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Abstract: Let Q be a Lipschitz bounded domain of RY, N > 2. The fractional Cheeger constant hs(Q), 0 < s < 1,

is defined by hs(Q2) = infgca P‘S]EJTJ), where Ps(F) = f]RN fRN %dmdy with xg denoting the characteristic

function of the smooth subdomain E. The main purpose of this paper is to show that lim, ,;+ |¢ZS, ;f(ﬂ) = hs(Q) =

lim,, ,;+ ‘qﬁf,‘;?gy where ¢}, is the fractional (s,p)-torsion function of €, that is, the solution of the Dirichlet problem for
the fractional p-Laplacian: —(A);u=1in Q, u=0in RY \ Q. For this, we derive suitable bounds for the first eigenvalue
A1,p(€) of the fractional p-Laplacian operator in terms of ¢;,. We also show that ¢, minimizes the (s, p)-Gagliardo seminorm
in RV, among the functions normalized by the L!-norm.
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1 Introduction

The Cheeger constant h(Q) of a bounded domain Q € RN (N > 1) is defined by

P(E)
h(2) = inf ——— 1.1
() = jnf B (1.1)
where F is a smooth subset of {2 and the nonnegative values P(E) and |E| denote, respectively, the distributional
perimeter and the N-dimensional Lebesgue measure of E. A subset E that minimizes the quotient is a Cheeger
set, of Q.
In [7] Kawohl and Fridman proved that

h(Q) = lim A1 ,(9),
p—1t
where A1,,(2) is the first eigenvalue of the Dirichlet p-Laplacian operator, that is, the least real number A such
that the Dirichlet problem
—Apu = A lufP?u in Q
u = 0 on 01},

has a nontrivial solution. (Let us recall that the p-Laplacian operator is defined by Ayu = div (|Vu|P~2Vu),
p>1.)
The first eigenvalue A ,(Q2) is also variationally characterized by

A1,p() :=min {|VU|Z T u € I/Vol’p(Q)7 |u|p = 1} ,
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with |-|, standing for the usual norm of L"(€2), 1 <7 < oo (this notation will be adopted from now on).
In [2] a different characterization of the Cheeger constant of {2 was obtained:

P=17 |p e p=1t gy [}

where ¢, denotes the p-torsion function of €2, that is, the solution of the Dirichlet problem

Ay = 1 inQ
v = 0 onodf,

which is known as the p-torsional creep problem (see [6]).
We remark that ]
= min{|vu|§ L u € WHPRN)Y, Jul, = 1} ,

|opl1
since the minimum is attained at ¢,/ [¢p|;.
The fractional version of problem (LIJ) consists in minimizing that quotient when P(FE) is substituted by

P,(E), given by
/ / Ixe(z) — xe(y )ld:vd
Ry Jry |z — y|N+S

where xg stands for the characteristic function of the smooth subdomain E. The value Ps(FE) is called the
(nonlocal) s-perimeter of E. So, the fractional Cheeger problem is the minimization problem

_ g Be(E)
) = o,
and hs(Q) is called the s-Cheeger constant of 2.
For 1 < p < oo and s € (0,1), the fractional (s, p)-Laplacian (—=A);
by
Ju(@) — uly) "2 (u(x) — uly)) |

oy v

is the nonlinear nonlocal operator defined

(=A) u(x) = lim
e—0+ RN\ B, (z)
This definition is consistent, up to a normalization constant depending on p, s and N, with the usual p-Laplacian

operator.
The first (fractional) eigenvalue A{ ,(2) of (—A); is the least number A such that the problem

(A u MuP™?u inQ
u = 0 on RV \ Q

has a nontrivial weak solution (see [8, []). Its variational characterization is given by (see [1]):

s (Q) := min {[u]p L u e WP(Q), Jul, = 1}, (1.2)

1,p $,p

</RN /]RN |z — |N+sp|pd dy)% (1.3)

is the (s, p)-seminorm of Gagliardo in RY of a measurable function u and Wy (£2) is a suitable fractional Sobolev
space defined in the sequel (see Definition [ZT]).

In [I] Brasco, Lindgren and Parini proved the s-Cheeger version of the result originally obtained by Kawohl
and Friedman [7] for the Cheeger problem:

where

hs(2) = lim A (). (1.4)

1
p—1t P



In this paper, by assuming that  is a Lipschitz bounded domain, we show, in the spirit of the paper [2], that
the fractional version of the torsional creep problem,

{(—A)Su = 1 mnQ

P
u = 0 onRNM\Q,
is intrinsically connected to both the s-Cheeger problem and the first eigenproblem for the fractional Dirichlet
p-Laplacian, as p goes to 1.
This connection will be developed in Section 2] where we introduce the (s, p)-torsion function of Q, that is,
the weak solution ¢5 of (). We will derive the estimates

L o\
< A1p(Q 1.5
g < () (1)
and . )
}(bs’ 1 W +N—p ! )\s (Q) P
‘¢5‘1 =B |B1| ( sp ) /\171)(31) ’ (1.6)

where By denotes the unit ball of RV,
Then, taking (4] into account, we will combine (L5 with ([6]) in order to conclude the main result of this

paper:
1 1
= he(Q) = lim

m T T
p—1+ ‘ s’ p—1+ ‘ s’
2 %

Still in Section 2l we prove that ¢; minimizes, in W3*(Q) \ {0}, the Rayleigh quotient [u]{  /|ul{. As an
immediate consequence of this fact, we show that ¢; is a radial function when (2 is a ball.

2 The main results

From now on © denotes a Lipschitz bounded domain of RV, N >2 and 0 < s <1< p < %
Definition 2.1 The Sobolev space W3 (2) is the closure of C§°(2) with respect to the norm

Jull = [, + lul, (21)
where [ul , is defined by (L3).

Functions in W;"P(Q) have a natural extension to RY and, although u = 0 in R \ ©, the identity

[u(z) — u(y)
[w]? = / d dy + 2 ——————dzdy
P Q |z — |N+Sp RV\Q JQ |5U - |N+Sp

shows dependence on values in RY \ Q.
It is worth mentioning that ;" (f2) is a reflexive Banach space and that this space coincides with the closure

of C§°(Q) relative to the norm
1
|u(z) — u()l v
u>—>(/Q o |N+5pddy + |ul,

if 99 is Lipschitz, (see [Il Proposition B.1]).
Moreover, thanks the fractional Poincaré inequality (see [I, Lemma 2.4])

luly < Cn,sp.0[ulf Vu e C5°(Q),

Sp’

[],,, 1 also a norm in W™ (Q), equivalent to norm defined in 2.1]).
We refer the reader to [3] for fractional Sobolev spaces.



Definition 2.2 We say that a function uw € W3 (Q) is a weak solution of the fractional Dirichlet problem

{ (_A)ZZ _ (J; EL?RN\Q, (2.2)
if
(ajue) = [ foda Ve W), (23)
where
s _ |u(z) — u(y)[P~* (u(@) — u(y)(e(@) — o) ;.
<(_A)pu7</7> T /]RN /RN |£L‘—y|N+5p d dy,

a notation that will be used from now on.

Existence of a weak solution of ([22), when f € L'(Q2) follows from direct minimization in W (2) of the
functional )
Cl, — [ ) de,
p- P Q
whereas uniqueness comes from, for instance, the comparison principle for the fractional p-Laplacian (see [8]
Lemma 9]). The same principle shows that if f is nonnegative then the weak solution u is nonnegative as well.
When f € L>°(Q) and 2 is sufficiently smooth, say with boundary at least of class C1'1, the weak solutions are
a-Hoélder continuous up to the boundary for some « € (0, 1), see [5].
When f =1 the Dirichlet problem [2.2]) will be referred to as the (s, p)-fractional torsional creep problem and
its unique weak solution will be called (s, p)-torsion function. Let us denote this function by ¢, We have ¢p, > 0
and

<(—A); Z,<p> = /Q pdz, Ve WP(Q). (2.4)
In particular, by taking ¢ = ¢, we obtain
(=) 0. 05) = [53]7, = 1931, -

Theorem 2.1 We have

L min{[v]gp v e WEP(Q), v, = 1} = l % ] . (2.5)

sy |31,

Moreover, |¢¢—f is the only nonnegative function attaining the minimum.

3l

Proof. Since the functional v — |v|; is not differentiable, we will first consider the minimization problem

m = inf{[v]sp cve WiP(Q), /
Q

vde = 1} (2.6)

s

and show that it is uniquely solved by the positive function |&

3l

Thus, let us take a sequence (u,) C W;P(€) such that

/ updr =1 and [un]} , — m.
Q
We observe that the sequence (uy,) is bounded in L!(Q):

—1 -1 —
Junl? < 1P Junlpy < 197X ()7 [unl?, -



Since WyP(Q) is reflexive, the L'-boundedness of (u,) implies the existence of u € W;"P(2) such that, up to
a subsequence, u, — u (weak convergence) in Wy"P(Q2) and u, — u in L'(£2). The convergence in L' (£2) implies

that [ wdz =1, so that m < [u]} p- On its turn, the weak convergence guarantees that
0 ;

[ul,, +1=ull <lminf [[u,| = liminf ([un]&p + 1) —mr + 1

It follows that m = [u]{ ,, so that the infimum in (Z6) is attained by the weak limit .
By applying Lagrange multipliers, we infer the existence of a real number A such that

((=A) u, ) = /\/dex, Ve WyPt(Q). (2.7)

p

Taking ¢ = u we conclude that A =m > 0, since m = [uf ,

and /udaz =1.

Q
This fact and ([27)) imply that u is a weak solution of the Dirichlet problem

(A)pyu = m inQ
u = 0 onRN\Q.

By uniqueness, we have u = M ¢, > 0. Since / udz = 1 we conclude that

Q
1 S
= =) and u—(b—sp.
|95 951,
We remark that .
T < bl < B,
pl1

for every v € W3*(€2) such that |v|, = 1. This finishes the proof since
1 S S

p—1 l};ij 1 and ’—}(Jij
5 1 P, pl1

=1
1

[
The next result recovers Lemma 4.1 of [5]:

Corollary 2.1 The (s,p)-torsion function is radial when § is a ball.

Proof. Let (gbf))* € Wy?(Q) be the Schwarz symmetrization of ¢, that is, the radially decreasing function such
that

{¢5 >t} ={(¢3)" >}, t >0,

where, for any D C RY, D* stands for the N-dimensional ball with the same volume of D.
It is well-known that (¢;)* > 0, [((bf,)*}&p < [¢1ﬂs)p and ](qs;)*\l = ‘¢;‘1. Therefore, (¢5)*/ ‘((bf,)*‘l attains
the minimum in (Z.35) and by uniqueness we have (¢5)* = ¢,. =

It is also well-known that the first eigenfunctions of the fractional p-Laplacian belong to L (€2) and are either
positive or negative almost everywhere in (2. Moreover, they are scalar multiple each other. So, let us denote by

e, the positive and L>°-normalized first eigenfunction. It follows that ‘efo|oo =1 and
(—A); ey = )\ip(Q)(efD)p_l in Q
e, = 0 on RV \ Q,



meaning that

(A% e50) = M@ [ () oo, Voo € W57(@). (28)

Of course, by taking ¢ = e; in ([2.8) we obtain
p P
(A e en) =[], = M@ e
As mentioned in the introduction, Aj ,(€2) is variationally characterized by (LZ).

Proposition 2.1 Let u € Wi?(Q) be the weak solution of 2.2) with f € L>=(Q2)\ {0}. Then,

|f|(;>ﬁ u< ¢y ae in (2.9)
and
s 2\
1

Proof. Since u and ¢, are both equal zero in R\ © and
(2% (111777 ) o) = f12 ((-A); u. )
7 [ reds
Q
< / pdz < / pdz < (~A)3 65, o)
f=0 Q

holds for every nonnegative ¢ € W;*(Q2), (29) follows from the comparison principle (see [8, Lemma 9]).
In order to prove (ZI0) we use (L2) and Holder inequality:

[ul?
1) < 7
g |ul,
udx _
8 ooy Wl oot 5 (M) g
July uly = July >\ July
[
Corollary 2.2 [t holds
1
ep AT L) T, ae inQ (2.11)
and .
1 s 2"
ST <AL < 2.12)
|45/ |33
Proof. Taking u = e and f = A1 ,(Q)(ef)?~" in ([Z9) we readily obtain (ZIII). Hence, passing to maxima, we

arrive at the first inequality in ([2.12). The second inequality, on its turn, follows from (Z.I0) with u = ¢, and
f=1L. m

We would like to emphasize the following consequence of (ZIT)): ¢, > 0 almost everywhere in (2.
A Faber-Krahn inequality also holds true for the first fractional eigenvalue.



Lemma 2.1 (Theorem 3.5 of [1]) Letp >1 and s € (0,1). For every bounded domain D C RN we have

I EI T
|B1|™ Al ,(B1) = [B|™ A7 ,(B) < |[D|™ Af (D) (2.13)

where B is any N-dimensional ball and By denotes the unit ball of R .

Remark 2.1 Since hs(D) = lim,,_,1+ A] (D) one has, immediately,
|B1|¥ hs(B1) = |B|¥ hy(B) < |D|¥ hy(D). (2.14)

The next estimate is obtained by applying standard set-level techniques; however, the bounds obtained are
adequate to study the asymptotic behavior as p — 17.

Proposition 2.2 Let u € W P(Q) \ {0} be a nonnegative, weak solution of Z2) with f € L>®(Q). Then

u € L*(Q) and
5p+1\f(p*1) iv—p
IMm§ 1 GP+N@—D) > |flo ). (2.15)
ol STEIN @ N

Proof. For each k > 0 we set
A ={z € Q : u(x) > k}.

Since u € WP () and w > 0 in €, the function

u—rk, if u>k

—_ )t = _ _
(u— k)" = max {u k,O}—{ 0. if u<k

belongs to WP (). Therefore, choosing ¢ = (u — k)* in (23] we obtain
(-1 = [ f@)u-p
k

It is not difficult to check that

Thus, we have
=042, < [ @-nrar<ifl, [ @-pd (216)
Ak Ak
We now consider k > 0 such that |Ax| > 0. In order to estimate [(u — k)*]2  from below, let us fix a ball
B c RY and apply Lemma 2.1 to obtain

[(u—k)FIE

B i\}; )\S B A i\}; < )\S A < - - 5P .
| 1| 1,p( l)| k| = 1,p( k) = f k(u k)deC
HenCe, Holder’s inequality yleldS

Ar| ¥ [(u — k)2,

p
(/ (u—k)d:v) < |Ak|p71/ (u—k)Pdz < |Ak|p71| e
Ay, Ay, |B1|™ A7 ,(B1)

Thus, it follows from (ZI8]) that

5o _sp+N(p—1) P +1p
[Bi[ ™ AT, (Bl AN | u=k)dr )< (u =R,



what yields

— sptN(p—1)
> 5D
Ay [B1|™ Af ,(B1)
TR 1| FENGD
</ (u—k)dx) < —Jle | Ayl. (2.17)
Ay |B1|W A‘ip(Bl)

g@w=[;w—kMx=Ammuw,

the last equality being a consequence of Cavalieri’s principle. Combining the definition of g(k) with ZI7), we

have
[MMJWJBS—(—fg%——J g'(k).
|B1| ™ A3 ,(B1)

and so

Define

Therefore,

|f| SPJrNJ\{P*l) N(p—1)
1< — (W) [g(k)]” = 8e-D ¢ (k). (2.18)
1 1,p 1

Integration of (2I8) from 0 to k produces

N

spFN(p—1)

ks(w+N@‘”)< e ) 9(0) 7750 — (k=]
Sp |B1|™ A ,(B1)

_ (st Np- 1)) £l S
_( W (fuly) 7=

¥ s
5P |Bi[ ™ AL,

since g(k) > 0 and g(0) = |ul;.
Let ¢ denote, just for a moment, the right-hand side of the latter inequality. We have proved that k& < ¢

whenever |Ag| > 0. Since ¢ does not depend on k& this implies that |Ag| = 0 for every k > ¢, thus allowing us to
conclude that u € L*>(2) and also that |u|_ < ¢. So,

N
sp+N(p—1) sp
il < <SP+N(p—1)) Slf|oo | PV
P |B1|™ A3 ,(B1)

or, what is the same,

N

sp+N(p—1) =
|u|l+%;l) < (Sp+ N(p - 1)) r |f|oo |u|
> B sp |B1| ¥ A, (B1) '

from what follows (2.15). =
Corollary 2.3 The (s,p)-torsion function ¢;, belongs to L>(S2) and, in addition,
sp+N(p—1)

1ol L<sp+N(p—1>)w X,(9) |7
o= Tl = B - Sm) (2.19)




Proof. The first inequality is obvious. Proposition 2.2l with u = ¢; and f =1 yields

sp p— N
’(bf,’oo <L(sp+N(p—1)) e ( 1 >sp
03], ~ 1Bl sp A (B [

Now, the second inequality in ([2I9]) follows from the first inequality in (212). =

Theorem 2.2 One has
=hs(Q) = li

im+ — T = 'm+ — T
p—1 ‘ s’ p—1 ‘ s’
D5l 51,

Proof. Taking ([4]) into account, we have

1o()  hs(Q)
lim —2 =2 € (0,00).
p—1t )\ip(Bl) hS(Bl) ( )

s p—1
lim <‘¢p|°°> =
p1¥ W;h

Thus, by making p go to 1 in (2I2) we have

Hence, it follows from (2.T9]) that

p—1
(Q) < lim il

lim Aj e ’(bzs)’;l)—l

p—1t P

e ET =
p~>1+| s|
Pl

el N 1 1
= lim ( p°°> lim ——— = lim ——— < lim Aj ().

im i
p—1t ’(;515)’1 p—1+ |¢S|p71 p—1+ |¢s‘p71 p—1+
Ploo Ploo

Since limy,_, 1+ A1,,(Q2) = hs(Q2), we are done. =
In [I], the authors also proved that
ho(@) = inf {[o]?, + v e WSH(Q), Jol, = 1}
Since W 1(Q) is not reflexive, they were able to prove that the minimum h,(Q) is attained on the larger Sobolev
space

W Q) = {v e LY(Q) : [v]?, < oo, u=0ae. in RN\ Q}

For completeness, we state the following result on the behavior of the L!-normalized family {ﬁ} asp — 1.
Pl

It corresponds to [I, Theorem 7.2], which was proved for the family { |:SP| } Its proof follows the same script
pPl1

and will be omitted.

Theorem 2.3 Let u, := J%’)l There exists a sequence (py) such that p, — 17 and up, — u in LY(SY), for every
pl1

q < 0o. The limit function u is a solution of the minimization problem

hs(Q) = min {[v]sl cu >0, |u|1:1},
vEWS () ’



Moreover, w € L>(2) and

olz

| 1/ o)\
] < ke <13 <hs<Bl)> | (2.20)

The upper bound that appears in the statement of Theorem 7.2 of [1] is

N

B% s
15| ha(@)

Py(B)

w|Z

However, it is very simple to check, by applying ([2.14), that it is equal to the upper bound in (2.20)).
We remark that, once obtained the convergence in L?(Q) stated above, the upper bound in ([2:20)) follows from

@I9). Indeed, since

. 1.
jul, = lim up, | <[Q Tin fup, [

@I39) implies that

N

1 . 1 hs(2) 1 *

Q <1 < — .
0173 b, < Jim o < 5 ()

Hence, the upper bound in ([220)) follows, since |u| = limg_, 00 |Q|_% |ul,-
The lower bound in (Z20), which does not appear in the statement of Theorem 7.2 of [I], follows by taking
q =1, since
=1 = < .
1= i Jup, | = ol < fulo 9

It is interesting to note that, as it happens with the standard p-torsion functions, |u| = 1] when Q is a
ball. In fact, in this case (2.I4) yields

N
s

1 h() T _ 1
| B1| (hs(Bl)) |
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