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THE Lp GAUSS DUAL MINKOWSKI PROBLEM

BIN CHEN, CHAO LI, AND WEIDONG WANG

Abstract. This article introduces the Lp-Gauss dual curvature measure and

proposes its related Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski problem as: for p, q ∈ R, under

what necessary and/or sufficient condition on a non-zero finite Borel measure µ

on unit sphere does there exist a convex body K such that µ is the Lp Gauss

dual curvature measure? If K exists, to what extent is it unique? This problem

amounts to solving a class of Monge-Ampère type equations on unit sphere in

smooth case:

e−
|∇hK |2+h2

K
2 h

1−p
K (|∇hK |2 + h2

K)
q−n

2 det(∇2hK + hKI) = f,(0.1)

where f is a given positive smooth function on unit sphere, hk is the support

function of convex body K, ∇hK and ∇2hK are the gradient and Hessian of hK

on unit sphere with respect to an orthonormal basis, and I is the identity matrix.

We confirm the existence of solution to the new problem with p, q > 0 and

the existence of smooth solution to the equation (0.1) with p, q ∈ R by varia-

tional method and Gaussian curvature flow method, respectively. Furthermore,

the uniqueness of solution to the equation (0.1) in the case p, q ∈ R with q < p is

established.

1. Introduction

The Brunn-Minkowski type theories (such as classical Brunn-Minkowski the-

ory, Lp-Brunn-Minkowski theory, Orlicz Brunn-Minkowski theory and their dual

theories) of convex bodies (compact convex sets with nonempty interiors) in n-

dimensional Euclidean spaces Rn play an important role in the study of convex

geometric analysis. Geometric invariants, Minkowski sum and geometric measures

associated with convex bodies are the core of the Brunn-Minkowski type theories.

Geometric invariants can be viewed as geometric functionals of convex bodies and

geometric measures are the differential of geometric functionals. It is well known

that Minkowski-type problems related to geometric measures (including surface area

measures, curvature measures and dual curvature measures, etc.) are the corner-

stone of Brunn-Minkowski theories, see e.g., [1, 2, 3, 7, 10, 11, 15, 21, 22, 23, 24,

28, 29, 31, 33, 38, 39, 40, 41, 45] and the references therein. In the last decade, the

Minkowski type problems for the measures associated with solution to the boundary-

value problems are doubtless extremely important variant, as some typical examples,

we can refer to some representative papers [13, 14, 19, 25, 32, 46]. Moreover, a par-

ticularly interesting Minkowski type problem, the Gauss Minkowski problem, was

first proposed by Huang, Xi and Zhao [30], and more research results on this problem

can be found in [4, 16, 17, 27, 36, 43, 44].
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Very recently, Feng, Li and Xu [18] devepoped a theory analogous to the one for

the Minkowski problem in which geometric measure are generated by the differential

of Gauss dual quermassintegral. Let K ∈ Kn
o be the set of convex bodies containing

the origin in their interior. For q ∈ R and K ∈ Kn
o , the Gauss dual quermassintegral,

denoted by Ṽγ,q(K), of K is defined by

Ṽγ,q(K) =

∫

Rn\K
e−

|x|2

2 |x|q−ndx.(1.1)

The Gauss dual curvature measure, denoted by C̃γ,q(K, ·), of K ∈ Kn
o is uniquely

determined by the following variational formula (see [18, Thorem 3.3])

lim
t→0

Ṽγ,q([ht])− Ṽγ,q(K)

t
= −

∫

Sn−1

f(v)dC̃γ,q(K, v),

where ht = etfhK and a continuous function f : Sn−1 → R, and [ht] is the Wulff

shape generated by ht (see Section 2 for details). For each Borel measurable set

ω ⊂ Sn−1, the Gauss dual curvature measure C̃γ,q(K, ·) is defined by

C̃γ,q(K,ω) =

∫

ν−1
K

x · νK(x)e−
|x|2

2 |x|q−ndHn−1(x).

where · represents the inner product in Rn.

The Gauss dual Minkowski problem was posed: given a non-zero finite Borel

measure µ on S
n−1 and q ∈ R, what are necessary and sufficient conditions on µ to

guarantee the existence of a convex body K ∈ Kn
o such that

µ = C̃γ,q(K, ·)?
If K exists, is it unique?

In [18], the existence of smooth solutions to Gauss dual Minkowski problem for

q < 0 was obtained by continuity method. Then, an approximation argument was

used to give the weak solution to this problem. Moreover, the existence of smooth

for q = 0 was established by a degree-theory approach, and the uniqueness of smooth

solution for q ≤ 0 was also established.

The main purpose of this paper is to construct Lp-Gauss dual curvature measure

based on the research in [18]. An Lp version of the variational formula similar to [40,

Theorem 6.2] can be shown: for p 6= 0, q ∈ R, K ∈ Kn
o and a continuous function

f : Sn−1 → R, then

lim
t→0

Ṽγ,q([ht])− Ṽγ,q(K)

t
= −1

p

∫

Sn−1

f(v)pdC̃γ,p,q(K, v),

where ht(v) = (hK(v)
p+ tf(v)p)

1
p . This naturally leads to the definition of Lp Gauss

dual curvature measure:

C̃γ,p,q(K,ω) =

∫

ν−1
K

(ω)

(x · νK(x))1−pe−
|x|2

2 |x|q−ndHn−1(x),

for Borel measurable set ω ⊂ Sn−1.

Obviously, the Lp-Gauss surface area measure and the Gauss dual curvature mea-

sure are special cases of the Lp-Gauss dual curvature measure in the sense that for
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p, q ∈ R and K ∈ Kn
o ,

C̃γ,0,q(K, ·) = C̃γ,q(K, ·), C̃γ,p,n(K, ·) = Sγ,p(K, ·).
Naturally, the Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski problem is posed as follows:

Problem 1.1. (The Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski problem) For p, q ∈ R, under what

necessary and/or sufficient condition on a non-zero finite Borel measure µ on Sn−1

does there exist a set K ∈ Kn
o such that

µ = C̃γ,p,q(K, ·)?
If K exists, to what extent is it unique?

When K is sufficiently smooth and the given measure µ has a density f : Sn−1 →
R, the Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski problem is equivalent to solving the following

Monge-Ampère type equation on Sn−1:

e−
|∇hK |2+h2

K
2 h

1−p
K (|∇hK |2 + h2

K)
q−n
2 det(∇2hK + hKI) = f,(1.2)

where ∇hK and ∇2hK are the gradient and Hessian of hK on Sn−1 with respect to

an orthonormal basis, and I is the identity matrix.

The first objective is to consider the existence of symmetric solution to Problem

1.1 by the variational method (see Theorem 4.3 for details).

Theorem 1.2. For p > 0 and q > 0. Let µ be a non-zero finite even Borel measure

on Sn−1 and not concentrated in any closed hemisphere. Then there exists an origin-

symmetric convex body K such that

µ = C̃γ,p,q(K, ·).
Next, using the Gauss curvature flow method, the existence of smooth solution

to the equation (1.2) is obtained as below (see Theorem 5.5 for details).

Theorem 1.3. Let p, q ∈ R, and f : Sn−1 → (0,∞) be a smooth, positive function

satisfying

lim sup
s→+∞

(sq−pe−
s2

2 ) < f < lim inf
s→0+

(sq−pe−
s2

2 ).(1.3)

Then there exists a smooth solution hK to the equation (1.2).

The Gauss curvature flow was first introduced and studied by Firey [20] to model

the shape change of worn stones. Since then, many scholars have found that using

curvature flow to study the hypersurfaces is a very effective tool, such as solving the

Minkowski-type problems, see e.g., [5, 6, 8, 9, 12, 35, 37] and the references therein.

Finally, we establish the uniqueness of the solution to the equation (1.2) as follows

(see Theorem 6.1 for details).

Theorem 1.4. Let p, q ∈ R with q < p, and f : Sn−1 → (0,∞) be a smooth, positive

function on Sn−1. Then the solution to the equation (1.2) is unique.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some basic facts on

convex bodies and convex hypersurfaces. In Section 3, we establish a Lp-variational

formula of Gauss dual quermassintegral, and introduce the Lp-Gauss dual curva-

ture measure and Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski problem. In Section 4, the existence of
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weak solution to the Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski problem will be discussed by vari-

ational method. In Section 5, the existence of smooth solution to the Lp-Gauss

dual Minkowski problem will be obtained by curvature flow method. Finally, the

uniqueness of the solution of Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski problem will be established

in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we list some facts about convex bodies and convex hypersurfaces

that readers can refer to a celebrated books of Gardner and Schneider [21, 41] and

papers [28, 42].

For a convex body K ∈ Kn
o , the support function, h(K, ·) : Sn−1 → R, of K is

defined by

hK(u) = h(K, u) = max{u · Y : Y ∈ K}, u ∈ S
n−1.

We clearly know that the support function is a continuous and homogeneous convex

function with degree 1. The Minkowski sum of K,L ∈ Kn
o is defined, for t > 0, by

K + tL = {x+ ty : x ∈ K, y ∈ L}.
The set K + tL is a convex body whose support function is given by

h(K + tL, ·) = h(K, ·) + th(L, ·).
For K,L ∈ Kn

o and p ≥ 1, the Lp Minkowski sum, K +p t · L, of K and L is defined

through its support function

h(K +p t · L, ·)p = h(K, ·)p + th(L, ·)p.
In particular, when p = 1, the Lp Minkowski sum is just classical Minkowski sum.

For each K ∈ Kn
o , the radial function ρ(K, ·) is defined by

ρK(x) = ρ(K, x) = max{λ : λx ∈ K}, x ∈ R
n\{0}.

Obviously, the radial function is a continuous function and homogeneous of degree

−1. Moreover ∂K = {ρK(v)v : v ∈ S
n−1}.

For each K ∈ Kn
o , the polar body K∗ of K is the convex body defined by

K∗ = {x ∈ R
n : x · y ≤ 1, for all y ∈ K}.

It is easy to verify that

(K∗)∗ = K.(2.1)

The support function and radial function of K ∈ Kn
o and its polar body are related

by

hK(x)ρK∗(x) = 1 and ρK(x)hK∗(x) = 1,(2.2)

for x ∈ Rn\{0}.
Let Let C(Sn−1) be the set of all continuous functions on S

n−1, C+(Sn−1) be the

set of all strictly positive continuous functions on Sn−1 and C+
e (S

n−1) be the subset

of even functions from C+(Sn−1). For each f ∈ C+(Sn−1), the Wulff shape [f ]

generated by f is the convex body defined by

[f ] = {x ∈ R
n : x · v ≤ f(v), for all v ∈ S

n−1}.
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It is apparent that h[f ] ≤ f and [hK ] = K for K ∈ Kn
o . The convex hull 〈f〉

generated by f is defined by

〈f〉 = conv{f(u)u : u ∈ S
n−1} ∈ Kn

o .

If K ∈ Kn
o , then 〈ρK〉 = K. Moreover,

[f ]∗ = 〈 1
f
〉.(2.3)

The boundary point of convex body K which only has one supporting hyperplane

is called the singular point. The set of singular points is denoted as σK, it is well

known that σK has spherical Lebesgue measure 0.

For x ∈ ∂K \ σK, the Gauss map νK : x ∈ ∂K \ σK → S
n−1 is represented by

νK(x) = {v ∈ S
n−1 : x · v = hK(v)}.

Correspondingly, for a Borel set η ⊂ Sn−1, the inverse Gauss map is denoted by ν−1
K ,

ν−1
K (η) = {x ∈ ∂K : νK(x) ∈ η}.

Note that hK(x) is differentiable at x ∈ Rn if and only if ∂hK(x) consists of

exactly one vector which is the gradient, denoted by DhK(x), of hK at x. Let hK

be differentiable at v ∈ S
n−1 for a convex body K, where v = νK(x) is an outer unit

normal vector at x ∈ ∂K. Then

x = ν−1
K (v) = DhK(v).

From this, we have

hK(v) = hK(νK(x)) = 〈x, νK(x)〉 = 〈DhK(v), v〉,
DhK(v) = ∇hK(v) + hK(v)v,(2.4)

|x|2 = |DhK(v)|2 = |∇hK(v)|2 + hK(v)
2.

For a convex hypersurface Ω of class C2
+ (∂Ω is C2 smooth and has positive Gauss

curvature), then the support function of Ω can be stated as

h(Ω, x) = x · ν−1
Ω (x).

Let e = {eij} be the standard metric of Sn−1. The second fundamental form of Ω is

defined as

Πij = ∇ijh+ heij ,(2.5)

where ∇ij is the second order covariant derivative with respect to eij . By the Wein-

garten’s formula and (2.5), the principal radii of Ω, under a smooth local orthonormal

frame on Sn−1, are the eigenvalues of matrix

bij = ∇ijh+ hδij .

Particularly, the Gauss curvature of Ω can be expressed as

K(x) =
1

det(∇ijh+ hδij)
.
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3. Lp-Gaussian dual curvature measure and Lp Gaussian dual

Minkowski problem

In this section, we establish the Lp variational formula of Gauss dual quermass-

integral, and introduce the Lp Gauss dual curvature measure and its Lp Gauss dual

Minkowski problem.

Lemma 3.1. Let K ∈ Kn
o , f : Sn−1 → R be a continuous function, and ε > 0 be

sufficiently small. Define ht ∈ C+(ω), for t ∈ (−ε, ε) and v ∈ Sn−1, by

ht(v) = (hK(v)
p + tf(v)p)

1
p .

Then, for almost all u ∈ S
n−1 with respect to the spherical Lebesgue measure,

lim
t→0

ρ[ht](u)− ρK(u)

t
=

f(αK(u))
p

phK(αK(u))p
ρK(u).

Moreover, there exists M0 > 0 and ε0 > 0 such that

|ρ[ht](u)− ρK(u)| ≤ M0|t|, t ∈ (−ε0, ε0).

Proof. From [28, Lemma 4.1], we have for u ∈ Sn−1 and t ∈ (−ε, ε)

d

dt
(log h〈̺t〉(u))|t=0 lim

t=0

h〈̺t〉(u)− h〈̺0〉(u)

t

=
1

h〈̺t〉(u)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

lim
t=0

h〈̺t〉(u)− h〈̺0〉(u)

t
= g(α∗

〈̺0〉(u)),

i.e.,

lim
t=0

h〈̺t〉(u)− h〈̺0〉(u)

t
= h〈̺t〉(u)g(α

∗
〈̺0〉(u)),(3.1)

where g : Sn−1 → R is continuous and ̺t : S
n−1 → (0,∞) is defined by

log ̺t(u) = log ̺0(u) + tg(u) + o(t, u).

By (2.2) and (2.3), one has

lim
t→0

ρ[ht](u)− ρK(u)

t
= lim

t→0

h−1
[ht]∗

(u)− h−1
K∗(u)

t

= − lim
t→0

h〈 1
ht

〉(u)− h〈 1
hK

〉(u)

th〈 1
ht

〉(u)h〈 1
hK

〉(u)

= − 1

h〈 1
hK

〉(u)
2
lim
t→0

h〈 1
ht

〉(u)− h〈 1
hK

〉(u)

t

= −ρ2K(u) lim
t→0

h〈 1
ht

〉(u)− h〈 1
h0

〉(u)

t
.(3.2)

Let ̺t =
1
ht
. Then

log ht = log hK − tg − o(t).

Since

ht(v) = (hK(v)
p + tf(v)p)

1
p , v ∈ S

n−1,

it follows that

log ht = log hK +
tf p

ph
p
K

+ o(t).
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Thus

g = − f p

ph
p
K

.

By (2.1), (3.1), (3.2) and [28, Lemma 2.6], we have

lim
t→0

ρ[ht](u)− ρK(u)

t
=

1

p
ρ2K(u)h〈 1

h0
〉(u)g(α

∗
〈̺0〉(u))

=
f(αK(u))

p

phK(αK(u))p
ρK(u).

Since [h0] = K ∈ Kn
o and [ht] → K as t → 0 by Aleksandrov’s convergence

theorem for Wulff shapes (see [41]), then there exist m1, m2 ∈ (0,∞) and ε0 > 0

such that

0 < m1 < ρ[ht] < m2 < ∞ on S
n−1,

for t ∈ (−ε0, ε0). Thus

0 <
ρ[ht]

ρK
< m3 on S

n−1,(3.3)

for some m3 > 1. Observe that s − 1 ≥ log s for s ∈ (0, 1) while s − 1 ≤ log s ≤
m3 log s for s ∈ [1, m3]. Thus, when s ∈ (0, m3)

|s− 1| ≤ m3| log s|.
By (3.3), we have ∣∣∣∣

ρ[ht]

ρK
− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ m3

∣∣∣∣ log
ρ[ht]

ρK

∣∣∣∣.

This, together with (3.3) and fact that | log ρ[ht] − log ρK | ≤ M |t| (by [28, Lemma

4.1]), implies that

|ρ[ht] − ρK | ≤ m2ρK | log ρ[ht] − log ρK | ≤ m2m3M |t| = M0|t|,
on Sn−1 for t ∈ (−ε0, ε0). Here M0 = m2m3M where M comes from [28, Lemma

4.1]. The proof is completed. �

The following variational formula gives rise to the Lp Gauss dual surface area

measure.

Theorem 3.2. For p 6= 0 and q ∈ R. Let K ∈ Kn
o , f ∈ C(Sn−1) and ht be given in

Lemma 3.1. Then

lim
t→0

Ṽγ,q([ht])− Ṽγ,q(K)

t
= −1

p

∫

Sn−1

f(v)pdC̃γ,p,q(K, v).

Proof. From the definition of ht, we have

log ht(u) = log hK(u) +
tf(u)p

phK(u)p
, u ∈ S

n−1.

From (1.1), it is equivalent to

Ṽγ,q([ht]) =

∫

Sn−1

∫ ∞

ρ[ht]

e−
r2

2 rq−1drdu.
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Let t → 0. Then there exist λ1, λ2 > 0 such that ρ[ht], ρK ∈ [λ1, λ2]. Set

F (s) =

∫ ∞

s

e−
r2

2 rq−1dr.

According to the mean value theorem, there exists ξ between ρ[ht] and ρK such that

|F (ρ[ht])− F (ρK)| = |F ′(ξ)||ρ[ht] − ρK | ≤ e−
ξ2

2 ξq−1M0|t| ≤ λ3|t|,(3.4)

where λ3 = maxξ∈[λ1,λ2](e
− ξ2

2 ξq−1M0), and M0 comes from Lemma 3.1.

By Lemma 3.1, (3.4) and [40, (3.39)], employing the dominated convergence the-

orem, one has

lim
t→0

Ṽγ,q([ht])− Ṽγ,q(K)

t
= lim

t→0

∫

Sn−1

F (ρ[ht])− F (ρK)

t
du

= −1

p

∫

Sn−1

e−
ρ2
K

(u)

2 ρ
q
K(u)

f(αK(u))
p

hK(αK(u))p
du

= −1

p

∫

Sn−1

f(αK(u))
pe−

ρ2
K

(u)

2 ρ
q−n
K (u)

ρnK(u)

hK(αK(u))p
du

= −1

p

∫

∂′K

f(νK(x))
pe−

|x|2

2 |x|q−n(x · νK(x))1−pdHn−1(x)

= −1

p

∫

Sn−1

f(v)pdC̃γ,p,q(K, v).

The proof is completed. �

Thus, the definition of Lp-Gaussian dual curvature measure deduced from the

variational formula in Theoren 3.2 is obtained.

Definition 3.3. Let K ∈ Kn
o and p, q ∈ R. Define the Lp-Gaussian dual curvature

measure of K by: for Borel set ω ⊂ Sn−1,

C̃γ,p,q(K,ω) =

∫

ν−1
K

(ω)

(x · νK(x))1−pe−
|x|2

2 |x|q−ndHn−1(x).

The following result gives the weak convergence of the Lp-Gaussian dual curvature

measure.

Proposition 3.4. If Ki ∈ Kn
o such that Ki converges to K0 ∈ Kn

o in Hausdorff

metric, then C̃γ,p,q(Ki, ·) converges to C̃γ,p,q(K0, ·) weakly.

Proof. Let f : ω → R be a continuous function. Suppose that Ki → K0 with respect

to Hausdorff metric. Then ρKi
→ ρK0 uniformly on Sn−1, and αKi

→ αK0 almost

everywhere on Sn−1 with respect to spherical Lebesgue measure (by [28, Lemma

2.2]). Moreover, hKi
(αKi

, ·) → hK0(αK0, ·) uniformly on Sn−1. Since K0 ∈ Kn
o , then

there exists a constant C > 0 such that 1
C
B ⊂ Ki, K0 ⊂ CB for sufficiently large i.

Thus

e−
ρ2
Ki

(u)

2 ρ
q
Ki
(u)

f(αKi
(u))p

hKi
(αKi

(u)p
→ e−

ρ2
K0

(u)

2 ρ
q
K0
(u)

f(αK0(u))
p

hK0(αK0(u)
p

uniformly on Sn−1.



Lp GAUSS DUAL MINKOWSKI PROBLEM 9

By Definition 3.3 and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, one has
∫

Sn−1

f(v)pdC̃γ,p,q(Ki, v)

=

∫

∂′Ki

f(νKi
(x))p(x · νKi

(x))1−pe−
|x|2

2 |x|q−ndHn−1(x)

=

∫

Sn−1

f(αKi
(u))phKi

(αKi
(u))−pe−

ρ2
Ki

(u)

2 ρ
q
Ki
(u)du

→
∫

Sn−1

f(αK0(u))
phK0(αK0(u))

−pe−
ρ2
K0

(u)

2 ρ
q
K0
(u)du

=

∫

Sn−1

f(αK0(u))
pe−

ρ2K0
(u)

2 ρK0(u)
q−n ρK0(u)

n

hK0(αK0(u))
p
du

=

∫

∂′K0

f(νK0(x))
p(x · νK0(x))

1−pe−
|x|2

2 |x|q−ndHn−1(x)

=

∫

Sn−1

f(v)pdC̃γ,p,q(K0, v).

The proof is completed. �

The Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski problem. For p, q ∈ R, under what necessary

and/or sufficient condition on a non-zero finite Borel measure µ on Sn−1 does there

exist a set K ∈ Kn
o such that

µ = C̃γ,p,q(K, ·)?(3.5)

If K exists, to what extent is it unique?

As we all know, if ∂K is smooth with positive Gauss curvature, then the sur-

face area measure S(K, ·) of K is absolutely continuous with respect to spherical

Lebesgue measure S and its density is

dS(K, ·)
dS

= det(∇2hK + hKI).(3.6)

Assume K is strictly convex. By the definitions of Lp-Gauss dual curvature mea-

sure and surface area measure, and (2.5), one has

C̃γ,p,q(K, η) =

∫

ν−1
K

(η)

(x · νK(x))1−p|x|q−ne−
|x|2

2 dHn−1(x)

=

∫

η

hK(v)
1−p(|∇hK(v)|2 + hK(v)

2)
q−n
2 e−

|∇hK (v)|2+hK(v)2

2 dS(K, v).

Namely,

dC̃γ,p,q(K, ·) = h
1−p
K (|∇hK |2 + h2

K)
q−n
2 e−

|∇hK |2+h2
K

2 dS(K, ·).(3.7)

Let ∂K is smooth with positive Gauss curvature for K ∈ Kn
o . By (3.6) and (3.7),

we have

dC̃γ,p,q(K, ·)
dS

= h
1−p
K (|∇hK |2 + h2

K)
q−n
2 e−

|∇hK |2+h2
K

2 det(∇2hK + hKI).

Therefore, when the given measure µ has a density f that is an integral nonnegative

function on Sn−1, the Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski problem is equivalent to solving the
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following Monge-Ampère type equation

e−
|∇hK |2+h2

K
2 h

1−p
K (|∇hK |2 + h2

K)
q−n
2 det(∇2hK + hKI) = f.

4. The variational method to generate weak solution

This section aims to prove Theorem 1.4 by transforming it into an optimization

problem.

4.1. An associated optimization problem. LetKn
e be the set of origin-symmetric

convex bodies. For any non-zero finite Borel measure µ on Sn−1, p > 0 and q > 0.

Define Φ : Kn
e → R by

Φ(Q) =
1

p

∫

Sn−1

hQ(v)
pdµ(v) +

∫

Sn−1

F (ρQ(u))du, for Q ∈ Kn
e ,

where F (ρQ(u)) =
∫∞
ρQ(u)

e−
r2

2 rq−1dr. We consider the minimization problem as

follows:

inf{Φ(Q) : Q ∈ Kn
e }.(4.1)

Lemma 4.1. Let µ be a non-zero finite Borel measure on S
n−1, p > 0 and q > 0.

If K ∈ Kn
e satisfies

Φ(K) = inf{Φ(Q) : Q ∈ Kn
e },(4.2)

then

µ = C̃γ,p,q(K, ·).
Proof. For each f ∈ C+

e (S
n−1), define a functional φ : C+

e (S
n−1) → R by

φ(f) =
1

p

∫

Sn−1

f(v)pdµ(v) +

∫

Sn−1

F (ρ[f ])du.

We claim that for each f ∈ C+
e (S

n−1)

φ(f) ≤ φ(hK).(4.3)

Since h[f ] ≤ f and [hK ] = K, one has

φ(f) ≤ φ(h[f ]) = Φ([f ]) ≤ Φ(K) = φ(hk),

where the second inequality sign follows from (4.2).

For any g ∈ C(Sn−1) and t ∈ (−ε, ε) where ε > 0 is sufficiently small. Let

ht(v) = hK(v)e
tg(v).

By (4.3), since hK is a minimizer of (4.2), the Lagrange multiplier method says,

d

dt
φ(ht)|t=0 = 0.

This, together with the formula in [18, Lemma 3.1], implies
∫

Sn−1

hK(v)
pg(v)dµ(v) =

∫

Sn−1

g(v)dC̃γ,q(K, v).

Thus

dµ(v) = hK(v)
−pdC̃γ,q(K, v).

We conclude that µ = C̃γ,p,q(K, ·). �
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4.2. Existence of an optimizer.

Lemma 4.2. For p > 0 and q > 0. Let µ be a non-zero finite even Borel measure

on S
n−1 and not concentrated in any closed hemisphere. Then there exists a convex

body K ∈ Kn
e such that

Φ(K) = inf{Φ(Q) : Q ∈ Kn
e }.

Proof. Suppose Ql is a sequence of origin-symmetric convex bodies and

lim
l→∞

Φ(Ql) = inf{Φ(Q) : Q ∈ Kn
e }.(4.4)

We claim that Ql is uniformly bounded. If not, then there exists ul ∈ Sn−1 such

that ρQl
(ul) → ∞ as l → ∞. By the definition of support function, one has

ρQl
(ul)(v · ul)+ ≤ hQl

(v).

From the definitions of Φ and Gamma function, we have

Φ(Ql) =
1

p

∫

Sn−1

hQl
(v)pdµ(v) + nωn

∫ ∞

ρQl
(v)

e−
r2

2 rq−1dr

≥ 1

p

∫

Sn−1

ρQl
(ul)

p(v · ul)
p
+dµ(v) + nωn

√
2
q

2

∫ ∞

ρQl
(v)

2

e−rr
q
2
−1dr

=
ρQl

(ul)
p

p

∫

Sn−1

(v · ul)
p
+dµ(v) + nωn

√
2
q

2
Γ(

q

2
)

≥ ρQl
(ul)

p

p

∫

Sn−1

(v · ul)
p
+dµ(v) + nωn,

where the last inequality follows from the property of Gamma function Γ, i.e.,√
2
q

2
Γ( q

2
) ≥ 1, and (t)+ = max{t, 0} for any t ∈ R. By the fact that µ is not

concentrated in any closed hemisphere, we may find c0 > 0 such that
∫

Sn−1

(v · ul)
p
+dµ(v) > c0.

Therefore

Φ(Ql) >
c0ρQl

(ul)
p

p
+ nωn → ∞

as l → ∞. But this contradicts (4.4). So we conclude that Ql is uniformly bounded.

By the Blaschke selection theorem in [41], there is a convergent subsequence of Ql,

still denoted by Ql, converges to a compact convex set K of Rn.

Since K is origin-symmetric, this means that K contains the origin as its interior

point. Therefore, the convex body K is a minimizer to the optimization (4.1). �

4.3. Existence of symmetric solution to Lp-Gaussian dual Minkowski prob-

lem. Combining Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, we get the existence Theorem 1.2 for

the Lp-Gaussian dual Minkowski problem stated in the introduction.

Theorem 4.3. For p > 0 and q > 0. Let µ be a non-zero finite even Borel measure

on Sn−1 and not concentrated in any closed hemisphere. Then there exists a convex

body K ∈ Kn
e such that

µ = C̃γ,p,q(K, ·).
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5. The curvature flow method to generate smooth solution

In this section, the existence of smooth solution to the Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski

problem will be obtained by curvature flow method.

5.1. Gauss curvature flow and its related geometric function. We consider

a type of Gauss curvature flow of a family of closed convex hypersurfaces {Ωt} given

by Ωt = F (Sn−1, t), where F : Sn−1 × [0, T ) → Rn is the smooth map that satisfies
{

∂X(x,t)
∂t

= −f(x)(x · F (x, t))pe
|F (x,t)|2

2 |F (x, t)|n−qK(x, t)ν + F (x, t),

F (x, 0) = F0(x),
(5.1)

where f is a given positive smooth function on Sn−1, K is the Gauss curvature of

Ωt at F (x, t), ν is the out normal of Ωt at F (x, t), and T is the maximal time for

which the solution of (5.1) exists.

As discussed in Section 2, the support function of convex hypersurface Ωt can be

expressed as h(x, t) = x · F (x, t), we thus derive the evolution equation for h(·, t)
from the flow (5.1) as follows

{
∂h(x,t)

∂t
= −f(x)hpe

|∇h|2+h2

2 (|∇h|2 + h2)
n−q
2 K + h(x, t),

h(x, 0) = h0(x),
(5.2)

From (2.5) and the definition of radial function, there is

ρ(u)u = ∇h(x) + h(x)x.(5.3)

Let x = x(u, t), we have

log ρ(u, t) = log h(x, t)− log x · u.
Differentiating the above identity, we obtain

∂ρ(u, t)

∂t
=

ρ(u, t)

h(x, t)

∂h(x, t)

∂t
.(5.4)

By (5.2), (5.3) and (5.4), the evolution equation of ρ(u, t) can be described as
{

∂ρ(u,t)
∂t

= −f(ξ)hp−1ρn−q+1e
ρ2

2 K + ρ(u, t),

ρ(u, 0) = ρ0(u).
(5.5)

Now we investigate the characteristic of a more important geometric functional

that are key to proving the long-time existence of solutions to the flow (5.1). Firstly,

we define

φ(r) =

∫ r

sq−1e−
s2

2 ds,

and

ϕ(t) =

∫ t 1

s1−p
ds.

Lemma 5.1. For convex hypersurface Ωt, we define the functional

Φ(Ωt) =

∫

Sn−1

f(x)ϕ(h(x, t))dx−
∫

Sn−1

φ(ρ(u, t))du.
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Let p, q ∈ R. Then Φ(Ωt) is monotone non-increasing along the flow (5.1). That is

∂

∂t
Φ(Ωt) 6 0,

with equality if and only if the support function of Ωt satisfies the equation (1.2).

Proof. By (5.2) and (5.4), it follows from du = h
ρnKdx that

∂tΦ(Ωt) =

∫

Sn−1

f(x)

h1−p
∂thdx−

∫

Sn−1

ρq−1e−
ρ2

2 ∂tρdu

=

∫

Sn−1

f(x)

h1−p
∂thdx−

∫

Sn−1

ρq−ne−
ρ2

2

K ∂thdx

=

∫

Sn−1

ρq−ne−
ρ2

2

K

(
f

h1−p

K
ρq−ne−

ρ2

2

− 1

)
∂thdx

= −
∫

Sn−1

hρq−ne−
ρ2

2

K

(
f

h1−p

K
ρq−ne−

ρ2

2

− 1

)2

dx

≤ 0.

Equality hold if and only if
f

h1−p

K
ρq−ne−

ρ2

2

= 1,

that is the equation (1.2). �

5.2. A priori estimates.

5.2.1. C0, C1-estimates.

Lemma 5.2. Let h(·, t) be a smooth solution of (5.2). Assume that f is a positive

smooth function on S
n−1 satisfying (1.3) and p, q ∈ R. Then there exist positive

constants c and C independent of t such that

c 6 h(·, t) 6 C, c 6 ρ(·, t) 6 C, ∀(·, t) ∈ S
n−1 × [0, T ).(5.6)

Proof. From the definitions of support and radial functions, we only need to prove

one of (5.6).

Suppose the spatial maximum of the h(·, t) is attained at x1 ∈ Sn−1. Then, from

(5.3), at x1

∇h = 0, ∇2h 6 0 and h = ρ.

By (5.2), one has

∂th 6 −f(x)hp−q+1e
h2

2 + h

= hp−q+1e
h2

2 (hq−pe−
h2

2 − f(x)).

Taking A = lim sups→+∞(sq−pe−
s2

2 ). By (1.3), ǫ = 1
2
(minSn−1 f(x) − A) is positive

and there exists some positive constant c1 such that

hq−pe−
h2

2 < A+ ǫ for h > c1.
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This, together with (1.3), yields

hq−pe−
h2

2 − f(x) < A+ ǫ−min
Sn−1

f(x) < 0,

which implies that at x1

∂th < 0.

Therefore

h 6 max{c1,max
Sn−1

h(x, 0)}.
Similarly, we can estimate the spatial minimum of h(·, t). Suppose the spatial

minimum of the h(·, t) is attained at x2 ∈ Sn−1. Then, from (5.3), at x2

∇h = 0, ∇2h > 0 and h = ρ.

By (5.2), one has

∂th ≥ −f(x)hp−q+1e
h2

2 + h

= hp−q+1e
h2

2 (hq−pe−
h2

2 − f(x)).

Taking a = lim infs→0+(s
q−pe−

s2

2 ). By (1.3), ǫ = 1
2
(a−maxSn−1 f(x)) is positive and

there exists some positive constant c2 such that

hq−pe−
h2

2 > a− ǫ for h < c2.

This, together with (1.3), yields

hq−pe−
h2

2 − f(x) > a− ǫ−max
Sn−1

f(x) > 0,

which implies that at x2

∂th > 0.

Therefore

h > min{c2,min
Sn−1

h(x, 0)}.
The proof is completed. �

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma 5.2, then we have

|∇h(·, t)| 6 C and |∇ρ(·, t)| 6 C, ∀(·, t) ∈ S
n−1 × [0, T ),

where C is a positive constant as in Lemma 5.2.

Proof. By (2.5) and (5.3), we know that

min
Sn−1

h(·, t) 6 ρ(·, t) 6 max
Sn−1

h(·, t),

and

ρ2 = h2 + |∇h|2.
These facts together with Lemma 5.2 imply the result. �

5.2.2. C2-estimates. In this subsection, we will establish the upper and lower bounds

of the principal curvatures. These estimates can be obtained by considering proper

auxiliary functions, see e.g., [37] for similar techniques.

Lemma 5.4. Let h(·, t) be a smooth solution of (5.2). Assume that f is a positive

smooth function on Sn−1 satisfying (1.3). Then there exist positive constants c and
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C, independent of t, such that the principal curvature κi, i = 1, · · · , n − 1, of Ωt

satisfying

c 6 κi 6 C, ∀(·, t) ∈ S
n−1 × [0, T ).(5.7)

Proof. Step 1: We need to prove the upper bound of Gauss curvature K. It is

essential to construct the following auxiliary function

Θ(x, t) =
−∂th + h

h− ε0
=

f(x)hpρn−qe
ρ2

2 K
h− ε0

,(5.8)

where ε0 is a positive constant satisfying ε0 =
1
2
min h(·, t), ∀(·, t) ∈ Sn−1 × [0, T ).

From (5.8), the upper bound of K follows from Θ(·, t). Hence we only need to

derive the upper bound of Θ(x, t). Suppose the spatial maximum of Θ is obtained

at x0. Then

0 = ∇iΘ =
−∂thi + hi

h− ε0
+

(∂th− h)hi

(h− ε0)2
,(5.9)

and using (5.9), we get

0 ≥ ∇ijΘ =
−∂thij + hij

h− ε0
+

(∂th− h)hij

(h− ε0)2
,(5.10)

where ∇ijΘ ≤ 0 should be understood in the sense of negative semi-definite matrix.

As in the background metrial, namely Section 2, we know the fact bij = hij+hδij ,

and bij its inverse matrix. This, together with (5.10), yields

∂tbij = ∂thij + ∂thδij

≥ hij +
(∂th− h)hij

h− ε0
+ ∂thδij

= bij +
(∂th− h)hij

h− ε0
+ (∂th− h)δij

= bij +
∂th− h

h− ε0
(hij + hδij − ε0δij)

= bij −Θ(bij − ε0δij).

By the definition of Gauss curvature, we obtain

∂tK = −Kbij∂tbij

≤ −Kbij [bij −Θ(bij − ε0δij)](5.11)

= −K[(n− 1)(1−Θ) + Θε0H],

where H denotes the mean curvature of F (·, t).
From (5.8) and Lemma 5.2, there exists a positive constant c1 such that

1

c1
Θ(·, t) ≤ K(·, t) ≤ c1Θ(·, t).(5.12)

Noting

1

n− 1
H ≥ K 1

n−1 ,
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and combining (5.11) and (5.12), we obtain

∂tK ≤ (n− 1)c−1
1 Θ2 − (n− 1)c−1

1 ε0Θ
2n−1
n−1 .(5.13)

From (5.8), we have

∂tΘ = f(x)K∂t

(
hpρn−qe

ρ2

2

h− ε0

)
+

f(x)hpρn−qe
ρ2

2

h− ε0
∂tK,

where

∂t

(
hpρn−qe

ρ2

2

h− ε0

)
=

[
php−1ρn−qe

ρ2

2 ∂th+ (n− q)ρn−q−1hpe
ρ2

2 ∂tρ

+ hpρn−q+1e
ρ2

2 ∂tρ

]
1

h− ε0
− hpρn−qe

ρ2

2 ∂th

(h− ε0)2

= (α + ρ2)
hp−1ρn−qe

ρ2

2 ∂th

h− ε0
− hpρn−qe

ρ2

2 ∂th

(h− ε0)2

=

[
(α + ρ2)hp−1ρn−qe

ρ2

2 − hpρn−qe
ρ2

2

h− ε0

]
h− (h− ε0)Θ

h− ε0
,

where α = n + p− q. By (5.8), (5.12) and (5.13), we have at x0

∂tΘ ≤ c1f

[
(α + ρ2)hp−1ρn−qe

ρ2

2 − hpρn−qe
ρ2

2

h− ε0

]
(h− (h− ε0)Θ)Θ

h− ε0

+
(n− 1)fhpρn−qe

ρ2

2

c1(h− ε0)
(Θ2 − ε0Θ

2n−1
n−1 )

=
c1fh

h− ε0

[
(α+ ρ2)hp−1ρn−qe

ρ2

2 − hpρn−qe
ρ2

2

h− ε0

]
Θ(5.14)

− c1f

[
(α + ρ2)hp−1ρn−qe

ρ2

2 − hpρn−qe
ρ2

2

h− ε0

]
Θ2

+
(n− 1)fhpρn−qe

ρ2

2

c1(h− ε0)
(Θ2 − ε0Θ

2n−1
n−1 ).

Then by the definition of ε0, there exists positive constants c2, c3 and c4, depending

only on minSn−1×[0,T ) h, minSn−1×[0,T ) ρ, minSn−1 f and ε0, such that

c1f

[
(α + ρ2)hp−1ρn−qe

ρ2

2 − hpρn−qe
ρ2

2

h− ε0

]
≤ c2,

(n− 1)fhpρn−qe
ρ2

2

c1(h− ε0)
≤ c3, and

h

h− ε0
≤ c4.

Therefore (5.14) can be further estimated as

∂tΘ ≤ c2c4Θ− c2Θ
2 + c3(Θ

2 − ε0Θ
2n−1
n−1 )

= Θ2[c2c4Θ
−1 − (c2 − c3)− c3ε0Θ

1
n−1 ].
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One can see that whenever c2 ≥ c3 and Θ > (c2c
−1
3 ε−1

0 )
n−1
n , we have

∂tΘ < 0.

This implies that Θ has a uniform upper bound.

For any (x, t)

K(x, t) =
(h− ε0)Θ(x, t)

fhpρn−qe
ρ2

2

≤ (h− ε0)Θ(x0, t)

fhpρn−qe
ρ2

2

≤ C.

Namely, K has a uniform upper bound.

Step 2: Now we prove the lower bound of principal curvature. Consider the

following auxiliary function

E(x, t) = log λmax({bij})− a log h(x, t)− b|∇h|2,(5.15)

where a, b are positive constants to be specified later, λmax({bij}) is the maximal

eigenvalue of {bij}. As showed in Section 2, we know that the eigenvalue of {bij}
and {bij} are respectively the principal radii and principal curvature of Ωt.

For any fixed t ∈ [0, T ), suppose that the maximum of E(x, t) is attained at

x1 ∈ Sn−1. By a rotation of coordinates, we may assume that {bij(x1, t)} is diagonal,

and λmax({bij(x1, t)}) = b11(x1, t). Therefore, to derive a positive lower bound of

principal curvatures, it is equivalent to estimate the upper bound of b11. Based on

the above assumption, (5.15) can be transformed into

Ẽ(x, t) = log b11 − a log h(x, t)− b|∇h|2.(5.16)

Using the above assumption again, for any fixed t ∈ [0, T ), Ẽ(x, t) has a local

maximum at x1, i.e.,

0 = ∇iẼ = b11∇ib11 − a
hi

h
+ 2bΣjhjhji

= b11∇i(h11 + hδ11)− a
hi

h
+ 2bhihii,(5.17)

and

0 ≥ ∇iiẼ = b11∇iib11 − (b11)2(∇ib11)
2 − a(

hii

h
− h2

i

h2
) + 2b(Σjhjhjii + h2

ii).(5.18)

Moreover

∂tẼ = b11∂tb11 − a
ht

h
+ 2bΣjhjhjt

= b11(h11t + ht)− a
ht

h
+ 2bΣjhjhjt.(5.19)

From (5.8), we write

log(h− ht) = log(fhpρn−qe
ρ2

2 K)

= − log det(∇2h+ hI) + A(x, t),(5.20)

where A(x, t) := log(fhpρn−qe
ρ2

2 ).

Differentiating (5.20) with respect to ej , we have

hj − hjt

h− ht

= −
∑

i,k

bik∇jbik +∇jA = −
∑

i

bii(hjii + hiδij) +∇jA,(5.21)
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and

h11 − h11t

h− ht

− (h1 − h1t)
2

(h− ht)2
= −

∑

i

bii∇11bii +
∑

i,k

biibkk(∇1bik)
2 +∇11A.(5.22)

By the Ricci identity on Sn−1

∇11bij = ∇ijb11 − δijb11 + δ11bij − δ1ib1j + δ1jb1i,

and (5.18), (5.19), (5.21) and (5.22), one has

∂tẼ
h− ht

= b11
(
h11t − h11 + h11 + h− h+ ht

h− ht

)
− a

ht − h+ h

h(h− ht)
+ 2b

Σjhjhjt

h− ht

= b11
(
− (h1 − h1t)

2

(h− ht)2
+
∑

i

bii∇11bii −
∑

i,k

biibkk(∇1bik)
2 −∇11A

)

+
1

h− ht

− b11 +
a

h
− a

h− ht

+ 2b
Σjhjhjt

h− ht

≤ b11
(∑

i

bii(∇iib11 − b11 + bii)−
∑

i,k

biibkk(∇1bik)
2

)

+
1− a

h− ht

− b11∇11A+
a

h
+ 2b

Σjhjhjt

h− ht

≤
∑

i

bii
[
(b11)2(∇ib11)

2 + a

(
hii

h
− h2

i

h2

)
− 2b

(∑

j

hjhjii + h2
ii

)]

− b11
∑

i,k

biibkk(∇1bik)
2 − b11∇11A+

a

h
+ 2b

Σjhjhjt

h− ht

+
1− a

h− ht

(5.23)

≤
∑

i

biia

(
hii + h− h

h
− h2

i

h2

)
+ 2b

∑

j

hj

(
−

∑

i

biihjii +
hjt

h− ht

)

− 2b
∑

i

biih2
ii − b11∇11A+

a

h
+

1− a

h− ht

≤ −a
∑

i

bii − 2b
∑

i

bii(b2ii − 2biih)− b11∇11A+
na

h
+

1− a

h− ht

+ 2b
∑

j

hj

(
hj

h− ht

+
∑

i

biihj −∇jA

)

≤ −b11∇11A− 2b
∑

j

hj∇jA+ (2b|∇h|2 − a)
∑

i

bii − 2b
∑

i

bii

+
2b|∇h|2 − a+ 1

h− ht

+ 4b(n− 1)h+
na

h
.

Next we calculate −b11∇11A − 2b
∑

j hj∇jA. From the expression of A(x, t), we

have

∇jA =
fj

f
+

phj

h
+

(n− q + ρ2)ρj
ρ

,(5.24)

and

∇11A =
ff11 − f 2

1

f 2
+ p

hh11 − h2
1

h2
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+
(n− q + ρ2)ρρ11 − (n− q − ρ2)ρ21

ρ2
,(5.25)

where

ρi =
hhi +

∑
hkhki

ρ
=

hibii

ρ
,

ρij =
hhij + hihj +

∑
hkhkij +

∑
hkihkj

ρ
− hihjbiibjj

ρ3
.

By (5.24) and (5.25), one has

− b11∇11A− 2b
∑

j

hj∇jA

= −b11
ff11 − f 2

1

f 2
− b11p

hh11 − h2
1

h2
− b11

(n− q + ρ2)ρ11
ρ

+ b11
(n− q − ρ2)ρ21

ρ2
− 2b

∑

j

hj

fj

f
− 2bp

∑

j

h2
j

h

− 2b
∑

j

hj

(n− q + ρ2)ρj
ρ

= −b11
ff11 − f 2

1

f 2
− (n− 1)p

h
+ pb11 + b11

ph2
1

h2
− b11

(n− q + ρ2)ρ11
ρ

(5.26)

+ (n− 1)b11
(n− q − ρ2)h2

1

ρ4
− 2b

∑

j

hj

fj

f
− 2bp

∑

j

h2
j

h

− 2b
∑

j

h2
j

(n− q + ρ2)bjj
ρ2

≤ C1b
11 + C2b11 + C3b+ C4

where C1, C2, C3 and C4 are positive constants, depending only on ‖f‖C1(Sn−1),

‖h‖C1(Sn−1×[0,T )), minSn−1×[0,T ) h, minSn−1×[0,T ) ρ, and minSn−1 f .

Substituting (5.26) into (5.23), at x1, we have

∂tẼ
h− ht

≤ C1b
11 + C3b+ C4 − (2b|∇h|2 − a)

∑

i

bii

− b
∑

i

bii + 4b(n− 1)h+
na

h
< 0

provided a < 2b|∇h|2 and b11 large enough. Hence,

E(x1, t) = Ẽ(x1, t) ≤ C,

for some positive constant C, independent of t. The proof of Lemma 5.4 is completed.

�

5.3. Existence of smooth solution. With the help of the priori estimates in

subsection 5.2, we show that the flow (5.1) exists for all time.
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Theorem 5.5. Let p, q ∈ R, and f : Sn−1 → (0,∞) be a smooth, positive function

satisfying

lim sup
s→+∞

(sq−pe−
s2

2 ) < f < lim inf
s→0+

(sq−pe−
s2

2 ).

Then the flow (5.1) has a smooth solution Ωt = F (Sn−1, t) for all time t > 0. Fur-

thermore, a subsequence of Ωt converges in C∞ to a smooth, closed, and uniformly

convex hypersurface whose support function is smooth solution to the equation

e−
|∇h|2+h2

2 h1−p(|∇h|2 + h2)
q−n
2 det(∇2h+ hI) = f.(5.27)

Proof. From the C2-estimates obtained in Lemma 5.4, we know that Equation (5.1)

is uniformly parabolic on any finite time interval and has the short time existence.

By C0, C1 and C2-estimates (Lemmas 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4), and the Krylov’s theory [34],

we get the Hölder continuity of∇2h and ∂th. Then we get the higher order derivation

estimates by the regularity theory of the uniformly parabolic equations. Therefore,

we obtain the long-time existence and regularity of the solution to Equation (5.1).

Moreover, we have

‖h‖
C

i,j
x,t(S

n−1×[0,T )) ≤ C

for some C > 0, independent of t, and for each pairs of nonnegative integers i, j.

With the aid of the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem and a diagonal argument, there exists

a sequence of t, denoted by {tk}k∈N ⊂ (0,∞), and a smooth function h(x) such that

‖h(x, tk)− h(x)‖Ci(Sn−1) → 0

uniformly for any nonnegative integer i as tk → ∞. This illustrates that h(x) is a

support function. Let Ω∞ be a convex body determined by h(x), we conclude that

Ω∞ is smooth and strictly convex with the origin in its interior.

In the following, we prove that Equation (5.27) has a smooth solution. From

Lemma 5.1, we see that

∂tΦ(Ωt) ≤ 0.(5.28)

If there exists a time t̃ such that

∂tΦ(Ωt)

∣∣∣∣
t=t̃

= 0,

then by the equality condition in Lemma 5.1, we have

e−
|∇h|2+h2

2 h1−p(|∇h|2 + h2)
q−n
2 det(∇2h+ hI) = f,

namely, support function h(x, t̃) of Ωt̃ satisfies Equation (5.27).

Next we verify the case of ∂tΦ(Ωt) < 0. From Lemma 5.1, there exists a positive

constant C, independent of t, such that

Φ(Ωt) ≤ C,(5.29)

and ∂tΦ(Ωt) is uniformly continuous. Combining (5.28) and (5.29), and applying

the Fundamental Theorem of calculus, we obtain
∫ t

0

Φ′(Ωt)dt = Φ(Ωt)− Φ(Ω0) ≤ Φ(Ωt) ≤ C,
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which leads to ∫ ∞

0

Φ′(Ωt)dt < C.

This implies that there exists a subsequence of time tj → ∞ such that

lim
tj→∞

∂tΦ(Ωtj ) = 0.

From the proof of Lemma 5.1, we have

∂tΦ(Ωt)

∣∣∣∣
t=tj

= −
∫

Sn−1

hρq−ne−
ρ2

2

K

(
f

h1−p

K
ρq−ne−

ρ2

2

− 1

)2

dx

∣∣∣∣
t=tj

.

Passing to the limit, we have

0 = lim
tj→∞

∂tΦ(Ωt)

∣∣∣∣
t=tj

= −
∫

Sn−1

h∞ρq−n
∞ e−

ρ2∞
2

K∞

(
f

h
1−p
∞

K∞

ρ
q−n
∞ e−

ρ2∞
2

− 1

)2

dx

6 0,

this means that
f

h
1−p
∞

K∞

ρ
q−n
∞ e−

ρ2∞
2

= 1,

where h∞, ρ∞ and K∞ are the support function, radial function and product of

the principal curvature radii of the limit convex hypersurface Ω∞, respectively. The

proof of Theorem 5.5 is completed. �

As an application, we have

Corollary 5.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.5, there exists a smooth solu-

tion to the Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski problem (1.2) for p, q ∈ R.

6. Uniqueness of solution

In this section, we provide a uniqueness result of the Lp-Gauss dual Minkowski

problem under an appropriate condition, see e.g., [15, 37] for similar techniques.

Theorem 6.1. Let p, q ∈ R with q < p, and f : Sn−1 → (0,∞) be a smooth, positive

function on Sn−1. Then the solution to the equation

e−
|∇h|2+h2

2 h1−p(|∇h|2 + h2)
q−n
2 det(∇2h+ hI) = f(6.1)

is unique.

Proof. Let h1 and h2 be two solutions to the equation (6.1), and

M(x0) = max
x∈Sn−1

h1(x)

h2(x)
=

h1(x0)

h2(x0)
, x0 ∈ S

n−1.

We now prove M(x0) ≤ 1 by contradiction. Suppose M(x0) > 1, then

h1(x0) > h2(x0).(6.2)
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At x0, we have

0 = ∇M =
h2∇h1 − h1∇h2

h2
2

, i.e.,
∇h1

h1
=

∇h2

h2
,(6.3)

and by (6.3), one has

0 ≥ ∇2M =
h2∇2h1 − h1∇2h2

h2
2

, i.e.,
∇2h1

h1
− ∇2h2

h2
.(6.4)

From the equation (6.1), using (6.3) and (6.4), we have

1 =
e−

|∇h2|
2+h22
2 h

1−p
2 (|∇h2|2 + h2

2)
q−n
2 det(∇2h2 + h2I)

e−
|∇h1|

2+h21
2 h

1−p
1 (|∇h1|2 + h2

1)
q−n
2 det(∇2h1 + h1I)

=
e−

(|
∇h2
h2

|2+1)h22

2 h
1−p
2 [h2

2(|∇h2

h2
|2 + 1)]

q−n
2 hn−1

2 det(∇
2h2

h2
+ I)

e−
(|

∇h1
h1

|2+1)h21

2 h
1−p
1 [h2

1(|∇h1

h1
|2 + 1)]

q−n
2 hn−1

1 det(∇
2h1

h1
+ I)

=
e−

(|
∇h2
h2

|2+1)h22

2 h
q−p
2 det(∇

2h2

h2
+ I)

e−
(|

∇h1
h1

|2+1)h2
1

2 h
q−p
1 det(∇

2h1

h1
+ I)

≥ e−
(|

∇h2
h2

|2+1)h22

2 h
q−p
2

e−
(|

∇h1
h1

|2+1)h2
1

2 h
q−p
1

,

i.e.,
(
e

h22
2

e
h21
2

)(|∇h1
h1

|+1)

≥
(
h2

h1

)q−p

.

By (6.2), and noting q < p, we have
(
h2

h1

)q−p

≥ 1.

Hence

e
h22
2 ≥ e

h21
2 .

Namely, h2(x0) ≥ h1(x0). This is a contradiction to (6.2). Thus h2(x) ≥ h1(x) for

all x ∈ S
n−1.

On the other hand, let

m(x1) = min
x∈Sn−1

h1(x)

h2(x)
=

h1(x1)

h2(x1)
, x1 ∈ S

n−1.

Applying the same argument as above, we can get

h1(x) ≥ h2(x)

for all x ∈ S
n−1. Therefore, we obtain

h1(x) ≡ h2(x)

for all x ∈ Sn−1. �
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