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COMPARISON RESULTS FOR SOLUTIONS TO THE
ANISOTROPIC LAPLACIAN WITH ROBIN BOUNDARY
CONDITIONS

ROSSANO SANNIPOLI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider PDE’s problems involving the anisotropic
Laplacian operator, with Robin boundary conditions. By means of Talenti tech-
niques, widely used in the last decades, we prove a comparison result between the
solutions of the above-mentioned problems and the solutions of the symmetrized
ones. As a consequence of these results, a Bossel-Daners type inequality can be
shown in dimension 2.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let €2 C R™ be an open bounded set, with Lipschitz boundary. Let us consider
the following anisotropic problem with Robin boundary conditions

—div(H (Vu)He(Vu)) = f in

H(Vu)He(Vu) v+ BH(v)u=0 on 0, (1.1)

where f > 0 (not identically zero) belongs to L*(Q2), H is a sufficiently smooth
norm in R”, v is the outer unit normal to 02 and S > 0 is a positive real parameter.
A weak solution to problem (L) is a function v € H*(2) that satisfies

/ H(Vu)He(Vu)-Vodr+ 5 | H@)updH" ' = / feo Y € H'(Q).
Q Q

o9
(1.2)
The aim of the paper is to estabilish a comparison result with the solution to the
following symmetrized problem

—div(H(Vv)He(Vv)) = f* in O

H(Vu)He(Vv)-v+ H(v)v =0 on 0, (1.3)

where f*is the convex symmetrization of f and 2* is a set homothetic to the Wulff
Shape W such that |Q2*| = || (for the exact definitions, see section 2).

It is well known that, when H is the euclidean norm in R", then the convex
1
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symmetrization coincides with the Schwarz symmetrization (to know more about

Schwarz symmetrization see |[K|). Moreover if the Robin boundary condition is

replaced by the Dirichlet boundary condition, problem (.T) becomes
{—Au =f in Q

14
u=>0 on 0f), (14)

with f € L*(Q) (non-negative and not identically zero) and € an open subset of
R™. This problem has been widely studied, with Talenti being the pioneer in this
direction. Indeed the author (see [T]) proved, via rearrangements arguments, that
the Schwarz symmetrization of the solution to problem (4] is pointwise bounded
by the solution to the following symmetrized problem

{—Av = f* in O

1.5
v=20 on OF, (15)

with f* being the Schwarz decreasing rearrangement of f and * the ball centered
at the origin having the same measure as ). Talenti, with his techniques, gave
birth to a series of generalizations and results that still now take his name. For
instance see [AFLT, [ALT), [T1, [T2] for generalizations to other kind of operators.
When we have Robin boundary conditions with positive parameter, problem (L.4])
becomes

—Au=f in Q

Ou + Bu=0 on 0N. (16)

v
To our knowledge, in literature, there are few comparison results & la Talenti for
this kind of problem. A result of this type has been proved only recently by [ANT],
where they have highlighted the importance of the dependence on the dimension
of the space. The authors, infact, managed to compare the Lorentz norm (see
IL]) of the solution to problem (LG) with that of the solution to the symmetrized
problem

—Av = f* in O

@Jrﬁu:O on O, (1.7)

ov

where the exponents of these norms depend on the dimension of the space. In
particular they proved, for n > 2, that

||u||LP71(Q) < ||U||Lp71(m) forall 0 <p< 55

and

lullzara@) < Nlollrznagr)  forall 0 <p < o,

with u solution to (IL6l) and v to (LT). Moreover, when f =1 in  and n=2, they
showed that
uf(z) <wv(z) xeQF (1.8)
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and, for n > 3, that
[ull @) < llvll oo
[ul 2p2i0) < (vl p2p202),
for all 0 < p < 5.
With a different approach [BG| proved that
[l < vl

In [S] one can find the computation of the shape derivative of the L and L? norms
of the solution to the problem (LG) and the proof of the stationarity of the ball,
when fixing the volume.

The main theorems of this paper show that the proves proposed by [ANT] can be
adapted even when considering the anisotropic Laplacian operator. Let us now
state these results.

Theorem 1.1. Let be n > 2. If u and v are the solutions to problems (1) and
([L3) respectiviey, then

||u||Lp,1(Q) < ||v||Lp,1(Q*) forall 0<p<

CT— (1.9)

and

HUHLQp,Q(Q) < ”UHLQp,Q(Q*) fOT’ all 0< p < (110)

3n—4"

Theorem 1.2. Letn =2, f =1 in Q. If u and v are the solutions to problems
(1) and (L3) respectiviey. Then

u(x) <wv(x) z e, (1.11)
where u* is the convexr symmetrization of u.

Theorem 1.3. Letn > 3 and f = 1. If u and v are the solutions to problems
(1) and (L3) respectiviey, then

||U||LP71(Q) < ||’U||LPJ(Q*) (1.12)
and

lullL2r2(9) < [[v]lz2n2@n), (1.13)
Jor all0 <p < 25,

The organization of the paper is the following. In Section 2 the reader can
find notations and preliminaries concerning the anisotropic norm, its properties
and the convex symmetrization of a function. Section 3 contains results about
existence, uniqueness and other properties of the solutions to problem (IIl) and
(L3). In section 4 the main theorems are proved. Section 5 is dedicated to the
application of these results to prove, in dimension 2, the Bossel-Daners inequality
for the anisotropic operator. Last section will include some counterexamples and
problems that still are open.
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2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Anisotropy. What follows can be found in [AFLT]. Let H : R® — [0, 400],
n > 2, be a C*(R™\ {0}) convex functions that satisfies the following homogeneity
property
H(t&) = |[t|H(§) VEeR", VteR, (2.1)
and such that
V1€l < H(E) < €], (2.2)

for some positive constants v < 4. Because of (2.I]), we can assume that the set
K={¢eR":HE) <1}

is such that |K| is equal to the measure w, of the unit sphere in R”. We can define
the support function of K as
H®(x) = sup (z,§) , (2.3)
£eEK
where (-,-) denotes the scalar product in R". H° : R" — [0, 400] is a convex,

homogeneous function. Moreover H and H° are polar to each other, in the sense
that

and

H* is the support function of the set
K°={xeR": H°(z) < 1}.

The set W = {z € R" : H°(x) < 1} is the so-called Wulff shape centered at
the origin. We set k, = [WW|. More generally we will denote by Wg(z) the Wulff
shape centered in o € R"™ with measure k, R" the set RW+ ¢, and Wr(0) = Wk.
H and H° satisfy the following properties:

He(&)-€=H(E), H{(§)- &= H(E), (2.4)
H(H{(E)) = H°(He(£)) = 1 V& € R"\ {0}, (2.5)
HE(§)He(HE (§)) = H(§HE(He(€)) = € v€ € R™\ {0} (2.6)

If @ € R" is an open bounded set with Lipschitz boundary and E is an open
subset of R™, we can give a generalized definition of perimeter of £ with respect
to the anisotropic norm as follows

Py(E,Q) = / H(E)ydH" ",

O*ENQ
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where 9" E is the reduced boundary of E and v/ is its outer normal. Clearly, if £ is
open, bounded and Lipschitz, then the outer unit normal exists almost everywhere
and
Py(E,R") := Py(E)= | H®@")dH" . (2.7)
OF

By (2.2) we have that
vP(FE) < Py(E) < 0P(FE).
In [AB| [AFLT] it is shown that if w € W(Q), then for a.e. t >0

d H(Vu) _
- — H(Vu)dx = P, u>t,Q:/ L dH" 2.8
dt {u>t} ( ) H<{ } ) O {u>t}NQ |VU| ( )

In particular an isoperimetric inequality for the anisotropic perimeter holds (for
instance see [AFLT [Bul [DP], [FM])

1 1
Pu(E) > nky |E|'+. (2.9)

2.2. Convex symmetrization. Let f : Q — [0, 400] be a misurable function.
The decreasing rearrangement f* of f is defined as follows
ffs)=mf{t >0:|{z e Q:|f(x)] >t} <s} se€][0,]Q],
which is the generalized inverse function of the distribution function of f. We
define the convex symmetrization f* of f as
fr@) = fH(koHo(2)")  xe Q.
In particular it is well known that the functions f, f* and f* are equimisurable,
Le.
{f>t =K >l =K/ >t t=0.
As a consequence, if f € LP(), p > 1, then f* € L?([0,|Q?]]), f* € LP(£2*) and

I lze@ll = 1 e qoton = 1 [zr@r)-
Moreover the Hardy-Littlewood inequality holds (see [K])
1]

/Q F@g@lde< [ F(8)g(s) ds. (2.10)

0
So, if we consider g as the characteristic function of the set {z € Q : u(z) > t},
for some misurable function u : 2 — R and ¢ > 0, then we get
1(t)

/ flx)dr < f*(s)ds, (2.11)
{u>t} 0
where, again, pu(t) is the distribution function of w.

3. EXISTENCE, UNIQUENESS AND PROPERTIES OF THE SOLUTION

In this section we want to prove that the solution to problem (L) exists, it is
unique and non-negative.
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3.1. Existence. Let us consider the following energy functional

B

Ew /H2 Vw)dr+ = ) H(v)w*dH"* —/fwd:p, we H'(Q). (3.1)
Q

o0N

We notice that the Euler-Lagrange equations of this functional is (III), hence if
E[] has minima, there will exist a solution to the considered problem.

Let us proceed with the classical Calculus of Variation method to prove the exis-
tence of a minimum.

1) Lower bound. Let us prove that the functional (3.1]) is lower bounded. From
[22) and the generalized Young’s inequality we have

2
gl B’V
Elu] > ?HVUH%Q(Q ||u||L2 Q) — HUH%?(Q) - 2—6||f||%2(9)

1
> (19l + ||u||§2m)) — s — 5ol

€ 1
> (C2 — 5) HUH%Q(Q) - Q_EHJC”%Q(Q)

In the last inequality we have used a Poincaré inequality with trace term (see for
instance [BGT]). Here Cy = Cy(8,,2). If we choose € small enough, then
Elu] > —§||f||%2(9) > —00.

We have proved in this way that the functional is bounded from below. Let be

m = wellglllf(ﬂ) Elw]. (3.2)

and let {u,} C H'(Q2) be a minimizing sequence, i.e.
lim Efug] = m.
k—o0

We can suppose that Efug] < m+ 1 for all k£ € N.

2) Compactness and lower semicontinuity. Using again the generalized
Young’s inequality and the Poincaré inequality with trace term, we have

7 2 € 2
m-+1> ZHvukHLQ(Q) - _||“k||L2(Q

By

2
g
+ —IIVUkIIiz(Q + 5 el o) ||f||L2

1
—||VUk||L2 §||wc||iz(g) + CsIIUkIIiz(m - leﬂlizm),

W

where C5 = C3(8,7,2). Choosing € small enough and calling C; = mm( ,C3—75)
then .
m + 9
|| 1) < N + m”f”m(ﬂ) <0
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Hence {u} is bounded in H'(£2), so it exists a subsequence {uy,} C {uy} that
converges weakly in H*(2) and strongly in L*(2) to a function v € H'(Q). To
simplify the notation let us continue to call the subsequence as {uy}.
By the strict convexity of the functions t — ¢ and H?, we have the following
inequalities
up > u? + 2u(ugp — u) (3.3)

and

H?*(Vuy) > H*(Vu) + 2H(Vu)He(Vu) - (Vug — V). (3.4)

By (B.3) and (3.4]), we have
Eluy] > 1/H?(vu) d:c+é/ UQdH”I—/fukdx
2 Ja 2 Joq Q

+ /Q H(Vu)He(Vu) - (Vug — Vu) dz + /ag u(ug —u) dH"

By the weak convergence of uy in H'(€) and being H'(2) compactly embedded
in L?(0Q), passing to the limit for £ — oo we have that

Elu] < m.
Eventually Fu] =m and u is a minimum.
3.2. Uniqueness and non-negativeness. Let us prove now that the minimum

of (B) is unique. If u,v € H*(), by the strict convexity of the funcion H? we
know that if ¢ € [0, 1], then

H*(tVu+ (1 — t)Vo) < tH*(Vu) + (1 — t)H?* (V). (3.5)
The equality occurs if and only if £ = 0 or t = 1. Analogously
[tu+ (1 —t)v]* < tu? + (1 —t)?, te|0,1]. (3.6)

Let u € H'(©) be a minimizer of (3.1]) and let us suppose that there exists another
minimizer v € H(§), such that u # v. Hence E[u] = E[v] = m. Let us denote by
w = u+ v and choose ¢ = 1, then by (3H) and (3:6)

E[w]<@+¥=

This fact contraddicts the minimality of v and so the minimum must be unique.

Let us now show the non-negativeness of the solution. Let u be the unique
minimum of (31]), namely E[u] = m. If we consider |u|, by (2.1]), we get

H(V|u|) = H? (%vu) = H2(Vu).
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Hence

El|ul] = /H2 V|ul) d:c—l—ﬁ/ H@)|ul> dH™ ! /f|u|d;1:
:m+/f(u—|u|)dx:m+2/ fu <m.
Q {u<0}

By the uniqueness of the minimizer it must be u = |u| in 2. Eventually u > 0 in
Q.

3.3. The anisotropic radial case. Let us consider problem ([3]). Because of
uniqueness of the solution and the symmetry of the problem we look for a solution
of the type v(z) = v(H°(x)). This function solves the following ODE

—= (N () = f*(kar™) T € (0, R)
v'(0) =0 (3.7)
v'(R) + pu(R) =0,

where r = H°(z) and R is such that " = Wg and [©] = [©*].
Integrating the first equation in (3.1), calling t = k,t", we get

/ " n—1 px n 1 fnr™ e
V'(r) = — /0 " (knt )dt+01:_nknr"—1/0 fr(t)dt + C;.

Tn—l

Since v'(0) = 0 then C; = 0. By denoting § = k,s", another integration gives

r 1 kns™ N B
- — * d d CEZZ
o(r) A _A £ dids +

nk,s"1
knr™ 1 s L
0 nékprs“ n JO

From ¢'(R) + fv(R) = 0 we compute Cy, hence

knr™ 1 S R B
v@:—/‘-—i—7/fwmmg
0 n2kps>n Jo

k. R™ 1 s R B 1 k. R™ R B
- f*tdtd§+7/ (@) di.
[ g | P g [
Therefore

kn BT 1 knRT
v(?“):/]LC n2kn / fr(t dtds+6 N 1/ fr(¢) dt. (3.8)

nr™

In this way we have shown that the unique solution to problem (L.3]) is radially
symmetric with respect to anisotropic norm and its value on the boundary is given
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by
1 knR™ B
= - *(t)dt > 0.
R =g RAGLEY

Remark 3.1. We stress that if f =1 in Q, then by (3.8]) the solution to problem
(L3) can be written explicitly as follows

R 1
v(x) = v(H*()) = ant 5 (B = H°(2)?).
The solution is a paraboloid with respect to the anisotropic norm. Morover if H
is the euclidean norm in R", we step back to the classical torsion problem (or
Saint Venant problem) with robin boundary conditions, whose radial solution is a

concave paraboloid.

3.4. level sets and distribution functions. If u is a solution to problem (L),
we will denote by

Ui={z € Q:ulx) >t}
for a non-negative real number ¢ > 0. It is clear that if t < up,;,, then U, = Q and

that if ¢ > Umax, then Uy = 0. With wpmin and uma, we have denoted the minimum
and the maximum of u in 2. We will denote by

oU™ = QN oy, oUS = 90 N ol (3.9)
the internal and external boundary of U; with respect to €2, and by
pu(t) = |Ut] (3.10)

the distribution function of wu.
If v is solution to problem (L3]), for ¢ > 0, we will indicate with

Vi={re @ :v(z)>1}, o) = [V

the superlevel sets and the distribution function of v, respectively. Furthermore,
for 0 <t < v, Vi = Q, while for vy, < t < Umay, the superlevel sets V; are Wulff
shapes homothetic to 2* and strictly contained in it. Again, vy, and vy, are the
minimum and the maximum of v in Q*.

4. MAIN RESULTS

Before proving the main results let us state Gronwall Lemma and prove two
others lemmata that will have a central importance for what will follow.

Lemma 4.1. (Gronwall) Let £(t) be a continuously differentiable function satysfing
for some non-negative constant C, the following differential inequality

(1) < &(7) + C,
for all ™> 19> 0. Then we have
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{(10) +C n

To

{r) <7 C

and

¢r) < EE

To

for all 7 > 7.

Lemma 4.2. Let u and v be the solutions to problems (1)) and (L3) respectively.
Then for a.e. t > 0 we have

2 2n—2 v 1(t)
ki $(1) 5 = <—¢’<t>+ ! Md%ﬂl) /0 Fle)ds (A1)

/B o Utezt u

and

/B o Utezt Uu

2 on—2 v p(t)
n*kiu(t) < (—/f(t) + ! H )dH”1> /0 f*(s)ds. (4.2)

Proof. Let t,h > 0 and let us consider the following test function in H'({2)

0 u<t
on(x)=qu—t t<u<t+h
h u>t+ h.

Substituting this in (2] we have

U\Ussn

UFN\UES,

+ ﬁh/ Hw)udH" ' = / flu—t)de +h fdz.
ouUgys, U\Ugyn Utin

Applying (2Z4) in the first integral, dividing by h and applying Coarea Formula,
we have for a.e. ¢t > 0

1 t+h H2
— / (Vu) dH" ' dr + b H(v)(u—t)udH
h Ji oum | Vul h QUFN\OUESY,
1
+ Hw)udH" ' = — / flu—t)dx + / fdz.
U, h U\Ugyn Uttn

Passing to the limit for A — 0" we have

VW) a1 1 g H)yudH ! = / fd.
Ut

aujnt |Vl Ut
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Let us set

_ JH(Vu) our
ola) = { PR (13

We want to end the proof using the anisotropic version of the isoperimetric in-
equality and to this aim it is necessary to write properly the anisotropic peremeter
of U;. Because of the regularity of 99 we know that JU™ is sufficiently regular
and a normal vector can be defined. Being u € H'(Q) and f € L*(Q2), then OU™
can’t have any good regularity property. By (2Z8) we can write for a.e. t > 0

H(Vu) ~1 ~1
dH" + H(v)dH" ",
oujnt [Vl ouUsxt )

Py(Uy) =

where v is the outer unit normal to Q. If we set
H(Vu) :
8U1nt
h(z) =< [Vul !
H(v) oUst,

then
Pu(U) = / h(x) dH
Uy

Furthermore we note that

/a . h(z)g(z) dH™ ' = / fdz. (4.5)

Ut
Therefore by Schwarz inequality and (4.3]), we have for a.e. ¢ >0

S / h(x)g(x) dHn—l / 1 dHn—l + l H(”) d%n_l
U, oumt |Vl B Joupe
1 H w(t)
< |- += HWw) dH"! f(s)ds.
/B 8U§Xt u 0
Hence, by (2.9)

2 2n—2 1 H 1)
n2kyu(t) < | = (t)+ = Aw) dH™! f(s) ds.
B Jouge u 0

If we do the same computations, replacing v with u, all the previous inequalities
become equalities and we have (4.1]).
In particular, if f =1 in Q, we have
2 n 1 H
n2ky; ,u(t)T2 < —u(t)+ = Hw) dH" (4.6)
5 oupxe U
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and

1 H(v)

2% "7*2__/ -
o) = 0w [

dH" . (4.7)

O

Remark 4.3. Let us notice that uy;, < vgin. Indeed, being the level sets of v
homothetic to Q*, then, using (L)), (IL3]) and the isoperimetric inequality

1

Vmin P (2°) = Hw)v(z)dH" ' = —= H(Vv)He(Vv) - vdH"
o0 o0
= |%*| = %' = —% , H(Vu)He(Vu) - vdH"* (4.8)
= H(v)u(zx) dH" ! > Umin P () > Umin Py ().
As a consequence ?(S:r all 0 <t < vy, we have that
u(t) < o(t) = |92, (4.9)

Lemma 4.4. For all t > v, we have

/otT </8Vmag* 1;1((;)) d%n_l) dr = % /O " fr(s)ds (4.10)

! Hw) . . 1 1 .
/0 T( aUget u(z) M ) dr < 25/0 fr(s)ds (4.11)

Proof. By Fubini’s Theorem and using (L.1]), we have that

b ( 0 dHM) o=, </OU($) ZI((;))TC”) e

Hw)u(@) oy _ 1 [,
, 5 dH"™ = 25/0 f*(s)ds.

and

Analogously,

By monotonicity of the integral we have that for ¢ > 0

! H(v) n—1 - OOT H(v) n—1 -
/o T( auext u(x) " ) ! S/o ( ouext u(x) i ) I

and if ¢ > Vpi,, then OV, N OO* = (). Hence

17 U 5722 ) 7= [ (e 1 )
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and we have (L11]), (410).
If f=1inQ, then

/OtT (/aUtm ng)) d%”‘1> dr < % (4.12)

and
/0 " </<9va69* [Z((;f dHn_l) dr = % (4.13)
[

2
Proof of Theorem[L1. Let 0 < p < 55 and let us denote K,, = n’k;. Let us
multiply (d2)) by tu(t)", where n = i — % > 0, and integrate from 0 to 7 > vy,

/ K tu( ) rdt < /T —u'(t )t,u(t)”( Ou(t) 1*(s) ds) dt +
3 mor( [ ZI((;)) o [y i)

[l e 2
< ["-io (/ ras) i+ o ([ reas)
where we applied Lemma .4 and the fact that p(t) is a monotone non increasing

function.

By setting F'(l / w" / f*(s) ds dw and integrating by parts the first and last

members in this chain of inequalities we have

TF(/L(T))*FT/() Knu(t)idtS/ dt+/ /Knu v dr d

Q" 12
+ 257 [r(s)ds
By applying Lemma 1], with

o= [ Fanas [ [ Kat? e,

Q" 2] 2
< f*(s) ds) and Ty = Umin, we have that

25
P + [ Kaptt)bar < ( [ Fuwyar

i /e 2
/ /Knu drdt+2—52( f*(s)ds) )

C:

(4.14)
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/ K,0(t) Umm( /0 " o)) at
/ / Koo(r drm'w( . f*<s>ds)2).

By (48] and (4.9), then we can compare directly the righthand sides of (£.I4]) and
15). So

Analogously

(4.15)

F(u( /Kn/,c t)r dt < F(¢ /Kn¢

t 11] d dt

Now we want to prove (LI0). In order to obtain this result let us pass to the limit
as 7 — oo the following inequality:

OT Kotu(t)r dt < /OT —t/,c(t)"( Om F(s) ds) du(t) + %( . £(s) dS)Q.

For 7 — +o00 we have

After an integration by parts we get

/OOOKnt,u(t);dtg/oooF( ())dt+%< lﬂf*(s)ds)2.

On the other hand

/OOO Ko to(t)7 dt = /OOO F(o(t))dt + @( OQI F7(s) ds)z.

So we need just to show that

| Fwyar< [ Fow)ar (4.16)

n 2n—2

To this aim we multiply (42) by tF(u ( )),u(t)_¥. Since F(I){"7= is a non

decreasing function in [, when 0 < p < < 3.5, We can integrate from 0 to 7 > Vin,
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to obtain

[ tr e de< / —tu<t>-2"fF<n<t>>( / " f*(s)ds) au(t)
%/ i e[ e
[ [ e}
I </f ] e
T [ rne)on

I O'Qf (94s)

Q== el 2
where, again, we applied 4l Now, if we call C' = F(\Q\)| | < f*(s) ds)
0

232
!
and set J(I) = / w S F </ f*(s ds) dw, integrating by parts the first
and last member of the previous chain of inequalities, we have
/ K F(u(t)dt+ 7J(p / / K,F(u dzdr+/ J(u(t))dt+ C.
0
Setting

/ / Ko F(y dzd'r+/OT T(u(t)) dt,

and applying [L.1] with 79 = vy, we deduce that

/ Ko F(p(t)) dt + J(u(r ))_vmm(/vmm/ Ko F(u(2)) dz dr

/OvmmJ( ())dt+0)

This inequality holds as an equality when we have ¢ in place of u, so as before

/ K F(ut)) dt + J(u / K F (o)) dt + J(6(1)).

For 7 — oo we have (LI0), which concludes the proof. O
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Proof of Theorem[I.2. Multiplying by ¢ > 0 inequality (£.6]) and integrating from
0 to T > Upmin, We have that

T Q|
k12 < —u (Ot dt |—
- _/0 O+

Here we applied Lemma [£.4l Analogously for (4.7))

€2
2]€27' —/ (]5 tdt+2—62

[ttty = [ e-aoto,

for every 7 > vni. Integrating by parts
w(r) < O(T) T = Vmin. (4.17)

Since Upin < Umin, inequality (£I7) holds for ¢ > 0 and the claim is proved. O

Then

Proof of Theorem[L3. Let 0 < p < -%5. Let us multiply (8]) by tu(t)", where

n= % — %2 > 0, and integrate from 0 to 7 > vy,

/T Kotu(t)r dt < /T — ! ()t (t)" dt + % /T tu(t)" Hw) dH"

Ut U(ﬂf)

<[ a5 [ e

& &

S/OT_M eyt + 5o < [ty dute) + S5

2
where, again, K, = n?k;, in the third inequality we applied Lemma 4] and in
the last the fact that p(t) is a monotone non increasing function.

[+l

By setting G(I) = / w’ = ; and integrating by parts the first and last

0
members in this chain of inequalities we have

T i T T t 1 |Q|17+1
e [ Kanwiars [ ey [ ] Ko arae

By applying Lemma [4.1], with

o0 = [[cumas [ [ Ko} ara
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Q1
C = TBQ and 79 = Umin, We have that
Glutr) + [t ar < ([ Gt a
o 0 |77+1 (4.18)
/ / Kou(r drdt—i— e )
Analogously
T 1 Umin
+ [ Koot de = ( | eema
0 A0 (4.19)

Vmin [l ) Q[+
+/ /Kngb(r)z’ dr dt + 5 )
0 0 20

By (48) and (439)), we compare directly the righthand sides of (£I8) and (Z.I9).
S0

G (u( /Kn,u v dt < G(¢ /ans

/OOO u(t)7 dt < /OOO o(t)7 dt

which is (L.I2]). Now we want to prove (LI3). In order to obtain this result let us
pass to the limit as 7 — oo the following inequality:

For 7 — +o00 we have

T 1 T |Q|n+1
/ Kotu(t)s dt < / bty dpt) +
0 0 23

After an integration by parts we get

0o L o] |Q|n+1
/ Kotu(t)s dt < / Glpu(t)) dt + 0
0 0 25
On the other hand
0o L 00 |Q|n+1
/ Kot (t)b dt — / G(o(t)) di+ ok
0 0 20

So we need just to show that

/0 T G dt < /0 T Glol)) dt. (4.20)
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n

To this aim we multiply (@8) by tG(u(t))u(t)+ . Since G(I)l™"+ is a non

decreasing function in [, we can integrate from 0 to 7 > v, to obtain
/ KotG(u(t)) dt < / ()G () dut)

/ tG(u - H<)d7—l”1dt
T3 —

u

< [~y et ())du()+5G(IQI)IQI‘_/ / HO) gyt a

Q|
232

where, again, we applied 4l Now, if we call C' = G(||)

< / ()R G () du(t) + ()

Qf

Q n
25 and set J(I) =

l
/ w G (w) dw, integrating by parts the first and last member of the previous

chain of inequalities, we have

/KG’ ))dt +71J(p //KG’ dzdr+/OTJ(,u(t))dt—|—C.

Setting
//KG’ dzdr+/ J(u(t) dt,
0

and applying [A.1] with 79 = vy, we deduce that

/ KaGu(t)) dt + J(u(r)) < Um(// KnGlu(2)) dz dr

/Ovmm T(u(t)) dt +C)

This inequality holds as an equality when we have ¢ in place of u, so as before

/ K,G(u(t))dt+ J(u / Ka,G(o(1)) dt + J(o(1)).

For 7 — oo we have (£20), which concludes the proof. O

5. APPLICATION TO PDE’S: BOSSEL-DANERS INEQUALITY

Let €2 be a bounded and smooth open set in R™. Let us denote by v the outer
unit normal to 9€) and let > 0 be a positive real number. It is well known that
for the following Laplacian eigenvalue problem with Robin boundary conditions

—Au=AQ)u in

@+Bu:0 on 05},
v
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a Faber-Krahn type inequality for the first eigenvalue holds. It is famous under
the name of Bossel-Daners inequality and it can be read as follows

ALs(€) = Aip(F),

where QF is the ball centered at the origin with the same measure as 2. Equality
holds if and only if €2 is a ball.

Let us consider now the anisotropic case. If f = A\(Q)u, then (LI]) can be written
in this way

—div(H (V) He(Vu)) = A(Q)u  in Q

5.1
H(Vu)He(Vu) - v+ BH(v)u=0 on 0. (5.1)

The variational characterization for the first eiganvalue is
A(Q) = min  J[ul, (5.2)

weH(Q)\{0}

where

/ H*(Vu)dz + B w?H(v)dH"™ !
Ju) = 22 o0 : (5.3)

/u2 dx
Q

In [DG] the authors proved a Bossel-Daners type inequality for the anisotropic
p-Laplacian problem. Indeed, they proved that

ALp(€) 2 Aup(€27), (5-4)

where €2* is the set homothetic to the Wulff Shape having the same measure as
Q. In particular the equality case holds if and only if €2 is a set homothetic to the
Waulff Shape.

In this section we want to give an alternative proof of (5.4]) in the planar case,
using the results found in the previous section.

Corollary 5.1. Let n = 2 and u be the first eigenfunction associated to A\ 5(§2),
solution to problem (B1)). If z is the solution to the symmetrized problem

—div(H(V2)He(Vz)) = M g(Qu* in QO

H(V2)He(Vz)-v+BH(r)z=0  on Q. (5:5)

then we have that
A1 g(82) > Ay p(€). (5.6)

Equality occurs if and only if ) is homothetic to the Wulff Shape with same measure
as €.
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Proof. By theorem [L.2] we know that

/qua::/ (u*)deg/ 22 dz.
(9] * *

So, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

/u*zdxﬁ/ 22 dz,

and this ends the corollary, indeed

o

As(
/ w2 dx
Q

/ H*(Vz)de+ B | Z*H(v)dH"
Z Q [2]9] :)‘1,5(9*)'

/z2 dx
Q

6. CONCLUSIONS AND OPEN PROBLEMS

/ H*(Vz2)de+ B | Z*H(v)dH"
Q) = 22

As in the euclidean case, we have proved that these comparison results depend
on the dimension of the space. In particular if we are in the hypohtesis of theorem

[ I when n = 2, then

[ullLi@) < llvllLi@e),
and

[ullr2@) < ||lvllL2@e)-
Therefore a question arises spontaneously. Is it true that

|ull ey < [[v]|zr@r (6.1)

for all values of p? In dimension 2 the answer is negative for large values of p.
Next example will show that (€.]) is untrue when p = oo and n = 2.

Example 1. Let Q be the union of two disjoint bidimensional Wulff shapes VW
and W,, with radii 1 and r respectively. If we choose = % and f such that it is
constantly 1 in W and constantly zero in W,, then the solutions to problem (L.TI)
and ([L3) can be explicitly computed. In particular it is possible to prove that there
exitsts a positive constant ¢ such that

[ull () = [llz=(@e) = er® + o(r?).

Now someone could ask if (6.1) can be true when n > 3. Next counterexample
will show its untruthfulness when n = 3 and p = 2.
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Example 2. If we consider ), 5 and [ as in the example [ in the corresponding
three-dimensional case, then, in the hypothesis of theorem [11], the solutions to
problem (L)) and (L3)) can be explicitly computed. It is possible to prove that
there exists a positive constant d such that

lull2) = |Vl 2y = dr® + o(r®).
A problem that is still open is the following

Open Problem 1. In the hypothesis of theorem [I1, ([G.1) is true for p =1 and
n>37

If we now consider the theorem [.2] we have proved that when n =2 and f =1
in €2, then
u(z) <wv(z) e
In doing so, another question arises:

Open Problem 2. In the hypothesis of theorem[1.2, (@) is true even whenn > 3%

REFERENCES

[AB] M. Amar, G. Bellettini, A notion of total variation depending on a metric with discontin-
uous coefficients, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré, Anal. Nonlinéaire 11 (1994), no.1, 91-133.

[AFLT| A. Alvino, V. Ferone, P. L. Lions, G. Trombetti, Convex symmetrization and applicatons,
Annales de 'TL.H.P. 14 (1997), 275-293-65.

[ALT] A. Alvino, P. L. Lions, G. Trombetti, Comparison results for elliptic and parabolic equa-
tions via Schwarz symmetrization, Annales de 'LH.P. 7 (1990), 37-65.

[ANT] A. Alvino, C. Nitsch, C. Trombetti, A Talenti comparison result for solutions to elliptic
problems with robin boundary conditions, ArXiv (2019): 1-15.

[Bu] H. Busemann, The isoperimetric problem for Minkowski area, Amer. J. Math. 71 (1949)
743-762.

[BG] D. Bucur, A. Giacomini, Faber-Krahn inequalities for the Robin-Laplacian: A free discon-
tinuity approach, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 218, no. 2, (2015), 757-824.

[BGT] D. Bucur, A. Giacomini, P. Trebeschi Best constant in Poincaré inequalities with traces:
a free discontinuity approach, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 36 (2019), no. 7,
1959-1986.

[DG] F. Della Pietra, N. Gavitone, Faber-Krahn inequality for anisotropic eigenvalue problems
with Robin boundary conditions, Potential Analysis, 41, n. 4 (2014), 1147-1166.

[DP] B. Dacorogna, C.E. Pfister, Wulff theorem and best constant in Sobolev inequality, J. Math.
Pures Appl. (9) 71 (1992) no. 2, 97-118.

[FM] I. Fonseca, S. Miiller, A uniqueness proof for the Wulff theorem, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh
Sect. A 119 (1991) no. 1-2, 125-136.

[K] S. Kesavan, Symmetrization € applications, Series in Analysis, 3, World Scientific Publish-
ing Co. Pte. Ltd., (2006).

[L] G. G. Lorentz, Some new functional spaces, Ann. of Math. (2) 51, (1950), 37-55.
no. 27, Princeton University Press, (1951).

[S] R. Sannipoli, Some properties of the torsion function with Robin boundary conditions,
ArXiv (2021): 1-18.

[T] G. Talenti, Elliptic equations and rearrangements, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci.
(4) 3, no. 4, (1976), 697-718.



22 R. SANNIPOLI

[T1] G. Talenti, Nonlinear elliptic equations, rearrangements of functions and Orlicz spaces,
Ann. Mat. Pura e Appl. 120 (1979), 159-184.

[T2] G. Talenti. On the first eigenvalue of the clamped plate, Ann. Mat. Pura e Appl. 129 (1981),
265-280.

DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA E APPLICAZIONI “R. CACCIOPPOLI”, UNIVERSITA DEGLI
sTUDI DI NAPOLI FEDERICO 11, ViA CINTIA, COMPLESSO UNIVERSITARIO MONTE S. ANGELO,
80126 NAPoLI, ITALY.

Email address: rossano.sannipoli@unina.it



	1. Introduction
	2. Notations and preliminaries
	2.1. Anisotropy
	2.2. Convex symmetrization

	3. Existence, uniqueness and properties of the solution
	3.1. Existence
	3.2. Uniqueness and non-negativeness
	3.3. The anisotropic radial case
	3.4. level sets and distribution functions

	4. Main results
	5. Application to PDE's: Bossel-Daners inequality
	6. Conclusions and open problems
	References

