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Some isoperimetric inequalities in the plane with radial power weights
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Abstract
We consider the punctured plane with volume density |z|* and perimeter density |z|”.
We show that centred balls are uniquely isoperimetric for indices («, 8) which satisfy the
conditions & — 84+ 1 > 0, a < 28 and «(f + 1) < B2 except in the case o = 8 = 0 which
corresponds to the classical isoperimetric inequality.
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1 Introduction

For a € R the weighted volume measure V, := |2|*.#? is defined on the .#2-measurable sets in
RZ := R?\ {0}. For 3 € R the weighted perimeter of a set of locally finite perimeter E in R3 is
defined by

Ps(E) = /]R |z|? d|Dx | € [0,00]. (1.1)
We study minimisel(js for the weighted isoperimetric problem

I(v) :=inf {Pg (E) : E is a set with locally finite perimeter in R3 and V,,(F) = v} (1.2)
for v > 0. Let us introduce the parameter set P given by

P = {(a,ﬂ) ER?:a—f+1>0,a<28and a(f+1) < 52}. (1.3)
Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let (o, 5) € P\{(0,0)} and let v > 0. Then the centred ball is a unique minimiser
for the problem up to equivalence.

This result may be formulated alternatively. For (o, 8) € P\ {(0,0)},
Ps(E)*2 > (21)* A+ (a 4 2)P TV, (E)PH (1.4)

for any set of locally finite perimeter £ in R3 with finite weighted volume and equality holds if
and only if E is equivalent to a centred ball.

This result has been formulated in [I5] Conjecture 4.22 and [2] Conjecture 5.1. It arises from
stability considerations as in [29] Conjecture 3.12 (but see also [25]). The result has been proved
amongst convex competitors in [I6] and [I7] Theorem 3.1. It is proved in part in [2] Theorem
1.1; in particular, for indices («, ) satisfying « — 8+ 1 > 0 as well as « < 0 < 8 < 1/3 or
a more complicated condition with § > 1/3. In [II] Theorem 1.3 the result is proved in the
régime a« — B+ 1 > 0 and a < 28 < 0. Apart from its intrinsic interest another motivation
to study this inequality is its application in the theory of Sobolev spaces. In [2] the weighted
isoperimetric inequality is used to obtain the best constant in a corresponding Caffarelli-Kohn-
Nirenberg inequality (see [2] Theorem 8.3 or [I1] for example).

Let us mention some related results. Centred balls are isoperimetric in case « — 8+ 1 < 0 and
a+ 2> 0 as shown in [I5] Proposition 4.21 (see also [20] Example 3.5 (4)). In [I3] Theorem 3.16
it is shown that discs tangent to the origin are isoperimetric in the case a = 8 > 0. In contrast,
isoperimetric minimisers do not exist if —2 < a < 0 and a = § according to [I0] Proposition
4.2. If p < a <28 and B > 0 then pinched circles through the origin are isoperimetric. This is
contained in [I5] Proposition 4.21. The case 8 > 1 and o = 0 is treated in [6] Theorem 2.1. A
similar isoperimetric problem but with additional constraints is discussed in the case a = 0 and
B < 0in [I2] Theorem 3. We refer to Figure
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Figure 1: In the region between the solid lines and curve centred balls are isoperimetric (see
Theorem and [15], [20]). The solid curve is given by a(8 + 1) — 3% = 0 with 8 > 0. Balls
tangent to the origin are isoperimetric on the dotted line (see [I3] Theorem 3.16). In the region
between the dotted and dashed lines pinched circles through the origin are isoperimetric (see [15]
Proposition 4.21). For the region between the solid curve and dotted line see [I5] Conjecture 4.22.

2 Outline of the argument

Let us give the bones of the argument.

Select a minimiser £ of . Then E is essentially bounded. Existence and boundedness is
guaranteed in Corollary [6.12] Replace E by its spherical cap symmetral E¢. This is also a
minimiser because the perimeter and volume densities are radial. By choosing a suitable #2-
version of the set £°¢ we can arrange that its topological boundary is well-behaved in a measure-
theoretic sense. Call this version E. It has analytic boundary M in R2. So we may choose E to be
open, bounded, spherical cap symmetric and with analytic boundary relative to R3. The altered
minimiser E is related to the original minimiser E via the relation Lz = Lg a.e. on (0,00). Here,
Lg(t) stands for the s#!-measure of the trace of E on the centred circle with radius ¢ > 0 (and
likewise for E) These facts are contained in Theorem

Let n stand for the inner unit normal vector field along M. Choose a tangent vector t in such
a way that the pair {¢,n} is positively oriented. The angle o stands for the angle between the
position vector x and the tangent vector ¢ measured in an anticlockwise direction (as in Figure .
Define the set 2 to be the collection of radii for which the centred circle with this radius meets the
boundary curve M transversally. This set is open in (0,00). The heart of the demonstration is to
show that € is empty. In other words centred circles meet the boundary M tangentially if at all.
This result is contained in Theorem We shall say more about this shortly. With this result
in hand we may deduce that F is a finite union of centred annuli. This leads to the fact that £
is a centred ball. The proof of uniqueness exploits the a.e. relation Lz = Lg mentioned above.

Let us say a little more about how to show that 2 is empty. Suppose for a contradiction that
Q # (). The function u at a point 7 in § is defined to be the sine of the angle o introduced above.
This function is continuously differentiable on €2 and there exists a real constant A such that

1
u' + 1, + Ao P =0 (2.1)
T

on Q. This last is a reformulation of the constant generalised (mean) curvature condition; that is,
constancy of the expression

Tﬁ_a{k + gu}



Figure 2: The inner unit normal along the boundary of E is denoted n. The tangent vector ¢ is
chosen in such a way that the pair {¢,n} is positively oriented. The angle ¢ stands for the angle
between the position vector z and the tangent vector ¢ measured in an anticlockwise direction.

along M. The curvature k of M as a function of the radial variable 7 is given by the expression
k= %(T’U,)/ . This means that the curve M can be reconstructed from the function « up to rotation
around the origin. In fact the angular variable admits an explicit integral representation. Suppose
that (a,b) is a maximal connected component of 2. Then the angular variable of a point with
polar coordinates (7,6) on M is given by

dt

b u
:eu(b)+/ =1

on (a,b). The angle integral is a hyper-elliptic integral in case the indices o and  are integral.

Ou

Suppose that the left-hand end-point a is positive. The cosine of ¢ vanishes at the end-points a
and b. So u takes values +1 there. Suppose first of all that —u(a) = u(b) = 1 (see Figure [2).
Then 6, (a) € (0,7] by Corollary and in fact in (0,7). As the sine of o is —1 at this point
the curvature is —1/a; but this conflicts with the curvature obtained from the generalised (mean)
curvature equation. Now suppose that u(a) = u(b) = 1. Then 6,(a) > m (Corollary [0.11)); again a
contradiction. We turn to the case a = 0. Then the weighted perimeter of E relative to the closed
centred ball with radius b exceeds that of the centred ball with the same weighted volume. This
result is contained in . This involves a delicate beta function inequality in Theorem m
We refer to the proof of Theorem for a discussion of the remaining boundary conditions. We
have mentioned two inequalities involving the angle integral. Let us supply a little more detail.

Consider once more the boundary condition —u(a) = u(b) = 1. The angle integral can be expressed
in terms of the distribution function pi, of tu with respect to the measure p on (0,00) with
infinitessimal element (1/7)d7; to be more explicit p, (t) = p({u > t}). In detail,

R A R R e

after a change in the order of integration. We aim to show that the right-hand side is strictly
negative. This entails that 6,(a) € (0,7] as mentioned in the last paragraph. The difference
between the distribution functions can be expressed in terms of their derivatives

—{uu(t) - u—u(t)} = /(t ; [ML - u’_u] ds.

By the coarea formula

1 ds° 1 dx°
O M B

/ !
u=t} u T u=—t} u T

Let us imagine for a moment that ¢ = 1 so that {u = %t} coincides with the point b respectively
a. Then this becomes

/’L;(l) - :u/—u(l) = _bu’(b) au’(a)



As can be seen from the ODE in (2.1)) the derivative of u can be expressed in terms of A, v and
7. We thus require

1 1 1 1
 bu/(b) + av'(a)  B+1+ A + B+1—XaY

<0

where v = a — 8+ 1. The multiplier A depends explicitly on the end-points a and b as well
as the parameters o and 8. This results in an algebraic inequality. The necessary inequality is
established in Proposition Now suppose that ¢ € (0,1); that is, u takes the values —t and +¢
at the end-points of the interval {|u| < t}. The scaled function u/t has boundary values +1 and
satisfies an ODE similar to but with a scaled A. Strict negativity of p/,(t) — u’_,(t) follows
as just described.

Now let us turn to the boundary condition u(a) = u(b) = 1 with again 0 < a < b < co. In this
case we consider the reciprocal w := 1/u of u. This satisfies the Riccati equation

ﬁ 1
—Ww
T

w' + A Puw? =
as can be seen from (2.1) but with boundary conditions w(a) = w(b) = 1. Likewise the angle

integral is

o (q) — b1 dt
0= [ FEr

Expressed in terms of the distribution function we arrive at a formulation that differs from the
above

HU(b) -

/bldf_w_/”{ P I —"
“ /7,11}2_17_ - 1 M Mwo (t2—1)3/2 .

We establish the differential inequality —u;, > o(t, j1y) Where equality —pu;, = o(t, fiw,) pertains
for the distribution function associated to the case a = = 0 and corresponds to a semicircle
through the points (—a,0) and (b,0). This differential inequality entails that p,, < ., and the
angle integral in the last displayed equation exceeds w. This results in the contradiction that
0, (a) > 7 as mentioned above.

Let us give some indication as how to obtain the last-mentioned differential inequality. Again by
the coarea formula

*NI (t)+p/ (t)—/ 1d‘%ﬂ0/ LL‘%}
v o (w=ty W] T {womt} WO T

Let us imagine that ¢t = 1. Then this becomes

1 1 1 1

b (b) + aw’(a) + bwi(d)  awj(a)

—Hap (1) + pay, (1) =

As before the multiplier A depends explicitly on the end-points a and b as well as the parameters «
and B. This results in an algebraic inequality. The necessary inequality is established in Theorem
and is somewhat involved. Now suppose that ¢ € (0,1); that is, w takes the value ¢ at the
end-points of the interval {w > t}. The scaled function w/t has boundary value 1 on an interval
contained inside (a,b) and satisfies a Riccati equation there but with a scaled A. The above
argument leads to the inequality piy, () < fia, (t)-

Finally, we mention that Sections contain some preliminary material that is needed in the
proofs of existence and boundedness contained in Section [6}



Figure 3: The diagram on the left gives an illustration of the boundary condition —u(a) = u(b) = 1;
that on the right illustrates the boundary condition u(a) = u(b) = 1.

3 A tangential Vol’pert Theorem

The main result of this Section is a tangential Vol’pert theorem given in Theorem [3.9] This result
appears in [9] Theorem 3.7. This last is couched in the language of integer multiplicity rectifiable
currents. We prefer to work here in the framework of sets of locally finite perimeter. The proof is
an adaptation of the approach in [5] Theorem 2.4.

Variation on the sphere. The focus of this subsection is a De Giorgi rectifiability theorem on the
circle (cf. [3] Theorem 3.59). We use the notation S! to stand for the sphere in R? with centre
at the origin and radius 7 > 0. We often drop the superscript; S stands for the unit sphere.
The induced Riemannian metric on S will be denoted by (-, -)s and the tangential gradient and
divergence by Vg and divg (see [3] Section 7.3 for example). Let €2 be an open set in S. For
u € LY(Q, 1) define its variation on the sphere by

Vs (u, Q) := sup {/udivS,X At X € CHORY), X0 < 1} € [0, ). (3.1)
S

We say that u has bounded variation on the sphere if u € L' (2, 7#!) and Vz(u, ) < oo and write
u e BVg(Q)

Fix 2 € R2. The projection

(rv)(z) = m(x)v ;:{ . |72 (v, x) @ Eiig

maps the vector v € R? onto the subspace z+ perpendicular to z. Note that 7 is symmetric in
the sense that ((7v)(z),w) = (v, (rw)(z)) for any v, w € R2.

Lemma 3.1. Let Q be an open set in S. Then
(i) the functional u — Vs(u, Q) is lower semicontinuous with respect to convergence in L* (2, 51).
Assume that u € BVg(Q). Then

(ii) there exists a unique R?-valued finite Radon measure Dsu on §) such that
/ udivg X d#t = — / (X, dDsu)s for any X € CL(Q,R?)
Q Q

and |Dsu|(Q) = Vs(u, Q);
(iii) Dsu = Vsu ' and |Dsu| = |Vsu| #1 for u € C1(Q) N BVs(Q).



Proof. (i) follows from [3] Remark 3.5 while () is a consequence of Riesz’s Theorem (see [3]
Theorem 1.54). O

Recall that the set E has locally finite perimeter in R2 if g belongs to BVio.(R3). The reduced
boundary # E of E is defined by

. Dxp(B(z,p)) . . _, E
FE :=<x¢csupp|lD cvp(x) i=lim ————""" exists in R® and |v"(2)| =1
{ pp|Dx el : ve(x) e D 5] (B ) [v™ ()] }

as in for example [3] Definition 3.54. Note that # F is a Borel set and the map vy : FE — S is
Borel (cf. [3] Theorem 2.22).

Lemma 3.2. Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in R3. Assume that E is scale invariant;
that is, \EE = E for each A\ > 0. Then

(i) FE is scale-invariant;
(ii) ve(z) = vg(Azx) forx € FE and A > 0;
(iii) ve(x) L x for each x € FE.
Proof. (i) A scaling argument gives
Dxg(B(Ax,\r)) = ADxg(B(z,r)) and |Dxg|(B(Az, Ar)) = A\|Dxg|(B(z,r))

for x € RZ and 0 < r < |z|. This leads to the first claim. The considerations in (i) entail (). (iii)
Let ¢ € C1((0,00)) and 3 € C(S) and define a C} vector field on R3 by X () := ¢(7)1)(w)w for
xr = 7w € RZ. Then

— | lw,ve)dA = /

FE E

div X dx :/ %(Tgb)’d)dx = /S/oo xe(1¢) drip dA* =0
E 0

upon converting to polar coordinates. The function S — R;w — (vg(w),w) is Borel. By Lusin’s
Theorem (cf. [3] Theorem 1.45) we derive

/ dlw,vp)dA' =0
FEN{(-,vg)>0}

from which we infer that the set ZE N {(-,vg) > 0} is an ' -null set. We arrive at a similar
conclusion with the inequality reversed. The result follows. O

For a Borel set E in R3 and 7 > 0 the 7-section of E is defined by E, := {z € E : |z| = 7}. For a
real-valued Borel function u on R3 define u, to be the restriction of u to S..

Proposition 3.3. Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in R3 and let g : R3 — [0,00] be a
Borel function. Then

oo
/ glvg| doat :/ / gdA° dr
ZE o J(ZE),

where vy, = mvg stands for the tangential component of the inner unit normal vector vg.

Proof. Define f: RZ — (0,00) via z + |z|. Let 2 € RZ and M be a line through = perpendicular
to the unit vector v. Then

CrdM f, = (mv)(x). (3.2)

The result follows by the coarea formula [3] Theorem 2.93 and (2.72). O



An s#'-measurable set F in ) is said to have finite perimeter in Q if g € BVg(Q). The reduced
boundary FsFE of E consists of the set of points z € supp|Dsxg| N2 such that

) ety DXL
BN 000 | Dsxe|(By(x))

exists in R? and has unit length. We may now state and prove a De Giorgi rectifiability theorem
on the circle (cf. [3] Theorem 3.59).

Theorem 3.4. Let € be an open set in S and E a set of finite perimeter in Q). Then
Dsxg = V%L%"OI_BZSE and |Dsxp| = #° L FsE.

Proof. Let
Q:={zeR2:z/|z| €}

be the cone over {2 and define E likewise. Let X € C! ((NZ, R?). We first establish the identity
/~ X div X dz = / / X div(r [X o IT} )dA" dr (3.3)
Q 0o Ja

where I (z) = 7z is the homothety with scale factor 7. It is apparent from this identity that E

is a set of locally finite perimeter in Q because F is a set of finite perimeter in 2. We decompose
X =7X+ (I —7)X and note that (I —7)X = ¢w where ¢(z) = (X,w) and w = z/|z|. Converting
to polar coordinates,

/NXEdiVXdZ‘Z/NXEdiVT('XdJ}—‘r/NXEdiV(I—ﬂ')Xdl‘
Q Q Q
_ / /~ Xpdiv(rX) dAt dr + / 5 / 0, (1¢) dr dA"
0o Ja, Q 0

:/ /~ XEdiv(wX)dﬁfldT:/ /XEdiV(W{XoIT])djfldT
0 Qr 0 Q

using the fact that div(l — )X = 7729, (7¢) and div(7X o I7)(x) = 7div(7X)(72). This estab-
lishes (3.3)).

Let ¢ € C1((0,00)). Let Y be an R2-valued vector field defined on € which is of class C! with
compact support and which is tangential to S. Define X € Cl(Q R?) by X (z) := ¢(1)Y (w) for

2 = 71w € Q. The set E is scale-invariant. So |Tvg| =1 on ﬁE by Lemma which implies in
turn that |1/%| = 1. By Proposition the left-hand side of (3.3) may be ertten

/~XﬁdiVXd:E:—/ (X, vp)ydAt = / / (X,vp)dA" dr
Q Z (ZE),

_ / é / 5, ovelartar (3.4)

The right-hand side of (3.3) may be expressed

/ / i div(n[X o 17 dot dr = - / /Xof dDsxg)s dr
__/ ¢/ (Y,dDsxg)s dr (3.5)

by Lemma On combining (3.4)) and ( using we may equate

/ o <Y,VE>d<}f0dT:/ ¢/<Y,dDSXE>SdT
0 (FE), 0 Q



which leads in turn to the identity

/ (Vi) d® = / (Y, dDsz)s.
(FE) Q

From the uniqueness property in Riesz’s Theorem (cf. [3] Theorem 1.54) we deduce that Dsxg =
v (FE);. We derive that FE = (FE); and v§, = vz there. This concludes the proof. [

Spherical variation. Let © be an open set in RZ. The spherical variation of u € L (Q) on A CC Q
is defined by

V., (u, A) := sup {/ udiv(rX)dr: X € CHA,R?) and || X||oo < 1} < 0.
A

Lemma 3.5. Let Q be an open set in R3. Then

(i) the functional u — V,,(u, A) is lower semicontinuous with respect to convergence in Li. .(§2)
for each A CC Q.

Assume that u € BVioe(2). Then
(ii) there exists a unique R?-valued Radon measure Dyu such that

/ udiv(rX)de = — / (X, dDyu) for any X € C(Q,R?)
Q Q

and |Dy,u|(2) = V,(u, Q);

(iii) Dyu = (wp) |Du| and |Dyu| = |wp||Du| where Du = p|Du| is the polar decomposition of
Du with p a unique S-valued function in L*(, |Dul)?;

(iv) Dyu = V,uL? and |Dyu| = |Vyu| L2 for u € CH(Q) N BV (Q) where V, = V.

Proof. (i) and (i) follow from [3] Remark 3.5 and Riesz’s Theorem (cf. [3] Theorem 1.54). The
fact that u belongs to the class BVy,.(Q) leads to (i) and (iv). O

Lemma 3.6. Let Q be an open set in R3. Let u € BV () and U CC Q open. Let (¢c)eso be a
family of mollifiers on R? as in [3] Section 2.1. Then V,(ux* ¢.) = m(Dux* ;) on U for small
e>0.

Proof. Let 0 < ¢ < dist(U,09). Let X € C}(Q,R?) with suppX C U. We use the fact that
div(pe *mX) = e *div(mX) on Q. Note that the restriction of u * ¢, to U belongs to BV(U). By
symmetry of 7, Lemma [3.5| and the convolution identity [3] (2.3),

—/(Vw(u*gas),)de:/(u*gog)divdew:/u(divwX*gps)dx
U U Q

z/udiv(apa*wX)dx:—/<<p€>|<7rX, dDu)
Q Q

:—/<7r(<p€*Du)7X>dx.
U

The result now follows by the fundamental lemma of the calculus of variations and smoothness of
the mollified functions. O

Proposition 3.7. Let Q2 be an open set in R3. Let u € BV(Q) and U CC Q open with the property
that |Du|(0U) = 0. Then

| Dul(U) = lim | Doy (u 2 ) [(U)

where (¢c)eso 8 a family of mollifiers.



Proof. By lower semicontinuity of the spherical variation (Lemma [3.5),
|Dyu|(U) < limﬁ)nf |Dyue|(U).
€.

The bulk of the proof is dedicated to the reverse inequality. Let 0 < ¢ < dist(U, 9€2). By Lemma
Lemma [3.6] and Fubini’s theorem,

|Dwu€|(U):/U\Vw(u*gogﬂdx:/U|7r(Du>kgoE)|d;v

S/U/Qﬁps(x—y)|7T(£U)P(y)\d\Du|(y)dx:/Q/Ugog(x—y)|7r(x)p(y)|dxd|Du|(y)

for small € > 0. Denoting the integrand by ¢. we may write the right-hand side of the last identity
a

S
/¢Ed|Du|:/ ¢ad\Du|+/ . d|Dul
Q U o\T

in virtue of the fact that |Du|(0U) = 0 by assumption. The mapping x — m(x)v is continuous on
R2 for any v € R?. So for y € Q,

{Iﬂ(y)p(y)l if yel,

limo-(v) =1 o if yeQ\T.

By the dominated convergence theorem,

limsup | Dot |(U) < / imp| d|Du| = | Dul(U)
U

el0

by Lemma [3.5] That is, the reverse inequality does indeed hold. O

The next proposition is the spherical variation counterpart to [3] Proposition 3.103.

Proposition 3.8. Let Q be an open set in R2 and u € BVioe(Q). Then u, € BVg_(Q,) for a.e.
>0 and

Vw(u,Q):/ Vs, (ur, Q) dr.
0

Proof. First note that equality holds for u € C*(Q)NBV(Q2). Indeed by Lemma (iv), switching
to polar coordinates and Lemma [3.1] (ii),

|Dwu|(Q):/ |un|d3::/ / Vou|dA dr
Q 0 Q.
:/ / |VgTuT|d%1dT:/ Vs, (ur, Q) dr (3.6)
0o JQ, 0

as required.

By converting to polar coordinates it can be seen that u, € L*(Q,, 5#1) for a.e. 7> 0. For small
t > 0 put

Q= {x € Q: |z| < 1/t and dist(x, 09Q) > t}.

It holds that |Du|(99!) = 0 for all but countably many ¢ > 0 as |Du| is a Radon measure on .
For € > 0 small,

) lu* pe —u|de = / [l (u* pe)r — uT”Ll((Q”)T) dr
Ot 0



upon converting to polar coordinates and the left-hand side converges to zero in the limit € | 0
by a standard property of mollification. So there exists a subsequence e, | 0 such that with
vp = u* @, € C(Q),

(vn)r — ur in LY(QY),, A1) for ae. T > 0.

By lower semicontinuity Lemma Fatou’s lemma, (3.6) and Proposition

AM@WMWMMslm@mM%WwMW”}M

h—o0

< liminf Vs, ((vn)r, (0)7) dr
h—o0 0

= liminf | D,vp,|(Q") = |Dyu|(Q") <V, (u, Q).
h— 00
By the monotone convergence theorem,
(o)
/ ‘/ST(U‘MQT) dr < Vw(u7Q)
0

so that u, € BVg_(Q2;) for a.e. 7> 0.
As for the reverse inequality, let X € C!(,R?) with || X |« < 1. In polar coordinates

/ wdiv(rX) dx = / urdivg (7X) dA" dr < Vs, (ur, Q) dr
Q () JO, p(©)
recalling (3.1). Taking the supremum yields the reverse inequality. O

Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in RZ. In line with Lemma (i),
Dyxp = Ve LFE and |D,xg| = Ve #' L FE, (3.7)

where we write 1% = mvg as before. With the foregoing preparation we arrive at the main theorem
of this Section. It is a tangential counterpart to [5] Theorem 2.4.

Theorem 3.9. Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in R3. Then for a.e. 7 >0,
(i) E. is a set of finite perimeter in S;;
(ii) H#°(Fs, E;A(FE),)=0.

Proof. (i) This follows from Proposition (#) By this last as well as Lemma and Lemma

wmmmwuamfﬂ@mmAMMAﬂ%mmm»m (3.8)

for any relatively compact open set { contained in R2. Let A stand for the open centred annulus
with radii 0 < r < R < co. Put

M= {B C A: Bis a Borel set and |D,xg|(B) = / |D§TXET‘(BT)dT}.
0

By (3.8) the collection .# contains all open sets in A; it also has the properties
(a) (Bn)hen C A, Byt B= B € M;
(b) B, B, BUB' ¢ # = BNB €./,

10



(c) Be #/ = A\Be #.

M therefore coincides with the o-algebra of Borel sets in A by [3] Remark 1.9. This entails that
the identity in (3.8)) holds for each relatively compact Borel set B in R3.

Let B be a relatively compact Borel set in RZ. By Proposition (3.7), the last observation, and
Theorem

o0
/ / X5 dAO dr = / xB|v2| dA* = |Dyxs|(B)
o J(zE). FE

:/ |DSTXET|(BT)dT:/ / x5 dA° dr.
0 0o Jo E,

Let & be a countable base for the o-algebra of Borel sets in S. Fix G € ¢ and any Borel set
I C (0,00). This last identity holds with B = {rw : 7 € I and w € G}. We derive that

/ XGofl/defO:/ XGoII/Td%O (3.9)
(‘QE)T g&'E"'

for a.e. 7 > 0. Identity (3.9) therefore holds for every Borel set G in S for a.e. 7 in (0, 00). Item
(ii) now follows. O

4 A radial Vol’pert Theorem

The goal of this Section is to prove a radial Vol'pert theorem in Theorem [£.5} there are similarities
with the previous Section. For x € R2 and v € R? set (7v)(z) := (v,w)w where w = x/|z|. That
is, (7v)(z) stands for the radial component of v at the point z. Let Q be a relatively compact
open set in R3. The radial variation of u € L!(Q) is defined by

Viaa(u, Q) := sup{/ udiv(r 7 X)dr: X € CHQ,R?) and || X||oo < 1}.
Q

Lemma 4.1. Let Q be a relatively compact open set in R3. Then
(i) the functional u — Viaa(u, Q) is lower semicontinuous with respect to convergence in L*(S).
Let uw € BV(Q). Then

(ii) there exists a unique R2-valued Radon measure Dyyqu on Q such that
/ uwdiv(r 7 X) de = — / (X, dDyaqu)
Q Q
for any X € CX(Q,R?) and |Draqu|(Q) = Viaa(u, Q);

(iti) Draau = %(70)|Du| and |Dyaqu| = (1/7)|(0,w)||Du| where Du = p|Dul is the polar decom-
position of Du with p a unique S-valued function in L'(Q, |Dul)?;

(iv) Dipqu = %(&u)‘iﬂ and |Dyaqul = %|5ru|$2 foru e CHQ)NBV(Q).

Proof. (i) follows as in [3] Remark 3.5. (ii) For X € CL(Q,R?) the vector field 717X belongs to
the same class with uniform norm bounded by || X ||co /7min Where rpiy := inf{|z| : x € Q} € (0, 00).
This means that Viaq(u, Q) is finite as u € BV (). The assertion now follows from Riesz’s Theorem
(cf. [3] Theorem 1.54). The fact that u belongs to the class BV(Q2) leads to (iii) and (iv). O
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Proposition 4.2. Let Q be a relatively compact open set in R3 and u € BV(Q). Let U CC Q
open with the property that |Du|(OU) = 0. Then

| Draqul(U) = 1 | Draa(u x ¢2)|(U)

where (pe)eso s a family of mollifiers.
Proof. By the lower semicontinuity of the radial variation in Lemma
| Dyaqul|(U) < lim&)nf | Dyad (u * 02)|(U).

As for the reverse inequality let us first choose 0 < e < dist(U, 92). By Lemma

| Dy (5 ) |(U) = /U ﬁw(uwe),wwz.

As u e BV(Q),
x . x
(Vs o) @) = [ (Vo) =), ryuto)dy == [ div, (el =) 5 Jutw) dy
Q || Q |z
x x
= [{oela =975 dDu) = [ (oo =) o) diDul
0 || Q ||
and so
x
[V (u @e)(2),w)| < /Qsoe(x - -)\(m» o) d|Du]
Inserting this estimate into the above equality and using Tonelli’s Theorem leads to
1 x
Desalwx ) < [ o [ pula =l o) dlDul da
vzl Jo ||

1 x
:/Q/Um@es(x_')|<H7Q>|d$d\Du\ =/Q¢ed|Du|

in an obvious notation. We may write the last expression as

/¢€d|Du|:/ gbgd\DuH—/ ~ ¢e d|Dul
Q U O\T

in virtue of the fact that |Du|(0U) = 0 by assumption. For y € Q\ 9U,

Wil ifyelU
lim ¢, (y) = il o)l ifyel, B

By the dominated convergence theorem,

. 1
imasup Drsa (1% 92)|(0) < [ 214w, )l dlDul = | Desa| V).
€ U

This proves the result. O

For a Borel set £ in R and w € S the w-section of E is defined to be the intersection of E with
the open ray (0, co)w in direction w. The notation u,, refers to the restriction of the function u to
(0, 00)w.

Proposition 4.3. Let Q be a relatively compact open set in R2 and uw € BV(Q). Then u,, €
BV(Qy,) for a.e. w e S and

Via(u, Q) = /S V (e, Q) dA. (4.1)

12



Proof. Let u € C}(2). By Lemma

1
Vrad(u,Q):|Dradu|(Q):/ ;\8Tu|dm:// \8Tu\d7-d%1:/v(uw,ﬂw)d%”1 (4.2)
Q S JQu S

upon switching to polar coordinates.

Now let u € BV(Q2). It can be seen that u, € L'(Q,, #) for a.e. w € S by converting to polar
coordinates. For small ¢t > 0 put

Q= {z € Q : dist(x,00) > t}.

It holds that |Dul(9Q!) = 0 for all but countably many ¢ > 0 as |Du]| is a finite measure on .
For € > 0 small,

dx
/ s e —u 2 = / (5 Pe)s — 012 (), A
Qt |33\ S

and the left-hand side converges to zero in the limit € | 0 by a standard property of mollification.
So there exists a subsequence ¢j, | 0 such that with v, = u *x ., € C2(Q),

(Vn)w — Uy, in LY((Q),, ) for ae. wES.

By lower semicontinuity, Fatou’s lemma, (4.2)) and Proposition

/SV(uw,(Qt)w)djfl < /S{limian((vh)w,(Qt)w)} dst < liminf/V((vh)w, Q) drat

h—o0 h—oo Jg

= lim inf Viaq (vn, Q") = Viaa(u, Q") < Viaa(u, Q).
h—o0
By the monotone convergence theorem,

/V(uw»Qw)d%I é erad(an)
S

and this permits us to draw the conclusion that u, € BV(£),) for a.e. w € S.
For the reverse inequality, let X € C(£2,R?) with || Xl < 1. In polar coordinates

/udiv(r‘lﬁX) dw:// ug,r div(r 17 X) dr dot" S/V(uw,ﬂw)djfl
Q S JQ., S

as div(r~'7#X) = r~19,(X,w) which completes the proof after taking the supremum. O

Proposition 4.4. Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in RZ and let g : RE — [0,00] be a
Borel function. Then

/ g<1/r>|<uE,w>|djf1=// g d A0 A
FE S J(FE).

Proof. Define f : R3 — S via x — x/|z|. Let € RZ and M be a line through z in direction v € S.
Then

Jd" fo = (1/r)[{w,v5)].

Now appeal to the generalised area formula [3] Theorem 2.91. O

The following theorem is a Vol’pert-type theorem; see [5] Theorem 2.4.

Theorem 4.5. Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in R3. Then for a.e. w €S,
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(i) E, is a set of locally finite perimeter in (R?),,;
(ii) #°(FELA(FE),)=0.

Proof. (i) This follows from Proposition (i) By Proposition and Lemma [4.1]
Do Xe () = Voale ) = [ Vip)on ) a# ' = [ Dol (43

for any relatively compact open set 2 C R3. Let A stand for the open centred annulus with radii
0<r<R<oo. Put

M= {B C A: B is a Borel set and |Dyaxg|(B /|D XE)w d%ﬂl}

By the collection .# contains all open sets in A; it also has the properties
(a) (Bn)hen C M, Bt B= B € M;
(b) B,B',BUB' € . #/ = BNDB €.#;
(c) Be # = A\Be /.

M therefore coincides with the o-algebra of Borel sets in A by [3] Remark 1.9. This entails that
the identity holds for each relatively compact Borel set B in R3. For such a Borel set B in RZ,

/ / X dA° dA = / (1/r)x5|(ve, @) dH* = | Draaxs|(B)
(ZE)w

/ |D(xE)w|(By) d#t = / / x5 dA° dAt
FE,

by Proposition and the above identity. This leads to (4). O

5 Further preliminary results

In this Section we establish two miscellaneous results for use in the next Section. The first is a
standard result which characterises the image of a set of locally finite perimeter under a proper
C! diffeomorphism. The second result in Lemma describes a weak regularity property of the
boundary of an isoperimetric minimiser. This is used in the proof of the boundedness theorem
Theorem [6.10] It is not as deep as the regularity results treated in [30] or [2I] Part III for example
and we include its proof for completeness.

Lemma 5.1. Let Q and ' be open sets in R and ® : Q — Q' a proper C* diffeomeorphism. Let
E be a set of locally finite perimeter in Q and put F := ®(FE). Then

(i) F is a set of locally finite perimeter in V;
(i) (*F)NQ = P(O*ENN);
(iii) FFNQ is A -equivalent to ®(FENQ).

Proof. Part (i) follows from [3] Theorem 3.16. (ii) We first claim that for each z € E° N Q the
point y := ®(z) belongs to F° N Q. Choose open sets Q] and 5 in Q' with Q) cc Q) cc .
Their inverse images in 2 are denoted 2; and Q3. Let z € ;. Let K stand for the Lipschitz
constant of the restriction of ®~1 to Q5. Then B(y,r) C ®(B(z, Kr)) for r > 0 small. By [3]
Theorem 2.53, the fact that ® is a bijection, and [3] Proposition 2.49,

|F'N B(y,r)| = 2%(F N B(y,r)) < #*FN&B(x,Kr)) = #*@(EN B(x, Kr))
< LPA*(EnN B(z,Kr)) = L*|EN B(x, K1)
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where L stands for the Lipschitz constant of ® restricted to the set ®~1(£%) noting that this latter
set is compactly embedded in Q as the mapping @ is proper. Noting that B(z,r) C ®~1(B(y, Lr))
a similar argument shows that |B(xz,r/L)| < K?|B(y,r)| for r small. This means that

|F' N By, )
[B(y,7)

This proves the claim. This leads to the identity ®(E?) = ®(E)". The observation that E* =
(Q\ E)Y establishes (4). Item (i) follows from Federer’s Theorem [3] Theorem 3.61 and (i). O

2 |EN Bz, K1)
|B(z,r/L)|

+|ENB(z,Kr)|

< (KL) 1Bz, K1)]

= (KL)

Let © be an open set in R?. Given positive locally Lipschitz densities f and g on Q we shall refer
to the variational problem

I(v) := inf {Pg (E) : E is a set of locally finite perimeter in Q and V3 (E) = v} (5.1)

for v > 0. In the next result we establish mild regularity of the boundary of an isoperimetric
minimiser of (5.1]).

Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in Q. According to [21I] Proposition 12.19 there exists a
Borel set F' equivalent to E with the property that the topological boundary 0F NU in ) satisfies
the condition

{xEQ:0<|FﬂB(x,r)ﬂQ|<7rr2 forallr>0}:8FﬁQ. (5.2)

Lemma 5.2. Let  be an open set in R? and assume that f and g are positive locally Lipschitz
densities on Q. Let v > 0 and suppose that the set E is a minimiser of . Assume that E
satisfies the condition in . Then for each x € OF N ) there exists § > 0 and a constant
0 < ¢ < 1/2 such that

|EN B(z,r)]|
c< —mM8M8MM~—
r

<1l-—c foreach0<r<§;
and in particular Y (OENQ\ FE) = 0.

Proof. Let € Q and t > 0 such that B(z,t) CC Q. An adaptation of the argument in [23]
Proposition 3.5 (and [3] Corollary 3.89) leads to the formulae

Py(E) = Py(E, B(,1)) + /8 ( )glxg(“) — XNBED 4 4 Py(E,Q\ B(x,t))  (5.3)
B(x,t

and

Py(ENB(w.0) = PyE B0 + [ g ant, (5.4)
OB(x,t)

Let z € 0E N Q. By [23] Proposition 3.6 there exist constants C' > 0 and ¢ € (0,d(z,99)) with
the following property. For any 0 < r < 6,

Py(E) — Py(F) < C|Vy(E) — V§(F)| (5.5)

where F' is any set with locally finite perimeter in  such that EAF CcC B(z,r). Fix 0 <r <
and choose s with 0 <7 < s <. Put F':= E\ B(z,r). By (.5) and (5.3),

P,(E,B(z,s)) < Py(E\ B(z,r),B(x,s)) + CVy(EN B(z,r))
= P,(E,B(x,s) \ B(z,r)) + / o NBED gt L OVH(E N Bz, 7).

OB (z,r)

15



Upon letting s | r we obtain

FMEB@mﬁg/m PNBED gt L OVH(E N B(x, 7).
OB (z,r)
It follows from this last that

<%meuJ»g/

g{xg(z’” + x%\g(“)} + CVy(EN B(x,r))
OB (z,r)

with the help of (5.4). From Federer’s Theorem ([3] Theorem 3.60) and the tangential Vol’pert-
type theorem (Theorem ,

X2 =\ A -ace. on OB(x,t)

for a.e. t € (0,9) and likewise for x%\g(m). So in fact we may write
P,(EN B(a,)) < 2 (E")) + CVy(EN B(x.1)) (5.6)

for a.e. ¢ in (0, ).

Put m(t) := |E N B(z,t)| for t € (0,6). The function m is absolutely continuous on (0,¢) and
m' = A1 (E*'NOB(x,t)) a.e. on (0,5). Let 0 < ¢ < 1. As both f and g are positive and continuous
on ) we may choose 0 < §; < § such that

(I—o)f(@) < f<(1+c)f(z) and (1 —c)g(x) < g < (1 +c)g(x) on B(z,d).

From ([5.6)) and the classical isoperimetric inequality we obtain

j;+cu+@ﬂm¢m

a.e. on (0,67). This yields the estimate

l—c  Cf(z) ;< | m.
2(14+¢) 8g(xz) — V wt?
on (0,47). This leads to the lower bound in the statement of the Lemma. The upper bound follows

from the fact that the complement Q \ E is a relative isoperimetric minimiser.

The inequality entails that OF N {2 is contained in the essential boundary 0* E N . This implies
the last assertion of the Lemma by Federer’s Theorem (see for example [3] Theorem 3.60). O

Vir(1 —c)g(z) < 2(1 + c)g(x)

6 Existence and boundedness

In this Section we turn to the topic of existence and boundedness of isoperimetric minimisers. We
seek to adapt the existence result contained in [26] Theorem 3.3 in the case of Euclidean space with
density to the two-weighted case with radial volume and perimeter densities f respectively g; and
we supply a variation of the boundedness result in [26] Theorem 5.9. We mention [14] Theorem
1.2 in passing but we do not pursue this approach here. Our results are contained in Theorem
and Theorem [6.10] They extend [I6] and [I7] Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4. We require that
the density relative to the metric ¥ diverges at infinity as in condition (A.4) below. In the case
of radial power weights as considered in this paper this condition fails if o = 28 with 8 < 0. We
then have recourse to [27] Theorem 1.1 (and [8] Corollary 2.4) through a reparametrisation of the
problem.

We begin with this latter result. Let us introduce the index set

P = {(a,ﬁ)ERQ:—2<a§Oanda:2,8}.
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For indices in P~ existence holds as we show shortly. A crucial tool in the proof is the mapping
(6.2). This also plays a rdle in preparing the proof of Theorem so we choose to introduce this
material at an early stage. Towards the end of this Section we show that centred balls are uniquely
isoperimetric in Theorem [6.11

Theorem 6.1. Let (o, 8) € P~ \{0}. Then centred balls are minimisers for the problem up
to equivalence.

We begin with a remark. Choose a pair («, 5) € P~ \ {0}. The angle v € (0,7/2) is characterised
by the relation siny = 8 4 1. Define a (punctured) cone

C=0Cp:= {(x,z)eRng:z:(com)|x|} (6.1)

in R3. The mapping ¢ : R — C;x ~ |x|?(x, (cot y)|z|) has first fundamental form
ds* = |z|*P(dz? + da?)

and is a conformal parametrisation of C. In short, the punctured plane equipped with the confor-
mal metric ds = |z|?|dz| is conformally equivalent to the punctured cone C.

Given an index —1 < 8 < 0 we make use of the bijection

1
B+1

d:RZ = R3; x> |z|P . (6.2)
This is the composition of the map ¢ above with the map denoted f in the proof of [27] Theorem
1.1. Fix z € R3 and consider the vector v = v,w + v,1wT where w and wh are unit vectors, w
lies in direction x and the pair {w,w"} is positively oriented. A calculation gives

d®,v = |x|ﬁ{vww + 2 vawL}

8+1
from which it follows that
|z[*
Jod®, = 6.3
? B+1 (6.3)
and
B 1/2 B
o+Mg |z| 2.2 2.2 < |z|
Jid <I>m—76+1{(ﬁ+1) v, + || va} <331 (6.4)

where M := span{v}.

Proof of Theorem , Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in R3. By and the area
formula ([3] Theorem 2.71 for example), Vo, (E) = (8 + 1)Vo(®(E)). By and the generalised
area formula ([3] Theorem 2.91 for example), P3(E) > (8 + 1)Py(®(E)) with the help of Lemma
It follows that the centred ball is a minimiser for the problem as the inverse of ®
preserves centred circles. O

We now derive an existence and a boundedness theorem for the isoperimetric problem in the two-
weighted situation (namely, Theorems and [6.10). Suppose that f and g are continuous positive
functions defined on (0,00). Put ¢ := /g and ¢ := g?/f on (0,00). Assume that

(A1) [y tfdt < oo;
(A.2) [7tfdt = oo;

(A.3) t"g is non-decreasing for some v € [0,1);
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(A.4) 9 diverges as t — co.

Define continuous positive densities f and g on R3 via
f:R3 = (0,00); 2+ £(|z]) (6.5)

and similarly for g. The weighted f-volume V; := f.%? is defined on the #*-measurable sets in
RZ. The weighted g-perimeter of a set E of locally finite perimeter in R3 is defined by

P,(E) := /R gdlDxe| € 0,00]. (6.6)

We refer to the isoperimetric problem (5.1]) for v > 0. We require a number of preparatory results
before we reach the existence theorem.

Lemma 6.2. Let Q be an open set in R? and g a positive continuous function on 0. Let (up)nen
be a sequence of functions in BVio(2) which converge to u € LL (Q) in L _(Q). Assume that

loc loc

liminf/ gd|Dup| < 0.
h—o0 Q

Then u € BVo.(2) and
/gd|Du| §liminf/gd|Duh\. (6.7)
Q h—o0 Q

Proof. Let A be a relatively compact open set in (2. As g is positive and continuous on ) it is
bounded away from zero on A by a positive constant ¢. By lower semi-continuity of the variation
(see [3] Remark 3.5),

1
V(u, A) <liminf V(up, A) < — liminf/ g d|Duy,)|.
h— o0 C h—oo Jqo

By [3] Proposition 3.6 the limit function u belongs to BVio.(Q). Then gDu is an R%-valued Radon
measure on ). By [3] Remark 1.46 and Proposition 1.47,

lgDul (A) = /A gd|Dul.

By [3] Proposition 3.13 the sequence (up)pen weakly* converges to u on A. In particular, the
finite Radon measures Duj, — Du weakly* on A and as a consequence gDuj, — gDu weakly* on
A as h — co. By [3] Corollary 1.60,

/ gd|Du| = |gDu|(A) < liminf |[gDuy|(A) = liminf/ gd|Duy| < liminf/ g d|Duy,).
The inequality in (6.7 follows from the monotone convergence theorem. O

Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in R3. We write E; := E NS, for the t-section of E for
each t > 0. Define

= Lp(t) = A" ((E):) (6.8)
p(t) = pe(t) = H°(FE)).

By the co-area formula ([3] Theorem 2.93) and the De Giorgi structure theorem ([3] Theorem
3.59) the function p is .Z*-measurable on (0, c0). Note that L does not depend on the .#2-version
of E.
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Let B(t) stand for the open centred ball in R?* with radius ¢ > 0; the closed centred ball is denoted
B(t). Sometimes we simply write B for shortness. Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in R3.
Let us define

Vi(t) == Vi(ENRG\ B(t));
Py(2) 1:/ ~ gd|Dxgl;
RZ\B(t)

for ¢ > 0. In this notation, V¢(0) = V¢(E) and Py(0) = Py(E). If f = g =1 we add a subscript
in the form Vj and Fp.

Lemma 6.3. Let £ be a positive continuous function on (0, 00) which satisfies the conditions (A.1)-
(A.2) and define f as in . Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in R3 with V§(E) < oo.
Then

Po(B,R3\ B(t)) = L(t)
for each t > 0.

Proof. Let us fix t > 0 and write B instead of B(t) for shortness. We may assume that E has
finite perimeter relative to R3 \ B. Let us first note that .# E is countably 1-rectifiable and

Py(E,R2\ B) = ' (FE\ B)

as in [3] Theorem 3.59. The map « : R? \ B — S; defined by = ~ (t/|z|)x is 1-Lipschitz. We
remark in passing that o admits an extension & : R? — S; that is v/2-Lipschitz by [3] Proposition
2.12. By the generalised area formula (cf. [3] Theorem 2.91),

AFE\ BN o~} (w)) A (dw) :/ J1d7Eay, dAt < N (FE\B).

R2 FE\B

Put F := E'\ B. Consider the set A of all points w € S; which satisfy the properties
(a) we (EY)y;
(b) F, is a set of locally finite perimeter in (R?),;
(©) (FF)u =FF;
(d) we FF,.

We argue that A has full 5#'-measure in (E');. First note that the set F is a set of locally finite
perimeter in R3 by [3] Corollary 3.89. By Theoremthe set I, is a set of locally finite perimeter
in (R?),, and the set {w : ZF, = (FF),} has full measure in S; for #'-a.e. w € S;. Note that
if w € (E'); then w € F'/2. By Federer’s Theorem (cf. [3] Theorem 3.61) it follows that (E'); is
contained in the reduced boundary of F apart from at most an .%'-null set. These considerations
entail that the conditions (a)-(d) hold a.e. in (E'),.

Assume for a moment that the set H :== AN{w: ZF, \ {w} = 0} has positive 5!-measure in S;.
For each w in this latter set F,, is equivalent to the ray (1, co)w by [3] Proposition 3.52. We infer
that the truncated cone (1,00)H is contained within F' up to a Lebesgue null set. This truncated
cone and hence E has infinite Vy-volume on appealing to property (A.2) which contradicts our
hypotheses that V;(E) < oco. We conclude from this that AN{w : ZFF,,\{w} # 0} has full measure
in (El)t.

Suppose that w belongs to the set A and FF, \ {w} # 0. By (c), (¥F), \ {w} # 0 and this
implies in turn that w belongs to the range of « restricted to .#E \ B. So

A(FE\BNa~ ! (w) # (dw) > / Xy, A = Lit).
R2 RS

This leads to the result when combined with the above inequality. O
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Lemma 6.4. Let v € [0,1) and £ be a positive continuous function on (0,00) which satisfies the
conditions (A.1)-(A.2) and define f as in . Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in R3
with V§(E) < co. Then

P_y(t) = (|- 17"L)(t)
for each t > 0.
Proof. Let t > 0. By and the generalised area formula (cf. [3] Theorem 2.91),
P_,(t) > (—v+ 1) (®(FE\ B))
= (~v+1)#Y(FO(E)\ ®(B)) = (—v+1)Py(®(E),R3 \ ®(B)) (6.10)

where in the first equality we use the fact that ®(.Z E) is #'-a.e. equivalent to .# ®(E) according
to Lemma The push-forward ®,V,, of V,, under ® is a non-finite Radon measure on R3 with
radial density satisfying (A.1)-(A.2) and ®(E) has finite &4V,,-measure. We make use of Lemma
[6.3] to continue,

P_y(t) > (~v + A (R(E)!) zv) = (|- [TVL)(1)

—v+1

where once more we appeal to Lemma [5.1] This establishes the result. O

Proposition 6.5. Suppose that the positive continuous function g satisfies condition (A.3) and
the positive continuous function £ satisfies conditions (A.1)-(A.2). Let E be a set of locally finite
perimeter in RS with V(E) < co. Assume that P,(t) < oo for each t > 0. Then for each t > 0,

(i) Py(t) > [} gpdr;
(i) Py(t) = (gL)(t);
and
(#ii) the set {L = 2wt} is bounded in (0,00).
Moreover if £ satisfies condition (A.4) then
(iv) there exists T > 0 such that P,(t)* > ¢_(t)V¢(t) for each t > T;

where 1_(t) := ming ) V.

Proof. (i) By Proposition
| ol = [ e FE))ar
ZFE\B ¢

for each ¢t > 0 and the statement follows by the definition in .
(i1) Choose v € [0,1) as in (A.3). By Lemma[6.4]

P,(t) = / (gl dt > tg(t) / el A = tg(H)P_ () > (9L ().
FE\B FE\B

(iii) For t > s > 0 we may write tg(t) = (t*g(t))t!™" with v € [0,1) as in (A.3). In light
of this condition the function tg diverges as ¢ 1 co. Suppose that the set A := {L = 2xt} is
unbounded. By (i), Py(s) > P,(t) > (gL)(t) = 2ntg(t) for each ¢ € A. This contradicts the fact
that Py(s) < oo.

(iv) For each s >t > 0,

00 > Py(s) = Py(t) = (gL)(t) = () (CL)(t)
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by (ii). It follows that (CL)(t) — 0 as t — oo because ¢ diverges according to (A.4). This means
in particular that (L is bounded on [t,00) for each ¢ > 0. Put

M (t) := sup {(gL)(T) DT> t} < 0.

From the above estimate Py(t) > v _(¢t)M(¢).

Let T be an upper bound for the set A according to (i7). Choose t > T. We may assume that
Vi(t) = ftoo fLdr > 0 otherwise the inequality follows immediately. This latter condition entails
that M (t) > 0. This in turn implies that (L/M(t) < 1 on [t,00). Note that p > 1 on {p > 0}.
With the justification supplied by these comments and (i) we may write

o o o0 1 o0
Py(1) Z/ gpdTZ/ X{p>o}gpd72/ X{p>018dT > 7/ X{p>0}¥(CPL) dr
t t t M(t) t

1 & 1 i 1
= 7]\4@)‘/75 X{L>0}deT— 7M(t)/t fLdr = 7M(t) Vf(t).

In the first equality in the second line we make use of the the fact that the sets {p > 0} and
{L > 0} coincide up to a set of measure zero on (T, 00). Let us explain this. Let A signify the set
of t > 0 with the property that both (E'); is a set of finite perimeter in S; and (FE); = Z (E'),.
By Theorem this is a set of full measure in (0,00). For ¢ € A,

L(t) = s ((EY);) and p(t) = H°((FE);) = #°(F(EY),). (6.11)
Moreover,
AN{0< L}N(T,00) = AN{0 < L < 2rt} N (T, 0)

and this last coincides with the set AN {0 < p} N (T, o).

As a last step the product of the estimates in the first and second paragraphs of this section leads
to the result in (iv). O

Theorem 6.6. Suppose that £ and g satisfy (A.1)-(A.4). Then has a minimiser for each
v > 0.

Proof. We adapt the proof of [26] Theorem 3.3 (or [16] Theorem 2.3). Let (Ep,)pen be a minimising
sequence for . By [3] Theorem 3.23 we may assume that the sequence (up)pen converges to a
function u € BV () in LL _(9) where Q := R2 and uy, := xg,. By choosing an a.e. convergent
subsequence we may assume that the limit function u takes the form w = yg for some Borel set

FE in Q. Assume for the moment that

lim sup V¢(E, \ B(R)) = 0. (6.12)
R—o0 peN

By [3] Proposition 1.27 the collection .# := {u;, : h € N} is an equi-integrable subset of L' (€2, V).
By the Dunford-Pettis Theorem ([3] Theorem 1.38 for example) and uniqueness of the weak limit
we may assume that (up)nen converges to u weakly in L (). In particular, V3(E) = v. So E is

a minimiser for the variational problem by Proposition

Let us suppose for a contradiction that the condition does not hold; in particular, there
exists € > 0 such that for each ¢ > 0 there exists h € N with the property that V;(Ej, \ B(t)) > «.
We first remark that there exists 7' > 0 with the property that {L;, = 27t} N (T, 00) = () for each
h € N (in an obvious notation). This is a consequence of the fact that the set {P,(E}) : h € N}
is bounded in R and the estimate in Proposition (ii). Let t > T and choose h as above. By
Proposition [6.5]

Pg(Eh)2 > P_(t)e.

The right-hand side in this inequality diverges as t T co while the left-hand side remains bounded.
This gives a contradiction. We conclude that the condition (6.12)) holds true. O
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Lemma 6.7. Let u be a non-negative function in BViee((0,00)) with u # 0. Then there exists a
good representative U of u with the property that the set {w > 0} is open in (0,00).

Proof. Let @ be a good representative of u (cf. [3] Theorem 3.28). Denote by A the set of atoms
of Du; a countable set as |Du| is a Radon measure. Put

Ay ={te A:u(t—)=0or u(t+) = 0}

and define W; := X(0,00)\ 4, ¥- Then ; is a good representative of @ by [3] Theorem 3.28. Moreover,
the set {@; > 0} is open in (0, c0). O

The next is contained in [9] Lemma 4.1. We include its short proof.
Lemma 6.8. Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in R3. Then L € BVioc((0,00)).

Proof. Let ¢ € C1((0,00)). Then

/Oooqs'(L/t)dt:—/gj 1¢y§dff1.

et

So L/t belongs to BVi,.((0,00)) and likewise L by [3] Proposition 3.2. O

Lemma 6.9. Suppose that the positive continuous functions £ and g on (0,00) satisfy the con-
ditions (A.1)-(A.5). Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in R with V§(E) < oo. Assume
Py(t) < oo for each t > 0. Then for each t > 0 there exists a and b with t < a < b < oo such that
|E N A(a,b)| = 0.

The notation A(a,b) refers to the open annulus with inner radius ¢ and outer radius b.

Proof. First suppose that g = 1. In other words, E is a set of locally finite perimeter in R2 with
finite Vy-measure and Py(t) < oo for each ¢t > 0. Let us decompose (0, 00) into a disjoint union

(0,00) = {L =0}U{0 < L < 2x7} U{L = 277}

By Proposition (#4i) the set {L = 277} is bounded and has finite measure. The set {0 < L <
277} is contained in {p > 0} up to a Lebesgue null set bearing in mind . Moreover the set
{p > 0} has finite measure in (0, 00) thanks to Proposition (i). The upshot of this is that the
set {0 < L < 277} has finite measure. Accordingly the set {L = 0} has infinite measure and so
does {L =0} N (t,00) for any ¢t > 0.

The function L is a nonnegative function in BVie.((0,00)) by the previous Lemma Choose
a good representative L of L as in Lemma Then the set {L > 0} is open. This latter set
is a countable disjoint union of open intervals. Its complement in (0,00) is a countable union of
disjoint closed intervals relative to (0,00). The intersection of this complement with (¢, 00) has
infinite measure for each t > 0. So {L = 0} contains a closed interval [a, ] in (¢,00) with positive
length for any choice of ¢ > 0. It follows that the intersection of the set E with the annulus A(a, b)
has measure zero.

Now suppose that the functions £ and g satisfy the conditions (A.1)-(A.4). Let v € [0,1) and ®
as in (6.2)) with g replaced by —v. By (A.3) and (6.10)),

Py(t) = / _gdA > t7g(t) P, (t) = (—v + 1)t"g(t) Po(P(E), Rg \ ®(B));
FE\B

that is, the set ®(E) has the properties mentioned in the first paragraph of this proof. The set
®(E) has finite ®3V,-measure and this measure has radial density satisfying (A.1)-(A.2). By the

result for the case g = 1 for each ¢ > 0 there exists a and b with t::: < a < b < oo such that
|®(E) N A(a,b))| = 0. As @ preserves centred circles a similar result holds for E. O
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Theorem 6.10. Suppose that £ and g satisfy (A.1)-(A.4). Then for each v > 0 any minimiser

of is bounded.

Proof. Let v > 0 and E be a set of locally finite perimeter in RZ which is a minimiser for
according to Theorem |6.6/ Let us assume that the topological boundary E N R3 of E in R3
enjoys the property in (5.2). Assume for a contradiction that F is not bounded. This means
that Vy(¢) > 0 for each t > 0. Choose a centred open ball By with weighted volume v. So
§:=V§(Bo\E) > 0. In fact § = V;(Bo\ E') = Vi (BoyNE®)+V;(ByNd*E) = Vi (ByNE®) > 0 by
Federer’s Theorem ([3] Theorem 3.61). Assume for a moment that the interior of the set By N E°
is empty. Then By N E° C dE NRZ. To see this consider a point = in By N E°. The complement
of E has density 1 at z as this point belongs to E°. On the other hand if E N B(x, p) is empty for
some p > 0 then By N EY has non-empty interior. This inclusion contradicts Lemma So the
set By N EY has non-empty interior.

The upshot of the argument above is that there exists an open ball By contained in By with the
properties 0 < Vy(B1) <4, |[Bi1NE|=0and 0 € B;. Put

Py(B)?
Vi(B)

n:= sup{ : B is an open ball contained in Bl} < 00.

Bearing in mind property (A.4) as well as Lemma and our hypothesis on the behaviour of
Vr(-) we may choose t > 0 such that

(a) P-(t) >m;

(b) Vi(t) < Vi(Bu);

(c) there exists 6; > 0 such that |A(t — d1,t +01) N E| = 0.

Choose an open ball By in By with Vy(Bz) = V;(t). Define Eq := (EN B(t)) U By. We claim that
P,(E1) < P,;(E). We first note that

P9(32)2 Pg(B2)2
= <n<y_(t) <
ZORERZ IR
by Proposition By [3] Corollary 3.89,

Py(Ey) = Py(EN B(t) + Py(Ba) < Py(EN B(t) + P,(E, >\ B(t)) = Py(E)

Py(E,R*\ B(t))?
Vi (t)

This gives rise to the contradiction that the set F is in fact not a minimiser for ([5.1)). This proves
the theorem. O

The next result is closely related to [27] Theorem 1.1 (and [§] Corollary 2.4) upon parametrising
the cone C' in (6.1) using the map .

Theorem 6.11. Let (o, 8) € P~ \{0}. Then centred balls are unique minimisers for the problem

up to equivalence.

Proof. We prove uniqueness. Let B be the centred open ball with volume V;(E) = V¢(B) = v.
Assume that P3(E) = Pg(B). In this case equality holds in the inequality and v§ = 0
H'-a.e. on FE. From Proposition [3.3] (ZE); is empty for a.e. ¢t > 0. By Theorem 3.9} (E'), is
equivalent to either the empty set @) or S; for a.e. ¢ > 0. Let R stand for the radius of B. Suppose
(E'); is equivalent to S; for some t > R. By Proposition Ps(E) > Ps(t) > (|- |°L)(t) =
2mtPtl > 27 RPHL = Pg(B) as f+1 > 0. This is a contradiction. So in fact (E1); is equivalent to
the empty set for a.e. ¢ > 0. This implies that F is equivalent to B. O
Let us now apply the above existence and boundedness theorems to the case of radial power
weights which are the focus of this paper. We introduce the parameter set

Q::{(a,ﬂ)eR2:—2<aanda§2ﬁifﬁ§00ra<2ﬁifﬁ>0} (6.13)

illustrated in Figure [
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Figure 4: The region Q is enclosed between the solid lines a + 2 = 0 and a — 23 = 0. The region
P is enclosed between the dashed lines and is contained inside Q.

Corollary 6.12. For each (o, 8) € Q the isoperimetric problem has a minimiser for each
v > 0 and any such minimiser is bounded.

Proof. For (a, ) € Q with a < 23 this follows from Theorem [6.6]and Theorem Now consider
a pair of indices («, 8) satisfying o = 28 and —1 < 8 < 0. Then existence and boundedness is a
special case of Theorem The case («,8) = (0,0) corresponds to the classical isoperimetric
inequality. O
The parameter set P is included in the set Q. This is because
2
o= p
B+1

whenever 8 > 0.

< B <2

7 Regularity, spherical cap symmetry and curvature

The isoperimetric problem has a bounded minimiser after Corollaryso long as the indices
(a, B) belong to the parameter set Q. In this Section we collate some symmetry, regularity and
curvature properties of the minimiser. Let us start with spherical cap symmetry and analyticity.
The notion of spherical cap symmetry is discussed in for example [23] Section 4.

Theorem 7.1. Let (o, 8) € Q. Let v > 0 and suppose that E is a bounded minimiser of .
Then there exists an £?-measurable set E in R2 with the properties

(i) E is a minimiser of ;

(ii)) Ly = Lg a.e. on (0,00);
(iii) E is open with analytic boundary in R3;
(i) B = B

Proof. See [23] Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 4.8. A regularity result for manifolds with density is
contained in [24] 3.10. In our case the metric may be degenerate or singular at the origin while
the density relative to the metric may vanish at the origin (admittedly a minor change). Let us
nevertheless demonstrate the analyticity property in (7). Let E be an isoperimetric set. By [23]
Theorem 3.7 the boundary of E is almost minimal and hence M = 9F is of class C'* in R3 by [30]
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Theorem 1.9. Consider a point p € M and assume that the normal to M at p is not parallel to
the zi-axis. There exists an open interval G' not containing the origin and v € C*(G) such that
M is locally the graph of u,

MNnQ={(z1,u(x1)) : z1 € G}

where @ is the vertical strip G x R (making this latter assumption for the sake of simplicity).
Let ¢ € C}(G) and define X € CL(R3,R?) by X (z) = ((z1)d(x2)es for a suitable cut-off function
¢ € C°(R). We may assume that the inner unit normal to JF is given locally by

o
SRR
1+ (u)?
and
M ’U//CI
div¥ X =divX — (vg,D,, X) = —{vg,D,, X) = m

in a neighbourhood of M in ). The Jacobean determinant of the parametrisation ¢ : G —
M;xy — (z1,u(z1)) is Jide = /14 (v/)2. As in [23] Proposition 6.4 (for example) and making
use of the area formula [3] Theorem 2.71,

0= / (Vg, X) + gdivM X — M (v, X) dot?
M
~ [ ugluVTE W]C+ 90, u) ety (7.1)
G 1+(u/)2

Define
I(U,G) :/j( )d'rl Wlth](xlazp _gxh V1+p _)‘Fxh
G

where the function F is chosen such that 9,,F = f on Q. By (7.1)), w is a (Lipschitz) extremal
in the sense of [28] 1.10 (see also (1.4.7)). Then j is regular and analytic on G x R x R. By [2§]
Theorem 1.10.4, u is analytic on G. O

Suppose the open set E in R3 has C! boundary M in R3. Denote by n : M — S the inner unit
normal vector field. Given p € M we choose a tangent vector ¢(p) € S in such a way that the
pair {t(p),n(p)} forms a positively oriented basis for R?. For p € M let o(p) stand for the angle
measured anti-clockwise from the position vector p to the tangent vector ¢(p); o(p) is uniquely
determined up to integer multiples of 27. This angle will feature frequently in our considerations.
Let E be an open set in R3 with C? boundary M in RZ. Let p € M. There exists a local
parametrisation v; : I — M where I = (—§,9) for some § > 0 of class C? with v1(0) = p. We
always assume that -y, is parametrised by arc-length and that +;1(0) = ¢(p) where the dot signifies
differentiation with respect to arc-length. The (geodesic) curvature k; is defined on I via the
relation

M = king. (72)
The curvature k of M is defined on M by
k(x) :=ki(s) (7.3)

whenever x = ~4(s) for some s € I.
With E as above define A := M N {cosc = 0} and

Ay :={x € M : #" (AN B(x,p)) = A" (M N B(x,p)) for some p > 0}. (7.4)
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This set corresponds to the union of open centred circular arcs contained in the boundary M. Put
A = Ayn{z € M : +(z,n) > 0}. The next important Theorem characterises the generalised
(mean) curvature

Tﬁ_a{k‘ + ésino}

T

of the boundary of an isoperimetric minimiser in the spherical cap symmetric case.

Theorem 7.2. Let (a,8) € Q. Given v > 0 let E be a minimiser of . Assume that E is a
bounded open set with analytic boundary M in RE and suppose that E = E*¢. Then there exists
A € R such that

k—l—ésina—i—/\To‘_B:O
T
on M.

Proof. The result follows on the set M \ A; by [23] Theorem 6.5 (i) and follows on the set A; by
(ii)- (i) because g = (Cv)'/(Cy) = ¢’ /g = B/7 is continuous. The #'-a.e. statement in this last
can be dropped as M is analytic. O

Let E be an open set with C! boundary M in RZ and assume that E = E*¢. Introduce the
projection 7 : R3 — (0,00); 2 + |x|. The set

Q:=7n|Mn{coso # 0}} (7.5)

plays an important réle in the sequel. Bearing in mind [22] Lemma 5.4 we may define
0 :Q — (0,7);7— L(7)/27; (7.6)
v:Q = M;7+— (Tcosbs(7), 7sinba(7)). (7.7)
The function
u: Q= [-1,1];7 = sin(o(y(7))). (7.8)

is closely related to the geodesic curvature of M (in fact k = (1/7)(7u)’) and we may rephrase the
last Theorem [7.2] as follows.

Theorem 7.3. Let (a,8) € Q. Given v > 0 let E be a minimiser of . Assume that E is a
bounded open set with analytic boundary M in R and suppose that E = E*¢. Suppose that Q # (.
Then u € C1(Q) and

B+1

T

u' + u+ AP =0 (7.9)

on Q.

Proof. See [23] Theorem 6.6. O

Finally we recount [23] Theorem 6.7 which gives an explicit expression for the derivative of the
angular coordinate 65 of a boundary point involving the function wu.

Lemma 7.4. Suppose that E is a bounded open set with C* boundary M in R and that E = E*°.
Suppose that Q # 0. Then

(i) 02 € C1(Q);
on €.

(it) 0 = _%\/ﬁﬁ
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8 Some algebraic inequalities

In this Section we obtain two algebraic inequalities. These are used in the next Section to derive
some integral inequalities: Theorem [8.1] is used in the proof of Corollary while Proposition
is used in the proof of Corollary Let us fix a pair of indices (a,8) € P for the time
being. The definition of P entails that 5+ 1 < a+2 < 2(8+ 1) and in particular 84+ 1 > 0 and
a+2> 6+ 1>0. Given positive numbers a and b with a < b define

po+1 _ B+l

m = m(a,b) = mea g(a,b) = (a+ 2)@'

(8.1)

We shall make frequent use of the homogeneity property
m(a,b) = a~ @A Dm(t) (8.2)

where ¢t := b/a > 1 and m(t) := m(1,t). The bulk of this Section will be devoted to establishing
the following algebraic inequality.

Theorem 8.1. Fiz (a, ) € P. Then for any 0 < a < b < 00,
1 1 a+b
1+ 8—ma*B+1 14+ 8 —mbr—B+1 = "ph—q

If (o, B) € P\{(0,0)} then strict inequality holds in for each0 < a <b<oo. If (a, ) = (0,0)
then equality holds in for each 0 < a < b < o0.

(8.3)

Let us first mention some landmarks in the proof of this result. We first define the set
Pt = {(a,ﬂ) €ER?:a>0,8>0and a(f+1) 252}.

A first step in the proof of Theorem is to show that it holds for indices (a, §) belonging to
P+\ {(0,0)}. With this in hand a monotonicity argument is then used to derive the result for
indices in the set P\ P~. A separate argument deals with the case P~. To begin we require some
preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 8.2. For a > 3 > 0 the function

-1
tae —1

(1,00) = Ryt —
is strictly decreasing.

Proof. The derivative of this function is given by

dtP—1  (B—a)ptPtf oot — g1

dtte —1 (te —1)2
for ¢t > 1. Put
@ «a
pi= and q := —
a—p g

sothatp>1,¢>1and 1/p+1/g=1. Fort > 1 set

a2752 ﬁ
a:=t o« andb:=t=

and apply Young’s inequality to obtain

a? b a-—
ta:ab§—+—:7ﬁt°¥+ﬁ+étﬂ
P q e @
and in fact strict inequality holds as the equality condition in Young’s inequality reads a? — b? =
totB — B = At — 1) > 0. This entails that the derivative is strictly negative. 0
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Lemma 8.3. Let (o, ) € P, 0 < a < b < oo and define m as in . Then
(i) a®Ptim < B+ 1;
(i) b*=Ptlm > B+ 1.
Moreover for each fixed a > 0,
(#ii) the mapping b — m(a,b) on (a,00) is strictly decreasing;
(iv) the mapping b — b* BT m(a,b) on (a,00) is strictly increasing.
Proof. By homogeneity it suffices to consider the case a =1 and b =t > 1. For (i) we require

a+2t°PT—1 fltT’BdT
B1ted2 -1 [fra+igr

for each ¢ > 1 which is the case as « + 1 > . By Cauchy’s mean-value theorem,

>1

ta_ﬁ+1a+2t5+1 -1 (t>@—5+1

B+1tet2—1 \¢

for some ¢ € (1,t) and hence (). (ii) This follows using homogeneity and Lemma[8.2] (iv) Using
homogeneity we write

ot t(x+2 _ ta—,B-i—l ta—,@-{-l -1
and the claim follows from Lemma [8.2 O

We are now in a position to rephrase the statement of Theorem for indices belonging to P+.
The condition mentioned in the next proposition is verified in Lemma [8.5]leading to Corollary

Proposition 8.4. Let (o, ) € P\ {(0,0)}. The following are equivalent:
(i) for any 0 < a <b < oo,

1 1 >2a+b.
1+ 8 —ma>F+tl 14 5 —mbe—F+1 b—a’

(ii) for each A >0,
(1/z)? coth(\/2x) + 22 coth(Ax/2) — y? coth(\y/2) + y tanh(\/2) > 0 (8.4)
where x:= [+ 1 and y := a + 2.

Proof. By homogeneity it suffices to consider the case a = 1 and b = ¢ > 1 in which case the
inequality (8.3)) becomes

1 1 t+1

— >2 8.5
1+8—m 1+B—mto Bl ="¢_1 (8:5)
with now
tﬂ-i—l -1

as in (8.1). Bearing in mind Lemma (i) and (ii) the inequality in (8.5) may be rewritten
2t + 1)t PHm?2 4 {(t — )P 1) — 2B+ 1)+ 1) (P + 1)}m
+2(B+1)%(t+1)>0
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as a quadratic in m. Write v := o — 8+ 1 and replace m with the expression in to obtain

2(a+2)%(t+ DT = 1)2 +2(8 + 1)2(t+ 1) (T2 - 1)?
+(a+ 2 =)@ = D{E-DE -1 - 28+ D+ HE + D} 2 0.

(8.7)

Let us introduce some further notation. Put x := 3+ 1. Because of the constraint a(3+ 1) = 32,

B2 - r 1

In this case v = y — = 1/x. In this notation the inequality can be rewritten

yi=a+2=

207 (t + V(" — 1) 4 202 (E+ 1) (Y — 1)
+y(r = ) = ){ = DET - 1) = 2a+ DET+ 1)} >0

As t > 1 we may put t = e* for some A > 0. With this further substitution we obtain
2% (e + 1)6)‘/””(6)“” —1)2 4222 +1)(eM — 1)?
Fy(e — 1)(er — 1){(e>‘ 1) (M 1) — 22(r + 1)(MF 4 1)} > 0.

-z -z

Multiplication by e and e in turn (or e=*¥) results in the inequality
2y2(6)\ + 1)(6)\:1:/2 _ 67)\93/2)2 + 21‘2(6)\ + 1)(€Ay/2 _ 67/\y/2)2
+ y(eAy/Z _ e—Ay/Q)(e)\m/Q _ e—Am/2){(e>\ _ 1)<e)\/2m _ e—)\/Qm)
—2x(e* + 1) (M + e_’\/%)} >0

or more briefly

y? cosh(\/2) sinh?(A\z/2) + 22 cosh(\/2) sinh?(\y/2)

+ ysinh(A\y/2) sinh()\x/Q){ sinh(A/2) sinh(A/2z) — 22 cosh(\/2) Cosh(/\/Qx)} > 0.

To continue let us introduce the function

sinh(Az/2)

¢(x) =

defined for positive x. The above expression can be written in terms of this function as

sinh(\/2z)

¢(x)” + ¢(y)* — 2 cosh(A/22)p(2)$(y) + ¢(x)d(y) tanh()/2) >0

after dividing by (xy)? cosh(\/2). Or equivalently,

o(z) | o(y)
o) + o) 2cosh(A/2x) + tanh(A/2)
By the addition formula (cf. [I] 4.5.24 for example),
¢(y) _ sinh(Ay/2) x
¢(z)  sinh(\z/2) y
and its reciprocal is given by
¢(x)  sinh(\z/2) Y
#(y)  sinh(\y/2)x

0.

sinh(A/2x) <
x

= { cosh(\/2z) + coth(Az/2) sinh()\/2x)}§

= { cosh(A/2¢) — coth(Ay/2) sinh(A/22) } L.
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Inserting these expressions into (8.8]) leads to

> 05

bl

cosh(A/Qx)(g + % - 2) + Sinh()\/Qac)(coth()\mﬂ)g - coth()\y/2)% + mnth>

or upon dividing by sinh(A\/2z) and multiplying by zy,

(1/x)? coth(N\/2x) + 22 coth(A\z/2) — y* coth(\y/2) + y tanh(\/2) > 0.

O
Lemma 8.5. Let x and y be positive numbers. Then the inequality holds for each A > 0.
Proof. We first write the left-hand side in as
ac2{ coth(Az/2) — coth()\y/2)} + (1/33)2{ coth(A\/2z) — coth()\y/Q)}
— 2coth(Ay/2) + ytanh(A\/2) (8.9)

after expanding y2. By the addition formula (cf. [I] 4.5.27 for example),

1+ coth(Az/2) coth(A/2x)

coth(Az/2) 4 coth(\/2x)

coth(Az/2)[coth(Az/2) 4+ coth(A/2z)] — 1 — coth(Az/2) coth(\/2z)

coth(Az/2) — coth(Ay/2) = coth(Az/2) —

coth(Ax/2) 4+ coth(\/2x)
B coth®(\z/2) — 1 B sinh™2(\z/2)
~ coth(A\z/2) + coth(\/2z)  coth(Az/2) + coth(\/2z)

and likewise

sinh™2(\/2z)
coth(Ax/2) + coth(\/2z)

coth(A\/2z) — coth(Ay/2) =
The expression may be rewritten by completing the square using the addition formula (cf.

[1] 4.5.24 for example),

(z/sinh(Az/2))? + (1 /2 sinh()\/22))?
coth(Az/2) + coth(\/2x)

— 2coth(Ay/2) + ytanh(A\/2)

_ (x/sinh(\z/2) — 1/xsinh(\/2x))? = 2[sinh(Ax/2) sinh(\/22)]~*
coth(Az/2) + coth(A/2x) coth(Az/2) + coth(\/2x)

The final three terms in the expression above can be expressed

—2coth(Ay/2)+y tanh(A/2)

2 1 — cosh(\y/2)

m — 2coth(Ay/2) + y tanh(A/2) = 2 Sh(y/2) + ytanh(\/2)

= —2tanh(\y/4) + ytanh()\/2) = 2{ — tanh(A\y/4) + (y/2) tanh()\/Z)}

where we used the half-angle formula (cf. [I] 4.5.30 for example) in the penultimate line. This
means that can be written

(x/sinh(Az/2) — 1/zsinh()\/27))?
coth(Az/2) 4 coth(A\/2z)

+ 2{ — tanh(\y/4) + (y/2) tanh(/\/Q)}.

We now claim that

—tanh(Ay/4) + (y/2) tanh(A\/2) > 0 for any y > 2.
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At y = 2 equality holds. Differentiating the left-hand side gives

A 1 A 1

+(1/2) tanh()\/2) > +(1/2) tanh()/2)

4 cosh?(\y/4) 4 cosh?(\/2)
1
= —F5——9 — A+ 2sinh(A\/2) cosh(\/2
4Coshgw){ (\/2)cosh(2/2) }
1
=—————¢ — A +sinh(\
4cosh2()\/2){ inh( )}
by the double-angle formula (cf. [I] 4.5.31 for example) and this last is positive for A > 0. O

Corollary 8.6. Let (o, 3) € PT\ {(0,0)}. Then for any 0 < a <b < oo,

1 1 >2a—|—b
1+ 8 —ma>F+l 14 5 —mbor—FB+1 b—a

Given (a, ) € P set

f+1

T

(8.10)
and note that { > 1 in virtue of the property that o < 28. As before we put v := a — +1
and consider this as a function defined on P. For fixed { # 0 we introduce the line /¢ in the
(a, B)-plane given by

le:R=R; = L:(8):=1+1/0)B+1/¢—1. (8.11)

The graph of this line passes through the point (—2,—1) as well as («, 3).

We have seen that strict inequality in (8.3) holds on P*. To obtain the inequality in P we consider
the line passing through (o, 3) in P and the point (—2,—1). This meets P+ in a unique point
(@, B). A monotonicity argument allows us to obtain the inequality at («, 3) by making use of the
inequality at (@, 3). See Figure[5| We now describe the details of this argument. Let us start by

fixing some properties of the lines £;.

Figure 5: The region P is enclosed between the lines « — 4+ 1 =0 and o — 23 = 0 and the curve
a(B+ 1) — B2 = 0. This latter curve is marked in bold and corresponds to P*. Suppose that

(o, B) € P. The line /¢ that passes through (-2, —1) and (e, 3) intersects P* in a unique point
a, D). e gradient of the line £, when considered as a function o 1S given by === and has a
B). The gradient of the line £; wh idered as a function of 3 is given by %2 and h

value in the interval (1,2].
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Lemma 8.7. For each point (o, ) € P,
(i) there exists a unique ¢ > 1 with the property that (a, B) lies on the graph of £¢;
(ii) ¢ is given by ;
and for each ¢ € [1,00),
(iii) the graph of the line £ meets PT exactly once;
(iv) the function B — ~v(£c(B),B) is increasing on R.

Proof. (i) and (ii). For (o, 8) € P define ¢ as in (8.10) and observe that

1 a+2
=g e (8.12)
this is the gradient of the line /- when considered as a function of 5. So () = o and (¢¢(B), ) =
(a, B); that is, the point («, 3) lies on the graph of ¢;. Conversely, if £¢(3) = « then ( is given by
and ( > 1 as (a,8) € P.
(i4i) It may be helpful to refer to Figure @ Define an affine transformation 7' mapping the («a, 5)-
plane into the (X, Y)-plane via

T;R?»R%@wﬂHmXJq:(gizQB_Q)

2 72
This has inverse « =2X —2 and =Y + X — 1. Note that
X?-Y?=a(B+1)-p*+1.
The image of P™ under T is the branch of the hyperbola
X2 -y?=1 (8.13)

in the first quadrant of the (X,Y)-plane noting that X = (a/2) + 1 has range [1,00) when
restricted to PT. The centre (0,0) of the hyperbola in the (X,Y)-plane corresponds to the
point (—2,—1) in the (o, 8)-plane; its vertices correspond to the points (0,0) and (—4, —2); and
its asymptotes X £ Y = 0 to the lines

a—pf+1=0and f+1=0.

Note also that the line X = 1 corresponds to the line &« = 0 and the line « — 28 = 0 corresponds
to the line Y = 0. The graph of the line £, in (8.11] corresponds to the line

_ (-1
(41

in the (X,Y)-plane. Notice that the gradient varies between 0 and 1 as ( varies between 1 and
0o. This makes evident the claim in (7).

(iv) For B € R,
Ve (B),B) = lc(B) = B+1=(1+1/O+1/¢C—1-F+1=(1/OB+1)

which increases as  increases. U
For ¢ > 1 define

Y X

1 for 7 =1;

M [1,00) %R,TH { ¢+1 761 (814)

T TR for 7 > ].,

so that M is continuous and strictly increasing on [1, 00) with limit 0 at co by Lemma Define

1 1

A:(1,00) > R;7 — M) 1= M)

(8.15)
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Figure 6: The image of P under the mapping T is enclosed between the lines Y =0 and ¥ = X
and the arc of the hyperbola X? —Y? — 1 = 0 marked in bold. This latter is the image of P+
under T

Lemma 8.8. Let (o, 8) € P. Define A as in (8.15). Then A is strictly decreasing on (1,00).

Proof. For 7 > 1,

M) = {1 - )

This is strictly increasing by Lemma [8.2| while M is strictly decreasing as already remarked. Note
that 1 — 7M(7) < 0 for 7 > 1 as this is equivalent to 76! — (¢ + 1)7 + ¢ > 0 and this holds by
Young’s inequality because a? — b? = 7¢F1 — 1 > 0. O
Proof of Theorem . Let (o, ) € P\ P—. Define ¢ as in (8.10). It suffices to take a = 1 and
b=t > 1 by homogeneity. Put 7 := t*= 81 = ¢7, Then t*+! = 7¢ and t**2 = 7¢*1. So we may
write

Al —1 1 7¢-1
m(t) = (0 + 2z = B+ D gy = B+ DM()

making use of (8.12)). This leads to in turn to the identity

1 1 1 1 1 1
Bri—m Brl—topiim 5+1{1—M(T) ST )~ F A 19

According to Lemma [8.7| the graph of the line ¢ meets the curve P* \ {(0,0)} at a unique point

(@, B) with @ = £;(B) where 8 < B. By (8.16) and Corollary
1 = 1 1 1+t
—— A = = — = _ S s
ﬂ + 1 5 + 1 — ma’g(t) 6 + 1 — tha’E(t) t— ]-
for any ¢ > 1. Again by (8.16)) and Lemma
1 1 1 1 = 1+1¢

_ _ N> _L A '
B+1—m [B4+1—tab+ly 5+1A(t>_ﬁ+1A(t)>27t—1

where 5 = (£ (83), B) because v <7 by Lemma and t > 1.
Now suppose that (a, 8) € P~ \ {(0,0)}. In this case -1 < 8 < 0, « = 28 and

_2(8+1)
S 14 thH

m(t)
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for ¢t > 1. Moreover,

1 1 2 Pt 4+1

1+ B—m(t) 1+B—m)te—prl — G+ 1¢p+ —1° (8.17)
Strict inequality holds in if and only if

B2 = 1]+ (B+2)tt" —1] <0
and this holds as —1 < 8 < 0 and ¢t > 1. Equality holds if («, 5) = (0,0). O
For (o, 8) € P and 0 < a < b < oo define

m =m(a,b) = 1qp(a,b) = (a+ 2)%. (8.18)
The corresponding homogeneity property reads

m(a,b) = a~ @AV (1) (8.19)

where ¢ :=b/a > 1 and m(t) :== m(1,t).
Proposition 8.9. Let (a,8) € P\ P~ and 0 < a < b < oo and define 1 as in (8.18). Then

. B+1
M < 2 e —ga AT

Proof. By homogeneity it suffices to show that

Al 41 B+1
tat2 —1 " TpamBrl

(a+2)

for each ¢t > 1. This is equivalent to the inequality

0“"2{ +2 —B+1 _ 4B+1 2

o2 1 4t —t }<2t°‘+ —1).

B+1 ( )

Now a < 28 as («a,8) € P~ so —gﬁ <2and 0 <a—f+1< S+ 1. This proves the result. O

9 Some integral inequalities

Recall that the generalised curvature of the boundary of a spherical cap isoperimetric minimiser
can be expressed in terms of the function u as in Theorem[7.3] In this Section we study solutions to
the differential equation subject to two types of Dirichlet boundary condition on a bounded
open interval in (0,00). The function u determines the angular coordinate as in Lemma We
obtain estimates for these angular integrals. The main results of this Section are Corollary
Corollary and Corollary

Let . stand for the collection of Lebesgue measurable sets in [0,00). Define a measure p on
([0,0),.2) by p(dx) := (1/x)dx. Let 0 < a < b < oo. Suppose that u : [a,b] — R is an
Z'-measurable function with the property that

p({u > t}) < oo for each ¢t > 0. (9.1
The distribution function g, : (0,00) — [0,00) of u with respect to p is given by
p(t) := p({u > t}) for t > 0.

Note that p,, is right-continuous and non-increasing on (0, 00) and u,(t) — 0 as t — oco.
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Let 0 < a<b<ooand (a,8) € P. Let n € {£1}2. We study solutions (u,\) to the first-order
linear ordinary differential equation

u' + (B+ 1)1 w4+ AP =0 on (a,b) with u(a) = 11 and u(b) = 1, (9.2)

where u € C1([a,b]) and A € R. In case (a, 3) = (0,0) we use the notation ug. This latter is given
explicitly by

up(T) = ! {T—a—b} (9.3)

b—a T

for 7 € [a,b] and wug is strictly increasing on [a, b].
Lemma 9.1. Let (a,8) € P and 0 < a < b < 0o. Let n € {£1}%. Then

(i) there exists a solution (u,\) of with u real analytic and A = A\, € R;

(i) the pair (u, A) in (i) is unique;

(111) X\, is given by

- )\(1,1) = )\(71,71) =m; /\(1,71) = —)\(71,1) =y
with m resp. m as in resp. ;
(iv) if n=(1,1) orn=(—1,—1) then u is uniformly bounded away from zero on [a,b].

Proof. (i) Multiplying by an integrating factor we may rewrite the ordinary differential equation
in (9.2) in the form (77+'u)’ + A7®+! = 0 and hence

u= Tfﬁ*l{c - %_’_27"1“} (9.4)

for real constants ¢ and A. Fitting the boundary conditions we derive

po+1 _ B+t
c= _TTZ 2a0‘+2 + aPt; (9.6)
in case n = (1,1) while
R aPt1 + ps+1
= M pat2 1 BBt (9.8)

a+2

in case n = (—1,1). Similar expressions hold in cases n = (—1,—1) and = (1, —1) by linearity.
(i) We consider the case n = (1,1). Suppose that (uy, A1) resp. (uz, A2) solve (9.2)). By linearity
U := U1 — Uz solves

u' + (B+ 1) u+ AP =0 on (a,b) with u(a) = u(b) =0

where A = A; — A2. So u takes the form (9.4) for some real constants ¢ and A and the boundary
conditions entail that these vanish. The other cases are similar. (i) follows as in (). (iv) If
n=(1,1) then u > 0 on [a,b] as ¢ + 25" = a1 > 0. O

The boundary condition nmyne, = —1.
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Lemma 9.2. Let (o,8) € P\ P~ and 0 < a < b < oo. Let (u,\) solve with n = (—1,1).
Put v := —u. Then

(i) v >0 on [a,b];

.. 0 0
(“) f{’u:l} %"% < f{u:l} %’l%

Proof. (i) Write the derivative as u’ = —(8 + 1)7~'u + m7%~# and replace u with the expression
in (9.4). Strict positivity of the derivative is equivalent to the condition

i ~B+1
_ba+2L + b,@‘i‘l < LTQ-F? A~
a+2 (a+2)(B+1)

on substituting the expression for u in (9.4), (9.7) and (9.8). After inserting the definition (8.18)

for m the left-hand side above becomes

(a’b)ﬂ+1 a—pB+1 a—p[+1
et — got2 (a +o )

which is plainly negative. This leads to the statement.
(i1) From (9.2)),
Tu' = —(8 + V)u+ mreF+L
and in particular,
b/ (b) = —(B+ 1) +mb* Pt > (B4 1) + mb> P+ > 0
as m > m and by Lemma On the other hand,

av'(a) = —au'(a) = = — 1 — a“ Pl < 0.

/ 1d<%”0/ ddx® 11
(w=1y V'] T (weny W] T au'(a) bu'(b)

1 1
B+1+4aB+tmn  —f — 14 mbe—B+1
—2(B + 1) + m(b> B+l — ga—F+L)

= Br1+mac ) (f—1tmpoprny <0

by Proposition O

Theorem 9.3. Let (a,5) € P\P~ and 0 < a < b < oco. Let (u,A) solve with n = (—1,1).
Put v := —u. Then

. 0
(1) —pl (t) = f{u:t} \T{I% for each t € (0,1);

(i) —py < —piy, on (0,1).

Then

Proof. (i) As v/ > 0 on [a,b] according to Lemma the function u possesses a C! inverse
u~!:[~1,1] — [a,b]. This allows us to write

palt) =l > 1) = (™ 0)8) = 1og (=175
for t > 1 and further

A L dx®
i) =~ ) /{u_t} W T
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(ii) Let t € (0,1). Put ¢ := min{v < t} = min{u > —t} and d := min{u > t}. By continuity,
a<c<d<b Putu:=u/t and v:=v/t on [¢,d]. Then

'+ (B+ 1)1 — (m/t)7 P =0 on (¢,d) and —(c) = u(d) = 1;
U+ B+ D)7 0+ (/)1 P =0 on (¢,d) and ¥(c) = —0(d) =

By Lemma

/ 1 dji”o / 1 d%o (/t)/ 1 d#°
{v=t} |vf | T [e,d]n{v=t} |U| T [e,d]N{T=1} |U |

<(1/t)/ 1d%”0_/ 1 dA”
ledn{a=1} W] T fuzty W] T

The claim now follows with the help of (3). O

Corollary 9.4. Let (a,5) € P\ P~ and 0 < a < b < oco. Let (u, \) solve with n = (—1,1).
Put v := —u. Then

po(t) > py(t) for each t € (0,1).

Proof. By Theorem

fu(t) = pru(t) — pru(1) =—/ i, ds

(t,1]

for each ¢ € (0,1) as py,(1) = 0. On the other hand,

Mw=mm+wmwwmwzmm—/ %“:_Au%“

(1]

for each ¢t € (0,1). The claim follows from Theorem O

Corollary 9.5. Let (a,3) € P\ P~ and 0 < a <b < oo. Let (u, ) solve with n = (—1,1).
Let ¢ € C1((—=1,1)) be an odd strictly increasing function with ¢ € L*((—1,1)). Then

(i) f{u>0} w(u) dp < 0o;
PR
(ii) [, o(u)dp > 0;
and in particular,

(1i1) f == dp > 0.

Proof. (i) The function u is C! and u’ is bounded away from 0 on [a,b] by Lemma Put
I := {0 < u < 1}. The restriction of u to the interval I has C' inverse v : (0,1) — I with
derivative v/ = 1/(u’ o v) and |v’| is uniformly bounded on (0,1). By a change of variables,

Awwdwwz—AEWMMt

from which the claim is apparent. (i) The integral is well-defined because p(u)* = @(u)Xx{u>0} €
L'((a,b),p) by (i). The set {u = 0} consists of a singleton and has pu-measure zero. So

/ab o(u)dp = /{u>0} o(u)dp + /{u<0} o(u)dp = /{u>0} o(u) dp — /{u>o} o(v) du
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where v := —u as ¢ is an odd function. We remark that in a similar way as above,

/01 @ o dt = /{u>0} {SD(U) - 90(0)} dp = /{u>0} o(u) dp

using oddness of ¢ and an analogous formula holds with v in place of u. Thus we may write

b 1 1 1
/ o(u) du = / 0y dt — / T — / @/{Nu — Mv} dt >0
a 0 0 0

by Corollary as ¢ > 0on (0,1). (i) follows from (%) with the particular choice ¢ : (=1,1) —
R:t — t/v/1— 2. O

The boundary condition niny = 1. Let (o, ) € P and 0 < a < b < co. In this subsection study
solutions (w, A) of the auxilliary Riccati equation

w' 4 At Pu? = @w on (a,b) with w(a) = w(b) = 1; (9.9)
T

0) then we write wy instead of w. Suppose

with w a C! function on [a, b] and A € R. If (o, 8) = (0,
b] by Lemma and we may set w := 1/u.

(u, A\) solves (9.2) with n = (1,1). Then v > 0 on [a,
Then (w, —\) satisfies (9.9).

Lemma 9.6. Let 0 < a <b< oo and (o, ) € P. Then
(i) there exists a solution (w,\) of with w real analytic and X\ € R;
(i1) the pair (w,\) in (i) is unique;
(iii) X =m with m as in (8.1)).
Proof. (i) With c as in (9.6)),

m
c ——7F2 >y

a+2 __  pB+1
= >0
a+2 a+2a @

for 7 € [a,b]. It therefore makes sense to define w : [a,b] — R by

7B+

=—— 9.10
TR (9.10)

Then w is real analytic on [a,b] and (w,m) satisfies (9.9). (i) We claim that w > 0 on [a, b] for
any solution (w, ) of (9.9). For otherwise, ¢ := min{w = 0} € (a,b). Then u := 1/w on [a,c)
satisfies

p+1

u+Ar*"7 =0on (a,c) and u(a) = 1,u(c—) = oo.
-

u +
Integrating, we obtain

A
Tﬁ+1u o aﬁ+1 + Ta+2 o aa+2

) =0 on [a,c)

and this entails the contradiction that u(c—) < co. We may now use the uniqueness statement in
Lemma (1) follows from (7i) and the particular solution given in (%). O

Lemma 9.7. Let (a,8) € P\ P~ and 0 < a < b < co. Let (w,\) solve (9.9). Then
(i) w'(a) > 0 and w'(b) < 0;
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(i) w>1 on (a,b);
(iti) w is unimodal;
(i) Jipery g 2= > 2coth(ps((a,b))/2).

Proof. (i) follows from Lemma (#) The inequality w(7) > 1 may be rewritten in the form

mq g(a,7) > mq g(a,b) = m upon making use of the expression for w given in (9.10). This
last inequality is a consequence of Lemma (#ii) The reciprocal u := 1/w satisfies (9.2]) with
7 = (1,1). The derivative of u vanishes at a point 7 characterised by the condition

Lot2 (@+2)(B+1) ¢
T a—-f+1 m

It can be shown using Lemma [8.3| that 7 € (a,b). It follows that w is unimodal. (iv) By Theorem

B.1}

/{ 1 Ao 1 1 2970 5 coth(u((a, b)) /2).

1 _ - N
weny W] T 14 B—mae Bt 14 B —mboBHL T Th—q
0

Theorem 9.8. Let (a,3) € P\ P~ and 0 < a <b < oo . Let (w,\) solve (9.9). Then for each
te (1, [lwll),

. 0
(i) =ty = [y T 2

(i1) —pl, > (2/t) coth((1/2)pa).

Proof. (i) This follows from the unimodality property of w in Lemma Let ¢ be the unique point
in (a,b) such that w’(c) = 0. The C! functions wy : [a,c] — [1, |[|w||so] Tesp. ws : [¢,b] — [1, ||w]]oo]
have C! inverses v; : [1, |w|s] — [a, c] resp. va : [1, ||w]|s] = [c,b]. Then

f () = pu((v1(£), v2(£)) = log (vz(t))

’Ul(t)
and
NN D S S SN O/
‘u“’(t)ivg(t) vi(t)  (tw) (va(t))  (rw) (vi(t)) /{w—t} w7

for each t € (1, ||w]|o)- (i) Let t € (1, |w||loo). Put @ :=w/t on {w >t} so

1
@' 4 (mt)rPa? = iy on {w >t} and w=1on {w = t}.
T

By Lemma [9.7]

0 0
(O,oo)a/{ _t}ld%:(l/t)/{ 1 a7

] T oy @] 7
> (2/t) coth((L/2)p({@ > 1})) = (2/1) coth((1/2)p, (1))-

The statement now follows from (3). O

We introduce the mapping

w: (0,00) x (0,00) = R; (¢, z) — —(2/t) coth(x/2).
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For € > 0,
jw(t, @) — w(t,y)| < cosech?[€/2](1/t)]x —y] (9.11)

for (¢,x), (t,y) € (0,00) x (§,00) and w is locally Lipschitzian in z on (0,00) x (0,00) in the sense
of [19] I.3. Let 0 < a < b < oo and set A := A/G > 1. Here, A = A(a,b) stands for the arithmetic
mean of a,b as introduced in the previous Section while G = G(a,b) := +/|ab| stands for their
geometric mean. We refer to the inital value problem

= w(t,z) on (0,A) and z(1) = p((a,b)). (9.12)
Define
z0: (0,0) = Ryt — 210g{%)\2_752}.

Lemma 9.9. Let 0 < a < b < oo. Then
(i) wo(r) = ¥y for 7 € [a,b];
(i) [[wolloo = A;
(13) pw, = 20 on [1,\);
(iv) zo satisfies and this solution is unique;
0
(v) f{'wo:l} \wlg)\ 42 = 2coth(u((a,1))/2);

(vi) f 12 d? = .

Proof. (i) Note that

1+ ab
a+b’

mo =

(i) follows from the representation of wy in Lemma by direct computation. (i) follows by
calculus. (3ii) follows by solving the quadratic equation t72 — 2A7 4+ G2t = 0 for 7 with ¢ € (0, \).
Uniqueness in (3v) follows from [I9] Theorem 3.1 as w is locally Lipschitzian with respect to z in
(0,00) x (0,00). For (v) note that |awj(a)] =1 — a/A and |[bw((b)| = b/A — 1 and

2 coth(pu((a,))/2) =2(a+b)/(b— a).
(vi) We may write

ab + 12 dr

/ / ab+T / dr
\/717' V(a+b)2r ab+7227' V(2 —a?) =72 7

The substitution s = 72 followed by the Euler substitution (cf. [I8] 2.251) /(s — a?)(b? — s) =
t(s — a?) gives

ab

/b 1 dT_/ L
o V-1 T Jo 1482 B2+a’?

dt = .

Theorem 9.10. Let (a,3) € P\ P~ and 0 < a < b < 0o. Let (w,\) solve (9.9). Then

(1) wlleo < [lwolloos
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(1) pio(t) < o (t) for each t € (1, ||w|oo)-

Proof. (i) From the inequality in Theorem we infer that p!, < w(t, py) on [1, [|w] ] and

1w (1) = u(la,b]). In virtue of Lemma oy = W(t, pasy) on [1, [|wolloe] and frw, (1) = u([a, b]).
Put T := min{|lwo||ec; |w|lo}. By [19] Theorem 6.1 we deduce that p, < i, on [1,7]. This
implies that ||w|eo < |Jwolloo- (#) From Theoremwe see that g, < w(t, pw) < W, flwy) = iy,
on (1, ||w||s) using the observation that the function w(t,z) is strictly increasing in its second
argument. This establishes the second claim. O

Corollary 9.11. Let (o, ) € P\ P~ and 0 < a < b < co. Let (w,\) solve (9.9). Let 0 < ¢ €
C1((1,00)) be strictly decreasing with f (wo) dp < 00. Then

(i) [} o(w)du> [ o(wo) dp;

and in particular
(ii) f

Proof. (z) Let ¢ > 0 be a decreasing function on (1,00) which is piecewise C''. Suppose that
¢(1+) < co. By Tonelli’s Theorem,

/ @ oy ds = / so’{ / X{w>s} du} ds
(1,00) 1,00) (a,b)
/ / X (usy s dp
(a, b) [1,00)

= /(a ) {cp(w) — (1 )}du /(a b)sﬁ(w) dp — @(1)u((a, b))

and a similar identity holds for zi,,,. By Theoremu f o(w) dp > f (wg) du. Strict inequality
holds if ¢ is nonconstant on (1,||w|/). Now suppose that ¢ > 0 is a decreasing piecewise C!

d,u>7r

function on (1, 00) with f; o(wg) dp < 00. The inequality holds for the truncated function ¢ An
for each 2 < n € N. An application of the monotone convergence theorem establishes the result
result that

/abso(w) du > /abw(wo)du

for such ¢.

Let 0 < ¢ € C*((1,00)) be strictly decreasing with f(f o(wg) dp < 0o. Suppose that equality holds
for this ¢. For ¢ € (1,00) put ¢1 := ¢ V p(c) — p(c) and 2 := ¢ A p(c). Choose ¢ € (1, ||w|oo)-
By the results of the last paragraph,

b b b b
/901(w)du2/ p1(wo) dpt While/soz(w)du>/ p2(wo) dp-

By linearity,

/ab802(w)du/absal(w)du+/ab¢2(w)dlu

>/absm(wo)dwr/abw(wo)du:/abm(wo)dw

O

The case a = 0. Let 0 < b < oo and (a,3) € P. We study solutions to the first-order linear
ordinary differential equation

u' + (B4 D)7 tu+ A% =0 on (0,b) with u(0) = 0 and u(b) = 1 (9.13)
where u € C2([0,b]) and A € R. In case (a, 3) = (0,0) we use the notation u.
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Lemma 9.12. Let 0 < b < 00 and («, B) € P. The problem admits the unique solution
u(r) = (7’/b)°‘7ﬂ+1 for T €[0,0]
and X == — 2482

Proof. 1t is straightforward to check that the pair (u,\) is a solution to (9.13]). Let us check
uniqueness. Suppose that (u1, A1) resp. (ug, A2) solve (9.13). By linearity u := u; — us solves

u' 4+ (B+ 1)1 u4 AP =0 on (0,b) with u(0) = 0 and u(b) = 0

where A = A1 — \o. Making use of an integrating factor the zero function solves this problem

uniquely. O
b w

Lemma 9.13. Let 0 < b < oo. Then [, \/1373 dp=7/2.

Proof. The integral is elementary as ug(t) = t/b for t € [0, b]. O

Corollary 9.14. Let 0 < b < o0 and (o, 3) € P. Let (u, \) satisfy (9-13). Then

/ b U m

—du = —.

0o V1—u? 2y

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma[9.12[ and Lemma [9.13] O

10 A beta function inequality

Recall from [I§] 8.380 that the beta function is defined by

B(z,y) == /01 t" N1 — )y tat (10.1)

for x,y > 0. The goal of the present Section is to prove the following theorem. This is used in
(11.7) to show that a natural competitor domain (spherical cap symmetric whose boundary has a
singularity at the origin) is not an isoperimetric minimiser.

Theorem 10.1. Forz > 1/2,
1\2z
W(z) = \/2:,;(1 + 27) B(x,1/2) > 27
x
and equality holds only at © = 1/2.

Define a function
1
o(x) = — - log z + (). (10.2)
for x > 0 where 1 stands for the digamma function (cf. [I] 6.3) and the logarithm refers to the
natural logarithm. According to Binet’s first formula for the logarithm of the gamma function (cf.

[31] 12 31),

dt

1 1 1 )e‘m

1 1 e
logF(gc)—(x—i)logm—x+§log(27r)+/0 (i—gﬁ-ﬁ ;

for any = > 0. The partial derivative of the integrand with respect to x is integrable on (0, c0) so
differentiation yields the identity

qs(x):/ooo (1— ! )e_mdt (10.3)

t et—1
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for each x > 0. From this representation it can be seen that the function ¢ is positive and
completely monotonic; and in particular ¢ is convex and strictly decreasing.

Define

1

-5 (10.4)

w(z) := ¢(z) — d(z +1/2) + log (1 + %)

for z > 0 with ¢ as above. A computation reveals that
W/

= (logW)' = w

on (0,00) so that

T

(log W) (x) — (log W)(1/2) = / R2C

and

W(x) _ efl‘T/Q w dy
W(1/2)

for each x > 1/2. There are two steps in the proof of Theorem We first show in Proposition
that the integral in the exponent above is positive for > 1. In the second step we show that
the function w is positive on (1/2,1) in Proposition [10.9] (see Figure [7)). This gives the conclusion
of the Theorem.

0.031

0.021

0.01+

Figure 7: Graph of the function w on the interval [1/2,20]

Lemma 10.2. Forz >1/2,

s R N [ (RROT.

Proof. Note that
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and
x —t/2 —tx
/ et T1/2) gy — o=t/26 12 _¢
1/2 3

for 1/2 < z. From (10.3)) and the above,

x

oot eia= [ ([ e

*1 1 1
oG- a0
o t t et—1

1 1
—t(y+1/2) 4 )( )dt.
¢ L A

e_t/Z) dt.

On the other hand for y > 0,

y+1/2 1 y+1/2 poo
log(y+1/2)—10gy:/ ;dt:/ / e T dr dt
Yy 0

oo pry+1/2 © =Ty _ o,—7(y+1/2)
:/ / e‘”dth:/ ¢ ¢ dr
0 y 0 T

—logydy

T oo =Ty _ ,—T(y+1/2)
= / / ¢ c dr dy
1/2J0 T

0© rr -7y _ o—T(y+1/2)
= / / ¢ ¢ dydr
0 1/2 T

— e_t/z) dt.

We continue

Finally,

//2 22!

From (|10.5), (10.6) and ([10.7)),
/ wdy = o(y) —
1

1 1
é(y +1/2) + log (1 T %) oy

2y

= [T 3 ;_1><1—e-~2 =
= [ [ )0 ) 3l
[ i et et
[ -G -2 ;{72 g3l

as in the statement of the Theorem.
Define

1 1

h:[0700)*>R;tr—>{ [cEs for t > 0;
2

for t = 0;
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(10.5)

(10.6)

1
/ / e dtdy = - / / e dy dt — / 7<e_t/2—e_t””),dt
1/2 1/2 t

(10.7)

tx

4/2) dt
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and
1

o(t) = h(t) + %h(t/Z) -3 (10.8)
for t > 0.
Lemma 10.3. It holds that
(i) cosht < (%)3 for each t > 0;
(i) h is continuous and convex on [0,00);
(#ii) p is continuous and convex on [0,00) with exactly one root;
(i) p>0 on[0,5/2].
Proof. (i) This reduces to the inequality
>

p=0

2
(2p)!

0o 1 -
3{ = 2k + DI+ DI2m + 1) jt

p=0  k+l+m=p

for each ¢ > 0 after writing in power series. The inequality can be seen after comparing like
coefficients. (i) Continuity at the origin is straightforward. A computation leads to the identity

w2 1 cosh(t/2)
W =5 - 4sinh®(t/2)

for each ¢ > 0. The right-hand side is nonnegative by (i). (%i) The last item entails that the
function p is convex. Note that p(0) = 1/4 and p(t) = —1/2 as t — oo. It follows that p has
exactly one root. (iw) A calculation shows that p(5/2) > 0. O

We now record two integral identities for later use. First,

/OOO %(e—t/Q -~ e—tm) (1 _ e—t/Q) dt — /Ooo {/0 o—tT dT} (e—t/2 -~ e—tm) (1 _ e—t/2) dt
[ e (e e (1 o

/Oo 1 1 1 + 1 d
= - - T
o TH+1/2 141 742 T4+x+1/2

oo

o (T ) —og (14 24 2). (109)
Secondly,
/OOO (e*t/Q - e*m’) (1 . e*t“) g =" Z((i/j)fm 12 (10.10)

Lemma 10.4. Forxz > 1,

> 0.

1:—1/2) 222 +x—1

1 1
og< + z+1/2) 7 bx(x+1/2)

Proof. We bound the logarithm from below using the estimate

2y
log(1+y) > ——
g(l+y) =5 iy
for y > 0 which follows by the Hermite-Hadamard inequality. The resulting algebraic inequality
holds if 2% — 2 + 1/8 > 0 and this cubic is positive on [1,00). O
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Proposition 10.5. Forz > 1,

/ wdy > 0.
1/2

Proof. Fix x > 1. We introduce the probability measure P on (0, c0) given by

P, (dr) = Heroem)(1-e)ar
P )

and define the random variable X : (0,00) — R viat — ¢. From (10.9) and (10.10)) the expectation
of X under P is given by

S (e —ertm) (1 et 2+ (1D-1/2
YV —EX — Jo (e © ) (1 ¢ ) dt _ (@ 11/2) .
I %(e*t/Q - e*m) (1 - e*t/Q) dt log (1 + 2;}?3)

By Lemma [10.2] Lemma [I10.3] and Jensen’s inequality,

1o wdy
— < = E|p(X)] 2 p(EIX)) = p(Y).
log (1 + z+1/2)
By Lemma[10.3] p > 0 on the interval [0,5/2]; on the other hand, ¥ < 5/2 by Lemma [10.4] This
leads to the result. O

We now turn to the second step in the proof of Theorem Recall from [ 6.4.10,
v (z)

. (=)™ (z,n+1)

for each x > 0. For a > 0 and s > 1,

oo

1
C(a,s) = pz:;) 7((1 Fpnr

is the Hurwitz zeta function. For |h| < 1/2,

Y(1/2+h) = Zd’ (1/2) ¥(1/2) +§: ()2, k + 1)hF; (10.11)
k=1
Y(1+h)= Zw +§: YL, k + 1)RE. (10.12)
k=1

Lemma 10.6. Suppose that f is a positive strictly decreasing function of class C! defined on
[0,00) and suppose that both f and f' are integrable. Then

S {50) - 1G+1/2)} = 27/ + 3 S G+ - G2+ 1/2)
j=1 =0

Proof. By the Euler summation formula (see [4] Theorem 3.1 for example),

;{f(j)f(jﬂ/z)}—/o {f(t)*f(t+1/2)}dt+/0 {t}[f’(t)ff’(tJrl/Q)] dt
1/2

= [ swas [Twlro - ra)d

0
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where we use the notation {t} :=¢ — [t] for ¢ > 0 and [-] refers to the integer part. Let us observe
that for any ¢ > 0,

er-m={ 15 &

<t <L and j e Zis even;

=v="3"
<t§%1andjeZisodd.

N[0S,

Concentrating on the last member in the expression for the sum,
| wlro-recypfa= [Curo-geynsee s ey - wlresya

:AW ﬁ+Z/M{HU%%ﬂﬂHU%ﬁ

1/2 1 oot
_ / (0 de + Z(—l)J/ Pt +1/2) dt
0 j=0 5
1/2 1
:/ t+ 5 DA/ 4D - £/2+1/2)].
0 =0
Lastly let us note that
1/2 1/2 1
fO +trOde= [ @) de= 3102,
0 0
Combining this with the earlier identities gives the result. O
Corollary 10.7. Fora >0 and s > 1,
11 1 1 — : 1 1
— 1/2,8) = — —=——— 4+ = —-1)’ — .
Clas) =Cla+1/2:8) = oo = o Ti/ar T 2 2D {(a+j/2+1)s (a+j/2+1/2)$}

Proof. First note that

C(a,s) —Cla+1/2,8) =

: -+ [ 1
a’ a+1/2 (a+37)* (a+1/2+4j)°

j=1

Now apply Lemma with f(t) := (a4 t)~* to the summation. O
Lemma 10.8. For |h| < 1/2,
1+h h(6h + 5)
1/24+h) =21
w({1/2+h) Og(1+2h) (1 + h)(1 + 2h)
23 2h

—2hz Jr5+ (10.13)

J+2 (J+3)(J +2+2h)(j +3+2h)

Proof. Making use of the identities (10.11)) and (10.12]), an application of Corollary yields the
identity

(1/24h) = (1 +h) =¥(1/2) — (1) + (1:;3(2}12@
_th 2j + 5+ 2h

g+2( +3)(j +2+2h)(j + 3 +2h)
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after some careful calculation where |h| < 1/2. We remark that
w(1/2) =(1/2) — (1) + 2log2 =0 (10.14)

after substituting the i-values in [I] 6.3.2 and 6.3.3. Upon writing x = 1/2 + h for |h| < 1/2 we
compute

w(z) = ¢(x) — ¢ (x—l—l/?)-l—log(l-l—%)—%
—2log(1—|—2 )+% z+11/2+w(:v)—w(w+l/2)
—210g (3120) - (1+h)}(‘1+2h) +(1/2+ h) = (1 + h)
=21 (TJ;;Z)_(HM}(IH%)+w(1/2)_w(1)+(1+7;5(gﬁ2h)
_th i+2) g+3)2(§121§2)(3+3+2h)
=210g(11j:2};) 2(1};((:;j;i2h - hZ ]+2 +3)2(§:52122)(J’+3+2h)

where we made use of (10.14]) to obtain the last line. O
Proposition 10.9. The function w is positive on the interval (1/2,1).
Proof. For fixed h in (0,1/2) the sequence (a;)$2, with

o 2j + 5+ 2h
T +2)(+3)(+2+2h)(j + 3 +2h)

is a strictly decreasing null sequence noting that 2j + 5 + 2h = 2(j + 2 4+ 2h) + 1 — 2h. The
alternating series in ({10.13)) is bounded above by its first term. We thus obtain

1 +h) h(6h + 5) h(5 + 2h)

w(1/2+h) 2 2log (1+2h 2(1+ h)(1+2h)  6(L+h)(3+2h)

We bound the logarithm from below using the estimate

y(2+y)

for —1 <0.
2(1 )or <y

log(1+y) >

This follows from the Hermite-Hadamard inequality. Continuing,

h(2 + 3h) h(6h + 5) h(5 +2h)
w240 2 — GG o T oA U+ ) 60+ BB+ 2h)
M2 R2-H)
3L+ h)(L+2h)B+2h)
for 0 < h < 1/2. O

11 An isoperimetric competitor

There is a natural candidate for isoperimetric minimiser in problem (1.2]) which is not a centred
ball. This candidate set is spherical cap symmetric and its boundary contains the origin but this
fails to be of class C! there. Our task here is to show that this candidate is not isoperimetric.
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Let (o, 3) € P and b > 0. Asin Lemmal9.12|the constant generalised curvature equation (77 u)"+
ATt =0 on (0,b) with boundary conditions u(0) = 0 and u(b) = 1 has the unique solution
u(r) = (7/b)7 for 7 € [0,b] where we write v :=a — + 1. Put

(11.1)

b 1 —1
U Y
0r) = | ———dp= | ———dt
") /T V1—u? a /T/b\/l—tQ“/

for 7 € [0,b]. This angular coordinate may be expressed in more explicit form. Let us explain this
briefly - though we do not make further use of this fact. On substituting s = ¢” we obtain

1 [i-(/0*
o k[T
2v Jo s(1—s)

At this point let us note the integral identity

1/2
\/% = g — arcsin\/ 4$(1 — ZZ?) (112)
T s(L—s

which holds for 0 < z < 1/2. This can be seen using the substitution 1/s(1 —s) = z as in [I§]
2.292. Making use of this last identity (11.2) we alight on a more explicit formula

%(ﬂ - .‘:urcsin[Z(T/b)7 1-— (T/b)QVD if 0 < (7/b)%7 < 1/2;

S arcsin [2(T/b)v 1 (T/b)ﬂ if 1/2 < (7/6)27 < 1.

o(r) = (11.3)

for 6(7). It can be seen that 8(0) = 3 (though this also follows from the first equality in (11.1)
using the substitution ¢7 = sin ).

0.6

0.2+

Figure 8: Plot of the set E in (11.4) with v = 1/2 and b = 1. Its boundary has a cusp at 0. In
case 1/2 < v < 1 there is a Lipschitz singularity at 0. If v = 1 and b = 1 then F is a ball with
centre (1/2,0) and tangent to the origin.
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In the remainder of this subsection we shall assume that 1/2 < v < 1 so that 6(0) € (7w/2,7].
Define the open set

E:={(rcos¢,Tsing): 0 <7 <band |¢| <0(r)} CRZ (11.4)

with 6 defined as in . For 1/2 < v < 1 the boundary of E fails to be C! at the origin as
0(0) € (n/2,7]. See Figure [8| Incidentally, the regularity result for an isoperimetric minimiser in
[24] 3.10 fails to apply in this setting because the metric ¢ = 7! has a singularity at the origin
and the density ¢ = r?#~* vanishes at the origin.

Let us now compute the weighted perimeter and volume of the set E. From Lemma [7.4] and
Lemma [9.12]
b 1 po+1
Ps(E) = 2/ V1 t2(00)2t8 dt = 2bﬁ+1/ = B(z,1/2)
0 0 Y

8
dt
Vv1—1t2v

where the beta function is defined as in 1) and x := 52—':1 Turning to the weighted volume,

b b a2 b a2
t 1 t/b)yY  t
Va(E):2/ 0t“+1dt:—2/ o dt:2/ 1) dt
0 0 0

o+ 2 t 1_(t/b)27a+2
ba+2 B ba+2 B
= 1,1/2) = ———— 1,1/2
@10, Pt L2 = Gy Ble+ 11/2)

with  as before using the relation « + 2 = (2z + 1)7. By the recurrence relation for the beta

function B(x +1,1/2) = ﬁB(as, 1/2) we may write
etz 2p
Va(E) = —— — T _B(£,1/2).
() = s B 1/2)

Let us notice here that the ratio

Ps(E)**2 4 [M} B+1

VBT - B(z,1/2)" (11.5)

does not depend on the choice of b.

Now let B stand for the open centred ball in R2 with radius 7 > 0. Then the isoperimetric ratio

Pﬂ (B)a+2

Vo (BYF (2m)7 (a + 2)PT! = (27)74P T (22 4 1)PH (11.6)

is likewise scale invariant. The main claim of this subsection is that

Py(E)*+2  Py(B)*F?

. 11.7
V(BT V(B .
From (|11.5) and (11.6) this holds if and only if
1\ 2z
. (1 + 2—) B(z,1/2) > 2 (11.8)
x

Comparing the definition of ¢ in (8.10) with the expression for x above we see that ( = 2x. In
other words, the expression = which depends on (a, ) in & is constant on the graph of the line
ly,. From Lemma ~ attains its maximum where the graph of /5, meets P*. Denote this point

by (@, 3) as before. The pair (@, 3) satisfies the simultaneous equations

{a(5+1) = p%
a+2 = [1+L](B+1).

a0



Eliminating o we see that § + 1 = v/2z using positivity of 3 + 1 and ¥ = —= appealing to the

V2zx
identity 841 = (2x)7.
Now take (o, ) € P\ P~ with 1/2 <~ < 1. Then

1+ %)MB(% 1/2) 277 (1+ %)MB(:C, 1/2) = V2u(1+ %)%B(x, 1/2) = W(x)

in the notation of Theorem By Lemma ¢ =2z > 1sothat > 1/2. The case x = 1/2
corresponds to ¢ = 1 and a = 20 or in other words («, 5) € P~ which we are here excluding so
x > 1/2. By Theorem the right-hand side above is positive. This establishes the claim in
(11.7)).

12 A necessary condition for spherical cap symmetry

In this short Section we record two results which will be used in the proof of Theorem [13.1} namely,
Lemma [12:2] and Proposition [12.3]

Lemma 12.1. Let E be a bounded open set with C? boundary M in R3 and assume that E = E*.
Put R = sup{|z| : * € M} > 0 and = := (R,0). Then the curvature of M at x satisfies the
estimate k(x) > 1/R.

Proof. Let 41 : I — M be a C? local parametrisation of v with 7;(0) = z as in Section

Put r; := |y1|. By [22] (2.9) (for example), 71 = cosoy and differentiating once more #; =
—sinoy <k1 — % on I using the decomposition o1 = a1 — 67 and [22] (2.10). In particular,
71(0) = —k(x)+1/R. As 7 has a global maximum on I at s = 0 it follows by the second derivative
test that —k(z) +1/R < 0. O
Let

H:={x = (v1,72) € R* : 29 > 0}
stand for the open upper half-plane in R2.

Lemma 12.2. Let E be an open set with C* boundary M = OE NRE in RZ. Assume that
E = E*°. Suppose

(i) xre MNH;
(i1) sin(o(x)) = —1.
Then k(x) + 1/a = 0 where a := |x|.

Proof. Let 1 : I — M be a C? parametrisation of M in a neighbourhood of z with v;(0) = x
as above. We use the same notation as before. At s =0, 7(0) = 0 and #1(0) = k1(0) + 1/a. By
Taylor’s Theorem,

@32 —a— (1/2)52(Sin01 [kl - Singl])(C)

r1(s) = r1(0) +71(0)s + "
for s € I and some ¢ between 0 and s. At s = 0 the expression in round brackets takes the value
k(x)+1/a. If k(z)+1/a > 0 then 71 > a in a neighbourhood of s = 0. This contradicts spherical
cap symmetry. If the expression k(x) 4+ 1/a happens to be strictly negative on the other hand
then the above expansion implies that vy < a near 0. This contradicts the fact that r;1 > a on
I'n{s < 0}. This is because coso; < 0 on I by [22] Lemma 5.4 as well as the above expression
for the derivative of ry. See Figure T2} O

Proposition 12.3. Let (o, 8) € Q. Given v > 0 let E be a minimiser of (1.3). Assume that E
is a bounded open set with analytic boundary M in R3 and suppose that E = E*¢. Let X\ be as in
Theorem|[7.2. Then A < 0.

Proof. Let R be as in Lemma and put x := (R,0) as before. By Lemma [12.1} k(x) > 1/R.
By Theorem k(x) = —% — ARYP > 1/R; that is, A < —(8+ 1)R~ A1 <. O
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Figure 9: At the point x € OF the sine of o is —1. The inward unit normal to E at z is the vector
n. The curvature at = is —1/a.

13 Proof of main result

This Section contains the proof of Theorem Recall the set Q defined in (|7.5). This set com-
prises all those radii where the boundary curve crosses the foliation of centred circles transversally.
The first step in the proof is to show that this set is empty.

Theorem 13.1. Let (o, B) € P\P~. Givenv > 0 let E be a bounded minimiser of . Assume
that E is open in R, M := OENR3 is an analytic hypersurface in R and E = E*. Then Q = ().

Proof. Suppose that Q # (). The set Q is open in (0, 00) by [22] Lemma 5.6. So we may write {2 as
a countable union of disjoint open intervals in (0, c0). By a suitable choice of one of these intervals
we may assume that the interval (a,b) is a connected component of © for some 0 < a < b < 0.
Let us assume for the time being that a > 0. As M is analytic, [a,b] C (M) and coso vanishes
on M, U Mj,. Let A € R be as in Theorem [7.2]

Let u : Q — [—1,1] be as in (7.8). Then u has a continuous extension to [a,b] and u = %1 at
7 = a,b. This may be seen as follows. For 7 € (a,b) the set M, N H consists of a singleton by
[22] Lemma 5.4. The limit x := lim, |, M, N H € S, N H exists as the boundary M is analytic in
RZ. In other words, v(7) — = as 7 | a. Observe that coso(z) = 0 by openness of { and hence
sino(xz) = +£1. The tangent vector varies continuously along M. So o(y(7)) — o(z) and hence
sin(o(y(7))) — sin(o(x)) as 7 | a. This shows that u — +1 as 7 | a. The argument at b is similar.
Put 1 := u(a) and 12 := u(b). Let us consider the case n = (n1,72) = (1,1). Note that u < 1
on (a,b) for otherwise cos(o o) vanishes at some point in (a, b) contradicting the definition of Q.
By Theorem [7.3| the pair (u, \) satisfies with n = (1,1). By Lemm u >0 on [a,b]. Put
w :=1/u. Then (w, —\) satisfies and w > 1 on (a,b). By Lemma [7.4

b b b
U dr 1 dr
02(b)—02(a):/9§d7-:—/ 17_11/27:—/ﬁj

By Corollary [9.11] |62(b) — 62(a)| > 7. But this contradicts the definition of 6, in as 0o takes
values in (0,7) on (a,b) according to [22] Lemma 5.4. If n = (—1,—1) then A > 0 by Lemma [9.1}
this contradicts Proposition [12.3

Now let us consider the case n = (—1,1). As before the limit z := lim, |, M, N H € S, N H exists
as M is C* in R2 and u(a) = sino(z) = —1. Using the same formula as above, 63(b) — 02(a) < 0
by Corollary This means that 63(a) € (0,7]. We may assume that 03(a) € (0,7). For if
02(a) = 7w then = (—a,0) and the tangent vector to M at x is pointing into the upper half-plane.
This implies that 62 exceeds 7 near a and contradicts the definition of 65 in . We proceed on
the basis of this assumption. By Theorem the curvature at a is given by

k=2 gt = 2{5 — )\aa—ﬂﬂ} _ 2{5—1—7%@“—5-&-1}

a
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and
1
k+1/a= f{ﬁ+1+ma“_5+1} > 0.
a

This contradicts Lemma If n = (1,—1) then A > 0 by Lemma This contradicts
Proposition [12.3]

Suppose finally that a = 0. Then u satisfies the ordinary differential equation (7.9) on (0,b) for
some A € R. This may be rewritten (7571u) + Ar@*! = 0 or integrating

A
w4 ———7 L =B+ — g on (0,b)
o+ 2
for some constant ¢ € R. The first two terms are bounded on (0, b) while the third is unbounded
if ¢ # 0. This entails that ¢ = 0 and hence that u(0+) = 0.

Let us assume that w(b) = 1. From the earlier part of the proof the set € coincides with (0, ).
Notice that 6, takes values in (0,7) on (0,b). Asin Section 0(0+) = . If v € (0,1/2) this last
exceeds 7 strictly. This contradicts the definition of 65 because 6 coincides with #5. Suppose then
that v € [1/2,1). We claim that 62(b) = 0. Suppose for a contradiction that 05(b) € (0,7). Then
the boundary M of E in RZ includes a centred circular arc with radius b. From the parametric
formulae [22] (2.9) and (2.10) (for example),

PR Y .

6
on the image of (0,b) under #5. By scale-invariance we may assume that b = 1. We derive that

[0 if 0 <0< 6a(b);
b T =72 if 63(b) < 7 < 65(0);

using Lemma [9.12] It is then apparent that the boundary M fails to be analytic at the point
with polar coordinates (b, 62(b)) which contradicts a hypothesis of the Theorem. This shows that
02(b) = 0. Let us continue with the argument. Let B stand for the centred ball which has the same
weighted area as E. According to the claim in the set B has smaller weighted perimeter
compared to the set E. This contradicts the fact that E is an isoperimetric minimiser.

Now counsider the case in which u(b) = —1. We may choose = in M in the closed upper half-plane;
and in fact  may be chosen in the open upper half-pane H because of the condition u(b) = —1.
By Theorem

k — % + AP =0
at z. By Lemma k(x) = —1/b. Substituting into the expression above we obtain that
A= (B+1)b~7 > 0. This contradicts Proposition m O

Lemma 13.2. Let (o, 8) € P\ P~. Given v > 0 let E be a bounded minimiser of . Assume
that E is open in R3, M := OF is an analytic hypersurface in R and E = E*¢. Then M consists
of an at most countable union of disjoint centred circles which accumulate at the origin if at all.

Proof. The set E is open and bounded so M # () and hence ) # n(M) = n(M) \ Q by Theorem
By definition of Q, cosc =0 on M. Let 0 < 7 € w(M). We claim that M, = S,. Suppose
for a contradiction that M, # S;. By [22] Lemma 5.2, M, is the union of two closed spherical
arcs in S;. Let z be a point on the boundary of one of these spherical arcs relative to S;. There
exists an analytic parametrisation v, : I — M of M in a neighbourhood of z with v;(0) = x with
conventions as mentioned in Section [} By [22] (2.9), 71 = 0 on I as cosogy = 0 on I because
coso = 0 on M; that is, r; is constant on I. This means that v, (I) C S,. As the function sin oy is
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continuous on I it takes the value £1 there. By [22] (2.10), r16; = sinoy = +1 on I. This means
that 6; is either strictly decreasing or strictly increasing on I. This entails that the point x is not
a boundary point of M, in S; and this proves the claim. O

Proof of Theorem|[1.1 The result follows from [27] Theorem 1.1 in case (o, 8) € P~ \ {(0,0)}. Let
us assume then that (o, 3) € P\ P~.

Exzistence. By Corollary the variational problem admits a bounded minimiser £. By
Theorem we may assume that E is open in RZ, M := 9F is an analytic hypersurface in R2
and E = E*°. By Lemmal[I3.2] M consists of an at most countable union of disjoint centred circles
which accumulate at the origin if at all. As such we may write

N
E = U A((azh41,a2n))

h=0
where N € NU {oo} and co > ag > a3 > -+ > asy > aan41 > -+ > 0. Define
ta+2

F:[0,00) = R;t — Vo (B(0,t)) = 27Toz—|—2'

Define the strictly increasing function
_1
J 1 [0,00) = Rit > Py(B(0, F~1(t)) = [(271’)7(& +2) 1] e,

The function J is continuous, strictly increasing and J(0) = 0. Put t; := F(a) for h=0,1,....
Then oo > tg >t; > -+ > 0. Put B := B(0,r) where r := F~!(v) so that V§(B) = v. Note that

N 2N+1
v=Vi(E) = {F(azh) - F(a2h+1)} = > (=)
h=0 h=0
By [22] Lemma 10.5,
2N+1 IN+1 IN+1
Po(B) =27 Y a)t = > J(tn) = J( Y (~1)"tn) = J(v) = Ps(B).
h=0 h=0 h=0

This shows that the centred ball B is a minimiser for (1.2]).

Uniqueness. Let v > 0 and E be any minimiser for (1.2]); this is essentially bounded by Corollary
By Theorem there exists an .#?-measurable set E with the properties

(a) E is a minimiser of (1.2);

(b) Lz = Lg a.e. on (0,00);

(¢) E is open with analytic boundary in RZ;
(d) E = E*.

Let B be the open centred ball with the property that V,,(B) = V,(E) = v and denote its radius
by r > 0. Suppose that E \ B # (. By Lemma there exists ¢ > r such that S; C M. So
P3(E) = P3(E) > 2mtP*1 > 2xrP+! = P(B). This contradicts the fact that E is a minimiser for
. Consequently, E = B. We infer that Ly = Lp a.e. on (0,00); in particular, |[EAB| = 0.
This entails that F is equivalent to B. O
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