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1. INTRODUCTION

Let 2 C R be an open, bounded set with Lipschitz boundary. Given p € [1, +o0], an equivalent
norm on the Sobolev space W1P(2) is given by
IVull romyy + lullLea0)-
As a consequence, there exists a maximal constant C),({2) > 0 such that
(1.1) Cp(D)|ullLr(2) < IVullprryy + |ullLr(00)

for every u € WHP(£2). Inequality (1.1) can be seen as a Poincaré inequality with trace term.
The main result of the paper states that balls are the sets which minimize the constant in (1.1)
among domains with a given volume.

Theorem 1.1 (The main result). Let p € [1,+00[. Then for every open, bounded set with
Lipschitz boundary 2 C RN we have

Cp(B) < Cp(£2),

where B C RY is a ball such that |B| = |£2|. Moreover equality holds if and only if £2 is a ball.
1
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Essentially the whole paper is concerned with the range 1 < p < +00. The case p = 1 is well
known in the literature since Cy({2) is precisely the Cheeger constant of the set {2. In this case,
the proof of Theorem 1.1 comes by symmetrization. We shall comment this issue in last section
of the paper, Remark 5.1. For p > 1, no symmetrization argument is known to work.

In order to describe our approach, let us comment the particular case p = 2. Moreover, we
concentrate on a variant of (1.1) given by

Co(D|ullF2 () < IVulF2mn) + [ullZ200)
for every u € WH2(£2). We get easily that the maximal constant is given by
. Jo |Vul? dz + [, u? dHN 1

Co(82) = i
2( ) uEngl(lg),ugéO fQ'LLQde ’

so that éQ(Q) coincides with the first eigenvalue of the Robin-Laplace operator on {2 with constant
B = 1: more precisely we deduce that

Ca(92) = M4 (92),
where for f > 0 the quantity )\EB(Q) is characterized by the existence of a nontrivial function

u € WH2(£2) such that
—Au= M (2u inN

% +pu=0 on 9f2
u>0 in £2,
where v denotes the outer normal to the boundary. The Robin conditions
0
au +Bu=0 on 012
v

are associated to the presence of the boundary term in the Rayleigh quotient: they are somehow
intermediate between the Neumann conditions (8 = 0) and the Dirichlet conditions (obtained
formally for f — o).

The optimality of the ball for the constant Cs is a consequence of the Faber-Krahn inequality
for the Robin-Laplacian, i.e.,

(1.2) AﬁB(B) < Aﬁg(gﬁ

where B is a ball such that |B| = |{2| (the equality holds only if {2 is itself a ball). This inequality
has been proved by BOSSEL [2] (for two dimensional simply connected smooth domains) and
DANERS [13] (in the N-dimensional setting, under Lipschitz regularity for the boundary). Their
proof, by a dearrangement procedure, involves a direct comparison between {2 and B based not on
the Rayleigh quotient representation for /\ff 5(£2), but on a different one which involves a different
quantity, named the H-functional.

Coming back to the kind of inequality we are interested in, if we consider

Co(2)|lullz2(0) < IVullp2(omyy + [[ull200),
we see that the new constant Co(£2) is given now by

Vull 2 (omyy + llull 200

1.3 C2(82) =
(1.3) 29 = BB ko lellz2e)

Even in this case we have a connection with the Robin-Laplacian: if the minimum in (1.3) is
attained on a nonconstant function u € W2(£2), which we may assume to be nonnegative, then
by exploiting its optimality we deduce that u is the first eigenfunction for the Robin-Laplacian
with constant
HVUHL2(Q;RN)
/Bu =
[ull 22002
and moreover

Co(0) = [ullz2(2)

= L2 AR ().
Wl oy oo ()
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This representation shows that the link with the Robin-Laplacian is too weak to infer the optimality
of the ball in Theorem 1.1 from the Faber-Krahn inequality (1.2). Moreover, the approach by
Bossel and Daners cannot be applied to the characteristic value (1.3), since the Rayleigh quotient
involved is now nonlinear (sums of norms are involved), and no analogue of the H-functional is
known in this situation.

In order to prove Theorem 1.1 in the case p > 1, we follow the strategy proposed in [5] and [6]
to deal with the Faber-Krahn inequality for the Robin-Laplacian, and based on the analysis of free
discontinuity functionals. More precisely, for p €]1, 400, we concentrate on the free discontinuity
functional

(Jow (VP dar) 7 (fJu [(wh)P + (u™)] dHNfl) "
(fpr P dx)l/p

(u) :=

defined on the set of functions
SBV®(RN) := {u e LP(RY) : u? € SBV(RN),u > 0}.

Here SBV denotes the space of special functions of bounded variation (see [1] and Subsection 2.2).

The basic remark, which leads to the study of the functional F', and which was the motivation
for [5] and [6], is that if w > 0 is an optimal function for (1.3), then its extension to zero outside
{2 is such that

ulg € SBV# (RY)
with
Cp(92) = F(ulp).
This observation, leads to the following natural inequality. Given some constant m > 0,
inf{C,({2) : 2 open, bounded, Lipschitz, |£2| = m}
> inf{F(u) : u € SBV(RN), [{u> 0} = m}.
Now, if we prove that the infimum in the right hand side is attained by a function u which is

the extension by 0 of a minimizer for (1.3) on a ball (of volume m), then we achieve the proof of

Theorem 1.1 and, even more, we provide a Poincaré inequality in SBV%(RN ), with an optimal

constant. Following the strategy of [6], the proof of Theorem 1.1 is thus obtained by showing that

minimizers of F', under a volume constraint for the support, are functions supported on balls.
Our analysis, shaped after [6], can be summarized as follows.

(a) We focus on the problem

inf{F(u) : u € SBV7(RN), |[{u> 0} = m},
and prove existence of a solution. A regularity argument of topological type a la DE
GI0RGI, CARRIERO and LEACI (see Subsection 4.2) shows that every minimizer u of F
(under a volume constraint) is such that

HN () <400, HNTHTL N\ JW) =0,
and the associated support is given by an open connected set {2 with

00 =1J,.

In particular the boundary of {2 is an hypersurface in the weak sense of geometric measure

theory, and (2 turns out to have finite perimeter (see Subsection 2.2).

(b) By means of a reflection technique (Proposition 4.10), it is shown that F' admits minimizers
of the form

Ylg,
where (2 is symmetric around the origin and ¥ :]0, +oo[— R is smooth, radial symmetric,
positive and bounded from above and below on (2. This yields that

HN L0\ 97 N) =0,
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where 0*(2 is the reduced boundary of {2 (see Subsection 2.2), and
1/ 1/
o 19" (=DIP dz) ™ + (Jpe o 07 () der) ™
1/ ’
(fovr(lal) dz)

We obtain thus a candidate optimal shape, on which the functional F' gains a geometrical
flavor, with ¢ (and its gradient) acting as volume and surface densities on (2 and its
boundary.

F(ylg) =

(¢) Tt is shown (Proposition 4.13) that the radial symmetry of v entails that also {2 has a
circular symmetry, being either a ball or an annulus. A direct comparison shows that the
annulus is not optimal, which yields that minimizers are supported on balls.

Along with the new form of the Poincaré inequality we deal with, the main technical novelties
of the present paper concerning the previous analysis are the following.

(1) The circular symmetry of the optimal domain {2 in point (c) is obtained by making use of
the spherical cap symmetrization technique, taking advantage of the radial symmetry of ¢
and of the geometric flavor of the problem mentioned in point (b). This approach yields
a simplified proof of the optimality of the ball also for the semilinear variants of the first
eigenvalue of the Robin-Laplacian studied in [6]: in the present context, it proves to be
an efficient tool to cope with the nonlinear structure of F', involving sums of norms.

(2) The structure of F' and the presence of a general exponent p entail some technical diffi-
culties, especially when dealing with the regularity analysis of point (a) (see in particular
Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 4.7 where technical manipulations are needed to get rid of the
norms).

The uniqueness issue is settled in Theorem 4.14, by exploiting some equality cases in a chain
of inequalities which are at the core of the reflection argument mentioned in point (b).

We conclude this introduction by remarking that Sobolev inequalities with trace terms (raised at
a suitable exponent) have been treated in [17] using mass transportation techniques, and showing
a suitable optimality for the ball. As an extension, a Poincaré type inequality has been derived
in [16], involving L' norms for the functions and its trace, and LP norm for the gradient, again
proving an optimality property for the ball. Tt is worth also to notice the result of [3], where it is
proved that the ball may not be optimal, at least for some choices of norms.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the notation and recall some basic
properties of functions of bounded variation and sets of finite perimeter employed in the subse-
quent analysis. In Section 3 we define the functional space S’BV%(RN ), recalling the associated
compactness and lower semicontinuity properties. Section 4 is devoted to the analysis of the free
discontinuity functional F' and of its minimizers, along the lines described above in points (a), (b)
and (c). Finally the proof of Theorem 1.1 is carried out in Section 5.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper, B,(z) will denote the open ball of center x € RY and radius r > 0.
We say that A CC B if A is compact and contained in B. If E C RY, we will denote its volume
by |E|, its complement by E°, and 1g will stand for its characteristic function, i.e., 1g(z) = 1
if z € Eand 1g(z) = 0 if x ¢ E. We set wy := |B1(0)]. Moreover H¥~! will stand for the
(N — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure, which coincides with the usual area measure on regular
hypersurfaces.

For A C R¥ open set and p > 1, LP(A) will denote the usual Lebesgue space of p-summable
functions, while W1?(A) will denote the Sobolev space of functions in LP(A) whose gradient in
the sense of distributions is p-summable. Moreover ||u||o, will stand for the sup-norm of w, while
supp(u) will denote the set {u # 0}, well defined up to sets of negligible Lebesgue measure.

2.1. A numerical inequality. The following inequality will be fundamental for our analysis.
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Lemma 2.1. Let p €]1,4+00]. Then for every ai,as,by,ba > 0 and ¢1,c2 > 0 we have

(a1 + a2)"/? + (b1 4 b)) /P > min { " 0 " } .

(c1 + co)l/P ci/p ’ Cé/p

(2.1)

Moreover, if equality holds, then

(a1+a2)1/p+(b1+b2)1/p ai/P_,_b}/P aé/P_i_b;/P

(c1 + c)1/P - ci/p o C;/p

Proof. By contradiction, let us assume that

(a1 +a2)1/p+(b1+b2)l/p i a%/Per}/P aé/erb;/p
(c1 + c2)t/P R '

In particular we get
(a1 + az)'/P + (by + by) /P < ai/p + bi/p

(c1 +co)t/P R
which gives
(2.2) 1 ((al +az)'P + (b + bz)l/p)p < (e1+¢2) (a}/p + b}/p)p.
Similarly we get
(2.3) C2 ((a1 +ag)' /P + (b1 + bz)l/p)p < (c1+¢2) (a;/p + bé/p)p.

Summing (2.2) and (2.3) we get

<(al i a2)1/p + (b +b2)1/p)p < (a}/p _|_b}/p)p L (aé/p n bé/p)

p

Choosing
a; == A b= BY, 1=1,2,
we get
(2.4) (AP 4+ ADYY/P 4 (BP + BEYYP < ((Ay + By)P + (Ay + Bo)")'/”,

which is against the triangle inequality of the p-norm on R2.
Let us assume now that

(a1 + a2)1/p + (b + b2)1/p . a%/P + b}/P aé/P + b;/p
T, = min 7 , , )
(c1 +e2)'/P e’ cy'?

Then we necessarily have

min{a}/erbi/p aé/p +b;/p} _ a}/erbi/p B aé/p +b;/p

1/p ’ 1/p 1/p B 1/p ’
G Co 1 Co

because otherwise one of the relations (2.2) and (2.3) would become an equality, the other remain-
ing a strict inequality, which yields again to (2.4), a contradiction. The proof is thus concluded. O

2.2. Functions of bounded variation and sets of finite perimeter. Let 2 C RY be an open
set. We say that u € BV (£2) if u € L'(§2) and its derivative in the sense of distributions is a finite
Radon measure on {2, i.e., Du € My(£2;RYN). BV (£2) is called the space of functions of bounded
variation on 2. BV ({2) is a Banach space under the norm |u(| gy () := [|ull1 (@) + | Dul| pm, (2N -
We refer the reader to [1] for an exhaustive treatment of the space BV.

Concerning the fine properties, a function u € BV (§2) (or better every representative of u)
is a.e. approximately differentiable on {2 (see [1, Definition 3.70]), with approximate gradient
Vu € L*(£2;RYN). Moreover, the jump set .J,, is a H¥ ~-countably rectifiable set, i.e., J, C U;enM;
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up to a HNl-negligible set, with M; a C'-hypersurface in RY. The measure Du admits the
following representation for every Borel set B C (2:

Du(B) = / Vudz +/ (ut —u™ v dHN ™ + Du(B),
B J,NB

where 1, () is the normal to J,, at 2, and D°u is singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure
and concentrated outside .J,. Du is usually referred to as the Cantor part of Du. u* are the
upper and lower approximate limits of w at x. The normal v, coincides H~N '-a.e. on J, with
the normal to the hypersurfaces M;. The direction of v, (x) is chosen in such a way that u® (x)
is the approximate limit of v at  on the sets {y € RN : v,(x) - (y — ) = 0}. Moreover, u*
coincide H™~!-almost everywhere on .J, with the traces y*(u) of u on J, which are defined by
the following Lebesgue-type limit quotient relation

lim L/ lu(x) — yF(u)(x)| dz =0

where B (x) := {y € B.(x) : v,(x) - (y — x) = 0} (see [1, Remark 3.79)).
The space of special functions of bounded variation on {2 is defined as
SBV(£2):={ue€ BV(2) : D= 0}.

Such a space proved to be very useful in the study of free discontinuity problems arising in different
contexts, like for example image segmentation or fracture mechanics.

Given E C RN measurable, we say that E has finite perimeter if

Per(E;RY) := sup {/ div(p)dz : ¢ € C(RY;RY), ¢l < 1} < 4o00.
E

If |E| < +00, then F has finite perimeter if and only if 1z € BV(RY). It turns out that
Dlp =vpHVN"YO0*'E,  Per(EB;RY)=HN"10"E),

where 0* F is called the reduced boundary of E, and vg is the associated inner approximate normal
(see [1, Section 3.5]). We have that §*E is H™ ~!-countably rectifiable and it is contained in the
topological boundary OF. Moreover, the points in 9*E have density 1/2 with respect to E, with

HNLO°E\ 9*E) =0,

where 9°F (the essential boundary) is the set of points whose density with respect to F is neither
Z€ro nor one.

2.3. Almost quasi-minimizer of the Mumford-Shah functional. In Section 4, we will use
the notion of almost quasi minimality for SBV functions with respect to Mumford-Shah type
functionals.

Definition 2.2 (Almost quasi-mimimality). Let 2 C RY be open and 1 < p < +o0. We say
that w € SBV(£2) is an almost quasi-minimizer for the Mumford-Shah functional with exponent
p if there exist ro,c1,ca,c3 > 0 such that for every r < rg, xo € 2 and v € SBV,.(2) with
{v #u} C B.(x9) CC 2 we have

/ |VulP de + ey HN 71 (J, N By (x)) < / \VolP da + coHN 71 (J, N By (x0)) + esr™Y.
B, (zo) B, (x0)

The previous notion is a variant of the minimality property employed by DE GIORGI, CARRIERO
and LEACI [14] to study regularity properties of minimizers of the Mumford-Shah functional, the
main difference lying in the fact that different constants appear in front of the surface terms.

The analysis of [14] can be extended to cover also this (slightly) more general setting (see [20]),
yielding the following result for which we refer to [7, Theorem 2.3].

Theorem 2.3. Let 2 C RN be open and let u € SBV,.(£2) satisfy the minimality property of
Definition 2.2. Then the jump set of u is essentially closed in (2, i.e.,

HN (T, \ Ju) N 2) = 0.



BEST CONSTANT IN POINCARE INEQUALITIES WITH TRACES: A FREE DISCONTINUITY APPROACH 7

2.4. Symmetrization techniques. In Section 4.3 we will employ some basic properties of the
radial symmetric decreasing rearrangement for functions and of the spherical cap symmetrization
of sets. We recall here their definitions and the basic properties we will employ: we refer the
reader to e.g. [21] and [8, Section 9.2] for further details.
(a) Radial symmetric decreasing rearrangement of a function. Let 2 C R™ be an open set
and let u be a measurable nonnegative function defined on 2. If B is a ball centered at
the origin with |B| = |£2|, we define the radial symmetric decreasing rearrangement of u
as the radial function ©* defined on B such that for every ¢ > 0

{u>c}l = [{u" = e}l

/(u*)p dxz/ uP dx
B 2

for every p € [1, +-00[. Moreover, if in addition u € Wy(£2), then u* € W, (£2) with

(2.5) / |[Vu*|P dx S/ [VulP de.
B Q

It turns out that

(b) Spherical cap symmetrization of a set. Let E C RY be a measurable set. For every sphere
B,.(0), let C,. be the spherical cap centered at (0,0,...,r) such that

HN(C,) = HY"HE N 8B,(0)).

The spherical cap symmetrization of E is given by E C RY such that 0B,.(0) N E=0C,
for every r > 0. It turns out that (see e.g. [8, Section 9.2], [18, Remark 4] or [19, Section
6]) if F has finite perimeter, also E is of finite perimeter, and for every radial positive
measurable function g(r)

(2.6) /&)*Eg(r) dHN L < / g(r)dHN—1.

O°E
The previous inequality states that any perimeter with radial density decreases by spherical
cap symmetrization: this property is reminiscent of the more usual one regarding the
Schwartz symmetrization across an hyperplane.

Remark 2.4. Following [21, Lemma 1], if w is a Lipschitz continuous function on {2 open and
bounded, it turns out that u* is also Lipschitz continuous on B. Moreover, the inequality (2.5),
based on the use of the coarea formula and of the isoperimetric inequality, still holds true provided
that for almost every ¢ > 0

HY ' {u=c}n2) >HN T {u* =¢)),
i.e., an isoperimetric control is available for the inner boundaries of upper levels. We will use this

property in the final step of the proof of Proposition 4.13 for a smooth function defined on an
annulus.

3. THE SPACE SBV# (RY)

In this section we introduce a suitable space of functions of bounded variation type which will
be fundamental for our analysis.
Given p €]1, 00| we set

SBV#(RY) :={ue LP(RY) : P € SBV(RY), u > 0}.

In the case p = 2, the space has been introduced in [5] to study the Faber-Krahn inequality for the
first eigenvalue of the Robin-Laplacian, and it has used in [6] to address some related semilinear
variants including the case of the torsional rigidity.

In the following lemma we detail some basic properties of elements in SBV» (R™): the proof
follows closely [5, Lemma 1] and will not be given.

Lemma 3.1. Let u € SBV%(]RN). Then the following items hold true.
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(a) u is a.e. approzimately differentiable (see [1, Definition 3.70]) with approzimate gradient
Vu such that

V(uP) = puP~Vu a.e. in RY.

(b) The jump set J,, is HY ~'-countably rectifiable and a normal v, can be chosen in such a
way that the jump part of the derivative is given by

DI (uP) = [(uF)P — (u™)P]ry HYN L J,.
(c) For every e > 0 and 2 C RN open and bounded we have (u — &)+t € SBV(£2).

The following compactness and lower semicontinuity properties are a straightforward variant of
[5, Theorem 2].

Theorem 3.2. Let (un)nen be a sequence in SBV%(RN) and let C > 0 be such that for every
neN

/ |Vun\pdx+/ (W) + ()] dHN_1+/ WP dz < C.
RN

RN

Un,

Then there exist u € SBV%(]RN) and a subsequence (un, )ken such that the following items hold
true.

(a) Compactness: u,, — u strongly in L} (RY).

(b) Lower semicontinuity: for every open set A C RN we have

/ [VulP dz < lim inf/ |V, |P dx,
A k—o0 A

and

k—o0

/ [(u™)P + (u™)P]dHN ! < liminf / [(w) )P+ (uy, )] dHN
JuNA Jup, NA

In the subsequent sections, we will make use of the following inequality.

Proposition 3.3. Given m > 0, there exists A\p(m) > 0 such that for every u € SBV%(RN) with
|supp(u)] <m

Vul? dz + )P+ (u )P dHY T > A (m u? dz.
P
RN Ju RN
Moreover, for m < 1 we have
1
(3.1) Ap(m) = W)\p(l)-
Proof. Let us set

Jan [VulP dz + [ [(uF)P + (u”)P]dHY

A = inf
P(m) m fRN uP d.]j )

1
uweSBV P (RN ), u#0
[supp(u)|<m

and let us check that A,(m) > 0.
By contradiction assume that there exists u, € SBV#(RN), u, # 0, with [supp(u,)| < m,

(3.2) / ubde =1,
RN
and such that
/ Vun|P d + / ()P + (us)7] dHY 1 = 0.
RN J

Un
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By assumption we have that u?2 € SBV (R”): by employing the embedding BV (RY) — L~ (RM),
Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, for every € > 0 we can find ¢, > 0 such that

O (/ u;fldx> g|Du§;\(RN)g/ pug—1|vun\dx+/ ()P + (u )] di N1
RN RN J

Un,

Sp(/ uzdx)p (/ |Vun|de)p+ | ttwir +
RN RN Jun,

< {5/ uﬁd;ﬁ—ca/ Vun|pdx}+/ [(w,)P 4 (uy; )P]dHN !
RN RN Tt

N—1
pN - N
<(/ u) ump () ¥+ e [ (Vualrdet [ () )
RN RN Junp

Letting € be sufficiently small we can absorb the first integral of the right-hand side in the left-hand
side to get for some C. > 0

(/ uﬁ da:) < C. (/ [Vu,|? der/ [(w )P + (uy, )P] dHN1> — 0.
RN RN Jun

Pdy < ) ¥ 0
. ub do < - U x |supp(u,)|
R

which is against (3.2). We conclude thus that A, (m) > 0.
Let us prove inequality (3.1). Let u € SBV%(RN) with [supp(u)| < m. Setting

But then

v(x) := u(tz)

we obtain that |supp(v)| = |supp(u)|/tV. If we choose t := m'/N, v is an admissible function to
compute Ap(1) so that

t? [on [VulPdz + thu [(uT)P + (u*)p]dHN—l.

S~ uPda

Ap(1) <

If m <1 we get
Jox [VulPdz + [ [(ut)? + (u™)P]dHN !
S~ uPdz

so that inequality (3.1) easily follows. O

Ap(1) < mb/N

)

Remark 3.4. It turns out that A,(m) is equal to the first eigenvalue of the p-Laplace operator
under Robin boundary conditions with constant 8 = 1 on a ball B with |B| = m. For details, we
refer the reader to Remark 5.2 at the end of the paper.

We conclude the section recalling the following result (see [7, Theorem 3.5 and Remark 3.7]),
which is crucial for our analysis, which will be used in the proof of Theorem 4.5.

Proposition 3.5. Given u € SBV%(RN), assume that there exist g, c1,co > 0 such that for a.e.
0<d<e<eg we have

/ |VulP dz 4+ c;6PHY 10" {6 <u < e} N Jy) < coePHN 10 {u > e} \ Ju).
{u<e}

Then there exists o > 0 such that

u>a« a.e. on supp(u).
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4. THE FREE DISCONTINUITY PROBLEM

Given p €]1,4o00[ and m > 0, we concentrate in this section on the free discontinuity problem

(4.1) min F(u)
uESBV% (RN), uz0
|supp(u)|<m

where SBV # (R™) is the space introduced in Section 3, while F is the free discontinuity functional

[Vullp + E(w)'/?

Flu) = """,

with
Ealu) = /J ()P + ()] MV,

u
Existence of minimizers can be proved by performing a concentration compactness alternative
as in [5, Theorem 4].

Theorem 4.1 (Existence of minimizers). The minimum problem (4.1) admits a solution.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to adapt the proof of [5, Theorem 4] using the compactness and lower
semicontinuity properties given in Theorem 3.2 and employing the numerical inequality of Lemma
2.1 (to exclude the dichotomy case). O

Remark 4.2. Notice that if « is a minimizer of problem (4.1), then |supp(u)| = m. This is a
consequence of the following simple rescaling property: for every t > 1

. P .
min F(v) <t ™ min F(u).
1 1
veSBV P (RN), v#£0 uweSBV P (RN ), u#0
|supp(v)|<tm [supp(u)|<m

4.1. First properties of minimizers. This subsection is devoted to the proof of some pivotal
properties of minimizers. In particular we are interested in bounds from above and below (on the
support).

Let us start with the bound from above.

Theorem 4.3 (L*-bound). Let u be a minimizer of (4.1). Then u € L (RY).
Proof. Tt is not restrictive to assume
[wllr@yy = 1.

Let us assume by contradiction that u ¢ L>°(RY). We divide the proof in several steps.

Step 1. Assume that Vu # 0 and J, # 0. By exploiting the Euler-Lagrange equation satisfied
1
by u, for every ¢ € SBV»(R") such that J, C J,, we have

Jan [VulP2VuVe dx N [y @t )P () + (u™)P e (@) dHN !

1

(4.2) .
(Jas [Vl dz) = (. [ty + oy an=1)

= F(u)/ uP o de,
RN

where 71 (@) and y2(p) are the traces of ¢ on the rectifiable set .J,, oriented by the normal v,.
By multiplying equation (4.2) with

(/RN |Vul? dgg)lll’ + </J (™) + ()] d’HNl)lé |

u

we obtain the inequality

(4.3)/ \Vu\p_QVchpdx—k/
RN J

u

(™) 1 () + (u™ )P () dHN 1 < 2F (w)? /RN u? o d.
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Notice that inequality (4.3) still holds true if either J, = 0, Vu # 0 or J,, # 0, Vu = 0, in the last
case requiring that also Vo = 0.

Step 2. Let us consider for every M > 0 the function up = (u — M)4+ € SBV%(RN). Recalling
that

Vupy = Vul s> and Jun C Ju,
ups turns out to be an admissible test function for inequality (4.3), so that we infer

(4.4) /RN |Vup|? dz +/J [(wh)P~ ud, + (u™ )P tuy, | dHY 7Y < 2F (u)? /RN uP "y da.

Notice that
/J )Pty + ()P gAML > /J ()P + (uy)PlaHN !

and

/ wP s do = / (upr + M)P tupy da < Cl/ (uhy + MP" upy) da
RN RN {u>M} RN

for some constant C; > 0. From (4.4) we conclude

(4.5) / V[P da + / (uh )P + (ur, PJdHY L < Cy / (W2, + MP~ up)da
RN Jurs RN

for some Cy > 0.

Step 3. Let
a(M) = |{u> M}|.
Since we are assuming u & L>(RY), we have
VM >0:a(M)>0 and lim «(M)=0.

M —+o00

In view of Proposition 3.3, inequality (4.5) entails

)\p(a(M))/ ull, do < CQ/ (uhy + MP~ uyy) da.
RN RN
By (3.1), for M sufficiently large we infer
1
4.6 _ ub, dx < C MP~Yuys da
( ) a(M)% \/RN M =3 RN M

for some C5 > 0.
By Holder inequality and (4.6) we deduce

/ up dr < (/ “?\/Idw)p a(M)% < (CgMp_la(M)z{r/ uMdat)p oz(M)pT?1
RN RN RN

so that
(4.7) [ unsde < Codtaany i,
RN

for some C4 > 0.
Setting now

g(M):/ uprde,
RN

and recalling that ¢'(M) = —a(M), we can rewrite inequality (4.7) as
g(M) < C4M(~g/ (M) 765,
It follows that there exists My > 0 such that for a.e. M > M,
1 g'(M)
— < —Cs
M~ g(M)?
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with v < 1 and C5 > 0. Integrating between M, and M we get
1
9(M)' ™ = g(Mo)' ™7 < — (MY = Mg 7).
5
Being g(M)!'~7 > 0, the above inequality entails in particular

1
_ 1=y « _ 1=y _ ppl=v
g(Mo)=7 < G (M M, ) 7

which yields a contradiction letting M — +o0.
We thus conclude that u € L (R”), and the proof is concluded. O

Let us now come to the bound from below on the support of minimizers. We need the following
perturbation lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let u be a minimizer of problem (4.1). Then the following items hold true.
(a) There exist e >0 and k > 0 such that for every v € SBV%(RN) with

(48) [supp(u)] < |supp(v)] < |supp()] + e,
then
(4.9) F(u) + k|supp(u)| < F(v) + k|supp(v)].
(b) There exist e > 0 and k > 0 such that for every v € SBV%(RN) with
(4.10) |[supp(u)| — & < [supp(v)| < [supp(u)],
then
(4.11) F(u) + k|supp(u)| < F(v) + k|supp(v)|.

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of [6, Lemma 6.12].

Let us start with point (a). By contradiction, let us assume that for every ¢ > 0 and k>0
there exists v € SBV'» (RM) satisfying (4.8) but for which (4.9) is violated. Let us consider &,, — 0
and I;:n — 400 and let us denote by v,, the associate function such that

|supp(u)| < |supp(vy)| < |supp(u)| + &,

and
(4.12) F(u) + nlsupp()] > F(v,) + Fulsupp(va)].
Let us set .

. (ISUpp(vn)I)”

" |supp(u)|

Then ¢, > 1 and t,, — 1. If we set
wp(x) := vy (tnx)

we obtain
_ |supp(vn)|

|supp(wn)l = — 5
which implies (being w,, admissible for problem (4.1))
_ tal[Vuallp + t}l/pgS(Un)l/p

[[on [

= |supp(u)|,

(4.13) F(u) < F(wy) <t F(vy).

Since |supp(vy)| = tY [supp(u)|, by using (4.12) and (4.13), we get
F(u) 4 kn|supp(u)| > F(v,) + kn|supp(v,)| > t7 F (u) + kot |supp(u)|,

so that .

=ty =1 |supp(u)
But the right hand side is bounded as n — 400, against k, — +oc0. The proof of point (a) is thus
concluded.
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Let us pass to point (b). We proceed again by contradiction by considering €, — 0, kn — 0
and the associated v,, € SBV%(RN) satisfying (4.10) but violating (4.11). Reasoning as above we
get

F(u) < 6/7F(v)
for t, 1, so that
P —1 F(u)
L= [supp(u)|’

(4.14) fen >

against k, — 0. Point (b) thus follows, and the proof is now complete. O

We are now in a position to prove the following bound from below which is essential for our
analysis.

Theorem 4.5 (Bound from below). Let u be a minimizer for (4.1). Then there exists a > 0
such that
u> o a.e. on supp(u).

Proof. We can assume [|u||»®~) = 1. Moreover, thanks to Proposition 4.3, we have u € L> (RM).
Assume by contradiction that for every £ small enough

(4.15) H{u < e}| > 0.
Notice that for a.e. € > 0 we have
ulgyse) € SBV#(RY).
In view of Lemma 4.4, there exists k& > 0 such that comparing u and ulgy>ey (With € small enough)

we get

1
||Vu1{u2€} ||p + & (U1{u25}) P

||U]‘{’LLZE} Hp

(4.16) IVull + E(u)7 + kl{u < e}| <

Moreover we may write

1 1 ’ 1 ’
= =l ———— | <14CeP{u<e}
ulu>eyllp (f{uza} ub dx) (1 - f{u<e} up dx)

for some C > 0. As a consequence, for € small enough inequality (4.16) entails

1 1
(4.17) [Vullp + & (u)? < [[Vulyseyllp + Es(ulfuzey)?.
Assume that Vu # 0. Recalling that for every a > b > 0
1 1 1 1
(4.18) —ar Ya—b)<a’P—bY/P < —bp(a—b),
p p
we get

Jan IVulP dz — [(,5 5 [VulP do _ Jrucey IVUlP dz
Pl Vallp™ Pl Vaullp™

)

Vully = [Vulpuzeyllp >

so that from (4.17) we deduce
f{u<€} |Vu|P dx
plVallp™
Notice that in particular & (ulg,>z1) > Es(u), so that using again (4.18) we obtain
f{u<a} |Vu|p dx SS(U1{u28}) =& (u)
p—1 < p—1 :
IVullp Eo(u)"7

+ Es(u)% < ES(ul{uza})%-

By setting —
Vul|P~
Bui= =t

Es(u) »
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we obtain, writing explicitly & (u) and Es(ulfy>ey),

(4.19) /{< }|Vupdx+/3u/ [(uF)P 4 (u™)P]dHN !

-]u
< ﬂu/ (qu)p drHNfl +Bu/ [(u+)p+ (uf)p] drHN—l
Jun{u—<e<ut} Jun{e<u~—<ut}

+ BuePHN 70" {u > £} \ Ju),
which yields
/ |VulP dax + Bu/ [(w™)P + (u)PTdHN ™! < BuePHN 710" {u > e} \ Ju).
{u<e} Jun{u~<ut<e}

We deduce in particular that for a.e. 0 < § < ¢
(4.20) / Vul? dz + B,8"HY 108 < u < e} N Jy) < BuePHY 10 {u > e} \ Ju).
{u<e}

From Proposition 3.5 we obtain that (4.15) cannot hold.
In the case Vu = 0, inequality (4.20) still holds provided that we choose 8, := 1: again we
reach a contradiction, so that the proof is concluded. O

Remark 4.6. The bound from below can be established also by adapting the arguments proposed
in [9, Theorem 3.2], where a free discontinuity approach similar to the present one has been
proposed to deal with free boundary problems arising in thermal insulation.

4.2. Regularity properties of the minimizers. In this subsection we show that a minimizer of
problem (4.1) satisfies a local minimality property for a Mumford-Shah functional with exponent
p: this yields some regularity properties for the jump set and consequently for the support.

Theorem 4.7 (Essential closedness of the jump set). Let u be a minimizer of problem (4.1).
Then uw € SBV(RN) N L= (RN), HN=1(J,) < +oo and J, is essentially closed, i.e.,

HY (T Ju) = 0.
Proof. By Proposition 4.3 we know that u € L>(R"), while Theorem 4.5 entails
(4.21) u>a>0 ae. on supp(u).

Since u? € SBV (RY), the chain rule in BV (see [1, Theorem 3.96] entails u € SBV (RY). Finally
we have
QW) < [ [t ) an T < e,
Ju

so that HN~1(J,) < +o0o. Notice moreover that H¥N~1(J,) > 0 (since otherwise u € W H(RY)
and (4.21) cannot hold).

In order to conclude the proof, we need to show that J, is essentially closed. We will show
that u is an almost quasi-minimizer of the Mumford-Shah functional with exponent p according
to Definition 2.2, and then we conclude using Theorem 2.3. We divide the proof in two steps.

Step 1. Given 7 > 0, let us consider v € SBV,.(RY) such that {v # u} C B,(xg), where r < 7.
Let us assume that

(4.22) / V[P da + 2|[ul[2.HN 1 (T, A By (o)) g/ Vul? dz + HY (T 0 By (o)),
B (z0) B (z0)
and let us set
0 := min{|v|, ||u||co }-
Since
|supp()| < [supp(u)| + wnr™,
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either by the minimality of u or by the perturbed minimality given by Lemma 4.4, we deduce that
if 7o is small enough, there exists k > 0 such that

1 . 1
[Vullp + Es(w)7 _ [[VOll, + E(0)7
ell - 1511,

In view of (4.22) and the definition of ¥ we have
(4.24) V3|, + £(5)F < C,

where C; depends only on u.
Assuming as usual [Ju||, = 1, and since

[ oy
B7~(Io)

(4.23) + kwnr?.

< 2[julfownr?,

up to reducing ro we have

1 ! <1+ Allullgwonr™
191, (1 t S ooy (217 = [ul?) dac) v p
Then, from (4.23), we infer
(4.25) [Vull, + E(u)F < [[Vol, + E(0)7 + Cor™,

where C5 depends only on u.
We claim that there exist k1, k2, k3 > 0 depending only on u such that

(4.26) / |VulPdz + ki / [(ut)? + (u™)P]dHN 1
B,«(wo) J,,LﬁET(wo)

< / |VoPda + ko / [(BT)P + (7)P) dHN 7 + kg™,
Br(ajo) Jvﬁ§7-(w0)

Thanks to (4.21) and in view of the very definition of ¥ we obtain
@ [ VulPde+ kMY (a0 o)
Br(x())

< / |VolPda + 2ks||ul|E,HY (T, N B, (x0)) + kar™.
B, (zo)

Up to reducing the constant k; and increasing the constants ko, k3 (if necessary), we see that
inequality (4.27) still holds even if v does not satisfy assumption (4.22). We conclude that u is an
almost quasi-minimizer of the Mumford-Shah functional with exponent p according to Definition
2.2. In view of Theorem 2.3, the essential closedness of J, follows.

Step 2. In order to conclude the proof, we need to show that claim (4.26) holds true. Up to
reducing 7o, we can assume that for every zo € RV

1
/ ()P + ()P a1 > L6 () > 0,
JuNBg, (z0) 2

1
/ [VulPdz > f/ |VulPdx.
Bg, (w0) 2 Jrw

Assume Vu # 0. We may write

19ull, — V1], = 1 (u, ) [ [ ivapas— [ |W|de]
RN RN

=c1(u, ) / |Vu|pd:r—/ |VoPdx
Br(wo) B,,V(Io)

(4.28)

(4.29)

)
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where for a suitable 0 < 67 < 1

o1 (u, B) =+ (91/ \VulPdz + (1 791)/ w|pdx) ’
b RN RN
Analogously
(4.30) E(D)7 — E(u)7 = calu, D) (E,(D) — Es(u)),
with .
(1, 0) = (028(u) + (1= 02)€(0)) 7
and 0 < 0, < 1.
Substituting (4.29) and (4.30) into (4.25) we get
~ ~ N

(4.31) / wurde + 28 Ve ) < / wipds + 28D e gy 4

B, (z0) c1(u, 0) B, (z0) c1(u, 0) c1(u, 0)

In view of (4.28), (4.22) and (4.24), and recalling the very definition of ¥, we may write
1
191/ |VulP de + (1 — 191)/ Vol de > / |Vul|P de > f/ |VulPdx >0
RN RN Be(x0) 2 Jrn
and

191/ [Vu|P de + (1 — 191)/ |VolP do < 191/ [Vu|P de + (1 — 191)/ |Vul? dz
RN RN RN RN

= / |VulP dx Jr/ [VoulP de < Cs,
RN B,«(IU)

where C3 depends only on .
Similarly we have

02E5(u)+(1-02)E(v) > /J - )[(u*)er(u*)p] dHN 1 > %/J ()P4 (u™ P dHN L > 0,
and
o) + (1= 0)E(0) < [ [ty 4oyl [y e

< 2lju|B (MY 1 () + HN M (T, N By (20))) < Ca,

where Cy depends only on u.
Combining the previous inequalities, we conclude that
co(u, D) c

<k d
awo) =2 M W)

kq

IA

< ks

for suitable constants k; depending only on w, so that inequality (4.31) entails claim (4.26).
Assume now Vu = 0. Coming back to (4.25), we can raise the inequality to the power p getting
for some constants k1, ko depending only on p
£,(u) < i / VB[P da + B &, (8) + far P,
BT(wo)

from which we deduce again claim (4.26) (up to reducing r¢ if necessary). O

We are now in a position to draw the main regularity properties we need for minimizers of our
free discontinuity problem.

Theorem 4.8 (Regularity properties of minimizers). Let u be a minimizer of problem (4.1).
The following items hold true.

(a) u € SBV(RM) N L®(RY) with HN=1(J,) < +00 and
HY (T Ju) = 0.
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(b) The support of u is an open and connected set §2 such that

02 = J,.

In particular 2 has finite perimeter in RY.
(c) The restriction of u to £2 is an element of W1P(£2) such that, either it is constant or

(4.32) —Apu = Pt in 0,
for a suitable X > 0. In particular u € C17(£2) for some 0 < v < 1, and there exists o > 0
such that

(4.33) u>a on {2.

Proof. Point (a) follows by Theorem 4.7. Let us come to point (b).
Notice that u € WEP(RYN \ J,). Assume Vu # 0. By exploiting the Euler-Lagrange equation
for the functional F on RV \ J,,, we get for every ¢ € C(RN \ J,)
/ |Vu|p_2Vu~V<pdm=)\/ uP o de,
RN\Jy, RN\ T,
where
_ IVullp P (u)
= 1
[l

A

By regularity (see e.g. [15]) we infer
ue CY(RY\ )

for some 0 < v < 1. B
Let us decompose the open set RY \ J, into its connected components, and select those on

which u is not identically zero. If we denote by (2 their union, it turns out 92 = J, so that
HN 1 002) =HN " (T,) = HY T (J) < +oc.

In particular (2 has finite perimeter and equation (4.32) holds true. Moreover, in view of the
regularity of u and of the bound from below given by Theorem 4.5, we get easily that {2 is the
support of u, and that (4.33) is satisfied (indeed {2 cannot contain strictly the support of w,
otherwise the function should approach continuously zero).

Let us show that (2 is connected. By contradiction, let us assume that

N=02U01

with 2y, 25 open sets such that 2, # 0, 25 # (0 and 2, N 2y = 0. Note that (2; has finite
perimeter for ¢ = 1,2 since 942; C 92. Let us set

u; i=ulg, ©=1,2.
Since u € L= (RY), by [1, Theorem 3.84] we get u; € SBV (RY) with
Du; = Du| 2" — uge g, v0,HN 0% 82,

where le) denotes the point of density 1 of £2;, v, stands for the exterior normal to (2;, while
ug+ g, denotes the trace on 9*(2; of u coming from §2;. Notice that supp(u;) = £2;. Moreover by
construction the following additivity relation concerning the surface energy holds true:

(4.34) /J [ty + ()] MV = /J ()P + (up )] MY 4 / ()P + (ug ) MV,

u uq Jug
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By employing the numerical inequality of Lemma 2.1, we may assume
1 B A\ 1/p
(o [Vl dz) "+ ([ [P + (u )] aHN )

(Jan wr dz)*
(fan [Vur|Pdz + [on |Vu2|pdm) (fJ (u )P + (uy )P]dHN— 1+fJ (u)? + (ug )P ]d’HN’l)

1/p

(fan b dz + [on ub dz) »

1
(i [Vl de) 7+ ([ )P + (uy ) amN =)
> ;
(Jan uf dz)? g
so that uy is a minimizer of the free discontinuity problem (4.1) with |supp(ui)| < |supp(w)|. This
is in contradiction with Remark 4.2.
If Vu = 0, we can follow the previous arguments and conclude that u is constant on {2, so that
the proof is concluded. U

1/p

Remark 4.9. The proof of the connectedness of {2 depends heavily on the additivity relation
(4.34): the proof for p = 2, carried out in detail in [6, Theorem 6.15], extends readily to this case.

4.3. Minimizers are supported on balls. In this subsection we want to show that minimizers
of (4.1) are supported on balls, and more precisely that they are of the form

Ylg,
where B is a ball of volume m, and v is a radial function with respect to the center of B.

Let us start with the following result.

Proposition 4.10. Let v be a minimizer of problem (4.1). We can associate to v, by means of
successive reflections across N orthogonal hyperplanes, a new minimizer u such that the following
items hold true.

(a) Properties of the support. The support 2 of u is open, connected, and such that
(4.35) HN 1002\ 07 0) =
Up to a translation, we may assume that {2 is symmetric with respect to the origin.

(b) Radiality of the function. There exists a function v : I —]0,+o0o[ of class C*, where
I =10,4+00[ or I =]0,40c0[, such that either ¢ is constant or

(4.36) — (PN P2y) = Al 2N
and, up to a translation, for every x € (2
(4.37) u(z) = ¥(|z|).

Here A > 0 is the constant appearing in equation (4.32) satisfied by v on its support.
(c) We have

(fo 1 (D[P dz) P + ([ o 67 (|2]) da) /"

(4.38) F(u) = L
(f, 7 (ja]) dz)"/

Proof. We divide the proof in several steps.

Step 1: existence of a symmetric minimizer. Let us consider an hyperplane m; parallel to
x1 = 0 which splits the support of v in two parts of equal measure, and let us set

= ’Ulﬂ_;r and Vg 1= vlﬂ;,

where 7r1jE are the two half spaces determined by 7.
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Note that the term
[ty eoane
JyNmry

which (eventually) appears in the surface part of the free discontinuity functional F' can be rein-
terpreted as

/J R [Y(v1)P + y(v2)P) dHN 7,

where y(v1),v(v2) are the traces of v; and vy on 7.
By using the numerical inequality of Lemma 2.1 we may assume

(g 19002 0) ™"+ (g (0 @1 4 o o) )

(fﬂf VP dx) e

so that by reflecting v, across m; we obtain a new minimizer of problem (4.1) symmetric with
respect to 7y, still denoted v;.

We operate in the same way on vy by employing an hyperplane mo parallel to o = 0, and
obtaining a new minimizer vy symmetric with respect to both m; and 7. Proceeding in this by
considering hyperplanes parallel to z; = 0 for i = 3,..., N, we end up with a minimizer vy =: u
which turns out to be symmetric with respect to N orthogonal hyperplanes, whose intersection
we may take as the new origin of RV,

=

Fv) >

b

Step 2: radiality of the minimizer. Let {2 C R™ open and connected be the support of u
according to Theorem 4.8: we have that u is C*7 on {2 for some v > 0. If z € £2, and 7 is a
hyperplane through = and the origin, we can reflect again u across 7 obtaining a new minimizer
u: indeed the arguments of Step 1 can be applied since by the symmetry properties of u, the
hyperplane 7 splits {2 in two parts of equal measure. If (2 is the associated support, we have that
z € 2, and by the symmetry and the regularity of @ we conclude that

D,u(xz) =0,

where v is orthogonal to w. This means that u is locally radial.

Assume that u is not constant on (2, and let zg € {2 with ro := |zg|. Let ¥ : I — R be the
solution of

= (PN ) = AR
with
P(ro) = u(wo) and ' (ro) = Opu(wo),
where A is the constant appearing in the equation (4.32) satisfied by the nonconstant function u
on §2. In view of [22, Section 3], there exists a unique solution for this problem, for which either
I =[0,4o00] or I =]0,+o0[. Clearly
u(x) = (|z()

locally near xg: but since {2 is connected, the equality extends to the entire {2. Point (b) is thus
proved.

Step 3: conclusion. In order to complete the proof of point (a), we need to show that (4.35)
holds true. Let z € 02 be a point of density zero or one for (2: since the function v is of class
C*', we deduce that x ¢ J,,. Since 92 = J,, (thanks to Theorem 4.8), we deduce (recall that 9¢(2
is the essential boundary of (2, see Subsection 2.2)

N\ 9" 2 C (T, \ Ju) U (8°2\ 0" 02),
so that
HY 1002\ 0" 02) <HN T (T \ Ju) + HY 1 (0°02)\ 97 2) = 0.

Point (a) is thus completely proved. Finally, point (c) is an immediate consequence of the fact
that u = lg, 92 = J, and Y1002\ 0*12) = 0, so that the proof is concluded. O
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Remark 4.11. The previous proof shows that every minimizer v of problem (4.1) generates new
minimizers vy, vs, ..., vy := u, such that v;y; is obtained from v; through a reflection across the
hyperplane x; = k which splits the support of v; in two parts with the same volume: since the
inequalities of type (2.1) on which the argument is based are indeed equalities, both v;1,, <%} and
vilgz, >k} generate an admissible v; ;1.

Remark 4.12. The proof of Proposition 4.10 shows that given any minimizer v of (4.1) and any
hyperplane 7 which splits the associated support in two parts with the same volume, both the
restrictions vl,+ generate by reflection across m a new minimizer of the functional.

We now show that the support of the symmetric minimizer constructed in Proposition 4.10 is
indeed a ball.

Proposition 4.13. Let u be the minimizer of (4.1) given by Proposition 4.10. Then the associated
support §2 is a ball.

Proof. Tf u = 1g with ¢ constant, then by (4.38) we deduce

B IHN—I(a*Q)l/p

F(u) TR

If B is a ball such that |B| = |{2|, by considering the admissible function 15 we obtain

IHNfl(a*Q)l/p rHNfl(@B)l/p

|Q‘1/p :F(u)SF(lB): |B|1/p )

which yields, in view of the isoperimetric property of the ball, that {2 coincides up to negligible
sets with a ball.
Assume that 1 is not constant on 2. We divide the proof in several steps.

Step 1. Let 2 be the spherical cap symmetrization of 2 (see Subsection 2.4 for the definition):
such a set is open and with finite perimeter. By passing to polar coordinates, and using the fact
that HN=1(2N0B,.(0)) = HN~1(£2N 0B,(0)), we deduce that

L 1webirae= [ wehpar  and [ r(ahde= [ (i) .

Thanks to inequality (2.6) on perimeters with radial densities applied to g = ¥, we get in view
of (4.38)

(fo [/ (|2)IP d2) ' + ([, P (|a]) der) /7

(4.39) 1p
(f5 ¥r(|2]) da) "’

g [ (DIP d2) " + (J g ¥7 (la]) d) "
(o ¥7 () da)''”
Notice that 1 € WP (£2) N L>(£2) with (recall (4.33) and (4.37))

<

= F(u).

P 2>a>0 on {2,
for some o > 0. Thanks to [1, Theorem 3.84] we get that the function 115 belongs to SBV (RY)N
L*(RM) and in particular it is thus an element of SBV/P(RN). Since

1/ 1/
(Jo ¢ (2P dz) "™ + (fy.q ¢"(|z]) dz) ™"
1/
(o vr(lz)) dz) "

we deduce from (4.39) that also 11g is a minimizer of (4.1). In particular 2 (which is the
associated support) is also connected.

F(lg) =

)
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Step 2. We claim that 2 has a spherical symmetry, that is, 2 is either a ball or an annulus. In
order to see this, in view of the structure of {2 (which was constructed through a spherical cap
symmetrization), it suffices to check that

\f)ﬂ {xn >0} = |(~2ﬂ {zn < 0}
Indeed, if this holds true, we get that for a.e. r > 0 either dB,(0) C 2 or B,(0) N 2 = 0. In
view of its connectedness, we deduce then that (2 is either a ball or an annulus.

Assume by contradiction that
\!N?ﬂ {zn >0} > 12N {zn < 0}

Then we can find an hyperplane 2y = k with k& > 0 which splits £2 in two parts with the same
volume. According to Remark 4.12, one of the two parts generates by reflection a new minimizer
1&1 ¢ for the free discontinuity problem (4.1). By construction, the support Qis already symmetric
with respect to the coordinate hyperplanes x; = 0 for ¢ = 1,..., N — 1. If we apply Proposition
4.10 to 1/}10, we deduce that v is radial with respect to the point (0,0,...,0,k). But this is

impossible, since 1[) coincides with a reflection of ¢ which is radial about the origin and it is not
constant thanks to equation (4.32).

Step 3. We claim that (2 is a ball. In order to see this, we need to exclude that

Q=A, ., ={reRY :r <|z| <}
Assume by contradiction that uw =114, . is a minimizer for problem (4.1). Then, by exploiting
the associated Euler-Lagrange equation, it turns out that i satisfies on 0A,, ,, the boundary
conditions of Robin type

=[P r)¢ () + BYPTHr) =0 and [/ PTR(ra) (r2) + BYP T (r2) = 0
for a suitable constant 8 > 0. This entails that

P'(r1) >0 and  ¢(r2) <O.

Since from the differential equation (4.36) we get that

= N () PR (r)
is decreasing on [ry, 73], we deduce that there exists r3 €]ry, ra[ such that
1 is increasing on [r1, 73] and decreasing on [rs, ra].
Two situations may happen, leading both to a contradiction.
(a) Assume
P(r1) < Y(ra).
Let r4 €]r1, 73] be such that ¢(r4) = ¥ (r2). Let us consider the radial symmetric decreas-
ing rearrangement ¢* of ¢ restricted to A,, ,, supported on the ball B7(0) (see Subsection
2.4 for the definition), and let us extend it with the value ¢(r3) on the larger ball B(0),
where
1Br(0)] = [Arsry|  and  [Br(0)] = |Ar, p, |-
Let us denote this function with . We have

/ IWI”do:S/ VolP de, / wpdx>/ o de,
B;(0) Ar vy B (0) A

1,72
/ P dHN 1 < / PP dHN L
8B (0) A

T1,72
The inequality on the gradient comes from the general properties of the radial symmetric
decreasing rearrangement, together with the fact that ¢ is constant on B;(0)\ B7(0). The
second inequality comes instead from the equality

[ T
B;(0) A

74,72

and
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together with the fact that ¢» < ¥(r2) on [r1,74]. Finally the inequality for the surface
integral is a consequence of the fact that

/ wp dHN_l > / wp dHN_l > '@[JP(TZ)HN_l(aB'f(O)) :/ SOP dHN_l,
A 9B, (0)

"1 9B:(0)
We conclude that

(o 0or)" ()
(fA”” o dx) 1/p
(S, 0) IVoIP d2) 4 (Jos, 0 & a1~ 1

( S0 @ dx) 1/p

so that ¢14, . is not a minimizer for problem (4.1).
(b) Let us assume that

/p

F(la, .,)=

/p
>

= F(elp,(0)),

¥(r1) > ¥(ra).
In this case we proceed directly with a radial symmetric decreasing rearrangement of
Yla,, ,,- Weobtain a new function ¢* supported on a ball B,.(0) with |B,.(0)| = A, r,|.
In view of the regularity of ¢ on A, ,,, by Remark 2.4 we get that * is Lipschitz
continuous on B,.(0). Moreover, the geometry of 1 entails that for every a > 1(r2)

HY (Y =a} N Ay ) > HY T ({0" = a))

(notice that {1 > a} is an annulus and {¢)* > a} is a ball with equal volume, whose radius
is therefore strictly less than the external radius of the former). Again by Remark 2.4, we

deduce
/ [Vip*|P de < / VP de.
B,(0) A,

1:72
Finally, since

o2,

we obtain as above

YPdr  and / (" )P dHN 1 < / PP dHN L,
9B(0)

OAry iy

71,72

F(wlAmmz) > F(w*lBr (O))’
so that ¢14, . is not a minimizer for problem (4.1).

We conclude the section with the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 4.14. Any minimizer of problem (4.1) is of the form

Ylp
where B is a ball of volume m, and 1 € WP (B) is radial with respect to the center of B.

Proof. Let v be a minimizer of problem (4.1) with associated support 2. Let us apply Proposition
4.10 and Remark 4.11 to this minimizer, generating the family of minimizers

V1,V2,...,UN
with associated supports £2¢,..., 2y.

By Proposition 4.13, we know that vy is supported on a ball B, and radially symmetric with
respect to the center inside. We may assume that B is centered at the origin. The function vy
has been obtained from vy _; by means of a reflection across the hyperplane zy = 0 which splits
2n_1 in two parts Qf\il of the same volume. Moreover we know that both the restrictions of
vn_1 to Qﬁ_l generate an admissible vy. We thus conclude that {251 = B, and the associated
function which is radial.
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In turn vy_; is obtained from vy _o by means of a reflection across the hyperplane xny_1 = 0
which splits {2y _o in two parts 91%[72 of the same volume. Again, both the restrictions of vy_o
to Qﬁ_Q generate an admissible vy_1. Recalling that 25_o is connected and symmetric with
respect to the hyperplanes

371:0, $2=0, Z‘N_QZO,
we conclude for example that
O ,=Bn{zy_1<0} and 02y ,=Bn{zy_ >0},

where B is a ball of volume m with center on the line z; = 29 = --- = zy_; = 0. But in the
procedure of Proposition 4.10 we could exchange the role of the coordinates xy_1 and zn. If we
symmetrize firstly with respect to a hyperplane parallel to xxy = 0, we should get a minimizer
supported on a ball, and this is possible only if B = B. We conclude that 2y_» = B with
associated function which is radial. Proceeding in this way, we come back to {2 which is itself
equal to B with associated function which is radial. The proof is thus concluded.

O

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

We are now in a position to prove our main theorem. We consider the case 1 < p < 400 which
relies on the free discontinuity analysis of Section 4. The case p = 1 is discussed separately and
will be dealt directly through rearrangements of BV functions.

The case p > 1. Let 2 C RY be open, bounded and with a Lipschitz boundary. Let u € W1P(£2)
on which the Poincaré constant in (1.1) is attained, that is

IVull Loy + llull e o0)
Cp(2) = (E )

l[ull e (2)
It is not restrictive to assume that u > 0 on {2. Notice that thanks to [1, Theorem 3.84]
uPlg € SBV(RYN).
We deduce v := ulg € SBV»(RY). Notice that
Vol = IVullpeomryy — and ol = [JullLr(2)-

Moreover we have J, C 92 with
/ [(vT)P + (v )P]dHN ! = / uf dHN ! :/ uP dx
Ty Ty o0

since u = 0 on 92\ J,. We conclude that

Vullproryy + »
Flv) = IVull e oiry) + llullr00)

=C,(02).
l[ullzr (o) :
Thanks to Theorem 4.14, we have that minimizers of the free discontinuity problem (4.1) for
m = |2| are of the form

Ylp,
where B is a ball of volume m, and ¢ € WP(B) is radial with respect to its center. In particular
we get
IVYllLeiry) + 1¥llr@
6.1) Col() = F(v) 2 F1p) = T et > O(B),
Lr(B

which shows the optimality of the ball for the constant in inequality (1.1).

Let us come to the uniqueness issue. If C,(£2) = C,(B), then inequalities in (5.1) become
equalities, which yields that v = uly, is a minimizer for the free discontinuity problem (4.1). By
Theorem 4.14, we get that (2 is a ball, and the proof is concluded.
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The case p = 1. In this case, the Poincaré inequality is related to the Cheeger constant. We
give below a direct proof working with rearrangements in BV, but one can also use an equivalent
definition for the Cheeger constant and rely on classical symmetrization of sets (see the remark
below).

Let £2 C RY be open, bounded and with a Lipschitz boundary. Notice that by using a standard
approximation argument, the inequality

Cr()lullpr @) < IVullpromyy + llull o), — we WH(£2),
can be rewritten
(5.2) Cr()|lull 1oy < | Du|(RY), u € BV(RY),  supp(u) C 0.

Equality is attained on a nonnegative function @ # 0. If we pass to its radial symmetric decreasing
rearrangement @* supported on a ball B centered at the origin with | B| = |supp(@)| (see Subsection
2.4), as a consequence of the coarea formula together with the isoperimetric inequality we get (see
e.g. [11, Theorem 1.3])

|Da*|(RY) < [Da|(RY),
so that
_ [DaRY) _ |Dwr|(RY)

lallry = lullpap)

If B is a ball with |B| = |{2|, we get (monotonicity of C; under dilations)

(5.3) C1(02) > C1(B) > C1(B),
i.e., the ball is an optimal domain.
If C1(£2) = C1(B), then equality holds in (5.3), so that we infer in particular

D@’ |(RY) = [Da|(RY)  and  |supp(@)| = |B| = |©2].
By [11, Theorem 1.5], we deduce that u agrees a.e. with a function whose level sets are open balls.

This entails that the support of @ is a ball contained in {2 with volume equal to |§2], i.e., {2 is itself
a ball. The proof is now concluded.

Remark 5.1 (Relationship between C;(f2) and the Cheeger constant). Using the co-area
formula and Cavalieri’s principle (see for instance [10]), the following equality occurs

RN
C1(2) = min{Per(é’R)

In other words, C({2) is precisley the Cheeger constant of the set £2. Above, Per(FE;RY) is the
perimeter of the set E in the sense of geometric measure theory (see Subsection 2.2).

Then, inequality C1(£2) > C1(B) comes directly by symmetrization and the isoperimetric in-
equality. If C1(§2) = C1(B), then there exists a Cheeger set E in (2 which is a ball of the size of
B. Since |2| = |B|, we get 2 = B.

: E measurable, E C Q} .

Remark 5.2 (Faber-Krahn inequality for the Robin p-Laplacian). Let us consider for
every 1 < p < +oo and 8 > 0 the Poincaré inequality with trace term

Yu € WHP () - C‘,,(Q,B)/ |u|? dx g/ \W|de+5/ lu[P dHN T
2 2 o

We see that N1
- VulP dx + PAdHN~
Cp((),ﬁ) _ min f_Q | ’LL| x ﬁfaQ |U‘ ,
uEWL:P(£2),u#0 f_Q |u|1’ dx

so that C’p((), B) is the first eigenvalue of the p-Laplace operator on {2 with Robin boundary
condition.
The analysis of the previous section can be easily adapted to deal with the free discontinuity
functional
P f]RN |VulP dz + 3 fJu [(ut)P + (u™)P]dHN -1
() = e

)
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showing that

éP(B’6> < éP(Q’ﬁ)a |B| = |“Q|’

with equality if and only if 2 is a ball. This provides thus an alternative proof of the Faber-Krahn
inequality for the Robin-p-Laplace operator established in [12] (see also [4]).
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