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Abstract

The first goal of this paper is to improve some of the results in [5]. Namely, we establish the
L,-Brunn-Minkwoski inequality for intrinsic volumes for origin-symmetric convex bodies that
are close to the ball in the C? sense for a certain range of p < 1 (including negative values) and
we prove that this inequality does not hold true in the entire class of origin-symmetric convex
bodies for any p < 1. The second goal is to establish a uniqueness result for the (closely related)
L,-Christoffel-Minkowski problem. More specifically, we show uniqueness in the symmetric case
when p € [0,1) and the data function ¢ in the right hand side is sufficiently close to the constant
1. One of the main ingredients of the proof is the existence of upper and lower bounds for the
(convex) solution, that depend only ||log g|/z, a fact that might be of independent interest.

1 Introduction

Let n > 2 be an arbitrary (but fixed) integer and let (-,-) be the standard inner product in R™.
For z € R", denote by |z| := /(z,z) the Euclidean norm of z and set B} : {z : |z| < 1} and
sh1 = O0BY for the standard unit ball and the unit sphere respectively. The notation A|B stands
for the orthogonal projection of a set or a vector A onto the subspace B. We denote by H"~! the
n — 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure. For a convex body K in R™ (that is, a compact convex set
with non-empty interior), its support function hx : R™ — R is given by

— n

hi(x) = Iz}lea[?@,y% xr € R".
It is well known that hg is convex and positively homogeneous function. In addition, any convex
and positively homogeneous function is the support function of a unique convex body. Furthermore,
hx < hy, if and only if K C L and K contains the origin (resp. in its interior) if and only if hx > 0

(resp. hi|gn\{o} > 0). Here, o denotes the origin.

The Wulff shape W (f) of a continuous function f : S*~1 — (0,00) is defined to be the largest
(with respect to inclusion) convex body whose support function is dominated by f. It is clear that
hw (1) |gn—1 = f, if f is the restriction of a support function on S"~!. Let K, L be convex bodies that
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contain the origin. For p € R, a,b > 0, A € (0,1), define the L,-Minkowski convex combination (or
simply L,-Minkowski sum) (1 — ) - K 4+, XA L of K and L with respect to A by

_ p PN\1/p
1=\ K +p\- L= {W(((ll_A i)hKJFAhL) M) p#0
W(hg "h7), p=0
Note that the case p = 1 corresponds to the classical Minkowski sum. That is, (1—\)- K+ \-L =
I-=XNKA+A={(1-XNz+Xy:z€K,yec L}

The starting point of this paper is the celebrated Brunn-Minkowski inequality (see [69] or [33]
or [34]) and its L, analogue, the so called L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality due to Firey [31] (see
also [59)]), stating that for every p > 1, for A € (0,1) and for any convex bodies K, L that contain
the origin, it holds

V(1= A)- K 4y \-L) > ((1 V(KP4 AVn(L)p/") e (1)

where V;,(+) denotes the volume functional in R™. The L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality () for p > 1
follows from the classical one (case p = 1), a homogeneity argument and the following inclusion:

(1=X)-K4+,A\-LC(1—-XN)-K+,X-L, —00 < p < q< o0, (2)

with equality if and only if K = L. For 0 < p < 1, inequality (I]) is not true in general, but it has
been conjectured [8] to hold with the additional assumption of K and L being centrally symmetric.
The case p = 0 in ([I]) should be understood as

V(L =X - K 49 X- L) >V, (K)Y V(L) (3)

The conjectured inequality ([B)) for symmetric convex bodies K and L is known as the log-Brunn-
Minkowski conjecture. Due to (@), (B]) is stronger than (), for 0 < p < 1. It follows from the
work of Kolesnikov, Milman [55] and Chen, Huang, Li, Liu [2I] that () holds in full generality if
pel— nS—C/Q, 1), where ¢ a universal constant. Other partial results include the validity of (B in
the plane [8] and for unconditional convex bodies [65] (see also [66]). The infinitesimal version of
(@) (the so-called L,-Minkowski inequality) has been confirmed in an isomorphic sense by Milman
[62] and Ivaki, Milman [53] and in the class of zonoids independently by van-Handel [44] and Xi
[71]. The non-symmetric version of (Il) has been studied in [72] and [7]. Closely related results
are established in [26], [27], [35], [57],[29] and others. For p < 0, () is easily seen to be false even
under symmetry assumptions. We refer to [6] for more information concerning the current status
of the L,-Brunn-Minkowski conjecture.

Recall the definition of intrinsic volumes of a compact convex set K. The n-th intrinsic volume
of K is defined to be V,,(K), while for 7 € {0,1,...,n — 1}, the i-th intrinsic volume V;(K) of K is
defined by its Steiner polynomial

V(K + pBY) Zp Ikn—iV;(K),  p>0.

Here, kg stands for the volume of the d-dimensional euclidean unit ball. We mention that the
functional V;(+) is positive on convex bodies and homogeneous of degree i. See e.g Schneider [69]
chapter 4] for further details.



As with the case of volume, the classical Brunn-Minkowski inequality for intrinsic volumes
(see e.g. [69]) together with (2]) and the homogeneity of intrinsic volumes, yields the L,-Brunn-
Minkowski inequality for intrinsic volumes, for p > 1: For convex bodies K and L that contain the
origin, it holds
ilp

Vi((1 =2 K 4+ A L) = (1= NV (K7 + av; (L)) (4)
It is natural to ask if (@) holds for 0 < p < 1 for symmetric convex bodies, where as in the case
j = n, the inequality for p = 0 becomes

V(1 =X K 40X L) = Vi(K) V(L) (5)

Again, due to [2)), the validity of (] for some py € R implies the validity of {@) for all p > py.
The question asking for which symmetric convex bodies K, L and for which p € [0, 1), (@) holds
true was studied in [5], where the authors proved the following results.

Theorem A. [5] Let n > 3, p € [0,1) and j € {2,...,n — 1}. There exists ( > 0, that depends
only on n,p, such that if K = BY and hy € C? is even with ||h; — 1|2 < ¢ (ie. L lies in a
C?-neighbourhood of BY), then (@) holds.

Theorem B. [5] Let n > 3, j € {2,...,n — 1}. There exists 0 < p; < 1, such that () does not
hold for all choises of symmetric convex bodies K and L, for any p € [0,p;).

The restriction n > 3 and j > 2 is due to the following observation (also from [5]): Since Vi (K)
is a multiple of fSn71 hidH"™ 1, it follows by Minkowski’s triangle inequality (Holder’s inequality if
p = 0) that the exact reverse inequality of (@) holds (actually without any symmetry assumptions)
in the case j =1, p € [0,1). That is,

Vi((1=A)- K +p A L) < (1 = WA(K)P + AVi(L)P) P pe(0,1), (6)

where as always, for p = 0, the right hand side is replaced by V3 (K)'~*V; (L),

In view of Theorem [B] one might hope that (as in the case j = n) () could be true if p is
sufficiently close to 1. We prove that, unfortunately, this is not the case. Our first main result is
the following.

Theorem 1.1. Letn >3, j€{2,...,n—1}, p€ [0,1) and XA € (0,1). Then, there exist symmetric

convex bodies K and L in R™, such that

ilp
: (7)

On the other hand, we improve Theorem [Al by removing the assumption that at least one of K

and L is the Euclidean ball and by allowing p to take negative values within some range. Below,
we state our second main result.

Vi((1=N) - K 4 A+ L) < Vi(K)' V(L) < (1= MV KPP + AV (D))

Theorem 1.2. Fizn >3, j € {2,....n—1} and p € (%,1) (notice that 2";%"] < 0).
There exists § > 0 that depends only on n,p, such that for all X € (0,1) and for every symmetric
convex bodies K and L, satisfying hx,hy € C? and max{||hx — 1||c2,||hr — 1||c2} < 6, inequality

@) holds true. Equality holds if and only if K and L are dilates.



The proof of Theorem will be a modification of the method by Kolesnikov and Milman [55].

For j € {1,...,n—1} and a convex body K, let S;(K,-) be its area measure of order j (see next
section for definition and basic facts concerning area measures). If S;(K, -) is absolutely continuous
with respect to H" ! and hx € C?, then its density sj(K,-) can be computed as the normalized
j-th elementary function of the principal radii of curvature of K at a given point (see next section
for more information). Let p € R. The L, area measure of order j of K is defined as the measure
given by

dSLP(K’ ) = h}(_pde(K, ).

The L,-Christoffel-Minkowski problem asks the following: Given p € R, j € {1,...,n — 1} and a
Borel measure p on "', with center of mass at the origin, find necessary and sufficient conditions
so that there exists a convex body K, such that

Sjp(K,-) = p. (8)

And if such body exists, does it have to be unique? We remark that, usually, the case j = n — 1
(the L,-Minkowski problem) is not included in the formulation of the L,-Christoffel-Minkowski
problem. Our choice to include the case j =n — 1 in (§]) is for convenience in the presentation.

Under the assumption that S;(K,-) is absolutely continuous with respect to H" L, equation (&)
can be written as

h}{_psj(Kv ) =9, (9)

where g : S"7! — [0,00) is a function. In fact, when we say that K satisfies (@), we will always
assume that S; (K, -) is absolutely continuous. A function h defined on S"~! will be called a classical
solution of (@) if h = hx € C*(S* 1), for some convex body K that satisfies ().

The case j = n — 1 is the L,-Minkowski problem initiated (and solved) by Minkowski [63] in
the classical case p = 1 and by Lutwak [58] for general p. As of the existence, the L,-Minkowski
problem should be considered essentially solved, see e.g. [9, [4, 22| 23] 24], [49] 4T 42, [68]. Other
variants of the Minkowski problem have been extensively studied in the past years (see for instance
[10] 111, B0, 431 [45] [47), [48]). The problem of existence for j < n — 1, remains wide open although
certain important results have been obtained [14] [38] [39] 40].

As of uniqueness, it is known that (see e.g. [49], [40]) uniqueness holds if p > 1, p # j + 1
and holds up to translation if p = 1. Actually, it is now classical (see e.g. [§]) that the L,-Brunn-
Minkowski inequality together with its equality cases implies uniqueness for the L,-Minkowski prob-
lem. Thus, if the L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality (1) were true, then uniqueness in the symmetric
L,-Minkowski problem would follow. Consequently, by [55] and [21], it follows that uniqueness for
the symmetric L,-Minkowski does hold for p < 1 if p is close to 1. In fact, the same approach works
for all j (see [5, Theorem 1.6]). Therefore, by Theorem [[L2] we have the following.

Corollary 1.3. There exists n > 0, that depends only on n and p, such that if j € {1,...,n — 2}
and K1, Ky are symmetric convex bodies such that hy, € C* and |hk, — 1||c2 <n, i = 1,2, then
the equation

hyPsi(K1, ) = hylsi(Ka,+)
implies K1 = K.

Results of this type have been previously been obtained for the L,-Minkowski problem by e.g.
[25], [53], [5]. We should remark that for j = n — 1, uniqueness does not hold in (]), even in the

symmetric case [54], [61], [12]



The case where the right hand side ¢ in (@) is constant has been extensively studied. For j =
n—1, p= 0, Firey [32] proved that the equation has a unique even classical solution (the constant
function). Brendle, Choi and Daskalopoulos [13], improving a result of Andrews [I], proved that if
j=mn—1and p > —n, then the same uniqueness result holds without the evenness assumption.
Other proofs of the latter and extensions were established in [67] and [52]. Classification of solutions
for j =n—1, p < —n of (@), with ¢ = 1 and/or non-uniqueness results appear in [I7], [64], [2],
[B]. The case j < n — 1 was treated by Chen [19] (p > 1 — j) and McCoy [60] (p = 1 — j) in
the general (non-symmetric) case and by Ivaki, Milman [52] in the symmetric case but in a more
general setting. We state the result below only in the symmetric case.

Theorem C. [19], [52] Let j € {1,...,n —2}, p > 1 —j and g = 1. Then, under some regularity
assumptions, h = 1 is the unique classical solution to ().

A close inspection of the proof by Ivaki and Milman [52] shows that a slightly stronger statement
is actually true. We state it in Theorem [D] (see next section).
Our third main result can be viewed as a stability result of Theorem

Theorem 1.4. Let « € (0,1), p € [0,1), j € {1,...,n —2}. Then, there exists 6 = d(n,p) > 0,
such that if g is an even function defined on S"~!, then equation @) has a unique even classical
solution, provided ||g — 1||ce < 9.

We are not aware of any results that indicate whether Theorem [L.4] holds or not without the
restriction [lg — 1fjce < 0.

Results in the style of Theorem [[.4] have previously been obtained for the L,-Minkowski (case
j =mn —1) problem. See Chen, Huang, Li, Liu [21I] for the symmetric case and Chen, Feng, Liu
[20], Boroezky, Saroglou [12] for the extension to the non-symmetric case. The proof in the case
j < n — 1 requires some new ideas and is more elaborate than the corresponding (symmetric) case
j =mn —1. Nevertheless, the question of whether Theorem [L.4] holds without the evenness assump-
tion is, to the best of our knowledge, open and (in our opinion) deserves some attention. Some of
the main ingredients for the proof of Theorem [[.4] are Theorem [D] below by Ivaki and Milman and
a non-degeneracy estimate (Section 5, Theorem [5.1] below), that appears to be more general (in
the convex case) than the one established in [38].

Acknowledgement. We are grateful to Karoly Boroczky, Emanuel Milman and Pengfei Guan
for useful comments concerning this manuscript and Leo Brauner for providing us reference [37].

2 Preliminaries

A general reference for this section is the book of Schneider [69]. Let A® = (Afk)gkzl be N x N
matrices, s = 1,...,N. Their mized discriminant Dy (A, ..., AN) is defined by

N) = LLde‘ﬁ (tlAl —I—--'—l-tNAn)
N!Ot...0tn '

Alternatively, one can define Dy (A',...  AY) inductively. Denote by M®"¥(A!) the minor that
results if we exclude the i-th row and the k-th column of A'. Then,

Dn(A,... A

N
Dy(A',.. ANy = Y Al Qi(a2,... AY),
ik=1



where -
Qi 4y = C Dy k), k)

and
Dn(A,..., A) =det(A).

Notice that Dy (A, ..., AY) is positive (resp. non-negative), if Al ..., AN are positive definite
(resp. positive semi-definite).

Let f: R" — R be a function, such that f[gn\ (o) € C?. We denote by D the usual gradient
operator in R™ and by V the spherical gradient. That is, for p € S"~!, we have Vf(p) = Df(p) —
(Df(p),p)p. Denote by V2f the Hessian of f on S"~!, with respect to the standard round metric
§ on S, We are particularly interested in the operator A, given by Af := V2f + §f. It turns
out that if {e1,...,e,_1} is a local orthonormal frame on S"~!, then Af can be represented with
respect to {e;} as follows: Af = (V,if + di f)?gil, where V; 1 f denotes second order covariant
differentiation with respect to {e;} and d; is the standard Kronecker symbol. Alternatively, if f
happens to be positively homogeneous, for p € S*~!, one has

Af(p) = (De; Dey, f(0)) 11 (10)

where D,, denotes the usual directional derivative in R™. Notice that if f is an arbitrary support
function (without any regularity assumption), then its second derivative exists for almost every
point in R™, hence (by homogeneity) for almost every point in S*~!. Thus, the expression Af(p)
is meaningful and positive semi-definite (due to convexity) for almost every p € S*~1.

Let hi,...,hp—1 : S"' — R be support functions of class C?. Define the mized curvature
function s(hi,...,hn_1,-) : S 1 = Rof hy,...,h,_1 by

S(hl, . ,hn_l, ) = Dn_l(.Ahl(-), ‘o ,Ahn_l(-)).

Set, also, s;(K1,-) = sj(h1,-) := s(h[j],1[ln —j—1],-) and s(K1,..., Kp—1,-) == s(h1,..., hn_1,"),
it h; =hg,,i,7=1,...,n—1. Denote by A1,..., A\,_1 the eigenvalues of Ahg,, called the principal
radii of curvature of K at a given point p € S*~!. Then, it turns out that the function sj can be
computed as the normalized j-th elementary symmetric function of the \;:

n—1\""!
Sj:< ] > Z /\21/\23

1<iy <-<ij<n—1

For convex bodies Kj, ..., K,, their mized volume V(K1,...,K,) is defined by

1 — .
T k=1

1<ip << <n

Clearly, V(Ky,...,K;) = V,(K1). It is known that the mixed volume functional is positive on
convex bodies, linear in each argument with respect to positive Minkowski linear combinations,
monotone with respect to inclusion in each argument and invariant under permutations of its
arguments. For positive integers rq, ..., that sum to n, we write V(Ki[r1],..., Ky [rn]) for the
mixed volume of r; copies of K;, i =1,...,m.



It turns out that the j-th intrinsic volume is equal to
Vi(K) = dn ;V(K[j], By[n — jl),

where d,, ; = (;‘) m;i ; and kg is the volume of the d-dimensional unit ball.
The mixed area measure S(K7y,...,K,_1,-) of Ki,...,K,_1 is defined to be the (unique) Borel
measure on S”~ !, such that for every convex body L, it holds

n

1
V(L,Kl,...,Kn_l):—/ hidS(Ky, ..., Kn_1,").
S§n—1

It is known that S(Kj,...,K,-) = S(Ki,-). The area measure of order j, Sj(Ky,-) of K is given
by S;(Ki,-) = S(Ki[j], By[n —j —1],-). Also, as with mixed volumes, the mixed area measure
functional is linear in each argument with respect to positive Minkowski linear combinations and
invariant under permutations of its arguments. In the notation of volume, intrinsic volume, mixed
volume and mixed area measure we will sometimes replace convex bodies by their support functions.
For instance, V(hg,,...hk,) = V(K1,..., K,).

If it happens that hr, € C?(S"!) and Ahk, > 0 everywhere on S"~ !, for i = 1,...,n — 1,
then S(Ki,...,K,_1,-) is absolutely continuous with respect to H"~! and its density equals
s(K1,...,Kn—1,-). In particular, Sj(Ky,-) is absolutely continuous with respect to H"! with
density s;(K7,-). Nevertheless (see Hug [50], [51]), even if we do not impose any regularity as-
sumptions on K7, s;(K1,-) (defined almost everywhere) is the density function of the absolutely
continuous part of S;(K7,-) in its Lebesgue decomposition with respect to Hr L

For the rest of the paper, 8" will denote the class of symmetric convex bodies, such that
hi € C*(S"1) and Ahk > 0 everywhere on S"~L.

The following theorem is due to Ivaki and Milman (by a small modification of the proof of [52,
Theorem 1.6]).

Theorem D. [52] Let K € 8™, such 'that h is Sufﬁciently smooth, j € {1,...,n —2} and p € R.
Set h := hg, 0;(-) == (”;1)sj(h,-), a;-k = j(”;l)Ql’k(.Ah[j —1,I[n —j —1]) and A\y,..., A\ for
the principal radii of curvature of K. Then, for arbitrary ¢ > 0, it holds

n—1
/SM ((C(p +1)+ (F — 2)h' Poy) BP[VAP? + 20 Amy(vihf) dH"
i=1

< / (W Po; — YW (o) — (n — 1)h) A"
S§n—1

3 Counterexamples for any p and j

In this section we prove the negative Theorem [Tl The following formula concerning mixed volumes
will be useful (see [69, Theorem 5.3.1] for a more general statement). Let 6 € S*~!, Ky,... K, 1
be convex bodies in R™ and I be a segment parallel to 6. Then,
Vi(l) g1
V(IL,Ky,...,Ky_1) = #ve (K1|0F, ... Kn_1]6h), (11)

where V%" denotes the mixed volume functional in the linear space 6. The next lemma was proved

in [§], [65] for p = 0.



Lemma 3.1. Let p € [0,1], A € (0,1), E be a subspace of R, A, C be symmetric convex bodies in
E and B, D be symmetric convez bodies in E-. Then,

1-=XN)-(A4+B)4+pXA-(C+D)=((1—-X)-A4,X2-C)+((1—=X)-B+, - D), (12)
where (1 = X)- A+, A-C and (1 —X) - B+, X+ D denote LP-sum in E and E* respectively.
Proof. Tt suffices to prove ([I2]) for p € (0, 1], since the case p = 0 follows by approximation. Set
Ky:=(1-X)-(A+B)4+,A-(C+D) and  Ly:=(1-N)-A+,X-C)+((1=X)-B+,X D).
Then,

Ky = {x+y:(fc,y)€E><EL, (r +y,z+w)

< [(1 = N (ha(2) + hp(w)P + Mho(2) + hp(w)P1Y?, ¥(z,w) € E x El}.

Notice that, since p € (0, 1], for a,b,c,d > 0, the following inequality (being a simple consequence
of Minkowski’s triangle inequality) holds

(1 =X (a+Db)P + X+ d)P)P > (1= NaP + A)YP 4+ (1 = AP + AdP)YP.

Hence,

Ky 2 {oty:i@y) € Ex B (@,2)+ (y,0)
< (1= )W (2) + ARE(]MP + [(1 = M () + Ay ()] 7, V(z,w) € B x B}
and, therefore,
Ky D Ly.

To prove the reverse inclusion, let x € E. Then,
hicy (z) < [(1 = N (ha(z) + hp@)) + Aho (@) + hp ()PP = [(1 = N () + Ml (@)] 7

SO
hi g < hiy g = h-z)ar0-

In other words, it holds
K\NEC(1—=X)-A+,X-C (13)

and, similarly, one gets
KyE+C(1-X\)-B4,\-D. (14)

Combining (I3]) and (I4]), we find
Ky C (K)|B) + (KA|EY) C L.

This completes the proof of the Lemma. O



Proof of Theorem [Tl We may assume that p € (0,1). Fix # € S*~!. For s > 0 and a convex
body A in 6+, set I, := [—s0,50] and A’ ;== A+ I,. Using multi-linearity of mixed volume, the fact
that it is zero whenever two or more of its arguments are parallel line segments (see Schneider [69],
Theorem 5.1.8]) and finally (IIJ), we obtain

Vi(Ay) = dn;V((A+1L)[], By [n - j])
= dn;V(A[], B3 [n = j]) + jdn;V (Is, Alj = 1], By[n — j])

o on . o Vil ‘ n ‘
= VAL, BEln — 31) + gy PO (Al - 1), Bg1 — 3)
Therefore,
1 . 12d,,
Vi(AL) = dogV (AL B3 = )+ 5LV (4) = V(A) + senVia(4), (19
n—=1,1—

where e, j 1= j2d, ;/(ndp—1j-1).
For j € {1,...,n — 1}, we will prove the existence of K and L that satisfy (), using induction
in the dimension n, where n > 2. By () (choosing non-homothetic symmetric convex bodies K
and L with V;(K) = Vi(L)), this is trivial if n = 2. Assume that our claim holds for the positive
integer n — 1, n > 3 and for any j € {1,...,n — 2}. In the inductive step, fix 1 < j <n—1. It
suffices to find symmetric convex bodies K’ and L’ in R™ that satisfy (). In fact, by (@), it suffices
to assume that 7 > 2. By the inductive hypothesis, there exist symmetric convex bodies K and L
in @+ that satisfy
Viet((1= ) - K 4+ A+ L) < Vit (K) V(D (16)

Moreover, by Lemma [3.1l and (I3]), we obtain

Vil(A =X Kgp A L) = Vi((1=A)- K +p A- L))
= senj[Vi((1=A)- K+p A= L)/(senj) + Vi1 (1= A) - K4, A+ L)].

Notice that, since (I8) holds, one can take s to be so large that
Vil =A)- K 4p A= L)/(sen;) + Vi1 (1 = A) - K+ A+ L) <

< [Vi(K)/(senz) + Vic (K] M VI(L) /(sen) + Vi—i (D))

Hence, if s is large enough, it holds

Vi(L=X) KL +p A L) < senj [Vi(K)/(sen) + Vima (K] [Vi(L)/(seng) + Viea (L))
= [Vi(K) + sen; Vi1 ()" V(L) + sep; Vioa (L)
= ViKD" V(L)

where we used again (IH)). The proof of the theorem is complete. O

4 L,-Brunn-Minkowski inequality near the Euclidean ball

In this section we prove theorem The following simple observation will be useful for what
follows.



Lemma 4.1. Assume M € 8", such that V;(M) =1 and N is an open C*-neighborhood of M in
S™. Then, there exists an open C?*-neighborhood N of M in 8™ such that, for every K,L € N’
and X\ € [0,1], the following hold

. . 1 1
Z) (1—)\)K+pAL GN, ZZ) h(l—)\)-K—l—p)\-L = ((1 —)\)h}[){ +Ahi) /p’ ZZZ) WK GN

Proof. The proof follows easily from the fact that if {K,,},{L,,} are sequences from S™ that con-
verge to M in C? norm and {)\,,} is a sequence from [0, 1], then {.A <((1 — A+ Anhl ) 1/p) }
converges uniformly to Ahy,.

Following Kolesnikov, Milman [55], but in the framework of intrinsic volumes, we define a certain
second-order differential operator and study its spectrum. First, for p # 0, we will compute the
second derivative of the quantity pV (h(1 + tz)YP[j],1[n — j])P/7 at t = 0, where h = hy for some
K € 8" and 7 is any C? function. We will see that, in order to prove Theorem [[.Z it is enough to
prove that this second derivative is non-positive, in a C>-neighbourhood of 1.

First notice that the multilinearity of mixed volumes and a direct computation yields

((d;,i-vj (h<1+tz>%))§>"\t:0 =PIy afn — )52V (ko bl - 1), 10— )2

p
+ %mm 1o =)'V bl = 10,100~ j])
4 ISV U )5V (i) Al — 210 - 7).(7)

We define the measure Vf; (being the analogue of the cone-volume measure in the case j =n — 1)
as

; 1
dvi = Ehs(h[j — 1], 1[n — j]))dH" L.

Define, also, the inner product
L2(S™ 1Y) x L2(S™Y) 2 (21, 22) = (21, 22) = <Z1’Z2>L2(VI§) = / ) 2120dV,
Sn—

and the linear operator

S(Zh7h[j — 2]7 1[ ]]) c CO(Sn_l).

I O3S D a2 — -
Ty 1 C5(8" ) 32+ s(h[j —1],1[n — j])

Observe that L2(VI%1) = L2(VI§2), whenever K, Ky € S". Notice also that, trivially,

Tj(c) =0, (1)
for any constant ¢ € R. We wish to rewrite (I7) in terms of V7, le( and (-, '>L2(Vj )+ To this end,
K
notice that
1 ,
VG =l =) = - [ shs(hli = 1)1 - han = [ savi o)
S§n—1 S§n—1
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and, similarly,
VEERHG =11k =) = [ 2= 21 (20)

Finally, one can easily check that for z;, 20 € C2, it holds
(21, Tfz2) = (21, 22) = V(21h, 22k, hlj — 2], 1[n = j]), (21)

hence
V(zh(2], hlj — 20, 1[n — j]) = |21 72,y — (2, Thc2)- (22)

Combining ([I7), (I9), @0) and 22]), we arrive at

P*_j

p\ -1y, J
((d;ﬁvj (h<1+tz>%))7) im0 = <d"”VJ;h)) (G =PIy = G = D= TE2)
_1- ' pfj2j
+(p - J) <d"’]Vj;h)> ( /S B zdvfg> } (23)

On the other hand, by 23) and using [8), 2I) and the fact that [g, . dV[% = d;’;Vj(h), we see
that for ¢ € R, it holds

((d;,;vj (h1+ mé)ﬁ)” |- <<d;,;vj (M1 + 1z + c»;))?)” .

Taking z+c in the place of z in Z3), with ¢ = —(nk,) ! [us de[]; and using the previous identity,
we arrive at the following.
Proposition 4.2. Given K € 8", j € {2,...,n—1}, p#0 and z € C2, it holds
. i
44V,
j—1

o=~ (o Thand gy = T2l )

where 2o := z — dy, ;V;(K)7* fSn71 deI% is the orthogonal projection of z onto the subspace of C?
functions which are orthogonal to the constants (with respect to the inner product (-, ‘>L2(Vj)).
K

~ Before we proceed with the proof of Theorem [L2] let us discuss some properties of the operator
TI’{. Fix z € C?. First of all, it follows immediately by (ZII) that TI]< is symmetric. More-
over, the classical Brunn-Minkowski inequality (case p = 1) for intrinsic volumes ensures that the
function Vj(hx + tth)l/j is concave in t, for t sufficiently close to 0. In particular, it holds

(Vi(hg (1 + tz))l/j)// lt=0 < 0. Thus, by Proposition [£2] we conclude that
(z— ¢, T (2 — ) >0,

where ¢ = d, ;V;(K fS" 1 de However, by (I8]) and the symmetry of T [J{, it follows that
(z — ¢, TI]{(Z —c)) = <z,Tf{z>. This shows that T[]{ is positive semi-definite. Thus (since it is also
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symmetric; see e.g. Davies [28, Theorem 4.4.5]), the operator has a self-adjoint extension (with
respect to (-, -)LZ(VJ- )), which we still denote by T7. Notice, also, that for z € C?, we have
K

s(z,1[n — 2]) 1
W - Dn_l(‘AZ’ Id[n B 2]) = _mAgnﬂz.

In particular, =T JJB? is uniformly elliptic and a continuity argument shows that there exists §g =

do(n,7) > 0, such —le{ is uniformly elliptic, whenever K € S™ satisfies ||hx — 1||c2 < dp. Con-
sequently, if K is in a C*?-neighbourhood of BY, _T;< is elliptic and self-adjoint. Thus (see e.g.
Gilbard, Trudinger [30, Section 8.12]), the spectrum of T1j< is discrete and its eigenfunctions form
an orthonormal basis of L?. Moreover, the sequence of its (necessarily non-negative) eigenvalues,
placed in non-decreasing order according to multiplicity, tends to infinity.

Next, observe that T maps even functions to even functions and odd functions to odd functions,
while even and odd functions are mutually orthogonal with respect to (-, -) L2(vi): Thus, if z is an
eigenfunction of T" [j(, then its even part is also an eigenfunction, as long as z is not odd. Since there
is no orthonormal basis of L? consisting of odd functions and the constant 1, there exists an even
eigenfunction of T} which is also orthogonal to 1. As in [55], we denote by A .(T7}) the smallest
eigenvalue of le< that corresponds to even eigenfunctions which are orthogonal (with respect to
(-, L2 )) to 1. Then, the well known variational characterization of eigenvalues yields

Al,e(TIj{) = min {(z, T[j(z>

La(vi) P 7 even, 2 11, HzHLQ(Vé) = 1} , (24)

if [ — 1|2 < do.

Lemma 4.3. Let j € {2,...,n}, p € (2";%"],1) Then, there exists 67 > 0, that depends only

on n,p, such that for every K € 8™ with |hg — 1|c2 < &1 and for every even z € C? with
Jon—1 2dVi- =0, it holds

j ‘ J—DPy 2 ‘
<Z’TKz>L2(VIJ<) > j_‘ 1 ”ZHLZ(V}()'

Proof. Due to (24)), it suffices to prove that there exists 0 < §; < g, such that for K € S" with
|hi — 1l|c2 < 81, it holds Ay ¢(T%) > (j — p)/(j — 1). Assume that such §; does not exist. Then,
there will be a sequence { Ky, }men from S™ converging to BY in the C? norm, such that for every
m € N, it holds

0< Ay = )\l,e(T[j( ) < .
For m € N, let z,, € L? with ||z, L2Wi,) = 1 be an even eigenfunction of le‘{m that corresponds

to A\, that is T° I]'{mzm = A\mn2zm and fSn71 zdeI];m = 0. Since {z,,} is a bounded sequence from L?,
by taking subsequences, we may assume that {z,,} converges weakly (with respect to L2(Vég)) to

some even z € L? satisfying HzHLQ(Vgn) =1 and {\,,} converges to some A € [0, ;:—’1’] The reader
2

can check that A is an eigenvalue of Ts n = —ﬁAan, corresponding to z and the latter is even
with [g,1 2dV}, » = 0. But it is well-known (see Chavel [I8] p. 35-36] or Taylor [70, Corollary 4.3])
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that Aj (—Agn-1) = 2n, so Al,e(Tg;g) = 20 This implies
N
I Bt el et .

“n—-1  j-1 j—1

)

a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem[I.3. First we treat the case p # 0. Because of Proposition and Lemma .3
there exists 07 > 0 that depends only on n, p, such that for every M € S™ satisfying ||har—1||c2 < 61
and for every even z € C?, it holds

p (Vithar (1 +12)7)7 ) Jizo < 0, (25)

with equality if and only if z is constant. According to Lemma [L1] there is a &’ > 0 (that depends
only on 41, hence only on n,p) such that for every K,L € S" satisfying ||[hx — 1||cz < ¢ and
|hr —1f|c2 < ¢, and for every A € [0, 1], we have (1=\)- K+, X-L € 8", [[ha—x).k+aL — ez < 61

and h_x). o0 = (1= A)hE +Mh2)s. So, for Ag € (0,1), taking M = (1 — ) - K 4+, A - L, we
find
P 1 1P "
p (Vi =N KA L)) |y = 2 (V1= Nmg +Anp)) ) (A:AO

p\
= p<Vj (((1—/\o)hll){—F/\Ohi_/\hI[){—i_)‘hi);)J) ‘)\:0

1P

hp_hp >\ 7

= p Vj<hM<1+/\7th K>p)
M

as we can see by setting z = hih_s,;%, A = t and applying (25). This shows that the function ¢
defined in [0, 1] as ¢(X\) == pV;((1 = X) - K 4+, A - L)g is concave, which implies (). Now assume
that equality holds in (26]) for some Ay € (0,1). Then, there exists a constant ¢ € R, such that
(R — hf,) /WY, = ¢, which proves that that K, L are dilates.

We are left with the case p = 0. This will follow from the case p < 0. Set py := ((2n —
Jj—mnj)/(n—1))/2 (say) and let § > 0 be the constant that corresponds to the case p = po in
Theorem According to Lemma [AT] (iii), there exists § > 0, such that if K, L € 8™ be such
that ||hx — 1]|c2, ||hr — 1]jc2 < 8, then |he — 1|2, |ht — 1|2 < 6, where K := K/V;(K)Y7 and
L := L/V;(L)'/7. But then we know that for A € (0,1), it holds

"

<0, (26)
A=0

Vi((1=A) - K 4py A~ L) > ((1 — NV (K)P/d 4 )\Vj(f)po/j)j/po 1

The assertion follows from (@) (with p = pg, ¢ = 0 and with equality if and only if K = L) and
from the fact that (Bl is invariant under independent dilations of K and L. O

5 A uniqueness result for the L,-Christoffel-Minkowski problem

The aim of this section is to prove the uniqueness result Theorem [[.4l The first ingredient for its
proof is an L°° estimate for log hx, where K satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [L4l A similar
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result appears in [38] for 0 < p < 1. We would like, however, to emphasize the fact that the
constant in our estimate depends only in the L norm of log g, while the estimate in [38] depends
on its C'' norm.

Theorem 5.1. Fizx p € [0,1) and j € {1,...,n — 2}, such that (p,j) # (0,1). Assume that K is a
symmetric convex body satisfying [@) for some even measurable function g, with ||log g||re= < oo.
Then there exists a constant C > 0 that depends only on n,p, || log g|| e, such that

C™' < hg(x) < C, Vo e S"L
In fact, the upper bound holds without the restriction (p,j) # (0,1).

The lower bound will not be needed for the proof of Theorem [[.4. However, in our opinion, it
is of some interest, as one can prove regularity results in the spirit of [38], [39], [40] that include
the case p = 0, which, to the best of our knowledge, are new. For instance, the maximum principle
(applied similarly as in [40l Proposition 4.2]) along with [39, Theorem 3.3] yield easily the following:

Corollary 5.2. Fiz 0 < a <1, j#1, let g € C?>(S"1) be an even positive function and let p = 0.
Then, there exists a positive constant C' depending only on n, o, ming and ||g||c2 such that if h is
an even classical (convex) C* solution of (@), then ||h||cz.a < C.

Concerning Theorem 5.1 we first establish the upper bound.

Lemma 5.3. Let p € [0,1) and j € {1,...,n— 1}. Under the assumptions of Theorem [51], there
exists a constant C > 0, that depends only on n,p,||log g||re, such that

hi(x) < C, Vo e ST

Proof. Assume that this is not the case. Then there is a sequence {K,,} of symmetric convex
bodies with h, := hg,, and s;,, == s;(Kpn,, ) satisfying h%n_psjm = g, for some even g, > 0, such
that

(SN

S<gm<c
and a sequence of unit vectors {z,,}, such that

Cm = max hpy(z) = hy(x,) — co.
zeSn—1

We have

1
Vi (Kp) =0V (Knlj +1], BYn—j — 1)) = / hamjmdH™ > = / 2 dH" L. (27)
dn7j+1 §n—1 C Jgn—1

On the other hand,

/ sjmdH" " = / gmhB M
S§n—1 S§n—1

L Vi(Kp) < c/ L pn-t (28)
S

1—
77/7j n—1 hm P

Let &, be the John ellipsoid of K,,. Then, for z € S*~!, he (x) = |A,,z|, for some symmetric
and positive definite matrix A,,. Let t1* > 5" > .- > ¢ > 0 be the eigenvalues of A,,, written in

implies
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decreasing order. Clearly, since |A,,(z)| < hy(x) < /n|An(x)] and since max,cgn—1 hy, () — 00,
it must hold " — oco. Also, by [56, Lemma 3.1], we have

1

| @ = et (29)
- \Ama;\l_p 1—|—10gt::n—10gt2 . p= 0 )

where a ~ b means that the quantity a/b is bounded from above and from below by constants that
depend only on n and p.

Case 0 <p < 1.
By symmetry, we have that for every € S*™!, h,, () > ¢ [{(2m, )|, which gives

[ @it zd [ el i@ =, [ )i @),
S§n—1 S§n—1 S§n—1
where u is a (any) fixed vector in S*~!. Thus,

/ BP (2)dH" " (z) — oo
S§n—1
and at last, by (27]),
V]'-i-l(Km) — 00,
while by 28)), [29) and ¢]* — oo, it follows that
Vi(Kpm) — 0.
This is a contradiction because of the following special case of the Aleksandrov-Fenchel inequality

(see [69, Chapter 7])

j+1

Vj+1( ) <CnJVJ( )_a (30)
Ll j+1
-1 n n\—
where C,, ; = Fin’ /in i 1Kl (j+1)(j) i,
Case p=0
In this case, [27)) takes the form
d;j—l—l‘/j-l-l(K ) > f) (31)

while it follows again from (28]) and (29]) that

cdp ; cdn ; 1 _ 1+ log(t7") — log(t5") log(t5")
V. Km < ) n— 1 ,]/ AH™ 1 ~ 1 2 ~ 2 )
5(Km) < n /Sn L B an n o Jgn-1 |[Amz| H (@) 7 tr

If — bg(tz ) 0, then, utilizing again ([B0]), we immediately get

Vi (Kon) — 0.
If — log(t # 0, then by taking subsequences we may assume that there is ¢ > 0 such that for all
m7

_10g(t5n) >

g =€

15



and hence t* — 0 for any : = 2,...,n.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that the principal axes of &,, are the coordinate
axes. Consider the parallelepiped Py, := [[;_, [t tI"]. Since Py, 2 &y, we have

177

Vitr(Km) =~ Vjs1(&n) < Vit (Pr) = 27+ Z tty - tZLﬂ

1§l1<~~~<lj+1§n

2L () log (t5Y) (¢57)
; n ; +1 2 2
Hence, in both cases we conclude that Vj;1(K,,) — 0, which contradicts (BII). O

Now consider a lower-dimensional compact convex set K C FE, for some proper subspace E of
R™. We distinguish between S;(K,-) : B(S"™1) — [0,00) (the area measure of order j of K, when
regarded as a compact convex set in R™) and SJE (K,-) : B(S*'NE) — [0,00) (the area measure
of order j of K, when regarded as a compact convex set in E). We, also, set SJE (K,-) to be the
normalized elementary symmetric function of order j of the principal radii of curvature of K (when

these are well defined), when K is regarded as a set in E. Then, SJE (K,-) is the density of the

absolutely continuous part of SJE (K,-). Fix N € S*~!. For the rest of this section @ will stand for
u| N+

TN of an arbitrary unit vector u # +N onto the equator

the geodesic (spherical) projection @ =
N+t nsr-t,

Proposition 5.4. Fiz j € {1,...,n — 2} and assume that K C N+t (for some N € S"71) is a
compact convex set in N*. Let u € S"™1\ {£N} be a point, such that Ah () is well defined.
Then, Ahg(u) is also well defined and the following identity holds

1— I
—1 NL -
A slightly weaker (but still sufficient for our purposes) version of Proposition [5.4], stating that
[B2) holds for almost every u € S*~1, could follow from equation (4.3) and Theorem 5.2 in [37].
We choose to state and prove Proposition [5.4] for transparency reasons and for completeness.

3

Proof of Proposition [5.f] We write h := hg. Consider an orthonormal basis {e1,...,e,} of R”
that satisfies e, = u and N € span{e,_i1,¢e,}. Obviously, {4, N} is an orthonormal basis of
span{e,_1,e,} and {e1,...,e,_ o} is and orthonormal basis of @+ NN=L. For a function ¢ : R® — R
and vectors z,v € R", we abbreviate ¢,(x) := Dyp(z) (the directional derivative of ¢ at x € R™
along the direction v) and, more shortly, ¢;(x) := ¢, (x), i = 1,...,n. Note first that for every
z € R"™ and every t € R,

h(x +tN) = max{(y,z +tN) : y € K} = max{(y,z) : y € K} = h(z).
This implies that if h is twice differentiable at € S*~!, then
hn-1(z) = (en—1, N)hn(z) + {€n—1, W)ha(z) = (en—1, Wha(),
hence, for i = 1,...,n — 2, we have

hp—1,i(x) = (en—1,)hqg ()
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and
hn—1,n-1(2) = (en—1, Whan-1(x) = (€n—1,0) ((en—1, N)ha,n(x)+{en—1, Whaga(z)) = (en—1, 1) *hg.a(z),

Now, by (), Ah(z) (with respect to the orthonormal basis eg,...,e,_1 of u™) can be expressed
as follows

[ hia hin—2 (en—1,u)h1,a ]|
Ah(z) = ’ ' ’ (x).
hp—21 . hp—2n—2 (en—1,U)hn—24
(en—1,Wha1 ... (en—1,Whan-2 (en—1,%)’haq |
In particular, since for every i,k it is true that h; (u) = h; ,((u, @)a) = ﬁhi7k(ﬂ), we conclude

that Ah(u) is well defined and

[ hia him—2 (en—1,Wh1 g |

1 . 5 1 N
hn—2.1 o hn—2mn—2 (en—1,U)hn—24
(en—1,@)hay - {en—1,Whan—2 {en—1,%)*haq |

But also 1-homogeneity of h yields 0-homogeneity of its first-order partial derivatives, which im-
mediately gives

h17a(’a) == hn_27a(’fb) = haﬂ](ﬂ) =0.
Let AN" be the operator A, defined on functions from the sphere N+ N S* !, Notice that with
respect to the orthonormal basis {e1, ..., en_s} of N*Nat, we have AN (h|yo)(a) = (hzk(&))?;il,

where h|y. is the support function of K, when regarded as a compact convex set in N-*.

We conclude that if Ay > --- > \,_1 are the eigenvalues of ANLh(ﬂ), then \,_; = 0 and
A1, ..., Ap—o are the eigenvalues of A(h|y1)(@) and, also, the eigenvalues of Ah(u) are precisely the
numbers A1 /{u, ), ..., A\p—1/{u,a). Thus,

1
S‘(K,u) = T T n—IN )\i )\z
’ (u, U>j( j 1) 1§i1<,§j§n_1 ' !

1
{u, @7 (") 1§i1<vz<:im—2 Y
(e (KD 1=t s ey
<’LL, ’L~L>J (n]—l) <u7 ﬂ,>3 J ,u).

O

Proof of Theorem[5 1. Assume that the assertion of the theorem is not true. Then there will be
a sequence {K,,} of symmetric convex bodies with (according to Lemma [53)) uniformly bounded
support functions satisfying h};j 5j(Km,-) = gm with ¢! < gm < ¢, for some fixed constant ¢ > 0
and min,cgn—1 hg,, (r) — 0. By taking subsequences, we may assume that {K,,} converges to
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some symmetric compact convex set K that is contained in a subspace N, for some direction
N € S* ! and {g,,} converges weakly to some measurable function g : S”~! — R that satisfies
¢! < g < c. On the other hand, we know (see [69, Chapter 4]) that the sequence of measures
Si(Km,+) = 8j(Kpm,)dH"! converges weakly to S;j(K,-), thus (since hr,, — hx uniformly) we
conclude that g, dH" ' = h};jsj(Km, NdH L — h}(_ij(K, -), weakly. From this we arrive at

h}{_psj(Kv ) =9,

in the sense of ().

Next, notice that sév - (K,-) cannot be zero almost everywhere on N+ N S"~!, otherwise by
Proposition 5.4 this would imply that s;(K,-), hence g is zero almost everywhere on S»—1. This
means that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that the set

Q:={zesS"'nN*: h}{_p(az)séyL(K,a:) >}
has positive H"~2 measure. Consequently, for ¢ € (0, 1], the set
Q={ueS"':aecQ, (ua) <t}

also has positive H"~! measure. Applying Proposition [5.4] and using the fact that hyx(u) =
(u,a)hg (a), we see that for every u € €, it holds

n—j—1 m—7—1

(u, @) PP (@)Y (K@) > ¢ 7P,

9(u) = (u, @) Phi ()75 (K,u) = : —

n—1
where we used the fact that 1 — p — j < 0. But then, this lower bound may become as large as we
wish, thus esssup g = oo, which is a contradiction. O

One of the difficulties in the study of the Christoffel-Minkowski problem is the lack of satisfactory
regularity results like the ones that are valid for the classical Minkowski problem, developed mainly
by Caffarelli [15], [16]. The following lemma (in particular, part (ii)) will serve, for our purposes,
as substitute of Caffarelli’s regularity theory.

Lemma 5.5. Let0<a <1, je{l,...,n—2}. Then, the following hold.

i) For p € [0,1], there exists a positive constant 8§,, such that if g : S*"1 — R is even and
lg — 1||ca < 6y, then there exists an even C%%-classical solution to (@) (with these particular
p and g).

ii) There exist positive constants 61, C, that depend only on n,a, such that if K is a symmetric

convex body whose j-th area measure is absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar measure
and ||sj(K,-) — 1||ca < &1, then hie € C** and ||h||c2.a < C.

Proof. The assertion will be an easy consequence of the inverse function theorem for Banach spaces.
Consider the map

—_ 2 1—

Ep:Co" > h— hPsj(h,-) € CF,

where C2% (resp. C) is the space of C2® (resp. C*) even functions on "1, Then, its Fréchet
derivative at h = 1 exists and is given by

T(w) = #Agn—lw + (] —p + 1)w
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Notice that (n — 1)(j — p + 1)/j cannot be an eigenvalue of —Agn-1 that corresponds to even
eigenfunction. Consequently, by classical theory of elliptic pde, T" is a bounded linear isomorphism.
Hence, by the inverse function theorem for Banach spaces, there exists a C?®-neighbourhood N,
of 1 (depending on p), such that =, |, : N = E,(N,) is a diffeomorphism. This already proves
(i). In fact, by choosing N7 to be smaller if necessary, we may assume that h is a support function,
for any h € N;j. Notice, also, that Z1(1) = 1, thus Z;(N7) is an open neighbourhood of 1 in C?.
We conclude that for any g € Z1(N7), there exists a symmetric convex body K, such that hx € N
and s;(K,-) = g. In particular hre € C* and ||hf||c2.e < C. Part (ii), now, follows from the fact
that area measures uniquely determine convex bodies (up to translation). O

We will make use of the following elementary fact. If K is a convex body, such that K C RBY,
for some R > 0, then
[hkllcor < R (33)

Lemma 5.6. Let {h,,} be a sequence of support functions that converges in C° to a support function
h. Then, for 0 < a <1, hy, — h in C% norm.

Proof. By assumption, there is R > 0, such that h,, < R, for all m. For x,y € S*~! with x # v,
by @B3), we get

) = ) =) MO { A =Ml oy, =]
|z — y|* |z — y|*
< 2|l — Bl 5" R
This proves our claim. O

Proposition 5.7. Let K be a convex body in R"™. If Vhy = 0 almost everywhere on S*~ ', then K
1s a Fuclidean ball, centered at the origin.

Proof. Notice that if hxg € C', then the assertion is trivial. First, let us consider the special case
that K contains the origin in its interior. Recall the definition of the radial function px : S*' — R
of K, given by

pr(v) :=sup{\>0: v e K}.

Recall, also, that Vhg (u) = Dhg(u) — (Dhg (u),u)u, as long as hx is differentiable at u € S*~ 1.
On the other hand, according to Schneider [69, Corollary 1.7.3], if hx is differentiable at u, then
the singleton { Dh (u)} is the intersection of K with its (unique) supporting hyperplane with outer
unit normal vector u. By this, it can be easily checked that if hf is differentiable at v € S*~! and
Vhg(u) =0 (thus Dhg (u) is parallel to u), then hg (u) = pg(u). Therefore, our assumption gives
hx = px almost everywhere in S"~!, which by continuity actually becomes hx = pg, everywhere
in S”~1. Using the latter and Holder’s inequality, we find

1/n

/ hidH"! < O, <1 / &d%“*) OV (K7, (34)
§n—1 n Jgn-1

with equality if and only if hg is constant. But the exact reverse of inequality (B4]) is the classical

Urysohn inequality (and holds with the same constant C), as in ([34)), since for both inequalities

there is equality if hx is constant). Thus, we have equality in ([B34]), consequently hy is constant on

S*~1 and the proof in the special case where K contains the origin in its interior is complete.
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To treat the general case, let K be any convex body with Vhg = 0, almost everywhere on
S"=1. Then, V(h K+(—Kk)) = 0, almost everywhere and notice that K + (—K) is origin symmetric,
in particular contains the origin in its interior. Thus, we have proved that K + (—K) is a Euclidean
ball. In particular, K + (—K) is strictly convex and, therefore, K is necessarily strictly convex. But
then (see again [69, Corollary 1.7.3]), hx € C!, hence h is constant and our proof is complete. [

The last auxiliary result before the proof of Theorem [[4]is a consequence of Theorem

Lemma 5.8. Let {K,,} be a sequence of symmetric convex bodies, such that hx, € C?, for all m.
Assume that K, — K in Hausdorff, for some symmetric convex body K and that hy,, satisfies

1—
hKWI;S](Kma ) = dm,
for some function gp,. If gm — 1 in C° norm, then K = BY.

Proof. For a positive integer m, there exists K,, € S", such that h 7, € C>and ||hg,, —hg o2 <
1/m. Set h := hg, s1 := s1(K, "), hyp, 1= hf{m’ S1m = Sl(f(m, ) and wy, := h}n_psj(f(m,-). Then,
it is clear that h,, — h and w,, — 1 in C° norm.

n—l)

By Theorem [D] and since clearly agi, Ai >0, for ¢ = ( ;) we find

/ (p+ 14 (j — 2)wpm)h?,|Vhp|?dH" ™ < / (W — DB (0 — 1)s1m — (0 — 1)hy) dH™ L
Sn71 gnfl

(35)
Recall that sy, converges weakly to s;. Since w,, —1 — 0 and h,, — h in C° we conclude that
the right-hand side in [BH) converges to 0. Also, Vhy,(z) — Vh(z), for all x such that Vh(x)
exists (that is, for almost every ). Since by Theorem 5.1l and [B3]), |VhA,y,| is uniformly bounded,
it follows from the dominated convergence theorem that the left-hand side in (B3] converges to
(P+7—1) Jgi hP|Vh|?dH™~!. This shows that Vh = 0, almost everywhere in S?~!. Thus, by
Proposition 5.7 K is a Euclidean ball centered at the origin. But then, h;p s;(K,-) =1, which by
an easy calculation gives K = BY. O

Proof of Theorem[1.7]. Existence follows from Lemmal5.5] (i). Assume that the uniqueness assertion
of the theorem is not true. Then, by Corollary [[3] there exists a sequence {K,,} € 8™ and a
sequence of positive even continuous functions {g,}, satisfying

h}{_ij(Km, ) = 9m
and g, — 1 in C* norm, while

i, — ez > m, (36)

for some fixed 7; > 0 and for all m. By Theorem [5.J] and by the Blaschke selection theorem, we
may assume that there is a symmetric convex body K, such that K,, — K. However, Lemma [5.8|
shows that K = BY, hence hg,, — 1 in CY norm.

Using Lemma [5.6] we see that gmhI[)(_ml — 1 in C* norm. Hence, by Lemma 5.5 we conclude
that ||hg, ||c2e < C, if m is large enough. Therefore, {hg, } has a subsequence that converges in
C? norm to some even support function h. Since hy, — 1 in C° norm, we conclude that h = 1.
However, this contradicts (36]) and the proof of Theorem [[4]is complete. O

20



We close this note with a counterexample that shows the necessity of the restriciton (p,j) #
(0,1) in the lower bound of Theorem [5.1]

Example. Set B := BY N Nt. Then, for u € S"~!\ {N}, by Proposition 54 and hg(u) =
(u,a)hg (), we get

J
n—1

s5(Bywhp(wf = (1 - )5V (B.)hs(@) =1 -
n J—
We see that B satisfies [@) with p = 1 —j and g = 1 — n%, as long as S;(B,-) is absolutely
continuous with respect to H"~!. Let us check that this is indeed true. Denote by G(n,n — 1)
the Grassmannian manifold of all n — 1-dimensional linear subspaces of R™ and by v,,_1 the Haar
probability measure on G(n,n — 1) and let w C S"~! be a Borel set. Using [69, equation (4.78)],
we find

(n—1)kp—1

/ S]E(B|E7WOE)an—1(E) = Sj(B,w).
G(n,n—1)

Nkn

The fact that S;(B,-) is absolutely continuous follows from the fact that for 1,_;-almost every
E € G(n,n — 1), B|E is a full-dimensional ellipsoid in F, thus S]E (B|E, ) is absolutely continuous
for almost every E. [J
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