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= Abstract

[\ Sharp lower and upper uniform estimates are obtained for fundamental frequencies of p-Laplace

— type operators generated by quadratic forms. Optimal constants are exhibited, rigidity of the upper
estimate is proved, anisotropic attainability of the lower estimate is derived as well as characterization
of anisotropic extremizers for circular and rectangular membranes. Sharp quantitative anisotropic
inequalities associated with lower constants are also established, providing as a by-product information

ath.AP

on anisotropic stability. When the uniform ellipticity condition is relaxed, we show that the optimal
slower constant remains positive, while anisotropic extremizers no longer exist. Our sharp lower estimate
— can be viewed as an isoanisotropic counterpart of the Faber-Krahn isoperimetric inequality in the plane.
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3 1 Introduction

0

LO) ‘A field of research that has aroused great interest in the mathematical community for several decades
g is the study of problems linking shape of domains and elliptic operators to the corresponding spectra.
(:\! Most of their solutions demand techniques in areas as calculus of variations, elliptic PDEs, geometry
2 and spectral analysis. A well-known prototype of the first group of problems is the celebrated Faber-
>< Krahn geometric inequality which states that the first Dirichlet eigenvalue A;(€2) of the Laplace operator
E in a bounded domain 2 C R", also called the fundamental frequency of €2, satisfies the isoperimetric

property

A () = Ai(B) (1)

for every domain 2 with |2| = |B|, where B denotes the unit n-Euclidean ball and |- | stands for the Les-
begue measure of a measurable subset of R”. Moreover, equality holds in () if, and only if, {2 is equal to
B, up to a translation and a set of zero capacity. Inequality (), as its name suggests, was independently
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proved by Faber [31] and Krahn [40] for any dimension n > 2 using Schwarz symmetrization technique.
A number of variants of it has been established along of the history. For instance, related inequalities
involving the first nonzero eigenvalue of the Laplace operator under different boundary conditions are:
Bossel-Daners inequality [9] 14, 23] 24] (Robin condition) (see also [25],20]), Szegd-Weinberger inequality
[49,54] (Neumann condition) (see also [16]) and Brock-Weinstock inequality [12, 55] (Steklov condition)
(being the first one of lower kind, while other two ones are upper). Different quantitative forms and
stability of geometric inequalities have also been widely discussed for the spectrum of elliptic operators;
among an extensive bibliography, we refer for example to [8], 1], 15 B3] for some quantitative inequali-
ties and [32, 35 43] concerning stability. Besides, extensions of (Il) to more general operators have been
of interest, see [I, [7, 10, 20] for some of these developments. For an overview on a variety of problems,
improvements and open questions on several related topics, we quote the excellent monographes: the
survey [47], the collection of contributions [38] and the books [5] [6] 19, [37].

A particularly important counterpart of (), closely connected to the present work, was established
by Belloni, Ferone and Kawohl [4] in the anisotropic context. In a precise manner, let H : R* — R be
a convex function of C! class in R™ \ {0} satisfying the homogeneity and strict positivity assumptions:

H(t€) = [t/H(€), t € R, V¢ € R” (1)

and

/{1|€| < H(g) < KJ2|€|7 \V/f € Rna (P)

where k1 = k1 (H) and ky = Kko(H) are positive constants depending of H.
Given any fixed number p > 1, consider the anisotropic operator in divergence form associated to p
and H:

Ally .= —div(H? " (Vu)VH(Vu)).

It arises naturally from derivation of the energy functional on VVO1 P(Q)) defined by

&ﬂwzémwm@

since (p, H)-harmonic functions (i.e. weak solutions of Affu = 0) are critical points of &, 4.
The first Dirichlet eigenvalue )\fp(Q) of the operator Af , also called the H-anisotropic fundamental
p-frequency of €, is variationally characterized as

AT (Q) =inf {& m(u) : ue WP(Q), |ullre) =1}

From the conditions (H) and (P), it follows that A{’,(2) is positive and AT is uniformly elliptic. The
latter fact along with (H) and C? regularity of H outside the origin imply that )\fp(Q) is the unique
principal eigenvalue of Af , which is also simple. In addition, all eigenfunctions of Af in I/VO1 () belong
to C14(Q) and extends C'# at points on C''® parts of the boundary of 2 where o > 3. For the part
of regularity we refer to [51, 52] and references therein.

Consider the unit ball By = {£ € R": H(£) < 1} and its polar body defined by

By ={{ecR": ({,n) <1, ne€ By}



The anisotropic Faber-Krahn inequality established in [4] states that, for any bounded domain  with
€ = [Bil,

Myp(Q) = A (By) (2)

and, in addition, equality holds in (2) if, and only if, 2 is equal to B, module a translation and a set
of zero capacity.

On the other hand, it deserves to be remarked that the Faber-Krahn inequality (2)) provides a sharp
lower uniform estimate of A{’,(€2) in terms of the measure ||, namely

AL (Q) > By " AL (By) 197

Within this spirit, considerable advances have been achieved in optimization problems that consist in
finding, given a bounded domain €2y, uniform estimates of eigenvalues with respect to the coefficients
of elliptic operators and/or other involved parameters, with optimal lower and upper constants be-
ing explicitly computed in some cases. More precisely, this question has been addressed to Dirichlet
eigenvalues ¢ (V') of the Schrodinger operator

Lsu=—hAu+V(zx)u in Qy,

where h denotes the Planck’s constant and V' is a potential function subject to the restrictions

IV zeo) < £ and k1 <V < ke in O

for a priori fixed constants k, k1 and ks, we refer to [211, 28] B0, [39] 411 [45] 50, 56] for the one-dimensional
case and [2], 13, 17, [18] 27, 86l [44] and Chapter 9 of [38] for higher dimensions.
Sharp estimates have been also obtained for Dirichlet eigenvalues A\ (o) of the elliptic operator

Lou = —div(o(z)Vu) in

for conductivity functions ¢ normalized simultaneously by the uniform and LP constraints above with
constants k1, ke > 0, see [3], 22, 29, 53] for some developments.

Inequality as ([{l) and (2)) are of isoperimetric nature once one treats sharp lower estimate of the
first Dirichlet eigenvalue of elliptic operators on bounded domains with prescribed Lebesgue measure.
A natural query to ask is whether there are isoanisotropic counterparts of (Il) and (2). A positive
answer to this question relies on finding some prescribed “measure” condition of functions H. Once
an appropriate normalization has been defined, we are faced with two fundamental issues on a fixed
bounded domain €2. More precisely, we have:

(A) Are there any positive explicit optimal constants X*(Q2) and A"2*(Q) such that
AINQ) < AP () < AT(Q)
for every “normalized” convex function H satisfying (H) and (P)?

(B) Are there functions H yielding any equality in (A)? Is there any characterization of them?



i)
functions to be introduced. Inequalities in (A) display sharp uniform estimates on H for the first eigen-

The positivity of AI"*(€2) and finiteness of A'2*(€2) must necessarily depend on the set of anisotropic
value of the operator Af . Moreover, the first of them is the isoanisotropic parallel of the n-dimensional
Faber-Krahn isoperimetric inequality. Functions H solving (B) are called anisotropic extremizers.

As with most eigenvalue optimization problems focused on domains varying with fixed measure,
optimization problems that involve the dependence on second order elliptic operators in a fixed domain
are usually difficult.

The purpose of this paper is to start the discussion of (A) and (B) in the plane within the class of
functions H generated by positive quadratic forms (so that Af is uniformly elliptic), namely functions
H under the form

H(z,y) = (aa? + 2Bzy + vy*)*/*

satisfying (P) with positive constants x; and ko independent of H. Our family of elliptic operators
includes the Laplace and p-Laplace operators, since

A=A and A, = Afo

for the Euclidean norm Hy(z,y) = |(z,y)| = (2 + y*)¥/2.

The question (A) will be completely solved for the referred class. Already the answer to the question
(B) is divided into three parts: we first prove the rigidity of the second inequality in (A), being attained
exactly by Hy; we prove the existence of at least one anisotropic extremizer for the first inequality; we
characterize all anisotropic extremizers for the first inequality on disks and on a family of rectangles,
where it becomes clear that the quantity (multiplicity) of such optimal functions depends on the shape
of the domain 2. We also present sharp quantitative anisotropic estimates related to the lower constant
AP™(Q). Finally, we discuss (A) and (B) when the uniform ellipticity condition is relaxed, in particular
we show that the optimal lower constant remains positive, while anisotropic extremizers no longer exist.

This work seems to be the first to develop a comprehensive optimization theory for a family of
quasilinear elliptic operators in dimension n = 2. The leading arguments are based on maximum
principles, monotonic property of )\fp(Q) with respect to H and mainly on a key explicit relation stated
in Theorem [5.1] which is the bridge that connects the quadratic anisotropic environment to the study
of anisotropic stability of optimal lower constants via aforementioned quantitative estimates.

The remainder of paper is organized into four sections. In Section 2 we introduce basic notations and
the entire setup of quadratic anisotropic optimization. In Section 3 we present all statements related to
(A) and (B). Section 4 is devoted to proofs of the results dealing with anisotropic maximization, while
Section 5 is dedicated to all proofs related to anisotropic minimization.

2 The anisotropic optimization setting

We will use from now on the letter ) (and derivatives thereof) in place of H in the notations regarding
anisotropic eigenvalues and other ingredients, once the class of functions H to be considered is in
correspondence with positive quadratic forms by means of the relation H = Q'/2.

The set of all positive quadratic forms on R? is given by

Q :={Q(x,y) = ax® +2Bxy +vy*: a,7>0, 3>0 and B* < ay}.



For each () € O, set

Qumin = min Q(z,y) and Quax = max Q(z,y),

|(@.y)|=1 |(z.y)|=1
where | - | denotes the Euclidean norm.
For a € (0, 1], we consider the subset of Q of normalized functions as

Qa = {Q € Q : Qmin >a and Qmax = 1}
For any @) € Q% clearly we have

al(z,y)[* < Qz,y) <|(z,y)| V(z,y) € R (3)
For a = 0, we denote by Q° the subset of Q with relaxed strict coercivity, that is

Q" :={Q € Q: Quax = 1}.

Let  C R? be a bounded domain and let p > 1 be a fixed parameter. The ()-anisotropic fundamental
p-frequency is defined for Q) € Q as

AL, (Q) = inf {//Q Q> (Vu)dA: ue W,P(Q), |lull, = 1},

where dA denotes the usual area element.

As mentioned in the introduction, it is a classical result that the infimum is always attained by a
positive function ¢, € C1#(Q), which is a principal eigenfunction associated to the principal Dirichlet
eigenvalue )\gp(Q) of the Q-anisotropic operator

Ay = —div (Q%”(Vu)vcg%(vu)> .

P

In addition, ¢, is C*# on C1* parts of the boundary of Q with a > f3.

Notice also that the operator AI? is uniformly elliptic for each ) € Q% in a uniform sense since
the corresponding ellipticity constants depend only on the fixed number a. Taking into account this
uniformity, we consider two anisotropic optimization problems for each a € [0, 1]:

Q) 1= inf AZ,(Q) and APE(Q%, Q) = sup AL (9).

From the definition of Q® and (), one easily checks that

@A ,(0) < ATIN(QT, Q) < ATX(Q", Q) < Auy(9), (4)

where A ,(€2) denotes the principal Dirichlet eigenvalue of the p-Laplace operator. In particular, both
constants are finite and clearly positive if a > 0. Furthermore, when a = 1, the definition of Q* and
inequalities in (@) imply that Q' = {| - |*} and

AT(Q1 Q) = ATPH(Q1, Q) = A ().

The questions (A) and (B) presented in the introduction can now be rephrased for a € [0, 1) as

(A1) Can the optimal anisotropic constants A*(Q% Q) and A"2*(Q*, Q) be explicitly determined?

5



(B1) Are there anisotropic extremizers for A2*(Q¢ Q) and A"*(Q* Q)7 Is it possible to characterize
them?

Lastly, for each a € (0,1) we will need the set of non-normalized functions by coercivity:

QZn = {Q € Q : anmaX S Qmin}
= {Q€Q: Qz,y) = aQuax|(z,y)*, V(z,y) € R*}.

Indeed, remark that Q°(z,y) = |(z, y)|? belongs to Q%, but not to Q7 for any 0 < € < a, so that there
are anisotropic operators Ag associated to () € QF  with arbitrarily small ellipticity constant.

3 Main results on anisotropic optimization

Our first result answers affirmatively both questions (A1) and (B1) for AT5*(Q%,€2).

Theorem 3.1 (Rigidity). For any a € [0,1), we have

ALy (Q, Q) = A1 p(9).

Moreover, Q = | - |> € Q% is the unique anisotropic maximizer for ATRX(Q%, Q) provided that O is
Y by parts.

Regarding the anisotropic minimization problem we need to introduce a family of elements of Q“
and of orthogonal 2 x 2 matrices in order to state the next theorems.

For « € [a, 1], we consider the anisotropic function Q. (z,y) = az?® + 28(a)xy + v(a)y? with coeffi-
cients

Bla)=+/(1 —a)(a—a) and y(a)=14a—a.

As will be shown later, Q, € Q" and (Q4)min = a for every «a € [a, 1] .

Let also O be the set of all rotations in the plane of angle between 0 and 7/2. For A € O we set
Q4 = AT(Q), that is Q4 is the rotation of the domain Q by the orthogonal matrix AT .

The second result completes the solution of the question (A1) and establishes the existence of at
least one anisotropic extremizer for A%*(Q%, Q) in the case a € (0, 1).

Theorem 3.2 (Attainability). For any a € (0,1), we have

)\fllgn<Qa7Q) = min {A%;(QA) . forany A € (’)}
= a?min{\,(Q%4): for any A€ O},

where Q% = {(x,ay) : (z,y) € Q}.
Moreover, all anisotropic minimizers for APi'(Q%, Q) belong to {Qa : « € [a, 1]} provided that 0S
is CH% by parts.

Theorems [3.1] and applied to the normalized function Q! Q € Q* for Q € Q2 readily yield



Corollary 3.1. For any a € (0,1), the sharp non-normalized anisotropic estimates hold

max max

for every Q € Q with explicit optimal constants NP} (Q*, Q) and AP2*(Q*, Q).

Lp

NI(Q", ) QU2 < A2, () < AI(QY, Q) QU2

A second consequence that will be easily checked states that

Corollary 3.2. Assume 09Q is CY by parts. For any a € (0,1), we have

A’ A1 () < ATIN(Q7, Q) < ATEX(Q7,9).

It is natural to wonder at this point what happens if we relax the condition Qi > a with a € (0, 1]
t0 Qmin > 0, in other words, if we consider the anisotropic minimization problem in the set Q°. It is
easily checked that
Amin(ga’ Q)

1p

min 0 0) = inf
Lp <Q’ ) a€(0,1]
The next result ensures that )\‘fj;,n(Qo, ) remains positive, however, anisotropic extremizer no longer
exist, so the condition of strict coercivity for some fixed number a € (0, 1] is necessary for its existence.

Theorem 3.3. The optimal lower constant A?;“(QO,Q) 15 always positive. In addition, anisotropic
minimizers do not exist in Q° provided that 99 is C1 by parts.

Unlike the upper constant Af3*(Q?, ), the lower AT},“(Q“, ) depends on the sets Q%. In general,
we have A(Q%, Q) < A(Q°, Q) whenever a < b since Q" C Q°.
Other important topic concerns the stability of )\‘fj;,n(Q“, 2) in relation to the sets Q. This follows

directly from the quantitative anisotropic inequality:

Theorem 3.4 (Quantitative I). Let a € (0,1) and b € [a,1). The upper quantitative anisotropic
inequality states that

Qe ) =P\ (i —a)

Moreover, it is sharp in the sense that equality implies b = a.

MR, [fyie—a)

We also establish a reverse quantitative anisotropic inequality.

Theorem 3.5 (Quantitative II). Let a € (0,1) and b € [a,1). The lower quantitative anisotropic
imequality

AT (Q°,9) = M(Q, Q) > Cla,b,p, Q)b — a)
holds for

pa(P—2)/2

CO<p7 Q)7 Zf p Z 2
Clab,p, ) = 4 pecore (r-2)/2 2
7 Ap(€) colp, VP, if 1 <p<2,

where

o : — _
co(p, Q) : fllIelg) uevt/?’fp(ﬂ) {//QA |DyulP dA : |ull, 1}

18 a positive constant.
Moreover, both are sharp provided that 02 is C1.
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Regardless of the shape of the membrane €2, Theorem [B.2] guarantees that )\Ifjli,“(Q“, Q) always admits
at least one anisotropic minimizer. The final two theorems of this section deal with the exact multiplicity
of these extremizers. They seem to point to a close relationship between the numbers of anisotropic
minimizers and of certain symmetries of the region €. In particular, we give a complete answer to (B1)
in the case of disks and a class of rectangles.

Theorem 3.6. Let a € (0,1) and assume ) is a disk D centered at the origin. Then,

N(Q, D) = AT (D) = A (Ea),

where &, denotes the elliptical region {(x,\/ay) : (x,y) € D}.
Moreover, the set of all anisotropic minimizers is precisely given by {Q, : « € [a, 1]}.

Theorem 3.7. Let a € (0,1) and assume ) is the rectangle R, = [—1,1] x [=1/y/a,1/+/a]. Then,

A(Q% R,) = AP2(R,) = a”* M\ ,(R).

where R denotes the square [—1,1] x [—-1,1].
Moreover, the unique anisotropic minimizers are (Q, and Q).

4 Optimization problems associated to \}*(Q", ()

We begin with a monotonicity result which will be used in the proof of Theorems [B.1], and 3.3] and
Corollary

Proposition 4.1. Let Q1,Qs € Q. It holds that A?;(Q) < )\?;(Q) whenever Q1 < Qs in R2.
Moreover, A?;(Q) = )\?;(Q) only when Q1 = Q4 in R? provided that O is CH* by parts.

For the proof of the second part of this statement we recall a simple property about nonnegative
quadratic forms.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q be a nonnegative quadratic form on R?. If Q # 0, then either Q > 0 in R*\ {(0,0)}
or the kernel of Q is a straight line in R2.

Proof. Let M be a symmetric matrix that represents (), that is, Q(v) = (v, Mv) with v = (z,y). Using
that @@ > 0 we ensure that Q(vo) = 0 if, and only if, Mvy = 0. Assume Q(vy) = 0 and consider the
function h,(t) = Q(tv + vg) for t € R, where v is any nonzero fixed vector in R%. Noting that

hy(t) = t2{v, Mv) + 2t{v, Muvy) + (vo, Mvy).

and t = 0 is a minimum point of h,(t), we have h! (0) = 0, or equivalently (v, Mvy) = 0. Since v is an
arbitrary vector, it follows that Mvy = 0. The reciprocal is immediate.

Assume now that Q # 0. For the conclusion, it suffices to show that there are no two linearly
independent vectors in the kernel of Q). Let vy, vy be nonzero vectors such that Q(v;) = 0 = Q(vg).
Then, from the above claim, we have Mv; = 0 = Mws. If v; and vy are linearly independent, then they
span R? and therefore M = 0, so Q = 0, contradicting the hypothesis of the statement. O



Proof of Proposition[{.1. The claim )\?;(Q) < )\?;(Q) is immediate once it follows readily of the varia-
tional characterization. The part that needs to be carefully checked is that equality )\?;(Q) = )\?;(Q)
implies Q1 = @, in R2. Proceeding by contradiction and applying Lemma 1] to the nonnegative
quadratic form Q = @ — Q1, it follows that Q; < Q, at least in R? except a straight line passing
through the origin.

Let @, € W,P(Q) N C#(Q) be a positive minimizer for )\IQ;(Q) normalized by ||¢,||, = 1. Using
the assumption that 9§ is C1® by parts, we recall that o, extends C** until the boundary up to a
finite number of points. Then, applying the Hopf’s Lemma to the quasilinear elliptic operator Agl,
we guarantee that Vi, is a nonzero vector on each C''* part of dQ pointing inward of Q. Since Q
is a domain, we can choose a point (xg,yp) on some smooth part of 99 so that Q1(V, (o, yo)) <
Q2(Vp(z0,70)). Tt is clear that the strict inequality Q1(Vp,) < Q2(V,) remains in the open Q5 =
{(z,y) € Q: |[(x — zo,y — yo)| < d} for 6 > 0 small enough. Using the strict inequality in 25 and

Q1(Vep) < Q2(Vp) in Q\ Qs, we get

G0 < [[elwenar= [ oiwayias [[ ofveaa
< / [ Qlvenaa+ / y Q5 (Vi) dA
< / [ Qf(ve,)aa+ / y QF (Vig,) dA = A22(Q).

[
Proof of Theorem[31. By definition, for any @ € Q2 we have Q(z,y) < Q(z,y) := 2% + y? for all
(z,y) € R? and so, by Proposition [4.1]
ATE(Q, Q) = AL, (Q) = Mp(Q)

since Q € Q. Moreover, by the same proposition, the strict inequality )\gp(Q) < A?p(Q) holds whenever
Q # @, so that @ is the unique anisotropic extremizer for AT(Q, Q). O

5 Optimization problems associated to Ifj;“(Q“, Q)

First we develop all the necessary ingredients to prove the existence and shape of anisotropic extremizers

for )\Ifjli)n(Q“, ) on Q.

5.1 The structure of the set O
Let

Q, = {Q(x,y) € Q" Quin = a}'
Clearly, we have Q, C Q% The next result describes precisely the set Q,.

Proposition 5.1. For each a € (0,1), the set Q, is precisely given by {Q. : « € [a, 1]}, where Q, is
as defined in Section 3.



Proof. Let Q = ax? + 2Bzy + vy? with a,v > 0, > 0 and 3% < avy. Consider an orthogonal matrix
A diagonalizing the symmetric matrix

_|a B
M_{B 7}’

into its real eigenvalues p; and po which can be assumed 1 < pp. One easily checks that (QoA)(z,y) =
1?4+ poy?. Hence, Q € Q, if, and only if, 1 = a and ps = 1. But this is equivalent to say that 3
and v satisfy the system

{(a—a)(v—a)zﬁz
(a—1)(y—1) =

whose solution is given for each a € [a, 1] by

Bla)=+/(1 —a)(a—a) and (a)=14+a—a.

A direct consequence of this result is

Corollary 5.1. Let a € (0,1). For any o € |a,1], we have Q, 0 Ay = Q., where A, denotes the
orthogonal matrix

1-a
Aa _ l1—a
a—a
B 1-a
In particular, there is a natural bijection between Q, and {A, : « € [a,1]} which in turn is in

correspondence with the set of rotations O defined in the introduction.

Proof. 1t is immediate to see that the columns of A, are eigenvectors de M associated to a and 1 in
this order and also that the set {A, : « € [a,1]} coincides with O = {Ry : 6 € [0, 3]}, where

cosf sind
Ho = {— sin 0 cos@] '

O

A convenient way to look at the set Q% is through the disjoint decomposition Ube[a,l] Q. Using this
viewpoint, we establish the following key relation:

Theorem 5.1. Let a € (0,1). Given any QQ € Q® there is a function Q, € Q, such that

Q) = 1= Qulr.y) + 1

1—a —a

(a® +9%), V(z,y) € R,
where b € [a, 1] is the number for which Q € Qy.

Particularly, this statement implies that Q > Q, in R? and Q = Q,, if, and only if, b = a.

10



Proof. Let @ € Q% and let b € [a,1] be such that Q € Q,. Writing Q(z,y) = ax? + 2Bzy + yy? with
a,7 >0, 3>0and 5% < &y, by Proposition 5.1], we know that

aephl], B=+/(1—-a)(a—>b) and y=1+b—a.
Let us seek a function @), € 9, such that

Q> Q. in R? (5)
Again by that proposition, we have Q,(x,y) = az? + 28xy + vyy* where

aclal], B=+v/(1-a)a—a) and y=1+a—a.
Notice that the inequality (Bl holds if, and only if,

(B=B)—(@-a)(7—7) <0 (6)
The idea now is to prove the equivalence between this inequality and the relation
l—a_ a-b
a—l_ba+1_b. (7)

Replacing 8 and 7 in function of @ and 8 and 7 in function of a in (@), after some development, we
arrive at

(1-a)@—b)+(1—a)(a—a)—2y/1-a)a—b(1l—a)a—a) <0.

On the other hand, this inequality can be rewritten as

(VI —-a)la—b) V(1 -a)a—a)<0.
Consequently,

1—a)(a—0)=(1-a)(a—a)

which yields the value of o as in (7). This equation also allows us to express a, 3 and 7 in terms
respectively of o, § and 7. Indeed, it can be placed into three suitable ways:

B 1—-b b—a
a=—oa+t —, (8)
1—-0 1-0
l—a= (1—a) and a—b=——(a—a)

The last equalities clearly imply that « € [a, 1] if, and only if, 5 € [b,1]. Moreover, they produce the

relations
_ 1-0b 1-5b
F=VI—aa—0) = 1—I-afa—a =10 0
and
y=14+b—a= 1_b(l—a)+b: 1_b(1+a—a)+b_a— 1_b7 boa (10)



Plugging (), (@) and (I0) in @, we deduce that

1-0 b—a, ,

Qz,y) = 7 Qalw,y) + T— (" +¥).

5.2 Proof of Theorem [3.2] and Corollary [3.2]
We first prove Theorem and after we invoke it in the proof of Corollary

Proof of Theorem[32. Let Q € Q® and assume that @ € Q, for some b € (a, 1]. By Theorem 5.1}, there
exists (), € Q, such that Q > @, and Q # @, since b > a. By Proposition 1], we have in general
that )\?J)(Q) > )\?;(Q) Therefore, it follows that
min a 3 Q
ALy (Q4,Q) = lega Arp(€2)

and moreover, by assuming 952 is C'1® by parts, the above monotonicity is strict, so that any anisotropic
extremizer, if exist, belongs to Q,,.

On the other hand, by Corollary B.1] each function @@ € Q, corresponds to an orthogonal matrix
A € O such that Q o A = Q,. Then, using the change of variable v(X’) = u(X) for X' = ATX € Q4
with X = (z,y) and X' = (2/,y'), we obtain

//Q (Vu) dA = /Q Qa (Vv)dA and // lulP dA = //ﬂ o] dA,

which yields A% Q) = )\Q“ 2(©24). Making now the change v(x2',y’) = u(x,y) for 2’ = x and y' = \/ay for
(«,y') € Q4, we get

/ Qé(Vu) dA = a1/ // |Vv|PdA and // lulP dA = a=1/? // [v]P dA,
Qa % Q4 4

and so )\Q“(QA) = aP/?\; ,(Q9). Consequently, we derive

APR(QT Q) = mf AF2(Q4) = a?’? mf Alp(QA)

Notice now that O is a closed subset of the compact set of all orthogonal 2 x 2 matrices and the first
eigenvalue of the p-Laplace operator \; ,(£2) depends continuously on € with respect to the Hausdorff
topology (see Theorem 3.2 in [42]). Hence, the above infimum is always attained and therefore,

min a . Qa - 2 . a
API(Q", ) = min ATS(9L4) = iy Ay (€23)

Moreover, each minimizer A € O is associated to the anisotropic extremizer Q = Q, o AT € Q, for

Amin(Qe, ). 0

Proof of Corollary[32. Let a € (0,1). Consider the functions Q(z,y) = a(z?+y?) and Q(z, y) = z*+y>.
By Theorems 3.1l and 3.2, we know that

A(Q ) = A% (@) and AT(Q% ) = A2,(@)

12



for some Q, € Q,. From the definition of Q,, one knows that Q S Qn Q in R2. Since 99 is CH by
parts, by Proposition 1.1l we get

o ) -
a?? M () = A, (Q) < AFa(Q) < AT, (9),

so that

a1 ,(Q) < ATIN(Q%, Q) < ATH(Q7, Q).

5.3 Proof of Theorem 3.3

We start proving the positivity of AP"(Q° Q). For any a € (0,1], due to Theorem B2, we have

Lp
AP (Q, Q) = A?;(QA) for some rotation A € O. If u, € WyP(Q) with ||ua||, = 1 is an eigenfunction
associated to A?;(QA), then

APIN(Q®, Q) = ATa(Q) = / 02 (Vuy) dA
Qa

~ [ @D+ 10,0
Qa

2// | Dyu,|? dA
Q4

zdmﬂm//|MWM=dem,
Qy

D
2

dA

where d(p, 24) = thw (24, &) 77 is the positive constant given in Lemma 1 of [34] with £ = (0, 1). Hence,
using that O is compact and w(4, &) depends continuously on A, one has

do(p, Q) == jrelg) d(p,Qy) = min d(p,Q4) > 0,

so that
AP0, Q) = Eil(})fl] A(Q, Q) > do(p, Q) > 0.

The second statement is proved by contradiction. Assume that there is Q € Q such that )\‘fj;,“(QO, Q) =
AP, Q). Set @ = Quin > 0, s0 APR(Q0,Q) = APn(Q% Q). From Theorem 32, we know that
)\rf;n(Qa, Q) = )\?’;(QA) for some A € O. Since Q, > Qq/2 in R? and Q, # Qq/2, by Proposition A1), we
get

min a Qq )
ATIR(Q,9) = ATp(Q24) > A% (Q4) = AT,(Q)

P 1p

with Q = Qa2 0 AT € Q°, which is a contradiction.

13



5.4 Proof of Theorems [3.4 and
Proof of Theorem[3.). Let a € (0,1) and b € [a,1). Given @ € Q,, by Theorem [B.1], there is a function

Q. € Q, such that

Q) = 1 Qulr,y) + 1w )

Let o, € Wy P(Q) with ||¢,||, = 1 such that
J[ Qiviaaa= o)

Then using the mean value theorem,

et < [ / Q% (Vip,) dA — / Qi (Vi) d

< [[ Q5 (960 (@4(Vi) - Qh(Viay)) a4

1 b— 1
<p//@ (Viop) (\/ Qé sop)ﬂ/fZIV@p\—Qé(V%)) dA

J[[ @ e (VI—h-VT=a) Qh(Ve) + Vi~ alvia) da

1A = / Q¥ (Vi,) — Q5 (Vep,) dA
Q

AT, Q) —

<P
_\/1—a O
v S (Vo E—a
< T—a//Q (Vep) Vb — alV,| dA
Qé(va)
o l—a//Q Va a4

Qé (Vi) dA

:j@“g—%‘;//(l‘b (Vop) + 121Vl
< /1
bz;zib_—ac;) ABin(Qe, Q).

p—1

a)QQ

Qroks

(Vipp) dA

Hence, we derive the upper quantitative inequality

)\min b 0 ~“1(p
1,?(97 )—1§p br=1(b a)’
Al (Q4,9) a’(1 —a)

which is sharp since equality in the above third inequality only holds when b = a since b < 1

Proof of Theorem We first get a lower quantitative inequality for p > 2. Let @) € Q, and choose a

positive function 1, € Wy (Q) with ||¢,||, = 1 such that

14



Again taking @), € Q, as in Theorem 5.1l and applying the mean value theorem, one gets

min bQ_min a0 z dA — évpdA
ABn(QP ) — Ain(Qr, >z//ﬂ@<wp> /Qm )
> / LQE (Vi) (Q(VYy) — Qu(VYy) dA
/ Qa Vd)p <?Q (V¢p)+b—|v¢p|2 Qa(va)) dA
L[] @d (vu) =L (90— Qu(Vey) a4

(p—2) /2
> P / VP (V6 — Qu(V4)) dA
(p— 2)/2
= 2(1 — //Q V0, P72 (|0, 2 — al Doy |* — [Dyu,|?)) dA

(p— 2/2
] / V0,2 D,y 2 dA

p 2/2
Z // |Dyv,|P dA,
Q4

where A € O is the matrix so that (), 0 A = @), and v, = 9, o A. Therefore,

pa(p_Q)/Z (b — a)
2

)‘Illj;)n(vag) _)\Illj;)n(Qa’Q) > CO(p7 Q)a

where, as in the statement,

— 3 1 p . —
co(p, Q) := /1&612 ueVII/?E(Q) {//QA |DyulPdA = ||ull, = 1}.

The case 1 < p < 2 is treated in a similar manner. With the same notation, applying the mean
value theorem and then reverse Holder inequality, we have

(@) - @) = [[ Qivuy) da- [[ Qhvu aa

DHe_1 _
> / / LQEL(VY,) (Q(VY,) — Qu(Viy)) dA
b—a

/ QT (V) (fﬁ? (Vi) + IQ—Qawwp)) dA
// Q+ V% Z(W%IQ Qa(va)) dA

[ 190 (0 - Qu(vs) da

—2(1—
p(b—a) // p—2 2 2 2
— — alDyv,|? — | Dy, ) dA
s=a) [y, Vol Vel = alDenf? = 1Dy )
_rlb—a / / Vo, P~2| Dy, |? dA
2 Qa
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22 e ) (/] e )
(o) ” ([ e )
-

Jiese ) o)
sz ([ o )

S pb(—P) /2(b —a)
- 2

pb(2 P /2

)\1 p(Q) 72)/200(]97 Q)

Besides, if u € W,?(Q) and ||ul|, = 1, we have

// Dul? dA > o(p, ) // P dA = e(p, ),
QA QA

where c(p, Q4) = thw(§24, &) 7" is the positive constant given in Lemma 1 of [34] with £ = (1,0). Arguing
exactly as in the proof of Theorem [3.3] we deduce that

> ] = mi .
co(p, &) 2 inf c(p, 4) = minc(p, 1) > 0

Finally, if 00 is of C1 class, then v, € CY#(Q) and, thanks to the Hopf’s Lemma, |V,| 1V,
maps the unity circle S'. Consequently, equality in the second inequality of both cases implies that

Q(Viy) = Qa(Vihy), so that Q = Q, and then b = a. O

5.5 Proof of Theorems and 3.7

Proof of Theorem [3.6: When (Q is a disk D centered at the origin, we have that Q24 = D and Q% = &,
for every A € O. Thus, A?;(Q 4) doesn’t depend on A and is equal to the constant value )\g;‘,(D) =
aP/?\; ,(E,). Therefore, by Theorem B.2 it follows that

APR(Q D) = Af{;(D) = aP? )\, (&,)

and the corresponding set of extremizers is

Q. =1{QuoAT: Ac O} ={Qu: a € a,1]}.
U

The proof of Theorem B.7 uses an important result on minimization of A ,(R) over all quadrilaterals
R of same area. The Faber-Krahn inequality for quadrilaterals states that the minimum of A ,(R) is
attained only at squares of same area. For p = 2, this is a classical theorem due to Pélya and Szego
[48] whose proof is based on Steiner’s symmetrization arguments. For p # 2, the result is also true and
its proof is carried out step by step as in [48], see for example the proof of Theorem 1.1 of [46] where
the same method is employed in the nonlocal p-Laplace case.
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Proof of Theorem [37]: Assume Q = R, = [—1,1] x [-1/y/a,1//a] for a € (0,1). Notice that Q% is a
quadrilateral of area 4 for any A € O. Recall that the minimizers of )\‘f;n(Qa, R,) are given by Q, 0 AT
where A minimizes A ,(2%). On the other hand, there are only two matrices A € O that transform Q9%
into a square, namely, the identity matrix I and

A:LOI (ﬂ

Therefore, the unique minimizers of )\Ifj;,n(Q“, R,) are Q, and Q, o AT = Q. Finally, using the identity
matrix, we derive

Q" Ra) = ATp(Ra) = a1 (R),
where R = [—1, 1] x [-1,1]. O
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