arXiv:2404.04060v1 [math.AP] 5 Apr 2024

THE HADAMARD VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR RIESZ CAPACITY AND ITS APPLICATIONS

LU ZHANG

Abstract. In this paper, our focus lies on a fundamental geometric invariant known as Riesz capacity, which holds an essential position in potential theory. We establish the Hadamard variational formula for Riesz capacity of convex bodies. As a meaningful application, we derive a Serrin-type symmetry result for an overdetermined problem.

1. Introduction

The classical Minkowski problem is a core area in convex geometric analysis, which is to find a convex body whose surface area measure equals a given spherical Borel measure. Minkowski [26, 27] was the first to pose and solve the Minkowski problem when the given measure is either discrete or has a continuous density. Aleksandrov [2] and Fenchel-Jessen [12] independently solved the problem for arbitrary measures in the 1930s. In particular, Aleksandrov [2] proved that surface area measure is the differential of volume and considered the existence of minimizers of a related minimization problem to solve the problem. Taking the place of volume, Jerison [20] considered another fundamental geometric invariant, electrostatic capacity. He established the Hadamard variational formula for capacity and then solved the capacitary Minkowski problem through a analogous related minimization problem. Subsequently, Colesanti et.al [6] nontrivially extended Jerison’s work on electrostatic capacity to p-capacity. From the above works, it can be seen that the Hadamard variational formula plays a crucial role in solving the Minkowski type problem.

In this paper, we are concerned with another significant geometric invariant, Riesz capacity, which plays a crucial role in potential theory in [22].

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 49Q10 · 35S15 · 35N25.

Key words and phrases. Hadamard variational formula, Riesz capacity, Symmetry, Brunn-Minkowski inequality, Overdetermined problem. 1

Let Ω ⊂ R^n be a compact set and α ∈ (0, n), the α-Riesz potential energy of Ω is defined by

I_α(Ω) = inf { ∫ R^n ∫ R^n 1 |x − y|^{n−α} dμ(x)dμ(y) : supp(μ) = Ω, μ(Ω) = 1 } . The infimum in the definition of I_α(Ω) can be achieved by a Radon measure μ_Ω in [22]. The Riesz potential of Ω is defined as V (x) = ∫ R^n 1 |x − y|^{n−α} dμ_Ω(y), and then I_α(Ω) = ∫ R^n V (x)dμ_Ω(x). It can be verified from [16] that the Riesz potential V satisfies (−Δ)^{α/2}V = c_{n,α}μ_Ω, in the distributional sense, where (−Δ)^s stands for the s-fractional Laplacian and c_{n,α} is a positive constant depending only on n and α. Furthermore, according to [32], the function^V_{Iα(Ω)} solves the following equations (−Δ)^{α/2}u = 0, in R^n \Ω, u = 1, in Ω, lim_{|x|→∞} u(x) = 0. From [22], the α-Riesz capacity is defined by Cap_α(Ω) = c_{n,α} I_α(Ω) . It is important to note that the definition of α-Riesz capacity is not unique. When α ∈ (0, 2), there exists an equivalent definition (see section 2): (1.1) Cap_α(Ω) = inf{‖u‖^2_{H̊α/2(Rn)} : u ∈ C^∞_c (R^n ), u ≥ χ_Ω}, where χ_Ω is the characteristic function of the set Ω and ‖u‖^2_{H̊α/2(Rn )} = ∫ R^n ∫ R^n |(u(x) − u(y))|^2 |x − y|^{n+α} dxdy. The connection with the classical electrostatic(Newtonian) capacity, defined as Cap_2(Ω) = inf{‖∇u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) : u ∈ C^∞_c (R^n ), u ≥ χ_Ω}, is established by the equality Cap_1(Ω) = Cap_2(Ω × {0}), for any compact set Ω ⊂ R^n , for example see [36].

There have been few works on the shape optimization problems involving the fractional Laplacian. Dalibard and Gérard-Varet [8] considered the energy J(Ω) associated with the solution u_Ω of basic Dirichlet problem (−Δ)^{1/2}u = 1 in Ω, u = 0 in R^n \ Ω. They obtained the Hadamard variational formula for J(Ω) with a bounded open set Ω ⊂ R^2 of class C^∞. Subsequently, Djitte, Fall and Weth [7] derived a shape derivative formula for the family of principle Dirichlet eigenvalues λ_{s,p}(Ω) with a bounded open set Ω ⊂ R^n of class C^{1,1}. Recently, Muratov, Novaga and Ruffini [30] computed the variational formula for 1-Riesz capacity with a C^2 bounded set Ω ⊂ R^2 .

To obtain the variational formula for Riesz capacity, we compute the first variation of an auxiliary functional and establish its correlation with Riesz capacity. By leveraging some estimates for crucial maps as discussed in [7], we are able to address the higherdimensional case through meticulous calculations. Subsequently, utilizing the connection between the auxiliary functional and Riesz capacity, we derive the Hadamard variational formula for α-Riesz capacity of convex bodies in R^n under smooth conditions for α ∈ (0, 2). The variational formula for Riesz capacity is established in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω and L be two convex bodies of class C^2 with support functions h_Ω and h_L respectively. Let Ω_t be the Wulff shape of h_t = h_Ω + th_L and ν be the Gauss map of Ω. Suppose u_Ω is the minimizer of Cap_α(Ω) in (1.1), then we have d dt Cap_α(Ω_t) | | |_{t=0} = c0 ∫ ∂Ω |∂^{α/2}_ν u_Ω(σ)|^2h_L(ν_Ω(σ))dH^{n−1}(σ),

where c_0 = c_{α/2}a_{n,α/2}c_{n,α/2} is a positive constant and ∂^{α/2}ν u_Ω plays the role of an fractional normal derivative.

In the field of convex geometry, it is natural to define α-Riesz capacitary measure μ_{Capα} (Ω, ·) by μ_{Capα} (Ω, η) = ∫ ν^{−1}(η)

|∂^{α/2}_ν u(x)|^2dH^{n−1}(x), for any Borel set η ⊂ S^{n−1},

and pose the Minkowski problem for α-Riesz capacity: let μ be a finite Borel measure on the unit sphere S^{n−1}, what are necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a convex body Ω satisfying μ = μ_{Capα} (Ω, ·)? The Minkowski problem for α-Riesz capacitary measure is interesting. However, we cannot solve the Minkowski problem like [20], due to a strong dependency on the weak continuity of the measure μ_{Capα} (Ω, ·).

As a meaningful application of Theorem 1.1, we deduce an overdetermined problem for Riesz capacity and then prove Serrin type symmetry result for our overdetermined problems.

The study of overdetermined problems has a long history. In the 1970s, Serrin [42] researched the following overdetermined problem Δu + 1 = 0 in Ω, u = 0 on ∂Ω, ∂u ∂ν = const on ∂Ω. The author used the way of moving parallel planes and proved that the domain is a ball when Ω is a C^2 domain. The Serrin-type problem on the interior domain has a lot results, for example, see [4, 5, 35, 44, 47]. Additionally, extensions of Serrin’s result have also been given to other domains such as exterior domains (see [3, 17, 31, 37, 43]) and annular domains (see [1, 33, 34, 38, 43, 48]).

The generalization of Serrin’s result to fractional Laplacian operator has been studied. Fall and Jarohs [13] considered the following fractional Laplacian equation (−Δ)^su = f(u) in Ω, u = 0 in R^n \Ω, ∂^s_ν u = const on ∂Ω, and obtained the radial symmetry of domain for locally Lipschitz function f. In particular, the case for n = 2, s = 1/2 and f = 1 was solved in [8]. Afterwards, Soave and Valdinoci [46] extended the Serrin type problem to the fractional Laplacian equation on an exterior set of a multiply connected domain and got that the domain is a ball and the solution is radially symmetric. Some related results, we refer to Li and Li [24].

Besides that, Fragalà [11] generalized the Serrin’s result to the Dirichlet problem with an additional Neumann boundary condition. He used the Hadamard variational formula for functionals associated equations and the Brunn-Minkowki inequality to obtained the symmetry result. Inspired by her work, there were other analogous results. Dai and Shi [10] deduced the Hadamard variational formula for Hessian eigenvalue function and an overdetermined problem, and then obtained the symmetric result for their overdetermined problem. Later, Huang, Song and Xu [19] got the Hadamard variational formula for p-torsion and p-eigenvalue and then deduced and proved the symmetric result for related overdetermined problem. Recently, the overdetermined problem for p-capacity was also solved by Ji [21].

Our next result provides a characterization of constrained local minimum of Cap_α (see section 4 for related definitions).

Theorem 1.2. Let Ω be a bounded convex domain that contains the origin in its interior and ∂Ω ∈ C^2. If Ω is a volume constrained local minimum for Ω → Cap_α(Ω), then Ω is a ball.

Furthermore, we also study the following overdetermined boundary value problem and obtain the symmetry result by the variational formula for α-Riesz capacity.

Theorem 1.3. Let Ω be a bounded convex domain of class C^2 that contains the origin in its interior and G(x) be the Gauss curvature of ∂Ω. If there exists a solution u to the following overdetermined boundary value problem

(−Δ)^{12} u = 0 in R^n \ Ω̄, u = 1 on ∂Ω, lim_{|x|→∞} u(x) = 0, |∂^{12}ν u(x)|^2 = cG(x) on ∂Ω, then Ω is a ball.

This article is organized as follows. In section 2, we provide some basic notations related to convex bodies and introduce fundamental results concerning the fractional Sobolev space, Riesz potential energy and Riesz capacity. In section 3, we establish the Hadamard variational formula for α-Riesz capacity in the smooth case for n ≥ 2. In section 4, we utilize the Hadamard variational formula to derive the symmetric results for the overdetermined boundary value problem.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Convex geometry. In this subsection, we will provide some basics and notations about convex bodies. For more details, Schneider’s book [45] is recommended for reference.

Let R^n be the n-dimensional Euclidean space. The standard inner product of the vectors x, y ∈ R^n is denoted as x · y. The Lebesgue measure is denoted as | · |. The volume of the unit sphere in R^n is denoted as ω_n.

A compact convex set with non-empty interior is called convex body. The set of all convex bodies in R^n will be written as K^n. The set K^n_o represents convex bodies that contain the origin in their interiors. The space C^2(R^n ) stands for all twice differentiable functions and the space C^∞_c (R^n ) stands for all infinitely differentiable functions with compact supports in R^n .

Let K and L be two compact convex sets, the Hausdorff metric between K and L is defined as d(K, L) = min{t > 0 : K ∈ L + tB, L ∈ K + tB}. A sequence of compact convex sets K_i converges to K if d(K_i, K) → 0, as i → ∞. Let K, L ∈ K^n and a, b ∈ R^+ , the Minkowski combination is defined by aK + bL = {ax + by : x ∈ K, y ∈ L}. Let K be a compact convex subset of R^n , the supportfunction h_K : R^n → R of K is defined by h_K (x) = max{x · y : y ∈ K}. The support function h_K is convex and homogeneous of degree 1. Moreover, if K ∈ K^n_o , then h_K is positive and continuous.

Let f be a positive continuous function on S^{n−1}, the W ulff shape [f] is written as [f] = {x ∈ R^n : x · v ≤ f(v), ∀ v ∈ S^{n−1}}. It is apparent that h_{[f]} ≤ f and [h_K ] = K for each K ∈ K^n_o . Let K ∈ K^n_o and x ∈ R^n \ {0}, the radial function ρ_K (x) : R^n → R of K is defined by ρ_K (x) = max{t ≥ 0 : tx ∈ K}. The radial function is homogeneous of degree -1. Then ∂K = {ρ_K (u)u : u ∈ S^{n−1}}.

2.2. The fractional Sobolev space. This subsection is devoted to the definition of the fractional Sobolev spaces.

Let s ∈ (0, 1), the fractional Sobolev space H^s(R^n ) is defined as follows

H^s(R^n ) := { u ∈ L^2(R^n ) : |u(x) − u(y)|^2 |x − y|^{n+2s} ∈ L^2(R^n × R^n ) } . It is an Hilbert space, endowed with the natural norm

‖u‖^2_Hs_{(R}n_) := ∫ R^n |u|^2dx + ∫ R^n ∫ R^n |u(x) − u(y)|^2 |x − y|^{n+2s} dxdy, the term ‖u‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} := ∫ R^n ∫ R^n |u(x) − u(y)|^2 |x − y|^{n+2s} dxdy is so-called Gagliardo (semi) norm of u. The dual space to H̊^s(R^n ) is denoted H̊^{−s}(R^n ).

Let S be the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing C^∞ functions in R^n . For any function u ∈ S, the s-fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^s is defined by (2.1) (−Δ)^su(x) = c_{n,s}P.V. ∫ R^n u(x) − u(y) |x − y|^{n+2s} dy, where P.V. stands for the Cauchy principle value and c_{n,s} is a constant depending only on n and s. In addition, this operator (−Δ)^s has alternate form

(−Δ)^su(x) = 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ R^n 2u(x) − u(x + y) − u(x − y) |y|^{n+2s} dy. Note that the operator (−Δ)^su(x) is well-defined when u ∈ C^{β+2s}(R^n ) ∩ L^∞(R^n ) for some β ∈ (0, 1). In fact, when u ∈ L^∞(R^n ), then | | | ∫ |y|>1 2u(x) − u(x + y) − u(x − y) |y|^{n+2s} dy | | | ≤ 4‖u‖L∞(Rn ) ∫ |y|>1 1 |y|^{n+2s} dy < ∞. When u ∈ C^{β+2s}(R^n ), then |2u(x) − u(x + y) − u(x − y)| ≤ C|y|^{β+2s} and | | | ∫ |y|≤1 2u(x) − u(x + y) − u(x − y) |y|^{n+2s} dy | | | ≤ C ∫ |y|≤1 1 |y|^{n−β} dy < ∞. Moreover, note that in [15] if u ∈ C^∞_c (R^n ), then (−Δ)^su ∈ C^∞(R^n ), but is not compactly supported and (−Δ)^su = O(|x|^{−(n+2s)}), as |x| → ∞. The basic symmetry of the operator (−Δ)^s in [15] is that

(2.2) ∫ R^n u(x)(−Δ)^sv(x)dx = ∫ R^n v(x)(−Δ)^su(x)dx, for any u, v ∈ S.

It is also a fact in [9] that (2.3) ∫ R^n |(−Δ)^{s/2}u(x)|^2dx = ∫ R^n ∫ R^n |u(x) − u(y)|^2 |x − y|^{n+2s} dxdy. 2.3. The Riesz potential energy and Riesz capacity. In this subsection, we list some elementary results about the Riesz potential energy and Riesz capacity.

For quick reference, we repeat the definition of α-Riesz potential energy of a set Ω, I_α(Ω) = inf { ∫ R^n ∫ R^n 1 |x − y|^{n−α} dμ(x)dμ(y) : supp(μ) = Ω, μ(Ω) = 1 } . The infimum in the definition of I_α(Ω) can be achieved by a Radon measure μ_Ω when Ω is a compact set. The α-Riesz capacity is defined by (2.4) Cap_α(Ω) = c_{n,α} I_α(Ω) . When α ∈ (0, 2), there is an alternative definition of α-Riesz capacity, (2.5) Cap_α(Ω) = inf{‖u‖^2_{H̊α/2(Rn)} : u ∈ C^∞_c (R^n ), u ≥ χ_Ω}.

These two definitions are equivalent. For the completeness of the content, we give the proof. It is a fact that the Riesz potential V (x) := ∫ R^n 1 |x−y|^{n−α} dμΩ(y) satisfied (2.6) (−Δ)^{α/2}V = c_{n,α}μ_Ω, in the distributional sense in [16]. Since supp(μ_Ω) = Ω, then (−Δ)^{α/2}V = 0 in R^n \Ω. Moreover, as indicated in [32], the function^V_{Iα(Ω)} is the unique solution of the following equations

(2.7)

(−Δ)^{α/2}u = 0, in R^n \Ω, u = 1, in Ω, lim_{|x|→∞} u(x) = 0. Thus, by (2.6) and (2.3), we have

I_α(Ω) = ∫ R^n V (x)dμ_Ω(x) = 1 c_{n,α} ∫ R^n V (x)(−Δ)^{α/2}V dx = 1 c_{n,α} ‖V ‖^2_{H̊} α_{2 (Rn )}.

Let u_Ω :=^V_{Iα(Ω)} , then arguing as in the proof of Theorem 11.16 in [23] we have u_Ω is the minimizer of Cap_α(Ω) and

Cap_α(Ω) = ‖u_Ω‖^2_{H̊} α_{2 (Rn )} =

‖V ‖^2_{H̊} α_{2 (Rn )} I_α(Ω)^2 = c_{n,α} I_α(Ω) . The proof of the equivalence of two definitions is completed.

3. the hadamard variational formula for riesz capacity

In this section, we establish the Hadamard variational formula for α-Riesz capacity. Initially, we compute the first variation of an auxiliary functional and show the relation with Riesz capacity. Obtaining the first variation of the auxiliary functional in the case of n ≥ 2 relies on careful estimates in [7]. In particular, in the case of n = 2 and α = 1, the variational formula was obtained in [30]. For brevity, we write s =^α_2 .

3.1. The first variation of an auxiliary functional. Let Ω be an open set of class C^2 in R^n , not necessarily bounded, and f ∈ L^{2nn+2s} (R^n ). We consider the infimum problem inf{I_{Ω,f} (v) : v ∈ H̊^s(R^n ) and v|_Ωc = 0},

where the functional I_{Ω,f} is defined by

I_{Ω,f} (v) = 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} − ∫ R^n fvdx, if v ∈ H̊^s(R^n ) and v|_Ωc = 0, ∞, otherwise.

Since the space H̊^s(R^n ) is continuously embedded into L^{2nn−2s} (R^n ) (see theorem 6.5 of [9]), then there exists a unique minimizer u_{Ω,f} ∈ H̊^s(R^n ) of I_{Ω,f} such that

(3.1) { (−Δ)^su_{Ω,f} = f, in Ω, u_{Ω,f} = 0, in Ω^c in the distributional sense, that is ∫ R^n u_{Ω,f} (x)(−Δ)^sφ(x)dx = ∫ R^n f(x)φ(x)dx, for all φ ∈ C^∞_c (R^n ). Moreover, when u_{Ω,f} |_Ω ∈ C^{β+2s}_{loc} (Ω) ∩ L^∞(Ω) for some β ∈ (0, 1), then (3.1) holds pointwise in Ω. Therefore, we have

(3.2) J_f (Ω) := min I_{Ω,f} = − 1 2 ∫ Ω u_{Ω,f} (x)f(x)dx = − 1 2 ∫ Ω u_{Ω,f} (x)(−Δ)^su_{Ω,f} (x)dx. In the following lemma, we prove the regularity theory for the Dirichlet problem (3.1). It shows that u_{Ω,f} |_Ω ∈ C^{β+2s}_{loc} (Ω) ∩ L^∞(Ω) for some β ∈ (0, 1) when f ∈ L^∞(R^n ) ∩ L^{2nn+2s} (R^n ) and f|_Ω ∈ C^β_{loc}(Ω). Thus, (3.1) holds pointwise in Ω.

Lemma 3.1. Let Ω be an open set with boundary of class C^2 and f ∈ L^∞(R^n ) ∩ L^{2nn+2s} (R^n ). Let u_{Ω,f} be the minimizer of I_{Ω,f} , then u_{Ω,f} ∈ L^∞(R^n ). Additionally, if f|_Ω ∈ C^β_{loc}(Ω) for some β ∈ (0, 1), then u_{Ω,f} |_Ω ∈ C^{2s+β}_{loc} (Ω).

Proof. Since the space H̊^s(R^n ) is continuously embedded into L^{2nn−2s} (R^n ), we conclude by duality that L^{2nn+2s} (R^n ) ⊂ H̊^{−s}(R^n ). So we have both f and −f belong to the space H̊ −s(Rn ). According to the Riesz representation theorem, for any −f ∈ H̊^{−s}(R^n ), there exists a unique potential φ ∈ H̊^s(R^n ) such that (3.3) (φ, v)_{H̊}s_{(R}n_) = (−f, v) ∀ v ∈ H̊^s(R^n ), where (φ, v)_{H̊}s_{(R}n_) = ∫ R^n ∫ R^n (φ(x)−φ(y))(v(x)−v(y)) |x−y|^{n+2s} dxdy and (−f, ·) : H̊ s(Rn ) → R denotes the bounded linear functional generated by −f. Moreover, ‖φ‖_{H̊}s_{(R}n_) = ‖ − f‖_{H̊}−s_{(R}n_).

The function φ ∈ H̊^s(R^n ) satisfying (3.3) is interpreted as the weak solution of (−Δ)^sφ = −f in R^n , see also [25].

Next, we show that φ ∈ L^∞(R^n ). By Lemma 1.8 of [29], (−Δ)^s( ∫ R^n −f(y) |x − y|^{n−2s} dy) = −f(x), and by the uniqueness of φ, then φ(x) = ∫ R^n −f(y) |x − y|^{n−2s} dy. Let R^n = B_1(x) ∪ (R^n \ B_1(x)), since f ∈ L^∞(R^n ) ∩ L^{2nn+2s} (R^n ), then we have

|φ(x)| ≤ ∫ B_1(x) |f(y)| |x − y|^{n−2s} dy + ∫ R^n \B_1(x) |f(y)| |x − y|^{n−2s} dy ≤ ‖f‖_L∞_{(B1(x))} ∫ B_1(x) 1 |x − y|^{n−2s} dy

+ ‖f‖_L 2n_{n+2s (Rn \B1(x)} (∫ R^n \B_1(x) 1 |x − y|^{2n} dy ) n−2s_{2n}

≤ ‖f‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ∫ B_1(0) 1 |y|^{n−2s} dy + ‖f‖_L 2n_{n+2s (Rn )} (∫ R^n \B_1(0) 1 |y|^{2n} dy ) n−2s_{2n}

< ∞. Thus, we have φ ∈ L^∞(R^n ).

THE HADAMARD VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR RIESZ CAPACITY AND ITS APPLICATIONS11

Since for any v ∈ H̊^s(R^n ), 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} − ∫ R^n v(x)f(x)dx = 1 2 ‖v + φ‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} − 1 2 ‖φ‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )}. Then the function ω_{Ω,f} := u_{Ω,f} + φ is the minimizer of the following problem (3.4) argmin{‖ω‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} : ω ∈ H̊^s(R^n ), ω|_Ωc = φ}.

We define the function ω̄ by (3.5) ω̄ := min(max(ω, −‖φ‖_L∞_{(R}n_)), ‖φ‖_L∞_{(R}n_)).

If ω ∈ H̊^s(R^n ) and ω|_Ωc = φ, then by the definition of ω̄, we have ω̄|_Ωc = φ and ‖ω̄‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} ≤ ‖ω‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )}. Thus, ‖ω̄_{Ω,f} ‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} ≤ ‖ω_{Ω,f} ‖^2_{H̊s(Rn)} Since ω_{Ω,f} is the unique minimizer of the problem (3.4), then ‖ω̄_{Ω,f} ‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} = ‖ω_{Ω,f} ‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} and ω̄_{Ω,f} = ω_{Ω,f} . Then ‖ω_{Ω,f} ‖_L∞_{(R}n_) = ‖ω̄_{Ω,f} ‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≤ ‖φ‖_L∞_{(R}n_). Thus, ‖u_{Ω,f} ‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≤ ‖ω_{Ω,f} ‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖φ‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≤ 2‖φ‖_L∞_{(R}n_).

In addition, if f ∈ C^β_{loc}(Ω), then u_{Ω,f} ∈ C^{2s+β}_{loc} is a consequence of [39] (see also [22, 40]) whenever 2s + β is an integer or not. □ Before establishing the variational formula, we recall some definitions and basic facts.

We assume that Ω is an open set not necessarily bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C^2 is compact and bounded.

Let X ∈ C^∞(R^n , R^n ) be a smooth vector filed. We consider a family of deformations {Φ_t}_{t∈(−1,1)} with the following properties:

(3.6)

Φ_t ∈ C^2(R^n ; R^n ) for t ∈ (−1, 1), Φ_0 = Id_Rn , and Φ_t = Id + tX.

It is well-known that (3.7) JacΦ_t(x) = 1 + tdivX.

Here, we choose the vector field X(x) on R^n such that X|_{∂Ω}(x) = h_L(ν_Ω(x))ν_Ω(x), then Φ_t(Ω) = (I + tX)(Ω) = Ω + tL, see also [10].

The s-normal derivative of a function u at x ∈ ∂Ω is defined by

(3.8) ∂^s_ν u(x) := lim_{t→0} u(x + tν(x)) − u(x) t^s , where ν(x) is the outerward normal vector to ∂Ω at x. When the function u vanishes at the points of Ω^c, we define

∂^s_ν u(x) := − lim_{t→0} u(x − tν(x)) t^s , In particular, for s = 1, (3.8) coincides with the classical normal derivative. Let δ(x) = dist(x, R^n \Ω) − dist(x, Ω) be the signed distance function. Since we assume ∂Ω ∈ C^2, then the signed distance function δ is also C^2 near the ∂Ω but not globally on R^n . Since ∂Ω is bounded, then there exists a Ball B_R(0) ⊂ R^n such that ∂Ω ⊂ B_R(0). We assume that Ω̃ = Ω ∩ B_R(0). For x ∈ ∂Ω, the function

(3.9) u δ^s (x) := lim_{y→x,y∈Ω} u δ^s (y), is well defined on ∂Ω as a limit, since the function^u_{δs} extends to a function in C^β(Ω̃) for some β > 0, see [40]. We define ψ(x) :=^u_{δs} (x), then ψ(x) = lim_{y→x,y∈Ω} ψ(y). Additionally, the function δ^{1−s}∇u · ν = s^u_{δs} , see [14]. Since we consider u|_{∂Ω} = 0, then the functional u δ^s plays the role of an fractional inner normal derivative for x ∈ ∂Ω and | u δ^s (x)| = |∂^s_ν u(x)|. Here we introduce some critical mappings in [7]. For ε > 0, let Ω^ε = {x ∈ R^n : |δ(x)| ≤ ε}. We define the map

(3.10) Ψ : ∂Ω × (−ε, ε) → Ω^ε Ψ(σ, r) = σ + rν(σ), where ν is the unit outer normal at σ. Since ∂Ω ∈ C^2, then Ψ is differentiable and δ(Ψ(σ, r)) = r for σ ∈ ∂Ω. Since we also assume ∂Ω is compact, then there exists an open ball B ⊂ R^{n−1} centered at the origin and a parametrization f_σ with the property that for σ ∈ ∂Ω, f_σ : B → ∂Ω, f_σ(0) = σ df_σ(0) : R^{n−1} → R^n .

For z ∈ B, we have f_σ(z) − f_σ(0) = df_σ(0)z + O(|z|^2).

THE HADAMARD VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR RIESZ CAPACITY AND ITS APPLICATIONS13

Let ν_σ(z) := ν(f_σ(z)) for z ∈ B. We define

(3.11) Ψ_σ : (−ε, ε) × B → Ω^ε Ψ_σ(r, z) = f_σ(z) + rν_σ(z).

Then Ψ_σ is a bi-Lipschitz map that maps (−ε, ε) × B onto a neighborhood of σ. In particular, we have Ψ_σ(r, 0) = Ψ(σ, r). Further details about these important mappings have been explored, and can be found in [7].

The next lemma shows the uniformly continuity of ψ_t :=^{ut}_{δst} , which is crucial for the computation of the Hadamard variational formula of J_f (Ω).

Lemma 3.2. Let Ω, Ω_t ∈ C^{1,β} for some β ∈ (0, 1) be unbounded open sets and ∂Ω, ∂Ω_t be compact and uniformly bounded. Let f ∈ L^∞(R^n ) ∩ L^{2nn+2s} (R^n ). Suppose that u and u_t satisfy the problem (3.1) and Ω_t → Ω in the Hausdorff distance, as t → 0. Then u_t → u a.e. in R^n . Moreover, for x_t ∈ ∂Ω_t and x ∈ ∂Ω, if x_t → x, then ψ_t(x_t) :=^{ut}_δs_t (x_t) → ψ(x) :=^u_{δs} (x), as t → 0, where δ_t(x) = dist(x, R^n \Ω_t) − dist(x, Ω_t).

Proof. Since ∂Ω_t is compact and uniformly bounded, we may choose R_1 > 2R_0 > 0 such that ∂Ω_t ⊂ B_{R0/2}(0) ⊂ R^n and B_{R0} (0) ⊂ B_{R1/2}(x_0) for all t > 0 and some x_0 ∈ ∂Ω_t. Denote Ω̃_t = Ω_t ∩ B_{R0+R1} (0), then Ω̃_t is a bounded set in R^n .

By Lemma 3.1, we know that there exists a constant C_0 > 0 independent t such that

‖u_t‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≤ C_0.

By Proposition 1.1 in [41], u_t is uniformly bounded in C^s(B_{R0} (0)), that is, there exists a constant C_1 > 0 depending only on the C^{1,β} norm of boundary of ∂Ω_t. Since ∂Ω_t is uniformly bounded and uniformly of class C^{1,β}, then

‖u_t‖_Cs_{(BR0 (0))} ≤ C_1.

According to the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, the functions u_t (up to a subsequence) converge to u^∗ uniformly in B̄_{R0} .

Next, we will show that u^∗ = u a.e. in B_{R0} (0). We first establish the Γ−convergence of the functional I_{Ωt,f} to I_{Ω,f} with respect to the weak convergence in H̊^s(R^n ). The latter is a natural topology, since the minimizers of Ω_{t,f} are uniformly bounded in H̊^s(R^n ) independently of t. The Γ-liminf follows from lower-semicontinuity of the H̊^s(R^n )-norm and the linear term, together with the fact that the limit function vanishes a.e. in Ω^c by the compact embedding of H̊^s(R^n ) into L^p_{loc}(R^n ) for any p <^{2n}_{n−2s} . On the other hands, the Γ-limsup follows by approximating the limit function by a function from C^∞_c (Ω), for which we have pointwise convergence of I_{Ωt,f} , and a diagonal argument. Thus, we have the minimizer u_t ⇀ u in H̊^s(R^n ). Since the function I_{Ω,f} admits the unique minimizer, then u_t → u a.e. in R^n . In particular, u^∗ = u a.e. in B_{R0} (0).

We consider the function ψ_t :=^{ut}_δs_t : Ω̃_t → R. By Theorem 1.2 in [41], then ψ_t is uniformly bounded in C^β(B̄_{R0} (0)). By the classical extension theorem (Theorem 6.38) in [18], we can extend ψ_t to a function ψ̄_t : B̄_{R0} (0) → R such that

‖ψ̄_t‖_Cβ_(¯_{BR0 (0))} ≤ C_1‖ψ_t‖_Cβ_(¯_{BR0 (0))} ≤ C,

where C_1 and C are independent of t. According to the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, there exists a function ψ̄^∗ ∈ C^α(B̄_{R0} (0)) such that ψ̄_t (up to a subsequence) converges to ψ̄^∗ uniformly. Since u_t → u and δ_t → δ, then ψ̄^∗ is the extension of ψ. Moreover, we have ψ̄∗|_{Ω̃∩B̄R0(0)} = ψ. Finally, ψ̄_t is a continuous extension of ∂s_ν u_t since for x ∈ ∂Ω_t,

ψ̄_t(x) = lim_{s→0+} ψ_t(x − sν(x)) = lim_{s→0+} u^t(x − sν(x)) δ_t(x − sν(x))^s = −∂^s_ν u_t(x). In particular, for x_t ∈ ∂Ω_t, x ∈ ∂Ω and x_t → x, then | u_t δ^s_t (x_t) − u δ^s (x)| = |ψ̄_t(x_t) − ψ̄(x)| ≤ |ψ̄_t(x_t) − ψ̄_t(x)| + |ψ̄_t(x) − ψ̄(x)| → 0. Therefore,^{ut}_{δst} (x_t) →^u_{δs} (x), as t → 0. □ In the following theorem, we obtain the first variational formula for J_f (Ω).

Theorem 3.1. Let Ω be an open set with compact boundary of class C^2. Let f ∈ L^∞(R^n ) ∩ L^{2nn+2s} (R^n ) ∩ C^β_{loc}(R^n ) for some β ∈ (0, 1). The functional J_f (Ω) is defined as (3.2). Then we have d dt J_f (Φ_t(Ω)) | | |_{t=0} = − 1 2 c_0 ∫ ∂Ω | u_{Ω,f} δ^s (σ)|^2h_L(ν(σ))dH^{n−1}(σ), where c_0 = c_sc_{n,s}a_{n,s} is a positive constant and ν(σ) is the unit outward normal vector to ∂Ω.

THE HADAMARD VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR RIESZ CAPACITY AND ITS APPLICATIONS15

Proof. Let Ω_t = Φ_t(Ω). Since ∂Ω is of class C^2, for all x ∈ ∂Ω, y ∈ ∂Ω_t and sufficiently small t, we can write

(3.12) y = Φ_t(x), x = Φ^{−1}_t (y) = y + tρ_t(y)ν_t(y), where ν_t is the unit outward normal to ∂Ω_t and ρ_t ∈ C^2(∂Ω_t). Moreover, Φ^{−1}_t establishes a bijection between ∂Ω_t and ∂Ω. Then for x ∈ ∂Ω, we have

ρ_0(x) = lim_{t→0} ρ_t(Φ_t(x)) = lim_{t→0}

(x − Φ_t(x)) · ν_t(Φ_t(x)) t = −h_L(ν(x)). For sufficiently small t > 0, we consider Ω_t as a regular inward deformation of Ω, characterized by satisfying (3.12) with ρ_t ≥ 0. Note that the focus here is on inward perturbations, as for outward perturbations, one would merely interchange the roles of Ω_t and Ω.

We denote u = u_{Ω,f} and u_t = u_{Ωt,f} for simplicity. According to Lemma 3.1, both u and u_t solve pointwise the equations

(3.13) { (−Δ)^su = f, in Ω, u = 0, in Ω^c. and (3.14) { (−Δ)^su_t = f, in Ω_t, u_t = 0, in Ω^c_t .

From (3.13),(3.14) and (3.2), we have

(3.15)

J_f (Ω_t) − J_f (Ω) t = − 1 2 ∫ R^n u_t(x)(−Δ)^su_t(x) t dx + 1 2 ∫ R^n u(x)(−Δ)^su(x) t dx = − 1 2 ∫ R^n (u_t(x) + u(x))(−Δ)^s(u_t(x) − u(x)) t dx = − 1 2 ∫ Ω\Ω_t u(x)(−Δ)^su_t(x) t dx + 1 2 ∫ Ω\Ω_t u(x)f(x) t dx. We begin by addressing the second term on the right hand side of (3.15). By the theorem 1.2 of [41], we have |u(x)| ≤ C|δ(x, ∂Ω)|^s ≤ C|tρ_t|^s. Since f ∈ L^∞(R^n ) and |Ω\Ω_t| ≤ Ct, then | | | ∫ Ω\Ω_t u(x)f(x)dx | | | ≤ Ct^{s+1}‖f‖L∞(Ω\Ω_t)‖ρt‖^s_L∞_{(∂Ωt)}.

Hence, we deduce that lim_{t→0} 1 2 ∫ Ω\Ω_t u(x)f(x) t dx = 0. So we only need to estimate the first term on the right hand side of (3.15).

Together with (2.1) and u_t = 0 in Ω^c_t , then − 1 2 ∫ Ω\Ω_t u(x)(−Δ)^su_t(x)dx = − 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ Ω\Ω_t ∫ R^n u(x)(u_t(x) − u_t(y)) |x − y|^{n+2s} dydx = 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ Ω\Ω_t ∫ Ω_t u(x)u_t(y) |x − y|^{n+2s} dydx. Recall the mapping Ψ : ∂Ω_t × (−ε, ε) → (Ω_t)^ε and consider a change of variable x = Ψ(σ, r), then 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ Ω\Ω_t ∫ Ω_t u(x)u_t(y) |x − y|^{n+2s} dydx = 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ ∂Ω_t ∫_{tρt(σ)} 0 ∫ Ω_t u(Ψ(σ, r))u_t(y) |Ψ(σ, r) − y|^{n+2s} JacΨ(σ, r)dydrdH^{n−1}(σ) For a fixed σ ∈ ∂Ω_t, we divide Ω_t into two disjoint parts Ψ_σ(0, ε)×B and Ω_t \[Ψ_σ(0, ε)× B]. We write A(σ, r) = ∫ Ψ_σ (0,ε)×B u(Ψ(σ, r))u_t(y) |Ψ(σ, r) − y|^{n+2s} dy, B(σ, r) = ∫ Ω_t\[Ψ_σ (0,ε)×B] u(Ψ(σ, r))u_t(y) |Ψ(σ, r) − y|^{n+2s} dy. Then we have 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ Ω\Ω_t ∫ Ω_t u(x)u_t(y) |x − y|^{n+2s} dydx = 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ ∂Ω_t ∫_{tρt(σ)} 0 A(σ, r)JacΨ(σ, r)drdH^{n−1}(σ) + 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ ∂Ω_t ∫_{tρt(σ)} 0 B(σ, r)JacΨ(σ, r)drdH^{n−1}(σ) = 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ ∂Ω_t ∫_1 0 A(σ, tρ_tr)JacΨ(σ, tρ_tr)tρ_tdrdH^{n−1}(σ) + 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ ∂Ω_t ∫_1 0 B(σ, tρ_tr)JacΨ(σ, tρ_tr)tρ_tdrdH^{n−1}(σ) := I + II.

THE HADAMARD VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR RIESZ CAPACITY AND ITS APPLICATIONS17

To estimate I, we shall give an estimate for A(σ, tρ_tr). Recall the mapping Ψ_σ : (−ε, ε) × B → Ω^ε and consider a change of variables y = Ψ_σ(−r̃, z), we have A(σ, tρ_tr) = ∫ Ψ_σ(0,ε)×B u(Ψ(σ, tρ_tr))u_t(y) |Ψ(σ, tρ_tr) − y|^{n+2s} dy = ∫_ε 0 ∫ B u(Ψ(σ, tρ_tr))u_t(Ψ_σ(−r̃, z)) |Ψ(σ, tρ_tr) − Ψ_σ(−r̃, z)|^{n+2s} JacΨ_σ(−r̃, z)dzdr̃ = tρ_t ∫ ε_{tρt +r} r ∫ B u(Ψ(σ, tρ_tr))u_t(Ψ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), z)) |Ψ(σ, tρ_tr) − Ψ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), z)|^{n+2s} JacΨ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), z)dzdr̃ = (tρ_t)^n ∫ ε_{tρt +r} r ∫ B tρtr̃ u(Ψ(σ, tρ_tr))u_t(Ψ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃z)) |Ψ(σ, tρ_tr) − Ψ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃)|^{n+2s} · JacΨ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃z)(r̃)^{n−1}dzdr̃ For any x ∈ Ω\Ω_t, x = Ψ(σ, tρ_tr) = σ + tρ_trν_t(σ) = x_0 − (1 − r)tρ_tν(x_0), where σ ∈ ∂Ω_t, x_0 ∈ ∂Ω and r ∈ [0, 1] then δ(x) = (1 − r)tρ_t. Since u = ψδ^s and ψ_t → ψ uniformly as t → 0, then by lemma 3.2,

(3.16) u(Ψ(σ, tρ_tr)) = ψ(Ψ(σ, rtρ_t))(tρ_t(1 − r))^s = (1 + o(t))ψ_t(σ)(tρ_t(1 − r))^s

Similarly, u_t(x) = ψ_t(x)δ(x, ∂Ω_t)^s for x ∈ Ω_t, then

(3.17) u_t(Ψ_σ(tρ_t(r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃z)) = ψ_t(Ψ_σ(tρ_t(r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃z))| − tρ_tr̃ + tρ_tr|^s = (1 + o(t))ψ_t(σ)| − tρ_tr̃ + tρ_tr|^s. It remains to consider the kernel differences |Ψ(σ, tρ_tr) − Ψ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃)|. By (v) of the Lemma 6.6 in [7], there exists a positive constant C_0 such that | | | |Ψ(σ, tρ_tr) − Ψ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃z)|^2 |tρ_tr̃|^2 − (1 + |z|^2) | | | = | | | |Ψ_σ(tρ_tr, 0) − Ψ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃z)|^2 |tρ_tr̃|^2 − (1 + |z|^2) | | | ≤ C_0(|tρ_tr̃| + |tρ_tr| + |tρ_tr̃z|)|z|^2. Thus, we have

(3.18) lim_{t→0} |Ψ(σ, tρ_tr) − Ψ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃z)|^2 |tρ_tr̃|^2 = 1 + |z|^2.

By (iv) and (i) of Lemma 6.6 in [7], then

(3.19) |Ψ(σ, tρ_tr) − Ψ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃)| = |Ψ_σ(tρ_tr, 0) − Ψ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃z)| ≥ 1 C_0

(|tρ_tr̃|^2 + (tρ_tr̃z)^2)^{1/2} = 1 C_0 |tρ_tr̃|(1 + |z|^2)^{1/2}, and (3.20) |JacΨ_σ(tρ_t(−r̃ + r), tρ_tr̃z)| ≤ C_0, |JacΨ(σ, tρ_tr)| ≤ C_0. Together with (3.16),(3.17),(3.19) and (3.20), we have |A(σ, tρ_tr)| ≤ C^2_0 |(1 + o(t))ψ_t|^2 ∫ ε_{tρt +r} r ∫ B tρtr̃ (1 − r)^s| − r̃ + r|^s r̃^{2s+1} 1 (1 + |z|^2)^{n+2s}2 dzdr̃ ≤ C^2_0 |(1 + o(t))ψ_t|^2 ∫_∞ r ∫ R^{n−1} (1 − r)^s| − r̃ + r|^s r̃^{2s+1} 1 (1 + |z|^2)^{n+2s}2 dzdr̃ = C^2_0 |(1 + o(t))ψ_t|^2a_{n,s} ∫_∞ r (1 − r)^s| − r̃ + r|^s r̃^{2s+1} dr̃, where a_{n,s} = ∫ R^{n−1} 1 (1+|z|^2)^{n+2s}2 dz < ∞. By using the inequality (1 + x)^s ≤ 1 + sx for x > −1 and through a basic integral calculation, we obtain

c_s : =

∫_1 0 ∫_∞ r (1 − r)^s| − r̃ + r|^s r̃^{2s+1} dr̃dr ≤ ∫_1 0 ∫_∞ r (r̃ − r)^s r̃^{2s+1} dr̃dr = ∫_1 0 ∫_∞ r r̃^s(1 −^r_{r̃} )^s

r̃^{2s+1} dr̃dr ≤ ∫_1 0 ∫_∞ r r̃^s(1 − s^r_{r̃} ) r̃^{2s+1} dr̃dr = ∫_1 0 ∫_∞ r 1 r̃^{s+1} dr̃dr + ∫_1 0 ∫_∞ r −sr r̃^{s+2} dr̃dr < ∞. Then we have

(3.21)

∫_1 0 |A(σ, tρ_tr)JacΨ(σ, tρ_tr)tρ_t|dr t | ≤ C^3_0 a_{n,s}c_s|(1 + o(t))ψ_t|^2|ρ_t|. By the uniform continuity of ρ_t and ψ_t, then we have

(3.22) lim_{t→0} C^3_0 a_{n,s}c_s ∫ ∂Ω_t |(1 + o(t))ψ_t|^2|ρ_t|dH^{n−1}(σ) = C^3_0 a_{n,s}c_s ∫ ∂Ω ψ^2(σ)h_L(ν(σ))dH^{n−1}(σ).

THE HADAMARD VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR RIESZ CAPACITY AND ITS APPLICATIONS19

Together with (3.21),(3.22) and (3.18), according to the generalized dominated convergence theorem, we have

(3.23) lim_{t→0} 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ ∂Ω_t ∫_1 0 A(σ, tρ_tr)JacΨ(σ, tρ_tr)tρ_tdrdH^{n−1}(σ) t = − 1 2 c_{n,s}c_sa_{n,s} ∫ ∂Ω ( u δ^s (σ))^2h_L(ν(σ))dH^{n−1}(σ)

Next we estimate II. There exists ε^′ ∈ (0,^ε_2 ) such that (3.24) |σ − y| ≥ 3ε^′ for all y ∈ Ω_t\Ψ_σ[(0, ε) × B]. Moreover, ε^′ can be chosen independently of σ ∈ ∂Ω_t.

When t is sufficiently small, |tρ_tr| < ε^′. By (3.24), we have |Ψ(σ, tρ_tr) − y| = |σ + tρ_trν_t(σ) − y| ≥ |σ − y| − |tρ_tr| ≥ |σ − y| 3 + 2|σ − y| 3 − ε^′ ≥ |σ − y| 3 + ε^′. Since |u| ≤ C|tρ_tr|^s ≤ C|tρ_t|^s for r ∈ [0, 1] and u_t ∈ L^∞(R^n ), we have |B(σ, tρ_tr)| ≤ C‖ρ_t‖_L∞_{(∂Ωt)}|t|^s‖u_t‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ∫ R^n 1 |^{|σ−y|}_3 + ε^′|^{n+2s} dy ≤ C|t|^s. Thus, | ∫ ∂Ω_t ∫_1 0 B(σ, tρ_tr)JacΨ(σ, tρ_tr)tρ_tdrdH^{n−1}(σ)| ≤ C|t|^{s+1}, where C is a distinct positive constant.

Moreover, we have

(3.25) lim_{t→0} 1 2 c_{n,s} ∫ ∂Ω_t ∫_1 0 B(σ, tρ_tr)JacΨ(σ, tρ_tr)tρ_tdrdH^{n−1}(σ) t = 0.

Together with (3.23) and (3.25), we have d dt J_f (Φ_t(Ω)) | |_{t=0} = − 1 2 c_sc_{n,s}a_{n,s} ∫ ∂Ω | u_{Ω,f} δ^s (σ)|^2h_L(ν(σ))dH^{n−1}(σ). □

3.2. The Hadamard variational formula for Riesz capacity. In this subsection, we will derive the Hadamard variational formula for Riesz capacity.

Theorem 3.2. Let Ω and L be two bounded convex bodies of class C^2 with support functions h_Ω and h_L respectively. Let Ω_t be the Wulff shape of h_t = h_Ω + th_L and ν be the Gauss map of Ω. Suppose u_Ω is the minimizer of Cap_α(Ω), then we have d dt Cap_α(Ω_t) | |_{t=0} = c0 ∫ ∂Ω |∂^{α/2}_ν u_Ω(σ)|^2h_L(ν_Ω(σ))dH^{n−1}(σ),

where c_0 = c_{α/2}a_{n,α/2}c_{n,α/2} is a positive constant.

Proof. Let φ be a fixed function satisfying φ ∈ C^∞_c (R^n ) and φ = 1 in an open neighborhood of Ω. We define f(x) = −(−Δ)^sφ(x), then f is well-defined and f ∈ C^∞(R^n ) ∩ L^{2nn+2s} (R^n ) ∩ L^∞(R^n ), see section 2. Assume that u is a test function in the definition of Cap_α(Ω) and u = 1 on Ω. Let v = u − φ, then v satisfies the following equations { (−Δ)^sv = f, in Ω^c, v = 0, in Ω.

Then, we have 1 2 ‖u‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} = 1 2 ‖v + φ‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} = 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} + 1 2 ‖φ‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} − ∫ R^n v(x)f(x)dx. Furthermore, we obtain 1 2 Cap_α(Ω) = 1 2 ‖φ‖^2_{H̊s(Rn )} + J_f (Ω^c).

Let u_Ω be the minimizer of Cap_α(Ω), then u_Ω = v_Ωc_{,f} + φ, where v_Ωc_{,f} is the minimizer of I_Ωc_{,f} . Since φ = 1 in an open neighborhood of Ω, then^φ_{δs} (x) = 0 and^{uΩ}_{δs} (x) =^{vΩc,f}_{δs} (x) for all x ∈ ∂Ω. Since |^{uΩ}_{δs} (x)| = |∂^s_ν u(x)| for x ∈ ∂Ω, it follows from theorem 3.1 that d dt Cap_α(Ω_t) | | |_{t=0} = c0 ∫ ∂Ω | u_Ω δ^s (σ)|^2h_L(ν_Ω(σ))dH^{n−1}(σ)

= c_0 ∫ ∂Ω |∂^{α/2}_ν u(σ)|^2h_L(ν_Ω(σ))dH^{n−1}(σ)

where c_0 = c_{α/2}a_{n,α/2}c_{n,α/2}. □

THE HADAMARD VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR RIESZ CAPACITY AND ITS APPLICATIONS21

4. overdetermined problem for riesz capacity

In this section, we first provide a characterization of constrained local minimum for Cap_α. We define a bounded open subset Ω as a constrained local minimum for Cap_α if, for all families of deformations Φ_t satisfying (3.6) and the volume invariance condition |Φ_t(Ω)| = |Ω| for t ∈ (−1, 1), there exists t_0 ∈ (0, 1) with Cap_α(Φ_t(Ω)) ≥ Cap_α(Ω) for t ∈ (−t_0, t_0).

Definition 4.1. We say that Ω ∈ K^n_0 is stationary for a functional F : K^n_o → R^+ , if d dt F ((1 − t)Ω + tL) | |_{t=0+} = 0, for any L ∈ K^n_o .

Our result is as follows.

Theorem 4.1. If a bounded convex domain Ω ∈ K^n_o with C^2 boundary is a volume constrained local minimum for Ω → Cap_α(Ω), then Ω is a ball.

Proof. We define the functional L(Ω) = Cap_α(Ω) + λ(V (Ω) − c).

If Ω is a stationary point for L, then d dt L(Ω + tL) | t=0^+ = d dt Cap_α(Ω + tL) | t=0^+ + λ d dt V (Ω + tL) | t=0^+ = 0.

From theorem 3.2, we have

(4.1) d dt Cap_α(Ω + tL) | |_{t=0+}

= c_0 ∫ ∂Ω |∂^{α/2}_ν u(x)|^2h_L(ν(x))dH^{n−1}(x). It is also well-known that d dt V (Ω + tL) | |_{t=0+} = ∫ ∂Ω h_L(ν(x))dH^{n−1}(x). Therefore, we obtain ∫ ∂Ω h_L(ν(x)) [ |c_0∂^{α/2}_ν u(x)|^2 + λ ] dH^{n−1}(x) = 0. Since L is arbitrary, then |∂^{α/2}_ν u(x)|^2 = − λ c_0 . By the theorem 1.1 of [46], we obtain that Ω is a ball. □

Furthermore, we study another overdetermined problem for Cap_1(Ω) in a convex body Ω. We replace the volume V (Ω) by mean width M(Ω). The mean width of Ω is defined by M(Ω) := 2 ω_n ∫ S^{n−1} h_Ω(u)du = 2 ω_n ∫ ∂Ω h_Ω(ν(x))G(x)dH^{n−1}(x), where G(x) is the Gaussian curvature of ∂Ω at x.

We introduce the extremum problem for Cap_1(Ω) with constraint of fixed mean width M(Ω) = c. We define the functional L̃(Ω) = Cap_1(Ω) + λ(M(Ω) − c).

If Ω is a stationary point for L, then d dt L̃(Ω + tL)|_{t=0+} = d dt Cap_1(Ω + tL) | |_{t=0+} + λ d dt M(Ω + tL) | |_{t=0+} = 0

It follows from Theorem 3.2 that

(4.2) d dt Cap_1(Ω + tL) | |_{t=0+}

= c_0 ∫ ∂Ω |∂^{1/2}_ν u(x)|^2h_L(ν(x))dH^{n−1}(x). It is well-known that d dt M(Ω + tL) | |_{t=0+} = 2 ω_n ∫ ∂Ω h_L(ν(x))G(x)dH^{n−1}(x). Therefore, we obtain ∫ ∂Ω h_L(ν(x)) [ c_0|∂^{1/2}_ν u(x)|^2 + 2λ ω_n G(x) ] dH^{n−1}(x) = 0. Since L is arbitrary, then |∂^{1/2}_ν u(x)|^2 = − 2λ c_0ω_n G(x). Thus, this gives the following overdetermined problem

(4.3)

(−Δ)^{12} u = 0 in R^n \ Ω̄, u = 1 on ∂Ω, lim_{|x|→∞} u(x) = 0, |∂^{12}ν u(x)|^2 = cG(x) on ∂Ω. We now introduce the following definitions as posed in [11].

THE HADAMARD VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR RIESZ CAPACITY AND ITS APPLICATIONS23

Definition 4.2. We say that F : K^n_o → R^+ is a Brunn-Minkowski functional of degree α, if (i) F is rigid motion invariant:

F (ϕ(Ω)) = F (Ω), ∀Ω ∈ K^n_o , ∀ϕ : R^n → R^n rigid motion; (ii) F is Hausdorff continuous:

F (Ω_n) → F (Ω), whenever Ω_n → Ω in Hausdorff distance; (iii) F is Minkowski differentiable: ∃ d dt F ((1 − t)Ω + tL)|_{t=0}+ , ∀ Ω, L ∈ K^n_o ;

(iv) F is α-homogeneous for some α ≠ 0: F (tΩ) = t^αF (Ω), ∀Ω ∈ K^n_o , ∀t ∈ R^+ ;

(v) F satisfies the Brunn-Minkowski inequality: F^{1/α}(Ω + L) ≥ F^{1/α}(Ω) + F^{1/α}(L), ∀Ω, L ∈ K^n_o , with equality if and only if Ω and L are homothetic.

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality for 1-Riesz capacity was established for n ≥ 2 in [32]. Equality for n = 2 was demonstrated in [28], and its extension to higher-dimensional cases was also verified in [36]. Thus, Cap_1(Ω) is a Brunn-Minkowski functional of degree n − 1. The following lemma is important for characterizing the ball in [11].

Lemma 4.1. Let F : K^n_o → R^+ be a Brunn-Minkowski functional of degree α. If K ∈ K^n_o is a stationary domain for the functional^{F (K)1/α}_{M(K)} , then K is a ball.

Now we solve the following overdetermined problem.

Theorem 4.2. Let Ω ∈ K^n_o be a bounded convex domain of class C^2, if there exists a solution u to the following overdetermined boundary value problem

(4.4)

(−Δ)^{12} u = 0 in R^n \ Ω̄, u = 1 on ∂Ω, lim_{|x|→∞} u(x) = 0, |∂^{12}ν u(x)|^2 = cG(x) on ∂Ω, then Ω is a ball.

Proof. Assume that u is a solution of problem (4.4), then

(4.5) |∂^{12}ν u(x)|^2 = cG(x) on ∂Ω.

Multiplying both sides of equality by h_Ω(ν(x)) and integrating over ∂Ω, we have ∫ ∂Ω |∂^{12}ν u(x)|^2h_Ω(ν(x))dH^{n−1}(x) = ∫ ∂Ω cG(x)h_Ω(ν(x))dH^{n−1}(x). By the definition of Cap_1(Ω) and M(Ω), then

(4.6) c =

2(n − 1)Cap_1(Ω)

c_0ω_nM(Ω) . Similarly, multiplying both sides of equality by h_L(ν(x))−h_Ω(ν(x)) and integrating over ∂Ω, we have

(4.7) ∫ ∂Ω |∂^{12}ν u(x)|^2(h_L(ν(x)) − h_Ω(ν(x)))dH^{n−1}(x) = ∫ ∂Ω cG(x)(h_L(ν(x)) − h_Ω(ν(x)))H^{n−1}(x). By the Hadamard variational formula for Cap_1(Ω) and M(Ω), we obtain

(4.8) d dt Cap_1((1 − t)Ω + tL)^{1n−1} | |_{t=0+} = 1 n − 1 Cap_1(Ω)^{2−nn−1} c_0 ∫ ∂Ω |∂^{1/2}_ν u(x)|^2(h_L(ν(x)) − h_Ω(ν(x)))dH^{n−1}(x), and

(4.9) d dt M((1 − t)Ω + tL) | |_{t=0+} = 2 ω_n ∫ ∂Ω (h_L(ν(x)) − h_Ω(ν(x)))G(x)dH^{n−1}(x). It follows from (4.6),(4.7),(4.8) and (4.9) that d dt Cap_1((1 − t)Ω + tL)^{1n−1} | |_{t=0+} = Cap^1(Ω) 1 n−1 M(Ω) d dt M((1 − t)Ω + tL) | |_{t=0+} ,

which implies d dt Cap_1((1 − t)Ω + tL)^{1n−1}

M((1 − t)Ω + tL) | |_{t=0+} = 0.

Thus, Ω is the stationary domain of the functional^{Cap1(Ω)} 1 n−1 M(Ω) . Since Cap1(Ω) is a Brunn-

Minkowski functional, then it follows from Lemma 4.1 that Ω is a ball. □

THE HADAMARD VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR RIESZ CAPACITY AND ITS APPLICATIONS25

acknowledgement

The authors thank Prof.Yong Huang for his valued advices and comments on this subject.

References

[1] G. Alessandrini, A symmetry theorem for condensers, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 15 (1992), no. 5, 315–320.

[2] A. D. Aleksandrov, On the theory of mixed volumes of convex bodies. III. Extension of two theorems of Minkowski on convex polyhedra to arbitrary convex bodies. Mat. Sb., 3 (1938), 27-46 (Russian); English translation in Aleksandrov, A. D., Selected Works, Part 1, Chapter 4, pp. 61-97, Gordon and Breach, Amsterdam, 1996.

[3] A. Aftalion and J. Busca, Radial symmetry of overdetermined boundary-value problems in exterior domains, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 143 (1998), no. 2, 195–206.

[4] B. Brandolini et al., Serrin-type overdetermined problems: an alternative proof, Arch. Ration.

Mech. Anal. 190 (2008), no. 2, 267–280.

[5] M. Choulli and A. Henrot, Use of the domain derivative to prove symmetry results in partial differential equations, Math. Nachr. 192 (1998), 91–103.

[6] A. Colesanti et al., The Hadamard variational formula and the Minkowski problem for p-capacity, Adv. Math. 285 (2015), 1511–1588.

[7] S. M. Djitte, M. M. Fall and T. Weth, A fractional Hadamard formula and applications, Calc. Var.

Partial Differential Equations 60 (2021), no. 6, Paper No. 231, 31 pp.

[8] A.-L. Dalibard and D. Gérard-Varet, On shape optimization problems involving the fractional Laplacian, ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var. 19 (2013), no. 4, 976–1013.

[9] E. Di Nezza, G. Palatucci and E. Valdinoci, Hitchhiker’s guide to the fractional Sobolev spaces, Bull. Sci. Math. 136 (2012), no. 5, 521–573.

[10] Q. Dai and F. Shi, Variational formula and overdetermined problem for the principle eigenvalue of k-Hessian operator, J. Differential Equations 255 (2013), no. 11, 4136–4148.

[11] I. Fragalà, Symmetry results for overdetermined problems on convex domains via Brunn-Minkowski inequalities, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 97 (2012), no. 1, 55–65.

[12] W. Fenchel and B. Jessen., Mengenfunktionen und konvexe Körper, Danske Vid.Selskab. Mat.-Fys.

Medd.(1938) 16, 1–31.

[13] M. M. Fall and S. Jarohs, Overdetermined problems with fractional Laplacian, ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var. 21 (2015), no. 4, 924–938.

[14] M. M. Fall and S. Jarohs, Gradient estimates in fractional Dirichlet problems, Potential Anal. 54 (2021), no. 4, 627–636.

[15] N. Garofalo, Fractional thoughts, in New developments in the analysis of nonlocal operators, 1–135, Contemp. Math., 723, Amer. Math. Soc.,, RI.

[16] M. Goldman, M. Novaga and B. Ruffini, Existence and stability for a non-local isoperimetric model of charged liquid drops, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 217 (2015), no. 1, 1–36.

[17] N. Garofalo and E. Sartori, Symmetry in exterior boundary value problems for quasilinear elliptic equations via blow-up and a priori estimates, Adv. Differential Equations 4 (1999), no. 2, 137–161.

[18] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, second edition, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, 224, Springer, Berlin, 1983.

[19] Y. Huang, C. Song and L. Xu, Hadamard variational formulas for p-torsion and p-eigenvalue with applications, Geom. Dedicata 197 (2018), 61–76.

[20] D. S. Jerison, A Minkowski problem for electrostatic capacity, Acta Math. 176 (1996), no. 1, 1–47.

[21] L. W. Ji, On Brunn-Minkowski type inequalities and overdetermined problem for p-capacity, Results Math. 75 (2020), no. 2, Paper No. 51, 16 pp.

[22] N. S. Landkof, Foundations of modern potential theory, translated from the Russian by A. P.

Doohovskoy, Die Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, Band 180, Springer, New York, 1972.

[23] E. H. Lieb and M. Loss, Analysis, second edition, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 14, Amer.

Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2001.

[24] D. S. Li and Z. Li, Some overdetermined problems for the fractional Laplacian equation on the exterior domain and the annular domain, Nonlinear Anal. 139 (2016), 196–210.

[25] J. Lu, V. Moroz and C. B. Muratov, Orbital-free density functional theory of out-of-plane charge screening in graphene, J. Nonlinear Sci. 25 (2015), no. 6, 1391–1430.

[26] H. Minkowski, Allgemeine Lehrsätzeüber die convexen Polyeder, Nachr. Ges. Wiss. Göttingen, (1897), 198–219.

[27] H. Minkowski, Volumen und Oberfläche, Math. Ann. 57 (1903), no. 4, 447–495 . [28] C. B. Muratov, M. Novaga and B. Ruffini, On equilibrium shape of charged flat drops, Comm.

Pure Appl. Math. 71 (2018), no. 6, 1049–1073.

[29] V. G. Maz’ya and V. P. Khavin, A nonlinear potential theory, Uspehi Mat. Nauk 27 (1972), no. 6, 67–138.

[30] C. B. Muratov, M. Novaga and B. Ruffini, Conducting flat drops in a confining potential, Arch.

Ration. Mech. Anal. 243 (2022), no. 3, 1773–1810.

[31] O. Méndez and W. Reichel, Electrostatic characterization of spheres, Forum Math. 12 (2000), no. 2, 223–245.

[32] M. Novaga and B. Ruffini, Brunn-Minkowski inequality for the 1-Riesz capacity and level set convexity for the 1/2-Laplacian, J. Convex Anal. 22 (2015), no. 4, 1125–1134 .

[33] G. Philippin, On a free boundary problem in electrostatics, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 12 (1990), no. 5, 387–392.

[34] G. Philippin and L. E. Payne, On the conformal capacity problem, in Symposia Mathematica, Vol.

XXX (Cortona, 1988), 119–136, Sympos. Math., XXX, Academic Press, London. [35] L. E. Payne and P. W. Schaefer, Duality theorems in some overdetermined boundary value problems, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 11 (1989), no. 6, 805–819.

[36] L. Qin and L. Zhang, A class of overdetermined problem for fractional capacity, submitted, 2023. [37] W. Reichel, Radial symmetry for elliptic boundary-value problems on exterior domains, Arch.

Rational Mech. Anal. 137 (1997), no. 4, 381–394.

[38] W. Reichel, Radial symmetry by moving planes for semilinear elliptic BVPs on annuli and other non-convex domains, in Elliptic and parabolic problems (Pont-à-Mousson, 1994), 164–182, Pitman Res. Notes Math. Ser., 325, Longman Sci. Tech., Harlow.

[39] X. Ros-Oton, Nonlocal elliptic equations in bounded domains: a survey, Publ. Mat. 60 (2016), no. 1, 3–26.

[40] X. Ros-Oton and J. Serra, The Dirichlet problem for the fractional Laplacian: regularity up to the boundary, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 101 (2014), no. 3, 275–302.

[41] X. Ros-Oton and J. Serra, Boundary regularity estimates for nonlocal elliptic equations in C^1 and C^{1,α} domains, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4) 196 (2017), no. 5, 1637–1668.

[42] J. B. Serrin Jr., A symmetry problem in potential theory, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 43 (1971), 304–318.

[43] B. S. Sirakov, Symmetry for exterior elliptic problems and two conjectures in potential theory, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré C Anal. Non Linéaire 18 (2001), no. 2, 135–156.

[44] H. Shahgholian, Diversifications of Serrin’s and related symmetry problems, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ. 57 (2012), no. 6, 653–665.

THE HADAMARD VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR RIESZ CAPACITY AND ITS APPLICATIONS27

[45] R. Schneider, Convex bodies: the Brunn-Minkowski theory, second expanded edition, Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications, 151, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2014.

[46] N. Soave and E. Valdinoci, Overdetermined problems for the fractional Laplacian in exterior and annular sets, J. Anal. Math. 137 (2019), no. 1, 101–134.

[47] H. F. Weinberger, Remark on the preceding paper of Serrin, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 43 (1971), 319–320.

[48] N. B. Willms, G. M. L. Gladwell and D. Siegel, Symmetry theorems for some overdetermined boundary value problems on ring domains, Z. Angew. Math. Phys. 45 (1994), no. 4, 556–579.

School of Mathematics, Hunan University, Changsha, 410082, China Email address: luzhang@hnu.edu.cn