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Lq-MINKOWSKI PROBLEM OF ANISOTROPIC p-TORSIONAL

RIGIDITY

CHAO LI AND BIN CHEN

Abstract. In this paper, the Lq-Minkowski problem of anisotropic p-torsional rigidity
is considered. The existence of the solution of the Lq-Minkowski problem of anisotropic
p-torsional rigidity with 0 < q < 1 and 1 < q 6= p

p−1
+ n is given.

1. Introduction and main results

The Minkowski problem has long been a pivotal issue in convex geometry, holding a
central position in areas such as nonlinear partial differential equations, differential ge-
ometry, and optimal transportation theory. The classical Minkowski problem primarily
addresses the existence, uniqueness, and regularity of solutions, to which scholars like
Aleksandrov, Fenchel and Jessen etc. [38, Notes for Section 8.2] have made seminal con-
tributions. Since Lutwak [35] introduced and studied the Lq-Minkowski problem, it has
become evident that the varying value of the parameter q not only encompasses the clas-
sical Minkowski problem but also introduces significant challenges in terms of uniqueness,
existence, and regularity when q < 1. This has attracted considerable attention and led
to a series of distinguished research achievements.

In the process of exploring the Minkowski problem, various variant forms have also at-
tracted widespread academic interest and demonstrated significant research value. These
variants include the Orlicz-Minkowski problem proposed by Haberl, Lutwak, Yang and
Zhang [14], the dual Minkowski problem studied by Huang, Lutwak, Yang and Zhang
[19], the chord Minkowski problem researched by Lutwak, Xi, Yang and Zhang [36], as
well as Minkowski problems related to electrostatic capacity [24, 42], gaussian measure
[21, 34, 10, 4], hyperbolic space [32], gauss image measure [3], weighted [26, 30, 27],
harmonic measure [1, 22, 23, 31], coconvex sets of finite volume [39, 28], among others.

In this paper, we continue to explore a novel type of Minkowski problem, specifically
the Lq-Minkowski problem of anisotropic p-torsional rigidity. Let F p be strictly convex,
K be bounded open set of Rn, 1 < p < ∞ and n ≥ 2, let u be the solution of the
boundary-value problem

{

∆F
p u = −1 in K,

u = 0 on ∂K,

where ∆F
p is the anisotropic p-Laplacian operator which is given by

∆F
p u = div

(

F p−1(∇u)∇ξF (∇u)
)

, (1.1)

then the anisotropic p-torsional rigidity τF,p(K) of K (the number τF,p(K) > 0) is defined
by (see [9])

τF,p(K) =

∫

K

F p (∇u) dx =

∫

K

udx, (1.2)
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from this and Anisotropic Pohožaev identity [2], Li [29] derived the following integral
expression

τF,p(K) =
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

hK(ξ)F
p(∇u(g−1

K (ξ)))dS(K, ξ),

and define the anisotropic p-torsional measure, SF,p(K, ·), of K is a Borel measure on the
unit sphere S

n−1 defined for a Borel set η ⊂ S
n−1 by

SF,p(K, η) =

∫

x∈g−1
K

(η)

F p (∇u(x)) dH n−1(x),

where u ∈ W
1,p
0 (K)\{0} and gK : ∂′K → Sn−1 is the Gauss map of K, defined on ∂′K,

the set of points of ∂K that have a unique outer unit normal. In recent years, significant
advancements have been made in the field of anisotropic p-torsional rigidity research. For
detailed information, please refer to Reference [2, 9, 12, 13].

Inspired by Lutwak’s [35] formulation of the Lq-Minkowski problem, we naturally turn
our attention to the investigation of the Lq-Minkowski problem for anisotropic p-torsional
rigidity. In this paper, we provide a proof for the following variational formulate (see
Section 2.2)

lim
t→0

τF,p ([ht])− τF,p(K)

t
=

1

q

∫

Sn−1

f q(v)dSF,p,q(K, v),

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

1
q and q 6= 0. This naturally leads to the definition of

Lq anisotropic p-torsional measure: 1 < p < ∞ and q 6= 0, then the Lq anisotropic
p-torsional measure, SF,p,q(K, ·), of K is a Borel measure on the unit sphere S

n−1 defined
for a Borel set η ⊂ Sn−1 by

SF,p,q(K, η) =
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

x∈g−1
K

(η)

〈x, gK(x)〉
1−qF p (∇u(x)) dH n−1(x).

The Lq-Minkowski problem of anisotropic p-torsional rigidity is expressed as:
The Lq-Minkowski problem of anisotropic p-torsional rigidity: Let 1 < p < ∞,

q 6= 0 and µ be a Borel measure on S
n−1. What properties must µ have that we may

guarantee that it is the Lq anisotropic p-torsional measure SF,p,q(K, ·) of some convex

body of Rn, i.e.,

SF,p,q(K, ·) = µ? (1.3)

In the context of the anisotropic p-Laplacian operator (1.1), this framework not only
subsumes the anisotropic Laplacian but also extends to encompass both the p-Laplacian
and the classical Laplacian operators. Within the scope of Lq-Minkowski problem of
anisotropic p-torsional rigidity (1.3), when q = 1, the problem reduces to the Minkowski
problem of anisotropic p-torsional rigidity, which has been studied by Li [29]. When q = 0,
the problem transforms into the log-Minkowski problem of anisotropic p-torsional rigidity
[29]. Moreover, when F (ξ) =

∑

k |ξk|, is exactly Lq-Minkowski problem of p-torsional
rigidity (see [5, 40]). Meanehile, when F (ξ) =

∑

k |ξk| and p = 2, we encounter the Lq-
Minkowski problem of torsional rigidity (see [6, 17]), if q = 1, p = 2 and F (ξ) =

∑

k |ξk|,
the problem simplifies to the most classical Minkowski problem of torsional rigidity [7, 8].
For further exploration of the research on the Minkowski problem of torsional rigidity,
refer to references [15, 16, 18, 20, 33, 40, 41]

Firstly, the existence of the Lq-Minkowski problem of anisotropic p-torsional rigidity
with q > 1 is established by the variational methods.
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Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < p <∞, 1 < q 6= p
p−1

+n and µ be a nonzero finite Borel measure

on S
n−1 that is not concentrated in any closed hemisphere, then there exists a convex body

K ∈ K n
o such that

SF,p,q(K, ·) = µ.

Remark 1.2. If we set F (ξ) =
∑

k |ξk| and p = 2 in Theorem 1.1, the resulting conclusion

aligns with Chen and Dai’s [6] findings.

Then we establish the existence of the Lq-Minkowski problem of anisotropic p-torsional
rigidity with 0 < q < 1 through the application of polyhedral approximation methods.

Theorem 1.3. Let 1 < p <∞, 0 < q < 1 and µ be a finite Borel measure on Sn−1 which

is not concentrated in any closed hemisphere. Then there exists a convex body K in Rn,

such that

dµ = λdSF,p,q(K, ·),

where λ is a positive constant.

Remark 1.4. If we take F (ξ) =
∑

k |ξk| in Theorem 1.3, then it is exactly Chen, Zhao,

Wang and Zhao’s [5, Theorem 1.6] result, and if we add q = 2 on this basis again, we get

the result of Hu and Liu’s [17, Theorem 1].

2. Notations and Background Materials

2.1. Convex Geometry. Let K n denote the set of convex bodies (compact, convex
subsets with non-empty interiors) in Euclidean space Rn. Let K n

o denote the set of
convex bodies containing the origin in their interiors in Rn. For the set of star bodies
(about the origin) in Rn, we write S n

o . Besides, let Sn−1 denote the unit sphere, Bn

denote the unit ball and V (K) denote the n-dimensional volume of K.
A convex body K ∈ K n, is uniquely determined by its support function, h(K, ·) =

hK : Rn → R, which is defined by

h(K, x) = max{〈x, y〉 : y ∈ K}, x ∈ R
n, (2.1)

where 〈x, y〉 denotes the standard inner product of x and y in Rn. It is also clear from
the definition that h(K, u) ≤ h(L, u) for u ∈ Sn−1, if and only if K ⊆ L.

For q 6= 0 and α, β ≥ 0 (not both zero) and K,L ∈ K
n
o , the Lq-Minkowski combination

[37], α ·K +q β · L, of K and L is defined by

α ·K +q β · L =
⋂

y 6=0

{x ∈ R
n : x · y ≤ (αhK(u)

q + βhL(u)
q)

1
q }, (2.2)

for q ≥ 1 is the common Lq-Minkowski combination in (2.2), is defined by (see [38])

h(α ·K +q β · L, ·)q = αh(K, ·)q + βh(L, ·)q, (2.3)

where “ +q ” denotes the Lq-sum and α ·K = α1/qK is the Lq-Minkowski scalar multipli-
cation. If q = 1, (2.3) is just the classical Minkowski linear combination.

If K is a compact star-shaped set (about the origin) in Rn, then its radial function,
ρK = ρ(K, ·) : Rn \ {0} → [0,∞), is defined by

ρ(K, x) = max{c ≥ 0 : cx ∈ K}, x ∈ R
n \ {0}. (2.4)

If ρK is positive and continuous, K will be called a star body (with respect to the origin).
The radial map rK : Sn−1 → ∂K is

rK(ξ) = ρK(ξ)ξ,
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for ξ ∈ Sn−1, i.e. rK(ξ) is the unique point on ∂K located on the ray parallel to ξ and
emanating from the origin.

Using this we see that the outer unit normal vector to ∂K at x, denoted by g(x), is
well defined for H n−1 almost all x ∈ ∂K. The map g : ∂K → Sn−1 is called the Gauss
map of K. For ω ⊂ Sn−1, let

g−1(ω) = {x ∈ ∂K : g(x) is defined and g(x) ∈ ω}.

If ω is a Borel subset of Sn−1, then g−1(ω) is H n−1-measurable. The Borel measure
SK , on Sn−1, is defined for Borel ω ⊂ Sn−1 by

SK(ω) = H
n−1
(

g−1(ω)
)

and is called the surface area measure of K. For every f ∈ C (Sn−1),
∫

Sn−1

f(ξ)dSK(ξ) =

∫

∂K

f(g(x))dH n−1(x). (2.5)

Let C+(Sn−1) denote a positive continuous function on Sn−1, and E be a closed subset
of Sn−1 that is not contained in a closed hemisphere, if f ∈ C+(Sn−1), the Wulff shape
[f ] associated with f is defined as

[f ] = {x ∈ R
n : x · u ≤ f(u) for all u ∈ E} .

The Aleksandrov body can also be defined as the unique maximal (with respect to set
inclusion) element of

{K ∈ K
n
0 : hK(u) ≤ f(u), u ∈ E} . (2.6)

In fact,

[f ] =
⋂

u∈E

H−(u, f(u)),

where

H−(u, t) = {x ∈ R
n : x · u ≤ t} .

Lemma 2.1 (Porposition 2.5 of [26]). Let K ∈ K n
0 , the Jacobian of rK : Sn−1 → ∂K is

ρn
K
(v)

hK(gK(rK(v)))
up to a set of measure zero.

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 2.1 of [34]). For q 6= 0, let K ∈ K n
o , and f : Sn−1 → R be

a continuous function. For small enough δ > 0, and each t ∈ (−δ, δ), we define the

continuous function ht : S
n−1 → (0,∞) as

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

1
q , v ∈ S

n−1.

Then

lim
t→0

ρ[ht](v)− ρK(v)

t
=

f(gK(rK(v)))
q

qhK(gK(rK(v)))q
ρK(v),

holds for almost all u ∈ Sn−1. In addition, there exists M > 0 such that
∣

∣ρ[ht](u)− ρK(u)
∣

∣ ≤M |t|,

for all u ∈ Sn−1 and t ∈ (−δ, δ).
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2.2. Anisotropic p-torsional rigidity. Let F p be strictly convex, K be bounded open
set of Rn, 1 < p <∞ and n ≥ 2,

{

∆F
p u = −1 in K,

u = 0 on ∂K,
(2.7)

where ∆F
p is the Finsler p-Laplacian (or anisotropic p-Laplacian) operator which is given

by

∆F
p u = div

(

F p−1(∇u)∇ξF (∇u)
)

. (2.8)

Let K be a convex body with boundary of class C2 such that the Gauss curvature is
positive at every point of their boundary; let u be the solution of problem (2.7) in K,
then the anisotropic p-torsional rigidity τF,p(K) of K is defined by

τF,p(K) =
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

hK(ξ)F
p(∇u(g−1

K (ξ)))dS(K, ξ), (2.9)

where H n−1 is (n− 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure.
Clearly, let p = 2 and F (ξ) =

∑

k |ξk| in (2.7) and (2.9), then τF,p(K) becomes the
classical torsional rigidity τ(K) of K (see [7]).

Furthermore, Li [29] demonstrated that the satisfaction of anisotropic p-torsional rigid-
ity is analogous to that of classical torsional rigidity. Let u be a solution of (2.7),
1 < p <∞ and K,L ∈ K n. Then the anisotropic p-torsional rigidity τF,p(K) is positively
homogeneous of order p

p−1
+ n, that is,

τF,p(λK) = λ
p

p−1
+nτF,p(K). (2.10)

The anisotropic p-torsional rigidity τF,p(K) is translation invariant, namely,

τF,p(K + x) = τF,p(K), x ∈ R
n. (2.11)

The anisotropic p-torsional measure SF,p(K, ·) is translation invariant.
If K,L ∈ K n and K ⊆ L, then

τF,p(K) ≤ τF,p(L).

Let F be a norm in the class

Ip =

{

F ∈ C2,α (Rn\{0}) ,
1

p
F p ∈ C2

+ (Rn\{0})

}

,

with 1 < p < ∞ and for some α ∈ (0, 1), that is a regular norm F where F p is a twice
continuously differentiable function in Rn\{0} whose Hessian matrix is strictly positive
definite.

Suppose K,Ki ⊂ Rn are two a bounded domain with the boundary of class C2,α and
F is a norm in Ip. If Ki converges to K in Hausdorff metric as i→ ∞. Then

SF,p(Ki, ·) → SF,p(K, ·), weakly on S
n−1. (2.12)

and τF,p is continuous, i.e.,

τF,p(Ki) → τF,p(K). (2.13)

In addition, Pietra and Gavitone [9, Remark 2.1] used the anisotropic Pólya-Szegö
inequality characterized the upper bound estimate of the anisotropic p-torsional rigidity.

Lemma 2.3 ([9]). Let 1 < p < +∞ and K be a bounded open set of Rn. Then

τF,p(K) ≤
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p
n
− 1

p−1κ
− p

n(p−1)
n V (K)

n(p−1)+p

n(p−1) , (2.14)
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where κn = |W| and |W| denotes the Lebesgue measure of W. The set

W = {ξ ∈ R
n : Ho(ξ) < 1} ,

is the so-called Wulff shape centered at the origin.

Now, we give the variational formula of the anisotropic p-torsional rigidity with respect
to the Lq-Minkowski combination.

Lemma 2.4. Let 1 < p < ∞, q 6= 0 and K be a convex body containing the origin in

its interior, such that ∂K up to set of (n− 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure zero, and

f : Sn−1 → R be continuous function. For sufficiently small δ > 0 and each t ∈ (−δ, δ),
the continuous function ht : S

n−1 → (0,∞) is defined by

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

1
q , v ∈ S

n−1,

then

lim
t→0

τF,p ([ht])− τF,p(K)

t
=

1

q

∫

Sn−1

f q(v)dSF,p,q(K, v).

Proof. Let ht(v) = (hK(v)
q + tf(v)q)

1
q . By invoking equation (1.2) and applying the

polar coordinate transformation formula, we derive

τF,p ([ht]) =

∫

K

F p(∇u(x))dx =

∫

Sn−1

∫ ρ[ht](v)

0

F p(∇u(ξv))ξn−1dξdu =

∫

Sn−1

φt(v)dv,

where φt(v) =
∫ ρ[ht](v)

0
F p(∇u(ξv))ξn−1dξ. According to the Lebesgue differentiation the-

orem, it follows that dφt
dt

∣

∣

t=0
= φ′

0 exists. Let I =
[

ρK(v), ρ[ht](v)
]

, for all v ∈ S
n−1, note

F p(∇u(ξv)) exists from the assumption on F , by Lemma 2.2, we obtain

lim
t→0

φt(v)− φ0(v)

t
= lim

t→0

1

t

∫

I

F p(∇u(ξv))ξn−1dξ

= lim
t→0

ρ[ht](v)− ρK(v)

t

1

|I|

∫

I

F p(∇u(ξv))ξn−1dξ

= F p(∇u(rK(v)))
f(gK(rK(v)))

q

qhK(gK(rK(v)))q
ρnK(v).

Since for some M > 0,

f(gK(rK(v)))
q

qhK(gK(rK(v)))q
ρK(v) = lim

t→0

ρ[ht](v)− ρK(v)

t
≤M,

from Lemma 2.2, we can conclude that the derivative is dominated by the integrable
function

M

(

max
u∈Sn−1

ρK(v)

)n−1

F p(∇u(rK(v))).

By applying the dominated convergence theorem to differentiate under the integral sign
and combining Lemma 2.1 with (2.5), we obtain

∫

Sn−1

φ′
0(v)du =

∫

Sn−1

F p(∇u(rK(v)))
f(gK(rK(v)))

q

qhK(gK(rK(v)))q
ρnK(v)dv

=
1

q

∫

∂K

F p(∇u(x))f q(gK(x))h
1−q
K (gK(rK(v)))dx

=
1

q

∫

Sn−1

f q(v)dSF,p,q(K, v).

This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.4. �
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From Lemma 2.4, if 1 < p <∞, q 6= 0 and K is a convex body in Rn that contains the
origin in its interior, then the Lq anisotropic p-torsional measure, SF,p,q(K, ·), of K is a
Borel measure on the unit sphere Sn−1 defined for a Borel set η ⊂ Sn−1 by

SF,p,q(K, η) =

∫

x∈g−1
K

(η)

〈x, gK(x)〉
1−qF p (∇u(x)) dH n−1(x). (2.15)

Obviously, the Lq anisotropic p-torsional measure SF,p,q(K, ·) is absolutely continu-
ous with respect to anisotropic p-torsional measure SF,p(K, ·), and has Radon-Nikodym
derivative

dSF,p,q(K, ·)

dSF,p(K, ·)
= h1−q(K, ·). (2.16)

Based on the continuity of support function and the continuity of anisotropic p-torsional
measure, by (2.16), it can be deduced that the Lq anisotropic p-torsional measure exhibits
continuity as well. Therefore, we conclude that

SF,p,q(Ki, ·) → SF,p,q(K, ·), weakly on S
n−1. (2.17)

If q = 1 in Lemma 2.4, we can obtain the variational formula of the anisotropic p-
torsional rigidity with respect to the Minkowski combination.

Corollary 2.5. Let 1 < p < ∞ and K be a convex body containing the origin in its

interior, such that ∂K up to set of (n − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure zero, and

f : Sn−1 → R be continuous function. For sufficiently small δ > 0 and each t ∈ (−δ, δ),
the continuous function ht : S

n−1 → (0,∞) is defined by

ht(v) = hK(v) + tf(v), v ∈ S
n−1,

then

lim
t→0

τF,p ([ht])− τF,p(K)

t
=

∫

Sn−1

f(v)dSF,p(K, v).

3. A variational proof of Lq-Minkowski problem of anisotropic

p-torsional measure

Let 1 < p < ∞ and q > 0. For each non-zero finite Borel measure µ on Sn−1, define
the functional ΨF,p,q : C

+(Sn−1) → R
n by

ΨF,p,q(f) =
1

q
log

∫

Sn−1

f(v)qdµ(v)−
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p
log τF,p([f ]).

It is easy to check that ΨF,p,q(f) is homogeneous of degree 0, i.e.,

ΨF,p,q(tf) = ΨF,p,q(f), ∀t > 0, f ∈ C+
(

S
n−1
)

.

Note that for each f ∈ C+(Sn−1), from the definition of wulff shapes, we have h[f ] ≤ f

and [f ] = [h[f ]], then

ΨF,p,q(f) ≥ ΨF,p,q(h[f ]).

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 < q 6= p
p−1

+ n and µ be a nonzero finite Borel measure

on Sn−1 that is not concentrated in any closed hemisphere. If the minimization problem

inf
{

ΨF,p,q(h) : τF,p([h]) = |µ|, h ∈ C+(Sn−1)
}

, (3.1)

has a solution h0 ∈ C+(Sn−1), then there exists K ∈ K n
o such that

SF,p,q (K, ·) = µ. (3.2)
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Proof. Now, we may restrict our attention in the search of a minimizer to the set of all
support functions. That is, hK0 is a minimizer to the optimization problem (3.1) if and
only if K0 is a minimizer to the following optimization problem:

inf {ΨF,p,q(K0) : τF,p(K0) = |µ|, K0 ∈ K
n
o } , (3.3)

where ΨF,p,q : K n
o → R is defined by

ΨF,p,q(K0) =
1

q
log

∫

Sn−1

hK0(v)
qdµ(v)−

p− 1

n(p− 1) + p
log τF,p(K0),

for each K0 ∈ K n
o . Clearly, the functional ΨF,p,q is continuous with respect to the

Hausdorff metric.
Suppose K0 is a minimizer to (3.3), or equivalently hK0 is a minimizer to (3.1), i.e.,

τF,p(K0) = |µ| and

ΨF,p,q(hK0) = inf
{

ΨF,p,q(h) : τF,p([h]) = |µ|, h ∈ C+(Sn−1)
}

,

this yields that

ΨF,p,q(hK0) ≤ ΨF,p,q(h),

for each h ∈ C+ (Sn−1). Let f ∈ C+(Sn−1) be an arbitrary continuous function. For

δ > 0 small enough and t ∈ (−δ, δ), define ht : S
n−1 → R by ht(v) = (hK0(v)

q + tf(v)q)
1
q .

Using the fact that hK0 is a minimizer of (3.3) and Lemma 2.4, we have

0 =
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

ΨF,p,q(ht)

=
1

q

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

(

log

∫

Sn−1

ht(v)
qdµ(v)

)

−
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

(log τF,p([ht]))

=
1

q

∫

Sn−1 f
q(v)dµ(v)

∫

Sn−1 h
q
K0
dµ(v)

−
(p− 1)

q(n(p− 1) + p)τF,p([hK0])

∫

Sn−1

f q(v)dSF,p,q([hK0], v).

Since f ∈ C+(Sn−1) is arbitrary and using the fact that [hK0 ] = K0, we have

SF,p,q(K0, ·)

|µ|
=

(n(p− 1) + p)

(p− 1)
∫

Sn−1 h
q
K0
dµ
µ(·).

Since measure SF,p,q(K0, ·) is homogeneous of degree p
p−1

+ n− q in K0. Let

K =

(

(p− 1)
∫

Sn−1 h
q
K0
dµ(v)

(n(p− 1) + p)|µ|
K0

)1/( p

p−1
+n−q)

,

then

SF,p,q (K, ·) = µ.

�

Theorem 3.2. Let 1 < p <∞, 1 < q 6= p
p−1

+n and µ be a nonzero finite Borel measure

on Sn−1 that is not concentrated on a great subsphere, then there exists a convex body

K ∈ K n
o such that

Fp,q(K, ·) = µ.

Proof. Suppose {K0i} ⊂ K n
o is a minimal sequence, i.e.,

inf {ΨF,p,q(K0i) : τF,p(K0i) = |µ|, K0i ∈ K
n
o } , (3.4)
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we claim that K0i is uniformly bounded. If not, then there exists ui ∈ Sn−1 such that
ρK0i

(ui) → ∞ as i → ∞. By the definition of support function, ρK0i
(ui) (ui · v)+ ≤

hK0i
(v), then

ΨF,p,q(K0i) =
1

q
log

∫

Sn−1

hK0i
(v)qdµ(v)−

p− 1

n(p− 1) + p
log τF,p(K0i)

≥
1

q
log

∫

Sn−1

ρK0i
(ui)

q (ui · v)
q
+ dµ(v)−

(p− 1) log(|µ|)

n(p− 1) + p

=
1

q
log

(

ρK0i
(ui)

q

∫

Sn−1

(ui · v)
q
+ dµ(v)

)

−
(p− 1) log(|µ|)

n(p− 1) + p
,

where (t)+ = max{t, 0} for any t ∈ R. Since µ is not concentrated on any closed
hemisphere, there exists a positive constant c0 such that

∫

Sn−1

(ui · v)
q
+ dµ(v) > c0.

Therefore,

ΨF,p,q(K0i) >
1

q
log
(

ρK0i
(ui)

qc0
)

−
(p− 1) log(|µ|)

n(p− 1) + p
→ ∞,

as i → ∞. But this contradicts (3.4). So we conclude that K0i is uniformly bounded.
By Blaschke selection theorem [38, Theorem 1.8.7], there is a convergent subsequence of
K0i , still denoted by K0i , converges to a compact convex set K of Rn. By the continuity
of anisotropic p-torsional rigidity, we get

|µ| = lim
i→∞

τF,p (K0i) = τF,p(K0).

From (2.14), we have

|µ| = τF,p(K0) ≤
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p
n
− 1

p−1κ
− p

n(p−1)
n V (K0)

n(p−1)+p

n(p−1) .

Consequently, we have,

V (K0) ≥

(

|µ|
n(p− 1) + p

p− 1
n

1
p−1κ

p

n(p−1)
n

)

n(p−1)
n(p−1)+p

> 0.

Thus, K0 is a convex body in Rn.
Therefore, K0 is a minimizer for the minimum problem (3.3), Because of the minimum

problem (3.3) and (3.1) are equivalent. So hK0 is the solution to problem (3.1). Combining
with Lemma 3.1, we can get the desired result. �

4. The Lq-Minkowski problem of anisotropic p-torsional rigidity for

general measure with 0 < q < 1

Suppose that µ is a finite discrete measure on Sn−1 which is not concentrated on any
closed hemisphere of Sn−1, that is,

µ =

N
∑

k=1

αkδuk ,

where δuk is Kronecker delta, α1, . . . , αN > 0, and u1, . . . , uN ∈ Sn−1 are not concentrated
on any closed hemisphere. For 0 < q < 1, we consider the following minimizing problem

inf

{

sup
ξ∈[f ]µ

Φf,µ(ξ) : f ∈ C+
(

S
n−1
)

and τF,p([f ]µ) = 1

}

, (4.1)
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where [f ]µ denotes the Aleksandrov body associated to (f, supp(µ)), and Φf,µ : [f ]µ → R

is defined by

Φf,µ(ξ) =

∫

Sn−1

(f(u)− ξ · u)qdµ(u) =

∫

supp(µ)

(f(u)− ξ · u)qdµ(u). (4.2)

In order to prove that this minimum problem is exactly the solution of Lq-Minkowski
problem, the following lemma is necessary. This lemma was proved by Jian and Lu [25,
Lemma 3.3] for the first time.

Lemma 4.1. If 0 < q < 1. Let µ be a finite discrete Borel measure on Sn−1 which is not

concentrated in any closed hemisphere of Sn−1. Then Φf,µ(ξ) is strictly concave for every

non-negative continuous function f on Sn−1 with [f ]µ has a nonempty interior, there is

an unique point ξf ∈ [f ]µ, such that

Φf,µ(ξf) = sup
ξ∈[f ]µ

Φf,µ(ξ), (4.3)

where ξf depends continuously on f .

Lemma 4.2. Let 1 < p < ∞, 0 < q < 1 and µ be a finite discrete measure on S
n−1

which is not concentrated in any closed hemisphere of Sn−1, then there exists a function

h ∈ C+ (Sn−1) with ξh = o and τF,p ([h]µ) = 1 such that

Φh,µ(o) = inf

{

sup
ξ∈[f ]µ

Φf,µ(ξ) : f ∈ C+
(

S
n−1
)

and τF,p([f ]µ) = 1

}

.

Proof. Let {fk} ⊂ C+ (Sn−1), τF,p ([fk]µ) = 1, and

lim
k→+∞

Φfk,µ (ξfk) = inf

{

sup
ξ∈[f ]µ

Φf,µ(ξ) : g ∈ C+
(

S
n−1
)

and τF,p([f ]µ) = 1

}

. (4.4)

For simplicity, write hk = h[fk]µ. Thus

hk(u) ≤ fk(u)

for u ∈ supp(µ), then [hk]µ =
[

h[fk]µ
]

µ
= [fk]µ. Since o ∈ int[fk]µ, we have hk ∈

C+ (Sn−1). Thus, for any ξ ∈ [hk]µ = [fk]µ, by (4.2), we get

Φhk,µ(ξ) =

∫

supp(µ)

(hk(u)− ξ · u)q dµ(u)

≤

∫

supp(µ)

(fk(u)− ξ · u)q dµ(u)

= Φfk,µ(ξ). (4.5)

Thus by (4.5), we obtain

sup
ξ∈[hk]µ

Φhk ,µ(ξ) ≤ sup
ξ∈[fk]µ

Φfk,µ(ξ).

Consequently,

lim
k→+∞

sup
ξ∈[hk]µ

Φhk ,µ(ξ) ≤ lim
k→+∞

sup
ξ∈[fk]µ

Φfk ,µ(ξ). (4.6)

Due to hk ∈ C+ (Sn−1) and τF,p ([hk]µ) = τF,p ([fk]µ) = 1, by (4.4), we get

lim
k→+∞

sup
ξ∈[hk]µ

Φhk ,µ(ξ) ≥ lim
k→+∞

sup
ξ∈[fk]µ

Φfk ,µ(ξ),
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from this and (4.6), we deduce

lim
k→+∞

sup
ξ∈[hk]µ

Φhk,µ(ξ) = lim
k→+∞

sup
ξ∈[fk]µ

Φfk ,µ(ξ). (4.7)

From Lemma 4.1, (4.7) and (4.4), it follows that

lim
k→+∞

Φhk,µ(ξhk) = lim
k→+∞

sup
ξ∈[hk]µ

Φhk,µ(ξ)

= lim
k→+∞

sup
ξ∈[fk]µ

Φfk ,µ(ξ)

= inf

{

sup
ξ∈[f ]µ

Φf,µ(ξ) : g ∈ C+
(

S
n−1
)

and τF,p([f ]µ) = 1

}

.

In view of [hk]µ = [fk]µ, we obtain hk = h[fk]µ = h[hk]µ, where hk is the support function of
[hk]µ. Since τF,p is translation invariant, then for x ∈ R

n, τF,p([hk]µ+x) = τF,p([hk]µ) = 1.
By (4.2), we derive

Φh([hk]µ+x),µ(ξhk + x) =

∫

supp(µ)

(

h([hk]µ+x)(u)− (ξhk + x) · u
)q
dµ(u) = Φhk,µ(ξhk),

for x ∈ Rn.
Therefore, we can select a sequence, which will also be represented by{hk} ⊂ C+ (Sn−1),

with τF,p ([hk]µ) = 1 and ξhk = o, such that

lim
k→+∞

Φhk,µ(o) = inf

{

sup
ξ∈[f ]µ

Φf,µ(ξ) : g ∈ C+
(

S
n−1
)

and τF,p([f ]µ) = 1

}

.

We assert that the sequence {hk} is uniformly bounded on Sn−1. Should this assertion not
hold, it would be possible to extract a subsequence of {hk}, which we shall also denote
as {hk}, such that

lim
k→+∞

sup
u∈Sn−1

hk(u) = +∞.

Let Rk = supu∈Sn−1 hk(u) = hk (uk) for some uk ∈ S
n−1. Given that {uk} ⊂ S

n−1, it
follows from the compactness of Sn−1 that there exists a convergent subsequence, denoted
by {uk}, under the assumption that

lim
k→+∞

uk = u0 ∈ S
n−1.

Since supp(µ) is not concentrated on any closed hemisphere, there exists some ζ ∈ supp(µ)
such that

ζ · u0 > 0.

Define γ = 1
2
(ζ · u0) > 0. It follows that there exists k0 ∈ N such that for all k ≥ k0,

ζ · uk > γ.

Note that Rkuk ∈ [hk]µ. As a result, for all k ≥ k0, it follows that

hk (ζ) ≥ Rk (ζ · uk) > Rkγ.

Given that µ is a finite discrete measure, it follows that for all k ≥ k0 and 0 < q < 1, we
obtain

lim
k→+∞

Φhk ,µ(o) = lim
k→+∞

∫

Sn−1

h
q
k(u)dµ(u)

≥ lim
k→+∞

h
q
k (ζ)µ (ζ)

> lim
k→+∞

(Rkγ)
q
µ (ζ) = +∞. (4.8)
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Let h′ ∈ C+ (Sn−1) and τF,p([h
′]µ) = 1. Then

lim
k→+∞

Φhk ,µ(o) ≤ Φh′,µ (ξh′) =

∫

Sn−1

(h′(u)− ξh′ · u)
q
dµ(u) < +∞,

which contradicts to (4.8). Thus, {hk} is uniformly bounded.
By the Blaschke Selection Theorem [38, Theorem 1.8.7], {hk} has a convergent sub-

sequence, likewise denoted by {hk}, letting hk → h on Sn−1 as k → +∞. This yields
h ≥ 0, [hk]µ → [h]µ and h = h[h]µ. The continuity of τF,p assures that τF,p([h]µ) = 1. From
(2.14), we have

1 = τF,p([h]µ) ≤
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p
n
− 1

p−1κ
− p

n(p−1)
n V ([h]µ)

n(p−1)+p

n(p−1) .

Consequently, we have

V ([h]µ) ≥

(

n(p− 1) + p

p− 1
n

1
p−1κ

p

n(p−1)
n

)

n(p−1)
n(p−1)+p

> 0.

This indicates that [h]µ is a convex body in R
n, and h = h[h]µ. Furthermore, it directly

follows from Lemma 4.1 that

o = lim
k→+∞

ξhk = ξh ∈ int[h]µ.

Namely, h > 0. Consequently, based on (4.4), we obtain

Φh,µ(o) = inf

{

sup
ξ∈[f ]µ

Φf,µ(ξ) : g ∈ C+
(

S
n−1
)

and τF,p([f ]µ) = 1

}

.

This concludes the proof. �

Lemma 4.3. Let 1 < p < ∞, 0 < q < 1 and µ be a finite discrete measure on Sn−1

which is not concentrated in any closed hemisphere of Sn−1, then there exists a function

h ∈ C+ (Sn−1) and a constant c > 0 such that

dµ = λdSF,p,q ([h]µ, ·) ,

where

λ =
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

hq(u)dµ(u).

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, we infer the existence of a function h ∈ C+ (Sn−1) with ξh = o and
τF,p ([h]µ) = 1 such that

Φh,µ(o) = inf

{

sup
ξ∈[f ]µ

Φf,µ(ξ) : f ∈ C+
(

S
n−1
)

and τF,p([f ]µ) = 1

}

.

Let ε > 0 be sufficiently small, for any f ∈ C+(Sn−1) and t ∈ (−ε, ε), define

ϑt = h+ tf,

ensuring that ϑt ∈ C+ (Sn−1). From Corollary 2.5, it follows that

lim
t→0

τF,p([ϑt]µ)− τF,p([h]µ)

t
=

∫

Sn−1

f(u)dSF,p([h]µ, u)

=

∫

supp(µ)

f(u)dSF,p([h]µ, u). (4.9)

Let ψt = ϕ(t)ϑt, where

ϕ(t) = τF,p([ϑt]µ)
− p−1

n(p−1)+p .
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Obviously, ψt ∈ C+(Sn−1), τF,p([ψt]µ) = 1 and ψ0 = h. By (4.9), we deduce

lim
t→0

ψt − ψ0

t
=− h(u)

p− 1

n(p− 1) + p
τF,p([h]µ)

− p−1
n(p−1)+p

−1

∫

Sn−1

f(u)dSF,p([h]µ, u) + f

=− h(u)
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

f(u)dSF,p([h]µ, u) + f. (4.10)

Let ξ(t) = ξψt
and

Φµ(t) = sup
ξ∈[ψt]µ

∫

Sn−1

(ψt(u)− ξ · u)q dµ(u)

=

∫

Sn−1

(ψt(u)− ξ(t) · u)q dµ(u). (4.11)

Since ξ(t) ∈ int [ψt]µ, by (4.11), we obtain
∫

Sn−1

(ψt(u)− ξ(t) · u)q−1
ukdµ(u) = 0, (4.12)

for k = 1, . . . , n, where u = (u1, . . . , un)
T . Noting ξ(0) = ξh = o and taking t = 0 in

(4.12), we get
∫

Sn−1

hq−1(u)ukdµ(u) = 0, (4.13)

for k = 1, . . . , n. Hence
∫

Sn−1

hq−1(u)udµ(u) = 0. (4.14)

Let

Hk (t, ξ1, . . . , ξn) =

∫

Sn−1

(ψt(u)− (ξ1u1 + · · ·+ ξnun))
q−1

ukdµ(u),

for k = 1, . . . , n. Then

∂Hk

∂ξl
= (1− q)

∫

Sn−1

(ψt(u)− (ξ1u1 + · · ·+ ξnun))
q−2

ukuldµ(u).

Let H = (H1, . . . , Hn) and ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξn). Thus,
(

∂H

∂ξ

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,...,0)

)

n×n

= (1− q)

∫

Sn−1

hq−2(u)uuTdµ(u),

where uuT is an n× n matrix.
Since µ is not concentrated on any closed hemisphere, supp(µ) spans the whole space

R
n. Consequently, for any x ∈ R

n with x 6= 0, there exists a ui0 ∈ supp(µ) such that
uk0 · x 6= 0. Therefore, for 0 < q < 1, we derive that

xT

(

∂H

∂ξ

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,...,0)

)

x =xT
(

(1− q)

∫

Sn−1

hq−2(u)uuTdµ(u)

)

x

=(1− q)

∫

Sn−1

hq−2(u)(x · u)2dµ(u)

≥(1− q)hp−2 (uk0) (x · uk0)
2
µ (uk0) > 0.
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This indicates that

(

∂H
∂ξ

∣

∣

∣

(0,...,0)

)

is positive definite, which consequently implies that

det

(

∂H

∂ξ

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,...,0)

)

6= 0.

From this, the facts that for k = 1, . . . , n,Hk(0, . . . , 0) = 0 follows by equation (4.13) and
∂Hk

∂ξl
is continuous on a neighborhood of (0, . . . , 0) for all 1 ≤ k, l ≤ n, and the implicit

function theorem, we can conclude that

ξ′(0) = (ξ′1(0), . . . , ξ
′
n(0))

exists.
Note that Φµ(0) = Φh,µ(o) and Φµ(t) = Φψt,µ (ξψt

) with ψt ∈ C+ (Sn−1) and
τF,p([ψt]µ) = 1. By Lemma 4.2, it follows that

Φµ(t) ≥ Φµ(0),

i.e., Φµ(0) is an extreme value of Φµ(t). Therefore, from (4.10) and (4.14), we obtain

0 =
1

q

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

Φµ(t)

=

∫

Sn−1

hq−1(u)

(

−h(u)
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

f(u)dSF,p([h]µ, u) + f(u)− ξ′(0) · u

)

dµ(u)

=−
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

hq(u)dµ(u)

∫

Sn−1

f(u)dSF,p ([h]µ, u) +

∫

Sn−1

hp−1(u)f(u)dµ(u)

−

∫

Sn−1

ξ′(0) · hp−1(u)udµ(u)

=

∫

Sn−1

hp−1(u)f(u)dµ(u)−
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

hq(u)dµ(u)

∫

Sn−1

f(u)dSF,p([h]µ, u).

Namely, for all f ∈ C+ (Sn−1),
∫

Sn−1

hp−1(u)f(u)dµ(u) =
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

hq(u)dµ(u)

∫

Sn−1

f(u)dSF,p([h]µ, u).

Since h = h[h]µ, then

dµ(u) = λdSF,p,q ([h]µ, u) ,

where

λ =
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

hq(u)dµ(u).

�

Theorem 4.4. Let 1 < p <∞, 0 < q < 1 and µ be a finite Borel measure on Sn−1 which

is not concentrated in any closed hemisphere. Then there exists a convex body K in R
n,

such that

dµ = λdSF,p,q(K, ·),

where λ is a positive constant.

Proof. In accordance with the proof detailed in [38, Theorem 8.2.2], given a finite Borel
measure µ on Sn−1 that is not concentrated within any closed hemisphere, it is feasible
to construct a sequence of finite discrete measures {µk} on Sn−1 such that µk(S

n−1) =
µ(Sn−1) and µk converges weakly to µ as k approaches infinity. Specifically, for sufficiently
large values of k, µk will also not be concentrated in any closed hemisphere. According
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to Lemma 4.3, for each µk, there exists a function hk ∈ C+(Sn−1) and a positive constant
λk, satisfying the conditions that

µk = λkSF,p,q([hk]µk , ·), (4.15)

where

λk =
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

h
q
k(u)dµk(u). (4.16)

Moreover, hk satisfies that ξhk = o, τF,p([hk]µk) = 1, and

Φhk,µk(o) = inf

{

sup
ξ∈[f ]µk

Φf,µk(ξ) : f ∈ C+
(

S
n−1
)

and τF,p([f ]µk) = 1

}

,

where
[f ]µk =

⋂

u∈supp(µk)

{ξ ∈ R
n : ξ · u ≤ f(u)} ,

and

Φf,µk(ξ) =

∫

Sn−1

(f(u)− ξ · u)qdµk(u) =

∫

supp(µk)

(f(u)− ξ · u)qdµk(u).

The subsequent proof closely mirrors the approach outlined in [25, 11]. Nonetheless,
in the interest of ensuring a comprehensive and rigorous demonstration, we provide a
detailed proof process.

Define gk = Φhk,µk(o). We aim to demonstrate that gk is uniformly bounded. Regarding
the Aleksandrov body corresponding to (1, supp (µk)), we denote it by [1]µk . Let

f̄k = (τF,p([1]µk))
− p−1

n(p−1)+p .

We observe that
[

f̄k
]

µk
= f̄k[1]µk . It follows directly that τF,p([f̄k]µk) = 1. Given that

µk (S
n−1) = µ (Sn−1), we get

gk = Φhk,µk(o)

≤ sup
ξ∈[f̄k]

µk

∫

Sn−1

(

f̄k(u)− ξ · u
)q
dµk(u)

≤

∫

Sn−1

diam([f̄k]µk)
qdµk(u)

= diam
(

[

f̄k
]

µk

)q

µ
(

S
n−1
)

= f̄
q
kdiam ([1]µk)

q
µ
(

S
n−1
)

. (4.17)

To demonstrate that gk is uniformly bounded, we will establish that the diameter of
[1]µk , denoted as diam([1]µk), is uniformly bounded. If this were not the case, it would
be possible to identify a sequence {ξk} such that ξk ∈ [1]µk and

lim
k→+∞

|ξk| = +∞.

Let ξ̄k = ξk
|ξk|

∈ Sn−1. By the compactness of Sn−1, we may assume, without loss of

generality, that
lim

k→+∞
ξ̄k = ξ̄ ∈ S

n−1.

Given that supp(µ) is not concentrated in any closed hemisphere, there exists x̄ ∈
supp(µ), such that

ξ̄ · x̄ > 0. (4.18)
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Let O(x̄) ⊂ Sn−1 denote an arbitrary neighborhood of x̄. Consequently, it follows that

lim inf
k→+∞

µk(O(x̄)) ≥ µ(O(x̄)) > 0.

Observe that for sufficiently large values of k,

O(x̄)
⋂

supp (µk) 6= ∅, for infinitely many k,

which allows us to construct a sequence {x̄kl} such that

x̄kl ∈ supp (µkl) and lim
i→+∞

x̄kl = x̄.

It is important to note that ξkl ∈ [1]µkl . Consequently,

ξkl · x̄kl ≤ h[1]µkl
(x̄kl) ≤ 1,

which implies that,

ξ̄kl · x̄kl ≤
1

|ξkl|
.

By taking the limit, we obtain
ξ̄ · x̄ ≤ 0,

which contradicts (4.18). Thus, there exists a positive constant C > 0, such that for all
k ∈ N,

diam ([1]µk) ≤ C. (4.19)

Given that Bn ⊂ [1]µk for each k ∈ N, it follows that for 1 < p <∞, we have

f̄k ≤ (τF,p(B
n))−

p−1
n(p−1)+p . (4.20)

From (4.17), (4.19) and (4.20), it can be deduced that for 0 < q < 1 and all k ∈ N,

gk ≤ CqτF,p(B
n))

− q(p−1)
n(p−1)+pµ

(

S
n−1
)

. (4.21)

Thus, the sequence gk is uniformly bounded.
Now, we shall prove that the sequence {hk} is uniformly bounded on Sn−1. Otherwise,

that there exists a subsequence {hkl} ⊂ {hk} such that

lim
l→+∞

sup
u∈Sn−1

hkl(u) = +∞.

Let Rkl = supu∈Sn−1 hkl(u) = hkl (ukl). Since {ukl} ⊂ Sn−1, from the compactness of Sn−1,
without loss of generality we can assume

lim
l→+∞

ukl = u0 ∈ S
n−1.

Since supp(µ) is not concentrated in any closed hemisphere, there exists v0 ∈ supp(µ)
such that

v0 · u0 > 0.

Let O (v0) be a small neighborhood of v0 such that for all u ∈ O (v0), we have that

u · u0 > 0.

Let γ = 1
2
(u · u0) > 0 for u ∈ O (v0), noting that Rklukl ∈ [hkl]µkl . For sufficiently large

l, it follows that for all u ∈ O(v0),
u · ukl > γ,

and
µkl (O (v0)) ≥ µ (O (v0)) > 0.

Thus,
hkl(u) ≥ Rkl (u · ukl) > Rklγ.
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Therefore, when l is sufficiently large, we obtain

gkl =

∫

Sn−1

h
q
kl
(u)dµkl(u)

≥

∫

O(v0)

h
q
kl
(u)dµkl(u)

> R
q
kl

∫

O(v0)

γqdµkl(u)

≥ R
q
kl

∫

O(v0)

γqdµ(u),

which implies that gkl → +∞ as l → +∞. This contradicts (4.21). That is, {hk} is
uniformly bounded on Sn−1.

Since {hk} is support function of {[hk]µ}, thus, {[hk]µ} is also uniformly bounded. By
the Blaschke Selection Theorem [38, Theorem 1.8.7], there is a subsequence of {[hk]µ},
also written as {[hk]µ}, converges to a compact convex set [h]µ in Rn.

The continuity of τF,p assures that τF,p([h]µ) = 1. From (2.14), we have

1 = τF,p([h]µ) ≤
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p
n
− 1

p−1κ
− p

n(p−1)
n V ([h]µ)

n(p−1)+p

n(p−1) .

Consequently, we have,

V ([h]µ) ≥

(

n(p− 1) + p

p− 1
n

1
p−1κ

p

n(p−1)
n

)

n(p−1)
n(p−1)+p

> 0.

This implies that [h]µ is a convex body in Rn.
Thus, [hk]µ → [h]µ ∈ K n

0 as k → +∞, and h = h[h]µ ≥ 0 is support function of [h]µ,
and

lim
k→+∞

λk = lim
k→+∞

(

p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

h
q
k(u)dµk(u)

)

=
p− 1

n(p− 1) + p

∫

Sn−1

hq(u)dµ(u)

= λ ≥ 0.

Thus, by (4.15), (4.16) and (2.17), we obtain

dµ = λdSF,p,q ([h]µ, ·) .

Obviously, λ 6= 0, then λ > 0, let K = [h]µ, we have

dµ = λdSF,p,q(K, ·),

this yields the desired result. �
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