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Abstract

The object of our investigation is a point that gives the maximum value of a potential with a
strictly decreasing radially symmetric kernel. It defines a center of a body in R™. When we choose
the Riesz kernel or the Poisson kernel as the kernel, such centers are called an r*~™-center or an
illuminating center, respectively.

The existence of a center is easily shown but the uniqueness does not always hold. Sufficient
conditions of the uniqueness of a center have been studied by some researchers. The main results in
this paper are some new sufficient conditions for the uniqueness of a center of a body.
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1 Introduction

Let Q be a body (the closure of a bounded open set) in R™. We consider a potential of the form
Kq(x) = / kE(r)dy, x € R™, r = |z —y]. (1.1)
Q

If the kernel k : (0,4+00) — R is strictly decreasing and satisfies the condition (C?) (which is detailed
in section 2), then the potential K is continuous on R™ (Proposition 2I)) and has a maximum point
only in the convex hull of 2 (Proposition 2.2)). We call a maximum point of Kq a k-center of Q in what
follows. The object of our investigation in this paper is a k-center of €.

Analytically, the study on k-centers is related to the investigation on the shape of a solution of a
partial differential equation. When the kernel k(r) is given by the Gauss kernel (47t)~"™/2 exp(—r2/(4t))
with a positive parameter ¢, we obtain the unique bounded solution of the Cauchy problem for the heat
equation with initial datum xgq. A (spatial) maximum point of the solution of the heat equation is called
a hot spot. The existence, asymptotic behavior, uniqueness and location of a hot spot were well-studied,
for example, in [} 2] [5, 10, 12]. When the kernel k(r) is given by the Poisson kernel h(r? 4 h?)~(m+1)/2
with a positive parameter h, we obtain the Poisson integral for the upper half-space (up to a constant
multiple). The Poisson integral is a solution of the Laplace equation for the upper half-space. A maximum
point of the Poisson integral was studied in [I8§].

Geometrically, the study on k-centers is related to Moszyriska’s radial center. In [13], she introduced
a radial center of a star body A induced by a function ¢ as a maximum point of the function

Dy(x) = /SWH1 @ (pa—z(v))do(v), z € Ker A. (1.2)

Here, pa—,(v) = max{\ > 0|]\v 4z € A} is the radial function of A with respect to z, and Ker A = {p €
AlVq € A, pq C A} is the kernel of A. Her motivation for the study on radial centers comes from the
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optimal position of the origin for the intersection body of a star body. Intersection bodies were introduced
by Lutwak in [II] to solve Busemann and Petty’s problem [4]. We refer to Moszyniska’s text book [14]
pp. 185-201] for those historical backgrounds in convex geometry. The paper [7] is also a good reference
for the physical meaning of radial centers.

Using the polar coordinate, we rewrite the function ®4(x) as

D) = /A¢'(T)r1_mdy +¢(0)o (S™ '), z€Ker A, r=|z—y|. (1.3)

Putting k(r) = ¢'(r)r!=™, we obtain the potential K 4. Since the potential K 4 is defined on R™ even if
A is NOT star-shaped, we can understand that the notion of k-centers is an extension of radial centers.

When the kernel k(r) is given by the monomial r*~ ™, k-centers are well-studied. In [I3], when
o(p) = p* in ([L2), Moszynska called a maximum point of ®4 a radial center of order a and showed
that if 0 < a < 1, then every convex body has a unique radial center of order a. In [8], for @ > 1, the
uniqueness of a radial center of a convex body was studied but the argument included an error. In [9],
Herburt studied the location of a radial center of order 1. She showed that every smooth convex body
has a radial center of order 1 only in its interior. In [I5], O’Hara investigated the potential

sign(m — a)/ r*dy (0 < a#m),
VQO‘) (x) = Q@ zeR™, r=|z—yl. (1.4)
—/ log rdy (a =m),
Q

He called the potential nga) the r®~"-potential and defined an r®~""-center of {1 as a maximum point

of Vgga). In other words, he extended the notion in [I3] to a non-star-shaped case. He showed that if
a > m + 1, then every body has a unique r*~""-center.

On the uniqueness of a k-center in [I3] [I5], the common idea is to show the strict concavity of the
potential Kq on the convex hull of Q (the location of k-centers). But, using Alezandrov’s reflection
principle or the moving plane method (|6l [19]), we can restrict a region containing all k-centers smaller
than the convex hull of €. We call such a small region the minimal unfolded region of 2, denoted by
U f(€2), which was introduced by O’Hara in [I5]. When 2 is a convex body, in [2], the minimal unfolded
region was independently defined by Brasco, Magnanini and Salani as the heart of Q denoted by Q(Q).
Hence, in order to show the uniqueness of a k-center, it is sufficient to show the strict concavity of Kq
on the minimal unfolded region.

The minimal unfolded region U f() is made by the following procedure: Fix a direction v € ™!
and a parameter b € R; Let Refl, ;, denote the reflection of R™ in the hyperplane {z € R™|z - v = b};
By Q:)b = {z € Qlz-v > b}, we denote the set of all points in 2 whose height in the direction v are not
smaller than b; We repeat to fold the set Q:)b by the reflection Refl, ;, and to gradually decrease the value
b € R until the image is stick out from ; Let {(v) be the minimum folding height for v, that is, put

I(v) = min {a eR ‘Vb > a, Refl, s (Qj)b> C Q} ; (1.5)
Define the minimal unfolded region of 2 by
Uf(Q) = m {zeR"|z-v<I(v)}. (1.6)
vesSm—1

For example, in R?, the minimal unfolded region of the union of the two same-sized discs

DiUD;y = {(yl,yz) ’(yl +1)° +45 < 1} U {(y17y2) ‘(yl —1)?+yi < 1} (L.7)

is the line segment {(y1,0)| — 1 < y1 < 1}. Therefore, when we investigate the number of k-centers of
D1 U Dy, we should consider the graph of the function Kp,up,(},0) for —1 < XA < 1. Then, for a given
concrete kernel, we can draw the graph of Kp,p,(A,0) with the calculator Maple. In such a manner, we
give some examples of the graphs of 7*~™-potentials. To be precise, we produce the following examples:



1) The union of the two same-sized discs (7)) has two r~1/?-centers.

2) The set of r~'/2-centers of the annulus {(y1,y2)|1 < y? + y3 < 4} is a circle.

—1/2_center.

(1)
(2)
(3) The isosceles triangle {(y1,42)|0 < y1 <1, |y2| < (tan(7/10))y1} has a unique r
(4) The cone {(y1,y2,3)|0 <91 <1, y3 +y35 < (tan?(7/10))y?} has a unique r~/2-center.
()

5) The body of revolution {(y1,y2,¥3)[0 < y1 < 1, y3 +y3 < (tan?(7/10))y;} has a unique r—1/2-
center.

From the third example, we see that, in general, the r®~""-potential is not concave on the convex hull of
a body for 1 < o < m+ 1. Hence it seems difficult to give a sufficient condition for the uniqueness of an
r® M_center for 1 < a <m + 1.

Our main result in this paper is a sufficient condition for the uniqueness of a k-center implying the
examples (3) and (5). Precisely, if the kernel k satisfies the condition (C1) for some o > 1 (which is
detailed in section 2), and if k'(r)/r is increasing, then the body of revolution

Q={(y1,9) ERxR™M0<y <1, [y Sw ()}, (1.8)

where w : [0,1] — [0, +00) is a piecewise C! function with w™~1 concave, has a unique k-center. This

result immediately implies the uniqueness of an r®~"-center of the body (L) for 1 < a < m + 1.
Furthermore, using the same manner as in the above result, we also show that a non-obtuse triangle in
R? has a unique k-center if k'(r)/r is increasing. We remark that these results on the uniqueness of an

r*~™_center cannot follow from the power-concavity argument as in [I].

Throughout this paper, conv X, diam X, X (or X°) and X¢ denote the convex hull, the diameter, the
interior and the complement of a set X in R™, respectively. We denote the spherical Lebesgue measure
of any N-dimensional space by oy
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce necessary results in [2} Bl 15l 18] for our study.
For an « > 0, we define the condition (C?) of a function k : (0, +00) — R as

(CY%) k is continuous on the interval (0, +o00), and

as r tends to 0.
For an o > 1, we define the condition (C}) of a function & : (0, +00) — R as

(C}) k is once continuously differentiable on the interval (0, 400), and

O(r*=™) (a<m), O (ro=m=1)  (a<m+1),
k(r) =< O (logr) (a=m), K'(r) =< O (logr) (a=m+1), (2.2)
0(1) (a>m), 0(1) (a@>m+1),

as r tends to 0.



Let © be a body (the closure of a bounded open set) in R™, and
Kq(z) = / k(r)dy, x e R™, r = |z —y]. (2.3)
Q

We always assume that the kernel k satisfies any of the conditions (C9) or (C1). We denote a point z
in R™ by « = (21,...,%,) and a point y in Q by y = (y1,...,ym). We understand that the letter r is
always used for r = |z — y|.

2.1 Properties of Kq
Let us prepare some properties of our potential K¢ from [I8] without those proofs.
Proposition 2.1 ([I8, Propositions 2.3, 2.6, 4.1 and Corollary 4.2]). Let Q be a body in R™.

(1) If the kernel k satisfies the condition (C2) for some a > 0, then the potential Kgq is continuous on
R™.

(2) If the kernel k satisfies the condition (CL) for some o > 1, then the potential Kq is of class C' on
R™, and we have

8K
Q r)dy, x € R™.
Q 8$J

(3) If Q has a piecewise C* boundary, and if the kernel k satisfies the condition (CL) for some a > 1,
then the potential Kq is of class C? on R™ \ 99, and we have

8KQ m
@ == [ ke n()aoty). = <R

82KQ . a .
Ox;0x; (@) = - /m axik(ﬂea -n(y)do(y), = € R™\ 09,

where n is the outer unit normal vector field of OSY, and e; is the j-th unit vector of R™.

Proposition 2.2 ([I8 Proposition 3.2]). Let Q be a body in R™. Suppose that the kernel k is strictly
decreasing and satisfies the condition (CY) for some a > 0. The potential Kq has a mazimum point, and
any mazximizer of Kq belongs to the convex hull of §2.

Definition 2.3 ([I8] Definition 3.3]). Let © be a body in R™. A point x is called a k-center of § if it
gives the maximum value of Kq.

2.2 Properties of minimal unfolded regions

Let Uf(€2) be the minimal unfolded region of a body Q as in (L@). We introduce some properties of
the minimal unfolded region of Q from [3| 2 [I5] 18] with slight modifications in our case. (The studies
performed in [3] does not ask for the regularity of k& but required the boundedness of k(r) at r = 07.)
Geometric properties of the minimal unfolded region were also studied in [16].

Remark 2.4 ([I5 p. 381]). Let Q be a body in R™.

(1) The centroid (the center of mass) of €2 is contained in U f(£2). Hence U f(2) is not empty.
(2) Uf(9) is contained in conv {2 but, in general, not contained in €.

(3) Uf(£2) is compact and convex.

Example 2.5 (|3, Lemma 5], [I5] Example 3.4]). (1) The minimal unfolded region of a non-obtuse tri-
angle is given by the polygon formed by the mid-perpendicular of edges and the bisectors of angles.
In particular, it is contained in the triangle formed by joining the middle points of the edges.



(2) The minimal unfolded region of an obtuse triangle is given by the polygon formed by the largest
edge, its mid-perpendicular and the bisectors of angles.

Proposition 2.6 ([I8, Proposition 4.9]). Let £ be a body in R™. If k is strictly decreasing, then any
k-center of 2 belongs to U f(£2).

We give a relation between a body €2 and its minimal unfolded region U f(£2). The idea of the proof
is due to [3, Theorem 1]. To be precise, in [3], Brasco and Magnanini studied geometry of the minimal
unfolded region (heart) of a convez body, but their argument works for a non-conver body with slight
modifications.

Lemma 2.7. Let Q be a body in R™. The minimum folding height 1 : S™~1 — R is lower semi-continuous.

Proof. We show that the set {v € S™~!|I(v) > b} is open in S™~* for any b € R. Fix an arbitrary b € R.
Let w € S™~1 be a direction with {(w) > b.

We first show that the non-empty intersection Reﬂwyb(ﬂab)ﬂﬂc has an interior point. We take a point
z from the intersection. Since ¢ is open in R™, there exists an €; > 0 such that the e;-neighborhood
of x is contained in Q°. Since Reﬂwﬁb(Q;b) is the closure of an open set, x is in its interior or in its
boundary. We only consider the latter case. We can choose a point z’ from the e;-neighborhood of x
such that 2’ € (Reﬁw,b(Q;b))o. There exists an g2 > 0 such that the eo-neighborhood of z’ is contained

in the interior of Reﬂmb(QI’b) N Be, (z). Hence the e5-neighborhood of 2’ is contained in the intersection
Reﬁmb(QI’b) N Q€ that is, 2’ is an interior point of the intersection.

Next, we complete the proof. Let x be an interior point of Reﬁmb(QI’b) N Q¢ and € be a positive
constant such that B.(x) C Reﬂwyb(Q:;)b) NQ° Let € = Refl,},(z), then the e-neighborhood of ¢ is
contained in QI - The continuity of the map ’

S™ L5 s Refly (&) = €+ 2(b— € -u)u € R™

implies the existence of a positive constant ¢ such that, for any u € Bs(w) N .S™~!, the ball B jo(&) is
contained in Q;rb, and we have

Refly  (Bz/2(€)) C Be(x) C Q°,
which completes the proof. O
For a direction v € S™!, we denote the orthogonal complement vector space by v+, that is, we let
vt ={z€R™|z-v=0}. (2.4)

We understand that  is convex in a direction v if the intersection €N (Span(v) 4 z) is connected for any

point z in v,

Proposition 2.8. Let 2 be a body in R™.

1) If there exist p (1 < p < m) independent directions vi,...,v, € ST such that Q is symmetric in
P Y
the hyperplanes vi, . .. ,’U;j‘ and convex in the directions vy, ...,v,, then we have

P
Uf(Q) c (v
j=1

(2) If the dimension of the minimal unfolded region of Q isp (0 < p < m—1), then there exists a direction
w € S™~1 orthogonal to U f() such that Q) is symmetric in a hyperplane parallel to w* and convex
mw.



Proof. (1) We remark that [(v;) = I(—v;) for any 1 < j < p. Let us show [(v;) = 0 for any 1 < j < p,
which implies
P P
UHQ) © ({2 €R™ 2205 <L)} N {z €R™ |2+ (=) < L—up)}) = [ v
Jj=1 j=1

Suppose that we can choose a number j with [(v;) > 0. There exists a height b (0 < b < [(v;)) such
that Reﬁvj,b(ﬂab) N Q¢ # (. We can choose a point x € ij’b such that 2’ = Refl,, () € Q°.

On the other hand, from the symmetry of {2 in the hyperplane Uj-, we have 2" = Refl,; o(x) € Q. By
the convexity of €2 for v;, we have

D#£z2' NQ°Caa’ NOQ°C QAN =0,

which is a contradiction.

(2) Since U f(Q) is compact and convex, we may assume that U f(€2) is contained in the p-dimensional
vector space R? x {0}P C RP x R™ P = R™. By a translation of R? x {0}™ P, we also may assume
that the centroid of U f(2), denoted by Ggq, coincides with the origin.

We first show that the minimum value of [ is zero. Suppose that [(v) is positive for any v € S™~1L.
By the lower semi-continuity of [, we have

p= Uelépnf;il l(v) = ,Jnin I(v) > 0.
Then the m-dimensional ball B,(0) is contained in U f(€2), which is a contradiction. Hence there exists
a direction w € S™~! such that I(w) = 0.

In order to show the symmetry of 2 with respect to the hyperplane orthogonal to w, we show that
Q is the union of Q;S,o and Reﬂwyo(QI_’O). Suppose that the set minus €\ (Q;O U Reﬂwyo(QI_’O)) is not
empty. Since €2 is a body, 2\ (Q:Z,o U Reﬂw)o(Q;O)) has an interior point. By the reflection argument,

we have
O>/ y-wdy:/y-wdy:Vol(Q)GQ~w:O,
Q\(QF (URefly 0(2) ) Q

which is a contradiction. Hence € is symmetric in the hyperplane w.

Finally, we show the convexity of §2 in the direction w. We assume the existence of two points x and
2’ in Q such that the line segment zz’ is parallel to the vector space Span(w) and contains a point &
in Q° We may assume (z + &) -w > 0. Let b = ((x + &) - w)/2. Then, we have & = Refl,, p(x), which
contradicts to I(w) =0 < b.

Furthermore, the first assertion implies that the direction w is orthogonal to the minimal unfolded
region of €. O

3 Examples of the graphs

Let Q be a body in R™ (m > 2) with a piecewise C! boundary. In this section, in order to investigate
the number of k-centers of ), using the calculator Maple, we produce some examples of the graphs of the
r®~-potentials

sign(m — a)/ r*dy (0 < a#m),
Q

Vi (a) =
—/ log rdy (a =m),
Q

(3.1)

and its second derivatives. When we use Maple to draw the graph of the r*~™-potential, it is useful to
use the boundary integral expression,

sign(m — «)

(@) a / r® (@ —y) -n(y)do(y) (0<a#m),
Vo '(z) = 1 I}9)

- /m (logr - %) (z —y) - n(y)do(y) (@ =m),

m

(3.2)



for any € R™ \ 99 ([I5, Theorem 2.8]).

Example 3.1. Let m =2 and Q = {(y1,v2)|(y1 + 1)* + 45 < 1}U{(y1,92)|(y1 — 1)®> +y3 < 1}. Then we
have

00 = {(cosf —1,8in60) |0 <0 <27} U{(cosh+ 1,sin0) |0 <0 <27},
UF(Q) ={(y1,0)|-1 <y <1},
12 (a—2)/2
Vﬂa)()\,O) = _E/o (()\ — cosf + 1) + sin? 9) ((A+1)cosf —1)do
2 (a—2)/2
- l/ (()\ —cosf — 1)% + sin? 9) ((A=1)cosf —1)db,
0

«

and the graph of the potential VéS/2)()\7 0) for —1 < XA <1 is Figure[ll Hence, in this case, ) has two
r~1/2_centers.

Example 3.2. Let m =2 and Q = {(y1,y2)|1 < yf + y3 < 4}. Then we have
00 ={(2cos6,2sin6) [0 <O <27} U(—{(cosb,sinh) |0 <6 <2rm}),

ufQ) = {(y1,y2)

9
y%""y%SZ}v

27
Ve (0,0) = é /0 (A2 = 2xcos0 4+ 1) 7?% (Acosd — 1) do
2 [, (a—2)/2
-= (N> —4Xcosf +4) (Acost — 2)db,
0

and the graph of the potential ng3/2)()\7 0) for —3/2 < X\ < 3/2 is Figure[2l Hence, in this case, the set
of r~1/2_centers of () is a circle.

Example 3.3 ([I5, Remark 3.13]). Let m =2 and Q = {(y1,42)]0 <31 <1, 0 < |y2| < (tan(w/10))y1 }.
Then we have

o = {(yl’”) }0 sysloyp=- (tan%) yl} u {(Lyz) ‘—tanf—o <y < tan%} :
U (— {(y17y2) ‘0 <y <1,y = (tan%) yl}) ,

(%,0) eUf()C {(yl,o) E <y < 1} ;

52y 1 2 (a—4)/2
S8—(0,0) = —2(2-a)tan 1—7; /O (()\ — 1)+ ((tan 1—7;) t) ) (N —t)dt
1

tan {5 B
+2(2—a)(A—1)/ (A=1)2+2) 2 g,
0

and the graph of the second derivative of the potential ngB/ 2)(/\, 0) for 0 < A <1 is Figure Bl Moreover,
the contribution of the slopes to the boundary integral (the first integral) is Figure[dl Hence, in this case,
Q has a unique 7~ /2-center.



Example 3.4. Let m = 3 and Q = {(y1,y2,¥3)|0 <11 <1, y3 + 93 < (tan?(7/10))y?}. Then we have

0 = {(t (tanlﬂ—o)tcos& (tan%) tsin@)‘() <t<1,0<0< 27r}

U {(1,rcos6‘,rsin9) ’O <r< tan%, 0<6< 271'} ,

<%,0,0> cUFf(Q) C {(y1,0,0) '% <y < 1} )

82v§g0‘) o 1 ) . o\ (a=5)/2
922 (A, 0,0) = —27(3 — @) tan E/o ((/\ —t)" + ((tan E) t) ) (A —t)tdt

tan 75 (a—5)/2
+27(3 — a) (A 1)/ CERVETS rdr,
0

and the graph of the second derivative of the potential ngf’/ 2)()\, 0,0) for 0 < X\ < 1is Figure[ll Moreover,
the contribution of the side to the boundary integral (the first integral) is Figure [l Hence, in this case,
Q has a unique 7~ /2-center.

Example 3.5. Let m = 3 and Q = {(y1,¥2,¥3)|0 <11 < 1, y2 + 43 < (tan?(7/10))y; }. Then we have

0N = {(t, (tan%) \/ZCOS@, (tan%) \/%sinﬁ)‘() <t<1,0<6<L 27r}

U {(1,rcos€,rsin9) ’O <r<tan 17T_O’ 0<0< 27r}

)

<%,0,0) cUf(Q) C {(y1,0,0) '% <y < 1} )

o2V , T [ > , T L\ (@52
5 (00.0) = =73 — o) tan’ 5 /0 ((/\ )2y (tan E) t) (A — t)dt
tan 15 (a—5)/2
+27(3 —a)(A — 1)/ ((/\ — 1%+ r2) rdr,
0

and the graph of the second derivative of the potential ngf’/ 2)()\, 0,0) for 0 < X\ < 1is Figure[ll Moreover,
the contribution of the side to the boundary integral (the first integral) is Figure[Bl Hence, in this case,
Q has a unique 7~ /2-center.

4 Uniqueness of a k-center
Let 2 be a body in R™. In this section, we investigate the uniqueness of a k-center of 2. Put
d(Q)=min{|z —w| |z € Uf(Q), we dN}, D) =max{|z —w||z € Uf(Q), wedN}. (4.1)

4.1 Uniqueness of a center of a suitable axially symmetric body

Theorem 4.1. Let w : [0,1] — [0,4+00) be a piecewise C1 function such that the function w™ 1 : t
w(t)™= 1 is concave. Let

Q={y=w,9) eERxR"0<y <1, [yl <w(m)}.
Suppose that the kernel k is strictly decreasing and satisfies the condition (CL) for some a > 1. If K'(r)/r

is increasing on the interval (d(2), D(Y)), then the potential Kq is strictly concave on the minimal
unfolded region.



Figure 1: The graph of VéS/Q)(/\, 0) when © is Figure 2: The graph of Vég/z)(/\, 0) when € is

the union of two discs an annulus
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Proof. Put

a= min{t €0,1] ’w(t) = max W(T)}, b = max {t € 0,1] ’w(t) = max w(r) }

0<r<1 0<r<1

Proposition [Z8 and the concavity of w imply that U f(2) is contained in the line segment

“gylgl—”}.

m—1 |2
{(yl,O)ERXR 5 2

Therefore, we show the negativity of (0?2Kgq/0z%)()\,0) for any a/2 < A < (1 +1b)/2.
By Proposition 2.1} we have

/ N2, 2
P v (Vo4 of)
Oz} 7 9

(A —wy1)ex - n(y)do(y)

(A —y1)* + [31°
w(0) kl /)\2 2
= Aopm—2 (S77?) 7( ll )rm72dr
0 VAZ 412

L Tnea (5772 / L ( ar +w(t)2>
m=1 0 (A —1)* + w(t)?

o [T

(A —t)dw(t)™ !

rm2dr.

For any a/2 < A < (1 +b)/2, the first and third terms are obviously negative. Therefore, it is sufficient
to show the negativity of the second integral.
We first consider the case of a/2 < A < a. We decompose the second integral into

22—a A B (VO =1+ w(t)?
(foA +/§;/) Sm>

10

(A —t) dw(t)™ L.




For any 0 < § < a — )\, the concavity of w™ ™! implies 0 < (W™ 1)'(A +§) < (W™ 1) (A —§), and the
increasing behavior of w implies 0 < w(A — 0) < w(A + §). Hence we obtain

() S
2X—a VI =1Z+w(t)? N

aA k( 02 +w(/\—6)2) . k( 52 +w(/\+6)2)
:/0 2+ oA —0) (w 2+ +0)

DA -0) -

(W™ (A +6) | 8do

<0.

Furthermore, we can easily get

o (Y- 07 4wt

/ (A —t)dw(t)™ ' <0,
0 (A — 1) +w(t)?

which completes the proof in the case of a/2 < A < a.
The same argument works for the case of b < A < (1 4 b)/2. Furthermore, the negativity of
(0?2Kq/0x2)(\,0) for a < A < b is obvious. O

Corollary 4.2. Let Q2 and k be as in Theorem[{.1l Then Q has a unique k-center.

Remark 4.3. When w(t) = t?, the assumption “w™~! is concave” corresponds to 0 < p < 1/(m — 1).

Remark 4.4. In the proof of Theorem Bl in order to show the negativity of (9?°Kq/02%)(),0), we
decomposed the boundary integral expression of (92Kq/dz%)(A,0) into the three integrals over the left
base, the side and the right base. The integrals over the bases were obviously negative, and we showed
the negativity of the integral over the side.

Unfortunately, this argument does not work for any axially symmetric convex body 2. When we
apply this argument to the cone as in Example [34] the boundary integral over the side is not negative
on the minimal unfolded region. In other words, in order to show the negativity of (6%Kgq/0x%)(),0) for
any axially symmetric convex body (), we have to estimate the boundary integral over the bases in more
detail. We could not do it and leave the following problem as a conjecture:

Does an axially symmetric convex body 2 have a unique k-center? More generally, does a
convex body 2 have a unique k-center? We allow to assume some conditions for the kernel k
if necessary.

4.2 Uniqueness of a center of a non-obtuse triangle

Theorem 4.5. Let 0 be a non-obtuse triangle in R2. Suppose that the kernel k is strictly decreasing
satisfies the condition (CL) for some o > 1. If k'(r)/r is increasing on the interval (d(S2), D(Q2)), then
the potential Kq is strictly concave on the minimal unfolded region of €.

Proof. For an angle —7/2 < 6 < 7/2, let
cosf) —sinf
R = ( sinf  cosd ) '
We show that the second derivative 92K g, /017 is negative on the minimal unfolded region of RS for

any —m/2 <0 < /2.
Let O be origin, P the point (1,0), and @ a point (a,b) with the following conditions:

1\? 1
<1, b>0 - b2 > =
<1, 6> ,(a 2) + 1

N —

11



By an orthogonal action of R?, we may assume that € is given by AOPQ. Let A, B and C be the middle
points of the line segments OP, PQ and QO, respectively. We remark that the minimal unfolded region
of Q is contained in AABC (see Example 2.5]).

We identify the notation z; for the j-th coordinate with the function z; : R? 5 (21, 22) > 2; € R. We
denote the point Ry P by Py, for short, and so on.

We have to consider the following eleven cases about the position of Ry} (see Figure [ to [[9):

Case I The rotation angle 6 is non-negative.

Case 1.1 z1(4y) < 21(Qo
Case 1.2 z1(Qp) < 2z1(Ay
Case 1.3.1 0 < z1(By)
Case 1.3.2 0 < z1(By)
0
0

< z1(By).
SZl B )

) < 2
) < 2
)
)
)
)

z1(Ag

(
z1(Ag
(
(

21(Ag) and the slope of the line PyQy is non-negative.

and the slope of the line PyQy is non-positive.
and the slope of the line PyQy is non-negative.
Case 1.4.1 z(By)
Case 1.4.2 z(By)

Ap) and the slope of the line PyQy is non-positive.

<
<
<z
<

<
<

Case IT The rotation angle 6 is non-positive.

Case I1.1 21(Cy) < 2z1(Ap).
Case I1.2.1 z;(A4p) < z1(Cy)
Case I1.2.2 z( 21(Cy)
Case I1.3.1 z( 21(Cy) and the slope of the line OQy is non-negative.
Case I1.3.2 z( )

< z1(Py) and the slope of the line OQy is non-negative.
<

21 z1(Py) and the slope of the line OQy is non-positive.

I I
A A I

)
) < 2
) < 21(Cy) and the slope of the line OQy is non-positive.

We show the negativity of

2 IT‘ /7‘
St - [ e ntirt) == [ S =g

T r

for any © € Rp(AABC) only in Case I.1. The other cases go parallel. Fix an arbitrary point z in
Ro(AABC).

Suppose 21(Cyp) < 1 < 21(Ap). Then we have the following inequalities in the same argument as in
Theorem (see Figure 20)):

K (r K (r
/ ( )(fﬂl—yl)dy2>0, / ( )(wl—yl)dy2>0-
ory, T Q0 T

Thus the second derivative of Kr,q is negative at such a point x.
Suppose z1(Ap) < 21 < 21(Qp). Put

Xo = (221 — 21 (P%) ,slope (OFp) (221 — 21 (F))) ,
Yp = (221 — 21 (Pp) , slope (OQyp) (221 — 21 (Pp))) ,
Zp = (2z1 — 21 (Qp) . slope (OQyp) (221 — 21 (Qp))) -

We have the following inequalities in the same argument as in Theorem 1] (see Figure 2T]):

k' (r k' (r
/ ( )($1—y1)dy2>0, / ( )(xl_yl)dy2>0-
Xo Py r QBZB r

12



2 %) 5}
Qe | Bo
Qo Qe N Pe
Bo \\
Bo / “\\
Co /- . Co Lt~ Po O\ T he
/] Po Ag
A
2 Z 4 0
Figure 9: Case I.1 Figure 10: Case 1.2 Figure 11: Case 1.3.1
%) 25} 25}
Pe
Bf, Po Bo
Qo 7 Qo N
\
A [ | 1 Ae
/L 6 |~
Co Co
z 4
0 1 1 0
Figure 12: Case 1.3.2 Figure 14: Case 1.4.2
z, %
Qe Co
Ce
T ‘v Q 6
\ T~
\ = Z i N
L \Be Ao\ /
Ag 6
Pe
Po
Figure 15: Case II.1 Figure 16: Case I1.2.1 Figure 17: Case 11.2.2
z, )
7
0 Co
Co Qe \
M 4 \ Qo
0 Ao
AQ [ B@ b B@
Po Po

Figure 18: Case I1.3.1

Figure 19: Case I1.3.2

13

Z

2

4



Let us show the positivity of the contour integral along the line segments YO and OXy. We remark
that, for any 0 < ¢ < 21(Xp), we have
(slope (OPy) + slope (0Qy)) (z1 (Xp) — 0) — 22
< (slope (OPy) + slope (0Q0)) (21 (X) — 8) — 2 (slope (0Qo) (21 — 21 (Ag)) + 22 (49))
= 2z slope (OFy) — 225 (Py) — 6 (slope (OPy) + slope (OQyp))
< =4 (slope (OPy) + slope (OQg))
<0,

where the first and the second inequalities follow from the fact that the point = lie above the line Ag By
and that x1 < 2z1(Py), respectively. This inequality implies

z1 (Xg) — 6 _ T zZ1 (Yb) — (5 _ X1
(slope (21 (Xp) — 5)) (1“2) (slope (OQe) (21 (Yy) — 5)) ($2>
(slope (OPy) + slope (0Qy)) (21 (OPy) — &) — 2x2) (slope (OPy) — slope (0Qy)) (21 (Xg) — 9)

2 2

Y
o © —~

<6 < 2z1(Xp). Hence we obtain

(/ygo " /0X9> k/y) (21— y1) dy2 >0 (4.2)

in the same argument as in Theorem 1] (see also Figure 2II). Hence the second derivative of Kp,q is
negative at such a point z.

Suppose 21(Qp) < 21 < 21(Bp). In the same argument as in Theorem 1] we have the following
inequalities (see Figure 22)):

K (r K (r
/ ( ) (:El — yl) dyQ >0, / ( ) (Il — yl) dyQ > 0.
Xo Py r PyQo r

for any

Since the inequality [@2)) also holds in this case, the second derivative of Kp,q is negative at such a point

x (see also Figure 22]). O
2 2 2
Qe Qe Qe
+ + + Ty
Zg o +
+ X < X
Po Yo Po X Po
= ¥ = + o *
Z Z Z
0 0| Xe 0
Figure 20: Figure 21: Figure 22:

Corollary 4.6. Let Q and k be as in Theorem[.5 Then Q has a unique k-center.

Remark 4.7. In the proof of Theorem .5 we showed the concavity of the potential K on the triangle
AABC. Since the minimal unfolded region is contained in the triangle, we obtained the conclusion.

Unfortunately, this argument does not work for any obtuse triangle (except isosceles triangles). This
is because the minimal unfolded region of an obtuse triangle is not contained in the triangle whose vertices
are the middle points of the edges (see Example 2.5]).
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5 Applications to specific centers

Let 2 be a body in R™. We consider some applications of the results in the previous section.
Let

sign(m — a)/ r*"Mdy (0 < a#m),
Q

Vi (@) =
—/ log rdy (@ =m),
Q

The potential Véa) is called the r®~"™-potential of order a.

x e R™. (5.1)

Definition 5.1 ([I5, Definition 3.1]). A point x is called an r®~"™-center of 2 if it gives the maximum

value of V(a).
Theorem 5.2 ([I3| Theorem 3.1]). If 0 < a < 1, and if Q is convex, then Q has a unique r*~"™-center.
Theorem 5.3 ([I5] Theorem 3.15]). If &« > m + 1, then Q has a unique r* ™ -center.

Theorem 5.4 ([I7, Theorem 3.8]). Let Q be a compact conver set in R™, and

Vm+T1- 3
fla) = = 5 |2+ 1/(m=2)

- ) — 9 —(m+2—a)/2
1+ (4 (4 mila T3 $+2—3) + 1) -1

( m-+2—a« 1 'm+1—«
x | 4

— -1, 1 1.
m+1l—a 2 m+2—a> y L<a<m+

Foranyl<a<m+1,iféd> fla) diam 0, then the parallel body Q+6B™ = {g + dw ’g e, we Bm}

has a unique r*~""-center.

Proposition 5.5. Let Q be as in Theorem [{.1] or [{.3l For any 1 < o < m + 2, Q has a unique

r¢~ M -center.
Proof. If 1 < a < m+ 2, direct computation shows that the kernel of ngo‘) satisfies the assumption as in
Theorem 1] or O

Remark 5.6. Let us remark the value of Proposition 5.5l We newly proved the uniqueness of an 7~ -

center for 1 < o < m+1 when ) cannot be obtained as any parallel body like as Example B3] or Example

Let b
AQ((E, h) = ‘/Q Wdy, zeR 5 h > 0. (52)

It is well-known that the function Agq satisfies the Laplace equation for the upper half space

m 2
AAg(z,h) Zaa— + oz | Ae(z,h) =0, 2 €R™, h >0, (5.3)

and the boundary condition

Om (S™)

li A h) =
A, Aa(z, h) >

xa(z), © € R™\ 0Q. (5.4)

15



The function Ag(x,h) has a geometric meaning as below: Let z € R™ and h > 0; Define the map
D(z,h) Q — 8™ by
Plah (y): (y,O)—(ZE,h) _ (y,O)—(x,h) (55)
w0~ @) T ViR

The solid angle of Q at (x,h) is defined as the spherical Lebesgue measure of the image p(, ) (£2); Direct
calculation shows that Aq(x, h) coincides with the solid angle of Q at (z, k). In other words, the function
Aq(z, h) gives the “visibility” of Q at the point (z, h).

On the other hand, in [20], the function Aq(z,h) was introduced by Katsuyuki Shibata to give an
answer for PISA’s problem “Where should we put a streetlight in a triangular park?”. Shibata called a
maximizer of Aq(-,h) an illuminating center of ) of height h.

Theorem 5.7 ([I8, Theorem 5.32, Proposition 5.33, Theorem 5.36]). (1) If h > vm + 2D(Q), where
D(Q) is a slight improvement of D(Q), then 2 has a unique illuminating center.

(2) If h < +\/2/(m —1)d(Q), if Q is convex, and if U f(Q) is contained in the interior of Q, then Q has

a unique illuminating center.

(3) Let Q be a compact conver set in R™. If § > \/(m+2)(m — 1)/2diam Q, then, for any h, the
parallel body Q + 6B™ has a unique illuminating center.

Proposition 5.8. Let 2 be as in Theorem[]-1] or[-3 For any h > 0, Q has a unique illuminating center.

Proof. Direct computation shows that the kernel of Ag satisfies the assumption as in Theorem [Z.1] or
for any h. O

Remark 5.9. Let us remark the value of Proposition We newly proved the uniqueness of an
illuminating center without the assumption of h when ) cannot be obtained as any parallel body like as
Example or Example
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