arXiv:2308.05332v3 [math.DG] 30 Apr 2024

FLOW BY GAUSS CURVATURE TO THE ORLICZ CHORD MINKOWSKI PROBLEM

XIA ZHAO AND PEIBIAO ZHAO

Abstract. The L_p chord Minkowski problem based on chord measures and L_p chord measures introduced firstly by Lutwak, Xi, Yang and Zhang [39] is a very important and meaningful geometric measure problem in the L_p Brunn-Minkowski theory. Xi, Yang, Zhang and Zhao [47] using variational methods gave a measure solution when p > 1 and 0 < p < 1 in the symmetric case. Recently, Guo, Xi and Zhao [18] also obtained a measure solution for 0 ≤ p < 1 by similar methods without the symmetric assumption.

In the present paper, we investigate and confirm the orlicz chord Minkowski problem, which generalizes the L_p chord Minkowski problem by replacing p with a fixed continuous function φ : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞), and achieve the existence of smooth solutions to the orlicz chord Minkowski problem by using methods of Gauss curvature flows.

1. Introduction and main results

In the 1930s, Aleksandrov-Fenchel-Jessen first introduced the surface area measure of a convex body in Euclidean space, which was a Borel measure on the unit sphere. Furthermore, the Minkowski problem was proposed, which plays a very important role in the study of convex bodies (compact, convex subsets with nonempty interiors) in Brunn-Minkowski theory. The classical Minkowski problem argues the existence, uniqueness and regularity of a convex body whose surface area measure is equal to a pre-given Borel measure on the sphere. If the given measure has a positive continuous density, the Minkowski problem can be seen as the problem of prescribing the Gauss curvature in differential geometry. The study of the Minkowski problem has a long history and has led to a series of influential works, such as Minkowski [40], Lewy [29], Nirenberg [41], Pogorelov [42] and Cheng-Yau [12], etc..

The dual Brunn-Minkowski theory [33] was introduced by Lutwak in the 1975, but, what acts as the dual counterpart of the geometric measures in the Brunn-Minkowski theory was not clear until the work of Huang, Lutwak, Yang and Zhang [25] in 2016. They discovered dual curvature measures and posed the dual Minkowski problem which generated some interesting results, for examples [4, 14, 15, 26, 27, 30, 49, 50]. Based on the classical Minkowski problem, many Minkowski type problems have been introduced and extensively studied, naturally, the L_p versions of Minkowski problem was proposed. The L_p Minkowski problem is the problem of prescribing L_p surface area measure which was introduced by Lutwak [34]; when p = 1, that is the classical Minkowski problem. If the given measure has a density function, the L_p Minkowski problem reduces to a Monge-Ampère equation. When p > 1 and given measure is even, the L_p Minkowski problem was solved by Lutwak [34], however, Chou and Wang [11] without evenness assumptions. Important contributions to

Key words and phrases. Gauss curvature flow; chord integral; L_φ chord measures; L_φ chord Minkowski problem; Monge-Ampère equation.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 52A20 35K96 58J35. 1

2 XIA ZHAO AND PEIBIAO ZHAO

critical cases of the L_p Minkowski problem include [3, 35, 38, 51, 52, 53] and more not listed references. However, two critical cases includes the logarithmic Minkowski problem (p = 0) and the centro-affine Minkowski problem (p = −n) of the L_p Minkowski problem still remain open. The solution of L_p Minkowski problem was used to establish a L_p affine Sobolev inequality which is stronger than the L_p Sobolev inequality [20, 36, 37].

In this paper, let K^n be the collection of convex bodies in Euclidean space R^n . For the set of convex bodies containing the origin in their interiors in R^n , we write K^n_o and donote the subset of K^n of convex bodies which are symmetric about the origin by K^n_e . For K ∈ K^n, the chord integral I_q(K) of K is defined as follows:

I_q(K) = ∫ ℘^n |K ∩ l|^qdl, q ≥ 0, where |K ∩ l| denotes the length of the chord K ∩ l, and the integration is with respect to the (appropriately normalized) Haar measure on the affine Grassmannian ℘^n of lines in K^n. The volume V (K) and surface area S(K) are two important special forms of chord integral:

I_1(K) = V (K), I_0(K) = ω_{n−1} nω_n S(K), I_{n+1}(K) = n + 1 ω_n V (K)^2,

where ω_n is the volume enclosed by the unit sphere S^{n−1}.

Recently, Lutwak, Xi, Yang and Zhang [39] used the variational method to introduce the so-called q-th chord measure F_q(K, ·) of K, that is the differential of I_q(K). Roughly specking, for convex bodies K and L in R^n , there has the following form, d dt | | |_{t=0+} I^q(K + tL) = ∫ S^{n−1} h_L(v)dF_q(K, v), q ≥ 0, where K + tL is the Minkowski combination between K and L, F_q(K, ·) is called the q-th chord measure of K and h_L is the support function of L. When q = 0, 1 in this formula, there are two special forms, which are the variational formulas of surface area and volume.

F_0(K, ·) = (n − 1)ω_{n−1} nω_n S_{n−2}(K, ·), F_1(K, ·) = S_{n−1}(K, ·), where S_{n−2}(K, ·) and S_{n−1}(K, ·) are respectively the (n − 2)-th order and (n − 1)-th order area measure of K. The (n−1)-th order area measure is also called the classical surface area measure. Due to the emergence of the chord measure, naturally, the chord Minkowski problem has been proposed.

The chord Minkowski problem : Suppose real q ≥ 0. If μ is a finite Borel measure on S^{n−1}, what are the necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a convex body K which satisfies the equation, F_q(K, ·) = μ? This is a new Minkowski problem except q = 0, 1. The case of q = 1 is the classical Minkowski problem for surface area measure, and the case of q = 0 is the unsolved Christoffel-Minkowski problem for the (n − 2)-th area measure. When q > 0, the chord Minkowski problem was completely solved in [39].

At the same time, the L_p versions of the chord measure was also introduced in [39], it can be extended from the L_p surface area measure. If L_p surface area measure is extended to a two-parameter family of geometric measures, called L_p chord measures. The (p, q)-th chord measure, F_{p,q}(K, ·) of K ∈ K^n_o is defined as

FLOW BY GAUSS CURVATURE TO THE ORLICZ CHORD MINKOWSKI PROBLEM 3

follows: dF_{p,q}(K, ·) = h^{1−p}_K dF_q(K, ·), p ∈ R, q ≥ 0, (1.1)

where h_K is the support function of K and F_q(K, ·) is the q-th chord measure of K. When q = 1, F_{p,1}(K, ·) is the L_p surface area measure. When q = 0, F_{p,0}(K, ·) is the L_p (n − 2)-th area measure. When p = 1, F_{1,q}(K, ·) is just the q-th chord measure F_q(K, ·). Surely, the L_p chord Minkowski problem can be stated as follows.

The L_p chord Minkowski problem: Let μ be a finite Borel measure on S^{n−1}, p ∈ R , and q ≥ 0. What are the necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a convex body K ∈ K^n_o that solves the equation: F_{p,q}(K, ·) = μ? (1.2)

When p = 1, it is the chord Minkowski problem, and q = 1, this is the L_p Minkowski problem.

When the given measure μ has an integrable positive density function f on S^{n−1}, then the equation (1.2) turns into a Monge-Ampère-type partial differential equation:

det(∇_{ij} h + hδ_{ij} ) = h^{p−1}f ~V_{q−1}([h], ∇h) , on S^{n−1}, where h is the unknown function on S^{n−1}, which is extended via homogeneity to R^n , while ∇h is the Euclidean gradient of h in R^n , ∇_{ij}h is the spherical Hessian of h with respect to an orthonormal frame on S^{n−1}, δ_{ij} is the Kronecker delta, and ~V_{q−1}([h], ∇h) is the (q − 1)-th dual quermassintegral of the Wulff-shape [h] of h with respect to ∇h (see next section for the precise definition).

Correspondingly, the L_p chord Minkowski problem was considered. Xi et.al. [47] obtained a measure solution of the L_p chord Minkowski problem when p > 1 and the symmetric case of 0 < p < 1 via the variational method. In very recent work, Guo et al.[18] improved results of [47], they solved the L_p chord Minkowski problem when 0 ≤ p < 1 without symmetry assumptions by similar ways. Li [31] treated the discrete L_p chord Minkowski problem in the condition of p < 0 and q > 0, as for general Borel measure, Li also gave a proof but need −n < p < 0 and 1 < q < n + 1. In [23], Hu, Huang and Lu get regularity of the chord log-Minkowski problem of p = 0 by flow methods, in addition, Hu, Huang, Lu and Wang [24] also using same flow with [23] to obtain smooth origin-symmetric solution of {p > 0, q > 3} ∪ {−n < p < 0, 3 < q < n + 1} for L_p chord Minkowski problem. It should be pointed out the nonlocal term ~V_{q−1} with respect to boundary point of their flow in [23] and [24].

For problem (1.2), and combining with (1.1), we may consider the more generalized and normalized L_φ chord Minkowski problem stated by the following form:

L_φ chord Minkowski problem: Suppose φ : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) is a fixed continuous function. If μ is a finite Borel measure on S^{n−1} which is not concentrated on a great subsphere of S^{n−1}, what are the necessary and sufficient conditions on μ such that there exist a convex body K ∈ K^n_o in R^n and a positive constant c such that dμ = cφ(h_K )dF_q(K, ·)? When the Radon-Nikodym derivative of μ for above problem with regard to the spherical measure on S^{n−1} exists, namely dμ =^1_n fdx for a nonnegative integrable function f, the above problem can be converted to the following new Monge-Ampère equation on S^{n−1}: cφ(h_K ) ~V_{q−1}(K, ·) det(∇_{ij} h + hδ_{ij} ) = f. (1.3)

4 XIA ZHAO AND PEIBIAO ZHAO

When φ(s) = s^{1−p} and φ(s) = s, the L_φ chord Minkowski problem is reduced to the L_p chord Minkowski problem and chord Minkowski problem, respectively.

Remark 1.1. By analogy with the existing reference [19], dμ = cφ(h_K )dF_q(K, ·) that appears here is exactly the so-called Orlicz chord Minkowski problem, the corresponding Orlicz chord measure can also be induced by some geometric variation, which will be studied systematically in our next work. Here, we still call it shortly the L_φ chord Minkowski problem.

In the present paper, we will study the L_φ chord Minkowski problem and give the existence of smooth solutions for (1.3) by the method of Gauss curvature flows. The Gauss curvature flow was first introduced and studied by Firey [13] to model the shape change of worn stones. Since then, various Gauss curvature flows have been extensively studied, see example [1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 16, 17, 23] and the references therein.

Let ∂Ω_0 be a smooth, closed and strictly convex hypersurface in R^n enclosing the origin in its interior. We consider the long-time existence and convergence of the following Gauss curvature flow which is a family of convex hypersurfaces ∂Ω_t parameterized by smooth maps X(·, t) : S^{n−1} × (0, ∞) → R^n satisfying the initial value problem {_{∂X(x,t)} ∂t = −θ(t)f(ν)^{⟨X,ν⟩} ~V_{q−1} (X)φ(⟨X,ν⟩) K(x, t)ν + X(x, t), X(x, 0) = X_0(x),

(1.4)

where K(x, t) is the Gauss curvature of hypersurface ∂Ω_t, ν = x is the outer unit normal at X(x, t), ⟨X, ν⟩ stands for standard inner product and θ(t) is defined as follows θ(t) = ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρndξ ∫ S^{n−1} hf φ dx , where ρ and h are the radial function and support function of the convex hypersurface ∂Ω_t, respectively. Here, we need to point out that the flow (1.4) is a normalised flow posed firstly in the present paper.

In order to discuss Gauss curvature flow (1.4), we introduce a new functional for any t ≥ 0,

Φ(Ω_t) = ∫ S^{n−1} f(x)ψ(h(x, t))dx, (1.5)

where ψ(s) = ∫_s 0 1 φ(τ ) dτ exists for all s > 0 and lims→∞ ψ(s) = ∞ and h(·, t) is the

support function of Ω_t.

Combining with problem (1.3) and flow (1.4), we establish the following theorem in this article.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose φ : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) is a fixed continuous function, ψ satisfy above definition, Ω_0 be a smooth, closed and strictly convex body in R^n enclosing the origin in its interior and f be a positive smooth function on S^{n−1}. then the normalised flow (1.4) has a unique smooth solution to the ∂Ω_t = X(S^{n−1}, t) for t ∈ (0, ∞) and a subsequence of Ω_t converges to the smooth solution of (1.3) with 1 c = lim_{ti→∞} θ(t_i) > 0.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some properties of convex bodies and convex hypersurfaces. In Section 3, we give the parameterized form of flow (1.4) by support function and discuss properties of two important functionals along the flow (1.4). In Section 4, we give the priori estimates for the

FLOW BY GAUSS CURVATURE TO THE ORLICZ CHORD MINKOWSKI PROBLEM 5

solution to the flow (1.4). We obtain the convergence of the normalised flow and complete the proof of Theorem 1.2 in Section 5.

2. Preliminaries In this section, we give a brief review of some relevant notions about convex bodies and recall some basic properties of convex hypersurfaces that readers may refer to [46] and a celebrated book of Schneider [43].

2.1. Convex bodies. Let R^n be the n-dimensional Euclidean space and ∂Ω be a smooth, closed and strictly convex hypersurface containing the origin in its interior. The support function of Ω is defined by h_Ω(ξ) = h(Ω, ξ) = max{ξ · y : y ∈ Ω}, ∀ξ ∈ S^{n−1}, and the radial function of Ω with respect to x ∈ R is defined by ρ_{Ω,x}(v) = ρ((Ω, x), v) = max{c > 0 : cv + x ∈ Ω}, v ∈ S^{n−1}. Let C^+(S^{n−1}) denote the set of the positive continuous functions on S^{n−1}, if h ∈ C^+(S^{n−1}), the Wulff shape [h] generated by h is a convex body defined by [h] = {x ∈ R^n : x · v ≤ h(v), ∀v ∈ S^{n−1}}. Obviously, if Ω ∈ K^n_o , [h_Ω] = Ω.

If Ω ∈ K^n, for each q ∈ R and z ∈ intK, the q-th dual quermassintegral ~V_q(Ω, z) of Ω with respect to z is defined by ~V_q(Ω, z) = 1 n ∫ S^{n−1} ρ^q_{Ω,z}(u)du. (2.1)

In addition, for q > 0, the chord integral can be written as the integral of dual quermassintegrals with z ∈ Ω \ {0} in R^n (see[39]) I_q(Ω) = q ω_n ∫ Ω ~V_{q−1}(Ω, z)dz. (2.2)

For a compact convex subset K ∈ K^n and v ∈ S^{n−1}, the intersection of a supporting hyperplane with K, H(K, v) at v is given by H(K, v) = {x ∈ K : x · v = h_K (v)}. A boundary point of K which only has one supporting hyperplane is called a regular point, otherwise, it is a singular point. The set of singular points is denoted as σK, it is well known that σK has spherical Lebesgue measure 0.

For x ∈ ∂K \ σK, its Gauss map g_K : x ∈ ∂K \ σK → S^{n−1} is represented by g_K (x) = {v ∈ S^{n−1} : x · v = h_K (v)}. Correspondingly, for a Borel set η ⊂ S^{n−1}, its inverse Gauss map is denoted by g^{−1}_K , g^{−1}_K (η) = {x ∈ ∂K : g_K (x) ∈ η}. For the Borel set η ⊂ S^{n−1}, its surface area measure is defined as S_K (η) = H^n(g^{−1}_K (η)), where H^n is n-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

2.2. Convex hypersurface. Suppose that Ω is parameterized by the inverse Gauss map X : S^{n−1} → Ω, namely X(x) = g^{−1}_Ω (x). The support function h of Ω can be computed by h(x) = ⟨x, X(x)⟩, x ∈ S^{n−1}, (2.3)

6 XIA ZHAO AND PEIBIAO ZHAO

where x is the outer normal of Ω at X(x). Denote e_{ij} and ∇ by the standard metric and gradient on the sphere S^{n−1}, respectively. Differentiating (2.3), there has ∇_ih = ⟨∇_ix, X(x)⟩ + ⟨x, ∇_iX(x)⟩, since ∇_iX(x) is tangent to Ω at X(x), thus ∇_ih = ⟨∇_ix, X(x)⟩. It follows that X(x) = ∇h + hx. By differentiating (2.3) twice, the second fundamental form A_{ij} of Ω can be computed in terms of the support function, A_{ij} = ∇_{ij} h + he_{ij} , (2.4) where ∇_{ij} = ∇_i∇_j denotes the second order covariant derivative with respect to e_{ij} . The induced metric matrix g_{ij} of Ω can be derived by Weingarten’s formula, e_{ij} = ⟨∇_ix, ∇_j x⟩ = A_{ik}A_{lj} g^{kl}. (2.5) The principal radii of curvature are the eigenvalues of the matrix b_{ij} = A^{ik}g_{jk}. When considering a smooth local orthonormal frame on S^{n−1}, by virtue of (2.4) and (2.5), there has b_{ij} = A_{ij} = ∇_{ij} h + hδ_{ij} . (2.6) The Gauss curvature of X(x) ∈ Ω is given by K(x) = (det(∇_{ij} h + hδ_{ij} ))^{−1}.

(2.7)

3. Gauss curvature flow and its associated functionals In this section, we shall introduce the geometric flow and its associated functionals for solving the L_φ chord Minkowski problem. For convenience, the curvature flow is restated here. Let ∂Ω_0 be a smooth, closed and strictly convex hypersurface in R^n enclosing the origin in its interior, f be a positive smooth function on S^{n−1}. We consider the following Gauss curvature flow {_{∂X(x,t)} ∂t = −θ(t)f(ν)^{⟨X,ν⟩} ~V_{q−1} (X)φ(⟨X,ν⟩) K(x, t)ν + X(x, t), X(x, 0) = X_0(x),

(3.1)

where K(x, t) is the Gauss curvature of the hypersurface ∂Ω_t at X(·, t), ν = x is the unit outer normal vector of ∂Ω_t at X(·, t) and for any u ∈ S^{n−1}, θ(t) is given by θ(t) = ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρndξ ∫ S^{n−1} hf φ dx . (3.2)

According to (2.3), taking the scalar product of both sides of the equation and of the initial condition in (3.1) by ν, by means of the definition of support function, we describe the flow equation associated with the support function as {_{∂h(x,t)} ∂t = −θ(t)f(x)^{h(x,t)}_{~Vq−1([h])φ(h)} K(x, t) + h(x, t), h(x, 0) = h_0(x),

(3.3)

Next, we investigate the characteristics of two essential geometric functionals along the flow (3.1), before that, let’s list a fact firstly (see e.g. [32]). 1 ρ(ξ, t) ∂ρ(ξ, t) ∂t = 1 h(x, t) ∂h(x, t) ∂t . (3.4)

FLOW BY GAUSS CURVATURE TO THE ORLICZ CHORD MINKOWSKI PROBLEM 7

Lemma 3.1. Let X(·, t) be a smooth solution to the flow (3.1) and for any t ≥ 0, ∂Ω_t = X(S^{n−1}, t) be a smooth, closed strictly convex hypersurface in R^n . Suppose that the origin lies in the interior of the convex body Ω_t enclosed by ∂Ω_t. Then for q > 0, I_q(Ω_t) is unchanged, i.e. I_q(Ω_t) = I_q(Ω_0).

Proof. Let h(·, t) and ρ(·, t) be the support function and radial function of Ω_t, respectively. Applying polar coordinates, (2.2), (3.2),(3.3),(3.4) and ρ^nKdξ = hdx, we have d dt I_q(Ω_t) = d dt ( q ω_n ∫ Ω_t ~V_{q−1}(Ω_t, z)dz )

= q ω_n d dt ( ∫ S^{n−1} ∫_{ρ(ξ,t)} 0 ~V_{q−1}(Ω_t, ρ(ξ, t))dρdξ )

= q ω_n ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}(Ω_t, ρ(ξ, t))ρ(ξ, t)^{n−1} ∂ρ(ξ, t) ∂t dξ = q ω_n ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}(Ω_t, ρ(ξ, t))ρ(ξ, t)^nK ρ(ξ, t)K ∂ρ(ξ, t) ∂t dξ = q ω_n ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}(Ω_t, ρ(ξ, t)) h(x, t) ρ(ξ, t)K ∂ρ(ξ, t) ∂t dx = q ω_n ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}(Ω_t, ρ(ξ, t)) 1 K ∂h(x, t) ∂t dx = q ω_n [ ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1} 1 K ( − θ(t)(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}Khf ) dx + ∫ S^{n−1} h ~V_{q−1} K dx ]

= q ω_n [ − ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρndξ ∫ S^{n−1} hf φ dx ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1} fK K h ~V_{q−1}φ dx + ∫ S^{n−1} h ~V_{q−1} K dx ]

= q ω_n [ − ∫ S^{n−1} ~Vq−1ρ ndξ ∫ S^{n−1} hf φ dx ∫ S^{n−1} fh φ dx + ∫ S^{n−1} h ~V_{q−1} K dx ]

=0. This ends the proof of Lemma 3.1. □

Lemma 3.2. The functional (1.5) is non-increasing along the flow (3.1). Namely, d dt Φ(Ω_t) ≤ 0, and the equality holds if and only if Ω_t satisfy (1.3).

Proof. By (1.5), (3.2), (3.3), ρ^nKdξ = hdx and Hölder inequality, we obtain following result, d dt Φ(Ω_t) = ∫ S^{n−1} f(x)ψ^′(h(x, t)) ∂h ∂t dx = ∫ S^{n−1} ( − θ(t) f(x)h ~V_{q−1}φ(h) K + h ) f(x) φ(h) dx = − θ(t) ∫ S^{n−1} f^2(x)h ~V_{q−1}φ2(h) Kdx + ∫ S^{n−1} hf(x) φ(h) dx

= − ∫ S^{n−1} ~Vq−1 h K dx ∫ S^{n−1} hf φ dx ∫ S^{n−1} f^2(x)h ~V_{q−1}φ2(h) Kdx + ∫ S^{n−1} hf(x) φ(h) dx

8 XIA ZHAO AND PEIBIAO ZHAO = ( ∫ S^{n−1} hf(x) φ(h) dx )_{−1}[ − ∫ S^{n−1} (√ ~V_{q−1} h K )_2 dx ∫ S^{n−1} (√ f^2(x)h ~V_{q−1}φ2(h) K )_2 dx

+ ( ∫ S^{n−1} hf(x) φ(h) dx )_2]

≤ ( ∫ S^{n−1} hf(x) φ(h) dx )_{−1}[ − ( ∫ S^{n−1} √ ~V_{q−1} h K √ f^2(x)h ~V_{q−1}φ2(h) Kdx )_2

+ ( ∫ S^{n−1} hf(x) φ(h) dx )_2] = 0.

By the equality condition of Hölder inequality, we know that the above equality holds if and only if f = cφ^1_K ~V_{q−1}, i.e., cφ ~V_{q−1} det(∇_{ij} h + hδ_{ij} ) = f. Namely, Ω_t satisfies (1.3) with^1_c = θ(t). □

4. Priori estimates In this section, we establish the C^0, C^1 and C^2 estimates for the solution to equation (3.3). In the following of this paper, we always assume that ∂Ω_0 is a smooth, closed and strictly convex hypersurface in R^n , h : S^{n−1} × [0, T ) → R is a smooth solution to the evolution equation (3.3) with the initial h(·, 0) the support function of Ω_0. Here T is the maximal time for which the smooth solution exists.

4.1. C^0, C^1 bounds. In order to complete the priori estimates, we first introduce the following Lemma for convex bodies, one can see [8, Lemma 2.6] for the details. Lemma 4.1. Let Ω ∈ K^n_o , h and ρ be support function and radial function of Ω, and x_{max} and ξ_{min} be two points such that h(x_{max}) = max_Sn−1 h and ρ(ξ_{min}) = min_Sn−1 ρ. Then max_{Sn−1} h = max_{Sn−1} ρ and min_{Sn−1} h = min_{Sn−1} ρ, h(x) ≥x · x_{max}h(x_{max}), ∀x ∈ S^{n−1}, ρ(ξ)ξ · ξ_{min} ≥ρ(ξ_{min}), ∀x ∈ S^{n−1}. Lemma 4.2. Let ∂Ω_t be a smooth solution to the flow (3.1) in R^n enclosing the origin in its interior, f be a positive smooth function on S^{n−1} and φ : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) is a fixed continuous function. Then there is a positive constant C independent of t such that 1 C ≤ h(x, t) ≤ C, ∀(x, t) ∈ S^{n−1} × [0, T ), (4.1) 1 C ≤ ρ(u, t) ≤ C, ∀(u, t) ∈ S^{n−1} × [0, T ). (4.2)

Here, h(x, t) and ρ(u, t) are the support function and radial function of Ω_t, respectively.

Proof. We only prove (4.1), (4.2) can be obtained by Lemma 4.1 and (4.1).

Firstly, we prove the upper bound. From Lemma 4.1, at any fixed time t, we have h(x, t) ≥ (x · x^t_{max})h_{max}(t), ∀x ∈ S^{n−1}, where x^t_{max} is the point such that h(x^t_{max}) = max_Sn−1 h(·, t) and h_{max}(t) = max_Sn−1 h(·, t).

FLOW BY GAUSS CURVATURE TO THE ORLICZ CHORD MINKOWSKI PROBLEM 9

By Lemma 3.2 and recall definition of ψ, we know that ψ is strictly increasing. Thus

Φ(Ω_0) ≥Φ(Ω_t) = ∫ S^{n−1} f(x)ψ(h(x, t))dx ≥ ∫ {x∈S^{n−1}:x·x^t_{max}≥^1_2 } f(x)ψ(h(x, t))dx ≥ ∫ {x∈S^{n−1}:x·x^t_{max}≥^1_2 } f(x)ψ( 1 2 h_{max}(t))dx ≥Cψ( 1 2 h_{max}(t)), which implies that ψ(^1_2 h_{max}(t)) is uniformly bounded from above. Since ψ is strictly increasing, we can know that h(·, t) has uniformly bounded from above. Here C is a positive constant depending only on max_Sn−1 h(x, 0), min_Sn−1 h(x, 0) and max_Sn−1 f(x), min_Sn−1 f(x).

In the following, we use contradiction to prove the lower bound of h(x, t). Suppose that t_k ⊂ [0, T ) be a sequence such that h(x, t_k) is not uniformly bounded away from 0, with the aid of the upper bound, using Blaschke selection theorem [43], there is a sequence in Ω_{tk} , which is still denoted by Ω_{tk} converges to a convex body contained in a lower-dimensional subspace. This can lead to ρ(u, t_k) → 0, as k → ∞ almost everywhere with respect to the spherical Lebesgue measure. Combining with bounded convergence theorem, we can derive

I_q(Ω_{tk} ) = q ω_n ∫ Ω_{tk} ~V_{q−1}(Ω_{tk} , z)dz

= q ω_n ∫ S^{n−1} du ∫_{ρ(u,tk )} 0 ~V_{q−1}(Ω_{tk} , ρ(u, t_k))dρ → 0 as k → ∞ when q > 0, which is a contradiction to Lemma 3.1 with I_q(Ω_{tk} ) = I_q(Ω_0). Therefore, we complete proof. □

Lemma 4.3. Let Ω_t, f and φ be as Lemma 4.2, then there is a positive constant C independent of t such that |∇h(x, t)| ≤ C, ∀(x, t) ∈ S^{n−1} × [0, T ), (4.3) and |∇ρ(u, t)| ≤ C, ∀(u, t) ∈ S^{n−1} × [0, T ). (4.4)

Proof. The desired results immediately follows from Lemma 4.2 and the identities (see e.g.[30]) as follows h = ρ^2 √ ρ^2 + |∇ρ|^2

, ρ^2 = h^2 + |∇h|^2. □ Lemma 4.4. Under the conditions of Lemma 4.2, there always exists a positive constant C independent of t, such that 1 C ≤ θ(t) ≤ C, t ∈ [0, T ).

10 XIA ZHAO AND PEIBIAO ZHAO

Proof. By the definition of θ(t), θ(t) = ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρndξ ∫ S^{n−1} hf φ dx , the conclusion of this result is directly obtained from the Lemma 4.2 and the definition of ~V_{q−1} (see formula (2.1)). □

4.2. C^2 bounds. In this subsection, we establish the upper and lower bounds of principal curvature. This will shows that the equation (3.3) is uniformly parabolic. The technique used in this proof was first introduced by Tso [44] to derive the upper bound of the Gauss curvature, see also the proof of Lemma 5.1 in [22] etc..

By Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3, if h is a smooth solution of (3.3) on S^{n−1} × [0, T ) and f, φ satisfying assumption of Lemma 4.2, then along the flow for [0, T ), ∇h+hx, and h are smooth functions whose ranges are within some bounded domain Ω_{[0,T )} and bounded interval I_{[0,T )}, respectively. Here Ω_{[0,T )} and I_{[0,T )} depend only on the upper and lower bounds of h on [0, T ).

Lemma 4.5. Let Ω_t, f and φ be as Lemma 4.2 and q > 2, there is a positive constant C depending on ‖f‖_C0_{(S}n−1_), ‖φ‖_C1_{(I[0,T ))}, ‖φ‖_C2_{(I[0,T ))}, ‖h‖_C1_{(S}n−1_{×[0,T )} and ‖θ‖_C0_{(S}n−1_{×[0,T )}, where ‖s‖ represent max s and min s, such that the principal curvatures κ_i of Ω_t, i = 1, · · · , n − 1, are bounded from above and below, satisfying 1 C ≤ κ_i(x, t) ≤ C, ∀(x, t) ∈ S^{n−1} × [0, T ). Proof. The proof is divided into two parts: in the first part, we derive an upper bound for the Gauss curvature K(x, t); in the second part, we derive an upper bound for the principal radii b_{ij} = h_{ij} + hδ_{ij} .

Step 1: Prove K ≤ C.

Firstly, we construct the following auxiliary function, Q(x, t) = θ(t)(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}Kf(x)h − h h − ε_0 ≡ −h_t h − ε_0 , where ε_0 = 1 2 min S^{n−1}×[0,T ) h(x, t) > 0. For any fixed t ∈ [0, T ), we assume that max_Sn−1 Q(x, t) is attained at x_0. Then at x_0, we have

0 = ∇_iQ = −h_{ti} h − ε_0 + h_th_i (h − ε_0)^2 , (4.5)

and from (4.5), at x_0, we also get 0 ≥ ∇_{ii}Q = −h_{tii} h − ε_0 + h_{ti}h_i (h − ε_0)^2 + h_{ti}h_i + h_th_{ii} (h − ε_0)^2 − h_th_i(2(h − ε_0)h_i) (h − ε_0)^4 = −h_{tii} h − ε_0 + h_{ti}h_i + h_{ti}h_i + h_th_{ii} (h − ε_0)^2 − 2h_th_ih_i (h − ε_0)^3 = −h_{tii} h − ε_0 + h_th_{ii} (h − ε_0)^2 + (h_{ti}h_i + h_{ti}h_i)(h − ε_0) − 2h_th_ih_i (h − ε_0)^3 = −h_{tii} h − ε_0 + h_th_{ii} (h − ε_0)^2 + h_th_ih_i + h_th_ih_i − 2h_th_ih_i

(h − ε_0)^3

FLOW BY GAUSS CURVATURE TO THE ORLICZ CHORD MINKOWSKI PROBLEM 11 = −h_{tii} h − ε_0 + h_th_{ii} (h − ε_0)^2 . (4.6)

From (4.6), we obtain −h_{tii} ≤ −h_th_{ii} h − ε_0 . Hence, −h_{tii} − h_tδ_{ii} ≤ −h_th_{ii} h − ε_0 − h_tδ_{ii} = −h_t h − ε_0 (h_{ii} + (h − ε_0)δ_{ii}) =Q(h_{ii} + hδ_{ii} − ϵ_0δ_{ii}) = Q(b_{ii} − ε_0δ_{ii}). (4.7) At x_0, we also have ∂ ∂t Q = −h_{tt} h − ϵ_0 + h^2_t (h − ϵ_0)^2 = f h − ϵ_0 [ ∂(θ(t)(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}h) ∂t K + θ(t)(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}h ∂(det(∇^2h + hI))^{−1} ∂t ] + Q + Q^2,

where ∂ ∂t ((φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}h) = − φ^{−2}φ^′ ∂h ∂t ( ~V_{q−1})^{−1}h − q − 1 n ( ~V_{q−1})^{−2}φ^{−1}h ∫ S^{n−1} ρ^{q−2} ∂ρ ∂t du + (φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1} ∂h ∂t , where φ^′ denotes^{∂φ(s)}_{∂s} .

From ρ^2 = h^2 + |∇h|^2, (4.7) and x_0 is a maximum of Q, we get ∂ρ ∂t = ρ^{−1}(hh_t + ∑ h_kh_{kt}) = ρ^{−1}Q(ε_0h − ρ^2) ≤ ρ^{−1}Q(x_0, t)(ε_0h − ρ^2),

thus, for q > 1, we have ∂ ∂t ((φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}h) ≤ (q − 1)Q(x_0, t)(ρ^2 − ε_0h) nρ( ~V_{q−1})^2φ φ^{−1}h ∫ S^{n−1} ρ^{q−2}du + φ^{−2}φ^′Q(x_0, t)(h − ε_0)( ~V_{q−1})^{−1}h + ( ~V_{q−1}φ)^{−1}(−Q(h − ε_0)) ≤C_1Q. And from (3.2), we know that ∂ ∂t (θ(t)) = ∂ ∂t (∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρndξ ∫ S^{n−1} hf/φdx )

= ∂ ∂t ( ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρndξ ) ∫ S^{n−1} hf/φdx − ∂ ∂t ( ∫ S^{n−1} hf/φdx )( ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρndξ ) ( ∫ S^{n−1} hf/φdx )_2 ,

for q > 1, one can obtain ∂ ∂t ( ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρ^ndξ )

= ∫ S^{n−1} ( ∂ ∂t ~V_{q−1} ) ρ^ndξ + ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1} ( ∂ ∂t ρ^n ) dξ =n^{−1}(q − 1) ∫ S^{n−1} ( ∫ S^{n−1} ρ^{q−2} ∂ρ ∂t du ) ρ^ndξ + n ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρ^{n−1} ( ∂ρ ∂t ) dξ

12 XIA ZHAO AND PEIBIAO ZHAO

≤n^{−1}ρ^{−1}(q − 1)Q(x_0, t)(ε_0h − ρ^2) ∫ S^{n−1} ( ∫ S^{n−1} ρ^{q−2}du ) ρ^ndξ + nρ^{−1}Q(x_0, t)(ε_0h − ρ^2) ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρ^{n−1}dξ, and − ∂ ∂t ( ∫ S^{n−1} hf/φdx ) = − ∫ S^{n−1} ∂h ∂t f φ + hfφ^{′ ∂h}_{∂t} φ^2 dx = ∫ S^{n−1} ( f φ + hfφ^′ φ^2 ) Q(h − ε_0)dx ≤ ∫ S^{n−1} ( fh φ + h^2fφ^′ φ^2 ) dxQ(x_0, t). Thus, ∂ ∂t (θ(t)) ≤ ρ^{−1}Q(x_0, t)(ε_0h − ρ^2) ( (q − 1) ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−2}ρndξ + n ∫_{Sn−1} ~V_{q−1}ρn−1dξ ) ∫ S^{n−1} hf/φdx + ∫ S^{n−1} (_{fh} φ +^{h2fφ′}_{φ2} ) dxQ(x_0, t) ( ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρndξ ) ( ∫ S^{n−1} hf/φdx )_2

=Q(x_0, t)

[ρ^{−1}(ε_0h − ρ^2) ( (q − 1) ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−2}ρndξ + n ∫_{Sn−1} ~V_{q−1}ρn−1dξ ) ∫ S^{n−1} hf/φdx + ∫ S^{n−1} (_{fh} φ +^{h2fφ′}_{φ2} ) dx ( ∫ S^{n−1} ~V_{q−1}ρndξ ) ( ∫ S^{n−1} hf/φdx )_2 ]

≤C_2Q. We use (2.7), (4.7) and recall b_{ij} = ∇_{ij} h + hδ_{ij} may give

∂(det(∇^2h + hI))^{−1} ∂t = − (det(∇^2h + hI))^{−2}

∂(det(∇^2h + hI)) ∂b_{ij} ∂(∇^2h + hI) ∂t = − (det(∇^2h + hI))^{−2}

∂(det(∇^2h + hI)) ∂b_{ij} (h_{tij+htδij} ) ≤(det(∇^2h + hI))^{−2}

∂(det(∇^2h + hI)) ∂b_{ij} Q(b_{ij} − ε_0δ_{ij}) ≤KQ((n − 1) − ε_0(n − 1)K^{1n−1} ).

Therefore, we have following conclusion at x_0, ∂ ∂t Q ≤ 1 h − ε_0 ( CQ^2 + fθh(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}KQ((n − 1) − ε_0(n − 1)K^{1n−1} ) ) . If Q >> 1 (>>: far greater than), 1 C_0 K ≤ Q ≤ C_0K,

FLOW BY GAUSS CURVATURE TO THE ORLICZ CHORD MINKOWSKI PROBLEM 13

which implies ∂ ∂t Q ≤ C_1Q^2(C_2 − ε_0Q^{1n−1} ) < 0,

since C_1 and C_2 depend on ‖f‖_C0_{(S}n−1_), ‖φ‖_C1_{(I[0,T ))}, ‖φ‖_C2_{(I[0,T ))}, ‖h‖_C1_{(S}n−1_{×[0,T )} and ‖θ‖_C0_{(S}n−1_{×[0,T )}. Hence, above ODE tells that Q(x_0, t) ≤ C, and for any (x, t), K(x, t) = (h − ε_0)Q(x, t) + h f(x)h(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}θ ≤ (h − ε_0)Q(x_0, t) + h f(x)h(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}θ ≤ C. Step 2: Prove κ_i ≥^1_C .

We consider the auxiliary function as follows ω(x, t) = log λ_{max}({b_{ij}}) − A log h + B|∇h|^2, where A, B are positive constants which will be chosen later, and λ_{max}({b_{ij} }) denotes the maximal eigenvalue of {b_{ij} }; for convenience, we write {b^{ij} } for {b_{ij} }^{−1}.

For every fixed t ∈ [0, T ), suppose max_Sn−1 ω(x, t) is attained at point x_0 ∈ S^{n−1}. By a rotation of coordinates, we may assume {b_{ij} (x_0, t)} is diagonal, and λ_{max}({b_{ij} })(x_0, t) = b_{11}(x_0, t).

Hence, in order to show κ_i ≥^1_C , that is to prove b_{11} ≤ C. By means of the above assumption, we transform ω(x, t) into the following form, ~ω(x, t) = log b_{11} − A log h + B|∇h|^2.

Utilizing again the above assumption, for any fixed t ∈ [0, T ), ~ω(x, t) has a local maximum at x_0, thus, we have at x_0

0 = ∇_i ~ω =b^{11}∇_ib_{11} − A h_i h + 2B ∑ h_kh_{ki} (4.8)

=b^{11}(h_{i11} + h_1δ_{i1}) − A h_i h + 2Bh_ih_{ii}, and 0 ≥∇_{ii} ~ω =∇_ib^{11}(h_{i11} + h_1δ_{i1}) + b^{11}[∇_i(h_{i11} + h_1δ_{i1})] − A ( h_{ii} h − h^2_i h^2 ) + 2B( ∑ h_kh_{kii} + h^2_{ii})

= − (b_{11})^{−2}∇_ib_{11}(h_{i11} + h_1δ_{i1}) + b^{11}(∇_{ii}b_{11}) − A ( h_{ii} h − h^2_i h^2 ) + 2B( ∑ h_kh_{kii} + h^2_{ii})

=b^{11}∇_{ii}b_{11} − (b^{11})^2(∇_ib_{11})^2 − A ( h_{ii} h − h^2_i h^2 ) + 2B( ∑ h_kh_{kii} + h^2_{ii}). At x_0, we also have ∂ ∂t ~ω = 1 b_{11} ∂b_{11} ∂t − A h_t h + 2B ∑ h_kh_{kt} =b^{11} ∂ ∂t (h_{11} + hδ_{11}) − A h_t h + 2B ∑ h_kh_{kt} =b^{11}(h_{11t} + h_t) − A h_t h + 2B ∑ h_kh_{kt}.

14 XIA ZHAO AND PEIBIAO ZHAO

From equation (3.3) and (2.7), we know log(h − h_t) = log(h + θ(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}Khf − h) = log K + log(θ(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}hf) = − log(det(∇^2h + hI)) + log(θ(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}hf).

(4.9) Let ϕ(x, t) = log(θ(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}hf). Differentiating (4.9) once and twice, we respectively get h_k − h_{kt} h − h_t = − ∑ b^{ij} ∇_kb_{ij} + ∇_kϕ = − ∑ b^{ii}(h_{kii} + h_iδ_{ik}) + ∇_kϕ, and h_{11} − h_{11t} h − h_t − (h_1 − h_{1t})^2 (h − h_t)^2 = − ∑ (b^{ii})^2(∇_ib_{ii})^2 + b^{ii}∇_{ii}b_{ii} + ∇_{11}ϕ = − ∑ b^{ii}∇_{11}b_{ii} + ∑ b^{ii}b^{jj}(∇_1b_{ij} )^2 + ∇_{11}ϕ.

By the Ricci identity, we have ∇_{11}b_{ii} = ∇_{ii}b_{11} − b_{11} + b_{ii}.

Thus, we can derive ∂ ∂t ~ω h − h_t =b^{11} ( h_{11t} + h_t h − h_t ) − A h_t h(h − h_t) + 2B ∑ h_kh_{kt} h − h_t =b^{11} ( h_{11t} − h_{11} h − h_t + h_{11} + h − h + h_t h − h_t ) − A 1 h h_t − h + h h − h_t + 2B ∑ h_kh_{kt} h − h_t =b^{11} ( − (h_1 − h_{1t})^2 (h − h_t)^2 + ∑ b^{ii}∇_{11}b_{ii} − ∑ b^{ii}b^{jj}(∇_1b_{ij} )^2 − ∇_{11}ϕ + h_{11} + h − (h − h_t) h − h_t ) − A h ( −(h − h_t) + h h − h_t ) + 2B ∑ h_kh_{kt} h − h_t =b^{11} ( − (h_1 − h_{1t})^2 (h − h_t)^2 + ∑ b^{ii}∇_{11}b_{ii} − ∑ b^{ii}b^{jj}(∇_1b_{ij} )^2 − ∇_{11}ϕ )

+ b^{11} ( h_{11} + h h − h_t − 1 ) + A h − A h − h_t + 2B ∑ h_kh_{kt} h − h_t =b^{11} ( − (h_1 − h_{1t})^2 (h − h_t)^2 + ∑ b^{ii}∇_{11}b_{ii} − ∑ b^{ii}b^{jj}(∇_1b_{ij} )^2 − ∇_{11}ϕ ) + 1 − A h − h_t − b^{11} + A h + 2B ∑ h_kh_{kt} h − h_t ≤b^{11} ( ∑ b^{ii}(∇_{ii}b_{11} − b_{11} + b_{ii}) − ∑ b^{ii}b^{jj}(∇_1b_{ij} )^2 ) − b^{11}∇_{11}ϕ + 1 − A h − h_t + A h + 2B ∑ h_kh_{kt} h − h_t ≤ ∑ b^{ii} [ (b^{11})^2(∇_ib_{11})^2 + A ( h_{ii} h − h^2_i h^2 ) − 2B( ∑ h_kh_{kii} + h^2_{ii}) ]

FLOW BY GAUSS CURVATURE TO THE ORLICZ CHORD MINKOWSKI PROBLEM 15

− b^{11} ∑ b^{ii}b^{jj}(∇_1b_{ij} )^2 − b^{11}∇_{11}ϕ + 1 − A h − h_t + A h + 2B ∑ h_kh_{kt} h − h_t ≤ ∑ b^{ii} [ A ( h_{ii} + h − h h − h^2_i h^2 )] + 2B ∑ h_k ( − ∑ b^{ii}h_{kii} + h_{kt} h − h_t )

− 2B ∑ b^{ii}(b_{ii} − h)^2 − b^{11}∇_{11}ϕ + 1 − A h − h_t + A h ≤ ∑ b^{ii} [ A ( b_{ii} h − 1 )] + 2B ∑ h_k ( h_k h − h_t + b^{kk}h_k − ∇_kϕ )

− 2B ∑ b^{ii}(b^2_{ii} − 2b_{ii}h) − b^{11}∇_{11}ϕ + 1 − A h − h_t + A h ≤ − 2B ∑ h_k∇_kϕ − b^{11}∇_{11}ϕ + (2B|∇h| − A) ∑ b^{ii} − 2B ∑ b_{ii} + 4B(n − 1)h + 2B|∇h|^2 + 1 − A h − h_t + nA h . Recall

ϕ(x, t) = log(θ(φ ~V_{q−1})^{−1}hf) = log θ − log φ − log ~V_{q−1} + log h + log f, since θ is a constant factor, we have θ_k = 0. Consequently, we may obtain following form by ϕ(x, t) and (4.8), − 2B ∑ h_k∇_kϕ − b^{11}∇_{11}ϕ = − 2B ∑ h_k ( f_k f + h_k h − ( ~V_{q−1})_k ~V_{q−1} − φ^′h_k φ ) − b^{11}∇_{11}ϕ = − 2B ∑ h_k ( f_k f + h_k h − ( ~V_{q−1})_k ~V_{q−1} − φ^′h_k φ )

− b^{11} ( ff_{11} − f^2_1

f^2 + hh_{11} − h^2_1 h^2 − ~V_{q−1}( ~V_{q−1})_{11} − ( ~V_{q−1})2_1 ( ~V_{q−1})^2 − φ^{′′}h^2_1 + φ^′h_{11} φ + (φ^′h_1)^2 φ^2 )

≤C_1B + C_2b^{11} + 2B ∑ h_k ( ~V_{q−1})_k ~V_{q−1} + b^{11} h(b_{11} − h)

h^2

+ b^{11}

~V_{q−1}( ~V_{q−1})_{11} − ( ~V_{q−1})2_1

( ~V_{q−1})^2

+ b^{11} ( φ^{′′}h^2_1 + φ^′h_{11} φ + (φ^′h_1)^2

φ^2 ) , where φ^{′′} =^{∂2φ(s)}_{∂s2} , for q > 2, we have 2B ∑ h_k ( ~V_{q−1})_k ~V_{q−1} = 2B ∑ h_k q−1 n ∫ S^{n−1} ρ q−2ρ_kdu 1 n ∫ S^{n−1} ρ q−1du ≤ C_3B,

b^{11} ( φ^{′′}h^2_1 + φ^′h_{11} φ + (φ^′h_1)^2 φ^2 ) = b^{11} ( φ^{′′}h^2_1 + φ^′(b_{11} − h) φ + (φ^′h_1)^2 φ^2 ) ≤ C_4b^{11}, and b^{11}

~V_{q−1}( ~V_{q−1})_{11} − ( ~V_{q−1})2_1 ( ~V_{q−1})^2

16 XIA ZHAO AND PEIBIAO ZHAO

=b^{11} 1 n ∫ S^{n−1} ρ q−1du (_{(q−1)(q−2)} n ∫ S^{n−1} (ρ q−3ρ^2_1 +ρ^{q−2}ρ_{11})du ) − (_{q−1} n ∫ S^{n−1} ρ q−2ρ_1du )_2 ( 1 n ∫ S^{n−1} ρ q−1du )_2 ,

from ρ = (h^2 + |∇h|^2)^12 , we get ρ_k = ρ^{−1}(hh_k + Σh_kh_{kk}), thus,

ρ_{11} = hh_{11} + h^2_1 + Σh_1h_{111} + Σh^2_{11} ρ − h^2_1b^2_{11} ρ^3 . This combined with (4.8) implies

ρ_{11} = h(b_{11} − h) + h^2_1 + Σh_1 ( A^{h1}_h − 2Bh(b_{11} − h) − b^{11}(h_1δ_{11}) ) b_{11} ρ − h^2_1b^2_{11} ρ^3 . As a result, for q > 2, the above computations show that

b^{11}

~V_{q−1}( ~V_{q−1})_{11} − ( ~V_{q−1})2_1

( ~V_{q−1})^2

≤ C_5b^{11},

It follows that ∂ ∂t ~ω h − h_t ≤ C_6B + C_7b^{11} + (2B|∇h| − A) ∑ b^{ii} − 2B ∑ b_{ii} + 4B(n − 1)h + nA h < 0, provided b_{11} >> 1 and if we choose A >> B. We obtain ~ω(x_0, t) ≤ C, hence, ω(x_0, t) = ~ω(x_0, t) ≤ C. This tells us the principal radii are bounded from above, or equivalently κ_i ≥^1_C . □

5. The convergence of the normalised flow With the help of a priori estimates in the section 4, the long-time existence and asymptotic behaviour of the normalised flow (1.4) (or (3.1)) are obtained, we also can complete proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of the Theorem 1.2. Since (3.3) is parabolic, we can get its short time existence. Let T be the maximal time such that h(·, t) is a positive, smooth and strictly convex solution to (3.3) for all t ∈ [0, T ). Lemma 4.2-4.4 enable us to apply Lemma 4.5 to the equation (3.3) and thus we can deduce a uniformly upper and lower bounds for the biggest eigenvalue of {(h_{ij} + hδ_{ij})(x, t)}. This implies C^{−1}I ≤ (h_{ij} + hδ_{ij})(x, t) ≤ CI, ∀(x, t) ∈ S^{n−1} × [0, T ), where C > 0 independents on t. This shows that the equation (3.3) is uniformly parabolic. Estimates for higher derivatives follows from the standard regularity theory of uniformly parabolic equations Krylov [28]. Hence, we obtain the long time existence and regularity of solutions for the flow (1.4) (or (3.1)). Moreover, we obtain ‖h‖_Cl,m_{x,t (Sn−1×[0,T ))} ≤ C_{l,m}, for some C_{l,m} (l, m are nonnegative integers pairs) independent of t, then T = ∞. Using parabolic comparison principle, we can attain the uniqueness of the smooth solution h(·, t) of equation (3.3).

FLOW BY GAUSS CURVATURE TO THE ORLICZ CHORD MINKOWSKI PROBLEM 17

By the monotonicity of Φ in Lemma 3.2, there is a constant C > 0 which is independent of t, such that |Φ(X(·, t))| ≤ C, ∀t ∈ [0, ∞). (5.1) By the Lemma 3.2, we obtain

lim_{t→∞} Φ(X(·, t)) − Φ(X(·, 0)) = − ∫_∞ 0 | d dt Φ(X(·, t))|dt. (5.2)

By (5.1), the left hand side of (5.2) is bounded below by −2C, therefore, there is a sequence t_j → ∞ such that d dt Φ(X(·, t_j )) → 0 as t_j → ∞,

using Lemma 3.2, Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3 again, above equation implies h(·, t) converges to a positive and uniformly convex function h_∞ ∈ C^∞(S^{n−1}) which satisfies (1.3) with c given by 1 c = lim_{tj →∞} θ(t_j ).

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. □

Acknowledgement

The authors sincerely thank the referees for detailed reading and valuable comments to our paper.

References

[1] B. Andrews, Monotone quantities and unique limits for evolving convex hypersurfaces, Int. Math. Res. Not., 20 (1997), 1001-1031.

[2] B. Andrews, P. F. Guan and L. Ni, Flow by powers of the Gauss curvature, Adv.

Math., 299 (2016), 174-201.

[3] K. J. Böröczky, E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Y. Zhang, The logarithmic Minkowski problem, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 26 (2013), 831-852.

[4] K. J. Böröczky, E. Lutwak, D. Yang, G. Y. Zhang and Y. M. Zhao, The Gauss image problem, Comm. Pure Appl. Anal., 73 (2020), 1406-1452.

[5] S. Brendle, K. Choi and P. Daskalopoulos, Asymptotic behavior of flows by powers of the Gaussian curvature, Acta Math., 219 (2017), 1-16.

[6] P. Bryan, M. N. Ivaki and J. Scheuer, A unified flow approach to smooth, even L_p- Minkowski problems, Anal. PDE, 12 (2019), 259-280.

[7] C. Q. Chen, Y. Huang and Y. M. Zhao, Smooth solution to the L_p dual Minkowski problem, Math. Ann., 373 (2019), 953-976.

[8] H. D. Chen and Q. R. Li, The L_p dual Minkowski problem and related parabolic flows, J. Funct. Anal., 281 (2021), 109139.

[9] L. Chen, Q. Tu, D. Wu and N. Xiang, Flow by Gauss curvature to dual Orlicz- Minkowski problem, (2020), arXiv.2001.07324.

[10] K. S. Chou and X. J. Wang, A logarithmic Gauss curvature flow and the Minkowski problem, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 17 (2000), 733-751.

[11] K. S. Chou and X. J. Wang, The L_p-Minkowski problem and the Minkowski problem in centroaffine geometry, Adv. Math., 205 (2006), 33-83.

[12] S. Y. Cheng and S. T. Yau, On the regularity of the solution of the n-dimensional Minkowski problem, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 29 (1976), 495-516.

[13] W. J. Firey, Shapes of worn stones, Mathematika, 21 (1974), 1-11.

18 XIA ZHAO AND PEIBIAO ZHAO

[14] R. J. Gardner, D. Hug, W. Weil, S. D. Xing and D. P. Ye, General volumes in the Orlicz-Brunn-Minkowski theory and a related Minkowski problem I, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 58 (2019), 1-35.

[15] R. J. Gardner, D. Hug, S. D. Xing and D. P. Ye, General volumes in the Orlicz-Brunn- Minkowski theory and a related Minkowski problem II, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 59 (2020), 1-33.

[16] C. Gerhardt, Non-scale-invariant inverse curvature flows in Euclidean space, Calc.

Var. Partial Differential Equations, 49 (2014), 471-489.

[17] P. F. Guan and L. Ni, Entropy and a convergence theorem for Gauss curvature flow in high dimension, J. Eur. Math. Soc., 19 (2017), 3735-3761.

[18] L. J. Guo, D. M. Xi and Y. M. Zhao, The L_p chord Minkowski problem in a critical interval, Mathe. Ann., (2023), DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-023-02721-8.

[19] C. Haberl, E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Y. Zhang, The even Orlicz Minkowski problem, Adv. Math., 224 (2010), 2485-2510.

[20] C. Haberl and F. E. Schuster, Asymmetric affine L_p Sobolev inequalities, J. Funct.

Anal., 257 (2009), 641-658.

[21] J. R. Hu, J. Q. Liu and D. Ma, Gauss Curvature Flow to the Orlicz-Minkowski Problem for Torsional Rigidity, J. Math. Anal., 63 (2022), 1-28.

[22] J. R. Hu, J. Q. Liu and D. Ma, A flow method to the Orlicz-Aleksandrov problem, J.

Funct. Anal., 284 (2023), 1-24.

[23] J. R. Hu, Y. Huang and J. Lu, On the regularity of the chord log-Minkowski problem, (2023), arXiv:2304.14220.

[24] J. R. Hu, Y. Huang, J. Lu and S. N. Wang, The chord Gauss curvature flow and its L_p chord Minkowski problem, (2023), arXiv:2305.00453.

[25] Y. Huang, E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Y. Zhang, Geometric measures in the dual Brunn-Minkowski theory and their associated Minkowski problems, Acta Math., 216 (2016), 325-388.

[26] Y. Huang, D. M. Xi and Y. M. Zhao, The Minkowski problem in Gaussian probability space, Adv. Math., 385 (2021), 107769.

[27] Y. Huang and Y. M. Zhao, On the L_p dual Minkowski problem, Adv. Math., 332 (2018), 57-84.

[28] N. V. Krylov, Nonlinear elliptic and parabolic equations of the second order, Math.

Appl. (Soviet Ser.), 7 1987.

[29] H. Lewy, On differential geometry in the large. I. Minkowski’s problem, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 43 (1938), 258-270.

[30] Q. R. Li, W. M. Sheng and X. J. Wang, Flow by Gauss curvature to the Aleksandrov and dual Minkowski problems, J. Eur. Math. Soc., 22 (2019), 893-923.

[31] Y. Y. Li, The L_p chord Minkowski problem for negative p, (2023), arXiv:2304.11299. [32] Y. N. Liu and J. Lu, A flow method for the dual Orlicz-Monkowski problem, Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc., 373 (2020), 5833-5853.

[33] E. Lutwak, Dual mixed volumes, Pacific J. Math., 58 (1975), 531-538. [34] E. Lutwak, The Brunn-Minkowski-Firey theory. I. Mixed volumes and the Minkowski problem, J. Differential Geom., 38 (1993), 131-150.

[35] E. Lutwak and V. Oliker, On the regularity of solutions to a generalization of the Minkowski problem, J. Differential Geom., 41 (1995), 227-246.

[36] E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Y. Zhang, L_p affine isoperimetric inequalities, J. Differential Geom., 56 (2000), 111-132.

[37] E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Y. Zhang, Sharp affine L_p Sobolev inequalities, J. Differential Geom., 62 (2002), 17-38.

[38] E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Y. Zhang, On the L_p-Minkowski problem, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 356 (2004), 4359-4370.

[39] E. Lutwak, D. M. Xi, D. Yang and G. Y. Zhang, Chord measures in integral geometry and their Minkowski problems, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., (2023), 1-54.

[40] H. Minkowski, Volumen und Oberfläche. Math. Ann., 57 (1903), 447-495.

FLOW BY GAUSS CURVATURE TO THE ORLICZ CHORD MINKOWSKI PROBLEM 19

[41] L. Nirenberg, The Weyl and Minkowski problems in differential geometry in the large, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 6 (1953), 337-394.

[42] A. Pogorelov, The Minkowski multidimensional problem, J. Wiley, New York, 1978. [43] R. Schneider, Convex bodies: the Brunn-Minkowski theory, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2014.

[44] K. Tso, Deforming a hypersurface by its Gauss-Kronecker curvature, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 38 (1985), 867-882.

[45] W. M. Sheng and K. Xue, Flow by Gauss curvature to the L_p-Gaussian Minkowski problem, (2022), arXiv:2212.01822.

[46] J. I. E. Urbas, An expansion of convex hypersurfaces, J. Differential Geom., 33 (1991), 91-125.

[47] D. M. Xi, D. Yang, G. Y. Zhang and Y. M. Zhao, The L_p chord Minkowski problem, Adv. Nonlinear Stud., 23 (2023), 20220041.

[48] G. Y. Zhang, Dual kinematic formulas, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 351 (1999), 985-995. [49] Y. M. Zhao, The dual Minkowski problem for negative indices, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 56 (2017), 1-16.

[50] Y. M. Zhao, Existence of solutions to the even dual Minkowski problem, J. Differential Geom., 110 (2018), 543-572.

[51] G. X. Zhu, The logarithmic Minkowski problem for polytopes, Adv. Math., 262 (2014), 909-931.

[52] G. X. Zhu, The centro-affine Minkowski problem for polytopes, J. Differential Geom., 101 (2015), 159-174.

[53] G. X. Zhu, The L_p Minkowski problem for polytopes for 0 < p < 1, J. Funct. Anal., 269 (2015), 1070-1094.