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proved. The cases of equality are characterized in the affine Orlicz Pélya-Szego principle
with respect to Steiner symmetrization and Schwarz spherical symmetrization.

AMS Subject Classification 2010 46E35, 46E30, 52A40

Keywords and Phrases. Podlya-Szego principle; Orlicz-Sobolev space; Steiner

symmetrization; Schwarz spherical symmetrization; Affine isoperimetric inequality.

1 Introduction

The classical Pélya-Szego principle states that the L, norm of the gradient of any
real-valued function from a certain class does not increase under an appropriate rear-
rangement. Schwarz spherical symmetrization about a point and Steiner symmetriza-
tion about a hyperplane are probably the most popular symmetrizations in the liter-
ature. Polya-Szego inequalities for these symmetrizations play a fundamental role in
the solution to a number of variational problems in different areas such as isoperimet-
ric inequalities, optimal forms of Sobolev inequalities, and sharp a priori estimates of
solutions to second-order elliptic or parabolic boundary value problems; see, for exam-
ple, [13,15-17,22,26,58,60] and the references therein. In recent years, many important
generalizations and variations have been obtained (see, e.g., [2,10,11,59,65])

It is a remarkable discovery of Zhang [69] that the Petty projection inequality,

extended to a suitable class of nonconvex sets, can replace the isoperimetric inequality
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and then leads to an affine Sobolev inequality which is stronger than the classical
Sobolev inequality. An important ingredient in the proofs of sharp affine Sobolev-
type inequalities is a strengthened affine Polya-Szego principle. The affine Pélya-Szego

principle asserts that

E(fT) < &), (1.1)

where f* denotes the Schwarz spherical symmetrization of f and &£, denotes the L? affine
energy of f (see [52], or take ¢(t) = |¢t|P in (2.9)). It was proved by Lutwak, Yang and
Zhang [52] for 1 < p < n and by Cianchi, Lutwak, Yang and Zhang [19] for all p > 1.
In this remarkable affine rearrangement inequality, an LP affine energy replaces the
standard LP norm of the gradient leading to an inequality which is significantly stronger
than its classical Euclidean counterpart. Moreover, Lutwak et al. [52] and Cianchi
et al. [19] obtained new sharp affine Sobolev, Moser-Trudinger and Morrey-Sobolev
inequalities by applying their affine Pdlya-Szego principle, thereby demonstrating the
power of this new affine symmetrization inequality. Later, Haberl, Schuster, and Xiao
[39] proved a remarkable asymmetric version of the affine Pélya-Szego-type inequality
which strengthens and implies the affine Pdlya-Szego principle of Cianchi et al. [19].
About the affine isoperimetric inequalities and their functional versions, also see [12,
20,27,28,32,37,38,41,44-48,51,54,66, 68].

The affine L, Pdlya-Szego-type principle is closely related to the L, Brunn-Minkowski
theory of convex bodies (see, e.g., [5,49,50]). Based on the the seminal work of Lutwak,
Yang and Zhang [55,56], now the L, Brunn-Minkowski theory has been extended to
the Orlicz-Brunn-Minkowski theory. The Orlicz-Brunn-Minkowski theory has expand-
ed rapidly (see e.g., [4,30,31,36,37,55,56,67,70,71]). It is natural to consider the affine
Pélya-Szegd-type principle in Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. In [43], using functional Steiner
symmetrization, the first named author proved an affine Orlicz Pélya-Szego principle
for log-concave functions, which includes the affine L, Pélya-Szego principle as special
case. The case of equality of the affine Orlicz Pélya-Szego principle for log-concave
functions is also characterized. In [43], the first named author conjectured that the
principle can be extended to the general Orlicz-Sobolev functions. In this paper, we
confirm this conjecture and characterize the case of equality. An affine Orlicz Pélya-
Szego principle with respect to Orlicz-Sobolev functions is formulated and proved.

In this paper, we mainly make use of Steiner symmetrization of one-dimensional
restrictions of Sobolev functions and Fubini’s theorem to prove our results. The proof

has the advantage of providing us with information about functions yielding equal-
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ity. The technique exploited in this paper differs from those of previous papers on
affine Pdlya-Szego type inequalities, that make substantial use of fine results from the
Brunn-Minkowski theory of convex bodies. The proof of the symmetric affine Pélya-
Szegd principle in [19] mainly relies on the L, Petty projection inequality from [51]
and the solution of the normalized L, Minkowski problem [53]. The proof of the asym-
metric affine Pélya-Szeg6é principle [38] mainly relies on a generalization of the L,
Petty projection inequality established by Haberl and Schuster [35] and the solution
of the normalized L, Minkowski problem [53]. The techniques for proving the affine
L, Pdlya-Szego principle could not be adapted to establish the affine Orlicz Pdlya-
Szego principle. One of the reasons is that the function ¢ defining the Orlicz-Sobolev
spaces is usually not multiplicative, i.e., ¢(xy) # ¢(x)p(y) for x,y € R. Moreover
the Orlicz Minkowski problem has not been completely solved. Our approach is based
on the functional Steiner symmetrization and makes use of a result for Steiner sym-
metrization with approximation of Schwarz symmetrization by sequences of Steiner
symmetrizations. Moreover, we prove the affine Orlicz Pdlya-Szego principle and its
case of equality not only with respect to Schwarz spherical symmetrization but also
with respect to Steiner symmetrization. The affine Orlicz Pdlya-Szego principle for
Steiner symmetrization is new even in the LP setting.

In the remarkable paper [17], Cianchi and Fusco proved a beautiful Pélya-Szego-
type inequality and analyzed the cases of equality in Steiner symmetrization inequalities
for Dirichlet-type integrals. The ideas and techniques of Cianchi and Fusco play a
critical role throughout this paper, especially in the proofs of the affine Orlicz Pdlya-
Szegd principle with respect to Steiner symmetrization and its case of quality. It would
be impossible to overstate our reliance on their work.

As pointed out in [17], investigations on the cases of equality in Pdlya-Szego type
principles are more recent, and typically require an additional delicate analysis. Such a
description has first been the object of the series of papers [1,6,12,14,17,26,27,59] and
has been recently extended and simplified by new contributions, including [2,8-10,15,
18,22,23,65]. An impulse to the study of this delicate issue was given by the paper [40],
where the symmetry of PS-extremals for Schwarz and Steiner symmetrizations was
established, by classical techniques, in special classes of functions and domains.

In [6] Brothers and Ziemer characterized the equality cases in the Pdlya-Szego
inequality for the Schwarz rearrangement of a Sobolev function under the minimal
assumption that the set of critical points of the rearranged function has zero Lebesgue

measure (see also [26] for an interesting alternate proof). A version of this result in the



framework of functions of bounded variation can be found in [16]. A Brothers-Ziemer
type theorem for the affine Pdlya-Szego principle and a quantitative affine Pélya-Szego
principle were established by Wang [65]. The main goal of the second part of this paper
is to prove a Brothers-Ziemer type theorem for the affine Orlicz Pélya-Szego principle
with respect to Schwarz symmetrization. Since the approach exploited in the paper
relies on the result dealing with cases of equality for Steiner symmetrization, we assume
that the domain of function is of finite perimeter. In view of the available result for the
Euclidean Pélya-Szego principle, our assumption that the domain of function is a set of
finite perimeter is probably unnecessary. However, if we remove such an assumption,
then this would require the use of a different method to prove our result, that would
go beyond the scope of the paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we state and comment the main
results and in Section 3 we collect some background material on the Brunn-Minkowski
theory and the theory of Sobolev functions. Section 4 is devoted to the affine Orlicz
Polya-Szego principle with respect to Steiner symmetrization while Section 5 deals with

the case of Schwarz spherical symmetrization.

2 Main results

We begin with some definitions and elementary facts about Steiner symmetrization
of sets and functions. Steiner symmetrization is a classical and very well-known device,
which has seen a number of remarkable applications to problems of geometric and
functional nature, see, e.g., [3,7-9,12,42 62,63].

Given two sets E and F', we denote the symmetric difference by EAF := (EUF)\
(ENF). Given two open sets ' C  we write Q' € Q if €’ is compactly contained
in Q, i.e., cl Q C Q, here cl ' denotes the closure of 2. A point z in the Euclidean
space R™, n > 2, will be usually labeled by (z/,y), where 2’ = (xq,...,2,_1) € R*!
and y € R; similarly, when z € R""! we shall write z as (2/,y,t). To emphasize
the different roles of the variables y and ¢, we shall also write R" = R""! x R, and
R = R x R, x R;. Consistent notations will be used for subsets of R" and
R™!. Let £™ denote the outer Lebesgue measure in R™. Throughout this paper, for
A, B C R", Ais equivalent to B means that L"(AAB) = 0.

Given any measurable subset F of R", define, for 2/ € R* !,

E,={yeR:(2)y) € E} (2.1)



and
t(2') = £'(By). 2.2
Then, we define the Steiner symmetral E* of E about the hyperplane {y = 0} as
E*={(',y) e R" : Jy| < lu(a)/2}.

When £ C R*"! x R, x Ry, its Steiner symmetral E* about {y = 0} is defined
analogously, after replacing (2.1) and (2.2) by corresponding definitions of E,/; and
lp(2' ).

Let m,_1(Q) denote the orthogonal projection of Q C R™ onto R™™'. Let Q be a
measurable subset of R" and let f be a nonnegative measurable function in §2 such
that, for L 1-a.e. 2’ € m,_1(Q),

L'{y € Qu : f(a',y) >t}) < oo forevery t > 0. (2.3)
The Steiner rearrangement f* of f is the function from R"™ to [0, +oc] given by
foay) =inf{t > 01 pp(a’,t) <2ly[} for (¢/,y) € R"™ xRy,

where
pp(z' t) = L'{y e R: fo(a',y) > t}),

the distribution function of f(a',-), and fy denotes the continuation of f to R™ which
vanishes outside 2. Note that f* =0 L"-a.e. in R™\ (°.
The notions of Steiner symmetral of a set and Steiner rearrangement of a function

are clearly related. Actually, if f: Q — [0, +00) is as above, and
S;={(",y,t) eR"™ . (2, y)€Q, 0<t < f(,9)}, (2.4)
the subgraph of f, then
(Sy)? is equivalent to Sys. (2.5)
Moreover, for the level set of f defined by
[fle ={(",y) € Q: fa',y) > 1}, (2.6)
we have
[f]{ is equivalent to [f°]; for every t > 0. (2.7)
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Let N be the class of convex functions ¢ : R — [0,00) such that ¢(0) = 0 and
such that ¢ is strictly decreasing on (—o0, 0] or ¢ is strictly increasing on [0, 00). The
subclass of N consisting of those ¢ € N that are strictly convex will be denoted by
N,. Throughout the paper, we always set ®(¢) := max{¢(t),p(—t)}, t € [0,00). It is
easily checked that ®(¢) is a convex function and strictly increasing on [0, 0o).

We always assume that €2 is a bounded open subset of R”. Let W®(Q) be the first
order Orlicz-Sobolev space (see Section 3 for the precise definition) corresponding to
®. Let W, *(€2) denote the subspace of Wh® () of those functions whose continuation
by 0 outside Q belongs to WH®(R™). For v € S*' and f € W;"*(Q), we define

ol = Vo f 15 = int {)\ >0 \%l/gd) (V;f) d < 1} , 28)

where V, f is the directional derivative of f in the direction v. The definition im-

mediately provides the extension of || - ||;4 from S™! to R™. Now (R™ | - ||}.¢) is
the n-dimensional Banach space that we shall associate with f. And its unit ball
By(f) = {z € R" : ||z];4 < 1} is a convex body in R™. An important fact is that
its volume |By(f)| is invariant under affine transformations of the form = — Az + z,
with o € R™ and A € SL(n). We call the unit ball By(f) the Orlicz-Sobolev ball of f.
We call

otf) = B0 = (5 [ IIvaII;”dv)}l 2.9

the Orlicz-Sobolev affine energy of f.
In this paper, we will prove an affine Orlicz Pélya-Szego principle with respect to

Steiner symmetrization.

Theorem 2.1. Let 2 be a bounded open subset of R™ and let f be a nonnegative

function from Wol’cb(Q). Then for every Steiner rearrangement f* of f,

Es(f7) < &(f). (2.10)

Using Theorem 2.1 and the convergence property of Steiner symmetrization, we
can obtain the affine Orlicz Pélya-Szego principle with respect to Schwarz spherical

symmetrization.

Theorem 2.2. Let €2 be a bounded open subset of R™ and let f be a nonnegative

function from Wol’q)(Q). Then for every Schwarz spherical symmetrization f* of f,

Es(f7) < E(f). (2.11)



When ¢(t) = (1 — N6 + A(#)”, where p > 1, A € [0,1], (t)+ := max{t,0}
and (t)_ := max{—t,0}, the affine Orlicz Pélya-Szeg6 principle becomes the general
affine Pélya-Szego-type principle established in [59]. The symmetric affine Pdlya-Szego
principle [19] and the asymmetric affine Pdlya-Szego principle [39] correspond to the
cases of A = 1/2 and A = 0, respectively.

In order to state our result about the equality case in (2.10), we need some assump-

tions on f and 2. Consider f first, and set
Me(2") =inf{t > 0: py(2’,t) =0} fora’ € m,—1(Q).

Obviously, M;(z') agrees with esssup{f(z’,y) : y € Qu} for L7 Tae. 2/ € m,_1(D).
Moreover, M is a measurable function in m,_1(Q) with M;(z') < oo for L '-a.e.
2’ € m,_1(Q), owing to (2.3). We demand that, for £ -a.e. 2/ € m,_1(Q), M;(z') > 0
and that the derivative of the restriction f(a/,-) is £L'-a.e. different from 0 in the set

where f(2/,-) < My(2'). This is equivalent to the condition
LM y) €V f(al,y) =0} N {(@y) €Q: Ma') =0
or f(a',y) < Ms(z")})=0. (2.12)
As far as Q is concerned, we require that

Tn—1(£2) is connected, (2.13)

and that, in a sense, the reduced boundary 9% of €2 is almost nowhere parallel to
the y-axis inside the open cylinder m,_1(2) x R,. A precise formulation of the last

condition reads

(2 has locally finite perimeter in m,_1(2) x R, and

H ({(#',y) € 0°Q v (2!, y) = 0} N (m,-1(Q) X R,)) =0, (2.14)

where H* stands for k-dimensional Hausdorff measure, and U;z denotes the compo-
nent along the y-axis of the generalized inner normal v* to Q (see Section 3.2.2 for
definitions).

We are now ready to state our result about the equality case in (2.10).

Theorem 2.3. Let Q) be a bounded open subset of R"™ fulfilling (2.13)—(2.14) and let f
be a nonnegative function from Wy *(Q) satisfying (2.12) and ¢ € N,. Then

Eo(f) = E([°) (2.15)
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if and only if there exist A € SL(n) and xy € R™ such that
flz) = f(Ax 4+ zo) for L"-a.e. x € Q. (2.16)

By Theorem 2.3 and some delicate analyses, we can characterize the case of equality
in (2.11). In particular we establish a Brothers-Ziemer type theorem for the affine Orlicz

Polya-Szego principle. We demand
(2 is a set of finite perimeter in R" (2.17)
and
L"{xeQ: Vf(zr)=0and 0 < f(z) <esssup f}) =0. (2.18)

Theorem 2.4. Let Q be a bounded and connected open subset of R™ fulfilling (2.17)
and let f be a nonnegative function from Wol’q)(Q) satisfying (2.18) and ¢ € N,. Then

Es(f) = E(f7) (2.19)
if and only if there exist A € SL(n) and xy € R™ such that

flz) = f*(Az + o) for L™-a.e. x € Q. (2.20)

3 Background and Preliminaries

3.1 On the Brunn-Minkowski theory of convex bodies.

In this section we fix our notation and collect basic facts from convex geometric
analysis. General references for the theory of convex bodies are the books by Gardner
[29], Gruber [34], Schneider [61].

We write K" for the set of convex bodies (compact convex subsets) of R™. We write
K7 for the set of convex bodies that contain the origin in their interiors. For K € K",

let h(K;-) = hg : R" — R denote the support function of K; i.e.,
hMK;z) :=max{x-z: z € K}.
For K € K7, its gauge function gk : R™ — [0, 00) is defined by

g (x) == ||z||x = inf{A > 0: z € AK}. (3.1)



It K € K7, then the polar body K* is defined by
K ={xeR":z-z<1lforall z € K}.
If K € K7, it is well-known that
g = hg~. (3.2)
By (3.1), for z € R™ and K € K7, it follows immediately that
g (z) =1 if and only if z € JK. (3.3)
For K, L € K", the Hausdorff distance of K and L is defined by

(K,L):= sup |hg(u)— hp(u)l. (3.4)

ueSn—1

When considering the convex body K € K as K C R"! x R, the Steiner sym-

metral, K*, of K in the direction e, is given by

1 1
e ={(gm+ gn) SRR @ @ e KL (39)

In this paper, we shall make use of the following fact that follows directly from (3.5)
and (3.3).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose K, L € K" and consider K, L C R"! x R. Then
K*CL,
if and only if
I(z0: m)llx = 1= [(25, =m)llic, withm # =2 = (=", /2 +m2/2)|L < 1.
In addition, if K* = L, then ||(z(,m)||lxk = 1 = |[(xy, —m2) ||k with n1 # —ny implies

that ||(zg, /2 4+ n2/2)|l = 1.

3.2 On the theory of Sobolev functions

In this section, we review some basic definitions and facts about Sobolev functions
and functions of bounded variation on R™. Good general references for this are Ambro-
sio, Fusco and Pallara [1], Cianchi and Fusco [17], Evans and Gariepy [24], Maz'ya [57]
and Ziemer [72].



3.2.1 On Orlicz-Sobolev functions

Let © be an open subset of R and let ¢ € N. Let ®(t) = max{o(t), p(—t)},
t € [0,00). The Orlicz space L®() is defined as

L*(Q) := {f: fisa Lebesgue measurable real valued function on
such that / o (&;)’) dx < oo for some \ > O} : (3.6)
Q

The Luxemburg norm || f|| e (q) is defined as

1l ey = int {)\ =0 /Qcp (@) dz < 1} | (3.7)

The space L*(Q2), equipped with the norm | - || z#(), is a Banach space. Note that, if
®(s) = s? and p > 1, then L*(Q) = L?(9), the usual L? space, and ||| o) = ||| 2r()-
Usually, we write || - ||¢ instead of || - || e(q).

The first order Orlicz-Sobolev space W1 () is defined as

Wh®(Q) = {f € L*(Q) : f is weakly differentiable and |V f| € L*(Q)}. (3.8)

Here, V denotes the approximate gradient (see the definition in (3.15)). By W ®(Q)
we denote the space of those functions which belong to W1®(Q') for every open set
Qe

The space WH?(Q), equipped with the norm

[fllwre@) = [[flle + 11V £lle, (3.9)

is a Banach space. Clearly, W1®(Q) = WP(Q), the standard Sobolev space, if ®(s) =
sP with p > 1.

We shall make use of the following trivial fact.
Lemma 3.2. If ¢ € N, then for a,b € R and a # 0, the function
U(t) := p(at — b) + ¢(—at —b), t >0 (3.10)
is increasing. In addition, if ¢ € Ny, then VU(t) is strictly increasing.

Since 2 is a bounded open set and ® is a convex function and strictly increasing

on [0,00), we have the following easily-established result.
Lemma 3.3. If f € Wy'*(Q), then f € W' (Q).
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By [2, Lemma 2.7] and [17, Theorem 2.1], we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let Q be a bounded open subset of R™. If f € Wy'(Q), then f° €
Wy (Q2).

For Sobolev spaces WP(R") (1 < p < oo), Burchard [8, Proposition 7.1] proved
the following proposition on the approximation of Schwarz spherical symmetrization

by Steiner symmetrizations.

Proposition 3.5. (Convergence of the W'P-norm). Let f be a nonnegative function
in WYP(R™), n > 2 and p > 1, that vanishes at infinity. There exists a sequence of

successive Steiner symmetrizations { fx x>0 of f so that
fr = f* weakly in WHHR™).

Remark 3.1. For Orlicz-Sobolev spaces W1®(IR™), there does not exist a result similar
to that of Proposition 3.5. Thus we consider the problem in W!(R™). By Lemma
3.3, f e W' (Q) for f e Wy ®(Q). Thus, for f € W, *(Q), there exists a sequence of

successive Steiner symmetrizations { fx }x>o of f so that

fr = f* weakly in WHH(R™).

3.2.2 On functions of bounded variation and sets of finite perimeter

The space of functions of bounded variation in €2 is denoted by BV (£2). Recall that
a function f € L'(Q) is said to be of bounded variation in {2 if its distributional gradient
Df is a vector-valued Radon measure in §2 whose total variation |Df| is finite in
(see the precise definitions in [24, p.196]). The space BVj..(€2) is defined accordingly.

Given a measurable set F in R” and a point z € R", the density of F at z is defined

b
' D) — iy £ E N B(a)
TR T L (B ()

provided that the limit on the right-hand side exists. Here, B,.(z) denotes the ball,

centered at z, having radius r. The essential boundary of E is the Borel set

OME =R"\{z €R": D(E,x)=0o0r D(E,z)=1}. (3.11)
One has
OM(E'UE"UOM(E' NE") coME UoME" (3.12)
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for any measurable sets £’ and E” in R".
For any measurable function f in an open set 2 C R", the approximate upper and

lower limit of f at a point x are defined as

fo(z)=inf{t : D{f > t},x) =0} and f_(z) =sup{t: D({f <t},z) =0}, (3.13)

respectively. The function f is said to be approzimately continuous at z if fi(x)
and f_(z) are equal and finite. The common value of f,(x) and f_(x) at a point
of approximate continuity x is called the approximate limit of f at x and is denoted
by f(z). By C; we denote the Borel set of all points at which f is approximately

continuous. The precise representative f* of f is defined as

@)+ () . :
F () = 5 if f.(x)and f_(x) are both finite, (3.14)

0 otherwise.

Clearly, f* = finC +. Alocally integrable function f in €2 is said to be approzimately
differentiable at x € C; if there exists a vector V f(z) in R", called the approzimate
gradient of f at x, such that

g £() = Fl@) — (V@) —a)|
M 208, (@) /BM ; 4z =0 (3.15)

The set of all points x € C; where f is approximately differentiable is a Borel set
denoted by Dy. The subset of Dy where V f # 0 and the subset where V f = 0 will be
denoted by D}L and Dy, respectively. If f € BV(Q), then L"(2\ Dy) = 0. Moreover,
denoting by D®f and by D?f the absolutely continuous part and the singular part,
respectively, of Df with respect to L£", we have that Vf agrees L"-a.e. with the
density of D°f with respect to L£", and that |D°f|(Dy) = 0. Thus, in particular,
Wh1(Q) can be identified with the subspace of BV () of those functions in BV (Q)
such that |[Df|(B) = 0 for every Borel set B C € satisfying £L"(B) = 0.

A measurable subset F of R" is said to be of finite perimeter in an open set {2 C R"
if Dxg is a vector-valued Radon measure with finite total variation in €2, where yg
denotes the characteristic function of E. The perimeter of F in a Borel subset B of ()
is defined by

P(E: B) = |Dxz|(B).

When B = R", we shall simply write P(E) instead of P(E;R™). If xg € BVio.(f),
then we say that E has locally finite perimeter in €.
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The following theorem (see [33, Sect. 4.1.5, Theorem 1]) completely characterizes
functions of bounded variation in terms of their subgraphs. Let us remark that a
slightly different notion of subgraph is needed here. Given a function f : Q2 C R" — R,
we set

S; = A{(z,y,t) eR™ = (2,y) € Q, t < f(x,9)}.

Theorem 3.6. Let 2 be a bounded open subset of R™ and let f be a nonnegative
function from L*(S). Then S; is a set of finite perimeter in § X Ry if and only if
f € BV(Q). Moreover, in this case,

P(S;iB x R) = [ VIFIVIE +DfI(B)
B
for every Borel set B C ().

Let E be a set of locally finite perimeter in an open subset €2 of R™ and let

D;xg denote the i-th component of the distributional gradient Dygr. We denote

by vF, i = 1,...,n, the derivative of the measure D;xg with respect to |Dxg|.
The reduced boundary 0*FE of E is the set of all points x € Q such that the vector
vE(z) = (vF(2),...,vP(2)) exists and satisfies [vF(z)] = 1 (see the precise definitions

in [24, p.221]). The vector v¥(z) is called the generalized inner normal to E at .

Theorem 3.7. [17, Theorem B] Let € be an open subset of R™ and let E' and E" be sets
of locally finite perimeter in Q. Then v® (z) = £0¥" (z) for H* *-a.e. v € *E'NO*E".

If fewh(Q) and g : Q — [0,400) is a Borel function, then coarea formula for

Sobolev functions can be written as

+o0 +oo
/ G|V flda = / dt / gdH™ ! = / dt / gdH™. (3.16)
Q —00 Qno*{f>t} —00 {f*=t}

The following proposition is a special case of the coarea formula for rectifiable sets
(see [1, Theorem 2.93]).

Proposition 3.8. Let 2 C R"™ be an open set and let E be a set of finite perimeter in
Q. Let g: Q — [0,+00] be a Borel function. Then

[ s@iE@ae @ = [ [ gy, (6a)
0*ENQ 71'n_1(Q) (a*EﬂQ)I/
The next theorem links the approximate gradient of a function of bounded variation

to the generalized inner normal to its subgraph (see [33, Sect. 4.1.5, Theorems 4 and

5)).
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Theorem 3.9. Let 2 be an open subset of R™ and let V;f denote the i-th component
of Vf. Then for f € BV (),

ST () — Vifle) Vi f(x) —1 318
o ( L+HIV@P  VIHIV@P Vi+ |Vf<x>|2> 1
for H'-a.e. (x,t) € 0"S; N (Dy x Ry) and

ol (@,6) =0 for H'-ae. (x,t) € 0"S; N[(Q\Dy) x Ry].

In particular, if f € WH(Q), then (3.18) holds for H"-a.e. (x,t) € 0*S; N (2 X Ry).

In what follows, the essential projection of a set E C R"™! onto R* ! x R, is defined

as
Tn1m1(B)T ={(2/,t) e R" ' xR, : Lp(2,t) > 0}.

The essential projection m, _1(E)" onto R"™! is defined similarly.

Finally, we give a theorem concerning one-dimensional sections of sets of finite
perimeter. The result is due to Vol'pert [64]. In the present form, it can be easily
deduced from [1, Theorem 3.108].

Theorem 3.10. Let E be a set of finite perimeter in ). Then, for L' *-a.e. 2’ €

71-n—1(52>7
E. has finite perimeter in ., (3.19)
(PENQ)y =0 (Ey) N Qyr, (3.20)
vE(2',y) # 0 for every y such that (x',y) € 9*E N, (3.21)

lim x5(z',2) =1, lim x5(2',2) =0 if v¥(2,y) > 0,
z—yt 2=y~

(3.22)
lim xg(2',2) =0, lim yi(2/,2) =1 if v¥(2’,y) < 0.
z—yt z—=y~

In particular, there exists a Borel set Qg C 7,1 (E)TNm,_1(Q) satisfying L (m,_1(E)*TN
Tn-1(2) \ Qg) = 0 and such that (3.19)-(3.22) hold for every z' € Q.

14



3.3 On the Orlicz-Sobolev balls

Let Q be a bounded open subset of R”. By (3.8), if f € Wy*(Q), then |Vf| €
L*(Q2). Thus by (3.6), there exists some A > 0 such that

[)@(W)dm<o&

Since ¢ € N and ®(t) = max{d(t), p(—t)}, t € [0,00), there exists some A > 0 such
that for any u € S™ 1,

/Q(b <%f($)) dz < /QCP (lvf—;x”> dz < oo, (3.23)

Thus, we can define the Orlicz-Sobolev ball By(f) of f € Wy *(Q2) as the unit ball of

the n-dimensional Banach space whose norm is given by

1 .
2|50 := inf{)\>0: —/gb(m) dx < 1}, z € R™. (3.24)
€2 Jo A
And the volume of the Orlicz-Sobolev ball is given by
1 -n
Bahl =5 [ ol (3.25)
Sn—1

where dv denotes the spherical Lebesgue measure.
Since f € W, *(Q), it is impossible that there exists some uy € S™ ! such that
Vf(x)-ug > 0 for almost all = € Q. Since ¢ is strictly increasing on [0, c0) or strictly

decreasing on (—o0, 0], it follows that for z # 0 the function

1 z-Vf(x)
AH@ Q¢<—/\ >dx

is strictly decreasing in (0, 00). Thus, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.11. Let f € W *(Q) and zy € R*\{0}. Then
1 20 - Vf(x))
— ——— ]dzr =1
o e (5

20l .6 = Ao

if and only if

The following Lemma 3.12, Lemma 3.13 and Lemma 3.14 demonstrate the affine
invariance of £,(f), the non-negativity and boundedness of || - |4, respectively. Since
their proofs are the same as the proofs of Lemma 4.2-Lemma 4.4 in [43], we omit their

proofs.
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Lemma 3.12. ( [43, Lemma 4.2]) If f € Wy*(Q), then E4(f) is invariant under

SL(n) transformations and translations.

Lemma 3.13. ( [43, Lemma 4.3]) If f € Wy'®(Q), then || - || .6 defines a norm on the
Banach space (R™, || - ||1.6)- In particular, ||v||.s > 0 for any v € S™1.

Lemma 3.14. ( [43, Lemma 4.4]) If f € Wy *(Q) and
cp = max {c¢ > 0 : max{¢(c), p(—c)} < 1}, (3.26)

then for any v € S™, we have

Jo £ (w)dw sup{|Vf(z)] : = € O}
cd,]&%]diam(ﬁ) < llellso < Co ’

(3.27)

where diam(Q2) := sup{|z — y| : =,y € Q} denotes the diameter of .

The following lemma shows that the Orlicz-Sobolev ball operator By : VVO1 ?(Q) =

K7 is in some sense weakly continuous.
Lemma 3.15. Let f; € Wy (), i =0,1,2,.... If
fi = fo, weakly in WHHR™), (3.28)

then there exists a subsequence of {By(fi)}2,, denoted by {By(fi)}i2, as well, and a
convex body Ky such that o € K,

lim 0(B (). o) =0 (320
and
Ko C By(fo). (3.30)
Proof. For ug € S™1, let
[uoll si.0 = A, (3.31)

and note that Lemma 3.14 gives

Jo, filx)dzx
. - .32
0< cg|Q|diam(Q) — (3.32)
Moreover, by (3.28), we have
i(z)d d
i o F@de - Jo, fol@)de (3.33)

= 0
5% o Quldiam($) ol Qo diam($y)
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which implies that there exists a real number m > 0 such that ||u||, , > m for any
u € S™! and any positive integer . Thus the radial functions p(By(f;),u) < % for
any v € S"! and any positive integer i. By the Blaschke selection theorem (see [61,
Theorem 1.8.7]), there exists a subsequence of {By(f;)}:2;, denoted by {By(fi)}2; as
well, that converges to a convex body Ky € K". By Lemma 3.13, |jul|s, , > 0 for any
u € S™ ! and any positive integer i. Thus o € K.
Let ||uol|lx, = A«- By (3.29) and (3.31), we have
lim \; = A (3.34)
i—00
Let f; denote the continuation of f by 0 outside €); and ﬁ = f; /A;. Since \; — A,
and f; — fo weakly in W1(R"), we have

fi = fo/A. weakly in WEL(R™). (3.35)

The fact that |Jug| s, = A, together with Lemma 3.11, shows that

1 .
é (uo v fi(x)> dz = 1 for all 7. (3.36)
€% Jgn
Since ¢ is a convex function, by [25, Theorem 1 in P.19], the convex gradient integral
1 _
— ¢ (uo - Vf(z))dzx
€] Jgn

is lower semicontinuous with respect to weak convergence in W1!(R"). By (3.35) and
(3.36), we have

1 ¢(M) dr < Tim —— o (w0 Vi) ) de =1.

W R A i=oo |y Jgn

This, together with the definition (3.24) yields
[uolljo.0 < As = [luoll - (3.37)

By (3.37) and the arbitrariness of ug € S"™', we have Ky C By(fo). O

4 Proof of Theorem 2.1 — 2.3

Lemma 4.1. [17, Proposition 2.3.] Let Q be a bounded open subset of R™. Let f be a

nonnegative function from Wy (Q). Then for L *-a.e. ' € m,_1(Q),

L ({y: Vyf@'y) =0, t < f(a'y) < My(a')})
= L'({y: V, @, y) =0, t < f5(2,y) < My(2)}) (4.1)

for every t € (0, My(x")).
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Lemma 4.2. [17, Lemma 4.1] Let Q be a bounded open subset of R"™, and let f be
a nonnegative function from f € Wol’l(Q). Then puy € BV (m,—1(Q) x RY), and, for
L tae o' € m1(Sy)T,

1
V(' t) = —/ dH°, (4.2)
i oy f ')t} | VS|
Vipg(a' t) = / Vif dH’ i=1,...,n—1, (4.3)
O {y:f(z',y)>t} |vyf|

for Lr-a.e. t € (0, Ms(2)).

Corollary 4.3. Let Q) be a bounded open subset of R™, and let f be a nonnegative
function from f € Wy'(Q). Then for L '-a.e. o' € m,_1(Sy)t and L'-a.e. t €
(0, My (")),

2 , Vifs(' 1)
—————— and Vus(a't) = 2————,
¥, 7)) 1) = 215 )]

where y1 € 0*{y : f5(x',y) > t}.

Vs (@, 1) = (4.4)

Proof. By Lemma 3.4, the function f* € W' (Q°). Moreover, by (2.5), m,_1(Sy)* is
equivalent to m,_1(Ss)T. Since pps = pg, an application of Lemma 4.2 to f* yields
(4.4). O

Lemma 4.4. Let €2 be a bounded open subset of R™. If f is a nonnegative function
from W;*(Q) and

n(x’ 1) = H (0 {y € Qu : fla',y) >1t}), (4.5)

then for L' '-a.e. x' € m,_1(Q) such that M(z") > 0, n(z',t) is an even number for
Lr-a.e. t € (0, M(z))).

Proof. For f € W) *(Q), by Lemma 3.3, f € W' (). By [72, Theorem 2.1.4], f has a
representative f that is absolutely continuous on almost all line segments in € parallel
to the coordinate axes. Since f is absolutely continuous, {y € Qs : f(z',y) >t} is an
open set. Moreover, since f vanishes on the boundary of €2,

[e o]

{yeQu: fa ) >t} = | (an i) (4.6)

k=1
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for L7 tae. 2/ € m,_1(Q) such that M;(z') > 0 and L'a.e. ¢ € (0, Ms(2')), where

ar and by are the points on the reduced boundary of {y € Q. : f(2,y) > t}. For the

same 2’ and ¢, since {y € Q= f(2',y) > t} is equivalent to {y € Qv : f(2',y) > t},

a*{y € Qx’ : f(x',y) > t} = 8*{y S Qa:’ : f(x/ny) > t}' (47)

Moreover, since € be a bounded open subset of R and f € W1(Q2), by Theorem 3.6,

S Is a set of finite perimeter in {2 X R;. Since
(S;)x’,t is equivalent to {y € Q. : f(2',y) > t}

for £ 1-ae. 2/ € m,-1(Q) such that M;(z') > 0 and L'a.e. t € (0, M;(2')) and
by (3.19) in Theorem 3.10, n(z’,t) is finite. By (4.6) and (4.7), n(a’,t) is an even

number. O

Proposition 4.5. Let §2 be a bounded open subset of R™. If f is a nonnegative function
from Wy *(Q), then

(Bs(f))* € Bs(f%)- (4.8)
Proof. Let (zf,m), (x5, —n2) € R* ! x R, and

1o, m)ll o = 1 and |[(zg, =m2)llr6 = 1,

with 71 # —n9. By Lemma 3.11, this means that
1 , B
a7 o () V) dz =1 (4.9
and
a7 | o hmm) - V@) e = 1. (4.10)

By Lemma 3.1, the desired inclusion (4.8) will be established if we can show that

(25, m1/2 +12/2) |l 556 < 1. (4.11)

Step 1: We assume here that f is nonnegative function from W, () such that

L'{y: Vyf(a'y) =0} n{y: 0< f(a',y) < Mg(a')}) =0 (4.12)
for L '-ae. 2’ € m,-1(Q) such that M(a') > 0. By Lemma 4.1, (4.12) is fulfilled
with f replaced by f* as well. By [17, Theorem E],

df* (', y)

T V,f5(@,y) for Ll'-a.e.y € Q5. (4.13)
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Hence, by (4.13) and the coarea formula (3.16), for £L" '-a.e. 2’ € 1, 1(Q) such that
My (2") > 0, we have

! + s /
/ ¢((xo,m 2”2) Vf (x,w) dy
{y:f*(z',y)>0}

My (')
= / dt/ S, ((xg mt ”2> : st(x',y)) dHO. (4.14)
0 o {y:f2 (!>t} | Vu S| 2

Moreover, by (2.5), for L' t-a.e. 2’ € m,_1(Q) and L'-a.e. ¢t € (0, M;(2')), there

exist two real numbers y (2, t) and yo(2’,t) such that

{y: f°(2',y) > t} is equivalent to (yi(2',t), y2(2', 1)) (4.15)
and
V2@ yi (2! ) > 0 and V, f*(a', ya(a', 1)) < 0. (4.16)

Thus, Eqgs. (4.4), (4.15) and (4.16) ensure that, for £ !-a.e. 2/ € m,_1(Q) such that
Mf(l’/) > 0,

1 / S S + S
/ sgb(xo-(vlf,...,vn_1f>+u-vyf)dﬂo
o {y o (' y>t1 | V7l 2

_ 1 ! s s 771+772 s
= W¢($o'(vlf7---avn—1f)+T'Vyf>

(2" y1(2',t))

e CHULSRASTER S )| B
= -Vt “b(”“”/“ (vvlfiffxx ti) ) —%fﬁf f ) nlw'—vtui(x' t>>
—gVunte 00 (o (LT Tonkeg )+ P Se)
_ ——Vtufm t¢<x (Vaps(a,1), _th:(;Mi)(x/’t))+(n1+n2>>
——Vtuf . t¢<$ (Vapy (2, 0), _VZ:(;M;”)( ’,t))—(771+772)>_ (4.17)
Let
n(z',t) .= H(O{y: f(2',y) > t}). (4.18)

By Lemma 4.4, n(z',t) is an even number for £" tae. 2’ € 7, 1(Q) and Ll-a.e.
t € (0, Mg(2')). Let k(2/,t) := n(z’,t), then k(«/,t) is an integer and k(z',t) > 1.
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Let
O {y: f(«',y) >t} be the subset of 0*{y : f(a',y) > t} satisfying v (2 y,t) > 0
and
Oy : f(2',y) >t} be the subset of 0*{y : f(a',y) > t} satisfying vff (', y,t) < 0.

By k(2/,t) > 1, Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 4.2, for £L" -a.e. 2/ € m,_1(Q) such that
My(z") > 0, we have the last expression of (4.17)

1 zo - (Vapg (@' t), - Vapp(a', 1) + k(@' 1) (m + no)
< __v / t 0 ) ) ) n ) )
~ 9 t/l’f(a: ’ )(b < —vtﬂf(flf/,t)
_lv % (:C' t)¢ .176 ) (vl/vbf(x,7t)v T 7vn—1:uf(x/7 t)) B k(x,vt)(nl + 772)
g AT —Vipp(2',t)
Vaif 0 Vn_1f 0
_ 1/ dH" 5 7o (IB*{m} R M ey T AM ) + k(' t)(m + m2)
9 dHO
2 Jop.y IV [l fa*{.‘.}w
Vaif 0 Vp_1f 0
+1/ dH" s 70 (fa*{...} e dH e Joe ) oo AR ) — k(' t)(m + n2)
dHO
(Il 77]1)'(v1f7"'7vn—1f7‘v f|) 0 (z,77772)'(V1f7"'7vn—1f77‘v f|) 0
_ Jorey ™ oo A foy 7,71 T dH
- ¢ f dHO
0*{...} |Vyf]
(Il77772)'(V1f7'“7vn—1f7|v bi)) 0 (I/ 1) (Vify . Va_1f,=[Vyfl) 0
Jorgy i A oy i rdH
+ gb f d’HO
0*{..} |Vyfl
1 0
Lo w1s)
2 Jop.y IV fl

for L'-a.e. t € (0, M;(a')). Here 0*{...} is a shorthand for 9*{y : f(z/,y) > t}. Since
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¢ is a convex function, Jensen’s inequality ensures that the last expression

1 1 ,
<5/ o () - (Vifoo Vs f, [V, f1) ai°

o5 (st >ty |Vl
1 1 ,

1 / () - (Vifse o Varfo—|V, 1)) dHO
2 Jorty s>ty Vo]
1 1 ,

- / 6 (=) - (Vi foee e Vs o[V f])) dHO
2 O {y:f (' y)>t} ‘Vyf|
1 1

1 / S (@hm) - (Vifse Ve fs— |V, 1)) dHO
2 Jorty s>ty [Vof]

B 1/ 1
2 o*{y:f(x' y)>t} ]Vyf|

1 1 ,
43/ 0 (=) (Vif, o Vaaf, ¥, ) dHY.
oty s>ty |Vaf|

¢ (('ré)a 771) ’ (V1f7 to 7vn71f7 Vyf)) dHO

(4.20)

Combining (4.17), (4.19) and (4.20) leads to

1 M =+ 12 ) 0
s NV f) )+ —-V,f° | dH
fs (2 y)>t} ‘vyf | ( ( lf 1f ) 2 yf

((ZE6, Th) ’ (vlfa T 7vn—1f7 vyf)) dHO

l\i)lr—A

o{y
/ (z'y)>t} |vyf|
1 1
2

T~ 7l ((xiﬁ _772) ' (V1f7 e 7vn71f, Vyf)) dHO (421)
o {y:f @ w)>t) | Vo !

for L7 -a.e. 2’/ € m,_1(Q) such that M;(z') > 0 and for L'-a.e. t € (0, M;(2)).
Integrating (4.21) first with respect to ¢ over (0, M(z’)), and then with respect to
2’ over m,_1(2), by Fubini’s theorem and (4.14), one gets

[ o (M) v ) asy
anl(Q)XRy
/ r T +772 s( ./
— d:z: o (70— Vi, y) ) dy
Tn—1( {y:f4(a’,y)>0, V4 f#0}
M) 1 M+ 12
da’ / dt/ —— ((m’ 1—) -st(l”,y)> dH’

/ﬂn 1( 0 o{y:fs (2’ ,y)>t} |Vyf | 2
1 / Mf( ) 1 / / 0

i@ Jo oy f (')t | VS|

1 / Mf(gc,) 1 / / 0
sy [ o6 (e, =) - V() dH
i@ Jo o {y:f (o' )ty |Vuf]

[ o) Vi@ g [ o) VI ) ddy
Tn 1(Q)><Ry ﬂn_l(Q)XRy
(4.22)

IA

N | —
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Note that here we have made use of (4.14) and of an analogous equality for f.

Step 2: Let f be any nonnegative function from Wol’l(Q) and let w := 7, 1(Q).
Lemma 4.5. in [17] ensures that there exists a sequence {f,} of nonnegative Lipschitz
functions, with compact support in R”, satisfying (4.12) and converging strongly to f

in Wy (w x R,). Assume, for a moment, that ¢ satisfies
0<¢(x) <C(A+z]) forzeR (4.23)

for some positive constant C'. Then for x € R", setting

ri=a((4252) .

Fy(x) := 6 (g, m) - )

and

Fy(x) = ¢ (x5, —m2) - 7).,
we obtain that Fy, Fy and Fj are globally Lipschitz continuous, and hence F;(V f,)
converges to F;(Vf) in L'(w x R,) for i = 1,2,3. On the other hand, since Steiner

rearrangement is continuous in W1l (see e.g. [8, Theorem 1.]), fi converges to f* in
WhHw x R,). Thus, by Fatou’s lemma and by (4.22), we get

/ Fy (Vf(2y)) da'dy
71'”,1(9) XRy

< liminf/ Fi (Vi (2 y)) de'dy
anl(Q)XRy

h—o0
1
< liminf - / Fy (V2 y)) da'dy
h—oo 2 Jo ()R,
1
+ lim inf - / F3 (Vfu(2,y)) de'dy
h—r00 T 1(Q)XR,
1
= 5/ By (Vf(2',y)) da'dy
anl(Q)XRy
1
= / Fy (V (', y)) da'dy. (4.24)
Trn_l(Q)XRy

Let us now remove assumption (4.23). Since ¢ is nonnegative and convex, there exist
sequences {a;} of R and {b;} of R such that

¢(z) = sup{a;x + b;} = sup{(a;z + b;)"} for every z € R. (4.25)
jeN jeN
Set, for N € N,
on(x) == sup {(a;z+0b;)"} forz € R. (4.26)
1<j<N
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Obviously, ¢y (x) converges monotonically to ¢(x) for every z € R. Since ¢y satisfies
(4.23), then (4.24) holds with ¢ replaced by ¢n. Inequality (4.24) then follows by
monotone convergence.

By Step 1 and Step 2, (4.22) is established for f € W, (). By the definition
(3.24), (4.22), (4.9) and (4.10), (4.11) is established. O

Proof of Theorem 2.1. By Proposition 4.5 and (2.9), Theorem 2.1 is established.
Proof of Theorem 2.2. By Theorem 2.1, Remark 3.1 and Lemma 3.15, Theorem 2.2
is established.

Next, we prove Theorem 2.3.

Lemma 4.6. Let ¢ € N,. Let Q be a bounded open subset of R™ satisfying (2.13) and
let f be a nonnegative function from Wy'*(Q) satisfying (2.12) and (2.15). Then, for
Lr-a.e. (2',t) € Tp1,4+1(Sf)T, there exist yi(2', 1), yo2(2/,t) € R such that yi(2/,t) <
yo(2',t) and that

{y: f(a',y) >t} is equivalent to (yi(2',t), y2(2', 1)), (4.27)

Vyf (@ pi (2, 1) = =V, f (2, y2(a', 1)) (4.28)

and

Vo f(@' 1(2',t)) Vo f(@,y(a',t)) /
N I @@ D) V@ e )] (4.29)

where zy € R"™ is a constant vector.

Proof. Assumption (2.15) ensures that equality necessarily holds in (4.22). Thus, equal-
ity holds in (4.21) for £" *-a.e. 2’ € m,_1(Q) and L'a.e. t € (0, My(a’)). Therefore,
equality holds both in (4.19) and in (4.20) for the same 2’ and t.

By Lemma 3.2, k(2',t) = 1 whenever it holds in (4.19). Thus, by the isoperi-
metric theorem in R, the set {y : f(2',y) > t} is equivalent to some interval, say
(1 (2, 1), yo(a’, 1)) for L -ae. o' € m,_1(Q) and L'-a.e. t € (0, M;(2')). Since f > 0
L-a.e. in Q, then m,_;(Sy)" is equivalent to m,_1(€2). Thus,

Tn1m41(Sp) T is equivalent to U {2’} x (0, My(x")). (4.30)

' emn—1(9)

Hence (4.27) follows.

24



Since ¢ is strictly convex, if equality holds in (4.20) for £L" -a.e. 2’ € 7, 1(Q) and
L'-a.e. t € (0, M;(2')), then for the same values of 2’ and ¢, we have
(@0, m)(Vif (@ 1 (2" 1)), -+ Vi f(2', yn (27, 0)), [V f (2, (2, 1))
= (20, =) (Vif (@', 3o(2, ), -+ Vior f (2, 922, 1)), =V f (2, 92 (2, 1))
(4.31)

and

(ZL“E), _UQ)(vlf(xlv yl(xla t))v T ,Vn_1f<$/, yl(xlv t))’ |Vyf(x’, yl(xla t))D
- (1‘6, nl)(vlf(xla yQ(x/a t)), e 7vn—1f(x/7 y2(x,7 t))? _lvyf(xla y2($/7 t))D
(4.32)

Subtracting (4.32) from (4.31), we have
(m +m)|Vy f (@91 (2, )] = (m +n2)|Vy f (2, (2, 1)) (4.33)
Since 11 + 12 # 0,
Vo f(@, (@, 1) = |V f(@, (2", 1)) (4.34)

It is easily seen from (4.27) that for £ !-a.e. 2’ € 1, 1(Q) the function y;(2/,-)
agrees L'-a.e. in (0, M;(2')) with a nondecreasing function, whereas ys (', ) agrees £'-
a.e. in (0, My(2")) with a nonincreasing function in the same interval. Therefore, f(2',-)
is equivalent to a function (whose level sets are open intervals) which is nondecreasing

in (—oo, f1(2’)) and nonincreasing in (fB2(z'), +00), where
Bi(z") = esssup{yi(2',t) : t < My(2')}, Bo(2') = essinf{ya(a’,t) : t < Ms(a)}.
Hence, Eq. (4.34) implies, in fact, (4.28).
Putting (4.34) into (4.31) (or 4.32), we have
(m = m)IVy f (@1 (2, )] + 25 - (Vo f (2, 302, 1)) = Vi f (2, 3a(2, 1)) = 0 (4.35)
for L1-a.e. t € (0, M(2')). However (4.35) says that, for some null set N' C (0, M(2'))

Vo f (& (@) — Vo Sl 1)) .
{ ¥, 7@ ) £ (0. My ”\N}

is a set of points that must lie in a hyperplane of R"~! with normal vector zj. But z,

can be chosen in any direction in R"!, so there exists an z{, € R"™! with

Vo f(@,yi(2',t) — Vi f (2!, y2 (2, 1)) ‘ y 1.
{ IV f(@', (2, 1)) 2t e (0, Myp(2")\N } = {2}

Thus, (4.29) is established. O
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Lemma 4.7. [17, Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.10] Let ¢, 2 and f be given as in Theorem
2.3, and let yi(2',t) and yo(2',t) be defined as in Lemma 4.6. Then there exists a
function b : m,_1() = R such that, for L' -a.e. 2’ € m, 1(Q),

1

é(yl(x’,t) + o', t)) = b(a’) for L'-a.e. t € (0, Ms(2)). (4.36)

Moreover, b(z') € W2k (m,_1(2)).

loc

Lemma 4.8. Let ¢, 2 and f be given as in Theorem 2.3, and let b : m,—1(2) — R be
the function defined in Lemma 4.7. If there exist zj, € R"™' and yo € R such that

b(a') =z -2 +yo for L' -ae. 2’ €1, 1(RQ), (4.37)
then there exist A € SL(n) and xo € R" such that

f(x) = f*(Az + xo) for LT-a.e. 2’ € Q. (4.38)

E,q 0 0
A:( ' ) and a:O:A( ) (4.39)
/
—z 1 —Yo

where F,,_; denotes the (n — 1) X (n — 1) unit matrix.

Proof. Let

Since the level set
[f5(Az + 20)] = A7 [fn — Ao

and for any (2/,y) € [f*]n,
' ! !
At ) Aty = T _ Zz :
y 22 + Yo +y b(@') +y

[f(Ax 4+ x0)]n = [f]n for every h > 0. (4.40)

we have

By (4.40) and the layer cake representation of a non-negative, real-valued measur-
able function f, we get f(z) = f*(Ax + xo) for L"-a.e. x € Q. O

Proof of Theorem 2.3. By the affine invariance of £4(f), i.e., Lemma 3.12, the
sufficiency is established. Now we prove the necessity. Let y;(2/,t) and ys(2’,t) be

defined as in Lemma 4.6, and let b be the function defined as in Lemma 4.7. Let us set

(1) = b(a') — %uf(:c’,t), (2l 1) = b(a') + %uf(x’,t) (4.41)
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for (2/,t) € m,_1() x R. Then, by Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.7, z; € BVipe(m,_1(Q) X
R/), i = 1,2. By (4.27) and (4.30), for £" '-ae. 2/ € m,1(Q) and L'-ae. t €
(0, My(x")), we have

L'y f@y) > t}) = (' t) — (1), (4.42)
Thus, by (4.41), (4.36) and (4.42), a set N C m,—1,,+1(Sy)™ exists such that
L (Tp-1011(SH)T\N) =0 and z(2',t) = y;(2', 1)

for (2/,t) € N. Therefore, thanks to Lemma 4.6, the set Sy is equivalent to the set £
defined by

E={(y,t): (2',t) € mp1,1(Su)T, z1(2',t) <y < z(2,t)}. (4.43)

Now, define
Ey = {(Jfl,y,t) : (l‘lvt) € 7Tn—l(Q) X Rz_, Yy > Zl(l’/,t)}

Ey ={(2',y,t): (2/;t) € mp1(Q) xRS, y < 29(2’, 1)}

Observe that F is equivalent to E1 N Ey. By Theorem 3.6, the sets E, E; and Fy are of
finite perimeter in U x R, for every bounded open set U € m,_1(2) x R/, and hence,
by Theorem 3.10, Borel sets Qp, Qp, and g, exist such that

£n<7Tn,1’n+1(E)+ \ QE‘) = 0, En((ﬂ'n,1<Q) X R;r) \ QEz) = 0, 1= 1, 27
and (3.19)-(3.22) hold. In particular,

("E) s = 0 (Epy) = {21(2', 1), 20(2, 1)} for every (2/,t) € Qp (4.44)

(" Ei)w s = 0 (Ey)wy = {z:(2', t)} for every (2/,t) € Qp,, i = 1,2. (4.45)

By Theorem 3.7 and by (3.22) of Theorem 3.10, a Borel set S exists such that H"(S) =0

and

for (¢, y,8) € [(O*EN I E)\ S]N[(Qs N Q) xR, (4.46)

We next claim that a subset R of 7,_1 n41(E)" exists such that £"(m,—1n41(E)T\
R) =0 and

Uf(x’jzl(q;”t%t) _ Uf(gg”zg(x’7t),t) +26, i:1, 7n_1’

oy (@', 212/, 1), )] [vf (2, 222, 1), ¢)] (4.47)
vy (@', 21 (1), ) —ul (2 2 (2, 1),t) '
vE (2! 2 (2, 1), 1) vP (2, z(2 t),t) ]



for (z/,t) € R, where 2, € R"! is a constant vector. To verify this claim, recall from
Theorem 3.9 that, since f € Wy (Q), a subset V of *E N (Q x R}) exists such that

(07 E 1 (Q x RN\ V) =0 (4.48)
and
E/ 1 o vlf(*rla y) . Vn71f<x/7 y) Vyf(x/7y) —1
= <\/1 TV TRV VIS NIE VIS Wf|2> (449

for every (z/,y,t) € V. Set Q = M1 ([P EN (2 X Ry)]\ V). Eq. (4.48) entails that
L"(Q) = 0. It is easy to observe that

(o', z(2',t),t) € V for La.e. (2/,t) € My 101 (E)T\ Q. (4.50)

Eqgs. (4.47) follow from (4.50) and (4.49) and from (4.28)—(4.29) of Lemma 4.6.
Finally, from Eq. (3.18) applied to z; and z, and from (4.44) we deduce that a set
T C 7, 1(Q) x R/ exists such that £*((m,_1(2) x R/)\ T') = 0 and

Vi, 22, 1), 1)
[ Vaizi(@t) Vino1zi(2 1) -1 Vizi(a ) t)
= (_1) —27 e 9 27 27 2

i=1,2, (4.51)

for (2/,t) € T. Now, set
Z = [7Tn_17n+1(E)+ NNN QE N QE1 N QE2 NRN T] \7Tn_17n+1<5),

and note that £"(m,—1,+1(E)" \ Z) = 0. Combining (4.44)—(4.47) and (4.51) we infer
that
Vaoz (2 t) + Vi za(2 1) = —2

and

Vizi (2 1) + Vizo(2', 1) = 0

for (¢/,t) € Z, and hence for L"-a.e. (2/,t) € Tp_1n+1(Sy)". Consequently,
1
Vaub(z') = —§z6 for L' '-ae. 2’ € m,1(Q). (4.52)

Thus, since b € W (r,_1(Q)) and satisfies (4.52), and 7, ;(Q) is assumed to be
connected, then a constant yy € R exists such that (see e.g. [72, Corollary 2.1.9])

1
b(z') = —526 2’ 4 yo for L -ae. 2’ € T, 1(Q). (4.53)
By Lemma 4.8, the necessity is established. O]
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5 Proof of Theorem 2.4

For v € S™!, let u denote the n-dimensional linear subspace orthogonal to u in

R”. For a Lebesgue measurable set £ C R” and 2’ € ut, let
Epy:={2'+su: seR}NE. (5.1)

Let ' C R™"! denote a bounded Lebesgue measurable set. Let m,(F) denote the
orthogonal projection of F' onto u* and let 7, ,(F) denote the orthogonal projection
of F onto ut x Ry. Similar to (5.1), for u € S ! and (2/,t) € ut x Ry, let

Faonu ={"t)+su: seR}NF. (5.2)
For u € 8" ! and K C R, let
Tu(K) X Ry := {2’ + su: 2’ € m,(K), s € R}.

For u € S" ' and f € W, *(Q), let f5 denote the Steiner symmetrization of f with
respect to u. For fixed 2’ € 7, (Q)*, let

M, (2") := esssup{f(z' + su) : 2’ + su € Q}

and
Diy: = {a'+sueQ: 2 €m(Q), Vuf(z'+ su) =0}
Nz’ +sueQ: 2’ €m,(Q), Mu(z") =0or f(a' + su) < Ms(z')}.
(5.3)
Lemma 5.1. For a bounded Lebesque measurable set ' C R™ let
. LYENC(z,¢))
E, = R™: 1 =1 5.4
! {""" € I T o C, ) ’ (5.4)
where C(x,€) is a cube centered at x and whose side length is 2. Then
L(E,AE) = 0. (5.5)

Proof. We will use Lebesgue’s density theorem: If A is a Lebesgue measurable subset
of R™ and

- . LYANC(z,e))
A= {:(;GA. lim 0D _1}, (5.6)
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then L"(A\ A) = 0.

Let E¢ denote the complement of E. Let E¢ and E be the sets defined as in (5.6).
On the one hand, if z € E;\ E, then € E¢\ E°. Since L"(E°\E¢) = 0, L"(E;\ E)
On the other hand, if v € E\ Ey, then z € E\ E. Since L"(E\E) =0, L"(E\ E;)
In summary, L"(E1AE) = 0.

0
0.
O

The following lemma was proved in Lemma 2.2 of the paper [21], here we give a

different proof.

Lemma 5.2. Let £ C R" be a bounded measurable set. If there is a dense set T
of directions in S"' such that for every u € T, for L' -a.e. o' € m,(E), Ey, is

equivalent to a closed line segment, then E is a convex body up to an L™-negligible set.

Proof. Let E; be defined as in (5.4). By Lemma 5.1, we only need to prove that F,
is a convex set. Suppose that F; is not convex, then there exist x1, x5 € E; such that
there exists a point z € (1, z2) but z ¢ Ej.
By (5.4), there exist 0 < g9 < 1 and a sequence of £; > 0,7 =1,2,..., such that
Zlgglo g =10 (5.7)
and for any ¢,

LYMENC(z,¢))

<1- 5.8
L(Clze)) O (58)
and there exits 7y such that ¢ > i,
L'ENC(xg, &) €0
>1——, k=1,2 5.9
L(C(zk, ) — 12° o (5.9)
where W := % is a common normal vector of one of the (n — 1)-dimensional faces
of C(z,¢;), C(x1,¢;) and C(x9,¢;), and the orthogonal projections of C(z,¢;), C(x1, ;)

and C(x9,¢;) onto w' are same.

For i > iy, we aim to rotate C(z,¢;), C(x1,¢;) and C(z2,¢;) around z, such that:

. f ) .
2/, o} and x}, are collinear, 2/ = z and w' := o] 1S the common normal vector of
2 1

the corresponding (n — 1)-dimensional faces of C'(2/,¢;), C'(x],¢;) and C'(x},¢;) and

the projections of C'(2',¢;), C'(x},&;) and C’(z},&;) onto (w')t are same (see Figure
1, where dashed areas denote symmetric differences).
Actually, by the denseness of T and the continuity of the Lebesgue measure, there

exists a rotation ¥ € SO(n), such that the points
xh —
=24+ V(r; — 2), rh =2+ Y(xy — 2), w = 2
Ty — 2
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C(l’l,&:)? /

C'(#, &) ]z/ z ?C('Z75'3)

Figure 1. The rotations of cubes

satisfy w’ € T and

LM(C(2,6) AC' (7 1)) < %E”(C'(z’,si)), (5.10)

L(C(ap, ) AC (2, £5)) < %cn(o’(;p;,gi)), k=12 (5.11)
By (5.8) and (5.10), we have

LYC(Ze)NE) = LP(C'(2,e) N (Clz,) UC(2,2)°) N E)
= L([(C'(2e) N C(z,6)) U(C'(,£) N Clz,£)9)] N E)

< LM(C(z,6)NE) + LM (C'(2, ) N C(2,8)°)

< (1 - —) LHC (<, ). (5.12)
Thus,

LMC( &)\ B) > %“m(c'(z',s,.)). (5.13)

Similarly, by (5.9) and (5.11), for k = 1,2, we have

LM(CN(x),e)) NE) = LMNC'(x,8) N (Clag,e) UC(xg,e)°) N E)
= L"([(C'(z},e:) N C(xp, ;) U (C'(xh,e:) N Cxp,6:))] N E)
= L' (C'(z},8) NC(zg, ) NE) + L™ (C' (2, 2:) N Cag,e:)° N E)
= L"(C(xy,e) NE) = L"(C'(x), ) N C(xg,8) NE)
+L" (C'(xh,e:) N C(xp,6:)° N E)
> L"(Clw,e) NE) = L (C'(),€) AC(wp,€4)) N E)
> (1-2) £(C' (. )). (5.14)
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Let w'R := {rw’ : r € R} and
Dy = {2’ € 7y(C'(¢,&)) : L' (' +w'R) N (C'(¢,&) \ E)) > 0}. (5.15)
Then £ 1(Dg) > 2L (1 (C'(2,€;))). Otherwise, L™(C'(',e;)\E) < 2L(C'(¢, &),
a contradiction. Thus, there exists D; C Dy such that £"7'(D;) > 0 and for any
e Dl,

LY@ +w'R)NC'(z],6)NE) >0 and L'((2' +w'R)NC'(zh, &) N E) > 0. (5.16)
Otherwise, if for L' t-a.e. 2/ € Dy, either L'((2’ + w'R) N C’'(z},g;) N E) = 0 or
LY(2 +wR)NC'(xh, &) N E) =0, then

/ / ! / € n / /
L((C'(x1,60) U C'(ahe2)) \ B) 2 S L(C' (17, €4)- (5.17)
Therefore, we have
LM(C' (2, e)) NE)+ L"(C'(xh,e;) N E)

(€ 2) N E) U (C' () 1))

£1(C(ah,2) UC' () N )
< (2- 5)5"(0/(%750)7 (5.18)

which contradicts
LM(C'(x),e) NE)+ LM(C'(zg,e,) NE) > (2 — %O)E”(C”(a:’l,gi)). (5.19)

Since (5.13), (5.16) and £"1(D;) > 0 contradict to the assumptions, F; must be

convex. O

Lemma 5.3. Let K € K" be a convex body. If there is a dense set T of directions in
S™=L such that for each u € T, the midpoints of chords of K parallel to u lie in an
affine subspace of R™, then for any u € S", the midpoints of chords of K parallel to

u lie in an affine subspace of R™.

Proof. For fixed x € intK, let
p(x,u) :==max{r >0: z+ruec K}

denote the radial function of K with respect to x. It is clear that p(z,w) is continuous
with respect to u € S"~!. Therefore, the midpoint of (z+uR)N K, denoted by m(z, u),

satisfies that

32



and m(z,u) is continuous with respect to u € S"~!. By the denseness of T', there exists
a sequence of vectors {u;}5°, C T such that lim; , u; = ug. By the assumptions, there

exists a sequence of vectors {v;}22, C T and «; € R such that for any x € intK,
(m(z,u;), —1) - (v;, ;) = 0. (5.20)
Since v; € 8" ! and |ay| < sup{hx(u): u € S""'}, there exist convergent subsequence
{wi;} of {v;} and {ay,} of a; such that
lim v;, =vp and lim a;; = ay. (5.21)
j—o0 j—o0
By (5.20) and (5.21), we have for any = € intK,
(m(z,up), —1) - (vo, ap) = 0. (5.22)

Since x € intK is arbitrary, the midpoints of chords of K parallel to ug lie in an affine

subspace of R". O

By a classical characterization of ellipsoids (see [61, Theorem 10.2.1]) and Lemma

5.3, we obtain the following theorem of characterization of ellipsoids.

Theorem 5.4. (Characterization of ellipsoids.) A convex body K € K" is an ellipsoid
if and only if there exists a dense set T of directions in S™ ' such that for each u € T,

the midpoints of chords of K parallel to u lie in an affine subspace of R™.

Lemma 5.5. Let Ey, E5 C R"™ be origin-centered ellipsoids. If there exists a dense set
T of directions in S™' such that for all uw € T, the midpoints of chords of E; and E,

parallel to w lie in the same hyperplane, then there exists r > 0 such that
E1 = TEQ.

Proof. First, we prove that for any uy € S®!, the midpoints of chords of E; and F,
parallel to ug lie in a hyperplane. Since T is dense in S™ !, there exists a sequence
of vectors {u;}5°, C T such that lim; ,., u; = ug. By assumptions and the proof of

Lemma 5.3, there exist vy and ag such that for any

x € {z € R": zis the midpoint of chord of E; parallel to ug, i = 1,2},

(2, —1) - (v, ) = 0. (5.23)

Thus, the midpoints of chords of E; and FE, parallel to ug lie in a hyperplane. By
the arbitrariness of uy € S™ ! and [43, Lemma 5.3], there exists r > 0 such that
E1 = T’EQ. ]
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Lemma 5.6. Let Q) be a bounded connected open subset of R™. Let f € WOI’Q(Q) be a
nonnegative function fulfilling (2.18). Then there exist A € SL(n) and xy € R"™ such
that

flz) = f"(Az + ) for L"-a.e.x € (5.24)

if and only if there exists a dense set T of directions in S™ 1 and for any v € T, the
following statements hold:
(i). for L™-a.e. (2',t) € mu1(Sp)T, (Sp)@1),u @5 equivalent to a closed line segment;
(7). the midpoints of all closed line segments obtained in (i) lie in an affine subspace

of R parallel to e,y;.

Proof. The necessity of the conditions is clear. Now we prove the sufficiency. On
the one hand, by (i) and Lemma 5.2, the level set [f], is a convex body up to an
Lm-negligible set for L'-a.e. h € (0,esssup f). Therefore, by (ii), the arbitrariness of
u € T and Theorem 5.4, the level set [f], is an ellipsoid up to an L"-negligible set
for L'-a.e. h € (0,esssup f). By (ii), the arbitrariness of u € T and Lemma 5.5,
the level sets [f],, and [f]n, are homothetic ellipsoids with a common center up to an
L"-negligible set for L'-a.e. hy, hy € (0,esssup f).

Therefore, there exist A € SL(n) and xy € R™ such that for £L!-a.e. h € (0,esssup f),

[f]n = (HZ;M) "AB, — Az, (5.25)

up to an L"-negligible set.

On the other hand, by the definition of Schwarz spherical symmetrization, for h €
(0,esssup f), [f*(Az + )], is also an ellipsoid and

[f*(Az + z0)]n = (@) ’ AT'B, — A . (5.26)

By (5.25), (5.26) and the layer cake representation of a non-negative, real-valued mea-

surable function f, we get f(x) = f*(Ax + xo) for L-a.e. x € Q. ]

Lemma 5.7. Let D C R" be a bounded measurable set satisfying L™(D) > 0. If there
exists an uncountable subset I of R such that A; C D and L"(A;) > 0 for every i € I,
then there exist i,j € I and i # j such that L"(A; N A;) > 0.

Proof. Suppose L"(A; N'A;) =0 for any ,j € [ and ¢ # j. On the one hand, since

L"(D) is finite, for any positive integer k, {t € I : L"(A;) > 3¢} is finite. On the

1
2ko *

other hand, for any ¢ € I, there exists a positive integer ko such that £"(A4;) >

Therefore, I is countable, a contradiction. O
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Lemma 5.8. Let (X,X,u) be a measure space with u(X) < oo. Let D, € ¥ be a
measurable subset of X for every u € S"~'. If there exists a Borel set S C S"!
such that H"*(S) > 0 and u(D,) > 0 for every u € S, then there exist n linearly

independent vectors uy, ua, ..., u, € S such that

1 (ﬁ Dui> > 0. (5.27)

Proof. Step 1: Since p is a finite measure, we observe the basic property in measure

theory that any index set [ satisfying p(D;) > 0 and

is countable.
Step 2: We will prove a more general result by induction: for k =1,...,n and Hj

is a k-dimensional linear subspace of R", if

Sp C S" PN Hy, and H"'(S,) > 0, (5.28)
and
w(Dy) > 0 for every u € Sk, (5.29)
then there are k linearly independent vector wq, us, ..., u, € Sg such that

k
[ (ﬂ Dui> > 0. (5.30)

If k¥ = 1, this conclusion is clear. Suppose k = 2. H'(S;) > 0 implies that Sy is
uncountable. By Step 1, we can find two linearly independent vectors u?, u3 € S, such

that

[ (ﬂ Du§) > 0. (5.31)

Assume that (5.30) is established for k = m, and m € {2,...,n — 1}, i.e. there exist

m linearly independent vectors u}*,...,u/. € S, such that

1 (ﬁ Du¢> > 0. (5.32)
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Next, we consider the case k = m+1. Since S,,p1 C S" 'NH,y 1 and H™(Sp41) >
0, for any 2-dimensional linear subspace Hy of H,,,1, there exists a set § C S"~' N H,
such that H'(4) > 0 and

H™ 1 (Spy1 Nvt) > 0 for every v € 6. (5.33)

The subset d can be obtained by using the generalized spherical coordinates to compute
Hm<Sm+1>-
By the assumption (5.32), for any v € ¢, there exist m linearly independent vectors

m u™ € Sy Not such that

v,10 0 Pum
7 (ﬂ Du;ni> > 0. (5.34)
i=1

By H'(6) > 0 and Step 1, there are two different vy, vy € § satisfying (5.34) and

M ((ﬁ Dug;,i) N (ﬁ Dum)> > 0. (5.35)

u

Since uy, ; and uy, ;, 1 =1,...,m, lie in two different subspaces vi and vy, there must
m m m m 3 3

be a uy? ;. such that wy 4,...,u;  and uy, ; are m + 1 linearly independent vectors.

By (5.35)

u (ﬂ Dy 0 Dy ¢o> > 0. (5.36)
i=1
By induction with respect to the dimension, (5.30) is established for k = 1,... n.

Let S = S, we get the desired result. O

Lemma 5.9. Let Q2 be a set of finite perimeter in R™ and let
D, ={r€dQ:u-v*x) =0} (5.37)

Then there exists a set Ty C S™ ' such that H"'(S" '\ T1) = 0 and H"*(D,) = 0
for any u € T.
Proof. Let

Ty :={ue S ': H(D,) > 0}.

We would like to apply Lemma 5.8, and take i to be the restriction of H"! to 9*Q. If
H"1(Ty) > 0, then there exist n linearly independent vectors uy, us, . .., u, € Ty such
that H" (i, Dy;) > 0. Let D =, D,,. Then for any = € D, we have

u; - v (x) =0, fori=1,...,n.
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Thus v}(x) = 0. This is a contradiction, since [v}(z)| = 1. Let T} := S" '\ T. Then

T7 satisfies the conclusion. ]

Proof of Theorem 2.4. On the one hand, if f(z) = f*(Az + x¢) for L -a.e. z € Q
with A € SL(n) and xy € R", by the the affine invariance of £4(f), i.e., Lemma 3.12,
we have E4(f) = Es(f*).

On the other hand, suppose that f(x) = f*(Azx + x¢) for L™-a.e. x €  is not
established for any A € SL(n) and zy € R™, then by Lemma 5.6, there exist ug € S™*
and & > 0 such that for any u € B(ug,d§) N S" 1

either (i) or (ii) in Lemma 5.6 is not established. (5.38)

Then there exists some 4 € B(ug,d) N .S" 1 NT}, where T is given as in Lemma 5.9,
such that

L7(Dy) = 0. (5.39)

Otherwise, if £L"(D,,) > 0 for any u € B(ug,d) N S"" ' NT;. Thus by Lemma 5.8, there
exist n linearly independent vectors ui, us,...,u, € B(ug,d) N S" 1 N Ty such that
L" (N, Du,) > 0. Let D = (i, D,,, then for any z € D, u; - Vf(z) = V,, f(z) =0
for i = 1,2,...,n. Since uy,us,...,u, are linearly independent, V f(z) = 0 for any
x € D, which is contradictory with (2.18).

For @ as in (5.39), let f; = fz, by Theorem 2.1, we have £,(f) > &;(f1). Otherwise,
if £5(f) = E4(f1), then by (5.39), u € T} and Theorem 2.3, (2.16) is established with
respect to the direction @. Thus, both (i) and (ii) in Lemma 5.6 are established for
this @, which is contradictory with (5.38).

By Remark 3.1, there exists a sequence of directions {u;}, i = 1,2, -, such that

S
,Usg

the sequence defined by f; 11 = converges to f* weakly in W1t Theorem 2.1 and

Lemma 3.15 can now be used to conclude that

Eolf) > Eglf1) > -+ 2 E5(f) and lim E,(f5) > E,(f)

Therefore, E4(f) > E,(f*). O
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