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THE GAUSSIAN MINKOWSKI PROBLEM FOR C-PSEUDO-CONES

JUNJIE SHAN, WENCHUAN HU, WENXUE XU∗

Abstract. The Gaussian surface area measure of C-pseudo-cones is introduced
and the corresponding Gaussian Minkowski problem for C-pseudo-cones is posed.
The existence and uniqueness results are established.

1. Introduction

The classical Minkowski problem first studied by Minkowski for polytope in 1897,
which aims to answer the question: What are the necessary and sufficient conditions
on a Borel measure on the unit sphere to be the surface area measure of a convex
body (i.e., compact convex subsets of Rn with nonempty interiors)? In recent decades,
the theory of Minkowski problems has expanded considerably, some significant ad-
vances have been made, for example, the Lp Minkowski problem [24], the logarithmic
Minkowski problem [2], the dual Minkowski problem [13], the Gauss Minkowski prob-
lem [15], the chord Minkowski problem [26] and so on, in the framework of Brunn-
Minkowski theory of convex bodies. The above mentioned contributions not only
greatly enrich the filed of convex geometry, but also further advance the connections
among convex geometry, differential geometry, and partial differential equations. The
new paper [16] surveys classical and new results on Minkowski problems and their
related subjects.

Unlike dealing with convex bodies of the Minkowski problems mentioned above,
another type of the Minkowski problem related to unbounded closed convex sets in
Rn has recently also been studied by Li, Ye and Zhu [21], Schneider [31–34], Zhang
[41], Ai, Yang and Ye [1] following from the pioneer works of establishing the Brunn-
Minkowski theory for C-coconvex sets by Milman and Rotem [27], Schneider [30],
Yang, Ye and Zhu [40]. In this paper, unbounded closed convex sets of interest are
C-pseudo-cones introduced by Schneider [32, 33]. The set of pseudo cones can be
seen as a counterpart to the set of convex bodies containing the origin in the interior.
A pseudo cone is a nonempty closed convex set K not containing the origin and
satisfying λK ⊆ K for λ ≥ 1. The recession cone of a nonempty closed convex set
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K ⊆ Rn defined by

recK = {z ∈ R
n : K + z ⊆ K} .

A C-pseudo-cone is a pseudo-cone with recession cone C (see Section 2 for a precise
definition). Roughly speaking, its asymptotic behavior is controlled by C. Then, it
is easy to see that pseudo-cones are special unbounded convex sets.

Let K be a pseudo-cone with recession cone C. For a cone C, we always assume
that it is pointed (not containing any line) and n-dimensional. Let Co be the polar
cone of the cone C defined by C◦ = {x ∈ Rn : 〈x, y〉 ≤ 0 for all y ∈ C} , where 〈x, y〉
is the inner product of x, y ∈ R

n. For a given C, the subsets

ΩC = Sn−1 ∩ intC, ΩC◦ = Sn−1 ∩ intC◦

of the unit sphere Sn−1, where int C is the interior of C. We denote Ω := ΩC◦ =
Sn−1 ∩ intC◦ in this paper.

For C-pseudo-cone, the Minkowski problem asks that: What are the necessary and
sufficient conditions on a Borel measure µ on ΩC◦ to be the surface area measure of a
C-pseudo-cone? However, the solution to this problem has not yet been completely
obtained. The reason is that the surface area measure Sn−1(K, ·) of a C-pseudo-cone
K is only defined on ΩC◦ and it may be infinite, which is different from the case
of convex bodies. But for finite Borel measure µ on ΩC◦ , some interesting advances
have been made. If C\K has finite volume, then every nonzero µ is the surface
area measure of a C-pseudo-cone, which was shown by Schneider [31]. Minkowski
type theorem for pseudo-cones were treated by Yang, Ye and Zhu [40], and versions
for dual curvature measures by Li, Ye and Zhu [21]. A further extension, namely
(p, q)-dual curvature measures, is due to Ai, Yang and Ye [1].

However, for infinite measures, necessary and sufficient conditions are still un-
known. As Schneider pointed out in [33, 34], for C-pseudo-cones, their shape is
strongly influenced by the shape of C if the distance from the origin tends to infinity.
In order to neglect those regions where the measures loose interest, it seems that
suitable weightings are even more desirable than weighted Minkowski problems for
convex bodies [18, 23]. Based on this, the Θ-weighted surface are measure SΘ

n−1(K, ·)
of the C-pseudo-cone K was considerable by Schneider [33], which is defined by

SΘ
n−1(K,w) =

∫

ν−1
K

(ω)

Θ(x)dHn−1(x) (1.1)

for Borel set ω ⊂ ΩC◦ , where Θ : C\{o} → (0,∞) is continuous and homogeneous of
degree −q with n− 1 < q < n and νK is the outer unit normal vector of K at points
x ∈ ∂K. Then the measure SΘ

n−1(K, ·) is finite and the weighted Minkowski theorem
for C-pseudo-cones is proved [33]. Further references involving pseudo-cones, we refer
to [35, 31, 32, 34, 39].

Motivated by the weighted Minkowski theorem for C-pseudo-cones[33], a natural
question to ask is: is there any other suitable weighting that leads to a finite measure
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on ΩC◦? Considering that the Gaussian density e−
x2

2 has similar property as men-
tioned above that Gaussian density decreases as |x| increases, it seems feasible for our
purpose to replace the weighting Θ(x) in (1.1) by the Gaussian density, which can be
stated as

Sγn(K, η) =
1

(
√

2π)n

∫

ν−1
K

(η)

e−
|x|2

2 dHn−1(x) (1.2)

for Borel set η ⊂ ΩC◦ , where γn denotes the standard Gaussian probability measure.
The measure Sγn(K, ·) is obviously finite. The Minkowski problem prescribing this
measure, called the Gaussian Minkowski problem for C-pseudo-cone, is then formu-
lated as follows:

Problem 1.1. Given a nonzero finite Borel measure µ on ΩC◦ , is there a C-pseudo-cone
K such that µ = Sγn(K, ·)?

For convex body K and η ⊂ Sn−1, Sγn(K, η) is known as the Gaussian surface area
measure of K constructed by Huang, Xi and Zhao [15]. The corresponding Gaussian
Minkowski problem was studied in [15] and its Lp extension was posed by Liu [22],
and the non-symmetric case was obtained by Feng, Liu and Xu [8]. For the latest
achievements about the Gaussian Minkowski problem, we refer to [3, 7, 23].

However, the assertion in problem 1.1 is false for any cone. The main challenges
arise from the lack of homogeneity in the Gaussian measure and its unusual decay
rate. Additionally, the substantial differences between unbounded closed convex sets
and convex bodies (sometimes the conclusion is just the opposite) further complicate
the problem. These disparities pose significant obstacles to addressing the problem
of pseudo-cones in Gaussian space. In fact, for solving problem 1.1, the variational
arguments in cases of homogeneous weighted Minkowski problem [33, 34] and the
classical Gaussian Minkowski problem in convex bodies [15] are invalid.

In this paper, the (normalized) Gaussian Minkowski problem for C-pseudo-cones
will be solved by the variational method. Due to the inhomogeneity of Gaussian mea-
sure, it is generally impossible to restrict its (Gaussian) volume within the variational
argument. The first assertion is as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Let µ be a nonzero, finite Borel measure on ΩC◦. Then there exists a
C-pseudo cone K with

µ = cSγn(K, ·)
where c =

∫
Ω h̄Kdµ

γn(K)
.

Meanwhile, as we will show in Section 5, the uniqueness result of the Gaussian
Minkowski problem can be established when restricting the volume of C-pseudo-cone.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose K,L ∈ K(C, ω) for some nonempty compact ω ⊂ ΩC◦ ,
γn(K) = γn(L), if

Sγn(K, ·) = Sγn(L, ·),
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then K = L.

Here K(C, ω) is the set of C-pseudo-cones that are C-determined by ω (see Section
2). Roughly speaking, its shape is determined by some compact ω. In some special
cases we can relax the volume restriction in Theorem 1.3 to γn(K), γn(L) ≤ 1

2
γn(C)

and obtain the uniqueness result. Due to the unusual decay rate of Gaussian measure,
if without the volume constraints, its uniqueness results differ significantly from the
classical case:

Theorem 1.4. For any pointed, closed convex cone C in Rn and any nonempty
compact ω ⊂ ΩC◦ , there exist K,L ∈ K(C, ω), such that Sγn(K, ·) = Sγn(L, ·), but
K 6= L.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we list some notations and recall some basic facts about pseudo-
cones. For a general reference on the theory of convex geometry, the readers may
wish to consult Gardner [10] and Schneider [29].

Let Sn−1 be the unit sphere, B the unit ball and o the origin in n-dimensional
Euclidean space Rn.

A subset C is a cone if x ∈ C implies λx ∈ C for any λ ≥ 0. For a pointed,
n-dimensional closed convex cone C ⊂ Rn is given. We recall that

C◦ = {x ∈ R
n : 〈x, y〉 ≤ 0 for all y ∈ C}

is its dual cone. A nonempty closed convex set K is called a pseudo cone if for any
x ∈ K we have λx ∈ K, λ ≥ 1. The recession cone of a nonempty closed convex set
A ⊆ Rn defined by

recA = {z ∈ R
n : A + z ⊆ A} ,

a C-pseudo-cone is a pseudo-cone with recession cone C. A unit vector v ∈ intC ∩
int (−C◦) is fixed. The hyperplanes and halfspaces in Rn are defined by

H(u, t) = {x ∈ R
n : 〈x, u〉 = t} , H−(u, t) = {x ∈ R

n : 〈x, u〉 ≤ t}
and

H+(u, t) = {x ∈ R
n : 〈x, u〉 ≥ t}

for u ∈ Sn−1 and t ∈ R. For t > 0 we define

C−(t) := C ∩H−(v, t), C+(t) := C ∩H+(v, t), and C(t) := C ∩H(v, t).

Similarly, we will write K(t) = K∩C(t), K−(t) = K∩C−(t) and K+(t) = K∩C+(t).
The support function of C-pseudo-cone K is defined by

hK(x) := sup{〈x, y〉 : y ∈ K}, x ∈ C◦. (2.1)

We note that the supremum is a maximum if x ∈ intC◦ and that hK is bounded
and non-positive (it is negative on intC ). From [35, 38] we know K is C-asymptotic
if and only if hK(∂Ω) = 0. For obtain the positive function we also write

h̄K := −hK .
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The radial function of K is defined by

̺K(v) := min{λ ∈ R : λv ∈ K} for v ∈ ΩC . (2.2)

The radial map rK : ΩC → ∂K is defined by

rK(v) := ̺K(v)v, v ∈ ΩC (2.3)

and the radial Gauss map αK of K is defined by

αK := νK ◦ rK . (2.4)

Let K be a C-pseudo-cone in Rn, and define ∂iK := ∂K ∩ intC. It is known that
the set σK ⊂ ∂iK that the outer unit normal vector νK(y) is not unique satisfies
Hn−1 (σK) = 0, and the map νK : ∂iK\σK → ΩC◦ is continuous. The following
lemma was established in [32].

Lemma 2.1. Let K be a C-pseudo-cone, c1, c2 > 0 be two constants, and v ∈ Ω.
There exists t0 > 0 dependent only on c1 and c2 such that if dist(o,K) < c1 and
δ∂Ω(v) ≥ c2, then

ν−1
K (v) ⊂ K− (t0) ⊂ C− (t0) ,

where δ∂Ω(v) denote the spherical distance between v ∈ Ω and ∂Ω.

Convergence of C-pseudo-cone is defined by Schneider:

Definition 2.2. We say a sequence of C-pseudo-cones Ki is convergent to a C-pseudo-
cone K if there exists t0 > 0 such that K−

i (t0) 6= ∅ for all i and K−

i (t) → K−(t) in
terms of Hausdorff metric for each t ≥ t0.

We will use the following selection theorem for C-pseudo cones in [32].

Lemma 2.3. If Ki is a sequence of C-pseudo-cones and dist (o,Ki) is uniformly
bounded, then there exists a subsequence Kij such that Kij → K0 for some C-pseudo-
cone K0.

For u ∈ Ω, we denote by

HK(u) = {x ∈ R
n : 〈x, u〉 = hK(u)} , H−

K(u) = {x ∈ R
n : 〈x, u〉 ≤ hK(u)} .

We recall that K is C-determined by the nonempty, compact set ω ⊂ Ω if

K = C ∩
⋂

u∈ω

H−

K(u),

by K(C, ω) we denote the set of C-pseudo-cones that are C-determined by ω. If K
∈ K(C, ω), then the absolute support function h̄K , restricted to ω, is positive and
bounded away from zero. If K is C-determined by ω, then C\K is bounded. We will
need the following lemma in [34].

Lemma 2.4. If Kj are C-pseudo-cones, j ∈ N0, satisfy Kj → K0 and if ∅ 6= ω ⊂ Ω
is compact, then

K
(ω)
j → K

(ω)
0 .
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We will use Wulff shapes in given cone C. Let ∅ 6= ω ⊂ Ω be a compact set and
h : ω → R a positive continuous function. We define

[h] := C ∩
⋂

u∈ω

{y ∈ R
n : 〈y, u〉 ≤ −h(u)} (2.5)

and this set will be called the Wulff shape with (C, ω, h). The Wulff shape with
(C, ω, h) belongs to K(C, ω).

Let γn denote the standard Gaussian probability measure on Euclidean space (Rn, |·
|)

γn(E) :=
1

(2π)
n
2

∫

E

e−
|x|2

2 dx,

with a measurable set E. Compared with Lebesgue measure, Gaussian probability
measure is neither translation invariant nor homogeneous.

The isoperimetric inequality in Gaussian space asserts that among all subsets of
Rn with prescribed Gaussian measure, half-spaces have the least Gaussian perimeter
(see e.g., [19]). In [11], Gardner and Zvavitch studied the Brunn-Minkowski theory
in Gaussian space, where it was asked whether the dimensional Brunn-Minkowski in-
equality holds with the Lebesgue measure replaced by γn. Very recently, this problem
was settled in [6] for every symmetric convex sets K,L in R

n and λ ∈ (0, 1),

γn(λK + (1 − λ)L)
1
n ≥ λγn(K)

1
n + (1 − λ)γn(L)

1
n , (2.6)

with equality if and only if K = L. When the convex sets are not symmetric, a coun-
terexample was produced in [28]. More references involving inequalities in Gaussian
space can refer to [4, 11, 17, 24, 25, 20].

3. Gaussian surface area measure

Let K be a C-pseudo-cone in R
n. The Gaussian surface area measure of K is then

defined by

Sγn(K, η) =
1

(
√

2π)n

∫

ν−1
K

(η)

e−
|x|2

2 dHn−1(x) (3.1)

for every Borel set η ⊂ Ω. We denote Ω := ΩC◦ = Sn−1 ∩ intC◦ in this paper.
Next, we need some properties of the Gaussian surface area measure.

Lemma 3.1. Let K be a C-pseudo-cone, then the measure Sγn(K, ·) is finite.

Proof. Let Θ(x) = |x|−q with some q > n − 1, then exist t0 > 0 such that for any

x ∈ C+(t0), we have e−
|x|2

2 ≤ Θ(x). From [34] we know
∫

∂K∩C+(t0)

Θ(x)dHn−1(x) < ∞,
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so we get
∫

∂K∩C+(t0)

e−
|x|2

2 dHn−1(x) < ∞.

Since
∫

∂K∩C−(t0)

e−
|x|2

2 dHn−1(x) < ∞,

then the desired result follows.
�

We now require the transform integral formula from ∂K to ΩC , the following result
can be found in [34]. Note that for convex bodies, the similar result is presented in
[13].

Lemma 3.2. Let K be a C-pseudo-cone. Let F : ∂iK → R be nonnegative and Borel
measurable or Hn−1-integrable. Then

∫

∂iK

F (y)dHn−1y =

∫

ΩC

F (rK(v))
̺nK(v)

h̄K (αK(v))
dv (3.2)

=

∫

ΩC

F (rK(v))
̺n−1
K (v)

|〈v, αK(v)〉|dv. (3.3)

The following transform integral formula for the Gaussian surface area measure
will be needed in the proof of the variational formula.

Lemma 3.3. Let ω ⊆ Ω be a nonempty Borel set and g : ω → R be bounded and
measurable. Then

∫

ω

g(u)dSγn(K, u) =
1

(
√

2π)n

∫

α−1
K

(ω)

g (αK(v)) e−
̺2
K

(v)

2
̺n−1
K (v)

|〈v, αK(v)〉|dv. (3.4)

Proof. Let F (y) := 1ω (νK(y)) g (νK(y)) e−
|y|2

2 , from Lemma 3.2 we get
∫

∂iK

1ω (νK(y)) g (νK(y)) e−
|y|2

2 dHn−1(y) =

∫

α−1
K

(ω)

g (αK(v)) e−
̺2
K

(v)

2
̺n−1
K (v)

| 〈v, αK(v)〉 | dv.

By the definition of Gaussian surface area measure we have
∫

ω

g(u)dSγn(K, u) =
1

(
√

2π)n

∫

∂iK

1ω (νK(y)) g (νK(y)) e−
|y|2

2 dHn−1(y),

then the desired result follows.
�

Firstly we focus on the Minkowski type problem in K(C, ω) for some compact ω ⊂
Ω, therefore we need shows the Gaussian surface area measure are weakly continuous
in Definition 2.2 sense by Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 3.4. Let ω ⊂ Ω be a nonempty compact subset, and let Kj ∈ K(C, ω) for j ∈
N0. Then Kj → K as j → ∞ implies the weak convergence Sγn (Kj, ·) w−→ Sγn (K, ·).
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Proof. Let g : Ω → R be bounded and continuous. By Lemma 3.3 we obtain
∫

Ω

g(u)dSγn (Kj, u) =
1

(
√

2π)n

∫

ΩC

g
(

αKj
(v)

)

e−
̺2
Kj

(v)

2

̺n−1
Kj

(v)
∣

∣

〈

v, αKj
(v)

〉
∣

∣

dv.

For almost everywhere v ∈ ΩC we have

g
(

αKj
(v)

)

e−
̺2
Kj

(v)

2

̺n−1
Kj

(v)
∣

∣

〈

v, αKj
(v)

〉
∣

∣

→ g (αK(v)) e−
̺2
K

(v)

2
̺n−1
K (v)

|〈v, αK(v)〉| .

Since Kj → K in K(C, ω),
∣

∣

〈

v, αKj
(v)

〉
∣

∣ is bounded away from 0 because αKj
(v) ⊂

ω and ω is compact, and ̺Kj
is uniformly bounded. Then the left-hand side are

uniformly bounded, this result follows from the dominated convergence theorem. �

To study the Minkowski type existence problem using variational methods, we need
the variational formula for Gaussian measure in pseudo-cones. The following result
can be found in [34]. The similar result for convex bodies is presented in [13].

Lemma 3.5. Let ω ⊂ Ω be nonempty and compact, let K ∈ K(C, ω). Let f : ω → R

be continuous. There is a constant δ > 0 such that the function ht defined by

ht(u) := h̄K(u) + tf(u), u ∈ ω

is positive for |t| ≤ δ. Let [ht] be the Wulff shape associated with (C, ω, ht), for |t| ≤ δ.
(a) For almost all v ∈ ΩC ,

d̺[ht](v)

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

= lim
t→0

̺[ht](v) − ̺K(v)

t
=

f (αK(v))

h̄K (αK(v))
̺K(v).

(b) There is a constant M with

∣

∣̺[ht](v) − ̺K(v)
∣

∣ ≤ M |t|
for all v ∈ ΩC and all |t| ≤ δ.

For convenience of calculation, we define the Gaussian covolume VG(K) for C-
pseudo-cone K by

Definition 3.6.
VG(K) = γn(C\K).

Then the variational formula for Gaussian covolume in pseudo-cones can be estab-
lished.

Lemma 3.7. Let K ∈ K(C, ω), for some nonempty, compact set ω ⊂ Ω. Let
f : ω → R be continuous, and let

[

h̄K

∣

∣

ω
+ tf

]

be the Wulff shape associated with
(

C, ω, h̄K

∣

∣

ω
+ tf

)

. Then

lim
t→0

VG

([

h̄K

∣

∣

ω
+ tf

])

− VG(K)

t
=

∫

ω

f(u)dSγn(K, u). (3.5)
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Proof. For convenience we denote ht := h̄K + tf . From the Definition 3.6 we have

VG ([ht]) =
1

(
√

2π)n

∫

ΩC

∫ ̺[ht](v)

0

e−
r2

2 rn−1drdv =
1

(
√

2π)n

∫

ΩC

Ft(v)dv,

where Ft(v) =
∫ ̺[ht](v)

0
e−

r2

2 rn−1dr. Then we obtain

Ft(v) − F0(v)

t
=

1

t

∫ ̺[ht](v)

̺K(v)

e−
r2

2 rn−1dr (3.6)

=
̺[ht](v) − ̺K(v)

t
· 1

̺[ht](v) − ̺K(v)

∫ ̺[ht](v)

̺K(v)

e−
r2

2 rn−1dr. (3.7)

The first item from Lemma 3.5 and the second item converges to e−
̺2
K
2 ̺n−1

K . Combine
this we get

lim
t→0

Ft(v) − F0(v)

t
= e−

̺2
K
2

f (αK(v))

h̄K (αK(v))
̺nK(v) (3.8)

for almost all v ∈ ΩC . From Lemma 3.5 we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

Ft(v) − F0(v)

t

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ M

for some M > 0 in sufficiently small |t|. From the dominated convergence theorem,

F (y) = f(νK(y))e−
|y|2

2 in Lemma 3.2, and the fact for K ∈ K(C, ω), Sγn(K, ·) is
concentrated on ω, we can get

lim
t→0

VG ([ht]) − VG(K)

t
=

1

(
√

2π)n

∫

ΩC

lim
t→0

Ft(v) − F0(v)

t
dv

=
1

(
√

2π)n

∫

ΩC

e−
̺2
K
2

f (αK(v))

h̄K (αK(v))
̺nK(v)dv

=
1

(
√

2π)n

∫

∂iK

f(νK(y))e−
|y|2

2 dHn−1(y)

=

∫

ω

f(u)dSγn(K, u).

�

Hence the variational formula for real Gaussian volume can be obtained.

Lemma 3.8. Let K ∈ K(C, ω), for some nonempty, compact set ω ⊂ Ω. Let
f : ω → R be continuous, and let

[

h̄K

∣

∣

ω
+ tf

]

be the Wulff shape associated with
(

C, ω, h̄K

∣

∣

ω
+ tf

)

. Then

lim
t→0

γn
([

h̄K

∣

∣

ω
+ tf

])

− γn(K)

t
= −

∫

ω

f(u)dSγn(K, u). (3.9)
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Proof. This follows from the fact that for any C-pseudo-cone L

γn(L) + VG(L) = γn(C) <
1

2
.

�

The continuity of Gaussian volume in Definition 2.2 sense as follows.

Lemma 3.9. The Gaussian volume functional γn(·) is continuous.

Proof. If Kj → K, let ǫ > 0 be given, we can choose sufficiently big t such that
γn(C+(t)) < ǫ

2
and Kj ∩ C−(t) 6= ∅ for j ∈ N . Since

Kj ∩ C−(t) → K ∩ C−(t),

from the continuity of Gaussian volume for convex bodies in [36], there exists j0 such
for all j > j0,

|γn(Kj ∩ C−(t)) − γn(K ∩ C−(t))| < ǫ

2
,

then we have

|γn(Kj) − γn(K)| < ǫ.

�

4. Gaussian Minkowski problem for C-pseudo-cones

The core of the proof in the Minkowski-type existence theorem is to identify a
variational functional such that the extremum of this functional exactly corresponds
to the solution of the existence problem. The main challenges arise from the lack
of homogeneity in the Gaussian measure and its unusual decay rate. Additionally,
the substantial difference between unbounded closed convex sets and convex bod-
ies further complicate the problem. These disparities pose significant obstacles to
addressing the problem of pseudo-cones in Gaussian space.

In fact, the variational argument in homogeneous weighted Minkowski problem
[33, 34] and the classical Gaussian Minkowski problem in convex bodies [15] does not
apply in this case. So we propose a new variational functional to solve this problem.
Specifically, we employ the Gaussian volume instead of the covolume in the usual
pseudo-cone theory.

Theorem 4.1. Let µ be a nonzero, finite Borel measure on Ω. Then there exists a
C-pseudo cone K with

cSγn(K, ·) = µ

where c =
∫
Ω h̄Kdµ

γn(K)
.
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Let µ be a nonzero, finite Borel measure on ω with some compact ω ∈ Ω. For
f ∈ C+(ω), where we denote C+(ω) the set of continuous functions f : ω → (0,∞).
We define a functional Iµ : C+(ω) → (0,∞) by

Iµ(f) := γn([f ])

∫

ω

fdµ.

Where we recall that [f ] denotes the Wulff shape associated with (C, ω, f) and γn(·)
denotes the real Gaussian measure.

Lemma 4.2. Let µ be a nonzero, finite Borel measure on ω with some nonempty
compact ω ∈ Ω. Then there exists a C-pseudo cone K ∈ K(C, ω) with

∫

ω
h̄Kdµ

γn(K)
Sγn(K, ·) = µ.

Proof. Note that for each f ∈ C+(ω), by the definition of Wulff shape, we have
h̄[f ] ≥ f , therefore

Iµ(f) = γn([f ])

∫

ω

fdµ ≤ γn([f ])

∫

ω

h̄[f ]dµ = Iµ(h̄[f ]).

If g = h̄K is a maximizer of Iµ(f), from Lemma 3.8, we have

0 =
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

Iµ(h̄K + tf) = γn(K)

∫

ω

fdµ−
∫

ω

fdSγn(K, ·)
∫

ω

h̄Kdµ. (4.1)

We assume that the support function h̄Ki
such that

lim
i→∞

Iµ(h̄Ki
) = sup

{

Iµ(f) : f ∈ C+ (ω)
}

> 0.

Now we set
ri = min{r : rB ∩Ki 6= ∅},

if there a subsequence, still denoted by ri, such that ri → ∞, note the support
function of Ki satisfies

h̄Ki
≤ ri,

and
Ki ⊂ R

n − riB,

where γn(Rn − riB) = 1 − γn(riB). Then we have the estimate

Iµ(h̄Ki
) = γn(Ki)

∫

ω

h̄Ki
dµ

≤ (1 − γn(riB))µ(ω)ri

= P(|x| > ri)µ(ω)ri → 0,

where P denotes the probability corresponding to the standard normal distribution.
the last convergence follows from the Exponential decay of normal distribution. This
contradicts limi→∞ Iµ(h̄Ki

) = sup Iµ, hence for each K ∈ K(C, ω), Iµ(h̄K) > 0. Mean-
while, if ri → 0, we also have Iµ(h̄Ki

) → 0 by above estimate, a contradiction.
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This implies that dist(o, ∂Ki) is uniformly bounded. We therefore may use Lemma
2.3 to extract a subsequence, denoted still as Ki such that Ki → K for some
K ∈ K(C, ω)(see Lemma 2.4). In other words, we have limi→∞ Iµ(h̄Ki

) = Iµ(h̄K) =
sup Iµ(f). From (4.1), the desired result follows. �

We are ready to provide a proof of Theorem 4.1.
Proof of Theorem 4.1. We will use the approximation methods. Firstly we choose
a sequence {ωi} of compact subsets of Ω and ωi ⊂ intωi+1, and ∪j∈Nωj = Ω. Let
µi = µxωi, where µxωi(σ) := µ(σ ∩ ωi) for any Borel subset σ ⊂ Ω. There exists a i0
such that µi0 6= 0. By Lemma 4.2, for each i ∈ N, i ≥ i0 there exists a C-pseudo-cone
Ki ∈ K(C, ωi) satisfying

∫

ωi
h̄Ki

dµi

γn(Ki)
Sγn(Ki, ·) = µi.

For Ki ∈ K(C, ωi),

Ki = C ∩
⋂

u∈ωi

H−

Ki
(u) ⊃ C ∩

⋂

u∈ωi+1

H−

Ki
(u) ⊃ C ∩

⋂

u∈Ω

H−

Ki
(u) = Ki,

therefore Ki ∈ K(C, ωi+1), then we have Ki = [h̄Ki
|ωi

] = [h̄Ki
|ωi+1

]. Since µi ≤ µi+1 ≤
µ,

0 < Iµi
(h̄Ki

) =γn([h̄Ki
|ωi

])

∫

ωi

h̄Ki
dµi

= γn([h̄Ki
|ωi+1

])

∫

ωi

h̄Ki
dµi

≤ γn([h̄Ki
|ωi+1

])

∫

ωi+1

h̄Ki
dµi+1

≤ Iµi+1
(h̄Ki+1

).

Now we set
ri = min{r : rB ∩Ki 6= ∅},

similar as Lemma 4.2, if there a subsequence, still denoted by ri, such that ri → ∞.
The support function of Ki satisfies

h̄Ki
≤ ri,

and
Ki ⊂ R

n − riB,

where γn(Rn − riB) = 1 − γn(riB). Then we have the estimate

Iµi
(h̄Ki

) =γn(Ki)

∫

ωi

h̄Ki
dµi

≤ (1 − γn(riB))µ(Ω)ri

= P(|x| > ri)µ(Ω)ri → 0,
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which contradict to 0 < Iµi
(h̄Ki

) ≤ Iµi+1
(h̄Ki+1

) ≤ · · · for i ≥ i0. Similarly, if ri → 0,
Iµi

(h̄Ki
) → 0 by above estimate, a contradiction.

This implies that dist(o, ∂Ki) is uniformly bounded. We therefore may use Lemma
2.3 to extract a subsequence, denoted still as Ki such that Ki → K. Since Ki

are C-pseudo, then there exists z ∈ Ki for all i ∈ N such that z + C ⊂ Ki, i.e.,

γn(Ki) ≥ γn(z +C). So the ci :=
∫
Ω h̄Ki

dµi

γn(Ki)
is uniformly bounded, ci → c =

∫
Ω h̄Kdµ

γn(K)
by

Lemma 3.9. Now we have

Ki → K and ci → c.

We fix i, choose a compact β ⊂ Ω with ωi ⊂ int β, then it follows Lemma 13 in [34],

ν−1
Kj

(ωi) = ν−1

K
(β)
j

(ωi), ν−1
K (ωi) = ν−1

K(β)(ωi),

and from Lemma 2.4,

K
(β)
i → K(β).

Lemma 3.4 shows that the Sγn(Kj)xωi converges to Sγn(K(β))xωi weakly. Then we
have

cjSγn(Kj, ·)xωi
w−→ cSγn(K, ·)xωi.

Since ciSγn(Ki, ·)xωi = µxωi, it follows that for each Borel set σ ⊂ ωi we have
cSγn(K, σ) = cSγn(K(β), σ) = µi(σ) = µ(σ). Since ∪j∈Nωj = Ω, we deduce that
cSγn(K, ·) = µ.

5. Uniqueness of Solution

The Ehrhard inequality was shown by Ehrhard [5] and generalized in some other
versions [19]. It implies the Gaussian isoperimetric inequality that among all subsets
of Rn with prescribed Gaussian measure, half-spaces have the least Gaussian perime-
ter. For C-pseudo-cones (convex sets), we need the Ehrhard inequality in [37] as
follows.

Theorem 5.1. Let K,L be two C-pseudo-cone in Rn. For 0 < t < 1, we have

Φ−1 (γn((1 − t)K + tL)) ≥ (1 − t)Φ−1 (γn(K)) + tΦ−1 (γn(L)) . (5.1)

Here,

Φ(x) =
1√
2π

∫ x

−∞

e−
t2

2 dt.

Moreover, equality holds if and only if K = L.

General versions of the Ehrhard inequality, and the equality condition in (5.1) can
be found in Shenfeld and van Handel [37]. The log concavity property of Gaussian
measures, as stated below, can be deduced from Ehrhard inequality.
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Lemma 5.2. Let K,L be two C-pseudo-cone in Rn. For 0 < t < 1, we have

γn((1 − t)K + tL) ≥ γn(K)1−tγn(L)t (5.2)

with equality if and only if K = L.

From the variational formula (3.8), the following Minkowski type inequality for
C-pseudo-cone was established.

Lemma 5.3. If K,L ∈ K(C, ω) for some nonempty compact ω ⊂ Ω, we have

1

γn(K)

∫

ω

h̄K − h̄LdSγnK ≥ log γn(L) − log γn(K), (5.3)

with equality if and only if K = L.

Proof. From the definition in (2.5), for 0 < t < 1, we have

[h̄K |ω + t(h̄L|ω − h̄K |ω)] = C ∩
⋂

u∈ω

{y ∈ R
n : 〈y, u〉 ≤ (1 − t)hK(u) + thL(u)}

⊃ C ∩
⋂

u∈Ω

{y ∈ R
n : 〈y, u〉 ≤ (1 − t)hK(u) + thL(u)}

= (1 − t)K + tL.

If K is a C-pseudo-cone, for any a > 0, we have aK ⊂ C and aK + C = aK + aC =
a(K +C) ⊂ aK, hence aK also a C-pseudo-cone, then the last equality follows from
[35, 38]. From Lemma 5.2 we obtain

γn([h̄K |ω + t(h̄L|ω − h̄K |ω)]) ≥ γn((1 − t)K + tL) ≥ γn(K)1−tγn(L)t,

in other words

log
(

γn([h̄K |ω + t(h̄L|ω − h̄K |ω)])
)

≥ log (γn((1 − t)K + tL))

≥ (1 − t) log γn(K) + t log γn(L).

Since K ∈ K(C, ω), when t = 0, γn([h̄K |ω]) = γn(K). Take the right derivative in
t = 0 for

log
(

γn([h̄K |ω + t(h̄L|ω − h̄K |ω)])
)

≥ (1 − t) log γn(K) + t log γn(L),

From Lemma 3.8 we get

− 1

γn(K)

∫

ω

h̄L − h̄KdSγnK ≥ log γn(L) − log γn(K).

If equality holds, we have

lim
t→0+

log
(

γn
(

[h̄K |ω + t(h̄L|ω − h̄K |ω)]
))

− log (γn(K))

t
(5.4)

= lim
t→0+

log (γn((1 − t)K + tL)) − log (γn(K))

t

= log γn(L) − log γn(K).
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Lemma 5.2 implies the function g(t) = log (γn((1 − t)K + tL)) is concave in [0, 1]. If
equality holds, g′(0) = g(1) − g(0) in (5.4), then g(t) is a linear function. Equality
holds in Lemma 5.2 implies K = L. �

Now we define the Gaussian mixed volume γ1(K,L) for C-pseudo-cones.

Definition 5.4. For C-pseudo-cone K,L, the Gaussian mixed volume is defined by

γ1(K,L) =

∫

Ω

hL(u)dSγn(K, u). (5.5)

Then Lemma 5.3 implies

γ1(K,K) − γ1(K,L) ≥ γn(K) log
γn(L)

γn(K)
. (5.6)

Then the uniqueness of the Gaussian Minkowski problem can be established when we
restrict to the set of K(C, ω) whose with the same Gaussian measure.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose K,L ∈ K(C, ω) for some nonempty compact ω ⊂ Ω, γn(K) =
γn(L), if

cSγn(K, ·) = Sγn(L, ·),
for any constant c > 0, then K = L.

Proof. From Lemma 5.3 and (5.6), if cSγn(K, ·) = Sγn(L, ·) and γn(K) = γn(L), we
have

γ1(L, L) =

∫

Ω

hLdSγnL = c

∫

Ω

hLdSγnK

= cγ1(K,L) ≤ cγ1(K,K).

Switching the role of K and L, we have

γ1(K,K) =

∫

Ω

hKdSγnK =
1

c

∫

Ω

hKdSγnL

=
1

c
γ1(L,K) ≤ 1

c
γ1(L, L).

Combine this two inequalities above we get

γ1(L, L) ≤ cγ1(K,K) ≤ c

(

1

c
γ1(L, L)

)

= γ1(L, L).

Hence, the equality holds in above two inequalities, from Lemma 5.3, we have K =
L. �

In Lemma 4.2, if µ = cSγn(K, ·) = eSγn(L, ·) and γn(K) = γn(L). From Theorem
5.5, we have K = L.

Due to the unusual decay rate of Gaussian measure, if without the volume con-
straints, its uniqueness results differ significantly from the classical case:
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Theorem 5.6. For any pointed, closed convex cone C in Rn and any nonempty
compact ω ⊂ Ω, there exist K,L ∈ K(C, ω), such that Sγn(K, ·) = Sγn(L, ·), but
K 6= L.

Proof. For any pointed, closed convex cone C in R
n and any compact ω ⊂ Ω, for each

b ∈ ω, since Gaussian measure is a rotational invariant, after applying a rotation, we
can assume b = −en ∈ Ω. Denoted C ∩H(en, t) by H(t) and

A = {x ∈ R
n−1 : (x, 1) ∈ H(1)}.

Let g(t) =
∫

H(t)
e−

|y|2

2 dHn−1(y), t > 0 is Gaussian surface area of H(t) (up to a

constant). Then

g(t) =

∫

H(t)

e−
|y|2

2 dHn−1(y)

=

∫

(x,t)∈H(t)

e−
|x|2+t2

2 dHn−1(x)

= e−
t2

2

∫

tA

e−
|x|2

2 dHn−1(x)

= ae−
t2

2 γn−1(tA)

for some constant a. Then we have g(t) > 0, if t → 0, g(t) → 0. And t → ∞,
g(t) → 0. Then there exist t1, t2 > 0, t1 6= t2 such that g(t1) = g(t2).

Let K = H(t1) + C and L = H(t2) + C. K,L ∈ K(C, b), then we have

Sγn(K, b) =
1

(
√

2π)n
g(t1)

and

Sγn(L, b) =
1

(
√

2π)n
g(t2),

Sγn(K, ·), Sγn(L, ·) has support in b. Therefore Sγn(K, ·) = Sγn(L, ·).
For any E ∈ K(C, b), we have

E = C ∩H−

E (b) ⊃ C ∩
⋂

u∈ω

H−

E (u) ⊃ C ∩
⋂

u∈Ω

H−

E (u) = E,

hence E = C ∩⋂

u∈ω H
−

E (u) ∈ K(C, ω). Therefore K,L ∈ K(C, ω), the desired result
follows.

�

Example 5.7. From Theorem 5.6 we have g(t) is bounded, denoted by g(t) ≤ c. For
any Borel measure µ on Ω, if µ(b) > c where b ∈ Ω in Theorem 5.6, there is
no C-pseudo cone K such that Sγn(K, ·) = µ.

For example, let C = {(r cos θ, r sin θ) : r ≥ 0, θ ∈ [π
4
, 3π

4
]}, then g(t) = γ1(C ∩

H(b,−t)) ≤ γ1(∂C) = 1, where γ1(∂C) = 1 from the rotation invariance in Gaussian
space. Hence, if µ(b) > 1, there is no C-pseudo cone K such that Sγn(K, ·) = µ.
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Next, we discuss a special case in R2. This remark implies that it is possible to
relax the volume restriction in Theorem 5.5 and obtain the uniqueness result.

Remark 5.8. Let C = {(r cos θ, r sin θ) : r ≥ 0, θ ∈ [π
4
, 3π

4
]}, ω = (0,−1) ∈ Ω. Denoted

C ∩H((0, 1), t) by H(t) and H(t) ∩ ∂C = (±a, t). Let Kt = H(t) + C and K
′

t is the
convex hull of (±a,±t). Then we have for K,L ∈ K(C, ω), Sγ2(K, ·) = Sγ2(L, ·) if

and only if Sγ2(K
′
, ·) = Sγ2(L

′
, ·). From [15], if γ2(K

′
), γ2(L

′
) ≥ 1

2
, in other words,

γ2(C\K), γ2(C\L) ≥ 1
2
γ2(C), that is γ2(K), γ2(L) ≤ 1

2
γ2(C), we have K

′
= L

′
, then

K = L.
In other words, for any v ∈ Ω, K,L ∈ K(C, v), if Sγ2(K, ·) = Sγ2(L, ·) and

γ2(K), γ2(L) ≤ 1
2
γ2(C), then K = L.
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