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ANISOTROPIC CURVATURE MEASURES AND VOLUME PRESERVING

FLOWS

BEN ANDREWS, YITAO LEI, YONG WEI, AND CHANGWEI XIONG

Abstract. In the first part of this paper, we develop the theory of anisotropic curvature mea-
sures for convex bodies in the Euclidean space. It is proved that any convex body whose bound-
ary anisotropic curvature measure equals a linear combination of other lower order anisotropic
curvature measures with nonnegative coefficients is a scaled Wulff shape. This generalizes the
classical results by Schneider [Comment. Math. Helv. 54 (1979), 42–60] and by Kohlmann
[Arch. Math. (Basel) 70 (1998), 250–256] to the anisotropic setting. The main ingredients
in the proof are the generalized anisotropic Minkowski formulas and an inequality of Heintze–
Karcher type for convex bodies.

In the second part, we consider the volume preserving flow of smooth closed convex hyper-
surfaces in the Euclidean space with speed given by a positive power α of the kth anisotropic
mean curvature plus a global term chosen to preserve the enclosed volume of the evolving hy-
persurfaces. We prove that if the initial hypersurface is strictly convex, then the solution of the
flow exists for all time and converges to the Wulff shape in the Hausdorff sense. The character-
ization theorem for Wulff shapes via the anisotropic curvature measures will be used crucially
in the proof of the convergence result. Moreover, in the cases k = 1, n or α ≥ k, we can further
improve the Hausdorff convergence to the smooth and exponential convergence.
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1. Introduction

The curvature measures for sets of positive reach (i.e., those sets admitting a locally unique
metric projection; see, e.g., [23, Def. 1.1]) in the Euclidean space have been extensively studied
since they were introduced by Federer [13] in 1959. Schneider [31] in 1978 developed the theory
of curvature measures for convex bodies, an important subclass of sets with positive reach. Here
by convex body we mean compact subset of Rn+1 with nonempty interior. Given a convex body
K in R

n+1, ε > 0 and any Borel set β ∈ B(Rn+1), the local ε-parallel set of K is defined by

Aε(K,β) := {x ∈ R
n+1 : 0 < d(K,x) ≤ ε, p(K,x) ∈ β}

which is the set of all points x ∈ R
n+1 such that the distance 0 < d(K,x) ≤ ε and the nearest

point p(K,x) to x on K belongs to β. The volume of Aε(K,β) is a polynomial of degree n+ 1
in the parameter ε (see [33, §4.2]):

Hn+1(Aε(K,β)) =
1

n+ 1

n∑

k=0

εn+1−k

(
n+ 1

k

)
Ck(K,β) (1.1)

for β ∈ B(Rn+1) and ε > 0. The equation (1.1) can be viewed as a localized version of the
classical Steiner formula. The coefficients C0(K, ·), . . . , Cn(K, ·) of (1.1) are called the curvature
measures of the convex body K, which are Borel measures on R

n+1. A special one is Cn which
is the boundary area measure given by Cn(K,β) = Hn(β ∩ ∂K) for β ∈ B(Rn+1).

The curvature measures, as a measure theoretical replacement of the mean curvatures Ek

(1 ≤ k ≤ n) in the smooth differential geometry, have many applications in the non-smooth
case. In 1979, Schneider [32] applied the curvature measures to characterize the Euclidean ball,
and proved the following generalization of the classical Alexandrov Theorem in the differential
geometry.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 8.5.7 in [33]). Let m ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}. If K is a convex body in R
n+1

and its curvature measure Cm(K, ·) satisfies

Cm(K,β) = c Cn(K,β) (1.2)

for any Borel set β ∈ B(Rn+1) and a constant c > 0, then K is a ball.

The classification result in Theorem 1.1 was generalized later by Kohlmann [25] to the case
where a linear combination of curvature measures with nonnegative coefficients equals the bound-
ary area measure. If K is a smooth convex body, then the curvature measures can be given as
the following integrals

Ck(K,β) =

∫

β∩∂K
En−k(λ)dH

n, k = 0, . . . , n (1.3)

for any Borel set β ∈ B(Rn+1), where En−k(λ) is the (n−k)th mean curvature of the hypersurface
∂K and is defined as the normalized (n−k)th elementary symmetric polynomial of the principal
curvatures λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) of ∂K. The equation (1.2) for a smooth convex bodyK is equivalent
to that En−m(λ) is a constant on the boundary ∂K, which implies that K is a Euclidean ball
by the classical Alexandrov theorem.

The curvature measures are useful in the study of the geometry of hypersurfaces. Recently, the
first and the third authors [6] developed a new application of the curvature measures in the study
of volume preserving curvature flows. The classification result in Theorem 1.1 was used crucially
in [6] to establish the Hausdorff convergence of a class of volume preserving curvature flows in
the Euclidean space by positive powers of higher order mean curvatures. The main objective
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of this paper is to establish the theory of curvature measures in the anisotropic geometry, and
then to develop their applications in the study of volume preserving anisotropic curvature flows.

1.1. Anisotropic curvature measures. In this paper, we first develop the analogues of the
curvature measures by incorporating some explicit anisotropy, which we call the anisotropic
curvature measures. The concept of anisotropy originates from crystallography and dates back
to Wulff [42]. Let γ ∈ C∞(Sn) be a smooth positive function such that the square of its positively
1-homogeneous extension on R

n+1 \ {0} is uniformly convex. Consider the anisotropic surface
energy functional

E(K) =

∫

∂∗K
γ(ν)dHn (1.4)

among sets of finite perimeter, where ∂∗K denotes the reduced boundary of K and ν denotes
the outward unit normal vector field. The isoperimetric problem for this energy functional is
uniquely solved by a scaled translated Wulff shape W , which is the set

W =
⋂

ν∈Sn

{
x ∈ R

n+1 : x · ν ≤ γ(ν)
}

determined by the function γ, see [10, 16, 35]. A sharp quantitative version of the anisotropic
isoperimetric problem was established by Figalli, Maggi and Pratelli [15], corresponding to the
stability for the Wulff shape of a given surface energy (1.4). The function γ ∈ C∞(Sn) is called
the support function of the Wulff shape W . The assumption on γ ensures that W is a smooth
uniformly convex body in R

n+1, and its boundary Σ = ∂W is also called the Wulff shape
determined by the support function γ. See §2.1 for details.

The anisotropy is considered in the relative (or Minkowski) differential geometry as well,
where the Wulff shape plays the similar role as the unit sphere plays in the Euclidean geometry;
see [9] and references therein. In fact, the Wulff shape allows us to define the anisotropic normal
of any smooth orientable hypersurface Mn in R

n+1 by a map νγ : M → Σ, which takes each
point x ∈ M to the point in Σ with the same oriented tangent hyperplane. The anisotropic
Weingarten map Wγ is the derivative of the anisotropic normal νγ , which is a linear map from
TxM to itself at each point. The eigenvalues κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) of Wγ are called the anisotropic
principal curvatures. We define the kth anisotropic mean curvature of M as the normalized kth
elementary symmetric function Ek of the anisotropic principal curvatures κ:

Ek = Ek(κ) =

(
n

k

)−1 ∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n

κi1 · · · κik , k = 1, . . . , n. (1.5)

It was proved in [22] that any smooth embedded closed hypersurface in Rn+1 with constant kth
anisotropic mean curvature for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n is a scaled Wulff shape. Note that when the
Wulff shape is the unit sphere, the kth anisotropic mean curvature defined in (1.5) is just the
kth mean curvature of the hypersurface in the Euclidean space, and the result in [22] reduces
to the classical Alexandrov theorem.

To introduce the anisotropic curvature measures, we need a notion of local “ε-parallel set” of
a convex body in the anisotropic setting. This will be defined via the following relative distance
function. Given a Wulff shapeW , we define a (non-symmetric) distance function in R

n+1 relative
to W , by setting dW (x, y) = inf{r > 0 : y ∈ x + rW}. Then the relative distance of a point
y ∈ R

n+1 from a set K is defined as

dW (K, y) = inf{dW (x, y) : x ∈ K}.
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If K is a convex body, then the infimum in the above definition is attained at a single point
which we denote by fK(y) ∈ ∂K. For any open set β in R

n+1 and ε > 0, we define the local
ε-parallel set of K as follows

Aε(K,β) = {x ∈ R
n+1 : 0 < dW (K,x) ≤ ε, fK(x) ∈ β}.

The anisotropic curvature measures can be formally defined as the coefficients of the polynomial

Hn+1(Aε(K,β)) =
1

n+ 1

n∑

r=0

εn+1−r

(
n+ 1

r

)
Φr(K;β), (1.6)

which is called the Steiner formula for the volume of the anisotropic local parallel set of K.
Strictly speaking, as Aε(K,β) and Φr(K;β) depend on the Wulff shape W and it would be
better to use the notation Aε,W (K,β) and Φr,W (K;β), but we will omit the subscriptW for the
simplicity of the notation. We will discuss in §3 the derivation of the formula (1.6), and prove
that Φr(K;β) indeed defines a measure on R

n+1 and has the weak continuity property with
respect to the Hausdorff distance. As a key ingredient, we introduce the generalized anisotropic
principal curvatures of a convex body K living on the anisotropic normal bundle of K. In
§4, using the anisotropic curvature measures we prove a generalized version of the Minkowski
formulas, which hold for any convex body in the Euclidean space. Moreover, the anisotropic
curvature measures allow us to derive in §5 a representation formula for the volume of a convex
body involving the anisotropic interior reach, which leads to an inequality of Heintze–Karcher
type. Combining the anisotropic Minkowski formulas and the inequality of Heintze–Karcher
type, we are able to prove the following theorem on the anisotropic curvature measures, which
is the content of §6.

Theorem 1.2. Let W be a Wulff shape in R
n+1 with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn). For

a convex body K and some constants λ0, . . . , λn−1 ≥ 0, assume that the anisotropic curvature
measures of K satisfy

Φn(K; ·) =
n−1∑

r=0

λrΦr(K; ·). (1.7)

Then K is a scaled Wulff shape.

Theorem 1.2 is the anisotropic analogue of the results proved by Schneider [32] and Kohlmann
[25]. In particular, any convex body with anisotropic curvature measures satisfying

Φn(K; ·) = cΦn−k(K; ·) (1.8)

for some k = 1, . . . , n and some constant c > 0 must be a scaled Wulff shape. When the Wulff
shapeW is the unit Euclidean ball, Theorem 1.2 with anisotropic curvature measures satisfying
(1.8) reduces to Theorem 1.1 by Schneider [32]. When the convex body K is smooth, Equation
(1.8) implies that the kth anisotropic mean curvature of ∂K is a constant. Then in this case
the conclusion of Theorem 1.2 reduces to the result proved by He, Li, Ma, and Ge [22] for
hypersurfaces with constant kth anisotropic mean curvature.

1.2. Volume preserving anisotropic curvature flows. In the second part of this paper, we
will apply Theorem 1.2 to study the anisotropic analogue of the volume preserving curvature
flow. Let W be a Wulff shape in R

n+1 with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn), and let X0 :
Mn → R

n+1 be a smooth embedding such that M0 = X0(M) is a strictly convex hypersurface
in R

n+1 enclosing a smooth convex body K0. We consider the smooth family of embeddings
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X :Mn × [0, T ) → R
n+1 satisfying




∂

∂t
X(x, t) = (φ(t)− E

α/k
k (κ))νγ(x, t),

X(·, 0) = X0(·),
(1.9)

where α > 0, Ek(κ) is the kth anisotropic mean curvature defined in (1.5) and νγ(x, t) is the
anisotropic normal of the evolving hypersurfaceMt = X(M, t). The global term φ(t) in the flow
(1.9) is chosen as

φ(t) =
1

|Mt|γ

∫

Mt

E
α/k
k (κ)dµγ (1.10)

to preserve the volume of the closure Kt of the domain enclosed by Mt, where dµγ = γ(ν)dµ
is the anisotropic area form on Mt and |Mt|γ is the anisotropic area of Mt (i.e., the anisotropic
perimeter defined in (1.4) for smooth convex bodies).

We will prove the following convergence result for the flow (1.9).

Theorem 1.3. Let W be a Wulff shape in R
n+1 with the smooth support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn),

and X0 :M
n → R

n+1 be a smooth embedding such that M0 = X0(M) is a closed strictly convex
hypersurface in R

n+1 enclosing a convex body K0.

(1) For any k ∈ {1, . . . , n} and α > 0, the volume preserving flow (1.9) has a smooth
strictly convex solution Mt for all time t ∈ [0,∞), and Mt converges as t → ∞ to a
scaled Wulff shape M∞ = r̄Σ in the Hausdorff sense, where r̄ is the radius such that
Vol(K0) = r̄n+1Vol(W ).

(2) For (i) k = 1 and α > 0, or (ii) k = n and α > 0, or (iii) α ≥ k = 1, . . . , n, we can
improve the Hausdorff convergence in (1) to the smooth and exponential convergence.

Anisotropic analogue of mean curvature flow has been studied as models of crystal growth [36]
and other phenomena involving the motion of interfaces [7, 8]. The graphical anisotropic mean
curvature flow has been studied by the first author and Clutterbuck [5, 11], but the conver-
gence result of the anisotropic mean curvature flow for smooth, closed and convex hypersurfaces
(anisotropic analogue of Huisken’s result [18] in 1984) has not yet been proved. The difficulty lies
in the increased complexity of the evolution equations of geometric quantities due to the pres-
ence of the anisotropy and thus it is hard to obtain a priori curvature pinching ratio estimates.
In 2001, the first author [2] considered the anisotropic analogue of Huisken’s volume-preserving
mean curvature flow [19] (corresponding to the case k = 1 and α = 1 of the flow (1.9)), and
proved that the solutions converge to the Wulff shape corresponding to the anisotropy. Though
the curvature pinching is still not available, the convergence result was proved by exploring the
monotonicity of the isoperimetric ratio. Our Theorem 1.3 is a generalization of the main result
in [2] to the flow by arbitrary positive powers of higher order anisotropic mean curvatures.

In the proof of Theorem 1.3, we exploit the isoperimetric bounds on the evolving domains.
For a smooth convex body K in R

n+1, the mixed volume relative to W is defined as

Vn+1(K,W ) = (n+ 1)Vol(K), V0(K,W ) = (n+ 1)Vol(W ),

Vn+1−k(K,W ) =

∫

∂K
Ek−1dµγ , k = 1, . . . , n,

where Ek−1 is the (k − 1)st anisotropic mean curvature of ∂K relative to the Wulff shape W .
We consider the following isoperimetric ratio

Iℓ(K,W ) =
Vℓ(K,W )n+1

Vn+1(K,W )ℓ V0(K,W )n+1−ℓ
, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n, (1.11)
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for the convex body K. We will prove that In+1−k(Kt,W ) is monotone non-increasing in time
along the flow (1.9), and thus is bounded from above by its initial value. On the other hand,
the Alexandrov–Fenchel inequality (2.16) implies

Iℓ(K,W ) ≥ 1, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n,

with the equality if and only if K is homothetic toW . These can be used to control the geometry
of the evolving hypersurface Mt, including the n-dimensional anisotropic area, the anisotropic
inner radius and outer radius.

To study the long-time behavior of the flow (1.9), we employ the anisotropic Gauss map
parametrization which we will review in §8 and we rewrite the flow as a scalar parabolic equation
of the “anisotropic support function s” on the Wulff shape Σ. This allows us to use the inner
radius bound and Tso’s technique [38] to give an upper bound on the kth anisotropic mean
curvature and the two-sided positive bounds on the global term φ(t). We can also obtain
the convexity estimate for the evolving hypersurfaces by estimating an upper bound on the
anisotropic principal radii τ = (τ1, . . . , τn), which are eigenvalues of the matrix

τij[s] = ∇̄i∇̄js+ ḡijs−
1

2
Qijk∇̄ks.

Here Qijk comes from the anisotropy which creates lots of extra terms in the evolution equation
of τij. Thus the maximum principle for tensors may not be applied directly to the evolution of
τij to deduce its upper bound. To overcome this problem, we notice that the evolution equation
of s has some terms which could be used to control the bad terms in the evolution of τij, and
we can combine them together to get a time dependent upper bound on the largest anisotropic
principal radius. Then a standard contradiction argument can be used to conclude the long-time
existence of the flow.

From the monotonicity of In+1−k(Kt,W ) and the long-time existence of the flow, we show
that the anisotropic curvature measures of the limit convex body satisfy the equation (1.8)
and thus the limit convex body is a scaled Wulff shape by our Theorem 1.2. This proves the
Hausdorff convergence of Kt to a scaled Wulff shape. Then we can apply the argument in [6, §7]
(a variation of Smoczyk’s method [34]) to conclude a uniform lower bound on the kth anisotropic
mean curvature. This allows us to obtain uniform regularity estimates for the flow (1.9) in the
cases k = 1, α > 0 and k = n, α > 0. The smooth convergence of the flow then follows in these
cases.

To deal with the case α ≥ k = 1, . . . , n, we need to further explore the Hausdorff convergence
of the solution. We first improve the C0 and C1 estimates and show that the anisotropic support
function is close to a constant (with respect to some moving center) and its gradient is almost
zero. Since α ≥ k, by the Haussdorff convergence and Hölder inequality we also show that the
global term φ(t) satisfies the property

lim inf
t→∞

φ(t) ≥ r̄−α,

where r̄ is the anisotropic radius of the limit Wulff shape. To derive the C2 estimate, we again
employ the anisotropic Gauss map parametrization. As we already have the C1 estimate, the
C2 estimate is equivalent to the bounds on the anisotropic principal curvatures. Equivalently, it
suffices to estimate the upper bound on the anisotropic principal radii of curvature τ1, . . . , τn. For
this purpose, we apply the maximum principle to the evolution equation of an auxiliary function
involving τij [s], the anisotropic support function s and its gradient, and use the improved C0, C1

estimates of s and the above-mentioned property of φ(t). This is the most technical part in the
proof, where an observation on smooth symmetric functions due to Guan, Shi, and Sui [17] will
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be used. Finally, we show that the smooth convergence is in the exponential rate by studying
the linearization of the flow around the Wulff shape.

Remark 1.1. We remark that the smooth convergence in Theorem 1.3 holds for all α > 0
and all k = 1, · · · , n in the isotropic case (i.e., in the case that the Wulff shape W is the unit
Euclidean ball), see Theorem 1.1 in [6]. It’s a natural question whether this is still true in the
general anisotropic setting for 0 < α < k, k = 2, · · · , n− 1.

1.3. Organization of the paper. In §2 we review some basic facts on the Wulff shape, the
anisotropic geometry, the mixed volumes and the Alexandrov–Fenchel inequalities. §§3–6 com-
prise the first part of the paper. In §3 we introduce the anisotropic curvature measures and study
their basic properties. In §4 we prove the generalized anisotropic Minkowski integral formulas.
Next in §5 we discuss the volume representation of convex bodies in terms of the anisotropic in-
terior reach. Finally in §6 we first use the volume representation in §5 to establish an inequality
of Heintze–Karcher type, and then combine this inequality with the Minkowski formulas in §4
to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. After §6 we come to the second part of the paper, which
consists of §§7–11. In §7 we review the variation equations along a general anisotropic curva-
ture flow and study basic properties of our volume preserving anisotropic curvature flow. In
§8 we introduce the anisotropic Gauss map parametrization of convex hypersurfaces and derive
evolution equations for various geometric quantities under this parametrization. Next in §9 we
show the long-time existence of our anisotropic curvature flow by investigating the upper bound
for the anisotropic principal radii of curvature of the evolving hypersurfaces. Then in §10 we
use the characterization of Wulff shapes via anisotropic curvature measures in Theorem 1.2 to
obtain the Hausdorff convergence of the flow. This could be used to improve the estimate on
the global term φ(t). By the Hausdorff convergence and a variant of Smoczyk’s method [34], in
§10 we also prove a uniform positive lower bound on the kth anisotropic mean curvature. In the
last section §11 we show the smooth and exponential convergence of the flow for some special
cases as mentioned above, and so finish the proof of Theorem 1.3. Throughout the paper the
Einstein convention on the summation for indices is used unless otherwise indicated.

Acknowledgments. The research of the first two authors was supported by Laureate Fel-
lowship FL150100126 of the Australian Research Council. The third author was supported
by National Key Research and Development Project SQ2020YFA070080 and Research grant
KY0010000052 from University of Science and Technology of China. The fourth author was
supported by the funding (no. 1082204112549) from Sichuan University.

2. Preliminaries on anisotropic geometry

In this section, we briefly review the anisotropic geometry and mixed volumes in convex
geometry. We refer the readers to [2, 33,43] for more details.

2.1. The Wulff shape. Let γ be a smooth positive function on the sphere S
n such that the

matrix

Aγ(x) = ∇S∇Sγ(x) + γ(x)gSn , x ∈ S
n (2.1)

is positive definite, where ∇S denotes the covariant derivative on S
n. Then there exists a unique

smooth strictly convex hypersurface Σ given by

Σ =
{
φ(x)|φ(x) := γ(x)x+∇Sγ(x), x ∈ S

n
}
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whose support function is given by γ. Denote the closure of the enclosed domain of Σ byW . We
call W (and Σ) the Wulff shape determined by the function γ ∈ C∞(Sn). When γ is a constant,
the Wulff shape is just a round sphere.

The smooth function γ on S
n can be extended homogeneously to a 1-homogeneous function

on R
n+1 by

γ(x) = |x|γ(x/|x|), x ∈ R
n+1 \ {0}

and setting γ(0) = 0. Then it is easy to show that φ(x) = Dγ(x) for x ∈ S
n, where D denotes

the gradient on R
n+1. The homogeneous extension γ defines a Minkowski norm on R

n+1, that
is, γ is a norm on R

n+1 and D2(γ2) is uniformly positive definite in R
n+1 \ {0}. We can define

a dual Minkowski norm γ0 on R
n+1 by

γ0(z) := sup
x 6=0

〈x, z〉

γ(x)
, z ∈ R

n+1. (2.2)

Then the Wulff shape W can be written as

W =
{
z ∈ R

n+1 : γ0(z) ≤ 1
}
,

and Σ = ∂W = {z ∈ R
n+1 : γ0(z) = 1}.

2.2. Anisotropic geometry. Let M be a smooth orientable hypersurface in the Euclidean
space R

n+1 with a unit normal vector field ν, and Σ be the Wulff shape defined in §2.1. We
define the anisotropic normal of M as the map νγ :M → Σ given by

νγ(x) = φ(ν(x)) = γ(ν(x))ν(x) +∇Sγ(ν(x)) ∈ Σ

for any point x ∈ M . It follows from the 1-homogeneity of γ that νγ(x) = Dγ(ν(x)). The
anisotropic Weingarten map is a linear map

Wγ = dνγ : TxM → Tνγ(x)Σ.

Note that Wγ = Aγ ◦ W, where W = dν = (hji ) is the Weingarten map of the hypersurface M .
Recall that the eigenvalues ofW are the principal curvatures λ = (λ1, . . . , λn). The eigenvalues of
Wγ are called the anisotropic principal curvatures ofM , and we denote them by κ = (κ1, . . . , κn).

If we write Wγ = (ĥji ) in local coordinates, then

ĥji (x) = (Aγ(ν(x)))
k
i h

j
k(x). (2.3)

In particular, it follows from (2.3) that En(κ) = det(Aγ(ν))En(λ).

For any smooth orientable hypersurface M in R
n+1, we define the anisotropic area functional

as

|M |γ :=

∫

M
γ(ν)dµ,

where ν is a fixed unit normal vector field of M and dµ is the area form of the induced metric
on M from the Euclidean space R

n+1. We set dµγ = γ(ν)dµ and call it the anisotropic area
form of M .

There is another formulation of the anisotropic principal curvatures, which was introduced
by the first author in [2] and reformulated by Xia in [43]. The idea is to define a new metric on
R
n+1 using the second derivatives of the dual function γ0 of the homogeneous extension of γ.

This new metric on R
n+1 is defined as

G(z)(U, V ) :=
1

2

n+1∑

i,j=1

∂2(γ0)2(z)

∂zi∂zj
U iV j (2.4)
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for z ∈ R
n+1 \ {0} and U, V ∈ TzR

n+1. The third derivatives of γ0 can be used to define

Q(z)(U, V, Y ) :=
1

2

n+1∑

i,j,k=1

∂3(γ0)2(z)

∂zi∂zj∂zk
U iV jY k (2.5)

for z ∈ R
n+1 \ {0} and U, V, Y ∈ TzR

n+1. The 1-homogeneity of γ0 implies that

G(z)(z, z) =1, G(z)(z, V ) = 0, for z ∈ Σ and V ∈ TzΣ,

Q(z)(z, U, V ) =0, for z ∈ Σ and U, V ∈ R
n+1.

For a smooth hypersurface M in R
n+1, the anisotropic normal νγ lies in Σ. Then

G(νγ)(νγ , νγ) =1, G(νγ)(νγ , U) = 0, for U ∈ TM,

Q(νγ)(νγ , U, V ) =0, for U, V ∈ R
n+1.

Thus νγ is perpendicular to TM with respect to the metric G(νγ). This induces a Riemannian
metric ĝ on M from (Rn+1, G) by

ĝ(x) := G(νγ(x))
∣∣
TxM

, x ∈M. (2.6)

The second fundamental form of (M, ĝ) ⊂ (Rn+1, G) is defined by

ĥij = −G(νγ)(νγ , ∂i∂jX), (2.7)

where X is the position vector of the hypersurfaceM in R
n+1. Then the anisotropic Weingarten

map has the expression Wγ = (ĥji ) = (
∑

k ĝ
jkĥik). The anisotropic Weingarten formula says

that

∂iνF = ĥki ∂kX. (2.8)

We can state the anisotropic analogue of the Gauss equation and Codazzi equation:

R̂ijkℓ = ĥikĥjℓ − ĥiℓĥjk + ∇̂ℓAjki − ∇̂kAjℓi

+ ĝpmAjkpAmℓi − ĝpmAjℓpAmki, (2.9)

∇̂kĥij+ĥ
ℓ
jAℓki = ∇̂jĥik + ĥℓkAℓji,

where ∇̂ and R̂ are the Levi-Civita connection and Riemannian curvature tensor of ĝ respectively,
and A is a 3-tensor

Aijk = −
1

2

(
ĥℓiQjkℓ + ĥℓjQiℓk − ĥℓkQijℓ

)
,

with Qijk = Q(νγ)(∂iX, ∂jX, ∂kX). Note that by definition (2.5), Q is totally symmetric in all
three indices. Hence the tensor Aijk is symmetric for the first two indices.

When the hypersurfaceM is the Wulff shape Σ, the anisotropic normal νγ is just the position
vector and the anisotropic principal curvatures are all equal to 1. Then Aijk = −Qijk/2 which is
symmetric in all indices. We use the notations ḡ, ∇̄ and R̄ to denote the induced metric on the
Wulff shape Σ from (Rn+1, G), and its Levi-Civita connection and curvature tensor, respectively.
Then ∇̄ℓQijk is totally symmetric in four indices (Prop. 2.2 in [44]). The Gauss equation (2.9)
is simplified as

R̄ijkℓ = ḡikḡjℓ − ḡiℓḡjk +
1

4
ḡpqQiℓpQqjk −

1

4
ḡpqQikpQjℓq. (2.10)
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2.3. Mixed volumes and Alexandrov–Fenchel inequalities. Let W be the Wulff shape
defined in §2.1, which is a smooth strictly convex body in R

n+1 with boundary Σ = ∂W and
with the support function given by a smooth function γ ∈ C∞(Sn). Associated with W , the
anisotropic distance in R

n+1 is defined by

dW (x, y) = γ0(y − x), x, y ∈ R
n+1, (2.11)

where γ0 is the dual norm defined in (2.2). Equivalently, we have

dW (x, y) = inf {r > 0 : y ∈ x+ rW} .

This distance is not symmetric (unlessW is centrosymmetric), but satisfies the triangle inequal-
ity

dW (x, z) ≤ dW (x, y) + dW (y, z)

with the equality if and only if x, y, z are collinear in that order.

Let K be a convex body in R
n+1. For any y ∈ R

n+1 we define the anisotropic distance of y
to K by

dW (K, y) = inf {dW (x, y) : x ∈ K} . (2.12)

For any ε > 0, we define the ε-parallel set of K by

Kε :=
{
x ∈ R

n+1 | dW (K,x) ≤ ε
}

which is also equal to the Minkowski sum of the two convex bodies K and W

Kε = K + εW = {x+ εy | x ∈ K, y ∈W} .

The mixed volumes of a convex body K relative to W are defined as the coefficients of the
volume of the above ε-parallel set of K, which is a polynomial of ε:

Vol(Kε) =
1

n+ 1

n+1∑

k=0

εn+1−k

(
n+ 1

k

)
Vk(K,W ). (2.13)

Here the left-hand side of (2.13) is the volume of Kε with respect to the Euclidean metric, i.e.,
the (n + 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure (or (n + 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure) of Kε.
The formula (2.13) is called the Steiner formula for the convex body K. In particular,

Vn+1(K,W ) =(n + 1)Vol(K),

V0(K,W ) =(n + 1)Vol(W ).

If ∂K is smooth, we can express the mixed volumes in terms of the anisotropic curvature integrals

Vn+1−k(K,W ) =

∫

∂K
Ek−1dµγ , k = 1, . . . , n, (2.14)

where Ek−1 is the (k − 1)st anisotropic mean curvature of ∂K relative to W and dµγ = γ(ν)dµ
denotes the anisotropic area form.

Moreover, the mixed volumes satisfy the following Alexandrov–Fenchel inequalities:

Theorem 2.1 (see [33, §7]). For any convex body K in R
n+1, there holds

V k−i
n+1−j(K,W ) ≥ V k−j

n+1−i(K,W )V j−i
n+1−k(K,W ) (2.15)

for all 0 ≤ i < j < k ≤ n+ 1. In particular, for k = n+ 1, (2.15) reduces to

V n+1−i
n+1−j (K,W ) ≥ V n+1−j

n+1−i (K,W )V0(K,W )j−i (2.16)

for 0 ≤ i < j < n + 1. Furthermore, the equality of (2.16) holds if and only if K is a scaled
translate of W .
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We note that the inequality (2.16) implies that the isoperimetric ratio Iℓ(K,W ) defined in
(1.11) satisfies

Iℓ(K,W ) ≥ 1, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n, (2.17)

with the equality holding if and only if K is homothetic to W .

3. Anisotropic curvature measures

In this section, we introduce the anisotropic curvature measures for convex bodies in R
n+1.

For that purpose, we first define the generalized anisotropic principal curvatures on the unit
anisotropic normal bundle of a convex body K. Then we calculate the volume of the local ε-
parallel set of K, and express it as a polynomial of degree n+1 in ε. The anisotropic curvature
measures will be defined as the coefficients of the expression. At the end of this section, we will
prove that such defined anisotropic curvature measures are weakly continuous with respect to
the Hausdorff distance.

3.1. Generalized anisotropic principal curvatures. Let W be a Wulff shape in R
n+1 with

the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn). Associated withW , the anisotropic distance function dW (·, ·)
in R

n+1 is defined by (2.11). Let K be a convex body in R
n+1. For any y ∈ R

n+1 the anisotropic
distance of y to K is defined by

dW (K, y) = inf{dW (x, y) : x ∈ K}.

Since K is convex, for any p ∈ R
n+1 there exists a unique p∗ ∈ K so that dW (K, p) = dW (p∗, p).

If p ∈ R
n+1 \K, the nearest point p∗ lies on the boundary of K.

Definition 3.1. For any p ∈ R
n+1, we call fK(p) := p∗ the anisotropic metric projection of p

on K with respect to W . For any p ∈ R
n+1 \K, we denote by

vK(p) :=
p− fK(p)

γ0(p− fK(p))

the vector pointing from the nearest point fK(p) to p with unit γ0-norm. Then vK(p) lies on
the boundary Σ of the Wulff shape W .

Definition 3.2. Define FK : Rn+1 \K → TRn+1 by

FK(p) := (fK(p), vK(p)) ∈ R
n+1 × Σ. (3.1)

We call the image FK(Rn+1 \K) =: NK the unit anisotropic normal bundle of K.

We have the following analytic properties for the maps fK and FK .

Lemma 3.3. The function fK is Lipschitz continuous, and so is FK .

Proof. Take any two points p, q ∈ R
n+1 with p 6= q. There are three cases to be considered.

Case 1: p ∈ K and q ∈ K. In this case we have

|fK(p)− fK(q)| = |p − q| ≤ |p− q|.

Case 2: p ∈ K and q ∈ Kc = R
n+1 \K. So fK(p) = p ∈ K and by the definition of fK we

have

dW (fK(q), q) ≤ dW (p, q).
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K

p

fK(p)

q

fK(q)

ρ(t)

Figure 1. Lipschitz continuity of fK

Since γ is a smooth positive function on S
n, the anisotropic distance function dW in R

n+1 is
equivalent to the Euclidean distance, i.e., there exists a positive constant C depending only on
γ such that

1

C
|x− y| ≤ dW (x, y) ≤ C|x− y|

for any two points x, y ∈ R
n+1. Therefore, we have

|fK(p)− fK(q)| = |fK(q)− fK(p)|

≤ CdW (fK(q), fK(p))

≤ C(dW (fK(q), q) + dW (q, fK(p)))

≤ C(dW (p, q) + dW (q, p))

≤ 2C2|p − q|.

Case 3: p ∈ Kc and q ∈ Kc. In this case we adapt the idea in the proof of [33, Theorem 1.2.1]
and consider the line segment from fK(p) to fK(q), which is given by

ρ(t) = fK(p) + te,

where e = (fK(q)− fK(p))/|fK(q)− fK(p)| is the unit vector pointing from fK(p) to fK(q) and
0 ≤ t ≤ |fK(q)− fK(p)|. Since K is convex, ρ(t) lies in K for all 0 ≤ t ≤ |fK(q) − fK(p)|. The
definitions of fK and dW imply that γ0(p − fK(p)) ≤ γ0(p − ρ(t)) for 0 ≤ t ≤ |fK(q)− fK(p)|.
It follows that

0 ≤
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(γ0(p− ρ(t))) = −〈Dγ0(p− fK(p)), e〉.

Similarly, we have

0 ≥
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=|fK(q)−fK(p)|

(γ0(q − ρ(t))) = −〈Dγ0(q − fK(q)), e〉.

For a fixed unit vector e ∈ S
n, let us consider the set

C(e) := {ξ ∈ R
n+1 \ {0} : 〈Dγ0(ξ), e〉 ≥ 0}.

Since Dγ0(tξ) = Dγ0(ξ) for any t > 0, we know that C(e) is a cone and so it is determined by
its subset C(e) ∩ ∂W . Then it is easy to see that C(e) ∩ ∂W consists of all the points ξ ∈ ∂W
such that the isotropic normal ν(ξ) (= Dγ0(ξ)) of ∂W at ξ satisfies 〈ν(ξ), e〉 ≥ 0. It follows that
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the cone C(e) is determined only by e. (Note that generally C(e) is not a half-space.) Moreover,
e lies in the interior of C(e) since 〈Dγ0(e), e〉 = γ0(e) > 0.

Back to our setting, we see that q lies in the set fK(q)+C(e) with vertex fK(q), while p lies in
the closure of the set fK(p)+C(e)c. Since the boundaryBd(q, e) of fK(q)+C(e) is the translation
of the boundary Bd(p, e) of fK(p) +C(e)c along the line segment ρ(t), 0 ≤ t ≤ |fK(q)− fK(p)|,
there exists a constant c0 = c0(e) such that

|fK(p)− fK(q)| = c0(e)dist(Bd(p, e), Bd(q, e)).

Noting that dist(Bd(p, e), Bd(q, e)) ≤ |p− q|, we derive

|fK(p)− fK(q)| ≤ c0(e)|p − q|.

Finally since e ∈ S
n, the Lipschitz constant of fK in this case can be taken as maxe∈Sn c0(e).

In summary, fK is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant max{1, 2C2,maxe∈Sn c0(e)}.
�

We can equip the unit anisotropic normal bundle NK of a convex body K in R
n+1 with a

new metric G̃((p, v(p)))(·, ·) for (p, v(p)) ∈ NK , using the formulation in [2, 43].

Definition 3.4. Let (p, v(p)) ∈ TRn+1 \ {0} be any element such that p ∈ R
n+1 and v(p) ∈

TpR
n+1\{0}. Then any element in T(p,v(p))(TR

n+1\{0}) is a pair of vectors (u,w). We introduce

a metric G̃ on TRn+1 \ {0} such that

G̃((p, v(p)))((u,w), (u,w)) = G(v(p))(u, u) +G(v(p))(w,w), (3.2)

where G(v(p))(·, ·) is the metric defined in (2.4). Note that NK ⊂ TRn+1 \ {0}. Then NK will

be equipped with the metric induced from G̃.

Remark 3.1. In the isotropic case (i.e., γ0(v)2 = |v|2δij ), the metric G̃ on TRn+1 \ {0} is

well-known and called Sasaki metric.

Let K be a convex body in R
n+1. For ε > 0, let

Kε = {x ∈ R
n+1 : dW (K,x) ≤ ε}

be the anisotropic parallel body of K with anisotropic distance ε. Then ∂Kε is a C1,1 hypersur-
face. In particular, it is C2 a.e., and the anisotropic principal curvatures κi(p) of ∂K

ε are well
defined for almost every point p ∈ ∂Kε. For p ∈ ∂Kε, we have

p = fK(p) + εvK(p), v∂Kε(p) = vK(p),

where v∂Kε(p) denotes the anisotropic normal of ∂Kε at p. Since fK is locally Lipschitz, the
analytical properties of NK can be derived as in [40]. The restriction of the map FK on the
boundary of Kε

FK |∂Kε : ∂Kε → NK

is a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism. This follows from the fact that the inverse of FK |∂Kε is given
by (FK |∂Kε)−1(x, v) = x + εv ∈ ∂Kε. It follows that NK is a Lipschitz submanifold of TRn+1

of dimension n.

Since the anisotropic normal vector of a point of the boundary ∂K is in general not unique, we
adapt the idea in [23,40,46] in the isotropic case to define the generalized anisotropic principal
curvatures associated with K living on the anisotropic normal bundle NK rather than on ∂K.
Since fK and FK are Lipschitz maps, they are differentiable almost everywhere on R

n+1 \ K,
by Rademacher’s theorem. Let DK ⊂ R

n+1 \ K be the set of points where fK and FK are
differentiable. Note that if y ∈ DK , then the whole ray {fK(y) + ρvK(y) : ρ > 0} belongs to
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DK . It follows that there exists a set ÑK ⊂ NK with Hn(NK \ ÑK) = 0 such that vK(·) is

differentiable at x+ρv for all (x, v) ∈ ÑK and all ρ > 0. We fix a point (x, v) ∈ ÑK and consider
the point p = x + εv ∈ ∂Kε. The anisotropic principal curvatures of ∂Kε are well defined at
the point p ∈ ∂Kε for any ε > 0. Consider the line segment σ : [0, ε] → fK(p)p connecting
σ(0) = fK(p) = x and σ(ε) = p, which can be written as σ(t) = p− (ε− t)v. Since

v∂Kt(σ(t)) = v∂Kε(σ(ε)), ∀ t ∈ (0, ε),

a differentiation gives

dv∂Kt

∣∣
σ(t)

(
(1 + (t− ε)κi(p)) ei

)
= κi(p)ei, i = 1, . . . , n, (3.3)

where {ei, i = 1, . . . , n} denotes an orthonormal basis of the anisotropic Weingarten map at
p ∈ ∂Kε with respect to the induced metric from G. The equation (3.3) means that the parallel
displacement of ei along σ(t) yields an orthonormal basis of the anisotropic Weingarten map of
∂Kt at σ(t) for t ∈ (0, ε), and the corresponding eigenvalues at σ(t) are related to κi(p) by

κi(σ(t)) =
κi(p)

1 + (t− ε)κi(p)
. (3.4)

If κi(p) 6= 1/ε, the equation is equivalent to

κi(σ(t))

1− tκi(σ(t))
=

κi(p)

1− εκi(p)
. (3.5)

Since both sides of (3.5) do not depend on t, we can define their value as κi(x, v) for (x, v) ∈ ÑK ,
which we call the generalized anisotropic principal curvatures of K.

Definition 3.5. Let K be a convex body in R
n+1. We define the generalized anisotropic

principal curvatures of K at (x, v) ∈ ÑK ⊂ NK by

κi(x, v) :=





κi(p)

1− εκi(p)
, if κi(p) 6= 1/ε,

+∞, if κi(p) = 1/ε,
(3.6)

where p = x+ εv ∈ ∂Kε. Note that the right-hand side of (3.6) does not depend on ε.

Remark 3.2. Alternatively, we have

κi(x, v) := lim
t→0+

κi(σ(t)) ∈ R ∪ {+∞},

where σ(t) = x + tv ∈ ∂Kt. If ∂K is C2 then κi(x, v) coincide with the ordinary anisotropic
principal curvatures of ∂K. In the following, without loss of generality, we will write

κi(v) = κi(x, v)

and write v ∈ NK instead of (x, v) ∈ NK for the simplicity of the notation. If the base point of
v needs to be emphasized, we use the notation x = Π(v) ∈ ∂K to denote the base point of v.

Relabel κi(v) such that κ1(v) ≥ · · · ≥ κn(v). For integer r = 0, 1, . . . , n, define

ÑK,r := { v ∈ ÑK | κ1(v) = · · · = κr(v) = +∞ and κr+1(v), . . . , κn(v) < +∞ }.

The following proposition can be derived using the equations (3.3) and (3.4) as in Theorem
2.4 of [23]. We omit the proof here.

Proposition 3.6. Let v ∈ ÑK and x = Π(v) ∈ ∂K be the base point of v. The following three
statements are equivalent:

(1) v ∈ ÑK,r.
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(2) For any ε > 0, 1/ε is an anisotropic principal curvature of the hypersurface ∂Kε at
p = x+ εv with multiplicity r.

(3) For any ε > 0 and p = x+ εv, we have rank((fK)∗|p) = n− r.

Using Proposition 3.6, we have the following characterization for the set ÑK,0.

Proposition 3.7. Define the following two sets

∂̃K := {x ∈ ∂K : ∂K is twice differentiable at x},

and

∂̂K := {x ∈ ∂K : the unit anisotropic normal is unique at x}.

Then ∂̃K ⊂ Π(ÑK,0) ⊂ ∂̂K and Π−1(∂̃K)∩ÑK ⊂ ÑK,0. It follows that ∂̃K∩Π(
⋃n

r=1 ÑK,r) = ∅.

Proof. First, for any x ∈ ∂̃K the unit anisotropic normal v(x) at x is unique and the anisotropic

principal curvatures κi(x) of ∂K at x are finite. So κi(v(x)) are all finite. Therefore ∂̃K ⊂
Π(ÑK,0).

Second, take any v ∈ ÑK,0. By Proposition 3.6, for any ε > 0 and p = Π(v) + εv, we have
rank((fK)∗|p) = n. So there exist n linearly independent tangent vectors for ∂K at fK(p) =

Π(v). It follows that at Π(v) the unit anisotropic normal is unique. So Π(ÑK,0) ⊂ ∂̂K. The
other statements follow immediately. �

3.2. Volumes of anisotropic parallel sets.

Let β ⊂ R
n+1 be a bounded Borel set. Then the preimage of β under the projection fK is

f−1
K (β) = (β ∩K) ∪ f−1

K (β ∩ ∂K).

For ε > 0, define

βε := f−1
K (β) ∩ ∂Kε, and β̃ε := FK(βε) ∈ NK .

Since ∂Kε is regular, i.e., the support hyperplane is unique at any point of ∂Kε, there exists a
unique isotropic normal vector ν at any point of ∂Kε. Then the anisotropic normal vector on
∂Kε is given by v = Dγ(ν). We can equivalently express the isotropic normal vector ν in terms
of the anisotropic normal vector v by

ν =
Dγ0(v)

|Dγ0(v)|δij
. (3.7)

On ∂Kε, we use the induced metric ĝ = G(v)(·, ·) fromG and let dµγ = γ(ν)dµ be the anisotropic
area form on ∂Kε, where dµ the isotropic area form on ∂Kε with respect to the metric induced
from the Euclidean metric.

Let v(p) denote the unit outward anisotropic normal of ∂Kε at p. We have

FK(p) = (fK(p), vK(p)) = (p− εv(p), v(p)) ∈ NK .

For any (x, v) ∈ ÑK , we calculate the differential of the map FK at the point p = x+ εv ∈ ∂Kε.
Let {ei}

n
i=1 be an orthonormal eigenbasis of the anisotropic Weingarten map on Tp(∂K

ε) with
respect to the new metric G(v)(·, ·). We get

(FK)∗(ei) =(ei − εv∗(ei), v∗(ei))

= ((1− εκi(p))ei, κi(p)ei) ,
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where κi(p) are the corresponding anisotropic principal curvatures of ∂Kε at p which exist as

we assumed that (x, v) ∈ ÑK . By definition (3.6) of κi(v), we have

κi(p) =
κi(v)

1 + εκi(v)
. (3.8)

The equation (3.8) is true algebraically even when κi(v) = +∞ for some i. Then

(FK)∗(ei) =

((
1−

εκi(v)

1 + εκi(v)

)
ei,

κi(v)

1 + εκi(v)
ei

)
. (3.9)

Therefore, the Jacobi determinant of the map FK |∂Kε is given by

Jn(FK |∂Kε) =

n∏

i=1

(1 + κ2i (v))
1/2

1 + εκi(v)
(3.10)

for v ∈ ÑK. On NK we use the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure H̃n induced from the metric G̃
on TRn+1. This is comparable to the Euclidean Hausdorff measure Hn, as the metric G(v)(·, ·)
is comparable to the Euclidean metric. Therefore, we also have H̃n(NK \ ÑK) = 0.

As introduced in Section 1, we define the local ε-parallel set Aε(K,β) of a convex body K by

Aε(K,β) = {x ∈ R
n+1| 0 < dW (K,x) ≤ ε, fK(x) ∈ β}. (3.11)

This is equal to the set f−1
K (β)∩ (Kε \K). In the following, we compute the (n+1)-dimensional

Lebesgue measure Ln+1(Aε(K,β)). Since ∂K
ε is the set of the points in R

n+1\K having distance
ε to the boundary ∂K, we can write

∂Kε = {x ∈ R
n+1 \K| u(x) := dW (∂K, x) = ε}.

We have shown in Lemma 3.3 that the projection map fK from R
n+1 \K to ∂K is Lipschitz, so

the function u is a Lipschitz function. By Federer’s coarea formula [13] for Lipschitz functions,
we have

Ln+1(Aε(K,β)) =Ln+1(f−1
K (β) ∩ (Kε \K))

=

∫ ε

0

∫

u−1(t)∩f−1

K
(β)

1

|Du|
dµ(p)dt.

At any point p ∈ u−1(t) = ∂Kt for 0 < t < ε, we have for |τ | small,

u(p+ τv(p)) = t+ τ.

Differentiating this equation with respect to τ gives that

1 = Du(p) · v(p) = Du(p) ·
(
γ(ν)ν +∇Sγ|ν

)
= |Du|γ(ν), ∀ p ∈ u−1(t),

where ν is the isotropic unit normal vector which exists and is unique as ∂Kt has only regular
points. Hence |Du| = 1/γ(ν). Consequently,

Ln+1(Aε(K,β)) =Ln+1(f−1
K (β) ∩ (Kε \K))

=

∫ ε

0

(∫

βt

γ(ν)dµ(p)

)
dt

=

∫ ε

0

(∫

βt∩DK

γ(ν)dµ(p)

)
dt

=

∫ ε

0

(∫

FK(βt)∩ÑK

(Jn(FK |∂Kt))−1dH̃nv

)
dt
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K

∂Kε

Aε(K,β)

β ∩ ∂K

Figure 2. Local ε-parallel set Aε(K,β)

=

∫ ε

0

(∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK

n∏

i=1

1 + tκi(v)

(1 + κ2i (v))
1/2

dH̃nv

)
dt, (3.12)

where in the third equality we used the fact that DK has full measure, and in the fourth
equality we applied the generalized formula for the change of variables for Lipschitz maps (see,
e.g., [14, Thm. 3.2.5] and [14, Sec. 3.2.46]).

3.3. Anisotropic curvature measures.

The formula (3.12) allows us to define the anisotropic curvature measures of a convex body
K in R

n+1. Let

ψ(v) :=

n∏

i=1

(1 + κ2i (v))
−1/2

and Er(v) be the normalized rth elementary symmetric function of κi(v). The product
∏n

i=1(1+
tκi(v)) can be expanded as

n∏

i=1

(1 + tκi(v)) =
n∑

r=0

(
n

r

)
En−r(v)t

n−r.

Therefore by (3.12),

Ln+1(Aε(K,β)) =
n∑

r=0

(
n

r

)∫ ε

0

(∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK

ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃
nv

)
tn−rdt

=

n∑

r=0

(
n

r

)
εn+1−r

n+ 1− r

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK

ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃
nv

=
1

n+ 1

n∑

r=0

εn+1−r

(
n+ 1

r

)∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK

ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃
nv.

Remark 3.3. As in [23], the product ψ(v)En−r(v) needs to be understood algebraically. In
other words, if κi(v) = +∞ for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we replace all such κi(v) in ψ(v)En−r(v) by a
finite c > 0 and then take c→ +∞.

If we denote

Φr(K;β) =

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK

ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃
nv, 0 ≤ r ≤ n, (3.13)
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we arrive at the following local Steiner type formula

Ln+1(Aε(K,β)) =
1

n+ 1

n∑

r=0

εn+1−r

(
n+ 1

r

)
Φr(K;β). (3.14)

By setting
Φn+1(K;β) = (n+ 1)Ln+1(K ∩ β),

the formula (3.14) is equivalent to

Ln+1(f−1
K (β) ∩Kε) =

1

n+ 1

n+1∑

r=0

εn+1−r

(
n+ 1

r

)
Φr(K;β). (3.15)

Since the (n+1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure coincides with the (n+1)-dimensional Hausdorff
measure in the Euclidean space R

n+1, the formula (1.6) is equivalent to (3.14).

Definition 3.8. Let W be a Wulff shape in R
n+1 with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn). We

call Φr(K; ·) (0 ≤ r ≤ n + 1) the anisotropic curvature measures of the convex body K (with
respect to the Wulff shape W ).

Remark 3.4. (i) Comparing (3.15) with (2.13) we can see that

Φr(K;Rn+1) = Vr(K,W ).

That is, the anisotropic curvature measures of a convex body is the localized version of
the mixed volumes introduced in §2.3.

(ii) When ∂K is C2, then NK = {(p, v(p)) : p ∈ ∂K}, κi(v) = κi(p) and the Jacobi
determinant of the map (with the definition naturally extended to ∂K)

FK : ∂K → NK , FK(p) = (p, v(p))

is ψ(v)−1. Thus

ψ(v)dH̃nv = dµγ(p) = γ(ν)dµ(p)

and

Φr(K;β) =

∫

∂K∩β
En−r(p)γ(ν) dµ(p). (3.16)

This implies the same formula as in (i),

Φr(K;Rn+1) =

∫

∂K
En−rγ(ν)dµ = Vr(K,W )

by (2.14) and means that the anisotropic curvature measures provide the local informa-
tion of the mixed volumes of a convex body.

In particular, for a general convex body K in R
n+1 we have the following geometric interpre-

tation of the anisotropic curvature measures in the extreme cases r = 0 and r = n.

Proposition 3.9. Let W be a Wulff shape in R
n+1 with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn) and

K be a convex body in R
n+1. Then for any Borel set β in R

n+1,

Φ0(K;β) =

∫

π(Π−1(β∩∂K)∩NK)
dµγ , (3.17)

Φn(K;β) =

∫

∂̃K∩β
γ(ν)dµ(p), (3.18)

where π : NK → Σ = ∂W is the projection of NK to the vector part given by π(x, v) = v and

∂̃K is given in Proposition 3.7.
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Proof. For r = 0, we consider the projection map π : NK → Σ = ∂W . The equations (3.9) and
(3.10) imply that the Jacobi determinant of the map π is given by

Jn(π) =
n∏

i=1

κi(v)

(1 + κ2i (v))
1/2

.

By (3.13),

Φ0(K;β) =

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK

ψ(v)En(v)dH̃
nv

=

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK

n∏

i=1

κi(v)

(1 + κ2i (v))
1/2

dH̃nv

=

∫

π(Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK)
dµγ ,

where in the last equality we used the transformation for change of variables. Since H̃n(NK \
ÑK) = 0, we obtain the formula (3.17).

For r = n, by the definition of ψ(v),

Φn(K;β) =

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK

ψ(v)dH̃nv

=

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK,0

ψ(v)dH̃nv

=

∫

β∩Π(ÑK,0)
γ(ν)dµ(p),

where the last equality is due to the transformation from ÑK,0 to Π(ÑK,0). Since Π(ÑK,0) ⊂ ∂̂K
(Proposition 3.7), the transformation is admissible. Alternatively, we may first transform the

integral over ÑK,0 onto ∂Kε and then let ε → 0+. Finally, by Proposition 3.7, we have ∂̃K ⊂

Π(ÑK,0). Since the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure of ∂K \ ∂̃K is equal to zero (see [33, §2]),
we obtain the formula (3.18). �

Remark 3.5. As a consequence of Proposition 3.9, we also call Φn(K; ·) the boundary anisotropic
curvature measure of a convex body. Moreover, for any convex body K in R

n+1 we have

Φ0(K;Rn+1) =

∫

∂W
dµγ = |∂W |γ , (3.19)

Φn(K;Rn+1) =

∫

∂̃K
dµγ = |∂K|γ . (3.20)

3.4. Weak continuity of the anisotropic curvature measures.

As in the classical setting of curvature measures for convex bodies in the Euclidean space,
the anisotropic curvature measures introduced here are also weakly continuous in the Hausdorff
topology.

For any two convex bodies K,L in R
n+1, the anisotropic Hausdorff distance between them is

defined as

dHW (K,L) = inf
r>0

{r : K + rW ⊂ L and L+ rW ⊂ K}.
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Note that the anisotropic and isotropic distance functions in R
n+1 have the relation

1

C
d(x, y) ≤ dW (x, y) ≤ Cd(x, y)

for some positive constant C depending only on the Wulff shapeW . So the anisotropic Hausdorff
distance dHW and the isotropic Hausdorff distance dH for sets are equivalent.

Theorem 3.10. Let W be a Wulff shape in R
n+1 with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn), and

{Kj}
∞
j=1 be a sequence of convex bodies in R

n+1 such that Kj → K as j → ∞ in the Hausdorff

topology. Then for every r = 0, . . . , n, the anisotropic curvature measure Φr(Kj ; ·) converges
weakly in the sense of measure to the anisotropic curvature measure Φr(K; ·).

According to the Steiner type formula (3.14), Theorem 3.10 is a direct consequence of the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.11. Let W be a Wulff shape in R
n+1 with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn), and let

K and Ki, i ≥ 1 be convex bodies in R
n+1. Suppose that

lim
i→∞

dHW (Ki,K) = 0.

Define µεK(β) := Ln+1(f−1
K (β)∩Kε) for Borel set β, and similarly µεKi

(β) := Ln+1(f−1
Ki

(β)∩Kε
i ).

Then
µεKi

w
−→ µεK

as i→ ∞.

Proof. The sets f−1
K (β)∩Kε and f−1

Ki
(β)∩Kε

i are measurable since fK and fKi
are continuous.

Then it suffices to prove:

(1) for an open set β in R
n+1, µεK(β) ≤ lim inf i→∞ µεKi

(β), and

(2) limi→∞ µεKi
(Rn+1) = µεK(Rn+1).

To prove (1), let p ∈ K̊ε, the interior of Kε, with fK(p) ∈ β. First we claim limi→∞ fKi
(p) =

fK(p). Otherwise assume that a subsequence (still denoted by fKi
(p)) converges to a point p∗

which is not fK(p). Note that

dW (fKi
(p), p) = dW (Ki, p) ≤ dW (Ki,K) + dW (K, p),

which implies
p ∈ (dW (Ki,K) + dW (K, p))W + fKi

(p).

Letting i → ∞ yields p ∈ dW (K, p)W + p∗. On the other hand, since fKi
(p) ∈ Ki and

dW (Ki,K) → 0, we know p∗ ∈ K. So dW (K, p) is attained at two distinct points fK(p) and p∗,
which is a contradiction. Since limi→∞ fKi

(p) = fK(p) and β is open, we have fKi
(p) ∈ β for

any fixed q ∈ B ∩ ∂K and any fixed p ∈ f−1
K (q) ∩ K̊ε and any large i. So we have proved the

claim. It follows that
f−1
K (β) ∩ K̊ε ⊂ lim

i→∞

⋂

m≥i

f−1
Km

(β) ∩Kε
m.

Therefore,
µεK(β) ≤ lim inf

i→∞
µεKi

(β),

which completes the proof of (1).

To prove (2), note that

µ
ε−dH

W
(Ki,K)

K (Rn+1) ≤ µεKi
(Rn+1) ≤ µ

ε+dH
W

(Ki,K)
K (Rn+1)

for i large enough. So (2) follows immediately. �
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4. Minkowski integral formulas

The Minkowski integral formulas are important tools in the study of the differential geometry.
For smooth closed hypersurfaces, the following anisotropic Minkowski integral formulas are
proved in [21] by He and Li.

Theorem 4.1 ( [21]). Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn). For any
smooth closed orientable hypersurface M in R

n+1 with a unit isotropic normal ν and any integer
1 ≤ r ≤ n, we have ∫

M
(Er−1(p)− S(p)Er(p))γ(ν)dµ(p) = 0, (4.1)

where Er denotes the anisotropic rth mean curvature of M with respect to the Wulff shape W ,
and S(p) = G(v)(v, p) is the anisotropic support function on M with v = Dγ(ν) denoting the
unit anisotropic normal of M .

In this section, we generalize Theorem 4.1 to nonsmooth setting by adapting the idea in
Kohlmann’s work [24] for the isotropic case.

Theorem 4.2. Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn). For any convex
body K in R

n+1 and 1 ≤ r ≤ n, we have
∫

NK

ψ(v)(Er−1(v) − S(v)Er(v))dH̃
nv = 0, (4.2)

where S(v) is the anisotropic support function defined on NK by

S(v) := G(v)(v,Π(v))

for any v ∈ NK , and Er(v) is the generalized rth mean curvature of the convex body K.

Note that our formulas live on the unit anisotropic normal bundle NK rather than on the
boundary ∂K itself. Though the generalized principal curvatures κi(v) are defined only at those

points in ÑK , we can still write our formulas in the form (4.2) as we have H̃n(NK \ ÑK) = 0
and the integrand on this part can be assigned any finite value. Restricted to the smooth case,
S(v) = G(v)(v(p), p) = S(p) for p ∈ ∂K is just the anisotropic support function defined on the
boundary ∂K that is used in Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. For the proof we use the fact that any convex body K in R
n+1 can be

approximated by a sequence of smooth convex bodies {Ki}
∞
i=1 with respect to the Hausdorff

distance (cf. [9, 33]). Then by (4.1) we have
∫

∂Kε
i

(Er−1(p)− S(p)Er(p))γ(ν)dµ(p) = 0 (4.3)

for small ε > 0, where Kε
i = {x : dW (Ki, x) ≤ ε} is the anisotropic parallel body of Ki with

the anisotropic distance ε. Choose Ki such that dHW (Ki,K) < ε/i. Then

Lemma 4.3. We have

dHW (Kε
i ,K

ε) <
ε

i
.

Proof. Since K and Ki are symmetric in the statement, it suffices to prove that for any p ∈ Kε

we can find q ∈ Kε
i such that dW (q, p) < ε/i. To this end, first we can find p′ ∈ K with

dW (p′, p) ≤ ε. Then we can choose q′ ∈ Ki such that dW (q′, p′) < ε/i. Therefore by the triangle
inequality we get dW (q′, p) < ε(1 + i−1).
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Now consider two cases: (1) If dW (q′, p) ≤ dW (q′, p′), then we choose q = q′ (∈ Ki ⊂ Kε
i ). So

we have
dW (q, p) = dW (q′, p) ≤ dW (q′, p′) <

ε

i
.

(2) If dW (q′, p) > dW (q′, p′), we can choose q on the segment q′p such that dW (q′, q) = dW (q′, p)−
dW (q′, p′) (≤ dW (p′, p) ≤ ε). Then we have

dW (q, p) = dW (q′, p)− dW (q′, q) = dW (q′, p′) <
ε

i
.

Since dW (q′, q) ≤ ε, we have q ∈ Kε
i . This completes the proof of the lemma. �

It follows from Lemma 4.3 that

Kε(1− 1

i
) ⊂ Kε

i ⊂ Kε(1+ 1

i
).

For any p ∈ ∂Kε, we consider the half-line fK(p)p starting from fK(p). Since Kε
i is convex,

there exists a unique point pi(p) ∈ ∂Kε
i on the half-line fK(p)p. Denote by vKε

i
(pi) the unit

outward anisotropic normal of ∂Kε
i at pi. Then we have the following result.

Lemma 4.4. In TRn+1, we have for fixed p ∈ ∂Kε,

(pi(p), vKε
i
(pi(p))) −→ (p, vKε(p)), as i→ ∞.

Proof. First, since Kε(1− 1

i
) ⊂ Kε

i ⊂ Kε(1+ 1

i
), we have

ε(1−
1

i
) ≤ dW (fK(p), pi(p)) ≤ ε(1 +

1

i
).

Letting i→ ∞ yields dW (fK(p), pi(p)) → ε. So pi(p) → p as i→ ∞.

Second, to show the convergence of the unit anisotropic normals, we consider the translated
scaled Wulff shape

Wε(1− 1

i
)(fK(p)) := ε(1−

1

i
)W + fK(p),

and the cone Ci generated by it with vertex pi(p)

Ci =
{
t
−−−→
pi(p)q : t ≥ 0, q ∈Wε(1− 1

i
)(fK(p))

}
.

As i → ∞, the Wulff shape Wε(1− 1

i
)(fK(p)) converges to Wε(fK(p)) which is contained in Kε

and is tangential to ∂Kε. Noting that pi(p) → p, we conclude that Ci converges to T , one of
the half-spaces bounded by TpKε.

On the other hand, since Wε(1− 1

i
)(fK(p)) is contained in the convex body Kε

i , the cone Ci

is contained in Ti, one of the half-spaces determined by Tpi(p)∂K
ε
i . Taking i → ∞, we can

see that Ti converges to a half-space and the limit half-space is T . Then we conclude that
vKε

i
(pi(p)) → vKε(p), as i→ ∞. So we finish the proof.

�

Letting i → ∞ in (4.3) and using the convergence result in Lemma 4.4, we can prove the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. For sufficiently small ε > 0, we have
∫

Π(ÑKε )

(
S(vKε(p))Er(p)− Er−1(p)

)
γ(νKε)dµ(p) = 0, (4.4)

where vKε denotes the unit anisotropic normal of ∂Kε which exists uniquely for any point of
∂Kε, and νKε is the corresponding isotropic normal determined by the identity (3.7).
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Proof. For any point p ∈ ∂Kε, let pi = pi(p) ∈ ∂Kε
i as before. Since ∂Kε

i is smooth, the
anisotropic support function satisfies S(pi) = S(vKε

i
(pi)). Let

λi :=

∫

∂Kε
i

S(vKε
i
(pi))Er(pi)γ(νKε

i
(pi))dµ(pi), (4.5)

where νKε
i
(pi) is the unit isotropic normal of ∂Kε

i at the point pi which is determined by the
anisotropic normal vKε

i
(pi) via the identity (3.7). Then by the equation (4.3) and the fact

S(pi) = S(vKε
i
(pi)), we have

λi =

∫

∂Kε
i

Er−1(pi)γ(νKε
i
(pi))dµ(pi). (4.6)

We compute the limit limi→∞ λi using both expressions of λi. First, by (4.6) and using the
anisotropic curvature measure and its weak continuity with respect to the anisotropic Hausdorff
distance, we have

lim
i→∞

λi = lim
i→∞

∫

∂Kε
i

dΦn−r+1(K
ε
i ; pi)

=

∫

∂Kε

dΦn−r+1(K
ε; p)

=

∫

ÑKε

ψ(vKε)Er−1(vKε)dH̃nvKε . (4.7)

Since ∂Kε has only regular points and the anisotropic principal curvatures κi(p) are well defined

on Π(ÑKε), we can rewrite (4.7) as

lim
i→∞

λi =

∫

Π(ÑKε )
Er−1(p)γ(νKε)dµ(p). (4.8)

On the other hand, since S(vKε
i
(pi)) is a bounded function, by (4.5) and the weak continuity of

anisotropic curvature measures, we obtain

lim
i→∞

λi = lim
i→∞

∫

∂Kε
i

S(vKε
i
(pi))dΦn−r(K

ε
i ; pi)

=

∫

ÑKε

ψ(vKε)S(vKε(p))Er(vKε)dH̃nvKε

=

∫

Π(ÑKε )
S(vKε(p))Er(p)γ(νKε)dµ(p),

where we used Lemma 4.4 to show the convergence of S(vKε
i
(pi)) to S(vKε(p)) as i→ ∞. This

completes the proof of the lemma. �

Put v = vKε(p). Then the map FK : ∂Kε → NK maps any point p ∈ ∂Kε to (p−εv, v) ∈ NK .

For any point (p, v) ∈ ÑKε, we also have (p − εv, v) ∈ ÑK . Now we can transform the integral

(4.4) on Π(ÑKε) ⊂ ∂Kε to the integral on ÑK or NK as follows:

0 =

∫

Π(ÑKε )

(
S(vKε(p))Er(p)− Er−1(p)

)
γ(νKε)dµ(p)

=

∫

NK

(
S(v)Er

(
κi(v)

1 + εκi(v)

)
− Er−1

(
κi(v)

1 + εκi(v)

)) n∏

i=1

1 + εκi(v)

(1 + κi(v)2)1/2
dH̃nv.



24 B. ANDREWS, Y. LEI, Y. WEI, AND C. XIONG

Comparing the coefficients of εm and letting ε → 0, we arrive at the equation (4.2) and finish
the proof of Theorem 4.2. �

5. Volume representation involving anisotropic interior reach

In this section, we derive a representation for the volume of a convex body involving the
anisotropic interior reach. Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn).
Given a convex body K in R

n+1, the anisotropic inner radius r(K) of K is the radius of the
largest Wulff shape contained in K, i.e.,

r(K) = sup{λ > 0 : λW + x ⊂ K for some x ∈ R
n+1}.

The anisotropic interior reach of K at the boundary point p ∈ ∂K is defined by

r(K, p) = sup{λ ≥ 0 : p ∈ λW + x ⊂ K for some x ∈ R
n+1}.

The main result of this section is stated as follows.

Proposition 5.1. Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn). For any
convex body K in R

n+1, we have the following representation for the volume of K:

Vol(K) =
1

n+ 1

n∑

i=0

(−1)n−i

(
n+ 1

i

)∫

∂K
r(K, p)n+1−idΦi(K; p), (5.1)

where r(K, p) is the anisotropic interior reach of K, and dΦi(K; p) is the anisotropic curvature
measure element.

The proof of (5.1) uses inner parallel bodies and is inspired by the argument in Sangwine-
Yager’s [30] for the isotropic case. For 0 ≤ λ ≤ r(K), the inner parallel body with respect to W
at a distance λ from ∂K is defined by

K−λ = {x : λW + x ⊂ K}.

Then K−λ is also a convex body. The outer parallel body at the distance λ ≥ 0 is defined as
Kλ = K + λW . Since the set of boundary points with positive anisotropic interior reach is a
subset of the set of boundary points with unique anisotropic normals, we have the following
lemma which can be verified straightforwardly.

Lemma 5.2. Let K be a convex body with a positive anisotropic inner radius r(K) in R
n+1. If

p ∈ ∂K−λ, 0 ≤ λ < r(K), with r(K−λ, p) = ε > 0, then for all t > −ε, we have p + tv(p) ∈
∂K−λ+t and

r(K−λ+t, p + tv(p)) = ε+ t,

where v(p) denotes the unique unit anisotropic normal at the point p.

In fact, for p ∈ ∂K−λ with r(K−λ, p) = ε > 0, the unique outward unit anisotropic normal
v(p) is well-defined. So εW +(p−εv(p)) ⊂ K−λ, and for all t > −ε, (t+ε)W +(p−εv(p)) is the
largest interior Wulff shape contained in K−λ+t and touching at the boundary point p+ tv(p).

For any convex body K with a positive anisotropic inner radius, let Z (K) = {p ∈ ∂K :
r(K, p) = 0}. We now define the interior skeleton of K by

S (K) =
⋃

0<λ≤r(K)

Z (K−λ).

The following lemma shows that the interior skeleton is of zero measure.
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Lemma 5.3. If K is a convex body with a positive anisotropic inner radius r(K) in R
n+1, then

Ln+1(S (K)) = 0.

Proof. We first observe that Φn(K;Z (K)) = 0. In fact, recall that ∂̃K consists of the boundary
points which have a unique anisotropic normal. From the definition of Z (K) and the fact that

the set of boundary points with positive anisotropic interior reach is a subset of ∂̃K, we have

∂̃K ∩ Z (K) = ∅. This together with (3.18) implies that

Φn(K;Z (K)) =

∫

∂̃K∩Z (K)
γ(ν)dµ(p) = 0.

Given a positive integer m, let 0 = r0 < r1 < · · · < rm−1 < rm = r(K) be a partition of the
interval [0, r(K)]. For j = 1, . . . ,m− 1, let

βj = ∂K−rj \ Z (K−rj ) and Aj = Arj−rj−1
(K−rj , βj),

where the notation Aε(K,β) denotes the local ε-parallel set of a convex body K defined as in
(3.11). Then any point p in Aj lies on the boundary of some inner parallel body, which implies

K \ S (K) ⊃
⋃m−1

j=1 Aj . Therefore, using the local Steiner’s formula (3.14), we have

Ln+1(K \ S (K)) ≥
m−1∑

j=1

Ln+1(Aj) =

m−1∑

j=1

Ln+1(Arj−rj−1
(K−rj , βj))

=
1

n+ 1

m−1∑

j=1

n∑

i=0

(rj − rj−1)
n+1−i

(
n+ 1

i

)
Φi(K−rj ;βj)

≥
m−1∑

j=1

(rj − rj−1)Φn(K−rj ;βj)

=

m−1∑

j=1

(rj − rj−1)Φn(K−rj ; ∂K−rj ).

Taking the supremum of the right-hand side over all partitions of the interval [0, r] yields

Ln+1(K \ S (K)) ≥

∫ r(K)

0
Φn(K−λ; ∂K−λ)dλ. (5.2)

On the other hand, we can apply Federer’s coarea formula [13] for Lipschitz functions and
the formula (3.18) to show that the right-hand side of (5.2) is equal to Ln+1(K). In fact, since
∂K−λ is the set of points in K having the anisotropic distance λ to the boundary ∂K, we can
write

∂K−λ = {x ∈ K| u(x) := dW (x, ∂K) = λ},

i.e., ∂K−λ is the level set u−1(λ) of u. We claim that u : K → R is a Lipschitz function. Note that
the projection map from x ∈ K to the nearest points on the boundary ∂K is different from the
map fK in §3.1 (e.g., it may be multi-valued). So we cannot use the property for fK . To prove
the claim, let x, y ∈ K satisfy 0 ≤ u(x) < u(y) ≤ r(K). Choose a point y0 ∈ {y+u(y)W}∩∂K.
Then there exists a point y1 on the segment yy0 such that u(y1) = u(x) and we can derive

|u(y)− u(x)| = dW (y, y0)− dW (y1, y0) = dW (y, y1) = dW (∂K−u(y), y1)

≤ dW (∂K−u(y), x) ≤ dW (y, x) ≤ C|y − x|.

So we obtain the claim.
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In view of the claim, by Federer’s coarea formula [13] for Lipschitz functions, we have

Ln+1(K) =

∫ r(K)

0

∫

u−1(λ)

1

|Du|
dµdλ. (5.3)

Arguing as in §3.2, we see that

|Du|γ(ν) = 1

at any point x ∈ u−1(λ), where ν is the isotropic unit normal vector. Then applying (3.18) to
(5.3) we conclude that

Ln+1(K) =

∫ r(K)

0

∫

u−1(λ)
γ(ν)dµdλ

=

∫ r(K)

0
Φn(K−λ; ∂K−λ)dλ. (5.4)

This combined with (5.2) completes the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 5.4. Let K be a convex body with a positive anisotropic inner radius r(K) in R
n+1. If

0 < λ < λ+ ε ≤ r(K) and

β = {p ∈ ∂K−λ : 0 < r(K−λ, p) ≤ ε},

then

Φi(K−λ + λW ;β + λW ) = Φi(K;β + λW ), i = 0, . . . , n.

Proof. The idea is to show that the set At(K−λ+λW, β+λW ) coincides with At(K,β+λW ) for
all t > 0 and to use the local Steiner’s formula (3.14). This follows from the following observation

(β + λW ) ∩ ∂K = (β + λW ) ∩ ∂(K−λ + λW ) = {p+ λv(p) : p ∈ β}, (5.5)

where v(p) denotes the unit outward anisotropic normal. The proof of (5.5) uses the result in
Lemma 5.2 repeatedly and is similar to that for Lemma 3 of [30]. We omit it here. �

Lemma 5.5. Let K be a convex body and β ⊂ ∂K \ Z (K). Then for t ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ i ≤ n,

Φi(K;β) =

i∑

j=0

(
i

j

)
(−t)i−jΦj(K + tW ;β + tW ). (5.6)

Proof. First we note that

Ln+1(As(K + tW, β + tW )) =
1

n+ 1

n∑

r=0

sn+1−r

(
n+ 1

r

)
Φr(K + tW ;β + tW ), (5.7)

where As(K + tW, β + tW ) is defined by (3.11). On the other hand, since

At(K,β) ∪As(K + tW, β + tW ) = As+t(K,β)

for s, t ≥ 0, we have

Ln+1(As(K + tW, β + tW )) = Ln+1(As+t(K,β)) −Ln+1(At(K,β))

=
1

n+ 1

n∑

i=0

(s+ t)n+1−i

(
n+ 1

i

)
Φi(K;β)− Ln+1(At(K,β))

=
1

n+ 1

n∑

i=0

(
n+ 1

i

) n+1−i∑

j=0

(
n+ 1− i

j

)
tn+1−i−jsjΦi(K;β) − Ln+1(At(K,β)). (5.8)
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Comparing the coefficients of sn+1−r on the right-hand side of the equations (5.7) and (5.8), we
have (

n+ 1

r

)
Φr(K + tW ;β + tW ) =

r∑

i=0

(
n+ 1

i

)(
n+ 1− i

n+ 1− r

)
tr−iΦi(K;β)

=
r∑

i=0

(
n+ 1

r

)(
r

i

)
tr−iΦi(K;β).

It follows that

Φr(K + tW ;β + tW ) =
r∑

i=0

(
r

i

)
tr−iΦi(K;β).

This is a linear system of equations, and can be solved to get Φi(K;β) as in (5.6). The verification
that (5.6) is the solution to this system relies on the fact

r∑

i=0

(
r

i

)
tr−i

i∑

j=0

(
i

j

)
(−t)i−jaj =

r∑

j=0

tr−jaj

r∑

i=j

(−1)i−j

(
r

i

)(
i

j

)

=
r∑

j=0

tr−j

(
r

j

)
aj

r∑

i=j

(−1)i−j

(
r − j

i− j

)
= ar, (5.9)

where {aj}
r
j=0 is any sequence. �

Let K and β in Lemma 5.5 be the K−λ and β in Lemma 5.4. As an immediate consequence
of Lemma 5.5 we can derive the following formula

n∑

i=0

λn+1−i

(
n+ 1

i

)
Φi(K−λ;β) =

n∑

i=0

λn+1−i(−1)n−i

(
n+ 1

i

)
Φi(K−λ + λW ;β + λW )

=
n∑

i=0

λn+1−i(−1)n−i

(
n+ 1

i

)
Φi(K;β + λW ), (5.10)

where in the first equality we used the exchange of the summations as in (5.9).

Now we prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Given any positive integer m, let 0 < r1 < · · · < rm = r(K) be a
partition of the interval [0, r(K)]. For j = 1, . . . ,m− 1, let

βj = {p : p ∈∂K−rj , 0 < r(K−rj , p) ≤ rj+1 − rj},

Aj = Arj (K−rj , βj).

Note that Aj ∩ ∂K consists of all points x with rj < r(K,x) ≤ rj+1.

On the other hand, any y ∈ K \(S (K)∪∂K) must lie on the boundary of some parallel body
K−λ, and the set (λW + y) ∩ ∂K consists of only one point x. Thus for sufficiently large m, we
can choose some partition of the interval [0, r(K)], such that for some 1 ≤ j ≤ m− 1,

λ < rj < r(K,x) ≤ rj+1.

It follows that y ∈ Aj . Thus L
n+1(K \ (S (K)∪ ∂K)) is the supremum of the sum of Ln+1(Aj)

over all partitions of the interval [0, r(K)]. Since the interior skeleton is of zero measure by
Lemma 5.3, this also gives the volume of K. As a consequence, we obtain

Vol(K) = Ln+1(K \ (S (K) ∪ ∂K)) = sup
0<r1<···<rm=r(K)

Ln+1(
⋃

j

Aj)
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= sup
0<r1<···<rm=r(K)

∑

j

Ln+1(Aj)

=
1

n+ 1
sup

0<r1<···<rm=r(K)

∑

j

n∑

r=0

(rj)
n+1−r

(
n+ 1

r

)
Φr(K−rj ;βj)

=
1

n+ 1
sup

0<r1<···<rm=r(K)

∑

j

n∑

i=0

(rj)
n+1−i(−1)n−i

(
n+ 1

i

)
Φi(K;βj + rjW )

=
1

n+ 1

n∑

i=0

(−1)n−i

(
n+ 1

i

)
 sup

0<r1<···<rm=r(K)

∑

j

(rj)
n+1−iΦi(K;βj + rjW )




=
1

n+ 1

n∑

i=0

(−1)n−i

(
n+ 1

i

)∫

∂K
r(K, p)n+1−idΦi(K; p),

where we used (5.10) in the fourth equality. This completes the proof of Proposition 5.1. �

6. Characterization of the Wulff shape

In this section, we will characterize the Wulff shape using an equation involving linear combi-
nations of curvature measures with positive coefficients. We first prove an inequality of Heintze–
Karcher type.

6.1. An inequality of Heintze–Karcher type.

Proposition 6.1. Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn). For any
convex body K in R

n+1, we have

(n + 1)Vol(K) ≤

∫

∂K

γ(ν)

E1
dµ(p), (6.1)

where Vol(K) = Ln+1(K) denotes the volume of K and E1 = E1(κ) is the anisotropic mean
curvature of ∂K defined for almost every point of ∂K. Moreover, the equality holds in (6.1) if
and only if the anisotropic principal curvatures satisfy κ1(p) = · · · = κn(p) = r(K, p)−1 > 0
almost everywhere.

Remark 6.1. On the right-hand side of the inequality (6.1), the integrand γ(ν)/E1 is well

defined on ∂̃K, the set of twice differentiable points; while on ∂K \ ∂̃K which has zero n-
dimensional Hausdorff measure, γ(ν)/E1 can be assigned any finite value. The inequality (6.1)
for a smooth K was first proved in [22] (see also [12,28,45] for alternative proofs).

Proof. Recall that the set Z (K) = {p ∈ ∂K : r(K, p) = 0} consists of the points on ∂K with
zero anisotropic interior reach. So by the representation (5.1) for the volume of K, we have

Vol(K) =
1

n+ 1

n∑

i=0

(−1)n−i

(
n+ 1

i

)∫

∂K
r(K, p)n+1−idΦi(K; p)

=
1

n+ 1

n∑

i=0

(−1)n−i

(
n+ 1

i

)∫

∂K\Z (K)
r(K, p)n+1−idΦi(K; p).

On the other hand, since on ∂K \Z (K) the anisotropic unit normal is unique, we obtain that

dΦi(K; p) = ψ(v)En−i(v)dH̃
nv = En−i(v(p))γ(ν)dµ(p)
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holds on (∂K\Z (K))∩Π(ÑK). In addition, by Lemma 5.2, for any ε > 0 and p ∈ (∂K\Z (K))∩
Π(ÑK), the parallel body Kε has an interior touching Wulff shape with radius r(K, p) + ε at
p+ εv(p), which implies

r(K, p) + ε ≤
1

κi(p+ εv(p))
, i = 1, . . . , n.

Sending ε→ 0+, by the definition of the anisotropic principal curvatures on ÑK we get

r(K, p) ≤
1

κi(v(p))
, i = 1, . . . , n. (6.2)

Hence r(K, p) ≤ 1/E1(v(p)). From the inequality above we also know that all κi(v(p)) are finite

for p ∈ (∂K \ Z (K)) ∩Π(ÑK). In addition, by the arithmetic–geometric means inequality,

n∏

i=1

(1− κi(v)t) ≤

(
1

n

n∑

i=1

(1− κi(v)t)

)n

= (1−E1(v)t)
n, 0 ≤ t ≤ r(K, p). (6.3)

Combining these facts together and noting that Hn(Z (K)) = 0, we get

Vol(K) =

∫

∂K\Z (K)

∫ r(K,p)

0

n∑

i=0

(−t)n−i

(
n

i

)
En−i(v(p))γ(ν)dtdµ(p)

=

∫

∂K\Z (K)

∫ r(K,p)

0

n∏

i=0

(1− κi(v(p))t)γ(ν)dtdµ(p)

≤

∫

∂K\Z (K)

∫ 1/E1(v(p))

0
(1−E1(v(p))t)

nγ(ν)dtdµ(p)

=
1

n+ 1

∫

∂K\Z (K)

γ(ν)

E1(v(p))
dµ(p)

=
1

n+ 1

∫

∂K

γ(ν)

E1(v(p))
dµ(p).

This proves the inequality (6.1). The equality case follows from the two inequalities (6.2) and
(6.3) becoming equalities. �

6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2.

Now we prove Theorem 1.2, which is recalled here.

Theorem 6.2. Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn). For a convex
body K in R

n+1, assume that the anisotropic curvature measures satisfy

Φn(K; ·) =
n−1∑

r=0

λrΦr(K; ·) (6.4)

for some constants λ0, . . . , λn−1 ≥ 0. Then K is a scaled Wulff shape.

Proof. First we apply the scaling property of the anisotropic curvature measures to get

Φn(αK; ·) = αnΦn(K; ·) =
n−1∑

r=0

λrα
n−rΦr(αK; ·)
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for α > 0. Since
∑n−1

r=0 λr 6= 0, we can assume

n−1∑

r=0

λr = 1. (6.5)

Recall the definition (3.13) of the anisotropic curvature measure

Φr(K;β) =

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK

ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃
nv (6.6)

for 0 ≤ r ≤ n and a Borel set β in R
n+1. At any point v ∈ ÑK,0, we can write the anisotropic

principal curvature κi(v) as κi(p) with p = Π(v) ∈ ∂K, and v is the unique anisotropic unit

normal of ∂K at the point p. Since the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure of ∂K \ ∂̃K is zero and

by Proposition 3.7 the set ∂̃K is contained in Π(ÑK,0), we have the following decomposition

Φr(K;β) =

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩ÑK,0

ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃
nv +

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩(ÑK\ÑK,0)
ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃

nv

=

∫

β∩Π(ÑK,0)
En−r(p)γ(ν)dµ(p) +

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩(ÑK\ÑK,0)
ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃

nv

=

∫

β∩∂K
En−r(p)γ(ν)dµ(p) +

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩(ÑK\ÑK,0)
ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃

nv (6.7)

for 0 ≤ r ≤ n. Let us define the singular part

ar(K;β) :=

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩(ÑK\ÑK,0)
ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃

nv.

Similarly, we define

br(K;β) :=

∫

Π−1(β∩∂K)∩(ÑK\ÑK,0)
ψ(v)S(v)En−r(v)dH̃

nv.

Then the Minkowski formula (4.2) can be written as∫

∂K
Er−1(p)γ(ν)dµ(p) + an−r+1(K;Rn+1) =

∫

∂K
S(p)Er(p)γ(ν)dµ(p) + bn−r(K;Rn+1) (6.8)

for any integer 1 ≤ r ≤ n, where an−r+1 and bn−r are singular parts of the formula. We write
the regular parts as integrations over ∂K, but we need to keep in mind that the integrands are
only defined in the smooth part of ∂K and that we have set the integrands to be any finite value

on ∂K \ ∂̃K.

Lemma 6.3. For a convex body K, an integer r ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1} and a constant λ > 0, assume
that

Φr(K; ·) ≤ λΦn(K; ·).

Then ar(K;Rn+1) = 0 and we can choose the origin such that br(K;Rn+1) = 0.

Proof. For the first assertion, to get a contradiction, let us assume

ar(K;Rn+1) =

∫

ÑK\ÑK,0

ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃
nv > 0.

Then there exists a subset B ⊂ ÑK \ ÑK,0 with H̃n(B) > 0 such that ψ(v)En−r(v) > 0 on B.
Then we get

0 <

∫

B
ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃

nv
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≤

∫

Π−1(Π(B))∩ÑK

ψ(v)En−r(v)dH̃
nv

= Φr(K; Π(B)) ≤ λΦn(K; Π(B)).

By (3.18), the last term is given by

Φn(K; Π(B)) =

∫

Π(B)∩∂̃K
γ(ν)dµ(p).

However, the set Π(B) ∩ ∂̃K = ∅ by Proposition 3.7. So Φn(K; Π(B)) = 0, which is a contra-
diction. Therefore we have ar(K;Rn+1) = 0.

For the second assertion, by translating the origin, we may assume that there exist 0 < r1 < r2
such that

r1W ⊂ K ⊂ r2W.

It follows that r1 ≤ S(v) ≤ r2 for ∀v ∈ NK . So by the definitions of ar and br we have

0 = r1 ar(K;Rn+1) ≤ br(K;Rn+1) ≤ r2 ar(K;Rn+1) = 0,

which implies br(K;Rn+1) = 0. �

For λr > 0, by Lemma 6.3 we have ar(K;Rn+1) = 0. It follows from (6.4) that

1 =
n∑

r=1

λn−rEr(p), (6.9)

almost everywhere on ∂K. Then

1 ≤
n∑

r=1

λn−rE
r
1(p),

which implies E1(p) ≥ 1 > 0 a.e. on ∂K in view of (6.5).

Similarly, by Lemma 6.3 the singular part bn−r(K;Rn+1) in the Minkowski formula (6.8) also
vanishes for λn−r > 0 after choosing a suitable origin. Meanwhile, using the generalized diver-
gence formula [14, Thm. 4.5.6] and the relationship between the anisotropic support function
S(p) and the isotropic support function 〈p, ν〉, we get

(n+ 1)Vol(K) =

∫

∂K
〈p, ν〉dµ(p) =

∫

∂K

〈p, ν〉

γ(ν)
γ(ν)dµ(p) =

∫

∂K
S(p)γ(ν)dµ(p).

Then by (6.9) and the Minkowski formula (6.8) we derive

(n+ 1)Vol(K) =

n∑

r=1

λn−r

∫

∂K
S(p)Er(p)γ(ν)dµ(p)

=
n∑

r=1

λn−r

(∫

∂K
Er−1(p)γ(ν)dµ(p) + an−r+1(K;Rn+1)

)

≥
n∑

r=1

λn−r

∫

∂K
Er−1(p)γ(ν)dµ(p).

On the other hand, by the Heintze–Karcher type inequality (6.1),

(n+ 1)Vol(K) ≤

∫

∂K

γ(ν)

E1(p)
dµ(p)
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=

∫

∂K

γ(ν)

E1(p)

(
n∑

r=1

λn−rEr(p)

)
dµ(p)

≤
n∑

r=1

λn−r

∫

∂K
Er−1(p)γ(ν)dµ(p),

where we used the inequality Er(p) ≤ Er−1(p)E1(p). So the equality must hold, and κ1(p) =
· · · = κn(p) = r(K, p)−1 = 1 almost everywhere on ∂K. This implies that the anisotropic area
of the boundary ∂K satisfies

|∂K|γ =

∫

∂K
γ(ν)dµ(p) =

∫

∂K
En(p)γ(ν)dµ(p)

= Φ0(K;Rn+1)− a0(K;Rn+1)

≤ Φ0(K;Rn+1) = |∂W |γ ,

where in the third equality we used the decomposition (6.7) and in the last equality we used the
fact (3.19). Since the anisotropic reach of K is 1 almost everywhere, K contains a Wulff shape
of radius 1 and we have

Vol(K) ≥ Vol(W ).

Combining the above two inequalities gives rise to
(
|∂K|γ
|∂W |γ

)n+1

≤

(
Vol(K)

Vol(W )

)n

,

which together with the equality case of the anisotropic isoperimetric inequality (2.17) (with
ℓ = n) implies that K is a scaled Wulff shape. This completes the proof of Theorem 6.2. �

7. Volume preserving anisotropic curvature flow

In the second part of this paper, we will study the volume preserving flow by powers of the
kth anisotropic mean curvature.

7.1. Variation equations.

We first review some variation equations for geometric quantities on the hypersurface M in
R
n+1. Let W be a Wulff shape with the support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn), and let X(·, t) : M →

R
n+1, t ∈ [0, T ), be a smooth family of embeddings satisfying

∂

∂t
X = ηνγ , (7.1)

for some time-dependent smooth function η, where νγ denotes the anisotropic unit normal of
Mt = X(M, t). The closure of the enclosed domain of Mt is denoted by Kt. The following
equations were calculated in [2].

Lemma 7.1 ( [2]). Under the variation (7.1), we have the following evolution equations for the
anisotropic area element dµγ , anisotropic unit normal νγ , the induced anisotropic metric ĝij and

the anisotropic Weingarten tensor ĥℓk of the evolving hypersurface Mt = X(M, t):

∂

∂t
dµγ = ηHγdµγ , (7.2)

∂

∂t
νγ = −∇̂η, (7.3)
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∂

∂t
ĝij = 2ηĥij −Qij

k∂kη, (7.4)

∂

∂t
ĥℓk = −∇̂ℓ∇̂kη −Ak

pℓ∂pη − ηĥpkĥ
ℓ
p, (7.5)

where the upper indices are lifted using the metric ĝ, the function Hγ = nE1 is the anisotropic
mean curvature of Mt, and the tensors A and Q are defined in §2.2. In addition, the volume of
the enclosed Kt satisfies

d

dt
Vol(Kt) =

∫

Mt

ηdµγ . (7.6)

In [29] Reilly derived the following variational formula for the mixed volumes.

Lemma 7.2 ( [29]). Under the variation (7.1), the mixed volume Vn+1−k(Kt,W ) relative to the
Wulff shape W evolves by

d

dt
Vn+1−k(Kt,W ) = (n+ 1− k)

∫

Mt

η Ekdµγ , (7.7)

where k = 1, . . . , n.

Since the global term φ(t) in the flow equation (1.9) is defined as in (1.10), it is easy to check
using (7.6) that the volume of the evolving domain remains constant along the flow (1.9):

d

dt
Vol(Kt) =

∫

Mt

(φ(t) − E
α/k
k )dµγ = 0.

7.2. Monotonicity of the isoperimetric ratio.

We next show that the flow (1.9) decreases the (n + 1 − k)th mixed volume Vn+1−k(Kt,W ).
This will imply that the isoperimetric ratio

In+1−k(Kt,W ) =
Vn+1−k(Kt,W )n+1

Vn+1(Kt,W )n+1−kV0(Kt,W )k

is monotone non-increasing in time.

Proposition 7.3. Let Mt = X(M, t) = ∂Kt be a smooth strictly convex solution of the flow
(1.9) on [0, T ) with the global term φ(t) given by (1.10). Then Vn+1−k(Kt,W ) is non-increasing
in t, and thus the isoperimetric ratio In+1−k(Kt,W ) is monotone non-increasing in t.

Proof. By the definition (1.10) of φ(t), the volume of the enclosed Kt remains to be a constant.
Since Kt is smooth and convex, we can write the mixed volume Vn+1−k(Kt,W ) as in (2.14). By
(7.7), we have

1

(n− k + 1)

d

dt
Vn+1−k(Kt,W ) =

∫

Mt

Ek(φ(t) −E
α/k
k )dµγ

=
1

|Mt|γ

∫

Mt

Ekdµγ

∫

Mt

E
α/k
k dµγ −

∫

Mt

E
α
k
+1

k dµγ

=−

∫

Mt

(
Ek − Ēk

)
E

α/k
k dµγ

=−

∫

Mt

(
Ek − Ēk

) (
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

)
dµγ

≤ 0, (7.8)
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where Ēk denotes the average integral of Ek. This says that Vn+1−k(Kt,W ) is non-increasing
in time. Since Vn+1(Kt,W ) = (n + 1)Vol(Kt) and V0(Kt,W ) = (n + 1)Vol(W ) are constants,
we conclude that the isoperimetric ratio In+1−k(Kt,W ) is non-increasing in t. �

The monotonicity of the isoperimetric ratio together with the isoperimetric inequality (2.17)
implies that

1 ≤ In+1−k(Kt,W ) ≤ In+1−k(K0,W )

along the flow (1.9). This can be used to control the anisotropic area and shape of the evolving
hypersurfaces Mt. Let K be a convex body in R

n+1 with boundary M = ∂K. The anisotropic
outer radius of K (or M) relative to W is defined as

R(K) := inf{ρ > 0 : K ⊂ ρW + p for some point p ∈ R
n+1}.

The anisotropic inner radius of K relative to W is defined as

r(K) := sup{ρ > 0 : ρW + p ⊂ K for some point p ∈ R
n+1}.

We denote by r(t) and R(t) the anisotropic inner radius and outer radius of the evolving set Kt

under the flow (1.9), respectively. As a consequence of Proposition 7.3, we have the following
estimate on r(t) and R(t).

Proposition 7.4. Let Mt be a smooth convex solution of the flow (1.9) on [0, T ) with the
global term φ(t) given by (1.10). Then there exist constants c1, c2, R1, R2 depending only on
n, k, γ,Vol(K0) and Vn+1−k(K0,W ) such that

0 < c1 ≤ |Mt|γ ≤ c2 (7.9)

and

0 < R1 ≤ r(t) ≤ R(t) ≤ R2 (7.10)

for all t ∈ [0, T ).

Proof. First, the isoperimetric inequality (2.17) and the preserving of the enclosed volume imply
that

|Mt|
n+1
γ = Vn(Kt,W )n+1

≥ Vn+1(Kt,W )nV0(Kt,W )

= (n+ 1)n+1Vol(K0)
nVol(W ),

which gives the lower bound of |Mt|γ . For the upper bound of |Mt|γ : if k = 1 in the flow equation
(1.9), the monotonicity of Vn+1−k(Kt,W ) gives the upper bound |Mt|γ ≤ |M0|γ ; if k = 2, . . . , n,
the Alexandrov–Fenchel inequality (2.16) implies that

V n
n+1−k(K0,W ) ≥ V n

n+1−k(Kt,W )

≥ V n+1−k
n (Kt,W )V k−1

0 (Kt,W )

= |Mt|
n+1−k
γ (n+ 1)k−1Vol(W )k−1,

which gives the upper bound of |Mt|γ . This proves the inequality (7.9).

In Proposition 5.1 of [2], the first author proved that for any convex body K with boundary
M = ∂K, there holds

Vol(K)

|M |γ
≤ r(K) ≤ R(K) ≤

|M |nγ
(n+ 1)n−1Vol(W )Vol(K)n−1

. (7.11)

Then the estimate (7.10) follows from the estimate (7.9) and the inequality (7.11). �
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8. Anisotropic Gauss map parametrization

In this section, we rewrite the flow (1.9) as a scalar parabolic equation on the Wulff shape
Σ = ∂W of the anisotropic support function of the evolving hypersurface, and derive some
evolution equations in this parametrization.

8.1. Anisotropic Gauss map parametrization.

We first review the anisotropic Gauss map parametrization of a smooth strictly convex hy-
persurface. Given a smooth strictly convex hypersurface M in R

n+1, we assume that the origin
lies inside M . The Gauss map is defined as ν : M → S

n which maps the point x ∈ M to the
outward unit normal ν ∈ S

n at this point. The Gauss map of a strictly convex hypersurface is
a nondegenerate diffeomorphism between M and S

n. Since the Wulff shape W is also strictly
convex, we can define a map from S

n to Σ = ∂W which maps ν to νγ = Dγ(ν). Then the
anisotropic Gauss map is defined as νγ : M → Σ satisfying νγ(x) = Dγ(ν(x)) for any point
x ∈M .

The anisotropic Gauss map is a nondegenerate diffeomorphism and can be used to reparametrize
a strictly convex hypersurface M (see [43]):

X : Σ →M ⊂ R
n+1, X(z) = X(ν−1

γ (z)), z ∈ Σ.

The anisotropic support function of M is then defined as a function on Σ by

s(z) = sup
y∈M

G(z)(z, y) = G(z)(z,X(z)) (8.1)

for z ∈ Σ, where G is the metric on R
n+1 defined in (2.4). Let ḡ and ∇̄ denote the induced

metric and its Levi-Civita connection on Σ from (Rn+1, G) respectively. Taking the first covariant
derivative of s on Σ, we have

∇̄is(z) = G(z)(∂iz,X(z)) (8.2)

in a local orthonormal basis {ei}, i = 1, . . . , n of TzΣ = TX(z)M . Taking the second covariant
derivatives of s, Xia [43] obtained that the anisotropic principal radii of M are given by the
eigenvalues τ = (τ1, . . . , τn) of

τij = τij [s] = ∇̄i∇̄js+ ḡijs−
1

2
Qijk∇̄ks. (8.3)

The anisotropic principal curvatures κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) are related to the anisotropic principal
radii τ = (τ1, . . . , τn) by

κi =
1

τi
, i = 1, . . . , n.

Moreover, any smooth function s on Σ satisfying (τij) > 0 is an anisotropic support function of
a smooth, closed and strictly convex hypersurface M in R

n+1.

Lemma 8.1. We have the following Codazzi and Simons type equations for τij:

∇̄jτkℓ +
1

2
Qkℓpτjp = ∇̄kτjℓ +

1

2
Qjℓpτkp (8.4)

and

∇̄i∇̄jτkℓ =∇̄k∇̄ℓτij +
1

2
Qijp∇̄pτkℓ −

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄pτij + ḡijτkℓ − ḡkjτiℓ

+ ḡiℓτkj − ḡkℓτij +
1

4
(QjkqQipq −QkpqQqij) τpℓ

+
1

4
(QjℓqQipq −QℓpqQqij) τkp +

1

4
(QkℓqQipq −QkpqQqiℓ) τpj
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+
1

4
(QkℓqQjpq −QkpqQqjℓ) τip +

1

2
∇̄pQijkτℓp +

1

2
∇̄pQijℓτkp

−
1

2
∇̄pQjkℓτip −

1

2
∇̄pQikℓτjp. (8.5)

The proof of (8.4) is by taking covariant derivatives of (8.3), and using the Gauss equation
(2.10) and the Ricci identity. See the proof of Lemma 5.2 in [43]. Taking the covariant derivative
of (8.4) and using the Gauss equation (2.10) and the Ricci identity, we can obtain (8.5) after
rearranging the terms. See the calculation in Lemma A.1 of [41].

8.2. Properties of symmetric functions.

To derive the evolution equation of the anisotropic support function along the flow (1.9), we
require some properties on smooth symmetric functions which we recall here. The readers can
refer to [4] for more details.

For a smooth symmetric function F (A) = f(κ(A)), where A = (Aij) ∈ Sym(n) is a symmetric

matrix and κ(A) = (κ1, . . . , κn) give the eigenvalues of A, we denote by Ḟ ij(A) and F̈ ij,kl(A)
the first and second derivatives of F with respect to the components of its argument. We also
denote by ḟ i(κ) and f̈ ij(κ) the first and second derivatives of f with respect to κ, respectively.
At any diagonal A with distinct eigenvalues κ = κ(A), the first derivative of F satisfies

Ḟ ij(A) = ḟ i(κ)δij

and the second derivative of F in the direction B ∈ Sym(n) is given in terms of ḟ and f̈ by (see,
e.g., [4]):

F̈ ij,kℓ(A)BijBkℓ =
∑

i,j

f̈ ij(κ)BiiBjj + 2
∑

i>j

ḟ i(κ)− ḟ j(κ)

κi − κj
B2

ij . (8.6)

This formula makes sense as a limit in the case of any repeated values of κi.

We say that f is concave if its Hessian is non-positive definite. From the equation (8.6), we
know that F is concave at A if and only if f is concave at κ and

(
ḟk − ḟ ℓ

)
(κk − κℓ) ≤ 0, ∀ k 6= ℓ.

Moreover, if f is concave, homogeneous of degree one and is normalized such that f(1, . . . , 1) = 1,

then
∑n

i=1 ḟ
i ≥ 1.

We say that f is inverse-concave, if the dual function

f∗(x1, . . . , xn) = f(x−1
1 , . . . , x−1

n )−1

is concave. Note that the dual function f∗ is only defined on the positive definite cone Γ+

Γ+ = {x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R
n : xi > 0, i = 1, . . . , n}.

The functions

E
1/k
k , and (Ek/Eℓ)

1/(k−ℓ), k > ℓ

are important examples of concave and inverse-concave symmetric functions.
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8.3. Evolution equations.

The anisotropic support function introduced in §8.1 allows the degenerate parabolic system

of Equation (1.9) to be written as a parabolic scalar equation (see, e.g., [39,44]). Let F = E
1/k
k

and define its dual function F∗ by

F∗(x1, . . . , xn) =F (x
−1
1 , . . . , x−1

n )−1 =

(
En(x)

En−k(x)

)1/k

for x ∈ Γ+. Then F∗ is concave in its arguments.

Lemma 8.2. The solution of the flow (1.9) is given, up to a time-dependent diffeomorphism,
by solving the scalar parabolic equation on the Wulff shape Σ

∂

∂t
s = Ψ(τij) + φ(t) = −F∗(τij)

−α + φ(t) (8.7)

for the anisotropic support function s, where F∗(τij) can be viewed as the function F∗ = F∗(τ)
evaluated at the eigenvalues τ = (τ1, · · · , τn) of τij.

In fact, suppose that X(·, t) :M → R
n+1 is a family of smooth embeddings satisfying (1.9) and

each Mt is strictly convex for t ∈ [0, T ). We can reparametrize Mt using the anisotropic Gauss
map. Define X̄(·, t) : Σ → R

n+1 by

X̄(z, t) = X(ν−1
γ (z, t), t)

for each t > 0. Then

∂

∂t
X̄(z, t) =

∂X

∂xi
∂(ν−1

γ )i

∂t
+
∂

∂t
X(ν−1

γ (z, t), t),

where xi, i = 1, . . . , n, denote the local coordinates on M . By the definition of the anisotropic
support function, it follows from the above equation that

∂

∂t
s(z, t) =G(z)(z,

∂

∂t
X̄(z, t))

=G(z)(z,
∂

∂t
X(ν−1

γ (z, t), t))

=φ(t)−E
α/k
k (κ), (8.8)

where we used the fact that ∂X/∂xi is tangential toMt. Since κ = (κ1, . . . , κn) are the reciprocal
of the eigenvalues of τij, the last term of (8.8) can be expressed as F−α

∗ (τij) and we obtain the
equation (8.7). The converse is also true: any smooth solution s(z, t) to (8.7) defines a smooth
solution Mt to (1.9) whose anisotropic support functions are given by s(z, t).

Applying the implicit function theorem to (8.7), we have the existence of a smooth solution
of (1.9) for a short time for any smooth, strictly convex initial hypersurface. In the rest of this
section, we derive the evolution equations of s, |∇̄s|2 and τij[s] along the flow (8.7).

Lemma 8.3. The evolution equation (8.7) for the anisotropic support function s has the fol-
lowing equivalent form:

∂

∂t
s−Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓs−

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄ps

)
= φ(t) + (1 + α)Ψ + sΨ̇kℓḡkℓ. (8.9)

Proof. Since Ψ is homogeneous of degree −α with respect to τij , we have

−αΨ = Ψ̇kℓτkℓ = Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓs+ ḡkℓs−

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄ps

)
.
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This implies that

∂

∂t
s−Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓs−

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄ps

)
= Ψ+ φ(t) + αΨ + sΨ̇kℓḡkℓ.

�

Lemma 8.4. Under the flow (8.7), the squared norm |∇̄s|2 of the gradient of the anisotropic
support function s evolves according to

∂

∂t
|∇̄s|2 − Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓ|∇̄s|

2 −
1

2
Qkℓp∇̄p|∇̄s|

2

)

= Ψ̇kℓ

(
−2τikτiℓ − 2s2ḡkℓ + 4sτkℓ − 2τikQiℓpsp + 2sQkℓpsp

)

+ Ψ̇kℓ

(
2sksℓ −

1

2
(2QiℓmQmkp −QipmQmkℓ)sisp − ∇̄iQkℓpspsi

)
. (8.10)

Proof. The evolution of |∇̄s|2 can be computed as follows:

∂

∂t
|∇̄s|2 = 2si∇̄i(∂ts) = 2si∇̄i(Ψ + φ(t)) = 2siΨ̇

kℓ∇̄iτkℓ

= 2siΨ̇
kℓ

(
∇̄i∇̄k∇̄ℓs+ ∇̄isḡkℓ −

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄i∇̄ps−

1

2
∇̄iQkℓp∇̄ps

)
.

By the Ricci identity and (2.10), we get

∇̄k∇̄ℓ|∇̄s|
2 =2siksiℓ + 2si∇̄k∇̄ℓ∇̄is

=2siksiℓ + 2si(∇̄i∇̄k∇̄ℓs+ R̄kiℓp∇̄ps)

=2siksiℓ + 2si∇̄i∇̄k∇̄ℓs+ 2|∇̄s|2ḡkℓ − 2sksℓ +
1

2
(QiℓmQmkp −QipmQmkℓ)sisp.

Combining the above two equations yields

∂

∂t
|∇̄s|2 − Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓ|∇̄s|

2 −
1

2
Qkℓp∇̄p|∇̄s|

2

)

= Ψ̇kℓ

(
−2siksiℓ + 2sksℓ −

1

2
(QiℓmQmkp −QipmQmkℓ)sisp − ∇̄iQkℓpspsi

)
.

Rewriting sik, siℓ using (8.3) gives the equation (8.10). �

Lemma 8.5. Under the flow (8.7), the speed function Ψ evolves according to

∂

∂t
Ψ = Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓΨ−

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄pΨ

)
+ (Ψ + φ(t))Ψ̇kℓḡkℓ. (8.11)

The tensor τij = τij[s] evolves by

∂

∂t
τij =Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓτij −

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄pτij

)
+ Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄iτkℓ∇̄jτpq

+ ((1− α)Ψ + φ(t))ḡij − Ψ̇kℓḡkℓτij

+
1

2
Ψ̇kℓ (QjkqQipq −QkpqQqij) τpℓ

+
1

2
Ψ̇kℓ (QkℓqQipq −QkpqQqiℓ) τpj

+ Ψ̇kℓ∇̄pQijkτpℓ − Ψ̇kℓ∇̄pQikℓτpj. (8.12)
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Proof. (i) The evolution of Ψ follows from the equation (8.7) and the definition (8.3) of τ :

∂

∂t
Ψ =Ψ̇kℓ ∂

∂t
τkℓ

=Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓ

∂

∂t
s+ ḡkℓ

∂

∂t
s−

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄p

∂

∂t
s

)

=Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓΨ−

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄pΨ

)
+ (Ψ + φ(t))Ψ̇kℓḡkℓ.

(ii) Again by (8.3) and (8.7), we get

∂

∂t
τij =∇̄i∇̄j

∂

∂t
s+ ḡij

∂

∂t
s−

1

2
Qijp∇̄p

∂

∂t
s

=∇̄i∇̄jΨ+ ḡij(Ψ + φ(t)) −
1

2
Qijp∇̄pΨ

=Ψ̇kℓ∇̄i∇̄jτkℓ + Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄iτkℓ∇̄jτpq + ḡij(Ψ + φ(t))−
1

2
Qijp∇̄pΨ. (8.13)

Applying the Simons’ type equation (8.5), we can rewrite the first term on the right-hand side
of (8.13) as

Ψ̇kℓ∇̄i∇̄jτkℓ =Ψ̇kℓ∇̄k∇̄ℓτij +
1

2
Qijp∇̄pΨ−

1

2
Ψ̇kℓQkℓp∇̄pτij − αΨḡij − Ψ̇kℓḡkℓτij

+
1

2
Ψ̇kℓ (QjkqQipq −QkpqQqij) τpℓ +

1

2
Ψ̇kℓ (QkℓqQipq −QkpqQqiℓ) τpj

+ Ψ̇kℓ∇̄pQijkτpℓ − Ψ̇kℓ∇̄pQikℓτpj. (8.14)

The equation (8.12) follows by substituting (8.14) into (8.13). �

9. Long-time existence

In this section, we prove that the flow (1.9) exists for all positive time t ∈ [0,∞). Let Mt be
a strictly convex solution to the flow (1.9) on some time interval [0, T ). We first observe that in
light of the estimate (7.10) on the anisotropic inner radius and outer radius of Mt, for each time
we can find an origin pt such that the anisotropic support function s(z, t) of Mt with respect to
pt satisfies

R1 ≤ s(z, t) ≤ R2, (9.1)

where R1, R2 are positive constants depending only on n, k, γ,Vol(K0) and Vn+1−k(K0,W ).
The C0 estimate (9.1) of s together with the strict convexity of Mt also implies a bound on the
gradient of the anisotropic support function s

|∇̄s|2(z, t) ≤ C(R2 −R1) (9.2)

for all z ∈ Σ. The C1 estimate (9.2) in terms of the C0 estimate does not depend on the flow
and holds for any strictly convex hypersurface.

Lemma 9.1. Assume that M is a strictly convex hypersurface in R
n+1 with the anisotropic

support function s(z) with respect to some point o satisfying

R1 ≤ s(z) ≤ R2, ∀ z ∈ Σ (9.3)

for some positive constants R1, R2. Then the gradient of s satisfies

|∇̄s|2(z) ≤ C(R2 −R1) (9.4)

for all z ∈ Σ.
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Proof. This estimate (9.4) follows from the estimate (9.3) and the equations (8.1) and (8.2) for
strictly convex hypersurfaces directly. Alternatively, we consider the function (cf. [44, Proposi-
tion 4.3])

ω(z) =
|∇̄s|2

R2 + δ − s

on Σ, where δ > 0 is an arbitrary constant. Suppose that the maximum of ω(z) is achieved at
z0 ∈ Σ. Then at the point z0, there holds

0 =
∑

i

∇̄is∇̄iω =
2siskski
R2 + δ − s

+
|∇̄s|4

(R2 + δ − s)2

=
2siskτki
R2 + δ − s

−
2s|∇̄s|2

R2 + δ − s
+
Qkipsisksp
R2 + δ − s

+
|∇̄s|4

(R2 + δ − s)2

≥
|∇̄s|2

(R2 + δ − s)2
(
|∇̄s|2 − (2s + C|∇̄s|)(R2 + δ − s)

)
, (9.5)

where C is a constant depending on Q, the notation si, ski denotes the covariant derivatives of s
on Σ with respect to the metric ḡ, and we used (8.3) in the third equality. It follows from (9.5)
that

ω(z0) =
|∇̄s|2

R2 + δ − s
≤ 2s + C|∇̄s|.

If 2s ≥ C|∇̄s| at z0, then

ω(z0) ≤ 4s ≤ 4R2.

If 2s ≤ C|∇̄s| at z0, then

|∇̄s|

R2 + δ − s
≤ 2C,

and

ω(z0) ≤ (2C)2(R2 + δ − s(z0)) ≤ 4C2(R2 + δ −R1).

Hence, there exists a constant C = C(Q,R1, R2) such that ω(z) ≤ C for all z ∈ Σ. This implies
that

|∇̄s|2 = (R2 + δ − s(z))ω(z) ≤ C(R2 + δ −R1)

for all z ∈ Σ. Since δ > 0 is arbitrary, the estimate (9.4) follows. �

The estimate (9.1) depends on the origin pt we choose. The following lemma shows the
existence of a ball with a fixed center enclosed by our flow hypersurfaces on a suitable fixed time
interval.

Lemma 9.2. For any time t0 ∈ [0, T ), let p0 be the center such that the estimate (9.1) holds on
Mt0 . Then there exists some positive τ depending only on n, k, γ, α,Vol(K0) and Vn+1−k(K0,W )
such that the anisotropic support function s(z, t) of Mt with respect to the center p0 satisfies

s(z, t) ≥ R1/2, ∀ t ∈ [t0,min{T, t0 + τ}). (9.6)

Proof. Let s(t) = minΣ s(·, t) = s(zt, t). At the point zt, we have

τij[s(zt, t)] ≥ s(t)ḡij .

Then the evolution equation (8.7) of s(z, t) implies that

d

dt
s(t) ≥ −s(t)−α + φ(t) ≥ −s(t)−α.
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By the initial condition s(t0) ≥ R1, we solve the above inequality as follows

s(t) ≥
(
R1+α

1 − (α+ 1)(t− t0)
) 1

1+α ≥ R1/2,

provided that t− t0 ≤ (1+α)−1(1−2−α−1)Rα+1
1 =: τ . The conclusion (9.6) follows immediately.

�

We now estimate the upper bound on the speed of the flow.

Proposition 9.3. Let Mt be a smooth convex solution of the flow (1.9) on [0, T ) with the global
term φ(t) given by (1.10). Then

max
Mt

Ek ≤ C
(
1 + t−

α
1+α

)
(9.7)

for any t ∈ [0, T ), where C depends on n, k, γ, α,Vol(K0) and Vn+1−k(K0,W ).

Proof. The proof is by applying the technique of Tso [38]. For any given time t0 ∈ [0, T ), the
estimate (9.6) implies that the anisotropic support function s(z, t) with respect to the center p0
satisfies s(z, t) ≥ R1/2 in the time interval t ∈ [t0,min{T, t0 + τ}). Then the following function
Z

Z(z, t) =
F−α
∗

s(z, t)− 1
4R1

, z ∈ Σ,

is well defined for all time t ∈ [t0,min{T, t0 + τ}). The estimate (9.6) together with (7.10) also
implies that the anisotropic support function s(z, t) with respect to the center p0 is bounded

from above by 2R2. Since E
α/k
k = F−α

∗ , to prove (9.7) it suffices to estimate the upper bound
of Z. Combining (8.9) and (8.11), we obtain

∂

∂t
Z−Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓZ −

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄pZ

)

=
1

s− 1
4R1

(
∂

∂t
F−α
∗ − Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓF

−α
∗ −

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄pF

−α
∗

))

−
Z

s− 1
4R1

(
∂

∂t
s− Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓs−

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄ps

))
+ 2Ψ̇kℓ ∇̄kZ∇̄ℓs

s − 1
4R1

=2Ψ̇kℓ ∇̄kZ∇̄ℓs

s− 1
4R1

+
1

s− 1
4R1

(F−α
∗ − φ(t))Ψ̇kℓḡkℓ

−
Z

s− 1
4R1

(
φ(t) + (1 + α)Ψ + sΨ̇kℓḡkℓ

)

=2Ψ̇kℓ ∇̄kZ∇̄ℓs

s− 1
4R1

−
R1Z

4(s − 1
4R1)

Ψ̇kℓḡkℓ + (1 + α)Z2 − φ(t)
Ψ̇kℓḡkℓ + Z

s− 1
2R1

. (9.8)

The second term on the right-hand side of (9.8) can be estimated as follows:

R1Z

4(s − 1
4R1)

Ψ̇kℓḡkℓ =
αR1Z

4(s − 1
4R1)

F−α−1
∗ Ḟ kℓ

∗ ḡkℓ

≥
αR1Z

4(s − 1
4R1)

F−α−1
∗

=
αR1

4
Z2+ 1

α (s−
1

4
R1)

1/α
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≥α

(
R1

4

)1+1/α

Z2+ 1

α ,

where we used the fact Ḟ kℓ
∗ ḡkℓ =

∑
i ḟ

i
∗ ≥ 1 due to the concavity of F∗. Let Z̃(t) = supZ(·, t).

Since φ(t) ≥ 0, Equation (9.8) implies that (in the form given in [20, Lemma 3.5])

d

dt
Z̃ ≤− α

(
R1

4

)1+1/α

Z̃2+ 1

α + (1 + α)Z̃2.

Let

Z̃0(α,R1) =

(
4

R1

)α+1(2(1 + α)

α

)α

,

which is a positive constant depending only on α and R1. Whenever Z̃(t) ≥ Z̃0, we have

d

dt
Z̃ ≤− (1 + α)Z̃2.

It follows that

Z̃(t) ≤max





(
4

R1

)α+1(2(1 + α)

α

)α

,

(
Z̃(t0)

− 1+α
α +

1 + α

2

(
R1

4

) 1+α
α

(t− t0)

)− α
1+α





≤ C
(
1 + (t− t0)

− α
1+α

)

for all t ∈ (t0,min{T, t0 + τ}), where C depends only on n, k, γ, α,Vol(K0) and Vn+1−k(K0,W ).

The upper bound of E
α/k
k = F−α

∗ follows from the bound on Z and the fact s(z, t) ≤ 2R2.
Proposition 9.3 follows since t0 is arbitrary. �

Proposition 9.3 implies the following estimate on the global term φ(t).

Corollary 9.4. Let Mt be a smooth convex solution of the flow (1.9) on [0, T ) with the global
term φ(t) given by (1.10). Then for any p > 0 we have

0 < C1 ≤
1

|Mt|γ

∫

Mt

Ep
kdµγ ≤ C2 (9.9)

on [0, T ), where the constants C1, C2 depend only on n, k, γ, α, p,Vol(K0) and Vn+1−k(K0,W ).
In particular,

C1 ≤ φ(t) ≤ C2 (9.10)

on [0, T ).

Proof. The upper bound in (9.9) follows from the upper bound on Ek. For the lower bound in
(9.9), if 0 < p ≤ 1, by the Alexandrov–Fenchel inequality (2.16) and the upper bound on Ek,

(n+ 1)n+1Vol(Kt)
n−k
n+1Vol(W )

k+1

n+1 ≤

∫

Mt

Ekdµγ ≤ sup
Mt

E1−p
k

∫

Mt

Ep
kdµγ .

Since the enclosedKt has fixed volume, the lower bound in (9.9) follows from the above inequality
and the upper bound on |Mt|γ in (7.9). If p > 1, the lower bound follows similarly by using the
following inequality

(n+ 1)n+1Vol(Kt)
n−k
n+1Vol(W )

k+1

n+1 ≤

∫

Mt

Ekdµγ ≤

(∫

Mt

Ep
kdµγ

)1/p

|Mt|
1− 1

p
γ .

�

Let [0, T ) be the maximal interval such that the smooth solution Mt of the flow (1.9) exists.
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Proposition 9.5. If M0 is strictly convex, then the solution Mt of the flow (1.9) is strictly
convex for all t ∈ [0, T ). If T < ∞, there exists a constant C depending on M0, γ and T such
that the anisotropic principal curvatures of Mt satisfy κi ≥ C > 0 on t ∈ [0, T ).

Proof. To prove this estimate, we use the anisotropic Gauss map parametrization of the flow
(1.9) as described in §8. The flow (1.9) is equivalent to the scalar parabolic equation (8.7) on
Σ of the anisotropic support function s(z, t). Since the eigenvalues of (τij) are equal to the
reciprocal of the anisotropic principal curvatures κ, in order to estimate the lower bound of κ,
it suffices to estimate the upper bound of the eigenvalues of τij .

For any given time t0 ∈ [0, T ), we choose the origin as p0 such that the estimate (9.1) holds.
Then Lemma 9.2 implies that the anisotropic support function s(z, t) of Mt with respect to the
origin p0 satisfies

R1/2 ≤ s(z, t) ≤ 2R2, ∀ t ∈ [t0,min{T, t0 + τ}) (9.11)

for some fixed constant τ depending only on n, k, α, γ,M0. Suppose e1 is the direction where
the maximum eigenvalue of (τij) occurs. By the evolution equation (8.12) of τij, we have

∂

∂t
τ11 ≤ Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓτ11 −

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄pτ11

)
+ Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄1τkℓ∇̄1τpq

+ (1− α)Ψ + φ(t) + C1Ψ̇
kℓḡkℓτ11, (9.12)

where C1 = C1(Q, ∇̄Q) is a constant depending only on Q, ∇̄Q. Applying Theorem 9.3 and
Corollary 9.4, we have (1 − α)Ψ + φ(t) ≤ C for some uniform constant C > 0. However,

Ψ̇kℓḡkℓ = αF−α−1
∗ Ḟ kℓ

∗ ḡkℓ, which has no control from above. Therefore, the parabolic maximum
principle for tensors can not be applied directly to (9.12) to deduce the upper bound of τ11.

To overcome this problem, we define

ζ = sup{τijξ
iξj : |ξ| = 1}

and consider

ω(z, t) =
ζ(z, t)

(s(z, t)− R1

4 )a
, (9.13)

where the power a > 0 will be determined later. The function ω is well defined on the time
interval [t0,min{T, t0 + τ}). We consider the spatial maximum point (z1, t1) where ω(z1, t1) =
maxΣ ω(·, t1) for each t1 ∈ [t0,min{T, t0 + τ}). By rotation of the local orthonormal frame, we
assume that ξ = e1 and (τij) = diag(τ1, . . . , τn) is diagonal at (z1, t1). Then we have ζ = τ11 at
(z1, t1). Combining (8.9) and (9.12) gives

∂

∂t
ω − Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓω −

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄pω

)
−

2

(s− R1

4 )a
Ψ̇kℓ∇̄kω∇̄ℓ(s−

R1

4
)a

=
1

(s− R1

4 )a

(
∂

∂t
τ11 − Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓτ11 −

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄pτ11

))

−
aω

s− R1

4

(
∂

∂t
s− Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓs−

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄ps

))
+

a(a− 1)

(s− R1

4 )2
ωΨ̇kℓ∇̄ks∇̄ℓs

≤
1

(s− R1

4 )a

(
Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄1τkℓ∇̄1τpq + (1− α)Ψ + φ(t) + C1Ψ̇

kℓḡkℓτ11

)

−
aω

s− R1

4

(
φ(t) + (1 + α)Ψ + sΨ̇kℓḡkℓ

)
+

a(a− 1)

(s − R1

4 )2
ωΨ̇kℓ∇̄ks∇̄ℓs
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≤
1

(s− R1

4 )a
Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄1τkℓ∇̄1τpq +

a(a− 1)

(s− R1

4 )2
ωΨ̇kℓ∇̄ks∇̄ℓs

+ ω
∑

k

ψ̇k

(
C1 −

as

s− R1

4

)
+

1

(s− R1

4 )a
((1 − α)Ψ + φ(t))

−
aω

s− R1

4

(φ(t) + (1 + α)Ψ) . (9.14)

We estimate gradient terms in (9.14). Since Ψ is concave, we have ψ̈ ≤ 0 and (ψ̇k − ψ̇ℓ)(τk −
τℓ) ≤ 0. Using the equation (8.6) we estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (9.14)

Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄1τkℓ∇̄1τpq = ψ̈kℓ∇̄1τkk∇̄1τℓℓ + 2
∑

k>ℓ

ψ̇k − ψ̇ℓ

τk − τℓ
(∇̄1τkℓ)

2

≤ − 2
∑

k>1

τ−1
1 (ψ̇k − ψ̇1)(∇̄1τk1)

2.

Codazzi equation (8.4) implies that

(∇̄1τk1)
2 =

(
∇̄kτ11 +

1

2
Q11pτkp −

1

2
Qk1pτ1p

)2

≥
1

2
(∇̄kτ11)

2 − C(τ1)
2.

Since ∇̄kω = 0 at (z1, t1), we have

∇̄kτ11
τ11

=
a∇̄ks

s− R1

4

. (9.15)

Then the gradient terms on the right-hand side of (9.14) satisfy

1

(s− R1

4 )a
Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄1τkℓ∇̄1τpq +

a(a− 1)

(s− R1

4 )2
ωΨ̇kℓ∇̄ks∇̄ℓs

=ω

(
1

τ11
Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄1τkℓ∇̄1τpq +

a− 1

a

1

(τ11)2

∑

k

ψ̇k(∇̄kτ11)
2

)

≤ ω

(
−2
∑

k>1

τ−2
11 (ψ̇k − ψ̇1)

(
1

2
(∇̄kτ11)

2 − C(τ1)
2

)
+
a− 1

a

1

(τ11)2

∑

k

ψ̇k(∇̄kτ11)
2

)

= ω

(
ψ̇1τ−2

11

∑

k

(∇̄kτ11)
2 + 2C

∑

k>1

(ψ̇k − ψ̇1)

)

≤ ω

(
ψ̇1a2

|∇̄s|2

(s− R1

4 )2
+ C2

∑

k

ψ̇k

)
(9.16)

at (z1, t1).

Substituting (9.16) into (9.14), we have

∂

∂t
ω ≤ ω

∑

k

ψ̇k

(
C1 + C2 −

as

s− R1

4

)
+ ωψ̇1a2

|∇̄s|2

(s− R1

4 )2

+
1

(s− R1

4 )a
((1− α)Ψ + φ(t))−

aω

s− R1

4

(φ(t) + (1 + α)Ψ) (9.17)

at (z1, t1). Since s(z, t) satisfies the estimate (9.11) on the time interval [t0,min{T, t0 + τ}), by
choosing a suitable constant a > 0 depending on R1, R2 and C1, C2 we can ensure that the first
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term on the right-hand side of (9.17) is negative. This kills the bad term
∑

k ψ̇
k. The second

term on the right-hand side of (9.17) is bounded, since |∇̄s| is bounded by (9.2) and

ωψ̇1 =
ψ̇1τ1

(s− R1

4 )a
≤

∑n
i=1 ψ̇

iτi

(s− R1

4 )a
=

αE
α/k
k

(s− R1

4 )a
≤ C.

Then at the spatial maximum point (z1, t1), the function ω satisfies

∂

∂t
ω ≤ C3 + C4ω, (9.18)

where C3, C4 are constants depending on a,R1, R2, the bound on φ(t) in Corollary 9.4 and the

upper bound on −Ψ = E
α/k
k in Proposition 9.3. Applying the parabolic maximum principle to

(9.18), we see that the function ω in the time interval [t0,min{T, t0+τ}) is bounded by a constant
depending on its value at the time t0 and on the parameter τ . Since 0 < R1/2 ≤ s(z, t) ≤ 2R2

for all t ∈ [t0,min{T, t0 + τ}), this also implies that the largest anisotropic principal radius τ1
is bounded by a constant depending on its value at the time t0 and on the parameter τ . If
the maximal existence time T is finite, after a finite number of iterations, we conclude that the
largest anisotropic principal radius τ1 is bounded from above by a positive constant C depending
on the maximal existence time T . This completes the proof of Proposition 9.5. �

Now we can prove the long time existence of the flow (1.9), i.e., the maximum existence time
T = ∞.

Theorem 9.6. Let W be a Wulff shape in R
n+1 with the smooth support function γ ∈ C∞(Sn),

and X0 :M
n → R

n+1 be a smooth embedding such that M0 = X0(M) is a closed strictly convex
hypersurface in R

n+1 enclosing a convex body K0. Then for any k ∈ {1, . . . , n} and α > 0,
the volume preserving flow (1.9) with the global term φ(t) given by (1.10) has a smooth strictly
convex solution Mt for all time t ∈ [0,∞).

Proof. Suppose that the maximal existence time T is finite. By Proposition 9.3 and Proposition
9.5, there exists a constant C > 0 depending on M0, γ and T such that the anisotropic principal
curvatures satisfy

0 <
1

C
≤ κi ≤ C, i = 1, · · · , n

on Mt for t ∈ [0, T ). This together with C0 and C1 estimates implies the C2 estimate of the
evolving hypersurfaceMt. To derive the higher regularity estimate, we note that the flow (1.9) is
equivalent to the equation (8.7) for the anisotropic support function s(z, t). Since F∗ is concave
and α > 0, the right-hand side of (8.7) is concave with respect to the spatial second derivatives
of s(z, t). As the global term φ(t) is bounded, Theorem 1.1 of [37] can be applied to derive the
C2,β estimate of s for some β ∈ (0, 1). The higher order regularity estimate of Mt follows from
the standard parabolic Schauder theory [26]. ThusMt converges to a hypersurfaceMT smoothly
as t → T . The short time existence theorem yields that the flow (1.9) can be extended past T
for a short time interval, contradicting the maximality of T . �

10. Hausdorff convergence

We showed in the previous section that the smooth solution Mt of the flow (1.9) exists for
all time t ∈ [0,∞). In this section, using Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 3.10 for the anisotropic
curvature measures and applying the argument as in [6, §6], we show that the solution Mt

converges to a scaled Wulff shape as t→ ∞ in the Hausdorff sense. As applications, we further
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improve the estimate on the global term φ(t) and obtain the uniform positive lower bound on
the kth anisotropic mean curvature Ek.

10.1. Hausdorff convergence to the Wulff shape.

Let

Ēk =
1

|Mt|γ

∫

Mt

Ekdµγ =
Vn−k(Kt,W )

Vn(Kt,W )

denote the average integral of Ek. By Proposition 7.3, the mixed volume Vn+1−k(Kt,W ) is
monotone non-increasing in time. Since Vn+1−k(Kt,W ) is bounded from below, by the long-
time existence of the flow, the equation (7.8) implies that

∫ ∞

0

∫

Mt

(
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

) (
Ek − Ēk

)
dµγ ≤ Vn+1−k(K0,W ) <∞.

Therefore there exists a sequence of times ti → ∞ such that
∫

Mti

(
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

) (
Ek − Ēk

)
dµγ → 0. (10.1)

If 0 < α < k, we have
(
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

) (
Ek − Ēk

)
=
α

k

∫ 1

0

(
(1− s)Ēk + sEk

)α/k−1
ds · (Ek − Ēk)

2

≥
α

k

(
sup
Mt

Ek

)α/k−1

(Ek − Ēk)
2

≥C(Ek − Ēk)
2

by the upper bound on Ek that proved in Proposition 9.3. On the other hand, for α > k we
have

(
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

) (
Ek − Ēk

)
=
α

k

∫ 1

0

(
(1− s)Ēk + sEk

)α/k−1
ds · (Ek − Ēk)

2

≥
α

k

∫ 1

0
(1− s)α/k−1dsĒ

α/k−1
k (Ek − Ēk)

2

≥C(Ek − Ēk)
2

by Corollary 9.4. Therefore, (10.1) implies that
∫

Mti

(
Ek − Ēk

)2
dµγ → 0, as i→ ∞ (10.2)

for a sequence of times ti → ∞.

Proposition 10.1. Let Mt be the smooth solution to the flow (1.9) with the global term φ(t)
given by (1.10). Denote the closure of the enclosed domain of Mt by Kt. Then Kt converges
to a scaled Wulff shape r̄W in the Hausdorff sense as t → ∞, where r̄ is the radius such that
Vol(K0) = r̄n+1Vol(W ).

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 6.3 in [6]. We include it here for completeness. By
the estimate (7.10) on the anisotropic outer radius of Kt, the Blaschke selection theorem (see

Theorem 1.8.7 of [33]) implies that there exists a subsequence of times ti and a convex body K̂

such that Kti converges to K̂ in the Hausdorff sense as ti → ∞. As each Kti has the anisotropic

inner radius r(Kti) ≥ R1, the limit convex body K̂ has a positive anisotropic inner radius.
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that the sequence ti is the same sequence such that
(10.2) holds.

We will show that the limit convex body K̂ satisfies Φn−k(K̂; .) = cΦn(K̂; .) where c =

Vn−k(K̂,W )/Vn(K̂,W ). The weak continuity of the anisotropic curvature measure Φm proved in
Theorem 3.10 is equivalent to the statement that

∫
fdΦm(Ki) converges to

∫
fdΦm(K) whenever

f is a bounded continuous function on R
n+1 and Ki is a sequence of convex sets converging to K

in the Hausdorff distance. In particular we get that
∫
fdΦn−k(Kti) converges to

∫
fdΦn−k(K̂),

and
∫
fdΦn(Kti) converges to

∫
fdΦn(K̂), as i→ ∞. Since Kti is smooth and uniformly convex,

by (3.16) we obtain for any bounded continuous f ,
∣∣∣∣
∫
fdΦn−k(Kti)− c

∫
fdΦn(Kti)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Mti

fEkγ(ν)dH
n −

∫

Mti

fcγ(ν)dHn

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ sup |f |

∫

Mti

|Ek − c|γ(ν)dHn

≤ sup |f |

∫

Mti

|Ek − Ēk|γ(ν)dH
n

+ sup |f |Vn(Kti ,W )

∣∣∣∣∣
Vn−k(Kti ,W )

Vn(Kti ,W )
−
Vn−k(K̂,W )

Vn(K̂,W )

∣∣∣∣∣ .

The left-hand side converges to
∣∣∣
∫
fdΦn−k(K̂)− c

∫
fdΦn(K̂)

∣∣∣ by the weak continuity of the

anisotropic curvature measures, while the first term on the right-hand side converges to zero
by (10.2), and the second also does by the continuity of the mixed volumes with respect to the
Hausdorff distance. It follows that∫

fdΦn−k(K̂) = c

∫
fdΦn(K̂)

for all bounded continuous functions f , and therefore that Φn−k(K̂; .) = cΦn(K̂; .) as claimed.

By Theorem 1.2, the convex body K̂ is a scaled Wulff shape.

By Proposition 7.3, In+1−k(Kt,W ) is non-increasing in time. Since In+1−k(Kti ,W ) → 1 as
i→ ∞ for some subsequence of times ti → ∞, we conclude that In+1−k(Kt,W ) → 1 as t→ ∞.
It follows from the stability estimate (7.124) in [33] that the whole family of Kt converges to a
scaled Wulff shape r̄W as t→ ∞, where r̄ is the radius such that Vol(K0) = r̄n+1Vol(W ). This
completes the proof of Proposition 10.1. �

10.2. Improved estimate on the global term φ(t).

The Hausdorff convergence of the solution has the following consequence on the global term
φ(t) in the flow equation (1.9).

Corollary 10.2. If α ≥ k in the flow equation (1.9), the global term φ(t) given by (1.10) satisfies

lim inf
t→∞

φ(t) ≥ r̄−α, (10.3)

where r̄ is the radius such that Vol(K0) = r̄n+1Vol(W ). In general, for any α > 0, the global
term φ(t) satisfies ∫ t+d

t

∣∣∣∣φ(s)−
1

r̄α

∣∣∣∣ds → 0 (10.4)

as t→ ∞ for any fixed constant d > 0.
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Proof. If α ≥ k, then by the Hölder inequality we get

φ(t) =
1

|Mt|γ

∫

Mt

E
α/k
k dµγ ≥

(∫
Mt
Ekdµγ

|Mt|γ

)α/k

=

(
Vn−k(Kt,W )

Vn(Kt,W )

)α/k

.

Since Kt converges to a scaled Wulff shape r̄W in the Hausdorff sense as t→ ∞, the continuity
of the mixed volumes implies the estimate (10.3).

To show (10.4) for a general α > 0, as at the beginning of this section we note that
(
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

)2
=
α

k

∫ 1

0

(
(1− s)Ēk + sEk

)α/k−1
ds · (Ek − Ēk)

(
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

)
.

If α > k,

α

k

∫ 1

0

(
(1− s)Ēk + sEk

)α/k−1
ds ≤

α

k

(
sup
Mt

Ek

)α/k−1

.

If 0 < α < k,

α

k

∫ 1

0

(
(1− s)Ēk + sEk

)α/k−1
ds ≤Ē

α/k−1
k

α

k

∫ 1

0
(1− s)α/k−1ds.

In both cases, we obtain
(
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

)2
≤C(Ek − Ēk)

(
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

)
, (10.5)

where C = C(n, k, α, γ,K0) comes from the bounds on Ek, Ēk in Proposition 9.3 and Corol-
lary 9.4. Since Vn+1−k(Kt,W ) is non-increasing and converges to the value Vn+1−k(r̄W,W ), for
any small ε > 0, there exists a large time N0 such that for all times t1 > t2 > N0,

Vn+1−k(Kt2 ,W )− Vn+1−k(Kt1 ,W ) ≤ ε.

In particular, for any fixed constant d > 0 the estimates (7.8) and (10.5) imply that
∫ t+d

t

∫

Ms

(
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

)2
dµγds ≤Cε (10.6)

for all t > N0, where C depends on n, k, α, γ,K0. Applying the Hölder inequality∣∣∣∣φ(t)− Ē
α/k
k

∣∣∣∣ =
1

|Mt|γ

∣∣∣∣
∫

Mt

(
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

)
dµγ

∣∣∣∣

≤

(
1

|Mt|γ

∫

Mt

(
E

α/k
k − Ē

α/k
k

)2
dµγ

)1/2

and the uniform bounds on |Mt|γ , we have
∫ t+d

t

∣∣∣∣φ(s)− Ē
α/k
k

∣∣∣∣ds ≤Cε1/2. (10.7)

By Proposition 10.1, Kt converges to a scaled Wulff shape r̄W as t→ ∞. The continuity of the
mixed volume Vn−k(·,W ) with respect to the Hausdorff distance implies that

Ēk =
Vn−k(Kt,W )

Vn(Kt,W )
→

Vn−k(r̄W,W )

Vn(r̄W,W )
= r̄−k, as t→ ∞.

Then we conclude from (10.7) that for any fixed constant d > 0 and any small ε > 0, there
exists a large N0 such that

∫ t+d

t

∣∣∣∣φ(s)− r̄−α

∣∣∣∣ds ≤Cε1/2 (10.8)
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for all t > N0, where C is a uniform constant depending only on n, k, α, γ and K0. �

10.3. Lower bound on Ek.

In this subsection, we prove a uniform positive lower bound on the kth anisotropic mean
curvature Ek. The key is the Hausdorff convergence of Kt to a scaled Wulff shape r̄W as
t→ ∞. We also use the uniform two-sided positive bounds on the global term φ(t).

Proposition 10.3. Let Mt, t ∈ [0,∞), be a smooth solution of the flow (1.9). Then there exists
a positive constant C = C(n, k, α, γ,K0) such that Ek ≥ C on Mt for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. It suffices to control Ek from below for sufficiently large times. By Proposition 10.1, Kt

converges to a scaled Wulff shape r̄W as t → ∞ in the Hausdorff sense. Then for any small
ǫ > 0, there exists a sufficiently large time N0 > 0 such that for all t ≥ N0, the anisotropic outer
radius R(t) and anisotropic inner radius r(t) of Kt relative to W satisfy

(1− ǫ)r̄ ≤ r(t) ≤ R(t) ≤ (1 + ǫ)r̄. (10.9)

In the following, we only consider times t ≥ N0.

Let t1 > N0 and set

ϕt1(t) =

∫ t

t1

φ(s)ds.

We use the anisotropic Gauss map parametrization described in §8. Choose the origin to be the
center of the inner Wulff shape such that r(t1)W ⊂ Kt1 . Then

s(z, t1) ≥ s(z1, t1) = r(t1) ≥ (1− ǫ)r̄,

where z1 is the minimum point of s(z, t1). Define a function f(z, t) on Σ = ∂W by

f(z, t) = −(1 + α)(t− t1)Ψ(z, t)− (1 + α)ϕt1(t) + s(z, t)

for t ≥ t1. Combining (8.7) and (8.11) gives the evolution equation of f(z, t)

∂

∂t
f(z, t) = Ψ̇kℓ(z, t)∇̄k∇̄ℓf(z, t)−

1

2
Ψ̇kℓ(z, t)Qkℓp∇̄pf − αφ(t)

+

(
s(z, t)− (1 + α)(t − t1)(Ψ + φ(t))

)
Ψ̇kℓḡkℓ. (10.10)

We now show that the last term on the right-hand side of (10.10) is nonnegative for a short time

after time t1. By Theorem 9.3, Ψ = −E
α/k
k is bounded below by a uniform negative constant

−c+. On the other hand, by Corollary 9.4 the function φ(t) is bounded from above and below
by positive constants:

0 < φ− ≤ φ(t) ≤ φ+,

where φ−, φ+ depend only on n, k, γ, α and K0. Then integrating the evolution equation (8.7)
of s(z, t) gives that

s(z, t) ≥ s(z, t1) + (φ− − c+)(t− t1) ≥ (1− ǫ)r̄ + (φ− − c+)(t− t1).

Let t2 > t1 be the time such that

t2 − t1 =
(1− ǫ)r̄

c+ − φ− + (1 + α)φ+
, (10.11)

which is positive and independent of the time t1. Then for any t ∈ [t1, t2], we have

s(z, t)− (1 + α)(t− t1)(Ψ(z, t) + φ(t))

≥ (1− ǫ)r̄ + (φ− − c+)(t− t1)− (1 + α)(t− t1)φ+ ≥ 0. (10.12)



50 B. ANDREWS, Y. LEI, Y. WEI, AND C. XIONG

Since Ψ̇kℓḡkℓ ≥ 0, combining (10.10) with (10.12) gives that

∂

∂t
f(z, t) ≥ Ψ̇kℓ(z, t)∇̄k∇̄ℓf(z, t)−

1

2
Ψ̇kℓ(z, t)Qkℓp∇̄pf − αφ(t)

for all time t ∈ [t1, t2]. The maximum principle implies that

f(z, t) ≥min
Mt1

f(z, t1)− αϕt1(t) = s(z1, t1)− αϕt1(t)

for all time t ∈ [t1, t2], which implies that

− (1 + α)Ψ(z, t) ≥
ϕt1(t)− s(z, t) + s(z1, t1)

t− t1
(10.13)

for all t ∈ (t1, t2] with t2 defined in (10.11).

To estimate the lower bound of −Ψ, it remains to estimate the right-hand side of (10.13).
Recall that the origin is chosen such that r(t1)W ⊂ Kt1 . Then by [2, Lem. 7.2], we have

s(z, t1) ≤ R(t1) + C(R(t1)− r(t1)) ≤ (1 + (1 + 2C)ǫ)r̄, ∀ z ∈ Σ, (10.14)

where C is a constant only depending on γ.

From the flow equation (8.7), we deduce that the spatial maximum s̄(t) = maxΣ s(·, t) of the
anisotropic support function s satisfies

d

dt
s̄(t) = −F∗(τij)

−α + φ(t) ≤ φ+, (10.15)

which implies that

s̄(t) ≤ s̄(t1) + φ+(t− t1) ≤ 2s̄(t1), ∀ t ∈ [t1, t3],

where t3 is given by t3− t1 = φ−1
+ s̄(t1). By the definition of τij , at the maximum point of s(·, t),

we have τij ≤ ḡijs. Therefore,

d

dt

(
ϕt1(t)− s̄(t) + s(z1, t1)

)
=F∗(τij)

−α

≥ s̄(t)−α

≥ 2−αs̄(t1)
−α, ∀ t ∈ [t1, t3],

which implies that

ϕt1(t)− s̄(t) + s(z1, t1) ≥ − s̄(t1) + s(z1, t1) + 2−αs̄(t1)
−α(t− t1)

≥ 2−1−αs̄(t1)
−α(t− t1), (10.16)

provided that
t ≥ t1 + 21+αrα+(s̄(t1)− s(z1, t1)) =: t4.

By (10.9) and (10.14), we know that

s̄(t1)− s(z1, t1) ≤ 2(1 + C)ǫr̄

can be arbitrarily small by assuming N0 is sufficiently large. Then the waiting time t4 − t1 can
be made small such that t4 < min{t2, t3} by choosing N0 sufficiently large. Combining (10.13)
and (10.16) yields that

−(1 + α)Ψ(z, t) ≥
ϕt1(t)− s(z, t) + s(z1, t1)

t− t1

≥ 2−1−αs̄(t1)
−α

≥ 2−1−α(1 + (1 + 2C)ǫ)−αr̄−α



ANISOTROPIC CURVATURE MEASURES AND VOLUME PRESERVING FLOWS 51

for all time t ∈ [t4,min{t2, t3}]. This gives the uniform positive lower bound on Ek. �

11. Smooth convergence

In this section, we prove the smooth convergence of the flow (1.9) and complete the proof of
Theorem 1.3. We will consider the three cases (i) k = 1, α > 0; (ii) k = n, α > 0 and (iii)
α ≥ k = 1, . . . , n separately.

11.1. Smooth convergence for k = 1, α > 0.

For k = 1, from Proposition 9.3 we see that nE1 =
∑n

i=1 κi ≤ C for some constant C > 0.
Since Mt is convex for each t > 0 by Proposition 9.5, we get that the anisotropic principal
curvatures are bounded

0 < κi ≤ C, i = 1, · · · , n

along the flow (1.9). This is equivalent to the C2 estimate of Mt. In the following lemma, we
derive the higher regularity of Mt.

Lemma 11.1. Let Mt be a smooth solution to the flow (1.9) with k = 1, α > 0. Then for any
integer ℓ ≥ 2, there exists a constant Cℓ depending only on n, α, ℓ, γ such that

|∇̂ℓWγ | ≤ Cℓ

for all t > 0, where Wγ is the anisotropic Weingarten map of Mt.

Proof. As in [2, §8], we write the evolving hypersurface locally as a graph x(y1, . . . , yn, t) =
yiei + u(y1, . . . , yn, t)e0, where {ei}

n
i=0 is the standard basis for Rn+1. The tangent space of the

graph is spanned by ∂i = ei+uie0, where ui = ∂u/∂yi, i = 1, . . . , n. The isotropic normal vector
field is

ν = (1 + |Du|2)−1/2(Du,−1).

Let γ be the 1-homogenous extension of the support function of the Wulff shape Σ. Then
γ ∈ C∞(Rn+1 \ {0}). Define a function γ̂ on R

n by

γ̂(p1, . . . , pn) = γ(p1, . . . , pn,−1). (11.1)

Then γ̂(Du) =
√

1 + |Du|2γ(ν). Let ω = (Du,−1) ∈ R
n+1. By the 1-homogeneity of γ,

γ̂(Du) =

n∑

i=1

Diγ
∣∣
ω
Diu−D0γ

∣∣
ω
=

n∑

i=1

Diγ̂
∣∣
Du
Diu−D0γ

∣∣
ω
.

Then the anisotropic unit normal νγ = Dγ(ν) can be expressed as

νγ =

n∑

i=1

Diγ
∣∣
ω
ei +D0γ

∣∣
ω
e0

=

n∑

i=1

Diγ̂|Duei +

(
n∑

i=1

DiuD
iγ̂|Du − γ̂(Du)

)
e0. (11.2)

Differentiate (11.2) with respect to yℓ:

∂ℓνγ =uℓiD
iDkγ̂

∣∣
Du
ek +

(
uℓiD

iγ̂|Du + ukuℓiD
iDkγ̂|Du − uℓiD

iγ̂
∣∣
Du

)
e0

=uℓiD
iDkγ̂

∣∣
Du

(ek + uke0)

=uℓiD
iDkγ̂

∣∣
Du
∂kx.
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By the anisotropic Weingarten formula (2.8), we obtain

ĥkℓ = uℓiD
iDkγ̂

∣∣
Du
. (11.3)

Moreover, by (2.7) and (11.2), the anisotropic second fundamental form ĥ is given by

ĥij =−G(νγ)(νγ , ∂i∂jx)

=−G(νγ)(νγ , uije0)

=− uijG(νγ)

(
νγ ,−

νγ
γ̂(Du)

+
Diγ̂

∣∣
Du

γ̂(Du)
∂ix

)

=
uij

γ̂(Du)
.

Then the metric ĝ satisfies

ĝij = γ̂(Du)DiDj γ̂|Du.

The equation (11.3) also implies that the normalized anisotropic mean curvature is given by

E1(κ) =
1

n
ĝij ĥij =

1

n
uijD

iDj γ̂|Du.

Now we derive the evolution of the function u along the flow (1.9). Write the position vector
field of the evolving hypersurface near a point (x0, t0) as

X(p, t) = yi(p, t)ei + u(y(p, t), t)e0,

where y(p, t) gives a time-dependent diffeomorphism of Rn such that the graphical representation
is preserved along the flow. Then

∂

∂t
X(p, t) =

∂

∂t
yi(p, t)ei +

(
∂

∂t
u(y(p, t), t) +Diu

∂

∂t
yi(p, t)

)
e0.

Taking the expression (11.2) of νγ into account, from the flow equation (1.9) we have

∂

∂t
yi(p, t) = (φ(t)− Eα

1 )D
iγ̂|Du,

∂

∂t
u(y(p, t), t) +Diu

∂

∂t
yi(p, t) = (φ(t)− Eα

1 )
(
DiuD

iγ̂|Du − γ̂(Du)
)
.

Combining the above two equations, we see that the flow (1.9) is equivalent to the following
scalar parabolic equation

∂

∂t
u = γ̂(Du)(Eα

1 − φ(t))

= γ̂(Du)

(
1

n
DiDj γ̂|Duuij

)α

− γ̂(Du)φ(t) (11.4)

of the function u locally on R
n.

The bound on the anisotropic principal curvatures and the convexity of Mt implies that
|Du| + |D2u| ≤ C for some uniform constant on a uniform space-time neighbourhood of any
(y0, t0) chosen such that u(y0, t0) = 0 and Du|(y0,t0) = 0 (see, e.g., the argument in [2, §9]).

Since E1 is linear in D2u, by the uniform bound

0 < 1/C ≤ E1 ≤ C

on E1 and the bound on |Du|, the equation (11.4) is uniformly parabolic. Since α > 0 and E1 is
linear with respect to D2u, we can apply Theorem 6 of [3] to derive the uniform C2,β estimate of
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u for some β ∈ (0, 1) in a uniform space-time neighbourhood of (y0, t0). The parabolic Schauder
theory [26] then implies the Cℓ,β estimate of u for all ℓ ≥ 2. This completes the proof of the
lemma. �

By the Hausdorff convergence ofMt to a scaled Wulff shapeW , we conclude thatMt converges
smoothly to a scaled Wulff shape M∞ = r̄Σ up to a translation.

11.2. Smooth convergence for k = n, α > 0.

As mentioned in §2.2, in the case k = n, we have En(κ) = det(Aγ(ν))En(λ), where λ =
(λ1, . . . , λn) denote the isotropic principal curvatures of Mt. Since the anisotropic normal vector
field is given by νγ = γ(ν)ν +∇Sν, the flow (1.9) is equivalent to

∂

∂t
X =

(
φ(t)− det(Aγ(ν))

α/nEn(λ)
α/n
)
γ(ν)ν (11.5)

up to a tangential diffeomorphism. If we define the isotropic support function h(z, t) : Sn → R

of Mt = ∂Kt by

h(z, t) := sup{〈x, z〉 : x ∈ Kt},

we can recover Mt via an embedding X̄(z, t): Sn → R
n+1:

X̄(z, t) = h(z, t)z +∇S

i h(z, t)σ
ij∇S

jz,

where we set gSn = (σij). Denote by r = (rij) the matrix

rij = ∇S

i∇
S

jh+ hσij ,

whose eigenvalues are the principal radii of curvature ri = 1/λi, i = 1, . . . , n of Mt. Then it
is well known that we can rewrite (11.5) as a scalar parabolic PDE of the isotropic support
function h(z, t) on the unit sphere:

∂

∂t
h(z, t) =

(
φ(t)− det(Aγ(z))

α/nEn(r)
−α/n

)
γ(z)

=φ(t)γ(z) − ρ(z)En(r)
−α/n, (11.6)

where we set ρ(z) = det(Aγ(z))
α/nγ(z) for simplicity of the notation. Now the equation (11.6)

differs from [1, Equ. (13)] only by the term φ(t)γ(z).

Since the matrix Aγ(z) is uniformly positive definite, the two-sided positive bound on En(κ)
is equivalent to

0 < C1 ≤ En(r) ≤ C2 (11.7)

for some positive constants C1 and C2. Then we can apply the argument in Theorem 10 of [1] to
conclude that the principal radii ri are uniformly bounded from above. In fact, noting that the
term φ(t)γ(z) in (11.6) only contributes some lower order terms in the evolution of rij , which
are uniformly controlled, we can apply the calculation in Theorem 10 of [1] to obtain that

∂

∂t
rij ≤

α

n
ρ(z)En(r)

−(1+α
n
)Ėkℓ

n ∇S

k∇
S

ℓ rij −
α

n
ρ(z)En(r)

−(1+α
n
)Ėkℓ

n (r)σkℓrij

+ CEn(r)
−α/nσij + φ(t)Aγ(z)ij ,

where C depends on γ and α. The second term here is crucial. By the generalized Newton’s
inequality, we have

Ėkℓ
n (r)σkℓ =nEn−1(r) ≥ nEn(r)

n−2

n−1E1(r)
1

n−1 ≥ CEn(r)
n−2

n−1 r

1

n−1
max .
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Now work at a space-time point where a maximum eigenvalue of rij is attained. We have

∂

∂t
rmax ≤−

α

n
ρ(z)En(r)

−( 1

n−1
+α

n
)
r

n
n−1

max + C
(
En(r)

−α/n + φ(t)
)

for a constant C depending only on α and γ. Given the bound (11.7) on En(r) and Corollary 9.4
on φ(t), the parabolic maximum principle implies that

rmax ≤ C

(
1 +

1

tn−1

)

for some positive constant C depending only on C1, C2 and n, α, k, γ,Vol(K0) and Vn+1−k(K0).

The upper bound on ri together with En(r) ≥ C1 also implies the uniform positive lower bound
of ri. Therefore the equation (11.6) is uniformly parabolic. The estimate on ri also implies the
C2 estimate of the isotropic support function h(z, t). Since (11.6) is concave with respect to
the second spatial derivatives of h, we apply Theorem 1.1 of [37] to derive the C2,β estimate of
h(z, t). By the parabolic Schauder theory [26], we conclude that the Cℓ,β norm of h is uniformly
bounded for any ℓ ≥ 2. This is equivalent to the uniform Cℓ,β regularity estimate of the evolving
hypersurfaces Mt. This together with the Hausdorff convergence proved in Proposition 10.1
implies that Mt converges to a translated scaled Wulff shape in the C∞ topology as t→ ∞.

11.3. Smooth convergence for α ≥ k = 1, . . . , n.

We first prove the improved C0 and C1 estimates.

Lemma 11.2. Let Mt, t ∈ [0,∞) be a smooth solution to the flow (1.9) with k = 1, . . . , n and
α > 0. For any small ε > 0, there exists a large time N0 and a fixed constant d > 0 such that
for all t0 > N0, if the origin o is chosen with |s(z, t0)− r̄| ≤ εr̄, then

|s(z, t)− r̄| ≤ Cεr̄, ∀ z ∈ Σ (11.8)

for all t ∈ [t0, t0 + d], where s(z, t) is the anisotropic support function and C depends on d, r̄ but
not on t0. This combined with the C1 estimate (9.2) implies that

|∇̄s(z, t)|2 ≤ Cεr̄ (11.9)

for all t ∈ [t0, t0 + d].

Proof. By Proposition 10.1 and Corollary 10.2, for any given 0 < ε < 1/4 there exists N0 such
that for all time t > N0, the anisotropic Hausdorff distance of Mt to a scaled Wulff shape r̄Σ is
less than ε, and ∫ t+d

t

∣∣∣∣φ(x)−
1

r̄α

∣∣∣∣dx ≤
ε

r̄α

for any fixed constant d > 0. For each t0 > N0, we choose the origin o such that the anisotropic
support function of Mt0 with respect to o satisfies

|s(z, t0)− r̄| ≤ εr̄.

Since s(z, t) satisfies the parabolic equation

∂

∂t
s = −F∗(τij)

−α + φ(t),

by adjusting d if necessary, the uniform bounds on F∗ and φ(t) imply that

|s(z, t)− r̄| ≤
1

2
r̄ (11.10)
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for all time t ∈ [t0, t0 + d], where d is independent of t0. Let s(t) = minz∈Σ s(z, t). We have

d

dt
s(t) ≥− s(t)−α + φ(t). (11.11)

We claim that s(t) − r̄ ≥ −Cεr̄ on [t0, t0 + d] for a suitable d. Without loss of generality, we
assume s(t) < r̄. Integrating (11.11) implies that

s(t)− s(t0) ≥

∫ t

t0

(φ(x) − s(x)−α)dx

≥

∫ t

t0

(
(1− ε)r̄−α − s(x)−α

)
dx

=

∫ t

t0

1

r̄αs(x)α
(s(x)α − r̄α) dx− εr̄−α(t− t0). (11.12)

Note that

s(t)α − r̄α =α

∫ 1

0
((1− x)r̄ + xs(t))α−1 dx (s(t)− r̄)

≥Cr̄α−1(s(t)− r̄),

where we used (11.10). We have

s(t)− r̄ = s(t)− s(t0) + s(t0)− r̄

≥ Cr̄−α−1

∫ t

t0

(s(x)− r̄) dx− εr̄−α(t− t0) + s(t0)− r̄

≥ Cr̄−α−1

∫ t

t0

(s(x)− r̄) dx− εr̄−α(t− t0)− εr̄, (11.13)

where we used the fact that the origin o is chosen such that s(t0)− r̄ ≥ −εr̄. Then the integral
form of Gronwall’s inequality implies that

s(t)− r̄ ≥ − ε
(
r̄−α(t− t0) + r̄

)(
1 + Cr̄−α−1(t− t0)e

Cr̄−α−1(t−t0)
)

≥− Cεr̄,

where C depends only on r̄ and t− t0. So we obtain the claim.

A similar argument gives the upper bound on s̄(t) = maxΣ s(·, t):

s̄(t)− r̄ ≤ Cεr̄.

So we have the improved C0 estimate (11.8). The improved C1 estimate (11.9) follows from
(11.8) and (9.2). �

In the following, we focus on the case α ≥ k = 1, . . . , n and show that the anisotropic principal
curvatures κi of Mt have a uniform positive lower bound.

Lemma 11.3. Along the flow (1.9) with α ≥ k = 1, . . . , n, the anisotropic principal curvatures
κi of the solution Mt have a uniform positive lower bound for t > 0.

Proof. We have proved in Proposition 9.5 that κi are positive on any finite time interval. How-
ever, the lower bound on κi may degenerate as the time approaches the infinity. To prove that
κi has a uniform positive lower bound for all time, it suffices to show this for sufficiently large
time.
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Recall that in the case α ≥ k = 1, . . . , n, the global term φ(t) satisfies (10.3). We employ the
anisotropic Gauss map parametrization in §8. We assume that N0 > 0 is sufficiently large such
that the anisotropic Hausdorff distance of Mt to r̄Σ is less than ε, and

φ(t) ≥ (1− ε)r̄−α (11.14)

for all time t ∈ [N0,∞). By choosing N0 sufficiently large, the constant ε in (11.14) can be any
small positive constant. For each fixed t0 > N0, we choose the origin o such that the anisotropic
support function of Mt0 with respect to o satisfies

|s(z, t0)− r̄| ≤ r̄ε, ∀ z ∈ Σ.

By Lemma 11.2, there exists a constant d > 0 and C = C(d, r̄) independent of t0 such that
(11.8) and (11.9) hold for all t ∈ [t0, t0 + d].

In the following, we only focus on the time t ≥ N0. To estimate the lower bound on
the anisotropic principal curvatures κi, we can equivalently estimate the upper bound on the
anisotropic principal radii of curvature τi, which are eigenvalues of (τij) defined in (8.3). We
define

ζ = sup{τijξ
iξj : |ξ| = 1}

and for any t0 > N0 we consider the function

ω(z, t) = log ζ(z, t)− µ1s(z, t) + µ2|∇̄s|
2(z, t) (11.15)

on the interval [t0, t0 + d], where µ1, µ2 > 0 are positive constants to be determined later. We
consider a point (z1, t1) where a new maximum of the function ω is achieved. By rotation of
the local orthonormal frame, we assume that ξ = e1 and (τij) = diag(τ1, . . . , τn) is diagonal at
(z1, t1). First, at (z1, t1) we have ζ = τ11 and

∂

∂t
ω =

1

τ11

∂

∂t
τ11 − µ1

∂

∂t
s+ µ2

∂

∂t
|∇̄s|2,

∇̄ℓω =
1

τ11
∇̄ℓτ11 − µ1∇̄ℓs+ µ2∇̄ℓ|∇̄s|

2,

∇̄k∇̄ℓω =
1

τ11
∇̄k∇̄ℓτ11 − µ1∇̄k∇̄ℓs+ µ2∇̄k∇̄ℓ|∇̄s|

2 −
1

(τ11)2
∇̄kτ11∇̄ℓτ11.

Combining these equations with (8.9), (8.10) and (8.12) gives

∂

∂t
ω − Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓω −

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄pω

)

=
1

τ11

(
∂

∂t
τ11 − Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓτ11 −

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄pτ11

))

− µ1

(
∂

∂t
s− Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓs−

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄ps

))

+ µ2

(
∂

∂t
|∇̄s|2 − Ψ̇kℓ

(
∇̄k∇̄ℓ|∇̄s|

2 −
1

2
Qkℓp∇̄p|∇̄s|

2

))

+
1

(τ11)2
Ψ̇kℓ∇̄kτ11∇̄ℓτ11

≤
1

τ11

(
Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄1τkℓ∇̄1τpq + (1− α)Ψ + φ(t) + CΨ̇kℓḡkℓτ11

)

− µ1

(
φ(t) + (1 + α)Ψ + sΨ̇kℓḡkℓ

)
+

1

(τ11)2
Ψ̇kℓ∇̄kτ11∇̄ℓτ11
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+ µ2Ψ̇
kℓ

(
−2τikτiℓ − 2s2ḡkℓ + 4sτkℓ − 2τikQiℓpsp + 2sQkℓpsp

)

+ µ2Ψ̇
kℓ

(
2sksℓ −

1

2
(2QiℓmQmkp −QipmQmkℓ)sisp − ∇̄iQkℓpspsi

)

≤
1

τ11
Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄1τkℓ∇̄1τpq +

1

(τ11)2
Ψ̇kℓ∇̄kτ11∇̄ℓτ11

− µ1

(
φ(t) + (1 + α)Ψ + s

∑

k

ψ̇k

)
− 2µ2

∑

k

ψ̇kτ2k

+ (1− α)
1

τ11
Ψ+

1

τ11
φ(t)− αµ2CΨ+ C(1 + µ2ε)

∑

k

ψ̇k, (11.16)

where in the last inequality we used the C0, C1 estimates of s and the homogeneity of Ψ

Ψ̇kℓτkℓ =− αΨ

−2Ψ̇kℓτikQiℓpsp ≤C
∑

k

ψ̇kτk = −CαΨ.

The constants C in the last line of (11.16) depend on γ and the initial hypersurface M0. We
next apply the maximum principle to (11.16) to obtain a uniform upper bound on τ11. Note
that τ11 = τ1 is the largest eigenvalue of (τij) at the point (z1, t1).

We first estimate the gradient terms in (11.16). By (8.6) and the fact that Ψ = −F−α
∗ is

concave, we have

Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄1τkℓ∇̄1τpq = ψ̈kℓ∇̄1τkk∇̄1τℓℓ + 2
∑

k>ℓ

ψ̇k − ψ̇ℓ

τk − τℓ
(∇̄1τkℓ)

2

≤ − 2
∑

k>1

1

τ1
(ψ̇k − ψ̇1)(∇̄1τk1)

2. (11.17)

Codazzi equation (8.4) implies that

(∇̄1τk1)
2 =

(
∇̄kτ11 +

1

2
Q11pτkp −

1

2
Qk1pτ1p

)2

≥
1

2
(∇̄kτ11)

2 −C(τ11)
2. (11.18)

Substituting (11.18) into (11.17), and noting that

1

τ11
∇̄kτ11 = µ1∇̄ks− µ2∇̄k|∇̄s|

2

holds at (z1, t1), we have

1

τ11
Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄1τkℓ∇̄1τpq +

1

(τ11)2

∑

k

ψ̇k(∇̄kτ11)
2

≤ − 2
∑

k>1

1

τ211
(ψ̇k − ψ̇1)

(
1

2
(∇̄kτ11)

2 − C(τ11)
2

)
+

1

(τ11)2

∑

k

ψ̇k(∇̄kτ11)
2

= ψ̇1τ−2
11

∑

k

(∇̄kτ11)
2 + 2C

∑

k>1

(ψ̇k − ψ̇1)

≤ ψ̇1
∑

k

(
µ1∇̄ks− µ2∇̄k|∇̄s|

2
)2

+ 2C
∑

k>1

(ψ̇k − ψ̇1)
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at (z1, t1). By the definition (8.3) of τij and the improved C0, C1 estimates of s in Lemma 11.2,
we have

(
µ1∇̄ks− µ2∇̄k|∇̄s|

2
)2

=
(
µ1∇̄ks− 2µ2∇̄k∇̄ℓs∇̄ℓs

)2

=

(
µ1∇̄ks− 2µ2∇̄ℓs(τkℓ − sḡkℓ +

1

2
Qkℓp∇̄ps)

)2

≤Cε
(
µ21 + µ22(τ

2
1 + 1)

)
, k = 1, . . . , n

for some constant C depending only on M0 and γ. In summary, the gradient terms on the
right-hand side of (11.16) satisfies

1

τ11
Ψ̈kℓ,pq∇̄1τkℓ∇̄1τpq +

1

(τ11)2
Ψ̇kℓ∇̄kτ11∇̄ℓτ11

≤Cεψ̇1
(
µ21 + µ22(τ

2
1 + 1)

)
+ C

∑

k

ψ̇k (11.19)

at (z1, t1).

Since the left hand side of (11.16) is nonnegative at (z1, t1), rearranging the terms in (11.16)
and applying (11.19), we have

µ1

(
φ(t) + (1 + α)Ψ + s

∑

k

ψ̇k

)
+ 2µ2

∑

k

ψ̇kτ2k

≤Cεψ̇1
(
µ21 + µ22(τ

2
1 + 1)

)
+ C(µ2ε+ 1)

∑

k

ψ̇k

+ (1− α)
1

τ11
Ψ+

1

τ11
φ(t)− αµ2CΨ (11.20)

at (z1, t1). Note that

Ψ = −F−α
∗ , ψk = αF−α−1

∗ ḟk∗ ,

where F∗(τij) = f∗(τ). Rewriting the terms in (11.20) and multiplying by Fα+1
∗ both sides give

that

µ1
(
φ(t)Fα+1

∗ − (1 + α)F∗ + αs
)
+ µ1αs

(∑

k

ḟk∗ − 1

)
+ 2µ2α

∑

k

ḟk∗ τ
2
k

≤Cεαḟ1∗
(
µ21 + µ22(τ

2
1 + 1)

)
+ C(µ2ε+ 1)α

∑

k

ḟk∗

+ (α− 1)
1

τ11
F∗ +

1

τ11
φ(t)Fα+1

∗ + αµ2CF∗ (11.21)

at (z1, t1). Using the estimate (11.14) and Lemma 11.2, the first term on the left side of (11.21)
satisfies

µ1
(
φ(t)Fα+1

∗ − (1 + α)F∗ + αs
)

≥µ1r̄

(
(1− ε)

(
F∗

r̄

)α+1

− (1 + α)
F∗

r̄
+ α

)
+ αµ1(s − r̄)

≥µ1r̄

((
F∗

r̄

)α+1

− (1 + α)
F∗

r̄
+ α

)
− µ1εr̄

−αFα+1
∗ − Cεαµ1r̄

≥− µ1εr̄
−αFα+1

∗ − Cεαµ1r̄, (11.22)
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where C is the constant in Lemma 11.2 depending only on d and r̄. Substituting (11.22) into
(11.21), we have the following estimate

2µ2α
∑

k

ḟk∗ τ
2
k + µ1αs

(∑

k

ḟk∗ − 1

)

≤Cεαḟ1∗µ
2
2τ

2
1 + Cεαḟ1∗

(
µ21 + µ22

)
+ C(µ2ε+ 1)α

∑

k

ḟk∗

+ C(µ2 + 1) + Cµ1ε+Cεαµ1r̄ (11.23)

holding at (z1, t1), where the constants C are uniform and independent of the time t0 and the
length d of the time interval.

Now, we apply an observation in [17] and [44] which relies on the property that f∗ is increasing

and concave in Γ+ and vanishes on ∂Γ+. Precisely, for f∗ =
(

En

En−k

)1/k
, we have the following

property.

Proposition 11.4 (Lemma 2.2 in [17]). Let K ⊂ Γ+ be a compact set and ̺ > 0 a constant.
Then there exists a constant θ > 0 depending only on K and ̺ such that for τ ∈ Γ+ and µ ∈ K
satisfying |ντ − νµ| ≥ ̺, we have

∑

k

ḟk∗ (τ)µk − f∗(µ) ≥ θ

(∑

k

ḟk∗ (τ) + 1

)
,

where ντ denotes the unit normal vector of the level set {x ∈ Γ+ : f∗(x) = f∗(τ)} at the point
τ , i.e., ντ = Df∗(τ)/|Df∗(τ)|.

Let µ = 2−1r̄(1, . . . , 1) ∈ Γ+ and K = {µ} in Proposition 11.4. Then there exists a constant
̺ = r̄/8 > 0 such that νµ − 2̺(1, . . . , 1) ∈ Γ+. We have two cases. First, if the anisotropic
principal radii of curvature τ at the point (z1, t1) satisfy |ντ − νµ| ≥ ̺, Proposition 11.4 implies
that

∑

k

ḟk∗ (τ)− 1 ≥
2θ

r̄

(∑

k

ḟk∗ (τ) + 1

)
. (11.24)

Substituting (11.24) into (11.23), we have

2µ2α
∑

k

ḟk∗ τ
2
k + µ1αs

2θ

r̄

(∑

k

ḟk∗ + 1

)

≤Cεαḟ1∗µ
2
2τ

2
1 + Cεαḟ1∗

(
µ21 + µ22

)
+ C(µ2ε+ 1)α

∑

k

ḟk∗

+ C(µ2 + 1) + Cµ1ε+Cεαµ1r̄ (11.25)

at (z1, t1). Based on the above inequality, we can assume that ε is chosen with

Cε+ Cεαr̄ ≤
1

2
αθ.

Note that ε can be chosen to depend only onM0, γ and θ. Now we first choose µ2 = µ2(ε, α, γ,M0)
small enough such that

Cεαḟ1∗µ
2
2τ

2
1 ≤ µ2α

∑

k

ḟk∗ τ
2
k
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and then choose µ1 = µ1(α, γ,M0) large enough such that

C(µ2ε+ 1)α
∑

k

ḟk∗ + C(µ2 + 1) ≤
1

2
µ1αs

2θ

r̄

(∑

k

ḟk∗ + 1

)
.

Then (11.25) becomes

µ2αḟ
1
∗ τ

2
1 ≤Cεαḟ1∗

(
µ21 + µ22

)
,

which gives a uniform upper bound on τ1 at the point (z1, t1):

τ1 ≤

(
1

µ2
C
(
µ21 + µ22

))1/2

.

Second, if the anisotropic principal radii of curvature τ at the point (z1, t1) satisfy |ντ−νµ| ≤ ̺,

it follows from νµ − 2̺(1, . . . , 1) ∈ Γ+ that ντ − ̺(1, . . . , 1) ∈ Γ+ and ḟ i∗ ≥ C
∑

k ḟ
k
∗ for some

constant C and all i = 1, . . . , n. Then

C ≤ F∗ =
∑

k

ḟk∗ τk ≤ (
∑

k

ḟk∗ )τ1 ≤ Cḟ1∗ τ1. (11.26)

We can still choose µ2 = µ2(ε, α, γ,M0) small enough such that

Cεαḟ1∗µ
2
2τ

2
1 ≤ µ2α

∑

k

ḟk∗ τ
2
k . (11.27)

The function f∗ is concave, we always have
∑

k ḟ
k
∗ ≥ 1. Substituting (11.26) and (11.27) into

(11.23) and discarding the second term on the left-hand side of (11.23), we have

µ2αḟ
1
∗ τ

2
1 ≤Cεαḟ1∗

(
µ21 + µ22

)
+ C(µ2ε+ 1)αḟ1∗

+ C(µ2 + 1) + Cµ1ε+Cεαµ1r̄

≤Cεαḟ1∗
(
µ21 + µ22

)
+ C(µ2ε+ 1)αḟ1∗

+ C

(
(µ2 + 1) + µ1ε+ Cεαµ1r̄

)
ḟ1∗ τ1 (11.28)

at (z1, t1). Multiplying by 1/ḟ1∗ both sides of (11.28) we have

µ2ατ
2
1 ≤Cεα

(
µ21 + µ22

)
+ C(µ2ε+ 1)α

+ C

(
(µ2 + 1) + µ1ε+ Cεαµ1r̄

)
τ1,

which gives a uniform upper bound on τ1 at (z1, t1).

Therefore, we can choose a small constant µ2 and a large constant µ1 in the definition (11.15)
of ω(z, t) such that in both the above two cases, the largest anisotropic principal radius of
curvature τ1 has a uniform upper bound at (z1, t1). This in turn implies that ω(z1, t1) ≤ C
for some uniform positive constant C depending only on the initial data M0 and γ, α, n. By
the definition of ω(z, t) and the C0, C1 estimates, we conclude that τ1 is bounded from above
uniformly on the time interval [t0, t0 + d]. Note that the constants µ1, µ2 are chosen uniformly
and depend only on M0, α, γ. Since t0 > N0 is arbitrary and d > 0 is a fixed constant, repeating
the above argument completes the proof of Proposition 11.3. �
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Combining Proposition 9.3 and Proposition 11.3, we obtain the uniform curvature estimate
of the solution Mt to the flow (1.9). In fact, since

Ek ≥

(
n

k

)−1

κn · · · κn−k+1 ≥

(
n

k

)−1

κnκ
k−1
1 ,

the uniform upper bound on Ek(κ) and the uniform positive lower bound on the anisotropic
principal curvature κi imply that

0 <
1

C
≤ κi ≤ C, i = 1, . . . , n

for some constant C depending only on γ, α and M0. Since the dual function F∗ is concave,
we apply Theorem 1 of [37] to the equation (8.7) of s and derive the C2,β estimate of s(z, t)
for some β ∈ (0, 1). Then the parabolic Schauder theory [26] implies that the Cℓ,β norm of
s(z, t) is bounded for any ℓ ≥ 2. This means that the solution Mt of the flow (1.9) has uniform
regularity estimates for all time t ∈ [0,∞). Taking into account the Hausdorff convergence of
Mt, we conclude that Mt converges smoothly to a scaled Wulff shape as t→ ∞.

11.4. Exponential convergence.

The stronger convergence results can be obtained by studying the linearization of the flow
around the Wulff shape (cf. [2, §12]). The goal is to prove that the linearization of the flow about
the Wulff shape Σ is strictly stable. Without loss of generality, we assume that the hypersurfaces
near Σ can be written as graphs of smooth functions over Σ

Mt = {r(z, t)z : z ∈ Σ},

where r(z, t) = 1 + εη(z, t). By adding a smooth reparametrization to preserve this graphical
representation, the flow (1.9) is equivalent to the following parabolic equation for the function
r:

∂r

∂t
= (φ(t)− E

α/k
k (κ))

(
G(νγ , z)−

1

r
GijG(νγ , ∂iz)

∂r

∂zj

)
, (11.29)

where G is the metric at z on R
n+1 described in (2.4) and Gij stands for the inverse of the matrix

(Gij)
n
i,j=1 = (G(∂iz, ∂jz))

n
i,j=1. Note that on Σ we have G(νγ , z) = G(z, z) = 1, G(νγ , ∂iz) =

G(z, ∂iz) = 0 and φ(t)−E
α/k
k (κ) = 0. Differentiating (11.29) with respect to ǫ and letting ǫ = 0,

we have
∂

∂t
η =

∂

∂ε

∣∣∣∣
ε=0

(φ(t)− E
α/k
k (κ)). (11.30)

On Σ we have ĥji = δji . The variation equations (7.2) and (7.5) imply that

∂

∂ε

∣∣∣∣
ε=0

E
α/k
k (κ) =

α

k
E

α/k−1
k (I)Eij

k (I)
(
−∇̄i∇̄jη −Aj

pi∂pη − ηĥpj ĥ
i
p

)

=
α

n

(
−∆̄η −Api

i∇̄pη − nη
)
, (11.31)

and

d

dε

∣∣∣∣
ε=0

φ(t) =
1

|Σ|γ

∫

Σ

(
∂

∂ε

∣∣∣∣
ε=0

E
α/k
k (κ)dµγ + E

α/k
k (I)

∂

∂ε

∣∣∣∣
ε=0

dµγ

)

−
1

|Σ|2γ

∫

Σ
E

α/k
k (I)dµγ

∂

∂ε

∣∣∣∣
ε=0

|Mt|γ

=−
α

n

1

|Σ|γ

∫

Σ
nηdµγ , (11.32)
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where I = (1, . . . , 1) and we used
∫
Σ(∆̄η + Api

i∇̄pη)dµγ = 0 by virtue of Lemma 2.8 in [43].
Substituting (11.31) and (11.32) into (11.30) we get

∂

∂t
η =

α

n

(
∆̄η +Api

i∇̄pη + nη −
1

|Σ|γ

∫

Σ
nηdµγ

)
=: Lη,

which is the linearized equation of the flow (1.9) about Σ. As in Proposition 12.1 of [2], the opera-
tor L maps the spaceW 2,2(Σ)∩{f :

∫
Σ fdµγ = 0} to the space L2(Σ)∩{f :

∫
Σ fdµγ = 0}. More-

over, L is non-positive and self-adjoint with respect to the inner product 〈f1, f2〉 =
∫
Σ f1f2dµγ ,

and has kernel consisting precisely of the generators of translations. In other words, the lin-
earization of the flow (1.9) about the Wulff shape is strictly stable modulo the action of the
translation group. Then Theorem 9.1.2 of [27] applies to conclude that initial hypersurfaces
sufficiently close to the Wulff shape converge modulo translations to the Wulff shape, exponen-
tially fast in the C∞ topology. Since the smooth convergence of Mt is already established, we
conclude that the whole family of the solution Mt of the flow (1.9) converge modulo translations
to a scaled Wulff shape M∞ = r̄Σ exponentially fast in C∞ topology. In particular, the speed
of the flow satisfies

|φ(t) −E
α/k
k (κ)| ≤ Ce−δt

for some constants C and δ, and for all t > 0. Then we have for any t2 > t1 > 0,

|X(·, t2)−X(·, t1)| ≤

∫ t2

t1

max
M

∣∣∣∣
∂X

∂t

∣∣∣∣dt

≤

∫ t2

t1

max
M

|φ(t)− E
α/k
k (κ)|dt

≤
C

δ
(e−δt1 − e−δt2).

By the Cauchy criterion, X(·, t) converges to a limit embedding X∞(·) of M∞ as t → ∞.
Hence, Mt converges exponentially and smoothly to a scaled Wulff shapeM∞ = r̄Σ without any
correction by translations. This completes the proof of the convergence stated in Theorem 1.3.
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log. 34 (1901), 449–530.
43. Chao Xia, On an anisotropic Minkowski problem, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 62 (2013), no. 5, 1399–1430.



64 B. ANDREWS, Y. LEI, Y. WEI, AND C. XIONG

44. Chao Xia, Inverse anisotropic curvature flow from convex hypersurfaces, J. Geom. Anal. 27 (2017), no. 3,
2131–2154.

45. Chao Xia and Xiangwen Zhang, ABP estimate and geometric inequalities, Commun. Anal. Geom. 25(3),
685–708, 2017.

46. M. Zähle, Integral and current representation of Federer’s curvature measures, Arch. Math. (Basel) 46 (1986),
no. 6, 557–567.

Mathematical Sciences Institute, Australian National University, Canberra, ACT 2601, Aus-

tralia

Email address: Ben.Andrews@anu.edu.au

Email address: yitao.lei@anu.edu.au

School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026,

P.R. China

Email address: yongwei@ustc.edu.cn

College of Mathematics, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610065, P.R. China

Email address: changwei.xiong@scu.edu.cn

mailto:Ben.Andrews@anu.edu.au
mailto:yitao.lei@anu.edu.au
mailto:yongwei@ustc.edu.cn
mailto:changwei.xiong@scu.edu.cn

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries on anisotropic geometry
	3. Anisotropic curvature measures
	4. Minkowski integral formulas
	5. Volume representation involving anisotropic interior reach
	6. Characterization of the Wulff shape
	7. Volume preserving anisotropic curvature flow
	8. Anisotropic Gauss map parametrization
	9. Long-time existence
	10. Hausdorff convergence
	11. Smooth convergence
	References

