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STABILITY ANALYSIS ON THE THERMAL INSULATION PROBLEMS

YONG HUANG, QINFENG LI, AND QIUQI LI

Abstract. Based on the domain variational point of view, we carry on stability analysis
on two shape optimization problems from thermal insulation background. The novelty is
that, we do not require that the second variation is normal to the boundary. For example,
translation variation is not normal, but as one can see in our work, it not only plays a
role in obtaining the necessary and sufficient condition for stability of ball shape in the
first problem when heat source is radial, but also is essential in deriving the precise value
of symmetry breaking threshold of insulation material in the second problem, which turns
out to be related to isoperimetric constant and in turn implies that ball shapes are stable
in two dimensions.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider two thermal insulation problems, both with the goal of finding
the optimal distribution of insulation materials around the boundary of thermal bodies,
and then designing optimal shapes, for the purpose of maximizing averaged temperature,
or minimizing temperature decay. Let Ω ⊂ R

n be a thermally conducting body, and

Σǫ := {σ + tν(σ)|σ ∈ ∂Ω , 0 ≤ t ≤ ǫh(σ)}

be the layer with thickness of order ǫ, where h is the distribution, after ǫ-normalization, of
the insulating material around ∂Ω with total amount m > 0, that is,

h ∈ Hm(Ω) :=
{

h ≥ 0 :

∫

∂Ω
h(σ)dσ = m

}

.

In the first problem of maximizing averaged temperature as shown in Bucur-Buttazzo-
Nitsch[9], there is a heat source f ∈ L2(Ω), and we also assume that outside Ω ∪ Σǫ, the
temperature is 0. Hence the long-time temperature uh inside Ω ∪ Σǫ, depending on h,
satisfies























−∆u = f in Ω

−∆u = 0 in Σǫ

u = 0 on ∂(Ω ∪Σǫ)
∂u−

∂ν
= δ

∂u+

∂ν
on ∂Ω, δ is the conductivity coefficient.
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Equivalently, this solution uh can be also seen as the solution to the minimization problem
among H1

0 (Ω ∪Σǫ) class for the energy functional

Eǫ,δ,h,Ω(u) =
1

2

∫

Ω
|∇u|2dx+

δ

2

∫

Σǫ

|∇u|2dx−
∫

Ω
fudx. (1.1)

After integration by parts, the infimum above is given by −1

2

∫

Ω
fuh dx. When Ω and f

are fixed, we would like to find h ∈ Hm(Ω) such that

∫

Ω
fuh dx is maximized. Hence this is

equivalent to minimizing the above energy (1.1), and thus the first problem is also called the
energy problem. When ǫ << δ → 0, we may neglect the insulator, and when δ << ǫ → 0,
there is no heat transmission through ∂Ω. Hence we do not consider these two special cases.
For the case δ is comparable to ǫ, mathematically we may assume that δ = ǫ, and then due
to the work of Acerbi-Buttazzo[1], when δ = ǫ → 0, Eǫ,δ,m,Ω Γ-converges to

Jm(u, h,Ω) :=
1

2

∫

Ω
|∇u|2dx+

1

2

∫

∂Ω

u2

h
dσ −

∫

Ω
fudx.

Then, by Hölder’s inequality, see Buttazzo[15], or [8] for details, the optimal distribution
hm is given by

hm(σ) =
m|uΩ(σ)|
∫

∂Ω |uΩ|dσ
, (1.2)

where uΩ is a minimizer to

Jm(u,Ω) :=
1

2

∫

Ω
|∇u|2dx+

1

2m

(∫

∂Ω
|u|dHn−1

)2

−
∫

Ω
fudx. (1.3)

Such uΩ is unique if Ω is connected, as shown in [8].
It is then natural to allow Ω to vary, and we consider following shape functional in finding

minimizers to Em(·) under volume constraints, for the purpose of designing optimal shapes
for maximizing averaged temperature.

Em(Ω) := inf
{1

2

∫

Ω
|∇u|2dx+

1

2m

(
∫

∂Ω
|u|dσ

)2

−
∫

Ω
fudx : u ∈ H1(Ω)

}

. (1.4)

When f ≡ 1, according to Della Pietra-Nitsch-Scala-Trombetti[22], ball is the unique min-
imizer for any m > 0. However, for general radial heat source f , there is an interesting
isoperimetric problem: among all bodies with prescribing volume, is ball also a minimizer
to Em(·) in (1.4)?

Motivated from the problem, we derive the following stability, instability and stability
breaking results under various conditions on f .

Theorem 1.1. Let f ≥ 0 be a smooth radial function, and BR ⊂ R
n be the Euclidean ball

of radius R centered at origin, then we consider the following three cases.

(1) If f is nondecreasing along the radius and f is not a constant function, then BR is

not a stable solution to Em(·) for any m > 0.
(2) If f is nonincreasing along the radius and further satisfies

f(R) ≥ n− 1

n

∫

BR
f(x)dx

|BR|
, (1.5)
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where f(R) is the value of f on ∂BR, then BR is a stable solution to Em(·) for any

m > 0.
(3) If f ′(R) < 0 and f does not satisfy (1.5), then there exists m1 > 0 such that when

m < m1, BR is not a stable solution to Em(·), and when m > m1 BR is a stable

solution to Em(·).

The existence of minimizer to (1.4) is not known, due to lack of uniform perimeter
estimates for minimizing sequences. A partial result is given by Du-Li-Wang[25], where
they study the existence in the framework of uniform domains, which are roughly extension
domains with some uniform parameters. We refer the reader to the two significant papers
Gehring-Osgood[29] and Jones[36] for properties of extension domains and uniform domains.

It is easy to see that for any m > 0 and any such f , BR is always a stationary solution
to Em(·), i.e.

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(Ω)) = 0, (1.6)

for any volume-preserving flow map Ft. see Proposition 3.3 below. To clarify the stability
analysis, we also derive the second variation formula for Em(·) at ball shape, and by stability
of a domain Ω we mean that

d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(Ω)) ≥ 0. (1.7)

The computation of the second variation is much more complicated since we do not require
normal variation. Then by relating to Steklöff eigenvalue problem, sphere harmonics and
construction of translation variation, we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions on f
such that ball shapes are stable to the energy functional, see Theorem 4.1, and then as a
consequence of which we derived Theorem 1.1. The method in computing second variation
of Em(·) at ball shape is based on some derivative formulas in flow language derived in
section 2, which are also used to study the second problem.

In the second problem of minimizing temperature decay, the domain Ω is as above, while
with a fixed initial temperature u0 > 0 and there is no heat source. In this case the
temperature decays to zero and our goal is to put the insulating material around Ω in order
for the temperature decay rate to be as low as possible. By the Fourier analysis of the
following corresponding heat diffusion equations























ut −∆u = 0 in Ω

ut −∆u = 0 in Σǫ

u = 0 on ∂(Ω ∪ Σǫ)
∂u−

∂ν
= δ

∂u+

∂ν
on ∂Ω, δ is the conductivity coefficient

the decay of the temperature goes as e−tλ, where λ is the first eigenvalue of the following
elliptic operator written as

< Au, φ >:=

∫

Ω
∇u∇φdx+ δ

∫

Σǫ

∇u∇φdx.

Hence the second thermal insulation problem is also called the eigenvalue problem. Similar
to the case of the first problem, eventually we need to consider the following minimization
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problem

λm(Ω) := inf
{

∫

Ω |∇u|2dx+ 1
m

(∫

∂Ω |u|dσ
)2

∫

Ω u2dx
: u ∈ H1(Ω)

}

. (1.8)

Again as before, if uΩ is the function where the infimum in (1.8) is attained, then the
distribution function of insulation material is still given by (1.2). Different from the first
problem, the following theorem due to Bucur-Buttazzo-Nitsch shows that that symmetry
breaking occurs in the second problem, when the domain is a ball.

Theorem 1.2. ([8, Theorem 3.1]) Let Ω be a ball, then there exists a unique number m0 > 0
such that λm0

(Ω) = µ2(Ω), the first nonzero eigenvalue of Neumann Laplacian on the ball.

Also, when m > m0, the optimal distribution is uniform along the boundary, while when

m < m0, the optimal distribution of material is not uniform.

However, this theorem does not indicate the precise value of m0. By deriving the second
shape derivative of λm(·), and using translation invariant property, it turns out that the
precise value of m0 satisfies the following formula involving isoperimetric constant.

Theorem 1.3. Let P (BR) and |BR| denote the perimeter and the volume of BR respectively,

then we have

m0µ2(BR) =
n− 1

n

P 2(BR)

|BR|
(= 2π, when n = 2.) (1.9)

This formula is rather interesting to us, not only because the number 2π occurs when
n = 2, but also because it gives a new way of seeing where the symmetry breaking of
insulating material occurs: when n = 2, it occurs when mλm(BR) exactly reaches half of
its full range for m ∈ (0,∞), according to the fact that mλm is an increasing function, and
satisfies

lim
m→∞

mλm(BR) =
P 2(BR)

|BR|
and lim

m→0
mλm(BR) = 0. (1.10)

Another interesting consequence of (1.9) is that, the value of m at which the symmetry
of insulating material around ∂BR is breaking, is in fact proportional to the volume of
BR, instead of the perimeter of BR. It would be very interesting to find a more intuitive
perspective to understand (1.9).

By (1.9) of Theorem 1.2, Fourier series and properties of Bessel functions, we prove the
following stability result.

Theorem 1.4. When n = 2, BR is stable to λm(·) for any m > m0.

We point out that (1.9) is crucial in the proof of the theorem since mλm(BR) − 2π is a
factor in the second shape derivative formula at BR. The threshold m0 turns out to be the
the stationarity breaking threshold of ball shape in dimension 2. In fact, as shown in [8,
Theorem 4.1], when n = 2 and m < m0, any disk cannot be a stationary shape to (1.8)
among regions with fixed area. Bucur-Buttazzo-Nitsch conjecture that the disk should be a
minimzer when m > m0, and the conjecture remains open so far. Our theorem above says
that BR is a local minimizer to λm(·), which supports Buttazzo-Bucur-Nitsch’s conjecture.
It is noted that when n ≥ 3, ball is not a minimizer to λm(·) for any m > 0.
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Last, we remark that when f ≡ 1, the first problem is equivalent to solving

inf
{

∫

Ω |∇u|2dx+ 1
m

(∫

∂Ω |u|dσ
)2

(∫

Ω udx
)2 : u ∈ H1(Ω)

}

. (1.11)

Hence both of the two thermal insulation problems have some similarities with the prob-
lem of minimizing eigenvalues of Robin Laplacian. In this direction, we refer to Bucur-
Daners[10], Bucur-Giacomini[12]-[13], Daners[20]-[21], etc, for existence and uniqueness re-
sults for minimizers among sets with fixed volume. Readers can also see Brasco-De Philippis-
Ruffini[4], Brasco-De Philippis-Velichkov[5], Fusco-Zhang[28], Bucur-Giacomini-Nahon[14],
etc, for quantitative estimates in similar problems.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we derive the formulas of some geometric
evolution equations on hypersurfaces along smooth flows which may not be perpendicular to
the hypersurfaces. Based on the formulas, in section 3 we derive the first domain variation
formula for Em(·). We also derive the second domain variation formula for Em(·) at ball
shape. Then in section 4, based on the second variation formula, we give a necessary and
sufficient condition on f such that ball configurations are stable in the first problem, and
then we obtain Theorem 1.1. In section 5, we study the second problem by deriving the first
and second derivatives of λm(·), and then we prove (1.9) and its consequences. In section
6, we prove the stability of ball to λm(·) for any m > m0 in two dimensions.

2. Geometric evolution equations on arbitrary flows

Geometric evolution equations along normal flows can be found in many references, for
example Huisken-Polden[34]. When we do first and second variations of integrals over
varying domains along normal flows, those formulas are very helpful, as seen from the com-
putations in [25]. However, sometimes we need to consider variations along other directions,
and then we need to develop general formulas. The computations in this paper partially
borrow from the ideas presented in the very inspiring monograph Henrot-Pierre[31], where
the shape derivatives of some classical functionals are computed for the deformation map
Ft(x) = x + tη(x), where η is any smooth vector field. We have also learned from Bucur-
Giacomini[11] the very well written paper by Bandle-Wagner[3], where second domain vari-
ations for problems with Robin boundary conditions are computed. The volume-preserving

map chosen in [3] is Ft(x) = x+ tV (x) +
t2

2
W (x)+ o(t2), where both V and W are smooth

vector fields. The use of flow map in our work does not lose generality, since we do not
require the flow to be perpendicular to the boundary of the domain under consideration.
Moreover, the advantage is that the evolution equation formulas stated in the flow language
look much simpler, and are similar to those often used in the study of geometric evolution
equations along normal flows in Huisken-Polden[34].

In this section, we will derive the evolution equations of the (n − 1)-volume, normal
speed and mean curvature of a hypersurface in R

n along arbitrary flows which may not be
perpendicular to the hypersurface. These formulas should have been known, but since we
haven not found in literature the corresponding formulas with respect to flows along other
directions, we will present the formulas with detailed proofs.

We first stipulate some notations. Given a vector field η ∈ C2
0 (R

n,Rn) and a hypersurface
M ⊂ R

n, using local coordinates (x1, · · · , xn−1) of M , the tangential gradient of η along M
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is defined as an n× n matrix

∇Mη = gij∂iη ⊗ ∂jF, (2.1)

where F is the position vector for points on M , ∂iF =
∂F

∂xi
, gij =< ∂iF, ∂jF >, gij is the

inverse matrix of gij and ∂iη = (∇η)∂iF . Then the tangential divergence of η is defined as

the trace of ∇Mη, that is,

divMη = gij∂iη · ∂jF, (2.2)

where · is the inner product in R
n and repeated indices means summations. Sometimes we

also use < ·, · > to denote inner product in R
n. We also adopt the convention that given a

function f defined in R
n, ∇i∇jf denotes ∇2f(∂iF, ∂jF ), where ∇2f is the Hessian of f on

M , and ∂i∂jf denotes usual derivatives of f first along ∂jF and then along ∂iF .

We call Ft(x) := F (t, x) is the flow map generated by the C2 vector field η, if

∂F (t, x)

∂t
= η ◦ F (t, x); F (0, x) = x.

Hence Ft is a C1 family of C2 diffeomorphism, when |t| is small.
The following proposition collects some derivative formulas used later.

Proposition 2.1. Let Ft(x) := F (t, x) be the flow map generated by a smooth vector field

η, Mt = Ft(M), σt be the volume element of Mt, ν(t) be the unit normal field along Mt and

h(t) be the second fundamental form of Mt, then we have

d

dt
dσt = (divMt

η)dσt, (2.3)

d

dt
(η(Ft) · ν(t)) = (η(Ft) · ν(t))(divη − divMt

η) ◦ Ft, (2.4)

and

h′ij(t) = − < ∇i∇jη, ν(t) >, (2.5)

where hij(t) and ∇i∇jη are the i, j-components of h(t) and the Hessian of η on Mt, respec-

tively, under local coordinates of Mt.

If M is an (n − 1)-sphere of radius R, then we also have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0
H = −∆M (η · ν)− n− 1

R2
η · ν. (2.6)

Proof. Let g = g(t) be the metric of Mt induced by Ft, and let F be the position vector of
M . We also let (x1, x2, · · · , xn−1) be local coordinates of M , and thus they also serve as
local coordinates of Mt. When taking derivatives of a vector field η restricted on Mt with
respect to local coordinates, we use the abbreviation that

∂iη = (∇η ◦ Ft)∂iFt, (2.7)

where ∂iFt =
∂Ft

∂xi
, and then we have

g′ij(t) =
d

dt
< ∂iFt, ∂jFt >= ∂iη · ∂jFt + ∂iFt · ∂jη.
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This and (2.2) imply that

d

dt

√

|g(t)| = 1

2
√

|g(t)|
|g(t)|gij(t) 2(∂iη · ∂jFt + ∂iFt · ∂jη) = (divMt

η)
√

|g(t)|.

Hence (2.3) is proved.

Next, let ηT (Ft) be the tangential component of η(Ft) along Mt, then we have

ηT (Ft) = gij(t) < η(Ft), ∂jFt > ∂iFt. (2.8)

Therefore, by (2.7), (2.8) and since ν ′(t) ⊥ Mt, we have

d

dt
(η(Ft) · ν(t)) =

(

(∇η)η
)

◦ Ft · ν(t)+ < η(Ft), g
ij(t)

(

ν ′(t) · ∂iFt

)

∂jFt >

=
(

(∇η)η
)

◦ Ft · ν(t)− gij(t) < ν(t), ∂iη >< η(Ft), ∂jFt >

=
(

(∇η)ηT
)

◦ Ft · ν(t) +
(

(∇η ◦ Ft)((η ◦ Ft · ν(t))ν(t))
)

· ν(t)− < ν(t),
(

(∇η)ηT
)

◦ Ft >

=
(

(∇η ◦ Ft)((η ◦ Ft · ν(t))ν(t))
)

· ν(t)
=(η(Ft) · ν(t))(divη − divMt

η) ◦ Ft,

where the last equality is obtained by taking the trace of the following identity.

∇η = ∇Mtη +∇ην(t)⊗ ν(t).

Hence (2.4) is proved. Next, we compute the derivative of h(t). We have

h′ij(t) =∂iν
′(t) · ∂jFt + ∂iν(t) · ∂jη

=∂i(ν
′(t) · ∂jFt)− ν ′(t) · ∂i∂jFt + ∂iν(t) · ∂jη

=− ∂i(ν(t) · ∂jη)− gkl(t)(ν ′(t) · ∂kFt) < ∂lFt, ∂i∂jFt > +∂iν(t) · ∂jη
=− < ν(t), ∂i∂jη > −gkl(t)(ν ′(t) · ∂kFt)Γ

m
ij (t)glm(t), where Γm

ij (t) are Christoff symbols on Mt

=− < ν(t), ∂i∂jη > +Γk
ij(t) < ν(t), ∂kη >

=− < ∇i∇jη, ν(t) > .

Hence (2.5) is proved.
Last, to prove (2.6), note first that

H ′(t) =
d

dt

(

gij(t)hij(t)
)

=− 2gil(t)gmj(t) < ∂mη, ∂lFt > hij(t)− gij(t) < ∇i∇jη, ν(t) >

=− 2gil(t)gmj(t) < ∂mη, ∂lFt > hij(t)− < ∆Mt
η, ν(t) > .

Since on sphere, hij =
gij
R

, using (2.2), we have

H ′(0) = − 2

R
divMη− < ∆Mη, ν > . (2.9)

Since < ∆Mη, ν > does not depend on the choice of coordinates, in the following we choose
normal coordinates to do the computation. Let η = ηT + ζν, then using normal coordinates
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we have

< ∆MηT , ν >=∂i < ∂iη
T , ν > − < ∂iη

T , ∂iν >

=− ∂i < ηT , ∂iν > −hli < ∂iη
T , ∂lF >

=− ∂i

(

hli < ηT , ∂lF >
)

− hli < ∂iη
T , ∂lF >

=
1

R

(

−∂i

(

gli < ηT , ∂lF >
)

− gli < ∂iη
T , ∂lF >

)

, since
gij
R

= hij

=
1

R

(

−∂i < ηT , ∂iF > − < ∂iη
T , ∂iF >

)

, since glj = δjl and ∂ig
l
j = 0

=
1

R

(

−2divMηT− < ηT ,∆MF >
)

=− 2

R
divMηT , since ∆MF = −Hν ⊥ ηT . (2.10)

Direct computation also leads to

< ∆M(ζν), ν >= ∆Mζ − n− 1

R2
ζ. (2.11)

Since on the sphere of radius R,

divMη = divMηT +
n− 1

R
ζ,

by (2.9)-(2.11) we obtain (2.6). �

3. First and Second Variation of Em(·)
Recall that if Ω is connected, we use uΩ to denote the unique minimizer to Jm(·,Ω),

where Jm(·,Ω) is given by (1.3). First, we have

Proposition 3.1. If Ω = BR and f is radial and nonnegative, then uΩ ≥ 0 is also radial

and satisfies






−∆u = f in Ω
∂u

∂ν
= − 1

m

∫

∂Ω
udσ on ∂Ω

(3.1)

Proof. Note that the solutions to






−∆u = f in Ω

∂u

∂ν
= −

∫

Ω fdx

P (Ω)
on ∂Ω

(3.2)

are radial, and they are equal up to a constant. Let u0 be a solution to (3.2), then we can
find a constant c such that

1

m

∫

∂Ω
(u0 + c)dσ =

∫

Ω fdx

P (Ω)
.

Hence u := u0 + c is a radial solution to (3.1). Since f ≥ 0, by (3.2) we know
∂u

∂ν
≤ 0 on

∂Ω. Then by (3.1)2 we have u ≥ 0 on ∂Ω, and u > 0 if f 6= 0. Hence u satisfies the Euler
Lagrange equation to Jm(·,Ω), and thus u is a minimizer. Hence u = uΩ by uniqueness. �

Remark 3.2. If the radial function f ≥ 0 and f 6= 0, then uBR
> 0 on ∂BR.
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In the following, we write Ωt = Ft(Ω), u(t)(x) := uΩt
(x) and u′(t)(x) =

∂

∂t
uΩt

(x), where

Ft(x) := F (t, x) is the flow map generated by the velocity field η ∈ C∞
0 (Rn,Rn). Note that

u′(t) is well defined for |t| small enough, due to similar argument in [31], [3] or [25], see also
(5.1) below. Since Ft preserves the volume of Ω, we have

∫

∂Ω
(η · ν) dσ = 0 and

∫

∂Ω
(η · ν)divη dσ = 0. (3.3)

Now we are ready to derive the first variation of energy.

Proposition 3.3. Let Ft(x) := F (t, x) be the flow map generated by η ∈ C3
0 (R

n,Rn), and
f ≥ 0, f 6= 0 be a smooth radial function. If uΩ > 0 on ∂Ω, then we have

d

dt
Em(Ωt) =

∫

∂Ωt

(1

2
|∇u(t)|2 −

∣

∣

∣

∂u(t)

∂ν

∣

∣

∣

2
+

(

1

m

∫

∂Ωt

u(t)dσ

)

u(t)H(t)− fu(t)
)

η · ν(t) dσ,
(3.4)

where H(t) is the mean curvature of ∂Ωt and ν(t) is the outer unit normal to ∂Ωt. In

particular, if Ω is a ball, then (3.4) vanishes at t = 0.

Proof. We let Em(Ωt) = Jm(uΩt
,Ωt) = I1(t)+ I2(t)+ I3(t) coresponding to the first, second

and third term of Jm defined in (1.3). We have

I ′1(t) =

∫

Ωt

∇u(t) · ∇u′(t) dx +

∫

∂Ωt

1

2
|∇u(t)|2η · ν(t) dσt

=

∫

Ωt

fu′(t) dx+

∫

∂Ωt

∂u(t)

∂ν
u′(t)dσt +

∫

∂Ωt

1

2
|∇u(t)|2η · ν(t) dσt.

I ′2(t) =
1

m

∫

∂Ωt

u(t)dσt

∫

∂Ωt

(u′(t) +∇u(t) · η + u(t)div∂Ωt
η)dσt

=
1

m

∫

∂Ωt

u(t)dσt

∫

∂Ωt

(u′(t) +
∂u(t)

∂ν
η · ν(t) + uH(t)η · ν(t))dσt.

I ′3(t) = −
∫

Ωt

fu′(t)dx−
∫

∂Ωt

fu(t)η · ν(t)dσt.

In the above, we have used the formula (2.3), integration by parts on closed hypersurfaces
and the formula

d

dt

∫

Ft(Ω)
g(t, y)dy =

∫

Ft(Ω)
gt(t, y)dy +

∫

∂Ft(Ω)
g(t, y)η · ν(t)dσt. (3.5)

Since f 6= 0, u is strictly positive along ∂BR, and hence if t is small, u(t) > 0 on ∂Ωt.
Therefore, by applying (3.1) on (u(t),Ωt) and adding up I ′1(t), I

′
2(t) and I ′3(t), we obtain

(3.4).
If Ω is a ball and f is radial, then by Proposition 3.1, u is radial, and hence by (3.3)1,

(3.4) vanishes when t = 0. �

Next, we will derive the second variation formula of Em(·) at BR under the flow map
which is not necessarily normal to ∂BR, based on the formulas proved in section 2.
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Lemma 3.4. Let Ω = BR, Ωt = Ft(Ω) and u(t) = uFt(Ω), where Ft(x) := F (t, x) is the

flow map generated by a smooth velocity field η. Let f(x) = f(r) be a smooth nonnegative

radial function and assume f 6= 0, then we have

d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ωt) =

∫

∂BR

(

vζurr + urrurζ
2 − f ′(r)uζ2

)

dσ

+

(

1

m

∫

∂BR

u2dσ

)
∫

∂BR

(

|∇∂BR
ζ|2 − n− 1

R2
ζ2
)

dσ, (3.6)

where ζ = η · ν on ∂BR and v = u′(0).

Proof. We let u = uBR
and we also define

ζ(t)(x) := η(x) · ν(t), on ∂Ωt,

where ν(t) is the unit outer normal to ∂Ωt. Hence ζ = ζ(0). We first show that






∆v = 0 in BR

∂v

∂ν
= −urrζ −

1

m

∫

∂BR

vdσ on ∂BR
(3.7)

Indeed, (3.7)1 is easy to see. To see (3.7)2, first note that by Proposition 3.1, u is radial,
and hence the Euclidean hessian of u is given by

∇2u(x) = urr
x

|x| ⊗
x

|x| +
ur
r
(I − x

|x| ⊗
x

|x|), (3.8)

where I is the identity matrix. Hence given a test function φ, by (3.3)1, (2.3) and (3.8) we
have

0 =
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

∂Ωt

(

1

m

∫

∂Ωt

u(t)dσt +
∂u(t)

∂ν

)

φdσt

=

∫

∂BR

φ
( 1

m

(

∫

∂BR

(v + urζ + uHζ)dσ
)

+
∂v

∂ν
+ urrζ

)

dσ

+

∫

∂BR

(

1

m

∫

∂BR

udσ +
∂u

∂ν

)

(∇φ · η + φdiv∂BR
η)dσ

=

∫

∂BR

φ

(

1

m

∫

∂BR

vdσ +
∂v

∂ν
+ urrζ

)

dσ,

where we have used the tangential divergence theorem on hypersurface, that u(t) is a solu-
tion to (3.1), that u is radial in BR and that on ∂BR we have

∇u · η = urζ (3.9)

and

< (∇2u)η, ν >= ∇2u : η ⊗ ν = urrζ.

Therefore, (3.7)2 holds since φ is arbitrary.
By (3.3)1 and the compatibility condition for the existence of solutions to (3.7), we have

1

m

∫

∂BR

vdσ = 0. (3.10)
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Hence by (3.7), v satisfies






∆v = 0 in BR

∂v

∂ν
= −urrζ on ∂BR.

(3.11)

Also, from (3.3)1 and (3.10), we have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

(

1

m

∫

∂Ωt

u(t)dσt

)

= 0. (3.12)

Now we do the second variation based on (3.4). Taking one more derivative, by (3.3)2,
(2.3), (2.4) and (3.11)2 and since u is radial, we have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

∂Ωt

1

2
|∇u(t)|2ζ(t)dσt

=

∫

∂BR

(

urvrζ + ururrζ
2 +

1

2
|∇u|2ζ(divη − div∂BR

η) +
1

2
|∇u|2ζdiv∂BR

η

)

dσ

=

∫

∂BR

(

urζ(vr + urrζ) +
1

2
|∇u|2ζdivη

)

dσ = 0, (3.13)

where we have also used that

∇u · ∇v = ∂νv∇u · ν = urvr,

∇u · (∇2u η) = ur(∇2u : η ⊗ ν) = ururrζ,

and the formula (2.4). Similarly as above, we have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

∂Ωt

|∇νu(t)|2ζ(t)dσt = 0. (3.14)

(3.14) can also be computed by replacing ∂νu(t) with
1

m

∫

∂Ωt

udσt, then (3.3)2 (2.3), (2.4)

and (3.12) yield

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

∂Ωt

|∇νu(t)|2ζ(t)dσt =
∫

∂BR

u2r (ζ(divη − div∂BR
η) + ζdiv∂BR

η)) dσ = 0.

Next, by (3.3)2, (2.3), (2.4), (2.6), (3.9), (3.12), and since u is radial, we have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

∂Ωt

(

1

m

∫

∂Ωt

u(t)dσt

)

u(t)Hζ(t)dσt

=

(

1

m

∫

∂BR

udσ

)∫

∂BR

(

vHζ + urζHζ + u(−∆∂Ωt
ζ − n− 1

R2
ζ)ζ

+ uHζ(divη − div∂BR
η) + uHζdiv∂BR

η
)

dσ

=

(

1

m

∫

∂BR

udσ

)
∫

∂BR

(vHζ + urHζ2)dσ

+

(

1

m

∫

∂BR

u2dσ

)∫

∂BR

(

|∇∂BR
ζ|2 − n− 1

R2
ζ2
)

dσ. (3.15)
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Similarly as above, we can compute

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

∂Ωt

fu(t)ζ(t)dσ

=

∫

∂BR

((∇f · η)uζ + fvζ + f∇u · ηζ + fuζ(divη − div∂BR
η) + fuζdiv∂BR

η) dσ

=

∫

∂BR

(

(fru+ fur)ζ
2 + fvζ

)

dσ, since (3.3)2. (3.16)

Combining (3.13)-(3.16), and since
1

m

∫

∂BR

udσ = −ur, H =
n− 1

R
on ∂BR and urr +

n− 1

R
ur + f = 0, we have

d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ωt) =

∫

∂BR

urrurζ
2dσ +

∫

∂BR

vζurrdσ −
∫

∂BR

fruζ
2dσ

+

(

1

m

∫

∂BR

u2dσ

)∫

∂BR

(

|∇∂BR
ζ|2 − n− 1

R2
ζ2
)

dσ. (3.17)

Hence we have proved (3.6). �

4. Necessary and Sufficient conditions for stability of ball configurations

In this section, we still assume that f ≥ 0 is a radial function and we denote f(x) by

f(r), where r = |x|. Let f̄R =

∫

BR
f(x)dx

|BR|
, then we have

Theorem 4.1. If f ≥ 0 is radial and satisfies

(f − n− 1

n
f̄R)(f − f̄R) + f ′(R)f̄R

m

n2ωnRn−1
≤ 0 on ∂BR, (4.1)

then BR is stable along any volume preserving flows. The converse is also true.

Proof. Let η ∈ C3
0 (R

n,Rn) be the velocity field of the volume preserving flow starting from
Ω. Since the first eigenvalue of Laplacian on the unit sphere is (n− 1), it follows from (3.6)
that

d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(BR)) ≥

∫

∂BR

urrurζ
2dσ +

∫

∂BR

vζurrdσ −
∫

∂BR

f ′(r)uζ2dσ, (4.2)

where u = uBR
and v is a solution to (3.11). Since (3.10) and that the second Stekloff

eigenvalue on BR is
1

R
, we have that

∫

∂BR

v2dσ ≤ R

∫

BR

|∇v|2 dx. (4.3)
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Hence
(
∫

∂BR

vζdσ

)2

≤
∫

∂BR

v2dσ

∫

∂BR

ζ2dσ

≤R

∫

BR

|∇v|2dx
∫

∂BR

ζ2dσ

=R

∫

∂BR

vvrdσ

∫

∂BR

ζ2dσ = −R

∫

∂BR

urrvζdσ

∫

∂BR

ζ2.

Since

−
∫

∂BR

urrvζdσ =

∫

∂BR

vrvdσ =

∫

BR

|∇v|2dx ≥ 0,

from the above we have that

−
∫

∂BR

urrvζdσ ≤ R

∫

∂BR

u2rrζ
2dσ.

Hence (4.2) yields

d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(BR)) ≥

∫

∂BR

(urrurζ
2 −Ru2rrζ

2)dσ −
∫

∂BR

fruζ
2

=R

∫

∂BR

ζ2urr(f +
n

R
ur)dσ −

∫

∂BR

fruζ
2dσ. (4.4)

Since on ∂BR, we have

ur = −
∫

BR
fdx

P (BR)
= −R

n
f̄R,

u = − mur
P (BR)

=
m

∫

BR
fdx

P 2(BR)
=

mf̄R
n2ωnRn−2

,

and

urr = −f − n− 1

R
ur = −f +

n− 1

n
f̄R,

from (4.4) we have that

d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(BR)) ≥ −R

∫

∂BR

(

(f − n− 1

n
f̄R)(f − f̄R) + frf̄R

m

n2ωnRn−1

)

ζ2dσ. (4.5)

Hence if f satisfies (4.1), then
d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
J(u(t),Ωt) ≥ 0 and thus (uBR

, BR) is stable.

Conversely, if (uBR
, BR) is stable along any volume preserving flows, then in particular

this is true for translations with constant speed. That is,

d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(BR)) ≥ 0,

for Ft(BR) = {x + tη : x ∈ BR}, where η is a constant vector field. Let η = (c1, · · · , cn)T ,
thus

ζ =
1

R

n
∑

i=1

cixi. (4.6)
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Hence we can find general solutions to (3.11), which is

v(x) = −urr(R)
n
∑

i=1

cixi +C. (4.7)

For the choice of Ft, since ζ is now the first eigenfunction of Laplacian on ∂BR, applying
(3.6) we have that

d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(BR)) =

∫

∂BR

(

vζurr + urrurζ
2 − f ′(r)uζ2

)

dσ. (4.8)

By (4.6) and (4.7), we have v = −Rurr(R)ζ +C on ∂BR , and hence from (4.8) and (3.3)1,
we have

d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(BR)) =

∫

∂BR

(

−Ru2rr + urrur − fru
)

ζ2dσ

=R

∫

∂BR

(

urr(f +
n

R
ur)−

1

R
fru

)

ζ2dσ, (4.9)

which is the same as the RHS of (4.4). Hence by the exact same argument above, we obtain

d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(BR)) = −R

∫

∂BR

(

(f − n− 1

n
f̄R)(f − f̄R) + frf̄R

m

n2ωnRn−1

)

ζ2dσ. (4.10)

Since
d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(BR)) ≥ 0 and (f − n− 1

n
f̄R)(f − f̄R) + frf̄R

m

n2ωnRn−1
is a constant

on ∂BR, necessarily

(f − n− 1

n
f̄R)(f − f̄R) + frf̄R

m

n2ωnRn−1
≤ 0 on ∂BR,

and the proof is finished. �

Remark 4.2. From (4.10), it is easy to see that if f ≡ 1, then
d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(BR)) = 0

if Ft is the flow map generated by constant vector field. This makes sense since Em(Ω) is

translation invariant.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The first and second claim in the corollary follows from the criteria
(4.1), and the fact that on ∂BR, f > f̄R when f is nondecreasing and not a constant, and
f ≤ f̄R when f is nonincreasing. The third claim is also true, because the LHS of (4.1) is
a linear function of m on ∂BR, with negative slope when f ′(R) < 0. �

Also, the following corollary is immediate from (3.6) and the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Corollary 4.3. Let f ≥ 0 be a radial function. Consider

inf
{

d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣

t=0
Em(Ft(BR))

∫

∂BR
(η · ν)2dσ : Ft is a smooth volume preserving flow map

}

.

Then for any m > 0, R > 0, the infimum above is always attained only when Ft is translating

flow map with constant velocity.
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5. Shape derivatives of λm(·) and the precise value of m0

Let λm(·) be defined as in (1.8). In this section, we will derive the first and second shape
derivatives of λm(·) at the ball shape. Then based on the variation formulas, we will derive
Theorem 1.3, as a consequences of the translation invariance property of the λm functional.

As before, we consider Ωt := Ft(Ω), where Ft(x) := F (t, x) is the volume-preserving flow
map generated by a smooth velocity field η. Also, note that if m > m0, then there is a
unique minimizer (up to a constant factor) to (1.8) for Ω = BR, and the minimizer must

be radial and positive in B̄R. Let u(t)(x) := uΩt
(x) be a function such that

∫

Ωt

u2Ωt
dx = 1

and the infimum in (1.8) is attained at uΩt
when the domain is Ωt. Standard argument

(see for example [25]) can show that u(t)(Ft(·)) converges to uBR
(·) in C0(B̄R) as t → 0.

Hence u(t) is positive on ∂Ωt when |t| small. Given m > m0, since λm < µ2(BR), we also
have that when |t| is small, λm(Ωt) < µ2(Ωt), where µ2(Ωt) is the first nonzero eigenvalue
of Neumman Laplacian on Ωt. Hence by looking at the Euler-Lagrange equation (see [8]),
we conclude that the function uΩt

is unique. Hence elliptic regularity theory and implicit
function theorem imply that when m > m0, u(t)(Ft(x)) is C

1 with respect to t for |t| small,
and thus u(t) is C1 with respect to t for |t| small, with

u′(t)(Ft(x)) +∇u(t)(Ft(x)) · η(Ft(x)) =
d

dt
(u(t)(Ft(x))) . (5.1)

We are now ready to derive the first variation of λm(·) on ball shape.

Proposition 5.1. Let Ω = BR, Ωt = Ft(Ω), where Ft is the volume preserving flow map

generated by a smooth vector field η. Let u(t) = uΩt
explained above, and we denote uΩ by

u. We also let

λm(t) = λm(Ωt),

and ζ(t)(x) = η(x) · ν(t), where x ∈ ∂Ωt and ν(t) is the unit outer normal on ∂Ωt. Let m0

be the number where the symmetry breaking of insulating material occurs along ∂BR, then

given m > m0, for |t| small, we have

λ′
m(t) =

∫

∂Ωt

|∇u(t)|2ζ(t)dx− 2

∫

∂Ωt

|∂u(t)
∂ν

|2ζ(t)dσt

+
2

m

(
∫

∂Ωt

u(t)dσt

)
∫

∂Ωt

u(t)H(t)ζ(t)dσt −
∫

∂Ωt

λm(t)u2(t)ζ(t)dσt. (5.2)

Proof. First, let m > m0, and then when |t| is small, u(t) > 0 on ∂Ωt. Hence the Euler-
Lagrange equation for u(t) is given by







−∆u(t) = λm(t)u(t) in Ωt,
∂u(t)

∂ν
= − 1

m

∫

∂Ωt

u(t)dσt on ∂Ωt.
(5.3)

Let v(t)(x) = u′(t)(x). We have

λ′
m(t) =2

∫

Ωt

∇u(t)∇v(t)dx +

∫

∂Ωt

|∇u(t)|2ζ(t)dσt

+
2

m

(∫

∂Ωt

udσt

)∫

∂Ωt

(

v(t) +
∂u(t)

∂ν
ζ(t) + u(t)Hζ(t)

)

dσt.
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From (5.3), we then have

λ′
m(t) =2λm(t)

∫

Ωt

u(t)v(t)dx +

∫

∂Ωt

|∇u(t)|2ζ(t)dx

− 2

∫

∂Ωt

|∂u(t)
∂ν

|2ζ(t)dσt +
2

m

(
∫

∂Ωt

udσt

)
∫

∂Ωt

u(t)Hζ(t)dσt. (5.4)

Since
∫

Ωt

u2(t)dx ≡ 1,

by taking the derivative we have

2

∫

Ωt

u(t)v(t)dx +

∫

∂Ωt

u2(t)ζ(t)dσt = 0. (5.5)

Hence combining (5.4) and (5.5) we have proved (5.2).
�

Corollary 5.2. Let m0 be the number where the symmetry breaking of insulating material

occurs along ∂BR. Then for m > m0, BR is stationary to λm(·), that is, λ′
m(0) = 0.

Proof. When m > m0, from (5.2) we know that λ′
m(0) = 0, since uBR

is radial and Ft is
volume preserving. Hence BR is stationary to λm(·) when m > m0. �

Next, we compute the second shape derivative of the eigenvalue functional on ball shape.

Lemma 5.3. Let m > m0, then we have

1

2
λ

′′

m(0) =

∫

∂BR

(urrvζ + urrurζ
2)dσ +

1

m

∫

∂BR

u2dσ

∫

∂BR

(

|∇∂BR
u|2 − n− 1

R2
ζ2
)

dσ,

(5.6)

where u = uBR
, ζ = ζ(0) and v =

∂

∂t

∣

∣

∣

t=0
u(t).

Proof. We first claim that v satisfies the equation






−∆v = λmv in BR,
∂v

∂ν
= −urrζ −

1

m

∫

∂Ω
vdσ on ∂BR.

(5.7)

Indeed, let φ ∈ C2(Rn), then

0 =
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

Ωt

(∆u(t) + λm(t)u(t))φdx

=

∫

BR

(∆v + λmv + λ′
m(0)u)φdx +

∫

∂BR

(∆u+ λmu)φζdx

=

∫

BR

(∆v + λmv)φdx, since Corollary 5.2.
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This proves (5.7)1. Similarly,

0 =
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

∂Ωt

(

∂u(t)

∂ν
+

1

m

∫

∂Ωt

u(t)dσt

)

φdx

=

∫

∂BR

(

urrζ + vr +
1

m

∫

∂BR

(v + urζ + uHζ)dσ

)

φdσ

=

∫

∂BR

(

urrζ + vr +
1

m

∫

∂BR

vdσ

)

φdσ,

where we have used that u is radial in BR, (3.3)1 and (2.3). This proves (5.7)2.
Now we compute the second derivative of λm(·) based on (5.2). Taking the derivative of

(5.2) with respect to t, by (3.3), (2.3), (2.4) and (5.7)2 and since u is radial, we have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

∂Ωt

|∇u(t)|2ζ(t)dσt

=

∫

∂BR

(

2(urvrζ + ururrζ
2) + |∇u|2ζ(divη − div∂BR

η) + |∇u|2ζdiv∂BR
η
)

dσ

=

∫

∂BR

(

urζ

(

− 1

m

∫

∂BR

vdσ

)

+ |∇u|2ζdivη
)

dσ = 0, (5.8)

where we have also used that

∇u · ∇v = ∂νv∇u · ν = urvr,

∇u · (∇2u η) = ur(∇2u : η ⊗ ν) = ururrζ.

Similarly as above, we have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

∂Ωt

|∇νu(t)|2ζ(t)dσt (5.9)

=

∫

∂BR

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

(

1

m

∫

∂Ωt

udσt

)2

ζdσ

+

∫

∂BR

u2r (ζ(divη − div∂BR
η) + ζdiv∂BR

η)) dσ = 0. (5.10)

Next, using (2.6) we have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

∂Ωt

(

2

m

∫

∂Ωt

u(t)dσt

)

u(t)H(t)ζ(t)dσt

=

∫

∂BR

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

(

2

m

∫

∂Ωt

u(t)dσt

)

uHζdσ

+

(

2

m

∫

∂BR

udσ

)∫

∂BR

(

vHζ + urζHζ + u(−∆∂BR
ζ − n− 1

R2
ζ)ζ

+ uHζ(divη − div∂BR
η) + uHζdiv∂BR

η
)

dσ

=

(

2

m

∫

∂BR

udσ

)
∫

∂BR

(vHζ + urHζ2)dσ

+

(

2

m

∫

∂BR

u2dσ

)∫

∂BR

(

|∇∂BR
ζ|2 − n− 1

R2
ζ2
)

dσ. (5.11)
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Last, using that λ′
m(0) = 0 and let λm = λm(0), we have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=0

∫

∂Ωt

λm(t)u2(t)ζ(t)dσt

=

∫

∂BR

(

2λmuvζ + 2λmuurζ
2 + λmu2ζ(divη − div∂BR

η) + λmu2ζdiv∂BR
ζ
)

dσ

=2λm

∫

∂BR

(uvζ + uurζ
2)dσ. (5.12)

Combining (5.8)-(5.12) and applying the Euler Lagrange equation of u, we have

1

2
λ

′′

m(0) =

∫

∂BR

(

(−λmu− urH)vζ + (−λmuur − u2rH)ζ2
)

dσ

+
1

m

∫

∂BR

u2dσ

∫

∂BR

(

|∇∂BR
u|2 − n− 1

R2
ζ2
)

dσ

=

∫

∂BR

(urrvζ + urrurζ
2)dσ +

1

m

∫

∂BR

u2dσ

∫

∂BR

(

|∇∂BR
u|2 − n− 1

R2
ζ2
)

dσ.

This proves (5.6). �

Now we are ready to prove (1.9) in Theorem 1.3 for any dimension n ≥ 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Recall the definition of λm(Ω) defined in (1.8). If Ω = BR and
m > m0, then uBR

is unique up to a constant factor. As before, we normalize uBR
such

that its total integration over BR is 1. In the proof, we write λm as abbreviation of λm(BR).
As before, we let Ft be a smooth volume-preserving map, and u(t) := uFt(BR) be the function

such that

∫

Ft(BR)
u(t)2dx = 1 and the infimum of (1.8) is achieved at u(t) for Ω = Ft(BR).

For |t| small, we know that u(t) := uFt(BR) is strictly positive on ∂BR and thus satisfies

(5.3). Let u = u(0) and v = u′(0), and recall that v satisfies (5.7). Since






−∆u = λmu in BR

∂u

∂ν
= − 1

m

∫

∂Ω
u on ∂BR,

we know that there exists w satisfies






−∆w = λmw in BR

∂w

∂ν
= −urrζ on ∂BR

(5.13)

Using polar coordinates, it is well known (see for example [30]) that the solution w has the
form

w(r, θ) =

∞
∑

s=0

as,ir
1−n

2 Js+n

2
−1(

√

λmr)Ys,i(θ), θ ∈ Sn−1 (5.14)

where s are natural numbers, i = 1, 2, . . . , ds for ds = (2s+n−2)
(s + n− 3)!

s!(n− 2)!
, Js are Bessel

functions, and Ys,i denotes the i-th spherical harmonics of order s, that is,

∆Sn−1Ys,i + s(s+ n− 2)Ys,i = 0 on Sn−1.
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In particular, by choosing η to be a constant vector field, then Ft is volume-preserving,
and ζ is a linear combination of Y1,i = xi, i = 1, . . . , n. WLOG we let ζ = x1, then by
(5.13)-(5.14), we can write w as

w(r, θ) = a1r
1−n

2 Jn

2
(
√

λmr)x1, (5.15)

where a1 is a nonzero constant. By (5.13)2, we have that

a1

(

(1− n

2
)R−n

2 Jn

2
(
√

λmR) +R1−n

2

√

λmJ ′
n

2

(
√

λmR)
)

x1 = −urr(R)x1. (5.16)

Since

ur(R) = − 1

m

∫

∂BR

udσ = −P (BR)u(R)

m
, (5.17)

from the equation of u we have that

urr(R) = −λmu(R)− n− 1

R
ur(R) =

(

n− 1

R

P (BR)

m
− λm

)

u(R). (5.18)

Hence (5.16) and (5.18) lead to

a1

(

(1− n

2
)R−n

2 Jn

2
(
√

λmR) +R1−n

2

√

λmJ ′
n

2

(
√

λmR)
)

=

(

λm − n− 1

R

P (BR)

m

)

u(R).

(5.19)

For ζ = x1, since w is actually of the form v+Cu for some constant C, and since u is radial,
by (3.3)1 and (5.6), we have

1

2
λ

′′

m(0) =

∫

∂BR

(urrwζ + urrurζ
2)dσ.

Since λm(·) does not depend on translation of the domain, we have λ
′′

m(0) = 0 for our choice
of Ft and ζ. Hence

∫

∂BR

(urrwζ + urrurζ
2)dσ = 0. (5.20)

By (5.15), and (5.17)-(5.20), we have

0 =

∫

∂BR

(

n− 1

R

P (BR)

m
− λm

)

·




λm − n−1
R

P (BR)
m

(1− n
2 )R

−n

2 Jn

2
(
√
λmR) +R1−n

2

√
λmJ ′

n

2

(
√
λmR)

R1−n

2 Jn

2
(
√

λmR)− P (BR)

m



u2x21dσ.

(5.21)

Since mλm is strictly increasing, for all m > m0 except at most one point, we have

mλm − n−1
R

P (BR)

(1− n
2 )R

−n

2 Jn

2
(
√
λmR) +R1−n

2

√
λmJ ′

n

2

(
√
λmR)

R1−n

2 Jn

2
(
√

λmR) = P (BR). (5.22)

By continuity, (5.22) holds for every m > m0. Now we let m → m+
0 , then R

√

λm converges

to R
√

µ2(BR) = µ2(B1), which is the first positive root of the following equation

zJ ′
n

2

(z)− n− 2

2
Jn

2
(z) = 0.
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Then as m → m+
0 , the denominator in (5.22) goes to 0, which forces that

m0λm0
− n− 1

R
P (BR) = 0

Hence

m0λm0
= (n− 1)nωnR

n−2 =
n− 1

n

P 2(BR)

|BR|
.

This is exactly (1.9) since λm0
= µ2. �

Remark 5.4. For n = 2, (1.9) can also be obtained by letting m → m0 in (5.19), without
referring to the second shape derivative of λm at ball shape.

The following corollary is immediate from (1.9).

Corollary 5.5. Let BR be the disk of radius R in R
2 and m0(R) be the number where the

symmetry breaking of insulating material around ∂BR. Then m0(R) has the exact formula

as

m0(R) =
n2

2

|BR|
µ2(B1)

≈ 2π

3.39
R2. (5.23)

Remark 5.6. (5.23) is interesting because it says that the symmetry breaking point at which

the symmetry of insulating material around ∂BR breaks, is in fact proportional to the volume

of BR, instead of the perimeter of BR.

The following corollary of Theorem 1.3 gives another way of understanding the limit of
mλm as m → ∞.

Corollary 5.7.

lim
m→∞

mλm(BR) =
P 2(BR)

|BR|
. (5.24)

Proof. As m → ∞,
√

λmR → 0. Then from the fact that

lim
t→0

tJ ′
s(t)

Js(t)
= s,

(5.22) implies

limm→∞mλm(BR)− n−1
R

P (BR)

(1− n
2 )R

−
n

2 +R−
n

2
n
2

R1−n

2 = P (BR)

This implies (5.24). �

6. stability of BR for m > m0 in the eigenvalue problem

In this section, we will prove that when n = 2, BR is a stable solution to λm(·) for any

m > m0, where m0 =
2πR2

µ2(B1)
≈ 2π

3.39
R2 is the symmetry breaking number for BR, due to

Corollary 5.5.
Before proving this, we need the following lemma on Bessel functions.

Lemma 6.1. For a fixed t ∈ (0, j′1), where j′1 is the first zero of J ′
1, we have

d

ds

(

Js(t)

tJ ′
s(t)

)

< 0.
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Proof. Using properties of Bessel functions, we have

Js(t)

tJ ′
s(t)

=
Js(t)

t
(

−Js+1 +
sJs(t)

t

) =
1

−tJs+1(t)
Js(t)

+ s
.

By [35, Theorem 2],

t
d

ds

(

Js(t)

Js+1(t)

)

≥ 2.

Hence fixing t ∈ (0, j′1),
Js(t)

Js+1(t)
is a strictly increasing function with respect to s, and hence

Js(t)

tJ ′
s(t)

is a strictly decreasing function with respect to s. �

Now we prove can finish the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 6.2. Let n = 2, then BR is stable to λm(·) for any m > m0.

Proof. Let Ft be the volume-preserving map generated by a smooth vector field η, and let
ζ = η · ν on ∂BR. Using previous notations, recall that we have proved in Lemma 5.3 the
following second variation formula

1

2
λ

′′

m(0) =

∫

∂BR

(urrvζ + urrurζ
2)dσ +

1

m

∫

∂BR

u2dσ

∫

∂BR

(

|∇∂BR
u|2 − n− 1

R2
ζ2
)

dσ.

(6.1)

Given such ζ, by the proof of Theorem 1.3, there is a solution w to (5.13). As in the proof,
w is actually obtained as v +Cu for some constant C. Also, since λm(BR) < µ2(BR) as m
large, such solution w is unique. From (6.1), and since (3.3)1 and u is radial, we have

1

2
λ

′′

m(0) =

∫

∂BR

(urrwζ + urrurζ
2)dσ +

1

m

∫

∂BR

u2dσ

∫

∂BR

(

|∇∂BR
u|2 − n− 1

R2
ζ2
)

dσ.

(6.2)

Again by (3.3)1, we may write the Fourier series of ζ on ∂BR as

ζ =
∑

s≥1

(cs cos sθ + ds sin sθ). (6.3)

Hence from the equation of w, and by writing w in terms of polar form, similarly as before
we can obtain

w(r, θ) =− urr(R)
∑

s≥1

Js(
√
λmr)√

λmJ ′
s(
√
λmr)

(cs cos sθ + ds sin sθ)

=u(R)
∑

s≥1

mλm − 2π

m
√
λmJ ′

s(
√
λmR)

Js(
√

λmr)(cs cos sθ + ds sin sθ),

where the last equality is from (5.18). Substituting w given by the above, ur(R) =
−2πRu(R)/m, urr(R) given by (5.18) and ζ given by (6.3) into the second variation formula
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(6.2), direct computation yields

1

2
λ

′′

m(0) =
R

m
(
2π

m
− λm)πu2(R)

∑

s≥1

fs(c
2
s + d2s)

+
1

m

∫

∂BR

u2dσ

∫

∂BR

(

|∇∂BR
u|2 − n− 1

R2
ζ2
)

dσ,

where

fs =
mλm − 2π

(
√
λmR)J ′

s(
√
λmR)

Js(
√

λmR)− 2π. (6.4)

Note that fs = 0 for s = 1, which is exactly (5.22) for n = 2. Hence from here and by

Lemma 6.1, we have that when m > m0 and s ≥ 2, fs < f1 = 0. Since
2π

m
− λm < 0 when

m > m0, due to (1.9) in two dimensions and the fact that mλm is strictly increasing, we

therefore have that λ
′′

(0) ≥ 0. This really says that BR is stable when m > m0. �

References

[1] E. Acerbi and G. Buttazzo, Reinforcement problems in the calculus of variations, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré
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