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In this paper, we study the shape optimization problem for the first eigenvalue 
of the p-Laplace operator with the mixed Neumann-Dirichlet boundary conditions 
on multiply-connected domains in hyperbolic space. Precisely, we establish that 
among all multiply-connected domains of a given volume and prescribed (n − 1)-th 
quermassintegral of the convex Dirichlet boundary (inner boundary), the concentric 
annular region produces the largest first eigenvalue. We also derive Nagy’s type 
inequality for outer parallel sets of a convex domain in the hyperbolic space.
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1. Introduction

The study of isoperimetric type inequalities for the eigenvalues of elliptic operators remains one of the 
most attracted areas in spectral theory after a famous conjecture by Lord Rayleigh stating that: among all 
domains of the given volume, the ball minimizes the first eigenvalue λ1 of the Dirichlet Laplacian, i.e.,

λ1(Ω) ≥ λ1(B), (1)

for all domains Ω such that Vol(Ω)=Vol(B). Here B represents the ball. This conjecture was proved by 
Faber [9] for planar Euclidean domains, and later Krahn [18] generalized it to higher dimensions. Inequality 
(1) is known as the Rayleigh-Faber-Krahn inequality. Similar results also hold for domains in Riemannian 
manifolds and for Robin boundary conditions; see [4,6,17] for instance. We refer to the monographs [14,15]
for various such isoperimetric type problems.

In this article, we focus on the first eigenvalue of the p-Laplace operator with the mixed Neumann-
Dirichlet boundary conditions on domains in the hyperbolic space. Let Hn denote the n-dimensional hyper-
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bolic space with constant sectional curvature −1. Let Ω ⊂ Hn be a bounded domain with ∂Ω = ΓD � ΓN . 
For 1 < p < ∞, the p-Laplace operator is defined as Δpu = div(|∇u|p−2∇u). Here ∇ denotes the hyperbolic 
gradient. For p = 2, the p-Laplace operator coincides with the classical Laplace-Beltrami operator. We 
consider the following eigenvalue problem of the p-Laplace operator:

−Δpu = τ |u|p−2u in Ω,

u = 0 on ΓD,

∂u

∂η
= 0 on ΓN ,

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭ (P)

where τ ∈ R and η is the outward unit normal vector to ΓN . A real number τ is said to be an eigenvalue 
of (P) if there exists φ ∈ W 1,p

ΓD
(Ω) \ {0} satisfying the following∫

Ω

|∇φ|p−2 〈∇φ,∇w〉dVg = τ

∫
Ω

|φ|p−2φw dVg, ∀ w ∈ W 1,p
ΓD

(Ω),

where dVg is the volume element induced by the hyperbolic metric g and W 1,p
ΓD

(Ω) is the space of all Sobolev 
functions that vanishes on ΓD, i.e.,

W 1,p
ΓD

(Ω) = {u ∈ W 1,p(Ω) : u|ΓD
= 0}.

It is well known that (P) admits a least positive eigenvalue τ1(Ω) (cf. [13]) whose variational characterization 
is given by

τ1(Ω) = inf
u∈W 1,p

ΓD
(Ω)\{0}

{∫
Ω |∇u|pdVg∫
Ω |u|pdVg

}
(2)

and τ1(Ω) is simple.
Let Wn−1(C) denote the (n − 1)-th quermassintegral (see Section 2.1 for precise definition) of a convex 

domain C. In this article, we choose the following types of domains:

Ω = ΩN \ ΩD, where ΩD,ΩN are two smooth, bounded domains in

Hn such that ΩD is simply connected and ΩD ⊂ ΩN .

AΩ = BR \Br, where BR, Br are two concentric open geodesic balls

of radius R, r (0 < r < R) respectively in Hn such that

|Ω| = |AΩ| and Wn−1(Br) = Wn−1(ΩD).

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭
(D)

Assume that ΓD := ∂ΩD and ΓN := ∂ΩN . Here ΓD and ΓN , respectively, represent the Dirichlet and 
Neumann boundary, i.e., we consider the inner Dirichlet-outer Neumann boundary condition for (P).

Now we state some existing isoperimetric bounds of τ1(Ω) for domains in the Euclidean space. Suppose Ω
and AΩ are domains in Rn as defined in (D). For Ω ⊂ R2, Hersch [16] studied problem (P) for the classical 
Laplace operator and proved that AΩ maximizes the first eigenvalue of (P), i.e.,

τ1(Ω) ≤ τ1(AΩ).

The above inequality is known as the reverse Faber-Krahn inequality for the mixed eigenvalue problem. 
Note that in the planar case, the quermassintegral constraint, imposed on the Dirichlet boundary, reduces 
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to the perimeter constraint (see Section 2.1). In [1, Theorem 1.2], Anoop and Ashok extended Hersch’s 
result for the p-Laplacian and to the higher dimensions under the assumptions that ΩD is a ball. Later, 
in [8, Theorem 1.1], the authors extended this result to the case when ΩD is convex. The proof given by 
Hersch [16] is based on the “method of interior parallels” for planar domains. Hersch’s idea was to construct 
a test function whose level sets are the parallel sets to the Dirichlet boundary. The key step for applying 
this method is the Nagy’s inequality [26] for outer parallel sets of a planar domain, which is as follows:

Let K ⊂ R2 be a bounded, simply connected domain and δ > 0. Let Kδ denote the set of all points in R2

that are at a distance (Euclidean) at most δ from K. Suppose K# is an open ball in R2 of same perimeter 
as K, i.e., P (K) = P (K#). Then Sz. Nagy [26] proved that

P (Kδ) ≤ P (K#
δ ). (3)

In [1], the authors derive an analogue of the above inequality for multiply connected domains in higher 
dimensions under the assumption that ΩD is a ball. However, a rigorous version of Nagy’s type inequality 
(3) for convex domains in Rn (n ≥ 3) has been proved in [2, Corollary 3.4]. It is worth mentioning that 
Nagy’s type inequality has its own importance as it can be applied to obtain several bounds for the first 
eigenvalue of Laplacian and torsional rigidity; see [21,22], for instance. To the best of our knowledge, the 
analogue of Hersch’s result and Nagy’s type inequality for the outer parallel sets are not available in the 
hyperbolic space. Indeed, the reverse Faber-Krahn inequality is not available even for the Laplacian (p = 2) 
in the hyperbolic space.

A Similar reverse type isoperimetric inequality is also proved for the first Robin eigenvalue of the Laplacian 
on an exterior of a convex set by Krejčiřík and Lotoreichik [19]. They established that among all exterior of 
planar convex sets with fixed perimeter or area, the first Robin eigenvalue is maximized by the exterior of 
a disk. Later, they extended this result (without convexity constraint) to the class of exterior of a compact 
set in [20].

The main objective of this article is to prove Hersch’s result in the hyperbolic space Hn. Moreover, we 
establish a hyperbolic version of Nagy’s inequality (3). To state the main results, we need the following 
definitions.

Definition 1.1 (Outer parallel set). Let K ⊂ Hn and δ > 0. Then the Outer parallel body of K at a distance 
δ > 0 is defined as

Kδ = {x ∈ Hn : dH(x,K) ≤ δ},

where dH is the hyperbolic distance function. The boundary ∂Kδ is called as the Outer parallel set of K at 
a distance δ.

Next, we recall the definition of h-convex (or horoconvex) domains in the hyperbolic space; cf. [11, Section 
2]. For more details, see Section 2.2.

Definition 1.2 (h-convex domain). A domain K ⊂ Hn is said to be h-convex if all the principal curvatures 
of ∂K are bounded below by 1, i.e., if κi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, are the principal curvatures of ∂K, then 
κi ≥ 1, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1.

Let P (A) := |∂A| denote the perimeter of a set A ⊂ Hn. Now we state the first main result of this article 
which is an analogue of Sz. Nagy’s inequality for outer parallel sets of a domain in the hyperbolic space.

Theorem 1.3 (Nagy’s inequality). Let K ⊂ Hn be a smooth, bounded, convex domain and δ > 0. Let K∗ be 
an open geodesic ball in Hn such that Wn−1(K) = Wn−1(K∗). Then the followings hold:
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(i) If n = 2, then P (Kδ) ≤ P (K∗
δ ). Further, equality holds if and only if K is a geodesic ball.

(ii) If n ≥ 3 and K is h-convex, then P (Kδ) ≤ P (K∗
δ ). Further, equality holds if and only if K is a geodesic 

ball.

The main ingredients to prove Theorem 1.3 are (i) the Steiner formula for convex domains in Hn, and 
(ii) classical hyperbolic isoperimetric inequality (for n = 2) and a version of Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality 
involving the quermassintegrals due to Wang and Xia [28] (for n ≥ 3). First, we express the perimeter of 
outer parallel sets of a convex domain in terms of a polynomial in δ using the Steiner formula. Then we 
derive an isoperimetric type inequality between Wi(K) and Wi(K∗), which gives the desired result upon 
substituting in the Steiner formula. At this point, it is necessary to mention that for n = 2, we are able to get 
Nagy’s type estimate for the convex domains, thanks to the classical hyperbolic isoperimetric inequality that 
holds for any domain. However, for n ≥ 3, we need a stronger assumption than convexity, called h-convexity. 
This assumption is necessary to apply a class of Alexandrov-Fenchel inequalities (Proposition 2.8) which 
are not available for convex domains in the hyperbolic space. The extension of Theorem 1.3 for general 
domains in the hyperbolic space seems a challenging open problem.

Then by applying the Nagy’s inequality (Theorem 1.3), we prove the reverse Faber-Krahn inequality for 
domains in the hyperbolic space. More precisely, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.4 (Reverse Faber-Krahn inequality). Let Ω, AΩ be as defined in (D) and τ1 be the first eigenvalue 
of (P). Assume that ΩD is convex for n = 2 and ΩD is h-convex for n ≥ 3. Then

τ1(Ω) ≤ τ1(AΩ).

Moreover, equality occurs only when Ω = AΩ.

To prove Theorem 1.4, we apply the method of interior parallels in the hyperbolic space with the help of 
Nagy’s type inequality (Theorem 1.3) for outer parallel sets. Namely, we produce a test function on Ω using 
the first eigenfunction of AΩ that remains constant on the outer parallel sets to ΩD. Indeed, the construction 
of the test function on Ω is done in such a way that its gradient norm coincides with the first eigenfunction 
of AΩ, whereas its p-norm increases. We would like to mention that the analogue of Theorem 1.4 for the 
case when ΩD is a non-convex domain remains completely open (see Section 4).

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss a few geometric tools related to 
the convex domains in the hyperbolic space and mention some facts about the h-convexity. The proofs of 
Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 are given in Section 3. Finally, in Section 4, we mention some open problems 
related to Nagy’s type inequality and reverse Faber-Krahn inequality.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we first discuss the notion of quermassintegrals (or mixed volumes) for a convex domain in 
Hn. Then we state a few well known facts about the h-convex domains. We complete this section by providing 
some isoperimetric inequalities in the hyperbolic space, which will be used in later sections. Throughout 
the article, we denote the boundary of a set A ⊂ Hn by ∂A. Also, P (A) stands for the perimeter of A, i.e., 
P (A) = |∂A|.

2.1. Quermassintegrals & curvature integrals

Let K ⊂ Hn be a bounded, convex domain. Then the Quermassintegrals Wj(K), for 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1, is 
defined (cf. [23,28]) as
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Fig. 1. Equidistants in the hyperbolic plane.

Wj(K) = (n− j)ωj−1 · · ·ω0

nωn−2 · · ·ωn−j−1

∫
Lj

χ(Lj ∩K)dLj , (4)

where Lj is a j-dimensional totally geodesic subspace, Lj is the space of all totally geodesic subspaces of 
dimension j, dLj is the natural measure on Lj , ωi denotes the i-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the 
i-dimensional unit sphere and χ is the characteristic function acting as χ(A) = 1, if A 
= ∅ and χ(A) = 0, 
if A = ∅. As a convention, we assume W0(K) = Vol(K) and Wn(K) = ωn−1

n . Also we observe that 
W1(K) = P (K)

n ; cf. [23].
Let κ1, κ2, . . . , κn−1 be the principal curvatures of ∂K and Hj , for 0 ≤ j ≤ n − 1, denote the normalized 

elementary symmetric functions of principal curvatures of ∂K. Then the Curvature integrals are defined by

Vn−j−1(K) =
∫
∂K

HjdS, for j = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1, (5)

where dS is the volume element on ∂K induced from Hn. Now by [25, Proposition 7], curvature integrals 
and quermassintegrals are related by the following formula:

Vn−j−1(K) = n

(
Wj+1(K) + j

n− j + 1Wj−1(K)
)
, for 0 ≤ j ≤ n− 1. (6)

2.2. Horoconvexity (h-convexity) in the hyperbolic space

We first define h-convexity in the hyperbolic plane via λ-geodesics and state some of its properties. Then 
we give the definition of h-convexity in higher dimensions. For more details, see [12].

Definition 2.1 (Equidistants or λ-geodesics). The curves which are equidistant to geodesics are called Equidis-
tants. A λ-geodesic is an equidistant that meets the infinity line with angle α such that | cosα| = λ.

Remark 2.2. For λ = 0(α = 90◦), equidistants are geodesics and for λ = 1, they are horocycles. The geodesic 
curvature of a λ geodesic is ±λ. Some equidistants in the hyperbolic plane have been drawn in Fig. 1.

The following lemma shows the relation between positions of different λ geodesics.

Lemma 2.3. Given any two points p and q in the hyperbolic plane and 0 < λ ≤ 1, there are exactly two λ-
geodesics passing through them. These λ-geodesics are symmetric with respect to the geodesic passing through 
p and q and lie in the region bounded by the two horocycles passing through these points.
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Now we define λ-convexity of a set in the hyperbolic plane, h-convexity is the particular case of this.

Definition 2.4. For given λ ∈ [0, 1], a set Ω in the hyperbolic plane is said to be λ-convex if for every p, q ∈ Ω, 
the λ-geodesics joining them lie inside Ω. 1-convex sets are also called h-convex sets.

Lemma 2.5. A compact domain Ω with C2-boundary is λ-convex if and only if the geodesic curvature kg of 
the boundary satisfies kg ≥ λ (kg ≤ −λ, in case of opposite orientation).

Remark 2.6. If a domain is λ0-convex then it is λ-convex for all λ ≤ λ0. In particular, every h-convex set is 
convex but converse is not true. For example, consider convex polygon.

In higher dimensions, h-convexity can be defined in the similar way. We define h-convexity of domains 
in n-dimensional hyperbolic space Hn in terms of horospheres.

A horoball is the limit of a sequence of increasing balls sharing a tangent hyperplane and its point of 
tangency. A horosphere is the boundary of a horoball.

Definition 2.7. A domain Ω ⊂ Hn is said to be horoconvex (or h-convex) if, for every point p ∈ ∂Ω, there 
exists a horosphere passing through the point p such that the domain Ω lies entirely in the horoball bounded 
by the horosphere.

2.3. Steiner formula & Alexandrov–Fenchel inequality

Let K ⊂ Hn be a smooth, bounded, convex domain and δ > 0. Then by Steiner formula (cf. [23, Chapter 
18, Section 4]), the volume of Kδ is given by

Vol(Kδ) := |Kδ| = Vol(K) +
n−1∑
j=0

(
n

j

)
Vj(K)

δ∫
0

coshj(t) sinhn−j−1(t)dt. (7)

Therefore, the perimeter P (Kδ) := |∂Kδ| of Kδ has the following expansion:

P (Kδ) = d

dδ
(Vol(Kδ)) =

n−1∑
j=0

(
n

j

)
Vj(K)

⎛⎝ d

dδ

δ∫
0

coshj(t) sinhn−j−1(t)dt

⎞⎠ . (8)

Now using (6), we restate (8) in terms of the quermassintegrals of K:

P (Kδ) =
n−2∑
j=0

n

(
n

j

){
Wn−j(K) + n− j − 1

j + 2 Wn−j−2(K)
}⎛⎝ d

dδ

δ∫
0

coshj(t) sinhn−j−1(t)dt

⎞⎠
+ n2W1(K)

⎛⎝ d

dδ

δ∫
0

coshn−1(t)dt

⎞⎠ . (9)

Hyperbolic Isoperimetric inequality: Let γ be a closed curve in H2 and K be the domain enclosed by γ. 
Then the hyperbolic isoperimetric inequality (cf. [24]) states that

P (K)2 ≥ 4π|K| + |K|2, (10)

where |K| is the area of K and P (K) is the length of γ. Furthermore, equality occurs if and only if γ is a 
circle.
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Next, we state an isoperimetric inequality between the quermassintegrals of an h-convex domain in 
hyperbolic space obtained by Wang and Xia [28, Theorem 1.1].

Proposition 2.8 (Alexandrov–Fenchel inequality in Hn). Let K ⊂ Hn be a smooth, h-convex, bounded do-
main. Also let fm : [0, ∞) �−→ R+ be defined by fm(r) = Wm(Br), where Br is the geodesic ball of radius r. 
Then for 0 ≤ i < j ≤ n − 1,

Wj(K) ≥ fj ◦ f−1
i (Wi(K)).

The equality occurs if and only if K is a geodesic ball.

3. Main results

In this section, we first give a proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. (i) Since n = 2, we have P (K) = P (K∗), i.e., W1(K) = W1(K∗). Therefore, by 
isoperimetric inequality (10), we have |K| ≤ |K∗|, i.e., W0(K) ≤ W0(K∗). Hence from Steiner formula (9), 
we get

P (Kδ) ≤ 2
{
W2(K∗) + 1

2W0(K∗)
}⎛⎝ d

dδ

δ∫
0

sinh(t)dt

⎞⎠ + 4W1(K∗)

⎛⎝ d

dδ

δ∫
0

cosh(t)dt

⎞⎠
= P (K∗

δ ).

The equality case follows immediately from the isoperimetric inequality (10).
(ii) Given that

Wn−1(K) = Wn−1(K∗). (11)

Let 0 ≤ j < n − 1. Since K is h-convex, applying Proposition 2.8 for j and n − 1 and using (11), we get

fn−1 ◦ f−1
j (Wj(K)) ≤ Wn−1(K) = Wn−1(K∗) = fn−1 ◦ f−1

j (Wj(K∗)).

Thus

fn−1 ◦ f−1
j (Wj(K)) ≤ fn−1 ◦ f−1

j (Wj(K∗)). (12)

Now from (4), we observe that if r1 < r2, then Wi(Br1) < Wi(Br2), for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Thus the function 
r �−→ fi(r) is a strictly increasing function for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n −1. Therefore inequality (12) immediately gives 
that

Wj(K) ≤ Wj(K∗), for all 0 ≤ j < n− 1. (13)

Also the equality occurs in (13) only when K is a geodesic ball (by Proposition 2.8). Thus using (13) in (9), 
we have

P (Kδ) ≤
n−2∑
j=0

n

(
n

j

){
Wn−j(K∗) + n− j − 1

j + 2 Wn−j−2(K∗)
}⎛⎝ d

dδ

δ∫
coshj(t) sinhn−j−1(t)dt

⎞⎠

0
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+ n2W1(K∗)

⎛⎝ d

dδ

δ∫
0

coshn−1(t)dt

⎞⎠
= P (K∗

δ ).

Hence P (Kδ) ≤ P (K∗
δ ). Now the equality case follows from (13). This completes the proof. �

Remark 3.1. Note that for n = 2, Wn−1(K) = Wn−1(K∗) implies that P (K) = P (K∗) (see Section 2.1). 
However, if n ≥ 3, then P (K) < P (K∗).

Next, we prove an auxiliary result which is needed to prove our main result. Let us start with a notational 
set up. Let Ω and AΩ be as stated in (D), i.e., Ω = ΩN \ΩD and AΩ = BR \Br. Also, we have Wn−1(ΩD) =
Wn−1(Br), i.e., Ω∗

D = Br. Define

B(δ) = ∂ΩDδ
∩ Ω, L(δ) = |B(δ)|, for δ > 0,

δ0 = sup{δ > 0 : B(δ) 
= ∅}.

Note that L(δ) ≤ P (ΩDδ
), ∀ δ > 0. We set L̃(δ) := P (Brδ ) for simplicity. For p ∈ (1, ∞), we construct M

and M̃ as follows:

M(δ) =
δ∫

0

1
L(r)p′−1 dr, M̃(δ) =

δ∫
0

1
L̃(r)p′−1

dr, (14)

where p′ = p
p−1 is the holder conjugate of p.

Remark 3.2.

(i) Note that, both δ �−→ M(δ) and δ �−→ M̃(δ) are strictly increasing functions on [0, δ0] and [0, R − r], 
respectively. Moreover, M(δ0) can be infinite also.

(ii) Observe that, by Theorem 1.3, L(δ) ≤ L̃(δ) for all δ > 0. Therefore, by the definitions of M and M̃ , we 
immediately have M̃(δ) ≤ M(δ) for all δ > 0.

The euclidean version of the following lemma has been proved in [1, Lemma 2.7] when ΩD ⊂ Rn is a 
ball, and in [2, Lemma 5.2] when ΩD ⊂ Rn is convex. We generalize these results for ΩD ⊂ Hn using the 
hyperbolic analogue of Nagy’s inequality.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose Ω, AΩ, M and M̃ are as mentioned above. Assume that ΩD is convex for n = 2 and 
ΩD is h-convex for n ≥ 3. Then the followings hold:

(i) R− r ≤ δ0, with equality occurs only when Ω is a concentric annular region.
(ii) Define

G(β) = L(M−1(β)), for β ∈ [0,M(δ0)]

and G̃(β) = L̃(M̃−1(β)), for β ∈ [0, M̃(R− r)].

Then G(β) ≤ G̃(β), for all β ∈ [0, M̃(R − r)] and equality holds if and only if Ω is a concentric 
annulus. Furthermore, if Ω is not a concentric annulus, then G(β) < G̃(β) on [β′, M̃(R− r)], for some 
β′ ∈ [0, M̃(R− r)].
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Proof. (i) If possible, let R− r > δ0. Now by Theorem 1.3, we have L(δ) ≤ L̃(δ). Therefore,

|AΩ| =
R−r∫
0

L̃(δ)dδ ≥
δ0∫
0

L(δ)dδ +
R−r∫
δ0

L̃(δ)dδ = |Ω| +
R−r∫
δ0

L̃(δ)dδ > |Ω|,

which is a contradiction as |Ω| = |AΩ| (by assumption). Hence R− r ≤ δ0. Now if δ0 = R− r, then

R−r∫
0

L̃(δ)dδ =
δ0∫
0

L(δ)dδ =⇒
R−r∫
0

(L̃(δ) − L(δ))dδ = 0.

Observe that both L and L̃ are continuous function and hence L(δ) = L̃(δ), for all δ ∈ [0, R − r]. Further, 
by applying Theorem 1.3 for ΩD, we get

L(δ) ≤ P (ΩDδ
) ≤ P (Brδ) = L̃(δ), for all δ ∈ [0, R− r].

Thus we have P (ΩDδ
) = P (Brδ ). Therefore, by Theorem 1.3, it follows that ΩD must be a geodesic ball. 

Also since δ0 = R− r, ΓN has to be a geodesic sphere. Hence Ω must be a concentric annulus.
(ii) Let M∗ = M(δ0) and M̃∗ = M̃(R−r). Then using (i) and Remark 3.2, we have M̃∗ ≤ M∗. Therefore,

M−1(β) ≤ M̃−1(β), for all β ∈ [0, M̃∗].

Since δ �−→ L̃(δ) is an strictly increasing function on [0, R− r], we get

G(β) = L(M−1(β)) ≤ L̃(M−1(β)) ≤ L̃(M̃−1(β)) = G̃(β).

Moreover, if G(β) = G̃(β), then L(δ) = L̃(δ), for all δ ∈ [0, R − r]. Thus the equality case follows 
immediately from (i). Now if Ω is not a concentric annulus, then by (i), there exists δ′ ∈ [0, R − r] such 
that L(δ′) < L̃(δ′). Thus M̃(δ′) < M(δ′) and hence M̃(δ) < M(δ) for all δ′ ≤ δ ≤ R− r. Now substituting 
β′ = M(δ′) gives the desired conclusion. �

Now we state few properties of a first eigenfunction of (P) associated to τ1.

Proposition 3.4. Let Ω be as mentioned in (D) and τ1(Ω) be the first eigenvalue of (P) on Ω. Suppose that 
u is an eigenfunction associated to τ1(Ω). Then

(i) u has constant sign;
(ii) u ∈ C1(Ω);
(iii) if v is an eigenfunction associated to τ1(AΩ), v is radially constant and radially increasing.

Proof. (i) Notice that, if u is a minimizer for (2), then |u| is so. Since τ1(Ω) is simple, there exists c ∈ R

such that |u| = cu. Hence the conclusion follows.

(ii) Proof follows along the same line as [3, Theorem 1.3] or [27].

(iii) Let v be a positive eigenfunction associated to τ1(AΩ) such that ||v||pp =
∫
AΩ

|v|pdVg = 1. Also let H be 
a geodesic hyperplane passing through the center of AΩ and σH denotes the reflection through H. Define, 
w = v◦σH . Then it is easy to observe that w ∈ W 1,p

ΓD
(AΩ), 

∫
AΩ

|w|pdVg = 1, and 
∫
AΩ

|w|pdVg =
∫
AΩ

|v|pdVg. 
Therefore, w is also an eigenfunction associated to τ1(AΩ). Hence by the simplicity of τ1(AΩ), there exists 
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c > 0 such that w = cv. Using ||w||p = ||v||p, we get c = 1. Since H is arbitrary, we conclude that v is 
symmetric with respect to any geodesic hyperplane passing through the center of AΩ. Hence v is radial.

Recall that AΩ = BR\Br, where Br, BR are two concentric open geodesic balls of radius r, R (0 < r < R), 
respectively, in Hn. Since v is radial, we can write v(x) = f(s), where s = |x| (Hyperbolic norm), for some 
function f : [r, R] → R. Now f satisfies the following ordinary differential equation associated to (P):

−
(
|f ′(s)|p−2f ′(s)sn−1)′ = τ1(AΩ)sn−1f(s)q−1 for s ∈ (r,R),

f(r) = 0 ; f ′(R) = 0.

Since f is positive (as v is so) in (r, R), we get 
(
|f ′(s)|p−2f ′(s)sn−1)′ < 0 for s ∈ (r, R). Therefore, 

|f ′(s)|p−2f ′(s)sn−1 is strictly decreasing and hence using the boundary condition at R, we get

|f ′(s)|p−2f ′(s)sn−1 > 0 for s ∈ (r,R).

Hence f ′ > 0 in (r, R). �
Now we give a proof of Theorem 1.4. To prove our result, we adapt the ideas used in [1,2,16] to the 

hyperbolic space.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let v be an eigenfunction of (P) associated to τ1(AΩ). Then by Proposition 3.4, v
is radial and it can be chosen positive in AΩ, i.e., v > 0 and v(x) = v(dH(x, ∂Br)), for all x ∈ AΩ, where 
dH is the hyperbolic distance function. Let M̃ be as defined in (14). Now we represent v in terms of M̃ in 
the following way:

v(x) = v(dH(x, ∂Br)) = (v ◦ M̃−1)(M̃(dH(x, ∂Br))), ∀ x ∈ AΩ.

Let f = v ◦ M̃−1. Then v(x) = (f ◦ M̃)(dH(x, ∂Br)), ∀ x ∈ AΩ. If M∗ = M(δ0) and M̃∗ = M̃(R− r), then 
M̃∗ ≤ M∗. Recall that ΓD = ∂ΩD. Now define u : Ω −→ R as

u(x) =
{

(f ◦M)(dH(x,ΓD)), if M(dH(x,ΓD)) ∈ [0, M̃∗],
f(M̃∗), if M(dH(x,ΓD)) ∈ (M̃∗,M∗].

Note that dH(·, ΓD) is a Lipschitz function. Also f is C1 as v is so (by Proposition 3.4-(ii)). Thus u ∈
W 1,p(Ω). Further, u(x) = 0 for all x ∈ ΓD. Hence u ∈ W 1,p

ΓD
(Ω). Now using the fact that |∇dH(x, ΓD)| =

1, ∀ x ∈ Ω and by the Coarea formula [10, Theorem 3.1], we get∫
Ω

|∇u(x)|pdVg =
∫
Ω

|∇u(x)|p|∇dH(x,ΓD)|dVg

=
M−1(M̃∗)∫

0

( ∫
{x∈Ω: dH(x,ΓD)=δ}

|∇u(x)|pdS
)

dδ

=
M−1(M̃∗)∫

0

(
|f ′(M(δ))|p|M ′(δ)|p

)( ∫
B(δ)

dS
)

dδ

=
M−1(M̃∗)∫ (

|f ′(M(δ))|p|M ′(δ)|p
)
L(δ)dδ
0
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=
M−1(M̃∗)∫

0

|f ′(M(δ))|p
L(δ)p′−1 dδ =

M̃∗∫
0

|f ′(β)|pdβ,

where we make a change of variable M(δ) = β in the last step. Thus

∫
Ω

|∇u(x)|pdVg =
M̃∗∫
0

|f ′(β)|pdβ. (15)

Also ∫
Ω

|u(x)|pdVg

=
M−1(M∗)∫

0

( ∫
{x∈Ω: dH(x,ΓD)=δ}

|u(x)|pdS
)

dδ

=
M−1(M̃∗)∫

0

( ∫
{x∈Ω: dH(x,ΓD)=δ}

|u(x)|pdS
)

dδ +
δ0∫

M−1(M̃∗)

( ∫
{x∈Ω: dH(x,ΓD)=δ}

|u(x)|pdS
)

dδ

=
M̃∗∫
0

f(β)pL(M−1(β))p
′
dβ + f(M̃∗)p

M∗∫
M̃∗

L(M−1(β))p
′
dβ. [putting M(δ) = β]

Therefore,

∫
Ω

|u(x)|pdVg =
M̃∗∫
0

f(β)pG(β)p
′
dβ + f(M̃∗)p

M∗∫
M̃∗

G(β)p
′
dβ, (16)

where G is as defined in Lemma 3.3-(ii). By similar methods, we can show that

∫
AΩ

|∇v(x)|pdVg =
M̃∗∫
0

|f ′(β)|pdβ, (17)

∫
AΩ

|v(x)|pdVg =
M̃∗∫
0

f(β)pG̃(β)p
′
dβ. (18)

Observe that, by Proposition 3.4-(iii), v attains its maxima on ∂BR and hence we have f(β) ≤ f(M̃∗) for 
all β ∈ [0, M̃∗]. Thus from (16), (18) and using Lemma 3.3-(ii), we get∫

AΩ

|v(x)|pdVg −
∫
Ω

|u(x)|pdVg

≤ f(M̃∗)p
M̃∗∫
0

(
G̃(β)p

′ −G(β)p
′
)
dβ − f(M̃∗)p

M∗∫
˜

G(β)p
′
dβ
M∗
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= f(M̃∗)p
M̃∗∫
0

G̃(β)p
′
dβ − f(M̃∗)p

M∗∫
0

G(β)p
′
dβ

= f(M̃∗)p
M̃∗∫
0

(
L̃(M̃−1(β))

)p′

dβ − f(M̃∗)p
M∗∫
0

(
L(M−1(β))

)p′

dβ

= f(M̃∗)p
R−r∫
0

L̃(δ)dδ − f(M̃∗)p
δ0∫
0

L(δ)dδ = f(M̃∗)p
(
|AΩ| − |Ω|

)
.

Since by assumption |Ω| = |AΩ|, we have∫
AΩ

|v(x)|pdVg ≤
∫
Ω

|u(x)|pdVg, (19)

where equality occurs only when Ω is a concentric annular region (by Lemma 3.3-(ii)). Now the assertion 
follows substituting (15), (17) and (19) in the variational characterization (2) of τ1. Further, equality case 
immediately comes from the equality case in (19). This completes the proof. �
Thermal insulation problem: Let Ω = ΩN \ΩD be a smooth, doubly connected domain in Hn as defined in 
(D). For p ∈ (1, ∞), let us consider the following boundary value problem on Ω:

−Δpu = 0 in Ω,

u = 1 on ΩD,

|∇u|p−2 ∂u

∂η
+ β|u|p−2u = 0 on ∂ΩN ,

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭ (T )

where β > 0 is a real parameter and η is the outward unit normal to ∂ΩN . Then the energy functional 
E(ΩD, Ω) associated to (T ) is given by

E(ΩD,Ω) = inf
v∈W 1,p(ΩN ),v≡1 in ΩD

⎧⎨⎩
∫
Ω

|∇v|p + β

∫
∂ΩN

|v|p
⎫⎬⎭ . (20)

These types of problems arise in the study of thermal insulation, where a body ΩD of constant temperature 
remains surrounded by an insulating material ΩN \ΩD and E(ΩD, Ω) represents the energy of the system; we 
refer to the book [5] for an overview of such problems. Now it is natural to look for the critical configurations 
of ΩD and ΩN so that the energy E(ΩD, Ω) is optimized. For planar Euclidean domains, in [7, Theorem 
3.1], authors proved that

E(ΩD,ΩD + δB1) ≤ E(Ω#
D,Ω#

D + δB1),

where δ > 0, Ω#
D is an open ball with the same perimeter as ΩD, and B1 is the open Euclidean ball of 

radius one centered at the origin. Here ΩD + δB1 := {x + δy : x ∈ ΩD, y ∈ B1}. The similar result holds 
in higher dimensions also if ΩD is convex and Ω#

D is replaced by Ω∗
D, where Ω∗

D is the open Euclidean ball 
centered at the origin such that Wn−1(Ω∗

D) = Wn−1(ΩD); cf. [7, Theorem 4.1]. We would like to stress that 
the hyperbolic analogue of these results can be proved using a similar method developed in this article. To 
be precise, we can prove the following result.
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Theorem 3.5. Let ΩD ⊂ Hn be a smooth, simply connected domain and ΩN = ΩD + δB1, for some δ > 0, 
i.e., Ω = (ΩD + δB1) \ ΩD. Let E(ΩD, Ω) be the energy associated to (T ) as defined in (20). Then the 
following holds:

(i) if n = 2 and ΩD is convex, then E(ΩD, Ω) ≤ E(Ω#
D, Ω#

D + δB1), where Ω#
D is an open geodesic ball with 

same perimeter as ΩD.
(ii) if n ≥ 2 and ΩD is h-convex, then E(ΩD, Ω) ≤ E(Ω∗

D, Ω∗
D + δB1), where Ω∗

D is an open geodesic ball 
with same (n − 1)-th quermassintegral as ΩD.

Moreover, equality occurs in both the above cases when ΩD is an open geodesic ball in Hn.

4. Final comments and open problems

Remark 4.1. We conclude this article by introducing some immediate open questions.

(i) As pointed out in Remark 3.1, for n ≥ 3, K∗ has a larger perimeter than K. It is not known whether 
Theorem 1.3-(ii) will hold or not if K∗ is replaced by K#, where K# is an open geodesic ball such 
that P (K) = P (K#).

(ii) For n = 2, we have established the reverse Faber-Krahn inequality (Theorem 1.4) under the assumption 
that ΩD is a convex (geodesically) domain in Hn. This assumption is necessary to apply the hyperbolic 
Steiner formula (7). Therefore, our approach of proofs is not applicable if ΩD is not convex. Of course, 
it could be an interesting problem to study when ΩD is a non-convex domain. However, this seems to 
be a challenging problem at this moment.

(iii) For n ≥ 3, we proved Theorem 1.4 when ΩD is a h-convex domain in Hn. Such assumption is essential 
in order to use the hyperbolic Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality (Theorem 2.8) which is a crucial tool in 
proving Nagy’s type inequality (Theorem 1.3-(ii)). To the best of our knowledge, a similar version of 
Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality is not available in Hn if the domain is not h-convex.

Acknowledgments

The authors are grateful to Prof. T. V. Anoop for his valuable comments and many fruitful discussions 
about the results of this article. The authors would also like to thank the anonymous reviewer for their 
valuable comments and suggestions.

References

[1] T.V. Anoop, K. Ashok Kumar, On reverse Faber-Krahn inequalities, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 485 (1) (2020) 123766, https://
doi .org /10 .1016 /j .jmaa .2019 .123766.

[2] T.V. Anoop, M. Ghosh, Reverse Faber-Krahn inequalities for Zaremba problems, arXiv :2205 .12717, 2022, https://arxiv .
org /abs /2205 .12717.

[3] G. Barles, Remarks on uniqueness results of the first eigenvalue of the p-Laplacian, Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math. (5) 
9 (1) (1988) 65–75, http://www .numdam .org /item ?id =AFST _1988 _5 _9 _1 _65 _0.

[4] R.D. Benguria, Isoperimetric inequalities for eigenvalues of the Laplacian, in: Entropy and the Quantum II, in: Contemp. 
Math., vol. 552, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2011, pp. 21–60.

[5] D. Bucur, G. Buttazzo, Variational Methods in Shape Optimization Problems, Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equations 
and Their Applications, vol. 65, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2005.

[6] I. Chavel, Eigenvalues in Riemannian Geometry, Pure and Applied Mathematics, vol. 115, Academic Press, Inc., Orlando, 
FL, 1984, Including a chapter by Burton Randol, With an appendix by Jozef Dodziuk.

[7] F. Della Pietra, C. Nitsch, C. Trombetti, An optimal insulation problem, Math. Ann. 382 (1–2) (2022) 745–759, https://
doi .org /10 .1007 /s00208 -020 -02058 -6.

[8] F. Della Pietra, G. Piscitelli, An optimal bound for nonlinear eigenvalues and torsional rigidity on domains with holes, 
Milan J. Math. 88 (2) (2020) 373–384, https://doi .org /10 .1007 /s00032 -020 -00320 -9.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2019.123766
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2019.123766
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.12717
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.12717
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=AFST_1988_5_9_1_65_0
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibD82C3B374E5D3BBF48D0C668CF5C8CD9s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibD82C3B374E5D3BBF48D0C668CF5C8CD9s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibCE6D7B0FC644DBAD809F18D69B4BFDA4s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibCE6D7B0FC644DBAD809F18D69B4BFDA4s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bib57DB8C005748BC532BDC3A75C1CED723s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bib57DB8C005748BC532BDC3A75C1CED723s1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-020-02058-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-020-02058-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00032-020-00320-9


14 M. Ghosh, S. Verma / J. Math. Anal. Appl. 527 (2023) 127419
[9] G. Faber, Beweis, dass unter allen homogenen Membranen von gleicher Fläche und gleicher Spannung die kreisförmige 
den tiefsten Grundton gibt, Verlagd. Bayer. Akad. d. Wiss., 1923.

[10] H. Federer, Curvature measures, Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 93 (1959) 418–491, https://doi .org /10 .2307 /1993504.
[11] E. Gallego, A.M. Naveira, G. Solanes, Horospheres and convex bodies in n-dimensional hyperbolic space, Geom. Dedic. 

103 (2004) 103–114, https://doi .org /10 .1023 /B :GEOM .0000013945 .66390 .ca.
[12] E. Gallego, A. Reventós, Asymptotic behaviour of λ-convex sets in the hyperbolic plane, Geom. Dedic. 76 (3) (1999) 

275–289, https://doi .org /10 .1023 /A :1005130211872.
[13] J.P. García Azorero, I. Peral Alonso, Existence and nonuniqueness for the p-Laplacian: nonlinear eigenvalues, Commun. 

Partial Differ. Equ. 12 (12) (1987) 1389–1430, https://doi .org /10 .1080 /03605308708820534.
[14] A. Henrot, Shape Optimization and Spectral Theory, De Gruyter, Berlin, Boston, 13 Apr. 2021, https://www .degruyter .

com /view /title /530007.
[15] A. Henrot, Extremum Problems for Eigenvalues of Elliptic Operators, Frontiers in Mathematics, Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 

2006.
[16] J. Hersch, The method of interior parallels applied to polygonal or multiply connected membranes, Pac. J. Math. 13 (1963) 

1229–1238, http://projecteuclid .org /euclid .pjm /1103034558.
[17] J.B. Kennedy, On the isoperimetric problem for the Laplacian with Robin and Wentzell boundary conditions, Bull. Aust. 

Math. Soc. 82 (2) (2010) 348–350, https://doi .org /10 .1017 /S0004972710000456.
[18] E. Krahn, Über minimaleigenschaften der Kugel in drei und mehr Dimensionen, Acta Comm. Univ. Tartu (Dorpat) A 9 

(1926) 1–44.
[19] D. Krejčiřík, V. Lotoreichik, Optimisation of the lowest Robin eigenvalue in the exterior of a compact set, J. Convex Anal. 

25 (1) (2018) 319–337.
[20] D. Krejčiřík, V. Lotoreichik, Optimisation of the lowest Robin eigenvalue in the exterior of a compact set, II: non-convex 

domains and higher dimensions, Potential Anal. 52 (4) (2020) 601–614, https://doi .org /10 .1007 /s11118 -018 -9752 -0.
[21] E. Makai, Bounds for the principal frequency of a membrane and the torsional rigidity of a beam, Acta Sci. Math. 20 

(1959) 33–35.
[22] G. Pólya, Two more inequalities between physical and geometrical quantities, J. Indian Math. Soc. (N.S.) 24 (1961) 

413–419, 1960.
[23] L.A. Santaló, Integral Geometry and Geometric Probability, second edition, Cambridge Mathematical Library, Cambridge 

University Press, Cambridge, 2004, With a foreword by Mark Kac.
[24] E. Schmidt, Die isoperimetrischen Ungleichungen auf der gewöhnlichen Kugel und für Rotationskörper im n-dimensionalen 

sphärischen Raum, Math. Z. 46 (1940) 743–794, https://doi .org /10 .1007 /BF01181466.
[25] G. Solanes, Integral geometry and the Gauss-Bonnet theorem in constant curvature spaces, Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 358 (3) 

(2006) 1105–1115, https://doi .org /10 .1090 /S0002 -9947 -05 -03828 -6.
[26] B. Sz.-Nagy, Über Parallelmengen nichtkonvexer ebener Bereiche, Acta Sci. Math. 20 (1959) 36–47.
[27] P. Tolksdorf, Regularity for a more general class of quasilinear elliptic equations, J. Differ. Equ. 51 (1) (1984) 126–150, 

https://doi .org /10 .1016 /0022 -0396(84 )90105 -0.
[28] G. Wang, C. Xia, Isoperimetric type problems and Alexandrov-Fenchel type inequalities in the hyperbolic space, Adv. 

Math. 259 (2014) 532–556, https://doi .org /10 .1016 /j .aim .2014 .01 .024.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bib5A615A23A1B6CD668C42DF608392F45As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bib5A615A23A1B6CD668C42DF608392F45As1
https://doi.org/10.2307/1993504
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:GEOM.0000013945.66390.ca
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005130211872
https://doi.org/10.1080/03605308708820534
https://www.degruyter.com/view/title/530007
https://www.degruyter.com/view/title/530007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibF1011C92CDFB2DFE2018CD5863FF5144s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibF1011C92CDFB2DFE2018CD5863FF5144s1
http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.pjm/1103034558
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0004972710000456
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibE8D8EF31D3B02474950E364E7FE0E532s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibE8D8EF31D3B02474950E364E7FE0E532s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibC3ECDCDA4436FA8210DD2313DF563AACs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibC3ECDCDA4436FA8210DD2313DF563AACs1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11118-018-9752-0
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibBD28842192D4BA337E7CDCD5C600CFD4s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibBD28842192D4BA337E7CDCD5C600CFD4s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bib8764DEA69D850B8415761FA11AE82326s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bib8764DEA69D850B8415761FA11AE82326s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibE36B6DC90DEA5CE48E32CA01EE08FB87s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bibE36B6DC90DEA5CE48E32CA01EE08FB87s1
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01181466
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-05-03828-6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-247X(23)00422-5/bib5ECFA288504D4D6927D2C426ECA79321s1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0396(84)90105-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2014.01.024

	Reverse Faber-Krahn inequality for the p-Laplacian in hyperbolic space
	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	2.1 Quermassintegrals & curvature integrals
	2.2 Horoconvexity (h-convexity) in the hyperbolic space
	2.3 Steiner formula & Alexandrov--Fenchel inequality

	3 Main results
	4 Final comments and open problems
	Acknowledgments
	References


