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Sharp bounds for the-torsion of convex planar domains
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Abstract

We obtain some sharp estimates for ghtorsion of convex planar domains in terms of their area,
perimeter, and inradius. The approach we adopt relies amsthef web functions.g. functions depending
only on the distance from the boundary), and on the behawidhe inner parallel sets of convex polygons.
As an application of our isoperimetric inequalities, we sider the shape optimization problem which
consists in maximizing thg-torsion among polygons having a given number of verticesaagiven area.

A long-standing conjecture by Polya-Szegd states treastiution is the regular polygon. We show that
such conjecture is true within the subclass of polygons fictva suitable notion of “asymmetry measure”
exceeds a critical threshold.
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1 Introduction

Let 2 ¢ IR? be an open bounded domain andget (1, +occ). Consider the boundary value problem

—Apu=1 in Q2
1)
u =0 onof,

whereA,u = div(|Vul[P~2Vu) denotes the-Laplacian. The-torsionof (2 is defined by

@)= [ [Vl = [ . @)

beingu, the unique solution td (1) iW(}’p(Q). Notice that the second equality {0 (2) is obtained by tgstin
(1) by u,, and integrating by parts. Sind€ (1) is the Euler-Lagrangeon of the variational problem

1
min  J,(u), WhereJu:/ —|VulP —u), 3
et () o) = | (Ve —u) 3)
there holds »

()= —— min J,(u).

() ==, min )
A further characterization of the-torsion is provided by the equality, () = S(Q)"/®~Y, whereS(9) is
the best constant for the Sobolev inequajl]ity\il(m < S(Q)HVuH’zp(Q) on Wy (Q).
The purpose of this paper is to provide some sharp bounds, (@), holding for a convex planar domai,
in terms of its area, perimeter, and inradius (in the seqarbtéd respectively b2, |092|, and Rg). The
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original motivation for studying this kind of shape optiraiion problem draws its origins in the following
long-standing conjecture by Pblya and Szego:

Among polygons with a given area andvertices, the regulatv-gon maximizes,, . 4

A similar conjecture is stated by the same Authors also fergtincipal frequency and for the logarithmic
capacity, see [13]. FaV = 3 and N = 4 these conjectures were proved by Pélya and Szegt theessdls,

p. 158]. ForN > 5, to the best of our knowledge, the unique solved case is taeblogarithmic capacity,
see the beautiful paper [14] by Solynin and Zalgaller; theesaf torsion and principal frequency are currently
open. In fact let us remind that, fé¥Y > 5, the classical tool of Steiner symmetrization fails beeatisnay
increase the number of sides, see [9, Section 3.3].

The approach we adopt in order to provide upper and lower dsior thep-torsion in terms of geometric
quantities, is based on the idea of considering a properpsb3V,(2) of WOI’I’(Q) and to address the
minimization problem for the functional, onV,(2). More precisely, we consider the subspace of functions
depending only on the distandér) = dist(x, 0Q?) from the boundary:

Wp(Q) = {u € WyP(Q) : u(x) = u(d(x))} .

Functions inW,(§2) have the same level lines dsnamely the boundaries of the so-calleder parallel sets
Q= {x € Q : d(x) > t}, which were first used in variational problems by Poélya arddg® [13, Section
1.29]. Later, in[[8], the elements a¥,(2) were calledveb functionsbecause in case of planar polygons the
level lines ofd recall the pattern of a spider web. We refer[to[[5, 6] for somstineates on the minimizing
properties of these functions, and to the subsequent p§&ied3 for their application in the study of the
generalized torsion problem. Actually, the papérs [3, 4l déth the problem of estimating how efficiently
7,(£2) can be approximated by theeb p-torsiondefined as

— _P ;
wp(2) == = UG%LI%Q) Ip(u) .

While the value ofr,(2) is in general not known (because the solution to problemdfhot be determined
except for some special geometries)f the value ofw, (£2) admits the following explicit expression in terms

of the parallel set$);:
wy(Q) = /RQ T (5)
P o ot T
whereq = p%l is the conjugate exponent pf and R, is the inradius of (see([4]).

Clearly, sinceW,(2) C Wol”’(Q), wp(£2) boundsr,(£2) from below. On the other hand, whéhis convex,
7,(€2) can be bounded from above by a constant multiplevg((2), for some constant which tends taas
p — +o0o. Infact, in [4] it is proved that, for any € (1, +c0), the following estimates hold and are sharp:

g+1  wy(Q)

Q
vQecl, 94 =)

<1 (6)

whereC denotes the class of planar bounded convex domains; maeréoveight inequality holds as an
equality if and only ifQ2 is a disk. Note that, ibp — 400, theng — 1 and the constant in the left hand side of
(€) tends tal.

In this paper, we prove some geometric estimates,fa) in the clas<C, which have some implications in
the conjecture{4). More precisely, we consider the follayshape functionals:

M and Q — Tp(Q) (7)

Q —_ 7
BENGIGE RIJQ]



Let us remark that the above quotients are invariant undatialis and that convex sets which agree up to
rigid motions (translations and rotations) are systeraliyicdentified throughout the paper.

Our main results are Theorers 1 and 6, which give sharp bdiandke functionals[{[7) whef varies in

C. We also exhibit minimizing and maximizing sequences. €Hasunds are obtained by combining sharp
bounds for the welp-torsion (see Theoref 2 and the second part of Thebrem 6)@)ittAs a consequence
of our results we obtain the validity of some weak forms oly@é5zegd conjecturé(4). On the claBsof
convex polygons we introduce a sort of “asymmetry measweh a1s

VQ e P, yan-—-‘ag‘

= 1
‘aQ@‘ S [ 7+OO)7

whereQ® denotes the regular polygon with the same area and the samtgenof vertices a8. Then, if the
p-torsion,(Q2) is replaced by the wep-torsionw,(2), (@) holds in the following refined form:

VQEP, wy() <v(Q) 9w, (Q%). (8)

Consequently, on the clag®dy of convex polygons withV vertices, conjecturd{4) holds true for thaQe
which are sufficiently “far” fromQ2®, meaning that/(Q2) exceeds a threshold depending&randp:

VQeEPN : v(Q) >Tnyp, 7p(0) < 7p(Q%). 9)

The value of the thresholy , can be explicitly characterized (see Corollary 4) and téadsasp — +oc.

The paper is organized as follows. Secfibn 2 contains therstnt of our results, which are proved in Section
after giving in Sectiohl3 some preliminary material of gebmnc nature. Sectidn 5 is devoted to some related
open questions and perspectives.

2 Results

We introduce the following classes of convex planar domains
C = the class of bounded convex domaingHA;

C, = the subclass af given by tangential bodies to a disk;

P =the class of convex polygons;

Py = the class of convex polygons havingvertices (V > 3).

Tangential bodies to a disk are domains= C such that, for some disk), through each point ad<2 there
exists a tangent line tQ which is also tangent t&). Domains inP N C, are circumscribed polygons, whereas
domains inC, \ P can be obtained by removing from a circumscribed polygonesoamnected components
of the complement (in the polygon itself) of the inscribedkdiln particular, the disk itself belongs @g.

Our first results are the following sharp bounds for ph®rsion of convex planar domains. We recall that, for
any givenp € (1,+00), q := I% denotes its conjugate exponent.

Theorem 1. For anyp € (1,+400), it holds

1 _ 7,(0)]09] 2d+1
q+1 | Qe+t (¢+2)(g+1)°

vQec, (10)
Moreover,

e the left inequality holds asymptotically with equalityrsigr any sequence of thinning rectangles;

o the right inequality holds asymptotically with equalitgsifor any sequence of thinning isosceles triangles.



By sequence of thinning rectangles or triangles, we meanthigaratio between their minimal width and
diameter tends to 0. We point out that, in the particular calsenp = 2, the statement of Theorem 1 is
already known. Indeed, the left inequality In]10) holdsetfar any simply connected setiR? as discovered
by Polya [12]; the right inequality i (10) for convex sessdue to Makail[11], though its method of proof,
which is different from ours, does not allow to obtain #igct inequality.

Our approach to prove Theordrh 1 employs as a major ingrethierfollowing sharp estimates for the web
p-torsion of convex domains, which may have their own intieres

Theorem 2. For anyp € (1, +o0), it holds

q
1wy (@009 _ 2

vQ .
€C +1 QT = g+ 2

(11)

Moreover,
¢ the left inequality holds asymptotically with equalityrsigr any sequence of thinning rectangles;
o the right inequality holds with equality sign fér € C,.

Let us now discuss the implications of the above resultsérstiape optimization problem which consists in
maximizingr, in the class of convex polygons with a given area and a givenbeu of vertices:

max {TP(Q) L QePy, |0 = m} (12)

We recall that, for any2 € P, Q® denotes the regular polygon with the same area and the samigenwf

vertices a$2. Moreover, we set

o0
VQeP, ~(Q):= ﬁ;

notice that by the isoperimetric inequality for polygonsg$ropositionl7)y(Q2) € [1, +oc) and~(Q2) > 1if
Q # Q®. With this notation, it is straightforward to deduce fromebinen 2 the following

Corollary 3. The regular polygon is the unique maximizengfover polygons irP with a given area and a
given number of vertices. More precisely, the followingiedi isoperimetric inequality holds:

VQeP, wy() <~(Q) Tw,(Q¥) . (13)

As a consequence, usirld (6), we obtain some information@sthpe optimization problern (12):

L (wp(QF)\Ve 2
Corollary 4. LetI'y,, := <Tp(Q®) ) PES Then,

VQEPN, () <% Q) 97,(Q7).

In particular, thep-torsion of the regularV-gon is larger than the-torsion of any polygon Py having the
same area and an asymmetry measure larger than the thre$hejd

VQ e Py, ’V(Q) >I'np = Tp(Q) < Tp(Q@’) . (14)

Some comments on Corolldry 4 are gathered in the next remark.
Remarks. (i) Using again[(6) we infer

1<T'yy < . <2 VN,p, lim 'y, =1.

2
(q + 1)1/ p—r+o0
Hence, asymptotically with respectjipthe conditiorry(Q2) > I'x,, appearing in[(14) becomes not restrictive.
Moreover, ifp = 2, we havel'y o < 2/\/3 ~ 1.15 and the dependence anof I' iy » can be enlightened by
using the numerical values given in [6]:



N 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 20

I'v2~|1.054| 1.089| 1.108| 1.121| 1.129| 1.135| 1.138| 1.141| 1.149

(i) Though the validity of[(4) is known for triangles, in cedto give an idea of the efficiency of Corolldry 4,
consider the cas® = 3 andp = 2. The equilateral triangle

. 1 1
T@"::{(:E,y)ell%2;y>0,———I—i<x<——i}

2" /3 3 V3
satisfie§T®| = @ and|0T®| = 3. The solution to[{l) is explicitly given by
\/g 4 2 4 3 2
= (y——=y*+ 2y -4
u(z,y) =~ (y Yty e y)
so thatry(T®) = +/3/640. Moreover, by[(2F7) below we find»(7%) = +/3/768 and, in turn, thal's » =
V10/3 ~ 1.054.

Consider now the isosceles trianglEshaving the basis of length > 0 and the two equal sides of length

[3 k2 /3 VR —
by = @‘l‘z so that \8Tk\:k+ ﬁ-i-kz and ‘Tk‘:T:‘T ’,

(notice thatl; = T®). Therefore,

BN
+
e
+
i

Y(Ty) =

and~(T;) > T3 if and only if 2v/10k% — 10%% + 3
(0.760, 1.301).

We conclude this section with a variant of Theorérms 1[dnd 2.

AV

0, which approximatively corresponds to ¢

Theorem 6. For everyp € (1, +c0), it holds

1 T,() 24
vQ e C, <2 < 15
(22 = RO < (g 17 (19
vQ e, ! <@ 1 (16)

(q+ 221 =~ Ry0[ “ g1

Moreover,

o the left inequality in[15]) holds with equality sign for balls;

o the left inequality in(I6) holds with equality sign fof2 € C,;

o the right inequality in(I6]) holds asymptotically with equality sign for a sequence iwirtimg rectangles.

The right inequality in[(IB)s notsharp. In fact, fop = 2, one has the sharp inequalities

1 Q) 1
VQ2 - < < =
€C, AL

see([13, p. 100] for the left one, arid [11] for the right one.
Using the isoperimetric inequalities (15) afdl(16), oneaan derive statements similar to Corollafiés 3 and
4, wherevy(Q2) is replaced by another “asymmetry measure” given by

Rge

Q) = F




3 Geometric preliminaries

In this section we present some useful geometric propestiesnvex polygons, which will be exploited to
prove Theoreni]2. First, we recall an improved form of the éopetric inequality in the clas®, whose
proof can be found for instance in/[3, Theorem 2]. For &g P, we set

Cq = E cotan —92" , beingf; the inner angles df? . an
Proposition 7. For every() € P, it holds
|09
<

with equality sign if and only if2 € P N C,, namely whef is a circumscribed polygon.

Next, we recall that, denoting b, the inradius of any) € P, for everyt € [0, Rq], theinner parallel sets
of Q are defined by
Q= {x € Q : dist(z,00) > t}

(notice in particular tha® ,, = (). Then we focus our attention on the behaviour of the mapC,, on the
interval [0, R], and on the related expression of Steiner formulae. Foyever P, we set
rq :=sup {t € [0, Ro] : Q has the same number of vertices(a$ .

Clearly, if rq < Rgq, the number of vertices d®, is strictly less than the number of vertices(offor every
t e [T‘Q,RQ).

Proposition 8. For everyQ2 € P andt > 0, ; € P and the mag — Cj, is piecewise constant df,, Rg,).
Moreover, for every € [0, rq], it holds

Q] = |Q| — |09t + Cqt? and |0 = 09| — 2Cqt. (19)

Finally, for everyt € [0, Rq], it holds
|0€%| < |09 — 2mt. (20)

Proof. Fort small enough, the sides 6f; are parallel and at distan¢drom the sides of?, and the corners
of Q; are located on the bisectors of the angleSof-q, is actually the first time when two of these bisectors
intersect at a point having distanc&om at least two sides, see Figlie 1.

Figure 1: Intersection of bisectors

Therefore, fort < rq, Q; has the same angles @4soCy, = Cq, by (17)), and we notice that the perimeter
of grey areas in Figulld 2 & cotan(6;/2), and their areas aré cotan(6;/2), which gives[(IP) (still valid for
t = rq by continuity).



Figure 2: How to derive Steiner formulae

Let us now show that the map— Cj, is piecewise constant df, Rq ), assuming that, < Rg. Once

t = rq,  still has sides parallel to the ones@fbut loses at least one of them. Agadry,, is constant for

t > rq until the next value of such that another intersection of bisectors appears (wecoagider bisectors
of ©2,,). The number of discontinuities of— Cq, is finite since? has a finite number of sides, and therefore
iterating the previous argument, we get that Cq, is piecewise constant.

Finally, from (17) we infer that, > = for anyQ € P, so that[(2D) follows from the concavity of the map
t — |0 on [0, Rq] (seell, Sections 24 and 55]). O

A special role is played by polygornis € P such thatq = Rq, namely polygon$) whose inner parallel sets
all have the same number of verticesaaself. These arpolygonal stadiumscharacterized by the following

Definition 9. We call S the class ofolygonal stadiumsnamely polygons?’ € P such that there exist a
circumscribed polygorP € P N C, having two parallel sides, and a nonnegative numbsuch that, by

choosing a coordinate system with origin in the center ofdis& inscribed inP and thex-axis directed as
two parallel sides of?, P¢ can be written as

P (e (LU S (U s (3) . e

whereP_ (resp.P,) denotes the set of points, y) € P with z < 0 (resp.z > 0), andRp is the inradius of
P, see Figuré]3.
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Figure 3: A circumscribed polygoR and a polygonal stadiuti?

Proposition 10. Let() € P. There holdsq = Rq if and only ifQ € S.

Proof. We use the same notation as in Definitidn 9. Assumethat P’ € S. Then the bisectors of the
angles of(2 intersect either at—5, 0) or at(, 0), which are at distanc&g, from the boundary, see Figure 4.
In particular, ifQ) is circumscribed to a disk, namelydf= 0, then the bisectors of the anglestofill intersect
at the center of the disk. Therefofe, has the same number of sidesta ¢ < Rq.



Figure 4: Parallel sets of a polygonal staditith

Conversely, assume th&, = rq. The sef{z € Q : d(x) = Rq} is convex with empty interior, so either it

is a point, or a segment. If it is a point, then its distanceaitheside is the same, and therefore the disk having
this point as a center and radiffg, is tangent to every side 61, so that(2 is circumscribed to a disk. Ifitis a
segment, we choose coordinates such that this segmért{s0) ; (%, 0)] for some positive numbet Every
point of this segment is at distané®, from the boundary, s contains the rectangl(e—é, é) X (—Rq, Rq).

Considering , , , ,
p=(anfes -5+ (39)U@n{e= 51+ (-59)
we have thaf” is circumscribed an€ = P¢. O

Remarkll Thanks to Proposition_10, for any polygonal stadiftf) the validity of the Steiner formulaE(119)
extends fort ranging over the whole intervéd, R p¢]. Moreover, the value of the coefficierji8’|, |0P¢| and
Cpe appearing therein, can be expressed only in termi®pfRp, and/ (see Sectiohl4). It is enough to use
the following elementary equalities deriving from decomsifion (21)

|PY| = |P| +2¢Rp,  |0P‘|=|0P|+2¢(, Cpe=Cp, Rpi=Rp,
and the following identities holding for evedly € P N C,

_ 17
R}

0P| = 2P| (22)

Cp o

Finally, we show that the parallel sets of any convex polygare polygonal stadiums fersufficiently close
to Rq:

Proposition 12. For every() € P, there exists € [0, R) such that the parallel sef3, belong toS for every
t e [f, RQ)

Proof. We definet as the last time < R such that) loses a side (we may have= 0). Therefore
Vt € [, Ro] , Q¢ has a constant number of sides, and so is in the ddssPropositiori 10. O

4 Proofs

4.1 Proof of Theorem2
We first prove Theorem| 2 fd? € P, then we prove it for alf2 € C.

8



e Step 1: comparison with inner parallel sefor a givert) € P, we wish to compare the value of the energy
% with the one of its parallel se®. for smalle. To that aim, we use the representation formula (5)
for w,(Q2), and Steiner’s formulag¢ (19). In applying them we recalt,tbg Propositionn B the map+— Cq,

is piecewise constant farc [0, Rg), and in particular it equal€’q on [0, rq]. Taking also into account that

(Q2)r = Qeyyt, ase — 0 we have

Ro—e _|(Qc)¢]
w0 o e dt 02 05
|Q€|q+1 |Q€|q+1
0@ — J§ phiierd] 109 — 200 el" "
= o(e),
19/ - 99/ ]

o001 Q)¢ C o0
= —||Q|qJ|rl [wP(Q) - 7|8|Q||‘1—16} [1 - 2q|a—3|z—:] [1 + (¢ + 1)%5} + o(e),
wy, (2)]0024 |oQ|att |02 Caw,(Q)|00Q9~1
IJ‘QW (q 1) ’Q‘,H_Q wp( ) - ’Q‘ - 2q p‘Q’q_’_l €+ O(E)a

so that
wy QO w (@02 [ o0t 991 ) Couwy(@)90)"!
et a9 e g T g [ e o) (49

As we shall see in the next steps, formuilal (24) will enableougsach a contradiction if(11) fails.

e Step 2: if (11) fails for some convex polygon then it also fails for a polyg®stadium.Let 2 € P \ S, and
assume thaf(11) fails. We have to distinguish two cases.

First case: Assume that
wp(€2)|02] 2

Ty )
Using the isoperimetric inequalityy (IL8) and {(25), one gets
|oQ|a+t o) Cow,(Q)]|0Q171 q+2109Q [w()]0Q7 2
0+ Vg @) = op ~ g |2 T [Tt ge2) 7

Inserting this information intd (24) shows that

wp(2)]00:]9 w,y(Q)]002)

Q. [a+T Qe+ >0

for sufficiently smalk. In fact, more can be said. By Propositidn 8 we know that = Cq, forall t € [0,7q).
By extending the above argument to all suclve obtain that, if[(25) holds, then the map» % is
strictly increasing fot € [0,rq). In particular, by[(2b),

wy($2e) |02 |7 > wp(2)[09Q]1 2
Qe et |Qfa+t q+2

Ve € (O,TQ].

So, ifQ,, € S, we are done since it violatds (11). At= rq the number of sides d?, varies. IfQ,, ¢ S,
we repeat the previous argument to the next interval wiigferemains constant. Again, the map—
% is strictly increasing on such interval. In view of Propmsit{12, this procedure enables us to
obtain some polygonal stadium such thafl (25) holds.
Second caseAssume that
wy ()]0 < 1
QT g+ 1

(26)



Hence,

QT+ 00|  Cowy(@))00)!
R
syl [ 1ap L 2 Coupl@)on?
B T [ S T A

nserting this into and arguing as in the previous casesee that the map— 71(1 is strictly
Inserting this int d th that th R

decreasing fot € [0, Rg). In view of Propositiori_ 12, this proves that there exists sgralygonal stadium
such that[(26) holds.

e Step 3: explicit computation for a polygonal stadiutet @ = P € S be a polygonal stadium. We are
going to derive an explicit expression for the function

_ wp(PY)[OP"|1
We point out that, in the special caée= 0, 2 € P N C, (namely(2 is a circumscribed polygon), and it is
proven in[4, Proposition 2] that

()00 _ 2

QT gt o (27)

vQ e C,,

In particular, formulal(2]7) shows that the upper bound_in) {¢ achieved whef € C,.

We now show that the above formula can be suitably extendedtalthe casé > 0. Our starting point is the
representation formulal(5). Therein, we use the Steinenditae [19); in particular, by Propositionk 8 10,
we know thatCo, = C, for everyt € [0, R). Moreover, since”® € P N C,, we can exploit identitieg (22).
Setting for brevity

A:=|P|, R:=Rp, Ti=—,

we obtain

dt

(24 +20)° /R (A+2Re — 20t — 24t + £¢%)°

(A+2RO)TT Jo (20424 — 2447
(x+2)7 [P (1+x—at—2t+1t2)9

(x + 1)a+1 /0 (x+2—2t)a1

o (z42)1 [Ptz +t)
(x4 1)et! /0 (x +2t)7-1 dt. (28)

dt

Of course, takingr = 0 in (28) gives again[(27); on the other hand, taking— oo gives the asymptotic
behaviour for thinning polygonal stadiums.

e Step 4 In view of equality [28) obtained in Step 3, the estimate) (Wl be proved for any polygonal
stadium, provided we show that for glle (1, +0c0) one has

1 (x+2)7 1 t9(x 1) 2
dt Va € (0 : 29
q+1<(x+1)q+1/0 (ot 201 <qu2 z € (0,+00) (29)

With the change of variables= xs, the inequalities in (29) become

Vo € (0,+00).

1 (z+1)7tt /1/“"’ s1(1+ s)1 ds < 2 (x4 1)1t
s
q+129+2(x 4+ 2)4 o (1+42s)27t q+2 x9t2(x + 2)4

10



In turn, by puttingy = 1/z, the latter inequalities become

1 qg+1(1 q+1 Y og4(1 q 2 qg+1(1 q+1
y™" (1+y) / sfd+s)? y" (1 +y) Yy e (0,400).  (30)
0

g+1 (1+2y)4 (1+2s)7-1 g+2 (1+2y)

In order to prove the right inequality if(B0), consider thadtion

vy = [ 2 Y14y
= — " —ds —
V=), @+ 2yt g+2  (1+2y)

y € (0, +00)

and we need to prove thét(y) < 0 for all y > 0. This is a consequence of the two following facts:

q yi(1+y)?

d0)=0, d(y)= 2012y

<0.

In order to prove the left inequality i (B0), consider thadtion

\I’( )_ /y SQ(l +S)q o 1 yq+1(1+y)lI+1
YT ) @+ 2yt g+1  (1+2y)

y € (0,+00)

and we need to prove that(y) > 0 for all y > 0. This is a consequence of the two following facts:

2 g+l q+1
W) =0, W= ALY

= > 0.
g+1 (1+2y)att

Both inequalities in[(30) are proved and(29) follows.
We point out that, in the cage= 2, some explicit computations give the stronger result thatbap

(x+2)7  [1 t9(x 1)
(x4 1)a+! /0 (x4 2t)a-1 dt

T —

is decreasing. We believe that this is true for anpput we do not have a simple proof of this property.

e Step 5: conclusionLet 2 € P and assume for contradiction tHatviolates [11). Then by Step 2 we know
that there exists a polygonal stadium which also violdtdB. (This contradicts Step 4, sée(29). We have so
far proved that[(111) holds for aft € P. By a density argument we then infer that

L w(]09 _ 2

v :
<G 5 Qe+t T g +2

(31)
Therefore, in order to complete the proof we need to showtkigaleft inequality in[(311) is strict. Assume for
contradiction that there exist3 € C such that

()00 _ 1

= . 32
Qe g 2

Take any sequend®® ¢ P such thaf2® > Q andQ* — Q in the Hausdorff topology. Similar computations
as in [23), combined with (20), enable us to obtain

k e _lop) k q
w, (QF)| 00k |9 - [wp(Q )= o Wdt] [|0QF| — 27 €]

QFjett (1] — |9k g]9T!
wp(2F)|0QF |9 OQk|aTE a0k, (QF) |00k 9 ,
= p|Qk|q+1 (4 1)Wwp( ) - O] —2¢—F QR+ T €+ ae”,
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wherea is some positive constant, dependingfdhut not onk. Therefore, sinc& — Q; for all ¢ € [0, Rq),
we have

wp( Q%Y w (00N wp (OIS wp( @0k
| |at! Qett |QF|a |QF|a+t
Tw, (QF)|00k|1-1
< lo(1) —2¢ p(|Qk)||q+1 | e+ ag? +o(1)

whereo(1) are infinitesimals (independent@fask — o0o. Hence, by letting: — oo and taking: sufficiently

small, we obtam% < L7, which contradicts[(31).

4.2 Proof of Theorem1

The inequalities(110) follow directly froni_ (11) and (6) so yust need to show that they are sharp.
For the right inequality, take a sequence of thinning islesceianglesl,. Then, by Theoreri] 2 we have

wp(Tk)]E?Tk]q - 2

= forall .
| Ty, Ja+t q+2

On the other hand, by [4, Proposition 3] ahd (6) we know that

T 1
lim wp( k) = ¢+
k—oo Tp(T) 24
and therefore .
lim Tp (T ) | 0T} |7 _ 20+ .
k—oo  |Tj[7H! (g+2)(g+1)

For the left inequality, we seek an upper boundrigf?) by using the maximum principle. For dllc (0, +o0)
letQf = (=%, £) x (—1,1) and letu, be the unique solution to

202
—ANjupg=1 inQf, u =0 ondQt.
Let uoo(z,y) = pT(l — |y[P/®P=1) so that

~Ajeo =1 inQ°, Uso >0 0nANL.

By the maximum principle, we infer that,, > w, in Q¢ so that
-1) 2(p—1) 20
(04 = < o= y?/ =1y dy = — ,
/QKW /Qz“ E/ ) dy w1 q+1

wp(2°) .
1 > liminf N2 lim inf
f— 00 Tp(Q ) f— 00 20

where the last equality follows from Theorérn 2. CombinechwWiheoreni R, this proves that

Hence,

l llq
g O 1

12



4.3 Proof of Theorem®

Since it follows closely the proof of Theordm 1, we just skeitc We first prove the counterpart of Theorem
and we follow the same steps.
e Step 1.Given(2 € P and usingRq. = Rq — € + o(e) we prove:

wp(2e)  wp() e q¢ |09 Q|
RoJ]  Rol] ~ R (w”(m [R_Q T ] - raﬂrq-1> *ole). (33)

e Step 2.We prove that, if[(1B) fails for som@ € P, then it also fails for a polygonal stadium. To that end,
we estimate the sign if_(B3) with the help of the followingsslizal geometric inequalities (séé [1])
€2 29|
vQ — Q< —.
eC, RQ<]8 | < o
e Step 3.Again, explicit computations can be done for a polygonalista, and with the same notation as in
the proof of Theorernl2, we get:

w, (P*) 1 /1 t9(x +t)4 '
= dt VP e S.
RLIP " 241 )y (w200 ©

e Step 4.In view of Step 3, estimaté (1L5) is proved for any polygonatatm, provided for aly € (1, +o0)

one has . ( )
1 1 t9(x + t)? 1
dt v . 34

(q+2)2q—1<x+1/0 @rapt gy e 0t 34)

With the change of variablgs= zs and puttingy = 1/z, the inequalities in_(34) become

q+2 q+1 Y og9(1 q q+2 q+1
vty / A+ ) o YT HY Wy € (0, +00). (35)
0

(g +2)201 1+ 251" q+1

Some tedious but straightforward computations show that

yt atl o Y0+ Y)T _a+2 g

e Vy e (0
2T gt S et Sgrrd TV WElEed)

and [35) follows after integration ovéd, y).

e Step 5.The previous steps leads fo [16) for polygons and by densitgdnvex domains. The strict right
inequality in [16) can be obtained by reproducing careftily computations in Step 1, similarly as done in
Step 5 of Sectioh 411.

Now the counterpart of Theorem 2 is proved, and we may[Use @)der to get[(15) fron(16). Balls realize
equality in the left inequality of_(15) because the are atdhme time circumscribed and maximal for the
quotientw,, /7.

5 Some open problems

We briefly suggest here some perspectives which might bedmmasl, in the light of our results.

Sharp bounds for the-torsion in higher dimensiondn higher dimensions the shape functionglsandw,
can be defined in the analogous way asifet 2. In [2], Crasta proved the following sharp bounds:

n+1  wy(2)
2n TQ(Q)

v Q2 bounded convex sett R, <1.
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Therefore it seems natural to ask: what kind of isoperiroeétrequality can be proved far, and7, among
convex sets idR™? In this direction, let us quote an inequality proverlin pljtained by a strategy similar to
our approach, that is by looking at the level sets of the stgpoction:

n(D|0Q _ 72(B)|0B
Ra|QP? — Rp|BJ?

v © bounded convex set R", (Bis a ball ofIR" ).

Sharp bounds for the principal frequendy.notion of “web principal frequency” can be defined (in anpasp
dimension) similarly as done for the web torsion, that is

fQ |Vul?
Jou?

Writing the optimality condition in the spade(€2), one can express; (2) as

AF(Q) ::inf{ : uEWQ(Q)}.

Rao 12
AF(Q) = int {% . pe H'(0,Rg), p(0) = o} , wherea(t) = |99,

0o @r
Itis clear that\[ () > A1(Q), with equality sign whef is a ball. On the other hand, the following questions
can be addressed:
e Find a sharp bound from above for the rakip(2) /A1 (£2) among bounded convex subsetdRf.
e Is it possible to apply successfully the same strategy af plaiper, that is find sharp bounds ﬁolf(Q)
and then use the estimates on the rafd2)/\; (), to deduce sharp bounds far(2)? In particular, this
approach might allow to retrieve the following known inelities holding for any bounded convex domain
Q c IR? (see[10, 11, 12]):

2 2 2 2
T itl T and % <M(QRE < j2.
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