
ar
X

iv
:2

30
4.

12
83

9v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
G

] 
 2

5 
A

pr
 2

02
3

UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS TO A CLASS OF

ISOTROPIC CURVATURE PROBLEMS

MOHAMMAD N. IVAKI, EMANUEL MILMAN

Abstract. Employing a local version of the Brunn-Minkowski in-
equality, we give a new and simple proof of a result due to Andrews,
Choi and Daskalopoulos that the origin-centred balls are the only
closed, self-similar solutions of the Gauss curvature flow. Exten-
sions to various non-linearities are obtained, assuming the centroid
of the enclosed convex body is at the origin. By applying our
method to the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality, we also show that
origin-centred balls are the only solutions to a large class of even
Christoffel-Minkowski type problems.

1. Introduction

The Gauss curvature flow in R
3 was proposed by Firey [Fir74] as

a model for the changing shape of smooth, strictly convex stones as
they tumble on a beach in an idealized situation. Assuming that the
solutions exist and are regular, he showed centrally-symmetric stones
become round. Firey conjectured that the resulting shapes would be
rounded stones even without the symmetry assumption. The existence
and regularity of solutions and convergence to a point were settled
later by Chou [Tso85], and in [And99] Andrews succeeded in proving
Firey’s conjecture. One of the key ingredients in Andrews’ proof was
showing that the difference of the principal curvatures decreases along
the flow. The question of whether the asymptotic shape in R

n+1, n ≥ 3,
is a sphere remained open until Guan and Ni [GN17] showed that the
normalized solution converges to a self-similar solution (i.e. a smooth,
closed hypersurface whose support function is positive and equal to
its Gauss curvature), and Choi and Daskalopoulos [CD16] proved that
these self-similar solutions are, in fact, round. Their argument relied on
applying the maximum principle to a peculiar combination of principal
curvatures and the position vector. In [Sar22], Saroglou announced
a second approach based on the Steiner symmetrization and extended
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2 UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS

the uniqueness results of [Cho85,And99,AC12,CD16,BCD17] to a non-
homogeneous case. See also [McC18] (the last remark), and [ACGL20,
Chap. 15-17] for a more detailed account.

Our first contribution is a new proof of the following theorem; the
uniqueness of closed, self-similar solutions of the Gauss curvature flow
(for curves the theorem was proved by Gage [Gag84]; see also [And03]).
Throughout the paper, all hypersurfaces Mn are assumed to be closed
smooth hypersurfaces in R

n+1 bounding a convex compact set K with
strictly positive Gauss curvature K and having the origin in its interior.
We denote the support function of K by h.

Theorem 1.1. [Gag84, And99, CD16] Let Mn be a smooth, strictly

convex hypersurface. If K = h, then Mn is the origin-centred unit

sphere.

We use a local version of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality applied
to the position vector of Mn to provide a surprisingly short proof of
this theorem that differs from all the previous approaches discussed
above. Our approach also yields (see Theorem 4.1) the uniqueness of
solutions to Kα = h when α ∈ [ 1

n+2
, 1
2
] (see also [BCD17] for a different

argument). In particular, we give a new proof of the following classical
theorem due to Jörgens, Calabi, and Pogorelov [Jör54, Cal58, Pog72,
CY86]. See also [ACGL20, Sec. 16.4] for another proof based on the
Steiner symmetrization.

Theorem 1.2. Let Mn be a smooth, strictly convex hypersurface. If

K = hn+2, then Mn is an ellipsoid centred at the origin.

We shall say thatMn = ∂K is origin-centred if the centroid ofK is at
the origin; in particular, an origin-symmetricMn is origin-centred. The
following theorem, when ϕ is only a function of the support function
(i.e. ∂2ϕ ≡ 0) but without the origin-centred assumption, was proved
in [Sar22]. Otherwise, in this general form, it seems to be new.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose ϕ : (0,∞) × (0,∞) → (0,∞) is C1-smooth

with ∂1ϕ ≥ 0, ∂2ϕ ≥ 0, and at least one of these inequalities is strict.

If Mn be a smooth, strictly convex, origin-centred hypersurface with

ϕ(h, |Dh|)K = hn+2, then Mn is an origin-centred sphere.

An immediate corollary of Theorem 1.3 is the following uniqueness
which confirms a conjecture in [CHLZ23] on the isotropic Gaussian
Minkowski problem in the class of origin-centred convex bodies.

Corollary 1.4. Let n ≥ 2. Suppose Mn is a smooth, strictly convex,

origin-centred hypersurface such that ce
1

2
|Dh|2K = 1 for some c > 0.

Then Mn is an origin-centred sphere.
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There are several known results about the uniqueness of solutions to
the isotropic Lp,q Minkowski problem hp−1|Dh|n+1−qK = c with c > 0:

• [HZ18], uniqueness of solutions for p > q;
• [CHZ19], uniqueness of origin-symmetric solutions for

−(n + 1) ≤ p < q ≤ min{n+ 1, n+ 1 + p};
• [CL21], uniqueness of solutions for 1 < p < q ≤ n + 1, or
−(n+ 1) ≤ p < q < −1, or p = q (up-to rescaling);

• [LW22], complete classification for n = 1.

Here, as another corollary of Theorem 1.3, we state the following
uniqueness result.

Corollary 1.5. Let n ≥ 2 and assume that −(n+1) ≤ p and q ≤ n+1,
with at least one of these being strict. Suppose Mn is a smooth, strictly

convex, origin-centred hypersurface such that hp−1|Dh|n+1−qK = c with

c > 0. Then Mn is an origin-centred sphere.

Let σk denote the kth elementary symmetric function of principal
radii of curvature. It is known that the only smooth, strictly convex
solution to the isotropic Lp-Christoffel-Minkowski problem h1−pσk = 1,
1 − k ≤ p < 1, 1 ≤ k < n, is the unit sphere; see [Che20] for the case
1 − k < p < 1 and [McC11] for p = 1− k. Here, applying our method
to a local form of the Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality, we extend these
previous results to the following general formulation.

Theorem 1.6. Let k < n. Suppose ϕ : (0,∞) × (0,∞) → (0,∞) is

a C1-smooth function with k − 1 + x∂1(logϕ)(x, y) ≥ 0, ∂2ϕ ≥ 0. Let

Mn be a smooth, strictly convex, origin-symmetric hypersurface such

that hσk = ϕ(h, |Dh|). Then Mn is an origin-centred sphere.

2. Background

Let (Rn+1, δ := 〈 , 〉, D) be the Euclidean space with its standard
inner product and flat connection. (Sn, ḡ, ∇̄) denotes the unit sphere
equipped with its standard round metric and Levi-Civita connection.
Moreover, µ is the spherical Lebesgue measure of the unit sphere.

Let K ⊂ R
n+1 be a smooth, strictly convex body with the origin in

its interior. We write M := ∂K for the boundary of K. The Gauss
map of K, ν : M → S

n, takes p ∈ M to its unique outer unit normal
vector. The support function and Gauss curvature of M are defined as

h(x) = 〈ν−1(x), x〉, 1

K(x)
=

det(∇̄2h+ ḡh)

det(ḡ)

∣

∣

∣

x
, x ∈ S

n.
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The inverse Gauss map X = ν−1 : Sn → M is given by

X(x) := Dh(x) = h(x)x+ ∇̄h(x) ∀x ∈ S
n.

Note that A[h] := ∇̄2h + ḡh = D2h|TSn is positive-definite. We set

σn =
1

K , dV = hσndµ.

The measure σndµ is the surface-area measure of K, obtained as the
push-forward of Hn|∂K via the Gauss map; the measure 1

n+1
V is the

cone-volume measure ofK, whose mass is equal to the volume ofK. We
refer to [Sch14,KM22],[ACGL20, Sec. 18.7] for additional background.

For real symmetric n×n matrices M1, . . . ,Mn, write Q(M1, . . . ,Mn)
for their mixed discriminant; see [Sch14, (2.64),(5.117)]. Let Pn be
the group of all permutations of {1, . . . , n} and ε : Pn → {−1, 1} be
defined by ε(σ) = 1 (−1) if σ is even (odd). The mixed discriminant
of fk ∈ C2(Sn), 1 ≤ k ≤ n, is a multilinear operator defined as

Q (A[f1], . . . , A[fn]) =
1

n!

∑

a,b∈Pn

ε(a)ε(b)

n
∏

k=1

(A[fk])a(k)b(k),

where in a local orthonormal frame of Sn the entries of the matrix A[fk]
are given by (A[fk])ij = ∇̄2

i,jfk + ḡijfk. We define the mixed volume of
fk ∈ C2(Sn), 1 ≤ k ≤ n + 1, by

V (f1, . . . , fn+1) =
1

n + 1

∫

f1Q (A[f2], . . . , A[fn+1]) dµ.

It is known that V is invariant under the permutation of its arguments.
We also set

Vk+1(f1, . . . , fk+1) = V (f1, . . . , fk+1, 1, . . . , 1),

where 1 appears (n − k)-times on the right-hand side. Due to [Sch14,
Thm. 7.6.8] (cf. [An97, Lem. 8]), for all f ∈ C2(Sn) we have the
following local version of (a particular case of) the Alexandrov–Fenchel
inequality:

Vk+1(fh, h, . . . , h)
2 ≥ Vk+1(fh, fh, h, . . . , h)Vk+1(h, . . . , h).(2.1)

Equality holds if and only if for some vector v ∈ R
n+1 and constant

c ∈ R we have

f(x) = 〈 x

h(x)
, v〉+ c ∀x ∈ S

n.

Let us put τ := A[h] and write {λi}ni=1 for its eigenvalues. Define

σk = σk(τ) =
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n

λi1λi2 · · ·λik , σ
ij
k =

∂σk

∂τij
, 1 ≤ k ≤ n.
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Note that σ
ij
k τij = kσk by Euler’s identity, and that σn+1 = 0 and

σ1 = ∆̄h + nh. We also introduce the measures

dVk := hσkdµ,

so that V = Vn. It is known that

c′kVk+1(fh, h, . . . , h) =

∫

fhσkdµ =

∫

fdVk,

ckVk+1(fh, fh, h, . . . , h) =

∫

fhσ
ij
k (A[fh])ijdµ.

3. Spectral estimate

The following is a spectral interpretation of (2.1); the case k = n is
the spectral formulation of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality originating
in Hilbert’s work and studied e.g. in [KM22,Mil21].

Lemma 3.1 ([An97, Lem. 8], [ACGL20, Prop. 18.35]). Let f ∈ C2(Sn)
with

∫

fhσkdµ = 0. Then we have

k

∫

f 2hσkdµ ≤
∫

h2σ
ij
k ∂if∂jfdµ.(3.1)

Equality holds if and only if for some vector v ∈ R
n+1 we have

f(x) = 〈 x

h(x)
, v〉 ∀x ∈ S

n.

Proof. Due to σ
ij
k τij = kσk, we have

fhσ
ij
k (∇̄2

i,j(fh) + ḡijfh) = kf 2hσk + fh2σ
ij
k ∇̄2

i,jf + 2fhσij
k ∂if∂jh.

Hence, using ∇̄iσ
ij
k = 0 (see [ACGL20, Lem. 18.30]) and integrating

by parts we obtain

ckVk+1(fh, fh, h, . . . , h) =

∫

fhσ
ij
k (∇̄2

i,j(fh) + ḡijfh)dµ

= k

∫

f 2hσkdµ−
∫

h2σ
ij
k ∂if∂jfdµ.

Since Vk+1(fh, h, . . . , h) = 0 and Vk+1(h, . . . , h) > 0, the claim follows
from (2.1), its equality cases, and the fact that

∫

xσkdµ = 0; see [Sch14,
(5.30)]. �

When K is an ellipsoid centred at the origin, for some symmetric,
positive definite matrix M , we have

〈Dh(x), v〉 = 〈 x

h(x)
,Mv〉 ∀v ∈ S

n.
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Moreover,
∫

Dh dV = 0, and hence, for f = 〈Dh, v〉 we have equality
in (3.1). In the next lemma, which is the main new ingredient in this
work, we derive an inequality from (3.1) by substituting such functions
for f .

Lemma 3.2 (Main Lemma). Let X = Dh : Sn → ∂K. Then we have

k

∫

|X|2dVk ≤
∫

h

(

σ1 − (k + 1)
σk+1

σk

)

dVk + k
|
∫

XdVk|2
∫

dVk

.

In particular, for k = n we have

n

∫

|X|2dV ≤
∫

h(∆̄h+ nh)dV + n

∣

∣

∫

XdV
∣

∣

2

∫

dV
.(3.2)

Equivalently, for k = n there holds
∫

〈hX, ∇̄ log
hn+2

K 〉dV =

∫

(n|∇̄h|2ḡ − h∆̄h)dV ≤ n
|
∫

XdV |2
∫

dV
.(3.3)

Proof. Let {Eℓ}n+1
ℓ=1 be an orthonormal basis of Rn+1. Suppose {ei}ni=1

is a local orthonormal frame for Sn that diagonalizes τ , say at x0, and
τ(ei, ei)|x0

= λi(x0). For ℓ = 1, . . . , n+ 1, define the functions

fℓ : S
n → R, fℓ = 〈X,Eℓ〉 −

∫

〈X,Eℓ〉dVk
∫

dVk

.

Note that
∫

fℓdVk = 0, ℓ = 1, . . . , n+ 1.

Since eiX = τ(ei, ej)ej (cf. [CY76, (4.15)]) and hence ∂ifℓ = λi〈ei, Eℓ〉,
we obtain

σ
ij
k ∂ifℓ∂jfℓ =

∂σk

∂λi

λ2
i 〈ei, Eℓ〉2,

and therefore (cf. [HS99, Prop. 2.2])
∑

ℓ

σ
ij
k ∂ifℓ∂jfℓ =

∂σk

∂λi

λ2
i = σ1σk − (k + 1)σk+1.

In addition,

∑

ℓ

∫

f 2
ℓ dVk =

∫

|X|2dVk −
|
∫

XdVk|2
∫

dVk

.

Applying Lemma 3.1 to fℓ and summing over ℓ we obtain the first
inequality, and as a particular case when k = n the second inequality.
Statement (3.3) follows from (3.2) after recalling that |X|2 = h2+|∇̄h|2ḡ,
dV = hσndµ and integrating by parts. �
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Remark 3.3. By the divergence theorem, for any vector w ∈ R
n+1,

∫

〈X,w〉dV =

∫

∂K

〈p, w〉〈p, ν(p)〉Hn(dp)

=

∫

K

divRn+1(〈x, w〉x)dx = (n+ 2)

∫

K

〈x, w〉dx.

Therefore, the vector
∫

XdV appearing in (3.2) and (3.3) is a multiple
of the centroid of K, and is equal to 0 whenever Mn = ∂K is origin-
centred.

Remark 3.4. Let K be a smooth, strictly convex body, and M be any
(n+ 1)× (n+ 1) matrix. By [LW13, Prop. 2.1]), we have

∫

〈∇̄ log
hn+2

K , ξM〉dV = 0,

where

ξM(x) = Mx − (xTMx)x, x ∈ S
n.

In particular, for an ellipsoid E whose support function is given by
hE(x) =

√
xTMx (with M symmetric and positive-definite), we have

ξM = D
h2
E

2
(x)− h2

E(x)x =
1

2
∇̄h2

E(x),

∫

〈∇̄ log
hn+2

K , ∇̄h2
E〉dV = 0.

Compare this with (3.3): if K has its centroid at the origin, then
∫

〈∇̄ log
hn+2

K , ∇̄h2〉dV ≤ 0.

4. Proofs of main results

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 3.2, the identity |X|2 = h2 + |∇̄h|2ḡ,
dV = dµ, and integration by parts we find

(n + 1)

∫

|∇̄h|2ḡdµ ≤ n

∣

∣

∫

Xdµ
∣

∣

2

∫

dµ
.(4.1)

By Remark 3.3, if K is origin-centred, then the right-hand of (4.1)
is zero and the proof is completed. In the general case, in order to
estimate the right-hand side, note that

∫

Xdµ =

∫
(

(h(x)−
∫

hdµ
∫

dµ
)x+ ∇̄h(x)

)

dµ(x),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Xdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∫

dµ

∫
(

(h−
∫

hdµ
∫

dµ
)2 + |∇̄h|2ḡ

)

dµ.(4.2)
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Inequalities (4.1) and (4.2) together yield
∫

|∇̄h|2ḡdµ ≤ n

∫

(h−
∫

hdµ
∫

dµ
)2dµ.

On the other hand, by the (sharp) Poincaré inequality on S
n,

n

∫

(h−
∫

hdµ
∫

dµ
)2dµ ≤

∫

|∇̄h|2ḡdµ.(4.3)

So (4.3) is an equality, and hence h = c + 〈x, v〉 and Mn must be a
sphere. Since K = h, Mn must be the origin-centred unit sphere. �

The initial part of the above argument immediately extends to yield
a simple proof of the following theorem regarding the uniqueness in
the isotropic Lp-Minkowski problem, originally established in [BCD17]
(where the range p ∈ (−1, 1) was also treated via a separate argument):

Theorem 4.1. Let Mn be a smooth, strictly convex hypersurface. If

K = h1−p with p > −(n+1), and either Mn is origin-centred or p ≤ −1,
then Mn is an origin-centred ball.

Proof. When dV = hpdµ, Lemma 3.2 and integration by parts yield

n + 1 + p

n

∫

|∇̄h|2ḡdV ≤
∣

∣

∫

XdV
∣

∣

2

∫

dV
.(4.4)

By Remark 3.3, we conclude h is constant when p > −(n+1) and Mn

is origin-centred. In the general case, by the divergence theorem,
∫

XdV =
n + 1 + p

n

∫

hp∇̄hdµ.(4.5)

Plugging (4.5) into (4.4), we deduce when p > −(n + 1):
∫

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄h−
∫

∇̄hdV
∫

dV

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

δ

dV ≤ p+ 1

n

|
∫

∇̄hdV |2δ
∫

dV
.

Consequently, when in addition p ≤ −1, we conclude that h is constant.
�

Proof of Theorem 1.2. In the case p = −(n + 1), due to (4.5), we have
∫

XdV = 0. Thus we have, in fact, equality in (3.2):

n

∫

|X|2h−(n+1)dµ =

∫

(∆̄h+ nh)h−ndµ.

By the characterization of the equality cases of (3.1), we deduce that
for every v ∈ S

n, there exists a vector w ∈ R
n+1, such that

〈X(x), v〉 = 〈 x

h(x)
, w〉 ∀x ∈ S

n.
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Therefore, for some matrix M , we have

〈Dh(x), v〉 = 〈 x

h(x)
,Mv〉 ∀x, v ∈ S

n.

That is, Dh2(x) = 2MTx. Thus h2 is a quadratic function, and K is an
origin-centred ellipsoid. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is completed. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Since
∫

XdV = 0, from (3.3) it follows that
∫

〈X, ∇̄hn+2

K 〉h−ndµ =

∫

〈hX, ∇̄ log
hn+2

K 〉dV ≤ 0.

Note that

|X|〈∇̄|X|, ∇̄h〉 = 1

2
〈D|Dh|2, ∇̄h〉 = τ(∇̄h, ∇̄h) ≥ c|∇̄h|2,

where c > 0 depends on Mn. Due to hn+2 = ϕ(h, |X|)K, ∂1ϕ ≥ 0 and
∂2ϕ ≥ 0 we have

〈X, ∇̄hn+2

K 〉 = |∇̄h|2∂1ϕ+ 〈∇̄|X|, ∇̄h〉∂2ϕ ≥ c′|∇̄h|2,

where c′ > 0 depends on Mn and on the strictness of at least one of
the inequalities ∂1ϕ > 0 or ∂2ϕ > 0. Hence, h is constant, and so Mn

is an origin-centred sphere. �

Proof of Theorem 1.6. In view of Lemma 3.2, and
∫

XdVk = 0,

k

∫

|X|2ϕdµ ≤
∫

(hϕσ1 − (k + 1)h2σk+1)dµ.

Moreover, we have

(k + 1)σk+1 = σ
ij
k+1τij = σ

ij
k+1(∇̄2

i,jh+ ḡijh).

Using ∇̄iσ
ij
k+1 = 0, ∂2ϕ ≥ 0, and integrating by parts we find

k

∫

(h2 + |∇̄h|2ḡ)ϕdµ ≤
∫

(nh2ϕ− (ϕ+ h∂1ϕ)|∇̄h|2ḡ)dµ

−
∫

h3σ
ij
k+1ḡijdµ+ 2

∫

hσ
ij
k+1∂ih∂jhdµ.

Choose a local orthonormal frame for S
n that diagonalizes τ at x0,

so that τ(ei, ei)|x0
= λi(x0). Now due to the identities (cf. [HS99,

Prop. 2.2])

∀i σii
k+1 = σk − λiσ

ii
k , σ

ij
k+1ḡij = (n− k)σk = (n− k)

ϕ

h
,

we obtain
∫

(k − 1 + h∂1(logϕ))ϕ|∇̄h|2ḡdµ+ 2

∫

ϕλi

σii
k

σk

(∂ih)
2dµ ≤ 0.
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Since k − 1 + h∂1 logϕ ≥ 0 and λi
σii

k

σk

> 0 for all i, we conclude that h
is constant. Hence, Mn is an origin-centred sphere. �
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