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TORSION ENERGY WITH BOUNDARY MEAN ZERO CONDITION

QINFENG LI, WEIHONG XIE, AND HANG YANG

ABSTRACT. Motivated by establishing Neumann Talenti type comparison results, we concern the
minimization of the following shape functional under volume constraint:

T(Q) ::inf{l/|Vu|2daz—/udm:u6H1(Q),/ udazO}A
2 Ja Q o0

We prove that ball is a local minimizer to 7'(-) under smooth perturbation, but quite surprisingly, ball
is not locally minimal to 7'(-) under Lipschitz perturbation. In fact, let Py be the regular polygon in
R? with N sides and area 7, then we prove that T(Px) is a strictly increasing function with respect
to N and limy— 0o T'(Pn) = T(B) where B is the unit disk.

As another side result, we prove that in dimension bigger than or equal to three, rigidity results of
Serrin’s seminal overdetermined system is not stable under Dirichlet perturbations, in contrast to the
stability of rigidity under Neumann perturbation.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

1.1. Background and motivating problems. In this paper, we consider the following shape func-
tional defined on bounded Lipschitz domains in R":

. 1 15}
I'3(Q) :=inf< = Vul? de + = 2do — : ! o= .
B( ) in {2/9] ul® dx 2/@911 d /qudx u € H (), /BQUd O}, (1.1)

where S > 0 is a constant parameter and f > 0 is a radial weight function.
It is readily checked that the infimum in (L)) is attained by ug which satisfies

—Aug = f in Q;
Bg—VQ + Bug = ¢ on 0f); (1.2)
Jo uado = 0.

Here v is the outer unit normal to 92 and c is a constant satisfying compatibility of ([2]). Hence ¢ =

—%{5?. When £ > 0, (L2), automatically implies (L2);, while when 8 = 0, they are independent.

Both cases the system ([L2)) admits a unique solution.
As 3 — o0, the functional Tp is reduced to

T (Q) ::inf{%/gwuﬁdx—/gfudx:ueﬂg(ﬂ)}. (1.3)

The corresponding minimizer u solves

(1.4)

—Au=f in §2;
u=~0 on Of).

The seminal Saint-Venant inequality states that when f = 1, among all shapes with fixed volume,

Too(+) attains its minimum at round shape. Later, it is shown in [15] that the same results hold if f
1
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is radially decreasing, which is essentially a consequence of a stronger result proved by Talenti in his
celebrated paper [20], where he established the pointwise comparison result:

uf(z) <w(z) forall z € OF. (1.5)

In the above, Qf represents the ball of the same volume as € centered at the origin, uf is the decreasing
Schwarz rearrangement of u, and v satisfies

—Av = ft in QF;
v=20 on 9QF.
The equality case is obtained in [2].

Remarkably, Alvino, Nitsch and Trombetti in [3] established Talenti type comparison results under
Robin boundary condition. They study the following Robin boundary problems:

—Au=f in Q;
(- "
ov + Bu =0 on 39
and
—Av = f* in QF;
% + pBv=0 on 00,

and showed that for any nonnegative function f € L?(Q) and n = 2, the following weaker comparison
result holds

lullzr) < llvllprs)- (1.7)
On the other hand, when f = 1, they obtained () for n = 2 and (1) for n > 3, while leave the
validity of (LH]) for the case n > 3 open. Nevertheless, these results are very strong enough and can
also give an alternative proof of Bossel-Danners inequality [0l [7], different from the free-discontinuity
approach in [5]. Whereafter, Alvino et al. in [I] extended the results of [3] by considering the more
general boundary condition:

% +B(x)u=0  on 9N (1.8)

with (z) not being a constant, and assuming that

n—2
Bl
/ fdx < | ’n_Q / fdx, for all measurable £ C 2.
E Q= Ja

Naturally, we would like to investigate whether or not there exists a possible version of Talenti
type or Saint-Venant type inequality under constant Neumann boundary conditions. Note that all
the previous L' comparison results equivalently says that fixing volume, ball shape is a maximizer to
the functional

G(Q) = /Q |Vu|? d, (1.9)

where u either solves (L)) or (L6]). Now we seek Neumann Saint-Venant or Talenti inequality on the
shape functional (L9). The reason is that, solutions to Possion equation with constant Neumann data
are not ungiue, so it is not possible to state some L! comparison results. Nevertheless, the solutions
are unique up to a constant, and thus (L9]) is the same no matter what different representatives of
solutions we choose.
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In order for the convenience of computation, we choose the boundary mean zero condition as our
consideration. That is, we consider the maximization of (L9]), inside which u satisfies

—Au=1 in £,
% =c on 052, (1.10)
f a0 udo =0,

where ¢ is a constant satisfying compatibility condition, that is, ¢ = —|Q2|/P(€2). We call solution to

(CI0) the Neumann torsion function with boundary vanishing mean.

Now (II0) is exactly the system ([2) with 8 = 0 and f = 1. Hence maximizing (L9), where u
satisfies (LI0)), is equivalent to minimizing (LI for 5 = 0 and f = 1, due to integration by parts.
That is, our goal is to minimize

1
T(Q) := inf {—/ |Vu|*dz — / udz - u € HY(Q), / udo = 0} , (1.11)
2 Jo Q 20

prescribing volume.
Clearly for any 2, T'(€2) < 0. Preliminary computations show that

T(cube) < T'(ball) < T'(thin rectangle) — 0.

Hence, there is no maximizer to T'(-), and a ball is not a minimizer to 7'(-).
We remark that by standard scaling argument, minimizing 7°(+) is equivalent to minimizing

Jo IVul? dz

W:ueﬂl(m\{o}, /aQudU:O}
Q X

Kp(§2) == inf{

for p = 1. Hence even in the class of convex domains, no maximizer exists for x;(-) prescribing
volume. Nevertheless, it is shown in [12] that ball is the unique maximizer of ko(:). This makes the
study of (ILII)) and its more general form (I.J]) more interesting.

1.2. Our results.

1.2.1. Stability under smooth perturbation. Even though ball is not a global minimizer to 7'(-) under
volume constraints, we are still interested in whether it is a stationary shape or stable shape under
smooth perturbation, from variational point of view. More precisely, we let F'(¢,z) be the flow map
generated by a smooth vector field n € C§°(R",R"), that is,

%F(t,x):noF(t,x) t#0
F0,z) == t=0.

We also denote Fy(z) := F(t,z), and hence F} is a local diffeomorphism when |¢| is small. We say
that F} or n preserves the volume of €, if |F;(Q2)| = |©2|. When we say that € is a stationary shape
to T'(-) under smooth perturbation, we mean %‘t_OT(Ft(Q)) = 0 for any smooth flow map Fy(-)
preserving the volume of €2 along the flow. We say Q is stable to T'(-) under smooth perturbation,
if Q is stationary to T'(-) and that 2 satisfies %

flow map.

OT(Ft(Q)) > 0 for any smooth volume preserving
t—

We first state a more general result.
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Theorem 1.1. Let f > 0 be a smooth radial function about the origin, and Br C R™ be a ball of
radius R centered at the origin. Then for any 5 > 0, the ball B is a stationary shape of (LIl) under
smooth perturbation. Moreover, the ball Bg is also a stable shape of (ILIl) under smooth perturbation
if and only if

B e < HR) < Fan (1.12)

where fg, = |B—11%“[BR fdz and f(R) = f‘aBR‘
Clearly, (LI2)) contains the case of 5 > 0 and f = 1, and thus the following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 1.2. Under smooth volume-preserving perturbations, ball is a local minimizer to T'(-) given

by (LII).

The proof of Theorem [Tl relies on evolution equations of some geometric quantities along flow,
and also takes advantage of Steklov eigenvalue problem, which has been used to study several shape
optimizations recently, such as in [II] and [I5]. In [I5], the minimization of the following functional

is considered:
1
J3(Q2) :=inf {—/ \Vu|*dz + é/ u’do — / fudx - u € Hl(Q)} for g > 0. (1.13)
2 Jo 2 Joa Q

In fact, there is a closed connection between T3(€2) and Jg(€2), from which an alternative proof of
Corollary is obtained. This will be discussed in section 4.

We mention that from the proof of Theorem [[LT], ball shape is strict local minimal under smooth
volume-preserving perturbation, if the perturbation is not a translation.

1.2.2. Instability under Lipschitz perturbation: monotonicity on regular polygon. As mentioned, we
can show that under smooth volume preserving deformations, ball is a local minimizer to 7'(-). How-
ever, rather strikingly, we can also prove that ball is not a local minimizer to 7'(-) under Lipschitz
volume-preserving perturbation, let alone global minimality. Such phenomenon on shape functionals
might not have been realized before.

Our choice of perturbation path is the regular polygons with the same area m. We have the following

result:

Theorem 1.3. Let Py be the polygon in R? with N sides and area 7, and let B be the unit disk.
Then for N sufficiently large, T(Pyn) < T(B). In fact, T(Py) is a strictly increasing function with
respect to N and limy_,oo T(Pyn) = T(B).

This theorem will be proved in section 3. The main idea is motivated from Keady-McNabb [14].
Unlike classical torsion function on regular polygons having no elementary expressions, the Neu-
mann torsion function with vanishing boundary mean on regular polygons, has a simple geometric
expression, from which we obtained the monotonicity with respect to the number of sides of regular
polygons.

Remark: Only after the work was almost completed, we realized that evaluating T'(-) at regular
polygons and even tangential polygons have also been studied by Professor Keady in [I3], where the
readers can find several very nice formulas.
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1.2.3. Instability of Serrin’s over-determined System under Dirichlet perturbation. On the other hand,
the system ([LI0)), as the Euler-Lagrange equation of the extremum function in (LIT]), is reminiscent
of the Serrin’s overdetermined system:

—Au=1 in €,
% =c on 01}, (1.14)
u=20 on 0f).

Indeed, solution to (ILI4]); and (L.I4]), is the classica Dirichlet torsion function, and the extra condition
(L14), is the due to the stationarity of domain under variation, if €2 is a stationary shape to Tho(-).
Coincidentally, (I.I4]), is incorporated into (LIQ). This simple fact leads us to obtain some unexpected
observation.

Serrin proved in his seminal paper [19] that the overdetermined system (LI4) with Q € C? admits a
solution if and only if © is a ball, and alternative proofs can be found in [4] and [21I]. On the stability
of (CI4), under the assumption that 92 is C2, Magnanini and Poggesi substantiate in [16] [17] [18]
that if % is close to a constant, then €2 is close to a ball in some appropriate sense. The following
question is natural:

Question 1: If there is a solution u such that

—Au=1 in Q,

% =c on 011, (1.15)
‘oscu‘ <&,

o0

then whether € is close to a ball as € — 07

Surprisingly, the answer is negative for n > 3. It is through studying (LII]) and the associated
equation (II0), we obtain a counterexample to stability of Serrin type overdetermined system (LI0).
The counterexample will be given in section 5. Whether or not the answer to Question (LI5) is

positive in dimension 2 is open to us.

Remark: Even though we have shown that ball is a stationary shape to T'(+) given by (ILII), we
have not been able to classify all stationary shapes to (III). That is, the rigidity of (ILI0) is not
known to us. Nevertheless, we can show that any annulus cannot be stationary, see also in section 5.
There we will also show that prescribing volume, T'() is always bigger on annulus than on balls.

2. PrROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

We first give some notations. Let Fy(z) := F(¢,x) be the flow map generated by a smooth vector
field n preserving volume. Then we denote € = F;(Q2), and let u(t) be the unique function on

such that )
Ts(%) = —/ |Vu|2dx+é/ u2da—/fudx.
2 Jo 2 Joo Q

Noting that F; preserves the volume, one has
/ divnpdx = 0, / div((divn)n) dz = 0, (2.1)
Q4 Qt

since the following formula holds:

d
5[ @t = [ g@nde+ [ geon v do.
dt Jq, o %
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By the divergence theorem and equations ([L2l), we have

1 Juq 1 Jo f da 719
— ~ —_ e A = — = — 2.2
=B Jog v T PO /Q uede = =50 P(Q) (22)
where f = ﬁ fQ fdx. We next state some evolution equations of some geometric quantities, which

have been proven in [II, Proposition 2.1].

Proposition 2.1. Let Fy(z) := F(t,z) be the flow map generated by a smooth vector field n, My =
Fy(M), o be the volume element of My, v(t) be the unit normal field along My and h(t) be the second
fundamental form of My, then we have

%dat = (divp,m)doy, (2.3)
%(H(Ft) v(t) = (n(Fy) - v(t))(divy — divag,n) o Fr, (2.4)

and
hi(t) = —(ViVjn,v(t)), (2.5)

where hi;j(t) and V;Vn are the i,j-components of h(t) and the Hessian of n on M, respectively,
under local coordinates of M.
If M is an (n — 1)-sphere of radius R, then we also have
d n—1
%‘t:o Rz Y

Now we first calculate the first variation of energy function 7.

H=-Aynv)—

(2.6)

Lemma 2.2. Let f > 0 be a smooth function. Then for |t| small, we find

d B

G100 = [ [SI9uOP + 268000 - cteyule) + SH@R0) - 530 - fult)| - v10) do,
00

(2.7)

dt

where H(t) is the mean curvature of the boundary 0Q and oy is the volume element for 0.

Proof. We first define u/(t) by

u'(t)(Fi(x)) = %(u(t)(Ft(ﬁﬂ))) = Vu(t)(Fi(z)) - n(Fi(2))-
Similar to [II, Proposition 3.1] and [I5, Proposition 3.1], we have
a1 = [ piwdss [ (G + gt o)) do
B ’ du(t)
+ 5 o, <2u(t)u () + QWu(t)n cv(t) +ur () H(t)n - V(t)) doy

— | fd(t)dz — fu(t)n - v(t)doy
Qy o

- / = du(t) , B
= C/E)Qt u'(t)doy + /Bﬂt <§!Vu(t)’2 + Bu(t) 5, T §u2(t)H(t) — fu(t)) 0 v(t) dor.

On the other hand, by the condition that |, 502 u(t) doy = 0, taking derivative yields

/agt u/'(t) doy = — /aQt <8g,(,t) + u(t)H(t)) 0 v(t) doy. (2.8)
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It follows from ([2))2 and (ZI)) that

c /E)Qt u'(t) doy + 3 u(t) 8(1;(:) doy

o

- /fm [_c (82(;) +u(t)H (t)> + Bu(t) (c — Bu(t))| n - v(t) doy
= /8Q [—02 + QCﬁu(t) — CU(t)H(t) _ 52u2(t)] n- V(t) do,

= / [2¢Bu(t) — cu(t)H(t) — B*u(t)] n - v(t) do.
o

Putting these results together, we conclude that

a0 = | N Bwu(wﬁ +20Bu(t) — cH(u(t) + L H(0w (1) — Fu2(0) ~ Fult)| 0 (1) doy
as desired. O

Corollary 2.3. Under the assumptions of LemmalZ23, Q is a stationary shape to Tg(-) if and only if
there exists a solution to the following system

—Au=f n §Q,

%—l—ﬁu:c on 01, (2.9)
%]Vu\Q + 2¢fu — cHu + gHu2 — B%u? — fu = constant on OS2,

fagudat =0.

In particular, any ball is stationary for radial function f.

Let Br C R"™ be a ball of radius R centered at the origin. Then with the help of formulas in
Proposition 2] we now estimate the second variation of T3(Bp).

Lemma 2.4. Let Qg = Br, v =4/(0) and f > 0 be a smooth radial function. Then we obtain

2 ,
pTe) t_OTﬁ(Qt) = /aB (v¢ +urC?) (upy + ) do, (2.10)

where ( =n-v and v is the unit outer normal to boundary OBR.

Proof. Performing the similar procedure of [I5, Proposition 3.3], we also get

{Av =0, in Bpg; (2.11)

% = —Up¢ — Pu,¢ — Po, on 0BR.
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Now we calculate the second shape derivative based on (2.7). To this end, we derive from (21]),

Z3) and 24) that
d 1
I = — - 2,
=] /(m ~IVu(t) - v(t) dor
1 1
= /aB [CW Vo (Vu, V2un)¢ + 5 [Vu(t)P¢ (divy = divop,n) + 5| Vu(t) *(divop,n| do
R

= / |:Cu7'v'r‘ + ururr<2 + lug(dlvn

OBR 2

- / (Curvr + ururrCQ) do,
OBRr
where we used that « is radial and

(Vu, Viun) = u,.Vu : 1 @ v = upu,C.
Using (2.1)-(24) and (28]), we get

d
h=gl /8 (28— HE)u(t)y-v(t) do
- c/ uC (AaBRC + ”—?c) + (26— H) (v¢ +u,¢%) + (28 — H)u(divy| do
oBg L R

= C/aBR e <A33RC—|— 2 C) (28— H) (v<+ur<2):| do

and ) B
_[3 — a . 0/;9ﬁ 2 (t) dO't
E/GBR [u ¢ ( Appr( — R2 C) +2Hu (v(—i—u,{ ) +u HCle?]:|
g/ [ u C(AaBRC—F 2 C> +2Hu (’UC—{—UTC )}

Similarly, one has
d 2 2
=Gl [~ (@0 sun) w0y doy
/ [28u¢ (v¢ + urC?) + fru¢® + f (v +u, %) + (BuP(t) + fu(t)) (divy] do
/ [28u¢ (¢ + urC?) + fruc® + f (o€ +ur?)] do

On the other hand, on 9Bp, it follows from (Z2)) and the system (L2)) that

0= / uwdo = u(R)P(Br) = u(R) = 0; (2.12)
dBp
R - - 1
u(R) =c—Pu(R)=c= _EfBR’ where fp, = Bl /s fdx; (2.13)
iy (B) = ~f(R) = "=y = —f(R) + " i, (2.14)
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since u and f are radial. Then putting the above equations together, we conclude from (2112 and

@I2)-ZI) that
d2
dt?

TB () = ZI

- /a [urC (vy + urrC) + (v¢ + urC?) (2¢8 — cH — f)] do
Br

t=

= / (v¢ + u,(Q) (=Buy + 2¢B + upy) do
OBRr

_ / (v¢ + urCQ) (cB + upr) do.
OBg

Combining Lemma and Lemma [2.4] we can prove Theorem [[LT]

Proof of Theorem [I1]. The stationary result follows from Corollary
Let u = up,,, v satisfy (ZI1]) and 7 be a smooth velocity field of the volume preserving flow starting
from Bg. Then from (2I3) and (2.I4), we see that on 0Bpg,

F(R) = —cB — uny (R >=@fBR+f< R -""lp,
— ) - "LEP

R
_ >0,
" fBr >
where the condition (LI2]) implies the last inequality. From (2.1)) and (28] with ¢ = 0, it is readily

checked that
/ vdo = 0.
OBRr

Since the second steklov eigenvalue on Bp is % and the equations (2.11]), we further obtain

(2.15)

/ v?do <R Vol do = R/ @v do = —R/ (UprC + PurC + Bv)vdo
OBg Br 0B OV 9Br
= —ﬁR/ v?’do — R (tpy + Buy) vC do
8BR 8BR

= —ﬁR/ v?do + R F(R)v( do.
O0BRr OBR

Therefore,

2
vido < F(R)v( do, 2.16
/MR <5 ), FK (2.16)

which together with Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies

2
( / F(R)v(da) < F(R)*¢*do / v? do
OBRr 0BRr 0Bgr

< T BR Jop, F(R)v(do o F(R)“¢* do.
So we find R
22
/833 F(R)v(do < TFBR )y, F(R)*¢*do (2.17)

due to (2:10).
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2I0), @I5) and (2I7) indicate that

P
G|, ToF(BR) = -F(R) / . (o) do
> —% [ o PR () [ o
= 15" (e S() [ o
~ o (1 - #f ) o= 1) | o
> 0.

Hence we have shown that (II2]) is a sufficient condition to guarantee that ball is a stable shape to
T3(-) under smooth volume-preserving perturbation.

Next, we show the necessity of (LI2]). The idea is to choose F; to be the translation map with
constant speed, and hence ( is a linear combination of coordinate functions restricted on dBgr. By
solving (Z.I1]) for such ¢, v is also a linear combination of coordinate functions. Hence v is exactly a
second eigenfunction of Steklov eigenvalue, and hence the inequality in (2.I6]) becomes equality. By
the equality condition of Schwarz inequality, the inequality in ([2I7) also becomes equality. Therefore,
previous computation yields

2
| Do) = g (100 = SR ) (7 — () [ o
In order for the above to be nonnegative, if forces f to satisfy (LI2). O

3. INSTABILITY OF T'(-) UNDER LIPSCHITZ PERTURBATION: REGULAR POLYGON EXAMPLE
In this section, we will prove Theorem

Proof. Let u be the function where the infimum in (LII)) is achieved. Let 2 be a regular polygon
centered at the origin, then on the boundary, x - v = p, where p := pq is the inradius of €, the radius
of the inscribed circle. Hence we have the following explicit formula for u:

u(z) = 4P1(Q) /m 2 ds — %W. (3.1)

/A(|x|4) dx = 16/ 2|2 da.
Q Q

Also, by divergence theorem, the left hand side above is also equal to

/ 4|z (z - v)ds = 4p/ |z|2.
of2 [2}9)
2, _ P 2
/\x! dx = —/ ||~ ds. (3.2)
0 4 Joo

Note that

Hence

Note that
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where
EQ):= / udx, (3.4)
Q

hence to prove that T'(Py) is strictly increasing, is equivalent to proving E(Py) is strictly decreasing.
From (BJ) and ([B.2]), and since pP () = 2|Q| = 27, we have that for a regular polygon €,

12 / 2 p 2 P / 2
EQ) = ——— ds — — ds = — ds.
(Q) IPED oo |x|* ds 16 g |x|* ds 16 /s |x|* ds

Considering one side I" of 2 = Py, and let the horizontal axis £ pass through I', and let the origin
be the center of Py. Let L be the length of T', and hence L = 2ptan(w/N). Then

L/2
/Q]x\zds:N/F]x\st :Np2L+N/ €2 de

—LJ2

2
=2Np? tan(r/N) + ng?‘ tan® (7 /N).

Hence
E(Py) = W(:& + tan®(7/N)). (3.5)
Since Np?tan(r/N) = || = 7, we have
2 an? (7
B0 = ) o)

Baby calculus implies that as N — oo,
T 21 1
EPN)=—(34+-—+0(—) ).
) =5 ( MEV (N6)>

Hence when N is large, F(Py) is strictly decreasing, and T'(Py) is strictly increasing, and hence ball
is not a local minimizer under Lipschitz variation.

Some further work can directly show that E(Py) is strictly decreasing when N > 3 is increasing,
and hence T'(Py) is strictly increasing for all N > 3. O

4. DISCUSSION BETWEEN T3(€2) AND J3(2)

In this section, we mainly consider the special case that f = 1 in energy functionals 7j3(£2) and
J3(§2), which are defined by (1)) and ([LI3]), respectively. We know that the Euler-Lagrange equation
in T3(2) is

—Au=1 in €
% +Bu=c on 0f€); (4.1)
Joq udo =0,

which has a unique solution. If the infimum in the definition of J5(12) is attained at g, then

N 1 / N
uQ = U — ——— uqdo
P(Q) Jo
automatically solves ([@1]), i.e., uq is the function where the infimum in (L)) is attained. Note that
U satisfies (LG). We deduce from (2.2)) and (£I])2 that

—|Q =cP(R2) = / (% + ﬂun> do=—p [ dqdo,
o \ Ov o9
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which implies that

~

uQ = uQ —

BP()

Hence, we have

el 0P
T = |, (“9 - BP(Q)> =Tt 55p@y

where we use the equality J3(Q2) = —3 [, tadz.

(4.2)

In the following, we will drop the symbol €2 of ug and 4gq. Clearly, the ball Bg is critical to Tj(-)

under volume preserving flow. Also,

d? d?
— T5(Fy(BRr)) = —
S| Ta(F(BR) = o

1

|Br|* &*
—o P(Fi(BRr))

28 di2

Js(Fy(Br)) +

t=0 t=0

N -1 N N N
= guz(R) /BBR <—A33RC — % ) (do + /@BR (UC —i—uTCQ) (uw _ /8211,) do

|Br|® / n—1
— A — d
2/8P2(BR) 9B 8BRC+ R2 C C g
=T+ [T+ III,

_l’_

which follows from [I5] and the following

d? 1 d _
02| PR BR)  dt|,_, | TR g

H(t)n - V(t)dUt]
OF(BR)

t=0

2
= 2P(Bg)® < H(da) — P(BR)_Z/ (—ABBRC _n
0BR OBR

— P(Bg) ™2 . H(¢divndo
R

— P(Bg)? /8 i (AaBRg + ”R—;%) Cdo

owing to (2.I) and (Z3)-(2.6). We can check that

I+1II=0.
Indeed, by (L) and divergence theorem, we have
ﬁﬂ(R)/ do = fudo = — @da =— Addo = / do,
0Bp 9B 0B OV Br Br

which evinces that B

So we have ) )

R B
2 26n%  28P?(Bg)

Hence I + 111 =0.
Furthermore, by [15], when f =1, IT > 0. Hence
d2
di2 t:OTﬁ(Ft(BR)) > 07

This matches Theorem [T.1].

C> (do
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Since the first eigenvalue of Laplacian on dBp is %, essentially we proved the following.

Corollary 4.1. Let Jg(Q2) be defined as (LI3)), where f = 1. Define
J3(Q) == J5(Q) + )\m, for B> 0.
P()
Then under smooth volume-preserving perturbation, ball is stable for Jé\() whenever A < ﬁ When
A= %7 Jé\() = Tﬁ(')'
5. EXAMPLES

In this section, first, we provide a counterexample to instability of Serrin’s system for Dirichlet
perturbation.
Counterexample: Let Q = [[" |(—ai,a;), a1 < az < --- < a, and if u is a solution to (LI3),

then up to a constant,
—1
n. 9 n n 2
x5 2 on x5
u = — E — E — = — —,
< ai) < ai) 20n-1 i @i

1=1 i=1

1

=1 and a; = .

where oy, is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial in [ay,as,- -+ ,ay]. Let a1 = ¢
for ¢ > 2. Straightforward calculation implies that

o0, | =39 for n =2,
oscu < 0SCU = ———
0Q Q 20p-1 | =0, ase =0 forn>3,
since when n > 3,
n—1 _
o1~ ; Op-1~——, andso ~e" 250, ase — 0.
€ en— On—1
Note that when n = 2,
2
aay |9 ap €

pu— O —_— = ———— _—
g = w(ar,0) —ula,az) = 5o = o 2 T

It leaves open that whether the answer to Question 1 is positive for n = 2.

Next, we consider whether some annulus in R™ can be a stationary shape to T'(-) introduced by

1D

Example: Annulus

Without loss of generality, we define the annulus Q = {z € R" : 1 < |z| < b}, then the solution u
of 29) with =0 and f = 1 satisfies

2 2—n
ailx|® + as|x + as, n > 3;
P o
a1|z|? + azlog x| + as, n=2.
From (2.9); we see that
1 _
pn—1 (r" lur)r = -1,
which implies that
1
= (2a17™" — (n — 2)aq),. = —1, n>3
rll( ! ( )2)7’ = a] = ——.
Fn—1 (2@17"” + a/z)r = —17 n = 2 2’1’L
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It follows from (Z9))2 that
2]

ur(b) - _ur(l) = P(Q)’

By ([29)3, we find
1 €2 1 1]
—ur (D) + (5o HO) — 1) u(b) = zu,(1)* + | 5o H(1) — 1) u(l
5007+ (g HO) ~ 1) ) = 50 (07 + (g B 1) i),
which together with (B.2]) entails that

ub) b (n=1)" = 1) +nb "t +1)]  b[(n—1)b"+nb" ' +1]

u(l)  (n—1)(b"—1) —nb(b?14+1) b+ nb+n—1
On the other hand, the condition that |, aq udo =0 gives that
ub) _ P(Bi(0)) 1

u(l)  P(B0) bt
Thus, we derive from (53] and (5.4) that

R e
b b+ nb+n—1

(5.2)

This is impossible since the right hand side of the above equation is positive for n > 2 and b > 1.

Therefore, the annulus in R"” can be not a stationary shape to 7'(-).

Next, we will compare the energy T(-) between the ball and the annulus in R? owing the same

volume.
Let

O ={zecR’:1<z|<b} and Q={zeR?:|z|<Vb2-1}
and w; solves (LIO) for €©;, i = 1,2. Then a direct calculation shows that
1
ui(w) = ~ ol + azlog |z + a3
and
T 2 R2

From (5.2)) and (5.4) we see that

It is easy to check that T(€;) = —1 fﬂz u; dx.
For the ball, we calculate

R 4
/ ug(z)dr = g/ r(R% — r?)dr = Ui = %(b2 —1)2
Qo 0

Then for the annulus €1, a direct computation shows

b 2 3 2

r b 1 b>+1 b
dv=2r [ |- +-logr+—— — Zlogh || rd
/Qlul x /1[ 1 20g7“ ; 1( 1 5 og )}TT

_7T(b4 —1) b <b3 +1 b2

= 7+Z(2bzlogb—62+1)+(b—1)ﬂ

8 4 2

— —logb

).

(5.5)

(5.6)

(5.8)
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Hence, we have
/ ugdac—/ urda = = (2% — b2 — 2% log b — 2b+ 1) .
QQ Q1 4
Let h(b) = 2b% — b? — 2b%log b — 2b + 1, then we know that
h'(b) >0 forb>1,

which implies h(b) > h(1) = 0. So one has

/ ug dr > / uyp dr = T(Ql) > T(Qg)
Qo Q1
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