arXiv:2310.05326v2 [math.MG] 10 Oct 2023

THE TORSION LOG-MINKOWSKI PROBLEM

JINRONG HU

Abstract. In this paper, we deal with the torsion log-Minkowski problem without symmetry assumptions via an approximation argument.

1. Introduction

In the framework of the Brunn-Minkowski theory of convex bodies, the classic Minkowski problem is of central importance. It was introduced and solved by Minkowski himself in [33, 34] and there are many excellent subsequent works (see, e.g., [1, 2, 18, 4]). With the development of Minkowski problem, the L_p Minkowski problem was first posed and solved by Lutwak [30] as an analogue of the classic Minkowski problem within the L_p Brunn- Minkowski theory. After that, the L_p Minkowski problem has been the breeding ground equipped with many valuable results in a series of paper [9, 10, 3, 20, 32, 39, 40, 41]. In the critical index p = 0, the L_p Minkowski problem is reduced to the logarithmic Minkowski problem prescribing cone-volume measure, which was first solved by Böröczky-Lutwak- Yang-Zhang [6] for symmetric convex bodies. Later, Zhu [39] solved the log-Minkowski problem for polytopes, and Chen-Li-Zhu [11] attacked the general case. There are some other important researches on extensions and analogues of the L_p Minkowski problems for other Borel measures associated with the boundary-value problem (for example, capacity, torsional rigidity), see, e.g., [26, 27, 14, 15, 19, 25, 38, 37] and their references.

In this paper, we focus on solving the log-Minkowski problem for torsional rigidity. Recall that the torsional rigidity T (Ω) of a convex body Ω in the n-dimensional Euclidean space R^n , is defined as 1 T (Ω)

= inf {∫ Ω |∇u|^2dx ( ∫ Ω |u|dx)^2 : u ∈ W^{1,2}_0 (Ω), ∫ Ω |u|dx > 0 } , where W^{1,2}_0 (Ω) denotes the Sobolev space of functions having compact support in W^{1,2}(Ω), while W^{1,2}(Ω) represents the Sobolev space of functions having weak derivatives up to first

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 52A20, 52A40. Key words and phrases. Torsional rigidity, log-Minkowski problem. 1

order in L^2(Ω). From the perspective of physics, in the circumstance that Ω ⊂ R^{n−1} is the cross section of a cylindrical rod Ω × R under torsion, the torsion rigidity of Ω is the torque required for unit angle of twist per unit length.

In the background of analysis, the torsional functional can be given by the solution of an elliptic boundary-value problem (see, e.g., [13]). To be more specific, let u be the unique solution of (1.1) { Δu = −2, x ∈ Ω, u = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω. Then (1.2) T (Ω) = ∫ Ω |∇u|^2dx = 2 ∫ Ω udx. If the boundary ∂Ω is of class C^2, employing the standard regularity results of elliptic equations (see, e.g., Gilbarg-Trudinger [22]), we see that ∇u can be suitably defined H^{n−1} a.e. on ∂Ω, and T (Ω) can be expressed as (see, e.g., Proposition 18 of [13]), T (Ω) = 1 n + 2 ∫ ∂Ω h(Ω, g_Ω(x))|∇u(x)|^2dH^{n−1}(x) = 1 n + 2 ∫ S^{n−1} h(Ω, v)|∇u(g^{−1}_Ω (v))|^2dS(Ω, v), (1.3)

where S(Ω, ·) is the surface area measure of Ω.[14, Theorem 3.1] indicated that (1.3) also holds for any convex body in R^n and established the Hadamard variational formula of T (·), given as (see [14, Theorem 4.1]), (1.4) d dt T (Ω + tΩ_1) | |_{t=0} = ∫ S^{n−1} h(Ω_1, v)dμ^{tor} (Ω, v), where the torsion measure μ^{tor}(Ω, η) is defined by (1.5) μ^{tor}(Ω, η) = ∫ g^{−1}_Ω (η) |∇u(x)|^2dH^{n−1}(x) = ∫ η |∇u(g^{−1}_Ω (v))|^2dS(Ω, v) for every Borel subset η ⊂ S^{n−1}.

Proposition 2.5 of [14] revealed that ∇u has finite non-tangential limits H^{n−1} a.e. on ∂Ω by extending the estimates of harmonic functions proved by Dahlberg [17] and |∇u| ∈ L^2(∂Ω, H^{n−1}) without the assumption of smoothness, which illustrate that (1.5) is welldefined a.e. on the unit sphere S^{n−1}, not limited to the case of smoothness, and can be regarded as a Borel measure.

In [14], the Minkowski problem for torsional rigidity was first posed: If μ is a finite Borel measure on S^{n−1}, what are necessary and sufficient conditions on μ such that μ is the torsion measure μ^{tor}(Ω, ·) of a convex body Ω in R^n ? Colesanti-Fimiani [14] proved 2

the existence and uniqueness up to translations of the solution via the variational method, which was firstly proposed by Aleksandrov [1, 2] and was later adopted by Jerison [26], Colesanti-Nyström-Salani-Xiao-Yang-Zhang [15].

Similar to the L_p surface measure (see, e.g., [36]), recently, Chen-Dai [12] defined the L_p torsion measure μ^{tor}_p (Ω, ·) by

(1.6) μ^{tor}_p (Ω, η) = ∫ g^{−1}_Ω (η) h(Ω, g_Ω(x))^{1−p}dμ^{tor}(Ω, η) = ∫ η h(Ω, v)^{1−p}dμ^{tor}(Ω, η) for every Borel subset η of S^{n−1}. Naturally, the L_p Minkowski problem for torsional rigidity first introduced by the authors [12] arises as: For p ∈ R, given a finite Borel measure μ on S^{n−1}, what are the necessary and sufficient conditions on μ such that μ is the L_p torsion measure μ^{tor}_p (Ω, ·) of a convex body Ω in R^n ? In [12], the authors proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution when p > 1. For the case 0 < p < 1, Hu-Liu [24] gave a sufficient condition. To our knowledge, there are few results on the existence of solution to the torsion log-Minkowski problem without symmetry assumptions in the case p = 0. We will enrich this topic in this paper.

We first reveal the cone torsion measure G^{tor}(Ω, ·) of a convex body Ω via applying (1.4), which is defined for a Borel set η ⊂ S^{n−1} by

(1.7) G^{tor}(Ω, η) = 1 n + 2 ∫ x∈g^{−1}_Ω (η) h(Ω, g_Ω(x))dμ^{tor}(Ω, η). The Minkowski problem prescribing cone-torsion measure is stated as: The Torsion Log-Minkowski Problem. If μ is a finite Borel measure on S^{n−1}, what are necessary and sufficient conditions on μ to guarantee the existence of a convex body Ω ⊂ R^n containing the origin that solves the equation

(1.8) G^{tor}(Ω, ·) = μ?.

It was shown in [29] with additional assumption that μ is even, and satisfies the following subspace mass inequality

(1.9) μ(ξ_k ∩ S^{n−1}) |μ| < k n for each k-dimensional subspace ξ_k ⊂ R^n and each k = 1, . . . , n − 1. Then there exists an origin-symmetric convex body Ω in R^n such that (1.8) holds.

In this paper, we shall show that the symmetric assumption can be removed. We first deal with the polytopal case when the given normal vectors are in general position. 3

Theorem 1.1. Let μ be a discrete measure on R^n whose support set is not contained in any closed hemisphere and is in general position in dimension n. Then there exists a polytope P containing the origin in its interior such that G^{tor}(P, ·) = μ. By an approximation scheme, we shall give the sufficient condition to solve the general torsion log-Minkowski problem without symmetry assumptions.

Theorem 1.2. If μ is a finite, non-zero Borel measure on S^{n−1} satisfying the subspace mass inequality (1.9). Then there exists a convex body Ω in R^n with o ∈ Ω such that G^{tor}(Ω, ·) = μ. We remark that the uniqueness of the torsion log-Minkowski problem is challenging. The key is to discover a logarithmic Brunn-Minkowski inequality for torsional rigidity, which is resemble to the classical logarithmic Brunn-Minkowski inequality first proved by Böröczky- Lutwak-Yang-Zhang [5] provided that two plane convex bodies are origin-symmetric. Very recently, Crasta-Fragalà [16] gave some partial answers on this topic, they illustrated that if such a measure is absolutely continuous with constant density, the underlying body is a ball.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 , we collect some facts about convex bodies, torsional rigidity and torsion measure. In Sec. 3, the associated extremal problem is introduced. In Sec. 4, we solve the discrete torsion log-Minkowski problem. In Sec. 5, the general torsion log-Minkowski problem is studied by an approximation technique.

2. Backgrounds

In this section, we list some basic facts about convex bodies and torsional rigidity that we shall use in what follows.

2.1. Convex bodies. There are a great quantity of standard and good references regarding convex bodies, for example, refer to Gardner [21] and Schneider [36].

Denote by R^n the n-dimensional Euclidean space, by o the origin of R^n . ω_n is the ndimensional volume of the unit ball B^n in R^n . We will also use the notation |μ| for the total mass of a measure μ. Let G_{n,k} denote the Grass-mannian of k-dimensional subspaces of R^n . For x, y ∈ R^n , x · y denotes the standard inner product. For x ∈ R^n , denote by |x| = √ x · x 4

the Euclidean norm. The origin-centered ball B is denoted by {x ∈ R^n : |x| ≤ 1}, its boundary by S^{n−1}. Denoted by C(S^{n−1}) the set of continuous functions defined on the unit sphere S^{n−1}, by C^+(S^{n−1}) the set of strictly positive functions in C(S^{n−1}). A compact convex set of R^n with non-empty interior is called by a convex body. The set of all convex bodies in R^n is denoted by K^n. The set of all convex bodies containing the origin in the interior is denoted by K^n_0 , and the set of all origin-symmetric convex bodies by K^n_e .

If Ω is a compact convex set in R^n , for x ∈ R^n , the support function of Ω with respect to o is defined by h(Ω, x) = max{x · y : y ∈ Ω}. For compact convex sets Ω and L in R^n , any real a_1, a_2 ≥ 0, define the Minkowski combination of a_1Ω + a_2L in R^n by a_1Ω + a_2L = {a_1x + a_2y : x ∈ Ω, y ∈ L}, and its support function is given by h(a_1Ω + a_2L, ·) = a_1h(Ω, ·) + a_2h(L, ·).

For any compact convex set Ω in R^n , the radial function ρ(Ω, u) of Ω with respect to o is expressed as ρ(Ω, u) = max{λ : λu ∈ Ω}, ∀u ∈ R^n \{o}. The mag g_Ω : ∂Ω → S^{n−1} denotes the Gauss map of ∂Ω.

The Hausdorff metric D(Ω, L) between two compact convex sets Ω and L in R^n , is expressed as D(Ω, L) = max{|h(Ω, v) − h(L, v)| : v ∈ S^{n−1}}. Let Ω_j be a sequence of compact convex set in R^n , for a compact convex set Ω_0 in R^n , if D(Ω_j, Ω_0) → 0, then Ω_j converges to Ω_0.

For each h ∈ C^+(S^{n−1}), the Wulff shape generated by h, denoted by [h], is the convex body defined by [h] = {x ∈ R^n : x · v ≤ h(v), for all v ∈ S^{n−1}}. For a compact convex set Ω in R^n , the diameter of Ω is denoted by diam(Ω) = max{|x − y| : x, y ∈ Ω}. 5

For any convex body Ω in R^n and v ∈ S^{n−1}, the support hyperplane H(Ω, v) in direction v is defined by H(Ω, v) = {x ∈ R^n : x · v = h(Ω, v)}, the half-space H^−(Ω, v) in the direction v is defined by H^−(Ω, v) = {x ∈ R^n : x · v ≤ h(Ω, v)}, and the support set F (Ω, v) in the direction v is defined by F (Ω, v) = Ω ∩ H(Ω, v). Denote by P the set of polytopes in R^n , suppose that the unit vectors v_1, . . . , v_N (N ≥ n+1) are not concentrated on any closed hemisphere of S^{n−1}, by P(v_1, . . . , v_N ) the set with P ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ) satisfying P = N⋂ k=1 H^−(P, v_k). It is easy to see that, for P ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ), then P has at most N facets and the outer normals of P are a subset of {v_1, . . . , v_N }.

A special collection of polytopes are those facet normals are in general position. We say v_1, . . . , v_N are in general position in dimension n if for any n-tuple 1 ≤ i_1 < i_2 < . . . < i_n ≤ N, the vectors v_{i1} , . . . , v_{in} are linearly independent.

2.2. Torsional rigidity and torsion measure. We first list some properties corresponding to the solution u of (1.1), as follows.

Lemma 2.1. [28, 14] Let Ω be a compact convex set of R^n and let u be the solution of (1.1) in Ω. Then √ u is a concave function in Ω.

Let M_Ω = max_Ω u, for every t ∈ [0, M_Ω], we define Ω_t = {x ∈ Ω| u(x) > t}. By lemma 2.1, we know that Ω_t is convex for every t.

Lemma 2.2. [14] Let Ω be a compact convex set in R^n and let u be the solution of (1.1) in Ω, then (2.1) |∇u(x)| ≤ diam(Ω), ∀x ∈ Ω. For any x ∈ ∂Ω, 0 < b < 1, the non-tangential cone is defined as Γ(x) = {y ∈ Ω : dist(y, ∂Ω) > b|x − y|} . 6

Lemma 2.3. [14, 17] Let Ω be a compact convex set in R^n and let u be the solution of (1.1) in Ω. Then the non-tangential limit ∇u(x) = lim y→x, y∈Γ(x) ∇u(y), exists for H^{n−1} almost all x ∈ ∂Ω. Furthermore, for H^{n−1} almost all x ∈ ∂Ω, ∇u(x) = −|∇u(x)|g_Ω(x) and |∇u| ∈ L^2(∂Ω, H^{n−1}). Let {Ω_i}^∞_{i=0} be a sequence of convex bodies in R^n , on the one hand, with respect to torsional rigidity, there are the following properties.

Lemma 2.4. [14] (i) It is positively homogenous of order n + 2, i.e., T (mΩ_0) = m^{n+2}T (Ω_0), m > 0.

(ii) It is translation invariant. That is T (Ω_0 + x_0) = T (Ω_0), ∀x_0 ∈ R^n .

(iii) If Ω_i converges to Ω_0 in the Hausdorff metric as i → ∞ (i.e., D(Ω_i, Ω_0) → 0 as i → ∞), then lim_{i→∞} T (Ω_i) = T (Ω_0).

(iv) It is monotone increasing, i.e., T (L) ≤ T (Ω) if L ⊂ Ω.

Recall that torsional rigidity satisfies the following isoperimetric-type inequality: Lemma 2.5. [35, de Saint Venant inequality] Let Ω be a convex body in R^n , then de Saint Venant inequality is (2.2) ( T (Ω) T (B^n)

) 1_{n+2} ≤ ( |Ω| |B^n| ) 1_n . More precisely, since T (B^n) =^{ωn}_{n(n+2)} , (2.2) becomes (2.3) T (Ω) ≤ |Ω|^{n+2}n n(n + 2)ω^{2n}_n , with equality if and only if Ω is a ball.

As showed in [14, Theorem 4.1], the torsion measure stems from the differential of torsional rigidity. 7

Lemma 2.6. Let Ω, Ω_1 be convex bodies in R^n and let h(Ω_1, ·) be the support function of Ω_1. For sufficiently small |t| > 0, while Ω_t is the Wulff shape of h_t defined by h_t(v) = h(Ω, v) + th(Ω_1, v) + o(t, v), v ∈ S^{n−1}, where o(t, ·)/t → 0 uniformly on S^{n−1} as t → 0, then (2.4) d dt T (Ω_t) | |_{t=0} = ∫ S^{n−1} h(Ω_1, v)dμ^{tor}(Ω, v). On the other hand, with regard to torsion measure, there are also the following properties.

Lemma 2.7. [14] (a) It is positively homogenous of order n + 1, i.e., μ^{tor}(mΩ_0, ·) = m^{n+1}μ^{tor}(Ω_0, ·), m > 0.

(b) It is translation invariant. That is μ^{tor}(Ω_0 + x_0) = μ^{tor}(Ω_0), ∀x_0 ∈ R^n .

(c) It is absolutely continuous with respect to the surface area measure. (d) For any fixed i ∈ {0, 1, . . .}, if Ω_i converges to Ω_0 in the Hausdorff metric as i → ∞ (i.e., D(Ω_i, Ω_0) → 0 as i → ∞), then the sequence of μ^{tor}(Ω_i, ·) converges weakly in the sense of measures to μ^{tor}(Ω_0, ·) as i → ∞ .

2.3. Cone-torsion measure. Analogous to torsion measure (2.4), the differential of torsional rigidity produces the cone-torsion measure.

Lemma 2.8. Let Ω, Ω_1 be convex bodies in R^n and let h(Ω_1, ·) be the support function of Ω_1. For sufficiently small |t| > 0, while Ω_t is the Wulff shape of h_t defined by log h_t(v) = log h(Ω, v) + th(Ω_1, v) + o(t, v), v ∈ S^{n−1}, where o(t, ·)/t → 0 uniformly on S^{n−1} as t → 0, then (2.5) d dt T (Ω_t) | |_{t=0} = (n + 2) ∫ S^{n−1} h(Ω_1, v)dG^{tor} (Ω, v).

We remark that the cone torsion measure G^{tor}(Ω, ·) is homogeneous of degree (n + 2), and T (Ω) = G^{tor}(Ω, S^{n−1}). 8

3. The associated extremal problem In this section, we study an extremal problem associated to the discrete torsion log- Minkowski problem for torsional rigidity.

Suppose that β_1, . . . , β_N ∈ (0, ∞), the unit vectors v_1, . . . , v_N (N ≥ n + 1) are not concentrated on any closed hemisphere, μ is the discrete measure on S^{n−1} such that (3.1) μ = N∑ k=1 β_kδ_{vk} (·), where δ_{vk} denotes the delta measure that is concentrated at the point v_k.

As is established in [39], we define the functional Φ_P : P → R by (3.2) Φ_P (γ) = N∑ k=1 β_k log(h(P, v_k ) − γ · v_k). Now, we consider the following the extreme value problem, (3.3) inf { max_{γ∈Q} Φ_Q(γ) : Q ∈ P(ν_1, . . . , ν_N ), T (Q) = 1 } . In the light of (3.3), we begin with showing that there exists a unique γ(P ) ∈ Int(P ) (i.e., the interior of P ) such that (3.4) Φ_P (γ(P )) = max_{γ∈Int(P )} Φ_P (γ), with the following results.

Lemma 3.1. Let β_1, . . . , β_N ∈ (0, ∞), suppose that the unit vectors v_1, . . . , v_N (N ≥ n + 1) are not concentrated on any closed hemisphere, P ∈ P(u_1, . . . , u_N ), then there exists a unique maximum point γ ∈ Int(P ) such that Φ_P (γ(P )) = max_{γ∈P} Φ_P (γ).

Proof. Firstly, we show the existence and uniqueness of the maximum point. By the aid of the concavity log t on [0, ∞), thus for 0 < α < 1, γ_1, γ_2 ∈ P , we obtain

Φ_P (αγ_1 + (1 − α)γ_2) = N∑ k=1 β_k log[h(P, v_k) − (αγ_1 + (1 − α)γ_2) · v_k]

≥ α N∑ k=1 β_k log(h(P, v_k) − γ_1 · v_k) + (1 − α) N∑ k=1 β_k log(h(P, v_k) − γ_2 · v_k) = αΦ_P (γ_1) + (1 − α)Φ_P (γ_2).

In the light of the fact that P is convex, αγ_1 + (1 − α)γ_2 ∈ P . Then, equality holds if and only if h(P, v_k) − γ_1 · v_k = h(P, v_k) − γ_2 · v_k, k = 1, . . . , N. Namely, γ_1 · v_k = γ_2 · v_k, k = 1, . . . , N.

Since the unit vectors v_1, . . . , v_N (N ≥ n+1) are not concentrated on any closed hemisphere, so we get γ_1 = γ_2, which implies that Φ_P is strictly concave. Then, the existence and uniqueness of a maximum point are obtained by the continuity and strictly concavity of Φ_P and the compactness of P .

Secondly, we are prepared to show that Φ_P (γ(P )) = max_{γ∈Int(P )} Φ_P (γ)

with γ ∈ Int(P ). To prove that, argue by contradiction, assume that a sequence of interior points γ_j → ∂P , then Φ_P (γ_j) → −∞, which follows from log 0 = −∞.

Via the above statement, we see that the proof is completed. □

Next, we do some preparations.

Lemma 3.2. Let β_1, . . . , β_N ∈ (0, ∞), and the unit vectors v_1, . . . , v_N (N ≥ n + 1) are not concentrated on any closed hemisphere, suppose P_i ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ) and P_i → P as i → ∞. Then lim_{i→∞} γ(P_i) = γ(P ), lim_{i→∞} Φ_{Pi} (γ(P_i)) = Φ_P (γ(P )).

Proof. We adopt contradiction arguments along the similar line as [39]. Let P_{ij} be a subsequence of P_i such that P_{ij} converges to P , satisfying γ(P_{ij} ) → γ_0, but γ_0 ≠ γ(P ). Here clearly, γ_0 ∈ P .

We first show that γ_0 is an interior point of P . Since γ(P ) ∈ Int(P ) and P_i converges to P , there exists an N_0 > 0 such that h(P_i, v_k) − γ(P ) · v_k > c_0 for all k = 1, . . . , N, i > N_0, and here c_0 =^1_2 min_{v∈S}n−1{h(P, v) − γ(P ) · v} > 0. Then, it follows that

(3.5) Φ_{Pi} (γ(P_i)) ≥ Φ_{Pi} (γ(P )) > (_N ∑ k=1 β_k ) log c_0 2 , for i > N_0.

If γ_0 is a boundary point of P , then lim_{j→∞} Φ_{Pij} (γ(P_{ij} )) = −∞, which contradicts to (3.5).

In view of the fact that γ_0 is an interior point of P with γ_0 ≠ γ(P ), then by [36, Theorem 1.8.8] and the definition of γ(P ) showed in (3.4), it is clear to imply that (3.6) Φ_P (γ_0) < Φ_P (γ(P )). On the other hand, by the continuity of Φ_P (γ(·)) in P and γ(·), we have (3.7) lim_{j→∞} Φ_{Pij} (γ(P_{ij} )) = Φ_P (γ_0). Meanwhile, (3.8) lim_{j→∞} Φ_{Pij} (γ(P )) = Φ_P (γ(P )). Combining (3.6), (3.7), (3.8), we get (3.9) lim_{j→∞} Φ_{Pij} (γ(P_{ij} )) < lim_{j→∞} Φ_{Pij} (γ(P )). But for any P_{ij} , the fact is that Φ_{Pij} (γ(P_{ij} )) ≥ Φ_{Pij} (γ(P )). Therefore, lim_{j→∞} Φ_{Pij} (γ(P_{ij} )) ≥ lim_{j→∞} Φ_{Pij} (γ(P )).

This contradicts to (3.9). So, lim_{i→∞} γ(P_i) = γ(P ). Make use of the continuity of Φ_P (·), we get lim_{i→∞} Φ_{Pi} (γ(P_i)) = Φ_P (γ(P )).

The proof is completed. □ The following key lemma proved by [23] showed that the polytopes whose normals are in general position: if the polytope gets large, then it has to get large uniformly in all directions, which is helpful to get uniform priori bounds.

Lemma 3.3. Let v_1, . . . , v_N be N unit vectors that are not contained in any closed hemisphere and P_i be a sequence of polytopes in P ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ). Assume the vectors v_1, . . . , v_N are in general position in dimension n. If the outer radii of P_i are not uniformly bounded in i, then their inner radii are not uniformly bounded in i either.

Using Lemma 3.3, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.4. Let v_1, . . . , v_N ∈ S^{n−1} be N unit vectors are not contained in any closed hemisphere and P ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ). Assume that v_1, . . . , v_N are in general position in dimension n. If the outer radius of P_i is not uniformly bounded, then torsional rigidity T (P_i) is also unbounded. 11

Proof. This holds by using Lemma 3.3, the homogeneity and the translation invariance of T , and the fact that T (B^n) is positive for the centered unit ball B^n. □

It’s required to prove the following lemmas for giving the existence of the solution to the torsion log-Minkowski problem.

Lemma 3.5. If β_1, . . . , β_N ∈ (0, ∞), the unit vectors v_1, . . . , v_N (N ≥ n + 1) are in general position in dimension n, then there exists a polytope P ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ) solving (3.3) such that P has exactly N facets, γ(P ) = o, T (P ) = 1 and

Φ_P (o) = inf { max_{γ∈Q} Φ_Q(γ) : Q ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ), T (Q) = 1 } . Proof. By virtue of the translation invariance of Φ_P , we can choose a sequence P_i ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ) with γ(P_i) = o and T (P_i) = 1 is a minimizing sequence of problem (3.3).

Corollary 3.4 shows that P_i is bounded. This together with the Blaschke selection theorem (see, e.g., [36, Theorem 1.8.7]), we know that there exists a subsequence of P_i that converges to a P . Making use of the continuity of T , we have T (P ) = 1, combine with de Saint Venant inequality given by lemma 2.5, we know that |P | ≥ c_0 > 0, which implies that P is nondegenerate. Now, by Lemma 3.2, there is γ(P ) = lim_{i→∞} γ(P_i) = o, and by virtue of the definition of Φ_P , there is

Φ_P (o) = lim_{i→∞} Φ_{Pi} (o) = inf { max_{γ∈Q} Φ_Q(γ) : Q ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ), T (Q) = 1 } . Secondly, we are prepared to prove that P has exactly N facets. By contradiction, there exists i_0 ∈ {1, . . . , N} such that F (P, u_{i0} ) = P ∩ H(P, u_{i0} ) is not the facet of P . By virtue of [36, Section 2.4] and the same arguments of [38, Lemma 5.1], choose sufficiently small δ > 0, let the polytope be P_δ = P ∩ {γ : γ · v_{i0} ≤ h(P, v_{i0} ) − δ} ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ), and satisfy αP_δ = α(δ)P_δ = T (P_δ)^{− 1n+2} P_δ.

Then, T (αP_δ) = 1 and as δ → 0^+, αP_δ → P . Moreover, by Lemma 3.2, we get γ_p(P_δ ) → γ_p(P ) = o ∈ Int(P ), as δ → 0^+. Hence, for sufficiently small δ > 0, we take γ(P_δ ) ∈ Int(P ) 12

and h(P, v_k) > γ(P_δ ) · v_k + δ, for k ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Next, we are devoted to showing that (3.10) Φ_{αPδ} (γ(αP_δ )) < Φ_P (γ(P )) = Φ(o). In view of the fact that γ(αP_δ ) = αγ(P_δ ), it follows that

Φ_{αPδ} (γ(αP_δ )) = N∑ k=1 β_k log(h(αP_δ , v_k) − γ(αP_δ ) · v_k)

= log α N∑ k=1 β_k + N∑ k=1 β_k log(h(P_δ , v_k) − γ(P_δ) · v_k)

= log α N∑ k=1 β_k + N∑ k=1 β_k log(h(P, v_k) − γ(P_δ ) · v_k) − β_{i0} log(h(P, v_{i0} ) − γ(P_δ) · v_{i0} ) + β_{i0} log(h(P, v_{i0} ) − γ(P_δ ) · v_{i0} − δ) = Φ_P (γ(P_δ )) + H(δ), where H(δ) = log α N∑ k=1 β_k − β_{i0} log(h(P, v_{i0} ) − γ(P_δ ) · v_{i0} ) + β_{i0} log(h(P, v_{i0} ) − γ(P_δ ) · v_{i0} − δ).

(3.11) Now, we are desired to get H(δ) < 0 to admit (3.10). Let q_0 be the diameter of P , then 0 < h(P, u_{i0} ) − γ(P_δ ) · u_{i0} − δ < h(P, u_{i0} ) − γ(P_δ ) · u_{i0} < q_0.

Thus, by the concavity of log t in [0, ∞), we get

log(h(P, u_{i0} ) − γ(P_δ ) · u_{i0} − δ) − log(h(P, u_{i0} ) − γ(P_δ ) · u_{i0} ) < log(q_0 − δ) − log q_0. Hence, together with (3.11), we have H(δ) < M(δ), where M(δ) = − 1 n + 2 log T (P_δ ) (_N ∑ k=1 β_k ) + β_{i0} (log(q_0 − δ) − log q_0). 13

Now, by exploiting the Hadamard variational formula of torsional rigidity reflected by Lemma 2.6, we get

M^′ (δ) = − 1 n + 2 (_N ∑ k=1 β_k ) 1 T (P_δ) dT (P_δ ) dδ − β_{i0} q_0 − δ = − 1 n + 2 (_N ∑ k=1 β_k ) 1 T (P_δ) N∑ k=1 h^′ (P_δ, v_k)μ^{tor}(P_δ , {v_k}) − β_{i0} q_0 − δ . (3.12)

Suppose μ^{tor}(P, {v_k}) ≠ 0 for some k ∈ {1, . . . , N}. By the absolute continuity of μ^{tor}(P, ·) with regard to S(P, ·), we know S(P, {v_k}) ≠ 0. As a result, we conclude that P has a facet with normal vector v_k, and by the definition of P_δ , for sufficiently small δ > 0, we have h(P_δ , v_k) = h(P, v_k), this illustrates that h^′ (v_k, 0^+) = 0, where

h^′ (v_k, 0^+) = lim_{δ→0+} h(P_δ , v_k) − h(P, v_k) δ . This together with P_δ → P as δ → 0^+, we have N∑ k=1 h^′ (P_δ, v_k)μ^{tor}(P_δ , {v_k}) → N∑ k=1 h^′ (v_k, 0^+)μ^{tor}(P, {v_k}) = 0, as δ → 0^+,

which tells that, for sufficiently small δ, (3.13) M^′ (δ) < 0.

Since M(0) = 0, for sufficiently small δ > 0, we know M(δ) < 0, it directly yields H(δ) < 0. So, there exists a δ_0 > 0 such that P_{δ0} ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ) and Φ_{α0Pδ0} (γ(α_0P_{δ0} )) < Φ_P (γ(P_{δ0} )) ≤ Φ_P (γ(P )) = Φ_P (o), where α_0 = T (P_{δ0} )^{− 1n+2} . Set P_0 = α_0P_{δ0} − γ(α_0P_{δ0} ), for P_0 ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ), then we get T (P_0) = 1, γ(P_0) = o, Φ_{P0} (o) < Φ_P (o).

This is a contradiction. So, P has exactly N facets. □

4. Dealing with the discrete torsion log-Minkowski problem

In this section, we first attack the discrete torsion log-Minkowski problem.

Theorem 4.1. Let β_1, . . . , β_N ∈ (0, ∞), and the unit vectors v_1, . . . , v_N (N ≥ n + 1) are in general position in dimension n. If there exists a polytope P ∈ P(u_1, . . . , u_N ) satisfying γ(P ) = o and T (P ) = 1 such that

Φ_P (o) = inf { max_{γ∈Q} Φ_Q(γ) : Q ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ), T (Q) = 1 } .

Then there exists a polytope P_0 such that h(P_0, ·)μ^{tor}(P_0, ·) = N∑ k=1 β_kδ_{vk} (·). Proof. For δ_1, . . . , δ_N ∈ R, sufficiently small |t| > 0, define the polytope P_t as

P_t = N⋂ j=1 {x : x · v_j ≤ h(P, v_j ) + tδ_j , j = 1, . . . , N}, and satisfy α(t)P_t = T (P_t)^{− 1n+2} P_t.

Thus, from the part (i) of Lemma 2.4, it is to see that T (α(t)P_t) = 1, α(t)P_t ∈ P_N (u_1, . . . , u_N ) and α(t)P_t → P as t → 0. Meanwhile, employ (3.4), let γ(t) = γ_p(α(t)P_t) and

Φ(t) = max γ∈α(t)P_t N∑ k=1 β_k log(α(t)h(P_t, v_k) − γ · v_k)

= N∑ k=1 β_k log(α(t)h(P_t, v_k) − γ(t) · v_k). (4.1)

By (4.1), Lemma 3.1, and the fact is that γ(t) is an interior point of α(t)P (t), then we get ∂Φ(t) ∂γ(t) = 0.

Consequently, we have (4.2) N∑ k=1 β_kv_{k,i} α(t)h(P_t, v_k) − γ(t) · v_k = 0,

for i = 1, . . . , n, γ = (γ_1, . . . , γ_n)^T , and v_k = (v_{k,1}, . . . , v_{k,n})^T .

By using (4.2), let t = 0 with α(0) = 1, γ(0) = o, then we get

(4.3) N∑ k=1 β_kv_{k,i} h(P, v_k) = 0, i = 1, . . . , n. Next, we reveal that γ^′ (t) | t=0 exists. Let F_i(t, γ_1, . . . , γ_n) = N∑ k=1 β_kv_{k,i} α(t)h(P_t, v_k) − (γ_1v_{k,1} + . . . + γ_nv_{k,n}) for i = 1, . . . , n. Then, we have ∂F_i ∂γ_j | | (0,...,0) = N∑ k=1 β_kv_{k,i}v_{k,j} h(P, v_k)^2 15

for j = 1, . . . , n. Hence ( ∂F ∂γ | | |_{(0,...,0)} ) n×n = N∑ k=1 β_k h(P, u_k)^2 v_kv^T_k ,

where v_kv^T_k is an n × n matrix.

On the one hand, since v_1, . . . , v_N are not concentrated on any closed hemisphere, for any x ∈ R^n , x ≠ {0}, there exists v_{i0} ∈ {v_1, . . . , v_N } to meet v_{i0} · x ≠ 0, and obtain

x^T (_N ∑ k=1 β_k h(P, v_k)^2 v_kv^T_k ) x

= N∑ k=1 β_k(x · v_k)^2 h(P, v_k)^2 ≥ β_{i0} (x · v_{i0} )^2 h(P, v_{i0} )^2 > 0, which shows that^{∂F}_{∂γ} | |(0, . . . , 0) is positively definite. From the inverse function theorem,

we assert that γ^′ (0) = (γ^′_1(0), . . . , γ^′_n(0)) exists.

On the other hand, since Φ(0) attains the minimum value of Φ(t), by using (4.3), we obtain 0 = dΦ(t) dt | | |_{t=0} = N∑ k=1 β_kh(P, v_k)^{−1} [ h(P, v_k) ( − 1 n + 2 ) dT (P_t) dt | | | t=0 + δ_k − γ^′ (0) · v_k ]

= N∑ k=1 β_kh(P, v_k)^{−1} [ − 1 n + 2 h(P, v_k) (_N ∑ i=1 δ_iμ^{tor}(P, {v_i}) ) + δ_k ] − γ^′ (0) · [_N ∑ k=1 β_kh(P, v_k)^{−1}v_k ]

= N∑ k=1 β_kh(P, v_k)^{−1} [ − 1 n + 2 h(P, v_k) (_N ∑ i=1 δ_iμ^{tor}(P, {v_i}) ) + δ_k ]

= N∑ k=1 δ_k [ β_kh(P, v_k)^{−1} − 1 n + 2 (_N ∑ i=1 β_i ) μ^{tor}(P, {v_k}) ] .

Since δ_1, . . . , δ_N are arbitrary, we have

β_kh(P, v_k)^{−1} = 1 n + 2 (_N ∑ i=1 β_i ) μ^{tor}(P, {v_k}) 16

for all k = 1, . . . , N. In view of the fact that P is n-dimensional and o ∈ Int(P ), as a result, h(P, v_k) > 0, therefore,

(4.4) β_k = h(P, v_k) 1 n + 2 (_N ∑ i=1 β_i ) μ^{tor}(P, {v_k}). Let c =^1_{n+2} (∑_N i=1 β_i ) , apply (3.1) into (4.4), we have (4.5) ch(P, ·)dμ^{tor} (P, ·) = dμ. Moreover, we have ch(P, ·)dμ^{tor} (P, ·) = dμ. For m > 0, P ∈ P(v_1, . . . , v_N ), by the part (a) of Lemma 2.7, we get dμ^{tor}_0 (mP, ·) = m^{n+2}h(P, ·)dμ^{tor} (P, ·). Then, let P_0 =

[_1 n+2 ( ∑_N i=1 β_i)

] 1_{n+2} P , we get dμ^{tor}_0 (P_0, ·) = dμ, which verifies that μ^{tor}_0 (P_0, ·) = N∑ k=1 β_kδ_{vk} (·). This illustrates that P_0 is the desired polytope, which completes the proof. □

Applying Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 4.1, we obtain the existence of solution to the discrete torsion log-Minkowski problem.

Theorem 4.2. Let μ be a discrete measure on R^n whose support set is not contained in any closed hemisphere and is in general position in dimension n. Then there exists a polytope P containing the origin in its interior such that G^{tor}(P, ·) = μ. 5. The general torsion log-Minkowski problem

In this section, our aim is to deal with the general torsion log-Minkowski problem by virtue of the approximation technique.

Given a finite Borel measure μ on the unit sphere S^{n−1}, not concentrated on any closed hemisphere, we first construct a sequence of discrete measures whose support sets are in general position such that sequence of discrete measures converges to μ weakly. 17

For each positive integer j, divide S^{n−1} into a finite disjoint union

S^{n−1} = N_j⋃

i=1 U_{i,j} for N_j > 0, which satisfies that the diameter of U_{i,j} is less than^1_j , and U_{i,j} contains nonempty interior. Then, we can choose v_{i,j} ∈ U_{i,j} such that v_{1,j} , . . . , v_{Nj ,j} are in general position. As j → ∞, we know that the vector v_{1,j}, . . . , v_{Nj ,j} can not contained in any closed hemisphere.

We are in a position to define the discrete measure μ_j on S^{n−1} as

μ_j = N_j∑

i=1 ( μ(U_{i,j} ) + 1 N^2_j ) δ_{vi,j} , and define (5.1) μ̄_j = |μ| |μ_j | μ_j. From the above statement, we see that μ̄_j is a discrete measure on S^{n−1} satisfying the conditions in Theorem 4.1, and μ̄_j ⇀ μ weakly. Consequently, by Theorem 4.1, there is a polytope P̃_j such that (5.2) h(P̃_j , ·)μ^{tor}(P̃_j , ·) = μ̄_j, and P̃_j is a rescaled of P_j , i.e.,

(5.3) P̃_j = ( 1 n + 2 |μ̄_j | ) 1_{n+2} P_j , where P_j satisfies P_j ∈ P (v_{1,j} , . . . , v_{Nj ,j}), γ_j (P_j ) = o, T (P_j ) = 1, and solves

(5.4) Φ_{Pj} (o) = inf { max γ_j ∈Int(Q_j ) Φ_{Qj} (γ_j ) : Q_j ∈ P(v_{1,j} , . . . , v_{Nj ,j}), T (Q_j ) = 1 } . Now, we introduce the following key lemma, which shall be used in the below.

Lemma 5.1. Let v_{1,j}, . . . , v_{Nj ,j} ∈ S^{n−1} be as given above. Set

(5.5) S_j = N_j∑

j=1 {x ∈ R^n : x · v_{i,m} ≤ 1}. Then, for sufficiently large j, we get B^n ⊂ S_j ⊂ 3B^n. 18

Proof. As indicated before, since {U_{i,j} }_j is a partition of S^{n−1}, then for each u ∈ S^{n−1}, there exists i_j such that u ∈ U_{ij ,j}. Since diam(U_{i,j} ) <^1_j . So, we can choose N_0 > 0 such that for each j > N_0, u · v_{ij ,j} > 1 3 . Due to ρ(S_j , u)u ∈ S_j, there is ρ(S_j , u)/3 < ρ(S_j , u)u · v_{ij ,j} ≤ 1. Consequently, ρ(S_j , ·) < 3 for each j > N_0, which gives the desired result. □ Without loss of generality, for γ ∈ Ω, we write (5.6) Φ_{Ω,μ}(γ) = ∫ S^{n−1} log h(Ω − γ, ·)dμ. Note that, when μ is a discrete measure, and {v_1, . . . , v_N } is the support of μ, then (5.6) is precisely (3.1) given by in Sec. 3.

By means of lemma 5.1, we have the following result.

Lemma 5.2. Let P̃_j be as given in (5.2), and γ_j(P_j ) is the minimizer to (5.4) with γ_j(P_j ) = o. If |u| is positive, then there exists a constant c_0 > 0, independent of j, such that (5.7) Φ_{P̃j ,μ̄j} (o) < c_0.

Proof. Set S_j as defined in (5.5). Using lemma 5.1, we know that, for r > 0 and for sufficiently large j, one see rB^n ⊂ rS_j ⊂ 3rB^n. By virtue of the homogeneity of T , there exists r_0(j) > 0 such that T (r_0(j)S_j ) = 1.

Due to rB ⊂ rS_j, there is r_0(j)^{n+2}T (B^n) = T (r_0(j)B^n) ≤ T (r_0(j)S_j ) = 1 Thus, r_0(j) ≤ r_0 for some constant r_0 independent of j, and Φ_{Pj ,μ̄j} (o) ≤ ∫ S^{n−1} log h(r_0(j)S_j − γ_j(r_0(j)S_j ), ·)dμ̄_j ≤ ∫ S^{n−1} log h(6r_0B^n, ·)dμ̄_j = log(6r_0)|μ̄_j | = log(6r_0)|μ|.

(5.8)

Hence, the desired bound (5.7) follows from (5.3) and (5.8). □ 19

As elaborated before, given a Borel measure μ on S^{n−1}, μ satisfies the subspace mass inequality provided (5.9) μ(ξ_k ∩ S^{n−1}) |μ| < k n for each ξ_k ∈ G_{n,k}, and for each k = 1, . . . , n − 1.

Theorem 5.3. [29] If μ is an even, finite, non-zero Borel measure on S^{n−1} satisfying the following subspace mass inequality (5.9), then there exists an origin-symmetric convex body Ω ⊂ R^n such that G^{tor}(Ω, ·) = μ. Our aim is to derive the above theorem without symmetric assumptions via an approximation argument. For this purpose, we need to the following preparation. Lemma 5.4. Let P̃_j be as given in (5.2). Then there exists c_0 > 0 such that T (P̃_j ) > c_0 for every j.

Proof. For a convex body Ω in R^n , with the aid of the definition of G^{tor}(·) and T (·), one see (5.10) T (P̃_j ) = |G^{tor} (P̃_j , S^{n−1})| = 1 n + 2 |μ̄_j| = 1 n + 2 |μ| := c_0 > 0. Thus, we get the desired result. □

Next, we shall prove that P_j is uniformly bounded when μ (not necessarily even) satisfies the subspace mass inequality (5.9). For convenience, we write χ_k = k n . For each ω ⊂ S^{n−1} and η > 0, we define ℜ_η(ω) = {v ∈ S^{n−1} : |v − u| < η, for some u ∈ ω}. Motivated by [11, Lemma 4.1] or [23, Lemma 5.10], we get a slightly stronger subspace mass inequality for sufficiently large j. 20

Lemma 5.5. Let μ be a finite Borel measure on S^{n−1} and μ̄_j be established in (5.1), if μ satisfies the subspace mass inequality (5.9), then there exist χ̃_k ∈ (0, χ_k), N_0 > 0, and η_0 ∈ (0, 1) such that for all j > N_0,

(5.11) μ̄_j(ℜ_{η0} (ξ_k ∩ S^{n−1})) |μ| < χ̃_k for each k-dimensional subspace ξ_k ⊂ R^n and k = 1, . . . , n − 1.

Proof. We take by contradiction argument. Suppose that (5.11) does not hold, then there exists a sequence of subspaces ξ^i_k of ξ_k such that j_i → ∞, η_i → 0, χ^i_k → χ_k as i → ∞, and

(5.12) μ̄_{ji} (ℜ_{ηi} (ξ^i_k ∩ S^{n−1})) |μ| ≥ χ^i_k Now, let {e_{1,i}, . . . , e_{k,i}} be an orthonormal basis of ξ^i_k. By choosing suitable subsequences, we may suppose that e_{1,i} → e_1, . . . , e_{k,i} → e_k as i → ∞. Let ξ_k = span{e_1, . . . , e_k}. Since η_i → 0 as i → ∞, given a small positive η, we get μ̄_{ji} (ℜ_η(ξ_k ∩ S^{n−1})) |μ| ≥ μ̄_{ji} (ℜ_{ηi} (ξ^i_k ∩ S^{n−1})) |μ| ≥ χ^i_k for large enough i. In view of the fact that μ̄_{ji} converges weakly to μ, ℜ_η(ξ_k ∩ S^{n−1}) is compact, and χ^i_k → χ_k, as i → ∞, then we obtain μ(ℜ_η(ξ_k ∩ S^{n−1})) |μ| ≥ χ_k. Since η is arbitrary, let η → 0, there is μ(ξ_k ∩ S^{n−1}) |μ| ≥ χ_k. This contradicts to (5.9). Hence, we complete the proof. □

Based on lemma 5.5, we will estimate the functional Φ_{Ej ,μ̄j} (o), where E_j is a sequence of centered ellipsoids. The key technique is to use an appropriate spherical partition. The general argument was introduced by [6].

Let e_1, . . . , e_n be an orthonormal basis in R^n . For each δ ∈ (0,^{1√}_n ), define the partion {A_{1,δ}, . . . , A_{n,δ}} of S^{n−1}, with respect to e_1, . . . , e_n by (5.13) A_{k,δ} = {v ∈ S^{n−1} : |ν · e_k| ≥ δ and |v · e_j | ≤ δ for all j > k}, k = 1, . . . , n. Let ξ_k = span{e_1, . . . , e_k}, k = 1, . . . , n, 21

and ξ_0 = {0}. It was shown in [6] that for any non-zero finite Borel measure μ on S^{n−1}, lim_{δ→0+} μ(A_{k,δ}) = μ((ξ_k\ξ_{k−1}) ∩ S^{n−1}), and therefore, lim_{δ→0+}(μ(A_{1,δ} ) + . . . + μ(A_{k,δ})) = μ(ξ_k ∩ S^{n−1}).

The following lemma from [7] shall be needed.

Lemma 5.6. [7, Lemma 4.1] Suppose λ_1, . . . , λ_m ∈ [0, 1] are such that λ_1 + . . . + λ_m = 1.

Suppose further that a_1, . . . , a_m ∈ R are such that a_1 ≤ a_2 ≤ . . . ≤ a_m. Assume that there exists σ_0, σ_1, . . . , σ_m ∈ [0, ∞), with σ_0 = 0, and σ_m = 1 such that λ_1 + . . . + λ_k ≤ σ_k, for k = 1, . . . , m.

Then_m ∑ k=1 λ_ka_k ≥ m∑ k=1 (σ_k − σ_{k−1})a_k.

Lemma 5.7. Suppose ε_0 > 0. Suppose further that (e_{1,j} , . . . , e_{n,j}), where j = 1, 2, . . . , is a sequence of ordered orthonormal bases of R^n converging to the ordered orthonormal basis (e_1, ..., e_n), while (a_{1,j} , . . . , a_{n,j} ) is a sequence of n-tuples satisfying 0 < a_{1,l} ≤ a_{2,l} ≤ . . . ≤ a_{n,j} and a_{n,j} ≥ ε_0. For each j = 1, 2, . . ., let

E_j = { x ∈ R^n : (x · e_{1,j} )^2 a^2_{1,j} + . . . + (x · e_{n,j})^2 a^2_{n,j} ≤ 1 }

denote the ellipsoids generated by the (e_{1,j} , . . . , e_{n,j}) and (a_{1,l}, . . . , a_{n,l}). Let μ be a nonzero finite Borel measure on S^{n−1} satisfying the subspace mass inequality (5.9). Then there exists δ_0, t_0 ∈ (0, 1) such that for each j > N_0, we have 1 |μ̄_j | Φ_{Ej ,μ̄j} (o) ≥ log ( δ_0 2 ) + t_0 log a_{n,j} + 1 n (1 − t_0) log |E_j | − 1 n (1 − t_0) log ω_n.

(5.14)

Proof. For each δ ∈ (0, 1/ √ n), let {A_{1,δ} , . . . , A_{n,δ}} be the partition of S^{n−1} as in (5.13). 22

Since μ satisfies the subspace mass inequality (5.9), by lemma 5.5, we know that there exists N_0 > 0, η_0 ∈ (0, 1), and χ̃_k ∈ (0, χ_k) such that for all j > N_0, (5.11) holds for each k-dimensional proper subspace ξ_k ⊂ R^n . Let t_0 be sufficiently small so that (1 − t_0)χ_k > χ̃_k.

Thus, for all j > N_0, there is (5.15) μ̄_j(ℜ_{η0} (ξ_k ∩ S^{n−1})) |μ| < (1 − t_0)χ_k for each k-dimensional subspace ξ_k ⊂ R^n and k = 1, . . . , n − 1. Particularly, we let ξ_k = span{e_1, . . . , e_k}, Note that for sufficiently small δ_0 ∈ (0, 1), one see k⋃ i=1 A_{i,δ0} ⊂ ℜ_{η0} (ξ_k ∩ S^{n−1}). Now, let λ_{i,δ0} = μ̄_j (A_{i,δ0} ) |μ̄_j | . Note that λ_{1,δ0} + . . . + λ_{n,δ0} = 1.

By virtue of (5.15), we obtain

λ_{1,δ0} + . . . + λ_{k,δ0} = ∑_k i=1 μ̄_j(A_{i,δ0} ) |μ| < (1 − t_0)χ_k for each k = 1, . . . , n − 1. Let σ_n = 1 and σ_0 = 0 and σ_k = (1 − t_0)χ_k = (1 − t_0)^k_n for k = 1, . . . , n − 1. Then there are (5.16) σ_1 − σ_0 = 1 n (1 − t_0),

(5.17) σ_k − σ_{k−1} = 1 n (1 − t_0), k = 2, . . . , n − 1, and (5.18) σ_n − σ_{n−1} = 1 n (1 − t_0) + t_0.

On the other hand, since lim_{j→∞} e_{k,j} = e_k for each k = 1, . . . , n, we may choose j_0 > 0, so that |e_{k,j} − e_k| < δ_0/2 for each j > j_0 and each j = 1, . . . , n. Since (e_{1,j} , . . . , e_{n,j} ) is orthonormal, by the definition of E_j that ±a_{k,j}e_{k,j} ∈ E_j, for v ∈ A_{k,δ0} , we have (5.19) h(E_j , v) ≥ a_{k,j}|e_{k,j} · v| ≥ a_{k,j}(|v · e_k| − |e_{k,j} − e_k|) ≥ a_{k,j} δ_0 2 . 23

In view of the fact that {A_{k,δ0} }^n_{k=1} is a partition of S^{n−1}. Together with (5.19) and lemma 5.6, for j > j_0, we have 1 |μ̄_j | Φ_{Ej ,μ̄j} (o) = 1 |μ̄_j | ∫ S^{n−1} log h(E_j , ·)dμ̄_j ≥ n∑ k=1 μ̄_j(A_{k,δ0} ) |μ̄_j | log ( a_{k,j} δ_0 2 )

= log ( δ_0 2 ) + n∑ k=1 λ_{k,δ0} log a_{k,j}

≥ log ( δ_0 2 ) + n∑ k=1 (σ_k − σ_{k−1}) log a_{k,j}.

(5.20)

Now, applying (5.16), (5.17) and (5.18) into (5.20), we have 1 |μ̄_j | Φ_{Ej ,μ̄j} (o) ≥ log ( δ_0 2 ) + 1 n (1 − t_0) n∑ k=1 log a_{k,j} + t_0 log a_{n,j}.

(5.21)

Then (5.14) holds by substituting |E_j | = ω_na_{1,j} a_{2,j} . . . a_{n,j} into (5.21). □

Now, we prove that P_j is uniformly bounded.

Lemma 5.8. Let μ be a nonzero finite Borel measure on S^{n−1} and μ̄_j be as given in (5.1). Let P̃_j be as constructed in (5.2). If μ satisfies the subspace mass inequality (5.9), the P̃_j is uniformly bounded.

Proof. We take by contradiction and assume that P̃_j is not uniformly bounded.

Let E_j be the John ellipsoid of P̃_j , then

(5.22) E_j ⊂ P̃_j ⊂ n(E_j − o_j ) + o_j ,

where the ellipsoid E_j centered at o_j ∈ Int(P̃_j) is given by

E_j = { x ∈ R^n : |(x − o_j ) · e_{1,j}|^2 a^2_{1,j} + . . . + |(x − o_j) · e_{n,j} |^2 a^2_{n,j} ≤ 1 }

for a sequence of ordered orthonormal bases (e_{1,j} , . . . , e_{n,j} ) of R^n , with 0 < a_{1,l} ≤ . . . ≤ a_{n,l}. Since P̃_j is not uniformly bounded, by choosing a subsequence, we may assume a_{n,j} → ∞ and a_{n,j} ≥ 1. By means of the compactness of S^{n−1}, we can take a subsequence and assume that {e_{1,j} , . . . , e_{n,j}} converges to {e_1, . . . , e_n} as an orthonormal basis in R^n . Using Lemma 24

2.5, Lemma 5.7, (5.22), there exists δ_0, t_0, c_n and N_0 > 0 such that 1 |μ̄_j | Φ_{P̃j ,μ̄j} (o_j ) ≥ 1 |μ̄_j | Φ_{Ej ,μ̄j} (o_j ) = 1 |μ̄_j | Φ_{Ej −oj ,μ̄j} (o) ≥ log ( δ_0 2 ) + t_0 log a_{n,j} + 1 n (1 − t_0) log |E_j | − 1 n (1 − t_0) log ω_n

≥ log ( δ_0 2 ) + t_0 log a_{n,j} + 1 n + 2

(1 − t_0) log |T (E_j )| + c(n, t_0),

(5.23)

where c(n, t_0) is not necessarily positive.

To proceed further, with the aid of the homogeneity, monotonicity and translation invariance of T , (2.3) and (5.22), we obtain

T (E_j) = T (E_j − o_j) = n^{− 1n+2} T (n(E_j − o_j) + o_j) ≥ n^{− 1n+2} T (P̃_j ) = n^{− 1n+2} 1 n + 2 |μ̄_j |. (5.24)

Recall that γ_j (P_j ) is the minimizer to (5.4) with γ_j (P_j ) = o, by applying (5.3), we know that γ_j (P̃_j ) = o, this combines with |μ̄_j | = |μ|, (5.24), and that a_{n,j} → ∞, from (5.23), we have Φ_{P̃j ,μ̄j} (o) ≥ Φ_{P̃j ,μ̄j} (o_j ) → ∞, as j → ∞, which contradicts to Lemma 5.2. The proof is completed. □

Lemma 5.9. If P̃_j in (5.2) are uniformly bounded and T (P̃_j ) > c_0 for some constant c_0 > 0, then there exists a convex body Ω ∈ K^n with o ∈ Ω such that

(5.25) h(Ω, ·)μ^{tor} (Ω, ·) = μ.

Proof. Since P̃_j is uniformly bounded, with the aid of the Blaschke selection theorem, there exists a subsequence P̃_{ji} such that P̃_{ji} → Ω for some compact convex set Ω containing the origin. By virtue of the continuity of T and the fact that T (P̃_j ) > c_0 > 0, one see T (Ω) > 0. From Lemma 2.5, we know that |Ω| ≥ c_1 > 0, which implies that Ω has nonempty interior. Finally, by taking the limit of (5.2) on both sides and employing the weak convergence of μ^{tor}(·) and the uniform continuity of the support function, we conclude that (5.25) holds. □

From Lemma 5.4, Lemma 5.8 and Lemma 5.9, we shall give a solution to the general torsion log-Minkowski problem described as below. 25

Theorem 5.10. If μ is a finite, non-zero Borel measure on S^{n−1} satisfying the subspace mass inequality (5.9). Then there exists a convex body Ω ⊂ R^n with o ∈ Ω such that G^{tor}(Ω, ·) = μ.

References

[1] A. D. Aleksandrov, On the surface area measure of convex bodies, Mat. Sb. (N.S.) 6 (1939), 167–174. [2] A. D. Aleksandrov, On the theory of mixed volumes. III. Extensions of two theorems of Minkowski on convex polyhedra to arbitrary convex bodies, Mat. Sb. 3 (1938), 27–46.

[3] G. Bianchi, K. J. Böröczky, A. Colesanti and D. Yang, The Lp-Minkowski problem for −n < p < 1, Adv. Math. 341 (2019), 493–535.

[4] T. Bonnesen and W. Fenchel, Theory of convex bodies, translated from the German and edited by L.

Boron, C. Christenson and B. Smith, BCS Associates, Moscow, ID, 1987.

[5] K. Böröczky, E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Zhang, The log-Brunn-Minkowski inequality, Adv. Math. 231 (2012), no. 3-4, 1974–1997.

[6] K. Böröczky, E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Zhang, The logarithmic Minkowski problem, J. Amer. Math.

Soc. 26 (2013), no. 3, 831–852.

[7] K. Böröczky, E. Lutwak, D. Yang, G. Zhang and Y. Zhao, The dual Minkowski problem for symmetric convex bodies, Adv. Math. 356 (2019), 106805, 30 pp.

[8] K. Böröczky, M. Henk and H. Pollehn, Subspace concentration of dual curvature measures of symmetric convex bodies, J. Differential Geom. 109 (2018), no. 3, 411–429.

[9] K. J. Böröczky and H. T. Trinh, The planar Lp-Minkowski problem for 0 < p < 1, Adv. in Appl. Math.

87 (2017), 58–81.

[10] S. Chen, Q. Li and G. Zhu, On the Lp Monge-Ampère equation, J. Differential Equations 263 (2017), no. 8, 4997–5011.

[11] S. Chen, Q. Li and G. Zhu, The logarithmic Minkowski problem for non-symmetric measures, Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc. 371 (2019), no. 4, 2623–2641.

[12] Z. Chen and Q. Dai, The Lp Minkowski problem for torsion, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 488 (2020), no. 1, 124060, 26 pp.

[13] A. Colesanti, Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for variational functionals and related problems, Adv. Math.

194 (2005), no. 1, 105–140.

[14] A. Colesanti and M. Fimiani, The Minkowski problem for torsional rigidity, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 59 (2010), no. 3, 1013–1039.

[15] A. Colesanti, K. Nyström, P. Salani, J. Xiao, D. Yang and G. Zhang, The Hadamard variational formula and the Minkowski problem for p-capacity, Adv. Math. 285 (2015), 1511–1588.

[16] G. Crasta and I. Fragalà, Variational worn stones, arXiv: 2303.11764.

[17] B. E. J. Dahlberg, Estimates of harmonic measure, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 65 (1977), no. 3, 275–288.

[18] W. Fenchel and B. Jessen, Mengenfunktionen und konvexe Körper, Danske Vid. Selsk. Mat.-Fys. Medd.

16 (1938), 1–31.

[19] Y. Feng, Y. Zhou and B. He, The Lp electrostatic q-capacitary Minkowski problem for general measures, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 487 (2020), no. 1, 123959, 18 pp.

[20] W. J. Firey, p-means of convex bodies, Math. Scand. 10 (1962), 17–24.

[21] R. J. Gardner, Geometric tomography, second edition, Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications, 58, Cambridge University Press, New York, 2006.

[22] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, reprint of the 1998 edition, Classics in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001.

[23] L. Guo, D. Xi and Y. Zhao, The Lp Chord Minkowski problem in a critical interval, arXiv:2301.07603, appear in Math. Ann. 26

[24] J. Hu and J. Liu, On the Lp torsional Minkowski problem for 0 < p < 1, Adv. in Appl. Math. 128 (2021), Paper No. 102188, 22 pp.

[25] Y. Huang, C. Song and L. Xu, Hadamard variational formulas for p-torsion and p-eigenvalue with applications, Geom. Dedicata 197 (2018), 61–76.

[26] D. Jerison, A Minkowski problem for electrostatic capacity, Acta Math. 176 (1996), no. 1, 1–47. [27] D. Jerison, The direct method in the calculus of variations for convex bodies, Adv. Math. 122 (1996), no. 2, 262–279.

[28] G. Keady, The power concavity of solutions of some semilinear elliptic boundary value problems, Bull.

Austral. Math. Soc. 31 (1985), no. 2, 181–184.

[29] D. Langharst and J. Ulivelli, The (self-similar, variational) rolling stones, arXiv:2304.02548. [30] E. Lutwak, The Brunn-Minkowski-Firey theory. I. Mixed volumes and the Minkowski problem, J.

Differential Geom. 38 (1993), no. 1, 131–150.

[31] E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Zhang, The Cramer-Rao inequality for star bodies, Duke Math. J. 112 (2002), no. 1, 59–81.

[32] E. Lutwak, D. Yang and G. Zhang, On the Lp-Minkowski problem, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 356 (2004), no. 11, 4359–4370.

[33] H. Minkowski, Allgemeine Lehrsätze über die convexen Polyeder, Nachr. Ges. Wiss. Göttingen (1897), 198–219.

[34] H. Minkowski, Volumen und Oberfläche, Math. Ann. 57 (1903), no. 4, 447–495. [35] G. Pólya and G. Szegő, Isoperimetric Inequalities in Mathematical Physics, Annals of Mathematics Studies, No. 27, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, NJ, 1951.

[36] R. Schneider, Convex bodies: the Brunn-Minkowski theory, second expanded edition, Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications, 151, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2014.

[37] G. Xiong and J. Xiong, The logarithmic capacitary Minkowski problem for polytopes, Acta Math. Sin.

(Engl. Ser.) 38 (2022), no. 2, 406–418.

[38] G. Xiong, J. Xiong and L. Xu, The Lp capacitary Minkowski problem for polytopes, J. Funct. Anal.

277 (2019), no. 9, 3131–3155.

[39] G. Zhu, The logarithmic Minkowski problem for polytopes, Adv. Math. 262 (2014), 909–931. [40] G. Zhu, The Lp Minkowski problem for polytopes for 0 < p < 1, J. Funct. Anal. 269 (2015), no. 4, 1070–1094.

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

School of Mathematics, Hunan University, Changsha, 410082, Hunan Province, China Email address: hujinrong@hnu.edu.cn