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THE L,-BRUNN-MINKOWSKI INEQUALITIES
FOR VARIATIONAL FUNCTIONALS WITH 0<p< 1

JINRONG HU

ABSTRACT. The infinitesimal forms of the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for variational
functionals, such as the g-capacity, torsional rigidity, and the first eigenvalue of the Laplace
operator, are investigated for p > 0. These formulations yield Poincaré-type inequalities
related to these functionals. As an application, the Lp-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for
torsional rigidity with 0 < p < 1 are confirmed for small C%-perturbations of the unit ball.

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical Minkowski problem of prescribing surface area measure and the Brunn-
Minkowski inequality for volume are two foundational results in Brunn-Minkowski theory.
The former was originally proposed and addressed by Minkowski himself [49, [50]. This
problem underwent significant progress through a series of papers (see, e.g., [1l, 2] [4] 24])
for which mostly study the existence, regularity and uniqueness. The latter states that if
21,09 € K and t € [0, 1], then

(1.1) V(1 =) + )" > (1 — )V (Q)Y™ + tV ()7,

with equality if and only if €21 and €9 are homothetic. It can be expressed in an equivalent

form
(1.2) V((l — t)Ql + th) > V(Ql)l_tV(Qg)t,

and for ¢ € (0,1), there is equality if and only if ; and 9 are translates. For standard
references on the proof of (I.I]), see [28, 52]. (1)) yields the uniqueness result for the
classical Minkowski problem. In this beautiful survey, Gardner [27] illustrated that (I.TI)
has many applications in Geometry and Analysis. For instance, the classical isoperimetric

inequality can be deduced by using (I.I]). Besides, by means of (II]), Colesanti [16] obtained
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Poincaré type inequalities on the boundary of convex bodies. The Poincaré and Brunn-
Minkowski inequalities on the boundary of weighted Riemannian manifolds were derived by

Kolesnikov-Milman [42].

As an extension of the Brunn-Minkowski theory, the L,-Brunn-Minkowski theory has
been actively investigated since the 1990s but dates back to the 1950s. In 1960s, Firey [20]
extended the Minkowski combination of convex bodies to the L,-Minkowski sum (1 —¢) -
Q1 +pt-Qy for p > 1, t € [0, 1] and established the following LP-Brunn-Minkowski inequality
when p > 1:

(1.3) V((1—t) Qupt- Q) > (1— V()" + V()7

with equality if and only if €21 and €25 are dilates. The L,, Minkowski problem of prescribing
L, surface area measure was first introduced and solved by Lutwak [48]. The case p =1
is the classical Minkowski problem, and the case p = 0 is the log-Minkowski problem first
solved by Boréczky-Lutwak-Yang-Zhang [§]. Building upon Lutwak’s seminal work, the L,
Minkowski problem has been the breeding ground with many meaningful outputs. However,
the uniqueness result of the L, Minkowski problem for p € [0,1) is not completely solved,;
the reason behind this is that whether the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for p € [0,1) hold
is open at large. In this regard, Boroczky-Lutwak-Yang-Zhang [9] proposed the following
conjectured L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for p € [0, 1).

The conjectured L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for p € [0,1). The L,-Brunn-
Minkowski inequality holds for all origin-symmetric convex bodies €21, 29 in R

2 P
n n

(1.4) V(A=) Q 4pt- Q)7 > (1—t)V(Q) 7 +tV(Q) 7, Vi € [0,1].

In the case p = 0, called the log-Brunn-Minkowski conjecture, (I4) is interpreted as
(1.5) V((l - t) - +ot- Qg) > V(Ql)l_tV(Qg)t, Vit € [O, 1].

Note that (LD is stronger than (L2)), and the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality is equiv-
alent to the related L,-Minkowski inequality. The above-conjectured inequalities were es-
tablished for plane convex bodies in [9]. Kolesnikov-Milman [43] made important progress
towards (I.4]) and (L) by establishing the local versions of these inequalities. Chen-Huang-
Li-Liu [12] extended the local results of Kolesnikov-Milman’s to the global version for p close
to 1. Recently, Ivaki-Milman [38] obtained the even L,-Minkowski inequalities and estab-
lished the uniqueness in the even LP-Minkowski problems for p < 1 under a curvature

pinching. See also [19] 30, [33] 136} 37].



Several notable studies have explored extensions and analogues of the aforementioned
Minkowski type problems and Brunn-Minkowski type inequalities associated with various
geometric invariants within the Calculus of Variations. These include investigations into
the Newton capacity, torsional rigidity, the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian and their gener-
alizations, such as see [15] 17, 25] 3], B2] B34] 35 39, [40] and their references. In this paper,
we aim to contribute to this research area. Recall that within the context of a compact

convex set 2 C R™ (n > 3), the Newton capacity C(2) of § is defined as

(1.6) C(Q) = inf {/ IVU|?dX : U € C°(R™) and U > 1 on Q} .
Rn

From the perspective of analysis, by [45], there exists a unique function U € WO1 2 (R™\Q)
such that

(1.7) c(Q) = / |VU?dX,
R™\Q
where the associated equilibrium potential U satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation,
AU(X) =0, X e R™\Q,
UX)=1, X € 09,

Jerison [40] established the Hadamard variational formula of C(-), which is given as

(1.9 ge@rn| = [ a©dem@.e)

here the capacitary measure p(£2,n) is defined by

(L9)  pe(Qy) = /

L IVOOPa ) = [ VU5 €)Pas(@.6)
vg (m) n
for every Borel subset n C S"~1, S(€,-) is the surface area measure of . Now, one sees that
VU has finite non-tangential limit H"~! a.e. on 9Q by using the estimates of harmonic
functions proved by Dahlberg [22] and |VU| € L%(09,H"~'), which imply that (L9) is
well-defined a.e. on the unit sphere S*~1.

Jerison [40] proposed the Minkowski problem characterizing capacitary measure and dealt
with the existence and regularity of the solution via the variational method, which was firstly

developed by Aleksandrov [I} 2]. Uniqueness was settled by Caffarelli-Jerison-Lieb in [I1].

The associated Brunn-Minkowski inequality is stated as follows.

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality for C' : given 1,Q9 € K and t € [0, 1], then

(1.10) C((1 =) + )Y 2 > (1 —)C(Q)Y 2D 1 1C(0y) "/ (=2)
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with equality if and only if ©; and Q5 are homothetic. A proof of (ILI0) was given by Borell
[5]; subsequently, the equality case was characterized by Caffarelli-Jerison-Lieb [11].

Based on Jerison’s work, Colesanti-Nystrom-Salani-Xiao-Yang-Zhang [20] studied the ¢-
capacity for 1 < ¢ < n,

(1.11) Cqy(Q) = inf{/ IVU|%dX : U € C°(R™) and U > 1 on Q}
RTL

Here C := (5. The associated g-equilibrium potential U satisfies the boundary value
problem (see e.g., [45]):

AJU(X) =1, X e R™\Q,
(1.12) UX)=1, X € 09,

lim| x| 500 U(X) = 0,
where A, is the g-Laplace operator. In [20], the authors established the Hadamard varia-
tional formula of Cy(-) as

d
(1.13) GO =1 [ ha©de@.6)
t=0 Snfl

where the g-capacitary measure pe((2, ) is defined as

=

LZ9) (m)

IVU(X)|7dH" (X)) Z/IVU(VgSl(é))quS(Q,é)
n
for every Borel subset 7 of S*!, and defined the mixed g-capacity Cy(2,9) as

Cye ) =L [ hay(©du(@.9)

n—q

The case ¢ = 2 is classical with landmark contributions in Jerison’s work [40]. Here we
write p®%P := pP2. In [46) [47], Lewis-Nystrom generalized Dahlberg’s results [22] (¢ = 2)
to the case 1 < g < oo, this tells us that VU has finite non-tangential limits #"~! a.e. on
0Q and |[VU| € L1092, H"1).

The Minkowski problem for g-capacitary measure for 1 < ¢ < n was first introduced in
[20]. There the existence and regularity of the solution were studied when 1 < ¢ < 2. Later
Akman-Gong-Hineman-Lewis-Vogel [3] investigated the existence’s result to 1 < ¢ < n and
replacing the g-capacity by a generalized nonlinear capacity. The uniqueness for 1 < ¢ <n

was settled in [20] and the associated Brunn-Minkowski inequality is as follows.

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality for C, [18] due to Colesanti and Salani : given Oy, €
Ky, for 1 < ¢ <nand ¢t € [0,1], then

(1.15) Co(1 = 1) + 1922) /=D > (1 = 1)Cy() /"9 4 1Cy ()"0,

with equality if and only if 2; and €y are homothetic.
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Later, Zou-Xiong [56] extended the Colesanti-Nystrom-Salani-Xiao-Yang-Zhang’s work
[20], they established the L,-Hadamard variational formula of C; for 1 < p < oo and
1<g<nas

AC,(Q+,t- )
dt

q— 1 ca
= h‘?zl (ﬁ)dﬂp Pa (976)7
t=0 b Jsnt

where the (p, ¢)-capacitary measure is defined as

(116) @) = [ halaCO) e @) = [ ha(@) (),

Yo (n) n

and defined the mixed (p, g)-capacity Cp (€2, ;) as

q—1 capq
Coal.) = = [ 1 (O™ (©.9).

n—q

Here we write " := pp*?. The authors in [56] also settled the existence of the solution
to the L, Minkowski problem for g-capacitary measure when p > 1 and 1 < ¢ < n, Xiong-
Xiong-Xu [55] complemented the case 0 < p < 1 and 1 < ¢ < 2. While the uniqueness is
only obtained in case p > 1 and 1 < ¢ < n in [56], which is associated with the following
inequality:

The L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for C, [56] : given ©;,Qy € Kf, for 1 < p < oo,
1 <g<nandte]|0,1], then

(1.17) Cal(L =) - Q +p t- Q)P 7D = (1= 1) Cy ()70 4 10 ()7,

with equality if and only if 2; and € are dilates.

Very recently, there have been some results on the existence of a solution to the log-
Minkowski problem prescribing cone g-capacitary measure in the case p = 0 in (LLIG). The
cone g-capacitary measure G4(2, -) of a convex body 2 is defined for a Borel set n C S"~1

by

—1
(1.18) Go@un) == [ ha((0)e (),
Xevg(n)

n-—gq
Here we write G°P := G2, Xiong-Xiong [54] solved this problem for polytopes. Note

that the uniqueness question is open due to lack of a log-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for

g-capacity — analogous to the conjectured log-Brunn-Minkowski inequality.

The torsional rigidity (abbreviated as torsion later) of €2 is defined as

VU|2dX
{fﬂ’ | L U e W2 () / |U|dX>0}.
Q

1 .
(1.19) —— =inf W :

T(Q)
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For problem (LI9)), from [15], we know that there exists a unique function U such that

T(Q) = / UdX,
Q
where U is the solution of the boundary-value problem

AUX)=-1, XeqQ,
(1.20) { UX)=0, X e

For two arbitrary convex bodies €2, in R™, in analogy with the variational formula of

volume (see, e.g., [52]), Colesanti-Fimiani [I7] obtained the variational formula of torsion,

d
(121) GT@r )| = [ ho (a(0)TUCORRH (),
dt t=0+ 90
where the torsional measure p'°" (€2, 7) is defined on the unit sphere S*~! by
12w = [ VORGS0 = [ [FUGG ©)PS@.0
vo () n
for every Borel subset 1 of S*~!. In addition, they also defined the mixed torsion T'(£2, ;)
as
— 1 tor
7.0 = 5 [ o (©dn' (.6

Moreover, the estimates on harmonic function established by Dahlberg [22] illustrate that
VU has finite non-tangential limit at H" !-a.e. on 99 with |[VU| € L?(092, H" 1), which
is not limited by the smooth condition on 2. Hence, (.22]) is well-defined a.e. on the unit
sphere S*1.

The Minkowski problem prescribing torsional measure was first posed by Colesanti-
Fimiani [I7]. They proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution up to translations via
the variational method. The uniqueness is associated with the following Brunn-Minkowski
inequality:

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality for T given Q;,Qy € K, for t € [0, 1], then
(1.23) T((1 = 1) +1Q2)"/ D > (1 = )T ()Y 4 4T(Q) /2.

The above inequality was first gained by Borell [6], and Colesanti [I5] proved that equality
occurs in (L23) if and only if €; is homothetic to §2s.

Similar to the L, surface area measure (see, e.g., [52]), Chen-Dai [13] defined the L,

torsional measure p" (€, ) by

(1.24) MTQWZ/RJMm@WWMWsz/m@HWW&m
v 0 n
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for every Borel subset 7 of S"~1. They also defined the L, mixed torsion 7,(, ;) as

1
n + 2 /Snl h};zl (é’)dugﬂ’(Q’ g)

TP(Qa Ql) =

The L, Minkowski problem prescribing L, torsional measure was first introduced in
[13]. The authors proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution when p > 1. The
uniqueness corresponds to the following inequality:

The L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for 7" [13]: given €;,Q9 € K, for 1 < p < oo, and
t € [0, 1], then

(1.25) T((1—1t) - Qp 45t - Q)P > (1 = 1)T()P/ 2 44T (Qy)P/ (M2

with equality if and only if ; and 9 are dilates. For the case 0 < p < 1, Hu-Liu [32] gave a
sufficient condition for existence of a solution to the L, torsional Minkowski problem, while
the uniqueness for 0 < p < 1 is unknown since there is no related L,-Brunn-Minkowski
inequality. Specially, if p = 0, the L,, torsional measure of a convex body €2 corresponds to

cone torsional measure G ({2, -), which is defined for a Borel set n C S"~! by

1
/  ha(va(X))dut (2. m).
Xevg (n)

tor _
(1.26) G (@) = ——

The Minkowski problem prescribing cone torsional measure was recently studied by [44]
with the evenness assumption and [31] without even assumption. The uniqueness of the
torsion log-Minkowski problem is also challenging. The key could be to prove a log-Brunn-

Minkowski inequality for torsion.

The first eigenvalue of the Laplace operator (abbreviated as first eigenvalue later) A(€2)
of Q is defined as follows
. fQ ‘VU lde 1,2 2
1.2 A(Q) =inf ¢ =—p——: Wy (2 d .
(1.27) Q) m{ 024X Ue 0(),/QU x>0

Sakaguchi [51] proved that the infimum is attained for some function U € VVO1 2(Q), satisfying

AUX) = -\U, Xe,
(1.28) { U(X) =0, X € 0.

If we restrict the minimizer U with fQ U2dX =1, then
Q) = / |VU|?dX.
Q

Jerison [41] established the Hadamard variational formula of A(-), which is given as

d

(1.29) preatths th)(tZO = — /Snl ha, (€)duc9(Q,€),
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here the eigenvalue measure 19(, ) is defined by

130w = [ VUCOPX) = [ VUGG ©)PAS@.)
vo (n) n
for every Borel subset 7 C S"~!. Based on that, the mixed first eigenvalue A(Q, Q1) is

defined as

N =5 [ o€ (9.9),

and for a Borel set n C S*~!, define the cone eigenvalue measure as

1

(1.31) GY(Q,n) = 3 /X L )hQ(VQ(X))d,ueig(Q,’l’]).
evg (n

We remark that the Minkowski problem for the eigenvalue measure was also studied in

[41]. The uniqueness of this problem is related to the following inequality:
The Brunn-Minkowski inequality for A : For ©;,Q9 € K and t € [0,1], then

(1.32) M1 =) +t22) Y2 > (1 — X))~V + tA(Qy) 2,

with equality if and only if Q; and 3 are homothetic. A proof of (L32) was given by
Brascamp-Lieb [10], another proof was shown by Borell [7], and subsequently, the equality

case was characterized by Colesanti [15].

As far as we know, there are very few results on the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities
for the above variational functionals with 0 < p < 1. Very recently, Crasta-Fragala [21]
made some progress; they proved that if the above cone variational measure is absolutely
continuous with constant density and if the body is origin-centered, the underlying body is
a ball. In addition, in conjunction with the Saint-Venant inequality between volume and

torsion, they obtained the following inequality for torsion:

ho = 1 T(Q)
1 dG""(B™,.) > 1
/Snl 08 hpn ( ’ ) T n+2 08 T(B”)
for a centrally symmetric convex body €2 and a unit ball B", where dG'" (12, -) = %

In this paper, the infinitesimal formulations on the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities of
the above variational functionals are derived for p > 0. As applications, the local L,-Brunn-
Minkowski inequalities for torsion with 0 < p < 1 in small enough C?-perturbations of the

unit ball can be derived:

Theorem 1.1 (The L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for torsion for 0 < p < 1). Let

@ € C*(S"1) be even. Then there exists a sufficiently small € > 0 such that for every
8



s1, 82 € [—€,€] and for every t € [0, 1], there is
(1.33) Tt +p (1= 1) - Q)72 > tT(Q)) 72 + (1 — )T ()72,

1
where 0 is the convex body with the support function hy = (1+s1p)? and Qg is the convex

1
body with the support function hy = (1 + sap)?.

Theorem 1.2 (The log-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for torsion). Let ¢ € C2(S"!) be
even. Then there exists a sufficiently small € > 0 such that for every s1, s € [—¢,¢€| and for

every t € [0,1], there is
(1.34) Tt +o(1—1t) Q2) > ()T (D),

where Q1 is the convex body with the support function hy = e*'® and Qs is the convex body

with the support function hy = e%29.

Remark 1.3. In fact, by the monotonically increasing properties of torsion and the L,
sum of convex bodies in R™ with p > 0, one sees that the log-Brunn-Minkowski inequality
for torsion leads to the Ly,-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for torsion with 0 < p < oo. It
is very interesting to strengthen the results of Theorems [l and [[.3, and investigate the
L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality of q-capacity and first eigenvalue for 0 < p < 1.

The organization of this paper is as follows: Sec. Blincludes some preliminaries on convex
body and variational functionals. In Sec. Bl we obtain the first and second variational
formulas of variational functionals under L, sum. In Sec. Ml we give a class of Poincaré
type inequalities for variational functionals coming from their related L,-Brunn-Minkowski

inequalities. Theorems [[.1] and shall be proved in Sec. [l

2. PRELIMINARIES
This section recalls some basics on convex body and variational functionals.

2.1. Basics of convex bodies. There are many standard references about the theory of

convex bodies, for instance, Gardner [2§] and Schneider [52].

Write R™ for the n-dimensional Euclidean space. The unit ball in R™ is denoted by B".
We write w,, for the n-dimensional volume of B". For Y, Z € R™, Y - Z denotes the standard
inner product. For vectors X € R", |X| = /X - X is the Euclidean norm. Let S"~! be the
unit sphere, and C(S"!) be the set of continuous functions defined on S*~!. The set of

even functions in C2?(S"~1) is denoted by C2(S"!). A convex body is a compact convex
9



set of R™ with a non-empty interior. The set of all convex bodies in R™ is denoted by K.
The set of all convex bodies that contain the origin in the interior in R™ is denoted by K.
Let IC?,_,6 denote the class of origin-symmetric convex bodies with C? smooth boundary and

strictly positive Gauss curvature.
If Q € Ky, for £ € S*~1, the support function of Q (with respect to the origin) is defined
by
ho(§) =max{{-Y :Y € Q}.
We may extend this definition to a homogeneous function of degree one in R™\{0} by the
equation hq (&) = [€|hq <%)
The L, sum of 1,Q € Kf for a,b > 0 and p # 0 is defined as (see [26])

b Al

Qb Q= (] {X €R": X ¢ < (aha, (&) +bho, (€)")
gesn—1t

b

and the Lo sum (log-Minkowski sum) of 21,89 € Kf for a,b > 0 is defined as

a-Qtob-Q= ) {X ER":X-£< hgl(g)ahm(g)b}.
é‘egnfl
Given a convex body €2 in R”, for H"~! almost all X € 052, the unit outer normal of §
at X is unique. In such case, we use vq to denote the Gauss map that takes X € 0 to its
unique unit outer normal. Meanwhile, for w C S”7!, the inverse Gauss map vq is expressed

as

Vo' (W) = {X € 00 : vg(X) is defined and vo(X) € w}.

Let h* := hgo~ denote the support function of 2*, where 2* is the polar body of €2 defined
by
={XeR",X -Y<I1 forall Y € Q}.

Notice that the Gauss map can be defined on 0f) as
_ Vha*
Vi
Due to hq(Vh*(X)) =1 for X € 09, it follows that

1

ha(va(X)) = Nk

1£9;

In particular, for a convex body € of class C2, i.e., its boundary is C?>-smooth and is of

positive Gauss curvature, for simplicity in the subsequence, we abbreviate v, Las F, and
10



h := hg. Then the support function of €2 can be written as
(2.1) h(€) =& F(€) = vo(X) - X, where £ € S"™!, vo(X) = ¢ and X € 99.

Let {e1,e2,...,e,_1} be a local orthonormal frame on S"~1, h; be the first order covariant
derivatives of hq(-) with respect to a local orthonormal frame on S"~!. Differentiating (2.))
with respect to e; , we get

hi = ei - F(§) + & - Fi(S).
Since F; is tangent to 0Q at F'(x), we obtain

(2.2) hi =e; - F(&).
Combining (2.I)) and (2.2]), we have (see also [53] p. 97])

(2.3) F(&) = hie; + h& = Vgu-1h + he.

Here Vgn-1 is the (standard) spherical gradient. On the other hand, since we can extend
ho(+) to R™ as a 1-homogeneous function h(-), then restrict the gradient of h(-) on S"~1, it

yields that (see for example, [14])
(2.4) Vh(§) = F(€), Y e S,

where V is the gradient operator in R". Let h;; be the second-order covariant derivatives
of hg with respect to a local orthonormal frame on S"~!. Then, applying (23] and (Z4),
we have (see, e.g., [39, p. 382])

(2.5) Vh(€) = Z hiei +he,  Fi(§) = (hij + hdij)e;.

J
Also, the reverse Weingarten map of 2 at £ is given by

hij + hé;; = D(vg'(€)) on S" L.

We define the matrix

Q(h; &) = (hij (&) + h(€)dij)ij=1,..n-1, £ €S,
and the set
S = {il S 02(Sn_1) : }N‘Lij + }N‘L(SZ] > 0 on Sn_l}.
The second fundamental form Iy at X € 09 is defined as I1x (Y, Z) = Vyvq - Z with
Y, Z € Tx00Q). We write IIgé for the inverse Ilgn. From the definition of the Weingarten

map, one sees that the second fundamental form of 9N is equivalent to Weingarten map,

i.e., IIgn = Dvg.
11



The Gauss curvature of 02, k, i.e., the Jacobian determinant of Gauss map of 912, is

revealed as
1

kK= ———.

det(h,-j + h(SZ])
2.2. Basics of variational functionals. For the reader’s convenience, we collect some
facts about the properties of capacity, torsion and first eigenvalue.

Now, according to [22], [39] [40], we first list some properties corresponding to the solution
U of (LI2)), as shown below.

For any X € 09, 0 < b < 1, the non-tangential cone is defined as

N(X)={Y e R"\Q : dist(Y,00) > b|X —Y|}.
Lemma 2.1. Let Q € K and U be the solution of [(LI12) in R™\Q. Then, the non-tangential
limst
VU(X) = Y—>X,h¥l€1"(X) VU(Y)
exists for H 1 almost all X € 0Q. Furthermore, for H"~' almost all X € 0%,

VU(X) = —|VU(X)|vg(X) and |VU| e LYOQ, H" ).
With respect to g-capacity C, for 1 < ¢ < n, there are the following properties.

Lemma 2.2. [20] (i) It is positively homogenous of order (n — q), i.e.,
Cq(mQp) = m""1C,(Qp), m > 0.
(ii) It is translation invariant. That is
Cq(Q + z0) = Cy(Qo), VYoo € R™

(111) It is monotonically increasing, i.e., Cq(21) < Cy(Q2) if Q1 C Qo.

Let Q € Ky of class C2, and U be the solution of (LIZ) in R®\Q. By a direct calculation
in conjunction with Lemma 2] and the divergence theorem, for 1 < ¢ < n, [20] showed
that

(2.6) Cy) = 1= /8 IVUCONX v (X)) ().

n—q

Since for every f € C(S"™1),

F(©dSa(&) = | flva(X))dH " (X).
o %



(26)) is equivalent to

Cy) = Gy = L= [ [VUF©)Ih()ds(@.6)
n q Jsn—1
(27) = [ VU dethy(€) + )5 e,

Let 2 € KJ of class C2, and U be the solution of (L20) in €2, then T(€2) can be expressed
as (for more details, such as see [15, [17])

T() = T(0) = =5 [ IVUFO)PMEIS@.9)
1

(2.9 =5 [ IVUGPHE) ety (€) + h(E)6, e

The torsion is positively homogeneous of order n + 2 and is translation invariant and is

monotonically increasing.

Let € KJy of class C2, and U is the solution of (L28) in 2, A(©2) can be written as (for

more details, such as see [15], 41])

1

A#) =X = 5 [ IVUFE)PHES(@.)

1

(29 =5 [ IFUP(EH(E) dethie) + 5.,

The first eigenvalue is homogeneous of order —2 and is monotonically decreasing.

3. THE FIRST AND SECOND VARIATIONAL FORMULAS OF VARIATIONAL FUNCTIONALS

UNDER L, SUM

In this section, we calculate the first and second variational formulas of variational func-

tionals under L, sum.

3.1. g-capacity. We first list the following results proved in [20, Lemma 3.3] or [40, Lemma

2.5]. For the reader’s convenience, we give the proof process.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose 1 < q¢ < n. Let Q € K§ of class C2 in R™ with |t| < & for e > 0,
and U(-,t) be the solution of (LI2) in R™\Qy, then

(Z.)(V2U(F(€7t)7t)ei) tej = _K‘VU(F(&t)vt)‘cij(fat);
(Z.Z.)(V2U(F(€7t)7t)€) : 5 = (q - 1)_1KIVU(F(€7t)7t)’ Zz Cii(&t);
(1) (V2U(F(€,1),t)e;) - € = —r 35 [VU(F(&,1),1)|jeij (€, 1),

where c;j(-,t) is the cofactor matriz of ((h¢)ij + hedij).
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Proof. First notice that Q; € Kf is of class Ci, from an elementary barrier argument and
boundary Schauder estimate for quasi-linear elliptic equations, such as see [29], one sees
that partial derivatives of U up to, and including, order two are pointwise well-defined on
0€Y;. By virtue of this fact, the proof can be shown as below. Assume that h;(¢) € C2(S"1)
for each t € (—e,e) with & > 0 is the support function of €, and let h; = 8hat_§§). Then,
recall (Z4) and (), we get F(€,8) = 3 (he)ies + heé, 2080 = Fr(e 1) = 3, (hy)ies + hi,
F;(&,t) = Z wije; with wyj := (hg)ij+hedsij, and Fi(€,t) = Zk wjjker—wi;€, where w;jy, are
the covariant derivatives of w;;. Note that, from Lemma 2] we know that VU (F'(¢,t),t) =
—|VU(F(&,t),t)|€, thus we have
VU - F; =0,
and
((V?U)F;) - F;+ VU - Fyj = 0.
It follows that
(3.1) > wiwi(V2U)er) - ex) + wy|VU| = 0.
k,l
Multiplying both sides of ([B.I) by c;pcjq and sum for 7, j, we get

Zékp ql V Uel) ek RZ(SPCM’VU‘
k,l J

Hence,
(V2Ue;) - ej = —rcij|VU].
This proves (i).
Second, recall that
IVU(F(E,1),8)] = =VU(F(E,1),1) - €.
Taking the covariant derivative of both sides, we have
VU|; = ~VU - ¢; — (V2U)E; -€

(3:2) == > wiy(V*0)e; -€)
Multiplying both sides of ([B.2)) by ¢;; and sum for j, and combining
Z CljWij = 5“ det((ht)ij + htfsij)-
J
Then, we get
Z cij|VU|; = — det((hy)ij + hidij) (VU )e; - €.

J
14



Hence

(V2U)ei-§ = =k Y ;| VU;.
J

This proves (iii).
Last, using the g-Laplace equation for U, we get
(4= 2)(V2V)E-€) + AU =0,
Employing (i), we obtain
(q = D(VP0)E-& = (VPU)E - €~ AU
= — Z(VzU)ei e = HZCM\VU’.

Hence, the proof is completed. O

We have the following result along the same line of proof as in [20, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.2. Suppose 1 < q¢ < n. Let Q € K§ of class C2 in R™ with |t| < & for e > 0,
and U(-,t) be the solution of (LI2)) in R™\Q;. Then for each fivred X € R™\Qy, the function
t — U(X,t) is differentiable with respect to t. Let U(X,t) = %—[{(X, t). The function
U(-,t) : RM\Q; — R can be extended to 0 so that U(-,t) € C*(R™\Q;). Moreover,

V- ((qg—2)|VU|T*VU -VU)VU + |[VU|92VU) =0, X € R"\Q,
U(Xv t) = |VU(X7 t)|h;7 X € aQb

where hy is the support function of ¢, and h; denotes the derivative of hy with respect to t.

Furthermore, there exists ¢ = c¢(n,q) such that
0§U§C|X|% as | X| — oo,

0<|VU| < c\X!fz%I as | X| — oo.
In addition,

VU(X) := Y_))({iyrréF(X) VU(Y) exists for every X € O,

and

/ VU [T Y VU |dH" ! < .
o0

Inspired by [20, Lemma 3.2], the following lemma can also be obtained.
15



Lemma 3.3. Suppose 1 < q¢ < n. Let Q € Ki of class C2 in R™ with |t| < & for e > 0,
and U(-,t) be the solution of ([(LI2) in R™\. Let Qi; € K§ of class C3 in R™ fori=1,2,
and hy; be the support function of Q. Let U;(+,t) be the solution of ([I12) in R™\Q;. Let
U(X.t) = (X, t) for all X € R"\Q;. Then,

/ hy 1 (v, (X)) |VU (X, 8)]7 (v, (X) - VU3(X, 1)) dH" (X))
(3.3)
/ hy o (v, (X)) VU (X, 1) (v, (X) - VUL (X, 1) dH" 1 (X).

Now, applying Lemmas 3.2] B3], we can get the first and second variational formulas of

Cq under L, sum.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose p >0 and 1 < g <n. Let h € S be positive, p € C2(S* 1) and e > 0
such that (hP+t¢P)V/P € S for everyt € (—¢,¢). Set hy = (WP +tdP)V/P and f, 4(t) = Cy(hy).
Then

e I VUE @)
e B
and
" 1-— -1 _ 1
fra(0) = R [ i gvu e

) M /S g TUEON Gpiey) - e

—~ —/ ZNU EN|9cih? 2P de
S§n—1

q—l

/S DN (e IVUF Q) (7 67):)

where U satisfies the following equation

V- ((g=2)|VU|" (VU - VU)VU + |VU|*"2VU) =0, X e R™\Q,

U(X) = ;6" (va(X))h! P (v (X)) VU (X)), X €0q,
Proof. In view of Lemmal3.2] we first conclude that U(F(€,t),t) is differentiable with respect
to t. Based on this fact and using (2.7)), by a direct calculation, we have

Foat) = ;50 (he)
(3.4) " | )
= — /Snl(htG(ht) + htEG(ht))df, Ve e Sn—l7
where
(3.5) G(he) = [VU(F(E, 1), £)]9 det((he)i; + hedi) (),

16



with

By (B.3), we have

(3.6)

d d .
21 G(h) = ZIVUFE 1), )| det((he)ij + hediy)]

= [VU(E (&), )| (ch;((hy)ij + (1)d33)) + det((he)ij + he 0ij) (IVU( (&), 0))
= [VU(F(& 1) £)]7(ch;((hy)ij + (hy)3is)
+alVU(F(&,1), )| 7" det((he)ij + hy 0ij) o (IVU( (&), D)),

where c';fj := ¢i;(+, t) is the cofactor matrix of ((h¢)ij + hedij).

Since |[VU(F(&,1),8)] = —VU(F(&,8),t) - €, F(6,8) = S.(hy)iei + b, and F(€,t) =
Zi(h;)iei + h;{, then we get

LU (FE 1)
(3.7) = —VPU(F(&,1), ) - F(§,t) = VU(F(&,1),t) - €
= —VAU(F(&1),6))6 - (O _(hy)iei + hy€) — VU(F(£,1),1) - €.

)

Applying Lemma BTl into ([B.7), we have

4 (vuren. o)
(3.8) = —VAU(F(&1),)¢ - (O (hy)iei + hy€) = VU(F(&,1),1) - &

= kY i |VU|j(h)i — (g — 1)~ f-e|VU|Zc“h — VU(F(&,1),t) - &
,J

17



Substituting (3.8) into (3.6]), we have

(3.9)

iG(fu)

dt
= |[VU(F |qzczg ht ij + ht)5zy)

+q|VU(F(&,1),8)|7" det((he)ij + hudij) [mz ki |V U (hy)s

1,5
_(q - 1) ’%‘VU ‘ch ht (67 )7 ) g
VU(F(&t),t)]97 _ .
= _q‘ ( (i:t) t)‘ VU(F(Sat) ) f_ —’VU ’qzcu ht
+q ) IVUFE ), )T VUFE 1), 1)) (hy)i + VU (F \chw ((h)ij + (he)di5)-

Z"j
For simplifying (3.9, we apply the conclusion that X;¢;;; = 0 proved by [14], where c¢;;; is
the covariant derivative tensor of c;;.

We calculate

< Gy

dt
—1 X
= DU 0.0 €~ (0= DIV 0.0 ki)

(3.10)
i Z(c;?jNU(F(é, £),6)|%(he)s);
= L' ().

We show that the operator £ is self-adjoint on L2(S"~! d¢) equipped with the standard
scalar product. To see this, define for j =1, 2, 3,

£l = —qWU(F“’”’”'q_lvU<F<s,t>,t> &
Lo(h) = —(¢ = )7VU(F (& 1), 8)| Z chi(m),
and
L5(h) = Y (I VU F (&, 1), 6)]% (hy)i);-
4J
We verify that £, £4 and LY are self-adjoint on L?(S"~1,d¢), i.e., for h;’l(f), h;z(f) es:
(3.11) | makiigs = [ mpgiiads i =123

18



Clearly, £} is self-adjoint, £ is self-adjoint by applying integration by parts, and Lem-
mas and 3.3 indicate that £! is self-adjoint. We conclude that, £! is self-adjoint on
L2(S"1,d¢). In view of (B3], G(h:) is positively homogeneous of order (n — q — 1), for
5 >0, set G(hy + shy) = G((1 + s)h) = (1 + s)""971G(h;), then we have

(3.12) %G((l + 8)he)

Applying ([B.12) into (B4]), we obtain

= (=g = 1G(h) = L' (k).

s=0

d - ! /
Ghoal) == [ (hiG(hn) + (1))

o —
:q‘l/'<meg+mﬁwnmg
Snfl

n—q

(3.13)

_gq—1 ' o )
A=l [ 600 + (1= = DGR
~-1) [ hGme,

namely,

B1) L0 = =) [ GOOITUEE.00 det((h)s(€) + hl)5 ).

Using (B.13)), we get

B F0=@-0 [ 0OGhE+a=1) [ e
Then
@ = = [ RGIVU I det(hig () + ()3 e,
and
" _ (1 _p)(q - 1) 1-2p /2p ql
a0 = S [ v

- -1
-1 /S nirgr VOO ) - eae

p
1
G /g 2 [VUF() eish® > ¢ dg

(¢—1)

+
p2

/Sm Y RTPER (eyVU(F(€)|U(h' P gP)) .
i,

Hence, Lemma [3.4] is completed. O
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3.2. Torsion. We calculate the first and second variational formulas of torsion under L,

sum. We first list the following results proved similarly in Lemma [B.11

Lemma 3.5. Let Q € Ki of class C% in R™ with |t| < € for e > 0, and U(-,t) be the
solution of (L20) in S, then

(Z.) (V2U(F(§7t)7t)ei) t€; = _K‘VU(F(&t)vt)‘cij(&t);
(1) (VPU(F(&:1),1)€) - € = 6|VU(F(&, 1), )] 22, cia(€st) — 1;
(iii) (VPU(F(&,1),t)e;) - € = —k 32, [VU(F (&, 1), 1) |cis (&, 1)

Building upon (L20]), we can get the following result.

Lemma 3.6. Let Q) € KJ of class C% in R™ with |t| < € fore > 0, and U(-,t) be the solution
of (L20)) in Q4. Then, for each fized X € Qy, the function t — U(X,t) is differentiable with
respect to t. Let U(X,t) = %—g(X,t), then
{ AU =0, X €y,
U(X,t) = |VU(X,t)|h;, X €0,

where hy is the support function of ¢, and h; denotes the derivative of hy with respect to t.

Proof. Following similar lines as [20, Lemma 3.1] or [39, Lemm B]. With the aid of the
maximum principle of linear elliptic equation (see [29, Chapter 3]) with respect to (L20]),
U(-,t) > 0 in Q, together with the comparison principle of linear elliptic equation, the
Schauder estimates of linear elliptic equation (see for instance, |29, Theorem 3.7, Theorem
6.2]), and using [I7, Lemma 2.3] to obtain the upper bound of w and the
Schauder estimates of w in C** norm space for a € (0,1), whenever ¢ € (—¢,¢)
and s € (—¢,e)\{0} with £ > 0. Then, applying the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem and a standard
diagonalization procedure, we obtain a sequence {sj }ren, tending to 0 as k tends to infinity,

and a function U (-, t) : Q¢ — R, such that, as k — oo, one sees that U(t+s§—2—U(t) converges

U(-t+s)=U(-,t)

of €, we have AU(X,t) = 0 for X € Q;. Thus, the existence of the limit of U(-,t + s) as
s — 0, at least up to choosing a suitable sequence of s in the interior of £2; is proved. So
for each fixed X € €, the differentiability of the function t — U(X,t) with respect to ¢ at
X has been derived. Furthermore, the function U(-,t) : Q; — R can be extended to 9§ so
that U(-,t) € C%(€). Since U(F(&,t),t) = 0 on €Y, take the derivative of both sides with

respect to t, there is

to U (+,t) uniformly on compact sets of ;. Since A ( ) = 0 in a compact subset

U(F(,t),t) + VU(F(E,t),t) - F((€,1),t) = 0.
20



It is further deduced as
U(F(&,1),t) = =VU(F(E 1), 1) - (O (hy)iei + hyg)

= |VU(F(&1),)I6 - O (h)iei + i)

7

= [VU(F(&t),t)|hy.

Hence, the proof is completed. O

Based on the above lemmas, along similar lines as Lemma B4l the first and second

derivatives of torsion under L, sum are shown as follows.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose p > 0. Let h € S be positive, ¢ € C2(S"1) and ¢ > 0 such that
(P +t¢P) /P € S for every t € (—¢,¢). Set hy = (WP + t¢P)'/P and g,(t) = T'(hy). Then

(3.16) o) =1 [ oo NIEEE 4
and
50 =22 [ wmgnwure)P e
2 e o) - e
(3.17) 5 [ SR et i
o [ VPO

1
5 SRl TU P00

where U satisfies the following equation

AU =0, Xeq,
UX) = 1—1) (Vo (X)R'P(vo(X))|VU(X)], X € of.
3.3. First eigenvalue. Our aim is to calculate the first and second variational formulas of

the first eigenvalue of the Laplace operator under L, sum. We need some preparations.
Lemma 3.8. Let Q € Ki of class C% in R™ with |t| < € for e > 0, and U(-,t) be the
solution of ([L28) in S, then
()(VPU(F(&, 1), t)es) - ej = —w|[VU(F(E,1),t)]eij (€, 1)
(ii)(VEU(F (&, 1),)€) - € = 6|VU(F(&,1),1)] 32; cia(€,1) — AU ;
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(Z.Z.Z.)(V2U(F(§7 t),t)e;) &= —k Zj ‘VU(F(& t), t)‘jcij(fv t).
Based on (I28)), we have the following result.

Lemma 3.9. Let Q; € K be of class C2 in R™ with |t| < & for € > 0, and U(-,t) be
the solution of (L28) in Q. Then, for each fired X € , the function t — U(X,t) is
differentiable with respect to t. Let U(X,t) = %—(t](X, t), then
{ AU = -\U, X e,
U(X,t) = |VU(X,t)|h;, X €0,

where hy is the support function of ¢, and h; denotes the derivative of hy with respect to t.

Analogously, based on above lemmas, the first and second derivatives of the first eigen-

value are obtained as follows.

Lemma 3.10. Suppose p > 0. Let h € S be positive, ¢ € C*(S"!) and e > 0 such that
(WP 4-tgP)/P € S for every t € (—¢,¢). Set hy = (WP +t¢P)Y/P and A,(t) = A(ht). Then

(3.18) AL(0) :_% /S B df’hl‘?’wdg
and
mo =L [ ey e s
2 1-p 40 VU ©)) o .
o /Sh PP ———==VU(F()) - &d¢
(3.19) b [ SO Pent s

- 1% /S AUR*# 62|V U <F<s>>\%d5

- [ R TR ) e,

where U satisfies the following equation

AU = —-)\U, X e Q,
U(X) = 267 (va(X))h!' P (vo(X))|VU(X)], X € 09.

4. POINCARE TYPE INEQUALITIES FOR VARIATIONAL FUNCTIONALS

In the section, we will obtain some Poincaré type inequalities for variational functionals

by using the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for variational functions with p > 1.
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4.1. g-capacity. Our first aim is to give the infinitesimal form of the L,-Brunn-Minkowski

inequality for C, for 1 < ¢ < n. Some preparations are necessary.

Let h € S with A > 0 be the support function of a convex body 2 € Kf of class C_%, and
let ¢ € C?(S"™1), then there exists a sufficiently small & > 0 such that

he = (RP +t¢P)'/P € S, Vit € [—¢,€].

For an interval I := [—¢,¢], we set the one-parameter family of convex bodies {; € Kfj of
class C2 :
(4.1) T(h, ¢, T) = {Q : ho, = by = (W +t¢")' /P t € I}

Recall the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for C; with p > 1 (LI7)), then we have the

following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. ([LI7)) implies that for every one-parameter family I(h, ¢, I), with h, ¢, and
Oy € (h, ¢, 1),
2
t:O)

Proof. Let h € S and ¢ € C?(S"™1). In view that there exists a sufficiently small £ > 0 such
that hy := (h? 4 t¢?)'/? € S is the support function a convex body € for all t € [—¢,¢].
Then for ¢t € [—¢,¢] and s € [0, 1],

(4.2) 5 (Ca(0)]| - Cy() < =[G ()]

d? n—q—p [ d
dt? - n-—gq dt

hsQuty(1—sy0 = (shf + (1 — s)hP)HP.

Since (I.I7) holds,

p

Cols+ Qu4p (1= 8) - Q)77 > sCy(Q) 77 + (1 — 8)Cy(Q)77,

this implies that the second derivative of Cy(s-Q;+, (1 —s) Q)n%q at s = 0 is non-positive,

yielding (4.2]).
O

Now we give the infinitesimal formulation of the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for Cj

as follows.
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Theorem 4.2. Let Q € K} of class C2 and U be the solution of ([LI12) in R™\Q. Letp > 1
and 1 < q < n. Then for every function ¢ € C*(S"~1), we have

(4.3)

(p+qg—n) o cans 2 s
m( Sn71¢ph pdﬂ p> +(1—p)(q—1)/§nl¢ph pdu P

o o 2p 2—2p(VU(F(£)) g) capg __ r -1 2p1,2—2p 3, ,capq
=) [ oSS e — [ (@ )

Slg=1) [ Q7 (W)Veur (FPh77) - Vonor (F7F) dusere,

where U satisfies the following equation

U(X) = 167 (va(X)h! P (va(X))|VU (X)), X €09,

V- ((g—2)|VU|TXVU -VU)VU + |[VU|92VU) =0, X € R"\Q,
| x| 00 U(X) = 0.

Proof. Assume first that ¢ € C2(S*™1). Let € > 0 be such that (h? + t¢?)'/? € S for every
t € (—g,8). Set frq(t) = Cy((RP + tgP)Y/P) and Y, 4(t) = fp )P/ =D for t € (—¢,e).

Recall Lemma [4], we know that T, , is concave at ¢t = 0, then we get

p(p+q—n)

0= (n—q)?

Foa OV (0 + -2 fa(O)77 £,(0) <
By using Lemma B.4], we have

(ptg—n) 1-p ¢ qet(h. N
(n — q)Cy(Q) ( /gm h PP IVU(F(€))]? det(hi; () + h(g)a,])cg)

+(1—p)(g—1) /Snl W'~V U (F(€))]9 det(hij () + h(€)8i5)dE

-1
w VU(F(¢)) - &dg

(4.4) —pa(g — 1) /Sn1 W' Pgr
— /Sn tr(Cij)‘VU(F(S))‘qh2_2p¢2pd§

~a-v R VU RO
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Now, using }; ¢ij; = 0 (see e.g., [14]) into (d.4) with an integration by parts, we have

(p+q—n)
(n —q)Cy(Q)

+<1—p)<q—1>/

Sn—

([ morer o i@ + newac)
R GEVU (R det(hi (€) + h()3)de
@5)  —rala=1) [ WPENUPE)I detlhis(€) + ) VI(P©) - ede
- [ e VU@ o
<@-v D7) U (PO (77

Note that

(4.6) cij = det(hj + hdij)(hij + hdi) ™t

Then (£3]) holds by substituting (£6) and the definition of u®Pe into ([@H]). The proof is

completed.

Now we prove the Poincaré type inequalities for g-capacity originating from the corrspond-

ing L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for p > 1.

Theorem 4.3. Let 2 € Kfj of class C’_2|_ and U be the solution of [LIZ) in R™\Q. Suppose

1<p<ooandl<q<n. For every function 1) € C%(952), then we obtain

(ptqg—n) (/8 YP |VU|qun—l(X)>2

(= 0Co() \ oo VA7
PP n—
H1=pa-1) | o VU (X)
(4.7) ~pala=1) [ o (VOX) o) VU ()
| PR Joo IV !
2p

_ 1/}7 q n—1
/8 {1l e VU1 ()

p

p
< -1 [ 115V (s ) - Voo (s ) VO 6),

where Vgq denotes the induced Levi-Civita connection on the boundary 02, h* is the support

function of the polar body of Q, and U satisfies the following equation
V- ((¢—2)|VU|"4VU - VU)VU + |VU|2VU) =0, X € R"\Q,
: P
U(X):WWU(X)L X €09,
lim| x| 500 U(X) = 0.
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Proof. Let ¢ € C%(09) and set ¢(&) = y(F(€)) for every £ € S*7 L, then ¢ € C?(S"71). By
applying £ = vo(X), we get

H(6) det (hi; () + h(€)di;)de = /a (),

sn—1
Then
/ WTPGPVU(F(€)[7 det(hig (€) + h(€)idg
(4.8) "
. W’ n—1
/S ORI |VU (F() |7 det(hi (€) + h(€)d)dg
(4-9) 1/,21) 1
_ _ q n—
- /m wae VUIRTX),
and
/ BEPQYIVU(F ()| det(hij (€) + h(€)di) VU (F(€))) - £dg
(4.10) o o .
- /asz W(IVUWVU v)dH"H(X).
Since
(4.11) cij = det(hij + hdij)(hij + hdij) ™!
From (4.I1]), we get
(4.12)

q3,2—2p 12p _ q PP e
[ e @IVUE @6 e = | tx{llon) VU OO oty ™ ().

Furthermore,

Zcu )[VU(E(€)[4(hPP)i(€) (WP 6);(€)

~lieyyp v=Lieny

Thus
| Sl EIVUE@I 0T (e ) e

- yr P n—1
= [ PO (1) Vo s ) 00

Now substituting (£.8]),(@.9), @I0), (£12) and (£I3) into Theorem 2] we get Theorem
A3 in the case 1) € C2(9€). The proof is completed.

(4.13)

g
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As a consequence of Theorem [£.3] we obtain:

Corollary 4.4. Suppose 1 < q < n. Let Q € K of class C_2|_ and U be the solution of
(CI2) in R™\Q. For every function ¢ € C?(99), if

/ Y|VUTdH (X)) =0,
o0
then we have

—alg—1) mw(VU(X)'m)\VU!"‘ldH"‘l(X)—/mtr(HaQ)MVU\qd%"—l(X)

<1 /8 (34 ¥o - Voud) VUi (X),

where U satisfies the following equation
V- ((g=2)|VU|T4(VU - VU)VU + |VU|*2VU) =0, X e R™\Q,
U(X) = VU (X)), X €99,
lim| x| 00 U(X) = 0.
4.2. Torsion. Our second aim is to give the Poincaré-type inequality derived by the LP-
Brunn-Minkowski inequality for torsion with p > 1.
Recall the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for T' (I.25]). We obtain the following result

along similar lines of proof as in Lemma A1

Lemma 4.5. (28] implies that for every one-parameter family II(h,¢,I) as defined in
1), with h, ¢ and Q € T(h, ¢, 1),
2
t:0>

d? n+2—p(d
4.14 —[T(Q T(Q) < —— | —=[T'(2
(4.14) T@))| T(%) < S Lmie)
Now, we give the infinitesimal form of the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for torsion as

dt? dt

t=0

follows.

Theorem 4.6. Let Q € Kjj of class C2 and U be the solution of (L20) in Q. Let p > 1.
Then for every function ¢ € C*(S"1), we have
(4.15)

(p_n_Z) 1—p ;, tor ? 2p11—-2p 7, tor
W ETE) \ s O AT ) H A =p) | @R

-9 /Snl ¢2ph2—2pw(i,utor _ /Snl tr((Q_l(h))¢2ph2_2detor

g 3—3p 4 3p tor —1 » 1-p . 1—p tor
* p /Snl h ¢ U(F(f)) dp" < - Q™ (h)Vgn (¢ph ) Vs ((bph ) du",
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where U satisfies the following equation

AU =0, Xeq,

U(X) = 5¢? (va(X))h' P (ra(X)IVU(X)], X €00
Proof. Assume first that ¢ € C2(S*1). Let € > 0 be such that (h? + t¢?)'/? € S for every
t € (—e,6). Set gp(t) = T((h? +tdP)M/P) and Q,(t) = g,()P/ "2 for t € (—¢,¢). Recall

Lemma [4.5] we know that ), is concave at ¢ = 0, then we get

@io) Qo) = PR 0,007 002 + L, 07 g 0) <o

Substituting ([B.10) and (3I7) into (£.16]), thus
p-—n-2) 1-p 2 det(hos )
g (L m o U ey € + 6

+1=p) [ RGEOUP©O) ety () + )3 )
R AL

+2 /snl R*22¢* |VU (F(€))] det(hij (&) + h(£)d;;)dé

VU(F(€)) - £d¢
(4.17)

- / tr(cq)) VU (F()|2h>2P g?Pde
Sn 1

/Sn 12’11 PP (cifVU(F ()] (h' 7P P)i) dE

Now, using » | ; Gijj = 0 with an integration by parts, we have

(p—n—2)
(n+2)T(Q)

+%1—p%én1W_%&mVUUW®N2¢%WM@)+h@ﬁmwf

IVU(F(£))

—Qp/‘ hlpwt——————
Snl

2
<énJﬁﬂWWU@@ﬁP&MMAQ+h@mﬂ@>

VU(F(€)) - &d¢

(4.18)
2 [ REEGETUP(E) det(his () + h(E)6)de
- [ e v g
< J SO PP
Note that

(4.19) cij = det(hij + hdij) (hij + hoy;) ™"
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Then (&I5) holds by substituting (#I9) and the definition of u!°" into (@I8]). The proof is

completed.

O

We obtain the following result via Theorem and along similar lines of proof in proving
Theorem [£.3]

Theorem 4.7. Let Q € Ki of class C2 and U be the solution of (L20) in Q. Suppose
1 < p < oo. For every function v € C?(09Q), then we obtain

(p -—n— 2) ¢p n— 2
n T DT©) </39 el VU 1<X)>

ey Y Supar(x)
oo |Vh*[1=2P

(4200 —2p /a ) mf%(vU(X) ) VU K™ (X)

+2/ Lyvmd%”—l(m—/ tr(TTon)—r |90 P (X)
oq |Vh*[*=2p oo V|V

i v v i
< ;v —_ |- —_ Ul*dH" (X
< [ 585 (s ) ¥on (e ) 1900

where U satisfies the following equation

lﬂX)zaﬁ%ﬁﬂVUum,;Xeaﬁ

{AU:Q X e,

Remark 4.8. Notice that if Q = B™ in ([A20), when (&P = £ - vy for a fized vector vy
in R™ and & € B™, in such case, by the maximum principle, it follows that U = g—z m
B", then ([A20) always holds with 1 < p < co. Remark also that a class of Poincaré-type
inequalities for torsion derived by the related Brunn-Minkowski inequality were previously
studied in [23]. In addition, we can use Theorem[{.7] to give a new proof on (L25]) in small

enough C?-perturbations of unit ball (see Sec. [3).

4.3. The first eigenvalue. We establish a Poincaré type inequality coming from the

Brunn-Minkowski inequality for the first eigenvalue.

Recall the Brunn-Minkowski inequality for A (I.32]). With a proof similar to the proof of
Lemma [4.7] there the following result holds.
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Lemma 4.9. (L32)) implies that for every one-parameter family IL(h, ¢, 1) as given in ([@.1]),
with h, ¢ and Q € TI(h, ¢, 1),
d2

(4.21) W[)‘(Qt)]

3(d
Amwz§<aumm

t=0

The related Poincaré type inequality’s form is as follows.

Theorem 4.10. Let Q € K of class C% and U be the solution of (L28) in Q. Then for
every function ¢ € C2(S"1), we have

i el 2_ 2% eig . _1 9 i
sy (o) =2 [ gy e [ @ et

(4.22)
1 , .
2 AU ————du < () Ven-16 - Vn-1du,

+ /Snl ¢U(F(£))M < Snle (h)Vgn-1¢ - Vgn-1ddp

where U satisfies the following equation

{ AU:—)\U, X e,
U(X) = ¢(va(X))|IVU(X)], X €0Q.

Proof. Assume first that ¢ € C?(S"™1). Let ¢ > 0 be such that h + t¢ € S for every
t € (—e,e). Set A(t) = A(h + t¢) and W (t) = A(t)~/? for t € (—e,¢). Recall Lemma E3,

we know that W is concave at t = 0, then we get
(4.23) W (0) = ZA(0)"272(A (0))* — 51\(0)—5—11\ (0) <0.
Substituting (B.I8]) and (319]) into (£23]), we derive

_3 2 det (e )
) </S1 o|VU(F(£))["d t(hZ](§)+h(§)5U)d§>

¢|VU(5(£))I

—2 VU(F(€)) - &d¢

sn—1
(124) 2 [ NUGIVURE] ety () + )5, )de
- [ e vure) ot

=" /gnl ; o(ci|VU(F (€))7 ) ;d¢.
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Now, employing >, ¢;j; = 0 into (f.24) with an integration by parts, we have

S 2 det(hy; )
2A(Q) </§n1 QIVU(F(£))|" det(hi;(§) + h({)%)dﬁ)

[ GlTUCE)

Sn—1

(1.25) 2 [ NUGITUE©) detlhs () + 1605,

VU(F(€)) - &d¢

- [ wepIVUE©)R s
< /Sn1 > bici| VU (F () dide.
i
Note that

(4.26) cij = det(hij + hoij) (hij + hdy;) .

Then ([#22)) holds by substituting (Z26) and the definition of u¥ into (@25]). The proof is

completed.

With the aid of Theorem .10} following again the proof of Theorem [£3] we can also get

the following result.

Theorem 4.11. Let Q2 € Kf of class C_2|_ and U be the solution of (L28]) in Q. For every

function 1 € C%(09), then we obtain

3

20(Q) o0

(4.27) - /a o)V VUL R ()

< | (058 onts - Von VUL (X).
In particular, if

YIVUPdH" ™ (X) =0,
00

then

—2 [ $(VU(X) - vo)|VUIdH" " (X) / tr (oo VU PdH" 1 (X)
0N 50

< /8 (38) Vot Vond VU (X),
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where U satisfies the following equation

AU = —\U, X eQ,
UX)=|VUX)lY, X €.

5. LocAL L,-BRUNN-MINKOWSKI INEQUALITIES FOR TORSION WITH 0 <p <1

Before proving Theorems [[.T] and [[L2], we first introduce the following problem about the

infinitesimal formulations of the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for torsion.

Problem A: Let p € [0,1). For all Q € K7 :

n— &? -
(5.1) Ve € C2E™) (L, T@Fpt9)72 <0
When p = 0, (5.1]) is interpreted as
d2
(5.2) V positive p € C3(S"™1) @ L:O logT(Q2+ot-p) <0.

Proposition 5.1. Let Q € IC_2he and U be the solution of (L20) in Q. Given 0 < p < 1,
GO0 for Q is equivalent to the assertion that for ¢ € C2(S"™1),

(5.3)
(p—n-2)
(n+2)T(2)
o g VUEE) 9,
sn-1 U(F(¢))

g 3—3p .3 # tor 1 ) 1-py . ) - tor
+p/§"1h p(pr(F(f))du = gnle (h)Vgn- (¢ph p) Vgn- (¢ph p)dﬂ )

2
< (ﬁphl—pd,utor) + (1 _ p) ¢2ph1—2pdﬂt0r
S§n—1 Sn—1

Iutor _ /Snl tr((Q_l(h))¢2ph2_2pd,utor

where U satisfies the following equation

AU =0, Xeq,
U(X) = 567 (va(X)h' P (a(X))| VU (X)|, X € 09.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem O

Proposition [5.1] leads to the following outcome.
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Proposition 5.2. Let Q € K3, and U be the solution of (L20) in Q. Given 0 < p <1,
) for Q is equivalent to the assertion that for ¢ € C2(99),

(p—n—2) WP . 2
(n T 2T </39 el VU I(X)>

2
L (1-p) /a Y VU (X)

o |Vh*|1=2p
P .
64 2 e (VO) v VUl ()
2P . 2P .
+2/89W\VUMH 1x) —/aQtr(HaQ)W\VUPdH 'xX)

_ Yr YP 2q4"1( X
< 1 7 . n

where U satisfies the following equation

AU =0, X €Q,
3 P
U(X) = sromm= | VU(X)], X €0.

The proof of the following lemma is similar to the one for Lemma [3.7]

Lemma 5.3. Let Q; € K:?‘,-,e with support function hy, and U(-,t) be the solution of (.20Q)
in Q. Let ¢ € C2(S"™1) be positive, and for e > 0 such that h¢t € S for every t € (—e,¢).
Set hy = ho' and g(t) = T(h;). Then

2
(55 50 = [ nogs T g
and

5'0) = [ hogdPIVUF©)P e
R R IR

5.0 - [ S U@ Peiion g

2| VU(F($))]

+2 /SM (hlog ¢) de

+ /S S hlog d(cy VU (F(€)) (1 log 6):) e
,J

where U satisfies the following equation

{ AU =0, X e,
U(X) = |VU(X)|hlog p(va(X)), X € 0.
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The infinitesimal formulation of (5.2)) is as follows.

Proposition 5.4. Let Q € K3 . and U be the solution of (L20) in Q. [G.2) for Q is
equivalent to the assertion that for ¢ € C2(S"™1),

¢ tor (’I’L + 2) < ¢ tor) ¢3 1 tor
—=dG*" — —dG 2 —= dG
S§n—1 h2 ( ) S§n—1 h + S§n—1 h U(F(g))

5.7 B ¢ (VU(F(€)) - €) 3 . O tor
(5.7) 2/SM N O el /Snlt (Q'(h) +-dG

1
S / _Q_l(h)VSnflqb . Vgnflqbthor,
Sn—1 h

where U satisfies the following equation
{ AU =0, X eQ,
U(X) = [VU(X)|p(ra(X)), X €.
Proof. Assume that ¢ € C2(S"~!) with ¢ > 0. Let & > 0 be such that h¢! € S for every
t € (—&,e). Set Q(t) = T(he'), so log Q(t) is concave at t = 0, then we get

(5-8) Q (0) -
Applying (B.5) and (56]) into (58], there is
| nog 219U () de

 mog s gy (m(e)) - ca

2/,
2 VU]
(5.9) +2/Sn (hlog §)? =———=dg
= 2, o (Jauo hlog §IVUEEIE ge)2
[ S IvU e Feutniosas o

< /Snl Z(’“Og );(ci;|VU(F(£))[*(hlog §);)dé.

Now let ¢ € C2(S"!) and set h(€)log d(€) = ¢(€) for every € € S*~1. Using dG'" =

- +2 hdu'°" and along the lines in proving Theorem 6] we can transfer (5.9)) into

v tor_ ’I’L—|-2 tor ¢_3 1 tor
e [ e G ([ e ) v [ e

¢2 (VU( ( )) ) tor -1 ¢2 tor
9 +2) /S 1FWdG —(n+2) /S (@ () o-dc

< (TL + 2) /Sn . hQ ( )vSn—1¢ . vgnfl(ﬁthOr.
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The proof is completed. O
A natural consequence of Proposition 5.4l is as follows.

Proposition 5.5. Let Q € K3 _ and U be the solution of (LZ0) in Q. [{B.2) for Q is
equivalent to the assertion that for ¢ € C2(99),

| 9 1y m—1 1 < 2 —1>2 / 2 1
VU|PdH" ™ — —— VU|*dH™ +2 VU|dH™
/69 |V h*| Vol T(Q) \Jaq vIVUl o0 VIVUI

5.10)  _ 2 (VU (X) - va)
(5.10) 2 mzp i

< /a (T4 Vo - Vo) VU P,

yVUPdH"—l—/ tr(Ilpo )2 | VU PdH™ !
0N

where h* is the support function of the polar body of Q, and U satisfies the following equation
AU =0, X cq,
U(X)=|VU(X)|yp, X € 090.
Remark 5.6. In (5.3), set b = hP@P, and apply dGPr = %th,utor. Then for ¢ €
C2(S"1), we get the corresponding infinitesimal Ly,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality for torsion

as follows:

~

2 ~
p  (n+2) D tor B ¢_2 .
(T(Q) () ) (/sm T ) +1-p) | 4G

— @W tor @ 1 tor r -1 ¢_2 tor
2/smh UFE) +2/Sn1hU(F(§))dG /SM“Q ()7, dG

1 - " " or
g/S ﬂﬁ(Q Y(R)Vgn-16 - Vgn-10)dG",

where U satisfies the following equation
{ AU =0, X eq,
U(X) = |VU(X)|p(ra(X)), X €.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one sees

29 ~ 2
R tor __ L ? tor
N ~ 2
_ ¢_2 ~tor / ? ~tor
a pT(Q) [/Snl h2 dG S§n—1 th

This implies that ([.70) is indeed a strengthening of (B.3)).

> 0.

The following lemmas are essential in proving Theorems [[.1] and
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Lemma 5.7. Suppose 0 < p < 1. If for every one-parameter family II(1, ¢, I) as defined in
@I) with h =1 and even ¢ such that € TI(1, ¢, 1),
2
t=0 t:O)

d? n n+2—p(d
(5.11) —T(Q)]| T(B") < Tnto <—[T(Qt)]
then for any Q1,Q9 € I1I(1, ¢, 1), inequality (L33]) holds for Qq,Qa.

dt? dt

Proof. Suppose that for TI(1, ¢, I) as defined in (4] with A = 1 and even ¢, the function
T (Qt)n%2 has negative second derivative at 0, i.e., (5.11]) holds. Now, given ¢( in the interior
of I, consider 1 = (1 + to¢?)"/P, and set a new parameter system II(1, ¢, f), where I is a
new interval such that (17 +t¢P)/P = (14 (t+1t9)¢?)/P € S for every t € I. By (5.11)), one
sees that the second derivative of T7+2 () at t = to is non-positive, which is equivalent to
the non-positivity of second derivative of Twiz (Qt) at t = 0 with O, € 11(1, ¢, f), ie.,
2

dt? li=o
holds in for all Q € II(1,¢,I). Along similar lines as [43] Lemma 3.5], for all Qq,Q9 €
II(1, ¢, I), the global concavity of [0,1] 3 s+ T((1 —5)-Q; +ps- Qg)n%Q follows by testing

(5.12) T(Q4,t-¢)72 <0

its second derivative at a given s € [0,1], which is non-positive by (5.I2]) for the body
Q= (1-5) Q14,5 Qo and the function ¢? := (hg,, —h§, ) € C2(S"1). So, we assert that
this lemma holds. U

Let h € S with A > 0 be the support function of a convex body €2 € Kf of class C’i, and
let ¢ € C%(S*1) with ¢ > 0, then there exists a sufficiently small € > 0 such that

hy = ho' € S, Vt € [—¢,¢].

For an interval I := [—¢,¢], we set the one-parameter family of convex bodies {; € Kf} of
class C2:
(5.13) I(h, ¢, I) = { : hg, = hy = ho', t € T}.

Similar to Lemma (.7l we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8. If for every one-parameter family H(l,qz;,l) as defined in (BI3) with h = 1
and even ¢ such that Q; € H(l,(g,l)
2

d
(5.14) Jzlos Tl <0,
t=0

then for any Q1,09 € (1, ¢, I), inequality (L34) holds for Q1,Qs.
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Proof of Theorem [I.1]

In the case 0 < p < 1: on the one hand, if p? = constant, the L,-Brunn-Minkowski
inequalities for torsion (L33]) hold in the case of Euclidean balls. On the other hand, if
©P # constant, by Lemma [5.7] and Proposition [5.2] we conclude that to prove (L33), it
suffices to verify the (strict) validity of (5.4]) in the case that € is the unit ball B™. Then,
o0 =S T(B") = PICE=IE IVh*(X)| = 1, v is identity map, and [VU(X)| = L for
X € 09). In such a case, we verify that the following theorem holds.

Theorem 5.9. Suppose p > 0. Let @P € C*(S"™1) be even with ¢P # constant. Then, the

following inequality

2
(p—2—’I’L) < (ppd?'[n_1> + (n+2_p)/ (p2pden—1
(515) nwn, gn—1 gn—1
—2pn QP(VU(E) - €)dH™ ! < Ven-1¢P - Vgno1@PdH"*
S§n—1 S§n—1

holds, where U satisfies the following equation

AU =0, £ e B",
U =5, cesmt.

= o

(5.16)

Proof. By using (5.16]) and the divergence theorem, there holds
opn [P0 an!
Sn—1

=2(pn)? | UEVU(E) - Edn™!
(5.17) sn
=2(pn)? [ div(UVU)d¢
Bn
= 2 VU |2de.
2m)? [ VO

Substituting (5.17) into (5.15]), hence the validity of (5.15)) is to prove

_9_ 2
(p — ’I’L) </S 1 (ppd/Hn—1> + (’I’L ) _p)/S 1 ¢2den—1
(5.18) L " "

<[ Verr g Vens P dH 1 + 2pm)? / VU 2de.
Snfl Bm™

By direct computation, the validity of (5.15]) is invariant under ¢P — P + ¢ for a constant
c. Consequently, (B.I8) is equivalent to
Jonor PdH™ =0 =

(n+2=p) fgor @PAH" < [ur [Ven-1P2dH" ™1 +2(pn)? [, [VU2dE.
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Now, we assume fSn71 @PdH"~' = 0. Denote by Agn-1 the spherical Laplace operator on
S*~1. The first eigenvalue of (—Agn-1) is 0, and the corresponding eigenspace is constant
functions. Thus, the zero-mean condition on P illustrates that ¢ is orthogonal to such
eigenspace. The second eigenvalue of (—Agn-1) is n — 1, and the corresponding eigenspace
consists of the restriction of linear functions of R™ to S, since each of them is odd and
©P is even, ¢P is orthogonal to this eigenspace as well. The third eigenvalue is 2n, then by

the divergence theorem on S"~!, one sees that

(5.20) /S B |Vn-1@PPdH 1 = — /S B WP Agn-1PdH™ 1 > 2n / O*PdH™ L,

S§n—1
Substituting (5.20) into (5.19]), we conclude that Theorem holds. Hence, the proof of
Theorem [I.I] is completed. g
Proof of Theorem

In the case p = 0: similarly, on the one hand, if ¢ = constant, the log-Brunn-Minkowski
inequality for torsion (L34]) holds in the case of Euclidean balls. On the other hand, if
¢ # constant, using Lemma [5.8 and Proposition 5.5, we conclude that to prove (I34)), it
suffices to verify the (strict) validity of (B.I0) in the case that  is the unit ball B™. In this

regard we prove that the following theorem.

Theorem 5.10. Let ¢ € C2(S"1) be even with ¢ # constant, then the following inequality

(n+2) grayn1 — T2 < ¢d%"—1>2
(5.21) st Mn \Js—t

—2/ 52 YU & gy </ Ven-16?dH™!
S§n—1 U S§n—1

holds, where U satisfies the following equation
AU =0, ¢ e B",
) =1g, cesml.

Proof. By (5.22]) and divergence theorem, there is

(5.22)

2/ (bQMdH"_l = 2n2/ U(VU - €)dH" ! = 2n2/ VU |?de.
Sn—1 U Sn—1 Bn
Then the validity of (.21]) is to verify

vy [ a2 ( / ¢d”H"‘1>2
(5.23) snt Wn - \Jgn

<2n2/ \vUPngr/S 1 |Vgn-10|2dH" L.
BTL n—
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By direct computation, the validity of (5.2])) is invariant under ¢ — ¢ + ¢ for a constant c.
Consequently, (5.23)) is equivalent to
(5.24)

¢dH" ™ = 0= (n+2) PrdH" ! < 2n2/ |VU|?d¢ +/ |Vgn-10|2dH" .
Sn—1 gnfl Bn 8”71

Now, suppose fSn71 ddH™ 1 = 0. Similarly, based on the zero-mean condition and even
assumption on ¢, then
(5.25) / |Ven-1¢|2dH" ! = — / PAn-1pdH" 1 > 2n P2dH L.
Sn—1 §n—1 sn—1
Substituting (5.25) into (5.24]), we conclude that Theorem [5.10] holds. Hence, Theorem

is completely proved.

0

Following [8, Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2], as a consequence of Theorems [[1] and [.2] we

obtain the following L,-Minkowski inequalities for torsion near the unit ball with 0 <p < 1.

Corollary 5.11. Let ¢ € C?(S"~!) be even. Then there ewists a sufficiently small € > 0
such that for every si,s2 € [—€,¢€|, the Ly-Minkowski inequalities for torsion for 0 < p < 1
hold true:

Ty (2, Q)" 2 > T(Q1)"T27PT ()P,

1
where § is the convex body with the support function hy = (1+s1p)r and Qg is the convex

1
body with the support function hy = (1 + sap)?.

Corollary 5.12. Let ¢ € C*(S"™1) be even. Then there exists a sufficiently small € > 0

such that for every si,so € [—¢, €|, the log-Minkowski inequality for torsion holds true:

1 T(S)

ha, ;A
1 1thor Q. ) > 1
/Sn1 % hq, (2,) 2 n -+ 2 i T(Qg)’

where Q1 is the convex body with the support function hy = e*1® and Qs is the convex body

with the support function hy = e%29.
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