build extremal domains for any

given volume small enough, and such domains are close to geodesic balls centered at po.
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This result has been improved by Delay and Sicbaldi [8] eliminating the hypothesis of non-
degenerate critical point of the scalar curvature. In particular they showed the existence
of extremal domain of small volume in any compact Riemannian manifold. Some other
results and works on construction of solutions to over-determined problems on Riemannian
manifolds can be found in [8,9,34,39,42].

We shall now explain our argument of proof which is based on geometric variational ar-
guments, see the work of [24], [14,16,17,37], for the construction of constant mean curvature
hyper-surfaces and Delay-Sicbaldi [8], for the construction of extremal domains for the first
eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator. See also [2] and [3] for related abstract pertur-

bative methods.

The idea is to perturbed a geodesic ball B¢(p). For any function v € L*(SN~1), we will
consider the decomposition v = vg + ¥ where f gnv—1 vdvolgn-1 = 0. We define the scaled
metric § = ¢~ 2g. For (vg,v) € R x C2*(SN~1) we consider the nearby sets of the rescaled
ball BY(p) given by:

B, () = {expg(<1 T +x<x>ﬁ<x/|x|>)§;m) ] < 1},

where y is a radial cutoff function identically equal to 0 for [z| < § and 1 for |z| > 1.

The main idea is to find p,vp, v such that Serrin’s over-determined problem (1.1) is solv-
able. The first step consists in constructing a first approximate solution by solving only the
Dirichlet problem: given a point p € M, there exists €9 > 0 such that for all € € (0, () and
for all (vo,v) € R x C%(SN~1) satisfying

|’Uo| < eo, ||6||02,o¢(57171) < ep and /N ) vdvolgn-1 =0,
GN—

there exists a unique positive function ¢ = é(p, ¢, vo,v) € C2’°‘(Bf+v (p)) such that

~Agp =1 in B{,,(p)

¢=0 on BBﬂ_U(p),

(1.12)

This is done removing the dependence of the domains on the parameters by considering a

change of variable via the function Y},

Yp,0(z) = exp) ( <1 + v + X(J:)T)(x/|3:|)> i_v; xE)

which parameterizes Bf 4o(p) over the unit ball By centered at the origin. Hence with the
pull-back metric ¢ of g with respect to Yz, (1.12) becomes

“Ngp=1 in B
(1.13)

¢=0 on 0Bj.
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Once we find vg, v so that (1.13) holds for all p € M, we compute the normal derivative
of (;3 Denote by 7 the unit outward normal to B; with respect to the metric g. We have
obtained

. oo A 1 1
9(Vgd, D)5, = —|Vgdlg = vt N [(8,,1/}1,)‘831 - v} + error,
where 1, satisfies

Ay =0 in B
(1.14)
1/)5 =0 on 8B1

The second step is to find p, vy, ¥ such that

(1.15) G(e,p,v0,0) := % [(8,,1/}1,)|531 - v} + error = 0.

Direct computations then give

oG
8(1}0, ’17)

Note that the map v — 8,,1/117‘831

is known and the eigenvalues are the spherical harmonics. It is then easy to verify that

KeraiG(O,p,O,O) ={z':i=1,...,N}.

9(vg, D)

(0,5,0,0)fwn, #] = - [@utb)io, — ]

is the classical Dirichlet-to-Neuman operator. Its spectrum

This allows us to solve (1.15) modulo its kernel. Namely there exist v=f = vg? + (a*P, x) +
%P such that

(1.16) G(e,p,v5?,0) = —(a®P,z), VYo in SN7L

Gathering what we have so far, we may say that we have found a function ¢°P satisfying
—AgpTP =1 in B e (p)

(1.17) P =0 on 9BY .. (p)
§(Vg¢7P,7) = —x = §(A*P,V°P)  on 9B{ .., (p),

where for all x € SV=1 we define A*P(Y, yer (x)) := dYpper(2)[a®P] and similarly VP =
dY, ver (z)[z]. This program is detailed in Paragraph 3.1.

Let us remind that the domains we are looking for are critical points of the energy
functional J(£2) under volume constraints and thus by the Lagrange multiplier rule, they
are critical points of J(2) + A|Q2|5, for some A € R. We will take this advantage in the third
step to annihilate AP for some special points p. Indeed by defining

_ 1
(I)s(p) = J(BLUE,,) (p)) + W|Bf+vwﬂ (p)|g,
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we will show that if p is a critical points of this functional then AP = 0. Rescaling back,

we get the desired result: there exists a function u. such that

_Agua =1 n Bg(1+1)51p)(p)
(1.18) u =0 on OBy ye.r)(P)

) = 5 0 OB (),

We refer to Paragraph 3.2 for more details. In addition the functional ®. has a Taylor

expansion for which the main term is given by the scalar curvature, see Lemma 4.1.

Next, in Section 5, we will prove that we have a smooth foliation near non-degenerate
critical points of the scalar curvature. Here we take advantages of the expansion of ®.(p) =
an + Bne?Sy(p) + O(e*) to see that provided py is a non-degenerate critical point of the

scalar curvature there exists a curve p. of critical points of ®. such that disty(pe, po) < Ce?.

g
e(14wve-P)

radius w®. Indeed there exists a nonnegative function w® such that

OBy ey (Pe) = {expy, (@ (9)y'Ei)  y € SY71),

This fact allows us to re-parameterize 0B (p) by perturbed sphere with increasing

with
w(-) >0, and O-w(-) > 0.

It is worth noticing that from our argument to prove local foliation, the sets Q. in (1.11)
constructed by Pacard and Sicbaldi in [36] enjoys such a local foliation, see Remark 5.2.

Finally in Section 6, we prove Theorem 1.3. The proof is based on the regularity result
of nearly minimizing sets for the perimeter functional. Indeed, just integrating the (1.8), we
see that the domains (). satisfies

N
1082y = — Q]
5
while (1.9) shows that they are contained in the ball (¢ + o(¢))B;. This implies that
No1
09y < (1+0(1))en Qg™

where ¢y = N|B |% is the isoperimetric constant of RY. Therefore up to a scaling they
nearly minimize the area functional among domains with volume |B;|. Using some simple
arguments, we deduce that they have bounded boundary mean curvatures. This leads to
smooth convergence to the unit ball. We note that even if our argument works also when
considering CMCs instead of critical domains, we choose not to expose it here. Among
others we quote [12], [35], [43], [26] and [29], where the authors characterized the sets where
a sequence of CMC’s hyper-surfaces converges as their mean curvature tends to infinity.
From the work of [43] and [26], it is also naturel to expect that the assumption (1.9) can be
relaxed.



OVER-DETERMINED PROBLEMS 9

Acknowledgements: This work is supported by the Alexander von Humboldt foundation
and the German Academic Exchange Service (DAAD).

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

Given a point p € M, we let Fy,..., Enx be an orthonormal basis of the tangent plane

Tp, M. We consider geodesic coordinate system
R™ 3 (2!, ...,2") =2+ Fy(z) := exp,(X) € M,

where we use here and in the following the notation

N
X = inEi e T,M.

i=1
The map Fj, induces coordinate vector fields
X, = dF,(x)[E;].
We denote by
R, : TyM x Ty,M x TyM — T,M
the Riemanniann curvature tensor at p and

N
Ricy : TyM x T,M — R, Ricy(X,Y) == g(R,,(X, E;)Y, Ez-))
i=1

the Ricci curvature tensor at p. The scalar curvature of (M, g) at p is defined by

N
Sy(p) =Y _ Ricy(Ex, Ex).
k=1

At a point ¢ = exp,,(X), we define
9ij(x) = g(Xi, X;).

The proof of the expansion of the metric g near p in normal coordinates is classical and can
be found in [45] or [40].

Proposition 2.1. At a point ¢ = exp,(X), we have
1 1
9ij (&) = 0ij + 29(Rp(Ei, X, ) Ej, X) + 29(Vx Ry (Ei, X)Ej, X) + Op(l2]"),
as |z| — 0.

Let f: SV=1 — (0, 00) be a continuous function whose L> norm is small (say less than
the cut locus of p). We can decompose f into f = fo + f, where fy is a constant and f has

mean value equal to 0. We define

BI(p) = {expg ((Fo+ xFa/le)X) : || < 1},
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where y is a radial cutoff function identically equal to 0 for |z| < 1 and 1 for |z| > 3. In
particular if fo = r a positive constant and f = 0, then B? (p) is nothing but the geodesic
ball centered at p with radius r.

Similarly, we denote by ||, the volume in the metric g of a smooth domain Q@ C M,
dvoly the volume element in the metric g to integrate over the domain and do, denotes the
volume element in the induce metric g to integrate over the boundary of a domain. A, and
V4 denotes respectively, the Laplace-Beltrami and the gradient operator with respect to the
metric g. It will be understood that when we do not indicate the metric as a superscript,

we understand that we are using the Euclidian one.

Our aim is to show that, for ¢ > 0 small enough, we can find a point p and a (small)
function v : S¥=1 — (0, 00) such that, on (M, g), the over-determined problem

—Agu=1 in Bsg(1+v) (p)
(2.1) u=0 on 8B€g(1+v)(p)
€
9(Vgu,v) = N on 8B§(1+U)(p)
has a solution, where v is the unit outer normal vector about 8B‘8q(1 o) (p).

We consider the dilated metric § = ¢72g and rewrite (2.1) on (M, g), as
—Agu=1 in Bi}+v(p)

a=0 on 9BY, (p)

where

The Taylor expansion of the scaled metric g can be easily derived from Proposition 2.1.

Indeed we have
_ 52 53
(2.2) gij(w) = gij(ex) = dij + gg(Rp(EiaX)EjaX) + gQ(VXRp(EiaX)EjaX) + Op(eh).

Given v € C%*(SN~1), with o € (0,1), we can decompose v as v = vy + ¥, where

/ vdvolgn-1 = 0.
SNfl

The perturbed geodesic ball Bf+v (p) can be parameterized by the map Y, , : B1 — Bf_H) (p)
given by

(2.3) Ypo(2) = exp] < (1 +vg + X(:C)U(x/|x|)> Zf; :cE>
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In the following, we will put p := 14 v and denote by p; (resp. p;;) the partial derivative
of p with respect to z* (resp. the partial derivatives with respect to 2° and 7).
The parametrization (2.3) induces a metric § on RY. Our next task is to derive the Taylor

expansion of the metric g. To this end, we will need to fix some notations.

Notations: Any expression of the form L;(v) denotes a linear combination of the function v
together with its partial derivatives with respect to x* up to order ¢ = 0, 1, 2. The coefficient
of L;, might depend on € and p but, for all £ € N, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 independent
of € and p such that

||L;(U)| |Ckv°¢(SN*1) < C||U| |Ck+i,a(5‘N71)-

Similarly, any expression of the form Q;(v) denotes a nonlinear operator in the function v
together with its derivatives with respect to x* up to order i. The coefficient of the Taylor
expansion of Q;,(v) in power of v and its partial derivatives might depend on ¢ and p and,
given k € N, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that Q;,(0) = 0 and

1 (01) — Qi (vn) | < C<||Ul||ck+iwa(SN1) " ||v1||m+w-,a<sm>) x

||U1 - U2||Ck+i,a(sN71),

provided [|v1||c1.a(gx-1y + [|vz[c1.0 (g5 -1y < 1. Terms of the form O, (') are smooth func-
tions on S™V~! that might depend on p but which are bounded by a constant (independent
of p) times ! in the C* topology, for all & € N. Finally the function P?(v) stands for

Pl(v) = L' (v) + Q' (v) + Op(e™).

We recall that the map Y}, parameterizes Bf +»(p) and we denote by ¢ the pull-back
metric on By via Y, ,. At the point ¢ =Y}, ,(x), we define

i (Y, Y.
i) =3 (200, 52 w).

Lemma 2.2. For all x € By, we have the following expansions

A _ . e 3
Gij(z) =p? (5ij + pix? + pjt + gg(Rp(Ei, X)E;, X) + EQ(VXR;D(EM X)E;, X) + Psl(v))
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and
N N
Ng=pA=2 a'p;df - Qija —Apzxﬂa - = Z 9(Ry(Ei, X)E;, X )%,
1,j=1 i,j=1
252 N 5‘ N
+ 5 Y 9(Ry(EL B)ELX)0; + = 3 g(VxRy(Ei, X)E, Ey)9;
ij=1 =1
3 XN 3
— 5 2 9(VE Ry (Ei, X)E;, X)0, Z (Vi Ry(Ei, X)Ei, X)0;
1,j=1 j=1
3
_E Z (VXR (E“XEJ7X +ZA8’U7
i,j=1 =1
where

ALy = P2(0)di; + P2(0)9;.

Proof. We have

Y} Y .
P (a:):piZ:zr X+ pXi=p L+ pX; Vi=1,..,N,
k=1

where

N
(2.4) T=> "X

We find using the expansion (2.2) that
g(r, ") = |z? and g(r,X;))=2' i=1,...,N.
These equalities then yield
(2.5)
‘ . 2 3
gij = P2 (57,] + Pixj + ngz + %Q(RP(EH X7 E]u X) + %Q(VXRP(EH X7 E]u X) + Pgl(v)) .
The first expansion in the lemma then follows.
The expansion of Laplace-Beltrami operator of the metric g is obtained using the formula
~ij ~ij L. .

(2.6) Ag =570} + (8:g7)0; + 597 (0ilog|g1)0; = (1) + (2) + (3).
We start with the last term. Thanks to (2.5), it is not difficult to see that

(2.7)

~ij -2 j ;€ e 1

G =p | 0ij — pix? — pjx’ — gg(Rp(Ei,X, E;, X)- EQ(VXR[J(EZ'7X7 E;, X))+ P-(v) ).

We also have

N
log|g| = 2N log p + QZxSpS —3 chp(X X)

s=1

N
Z VXR (E57X)E55X)+P ( )
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and by a computation, we get

81(10g|g|): N+1Pz+22$ pls-l-—Zg Ek, Ek,X)

+—Zg (VxR (Ey, X)Ey, E;) —i—%Zg (VE,Ry(Es, X)Ey, X) + P2(v).
s=1

This together with (2.7) give

N N 5 N
i g
(B)=(N+1))_p;0; + Y a'pijo; + ) > 9(Ry(Es, E})Eq, X)0;
j=1 ij=1 s,j=1
E N c N N
+ = Z (VxRy(Ea, X)Es, B))0; + 75 > 9(Vi,Ry(Ee, X)E., X)0; + Y P2(v)9;
g=1 s,j=1 j=1

We compute the partial derivative of ¥ with respect to x; and get

N N
(2)=—(N+3))_ p;0; Apzxﬂa - Z 2ipij0; — = Z 9(R,(Es, X)E;, E:)8;
j=1 i,j=1 ijl
E N N
- Z (Ve Ry(Ei, X)Ej, X) + g(Vx Ry (E:, X)Ej, E;)); + P2(v) Y ;.
= =
Therefore
(2) = —22/}]8 —Apr]a +E Z 9(Rp(E;i, E;)E;, X)0;
3,5=1
3 X 3 X
+3 > (9(VxRy(Ei, X)E;, E;)0; — = > 9(Vi,Ry(Ei, X)E;, X)0;
4,j=1 i,j=1
3 N N
+ 45 > 9(Vie, Ry(Ei, X)E;, X)3; + P2(5) Y 0;.
i,j=1 j=1
Since
N 2
() =p72A=2 > alp;0f = > 9(Ry(Ei, X)Ej, X)0})
i,j=1 i,j=1

N
_< Z (Vx Ry(Es, X)Ej, X)02 + P2( Z 2,

7,7=1
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we conclude that

N N N 92 N
_ i - €
Ay =p32A-2 Z x pj8i2j — 2ij8j — ApZaﬂﬁj -3 Z g(Rp(Ei,X)Ej,X)afj
ij=1 j=1 j=1 ij=1
2e2 &3 &
+ 5 D 9By (Bi BB, X)0 + 5 Y g(VxRy(Ei, X)Ei, B0,
i,j=1 ,5=1

N 3 N
g [3)
— =" (Ve Ry(Ei, X)E;, X)0; + o > 9(Vi,Rp(Ei, X)E;, X)0;

4,j=1 i,j=1

N N
g id
— = Y g(VxR,(Ei, X)E;, X)04 + Y AY,

i,j=1 1,j=1

as desired. ]

3. CONSTRUCTION OF SOLUTIONS TO OVER-DETERMINED PROBLEM

As explained in the previous section, our aim is to find a point p and a (small) function
v:SN=1 —(0,00) such that the over-determined problem

At wBLLO)
(3.1) =0 on BBf+U(p)
§(Vsu,7) =Co on dBY, (p),

has a solution provided ¢ is small. In RY a solution is given by

1—|z|?
do(z) := 2J|V |
which clearly satisfies
—A(bo =1 in B1
(3.2) ¢o =0 on 0B,
0
% = —% on 8B1

The next result provides a first approximate solution to (3.1) by solving only the Dirichlet
problem in (3.1).

Proposition 3.1. There exists eg > 0 such that for all € € (0,2¢), for p € M and for all
(vo,7) € R x C%2(SN=1) satisfying

lvo| < €0, |[0]lc2.a(sn-1) <e0  and / vdvolgn -1 =0,
SN*I
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there exists a unique positive function ¢ = ¢(p, e, v, V) € CQ’O‘(Bf_H)(p)) such that

_A.‘?q; =1 in B]?—i—v(p)

(3.3) ,
¢ =0 on 6Bi]+'u(p)

The function ¢ depends smoothly on vy, U, €. In addition ¢ = ¢o when ¢ = 0, vg = 0 and
v=0.

Proof. By change of variables, (3.3) is equivalent to

—Ayp=1 inB
(3.4)

d) =0 on 831,
where ¢ is the induced metric defined in Lemma 2.2.
Observe that, when € = 0, vg = 0 and v = 0, g is the Euclidean metric gy and the solution
of (3.4) is given by ¢E = ¢p. In fact the solution of (3.4) is the pull-back of the solution of

(3.3) via the parametrization Y, ,. We mean by this, QAS = Y;jjvé.
Define the Banach spaces

C%?T(B_ﬂ ={ueC**(B;) : u=0 ondB;}
and
Cf,f‘(SN*l) = {v € Cf,f‘(SNfl), / vdvolgn—1 = 0}.
SN—1

Now consider the map

N :[0,00) x R x C3(SN=Y) x C5%.(By) — C%*(By)

(571)05 1_)5 ¢) — Ag(b + 17
It is clear that
N(07 07 07 ¢O) =0

and N is a smooth map in a neighborhood of (0,0,0, ¢g) in [0,00) x R x C%¥(SN~1) x
C3e (By). Now since dyN(0,0,0,¢0) = A : Co(By) — C%*(By) is invertible, the implicit

function theorem gives the desired result. ]
Our next task is to prove that it is possible to find (p, €, v, v) such that
_ < 1 g
(3.5) §(Vg0,0) = Ny o oB{,,(p).

We compute the Taylor of §(V;¢,7). To this end, we need an accurate approximation ¢
which is given by Proposition 3.1. We define ¢ = é(a,p, v): By — R by

(3.6) d(x) == ¢(Ypo(2)) = dolpz) + Ve () Va € By,
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where we recall that p = 1+ (vg + xv). By (3.4), the function ¥, , satisfies
—Ag¥., =14+ Aspo(pr) in By

(3.7)
V., =—do(pr) on O0Bi.

The expansion of ¢g(px) is given by
1
(3.8) do(pr) = do() — w1al*(p = 1) + Q(v)

and we have

Lemma 3.2. The function ., defined in (3.6) satisfies

~AV,, = 3Nch,,(X X) 4N Zg VxR,(Ei, X)E;, X)

(3.9) Zg (Ve,Ry(Ei, X)X, X) + P2(v) in By

1
V., = N’U + Qg(v) on 0B;.

Proof. By straightforward computations using (3.8) and the expansion of A; in Lemma
2.2, we get for all x € By,

1
Dygo(r) = —p 2+ — (Vp, x) + N|x|2Ap+3Nchp(X X)

3 N
- iNZg(VXR (Bi, X)E;, X) + —Zg (Vi Rp(Es, X)X, X) + P2(v).
=1

Similarly, using Lemma 2.2, we have

1 1 1 4
A (s o0 = 1)) = ~A( o = 1) + P2(w) = =[P Ap = (V0. 2) — 20+ P2(0).
From the two previous inequalities and (3.7), we deduce the first equality of (3.9). Finally
using (3.6), (3.8) and the fact that ¢ and ¢ are equal to 0 on dB; , we obtain

1
V., = N’U + Qg(v) on 0Bj.

Lemma 3.3. At a point © € 0B1, we have the expansion

1 1

g(vﬁé’ p)\asl = N + N [(81/1/}1))\331 - ’U} + (8111/)5)\831 + (8VF51U)‘BBI + Psl(v)v

where the functions 1y, . and T'¢,, are respectively (unique) solution to
A, =0 in B

(3.10)
Py =0 on 0By,
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g2 e3
_Awg = 3_Nchng7X) — EQ(VXR;D(EMX)EMX)
(3.11) —I—g—Ng(VXRp(EZ—, X)X, E;) + O,(e%) in B
1/)5 =0 on 8B1.
and
AT, = P%v) in B
(3.12)

I.,= Qo(v) on 0B,

Proof. Since ¢E = 0 on B, the unit outward vector o about 0Bj is given by

V5
Va0l

UV=—
and thus
3(V36,0) = ~Vg6l5.
From the expansion of § in Lemma 2.2, we have

gl (2) 20 09

) K B ‘ N s ad\2
Va0l = 3(¥56.V40) = 3 6" (0) g o + P =02 Y (55 ) +PA)

il=1 =1
= p72|v¢|2 + Pal(v)'

We also have
) 1 , ,
¢ =¢o(pr) + ¥, and  Djoo(px) = —N(|x|2pj +a7p?), j=1,..,N.

This implies

. a _ - 1 1
456 2)lps, = V] + PH(0) = =5 = o0+ (0 W), + PL(V)
Recalling Lemma 3.2, we can decompose ¥, , as
1
(313) \Ila,v = va + "/Ja + Fa,va

where the functions 3, . and I';,, are respectively (unique) solution of
Ay =0 in By
Yy =0 on 0B,

52 . 53
Ay, = ﬁchp(X,X) - wg(VXRp(Ei,X)EmX)

3
(3.14) +6€—Ng(VXRp(Ei, X)X, E;) + O,(e%) in B

e =0 on 0B;

17
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and

AT., =P3v) in B

.., =Q%v) on 0Bj.

O]
We define
_ 1
(315) G(p,&',’l}o,’l)) = N [(&ﬂbvhwl —v| + (auwa)bBl + (6u1—‘a,v)|631 + PEI(U),
so that,
_ - _ R o 1 _

(316) g(Vg¢, V)|8Bif7+v = g(ngb, V)‘BBI = _N + G(p,E,’Uo,’U)

and thus our objective (3.5) then becomes to find (p, e, vg,?) such that G(p, e, vy, 7) = 0.

To solve this, we will use variational perturbative methods keeping in mind that the sets
we are looking for are stationary sets for some energy functional. The main strategy con-
sists first in using a local inversion argument to reduce the problem to finite dimensional
critical point problem. This is due to the fact that the problem under study is invariant by
translations on RY and so the energy has a "kernel” at least of dimension N. This phe-
nomenon brings some difficulties to invert the map v — %G (p,0,0,0) as it might have zero
eigenvalues. However, as we shall see, Ker%G(p, 0,0,0) = {zf, i=1,...,N}. Therefore
we will solve (3.5) modulo this set by local inversion theorems. This is the aim of the next

section.

3.1. Local inversion argument. Let us consider the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator

v (8V1/}v)|531’
where
Ay, =0 in B
Yy =v on OBj.
It is well known, see for instance [38], that this map has a discrete spectrum in L2(SN~1)
given by
M=k, keN
which corresponds to the Steklov eigenvalue problem. The eigenvectors corresponding to

the eigenvalue \j, are given by the spherical harmonics Y3 which satisfy —Agnv-1Y), = k(k+
N —2)Y; on SN~1. Therefore the eigenspaces corresponding to Ao = 0 and A\; = 1 are

(3.17) Ao :=span{l} and A :=span{z’,---, 2"}

respectively. We denote by IIy and II; the L? projections onto these spaces respectively and
we define
I:=1d-1I5 —II, and Iy := o + I

Combining these with elliptic regularity theory, we have the following
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Proposition 3.4. We define the operator L(v) := (9,4),,, —v. Then
L: C2e(gN=1) — ole(gh-1y
s a self adjoint, first order elliptic operator. In addition
Kerl={2', i=1,...,N}.
Moreover there exists ¢ > 0 such that
(3.18) lw[|cz.a(sn-1) < cf|[L(w)][c1.0 (s5-1)

for every w € I C%(SN-1) |
We are now able to prove that, for € small enough, it is possible to solve equation
G(p,e,v0,7) =0
modulo the kernel of L. = a%G(p, 0,0,0). Indeed we have

Proposition 3.5. There exists g > 0 such that, for all € € (0,e0) and for all p € M there
ezists a unique v5F € C>*(SN=1) with

[v5P | o2 (sn -1y < €0
such that (;Aﬁa’p = qg(s,p, vyt v5P) satisfies
—A;]q;‘f’p = in By
(3.19) P =0 on OB,
(V3P 0) = —§ — (aP,x)  on OBy,

where vy? = Igv®P, (P, x) = I1v"P and 5P = [P,

In addition the mapping (e, p,x) — v=P(x) is smooth and satisfies
(3.20) Vg0l c2a(maaxsv-1) < cxe?,

for all k € N.

Proof. We consider the map
G: M x [0,00[xC?(SN1) - ocbe(sn)

given by
g(p7 g, ’U) = G(p7 g, Hovv H’U) + Hlv-
Direct computations show that
0G 1
%(pv 0,0)[w] = v Lo 105 (w) + Thw.
We define

1
,c::NLon+H1
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Thanks to Proposition 3.4, the operator
L:CP(SN-1) & cleo(gN-h)
is an isomorphism and for all w € C?(SN—1)
(3.21) el snty < ell£@)llena sy
Hence the implicit function theorem ensures that there exists eg > 0 such that for all
e € (0,&0) and for all p € M, the existence of a unique v*? € C**(SN~1) with
[V Pl z.a(sv-1) < €0

such that
g(p, g, ’UE’p) = G(p, g, H0U57P7 H,U&p) + Hlva,p _ 0

Recalling (3.15), this is clearly equivalent to
(3.22) L(v*P) + (alﬂ/)s)\asl + (aVFE,UE’P)IaBl + Pal (v5P) = 0.
By elliptic regularity theory
|‘F51UE,P|‘C2,Q(SN—1) S 064 + CE2HUE7PHC2,Q(SN71) + C||v€’p|‘é2,a(51v,1).
Decreasing ¢q if necessary, we deduce from (3.21) and (3.22) that
||U€’p||02,a(sN—1) < CEQ.

The smooth dependence on &,p is a consequence of the implicit function theorem. Also
(3.20) is a consequence of the fact that v=P solves the differential equation (3.22) (which
can be differentiated k times with respect to p) and the smooth dependence of the metric §

with respect to p and €. U

3.2. Geometric variational argument. Let 2 C M be a smooth bounded domain of M.

It is very well known that the minimization problem
(3.23) J(Q) := inf{/ |Vgul? dvol,, : /u dvol, =1, u € H&(Q)}.
Q Q

has a unique solution ug € H} () where J(£) is achieved and we have

—Aug = J(Q) in Q
(3.24)
ug =10 on 0f).
We can now consider the functional Q —— J(2), for every bounded and smooth domain

Qc M.

Definition 3.6. We say that {Q}sc(0,50) @5 a deformation of Qq, if there exists a vector
field E such that Qs = £(s,Q), where £(s,.) is the flow associated to =, namely

€0.)=p  and  2(s,p) =3(els.p))

The deformation is volume preserving if |Qq|g = [Qoly for all t € [0, so).
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Let {Q}se0,50) be a deformation of a domain Qg generated by the vector field =. We
denote by J; = J(§;) Dirichlet’s energy define in (3.23), us the corresponding minimizer on

Qs and vg the outward unit vector field about 0€25. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. The derivative of s — Js at s =0 is given by

dJs —
d = - / [g(quQ, VO)]2Q(:, VO)dO'g,
S ls=o0 Gl

where dog is the volume element on 0Qq for the metric induced by g and vy the normal

vector field about 0Qy. The domain Qg is said a stationary set for J if

dJs B

ds |._o
Proof. We differentiate
(3.25) —Agus=J, in Q

with respect to s and evaluate the result at s = 0 to obtain
(326) —Agﬁsuo = Jé in Qo.
We also know that

(3.27) / us dvoly =1, for all s € [0, so).
Qs
Differentiating (3.27) with respect to s and evaluating at s = 0 yields

(3.28) / Osug dvol, = 0.
Qg

We multiply (3.26) by up and (3.25), evaluated at s = 0, by Jsug, subtract the two results
and integrate over Qy to get

J(’)/ ug dvoly — Jo dsug dvol, = /
Qo

Qo

0(0s
= / <35U09(VgU07 vp) — Uo (8 UO))dUg
8 Yo

— Osuog(V guo, vo)doy,
90

(8Su0Aguo - qugasu(J) dvol,
Qo

where we have used the fact that ug = 0 on 9 to obtain the last equality. We conclude
with (3.27) and (3.28) that

(3.29) Jh = Osuog(Vguo, vo)dog
%%

Now, let £ be the flow generated by =, by definition
(3.30) us(&(s,p)) =0  for pe 09Q;.

We differentiate (3.30) with respect to ¢ and evaluating at s = 0 and get

Osup = —g(Vguo, Z).
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But, ug = 0 on 99y, and hence only the normal component of = plays a role in this

formula. Therefore, we have
Osug = —g(Vguo, 10) 9(E, o) on 0

and replacing this in (3.29), we finally get that
To== [ 16(Vyu0, ) o(2,10) dor
Q0

O

The following proposition gives a necessary and sufficient condition for a domain 2 being

a stationary set of .J.

Proposition 3.8. A domain Q) is a stationary set for J under volume preserving deforma-

tions if and only if their exits a function ug, such that

—AQUQU = J(QQ) m QO
(3.31) ug, =0 on 0

9(Vgauqn,,v0) = A on 09,

for some A € R.

The proof of this proposition is similar to the one of [Proposition 2.2 in [36]] so we skip
it.

We also remark that instead of considering volume preserving deformation, a smooth
bounded stationary set 2y for the total energy
Q— J(Q) + 22|Q|,

implies the existence of ug, such that (3.31) holds. This can be seen from Lemma 3.7 and

the variation of volume which is given by

d -
d_S|QS|g|s:0 = / 9(Z,v0) doyg.

0

See for instance [ [22], Theorem 1.11].

3.2.1. The reduced functional. Let us recall what we have obtained so far. Thanks to Propo-
sition 3.5 and the usual Y}, ,<.»-change of variable, we have: for all p € M and for all e > 0

small we have (5577” = qSW o ijvls,p satisfies
~AgdP =1 in BY,,..,(p)
(3.32) P =0 on 9B e.r (D)

g(vgq}e,p7 D) = _% - Q(As’pv V&p) on 8Bi?+v€’17 (p)v
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where for all x € SN=1 we define A%P(Y, yen(2)) := dYyp per ()[a*P] and similarly VEP :=
dYy ver (z)[z]. Tt follows that the inverse of the torsion rigidity for ¢=? is given by
1

és’pdVO]ﬁ

Thvesn (P)

J(Bf_ws,p (p)) =
/s

The domains ). we are looking for is a critical point of the the total energy functional :
1
Q- J)+ W|Q|g.
This allows to define for p € M, the reduced functional
_ 1
(3.33) e (p) = J(Blyyen (P) + 5z |Bliven (P)lg-

Proposition 3.9. Let ¢°P satisfies (3.32). If p is a critical point of ®. then ASP = 0,

provided € is small. In particular

—Azo*P =1 in BY .0 (p)
PP =0 on (9Bij+vs,p (p)

HVa6 7 =~k on OB, en(p)

Proof. Given = € T, M, we consider the geodesic curve p; = exp,(sZ). Let Ej be the
parallel transport of F; to ps along the curve [0,1] 3 t — expg(tsEi). Provided s is fixed
and small, we can consider the perturbed ball BY, . . (ps) so that (3.32) holds. Recall that

Bi?"l"usvps (pS) = YUE’pS sPs (Bl)'

Define the vector field
N .
We(Ypuer (@) = (14077 (2)) Y a'E; Vx € By.

i=1

We now define the deformation of BY, ., (p) by

(s, q) = exp, (Ws(q)) Vg € Yppew(B1).

Next we observe that

= 0.0) = Jo(1),

where J,(t) = 0s exp,,_(tWs(q))|s=o is the Jacobi field along the geodesic 7, (t) = exp, (tWo(q))
with

- DJ DW,(q)
J,(0) =2 and J;(0) := dtq 0) = s |s=0-
Note that for ¢ = Y 4=.» (), we have
DW, _ . DE? _
7y = 2V e @+ (ot @)e 2 = aptr@)E]x

and thus by (3.20), we get
(3.34) 0] < Ce2E],.
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Since also t — J,(t) satisfies an homogenous second order linear differential equation with

uniformly bounded coefficients with respect to € and ¢, we get for all ¢ € Y}, .» (B1)
(3'35) |Jq(1)|§ < C(U;(O)lg + |Jq(0)|g) < C|E|g'
Thanks to [Proposition 3.6, in [10]], we have
(3.36) 9(J4(1),74(1) = g (J4(0),74(0)) + §(J4(0),75(0)).
It is plain that at any point ¢ = Y, ye.r () € 0By, -, (p)
9(J4(1), 7(q)) = (J4(1), 7(q) = 74(1)) + G(J4(1), 74(1))
which implies
9(J4(1), 7(q)) = §(2, X) = g(J(1), 7(q) — 74(1)) + g (J4(0),7(0)) + g(E,74(0) — X)
=9(Jg(1), 7(q) = v4(1)) + g (J5(0), (1 + v*F)X) +v=Pg(E, X),

where we have used the fact that

NI

Y4(0) = Wo(q) = (1 +v=P(x))X. We also have (see for
instance [37] for the expansion of —7(gq) and recall (2.4))
(

7(0) = 7g(D)lg = [7(q) = (1 + 057 (2)) Y (w)]5 < Ce®.

By using this (3.20), (3.34) and (3.35), we then deduce that, at any point ¢ = Y, yer(x) €
OB e (P),

(3.37) 19(J4(1),7(q)) — g(E, X)|y < C?|Z],.
‘We now recall that

. (ps) == J(&(s, Bf_,_vg,p (p)) + %E(s, Bij_‘_vs,p(p))b.

Assume now that p is a critical point of ®.. Then by Lemma 3.7 and the last equation of
(3.32), we have

0= 0= [ (VBP0 o)ey + 3 972 (1), 7)o,

e (P) OBy c.p(P)

2 g 7 g( ASP_ VeEP)2g iNdo -
x| e = [ g veng,). o).

8B19+1,E,P(p) Bf+ui,:0 (p)

Hence
2

N OBY, c.p(P)
and by (3.35)
2

N aB1§+U€,p (p)

g(A=P, v=P)g(Jy(1),v)dog = — /BB, g(A=P, V=P)25(J4(1), 7)dog

L4vep (P)

G(AZP, VoP)g(T(1), P)dorg < cl[E)ls /@ G(ATP, Vo) 2da,

B1§+u€,p (p)

for all 2 € T, M. By changing variables, using (3.35) and (3.37), we obtain

2
2z (a7, 2)(2, X) dog(z) < c2||Z|5]a*?| + c||E||g/ (a®?, z)? dog(z).
N aBl 881
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From Lemma 2.2, we get

2

~ [ (a7, 2)(E, X) dx < ce®[|E]|gla”P| + CIIEIIg/ (™7, 2)* dx.
N 0B

0B,

We now choose = = SV 4°PE; € T, M and use the fact that |a*?| < ce2 to get
=1 p

1

o | ) < R+ 7)),
2N Jop,

for some positive constant C' provided ¢ is small. We then conclude that
1
Sxla PP < CRla TP+ fas 7)),

provided ¢ is small enough. This shows that a®? = 0. U

3.3. Expansion of volumes of the perturbed geodesic ball.

Lemma 3.10. Assume that vg’p is given by Proposition 3.5. Then for all € positive small,
we have
Sy(p)
&P _ 9 2 o) 4 .
W= sN vy T OE)

Proof. Under the hypothesis of Lemma 3.10, we have with Proposition 3.5 that
Q(ngga’p, V) = —% — {(a®P,z) on OB;.

Using (3.16), we get equivalently
G(p,e,v5?,0°P) + (a®P,z) = 0 on OB;.

Equation (3.13) together with the estimate in proposition 3.5 yield
1_ 1
N}L(Uavlﬂ) _ NUS)I’ + (al/wa)b}al + <a57107x> + Op(g4) =0,

where 1), is solution of (3.14). Because the integral of the maps L(7%?) and (a®?,x) over

(3.38)

SN=1 are equal to 0, we get integrating (3.38) that

vy |B1| = / Dyt dvolgn -1 + O, (e?)
SN—-1
1 & :
= 5 Aws + Op(54) = ﬁ - Z Rz]zk/B $k$JE2 + OP(EA))
i,5,k=1 1
where we have used (3.14), the notation

Rijkl = g(Rp(Ei, Ek)Ej, El) and Rikjl,m = g(VEme(Ei, Ek)Ej, El)

and the fact that the integral of a spherical harmonic odd degree over the unit sphere SV =1

is equal to 0. Now, using the identity

(3.39) / ;vkxl dVO].SN—l = |Bl|5kl7
0B,
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we deduce that

(3.40) vyt = —ﬁ%g + 0, (eh),

O

Proposition 3.11. Assume that vy”, 05 are as in Proposition 3.5. Then as ¢ — 0, we

have

N +4

N-1 L
|6B (1+1}5P)( )l _N|Bl|€ (1 6(N+2)

5,012+ 0,(c") )

and
1
B poey (D)g = [Bile™ <1 - msg(p)s2 + Op(€4)>-

Proof. Recall that § = ¢~2¢ and this implies

|Bg(1+vs,:0)(p)| - gNlBl-‘r’UE P(p)|7 - 8N|Bl|q
and
0B

We get from the expansion in Lemma 2.2 that

g(l-ﬁ-vi’:ﬂ)(p”g = 5N71|8B1|§-

1
\/|g|_1—|—NU(€)p—|—NXU’p—|—va = Z Rsksliﬂ«ff
6
k,l,s=1
1 N
(341) 12 Z Rsksl mxkxlxm€3+0( )
k,l,s,m=1

The expansion of |0Bj|; then follows integrating (3.41) over the unit sphere SV =1, where we
use the value of v5? in Lemma 3.10, the identity (3.39) and the fact that, the integral over
the unit sphere SV~! of a spherical harmonic of odd degree is equal to 0 and the function
7%P has mean value equal to 0. Similarly we get |B1|; by integrating (3.41) over the unit
ball B;. ]

4. PROOF OF THE THEOREM 1.1

In the following result, we characterize critical points of the function ®. leading to the
location of the extremal domains we have constructed in the previous sections. We recall
the reduced functional defined in (3.33) by

_ 1
(I)s(p) = J(BLUE,,) (p)) + W|Bf+uw) (p)|§-

Lemma 4.1. As e tends to zero, we have

(4.1) 0(p) = an + Bn 2 S4(p) + Op(eh),
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N3(N +2) +|Bi?
= d =
o N2|By]| o Ow

In addition By # 0 for every N > 2.

NZ(N +2)3 — (N +4)|B ]2
2N2(N + 2)(N +4)

Proof. After change of variable, we can write ®. on the form

(4.2) Bop) = By,

~ N2
/ dePdvol TN
B,

From the estimate of v%°? in Proposition 3.5, (;Aﬁa’p is now written as

R veP 1
(43) ¢E,p = Q‘)O — |$|2 ]0\[ — N|I|2X1_)E’p + \11511)5,? + Op(54),

where W, . is given by Lemma 3.2 with p = vy? 4+ xv°?. We integrate the function ¢eP
over the unit ball By using the volume element of §.
We get, using (3.41) and the fact that 9P has zero mean value,

$ePdvoly — (14 Nus?) / 6 jal?
Bl Bl
(4.4) + / Ve + Z Rgps€” / 2Fal gy + Op(eh).
Ba kls 1 B

A straightforward computation yields

|Bi| / o _ N|Bi
4.5 == _ 2B
(4.5) . do(|x]) NN +2) . || N2
and
- —|B11S, (p)
(4.6) RskleZ/ 2k aly dvolgn -1 = L2 2
klzzl B 5 N(N +2)(N +4)

In other to compute the integral of U, ,.» over B;, we use the formula

(47) / (gf)o 8\115 v \11511,%> dVOlSN—l = / <(J§0A\Ifav — \1151UA¢0>.
4B, ov B

Recall that % = —%, ¢o =0 on 0B; and —A¢g = 1 in By. Using this, we get from (4.7)
that

1
/ \Ifsyv = N \11511, dVOlSN—l — gf)oA\I/E"U
B1 0B1 B

B
| 1| sp Z Rmkf/ ¢0I IJ_;’_O( )

i,5,k=1
Therefore

| B1Sg (p)

_ |B | &,p 2 4
(4.8) /lepa,p_ T SR AT O
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Replacing (4.8), (4.5) and (4.6) in (4.4), we obtain

(15 v g QD502 g )

One can now consider the value of vy? to get

2 | B1]
4. Pdvoly = — ot
@) [, ool = F Ty

) |B1| N+2 2 4
4.1 SPdvoly = ——— |1 — ——— .
(4.10) /B omrdvoly = TN gy NN 1) P On(E)
That is
1 N +2
R = (1 + W—’MSQ(]D)EQ + Op(€4))>J1,
/7 ¢=Pdvoly
By, e.n (P)
where
N(N +2)
J=—">"
"B

We now use the expansion of |Bi|; in Proposition 3.11 which we plug in (4.2) to get (4.1).
Next we prove that Sy # 0. Suppose on the contrary that for some integer N > 2 we have
ﬂN = 0. Then

(4.11) |B1]? =

We now recall the volume of the unit ball |B;| in RY. For N = 2k, an even integer, it is

given by
k
T
Bi| = —
Bl = S
and for N = 2k + 1 we have
92k+1 k.|

[Bil = 2k + 1)(2k + 1)’

These imply that

16k2(k+ 1) [ 7% \?
k+2 — \ 2kk!

and

(2k +1)2(2k +3)® 92k+1rk 2
2k+5 N\ (2k+1)(2k +1)!

The above equalities contradict the fact that 7 is a transcendental number, see [27]. U



OVER-DETERMINED PROBLEMS 29

We now complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 by defining

i @E(p) — N

F(p,e) = FT—

It follows from Lemma 4.1 that
|F (- e) = Sgll 2oy < Ce?,

for a positive constant C' independent of €. If p is a critical point of F(-,¢) then by Propo-
sition 3.9, we have
—Agp=P = in Bi]_,_vs,p(p)

PP =0 on 3Bf+vs,p (p)

(Va6 0) = =% on OBy e (p).

Now we recall that § = ¢~2¢g and so we put u. = €2¢°P and Q. = Bg( (p). It is also

1+veP)
clear from the construction that

el ooy < C.
We therefore finish the proof of Theorem 1.1. ]

5. LOCAL FOLIATION BY BOUNDARIES OF EXTREMAL DOMAINS

Let E! be the parallel transport of E; along the geodesic exp,, (tE;) foralli=1,...,N.

For 7 € RN, we let ¢ = exp,, (7"E;) and consider as usual
N .
Yy () := exp ((1 + vo + x?) Z,TZEZ— ) .
i=1

Then there exists v™9 such that BY_ . ,(q) = Yz ,=.a(B1) satisfies (3.32).

Let us now assume that pg is a non-degenerate critical point of the scalar curvature
function S,. Then by the implicit function theorem, Proposition 3.9 and Lemma 4.1 there
exists a regular curve 7(g) € RV with |7(g)| < Ce? and such that

v!]]:(gu QE) = 07

where ¢. = exp,, (Zﬁl Tt (E)Ei). Therefore by Proposition 3.9 and a scaling argument we

have a smooth function ¢¢ = ¢=% such that
—AygF = in Bsg(lﬂs,qs)(qs)
(ba =0 on 832(1%5,%)((]8)

g(vg(bsv VE) = _% o1 aBg(l.;-UE,qE)(qE)'

We will prove in our next result that the family of hyper-manifolds

(8B§<1+U5,q5)(q£)a €€ (0’80)>
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constitutes a foliation. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 5.1 below. The main
ingredients of the proof is contained in Ye [47]. However we will write a more applicable
result.

Proposition 5.1. Let pg € M and 7 : [0,tg] = M be a regular curve such that v(0) = pg
and |¥'(0)]; = 0. Let v : [0,t9] x SN=1 — R be a C%-function such that v(0,-) = 0.

Then there exists t1 € (0,to) and a C%-function w : (0,t1] x SN=1 — R such that for all
t e (O,tl]

N N
{exp,y(t) <t(1 +o(t, z)) ZxZEf> txE SNI} = {exppo <w(t,y)2yiEi> ty € SNl} ,
i=1 i=1

where E! is the parallel transport to (t) of E; along the geodesic s — exp,, (sE;).
In addition
Btw(O, ) =1.

In particular setting S’t(lJr )(W(t)) = {expv(t) (t(l +o(t, z)) Zﬁl xlEf> tx € S’N_l}, then

the family of perturbed balls (Sf(1+vt)(7(f))a te (O,tl)) constitutes a smooth foliation of
a neighborhood of pyg.

Proof. To alleviate the notations, we put v* = v(t,-) and p; = (t).
Claim: There exists a smooth function w! : S¥N=1 — T, M such that

(5.1) Stg(1+vt)(pt) = {exppo wh(z) @ x € SN_l} , and w'(z) = Z(tmi +o(t))E;.
Recall that
N .
Sf(1+yf)(pt> = {exppt (t(l +ot) Zx%?f) txE SNl} .
i=1

Let now consider the (well defined) map " := exp, ' oexp,, : T),, M — T,,, M and define

F:[0,t0) x SN x T,y M — T,y M

(t,x,w)'—ﬂlf( 1+ 0'( Z:vEt>

For a (fixed) zop € S¥~!, we have F(0,z0,0) = 0 and D,,F(0,20,0) = —Idz, m. By the
compactness of SN =1 the implicit function theorem implies that there exists ¢; > 0 such
that for all ¢t € (0,¢1) and for all z € SV~1, there exits a unique w!(z) € Tp, M such that
F(t,z,w!(x)) = 0. That is, for all x € SN~1

(5.2) exp,, (w'(z)) = exp,, ( t(1 40" Z:v Et>
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In particular, we have w(0,z) = 0 for all x in SN~!. Differentiating (5.2) with respect to t,

we get
ow' Ope Al

(5.3) d(exp,, )o (W to) = d(exp)p, (Eho) +d(exp,)o ; ' E; .
By assumption, we have %It:() = 0 and since

d(expp)o = IdTpM7
we conclude that

owt N

bt - B

Ot |i—o ; *
and hence

N .

(5.4) w'(z) =Y (ta' + O(t?)) E;

for all t € (0,1) and all z € SV~ this proves the claim.

Observe that |w!(z)|, # 0 for ¢ > 0 small enough and thus we can consider the map

a:(0,t) x SN~ 5 gN=1

by
. 1
O[Z(t,x) = 7g(wt(x)7EZ)
lwt(2)]g
It is clear from (5.4) that
x4+ O(t)
t =
) = o)

The function a extends smoothly to ¢ = 0 with «(0,-) = Idgy-1 and for ¢ small enough
a(t,-) is a diffeomorphism from SV =1 into itself. It is plain that for all z € SNV ~1

¢ xTr) = ’wt x m
' (w) = ot @)l o
and thus for all y € SV ~!
N
(5.5) wt(a_l(t,y)) _ |wt(a_1(t,y))|g ZylEl
i=1

This together with (5.2) imply that

N

(5.6) Sf(1+vt)(pt) = {exppo (lwt(a_l(t7y))|g Zyg) ty € SN—1} '
i=1

We have

(5.7) la~Y(t,y)> =1 forall te(0,t;) and yeSV!

so that

(5.8) <ata_l(tay)7a_l(t7y)> =0.
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It then follows that

0.l (0 (1 0)lo) = ozt (0 (6900w’ 4 (de') (0
gr=re y]; o0 (a7 (t,y) + O(t),a  (t,y) + tdra™t 4+ O(2))
1

(' (t,y) + O(t), 0~ (t,y) + O(t)),

ottt y) +O@)]
where we have used (5.8) to get the last line. Keeping in mind that «(0,.) is the identity
map, we obtain d;(|w' (™ (t,y))lg)|,_, = 1. We conclude that map ¢ — |w' (o (t,y))|,
is strictly increasing with respect to t € (0,t1) by decreasing t; > 0 if necessary. Therefore
thanks to (5.6), the family {Sf(1+vt)(pt)v t € (0,t0)} constitutes a foliation and also setting
w(t,y) := [w'(a™'(t,y))|g, we finish the proof of the proposition. O

Remark 5.2. An application of Proposition 5.1 shows that the critical domains Q. (in
(1.11)) for the first eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator constructed by Pacard and
Sicbaldi [36] constitutes also a local foliation of a neighborhood of the non-degenerate critical
point py of the scalar curvature. Indeed the improvement of the the distance between the
center of their extremal domains and py was estimated by Sicbaldi and Dilay [8] which is of

order £2.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

Via the exponential map, we pull back the problem to RY. For this we consider the pull
back metric of g under the map RN — M, z exp,, (a vazl xiEZ—), rescaled with the

factor E% Denoting this metric on By by g., we then have, in Euclidean coordinates,
(6.1) dv,, () == /[go](@) = 1 — O(?).
Call ¥, = 9Q. C RY then it can be easily verified that
elg. = [Bel1+0(?) Qg = [Q:|(1+ O(e?)).
Integrate the first equality in (1.8) over 2. to have
(62 2l = Fj0ul 4 o(1)).

Now since Q. C 6.B by (1.9), we get that

() o

and thus
IS.] < (14 0(1)N|Q.| "~ |By|¥.

We then conclude by the Euclidean isoperimetric inequality that

(6.3) en| QT < 5] < (14 o(1))en Q] 7,
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where cy = N |B|% is the isoperimetric constant of RY. In particular the sets Q. are almost
minimizers for the isoperimetric problem.

Now consider the real numbers p. — 0 defined as |Q| = |peB1]. Let XL = p%Ea and
QL = piEQS. Then (6.3) yields

(6.4) ST <[5 < A+ o(W)ISVTH, 19 = |Bal.

Using this and (6.2) we get

(6.5) % =1+o0(1)
so that
(6.6) QL C (14 0(1))Bs.

By compactness Y. converges weakly to b+ S™V1 (see [30]) and also we have that the
symmetric distance |Q.A(b+ By)| — 0 as ¢ — 0, for some point b € RY. Note that by (6.6),
b= 0. Letting we(z) = p-2uc(p-x), we have

—Ajwe =1 in QL

(6.7) we =0 on 0L

~ g g
gs(vgswsvyé) = _paN

on 99,

where g.(x) = ge(pex). It is also easy to see from (1.10) that

(6.8) ID*we @) < e

We let d.(z) = dist(9S2L, z) be the distance function of .. Given € Q. near 9Q. then
it can be written uniquely as ¢ = o, — d.(z)v.(0,), where o, is the projection of z on
¥!. This defines coordinates (t,0) — = = o — tv.(o). Recall the decomposition of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator in the coordinates (¢, o):
2
A = % +H§% + Ay,

where H! is the mean curvature of the hypersurface Xt = {x € QL : d. = t} with respect
to the metric g. and Agg is the Laplace-Beltrami on XL. We also observe that

ow .
6: = |Vwelzg. = —ge(Vg.we,v.)  on 00QL.
Thanks to (6.8) and the second equation in (1.8), we conclude that
1— w.
H) = — 912 on ONL.
ot

Therefore
|H?| < Const. on 9.
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Since g. is nearly Euclidean, the mean curvature of 0., with respect to the Euclidean
metric, is uniformly bounded with respect to e. Hence by [35] (see also [23]) the hyper-
surface X/ converges smoothly to SN~1 and there exists a function o € C%*(SN~1) with
9% [|c2.e(sv-1) — 0 as € — 0 and such that

L= (1+o%)sV
We therefore conclude from (6.5) that
Ve =p(14+7°)SN 1 =1 408V !
and of course [[v°| g2.a(gnv-1) — 0 as ¢ — 0. Hence we get Q. = Bg(1+vs)(p0) so that the
uniqueness of Proposition 3.1 and a scaling argument yield
Ue = 52927)(pa g, USa 1_)5)'
Since, by assumption,

_ 1
(69) € 1g(vguEaV€)|8Bg Na

e(14v¢) = g(vﬁﬂivﬁs”aBl = —

the uniqueness of Proposition 3.5 implies that
(6.10) 0" =0

provided ¢ is small. We now compute the normal derivative of u. by using similar arguments
as in the proof of Lemma 3.3. It follows that
_ 1 1
€ lg(vgusa V5)|BB§(1+I)E) = N + NL(US) + (alﬂ/)s)\agl + (8urs,v5)|531 + Psl(va)v

where I, satisfies (3.12) and the function . satisfies

g2 g3
_Awg = 3—NRZCp0 (X, X) - EQ(VXRPO (E“X)E“ X)
€ .

(6.11) +W9(VXRPD (Ei, X)X, E;) + Op, (%) in B;

1/)5 =0 on 8B1.
Thanks to (6.9), we have

1

(612) N}L(’UE) = _(av1/)€>|531 —|— (8,,F57va)‘831 —|— Pgl (vs).

From (3.12), we see immediately from elliptic regularity theory that
||F57v5 ||CZ,0¢(SN71) < 054 + OE2||1)€||02,0¢(SN71) + C||v€||2cg,a(SN,1).
Recalling (6.10), we then apply Proposition 3.4 in (6.12) to have
[0l o2 (53 -1) < O + C2|[0%]| g2im (s -1) + Cll0% [ B2 g1y

This implies that
[0%[| g2, (s -1y < O
We then conclude that
L(v%) = =N(9ute) o, +O(e")
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Now we multiply this equation by z°, integrate by parts over By, use (6.11) together with
Bianchi’s identity to get
V4 Sy(po) = 0.

7. APPENDIX:

As mentioned in the first section, the torsional rigidity of the rod Q x R is proportional
to the inverse of

(7.1) J(Q) = mf{/Q |Vul? dvol, : /Qudvolg =1, ue H&(Q)}.

In particular minimizing Q — J(£2) is equivalent to maximizing the torsion rigidity and
therefore Serrin’s result states that balls maximize the torsion rigidity as it can be also
derived from the Faber-Krahn inequality.

In this appendix we consider the isochoric profile for the torsion problem defined as

(7.2) Tm(v,g) = QC/\/HIIEZ\g:v J (),

where here and in the following, we assume without further mention that only regular
bounded domains 2 C M are considered. In particular thanks to the Faber-Krahn inequality

Tan (0) = J(Bn(@)%

v

Similarly in the space of constant sectional curvatures, balls minimize J, see [32]. Isochoric
comparison for T has been studied recently in the papers [21], [46]. Here we deal with local
asymptotics of this profile as v — 0. This also leads to isochoric comparison in terms of
scalar curvature.

In the recent years, several works have been devoted to the Taylor expansion of isoperi-
metric and ischoric profile for some geometric quantities such as the (relative) perimeter
functional, Cheeger constants, Dirichlet eigenvalue, second Neuman eigenvalue, etc. We
refer the papers [4-6,11,12,14,15,19,35]. We should mention that the argument in this
section will follow closely Druet [12] where he studied the expansion of the Faber-Krahn

profile. The main result of this section is contained in the following

Theorem 7.1. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension N > 2 . As

v — 0, we have

N

N +6 v 3
Tm(v, g) = {1— m(@) m/\z}leg—i-O(v ) | Trw (v),

where Sy is the scalar curvature of (M, g).

Proof. The first step of the proof is to derive the expansion of J(BZ(p)) as € — 0. Once
this is done we then obtain an upper bound for Ty (v, g) as v — 0. The second step consists
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in using the asymptotic profile of the isoperimetric profile for the perimeter functional ob-
tained by Druet in [12] together with the Faber Krahn inequality on the space of constant
sectional curvatures. This later step follows exactly Druet [11]. Therefore we will only give

the proof of the first step.

Claim: As v — 0, we have

2

) mj\z}[xS’g + O(’U%) Tr~ (V).

(73) Tl < 1= syinss (1

~ 6N(N +4) \|Bi]
To see this we determine the Taylor expansion of J(BY(p)) as € — 0. Recall that J(BZ(p))
is the Dirichlet energy in the ball BY(p) and u. the corresponding minimizer, that is

—Ague = J(B¢(p))  in BY(p)
(7.4) ue =0 on 9BI(p)

/ ue dvolg = 1.
BZ(p)

More precisely, we have that
(7.5) BN < [ Vyudl,

BZ(p)
for all uw € H} (BZ(p)) such that fBg(p) ucsdvoly = 1. Via the exponential map, we pull back
the problem to the unit ball B; C RY. For this we consider the pull back metric of g under
the map By - M, = +— expp(sx), rescaled with the factor 8% Denoting this metric on By
by ge, we then have, in Euclidean coordinates,

(7.6) dvoly, () = ]gel(z) = 1 — %Rz’cp(X,X) +O()

for z € By by Proposition 2.1. We consider the function ¢.(z) := eNu.(ez) and we recall

in (2.2) the expansion of the scaled metric g.(z) = g(ex) for x € B;. From (7.4), we get

—Ag. . = J(BI(p))eN+2 in By

(77) we =0 on 0B,

/ @e(x)dvol,, = 1.
B

The functions @, are positive in By and equal to 0 on the boundary. Thank to (7.5), we
obtain

(78) B < [ 19, 0. avol,

B

for all w € Hg(Bi1) such that [, udvolge = 1. Since the metric g. — go as ¢ — 0
this immediately implies limsup,_,oJ.c¥ ™2 < Ji, where J; = J(B;). Using equation
(7.7) and regularity results, the sequence (y¢) is uniformly bounded in C?(Bj), and we
can write [ e = 1+ Op(e) and [ [Voc[> = eNT2I(B(p)) + Op(e). This implies that
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liminf._,oeN*t2J(B¢(p)) > J1. So we have proved that J(B?(p))eN*+2 — J; as e — 0.
Since () is uniformly bounded in C?(B;) and any subsequence has to converge to the
(unique) solution of the limit equation —A¢ = J; in B; with fBl v =1and ¢ > 0, we
deduce that ¢. — ¢ in C'(By) as ¢ — 0. We multiply (7.7) by ¢ and we get after
integrating by parts,
BN = = [ s, pavol,.
By

By Lemma 2.2 we have

N
1
Aga@:A@_g Z Rzkﬂx zle (9”@4-5 Z Rzgzka € 8]‘%""0( )
k,l,i,7=1 i,5,k=1

N
1
=—J1—§klz 1Rikjlxk 232<P+— %1&]11@&6 e%0jp + Oy (%)
sy 2,0= .,

and thus

J(BI(p)eNt2 — 7, /B @edvol,, =
1

Y Ry / ol .0

k,l,i,7=1

__82 Z Rmk/ xk‘PsajSD‘i‘Op(Es)-

i,5,k=1

Thanks to (7.7) and the convergence of ¢, to ¢, a straightforward computation using also
(4.6) yields

2 N
Z Rzk]l/ 908_7<P = __1 Z 1kzl/ 35k17l¢0
k,li B

k,l,i,7=1
Ji
LI S et
i,5,k=1
and thus we get
Se(p)
g N+2 _ _ g

(7.9) J(BI(p)eNT? = gy (1 N 0,

where ¢ is given by ¢ = ¢o/||dol|z1(B,) and ¢ is the unique solution of (3.2). Next recall

the expansion of volume of geodesic balls which can be deduce from (7.6):

1
g _ N _ 2 3
This together with (7.9) implies that
N+6 [ v\~ ,
g — - - - N N

where v = |BZ(p)|,. This then proves the claim as p is arbitrary.
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As said above, the reverse inequality of (7.3) follows step-by-step [12] so we skip the
details.
[
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