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Anisotropic curvature measures and uniqueness of convex

bodies

Mario Santilli

Abstract

We prove that an arbitrary convex body ¢ C R™™!, whose k-th anisotropic curvature measure
(for K =0,...,n—1) is a multiple constant of the anisotropic perimeter of C'; must be a rescaled
and translated Wulff shape. This result provides a generalization of a theorem of Schneider (1979)
and resolves a conjecture of Andrews and Wei (2017).

1 Introduction

Jellett (1853) proved that a compact embedded star-shaped hypersurface of the Euclidean space
with constant mean curvature must be a round sphere. A century later Hsiung (see [Hsi54]), extending
a result of Siiss (1929), proved that the same conclusion holds for compact embedded star-shaped
hypersurfaces with constant higher-order mean curvatures. The fundamental results of Alexandrov
(see [Ale62]), Ros (see [Ros87]), Korevaar-Ros (see [Ros88]) and Montiel-Ros (see [MR91]) guarantee
that the same results hold without assuming that the hypersurfaces are star-shaped. These theorems,
as well as their method of proof, lie at the core of modern differential geometry and its applications.

It is a natural question to extend these type of results to arbitrary convex bodies. Of course, in this
setting one has to carefully choose the notion of curvature, in order to handle the unavoidable singular
set. An insightful notion of curvature has been introduced by Federer in [Fed59] with the concept
of curvature measures. If C C R™*! is an arbitrary convex body, we denote with dc the distance
function from C' and with &£c the metric projection onto C'. Then there exist uniquely determined
Radon measures Co(K,-),...,Cpn(C,-) supported on the boundary dC of C' such that

L ({z e R™ 0 < 80(x) < p, &c(x) € BY) = Y p"'7"C(C, B)

m=0
for every Borel subset B C 9C. For an arbitrary convex body the equality C,,(C,-) = H" L IC always
holds. If OC is a C2-hypersurface, then
1
Cm(C,B)zi/Hn_md/H" form=0,...,nand B C 0C,
n+l—m /g

where
Hk = E K’ll ce K
1<lhi<..<lpg<n

k

denotes the k-th mean curvature of dC (with Hy = 1). The aforementioned uniqueness results for
hypersurfaces with constant k-th mean curvatures have been extended to arbitrary convex bodies by
Schneider in 1979.

1.1 Theorem (cf. [Sch79]). If C € R™*! is an arbitrary convex body, m =0,...,n—1, A > 0 and
Cn(C,-) = XCp(C, ), then C is a round ball.

Related characterizations of the round ball among arbitrary convex bodies can be found in [Koh95],
[Koh98] and [San20b]. A very detailed account on many other uniqueness results for convex bodies

can be found in [Schi4].


http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.01476v2

Besides of being a central result in the theory of convex bodies, Theorem [Tl has recently emerged
in [AW21] as an important tool to study the asymptotic behaviour of mixed-volume preserving flows
in R*1. If O C R"! is a compact domain with C?-boundary, we define for k = 0,...,nthen+1—k
mixed volume V,,11_£(2) as

Vn+1_k(Q) = Ek_l(:n) dHn(.T),
o

where V,,11(2) = (n + 1)£""1(Q) and Ej is the normalized k-th mean curvature of 92, namely

E;, = (Z) s &. Consider a smooth embedding Xy : M — R™t! of a closed n-dimensional manifold M
such that Xo(M) = 0y is a smooth strictly convex hypersurface and a smooth flow X : M"x[0,T) —

R"*! of the form
BX (@) = (u(t) — Bxlz, 1)/ F)v(x, ) (1)
X(-,0) = X,

where a > 0, v(+, t) is the outward unit-normal of the hypersurface X (M, t) = 9Q, k € {1,...,n} and
1(t) is chosen to keep constant a general monotone function of V;,41-5 () and V,,41(€;) along the
flow (in particular allowing to keep constant along the flow either only V;,11-1(€:) or only V11 (24));
see [AW21], pag. 194]. The following bubbling theorem for the geometric flow in () is proved in

1.2 Theorem (cf. [AW21] Theorem 1.1]). The flow in (@) has a smooth strictly convex solution I
defined for all t > 0 and 0 smoothly converges to a round sphere ast — co.

Special cases of this result were known before; see [AW21], pp. 195-196] for a detailed account. In
particular, Sinestrari in [Sinl5] treats the case k = 1 and o > 0 (see also [BS18]). The main novelty
of Theorem [[2]is the treatment of the case k > 1 (for any exponent o > 0). As explained in [AW21],
the asymptotic analysis for the case £ > 1 cannot be done in this case with the previously known
approaches and the authors introduce a new method based on Theorem [T

It is a natural question to extend Theorem to the anisotropic setting and in [AW21] the au-
thors make a conjecture in this direction. Before introducing the problem, let us briefly review few
definitions. Let ¢ be a uniformly convex smooth norm on R"*! and we denote with ¢* its dual
norm. The set W? = {z € R"! : ¢*(x) = 1} is called Wulff shape of ¢. If M = 99 C R"*!
is a C%-hypersurface and n : M — S™ is the outward unit-normal vector field, then we define
the (outward) anisotropic normal v : M — W? setting v(z) = V¢(n(x)) for x € M. One can
prove that Dv(z) € Hom(Tan(M, z), Tan(M, z)) and Dv(z) is diagonalizable with real eigenvalues
m‘f () < ... < k?(x). We refer to these eigenvalues as the anisotropic principal curvatures of M at .
Then we define the anisotropic k-th man curvature of M as

H;f(x): Z mﬁ(m)mi(m) for k=0,...,n,

1<l <..<lp<n

where Hg = 1. We define the renormalized k-th mean curvature E,f = (Z)le ,f and the anisotropic

mixed-volume

Ve Q) = » o(n(@)EL | (x)dH"(z)  fork=0,...,n,
where 7 is the outward unit-normal of Q and Vnd)Jr 1(Q) = (n+1)L£"1(Q). Using these definitions we can
naturally formulate a general anisotropic version of (). Given a closed strictly convex hypersurface
Xo: M —= R a>0,ke{l,...,n}, we consider the flow of the form

Gt () = (u (1) = B (,0)°/¥)v? (x,1) o)
X('a O) = Xo,

where v?(-,t) is the outward anisotropic normal of X (M,t) = 9Q; and the term pu®(t) is chosen
to keep constant along the flow a monotone function Vn¢+1_ x(€¢) and Vn¢+1(Qt]. It is remarked in
[AW21] pag. 219] that if Theorem [Tl can be extended to the anisotropic setting, then the method

of [AW21] carries through directly to prove the following Conjecture on the asymptotic behaviour of
the anisotropic flow in (2]).



1.3 Conjecture (cf. [AW21]). Suppose k € {2,...,n —1}. The flow in @) has a smooth strictly
convex solution 08y defined for all t > 0 and 082 smoothly converges to a scaled and translated Wulff
shape of ¢ ast — oco.

We remark that the cases k = 1 and k = n can be proved with other techniques (see [AW21] pag.
219]).

To formulate the anisotropic version of Theorem [T} we first need to introduce the anisotropic
analogous of curvature measures. To the best of our knowledge this notion has been first studied in
[HLOO]. If C C R™*! is an arbitrary convex body, we denote with (52 the distance function from C
with respect to the norm ¢ and with Eg the metric projection onto C' with respect to ¢. Then there

exist uniquely determined Radon measures Cg (C,-),...,C2(C,-) supported on the boundary dC of C
such that

L ({z e R0 < 84(x) < p, €4(x) € BY) = > p"T17mCy(CB)

m=0
for every Borel subset B C 9C; cf. [HLOO, Theorem 2.3]. The following conjecture is explicitly

formulated in [AW2T].

1.4 Conjecture (cf. [AW21] 8.2]). If C C R™™! is an arbitrary convex body, m =0,...,n—1, A >0
and C2 (C,-) = XC?(C, ), then C is a scaled and translated Wulff shape of ¢.

In this paper we prove Conjecture[[L4l As already pointed out, Conjecture L3l follows from Conjecture
[C4 with a direct extension of the method in [AW2T] to the anisotropic setting.

We now describe the content of the paper. In the preliminary section 2] besides introducing the
notation and recalling few facts on the geometry of the Wulff shapes, we introduce a notion of
anisotropic normal bundle for closed sets and we recall from the recent work [KS21] the Lipschitz and
differentiability properties of the anisotropic nearest point projection onto a closed set. The nearest
point projection onto a closed set K might not be single-valued at some points of R**1\ K (if it
is everywhere single-valued then the set K is convex); indeed the set of points where it fails to be
single-valued might even be dense in R"*1\ K, and even if K is the complementary of a convex body
with Cl-boundary; see [San21]. Therefore in our proofs we use an approach based on the theory of
multivalued functions.

In Section [3] we introduce the anisotropic higher-order mean curvatures for an arbitrary closed
set K as functions on the anisotropic normal bundle. We use them to find a (local) formula for the
anisotropic tubular neighbourhood around K in Theorem B2l This formula generalizes the isotropic
Steiner formula for arbitrary closed sets proved in [HLW04]. Our motivation to develop a theory for
arbitrary (non-convex) closed sets is given by the fact that in our proof of Theorem we need to
work with the complementary of the convex body C. In fact, the proof of the inequality employs the
general Steiner formula of Theorem with K = R"*!\ C, while the analysis of the equality case
uses Corollary B.16] of Theorem always for the complementary of C'.

In Section M specializing the Steiner formula of section B] to convex sets, we obtain an integral
representation of the anisotropic curvature measures. This result extends to the anisotropic setting
the classical integral representation in [Z&h86] for the isotropic curvature measures. Then we prove
an anisotropic version of the Minkowski formulae for arbitrary convex bodies and we use them to
study the k-th mean curvature of an arbitrary convex body C C R"*! whose (n — k)-th anisotropic
curvature measure satisfies C:i L(K,-) = AC?(K,-) for some constant A > 0. In particular we obtain
a lower bound for A in terms of the anisotropic isoperimetric ratio of C.

Finally in Section Bl we prove an optimal geometric inequality for arbitrary convex bodies. This
inequality is inspired by an inequality originally found by Heintze-Karcher in [HK78] and used by
Montiel-Ros in [MR9I] to prove the uniqueness of compact smooth hypersurfaces with constant
higher-order mean curvature. Combining the optimal geometric inequality with the lower bound for
the constant \ in section ] we finally obtain the proof of conjecture [[L4



2 Preliminaries

In general, but with few exceptions explained below, we follow the notation and terminology of [Fed69]
(see [Fed69., pp. 669-676]).

We denote by e a fixed scalar product on R"*! and by | - | its associated norm. We denote with
S™ the unit sphere; i.e. " = {z € R"™! : |z| = 1}. The map p : R"™! x R"*! — R"*! is the
projection onto the first component; i.e. p(z,n) = . If S C R* and a € R?, then we denote with
Tan(S,a) the tangent cone of S at a (see [Fed69, 3.1.21]) and with Tan™(H™ L S, a) the cone of all
(K™ S, m) approximate tangent vectors at a (see [Fed69, 3.2.16]). For an (H™,m) rectifiable and
‘H™-measurable set S C R?, the cone Tan™(H™ L S, a) is an m-dimensional plane for H™ a.e. a € S
(see [Fed69l 3.2.19]); in this case, if f: S — RY is a Lipschitzian function and &k € {1,...,m}, then we
denote with ap J f its (H™ L S, m)-approximate k-dimensional Jacobian. See [Fed69, 3.2.19, 3.2.10
and 3.2.22] for details about this definition and applications to area/coarea formula that will be used
in this paper.

If X is a topological space and S C X then its topological boundary is 05 and the characteristic
map of Sislg. fQ C X xY and S C X, we define Q|S = {(z,y) € Q: z € S}.

2.1 Multivalued maps

A map T defined on a set X is called Y -multivalued, if T'(x) is a subset of Y for every x € X. If
T(z) is a singleton, with a little abuse of notation we denote with T'(x) the unique element of the
set T(x) €Y. Suppose (X, -||) and (Y, - ||) are finite dimensional normed vectorspaces, T is
a Y-multivalued map such that T'(u) # @ for every u € X and « € X.

(1) We say that T is weakly continuous at x if and only if for every e > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such
that
Ty) CT(z)+{veY :|v| <e} whenever [ly — x| < d;
if, additionally, T'(x) is a singleton, then we say that T is continuous at x.

(2) We say that T is strongly differentiable at x € X if and only if T'(x) is a singleton and there
exists a linear map L : X — Y such that for any € > 0 there exists § > 0 satisfying

lw—T(z) = L(y — x)|| <elly — x| whenever ||z —y| < and w € T'(y);

cf. [KS21] Definition 2.21]. The linear map L is unique (cf. [KS21l Remark 2.22]) and we denote
it with DT'(x). Moreover we denote with dmn DT the set of points € X where T is strongly
differentiable.

The following general fact on the Borel measurability of the differential of a multivalued map will be
useful.

2.1 Lemma. Suppose (X, | -||) and (Y, || -||) are finite dimensional normed vectorspaces, T is a 'Y -
multivalued weakly continuous map such that T'(u) # & for every u € X.

Then {x € X : T(x) is a singleton} and dmnDT are Borel subsets of X and DT : dmnDT —
Hom(X,Y) is a Borel function.

Proof. We define U = {z € X : T(x) is a singleton} and the function diam : 2¥ \ {@} — [0, 00] as
diam S = sup{||y1 — y2|| : y1,y2 € S} for every S € 2Y \ {@}. Noting that diamoT : X — [0, +o0] is
upper-semicontinuous, we conclude that U = { € X : diam(7T(x)) = 0} is a Borel subset of X.

For the positive integers i, 7 we define

1 1
Cij = {(m,L) €U xHom(X,Y) : ||w—T(x) — L(h)|| < =||h]] for ||h]| < = and w € T(:I:—l—h)}.
¢ J

We prove that Cj; is relatively closed in U x Hom(X,Y'). By contradiction assume that C;; is not
closed. Then there exists (xq, Lo) € (U x Hom(X,Y))\ C;; and a sequence (zy, L) € C;; converging
to (20, Lo). We notice that there exist hg € X with ||ho| < % and wo € T(xo + ho) such that

1
llwo = T(z0) = Lo(ho)ll > = lholl

4



we define hy, = xg + ho — i, for every k > 1 and we select ko > 1 so that ||k < Jl for every k > ko.
Since xg 4+ ho = x + hi, and wg € T'(zy + hy) for every k > 1, we infer that

1
llwo — T'(xx) — Li(hg)]| < ;||hk|\ for every k > ko.
Noting that T'(xx) — T(x0) and hy — hg as k — oo, we deduce that
1
llwo = T(z0) = Lo(ho)ll < ~Ilholl

and we obtain a contradiction.
Let G := {(,DT(z)) : # € dmnDT} and nx : X x Hom(X,Y) — X, nx(2,T) = x for every
(x,T) € X x Hom(X,Y). Noting that

G=U¢c.

i=1j=1

we infer that G is a Borel subset of U x Hom(X,Y"). Since |G is injective, we obtain the conclusion

from [Fed69, 2.2.10]. O

2.2 Norms and Wulff shapes.

Let ¢ be a norm on R"'. We say that ¢ is a C*-norm if and only if ¢ € CF(R"+1\ {0}). We say
that ¢ is uniformly convez if and only if there exists a constant v > 0 (ellipticity constant) such that
the function R"*! 3 u — ¢(u) — y|u| is convex. If ¢ is a uniformly convex C?>-norm then

D? ¢(u)(v,v) = y]v?

for all u € R"™! with |u| = 1 and for all v € R"*! perpendicular to u.

For any norm ¢ we denote by ¢* the conjugate norm of ¢; namely if v € R™ then ¢*(u) =
sup{vewu : ¢(v) = 1}. It is well known that if ¢ is a uniformly convex C?-norm then ¢* is a uniformly
convex C2-norm. We refer to [DRKS20, Lemma 2.32] for this and other basic facts on ¢ and ¢*.
These facts will be tacitly used through the paper. If B = {z € R"*! : ¢*(z) < 1} we define the
Wulff shape (or Wulff crystal) of ¢ as

W? = 9B.

If ¢ is a uniformly convex C2-norm then the Wulff shape of ¢ is a uniformly convex C2-hypersurface.
In this case we denote the exterior unit-normal of B with n? : W? — S™; we remark (see [DRKS20]
2.32]) that n? is a C!-diffeomorphism onto S™ and

Von®(u)) =u for ue W?, n®(Vo(n)) =n for ne S (3)

2.3 Distance function and normal bundle.

Warning. In this paper sometimes we refer to [KS21]. Notice that in this paper we use the same
symbols with a different meaning; compare the definitions below with those given in [KS21] Section
2].

Suppose K € R™*! is closed and ¢ is a uniformly convex C2-norm on R"*!. If ¢ is the Euclidean
norm the dependence on ¢ is omitted in all the symbols introduced below.

The ¢-distance function 5?} :R"! — R is defined by

6?}(@ =inf{¢*(x —c):c€ K} for every x € R"™!

and
SO(K,r) = {z: 6% (x) =1} for r > 0.

The set Unp?(K) is the set of z € R™t!1\ K such that there exists a unique ¢ € K with ¢*(z — ¢) =
5?}(:1:) Since 5‘;} is a Lipschitz map, it follows that £"F1(R"*1\ (K U Unp?(K))) = 0. The nearest
¢-projection 5?} : R* — 2K is the K-multivalued map characterized by

£0(x) ={ce K:60(x)=¢"(z—c)} for every z € R" 1,

5



This is a weakly continuous by [KS21, Lemma 2.30(f)]; moreover notice that Unp?(K) is a Borel
subset of R"*! by Lemma [ZIl The ¢-Cahn-Hoffman map of K is the W?-multivalued function
v R\ K — 227 defined by

Vi) = 8 (x) " (z — €x () forz e R\ K,
Finally we set '(/J?} R\ K — 2K x 2V by
Yy (@) = (€x(2),vi(z))  forz e R™\ K.
We define the ¢-unit normal bundle of K as
N®(K) = {(z,n) : x € K, n e W?, §% (x +rn) = r for some r > 0}

and we set N?(K,z) = N?(K)|{z}. We recall (cf. [DRKS20, Lemma 5.2]) that N®(K) is Borel and
countably (n — 1)-rectifiable (in the sense of [Fed69l 3.2.14(2)]) subset of R"™! x R"™!; moreover

N(K) = {(a,Vé(n)) : (a,n) € N(K)}. (4)

The normal ¢-distance function to the cut locus of K is the upper-semicontinuous function 7‘?} :

N?(K) — (0,+00] given by
9 (a,n) = sup{s : 89 (a+ sn) = s} for (a,n) € N®(K)
and the ¢-cut locus of K is given by
Cut®(K) = {a+ry(a,n)n : (a,n) € N®(K)}.

We recall that £+ (Cut?(K)) = 0; cf. [DRKS20, Remark 5.11]; if K is convex then Cut?(K) = @.
A related function which will be useful in the sequel is defined as

p?((:c) =sup{s >0: éﬁ(a +s(r—a)) = sé‘?}(:c)} forz € R""\ K and a € 6?}(50)

This definition does not depend on the choice of a € 5‘;}(:13) and the function p‘f( : RPN\ K — [1, +od]
is upper-semicontinuous; cf. [KS21, Remark 2.29]. Notice that {z : p} (z) > 1} C Unp®(K) and

9 (a,u) = p% (a + ru) for every (a,u) € N®(K) and 0 < r < r%(a, u) (5)

Let X?(K) be the set of non-differentiability points of 8% in R"+*\ K. It is well known (see
[KS21] and references therein) that

YP(K) C Cut?(K) C Clos¥?(K)  and  X%(K)=R""\ (K UUnp?(K));
moreover for z € Unp?(K)
Vo (z) = Vo' (x — €x(2) eW? and  V(Voy(x)) = vi(z) € W2 (6)

cf. [KS21], Lemma 2.30(c)]. It follows from [DRKS20, Lemma 2.32] that v (2)eVé} () = ¢(VY (x)) =

1 for € Unp?(K); in particular Vﬁ (x) and V5?}(m) are linearly independent.

2.2 Theorem (cf. [KS21, Corollary 3.10]). Suppose ¢ is a uniformly convex C*-norm on R™T,
K CR™! s closed, 1 < A < 00, 0 <5 <t< o0, and

Kyor={z e R\ K :ph() >\, s < 0 (z) <t}.

Then 6?}|K,\751t is Lipschitz continuous.

2.3 Theorem (cf. [KS21, Theorem 1.4]). Suppose ¢ is a uniformly convex C*-norm on R™*! and
K CR™! s closed.
Then LM (R™1\ (K Udmn(Dv$))) =0 and

{a+r:0<r<rl(a,n)}Cdnn(Drd)
for H™ almost all (a,n) € N?(K).



3 Anisotropic Steiner formula for arbitrary closed sets

In this section we assume that ¢ is a uniformly convex C2 norm. We start recalling few known facts.

3.1 Remark. Suppose K C R™! is closed. If z € Unp®(K), r = 6%(x), 0 < t < 1 and y =
5?} (z) + tTl/;)((:L'), then y € Unp?(K) and

Tan(S?(K,r),z) = {v € R"" : v ¢ V% () = 0},

Vo (z) = Vop(y),  Tan(S*(K,r),z) = Tan(S?(K,tr),y).
cf. [KS21l Lemma 2.30, Lemma 2.33].
3.2 Remark. For every (a,u) € N?(K) and for every 0 < r < r?}(a, u) we have that

Tan(S?(K,r),a + ru) = Tan(W?, u).

Véﬁ (a+ru)

7 g this assertion follows from Remark Bl noting that (see (@) and (@)
K arru

Setting n =

Vo(n) = Vo(Voy(a+ru) =u,  n(u)=n.

3.3 Lemma (cf. [KS21, Lemma 4.8]). Suppose K C R™ is closed, x € dmn(Dv$) and r = 6% ().

Then pf(z) > 1, Dvi(z)(wi(z)) = 0, Dvi (z)[Tan(S?(K,r),z)] € Tan(S?(K,r),z) and the
linear automorphism D v (x)| Tan(S?(K, r), x) is diagonalizable with real eigenvalues. Moreover for
every eigenvalue X ofDl/;)((z)| Tan(S?(K,r),x) holds that

1
(1 = ple())r
Proof. All the assertions of this statement with the exception of the diagonalizability property of

Dl/ﬁ(ac)| Tan(S?(K,r), ), are contained in [KS21, Lemma 4.8]. Indeed, the first part of the proof

of this lemma in combination with [DRKS20, Remark 2.25] shows that D v% ()| Tan(S?(K,r), z) is
diagonalizable. (|

<x<

S|

3.4 Definition. Suppose K C R"*! is closed, z € dmn(D l/;)() and r = 5?} (). We define
X (@) <o <X, ()

to be the eigenvalues (counted with their algebraic multiplicity) of D V?} (z)| Tan(S?(K,r), z).

3.5 Lemma. The set dmnDl/}i is a Borel subset of R"™! and the functions X?(,i : dmnDV?} — R
are Borel functions.

Proof. Let X be the set of all authomorphisms 7' € Hom(R"*1, R"*!) with real eigenvalues. For
each T € X we define \o(T") < ... < A\ (T') to be the eigenvalues of T' counted with their algebraic
multiplicity and we define the map A : X — R"*! as

ANT) = \o(T), ... \(T))  for T € X.

We observe that ) is a continuous map by [HMS87], Theorem B|. Moreover we notice that dmn D V}i =
dmnDE?} and that this is a Borel subset of R**! by Lemma 21l For each z € dmnD{?}, since
D&% (z) (vl (x)) = 0, we have that

M(DEL(x) =0 and  N(DER(x) =1—8%(x)Xy 1y i(x) >0 fori=1,...,n

Since the map D 5?} : dmnDé’?} — X is a Borel function, we obtain the conclusion. [l



3.6 Lemma. Suppose K C R"*! is closed, (a,u) € N*(K),0<r <s< r?}(a,u) so that a+ru,a+
su € dmnDuf} and 71, .., 7, € Tan(W?, u).
Then Dl/;)((a +ru)T; = X%i(a + ru)m; for every i = 1,...,n if and only if DI/?}(& + su)T; =
X%i(a + su)T; for every i =1,...,n, in which case holds that
X%i(a + ru) X%i(a + su)
1-— TX}?Z-(G + ru) R sX?}ﬁi(a + su)

Proof. We define x = a +ru, y = a+ su and t = 7. We notice that 5?} is differentiable at y and

D &3 (y)] Tan(W?, w) = Idpunowes vy — 8 D (y)| Tan(W?, u).

Let & : R"1\ K — K and v : R""1\ K — W? such that £(z) € £%(2) and v(z) = 8% (2) "1 (z — £(2))
for each z € R\ K. It follows from the strict convexity of ¢ (see Remark [KS21] 2.11]) that

v(E(z) +t(z —€(2))) =v(z)  for z € R"TI\ K
differentiating this equality in y we obtain
Do) o [DE(y) + t(Idgoes — DEW))] = Duly).
Assume now Dv(y)7; = X?(J-(y)n for every i = 1,...,n. Then we get
X?i(y)ﬁ- =[1-(s— r)Xfﬁ(y)] Dv(z)m; for every i =1,...,n.

Since 1 — (s — T)X?(J-(y) > 0 for every i = 1,...,n by Lemma [33] we conclude that

_ X?(,i(y)
1= (s = r)X%.(v)

Dv(z)r; = Xf(’i(ac)ﬁ-, X}’ﬁ(ﬂ-(m)

and . .
XK,i(x) XK,i(y)

1-— TX?(J-(JC) 1— sX?i(y)

for everyi=1...,n.

The last paragraph shows in particular that D v(x)| Tan(W?, u) and D v(y)| Tan(W?,u) have the
same number k of distinct eigenvalues. Denoting with Ny(x),..., Ng(z) and Ny(y),..., Nk(y) the
eigenspaces of D v(z)| Tan(W?,u) and D v(y)| Tan(W?,u) respectively, we can also derive from the
last paragraph the inclusions N;(y) C N;(x) for every i = 1,..., k. Since

Ni(y) @ -+ @ Ni(y) = TanW?, u) = Ni(2) @ - - - © Ni (),
we conclude that N;(y) = N;(x) for every i = 1,...,n and the proof is completed. O
3.7 Definition. Suppose K C R"*! is closed. We define
N?(K) ={(a,u) € N*(K) : a4 ru € dmn(D v$) for every 0 < r < r%(a,u)}

and
Xf(,i(a + ru)

1 rX%i(a +ru)

Ii?(,i(a, w)

for (a,u) € N¢(K), O<r<r?}(a,u) andi=1,...,n.

3.8 Remark. Lemma ensures that the definition of n}?i(a,u) does not depend on the choice of
r and Theorem ensures that H™(N?(K)\ N?(K)) = 0. In particular we notice that N?(K) is
an H"-measurable subset of N?(K). Moreover by Remark [3.5 we deduce that the functions “?ﬂi are
H" L N?(K)-measurable.



3.9 Remark. Noting (Bl), we conclude from Lemma B3] that
1 o
———— < Ky i(a,u) < 400
TK(a’a ’LL)
for every (a,u) € N®(K) andi=1,...,n.

3.10 Lemma. Let K C R"*! be closed. Suppose T; : Kf‘i’(K) — R" fori=1,...,n, are defined
so that 7 (a,u), ..., Tu(a,u) form a basis of Tan(W?, u) with

Duﬁ(a + ru)(ri(a,u)) = X%i(a + ru)7i(a, u) fori=1,...;nand 0 <r < r‘;}(a,u)

and ; ]\~f¢(K) — R x R, fori=1,...,n, are defined so that
Cilayu) = (7i(a,u), m%i(a, w)Ti(a,w)) if n%i(a,u) < 00
o (0, 7i(a, w)) if K i (a,u) = +oo

For every H"™-measurable subset W C N?(K) with H* (W) < oo and for H" almost all (a,u) € W
we have that Tan" (H™ L W, (a,w)) is an n-dimensional plane and (1 (a,u), ..., (.(a,u) form a basis of
Tan" (H"™ L W, (a,u)). Moreover,

_ |71 (a,u) Ao A Tr(a,w)]
|G (a,u) Ao A Gula,u)]

aer‘z/Vp(avu) lﬁg’([{)(aau)

for H™ almost all (a,u) € W.
Proof. Assume W C N?(K) is H"-measurable and H"(W) < oo and A > 1. For r > 0 we define

W, ={(a,u) e W : r?}(a,u) > Ar},

that is an H"-measurable subset of W. We denote with W* the set of all (a,u) € W, such that

Tan" (H™ L W, (a,u)) is n-dimensional plane and Tan(H"™ . W, (a,u)) = Tan" (H" . W, (a,u)). Tt fol-

lows from [Fed69l 3.2.19] that H"(W, \ W;¥) = 0. Moreover we observe from coarea formula that

there exists J C {t : t > 0} with #!(J) = 0 such that H"(S?(K,r)\ Unp?(K)) = 0 for every r ¢ .J.
We fix r > 0, r ¢ J, and we define

M, ={a+ru: (a,u) € W,.}.

Notice that M, C S?(K,r) N {z : p%(z) > A} and M, is H"-measurable. By Theorem the
function 1#?}|MT is Lipschitz; moreover we notice that 1#?} (M) = W, and (¢?}|MT)’1(¢1, u) =a+ru
for (a,u) € W,. We denote with M the set of all z € M, such that Tan(S?®(K,r),z) is an n-
dimensional plane and Tan™(H" . M,., z) = Tan(S?(K,r), x). It follows from Remark 3.1 and [Fed69,
3.2.19] that H"™(M, \ M) = 0. We conclude that

H (W \ (W) N (M) = 0.

Moreover if (a,u) € (W} N 'lb?} (M?*)) N N?(K) it follows from [San20a, Lemma B.2] and Remark 3.2
that {71(a,u),...,7.(a,u)} is a basis of Tan(S?(K,7),a + ru),

D @b?}(a + ru)[Tan(S? (K, r), a + ru)] = Tan™(H" L W, (a, u))

and
1

D (a+ ru)(ri(a, u)) = § 1o
" rGila, u) if K ;(a,u) = +o00.

Cila,u) if n%i(a, u) < 00

This proves that {(i(a,u),...,{,(a,u)} is a basis of Tan" (H" L W, (a,u)) for H™ a.e. (a,u) € W, and
for every r ¢ J.

Since W = Ur>0 W, and W, C W, for 0 < s < r, there exists a sequence r; \, 0, r; ¢ J, so that
W = J;2, W,,. Henceforth, the proof is complete. O
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3.11 Definition. Let K C R"*! be closed. For every d = 0,...,n we define
Nd ={(a,u) €N DR gla,u) <00,k g4 (a,u) = oot
NY(K NO(K ¢ ¢

Moreover for every 7 =0,...,n we define E}?j : ]\~f¢(K) — R by

E® (a,u) = Z1§zl<...<zjgd [T “?{,zh if (a,u) € ]Xj(K) and d > j
K™ 0 if (a,u) € N(K) and d < j,

where for j = 0 this means E}?O = 1. Finally for every r = 0,...,n we define r-th ¢-mean curvature
of K as

T
¢ _ b 1
Hy, = ZEKJ 1N;in,r(K>'
j=0

We can now prove a general Steiner formula for arbitrary closed sets.

3.12 Theorem. Suppose K C R"*! is closed, 71, ...,Tn,C1,. .., Cn are H™ L N?(K)-measurable func-
tions satisfying the hypothesis in Lemmal[Z10 and J is the H™ L N?(K)-measurable function defined
on H™ almost all of N®(K) by

_ |71 (a,u) Ao A Tp(a,w)
|G (a,u) Ao A Gula,u)l

J(a,u) for H™ a.e. (a,u) € N®(K).

Then

/ (o) dLmt!
{2:0<8% (z)<p}

- 1
= D0 T o M )R 0) 00 B ) ) )

for every bounded Borel function ¢ : N®(K) — R and for every p > 0.
Proof. We define Q = {(a,u,t) : (a,u) € N*(K), 0 <t < r‘;}(a, u)} and the bijective map
f:Q—= R\ (K UCut?(K))

by f(a,u,t) = a + tu for (a,u,t) € Q. We choose a countable family {NNV; : i > 1} of Borel subsets
of N?(K) such that H"(N;) < oo and N; C N4 for every i > 1 and N?(K) = |2, N; (recall that
N?(K) is a Borel and countably n-rectifiable subset of R"*! x R"*1). We define ; = QN (N; x R)
for every i > 1 and we notice that €; is a Borel (n + 1)-rectifiable subset of R"*1 x R"*! x R.
Let ¢ : N?(K) — R be a bounded Borel function. Recalling that £*1(Cut?(K)) = 0, we use the
dominated convergence theorem and the coarea formula [Fed69, 3.2.22] to compute

(porpP)dL" = lim (popd)dLrt!
3 @
{x:0<8%, (z)<p} 00 J () N{x:0< 8% (z)<p}

= lim (p o pf) dLm
=0 J £10{(a,u,t):0<t<p}]

= lim (p(aa ’U,) ap Jf}-f—lf(aa u, t) dHn+1(aa u)

1220 Ja,n{(a,u,t):0<t<p}

inf{p,rf (a,u)} o
= lim / / o(a,u) ap J, 1 f(a,u,t) dt dH" (a,u).
N; Jo

17— 00
Noting that

Tan" T (H" L Qy, (a,u,t)) = Tan" (H" L Ny, (a,u)) x R for (a,u,t) € Q;,
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we can apply Lemma [B.10 to compute

ap Jgj_lf(a, u,t) 11?7;5(}()(“’ w)
_ |D f(a,u,t)(C1(a,u),0) A... AD fa,u,t)(o(a, u),0) AD f(a,u,t)(0,1)]
[C1(a,u) Ao A Cnla,u)]

d
n—d ( [T+ ts% (a, u))) 150 ey (@, )
j=1

ﬁf(K) (a7 u)

e, u) A AT (@, u) Al
TG, u) A A Cala, )]

d
— (n?(u) o ) IT1(a,u) Ao ATn(a,u) A n¢(u)|tn—d < H(1 + tli?(,j(a, u))) L0y (@ u)

|G (a,u) Ao A Cp(a, ) ey

d

= ¢(n?(u))J(a,u)t" ¢ ( H(l + tn%j(a, u))) 159 k) (a,u)

Jj=1

d
= o(n® () J(a,u) Y " HIE (a,u) 1o ) (a,0)
j=0

for H™"! a.e. (a,u,t) € Q; and d = 0,...,n. Consequently
ap Jg-:-lf(av u, t)

= Zap Jv?.;-lf(a’ u, t) 1ﬁf(K)
d=0

n d
= 6(n? () (a,0) 3 3 T ES (a,0) Lo ) (0. 1)

d=0 j=0

= ¢(n®(w)J(a,u) Y """ Hy, _, (a,u)

m=0

for H" ™! ae. (a,u,t) € Q; and we conclude

/ ((,0 ° Q/)ﬁ) d£n+1
{2:0<8% (z)<p}

= 1
= Z:O p— /]V¢(K) inf{p, r‘;}(a, u)}" " p(n? (u)) J(a, w) H}?n_m(a, u) p(a,u) dH"(a,u).

O

3.13 Remark. By Remark B9 we have that 1 + tn}?i(a,u) > 0 for every (a,u) € N(K) and for
every 0 < t < r?(K). Therefore the proof of Theorem B.I2] provides the equality

d 71
Q 1,d—n
J(aau)lﬁf(K)(a”u) = ap Jn+1f(aauat)¢(n¢) 1td <H(1 +tl€?(,j(a”u))> 1]\75([{)(0”“)
j=1
for every i > 1 and for H"*! a.e. (a,u,t) € Q;. In particular, if 7{,...,7.,(],..., ¢, is another set of

H" L N?(K)-measurable functions satisfying the hypothesis of Lemma 10 then

ITi(a,u) Ao AT(a,u)| (e, u) AL AT (a,u)]
[Gila,u) A AG(a,w)] (G a,u) AL A (a,u)]

for H™ a.e. (a,u) € N?(K).

In view of Remark B.13]it is convenient to introduce the following function.
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3.14 Definition. For every closed set K C R™*!, we denote with J;; any H" L N?(K)-measurable
function defined on H™ almost all of N¢(K) such that

|71 (a,u) Ao AT (a,u)]
[C1(a,u) Ao A Cnla, u)]

where 71,..., 7, (1, - -, Gy are H™ L N?(K)-measurable functions satisfying the hypothesis in Lemma
5. 10

J9 (a,u) = for H" a.e. (a,u) € N®(K),

3.15 Remark. The proof of Theorem provides also the formula

/{ o<t o1 }(ga o 1,b?}) dertt
T z)<p
inf{p,r? (a,u)} d
—Z/ w))J% (a, u)/ " <H 1+tl€K] au))) dt dH" (a,u)
0 =1

for every p > 0, that will be used in the proof of Theorem (.2

The following Corollary, besides of being of independent interest, plays a key role in the analysis
of the equality case in Theorem

3.16 Corollary. Suppose K C R™t! be a closed set, s > 0 and r?}(a,u) > s for H™ a.e. (a,u) €
N?(K). Then {x € R"*1: Jﬁ(z) < s} C Unp?(K).

Proof. It follows from Theorem that

n+1
/ (po ¢¢ acrtt = Z pn e, for 0 < p<s,
{2:0<8% (x)<p}

where I, (¢) = 7y Snexy d(n?) JY H;)(,nfm @ dH" form = 0,...,n. We conclude from [DRKS20),
Theorem 5.9] that {z € R"t!: 8% (z) < s} C Unp®(K). O

We conclude with the following Lemma, that will be useful later.
3.17 Lemma. For every closed set K C R*t1,
HO(N?(K,a)) € {1,2} for every a € p(ﬁf(K))

and

" (p[N?(K) \ N2 (K)]) = 0.

Proof. Let (a,u) € NY(K) and 0 < r < r?}(a,u). Then 1 — r)(?(yi(aJrru) >0 foreveryi=1,...,n

and, since these numbers are the eigenvalues of Dﬁﬁ(a + ru)| Tan(S?(K,7),a + ru), we conclude
(noting Remark B.2])

Tan(W?, u) = D €5 (a 4 ru)[Tan(S?(K, ), a + ru)] C Tan(K, a).

Since N(K,a) C Nor(K,a) C Nor(W?,u) and dim Nor(W?,u) = 1, it follows that H°(N?(K,a)) €
{1,2}. Moreover combining Lemma BI0 with coarea formula [Fed69, 3.2.22] we obtain

0= / ap JVW p(a,u) dH™ (W) = / HON® (K, z)) dH™ ()
WANE (K) [(WA\N (K)]

e (W \ NE(K)]) = 0
for every H"-measurable subset W C N?(K) with H"(W) < oo. O

3.18 Remark. In particular it follows from the previous Remark that if K C R"*! is a convex body,
then HO(N?(K,a)) =1 for each a € p(N?(K)).
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4 Anisotropic curvature measures for convex sets

If K C R"! is a closed convex set, then r?} = +o0 and n?}i >0 for every i = 1,...,n by &3).

Moreover N?(K) is an n-dimensional compact Lipschitz manifold and Cut®(K) = @. We introduce
now the anisotropic curvature measures of a convex set.

4.1 Definition. Let K C R"*! be a closed convex set and m = 0,...,n. The m-th support measure
of K with respect to ¢ is the measure C, (K, -) over R"*! x R"*! defined by (see [Fed69, 2.4] for the
definition of the upper integral [*)

1

CllB) = T

/B:N¢(K) ¢(n¢ (U)) ‘]K (a U) H;; i m(a’a u) dH™ (a7 u)

for every B C R""! x R"*! and the m-th curvature measure of K with respect to ¢ is the measure
over R"*! given by (see [Fed69, 2.1.2])

We also write C? (K) = C? (K, R™*!) (this is the anisotropic m-th mixed volume of K).

4.2 Remark. The measure CS (K,-) is a Radon measure over R"1 x R"! (see [Fed69, 2.2.5)).
Therefore it follows from [Fed69) 2.2.17] that C% (K, -) is a Radon measure over R"*1.

We can now state the local anisotropic Steiner formula for convex sets, which readily follows from
Theorem [B.12

4.3 Corollary. Let K C Rt be a closed convex set. Then
Lz eR™ 0 < 5‘;}(30) < p, £K )€ B}) = Z p"tmme? (K, B)
m=0

for every Borel subset B C 0K and for every p > 0.

4.4 Lemma. Suppose K C R""! is a convexr body and n is its (measure theoretic) exterior unit
normal. Then

C?(K,B) / d(n(x)) dH™ ()
for every Borel set B C 0K.

Proof. Noting that H;)(,o =1 Lemma B.10] implies that

Ni(K)
ap J5¢(K)p(a,u) = J? (a,u) ~Hf(,0(a, u) for H" a.e. (a,u) € N?(K).

Therefore, noting that N?(K,z) = {V¢(n(x))} for H" a.e. x € K by (@), we apply Coarea formula
[Fed69l 3.2.22] to conclude

Co (K, B) = / 0 7Y, u) 6 ) aH (0.0)

/BmaK /N¢ K,z) () dH’ (u) dH" ()
[ stafo) @)

We now prove the anisotropic Minkowski formulae for arbitrary convex bodies.
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4.5 Theorem. If K C R be a convex body and r = 1,...,n then
(=) [ oln® () T (a,0) HE,y(a,0) a0 )
Né(K)
= r/ [a e n®(u)]J% (a,u) HY La,u)dH" (a,u).
N¢(K) ’

V& (x)
Vo (@)

Proof. We set n(x) = for z € R*"*1\ K and

B,(K)={z e R":0<6%(z)<p for 0 < p < 0.
P K

We notice that B,(K) is a convex body with C*!-boundary 0B,(K) = S?(K, p) and 1|0B,(K) is its
exterior unit normal. Moreover for each p > 0 the map f, : N®(K) — S?(K, p), defined as

folasu)=a+pu  for (a,u) € N*(K),

is a bi-lipschitz homeomorphism by Theorem We observe (see proof of Theorem BI2) that
4 . n—m
IO Dy w) = Tielasw) 3 7 i (0:1)

for H™ a.e. (a,u) € N?(K). We set

In(K) = aen®(u)Jy(a,u) HY

Kon—m(a,u) dH" (a,u) form=0,...,n
Né(K)

and we compute

(n+ 1)L (By(K))

Il
T

xen(r)dH"(z)
5% (K,p)

[(a+ pu) o n(a + pu)] JY" 5 f,(a, u) dH™ (0, v)
?(K)

I
o

I
hE

P I (K) 4+ 3 (0 — m+ 1) (K.
m=0

m=0

Employing the Steiner formula 3] we get
(n+ DL (B(K)) = (n+ 1)L K) + (n+1) > p" e (K)
m=0
and we infer
n—1
Y In(K) = (m+ 1)Ch 1 (K)]p" ™ + L (K) = (n+ 1)L (K) = 0
m=0
for every p > 0. It follows that I, (K) = (m + 1)Cm+1( ) for m = 0,....,n—1 and I,(K)

(n + 1)L (K). o

4.6 Lemma. Suppose K C R"*! is a convex body, r =1,...,n, A > 0 and C:f_T(K, ) =ACO(K, ).
Then H}’;T(a,u) =0 for H" a.e. (a,u) € N®(K)\ N2(K) and

HY (a,u) = (r+ 1A > (%)(Z‘) for H" a.e. (a,u) € N*(K).
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Proof. We notice from Remark I8 that HO(N?(K,a)) = 1 for each a € p(N?(K)) and
PIN?(K) \ N (K)] N pN (K)] = 2.

From the equality C?_ (K,-) = A\C¢(K,-) we get

/;WB o0 (1) T . (- Hf 0, ) = A) 7 (0.0

1 /
T+ 1 (ve ()\NE(K))|B

$(n?(u) Jg(a,u) HY  (a,u) dH"(a,u) = 0

for every subset B C K. Choosing B = p[N?(K) \ N?(K)] in the last equation, we infer that
H%T(a,u) =0 for H" a.e. (a,u) € N*(K)\ N?(K). Moreover,

/J\~:¢(K)|B ¢(n¢(u)) J;;(a’u) (ﬁHﬁ,T(G‘?u) - /\) d?‘["(a,u) =0

for every B C p[N?(K)] and we infer that T—_}_le(T(a, u) = X for H™ a.e. (a,u) € N(K).
Let 1 be the (measure theoretic) exterior unit normal of K. Then, using Lemma B.I0] and coarea
formula, we observe

/ [ae nd’(u)]J;; (a,u) H}’;T(a, u) dH" (a,u)
No(K)
= /~¢ [ae n¢(u)]Jf((a, w) H?T(a, u) dH" (a,w)
Ny (K)
=(r+1)A /~¢ [a e n? ()] (a,u) dH" (a,u)
Ny (K)
= (r+1)\ / [a o n?(w)ap J,Y""p(a, u)dH" (a, u)
Né(K)

= (r+ 1))\/ / [a @ n?(u)] dHudH"a
0K JN*(K,a)

=(r+ 1)/\/ [aen(a)]dH"a
oK
= (r+DAn+ 1)L K).
Moreover, employing the Newton-McLaurin inequality [NicO0O, Theorem 1.1], we obtain

/ o(n?(w)) I (a, u) HY.,_ (a, u) dH(a, u)
Né(K)

> [ o) S B, () a1 (o)
N (K)

r

=[(r+ 1N+ <7:> . (r f 1>Cff(K).

We now use the Minkowski Formula in [L5 and, noting that (n —r+1) (f)_l( ")% =1, we conclude

> S ()"

s (7) (") fr 870 T o0 )

Sl

A(r+1)]
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5 An optimal geometric inequality

In this section we assume that ¢ is a uniformly convex C? norm.

5.1 Lemma. Suppose C C R"*! is a conver body, K is the closure of R"™\ C' and
LRI RMT 5 R x RO

is the linear map defined as i(a,u) = (a, —u) for every (a,u) € R"T1 x R"*1,
Then the following statements hold.

(a) HO(N?(K,a)) =1 and N®(K,a) = —N®(C,a) for every a € p(N?(K)).
(b) H"(N*(K)\ N (K)) = 0.

(c) n%i(a,u) = fngwrlfi(a, —u) for H" a.e. (a,u) € NO(K) andi=1,...,n.

(d) J}’é(a,u) =ap J,ivdb(K)L(a,u) Jg(a, —u) for H" a.e. (a,u) € N®(K).
Proof. The statement in [(a)] is contained in [San20b, Lemma 5.1] and the statement in [(b)] follows
from [San20b, Lemma 5.1] noting that H" (p[N?(K)\ N2(K)]) = 0 by Lemma BI7
We prove Firstly, we prove that
V?;(y) = {—yg((l +Na—Ay):ac€ 5‘;}@)} for every y € R"™ \ K and \ > 0. (7)
The equality in ([7) follows noting that if y € R"™1\ K, A >0 and a € E?}(y), then

a—y

a+>\5?}(y)6¢ ) =(14+Na — Ay,
P o)=Y "2 S(Ca)=d2"Y
M {6;‘;@)}’ MG {6?;@)}’
V(L Na—d) =SB, w14 = ) € vk()

Define S = p(L(N? (K))\N¢(C’)) and notice that H"(S) = 0 by Remark[B8 It follows from [San20D,
Lemma 5.1] that H"(N?(K)|S) = 0. Fix now (a,u) € N¢(K) with a ¢ S, 0 < r < r?}(a,u) and,
noting that 1 — rx?m-(a +ru) > 0 for every i = 1,...,n, we select A > 0 so that

® 1

XK,i(a+Tu)<m fOI"l:::l,...,TL.

Since a ¢ S, then (a, —u) € N*(C) and I/g is differentiable at a — tu for every ¢t > 0. Differentiating
at a + ru the equality in (), we compute
D (a+ru) = —Dvg(a— Aru)o (1 +N)DEY(a+ru) — Ignir).

If 71,...,7, form a basis of Tan(W?,u) such that Dufg(a + ru)(ry) = xfw(a + ru)7; for every
i=1,...,n, then we infer

Xieala +ru)

Dvé(a— \ru Ti) =
ol )(m) (1+/\)rx%i(a+ru)fl

Ty fori=1,...,n

and, noting that Tan(W{, —u) = Tan(W?, u) and (1 + )\)rx?i(a +ru) —1<0for every i = 1,...n,
we conclude that
X?{,i(a +ru)

(L4 Nrxg(a+ru) -1

X?‘,nJrlfi(a’ — Aru) =
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for every i = 1,...,n. Therefore,

¢ @
X _(a—=Aru X ila+ru
Cn+1 z( ) o K,z( ) _ —/ﬁfw(a,u)

¢ _
HC’nJrlﬂ(a’ W) 1-— ATXdC)’,n—i-l—i(a — Aru) 7’)(?(71.((1 +ru)—1
foreveryi=1,...,n.

Finally we prove@ Let 71,...,7n,C1, .., (o be H™ L N?(K)-measurable functions satisfying the
hypothesis of Lemma[310l The argument of the previous paragraph in combination with Lemma [3.6]
shows that

D I/g(a —tu)(r(a,u)) = Xgnﬂ_i(a — tu)mi(a,u)

for H™ a.e. (a,u) € N®(K) and for every ¢t > 0. Since ng,i(a, —u) < oo for H" a.e. (a,u) € N®(K)
by @ and we infer that

|71 (a,u) Ao AT (a,u)]
|L(Cl (aa u)) AN L(C’n(aau)”

Jg(a, —u) =

for H™ a.e. (a,u) € N?(K). Since

|e(Gila,w)) A ... A uGn(a,u))|
|G (a,u) Ao A Cp(a, )

the equation in @ follows. [l

ap J,ILV¢(K)L(G, u) =

)

5.2 Theorem. Suppose C C R"*! is a convex body. Then

B J¢(a,u)M dH"™(

a,u).
Koy T HE (a,u)

(1)) < [
Moreover, if the equality holds and there exists ¢ < oo so that Hg,l(a,u) < q for H"™ a.e. (a,u) €
N2(C), then 8C = a+ sW? for some a € R and s > 0.

Proof. We assume that Hgl(a, u) > 0 for H™ a.e. (a,u) € N¢(C), otherwise the inequality is trivially
true. Let K be the closure of R"*!\ C and notice by Lemma [5.1] that

for H"™ a.e. (a,u) € N?(K). We use the inequality in Remark [ to infer that

n

- for H™ a.e. (a,u) € N®(K)
H?(,l(aﬂu)

r?} (a,u) <
and 1+ m%i(a,u) > 0 for H" a.e. (a,u) € N?(K) and for every 0 < t < r%(a,u). Noting that
n?(u) = —n?(—u) for every u € W?, we can use Lemma [5.] the formula in Remark B.I5] and the
classical arithmetic-geometric mean inequality to estimate

rf((a,u) n
et = n?(u))JL (a,u kS (a,u "(a,u
()= [ st [ TI0 e ) dea o)

j=1

i (a,u) + "
S/N¢(K) ¢(n¢(U>>J§(a,U)/O (1+EH;)(71(G’U>) dthn(a7u>

7H¢ nau t "
g/ ¢(n¢(u>>J;§(a,u)/ R (L4 ZH (a,0)) dedH" (o)
N*(K) 0 n
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THE em t n
= / ap JY"u(a,u) I (a, —u) $(n (u) / TR (1 ZHY y(a,0)) dEdH o, 0)
N (K) 0 n

Y na u t n
< /~¢ ¢(n¢(u))Jg(a,u)/ Galod (17 —Hgl(a,u)) dt dH" (a,u)
Nz (C) 0 n

_on é o(n®(w) . .
= /1\75;(()) Ja(a, ) 7Hg71(a,u) dH" (a,u).

We discuss now the equality case. We assume that Hg,l(a,u) < q for H" ae. (a,u) € N2(O).
We notice that the inequalities in the last estimate become equalities. In particular we deduce the
inequality

rf}(a,u):f% > for H™ a.e. (a,u) € N?(K)
Hy (a,u) 4
and the umbilicality condition
kS (a,u) = ... =K% (a,u) for H"™ a.e. (a,u) € N®(K)
w1(a o= R (a, . (a, :

Consequently we infer from Corollary B8 that {z € R™1 : 6% () < a1 c Unp?(K). It follows that

S?(K,r) is a closed C*'-hypersurface for every 0 < r < 2 by [DRKS20, Corollary 5.8]. Moreover the
aforementioned umbilicality condition gives

Xp (@) = ... = Xy, (@)

for H" a.e. z € S?(K,r) and for every 0 < r < & We deduce from [DRKS20, Lemma 3.2] that for
every 0 <r < % there exists ¢, € R"*! and )\, > 0 so that S?(K,r) = ¢, + A\, W?. (Notice that the

last line of [DRKS20, Lemma 3.2] contains a typo: one should replace the equality M = OB (a, |\|~1)
with M = OB'" (a,|\|~!), which is what the proof given there proves.) Now fix 0 < 7 < i and notice
that

VJ?} (¢r + Ar2)

VOO T AR d(,
V&% (¢ + Ar2)| =)

" 2= Vo(n®(2) = ~V(VE (e +A2) = —vig(er + Arz)
for every z € W?, whence we infer that
e+ O +1)IW? = {z — vl (x) :x e S°(K,r)} C OK.
This implies that ¢, + (A, +7)W? = K and the proof is complete. O

5.8 Remark. Similar inequalities have been proved for smooth domains in [HLMGO9] and for certain
sets of finite perimeter in [DRKS20].

5.4 Theorem. Suppose C C R"*! is a convex body, r =1,...,n, A >0 and CZ)_T(C’, )= AC2(C,).
Then OC = a + sW? for some a € R"™! and s > 0.

Proof. The Newton-McLaurin inequality (see [NicO0, Theorem 1.1]) together with Lemma L6l implies

1 ()

Engl(a, U) > m for H™ a.e. (a, U) S N,,?(C) (8)

For every € > 0 we set

~ [
Z, = {(a,u) c N,‘f(C) : %Hg,l(a,u) > (1 +e)%}.

18



We claim that H"(Z.) = 0 for every € > 0. If there existed € > 0 so that H"(Z,) > 0, then we could
employ (®)) to estimate

n®(u
n/~¢ Jgﬁ(a,u)w dH"™(a,u)
N (C)

HC,l(avu)
=n d)auM "(a,u) +n ¢auL "(a,u
= [, a8 o @)+ | et ) e
(n+1)L"(0)
Cr(C)
< (n+1)L"(0)

W@Yb(c, Z.)

G (0. N®
Cr(C,NP(C)\ Ze) + Ot "

in contradiction with the inequality in Theorem
Since H"(Z,) = 0 for every € > 0, we infer from (§) that

1 C2(0) ~
¢ _ n n
EHC,l(a’u) = m for 7‘[ a.e. (a, U) S N,,?(C)
and we obtain the conclusion employing the second part of Theorem O
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