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A NOTE ON THE CONVEX BODY ISOPERIMETRIC
CONJECTURE IN THE PLANE

BO-HSHIUNG WANG AND YE-KAI WANG

ABSTRACT. The convex body isoperimetric conjecture in the plane as-
serts that the least perimeter to enclose given area inside a unit disk is
greater than inside any other convex set of area 7. In this note we con-
firm two cases of the conjecture: domains symmetric to both coordinate
axes and perturbations of unit disk.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let 2 C R? be a bounded domain. For 0 < A < Area((2), consider the
variational problem

(1) In(A) = min{Length(y) : 7 encloses a region of area A inside 2}.

The function I, : (0, Area(£2)) — (0, 00) is called the isoperimetric profile
of €2. Note that

(2) In(A) = Ig(Area(2) — A).

The convex body isoperimetric conjecture in the plane asserts that if €2 is
a convex domain of area 7, then

3) Io(A) < Ip,(4)

for0 < A <.

We first learned this conjecture in M. Hutching’s webpage [7]. He at-
tributes it to Wicharamala. F. Morgan’s blog contains an extensive dis-
cussion of the conjecture [8]], mostly focusing on its higher dimensional
version.

The conjecture is completely solved for A = 7 by Esposito et. al.

Theorem 1. [5, Theorem 1] If K is an open convex set of R?, we have:
4

inf Per(G; K)* < —|K|.
GCK,|G|=|K|/2 T

Moreover, equality holds if and only if K is a disk.

The second author is supported by MOST Taiwan grant 109-2628-M-006-001-MY3
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2 CONVEX BODY ISOPERIMETRIC CONJECTURE

In addition to being interesting on its own, the theorem leads to several
relative isoperimetric inequalities. The conjecture also holds true for regular
polygons [3, Theorem 4.1]. Besides these two cases, little is known.

In this note, we confirm the conjecture for two special cases. The first is

Theorem 2 (Theorem [13). Let A be the class of domains Q2 bounded by
smooth convex curves that are symmetric in both coordinate axes and have
exactly four vertices. Suppose that ) € A has area 7 and is not a unit disk.
Then

Ig(A) < Ip,(A)
for0 < A<

The class A has been studied by [[1]. It serves as a model for a comparison
theorem of isoperimetric profile which leads to a new proof of Grayson-
Gage-Hamilton Theorem for curve-shortening flow. The crucial fact about
A is that the minimizers of (1) for {2 € A admits a simple characterization.

The second result is obtained by analyzing the first and second variation
of length under area-preserving perturbation.

Theorem 3 (Theorem [14). The conjecture holds for perturbations of the
unit disk.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we set up the notations
and present background materials. Theorem [2]and Theorem [3|are proved in
Section 3 and 4 respectively. We include two appendices describing relevant
results to our main theorems.

2. PRELIMINARIES

All domains considered in this note are assumed to be bounded, con-
nected and have smooth boundary 0€) whose (signed) curvature is denoted
by k.

We start with the following well-known description of the minimizers of
the variational problem (TJ.

Proposition 4. A least-perimeter curve enclosing a given area within a re-
gion consists of circular arcs or straight line segments meeting the bound-
ary orthogonally. Moreover, if the region is convex, then a least-perimeter
curve is connected.

Proof. The first assertion is a consequence of the first variation of length.
See Lemma 3.2 of [1] for example. The second assertion follows from an

observation of Kuwert that /3 is concave for convex domains. See Section
2 of [3]. O
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Definition 5. A perfect arc in () is a circular arc or straight line segment
(not necessary a minimizer of (I))) inside 2 that meets OS2 orthogonally.

We have another consequence of the first variation formula.

Proposition 6. Suppose (1) is a family of perfect arcs with constant cur-
vature k(t). Let L(t) and A(t) denote the length and the enclosed area of
v(t). Then

dL dA

— =k(t)—.

dt (t) dt

Next, we recall the fundamental Pestov-Ionin ineqaulity.

Theorem 7. If v is a simple closed smooth curve, then
Rmax 2 W/Aa

where Kpax IS the maximum curvature and A is the enclosed area. The
equality holds if and only if v is a circle.

The original proof [9] is not easily accessible. See the recent lecture note
[10] for an elementary account or [11] for a proof using curve shortening
flow. We will only use a simple implication of the inequality: If € is a
domain with area 7 and is not a unit disk, then the maximum curvature of
0f) is greater than 1 and, as a result of f a0 fids = 2m and the isoperimetric
inequality, the minimum curvature is less than 1.

An immediate consequence is that the conjecture is true for sufficiently
small A without the convexity assumption.

Theorem 8. Let ) be a domain with area w. Then there exists 6 > 0 such
that

]Q(A) < IBl (A)
for0 < A <.

The assertion follows from Proposition 2.1 of [1]:

. Io(a) — v2ma 4 maxpq K

a0 a B 3T '
See also Section 5 of [3] for a proof that applies to convex regions based on
the analysis of regular polygons.

3. SYMMETRIC DOMAINS

We fix a domain €2 € A. We assume that the major axis of € lies on the
x-axis and the minor axis lies on the y-axis. Write C' for 0f2 and denote
the unit tangent and unit outward normal of C' by 7" and N. Since C' is

convex, we can parametrize it by the normal vector. Namely, C' = C(0)
with N = (cos 6, sin ).
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The following three lemmas were obtained in Section 4 of [1]. We
present an elementary proof of them.

Lemma 9. We have C - T < 0 when 0 < 6 < /2. In particular, the
maximum radius of §) are attained at the vertices on the x-axis and the
minimum radius are attained at the vertices on the y-axis.

Proof. Denote j—’; = f’ in the proof. Direct computation yields (C' - N)" =
C-Tand (C-T)=21—C-N.Write W = —C- N and we get V' + 0" =
:—; < 0on (0, 7).

Let

P =""cosh — U"sinb
Q = V'sinf + ¥ cosb.

Then P(0) = Q(%) = 0. Moreover, we have P’ = —sin 6(¥' + ¥") > 0
and Q" = cos(¥' 4 ¥") < 0 on (0, 7). It follows that P, (), and V' =
—C - T = Pcost + @sin 0 are all positive on (0, 7). O

Lemma 10. The perfect arc that is symmetric with respect to the r-axis is
contained inside €.

Proof. Suppose the end points of the perfect arc are C; = C(#) and Cs.

Then the normal lines at C'; and C), intersect at p = (—%, 0). Since

p € () and the perfect arc is contained in the triangle pC'; Cy, the perfect arc
is contained in €2 by the convexity. U

We parametrize the family of perfect arcs that are symmetric with respect
to the x-axis by € and denote their length by L(6) and enclosed area by
A(0).

Lemma 11. Both L(0) and A(0) are strictly increasing functions in 6.

This is not obvious as the perfect arcs may cross each other.

FIGURE 1. Intersection of perfect arcs. Readers should

smooth out the corners. /F\

Proof Suppose C(0) = (x(0),y(0)). Then we have y(6 fa % dwand

N o % dw. Since £ is decreasing on (0, 3 ) the denvatlve of

cos 9
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L on (0, %) satisfies

d_L_(W—Q@)sinQ—QCOSH/ecosw 7w — 20 cosf
g cos? 6 0

ww) T s #(0)
(W—Q@)Sin@—QCOSQ/GCOSW T — 20
> dw + ———
o #(0) £(0)

cos? 6
~ (m—20) —sin20
k(0) cos? 0
By Proposition@ we also get % > 0.

O

Now we further impose that {2 has area 7 and is not a unit disk. We
denote the length of perfect arcs in the unit disk by L*(6).

Lemma 12. If0 < 0 < 0* < x/2, then L(0) < L*(6*).

Proof. Since L is increasing in 6, it suffices to show that L(6*) < L*(6*).
Moreover, it suffices to show that y(0*) < y*(6*) where (z*(0),y*(9)) is
the upper endpoint of the perfect arc in the unit disk.

Let s be the arclength parameter. We have % = cos 0, % = r and hence
the relation y(0) —y*(0) = [y cosw(+L; — 1) dw, which implies that y — y*
is decreasing on (0, f) and increasing on (6, 7/2], where x(f) = 1.

Suppose y(0*) > y*(0*) for some 6*. Then 6* € (0, 7/2] and we infer
that y(5) > y*(5). Therefore the minor axis of (2 is longer than 2 and 2
contains a unit disk by Lemma [0 This contradicts the assumption that 2

has area 7. O

FIGURE 2. Illustration for Lemma

N N
NUBZEN.

We are ready to prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 13. Let A be the class of domains §) bounded by smooth convex
curves that are symmetric in both coordinate axes and have exactly four
vertices. Suppose that ) € A has area 7 and is not a unit disk. Then

Iol(4) < In,(4)
for0 < A<
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™

Proof. Since A(0) is strictly increasing on (0, 7), we change variable to
consider L as a function of A. Since In(A) < L(A) and Ig,(A) = L*(A),
it suffices to show that supremum of the function 2 (A) on A € (0,7),
which is symmetric with respect to /2, is less than 1. If the supremum
occurs at A = 0, then the assertion follows from Theorem [8] so we assume

the absolute maximum occurs at A € (0, 7]. We have
L\ -  kL*—kL,

O=|—) (4) =——(4
(L*) (d) = =2 (A)

Since L =

”;29, we obtain

T — 20 B L\?

T —20% \ L*
at A. Either § > 0* or 6 < 0* leads to L. < L*, where Lemmais used in
the latter case. J

4. PERTURBATION OF THE UNIT DISK

4.1. Prefect arcs in the unit disk. We begin this section by describing the
perfect arcs in the unit disk, following Section 2 of [[1]. The isoperimetric
profile of B, is given implicitly by

Ig,(a) = (m —20)tanf, a =0 —tanf + (g — 6) tan?6.
The perfect arc o is given by

o(x) = (secd,0) + tan b <cos ((7T— 20)x + g —|—9> ,sin ((7T— 20)x + g —i—@)) , 0<z<1.

The other perfect arcs o (z; u) are obtained by rotating & counterclockwise
by an angle of .

FIGURE 3. Perfect arcs of the unit disk.
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4.2. Setup of the perturbative analysis. We follow closely the convention
in [1]]. See their Figure 2 for an instructive summary. Let X (u, s) : [0, 27] X
[0,) — R? be a perturbation of the unit circle that preserves area. Namely,
denoting the domain enclosed by X (-, s) by Qg, X (u, s) satisfies X (u,0) =
(cosu,sinu) and Area(€),) = .
We consider a family of curves o(z, s;u) : [0,1] x [0,0) x [0, 27] inside

(), satisfying

(1) o(z,0;u) = o(z;u) is the perfect arc of B;.

(2) The endpoints of o (-, s;u) lie on O€2:

4) 0(0,s;u) = X(uy(s),s), o(l,s;u) =X(u_(s),s)
(3) o(+, s) encloses area a together with 0€2;.
Let
0X
— = fN+¢T
0s
be the variational field of X (u, s) and
9% _ i+ gt
— = 1n
as

be the variational field of the arcs. To simplify notation, we write
770(5’3) = 77(9U> 0)7 f()(u) = f(uv O)
and §o(z) = £(2,0), go(u) = g(u,0).

4.3. First variations. Since t(0) = —N(uy),t(1) = N(u_),n(0) =
T(us),n(l) = T(u_), differentiating (@) yields
&) 10(0) =ty + go,§0(0) = — fo(u)

and similarly
mo(1) = —t- — go, §o(1) = fo(u-)

where 1. = % U
s=0

By assumption, the first variation of the area enclosed by the arc is zero

0A U+ 0X L 100
a2 [
5= uU_ 0

(6) dx = 0.

Bs ou ox
Together with the evolution of arc length (see (3.3) of [[1])
0 |Oo do| 0&

s |0z oz T oz

(7
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we obtain the first variation of the length of the arc

oL !
/ nok
s=0

®) s
©) — & / fodu + folu) + foluy) = U(u)

—‘ dz + &o(1) — &o(0)

noting that it does not depend on how the arc moves.
At s =0, we have u, = u_ + 2b, k = cot b and hence

u+2b
tu) = —coth [ ful@) i+ fo) + fou +20).

Since X preserves enclosed area, we have fo% f du = 0 and hence f027r ldu =
0.

If {(u) is not identically zero, then there exists a prefect arc with 2 <

s=0
0 and the isoperimetric profile decreases. However, it is shown in Appendix

A that there exists nontrivial variation such that [(u) = 0. Therefore, we
resort to the second variations.

4.4. Second variations. Firstly, since o(z, s) always encloses area a, we
further differentiate (6]) to get

(10)
0 Y oo oX
0_8350</0n%dx+ ‘ ‘ )
B 877 do o 350 .
_/0 Bs ls=0 | Ox o <n0k or 81‘) dz + fo(us )iy — fo(u-)i-

[+ P

By the evolution of unit tangent and normal vector of o (see page 514 of

(L)

ot ~
Bslemo P
on ~
B leo — 77
with
o
@ = ko,



we get the second derivative of arc length
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0 |9e| _on @_ﬁ(j+ 3
952 ls0 |0z |~ Bs 9z 1Y) T 5\ 9s

8770
Ox s= o) T P or

Combining it with (I0) we obtain the second variation of the length of the

s=0

arc
2L 1 Ono
8_2 _ / —k:2 2 i ( aa )
(98 s= 0 | oz ’
e=1 : . “af 990
+ k |:—7]0§0 e — fo(U+)U+ + fQ(U_)U_ — /u % o0 -+ f(f -+ %) du
85 N =1
E|l== _
- |:88 s=0 now} =0
To simplify the last line, we differentiate in s twice
0 - 0 -
a—Zn — nopt + a—gt + &opn
9?X 0X 8f f dg af
= — - — —qg)T +=T — — go)N.
dsou' T gn =t N (G, T T+ 5 TG — %)

Since t(0) = —N(uy),t(1) = N(u_),n(O) = T(uy),n(l) = T(u_), we
get

0 - 0 0

el o 08 = G )~ ] )
atz = 0 and

0 - 0 0

el 08 =Gy )+ )

at z = 1. On the other hand, since (), has area 7, we have
0 10X Tof 5’go
N du = '
/ f’au . /0 Lt o+ 2y

11 0=—
( ) 88 s=0 Jo

Next, to kill the effect of rigid motions in R?, we require that X (u, s) is
a normal variation in the first approximation:

s=0

go(u) = 0.
Moreover, we move the arcs tangentially in the first approximation:
no(z) = 0.

Putting these together, we obtain

U (2
052 ls=0 w. \O0s

2 af
+f)du+%

)+ | ().

s=0 s=0
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Recall that we fix one arc in the above calculations. Taking all arcs into
account, we obtain, by (T1)),

/27r 82 L
2
o Os
for nontrivial variations. Hence, at least one arc becomes shorter while
enclosing the same amount of area in the variation. In summary, we prove

(u) du = —2/0 fi(u)du <0

s=0

Theorem 14. Let Q2,0 < s < € be a family of domains with )y = B;
and area(2;) = w. We assume that ()5 does not arise from rigid motion.
Then for any 0 < A < 7 the following dichotomy on the perfect arcs that
minimizes I, (A) holds.

(1) There exists a perfect arc whose length satisfies % |S:0L < 0.

(2) We have % ‘s:OL = 0 for all perfect arcs and there exists a perfect

. 2 . .o
arc whose length satisfies dd?\s:oL < 0 under tangential variation.

Consequently, the isoperimetric profile must decrease. This completes
the proof of Theorem 3]

APPENDIX A. LOCAL EXISTENCE OF PERFECT ARCS

Given two points C; and C; on a curve C' C R?, denote the unit tangent
and unit normal vector at C'; and C5 by 17,7, and N1, No. We observe an
elementary criterion for two points to be joined by a perfect arc.

Proposition 15. For two points C; = C(s1),Cy = C(sy) on a curve C, a
necessary and sufficient condition that there is a perfect arc passing through
C1 and Cy is either the function [ : C' x C' — R satisfies

f(81782) = (Cl - 02) . (Nl + NQ) = 0 with N1 + N2 ?é 0

or there is a straight line passing through C, and C5 with direction N, =
—Ns.

Proof. The assertion follows by observing that the angle between C; — Cy
and 77 is equal to the angle between C'; — Cs and T5. ]

Proposition 16. Let v be a perfect arc of C' with nonzero curvature and C
and Cy be its endpoints. Denote the curvature of C at Cy and Cs by ky and
k. Then there exists a nontrivial family of perfect arcs v(t), =0 < t < ¢
such that v(0) = ~y unless

kl(Cl — Cg) = N2 — N1 = k?g(Cl — Cg)
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Proof. Consider the two-point function f : C' x C' — R defined in the
previous proposition. The partial derivatives of f at (Cy, Cy) are given by

0

8sfl =Ty Ny — (C1 = Cy) - by T}

0

a_f — —T2 . Nl — (Cl - 02) ° kQTQ
S2

We claim that g—i(()’l, C5) and g—SJ;(Cl, () do not vanish at the same time.
Indeed, if %(Cl’ Cy) = %(Cb C3) = 0, then

N2—k:1(C'1—C'2):ozN1, N1+k2(01_02>:6N2

for some constants «, 5. Since 7 has nonzero curvature, Ny + Ny # 0.
Taking inner product with N; + N,, we get « = 5 = 1 and hence

k’l(Cl - CQ) - N2 - N1 - kg(cl - Cg)

Without loss of generality, we assume g—sf;(C’l, C5) # 0. By the implicit
function theorem, there is a function g(s;) defined on some open interval
such that f(s1, g(s1)) = 0. By Proposition[15] we obtain a family of perfect
arcs. U

We now present a local existence result of perfect arcs around a vertex.
It is reminiscent of the existence of constant mean curvature foliation in a
neighborhood of a point [12].

Proposition 17. Suppose there is a family of perfect arcs shrinking to p.
Then p must be a vertex of C. Conversely, if p € C is a non-degenerated
vertex (k' = 0 but k" # 0), then there is a family of perfect arcs shrinking
to p.

Proof. We parametrize C by arclength s. Suppose p = C'(0) = (0,0). The
local canonical form of plane curves [4), Section 1.6] says

C(s) = (8 — @> t+ (S2_k + Sgk/) n+ O(sh),

3! 2 3!
1262 I 2
t(s):<1—TS)t+<ks+ 28>n+0(33),

n(s) = (1 - @) n — (k:s + k,j) t+0O(s%)

where all terms on the right-hand side of the following equation are evalu-
ated at s = 0.

Suppose 7,0 < t < € is a family of perfect arcs shrinking to p as ¢ — 0.
Let C7 = C(s1),Cy = C(s2) be the endpoints of v where s; and s, depend
on ¢ smoothly. Without loss of generality, we assume s;(¢) = ¢ and use
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s1 as the parameter of the family ~y,; moreover, we assume s, = O(s;) as
sp — 0. Recall that f(s1,s9) = (C; — Cy) - (N1 + N3) = 0. We compute
the expansion of f(s;, s9) with respect to s; to get

0= (C(s1) = C(s2))(n(s1) — n(s2))

/

k
= —6(81 — 59)° 4+ O(s7).

By the assumption of s,, £ = 0 and hence p is a vertex of C'.
For the converse, suppose p is a non-degenerated vertex. We expand a.(s)
to higher order:

k’2 5 /{34 _ 4/{21{3” 5 ]{Z ) /{Z” _ /{33 A k‘/” 5 6
C<S)_<S_€S +T8>t—|—<§$ +Ts +1205)+O(5)
and it follows that

k,2 k4 — Akk" k//_k3 k!
— 1__2 4 - 3 Vo4 5'
n(s) ( 55 o1 s)n (ks+ 5 8—|—24s>t+0(s)

By direct computation, 0 = f(sy, s2) = — %5 (s? — s2)(s1 — 52)2 + O(s}).
Since k" # 0, we obtain a; = —1. We have in the next order

0 = f<$17 52)
Z "
(51— 5) [@1 o)A o (s sh) R (st st s34 ) sg)] L O(s)

where

A=—

k! — kJ?’ k3 k! k,3
G (s%—slsg—l—s%)—kg(s%+3152+s§)+ (E — §> (Sf + 5%) )

Plugging in sy = —s; + ass} + O(s3), the term in the bracket simplifies to

A k,l/ 1 5
_ . —k”/ O .
31( 3a2 15 )+ (s1)
Since k" # 0, for s; sufficiently small we can find two points ¢*, ¢~ on
09 such that f(Cy,¢") > 0 and f(C,q~) < 0. For example, take sy =
-5 — %s% By the intermediate value theorem, there exists a point ¢
between ¢ and ¢~ satisfying f(C1,q) = 0. C; and ¢ would give us a

perfect arc. 0

We close this section by commenting the hypothesis on the number of
vertices in Theorem[I3] The above proposition shows that additional vertex
may lead to additional minimizers of the variational problem (I)). Nonunique-
ness of minimizers then cause isoperimetric profile non-differentiable. In
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general the isoperimetric profile of a compact Riemannian manifold is at
best piecewise differentiable, see [2, 6] for example.

APPENDIX B. PERTURBATIONS THAT PRESERVE THE ISOPERIMETRIC
PROFILE OF B IN THE FIRST VARIATION

In Section 4.1 we show that a periodic function f : [0, 27] — R satisfying

l(u) := —cotb/qu fw)du+ f(u) + f(u+2b) =0

gives rise to a perturbation that causes isoperimetric profile of B; to have
zero first variation. It is elementary to show that the relation holds for cos u
and sin u, which corresponds to translation of unit circle. For the perturba-
. . 2w
tion to preserve enclosed area 7, we also require [, f du = 0. To construct
nontrivial perturbations, we consider Fourier series f() = > ¢,e™ with
cn € R. Here Y’ means summation from —oo to +oc except n = 0. Direct
computation yields

in6

1(0) = Z/ Cn; (—cosb(e™ — 1) + insinb(1 + ™))

and

— cosb(e™ — 1) + insinb(1 + ™)
= 2sinnb(cosbsinnb — nsinbcosnb) + i - 2 cos nb(— cos bsin nb + n sin b cos nb)

The figure below shows the implicit equation cos y sin xy — x sin y cos xy =
0. Except the vertical lines z = 41,0 (they correspond to translations),

every intersection of the curve with y = n,n € 7Z gives rise to a nontrivial
f with I(u) = 0.
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