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UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS TO THE ISOTROPIC Lp GAUSSIAN

MINKOWSKI PROBLEM

JINRONG HU

Abstract. The uniqueness results of solutions to the isotropic Lp Gaussian Minkowski

problem in R
n+1 shall be obtained when −(n + 1) < p < −1 without the origin-centred

assumption on convex bodies for n ≥ 1.

1. Introduction

The Minkowski problem prescribing surface area measure stands as one of the fundamen-

tal problems in the Brunn-Minkowski theory, which was originally proposed and addressed

by Minkowski himself [33, 34]. This problem underwent significant progress through a se-

ries of papers (see, e.g., [1, 2, 7, 14]). As an important extension of Minkowski problem,

the Lp Minkowski problem prescribing Lp surface area measure pertained to the Lp-Brunn-

Minkowski theory, was introduced by Lutwak [30]. Building upon Lutwak’s seminal work,

the Lp Minkowski problem has been the breeding ground equipped with many meaningful

outputs (see e.g., [6, 8, 9, 11, 12, 31, 38, 39, 40]).

Analogues of the aforementioned Minkowski type problems and Lp Minkowski type prob-

lems have penetrated into the probability space. The basic geometric invariant in probability

space is the Gaussian volume. Given a convex body K in R
n+1, the Gaussian volume γ(K)

of K is defined by

γ(K) =
1

(
√
2π)n+1

∫

K
e−

|X|2

2 dX.

Unlike Lebesgue measure, Gaussian volume is neither translation invariant nor homoge-

neous. Huang-Xi-Zhao [21] established the variational formula of Gaussian volume and

introduced the Gaussian surface area measure as

(1.1) S(K, η) =
1

(
√
2π)n+1

∫

ν−1

K
(η)

e−
|X|2

2 dHn(X)
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for each Borel subset η ⊂ S
n. Based on that, they proposed the Gaussian Minkowski

problem prescribing Gaussian surface area measure and obtained the normalized solution

to the Gaussian Minkowski problem by virtue of the variational arguments [17, 20] and

moreover derived the existence of weak solution to the non-normalized Gaussian Minkowski

problem by using degree theory method. Subsequently, the development on the Gaussian

Minkowski problem flourishes. An an important extension of Gaussian Minkowski problem,

the Lp Gaussian Minkowski problem has been widely studied, such as see [10, 15, 18, 23,

27, 28, 37]. This problem acts as a bridge which connects the Lp Minkowski problem to the

Gaussian probability space, which prescribes the Lp Gaussian surface area measure defined

as

(1.2) Sp(K, η) =
1

p(
√
2π)n+1

∫

ν−1

K
(η)

(X · νK(X))1−pe−
|X|2

2 dHn(X)

for each Borel subset η ⊂ S
n. If the Lp Gaussian surface area measure is proportional to the

spherical Lebesgue measure, the solvability of the Lp Gaussian Minkowski problem amounts

to attacking the following Monge-Ampère equation:

(1.3) h1−p 1

κ
e−

|Dh|2

2 = c, for c > 0, on S
n.

The uniqueness results of solutions to (1.3) play a critical role on deriving the existence re-

sults of solutions to the Lp Gaussian Minkowski problem with the aid of the degree theory

for which is helpful to eliminate the Lagrange multiplier that appears in variational ap-

proaches. There are the known uniqueness results for the isotropic Lp Gaussian Minkowski

problem. When n = 1, p = 1 and h ≥ 0, Chen-Hu-Liu-Zhao [10] proved the uniqueness of

solutions to (1.3) based on an argument of Andrews [4]. Later, following similar lines as

[10], Liu [29] proved the uniqueness results by generalizing [10] to the case 0 ≤ p < 1 and

n = 1. When n ≥ 2, Ivaki [22] confirmed Chen-Hu-Liu-Zhao’s conjecture by proving the

uniqueness for p > 1 but allowing h > 0 via utilizing the Heintze-Karcher inequality, and

for p > −n− 1 in the class of origin-centred convex bodies via the local Brunn-Minkowski

inequality shown by Ivaki-Milman [23]. While under an additional assumption on the size of

Gaussian volume, the uniqueness for p ≥ 1 directly follows from the Ehrhard inequality and

the characterization of its equality cases, for more details, such as see Shenfeld-Van Handel

[36] and [15, 21, 28]. It is of great interest to see whether for p < 1 the origin-centred

assumption could be removed.
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Inspired by [19, 22, 23], here we give the uniqueness result of solutions to (1.3) in the case

of −(n + 1) < p < −1 without the origin-centred assumption on convex bodies by substi-

tuting a new suitable test function into the spectral formulation of local Brunn-Minkowski

inequality. Given a convex body K in R
n+1, set R(K) = max |X| for X ∈ K. The main

result is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 1. Suppose −(n+1) < p < −1. Let ∂K be a smooth, strictly convex

hypersurface with the support function h > 0 and R(K) ≤ 1 such that h1−pe−
|Dh|2

2
1
κ = c for

c > 0. Then ∂K is a sphere. In particular, if c ∈ (0, e−1/2], there is a constant solution; if

c > e−1/2, there is no constant solution.

2. Preliminaries

This section recalls some basics on convex body.

2.1. Basics of convex bodies. There are many standard references about the theory of

convex bodies, such as the books of Gardner [16] and Schneider [35].

Write Rn+1 for the (n+1)-dimensional Euclidean space. For Y,Z ∈ R
n+1, 〈Y,Z〉 denotes

the standard inner product. For vectors X ∈ R
n+1, |X| =

√

〈X,X〉 is the Euclidean norm.

Let Sn be the unit sphere. A convex body is a compact convex set of Rn+1 with a non-empty

interior.

Given a convex body K in R
n+1, for x ∈ S

n, the support function of K (with respect to

the origin) is defined by

h(x) := hK(x) = max{〈x, Y 〉 : Y ∈ K}.

Given a convex body K in R
n+1, for Hn almost all X ∈ ∂K, the unit outer normal of K

at X is unique. In such case, we use νK to denote the Gauss map that takes X ∈ ∂K to its

unique unit outer normal. Meanwhile, for ω ⊂ S
n, the inverse Gauss map νK is expressed

as

ν−1
K (ω) = {X ∈ ∂K : νK(X) is defined and νK(X) ∈ ω}.

In particular, for a smooth and strictly convex body K, i.e., its boundary is C∞-smooth

and is of positive Gauss curvature, for simplicity in the subsequence, we abbreviate ν−1
K as

F . Then the support function of K can be written as

(2.1) h(x) = x · F (x) = νK(X) ·X, where x ∈ S
n, νK(X) = x and X ∈ ∂K.

3



Let {e1, e2, . . . , en} be a local orthonormal frame on S
n, hi be the first order covariant

derivatives of h(·) with respect to a local orthonormal frame on S
n. Differentiating (2.1)

with respect to ei , we get

hi = ei · F (x) + x · Fi(x).

Since Fi is tangent to ∂K at F (x), we obtain

(2.2) hi = ei · F (x).

Combining (2.1) and (2.2), there is

(2.3) F (x) =
∑

i

hiei + hx = ∇h+ hx.

Here ∇ is the (standard) spherical gradient. On the other hand, since we can extend h(·)
to R

n+1 as a 1-homogeneous function h(·), then restrict the gradient of h(·) on S
n, it yields

that (see for example, [13])

(2.4) Dh(x) = F (x), ∀x ∈ S
n,

where D is the gradient operator in R
n+1. Let hij be the second-order covariant derivatives

of h with respect to a local orthonormal frame on S
n. Then, applying (2.3) and (2.4), we

have (see, e.g., [24, p. 382])

(2.5) Dh(x) =
∑

i

hiei + hx, Fi(x) =
∑

j

(hij + hδij)ej .

Let σk (1 ≤ k ≤ n) denote the k-th elementary symmetric function of principal radii of

curvature. The eigenvalues of matrix {hij + hδij}, denoted by λ = (λ1, . . . , λn), are the

principal radii of curvature at the point X(x) ∈ ∂K. Then the Gauss curvature of ∂K, κ,

is revealed as

κ =
1

σn
=

1

det(hij + hδij)
.

3. Uniqueness of solutions to the isotropic Lp Gaussian Minkowski problem

The following lemma is the local version of Aleksandrov-Fenchel inequality and is also

the spectral formulation of the Aleksandrov-Fenchel inequality originating from Hilbert’s

work [3, 5] and later studied e.g. in [23, 25, 32].

Lemma 3.1. [3, 5] Let f ∈ C2(Sn) with
∫

Sn
fhσkdσ = 0. Then we have

(3.1) k

∫

Sn

f2hσkdσ ≤
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

h2σij
k ∇if∇jfdσ,

4



where σij
k = ∂σk

∂bij
with bij := hij+hδij . Equality holds if and only if for some vector v ∈ R

n+1,

we have

f(x) = 〈 x

h(x)
, v〉, ∀x ∈ S

n.

Based on Lemma 3.1 for k = n, we have the following result, which is the main ingredient

of proving Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let X = Dh : Sn → ∂K and α ∈ R. Then we have

n

∫

Sn

e−|X|α |X|2dVn − n

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sn
e−

|X|α

2 XdVn

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

Sn
dVn

≤
∫

Sn

e−|X|αh(∆h + nh)dVn +
α2

4

∫

Sn

|X|2α−1e−|X|αh〈∇h,∇|X|〉dVn

− α

∫

Sn

|X|α−1e−|X|αh〈∇h,∇|X|〉dVn,

(3.2)

where dVn = hσndσ.

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

frame of Sn such that (hij + hδij)(x0) = λi(x0)δij . Motivated by Ivaki-Milman [23, Lemma

3.2], for l = 1, . . . , n+ 1, we set the functional fl : S
n → R as

(3.3) fl(x) = e−
|X|α

2 〈X(x), El〉 −
∫

Sn
e−

|X|α

2 〈X(x), El〉dVn
∫

Sn
dVn

.

Due to
∫

Sn
fldVn = 0 for 1 ≤ l ≤ n + 1, by using Lemma 3.1 to fl and summing over l, we

derive

(3.4)

n
∑

l

∫

Sn

f2
l dVn = n







∫

Sn

e−|X|α |X|2dVn −

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sn
e−

|X|α

2 XdVn

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

Sn
dVn






≤

∑

l,i,j

∫

Sn

h2σij
n ∇ifl∇jfldσ.
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Since ∇iX =
∑

j(hij + hδij)ej = λiei at x0. Then 〈ei,X〉 = hi and
∑

i λi〈ei,X〉2 =

|X|〈∇h,∇|X|〉 at x0. Using
∑

i
∂σn

∂λi
λ2
i = σ1σn and ∂σn

∂λi
λi = σn for ∀i, we get

∑

l,i,j

σij
n ∇ifl∇jfl =

∑

l,i

∂σn
∂λi

((∇i(e
− |X|α

2 ))〈X,El〉+ e−
|X|α

2 〈∇iX,El〉)2

=
∑

l,i

∂σn
∂λi

(−e−
|X|α

2
1

2
(∇i|X|α)〈X,El〉+ e−

|X|α

2 〈∇iX,El〉)2

=
∑

l,i

∂σn
∂λi

(−1

2
α|X|α−2e−

|X|α

2 〈λiei,X〉〈X,El〉+ e−
|X|α

2 〈λiei, El〉)2

=
∑

i

∂σn
∂λi

(
α2

4
e−|X|α |X|2α−2λ2

i 〈X, ei〉2 + e−|X|αλ2
i − α|X|α−2λ2

i e
−|X|α〈X, ei〉2)

= e−|X|ασ1σn +
α2

4
σne

−|X|α |X|2α−1〈∇h,∇|X|〉 − α|X|α−1σne
−|X|α〈∇h,∇|X|〉.

(3.5)

Thus, using dVn = hσndσ, we obtain

n

∫

Sn

e−|X|α |X|2dVn − n

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sn
e−

|X|α

2 XdVn

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

Sn
dVn

≤
∫

Sn

h2e−|X|ασ1σndσ +
α2

4

∫

Sn

|X|2α−1e−|X|αh2σn〈∇h,∇|X|〉dσ

− α

∫

Sn

|X|α−1e−|X|αh2σn〈∇h,∇|X|〉dσ

=

∫

Sn

e−|X|αh(∆h + nh)dVn +
α2

4

∫

Sn

|X|2α−1e−|X|αh〈∇h,∇|X|〉dVn

− α

∫

Sn

|X|α−1e−|X|αh〈∇h,∇|X|〉dVn.

The proof is completed. �

Using Lemma 3.2, we can get the following equivalent form.

Lemma 3.3. Let X = Dh : Sn → ∂K and α ∈ R. Then we have

∫

Sn

〈hX,∇ log
hn+2

κ
〉e−|X|αdVn ≤ n

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sn
e−

|X|α

2 XdVn

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

Sn
dVn

+
α2

4

∫

Sn

|X|2α−1e−|X|αh〈∇h,∇|X|〉dVn.

(3.6)
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Proof. Using (3.2), we have

∫

Sn

e−|X|α(n|∇h|2 − h△h)dVn − n

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sn
e−

|X|α

2 XdVn

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

Sn
dVn

≤ α2

4

∫

Sn

|X|2α−1e−|X|αh〈∇h,∇|X|〉dVn − α

∫

Sn

|X|α−1e−|X|αh〈∇h,∇|X|〉dVn.

(3.7)

On the other hand, employing dVn = hσndσ. By integration by parts, we obtain

∫

Sn

〈hX,∇ log
hn+2

κ
〉e−|X|αdVn

= (n+ 2)

∫

Sn

|∇h|2e−|X|αdVn +

∫

Sn

〈h∇h, σ−1
n ∇σn〉e−|X|αhσndσ

= (n+ 2)

∫

Sn

|∇h|2e−|X|αdVn −
∫

Sn

div(h∇he−|X|αh)σndσ

= (n+ 2)

∫

Sn

|∇h|2e−|X|αdVn − 2

∫

Sn

|∇h|2e−|X|αdVn −
∫

Sn

h△he−|X|αdVn

+ α

∫

Sn

|X|α−1e−|X|αh2σn〈∇h,∇|X|〉dσ

= n

∫

Sn

|∇h|2e−|X|αdVn −
∫

Sn

h△he−|X|αdVn + α

∫

Sn

|X|α−1e−|X|αh〈∇h,∇|X|〉dVn.

(3.8)

Applying (3.8) into (3.7), hence we get

∫

Sn

〈hX,∇ log
hn+2

κ
〉e−|X|αdVn ≤ n

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sn
e−

|X|α

2 XdVn

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

Sn
dVn

+
α2

4

∫

Sn

|X|2α−1e−|X|αh〈∇h,∇|X|〉dVn.

�

Using above results, we are in a position to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let α = 2 and recall dVn = hσndσ = chpe
|X|α

2 dσ. One hand, by a

direct computation, we get

∫

Sn

〈hX,∇ log
hn+2

κ
〉e−|X|αdVn =

∫

Sn

〈hX κ

hn+2
,∇hn+2

κ
〉e−|X|αdVn

=

∫

Sn

〈h2X 1

hn+2
,∇hn+2

κ
〉e−|X|αdσ

=

∫

Sn

〈h−nX,∇hn+2

κ
〉e−|X|αdσ.

(3.9)
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Since h1−pe−
|X|α

2
1
κ = c, hn+2

κ = ce
|X|α

2 hn+1+p. It follows that
∫

Sn

〈h−nX,∇hn+2

κ
〉e−|X|αdσ = c

∫

Sn

h−n〈X,∇(e
|X|α

2 hn+1+p)〉e−|X|αdσ

= c(n+ 1 + p)

∫

Sn

hp|∇h|2e−
|X|α

2 dσ +
α

2
c

∫

Sn

h1+p〈∇h,∇|X|〉|X|α−1e−
|X|α

2 dσ

= (n+ 1 + p)

∫

Sn

|∇h|2e−|X|αdVn +
α

2

∫

Sn

h〈∇h,∇|X|〉|X|α−1e−|X|αdVn.

(3.10)

Substituting (3.10) into (3.6), there is

(n+ 1 + p)

∫

Sn

|∇h|2e−|X|αdVn ≤ n

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sn
e

−|X|α

2 XdVn

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

Sn
dVn

+
α2

4

∫

Sn

|X|2α−1e−|X|αh〈∇h,∇|X|〉dVn

− α

2

∫

Sn

h〈∇h,∇|X|〉|X|α−1e−|X|αdVn.

(3.11)

On the other hand,
∫

Sn

e−
|X|α

2 XdVn = c

∫

Sn

hpXdσ = c

∫

Sn

hp(∇h+ hx)dσ(x)

= c
p + 1 + n

n

∫

Sn

hp∇hdσ =
p+ 1 + n

n

∫

Sn

e−
|X|α

2 ∇hdVn.

(3.12)

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, there is

n

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sn
e−

|X|α

2 XdVn

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

Sn
dVn

≤ n
(p+ 1 + n)2

n2

(
∫

Sn
e−

|X|α

2 |∇h|dVn)
2

∫

Sn
dVn

≤ (p+ 1 + n)2

n

∫

Sn

e−|X|α |∇h|2dVn.

(3.13)

Applying (3.13) into (3.11), we have

(n+ 1 + p)(−1− p)

n

∫

Sn

e−|X|α |∇h|2dVn

≤ α2

4

∫

Sn

|X|2α−1e−|X|αh〈∇h,∇|X|〉dVn − α

2

∫

Sn

h〈∇h,∇|X|〉|X|α−1e−|X|αdVn.

(3.14)

Note that α = 2 and |X|〈∇h,∇|X|〉 =
∑

i λih
2
i ≥ c0|∇h|2 where c0 > 0 depends on ∂K.

Due to max |X| ≤ 1, by (3.14), we obtain

(n+ 1 + p)(−1− p)

n

∫

Sn

e−|X|α |∇h|2dVn ≤ 0.

If −(n + 1) < p < −1, then |∇h| ≡ 0. Thus ∂K is a sphere. By studying the monotonic

properties of function g(t) = tn+1−pe−
t2

2 , to see the number of constant solutions to (1.3). It

is clear to know that g(t) is strictly increasing in (0,
√
n+ 1− p], and is strictly decreasing

8



in (
√
n+ 1− p,∞), where

√
n+ 1− p > 1 for −(n + 1) < p < −1 and n ≥ 1, moreover

maxt∈(0,∞) g(t) = (n+ 1− p)
n+1−p

2 e−
n+1−p

2 > e−
1

2 , hence the proof is completed.

4. Additional remark-Local version of Ehrhard inequality

Similar to Lemma 3.1, it is an independent interest to see the spectral formulation of

Ehrhard inequality for the Gaussian measure, which can be regarded as the local version of

Ehrhard inequality.

Set Iγ : [0, 1] → R+ by Iγ := ϕ ◦Φ−1 with ϕ(t) = 1√
2π
e−t2/2 and Φ(t) =

∫ t
−∞ ϕ(s)ds. By

using Ehrhard inequality on Gaussian volume, Kolesnikov-Milman [26] obtained a class of

sharp Poincaré-type inequalities for the Gaussian measure on the boundary of convex sets

as below.

Lemma 4.1. [26, Theorem 1.1] Let g ∈ C2(∂K). Then we have

1

(
√
2π)n+1

∫

∂K
Hg2e−

|X|2

2 dHn − 1

(
√
2π)n+1

∫

∂K
〈X, νK(X)〉g2e−

|X|2

2 dHn

− (log Iγ)
′
(γ(K))

(

1

(
√
2π)n+1

∫

∂K
ge−

|X|2

2 dHn

)2

≤ 1

(
√
2π)n+1

∫

∂K
〈Π−1

∂K∇∂Kg,∇∂Kg〉e−
|X|2

2 dHn,

(4.1)

where ∇∂K denotes the induced Levi-Civita connection on the boundary ∂K, H is the mean

curvature of ∂K at X, Π−1
∂K is the inverse of second fundamental form Π∂K of ∂K at X

and (log Iγ)
′
(v) = −Φ−1(v)/Iγ(v).

Based on Lemma 4.1, we can get the related spectral formulation of Ehrhard inequality

for the Gaussian measure.

Lemma 4.2. Let f ∈ C2(Sn). Then we have

n

∫

Sn

f2hσne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ ≤
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n h

2fifje
− |Dh|2

2 dσ +

∫

Sn

f2h2e−
|Dh|2

2 hσndσ

+

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hif

2h|Dh|e−
|Dh|2

2 |Dh|jdσ

+ (log Iγ)
′
(γ(K))

1

(
√
2π)n+1

(
∫

Sn

fhσne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

)2

.

(4.2)
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Proof. By Lemma 4.1 and the assumption, we have

∫

Sn

∑

i

σii
n (fh)

2e−
|Dh|2

2 dσ −
∫

Sn

h(fh)2σne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

≤
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n (fh)i(fh)je

− |Dh|2

2 dσ + (log Iγ)
′
(γ(K))

1

(
√
2π)n+1

(
∫

Sn

fhσne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

)2

.

It follows that

∫

Sn

∑

i

σii
n (fh)

2e−
|Dh|2

2 dσ −
∫

Sn

h(fh)2σne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

≤
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n h

2fifje
− |Dh|2

2 dσ + 2

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n fhhifje

− |Dh|2

2 dσ +

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hihjf

2e−
|Dh|2

2 dσ

+ (log Iγ)
′
(γ(K))

(

1

(
√
2π)n+1

∫

Sn

fhσne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

)2

.

(4.3)

One hand, by integration by parts, we obtain

2

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n fhhifje

− |Dh|2

2 dσ

= −2

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hijf

2he−
|Dh|2

2 dσ − 2

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n fhhifje

− |Dh|2

2 dσ

+ 2

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hif

2h|Dh|e−
|Dh|2

2 |Dh|jdσ − 2

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hihjf

2e−
|Dh|2

2 dσ.

(4.4)

Substituting (4.4) into (4.3), we have

∫

Sn

∑

i

σii
n (fh)

2e−
|Dh|2

2 dσ −
∫

Sn

h(fh)2σne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

≤
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n h

2fifje
− |Dh|2

2 dσ − 2

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hijf

2he−
|Dh|2

2 dσ − 2

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n fhhifje

− |Dh|2

2 dσ

+ 2

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hif

2h|Dh|e−
|Dh|2

2 |Dh|jdσ −
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hihjf

2e−
|Dh|2

2 dσ

+ (log Iγ)
′
(γ(K))

(

1

(
√
2π)n+1

∫

Sn

fhσne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

)2

.

(4.5)
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On the other hand, using again integration of parts, we obtain
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hihjf

2e−
|Dh|2

2 dσ

= −
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hijhf

2e−
|Dh|2

2 dσ − 2

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n fhhifje

− |Dh|2

2 dσ

+

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hif

2h|Dh|e−
|Dh|2

2 |Dh|jdσ.

(4.6)

Now applying (4.6) into (4.5), we get

∫

Sn

∑

i

σii
n (fh)

2e−
|Dh|2

2 dσ −
∫

Sn

h(fh)2σne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

≤
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n h

2fifje
− |Dh|2

2 dσ −
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hijf

2he−
|Dh|2

2 dσ +

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hif

2h|Dh|e−
|Dh|2

2 |Dh|jdσ

+ (log Iγ)
′
(γ(K))

(

1

(
√
2π)n+1

∫

Sn

fhσne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

)2

.

(4.7)

Thus (4.7) becomes

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n bijf

2he−
|Dh|2

2 dσ −
∫

Sn

h(fh)2σne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

≤
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n h

2fifje
− |Dh|2

2 dσ +

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hif

2h|Dh|e−
|Dh|2

2 |Dh|jdσ

+ (log Iγ)
′
(γ(K))

(

1

(
√
2π)n+1

∫

Sn

fhσne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

)2

.

Hence

n

∫

Sn

f2hσne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ ≤
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n h

2fifje
− |Dh|2

2 dσ +

∫

Sn

f2h2e−
|Dh|2

2 hσndσ

+

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hif

2h|Dh|e−
|Dh|2

2 |Dh|jdσ

+ (log Iγ)
′
(γ(K))

1

(
√
2π)n+1

(
∫

Sn

fhσne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ

)2

.

�

Notice that if γ(K) ≥ 1/2, it follows that (log Iγ)
′
(γ(K)) ≤ 0, then we have the following

Corollary.
11



Corollary 4.3. Let f ∈ C2(Sn). Suppose γ(K) ≥ 1/2. Then there is

n

∫

Sn

f2hσne
− |Dh|2

2 dσ ≤
∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n h

2fifje
− |Dh|2

2 dσ +

∫

Sn

f2h2e−
|Dh|2

2 hσndσ

+

∫

Sn

∑

i,j

σij
n hif

2h|Dh|e−
|Dh|2

2 |Dh|jdσ.

Remark 4.4. Lemma 4.2 might be helpful to extend Theorem 1.1 to a class of more general-

ized convex bodies without assumptions on R(K), perhaps by finding a suitable test function

f into the local Ehrhard inequality (4.3).
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